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ABSTRACT: We investigate the impact of particle production during inflation in scenarios
where an infinite tower of states features a mass scale that decreases exponentially along
the inflationary trajectory. Such couplings naturally arise in string effective field theo-
ries and are in fact motivated by the Swampland Distance Conjecture (SDC). We show
that the corrections to inflationary observables sourced by the tower scale as (H/Agp)?™P,
with H being the Hubble scale, Ag, being the species scale, that is the quantum gravity
cut-off, and p > 1 characterizes the density of states in the tower. As a result, in gravi-
tationally weakly coupled cosmological effective theories, the tower-induced contributions
are suppressed relative to the standard single-field predictions, leaving the inflationary
phenomenology essentially unchanged. We demonstrate this explicitly across a set of well-
motivated inflationary potentials, and we compare the resulting predictions with the most
recent observational constraints, including those from the Atacama Cosmology Telescope.
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1 Introduction

Towers of light particles can affect the dynamics of a gravitational system in numerous
ways. One of their universal effects is the renormalization of the scale at which gravity
becomes strongly coupled. The particles indeed contribute with a modification of the
graviton propagator at 1-loop, and one can show that perturbation theory breaks down at
the so-called species scale [1-5] (see also [6-9] for earlier works), which in four dimensions

is
Mp

Sp:\/Tsp7

where Mp is the reduced Planck mass and Ny, is the number of particle species with masses

A (1.1)

below Ag,. At this scale, any effective field theory (EFT) weakly coupled to Einstein gravity
breaks down, and quantum gravity features become manifest.

This fact has regained some attention, during the last few years, with the development
of the Swampland program [10-13], which aims to identify constraints that quantum gravity



sets at the (low energy) effective field theory level. Among these, the Swampland Distance
Conjecture (SDC) [11] is one of the most solid constraints. It states that traversing a
super-Planckian distance Ay in field space must necessarily be associated with an infinite
tower of states having exponentially decreasing mass scale, such as

my ~ e TAY (1.2)

with v an O(1) parameter, whose constraints in realistic setups have been discussed in [14—
24]. This behavior is typical in string effective models, and according to the Emergent
String Conjecture (ESC) [25] one can identify the tower with Kaluza-Klein (KK) or string
oscillator modes (see also [26, 27]). An important implication of the above formula is the
exponential drop-off of the quantum gravity cut-off, as defined in eq. (1.1), namely Ag, ~
e~ ¢ with ) in general different from =, in the same large-distance limit (see e.g. [28, 29]).
This means that arbitrarily large super-Planckian field displacements, Ay > M,,, are not
allowed in a consistent EFT as it would necessarily correspond to an arbitrarily small
quantum gravity cut-off and, therefore, to a complete breakdown of the theory.

In the context of inflationary cosmology, it was shown [17] that the requirement that
inflationary EFTs have energy scale H < Ay, [30] leads to a universal upper bound on
the inflaton range of the form Ay < —log H (see also [31, 32]). Inflationary scenarios
with ranges violating this bound do not admit an effective description weakly coupled to
gravity. Here, it is important to notice that the mass scale my of the tower is parametrically
lower than the cut-off! Asp and it may, therefore, happen that the scale H sits between
my and Agp. This implies that several states will enter the EFT at energies lower than the
gravitational cut-off, with potential observational signatures. In Figure 1, we offer a cartoon
of this situation for a generic inflationary potential. As one rolls down the potential, the
mass of the tower and the UV cutoff decrease exponentially with the field displacement.
There is then an intermediate regime, in which one must include the tower in the EFT.

In this article, we show that a mass coupling term such as eq. (1.2), between the inflaton
i and the states of the tower, becomes a source of particle production during inflation. This
phenomenon has been widely studied in the literature as a potential dissipation channel?,
effectively introducing an additional friction term in the equations of motion. Previous
works [36—42] have demonstrated that such effects can be dramatic enough to alter the
observational predictions of otherwise uncoupled inflationary models. Recently [43], the
coupling between the inflaton and additional (heavy) fields has also been explored as a
possible mechanism to reconcile inflationary models in tension with the Atacama Cosmol-
ogy Telescope (ACT) observations [44]. Given that a coupling of the form eq. (1.2) arises
quite generically in string-theoretic effective field theories, one is naturally led to question
whether attempting to embed an inflationary model into a more UV-complete framework

might substantially modify its original predictions.?

'One can see this already in the simplest case of an equispaced tower, with N = Ag,/my states below
the cut-off and masses m, = nmy, with n € N. Using also eq. (1.1), one obtains that m; = A%, Mp~?,
namely the mass scale of the tower is always smaller than the species scale.

2See [33-35] for recent work in a similar spirit in the context of dark energy, where (KK) dark matter
transfers energy to the quintessence field.

3We pursue this approach by enforcing consistency of the inflationary dynamics with the SDC, without
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Figure 1. Exponentially decaying tower m and species Ay, scales compared to the Hubble scale.
There is an intermediate regime in the field excursion of the inflaton in which the inflationary EFT
must include the effects of the light tower of species.

Our analysis shows that the exponential coupling between the tower and the inflaton,
as given in eq. (1.2), leads to sizable corrections to the sourced power spectrum just in
the limit H — Agp, namely when the inflationary model is at the boundary of validity of
gravitational weakly coupled effective theories. For a tower of particles with mass spectrum
parametrized by m,, = n'/Pm,, with p > 1 determining the state density of the tower, we
find that corrections to inflationary observables are always given by

24p
Mns,r, N} (ip) , (1.3)

where ng,  and fyr, are respectively the scalar spectral index, the tensor-to-scalar ratio of

primordial fluctuations and the non-gaussianity parameter.

Therefore, the key results of this work are that towers of scalar species with masses
given by eq. (1.2), as predicted in the context of string theory, produce negligible corrections
to inflationary observables, as long as the model can be described in the regime of weakly
coupled EFTs to Einstein gravity.

The organization of the article is as follows: In section 2, we review some aspects of
inflation and particle production. Section 3 contains our main results and computational
details regarding particle production with infinite towers of light modes. In section 4, we
present consequences of our findings to a number of well-motivated inflationary scenarios.
Finally, in section 5, we conclude.

2 Slow-roll inflation and inflationary particle production in a nutshell

In its minimal realization, inflation is driven by a single scalar field ¢, minimally coupled
to gravity and with a canonical kinetic term

M2 uv
S = /d‘*arx/—g [QPR + %%wucp —-V(e)| . (2.1)

committing to a fully UV-complete, string-theoretic embedding of inflation. In this work, we remain agnostic
about the fundamental origin of the potential.



where Mp ~ 2.4 x 10'® GeV/c? is the reduced Planck mass?, R is the Ricci scalar, and
V(¢) is the scalar field potential. The system is then expanded in terms of a homogeneous
background plus perturbations as

90<t7 f) = So(t) + 590(t7 f) ) g,U»V(tﬂ f) = g,ul/(t) + 5glw(t7 f) ) (2'2)

where ¢(t), g, (t) denote the homogeneous background fields and dp(t, ), g, (t, &) denote
the perturbations around the background. In cosmic time ¢, the action for the background

inflaton field reads "

S:/&m%ﬂi—vw], (2.3)

where we have substituted a Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLWR) metric, with
a mostly negative signature, with a(¢) representing the scale factor, and a dot denoting a
derivative with respect to t. The system is fully characterized by the scalar field equation

of motion (e.o.m.)

O+3Ho+V,=0, (2.4)
where V, = 0V/0y, together with the only two independent components of the Einstein
equations

22
B8H? = 2+ V(%) , —2H = ¢? (2.5)

where H = a/a is the Hubble parameter. Inflation corresponds to a phase of quasi de-Sitter
a(t) ~ eflt expansion of the Universe, requiring H < H?. From eq. (2.5), it is clear that
this implies ¢? < V. For this reason, this scenario is typically dubbed slow-roll inflation,
and for its characterization, it is convenient to introduce the so-called slow-roll parameters

(see, e.g., [45])

H dlnH 1 ¢? 2

e M _dnH _1¢7 1 /dInVAT (2.6)
H?2  dN., 2H? 2\ dy

_ ¢ _dho ldlme Ve _

oH  dN, 2 dN, TV

From these definitions, the condition € < 1 ensures that the Universe experiences acceler-

n= €. (2.7)

ated expansion, while n < 1 imposes that this configuration is preserved for enough time.
Finally, we define the number of e-folds NV, as

dN, = —Hdt , (2.8)

which provides a convenient characterization of time during inflation. In the following, we
work using the convention giving N, = 0 at the end of inflation and large and positive N,
deep in the inflationary phase.

