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Abstract In this paper we inquire inflationary scenar-

ios built on a simplified version of the polynomial affine

model of gravity. Given the absence of a metric tensor

in the formulation of the model, we build a kinetic term

contracting the derivatives of scalar field with the most

general (2, 0)-tensor density build using the affine con-

nection, and introduce a self-interacting potential via a

scaling of the volume form. We analyse the cosmological

solutions derived from this setup.
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1 Introduction

Modern cosmological models propose the existence of a

period of exponential expansion of the (very) early Uni-

verse, known as inflation, in order to explain its current

large-scale structure. Inflationary models have become

essential in our understanding of the evolution of the

Universe, as they provide solutions to challenging prob-

lem occurring in the standard Big Bang cosmology, for

example the flatness, horizon and relic density problems

[1–4].

Typically, inflationary models involve scalar fields

coupled with gravity, and hence their dynamics can be

studied in various gravitational theories. The laxity in

the choice of gravitational model and its interaction

aThis work has been fund by ANID PIA/APOYO
AFB220004 (Chile) and FONDECYT Grant 1230110 (Chile)
be-mail: o.castillo.felisola:at:proton.me
ce-mail: jose.perdiguerog:at:gmail.com

with the scalar sector, turns the theoretical modelling

of inflation into a fertile soil that raises many inflation-

ary scenarios [5]. However, the inflationary dynamics

is customarily analysed in metrical theories of gravity,

such as General Relativity.

The purpose of this work is to test a simple infla-

tionary scenario occurring when a scalar field is cou-

pled to the polynomial affine model of gravity [6, 7].

An interesting feature of the polynomial affine model

of gravity is that the absence of a metric tensor field

in its formulation constraint the number of terms that

can be added to the action functional, endowing it with

a sort of rigidity which is not present in other models

of gravity, including other affine gravities [8–17].

Naturally, one could question the relevance of analysing

affine models of gravity provided that the structure of

the observed Universe possesses a metric that allows us

to measure distances. However, it might be argue that

either: (i) the metrical description might be originated

from the dynamics of an affine Universe; (ii) the met-

ric structure, although fundamental for determining the

geometrical properties of the spacetime, plays no role

in the formulation of the gravitational sector;1 or (iii)

alternative formulations of gravity, even if equivalent to

standard General Relativity (as in the case of the affine

model considered by Eddington and Einstein [8, 9], or

1Curiously, in metrical models of gravity, the metric plays a
double role, as mediator of the gravitational interactions and
instrument for measuring distances (it is also the responsi-
ble of providing a notion of parallelism). The exclusion of the
metric in the formulation of the model takes out the responsi-
bility of mediating the interaction (and defining parallelism),
leaving it the sole role of a compass.
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teleparallel gravity [18]), might be inequivalent if one

attempts to extend them [19].

Unlike in metric theories, there is no standard way

to couple matter to affine gravity, even if the mini-

mal coupling procedure could be defined, the absence of

the metric tensor prevents the introduction of a kinetic

term, i.e. gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ. In non-polynomial affine models,

as for example the one Eddington–Einstein, the kinetic

tensor ∂µϕ∂νϕ can be added to the Ricci tensor origi-

nating their interaction once the determinant is calcu-

lated [12]. Using this approach, some inflationary mod-

els from affine gravity were studied in Refs. [20–22].

Just like a point of comparison, it is curious to notice

that in metric and metric-affine gravitational models,

the use of the inverse metric as part of the formulation

(i.e. it appears explicitly in the action functional) allows

us to include infinitely many terms to the action, un-

less there are additional arguments to cut the number

of term, such as the preservation of certain superficial

degree of freedom [23]. Horndenski found the most gen-

eral tensor-scalar functional that leads to second order

field equations [24], and his model has gain importance

in the formulation of different models of inflation and

dark energy [25]. Oppositely, the rigidity of the poly-

nomial affine gravity constraints the possible couplings

between the gravitational and scalar sector.

The aim of this article is to examine the simplest in-

flationary models obtained by coupling the kinetic ten-

sor of a scalar field with the polynomial affine model

of gravity. For the sake of simplicity, we restrict our-

selves to the torsion-free sector of the model, which

in the case of pure gravity yields field equations that

generalise those of General Relativity. The article is or-

ganised as follows: In section 2 we recapitulate what

polynomial affine gravity is, highlighting and presenting

our simplified setup; Section 3 begins by re-examining

the known solutions to the purely gravitational system

in section 3.1, to move later to analyse the cases cou-

pled with the scalar field in section 3.2; Issues regarding

our solutions are discussed in section 4, along with our

concluding remarks. For the sake of completeness, we

prove in appendix Appendix A that a symmetric
(
0
2

)
-

tensor compatible with the symmetries of the cosmo-

logical principle is parallel if and only if the connection

is Riemannian.

2 The simplified model

The polynomial affine model of gravity is a model built

up solely with the irreducible components of an affine

connection Γ̃µ
λ
ρ, denoted in here on by Γµ

λ
ρ, Aµ and

Bµ
λ
ρ defined by

Γ̃µ
λ
ρ = Γµ

λ
ρ + A[µδ

λ
ρ] + Bµ

λ
ρ. (1)

Note that Γµ
λ
ρ = Γ̃(µ

λ
ρ) is the symmetric part of affine

connection, Aµ is related to the trace of the torsion

Γµ
λ
λ and Bµ

λ
ρ corresponds to the trace-free part of

the connection.

