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Abstract

The scenario of slow-roll inflation is explored in the f(R,T) theory of gravity where a non-
minimal coupling between matter and curvature is included. A noncanonical scalar field is assumed
to play the role of inflaton which contains generalized kinetic energy. The study is performed by
taking the Hamilton-Jacobi formalism where the Hubble parameter is taken as a function of the
scalar field. In this regard, a power-law function and an exponential function of the scalar field are
assumed for the Hubble parameter and the model is considered in detail. By performing Python
coding and applying the observational data, the free parameters of the model are determined for
which the model is put in perfect consistency with the data. Then, using the results, the validity
of the swampland criteria and TCC is considered. It is realized that not only the model comes to

a good agreement with data, but it also could satisfy the swampland criteria.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Although the theory of general relativity has emerged successfully from many experi-
ments, some challenging issues cannot be solved in the frame of general relativity. One of
the main issues that the theory is faced with is the flatness and horizon problems. It could
not provide a competent explanation for the problems. A possible solution is assuming an
early exponential expansion phase, known as cosmic inflation, which has been developed by
many scientists [IH3] since its first introduction [4, B]. A common approach for studying
inflation is by considering a single scalar field, known as inflaton, with a potential and
imposing the slow-roll approximations [6-14]. The scenario shows an incredible consistency
with data and it becomes the cornerstone of any cosmological model [I5HI7]. There are

many different models of inflation based on the aforementioned suggestions [I8H57].

Another issue that the general theory of relativity encounters is the requirement of dark
energy and dark matter to be able to fit the cosmological data. This issue became the
main motivation for introducing alternative theories of gravity [58-66]. The f(R,T) gravity
theory is one of the alternative theories where R is the curvature scalar, T' is the trace of the
energy-momentum tensor, and f is an arbitrary function of R and T'. The theory was first
introduced by Harko et. al. [67]. It has been utilized to study different topics in cosmology
including dark energy [68], dark matter [69], wormholes [70], gravitational waves [71]. The
theory has also been used to investigate inflationary phase [72, [73], however, it has less
attention in this area compared to other modified gravity theories such as f(R) theory and
scalar-tensor theory. Most of these works only considered the canonical scalar field, and no
work has been done using other fields such as the noncanonical scalar field which could be

addressed as a subclass of the k-essence scalar field.

Investigating single-field noncanonical inflation in f(R,T') gravity theory is the main aim
that we are going to pursue. The work is followed using Hamilton-Jacobi formalism and
for some types of Hubble parameters in detail. The free parameters are determined by
using observational data. Besides the observational constraints, there are some theoretical
constraints for inflationary models. One of these constraints is the swampland criteria

which has been introduced recently in [74] [75] and refined in [76]. The swampland criteria
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include two conjectures: first, the range of the inflationary field should satisfy the condition
A¢/M, < ¢1, and the second conjecture concerns the gradient of the potential which is
M,V'/V > ¢y (where both ¢; and ¢y are constants of the order of one) [77]. The other
constraint is the trans-Planckian censorship conjecture (TCC) [78]. The conjecture states
that no fluctuation with a wavelength less than the Planck length could cross the horizon,
freeze, become classical, and lose its quantum nature. The conjecture puts a strong condition
on the energy scale of inflation and the tensor-to-scalar ratio and only a few models could
survive [79, [80].

The paper is organized as follows: the theory and its main dynamics equations are briefly
introduced in Sec.II. In Sec.III, the noncanonical scalar field is brought up as the inflaton and
the dynamical equations are rewritten under the approximations. Then the perturbation
parameters are introduced. The model is considered in detail for some examples of the
Hubble parameter in Sec.IV. Using data and by performing coding in Python, the free
parameters of the model are determined. The swampland criteria and TCC are considered

in Secs.V. Finally, the results are summarized in Sec.VI.

