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In the framework of F(R, 7~2) Einstein-Cartan gravity with an action depending both of the Ricci
scalar and the so-called Holst-invariant curvature we consider models that include cubic terms of the
latter in the action and study their inflationary behavior. These terms can have a considerable effect
either positive or negative in relation to the agreement with present observational data, depending on
parameters. In parameter regions where the quadratic models fail to produce results consistent with
observational data, the presence of these additional cubic terms can lead to compatible predictions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Current cosmological investigations are carried out in
the framework of GR as a theory of gravity and the SM as
a theory of matter interactions, while it is assumed that
the quantum character of the former could be ignored
below the Planck scale in contrast to the full quantum
character of the latter. Nevertheless, the quantum inter-
actions of gravitating matter fields are expected to in-
troduce modifications to the standard GR action which
can have phenomenological implications. Such modifica-
tions are non-minimal couplings of matter fields to cur-
vature or higher order curvature terms [1, 2]. This has
motivated the study of more general formulations of the
theory of gravitation such as the so-called Metric-Affine
gravity in which the metric and the connection are inde-
pendent variables [3, 4]. In this framework in contrast to
standard GR the torsion and non-metricity are in gen-
eral non-vanishing. A more specific framework is that of
Finstein-Cartan theory of gravity [5, 6] where the non-
metricity vanishes while the torsion is present.

A central paradigme in our present understanding of
the Early Universe is provided by cosmological Infla-
tion [7-10], which provides a mechanism for the genera-
tion and formation of the observed large scale structure.
Inflation is modeled in terms of a scalar field (the infla-
ton), the vacuum energy of which drives the expansion,
while its primordial quantum fluctuations [11-16] lead
to the inhomogeneities detected in CMB. The inflaton
can be either a fundamental scalar field (e.g. the SM
Higgs field [17]) or arise as an extra scalar component of
gravity itself (e.g. the Starobinsky model [18]). Another
example of the latter case is provided by the framework
of Einstein-Cartan gravity, where a pseudoscalar associ-
ated with the so-called Holst invariant [19-23] curvature
term plays that role [24-28].

In the present article we consider the Einstein-Cartan
framework of gravity and focus on gravitational actions
of the form S = 1 [ d'z /=g F(R, R), where R is the
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Ricci scalar curvature and R is the Holst-invariant. It
has been established that actions at most quadratic in
these invariant can lead to models of acceptable inflation-
ary behaviour in comfortable agreement with observa-
tional data [24, 25] [29-76]. In this article we investigate
whether the presence of terms of higher than quadratic
powers of the curvature invariants can still provide us
with models of acceptable inflationary behavior [77-88].
We consider and analyze two such models featuring cubic
curvature terms, deformations of inflationary successful
examples. We find that the cubic modifications can have
a considerable effect in relation to the agreement with
observational data depending on the parameter values.
In parameter regions where the quadratic models fail to
produce results consistent with observations the modi-
fied models can lead to acceptable predictions. Although
this increases the number of successfull candidate infla-
tion models, this might not be the case in the near future
when the precision of incoming observational data in-
creases, as is the characteristic case of the until recently
robust Starobinsky model which had to be modified in
the light of present ACT data [26] [87-101]. The article
is organized as follows: In Section II we outline the frame-
work of Einstein Cartan gravity and derive the Einstein
frame action of a general F(R, R) model in its equiva-
lent metric form, having integrated out the torsion. In
Section IIT we consider two particular models that in-
clude cubic terms of the Holst invariant, one of which
is invariant under Weyl transformations, and work out
their actions. In Section IV we proceed to study in de-
tail their inflationary predictions. Finally, in Section V
we state briefly our conclusions.

