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Abstract

We propose new versions of the slow-roll approximation for inflationary models with non-
minimally coupled scalar fields. We derive more precise expressions for the standard slow-roll
parameters as functions of the scalar field. To verify the accuracy of the proposed approxi-
mations, we consider inflationary models with the induced gravity term and the fourth-order
monomial potential. For specific values of the model parameters, this model is the well-known
Higgs-driven inflationary model. We investigate the inflationary dynamics in the Jordan frame
and come to the conclusion that the proposed versions of the slow-roll approximation are not
only more accurate at the end of inflation, but also give essentially more precise estimations
for the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and of the amplitude of scalar perturbations A,.

e

Introduction

A simple explanation of the fact that the Universe is spatially flat, approximately isotropic and
homogeneous at cosmological distances based on the existence of a stage of accelerated expansion
in the very early Universe, so-called cosmological inflation. Models of inflation yield accurate
quantitative predictions of parameters of relic cosmological perturbations. The main inflationary
parameters: amplitude of scalar perturbations A,, their spectral index ng, and the tensor-to-
scalar ratio of the density perturbations r are constrained by the combined analysis of Planck [1],
BICEP/Keck [2] and other observations as follows [3]:

Ay =(21040.03) x107°,  n,=0.9654+0.0040 and  r < 0.028. (1)

These observational data constraints possible inflationary scenarios. In particular, the infla-
tionary model with a minimally coupled scalar field and the fourth order monomial potential [4] [5]
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that predicts rather large values of r is ruled out, meanwhile the model with the induced gravity
term and the same potential [0] is in good agreement with the restrictions on the inflationary
parameters. The induced gravity term naturally appears when quantum corrections are taken into
account, since generic quantum corrections to the action of the scalar field minimally coupled to
gravity do include this term [7, 8, ©]. Inflationary models with the Ricci scalar multiplied by a
function of the scalar field are being intensively studied [6], 10} 11} 12, 13| 14} 15, 16} 17, 18, 19|
20, 211, 22| 23], 241, 25, 26|, 27, 28], 29, [30, 31, 32} B33, 34, 35], 36}, 37, [38], 39], 40, 411 [42].

The standard way to analyze an inflationary model with a nonminimally coupled scalar field
starts from simplification of evolution equations by removing of terms corresponding to the non-
minimal coupling. This procedure includes the conformal transformation of the metric and con-
struction of the corresponding model in the Einstein frame. After this, the standard formulae for
the slow-roll single-field inflation with a minimally coupled scalar field are used [43] [44].

This method is suitable to investigate F'(R) inflationary models [45, [46], 47, 48, [49] 50}, 511, (52, 53]
as well, but it cannot be used for construction of inflationary models that include more complicated
geometrical structures, for example, the Gauss-Bonnet term [54], 55 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, [62], 63,
64, [65, [66], 67, 68, 69, [70] [7T], [72] [73]. To calculate the inflationary parameters one uses the slow-
roll approximation that essentially simplifies the search and analysis of inflationary models. The
investigation of the slow-roll dynamics in the Jordan frame only can be considered as the first step
for the construction of slow-roll approximations for more complicated cosmological models.

For the General Relativity (GR) models with minimally coupling scalar fields, the slow-roll
approximation is equivalent to the assumption that all slow-roll parameters are small in comparison
with unity. These parameters are defined as functions of the Hubble parameter and the scalar field.
In the slow-roll approximation, both the Hubble parameter and slow-roll parameters are functions
of the scalar field only. By this reason, the slow-roll approximation essentially simplifies the search
for model parameters suitable for inflation. So, it is important to get such expressions of the
Hubble parameter and slow-roll parameters via the scalar field that they are sufficiently close to
numerical solutions of the evolution equations without any approximations.

In this paper, we construct and compare slow-roll approximations for models with nonminimally
coupled scalar field. There are two known versions of the Jordan frame slow-roll approximation
for such inflationary models. The first variant of the approximation can be considered directly in
the Jordan frame, neglecting all terms containing slow-roll parameters (so that, assuming that all
ones are negligibly small), the second one uses the transition to the Einstein frame (see below).
It was already remarked that these two approaches lead to two different approximations [38]. By
direct comparison with numerically integrated exact equations of motion, it has been shown that
the second way gives essentially better approximation [39]. In our paper, we show that the known
expressions of the Hubble parameter and slow-roll parameters via the scalar field can be improved,
proposing new slow-roll approximations. These approximations are more accurate than the known
ones not only at the end of inflation, but also in the beginning that allows to get the value of
parameter r with essentially more accuracy.

