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Natural inflation, strong dynamics, and the role of generalized anomalies
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We revisit models of natural inflation and show that the single-field effective theory described by the
potential V(a) ~ cos 4 breaks down as the inflaton a makes large-field excursions, even for values of f
smaller than the Planck scale. To remedy the problem, we modify the potential in order to account for the
heavy degrees of freedom (hadrons) that become intertwined with the light inflaton as the latter rolls down
its potential. By embedding the low-energy degrees of freedom into an ultraviolet-complete gauge theory,
we argue that the intertwining between the two scales can be explained as the result of a generalized mixed
’t Hooft anomaly between the discrete chiral symmetry and background fractional fluxes in the baryon
number, color, and flavor directions. Further, we study the multifield inflation and show that it entertains
rich dynamics. Inflating near the hilltop excites the hadrons and spoils the slow-roll parameters, in
contradistinction with the expectations in the single-field inflation. Nevertheless, we identify a safe zone
where inflation can proceed successfully. We determine the conditions under which the Universe inflates by
at least 60 e-foldings and inflation leads to a power spectrum and tensor to scalar ratio that are consistent

with the cosmic microwave background data.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.102.103515

I. INTRODUCTION

Inflationary models that make use of pseudo—Nambu-
Goldstone bosons are among the most compelling bottom-
up particle physics approaches to inflation. They are said to
be natural because the ratio of the inflaton mass to the
Hubble parameter is protected from large quantum correc-
tions. The first and most influential idea in this direction is to
use axions as inflatons [1,2]. These pseudoscalar particles
enjoy a continuous shift symmetry, a — a + constant, that
guards them against large loop corrections. The shift
symmetry is broken nonperturbatively, e.g., via anomalies,
to adiscrete shift symmetry, leading to a potential of the form

V(a)~A4<1 —cos%), (1)

where f is the axion decay constant, or axion constant for
brevity. The scale A is the strong-coupling scale of the gauge
group that causes the breaking of the shift symmetry. As one
takes A — 0, we restore the full shift symmetry, and hence
the flatness of the potential, which is related to the axion

mass m, & ATZ, is natural in the sense of 't Hooft [3].
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The above potential has been extensively used in the
literature for the purpose of studying axion inflation as well
as other aspects of axion physics; see, e.g., Refs. [4-8].
Indeed, V(a) is a good effective field description at scales
approximately m,, which is much lower than A. However,
as we shall argue in this paper, V(a) breaks down as a
makes a large-field excursion a ~ f, even for values of
f < Mp, where Mp is the reduced Planck mass." As a
traverses the field space, it becomes intertwined with heavy
degrees of freedom that were integrated out in the first place
and led to the potential (1). This raises the question about
the validity of V(a) to study models of natural inflation.
The main purpose of this paper is to address this concern
and elucidate what really happens during axion inflation.

Using chiral perturbation theory, we argue that the
potential (1) should be replaced with the correct effective
potential that accounts for the heavy degrees of freedom,

V(a,o) ~A4<1 —cos%cos%), (2)

where ¢ is the hadronic field.”
On another but related topic, 't Hooft anomalies have
been known to play a pivotal role in understanding the IR

'In this paper, we use the reduced Planck mass Mp = ﬁ =
2.435 x 10'8 GeV, where G is Newton’s constant.

We abuse the language and use the word “hadron” to mean
any strongly coupled degree of freedom in the infrared, including
glueballs.
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physics of strongly coupled gauge theories [3]. In this
regard, the IR particle spectrum has to exactly match a
’t Hooft anomaly that exists in the UV. The failure to match
an anomaly is a red flag that something is missing in the IR
picture. Although this type of anomaly has been known
since the 1980s, recently it was realized that it can further
be generalized and used to put extra constraints on the
possible IR realization of the global symmetries of a given
theory; see Refs. [9-12] and references therein.

As we discuss in this paper, one can obtain V(a) from a
UV-complete gauge theory and show that the IR effective
theory is missing important information about the matching
of a new type of generalized 't Hooft anomaly that exists
deep in the UV, known as the baryon number-color-flavor
(BCF) anomaly [11,12]. To match the anomaly, we need to
incorporate the hadronic degrees of freedom into V(a).
Here, however, one cannot make use of the chiral pertur-
bation theory. The form of V(a, 5) is motivated by lessons
that have been learned over the past decade about an
adiabatic continuity between the four-dimensional (4D)
Yang-Mills theory and a circle compactified Yang-Mills
theory with deformations; see Refs. [13,14]. The anomaly
matching conditions provide a nonperturbative and
stronger statement about the necessity of reintroducing
the heavy degrees of freedom in the low-energy effective
field theory as the axion makes large excursions in the
field space.

Further, we use both numerical and analytical techniques
to study the inflationary potential V(a, ). Unlike the
single-field effective theory, where the axion can start
rolling down the potential very close to the hilltop
a~rf, starting near the maximum of V(a,o) spoils
inflation for any value of f. The hadronic degrees of
freedom kick the axion very hard toward a steep direction,
forcing inflation to end abruptly. However, if we start
inflating in a safe zone at values of a ~ 7 f, then the axion
rolls down slowly in a flat direction, and inflation can be
sustained. Whether we can have enough e-folds approx-
imately 50-60, which is the typical number required to
solve the problems of the standard big bang cosmology,
depends on the value of f. Taking f < Mp does not yield
enough e-folds, which is dramatically different from
inflating in V(a), where one can achieve approximately
50-60 e-folds of inflation even for values of f < Mp by
starting very close to the hilltop. This behavior is a
manifestation of the intertwining phenomenon between
the axion and heavy degrees of freedom as the former
makes a large-field excursion. We also argue that this
complex dynamics is ultimately attributed to the BCF
anomaly, which is lurking deep in the IR and dictating
the behavior of the system.

Fortunately, we can achieve successful inflation that
yields a large number of e-folds by taking f > 9Mp.
Although such large values of f are in conflict with
theories of quantum gravity, one can evade the problem,

for example, by invoking several axions as in models of
N-flation [4]. Further, we study the curvature perturbations
and show that the hadronic quantum fluctuations stay in the
vacuum at the time the axion fluctuations exit the horizon.
This leads to values of the spectral tilt and tensor to scalar
ratio that are compatible with the eosmic microwave
background (CMB) data [15].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss
the reason behind the breakdown of the single-field
potential and further describe a class of UV-complete
gauge theories coupled to fermions and a single or several
complex Higgs fields and lead to a low-energy effective
theory of axions. The UV theories are almost identical to
the ones that were described in the original paper on natural
inflation [2]; also see Refs. [16]. However, here we pay
extra attention to the global symmetries, as was done in
Ref. [17], since they play a pivotal role in identifying the
new type of 't Hooft anomaly that constrains the IR
dynamics, i.e., the BCF anomaly. Throughout this section,
we consider the Euclidean version of the theory in the
background of a general manifold, but otherwise we turn
off the dynamical gravity. The Euclidean version is more
convenient to work with since it is easier to identify all the
global symmetries as well as their 't Hooft anomalies in a
Euclidean setup. Then, we discuss what goes wrong with the
low-energy effective potential (1). To remedy the effective
theory, we use lessons from Yang-Mills theory on a small
circle with deformations. This class of theories respects the
BCF anomaly, and hence it provides clues about the form of
the low-energy effective potential (2) that should replace (1).
In Sec. III, we turn on gravity and study the dynamics of the
inflationary potential (2) in the Friedmann-Robertson-
Walker spacetime ds? = —dt* + b*(t)dx?, where b(t) is
the scale factor and ¢ is the cosmic time. Finally, we study the
curvature and tensor perturbations and compare against the
results from the potential (1). We conclude in Sec. IV with
final comments. Many important and fine points are del-
egated to several footnotes, as we felt they might interrupt
the flow of the main text.

