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Abstract. Within the framework of Einstein-Cartan gravity we consider an action, contain-
ing up to quadratic terms of the Ricci scalar and the Holst invariant, coupled non-minimal
to a scalar field, including couplings of its derivatives to curvature. We derive the equivalent
metric theory, featuring an extra dynamical pseudoscalar degree of freedom associated with
the presence of the Holst term in the action. We study the evolution of the resulting two-field
system in a FRW background and show that it evolves rapidly into an effective single-field
inflationary model. We find that the model is consistent with the latest observational data for
a wide range of its parameters, determining the necessary upper limits on derivative coupling
parameters.
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1 Introduction

The standard framework of cosmological models is Einstein’s theory of General Relativity
(GR) with gravity entering in the action through the Einstein-Hilbert term of scalar curva-
ture. An alternative formulation considers not only the metric but also the connection as
an independent variable [1, 2]. This is the metric-affine formulation, which is equivalent to
the standard metric formulation as long as we stay with the Einstein-Hilbert action, while
the two formulations are not equivalent if we go beyond this action. Nevertheless, there are
strong reasons to expect modifications. Gravitating matter fields are sensitive to quantum
interactions that will ultimately introduce correction terms in the effective classical theory of
gravity. Such terms are non-minimal couplings of matter fields to curvature like ϕ2R [3–47]
or their derivatives like (∂µϕ)(∂νϕ)Rµν [48–66] or higher powers of the curvature like R2 [67].
Due to these modifications the predictions resulting from the metric-affine framework will
be different than those obtained from the standard metric one [68–114] . Cosmological infla-
tion [115–118] is presently accepted as the best explanation for the origin of the large scale
structure of the Universe, providing the mechanism through which the primordial quantum
fluctuations of gravitational and matter fields have been promoted to the cosmological per-
turbations presently observed [119–124]. Models of inflation are formulated in terms of a
gravitating scalar field, the inflaton, which will in general participate in non-minimal correc-
tions mentions above. The resulting inflationary predictions will be different, depending on
whether the standard metric GR or the metric-affine framework are considered.

Ample motivation to consider formulations of gravity beyond the standard metric one
is provided by presently existing tensions and questions of cosmology. In the metric-affine
gravity the independent connection can be decomposed into the standard Levi-Civita part,
arising in the metric case, and a part composed of the torsion and nonmetricity tensors.
A special case of the general metric-affine framework is the case of Einstein-Cartan grav-
ity [125, 126], characterized by non-zero torsion and zero nonmetricity. In this framework,
apart from the Ricci scalar curvature R, there is also a second linear scalar invariant of
the curvature, namely the parity-odd Holst invariant R̃ ∼ ϵ βγδ

α Rα
βγδ. It is known that the
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presence of the Holst invariant signals the presence of a dynamical pseudoscalar degree of
freedom in the spectrum [97, 102]. A ghost-free action can be constructed containing at most
quadratic terms of these invariants, including non-linear couplings to matter fields. Curva-
ture couplings to derivatives of matter fields can also be written in terms of the Ricci tensor,
like (∂µϕ)(∂νϕ)Rµν [113, 127, 128], and are also ghost-free.

In the present article we have considered Einstein-Cartan gravity characterized by non-
zero torsion coupled to a scalar field with a quartic self-interaction potential. We employ the
most general action quadratic in the curvature, devoid of unphysical degrees of freedom [129–
134], consisting of at most quadratic terms of the Ricci scalar and the Holst invariant as well
as non-minimal couplings of the scalar field and its derivatives to both. We transform the
theory to the Einstein frame via a disformal transformation and express the resulting metric
action in terms of the torsion. Integrating out the torsion the resulting theory describes a
pair of scalar fields, namely the original fundamental scalar as well as a pseudoscalar field
associated with the Holst invariant. We derive the set of equations of motion and analyze
numerically the evolution of the two scalars in a FRW background. We find that the two
scalar field system is found to evolves rapidly into an effective single-field system with a non-
canonical kinetic term and a potential of the Palatini-R2 form that possesses an inflationary
plateau at large field values. We analyze the inflationary predictions of the model and in
particular the effect of derivative couplings on the resulting values of inflationary observables.
In section 2 we give a brief account of the general metric-affine framework of the theory to
be considered. In section 3 we introduce the model, writing down the most general action
of Einstein-Cartan gravity that includes up to quadratic curvature terms and is devoid of
ghosts, coupled to a scalar field ϕ non-minimally, including couplings of the kinetic tensor
Xµν = ∂µϕ∂νϕ to curvature. We procced to transform the theory into the Einstein frame
through a disformal transformation. In section 4 we focus on the resulting O(X) theory,
containing no more than quadratic kinetic terms of the scalar ϕ as well as the emerging
dynamical pseudoscalar that results from the presence of the Holst term. In section 5 we
analyze the resulting effective single-field theory. Section 6 is devoted in the study of the
inflationary behavior of the model. Finally, in section 7 we briefly summarize our results.

