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In this work, we construct an explicit string motivated example of three-field inflation in
a related, yet distinct from, the recently discovered perturbative large volume scenario
(pLVS). Contrary to the usual constructions, in this set up, large volume is ensured by the
interplay between the effects of α′3, logarithmic loop and higher derivative F 4 corrections.
After addressing a full moduli stabilization scenario, we move on to a detailed analysis of
three-field model of inflation after choosing a suitable canonical basis for the fields. We
conduct multiple consistency checks to establish a solid foundation for our model within
the framework of the underlying 4D effective field theory (EFT). Our model differs from
previous setups in three key aspects: first, the interaction between subleading corrections
that drive full moduli stabilization follows a different pattern, second, the volume form
of the underlying Calabi-Yau is different, and third, in our three-field inflation scenario,
the second slow-roll parameter consistently dominates over the first by several orders of
magnitude. The latter signals the possible presence of primordial features which can be
verified by forthcoming ground and space based experiments. We can roughly distinguish
two stages of inflation: the first stage mostly occurs in the steepest direction during hori-
zon crossing giving us almost 55 efolds of inflation– once one of the inflatons falls off the
ridge and then to its true minimum, the other two fields become active, giving us a truly
multi-field behavior in the second stage – adding few more efodls of inflation. We also
confirm our claim by introducing the non-planar torsion in the inflationary trajectory –
this quantity becomes non-trivial in the second stage of inflation. Finally, we calculate the
cosmological observables, which align with Planck data, and discuss potential directions for
future research.
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1 Introduction

Cosmic inflation refers to a rapid expansion of spacetime occured in the early Universe [1–3],
which smoothed out any fluctuations in spacetime, resulting in a homogeneous and isotropic
cosmos. Our theoretical understanding of the Universe and its evolution is based on the
ΛCDM model, a six-parameter framework that provides a remarkably accurate explanation
for most of the cosmological phenomena. However, it lacks an explanation for the horizon
problem and the observed flatness of our Universe. Inflation can provide an explanation
for the above two, besides, it can also give rise to the seed for the structure formation
we observe today. In addition, observations such as Planck [4] are fully consistent with
the simplest inflationary scenario being the leading mechanism to account for the observed
anisotropies in the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radiation. Specifically, they align
with two strong predictions of inflation: a nearly scale-invariant power spectrum of density
perturbations and a stochastic background of gravitational waves.

According to the simplest inflationary scenario, inflation is driven by a scalar field min-
imally coupled to gravity, whose potential energy dominates over its kinetic energy, causing
it to slowly roll over its potential. Once the kinetic energy begins to dominate, inflation
comes to an end, providing sufficient spacetime expansion—measured by a parameter called
e-folds to resolve the horizon problem. Hence, for inflation to come to a stop eventually,
we require a quasi de Sitter acclerated expansion. However, recently proposed consistentcy
conjectures [5–8] imposed on the 4D effective field theory (EFT) derived from a quantum
theory of gravity, strongly disfavors vanilla single field inflation. Although, it was hinted
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upon in [9] that multi-field inflation with non-trivial field space metric might be able to
alleviate this tension.

Moreover, in this decade and the next, various experiments are being launched with
aim of detecting the B-mode polarisation in the CMB induced by primordial gravitational
waves. They are: CMB-S4 experiment [10], CLASS [11], LiteBIRD [12], and the Simon
Observatory [13]. Moreover, upcoming Large Scale Structure surveys, including DESI [14],
LSST [15], Euclid [16], and SKA [17], may also detect primordial non-Gaussianities, that
may unravel potential interactions during the inflationary era [18]. Both from theoretical
and experimental point of view, it thus becomes essential to go beyond the single field
vanilla scenario for inflation. In particular, multifield models are generic in supergravity
and string theory realisations.

Four-dimensional EFT emerging after dimensional reduction of a superstring theory
features various scalar fields, and one/some of them might act as natural candidate/s to
drive inflation. This forms the foundation of our three-field inflation model. However,
these constructions also have a price to pay; most of the times, the existence of too many
scalar fields becomes unavoidable, leading to the so-called cosmological moduli problem
(see [19] and the references therein). One also needs to stabilize the scalar field to prevent
the appearance of fifth forces. Our aim in this paper is to display a concrete three-field
inflationary scenario where the potential energy is constructed from an underlying string
theory setup, in particular from a type-IIB flux compactification where the extra dimensions
are compactified on a K3 fibred Calabi-Yau (CY). Hence, the first step towards string theory
model building is to stabilize the scalar fields. Fortunately, string theory provides sufficient
tools (such as Dp branes pierced with magnetized fluxes) to address these issues.

The scalar fields stemming from the closed string sector of type-IIB flux compactifica-
tions are of three types: complex-structure (U i) related to the shapes of the CY, Kähler
moduli (Tα) related to the size of the CY, and an Universal scalar field known as axio-
dilaton (s) whose vacuum expectation value (vev) determines the string coupling gs. After
dimensional reduction, the scalar potential can be expressed in terms of a holomorphic
superpotential and a real Kähler potential. The Type-IIB superpotential depends on the
complex structure moduli and dilaton, however it is independent of the Kähler moduli,
resulting in the so-called no-scale structure. Hence, to stabilize the Kähler moduli, one has
to go beyond and add further quantum corrections, such as perturbative corrections to the
Kähler potential and non-perturbative effects at the level of superpotential. Note that, the
complex-structure and axio-dilaton are usually stabilized at tree-level in presence of fluxes
and integrated out.

The most notable candidate models, considering the non-perturbative nature of cor-
rections, are the KKLT [20–29] model and the Large Volume Scenario (LVS) [30–33]. Both
type of models address stabilization of the Kähler moduli in type IIB flux compactifica-
tion despite being flat direction at tree-level. The former utilises non-perturbative effects
to be added in a holomorphic superpotential of the Gukov-Vafa-Witten form. The latter
addresses the moduli stabilization by a careful interplay between perturbative effects at
the level of real Kähler potential and non-perturbative effects to the superpotential. These
balance helps to achieve an exponentially large volume of the underlying 6D Calabi-Yau
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manifold spanned by the Kähler moduli.
KKLT and LVS being the main two aspects to address full moduli stabilization, recently

another class of string vacua also emerged [34–38] where it was shown that large volume
can be achieved even without the need of non-perturbative effects as well as to provide
an alternative explanation to the long standing problem of Dine-Seiberg [39]– this type
of construction is known as pLVS. It is well known that non-perturbative effects are very
restrictive and very specific towards the underlying CY geometry, addition of them may lead
to satisfying several constraints [40]. Therefore, if a construction ensures a large internal
volume without relying on these effects, it becomes much more well-motivated. A recent
study [41] provided a more detailed analysis of moduli stabilization and the potential for
inflation within this pLVS framework. It also examined the robustness of pLVS against
various subleading corrections, including leading-order corrections in inverse string tension,
higher-derivative corrections, log-loop corrections from intersecting space-filling D7 brane
stacks, D-term effects, and Kaluza-Klein as well as winding-type loop corrections.

Supported by these facts, the present work studies the quantum loop corrections in
the context of fibre inflation like models [42–44], which are promising for describing in-
flation. Their advantages have to do with the fact that they include a larger number of
cycles h1,1 > 3 allowing for non-trivial D7 branes fluxes to introduce chiral matter to
the model. Moreover, fibre inflationary paradigm can be identified as a solution to the
η problem in inflation, upgrading the fibre inflation models as ideal candidate to study
the expansion of spacetime. In this lore, we are going to present a stabilization scheme,
without introducing any non-perturbative effects, where the log-loop corrections together
with higher derivative corrections are sufficient to stabilize the "Swiss-cheese" like Calabi-
Yau. Furthermore, we explicitly compute on the transformation between the moduli and
the canonically-normalized fields, where approximated solutions are found and consistency
bounds for the free parameters of the theory are imposed.

