arXiv:2008.00628v3 [hep-th] 29 Jan 2021 epl draft

Conformal inflation in the metric-affine geometry

Y. Mikura^{1 (a)}, Y. Tada^{1 (b)} and S. Yokoyama^{2,3 (c)}

1 Department of Physics, Nagoya University, Nagoya 464-8602, Japan 2 Kobayashi Maskawa Institute, Nagoya University, Chikusa, Aichi 464-8602, Japan 3 Kavli IPMU (WPI), UTIAS, The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8583, Japan

PACS 98.80.Cq – Particle-theory and field-theory models of the early Universe (including cosmic

pancakes, cosmic strings, chaotic phenomena, inflationary universe, etc.)

PACS 04.50.Kd – Modified theories of gravity

Abstract – Systematic understanding for classes of inflationary models is investigated from the viewpoint of the local conformal symmetry and the slightly broken global symmetry in the framework of the metric-affine geometry. In the metric-affine geometry, which is a generalisation of the Riemannian one adopted in the ordinary General Relativity, the affine connection is an independent variable of the metric rather than given e.g. by the Levi-Civita connection as its function. Thanks to this independency, the metric-affine geometry can preserve the local conformal symmetry in each term of the Lagrangian contrary to the Riemannian geometry, and then the local conformal invariance can be compatible with much more kinds of global symmetries. As simple examples, we consider the two-scalar models with the broken SO(1, 1) or O(2), leading to the well-known α-attractor or natural inflation, respectively. The inflaton can be understood as their pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson.

Introduction. – Since the advent of the concept of cosmic inflation, hundreds of theoretical models have been studied for its realisation, though a unanimous understanding is yet to be obtained. Amongst these vast numbers of inflationary models, recent remarkable progress of cosmological observations represented by the precise measurement of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) by the Planck Collaboration has been revealing the favoured classes of inflation [1]. The first attempt to inflation by Starobinsky [2] represents such favoured classes. A possible generalisation of this class has recently been called α-attractor [3–5], in which the effective potential for the canonical scalar (inflaton) φ has a form of

V (φ) ∼ Λ^4 tanh^{2n} ( φ √ 6α ) , n = 1, 2, 3, · · · . (1) This class of inflationary models uniformly predicts the scalar spectral index n_S and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r as [4]

n_S := d log P_ζ d log k ≃ 1 − 2 N , r := P_h P_ζ ≃ 12α N^2

, (2)

(a)E-mail: mikura.yusuke@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp (b)E-mail: tada.yuichiro@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp (c)E-mail: shu@kmi.nagoya-u.ac.jp

independently of the power n for small α. Here P_ζ and P_h denote the primordial scalar and tensor power spectra, respectively, and N is the number of e-folds of inflation. They are well consistent with the Planck 2018’s 2σ constraints n_S |_{k=0.05 Mpc}−1 = 0.9649 ± 0.0084 and r|_{k=0.002 Mpc}−1 < 0.056 [1] for N ∼ 50–60 and α ≲ 10 in Planck mass unit (Starobinsky’s model corresponds with α = 1). Another possibility, natural inflation [6], where the potential is given by the periodic form

V (φ) ∼ Λ^4 ( 1 − cos φ f ) , (3)

is also marginally consistent with the Planck’s constraint if f ∼ 7.

The further advantage of the α-attractor is its compatibility with the local conformal symmetry. The conformal or scale invariance is an important concept in many physical contexts including cosmology (see, e.g., Ref. [7]). We have however found neither the scale invariance nor the corresponding massless Nambu-Goldstone (NG) mode at low energy, so it must be broken explicitly or implemented as a local symmetry. The local conformal symmetry is also helpful for, e.g., supergravity embedding [8, 9] (see also, e.g., Refs. [10–13]). Inflation with the local conformal symmetry called conformal inflation has been studied p-1

Y. Mikura1E-mail: mikura.yusuke@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp Y. Tada1E-mail: tada.yuichiro@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp S. Yokoyama2,3E-mail: shu@kmi.nagoya-u.ac.jp

well (see, e.g., Refs. [14, 15]). The α-attractor in this context can be understood as the pseudo-NG mode of the additional global symmetry with a small explicit breaking, so that the flatness of inflaton’s potential is protected. However the local conformal invariance restricts the relation between the scalar kinetic term and its coupling to the Ricci scalar in the ordinary Riemannian geometry and thus the idea of conformal inflation cannot be freely generalised to other global symmetry groups. In fact natural inflation, which is also interpreted as the pseudo-NG mode, cannot be implemented in a local-conformal way (see Ref. [16] for an attempt to implement natural inflation in the local-conformal action by introducing the dynamical Weyl gauge field.)

