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Abstract We study a single fluid component in a flat like scription of Einstein’s gravity. The theory constructeadnfr
universe (FLU) governed bf/(T) gravity theories, wher&  vierbein (tetrad) fields{h?, } instead of metric tensor fields

is the teleparallel torsion scalar. The FLU model, regaslle g,,. The metric space, however, can be constructed from
the value of the spatial curvatukeidentifies a special class the vierbein fields, so the Levi-Civita symmetric connetio

of f(T) gravity theories. Remarkably, the FLUT) gravity o |t is, also, possible to construct Weitzenbéck non-

does not reduce to teleparallel gravity theory. In large Hubsymmetric connectiofi @ ,, . The first connection has a non-
ble spacetime the theory is consistent with the inflationary ) o
universe scenario and respects the conservation principléanishing curvature tenscﬁfzﬁuv 7# 0 but a vanishing tor-
The equation of state (EoS) evolves similgrly in all modelsSion tensor‘l’é’jf, — 0, while the later is characterized by a
k=0,+1. We study the case when the torsiontensoris made . | &)

of a scalar field, which enables to derive a quintessence pg_amshlng curvature tensét, g,
tential from the obtained (T) gravity theory. The poten- torsion tensoﬂ'(f,m # 0. The combined picture could be en-
tial produces Starobinsky-like model naturally without us coded in the contracted Bianchi identity

ing a conformal transformation, with higher orders contin- i

uously interpolate between Starobinsky and quadratic-infla RM) = _T(M) _ 20 Tva,,

tion models. The slow-roll analysis shows double solutions

so that for a single value of the scalar tilt (spectral index)WhereR(F)
ns the theory can predict double tensor-to-scalar ratios
E-mode andB-mode polarizations.

= 0 but a non-vanishing

is the usual Ricci scalar, the scalar invari@fit)
is called the teleparallel torsion scalar (it will be brieity

vestigated in Sectio® and the covariant derivativel(")
is with respect to (w.r.t.) the Levi-Civita connection. The
1 Introduction variation of the left hand side w.r.t. the metric tensor pro-
vides the GR field equations. Since the last term in the iden-
The general relativity (GR) theory explained the gravity adity is a total derivative, it does not contribute to the field
spacetime curvature. This description of gravitation hs s equations, and the variation of the right hand side w.rd. th
ceeded to confront astrophysical observations for a lang.ti vierbein fields provides a set of field equations equivalent
It has predicted perfectly the perihelion shift of Mercury,to the GR that is called TEGR. Although the two theories
time delay in the solar system. Evenin the strong field regimare quantitatively equivalent at their level of the field aqu
such as binary pulsars it has amazingly predicted their otions, they are qualitatively different at the level of thei
bital decay due to gravitational radiation by the systemilg/h actions! Indeed, the total derivative term is scalar ireairi
it fails to predict the accelerating cosmic expansion wigch under diffeomorphism but not invariant under local Lorentz
evidenced by the astronomical observations of high-rédshitransformation (LLT). On the other hand, the Ricci scalar in
Type la supernovael]. The teleparallel equivalent of gen- Einstein-Hilbert action leads to a theory invariant undér d
eral relativity (TEGR) theory has provided an alternatiee d feomorphism as well as LLT. Consequently, the teleparallel

%e-mail: waleed.elhanafy@bue.edu.eg 1The Greek letters, B, ... denote the spacetime indices and the Latin
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torsion scalafl is not invariant under LLTZ]. The absence view the teleparallel geometry and theT ) gravity theories.

of local Lorentz symmetry in TEGRction will not be re-  In Section3, we use the modified version of the Friedmann
flected in the field equations, so it does not worth to worryequations according td(T) gravity to describe a FLU. In
about it. However, the presence of the total derivative ternsection4, we discuss the physical and cosmological conse-
is crucial when consider thiT ) extension of TEGRJ, 4].  quences of the obtained results. In SecBpwe assume the

The telleparallel geometry has received attentions in théase when the torsion tensor is made of a scalar field. This
last decade. However, this geometry has been used very eghables to construct an exact inflation model powered by a
lier in 1920s to unify gravity and electromagnetism by Ein-quintessence like field sensitive to the spacetime symmetry
stein [b]. After this trial the geometry has been developed!n addition, it enables to induce a generalized Starobinsky
[6-8]. Later, successful extensions to Einstein’s work al-potential from the obtained(T) gravity theory. In Section
lowed a class of theories with a quadratic torsion in La-6, we study possible solutions of the slow-roll parameters
grangian densityg-11]. Other trials to obtain a gauge field Of this theory. We discuss testable predictions of the theor
theory of gravity using the teleparallel geometry have show according to the recent released Planck and BICEP2 data
a great interestl[2-16]. Recent developments attempted a[57-59. The work is summarized in Sectiah
global approach by using arbitrary moving frames instead
of the local expressions in the natural badig, [18]. Also,
it worths to mention other developments to the teleparalle?
geometry by imposing Finslerian properties to this geomet-:

. . . In what follows, we give the structure of Weitzenbock 4-
rical structure 19-21]. Actually, this geometry provides an space. It is described as a paM, hy), whereM is a 4-
alternative tool for deeper studies of the gravity. pace. P&, Na).

) ) ) i dimensional smooth manifold artg, (a=0,---,3) are 4-
An interesting variant of the TEGR is the Born-Infeld- o411y independent vector (vierbein) fields defined glob-
modified teleparallel gravity. Within this framework thekya ally on M. Consequently, théh| := deth¥) is nonzero. The

cosmic accelerqtion (inflation) could be accounted for Witl’\/ierbein fields and their dual coframes are orthonormal, i.e
no need to an inflaton field2p, 23]. Another remarkable hah2 = 5} andha“hg — b, whered is the Kronecker ten-

Vfiri_ant on generalizationg of TEGR_ are_ thél_-) theorigs sor. The metric space can be constructed from the vierbein
similar to the f(R) extensions of Einstein-Hilbert action. fieldsgyy := rlabhauhbv wheren, = diag1, —1,—1, 1) is
Within this new class of modified gravity theories a partic-y,a Minkowski metric for the tangent space, so the Rieman-

ular form has been proposed to explain the late-time €084 geometry is recovered. It s, also, possible to constru
mic speeding up without dark energy (DE)M27]. As is Weitzenbdck nonsymmetric connection
well known thatf(R) theories are conformally equivalent

to Einstein-Hilbert action plus a scalar field. In contréise, [ “uv == h%udvha® = —ha%dyh%, 1)

f(T) theories cannot be conformally equivalent to TEGRwhereaV _ %_ The Weitzenbdck space is characterized by

plus a scalar field48]. Short period these pioneering studies ¢ vanishina of the vierbein’s covariant derivative, i.e.