The most popular model with a nonminimal coupled scalar field includes the induced gravity
term and fourth order monomial potential. This model has been proposed in 1984 in Ref. [6] and
develop in Ref. [12]. The additional assumption that the inflaton is the Standard model Higgs
boson has been proposed in Ref. [I§] and gives start to actively investigations of this model [19]
20), 211, 22], 23| 241, 25, 26], 27, 37]. This model has been used to test the accuracy of the slow-roll
approximation in the Jordan frame [39]. In this paper, we use this model with different values of
parameters to compare the proposed approximations with the known ones.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we remind the evolution equations. The slow-



roll parameters are defined in Section 3. The known versions of the slow-roll approximation are
presented in Section 4. In Section 5, we propose new variants of the approximated equations. All
these approximations are compared with results of numerical integration without any approxima-
tions in Section 6. The obtained results are summarized in Section 7. Explicit expressions for the
slow-roll parameters as functions of the scalar field ¢ are presented in Appendix A.

2 Model with the nonminimal coupling

The action of a generic model with a nonminimally coupled scalar field ¢,

5= [ dav=g(F@IR - g"0,60,0 2/ (6)). )

includes the coupling function F'(¢) > 0 and the potential V' (¢).
In the spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric with

ds® = —dt* +d*(t) dx*, (3)
the system of the field equations is
1. )
3H?F = §¢2 +V — 3F40H, (4)
2HF = — ¢ + Fy¢pH — F490° — F 40, (5)
$+3H+Vy—3F, (H + 2H2> —0, (6)

where dots denote the time derivatives and commas denote derivatives with respect to the scalar
field, A , = %(f) for any function A.

It is suitable to present Egs. and (@ as the following dynamical system:
¢ =1,
1 2 2 2
V=7 { = 3F¢[Fos +1]0° +3 [F§ - 2F] H) = 2F [V, — 6F,H"| }, (7)

. 1
H = { = [Fos + 10 + AP HY + Fy [V = 6F,H?]

where
E =3F% 4 2F. (8)
We consider the e-folding number N = In(a/a.), where a. is a constant, as a measure of time
during inflation. Using the relation % =H diN and introducing the function y(N) = j—]‘@, we can
write system as follows:
do
dN _X7
dy 1 9 5 FV, x dH?
—— =—< —3F4|F 1 3|F% —2F | x —2—++12FF, p — ———
dN E{ oFos + AN 4+3 (o = 2P| X = 275" + 2FFo p = gy O
dH? 2

—v —p{Feo+1] H?X* +AF4H?*X 4+ Fy [Vy — 6F,H?| } .
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Equation (4)) can be presented in the following form

) 2V
T GF T 6F,x— 2

(10)

We always assume positivity of the potential V' during inflation, so the following condition
should be satisfied:
6F + 6F 4x — x> > 0. (11)

Substituting Eq. into system @, we eliminate H? from the right-hand side and get the
following second order system:

dy _

dN _Xv

dx _ 1 2 2 (12)
N ~3EV 2V (Fys+1) + FoVe]X° + 2 [FVy — FyV (3F 45 +7) = 3F5Vy] X* +

6 [3FV —3FF 4V, —2FV]| x +12F (2F4V — FV,)} .

A notable feature of this system is that the potential appears as the first derivative of its loga-
rithm only. System is suitable to get numeric solutions of evolution equations without any
approximations. Evolution of the Hubble parameter can be described by the following equation:
dH? 2
AN~ (6F +6Fx — X E (13)
{2V (Fgp + 1) + FoVo] X* = 2F4 [3FVy + AV] X + 6F 4 [2F,V — FVy]} .

Another way to get a dynamical system from Eqs. f@ is to rewritten them in the following
form [42] [74), [75]:

A .
3MpY? = §¢2 + Verr, (14)
- AVF .
Y =— 2 1
T & (15)
where ) A 32
_ Mp, _ Mp, oF%
Valo) = S8y Ag)= T8 (14 ), (16)
_ Mp Fy¢
Y—\/F<H+ 2F>. a7

The field equation that is a consequence of Eqs. and takes the following form:

C.Zg: _3“ M}gl ¢__¢2 EH¢ (18>

Let us note that any nonminimally coupled model with F(¢) > 0 can be transformed to the
corresponding Einstein frame model through a conformal transformation of the metric. In the
Einstein frame, the effective potential V.g is equal to the potential V' and Y (¢) is the Hubble
parameter. The condition Veg#)(gbds) = 0 corresponds to a de Sitter solution with a constant
¢ = ¢as. Such solutions are stable for Vog 44(¢as) > 0 and unstable for Vig 44 (das) < 0, provided
the condition F(¢gs) > 0 is satisfied [74].