II. FRAMEWORK

The Einstein-Cartan formulation of gravity, based on
promoting the Poincare symmetry into a local symme-
try, features the tetrad and the spin connection as gauge
fields with the corresponding field strengths being the
torsion and the curvature. The former are represented
by the metric g, and the affine-connection I'”,,, the
latter giving the torsion tensor and the affine curvature
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Two scalar quantities, linear in the curvature, can be

formed, namely, the Ricci scalar R = g""R”, ,, and the
so-called Holst-invariant
R =P Ry po (2)
The torsion can be decomposed as
1 1 o
Tuvp = 3 (GupTv — g T,) + EEWPUT + Tpwp (3)

v
Iz

vector TH = e"P°T, - and a tensorial part 7,,,, defined
by the constraints 7%, = 7",, = €77, = 0. The
dependence of the curvature scalars on the torsion can
be made explicit through the relations

in terms of a torsion vector T,=T an azial torsion

2 1 . 1
R = R[g} + QVNTP’ — g #T“ + ﬂT#Tﬂ + 5 IWPTNVP

X 2 1
R==V,T"+ T, T" + Eeﬂ”wwﬂ%

(4)

where the Ricci scalar R[g] and the covariant derivative
are defined in terms of the standard metric Levi-Civita
connection.

A general action depending on the curvature scalars
can be equivalently expressed in terms of two auxiliary
scalars [102] x and ¢ as

S = %/ d*z /=g F(R,R)

(5)
- / d*z v/—g BFXR + %FJ% - V(x.0)

where F) = ‘g—i and F = %—IZ and

V0 = 5 (W + CFe — F). (0

Introducing the metric expressions (4) into the action we

obtain!

1
S:/d‘lx\/—g 3 FxBlgl =T VE,

1 2 1. .
P —2T? 4+ =77 ZFT-T
T3 X( 37 T >+ b

1
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Next, varying with respect to the torsion vectors, we
obtain their equations of motion, which are algebraic,
and substitute the corresponding solutions back into
the action. In addition, we Weyl-rescale the metric as
Juv — Fx_lgw,7 going to the Einstein frame, and get (in
Planck mass units)

3(V(F/Fy)’
1+4 (FC/FX)2

1
5= [ dtov=g|;Rla - ~U(60)
( )
(8)
where U(x,¢) = V(x,¢)/F2. Introducing w = F¢/F, we
finally get the action in the form

S = /d‘*x\/fg BR[g] - (i’(f:gz) - U} .9

It is clear that the gravitational sector, apart from the
standard graviton, includes a dynamical pseudoscalar
represented by w. The potential, originally dependent
on the two independent scalars x and {, can be equiva-
lently considered as depending on the dynamical scalar
w and an additional scalar variable which remains aux-
iliary, having no kinetic term. The latter can be taken
to be x. This variable is determined by its equation of
motion %‘;’X) = 0, the solution of which, substituted

back into the action gives its final form

3(Vw)?

4 1
s= [ aevg [ ra - 2T v
(10)
For any function F' the spectrum of the theory is just the
graviton and a pseudoscalar. Different choices of F' will

result in different forms of the effective potential U.

III. MODELS

In order to proceed and study the inflationary be-
havior of the potential U(w) we need first to disentan-
gle the scalar variables. Only in the quadratic case

1 The tensorial part Tuvp, appearing in the curvature scalars
quadratically, upon variation, will yield equations of motion sat-
isfied with 7., = 0. Therefore, we might aswell set it to zero to
begin with.



F = x+ax?/2+B¢+7¢?/2+ex( the equation 6U /6y = 0
turns out to be linear in x and we can proceed to fully
determine U = (w — B8)?/4(y + af8* — 28¢). Neverthe-
less, since x is not associated with any dynamical degree
of freedom we could restrict ourselves to the case of an
Einstein-Hilbert type of term for the Ricci scalar R and
study a more general dependence of the action on the
Holst term. Next, we proceed to consider and analyze
two examples of Einstein-Cartan models that go beyond
the quadratic dependence of the curvature scalars includ-
ing cubic terms. The first is a model featuring quadratic
and cubic Holst terms, while the second is a model in-
variant under Weyl transformations with F' ~ x2g({/x)
for which ¢ is taken to be a cubic function. The aim
is to assess the influence of the cubic terms on the the
inflationary profile of these models.