In this Letter we show that these two classes of inflation: α-attractor and natural inflation can be systematically understood by the local conformal symmetry and the slightly broken global symmetry in the framework of the metricaffine geometry where the metric and affine connection are treated as independent variables. This generalised geometry implies a possibility that many kinds of inflation could be further unified or some novel class of inflation could be developed in the context of the local conformal invariance. Throughout this paper, we adopt the Planck unit c = ℏ = M_{Pl} = 1 and the sign of the Minkowski metric is defined by η_{μν} = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1).

The metric-affine geometry and the local conformal transformation. – The usual General Relativity employs the (pseudo-)Riemannian geometry, where only the metric g is an independent variable and the affine connection Γ is its dependent function, given e.g., by the Levi-Civita connection:

Γ^ρ_{μν} (g) = 1 2 g^{ρλ}(∂_μg_{νλ} + ∂_ν g_{μλ} − ∂_λg_{μν} ). (4)

The local conformal transformation in this geometry is defined as the change of metric by a scalar factor at each spacetime point as^1

g_{μν} → g̃_{μν} = e^{−2σ(x)}g_{μν} , (5)

accompanied by the corresponding transformation of the Levi-Civita connection. Due to this non-trivial transformation of the connection, the Ricci scalar is not covariant under this transformation as can be seen from

R(g) → R̃(g) = e^{2σ(x)} ( R(g) − 6e^{σ(x)}□e^{−σ(x)} ) , (6)

in the 4-dimensional spacetime. One thus often introduces another transforming scalar field S,

g_{μν} → g̃_{μν} = e^{−2σ(x)}g_{μν} , S → S̃ = e^{σ(x)}S, (7)

1Strictly speaking, this metric transformation should be called the Weyl transformation, while the conformal transformation means the change of the coordinate. Nevertheless we refer to this metric transformation as the conformal transformation in this work, following the convention of the community.

to construct a local-conformal-invariant Lagrangian L ⊃ √ −g ( 1 12 S^2R(g) + 1 2 g^{μν} ∂_μS∂_ν S ) . (8)

The extra σ-derivatives in eq. (6) can cancel thanks to the kinetic term of the scalar field. The extra scalar factor e^{−2σ} in √ −gR is also cancelled by the antifactor from S^2 in the non-minimal coupling term. One may also add the quartic potential − √ −g^1_4 λS^4 which has also local conformal invariance by itself.

Now the Einstein gravity can be understood as a particular gauge choice S = √ 6 of the local conformal symmetry.

It could be also seen as one variety of the induced gravity scenario [17, 18]. The scalar S appears inevitably as a ghost in this context because the proportion of the coefficient of each term in eq. (8) should be specified to cancel the σ-derivatives and then the kinetic term of S exhibits the wrong sign. This is not problematic in itself as S is a “fixed” degree of freedom (DoF) and removed from the theory. However then one cannot have any matter component other than gravity in this minimal setup. One may add another scalar DoF as an inflaton to the theory but the coefficients of their non-minimal couplings and kinetic terms are still restrictive.

On the other hand one can generalise the geometry side to the so-called metric-affine one where both the metric and the affine connection are treated as independent variables (see, e.g., [19–24] and references therein). If the gravity part is dictated only by the Einstein-Hilbert action, the Lagrangian constraint restricts the connection to the Levi-Civita one with the torsion-free condition as a gauge choice, and the two geometries do not lead to any difference. In general, the metric-affine geometry however exhibits different physics from the Riemannian even if the action takes the same form.