Similar to studying any model of inflation, we aim to start by laying the framework to
derive the scalar potential in terms of the Kähler moduli. Due to the presence of three-fields,
we also discuss the non-planar trajectories and their implications. The effective expansion of
spacetime occurs in two stages: initially along the steep direction of the potential, followed
by expansion along the remaining two directions as the fields move toward their minima.
Note that, throughout inflation all the three fields are active, but their velocity changes
while swiftly transitioning between these two stages. In the later phase, the field that fell
into the ridge moves relatively slowly, whereas, in the earlier stage, the other two fields move
slowly. Since the fields are canonical, the non-planar motion and deviation from a geodesic
occur only when the field temporarily falls into a ridge and oscillates there. Finally, we
discuss the inflationary predictions and conclude the possible outlook.

The layout of the paper is as follows: in section 2, we present a short overview of
the quantum corrections to be added in the Kähler potential along with their string origin
and their effect in the stabilization of the Kähler moduli. We end the section by display-
ing several examples of de Sitter vacua. In section 3, we introduce the multi-field setup
where we introduce several concepts like turning rate and torsion. We also discuss their
implications at the level of linear perturbation theory. Section 4 mainly covers our detailed
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three-field inflationary analysis. After performing several consistency checks stemming from
supergravity and the hierarchy of mass scales, we move on to checking the inflationary pre-
dictions dubbed in the value of spectral index, spectral tilt, and the amplitude of power
spectrum. We also discuss how turning and torsion can affect them. We conclude with our
future directions in 5.

2 Towards moduli stabilization with perturbative effects

The perturbative string loop corrections has been recently highlighted in [35] due to their
major role in the moduli stabilization mechanism without the need for a non-perturbative
effects like the vanilla Large Volume Scenario [42]. In this section, we start by summariz-
ing the world-sheet corrections which are proportional to the Euler characteristic χ of the
compactification, followed by an analysis of the origin of string loop corrections within the
geometric framework of D7 branes in type IIB string theory. After presenting a detailed
derivation of the scalar potential, we will showcase several examples of dS vacua where the
correct mass hierarchy remains preserved, along with the underlying supergravity approxi-
mations.

α′3 corrections

α′3 corrections [45] are added at the level of the Kähler potential to stabilize the volume
modulus V. It acts as an additive factor to the tree-level Kähler potential, giving us:

K = −2 log

(
V +

ξ

2g
3/2
s

)
. (2.1)

This constant shift ξ of the volume is given in terms of the Euler characteristic of the
manifold as:

ξ = − ξ̂(3)

4(2π)3
χ . (2.2)

Log-loop corrections

Now, the origin of string loop corrections can be traced back to higher derivative terms
proportional to R4 that appearing in the effective action due to multi-graviton scattering
of the ten dimensional theory. To make the discussion more precise, we can express the
effective action as [34]:

Sgrav =
1

(2π)7α′4

∫
M4×X6

e−2ϕR(10) −
χ

(2π)4α′

∫
M4

(
−2ξ̂(3)e−2ϕ ± 4ξ̂(2)

)
R(4) , (2.3)

where ϕ is the string dilaton and R(4) denotes the Ricci scalar. in four dimensions and the
± signs refers to the different type of string theory, type IIA/B theory respectively [46–48].
In the last step, χ is defined as :

χ =
3

4π3

∫
X6

R ∧R ∧R · (2.4)
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From the above, it is observed that an additional localized Einstein-Hilbert (EH) is induced
in four dimensions with a coefficient proportional to χ. These terms correspond to localized
gravity vertices in the bulk (in particular at points where χ ̸= 0), where their effect is to
emit Kaluza-Klein states and gravitons. We assume a background with three intersecting
D7 branes, where we expect interactions between the closed string modes and KK states
in the bulk space. These interactions exhibit in general a logarithmic behavior in the large
volume limit transverse to the D7-branes. The new contributions to the R4 term which are
going to be moduli dependent, can be summarized by the following formula [36]:

δ =
4ζ(2)

(2π)3
χ

∫
M4

(
1−

∑
k

e2ϕTk ln
(
Rk

⊥/w
))

R(4) . (2.5)

Tk is the tension of a D7-brane, and R⊥ stands for the size of the two-dimensional world
volume in each brane. Moreover, w parametrizes a ‘width’ utilized as an ultraviolet cutoff
for the graviton KK modes.

The low-energy dynamics of the four-dimensional effective supergravity theory, emerg-
ing from type IIB superstring compactifications on CY orientifolds, can be described by
a holomorphic superpotential (W ) and a real Kähler potential (K). The tree-level super-
potential and Kähler potential are functions of various chiral coordinates. These chiral
coordinates are constructued by writing them as a combination of a modulus with a set of
RR axions, such as:

U i = vi − iui, s = c0 + ie−ϕ, Tα = cα − i τα, (2.6)

where ϕ is the universal modulus known as dilaton, related to string coupling as gs = e⟨ϕ⟩;
ui is the saxion and vi is the axion of the complex-structure modulus, and τα’s are the
Einstein frame four-cycle volume moduli defined as, τα = ∂tαV, V is the overall volume

of the Calabi-Yau manifold expressed as V =
1

3!
καβγt

αtβtγ . Finally, c0 and cα’s are the
universal RR axion and RR four-form axions, respectively.

The addition of these corrections changes the tree-level Kähler potential to:

K = − log(−i(s− s̄))− 2 log

[
V +

ξ

2

(
s− s̄

2i

)3/2

+

(
s− s̄

2i

)−1/2

δ

]
, δ = η̂ log[τi], (2.7)

2.1 The geometrical setup

Taking into account the above discussions, we now turn to the derivation of the scalar
potential. Fibre inflation model, proposed more than a decade ago in [42] are promising
with respect to the embedding of inflation in string compactifications, since they provide a
natural solution to the η−problem [49]. Different variations of fibre inflation models have
been proposed, where combinations of string loop corrections, Kaluza-Klein and winding
loops are considered, leading into inflationary potentials with a sufficient plateau-like form.

In all of these models, the presence of non-perturbative effects to stabilize the blow-up
model and the overall volume were common. Recently, another aspect of fibre inflation is
also proposed where the interplay of perturbative corrections assured a large volume [50] as
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well as full moduli stabilization. The absence of non-perturbative effects eliminates the need
for an exceptional del Pezzo divisor. The novelty of this setup is that the usual drawback of
fibre inflation where the field space excursion was bounded by Kähler cone conditions were
alleviated. In this paper, we follow a similar approach as [50] but consider a different form
of the volume, resembling that of K3-fibred Calabi-Yau models like fibre inflation. How-
ever, as will become clear in the following subsections, our inflationary predictions deviate
significantly from those of the fiber model. To proceed in our analysis, the compactified
space volume is given by:

V = f3/2(τi)−
Nrg∑
j

λjτ
3/2
j i = 1, .., N, (2.8)

where the f3/2 is a homogeneous function of the Kähler moduli. Despite lacking a complete
global embedding for our approach, we are going to adapt the following volume form:

V =
1√
2α

√
τ7τ6 −

1

3
τ
3/2
1 , (2.9)

where α is a model dependent parameter, parametrizing the D-term constraint. Given this
form, we cannot a priori characterize the hierarchy between the moduli since the log-loop
corrections might affect the anticipated result for τ1 ≪ τ6,7. Nevertheless, we are obliged
to respect the requirement of having a large volume. It would be worth searching through
the Kreuzer-Skarke list of Calabi-Yau manifolds embedded in toric varieties [51, 52] for
some representative examples where our geometric configuration of intersection D7 could
lead to large log-loop corrections. τ1 is the blow-up mode, τ7 is the usual fibre modulus
— the volume of the K3 manifold, and τ6 is the volume of the P2 base. Their cumulative
effect ensures that the model remains within the large volume scenario during inflation by
adjusting their values.