A. A cubic-Holst model

Going beyond the quadratic dependence, we consider
a cubic action of the form
6% ~
RS
18 M4
(11)

R? +

1 .
S= Ml%/ d'z /=g {272—1- gT\’,-i- e

J

where we have entered explicitly the Planck scale and
have adopted a parametrization analogous to that of the
Starobinsky model in terms of two dimensionless param-
eters  and 8 and a mass scale M. In terms of the two
auxiliaries this corresponds to

FOoQ) = x+8c+ =+ 25 1)
0= X 6M2 T 9M*
The arising dynamical pseudoscalar is
w=T_pgy S 4 oC (13)
P 3M2 - 3M*

Solving (13) we obtain

M2
(=% <71+\/1+12a(w76)) (14)

The potential is

M2M?

2

14,14+ 12a (; sinh (—\/zqﬁ + sinh_1(2ﬁ)> — ﬂ)

(1 +2,/1+ 120 (; sinh <_\/§¢ + sinh_1(26)> - ﬁ))

where w has been replaced by a canonical scalar ¢, de-
fined by

o = Mp\/gsinh_l(Qw) —sinh™(28). (16)

The positivity of the expression under the root sign would
translate into a range of the field ¢. Nevertheless, the
analysis of the corresponding potential shows that a posi-
tive « eliminates the arising inflationary plateau, whereas
for @ < 0 the plateau tends to remain intact. This can
be seen from Figure la. Therefore, restricting ourselves
to negative values for a and (3, all positive values of ¢
are allowed.

For small values of |a| << 1 we may expand and obtain

(

the approximate expression

?)A;;UM% ~ <sinh <—\/§¢ + sinh1(2ﬂ)> — 2,6’)
ll -« (sinh (\/gd) + sinh_1(26)> - 26))]

(17)

2

In the next section, based on the exact potential (15), we
analyze the inflationary behavior of the model and scan
for the range of parameters that corresponds to predic-
tions in agreement with current data. Nevertheless, be-
fore closing this subsection it is worth reminding a known
fact, namely that the unmodified quadratic model in the



limit of large 8 approches the Starobinsky model [103]

Up ~ %M%,(Mﬂ)Q {(e—@ﬁ _ 1)2 + 0(1/5)} . (18)

B. A Weyl-invariant model

Weyl-invariance restricts the function F(x,¢) to be of
the form

F(x.¢) = x*9(¢/x) (19)

Following the procedure of the previous section, namely,
integrating out the torsion, we end up with an equivalent
metric action in the Einstein-frame (9) in terms of the
dynamical pseudoscalar

_ _ 9'(¢/x)
@ =R g - o)
The potential is
gl 9(¢/x) i (1)
2129(¢/x) = (¢/x)9'(¢/x)]

Note that, since only the ratio {/x appears in w and
the potential U, we could have, equivalently, used Weyl-
invariance and gauge-fixed the auxiliary scalar y to a
constant.

The simplest and known case corresponds to a
quadratic action with [55, 71, 75, 76],

a 5 B

F(x,Q) = 3x +§CQ+%XC- (22)

For this case the potential turns out to be

2
_ L a - 2 2
Ug) = T + T6/af — 7] [smh (\/gﬁbJrC) a‘|

(23)

where the canonical scalar ¢ is given by 2

o= gsinhfl(Qw) —sinh™(2v/a). (24)

Note the characteristic presence of a cosmological con-
stant. Nevertheless, perturbative and non-perturbative

2 Setting ¢ — —¢ and taking the limit of very large v/a, for which
sinh~1(2y/a) = In(4y/a), we get for v/a — oo

1 1/ _. /2 2
U(¢)z£+5(e \/34’_1)

which is just the Starobinsky model with an additional cosmo-
logical constant contribution due to the presence of x.

contributions due to quantum effects are expected to
arise and modify this term independently of the scalar
sector expressed by the rest of the potential. Adopting a
phenomenological attitude we assume that this term ac-
quires its negligible value through the above corrections,
while the rest of the potential retains its classical effective
form, and concentrate on the latter.