II. BASIC EQUATIONS IN f(R,T) GRAVITY

The general action in f(R,T') gravity theory is given as follows

S = 2%2 /d4x\/—_g (f(R, T) + cm) (1)

where k is defined as k2

= 871G and G is the Newtonian gravitational constant. R is the
Ricci scalar constructed from the metric g,, with determinant g. The second term in the
parenthesis, £,, is the Lagrangian of the matter field. 7 is the determinant of the energy-
momentum tensor 7}, and f(R,T) is an arbitrary function of R and T

The field equation of the theory is obtained by taking a variation of the above action with

respect to the metric, which is read as
— 1
‘:uuf,R(R7 T) + f,RRuu - Eg,uuf(Ra T) = I{QTMV - f,T(Ra T) (Tuu + @,uu)7 (2>

where the operator =, and ©,,, are respectively defined as

2 = g — V.V, (3)
o,
LY
O =05 (4)



The energy-mometum tensor is assumed to be played by a perfect fluid with the following

form
T/w = (p + p)uuuu — PGuw (5)

where p and p are the energy density and pressure of the fluid.

To go further, f(R,T) is picked out as f(R,T) = R + nT, where 1 is a constant. This
choice for f(R,T) is one of the simplest and most common choices which has been studied
in different topics [67, 81H89]. Taking a spatially flat FLRW metric, the friedmann equations

are obtained as [72]

HQ:%Q((g)le)p—%p), (6)
—3H? — 2H = &* (—%p—l— (%AH) p), (7)

where the constant A comes from the definition = Ax?. Combining these two equations,

the time derivative of the Hubble parameter is acquired
—2H =x> (14N (p+p). (8)
The consevation equation is obtained by taking the time derivative from Eq.@ and using

Eq.(§) as

<%+1) p—%p+3H(1+)\)(p+p)=0- (9)

All above equations return to the standard ones by imposing A = 0.

III. NONCANONICAL INFLATION

The Lagrangian of the noncanonical scalar field is given by

X

co0=x (2)" v (10)

where X = ¢? /2. It returns to the canonical inflation for o = 1. The related energy density

and pressure are

p=(2a—1)X (Mi) +V(9)
p=x(m) v (1)



Substituting the above energy density and pressure in the Friedmann equation @ and ,

one arrives at

H? = 3]\145 [(m(% + 1) —(1+ 2)\)> <%)CHX +(1+2)) V()

2}43 (14X 20 (%)al X. (12)

The field equation of motion is obtained by substituting Eqs. in the modified conserva-

H =

tion equation @, read as
M4

(204(%“) -~ (1+2>\)> ¢+ 3H(1+ 2)) ¢+é (T)M V'(g)=0  (13)

where prime indicates derivatives with respect to the field. For « = 1 and A = 0, the usual

field equation for canonical scalar field is recovered.

A. Hamilton-Jacobi formalism

Following the Hamilton-Jacobi formalism, the Hubble parameter instead of the potential
is introduced in terms of the scalar field, H = H(¢). Then, the time derivative of the Hubble

parameter is rewritten as H = ¢H'(¢). Using it in Eq.(12), one ha
a(l+ ) -1
H(g) = 2N xa Tl (14)
ME ¢
where the constant ¢ is defined as &€ = M*@~Y_ The above equation is utilized to read é in
terms of the Hubble parameter.
Reading the Kinetic term X from Eq.(12) and substituting it in the Friedmann equation,

the potential is given as

sz [ 20(R41) - (142
@)= |1 3a(l+ \) e (15)

which is addressed as the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. The parameter ¢; in the above equation
is known as the first slow-roll parameter defined as
CH O 20M2\FT et
T :(a<1+k>) H?

H?2
! From Eq.(12), there is X = (EM2/a(1 + X))er H? indicating that the coefficient a(1 + A) should be

(16)

positive if one takes €; as a positive value parameter. With this conclusion, from Eq., it is found that

H’ and ¢ have opposite signs. Here, we assume that the term (b is negative.



The second slow-roll parameter is defined through a hierarchy approach as
€1
€2 He, €1 Ny (17)

where

(18)

1 < QaMgg )zal—l nggi‘; H"
NH _ .

T 2a—1 \a(l+A) i
The amount of inflation is important for solving the problem of the hot big bang theory.