3 Slow-roll parameters

In the models with one nonminimally coupled scalar field, there are two sets of the slow-roll
parameters [50]:

H dln(H™) 1 dIn(H?) én1 dIn(e,_y)
81:——:—:———7 gn: = s (19)
H? dN 2 dN He, dN
F dln(F w1 dIn(G,
Cl — — ( )’ Cn — C 1 — (C 1) ) (20)
HF dN HG, 1 dN
In particular, )
Co = F G1+e (21)
2 — HF 1 1-
We rewrite Eq. as
Mp H ( 1 )
Y = 1+ = , 22
VF 71 (22)
and get Eq. in the following form
1.\* AF.
3Mp H? (1 + 5@) = 7¢2 + FVeg. (23)

Obviously, the right-hand side of equation (23) cannot be equal to zero if the functions V' (¢)
and F(¢) are positive. Therefore, if V(¢) > 0 and F(¢) > 0 for all ¢ in some interval ¢; < ¢ < ¢y
and ((¢o) > —2, then (;(¢) > —2 for all ¢ in this interval.

Using slow-roll equations, we get the expressions H?(¢) and x(¢). These expressions allow us
to get N(¢) and slow-parameters as functions of ¢. For example,

_ dIn(F(¢)) _ LdIn(H?(9)) GF dIn(H?(9))

G o X a= o/ X(¢):_2E¢, T (24)
a(0) = T ), o) = L2 o). (29

The goal of this paper is to construct new slow-roll equations and compare them with the
known ones. The difference between exact and approximated solutions may be important at the
end of inflation, when absolute values of slow-roll parameters are close to one. In the beginning
of inflation, in particular, at the moment when the inflationary parameters are calculated, all
slow-roll parameters are small. So, we can use the standard formulae to connect inflationary and
slow-roll parameters. In the first order of the slow-roll parameters, the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, the
amplitude of scalar perturbations A, and their spectral index ns can be presented as follows [50]:

d(In(F/H?
r oA 8|251+C1|:8‘%¢<>)X‘, (26)
2e162 + G2 r dln(r)
SO T POt it BT 2
N e1—( 2%+ G +8 AN (27)
2H?
A, =~ ) 2
m2Fr (28)



4 The known slow-roll approximations

4.1 The simplest approximation

In the simplest approximation, one assumes that all slow-roll parameters are negligibly small
and get the following system of approximate equations [3§],

v
H? ~ — 2
. (29)
3H) + V4 — 6F,H? ~ 0. (30)
The expressions of x(¢) and (;(¢) are as follows:
oH FVy
=2 ~op, - T l0 1
X(gb) H2 7d) V ? (3 )
Fo 2K FyVy
— v ~ ) _ ) ) . 2
G(6) = (o)~ ot - L2 (32)
Using Eq. (24]), we come to the expression
FVy,—2F,V (Vs F,
oo "oV (1o T 33
51(¢) D < 4 F ( )

The explicit form of the functions e5(¢) and (3(¢) are given in Appendix A.

4.2 The known more accurate slow-roll approximation

A more accurate approximation has been proposed in Ref. [13] (see also, [38,39]). It is derived
using the transition between Jordan and Einstein frames. In the present paper, we do not use
the notion of the Einstein frame, however, in this subsection we briefly show the derivation of the

approximation considered.
2

The known conformal transformation g,, = Q?g,, with Q% = 24(21) after appropriate redefinition

of the scalar field turns the initial action to the GR action with a minimally coupled scalar
field ¢. Writing the standard slow-roll approximation in the Einstein frame:

72 V(p)
H? =7 34
30, (349
do_ Vo) (35)
dt 3H '

where variables with tildes are Einstein frame variables, and going back to the initial Jordan frame,
it is possible to get the desired approximation.

To proceed this way we need to express the Einstein frame Hubble parameter H through Jordan
frame variables. Formally,

=@ o <H+ dm) _ Mu <H+ M) . (36)

dt dt VF 2F



The last expression is nothing else, but the variable Y introduced in Eq. without any
connections to the Einstein frame.

Now, assuming that the second term in the brackets is significantly smaller than the first one,
one get from Eq. the following approximate equation:

V
H?(¢) ~ 35 (37)
and )
GH  2F (2F,V — FV,)
= — = : : 38
X(@) =T V (2F + 3F2) (38)
The parameters 1(¢) and (;(¢) are obtained by Eq. (24)):

L FQREV-FV,) (Ve Fy
a0~ = ey 3F2) \V ~ F ) (39)

F, OF 4 (2F 4V — FV,)
— _ ¥ ~ ’ ) ) 40
Gl6) = TP ~ T (40

Expressions for es(¢) and (3(¢) are given in Appendix A. We will refer to this approximation as
the known one.

