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We study the cosmological inflation within the context of f(Q,T ) gravity, wherein Q is the non-
metricity scalar and T is the trace of the matter energy-momentum tensor. By choosing a linear
combination of Q and T , we first analyze the realization of an inflationary scenario driven via the
geometrical effects of the linear f(Q,T ) gravity and then, we obtain the modified slow-roll parame-
ters, the scalar and the tensor spectral indices, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio for the proposed model.
In addition, by choosing three inflationary potentials, i.e. the power-law, hyperbolic and natural
potentials, and by applying the slow-roll approximations, we calculate these inflationary observables
in the presence of an inflaton scalar field. The results indicate that by properly restricting the free
parameters, the proposed model provides appropriate predictions that are consistent with the obser-
vational data obtained from the Planck 2018. Also, we specify that the contribution of linear model
of f(Q,T ) gravity with the hyperbolic and natural potentials can impose different restrictions on
the parameters of these potentials. Furthermore, the predictions of natural inflation in this model
are in good agreement with the joint Planck, BK15 and BAO data, justifying the use of the f(Q,T )
gravity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, a wide range of theoretical and ob-
servational studies have been conducted to describe the
dynamics of the Universe, and the results appear to be
almost in good agreement with the standard cosmolog-
ical model, i.e., the ΛCDM model, which stems from
general relativity (GR) [1]. On the other hand, the ob-
servations related to the cosmic microwave background
radiation (CMB) through various surveys contain very
important information about the formation and evolu-
tion of the Universe [2–7]. However, some challenging
concepts, such as flatness and horizon problems, remain
undesirable within the framework of the standard cos-
mological model [8]. To solve such problems, it has been
proposed to consider an epoch of accelerated expansion in
the earliest stage of the evolution of the Universe, known
as cosmic inflation [9–12].

The most appropriate way to explain the inflationary
framework is to consider a scalar field known as infla-
ton, which is managed by a specific potential. In partic-
ular, the quantum fluctuations of the inflaton can give
rise to an inflationary era and explain the origin of the
large-scale structures. In other words, the cosmic infla-
tion yields density perturbations, the impact of which
can be observed in the measurement of CMB tempera-
ture anisotropies [13–16]. Moreover, to produce a long
enough inflationary era, it is essential to impose the (so-
called) slow-roll conditions on the inflaton field, under
which the kinetic term of the inflaton field can usually
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be ignored. On the other hand, a wide range of poten-
tials, that can be capable of describing an inflationary
era, have carefully been investigated and constrained via
the measurements of CMB anisotropies [17–21].

On the other side, although GR has so far provided
the most accurate predictions for describing cosmologi-
cal phenomena [22], it is undesirable to justify the dark
sector (i.e., dark matter and dark energy) that its ef-
fects on the dynamics of the Universe is well consistent
with the observational data [23]. The need to overcome
such shortcomings motivated the investigation of alterna-
tive theories of gravity, see Refs. [24–38] and references
therein. In this regard, various modified theories of grav-
ity have also been considered for inflationary cosmology
in the hope that their predictions can better justify the
observational data [39–56].

Another approach to structuring a more general theory
than GR is to consider geometry beyond the Rieman-
nian one. The first study in this area was carried out
by Weyl to achieve a geometric interpretation for elec-
tromagnetism and a unified theory for gravitation and
electromagnetism [57–59]. He assumed that under the
parallel transformation of a vector, in addition to the
direction of the vector, its length also changes. In this
generalization of geometry, Weyl introduced a compen-
sating vector field. In this idea, the connection of the
system can be decomposed into two connections. One
of those connections describes the vector length, and the
other one, a Levi-Civita connection, expresses the vector
direction under the parallel transportation. Both of these
connections are torsionless within the framework of the
Weyl geometry. Weyl tried to interpret the introduced
vector field as the electromagnetic potential, however his
theory was not successful and even was rejected by him-
self [60].

However, Dirac tried to revive the Weyl geometry. In-
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deed, he showed [61] that the difference between the Weyl
geometry and the Riemannian one is in the expression of
the partial derivative. In other words, under the Weyl
gauge transformation, the Weyl space is reduced to a Rie-
mannian one with a metric that is conformally related to
the original metric. Nevertheless, it has been claimed [62]
that the Weyl theory cannot describe the electromagnetic
interaction because the vector field introduced by Weyl
does not couple to the spinor, unlike the electromagnetic
potential. Although the success of the Weyl theory was
rather limited from the physical point of view, it pre-
sented some interesting points. Indeed, one of the most
important features of the Weyl geometry is providing the
nonzero covariant derivative of the metric tensor, which
geometrically led to a quantitative definition called non-
metricity.

In order to achieve a simpler geometrical formalism for
gravity, the teleparallel equivalent of GR was proposed
that uses the Weitzenböck connection with zero curvature
and nonmetricity tensors but nonzero torsion [63, 64].

Another formalism, known as the symmetric teleparal-
lel gravity, has been constructed using a connection with
zero curvature and torsion tensors but with a nonmetric-
ity tensor describing gravitational interactions [65]. The
symmetric teleparallel gravity was modified [66] into the
coincident GR and f(Q) gravity, which achieves a specific
class with a vanishing connection in the so-called coin-
cident gauge. One of the most important points of this
theory is that it deprives gravity of any inertial charac-
ter and separates inertial and gravitational effects, which
cannot be done in GR [67]. The symmetric teleparal-
lel gravity provides another geometrical description of
gravitation that is dynamically equivalent to GR. This
theory is described by the Einstein-Hilbert action in the
absence of boundary terms. Its construction naturally
leads to self-accelerating cosmological solutions in the
early and late-time Universe. The cosmological and as-
trophysical aspects of this theory have been investigated
in Refs. [66, 68–73].

Another proposed theory as an alternative to GR is
f(Q,T ) gravity [74], wherein the gravitational action is
determined by an arbitrary function of the nonmetricity
scalar, Q, and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor,
T . This theory is in fact an extension of the symmetric
teleparallel gravity and f(Q) gravity [66, 68]. Till now,
some cosmological aspects of f(Q,T ) gravity have been
studied, e.g., observational constraints of f(Q,T ) grav-
ity [75], cosmological implications of its Weyl-type grav-
ity [76–78], energy conditions in f(Q,T ) gravity [79–81],
Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) cosmol-
ogy in f(Q,T ) gravity [82], transit cosmological models
of f(Q,T ) gravity [83], and dynamical aspects and cos-
mic acceleration in f(Q,T ) gravity [84–87]. Also, a fur-
ther extension of f(Q,T ) gravity has been performed to
squared symmetric teleparallel gravity f(Q,TµνT

µν) [88].

In this work, we intend to investigate the cosmologi-
cal inflation within the context of linear f(Q,T ) gravity.
In this respect, the outline of the work is as follows. In

Sec. II, we concisely introduce the context of cosmolog-
ical inflation. Then, in Sec. III, we briefly review the
theoretical framework of f(Q,T ) gravity. Accordingly, in
Sec. IV, we calculate the cosmological inflation within the
context of such a gravity and hereupon, discuss the rel-
evant results. Moreover, in Sec. V, we calculate the cos-
mological inflation for a linear functional form of f(Q,T )
gravity in the presence of a scalar field, and then, spec-
ify inflationary observables by considering three different
inflationary potentials. Finally, in Sec. VI, we scrutinize
the results and summarize the findings. Also, we provide
an overview of some prerequisites related to the f(Q,T )
gravity in an appendix.