Typically, the behavior of perturbations is studied by performing a scalar, vector,
tensor decomposition of do(7, &) and dg(7, &), and by identifying some gauge invariant
combinations (for a review, see, e.g., [46]). At the end of this procedure, the system will

“In the remainder of this document, we work in natural units, i.e., we set h = ¢ = 1, and, unless
differently stated, we also set Mp = 1.



depend on only two physical quantities® (for a total of three degrees of freedom): the co-
moving curvature perturbation R, and the traverse traceless spatial tensor h;;, consisting
of two degrees of freedom corresponding to the two gravitational wave (GW) polarizations.
By studying the equations of motion for these quantities, one can show that perturba-
tions generated on sub-horizon scales are stretched by the expansion until they exceed
the Hubble radius at that time, at which point they effectively freeze. At later times,
when these perturbations become causal again, they leave an imprint on the Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background (CMB) temperature and polarization [48-50]. Among the quantities
CMB observations can probe, there are the (dimensionless) scalar and tensor power spectra
computed at horizon crossing

kK3 H?> =, H? k3 5 2H?
¢ 272 SO[Q) ’ (/0| ]72e T 72 Z)\: | )\’ a2 ( )

where A = +, X denote the two GW polarizations. In these expressions, we have used the
slow-roll parameters defined in egs. (2.6) and (2.7), and we have substituted the solutions
for 0 and hy. The constraints set by CMB observations are typically expressed in terms
of the scalar spectral index ng, which measures the departure from scale invariance, and
the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, which measures the intensity of tensor perturbations compared
to their scalar counterpart

dln P
dlnk

P
~142n—4e, r=— =16¢, (2.10)

nS:1+ =
P

where in the expression of ns; we have kept only the lowest order terms in slow-roll parame-
ters. The most recent experimental bounds on the amplitude of the scalar power spectrum,
ns and r read [51-53]

P, =(210+£0.03) x107°,  ny— 1|, =0.035+£0.004, 7|, <0.036, (2.11)

where k, = 0.002Mpc~! denotes the pivot scale at which these quantities are measured.
The first of these constraints, which sets the amplitude of the scalar power spectrum at
CMB scales, is also referred to as the COBE normalization. For slow-roll inflation, k. can
be easily connected to the number of e-folds to the end of inflation (see, e.g., [54, 55]). So
that, in practice, given an inflationary model, it is sufficient to evaluate the right-hand sides
of egs. (2.9) and (2.10) at 50 < N,

While the power spectra are proportional to the two-point correlators of R and h, sim-

< 60 and compare with the constraints in eq. (2.11).
ilar quantities can be associated with higher-order correlation functions. In particular, the
scalar bispectrum B¢ is obtained by computing cubic correlations. In most single-field infla-
tion models, the bispectrum is typically strongly suppressed at large scales, implying that
primordial perturbations are highly Gaussian. For more general models, non-gaussianities
can be quantified in terms of the non-linearity parameter defined as

SVector perturbations do not contribute to the formation of large scale structure in the early universe
and, if produced, would nonetheless decay rapidly [47, 48].
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= Be(ki1, ko, ks)— — 2.12
InL = Be(ka, k2, ks) 3 @npE PEY K (2.12)
where B is the scalar bispectrum
o o o H3 - - -
Be(k1, k2, k3) = _Fa_ (6p(7, k1) 0(T, ka) dep(T, k3)) - (2.13)
0

In the case of particle production [39-41, 56, 57|, the spectrum is expected to peak for
equilateral configurations, corresponding to k1 = ko = k3. The current bound on equilateral
non-gaussianities (68% CL) is given by [58]

fNL,equil = —26 147 ) (214)
implying that non-gaussianities are compatible with zero.

2.1 Basics of inflationary particle production

In realistic scenarios, the inflaton might interact with other degrees of freedom. Such inter-
actions can lead to particle production during inflation, providing an additional channel for
energy transfer that modifies the background evolution and the dynamics of perturbations.
In particular, light or weakly massive fields can be produced efficiently, sourcing curvature
and tensor fluctuations beyond the standard single-field predictions. These effects may
reduce the tensor-to-scalar ratio and potentially bring otherwise excluded models, such as
simple monomial potentials, back into agreement with current observations [40, 41, 53, 58—
60]. In the following, we review the basics of particle production during inflation through
one of its simplest realizations.

A natural way to couple the homogeneous part of the inflaton ¢ to an additional
(inhomogeneous) field x is via a quadratic coupling of the form

4 g g 1 2
S= [ dav—g|75-0updvp = V() + - 0uxOux = 5 F(9)X7| (2.15)
where +/ f(p) represents a ¢-dependent mass for the field y. Given an unperturbed FLRW
metric
ds® = g, dotde” = dt* — a(t)?6;;da"da? (2.16)
the e.o.m. for the (homogeneous) inflaton and the (inhomogeneous) x field read
; . 1
PH3HY+ Ve + 5 (@) ) =0, (2.17)
. . Vx
XA3HY — —5 + fle)x =0, (2.18)

where the brackets denote a space average.® The term in eq. (2.17), proportional to (xx),
represents the x backreaction on the inflaton’s trajectory. We stress that here (and through-
out the rest of the paper) we assume no (homogeneous) zero mode to be present for the x

SNotice that only space averaged quantities built out of the y field can contribute to the e.o.m. for the
homogeneous inflation.



field(s). Namely, we assume (x) = 0, so that only the variance or higher order correlation
functions of the x field(s) can contribute to the dynamics. The presence of a homogenous
contribution from the x field(s) would otherwise further affect the background dynamics.

It is convenient to express the field equation for x in terms of conformal time 7, defined
by dr = dt/a, as well as to re-scale the field as x = {/a. This allows for a simpler e.o.m.
as

¢ = V6 +af(p)E — TE=0, (2.19)

where / denotes a derivative with respect to conformal time. We can express this in terms

of momentum modes

(k) = / B &(r, 7) (2.20)
9 - (27‘(’)3/2 9 b .
and the e.o.m. for the &, field can be written as a wave equation of the form
&1, k) +w?E(r k) =0. (2.21)
where we have introduced 0
w? = [k:Q +a?f(p) — 72] : (2.22)

When the effective mass a?f(¢) becomes small then w? can easily approach zero, thus
making the production of ¢ modes kinematically favored. A negative w? induces instead
a tachyonic instability, enhancing the amplitude of the £ modes. Both regimes can be
realized through a suitable choice of the coupling function f(p). In particular, one can
engineer this behavior to occur at one [61-63] or more [38, 41] points along the inflaton
trajectory. Coupling the inflaton to an infinite tower of states has been thoroughly explored
in the context of Trapped Inflation [38]. In such a scenario, particle production occurs
continuously, causing significant dissipation and thereby slowing the inflaton’s motion.
Additionally, the scalar power spectrum is enhanced due to the excitation of the extra
degrees of freedom, which suppresses the tensor-to-scalar ratio and can induce substantial
modifications to the spectral tilt [40, 41].

3 Particle production from a tower with an exponential mass scale

Let us now consider a model where the inflaton ¢ is coupled to an infinite tower of states
Xn, With masses exponentially sensitive to the inflaton value”

uv nyz m2 ~
S = /d$4\/—g [g2 PO — V(p) + Z <g28anaan - 7”6 27(PX$L>] ;o (31)

with
mp =n'Pmy (3.2)

"The precise behaviour of the mass scale of the tower (whether it grows or decreases during inflation)
depends on v and on the dynamics of ¢. In the following, we cover both scenarios by considering both
positive and negative values for v and comment on this point where relevant.



where n is a positive integer labeling the modes, p is a scaling exponent that determines
how the mass grows with the level n and m; is the mass scale m,, for the first state of the
tower.