Let’s consider a deformation of the quadratic case, in-
troducing a parity violating cubic term, of the form?

9 = 3+ 2+ + S (@)

Note that F, = ~v( — §§—Z +ax and Fr = ﬂ(+7x+e%.
Gauge-fixing as x = 1/a, we obtain in terms of h = a(
_F. 3(v+Bhteh?)

= 26
F,  (Ba+3vh —eh?) (26)

Next, we proceed considering the case that the cubic cor-
rection is a small perturbation? |e] << O(a, 3,7), setting
h & ho + €hq, and obtain from (26) to O(e),

aw — h&(3 + who)
ho = and hy = ——= 27
"B - O7
The resulting O(e) potential is

4 (af=7?) 6 (a8 —72)%(8 —w)
The theory can be expressed in terms of a canonical field
¢, defined by

1 2 2
w = 2sinh<—\/g¢)—|—sinh1 J) (29)

In our study of inflation we shall consider the case v > 0
and € < 0. In order to facilitate the inflationary analy-
sis we reparametrize the model replacing the parameters
a, B, 7y, € with the set Vo, ¢, q1, €, defined as®

« 2
e My
(30)
72ﬂ _ e
"= T 38B =)

3 Note that the validity of the scalar representation rests on the
condition Fy > 0 and the conditions on the matrix F;;, which
are not automatic but have to be checked to hold for the range of
the parameters considered as well as for the range of the scalar
variable as indeed they do.

Perturbativity rests on the assumption that eh; << ho which
depends on the parameter range and ultimately corresponds to
eAU << Uy for the scalar potential U = Uy + eAU. This has
been tested numerically to hold comfortably for the range of
parameters considered for slow-roll inflation.

The condition Vp > 0, equivalent to g < g1 or to 42 < af3, which
is already enforced at the quadratic level as a condition on scalar
representation.

w
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FIG. 1: In 1a we have plotted the potential for the cubic model, given by eq. 15. We have used the value 5 = 70 for
the parameter of the linear Holst term, while « is the parameter of the corresponding cubic term. The scale M? is
fixed by the scalar power spectrum amplitude A, = 2.1-107°. In 1b we have plotted the potential for the
Weyl-invariant model, given by eq. 31. We have used the parameter values ¢ = 100 and ¢; = 150, while parameter €
scales the cubic correction. The parameter V; is fixed by the amplitude of the scalar power spectrum A, = 2.1-1077.

As in the case of the unperturbed model we focus on the
dynamical part of the potential U(¢) = 1/4a 4+ V(9),

namely
2
Vig) =W (sinh (\/ggb + Sinh_l(q)> - q)
g (q — sinh (—\/gqs n sinh_l(q))f] (B
_l’_
1 — ¢y 'sinh (f\/gqﬁ + sinh_l(q))

Note that in our analysis of slow-roll inflation for the
model, carried out in the next section, the chosen range
of the parameters ¢, ¢; is such that the denominator of
(31) stays non-zero for the full range of ¢.

In Figure 1 we show the potentials for the two models
for parameter values corresponding to the analyzed in-
flationary behaviour. Note that the presence of a linear
Holst term is essential for the formation of the inflation-
ary plateau [24, 26].

IV. INFLATION

We proceed to analyze the inflationary profile of the
single-field models considered in the framework of the
slow-roll approximation. We start with the scalar (P¢)
and tensor (Pr) power spectra selecting a pivot scale ky

that exited the horizon. Their expressions are

(R 1 U(¢s)
Pe(k) = As (k*> , Wwhere Ay~ 477 e (60)

and  Prp(k) ~ 2U37(j25*) <:) ;

(32)
A being the amplitude of the power spectrum of scalar
perturbations. The scalar (ns) and tensor (n:) spectral
indices given by
dInPc(k)
s—1=— "~ - 2 d
n dnk 6ey + 2ny  an
(33)
dln PT (k‘)
nyg = —
! dlnk
characterize the scale-dependence of the power spec-
tra (32). The tensor-to-scalar ratio is defined as
- Pr(k)
Pe(k)
These equations are expressed in terms of the potential
slow-roll parameters

1 (U’<¢>>2 U(e)
€y = , NMu = .

