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Brane inflation in background supergravity
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We propose a model of inflation in the framework of brane cosmology driven by background
supergravity. Starting from bulk supergravity we construct the inflaton potential on the brane and employ
it to investigate for the consequences to inflationary paradigm. To this end, we derive the expressions for
the important parameters in brane inflation, which are somewhat different from their counterparts in
standard cosmology, using the one-loop radiative corrected potential. We further estimate the observable
parameters and find them to fit well with recent observational data by confronting with Wilkinson
Microwave Anisotropy Probe 7 (WMAP) using the Code for Anisotropies in the Microwave Background
(CAMB). We also analyze the typical energy scale of brane inflation with our model, which resonates well
with present estimates from cosmology and the standard model of particle physics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Investigations for the crucial role of Supergravity in
explaining cosmological inflation date back to the early
eighties of the last century (for two exhaustive reviews see
[1,2], and references therein). One of the generic features
of the inflationary paradigm based on supergravity
(SUGRA) is the well-known n problem, which appears
in the F-term inflation due to the fact that the energy scale
of F-term inflation is induced by all the couplings via
vacuum energy density. Precisely, in the expression of
F-term inflationary potential a factor exp(K/Mpy ) appears,
leading to the second slow-roll parameter n >> 1, thereby
violating an essential condition for slow-roll inflation. The
usual way out is to impose additional symmetry to the
framework. One such symmetry is Nambu-Goldstone shift
symmetry [3] under which Kéahler metric becomes diago-
nal, which serves the purpose of canonical normalization
and stabilization of the volume of the compactified space.
Consequently, the imaginary part of the scalar field gives a
flat direction leading to a successful model of inflation. An
alternative approach is to apply noncompact Heisenberg
group transformations of two or more complex scalar fields
where one can exploit Heisenberg symmetry [4] to solve 7
problem. The role of Kéhler geometry to solve 1 problem
in the context of N = 1 SUGRA under certain constraints
can be found in [5].

Of late the idea of braneworlds came forward [6]. From
a cosmological point of view, the most appealing feature of
brane cosmology is that the four-dimensional (4D)
Friedmann equations are, to some extent, different from
the standard ones due to the nontrivial embedding in the
S'/Z, orbifold [7]. This opens up new perspectives to look
at the nature in general and cosmology in specific. To
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mention a few, the role of the projected bulk Weyl tensor
appearing in the modified Friedmann equations has been
studied extensively for metric-based perturbations [8],
density perturbations on large scales [9], curvature pertur-
bations [10] and Sachs-Wolfe effect [11], vector perturba-
tions [12], tensor perturbations [13], and CMB anisotropies
[14]. Brane inflation in the above framework has also been
studied to some extent [15-17]. Apart from these phe-
nomenological approaches, some other approaches which
are more appealing in dealing with fundamental aspects,
such as possible realization in string theory, can be found in
[18-21]. For example, an apparent conflict between self-
tuning mechanism and volume stabilization has been
shown in [19], subsequently, this problem has been re-
solved in [20], where the credentials of the dilatonic field
in providing a natural explanation for dark energy by an
effective scalar field on the brane has been demonstrated
using self-tuning mechanism in (4 + 2)-dimensional bulk
space time. The role of the axions as quintessential candi-
dates has been revealed in [21].

In the Randall-Sundrum two-brane scenario [6], where
the bulk is five-dimensional (5D) with the fifth dimension
compactified on the orbifold S'/Z, of comoving radius R,
the separation between the two branes gives rise to a
field—the so-called radion—which plays a crucial role in
governing dynamics on the brane. The well-known
Goldberger-Wise mechanism [22] leading to several inter-
esting ideas deal with different issues related to radion.
Subsequently, in order to incorporate observationally con-
straint cosmology of the brane, a fine-tuning between the
brane tension of the visible and invisible brane has been
proposed [23]. It has been pointed out in [24,25] how the
radion coupled with bulk fields may give rise to an effec-
tive inflaton field on the brane. In the same vein, we
construct the brane-inflaton potential of our consideration
starting from 5D SUGRA. In brane inflation, the modified
Friedmann equations lead to a modified version of the
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slow-roll parameters [7]. So, by construction, 1 problem is
smoothed to some extent by modification of Friedmann
equations on the brane [17,26]. In a sense, this is a parallel
approach to the usual string inflationary framework,
where 7 problem is resolved by fine-tuning [27]. As it
will appear, there is still some fine-tuning required in brane
inflation, which arises via a new avatar of 5D Planck mass,
but it is softened to some extent due to the modified
Friedmann equations.