have been followed by a large number of papers exploring

different aspects of th&(T) gravity in astrophysicsJ9-40] O 2y = dyha” + My ha! =0, 2)

and in cosmology41-50]. Some applications show interest- yhere the covariant derivativé” is w.r.t. the Weitzenbock

ing results, €.g. avoiding the big bang singularity by prése - connection. So this property identifies auto parallelism or

ing a bouncing solutiordll, 57]. Also, a graceful exitinfla-  4pso|ute parallelism condition. As a matter of fact, HE)

tionary model within thef (T) cosmology has been argued operatoris not covariant under local Lorentz transforovei

in [53]. A recent promising variant is the modified teleparal—(LLT) S0O(3, 1) allowing all LLT invariant geometrical quan-

lel equivalent of Gauss-Bonnet gravity and its applicaion ijies to rotate freely in every point of the spa&g] In this

[54-56]. sense, the symmetric metric (10 degrees of freedom) cannot
Spatially flat universe (SFU), i.e~0, isused widely in  predict exactly one set of vierbein fields; then the extra six

the literature seeking for consistency with cosmic observadegrees of freedom of the 16 vierbein fields need to be fixed

tions. However, recent observations by Planck satellige su in order to identify exactly one physical frame. The frames

gest, also, an open universe as a reliable mdgigl Dnthe  h, are called the parallelization vector fields. It can be shown

other hand, the smallness of the curvature density paranthat the teleparallelism conditior2)(implies the metricity
eter cannot be covered by SFU assumption. In the present

R B : iy o
study, instead of restrict ourselves to SFU, we impose FL onditionUg "guy = 0. The Weitzenbdck connectiof)(is
assumptions into the modifiet{T) Friedmann equations. curvature free while it has torsion tensor. The torsioand
This model identifies a hidden classffT) gravity theories thz_cortnortlorK tensor fields of type (1,2) in spacetime co-
that cannot be covered by assuming a SFU. The rest of thfdinates are
paper is structured as follows: In Sectignwe briefly re-  T%,, =%, — % =hy® (duhav B 5vhau) , 3)

Extended Teleparallel Gravity



KAV, 7% (THY o — TVHy — Ty ). (4) 3.1 Modified Friedmann equations

In the teleparallel space one may define three Weitzenbodkpplying the f(T) field equationsg) to the FRW universe
invariants:ly = T9* Ty, l2 = T Tyqy andlz =TTy, (9), assuming an isotropic perfect fluid the energy-momentum
whereT? = T, %Y. We next define the invariafit = Al; +  tensor takes the for@," = diag(p, —p, —p,—p). Thef(T)

Bl, +Cl3, whereA, B andC are arbitrary constant§()]. For  field equations&) read

the valuesA = 1/4,B = 1/2 andC = —1 the invarianfl 0 1 5

o - ° _— =0y = —(f+12H“f7). 10

is just the Ricci scalaR("), up to a total derivative term as p 0 1671( + 7) (10)

mentioned in Sectiot; then a teleparallel version of gravity 1

equivalent to GR can be achieved. The teleparallel torsiog — @(G)M) - = [(f + 12H2f.|.) +4|_'|(fT _ 12H2fTT)

scalar is given in the compact form 4k16"

T:=T%SH, (5) - g(fTJrlZHZfTT) : (11)

where the superpotential tensgy*" is defined as where(a) identifies the spatial coordinate running from 1,
w1l U By v B .., 3andH (:=a/a) is the Hubble parameter, the dot denotes

S = > (K at0aTp—04T B) ’ (6)  the derivative w.r.t. cosmic time Equations 10) and (1)

are the modified Friedmann equations in th@) gravity.

which is skew symmetric in the last two indices. Similar to = ) o -
Substituting from the vierbeird] into (5), we get the torsion

the f(R) theory one can take the action BfT) theory as

) scalar
. M _
L (M, @p) = / [h| [%"f(T)Jrfm((DA)} d*x, (7 T_ 6k — 6a2
. -
whereM,, is the reduced Planck mass, which is related to — —6H2(1+Qk), (12)
the gravitational constar® by M, = /hc/8nG. Assum- _ K )
ing the units in whictG = ¢ = A= 1, in the above equation WNerek = — is called the curvature density parame-

Ih| = /=g and®, are the matter fields. The variation @ ter. In_above, _the modified(T) Friedmann equations might
w.r.t. the tetrad field®, requires the following field equa- show interesting results since the first round brackel i (

tions [24] is the additive inverse ofl(Q). This provides a good chance
to hunt a cosmological constant like matter perfectly, & th
SV 0T fr7 + |hh?,0, (hha¥ SpPY) — T"A“Sa‘”‘} fr  extraterms of{1) vanish. However, these terms enable evo-
1 lutions away from the cosmological constant. By careful
*15)1’1‘ = —4me,", (8)  look to (11) we find that these extra quantities can be split

5 into a freek term andk dependent terf Taking the SFU
wheref = f(T), fr = %(TT), frr = ﬁdng) and@," isthe  assumption leads to disappearance of the last terrhl (
energy-momentum tensor. then the chance for hunting cosmological constant like DE

is by taking the highly restrictive conditidf = 0 or by tak-
ing its coefficientfr — 12H2frt = 0. Since we are deal-
3 Cosmological Modifications off (T) ing within the SFU framework, hence the teleparallel tor-

We first assume that our universe is an isotropic and homo> " scalar12) can be related to Hubble parameterby-

geneous, which directly gives rise to the tetrad field given_GHZ- Only the SFU identifies a particular classfdf) U
by Robertson§1]. This can be written in spherical polar +/T. In this article we take a different path allowing evolu-

coordinatet, r, 8, ) as follows: tion away from the cosmological constant without assuming
1 0 0 0 spatial flatness, but enforcing the evolution to be flat like
0 Lisin6cosp Lpcosfcosp—arvksing  Lpsing+4rvkcoss cosp model.
da(t) dra(t) 4ra(t)sin@
hat) = Lisin@sing Lpcosfsing+4rvkeosp Lo cosp—4rvkcosdsing ,
0
da(t) dra(t) 4ra(t)sinf
o Licose —~Lpsing vk 3.2 Searching for a flat like universe
4a(t) dra(t) at)

©) Most cosmological models assume SFU models seeking for

wherea(t) is the scale factot,; =4+ kr2andL, = 4—kr2, @ perfect match with cosmological observations. As a mat-
The tetrad 9) has the same metric as FRW metric ter of fact, taking the spatial flatness as a firm prediction
of inflation is not quite accurate. It is easy to show that the

dr? smallness of2 can be a reflection df < a?H? as expected

ds? = dt? — a2(t) | ———
® 1—Zkr2

+r2d62 4 r2sir?(0)d¢? | .