II. COSMOLOGICAL INFLATION

The simplest model of inflation is based on GR and an
isotropic and homogeneous scalar field called the inflaton.
The dynamics of such an inflaton field can be defined via
the action

S =

∫ √
−g
(
R

2κ
+ L[φ]

m

)
d4x, (1)

where g is the determinant of the metric, R is the Ricci
scalar, κ = 8π = 1/M2

Pl (in the natural units ~ = 1 = c
and G = 1) and the lower case Greek indices run from

zero to three. Also, L
[φ]
m is the Lagrangian of the inflaton

field defined as

L[φ]
m = −1

2
gµν∂µφ∂νφ− V (φ), (2)

where φ ≡ φ(t) is the scalar field and V (φ) is the poten-
tial of the scalar field that depends on one or more free
parameters [89]. During the inflationary era, the inflaton
slowly rolls down along its relatively flat potential.

The variation of action (1) with respect to the metric
gives

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = κTµν , (3)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor that, gener-
ally, defined as

Tµν ≡ −
2√
−g

δ(
√
−gLm)

δgµν
= gµνLm − 2

∂Lm

∂gµν
. (4)

By substituting relation (2) into relation (4), it gives

T [φ]
µν = ∂µφ∂νφ− gµν

[
1

2
∂σφ∂

σφ+ V (φ)

]
. (5)

We also assume the spatially flat FLRW spacetime

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)(dx2 + dy2 + dz2), (6)

where a(t) is the cosmological scale factor as a function
of the cosmic time t with the present time Universe t0
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as a(t0) = 1. The energy-momentum tensor of the infla-
ton field can be declared as a perfect fluid with a linear
barotropic equation of state as p[φ] = wρ[φ], in which the
energy density, ρ[φ], and the pressure density, p[φ], are

ρ[φ] =
1

2
φ̇2 + V (φ) and p[φ] =

1

2
φ̇2 − V (φ), (7)

where dot represents the derivative with respect to the
cosmic time. The dimensionless related parameter of the
equation of state also is

w[φ] =
p[φ]

ρ[φ]
=
φ̇2 − 2V

φ̇2 + 2V
. (8)

Now, under these considerations and by using Eqs. (3),
(5), (6) and (7), we easily obtain the Friedmann equa-
tions as

H2 =
κ

3

[
φ̇2

2
+ V (φ)

]
, (9)

H2 + Ḣ = −κ
3

[
φ̇2 − V (φ)

]
, (10)

Ḣ = −κ
2
φ̇2, (11)

where H(t) ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter. To achieve
the time evolution of the scalar field, by taking the time
derivative of Eq. (9) and substituting Eq. (11) into the
resulted relation, we obtain the Klein-Gordon equation
as

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ V ′ = 0, (12)

where the prime denotes derivative with respect to the
scalar field.

Inflation is an accelerated expansion era in the early
Universe, wherein the comoving Hubble horizon shrinks
in time, i.e.,

d(aH)−1

dt
= − ä

ȧ2
= −1

a
(1− ε1) < 0. (13)

In this relation, ε1 < 1 is the first slow-roll parameter,
which is defined as [90, 91]

ε1(t) ≡ − Ḣ

H2
. (14)

Moreover, there are several possible sets of such slow-
roll parameters that are useful to define in terms of the
e-folding number, N , namely [92]

εn+1(t) ≡ d ln |εn(t)|
dN

, (15)

where n ≥ 0 is an integer and ε0(t) ≡ Hend/H. This rela-
tion is known as the Hubble flow parameters or the Hub-
ble slow-roll parameters. The e-folding number somehow
describes the rate of the expansion of inflation as a nat-
ural logarithm of the scale factor [93, 94]

N ≡ ln(
aend

a
) =

∫ tend

t

Hdt, (16)

where the index ‘end’ denotes the value of quantities at
the end of inflation. From definition (15), the second
slow-roll parameter is

ε2 =
ε̇1
Hε1

=
Ḧ

ḢH
− 2

Ḣ

H2
. (17)

It is known [92] that if the condition |εn| � 1 is met,
inflation will occur and will continue long enough to solve
the standard cosmological problems. Also, inflation ends
when the first slow-roll parameter reaches the unit, i.e.,
ε1 = 1.

Potential Representation of Slow-Roll Parame-
ters

As mentioned, an inflationary scenario at the early
stages of the formation of the Universe can be described
by the slow-roll conditions. Hence, calculating the slow-
roll parameters while satisfying the slow-roll conditions
can be considered as the first step in inflationary calcu-
lations. These parameters can also be written in terms
of the inflationary potential used.

By substituting Eqs. (9) and (11) into definition (14),
one obtains the first slow-roll parameter, usually denoted
by ε, in terms of scalar field as

ε ≡ ε1 =
3

2

φ̇2

φ̇2

2
+ V

. (18)

As a result, satisfying ε� 1 leads to

φ̇2 � |V |. (19)

By applying the above condition to relation (18), ε can
be approximated as

ε ≈ 3

2

φ̇2

|V |
. (20)

Similar to the first slow-roll parameter, the usual second
slow-roll parameter can also be defined as

η ≡ 2ε− ε2
2

= − Ḣ

H2
− Ḧ

2HḢ
≈ − |φ̈|

H|φ̇|
, (21)

where, in the last approximation, relation (19) and
Eqs. (9)-(11) have been used. Furthermore, the condi-
tion |η| � 1 yields

|φ̈| � H|φ̇|, (22)

which, together with condition (19), are known as the
slow-roll conditions. The slow-roll conditions manage the
dynamics of inflationary scenarios in such a way that it
will lead to inflation if these conditions can be fulfilled,
and when those are violated, inflation will end. Accord-
ingly, by using the slow-roll conditions, Eqs. (9) and (12)
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can also be approximated to

H2 ≈ κ

3
V (φ), (23)

φ̇ ≈ − V
′

3H
. (24)

Now, via Eqs. (23) and (24), the slow-roll parameters
can be written in terms of the inflationary potential and
its derivatives as

ε ≈ 1

2κ

(
V ′

V

)2

, (25)

and [90, 95, 96]

η ≈ 1

κ

V ′′

V
. (26)

Relations (25) and (26) are known as the potential slow-
roll parameters, which are distinct from the Hubble slow-
roll parameters. Using the slow-roll approximations and
the equation of state as w[φ] ≈ −1, the e-folding number,
relation (16), can be calculated in terms of the inflation-
ary potential as

N =

∫ φend

φ

H

φ̇
dφ = κ

∫ φ

φend

V

V ′
dφ. (27)

Up to now, we have introduced the slow-roll parameters
in both Hubble and potential representations within the
context of the cosmological inflation scenario. In the fol-
lowing, we will briefly review the theoretical framework
of f(Q,T ) gravity and its cosmological implications.

III. THE FRAMEWORK OF f(Q,T ) GRAVITY

To avoid any digressions, we review some prerequisites
related to the f(Q,T ) gravity in an appendix.

