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Abstract. We investigated the cosmology of F (R) gravity rebuilt with the Cartan formalism.
This is called Cartan F (R) gravity. The well-known F (R) gravity has been introduced to
extend the standard cosmology, e.g., to explain the cosmological accelerated expansion as
inflation. Cartan F (R) gravity is based on the Riemann-Cartan geometry. The curvature R
is separated into two parts, one is derived from the Levi-Civita connection and the other from
the torsion. Assuming a matter-independent spin connection, we have successfully rewritten
the action of Cartan F (R) gravity into the Einstein-Hilbert action and a scalar field with
canonical kinetic and potential terms without any conformal transformations. This feature
simplifies the building and analysis of a new model of inflation. In this paper, we study two
models, the power-law model, and the logarithmic model, and evaluate fluctuations in the
cosmological microwave background (CMB) radiation. We found robust CMB fluctuations
via analytical computation and confirmed this feature through numerical calculations.ar
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1 Introduction

Inflation is a paradigm to investigate high-energy physics beyond ΛCDM and the standard
model. A number of models explaining inflation have been proposed, which involve extending
the gravity sector and/or adding new matter with minimal or non-minimal coupling to grav-
ity [1–4]. One of the most famous extended gravity models is the Starobinsky model [5, 6].
By applying a suitable conformal transformation, that model becomes described by a scalar-
tensor theory. The scalar field has the potential to involve a flat plateau for a large value.
Such potential energy contributes to the accelerating expansion of the universe, while it dom-
inates the energy density of the universe. As is well known, the accelerating expansion in the
early universe can solve the horizon and flatness problems [7, 8].

In general, the modification of the Einstein-Hilbert action to an arbitrary function of
the Ricci scalar can be rewritten as an equivalent scalar-tensor theory through a conformal
transformation [9–12]. It should be noticed that there is some discussion about the equivalence
of physics before and after the conformal transformation [13–16].

Cartan F (R) gravity is an extended model of general relativity (GR), in which the
Einstein-Hilbert term is replaced by a function of the curvature scalar to be defined in Sec. 2.
We denote the curvature scalar as R instead of the Ricci scalar for simplicity [17]. The
model F (R) = R has been called Einstein-Cartan-Kibble-Sciama (ECKS) theory since the
1960s [18, 19]. ECKS theory is still actively studied and applied to cosmological problems [20–
27].

A feature of Cartan F (R) gravity is that the torsion does not vanish [28]. The curvature
scalar R is then divided into the usual part obtained from the Levi-Civita connection and an
additional part obtained from the torsion. The non-vanishing torsion is a common feature of
the Palatini approach to modified gravity and more general metric-affine geometry. Several
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works have been done on the basic properties of metric-affine F (R) gravity, including appli-
cations to cosmology [29–31]. It was found that metric-affine F (R) and Palatini F (R) gravity
are rewritten forms from a certain class of Brans-Dicke type scalar-tensor theories after con-
formal transformations [32–36]. However, the conformal transformation is not necessary to
rewrite the Cartan F (R) gravity into an equivalent scalar-tensor theory [17]. The aims of
this study are to propose a model of the Cartan F (R) gravity consistent with Planck 2018
results and predict the CMB fluctuations.

We organize this paper as follows, in Sec. 2 we briefly introduce the Cartan formalism
and Cartan F (R) gravity. We employ the standard slow-roll scenario and calculate the CMB
fluctuations in the Cartan F (R) gravity. In the slow-roll scenario, the evolution of spacetime is
characterized by the slow-roll parameters. We formulate these parameters and the e-folding
number in the Cartan F (R) gravity in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4, we consider the power-law and
logarithmic models and calculate the power spectrum, the spectral index, the tensor-scalar
ratio, and the running spectral index. It is found that these model predictions are robust
under the variation of the model parameters. The robustness of the CMB fluctuations is
confirmed by numerical calculations in Sec. 5.

In Sec. 6, we demonstrate reheating processes in several models of the Cartan F (R)
gravity. Finally, we give some concluding remarks.