The action of the polynomial affine model of grav-

ity in four-dimensions [6] (see Ref. [26] for the new

parametrisation) does not require the use of a metric

tensor field to be built up, but needs a volume form

dV αβγδ. The most general action (up to topological and

boundary terms) is given by

S =

∫
dV αβγδ

[
B1Rµν

µ
ρBα

ν
βBγ

ρ
δ+B2Rαβ

µ
ρBγ

ν
δBµ

ρ
ν

+B3Rµν
µ
αBβ

ν
γAδ +B4Rαβ

σ
ρBγ

ρ
δAσ

+B5Rαβ
ρ
ρBγ

σ
δAσ + C1Rµα

µ
ν∇βBγ

ν
δ

+ C2Rαβ
ρ
ρ∇σBγ

σ
δ +D1Bν

µ
λBµ

ν
α∇βBγ

λ
δ

+D2Bα
µ
βBµ

λ
ν∇λBγ

ν
δ +D3Bα

µ
νBβ

λ
γ∇λBµ

ν
δ

+D4Bα
λ
βBγ

σ
δ∇λAσ +D5Bα

λ
βAσ∇λBγ

σ
δ

+D6Bα
λ
βAγ∇λAδ +D7Bα

λ
βAλ∇γAδ

+ E1∇ρBα
ρ
β∇σBγ

σ
δ + E2∇ρBα

ρ
β∇γAδ

+ F1Bα
µ
βBγ

σ
δBµ

λ
ρBσ

ρ
λ + F2Bα

µ
βBγ

ν
λBδ

λ
ρBµ

ρ
ν

+ F3Bν
µ
λBµ

ν
αBβ

λ
γAδ + F4Bα

µ
βBγ

ν
δAµAν

]
.

(2)

In the action, the covariant derivation and curvature

tensors are defined with respect to the symmetrised

connection, i.e. ∇ = ∇(Γ) and R = R(Γ). The unique-

ness of the action relies in a sort of dimensional analysis

provided by the indices structure of the fields, and the

symmetries of the geometric quantities [7].

Some of the features of the action in Eq. (2) are:

(i) Its rigidity, since contains all possible combinations

of the fields and their derivatives; (ii) All the coupling

constants are dimensionless, which might be a sign of

conformal invariance, and also ensure that the model

is power-counting renormalisable; (iii) The field equa-

tions are second order differential equations, and the

Einstein spaces are a subset of their solutions; (iv) The

supporting symmetry group is the group of diffeomor-

phisms, desirable for the background independence of

the model; (v) Even though there is no fundamental

metric, it is possible to obtain emergent (connection-

descendent) metric tensors; (vi) The cosmological con-

stant appears in the solutions as an integration con-

stant, changing the paradigm concerning its nature;2

(vii) The model can be extended to be coupled with

a scalar field, and the field equations are equivalent to

2This is similar to what happens in the unimodular model of
gravity [27, 28].
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those of General Relativity interacting with a massless

scalar field.

The key issue to couple a scalar field with the poly-

nomial affine model of gravity is the possibility of defin-

ing a symmetric
(
2
0

)
-tensor density,3 by

(3)gµν = α∇λBρ
(µ

σ dV ν)λρσ +βAλBρ
(µ

σ dV ν)λρσ

+γ Bκ
µ
λBρ

ν
σ dV κλρσ,

which plays the role of inverse metric density. In the

above equation α, β and γ arbitrary constants, which

can be coupled to the partial derivatives of the scalar

field to provide a kinetic term, as follows,

Sϕ = −
∫

gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ. (4)

The complete action of the polynomial affine model

of gravity coupled with a scalar field is given by the sum

of the actions in Eqs. (2) and (4). However, for the pur-

pose of this work we shall consider a simplified model,

which is inspired in the effective model in the torsion-

free sector. In this sector only the terms with coupling

constants C1 and C2 contribute to the field equations,

but in the cosmological scenario the model is restricted

further and the sole component of the action (2) con-

tributing to the field equations is the one with coupling

C1. Similarly, the only term from the action (4) con-

tributing to the field equations is the one with coupling

α, since it is linear in the irreducible components of the

torsion.

Therefore, we shall consider the simplified effective

action,

S =

∫
dV αβγδ (Rµα

µ
ν − C ∂αϕ∂νϕ)∇βBγ

ν
δ, (5)

where the coupling constant C is defined by the rate
α
C1

.

The field equations derived from the action in Eq.

(5) are

∇µ

(
(C ∂αϕ∂λϕ−Rαλ) dV µνρα +

2

3
Rαθδ

[ν
λ dV ρ]αµθ

)
= 0.

(6)

Interestingly, the above is the only nontrivial field equa-

tion of the system, and it is obtained optimising the

effective action functional with respect to the B-field.

[29]. Notice that in the absence of a fundamental met-

ric, the volume form is no longer associated with the

metric (like in General Relativity) and hence it is not

3This tensor density can be obtained using the same analysis
of the indices structure that allows to determine the action.
For details see Ref. [7].

parallel in general. It would be useful for the remaining

of the article to discuss further about the volume form.

On a four-dimensional manifold, M, a volume form

is an everywhere nonvanishing four-form, and hence vol-

ume forms are defined up to a nonvanishing scalar, i.e.

if dV is a volume form the quantity dV ′ defined by

dV ′αβγδ = J(x) dV αβγδ is another volume form if J(x)

is nowhere vanishing. A special volume form is given by

the epsilon density, Eαβγδ with E0123 = 1, because it is

a density of weight +1 whose definition is valid in every

coordinate system [30, 31].