~ 16ey. (34)

2\ U(9) () (35)

The primes denote derivatives with respect the canonical
scalar field, while both slow-roll parameters are assumed

to be small (« 1) during inflation. The duration of in-
flation is measured by the number of e-folds, given by

b U(g)
N, = d
o T1(0) %

(36)
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FIG. 2: The plots (a) and (b) depict r vs ns for the cubic-Holst model for two different values of the parameter
that parametrizes the linear Holst term, while a corresponds to R3. The scale M? is fixed by the observational
value of the scalar power spectrum amplitude A, = 2.1-1077. With dark gray and light gray we denote the 1o and
20 regions respectively for Planck/BK18/BAO data set [104, 105], while the dark purple and light purple

correspond to the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data set [106, 107].
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FIG. 3: The plots (a) and (b) depict r vs ng for the cubic-Holst model for two different values of the parameter
that parametrizes the linear Holst term, while « corresponds to R3. The scale M? is fixed by the observational
value of the scalar power spectrum amplitude A, = 2.1 -107°. With dark gray and light gray we denote the 1o and
20 regions respectively for Planck/BK18/BAO data set [104, 105], while the dark purple and light purple
correspond to the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data set [106, 107].

where the end of inflation at ¢enq is determined by
€U ((bend) ~ 1.

Next, we proceed with the numerical analysis of the
observable quantities, namely, the spectral index (ny)
and the tensor-to-scalar ratio (r). The results are pre-
sented in Figures 2-6. The Figures 2-3 refer to the cubic-
Holst model and correspond to different values for the
parameter 5. This is the dimensioless parameter asso-
ciated with the linear Holst term in the action 11. For
each value of 8, we have considered selected values of

the dimensionless parameter «, associated with the cu-
bic term in accordance with the considerations discussed
in Section III. We start with the observation that for
B = 30 in the absence of the cubic term (a0 = 0) the
model fails to produce results compatible with the obser-
vational data from Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 [106, 107] as
well as from Planck/BK18/BAO [104, 105]. In this case,
agreement is achieved when || > 1072, with the opti-
mal value being |a| = 10°. Focusing in the 3-range from
O(10) to O(100), we see that as the value of 8 increases
the model can remain consistent with the observational
data, although the effect of o on the spectral index ng
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FIG. 4: The plots (a) and (b) depict r vs ng for the Weyl-cubic model for different values of the parameters ¢ and
q1, given by eq. 30. The parameter Vj is fixed by the observed value of the scalar power spectrum amplitude
A, =2.1-107?, while the parameter € scales the cubic term. With dark gray and light gray we have denoted the 1o
and 20 regions respectively for Planck/BK18/BAO data set [104, 105], while the dark purple and light purple
correspond to the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data set [106, 107].
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FIG. 5: The plots (a) and (b) depict r vs ng for the Weyl-cubic model for different values of the parameters ¢ and
q1, given by eq. 30. The parameter Vj is fixed by the observed value of the scalar power spectrum amplitude
Ay =2.1-107?, while the parameter € scales the cubic term. With dark gray and light gray we have denoted the 1o
and 20 regions respectively for Planck/BK18/BAO data set [104, 105], while the dark purple and light purple
correspond to the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data set [106, 107].

pushes the model toward the Planck/BK18/BAO region.
Nevertheless, for § = 70 and 8 = 90, the model is in
agreement with the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data for all
values of o as long as 55 < N, < 60. In general, the
presence of the R3 term tends to decrease the values of
both ng and r. For small values of 8 this helps the model
agree with the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data while as
increases, the model tends to also be consistent with the
Planck/BK18/BAO data. Let us consider next the Weyl-
invariant model, which results from the modification of
an existing in the literature quadratic model [28, 71] by