As we will find in the present article, the proposed model
of brane inflation matches quite well with latest observa-
tional data from WMAP [28] and is expected to fit well
with upcoming data from Planck [29]. To this end, we
explicitly derive the expressions for different observable
parameters from our model and further estimate their
numerical values, finally leading to confrontation with
observation using the publicly available code CAMB
[30]. We have also analyzed the typical energy scale of
brane inflation and found it to be in good agreement with
present estimates of cosmological frameworks as well as
the standard model of particle physics.

II. MODELING BRANE INFLATION

Let us consider an effective N =1, D = 4 SUGRA
inflationary potential in the brane derived from N = 2,
D =5 SUGRA in the bulk. How we have arrived at an
effective N = 1, D = 4 SUGRA in the brane starting from
N =2, D=5 SUGRA in the bulk and the subsequent
form of the loop-corrected potential stated in Eq. (2.1)
has been discussed in details in the Appendix. For conve-
nience, let us express the one-loop-corrected renormaliz-
able potential in terms of inflationary parameters as

V(g) = A4[1 ; (1)4 LK, ln(%)><%)4],

where we introduce new constants defined by (C, is

9A c
negative in tree-level) K, = Ppyd M4, =Cy — 2512(4. The
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FIG. 1 (color online). Variation of one-loop-corrected poten-
tial V(¢) versus inflaton field ().
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coupling constant that satisfies the Gellmann-Low equa-
tion in the context of renormalization group [33,34]. Here,
the first-term is constant and physically represents the
energy scale of inflation (A).

Figure (1) represents the inflaton potential for different
values of C4, D4, and K,. From the observational con-
straints the best-fit model is given by the range —0.70 <
D, < —0.60 so that while doing numericals we shall re-
strict ourselves to this range of D,. In what follows, our
primary intention will be to engage ourselves in modeling
brane inflation and to search for its pros and cons with the
above potential (2.1). We shall indeed find that brane
inflation with such a potential successfully explains the
CMB observations and thus leads to a promising model of
inflation.

As already mentioned, the most appealing feature of
brane cosmology is that the 4D Friedmann equations are
to some extent different from the standard ones due to the
nontrivial embedding in the S'/Z, manifold [7]. At high-
energy regime one can neglect the contribution from Weyl
term and consequently, the brane-Friedmann equations

are given by [7,35] H?> = 381‘74’%‘; [1 +3;]. The modified

Freidmann equations, along with the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion, lead to new slow-roll conditions and new expressions
for observable parameters as well, [7,35]. For convenience,
throughout the analysis we define the following global
functions of the inflaton field

L) =[1+55@] 1@ =11+ as@)]

S(h) = [1 + {D4 LK, h{%)}(%)ﬂ
(K, +4D,) + 4K, ln( )]

E(p)= [(7K4 +12D,) + 12K, ln<£)], 2.2)

o=
F() = [(26K4 +24D,) + 24K, 1 ( M)]

J(¢)= [(501{4 +24D,) + 24K, ln( E )]

P(¢p) =1 +2aS()L()]
—2aS(¢)L(¢p)sinh ™! ([2aS(¢)L(¢)]) />

with @ = A*/A. Incorporating the potential of our consid-
eration from Eq. (2.1), the slow-roll parameters turn out
to be
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FIG. 2 (color online). Left: variation of the 1-ey versus inflaton
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(2.6)

Figure (2) depicts how the first two slow-roll parameters
vary with the inflaton field for the allowed range of D,, and
they give us a clear picture of the starting point as well as
the end of the cosmic inflation. Nevertheless, Fig. 2 further
reveals that the n problem is smoothed to some extent in
brane cosmology. However, we are yet to figure out if there
are any underlying dynamics that may lead to the solution
of this generic feature of SUGRA.

The number of e-foldings are defined in brane cosmol-
ogy [7] for our model as

|
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which in the high-energy regime reduces to N = Z‘l—l‘[”ﬁ X

q%? - q%zf] Here ¢; and ¢ are the corresponding values of
the inflaton field at the start and end of inflation.