Following Ref. [74], we consider the f(Q,T ) gravity
action

S =

∫ √
−g
[
f(Q,T )

2κ
+ Lm

]
d4x, (28)

where in addition to the metric, this action also varies
with respect to the connection, which is assumed to be
torsionless with a zero Riemann tensor, while accepting
nonmetricity.

The variation of action (28) with respect to the metric
leads to the modified field equations

κTµν = − 2√
−g
5α (fQ

√
−gPαµν)− f gµν

2

+fT (Tµν + Θµν)− fQ
(
PµαβQν

αβ − 2QαβµPαβν
)
,

(29)
where

Θµν ≡ gαβ
δTαβ
δgµν

, fQ ≡
∂f(Q,T )

∂Q
, fT ≡

∂f(Q,T )

∂T
.

(30)

Furthermore, Pαµν is the superpotential of the model,
which is defined as

Pαµν ≡ −
1

2
Lαµν +

1

4

(
Qα − Q̃α

)
gµν −

1

4
δα(µQν). (31)

In this relation, each of Qα and Q̃α is the trace of the
nonmetricity tensor defined as

Qα ≡ Qαµµ and Q̃α ≡ Qµαµ. (32)

The variation of action (28) with respect to the con-
nection can be performed while imposing two constraints
Rαβµν = 0 and ταµν = 0, and using the Lagrange multi-
plier method. Consequently the corresponding field equa-
tions are

5µ 5ν
(
2
√
−gfQPµνα + κHα

µν
)

= 0, (33)

where Hα
µν is the hyper-momentum tensor density de-

fined as

Hα
µν ≡ fT

√
−g

2κ

δ T

δΓαµν
+
δ (
√
−g Lm)

δΓαµν
. (34)

We also assume the spatially flat FLRW spacetime,
metric (6), and consider the energy-momentum tensor as
a perfect fluid, i.e.,

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + p gµν , (35)

where ρ, p and uµ are the energy density, the pressure
density, and the four-vector velocity of the perfect fluid,
respectively. In an adapted coordinate system, i.e. the
Cartesian coordinates in the spatial variables of the line-
element (6) in which the connection is zero (the coinci-
dent gauge), one obtains the nonmetricity scalar to be
Q = 6H2. Hence the modified Friedmann equations are

κ ρ =
f

2
− 6FH2 − 2G̃

1 + G̃

(
ḞH + FḢ

)
, (36)

κ p = −f
2

+ 6FH2 + 2
(
ḞH + FḢ

)
, (37)

where F ≡ fQ and κG̃ ≡ fT have been defined for sim-
plicity. Under these situations, one obtains the evolution
of the Hubble parameter as

Ḣ +
Ḟ

F
H =

κ

2F

(
1 + G̃

)
(ρ+ p) , (38)

where F 6= 0 has been assumed.1 By introducing the ef-
fective pressure and energy densities, one can rewrite the
modified Friedmann equations as

3H2 = κρ[eff] =
f

4F
− κ

2F

[(
1 + G̃

)
ρ+ G̃p

]
, (39)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −κp[eff] =
f

4F
− 2ḞH

F

+
κ

2F

[(
1 + G̃

)
ρ+

(
2 + G̃

)
p
]
. (40)

1 In the case F = 0, Eqs. (36) and (37) give w = −1.
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Also, taking the time derivative of Eq. (39) while using
Eqs. (39) and (40) yields the convenient continuity equa-
tion

ρ̇[eff] + 3H
(
ρ[eff] + p[eff]

)
= 0. (41)

Moreover, by substituting Eq. (38) into Eq. (36) while
using the linear barotropic equation of state, we obtain
the evolution of energy density to be

ρ =
f − 12H2F

2κ
[
(1 + w)G̃+ 1

] . (42)

IV. MODELING AN INFLATIONARY
SCENARIO IN f(Q,T ) GRAVITY

Inflation can be realized by a scalar field called in-
flaton or from modification of gravity. In this section,
we analyze the slow-roll inflation within the framework
of a special model of the f(Q,T ) gravity. That is, we
consider a linear functional form of f(Q,T ) gravity, i.e.
f(Q,T ) = αQ + β T , with α = F 6= 0 and β as free
constant parameters of the model. The model obviously
reduces to f(Q) gravity for β = 0 that has been consid-
ered in, e.g., Ref. [97], and the cosmological evolution of
f(Q,T ) gravity has been studied in Ref. [74].

By taking a linear barotropic equation of state and
T = −ρ+ 3p, Eqs. (38), (39), (40) and (42) reduce to

Ḣ =
(κ+ β) ρ (1 + w)

2α
, (43)

3H2 = κρ[eff] =
[(w − 3)β − 2κ] ρ

2α
, (44)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −κp[eff] =
ρ [(3w − 1)β + 2wκ]

2α
, (45)

ρ =
−6αH2

β (3− w) + 2κ
, (46)

where

(1 + w)β + κ 6= 0 and (w − 3)β − 2κ 6= 0 (47)

have been assumed.2 In addition, in the case of β = −κ
and/or w = −1, Eq. (43) gives Ḣ = 0, and hence H
(and in turn, ρ) is constant. These cases lead either to a
de Sitter expansion for nonzero H or to the Minkowski
metric for H = 0. Therefore, we also exclude these values
in the numerical calculations of inflationary observables.

Note that, contrary to what has been claimed in
Ref. [74], no consistency condition for the parameter β

2 These conditions obviously dictate that for ∀β, except β 6= 0,
one has w 6= −1 − κ/β and w 6= 3 + 2κ/β. As a few examples,
these conditions include (w = −1 with β 6= −κ/2), (w = 0 with
β 6= −2κ/3 and β 6= −κ), (w = 1 with β 6= −κ/2 and β 6= −κ),
(β = −κ/2 with w 6= ±1) and (β = −κ with w 6= 0 and w 6= 1).

can be obtained from Eqs. (43), (44) and (45).3 Hence,
the evolution of the linear model of f(Q,T ) gravity is not
fixed on a de Sitter expansion.

In continuation, Eqs. (44) and (45) lead to an effective
parameter of the equation of state for this model as

w[eff] =
p[eff]

ρ[eff]
= −1− 2 (κ+ β) (1 + w)

(w − 3)β − 2κ
. (48)

In this situation, different conditions can be considered
as follows.

• The effective de Sitter accelerated expansion (i.e.,
w[eff] = −1) will be realized if one has either (w =
−1 with β 6= −κ/2) or (β = −κ with w 6= 1).
However, we have already excluded β = −κ and
w = −1 values.

• The effective phantom accelerated phase (i.e.,
w[eff] < −1) will occur if one has (β = 0 with
w < −1), or (β > 0 with either w < −1 or
w > 3 + 2κ/β), or (β < −κ with either w < −1
or w > 3 + 2κ/β), or (−κ < β < −κ/2 with
−1 < w < 3 + 2κ/β), or (−κ/2 < β < 0 with
3 + 2κ/β < w < −1).