2 Framework

In the framework of Metric-Affine theory of gravity not only the metric gµν but also the con-
nection Γ ρ

µ ν is an independent variable. The curvature is defined in terms of the connection
as

Rα
βγδ = ∂γΓ

α
δβ − ∂δΓ

α
γβ + Γα

γµΓ
µ
δβ − Γα

δµΓ
µ
γβ . (2.1)

The only symmetry of Rα
βγδ is the antisymmetry under the interchange of the last two

indices. There are three distinct two-index contractions given by

Rµν = Rρ
µρν , R̂µ

ν = gαβRµ
αβν , R̃µν = Rα

αµν , (2.2)

called the Ricci, co-Ricci, and homothetic Ricci tensors. There are two possible curvature
scalars derived from the Riemmann tensor, namely the Ricci scalar, determined through an
additional contraction of either the Ricci tensor or the co-Ricci tensor,

R = gµνRµν = −R̂µ
µ (2.3)

and the Holst invariant
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R̃ = ϵ νρσ
µ Rµ

νρσ = gµαϵ
ανρσRµ

νρσ =
1√
−g

gαµε
ανρσRµ

νρσ. (2.4)

The torsion tensor T ρ
µν is defined as

T ρ
µν = Γρ

µν − Γρ
νµ . (2.5)

The torsion vanishes in the metric case, where the connection is fixed by the Levi-Civita
relation1 to be symmetric in its lower indices. In addition to the non-zero torsion the metric-
affine framework is also characterized in general by the non-metricity tensor, defined as

Qρµν = ∇ρgµν = ∂ρgµν − Γσ
ρµgσν − Γσ

ρνgσµ . (2.6)

While the curvature measures the change of a vector under rotation after parallel transport
in a closed loop, the torsion measures the non-closure of parallelograms formed from parallel
-transported vectors. Finally, the non-metricity measures the change of the length of parallel-
transported vectors. From the torsion tensor we may define a torsion vector Tµ and an torsion
axial vector T̂µ [2, 41, 135, 136] as

Tµ ≡ T ν
µν , T̂µ = ϵ νρσ

µ Tνρσ . (2.7)

In terms of them we can write the torsion as

Tαβγ = tαβγ −
1

3

(
gαβTγ − gαγTβ

)
+

1

6
ϵαβγν T̂

ν , (2.8)

where tαβγ is a purely tensorial part satisfying

gµνtµρν = ϵρσµνtσµν = 0 . (2.9)

Similarly, we may define the non-metricity vectors Qµ and Q̂µ as

Qµ ≡ Q ν
µ ν , Q̂µ ≡ Qν

νµ . (2.10)

The non-metricity tensor can be written in terms of them as

Qαβγ = qαβγ +
1

18

[
gβγ(5Qα − 2Q̂α) + 4gαβQ̂γ + 4gαγQ̂β − gαβQγ − gαγQβ

]
, (2.11)

where qαβγ is a purely tensorial part satisfying

gαβqγαβ = gαβqαγβ = 0 . (2.12)

The connection Γα
βγ can be decomposed in terms of these vectors as

Γα
βγ = Γα

βγ(g) +
1

2

(
− δαβ

( 1

18

(
5Qγ − 2Q̂γ

)
+

2

3
Tγ

)
+ gβγ

( 1

18

(
7Qα − 10Q̂α

)
+

2

3
Tα
)

− δαγ
1

18

(
5Qβ − 2Q̂β

)
+

1

6
ϵαβγδT̂

δ + τ α
β γ

)
(2.13)

1Γµ
νρ(g) =

1
2
gρσ (∂µgσν + ∂νgµσ − ∂σgµν)
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where Γα
βγ(g) is the Levi-Civita connection and

τβαγ = qαβγ − qγαβ − qβαγ + tαβγ + tγαβ + tβαγ (2.14)

is the overall purely tensorial part. Substituting the above expression of the connection into
the Riemann tensor we obtain an expression of it in terms of the metric Riemann tensor
Rα

βγδ(g) and T, T̂ , Q, Q̂, τ ’s.
In the case of the Einstein-Cartan theory of gravity, characterized only by non-zero

torsion, Q, q are set to zero. We also set the tensorial part tαβγ to zero, avoiding the
occurence of unphysical degrees of freedom associated with it [133, 137]. In this case the
Riemann tensor is