Note, however, that when we actually transform from the Einstein frame to the Jordan frame
the expression for H? contains other terms, and the system under consideration is in fact an
additional approximation of the Einstein frame approximation rather than a direct transformation
of the Einstein slow-roll approximation. This motivates us to search more accurate approximations.

5 New slow-roll approximations

5.1 New approximation I

Neglecting terms proportional to éQ and (5, we reduce Eqgs. and @ as follows

3H?F ~V — 3F 46H, (41)
3Hp+ V4 —3F4(H 4+ 2H?) = 0. (42)
Differentiating Eq. and expressing V, via Eq. , we get that His defined by Eq. .
Substituting and to and neglecting again terms proportional to ¢? and ¢, we find
. FVg4—=2F4V
3Hp ~ -2 | ——— 21— 43
¢ < 2F 4+ 3F% ) ’ (43)
Substituting into Eq. , we find that
2FV — FAV +2FF,V
H2(9) ~ T ot (44)
3F(2F + 3F i)
Therefore, '
oH 2F(FVy4—2F4V
x(0) = 20 ~ (g = 2F4V) (15)

T H? T 2FV — F 2V 4 2FF,V,
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We find the slow-roll parameters 1(¢) and (1(¢), applying Eq. :

- F(2F 4V—FV.4)
e1(¢) = _2FV7F’2;V+2FFZV¢
(46)
2FV’¢+2F7¢V+F2 V¢+2FF¢¢V¢+2FF¢V’¢¢—2VF7¢F’¢¢ F7¢ 2F7¢+6F,¢F’¢¢
X ( QVF-VF2+42FF 4V, TF T 2F+3F% > ’
F 2F4(2F4V — FV,)
Gi(9) = ZX(@) ~ 7™ 7t T (47)
F 2FV—E¢V+2FE¢V¢

Expressions for 5(¢) and (5(¢) are presented in Appendix A.

5.2 New slow-roll approximation II

In this slow-roll approximation, we use Eq. to express H? via the slow-roll parameter (;,
defined by Eq. (20),

2 1 o & LI l _ 2 2 L
W ~sp g o =gp 0t = W ~apaey “3)
Also, we get
9 dH?) GV (Q CFy QP ) (49)
T2H do  6F4(1+G) F o F+G))

Neglecting the term proportional to (;(s, we find

T GV Vo Fo\_CGmp(Vel

Substituting (48) and (| . to . we find a linear equation in ¢; with the following solution:
2F4(2VEy — VoF)

= ) 51
WO =5vF 4 VoFF 4+ VF? (51
Now, we apply and find
2F 2F 4,V — FV
X(0) g ZEaV V) (52
2FV + FF 4V, + FV
and )
174 V(2FV + FF V4 + FV
H2(¢) s _ ( MR ,¢2 ) ' (53>
3F(1+¢)  3F(2FV — FF4Vs+5F2V)
We find ( :
e FV, F dln(<1+1) _ F(2F 4,V—FV,
el(¢) = % (1 —vE v d ) = - 2FV+F;¢V,¢+;2¢VX
V 2F‘/7¢+2F’¢V+2F’2 V7¢+FF7¢¢V7¢+FF7¢V:¢¢+2F’¢F7¢¢V
X (7¢ + 2¢FV+FF,¢V,¢+F71V - (54)

_Fg  2FV442F 4VAAF 4°V 4, —FF 44V 4 —FF 4V 46 +10F 4 F 4V
F 2FV—FF 4V 4+5F%V

Expressions for e9(¢) and (2(¢) are presented in Appendix A.
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5.3 New slow-roll approximation III

This slow-roll approximation is based on system f. Neglecting the proportional to (;52
term in Eq. , we get

Vest M2V
Vi 2 =B 55
SME,  3F? (55)
Differentiating this equation over time and using Eq. , we obtain
o~ MeVers _ 2Mp (VoI —2VFy) _ 2(Vol —2VF,) (56)
3Y AVF 3YVF (2F + 3F2) 3H (1+ %) (2F +3F2%)

So, the system of equations , , and is self-consistent. Note that Eq. can be
obtained from Eq. if we neglect terms proportional to ¢ and ¢.

Using Egs. and , we get from Eq. (56]):

2(Vyl' =2V FEy) _ 2F(VgF —2VEy) 1 Fg
orX)

X ~

— 57
3H? (14 %) (2F + 3F2) V (2F + 3F%) (57)

Therefore, we obtain the first-order differential equation that defines slow-roll dynamic of ¢:
_dp _ 2F(2VF,—V,F)
XTUAN T 2VF £V FF + VER

Expression coincides with Eq. . Substituting into Eq. , we find (;(¢) defined
by Eq. .

