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Abstract

The equivalence between f(R) and scalar-tensor theories is revisited, we consequently explored
different f(R) models. After consideration of specific definition of the scalar field, we derived
the potentials V (φ) for each f(R) model focusing on the early Universe, mostly the inflation
epoch. For a given potential, we applied the slow-roll approximation approach to each f(R)
model and obtained the expressions for the spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r. We
determined the corresponding numerical values associated with each of the f(R) models. Our
results showed that for certain choice of parameter space, the values of ns and r are consistent
with the Planck survey results and others produce numerical values that are in the same range
as suggested by Planck data. We further constructed the Klein-Gordon equations (KGE) of
each f(R) model. We found numerical solutions to each KGE considering different values of
free parameters and initial conditions of each f(R) model. All models showed that the scalar
field decreases as time increases, an indication that there is less content of the scalar field in
the late Universe.
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1 Introduction

The observations showed that the Universe has undergone a couple of phases of cosmic accel-
eration (early-time and late-time acceleration). The early-time acceleration happened at the
early stages of the evolution of Universe and is known as inflation. During this phase, scalar
field was dominating over standard matter and it was first introduced to solve a number of
problems in the standard cosmology [1, 2]. During the inflationary era, the Universe increased
its size at an exponential rate so it expands quite quickly in a short time. To explain inflation-
ary cosmology, many models were proposed, however, Planck data [3] excluded some from the
list of viable inflationary models [4]. Some of these models use scalar field as good candidates
to drive inflation and explain how to relate theoretical predictions to observable quantities [5]
while others use modified theories of gravity [6, 7, 8] for such purpose. The f(R) theory models
are among the modified gravity theories which remain viable after the release of Planck data
[9, 10].

There is also late-time accelerating phase as confirmed by datasets coming from different
sources, such as temperature fluctuations of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radi-
ations, large-scale distribution of galaxies and supernovae surveys [11, 12] . These two phases
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can not be achieved, if one considers General Relativity (GR) without the introduction of some
additional fields. One way to explain the acceleration of the Universe is by using modified grav-
ity in which the gravitational theory is modified compared to GR. One of the modifications
to GR is the f(R) theories of gravity where R is the Ricci scalar [13, 14, 15]. In the f(R)
gravity, the action for the gravitational interaction is written as a generic analytic function of
the Ricci scalar [16]. The studies of f(R) theories have attracted many attention due to the fact
that it has been proven in different ways that they can produce late-time acceleration without
introduction of dark energy and cosmological constant [17, 18].

Different studies have been done for different reasons using f(R) models. For example, inves-
tigations related to the cosmological viability of perturbations of class of f(R) theory of gravity
in assisting large-scale structure formation were done in [19]. In addition to that, Sotiriou [20]
investigated the relationship between f(R) and scalar-tensor (ST ) theories. Among other ap-
plications, f(R) theory of gravity offers the possibility of unified description of the early-time
and late-time acceleration [27, 21, 29, 23, 32, 25, 33, 26, 31, 30, 22, 24, 28]. Furthermore, in
[34], cosmological inflation (one of the early Universe epochs) in modified gravity was studied
first by starobinsky and showed that f(R) corrections to the standard General Relativity GR
can lead to an early phase of the site expansion and several other studies have been conducted
since then [21, 35, 36, 8, 37, 59]. In this study, we will focus on the f(R) gravity description of
inflation connected with ST theory.

Computing the inflationary parameters in f(R) theory of gravity has been studied exten-
sively over decades using different approaches. For instance, in [38], they applied slow-roll
approximation method for each of the four f(R) models and computed the expressions of the
spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r considering the scalar field φ = f ′ − 1. The
numerical values of ns and r obtained were very close to the ones from Planck data. The same
authors computed two inflationary parameters spectral index ns and tensor-to scalar ratio r
for f(R) models based on the definition of the scalar field φ = f ′. The produced values of ns
were in the same range as the values suggested from the observations but for r, some of the
f(R) models suffered to produce values which are in agreement with observation; [39]. The
exploration of how the Einstein’s frame can be used to reconstruct f(R) models by specification
of the potential has been pointed out, many f(R) models have been analysed and values of ns
and r were computed for a given number of e-fold N in [40].

In [43, 42, 41], the computation of both ns and r was made with the consideration of higher-
derivative quantum gravity that contains Gauss– Bonnet terms, the obtained values of ns and
r are in agreement with the observations. It was also shown in [44] using constant-roll approx-
imations for both models that contain logarithmic and exponential terms of f(R) gravity that
the values of ns and r produced are in the range predicted by the observations.
Over recent years, much progress has been made on inflationary parameters, however, there
seems to be one definition of the scalar field φ = ln(f ′) that has not been explored for the same
purpose. In the current paper, we considered this way of defining the scalar field based on our
previous work [45] and compute two inflationary parameters (spectral index ns and tensor-to-
scalar ratio r) and compare them with Planck survey results.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In Section 2, we gave a brief overview of the actions and
field equations. In Section 3, we derived the expressions of the potential, inflation parameters
and Klein-Gordon equations for each f(R) pedagogical model. In Section 4, we specialised the
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discussion to each toy of f(R) models. In Section 5, we present our conclusion.
The adopted spacetime signature is (-+++) and unless stated otherwise, we have used the
reduced Planck units, ~ = 8πG = c = 1 where ~ is Planck’s constant (reduced), G is the
gravitational constant and c is the speed of light. The symbol ∇ refers to covariant derivative,
∂ is partial differentiation and the over dot shows differentiation with respect to cosmic time.

