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Abstract

In this work, we explored warm inflation in the background of f(R, T ) gravity in the strong dissipation
regime. Considering scalar field for FLRW universe, we derived modified field equations. We then
deduced slow-roll parameters under slow-roll approximations followed by power spectrum for scalar and
tensor perturbations and their corresponding spectral indices. We have considered Chaotic and Natural
potentials and estimated scalar spectral index and tensor-to-scalar ratio for constant as well as variable
dissipation factor Γ. We found that both the rejected potentials can be revived under the context of
f(R, T ) gravity with suitable choice of the model parameters. Further, it is seen that within the warm
inflationary scenario both the potentials are consistent with Planck 2018 bounds at the Planckian and
sub Planckian energy scales.

1 Introduction
The hypothesis of cosmic inflation in the early universe successfully solves the problems associated with
standard big bang model like horizon and flatness problem etc.[1] The density fluctuations during inflation
are believed to provide the seeds for the formation of large scale structure of the universe. The current
observations from cosmic microwave background radiation (CMBR), large scale structure (LSS), WMAP
and Planck support the hypothesis of cosmic inflation.[2, 3, 4, 5] In standard picture of inflation, a scalar
field called inflaton is assumed to roll down its potential giving rise to the desired amount of inflation.[1, 6]
Further, this field is assumed to have no interection with other fields during inflation and hence there was
no scope for radiation and particle production. As a result, at the end of inflation, the universe enters
a thermodynamically super cooled state which is not acceptable in big bang model where the universe is
characterised by radiation and matter dominated stages.[7] To get the universe out of this cold state and
putting it into the radiation dominated state was a key issue called gracefull exit problem in inflation.[1, 7, 8]
To solve this problem, the concept of new inflation was introduced in which it was assumed to have a stage
of reheating at the end of inflationary phase.[9] This scenario of inflationary phase followed by a reheating
phase is termed as cold inflation.[7]

Warm inflation, an alternative theory for cold inflation was proposed by Berera in 1995 in which there
is no separate reheating phase rather it is assumed that radiation production occurs simultaneously with
the inflationary expansion.[10] The vacuum energy dissipates into radiation energy and hence a dissipation
co-efficient Γ is added to the Hubble damping term in the Klein-Gordon equation. During inflation, vacuum
energy dominates and at the end of inflation, there is a smooth transition to radiation dominated hot big
bang regime.[7, 10]

Apart from early inflation, it is now evident from the Type Ia Supernovae data that the universe is
undergoing a second phase of accelerated expansion.[11] The reason behind this expansion is belied to be
dark energy, an exotic kind of fluid with negative pressure. General Relativity (GR) can’t explain this dark
sector of the universe. To overcome this problem, modifications of GR is looked into and several modi-
fied theories of gravity like f(R), f(T), f(G), f(R,G) etc. emerged in literature where R is Ricci scalar,

∗Email: biswajitdeb55@gmail.com
§These authors contributed equally.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

05
05

9v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  9
 N

ov
 2

02
2



T is Torsion scalar and G is Gauss-Bonnet scalar.[12, 13, 14, 15] Likewise f(R, T ) theory of gravity was
proposed by Harko et al. in 2011 where R is the Ricci scalar and T is the trace of the energy momentum
tensor.[16] f(R, T ) gravity gained immediate attention as it is found to produce excellent results in the study
of blackhole,[17] wormhole,[18, 19, 20, 21, 22] white dwarf,[23] pulsars,[24, 25] dark energy,[26, 27, 28, 29, 30]
dark matter,[31] gravitational waves,[32, 33] bouncing cosmology,[34] scalar-tensor models,[35] anisotropic
models,[36] baryogenesis[37] etc. Inflation has also been studied in f(R, T ) gravity and it is found that the
presence of correction trace term in the theory can save many inflationary potentials those were rejected by
the observational bounds.[38, 39, 40] This motivates to consider f(R, T ) gravity as an important tool for the
study of inflationary cosmology.

To the best of our knowledge, warm inflation has not been studied in the frame work of f(R, T ) gravity
till now. It will be interesting to see how f(R, T ) gravity affects the warm inflation scenario in the strong
dissipative regime. Now, Planck 2018 data rejects many important potentials like Chaotic potential, Natu-
ral potential etc. as they fail to meet desired observational bounds on spectral index and tensor-to-scalar
ratio.[5] In f(R, T ) gravity also, Chaotic and Natural potential fail to match Planck 2018 bounds.[38] How-
ever, Chen et al. studied the non minimal coupling of R and T in f(R, T ) gravity and showed that the
presence of mixing term RT in the theory can rescue both Chaotic and Natural potential from rejection.[40]
This provides a valid point to study whether f(R, T ) gravity can rescue Chaotic and Natural potential in
the warm inflation scenario.

The paper has been organised as follows: In section 2, we review standard warm inflation and in section
3 we presented brief introduction to f(R,T) gravity in the FLRW background. In section 4, we studied warm
inflation in f(R,T) gravity. In section 5, we studied warm inflation with Chaotic and Natural potentials for
constant as well as variable dissipation factor. In section 6, we present our conclusion. Here, we have used
natural system of unit with c = h̄ = 1 and the (-,+,+,+) sign convention for the metric tensor.

