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Abstract. We analyze the effective four-dimensional dynamics of the extra-dimensional mod-
uli fields in curved braneworlds having nested warping, with particular emphasis on the doubly
warped model which is interesting in the light of current collider constraints on the mass of the
Kaluza-Klein graviton. The presence of a non-zero brane cosmological constant (Ω) naturally
induces an effective moduli potential in the four-dimensional action, which shows distinct
features in dS (Ω > 0) and AdS (Ω < 0) branches. For the observationally interesting case of
dS 4-branes, a metastable minimum in the potential arises along the first modulus, with no
minima along the higher moduli. The underlying nested geometry also leads to interesting
separable forms of the non-canonical kinetic terms in the Einstein frame, where the brane
curvature directly impacts the kinetic properties of only the first modulus. We subsequently
explore the ability of curved multiply warped geometries to drive inflation with an in-built exit
mechanism, by assuming predominant slow roll along each modular direction on a case-by-
case basis. We find slow roll on top of the metastable plateau along the first modular direction
to be the most viable scenario, with the higher-dimensional moduli parametrically tuning the
height of the potential without significant impact on the inflationary observables. On the
other hand, while slow roll along the higher moduli can successfully inflate the background
and eventually lead to an exit, consistency with observations seemingly requires unphysical
hierarchies among the extra-dimensional radii, thus disfavouring such scenarios.
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1 Introduction

Among the wide range of phenomenological extra-dimensional theories, warped braneworld
models have occupied a prominent spot for over two decades. Within this class of scenarios,
the prototypical five-dimensional (5D) Randall-Sundrum model (RS1) [1] exhibits a non-
factorizable topology of the form M(1, 3)× S1/Z2, where an AdS5 bulk with a large cosmo-
logical constant induces exponential warping along the compact extra dimensional orbifold of
radius rc ∼M−1

5 , with M5 being the fundamental Planck scale. Consequently, a large hierar-
chy may develop between the physical mass scales of the two 3-branes situated at the opposite
poles of the orbifold, which comes naturally without any extreme fine tuning of parameters.
Such a model was famously shown capable of explaining the gauge hierarchy of the Standard
Model (SM) in an elegant manner, while keeping the four-dimensional effective Planck scale,
MPl, close to M5 so as to avoid any new hierarchy. Augmented with an appropriate sta-
bilization mechanism for the extra-dimensional modulus [2–7], the RS1 model subsequently
offered a wealth of phenomenological predictions at the electroweak scale [8–21]. But the
continued null detection of an O(TeV) massive Kaluza-Klein (KK) graviton mode at collider
experiments has considerably narrowed the parameter space of the original 5D proposal [22–
31]. To evade these bounds, a small hierarchy needs to be considered between the vacuum
expectation value (VEV) of the fundamental Higgs scalar, vH , and the 5D Planck scale, with
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a magnitude of vH/M5 ≲ 10−2 [32]. In principle, this allows the breakdown of the effective
four-dimensional (4D) theory resulting from RS1 and the possibility of new physics at least
two orders of magnitude below M5. Unless the cut-off of the 4D effective theory, which is
furnished by r−1

c , is also lowered by a similar amount, the situation entails fine tuning of at
least 2−3 orders of magnitude in order to consistently accommodate such a reduced value of
vH . On the other hand, it is not easy to change the value of r−1

c so drastically due to the
exponential dependence of the warp factor on the value of the modulus. This lands one right
in the midst of the aforementioned fine tuning issue and spoils the elegance of the original
RS1 model, whose principal forte was to resolve the hierarchy problem of the Higgs mass
without fine tuning of the fundamental parameters.

Keeping these experimental constraints in sight, the prospects turn out to be significantly
better for a six-dimensional analogue of RS1 with topology

[
M(1, 3)× S1/Z2

]
× S1/Z2, i.e.

having two successive levels of “nested” warping along two orbifolds [33]. This system, which
is a particular one among several proposed higher-dimensional extensions of the RS1 idea [34–
43], consists of four 4-branes acting as “walls” of an AdS6 bulk, with four 3-branes located at
the “corners” where the 4-branes intersect pairwise. Depending on the two extra-dimensional
moduli, these corner branes may be unequally warped. The geometric structure leads to a
viable scenario where two of these branes are clustered close to the Planck scale, and the
other two are clustered around the TeV scale, with a minor hierarchy developing within each
pair. Such a set-up leads to a heavier mass as well as reduced coupling strengths to SM
fields for the first KK graviton mode, which help evade current collider constraints without
recourse to any “little” hierarchy unlike RS1 [32, 44]. Besides this advantage, the doubly
warped scenario offers other interesting phenomenological possibilities, a notable one being
a geometric explanation of the SM fermion mass hierarchy [33, 45]. This can be achieved
by treating the SM fermions as 5D fields percolating into the bulk, with the brane-localized
boundary kinetic terms altering the 4D effective scalar-fermion Yukawa couplings and leading
to a minor splitting among the fermion masses. Further aspects of this 6D model have been
studied in a series of subsequent works, pertaining to both moduli stabilization and radion
dynamics [46, 47], as well as the phenomenology of bulk gauge and matter fields [48–52].

On the other hand, the negative tension of the visible brane is a disconcerting feature
of RS1 due to stability issues within both Einstein gravity and its extensions [53–55]. A
particularly simple way around this problem is to consider globally curved branes, which
makes it possible for both the branes to have positive tensions [56]. This curvature originates
from a 4D effective cosmological constant induced on the 3-branes, which may lead to either
an anti-de Sitter (AdS) or a de Sitter (dS) geometry, with the latter one more interesting
from a cosmological perspective. For such a simple modification, the new model in fact has
quite a lot to offer. An exciting feature of the 5D non-flat scenario is the natural emergence
of a 4D effective potential even in the absence of any bulk field, that vanishes identically in
the flat limit. While it is possible to adapt the conventional Goldberger-Wise approach to
the 5D non-flat case [57], this induced potential itself can serve to stabilize the modulus in a
metastable manner [58], thereby obviating the need for additional bulk fields to a considerable
extent. Moreover, it can successfully lead to a non-canonical slow roll inflationary phase [59]
as well as a non-singular bouncing scenario [60], both concordant with observations. These
features serve to establish the fact that non-flat brane geometry in warped braneworld models
is more than a mathematical curiosity, and is of direct relevance from an experimental angle
as well as from the perspective of theoretical consistency.

Motivated by the reasons highlighted so far, we have generalized multiply warped braneworld
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scenarios to include non-zero brane curvature and explored their geometric properties in an
earlier work [61]. In the present work, our aim is to study the resulting induced potential in
multiply warped non-flat backgrounds, and to focus on some of its cosmological implications
vis-à-vis the singly warped non-flat model. In Sec. 2, we start with a concise review of nested
warped geometry in presence of non-zero brane curvature. We subsequently discuss the ori-
gin of the 4D induced potential in the curved doubly warped scenario in Sec. 3, and derive
the effective non-canonical action for the moduli fields in the Einstein frame in terms of the
Jordan frame action. In Sec. 4, we investigate the scope of the resulting 4D effective frame-
work in driving slow roll inflation while maintaining consistency with current observations.
Moving on to Sec. 5, we highlight a few dynamical features which appear generic to non-flat
geometries with more than two levels of nested warping. We conclude by summarizing our
key results and discussing a few possible future directions in Sec. 6.