2 Cartan F (R) gravity

We start by reformulating Cartan F (R) gravity on the Riemann-Cartan geometry described
by the vierbein eiµ and the spin connection ωij

ν . The vierbein connects the curved metric
gµν and flat one ηij with,

gµν = ηije
i
µe

j
ν . (2.1)

Since Cartan F (R) is a natural extension of the conventional F (R) gravity, we expect the
additional contribution to GR can be described as a scalar field theory. This situation is sim-
ilar to the conventional F (R) gravity, but no conformal transformation is required. However,
this situation can avoid the difficulty of physical quantities being frame dependent [17].

The action of Cartan F (R) gravity is defined by replacing the curvature scalar R in
Einstein-Cartan theory with a general function F (R),

S =

∫
d4xe

(
MPl

2

2
F (R) + Lm

)
, (2.2)

where MPl indicates the Planck scale and a volume element is given by the determinant of
the vierbein, e. The curvature scalar is expressed by the spin connection and the vierbein,

R = ei
µej

νRij
µν(ω, ∂ω) = ei

µej
ν
[
∂µω

ij
ν − ∂νω

ij
µ + ωi

kµω
kj

ν − ωi
kνω

kj
µ

]
.

In Cartan geometry, a geometric tensor T ρ
µν called torsion arises,

T ρ
µν ≡ Γρ

µν − Γρ
νµ.

Where we have expressed the Affine connection as Γρ
µν = ea

ρDνe
a
µ and Dν is the covariant

derivative for the local Lorentz transformation

Dνe
k
µ = ∂νe

a
µ + ωk

lνe
l
µ.
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The Affine connection is not necessary invariant under the replacement of the lower indices,
Γρ

µν ̸= Γρ
νµ. Assuming that the matter field is spin connection independent, the torsion is

represented by the derivative of F (R) and the vierbein from Ref[17];

T k
ij =

1

2
(δkjei

λ − δkiej
λ)∂λ lnF

′(R). (2.3)

It should be noted that the torsion vanishes in Einstein-Cartan theory, F (R) = R. Non-
vanishing torsion can be obtained by extending F (R). We extract it from the curvature
scalar,

R = RE + T − 2∇EµT
µ, (2.4)

where the subscript E in RE and ∇E stands for the Ricci scalar and the covariant derivative
given by the Levi-Civita connection. Tµ represents the torsion vector Tµ = T λ

µλ and the
torsion scalar T is defined to contract the torsion and torsion vector as

T =
1

4
T ρµνTρµν −

1

4
T ρµνTµνρ −

1

4
T ρµνTνρµ − TµTµ.

Thus, the curvature scalar is divided into two parts, RE and an additional part derived from
the torsion. Substituting Eq.(2.3) into Eq.(2.4), the additional part is represented as

R = RE − 3

2
∂λ lnF

′(R)∂λ lnF ′(R)− 3∇2
E lnF ′(R). (2.5)

Below we consider a class of Cartan F (R) gravity expressed as F (R) = R+ f(R). The
canonical scalar ϕ is introduced and defined as

ϕ ≡ −
√

3

2
MPl lnF

′(R). (2.6)

Substituting Eq.(2.6) into Eq.(2.5), the gravity part of the action is rewritten to be the
Einstein-Hilbert term and the scalar field.

S ∋
∫

d4xe
MPl

2

2
(R+ f(R)) =

∫
d4xe

(
MPl

2

2
RE − 1

2
∂λϕ∂

λϕ− V (ϕ)

)
. (2.7)

We assume that lnF ′(R) vanishes at a distance, consequently the last term in (2.5) is a total
derivative and can be omitted. The potential, V (ϕ), is defined by,

V (ϕ) ≡ −MPl
2

2
f(R)|R=R(ϕ) . (2.8)

The potential is expressed as a function of the scalar field ϕ through R = R(ϕ) by solving
Eq.(2.6).

Thus, we have derived a scalar-tensor theory (2.7) without any conformal transforma-
tions. It should be noticed that the potential V (ϕ) is different from the one in the scalar-tensor
theory obtained from conventional F (R) gravity after the conformal transformation [11].
This is acceptable because various potentials can be obtained from Cartan F (R) models.
As an example, the same potential of the Starobinky model can be derived from a model
with f(R) = −R2 in Cartan F (R) gravity; although this model has an opposite sign of the
Starobinky model [17].
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3 Slow-roll inflation

Next, we consider slow-roll inflation in Cartan F (R) gravity. Slow-roll inflation is a standard
scenario of the early-time expansion of the universe. A single scalar field, called the inflaton,
provides energy for spacetime expansion. In Cartan F (R) gravity, the scalar field, ϕ can be
identified as the inflaton. Thus, it can play a crucial role in inflation.