Let us now engage ourselves in analyzing quantum
fluctuation in our model and its observational imprints
via primordial spectra generated from cosmological
perturbation [36]. In brane inflation the expressions for
amplitude of the scalar perturbation, tensor perturbation,
and tensor to scalar ratio [7,17,37],[17,37] are given by

2 :51277[”[ N 1]3] _ MPa)S¥ ($)L(,) o8

TAsMG L)L 2A] Dican 757U ($0)(00)° '

A? = 32 V[1+ %]
T5Mj, [,/1 NN T A +L)sinh—1[ ! ]]
A 2 A 21 Nazremay |

. S(@IL(¢) 09

1507 M* f)(qg*) ' ’

|
. A_% _ 8(chy )0 U () 2.10) the 'global fuqction defined in Eq. (2.2) is evaluated at the
. horizon crossing.

AT MSSA(,)LA($)P(dy)

Here and throughout the rest of the article ¢, represents
the value of the inflaton field at the horizon crossing and all

Figure [3(I)] represents the graphical behavior of a
number of e-folding vs the inflaton field in the high-energy
limit for different values of Dy, and the most satisfactory
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FIG. 3 (color online). Top: variation of the number of
e-folding (N) versus inflation field (¢) measured in the units
of M. Bottom: variation of the logarithmic-scaled amplitude of
the scalar fluctuation (In(A,)) versus logarithmic-scaled ampli-
tude of the running of the spectral index (In(|al)).

point in this context is the number of e-folding lies within
the observational window 56 < N < 70 The end of the
inflation leads to the constraint & = (IUI) (IE)®/?, which is
required for numerical estimations. Here, Fig. [3(II)] rep-
resents the logarithmically scaled plots of the physical set
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of parameter (A, «,) for different values of D,. The plots
themselves present a good fit with observations.

Further, the scale dependence of the perturbations, de-
scribed by the scalar and tensor-spectral indices are as
follows [16,38]:

d(In(A?)) " .
ng—1= 4(In (k)) = (27}, — 6€7)
- 28D _(by: ST ()
S(p)L(p) \ M S* () L2 () ’
= AAD)  _y _ SUEITG) (b
' d(In(k)) v 252(¢*)L2(¢*)

(2.11)

where d(In(k)) = Hdt. Here, one can check that [39] the
validity of the consistency condition r = 24€, = 24¢€};
n,= —3ey = —3ey, = —§.

The expressions for the running of the scalar and tensor-
spectral index in this specific model, with respect to the

logarithmic pivot scale at the horizon crossing, are given
by

a, = (16me — 18€> — 2£)

_ 8E($.)U($.)T() (&)8  2F($)U(s)
S3 () L3(py) M S?(pe)L* ()
G\t IUHPITd) (bs)12
X (ﬁ> zs‘*(@)ﬁ(@)( ) ’ (12
a, = (6emy — 9€?)
_3E($)UA$IT() (&)8 IUHBITA(S,)
S ()L (dy) M 454 )L (dy)
X (%)12, (2.13)

One can also calculate the running of the fourth slow-
roll parameter as d(]n(k)) = (eo — 2mo), but its numerical
value turns out to be too small to be detected even in the
near future for which it can be treated as consistency
condition in brane.

To estimate 5D Planck mass from the observational
parameters we use the relation /87M = Mp; = T
and Eq. (2.8), which leads to

7T

AAN27T2
M. = {/80077 A2U%(¢h,) 5 0.14)

aS3(¢*)L3(¢*)

Finally, using the thermodynamic definition of density at

. . IN*T .
the time of reheating p(f,e;) = = 50 in the inflaton decay

width Ty = 3H(T™) = 34/2a)[| 4 20wl = AT

we have estimated the reheating temperature in the brane-
world in terms of the 5D Planck mass as
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TABLE 1.
radiative correction.
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Different observational parameters related to the cosmological perturbation for our model of inflation including one-loop