In the metric-affine geometry, the connection is left unaffected under the conformal transformation as an independent DoF of the metric:

g_{μν} → g̃_{μν} = e^{−2σ(x)}g_{μν} , Γ^μ_{αβ} → Γ̃^μ_{αβ} = Γ^μ_{αβ} . (9)

As the Riemann tensor is a function only of the connection, it obviously leads to the covariant Ricci scalar:

R(g, Γ) = g^{μν} R_{μν} (Γ) → R(g̃, Γ̃) = e^{2σ(x)}R(g, Γ). (10)

Its large benefit is that the non-minimal coupling term √ −gS^2R(g, Γ) exhibits the local conformal invariance by itself without specifying the kinetic term of the scalar S. The conformal invariance of the kinetic term can be also restored in itself by replacing the ordinary derivatives by the covariant ones defined by [25]

D_μ := ∂_μ − 1 8 Q_μ, (11)

with the non-metricity [20] Q_μ = g^{αβ}Q_{μαβ} := −g^{αβ}∇_μg_{αβ} , (12)

p-2

Conformal inflation in the metric-affine geometry

which vanishes for a metric-compatible connection. One then finds that this derivative transforms covariantly as

D_μS → D̃_μS̃ = e^{σ(x)}D_μS. (13)

To put it short, in the metric-affine geometry, each of the non-minimal coupling term √ −gS^2R(g, Γ), the scalar kinetic term √ −gg^{μν} D_μSD_ν S, and the possible potential term √ −gS^4 has independently local conformal invariance.

To clarify the role of the non-metricity Q_μ, the connection transformation called projective transformation peculiar to the metric-affine geometry [25, 26]

Γ^μ_{αβ} → Γ̃^μ_{αβ} = Γ^μ_{αβ} + δ^μ_αξ_β (x), (14)

is useful. It can be easily proven that the Ricci scalar is invariant as R̃(g, Γ̃) = R(g, Γ) under the projective transformation, while the non-metricity changes as

Q_μ → Q̃_μ = Q_μ + 8ξ_μ. (15)

Without any explicit Q_μ-term in the Lagrangian, the action thus enjoys the local projective invariance and the non-metricity is a mere gauge choice. It ensures that one can arbitrarily choose Q_μ and adopt, e.g., the metriccompatible connection: Q_μ = 0. If the action is constituted only by the Einstein-Hilbert one with minimally coupled matters, the stationary constraint on the connection with this gauge choice leads to the ordinary Levi-Civita connection and the metric-affine geometry coincides with the Riemann formulation [27]. On the other hand, the explicit Q_μ-term breaks the local projective invariance and Q_μ is recognised as a physical (but non-dynamical) DoF. Nonetheless, since the Ricci scalar (and trivially the potential term) has the projective invariance, it does not influence the Q_μ’s stationary solution and the non-metricity can be integrated out only through the conformal kinetic term. We refer the reader to Table 1 for a list of the transformation laws both in the Riemannian and metric-affine geometries as a summary of this section.

Conformal inflation. – In the previous section, we saw that, in the metric-affine geometry, an arbitrary combination of the non-minimal coupling √ −gS^2R(g, Γ), the scalar kinetic term √ −gD_μSD^μS, and its potential √ −gS^4 exhibits the local conformal invariance. However this scalar DoF S could be removed by the gauge fixing of the conformal symmetry as, e.g., S = const., where the action is reduced to the mere Einstein-Hilbert one with a cosmological constant after integrating out Q_μ. One minimal extension is thus adding another scalar to preserve one inflaton DoF as we investigate below.

Global symmetry. We further impose an additional global symmetry on the two scalar fields ϕ and χ to keep the inflaton’s effective potential flat. As a first example, let us start with the most general Lagrangian which respects both the local conformal and the global SO(1, 1) symmetry: L = √ −g [ 1 12α (χ^2 − ϕ^2)R(g, Γ) + 1 2 D_μχD^μχ − 1 2 D_μϕD^μϕ − 1 4 λ(χ^2 − ϕ^2)^2 ] , (16)

with arbitrary coupling constants α and λ (the particular notation of the coefficient 1/12α is for later convenience). We note that, contrary to the ordinary Riemannian geometry, α is not necessarily fixed to unity as each term independently respects the local conformal invariance in the metric-affine geometry. Making use of the local conformal symmetry, it can be simplified by fixing the scalars to, e.g., χ^2 − ϕ^2 = 6α called rapidity gauge [4, 15]. This unifies the two scalars to one canonical field φ through χ = √ 6α cosh φ √ 6α , ϕ = √ 6α sinh φ √ 6α , (17)

and the model we consider is expressed as L = √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ) − 1 2 ∂_μφ∂^μφ + 3α 64 Q_μQ^μ − 9λα^2 ] . (18) Q_μ’s stationary solution is trivial as Q_μ = 0 and one obtains the Lagrangian for a free massless scalar φ with a cosmological constant Λ^4 := 9λα^2 as L = √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ|_{Qμ=0}) − 1 2 ∂_μφ∂^μφ − Λ^4 ] . (19)