2 Warm Inflation in General Relativity
To study warm inflation in general relativity, one starts with the following action

SGR =

∫ (
R

8πG
+ Lm

)√
−gd4x (1)

Where R is the Ricci scalar, Lm is the matter Lagrangian density, g is the determinant of the metric tensor
and G is the Newtonian gravitational constant. By applying the action principle, the Einstein field equation
is given by,

Rαβ −
1

2
gαβR = 8πGTαβ (2)

where Tαβ is the energy-momentum tensor defined as,

Tαβ = − 2√
−g

δ(
√
−gLm)

δgαβ
= gαβLm − 2

δLm
δgαβ

(3)

The Lagrangian density of the spatially homogeneous scalar field called inflaton, has the form,

L(φ)
m = −1

2
gαβ∂αφ∂βφ− V (φ) =

1

2
φ̇2 − V (φ) (4)

where V (φ) is the potential.
The Friedmann equation and the equation of motion of inflaton field in warm inflation are

H2 =
8πG

3
V (φ) (5)

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇(1 + r) +
dV

dφ
= 0 (6)
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where r = Γ
3H is called the dissipation rate. When r > 1, it corresponds to strong dissipation regime and

r < 1 corresponds to weak dissipation regime.[10] Slow-roll parameters for warm inflation are given by

ε = − Ḣ

H2
=

M2
P

2(1 + r)

(
V ′

V

)2

(7)

η = − Ḧ

2HḢ
=

M2
P

(1 + r)

(
V ′′

V

)
(8)

β = − ρ̇γ
Hργ

=
M2
P

(1 + r)

(
Γ′V ′

ΓV

)
(9)

The slow-roll conditions for inflationary phase are ε << 1, |η| << 1 and |β| << 1.[7] The spectral index ns
and tensor to scalar ratio R are defined as [6, 41, 42, 43]

ns − 1 =
d lnPR
d ln k

(10)

R =
PT
PR

(11)

where PR = H3τ
2π2φ̇2

√
3(1 + r) is the scalar power spectrum and PT = 16H2

πM2
P

is the tensor power spectrum, τ
is the temperature of the thermal bath. (For review one can see Ref. [7])

3 Dynamics of f(R, T ) gravity in FLRW background
The action in f(R, T ) gravity theory as proposed by Harko is given by,[16]

S =

∫ [
f(R, T )

16πG
+ Lm

]√
−gd4x (12)

where f(R, T ) is an arbitrary function of Ricci scalar R and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor Tαβ ,
Lm is the matter Lagrangian density, g is the metric determinant and G is the Newtonian gravitational
constant. On variation of the action with respect to the metric, the f(R, T ) gravity field equations are
obtained as,

fR(R, T )Rαβ −
1

2
gαβf(R, T ) + [gαβ∇σ∇σ −∇α∇β ]fR(R, T ) = 8πGTαβ − fT (R, T )(Tαβ + Θαβ) (13)

where we have denoted fR(R, T ) = ∂f(R,T )
∂R , fT (R, T ) = ∂f(R,T )

∂T and defined Tαβ and Θαβ as,

Tαβ = gαβLm − 2
δLm
δgαβ

(14)

Θαβ = gµν
δTµν
δgαβ

= −2Tαβ + gαβLm − 2
δ2Lm

δgαβδgµν
(15)

This term Θαβ plays a crucial role in f(R, T ) gravity. Since it contains matter Lagrangian Lm, depending
on the nature of the matter field, the field equation for f(R, T ) gravity will be different.

Now, in this work we have considered the simplest form of f(R, T ) which is f(R, T ) = R + 16πGλT ,
where λ is the model parameter. With this particular f(R, T ) form, the action becomes,

S =

∫ [
R

16πG
+ λT + Lm

]√
−gd4x (16)
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and the field equation takes the following form,

Rαβ −
1

2
gαβR = 8πGT

(eff)
αβ (17)

where T (eff)
αβ is the effective stress-energy tensor given by,

T
(eff)
αβ = Tαβ − 2λ(Tαβ −

1

2
Tgαβ + Θαβ) (18)

It is clear that when λ = 0, above field equation reduces to Einstein’s general field equation. Now, to
understand the cosmological implications of f(R, T ) gravity, we assume Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walkar (FLRW) metric in spherical coordinate for flat universe,

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
[
dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2)

]
(19)

where a(t) is the scale factor, t being the cosmic time.

In order to have the inflation, we introduce a homogeneous scalar field φ minimally coupled to gravity
called inflaton. Then the matter Lagrangian will take the form,

Lm = −1

2
gαβ∂αφ∂βφ− V (φ) =

1

2
φ̇2 − V (φ) (20)

where V (φ) is the potential of the scalar field. Then the energy-momentum tensor takes the form,

Tαβ = ∂αφ∂βφ+ gαβ [
1

2
φ̇2 − V (φ)] (21)

Now, computing the components of field Eq. 17 yields,

H2 =
8πG

3

[
φ̇2

2
(1 + 2λ) + V (φ)(1 + 4λ)

]
(22)

ä

a
= −8πG

3

[
φ̇2(1 + 2λ) + V (φ)(1 + 4λ)

]
(23)

Eq. 22 is known as the modified Friedmann equation and Eq. 23 is called the modified acceleration equation.
From here we can also obtain expression for Ḣ as,