2 Review of non-flat multiply warped scenario

We start by briefly reviewing the key geometric aspects of the doubly warped non-flat model,
which have been studied in detail in [61]. In the space-positive signature, the full 6D bulk-
brane action can be written as

S =

∫
d4x

+π∫
−π

dy

+π∫
−π

dz[
√
−g6

(
2M4R6 − Λ6

)
−
√

−g(ind)
5 {V1(z)δ(y) + V2(z)δ(y − π)}

−
√

−ḡ(ind)
5 {V3(y)δ(z) + V4(y)δ(z − π)}] ,

(2.1)

where R6 is the 6D Ricci scalar, g6 is the 6D metric, g(ind)
5 (ḡ(ind)

5 ) is the induced 5D met-
ric on the constant y-slices (z-slices), Vi is the tension of the corresponding 4-brane whose
location is denoted by the δ-function, Λ6 is the (negative) bulk cosmological constant, and
M is the fundamental (6D) Planck mass (identified hereafter with M6 from the discussion
in Sec. 1). The tension of each corner 3-brane is given by the pairwise algebraic sum of the
two corresponding intersecting 4-branes. The general non-flat doubly warped metric ansatz
associated with this action can be taken as

ds2 = b(z)2
[
a(y)2gµνdx

µdxν + T 2
1 dy

2
]
+ T 2

2 dz
2 , (2.2)

where a(y) and b(z) are the two warp factors, and T1 and T2 are the orbifold radii. Note
that the intrinsic 3-brane metric gµν is not identified a priori with ηµν , i.e. one allows room
for the possibility that the “end of the world” branes may be curved. This curvature can be
interpreted as the result of a 4D cosmological constant, Ω, induced geometrically on the corner
branes, that non-trivially modifies the forms of both the warp factors and the brane tensions
compared to the flat scenario. There are two possible branches depending on whether Ω < 0
or Ω > 0, which correspond to anti-de Sitter (AdS) and de Sitter (dS) geometries respectively.

2.1 Anti-de Sitter (Ω < 0)

The solutions of the warp factors are given by

a(y) = ω1 cosh
[
ln
(
ω1

c1

)
+ c|y|

]
, b(z) =

cosh(kz)
cosh(kπ)

, (2.3)
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where c and k are the dimensionless moduli corresponding to the y and z orbifolds respectively.

We define ω2
1 = −ΩT 2

1

3c2
to be the dimensionless induced cosmological constant, and c1 =

1 +
√

1− ω2
1. The moduli and the radii are not all indepenent, but remain algebraically

related via two equalities: k = T2

√
− Λ6

40M4
and c =

T1k

T2cosh(kπ)
. The 4-brane tensions,

obtained by consistently matching boundary conditions, turn out to be

V1(z) = 24M2

√
−Λ6

40

(
1− ω2

1

)
sech(kz) , (2.4)

V2(z) = 24M2

√
−Λ6

40
tanh

(
ln
ω1

c1
+ cπ

)
sech(kz) , (2.5)

V3(y) = 0 , V4(y) = 32M2

√
−Λ6

40
tanh(kπ) . (2.6)

2.2 de Sitter (Ω > 0)

For positive curvature, the solutions are given by

a(y) = ω2 sinh
[
ln
(
c2
ω2

)
− c|y|

]
, b(z) =

cosh(kz)
cosh(kπ)

, (2.7)

where ω2
2 =

ΩT 2
1

3c2
and c2 = 1+

√
1 + ω2

2, and the two other algebraic relations hold as earlier.
The brane tensions in this regime are

V1(z) = 24M2

√
−Λ6

40

(
1 + ω2

2

)
sech(kz) , (2.8)

V2(z) = −24M2

√
−Λ6

40
coth

(
ln
(
c2
ω2

)
− cπ

)
sech(kz) , (2.9)

V3(y) = 0 , V4(y) = 32M2

√
−Λ6

40
tanh(kπ) . (2.10)

In both the regimes, it is easy to see that simultaneous large warping along both orbifolds, i.e.
c ∼ k ≳ O(1), necessitates a considerable hierarchy between T1 and T2, which is problematic
from a model-building perspective in the sense that the scale of “new physics” would be sig-
nificantly lowered from the fundamental Planck scale. The only way to resolve this issue is to
demand unequal warping along the two orbifolds, so as to overall generate the O(TeV) elec-
troweak scale on a corner brane (preferably the maximally warped brane). This subsequently
gives rise to two possible branches for each case. For AdS geometry, dominant warping along
y imposes a small upper bound |Ω|T 2

1 ≲ 10−28 (which is interesting from a cosmological point
of view) and can result in a maximally warped 3-brane with positive tension, whereas domi-
nant warping along z entails an extreme fine tuning of ω1 if it is to result in such a positive
tension 3-brane while avoiding a large T1/T2 hierarchy. On the other hand, for dS geometry,
positivity of the maximally warped 3-brane cannot be ensured, but dominant warping along
y places a similar upper bound on Ω. Moreover, the tuning of Ω to its tiny observed value
corresponds to the tuning of the extra dimensional moduli close to M−1, which may lead to
interesting features in the fermion mass hierarchy of the Standard Model (SM). These key
results can be further generalized in a straightforward manner to n-fold warping alongside
non-zero curvature.
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3 Effective four-dimensional dynamics

The 6D action in (2.1), when integrated over the compact spaces, results in a 4D effective
action defined in terms of the two moduli c and k. To address the full scope of the lower
dimensional phenomenology resulting from such a higher dimensional framework, these mod-
uli need to be treated as 4D scalar fields, i.e. c(x) and k(x). This is completely equivalent
to working with T1(x) and T2(x), owing to the two constraint equalities relating the warping
moduli and the orbifold radii. Consequently, R6 contains both the moduli fields and their
4D derivatives, with the former going into the effective potential and the latter defining the
kinetic terms, once the extra dimensions have been integrated out. The rest of the potential
is pieced together from the other terms of (2.1), which contain no derivatives of c(x) and
k(x). In what follows, we focus on explicitly constructing the effective action by treating the
potential and the kinetic terms separately.

3.1 Origin of the induced moduli potential

Let us focus on the potential first. The extra-dimensional part of R6 which contributes to
the 4D effective potential is given by

R(pot)
6 = − 8

T 2
1 b

2

(
a′′

a

)
− 12

T 2
1 b

2

(
a′

a

)2

− 10

T 2
2

(
b′′

b

)
− 20

T 2
2

(
b′

b

)2

, (3.1)

where the primes denote derivatives with respect to (w.r.t.) the appropriate angular coordi-
nates, i.e. w.r.t. y for a(y) and w.r.t. z for b(z). The dimensionless moduli potential V (c, k)
can then be defined as

S(pot)
eff ≡ −2M4

∫
d4x

√
−gV (c, k) =

∫
d4x

+π∫
−π

dy

+π∫
−π

dz
[√

−g6
(
2M4R(pot)

6 − Λ6

)
−
√

−g(ind)
5 {V1(z)δ(y) + V2(z)δ(y − π)}

−
√
−ḡ(ind)

5 {V3(y)δ(z) + V4(y)δ(z − π)}
]
.

(3.2)

The relevant metric determinants are given explicitly by
√
−g6 = T1T2a

4b5
√
−g,

√
−g(ind)

5 =

T2a
4b4

√
−g, and

√
−ḡ(ind)

5 = T1a
4b5

√
−g. Substituting the explicit forms of the warp factors

and the brane tensions, and integrating over y and z, lead to the 4D effective potential for
both the AdS and the dS case. For the explicit analytical form of V (c, k), the interested
reader is referred to Appendix A. It is worth stressing again that a flat background with
Ω = 0 makes this effective potential vanish identically, whereas one ends up with a non-zero
contribution only for Ω ̸= 0.