Since every volume form dV differs from the canon-

ical volume form, E, by a point-wise scaling, a mecha-

nism to generate inflation on (a modified version of the

Einstein–Eddington model of) affine gravity has been

proposed by Azri and collaborators [20–22], where the

scalar potential comes as a multiplicative factor to the

volume form. Geometrically, the scalar potential can

be interpreted as coming from a variable volume form,

which depends on the scalar field, i.e.

dV αβγδ =
Eαβγδ

V (ϕ)
. (7)

This scaling is analogous to the substitution of the met-

ric tensor field from gµν(x) → gµν(ϕ), that allows us to

get a non-linear σ-model from the standard kinetic term

of a scalar field ϕ.

Since both Eαβγδ and eαβγδ (the last one is the

canonical skew-symmetric tensor densities of weight −1)

are covariantly constant (aka parallel), ∇E = ∇e = 0,

and satisfy the relation

Eαβγδeµνλρ = 4! δα[µδ
β
ν δ

γ
λδ

δ
ρ], (8)

we can use them to define quasi-Hodge dualities [32],

which allows us to rewrite the field equations of the

system as

∇[µSν]γ = 0, (9)

where

Sνγ =
Rνγ − C ∂νϕ∂γϕ

V(ϕ)
. (10)

The equation (9) indicates that the tensor S is a Co-

dazzi tensor [33].4 In the purely gravitational scenario,

the equivalent of Eq. (9) (∇[µRν]γ = 0) is a well-known

generalisation of Einstein’s equations, which is equiv-

alent (through the differential Bianchi identity) to the

condition of harmonic curvature, i.e. ∇λRµν
λ
ρ = 0 [34–

36].

4In some references the quantities satisfying this kind of re-
lations are said to be in equilibrium at each point, see for
example Sec. III.5 of Ref. [31].
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Following the strategy from Ref. [37], we shall con-

sider three types of solutions to the problem posed by

Eq. (9), to know: (i) S vanishes; (ii) S is a parallel ten-

sor; or (iii) S is a Codazzi tensor.

Restricting ourselves to isotropic and homogeneous

affinely connected spaces, the ansatz for the symmetric

connection is given by [38]5

Γt
t
t = f(t), Γi

t
j = g(t)Sij ,

Γt
i
j = h(t)δij , Γi

j
k = γi

j
k,

(11)

where

Sij =

 1
1−κr2 0 0

0 r2 0

0 0 r2 sin2 θ

 , (12)

and

γr
r
r =

κr

1 − κr2
, γθ

r
θ = −r

(
1 − κr2

)
,

γφ
r
φ = −r

(
1 − κr2

)
sin2 θ, γr

θ
θ =

1

r
,

γφ
θ
φ = − cos θ sin θ, γr

φ
φ =

1

r
,

γθ
φ
φ =

cos θ

sin θ
.

(13)

The parameter κ might take the values 1, 0 or −1. By

choosing an adequate parametrisation of the t-coordinate,

the Γt
t
t component of the connection can be set to zero,

i.e. f = 0 [39].6 In addition, the scalar field depends just

on the time coordinate,

ϕ = ϕ(t). (14)

From the cosmological ansatz, it follows that the

components of the Ricci tensor are

Rtt = −3(ḣ + h2), Rij = (ġ + gh + 2κ)Sij , (15)

while the S tensor differs from it solely in the tt com-

ponent,

Stt = −3(ḣ + h2) − C(ϕ̇)2, Sij = (ġ + gh + 2κ)Sij ,

(16)

5Greek indices take values over the whole of the spacetime
coordinates (µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3), while Latin indices are valued
only on the space coordinates (i, j = 1, 2, 3).
6It is worth to highlight that the Levi-Civita connection de-
rived from the Friedmann–Robertson–Walker metric, param-
eterised with a scale factor a, is compatible with the ansatz
in Eq. (11) through the identifications: f = 0, g = aȧ and
h = ȧ

a
.

3 Overview of solutions

In a previous article [37] (see also its corrigendum [40]),

we analysed the solutions of the purely gravitational

sector of the polynomial affine model of gravity. Before

scanning the solutions of the polynomial affine gravity

coupled to the scalar field, we present a brief review of

the results in the purely gravitational sector, however,

as mentioned above, we use the gauge fixing f = 0.

3.1 Review of vacuum solutions

3.1.1 Vanishing Ricci tensor

In this case the field equations yield two differential

equations, namely

ḣ + h2 = 0, ġ + gh + 2κ = 0. (17)

These can be solved exactly, giving

h(t) =
1

t− t0
, g(t) = −g0 − tκ(t− 2t0)

t− t0
. (18)

Under the assumption that the connection is a met-

ric connection, i.e. h(t) = ȧ
a and g(t) = ȧa, the equa-

tions are

ä

a
= 0, äa + 2

(
κ + ȧ2

)
= 0, (19)

whose solutions is

a(t) = t
√
−κ + a0, (20)

yielding

h(t) =

√
−κ

t
√
−κ + a0

, g(t) =
√
−κ

(
t
√
−κ + a0

)
.

Notice that under the above assumptions, we have re-

strictions for the geometry factor κ, meaning that it

can only take values as 0 and −1 to have a real geom-

etry, whereas in the pure affine geometry, there is no

constraint for κ.