The amount of inflation is measured by the parameter number of e-folds given by

te Pe
N:/ Hdt:/ (19)
ty fom

where 7 x 7 and ”e” stand for the horizon crossing time and end of inflation.

B. Perturbations

To verify the validity of any inflationary model, it is required to compare the predictions
of the model with observational data. In the following lines, we are going to introduce some
of these perturbation parameters which are essential for us in the next section where the
model is considered for some specific types of potentials. One of the important parameters

is the amplitude of the scalar perturbations which is given byﬂ
1 H*

P, =
A% ¢y (pess + Desr)

(20)
where
3 A
Peff = ((5/\+ 1) p— 5 P)

Peff = (—% p+ (g)‘ +1) p)
with p and p are the energy density and pressure of the noncanonical scalar field given by
Eq.. The sound speed ¢, is obtained aﬂ

2 Pesf _ (14+2)) —aX ‘
Tl 20(R 1) - (142))

(21)

2 From the action, it is realized that the combination of the trace of energy-momentum tensor 7' and the
Lagrangian £,, is a combination of the scalar field kinetic term X = ¢? /2 and potential V(¢). Therefore,
it could be addressed as a subclass of the k-essence model. The perturbation of such a model has been

studied in [90].

3 In general the sound speed is defined as ¢2 = p/p. But, in our case, the energy density and pressure in the
relation are not the energy density and pressure defined through Eq.. In fact, they are the effective

energy density and pressure which is defined fronBthe right-hand side of Eqs.@ and .



which is constant.
The scalar spectral index, which is defined through the amplitude of the scalar field, is given
by

ns =1— (261 + ). (22)
Regarding the tensor perturbations, there is the tensor-to-scalar ratio which is very essential

in examining an inflationary model. The parameter is expressed as follows
r =16 ¢ €. (23)

In the following section, we are going to examine the model for some specific types of

potential and compare the results with the data.

IV. TYPICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, three types of potentials as power-law, T-mode, and exponential will be

studied in detail.

A. power-law case

In the first case, the Hubble parameter is taken as a power-law function of the scalar
field, H(¢) = Ho¢"™ where Hy and n are two constants. Using this definition, the slow-roll

parameters are

20&M2€ 2a171 2n—2na—2a

p 2c 2—2a _—
— H 2a—1 24
€1 <Oé(1 + )\) n 0 ) ¢ ( )

1

n(n - 1) 2(1Mp2§ 2-9 29, 2a—1 2n—2na—2«a

— o e 2a-1 25
YO (a(1+)\)n 0 ¢ (25)

Inflation ends as the first slow-roll parameter reaches one, ¢, = 1. The scalar field at the

end of inflation is read from this relation which is

n205 H2—20¢> et (26)

all+N) 0

i ( 2°Mp¢

We are going to determine the free parameters of the model by comparing its results with

observational data. In this regard, we need to estimate the perturbation parameters at the
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FIG. 1. The r — ng curves in terms of a) « and different values of n, b) n for different values of a.

The constant A is taken as A = 2 and the curves are plotted for the number of e-folds N = 65.

time of horizon crossing. First, the scalar field is computed through the relation of the

number of e-folds as

1 -1
2n—2na—2« 204M2§ 2a-1 2n - 277/05 - 2@
N 2a—1 — —p 2a HQ—QO& 1 _ N 27
¢ [(a(l—i—)\) n n(2a —1) (27)
Inserting ¢, in the slow-roll parameters and , one arrives at
N ] 2n—2na—2aN - (28)
e=(1-—
! n(2a —1) ’
(n—1) 2n — 2na — 2« -
y=——[(1- N 29
e n(2a — 1) n(2a — 1) ’ (29)

