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We review the status of f(R, T ) cosmological models, where T is the trace of the energy momentum
tensor Tµν . We start focusing on the modified Friedmann equations for the minimally coupled
gravitational Lagrangian of the type f(R, T ) = R+αeβT +γnT

n. We show that in such a minimally
coupled case there exists a useful constraining relation between the effective fractionary total matter
density with an arbitrary equation of state parameter and the modified gravity parameters. With
this association the modified gravity sector can be independently constrained using estimations
of the gas mass fraction in galaxy clusters. Using cosmological background cosmic chronometers
data and demanding the universe is old enough to accommodate the existence of Galactic globular
clusters with ages of at least ∼ 14 Gyrs we find a narrow range of the modified gravity free parameter
space in which this class of theories remains viable for the late time cosmological evolution. This
preferred parameter space region accommodates the ΛCDM limit of f(R, T ) models. We also work
out the non-minimally coupled case in the metric-affine formalism and find that there are no viable
cosmologies in the latter situation. However, when analysing the cosmological dynamics including
a radiation component, we find that this energy density interacts with the matter field and it does
not scale according to the typical behavior. We conclude stating that f(R, T ) gravity is not able to
provide a full cosmological scenario and should be ruled out as a modified gravity alternative to the
dark energy phenomena.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter (DM) and dark energy (DE) compose the so-called dark sector of the universe and represent intriguing
elements of modern cosmology. Whereas the former is responsible for many unexpected astrophysical observations
e.g., flatness of galaxy rotation curves, and also plays a crucial role in the cosmological large scale structure formation,
the latter is evoked to deal with the current accelerated phase of the background expansion rate firstly denounced by
Supernovae type Ia observations. Conversely, the inclusion of both components in the standard cosmological model can
be understood as the inability of General Relativity to properly describe the gravitational interaction at scales beyond
the Galactic one. This has motivated the rise of a new research route where one searches for extensions/modifications
of the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian.

There are many distinct ways to go beyond General Relativity see Ref. [1, 2] for a review. Apart from adding new
fields, departures from Riemannian geometries or adopting quantum arguments, perhaps, the most natural way to
modify gravity is to add invariants in the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian giving rise to higher-order theories. The widely
known prototype within this category is the set of f(R) theories [3, 4]. In the latter, the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian,
term fEH(R) = R, where R = gµνR

µν is the Ricci scalar, gµν is the metric and Rµν is the Ricci tensor, is replaced by
a more general algebraic combination of R. By going beyond f(R) theories, one can keep adding geometric invariants
to the gravitational Lagrangian or, for instance, to implement a non-minimal coupling between geometry and matter
fields. Within the latter strategy, two classes of theories have appeared recently, the f(R,Lm) gravity [5], where Lm

is the matter Lagrangian and the f(R, T ) gravity [6], where T = gµνT
µν is trace of the energy-momentum tensor.

In this work we will study f(R, T ) theories as an alternative to the dark energy phenomena with focus on their
cosmological background expansion. Several f(R, T ) solutions for the cosmological expanding background have been
found in the literature. Analytical reconstructions of dark energy phenomenological models associated to f(R, T )
gravity has been studied in Refs. [7–10]. The asymptotic behavior of the scale factor and confrontation with data has
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been performed in e.g., Refs. [11–15]. The thermodynamical implications of this theories have been studied in [16].
The rich phenomenology of the universe’s expansion can also be fully addressed by f(R, T ) theories using its scalar-
tensor version [17]. Most of the f(R, T ) models are capable to induce a late time accelerated expansion rate providing
negative values for the today’s deceleration parameter q0. However, in light of available modern cosmological data, a
truly viable model should obey several other requirements.