A A? A? n, r a; a, M Tbreh
Cy=D, a X107 4 pm4 oM M N P M X107% X107 n, X107 X1075 X103 X107 X1073M X1078M
0.147 70 0.158 3.126 0951 —4.352 2176 —0.798 —2.125
-0.70 17.389 2.553 1.017 0.158 60 0.173 1.835 6803 0941 —7.412 3706 —1.142 —4323 11.792 3.119
0.164 56 0.180 1.440 0936 —9.447 4723 —1.345 -5.975
0.150 70 0.161 2.902 0951 —4.352 2176 —0.798 —2.125
—0.65 16.757 2.632 1.036 0.161 60 0.176 1.704 6317 0941 —7.412 3706 —1.142 —4323 11.865 3.133
0.167 56 0.184 1.327 0936 —9.447 4723 —1.345 -5.975
0.153 70 0.165 2.679 0951 —4.352 2176 —0.798 —2.125
—0.60 16.099 2.758 1.057 0.165 60 0.180 1.573 5831 0941 -—7.412 3706 —1.142 —4323 11944 3.149
0.170 56 0.187 1.234 0936 —9.447 4723 —1.345 -5.975
3 4,212 2172 3 412 3 3
Tbreh — 3 i%4 [ 1+ 64M" 1_‘lotal _ 1] _ 4 2250A5U (¢*)¢* 4 [ 1+ M 1_‘totala’S (¢*)L (¢*) _ 1]
V4772 N*M oM? N*M?aS3(¢,)L3 () 225 A2pQU () ’

where N* is the effective number of particles incorporating
the relativistic degrees of freedom.

III. PARAMETER ESTIMATION

A. Direct numerical estimation

Table 1 represents numerical estimation for different
observational parameters related to the cosmological per-
turbation as estimated from our model. Here a “X”” im-
plies ““in units of.”” It is worthwhile to point out the salient
features of the parameters in the above table as obtained
from our model.

(i) An estimation for the brane tension in the above
observable parameters is A >> (1 MeV)*, provided
that the energy scale of the inflation is in the vicinity
of the grand unified theory (GUT) scale and exactly
of the order of 0.2 X 10!¢ GeV, which resolves
Polonyi problem [40] and Gravitino problem [41].

(i) The scalar power spectrum corresponding to differ-
ent best-fit values of D, mentioned above is of the
order of 5 X 10° and perfectly matches the obser-

vational data [28].

(iii) The scalar spectral index for lower values of N —

55 are pretty close to observational window
0.948 < ny, <1 [28], whereas for higher values of
N — 70, the scalar spectral index lies well within
the window. Thus, this small observational window
reveals that N = 70 is more favored in brane cos-
mology compared to its lower values.
Though the tensor to scalar ratio as estimated from
our model is well within its upper bound fixed by
WMAP7 [28] (r <0.45 at 95% C.L.), facing no
contradiction with observations, its detected value
is small in WMAP [28] and the forthcoming Planck
[29]. For more discussion see [42].

(iv)

(2.15)

(v) For our model, the running of the scalar spectral
index @, ~ —1073 is quite consistent with WMAP3
[43]. Also, the running of the tensor-spectral index
a, ~ —6 X 107% may serve as an additional observ-
able parameter to be investigated further.

(vi) Five-dimensional Planck mass turns out to be M5 ~
(11.792 — 11.944) X 1073M, which is the prime
input for the estimation of brane reheating tempera-
ture as shown in Eq. (2.15). For our model, it is
estimated as 7™M ~(3.119 — 3.149) X 10 8M
and clearly depicts the deviation from standard
cosmology.

B. Data analysis with CAMB

In this context we shall make use of the cosmological
code CAMB [30] in order to confront our results directly
with observation. To operate CAMB, the values of the
initial parameters associated with inflation are taken from
Table I for D, = —0.60. Additionally, WMAP7 data set in
ACDM background has been used in CAMB to obtain
CMB-angular power spectrum at the pivot scale ky =
0.002 Mpc~!. Tables II and III show input from the
WMAP?7 data set and the output obtained from CAMB,
respectively.

The curvature perturbation is generated due to the fluc-
tuations in the inflaton. At the end of inflation, it makes
horizon reentry, creating matter-density fluctuations which
are the origin of the structure formation in the universe. In
Figs. 4(a)-4(c) we confront CAMB output of CMB-
angular power spectrum C]7, CTE, and CFE for best-fit
with WMAP seven-years-data for the scalar mode. From
Fig. 4(a) we see that the Sachs-Wolfe plateau [44] obtained
from our model is almost flat, confirming a nearly scale
invariant spectrum. For larger value of the multipole /,
CMB-anisotropy spectrum is dominated by the Baryon
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TABLE II. Input parameters in CAMB.