As in section 2, we expand the fields ¢ and g, in terms of a homogeneous background
plus perturbations. Substituting into eq. (3.1), we get the e.o.m. for the homogeneous
background, which in terms of the physical time ¢, reads

G+3HG+ Vo — Y ymae 9(x2) =0, (3.3)
2
Xn + 3Hxn — Va;(” +mie ™y, =0, (3.4)

On the other hand, Friedmann’s equation reads

22 2 2
3H? = % F V() + En: [<X; ) 4 %6_27“"@3) . (3.5)
Similarly, we can compute the e.o.m. for d¢, which also depends on (x2) (see section 3.4).
It is clear from eq. (3.3) that assessing the impact of particle production on the inflaton
dynamics and the inflationary observables requires evaluating the two-point functions of
the fields xy,.

As in section 2.1, we introduce

&n = a(T)Xn > (3.6)

so that the e.o.m. for the &, fields reads

n(7.8) + wp a(r,B) = 0, (3.7)
where w,, is given by
2
w2 = k2 a®mie ¥ — | - (3.8)
T

As discussed in section 2.1, negative values of w? introduce a tachyonic instability in the
theory, leading to the explosive production of the corresponding modes &,,. Before studying
in detail the conditions for such a phenomenon to occur in the model of our interest, we
discuss the constraints to which this scenario is subject.

3.1 Quantum gravity constraints on the model

The presence of a tower of infinite scalars necessarily renormalizes the scale at which quan-
tum gravity (QG) effects become relevant. This gravitational cut-off is the so-called species
scale, as given in eq. (1.1). For the scenario considered in this work, the characteristic mass
of the tower of states is given by

my =my e 1P (3.9)



where we assume that the reference scale for the tower depends on the v.e.v. of some moduli
¢; in the UV theory, that is m; = m1(¢;).® A similar assumption was made in [64], where
the mass scale of the tower was fixed by the size of the internal manifold, while the dilaton
rolled down the top of the scalar potential. The exponential scaling 7 is bounded [21, 25]

NEEIENE (3.10)

where the upper bound corresponds to a decompactification limit from D = 4 to D = 5,

in D =4 such as

while the lower bound is valid for limits with weakly coupled critical strings.

Here and in the following sections we focus on p = 1, see eq. (3.1), which corresponds to
an equi-spaced tower. We will later present the generalization to arbitrary p in Appendix A.
Identifying the modes y, with states of a KK tower, the case p = 1 amounts to having
only a single compact dimension becoming large. For p = 1, the mass of the heaviest state
below the cutoff is given by Ny, my, so we have the relation

Ngpmy ~ Agp - (3.11)

This allows us to express the species scale as

1/3
Agp = MZPmi® = Mp <%) e e/3Mp (3.12)

and the number of modes below the species scale as

2/3 2/3
Nyp = (%) - <%> e21%/3Mp (3.13)

my mi

We observe that, along a field excursion, the species scale decreases exponentially, while the
number of species grows exponentially. Note that the scalings of Ag, and N, differ from
the scaling of the mass my as given above (see [65, 66] for a recently uncovered universal
pattern relating these scalings).

Given the above considerations, the model described by the action in eq. (3.1) must
obey at least two constraints.

Constraint C1: Energy scale

The inflationary energy scale must lie well below the quantum gravity cutoff to ensure
a consistent, weakly-coupled gravitational EFT [17, 30]. This amounts to imposing

H< A . (3.14)

This is equivalent to requiring that the UV cutoff is higher than the IR scale, which in

quasi-de Sitter space is precisely given by H. We now introduce Ny as the number of

8 Additionally, we assume that the masses are protected against thermal corrections, for instance through
softly broken supersymmetry.



species below the Hubble scale
(3.15)

that relates to the species scale as

() - (2 o1

Then, we can express the constraint eq. (3.14) as

Ny < Ny . (3.17)

We notice that both quantities, Ny and Ngp, are bounded from above by H ~2 (in
Planck units), as expressed by

Mg M3
This hierarchy admits a simple geometric interpretation. KEach light species below
the quantum gravity cutoff can be thought of as occupying a Planck-area element
12 = 1/M2. The total number of species Ny, must then fit within the area of the
Hubble patch, R% ~ 1/H?, thus yielding

Ny 13 < R%,. (3.19)

The notable aspect of this relation is that the relevant quantity controlling the bound
is the area of the Hubble horizon, rather than its volume. This mirrors what happens
for black holes, where the number of independent degrees of freedom that can be
consistently stored in a region is also set by an area law. The fact that de Sitter space
exhibits the same type of areal constraint is therefore non-trivial, and suggests that
species bounds are deeply connected to horizon thermodynamics rather than to local
field-theoretic counting (see e.g. [27, 67, 68]).

Constraint C2: Time scale

The species scale Ay, varies exponentially with ¢ as given in eq. (3.12). Therefore,

to avoid violating the constraint C1 in eq. (3.14) along the inflationary trajectory, we
must require that the characteristic timescale ts, over which the species scale changes
be much longer than the Hubble timescale ¢tz during inflation., namely

tep <L tp . (3.20)
The time scale of quantum gravity effects can be deduced from eq. (3.12) by considering
© ~ o + ¢, t, which gives

Pt/3Mep 3Mp (3.21)

Ay xx e 7 — toy = ——
P P vl

~10 -



The timescale of inflation is read off from the evolution of the scale factor,

1

a(t) ~ Mt — tg = T (3.22)
Imposing the condition in eq. (3.20) then leads to
¢l
1. 2
SHMp & (3.23)

which is a physical requirement of the model, ensuring that inflation occurs before the
breakdown of the EFT. Equivalently, this condition guarantees that the masses in the
tower vary adiabatically on inflationary timescales, i.e.,

™y < 1. (3.24)
my

3.2 Particle production

In this section, we analyze the instability of the x,, fields and its impact on the background
evolution, under the constraints introduced in section 3.1. Approximating the evolution as
quasi—de Sitter with a ~ —1/(HT) we can rewrite eq. (3.8) as

2
m; 2
w?L = k:2 + HTzze 2’7@ — ﬁ . (325)

We proceed by introducing d,, as the squared ratio between the mass of the n*" mode in
the tower and the Hubble scale

2 2
_Me g, (nmy)
677, = FZ (& e = T (326)

where, in the last equality, we have used egs. (3.2) and (3.9), and set p = 1, as we will
assume throughout the rest of the analysis. In terms of this quantity, eq. (3.7) reads

(k) + [kQ 2 ;25”] (T, k) =0. (3.27)

Assuming §,, to be nearly constant, which is valid under the slow-roll approximation, the
solution of this equation is given in terms of the Bessel function of the third kind (typically
referred to as the Hankel function of the first kind) H() as

En(r, k) = > 2_7T exp [W 9 — 45, + ZI] V- H£1)9_45 (—kT) . (3.28)
2 n

4

This solution features two different regimes. At early times, corresponding to |k7| > 1,
the modes are well inside the horizon and behave as free Bunch-Davies modes. At late
times, when |k7| < 1, the evolution is controlled by d,, which depends on the physical
mass scale of the tower. For §,, < 9/4, the order of the Hankel function is real, whereas for
dn, > 9/4 it becomes purely imaginary. We thus identify two cases depending on the mass.

- 11 -



3.2.1 Heavy Modes

Modes with §, > 9/4 correspond to masses above the Hubble scale nm; > %H , see
eq. (3.26). Their late-time evolution is governed by a Hankel function of purely imaginary
order, together with the time—dependent prefactors of the full solution, so they continue to
oscillate after horizon exit with a characteristic logarithmic modulation. Moreover, their
amplitude is exponentially suppressed, and this suppression becomes even stronger for
heavier modes, which have larger imaginary order.

Since these heavy modes remain oscillatory outside the horizon, it is convenient to
describe them in terms of Bogolyubov coefficients [62], which parameterize the mixing
between positive- and negative-frequency components of the solution. Their explicit form
is presented in Appendix B, where the large-d,, solution for &, is given. We are now
interested to compute the two-point correlation function, which tells us how fluctuations
of a field at different points in space (or momentum) are correlated. The result in position
space for a single heavy mode is

1 6—27r\/5n 5 6—27m/NH m%G—pr n2

<Xn(T7 f) XH(T’ f» = ag 67‘(’27'2 - 671'2

(3.29)

The contribution of these modes decays exponentially with their mass, and they will gen-
erally give a subdominant contribution compared to the light modes. There are then two
possibilities for the heavy modes. If the mass of the tower sits below the Hubble scale
such that the massgap of the heavy modes is less than H, the entire tower will have a
contribution

N 2 -5

my, _ R S 4 x 10

7”6 22 (xp (1, T) X (T, T)) =~ THA‘NH, (3.30)
n=3Ng/2+1

with N > Np some arbitrarily high cutoff . Then, this contribution is parametrically the

same as that on the light modes, but numerically suppressed, and can be neglected. If the

tower sits above the Hubble scale such that there are no light modes, the contribution to

the inflaton dynamics is

N 2 o—2mmi/H . HA

my, _o = 7
ZTne %0<Xn(7_ax) XR(T’x» = 1272 my < 12727

(3.31)

n=1

and will be exponentially suppressed by the mass of the tower. In fact, we can see that in
this case the total contribution is less than that of a single light mode. In the following
we consider only the contributions from light modes, as we have shown that modes with
masses above Hubble do not contribute significantly given our choice of coupling.

