arXiv:1512.04768v2 [hep-ph] 20 May 2016

Higgs Inflation with a Gauss-Bonnet term in the Jordan Frame

Carsten van de Bruck and Chris Longden Consortium for Fundamental Physics, School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Sheffield, Hounsfield Road, Sheffield S3 7RH, United Kingdom (Dated: March 10, 2018)

Abstract

We consider an extension of Higgs inflation in which the Higgs field is coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet term. Working solely in the Jordan frame, we firstly recover the standard predictions of Higgs inflation without a Gauss-Bonnet term. We then calculate the power spectra for scalar and tensor perturbations in the presence of a coupling to a Gauss-Bonnet term. We show that generically the predictions of Higgs inflation are robust and the contributions to the power spectra coming from the Gauss-Bonnet term are negligible. We find, however, that the end of inflation can be strongly modified and that we hence expect the details of (p)reheating to be significantly altered, leading to some concerns over the feasibility of the model which require further investigations.

CONTENTS

I. Introduction 2

II. The Model 4

III. Higgs Inflation in the Jordan Frame 6 A. Slow-roll in the Jordan frame 7 B. Scalar Perturbations 8 C. Tensor Perturbations 10

IV. Gauss-Bonnet-Higgs Inflation 11 A. Scalar Perturbations 12 B. Tensor Perturbations 13

V. Results 14 A. Jordan Frame Higgs Inflation with a Gauss-Bonnet modification 15 B. Effects of Gauss-Bonnet on the end of inflation 16

VI. Conclusions 19

Acknowledgments 21

A. Generalised slow-roll parameters 21

References 22

I. INTRODUCTION

While the idea of inflation, an accelerating expansion in the very early universe, has been very successful in circumventing problems with the standard big bang cosmology, as well as accounting for the near-scale-invariant spectrum of primordial density perturbations observed now to a high level of precision by Planck [1], there is still no conclusive solution to the problem of how to embed inflation into a particle physics motivated framework. The most common approach to this problem has been to couple gravity to a scalar field, the inflaton, in the context of a theory beyond the standard model. The inflaton in such models may be based on scalar degrees of freedom that arise in theories such as supergravity, braneworld scenarios, or even modifications of general relativity, such as is the case with Starobinsky inflation [2].

More recently, the idea that the standard model Higgs boson may be the inflaton [3–6] has attracted considerable interest. Especially with the discovery and analysis of the properties of the Higgs at the Large Hadron Collider [7, 8], this particular model now has considerably less uncertainty in its parameters than those which rely on embeddings in poorly constrained extensions of the standard model (see [9] for a review). Furthermore, it agrees with data from CMB experiments surprisingly well. The key ingredient which makes Higgs inflation work is a non-minimal coupling between the Higgs field and the gravitational sector^1, which flattens the Einstein-frame potential in the large-field regime, allowing the slow-roll conditions for inflation to be realised. It is well known that at first order in slow-roll, this model predicts a spectral index which is consistent with data, as well as a low enough tensor-to-scalar ratio to be comfortably below the experimental limits on primordial gravitational waves.

Despite its status as one of the most minimalistic, yet experimentally compatible, models of inflation, it does however have some issues. The required magnitude of the non-minimal coupling has been criticised as unnatural, in an effective field theory sense, and there are concerns over whether the (meta-)stability of the vacuum in Higgs inflation scenarios is sufficient (see [11] for a discussion). Furthermore, while the presence of the non-minimal coupling to gravity in Higgs inflation is in itself well-motivated by consideration of the renormalisation of a scalar field in curved space [12], it is quite feasibly not the end of the story when it comes to additional interactions that one would expect to be present when the model is embedded in some UV-complete theory [13]. One particularly simple, yet potentially interesting modification of this type would be to consider couplings to quadratic and/or higher-order curvature scalars, the simplest manifestation of which would be the Gauss-Bonnet combination R^2 − 4R^{μν} R_{μν} + R^{ρμσν} R_{ρμσν} , and that is the aim of this paper. Such motivations for the addition of the Gauss-Bonnet term are complemented by considerations from string theory where particular couplings between the Gauss-Bonnet term and scalar fields have been found [14–16].

The inflationary behaviour of a generic scalar field coupled to just the Gauss-Bonnet term has been studied in isolation [17–21], but this is equivalent to adding the Gauss-Bonnet term in the Einstein frame version of a theory^2. Theories with modifications such as non-minimal couplings to gravity such as Higgs inflation, however, are often formulated in the Jordan Frame, and as such additional couplings such as to the Gauss-Bonnet combination may be more meaningful when implemented directly in the Jordan frame. We are hence motivated to study inflation in the context of a scalar field with both a

1 A different type of interaction than the one we consider has been studied in [10]. 2 More general couplings to any function of the Gauss-Bonnet combination have also been considered in [22]

Gauss-Bonnet coupling and a non-minimal coupling to the Ricci scalar in the action.

The paper is organised as follows. In the next section, we present the model. In section III, we study standard Higgs inflation (without Gauss–Bonnet term), but perform the calculation in the Jordan frame, instead of the Einstein frame, as it is usually done in the literature. This is to set the scene for the calculation when we include the Gauss–Bonnet term but it also acts as a consistency check of our approach. Not surprisingly, we find that the Jordan frame calculation agrees with the Einstein frame one. In Section IV we include then the Gauss-Bonnet term and find expressions for the scalar perturbations and the tensor perturbations. In Section V we discuss the results and the implications for the end of inflation. Our conclusions can be found in section VI.

II. THE MODEL

We consider a scalar-tensor theory specified by the action,

S = ∫ d^dx √ −g [ 1 2 F (h)R − 1 2 ω(∂h)^2 − V (h) − 1 2 G(h)E ] , (1) where E = R^2 − 4R^{μν} R_{μν} + R^{ρμσν} R_{ρμσν} represents the Gauss-Bonnet combination, and the potential V (h), non-minimal coupling function F (h) and Gauss-Bonnet coupling function G(h) are unspecified functions of the scalar field h. If we interpret h as the unitary-gauge Higgs field, this action is a generalisation of the standard Higgs inflation action, which has the potential, V = λ 4 ( h^2 − v^2

)_2 ≈ λ 4 h^4 , (2)

where v is the Higgs VEV, that can be neglected during Higgs inflation where h ≫ v, such that a simple quartic potential is a good approximation. The prefactor λ is fixed by experimentally measured values of v and the mass of the Higgs boson. Higgs inflation also corresponds to the choice F (h) = 1 + fh^2 where f is a constant parameter^3.