Ref. [11], by one of the authors, has challenged some of the available f(R, T ) models by arguing that though the
low-z evolution of f(R, T ) models can be reasonable supported by available data, there is a considerable discrepancy
in the high-z (z > 1) dynamics in comparison with standard ΛCDM cosmology. Then, this reference concludes that
the viability of f(R, T ) cosmological models is severely challenged.
Now, in this work, by considering a broad class of f(R, T ) cosmologies and using additional information about the

age of the universe and the existing bounds on the gas mass fraction in galaxy clusters, we will revisit this issue.
We shall consider that viable modified gravity based cosmologies i) are able to reproduce quantitatively low redshift
data as, for example, H(z) data and, ii) can yield to a minimum value for the universe’s age consistent with the
oldest astrophysical objects found so far and iii) their modified gravity free parameters are constrained such that the
effective fractionary matter density parameter is consistent with available gas mass fraction data in galaxy clusters.
Requirements i and ii are the new considered aspects in this present work in comparison with the analysis done in
Ref. [11]. The age argument is motivated since age estimations of globular clusters in our galaxy are available. Such
estimations set a conservative lower bound of tU ≳ 14.16 Gyrs for the age of the universe [18, 19]. Also, estimations
from the gas mass fraction within galaxy clusters obtained in [20] place bounds on the cosmological fractionary total
matter density parameter Ω0.

In the next section we review the cosmological background dynamics for f(R, T ) theories. The observational
analysis is performed in section III. We also investigate the inclusion of a radiation component in f(R, T ) cosmologies
in section IV. As an additional analysis, the non-minimally coupled case is studied in section V. We conclude in the
final section.

II. COSMOLOGICAL BACKGROUND EXPANSION IN f(R, T ) THEORIES

The total action S for the f(R, T ) theories reads [6]

S =
1

2κ2

∫ √
−g d4x f(R, T ) +

∫ √
−g d4xLm(gµν , ψm), (1)

where κ2 = 8πG is the coupling constant, g is the metric determinant and Lm is the Lagrangian for the matter sector
gathering the contribution of all matter fields ψm. In this work, since we are focused on the late time cosmological
dynamics, we consider that Lm is composed by a perfect fluid representing the total (dark + baryonic) matter
contribution.

By applying the variational principle to the above action one finds [6]

fRRµν − f(R,T )
2 gµν −∆µνfR = κ2Tµν

(
1− fT

κ2

)
− fTΘµν . (2)

In the equation above, we have used the notation

fR ≡ ∂f(R, T )

∂R
and fT ≡ ∂f(R, T )

∂T
. (3)

It is worth noting that the variation of the Ricci tensor has an explicit dependence on the metric [5]

gµνδRµν = −∆µνδg
µν , (4)

where the d’Alembertian is related to the Ricci tensor by □ = gβα∇β∇α and ∆βα = ∇β∇α − gβα□.
The quantity Θµν has been introduced according to the following reasoning. In order to characterise the matter

sector, the energy-momentum tensor is defined as usually by

Tµν = − 2√
−g

δ (
√
−gLm)

δgµν
. (5)

Then, the variation of this quantity can be written as

δT = (Θµν + Tµν) δg
µν , (6)
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where the auxiliary quantity Θµν appearing in (2) has been defined as

Θµν ≡ gαβ
δTαβ
δgµν

= −2Tµν + gµνLm − 2gαβ
∂2Lm

∂gαβ∂gµν
. (7)

For pedagogical purposes, by reintroducing (7) into (2), it is also convenient to rewrite the field equation in the
following way,

fRRµν − f(R,T )
2 gµν −∆µνfR = (κ2 + fT )Tµν + fTϑµν , (8)

where,

ϑµν ≡ 2gαβ
∂2Lm

∂gαβ∂gµν
− gµνLm. (9)

Equation (8) shows explicitly the effective coupling term κ2 + fT to the energy-momentum tensor.
By adopting the perfect fluid structure for the energy momentum tensor one reads

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν − pgµν , (10)

with the four-velocity in comoving coordinates uν = (1, 0, 0, 0) and ρ and p being the energy density and pressure,
respectively.

Let us then apply to this set of equations a flat, homogeneous, isotropic and expanding spacetime given by the
Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker metric (FLRW)

ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2
(
dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (11)

where a(t) is the cosmological scale factor and we consider c2 = 1.
The 0 − 0 component of f(R, T ) gravity (8) will provide an expression for the expansion rate H = ȧ/a. The dot

means a derivative with respect to the cosmic time. Since the Ricci scalar reads R = −6(ä/a + H2) the modified
Friedmann equation in f(R, T ) cosmology becomes

H2 =
κ2

3

ρ− ρ(1 + fR)

fR
−

[
fT ρ(1 + ω) + f(R, T )/2− 3HḟR + 3ḢfR

]
κ2fR

 (12)

The above equation has the appropriate GR limit with f(R, T ) = R, fR = 1, fT = 0 and also the f(R) gravity limit
of fT = 0. Also, ω is the equation of state parameter relating the energy density ρ to the pressure by ω = p/ρ.