20ne should note thaft(T) may contairk dependent quantities.



at early universe. It has been shown that even with a relasshould depend on the choiceloin its final form. Substitut-
tively large curvature parameter one can gain all advastageng from (17) into (12) we get the torsion scalar

of inflation. On the other hand, it has been shown that the 5 212

curvature density parameter averageé®| < 0.15at Io  T(t) = 6K[3 — 2Ho(t — to)|> — 145835H3 (18)
confidence §2]. Moreover, it has been shown that the so- 27a3[3 — 2Ho(t —to)]?

called modifieo_l growth param_eters are cqrrelated vyith th%ubstituting from{7) into (15) and expanding the exponen-
curvature density parameter with a recognizable deviation -, 4roundt — 0; then thef (T) is obtained as a function of
|Qk| > 0.05, which leads some to conclude that the spatiaj _¢

curvature must be included in the analysis with other cosmo-

logical parameterdig, 48, 63, 64]. Recalling thef (T) mod- f(t) = °° cnt”, (19)
ified Friedmann equationd Q) and (L1), we allow the fluid n;)

to evolve away from the cosmological constant like fluid re-
gardless the value . Instead of taking the constraint of ¢
the SFU model, we assume the vanishing of the coefficierﬁ1
of kin (11) so that

wherec, are constant coefficients consist of the set of con-
ants{k,ap,to,Ho,A,A}. The zeroth term of19) derives

e Friedmann equationd@ and (1) to produce the cos-
mological constant DE, so fixes the value of the coefficient
a2ty + 128277 = 0. (13)  Co to the cosmological constant. We 8gi\/g examplgs g\h‘:he
The FLU model ansatZ1@) identifies a hidden special class coefficientsco =, 1 = —27oHoA k- %’ 2= _% -
of f(T) gravity theories which cannot be covered by tak-%ﬁi’\kz, ... etc, whererg = tg + 2_30 The higher orders

ing SFU model. The solution ofl@) is not easy in non-flat of the expansion in1(9) produce the evolution away from

models. AIsp, '_t worths to mention t.hat this tregtment CaNthe cosmological constant. EquatiolB8( enables to write
not b,e .applled.m the ,TEGR theory, |.é(:T) =T, since thg the time mathematically in terms of the torsion scalar, i.e.
coefficient ofk in (11) is a constant. So it would not provide 3/6/2

us with a condition similar to1(3) for examining a FLU. In t=To+ 7 + O(5); then we reexpresd) in terms of

this case one is obliged to assume a global spatial flatne§ae torsion scalar as inverse power lawTos®

by puttingk = 0 to study flat universe model. Thus we ex- © 4

pect that the FLU treatment enables to study gravity beyond(T) O Z)—%, (20)

the TEGR or GR domains. AB(T) in FRW spacetime is a =0V

function of timef (T — t), one easily can show that wherea, are known constant coefficients consist of the same
- N set of constants similar to the coefficienfs The above ex-

fr=1/T, fro=(TF-T1)/T° (14) pression shows that(T) does not reduce to TEGR as ex-

Substituting from {4) into (13), then solve tof (T —t) we  Pected so that it describes a non ordinary matter. Accord-

get: ingly, we cannot assume a fixed EoS as in the classical cases.

But it is more convenient to consider the case of the time de-

pendent EoS corresponds to the contribution of the dynam-

ical evolution of thef(T) to the density and pressure. We

gummarize the FLU model as below:

K2+ (3da—582)k+2a2a2 + 43— 7asa+a 4 a2

ft)=A+A /ef aa(da—a2+k) dt, (15)

whereA andA are integration constants. We later show tha
the constant\ can be perfectly interpreted as cosmological(a) In the GR theory, a fixed value of the equation of state

constant. In order to reduce _the depe_ndgnc&k,ome fol- (EoS) parametery := p(a(t))/p(a(t)), is entered to the
low the same ansata ) by taking a vanishing value of the Friedmann equations as an input; then the scale factor
coefficient ofk. So, in the above equation, we take a(t) is obtained as an outpui.
3aa— 582 = 0, (16) (b) In the f(T) theories, a fixed EoS parameter in addition
to a scale factoa(t) are entered to the Friedmann equa-
by solving fora(t) we get the scale factor tions as inputs; then af(T) is obtained as an output.
32 (c) In this work which is governed by thig T) framework,
a(t) = ag { 3 ] (17) we introduce two conditions (the FLU model assump-
3—2Ho(t —1o) ' tions, (L5) and (L6)) as inputs; then we get a scale factor

a(t), f(T) and a dynamical EoS parameteft) as out-

whereag is an arbitrary constant of integration, with an ini- .
puts.

tial conditionHp = H (tp). One should mention that the scale
factor is mdependent of the choicelafOn the other hand, 3We give thef (T) in terms of the torsion scalar to explore ther) in
we do not expect or accept that the three world mokiels  jts ysual form. But all the calculations in this work are penfied using
0,+1 to be completely coincide, then the functibfT —t)  the time dependent forni9).



In the (c) case, the FLU constrains the scale faatoyand tioned in Subsectior8.2, there is a good chance to hunt
f(T) by the model assumptions. These assumptions allowegative pressure matter in tHé¢T) framework with ex-
density and pressure to reformulate accordingly as funstio pected deviation from the cosmological constant behaviour
of time. So itis not convenientto add an extra condition, e.gWe now examine the nature of this single-fluid component
assuming a fixed EoS. Whereas the EoS in the FLU modeind its possible evolution. Usind@ and (1), we get a
should be treated as a time dependent output parameter, itene dependent EoS parametes = p/p). The dynami-
w(t) = p(t)/p(t), this grantees a consistent system of Fried-cal behaviour shows a similar asymptotic behaviour regard-
mann equations. Actually, the only thing that we have tdess the universe is flat or not. It is only affected by the
worry about, inf(T) of cosmological applications, is ob- order of expansion of1©9). We need to mention that the
taining compatible(t) and f (T) [46]. It worths to mention  fn(t) = co+Cyt +Cot? + ... + ot shows that the leading term
that the fine tuning problem facing DE models with a con-fy(t) = co = A producing an EoS as a constant function of
stant equation of state can be alleviated if we assume théime w(t) = —1, which describes the cosmological constant
the EoS is time dependent, e.g. quintessence mo@Bls [ DE perfectly. However, the value &f does not necessarily
So one should think of this model as quintessence modelarge as we will see later. We choose initial conditions to fit
rather than classical cosmological models. with the early universe, by taking a tiny initial scale facto
combined with a large initial Hubble constant at Planck time
to = t». When the first order correction is taken into consid-
eration, the EoS approaches— —7/9 ast — t;, where