II. THEORY AND FORMULATION

The plan of this section is as follows. We first discuss the
breakdown of the single-field effective theory as the axion
makes large excursions in the field space. For this purpose,
we use chiral perturbation theory and show that one needs
to take into account the hadronic degrees of freedom in
order to cure the sick single-field theory. At this level, one
might be tempted to proceed right away and use the two-
field potential to study inflation. However, we take a long
pause before doing that in order to show that there can be a
deep reason, deeper than the rules of effective field theory,
why one needs to introduce the hadronic degrees of
freedom into the effective potential. This reason is attrib-
uted to a new 't Hooft anomaly. However, to see how this
works, one needs to embed the axion as well as hadrons in a
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UV-complete gauge theory and trace the anomaly from the
UV down to the IR. As it turns out, as we flow to the IR we
lose control over the strong dynamics, and it becomes
unclear how to take into account the strongly coupled
degrees of freedom and at the same time match the
anomaly. Empowered with lessons we have learned over
the past decade from a model of Yang-Mills theory
compactified on a small circle, we propose a phenomeno-
logical model that (i) takes into account the effects of the
strong dynamics on axion and (ii) matches the anomaly.

A. Chiral Lagrangian

In this section, we explain why the potential (1) breaks
down as the axion makes large excursions in the field space.
Notice that this is true even for values of f smaller than the
Planck scale and that the problem stems from the fact that
we are neglecting heavy degrees of freedom that become
intertwined with the axion.

To this end, consider QCD3 with two light fundamental
quarks along with an axion and take the axion constant f to
be much larger than the strong scale. The low-energy chiral
Lagrangian is given by [18,19]

2 2
L= f [0, UTor U]+ ;(a a)2+BOTf”tr

!

[UMT + MUT],
(3)

where U = e, 1 = (2,77, 2°), and 7 = (¢, 77, 7°) are

. . 2
the Pauli matrices; B, :(m:"#d); and f,, m, m,, and

m, are the pion decay constant, pion mass, and up and

down quark masses, respectively. M is the mass matrix:

M = diag(mue’%,mde_’%). If, for simplicity, we assume

that m,, = my, then we obtain the potential

0f2 0
tr[UMT + MUT| = m2f2 cos —

2 fa

If we are interested in the low-energy axion physics, then
we can completely neglect the pions since f, < f, which
leads to the axion potential

V= cos; . (4)

V = mif? cos? (5)

This potential, apart from a cosmological constant, is
identical® to (1). Now, let us understand what goes wrong
with this potential as the field a makes large excursions.

The potential (1) has a unique vacuum at a = 0.
Then, one may expand the cosine near the vacuum,
V(a) = A*($)* + ..., which is a good approximation for

*In this paper, we use the term QCD for any QCD-like theory
w1th strong dynamics in the IR.
*We can also be sloppy and set m, ~ f, ~

small perturbations |a| < f, e.g., like when we study
scattering problems. In other words, small perturbations
near the minimum guarantee that |V (a)|/A* <1 for |a| < f
and the low-energy effective field theory (1), which is valid
for energies E < A, is robust Now, one can immediately

read the axion mass m which is much lighter than

a — f s
the strong scale A. In this case, we are justified to ignore the
pion field, which is much heavier than the axion. The
problem, however, appears once the axion makes a large
excursion a ~ f, as required in models of axion inflation.
In this case, we find V(a) = A* exposing the scale A,
and the single cosine approximation (1) is no longer
trusted. In fact, as the axion makes a large excursion,
we expect both the light (axion) and heavy (hadrons)
scales to be intertwined. Hence, one needs to restore to
the original potential (4) in order to account for the
intertwining phenomenon.5 This complex behavior, and
hence the rearrangement of the hadronic degrees of
freedom, was also anticipated to happen, for example,
at the core of axion domain walls [24-28] (where the
large-field excursion takes place), based on lessons from
the chiral Lagrangian, the large-N, limit, D-branes, and
supersymmetry.

It was not until recently that this scales intertwining
phenomenon was put on firmer ground by invoking a new
type of 't Hooft anomaly [17]. We discuss the essence of
this anomaly and its implications in the next sections. To do
that, we first embed the axion and hadrons in a UV gauge
theory that entertains a plethora of global symmetries and
examine the fate of the partition function as we turn on
background gauge fields of these symmetries. However, we
must emphasize here that, whether there is an anomaly or
not, the breakdown of (1) is expected whenever the rules of
effective field theory are violated. What the anomaly buys
for us is a nonperturbative statement of why the breakdown
happens.

B. Embedding in a UV-complete gauge theory

In this section, we embed the axion as well as the
hadrons in a UV-complete gauge theory.

We consider an asymptotically free vectorlike SU(N,.)
gauge theory with N flavors of fermions in a representa-
tion R of the color group. We take the fermions to be left-
handed Weyl fermions (i, ) such that y transforms under
‘R and y transforms under the complex conjugate repre-
sentation R, which, in turn, guarantees the absence of

3See Refs. [20,21] for an attempt to study the effect of the
heavy degrees of freedom on natural inflation. We also point out
that in this work we consider QCD at zero temperature, in
contrast with little inflation discussed in Ref. [22], which occurs
near the QCD phase transition. In Ref. [23], it was proposed that
the inflaton in QCD-like models is achieved by an auxiliary
nonpropagating field. This is different from the models we
discuss here.
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gauge anomalies.® We combine y and § into a single Dirac
spinor W. The UV Lagrangian reads

1, -
Ly =9 4—92(F;y)2 +iPpY|, (6)

where the flavor and color indices are implicitly contracted,
g, is the coupling constant, g is the metric, and P is the
Dirac operator, which contains both the gauge and spin
connections.

It is essential to work out the faithful global symmetries
of the theory, since they play a pivotal role in the
generalized 't Hooft anomalies, as we will discuss soon.
The classical global symmetry of the theory at hand is
G#P = SU(N;), x SU(N ) g x U(1) g x U(1) 4/ [Z %
Zy, X Z,). The fermions y () transform under the global
flavor symmetry SU(N ), x SU(N;)g as (O,1) [(1, O)],
their charges under the baryon symmetry U(1), is +1
(—1), and their charges under the U(1), axial symmetry
is +1 (+1). We also mod out by various discrete
symmetries in order to avoid redundancy. These discrete
symmetries can be absorbed in combinations that
involve SU(N.) as well as global transformations of
U(1)p and SU(Ny), x SU(Ny)g. The Zy, symmetry is
the center of SU(Ny); . while Z, is the fermion
number. The discrete symmetry Zy ,,, on the other
hand, needs more elaboration. The N-ality n. of a
representation R is the number of the boxes in
Young tableau modulo N.. Thus, the gart of the gauge
group that acts faithfully on fermions’ is SU(N,)/Z,,
where p = gcd(N,,n.). This means that the fermions
are charged under Zy ,, C Zy , and hence we mod it
out since it is part of the gauge ggroup.