The expansion rate can then be rewritten in a compact form as

3H2 = κ2 (ρ+ ρ̄) , (13)

where

ρ̄ = − 1

κ2fR

[
κ2ρ(1 + fR) + fT ρ(1 + ω) + f(R,T )

2 − 3HḟR + 3ḢfR

]
. (14)

The quantity ρ should be interpreted as the sum of all matter fields composing the total energy momentum tensor
of the theory. In the standard cosmology it can be approximated by the sum of radiation, matter (dark + baryonic)
and a dark energy component. The modified gravity contribution to the expansion rate can be collected in terms
of the geometrical effective energy density ρ̄. This can be associated with the dark energy sector but here written
in terms of the geometrical quantities and ρ as well. If the modified gravity sector is responsible for the late time
accelerated phase, then ρ can be approximated, at late times, by the total matter. This is the interpretation we adopt
in this work.

The complete description of the cosmological background expansion demands the second Friedmann equation ob-
tained with the spatial components of (8). It reads

(Ḣ + 3H2)fR + f(R,T )
2 − 2HḟR − f̈R = κ2p. (15)

It is worth noting that f(R, T ) theories are non-conservative since they present a non-vanishing covariant derivative
of the energy momentum tensor as given by the expression

ρ̇+ 3Hρ(1 + ω) = − 1

κ2 + fT

[
ḟT ρ(1 + ω) + fT ρ̇ω +

ḟ(T )

2

]
. (16)
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The above equations apply for any f(R, T ) model. Only in a few cases the chosen f(R, T ) function leads to a
vanishing right hand side of (16). Apart from this specific case, f(R, T ) cosmological models are non-conservative
and the effective matter density parameter will no longer scale as ρ ∼ a−3. For a complete discussion on the issue of
conservation of the energy momentum tensor in f(R, T ) theories see [22].

In order to go further one has to specify the functional form of f(R, T ). The simplest assumption is the minimally
coupled case in which the contributions from R and the trace T are written separately as

f(R, T ) = f1(R) + f2(T ). (17)

Keeping this format the most general function covering the main proposals in the literature can be written as

f(R, T ) = R+ αeβT + γnT
n. (18)

This model has four free parameters α, β, γn and n. All power law models proposed in the literature are reached with
α = 0. Also, the recently proposed exponential model (see. Ref. [21]) is equivalent to γn = 0. General Relativity
with no cosmological constant (the Einstein-de Sitter universe) corresponds to α = γn = 0. For β = 0 and n = 0 the
ΛCDM model is recovered.

It is convenient to rewrite the background equations replacing ρ by the fractionary density Ω = ρ/ρc0, where ρc0 is
the today’s critical density ρ0 = 3H2

0/κ
2. Then, according to (18) the FLRW expansion rate in f(R, T ) theories reads

H2

H2
0

= Ω+ ᾱeβ̄Ω(1−3ω)

[
β̄Ω(1 + ω) +

1

2

]
+ γ̄n

[
n(1 + ω)(1− 3ω)n−1 +

1

2
(1− 3ω)n

]
Ωn. (19)

In the above expression we have rewritten the modified gravity free parameters in a dimensionless form according to

ᾱ =
α

κ2ρ0
; β̄ = βρ0 γ̄n =

γnρ
n−1
0

κ2
. (20)

The cosmological dynamics will be obtained as a function of the fractionary density parameter Ω. This quantity is
obtained by rewriting (16) in terms of dimensionless quantities defined above such that

Ω̇ + 3HΩ(1 + ω) = − Ω̇

1 + ᾱeβ̄Ω(1−3ω)β̄ + γ̄nnΩn−1(1− 3ω)n−1
×
{
ᾱeβ̄Ω(1−3ω)β̄

[
β̄Ω(1 + ω) + ω +

1

2

]
+

+γ̄nnΩ
n−1(1− 3ω)n−1

[
2n(1 + ω)− (1 + 3ω)