3.1.2 Parallel Ricci tensor

The parallel Ricci equation yields three differential equa-

tions, to know

ḧ + 2hḣ =
d

dt

(
ḣ + h2

)
= 0, (21)

2gh2 − 2κh− hġ + 3gḣ = 0, (22)

2gh2 + 4κh + hġ − gḣ− g̈ = 0. (23)

Since Eq. (21) is a total derivative, its first integral

yields a constant that we denote by c0.
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The system of differential equations is solved ana-

lytically by the functions

h(t) =


√
c0 tanh

(√
c0(t− t0)

)
c0 ̸= 0

h0 c0 = h2
0

1
t−t0

c0 = 0

, (24)

g(t) =


κ sinh 2

√
c0(t− t0)

2
√
c0

c0 ̸= 0

g0e
2h0t + κ

h0
c0 = h2

0

−g0 − κt(t− 2t0)

t− t0
c0 = 0

. (25)

Notice that the solution is well-behaved for all values of

c0 ∈ R, because for negative values of c0 the hyperbolic

functions get transformed to trigonometric functions,

while the case with c0 = 0 simplifies to the vanishing

Ricci scenario whose solution coincide with the reported

in Eq. (18).

In the cases where c0 ̸= 0 and κ ̸= 0, the Ricci

tensor is symmetric and non-degenerated and might be

used as a metric. In addition, given that it is parallel

such metric is compatible with the connection.

When one considers the connection descendent from

the Friedmann–Robertson–Walker metric, the equations

for the scale factor are

d

dt

(
ä

a

)
= 0,

κ + ȧ2 − aä = 0,

4ȧ
(
κ + ȧ2

)
a

− 3ȧä− a
...
a = 0,

(26)

whose solution is

a(t) = ±
√
−κ

c1
sinh (c1 (t + c2)) , (27)

where the parameter c1 is given by the square root of

the first integration constant of the first relation in Eq.

(26), and thus it might be either a real or pure imagi-

nary number. In addition, the only real and nontrivial

scale factor requires that κ = −1, however, it should be

highlighted that in General Relativity all the vacuum

Friedmann cosmologies are obtained for κ = −1, see

Table 1.

From Eq. (27) one obtains the three vacuum Fried-

mann cosmological model of General Relativity as fol-

lows,

a(t) =



sinh(c1t)

c1
κ = −1 ∧ c1 ∈ R,

sin(c1t)

c1
κ = −1 ∧ c1 ∈ ıR,

t κ = −1 ∧ c1 = 0,

0 κ = 0.

(28)

Table 1 Classification of vacuum Friedmann cosmologies in
General Relativity [41]. The quantity q is defined as q =√

|Λ|/3.

Λ < 0 Λ = 0 Λ > 0

κ = 1 no solution no solution de Sitter
a = cosh(qt)/q

κ = 0 no solution Minkowski de Sitter
a = 1 a = exp(qt)

κ = −1 anti de Sitter Minkowski de Sitter
a = sin(qt)/q a = t a = sinh(qt)/q

3.1.3 Harmonic curvature

In the general case, the field equations yield a single

differential equation,

4gh2 + 2κh + 2gḣ− g̈ = 0, (29)

for two undetermined functions. Although one can not

find analytically expressions for h(t) and g(t) functions,

it is possible to find families of solutions parametrised

by one of such functions, e.g for a given function h we

can solve the Eq. (29) for the function g. It is worth to

remark that the proper solutions of the Eq. (29) have

to exclude that cases analysed in Sec. 3.1.1 and 3.1.2.

From the definition of the components of the con-

nection, ∂µe⃗ρ = Γµ
λ
ρe⃗λ, the function h determines the

scaling of the spatial base vectors as one moves along

the t-coordinate. Hence, it indeed plays the role of an

affine Hubble parameter. Based on that premise, let us

consider a few particular cases: (i) when the function

h is constant, which in principle can be thought as an

affine version of the de Sitter space; (ii) when h grows

linearly with t; (iii) when h is a sine function of t; and

(iv) when h is an hyperbolic sine of the coordinate t.

The last two cases are inspired in the solutions for the

h function obtained in Sec. 3.1.2.

In most cases, the Eq. (29) can not be solved analyt-

ically, but one can still get some numerical results. The

plots of the functions g and h for the cases described

above are shown in Fig. 1.

As in the previous cases, under the assumptions

that the connection is the Levi-Civita connection asso-

ciated to a Friedmann–Robertson–Walker metric, the

field equation is then

2ȧ
(
κ + ȧ2

)
a

− ȧä− a
...
a = 0, (30)

which can be solved numerically, see for example Fig. 2.
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Solution for h(t) = 1

h (per 100)
g
A2
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Solution for h(t) = t
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g
A2
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Time
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Solution for h(t) = 1/t

h (per 100)
g
A2

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
Time

Solution for h(t) = tanh(t)
h (per 100)
g
A2

Affine harmonic curvature solutions

Fig. 1 Plot showing the behaviour of the functions g and h.
The function h has been taken as given, and the function g
solves the Eq. (29) for the chosen function h. The plots of
the function h has been scaled by a factor of 100 to appear
visible at the same scale than g. The function A2 defines the
value of the spatial components of the Ricci, which would be
the square of the scale factor if the Ricci tensor field is non-
degenerated.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1

2

3

4

5

6 a

Fig. 2 Plot of the scale factor a(t) with solves the Eq. (30).
The initial conditions used in the plot are a(0) = 1, ȧ(0) = 0.3
and ä(0) = −0.43, with κ = 1.