It can be also checked with another gauge choice, e.g., the conformal gauge χ = √ 6α. In this gauge, the Lagrangian first reads L = √ −g [ 1 2 ( 1 − ϕ^2 6α ) R(g, Γ) + 3α 64 Q_μQ^μ − 1 2 D_μϕD^μϕ − 9λα^2 ( 1 − ϕ^2 6α )_2] . (20)

This so-called Jordan frame expression can be simplified to the Einstein frame by the conformal redefinition of the metric: g_{μν} → ( 1 −^{ϕ2}_{6α} ) g_{μν} (but leaving other variables including the connection Γ unaffected in the metric-affine geometry) as L = √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ) + 3α 64 Q_μQ^μ − 1 2 1 (1 − ϕ^2/6α)^2 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ − Λ^4 ] . (21)

Taking the constraint Q_μ = 0 into account, this Lagrangian again boils down to the canonical free scalar φ := √ 6α tanh^{−1 ϕ√}_{6α} with a cosmological constant Λ^4 = 9λα^2.

This is not a characteristic feature only of the SO(1, 1) p-3

Y. Mikura1E-mail: mikura.yusuke@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp Y. Tada1E-mail: tada.yuichiro@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp S. Yokoyama2,3E-mail: shu@kmi.nagoya-u.ac.jp

Riemannian Metric-affine

Conformal trans. g_{μν} → g̃_{μν} = e^{−2σ(x)}g_{μν} S → S̃ = e^{σ(x)}S Γ̃^ρ_{μν} = Γ^ρ_{μν} − δ^ρ_μ∂_ν σ − δ^ρ_ν ∂_μσ + g_{μν} g^{ρλ}∂_λσ R̃ = e^{2σ} (R − 6e^σ□e^{−σ}) ∂_μS̃ = e^σ(∂_μS + S∂_μσ)

Γ̃^ρ_{μν} = Γ^ρ_{μν} R̃ = e^{2σ}R Q̃_μ = Q_μ + 8∂_μσ D̃_μS̃ = e^σD_μS

Projective trans.

Γ^μ_{αβ} → Γ̃^μ_{αβ} = Γ^μ_{αβ} + δ^μ_αξ_β R̃ = R Q̃_μ = Q_μ + 8ξ_μ

Table 1: The transformation laws of variables in the ordinary Riemannian geometry and the metric-affine geometry.

symmetry. In the metric-affine geometry, one can instead impose, e.g., the global O(2) symmetry as

L = √ −g [ 1 8f^2

(ϕ^2 + χ^2)R(g, Γ) − 1 2 D_μϕD^μϕ − 1 2 D_μχD^μχ − 1 4 λ(ϕ^2 + χ^2)^2 ] , (22)

with arbitrary parameters f and λ (again the notation 1/8f^2 is for later convenience). Taking the rotational gauge ϕ^2 + χ^2 = 4f^2 by

ϕ = 2f cos φ 2f , χ = 2f sin φ 2f , (23)

one then easily finds that it also gives the free massless scalar with a cosmological constant.

We saw that both the exact SO(1, 1) and O(2) symmetry equally lead to the free massless scalar with a cosmological constant. However once they are explicitly broken, they give rise to two different inflationary models both of which are well motivated by the CMB observation, as we will see in the next subsection.

Breaking the global symmetry. To make the inflaton potential slightly tilted, let us introduce a small explicit breaking to the global symmetry, keeping the local conformal symmetry. First the broken SO(1, 1) model can be given, e.g., by L = √ −g [ 1 12α (χ^2 − ϕ^2)R(g, Γ) + 1 2 D_μχD^μχ − 1 2 D_μϕD^μϕ − 1 36α^2 F ( ϕ χ ) (χ^2 − ϕ^2)^2 ] , (24)

where F is an arbitrary function and a combination ϕ/χ is a unique way of preserving the local conformal symmetry [15]. Its coefficient 1/36α^2 is just for later convenience. As this model still has the local conformal invariance, one can again fix the scalar fields as a gauge choice. In the rapidity gauge χ^2 − ϕ^2 = 6α (17), it reads L = √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ) − 1 2 ∂_μφ∂^μφ + 3α 64 Q_μQ^μ −F ( tanh φ √ 6α )] , (25)

