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Higgs inflation model with non-minimal coupling in hybrid Palatini approach
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In this paper, we construct a hybrid metric Palatini approach in which the Palatini scalar curvature
is non minimally coupled to the scalar field. We derive the Einstein’s field equations, the equations
of motion of the scalar field. Furthermore, the background and the perturbative parameters are
obtained by means of Friedmann equations in the slow roll regime. The analysis of cosmological
perturbations allowed us to obtain the main inflationary parameters such as the scalar spectral index
ns and the tensor to scalar ratio r. In this perspective, as an application of our analysis, we consider
the Higgs field with quartic potential which plays the inflaton role, and we show that predictions of
Higgs hybrid inflation are in good agreement with the recent observational data [IJ.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most successful approach to explain the
early Universe phenomena is the cosmic inflation [2-
7], i.e. the accelerated expansion of the early Uni-
verse. This important idea has the fundamental impli-
cation that the shortcomings of the standard cosmology
could be explained in an elegant way and also the origin
of anisotropies observed in the cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) radiation itself becomes a natural theory
[BHTT]. In this context, one of the most remarkable evolu-
tion in modern physics was the observational constraints
that ruled out many inflationary models if they are not
supported by the observational data [Il, 18H20]. Indeed,
the observational value of the spectral index ns and the
analysis of the consistent behavior of this spectral index
versus the tensor to scalar ratio r, help to reduce the
number of these inflationary models. In fact, recent ob-
servational data [I] imposes constraints on both parame-
ters: an upper limit on the tensor to scalar ratio r < 0.1
(Planck alone) at a 95% confidence level (CL) as well as
a value of the spectral index ns; = 0.9649+0.0042 quoted
at 68% CL.

The most famous illustration of the scenario of infla-
tion is that the Higgs boson of the standard model acts as
the inflaton [21H26]. There are two approaches to obtain
the field equations from the Lagrangian of this theory,
known as the metric formalism and the Palatini formal-
ism. In the original scenario [23], general relativity is
based on the metric formulation where all gravitational
degrees of freedom are carried by the metric field and
the connection is fixed to be the Levi-Civita one. How-
ever, in the Palatini formulation of gravity, the metric
and the connection are two independent variables. It
seems important enough to mention that both formula-

tions lead to the usual Einstein field equations of motion
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in minimally coupled scenarios. However, in the non-
minimal coupling (NMC), different approaches lead to
different predictions even when the Lagrangian density of
the theory has the same form. In addition, the assump-
tion of considering a non-minimal coupling to gravity is
important to sufficiently flatten the Higgs potential at
large field values [23] in order to be in concordance with
observations. A remarkable difference between metric
and Palatini formalism arise from observational conse-
quences. Indeed, predictions of Palatini Higgs inflation
give an extremely small tensor to scalar ratio [28] 53]
compared to the metric formalism. Another interesting
feature of Palatini Higgs inflation is that it has a higher
cutoff scale, above which the perturbation theory breaks
down, than the metric theory [29]. For reviews on this
topic, please see Ref. [30] for the metric and Ref. [31]
for the Palatini Higgs inflation. Furthermore, Palatini
Higgs inflation lowers the spectral index for the primor-
dial spectrum of density perturbations, and reduces the
required number of e-folds to answer hot big bang cosmol-
ogy puzzles [32]. In this paper, we construct an alterna-
tive way to connect the metric and the Palatini Higgs in-
flation dubbed as hybrid metric Palatini Higgs inﬂatiorﬂ
The idea of hybrid metric Palatini scenario was already
studied in [34], where an f(R) Palatini correction to the
Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian was added. This kind of hy-
brid theory typically develops when perturbative quan-
tization techniques are taken into account on Palatini
formalisms [35] and it is connected to non-perturbative
quantum geometries in interesting ways [36]. Moreover,
using the scalar-tensor representation of a metric Pala-
tini formalism was found to be useful in cosmology with
respect to local experiments and overcoming any matter

! Hybrid metric Palatini Higgs inflation was also considered in [33]
using the Einstein-frame analysis. The framework considered by
the authors of this paper, however, is completely based on a non
minimal coupling between the Higgs field and both the metric
and the Palatini Ricci scalar curvature. Whereas, in our analysis,
non minimal coupling is between the Higgs field and the Palatini
scalar curvature alone.
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instabilities if the scalar field is only weakly connected to
matter. In this regard, wormhole geometries, cosmologi-
cal and astrophysical applications have been examined in
[37], where it has been shown that accelerating solutions
are possible. Dynamical system in hybrid metric Palatini
context is also analyzed in [3§].