2.2 The effective scalar potential and its stabilization

Having this volume-form as a starting point, our analysis will be focused on the addition
of BBHL term and logarithmic corrections in the Kähler potential without considering any
non-perturbative corrections. The large volume in this model is ensured by a cumulative
effect of all the perturbative corrections. The Kähler potential upon the insertion of the
these corrections can be written as:

K = − log

[
s− s̄

i

]
− 2 log

[
V +

ξ

2

(
s− s̄

2i

)3/2

+

(
s− s̄

2i

)−1/2∑
i

η̂i log(τi)

]
(2.10)

where τi stand for the four-cycle moduli, related to the volume of the CY as V ∼ τ3/2, ξ
denotes the α′ correction-term and the logarithmic corrections ∼ η̂ log(..) are induced along
each four-cycle volume moduli. One important last observation we have to make is the
fact that the stabilization will completely depend on perturbative corrections. The non-
perturbative corrections, which will impose stringent limitation in our construction, could be
prevented by considering certain world-volume fluxes that lift fermionic zero modes leading
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to zero contribution from these corrections [53–56]. Taking this into account, in this work,
we will explore the case where τ1 no longer remains at small values, but it is stabilized to
large values but never taking us away from the domain of large volume.Despite the fact that
this approach diverges from the typical paradigm of fibred models, our proposal focuses on
the implications on the logarithmic correction on the geometries like (2.9).

Regarding the complex structure moduli zi as well as the axion-dilaton, they are sta-
bilized at high energies by the supersymmetric flatness conditions:

DUiW = 0 = DŪi
W̄ , DsW = 0 = Ds̄W̄ . (2.11)

This novel procedure results into one flat direction that appears at the F-term potential level
as a consequence of the higher order terms scaling as O(1/V4). Since the scalar potential is
parametrized by the three moduli (τ1, τ7, τ6), we would like to trade one of them in order to
introduce the volume V in the computations. This reparametrization helps us to perform
the large volume expansion. So, in order to include the overall volume in our computations,
we solve the equation (2.9) with respect to one modulus e.g. τ6,

τ6 =

√
2α
(
τ
3/2
1 + 3V

)
3
√
τ7

. (2.12)

Using the above definition, we are going to present the necessary computations needed to
define the effective F-term scalar potential. Moreover, following [38], the functions in the
Kähler potential can be written as follows:

Y = V +
ξ̂

2
+ η̂ log

(
2ατ7
9

(
τ
5/2
1 + 3Vτ1

)2)
. (2.13)

where we have used the fact that the axio-dilaton s and the free parameters of the model
(ξ̂, η̂) are recasted as:

s = c0 + ie−ϕ, d = e−ϕ ⇒ ξ̂ = ξ d3/2, η̂ = η̂ d−1/2, d =
1

gs
. (2.14)

Imposing these redefinitions in (2.13), the Kähler potential can be rewritten as:

K = − log

[
s− s̄

i

]
− 2 log [Y ] . (2.15)

The scalar potential can be computed by the N = 1 supergravity formula:

e−KVk = KAB̄(DAW )(DB̄W̄ )− 3|W |2, W = W0 . (2.16)

The first term of the scalar potential (2.16) will be displayed below, where we expand in
terms of O(η̂, ξ̂/V) keeping only the first order terms:

KAB̄(DAW )(DB̄W̄ ) = 3gsW2
0

(
1 +

ξ̂ − 16η̂ + η̂w

4V
+

ξ̂η̂(1− 2w)

2V2

)
+O

(
ξ̂

Vn

)
, (2.17)
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where we define w = log

(
2ατ7
9

(3Vτ1+τ
5/2
1 )2

)
. It is obvious that the second term in (2.16)

cancels the first term above, and by turning off η̂ → 0, it results to:

e−KVeff =
3gsW2

0 ξ̂

4V
+O

(
ξ̂

Vn

)
. (2.18)

Based on the above, the effective scalar potential can be easily derived and it is shown
below:

Veff =
3gsW2

0 (ξ̂ − 16η̂ + η̂w)

4V3
+O

(
ξ̂

Vn
, η̂n

)
. (2.19)

As discussed in [42, 44], it is a unique feature of these models to preserve one flat direc-
tion. In [42, 44], their approach is to stabilize first the internal volume and the blow-up
divisor with an interplay of perturbative and non-perturbative effects, while the τ7 remains
flat. Our approach differs from the aforementioned due to the fact that the logarithmic
corrections will be made sufficient to perform the stabilization while keeping track of the
remaining flat direction. The previous studies of this kind of approach requires only keeping

terms that scales as ∼ 1
V3 , but now we will prove that even terms proportional to ∼ η̂

ˆ̂
ξ

V4

could be significant. Firstly by inspecting the effective potential (2.19), we stabilize with
respect to to V while considering V ≫ τ1:

∂VVeff =
9W2

0gs
4V4

(
−η̂ log

(
2ατ7
9

)
− ξ̂ + 2η̂

(
V

τ
3/2
1 + 3V

+ 8

)
− 2η̂ log

(
τ
5/2
1 + 3τ1V

))
= 0,

⇒ V ∼=
e

1
6

(
−3 log

(
2ατ7

9

)
− 3ξ̂

η̂
+50

)
− τ

5/2
1

3τ1
. (2.20)

By substituting the above minimum in the scalar potential, the result is:

Veff |Vmin = −27
√
2η̂ τ31 W2

0 (ατ7)
3/2e

3ξ̂
2η̂ gs(√

2
√
ατ51 τ7e

ξ̂
2η̂ − 3e25/3

)
3

, (2.21)

where we can see that τ1,7 directions still remain flat. To remedy this, we now include next
to leading order term:

Veff =
3gsW2

0 (ξ̂ − 16η̂ + η̂w)

4V3
− 3gsW2

0 η̂ξ̂(w)

V4
+O

(
ξ̂n

Vn
, η̂n

)
. (2.22)

This new correction will not modify the minimum w.r.t. the volume (at least to a degree
that would lead to destabilization), since it is suppressed by ∼ 1

V4 . Nevertheless, it would
slightly lift the contributions to the transverse directions unraveling the importance of
quantum corrections to the stabilization of the flat direction. So, the effective potential at
Vmin is:

Veff |Vmin =

27τ41W2
0gs

(
3
√
2η̂e

25
3 − ξ̂

2η̂

τ1
√
ατ7

+ 12ξ̂(3ξ̂ − 50η̂)− 2η̂τ
3/2
1

)

4

(
e

1
6

(
−3 log

(
2ατ7

9

)
− 3ξ̂

η̂
+50

)
− τ

5/2
1

)
4

, (2.23)
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where minimizing with respect to τ7, there exist one extremum at:

τ7 =
9e

50
3
− ξ̂

η̂

2α
(
12ξ̂τ1 + τ

5/2
1

)
2
. (2.24)

Given the above extremum, we achieve a saddle at:

Veff |
⟨τ7⟩
Vmin

=
3W2

0 (ξ̂ − 16η̂)gs

256ξ̂3
> 0 . (2.25)

Despite the fact that the effective potential is positive at the minimum given ξ̂ > 16η̂, not
all the directions are stabilized. As we can see in (2.24), the extremum along τ7 depends on
τ1 which is yet to be fixed. Thus, we are obliged to investigate the possibility of additional
corrections, whose effects could achieve this. The following correction can also be induced
as an addition to the leading order α′3 corrections. They are summarized in the following
contributions:
Higher-derivative string corrections: They appear at the level of α′3 corrections mul-
tiplying an F 4 term and they modify the 4D EFT scalar potential as [57]:

VF 4 = −k2
|λ|W4

0

g
3/2
s V4

Πit
i, (2.26)

where Πi is a topological number depending on the intersection of the divisors and λ is
unknown combinatorial factor.