2 Field equations

One of the most widely explored alternatives to GR in the context of late-time acceleration of
the Universe are f(R) theories of gravity. These models are generally obtained by including
higher order curvature invariants in the Einstein-Hilbert action. The general action of f(R)
gravity theory is given by [46, 47]

Af(R) =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
f(R) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

]
, (1)

where κ = 8πG is the Einstein gravitational constant, R is the curvature scalar and L is the
matter Lagrangian .
The two variation principles that one can apply to action in order to derive Einstein-field
equations are: the metric and Palatini variations and this results in metric or Palatine f(R)
gravity, according to which variational principle is applied. Varying the action in Eqn.(1) with
respect to the metric results in metric formalism and produces the following field equation

Gµν =
1

f ′

[
Tmµν +

1

2
gµν

(
f −Rf ′

)
+∇µ∇µf ′ − gµν∇α∇αf ′

]
, (2)

where f = f(R), f ′ denotes the derivative of the function f with respect to its argument

R, ∇α∇α is the notation for covariant D’Alembert operator and Tmµν = − 2√
−g

∂(
√
−gLm)
∂gµν

, is the
energy momentum-tensor of the standard matter.
The general action that represents the scalar-tensor theory is given by [20]

AST =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
y(φ)

2
R− W (φ)

2
∇µφ∇µφ− U(φ) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

]
, (3)

where U(φ) is the potential of the scalar field φ, y(φ) and W (φ) are some function of φ. Setting

y(φ) = φ
κ
, W (φ) = W

κφ
and U(φ) = V (φ)

φ
, the scalar-tensor theory reduces to Brans-Dicke theory

of gravity as

ABD =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
φR− W

φ
∇µφ∇µφ− V (φ) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

]
. (4)

For vanishing coupling parameter, W = 0, the Brans-Dicke theory reduces to

ABD =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
φR− V (φ) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

]
. (5)

For a given f(R) Lagrangian, one can define an auxiliarly field χ such that it is a function of
the scalar field φ as χ(φ) so that the action of f(R) gravity given by Eqn. (1) becomes

Af(R) =
1

2κ

∫ √
−g
[
f(χ) + f ′(χ)(R− χ) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

]
, (6)
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where variation with respect to χ gives f ′′(χ)(R − χ) = 0, if f ′′(χ) = 0, therefore χ = R if
f ′′ 6= 0. Setting the potential as

V (φ) = χ(φ)φ− f(χ(φ)), (7)

the action of f(R) gravity given by Eqn. (6) takes the form

Af(R) =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
φR− V (φ) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

]
. (8)

The action given by Eqn. (8) is equal to the action of Brans-Dicke theory for vanishing coupling
parameter given by Eqn. (5), hence f(R) is a special case of the scalar-tensor theory.
The scalar field φ obeys the Klein-Gordon equation as [48]

�φ− 1

3

[
2f − eφR + Tm

]
= 0. (9)

The energy-momentum tensor by definition is given by

Tm =
ρm
f ′

(
3w − 1

)
, (10)

where w is the equation of state parameter. Using � = − ∂2

∂t2
+∇2, we have the Klein-Gordon

equation (9) as

− ∂2φ

∂t2
+∇2φ− 1

3

[
2f − eφR +

ρm
f ′

(
3w − 1

)]
= 0. (11)

Focusing to early Universe, the matter energy density ρm is neglected over the scalar field and
as results, the term Tm in Eqn.(11) vanishes. Also, the fact that the scalar field φ is assumed
to be only time independent, we drop out the spatial dependence on the covariant d’Alembert
operator in Eqn.(11) . Thus, we write the KGE (11) as

− ∂2φ

∂t2
− 1

3

[
2f − eφR

]
= 0. (12)

The effective scalar field potential V (φ) is determined by [48]

V ′(φ) =
dV

dφ
=

1

3

(
2f − φR

)
. (13)

Here and onwards, prime indicates differentiation with respect to scalar field φ. In this study,
we focus on the inflationary epoch and they are two approaches of treating the behaviour of the
inflation (slow-roll and constant-roll approximations). The constant-roll inflation description,
is an alternative approach to the standard slow-roll inflationary era, and its implications have
recently been studied in the context of scalar-tensor theories [49] and also in the context of f(R)
[50]. The slow-roll approximation approach is based on the fact that, during this phase, the
scalar field was evolving slowly compared to potential.They are two different version of the slow-
roll approximation. The first one [51] places conditions on the evolution of the Hubble parameter
during the inflation and it is called Hubble slow-roll approximation (H-SR). The second one
[52] places restrictions on the form of potential and requires the evolution of the scalar field to
have reached its asymptotic form. This approach is most appropriate when studying inflation
in a specific potential and it is called potential slow-roll approximation (V-SR). Based on the
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slow-roll approximation, the set of parameters (spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r)
that allows making connection with observations can be computed.
When provided with a potential from which the inflationary model is constructed, the slow-roll
approximation approach requires the smallness of two parameters (both function of scalar field
φ) and they are defined as

ε(φ) =
1

2κ2

(V ′(φ)

V (φ)

)2
, (14)

η(φ) =
1

κ2

(V ′′(φ)

v(φ)

)
. (15)

We refer to them as potential slow-roll (V −SR) parameters [53]. The ε(φ) measures the slope
of the potential and η(φ) measures the curvature. The slow-roll approximation approach has
been used in studying the dynamics of inflation and has the following two conditions [54]:

• The square of the time derivative of the slow-rolling scalar field has to be smaller than
the slow-rolling scalar field potential, that is to say(dφ

dt

)2
< V (φ). (16)

• The second-order time derivative of slow-rolling scalar field is smaller than the derivative
of the potential with respect to the scalar field φ, that is

2
(d2φ
dt2

)
< |V ′(φ)| , (17)

where prime indicates differentiation with respect to the scalar field φ.