H() km/sec/MPc TReion thZ QchZ TCMB
71.0 0.09 0.0226 0.1119 2.725
TABLE III. Output parameters from CAMB.

10 GYI  Zreion O Q) Qp  mgee Mpc 1y Mpc
13.707 10.704 0.2670 0.7329 0.0 285.10 14345.1

Acoustic Oscillations [45], giving rise to several ups and
downs in the spectrum. Also, the peak positions are sensi-
tive on the dark energy and other forms of the matter. In
Fig. 4(a) the first and most prominent peak arises at [ =
221 at a height of 5818 uK? followed by two equal height
peaks at [ = 529 and / = 822. This is in good agreement
with WMAP7 data for ACDM-background apart from the
two outliers at [ = 21 and / = 42. The gravitational waves
generated during inflation also remain constant on super
Hubble scales, having small amplitudes which die off very
rapidly due to smaller wavelength than horizon. So, the
small scale modes have no impact in the CMB-anisotropy
spectrum; only the large scale modes have a little contri-
bution, which is obvious from Figs. 5(a)-5(d) where we
have plotted the CAMB output of CMB-angular power
spectrum CT7, CTE, CFE| and CBB for best-fit with
WMAP7 data for the tensor mode. Thus, from the entire
data analysis with CAMB, our model confronts extremely
well with the WMAP7 data set and leads to constrain of the
best-fit value of the parameter D, at —0.60.

IV. DYNAMICAL SIGNATURE OF THE MODEL

Let us now engage ourselves in finding out the dynami-
cal signature of the model from the first principle.
Precisely, we are interested in obtaining a solution of the
modified Friedmann equation and Klein-Gordon equation
in brane cosmology with our proposed model. Under slow-
roll approximations, the inflaton field as a function of
cosmic time can be expressed as

M? = -
d(1) = ﬁ VIP(f) — Gi]

X [1_\JI+A/I4[<i£f[))4—G'z]2]’

4.1)

where G = ZU*/?, O(f) = —z 4¢f‘
N 7

noted that in the high-energy 11m1t Eq. (4.1) reduces to a

much tractable form ¢(¢) = b v ¢f\/—(t t )] (1/2),

Figure [6(I)] shows the evolution of the inflaton field
under high-energy approximation, which shows a smooth
increasing behavior of the inflaton field with respect to the

1) + Gt,. It may be
f y
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inflationary time scale where the span of the scale are
within the window 7; <t < ;. In Fig. [6(I)] the evolution
of the Hubble parameter shows deviations from the de
Sitter as given by the bending of the plots toward the end
of inflation, which leads to a physically more realistic
scenario so as to fit with observational data as demon-
strated earlier.

Substituting Eq. (4.1) in the modified Friedmann equa-
tion in brane for our model we obtain

A
Mﬁ;&?[ Zi@m

4D
R e |
MH®(f) — GiP
which shows the time evolution as well as the susceptance
of Hubble parameter in the context of brane.
Consequently, the solution of the modified Friedmann

equation, after rearranging terms, gives rise to the scale
factor as follows:

Gt

a(t) = alt,) exp[‘/é%[Z(t — 1)+ A — 1))

B
G R (G B (0] | SRS

N|Q(

where I~(t)=f;fdt\/[(A+E’12_C~'t+1)2_1], A:M;gay_),

B = G;gf, C= %(jw. Thus, the scale factor can be
obtained analytically except for the integrand /(¢), and it
readily shows the deviation from the standard de Sitter
model. However, the above form of the scale factor (4.3)
is more or less sufficient to study the dynamical behavior,
as represented in Fig. [6(I)]. As a matter of fact, the
leading-order contribution from Hubble parameter and
the scale factor are indeed closed to de Sitter with the
parameters involving brane cosmology.