and returning to Eqs. and , the scalar spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio
are obtained at horizon crossing. Fig illustrates » —ng curves versus the parameter a for
different values of A. It is realized that the curve for n = 0.5 and 1 is out of the observational
range and it enters the range for n = 1.5 and 2. The curves enter the observational range
for higher values of a and they are out of range for smaller . The r — n, curves versus
n are plotted in Fig for different values of a.. It seems that the curves start from the
same point and tend toward the smaller n, and bigger r by increasing «. It is realized that
the curves related to a = 1 and 1.5 do not cross our interest area. On the other hand, the
curves related to a = 2 and 2.4 perfectly cross the observational area. To have a better
view of the valid values of free parameters n and «, a parametric space is depicted in Fig2]
The blue area indicates a set of (o, n) points for which the model comes to good agreement

with the data.
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FIG. 2. The figure illustrates the parametric space of the parameter o and n so that for each point

in the parameter the model remains in perfect agreement with the data.

o n g T M ES

1.5 1.0 0.9695  0.0653 229 x107'?2  4.47 x 1073
1.5 1.5 0.9645  0.0868  5.70 x 10719  4.80 x 1073
1.5 2.0 09605  0.1040 7.98x107Y  5.02x 1073
20 1.0 09695  0.0368 1.23x 1077 388 x 1073
20 1.5 09652  0.0472 535 x107%  4.12x 1073
20 2.0 09620 0.0550 3.25x 1077  4.28 x 1073
24 1.0 09695 0.0145 4.59x107?  3.07x1073
24 1.5 09655  0.0183  1.33x1077  3.25x 1073
24 20 09626  0.0211  6.68x 1077  3.37 x 1073

TABLE I. The numerical results for the case about the scalar spectral index, tensor-to-scalar ratio,
constant M, and energy scale (ES) of inflation for different values of a and n taken from Fig2]

where the number of e-folds is N = 65.

There are exact data about the amplitude of the scalar perturbations as well. Estimating
the amplitude of the scalar perturbations at the time of the horizon crossing and applying

the data for Ps, one could determine other free parameters of the model that is

1 2n(2a—1) N Ona— 20
e 1 al+AN)]=T g 1 e (30)
Hge 20 M2 nza-T 872 M2 €; Py

Table[l| presents a brief results of the case and gives a better insight about the case. One

could finds the model results for the scalar spectral index, the tensor-to-scalar ratio, the

inflation energy scale and also anothe free parameters of the model M. These results are



computed for different values of o and n so that some of them stand in the blue range of

Fig2] and some do not.

B. Exponential case

The exponential function of the scalar field is picked out as the second case for the Hubble
parameter, i.e. H(¢) = Hyexp(B¢) where Hy and ( are two constant. Substituting this
Hubble parameter in Eqs. and , the slow-roll parameters are obtained as

1
2&M2§ 2a-1 2—2a
. P 200 17220 B
= ——— H 2a—1 31
€1 (O{(l _|_ )\) ﬁ 0 ) € ) ( )
1
1 2”M§§ ) 20-T 5 9
_ a H2—20¢ S 1 BCP' 32
= oa 1 (a(1+)\)6 0 ) ‘ (32)
Solving the relation €; = 1 in terms of ¢, the field is estimated at the end of inflation
1
o 20 M2E 20T
et Bde — (2 PSS g2a pr2-2a 33
2a—1 g .
: (i o i) (33)

Applying this result on Eq. and by integrating, the field at the time of the horizon

crossing is given by

a— o— 2 - 2
ei1ﬁ¢*:e%%ﬁ¢*(1+23_{lN). (34)

To estimate the scalar spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio at the time of the horizon

crossing, we first need to substitute the above field in the slow-roll parameters which leads

to
(22 (35)
€, =
! 2a — 1
A (36)

Using the slow-roll parameters in Eq. and , ns and r are obtained at t,. The behavior
of the parameters is described in Fig[3] where one finds r — ng curves versus the parameter o
for different values of A. For smaller values of A\, the curves come to the observational range
for larger values of a.. In order to have a better understanding about the valid range of the
parameters « and A\, we are going to run a Python code including the data for the scalar
spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio. The resulted parametric space is presented in

Fig. that shows a set of («, \) for which the model is kept consistent with data. Also, one
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FIG. 3. The r — ng curves in terms of the « for different values of A where the number of e-fold is

N = 85.