3.2 Solutions coupled with the scalar field

3.2.1 Vanishing S

Due to the symmetry of the scalar field, it follows that

the Ricci tensor is degenerated (all their spatial com-

ponents vanish) but nonvanishing. Hence, it does not

define an emergent metric on the manifold [26]. The

scalar potential, V(ϕ), does not affect the field equa-

tions,

The field equations can be read directly from Eq. (16),

−3(ḣ + h2) − C (ϕ̇)2 = 0,

ġ + gh + 2κ = 0.
(31)

These are solved with ease in terms of the h-function,

ϕ(t) = ϕ0 ±
√

− 3

C

∫
dt

√
ḣ + h2, (32)

g(t) = e−
∫
dt h

(
g0 − 2κ

∫
dt e

∫
dt h

)
. (33)

Note that Eq. (32) yields real solutions when the con-

stant C is negative, i.e. when the signs of the coupling

constants C1 and α from Eqs. (2) and (3) are opposite.

In previous articles we have argued that the h-function

in our model plays a similar role to that of the Hubble

parameter on the standard cosmology [26, 37, 39, 42].

Therefore, in the situation where h is a constant, h(t) =

h0, which would generalise the solution of (Anti) de Sit-

ter, the Eqs. (32) and (33) reduce to

ϕ(t) = ϕ0±
√

− 3

C
h0t and g(t) = g0e

−h0t− 2κ

h0
. (34)

In principle the Eqs. (32) and (33) can be solved for

a generic parametric function h, however, we choose

to omit it since the function g is defined through the

inverse of the hypergeometric function 2F1 of h.7 In

Fig. 3 the solutions (34) are plotted for a selection of

the function h.

Time

0

5

10

15

20

25
Solution for h(t) = 1

h
g

Time

Solution for h(t) = t
h
g

0 1 2 3 4 5
Time

5.0

2.5

0.0

2.5

5.0

7.5

10.0

12.5

15.0
Solution for h(t) = 1/t

h
g

0 1 2 3 4 5
Time

Solution for h(t) = tanh(t)
h
g

Affine solutions of = 0

Fig. 3 Numerical solutions for the Eqs. (31) for certain func-
tions h.

The Riemannian equivalent of the above system is

driven by the equations

ϕ̇ =

√
6

C

ȧ2 + κ

a2
, ä = −2

ȧ2 + κ

a2
, (35)

for these relations to be well-defined the constant C has

to be strictly positive. The solution of these equations

is shown in Fig. 4.

7We encourage the interested reader to check the existence
of the general solution.
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0 1 2 3 4 5
Time
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11.5

12.0

12.5

k = 1.0 and C = 20.0
a(t)

(t)
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10.2

10.4

10.6

10.8

k = 0.0 and C = 20.0
a(t)

(t)

0 1 2 3 4 5
Time

8.5

9.0

9.5

10.0

k = 1.0 and C = 20.0

a(t)
(t)

Riemannian solution of = 0

Fig. 4 Numerical solution of the Eq. (35) for the three possi-
ble values of the constant κ. The initial conditions have been
set as a(0) = ϕ(0) = 10.0, and ȧ(0) = 0.2.

3.2.2 Parallel S

As shown in Appendix Appendix A, in order for the

tensor S to be parallel the functions g and h have to

be obtained from a potential function a, turning this

problem equivalent to the (pseudo-)Riemannian case,

i.e. to General Relativity minimally coupled to a self-

interacting massless scalar field. If we denote by gµν
the symmetric and non-degenerated parallel

(
0
2

)
-tensor

with respect to the affine connection, the parallel con-

dition for the tensor S can be rewritten as

Rµν − C ∂µϕ∂νϕ = V(ϕ) Σ gµν , (36)

where Σ is an integration constant. Equivalently, the

condition can be expressed in the Einstein form,

Rµν−
1

2
Rgµν = C

(
∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

2
gµν(∂ϕ)2

)
−ΣV(ϕ) gµν .

(37)

Note that for Σ = C/2 the Eq. (37) is exactly what is

obtained in General Relativity.8

The above result is a generalisation of the one ob-

tained in Ref. [7], which would not include the self-

interacting potential. As in the aforementioned refer-

ence, the field equation for the scalar field can be de-

rived through the Bianchi identity (following the pre-

scription suggested in Ref. [29]) or by taking the di-

vergence of Eq. (37), which after some simplifications

8The fixing of the constant Σ is achieved by a scaling of the
original coupling constants in the potential V(ϕ).

yields

C∇µ∇µϕ− ΣV ′(ϕ) = 0, (38)

where the prime denotes derivation with respect to the

scalar field ϕ.

3.2.3 S is a Codazzi

In the case of S to be a Codazzi tensor, there is a single

nontrivial equation,

(39)CV(ϕ)gϕ̇2 + V(ϕ)(4gh2 + 2κh + 2gḣ− g̈)

+ V ′(ϕ)ϕ̇(gh + 2κ + ġ) = 0,

but this involves three unknown functions for a choice of

potential V(ϕ), such functions are h(t), g(t) and ϕ(t).

Therefore, we cannot find analytic solutions without

further conditions.