and the stationary solution Q_μ = 0 eventually leads to L= √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ|_{Qμ =0})− 1 2 ∂_μφ∂^μφ−F ( tanh φ √ 6α )] . (26) It is nothing but the well-known α-attractor inflation with the monomial potential F (x) = x^{2n} (n = 1, 2, 3, · · · ) [4].^2 Intriguingly in the metric-affine geometry, the α parameter can be easily (and inevitably in a general Lagrangian) introduced as a coupling constant of the non-minimal coupling, thanks to the feature that the local conformal invariance can hold in each term independently. In the conformal gauge χ = √ 6α, one can also see another aspect:

pole inflation [34, 35] as L= √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ|_{Qμ=0})− 1 2 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ (1 − ϕ^2/6α)^2 −F ( ϕ √ 6α )] . (27)

As well as α-attractor inflation, one can realise other inflationary models in a similar framework because there is no longer restrictive relation between the non-minimal couplings and the scalar kinetic terms in the metric-affine geometry. If one considers the broken O(2) model as L = √ −g [ 1 8f^2

(ϕ^2 + χ^2)R(g, Γ) − 1 2 D_μϕD^μϕ − 1 2 D_μχD^μχ − 1 16f^4 F ( ϕ χ ) (ϕ^2 + χ^2)^2 ] , (28)

2Higgs inflation [28] which corresponds to ϕ^4-chaotic inflation model with non-minimal coupling to gravity (see Ref. [29] for its generalisation) is well known to give very similar observational predictions to Starobinsky’s model in the Riemannian geometry. Interestingly, such a Higgs-like inflation in the metric-affine geometry/Palatini formalism can be almost equivalent to the α-attractor model [30–32] (see Ref. [33] for its generalisation). p-4

Conformal inflation in the metric-affine geometry

the rotational gauge (23) leads to L = √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ) − 1 2 ∂_μφ∂^μφ − f^2 32 Q_μQ^μ −F ( 1 / tan φ 2f )] . (29)

For, e.g., F (x) = 2Λ^4/(1+x^2) (see footnote^3), one obtains the natural inflation in this case [6]: L= √ −g [ 1 2 R(g, Γ|_{Qμ=0})− 1 2 ∂_μφ∂^μφ−Λ^4 ( 1 − cos φ f )] . (30)

Contrary to the axion-type natural inflation, the “decay” constant f need not be smaller than the Planck scale and thus it can be easily compatible with the CMB observation, that is, one can naturally take f ∼ 7.

Conclusions. – In this Letter, we investigated systematic understanding for classes of the inflationary models from the viewpoint of the local conformal symmetry with a slightly broken global symmetry in the metric-affine geometry. Contrary to the Riemannian geometry adopted in General Relativity, the metric-affine geometry regards both the metric and the affine connection as independent variables. Consequently the Ricci curvature transforms covariantly and each term in the Lagrangian can preserve the local conformal invariance by itself, introducing the covariant derivative D_μS = ( ∂_μ −^1_8 Q_μ ) S for a scalar S with the non-metricity Q_μ = −g^{αβ}∇_μg_{αβ}. This allows much richer structures for theories with further local/- global symmetries. As simple examples we showed that the well-known α-attractor and natural inflation can be systematically derived by the slightly broken SO(1, 1) and O(2) global symmetries, respectively.

Our conclusions are not restricted to these two specific examples. Noting the covariant transformations of curvature tensors R_{μν} (Γ) → R_{μν} (Γ) and R(g, Γ) → e^{2σ(x)}R(g, Γ) under the local conformal transformation g_{μν} → e^{−2σ(x)}g_{μν} , one can construct a higher curvature gravity theory like Starobinsky’s inflation [2] in a conformal-invariant way (see, e.g., Ref. [36]). There the quadratic term in the (anti-symmetric) Ricci tensor R_{[μν]} = (R_{μν} − R_{νμ})/2 gives rise to the kinetic term of the non-metricity Q_μ. Therefore the non-metricity Q_μ can be a dynamical degree of freedom known as the Weyl gauge field rather than an auxiliary field [37, 38]. However it could have a Planck-scale mass and be irrelevant to inflation and low energy physics [39,40]. Also, once the scalar kinetic term is written in the covariant derivative as X = −D_μSD^μS/2, the kinetic term transforms covariantly under the local conformal transformation. Therefore, one can easily construct a non-canonical kinetic-term