In the present paper, we consider a novel approach to
modified gravity, in which one combines elements from
both theories [39]. Thus, one can avoid shortcomings that
emerge in pure metric or Palatini approaches, such as the
cosmic expansion and the structure formation. This re-
cent formalism is called hybrid metric-Palatini gravity,
and it consists to add a Palatini scalar curvature to the
Einstein-Hilbert action. The benefit of this kind of hy-
brid metric Palatini is to preserve the advantage of the
minimal metric approach and improving the non minimal
coupling from the metric by the Palatini one.

The aim of this work is to study the non-minimally
coupled Higgs inflation under the hybrid metric-Palatini
approach and check the results in light of the observa-
tional data [I].

The paper is structured as follows. In Section [[} from
the action, we derive the basic field equations of the infla-
tion model with NMC in a hybrid metric Palatini formal-
ism. In Section [[TI, we present the Friedmann equation
and we apply the slow roll conditions on it. In Sections
[[V] and [V] we analyze cosmological perturbations. In
Section [VI} we consider a Higgs inflation model and we
check its viability. Finally, we summarize and conclude
in section [VIIl

is described by

M? R
S = /d‘*NTg (2”3 + %§¢2R + LG ¢)> ;
(2.1)

where g is the determinant of the metric tensor g,.,, M),
is the Planck mass, R is the Einstein-Hilbert curvature
term, determined by the metric tensor g,,, and R is the
Palatini curvature, depending on the metric tensor g,
and on the connection ng which is considered as an inde-
pendent variable R = f%(gm,, I'3.) E0]. € is the coupling
constant, and L4 the lagrangian density of the scalar field
¢, which takes the following form

Ly = 3Vu0V"0— V(6), (2.2

where V(¢) is the scalar field potential.
The variation of this action with respect to the inde-
pendent connection gives

Vo (£0*V/=gg"") = 0. (2.3)
The solution of this equation reveals that the indepen-
dent connection is the Levi- Civita connection of the con-
formal metric g, = fngQW,

~ 1 . R R R
FZO’ = §g>\/) (@A]Aa + 809/0\ - a/\g;w)

— T+ %(55@(@ +6005(6) — 9uc0”(9)),
(2.4)

with w = 1 corresponds to the Palatini approach and
w = 0 to the metric one. The curvature tensor R, is

given in terms of the independent connection f‘g7 [40]

II. SETUP
RMV = f‘;ojl/,(x - fga,u + f‘g)\fﬁu - fgkféu7 (25)
We consider a hybrid Palatini model where the scalar
field is non-minimally coupled to the gravity. Its action by using Eq.(2.4]), we can rewrite Eq.(2.5) as
J
. w 1
Rpu = Ruu + E 4vu(/l)vu¢ - guu(v¢)2 - Q(b (Vuvu + ZguuD> ¢:| )
[
where R, is the curvature tensor in the metric formal- of the Einstein-Hilbert one as
ism. The scalar curvature R can be expressed in terms . R
R = ¢""R,,
6
= R- %Dqﬁ. (2.6)

Now, varying the action Eq.(2.1]) with respect to the
metric tensor leads to



(M;? =+ €¢2)Guu = (1 + 25 - 4£w)vu¢vu¢ - (; + 25 - gw) gMU(V¢)2 - guVV(¢) =+ 25(1 + w)¢ [vuvu - gul/D] ¢a

which can be rewritten as

F(¢)Guu = HQT;UJ’ (28)
where F denotes a function of ¢, given by
F(¢) = 1+ &r%¢%, (2.9)

and T, is the matter energy-momentum tensor which
takes the form

rf;w = Avu(bvu(b - Bguu(vd))Q - glwv((b)

+Co V.V, — g0 0, (2.10)

with A = (14 2¢ — 4éw), B = (3 4+ 2§ — &w), and
C = 2¢(1 + w) are constants.

In the case of w = 0, Eq (2.7) describes NMC in the
metric approach [4I]. Meanwhile, in the case £ = 0, we
recover the case of general relativity.