The quantum corrections break” U(1), down to the

nonanomalous discrete chiral symmetry Z?,{,f 1> Where T
is the Dynkin index. We normalize T'; such that the trace in

®The formalism requires a minor modification for fermions in
self-conjugate representations, i.e., when R =R, e.g., adjoint
fermions. We assume throughout this paper that the representa-
ti0171 is not self-conjugate.
One way to identify the faithful discrete symmetry C Zy_that
acts on fermions is to consider the transition functions ®;; of the
SU(N.) gauge bundle on the overlap between two patches U; N

U; that cover the manifold. Then, fermions of N-ality n,

transform as y; — e’z”%t//j. Hence, the fermions are blind to a
Z, transformation, where p = gcd(N,,n,).

¥One can see this breaking by studying the triangle diagrams
of the U(1),[SU(N,)]*> anomaly. The anomaly contributes a

2aN, Ty, [ o (EAE) . .. .
phase e~ s« 7 to the Euclidean partition function,
where a is the phase of the U(1), global transformation. Thus,
U(1), is anomalous in the background of the color field, and only

those values of a that satisfy a = 2,\2,”’; , k € Z, leave the partition
IR

function invariant.

the fundamental representation is 75 = 1 and the simple
roots & of SU(N,) have length square & = 2. Thus, the
good global symmetry of our theory is reduced to

SU(N;), x SU(N;)g x U(1)g x zj’;vaR

G&obal _
Zx. X ZNf X Z,
P

(7)

We further couple the fermions to a complex Higgs
field ® = ¢; + i, by introducing the Yukawa term
yP(¢, +ih,y’)¥ and the Higgs potential V(®)=A(|®[>*~
£?)%. The full Lagrangian reads

Lyy = Ly +/9110,®> + V(@) + yP(gy + iy ) V).
(8)

The axion constant f is taken to be much larger than the
strong-coupling scale A, i.e., we demand f > A, and the
dimensionless couplings 1 and y are O(1) constants. We
will also assume that A < M p, while we comment on the
relation between f and M p below. The Higgs field is inert

under all symmetries except Z%/TR, and the Yukawa term
is invariant under SU(N.) x G&°bdl The fermions and

Higgs fields transform as y — e_l”j—”TRy/, - e_lﬁﬁf,
® — "D under Z%/TR.

At energy scale A < E < f, the Higgs field acquires
a vacuum expectation value. We write ® = pe’@ and set
p = f, where a is the axion field. Then, the fermions
acquire a mass O(f) and decouple. The effective
Lagrangian becomes

1
Lacbss = \/§<Z (F;Cw)z + f? (aua)2>

+ aNTxt FAE 9)
a r ,

TR 3
where tr (5AE) is the topological charge density of the

color field and the precoefficient N Tz is obtained by
integrating out the fermions running inside the triangle
diagrams that contribute to the U(1),[SU(N,)]* anomaly;
see Footnote 8. The Lagrangian (9) describes N? — 1
gluonic degrees of freedom coupled to an axion. Since
the axion constant is much larger than the strong scale,
the axion field does not experience a large variation over
length scales approximately A, and we can think of @ as a
constant € angle over such length scales. Notice also that
the term aN,Trtry(55~) breaks the axion shift sym-
metry down to Zy r,. This is an exact symmetry of the

system, which remains a good one deep in the IR (but it
can break spontaneously; e.g., we can have axion
domain walls).
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Further, going down to energies E < A, the theory
generates a mass gap and confines.” The only relevant
degree of freedom, then, is the axion field. Integrating out
the strong field fluctuations generates a potential'® V(a),

Lren = Vi3 @ + V(@)

_A4(1 —cos<aN;TR>> + o (10)

where we scaled a — a/f. The dots in (10) refer to higher
harmonics,'' which need to respect the discrete shift

V(a)

potential (10) cannot be trusted when the axion makes
large-field excursions; the effective field theory breaks
down. We will also show that this potential is inconsistent
with a new ’t Hooft anomaly that we will discuss
momentarily. Before doing that, we digress to discuss
one technical aspect that has to do with the value of the
axion constant.

C. N-flation

The potential in (10) is typical in studying models of
axion inflation. To satisfy the Planck satellite constraints on
the CMB power spectrum [15], however, one needs to take
f > Mp, which is in tension with theories of quantum
gravity.12 The tension can be alleviated, for example, by
invoking the idea of N-flation [4], where we postulate the

*Strictly speaking, true confinement will only take place if the
system has an unbroken ZN 1-form center symmetry. This
symmetry acts on the Polyakov loop and guarantees that the
vacuum expectation value of the loop is zero in the confining
regime; i.e., we have an infinitely long flux tube between two
fundamental probe charges. A theory with dynamical fundamen-
tal fermions, for example, does not have a Z}\,(_ symmetry, and
thus there is no true notion of confinement. However, Since
f > A, the flux tubes break at a length scale approxrmately e
which is parametrically much larger than A~!. In this case, we can
talk about an emergent Z), 1-form symmetry.

"The potential is generated after summing over a dilute gas of
Belavin-Polyakov-Schwarz-Tyupkin (BPST) instantons. Every
(anti)instanton carries a minimum topological charge of
J o (FEF) = +1. Thus, the °t Hooft vertex in the background

_ 822 2
of the BPST instanton takes the form e % eiN/Tr  where 82 is

the 1nstant0n action. The ’t Hooft vertex is mvanant under the

the path integral generates the potentlal V(a). However, one has
to keep in mind that the dilute gas approximation is not under
control since the scale modulus grows indefinitely, thanks to
the strong-coupling behavior in the IR.

The higher harmonics can be thought of summing over
BPST instantons with higher topological charges.

For example, if one takes f > Mp, then gravitational
instantons can induce higher harmonics that spoil inflation;
see, e.g., Ref. [29].

existence of N axion fields."”” Each field has an axion
constant f < M p. Interestingly, one finds that the collective
motion of the axions results in an effective axion constant
feoit = VNf > Mp, and hence we can respect the
CMB constraints without going against the general lore
we learn from theories of quantum gravity. To illustrate
this mechanism, we briefly repeat the above steps, but
now we couple the fermions to N complex Higgs fields,

N ¥(¢) + ighy®)¥, and introduce the Higgs potential
V=31 A|®;]> = f*). We immediately find that each

axion a; respects the discrete shift symmetry a; —a; +

2n
N Tx'
SN ajtro(FAF), while summing over the instantons
yields the low-energy effective Lagrangian

£E<<A=¢§Bi:< +ZA4(1‘°°S< NfTRM'
(11)

To simplify the analysis, we assume that the N distinct
axions have the same initial conditions as they start to roll
down the potential, i.e., a; = 7f/(N;Tg). Thus, we take

N and define a, = v/Na to

Integrating out the fermions generates the term
14

aj=a forevery j=1,2,...,

obtain
1 a,N T
eff - 2 4 _ VIR
LGen = \/5{2 (0,a.)” +NA (1 cos<7\/ﬁf ))]

(12)

and the collective degree of freedom a, has an effective

axion constant \/Nf > Mp for large enough values of N.
What we have achieved is that each axion has a large-field
excursion less than the Planck scale, yet the effective axion
a, yields scalar and tensor perturbations that are compatible
with the CMB power spectrum.15

From now on, we work with the Lagrangian (10),
keeping in mind that the axion field and the axion constant
that appear there are the effective ones. Now, we return
back to the original problem and address the fact that the
Lagrangian (10) breaks down as a makes large excursions.
To remedy the problem, we need to introduce the strongly
coupled degrees of freedom into the effective potential, as
we discussed above in the case of the chiral Lagrangian.