3Though its form seems artificial, its boundedness is necessary for the “small” explicit breaking of O(2), contrary to the α-attractor case where ϕ = √ 6α tanh^φ√_{6α} itself is already bounded. In fact it is not unnatural as it reads the ordinary renormalisable potential V (ϕ, χ) ∝ χ^2(ϕ^2 + χ^2) in terms of ϕ and χ.

theory L = P (X, S) with the local conformal invariance as a generalisation of k-inflation [41]. Multi-scalar generalisation is also a possible extension [42,43]. For a construction of the realistic inflationary model, the completion of the reheating should be important, and hence it should be interesting to consider the coupling to the matter in our framework [44–46]. We leave such interesting possibilities for future issues. ∗ ∗ ∗ Y.T. is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grants No.

JP18J01992 and No. JP19K14707. S.Y. is supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research(B) No. JP20H01932 and (C) No. JP20K03968.

REFERENCES

[1] Planck collaboration, Planck 2018 results. X.

Constraints on inflation, 1807.06211. [2] A. A. Starobinsky, A New Type of Isotropic

Cosmological Models Without Singularity, Adv. Ser. Astrophys. Cosmol. 3 (1987) 130.

[3] R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Superconformal generalizations of the Starobinsky model, JCAP 06 (2013) 028 [1306.3214].

[4] R. Kallosh, A. Linde and D. Roest, Superconformal Inflationary α-Attractors, JHEP 11 (2013) 198 [1311.0472].

[5] R. Kallosh, A. Linde and D. Roest, Large field inflation and double α-attractors, JHEP 08 (2014) 052 [1405.3646].

[6] K. Freese, J. A. Frieman and A. V. Olinto, Natural inflation with pseudo - Nambu-Goldstone bosons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 3233.

[7] I. Bars, P. Steinhardt and N. Turok, Local Conformal Symmetry in Physics and Cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 043515 [1307.1848].

[8] R. Kallosh, L. Kofman, A. D. Linde and A. Van Proeyen, Superconformal symmetry, supergravity and cosmology, Class. Quant. Grav. 17 (2000) 4269 [hep-th/0006179].

[9] S. Ferrara, R. Kallosh, A. Linde, A. Marrani and A. Van Proeyen, Superconformal Symmetry, NMSSM, and Inflation, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 025008 [1008.2942].

[10] W. Buchmüller, V. Domcke and K. Schmitz, Superconformal D-Term Inflation, JCAP 04 (2013) 019 [1210.4105].

[11] S. Choudhury, T. Chakraborty and S. Pal, Higgs inflation from new Kähler potential, Nucl. Phys. B 880 (2014) 155 [1305.0981].

[12] W. Buchmuller, V. Domcke and K. Kamada, The Starobinsky Model from Superconformal D-Term Inflation, Phys. Lett. B 726 (2013) 467 [1306.3471].

[13] K. Ishiwata, Superconformal Subcritical Hybrid Inflation, Phys. Lett. B 782 (2018) 367 [1803.08274].

[14] R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Superconformal generalization of the chaotic inflation model^λ_4 ϕ^4 −^ξ_2 ϕ^2R, JCAP 06 (2013) 027 [1306.3211]. p-5

Y. Mikura1E-mail: mikura.yusuke@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp Y. Tada1E-mail: tada.yuichiro@e.mbox.nagoya-u.ac.jp S. Yokoyama2,3E-mail: shu@kmi.nagoya-u.ac.jp

[15] R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Universality Class in

Conformal Inflation, JCAP 07 (2013) 002 [1306.5220]. [16] Y. Tang and Y.-L. Wu, Conformal α-attractor inflation

with Weyl gauge field, JCAP 03 (2020) 067 [1912.07610].

[17] A. Zee, A Broken Symmetric Theory of Gravity,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 42 (1979) 417.

[18] F. S. Accetta, D. J. Zoller and M. S. Turner, Induced

Gravity Inflation, Phys. Rev. D 31 (1985) 3046. [19] F. W. Hehl, J. McCrea, E. W. Mielke and Y. Ne’eman,

Metric affine gauge theory of gravity: Field equations, Noether identities, world spinors, and breaking of dilation invariance, Phys. Rept. 258 (1995) 1 [gr-qc/9402012].