Ḣ =
ä

a
−H2 = −8πG

2
(peff + ρeff ) = −4πGφ̇2(1 + 2λ) (24)

Both the above Eq. 23 and Eq. 24 are known as modified Friedmann second equations. Now, the continuity
equation or the modified Klein-Gordon equation in this scenario can be written as,

φ̈(1 + 2λ) + 3Hφ̇(1 + 2λ) +
dV

dφ
(1 + 4λ) = 0 (25)

4 Warm Inflation in f(R, T ) gravity
In warm inflationary scenario, the inflaton field interacts with other fields present and during the inflation
process converts into radiation during the inflationary period.[7] So, there is an extra term present in the
dynamical equations of the inflaton field due to radiation. The equations that completely specifies the
dynamics in the warm inflaton scenario are

H2 =
1

3M2
P

(ρφ + ργ) (26)

ρ̇φ + 3H(ρφ + Pφ) = −Γφ̇2 (27)
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ρ̇γ + 4Hργ = Γφ̇2 (28)

Where ρφ, ργ and Pφ are the energy density of the scalar field, energy density of the radiation field and
pressure of the scalar field. Γ is the dissipation coefficient which describe the decay of inflaton into radiation
during inflationary phase.

From equations Eq. (15) and (18), the energy density and pressure for scalar field are found as

ρφ = (1 + 2λ)
φ̇2

2
+ (1 + 4λ)V (φ) (29)

Pφ = (1 + 2λ)
φ̇2

2
− (1 + 4λ)V (φ) (30)

Now, equation of motion of inflaton field can be obtained by substituting Eqs. (29) and (30) into Eq. (27) ,

(1 + 2λ)φ̈+ 3Hφ̇(1 + 2λ+ r) + (1 + 4λ)
dV

dφ
= 0 (31)

Here, we restrict our study under the strong dissipative case r > 1.

4.1 Slow-Roll parameters
Inflation takes place when the potential energy dominates over both the kinetic energy of the inflationary
field and the energy density of the radiation field and also it is assumed that radiation production is quasi-
stable. This approximation is called slow-roll approximation.[7] The slow-roll approximations here leads to
the conditions

(1 + 2λ)

2
φ̇2 + ργ << (1 + 4λ)V (φ) (32)

(1 + 2λ)φ̈ << 3Hφ̇(1 + 2λ+ r) (33)

ρ̇γ << 4Hργ (34)

In strong dissipative regime warm inflation Eq. (26), (31) and (28) can be written as

H2 = (1 + 4λ)
V (φ)

3M2
P

(35)

3Hφ̇(1 + 2λ+ r) + (1 + 4λ)
dV

dφ
= 0 (36)

ργ =
Γφ̇2

4H
= Cτ4 (37)

Where C = g∗π
2

30 is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant and g∗ is the number of degrees of freedom for the
radiation at temperature τ . ( in calculation we will take C = 70 for g∗ = 200)

The slow-roll approximation can be parameterized by a set of slow-roll parameters ε, η and β which are
defined as

ε = − Ḣ

H2
(38)

η = − Ḧ

2HḢ
(39)

β = − ρ̇γ
Hργ

(40)
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In terms of potential V (φ) of the scalar field, the slow roll parameters can be expressed as

ε =
M2
P

2(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
V ′

V

)2

(41)

η =
M2
P

(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
V ′′

V

)
(42)

β =
M2
P

(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
Γ′V ′

ΓV

)
(43)

The slow-roll conditions to be satisfied by the slow roll parameters are therefore ε << 1, |η| << 1 and
|β| << 1.

The number of e-foldings is defined as

N =

∫ t2

t1

Hdt =

∫ φf

φi

H

φ̇
dφ

= − 1

M2
P

∫ φf

φi

(1 + 2λ+ r)
V

V ′
dφ (44)

4.2 Perturbation Calculation
We consider the perturbations of the FRW metric in the spatially flat gauge which can be expressed as

ds2 = −(1 + 2A)dt2 + 2a(t)∂iBdtdx
i + a2(t)δijdx

idxj (45)

Here A(x, t) and B(x, t) are scalar perturbations of the metric. Under this perturbation, we split, φ(x, t) =
φ(t) + δφ(x, t), where δφ(x, t) is the linear response due to the thermal stochastic noise. Using the slow-roll
conditions, we get the perturbed equation of inflaton field in the spatially flat gauge in the momentum space:

(1 + 2λ)δ̈φk + 3H(1 + 2λ+ r) ˙δφk +
k2

a2
(1 + 2λ)δφk = (1 + 2λ)φ̇Ȧ

+
k2

a2
(1 + 2λ)φ̇B − (2(1 + 4λ)V ′ + Γφ̇)A− δΓφ̇ (46)

And the perturbed Einstein equation becomes

3H2A+
k2

a
HB = −4πGδρ (47)

HA = 4πG(ρ+ p)δu (48)

The expressions of A and B from Eqs. (47) and (48) are substituted into Eq. (46) to eliminate the metric
perturbation in the perturbed equation of inflation field. Thus Eq. (46) becomes