• The effective quintessence accelerated evolution
(i.e., −1 < w[eff] < −1/3) will happen if one has
(β = 0 with −1 < w < −1/3, as expected),
or (w = 0 with β < −κ), or (β < −κ with
−1 < w < −κ/(3κ + 4β) [note that, this value
includes w = 0 and for β → −κ, its upper limit
is w < 1]), or (−κ < β < −3κ/4 with either
w > −κ/(3κ + 4β) or w < −1), or (β = −3κ/4
with w < −1), or (−3κ/4 < β < −2κ/3 with
−κ/(3κ + 4β) < w < −1)), or (β = −2κ/3 with
−3 < w < −1), or (−2κ/3 < β < −κ/2 with
−κ/(3κ + 4β) < w < −1), or (−κ/2 < β < 0
with −1 < w < −κ/(3κ + 4β)), or (β > 0 with
−1 < w < −κ/(3κ+ 4β)).

On the other hand, by substituting Eq. (46) into
Eq. (43) the following differential equation can be ob-
tained

Ḣ − 3A(w, β)H2 = 0, (49)

where

A(w, β) ≡ (w + 1) (κ+ β)

(w − 3)β − 2κ
. (50)

Eq. (49) is a differential equation for the Hubble param-
eter that gives

H =
β (w − 3)− 2κ

β [w (−3t+ C)− 3t− 3C]− κ (3tw + 3t+ 2C)
,

(51)

3 Indeed by different combinations of these equations, one simply
obtains exact relations (45) − (44) = (43), (45) − 2(43) = (44)
and 2(43) + (44) = (45) (as expected, the Friedmann equations
are not independent).
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where C is an integration constant. However, the time
derivatives of the Hubble parameter can also be extracted
from the above relation as

Ḣ=
3 (w + 1) (κ+ β) [β (w − 3)− 2κ]{

β [w (−3t+ C)− 3t− 3C]− κ (3tw + 3t+ 2C)
}2 ,

(52)

Ḧ=
18 (w + 1)

2
(κ+ β)

2
[β (w − 3)− 2κ]{

β [w (−3t+ C)− 3t− 3C]− κ (3tw + 3t+ 2C)
}3 .

(53)

The main purpose of gravitational theories in prop-
erly describing cosmological inflation is to provide con-
sistent predictions with the observational data. For this
purpose, one has to examine the theoretical predictions
of the proposed gravitational models for the inflationary
observables that are as follows [92, 98–100].

• The scalar spectral index:

nS = 1 +
d ln(∆2

S)

d ln k
= 1− 6ε+ 2η. (54)

• The tensor spectral index:

nT =
d ln(∆2

T)

d ln k
= −2ε. (55)

• The tensor-to-scalar ratio:

r =
∆2

T(k)

∆2
S(k)

= 16ε. (56)

In relations (54), (55) and (56), ∆S and ∆T are respec-
tively the dimensionless power spectrum for scalar per-
turbations and tensor perturbations, and k = aH. By
substituting Eqs. (51), (52) and (53) into Eqs. (14), (17)
and (21), the slow-roll parameters for the proposed grav-
itational model are

ε =
−3 (w + 1) (κ+ β)

β (w − 3)− 2κ
, ε2 = 0 and η = 2ε. (57)

Now, let us calculate the inflationary observables in
the f(Q,T ) = αQ+β T gravity and compare the results
with the observational data. In this regard, the latest
constraints from the Planck collaboration on the scalar
spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio are [6]

nS = 0.9649± 0.0042 at 68% CL,

r < 0.10 at 95% CL. (58)

However, by the joint Planck, BK15 and BAO data, fur-
ther constraint tightened the upper limit on r to be

r < 0.056 at 95% CL. (59)

On the other hand, using the slow-roll parameters, ac-
cording to relations (54), (55) and (56) and (57), the

inflationary observables for the proposed gravitational
model are obtained to be

nS =
(7w + 3)β + (4 + 6w)κ

β (w − 3)− 2κ
, (60)

nT =
6 (w + 1) (κ+ β)

β (w − 3)− 2κ
, (61)

r =
−48 (w + 1) (κ+ β)

β (w − 3)− 2κ
. (62)

As is clear from the above relations, the inflationary ob-
servables do not depend on the free parameter α and
the e-folding number. Instead, the dependence of these
observations is on the free parameter β and the dimen-
sionless parameter of the equation of state w.

In order to realize the robustness of the model in the
case of cosmological inflation, the comparison of the free
parameters of the model with the latest observational
data have been investigated. The numerical results for
the scalar spectral index, the tensor spectral index, and
the tensor-to-scalar ratio as functions of w and β have
been shown in Fig. 1 in the range of [−1.000,−0.980]
and [−10, 15], respectively. It can be inferred from the
contour plots that the values of both w and β parame-
ters affect on the values of the inflationary observables.
Also, the consistent values of inflationary observables for
some values of parameters w and β have been given in
Table I. As is clear, the theoretical predictions of the pro-
posed gravitational model for some values of w and β for
nS and r are in agreement with the observational data.
However, for the values (w = −1 with β 6= −κ/2) and/or
(β = −κ with w 6= 1), one obtains a de Sitter expansion,
which indicates that inflation does not occur (besides, ρ
is constant in these cases). In addition, for the values
(w = −1 with β = −κ/2) and/or (β = −κ with w = 1),
which do not satisfy the second condition (47), Eq. (44)
implies H = 0, and in turn a(t) to be constant, and thus
the solution to the field equations is the Minkowski met-
ric with no inflation.

V. SLOW-ROLL INFLATION IN f(Q,T )
GRAVITY WITH SCALAR FIELD

In this section, we are going to analyze the cosmo-
logical inflation within the context of the linear f(Q,T )
gravity in the presence of a scalar field as the matter La-
grangian, i.e. relation (2), and as a perfect fluid with the
associated linear barotropic equation of state that is just
a function of the cosmic time. Hence by relation (5), the
trace of the energy-momentum tensor is

T [φ] = φ̇2 − 4V. (63)

Also, by substituting relations (7) into Eqs. (39) and
(40), we obtain the components of the effective energy-
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FIG. 1. [color online] Inflationary observables as functions of the dimensionless parameter of the equation of state w and
the free parameter β, wherein (a) shows the scalar spectral index, nS, (b) indicates the tensor spectral index, nT, and (c)
demonstrates the tensor-to-scalar ratio, r.

TABLE I. Inflationary observables for different values of w and β.

w β nS r nT

-0.984 14.1 0.96461 0.28305 -0.03538
-0.986 5.4 0.96427 0.28578 -0.03572
-0.988 0.3 0.96441 0.28466 -0.03558
-0.990 -3.5 0.96423 0.28608 -0.03576
-0.992 -6.2 0.96437 0.28502 -0.03562
-0.994 -8.3 0.96456 0.28345 -0.03543
-0.996 -0.29 0.98785 0.09713 -0.01214
-0.998 -8.5 0.98773 0.09814 -0.01226

momentum tensor as

ρ[eff] = − (κ+ β) φ̇2 + 2V (φ) (κ+ 2β)

2κα
, (64)

p[eff] = − (κ+ β) φ̇2 − 2V (φ) (κ+ 2β)

2κα
. (65)

Accordingly, the effective dimensionless parameter of the
equation of state obviously is

w[eff] =
(κ+ β) φ̇2 − 2V (φ) (κ+ 2β)

(κ+ β) φ̇2 + 2V (φ) (κ+ 2β)
. (66)

Moreover, by considering Eqs. (64) and (65), the modi-
fied Friedmann equations (39) and (40) can be translated
into the formulas

3

2
H2 = − (κ+ β) φ̇2 + 2V (φ) (κ+ 2β)

4α
, (67)