For slow-roll inflation, the spectral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r are respectively
defined as [55, 56]

ns = 1− 16ε+ 2η. (18)

and
r = 16ε. (19)

While dealing with f(R) forms, various functionals were proposed including R-power function
(f = Rn), polynomial, exponential and logarithmic functions. Using each toy of f(R) model,
we get the relationship between scalar field and the Ricci scalar R. From there, we get the
derivative of the effective potential V ′(φ), the second derivative of the potential V ′′(φ) and the
corresponding potential V (φ) in order to obtain spectral index ns and tensor-to scalar ratio r.

3 The f (R) models

3.1 Model1: f(R) = βRn

In Rn gravity, the function f is specified by a generic power of the Ricci scalar [57] as

f(R) = βRn, (20)

where β is a coupling constant such that β = 1 for GR case when n = 1. This is the simplest
and important model when describing the early cosmological inflation and most widely studied
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form of f(R) theory of gravity. Using the definition of the scalar field φ = ln(f ′) where f ′ = df
dR

,
Eqn.(20) in terms of scalar field becomes

f(φ) = β
( 1

nβ
eφ
) n
n−1

. (21)

Then by using Eqn.(13), one can find an expression of the derivative of the potential V ′(φ)
with respect to scalar field as

V ′(φ) =
2

3
β
( eφ
nβ

) n
n−1 − 1

3
φ(
eφ

nβ
)

1
n−1 . (22)

The second derivative of the potential of Eqn.(22) yields

V ′′(φ) =
2βn

3(n− 1)

( eφ
βn

) n
n−1 − φ

3(n− 1)

(eφ
β

) 1
n−1 − 1

3

( eφ
βn

) 1
n−1

. (23)

The integration of the Eqn.(22) with respect to φ, yields

V (φ) =
2β(n− 1)

3n

( eφ
βn

) n
n−1

+
(n− 1)(n− 1 + φ)

3

( eφ
βn

) 1
n−1

+D1. (24)

where D1 is the constant of the integration.
Thus, we write the expression of the slow-roll parameter ε(φ) of this model by substituting
Eqns.(22) and (24) into Eqn.(14) as

ε(φ) =
1

2

[ 2
3
β
(
eφ

nβ

) n
n−1 − 1

3
φ( e

φ

nβ
)

1
n−1

2β(n−1)
3n

(
eφ

βn

) n
n−1

+ (n−1)(n−1+φ)
3

(
eφ

βn

) 1
n−1

+D1

]2
. (25)

The expression of the slow-roll η(φ) parameter is obtained by substituting Eqns.(23) and (24)
into Eqn.(15) and hence gives

η(φ) =

2βn
3(n−1)

(
eφ

βn

) n
n−1 − φ

3(n−1)

(
eφ

β

) 1
n−1 − 1

3

(
eφ

βn

) 1
n−1

2β(n−1)
3n

(
eφ

βn

) n
n−1

+ (n−1)(n−1+φ)
3

(
eφ

βn

) 1
n−1

+D1

. (26)

The spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r of βRn model in this study are compiled in
Table 1, with the appropriate choices of n, β and the scalar field φ.
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Table 1: Table about numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r for βRn

using reduced Planck units; for different values of free parameters are listed in this table.
n β D1 φ r ns r(Planckdata) [3] ns(Planckdata) [3]

0.5 1 1 3 0.00210 0.96126 <0.11 0.968 ±0.006
0.5 1 1 3.1 0.00172 0.96535 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 1 1 3.2 0.00141 0.96898 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 1 1 3.3 0.00116 0.97222 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 1 1 3.4 0.00095 0.97509 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.51 2 3.5 3 0.00223 0.95981 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.51 2 3.5 3.1 0.00182 0.96410 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.51 2 3.5 3.2 0.00148 0.96792 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.51 2 3.5 3.3 0.00120 0.97131 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.51 2 3.5 3.4 0.00098 0.97433 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.52 3 7 3 0.00244 0.95621 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.52 3 7 3.1 0.00197 0.96106 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.52 3 7 3.2 0.00159 0.96535 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.52 3 7 3.3 0.00128 0.96915 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.52 3 7 3.4 0.00103 0.97251 <0.11 0.968±0.006

In this model, we write the KGE (12) as

φ̈+
2β

3

( 1

nβ

) n
n−1

e
nφ
n−1 − 1

3

( 1

nβ

) 1
n−1

e
nφ
n−1 = 0. (27)

The numerical solution to Eqn.(27) is presented in Figure 1. Note that the initial values used
while plotting are taken from Table (1).

Figure 1: The plot shows the numerical solution of Eqn. (27) using reduced Planck units of
Klein-Gordon equation for βRn model. We used β = 1, n = 0.5, n = 0.51, n = 0.52, φ(0) = 3
and φ′(0) = 0. Note that there is a decrease of scalar field with the increase of time.
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3.2 Model2: f(R) = αR + βRn

Among various f(R) models, we now consider the case of polynomial f(R) model as described
in [57] as

f(R) = αR + βRn. (28)

This model has been one of the most popular fourth-order gravitational theories with power-law
corrections. It is a generalisation of both to GR and the Rn actions since α = 1, β = 0 reduces
to GR and α = 0 reduces to Rn case. In our study, the parameter α, β and n will be taken to
be real. This is the first model of inflation proposed by Starobinsky in 1980 [34], it was also
found that, this model is well consistent with the temperature anisotropies observed in CMB
and thus it can be a viable alternative to the scalar-field models of inflation. This toy model is
currently gaining popularity as an alternative model of gravitation within the context of early
and late universe [58]. Using the definition of the scalar field, this mode has the following form

f(φ) = α
(eφ − α

nβ

) 1
n−1

+ β
(eφ − α

βn

) n
n−1

. (29)

Thus, we write the effective scalar field potential Eqn.(13) to this model as

V ′(φ) =
2α

3

(
eφ − α
βn

) 1
n−1

+
2β

3

(
eφ − α
βn

) n
n−1

− φ

(
eφ − α
βn

) 1
n−1

. (30)

The second derivative of Eqn.(30) gives

V ′′(φ) =
2nβeφ

3(n− 1)(eφ − α)

(
eφ − α
βn

) n
n−1

+
2αeφ

3(n− 1)(eφ − α)

(
eφ − α
βn

) 1
n−1

− 1

3

(
eφ − α
βn

) 1
n−1

− φeφ

3(n− 1)(eφ − α)

(
eφ − α
βn

) 1
n−1

.