3.2 Effective kinetic and curvature terms

Apart from R(pot)
6 , the rest of R6 contains derivatives of the moduli fields with respect to

the 4D brane coordinates xµ. These constitute R(kin)
6 , which is to be integrated to obtain the

4D effective kinetic terms for the moduli fields. To make the task at hand easier, it is worth
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focusing first on the gµν = ηµν case, for which this integrand is given by

R(kin)
6 =− 6

a3b2
∂µ∂

µa− 8

a2b3
∂µ∂

µb− 2

a2b2T1
∂µ∂

µT1 −
2

a2b2T2
∂µ∂

µT2

− 4

a2b4
∂µb∂

µb− 16

a3b3
∂µa∂

µb− 4

a3b2T1
∂µT1∂

µa− 4

a3b2T2
∂µT2∂

µa

− 8

a2b3T1
∂µT1∂

µb− 6

a2b3T2
∂µT2∂

µb− 2

a2b2T1T2
∂µT1∂

µT2 .

(3.3)

Taking into account
√
−g6 = T1T2a

4b5 and integrating the double derivative terms by parts,
the integral can be re-written as∫

d4x
√
−g6R(kin)

6 =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
6b3T1T2∂µa∂

µa+ 18ab2T1T2∂µa∂
µb

+ 12a2bT1T2∂µb∂
µb+ 6ab3∂µa(T2∂

µT1 + T1∂
µT2)

+2a2b2∂µb(3T2∂
µT1 + 4T1∂

µT2) + 2a2b3∂µT1∂
µT2
]
,

where
√
−g = 1 for gµν = ηµν . On the contrary, if gµν ̸= ηµν , then

√
−g remains explicitly in

this expression as it is, and the rest of the contribution to R6, coming from the 4D curvature
Rµν , splits off from both the kinetic and potential parts and appears as an additional term
of form gµν6 Rµν = R/(a2b2) ∈ R6. This can also be understood from the fact that the full 6D
action must contain the lower dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action within itself. Hence, the
additional integrand term turns out to be

√
−g6 ×R/(a2b2) = T1T2a

2b3
√
−gR, which, when

integrated over y and z, gives the final piece in the 4D effective action as

S(curv)
eff = 2M4

∫
d4xT1T2

√
−gR

+π∫
−π

dy

+π∫
−π

dza2b3 =
2M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−g h(c, k)R , (3.4)

with k′ =
√

− Λ6

40M4
extracted to make the Jordan frame coupling h(c, k) dimensionless. The

explicit forms of h(c, k) for the AdS and dS cases, obtained by plugging in the corresponding
warp factors in the integral above, are given in (A.1) and (A.6) in Appendix A.

With this clarification in place, one may now proceed with the simplification of the
kinetic part from (3.4). Plugging the warp factors for the non-flat cases into (3.4) and elim-
inating T1 and T2 algebraically in terms of c and k, it becomes clear that the 4D effective
kinetic action contains terms proportional to ∂µc∂µc, ∂µk∂µk, and ∂µc∂µk. The action, how-
ever, is manifestly non-canonical, as the coefficients of these kinetic terms are functions of
c(x) and k(x) that arise from integrating (3.4) appropriately over y and z. Consequently, the
kinetic action assumes the following form in the Jordan frame:

S
(kin)
eff = 2M4

∫
d4x

+π∫
−π

dy

+π∫
−π

dz
√
−g6R(kin)

6

=
2M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
Ãcc∂µc∂

µc+ Ãkk∂µk∂
µk + Ãck∂µc∂

µk
)
,

(3.5)

where the explicit forms of the non-canonical coefficients Ãcc(c, k), Ãkk(c, k), and Ãck(c, k)
are highlighted in Appendix A.
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3.3 Transformation from Jordan to Einstein frame

Stitching together the three distinct pieces from (3.2), (3.4), and (3.5), the total 4D effective
action in the Jordan frame reads

S(tot)
eff =

2M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−g h(c, k)R− 2M4

∫
d4x

√
−g V (c, k)

+
2M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
Ãcc∂µc∂

µc+ Ãkk∂µk∂
µk + Ãck∂µc∂

µk
)
.

(3.6)

Clearly, this action contains a non-minimal coupling of curvature to the moduli fields through
h(c, k). This coupling can be made minimal by transforming to the Einstein frame, which is
enacted by first assuming

R̂ =
R

ψ2
− 6

ψ3
gµν∇µ∇νψ , (3.7)

where R̂ is the 4D Ricci scalar in the Einstein frame and ψ(x) is an auxiliary field. The non-
minimal coupling function can then be removed in the Einstein frame through the conformal
transformation ĝµν = ψ2gµν , where for our purpose we make the choice ψ(x) =

√
h(c, k).

However, the same transformation also entails an additional contribution to the kinetic part
as follows. Firstly, the curvature part of the action in the Einstein frame is calculated to be

S(curv)
eff =

2M4

k′2

∫
d4x
√

−ĝR̂+
12M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−gψ□ψ , (3.8)

where □ψ = gµν∇µ∇νψ = ∂µ∂
µψ +

1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−g∂µψ). Then, integrating the second term

of S(curv)
eff by parts, a kinetic contribution for ψ emerges as follows:

12M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−gψ□ψ −→ −12M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−g∂µψ∂µψ . (3.9)

But since one has ψ =
√
h(c, k), this term consists of quadratic terms in the derivatives

of c(x) and k(x), resulting in a net kinetic expression that acts as a correction term to the
original S(kin)

eff in the Einstein frame. The total Einstein frame action thus reduces to

S(tot)
eff =

2M4

k′2

∫
d4x
√

−ĝ R̂− 2M4

∫
d4x
√
−ĝ V̂ (c, k)

+
M4

k′2

∫
d4x

√
−g
(
ˆ̃Acc∂µc∂

µc+ ˆ̃Akk∂µk∂
µk + ˆ̃Ack∂µc∂

µk
)
,

(3.10)

where V̂ (c, k) = V (c, k)/h(c, k)2 is the potential in the Einstein frame, and the indices have
been raised with respect to the Einstein frame metric ĝµν . The Ricci scalar has been rid of
its direct coupling to the moduli fields. However, the kinetic terms still have non-minimal
metric couplings, which are related to the old non-canonical coefficients by

ˆ̃Acc =
2Ãcc

h
− 3

h2

(
∂h

∂c

)2

, ˆ̃Akk =
2Ãkk

h
− 3

h2

(
∂h

∂k

)2

, ˆ̃Ack =
2Ãcc

h
− 6

h2

(
∂h

∂c

)(
∂h

∂k

)
. (3.11)

The derivatives of h(c, k) which appear in these relations encapsulate the aforementioned
kinetic corrections arising out of the conformal transformation. The kinetic coefficients and
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Figure 1: Representative plots of the Einstein frame non-canonical kinetic coupling functions
ˆ̃Akk(k) on the upper left, ˆ̃Acc(c) on the upper right, ˆ̃Ack(c, k) at the lower left, and the Einstein
frame induced potential V̂ (c, k) at the lower right, for AdS geometry with ω1 = 10−15. Note
that V̂ (c, k) is in units of 10−15.

the induced potential in the Einstein frame have been plotted in figure 1 for the AdS case
and in figure 2 for the dS case. The explicit forms of the AdS kinetic coefficients are given in
Appendix A under (A.3), (A.4), and (A.5), and the dS ones under (A.8), (A.9), and (A.10).
The corresponding functional forms of V̂ (c, k) appear in (A.2) and (A.7). It is interesting to
note that ˆ̃Acc depends on c only and ˆ̃Akk is a function of k alone, while ˆ̃Ack is a function of
both c and k. In this sense, the Einstein frame allows a nice decomposition of the functional
dependence of the coupling coefficients based on the kinetic terms they are associated with,
which is a consequence of the underlying nested warped geometry and holds good in higher
dimensional extensions. Also, ˆ̃Akk(k) is independent of Ω, and as such, is identical across the
AdS and dS scenarios. These features appear to be generic properties which can be readily
generalized to higher-dimensional extensions, as we discuss later in Sec. 5. On the other
hand, ˆ̃Acc(c) in the dS case changes sign from negative to positive (for increasing c) at a
non-zero value of c, unlike in the AdS case where it approaches zero from the negative side
asymptotically. This feature of the dS regime turns out to be crucial from a cosmological
point of view, as we shall demonstrate in the upcoming section.