B Another mechanism that can be used to circumvent the
tens10n is the aligned natural inflation [30,31].
“There will be N distinct 't Hooft vertices approximately

2

ef‘/ eti4iN/Tr for j = 1,2, ..., N. Notice that 't Hooft vertices are
1nvar1ant under the discrete shrft symmetry a; = a; + NfTR

"It can also be shown that the effect of grav1tat10nal instantons
is suppressed in models of N-flation and that these models are not
in conflict with the weak gravity conjecture; see Ref. [29].
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Here, unfortunately, one cannot use the power of chiral
perturbation theory since the fermions are heavy and
decouple long before the theory enters its strongly coupled
regime. In the next sections, we discuss how to address this
problem and introduce the reader to a recently discovered
’t Hooft anomaly that enables us to make nontrivial
statements about the IR physics.

D. Generalized ’t Hooft anomalies: The BCF anomaly

At Hooft anomaly is an obstruction to gauging a global
symmetry [3]. The anomaly is a renormalization group
invariant, and hence it has to be matched between the UV
and IR.'® This makes ’t Hooft anomalies an indispensable
tool to study asymptotically free theories since one can
calculate the anomaly coefficient in the UV and, irrespec-
tive of the details of dynamics, this coefficient has to be
exactly reproduced by the IR strongly coupled degrees of
freedom. These anomalies have been known since the
1980s and have played an important role in model building
of composites [33] and Seiberg dualities [34]. Recently, this
topic gained momentum due to the discovery of new
anomalies that go under the name generalized 't Hooft
anomalies; see, e.g., Refs. [9-12] and references therein.

Because of the limited space, we only give a glimpse of
the essence of these new anomalies. The interested reader is
referred to the cited literature for more details.

The traditional 't Hooft anomalies, as have been known
since the 1980s, involve only integer topological charges of
the background gauge field of a given global symmetry.
The new realization, that was first made in Ref. [9], is that
one can also turn on fractional topological charges known
as "t Hooft fluxes [35]. This new technology was applied in
Ref. [10] to gauging the center symmetry of the color
group. Recently, this method was generalized by turning on
fractional fluxes in the color, flavor, and baryon number
directions, compatible with the faithful action of the global
symmetry of a given theory [11,12]. The new anomaly was
dubbed the BCF anomaly.

In fact, by closely examining the microscopic theory
discussed in Sec. II, one reveals that it exhibits a BCF
anomaly. This is a mixed anomaly between the global
discrete chiral symmetry Zg{wﬁ and the color-baryon-
flavor background fluxes. These are the most general fluxes
that are compatible with the faithful global symmetry of the
theory as given in (7). Again, we spare the reader the details

6As a word of caution, the reader should not confuse this kind
of anomalies with gauge or axial anomalies. If a theory has a
gauge anomaly, then it is either sick in the UV or can make sense
only as an effective field theory with a cutoff; see Ref. [32]. An
example of the axial anomaly is the one we discussed in Sec. II,
where U(1), is broken down to a discrete subgroup in the
background of the dynamical color field. 'T Hooft anomaly, on
the other hand, neither signals anything wrong with the theory nor
reduces the global symmetry. It is just a way to probe the theory
by gauging its global symmetries.

and refer to Ref. [11] for a comprehensive explanation of
all the steps. Succinctly, we compactify the Euclidean
theory on a large 4-torus.'” Then, the BCF anomaly shows
up in the UV as an irremovable phase18 in the Euclidean

partition function Z as we perform a Z%/JR global trans-
formation in the color-baryon-flavor background fluxes,

2 ¢ f4+0QB
Z N Ze NfTR[NfTRQ +dR(Q +Q )]’ (13)

where dr is the dimension of the representation R and
QB are the fractional topological charges in the color,
baryon, and flavor directions. These charges are given by

1 ' 1
¢ — (1= — e
ommii-g)ormw(iog)
B _ m _ k m K 14
0= (rex 3, (i 3, "

where m,m', k, k' € Z. At energy scale A < E < f, the
BCF anomaly can be reproduced by coupling the axion to
the topological charge densities of the color, flavor, and
baryon number. Thus, we need to add the term

Lanom = a(N;Trq" + drq’ + drq") (15)

to the infrared Lagrangian in order to match the
BCF anomaly. Here, ¢“5/ are the topological charge
densities of the color, flavor, and baryon number,

¢,B.f _ FeBf AFeB.f
q - trD( 872

manifold give Q% in (14). Now, we see that under a
discrete shift symmetry a — a + N?R the IR partition
function acquires the exact same UV phase that appears
in Eq. (13).

The Lagrangian (15) does not immediately dictate the
mathematical form of the deep IR effective field theory at
energy scale <A. The dynamics in the IR, however, has to
conspire in order to respect the BCF anomaly; this anomaly
involves the color direction, and hence the IR effective field
theory has to contain information about the color degrees of
freedom.'” Thus, the single-field Lagrangian (10), that is
used in models of axion inflation, is missing important

), whose integrals on a closed 4D

"The compactification on a 4-torus is a slick way to see the
anomaly. However, we must emphasize that the anomaly itself is
insensitive to the details of the geometry.

"®This means that we cannot introduce a counterterm that
removes the phase.

The BCF anomaly is unlike other ordinary (associated
to integer fluxes) 't Hooft anomalies. For example, the theory
we are discussing enjoys two ordinary 't Hooft anomalies:
Zg)fvaR[U(l)B]z and Z;l;{V_fTR [SU(N{)]*. These anomalies, how-
ever, do not involve the color field, and thus they do not tell us
about any kind of intertwining between the axion and strongly
coupled theory in the IR.

103515-6



NATURAL INFLATION, STRONG DYNAMICS, AND THE ROLE ...

PHYS. REV. D 102, 103515 (2020)

information about this anomaly, and it cannot be the
whole story. The very interesting point, though, is that
this information is related to a very high-energy scale of
approximately A compared to the scale of axion physics of
approximately A?/ f; this information needs to lurk deep in
the IR in order to match the BCF anomaly. This is the
nonperturbative reason of the scale-intertwining phenome-
non that was anticipated long ago [24-26]. However, we
must be clear that, whether the anomaly is present or not,
one still expects the strong dynamics to play a major role
as the axion makes a large-field excursion.”’ As we argued
above, the effective potential (10) breaks down in this
case since the hadronic degrees of freedom get excited.
What the anomaly buys for us, though, is a nonperturbative
statement why the interplay between hadrons and axion
should take place.

The question then is how we account for the strong
dynamics in the IR. Given the poor handle we have on the
strongly coupled phenomena, this sounds like a daunting
task, and there is not much one can say about the effects of
the strong dynamics on axion inflation. Nevertheless, over
the past decade, we have learned a good deal of technology
that enables us to understand the physics of the strong
dynamics, e.g., confinement and discrete chiral symmetry
breaking, by means of weakly coupled physics. We review
the progress in this direction in the next section and set the
stage to investigate axion inflation in a more realistic setup
compared to what has been achieved in the literature.

E. Deformed QCD

To have control over the IR dynamics, we deform the
original theory given by the Lagrangian (8) such that we
leave the global symmetry (7) intact. This method of
deforming a strongly coupled gauge theory has been
invoked for more than a decade with a huge body of
literature. We refer the reader to the review [14], while
we try to keep our discussion succinct and relevant to the
cosmological context. At the end of this section, we remove
the deformation and motivate a model that takes into account
the effects of the strong dynamics on axion inflation.