(31)

Thus , the potential has the form

V (φ) =
2α

3

∫ (
eφ − α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ+
2β

3

∫ (
eφ − α
nβ

) n
n−1

dφ− φ

3

∫ (
eφ − α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ. (32)

The following couple of equations are expressions of the slow-roll parameters η(φ) and εφ
respectively

η(φ) =

2nβeφ

3(n−1)(eφ−α)

(
eφ−α
βn

) n
n−1

+ 2αeφ

3(n−1)(eφ−α)

(
eφ−α
βn

) 1
n−1

− 1
3

(
eφ−α
βn

) 1
n−1

2α
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ+ 2β
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) n
n−1

dφ− φ
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ

−

φeφ

3(n−1)(eφ−α)

(
eφ−α
βn

) 1
n−1

2α
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ+ 2β
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) n
n−1

dφ− φ
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ

(33)
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ε(φ) =
1

2

[
2α
3

(
eφ−α
βn

) 1
n−1

+ 2β
3

(
eφ−α
βn

) n
n−1

− φ

(
eφ−α
βn

) 1
n−1
]2

[
[2α
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ+ 2β
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) n
n−1

dφ− φ
3

∫ (
eφ−α
nβ

) 1
n−1

dφ

]2 . (34)

Table 2: Table about numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r for
f(R) = αR + βRn using reduced Planck units.

n β α φ r ns r(Planckdata) [3] ns(Planckdata) [3]

0.5 0.002 0.1 1.4 0.00237 0.96271 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.002 0.1 1.5 0.00193 0.96672 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.002 0.1 1.6 0.00158 0.97026 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.002 0.1 1.7 0.00129 0.97339 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.002 0.1 1.8 0.00105 0.97617 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.005 0.001 2.6 0.00164 0.96913 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.005 0.001 2.65 0.00148 0.97079 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.005 0.001 2.7 0.00133 0.97235 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.005 0.001 2.75 0.00120 0.97383 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 0.005 0.dr001 2.8 0.00108 0.97522 <0.11 0.968±0.006
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The KGE (12) of this model is therefore has the form

φ̈+
1

3

[
2α

(βn)
1

n−1

(
eφ − α

) 1
n−1

+
2β

(nβ)
n
n−1

(
eφ − α

) n
n−1 − 1

(nβ)
1

n−1

eφ
(
eφ − α

) 1
n−1

]
= 0. (35)

The numerical solution to Eqn.(35) is presented in Figure 2. Note that the initial values used
while plotting are taken from Table (2).

Figure 2: The plot shows the evolution of scalar field obtained by solving numerically Eqn.(35)
for n = 1.5, n = 1.6 and n = 1.7, β = 0.002 and α = 0.001. We solved the Klein-Gordon
equation setting the initial conditions to be φ̇(t0) = 1.7 and φ(t0) = 0 and reduced Planck units
were used.

3.3 Model3: f(R) = R + µ2n+2

(−R)n

This model is similar to the previous except that here we have the inverse power-law as addi-
tional term to the usual GR concept and it is defined as

f(R) = R +
µ2n+2

(−R)n
. (36)

The model we are considering now is driven by a constant parameter µ which is normalised to
unit. It means that if µ = 0, we immediately turn to our GR; see in [60]. This model in terms
of scalar field has the the following form

f(φ) = −
(nµ2n+2

eφ−1

) 1
n+1

+ µ2n+2(
eφ − 1

nµ2n+2
)

n
n+1 . (37)

The derivative of the potential, V ′(φ) obtained from Eqn.(13) is

V ′(φ) =
1

3

[
− 2
(nµ2n+2

eφ − 1

) 1
n+1

+ µ2n+2
( eφ − 1

nµ2n+2

) n
n+1

] + φ
(nµ2n+2

eφ − 1

) 1
n+1

. (38)
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The second derivative of Eqn.(38) has the following form

V ′′(φ) =
1

3
[−K1(n+ 2)(φ− 2)(1− eφ)−(n+3) +K1(1− eφ)−(n+2)

+ (n+ 2)(n+ 1)K2(1− eφ)(n+2)(n+1)−1], (39)

where
K1 = µ2n+2(n+ 1)n+2, (40)

and

K2 =
1

[(n+ 1)µ2n+2](n+2)(n)+1)
. (41)

Using the same definition as Eqn.(14,15) we have the expression of the slow-roll parameters εφ
and η(φ) as

ε(φ) =
1

6

[
K1(1− eφ)−(n+2)(φ− 2) +K2(1− eφ)(n+2)(n+1)

]2
[
K1

∫
(1− eφ)−(n+2)(φ− 2)dφ+K2

∫
(1− eφ)−(n+2)dφ

]2 , (42)

η(φ) =
1

3κ
(
V
′′

V
) =

1
k

[
−K1(n+ 2)(φ− 2)(1− eφ)−(n+3)

]
[
K1

∫
(1− eφ)−(n+2)(φ− 2)dφ+K2

∫
(1− eφ)−(n+2)dφ

]2
+

1
k

[
K1(1− eφ)−(n+2) + (n+ 2)(n+ 1)K2(1− eφ)[(n+2)(n+1)−1]

]
[
K1

∫
(1− eφ)−(n+2)(φ− 2)dφ+K2

∫
(1− eφ)−(n+2)dφ

]2 (43)