Rα
βγδ = Rα

βγδ(g)−
1

3
δαδ∇γTβ +

1

3
gβδ∇γT

α − 1

12
ϵ α
δ βν∇γ T̂

ν +
1

3
δαγ∇δTβ − 1

3
gβγ∇δT

α

+
1

12
ϵ α
γ βν∇δT̂

ν +
1

9
δαγTβTδ −

1

9
gβδδ

α
γT

2 +
1

36
ϵ µ
δ βλδ

α
γTµT̂

λ − 1

9
gγδT

αTβ

+
1

9
gβδT

αTγ −
1

36
ϵδγβλT

αT̂ λ +
1

36
ϵ α
γ δνTβT̂

ν − 1

36
ϵ α
γ µνgβδT

µT̂ ν − 1

9
δαδTβTγ

+
1

9
gβγδ

α
δT

2 − 1

36
ϵ µ
γ βλδ

α
δTµT̂

λ +
1

9
gγδT

αTβ − 1

9
gβγT

αTδ +
1

36
ϵγδβλT

αT̂ λ

− 1

36
ϵ α
δ γνTβT̂

ν +
1

36
ϵ α
δ µνgβγT

µT̂ ν − 1

144
ϵ α
δ µνϵ

µ
γ βλT̂

ν T̂ λ +
1

144
ϵ α
γ µνϵ

µ
δ βλT̂

ν T̂ λ

(2.15)

3 Einstein-Cartan quadratic gravity with derivative couplings

As we discussed in the introduction the quantum interactions of gravitating matter fields are
bound to generate corrections to the Hilbert-Einstein gravitational action. These modifica-
tions can be non-minimal couplings of matter fields and their derivatives to curvature, like
f(ϕ)R, g(ϕ)R̃, (∂µϕ)(∂νϕ)Rµν , or higher powers of the curvature, like R2, R̃2. We proceed
to write down an effective theory of gravity coupled to a scalar field that is at most quadratic
in powers of the curvature and ghost free. Therefore, we consider the action (in reduced
Planck mass units)

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
f(ϕ)R +

1

2
g(ϕ)R̃ +

1

2
α1XR − 1

2
K(ϕ)X − V (ϕ).

+ α2RµνXµν + α3R̂
µνXµν +

β

4
R2 +

δ

4
R̃2

} (3.1)

where Xµν = (∂µϕ)(∂νϕ) and X = (∂ϕ)2. An extra term α4XR̃ is also possible under our
assumptions but we ignore it, since it corresponds to a hard breaking of parity. The action
(3.1) can be rewritten in terms of two auxiliary fields χ and ζ as2

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
(F(ϕ, χ) + α1X)R +

1

2
G(ϕ, ζ)R̃

− 1

2
K(ϕ)X − U(ϕ, χ, ζ) + α2RµνXµν + α3R

µν
Xµν

} (3.2)

2A parity-odd mixing term RR̃ [112] in (3.1) would simply modify the potential by a mixing term of the
auxiliaries χζ and the analysis to follow would be very much analogous. So, for the sake of simplicity such a
term is not included.
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where

F(ϕ, χ) = f(ϕ) + βχ , G(ϕ, ζ) = g(ϕ) + δζ

U(ϕ, χ, ζ) = V (ϕ) +
β

4
χ2 +

δ

4
ζ2

(3.3)

We have replaced the coupling to the co-Ricci tensor in (3.1) with a coupling to the so-called

average Ricci tensor Rµν =
(
Rµν + R̂µν

)
/2, which vanishes if the theory is metric compati-

ble. Therefore, focusing on the Einstein-Cartan framework of gravity, we may eliminate the
coupling α3 in (3.2).

In order to transform the action to the Einstein frame we need to employ a disformal
transformation [128] gµν → g̃µν , defined by3

gµν = γ1(ϕ, X̃)g̃µν + γ2(ϕ, X̃)Xµν , g̃µν = γ̃1(ϕ,X)gµν + γ̃2(ϕ,X)Xµν , (3.4)

parametrized by the functions γ1 and γ2. Note that γ̃1 = γ−1
1 , γ̃2 = −γ2/γ1 and X =

X̃
(
γ1(ϕ, X̃) + γ2(ϕ, X̃)X̃

)−1
and X̃ = X (γ̃1(ϕ,X) + γ̃2(ϕ,X)X)−1.

Applying the disformal transformation on the action (3.2) we obtain4

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
F1R+ F2R

µν
Xµν + F3RµνXµν

+ F4R̃+ F5Xαµϵ
µβγδRα

βγδ − F6X − F7U

} (3.5)

For simplicity of notation we have omitted the tildes. The coefficient functions are (γ ≡ γ2
γ1
)

F1(ϕ,X, χ) = (1 + γX)1/2
(
γ1F(ϕ,X) +

α1X

1 + γX

)
F2(ϕ,X) = α3(1 + γX)−1/2

F3(ϕ,X, χ) =
1

2
(1 + γX)−1/2

(
− γ2F(ϕ,X) +

α2 − α3 − (α1 + α3)γX

1 + γX

)
F4(ϕ, ζ,X) =

1

2
γ1G(ϕ, ζ) =

F5(ϕ, ζ)

γ

F6(ϕ,X) =
1

2
γ1(1 + γX)−1/2K(ϕ)

F7(ϕ,X, χ) = γ21(1 + γX)1/2

(3.6)

3Note that invertibility of the disformal transformation requires γ1 > 0, γ2 > 0 and γ̃1 − X∂γ̃1/∂X −
X2∂γ̃2/∂X ̸= 0.