Inflationary potential and moduli stabilization

In the present model, we are going to utilize this subleading correction and study their
implications both on the stabilization procedure and on the inflationary analysis:

Veff =
3gsW2

0 (ξ̂ − 16η̂ + η̂w)

4V3
− 3gsW2

0 η̂ξ̂(w)

V4
+

c

V4
(t1 + t6 + t7) + Vup +O

(
1

V5

)
,

(2.27)

where the c parameter quantifies the overall factor of F 4 corrections depending on the string
coupling gs and the fluxes W0. In addition, we have added a small constant Vup which will be
used to obtain an almost Minkowski/dS vacuum. Some efforts towards carefully computing
this uplifting term have been analyzed in [43, 58]. Now, for concreteness, we should stress
the fact that winding loop corrections and KK corrections should also be considered in a
concrete model as have been stressed in [41, 50], but since we are agnostic about the value
of their coefficients, in the current work we only study the case where only F 4 corrections
is enough to stabilize the flat directions and produce a dS-shallow potential.

The relation between the two-cycle moduli and the four-cycle moduli is summarized
below and it can be used to express the F 4 correction:

t1 =
√
τ1, t7 =

1√
2α

τ6√
τ7
, t6 =

1√
2α

√
τ7 . (2.28)
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VF 4 =
c

V4

( √
τ7√

2
√
α
+
√
τ1 +

τ
3/2
1 + 3V
3τ7

)
, c = −k2

|λ|W4
0

g
3/2
s

Πi . (2.29)

Based on this addition, one can proof that the flat direction along {τ1, τ7} are lifted. In
order to connect this section with the inflationary analysis in the next section, it is easier
to express the potential in the normalized field basis spaneed by (φ1, φ2, φ3). To do so, we
need to write down the leading order terms of the Kähler metric, which are:

Kij =


1

4τ27
0 0

0 1
2τ26

0

0 0
√
ατ7

4
√
2
√
τ1τ6τ7

 . (2.30)

Given the above form, the kinetic term are now written as:

Kij∂Ti∂T̄j =
∑
i

∂Ti∂T̄i

(Ti + T̄i)2
=
∑
i

1

2
(∂φi)

2 + ... . (2.31)

The new relation between the old and new bases are the following:

τ7 = e
√
2φ1 , τ6 = eφ2 , (2.32)

τ1 =

(
34φ4

3e
(
√
2φ1+2φ2)

25α

)1/3

, V =

(
4− 3φ2

3

)
e

φ1√
2
+φ2

4
√
2
√
α

. (2.33)

Finally, we display the scalar potential in the new basis as:

Veff =Vup −
1024α2ξ̂η̂ gsW2

0e
−2

√
2φ1−4φ2

(
log
(

94φ8
3

210α2

)
+ 8

√
2φ1 + 10φ2

)
(4− 3φ2

3)
4

−
32
√
2α3/2gsW2

0 e
− 3φ1√

2
−3φ2

(
η̂
(
log
(

94φ8
3

210α2

)
+ 8

√
2φ1 + 10φ2 − 48

)
+ 3ξ̂

)
(3φ2

3 − 4)
3

+
512 21/6 α3/2 c e

− 5φ1√
2
−4φ2

(
(9α φ2

3 e2
√
2φ1+φ2)1/3 + 21/3

(
e
√
2φ1 + eφ2

))
(4− 3φ2

3)
4 . (2.34)

Note that, the potential carries an asymptote along the φ3 direction at φ3 =
√

4/3. The
implications of this will have a clear effect on the inflationary analysis as will be shown in
section 4.

Due to the complexity of the above potential, we can reduce its form by considering
an expansion with respect to a small parameter y. One can readily see in the above form,
that there is a factor of 4− 3φ2

3, which can be recasted to:

φ2
3 =

y + 4

3
. (2.35)

Given the definitions in (2.33), we can see that ϕ3 is bounded, since we want a positive
volume. One can deduce from that the y parameter has to be small in order to satisfy the
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above constrain. So, we can perform a an expansion with respect to this parameter. The
leading order terms of this expansion results into:

V appr
eff =

32 α3/2 e
− 5φ1√

2
−4φ2

3y4

[
48
√
2c
(
e
√
2φ1 + eφ2

)
+ 4× 25/6 (3α)1/3 c(y + 12) e

1
3(2

√
2φ1+φ2)

− 3W2
0 ygse

√
2φ1+φ2

(
2η̂
(√

2(− log(2α) + 5φ2 − 24) + 8φ1

)
+ 3

√
2ξ̂
)

− 96
√
α ξ̂η̂e

φ1√
2W2

0gs

(
−2 log(2α) + 8

√
2φ1 + 10φ2 + y

)]
+ Vup . (2.36)

We could further simplify our formula considering the regime where the α parameter is
small α ≪ 1. The simpler formula for the effective potential is then given by:

V appr
eff =

32α3/2e
− 5φ1√

2
−4φ2

3y4

[
4
√
2c
(
12
(
e
√
2φ1 + eφ2

)
+ (y + 12)(6αe(2

√
2φ1+φ2))1/3

)
−

−W2
0y gs e

√
2φ1+φ2

(
−
√
2η̂ log

(
64α6

)
+ 9

√
2ξ̂ + 6η̂

(
8φ1 +

√
2(5φ2 − 24)

))]
+ Vup .

(2.37)

From this expression, one can easily minimize the potential with respect to the variable y.
This can be approximated as:

y ∼=
64
√
2c e−

√
2φ1−φ2

(
(6αe(2

√
2φ1+φ2))1/3 + e

√
2φ1 + eφ2

)
W2

0gs

(√
2η̂(− log (64α6) + 30φ2 − 144) + 9

√
2ξ̂ + 48η̂φ1

) . (2.38)

By recalling the redefinition in (2.35), the minimum along φ3 direction is determined as:

φ2
3,min =

1

3
(y + 4) . (2.39)

As for the other two perpendicular directions, we could substitute the minimal value of y in
the effective scalar potential of equation (2.37), which leads to the following minima along
(φ1, φ2):

φ2,min
∼=

1

30

log
(
64α6

)
− 9ξ̂

η̂
− 24

√
2φ1 + 30 W0/−1

29/5e
1
30

(
9ξ̂
η̂
+54

√
2φ1−184

)
3α1/5

+ 184

 ,

(2.40)

φ1,min
∼=

6η̂ log(α)− 9ξ̂ + 2η̂
(
144 + 15 log

(
13
5

)
+ log(8)

)
54
√
2 η̂

. (2.41)

To prove the validity of our approximate formula of the potential in (2.37) and the ex-
act potential in (2.34), we are going to sketch the potentials in the vicinity of the global
minimum.
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Figure 1: Comparison between analytical and numerical computation of minimum along φ1, φ2

and φ3 directions. The parameters used in these plots correspond to Model 1 of Table 2.

It is readily seen that our approximated and numerical solutions match modulo tiny
departure. Note that, for the inflationary analysis studied in section 4, we work with the
potential with the exact form as demonstrated in (2.27).

Mass-scales

Let us now move on to discussing several mass scales associated with the underlying type-
IIB flux compactification. The first mass scale of interest is the string scale which for
consistency of the low-energy string theory should be much less than the Planck scale with
the relation3 Ms =

g
1/4
s

√
π√

V Mpl. Next, we define our Kaluza-Klein scale associated with the

bulk i.e. τ3/2bulk = V, MKK =
√
π

V2/3Mpl. Gravitino mass is given by m3/2 =
√
κ |W0|

V Mpl. m3/2

sets the scale of all complex structure moduli, the dilaton and the Kähler moduli. Another
important consistency requirement is m3/2 < MKK , so that the gravitino mass of the 4d
EFT is not integrated out. In order to trust the underlying EFT, we need to maintain the
following hierarchy of mass scales,

m3/2 < MKK < Ms < Mpl. (2.42)
3Note that, here instead of using natural units, we have reintroduced the Planck scale to understand the

hierarchy between various mass scales.
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Example dS-vacua

In the following tables, several numerical examples are presented, where the values of the free
parameters are displayed along with the values of the moduli/fields at their corresponding
minimum.