If we neglect the term proportional to ¢? in

(58)

R S v (59)
My (14+36)° SFA+G) 3P (1452 )

H2

then we get Eq. and come to the Approximation II.
If we do not neglect any terms in Eq. and use Eq. , then we obtain new approximate
formulae for H?(¢) and ;(¢):

1% Fox\ 2 (2FV + FF,V,+ F2V)?
eV <1+ ,¢>X) ( Vo + Fy ) (60)
3K 2F 3FV (2F + 3F2)
__ar (ve F din(145)\ _ F(2F4V—FV.y)
@) = - 2Fq (7¢ —F i) = 2FV+V,1:)FF,¢+FQ’?¢2V
(61)

% V,¢+2(2FV,¢+2F,¢>V+2F,¢2V,¢+FF,¢¢V,¢+FF,¢V,¢¢>+2VF,¢F,¢¢) F, 4F,¢(1+3F,¢4>)
% 2FV+FF 4V 4+F 42V F 2F+3F, ;2

In fact, this is the approximation that fully corresponds to the Einstein frame approximation.
Indeed, all terms in Eq. represent terms from the corresponding Friedmann equation in the
Einstein frame. As we have already mentioned, the function Y is the Hubble parameter in the
Einstein frame, so Eq. differs from the standard form of the Friedmann equation only because

9



there is no transition to the Einstein frame scalar field, so that the kinetic term in Eq. is
a non-standard one and the time t is a parametric one in the Einstein frame. It can be easily
checked that this term transforms to the standard kinetic term after appropriate field and time
redefinitions. So that, neglecting the kinetic term and keeping all other terms, we start with the
slow-roll approximation in the Einstein frame and return to the Jordan frame without further
simplifications. This approximation is referred to as the approximation III.

Using Eq. , we express the Einstein frame slow-roll parameter €; via the Jordan frame
slow-roll parameters as follows:

— _Lﬁ:&— G(1—e1) 201G
H? dt 1 2+G 2+¢)°

1
~ e+ §C1 . (62)

So, the moments of the end of inflation in the Jordan and Einstein frames do not coincide. This
means that despite the above-mentioned correspondence, calculations in this approximation gives
results, in principle, different from obtained directly in the Einstein frame.

6 The Higgs-driven inflationary model

Let us consider the well-known inflationary model [6l [12] 18, 26] with the induced gravity term
and the fourth degree monomial potential,

Fo)= M3 (1+6).  V(e)= 50" (63)
where ¢ and A are positive constants. Note that the function ¢(N), a solution of Eq. , as well
as functions x(¢), €(¢) and (1(¢) calculated in any slow-roll approximation do not depend on .
Hence, the values of inflationary parameters ny and r do not depend on A and this parameter is
important to define the inflationary parameter Ay only.

In Refs. [38] 89], this model has been used two compare two known slow-roll approximations
mentioned in Section 4. It has been shown by calculation of the parameters, which are to be
compared with the observational data, and by phase portrait construction that the second approach
is essentially more accurate than the first one. Our calculations confirm this result. In this
section, we compare the proposed approximations with the best known approximation described
in Subsection 4.2.

With an additional assumption that ¢ is the Standard model Higgs boson, this model is known
as the Higgs-driven inflationary model [I8] (see also Refs. [19, 20, 21], 23], 26, 27, 28|, 56]). Follow-
ing [56], we choose & = 17367 and A = 0.05 for the Higgs-driven inflationary model. In Fig. [1]
we demonstrate the evolution of ¢(N) and H?*(N) during inflation. The value of ¢, at which
inflationary parameters are calculated, corresponds to N = 0. The right picture of Fig. [1| shows
that the inflation end at N = 55.

In Fig. [2], one can see the behavior of the slow-roll parameters ¢; and ¢; as functions of ¢.
On the left picture, one can see that the value of €; becomes less that —1 during inflation in the
approximation II. It means that this new approximation cannot be considered as an improved
version of the known approximation. On the other hand, the curves that correspond to new
approximations I (red) and III (green) are essentially closer to results of numerical integration (the
black curve), than the known slow-roll approximation (the blue curve) at the end of inflation.

A more interesting and unexpected result is that new approximations I and III give essentially
more precise values of the inflationary parameters r and A,. One can see in Fig. [3 that the value

10
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Fig. 1: The functions ¢(N) (left), H*(N) (center), and ¢ (N) (right) for the model with the
potential V(¢) = 0.0125¢" and the coupling function F'(¢) = 1+17367¢. The curves are obtained
by the numerical integration of the system with the initial data ¢(Ny) = 0.077, ¢(No) = 0 at
Ny = —23.