the introduction of a cubic Holst term. The results on the
numerical analysis for ny and r are shown in Figures 4-6.
Having reparametrized the model in terms of the parame-
ters ¢ and g1, we first observe that in the case case ¢ = 60
and ¢; in the range 102 to 102, the model in the absence
of the correction (i.e. for € = 0 ) fails to agree with any
of the observational data sets. In contrast, the presence
of € succeeds in bringing the model into agreement with
the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data. We focus on ¢ = 60
and ¢; = 100 and find that the best agreement with the
data is achieved when || > 8 - 1072, whereas for ¢ = 60
and q; = 103 we obtain good agreement for || > 4-1073.
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FIG. 6: r vs n, for different choice of Weyl-cubic model parameters. The parameter Vj is fixed by the observed
value A, = 2.1-107°. The parameters ¢ and q; are given by eq. 30 while the parameter € corresponds to the R?/R
term. With dark gray and light gray we denote the 1o and 20 regions respectively for Planck/BK18/BAO data
set [104, 105] while the dark purple and light purple corresponds to Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data set [106, 107].

Nevertheless, for a higher value of ¢, e.g. ¢ = 80 and still
q1 = 100 or q; = 103, the quadratic model (¢ = 0) is
consistent with the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data, while
the presence of the correction tends to push the model
toward the region favored by the Planck/BK18/BAO
data. The threshold value |¢] = 8- 1072 appears to
mark the point at which the model falls within the 1o
region. This behavior persists in the case ¢ = 100 with
¢1 = 150 or ¢; = 10% , where two limiting values can
be identified for which the model agrees with the 1o re-
gion of the Planck/BK18/BAO data, corresponding to
lef = 6-1072 and || = 4 - 1072 respectively. In gen-
eral, the presence of the cubic term in the model leads
to a decrease in both ng and r. This helps the model
agree with the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data for small
values of ¢, while for larger values, the presence of this
term pushes the model toward the region favored by the
Planck/BK18/BAO data.

V. BRIEF CONCLUSIONS

In the present article we considered the framework of
Einstein-Cartan gravity with an action S(R,R) that de-
pends on both the Ricci scalar curvature and the so-called
Holst invariant and focused on models that go beyond
a quadratic dependence on them including cubic terms
of the latter in the action. We analyzed the slow-roll
inflationary behavior of these models in relation to the
presently available observational data. Our numerical
analysis showed that in regions of parameter space where
the corresponding quadratic model fails due to excessive
increase in the predicted spectral index ng, the presence
of the cubic term can help to bring the model into agree-

ment with the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data. Neverthe-

less, there are regions where the quadratic models suc-
ceed in matching the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 data, while
the inclusion of cubic terms pushes the models toward the
region favored by the Planck/BK18/BAO data. Charac-
teristic parameter values for which the cubic model is in
very good agreement with the Planck/ACT/LB/BK18
data lie in the neighborhood of 8 = 30 and |a| > 1071,
while for the Weyl-invariant model for ¢ = 60, ¢ =
10% to 10% and |é| 2 6-1073. As a general conclusion we
state that going beyond a quadratic dependence on the
curvature scalars by the inclusion of cubic terms can have
a considerable effect either positive or negative in rela-
tion to the agreement with present observational data,
depending on parameters.

Summarizing, we may state for the cubic model that
acceptable inflation is sustained in the presence of a cu-
bic term as long as the cubic term results in a sub-
dominant correction to the potential in comparison to
the contributions of the linear and quadratic terms,
while the presence of the linear term is necessary for
arising plateau. Note also that in parametric regions
where no acceptable inflation arises by the quadratic
model, the inclusion of the cubic term can push the
corrected model into the acceptable domain. For the
Weyl-invariant model we can state that he general ten-
dency of the cubic term is to decrease the spectral index
ns. Therefore in parametric regions where the quadratic
model exhibits acceptable inflationary behavior the cu-
bic term tends to push the deformed model outside of
the acceptable domain. In contrast, in parametric re-
gions where n, lies beyond the Planck/BK18/BAO and
Planck/ACT/LB/BK18 bounds, the presence of the cu-
bic term helps the model agree with observational data.
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