In the slow-roll scenario, inflation is controlled by the slow-roll parameters, εH ≡
−Ḣ/H2, ηH = 1

2
Ḧ
HḢ

, and ξH ; where H is the Hubble’s parameter. These parameters can be
rewritten by the inflaton potential under the slow-roll approximation. We denote the rewrit-
ten form of the parameters as εV , ηV , and ξV . Inflation lasts during εV < 1 and ends when
εV = 1.

In our model, the potential is described as a function of R, and the slow-roll parameters
are given by

εV =
1

3

( F ′

F ′′

)2(f ′

f

)2
, (3.1)

ηV =
2

3

( F ′

F ′′

)2 f ′

f

{f ′′

f ′ +
F ′′

F ′ −
F ′′′

F ′′

}
, (3.2)

ξV =
4

9

( F ′

F ′′

)4(f ′

f

)2{f ′′′

f
+

3

2

f ′

f

F ′′

F ′

(
1− F ′F ′′′

(F ′′)2

)
+
(F ′′

F ′

)2
+ 3

(F ′′′

F ′′

)2
− 3

F ′′′

F ′ − F ′′′′

F ′′

}
.

(3.3)

The e-folding number N of inflation is represented as

N =
3

2

∫ R∗

Rend

dR
(F ′′

F ′

)2 f

f ′ , (3.4)

where R∗ and Rend are values when the inflation begins and ends. The latter value is given
from the condition, εV = 1. The former is evaluated to obtain the suitable e-folds N = 50–60,
which is required to solve the horizon and flatness problems.

Quantum fluctuations of the inflaton can induce the initial value of the curvature per-
turbation. This is characterized by the power spectrum As, the spectral index ns, and the
running spectral index αs,

As ≡ − f

16π2M2
Pl

(F ′′

F ′

)2( f

f ′

)2
, (3.5)

ns ≡ 1− 6εV + 2ηV , (3.6)

αs ≡ −24ε2V + 16εV ηV − 2ξV . (3.7)

Under the slow-roll approximation, primordial gravitational waves are predicted. The ratio
of the power spectrum of primordial gravitational waves and scalar field is called the tensor-
to-scalar ratio. That ratio is evaluated using the slow-roll parameter,

r = 16εV . (3.8)

Any predictions of these inflationary parameters ns, αs, and r should satisfy the constraints
of Planck 2018 [37].
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4 Models and predictions of CMB fluctuation

Slow-roll inflation is a successful scenario that can explain the early-time accelerating expan-
sion of spacetime. The soundness of inflation models is determined by their consistency with
observations of the CMB fluctuations. It has been empirically found that a model with a
flat region in the inflaton potential can be adjusted to satisfy the constraints of the CMB
fluctuations and predict a small tensor-to-scalar ratio.

4.1 Power-law model

Reference [17] found that the predictions in an R2 model coincides with the predictions of
Starobinsky’s model. Rn

E with n > 1 has been investigated in the conventional F (R) grav-
ity [38, 39]. The scalaron potential obtained after the conformal transformation is unstable
if n > 2, then fine-tuning is required to obtain a suitable e-folding value N . Thus, it is
necessary for n ∼ 2 to satisfy observation constraints. Whereas, in our framework of Cartan
F (R) gravity the power-law model,

f(R) = −γRn, (n > 1), (4.1)

introduces a stable potential from Eq. (2.8). Our motivation now is to investigate the higher
derivative model of Eq. (4.1). As is shown in Fig. 1, the potential for the power-law model
with n > 2 has a flat plateau. Consequently, the slow-roll scenarios can be adapted to this
model and the quasi-de Sitter expansion is realized around a flat region.