C"l

0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020 0.025

¢

_0.5,

Fig. 2: The functions £,(¢) (left) and ¢;(¢) (right) for the model with the potential V (¢) = 0.0125¢%
and the coupling function F(¢) = 1 + 17367¢?. The black lines are the result of the numerical
integration of the system , the blue curves are obtained in the known approximation, the red
curves are obtained in the approximation I, the magenta curve is obtained in the approximation
IT and the green curves are obtained in the approximation III.
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Fig. 3: The dependence r of the scalar field ¢ for the model with the potential V(¢) = 0.0125¢%
and the coupling function F(¢) = 1+ 17367¢*. The black lines are the result of the numerical
integration of the system , the blue curves are obtained in the known approximation, the red

curves are obtained in the approximation I and the green curves are obtained in the approximation
I11.

of r calculated in the known approximation (the blue curve) differ more than two times from
the numerical results (the black curve), whereas new approximations (the red and green curves)
gives essentially better values of 7. An incorrect value of r gives an incorrect value of A, [see
Eq. ] that one can see in Fig. . On the other hand, there are no important differences in
values of n calculated in the standard and new approximations. All of them are sufficiently close
to the numerical results (the right picture of Fig. . So, we come to the conclusion that new
approximations I and III are essentially better than the known ones. Note that the approximation
[T works slightly better than Approximation I for the Higgs driven inflation.

For values of £ and A that are significantly different from those corresponding to the Higgs-
driven inflationary model, the model describes inflation as well. In Figs. , we compare
exact and approximate values of slow-roll and inflationary parameters for the model with
E=1and A =2-107' One can see that curves that correspond to new approximations I (the
red curve) and III (the green curve) are essentially closer to results of numerical integration (the
black curve), than the known more accurate slow-roll approximation (the blue curve) at the end
of inflation (Fig. . For £ = 1, new approximations give more precise values of the inflationary
parameters r and Ay as in the previous case. One can see it in Figs. [6] and [7] Again, there is
no important differences in values of n, calculated in the standard and new approximations. Note
that the approximation I works slightly better than Approximation III at & = 1.

Similar results have been obtained also for the large values of parameters, namely, ¢ = 2.4 - 10°
and A = 8- 10® (see Figs. [8{10).

7 Conclusions and discussions

The accuracy of the observation constraints on the inflationary parameters is increasing. It
requires the use of more precise slow-roll approximations to construct inflationary models. In this
paper, we propose new slow-roll approximations for models with a single scalar field nonminimally
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Fig. 4: The functions As(¢) (the left and center pictures) and ng(¢) (the right picture) for the
model with the potential V(¢) = 0.0125¢" and the coupling function F(¢) = 1 + 17367¢*. The
black lines are the result of the numerical integration of the system 7 the blue curves are obtained
in the known approximation, the red curves are obtained in the approximation I, and the green
curves are obtained in the approximation III.
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Fig. 5: The functions ;(¢) (left) and (;(¢) (right) for the model with the potential V(¢) =
5-107"¢" and the coupling function F(¢) = 14 ¢*. The black lines are the result of the numerical
integration of the system (7)) with the initial data ¢(Ny) = 10 and ¢(Ny) = 0, the blue curves are

obtained in the known approximation, the red curves are obtained in the approximation I, and the
green curves are obtained in the approximation III.
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Fig. 6: The dependence 7 of the scalar field ¢ for the model with the potential V(¢) =5-10711¢?
and the coupling function F(¢) = 1+ ¢>. The black lines are the result of the numerical integration
of the system , the blue curves are obtained in the known approximation, the red curves are
obtained in the approximation I, and the green curves are obtained in the approximation III.
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Fig. 7: The functions A(¢) (the left and center pictures) and ng(¢) (the right picture) for the
model with the potential V(¢) =5-107''¢* and the coupling function F(¢) =1+ ¢*. The black
lines are the result of the numerical integration of the system , the blue curves are obtained
in the known approximation, the red curves are obtained in the approximation I, and the green
curves are obtained in the approximation III.
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Fig. 8: The functions &1(¢) (left) and (;(¢) (right) for the model with the potential V' (¢) = 2-10%¢*
and the coupling function F(¢) = 1+ 2.4 - 10%?. The black lines are the result of the numerical
integration of the system (7)) with the initial data ¢(Ny) = 0.0003, ¢(No) = 0, Ny = —103, the blue
curves are obtained in the known approximation, the red curves are obtained in the approximation
I, and the green curves are obtained in the approximation III.
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Fig. 9: The dependence r of the scalar field ¢ for the model with the potential V(¢) = 2 - 108¢*
and the coupling function F(¢) = 1+ 2.4 - 10%?. The black lines are the result of the numerical
integration of the system , the blue curves are obtained in the known approximation, the red

curves are obtained in the approximation I, and the green curves are obtained in the approximation
I11.
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Fig. 10: The functions Ag(¢) (the left and center pictures) and ns(¢) (the right picture) for the
model with the potential V(¢) = 2 - 10%¢* and the coupling function F(¢) = 1 + 2.4 - 109¢?,
The black lines are the result of the numerical integration of the system , the blue curves are
obtained in the known approximation, the red curves are obtained in the approximation I, and the
green curves are obtained in the approximation III.

coupled to gravity.