2

]}
. (21)

The numerical solution of the set of equations presented above will allow us to analyze the background expansion
in f(R, T ) theories. The first step for solving it is to set today’s value Ω(z = 0) ≡ Ω0 as the initial condition for this
differential equation. Once more, this quantity is interpreted as the total (baryonic + dark) matter fraction. This
quantity is not a free parameter since it is subjected to the constraining relation

1 = Ω0 + ᾱeβ̄Ω0(1−3ω)

[
β̄Ω0(1 + ω) +

1

2

]
+ γ̄n

[
n(1 + ω)(1− 3ω)n−1 +

1

2
(1− 3ω)n

]
Ωn

0 . (22)

This relation appears from (19) by setting H(z = 0) = H0. Therefore, today’s effective fractionary matter parameter
Ω0 can not be arbitrarily chosen. This is a very important aspect we want to highlight since, with the exception of
Ref. [11], this is not usually considered in previous analysis of the background expansion in f(R, T ) theories. This is

possible since the adopted f(R, T ) function is minimally coupled. This means that H2 does not depend on Ḣ. As
discussed further, in the non-minimally coupled case one can not obtain a similar constraining relation as well as in
the case of f(R) theories. In both cases, using the metric formalism, H2 depends on Ḣ and a constraining relation like
(22) does not exist. By switching off the modified gravity contributions with ᾱ = γ̄n = 0 one recovers the Einstein-de
Sitter model Ω0 = 1. For non-vanishing ᾱ and γ̄n values, and demanding 0 < Ω0 < 1 it is possible to place bounds
on the possible values for the modified gravity parameters.

III. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS ON THE LATE TIME EXPANSION RATE

Let us now confront the background expansion (19) sourced by the numerical solution of equation (21) which is
subjected to the constraint (22) against available observational data. Our analysis will be similar to Ref. [11] but



5

now adding Galactic globular clusters age constraints and the galaxy cluster gas mass fraction bounds on the model
free parameters. Anticipating one of our results, such new information will be very important to revisit the main
conclusion of Ref. [11].

We will consider two different f(R, T ) models:

• f(R, T ) = R+ γnT
n;

• f(R, T ) = R+ αeβT .

Each model has three free parameters, one more than the flat ΛCDM model. The background expansion of the latter
is described in terms of H0 and Ω0. The cosmological constant fractionary density is ΩΛ = 1 − Ω0. In the modified
gravity scenarios studied here, the quantity Ω0 is replaced by a combination of α (γn) and β (n) according to (22).

Our goal is to find a concordance region in the free parameter space for each model. For this task we shall use three
different observational information.

Age of the universe: For a given expansion rate H, the age of the universe tU is calculated via integration

tU =

∫ 1

0

dã

ãH(ã)
, (23)

where today’s scale factor has been set a0 = 1. Age constraints can be used as a simple tool to discriminate between
viable and non-viable cosmologies. In this work we will adopt a minimum and obvious requirement that tU can not
be smaller than the estimated age of astrophysical objects. Of course, the universe can not be younger than the
structures it contains. Recent age estimations of Galactic globular clusters have placed the bounds [18, 19]

tglob = 13.5+0.16
−0.14 (stat.)± 0.5 (sys.). (24)

We will use the above bounds to exclude modified gravity parameters yielding to young universes.
Gas fraction in galaxy clusters: The Chandra measurements of X-ray from galaxy clusters is a powerful tool to

constrain the temperature, gas density and mass profiles of galaxy clusters. Such quantities are sensitive to the
amount of the gas mass fraction in such systems and can be linked to the cosmological baryon to total matter ratio
Ωb0/Ω0 [20]. By relying on these bounds and associating the total matter to the parameter Ω0 appearing in (22),
we can indirectly constrain the modified gravity parameters. Then, from the results presented in Ref. [20] we shall
demand

0.23 < Ω0 < 0.31. (25)