(1 + 2λ)δ̈φk(t) + 3H(1 + 2λ+ r) ˙δφk(t) +
k2

a2
(1 + 2λ)δφk(t) = ξk(t) (49)

where thermal stochastic noise source ξk(t) is introduced to describe the thermal fluctuations. Now, in the
slow roll regime, the term δ̈φk can be neglected. Thus the Eq. (49) becomes

3H(1 + 2λ+ r) ˙δφk(t) +
k2

a2
(1 + 2λ)δφk(t) = ξk(t) (50)

The solution of the Eq. (50) is

δφk(t) =
1

3H(1 + 2λ+ r)
exp

[
− t
τ

] ∫ t

t0

exp

[
t′

τ

]
ξk(t′)dt′ + δφk(t0) exp

[
− t− t0

τ

]
(51)
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Where, τ(φ) = 3H(1+2λ+r)

(1+2λ) k
2

a2

= 3H(1+2λ+r)
(1+2λ)k2p

and kp is the physical wave number. So, when kp will increase, the

relaxation rate will be faster. If kp of one mode of δφk is smaller than the freeze-out physical wave number
kF , then the mode will not thermalize during a Hubble time. So, the freeze-out physical wave number kF is

kF =

√
3H2(1 + 2λ+ r)

1 + 2λ
(52)

Thus, the fluctuations of φ in warm inflation in f(R,T) gravity

δφ2 =
kFT

2π2

=
Hτ

2π2

√
3(1 + 2λ+ r)

1 + 2λ
(53)

The power spectrum for the scalar fluctuations has the form

PR =

(
H

φ̇

)2

δφ2 (54)

Using Eqs. (35), (36) and (53) in Eq. (54), the expression for PR in f(R,T) gravity is obtained as

PR =
H3τ

2π2φ̇2

√
3(1 + 2λ+ r)

1 + 2λ

=
τ(1 + 2λ+ r)

5
2V

5
2 (1 + 4λ)

1
2

2π2M5
PV
′2(1 + 2λ)

1
2

(55)

The above expression for PR goes back to the expression based on GR in the limit λ→ 0.

The power spectrum for the tensor perturbation is

PT =
16H2

πM2
P

=
16(1 + 4λ)V

3πM4
P

(56)

The spectral index ns and tensor to scalar ratio R can be calculated from Eq. 10 and 11.

4.3 Dissipation coefficient
Dissipation coefficient may be a constant, function of scalar field, the temperature of thermal bath or both
temperature and scalar field.[44] A general expression of dissipation coefficient is

Γ(φ, τ) = Γ0
τm

φm−1
(57)

wherem is an integer and Γ0 is a dimensionless constant connected to the dissipative microscopic dynamics.[44]
It depends on the couplings and multiplicities of the super fields X and Y . The inflaton is coupled with the
bosonic and fermionic components of a super field, X, which subsequently decay into the scalar and fermionic
components of the super field, Y which again thermalise and give rise to thermal bath. Γ0 becomes very
large with the increase in the number of decaying fields.[44]

Different expressions for Γ can be obtained for different values of m. When m = −1, Γ = Γ0
φ2

τ and
this form corresponds to non-SUSY case, when m = 0, Γ = Γ0φ that corresponds to SUSY case. When
m = 1, Γ = Γ0τ represents the high temperature SUSY case and for m = 3, Γ = Γ0

τ3

φ2 corresponds to the
low temperature SUSY case. In this study, we consider two forms of Γ

• Γ = Γ∗ = constant

• Γ = Γ0
τ3

φ2

7



5 Case study with Chaotic and Natural potentials

5.1 Case I: Γ = Γ∗

5.1.1 Chaotic Potential

In this section we consider chaotic potential[45] which has the power law form:

V = ΛM4
P

(
φ

MP

)n
(58)

where n is the power index and Λ is the dimensionless coupling constant. Chaotic potential models are also
known as Large Field Inflation (LFI) models. The term chaotic manifests the initial state of the universe.
The index parameter n can be a positive number as well as a rational number also. However, the acceptable
range is 0.2 < n < 5 because models with n > 5 are ruled out and n = 0 case is not possible since potential
can’t be completely flat.[46] In GR, these models generally give very high tensor-to-scalar ratio as a results
they are rejected by the observational data. For example, Planck 2018 data strongly disfavors chaotic models
with n ≥ 2.[5]

Now, with this potential slow-roll parameters can be expressed as

ε =
M2
P

2(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
n

φ

)2

(59)

η =
M2
P

(1 + 2λ+ r)

n(n− 1)

φ2
(60)

Here β = 0 because Γ is constant in this case. Warm inflation ends when either the slow-roll conditions
are violated i.e. when either of the two parameters ε and η becomes of the order of unity earlier. In this case
η reaches unity earlier than ε. So, from the equation η = 1, the final field value φf can be calculated which
is

φf =

√
n(n− 1)

1 + 2λ+ r
MP (61)

Using the chaotic potential in Eq. (58), we obtain the number of e-folds from Eq. (44) as

N =
(1 + 2λ+ r)

2nM2
P

(φ2
i − φ2

f ) (62)

From equation Eq. (61) and (62) we obtain φi as

φi =

√
nM2

P

1 + 2λ+ r
(2N + n− 1) (63)

The scalar power spectrum can be calculated using Eq. (35), (36), (37) and (58) and in Eq. (55) as follows