V. ANALYSIS OF THE ENERGY
SCALE OF BRANE INFLATION

Let us now estimate the typical scale of inflation in brane
cosmology with the potential of our consideration. For
this we shall make use of two initial conditions, namely,
initial time ¢, = 0.737 X 10'°M~! and a(t;) = 0.369 X
107'M~'. Consequently, for N =70 we have a(t;) =
0.929 X 10" M~!. Now, taking leading-order contribution
from Eq. (4.3), the time corresponding to the horizon exit
and reentry can be obtained as

[1 =41 —8Dy[(¢,)? + 2M4]]]

IT=

(5.1

043529-6
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FIG. 4 (color online). Left: variation of CMB-angular
with the multipoles / for scalar modes.

with 1 = 1, + M e Using Egs. (5.1), (4.1, and (2.4),

energy scale of brane inflation can be expressed as

power spectrum (a) C77. Center: CT£. Right: CFE for best-fit and WMAP7

Figure (7) shows the energy scale of inflation (A) versus
the magnitude of the second slow-roll parameter (|n,,|) for
different values of the constant D,, including two feasible
roots of horizon crossing. From the figure, it is obvious that

2 . . . .
A=t 2EAS 5.2) for two feasible roots of time corresponding to the horizon,
2047 ’ ' crossing an allowed region with finite bandwidth appears
[y IM?[1 + =L 43— 1)]
MV 3 for our proposed model. The above figure further reveals
(a) CMB TT Angular Power Spectrum (b) CMB TE Angular Power Spectrum
700 T T - 0.5 T T T T T —
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600 of
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¢ ¢ -
= 400 =
B B
8 <15
oy S
i 300 =
x = 2
200
-25
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(C) CMB EE Angular Power Spectrum (d) CMB BB Angular Power Spectrum
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FIG. 5 (color online). Variation of CMB-angular power spectrum (a) CT7; (b) CTE; (c) CFE, and (d) CP?® with the multipoles / for

tensor mode.

043529-7



SAYANTAN CHOUDHURY AND SUPRATIK PAL

I e e e e e e L S m e e e L s s s e

1.0

0.8

#@)(in M)
=4
(=)

0.4

0.2

S S S S S S S S S N SO SO SR S BRY

7.37x10° 7.38x10° 7.39x10° 7.4x10° 7.41x10° 7.42%10° 7.43x10°
t

FIG. 6 (color online).
with time (¢).

that the typical energy scale of brane inflation with our
proposed model is A =2 X 103 GeV, which is supported
from cosmological as well as particle physics frameworks.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this article we have proposed a model of inflation in
brane cosmology. We have demonstrated how we can
construct an effective 4D inflationary potential starting
from N = 2, D = 5 supergravity in the bulk leads to an
effective N = 1, D = 4 supergravity in the brane. Then we
engaged ourselves in analyzing radiative corrections of the
tree-level potential. The effective potential (calculated
from one-loop correction) was then employed in estimat-
ing the observable parameters both analytically and nu-
merically, leading to more precise estimation of the
quantities and confronting them with WMAP7 data set
using the publicly available code CAMB, which reveals
consistency of our model with latest observations. The
increase in precision level is worth analyzing, considering
the advent of more and more sophisticated techniques both
in WMAP [28] and in the forthcoming Planck [29] data.
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FIG. 7 (color online). Variation of the energy scale of inflation
(A) versus |1y, including two roots of the horizon crossing time
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Left: variation of the inflaton field (¢) with time (7). Right: variation of the Hubble parameter (H(r))

We have also solved the modified Friedmann equations
on the brane, leading to an analytical expression for the
scale factor during inflation. Finally, we have estimated the
typical energy scale of brane inflation with the potential of
our consideration and found it to be consistent with cos-
mological as well as particle physics frameworks. This
model thus leads to an inflationary scenario in the frame-
work of supergravity-inspired brane cosmology.

A detailed survey of thermal history of the universe via
reheating baryogenesis and leptogenesis with the loop-
corrected potential and gravitino phenomenology remains
an open issue, which may eventually provide interesting
signatures of brane inflation. A detailed analysis on these
aspects have been reported in a separate paper [46].
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APPENDIX

For systematic development of the formalism, let us
demonstrate briefly how one can construct the effective
4D inflationary potential of our consideration starting from
N =2, D =15 SUGRA in the bulk leads to an effective
N =1, D = 4 SUGRA in the brane. As mentioned, we
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consider the bulk to be 5D where the fifth dimension is
compactified on the orbifold S'/Z, of comoving radius R.
The system is described by the following action [47,48]:

1 +aR
S=3 fd“x f_ . dy\/E[Mg(R@) = 2A5) + Loux

+ 350~ Ly | (A1)
1
Here, the sum includes the walls at the orbifold points y; =
(0, 7R) and 5D coordinates x” = (x%, y), where y param-
eterizes the extra dimension compactified on the closed
interval [—#R, +7R], and Z, symmetry is imposed. For
N =2, D = 5 supergravity in the bulk Eq. (Al) can be
written as