Cosmic Chronometers: A widely used technique to measure the non-local expansion rate of the universe is to obtain
the differential age of certain galaxies via the age of their stellar population. This method has allowed us to obtain
measurements for H(z) reaching up to redshifts around z ∼ 2. This method, proposed in [23], can be understood by
the relation

H(z) = −(1 + z)
dz

dt
, (26)

providing H(z) at some redshift z via the relation between differential cosmic ages of objects dt within certain
differential redshift range dz.
We shall use in our analysis the data set available in Table 1 of Ref. [24] in order to calculate statistical confidence

contours for the modified gravity background dynamics studied in the last section.
We show in the left panel of Fig. 1 the free parameter space for the power law model. In our analysis we will

fix H0 = 67.4 km s−1 Mpc−1 [25]. We have checked that changing H0 values around it yields a mild impact in our
final conclusions. In this left panel dashed lines show age contours of 12.86 Gyrs and 14.16 Gyrs, red lines show Ω0

contours fixing the limits as in (22) and blue regions display the 1σ, 2σ and 3σ statistical confidence level contours
resulting from the likelihood function obtained from the H(z) data.
To stay on the conservative side, let us consider that the universe should be older than 14.16 Gyrs. This excludes a

large region of the parameter space. The crossing of all such information i.e., an universe older than 14.16 Gyrs, the
parameter Ω0 within the bounds given by (25) and inside at least the 3σ region provides a narrow accepted parameter
space value given by the darker blue region in this figure.

For such concordance range of parameters values found in the darker blue region, one can also verify how the expan-
sion rate transits from the decelerated phase to the accelerated one via the definition of the deceleration parameter

q(z) = −1− Ḣ

H2
. (27)
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FIG. 1. Constraints on the free parameters of the power law model f(R, T ) = R + γnT
n. In the left panel, the blue contours

show 1σ, 2σ and 3σ regions of statistical confidence level. Dashed lines represent the parameter values for which the universe
is 12.86 and 14.16 Gyrs old. Red lines are maximum and minimum bounds on Ω0. The darker blue region represents the
parameter space concordance region. In the right panel we plot the deceleration parameter as a function of the redshift q(z)
for sets of {γ̄n, n} values within the darker blue region of the left panel.

We then plot in the right panel in Figs. 1 the deceleration parameter q(z) as a function of the redshift z. This figure
shows a collection of tiny blue curves computed using allowed parameter values found in the concordance darker blue
region of the left panel.

Fig. 2 shows results for the exponential model using the same structure as described in Fig. 1.
In the case where either n or β vanish, γn and α play the rôle of a cosmological constant in the gravitational action,

respectively. One can associate γ̄n and ᾱ values to twice the cosmological constant fractionary parameter i.e., one can
expect preferred values around γ̄n ∼ ᾱ ∼ 2ΩΛ ∼ 1.5. In this limiting case the observational allowed region in both
figures agree with this estimation.

Then, as one can see in both figures, f(R, T ) cosmologies have a viable parameter space to describe the late time
cosmological observables.

IV. ADDING RADIATION

In this section we discuss the impact of adding radiation to the minimally-coupled model analysed in section III.
Since radiation is a traceless fluid, one could in principle expect that there will be no impact at all on the cosmological
dynamics. This is indeed the case for the early universe where the effective energy density is well approximated by a
true radiative fluid. Therefore, any investigation about the impact of f(R, T ) models on the early universe features
is soundless. However, let us now investigate in more details how the entire cosmological background dynamics will
involve in f(R, T ) gravity when both matter and radiation compose the total energy density tensor.
It is worth noting that equations deduced in section II refers to the total energy density ρ. Our task now is to

decomposed it as the sum of radiation and matter i.e.,

ρ = ρm + ρr. (28)

The equations of state of both fluids will be respectively pm = 0 and pr = ρr/3. Also, the effective equation of state
parameter ω entering the background relations (19) and (16) shall be replaced by

ω =
pm + pr
ρm + ρr

=
ρr

3(ρm + ρr)
. (29)
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FIG. 2. Constraints on the free parameters of the exponential model f(R, T ) = R+ αeβT . In the left panel, the blue contours
show 1σ, 2σ and 3σ regions of statistical confidence level. Dashed lines represent the parameter values for which the universe
is 12.86 and 14.16 Gyrs old. Red lines are maximum and minimum bounds on Ω0. The darker blue region represents the
parameter space concordance region. In the right panel we plot the deceleration parameter as a function of the redshift q(z)
for sets of

{
ᾱ, β̄

}
values within the darker blue region of the left panel.