4The disformal transformation of the Hols invariant is

√
−gR̃ =

√
−g̃

(
γ1(ϕ, X̃)g̃µν + γ2(ϕ, X̃)Xµν

)
ϵ̃µβγδRα

βγδ
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From now on we shall focus on the case of Einstein-Cartan gravity. This corresponds to
setting α3 to zero. The Einstein frame is defined by the two conditions

F1(ϕ,X, χ) = (1 + γX)1/2
(
γ1F(ϕ,X) +

α1X

1 + γX

)
= 1

F3(ϕ,X, χ) =
1

2
(1 + γX)−1/2

(
− γ2F(ϕ,X) +

α2 − α3 − (α1 + α3)γX

1 + γX

)
= 0

(3.7)

The conditions (3.7) determine the parametric functions of the disformal transformation.
Assuming that the kinetic function is not too large, we may obtain to O(X)

γ ≃ α2 −
α2
2

2
X , γ1 ≃

1

F(ϕ, χ)
(1− (α1 + α2/2)X) , (3.8)

The resulting Einstein frame action now is

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
R+ F4R̃+ F5Xαµϵ

µβγδRα
βγδ − F6X − F7U

}
(3.9)

Next, we can substitute in (3.9) the expression of the curvature in terms of the torsion (2.15)
as well as the curvature scalars

R = R(g) + 2∇µT
µ − 2

3
TµT

µ +
1

24
T̂µT̂

µ

R̃ =
2

3
TµT̂

µ −∇µT̂
µ

(3.10)

where R[g] is the standard metric Ricci scalar in terms of the Levi-Civita connection. We
obtain the Einstein frame action in a standard metric form as

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
R− 1

3
T 2 +

1

48
T̂ 2 +

2

3
F4T · T̂ + (∇F4) · T̂ +

1

3
∇µ(F5X)T̂µ

− 1

3
∇µ(X

µ
νF5)T̂

ν +
2

9
F5XµνT

µT̂ ν +
1

9
F5XT · T̂ − 1

2
γ1(1 + γX)−1/2K(ϕ)X

− γ21(1 + γX)1/2U(ϕ, χ, ζ)

} (3.11)

Varying with respect to the torsion vectors we obtain the algebraic system of equations

Tµ =
(
F4 +

1

6
F5X

)
T̂µ +

1

3
F5Xµν T̂

ν

1

16
T̂µ +

(
F4 +

1

6
F5X

)
Tµ +

1

3
F5XµνT

ν = Eµ

(3.12)

where Eµ is

E = −3

2
∇(F4 −

X

3
F5)−

1

2
∇ · (F5X) . (3.13)

The corresponding solutions for Tµ, T̂µ are given in the Appendix. Substituting back into
the action (3.11), which is given in (A.3) of the Appendix.
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The starting action contained three scalar field variables, namrely ϕ, χ, ζ. In the fi-
nal action (A.3) the appearing scalar variables are ϕ, χ, ζ, F4, F5. Only three of them are
independent due to the relations

F4 =
1

2
(g(ϕ) + δζ) γ1, F5 =

1

2
(g(ϕ) + δζ) γ2 = F4

γ2
γ1

. (3.14)

ζ can be replaced by F4 and ϕ through the relation5

ζ = δ−1

(
−g(ϕ) +

2

γ1
F4

)
. (3.15)

Out of the three independent scalars only F4 and ϕ possess kinetic terms, while χ is an
auxiliary field that can be replaced by substituting into the action its algebraic equation of
motion. Note that the dynamical scalar F4, which from now on we shall denote with the
symbol σ, was not a part of the starting matter action, which contained only ϕ, but is of
gravitational origin, arising from the presence of the Holst quadratic term in the action.

4 The O(X) theory

In order to simplify notation we shall denote F4 = σ (then, F5 = γσ). The action, shown in
(A.7) of the Appendix consists of a purely kinetic piece, depending only on σ and ϕ, namely

SI =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
−12 + 64(α2X − 3)σ2

(1 + 16σ2)2
(∇µσ)

2 − 384σ2

(1 + 16σ2)2
Xµν∇µσ∇νσ

+

(
−8 + σ + 32σ2(−20 + σ + 8σ2

)
α2

(1 + 16σ2)2

(
∇µσ∇µ(σX)−∇µ(X

µνσ)∇νσ
)

+ O(X2)

}
(4.1)

and of a part consisting of all three scalars, namely

SII =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
− 1

2
γ1(1 + γX)−1/2K(ϕ)X − γ21(1 + γX)1/2U

}
(4.2)

or

SII =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
− 1

2

(1− (α1 + α2/2)X)

(f(ϕ) + βχ)
(1 + α2X)−1/2K(ϕ)X

− (1− (α1 + α2/2)X)2

(f(ϕ) + βχ)2
(1 + α2X)1/2U(ϕ, σ, χ)

