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The average equation of state for the oscillating inflaton field of the simplest
a-attractor E-model
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Fundamental General Education Center, National Chin-Yi University of Technology, Taichung 41170, Taiwan

In this work, we calculate the average equation of state for the oscillating inflaton field of the
simplest a-attractor E-model. We show that the average equation of state can be solved analytically.
We discover that when « is small, the average equation of state of the oscillating inflaton field
approaches that of a cosmological constant. This is the phenomenon of oscillating inflation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmic inflation [IH3] is a popular theme for the very early universe. The proposal is that an accel-
erated phase exists in the early universe. If it lasts long enough, many problems of the hot big bang
model can be solved. In addition to solving problems such as the flatness problem, the horizon prob-
lem, and the problem of unwanted relics, inflation can also generate primordial density/curvature
perturbations from quantum fluctuations. This explains the observed temperature fluctuation of
cosmic microwave background (CMB) and provides initial conditions for subsequent structure forma-
tion. On the other hand, the observed spectral tilt of the primordial density/curvature perturbations
represented by the spectral index ng can be used to constrain inflation models. It is also possible
for inflation to generate potentially observable primordial gravitational waves represented by the
tensor-to-scalar ratio r. This is another useful parameter to constrain certain inflation models.

One common way to build an inflation model is to introduce a scalar field ¢, called the inflaton
field, with a potential V' (¢). One may also consider a modified Einstein gravity and bring the
model into an Einstein frame via suitable conformal transformation. The result may again be
parameterized by a scalar field with a canonical kinetic term and potential. Inflation models can
be roughly divided into large-field models and small-field models, where large or small indicates the
comparison of the variation of the scalar field during (observable) inflation with the reduced Planck
mass Mp ~ 2.4 x 10*® GeV. One interesting feature of a large-field model is its ability to produce a
large tensor-to-scalar ratio r. These models could be tested by experiments such as observations of
cosmic microwave background (CMB). Together with the spectral index n,, a model can be located
on the ng — r plane.

There is a class of inflation models based on supergravity called a-attractors [4-6] where « is a
free parameter. When « varies, the position on the n, — r plane is running around. The value of
a can also be taken to approach zero or infinity corresponding to different attractors on the ng, — r
plane. One sub-class of a-attractors is the T-models [7, I§] with the (Einstein frame) potential of the
form f2(tanh(¢/v/6aMp)). Another sub-class is known as the E-models [7, I with the potential of
the form f2(1 — exp( \/%gb /Mp)). These models could fit experimental data on the ny —r plane
very well, and if r is detected in the future, there will be a chance to fix the parameter . To make

such predictions, one must choose a suitable number of e-folds N corresponding to the horizon exit
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of the pivot wavelength of those measurements. For example, a typical value is N = 60, used in [4].
However, N depends on the post-inflationary evolution of the inflaton field. It would be important
to clarify the behavior of the inflaton field after inflation, in particular, during its oscillation, to
determine whether N = 60 could be used safely. In this work, we begin with an investigation of the
slow-roll parameters, and we calculate the average equation of state of the oscillating inflaton field

after inflation of the simplest E-model.
II. OSCILLATING INFLATON FIELD

Let us consider a homogeneous scalar field ¢ with a canonical kinetic term and potential V. The

energy density p and the pressure p are given by

,0=?+V, and p:?—V. (1)
2 2
Therefore
¢ =p+p=(1+wp, (2)

where w is the barotropic parameter of the equation of state. If ¢ is the inflaton field, it might be
slow-rolling during inflation and start to enter an oscillation phase after inflation. During oscillation,
é2 varies rapidly and (almost) periodically. Consequently, w also varies quickly and oscillates. One
may average w over the period of the oscillation to obtain (w), which might be a constant or at least

varies more slowly. The averaged continuity equation is

% = —3H(1+ (w))p = —3H~p, (3)

where a parameter « is defined as
v =1+ (w). (4)
If 7 is a constant, Eq. ([B]) can be integrated to give
po<ca (5)

Nonrelativistic (cold) matter corresponds to v = 1, and cosmological constant corresponds to v = 0.
For an oscillating scalar field ¢, v depends on the form of the potential V' (¢). Knowledge of v would
be important to understand the evolution of the universe before or during the inflaton decay. This
is also relevant to study mechanisms such as (p)reheating or baryogenesis.

If the potential is an even function of ¢, we have [9]
- v\ 12
o (1-) o
—1/2
Pm Vv
fo (1 - W) d¢
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where ¢, is the amplitude of oscillation and V' (¢,,) = V;,. For the potential of the form V ~ ¢" as

considered in [9],

2n
n+2

V= (7)

Here n = 2 corresponds to nonrelativistic (cold) matter, and n = 0 corresponds to a cosmological

constant. Another example where v can be expressed in a closed-form is for the simplest a-attractor

T-model with the potential
V =V tanh? (%) : (8)

It is found by the author that [10]

2

cosh ( ) +1 )

N =
In the following, we show that v can also be solved analytically for the simplest a-attractor E-model.