In this model, we write the KGE (12) as

φ̈+
1

3

(
A3

(
eφ − 1

) n
n+1

+
(
Ceφ −B3

)(
eφ − 1

) −1
n+1

)
= 0, (44)

where

A3 = 2µ2n+2
(
nµ2n+2

) −n
n+1

, (45)

B3 = 2
(
nµ2n+2

) 1
n+1

, (46)

C =
(
nµ2n+2

) 1
n+1

. (47)
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Table 3: Table about numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r for
f(R) = R + µ2n+2

(−R)n
using reduced Planck units.

n µ φ r ns r(Planckdata) [3] ns(Planckdata) [3]

1.066 1 0.555 0.01782 0.97347 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.066 1 0.556 0.01825 0.97223 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.066 1 0.557 0.01870 0.97098 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.066 1 0.558 0.01914 0.96974 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.066 1 0.559 0.01959 0.96849 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.059 1.04 0.678 0.15746 0.97341 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.059 1.04 0.679 0.15891 0.97169 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.059 1.04 0.680 0.16037 0.96996 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.059 1.04 0.681 0.16183 0.96822 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.059 1.04 0.682 0.16330 0.96648 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.051 1.01 0.563 0.02996 0.97128 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.051 1.01 0.564 0.03057 0.97000 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.051 1.01 0.565 0.03118 0.96871 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.051 1.01 0.566 0.03180 0.96742 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.068 1.01 0.567 0.03242 0.96613 <0.11 0.968±0.006

The numerical solution to Eqn.(44) is presented in Figure 3. Note that the initial values
used while plotting are taken from Table (3).

Figure 3: The evolution of scalar field as function of time of (R) = R + µ2n+2

(−R)n
mode is plotted

in this figure. It is a result of numerical solution of Eqn.(44). The free parameters used are
µ = 1, n = 1.066, n = 1.067, n = 1.068, φ(t = 0) = 0.553 and φ′(t = 0) = 0 and reduced
Planck units were used.
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3.4 Model4: f(R) = αeλR

We consider theories with a Lagrangians which may be expressed as an exponential of the Ricci
scalar as

f(R) = αeλR. (48)

This model was widely treated because it is easier and does not present complications for any
one who wants to analyse the stability of cosmological inflation using the dynamical system
analysis [58]. This type of Lagrangian is interesting because it contains both Rn and αR+βRn

models due to the fact that the exponential can be developed in powers of the Ricci scalar.
Using Taylor expansion, the polynomial f(R) can be obtained and hence, its reduction to GR
can be achieved. in our analysis α and λ were taken to be positive values. Based on the
definition of the scalar field, this model has the form

f(φ) = αeφ−ln(αλ). (49)

An expression for the derivative of the potential, V ′(φ) has the form

V ′(φ) =
2α

3
eφ−ln(αλ) − 1

3λ
eφ
(
φ− ln(αλ)

)
. (50)

The second derivative of Eqn.(50) gives

V ′′(φ) =
2αeφ−ln(αλ)

3
−
eφ
(
φ− ln(αλ)

)
3λ

− eφ

3λ
. (51)

Thus, the potential is given by integration of the Eqn. (50)

V (φ) =
2αeφ−ln(αλ)

3
+
eφ
(
− φ+ ln(αλ) + 1

)
3λ

+D2. (52)

Using the same definition given by Eqn.(14), we have the expression of ε(φ) as

ε(φ) =
2αeφ−ln(αλ)

3
−

eφ

(
φ−ln(αλ)

)
3λ

− eφ

3λ

2αeφ−ln(αλ)

3
+

eφ

(
−φ+ln(αλ)+1

)
3λ

+D2

. (53)

Using the same definition of the Eqn.(15) , we have the expression of η(φ) as

η(φ) =

[
2α
3
eφ−ln(αλ) − 1

3λ
eφ
(
φ− ln(αλ)

)] 1
2

[
2αeφ−ln(αλ)

3
+

eφ

(
−φ+ln(αλ)+1

)
3λ

+D2

] 1
2

. (54)

The KGE (12) in this model, has the following the form

φ̈+
2αe− ln(αλ) − 1

λ
ln(αλ)eφ

3
− φeφ

3λ
= 0, (55)
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Table 4: Table about numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r for
f(R) = αeλR using reduced Planck units.

α λ D2 φ r ns [3] r(Planckdata) ns(Planckdata) [3]

0.002 1.1 40 1.1 0.00189 0.96129 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.1 50 1.2 0.00091 0.96600 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.1 55 1.3 0.00077 0.96960 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.1 35 1.4 0.00480 0.96555 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.1 30 1.5 0.00626 0.97096 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.01 40 1.1 0.00250 0.95568 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.01 50 1.2 0.00120 0.96147 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.01 55 1.3 0.00101 0.96555 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.01 35 1.4 0.00513 0.96415 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.01 30 1.5 0.00845 0.96862 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.02 40 1.1 0.00242 0.95637 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.02 50 1.2 0.00116 0.96202 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.02 55 1.3 0.00098 0.96604 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.02 35 1.4 0.00496 0.96486 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.002 1.02 30 1.5 0.00816 0.96943 <0.11 0.968±0.006

The numerical solution to Eqn.(55) is presented in Figure 4.