τ1 τ7 τ6 V
Model 1 1.35× 105 4403 1690 1× 106

Model 2 3.56× 105 7120 2732 2× 106

Model 3 3.79× 106 44636 17191 1× 108

φ1 φ2 φ3

5.93 7.43 1.12

6.27 7.91 1.14

7.57 9.75 1.13

m⟨φ1⟩ m⟨φ2⟩ m⟨φ3⟩ m3/2 MKK Ms

Model 1 3.42× 10−8 4.63× 10−10 2.17× 10−10 5.72× 10−8 1.72× 10−4 1.73× 10−4

Model 2 3.2× 10−8 2.01× 10−10 9.27× 10−11 3.46× 10−8 1.1× 10−4 1.19× 10−4

Model 3 2.32× 10−11 2.28× 10−13 1.05× 10−13 2.87× 10−10 7.72× 10−6 9.51× 10−6

Table 1: Three different numerical solutions for the minima with their corresponding masses.

gs |W0| ξ̂ |η̂| α |λ| Vup

Model 1 10−4 30 11.5 0.5 2× 10−5 0.09 1.2× 10−14

Model 2 8.5× 10−5 38 13.5 0.5 5× 10−5 0.04 2.23× 10−20

Model 3 10−5 50 19.5 0.5 1× 10−6 0.078 2.86× 10−26

Table 2: The free parameters used for the examples presented above.

A very recent study [59] showed that the higher derivative corrections are still under
consideration regarding the correct embedding in the supersymmetric field theories and
their dimensional reduction. In this work it is argued that the inclusion of all the higher
derivative terms derived from the ten dimensional theory, i.e. an extension of the previous
study [57], could in principle modify the strength of the F 4 corrections by affecting the
values of the λ parameter. Thus, in the case of a constant superpotential, one could argue
that the scale of λ parameter is expected to be enhanced λ > O(10−3). Our example
could be seen as an example of the importance of these F 4 corrections in the moduli
stabilization. One more crucial comment that needs to be highlighted is the fact that if the
Kähler dependence of the those corrections is changed due to the extended operators, the
form of the effective potential drastically changed. We refer for relevant discussion to [59].
In the following section, we continue our discussion on the fundamental concepts necessary
for conducting a three-field inflationary analysis.

3 Basic idea of multi-field inflation

The purpose of this section is to set the stage for the three-field inflationary scenario that
we are going to present in the next section. We begin by writing the Lagrangian for multiple
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scalar fields minimally coupled with gravity in (3 + 1)−dimensional curved spacetime:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

pl

R4

2
− Gab

2
∂µϕ

a∂µϕb − V (ϕa)

]
, (3.1)

where Greek letters label the 4d spacetime indices of Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) metric with (−,+,+,+) metric signature. Lower latin indices denote field-space
entries with (a, b ≡ 1, 2, 3) and the metric is Gab. V (ϕa) is the scalar potential in terms of
ϕa. M2

pl = (8πGN )−1 is the reduced Planck mass with GN being the Newton’s constant. We
will work in natural units, hence from now on we will put Mpl = 1. In an FLRW spacetime,
Einstein’s equation of motion for a scalar field known as inflaton, takes the following form,

H2 =
1

3

(
ϕ̇2

2
+ V (ϕa)

)
, (3.2)

ϕ̈a + 3Hϕ̇a + Γa
bcϕ̇

bϕ̇c + GabVb = 0, (3.3)

here
ϕ̇2 ≡ Gabϕ̇

aϕ̇b. (3.4)

Note that H is the Hubble parameter overseeing the expansion of the spacetime during
inflation and it is related to the scale factor of FLRW metric. The Christoffel symbols in
(3.3) is calculated from the field space metric Gab and Va is the derivative of the potential
with respect to the scalar field ϕa. In multi-field inflationary models, (3.2) acts as a con-
straint and it is enough to solve just the field equations. The equations above are written
in physical time but for our purpose of studying inflation, it is more convenient to switch
to number of efolds (N) which is related to time as dN = Hdt.

Inflation is a nearly exponential evolution of the space-time. This is ensured by requir-
ing the fractional change of the Hubble parameter per efold, denoted by d lnH/dN to be
small. In the same spirit, one can define a series of Hubble slow-roll parameters ϵis where
ϵ1 = −d lnH/dN . ϵ1 is the first Hubble slow-roll parameter and for brevity we will drop
the subscript. In order for inflation to last at least 60 efolds to, necessary to solve the
horizon problem, ϵ should remain small for a sufficient number of Hubble times and this is
measured by the second Hubble slow-roll parameter η, defined as:

η ≡ ϵ̇

ϵH
=

Ḧ

HḢ
+ 2ϵ = 2δϕ + 2ϵ ≪ 1, (3.5)

where a small η also requires a small δϕ.

3.1 Kinematic basis decomposition

We are interested in a three-field inflation with turning and torsion in field space. Hence, it
is natural to work on kinetic basis by decomposing the inflationary trajectory into tangent,
normal and a binormal direction as shown in figure 2. An extensive study on three-field
inflation called helix-trajectory inflation using an hyperbolic metric is carried out in [60]

14



and further extended in [61–63]. In this lore, let us introduce unit tangent (T a), normal
(Na) and binormal (Ba) vectors as following:

T a =
ϕ̇a

ϕ̇
, Na =

DNT a

Ω1
, Ba =

DNNa +Ω1T
a

τ
,

T aTa = BaB
a = NaN

a = 1, NaTa = BaTa = NaBa = 0,

Ω1 =
Ω

H
, Ω = |DtT |, τBa = DNNa +Ω1T

a. (3.6)

Ω1 is known as the dimensionless turning rate, Ω is dimensionful turning rate and τ denotes
the dimensionless torsion [61, 64]. Both of them determine how much an inflationary
trajectory deviates from a geodesic one (DtT = 0, T =

√
GabT aT b). In a three-dimensional

field-space (x, y, z) for example, Ω denotes how much the inflationary trajectory is bending
in the x− y plane and τ denotes what is its motion along the vertical z−direction. When
Ω > 0 the trajectory undergoes turning and when τ > 0 the trajectory is non-planar. If
both (Ω, τ) are constant, the trajectory takes a helical path as found in [60]. Note that, the
kinematic basis as well as the torsion is not well defined when Ω = 0. In our work however,
as presented in section 4, the non-geodesic behavior will be manifested not in their kinetic
terms but in the scalar potential through non-trivial coupling of scalar fields. Ω denotes the
norm of the unit tangent vector and has one mass dimension. These can be summarised in
terms of Frenet-Serret system as follows:

DN

T a

Na

Ba

 =

 0 Ω1 0

−Ω1 0 τ

0 −τ 0


T a

Na

Ba

 . (3.7)

With the help of the equation of motion (3.3), the definitions of Ω1 and τ can be related
to the inflationary potential as [62]:

Ω = − VN

Hϕ′ ,
′ =

d

dN
, (3.8)

τ = − VBT

Ω1H2
, (3.9)

where VN = NaVa, VBT = VabT
aBb and ∇aAb ≡ ∂aAb − Γc

abAc, for some vector Ab.
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Figure 2: The black line corresponds to the inflationary trajectory on which T a is an unit vector
tangential to it. Na is another unit vector normal to the trajectory and Ba denotes the unit vector
normal to both T a and Na.