} (4.3)

where

U(ϕ, σ, χ) = V (ϕ) +
β

4
χ2 +

1

4δ

(
2σ (f(ϕ) + βχ)

(1− (α1 + α2/2)X)
− g(ϕ)

)2

(4.4)

5The O(X) expressions of the γ’s are

γ1 ≈ (f(ϕ) + βχ)−1 (1− (α1 + α2/2)X) , γ ≡ γ2
γ1

≈ α2

(
1− α2

2
X
)
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At this point we can consider the equation of motion for the auxiliary field δS
δχ = 0

having in mind that we seek for an O(X) solution. We obtain

0 = −β

2
f(ϕ)χ− β

δ
σg(ϕ)(f(ϕ) + βχ) + 2βV +

β

2δ
g2(ϕ)

+X

{
β

2
K(ϕ)(f(ϕ) + βχ)− βα̂′

δ
σg(ϕ)(f(ϕ) + βχ) +

α̂β

2
χf(ϕ)

+
α̂β

δ
σ(f(ϕ) + βχ)g(ϕ)− 2βα̂V (ϕ)− α̂β

2δ
g2(ϕ)

} (4.5)

The zeroth-order solution is

χ0 =
4V (ϕ)− 2σ

δ f(ϕ)g(ϕ) + g2(ϕ)
δ

f(ϕ) + 2βσ
δ g)(ϕ)

(4.6)

Next, we insert in (4.5) a perturbative Ansatz χ = χ0 + X χ1 and obtain the correction
(α̂′ = α1 + α2/2)

χ1 =

(
f2(ϕ) + 4βV + β

δ g
2(ϕ)

)(
K(ϕ)− 2α̂′ β

δ σg(ϕ)
)

(
f(ϕ) + 2β

δ σg(ϕ)
)2 . (4.7)

Substituting the solution for χ to the SII , given in (A.6), and combining the result with the
kinetic action SI , we arrive at the complete O(X) action

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
R− 1

2
K1(ϕ, σ)X − 1

2
K2(σ,X)(∇µσ)

2 −K3(σ)X
µν∇µσ∇νσ +K4(σ)∇µσ∇µ(σX)

−K5(σ)∇µ(σX
µν)∇νσ − Ũ(ϕ, σ)

}
(4.8)

where

K1(ϕ, σ) = − 1

2(g2(ϕ)β + f2(ϕ)δ + 4βδV (ϕ))

(
g2(ϕ)α̂− 2f(ϕ)K(ϕ)− 4g(ϕ)((α̂− α̂′)f(ϕ) + βK(ϕ))σ

+ 4f2(ϕ)(α̂− 2α̂′)σ2 + 4(α̂δ + 4(α̂− 2α̂′)βσ2)V (ϕ)

)

K2(σ,X) =
24− 128(α2X − 3)σ2

(1 + 16σ2)2
, K3(σ) =

384σ2

(1 + 16σ2)2

K4(σ) =
(−8 + σ + 32σ2(−20 + σ + 8σ2))α2

(1 + 16σ2)2
= K5(σ)

Ũ(ϕ, σ) =

(
f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ)

δf2(ϕ) + βg2(ϕ) + 4βδV (ϕ)

)(
σ − f(ϕ)g(ϕ)

2(f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ))

)2

+
V (ϕ)

f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ)
(4.9)
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Figure 1: The potential Ũ(ϕ, σ) for f(ϕ) = 1 + ξϕ2, g(ϕ) = ξ̄ϕ + ξ̄′ϕ3, V (ϕ) = λ/4ϕ4,
β = 106, δ = ξ = ξ̄ = 1, ξ̄′ = 0, λ = 2.3 · 10−10.

5 The single-field model

Having in mind to consider the inflationary behavior of the model at hand in the framework
of slow-roll inflation, we may neglect acceleration terms as well as terms of higher that two
powers of velocities. Doing that, we obtain the following equations of motion for the two
scalars

1√
−g

∂µ

(√
−gK1(ϕ, σ)∂

µϕ
)
− 1

2

∂K1(ϕ, σ)

∂ϕ
(∇µϕ)

2 − ∂Ũ(ϕ, σ)

∂ϕ
= 0

1√
−g

∂µ

(√
−gK2(σ)∂

µσ
)
− 1

2

∂K2(σ)

∂σ
(∇µσ)

2 − 1

2

∂K1(ϕ, σ)

∂σ
(∇µϕ)

2 − ∂Ũ(ϕ, σ)

∂σ
= 0

(5.1)

The potential of the model, written in the form (4.9), has a manifestly minimum line in the
two-field space along the direction

σ0(ϕ) =
f(ϕ)g(ϕ)

2 (f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ))
(5.2)

Along this line it reduces to the potential encountered in the Palatini-R2 models [71, 73] [102],
which is characterized by an inflationary plateau at large values of V (ϕ). The potential
Ũ(ϕ, σ) and the corresponding minimum valley are shown in Fig 1.