Here we should mention that whenever one has a tower of KK scalars from compactifi-
cation, one also inevitably has a KK tower of massive spin-2 particles, originating from the
dimensional reduction of the higher-dimensional graviton. Such a tower will then violate

9We can formally take this cutoff to infinity, such that we integrate in the entire tower of states. This
is in agreement with the regularization procedure introduced in [69, 70]
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unitarity whenever its mass scale is below the Hubble scale [71], namely, it will violate the
Higuchi bound

mgpin-Q > 2H2 ’ (332)

where the violation of unitarity is due to a 0-helicity mode acquiring negative kinetic energy.
Here we restrict ourselves to a single tower of light scalars, whose degeneracy matches that
of a KK tower, but otherwise assume there are no massive gravitons below the Hubble scale.
In order to satisfy the Higuchi bound with a light tower of KK scalars we would need to
assume that the scale separation between spin-0 and spin-2 modes can effectively arise
because only the KK scalars are coupling directly to the inflaton. Through this coupling,
their masses can receive additional suppression relative to the spin-2 modes, allowing the
EFT to satisfy the Higuchi bound. Additionally, we can also satisfy the Higuchi bound
by assuming that the KK scale never decreases below Hubble scale, so that we have only
massive modes that do not change the predictions for inflation significantly (see [72]). In
[73], it was argued, for towers of string excitation modes, that UV effects actually prevent
the breakdown of the EFT due to a violation of the Higuchi bound. If one tried to embed
our setup in string theory one might expect a similar thing, in which one is prevented from
lowering the KK scale arbitrarily. In any case we will focus on light modes, which can give
a non-negligible contribution and comment on this in the conclusions.

3.2.2 Light modes

Modes with d,, < 9/4, corresponding to masses below the Hubble scale nm; < %H , do
not oscillate at late times. Notice that the normalization of eq. (3.28) is chosen such that
modes with very short wavelength, i.e. with k?72 > |2 — §,|, match the Bunch-Davies
vacuum. Conversely, at late times, for small (—k7), the light modes behave as

&n(T, I;) ~ \/227]{

Using the definition of &,, the two-point correlation function for y,, is then given by

(—kr) 1o/ (3.33)

7 ) oK) = b 8 + ) 2B (339
where d,,,, is a Kronecker delta function. In position space, this equation reads
V2=5,)
) xalr ) = 3 | T e P AT A (3.35)
XniTo ) XokTo 2] = 2 0 A (2m)3 — 8m26, ’

where, since modes are enhanced when they have a size comparable to the Hubble radius
at that time, we have approximated the k-integral by substituting eq. (3.33). Moreover,
we have further approximated the integral using §,, < 1. This condition is related to the
following constraint that we impose in our computation.
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Figure 2. Two-point correlation function for the x fields, compared to the expected value of vacuum
modes (solid blue line). The solid red line denotes the approximate solution of eq. (3.27) (divided
by the scale factor) for k|7| < /2 — 4,,, while the dashed black line is the numerical solution. Here
we have fixed 6, = 0.01, v = 0.25, |¢|/H = 1/4/120, corresponding to the single-field solution of
chaotic inflation with a linear potential.

Constraint C3: Number of modes

In our analysis, we impose that the number of light modes is large, namely
Ng>1. (3.36)
Comparing with eq. (3.15), this requirement is equivalent to
mye 1?IMe < | (3.37)
and, using eq. (3.26), it also implies
oy <1, (3.38)

a limit, which approximately reproduces the standard freezing behavior of massless
modes. For computational purposes, we then require that at least ten modes con-
tribute to the inflationary dynamics, ensuring that the large-Ny limit can be taken
reliably. Unlike the previous constraints, which follow from physical considerations,
this assumption is not essential for the consistency of the framework. It is simply a
practical choice that simplifies our numerical analysis and does not stem from high-
energy physics arguments. Consequently, one could relax this assumption and extend
the results of this work to scenarios in which only a few modes in the tower are active

during inflation.

In Figure 2, we compare the result of eq. (3.34), obtained using the approximate
solution of eq. (3.27) for 0, < 1 (red line), with the standard freezing solution (blue line,
corresponding to d, = 0). We also show the numerical solution of eq. (3.27) (black dotted
line) and verify that both the approximate and the numerical solutions depart from the
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freezing behaviour. As we can see, for (—k7) — 0, corresponding to late times, the solution
decays instead of freezing.
3.3 Backreaction on background dynamics

We proceed by computing the backreaction due to particle production on the inflaton’s
dynamics. For this purpose, we sum over the light modes

3Ng/2 o 9 3Nu/2 m2 4
my, —2v¢ — ~ 3H —2’)/(,0 n o 9NHH
; 5¢ (T ) xn(T, 7)) 2 1o 2_: T (3.39)

where we have used eq. (3.26) and the sum goes up to 3Ny /2 because of the definition of
light modes given in the previous section. Notice that the factor of d,, in eq. (3.35) precisely
cancels the exponential prefactor and the explicit dependence on . Thus, the two cases
of an exponentially growing or decreasing mass of the tower lead to the same result. At
this point, it is worth stressing again that, regardless of whether the mass of the tower
is decreasing or increasing, we always assume (and in fact our computation requires) that
there is always a large amount of light fields with masses below Hubble (see Constraint
C3). However, as we show in the following, the sign of the coupling appears explicitly in
some of the perturbative corrections to single-field inflation quantities.
It is convenient to use eq. (3.16) to recast eq. (3.39) as

Nu 2 2 3
E my —2vp — — -~ 9H i
2 e <X77»(7_7 1‘) XTL(Tv II,')> - 3271'2 Asp . (340)

n
Here we can see that as long as the EFT description remains valid, the contribution to the
energy density of the tower will be suppressed with respect to the Hubble scale. Following
a similar procedure, we can show that the term depending on (¥,?) appearing in eq. (3.5)
is suppressed by a factor &, (i.e., 1/N%) with respect to the term in eq. (3.39). Thus, we
proceed by neglecting this contribution.

To estimate the correction to Friedman equation due to the x,, fields, we assume slow-
roll and approximate eq. (3.5) as
Vie) ma oy OXnXn) | V(p)
H?>~ 71 —neT2ypARNANL )
+ zn: 2 e

N 9 H?2 [ H\®
V() 3 32m2 V(p) \Agp

If the second term in the round brackets is much bigger than one, this equation reduces to
Ny H? ~ 1672, which is inconsistent with Constraint C1 in eq. (3.17). Thus, background
dynamics dominated by particle production would immediately lead to a breakdown of the
EFT. On the other hand, in the limit 3H2 ~ V(i) the second term in the bracket reads

9 H?2 [ H\® 3 H\?
= ~_ 2 (22 0095 42
3277 V(p) (Asp> 327 (Asp> < D00 (342)

where in the inequality we have used the Constraint C1, namely that H < Ag,. This shows

(3.41)

that, indeed, the contribution of the y,, fields to the Friedman equation is negligible, which
justifies approximating the Friedman equation as 3H? ~ V().
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Finally, assuming slow-roll, eq. (3.3) reduces to

Ny

. _ . 9y H\?
2 2 ~ A = ) ~
SHO+V, — En Yy, e (Xnxn) 2 3HY +V, Tk (Asp) ~0. (3.43)

While the first term corresponds to the usual Hubble friction, the next two terms are the
force exerted by the potential and the ., fields, respectively. The field velocity can be

L3 (A 5 /dnvV\~!
1672 \ Agp de

For later convenience, we introduce a fourth constraint.