tr >t is time large enough at which the EoS gets its fi-

In this Section, we perform a <_:osmo|og|.cal study of.the I:I‘Unal steady phase. While the second order correction allows
model to examine its capability to obtain the cosmic evolu-,

tion. In addition. we study it nsistency with the Fried the EoS to evolve up toy — —5/9 ast — t;. We conclude
mo ﬁn a i On ' T?\ S IgR{N S €0 Stifne t%yt i 5 m z 'bthat the series of thé(t) up to the second order correction
ann equations. The spacetime that IS governed By, < not allow the EoS to crossover= 0 at anytime. These

f(T) gravity can be determlned by a scale facui) and cases oh=0,1,2 are useful to describe the very early uni-
an f(T) form. As we mentioned before that the scale fac-

tor (17) is independent ok, while the f(t), namely @9), verse.
depends otk as it should be. This allows to study different
evolution scenarios according to the choicekpssuming
that the FRW universe is filled with a single fluid componen
given by (L0) and (1), we examine the cosmic evolution as
follows.

4 Cosmic Evolution

We give the modeh = 3 more attention as it produces
{an excellent agreement with the acceptable cosmic evolu-
tion scenario, see the plots of FigureAlthough, we used a
single-fluid component, its dynamical evolution allows the
EoS parameter initially to start frorw < —1 (phantom).
The evolution of the EoS shows almost the same behaviour
4.1 The large Hubble-spacetime in the three models. Then it evolves to pressureless cold

dark matter (CDM) ¢ = 0), radiation o = 1/3) and possi-

We study the largéd-regime, i.e. at early time universe. ply stiff-matter @ = 1), while it shows a quintessence fate
The Hubble parameter corresponds to the scale fat®@r ( w— —1/3 ast — t; in all models. This shows a unique ori-

is given by gin of early and late cosmic accelerating expansion. So we
H 3Ho 21 find that the third order correction is the most physical sce-
"~ 3—2Hp(t—to)’ (21) nario. In the cases of > 4, we have a physical motivation to

where the modified Friedmann equations are symmetric urstudy the series up to= ° only as '.the EoS of higher order
dera— —a. We easily find that the universe is always ac-Producesw > 1 asymptotically which represents unknown

celerating as the deceleration parameter —% = —5/3. matter so far.
Nevertheless, the matter densityO) of this theory in the
large H-spacetime is given ap — 14— (/\ + (Eﬁ—m‘)
which agrees with the predictions of the vacuum densit
with a correction term. This is consistent with the inflation
ary universe scenario at this stage.

We find that the EoS asymptotic behaviour increases by

quantized valug as{—1, —§, —3, ...} as then-th order
Increases by unity in the seriekdj. It worths to mention that
the FLU model shares the quintessence models an important
result, a dynamical EoS. In addition, the theory predicts si
ilar evolutions at early time in the three modé&ls- 0, +1.
4.2 Single-fluid equation of state Moreover, it forces the flat/non-flat models to have idemtica

behaviours at a later time. Thus, the FLU model succeeds

In this f(T) theory, we assume only a single fluid com-to describe an effectively flat solution without imposing a
ponent to describe the matter of the universe. As we merglobal vanishing sectional curvature by takig 0.



(S e yeere— lution, and (iii) satisfies the continuity equation so Fried
iphase mann. Itis well known that the scalar field plays the key role
7\ radiation in the quintessence models to interpret the inflation stage a
*\_ phase . . .
N dust phase early universe. On the other hand, the torsion plays the main
D o= role in the teleparallel geometry. We next consider the role
R Quintessence limit of the torsion as added value quality of the spacetime when
i formed by a scalar field and its role at the early universe

/ A dark energy t| me.

,1 T
/ : Phantom
* phase

L —— k=+1 . .
= — 0 5 Torsion Potential
NE L k=-1
0 2.x10%4.x10° 6.x1078.x10° 1.x 10" In order to get the idea of the torsion potential, we first

! discuss the physical meaning of the connection coefficients

Fig. 1 The EoS up taO(t®) evolution: The solid line represents the as the displacement field. So we ugg {0 reexpress the
evolution in the flat space, while the dot and dash lines sgprethe  \\ejtzenbéck connectiori) as

evolution in the open and closed models, respectively. Tais ghow

almost the same initial phantom state and the same quintesse- M= F“\/p +KHyp. (23)
haviour fate, which is in agreement with the expected eimiun the

FLU model. The initial conditions are taken to fit with an gaime By careful look to the above expression of the new dis-

Z:gjefgo =10% Ho=10Cs L to=tn =10 "5 A=10"s2  yacement field, it consists of two terms. The first is the
- Levi-Civita connection which consists of the gravitatibna
potential (metric coefficientsy,y) and its first derivatives
w.r.t. the coordinates. Where the second term is the contor-
tion which consists of the tetrad field and its first derivasiv
w.r.t. the coordinates. In this sense we find the first term con
altributes to the displacement field as the usual attractiraefo
of gravity, while the second term contributes as a force too.

v f Fried " LW : thWhile equation of motion tells that this force is repulsive
rectly from Friedmann equations as usual. We examine f66]. Now we can see how teleparallel geometry adds a new
validity of the Friedmann equations for this model. Actu-

. . . uality (torsion or contortion) to the spacetime allowirg r
ally, the case of the cosmological constant with a fixed Eo% y( ) P ®9