Finally, let us take the variation of the action Eq.(2.1))
with respect to ¢, to get the modified Klein Gordon equa-
tion [40]

O¢+&Re -V =0, (2.11)

- 1

where (¢ = 7=
and Vg = dV/d¢.

0y (v/—99""0,¢) is the D’Alembertien

III. SLOW ROLL EQUATIONS

In this section, we assume a homogeneous and isotropic
Universe described by a spatially flat Robertson-Walker
(RW) metric with the signature (-,+,+,+) [42]

ds? = —dt® + a®(t)(dz? + dy? + d2?), (3.1)

where a(t) is the scale factor and t is the cosmic time.
The Friedmann equation is acquired by taking the 00

J

—6ER2H?¢d¢ + F(9) {GH(\P + H®)
—2F(¢)(V + H®) ; = 10T},
—66R2pOG(3H? + 2H) + 6F () [(31{2 +2H)® 4 H(® + 30) + ¥ + V—(@ — )| = 2T,

F(¢)a™2(¥ — @)% = k3T

(2.7)

(

component of Eq.([2.7)

K K; _ 3€w> F+V($) — 6HE(1+w)od | ,

(3.2)

where H = a/a is the Hubble parameter, and a dot de-
notes the differentiation with respect to cosmic time. In
the slow roll conditions % << H and ¢2? << V, Eq.
can be approximated by

K*V ()
H? ~ ———— 3.3
- 3(1+&r%9%) (33)

By replacing (¢, R and R by their expressions, the
inflaton field equation Eq[2.T1] becomes

—3H}(1 — 66w) + 126pH? — Vg ~0.  (3.4)

IV. SCALAR PERTURBATIONS

In this section, we present in detail the scalar cosmo-
logical perturbations. We choose the Newtonian gauge,
in which the scalar metric perturbations of a RW back-
ground are given by [43] [44]

ds® = —(1+2®)dt* + a(t)*(1 — 2W)6;;dz’dx?, (4.1)

where ®(t,z) and ¥(t,z) are the scalar perturbations
called also Bardeen variables [45].
The perturbed Einstein’s equations are given by
SF(¢)G! + F(¢)dGH = Kk*0T". (4.2)
For the perturbed metric Eq.(4.1), we obtain the indi-
vidual components of Eq. (4.2) in the following form

2

v | = K26TY,

~2— (4.3a)

(4.3b)

2

322 (4.3c)

(4.3d)



The perturbed energy momentum tensor 07} appear-
ing in Eq is given by [46]

—0p adq,;
L — . S .
o) = (—aléq’z 5pd +57r;> )

(4.4)
where dp, ¢ and dp represent the perturbed energy den-
sity, momentum, pressure, respectively. The anisotropic
stress tensor is given by 67) = (A} — 301A) ém where
A;‘ is defined by A; =0,0x0; and A = AL

Now, let us simplify the calculation and study the evo-
lution of perturbations. To do so, we decompose the
function ¢(z,t) into its Fourier components )y (t) as fol-
lows

¢(tv .73) = (45)

1 _
W / ey (1) dPk,

where k is the wave number. The perturbed equations
Eq.(4.3) can be expressed as

—Ek2H @I + F(9) {H(\i' + H®) + ;;22\1:} = %"325,0, (4.6a)

. — g2
—ER2pOH(3H? 4 2H) + F(¢) {(3}12 +2H)® + H(® 4 30) + ¥ — %(@ — )| = %2513, (4.6¢)
F(¢)(¥ — @) = r%a’om). (4.6d)

By using the perturbed energy momentum tensor, one
can write the perturbed energy density, the perturbed

J

—6p = 2(A — B)®¢* — 2(A — B)¢do — V.46 + 3CH
adq = —Addp — Cd (5¢'> - H5¢>) ,

6p = 2B($66 — ®4°) — Vy86 + 2CHB6G + O [2H5 — 206 + 06 — 4H®) — 206 — a~2109)]

571'; = a720¢5¢:§-.

J

$0 + qsagia} F6CH( + B)dd — Cha2N6,

(

momentum, the perturbed pressure, and the anisotropic
stress tensor, respectively, as follows:

(4.7a)

(4.7b)

(4.7¢)

(4.7d)

(

The perturbed equation of motion for ¢ takes the form

2(A - B)$do
n [2(A _B)$+Vy—3CHG +6(A— C)H$ — 30H2¢>] 36+ [Vw(fﬁ + (A= C)pLs — 3CH?) — 20HE | 66

—2(A- B) [dm}? 4 204d| + 6CHH(® + W)+ 6CH [(cb + U)o + (@ + 1) (2 + M)} + Coptad

+6AH®G? + 30CH Do 4+ 18CH U + 6CHH (D + W) .