Figure 4: The numerical solution of Eqn.(55) is presented in this figure. The free parameters
used are α = 0.002, λ = 1.02, λ = 1.05 and λ = 1.1. Setting the initial conditions to be
φ(t = 0) = 1.5 and φ′(t = 0) = 0 and reduced Planck units were used.
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3.5 Model5: R− µ4

R

This model is a special case of model 3. Only we are taking n = 1 and thus the approach and
way of treatment are quite the same.

f(R) = R− µ4

R
. (56)

It is interesting to note that when µ = 0, this model reduces to GR case [61]. In this model,
the function f(R) as function of scalar field φ is given as

f(φ) = µ2
[(
eφ − 1

)−1
2 −

(
eφ − 1

) 1
2
]
. (57)

The expression of the derivative of the effective potential of this model has the form

V ′(φ) =
1

3

[
2µ2
(
eφ − 1

)−1
2 −

(
eφ − 1

) 1
2 − µ2φ

(
eφ − 1

)]
. (58)

The second derivative of Eqn.(58) yields

V ′′(φ) =
1

3

[
− µ2eφ(eφ − 1)−

3
2 − eφ

2
(eφ − 1)

−1
2 − µ2(eφ − 1) + µ2φeφ

]
. (59)

By integration the Eqn.(58) with respect to φ, we have the potential V ′(φ)

V (φ) =
2µ2

3
arctan

√
eφ − 1− 4µ2

3

√
eφ − 1 +

4

3
µ2arctan

√
eφ − 1− 2µ2

3
arctan

√
eφ − 1 +D3.

(60)
The potential slow-roll parameters ε(φ) and η(φ) for this model are given by

ε(φ) =

1
3

[
−µ2eφ

(eφ−1)
3
2
− −µ2eφ

(eφ−1)
1
2
− −µ2

(eφ−1)
1
2
− −µ2eφφ

(eφ−1)
3
2

]
2µ2

3
arctan

√
eφ − 1− 4µ2

3

√
eφ − 1 + 4

3
µ2 arctan

√
eφ − 1− 2µ2

3
arctan

√
eφ − 1 +D3

,

(61)

η(φ) =
1

2

[ 2µ2

3(eφ−1)
1
2
− 2µ2

3
(eφ − 1)

1
2 − φµ2

3(eφ−1)
1
2

2µ2

3
arctan

√
eφ − 1− 4µ2

3

√
eφ − 1 + 4

3
µ2 arctan

√
eφ − 1− 2µ2

3
arctan

√
eφ − 1 +D3

]2
.

(62)
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Table 5: Table about numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r for
f(R) = R− µ4

R
using reduced Planck units.

µ D3 φ r ns r(Planckdata) [3] ns(Planckdata) [3]

0.7 18 1.1 0.00888 0.96184 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.7 18 1.2 0.01381 0.96760 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.7 18 1.25 0.01694 0.97052 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.7 18 1.3 0.02062 0.97347 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.8 19 1.1 0.00649 0.96600 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.8 19 1.2 0.01478 0.97261 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.8 19 1.23 0.0169 0.97488 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.8 19 1.24 0.01776 0.97565 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 20 1.1 0.00586 0.96423 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 20 1.2 0.00808 0.96641 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 20 1.3 0.01095 0.96864 <0.11 0.968±0.006
0.5 20 1.4 0.01465 0.97102 <0.11 0.968±0.006

In this model, we write the KGE (12) as

φ̈− 1

3

[
2
( µ4

eφ − 1

) 1
2 − 2µ4

(eφ − 1

µ4

) 1
2 − eφ

( µ4

eφ − 1

) 1
2

]
= 0. (63)

The numerical solution to Eqn.(63) is presented in Figure 5. The behaviour of solution is
decreasing with the increase of time.

Figure 5: This plot shows the evolution of scalar field. It is obtained by solving numerically
Eqn.(63); for µ = 0.7, µ = 0.8, µ = 0.9, φ(t = 0) = 1.5 and φ′(t = 0) = 0 and reduced Planck
units were used.

16



3.6 Model6: f(R) = R− (1− n)µ2 R
n

µ2n

We consider the case where f(R) model is given by

f(R) = R− (1− n)µ2 R
n

µ2n
. (64)

This is a simple, polynomial f(R) function that quickly reduces to the Einstein General theory
of Relativity for n = 1 see in [62, 61]. it successfully achieves late-time acceleration as the µ

R

term starts to dominate. This f(R) model has the following form in terms of scalar field

f(φ) =

(
µ2n−2(eφ − 1)

n− n2

) 1
n−1

− (1− n)µ2

µ2n

(
µ2n−2(eφ − 1)

n− n2

) n
n−1

. (65)

Using the definition of the Eqn.(13), the derivative of the potential has the form

V ′(φ) = −−φ
3

(
µ2n(1− eφ)

(1− n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

+
2

3

(
µ2n(1− eφ)

(1− n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

− 2(1− n)µ2

3µ2n

(
µ2n(1− eφ)

(1− n)nµ2

) n
n−1

.

(66)

The second derivative of Eqn.(66) gives

V ′′(φ) = −1

3

(
µ2n(1− eφ)

(1− n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

+
φeφ

3(n− 1)(1− eφ)

(
µ2n(1− eφ)

(1− n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

+
2(1− n)nµ2eφ

3(n− 1)µ2n(1− eφ)

(
µ2(1− eφ)

(1− n)nµ2n

) n
n−1

.

(67)

The potential is given by integration of Eqn.(66)

V (φ) =

∫
(2− φ)

3

(
µ2n(1− eφ)

(1− n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

dφ− 2(1− n)µ2

3µ2n

∫ (
µ2n(1− eφ)

(1− n)µ2

) n
n−1

dφ. (68)

Using the same definitions of Eqns.(15,14) we have the expressions of the slow-roll parameters
η(φ) and ε(φ) as

η(φ) =

−1
3

(
µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

+ φeφ

3(n−1)(1−eφ)

(
µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

+ 2(1−n)nµ2eφ
3(n−1)µ2n(1−eφ)

(
µ2(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2n

) n
n−1

∫ (2−φ)
3

(
µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

dφ− 2(1−n)µ2
3µ2n

∫ (µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)µ2

) n
n−1

dφ

,

(69)