In order to discuss the inflationary behavior of the model at hand we consider an FRW
background metric and write the resulting pair of scalar equations. They are

3HK1(ϕ, σ)ϕ̇+
1

2

∂K1(ϕ, σ)

∂ϕ
ϕ̇2 +

∂K1(ϕ, σ)

∂σ
ϕ̇σ̇ +K1(ϕ, σ)ϕ̈+

∂Ũ(ϕ, σ)

∂ϕ
= 0

K2(σ)σ̈ + 3HK2σ̇ +
1

2

∂K2(σ)

∂σ
σ̇2 − 1

2

∂K1(ϕ, σ)

∂σ
ϕ̇2 +

∂Ũ(ϕ, σ)

∂σ
= 0

(5.3)

The corresponding Friedmann equation is

H2 =
ρ

3
with ρ =

1

2
K1(ϕ, σ)ϕ̇

2 +
1

2
K2(σ)σ̇

2 + Ũ(ϕ, σ) . (5.4)
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Figure 2: (a)The pseudoscalar σ and (b) the scalar field ϕ as functions of time (t), for
f(ϕ) = 1 + ξϕ2, g(ϕ) = ξ̄ϕ + ξ̄′ϕ3, V (ϕ) = λ/4ϕ4, K(ϕ) = 1, β = 106, ξ = δ = 1 = ξ̄′ = 1,
ξ̄ = 0, α̂ = −105, α̂′ = −102. This general behavior persists for other values of the parameters
aswell.

We have solved numerically the coupled system of the equations (5.3) for characteristic values
of the parameters and initial conditions ϕ(0) = σ(0) = 10 and ϕ̇(0) = σ̇(0) = 0. The result
is shown in Fig. 2, justifying a rather fast evolution of the two-field system towards the
minimum line (5.2). Therefore, we can safely conclude that the system evolves rapidly into
a single-field system.

Inserting the equation of the minimum line (5.2) into the action (4.9) we obtain a single-
field action with the potential reduced to just the Palatini-R2 term and the kinetic function
augmented by the extra contribution of the σ-kinetic term (∇σ0)

2 = (∇ϕ)2(σ′
0(ϕ) )

2. We get

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
R(g)− 1

2
K̄(ϕ)(∇µϕ)

2 − Ū(ϕ)(ϕ)

}
, (5.5)

where

K̄(ϕ) = K̄1(ϕ) + K̄2(ϕ)

(
− (f(ϕ)g(ϕ)) (2f(ϕ)f ′(ϕ) + 4βV ′(ϕ))

2 (f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ))2

+
g(ϕ)f ′(ϕ)

2 (f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ))
+

f(ϕ)g′(ϕ)

2 (f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ))

)2

K̄1(ϕ) =
f(ϕ)K(ϕ)− 2α̂V (ϕ)

f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ)
, K̄2(ϕ) =

24
(
f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ)

)2
4f2(ϕ)g2(ϕ) + (f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ))2

Ū(ϕ) =
V (ϕ)

f2(ϕ) + 4βV (ϕ)

(5.6)

Note that, although there is no trace of the Holst coupling parametric function in the single-
field potential, there is a strong dependence on it, as well as on the derivative coupling
parameter α̂, in the kinetic function K̄(ϕ).
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6 Inflation

We proceed to analyze the inflationary profile of the single-field model assuming the slow-roll
approximation. We start with the scalar (Pζ) and tensor (PT ) power spectra selecting an
arbitrary pivot scale k⋆ that exited the horizon. Their expressions are

Pζ(k) = As

(
k

k⋆

)ns−1

, where As ≃
1

24π2

Ū(ϕ⋆)

ϵŪ (ϕ⋆)
, and PT (k) ≃

2Ū(ϕ⋆)

3π2

(
k

k⋆

)nt

,

(6.1)
As being the amplitude of the power spectrum of scalar perturbations. The scalar (ns) and
tensor (nt) spectral indices given by

ns − 1 =
d lnPζ(k)

d ln k
≃ −6ϵŪ + 2ηŪ and nt =

d lnPT (k)

d ln k
, (6.2)

characterize the scale-dependence of the power spectra (6.1). The tensor-to-scalar ratio is
defined as

r =
PT (k)

Pζ(k)
≃ 16ϵŪ . (6.3)

These equations are expressed in terms of the potential slow-roll parameters

ϵŪ =
1

2K̄(ϕ)

(
Ū ′(ϕ)

Ū(ϕ)

)2

and ηŪ =

(
K̄−1/2(ϕ)Ū ′(ϕ)

)′
K̄1/2(ϕ)Ū(ϕ)

. (6.4)

The primes denote derivatives with respect the scalar field, while both slow-roll parameters
are assumed to be small (≪ 1) during inflation. The duration of inflation is measured by the
number of e-folds, given by

N⋆ =

∫ ϕ⋆

ϕend

K̄(ϕ)
Ū(ϕ)