Note the presence of the constant ω multiplying the scalar field kinetic term. This is generally included in models containing the Gauss-Bonnet term as a constant which can be chosen to take the values ±1, the negative choice being necessary for certain forms of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling function to ensure conventional inflationary behaviour [19][20]. The standard model Higgs boson has a conventional kinetic term and thus ω is set equal to 1 when we specialise to the Higgs case detailed above, but in the interest

3 While often called ξ in the literature, we instead choose this notation to avoid confusion with the Gauss-Bonnet coupling function which is unfortunately also typically denoted ξ(ϕ) in the literature.

of maintaining greater generality we will work with unspecified values of ω as well as the three functions V , F , and G in our derivations as much as possible.

Usually, with non-minimally coupled models like standard Higgs inflation, one would usually proceed to now make a conformal transformation to the Einstein frame to reduce the problem to a more-studied, mathematically simpler problem with well-known solutions . However, the introduction of the Gauss- Bonnet term significantly complicates this approach. To see this, note that while under a conformal transformation of the form, g_{μν} → e^{2Γ(h)}g_{μν} , (3)

the Ricci scalar term in a standard Jordan frame theory (eq. (1) without the Gauss-Bonnet term) will look like S ⊃ ∫ d^dx √ −g [ 1 2 F e^{(d−2)Γ}R ]_{(4D)} = ∫ d^4x √ −g [ 1 2 F e^{2Γ}R ] , (4)

and it is simple to choose 2Γ = − ln (F ) to obtain the Einstein frame action. In contrast to this, under a conformal transformation the Gauss-Bonnet term becomes [23], E → e^{−4Γ} { E − 8(d − 3)R_{μν} (Γ^{;μ}Γ^{;ν} − Γ^{;μ;ν} ) − 2(d − 3)R ( 2□Γ + (d − 4) (∇Γ)^2 ) + 4(d − 2)(d − 3) [ (□Γ)^2 + (d − 3) (∇Γ)^2 (□Γ) − (Γ_{;μ;ν} Γ^{;μ;ν} − 2Γ_{;μ;ν} Γ^{;μ}Γ^{;ν} ) ] + (d − 1)(d − 2)(d − 3)(d − 4) (∇Γ)^4 } , (5)

such that the full action including the Gauss-Bonnet term, following a conformal transformation, contains the term, S ⊃ ∫ d^dx √ −g { F e^{(d−2)Γ} + 4Ge^{(d−4)Γ} (□Γ) }R 2 (4D) = ∫ d^4x √ −g { F e^{−2Γ} + 4G (□Γ) }R 2 , (6)

which complicates the usually simple choice of a function Γ to implement the Einstein frame, as now the prefactor of R includes (□Γ) and the condition to set the coefficient of R to a constant is dynamical. Further complications to the usual idea of the Einstein frame come from terms in the transformation such as, S ⊃ ∫ d^dx √ −g [ 4(d − 3)e^{(d−4)Γ}GR_{μν} (Γ^{;μ}Γ^{;ν} − Γ^{;μ;ν} )

]_{(4D)} = ∫ d^4x √ −g [4GR_{μν} (Γ^{;μ}Γ^{;ν} − Γ^{;μ;ν} )] . (7)

While all of these terms generated in the conformal transformation of the Gauss-Bonnet term are components of a general Hordenski theory, the complications involved in the analysis of this render the problem more tractable if we stay in the Jordan frame in which the model was formulated.

III. HIGGS INFLATION IN THE JORDAN FRAME

To set the scene, we begin by retrieving the known results for the leading order slow-roll predictions of standard Higgs inflation, but without transforming the theory to the Einstein frame as is conventionally done. This is mainly to verify that our methods in the Jordan frame correctly reproduce the findings carried out in the Einstein frame, widely available in the literature, in anticipation of studying the full model including the Gauss-Bonnet term in the Jordan frame in the next section. Of course, in this we assume that choice of conformal frame does not alter the theory, as has been widely reaffirmed in the literature (see e.g. [24–26]), at least until quantum corrections are considered [27].

We begin with the special case of the action in eq. (1) in which the Gauss-Bonnet coupling G(h) is zero^4 and ω = 1 that is,

S = ∫ d^dx √ −g [ 1 2 F (h)R − 1 2 (∂h)^2 − V (h) ] , (8) which leads to the equations of motion 3F H^2 = 1 2 ḣ^2 + V (h) − 3HḞ , (9)

2F Ḣ = −ḣ^2 − F̈ + HḞ , (10) ḧ + 3Hḣ + V_{,h} − 3(Ḣ + 2H^2)F_{,h} = 0 . (11)

While we have not chosen notation that explicitly reflects this, it is important to note that the variables we are referring to in these equations are Jordan frame variables. Due to the conformal factor relating the metrics of two frames, the scale factors and hence derived quantities such as the Hubble parameters H and the e-fold count N of the two frames differ [28]. In particular, the e-fold count differs by a logarithmic correction ΔN ∝ ln (F (h)) [29, 30]. Conventional Higgs inflation is typically formulated in the Einstein frame, and it is usually taken that 60 e-folds of Einstein frame expansion are required. The Jordan frame, is, however, the frame in which the couplings between the Higgs and the rest of the standard model are in their conventional form, so one may argue that it is the more correct frame to require 60 e-folds of inflation in. Nevertheless, even for a fairly large non-minimal coupling function F , the logarithmic difference in N between the frames is going to be small. Indeed, we find at the level of a leading-order slow-roll analysis, neglecting this does not alter our results. We shall hence proceed to ignore this technicality and directly compare results in the two frames.

4 More generally, we can study the case where G(h) is a constant and obtain the same results, as the uncoupled Gauss- Bonnet term (and hence any constant multiple of it) does not contribute to the equations of motion in four dimensions. Only by choosing a non-constant G(h) does this term actually modify the theory in a non-trivial way.

Proceeding to calculate the number of remaining e-folds before the end of inflation, while neglecting terms proportional to e.g. ḧ to implement a slow-roll approximation, we obtain, N ≈ ∫_{hf} h [ V 2F ( 2F + 3F^2_{,h} 2V F_{,h} − V_{,h}F ) − F_{,h} F ] dh ≈ 3 4 ( 1 + 1 6f ) ( 1 + fh^2 ) + 1 4 ln ( 1 + fh^2 ) , (12)

where in the second equality we have used the particular forms of F and V pertinent to Higgs inflation, as well as making the approximations h ≫ h_f and h ≫ v to keep things neat. If we then approximate this further by ignoring the logarithmic term (which is related to the difference between frames) and taking f ≫ 1, we simplify our result to, N ≈ 3 4 ( 1 + fh^2 ) . (13)

This is equivalent (as discussed, up to the slight difference in meaning due to the conformal relation of the frames) to the Einstein frame result found ubiquitously in the literature [3, 31], as can be seen explicitly by considering the relationship between the Jordan frame field h and the canonically normalised Einstein frame field χ [9], given by ( ∂χ ∂h )_2 = 1 + f (1 + α^2f) h^2 (1 + fh^2)^2