The e-folding number of this model can be analytically obtained as

N =
3

2

n− 1

n

[
ln(1− nγRn−1) +

1

1− nγRn−1

]∣∣∣R∗

Rend
, (4.2)

and we can evaluate R∗ at the beginning of inflation by

R∗ =
{ 1

nγ

(
1 +

1

W−1(x)

)}1/(n−1)
, (4.3)

where W−1 is the Lambert’s W function, x = − exp(−1− 2nN
3(n−1)), and Rend is integrated into

the normalization of N . The constraint of the power spectrum gives the value of coupling
constant γ.

Next, we calculate the inflationary parameters As, ns, αs, and r. Substituting Eq. (4.1)
into Eq. (3.5) with Eq. (4.2), we obtain

As =
γ

16π2

{ 1

nγ

(
1 +

1

W−1(x)

)}n/(n−1){n− 1

n

(
1 +

1

W−1(x)

)}2
. (4.4)

The coupling γ is estimated to satisfied the constraint of power spectrum, log 1010As =
3.044± 0.014 [37]. The spectral index is found to be

ns = 1 +
4

3

( n

n− 1

1

1 +W−1(x)

)2
− 2(3n− 2)

3n

( n

n− 1

1

1 +W−1(x)

)2
, (4.5)

and the tensor-to-scalar ratio is

r =
16

3

( n

n− 1

1

1 +W−1(x)

)2
. (4.6)

– 5 –



n→∞
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Figure 1: The inflaton potentials of the power-law model (4.1). The Red, Orange, and
Green lines show the potential at n = 2, 4, 9. The dashed black line draws the potential of
the power-law model with n → ∞. Cross marks(×) show the end of inflation, the point at
which the slow-roll parameter becomes one, ϵV = 1.

Lastly, the running spectral index takes the form,

αs = −8

9

( n

n− 1

1

1 +W−1(x)

)2
+

4

9

11n− 12

n

( n

n− 1

1

1 +W−1(x)

)3

−4

9

(9n2 − 22n+ 16

n2

)( n

n− 1

1

1 +W−1(x)

)4
.

(4.7)

These formulas are simplified at the n → ∞ limit, and we discuss the results in the next
section.

4.2 Logarithmic model

In the context of quantum field theory (QFT), integrating out the heavy degrees of freedom
(d.o.f) modifies the potential of the light scalar field. The logarithmic model, which is obtained
as

f(R) = −αR ln
(
1 +

R

R0

)
, (4.8)

mimics the one-loop corrections coming from QFT. Importantly, the logarithmic model de-
forms the corrections to keep the Einstein-Hilbert action at the weak curvature limit. Several
variations of the logarithmic corrections have been investigated, as shown in Ref. [40].

In Fig. 2, the inflaton potential of this model has a flat plateau for a large ϕ and the
quasi-de Sitter expansion is also realized. Thus, we adopt the large field inflation scenario.
In other words, the inflaton ϕ at the beginning of inflation is larger than the Planck scale. At
the limit ϕ → ∞ we find from Eq. (2.6),

F ′(R) = 0.

We can estimate the value of R to solve this equation and the solution is given by

R = R0(
1

W (e1−1/α)
− 1), (4.9)
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Figure 2: The inflation potential of Eq. (4.8) with α = 0.01, 1, and α = 1000. The dashed
Red line is Starobinsky potential from the R2 model. The dashed black line is the potential
with α = 1/9999. Cross marks(×) show the end of inflation, the point at which the slow-roll
parameter becomes one, ϵV = 1.
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α=0.01

Figure 3: The inflaton potential of Eq. (4.8) is the blue line. The black line represents the
potential of the power-law model with n = 1 + α.

where W (z) is the Lambert’s W function. For a small coupling α < 1, z = exp(1 − 1/α) is
small enough, z ≪ 1. The Lauran’s series of 1/W (z) around z = 0 is

1

W (z)
=

1

z
+ 1− z

2
+O(z2), (4.10)

and we obtain R/R0 ∼ e1/α ≫ 1. Under this assumption, the function f(R) approaches to
the power-law model with n = 1 + α,

−αR ln
(
1 +

R

R0

)
∼ −R0

e

( R

R0

)1+α
. (4.11)