PR =

(
0.035858

M
3
2

PM
3n
4

P

)(
Λ(1 + 4λ)

1 + 2λ)

) 1
2
(

1 + 2λ+ r

n

)2(
Λn2(1 + 4λ)r

C

) 1
4

φ
3
2 + 3n

4
i (64)

With the help of Eq. (63), scalar power spectrum can be written in terms of N

PR =

(
0.035858

M
3
2

PM
3n
4

P

)(
Λ(1 + 4λ)

1 + 2λ)

) 1
2
(

1 + 2λ+ r

n

)2(
Λn2(1 + 4λ)r

C

) 1
4

(
nM2

P

1 + 2λ+ r
(2N + n− 1)

) 3
4 + 3n

8

(65)
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n=3

n=4

50 55 60 65 70
0.960

0.962

0.964

0.966

0.968

N

n
s

Figure 1: The spectral index ns versus N for n = 3 and n = 4

From Eq. (10) and (65), the spectral index in terms of no of e-folds N and potential parameter n can be
expressed as

ns = 1− 2

(
3

4
+

3n

8

)(
1

2N + n− 1

)
(66)

It is seen that spectral index ns does not depend on the f(R, T ) model parameter λ whereas it depends
only on N and n. This is similar to the case of standard GR. For n = 2/3, 1 and 2, the spectral index does
not remain in the Planck 2018 bound. Whereas for n = 3 and 4, spectral index remains in the Planck 2018
bound for N = 50/60/70 e-folding. The dependence of ns on the no. of e-folds for n = 3 and n = 4 is shown
in Fig. 1

Tensor power spectrum is obtained from Ens. (56), (58) and (63) as

PT =
16Λ(1 + 4λ)

3πMn
P

(
nM2

P

1 + 2λ+ r
(2N + n− 1)

)n
2

(67)

Using Ens. (65) and (67) in En. (11), the tensor to scalar ratio in terms of e-folds and model parameters
can be expressed as

R = 47.367M
3
2−

n
4

P (Λ(1 + 2λ)(1 + 4λ))
1
2

(
n

1 + 2λ+ r

)2(
C

Λn2(1 + 4λ)r

) 1
4

(
nM2

P

1 + 2λ+ r
(2N + n− 1)

)n
8−

3
4

(68)

Now, tensor-to-scalar ratio R depends on the model parameter λ and other parameters. Considering high
dissipation regime with r = 2 and coupling of the order of 10−7, we see that R remains in the Planck bound
for n = 2/3, 1, 2, 3 and 4. However, the cases n = 2/3, 1, 2 are ruled out as scalar spectral index for this
cases do not match Planck bound. The variation of R with model parameter λ for n = 3 and 4 at different
values of e-folds, N = 50, 60 and 70 are shown in the Fig. 2. We see that when n = 3, for λ > 18 model gives
admissible values of R for N = 50/60/70. Whereas when n = 4 for λ > 30, model gives admissible values of
R for N = 50/60/70.

5.1.2 Natural Potential

Natural inflation was originally proposed to solve the fine tuning problem of inflation where the inflaton
is interpreted as axion like particle which arises due to a global spontaneous symmetry breaking and the
flatness of the potential is protected by the shift symmetry.[47] The axion is moving on a potential of the
form

V (φ) = µ4

(
1 + cos

(
φ

f

))
(69)
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(a) n = 3
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(b) n = 4

Figure 2: The tensor to scalar ratio R versus λ for Λ = 0.0000001, r = 2, and C = 70 for different values of
the number of e-folds.

Where f is the spontaneous symmetry breaking scale and µ is the inflationary energy scale with f >> µ. The
energy scale µ depends on the underlying theory and can be range upto GUT scale. In GR, Natural potential
is strongly disfavored by Planck 2018 data as it predicts very high tensor-to-scalar ratio for f ≥ 10MP and
low scalar spectral index for f ∼MP .[5] In f(R,T) gravity also, Natural potential can’t meet the observational
bounds.[38] Further, the validity of f > MP scales in Natural inflation remains questionable. However, it is
seen that in warm inflation scenario the symmetry breaking scale can be lower down to GUT scale.[48]
Now the slow-roll parameters are given by

ε =
M2
P

2f2(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
1− cos φf

1 + cos φf

)
(70)

η = − M2
P

f2(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
cos φf

1 + cos φf

)
(71)

and also β = 0. Inflation ends when the field φ reaches the value φf by violating one of the conditions ε << 1
or η << 1. It is checked that the second condition violates earlier than the first condition. So, when η = 1,
then

φf = f

(
π − 1

1 + α

)
(72)

Where, α =
M2
P

f2(1+2λ+r) . Similar to the previous case, using Eqs (44), (69) and (72), the value of φi is given
by

φi = 2f sin−1

[
e−

αN
2 cos

(
1

2 + 2α

)]
(73)

The expression for scalar power spectrum at φ = φi can be obtained by using Eq. (35), (36), (37) and (69)
in Eq. (55) as

PR =

(
.035858f

3
2µ3(1 + 4λ)

3
4 r

1
4 (1 + 2λ+ r)2

M
9
2

P C
1
4 (1 + 2λ)

1
2

) (
1 + cos

(
φi
f

)) 3
2

(
1− cos

(
φi
f

)) 3
4

(74)

From Eq. (56) and (69), tensor power spectrum is given by

PT =
16µ4(1 + 4λ)

3πM4
P

(
1 + cos

(
φi
f

))
(75)
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Figure 3: The spectral index ns versus λ for µ = 0.01MP , r = 2 and C = 70 for different values of the
number of e-folds

Using Eq. (10), (11), (73), (74) and (75), we obtain the expressions for tensor to scalar ratio r and spectral
index ns in terms of f , µ, λ, and N which we do not present here as the expressions are lengthy.