To this end, we compactify the theory21 on a spatial circle
S} of circumference L, and at the beginning, we take L to
be much larger than any length scale in the problem22 and
add the double-trace deformation

Lpmp = chTrD|Q”|2. (16)
n=1

In fact, a theory with a single fundamental quark does not
have a genuine discrete chiral symmetry. Hence, in this case,
there is no BCF anomaly. Yet, one expects the strong dynamics to
pla% a role as the axion makes a large-field excursion.

Remember that the IR theory is in a confining regime.

2This is not a thermal circle, and hence deformed QCD is not a

finite temperature theory.

We say that the theory lives on R>! x S}, where R>!
denotes two space and one time directions.” However,
given that the length of the circle is very large, the dynamics
does not distinguish between this theory and the theory that
lives on R*; it is still in the confining regime in the IR.

i, A
Q=e ﬁL is the Polyakov loop (or holonomy) of the

color field over S} (the color field obeys periodic boundary
conditions over SIL), and ¢, are positive coefficients
approximately O(1), as we explain below. We also give
the fermions and Higgs field periodic boundary condi-
tions>* along S!.

Next, welower L below 1 /AN .; wetake A < ﬁ < f.In
this case,” the gauge field fluctuations generate a potential
for the holonomy €. This potential favors a center-broken
phase, TroQ # 0; this is the celebrated thermal phase
transition (deconfinement) that happens at L ~ A~!. To
suppress the gauge field fluctuations, avoid the transition,
stay in a center-symmetric confining phase (TrQ = 0), and
allow for a smooth behavior across L ~ A~!, we choose
the coefficients ¢, in (16) to be large and positive. In
summary, adding the double-trace deformation to the theory
allows for an adiabatic continuity between large and small
values of L and guarantees that the theory stays in its
confining regime. Next, we study the dynamics of the theory
in the small circle limit, which is totally under analytical
control, and show how confinement happens. This task is not
possible on R* or in the limit A > 3l

Definitely, a small value of L is not realistic for the
cosmological context. What we are trying to do here is
motivate a model that can capture the physics of the strong
dynamics as we take L — co. We argue below that such a
model is consistent with what is expected in a confining
theory.

Let us for now continue our investigation of the
deformed theory on the circle. If we take L to be small
enough, LAN, < 1, then the theory enters its weakly
coupling regime, g, < 1, and becomes amenable to the
semiclassical techniques.26 Because the theory is at a
center-symmetric point, the gauge field component in

“Here, we slightly deviate from the promise that was made
throughout this section that we are working in a Euclidean
version of the theory in order to emphasize that S} is not a
thermal circle.

*Actually, whether we give them periodic or antiperiodic
boundary conditions will not affect our analysis since they
decouple at scales much higher than the strong scale.

5Since% < f, the fermions and radial component of the Higgs
are already decoupled.

**Upon the breakdown of SU(N,.) down to U(1)Ne=!, see the
few lines that follow, we obtain a tower of Kaluza-Klein W

2

bosons. The lightest W boson mass is NI Thus, when we take

AN, < 1, the W boson mass works as an IR cutoff that stops the

running of the coupling constant g, at energy approximately Nl_ I

which is much higher than the strong scale, and hence the theory
is weakly coupled at this scale.
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the compact direction, which behaves as a scalar, gets a
nonzero vacuum expectation value. Then, the gauge group
SU(N,) spontaneously breaks into the maximal Abelian
subgroup U(1)Ne~!. Effectively, the theory lives in three
dimensions, and each of the U(1)M<~! photons can be
dualized to a scalar. The photon fields can be taken along
the directions of the Cartan subalgebra. Let the boldface
symbol F denote the photon fields along the Cartan
subalgebra directions: F = (Fy, F,, ..., Fy _;). Then, the
duality relation in three dimensions reads F,, ~ €,,,0,0,
where 6 is the dual photon. At this stage, the reader might
conclude that the theory has N. — 1 massless degrees of
freedom, and thus it is dramatically different from the
mother theory before compactiﬁcation.27 This conclusion,
however, is premature since the theory also admits monop-
ole instantons.”® The ’t Hooft vertices of these instantons
and anti-instantons are

_82% NyTR
2 iag-o+i—5—a
M =e V5e'™ N,

2
R

_ 8 _NgT
M, = e Ve WO (17)

for the simple and affine roots a;, k = 1,2, ..., N,. In the
weak-coupling regime, the monopoles are a dilute gas,
and their effect can be taken into account by summing
over an ensemble of them in the partition function. The
final expression of the three-dimensional (3D) effective
Lagrangian reads

3D g? f2L 2
18 = Vil 00+ @02 + v 0y
where

12 Je N, T
V(o-,a)zﬁe N(,-,ﬂ;(l—cos <ak-a+ ]J;cRa)). (19)

Therefore, we see that the monopole instantons generate a
mass gap for the photons, as can be easily seen by
expanding the cosine term to quadratic order, which leads
to the confinement of the fundamental quarks. It is crucial
to note that the potential (19) is valid for both small- and
large-field excursions of a and o, and its validity is
guaranteed as long as we are in the semiclassical
regime LN A < 1.

It can also be shown that the BCF anomaly of the UV
theory carries over in the deformed QCD version of the

?’Remember that we are supposed to be in a confining regime
(this is the essence of the adiabatic continuity) and the number of
effective degrees of freedom should scale as (N,)°.

The monopole instantons are the constituents of a BPST
instantons, and they are reliable saddle points of the path integral
in the semiclassical limit.

theory, as was explained in details in Ref. [11], and we
do not repeat this discussion here. It suffices to say that
the fractional nature of the background topological
charges (14) plays a pivotal role when compactifying
the theory on a small manifold. A more technical way of
thinking about the fractional charges is to turn on higher-
form background fields and couple our theory to a
topological quantum field theory [36]. Upon compactify-
ing a theory on a circle, such background fields persist
in the small circle limit, leading to the same BCF
anomaly of the original theory [11]. Interestingly, integral
topological charges do not necessary survive the small
circle compactification,” and hence the fractional charges
are crucial to preserve the information about the UV
theory.

The Lagrangian (19) describes the interesting intertwin-
ing phenomenon between the axion and the massive
photons. It is easy to see that the ratio between the
photon and axion masses is Z—:~ JSL > 1, and one might
be tempted to integrate out the photon field. This,
however, overlooks the importance of the photon field
in the case of a large axion excursion. For example, it was
shown in Ref. [11] that the fundamental quarks are
deconfined on axion domain walls, thanks to the inter-
twining between the photon and axion fields at the core of
the walls. This phenomenon is also expected to persist in
the large circle limit, since the BCF anomaly is insensitive
to the size of the manifold. However, the naive potential
(10) cannot account for it because of the absence of any
strong-dynamics information. Now, in the light of the BCF
anomaly, we see what goes wrong with (10): this potential
does not match the BCF anomaly and hence cannot be the
whole story in the IR.

F. Decompactification limit and cosmological model

Strictly speaking, the Lagrangian (18) is trusted only in
the semiclassical regime N.AL < 1. Upon decompactifi-
cation, higher-order Kaluza-Klein monopole instantons
become important, and therefore one loses control over
the semiclassical analysis. Nonetheless, the double-trace
deformation suppresses any potential phase transition as we
vary the circle size. Over the past decade, there has been a
large body of evidence that the theories on the small and
large circles are continuously connected; see Ref. [14] for a
review. One of the latest tests is the lattice study in
Ref. [37], in which it was shown that the topological
susceptibility of pure Yang-Mills theory with double-trace
deformation is independent of the circle size.