+
S =_ [d“ f dy\/_[M3(R(5) —2A5) + LSUGRA

+ 300 - vt | (A2)

which is a generalization of the scenario described in [47].
Written explicitly, the contribution from bulk SUGRA in
the action is given by [24]

RO i - B

e(_S)lL(SSI)JGRA =-5 1 E‘I’imr' TN WL — Sy Fh G FTT
- %gaﬂ(Dn"q ¢*) (D" p”) + Fermionic
+ Chern — Simons, (A3)
Including the contribution from the radion fields y = — ng

and T = J(e3 — iyiAQ). the effective brane-SUGRA
counterpart turns out to be

8Ly = —e A9, (09¢) + ixT*Dax] (A4)

Here, A(y) = egé(y) is the modified Dirac delta function

which satisfies ~ the  normalization  conditions
JiTRdyelA(y) = 1, [I7Rdyel = L, where L is the 5D
volume. The Chern-Simons terms can be gauged away,
assuming cubic constraints [24,25] and Z, symmetry. It
is useful to define the 5D generalized kdhler function (G)
in this context as [24,25] G = —31n(T+T*) +8(y) X

Tjr/;T K (¢, ¢1), which precisely represents interaction of
the radion with gauge fields. Including the kinetic term of
the 5D field ¢, the singular terms measured from the
modified Dirac delta function can be rearranged into a
perfect square thereby leading to the following expression

for the action:
1 +mR
§D 3 '[d“xfi . dy\/g_sem)eg[g“BG%(@a¢’”)‘L(85¢n)
1
(s - VHGIAG)? |
55

(A5)
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where H(G) =exp(G)[(AW+ 5 W)t(Gp,) ~) (2 416 W)
3%] It is worthwhile to mention that from Eq. (A5) we

can compute energy momentum tensor for N =2, D =5
SUGRA can be expressed as

Taﬁ’ = Gzl(aad)m)f(aﬁd)n)
- gaﬁ[gpa(apgbm)f(ao'd)n)(;nm

+ 85059 ~VHGAWPL (A0
Tys =5 (956 ~ VAGIA))
288" Gh, 6" 0,8, (AT

2

On the other hand, by varying the action written in
Eq. (A5) with respect to the scalar field ¢, the equation
of motion for N = 2, D = 5 SUGRA can be expressed as

[ Sg*/_ (95¢ —VH(G) A(y))]
+ 3 el oplVEre PG 0.4™)]
- gwan(\/mc}))(am —VAGIAM} =0, (A9

$(7R) =
ds¢p =

Further, imposing Z, symmetry to ¢ via ¢(0) =
0 and compactifying around a circle (S'),

VH(G)(A(y)

— 522) we get

1 +7R
S :z [d4x[_ < dy\/é;[Mg(R(S) - 2A5)

G
" 6(4)62{‘%7&[3%(8“d’mﬁ(aﬁ%) — g% 4F7IT(2R)2}]'

(A9)

To discuss, in greater detail, the dimensional reduction
technique in the regularized fashion here, the metric struc-
ture in D = 5 in conformal form is given by

ds? = e*A0)(ds? + R*B2dy?), (A10)

where the D = 4 metric dsj = g*Pdx,dxg is the well-
known Friedmann Lemaitre Robertson Walker (FLRW)
metric. The numerical constant 8 has been introduced
just for convenience and physically determines the slope
of the warp factor ¢*A). Consequently, we can express the
solution of D = 5 Einstein equations explicitly in terms of
B when the warp factor is expressed as
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e2AL) =
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by

4 b
R?*(ePy + % e P

(Al1)

where b is a constant having dimension of length. To trace out all the significant contribution from the fifth dimension

using the dimensional reduction technique, we use method of separation of variable ¢™ = ¢(x*, y) =

leads to

dA(y)

¢ (x*) x(v), which

1 +7R 12
5= Jam [ alemsre [ mo - 2 ()

)2 8 (d2A(y)> _2A eZA(Y)]
,32R2 dy2 5

+ AW 0. ")1
bo

X (aa%)(azlf(rﬁwﬁ*)) v, T+)64 i(y) (K((ﬁ,w)/Mz)[(aW N (aK(¢, ¢T)>A12/2>+(32K((M5+))—1

dplog”

(o (R )

0, GLoM Ipag

1 +mR A3+ 3A%e 2B —2))
=3 /d4x\/§{M%L[R<4> - P[ dy = ]

— R RZ(eBy + Ae Fr)?