Constraint C4: Field velocity

In our analysis, we impose that the tower contribution to the field velocity is negligible,

3y (H\?/dlnV\ !
2L (= 1. 4
o (i) (7)< 45

This constraint ensures that the last part of the inflationary trajectory (i.e., from CMB

written as
Ve
3H

¢ = (3.44)

namely

scales to much smaller scales) is only marginally affected by the presence of the x, fields.
In the following section, we will explicitly check the validity of this approximation for
the models of our interest and find that, in all our examples, this condition is essentially

guaranteed by the other three constraints.

We conclude this section by introducing the modified expressions for the slow-roll
parameters in egs. (2.6) and (2.7)

1 /dInV\? 3y [ H\’/dlnV
5_5( dep ) - 32m? (Asp> ( dep ) ’ (3.46)
2 3
n2V¢¢_1 dinV\* 9y (H dlnV ‘ (3.47)
v 2\ dy 3272 \ Agp dp

For later convenience, we denote with €9 and 7y the standard slow-parameters, without the
tower contribution, and with Ae, An the corrections induced by the tower of scalars, i.e.,

L <di)2 o Voo _ 1 <d1nV>2
2\ dp ' Vo2 dy ’ (3.48)
A€:_3_7<H>3(dlnv> An:_B_fy(i)g(dan)
322 \ Agp de ’ 812 \ Agp de '

Notice that these corrections are of the same order of the field velocity constraint in eq. (3.45)
with respect to g9 and 7.

3.4 Perturbations and observable quantities

The presence of the x,, fields not only affects the background evolutions, but it also modifies
the scalar and tensor power spectra, which, in the following, we will express as

P =P{+PX,  Pr=Pf+P}, (3.49)
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where Pg’ and P}p are the single-field contributions to the scalar and tensor power spectra
reported in eq. (2.9), and Pg‘, Pj)f are the contributions sourced by the y,, fields. Let us
start by focusing on the scalar perturbations. The e.o.m for ¢, in momentum space and
in terms of ¢ = adyp, reads

a” 2 82V(<P)

2o, ~2a2m?
a

52 2 > Mp"eﬂ”%xnxﬁl Y= va’mpe 1%5((xnxn)) »
(3.50)

n
where §((xnXn)) = XnXn — (XnXn) - Expanding to the lowest order in slow-roll parameters

/l]Z)” +

n

and using eq. (3.40), this equation can be written as

52
o {k Sy } b= 3 ) (3.51)

where we have used eq. (3.26), and to ease the notation we have introduced

"2/ H\?
2=l () . 52
b 872 <Asp> (3.52)

Notice that the Constraint C1 in eq. (3.14) implies § < 1. The full solution v is the
sum of 1y, the solution of the homogeneous equation, and 1, the solution of the sourced
equation. The homogeneous solution is given by

-

i
Yn(r, F) = {\/—T 7Y (—kr) (3.53)
where A = %\/9 — 432 and H(Al) is the Hankel function. The single-field contribution can
then be expressed as

3 2
P¥ = k Hi
¢ o2 2

1

|6on|* ~

where we have applied the limit S < 1 in the last equality. This coincides with the usual
result for single-field inflation with a standard kinetic term. On the other hand, the term
15 sourced by the x,, fields can be computed using the Green function for eq. (3.51) and
convolving with the source term (see Appendix C for details). Using eq. (C.13) the total

poo Ml 1P (H s
T an2g? 87227 \ Ay

where the second term, sourced by the tower, is smaller than unity, once we assume that

scalar spectrum reads

, (3.55)

v = O(1) as suggested by eq. (3.10). This implies that the contribution to the scalar power
spectrum sourced by the x,, fields is typically negligible. The scalar spectral index defined
in eq. (2.10) then reads

2

H\°
ns >~ 1+ 2(no + An) — 4(go + Ae) — 737r2 (A ) €0, (3.56)
sp
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where we separate the contributions to the slow-roll parameters as in eq. (3.48). Substi-
tuting the modified expressions of € and 1 we get

ns~14+n9— 2¢ —

3
v (1) (3.57)
implying that the correction induced by the x,, fields is typically suppressed with respect
to the single-field term. This means that, in the regime in which the Hubble and QG scales
remain separated, the contributions of the tower remain negligible. When the scales become
comparable H/Ag, > O(107!), one may have sizeable contributions for v > O(1). Notice
that the limit PCX / Pf — 0 corresponds to my — oo, implying that the tower decouples
completely from the inflaton.
Similarly, we can show that the equation of motion for tensor perturbations reads

2 o
Vi + <k2 - 72) vij = a(T)i;% (k) T (k, ') (3.58)

where 7;; = ah;;/2, Hz-j“b (l%) is the traceless transverse projector

;% (k) = 109 (k) 105 (k) — %Hij(]%) Mo (k) | (k) = 6ij — kikj (3.59)

and T,y is the stress energy tensor for the y,, fields. The tensor power spectrum, including
the sourced term, is given by (for details, see Appendix C, and in particular, eq. (C.26))

2 2 2.3 [ H\?®
Pr = 14+ 22
T e [ TR <Asp>

where the first and second terms are coming from the inflaton and the tower fields, respec-

, (3.60)

tively. From egs. (3.55) and (3.60) we find the tensor-to-scalar ratio

1 3y (H\®
~ 16gp [1 — ——— [ —
" <0 [ V2¢e( 1672 (Asp)

As for the scalar power spectrum, H/Ag, < 1 implies that the y,-sourced contribution is

(3.61)

negligible and the expression of the tensor-to-scalar ratio is mostly unchanged compared
to eq. (2.10).

We conclude this section by computing the non-linearity parameter in eq. (2.12). For
this purpose, we use eq. (C.17) to express the bispectrum in the equilateral limit

Hﬁ(w)"‘ 3 Nu
¢o® \ 9 ) 6421726 5

BeqUil(kl) k2a k;3) = -

¢ (3.62)

which implies that the sourced contribution to f@%un is

equil 73 H s
~ V2 . .
NL = 991652 VO (Asp> (3:63)

The non-gaussianity parameter vanishes as one decouples the tower from the inflaton, either
by taking v — 0 or Ag, — oo, which is the expected result for single-field inflation. For
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v~ H/Ag, >~ O(1), and using typical values for £g we can estimate the sourced contribution
to f;‘iuﬂ to be
1 6
il < 106 (3.64)

which is compatible with the experimental bounds [58].

4 Implications for inflationary phenomenology

In this section, we consider several representative classes of inflationary models to assess
the impact of the tower on the CMB observables. In particular, we consider power law
inflation [74], chaotic inflation [75], a-attractor models [76-78], including Starobinsky infla-
tion [79], and inverse hilltop inflation [80]. Without loss of generality, we assume a positive
inflaton field (¢ > 0) to roll down a potential with ¢ < 0.

For a wide class of inflationary models, we can parameterize the slow-roll parameters
in terms of the number of e-folds as [81-84]

Ba « + Ba

~

£ Na - N oN, T Ne

(4.1)

where a and 3 are positive and order-one constants. In this parameterization, « specifies
the model, and 5 sets some of the model parameters. In particular, we have Power Law
Inflation models for o = 0,'% Chaotic Inflation models for o = 1, Exponentially flat poten-
tials for a = 2, Inverse Hilltop for 1 < a < 2, and Hilltop for a > 2. Notice that all large
field models, i.e., models with field excursion Ap ~ Mp, have a < 2. Substituting eq. (4.1)
into eq. (3.57) and eq. (3.61) we get

3 H\? 2
o1& _gba 31 o (4.2)
N, N& 1672 \ Agp Nea/
. 165, 1_N§‘/2 3v (H\® (43
- No V2Ba 1672 \ Agp '

In Appendix D, we report the potentials, which are also summarized in Table 1, and the
modified expressions for ns and r for all the models considered in this work.