At this stage, and in the absence of a more realistic
way to take into account the effects of the strong
dynamics on the axion field, we postulate the following

*To be more precise, whether the anomalies that correspond to
integer topological charges survive the compactification or not is
an open question.
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phenomenological model® in the L — oo limit, which is

based on (18) and (19):
1 2
‘Cmodel = \/Z] E(aﬂa)

4 N oy -0 NfTR
V(a,6) = A E <l — cos < A + Nf a)). (20)
=1 c

If we neglect the dynamics of the axion and treat it as a
constant vacuum angle, a — 6, then the vacuum energy
density is given by

2wk + NTr6
Vo = —2NCA4maxk (cos (%)) (21)

+ % ((%6)2 + V(a,a)} ,

where the max function selects the branch k that minimizes
the cosine. This functional dependence of the vacuum
energy on 6 exactly resembles what one would expect
based on arguments from supersymmetric gluodynamics,
D-branes, and the large-N,. limit [26].

The fact that the phenomenological Lagrangian (20)
gives the correct functional dependence on € makes it a
viable playground that we can use in order to study the
effects of the hadronic physics on the inflaton and
cosmological perturbations in models of natural inflation.
This is exactly our task in the next section. Since we
will mostly consider SU(N,. =2), we give the explicit
form of the potential in this case. The potential (20)
reduces to’"

NfTR (22)

V(a,0) = 2A*|1 —cosgcos 2

Interestingly, this potential is identical in form to Eq. (4)
that was based on the chiral Lagrangian. Yet, we do not
expect the two Lagrangians to be related since they are
based on different physics. While the Lagrangian (4) is
the low-energy description of a strongly coupled theory
with light quarks, Eq. (22) is descendant from a theory
with heavy fermions and compactified on a circle.
Moreover, the ¢ field in (22) models a strongly coupled
degree of freedom that is different in nature from the
pion field #. In addition, in an SU(N,) theory our

*One interesting aspect of this model is the appearance
of N, multiplying the axion constant f. Therefore, for a large
number of colors, one can have an effective axion constant
fe=N,.f> Mp. This observation seconds the fact that the
model (20) has the correct functional dependence of the vacuum
energy on the 6 angle. Here, we do not use this observation to
enhance the value of f, as was done in Refs. [38,39]. Instead, we
invoke N-flation as we did above.

'The roots of SU(2) are a = +v/2. We also make the

substitution A — v/2A, which introduces O(1) nonessential
number in front of the potential that we neglect.

phenomenological model describes N, — 1 degrees of
freedom in the IR, which cannot be justified in a true
strongly coupled theory. Nonetheless, in the next section,
we show that the number of colors does not play a major
role in axion inflation, at least for small enough values of
N,., as we conclude from comparing the dynamics of
SU(2) and SU(3).

III. DYNAMICS OF AXION INFLATION

In this section, we study inflation in the Friedmann-
Robertson-Walker spacetime ds* = —d* + b*(t)dx>, where
b(t) is the scale factor and 7 is the cosmic time. We also
study the curvature and tensor perturbations and assume
that the inflaton is solely responsible for the generation
of the curvature perturbations; i.e., we do not invoke
curvatons.

A. Axion inflation: The traditional path

Before studying the model (20), we pause here in order
to review the dynamics of axion inflation that is based on
the traditional potential (10). Inflation happens as the axion
starts anywhere near the hilltop ¢ 2 7z and rolls down to the
bottom a = 0 (we can always restrict the motion of ;‘—c in the

interval [0, 7] without loss of generality). Then, it is a
straightforward exercise to calculate the number of e-folds,

N, = f,tf dtH, where H is the Hubble parameter, ¢ is the
cosmic time, and the integration spans the time period from
the beginning, #;, to end, iy, of inflation.* Then, writing

f,tf dtH as [, da A using the approximate equation of

motion 3Ha —l— 'sin4 =0, where we have neglected

f
the second denvatwe d (assuming that the axion slowly

rolls down its potential), and Friedmann’s equation
3M3H? = V(a), we find N, =2 - log

af
COS57
2. We also use

CO§2/

the same approximation to calculate the slow roll param-

- _H _ &*V/0a®
eters € = — 5 and 7 = 7 1o find € = 5 fz cotan oF I and
MZ
n==4 lczzs,, Inflation ends when either e ~ 1 or || ~ 1. It

is easy to have many e-folds of inflation if we take™

f > Mp. Interestingly, even for values of f < Mp, one
can also achieve a very large number of e-folds by starting
inflation very close* to 7. Nevertheless, recent constraints
from Planck satellite put severe constraints on the

*Remember that we need N, ~50-60 in order to solve the
problems of the standard big bang cosmology.

3 Remember that theories of quantum gravity are in tension
with taking f > M p. Here, we assume that we are working within
the N-flation model, as we discussed before.

Strictly speaking, we cannot start inflating arbitrarily close to
a = zf in order to avoid the quantum kicks, which change the
vacuum expectation value of a by H every Hubble time. Instead,
we should start at least a distance H from a = zf. We would like
to thank Lorenzo Sorbo for emphasizing this point.
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spectral tile* n, — 1 of the power spectrum and the scalar to
tensor ratio r. Bounds on 7, from Planck plus WMAP are
0.9457 < ng; < 0.9749 at 95% C.L. [15,40]. One finds that
weneed f > 10Mp in order to respect this constraint. Let us
also mention that the constraints on the amplitude of the
CMB power spectrum can be met by taking A ~ 1073 M p.

Taking f > Mp, one can safely assume that inflation
ends at a ~ 0. In this case, the analysis simplifies, and we
express both € and 5 as functions of the e-folds remaining
before the end of inflation N‘g%

o M3 1
e(N7) :27‘}(21‘4?’}\,7
e ” —1
MZN”
M3i2—e 7 7
n(Ny) = zfQW (23)
e ? —1

Recalling that the scalar perturbations and tensor to scalar
ratios are ny = 1-6¢ 4 25 and r = 16¢, respectively, one
writes both n, and r as functions of N}:

M%N;
- Mpe 7 41
ns = - 2 oM ’
e —1
8M> 1
P ot (24)
f2 MZN*
e 7 —1

These are the values of the spectral tilt and tensor to scalar
ratio at the time when a pivot scale, probed by the CMB,
excited the horizon N e-folds before the end of inflation.

B. Axion inflation: The QCD effects

In this section, we study the dynamics of inflation using
the model (20). We limit our investigation to the two cases
SU(N.=2) and SU(N.=3). We shall find that the
detalls of the gauge group have a little effect on the
qualitative behavior of inflation. We simplify the analy51s
by using the replacement f — 2f/(N,T%) in Eq. (22):

We remind the reader that the power spectrum of the
curvature perturbations is given by P(k) = A (&)™, where
A; =2.196 x 10™° and the pivot scale k* = 0.05 Mpc~! for
Planck satellite.

3To derive Eq. (23), we use N,

ay =0 when N, = 0; thus, the number of remamlng e-folds

af
2
2f l gwsz and set

just before the end of inflation is 0. From this, we find

N} = 16”f log cos 5

T which gives the number of the remaining

e-folds before the end of inflation, at the time when a is equal to
a;. Then, solving for a; as a function of N and substituting into

12\/}’; cot? 2 f’ we arrive at Eq. (23).
"The existence of a Zz);/,TR discrete chiral symmetry can lead
to cosmological problems at the end of inflation [41]. We ignore

this problem in our analysis.