2Ḣ +
3

2
H2 =

3 (κ+ β) φ̇2 − 2V (φ) (κ+ 2β)

4α
. (68)

From these relations, Ḣ reads

Ḣ =
φ̇2

2α
(κ+ β) , (69)

therefore we exclude β = −κ again. By taking the time
derivative of Eq. (67) and substituting Eq. (69) into the
result, we obtain the modified Klein-Gordon equation as

φ̈ (κ+ β) + 3Hφ̇ (κ+ β) + V ′ (κ+ 2β) = 0. (70)

Now, let us calculate the extended slow-roll parame-
ters within the context of the linear f(Q,T ) gravity. For
this purpose, one has to insert Eqs. (67) and (69) into
Eq. (14). Accordingly, the first extended slow-roll pa-
rameter is obtained as

ε =
3 (κ+ β) φ̇2

(κ+ β) φ̇2 + 2V (κ+ 2β)
. (71)

As inflation will occur if ε� 1, hence the slow-roll condi-
tion (19) within the context of the linear f(Q,T ) gravity
in this situation will be modified as

(κ+ β) φ̇2 � V (κ+ 2β) . (72)

By taking the time derivative of Eq. (69), one obtains

Ḧ =
φ̇φ̈

α
(κ+ β) . (73)

Then, substituting Eqs. (73) and (69) into Eq. (21) yields
the second extended slow-roll parameter as

η ≈
− φ̇φ̈
α

(κ+ β)

H

α
φ̇2 (κ+ β)

= − |φ̈|
H|φ̇|

, (74)

where the condition ε � 1 has been used. The result
indicates that η does not take any modification in terms
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of derivatives of the scalar field. Also, by applying the
condition |η| � 1 on Eq. (70), one obtains the time-
derivative of the scalar field as

φ̇ ≈ − (κ+ 2β)V ′

3H (κ+ β)
. (75)

Furthermore, by the modified slow-roll condition, rela-
tion (72), Eq. (67) leads to

H2 ≈ −κ+ 2β

3α
V. (76)

Under these situations, by again applying the slow-roll
condition (72), into relation (71) while using Eqs. (75)
and (76), the first extended slow-roll parameter can be
written in terms of the scalar field potential as

ε ≈ 3 (κ+ β) φ̇2

2 (κ+ 2β)V
≈ (κ+ 2β)V ′2

6H2 (κ+ β)V
≈ −α

2 (κ+ β)

(
V ′

V

)2

.

(77)
Also, by taking the time derivative of Eq. (75) and sub-
stituting the result into relation (74) while using the con-
dition ε� 1 and Eqs. (75) and (76), we obtain η in terms
of the scalar field potential as

η ≈ −α
(κ+ β)

(
V ′′

V

)
. (78)

Moreover, once again by using the modified slow-roll ap-
proximation (72), the effective parameter of the equation
of state, relation (66), is w[eff] ≈ −1. Furthermore, by
using Eqs. (75) and (76), the e-folding number for this
model is

N ≡
∫ φend

φ

H

φ̇
dφ ≈ (κ+ β)

−α

∫ φ

φend

V

V ′
dφ. (79)

Comparing relations (77), (78) and (79) with relations
(25), (26) and (27) shows that the slow-roll parameters
in the linear f(Q,T ) gravity in this model with respect
to those extracted from GR take a modification as

1/κ→ −α/ (κ+ β) , (80)

where −α/(κ + β) must be positive. This condition ob-
viously includes (α > 0 with β < −k) and (α < 0 with
β > −k). Such the constant scaling of the κ might give
a better chance that the linear f(Q,T ) gravity describe
the observational data better than GR does. Indeed, for
different values of the parameters due to such scaling,
there might occur some slight differences that may yield
better fittings.

In the following, we investigate the linear f(Q,T ) grav-
itational model for a few different types of scalar field po-
tentials, and then specify the inflationary observables and
check their compatibility with the observational data.

A. Power-Law Potential

Let us consider the most simple type of scalar field
potential known as the power-law potential that leads to
the chaotic inflation [101, 102] and has the form

V (φ) = νφn, (81)

where ν and n are constants. For this potential, from
relations (77) and (78), the slow-roll parameters are

ε ≈ −αn2

2 (κ+ β)φ2
, (82)

η ≈ −αn (n− 1)

(κ+ β)φ2
. (83)

Since inflation ends when the first slow-roll parameter
reaches the unit, the scalar field at the end of inflation
can be approximated as

φ2
end ≈

−αn2

2 (κ+ β)
. (84)

It is instructive to rewrite the slow-roll parameters in
terms of the e-folding number. For this purpose, first by
substituting Eq. (81) into relation (79), it reads

N ≈ − (κ+ β)

2αn

(
φ2 − φ2

end

)
. (85)

Then, by substituting relation (84) into it, the scalar field
at any time during the inflationary phase is

φ2 ≈ −αn (4N + n)

2 (κ+ β)
. (86)

Finally, by substituting this result into relations (82) and
(83), we obtain

ε ≈ n

4N + n
, (87)

η ≈ 2 (n− 1)

4N + n
. (88)

These relations indicate that, in the case of power-law
potential, the slow-roll parameters do not depend on the
free parameters α and β, and accordingly have no modi-
fication compared to the results obtained [50] from GR.
This is expected, since this case is equivalent to pure GR
with a minimally coupled scalar field (see the Appendix)
that scales the multiplicative constant ν of the power-law
potential.

Also, using the inflationary observables defined in re-
lations (54), (55) and (56), one obviously obtains

nS ≈
4 (N − 1)− n

4N + n
, (89)

nT ≈
−2n

4N + n
, (90)

r ≈ 16n

4N + n
. (91)
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Hence, the inflationary observables do not depend on the
free parameters of the model as well. The only key pa-
rameters in calculating these observations are the power
n and the e-folding number. In this regard, the numeri-
cal results for nS, nT and r for different values of n and
N have been demonstrated in Fig. 2 in the range of [0, 4]
and [50, 70], respectively. Also, the consistent results for
some values of n and N have been presented in Table II.
Obviously, these results are in good agreement with the
latest observational data obtained from the Planck satel-
lite.

For the case of n = 2, the power-law potential is re-
lated to the free field also known as the Klein-Gordon
potential. In this case, also ν = m2/2, where m is the
mass of the scalar field. The results indicate that the
acceptable range for (nS, nT ) is (0.96460, 0.14159) with
N = 56. Also, for n = 4, the power-law potential cor-
responds to the Higgs potential. For this case, ν = λ/4,
where λ is the coupling constant, and the appropriate
range for (nS, nT ) is (0.95774, 0.22535) with N = 70.

B. Hyperbolic Potential

In Ref. [103], an exact hyperbolic form of the scalar
field potential has been specified at the spatially flat
Friedmann Universe containing a scalar field with equa-
tion of state p[φ] =

(
γ[φ] − 1

)
ρ[φ] and a perfect fluid with

equation of state p[m] = (γ − 1) ρ[m] (where γ[φ] = w[φ]+1

and γ = w + 1), in terms of H0, Ω
[m]
0 , w and w[φ]. Also,

dark energy has been discussed with cosmological accel-
eration from the scalar field with such a potential at the
late-time Universe. Moreover, in Ref. [104], the hyper-
bolic scalar field potential has been studied in the con-
cept of inflation in GR, which leads to consistent infla-
tionary observables with the Planck 2015 data for some
ranges of h and b parameters, and derives r ' 0.07 when
26MPl ≤ h ≤ 39MPl and 1.02 ≤ b ≤ 1.1. In this work,
we intend to investigate the hyperbolic potential within
the context of f(Q,T ) gravity.