I?K(, dﬁ))

€y «

R R (5 () ]

432y +3)\2e72BY — 2))

PL [d4x\/_[R(4) j d
7R

2M3Bby _ crrh
M2 R Q -

where P = ToRE

Mp, = M, = \/b:(,=

\/m M3/ VVEXTRA = + = /6\% A= 241?; and the
compactlﬁcatlon volume of the extra dimension Vigxtra =
T+~ Here C(T, TT) represents an arbitrary function of T
and TT. So Eq. (A12) explicitly shows that the theory is
reduced to an effective N = 1, D = 4 SUGRA theory. For
a general physical situation of N = 1, D = 4 supergravity
in the brane where the F-term potential on the brane
defined earlier is modified as [1,2]

e N )

92K \-1f oW K\ W [W|?
“(aeawt) Gus* Goa)ie) =30 |
a\lf“a\lf;g owe  \oWwe) M M

(A13)

Here W is the chiral superfield and ¢ is the complex
scalar field. From now on the inflaton field ¢ appears to be
4D as demonstrated earlier. Consequently, for effective

=1, D= y 4 SUGRA Egs. (A6) and (AS8) reduce to
Taﬁ = ggﬁjj,{ and 04(,/220P ) + QVy(¢) = 0. In this
context, we assume that the Kéhler potential is dominated
by the leading-order term (first-term) in canonlcal basis of
the series representation i.e. K = Za¢ ¢“. The super-
potential in Eq. (A13) is given by W = 3> D, W,(¢%)
with the constraint Dy = 1. Here, W, (¢) is a holomor-

R2(ePY + pe PYY

PK(, 1) o
+( S Cre )(aaw) (9%, QVF],

(A12)

phic function of ¢“ in the complex plane. Consequently, in
the canonical basis Eq. (A12) takes the following form:

MZ
= [aym

+nR  4(3¢2BY + 3)2e 2B — 20
% R(4) _p g dy ( e : e _ )
—7R Rz(eﬁ)’ + Ae ,By)S

+ (0a ™ (0%,) — QVF],

(A14)

where the F-term potential can be recast as (Vp =0 &
U(1) gauge interaction is absent) [49]

V=Vp= exp[# Z¢z¢a]

Z | o 2 |W|2]_

7 (A15)

Now we expand the slowly varying inflaton potential de-
rived from F-term around the value of the inflaton field,
where the quantum fluctuation is governed by ¢ — é+ ¢
(¢ being the value of the inflaton field where structure
formation occurs) and by imposing Z,, removing all odd-
order terms responsible for gravitational instabilities, the
required renormalizable inflaton potential turns out to be
[50] V = A4 C2m(M)2’", with another constraint
Cy = 1. The mass term decides the steepness of the

043529-10
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potential. Absence of this term indicates that the process is
slow, which is compensated by brane tension in the brane-
world scenario [51]. For the phenomenological purpose,
this specific choice is completely viable. But to incorporate
thermal history of the universe leading to reheating and
baryogenesis among others, we need to perform the
one-loop-corrected finite temperature extension [52] of
our model. Now translating the momentum integral within
a specified cutoff (A), the effective potential turns out to be

V(g) = At + Lt

G S

. 4 .
where the coupling constant g = 24]?440“. Here C4 is a

tree-level constant, which [34] is, in general, defined as

M) = VD — ¢+ o [61n()] + O(g) so that

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 85, 043529 (2012)

the general expression for the effective potential in terms of
all finite physical parameters is given by

_ g(M) FM)P*T (P 25
Vig) = A+ gt + (167) [IH<W) F]

+ 0(g(M)?),

(A17)

which is the Coleman-Weinberg potential [31,32]. After
substituting the expression for g in terms of Cy, the one-
loop-corrected potential can be expressed as

v - i+ (o k()]

402
where K, = ;;—M%, Dy=Cy — 25112(“. This is precisely the
potential Eq. (2.1) mentioned in inflationary model build-

ing in the present paper.
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