€ =

V(a,o)

FIG. 1. A typical plot of the QCD-axion potential V(a, ¢) in the
SU(N, = 2) case (but not to scale). Since f > A, the potential is
very steep in the ¢ direction. Thus, any small fluctuations near the
black dot, which indicates the initial value of a ~ zf, will cause
the inflation to proceed very quickly in the o direction (as
indicated by the arrows), and thus inflation ends abruptly.
However, the axion can slowly roll down the potential, provided
that we start inflating near a ~ 7 f, irrespective of the initial value
of ¢, which is indicated by the thick green line.

£V = = 10,02 +3 0,0 + Viawo).
V(a.o) = 2A* [1 - cos%cos %] . (25)

The equations of motion and Friedmann’s equation read

av N . aV El
&+3H&+M:0’ 5+3H6+M:0,
Oa Oo
1 1

and the dot denotes the derivative with respect to the cosmic
time t.

Inspection of Eq. (25) reveals that slow-roll inflation
cannot be sustained at values of |a| ~ zf since in this
case one finds V(a,o) = 2A*(1 + cos%). The latter form
of the potential does not satisfy the slow-roll condi-

tion e = -4 <« 1, given that A < Mp, a very sensible
assumptlon in any reliable effective field theory. This
behavior was confirmed numerically and is depicted in
Fig. 1. The dynamics here is drastically different compared
to models of axion inflation, Eq. (10), where one starts near
the hilltop at |a| ~ zf. This should not come as a surprise,
given our lengthy discussion in Sec. II; near the hilltop,
both the axion and hadronic degrees of freedom become
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a'(t)
4.x10°8

3.x108
2.x108

1.x107®

. L . - a(tf
15 20 25 30

5.x1079

-5.x107

FIG.2. The phase space of a and 0. We take A = 1073\/8zM
and f = 6v/8zMp and start inflation at a ~ 5/ and o ®5A. We
find, however, that the dynamics of inflation is insensitive to the
initial values of ¢. One can easily see that the axion velocity stays
small throughout the inflation life span.

intertwined, which is ultimately tied to the BCF anomaly,
leading to a fast roll down.

This, however, does not mean that slow-roll inflation is
spoiled after taking the QCD effects into account. In fact,
the potential (25) can lead to a successful inflation, i.e., we
can achieve N, ~ 50-60, provided that we start inflating
near |a| ~5 f, i.e., when the axion starts at the transition
from the hill-like to valleylike regions of the potential, and
take f > M p. This initial condition will restrict the motion
of ¢ between the high potential hills on either side, while
the initial kick will cause a to roll down from |a| ~5 f
toward either [a| ~% or a~0. Basically, avoiding the
region where the QCD effects are important is mandatory
in order to satisfy the slow-roll conditions. What is striking
is that the QCD effects extend well beyond the QCD scale
A influencing the axion dynamics up to halfway through
the axion field span, i.e., deep in the IR. This fascinating
dynamics is a manifestation of the fact that 't Hooft
anomalies cannot just disappear; they dictate the dynamics
at all length scales. The numerical investigation of this
behavior is shown in Fig. 2. Unlike the case of traditional

a(t)y/A
3.51

3.0f

2.5f

2.0

a(t)/f

15 1572 1574 1576 1578 1580  1.582

FIG. 3. The parametric relation between ¢ and a. We take A =
1073\/8zMp and f = 6+/8xM p. While the axion is rolling down
from 7 f to zf, the field o is almost instantaneously frozen (after
six e-folds in this example) at zA, which is consistent with the
analytical finding Eq. (27).

axion inflation, given by (10), here we find that there is no
way one can obtain 50-60 e-folds of inflation for values of
f < Mp. We conclude that the strong dynamics greatly
influence the axion motion.

We can also obtain analytical expressions of the slow-roll
dynamics. Without loss of generality, and according to our
numerical investigation, we can always restrict the axion
motion in the interval % € 5, 7, such that the axion starts
rolling down near z/2. Also, we can assume that ¢ starts

near UK = 7. We dub the interval near% = 7 as the safe zone.
We numerically checked that the initial value of ¢ does not
affect the dynamics or any of the conclusions. Neglecting
the second derivative terms in the equations of motion (26)

and integrating, we obtain

22
c . a\w
—=—{/1= -, 27
cos <s1n f) (27)
and since f > A, we find that cos § ~ —1 is a very good

approximation, which we use in the rest of analysis. This
behavior is checked numerically and depicted in Fig. 3. As
before, we can obtain the number of e-folds by performing
the integral faa’ da % and using the Friedman’s equation
after neglecting a and 6. Assuming that the inflation ends at
ay = nf, which is a very good approximation as we will see
from the values of € and 7, we find
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FIG. 4. The dependence of the number of e-folds on the initial
value of a. The scattered black points are the numerical values,
we take A = 1073y/8zMp and f = 6v/8aMp, while the con-
tinuous green line is the analytical expression (29). The maxi-
mum number is achieved by starting the inflation at a(0) ~ 5 f.
We also checked that the number of e-folds is very insensitive to
the value of A. It changes by less than 5% as A changes between
1072Mp and 107°Mp.
M2 N,
in o
smzf—e 7, (28)

and the maximum number of e-folds is obtained by starting
the inflation at a =7 f:

212 .
Nmax — {izlog (mﬂﬂ . (29)
Mp 2f) L a=sr

For example, taking f = 6v/87Mp, we find N™* = 627,
which is in an excellent agreement with the numerical
solution; see Fig. 4. We also used our numerical scheme in
order to check that starting the inflation at values of a
slightly larger or smaller than 7 f results in a smaller
number of e-folds. Using Eq. (29) or our numerical code,
we find that f < Mp gives N, < 0.7, and thus one cannot
achieve inflation once QCD backreaction is taken into
account, in contradistinction with the single-field inflation.
We also find that the minimum value of f that yields
60 e-folds is [ ~9.4Mp.

If we assume that a is randomly distributed between O
and 2zf from one horizon volume to another in a multi-
verse, then the probability of being in a region where
inflation proceeds successfully, i.e., gives N, ~ 50-60, is

“f da

givenby P =4 lef_f 3.5 Where @, is the maximum value

of a; in Eq. (28) that gives the minimum number of the
required e-folds. Thus, we find

2 _MpNe T
P == |2sin7! 27 ) ——|. 30
~|2sin1(e7m) =2 (30)

For example, using f = 6v8zMp and f = 50v8zMp
gives P = 67% and P = 96%, respectively, for N, = 60.

0.0095
fffff Analytic
0.0090 _
— Numeric
0.0085
e
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n
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fffff Analytic
0.0085
— Numeric
0.0080
S e
52 54 56 58 60
FIG. 5. The numerical values of € and 7 (the solid lines) against

the analytical expressions (dotted lines) given in Eq. (32) as
functions of N, the number of e-folds remaining before the end
of inflation. We take A = 1073v/8zMp and f = 6v/8zMp. The
discrepancy between the analytical and numerical solutions is
less than 2%. We also find that changing the value of A has a little
effect on both € and 7, in agreement with Eq. (32) that does not
depend explicitly on A.