Fig. 3 shows the dependence of the spectral index on the model parameter λ for the different values of
the number of e-folds N i.e N = 50, 60 and 70. It is clear that at f ∼ MP scale, spectral index remains in
the Planck 2018 bound. As we go on decreasing f below Planck scale, spectral index remains in the bound
provided the model parameter space is shifted to the higher ranges.

Fig. 4 shows the graphical behavior of tensor to scalar ratio R versus model parameter λ for the different
values of the number of e-folds N i.e N = 50, 60 and 70. We see that tensor-to-scalar ratio is of the order of
10−3 at f ∼ MP scale which is within the Planck 2018 range. Further with the decrease in f scale, R still
remains within Planck 2018 bound but the range of the model parameter λ increases as we have seen in the
case of spectral index.

5.2 Case II: Γ = Γ0
τ3

φ2

5.2.1 Chaotic Potential

With chaotic potential V = ΛM4
P

(
φ
MP

)n
, the Friedmann equation can be written as

H2 = (1 + 4λ)
Λ

3

M2
P

Mn
P

φn (76)
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Figure 4: The tensor to scalar ratio R versus λ for µ = 0.01MP , r = 2 and C = 70 for different values of the
number of e-folds

Using Eq. (76) and the potential, we can express φ̇ as

φ̇ = −

(
nΛ

1
2

√
3

)(
(1 + 4λ)

1
2

(1 + 2λ+ r)

)(
M3
P

M
n
2

P

)
φ
n
2−1 (77)

Combining Eq. (76) and (77), we get

H2

2πφ̇
= −

(
Λ

1
2

2π
√

3n

)
(1 + 4λ)

1
2 (1 + 2λ+ r)

φ

MP

n
2 +1

(78)

Now, from Eq. (37),

τ =

(
3rφ̇2

4C

) 1
4

(79)

Substituting Eq. (77) in Eq. (79), the temperature of the thermal bath is obtained as

τ =

((
n2Λ

4C

)(
r(1 + 4λ)

(1 + 2λ+ r)2

)(
M6
P

Mn
P

)
φn−2

) 1
4

(80)

From Eq. (76) and (80), we get

τ

H
= 1.2247

(
r

CΛ(1 + 4λ)

) 1
4
(

n

1 + 2λ+ r

) 1
2
(

φ

MP

)−(n4 + 1
2 )

(81)
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With the considered form of Γ and recalling that Γ = 3rH,

τ =

(
3rφ2H

Γ0

) 1
3

(82)

Equating Eq. (80) and (82),
φ

MP
=

(
Γ4

0n
6Λ(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3r(1 + 2λ+ r)6

) 1
14−n

(83)

Differentiating Eq. (83) with respect to N ,

dr

dN
=

(
nr(14− n)

(1 + 2λ+ 7r)

)(
9(4C)3r(1 + 2λ+ r)6

Γ4
0n

6Λ(1 + 4λ)

) 2
14−n

(84)

Using
dφ

dN
=

φ̇

H
= − nM2

P

(1 + 2λ+ r)φ
(85)

Now the expressions for scalar power spectrum and tensor power spectrum in terms of λ, Λ, Γ0, C, n and r
are

PR =
(1 + 2λ+ r)2(1 + 4λ)

3
4 r

1
4 Λ

3
4

2
√

2π2C
1
4n

3
2 (1 + 2λ)

1
2

(
Γ4

0n
6Λ(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3r(1 + 2λ+ r)6

) 3n+6
4(14−n)

(86)

PT =
16Λ(1 + 4λ)

3π

(
Γ4

0n
6Λ(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3r(1 + 2λ+ r)6

) n
14−n

(87)

From Eq. (86) and (87), spectral index and tensor to scalar ratio are obtained as

ns = 1− n((4− 2n)(1 + 2λ+ r) + (38− 13n)r)

2(1 + 2λ+ r)(1 + 2λ+ 7r)

(
Λn6(1 + 4λ)Γ4

0

9(4C)3r(1 + 2λ+ r)6

)− 2
14−b

(88)

R =
32
√

2πC
1
4n

3
2 Λ

1
4 (1 + 2λ)

1
2 (1 + 4λ)

1
4

3r
1
4 (1 + 2λ+ r)2

(
Γ4

0n
6Λ(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3r(1 + 2λ+ r)6

) n−6
4(14−n)

(89)

Total number of e-foldings can be obtained by integrating dN
dr from ri to rf as

N =

(
Γ4

0n
6Λ(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3

) 2
14−n

(
1

n(14− n)

)[(
14− n

2(12− n)

)(
1

r

) 2
14−n

(
1

1 + 2λ

) 12
14−n

(
(n− 12)(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
1 + 2λ

1 + 2λ+ r

) 12
14−n

+ (14− n)r

− 6(12− n)r2

(13− n)(1 + 2λ)
+

6(26− n)(12− n)r3

(14− n)(40− 3n)(1 + 2λ)2

)] ∣∣∣∣rf
ri

(90)

rf corresponds to η = 1, η being the largest of the slow-roll parameters.