Ū ′(ϕ)
dϕ , (6.5)

where the end of inflation at ϕend is determined by ϵŪ (ϕend) ≈ 1 . We specify the model
taking the scalar field ϕ to have a canonical kinetic term (K(ϕ) = 1) and a quartic potential

N⋆ (e-folds) ϕ⋆ (α̂ = −103) ϕ⋆ (α̂ = −1010)

50 19.55 6.15
55 20.54 6.30
60 21.48 6.44

N⋆ (e-folds) ϕ⋆ (α̂ = −103) ϕ⋆ (α̂ = −1010)

50 12.09 5.85
55 12.72 6.01
60 13.33 6.16

Table 1: The first table corresponds to ξ = 1, ξ̄ = 0, ξ̄′ = 1, β = 106 while the second to
ξ = 1, ξ̄ = 1, ξ̄′ = 0, β = 106.

V (ϕ) =
λ

4
ϕ4 . (6.6)

The non-minimal coupling functions are taken to be

f(ϕ) = 1 + ξϕ2, g(ϕ) = ξ̄ϕ+ ξ̄′ϕ3 . (6.7)
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Figure 3: The spectral index ns with respect to r in order to have N⋆ = 60. The parameters
we chosen are β = 106 and λ is fixed in order to have As ∼ 2.1 · 10−9. (a) ξ = 1, ξ̄′ = 0
and ξ̄ = 10−3 (red), ξ̄ = 1 (blue) and ξ̄ = 103 (purple). (b) ξ̄′ = 10−3 (red), ξ̄′ = 10 (blue),
ξ̄′ = 103 (purple). The lines trace the different values of the derivative coupling parameter
α̂ with a significant effect on observables for values 102 ≤ |α̂| ≤ 1010 for which ns increases
with α̂. We have indicated with light-blue the 1σ and with dark blue the 2σ [138, 139].

The number of e-folds N⋆ as a function of the initial value of the field ϕ⋆ is obtained by
numerical integration of (6.5). Characteristic values are given in table 1 for representative
values of the parameters.

The existing observations of CMB [138, 139], corresponding to the Planck, BICER/Keck
and BAO data, constrain the observables at the pivot scale k⋆ = 0.05Mpc−1 to be

As = (2.10± 0.03)× 10−9, ns = 0.9649± 0.0042 (1σ), r < 0.03 (6.8)

In Fig. 3 and 4 we have plotted ns versus r for various choices of the coupling parameters
for N⋆ ∼ 55 and N⋆ ∼ 60. The value of the quartic coupling λ is determined from the above
As value. For the representative parameter values of table 1 it has a negligible dependence
on α̂, as long as |α̂| < 1010. As we have mentioned above the invertibility of the disformal
transformation requires that α̂ < 0. As it can be seen in Fig. 3 the calculated values of the
indices ns and r lie for the most part within the acceptable range of observations. Increasing
values of α̂ lead to an increasing tensor-to-scalar ratio r and tend to push the model values
outside the acceptable domain. This is more evident in Fig. 3a which corresponds to a linear
Holst coupling. As it is more evident in Fig. 3b, which refers to a cubic Holst coupling,
larger values of the corresponding parameter are favored, although they also lead to a faster
increase of r with α̂. In these cases we found numerically that for |α̂| ∼ 109 the scalar tilt
becomes ns ∼ 0.9733. Therefore, for all values of |α̂| > 109 the model is pushed outside of the
observational data. The known inflationary behavior in the absence of derivative couplings,
due to the R2 term and /or the ξ-coupling is sustained as long as α̂ does not exceed certain
value, depending on the form and strength of the Holst coupling. We note that in α̂ = 0
limit the values of the observables are in agreement with the previous study [102]. There
it was established that that ns and r tend to increase for increasing ξ̄ and ξ̄′. This feature
remains also true in the present case as it can be seen in the corresponding figures.

In the large ϕ limit the kinetic function is of the form K̄(ϕ) ≈ |α̂|λ/2
(
βλ+ ξ2

)
. Then,

the corresponding canonical field ϕc =
∫
dϕ
√

K(ϕ) is ϕc ≈ ϕ
(

|α̂|λ
2(βλ+ξ2)

)1/2
, which can easily
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Figure 4: The spectral index ns with respect to r in order to have N⋆ = 55. The parameters
we chosen are β = 106 and λ is fixed in order to have As ∼ 2.1 · 10−9. (a) ξ = 1, ξ̄′ = 0
and ξ̄ = 10−3 (red), ξ̄ = 1 (blue) and ξ̄ = 103 (purple). (b) ξ = 1 and ξ̄ = 0, ξ̄′ = 10−3

(red), ξ̄′ = 1 (blue), ξ̄′ = 103 (purple). The lines trace the different values of the derivative
coupling parameter α̂ with a significant effect on observables for values 102 ≤ |α̂| ≤ 1010 for
which ns increases with α̂. We have indicated with light-blue the 1σ and with dark blue the
2σ [138, 139].

lie in the subplanckian regime for the representative values of parameters adopted above.