To study the masses of the scalar fields as well as to study multi-field perturbations,
we define two matrices. Ma

b is the mass-matrix of the scalar fields computed from V (ϕa)

and the projection of the Ma
b along the directions of the unit vectors is denoted by M:

Ma
b = ∇a∇bV, M =

VTT VTN VTB

VNT VNN VNB

VBT VBN VBB

 , (3.10)

where VTT = T aT b∇a∇bV .

3.2 Multi-field perturbations

In case of multi-field inflation, it is standard to decompose the linear equation of motion
for Mukhanov-Sasaki variable in kinematic basis i.e. along (T a, Na, Ba). The projection of
field fluctuations Qa along the unit vectors are Qi = (QT , QN , QB) ≡ (QaTa, Q

aNa, Q
aBa).

The equations of motion in terms of Qi are [62–64]:

DN (Q′)i + F i
j (Q

′)j + Ci
jQ

j = 0,

F i
j ≡ (3− ϵ)δij − 2Ωi

j ,

Ci
j =

(
k

aH

)2

δij +

0 −2(3− ϵ)Ω1 0

0 MNN − Ω2
1 − τ2 MNB − τ(3− ϵ)

0 MNB + τ(3− ϵ) MBB − τ2

+O(ϵ2, η, ν, ντ ). (3.11)

Primes denote a derivative with respect to conformal time dτ = dt/a(t). We defined ν =

Ω′
1/Ω1 and ντ = τ ′/τ . The mass terms appearing in (3.11) such as (MNN ,MNB,MBB)
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can be obtained by contracting Mab with (Na, Ba) where Mab is:

Mab =
Vab

H2
− 2ϵRaTTb + 2ϵ(3− ϵ)T aT b +

√
2ϵ

TaVb + TbVa

H2
(3.12)

In order to further simplify the above set of equations one has to compare between the
adiabatic mass and entropic masses. If the entropic masses are larger or comparable to the
adiabatic mass, one has to consider the effect of all the fields in the perturbative analysis
which thus modify the spectral index and spectral tilt [60] through a parameter called speed
of sound cs. It is the propagation speed of the adiabatic perturbation, expressed in terms
of the ratio of entropic masses. The study of perturbation with reduced speed of sound and
non-trivial turns is studied for the two-field case in [65–67] and in the three-field scenarios
in [68, 69]. On the other hand, for the inflationary analysis done in this paper — the mass
gap between the adiabatic and entropic masses are large enough so that we integrate out
the latter. In this case, we can study the inflationary perturbation as a quasi-single field
effective theory, knowing that it is subject to MTT /Mentropic corrections.

4 Three-field analysis

In this section, we will thoroughly analyze the complete multi-field inflationary evolution
and the detailed predictions of the model. To achieve this, we begin by outlining the
consistency checkpoints that must be met in a viable string theory model building.

Consistency checks

1. To reside in the semi-classical regime, we need to achieve small gs and large volume
V. From the examples presented in table (1,2), we can observe that all of them meet
the specified criteria with gs ∼ O(10−4) and V ∼ O(106). Due to the same reason, it
is easier to trust the underlying EFT in our model by requiring:

Vα′3 > VF 4 ,

which means the leading order BBHL-term proportional to ξ̂ in the perturbative ex-
pansion in α′ should be larger compared to the higher derivative F 4 term, proportional
to λ. The above inequality simplifies to:

V >
W 2

0 λ

2π2√gsξ̂
, (4.1)

where V is the volume in (2.9). For a typical set of parameters, one can show that
the inequality poses a less strict constraint for the parameter sets presented in this
paper. For the inflationary example as well as the models presented in table (1,2), we
get V > O(102)λ, with λ ≪ 1.

2. High energy stringy effects can be neglected if each four-cycle considered in this work,
which are τ1, τ6, τ7, has volume larger than the string scale4: Vol1/4s ≫

√
α′. The

4For details on how the volumes and 10D metric in Einstein and string frame are related see [70].
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string frame and Einstein frame volume is related as: Vols = gsVolE = gsτEls with
ls = 2π

√
α′. We arrive at the following relation:

δτi ≡
1

gs(2π)4τi
≪ 1 ∀i. (4.2)

From table-1, we see that with τi ∼ O(103 − 104) and gs ∼ O(10−4), it is straightfor-
ward to satisfy this condition.

3. To trust the α′ expansion, one has to satisfy: δξ = ξ̂
2V ≪ 1. For ξ̂ ∼ O(10) and

V ∼ O(106), it is easily satisfied in our models.

4. Again from the consistency of the EFT, throughout the inflationary evolution, we
need5:

mφi < H < Mbulk
kk < Ms < Mpl. (4.3)

5. Last but not least, the inflationary prediction should be in compliance with the Planck
2018 data [4]:

Ps = 2.105± 0.03× 10−9, ns = 0.9649± 0.0042, r < 0.036, (4.4)

at a pivot scale of 0.05Mpc−1.

4.1 Cosmological evolution

We now analyze the three-field cosmological evolution in a fully canonical basis spanned
by (φ1, φ2, φ3). The field space metric being flat makes both the Christoffel symbols and
the Ricci scalar zero. In this setup, the evolution equations of (3.3), in the canonical basis
boils down to these simpler set of equations in number of efolds:

φ′′
1 = −

(
1

2

(
φ′2
1 + φ′2

2 + φ′2
3

)
+ 3

)
φ′
1 −

V,φ1

H2
,

φ′′
2 = −

(
1

2

(
φ′2
1 + φ′2

2 + φ′2
3

)
+ 3

)
φ′
2 −

V,φ2

H2
,

φ′′
3 = −

(
1

2

(
φ′2
1 + φ′2

2 + φ′2
3

)
+ 3

)
φ′
3 −

V,φ3

H2
, ′ =

d

dN
. (4.5)

V is the scalar potential in (2.34) which consists of leading order α′3 BBHL-term, log-
loop corrections, higher derivative F 4 corrections and a constant uplift term resulting to a
Minkowski-like vacuum of the potential at its global minimum. We are agnostic about the
exact computation of the uplift term, it can either be a D-term uplift [32], a T-brane uplift
[72] or an anti-brane uplift [5, 58, 73, 74]. We now present a three-field inflationary model
where all the three fields (φ1, φ2, φ3) are displaced from their respective minimum. We get
sufficient efolds as these fields complete their journey towards their minima and oscillate

5See [71] for a slightly different hierarchy of scales where the inequalities between inflaton mass minf and
the underlying Hubble scale is interchanged to minf > H throughout the slow-roll inflationary evolution in
a multi-field scenario.
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there to start the reheating process6. Below, we discuss one benchmark model which uses
the following set of parameters:

gs |W0| |η̂| α ξ̂ λ Cup φ0
1 φ0

2 φ0
3 ⟨φ1⟩ ⟨φ2⟩ ⟨φ3⟩

0.001 38 0.5 0.0001 16 0.008 2.45× 10−14 4.9 10.0 1.1 7.09 9.06 1.15437

Table 3: Model parameters and initial conditions for inflation labelled by superscript 0.

m2
⟨φ1⟩ m2

⟨φ2⟩ m2
⟨φ3⟩ Ms/Mpl MKK/Mpl m3/2/Mpl H/Mpl

1.54× 10−6 2.51× 10−14 5.33× 10−15 1.36× 10−3 1.25× 10−3 4.5× 10−6 ∼ 6.95× 10−8

Table 4: The values of different mass scales relevant to model building are considered. The Hubble
parameter, derived from (3.2), remains nearly constant throughout the inflationary evolution, which
is why a wiggle sign has been included.

Masses of the inflatons tabulated above are Eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix computed
using (2.34) at their respective minimum. In accordance with the consistency checks ((2.42)
and (4.3)) stated above, the hierarchy of various mass scales are satisfied i.e. :

m3/2 < MKK < Ms < Mpl, and Mφi ≡ Minf < H.

For this benchmark model, the overall volume of (2.9) is V ∼ O(104). Residing in the large
volume and the weak coupling limit, it is straightforward for this model to satisfy condition
(4.1) and we obtain δξ ∼ O(10−4) and δτi ∼ O(10−5).