A few words about V̂ (c, k) in the de Sitter regime are in order. In the 5D curved scenario,
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Figure 2: Representative plots of the Einstein frame non-canonical kinetic coupling functions
ˆ̃Akk(k) on the upper left, ˆ̃Acc(c) on the upper right, ˆ̃Ack(c, k) at the lower left, and the Einstein
frame induced potential V̂ (c, k) at the lower right, for dS geometry with ω2 = 10−3. Note
that V̂ (c, k) is in units of 10−6.

it is known that the induced dS potential may stabilize the extra-dimensional modulus by
virtue of its metastable minimum [58, 59]. While these earlier studies have been carried out
in terms of the canonically normalized radion field derived from the modulus, the metastable
nature of the plateau should reflect in the modular potential as well. In fact, if one proceeds
directly in terms of the modulus in the 5D set-up, the shape of the induced potential that
one ends up with is identical to a constant k-projection of V̂ (c, k) from figure 2, as expected
physically. Such a k-slice clearly shows a nearly flat plateau in the range c ∈ [1, 5]. So
here is the natural question to ask: might it be possible to stabilize the other moduli of
multiply warped geometries in a similar fashion? Based on figure 2, we find the answer to be
negative. In fact, V̂ (c, k) shows no local minimum, metastable or not, in the direction of the
second modulus k, along which it decays monotonically. As we observe later in Sec. 5, this
trend continues to hold in nested warped extensions beyond 6D, with the induced potential
displaying no local minimum along the higher-dimensional moduli in field space. Thus, in
multiply warped extensions of the 5D curved scenario, one indeed appears to need additional
phenomenological mechanisms and/or beyond-Einstein gravitational effects to stabilize the
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higher moduli beyond the first one.

4 Prospects for inflation

In this section, we analyze the role of the effective action from (3.10) in driving a period of non-
canonical slow roll inflation which is consistent with current cosmological data. To that end,
we shall focus exclusively on the dS regime throughout this section, as observations indicate
that our very early Universe underwent a quasi-de Sitter phase of accelerated expansion.
In order to proceed, we first need the 4D effective field equations for gravity (obtained by
extremizing (3.10) w.r.t. ĝµν) and the equations of motion for the moduli fields (extremizing
(3.10) w.r.t. c and k). The former turns out to be

R̂µν −
1

2
R̂ĝµν +

1

2

[
ˆ̃Acc

(
∂µc∂νc−

1

2
ĝµν∂αc∂

αc

)
+ ˆ̃Akk

(
∂µk∂νk −

1

2
ĝµν∂αk∂

αk

)
+ ˆ̃Ack

(
∂[µc∂ν]k −

1

2
ĝµν∂αc∂

αk

)]
+
k′2

2
ĝµν V̂ (c, k) = 0 ,

(4.1)

where the ∂µc∂νk cross-term has been symmetrized to preserve the symmetry of the field
equations under the interchange of µ and ν, i.e. the energy-momentum tensor T̂µν(c, k)
associated with (3.10) has been made symmetric. Similarly, the equations of motion for c(x)
and k(x) are given by

2 ˆ̃Acc∇µ∇µc+ ˆ̃Ack∇µ∇µk + ˆ̃Acc,c ∂µc∂
µc+ ˆ̃Ack,k ∂µk∂

µk + 2k′2V̂,c = 0 , (4.2)

2 ˆ̃Akk∇µ∇µk + ˆ̃Ack∇µ∇µc+ ˆ̃Akk,k ∂µk∂
µk + ˆ̃Ack,c ∂µc∂

µc+ 2k′2V̂,k = 0 , (4.3)

where the commas in the subscripts indicate partial derivatives. As a remark, (4.2) and
(4.3) when written in this form appear symmetric under the symbolic interchange of c and
k, which is a nice property of the underlying geometry. However, this symmetry is only
superficial as neither ˆ̃Ack(c, k) nor V̂ (c, k) is actually symmetric in their arguments c and k.
To make contact with cosmology, we now take ĝµν to be the maximally symmetric Friedmann-
Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FRLW) metric given by ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2dx⃗23, where we have
assumed spatial flatness. Homogeneity and isotropy render the background moduli fields only
time-dependent. The field equations (4.1) then split off into the following pair of Friedmann
equations:

H2 = − 1

12

(
ˆ̃Accċ

2 + ˆ̃Akkk̇
2 + ˆ̃Ack ċk̇

)
+
k′2

6
V̂ (c, k) , (4.4)

Ḣ =
1

4

(
ˆ̃Accċ

2 + ˆ̃Akkk̇
2 + ˆ̃Ack ċk̇

)
, (4.5)

whereas (4.2) and (4.3) reduce to

2 ˆ̃Accc̈+
ˆ̃Ackk̈ + 3H

(
2 ˆ̃Accċ+

ˆ̃Ackk̇
)
+ ˆ̃Acc,cċ

2 + ˆ̃Ack,kk̇
2 − 2k′2V̂ ,c = 0 , (4.6)

2 ˆ̃Akkk̈ +
ˆ̃Ack c̈+ 3H

(
2 ˆ̃Akkk̇ +

ˆ̃Ack ċ
)
+ ˆ̃Akk,kk̇

2 + ˆ̃Ack,cċ
2 − 2k′2V̂ ,k = 0 , (4.7)

where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter, and the dots indicates time derivatives.
While it may be possible to solve the full system (4.4)−(4.7) numerically with appro-

priate initial conditions, we make here a simplifying assumption that would allow us to focus
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on the essential features of the multiply warped geometry at the cost of a reduced number of
degrees of freedom. We assume one of the moduli to be chiefly responsible for driving infla-
tion, with negligible rolling in the direction of the other modulus. In effect, this amounts to
treating the latter modulus as a fixed parameter throughout an effective single-field inflation-
ary epoch, which may be the result of a suitably implemented stabilization scheme. While
this scenario may, at first glance, appear to be a little ad hoc, we remind the reader that
the chief aim of the current work is not to propose a new model of non-canonical multi-field
inflation per se, but rather to make a particular case study of one possible cosmological facet
of curved multiply warped geometries. With this rationale in mind, we now proceed, with
the aforementioned approximation, on to a case-by-case study of what each scenario implies
for inflation and its observable features.

4.1 Inflation driven by c

In this domain, the derivatives of k drop out of (4.4)−(4.6), and (4.7) becomes obsolete as
the variation of (3.10) w.r.t. k is no longer meaningful. Thus, k appears only parametrically
in V̂ (c, k), while inflation results from the slow roll of c(t) at a fixed k-slice. The role of k
is subtle but important, as it essentially acts as a regulator for the height of the inflationary
potential, which is interesting from both theoretical and observational perspectives as we shall
demonstrate shortly. The system of equations can be made dimensionless by changing the
independent variable to the number of e-folds (N) counted from the beginning of inflation,
defined as dN = Hdt. The derivatives transform accordingly as ċ = H

·
c and c̈ = H

·
H

·
c+H2

··
c,

where the underdot denotes derivative w.r.t. N . Defining the dimensionless Hubble parameter
H̄ = H/k′ and using the Friedmann equations, the exact evolution of c(N) is given by the
second-order nonlinear ordinary differential equation (ODE)

2 ˆ̃Acc

(
··
c+ 3

·
c+

1

4
ˆ̃Acc ·
c3
)
+ ˆ̃Acc,c ·

c2 = 12

(
V̂,c

V̂

)(
1 +

1

12
ˆ̃Acc ·
c2
)
, (4.8)

where we have not made any a priori slow roll assumption. Solving this equation numerically
requires knowledge of both c(0) and

·
c(0), where for the latter we may assume slow roll to be

valid at N = 0 and obtain the initial rolling “speed” in terms of the initial field value c(0).
The first Hubble slow roll parameter ϵ(N) is given by

ϵ(N) ≡ − Ḣ

H2
= −1

4
ˆ̃Acc ·
c2

slow roll−−−−−→ − 1

ˆ̃Acc

(
V̂,c

V̂

)2

, (4.9)

with ϵ(N) ∼ O(1) marking the end of inflation. To address the horizon and flatness problems
successfully, one typically needs the total number of e-folds to be Ntot ≳ 50− 60.