The validity of this approximation can be evaluated to compare the inflaton potential of
each model in Fig. 3. For a large coupling, the value of R/R0 is less than 1, because
Lambert’s W (z) function at z ∼ e is almost unity. In this case, the logarithmic model can
be approximated to f(R) = −(α/R0)R

2. As the coupling α increases, the potential obtained
from Eq. (4.8) approaches that from Eq. (4.1) with n = 2 (Fig. 2). That is, the α → ∞ limit
of the logarithmic model is the Starobinsky model, f(R) = −R2.
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5 Numerical result

We have analytically evaluated CMB fluctuations for Cartan F (R) gravity in the previous
sections. In this section, we numerically calculate the inflationary parameters and show the
robustness of the predictions in Cartan F (R) gravity. We perform the numerical calculations
in the following steps:

1. Rend is found by the condition for the end of the inflation, εV = 1.

2. R∗ is obtained from Eq. (3.4) with the e-folding number, N = 50, 60.

3. The CMB fluctuations, ns (3.6), αs (3.7) and r (3.8) are estimated from the slow-roll
parameters, εV (3.1), ηV (3.2), ξV (3.3) at R∗.

First, we consider the power-law model of Eq. (4.1). The potential of the power-law
model can be expressed as

V (ϕ) ∝
(
1− e

−
√

2
3

ϕ
MPl

)1+ 1
n−1

. (5.1)

At the limit n → ∞, the potential becomes

V (ϕ)|n→∞ ∝ 1− e
−
√

2
3

ϕ
MPl . (5.2)

Starting from this potential, we can calculate the CMB fluctuations. Figure 4 shows the
numerical results for the power-law model with n = 2 − 9 and ∞. In these figures, the
attractor points at n → ∞ are shown by the red diamonds. It is remarkable that the results
are consistent with the observation even at the limit, n → ∞. The predicted spectrum indices
have a narrow range of variation of about 10−3 for a change of n = 2 to ∞ in the parameters
of the power-law model.

Next, we analyze the logarithmic model (4.8) and show the results in Fig. 4. We observe
that the CMB fluctuations in the logarithmic model approach to those in the R2 model
as α increases. As explained at the end of the previous section, this model is close to the
Starobinsky model at the limit, α → ∞. Thus, we can understand why the fluctuations
approach those of the R2 model as α increases.

For small coupling, this model is approximated as f(R) ∼ R1+α from Eq. (4.11). Conse-
quently, the logarithmic model with small coupling can be rewritten by the power-law model
with n = 1 + α. From Eq. (5.1) the potential is given by

V (ϕ) ∝
(
1− e

−
√

2
3

ϕ
MPl

)1+ 1
α

. (5.3)

It should be noted that the slow-roll scenario can not be adapted because of the vanishing
potential energy at the limit, α → 0. However, as can be seen in Fig. 4, even at extreme values
such as α = 1/9999, the CMB fluctuations do not vary significantly and show attractor-like
behavior.

Next we summarize the numerical results of the power-law and logarithmic models in
Figure 5 and Table 1. From Fig. 5, the numerical results of the entire parameter region for
Cartan F (R) gravity satisfies the constraints of Planck 2018 [37]. In other words, all the
results are consistent with the current observations. In these models the variation in CMB
fluctuations is within a narrow range. These results demonstrate the robustness of certain
Cartan F (R) gravity models.
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Figure 4: Numerical results of CMB fluctuations, ns − r (Top), αs − r (Middle), and
ns − αs (Bottom) at N = 50 (Left) and N = 60 (Right). The Blue lines represent the
power-law model with n = 2 − 9 and the Green lines are the logarithmic model with
α = 0.01, 0.1, 0.5, 1, 2, 10, 100, 1000. The red and magenta diamonds show the attractor points
at α = 1/9999, α → ∞, and n → ∞.

6 Reheating

When considering a realistic cosmological scenario, it is essential to incorporate reheating
processes after inflation. During the reheating process, the energy of the inflaton transitions
to radiation and the universe enters a radiation-dominated era. In this section, we consider
the reheating process in Cartan F (R) gravity.