The hyperbolic potential can be described as

V (φ) = A sinhb
(
φ

h

)
, (92)

where h is scaled as the Planck mass, and the constants
A and b have been defined as [103]

A ≡ 3H2
0

(
1− Ω

[m]
0

)(
1− γ[φ]

2

)(
1− Ω

[m]
0

Ω
[m]
0

)−b/2
,

(93)

b ≡ − 2γ[φ]

γ − γ[φ]
=

2
(
1 + w[φ]

)
1 + w[φ] − γ

. (94)

In these relations, H0 and Ω
[m]
0 are the value of the

present-day Hubble parameter and the present-day mat-
ter density parameter, respectively. Obviously, for the

radiation-dominated era, the constant b is

b =
6
(
1 + w[φ]

)
3w[φ] − 1

. (95)

Substituting potential (92) into relations (77) and (78)
gives the slow-roll parameters for this case to be

ε ≈ −α b2

2 (κ+ β)h2
coth2

(
φ

h

)
, (96)

η ≈ −α b
(κ+ β)h2

[
b cosh2

(
φ

h

)
− 1

]
[
cosh2

(
φ

h

)
− 1

] . (97)

Also, by using the end of inflation condition, ε(φend) = 1,
we obtain

φend ≈ h× arccoth

[√
−2 (κ+ β)h2

α b2

]
, (98)

where again −α/(κ+ β) must be positive. Moreover, by
inserting potential (92) into relation (79), the e-folding
number reads

N ≈ −h
2 (κ+ β)

α b
ln

 cosh

(
φ

h

)
cosh

(
φend

h

)
 . (99)

Consequently, by substituting relation (98) into rela-
tion (99), we obtain the scalar field as

φ ≈ h× arccosh


exp

(
−α bN

(κ+ β)h2

)√
−2 (κ+ β)h2

α b2√
−2 (κ+ β)h2

α b2
− 1

 ,
(100)

where
[
−2 (κ+ β)h2/(α b2)− 1

]
must be positive. This

condition makes more restriction on α and β than the
above one (under relation (98)), e.g. it includes [α > 0
with β < −κ − α b2/(2h2)] and [α < 0 with β >
−κ − α b2/(2h2)]. Under these conditions, the slow-roll
parameters read

ε ≈ −α b
2

D
exp

[
−2α bN

(κ+ β)h2

]
, (101)

η ≈
−αb

{
2h2 (κ+ β)

[
b exp

(
−2αbN

(κ+ β)h2

)
− 1

]
− αb2

}
h2D (κ+ β)

,

(102)
where

D ≡ 2h2 (κ+ β)

[
exp

(
−2αbN

(κ+ β)h2

)
− 1

]
− αb2. (103)
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FIG. 2. [color online] Inflationary observables for the power-law potential as functions of the power n and the e-folding
number, wherein (a) shows the scalar spectral index, nS, (b) indicates the tensor spectral index, nT, and (c) demonstrates the
tensor-to-scalar ratio, r.

TABLE II. Inflationary observables in the power-law inflation for some values of n and N .

n N nS r nT

0.5 50 0.97506 0.03990 -0.00498
1.0 50 0.97014 0.07960 -0.00995
1.5 51 0.96593 0.11678 -0.01459
2.0 56 0.96460 0.14159 -0.01769
2.5 62 0.96407 0.15968 -0.01996
3.0 70 0.96466 0.16961 -0.02120
3.5 70 0.96119 0.19753 -0.02469
4.0 70 0.95774 0.22535 -0.02816

As a result, the inflationary observables, in this case,
obviously are

nS ≈ 1 +
6αb2

D
exp

(
−2αbN

(κ+ β)h2

)

−
2αb

{
2h2 (κ+ β)

[
b exp

(
−2αbN

(κ+ β)h2

)
− 1

]
− αb2

}
h2D (κ+ β)

,

(104)

nT ≈
2α b2

D
exp

[
−2α bN

(κ+ β)h2

]
, (105)

r ≈ −16α b2

D
exp

[
−2α bN

(κ+ β)h2

]
. (106)

As is clear from these relations, within the framework
of the linear functional form of f(Q,T ) gravity while
considering the hyperbolic scalar field potential, the in-
flationary observables depend on parameters b, N and
on a single combination of the other parameters, i.e.
−h2(κ+ β)/α, with respect to GR. The scaling change

h2κ→ h2(κ+ β)

−α
, (107)

stems from relation (80) that leads to the relations re-
sulting from GR with a minimally coupled scalar field
(see the Appendix). Such a modification can cause
even slight differences compared to the results of the
GR case. For instance, to obtain consistent results
with the Planck data in GR, the allowed range of h is
h ≥ 11.7MPl [104]. In this case of linear f(Q,T ) gravity,
relation(107) can impose different restrictions on the cor-

responding h value, i.e. h̃ ≥
√

(κ+ β)/(−ακ) 11.7MPl,

where we have set h2κ→ h̃2κ.

Figs. 3 and 4 show the corresponding inflationary ob-
servables of the hyperbolic potential with N = 50, while
considering (b = 1.448 and h = 18MPl) and (b = 1.090
and h = 25MPl) with different values of β, and negative
and positive values of α, respectively. Also, some ac-
ceptable values of the inflationary observables have been
presented in Table III for different values of h, b, α, and
β. The results confirm that the inflationary observables
in the f(Q,T ) gravity while considering the hyperbolic
potential are consistent with the latest Planck 2018 ob-
servational data. However, for positive values of α, while
relaxing the condition −α/ (κ+ β) > 0, we obtain more
consistent results with the joint Planck, BK15 and BAO
(59). Moreover, it makes r more restrictive than the hy-
perbolic inflation in GR. Hence, the hyperbolic potential
almost leads to a viable f(Q,T ) gravity model in the
early stage of the Universe.
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FIG. 3. [color online] Inflationary observables for the case of hyperbolic potential as functions of parameters α < 0 and β. Top
figures have been calibrated with h = 18MPl, b = 1.448 and N = 50, and bottom figures with h = 25MPl, b = 1.090 and
N = 50.