ε(φ) =
1

2

[
− −φ

3

(
µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

+ 2
3

(
µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

− 2(1−n)µ2
3µ2n

(
µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2

) n
n−1
]2

[ ∫ (2−φ)
3

(
µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)nµ2

) 1
n−1

dφ− 2(1−n)µ2
3µ2n

∫ (µ2n(1−eφ)
(1−n)µ2

) n
n−1

dφ

)2
. (70)
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Table 6: Table about numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r for
f(R) = R− (1− n)µ2 Rn

µ2n
using reduced Planck units.

n µ φ r ns r(Planckdata) [3] ns(Planckdata) [3]

1.2 8 0.4 1.00273×10−6 0.97380 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 8 0.401 1.03641×10−6 0.97335 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 8 0.403 1.10700×10−6 0.97241 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 8 0.405 1.18213×10−6 0.97144 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 8 0.407 1.26204×10−6 0.97044 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 9 0.409 1.34705×10−6 0.96942 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 9 0.410 1.39155×10−6 0.96889 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 9 0.411 1.43745×10−6 0.96836 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 9 0.412 1.48477×10−6 0.96781 <0.11 0.968±0.006
1.2 9 0.413 1.53356×10−6 0.96726 <0.11 0.968±0.006

The KGE (12) in this model is rewritten as

φ̈+
1

3

[(
2
(

1− eφ
) 1
n−1
( µ2n−2

n(1− n)

) 1
n−1 −

( µ2n−2

n(1− n)

) n
n−1

eφ

)(
1− eφ

) 1
n−1

−
(

1− n
)2−2n( µ2n−2

n(1− n)

) n
n−1
(

1− eφ
) n
n−1

]
= 0. (71)

The numerical solution to Eqn.(71) is presented in Figure 6. The behaviour of solution is
decreasing with the increase of time.

Figure 6: The scalar field φ(t) versus time t for Eqn.(71); for µ = 8, n = 1.2, n = 1.3,
φ(t = 0) = 0.405 and φ′(t = 0) = 0 using reduced Planck units.
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3.7 Model7: f(R) = R + R2

6M2

The case where f(R) model is given by [63]

f(R) = R +
R2

6M2
(72)

This model is known as one of the Starobinsky models. Using the definition of the scalar field,
the function f(R) in terms of scalar field has the following form

f(φ) = 3M2
(
eφ − 1

)
+

3

2
M2
(
eφ − 1

)2
. (73)

The effective potential V ′(φ) of this model is defined as

V ′(φ) = −φM2
(
eφ − 1

)
+ 2M2

(
eφ − 1

)
+M2

(
eφ − 1

)2
. (74)

The integration of Eqn.(74) give us the potential

V (φ) = −M2eφ
(
φ− 3

2

)
− 2M2φ+

M2e2φ

2
+M2ln(eφ) +D4. (75)

The second derivative with respect to φ of Eqn.(74)

V ′′(φ) = −M2
(
eφ − 1

)
−M2φeφ + 2M2e2φ. (76)

Using the same definition of Eqn.(14) , we have ε(φ) parameter as

ε(φ) =
1

2

(−φ(eφ − 1
)

+ 2
(
eφ − 1

)
+
(
eφ − 1

)2
−eφ

(
φ− 3

2

)
− 2φ+ e2φ

2
+ ln(eφ) +D4

)2

. (77)

Using the definition given by Eqn.(15), we have η(φ) parameter as

η(φ) =
−
(
eφ − 1

)
− φeφ + 2e2φ

−eφ
(
φ− 3

2

)
− 2φ+ e2φ

2
+ ln(eφ) +D4

. (78)
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Table 7: Table about numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r for
f(R) = R + R2

6M2 using reduced Planck units.

D4 φ r ns r(Planckdata) [3] ns(Planckdata) [3]

-185 0.25 0.00007 0.97051 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-185 0.3 0.00012 0.96833 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-185 0.31 0.00013 0.96786 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-185 0.32 0.00014 0.96738 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-185 0.35 0.00018 0.96587 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-200 0.25 0.00006 0.97275 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-200 0.3 0.00010 0.97074 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-200 0.31 0.00011 0.97030 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-200 0.32 0.00012 0.96986 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-200 0.35 0.00015 0.96846 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-210 0.25 0.00006 0.974065 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-210 0.3 0.00010 0.97173 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-210 0.31 0.00011 0.97131 <0. 11 0.968±0.006
-210 0.32 0.00013 0.96998 <0.11 0.968±0.006
-210 0.35 0.00013 0.96998 <0.11 0.968±0.006

In this model, we write the KGE (12) as

φ̈+M
(
eφ − 1

)(
3− 2eφ

)
= 0 (79)

The numerical solution to Eqn.(79) is presented in Figure 7.

Figure 7: The numerical solution of Eqn.(79) using reduced Planck units is plotted in this
figure. we used M = 100, M = 110, M = 120, φ(t = 0) = 0.32 and φ′(t = 0) = 0.
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4 Discussions

In this study, the equivalence between f(R) and scalar-tensor theories of gravity has been

reviewed. We have considered seven different f(R) models, namely βRn, αR+βRn, R+ µ2n+2

(−R)

n
,

αeλR, R − µ4

R
, R − µ4

R
, R − (1 − n)µ2 Rn

µ2n
and R + R2

6M2 . We constructed the potentials from

the scalar field of each f(R) model. Some models produced the expressions of the potentials
explicitly while others did not. For a given potential, the slow-roll approximation was applied
to each of the seven f(R) models to obtain the expressions for the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and
spectral index ns parameters. The numerical computation of ns and r parameters has been
performed for both the exponential and polynomial models in this study. The values of ns
and r in all models were computed from Eqns.(18) and (19) respectively . The observational
values of ns and r were taken from the Planck data [3]. Observationally, the values of spectral
index ns are in the range ns = 0.968± 0.006 and tensor-to-scalar ratio is the range of r < 0.11
[64, 65, 3]. The Table 1-7 summarise the imposed values of free parameters in such a way that
the values ns and r are consistent with the observational data (Planck data). It was observed
that, scalar field φ, is one of the major parameters that govern the dynamics of ns and r.