Let us proceed by estimating the typical size of the term appearing in the field velocity
constraint C4 in eq. (3.45), which controls the backreaction of the tower on the inflationary
dynamics

3v (H\*(dmV\™' 3y (HN 1 4 (HN (N 44
1672 \ Agp de 1672 \Asp ) V2e0 VBa \Asp 75 ’ '
where we have used eq. (4.1) to express the first slow-roll parameter in terms of the number

of e-folds. For 7, By ~ O(1) and a < 2, it is clear that the constraint C1 in eq. (3.14) implies
that the correction induced by the tower is negligible in the last ~ 60 e-folds of inflation.
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Model class Potential V() o Ba
A2
Power Law Vo et 0 5
i p
Chaotic Vo P 1 A
a)-a 2 2 | (4¢)*1
Inverse Hilltop | Vg (1 _ 2(qq_)2 g02—(1) 9 _ 5 (2q))\2
Starobinsky-lik Vo (1 — e—29)? 9 L
arobinsky-like 0(1—e?) e

Table 1. Scalar potentials considered in this work for a in the range 0 < a < 2. All parameters
appearing in the table are positive numbers.

Constraint Condition
C1 H <1
Agp
C2 VIV/2Ba N2 < 1
H 3 1/3
C3 —_— > 1
(2.) (v2)
3 Ar/2
C4 —3|’Y| H Ne <1
1672 \Asp /) V28,

Table 2. Constraints C1-C4 egs. (3.14), (3.23), (3.36) and (3.45) used in our computational scheme,
expressed using the a-parameterization of eq. (4.1).

Our computational scheme will be valid in the region of the parameter space determined
by constraints C1-C4 egs. (3.14), (3.23), (3.36) and (3.45). In Table 2, we summarize the
explicit expressions for these constraints after substituting the parameterization in eq. (4.1).

In Figure 3, we show all these constraints in the v — H/Ag, plane. Interestingly, sizable
portions of the parameter space remain open after imposing v ~ O(1) and H/Ag, < 1. For
reference, in each of these plots, we illustrate the typical values of the exponential coupling
allowed by SDC (see eq. (3.10)) with a purple band. As expected, these bands always lie
inside the region compatible with our computational scheme and with the constraints we
impose. Although in these plots we saturate the C1 condition by taking H ~ Ay, = 1,
we reiterate that, at this scale, the effective description would completely break down
due to QG effects. In fact, it has been argued that for H/Ag, ~ 1, there should be
a complete breakdown of the field theoretical formalism itself, as higher spin operators

00ne could in principle also consider potentials of the form Vig) = Voewl/p, with p > 1. These lead to

a=1-— Zp%l, interpolating between Power-law and Chaotic inflation.
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Figure 3. Region allowed by the constraints imposed by the conditions reported in Table 2 (red
dotted lines) for the parameter space of our model, in terms of the species coupling v vs the ratio
between IR and UV scales H/Ag,. We show the regions for several example potentials considered in
this work. The allowed regions are represented by shaded grey areas, with purple bands highlighting
the values of v compatible with the SDC.

become relevant [85]. This is well known from a string theoretical point of view, but it
has also been successfully argued from a bottom-up approach [86, 87]. While condition
C4 in eq. (3.45) was introduced to ensure that we can proceed perturbatively in v, we can
notice that for the potentials considered, it is trivially guaranteed by conditions C1 and
C2, which are physically more motivated.

In Figure 4, we present the modified predictions for ns; and r for the same models
shown in Figure 3 and summarized in Table 1 compared with the observational constraints
imposed by Planck [51] (blue shaded area) + BAO + BICEP /Keck (BK18) data [53] (green
shaded area) + Atacama Cosmology Telescope (ACT) [44] (shaded pink area). For each
model, we show two reference points, going from H/Ag, = 0, where the corrections induced
by the tower are negligible, to H/Ag, = 0.5, where the corrections are sizable. For each
model, we show the two reference values v = \/m and v = \/3/72’ which we highlight
with different symbols (upwards/downwards triangles, respectively). Notice that for all
models of our interest, these two curves are nearly overlapping, except for the fact that
they terminate at different points of the parameter space. This signals that the corrections
of the tower of light modes can, in fact, be neglected unless one approaches the energy scale
at which the EFT breaks down. For all cases considered in this work, the tower-induced
corrections tend to reduce the value of ns; and to slightly increase the value of r compared
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Figure 4. Theoretical predictions for ng vs r all potentials considered in this work (see main legend)
compared with observational constraints represented by colorful shaded areas (see top left legend
and main text for the different data combinations). We stress that any meaningful deviations from
single-field inflation predictions (corresponding to H/Agp, ~ 0 and represented with black dots) only
occur near H/A,, ~ 1 where the EFT description is expected to break down. To not saturate this
bound, the maximal value we employ in this plot is Agp, < 0.5, where all colorful lines end in either
upward (A) or downward (V) colorful triangles, representing v = 1/1/2 and v = 1/3/2, respectively.

to the case where the tower is not present. We highlight that inverse Hilltop potentials,
which can naturally arise in string constructions [88, 89], provide the best agreement with
the most recent observational data.

5 Conclusions

In this work, we have analyzed the dynamics of inflation when coupled to an infinite tower
of light scalar modes through their exponential mass term, as suggested by the Swamp-
land Distance Conjecture (SDC) and as given by eq. (3.1). Specifically, we have studied
whether the presence of the tower can have significant effects for the EFT at cosmologi-
cal energy scales, such as developing nontrivial dynamical and observational implications
due to their coupling to the inflaton ¢, particularly through particle production. To an-
alyze these effects in a controlled setup, we have considered a mass coupling of the form
my ~ e 7%, and studied its impact on inflationary observables. We computed the scalar
and tensor power spectra, incorporating both single-field contributions and the additional
sourced contributions arising from particle production of tower modes. We carried out the
analysis in a fully time-dependent setting, which allowed us to derive analytic expressions
for the corrections to the scalar spectral index ng, the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, and the non-
Gaussianity parameter fyi,. These can be found in Sec. 3.4. We found that all corrections
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scale universally as

2+p
(5{7137 T, fNL} XX (/ip) s (51)

where p > 1 parametrizes the density of states in the tower, H is the Hubble parameter
during inflation and Ag, is the species scale, taken as gravitational cut-off of the inflationary
EFT. Our results show that, provided that the EFT remains weakly coupled, the presence
of towers of species during inflation does not directly alter observational predictions. That
is, as long as H < Agp, the corrections to observables remain parametrically small. The
inflationary predictions are therefore robust under such couplings in the regime where the
EFT remains valid. In fact, the species scale Ay, sets a limit not just on the UV cutoff of the
EFT but also on the degree to which towers of states can influence inflationary dynamics,
and significant deviations from standard inflationary predictions can only arise when the
inflationary dynamics approach the quantum gravity regime, i.e., when H ~ Ag,, where
the EFT formalism breaks down. We illustrated these statements with explicit examples,
considering models of large field inflation, including monomial, power-law, Starobinsky-
like, and inverse hilltop potentials. In all cases, the corrections due to the towers were
found to be negligible during inflation. This is also visually displayed in Fig. 4.

In conclusion, we have shown that while towers of light states, as predicted by the SDC,
introduce new degrees of freedom into the inflationary EFT, their impact on observational
quantities remains marginal as long as the model stays within the EFT regime of validity.

A final remark concerns the KK interpretation of the light scalars. If these scalars
are identified as spin-0 modes of a KK tower, the tower necessarily includes massive spin-
2 modes (KK gravitons), which are constrained by the Higuchi bound. Since the mass
scales of spin-0 and spin-2 modes are generically not parametrically decoupled, this bound
would require the typical mass of the tower to lie above the Hubble scale. As discussed in
Sec. 3.2.1, towers with masses above Hubble give exponentially suppressed contributions,
rendering their effects negligible for inflationary dynamics.

To avoid this tension, one would need a mechanism generating different mass gaps
for KK gravitons and scalars. Such hierarchies have been studied in linear dilaton back-
grounds [90], where the graviton mass gap is smaller than the scalar one. Other studies
have focused on warped compactifications, both with scalars [91-93] and fermions [94].

In our setup, we do not specify a concrete mechanism, but rather assume that an
effective scale separation arises because only the KK scalars couple directly to the inflaton.
This coupling can suppress their masses relative to spin-2 modes, ensuring that the EFT
remains consistent. A more detailed study of KK towers in positively curved backgrounds,
and the implications for unitarity, remains an interesting direction for future research.

Acknowledgments

J.M. would like to thank the group at Insituto de Fisica Tedrica (IFT) in Madrid for their
helpful comments and discussion, some of which are reflected in the revised manuscript.
We thank Angelo Ricciardone for his comments on the draft. We are especially grateful to
Matteo Braglia for his insightful comments on a late version of this manuscript. The work

~93 -



of M.P. is supported by the Comunidad de Madrid under the Programa de Atraccion de
Talento Investigador with number 2024-T1TEC-3134. M.P. acknowledges the hospitality
of Imperial College London, which provided office space during some parts of this project.