. (14)

A. Slow-roll in the Jordan frame

While in standard (EF) inflation, it is useful to define a series of slow-roll parameters such as,

ϵ_0 = −Ḣ H^2

, ϵ_n = ϵ̇_{n−1} Hϵ_{n−1} , (15)

which must satisfy ϵ_n < 1 to represent a period of sustained inflation, it is useful in the Jordan frame to define a second such series in terms of F . Noting that the equations of motion for this system give us an expression for ϵ_0 of the form,

ϵ_0 = ḣ2 2H^2F + F̈ 2H^2F − Ḟ 2HF , (16)

we are motivated to define these Jordan frame slow-roll functions, which we will call ζ_n and similarly require their magnitude be small, such that,

ζ_0 = Ḟ HF , ζ_n = ζ̇_{n−1} Hζ_{n−1} . (17)

This choice of slow-roll parameter is also motivated by noting that slow-roll can be thought of as the conditions ḧ ≪ Hḣ ≪ H^2h, which in turn imply for a smooth function F (h) that F̈ ≪ HḞ ≪ H^2F

[32]. We can then expand quantities in terms of a combination of the conventional ϵ_n parameters and these new ζ_n functions as in standard Einstein frame models to construct a slow-roll analysis of a model in the Jordan frame. It is helpful to expand the kinetic and potential terms for the h field in terms of slow-roll parameters, and find that,

ḣ^2 = H^2F [ 2ϵ_0 + ζ_0 − ζ_0 (ζ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) ] , (18)

V = H^2F [ 3 − ϵ_0 + 5 2 ζ_0 + 1 2 ζ_0 (ζ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) ] . (19)

Some useful relations for performing slow-roll expansions in this formalism are given in appendix A. Following a full numerical integration of these equations of motion to confirm reasonable inflationary solutions exist and conform roughly to our expectations (such as approximate number of e-folds) to verify our methods so far, we proceed to analyse the spectrum of perturbations at first order in slow-roll in order to compare them to the Einstein frame formulation of the theory.

B. Scalar Perturbations

The linear perturbation equations for this system can still be written in Sasaki-Mukhanov form despite the non-minimal coupling function (we will later see that adding the Gauss-Bonnet term also does not prevent us from transforming the perturbation equations into such a form) [33, 34]. That is, working in terms of the variable υ_s = z_sR where R is the curvature perturbation, we have the equation of motion for a given mode k, υ^{′′}_s + ( k^2 − z^{′′}_s z_s ) υ_s = 0 , (20)

where z_s = a √ Q_s, the prime represents differentiation with respect to conformal time coordinate η, satisfying dt = adη, and Q_s = ḣ2 +^3_2^{Ḟ 2}_F ( H +^1_2^Ḟ

)_2 . (21)

The sound speed of the perturbations meanwhile remains as c_s = 1 in the Jordan frame. Exact solutions of this are linear combinations of Hankel functions such that,

υ_s = √ −η ( C_1H^{(1)}_{Ωs} (−kη) + C_2H^{(2)}_{Ωs} (−kη) ) , (22)

where Ω^2_s = 1/4+η^2z^{′′}_s /z_s, which can be systematically, albeit tediously, expanded in slow-roll parameters as necessary.

Quantisation of the perturbations requires the solution to asymptotically tend towards the Bunch- Davies initial condition at early times (η → −∞), we find the integration constants must be C_1 = √ π/4 exp(iπ (Ω + 1/2) /2) and C_2 = 0. The solution at late times (η → 0) is then of the form,

υ_s = [ 2^{Ωs−3/2} Γ(Ω_s) Γ(^3_2 ) ] e(^{iπ2} (^{Ωs+ 12} )) √ η 2 (−kη)^{−Ωs} , (23)

and has a corresponding power spectrum,

P_R = k^3 2π^2 | | | υ_s z_s | | | 2 = k^3 2π^2a^2 |υ_s|^2 |Q_s| , = [ 2^{Ωs−3/2} Γ(Ω_s) Γ(^3_2 )

]_2

H^2 4π^2 (aHη)^2 |Q_s|

(kη)^{3−2Ωs} . (24)

Following the usual procedure of evaluating this spectrum at the time when k = aH (when the mode k is crossing the horizon) and approximating the spectrum to leading order in slow-roll, we find P_R ≈ H^2 4π^2 |Q_s|

. (25)

Using the dual slow-roll expansion in ϵ_0 and ζ_0 discussed above we can re-express Q_s in terms of slow-roll quantities as Q_s = F A ( 1 +^1_2 ζ_0

)_2 , (26)

where A = 2ϵ_0 + ζ_0 − ζ_0 (ζ_1 − ϵ_0) + 1 2 ζ^2_0 . (27)

In terms of slow-roll parameters, we then have at leading order, P_R ≈ H^2 4π^2F |2ϵ_0 + ζ_0|

. (28)

This expression looks qualitatively similar to the standard Einstein frame result, indeed, setting F = 1 (and hence ζ_0 ∝ Ḟ = 0 we recover the usual result. Now, specifying to the appropriate potential and non-minimal coupling function for Higgs inflation, we can evaluate this spectrum for a given parameter choice, and find the scalar amplitude can be written in the form,

A_s = λh^4 128π^2 = λN^2 72π^2f^2

, (29)

where in the second equality we have used eqn. (13) and f ≫ 1 to rewrite the amplitude as a function of number of e-folds remaining before inflation ends. This result is in agreement with the Einstein frame version of the calculation [9], and hence with N = 60, also requires f ≈ 50000 √ λ for normalisation to the CMB data.

We can similarly evaluate the spectral index in a slow-roll expansion, to find at leading order that,

n_s − 1 = −2ϵ_0 −

2ϵ_0 (ζ_0 + ϵ_1) + ζ_0 (ζ_0 + ζ_1) 2ϵ_0 + ζ_0

. (30)

This, evaluated using the relevant functions for Higgs inflation, takes the form, n_s − 1 ≈ − 8N + 7 4N^2 ≈ −2 N , (31)

which, again, agrees with the Einstein frame result at first order [9] and for N = 60 gives n_s ≈ 0.967. The close equivalence of these spectral properties has also been observed numerically, using a full integration of the background equations of motion in each frame, with the small observed differences (typically at the 3rd or 4th significant figure) being attributed to approximating N to be the same in both frames.