. ) : ulsive side of gravity to showup.
parameterd = —1) that is required to describe the acceler- ¢ y P
ating universe, one cannot get an evolutionary scenario for
this dark component. In addition, its continuity equation 5.1 Torsion potential of a scalar field

p+3H(p+p) =0, (22) We consider here the physical approach to construct the tor-
shows thap = 0, i.e. density is constant. Nevertheless, thesion from a scalar fielg (x). In the view of the above discus-
density should decreases as universe expands. This confliien, we can treat the contortion in the Weitzenb&ck connec-
implies a continuous creation of matter in order to keep thdion (23) as a force. Accordingly, it is required to construct
density of the expanding universe constant. This case is sinthe contortion (or torsion) from a tensor and it first-order
ilar to the steady state cosmology which breaks the conseflerivatives. Then, this tensor now plays the role of the po-
vation principle. This problem vanishes as a consequence gntial of the torsion. We follow the approach that has been
assuming a dynamical EoS as in our case here of the FLBroposed by§7], by introducing sixteen fieldg', that are
model. In thisf(T) theory, we use one fluid component to called ‘torsion potential”. These fields form a quadruplet
describe the evolution of the universe, with a negative-pregdasis vectors, so we write the following linear transforma-
sure matter dominating most of different epochs during théion:
early timg evolution. Moreover, we geF a ponservative Uni'ha = th,d), he — taudx“, (24)
verse. This can be obtained by substituting frdii) (and
(19) into (10) and (L1), which shows that the continuity the t(_)rsion potential#, and its inverse are satisfying the
equation is always verified up to any order of expansion ofonditions:
(19). t =deftha) #0, tHat?, = o}, tHatP, = 3P (25)

We summarize the results of Sectidras follows: The
FLU model (i) is consistent with inflationary scenario uni-
verse, (i) has dynamical EoS parameter allows cosmic evoF“ ;, = t%, (dut?, — out?y) . (26)

4.3 Conservative universe
As mentioned in the introduction of the present Section th

we extract a scale factot ) and anf (T) (19) as solutions
of two assumptionsl) and (L6) of the FLU model, not di-

Finally, this enables to express the torsion&§ [
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The torsion potentidl, can be reformed by a physical scalary \/%T” does not reduce to TEGR theory of the ordinary
vector or tensor fields. This may have a great interest imnatter. This is in agreement with the inflationary epoch wher
physical applications. Now we take the case when the torthe matter contribution can be negligible. Accordingly, we

sion potential is formed by a scalar figpdx) by taking consider the Lagrangian density of a homogeneous (real)
o, = 5§e\/3/_2¢, N 6§‘e*\/372¢, 27) scalar fieldg in potentialV (¢)

1
whereg is a non-vanishing scalar field. Then the torsion and%¢ = %9 ot —V(¢9). (32)

the contortion4) can be reexpressed respectively as where the first expression iB2) represents the kinetic term

T = V/3/2(3] dud — 57 0v0), (28) ofthe scalar field, as usual, wh\& ¢ ) represents the poten-
tial of the scalar field. The variation of the action w.r.teth

w o _/ Vakg — gHoH
K™ 3/2(6"0 ¢~ %0 ¢)’ (29) metric g,y enables to define the energy momentum tensor
wheredH¢ = gt%d,¢. The above expressions have beenas
used in order to formulate a theory of the electromagnetism 1

minimally coupled to torsion and satisfies gauge invarianceqw = Eau‘P 0"¢—g"".%. (33)
and minimal coupling principles6B-71]. Using (6), (28
and @9), the teleparallel torsion scalds)(can be written in
terms of the scalar field as

T =—-99,¢ 04¢. (30) P = %¢2+V(¢)7 Py = %¢2—V(¢)- (34)

The variation w.r.t. the scalar field reads the scalar field de
sity and pressure respectively as

The above treatment shows that the torsion acquires dynanihe Friedmann equatiori) of the non-flat models in ab-
ical properties and it propagates through space. It woaths tsence of matter becomes

mention that the energy momentum tensor of a free scalar, gm /1, Kk
field represents a source of the dynamical torsion in thpweH -3 (5"5 +V(¢)> T2

allel description of gravity 72], which is not in agreement Usi Dt task to show that continuit i
with the common belief that the spin matter only can pro- sing @4) itis an easy task to show that continuity equation

duce torsion]5. One should mention here that same results(zz) redyce§ o the KIem-Qordon equ-at|on of homogeneous
can be achieved by combining the conformal transformatioﬁ’Calar field in the expanding FRW universe

of the tetrad field$; — e?h#y andh®, — e ?h? inad-  §+3HP+V/(¢) =0, (36)
dition to the so-called Einsteih-transformation (projective
transformation) of the connection coefficienf8[74] as

(35)

where the prime denotes the derivative w.r.t. the scalat fiel
¢. In conclusion, equation3Q) enables to define a scalar
Mo — %y — 07 0u¢. (31) field sensitive to the vierbein field, i.e. the spacetime sym-

Actually, this approach, indeed, has a geometrical framer-net_ry' In addi_tion, equatiorsf) enables to_ evaluate an ef-
work as well. Where the connection is assumed to be a Semflgctlve potential from the adopteidT) gravity theory. The

symmetric one, this case has been studied by many autho'tgfipping from the torsion contribution to scalar field fusfill
c.f. [75] the Friedmann and Klein-Gordon equations. So the treat-

ment meets the requirements to reformulate the torsion con-
tribution in terms of a scalar field without attempting a con-

5.2 Gravitational quintessence model formal transformation.

It is well known that the cosmic inflation is powered by a _ . .
scalar fieldg. On the other hand, the cosmological appli-5-3 Generalized Starobinsky potential bT)

cations off(T) gravity show strong evidences of a cosmic

inflation. So there must be a link between these two descriﬁ-n the foIIowmg treatmem, we take the simple case ‘_Jf the
tions, we see that equatioBQ) provides this link as the flat space universk = 0 in order to compare the obtained

teleparallel torsion scalar appears as a gradient of arscalf£sults to the s_tandard treatment of the scalar field theory i
field. So it acquires dynamical properties and propagate&2Smology. Using1s), (30) we get

through space. Also, equatioBQ) enables us to map the |, 3/2

density and pressure contributions in the Friedmann equa?— - (t—10)?’ (37)
tions into the scalar fieldo(— pg, p — py). This leads to
reformulate the Friedmann equations of the torsion comirib
tion as an inflationary background in terms of the scalar fiel

¢. As mentioned before the FLU model provide§T) 0 ¢ = o+ v6/2In(t — 1), (38)

whererty is as given in Subsectidh?2 Integrating the above
éaquation we write the scalar fiefdas
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andgo = ¢ (to) is a constant of integration. The above equa+his theory we obtained a power series potentiaof 2/3¢

tion allows to express the tintemathematically in terms of where ¢ represents the inflaton field. So the theory may

the scalar fieldp. So all the dynamical expressions can becover different classes of inflationary models. We next ex-

expressed in terms of the scalar field. amine the potentials correspond to the order of the expan-
The relation between the scalar fiellsnd¢ has to be  sjon of (19). In this way, and with the help of the evaluated

investigated. Usingl(8) and @8) we can express the torsion EoS induced by the fluidlQ) and (L1), we might be able to

scalar fieldT in terms of the scalar field as compare these potentials to the already known inflaton po-
T(¢) = —2—7ei2\/%(¢*¢0). (39) tgnt|als. Th_etrlple (15_))., E(_)S and 42 would gnable us to
2 give a physical classification of these potentials.