M2
P

(1 + 2λ+ rf )

n(n− 1)

φ2
= 1 (91)

Substituting Eq. (83) in Eq. (91), we obtain

rf (1 + 2λ+ rf )
n
2−1 =

Γ4
0n

6Λ(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3(n(n− 1))7−n2
(92)
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Now, for n = 2, we have

rf =
Γ4

0Λ(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3
(93)

Substituting the expression of rf in Eq. (90) and solving this equation numerically, value of ri is obtained
for N = 60. The parameter space is then fixed so that the spectral index and tensor to scalar ration lie
within the PLANCK bound.

The possible values of the spectral index and tensor to scalar ratio at r = ri for different values of model
parameters are presented in Table 1 .

Λ Γ0 λ ri ns R

145 5 0.9661 0.057
150 5.4 0.9648 0.055

10−6 5189 155 5.8 0.9630 0.053
160 6.2 0.9616 0.051
165 6.7 0.9602 0.049

152 4.8 0.9694 0.031
160 5.4 0.9674 0.029

10−7 9227 170 6 0.9649 0.027
180 6.8 0.9630 0.025
191 7.7 0.9604 0.024

120 3.8 0.9693 0.022
125 4.2 0.9673 0.021

10−8 16410 130 4.6 0.9655 0.02
140 5.5 0.9615 0.018
145 5.9 0.9600 0.017

Table 1: Possible values of the observable for n = 2, C = 70 and N = 60

It is clear from Table 1 that n = 2 model produces results consistent with Planck 2018 data. The range of
model parameter is found to be 145 < λ < 165 for Λ = 10−6, 152 < λ < 191 for Λ = 10−7 and 120 < λ < 145
for Λ = 10−8. Further, it is seen that with the increase in model parameter λ, tensor-to-scalar ratio decreases
and with the decrease in the value of coupling constant Λ, tensor-to-scalar ratio decreases. It is pertinent to
mention here that the cases n = 1, 2/3, 3 and 4 are either not solvable or does not yield desired results.

5.2.2 Natural Potential

With V (φ) = µ4
(

1 + cos
(
φ
f

))
, the three slow-roll parameters are

ε =
M2
P

2f2(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
1− cos φf

1 + cos φf

)
(94)

η = − M2
P

f2(1 + 2λ+ r)

(
cos φf

1 + cos φf

)
(95)

β =
2M2

P

f(1 + 2λ+ r)φ

(
sin φ

f

1 + cos φf

)
(96)
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The slow-roll parameter that violates the slow-roll condition first gives the final field value φf . Initial field
value φi can be obtained by taking the number of e-folds N = 60 and using the equation

N =
1

M2
P

∫ φi

φf

(1 + 2λ+ r)
V

V ′
dφ

=
f

M2
P

∫ φf

φi

(1 + 2λ+ r)
1 + cos

(
φ
f

)
sin
(
φ
f

) dφ (97)

Similar to the previous case, we get the expression for scalar power spectrum and tensor power spectrum are
obtained as

PR =

(
.035858f

3
2µ3(1 + 4λ)

3
4 r

1
4 (1 + 2λ+ r)2

M
9
2

P C
1
4 (1 + 2λ)

1
2

) (
1 + cos

(
φ
f

)) 3
2

(
1− cos

(
φ
f

)) 3
4

(98)

PT =
16µ4(1 + 4λ)

3πM4
P

(
1 + cos

(
φ

f

))
(99)

Now, using Eq. (36), φ̇ can be expressed as

φ̇ =
MPµ

2(1 + 4λ)
1
2

√
3(1 + 2λ+ r)f

sin φ
f(

1 + cos φf

) 1
2

(100)

Substituting the expression of φ̇ in Eq. (37), the thermal bath temperature turns out as

τ =

((
M2
Pµ

4

4Cf2

)(
r(1 + 4λ)

(1 + 2λ+ r)2

)(
sin2 φ

f

1 + cos φf

)) 1
4

(101)

In this case, Γ = Γ0
τ3

φ2 giving τ =
(

3rφ2H
Γ0

) 1
3

. Equating this with Eq. (101)

r(1 + 2λ+ r)6 =

(
M10
P µ4Γ4

0(1 + 4λ)

9(4C)3f6

) (
1− cos φf

)3

φ8
(

1 + cos φf

)2 (102)

Solving Eq. (102) and using the solution in Eq. (94), (95) and (96) the slow-roll parameters are obtained as
a function of f , λ, φ, C, µ and Γ0 where f , φ, and µ are written in MP unit.

In Fig. 5 the variation of slow-roll parameters with the field value φ for different values of λ and Γ0 are
shown.

It is found that, in every cases either ε or η violates the slow-roll condition first. Either η(φf ) = 1 or
ε(φf ) = 1 as the case may be used to determine the final field value.