C. Tensor Perturbations

Similarly analysing the spectrum of tensor perturbations in the Jordan frame, we once again write the perturbation equation for a single mode in Sasaki-Mukhanov form, υ^{′′}_t + ( k^2 − z^{′′}_t z_t ) υ_t = 0 , (32)

where υ_t is related to the tensor mode by a factor of z_t = aQ_t, where in this case Q_t is simply F . The full gravitational wave spectrum is then, in analogy with the solution given for scalar modes in the previous section,

P_T =

2k^3 2π^2 | | |2υ^t z_t | | |^2 = 8k^3 2π^2a^2 |υ_t|^2 |Q_t| , = [ 2^{Ωt}

Γ(Ω_t) Γ(^3_2 )

]_2

H^2 4π^2c^3_t (aHη)^2 |Q_t|

(c_tkη)^{3−2Ωt} , (33)

where Ω^2_t = 1/4 + η^2z^{′′}_t /z_t. This can then be approximated (again at the point when k = aH) as, P_T ≈ 2H^2 π^2 |Q_t| , (34)

which in combination with the scalar amplitude calculated in the previous section lets us obtain the tensor-to-scalar-ratio, r = P_T P_R = 8 | | | | Q_s Q_t | | | | ≈ 12 N^2

. (35)

Once again this is consistent with the Einstein frame version of the theory [9], and has also been verified numerically. Furthermore we find that r = −8n_t, replicating the consistency relation. Given these results as well as those of the scalar spectrum in the previous section, we are now confident that working in the Jordan frame with these particular methods is able to correctly rediscover the results of usual Higgs inflation. While the calculations for this particular example are only complicated by the choice of the Jordan frame, we will now go on to apply these tested methods to the full action containing the Gauss-Bonnet term which does not behave simply under conformal frame transformations.

IV. GAUSS-BONNET-HIGGS INFLATION

We now proceed to study the full action for the theory, as shown in eq. (1), using the Jordan frame techniques developed and tested in the previous section. Firstly, the background equations of motion for Gauss-Bonnet-Higgs (GBH) inflation are found by variation of the action to be

3H^2(F − 4HĠ) = 1 2 ωḣ^2 + V (h) − 3HḞ , (36) 2(F − 4HĠ)Ḣ = −ωḣ^2 − F̈ + HḞ + 4H^2(G̈ − HĠ) , (37) ω(ḧ + 3Hḣ) + V_{,h} − 3(Ḣ + 2H^2)F_{,h} + 12H^2G_{,h}(Ḣ + H^2) = 0 . (38)

We can use this to construct an integral to approximate the number of e-folds of inflation produced, and find that, N = ∫_{hf} h [ V 2F^2 ( 6ωF^3 + 9F^2_{,h}F^2 − 24G_{,h}F_{,h}V F + 16G^2_{,h}V^2 6V F_{,h}F − 3V_{,h}F^2 − 4G_{,h}V^2 ) − F_{,h} F + 4 3 G_{,h}V F^2 ] dh . (39) Furthermore, we can define slow-roll parameters for this model. As in the case of standard Jordan frame inflation, we have the ϵ_n (eq. (15)) and ζ_n (eq. (17)) functions, but the presence of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling further inspires the definition of another set of functions we will denote by δ_n, which have the form [20] δ_0 = 4ĠH , δ_n = δ̇_{n−1} Hδ_{n−1} . (40) This form of the Gauss-Bonnet slow-roll functions has been used in previous studies of inflation in the presence of the Gauss-Bonnet term coupled to the Einstein frame field. However, we find that the combination of both a Gauss-Bonnet coupling G(h) and a non-minimal coupling function F (h), the first standard slow-roll parameter ϵ_0 can be expressed using eqs. (36) – (38) as,

ϵ_0 = ωḣ^2 H^2F + F̈ H^2F − Ḟ HF −^4(^{G̈−HĠ})_F 2 ( 1 −^{4HĠ}_F

) . (41)

In order for ϵ_0 to be small, the denominator of this expression must not approach zero, which in turn implies that we require 4HĠ/F ≪ 1 to sustain inflation. This, rather than the condition in the Einstein frame, that is, δ_0 = 4HĠ ≪ 1, is hence more suited as a basis for defining a slow-roll parameter for this model. Therefore instead of the δ_n functions, we define and will use modified Gauss-Bonnet flow functions that satisfy, Δ_0 = δ_0 F = 4HĠ F , Δ_n =

Δ̇_{n−1} HΔ_{n−1} . (42)

Useful relations for manipulating these different types of slow-roll parameters have been compiled in appendix A. As well as more accurately representing the required condition to achieve slow-roll inflation in the Jordan frame, the use of the Δ_n parameters also simplifies expressions written in terms of slow-roll parameters. For example, expanding the kinetic and potential terms in slow-roll, we find

ωḣ^2 = H^2F [ 2ϵ_0 + ζ_0 − Δ_0 − ζ_0 (ζ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) + Δ_0 (Δ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) ] , (43)

V (h) = H^2F [ 3 − ϵ_0 + 5 2 ζ_0 + 1 2 Δ_0 + 1 2 ζ_0 (ζ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) − 1 2 Δ_0 (Δ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) ] . (44)

Had we expanded the above in terms of δ_n parameters instead, not all terms in the expansion would be the same order in F . In this sense, the Δ_n parameters are again the more appropriate choice as they appear in expressions on the same footing as the other kinds of slow-roll functions.

A. Scalar Perturbations

Once again we are able to cast the scalar perturbation equation in the simple Sasaki-Mukhanov form [34], υ^{′′}_s + ( c^2_sk^2 − z^{′′}_s z_s ) υ_s = 0 , (45)

albeit now with a non-trivial sound-speed given by,

c^2_s = 1 + 4Ġ 1 2 (_{Ḟ −4H2Ġ} F −4HĠ )_2 (_{G̈} G − H − 4Ḣ^{F −4HĠ}_{Ḟ −4H2Ġ} )

ωḣ^2 +^3_2 (^{Ḟ −4H2Ġ}) 2 F −4HĠ , (46)

and as before we have z_s = aQ_s with Q_s given by

Q_s = ωḣ^2 +^3_2 (^{Ḟ −4H2Ġ}) 2 F −4HĠ ( H +^1_2^{Ḟ −4H2Ġ} F −4HĠ )_2 . (47)

Expanded in slow roll parameters, this can be written as

Q_s = F A ( 1 +^1_2 x

)_2 , (48) where A = 2ϵ_0 + ζ_0 − Δ_0 − ζ_0 (ζ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) + Δ_0 (Δ_1 + ζ_0 − ϵ_0) + 3 2 (ζ_0 − Δ_0) x , (49) and x = ζ_0 − Δ_0 1 − Δ_0

. (50) Meanwhile c_s has a slow-roll expansion of,

c^2_s = 1 + xB 2A , (51)

with B defined as, B = Δ_0 (4ϵ_0 − x + x [Δ_1 + ζ_0 + ϵ_0]) . (52) We note from these expressions that Q_s = O(ϵ), c^2_s = 1 + O(ϵ^2). That is, even though we have a nontrivial expression for the sound speed in principle, its deviation from unity is second order in slow-roll, and hence in practice only plays a small role in inflation.