Therefore, if we adopt the slow roll conditions at large

(4.8)

(

scales k << aH, we can neglect &, ¥, & and ¥ [, [48].



In fact, throughout the cosmic history of the Universe,
significant scales have primarily existed well beyond the
Hubble radius and they have only recently reentered in
the Universe. Consequently, it is reasonable to consider
large scales as a valid assumption. Indeed, to be able to
satisfy the longitudinal post-Newtonian limit, we need
to consider that A® > a?H? x (®,®,®) and similarly
for the other gradient terms. In the case of plane wave

J

perturbation with wavelength A\, when the condition A\ <«
1/H is met, we notice that H2® is much smaller than
A®. For & to be also negligible, the condition %Z‘Zf <
# is required, and this is satisfied if A <« 1/H for
perturbation growth. The same arguments may be used
for ® and also for the metric potential ¥ [47] [49]. Hence,
we can rewrite Eq. as follows

ﬂ76@m%+mg%+6ﬂ—6&0H—6ﬂ1+wﬁﬂﬂ5¢+U@@—GHL+MHﬂ6¢

+6H {(1 AL — 26w)d + 106(1 + w)Hqﬁ] o= 0.

Using Eq.(4.6b)) and Eq.(4.7Db)), the scalar perturbation

® can be expressed in terms of the fluctuation of the
scalar field d¢ as

o Nirs (46 - cHo) 5
T er(gH ’

(4.10)

where msz = K2/ {1 + 72FCEZ§H¢¢}

We define the comoving curvature perturbation as fol-
low: [50]

R=0—

H
adq. 4.11
p+Dp ( >‘

(4.9)

(

Hence, by considering the slow roll approximations at
large scale, and from Eq.(4.6b]), one can find

H

R=U+ - ——
& [1+ 555700

5. (4.12)
}

Considering the spatially flat gauge where ¥ = 0, and
from Eq.(4.12), one define a new variable as follow

P
H

Using Eq.(4.6b)), in this gauge, one can rewrite Eq.(4.9)
as

Ck?

0w =3¢+ 2R () H

{1 + gbé} 0. (4.13)

(1_6gww¢¢+4uf(1-«fw)_25Hg@u—2ﬂ5¢@

+ V¢¢> _ 6£wH2 _ GHgff ((1 +2¢ — 4§w)¢ _ 2§(1 + W)H¢) (1+4§—2§w)¢+10£(1+w)H¢i| Sy = 0.

Introducing of the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable v = ad¢y,
allows us to rewrite the perturbed equation of motion

Eq.[14) as
(4.15)

where the derivative with respect to the conformal time
7 is denoted by the prime, and the term v is

3 L
V:7+6_/’7+£+2X7

5 ; (4.16)

(4.14)

2F(¢)

(

where we have used the slow roll parametres given by

H 1 (Ve\?
aV,
= W‘Z‘K (4.18)
¢ = 6¢w, (4.19)

X = k2 (1426 — d€w)¢’ — 26(1 + w)Ho)
(14 4€ — 2¢w) ¢’ + 10€(1 + w)Ho

Ve (4.20)




and
7= ﬁ"’ (4.21)
(= (1_716&)4, (4.22)
X = mx (4.23)

We have also introduced the correction term to the
26K2 ¢ V)
F(o) Vo)~

Slandard eXpI‘eSSl()Il as
) (

F(¢)
Cy = 1-—
P (1- 6gw) (
This term characterizes the effect of NMC (through the
constant §) and the Palatini approach (through w).
The solution to Eq.(4.15) is given by [51]

aH k 3/2—v
v = 7%2]63 (aH) .