If we restrict ourselves to the Levi-Civita connection

compatible with a metric of Friedmann–Robertson–Walker

the system still requires complementary conditions, since

the field equation will be determined by two functions,

a(t) and ϕ(t), for a certain potential V(ϕ).

Since the above equations are not enough to deter-

mine a solution of the set up, we follow two strategies

to complement the Eq. (39): (i) consider that the Ricci

tensor field is parallel, and (ii) considering that the ten-

sor S possesses the form of a Friedmann–Robertson–

Walker-like metric.9

Covariantly constant Ricci tensor

Noticing that the tensor S differs from the Ricci by

terms depending on the scalar field, if the Ricci tensor

is parallel then the Eq. (39) turns into a equation for

the scalar field ϕ.

For the sake of simplicity we consider from Eqs. (24)

and (25), the solution parameterised by c0 = h2
0, and

choose the case with κ = 0 to avoid the degeneracy of

the Ricci tensor. Under this considerations the affine

connection is parameterised by the functions

h(t) = h0 and g(t) = g0e
2h0t,

yielding a Ricci tensor of the form

R00 = −3h2
0, Rij = 3g0h0e

2h0tSij .

Finally the condition of S to be a Codazzi tensor turns

into

CV(ϕ)ϕ2 + 3h0V ′(ϕ)ϕ̇ = 0,

9This method is similar to the one used to find solutions with
harmonic curvature in Ref. [26].
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or equivalently

ϕ̇ +
C

3h0

(
V(ϕ)

V ′(ϕ)

)
ϕ2 = 0. (40)

Note that in the above equations we have omitted the

trivial solutions ϕ̇ = 0, because all the effect of the

presence of the scalar field vanish, and the set up turns

to be equivalent to the purely gravitational model.

The above equation is, as expected, an equation for

the scalar field for a given inflationary potential. In the

following we shall consider three choices of potentials.

Considering a power-law type of potential V(ϕ) =

αϕn the Eq. (40)

ϕ̇ +
3nh0

Cϕ
= 0, (41)

whose solution is

ϕ(t) = ±
√

2ϕ0 −
6nh0t

C
. (42)

Interestingly, the behaviour of the potential in Eq. (42)

indicates (assuming the constants ϕ0, C, n and h0 as

positive) that after some finite period of time the scalar

field will vanish, providing a mechanism for ending the

inflationary epoch.

Considering the potential of quintessence, V(ϕ) =

αe−βϕ, the equation for the scalar field is

ϕ̇− 3βh0

C
= 0, (43)

whose solution is given by

ϕ(t) = ϕ0 +
3βh0t

C
. (44)

Finally, considering the Starobinsky potential, V(ϕ) =

α
(
1 − e−βϕ

)2
, the scalar field satisfies the field equation

C
(
eβϕ − 1

)
ϕ̇ + 6βh0 = 0,

whose nontrivial solution is expressed in terms of the

Lambert W -function as follows,10

ϕ(t) = −C1 −
1

β
W0

(
−eβ( 6βh0

C t−C1)
)

+
6βh0

C
t. (45)

In the last equation C1 is the integration constant.

10The Lambert W function takes a number z and returns the
number w such that the z = w ew.

Ansatz for the S tensor

Based in the ansatz for isotropic and homogeneous co-

variant symmetric
(
0
2

)
-tensors, we search for solutions

to the field equation (39) with the prescription that S
is characterised by

Stt = −S0, Sij = A(t)Sij , (46)

with S0 a constant.

Replacing the ansatz into Eq. (39), one obtains the

relation

Ȧ− hA− g S0 = 0, (47)

together with the compatibility conditions

3
(
ḣ + h2

)
+ Cϕ̇2 = S0V(ϕ), (48)

ġ + gh = AV(ϕ). (49)

This set of equations can be solve in terms of one of the

unknowns, for a given potential.

Based in the solutions obtained in previous cases,

we shall consider the simplest scenario, obtained when

we restrict ourselves to the constant h case, i.e. h = h0.

Using the power-law potential, V(ϕ) = αϕn, the Eq.

(48) turns into

ϕ̇2 − αS0

C
ϕn +

3h2
0

C
= 0. (50)

Equation (50) can be formally solved for generic values

of the power n,11 and for the lower values the scalar

field solving the field equation is

ϕ(t) =


ϕ0 ± t

√
αS0−3h2

0

C n = 0

3h2
0

αS0
+ αS0

4C (t− t0)
2

n = 1√
− 3h2

0

αS0
sinh

(√
αS0

C (t− t0)

)
n = 2

. (51)

Finally, from the Eqs. (47) and (49) one obtains an

ordinary differential equation for the function A,

Ä−A
(
h2
0 + S0V(ϕ)

)
= 0. (52)

Since the equation for A depends on the function ϕ

through the potential, the solutions get complicated as

the potential gets a richer structure. Based in the solu-

tions in Eq. (51), for the constant potential the function

A is given by

A(t) = A0 e
−t
√

h2
0+αS0 + A1 e

+t
√

h2
0+αS0 , (53)

11The solution involves the inverse of the hypergeometric
function 2F1
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while for the linear potential the function A is deter-

mined in terms of the Weber’s parabolic cylinder func-

tions, Dp(t).12

For the case of the quadratic potential we were un-

able to integrate the Eq. (52) analytically, so if the

reader is interested in the quadratic potential scenario

the goal should be (in our opinion) pursue using nu-

merical methods.