TABLE III. Inflationary observables in the hyperbolic inflation for some values of h, b, α and β. Note that, for some of the
given values, the condition −α/(κ+ β) > 0 is relaxed in order to consider further matter configurations.

h (in MPl) b α β nS r nT

14 1.480 0.63 8.74 0.96418 0.09786 -0.01223
14 1.480 -0.97 -7.94 0.96499 0.19206 -0.02400
18 1.448 0.28 -12.81 0.96491 0.10076 -0.01259
18 1.448 -1.31 -13.22 0.96494 0.20090 -0.02511
18 1.448 -1.49 -11.94 0.96479 0.20362 -0.02511
25 1.090 1.21 3.19 0.96832 0.07884 -0.00985
25 1.090 2.51 -10.02 0.96460 0.05879 -0.00734
25 1.090 -0.15 2.51 0.96938 0.08780 -0.01097
25 1.090 -0.53 -7.25 0.96983 0.09253 -0.01156
30 1.009 3.68 -11.35 0.96492 0.05371 -0.00671
30 1.009 4.54 -7.95 0.96498 0.05396 -0.00674
30 1.009 -0.74 3.67 0.97041 0.08090 -0.01041
30 1.009 -0.32 -5.43 0.97029 0.08219 -0.01027
35 1.002 2.21 -19.12 0.96496 0.05313 -0.00664
35 1.002 3.20 -15.74 0.96542 0.05488 -0.00686
35 1.002 4.56 -14.01 0.96416 0.05063 -0.00632
35 1.002 5.83 -8.41 0.96528 0.05442 -0.00680

C. Natural Potential

As the last scalar field potential case, we analyze the in-
flationary observables using the natural potential, which

is defined as

V (φ) = Λ4

[
1 + cos

(
φ

l

)]
, (108)

where Λ and l are constants with mass dimensions. For
successful inflation in such a potential, l is scaled as the
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FIG. 4. [color online] Inflationary observables for the case of hyperbolic potential as functions of parameters α > 0 and β. Top
figures have been calibrated with h = 18MPl, b = 1.448 and N = 50, and bottom figures with h = 25MPl, b = 1.090 and
N = 50.

Planck mass and Λ is scaled as the grand unified mass
MGUT ∼ 1016 GeV. With the natural potential, inflation
naturally takes place and a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bo-
son is a responsible field for it [105–107]. However with
this potential, the predictions of GR inflation for the
tensor-to-scalar ratio is strongly disfavored by the joint
Planck, BK15 and BAO data (59), which motivates to
study inflation in the concept of f(Q,T ) formalism.

Similar to the previous cases, the slow-roll parameters
for the natural potential are

ε ≈ −α
2 (κ+ β) l2

sin2

(
φ

l

)
[
1 + cos

(
φ

l

)]2 , (109)

η ≈ α

(κ+ β) l2

cos

(
φ

l

)
[
1 + cos

(
φ

l

)] . (110)

Then, by using condition ε(φend) = 1, one obtains φend

as

φend ≈ l × arccos

[
α+ 2l2 (κ+ β)

α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

]
, (111)

where the argument of cosine must be4 −1 < [α +
2l2 (κ+ β)]/[α − 2l2 (κ+ β)] < 1 that leads once again
to condition −α/(κ + β) > 0. Moreover, the e-folding
number for this potential takes the form

N ≈ (κ+ β) l2

α
ln

 1− cos

(
φ

l

)
1− cos

(
φend

l

)
 . (112)

By substituting relation (111) into relation (112), one can
express φ in terms of the e-folding number as

φ≈ l×arccos


α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− 2 exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)]
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

,
(113)

where cos (φend/l) 6= 1 (that is why we omitted the
second equality in the argument of cosine below rela-
tion (111)). Under these considerations, the slow-roll pa-

4 The first equality is omitted because otherwise it makes ε = 0,
and the reason for omitting the second equality is given below
relation (113).
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FIG. 5. [color online] Inflationary observables for the natural potential as functions of parameters α and β. Top figures are for
α < 0, and bottom figures for α > 0. All of these figures have been depicted for l = 5MPl and N = 60.

TABLE IV. Inflationary observables in the natural inflation for some values of l , α and β. Note that, for some of the given
values, the condition −α/(κ+ β) > 0 is relaxed in order to consider further matter configurations.

l (in MPl) α β nS r nT

3 -0.16 -7.51 0.96069 0.05574 -0.00697
3 -0.20 -2.41 0.96106 0.05743 -0.00717
3 -0.28 4.61 0.96025 0.05388 -0.00673
3 -0.33 10.97 0.96062 0.05543 -0.00692
5 -0.25 -10.05 0.96418 0.07658 -0.00957
5 -0.48 8.42 0.96488 0.08295 -0.01036
5 -0.85 6.76 0.96000 0.05283 -0.03283
5 -1.03 13.61 0.96003 0.05254 -0.00662
5 0.07 -3.56 0.96683 0.14590 -0.01823
8 -0.86 -5.43 0.96402 0.07530 -0.00941
8 -1.12 1.64 0.96426 0.07723 -0.00965
8 -1.32 -5.64 0.96009 0.05322 -0.00942
8 -2.33 10.24 0.96045 0.05472 -0.00684
8 0.87 -1.76 0.96481 0.19920 -0.02490

rameters are

ε ≈
α exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)] , (114)

η ≈
α

{
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− 2 exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)]}
2l2 (κ+ β)

{
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1−exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)]} .
(115)
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Consequently, the inflationary observables obviously read

nS ≈ 1−
6α exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)]

+

α

{
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− 2 exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)]}
l2 (κ+ β)

{
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)]} ,
(116)

nT ≈
−2α exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)] , (117)

r ≈
16α exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)
α− 2l2 (κ+ β)

[
1− exp

(
αN

(κ+ β) l2

)] . (118)

As is clear, with the natural potential, these relations
depend on the e-folding number and on a single combi-
nation of the other parameters, i.e. −l2 (κ+ β) /α, with
respect to GR. The scaling change of the mass scale l,
i.e.

l2κ→ l2(κ+ β)

−α
, (119)

also stems from relation (80) that leads to the relations
resulting from GR with a minimally coupled scalar field
(see the Appendix). Such a modification can cause some
differences compared to the results of the GR case. For
instance, the natural inflation can provide [6] consis-
tent results with the Planck 2018 data in the case of
GR if 0.3 < log10(l/MPl) < 2.5 at 95% CL. In this
case of linear f(Q,T ) gravity, relation (119) can im-
pose different restrictions on the corresponding l value,
i.e. 0.3 + F < log10(l̃/MPl) < 2.5 + F where F ≡
log10

√
(κ+ β)/(−ακ), where we have set l2κ→ l̃2κ.

Fig. 5 indicates the scalar spectral index, the tensor
spectral index, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio for N = 60,
l = 5MPl with different values of β and α for the natural
potential. Also, Table IV shows the inflationary observ-
ables for different values of l, α and β. The results indi-
cate that, for some ranges of free parameters within the
context of the linear functional form of the f(Q,T ) grav-
ity with the natural potential, the inflationary observ-
ables are in very good agreement with the observational
data obtained from the Planck satellite, i.e., data (58).
Furthermore, with the natural potential, it is interest-
ing that, for some negative values of α and appropriate β
(consistent with the related condition), our findings make
r even more restrictive and (within the given limits of nS)

in good agreement with the joint Planck, BK15 and BAO
data, i.e. relation (59), in contrast to the results obtained
from GR in this case.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In recent decades, a wide range of investigations has
been performed to describe the dynamics of the Universe.
In this regard, the results of studies somehow reflect the
fact that the standard model of cosmology derived from
GR offers the best description. Nevertheless, the CMB
observables contain very important information about
the formation and evolution of the Universe, and some
fundamental concepts, such as the flatness and horizon
problems, still have remained as open issues within the
context of the standard model of cosmology. To address
these shortcomings, further research on cosmological in-
flation appears to be needed in the earliest stages of the
Universe. However, although GR has made accurate pre-
dictions to describe the cosmological phenomena, it is
undesirable to justify the effect of dark sectors on the
dynamics of the Universe in a way that is well consistent
with the observational data. For this purpose, studying
alternative models of gravity can be a good motivated.