[20] A. Kleyn, Metric-affine manifold, gr-qc/0405028. [21] V. Vitagliano, T. P. Sotiriou and S. Liberati, The

dynamics of metric-affine gravity, Annals Phys. 326 (2011) 1259 [1008.0171].

[22] V. Vitagliano, The role of nonmetricity in metric-affine

theories of gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014) 045006 [1308.1642].

[23] R. Vazirian, M. Tanhayi and Z. Motahar, Weyl-invariant

extension of the Metric-Affine Gravity, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2015 (2015) 902396 [1310.1452].

[24] K. Shimada, K. Aoki and K.-i. Maeda, Metric-affine

Gravity and Inflation, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 104020 [1812.03420].

[25] D. Iosifidis and T. Koivisto, Scale Transformations in

Metric-Affine Geometry, Universe 5 (2019) 82 [1810.12276].

[26] T. P. Sotiriou and S. Liberati, Metric-affine f(R)

theories of gravity, Annals Phys. 322 (2007) 935 [gr-qc/0604006].

[27] N. Dadhich and J. M. Pons, On the equivalence of the

Einstein-Hilbert and the Einstein-Palatini formulations of general relativity for an arbitrary connection, Gen. Rel. Grav. 44 (2012) 2337 [1010.0869].

[28] F. L. Bezrukov and M. Shaposhnikov, The Standard

Model Higgs boson as the inflaton, Phys. Lett. B 659 (2008) 703 [0710.3755].

[29] R. Kallosh, A. Linde and D. Roest, Universal Attractor

for Inflation at Strong Coupling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) 011303 [1310.3950].

[30] F. Bauer and D. A. Demir, Inflation with Non-Minimal

Coupling: Metric versus Palatini Formulations, Phys. Lett. B 665 (2008) 222 [0803.2664].

[31] K. Aoki and K. Shimada, Galileon and generalized

Galileon with projective invariance in a metric-affine formalism, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 044038 [1806.02589].

[32] T. Takahashi and T. Tenkanen, Towards distinguishing

variants of non-minimal inflation, JCAP 04 (2019) 035 [1812.08492].

[33] L. Järv, A. Racioppi and T. Tenkanen, Palatini side of

inflationary attractors, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 083513 [1712.08471].

[34] M. Galante, R. Kallosh, A. Linde and D. Roest, Unity of

Cosmological Inflation Attractors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 141302 [1412.3797].

[35] B. J. Broy, M. Galante, D. Roest and A. Westphal, Pole

inflation — Shift symmetry and universal corrections,

JHEP 12 (2015) 149 [1507.02277].

[36] A. Edery and Y. Nakayama, Palatini formulation of pure R^2 gravity yields Einstein gravity with no massless scalar, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 124018 [1902.07876].

[37] D. M. Ghilencea, Spontaneous breaking of Weyl quadratic gravity to Einstein action and Higgs potential, JHEP 03 (2019) 049 [1812.08613].

[38] D. M. Ghilencea, Stueckelberg breaking of Weyl conformal geometry and applications to gravity, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 045010 [1904.06596].

[39] D. M. Ghilencea, Palatini quadratic gravity: spontaneous breaking of gauged scale symmetry and inflation, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 1147 [2003.08516].

[40] D. M. Ghilencea, Gauging scale symmetry and inflation:

Weyl versus Palatini gravity, 2007.14733.

[41] C. Armendariz-Picon, T. Damour and V. F. Mukhanov, k - inflation, Phys. Lett. B 458 (1999) 209 [hep-th/9904075].

[42] R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Multi-field Conformal Cosmological Attractors, JCAP 12 (2013) 006 [1309.2015].

[43] H. Azri and S. Nasri, Entropy production in affine inflation, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 064073 [1911.11495].

[44] P. Brax and A. Davis, Conformal Inflation Coupled to Matter, JCAP 05 (2014) 019 [1401.7281].

[45] S. Céspedes and A.-C. Davis, Non-canonical inflation coupled to matter, JCAP 11 (2015) 014 [1506.01244].

[46] H. Bernardo, R. Costa, H. Nastase and A. Weltman, Conformal inflation with chameleon coupling, JCAP 04 (2019) 027 [1711.10408].

p-6