4 Discussion of results

In this article we extend the purely Polynomial Affine

Model of Gravity in four dimensions by coupling it to

a self-interacting scalar field. We focus our attention to

the torsion-free sector of the model, and inquire the cos-

mological scenarios compatible with our assumptions.

As mentioned in the body of the article, the field

equations of the model take a very simple form when

one consider the torsion-free sector (with or without the

scalar field), reminding us the Codazzi equation—and

also the definition if the Cotton tensor [43, 44] in the

absence of a metric tensor—.

The Codazzi equation for a tensor field T (see Eq.

(9)) possesses three types of solutions: (i) when the

tensor itself vanishes; (ii) when the tensor is parallel,

and; (iii) when the tensor is properly a Codazzi tensor

field. Evidently, the space of solutions of the first type,

M(i)(T ), is a subspace of the space of solutions of type

(ii), M(ii)(T ), and the latter is a subspace of the space

of solutions of type (iii), M(iii)(T ), i.e.

M(i)(T ) ⊆ M(ii)(T ) ⊆ M(iii)(T ). (54)

In the article we found proper cosmological solutions

of M(iii) and M(ii), that is solutions that lie in the

spaces M(iii)/M(ii) and M(ii)/M(i) respectively (for

both Rµν and Sµν). Hence, we shown that in Eq. (54)

there is a strict ordering of spaces.

Firstly, we review the vacuum cosmological solu-

tions of the polynomial affine model of gravity. This

analysis represents a simplification of the results re-

ported in Ref. [26], obtained after re-parameterise the

time coordinate (see Appendix B of Ref. [39]). Our cur-

rent study provides a different insight into the subject,

since we consider the existence of connection-descendent

(also named emergent) metrics provided the affine so-

lutions.

Given that the (symmetric component of the) Ricci

tensor field is the a priori candidate of emergent metric,

12The parabolic cylinder functions are the special functions
that solve the parabolic part of the Laplace equation, much
like what the Bessel functions are to the radial equation of
the Laplacian in cylindrical coordinates.

the affine solutions from M(i)(R) does not posses a nat-

ural emergent metric. Nonetheless, if one assumes that

the affine connection is the Levi-Civita connection of a

yet-to-be-known Friedmann–Robertson–Walker-like met-

ric, the solution is a re-parametrization of the Minkowski

geometry (a(t) = t). Interestingly, the affine solution in

Eq. (18) cannot be in general be associated to a Rie-

mannian geometry (apparently the integrability condi-

tion requires the constant g0 to vanish).

The case discussed above drives us toward the “con-

ditions on a connection to be a metric connection” [45],

which leads us to the notion of holonomy group of a

connection. Unfortunately, most of the advances in the

subject of holonomy lay on the existence of a metric,

or even constraint to metrics with Euclidean signature.

For example, the Berger’s classification of irreducible

holonomy groups is based on the ground of Rieman-

nian geometry [46–48], but a Lorentzian equivalent is

not yet known (see for example Ref. [49]).

It is worth mentioning that in affine models (such

as Polynomial Affine Gravity) if it is possible to define

connection-descendent metrics, in principle there is no

a priori determined signature for such metric. This flex-

ibility in the signature, allows affine solutions that do

not fit into the premises of General Relativity. It can

be seen in the fact that the cosmological affine solutions

do not constrain the values of the κ parameter.

We found that the space of cosmological affine so-

lutions M(ii)(R) extends extensively the space of cos-

mological vacuum solutions of General Relativity, and

particularly the cosmological constant appears as an

integration constant (like in the case of Unimodular

Gravity [27, 50]). However, when one restricts to the

subspace of solutions where the connection is derived

from a Friedmann–Robertson–Walker-like metric, the

subspace M(ii) (R|FRW ) coincides with the vacuum so-

lutions of General Relativity. Like in the previous sce-

nario, the affine solutions do not restrict the values of

the parameter κ.

In the case of the Ricci as Codazzi tensor (which is

equivalent to the harmonic curvature), there is a single

nontrivial component of the field equations, depending

on two functions g and h. Therefore, the strategy is to

solve the field equation on one variable in terms of the

other. Nonetheless, when one restricts to a Levi-Civita

connection, that depends on a single function (the scale

factor a), it is possible to solve numerically the field

equation (30).

The numerical solutions presented in Figs. 1 and 2

show the behaviour of some proper solutions on M(iii)(R),

in particular the latter figure shows the richness in the

evolution depending of the value of the initial condi-

tions. It is worth mentioning that in both figures it
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is possible to explain the accelerated expansion of the

Universe.

Then, we turn our attention to the scenario of Poly-

nomial Affine Gravity coupled with a scalar field.

When the case with vanishing Sµν is considered, i.e.

solutions on the space M(i)(S), one notices that the

scalar field couples to the gravitational sector through

the (t, t)-component of the tensor S, and also that the

self-interacting potential of the scalar field plays no

role in the dynamics of the system. Hence, since there

are two independent field equations but three undeter-

mined functions (g, h and ϕ), it is possible to solve the

dynamics of the system in terms of one of the unknowns.

It has been argued in the presiding sections that the

geometrical meaning of the component of the connec-

tion Γt
i
j , allows us to interpret the function h as a sort

of Hubble parameter, that tells us how a spatial vector

changes along its direction,13 as it is moved forward in

the coordinate t. For this reason we parameterise the

solutions with h. A case of interest is that were h = h0

is constant, yielding the affine notion of (Anti) de Sit-

ter and Minkowski spaces with an homogeneous scalar

field.