We can proceed to compute the scalar spectrum in the usual way, using the Hankel-function solution of eq. (45) discussed in the previous section, to obtain the expression,

P_R = k^3 2π^2 | | |c^sυ^s z_s | | |^2 = k^3 2π^2a^2 |c_sυ_s|^2 |Q_s| , = [ 2^{Ωs−3/2} Γ(Ω_s) Γ(^3_2 )

]_2

H^2 4π^2c_s (aHη)^2 |Q_s|

(c_skη)^{3−2Ωs} . (53)

Evaluating this in terms of slow-roll parameters at the moment when c_sk = aH and retaining only the leading order terms we find the results A_s ≈ H^2 4π^2 |Q_s| ≈ H^2 4π^2F |2ϵ_0 + ζ_0 − Δ_0|

, (54)

for the scalar amplitude and,

n_s = 1 − 2ϵ_0 −

2ϵ_0 (ζ_0 + ϵ_1) + ζ_0 (ζ_0 + ζ_1) − Δ_0 (ζ_0 − Δ_1) 2ϵ_0 + ζ_0 − Δ_0

, (55)

for the corresponding spectral index.

B. Tensor Perturbations

The equation of motion for tensor perturbations in this model can also be expressed in the form, υ^{′′}_t + ( c^2_t k^2 − z^{′′}_t z_t ) υ_t = 0 , (56) with sound speed c^2_t = F − 4G̈ F − 4HĠ , (57)

and z_t = a √ Q_t, with Q_t found to be, Q_t = F − 4HĠ . (58)

These expressions can then be written in terms of the slow-roll parameters as,

Q_t = F (1 − Δ_0) , (59) and c^2_t =

1 − Δ_0 (Δ_1 + ζ_0 + ϵ_0)

1 − Δ_0

. (60)

Note that for the tensor spectrum, the squared sound speed now deviates from unity at first order in slow-roll. Following the usual method once again, we can write down the tensor power spectrum,

P_T =

2k^3 2π^2 | | | | 2c_tυ_t z_t | | | | 2 = 8k^3 2π^2a^2 |c_tυ_t|^2 |Q_t| , = [ 2^{Ωt}

Γ(Ω_t) Γ(^3_2 )

]_2

H^2 4π^2c_t (aHη)^2 |Q_t|

(c_tkη)^{3−2Ωt} , (61)

and then evaluate it at the time when c_tk = aH, neglecting higher order terms in the slow-roll expansion, to find that at leading order the tensor-to-scalar ratio is, r = P_T P_R = 8 | | |Q^s Q_t | | | = 82ϵ^0 + ζ^0 − Δ^0 1 − Δ_0

. (62)

Note that in doing this we have also ignored the fact that as c_s ≠ c_t, scalar and tensor modes do not exit the horizon simultaneously. We also find the leading order tensor spectral index in this model to be independent of the Gauss-Bonnet correction, taking the form,

n_t = −2ϵ_0 − ζ_0 , (63)

which means that r ≠ −8n_t, breaking the leading order consistency relation of standard inflation, as is also the case for Gauss-Bonnet-coupled inflation in the Einstein frame.

V. RESULTS

Having now derived some generic results for scalar-tensor theories in the Jordan frame with a Gauss- Bonnet coupling, we are now in a position to specialise to particular choices of coupling function to investigate this model in detail. As discussed we are particularly interested in Higgs inflation so we use

F (h) = 1+fh^2 with f chosen to normalise the amplitude of the scalar spectrum and the Higgs potential of eq. (2). For simplicity, and to gain an idea of what kind of generic effects the Gauss-Bonnet term has during inflation, we typically parametrise it as a power law G = G_0h^g for this work, particularly focusing on the case where g = −4, unless otherwise stated, as this simplifies many of the resulting equations.

Our results are obtained via numerical integration of the system of equations specified by eqs. (36)– (38). From this, all quantities defined at the background level are extracted and used to evaluate the analytical expressions for the spectra derived in section IV (see eq. (53) for scalars and eq. (61) for tensors).

A. Jordan Frame Higgs Inflation with a Gauss-Bonnet modification

Numerically we find the surprising result, that, without choosing excessively large values for the parameters G_0 and g in the Gauss-Bonnet coupling, no significant modifications to the standard Higgs inflation spectra occur. While in general it is possible to create inflationary models where the coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet term has a prominent role in the dynamics and hence strongly determines the properties of the primordial spectra, the properties of Higgs inflation naturally suppress this effect. To see this we first note that during the observable window of Higgs inflation when slow-roll is applicable we have H ≈ O(10^{−6}) and that in the equations of motion, terms involving the Gauss-Bonnet coupling typically appear alongside higher powers of H than the rest of the terms. For example, in eq. (38) the Gauss-Bonnet contribution is suppressed by a factor of H^4 relative to the potential term. This, combined with the smallness of H, stabilises Higgs inflation under Gauss-Bonnet-like corrections for all but unnaturally large choices of coupling parameters.

This is also apparent from the definition of the different kinds of slow-roll parameter (see previous sections or appendix A); the first Gauss-Bonnet slow-roll function Δ_0 is proportional to H, which is small, and inversely proportional to F , which is always greater than 1 for positive f. Once again we see that unless Ġ is especially large (at least O(H^{−1}) or so) we will have Δ_0 ≈ 0 and the Gauss-Bonnet corrections to spectra will be negligible.

A further consideration is that especially for positive power-law couplings, as Higgs inflation has h ≪ 1, large powers of h in the coupling function will further suppress the magnitude of the Δ_n parameters. On a related note, while this in turn means that inverse-power-law type couplings to the Gauss-Bonnet term (which will be considered in further detail in section V B) could feasibly produce a large enough value of G_h as h → 0 during inflation, this effect is only significant at the end of inflation, not in the much earlier observable window when the measured primordial spectra are determined, for reasonable choices of g.

B. Effects of Gauss-Bonnet on the end of inflation

With inverse power-law couplings, G_h becomes very large towards the end of inflation as h → 0 such that even in the presence of the aforementioned large suppressions proportional to powers of the Hubble parameter, interesting effects may occur. Numerical investigations further reveal that this manifests as the absence of late-time oscillations of the inflaton when G becomes large enough, typically with an inverse-power-law coupling so that as h → 0, G → ∞. This occurs both in the absence of the non-minimal coupling function F (see Fig. 1) and in its presence (see Fig. 2) such as is the case for Higgs inflation.