III. THE SIMPLEST o-ATTRACTOR E-MODEL AND THE SLOW-ROLL PARAMETERS

By using a power function for f2(1 — exp(—+/2/3a¢/Mp)), the potential of the E-model is given
by

2n
VvV =A* <1—6_ T%> : (10)

This model can be built in the framework of supergravity, and the predictions as an inflation model
fit the current experimental data very well. In this work, we consider the simplest E-model, which

corresponds to n = 1, namely

2 _¢

2

where we have defined \ = \/m to simplify the notation. The model described in Eq. (1)) is
also known as the a —  model [11, [12] which includes the Starobinsky model [1] (in the Einstein
frame [13]) as a special case for « = 1. A typical shape of the potential is given in Fig. [l The
potential is asymmetric under ¢ — —¢. Inflation is assumed to take place in the region of ¢ > 0
where a plateau of potential exists.

In the following, we set the reduced Planck mass Mp = 1. Slow-roll inflation ends when one of the

slow-roll parameters becomes unity. From the potential given by Eq. (1), the slow-roll paramter e
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FIG. 1. A typical shape of the potential V(¢) as a function of ¢. Inflation happens in the region ¢ > 0 where there is a plateau.

Therefore € = 1 occurs when

1
—A¢ _
e = — 13
1+ V2X2 (13)
Another slow-roll parameter 7 is
V" 4N2em2A )2
nN=— = — ) (14)
4 (1 —e?9)
Therefore n = 1 occurs when
e = ! : (15)
1 —=A24+AVA2+2
On the other hand, n = —1 occurs when
A2+ 1AV -2
e = 2T : (16)

AN +1
During inflation, the field value ¢ decreases. Therefore for a fixed ), the factor e *? increases from
a presumably small value. The question is which one comes first, n = —1, n = 1, or ¢ = 17 We
make a plot in Fig. @ As can be seen from the figure, when A > /2, = —1 occurs first. For
smaller A\, 7 = —1 never occurs and € = 1 happens first. Note that between n = —1 (the yellow line)
and 7 = 1 (the red line), there is 7 = 0 (the dotted orange line), which corresponds to an inflection
point. From Eq. (I4), this happens when e ¢ = 0.5. Between two n = —1 lines (the blue line
and the yellow line), we have n < —1. This implies that once n = —1 (the blue line) is achieved,
the slow-roll condition fails. There is no chance to restore slow-roll conditions since ¢ = 1 happens
before we could have returned to n > —1.
How about the region with ¢ < 07 When the inflaton field oscillates, it oscillates from a local

maximum field value ¢ = ¢,,; > 0 (with amplitude ¢,,1) to a local minimum field value ¢ = ¢,,2 < 0
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FIG. 2. e *? as a function of A when the slow-roll fails. n = —1 occurs first when A > V2. Otherwise, € = 1 occurs first.

(with amplitude |@,,2]). If the oscillation frequency w is much larger than the Hubble parameter H,

we can ignore H for a single period of oscillation. From energy conservation, the relation between

¢m1 and ¢m2 iS
V(ém) = A* (1= ) = Vi(gpa) = A (1 — e 9m2) = 1/, (17)

For the following discussion, let us define parameters u = e " and v = e "2 to make the
notation simpler. Note that u < 1 < v since ¢,,1 > 0 > ¢2. The relation given by Eq. (IT) implies
u+v=2.

As can be seen from Fig. [I, the potential is steeper for ¢ < 0, and intuitively, one suspects that
if the inflaton field is not slow-rolling at ¢,,;, probably it is also not slow-rolling at ¢,,2. We can
be more precise here. Let us denote the slow-roll parameters ¢ = ¢, when ¢ > 0 and € = ¢_ when
¢ < 0. They are given by Eq. (I2) as

2022
€&+ = ma (18)
and
20292
€E_ — m (19)

Therefore v > u implies €. > €,. This means when e, > 1, we must have e_ > 1. Similarly, from

Eq. (I), the slow-roll parameters are denoted as n = 1, when ¢ > 0 and n = n_ when ¢ < 0. They
are given by Eq. (I4) as

22 %u(2u— 1)