A Towers with non-linear scaling

We have only discussed towers with a linear mass spectrum; here, we generalize our results
to towers with general monomial mass scaling as

my, = men'/P , (A.1)

with p > 1. The number of species N is defined in terms of the QG cutoff as

Mp
Ay = 2 A2
p= (A2)
my = NYPm, ~ Agp - (A.3)

This scale is related to the mass of the tower as

b

2 _p_
Ap = MEP 7 (A.4)

The number of states entering the inflationary dynamics can be similarly computed.

Ny = (H>” . (A.5)

my

Generalizing the results for p > 1 is straightforward; we compute the field derivative as

/ p—1 2+4+p
_ Vo) [ v 3 V(3 H , (A.6)
3H Mp 1672 V7 \ 2 Aoy

This means that the single-field theory receives corrections of the order

( ip)m (A7)

We can also compute the corresponding expressions for the relevant inflationary quantities.

H4 1 ,.YZ 3 p—1 3p H 24p
Pk)=— 14— (=2 P . A.
c(k) (27r)2gb2[ T8z ar <2> 2—|-p(1\sp> (4.8)
2 p—1 2+p
v 3 3p H
c~142—4 id - : A9
T (2) 2+ p (Asp> c (A-9)

v 3 1 [/3\PTl/H N\
~16e |1— L -~ (2 = Al
re 16e [ Mp 1672 \/2¢ (2) Asp ’ (A.10)

) 3 H 2+p
equil __ i \/% 5p ( ) . (All)

NL- 201672 4+p \Agp
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B Correlation functions between heavy tower modes

In the main text, we have mainly focused on light modes with masses below the Hubble
scale. Here, we justify this by showing that the heavier modes produce a contribution
which is parametrically the same, but highly suppressed by numerical factors. In the small
k7 limit, the solution for the heavy takes the form

S - 1 (r/En) fe42 1= “/E[coth(ﬂ\/ﬂ)—kl] iV
ol ) = Ve { v (hr) Vs

(B.1)
—i79=1+iVonT (4 on )
+e - (Z\/>)(—k7')_“/E .
NZ3
The modes can be expressed as
g 1 - (T / ! N / /
571(7', k‘) - [an (7_7 k:) e—zf dr'wn (") + By, (7_, /{7) ezf dr'wn (T )} , (B‘Q)
2w, (1)
with :
Wy, = \/j (B.3)
—T
This allows us to identify the Bogoliubov coefficients [62] as
1/ Ve T 271270 [eoth(my/6,) + 1] (B.4)
" T(iv/o, 1 1) |
—iT o—1/2+4iV/Ea (5
B = gle-birin € 2PV (iVE,) (B.5)
n ﬁ )
such that |a|? — |3|> = 1. Then, we can express the two-point correlation function in
momentum space as
. . 1 - -
Oen (T, k) Xn(T,K)) = —50(k + &) —= |Bal? - (B.6)
\/»
In terms of & this reads
. . 1 ) 1 efzmﬁ(; *2”"/NHm%e*2Wn2
(X 2) Xl ) = /0 T Il = et = - ,
(B.7)

where he have used eq. (3.15) and eq. (3.2). As we can see, the heavy mode contribution
is exponentially suppressed as the mass increases.

To compute the total contribution from heavy modes, we should sum over all the heavy
modes up to the QG cutoff. For this purpose, it is useful to note that, using

> n o\" M
Sk k:(zaz> — (B.8)

k=N1+1

we can approximate the sum

N
> ntePNE ~ 107N (B.9)
n=3Npg /241
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where we have assumed 1 < Ny < N. Using these, the sum over all heavy modes can be
expressed as

N 2 -5
my . R 4 %10
> B (n, ) xaln @) = o H Ny (B.10)
n=3Npy /241

Comparing eq. (3.16) with eq. (B.10), we can see that the heavy modes contribute negligibly
compared to the light modes.
In the case in which there are no light modes below the Hubble scale we have

my > H, Npg<l1, (B.ll)

and the sum is dominated by the first term

N 2 o—2mmy/H

my _ — —
Z 7”6 D2 (xp (1, &) Xn(T, T)) ~ Wm? . (B.12)
n=1
Expressed in terms of the species scale Ay, = mi /3 we have
N2 e_QW(A%fHZ
> T"e—%mn(f, Z) xn(7, 7)) ~ TA;g . (B.13)

n=1

Then, we see that in the large m; limit the contribution of the modes goes decays expo-
nentially fast towards 0, as we would expect from super Hubble modes. As the mass of the
modes approaches the Hubble scale we instead find that the contribution is upper bounded

as
N

2
S e (i (r, ) (7, 7)) S (B.14)

n=1
If we compare this to eq. (3.40), we can conclude that the contribution of a tower coupled
exponentially to the inflaton, with mass gap starting at or above the Hubble scale, will
have a negligible contribution during inflation.

C Two- and three-point correlation functions

In this appendix, we report the main ingredients for the derivation of the two and three-
point correlation functions for scalar and tensor perturbations. Let us start by focusing on
the scalar perturbations. The Green function G(7,7’) for the e.o.m. for scalar perturbations
in eq. (3.51) is given by
/ 71T / ’ /
G(r,m) = 1 9(7’—7’) [YA(kT)JA (kT) — JAa(kT)YA (kT)] ) (C.1)
where A = %\/9 — 4532 and Ja, YA are the Bessel functions of the first and second kinds.

The sourced solution can be expressed as

Vo7, k) = / ' dr'G(r, 7)S(7, k), (C.2)

—0o0
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where S(7, k) is the source term in eq. (3.51) given by

S(T, E) - Z ;I?i(:))g (Xan - <Xan>)

. C.3
= H(—T)B (27‘()3/2 Xn.,p Xn,kfﬁ XnXn
The two-point correlation function is given by
(s (7, K1 )bs (7, K2)) = / dr G(r, ) / AreG (7, 72)(S(71,k1)S (T, k2)) . (C.4)
The expectation value of the source term can be expressed as
2 -1
> > Y 60 (71)0m (72) dp'dg
<S(7-17 kl)s(7-27 k2)> = H2(—T1)3(—T2)3 (271_)3 <Xn,ﬁxn7]21 ,ﬁXm,(TXm’];Q,(? - 5nm(<Xan>)2 )
’ (C.5)

which, assuming the fields to be Gaussian, reduces to

- - 26,(11) 0 (T pdq
(St RStz )y = 3 S ) [P v ona o+ (C)

n,m

Notice the factor 2 that comes from the sum over all possible contractions. We proceed by
substituting eq. (3.34) and integrating over ¢ to get

2 2 -
2% 0y (11) 00 (12) H (5(k1+k2)/ dp

(S(r1,k1)S (72, k2)) = > 3l (T, D) PLén (72, 4 Eo)

- (=71)(=72) (2m)
(C.7)
The p integral, say Z can be further expanded as
7 / e 27p? sin 6 dp df (p2712)6"/3 (13 (k* + 2kpcos 0 + ]92))571/3
0 (2m)? 4p37272 (k2 + 2kp cos 6 + p2)%/? (C.8)

3 (Krim)*/° <(2 - 5n)71¢2>5"/3 3

T 16720, (Tm) k3 TETS 7'1\2/[ T 16m20, k37372

where in the first line we have used the small 71, 75 solutions for &, and in the second line
we have defined —myy = Max(—71, —72), expanded at small p and used J,, < 1. Substituting
into eq. (C.7) we get

— — 2 2 T n K — —
(S(r1,k1)S(r2, Fa)) = > 8W2k3(3_7753(_72)3 5n(5:()fM() 2)5(k1 +h) . (C9)

We notice that the two integrals in 71, 72 in eq. (C.4) factorize. We can thus compute

T / 1 / ]‘
— ~—— 1
| o Setnr g (C.10)

—0o0
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where we have expanded the Green function using A ~ % - %2 Substituting eq. (C.9) and
the two integrals into eq. (C.4) we get

’)’2H2 5n(7>

s 7_’ s 7_’ = f k : A1
(s (7, k1) s (7, k2)) ) Sk 2772 d(k1 + k2) (C.11)
The sourced power spectrum thus reads
k3 H? 1 ~ - 1 H*~+2H?
P = o (T, k1)Us(T, k)) = —— —5 On(T) . 12
¢ 272 90(2) a2 <¢ (T7 1)1/] (T 2)> 1674 (pg 27 Zn: (T) (C )
Finally, we get
1 H4 72
PX = ——NygH C.13
S T TR (C.13)

where we have used eq. (3.2) and eq. (3.15), leading to ), §,(7) = Ng/3, to compute the
sum over all the modes in the tower.