We perform numerical calculations of the reheating process for n = 2 in the power-law
model and α = 0.01 in the logarithmic model. Let us assume that the decay rate from inflaton
to radiation is Γ. The equation of motion for the inflaton becomes

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ V ′(ϕ) = −Γϕ̇. (6.1)

Next, the equation for the energy density of radiation is given as

ρ̇r + 4Hρr = Γρr. (6.2)

Also, Friedmann equation is

3H2MPl
2 = ρϕ + ρr, (6.3)
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Figure 5: Numerical result of CMB fluctuations, ns − r for the power-law and logarithmic
models at N = 50 (Left) and N = 60 (Right) with Planck constraints. The blue and red area
shows the Planck 2018 constraints in [37].

Model Parameter N ns αs r

Power-law(4.1)

n = 2
50 0.9616 -0.000748 0.00419
60 0.9678 -0.000523 0.00296

n = 9
50 0.9624 -0.000723 0.00394
60 0.9685 -0.000507 0.00280

n → ∞ 50 0.9626 -0.000717 0.00388
60 0.9686 -0.000503 0.00276

Logarithmic(4.8)

α = 1/9999
50 0.9601 -0.000796 0.00464
60 0.9667 -0.000553 0.00324

α = 0.01
50 0.9601 -0.000796 0.00464
60 0.9667 -0.000553 0.00324

α = 1000
50 0.9616 -0.000748 0.00419
60 0.9678 -0.000523 0.00296

α → ∞ 50 0.9616 -0.000748 0.00419
60 0.9678 -0.000523 0.00296

Constraints [37] - - 0.967± 0.004 −0.0042± 0.0067 < 0.065

Table 1: Numerical results of spectral index (ns), running spectral index (αs), tensor-to-
scalar ratio (r) in power-law and Logarithmic models at e-folding number N = 50, 60.

where ρϕ is the energy density of inflaton ϕ;

ρϕ =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ).

From Eqs. (6.1), (6.2), and (6.3), the time evolution of the energy densities is calculated
numerically. These results are in Fig. 6. In addition, Table. 2 shows the starting time of
the radiation-dominated era t̃R and the reheating temperature TR. The numerical reheating
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Figure 6: Numerical results of the time evolution of energy densities. Time is scaled by
t̃ = Mt and Γ/M = 10−2 where M = 1015GeV. The initial time is specified at the end of
inflation, ϵV = 1.

Model t̃R TR[GeV]
Power-law(n = 2) 103 5.4× 1010

Logarithmic(α = 0.01) 32.2 7.4× 1010

Table 2: Numerical results of reheating in power-law and Logarithmic models.

temperatures are in order agreement with analytical results [41]. We have demonstrated that
the reheating process occurs in each model of Cartan F (R) gravity.

For other model parameters, the logarithmic model with a large coupling approximates
the R2 model with the Starobinsky potential. In the power-law model with n > 2, the
potential can be approximated as |ϕ|1+

1
n−1 around ϕ = 0 when n is even. Although there

may be a slight difference in the oscillation at the bottom of the potential, a similar reheating
process can be considered. On the other hand, when n is odd, a region where ϕ < 0 cannot
be defined, and instant reheating or preheating is required [42, 43].

In this study, we assume a constant friction term, Γ. As a future development, we aim
to consider the friction term through interactions obtained from Cartan formalism.

7 Conclusion

We have studied Cartan F (R) gravity, an extension of F (R) gravity on Riemann-Cartan
geometry. We constructed a derivation of the scalar-tensor theory from Cartan F (R) gravity.
A scalar field with a canonical kinetic term is introduced by extracting the torsion from the
curvature scalar. The potential term is derived from the modified gravity action, f(R). Since
the derivation does not require a conformal transformation, it is free from the equivalence
problem between Jordan and Einstein frames in conventional F (R) gravity.