Slow-roll dynamics of the fields

We numerically evolve the set of equations presented in (4.5) with the values of the model
parameters and initial conditions presented in table 3. We are focusing on vanishing initial
velocities for the inflatons i.e. {φ′

1(0), φ
′
2(0), φ

′
3(0)} = 0.
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6Note that, we do not intend to study the reheating dynamics in this article
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Figure 4: Field evolutions of the three canonical scalar fields. ϵH stays less than 1 throughout the
evolution but ηH crosses 1 at N = 60. The reason for the same have been explained in the text.

If we assess the initial conditions for the inflatons and their respective minima in table
3, we see that the initial path of the inflationary trajectory starts on the left side of ⟨φ1⟩ and
⟨φ2⟩. While both (φ1, φ2) are displaced away from their minima, if we choose φ3 close to its
minimum, we obtain an interesting three-field attarctor where all three-fields move together
to give sufficient amount of efolds. As soon as the fields settle at their minima, inflation
ends. In Figure 4, although along φ1 and φ2 the displacement in fields (∆φ1,2) remain
relatively small in most of their evolution, they do exhibit some movement, as evident from
the inset image. The potential along the φ3 is the steepest among the rest, it dominates the
field trajectory in the beginning when the (φ1, φ2) move relatively slower. Hence, we may
conclude that most of the slow-roll dynamics upto N = 55 is mostly a cumulative effect of
these fields with contributions from φ3 being the dominant one. An interesting observation
here is that, although Table 4 shows that φ3 has the lowest mass at the global minimum, as
the inflaton evolves from a shifted position, this hierarchy reverses, making φ3 the steepest
among all.

The trajectory of φ3 shows a piculiar behavior because if we notice and compare be-
tween the path φ3 follows and its value of the minimum from table 3 then we can see
that they are not in accordance. Roughly N = 55 onwards, we notice vigorous oscillations
in both ϵH , ηH followed by a softening where ηH returns to slow-roll after a brief period
of slow-roll violation. We have ϵH < 1 throughout but its amplitude increases beyond
N = 55. The oscillation in (ϵH , ηH) is a manifestation of the oscillation in φ3 direction
around N ∼ 55.

We can understand this behavior by looking at the field trajectories as well as the
steepness of the potential along φ3. The reason is φ3 falls in a ridge of the potential. We
notice that along the inflationary trajectory where (φ1, φ2) are far away from their minima,
the true minimum for φ3 disappears and the ridge becomes unavoidable. Although, notice
that the ridge is not at the point where the potential diverges which is at φ3 ≡

√
4/3. The

ridge acts like a false vacuum for φ3 and when it falls there it leads to such oscillations.
Now, as soon as (φ1, φ2) move close to their minima along the trajectory, φ3 recovers its
actual minimum and φ3 restarts its journey towards the true vacuum. Interestingly, it
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appears that after the oscillation the fields switch their roles, (φ1, φ2) move faster whereas
φ3 appears relatively constant. For the last few efolds, all the fields become active to roll
towards the global minimum, thereby increasing both ϵH and ηH , signalling the end of
inflation. These behavior can also be seen in the figure below.
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Figure 5: Velocity of the fields.

As expected, φ3 being the steepest among them, its velocity dominates over the other
and as soon as it falls off the ridge the velocity decreases but does not become zero. When
φ3 oscillates at the ridge, (φ1, φ2) become dominant and move towards their minimum. In
summary, this attarctor solution we have discovered, gives a quasi-single-field behavior in
the first part of inflation and quasi-double-field for the second period of inflation. We will
confirm this claim by looking at the projection of the masses of the scalar fields as well as
perturbative masses of the modes throughout the inflationary evolution. We will discuss
this in greater detail in the following subsections.

To complete the analysis of this section, we also confirm that our benchmark model
produces the correct hierarchy of scales as shown below.
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Figure 6: Correct hierarchy of mass scales where Ms > MKK > m3/2. All the masses are expressed
in Planck units.

Turning rate and torsion

Depending on the nature of turns and torsions, one can get a variety of different models
with different predictions for cosmological observables. Models featuring sharp turns [75],
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smooth and large turns [76], and turns combined with non-planar motion [60, 63] have
proven useful in the study of primordial black holes and particle production. For our
multi-field canonical model with vanishing Ricci curvature, it is expected that the fields
follow a geodesic (DtT = 0) for most of its evolution producing small Ω/H ∼ O(10−8)

and τ ∼ O(10−12). During the crossing of pivot-scale (k⋆ = 0.05Mpc−1) which roughly
corresponds to a scale between (NϵH=1 − 60) = 11.15 to (NϵH=1 − 50) = 21.15, (Ω/H, τ)

remain small, however if we look at figure 7, we notice that beyond N = 55, both (Ω/H, τ)

get an enhancement in magnitude. The rapid oscillation observed in the figure below arises
from the oscillation in the φ3 direction as it falls into its false vacuum (the ridge), as we
can observe in figure 4.
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Figure 7: Hierarchy of mass scales

The oscillations are present in both Ω/H and τ direction but notice that post-oscillation
the hierarchy between the torsion and the turning rate changes. This signals the fact that,
the field-motion was confined within a geodesic trajectory dominated by the φ3 field but
as soon as (φ1, φ2) find the valley towards its minima and start their journey, the whole
inflationary trajectory becomes non-planar.

4.2 Cosmological parameters

The dynamics of the linear perturbation and cosmological predictions for an inflationary
model depend on the hierarchies of the adiabatic and the entropic modes. The value of
(Ω/H, τ) play a pivotal role in understanding how much entropic perturbations affect the
adiabatic curvature perturbation. As we can see from the set of equations (3.11), τ ∼ 0 will
simplify them to the standard Mukhanov-Sasaki mode equations in terms of two canonically
normalised fields vσ and vs which depend on (QT , QN ) in the following way:

vσ = aQσ, vs = aQN . (4.6)
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In terms of these new variables, the mode equations in conformal time can be written as:

v′′σ − ξ′v′s +

(
k2 − z′′

z

)
vσ − (zξ′)′

z
vs = 0, (4.7)

v′′s + ξ′v′σ +

(
k2 − a′′

a
+ a2µ2

s

)
vs −

z′

z
ξ′vσ = 0, z = aφ̇/H. (4.8)

ξ′ = 2aΩ sources the coupling between curvature and entropic mode. Ω ∼ 0 naturally
makes the coupling weak in our case. The masses of adiabatic and entropic perturbations
can be derived from both (3.12) and the matrix (3.10). These quantities play a crucial role in
determining the extent to which entropic perturbations influence inflationary perturbations,
guiding us either deeper into a multi-field regime or away from it. The masses are defined
as follows:

m2
T

H2
≡ −3

2
η − 1

4
η2 +

1

2
ϵη − 1

2

η̇

H
, . =

d

dt
, (4.9)

M2

H2
=

VNN

H2
+M2

plϵR− Ω2
1, (4.10)

Ra
bcd = Γa

bd,c − Γa
bc,d + Γa

ceΓ
e
bd − Γa

deΓ
e
bc, (4.11)

Below, we show a plot of (m2
T ,M

2) together with the mass along the binormal unit vector
M2

BB and an effective entropy mass given as M2
eff = M2 + 4Ω2:
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Figure 8: Left: the adiabatic mass is bigger than the entropic ones: MTT > MNN > MBB .
Right: similar hierarchy of scales are restored when the torsion is negligible. Also note that, we
obtain M/Meff ∼ 1.

The masses also help to define a speed of sound for the adiabatic perturbations via the
relation [66, 77, 78]:

c−2
s =

M2
eff

M2
.