We found that the space of solutions M(ii)(S), thanks

to the results shown in Appendix Appendix A, is re-

lated to the space of solutions of the system Einstein

gravity coupled with a free massless scalar field. In par-

ticular, if one choose Σ = C/2 in Eq. (37), the system is

equivalent to Einstein’s gravity (without cosmological

constant) coupled with the scalar field.

Interestingly, the parallel case allows to obtain a

field equation for the scalar field from the differential

Bianchi identity, which turns to be a Klein–Gordon

equation (38).

Note that for Σ ̸= C/2 the field equations (37) yield

solutions that, in general, do not have equivalent in

General Relativity coupled with a scalar field.

It is worth mentioning that, as expected from a

gravitational system coupled with a self-interacting scalar

field, even if the dynamics of the scalar field is not af-

fected by a shift of the potential (V (ϕ) → V (ϕ) + V0),

see Eq. (38), such shift modifies the Einstein equation

(37). The modification induced by the aforementioned

shift is interpreted as a modification in the value of the

cosmological constant, where Λ = ΣV0.

The solutions in M(iii)(S) are (in general terms)

more relevant than the previous ones, in the sense that

they depart further from the known solutions in Gen-

eral Relativity. Moreover, is in this scenario that the

scalar potential plays a main role in the plot. Since the

13Only along its direction because this component of the con-
nection is proportional to a Kronecker delta in the indices i
and j.

space of solutions M(iii)(S) is defined by a sole equa-

tion that depends on three independent unknowns, it is

highly degenerated. In order to be able of finding solu-

tions, we followed two approaches: (i) Considering the

simplification where the Ricci tensor field is parallel ,

and (ii) Proposing an ansatz for the S-tensor, and ask

for self-consistency to solve the field equation.

In the first approach, the Ricci tensor is an affine

generalisation of either flat or (Anti) de Sitter, so the

condition that S is a Codazzi tensor turns into an equa-

tion for the dynamics of the (self-interacting) scalar

field. That equation can be solved once the self-interacting

potential has been chosen.

On the other hand, the self-consistency of second

approach introduces new equations, Eqs. (48) and (49),

enhancing the set of differential equations. The new sys-

tem of allows to solve the three unknowns without fur-

ther assumptions, once the self-interacting potential of

the scalar field has been chosen. Interestingly, even in

the simplest solution for the power-law potential (see

Eq. (53)) might account for a rich behaviour of the

scale factor A, depending on the signs and modulus

of the constants A1 and A2.

In view of our findings, the (vacuum) cosmologi-

cal solutions of the polynomial affine model of gravity

posses a degree of complexity that in General Relativ-

ity can only be attributed to material effects, providing

a best suited arena to provide a geometrical interpre-

tation of phenomenology that in the ΛCDM is due to

the dark sector.

We want to highlight that very recently there is a

growing interest in the cosmological effects derived from

the affine connection. There are a few works that we

would like to highlight. In Ref. [51], the author pro-

poses a model of inflation and reheating that is driven

by a geometrical object that encodes the additional de-

grees of freedom introduced when the connection is not

a Riemannian connection. However, his approach differs

from ours since it possess a metric, i.e. it is a metric-

affine model. In Ref. [52–54], the authors independently

propose formalisms to analyse the cosmological pertur-

bations in metric-affine theories of gravity.14 These new

tools will allow us to extract further information from

the models that would be compared with the cosmolog-

ical observations.
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bra, J. Vaca, M. Morocho, A. Zerwekh and Ivan Schmidt15

14A different approach to analyse the cosmological perturba-
tions in affine models is currently been developed [55].
15OCF wants to dedicate this article to the memory of Ivan,
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Appendix A: Isotropic and homogeneous

parallel (0, 2)-tensors

In Sec. 3.1.2 and 3.2.2 we are interested in finding isotropic

and homogeneous tensors of type (0, 2), which are par-

allel with respect to the connection in Eq. (11).

Since the isotropic and homogeneous (0, 2)-tensor is

symmetric and characterised by two functions of the t-

coordinate (see for example Ref. [37]), the condition of

parallelism

∇λTµν = ∂λTµν − Γλ
σ
µTσν − Γλ

σ
νTµσ = 0, (A.1)

has only four nontrivial components,

λ = µ = ν = 0: ∂tTtt = 0, (A.2)

λ = 0; µ = ν = i: ∂tTii − 2hTii = 0, (A.3)

λ = i; µ = ν = j: ∂iTjj − 2γi
j
jTjj = 0, (A.4)

λ = i; µ = 0; ν = j: − Γi
j
tTjj − Γi

t
jTtt = 0. (A.5)

From Eq. (A.2) it follows that Ttt = −b0 is constant.

Equation (A.4) is equivalent to the parallelism of the

three-dimensional metric sij , and therefore

Tij = Ξ(t) sij . (A.6)

Then, substituting the above into Eqs. (A.3) and (A.5),

we obtain respectively that

Ξ(t) ∝ exp

(
2

∫
dt h

)
, and Ξ(t) =

b0g

h
, (A.7)

which are compatible if both h and g are obtainable

from a potential function a,

g = aȧ, h =
ȧ

a
, Ξ ∝ a2. (A.8)

Hence, the connection is equivalent to the Riemannian

connection and the parallel tensor is a Friedmann–Robertson–

Walker-like metric.
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