In lieu of the usual oscillations, the late-time behaviour of the system is to approach a constant value of ϵ_0 dependent on the magnitude of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling (blue-dashed trajectories of Figs. 1 and 2), in contrast to normal inflation in which the late-time behaviour corresponds to a rapid increase in ϵ_0 signifying the end of inflation (shown as green-solid trajectories in Figs. 1 and 2). Furthermore, if the constant value of ϵ_0 at late times is 0, then the inflaton/Higgs–field correspondingly approaches a constant, non-zero value, behaving like a cosmological constant (purple-dotted trajectories of Figs. 1 and 2). We leave to future work the study of the implications of this for post-inflationary cosmology, such as the implications for (p)reheating and whether this finding can realistically be used to explain the observed late-time accelerating expansion of the universe. For now, we proceed to study the existence and properties of these solutions. For this purpose it is convenient to define the parameter α as, α = 4V_0G_0 3 = λG_0 3 , (64)

for power-law functions V = V_0h^n and G = G_0h^g and where, in the second equality, we have specialised to the Higgs potential with V_0 = λ/4. The late-time behaviour of the system is determined by the value of α. In particular, let us rewrite eq. (38) with ḣ = ḧ = Ḣ = 0 and look for the aforementioned cosmological-constant solutions where h = h_Λ is a constant. We find,

V_{,h}(h_Λ)F (h_Λ)^2 − 2V (h_Λ)F (h_Λ)F_{,h}(h_Λ) + 4 3 V (h_Λ)^2G_{,h}(h_Λ) = 0 , (65)

in which we have used eq. (36) to rewrite H^2 as V/3F when ḣ, and hence Ḟ and Ġ are zero. Specifying the forms of the three functions V , F , and G we are concentrating on, this expression becomes

FIG. 1. Numerical evolutions of h (left) and ϵ_0 (right) for Gauss-Bonnet inflation with F = 1 (f = 0), h_0 = 22.5, and the Higgs potential and inverse power-law (g = −4) coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet term. The solid-green line corresponds to α = 0 (standard Higgs inflation) and is shown for comparison with the other trajectories with non-trivial Gauss-Bonnet effects. Of these, the blue-dashed line has α = 0.25 and shows late-time constant ϵ_0, while the purple-dotted line has α = 1 which causes the scalar field to behave as a cosmological constant.

1 + fh^2_Λ + 1 12 λgG_0h^{g+4}_Λ = 0 . (66)

First we note from this that for the case when G_0 = 0 or g = 0 (when the Gauss-Bonnet coupling has no effect) this reduces to 1 + fh^2 = 0 which has no real solutions for positive f, as is the case with Higgs inflation. That is, without the Gauss-Bonnet term, we do not find a constant-h solution. Secondly, studying the case when f = 0, we can rewrite the condition in eq. (66) as 1 + g 4 αh^{g+4}_Λ = 0 . (67)

In the simplest case, when g = −4, this becomes 1 − α = 0, that is, constant-h solutions only exist for α = 1. This solution is realised numerically and shown in Fig. 1 (dotted purple line).

The full constraint in eq. (66) when f ≠ 0 cannot generally be solved analytically, but again specialising to the case where g = −4 we can show that,

h_Λ = √ α − 1 f , (68)

FIG. 2. Numerical evolutions of h (left) and ϵ_0 (right) with the choice of functions and parameters corresponding to standard Higgs inflation (h_0 = 0.07, f = 17367.233) and inverse power-law (g = −4) coupling to the Gauss- Bonnet term.. The solid-green line corresponds to α = 0 (standard Higgs inflation) and is shown for comparison with the other trajectories with non-trivial Gauss-Bonnet effects. Of these, the blue-dashed line has α = 0.25 and shows late-time constant ϵ_0, while the purple-dotted line has α = 2.5 which causes the scalar field to behave as a cosmological constant at late times. Compared to trajectories shown in Fig. 1 with f = 0, the primary effect of a non-zero f is to affect the transition between the early-time behaviour, which resembles normal inflation, and the late time behaviour with constant ϵ_0. In particular, the transition between these two periods has a local feature in the evolution of ϵ_0. For the cosmological constant trajectory, this feature also manifests to temporarily bring about a small deviation from the otherwise de-Sitter-like expansion.

from which we see that real values of h_Λ obey the constraint equation when α ≥ 1. An example of this is shown in Fig. 2 where α = 2.5 and f = 17367.233, and hence the late-time constant value approached for this trajectory is given by eq. (68) as h_Λ = 0.0092935217, in agreement with the numerical result presented. We note that in contrast to the pure Gauss-Bonnet case where f = 0 and α must be exactly 1 to lead to cosmological constant solutions (and α > 1 corresponds to non-inflationary trajectories with growing h), the additional presence of a simple but non-trivial coupling to the Ricci scalar here has increased the parameter space of cosmological constant solutions to all α ≥ 1.

For 0 < α < 1, rather than cosmological constant-like behaviour (ϵ_0 → 0 at late times), we instead observe ϵ_0 approach a non-zero constant. In such cases, shown in the blue-dashed trajectories of Figs.

1 and 2, we note that the value of ϵ_0 approached is essentially independent of f and initial conditions, depending only on α. This has been numerically verified for several cases, one example of which is shown in the f = 0 example in Fig. 1 and the large f example in Fig. 2, which both have α = 0.25 and approach ϵ_0 ≈ 0.461. During a period when ϵ_0 = ϵ_c is approximately constant, we can use the definition of ϵ_0 to write Ḣ = −ϵ_cH^2, or alternatively, H^′ = −ϵ_cH where H^′ indicates the derivative with respect to e-fold number N. Solutions of this differential equation will in turn approximate the behaviour of H during this period, for which we find

H = H(N_0) exp (−ϵ_c (N − N_0)) , (69)

where N_0 is the value of N when ϵ_0 began to be (approximately) constant. Given the behaviour of H, we can then infer the evolution of h through, say, eq. (44), in the form,

H^2 = V (3 + O(ϵ_0)) F ≈ V 3F ≈ λh^4 12 (1 + fh^2)

, (70)

which is valid when the constant value of ϵ_0 is considerably less than 3. From this, the evolution of h is given by,

h ≈ √_{12f} λ H = √_{12f} λ H(N_0) exp (−ϵ_c (N − N_0)) , fh^2 ≫ 1 , (_{12} λ )_{1/4} √ H = (_{12H(N0)2} λ )_{1/4} exp (−ϵ_c (N − N_0) /2) , fh^2 ≪ 1 .

(71)

Typically at late times (or always, when f = 0) it is the latter case (fh^2 ≪ 1) that will be relevant. In either case h exponentially declines towards 0, which can be seen qualitatively in the blue-dashed trajectories of Figs. (1) and (2).

We finally emphasise that the almost entirely negligible effects of the Gauss-Bonnet term on inflationary spectra in Higgs inflation-like models, as discussed in section V A, may provide a natural way of realising such a theory without having to fine tune the specifics of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling to address both inflationary and post-inflationary concerns; the presently experimentally-favoured properties of standard Higgs inflation could be produced independently of the details of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling’s modification of the end of inflation.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented a tensor-scalar theory with a non-minimal coupling between the scalar field and the Ricci scalar as well as to the Gauss-Bonnet term. While this work was conceived in and motivated by the particular context of extending and generalising Higgs inflation, the analytical discussion is done in general terms, with Higgs inflation and its Gauss-Bonnet modifications just special cases identified by particular choices of coupling functions.