Using (4.8), we now focus on the direct computation of the field trajectories, for which
the following observation proves useful first. At a constant k-slice, the de Sitter potential
V̂ (c, k) has a point of inflection along c at cin = ln(c2/ω2)/π, which, for ω2 = 10−3, turns out
to be cin ≈ 2.41994. If the field starts close to this inflection point, one may have successful
slow roll resulting in inflation. Now, the only input of k which seemingly enters (4.8) is through
the term (V̂,c/V̂ ). A numerical calculation of this ratio for a range of k-values, ranging from
10−3 to 10, brings out a rather surprising result: (V̂,c/V̂ ) is independent of k! In other words,
the evolution of c(N) is not parametrically dependent on the value of k, whose only role
comprises of regulating the height of the potential plateau and its slope simultaneously in
such a way that their ratio remains invariant. The nature of (V̂,c/V̂ ) is shown in Fig. 7.
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Figure 3: Exact slow roll evolution of c(N) and ϵ(N) plotted for k = 0.1 and a few initial
conditions c(0) > cin ≈ 2.41994, with the latter corresponding to ω2 = 10−3 (upper panel).
For a given c(0), the slow roll trajectories are independent of the value of k and coincide with
each other (lower panel). This scenario is not of observational interest, as inflation does not
come to an end at any finite Ntot.

The dynamics differ markedly depending on whether the field starts on the left or right
of the inflection point. For c(0) > cin, inflation does not come to an end through the violation
of slow roll at any finite Ntot. This is because the non-canonical kinetic coefficient ˆ̃Acc, which
results in a phantom-like kinetic term in this domain, drives the field up the potential slope
towards the inflection point, with a gradually decreasing rolling speed and a subsequently
decreasing value of ϵ(N). This behaviour of ϵ(N) can be understood from (4.9), where ϵ(N)
is proportional to V̂,c under the slow roll assumption. Since the latter approaches zero (by
definition) as c → cin, ϵ(N) does not diverge and inflation can continue ad infinitum, unless
some additional exit mechanism is invoked. This is displayed in Fig. 3 for a few benchmark
values. On the other hand, for c(0) < cin, inflation can come to an end naturally via slow
roll violation. In this case, the phantom kinetic term makes c(N) decrease over time in a
similar manner as before, as the field is slowly driven up the potential plateau. However,
ˆ̃Acc changes its sign from positive to negative (for decreasing c) at a non-zero value of c
between 1 and cin, viz. upper right panel of Fig. 2. For ω2 = 10−3, this critical value lies
at c ≈ 2.1, where ˆ̃Acc → 0. As ϵ(N) is inversely proportional to ˆ̃Acc, this serves as the
point where |ϵ(N)| diverges and inflation consequently ends, as shown in Fig. 4 for a case
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Figure 4: Exact slow roll evolution of c(N), ϵ(N), and ns(N) plotted for the initial condition
c(0) = 2.419, which results in Ntot ≈ 5420 for ω2 = 10−3. The evolution is independent of the
value of the parameter k, i.e. trajectories for different plausible k-values (ranging between
10−3 and 10) coincide. The smearing of ns(N) at smaller e-folds is a numerical artifact that
gets resolved towards the tail end, which is of observational interest. This set of figures
represents a viable scenario in the light of current CMB observations.

of physical interest. However, as this scenario involves momentary vanishing of the kinetic
term, the analytic prescription adopted here may not be completely trustworthy close to this
endpoint. To account for this, we conservatively allow an error margin of ∼ 0.2% centered at
the value of Ntot where slow roll violation is naively expected. This poses little threat to our
framework, as the total duration of inflation remains considerably larger than the minimum
required amount.

With the slow roll trajectories at hand, the scalar spectral index (ns) can be estimated
as a function of e-foldings up to the first order in slow roll as [62, 63]

ns(N) ≈ 1−3

(
1 +

pc
ρc

)
− 1

H

d

dt

[
ln
(
1 +

pc
ρc

)]
= 1+

1

2
ˆ̃Acc ·
c2−

(
ˆ̃Acc,c

ˆ̃Acc

)
·
c−2

(
··
c

·
c

)
, (4.10)

where pc = X̂ − V̂ and ρc = X̂ + V̂ are the pressure and energy densities of the c-field
respectively (with X̂ being the non-canonical kinetic term). To make contact with observables,
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c(0) k (T1/T2)∗ V̂ Nk∗ ns(k∗)

2.419 0.001 2394.34 9.55× 10−4 5355.55 0.9564

2.419 0.01 239.52 9.54× 10−5 5356.33 0.9560

2.419 0.1 25.13 9.09× 10−6 5357.01 0.9556

2.419 0.5 12.01 4.71× 10−7 5357.69 0.9554

2.419 0.9 22.55 1.45× 10−8 5358.62 0.9548

2.419 1.5 88.80 5.22× 10−11 5359.88 0.9540

2.419 2.0 320.32 4.69× 10−13 5361.04 0.9535

Table 1: For the CMB pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc-1, the interrelation among the inflationary
quantities, i.e. the CMB exit e-fold Nk∗ from the beginning of inflation and the scalar spectral
index ns(k∗), and the braneworld parameters, i.e. the initial value c(0), the parameter k, and
the extra-dimensional radii ratio at horizon-crossing (T1/T2)∗, has been shown for c-driven
slow roll inflation. For values of k outside this tabulated range, (T1/T2)∗ quickly grows
larger than O(103), which amounts to a problematic hierarchy between the sizes of the extra
dimensions. All the values correspond to ω2 = 10−3 and k′ ∼M .

ns is to be evaluated at the horizon-crossing of the mode of interest (k∗), which is defined by
k∗ = a∗H∗. For the case of the nearly constant potential V∗ ∼ Vend ∼ k′2M2V̂ throughout
c-driven inflation and assuming prompt reheating, the horizon-crossing e-fold of k∗ ∼ 0.05
Mpc-1 counted from the beginning of inflation is calculated to be [64–66]

Nk∗ ≈ Ntot −
(
66 + 0.25 ln V̂

)
, (4.11)

where k′ ∼M has been assumed. In other words, the mode relevant to the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) exits the horizon around 60 e-folds before the end of inflation, which is
compatible with well-accepted bounds.

In Fig. 4, we show the slow roll evolution for the initial condition c(0) = 2.419, which
results in Ntot ≈ 5420 independently of the value of k. On the other hand, although Nk∗ is a
function of k via V̂ according to (4.11), this dependence is logarithmic and hence extremely
suppressed. In fact, for 0.001 ≲ k ≲ 2.0, the variation of Nk∗ in confined roughly to the range
5355 ≲ Nk∗ ≲ 5361. While Nk∗ can grow faster for k ≳ 2.0 due to a strong suppression of the
magnitude of V̂ , such high k-values also imply a larger hierarchy (T1/T2)∗ ≳ O(104) between
the extra-dimensional radii at horizon-crossing, with the same being true for k ≲ 10−4. This
is why we conservatively limit k to the aforementioned range. To quote the values at these
two extremities, we obtain ns(k∗) ≈ 0.9535 for k = 2.0, whereas we have ns(k∗) ≈ 0.9564 for
k = 0.001. The former value falls close to the lower boundary of the 95% confidence level (CL)
interval of ns obtained from the CMB TT+TE+EE+lowE dataset of Planck 2018, whereas
the latter falls within 95% CL of the TT+TE+EE+lowE+lensing bounds [67–69]. In Table
1, we list these values alongside a few intermediate ones for appropriate combinations of the
braneworld parameters.