As is well known at the strong coupling condition the infla-
ton field is related to the canonical scalar fi€doy [76] 5.4.1 The Vp-model

¢ = i\/glogﬂ. (40)  The modified Friedmann equatiori€} and (L1) of the f(T)
gravity theories pay attention to the choicefdT ) = congt.

s it acts perfectly as the cosmological constant. Thisds ex

actly the case here, when assuming the zeroth ordérf (

solution. We first evaluate the above mentiotréple as

Comparing the above equation with the teleparallel torsio
(39) we get the transformation = —& Q2 where the con-
stant¢o can be absorbed in the coefficiégntThis indicates
that the teleparallel torsion scalar might play a role samil

to the canonical scalar field normally used in scalar-tensofo(T) = A, (43)
theories of gravitation. Also, usind.7) and (9), the pres- w = —1, (44)
sure (L1) can be reexpressed in terms of the scalar fgeld A 3
Vo = 4 1 2e2V/2/3(9-00) 4
as 0= Ten 2 ’ (45)
Py = _A —AS B "V2/30-¢o) (41) Where—w < ¢ < oo, Itis clear thatfo(T) acts perfectly
16m n; as cosmological constant DA DE) with EoSw = —1. A

wheref, are known constant coefficients. Similarly, we cangeneric potential of this type can be obtained by adding a
evaluate the scalar field densitg4j. With simple calcula- constant to exponential potential (power law inflationg se
tions one can find that the continuity equation of the scalaFigure2(a) We will see later this potential pattern is rec-
field still valid. Substituting from37) and @1) into (34, we ~ 0mmended to perforre andB modes of the power spec-
evaluate the potential of the scalar figidas trum polarization. The first term i) is the vacuum en-

ergy density (cosmological constant) of the false vacuum
V($)=Vo+A Z)Bnein\/%(‘pf%)’ (42) sp?i)::etime,)\//vﬁile the sgcond term as)sociated to the vacuum
i potential represents a phase transition potential draggim
whereVp = -+ %ez\/%("”%). The higher orders contri- universe away from false vacuum & 0 state) to a true vac-
bution in @2) are due to the order of expansion of th@)  uum (¢ # O state) at its minimum effective potential. How-
which allow different potential types of slow-roll inflatio  ever, the EoS stillapy = —1 during the whole stage. Now, we
models. So we find that both kinetic and potential energiefvestigate the phase transition potential 4®)( Using the
are formed from the teleparallel torsion ah@ ) gravity, re-  relation @0) we write theVy potential in terms the canonical
spectively. It is well known that the scalar field potentiél o scalar field as
the cosmic inflation has many different forms according t 2

) . 0 01/Q2,

the assumed model, e.g. polynomial chaotic, power law, nat-
ural, intermediate, ... etc. In this work, we provide anothe which gives an inverse square law potential. This type of po-
approach to construct the potential from thel) gravity tentials represents the original class of quintessenadsfiel
theory. According to the order of expansion of the potentialndeed, the later expression shows a minimum effective po-
(42), this gives either Starobinsky-like inflation mod@r],  tential only atQ > 0 or Q < 0 with a potential barrier at
where the potential blows up ét< 0 and inflation can oc- Q = 0, while @5) allows the full range-c < ¢ < . But
cur only atg > 0, or it gives a quadratic-like inflation model as the inflation occurs only in a single plateau, then the two
where the potential allows inflation to occur at bgthc 0 expression are identical ét> 0.
and¢ > 0. This will be discussed in more details as below.

5.4.2 The V;3-model

5.4 Classified torsion scalar potentials We take the expansions up to the first order givingttiyge

In the previous Subsection we applied a new technique to; (T)=A— agA 8_1Jr 243/6 (46)
induce the scalar potentiat2) by the f(T) gravity (19). In HZ1S | 8 1610v/—T |’



netic energy. This allows the EoS to evolve aboveAlzE
value by 29, i.e.c — —7/9, which is in agreement with
the previous results of Subsectiér2 Moreover, the poten-
tial V1 reduces to/yp whereA = 0. However, the nonvan-
ishing values ofA show interesting patterns, there plots ap-
pear in Figure(b), they predict similar behaviours ét> 0
where the potentials are nearly flat at the false vacupiea (

0) slowly rolls to its effective minimum at the true vacuum
(¢ #0). At ¢ <0, the potentials predict different behaviours
according to the value of. At very small negative or posi-
tive values ofA the potentials are nearly flat. The large pos-
itive A produces Starobinsky-like model where the potential
blows up exponentially. Nevertheless, the large negative
turns the potential to a quadratic-like model.
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5.4.3 The V,-model
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’, With higher order expansion we have thé&sple

2\ |243 1215/6 2187
fz(T) = - —:g 3 _8 + - 2 ’ (49)

213 1610v/—T  8TZT
tlm w = —5/9, (50)

200000

2
A [ 243 315 .\ /373(6-4o)
Vo=Vo— 92— |~ + e 0
Y 2= 03 [1287T+ 64
135/T0 2,/273(¢-40)
~400000 e 0 . 51
-1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 + 647-[ ( )
]
® n=5 This case still in the quintessence range where> —5/9.

The potentiaV, reduces td/ at the limitA — O where the

kinetic dominates over the potential. On the other hafad,

reduces to the original Starobinsky potential where kineti
L energy is negligible during the inflation. The Starobinsky

g pattern is clear in Figur(c) in the casel > 1 where the

of f— potential is dominant. The non-vanishing valuesiopro-

’ duce almost the same behaviourgat- 0, while they pro-

duce different behaviours gt < 0. In contrast to th&, the

TSR AT AT e large negativa allows Starobinsky-like model to dominate
(9) n=6 (h)y n=7 the ¢ < 0 epoch while the large positive turns the poten-

tial to a quadratic-like model, see Figw2éc), at¢ < 0. Its

Fig. 2 Schematic plots of the scalar field potentials according toplot shows two different minima allowing inflation in both
the order of expansion of th&(T) function. The set of parameters 6]>0

{to,a0,Ho,A\} are taken as in Figuré. The blue solid lines are for | | > V.