N+ = Wv (20)



and
2
n- = —”(11)(31;)2 D (21)
Similarly, one can show that n_ > n,. Therefore, for n, > 1, we have n_ > 1. On the other hand,
we can show that when ny < —1, we have n_ > 1. The conclusion is that indeed if the inflaton field
is not slow-rolling at ¢,,;, it is not slow-rolling at the corresponding ¢,,s.
Let us denote the end of inflation by ¢ = ¢.. As can be seen from Eq. (I6]), when A — oo (which
corresponds to a — 0), we have A¢. — oco. If we assume the inflaton field oscillates rapidly (in the
sense that w > H) with amplitude ¢,, soon after inflation ends, A¢,, can also be arbitrarily large

for sufficiently small «. This concept is important for the following section.
IV. OSCILLATION OF THE INFLATON FIELD OF THE SIMPLEST E-MODEL

Let us calculate 7. The potential given by Eq. (IIJ) is not an even function of ¢, therefore Eq. ([@])
should be modified into

1/2
(z)ml (1 _ VL) d¢
m2 m
v =2 5 —1/2 (22)
() e

where ¢,,,; and ¢,,2 are given by Eq. (IT). For notational simplicity, let us write the integral in the

numerator as

1/2
A4 <1 —e "%M%D)

Pm1 Pm1 o\ 1/2

/ 1 - dp = (1=c(t=e)?) "as, (23)
¢m2 Vm ¢m2
where
At 1

=—=—— 24
TV, T (1= eem) (24)

Note that ¢ > 1. Interestingly, the integral can be solved analytically to give

) /jml (1 —c(1- e_>\¢)2>1/2 dp = —mv/c+2ve—1 <tan_1 (1/}\/5) — tan™! (%)) .
(25)

Note that we have multiplied —\ to make the expression a little bit simpler. Similarly, the integral

'm2

in the denominator of Eq. (22]) can be written as

—-1/2

2
A4 (1 —e 32‘””13)

Dm1 dm1 —-1/2

1-— dgbz/ 1—c(1—e)? do. (26)
/d> v, (e ’)

'm2 'm2
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FIG. 3. « as a function of A¢y,. v =1 corresponds to the equation of state of nonrelativistic (cold) matter. v = 0 corresponds
to the equation of state of the cosmological constant (oscillating inflation).

Fortunately, the integral can once again be done analytically. It gives

i\ /: (1-c(1- e—W)Z)_U2 dg = \/02__1 (tan—l (i/%@) — tan~! (%)) @)

By substituting the results of the numerator and denominator into Eq. (22]), we obtain
2—7r\/5 +2vec—1 <tan_1 (%) —tan™! (%))
Y= :
2 —1 ( 1=y/c —1 ( 1+/c
(o (55) - (29)
In addition, by using Eq. (24)), we can find « as a function of A¢,,. This is plotted in Fig. Bl It can

be seen from Eqs. (24]) and (28)) that when A¢,, — 0, we have ¢ — oo and v — 1. This stands to

reason, since when A\¢,, — 0, the potential of Eq. (II]) becomes just of a quadratic form V o ¢

(28)

From Eq. (), we can see that v = 1 when n = 2. On the other hand, when A¢,, — oo, we have
¢ — 1 and v — 0. This case is perhaps more interesting since it implies (w) — —1. The equation
of state becomes that of a cosmological constant even when the inflaton field is oscillating. This
phenomenon is known as oscillating inflation [14]. Usually, it is imagined that after slow-roll inflation
and during inflaton oscillating, the scales that exit the horizon start to re-enter the horizon; namely,
the comoving wavelength starts to increase. However, this is not the case if oscillating inflation

happens.

V. CONCLUSION

Our investigation of the simplest a-attractor E-model with a potential given by Eq. ([I]) begins

with a careful calculation of the slow-roll parameters. We then studied the oscillation of the inflaton
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field and found the corresponding ~, which determines the average equation of state. The main
result is given by Eq. ([28). Although the expression may look slightly complicated, it is nice to have
an analytic solution, and the asymptotic behavior is clear. During the oscillation, v may vary in the
range (0,1). There is a similar range for the simplest a-attractor T-model [10].

The expression of the average equation of state (w) =y — 1 can be applied to the study of post-
inflationary evolutions of the simplest E-models for any a. Our work provides a rare example of an
exactly solvable average equation of state for a coherently oscillating scalar field. The result should
be relevant to the study of (p)reheating or baryogenesis in these models.

One interesting feature of our result is that oscillating inflation could happen for a large A (which
corresponds to a small «). This can affect the number of e-folds N used in the ny — r plane. For
example, even if the number of e-folds produced during oscillating inflation is small (such as the
case considered in [10]), it would differ from the case of matter domination where the scales outside
the horizon are entering. On the other hand, if the number of e-folds produced during oscillating
inflation is not small, N would need to be modified according to «. This may affect the attractor of

a — 0.
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