An estimate of the tensor-to-scalar ratio (r) also follows immediately from the relation
r ∼ 16|ϵ(Nk∗)| [63]. We have |ϵ(k∗)| ∼ 10−11 leading to a generic estimate of r ∼ 10−10, which
is well consistent with the typical upper bound of r ≲ 3× 10−2 obtained from joint analyses
of the Planck 2018 and latest BICEP/Keck datasets [70–72]. This could also be understood
in terms of the Lyth bound, which renders r the order of (V̂,c/V̂ ) [73–76].
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Before concluding this section, we would like to emphasize the point that these values are
merely representative ones for particular combinations of parameters, which have been chosen
to demonstrate that the model is capable of successfully driving inflation while remaining
consistent with currently available data. Any stronger comment on these estimates, however,
demands an exhaustive scanning of the entire parameter space, which is not the focus of
this study. The key takeaway from this section is the fact that in the curved doubly warped
scenario, the modulus k associated with the second extra dimension can play the role of an
interesting degree of freedom which can parametrically tune the height (and the slope) of
the inflationary potential across several orders of magnitude, with insignificant impact on the
observable quantities of interest.

4.2 Inflation driven by k

In this section, we focus on the opposite scenario, i.e. we treat c as a parameter and consider
the variation of (3.10) w.r.t. k only. Similar to the previous section, using the Friedmann
equations in the equation of motion for k, the latter can be recast in dimensionless form as

2 ˆ̃Akk

(
··
k + 3

·
k +

1

4
ˆ̃Akk ·

k3
)
+ ˆ̃Akk,k ·

k2 = 12

(
V̂,k

V̂

)(
1 +

1

12
ˆ̃Akk ·

k2
)
. (4.12)

In this case, the ratio (V̂,k/V̂ ) turns out to be independent of the value of c, as shown in Fig.
7. The slow roll parameter is given by

ϵ(N) ≡ − Ḣ

H2
= −1

4
ˆ̃Akk ·

k2
slow roll−−−−−→ − 1

ˆ̃Akk

(
V̂,k

V̂

)2

. (4.13)

Unlike the previous case, there is no inflection point here on a constant c-slice of the poten-
tial, which decays monotonically with increasing k. Consequently, one expects more or less
qualitatively uniform behaviour with respect to the initial conditions k(0) and

·
k(0). How-

ever, this scenario is interesting because the height of V̂ (c, k) may vary appreciably over the
course of inflation, i.e. the potential can be steep. This does not necessarily spoil slow roll
in non-canonical frameworks, as long as the non-canonicity allows ϵ(N) to remain smaller
than unity [77–80]. In fact, using (4.13), one may immediately arrive at a rough estimate of
|ϵ(N)| ∼ O(10−2) based on Fig. 1 and Fig. 7, which show respectively that ˆ̃Akk ∼ 300 and
|(V̂,k/V̂ )| ∼ 10 for k ≳ 1. Evidently, ϵ(N) diverges around k ≈ 0.14, where the denominator
ˆ̃Akk vanishes. Now, for initial k(0) > 0.14, the kinetic term is non-canonical, which makes
the field roll up the potential slope towards progressively smaller values of k. This makes
it eventually reach the critical value of k ≈ 0.14, where inflation comes to an end. Hence,
similar to the c-driven case, this scenario is also capable of driving slow roll inflation, besides
being equipped with an in-built exit mechanism. These properties are demonstrated in the
upper panel of Fig. 5 for a particular set of values.

However, checking the viability of this scenario requires evaluating the scalar spectral
index, which can be obtained as before as

ns(N) ≈ 1−3

(
1 +

pk
ρk

)
− 1

H

d

dt

[
ln
(
1 +

pk
ρk

)]
= 1+

1

2
ˆ̃Akk ·

k2−

(
ˆ̃Akk,k

ˆ̃Akk

)
·
k−2

(
··
k

·
k

)
, (4.14)

where pk and ρk are defined in an analogous manner as earlier, and (4.14) needs to be
evaluated at horizon crossing of the relevant mode. We find that the scalar spectral index
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apparently remains fixed at a value of ns(N) ≈ 1.082 throughout most of the inflationary
phase, quasi-independently of both the initial condition and the value of c. Close to the exit
point, it plunges rapidly and seemingly passes through the observed CMB bounds. But the
corresponding number of e-folds from the end of inflation where this happens is very small,
and the associated scale is consequently expected to be much shorter than the CMB pivot
scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc-1. On the other hand, at the horizon-crossing e-fold of the CMB scale,
ns(k∗) remains close to 1.08. While one may hope to increase Ntot by raising k(0) (viz. Fig.
5), with the aim of consistently matching the number of e-folds from the end of inflation where
ns ≈ 0.96 with the scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc-1, this idea is rather unappealing. This seems to
require a much larger k(0) than the values considered in Fig. 5, which in turn would require an
extremely small value of c in order to produce a moderate T1/T2 hierarchy during the initial
stages of inflation. Then, as k(N) decreases quasi-linearly and reaches k(N∗) ≲ O(1) at the
tentative moment of horizon crossing, the same value of c as before would now produce a very
tiny (T1/T2)∗, which would imply that T2 is extremely large compared to T1. A tension thus
emerges between early and late time values of T1/T2 during inflation, as it appears impossible
to keep this ratio within moderate bounds throughout the entire duration of inflation due to
the underlying geometry, if one attempts to make this scenario compatible with observations.

Since |ϵ(N)| ∼ 10−2 is not very small in this scenario, it makes sense to ask whether
going to higher orders in ϵ(N) may significantly alter these conclusions and help drag the
value of ns(k∗) towards the viable range. To investigate this, we calculate the correction ∆ns
incurred by a higher order term as follows. The scalar spectral index is defined strictly in
terms of the scalar power spectrum (P ζ

k ) as

ns − 1 ≡
dlnP ζ

k

dlnk
=

d

dlnk
ln

[
16

9

( ρ
M

)(
1 +

p

ρ

)−1
]
. (4.15)

The horizon-crossing condition imposes dlnk = dlna+dlnH, where a nearly constant value of
the Hubble parameter during inflation enables one to drop the second term and approximate
the derivative operator as d/dlnk ≈ H−1d/dt [81]. Combining the result with the continuity
equation ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + p) = 0, one then ends up with the expressions of (ns − 1) in (4.10)
and (4.14). However, motivated by the steepness of V̂ in the present case, if one is to retain
the dlnH term, then up to first order, the derivative operator at horizon-crossing becomes
d/dlnk = H−1(1 + H−2Ḣ)−1d/dt ≈ H−1(1 − H−2Ḣ)d/dt. This extra term results in the
correction ∆ns on top of the ns value calculated earlier, and is given by

∆ns ≡ ϵ(N)(n(0)s − 1) , (4.16)

where n(0)s is the earlier result, and we have used the definition ϵ(N) = −Ḣ/H2 = −
·
H/H.