A > 1, the blue dash lines are for<0A < 1, the red dot lines are for

0> A > —1 and the red solid lines are far< —1. 5.4.4 The V3-model

2.x10°

tan? w = —7/9, (47) We study one more case where thigle are given by
f

Jr —
8  1610v/—T 412T

2
’ a3A |513 3645/6 6561
ao)\ 81 63/T0 —/2/3(6—d0) f3(T) =N—- [
Vi =Vo— % o\ . (4 273
10T 2 | 128 T e © (48) HoTo

L o ~10935/6 (52)
Thefl(T) O 7T Wh|ch is usually used to |dent|fy.the_CDM. 716@@ 5
In this model, the additional terms of the potential given )
lim w; = —1/3, (53)

by (48), contribute to decrease the potential relative to the Kit—t;
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@) [513 945/T0 /2736 40) tials at¢ < 0 with different details as mentioned above. It

H2t3 |128m  64m is known that theB-mode polarization excludes the small

2 3 tensor-to-scalar ratio models such as Starobinsky mé@g! [

+ %eﬁmw*%) + %873\/2/_3“’7%) - In contrast, the Planck data restricts the tensor-to-statia
to be small so it excludes inflationary models such as large-
field inflation models with a single monomial ter®i7 58].
The evolution of the EoS for this case has been studied iin this theory, we find that the inflationary potential inte+p
this work in Subsectiod.2. The interest in this case is mo- lates between these two different classes of inflation. @hes
tivated by the study of the so-called “tracker field" when as+esults lead us to investigate the inflationary parametighgw
suming the inflation ends a; — —1/3 [78]. The potential  this theory.
V3 reduces td/yp whenA vanishes, its nonvanshing values
show general behaviours similarp. Whereas, Figur(d)
shows that, in particular for large negati¥ethe false vac- 6 Single-scalar Field with Double Slowly-rolling
uum is separated by a broad barrier. However, the top of th8olutions
barrier is quite flat. The decay of the false vacuum is fol-
lowed by slow-roll inflation allowing a tunneling event from Assuming that the inflation epoch is dominated by the scalar
the high energy false vacuum. We find this model fulfills thefield potential only. The slow-roll models define two param-
requirements of 9] to perform well fitting bothE-mode  eters as

andB-mode polarizations. . 1 /V\?2 1V
T 16m\V )’ T 8m\V

These parameters are called slow-roll parameters. Conse-

For theV,-model we find it similar tov,-model but with quently, the slow-roll inflation is valid where < 1 and
strong flat plateau ap > 0 of the false vacuum. Ap < 0 [n| < 1 when the potential is dominating. While the end of
the symmetry of negative and positive large values ofo inflation is characterized by M&g, |n|) = 1 as the kinetic
longer valid, see plots of FiguZ(e) TheVy-4-models, the term contribution becomes more effective. The slow-roll pa
symmetry of largecA holds again but they alter their roles, "ameters define two observable parameters

see plot_s of Figuré(f)-(h_). Moreoyer, th(_a a}symptotic_EOS r—16c, ng—1-6e+2n, (56)
goes to increase by/2 with a radiation limit forcs while

wy gives stiff matter, all higher order expansions give un-wherer andns are called the tensor-to-scalar ratio and scalar
known matter, so far, withw > 1. In order to check the tilt, respectively. Recent observations by Planck and BRCE
consistency of the results which are obtained by ftie) ~ measure almost the same scalar tilt parameters 0.96.
gravity and by the scalar field of the FRW model, we useHowever, Planck puts an upper limit< 0.11 which sup-
equations 37)-(42) to evaluate the dynamical EoS of the ports models with smal. While BICEP2 sets a lower limit
scalar field,wy = pg/py, according to the order of expan- on ther > 0.2 which supports inflationary models with large
sion. The calculations show that the EoS ofithe 0 model . We devote this Section to investigate the capability of the
predict a cosmological constant like DE ¢) = —1. While  slow-roll models to perform both Planck and BICEP2.

the additional terms of the series @f"vV2/3(¢=%0) in (42)
diminishes the effective potential gradually allowing #ie )
netic energy to showup effectively as the order of expansiofi-1 Construct a potential from Planck and BICEP2

increases so that the EoS approaches different asymptotic )
values with arithmetic sequen({eg 5 7% ...} respec- Itis clear that Planck and BICEP2 observations agree on the

R . . . .
tively. So the rushing of the Eo& towardswy > —1 is scalar tilt parameter valug ~ 0.963, while they give differ-
to-scalar ratiosIn order to construct a scalar po-

powered by the kinetic energy of the scalar field. When thé& Nt lensor-to-sc
higher orders of expansion o42) are taken into consider- tential performing Planck and BICEP2 data, we found that

ation, the kinetic energy is enough to end the cosmic inflall the slow-roél parameterssp) satisfy the proportionality
tion allowing the EoS to crossovex = 0 to enter a matter relatione [ n*, this gives a chance to find two valuesrpf
dominant universe epoch. Itis clear that the scalar fielt-anaP€"forming the sames but two different values of. Con-

ysis is in agreement with the results of theT') treatmentin  S€duently, two values ot This can be achieved as follows:
Subsectiont.2 using 66) and the proportionality relation we have

Vs = Vo

(54)

(55)
5.4.5 The Vjp>4-models

Now back to the plots of Figurg, the overall picture ns = 1— 6(e = kn?) +2n
shows similar behaviours for all the modelsgat- 0 while N 1
they interpolate between Starobinsky and polynomial poten-€. 1~ = & (1i 1+6k(1- ns)) ; (57)



11

wherek is a constant coefficient angi™ are due to thex  Fromthe slow-roll parameter§g) and 60) of theVo-model,
discriminant. It is clear that there are possibly two difer it can be shown that the model satisfies the proportionality
values of the parametey for a single scalar tilt parameter & = kn?, where the proportionality constart= %n. This
ns. Accordingly, we haves = kn? = 16/r which provides relation is not only independent of the values/obut also
double values of for eachns. More concretely, assuming it allows a vanishing cosmological constant to exist withou
the scalar tilt parameteg = 0.963 [57] and substituting into  affecting the generality of the proportionality relati@imi-
(57), for a particular choice of the constant- 30; then we lar relation has been obtained in the literature when shalyi
calculate two possible values gfas the leading term behaviour of the Starobinsky inflation as a
(i) The first solutionn* has a positive value of 2.09x  SPecial case of thié-models B0]. The numbee-folds from
10-2 which givess™ ~ 1.31x 1072 the end of inflation to the time of horizon crossing for ob-

(i) The second solution off ~ has a negative value gf ~  S€rvable scales

—9.34x 103 which leads tae~ ~ 3.05x 1073.