The main difference between the proposed and known approximations lies in the simplified form
of Eq. . The new approximations are more accurate because they neglect only one term in this
equation, while two summands were considered negligibly small in both standard approximations.

The term 1 + ¢; in the denominator can make the approximation II invalid, if the value of (;
comes close to —1 or even crosses this value. This situation does occur for the Higgs inflationary
model. As one can see in Fig. [2| an attempt to use the approximation II for the considered models
with nonminimal coupling leads to (; crossing —1, and then to inappropriate behavior of other
variables. Therefore, we disregard this approximation for the models studied here. At the same
time the proposed approximations I and III are essentially more precise than the known slow-roll
approximation. The proposed versions of the slow-roll approximation are not only more accurate
at the end of inflation, but also give essentially more precise values of the tensor-to-scalar ratio r
and of the amplitude of scalar perturbations A,.

We would like to point out that the new approximations I and II proposed in this paper can be
considered as analogs of the corresponding approximations in the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity,
which were proposed in our recent paper [71]. We remind a reader that for specific Gauss-Bonnet
models studied in Ref. [71] the approximation IT works better than the approximation I. However, as
it was already pointed out in Ref. [71], a term in the denominator containing a slow-roll parameter
can make the approximation IT invalid. Such a situation did not happen in our previous paper [71],
but it is the case for the models analyzed in the present paper.

Note, however, that we have described two ways of derivation of the approximation II. The first
way is similar to one proposed in the Gauss-Bonnet models, while the other one uses essentially the
function Y, which corresponds to the Hubble parameter in the Einstein frame. The approximation
IT includes in fact one additional simplification step which can be lifted, resulting in the approx-
imation III. In this new approximation, the factor 1+ ¢; in denominator is replaced by 1 + (;/2
and it has important consequences, since (; can not cross —2 in any case, and conditions that
make the approximation II invalid cannot invalidate the approximation III. We have confirmed
numerically that the approximation III usually work very well. However, for small values of the
coupling constant &, approximation I appears to be slightly more accurate than approximation III.

As we have remarked, the approximation III is in fact the standard slow-roll approximation
written in the Einstein frame and transformed back to the Jordan frame. Since there is no Einstein
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frame for the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity, the approximation III has no analog in such cosmo-
logical models. However, the fact that we arrived at this approximation without relying on the
Einstein frame allows researchers to use it in more complicated models where nonminimal coupling
is present, even if the Einstein frame does not exist for the entire theory due to additional terms,
for example, the Gauss-Bonnet term. We plan to consider such models in future investigations.

Acknowledgements

The study was conducted under the state assignment of Lomonosov Moscow State University.

A The slow-roll parameters ¢;(¢) and (3(¢) in different ap-
proximations

A.1 The simplest approximation

In the simplest approximation, we get

2EV = FVy (FoVis — FgsV | FVigp — FoVip —2F4V  Fy [V
e2(9) = + — 29 @ (64)
V FVy—F,V FVy4—=2F,V F V
and
2F 4,V — FVy4 (F FyVy+2F 4,V —FV F \%
<2(¢) — 7¢ 7¢ a¢¢ + 7¢ 7(15 7¢¢ :¢¢ _ _7¢ _ _7¢) . (65)
4 Fy 2FV = FV, v
A.2 The known more accurate slow-roll approximation
In this approximation,
2F(2F ,V — FV
52(¢) _ ( P . ,¢)
V(2F +3F,7)
(66)
o ((FeVioo = FooV | FVigo — FoVip = 2F0V. (Ve 2F4(1 4 3F9)
FVy—FyV FVy =2F,V 4 2F + 3F "
and
Go(6) = 2F(2FyV — FVy) (Fog L Yolo +2VEe = FVes Ve _ 2F 4(1 + 3F 49) (67)
2T U V@F+3F2) \ Fy WF,—FV, % OF + 3F
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A.3 New slow-roll approximation I