Recall that n(0)s > 1 and ϵ(N) < 0, which encouragingly render ∆ns < 0 and indicate the
possibility of lowering the value of n(0)s . But the magnitude of this correction, calculated
using n

(0)
s ≈ 1.082 and ϵ(N) ≈ −0.04, turns out to be ∆ns ≈ −0.003, which is far too

small compared to what is required to pull the value of ns down into the observational
range. Hence, our remark about the unfeasible nature of the k-driven regime seems robust
against higher-order slow-roll corrections. As future works, it may be interesting to study
whether any additional spectator(s) and/or higher-dimensional flux field(s) could furnish a
larger correction and help make this a viable scenario.
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Figure 5: Representative plots of k(N), ϵ(N), and ns(N) for a few benchmark values of c,
and a few particular initial condition imposed on k. For different initial conditions, the k(N)
curves run parallel to each other, leading eventually to different values of Ntot (upper left).
For a given initial condition, the trajectories are independent of the value of c and coincide
with each other (upper right). The initial conditions chosen for the upper right panel result
in exit from inflation around Ntot ∼ 66 − 70. But ns(N) turns out to be greater than unity
throughout most of inflation, except very close to the exit where it drops sharply. All the
plots correspond to ω2 = 10−3 and k′ ∼M .

5 Generic trends in higher dimensions

In this section, we briefly highlight a few characteristics that appear to be generic dynamical
features of non-flat braneworlds with arbitrary levels of nested warpings. For the purpose of
demonstration, we first focus on the 4D de Sitter regime of the curved triply warped scenario.
This scenario involves three moduli which we denote by c, k, and ℓ. Using the associated
warp factors and brane tensions derived in [61], the Einstein frame potential V̂ (c, k, ℓ) can be
derived following the procedure of Sec. 3. We do not provide the full analytical form here due
to its cumbersome appearance. Instead, we show its nature graphically in Fig. 6 by plotting
its projections along the three moduli separately. It is easy to see that the projections on
constant k and ℓ-slices look very similar to each other, which may be traced back to the
identical functional form of the warp factors along the corresponding orbifolds. This is also
apparent in the constant c projections. However, the presence of nested warping puts k and
ℓ on fundamentally different footings, which induces small differences in the behaviour of the
resulting V̂ (c, k, ℓ) along these two moduli, thus preventing them from being exactly identical
to each other from a numerical point of view.
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Figure 6: Visual projections of the 4D dS (ω2 = 10−3) effective potential V̂ (c, k, ℓ) along
each modular direction as a function of the other two for a curved 7D nested braneworld. Top
panel: Constant c-slices at the values c = 0.01, 0.1, 1.0. Middle panel: Constant k-slices at
the values k = 0.01, 0.1, 1.0. Bottom panel: Constant ℓ-slices at the values ℓ = 0.01, 0.1, 1.0.
Although the projections give the impression that V̂ (c, k, ℓ) is symmetric in k and ℓ, it is
not exactly so due to the nested geometric structure which fundamentally places k and ℓ on
unequal footings.

In a similar manner, the non-canonical kinetic couplings of the 4D effective action may
also be derived in the Einstein frame. In this case, a total of six self and cross-kinetic terms
arises among the three moduli fields, leading to six coupling functions which we denote by ˆ̃Acc,
ˆ̃Akk,

ˆ̃Aℓℓ,
ˆ̃Ack,

ˆ̃Akℓ, and ˆ̃Acℓ. In the spirit of Sec. 4, we are more interested here in the first
three. It turns out that ˆ̃Acc(c) and ˆ̃Akk(k) are completely identical to their 6D counterparts
and receive no direct modification from the additional level of warping. On the other hand,
the shape of ˆ̃Aℓℓ(ℓ) turns out to be very similar to that of ˆ̃Akk(k), with what appears to be
effectively an overall rescaling alongside a minor lateral shift (viz. upper left panel of Fig. 2).
We find that ˆ̃Aℓℓ(ℓ) → −∞ as l → 0, and ˆ̃Aℓℓ(ℓ) ∼ 630 for ℓ ≳ 1, with a zero-crossing around
ℓ ≈ 0.12. These features are independent of the value of the induced cosmological constant,
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as, like ˆ̃Akk(k),
ˆ̃Aℓℓ(ℓ) is also independent of ω2. Qualitatively similar features are found to

arise in the AdS scenario as well.
Equipped with these results, we are now in a position to make some generic comments.

Firstly, for an n-fold nested warped geometry with Ω ̸= 0, the induced potential V̂ in the
Einstein frame (that vanishes identically in the Ω → 0 limit) exhibits a metastable minimum
in the direction of the first extra-dimensional modulus, and appears to decay monotonically
along all the higher modular directions. The functional dependences of V̂ on these higher
moduli are expected to be very similar to each other with minute differences, owing to the
underlying nested geometry and the identical functional forms of the corresponding warp
factors. Besides the potential, there arise a total of n +

(
n
2

)
non-canonical moduli kinetic

terms in the 4D effective action. In the Einstein frame, the non-canonical coefficient of
each self-kinetic term is a function only of the modulus of that term, while that of each
cross-kinetic term depends on the two moduli corresponding to that term. Moreover, only
the first modulus remains explicitly associated with Ω, which does not show up in any of
the kinetic coefficients that does not involve at least one derivative of the first modulus.
On the other hand, the coefficients of the higher-moduli kinetic terms (both self and cross)
exhibit features very similar to each other as functions of their corresponding moduli, which
is once again due to the similarity of the higher warp factors. From a cosmological point
of view, predominant slow roll on the metastable plateau along the first modulus provides
a viable inflationary mechanism with a natural exit scheme, both concordant with current
observations. Interestingly, the inflationary parameters remain largely independent of the
values of the other moduli, whose key role consists of regulating the height of the potential
plateau. On the other hand, while slow roll scenarios along the higher moduli can produce
an inflating background alongside a proper exit, they are disfavoured as good agreement with
data seemingly demands a huge variation of the extra-dimensional size hierarchy over the
course of inflation.

6 Discussions and conclusion

In the present work, we have analyzed the 4D effective dynamics of extra-dimensional moduli
fields in the backdrop of nested warped geometry with curved branes, with emphasis on their
cosmological prospects for an inflationary epoch that is consistent with observations. The
whole analysis has been carried out explicitly in terms of the non-canonical moduli fields
themselves, instead of what is conventionally done in terms of the canonically normalized
radion field(s). The former approach allows greater physical insight into our results directly
in terms of the geometric properties of the underlying braneworld, which may be somewhat
obscured in the latter one. In this section, we summarize our key findings in order, and briefly
comment on a few interesting future directions to explore.

Following a brief recap of the essential geometric features of the curved doubly warped
model in Sec. 2, we have started in Sec. 3 by explicitly deriving the 4D induced potential and
the modular kinetic terms in the Jordan frame, which involves a non-minimal coupling of the
4D Ricci scalar to the moduli fields themselves. This has been achieved by splitting the total
6D Ricci scalar appropriately and identifying the specific type of effective lower-dimensional
term arising from each part. The derivatives with respect to the extra-dimensional angular
coordinates, alongside the bulk cosmological constant and the 4-brane tension terms in the
full 6D action, lead to the effective potential V (c, k), which shows distinct behaviour in the
dS and AdS regimes (Sec. 3.1). The derivatives with respect to the usual non-compact 4D
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coordinates, on the other hand, lead to the effective kinetic terms after suitable integration
by parts, whereas the non-minimal Jordan frame coupling emerges from the fact that the 6D
Ricci scalar contains the warped 4D Ricci scalar within itself (Sec. 3.2). The entire Jordan
frame action has then been recast in the Einstein frame in Sec. 3.3, where the non-minimal
gravitational coupling is removed at the cost of non-trivial modifications (involving the same
coupling function) to the form of the effective potential, as well as to those of the kinetic
terms. For Ω > 0 in particular, which is the case of physical interest, the Einstein frame
potential V̂ (c, k) contains a metastable plateau of finite width in the direction of the first
modulus c, while decaying with no minima along the second modulus k. Thus, it appears
that positively curved brane geometry alone cannot stabilize all of the moduli in a metastable
fashion in multiply warped settings, and it becomes important to invoke additional stabilizing
mechanisms for the higher moduli. On the other hand, the non-canonical kinetic couplings
in the Einstein frame are found to depend on the moduli following a nice pattern, with the
coupling function of each self-kinetic term depending only on the corresponding modulus, and
that of the single cross-kinetic term depending on both c and k. This is but a consequence of
the nested geometric structure, which allows such a splitting in the Einstein frame which is
equipped with a minimal gravitational coupling. Moreover, the input of the brane curvature
appears in only those kinetic terms which involve at least one derivative of c(x). This, in turn,
is a consequence of the fact that only the first warp factor a(y) (which is associated with c)
is explicitly dependent on Ω, which does not show up in the expression of any subsequently
higher warp factor. As we demonstrate by means of a 7D extension in Sec. 5, most of these
dynamical features can be generalized readily to any arbitrary n-fold warped braneworld with
n ≥ 2 in presence of non-zero brane curvature.