Therefore, in presence of radiation and matter fields the final background relations are

H2

H2
0

= (Ωm +Ωr)
(
1 + fT /κ

2
)
+

fT
3κ2

Ωr +
f(T )

2κ2ρ0
, (30)

and

Ω̇m

[
1 +

1

(1 + fT /κ2)

(
fTT ρ0Ωm

κ2
+

fT
2κ2

)]
+ 3HΩm + Ω̇r

[
1 +

1

3 (1 + fT /κ2)

(
4fTT ρ0ΩrΩ̇m

κ2Ω̇r

+
fT
κ2

)]
+ 4HΩr = 0.

(31)
The above equation represents the total energy conservation. In order to solve it let us split it into two different
equations and demand that both should be satisfied simultaneously. The same procedure applies in the standard
cosmological model. Hence the resulting set of equations is

Ω̇m

[
1 +

1

(1 + fT /κ2)

(
fTT ρ0Ωm

κ2
+

fT
2κ2

)]
+ 3HΩm = 0 (32)

Ω̇r

[
1 +

1

3 (1 + fT /κ2)

(
4fTT ρ0ΩrΩ̇m

κ2Ω̇r

+
fT
κ2

)]
+ 4HΩr = 0. (33)

In the GR limit both equations reduce to the usual conservation laws leading to solutions Ωm ∝ a−3 and Ωr ∝ a−4

as expected.
Note also that since T = ρm, in the family of f(R, T ) theories the Ωm evolution does not depend on Ωr. Given the

modified gravity parameters one can solve (32) to find Ωm. In the present case this will be performed numerically.
However, in f(R, T ) cosmologies, the radiation density, obeying to (33), will necessarily interact with the matter

component. There is a source term proportional to Ω̇m. This implies that the radiation component no longer scales
according to the a−4 law.

We show in 3 the evolution of the fractionary energy densities for the different cosmic components as a function
of the scale factor. Red (blue) curves represent the radiation (matter) evolution. The yellow curves show how the
effective energy density associated to the geometric term (14) contribution evolves. Left (right) panel considers the
exponential (polynomial) model. For all curves the present values of the radiation energy density has been fixed as
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FIG. 3. Evolution of the fractionary energy densities as a function of the scale factor.

Ωr0 = 9.847×10−5 according to Planck 2018 result. In both panels we plot the ΛCDM limit in the curve with denoted
with the label β = 0, α = 1.42 (left panel) and n = 0, γn = 1.42 (right panel). In the remaining curves we solve the
dynamics given by (32) and (33) for the same set of modified gravity parameters values used to plot Figs. 1 and 2
i.e., the parameter values filling the dark blue region in theses figures. All cases with β ̸= 0 and n ̸= 0 are physically
meaningless. In common, for β ̸= 0 and n ̸= 0, both models present a transition from the radiation dominated to the
matter phase quite recently. Though the generalized second law of thermodynamics is generally valid, independently
of the specific interaction form between matter and radiation as shown in Ref. [26], this clearly impedes β ̸= 0 and
n ̸= 0 models to explain, for instance, the cosmic microwave background acoustic peak structure and the growth of
matter overdensities.

V. THE NON-MINIMALLY COUPLED CASE: f(R, T ) = f1(R) + f1(R)f2(T )

The cosmological background evolution in non-minimally coupled cases of the form

f(R, T ) = f1(R) + f1(R)f2(T ), (34)

has been investigated in Refs. [27, 28]. As shown in these references, the resulting modified Friedmann equations are
such that the squared expansion rate depends on its derivative. Therefore, a constraining relation like (22) can not
be imposed to find out the Ω0 value. In references [27, 28], rather than solving the background dynamics numerically,
analytical solutions are found by imposing that the expansion rate has a power law dependence on the cosmic time.