FIG. 4. The figure portrays a oarametric space for the free parameters a and A where the number

of e-folds is N = 85. For each point in the space the model comes to an agreement with data.

realizes that there is bigger range of A for smaller values of a.
Using the data about the amplitude of the scalar perturbations, another free parameter of

the model is determined. From Eq., it is found that

- a(l+ M) 2ol
20 M2 (87T2M36361773)1_a52a

(37)

Table. represents the value of the constant M = ¢/~ for different choices of o and
A. The magnitude of the free parameter M is about O(10°). Moreover, for each o and A,
the scalar spectral index, the tensor-to-scalar ration, and the energy scale of inflation are
given as well. It is seen that the scalar spectal index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio stand in

agreement with data. The enegy scale of inflation also increase by enhancement of a.
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o A N r £ ES

3.5 01  0.9606 0.0785 7.10 x =5 1.03 x =2
3.5 0.2  0.9606 0.0672 6.89 x =5 9.84 x =3
3.5 0.3  0.9606 0.0565 6.65 x =5 9.44 x =3
4.0 01 0.9613 0.0685 7.85 X =5 4.12 x =2
40 02 09613 0.0559 7.51 x =5 3.94 x =2
4.0 03 09613 0.0433 7.06 x =5 3.78 x =2
45 01 0.9619 0.0608 8.37 x =5 1.11 x -1
4.5 02  0.9619 0.0468 7.89 x =5 1.06 x —1
45 03 09619 0.0314 718 X =5 1.02 x —1
5.0 0.1  0.9623 0.0545 8.74 x =5 2.34 x —1
5.0 0.2  0.9623 0.0388 8.07 x =5 223 x -1
5.0 0.3 0.9623 0.0184 6.73 x =5 2.15x -1

TABLE II. The numerical results for the scalar spectral index, tensor-to-scalar ratio, constant M,
and the energy scale (ES) of inflation for different values of o and A where the number of e-folds

is N = 85.

V. SWAMPLAND CRITERIA AND TCC

String theory, which is known as one of the promising candidates for the ultimate theory
of quantum gravity, propounds a landscape that contains all consistent low-energy EFTs.
Moreover, there are other low-energy EFTs that do not get along with string theory living
in an area known as swampland. We desire to build our model based on a consistent low-
energy EFT. Therefore, a mechanism is required to separate the consistent and inconsistent
theories. over the past years, several conjectures have been introduced in this matter and

the most recent conjectures, which are known as swampland criteria, are

e Distance conjecture: it puts an upper bound on the scalar field excursion in the field
space

A¢ < (38>

where ¢; is a constant of the order of one, O(1) [74-70].
e de Sitter conjecture: it stated that there should be a lower bound on the gradient of
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the potential as [75] [76]

Vol
Dol > ¢, 39
v = C2 ( )
or as in the refined version of this criterion, one of the following conditions should be
satisfied
Vol [Vigo!
% > Co, OT % > _CIQ (40)

The true order of the constant ¢; depends on the detail of compaction. It is concluded
that it is larger than V2. However, further consideration indicates that it could be
smaller, of the order of O(0.1) [75], [77]. In any case, the important criterium is that

the constant must be positive.

The conjecture is stated in Planck units, M, = 1. Due to this belief that inflation occurs at
an energy scale below the Planck, it is expected to be described by low-energy EFT. There-
fore, it is interesting to consider the validation of the swampland criteria for an inflationary
model.

In the previous section, the free parameters of the model are determined using data. Now,
we are going to use these results, the scalar field at the horizon crossing and the end of infla-
tion is obtained and one could specify the field excursion and the gradient of the potential.
Tables[IT] and [[V] display the results respectively for the first and second cases.

The results clarify that both criteria could be satisfied in both cases. For the first case,
for the specific parameter «, the field distance gets larger by increasing A, however, the
potential gradient decreases. Besides, there is a reverse situation for specific values of A
so that the field distance gets smaller by enhancement of «, while the potential gradient
increase. For the second case, where the Hubble parameter is taken as an exponential
function of the scalar field, the field distance could be smaller than one and the potential
gradient larger. The point that one realizes from the table is that the field distance and the

potential gradient are not sensitive to the varying of o and .