In Sec. 4, we have made use of the results derived in Sec. 3 to study the prospects for slow
roll inflation, which exemplifies a physical scenario where the idea of such a curved braneworld
may prove particularly useful. While a full-fledged two-field analysis involving both of the
moduli is possible in principle, it is numerically expensive and not entirely relevant within
the framework of the present study, which primarily aims to investigate, as part of its full
scope, some possible cosmological phenomenon which might be addressed naturally from the
perspective of a non-flat multiply warped braneworld. As such, it would be interesting to
pursue the former route in future as part of a detailed study focused purely on braneworld-
induced multi-field inflation. In this work, we have restricted ourselves to a case-by-case
analysis instead, where we have explored the consequences of slow roll along the potential
predominantly in one particular modular direction at a time, with the other modulus held
approximately fixed and thus playing a parametric role. We maintain an agnostic stance
towards the process(es) which may stabilize the parametric modulus, and focus only on the
possible observational consequences of such a scenario. Nonetheless, in fundamentally string-
inspired frameworks which may give rise to effective warped geometries in lower dimensions,
it is not altogether impossible to imagine such moduli stabilizing processes resulting from
p-form fluxes on the higher-dimensional Calabi-Yau manifolds [82–85]. We do not pursue this
line of inquiry in the present work any further, and leave it to a future study.

Proceeding in the spirit described above, we have investigated inflationary scenarios
driven individually by c(x) and k(x) in Sec. 4.1 and Sec. 4.2 respectively. Firstly, it is
interesting to note that both of the cases come equipped with in-built exit mechanisms at
some finite e-fold value, which is linked to the nature of the non-canonical kinetic coefficients
ˆ̃Acc(c) and ˆ̃Akk(k). Each of these coefficients exhibits a zero-crossing in its corresponding
field space, where the kinetic term switches its sign. For suitable initial values greater than
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this critical value, the kinetic term is phantom, and the field slowly climbs up the potential
towards this tipping point. The slow roll parameter, being inversely proportional to the non-
canonical kinetic coefficient, eventually diverges at this point, marking an exit from inflation.
We would like to emphasize that our scenario is distinct from other inflationary proposals
involving negative kinetic terms, e.g. phantom inflation [86–88] or ghost inflation [89–91], due
to the simultaneous presence of the non-trivial kinetic coefficients and the effective potential,
neither of which needs to be invoked ad hoc in our case.

Depending on the initial conditions, both the c-driven and the k-driven cases are found
capable of generating a sufficient number of e-foldings as required observationally. However, in
light of the latest bounds on the scalar spectral index, we find the c-driven case to be the more
favoured scenario between the two. For the benchmark value of ω2 = 10−3, we find that good
agreement with data requires a total of O(103) e-folds (of which the last ∼ 60−70 correspond
to physical inflation), for an initial value c(0) tuned close to the inflection point on a constant
k-slice of V̂ (c, k). For smaller values of ω2, a finer tuning of the initial condition may be
necessary. The value of k does not seem to impact the inflationary observables significantly,
but is capable of modulating the height of the potential across several orders of magnitude
while maintaining a moderate hierarchy between the radii of the extra dimensions. This
flexibility might be interesting from the perspective of theoretical arguments for a reduced
energy scale of inflation, e.g. based on the trans-Planckian censorship conjecture (TCC) and
other swampland criteria (SC) [92–95].

In the k-driven case, on the other hand, c plays a similar parametric role to tune the
height of the potential. But in this case, our results indicate a slight blue tilt of the scalar
power on CMB scales, for moderate choices of the initial conditions on k(x) and values of c.
This is incompatible with the latest CMB observations, which report a weak red tilt instead.
While our analysis hints that it might be possible to ameliorate this issue by increasing the
total number of e-folds, this possibility corresponds to k(0) ≳ O(10), which requires a very
small value of c ∼ e−k(0)π to control the hierarchy T1/T2 between the extra-dimensional radii
during the initial moments of inflation. However, as the exit occurs near k ∼ 0.1, one ends
up with T2 ≫ T1 close to the end of inflation, which spells trouble for the size hierarchy.
On the other hand, if one chooses to have a moderate T1/T2 ratio close to the end instead,
then initially one must have T1 ≫ T2. Compatibility of the k-driven inflationary regime
with observations thus apparently requires a drastic fall in the T1/T2 ratio over the course of
inflation, with at least one end ending up with an alarmingly large extra dimension. Based
on similar trends of the potential and the kinetic coefficients in higher-dimensional extensions
of the 6D model, we infer in Sec. 5 that these may be generic features of slow roll along
any of the higher moduli beyond the first one. While this compels us to discard this regime
within the purview of the present work, it might be interesting to study in future whether
simultaneous variation of c, or even non-trivial stabilization mechanisms which may possibly
fix the value of c, might help make this a viable scenario.

In the end, we would like to note that the present analysis is by no means exhaustive, and
that there may be numerous interesting extensions. Reiterating our comment from earlier,
the first avenue to explore could be whether it is possible to obtain a concrete stabilization
mechanism which may justify the unidirectional slow roll scheme and the stability of the
other moduli, which we have explored as particular cases of interest in this analysis. This
could be studied, for instance, in the context of Type IIB string-inspired frameworks where
fluxes play an important stabilizing role. The second avenue would be to proceed with a full
numerical computation of both the background and perturbations by keeping all the moduli
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free, thus approaching the scenario from the perspective of multi-field inflation which we have
deliberately avoided in this work. Apart from these two, other possibilities include studying
late time cosmological effects in the dS branch, or potential physical applications of the AdS
branch, which have been relatively less explored even in the 5D scenario. We plan to report
on some of these aspects in future works.
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A List of explicit functional forms

In this appendix, we provide a list of the full expressions of the conformal coupling factor
h(c, k), the Einstein frame moduli potential V̂ (c, k), and the non-canonical kinetic coefficients
in the Einstein frame, for both the AdS and the dS branches in the curved doubly warped
geometry. While our actual calculations have proceeded from the Jordan frame to the Einstein
frame, the latter has been central to our analysis. This is why we present only the Einstein
frame quantities here. For computational purposes, it suffices to recall that the Jordan and
Einstein frame potentials are related via V̂ = V/h2, and the analogous relations for the kinetic
coefficients are given by (3.11). These relations fully specify the Jordan frame quantities in
terms of the Einstein frame, whenever required.

A.1 Anti-de Sitter

• Conformal coupling factor :

h(c, k) =− 1

12
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• Moduli potential (Einstein frame):
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• Non-canonical kinetic coefficients (Einstein frame):

ˆ̃Acc(c) = 4π2
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A.2 de Sitter

• Conformal coupling factor :
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• Moduli potential (Einstein frame):
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• Non-canonical kinetic coefficients (Einstein frame):
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B Plots of slope-to-height ratio of the potential

The nature of (V̂,c/V̂ ) and (V̂,k/V̂ ), which appear respectively in (4.8) and (4.12), are shown
graphically as follows.
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