In this work, we have investigated the cosmological in-
flation within the context of f(Q,T ) gravity. To perform
this task, first we have described the simplest theoret-
ical framework for cosmological inflation based on GR
with an isotropic and homogeneous scalar field known
as inflaton. Then, by assuming the spatially flat FLRW
spacetime and a linear barotropic equation of state, we
have introduced the slow-roll parameters in terms of the
Hubble parameter and its time derivatives. For inflation
to occur and have a sufficient time scale as well as timely
end of inflation, the conditions |εn| � 1 and ε = 1 must
be satisfied. In addition, to calculate the inflationary
parameters in the presence of the scalar field, we have
derived the potential representation of slow-roll parame-
ters. We have also applied the slow-roll conditions in the
related calculations.

By considering the energy-momentum tensor as a
perfect fluid, we have calculated the modified Fried-
man equations, the effective pressure and energy den-
sities, and the evolution of energy density extracted from
f(Q,T ) gravity. Furthermore, by choosing a linear com-
bination of Q and T , we have shown that the evolution
of phantom and quintessence dominated era, that uni-
fied two-phase of acceleration of the Universe in the early
and late-time, can be achieved in f(Q,T ) gravity theory.
Also, we have modeled the inflationary scenario for the
linear f(Q,T ) gravity, and have calculated the slow-roll
parameters, the scalar spectral index, the tensor spec-
tral index, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio. The results
show that the inflationary quantities within the context
of the linear f(Q,T ) gravity are independent of the e-
folding number and the free parameter α. Instead, they
depend only on the parameters β and w. In addition,
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we have indicated that with the values (w = −1 with
β 6= −κ/2) and/or (β = −κ with w 6= 1), no inflation
could have occurred in the early Universe, and in fact
these values represent the expansion phase of de Sitter.
Also, for the values (w = −1 with β = −κ/2) and/or
(β = −κ with w = 1), the solution to the field equations
is the Minkowski metric with no inflation.

Furthermore, we have investigated the slow-roll infla-
tion in the presence of a scalar field within the context of
the linear f(Q,T ) gravity, and have calculated the cor-
responding inflationary observables. We have also com-
puted the inflationary observables for this model with
three different cases of inflationary potentials, namely the
power-law, the hyperbolic and the natural potentials.

For the power-law potential, the theoretical results in-
dicate that the inflationary observables depend only on
the power of the scalar field, n, and the e-folding num-
ber. We have specified that this potential for the linear
f(Q,T ) gravity does not lead to further correction to
the inflationary observables compared to those ones ex-
tracted from GR.

For the case of hyperbolic potential, by fixing the e-
folding number and the two parameters of the poten-
tial, the related inflationary observables obviously de-
pend only on the free parameters of the linear form, i.e. α
and β. The theoretical results demonstrate that, by con-
sidering the hyperbolic potential for the linear f(Q,T )
gravity, the appropriate values of inflationary observables
can be found to be in good agreement with the observa-
tional data obtained from the Planck satellite for some
ranges of negative and positive values of α. However,
while relaxing the condition −α/ (κ+ β) > 0, the pos-
itive values of α give even consistent results with the
joint Planck, BK15 and BAO data. Furthermore, the
contribution of linear f(Q,T ) gravity can impose some
differences in the restrictions on the parameter of the hy-
perbolic potential compared to the results obtained for
the GR case.

Finally, for the natural potential, again by fixing the
e-folding number and the parameter of the potential, the
related inflationary observables obviously depend only on
the free parameters of the linear form. The theoreti-
cal results indicate that, within the context of the linear
f(Q,T ) gravity with the natural potential, the obtained
inflationary parameters are not only in good agreement
with the Planck data but (in contrast to the results ob-
tained from GR in this case) also well consistent with the
joint Planck, BK15 and BAO observational data, which
impose tighter constraint on the value of the tensor-to-
scalar ratio. These results justify the use of the f(Q,T )
gravity. Furthermore, the contribution of linear model
of f(Q,T ) gravity can also impose some differences in
the restrictions on the parameter of the natural poten-
tial compared to the results obtained for the GR case.

APPENDIX

The symmetric teleparallel gravity has some general-
izations, one of which is known as f(Q,T ) gravity. In
this appendix, we review some prerequisites related to
this theory of gravity.

In differential geometry, any general connection (e.g.
Γαµν) can obviously be decomposed into three indepen-
dent components as

Γαµν = {αµν}+Kα
µν + Lαµν , (120)

where {αµν}, Kα
µν and Lαµν respectively are the

Christoffel symbol, the contorsion tensor and disforma-
tion tensor defined as5

{αµν} =
1

2
gαβ(∂µgβν + ∂νgβµ − ∂βgµν),

Kα
µν =

1

2
ταµν + τ(µν)

α,

Lαµν ≡ −
1

2
gαβ (Qµβν +Qνβµ −Qβµν) , (121)

where ταµν = 2Γα[µν] is the torsion tensor and Qαµν ≡
∇α gµν is the nonmetricity tensor. In addition, the non-
metricity scalar is defined as

Q ≡ −gµν
(
LαβµL

β
να − LαβαLβµν

)
. (122)

It is well-known that for a zero Riemann tensor with
torsionless case, i.e. a flat manifold, there always exists
an adapted coordinate system, in which the connection is
zero everywhere.6 Hence, in such a system, relation (120)
leads to

Lαµν
∗
= −{αµν} . (123)

Subsequently, the nonmetricity scalar (122) in such a sys-
tem is

Q
∗
= −gµν

(
{αβµ}

{
β
να

}
− {αβα}

{
β
µν

})
(124)

that is exactly equal to minus the effective Einstein-
Hilbert Lagrangian (which is not a scalar in this form).
Hence, the linear version of f(Q) gravity in the absence
of the boundary terms is dynamically equivalent to re-
sults of the Einstein-Hilbert action and provides another
geometrical formalism for GR. Accordingly, the linear
version f(Q,T ) = αQ + β T is dynamically equivalent
to the linear version f(R, T ) = αR + β T theory that is

5 We follow the sign convention of Ref. [108] for the covariant
derivative, e.g. ∇γ gµν = ∂γgµν − Γα

µγ gαν − Γα
νγ gµα, i.e.

the differentiation index γ comes second in the lower indices of
the connection.

6 It has been shown that the spatially flat FLRW spacetime admits
three distinct connections and only one of those can become zero
at the Cartesian coordinate system with which the line-element
is used. The other two lead to a Q that depends also on the
connection [71, 112].
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claimed to be the GR case with a slight modification in
the matter content [109–111].

Indeed, the equations of motion of the linear f(Q,T ) =
αQ + β T , wherein Tµν is the usual energy-momentum
tensor of a scalar field (e.g. φ), become those of GR with
another minimally coupled scalar field (e.g. ψ), where

ψ =

√
κ+ β

−ακ
φ, (125)

with a potential

Ṽ (ψ) =
κ+ 2β

−ακ
V (φ). (126)

However, this equivalence is a matter of debate, and we
intend to justify the use of the linear f(Q,T ) gravity by
providing a comparison showing possible differences with
that obtained from the GR case.
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