The spectral index and tensor to scalar ratio is determined for field values at 60 e-folds before the end of
inflation using Eq. (10), (11), (98) and (99). The possible values of the spectral index and tensor to scalar
ratio for different values of model parameters are presented below.

From Table 2, it is seen that natural potential can give consistent result at sub planckian scale. The
range of the model parameter is found to be 680 < λ < 780 for Γ0 = 5× 103, 680 < λ < 1150 for Γ0 = 104

and 680 < λ < 1150 for Γ0 = 105. With the increase in Γ0, the admissible range of λ increases. Further, it is
seen that as the model parameter λ increases, both scalar spectral index and tensor-to-scalar ratio increases.

6 Conclusion
Warm inflation emerged as an alternative theory for cold inflation which is consistent with standard big bang
model. At the same time, modified theories of gravity have been developed to counter the shortcomings of
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(b) λ = 800,Γ0 = 104

Figure 5: Slow-roll parameters versus φ for f = 0.15MP , µ = 0.01MP , and C = 70 for different values of λ
and Γ0

Γ0 λ ns R

680 0.9605 0.041
5× 103 700 0.9612 0.044

750 0.9626 0.051
780 0.9635 0.055

680 0.9605 0.02
104 800 0.9640 0.03

1000 0.9676 0.04
1150 0.9694 0.05

680 0.9604 0.002
105 800 0.9640 0.003

1000 0.9676 0.004
1150 0.9694 0.005

Table 2: Possible values of the observables for f = 0.15MP , µ = 0.01MP , C = 70 and N = 60

GR. Both these stand in theories are important in order to unveil the mysteries of the universe. In this work,
we have taken up warm inflation for study in the context of f(R,T) gravity in the strong dissipative regime
r > 1. Further, we have chosen two potentials viz. Chaotic and Natural potential for study in the case of
constant as well as variable dissipation coefficient Γ. The results are summarized below:

• Chaotic potential with Γ = constant
It is found that spectral index ns does not depend on the model parameter λ whereas tensor-to-scalar
ratio R depends on the model parameter λ and other parameters. For n = 3 and 4, spectral index
and tensor-to-scalar ratio are consistent with the Planck 2018 bound for N = 50/60/70 e-folding. The
allowed range of f(R, T ) model parameter is found to be λ > 18 when n = 3 and λ > 30 when n = 4.
Other cases with n = 2/3, 1, 2 are ruled out since the scalar spectral index in this cases does not match
Planck 2018 bound.

• Chaotic potential with Γ = Γ0
τ3

φ2

When we considered the variable form of Γ, it is found that only n = 2 model gives result consistent
with Planck 2018 data. The range of model parameter is found to be 145 < λ < 165 for Λ = 10−6,
152 < λ < 191 for Λ = 10−7 and 120 < λ < 145 for Λ = 10−8. It is seen that with the increase in
model parameter λ and with the decrease in the value of coupling constant Λ, tensor-to-scalar R ratio
decreases. If the range of R is further constrained, the correction from f(R, T ) gravity will help this
model to remain consistent with the observational bound.
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• Natural potential with Γ = constant
In this case the inflationary scale µ is set at GUT scale and carried out the calculations. It is found that
both the spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio R depend on the model parameter λ which means
correction from f(R, T ) gravity has been induced in the theory. It is seen that both ns and R remain
within the Planck 2018 bound at f ∼MP scale. As we go on decreasing f below Planck scale, spectral
index and tensor-to-scalar ratio remain inside the Planck 2018 bound provided the model parameter
space shifts to the higher ranges. This clearly indicates that within the framework of f(R, T ) gravity,
the spontaneous symmetry breaking scale f can be lowered below Planck scale and still the model
will remain consistent with observational bounds. Hence f(R, T ) gravity solves the problem associated
with Natural potential and makes it a reliable candidate for inflation at the sub Planckian scale.

• Natural potential with Γ = Γ0
τ3

φ2

In this case the two energy scales µ and f are set at sub Planckian scale. It is found that spectral index
and tensor-to-scalar ratio depend on the model parameter λ and are consistent with Planck 2018 data.
The range of the model parameter is found to be 680 < λ < 780 for Γ0 = 5 × 103, 680 < λ < 1150
for Γ0 = 104 and 680 < λ < 1150 for Γ0 = 105. Further, it is seen that as the model parameter λ
increases, both scalar spectral index and tensor-to-scalar ratio increases. So in this case lower values
of model parameter is feasible for the model to be valid at sub Planckian scales.

In cold inflation, the correction from f(R, T ) gravity can’t save Chaotic and Natural potential from
rejection.[38] Now, in this work it is found that both the potentials are able to predict desirable results in
the context of f(R, T ) gravity and warm inflation scenario. Further, the correction from f(R, T ) gravity
is able to lower down the energy scales to the sub Planckian scales in the warm inflation which makes the
potentials consistent with high energy particle physics. However, these results are specifically valid for the
particluar form of f(R, T ) gravity used in this paper. For other forms of f(R, T ), results may vary.

Now as a possible extension of our work, one can study warm inflation for different other forms of
f(R, T ) gravity which may provide interesting results. Besides this, one can use other rejected potentials in
this framework and check whether they are saved by the correction term present in the f(R, T ) gravity. For
a plethora of potential, one may check this reference.[47]
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