We can proceed to calculate the slow-roll parameters:
using the equations of motion (after neglecting the second
derivatives), the Friedmann’s equation (after neglecting the
fiI‘St3 8derivatives), and the approximation cos§ = —1, we
find

M> a M3 cos %
™o TS T R ity OV

It can be easily checked that these parameters stay small
during inflation, provided that f > 9Mp. We can also
express € and 7 in terms of N}, the number of e-folds
remaining before the end of inflation:

#¥We would like to emphasize that there is no heterogeneity
between the tan formula that appears here and cotan formula that
appears near the discussion of the traditional axion inflation. The
formula in Eq. (31) is derived assuming that we start inflating
near a/f = /2, while the cotan formula is derived assuming that
we start inflating near a/f = n. Notice that this is the main
difference between the traditional axion inflation (where we
assume that we start inflating near the hilltop at a/f = #) and the
inflation model we are studying in this paper, which takes the
QCD effects into account. As we emphasize, in the latter case,
one cannot inflate near a/ f = x since this initial condition spoils
the slow-roll parameters. So, in summary, the tan versus cotan
formula reflects the fact that we start inflating at different points
in the field space that are shifted by z/2.
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M> 1
e(N?) :722%’
21 MpNe
e ” —1
MINY
M2 2—¢ /7
n(N?) _ngw (32)

-1

Interestingly, these are the exact same expressions we
obtained above before taking the strong dynamics effects
into account. This result is not unexpected since the o field
becomes frozen near zA, and effectively the dynamics is
governed by a single field a. The caveat, however, is that
this is true only for values of a/f in the safe zone near 7.
Otherwise, the QCD effects become vicious and completely
spoil inflation. As we shall show below, this observation
will play a pivotal role in conclusions about the power
spectrum and tensor perturbations. In Fig. 5, we compare
the analytical results (32) with numerical calculations to
find an excellent agreement, with difference less than 2%.

Before we conclude this section, we also present the
numerical solution of the SU(N, = 3) case; see Fig. 6. Tobe
able to compare with SU(N,. = 2), we make the substitution
f = 3f/N;Tg in Eq. (20). The maximum number of e-
folds will be achieved if we start inflating at a = % fk=1,
2, while the initial values of ¢ have almost no effect on the
dynamics, exactly as in SU(2). We also compute the slow-
roll parameters € and n at N ~ 50—60 e-folds before the end
of inflation to find almost an exact match with the SU(2)
case. This behavior indicates that the rank of the gauge group
has a minor effect on the axion (at least for small values of
N,) and that strong dynamics will cease to affect inflation
once the axion is rolling down in the safe zone.

C. Quantum fluctuations: The QCD effects

Now, it is time to ask about the effect of QCD on
the quantum fluctuations during inflation, and hence on
the CMB power spectrum. We limit our treatment to the
SU(N, =2) case. To this end, we proceed as usual by
writing both @ and o fields as classical backgrounds and
small perturbations: a = a. + da, ¢ = 6. + do. Then, we
substitute in the equations of motion (after restoring the
dependence on the spatial coordinates V2a and V2s) to
obtain

% PV
5a+3H5a+625 aa‘s”+ 5a—0
2 aZV 2
86 + 3H56 + Sa+——5b86+-566=0, (33)

dado Do? b?

where b is the scale factor and k is the comoving wave
number. Further, we define dy; = bda, dy, = bdo, make
the change of variables from the cosmic time ¢ to con-
formal time 7 via dz = dt/b, and use the approximation

b(r) =— m In this approximation, we assume that the

e-folds
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FIG. 6. The numerical data for the SU(N, = 3) case. The roots

are a; = (v2,0), ay = (—% \/%) and a3 = (—\/iE —\/g); see
Ref. [42]. We take f = 64/87Mp and A = 1073+/87M p. The top
template shows the total number of e-folds as a function of the
initial position of the axion. An initial position at % f yields the
largest value of the number of e-folds. The bottom template
shows the values of € and 7 as functions of the number of e-folds
remaining before the end of inflation. We can see that these values
are almost identical to the ones in the SU(N,. = 2) case and that
the color group has a little effect on axion inflation once the axion
is in the safe zone.

Hubble parameter stays constant over the course of inflation,
which is a very good approximation in the case of a single-
field inflation. As we discussed above, one can completely
forget about the classical dynamics of ¢ during the full span
of inflation (when the axion is in the safe zone) since o
spends most of its life near o=~ xzA. Effectively,
we have a single-field inflation, and the approximation
b(z) =— m is justified. The purpose of the present
analysis is to check whether the fluctuations, rather than the
classical dynamics, of ¢ become important during any stage
of inflation.
After a straightforward calculation, we obtain

d? -2 —3e + 31, 3naa

Ll s+ Kk + — ]5;(1 8y, =0,

d? 2 -3¢+ 31,, 37]“

[d SR 7—2] Sy + 2190 50— 0, (34)
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where we defined

2V PV PV

Oa’ _ 0o’ _ Jado
@ 3]{2 ( )

Moo = 3}{27

At this stage, we use the results of the previous section to
write 7,,, N> and n,, as functions of NJ:

MZPN*
W Mi2—e P

n(NZ)_r/aa(Ne>_2_f[2) N )

e # —1
MING
M:2—e 7

Noo(N2) = 5= Mao(NE) % 0. (36)

e —1

Since 77,,(N}) ~ 0, the fluctuations &y, and 8y, decouple.
Moreover, since [7(N})| < [7,,(N2%)|, the fluctuations of
the o field stay in the vacuum as the a fluctuations exit the
horizon.*” This is expected since o is orders of magnitude
heavier than a; remember that A <« f. Thus, the CMB
power spectrum and tensor perturbations are solely gov-
erned by the dynamics and fluctuations of the axion and
that the strong dynamics has a negligible effect on both
quantities. The caveat, however, is that this is only true as
long as we start inflation in the safe zone near a = 7 f.

We conclude that the spectral tilt and the tensor to scalar
ratio are given by the single-field expressions (24), and thus
strong dynamics does not alter these quantities as long as
the axion rolls down in the safe zone.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigated the role played by the
strong dynamics in models of natural inflation. We argued
that the single-field effective potential breaks down as the
axion makes large-field excursions and that it overlooks the
effects of the strong dynamics at the hilltop. We also argued

PNotice that n is the ratio of the fluctuation mass to the Hubble
parameter. Therefore, having |7| > 1 means that the amplifica-
tion of the fluctuations is highly suppressed.

that the intertwining between the axion and hadrons near
the hilltop is ultimately tied to a ’t Hooft anomaly.

Since A>m, ~ ATZ one would naively expect that
hadrons have a negligible effect on the axion dynamics,
unless we start extremely close to the hilltop within a
narrow strip of width approximately %« ~ 10~* around 7.
Interestingly, the influence of the hadrons on axions occurs
not only in a small region, but it actually extends farther
away, changing the conclusions in a dramatic way. For
example, we found that using f < M p does not yield the e-
folds required to solve the problems of the standard big
bang cosmology. Yet, taking f > 9M p, we were also able
to identify a safe zone where the hadrons decouple. We
found that, as the axion rolls down the safe zone, the power
spectrum and tensor to scalar ratios are identical to the
values obtained from the single-field potential. Such con-
clusions are independent of the number of colors, and we
also expect them to be generic in other QCD-axion infla-
tionary models.

Finally, we point out that our analysis raises a question
about the axion misalignment mechanism [43]. In this
scenario, the misalignment can produce the observed dark
matter abundance if a/ f is taken sufficiently close to 7. The
idea is that, in order to generate the observed dark matter
abundance, the axion should be frozen at the hilltop until
the era of QCD phase transition. As the Hubble parameter
becomes comparable to the strong scale, the axion starts
oscillating and produce dark matter. One expects, however,
the effects of strong dynamics to be enhanced near
a/f = &, which can affect the DM abundance. Since we
are considering QCD at temperatures comparable to A, it is
not yet clear how one can take the strong dynamics into
account and whether the BCF anomaly survives at finite
temperatures. A detailed study of this problem is left for
the future.
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