_ _ 2FQ2FyV-FVy)
e2(¢) = 2FVA42FF 4V 4—F 42V

{ﬁ + 2F 4o VAFoVg—FViey 2FV,¢+2F,¢>V+F,¢>2V,¢>+2FF,¢¢>V,¢+2FF,¢V,¢¢—2E¢F,¢¢V+
F

2F 4 V-V 4F 2FV+2FF 4V, o—F 4V

-1

2FV g +2F g VAF * Vg +2FF 3y Vg +2FF 4 Vg —2F yFpsV  Fy  2F 3(143F 44) v

2FV+2FF 4V, o—F 4°V F 2F+3F 42

+

% 2FV 6 H4F oV 6 +2F 46 VA3F.6° Vg +2F s F o3 V.o —2F 36>V —2F 4 F 446V +2F F 444V s +AFF 44V s +2FF 4V gps
2FV+2FF 4V, o—F 42V

(2FV,g42F gV —F2V 4 —2F 4 F 36 VA2F2V 4 +2F F 54V, s +2FF 4V 45)°
F? (2FV42FF 4V 4—F 42V)?

2F¢¢+6F¢¢2+6F¢F¢¢¢ 4 4F 2 (1+3F¢¢)
2F+3F 42 (2F+43F 42)° !

_dg  2F(2F4V-FVy)
Ga(p) = CldN — 2FVA2FF 4V y—F .2V

F¢¢ | 2PasVHFoVie—FVigs 2FV¢+2F¢V+F¢2V¢+2FF¢¢V¢+2FF¢V¢,¢ 2F 4F 4V
2F yV—FV, 2FV42FF 4V g—F 42V
A.4 New slow-roll approximation II

o 2FQFV—FV,)
£2(¢) = SFVHEF oV o1 F .2V

{& 4 2F 4o VHF gVo—FVy 2FV,¢,+2F,¢V+FF7¢V,¢¢+2F,¢2V,¢+2F,¢Fy¢¢\/+
F

2F 4V—FV,, 2FVA+2EF 4V o+ F 2V

+ V¢+2FV,¢+2F,¢V+FF,¢>V,¢¢+2F,¢2V,¢+FF,¢¢V,¢+2F,¢F,¢¢V_
Vv 2FV+FF 4V 4+ F 32V

Fy  VGFA2VE 4=V FF 4 +4F 42V~ V4 FF 4y +10VE 4 F 4y 1 %
F 2VF—V 4 FF 4+5VF 42

x 2V FHAF Vg +2VE 44 +Vig 00 FF+3Vg0 Fo° +2Vies FF s+ TV.6 F o Foo+Vie FF 4pp 2V F 36  +2VF 4 Fgp
2VE+2FF 4V 4+ VF 42

Vg F+2VF g +Vigs FF 412V Fo >+ Vg FF 4o +2VE g Fys)° +V¢¢ V2 Fae
(QVF42FF 4V 4+VF 42)°

2V FHAV G F 442V F 35— V.40 FE 4 +3Viep Fo” =2V 0o FE s +1TV.o F s F o6 =V s FF 363 +10VF 33 F 4 +10V F 4
2VF—V 4 FF 4+5VF 42

(2V,¢F+2VF,¢—V,¢¢FF,¢+4V,¢F,¢2—‘/Z¢FF,¢¢+10VF,¢F,¢¢)2
(2QVF—V 4FF 4+5VF 42)
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~ _2FQVFE4-VF)
C2(9) = 2VF4+V 4FF 4+VF 42

(71)

% F¢>¢ + VioFot2VE 35—FVgy  2VgFA2VE 44+ Vs FF 442V F o >+ Ve FE 4 +2VE 4 F sy
2VF ,—FV, 2VF+FF 4V 4+VF 42 )
A.5 Approximation III

(¢) ~ 2FQ2VE -V F)
SNP) VEAV FE AV E?

F 2VE 4p+V o F 3—FV 40 2V¢,F+2VF¢+V¢¢FF¢+2V¢F¢ +V¢FF¢¢+2VF¢F¢¢
x { Lo ! - +
F 2VE¢ V’¢F 2VF+FF¢V¢+VF¢

-1

2(2V g F+2VF 44V, 34 FF 4+2V 4 F 4 +V¢FF¢,¢+2VF¢F¢¢) Fo  2(Fg+6F4F 4p) y

2VE+V 4FF 4+VF 42 F T 2F43F 42

Vi
v T

+

2VF+FF¢V¢+VF¢

. 2V¢F+2VF¢+V¢¢FF¢+V¢F¢2+V¢FF¢¢+V¢F¢ +2VF¢F¢¢) . V:¢¢ + V"¢2 F,(bqb + E¢2

(QVF+FF 4V 4+VF 42)° v VZ F F2

 2(2F44+6F 36> +6F 4 Fg99) | 2(2F.4+6F 4 F 44)°
2F+3Fy¢2 (2F+3F’¢2)2 )

The value of (3(¢) is given by Eq. (71).
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