Following a similar approach, we estimate the three-point correlation function for scalar
perturbations

(b (T, k1) (T, EQ)w(T,ES»Z/T dﬁG(T,n)/T drG (1, 72) %
Bl —ee (C.14)
x/ A G(7,73)(S (11, k1)S (12, k2) S (73, k3)) .

— 00

For this purpose, we start by computing

(S, k)8 (2, k2)S (75, Ks)) =87 HO 7 a(m)’a(m2)”a(73) omdndt
m,n,l
dp'dgds
X /(27_‘_)9/2 (Xm.5 Xn,q) <Xn,E27q*Xl,§> (Xm,,gl,ﬁxugs,g .15)
=87 H® Y a(r1)a(m2)a(73)0n(71)0n(72)0n (75) X

—

- s o dp I -
o+ ot Bo) [ S et P o Bl = B
where the 8 is the combinatorial factor keeping track of all possible Wick contractions.
We expect the bispectrum to be maximal for equilateral configurations, as is common for
particle production, so we restrict ourselves to the case ki = k9 = k3, and we substi-
tute eq. (3.33) to get

7 7 ¢ 577,(7—1)671(7—2)571(7_3) 1 3
k k k)) ~ 8y*H? 16
(S DS DS (o) = 897 ) 2 v (10
The three-point correlation function is then:
. . o (2vH 3 3 Ny
(i Rotr Aoty = (00 ) st N .17
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where we have used Y 42 = Ny /5.
Finally, we focus on tensor perturbations. We start by considering the Green function
G(7,7') for the tensor e.o.m. in eq. (3.58), given by

O(r—1)

k37!

Gy (T, 7") = [ (1 + k2 7'7") sin k (7' — 7") + k (T’ — 7') cos k (7' — 7") } . (C.18)

The sourced solutions can then be computed as

hij(F, 7) =2 / A7 Go(r, 7) T (8) Tup (K, 7). (C.19)

First of all, we notice that

1| (5 k)?
I135°TLij° po pb pe pa = 5 [(ka) —p2] ) (C.20)

and, that the only part of Ty, contributing to Hijab wb 1s the one proportional to O X;0pXi-
Moreover, assuming the x; fields to be Gaussian, the two-point correlation function of the
tensor perturbations reduces to

T dr G, (1,71) /T G, (1, 72)
o a(m) S a2(72)

a7 | (7 kp)? ’
< | oy [(pk121) o

We proceed by using eq. (3.33) and noticing that the dominant contribution to the integral

(hij(k1, T)hij(Fa, 7)) = 2 6(k1 + k2) /

(C.21)
1 (71, )2 |€n (2, 5+ K1) -

over internal momentum (corresponding to the integral in the second line of eq. (C.21)),
say J, comes from the p >> ki limit, to get

V2=bn . On/3
_ _ o 2mp? sinfdfd 20n/3 (k2 4 2kypcos b + p?
J=m 2+26”/3Tz /s / voZIE A & p*sin* 6 d G 1P r’)

0

4(2m)3 p?® (k3 + 2k1pcos 6 + p2)3/2
265,
2200 /3 _—2+26,/3 V2 —op 2—0p) 3
-1 2 5m2(3 + 46,)T\m T '
(C.22)

Without loss of generality, let us proceed by assuming 73; = 71 so that the double integral
over 71, To reduces to

1 9
/dn dry Gy (7, 71) 77! 20,/3 G, (1, 72)7-226n/3 ~ R TRIC TR (C.23)
n n )R

Substituting eq. (C.22) and eq. (C.23) into eq. (C.21), expanding at the lowest order in 4y,

and using the definition of the spectrum we get

2H? H?
w2 1527

P (k) ~ > (1-0.795,) . (C.24)

n

~ 99 —



Finally, we can resolve the sum of the number of modes to get

2 2
74 2H 11 x10-2 2H
15\f7r 2

Finally, the tensor power spectrum, including the single-field contribution, reads

2 H? Ly Ny H?
P 20 Lo o (M) (020

Pp(k) ~

(NgH?) | (C.25)

and, at the lowest order, the tensor-to-scalar ratio is

~ I 2
r~ 16¢ (1 \ﬁ47r SNpH ) . (C.27)

The sourced contribution to the tensor-to-scalar ratio will remain small in the parameter
space analyzed, this is in agreement with the results of [59, 60], where it was shown that the
presence of an adiabatically evolving gas of scalar particles does not contribute significantly
to the tensor power spectrum and correspondingly to the tensor-to-scalar ratio.

D Large field inflation potentials

For each model, we report the form of the potentials and the corresponding values of «
and [, for the parameterization in eq. (4.1). Moreover, provide the modified expressions
for the observable quantities ng and r that are considered in this work.

Monomial inflation

In general, for a monomial potential, we have
_ P — _b
V(SO)_VE)SO’ Oé—l, Ba_lv

and we can express ng and 7 as

p+2 3y [p [(HY\®
—1=- - D.1
s 2N, 1672\ 2N, (Asp ! (D-1)
ap |, oN. 3v [ H\?
r=—-— — — | —
N. p 1672 \ Agp

Exponential potentials of the form

(D.2)

Power law inflation

A2

Vi) =10e, a=0 fa=7.

lead to fixed € > 0, and to a scale factor a(t) that behaves not exponentially but as a power
law over time. Since they have a vanishing second slow-roll parameter n = 0, they lead
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to a relation ngy — 1 = —r/8, incompatible with observation. Coupled to a tower of states,
they take the form

37\ [ H\?

J— —_ — 2_

ne—1=-X -5 ( Asp> : (D.3)
o, 6 v (HY

= 1— 21 . D.4

=8 X\ 1672 <Asp> (D-4)

For the analysis considered in this work, we fix A = 1073/2 as a benchmark.

Starobinsky inflation

The Starobinsky model arises from R? corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert action. The
additional degrees of freedom can be expressed in terms of a canonically normalized scalar
field with a potential of the form

2 1
Vip) = Vo (1 e ) L a=2 fa=5- (D.5)
where canonically A = /2/3. We have
2 3y/A [ H\®
PR [V : D.
" N.  16x2N, <A3p> (D-6)

8 39\ [ H\®
- 1 - N, 22
"7 ane [ 1672 (Asp)

Inverse hilltop inflation

Finally, we look at inverse hilltop potentials, which can arise naturally in the context of
brane-antibrane inflation [88], but also in moduli inflation for Type IIB model building [89]

AN —
2(5)71
q—2

(4q)%/4
DV

2
2
V(QD):‘/E](]_— (702_q> ) 1<a:2_6<27 604:

where ¢ > 2 is a free parameter to control the shape of the inverse hilltop potential. It is
easy to show that for different values of ¢ (and thus «), this model smoothly interpolates
between chaotic (¢ — 2) and Starobinsky (¢ — oo) inflation. For this work, we have
considered two benchmark cases. The first is ¢ = 4, corresponding to

V(6) =V (1 - <2) ¢> , (D8)

which gives

o 32 4 3y (H 5 (D.9)
s — Ne )\ZNS/Q {72 Asp Neg/4 ’ .
3
po 32 |y (H (D.10)
)\2Ne3/2 ¢ 3212 \Agp ’
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and ¢ — 2 = 2/3, corresponding to

-8/3 2
vio)=va |1-3 (%) Mi*] , (D.11)

which gives

: 3/4
n —1~_%_8(2/3)4 _37/)\ H 3% -
s - Ne A2N65/4 {72 Asp Ne5/8 3 .
OCELE T L PR A 27 (H>3 (D.13)
)\QNE/4 2\/5 (%)3/4 1672 Asp

For the analysis in section 4, and in particular, for Figure 3 and Figure 4, we have fixed

A=4and \=8 ;50/?;/8, respectively for these two cases.
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