To allow much of this analysis to be confidently performed in the Jordan frame, as the conformal transformation of the Gauss-Bonnet term is rather complicated, we first rediscovered the known analytical predictions for standard Higgs inflation to leading order in slow-roll, without appealing to a conformal transformation to the Einstein frame as is usually done. In doing this we utilise an additional set of slow-roll parameters pertinent to the additional terms present in the Jordan frame representation of the model.

Upon verifying that our methods to study inflation and the primordial power spectra in a nonstandard frame do not disagree with the existing literature on this topic, we proceed to apply them to the full model of interest including a non-trivial coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet combination. In doing so, we again make use of a new set of slow-roll parameters previously defined in terms of Gauss-Bonnet inflation, but modify their definition to better suit the Jordan frame and perform a leading-order slow-roll analysis to obtain expressions for the scalar and tensor spectra.

Finally we implement a full numerical integration of the equations of motion and find that the Gauss- Bonnet term has interesting effects beyond the slow-roll approximation, such as being able to prevent oscillations of the inflaton around the minimum of its potential, instead seeming to freeze the scalar field in at a finite non-zero value. This potentially has implications for late-time cosmology and the dark energy problem (a context in which the Gauss-Bonnet term has previously been considered, see e.g. [35]), and in turn a link between this and early-time inflationary cosmology. We leave an analysis of the feasibility of this for future work. Furthermore, with regards to the original motivation of this work, that is, Gauss-Bonnet corrections to Higgs inflation, we find that the spectral predictions of Higgs inflation are highly stable under such corrections, suppressing any new effects from the Gauss-Bonnet coupling by several orders of magnitude due to the smallness of the field h and the Hubble parameter H during the observable window.

While in this work we specialised to the case of a G ∝ h^{−4} coupling for the sake of convenience, similar effects on the end of inflation are expected to occur for other negative power law couplings (and we have numerically confirmed this for other simple cases such as standard m^2ϕ^2 inflation with a G ∝ ϕ^{−2} coupling). We further expect that due to the smallness of H during Higgs inflation, corrections to the power spectra from a Gauss-Bonnet coupling will be small for any reasonable coupling function, particularly positive power law couplings in which the smallness of h during the observable window will further suppress the magnitude of terms proportional to derivatives of G in the equations of motion. We hence have reason to believe our results are applicable in a considerably wider context than the single choice of coupling we numerically investigated here.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The work of CvdB is supported by the Lancaster- Manchester-Sheffield Consortium for Fundamental Physics under STFC Grant No. ST/L000520/1. CL is supported by a STFC studentship.

Appendix A: Generalised slow-roll parameters

In this work we have defined the usual slow-roll parameters,

ϵ_0 = −Ḣ H^2

, ϵ_n = ϵ̇_{n−1} Hϵ_{n−1} , (A1)

the Gauss-Bonnet flow functions, (see eg. [20])

δ_0 = 4ĠH , δ_n = δ̇_{n−1} Hδ_{n−1} , (A2)

and the Jordan frame flow functions, (see section III and references therein)

ζ_0 = Ḟ HF , ζ_n = ζ̇_{n−1} Hζ_{n−1} . (A3)

The second and third of these types of slow-roll parameters are useful when considering Gauss-Bonnet inflation and Jordan frame inflation, respectively. However, when considering both the Gauss-Bonnet term and the implications of working in the Jordan frame, it is more convenient to use a different definition of the Gauss-Bonnet flow parameters. As discussed in the main text (see section IV), the more appropriate set of slow-roll parameters is,

Δ_0 = δ_0 F = 4HĠ F , Δ_n =

Δ̇_{n−1} HΔ_{n−1} . (A4)

We can compare equations in terms of δ_n to ones in terms of our new Δ_n parameters by using the following relations derived from the definitions of the slow-roll parameters.

δ_0 = F Δ_0 , (A5) δ_1 = Δ_1 + ζ_0 , (A6) δ_2 =

Δ_1Δ_2 + ζ_0ζ_1

Δ_1 + ζ_0

, (A7) and so on. Expanding some common functions that appear in the equations of motion, as well as derivatives of the slow roll parameters which will be needed when calculating power spectra, we find,

Ḣ = −H 2ϵ_0 , (A8) Ġ = Δ_0F/4H , (A9) Ḟ = HF ζ_0 . (A10)

ϵ̇_n = Hϵ_nϵ_{n+1} , (A11) δ̇_n = Hδ_nδ_{n+1} , (A12) ζ̇_n = Hζ_nζ_{n+1} . (A13)

Ḧ = −H 3ϵ_0 (ϵ_1 − 2ϵ_0) , (A14) G̈ = Δ_0F (Δ_1 + ζ_0 + ϵ_0) /4 (A15) F̈ = H 2F ζ_0 (ζ_0 + ζ_1 − ϵ_0) . (A16)

ϵ̈_n = H^2ϵ_nϵ_{n+1} (ϵ_{n+2} + ϵ_{n+1} − ϵ_0) , (A17) δ̈_n = H 2δ_nδ_{n+1} (δ_{n+2} + δ_{n+1} − ϵ_0) , (A18) ζ̈_n = H 2ζ_nζ_{n+1} (ζ_{n+2} + ζ_{n+1} − ϵ_0) . (A19)

[1] P. A. R. Ade et al. (Planck), “Planck 2015 results. XX. Constraints on inflation,” (2015), arXiv:1502.02114 [astro-ph.CO].

[2] Alexei A. Starobinsky, “A New Type of Isotropic Cosmological Models Without Singularity,” Phys. Lett. B91, 99–102 (1980).

[3] Fedor L. Bezrukov and Mikhail Shaposhnikov, “The Standard Model Higgs boson as the inflaton,” Phys. Lett. B659, 703–706 (2008), arXiv:0710.3755 [hep-th].

[4] Fedor L. Bezrukov, Amaury Magnin, and Mikhail Shaposhnikov, “Standard Model Higgs boson mass from inflation,” Phys. Lett. B675, 88–92 (2009), arXiv:0812.4950 [hep-ph].

[5] A. O. Barvinsky, A. Yu. Kamenshchik, and A. A. Starobinsky, “Inflation scenario via the Standard Model Higgs boson and LHC,” JCAP 0811, 021 (2008), arXiv:0809.2104 [hep-ph].

[6] Juan Garcia-Bellido, Daniel G. Figueroa, and Javier Rubio, “Preheating in the Standard Model with the Higgs-Inflaton coupled to gravity,” Phys. Rev. D79, 063531 (2009), arXiv:0812.4624 [hep-ph].