Let us then try another approach for solving the background dynamics in non-minimally coupled f(R, T ) models.
We explore the dynamical equations in the metric-affine formalism as firstly studied in Ref. [29].

However, in the metric-affine (or Palatini) formalism, the variation of the Ricci tensor is performed in terms of the
connection, which means that the operator ∆µν in equation (8) does not exist [29]. With respect to the modified

Friedmann equations, this result implies that the first and second time derivatives, ḟR and f̈R, disappear.
In order to provide an explicit example, let us now show the background dynamics of the non-minimally coupled

model by considering

f(R, T ) = f1(R) + f1(R)f2(T ) = ϵR+ λmRT
m. (35)

The parameter ϵ allows one either to keep the Einstein-Hilbert term intact or to switch it off with a vanishing ϵ.
From the above one finds the following cosmological dynamical equations in the metric-affine formalism

3H2
[
ϵ+ λmρ

m(1− 3ω)m + 4λmmρ
m(1− 3ω)m−1(1 + ω)

]
= κ2ρ− 6λmmρ

m(1− 3ω)m−1(1 + ω)Ḣ, (36)
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and

−2Ḣ [ϵ+ λmρ
m(1− 3ω)m] = κ2ρω + 3H2 [ϵ+ λmρ

m(1− 3ω)m] . (37)

Both expressions (36) and (37) are different from previous results presented in the literature based on the metric
formalism [27, 28]. By combining (36) and (37) we find the background expansion rate in in non-minimally coupled
f(R, T ) based on the metric-affine formalism obeying to

H2

H2
0

=
[
ϵ+ λ̃mΩm(1− 3ω)m + λ̃mmΩm(1 + ω)(1− 3ω)m−1

]−1
{
Ω+

6λ̃mmΩ(1 + ω)(1− 3ω)m−1ωΩm

2[ϵ+ λ̃mΩm(1− 3ω)m]

}
. (38)

The dimensionless parameter appearing above has been defined as

λ̃m = λmρ
m
0 . (39)

It is worth noting that the limiting case m = 0 is not equivalent to the ΛCDM cosmology. Instead, this case means a
simple redefinition of the gravitational coupling κ2 by a constant value (ϵ+ λ̃0).

Contrarily to the metric formalism, the above equation for H obtained in the metric-affine approach allows one to
set the constraining relation between Ω0 and the modified gravity parameters as in (22) i.e.

1 =
[
ϵ+ λ̃mΩm

0 (1− 3ω)m + λ̃mmΩm
0 (1 + ω)(1− 3ω)m−1

]−1
{
Ω0 +

6λ̃mmΩ0(1 + ω)(1− 3ω)m−1ωΩm
0

2[ϵ+ λ̃mΩm
0 (1− 3ω)m]

}
. (40)

In order to obtain the dynamical evolution for the matter density parameter Ω one solves its conservation law
expressed by the equation

Ω̇ + 3HΩ(1 + ω) =

1 +
χω

ζ
[
ϵ+ λ̃mΩm(1− 3ω)m

]


−1(1 + ω)

(
χ̇

χ
− ζ̇

ζ

)
Ω− Ω̇ω +

Ω̇χω

ζ
[
ϵ+ λ̃mΩm(1− 3ω)m

]
 ,

(41)
where we have defined

χ =
[
ϵ+ λ̃mΩm(1− 3ω)m + λ̃mmΩm(1− 3ω)m−1(1 + ω)

]
, (42)

and

ζ = 1 +
3λ̃m(1 + ω)(1− 3ω)m−1ωΩm

ϵ+ λ̃mΩm(1− 3ω)m
. (43)

Now, by assuming a pressureless matter component, ω = 0, the temporal derivative of (42) and (43) reduces to,

respectively χ̇ = λ̃mm(m+ 1)Ωm−1Ω̇ and ζ̇ = 0. Thus, using these results the equation (41) becomes

Ω̇ + 3HΩ =
λ̃mm(m+ 1)Ω̇Ωm

ϵ+ λ̃mΩm(m+ 1)
. (44)