Surely both positive and negative valuespogive the same
scalar tiltns ~ 0.963. Nevertheless, we can get two simulta- _oVBn <¢ N \/gezﬁ(¢¢f)> 7 (61)

LIV

neous tensor-to-scalar ratios: the firatis~ 0.21, while the 16m

other is smaller~ ~ 4.9 x 102, We conclude that the slow-

roll inflationary models which are characterized by the pro¥Where ¢+ is the value of¢ at the end of inflation. Using

portionality £ 0 n? can perform bottE-mode and3-mode (59)—(61) We can reexpress the.sIOV\./-roII parameters as func-

polarizations 79, when a negative value of is observed ~tons ofN. At the end of inflation, i.e. Max| |n[)=1, for

near the peak o, it would need to be offset by a positive the allowed range o, ~ 60 the.observab!e.cosmologlcal

value ofn) at some later time over a comparable field rangeVavelengths exit the Hubble radius for a minimum and max-

in order to get to be small again during the period of ob- Imum inflationary scale we hawg: = 40. In the following

servable inflation. Generally, at low values iofthe model ~ StePS we show the capability of teél n* models to predict

predicts one small value afin addition to another higher WO tensor-to-scalar ratios for a single spectral tilt dfed

value as required by thB-mode polarization inflationary ent e-folds. Using 61) we evaluate the spectral scalar tilt

models. Interestingly, at large valuesiofhe model predicts "so Of theVo-model as a function di. Substitutingnso(N)

a single value of the tensor-to-scalar parameters 0.0987  INto (57) we evaluate two valuegy andn, , for each we

which agrees with the upper Plank limitooz < 0.11 at 95% have two possible valueg ande;, respectively. Finally,

CL. we have two tensor-to-scalar rati@ = 16532 while the
Moreover, we can investigate the potential pattern whicW0 €xpected spectral scalar tilt are identical, "‘3: Ngo-

is characterized by the proportionality relatior kn2 Re-  1Nis procedure enables to draw the plots of Figar&he

Ca”ing (55)1 this relation provides a Simple differential equa- plOtS represent the evolution of the observable parameters
tion with a solution vs thee-folding number. As is clear the spectral scalar tilt

7 has a single pattern representedyyplot, while the tensor-
V(g)=A+ Beﬂ\/:(p’ (58) to-scalar ratio has two distinguisr%/g patterns repreddmte
whereA andB are constants of integration. In this way, we rj andr plots. Therd has a lower limit> 0.094 which is
found that Starobinsky model might be reconstructed natin agreement with th8-mode polarization models. On the
urally from observations if we want our model to perform other hand, the, plot has an upper limit 0.094 which is
E-mode andB-mode polarizations. in agreement with thE-mode polarization models.

In Figure3, the viable inflation is characterized hy, <
1 region. The region withg, exceeding unity is Magng)) <
1.04, although this small deviation from the scale invariance
of the scalar power spectrum is acceptable at the level of
theoretical predictions, it can be excluded as it appears be
yond the acceptable range of tedolds N > 60. Interest-
ingly, at largee-folding number the spectral scalar tilt goes
again below unity so thdfl —n%) ~ 4 x 1010, We highlight
some results in Tablgé showing that th&/)-model can pre-

6.2 The slow-roll parameters of the model

We calculate the slow roll parameters of ¥ emodel to in-
vestigate its capability to predict a vaiable inflation. &nc
be shown that they potential @45) coincides with the poten-
tial constructed from Plank and BICEP2 observatids®).(
Using @5) and 65), we evaluate the slow-roll parameters

& = 24r 5 (59) dict large tensor-to-scalar ratios of tBemode polarization
(127T+/\872\/2/3(¢*¢0)) as well as small ratios as required by tanode polariza-
tion.
4

No = . (60) Similar procedure can be applied to temodel where
(127T+/\872V 2/3(¢7¢°)) the € = kn? relation still valid with larger proportionality
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Fig. 3 The slow-roll parameters vs tleefolding number oVo-model,

0.8 \

0.6

0.4

Viable

0.2

Inflation :\

whereA = 1073052,

Table 1 The predicted parameters of thgmodel

EoS avoids the usual problems of the cosmological constant
DE models. In addition, there is no need to assume a large
cosmological constant at early universe.

We provide an alternative approach to study ) infla-
tion by considering the case when the torsion is made of
a scalar fieldp. This approach allows th&(T) to predict
the inflationary observable parameters. We show that the
teleparallel torsion scalar can couple to the kinetic epefg
the scalar field, while its potenti®l(¢) can be induced by
the f(T) gravity. In this case, we define a scalar field sensi-
tive to the spacetime symmetry with a potential induced ex-
actly from extended teleparallel gravity. This leads fip#dl
a gravitational quintessence model governed by Friedmann
and Klein-Gordon equations.

The obtained quintessence model covers different infla-
tionary models according to the expansion limit. In thiglgtu
we give more attention to théy-model. It has been shown
that theVpy model relates the slow-roll parameters by the pro-

N 59 : 66 : 99 . ® - portionality € = kn? which in agreement with the model
Ny  848x10° 7.37x10°° 385x10°° 7.07x10°°  constructed from Planck and BICEP2 data. The model can
Ny —140x102 -300x10% 3.23x10°2 0 be classified as power law inflation which has been shown
& 3.39% 10-2 256x10-2 698x 103 236 10-2 that is capable of performing two tensor—tq—scglar ratqn}g

B . . . sistent with bothE and B modes of polarization, while it
& 9.27x 10 425x10™  4.90x 10 0 predicted scalar spectral index still unique. In partictize
ng 0.966 0994 104 =1 observable parameters evolution with gafolding N can be
0 0.542 0410 Q112 Q377 shown in Figure3 and Tablel. We just highlight_ed some re-

B A ) sults of the other models, while further studies are left for
" 0.015 681x 104 7.85x10° 0

constank = 671. Accordingly, the tensor-to-scalar ratios can

be achieved, e.g. & = 55 we haver(, r, nsil) =(3.23x

future work. Higher orders potentials interpolate between
Starobinsky and quadratic like inflations.

Finally, we would like to mention that at large the
model predicts a single tensor-to-scalar paranrete0.0987
in agreement with Planck observations limit. This resutt ca

2 . . .
107%,0.237, Q967) where the scalartilt in this case alwaysbe used to constrain the choice of the conformal weight in

j: . .
ng < 1. Also, this procedure can be used to put constraints .
oﬁ the choice of conformal weight in the power law andpowerlaw and Starobinsky models to the observable param-

Starobinsky inflation models from the CMB observatibns eters of the cosmic inflation epoch.
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