We find that Meff ∼ M , leading to cs ∼ 1 along the entire inflationary trajectory. Conse-
quently, this results in negligible equilateral-type non-Gaussianity, with fNL ∼ O(10−8), as
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given by the relation in [60]:

fNL =
125

108

ϵH
c2s

+
5

81

c2s
2

(
1− 1

c2s

)2

+
35

108

(
1− 1

c2s

)
. (4.12)

After carefully assessing the mass-scales, we also move on to checking the adiabaticity
condition [78]:

A =

∣∣∣∣∣ Ω̇

MΩ

∣∣∣∣∣≪ 1, (4.13)

which holds in our case with A ∼ O(10−5). Therefore, given the small value of A as well
as the mass of the adiabatic perturbation being the dominant one, we use the standard
formulae for the cosmological parameters in terms of the slow-roll parameters (3.5),

ns = 1− 2ϵH − ηH , r = 16ϵH . (4.14)

The amplitude of the power spectrum is given by,

∆2
s =

1

8π2

H2

ϵ
, ∆2

t =
2H2

π2
. (4.15)
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Figure 9: All the quantities are calculated at horizon crossing, which is roughly 50 − 60 efolds
before the end of inflation which is at NϵH=1 = 71.15.

The figure above confirms that we are fairly within the Planck’s bound presented in
(4.4). The small value of r is a manifestation of the smallness of the scale of the potential
in Planck units. Since r is directly related to the field excursion through Lyth bound, in
our case, we also expect small field excursions. This makes our model in accordance with
the swampland distance conjecture [79]. The running of the spectral index for this model,
αs is of the order O(10−3).
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Large turns and torsions on small scales

Before ending this section, let us drop our final remark on the implications of the enhance-
ment in the magnitude of turning rate and torsion as has been shown in figure 7. It is widely
known in the literature [75, 76, 80, 81] that models for which second slow-roll paramaters
i.e. ηH is larger than ϵH , it can potentially gives rise to efficient production of primordial
black holes. The field behavior reflected in our model reveals a similar behavior like double-
inflation. In double inflation, the process occurs in two stages. Initially, one field rolls down
to its minimum while the second field remains frozen. In the later stage, the frozen field
begins to roll, ultimately reaching its minimum and bringing inflation to an end. Similarly,
in the case of the three-field inflation discussed in this paper, we observe a quasi-double
inflation behavior, where the first phase of inflation is mostly driven by one field, while the
second phase is governed by the other two fields as we can observe in figure 4. Although, in
this case, the first phase of slow-roll takes place along the steep direction of the potential.

Referring to figure 8, we observe that during horizon crossing (11.15 < N < 21.15), the
mass of the adiabatic mode, denoted as {M2

TT ,m
2
T }, remains dominant. But on a smaller

scale however, when the inflationary trajectory enters its second phase, characterized by
two-field dynamics, where (φ1, φ2) becomes more active compared to φ3 – the masses of
the entropic perturbations become dominant. This implies that the effects of turns and
torsions must be accounted for, requiring a simultaneous analysis of both adiabatic and all
entropic perturbations to determine the power spectrum of scalar and tensor modes. This
highlights one of the most significant aspects of our paper.

Primordial black holes, considered potential progenitors of dark matter, have been
widely studied in recent years, including a recent investigation within a three-field model
in [63] where the authors presented a toy model. We emphasize that our work is among
the first to explore a three-field inflation scenario with non-trivial features at small scales
— motivated by type-IIB string theory flux compactification where our inflatons are four-
cycles of a K3-fibred Calabi-Yau. The potential is a combination of leading order and one
sub-leading terms in the inverse string expansion, and 1-loop correction terms. To ensure a
nearly Minkowskian global minimum, a constant term has also been added. The fields are
canonical and dimensionless in Planck units. We have done a thorough consistency checks
to ensure the reliability of the 4d EFT. We plan to revisit the detailed study of primordial
black holes as well as secondary induced gravitational waves in a forthcoming companion
paper.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have presented a string motivated three-field inflationary construction for
the first time where the hierarhcy between first and second slow-roll parameters become
evident. The second slow-roll parameter dominates the first one, clearly hinting towards
non-trivial dynamics at small scales – at the same time being consistent with Planck data
at the horizon crossing. The scalar potential also deviates from the usual pLVS [35] or fibre
inflationary setup by their interplay between subleading corrections. The analysis is focused
on the implications of the logarithmic loop corrections in the stabilization procedure, where
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the subleading F 4 higher derivative corrections were utilized to uplift the flat direction. We
also added a small uplifting term to ensure the presence of a Minkowski vacuum.

The above method is compatible with the large volume scenario (LVS) in which the
compatification volume is stabilized to large values of order > O(106) in accordance with
the semi-classical approximation and trust the underlying 4D EFT. The model reflects the
correct hierarchy of mass scales, i.e. Mpl > Ms > MKK > Minf in all the benchmark models
displayed. As far as the inflationary setup is concerned, we present a multi-field inflation
model where all the scalar fields are active during inflation. The inflation takes place along
(φ1, φ2, φ3) directions which span the canonical basis constructed out of several four-cycle
volume of the fibre modulus τ7, the volume of the base τ6 and the blow-up modulus τ1.
The three-dimensional scalar potential, defined in a canonical basis within the scalar field
space, is sufficiently flat to sustain the necessary number of e-folds. Inflation starts at a
position where all the scalars are shifted from their global minimum. However, it features
a ridge-valley along the φ3 direction when the other fields are away from their minimum.
The potential along that direction becomes steeper than the other two directions (φ1, φ2).

The minimum along φ3 vanishes at {φshifted
1 , φshifted

2 } forcing φ3 to fall into the ridge
and oscillate there – acting like a false vacuum for φ3. In the second stage, as φ3 stops its
oscillation, the other two fields starts its journey with more kinetic energy towards their
minima. As the value of (φ1, φ2) start to get near their minima, the true minimum for
φ3 is restored and φ3 slowly transitions there as we can see in figure 5. This oscillation
exhibits a non-trivial feature to which we now turn our attention. Due to the flat metric,
as expected, throughout the slow-roll evolution, the model exhibits minor deviation from
a geodesic trajectory. However, when φ3 oscillates and the other two fields start to roll, it
leads to high value of turing rate. The torsion which takes care of how much non-planar
behavior is present in the trajectory, despite being small for most of the evolution, increases
right after the onset of oscillation.

We can notice the same even at the level of the masses of the adiabatic and entropic
modes— they switch their roles as can be seen in figure 8. The domination of entropic
mass at small scales indicates the fact that at the level of perturbation, three field analysis
will become unavoidable. This type of features are closely related to the production of
primordial black holes at small scales – at the time of radiation domination. Besides, it
can also lead to non-trivial footprint on the scalar induced gravitational waves. We plan
to return to this detailed study in a companion paper. We emphasize that this trajectory
is very generic for this class of models, depending on the initial condition one can easily
achieve this three-field attractor.

The inflationary model presented in this paper is consistent with the data, however it
has a few areas for further refinement. The value of the blow-up divisor at its minimum
is large compared to the overall volume. However, we have made sure that the model
still resides in the large volume regime. Note that, this is not the case for the dS models
presented in table 1-2. The inflationary model is chosen so that the amplitude of the power
spectrum is obtained without any fine-tuning or artificial scaling. Besides, the Kaluza-Klein
and the string mass scales are almost comparable to each other in all the models— pushing
us to the boundary of parametric control.
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Many challenges remain as open questions with respect to the dynamics of this class of
inflationary models. The exact computation of the values of χ and λ is needed to unravel
the robustness of the inflationary trajectories against additional string loop effects [82].
An advantage of the proposed model is that it manages to have the EFT under control,
despite the fact that it lacks an explicit mechanism of uplifting the vacuum to dS space. It
would be worth studying the effects of the D3 uplifting method [58] in the presence of the
logarithmic loop corrections. We save these questions for a future work.
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