[7] Georges Aad et al. (ATLAS), “Observation of a new particle in the search for the Standard Model Higgs boson with the ATLAS detector at the LHC,” Phys. Lett. B716, 1–29 (2012), arXiv:1207.7214 [hep-ex].

[8] Serguei Chatrchyan et al. (CMS), “Observation of a new boson at a mass of 125 GeV with the CMS experiment at the LHC,” Phys. Lett. B716, 30–61 (2012), arXiv:1207.7235 [hep-ex].

[9] Fedor Bezrukov, “The Higgs field as an inflaton,” Class. Quant. Grav. 30, 214001 (2013), arXiv:1307.0708 [hep-ph].

[10] Cristiano Germani and Alex Kehagias, “New Model of Inflation with Non-minimal Derivative Coupling of Standard Model Higgs Boson to Gravity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 011302 (2010), arXiv:1003.2635 [hep-ph].

[11] Fedor Bezrukov, Javier Rubio, and Mikhail Shaposhnikov, “Living beyond the edge: Higgs inflation and vacuum metastability,” Phys. Rev. D92, 083512 (2015), arXiv:1412.3811 [hep-ph].

[12] N. D. Birrell and P.C.W Davies, Quantum Fields in Curved Spacetime (Cambridge University Press, 1982). [13] F. Bezrukov, A. Magnin, M. Shaposhnikov, and S. Sibiryakov, “Higgs inflation: consistency and generalisations,” JHEP 01, 016 (2011), arXiv:1008.5157 [hep-ph].

[14] Shinsuke Kawai, Masa-aki Sakagami, and Jiro Soda, “Perturbative analysis of nonsingular cosmological model,” in Proceedings, 7th Workshop on General Relativity and Gravitation (JGRG7) (1997) arXiv:gr-qc/9901065 [gr-qc].

[15] Shinsuke Kawai, Masa-aki Sakagami, and Jiro Soda, “Instability of one loop superstring cosmology,” Phys. Lett. B437, 284–290 (1998), arXiv:gr-qc/9802033 [gr-qc].

[16] Shinsuke Kawai and Jiro Soda, “Evolution of fluctuations during graceful exit in string cosmology,” Phys. Lett. B460, 41–46 (1999), arXiv:gr-qc/9903017 [gr-qc].

[17] Masaki Satoh, Sugumi Kanno, and Jiro Soda, “Circular Polarization of Primordial Gravitational Waves in String-inspired Inflationary Cosmology,” Phys. Rev. D77, 023526 (2008), arXiv:0706.3585 [astro-ph].

[18] Masaki Satoh and Jiro Soda, “Higher Curvature Corrections to Primordial Fluctuations in Slow-roll Inflation,” JCAP 0809, 019 (2008), arXiv:0806.4594 [astro-ph].

[19] Zong-Kuan Guo and Dominik J. Schwarz, “Power spectra from an inflaton coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet term,” Phys. Rev. D80, 063523 (2009), arXiv:0907.0427 [hep-th].

[20] Zong-Kuan Guo and Dominik J. Schwarz, “Slow-roll inflation with a Gauss-Bonnet correction,” Phys. Rev. D81, 123520 (2010), arXiv:1001.1897 [hep-th].

[21] Kourosh Nozari and Narges Rashidi, “DBI inflation with a nonminimally coupled Gauss-Bonnet term,” Phys. Rev. D88, 084040 (2013), arXiv:1310.3989 [astro-ph.CO].

[22] Mariafelicia De Laurentis, Mariacristina Paolella, and Salvatore Capozziello, “Cosmological inflation in F (R, G) gravity,” Phys. Rev. D91, 083531 (2015), arXiv:1503.04659 [gr-qc].

[23] D. F. Carneiro, E. A. Freiras, B. Goncalves, A. G. de Lima, and I. L. Shapiro, “On useful conformal tranformations in general relativity,” Grav. Cosmol. 10, 305–312 (2004), arXiv:gr-qc/0412113 [gr-qc].

[24] Valerio Faraoni and Shahn Nadeau, “The (pseudo)issue of the conformal frame revisited,” Phys. Rev. D75, 023501 (2007), arXiv:gr-qc/0612075 [gr-qc].

[25] Takeshi Chiba and Masahide Yamaguchi, “Conformal-Frame (In)dependence of Cosmological Observations in Scalar-Tensor Theory,” JCAP 1310, 040 (2013), arXiv:1308.1142 [gr-qc].

[26] A. Savas Arapoglu, “Generalized Slow-roll Inflation in Non-minimally Coupled Theories,” (2015), arXiv:1504.02192 [gr-qc].

[27] Christian F. Steinwachs and Alexander Yu. Kamenshchik, “Non-minimal Higgs Inflation and Frame Dependence in Cosmology,” Proceedings, Multiverse and Fundamental Cosmology (Multicosmofun’12), (2013), 10.1063/1.4791748, [AIP Conf. Proc.1514,161(2012)], arXiv:1301.5543 [gr-qc].

[28] Taotao Qiu and Jun-Qing Xia, “Perturbations of Single-field Inflation in Modified Gravity Theory,” Phys. Lett. B744, 273–279 (2015), arXiv:1406.5902 [astro-ph.CO].

[29] M.A. Kagan, Quantum Cosmology and Structure Formation in the Universe (Pennsylvania State University, 2008).

[30] Jonathan White, Masato Minamitsuji, and Misao Sasaki, “Non-linear curvature perturbation in multi-field inflation models with non-minimal coupling,” JCAP 1309, 015 (2013), arXiv:1306.6186 [astro-ph.CO].

[31] Jerome Martin, Christophe Ringeval, and Vincent Vennin, “Encyclopaedia Inflationaris,” Phys. Dark Univ. 5-6, 75–235 (2014), arXiv:1303.3787 [astro-ph.CO].

[32] Diego F. Torres, “Slow roll inflation in nonminimally coupled theories: Hyperextended gravity approach,”

Phys. Lett. A225, 13–17 (1997), arXiv:gr-qc/9610021 [gr-qc].

[33] Cyril Cartier, Jai-chan Hwang, and Edmund J. Copeland, “Evolution of cosmological perturbations in nonsingular string cosmologies,” Phys. Rev. D64, 103504 (2001), arXiv:astro-ph/0106197 [astro-ph].

[34] Jai-chan Hwang and Hyerim Noh, “Conserved cosmological structures in the one loop superstring effective action,” Phys. Rev. D61, 043511 (2000), arXiv:astro-ph/9909480 [astro-ph].

[35] Benedict M. N. Carter and Ishwaree P. Neupane, “Towards inflation and dark energy cosmologies from modified Gauss-Bonnet theory,” JCAP 0606, 004 (2006), arXiv:hep-th/0512262 [hep-th].