The power spectrum for the scalar field perturbations
reads as [50]

(4.25)

4wk ‘vr
56— (27)3 la

the spectral index of the power spectrum is given by
[50]

(4.26)

(4.27)

which can be expressed in terms of slow roll parametres
as
oF
Ng = 1—264—277]—% —4x.
The power spectrum of the curvature perturbations is
defined as [50]

(4.28)

4 4 47rk:
A2 = — = |RJ? 4.29
2
2H
= P5¢7 (430)

5¢ [1 - %q&b}

assuming the slow-roll conditions, it becomes

45 = 25(3@2 : L 2
9 |1+ 355709
- 7;2/;3)02, (4.31)
where
Cy = (1 - 68w)” Ve (4.32)

F(9) |1+ 55790

]2 (2F 4V — FV,4)*

is a correction to the standard expression of the power
spectrum. This correction term depends on NMC and
the Palatini approach effect.

V. TENSOR PERTURBATIONS

The tensor to scalar ratio is one of the important ob-
servable parameter in cosmology. Observational data [I]
gives an upper limit on this ratio, r < 0.1, at a 95% con-
fidence level. To introduce this parameter, we need to
define the tensor perturbations amplitude as [52]

2
=2y, (1)
which, in our model, takes the following form
4
Az = %Cg, (5.2)
where the correction term Cj is defined as
Cy= —. (5.3)
F(¢)

Furthermore, we define the tensor to scalar ratio, which
is a very useful inflationary parameter

A
A2

1 V¢ L+ 55 ¢)H¢¢
262V2 (1 — 66w)?

VI. HIGGS INFLATION

In this section, as an application, we study a Higgs
inflationary model, in which we consider that the Higgs
boson (the inflaton) is NMC to the gravity, within the
hybrid metric Palatini approach developed in the previ-
ous sections. We will also check the viability of the model
by comparing our results with the observational data [1].
In this case, we consider the quartic potential [53]

V(g)= 2ot (61)
where A is the Higgs self-coupling. During inflation, the
number of e-folds is given by [54]

tp é(tr) H
N = Hdt :/ —do. (6.2)
tr B(tr)
From Eq.(3.4)
. 126¢H? —
= 6.3
¢ 3H(1—6&w)’ (6:3)
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FIG. 1: Plot of the number of e-folds versus the scalar
field ¢ for £ = 10735 and A = 0.13.
we get

(1 — 66w)k?
8

N =

[0°(tr) — ¢*(tr)] , (6.4)

where the subscript I and F represent the crossing hori-
zon and the end of inflation, respectively. Considering
¢*(tr) >> ¢*(tr), we get

SN

¢ (tr) = (1= 66w) (6.5)

In Fig. |1, We show the variation of the number of e-
folds, N, versus the scalar field for a Higgs self-coupling
A = 0.13 [21] and a coupling constant £ = 1073, From

J

this figure, we notice that for an appropriate range of N,
i.e. 50 < N < 70, we get a large field where k¢ > 20.
The slow roll parameter defined in Eq.(4.17) becomes

8 5&2(,252
T

); (6.6)
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FIG. 2: Variation of the correction term C; as a function
of the coupling constant for N = 45.

Fig. [2] represents the evolution of correction term
C:1 as a function of the coupling constant £. As we
can see, the effect of the Palatini parameter w on C;
begin from almost the value 107%. We can see also
that for & = 0, the correction term reduces to one and
the standard expression of the slow roll parameter is
recovered. While, for £ # 0 and w = 0 we recover
the slow roll parameter expression in the case of NMC
within the metric approach.

The spectral index of the power spectrum given by
Eq.(4.28]), can be written as follow

16 ER2P?
ns = 1- 2 19 ( - )
K292 (1 — 66w) 2F
2 12F . 1 — 26w+ 46)Ho + 106(1 4 w)H?
b gy g — 26 Rersl(1 = 6w+ 2606 = 26(1 + gy U2 RIEEE IO L0 5
Figs. [fa) and [(b) illustrate the variation of n
against the number of e-folds N and against the scalar 646
field for N = 45, respectively, for A = 0.13 and for differ- 2 _ AR ; (6.8)
ent values of the coupling constant & i.e. 10732, 1074, 0, ° 480072 7 ’
and —10~*. The gray horizontal bound in both figures
represents the limits for the spectral index imposed by
Planck data. We conclude that the predictions of ng are 42— Artot c 6.9
consistent with the observational data for £ = 104 and T = 60002 > (6.9)

£=10735,
From Eq.(4.31)) and Eq.(5.2), we get the power spec-

trum of the curvature perturbations and the tensor per-
turbations amplitude as

respectively.