The limiting cases leading to conservative models are easily identified i.e., either λ̃m = 0 or m = 0,−1. Once again,
using the same strategy as in the previous section, we can apply to the bounds provided in (22) to the constraining
relation (40) to find the allowed modified gravity parameters values. We then solve numerically equation (44) for
the allowed modified gravity parameter values and find out that all resulting cosmological dynamics are inconsistent
with data. In particular, all cases have pure Einstein-de Sitter like evolution for all redshifts given no transition to
an accelerated epoch.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Our goal in this work is to revisit the cosmological background expansion in f(R, T ) theories of gravity focusing
on the minimally coupled model f(R, T ) = f1(R) + f2(T ). The latter case with f1(R) = R represents a particular



10

situation within modified gravity theories in which the expansion rate H can be written explicitly in terms of the
total matter density parameter Ω as well as the modified gravity free model parameters. This allows us to find the
constraining relation (22) which is the most important relation in this work. It is worth mentioning that generic f(R)

theories H depends on Ω̇ and therefore such constraining relation is absent.
The validity of (22) therefore allows one to place stringent bounds on the model free parameters. By interpreting

Ω0 as the effective fractionary matter density parameter, and demanding it is bounded by the gas mass fraction
estimations in galaxy clusters given by (25) one can directly constrain the modified gravity parameters appearing in
(18). An additional requirement concerns the age of the universe. The modified gravity parameters should provide
an age for the universe larger than the estimated age of Galactic globular clusters. Since a 4 free modified gravity
parameters is not competitive, we have studied 2 free parameters models namely, the polynomial and the exponential
ones. Figs. 1 and 2 summarize our main findings. There is indeed a tiny modified gravity parameter space allowed
by background cosmological data. It is important to stress that this conclusion is opposite to the one presented
in [11], by one of the authors of the present work, which ruled out the power law class of f(R, T ) theories. The
conclusion in [11] was based on a qualitative analysis of low redshift data, and the high redshift behavior of f(R, T )
models was extrapolated without proper comparison to actual observational data. Therefore, it can be said that the
analysis in [11] was incomplete in some sense. In the current work, we have adopted a better statistical procedure
and quantitatively accounted age constraints that played a fundamental role in this analysis. In summary, compared
to Ref. [11], we have provided a more sophisticated analysis, which indicates that there is indeed a region in the free
parameter space around n = 0 or β = 0 that is allowed by observational data. Of course, in order to determine the
viability of f(R, T ) cosmologies, our next step is to analyze scalar perturbations and conduct a proper comparison
with available large scale structure data. This will be the subject of a future investigation.

The analysis discussed above only concerns the late time cosmological where usually one neglects the contribution
from radiation. Indeed, we have chosen to exclude it from the background dynamics since the radiation-dominated
epoch lasted only approximately 50, 000 years. The radiation fluid has minimal impact on the overall age of the universe
and on the late time cosmological observables. However, a full model should include the radiation component. We
discuss again below the implications of the latter scenario for f(R, T ) gravity.

Before our final conclusion, let us comment on the non-minimally coupled case. The constraining relation (22) does

not exist in the non-minimally models using the metric formalism since H2 depends on the derivative Ḣ. This is
also the situation in f(R) theories. However, in the metric-affine approach the modified Friedmann equations lead to
the constraining relation (40). The background dynamical evolution of the non-minimally coupled case, on the other
hand, are non viable since all modified gravity parameter values allowed by the gas fraction bounds are consistent
with Einstein-de Sitter cosmologies for all redshifts i.e., the universe does not transits to an accelerated phase as
supported by current cosmological observables.

Now, let us focus on the role played by the inclusion of the radiation component. The main conclusion of this
work is encoded in section IV where we have incorporate the radiation component in our analysis of the background
dynamics in f(R, T ) theories. We have shown that, by interpreting the total energy density ρ as the sum of matter
and radiation energies, necessarily, the background dynamics turns into a interacting cosmological model between
matter and radiation. Hence, the energy density of the radiation component does not scales according to the standard
law a−4. Minimal contributions from the trace dependent part f2(T ) lead to inconsistent cosmological scenarios as
shown and discussed in the panels of Fig. 3.

Finally, putting together the findings of this work with the recently published results on the behavior of f(R, T )
theories in the solar system [22], we conclude that f(R, T ) theories should be ruled out.
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