Another conjecture which has been proposed recently is TCC. The TCC targets the
fluctuations generated during inflation. These fluctuations are the origin of the universe
structure. They are stretched with the expansion and cross the horizon, freeze and reenter
the horizon after inflation, and today we could observe some of them. The crucial point is

that the fluctuations have a quantum nature, however, they lose their nature as cross the
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a n A¢ V')V

1.5 1.0 1.18x10™°  1.53x10°
1.5 15 528x107% 492 x10°
1.5 20 335x1073  9.84 x 10?
20 1.0 889x107% 204 x10°
20 1.5 427x107%*  6.02 x 10°
20 20 280x1073 1.15 x 103
24 1.0 557x107%  3.25 x 10°
24 1.5 3.10x107%*  8.25x 10°
24 20 219x10°3 1.46 x 10°

TABLE III. The table shows the results for the field distance and potential gradient of the first

case for different values of o and n.

horizon and freeze. At this point they become classical. Our main concern is the fluctuations
with the origin wavelength less than the Planck length. In this case, if inflation lasts long
enough, they stretch and cross the horizon and become classical. This is known as the
"trans-Planckian problem”. TCC states that no fluctuation with a wavelength less than the
Planck length should cross the horizon [39, [78, [79], and it is formulated as

b H

41
o< (41)

Y

where [, is the Planck length, H¢ is the Hubble parameter at the end of inflation. a; and ay
are the scale factor respectively at the beginning and the end of inflation.

The quantity Hf_1 for both cases of Sec.IV is of the order of O(10°). On the other hand,
the term as/a; = €V is much higher than this magnitude. It implies that the condition

eN < Hf_1 will never be satisfied.

VI. CONCLUSION

The scenario of slow-roll inflation was considered in the f(R,T') theory of gravity, which
is known as a modified theory of gravity where the matter has a non-minimal coupling to the
curvature. The inflaton was assumed to be played by a noncanonical scalar field including

generalized kinetic energy, which is a subclass of the k-essence scalar field. After briefly
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a A Ag V'V

3.5 01 0488  20.927
3.5 02 0488 20.925
3.5 03 0488  20.923
40 01 0.4780  20.926
4.0 0.2 04780 20.923
4.0 03 0.4780 20.921
45 01 04704 20.924
4.5 0.2 04704 20.922
4.5 03 04704  20.920
5.0 0.1 0.4647 20.923
5.0 0.2 04647 20.921
5.0 03 04647 20.919

TABLE IV. The table shows the results for the field distance and potential gradient of the second

case for different values of o« and \.

reviewing the model and its dynamical equations, the scenario of inflation is considering
following Hamilton-Jacobi formalism. In this formalism, the Hubble parameter is introduced
as a function of the scalar field instead of the potential. The investigation was pursued by
considering two cases for the Hubble parameter as power-law and exponential functions of
the scalar field. Utilizing observational data and performing a coding program, the free
parameters of the model were determined.

First, the Hubble parameter was assumed to be a power-law function of the scalar field.
By estimating the scalar field at the time of the horizon crossing, we could compute the
main perturbation parameters at this time. Next, by applying the data for the scalar
spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio, we could determine the valid range for the free
parameters o and n. Then, the free parameter M was determined through the amplitude of
the scalar perturbations. Following the obtained information about the free parameters of
the model, the energy scale of inflation was computed that was of the order of 1072M,,. Also,
we considered the validity of the swampland criteria and TCC. Concerning the swampland

criteria, the result implies that the two conjectures are perfectly satisfied. However, the
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TCC is not satisfied.

In the next case, the Hubble parameter was picked as the exponential function of the scalar

field. The same procedure was followed to determine the free parameters of the model

for which to put the model in perfect agreement with the data. For the determined free

parameters, the model could satisfy the swampland criteria, however, in contrast to the first

case, they were not sensitive to the changes of the parameter \.
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