The behavior of Cy is shown in Fig. [4 We present this
term versus the coupling constant £ in the cases of the
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FIG. 3: Evolution of n, against the number of e-folds (a) and against the scalar field (b) for different values of the

coupling constant £ and A = 0.13.

hybrid Palatini metric formalism (blue curve) and in the
metric formalism (green curve). The effect of the Palatini
parameter w on A2 appear from £ =5 x 1073,
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FIG. 4: Variation of the correction term Cs versus the
coupling constant for the number e-folds N = 45.

The correction term, C3, is plotted as a function of
¢ in Fig. [f] We notice that the effect of the Palatini
parameter appears from the value £ = 1072,

From Eq.(5.4), we find that the tensor to scalar ratio
can be obtained as

2 - 12
8 {1 + zﬁ%w]
e P A [y o T (6.10)

In Fig. [6] we present the evolution of r versus the num-
ber of e-folds N for A = 0.13 and for selected values of
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FIG. 5: Variation of the correction term C3 against the
coupling constant for the number e-folds N = 45.

the coupling constant £. We notice that r lies within the
bounds imposed by observational data [I] in the appro-
priate range of N for the selected values of &.

Fig. [7] shows the (n,r) plane for different values of
the coupling constant £ in the range of the number of
e-folds 30 < N < 90 with the constraints from the
Planck TT,TE,EE+4LowE+lensing (gray contour) as well
as Planck TT,TE, EE+lowE-+lensing+BK14 data (red
contour). We notice that ngs — r predictions for the case
where £ < 0 are ruled out at 95% confidence level con-
tour given by the current observational data [I]. Fur-
thermore, for & = 1073-5, observational parameters lie
within 68% CL contour for the range of e-folds number
40.9 < N < 47 (low-N scenario). In addition, we ob-
tain the central value of the index spectral ny = 0.9649
with the small value of tensor to scalar ratio r = 0.022



0.0180

0.0175¢

0.0170 -

= 0.0165

0.0160 -

0.0155

001507 5 58 60 62 64

N
FIG. 6: Variation of the tensor to scalar ratio r as a
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FIG. 7: Variation of the tensor to scalar ratio r against
the scalar spectral index ng for selected values of the cou-
pling constant. The gray and the red contour correspond
to the Planck TT,TE,EE+LowE+lensing and the Planck
TT, TE, EE+lowE+lensing+BK14 data, respectively.

for N = 43.43. On the other hand, for £ = 1074,
the results are inside the 68% CL contour for the range
67.8 < N < 86 (high-N scenario). However, N = 75.41

give ny = 0.9649 and r = 0.013. Thus, one conclude
that NMC in the framework of hybrid metric Palatini
can ensure successful Higgs inflation. In the literature,
they found that NMC in the Pure Palatini formalism re-
quires large value of £ and give an extremely small value
of tensor to scalar ratio r ~ 107!2 [55H57]. Therefore, the
hybrid model may be an effective way to solve this issue
by increasing the value of  and make it comparable with
the corresponding values predicted by the original metric
approach and then may be probed by future experiments
[68H60], where the value of the tensor to scalar ratio is of
order 7 ~ 1072

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied a cosmological model
where the field is non-minimally coupled with gravity in
the hybrid metric Palatini approach.

We have also analyzed the cosmological perturbations
in order to determine the different parameters during the
inflationary period. As we have already mentioned, the
existence of correction terms to the standard background
and perturbative parameters, represents the impact of
the Palatini approach and the non-minimal coupling be-
tween the scalar field and the Ricci scalar.

We have applied our model by developing in detail a
non-minimally coupled inflationary model driven by the
Higgs field with a quartic potential, within the slow-roll
approximation.

We have checked our results by plotting the evolution
of different inflationary parameters versus the constraints
provided by the observational data as shown in the fig-
ures.

We have found that the perturbed parameters such as
the tensor to scalar ratio and the scalar spectral index are
compatible with the observational data, for an appropri-
ate range of the number of e-folds for different values of
¢ as Figs. [3l and [6] show.

We have plotted the different correction terms to the
standard case versus the coupling constant. We have
showed that they are depending on NMC and the Palatini
effect.

Finally, for more checking of consistency of our model,
we have compared our theoretical predictions with obser-
vational data [I] by plotting the Planck confidence con-
tours in the plane of ny,—r (Fig. [7]). The results show that
the predicted parameters are in good agreement with the
Planck data for two values of NMC constant & = 10735
and & = 1074,
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