7 Summary

In the present article we have considered the framework of Einstein-Cartan gravity and
studied a model of a non-minimally coupled scalar with a quartic ϕ4 potential that includes
up to quadratic terms of the Ricci scalar and the Holst invariant. The found that the model
is characterized by an extra dynamical pseudoscalar degree of freedom σ, associated with the
presence of the Holst term. We have analyzed the evolution of the two-field system in an
FRW background and found that it evolves rapidly along a trajectory of minimal potential,
being reduced into an effective single-field system. We proceeded to study slow-roll inflation
for the single-field system, analyzing the effect of the derivative couplings on its inflationary
behavior. We focused on the determination of the observables ns and r for representative
values of the model parameters and studied their dependence on the derivative coupling
parameter α̂, finding that an increase in α results in an increase of their corresponding
values. We find that the model is cosistent with the latest combined observational data from
Planck, BICEP/Keck and BAO for relativelly wide range of its parameters. Nevertheless,
for large derivative coupling parameter values |α̂| > 109, the model becomes incosistent with
observations. It should be noted that the R2 and/or the non-minimal ξ-coupling are central
to the consistent inflationary behavior of ϕ4, which is sustained as long as the derivative
coupling stays below these values.
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A Appendix

The algebraic solution to the equations of the torsion vectors, in terms of Eµ, given in (3.13),
is

T̂µ =
1

A
Eµ − B

A(A+BX)
XµνE

ν

Tµ =
1

A

(
F4 +

1

6
F5X

)
Eµ +

{
1

3A
F5 −

B

A(A+BX)

(
F4 +

1

6
F5X

)
− 1

3
F5

BX

A(A+BX)

}
XµνE

ν

(A.1)

where

A =
1

16
+
(
F4 +

1

6
F5X

)2
and B =

1

3

{
2F5

(
F4 +

1

6
F5X

)
+

1

3
F 2
5X
}

(A.2)

Substituting back into the action (3.11) we obtain

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
R− ∆2

3

[
F 2E2 +H(2F +HX)(E ·X · E)

]
+

∆2

48

[
E2

+G(GX + 2)(E ·X · E)
]
+

2

3
F4∆

2
[
FE2 + (FG+H +HGX)(E ·X · E)

]
+∆

[
E · ∇F4 +GE ·X · ∇F4)

]
+

∆

3

[
E · ∇(F5X) +G(E ·X · ∇(F5X))

]
− ∆

3

[
∇µ(X

µ
νF5)E

ν +G∇µ(X
µ
νF5)X

ν
ρE

ρ
]
+

2

9
∆2F5

[
(F + FGX

+HX +HGX2)(E ·X · E)
]
+

∆2

9
F5X

[
FE2 + (FG+HGX +H)(E ·X · E)

]
− 1

2
γ1(1 + γX)−1/2K(ϕ)X − γ21(1 + γX)1/2U

}

(A.3)

expressed in terms of the functions

∆ = A−1, F = F4 +
1

6
F5X, G = − B

A+BX
, H =

1

3
F5 +G

(
F +

1

3
F5X

)
(A.4)

In order to simplify notation, from now on we shall denote F4 = σ. Then, F5 = γF4 = γσ.
The scalar field action in (A.3) consists of two parts, namely a part

SI =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
− ∆2

3

[
F 2E2 +H(2F +HX)(E ·X · E)

]
+

∆2

48

[
E2

+G(GX + 2)(E ·X · E)
]
+

2

3
σ∆2

[
FE2 + (FG+H +HGX)(E ·X · E)

]
+∆

[
E · ∇σ +GE ·X · ∇σ)

]
+

∆

3

[
E · ∇(F5X) +G(E ·X · ∇(γσX))

]
− ∆

3

[
∇µ(X

µ
ν γσ)E

ν +G∇µ(X
µ
ν γσ)X

ν
ρE

ρ
]
+

2

9
∆2γσ

[
(F + FGX

+HX +HGX2)(E ·X · E)
]
+

∆2

9
γσX

[
FE2 + (FG+HGX +H)(E ·X · E)

]}
(A.5)
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and a part

SII =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
− 1

2
γ1(1 + γX)−1/2K(ϕ)X − γ21(1 + γX)1/2U

}
(A.6)

SI contains only kinetic terms. To O(X) it is a function of σ, its derivative and derivatives
of ϕ, namely

SI =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
−12 + 64(α2X − 3)σ2

(1 + 16σ2)2
(∇µσ)

2 − 384σ2

(1 + 16σ2)2
Xµν∇µσ∇νσ

+
(−8 + σ + 32σ2(−20 + σ + 8σ2))α2

(1 + 16σ2)2

(
∇µσ∇µ(σX)−∇µ(X

µνσ)∇νσ
) } (A.7)

The part SII is a function of all the scalars, including the auxiliary χ.
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