For f(R) = βRn model, the numerical values for spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio
r are presented in Table 1. One can notice that the numerical values of tensor-to-scalar ratio
r are consistent with Planck data results since for every fixed values of free parameter, r falls
below 0.11 [66] and the values of ns are close to the Planck data [67]. In addition, the values of
β, φ and n were taken to be positive constants. For specific choices of φ, n and β in Table 1, one
can see that if n = 0.5 and φ = 3.2, the obtained values of ns are in agreement with Planck data.
For the case of f(R) = αR + βRn model, the values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar
ratio r of this model have been computed and presented in Table (2). The results found for this
model indicate that the values of ns are closer to the Plank’s data and those for scalar-tensor-
ratio r falls below 0.11 as expected. Here, the values of the free parameters β and n were hold

unchanged, α and φ were varying in both Eqns. (33) and (34). For f(R) = R + µ2n+2

(−R)

n
model,

numerical values of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r of this model are presented in
Table 3. According to the numerical values of ns and r shown in Table 3, it is shown that ns
are very close to the Plank’s data. The numerical values of r produced to this model, some fall
below 0.11 and others are greater than 0.11. For f(R) = αeλR model, the numerical values of
spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r of this model are presented in Table 4. Having a
look on these results, the values of ns are quite consistent with the Plank’s observational data
and the values of r are comparable to the Plank’s data since they are < 0.11. The only fixed
free parameter in this model is α, others are changing. For f(R) = R− µ4

R
model, the numerical

values ns and r are listed in Table 5. From there, one can see that the values of ns and r are
very close to the Planck data. In f(R) = R− (1− n)µ2 Rn

µ2n
model, the computational outcome

of spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r of this model is shown in Table 6. It appears
that the values of ns and r are in line with Planck data and for this case, all the parameters
are changing. For f(R) = R + R2

6M2 model, the numerical values of ns and r for this model are
presented in Table 7. It is clear that the values of ns and r are consistent with Planck data.
Similar studies of computing inflationary parameters for different types of scalar field have been
obtained in [38], [39].

The KGE for each of the f(R) models were also obtained. The evolution of the scalar
field was studied by solving numerically different KGE to seven f(R) models. The numerical
solutions of KGE were obtained setting different values of free parameters for each f(R) model.
The free parameters used are the ones we have in the tables. We solved the KGE setting the
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initial values to be φ̇(t0) = 0 and φ(t0) to be φ′s we have in each respective table. The scalar
field φ(t) as function of time in Eqn.(27) for the case of βRn model for different values of n
is presented in Fig.1. The red line corresponds to the case n = 0.5, the blue line corresponds
to the case n = 0.51 and the green one corresponds to n = 0.52. From Fig.1 one can see
the decay of the scalar field as time increases. These results are similar to those found in the
work done in [38] for αRn model. For the case of αR + βRn, we considered n = 1.5, n = 1.6
n = 1.7,β = 0.002 and α = 0.001, the numerical solution of Eqn.(35) is plotted in Fig.2. The

numerical computation of KGE (44) of R + µ2n+2

(−R)

n
is given by Fig.3, we considered µ = 1,

n = 1.066,n = 1.067 and n = 1.068. For the case of αeλR model, we considered α = 0.002,
λ = 1.02, λ = 1.05 and λ = 1.1, the numerical solution of Eqn.(55) is plotted in Fig.4. For

the case of R − µ4

R
model, the numerical solution of Eqn.(63) is presented in Fig.5, we set the

value of the free parameter µ = 0.7, µ = 0.8 and µ = 0.9. For the case of R− (1− n)µ2 Rn

µ2n
, we

considered n = 1.2 and n = 1.3, the numerical solution of Eqn.(71) is plotted in Fig.(6). For
the case of R + R2

6M2 , we considered M = 100, M = 110 and M = 120, the numerical solution
of Eqn.(79) is plotted in Fig.(7). From figure 1-7, the same behaviour was manifested which is
the decay of the scalar field as time increases.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, the relationship between f(R) and scalar-tensor theories has been reviewed. In
this line, seven f(R) models have been considered, focusing on the inflationary era. Using a
specific definition of scalar field as the extra degree of freedom, we constructed the potential
for each f(R) model. We applied slow-roll approximation for each f(R) model and obtained
the expression of the ε(φ) and η(φ) parameters. We numerically computed the two inflationary
parameters (spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r) for each f(R) model. We used
different ranges of free parameters so that we can get the values of ns and r that are in the
same range as the obtained values from observations. The values of ns and r produced for all
f(R) models, some are in the good range and others are very close to the Planck survey data.
For the first model, the overall average values of ns and r generated are 0.96697 and 0.00155,
respectively. For the second model, we have generated ns = 0.97105 and tensor-to-scalar ratio
r = 0.00149. For the third model, the overall average of ns and r are respectively given by
0.97019 and 0.07008. For the fourth model, we have generated the values of ns and r to be
0.96516 and 0.00337, respectively. For the fifth model, the overall average of spectral index ns
and tensor-to-scalar ratio r values are 0.96940 and 0.01297, respectively. For the sixth model,
the values of ns and r are, respectively, given by 0.97032 and 1.27846 × 10−6. The seventh
model, the overall average of ns and r are 0.96994 and 0.00011, respectively. We also derived
the KGE for each toy of f(R) model, therefore checked for the evolution of the scalar field
with respect to time. In figure 1, the scalar field φ decays with the increase of time, the same
behaviour is manifested in figures 1-7. The results show that there is a less content of scalar
field in the late Universe. In addition to that, one can constrain the parameter space from the
f(R) gravity models based on the current and future cosmological observations.
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