The derived scalar-tensor theory has been applied to the slow-roll scenario of inflation.
We have developed the formulations in Eqs. (3.1)-(3.3) and (3.4) for the CMB fluctuations
in Cartan F (R) gravity. In these formulations, it is possible to compute the results directly
from the F (R) form without expressing the potential in terms of a scalar field. The CMB
fluctuations have been calculated for the power-law and logarithmic models. We have found
that the obtained results are consistent with observations and concluded that Cartan F (R)
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Figure 7: Two branches of the Lambert’s W function. The blue line, W0, is the principal
branch which is defined the interval (−e

1
,∞) and the red line, W−1, is other branch in the

interval (−e−1, 0). The branching point is at (−e−1,−1).

gravity gives a realistic inflation model. We have also shown that the CMB fluctuations are
robust to variations in the model parameters. Additionally, this means that Cartan F (R)
gravity is also valid when a low-energy effective theory of quantum gravity is assumed to
present a polynomial form. These results in the power-law model differ from the conventional
F (R) gravity where the potential has a local maximum if the exponent is larger than two
(n > 2) and fine-tuning is unavoidable to have a realistic e-folding number [39].

It is interesting to investigate whether the robustness of Cartan F (R) gravity is a generic
feature. We would like to apply the model for the reheating process after inflation [44–47].
The reheating process may also reveal different features from the conventional F (R) gravity.
The original ECKS theory has a four-fermion interaction called spin-spin interaction or Dirac-
Heisenberg-Ivanenko-Hehl-Datta four-body fermi interaction [48–52]. Cartan F (R) gravity
has been associated with matter fields such as spin-spin interaction through torsion. The
interaction between the inflaton and matter fields produces a reheating process. It then
reveals the growth of the universe leading to standard cosmology.
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A Lambert’s function

In this section, we briefly introduce Lambert’s W function. For more details see Ref. [53] as
an example. The function W (x) is defined to satisfy the following equation

W (x)eW (x) = x, (A.1)

where W (x) is called the Lambert’s W function. The W function has two branches. One is
defined in the interval [−e−1,∞], and other is in the interval (−e−1, 0). The former is called
the principal branch and described as W0, while the latter is written as W−1. The branching
point is at (−e−1,−1). See, fig. 7.

For x > 0, the principal branch can rearrange eq. (A.1) to take the natural log,

W (x) = lnx− lnW (x), (A.2)

then we can obtain the recursive relation,

W0(x) = lnx− ln(lnx− ln(lnx− · · · )), (A.3)

and, for x < 0, we can obtain the similar relation for W−1 as

W−1(x) = ln(−x)− ln(−(ln(−x)− ln(− ln(−x+ · · · )))). (A.4)

The asymptotic expansion of Lambert function is estimated by using Lagrange inverse
theorem as

W (x) =L1 − L2 +
L2

L1
+

L2(−2 + L2)

2L2
1

+
L2(6− 9L2 + 2L2

2)

6L3
1

+
L2(−12 + 36L2 − 22L2

2 + 3L3
2)

12L4
1

+O
({L2

L1

}5
)
, (A.5)

where L1 = lnx and L2 = ln lnx for the principle branch, and L1 = ln(−x) and L2 =
ln(− ln(−x)) for the negative branch. Note that the expansion (A.5) is convergent at both 0
and infinity. See [54] for details.

B Exact solution of Starobinsky model in Riemann geometry

As the power-law model of Cartan F (R) gravity, the inflationary observables of the Starobin-
sky model in Riemann geometry can be represented analytically.

The e-folding number of Starobinsky model is expressed by

N =
3

4

(
2γR− ln(1 + 2γR)

)∣∣∣R∗

Rend
, (B.1)

and the curvature R∗ is solved as

R∗ = −1−W−1

(
− e−

(
1+4N/3

))
. (B.2)

ns = 1 +
8

3

1

1 +W−1(−e−(1+4N/3))
− 16

3

( 1

1 +W−1(−e−(1+4N/3))

)2
∼ 1− 2

N
− 3

N2
, (B.3)
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r =
64

3

( 1

1 +W−1(−e−(1+4N/3))

)2
∼ 12

N2
, (B.4)

αs =− 32

9

( 1

1 +W−1(−e−(1+4N/3))

)2
+

160

9

( 1

1 +W−1(−e−(1+4N/3))

)3

− 128

3

( 1

1 +W−1(−e−(1+4N/3))

)4

∼− 2

N2
− 15

2N3
− 27

2N4
.

(B.5)

The approximation of r.h.s of eqs. (B.3), (B.4), (B.5) are evaluated to apply the recursive
formula (A.4).
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