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We explore the generalized f(R,T) modified theory of gravity, where the gravitational Lagrangian
is a function of Ricci scalar R and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor 7. We derive modified
field equations to the linear order of perturbations in the context of f(R,T) model. We then inves-
tigate the growth of perturbations in the context of f(R,T) modified gravity. Primary numerical
investigations based on matter power spectra diagrams indicates a structure growth suppression in
f(R,T) gravity, which exhibits consistency with local measurements. Also, we notice that matter-
geometry interaction in f(R,T) model would results in the specific feature named as ”matter acous-
tic oscillations” appeared in matter power spectra diagrams. Moreover, we put constraints on the
cosmological parameters of f(R,T) model, utilizing current observations, chiefly cosmic microwave
background, weak lensing, supernovae, baryon acoustic oscillations, and redshift-space distortions
data. Numerical results based on MCMC calculations imply that f(R,T) is a qualified theory of
modified gravity in reconciling Planck CMB data with local probes of large scale structures, by
reporting lower values for the structure growth parameter os compared to the standard model of

cosmology.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is a general belief that Einstein’s theory of general
relativity (GR) is one of the most comprehensive theo-
ries of gravity which has proven to be highly efficient in
understanding the nature of gravity as well as fundamen-
tal concepts in cosmology. Furthermore, the discovery of
acceleration of the cosmic expansion which is supported
by observational measurements from type Ia supernovae
(SNela) [1, 2], affirms the concordance ACDM model in
the framework of GR, as a well established cosmological
model for describing the evolution of the universe. Al-
though the standard model of cosmology is successfully
verified by a broad range of observations containing the
cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies [3-5],
large scale structures (LSS) [6-8], and baryon acoustic
oscillations (BAO) [9-11], this model suffers from several
theoretical and observational shortcomings. In principle,
low redshift cosmological probes prefer less structure for-
mation which yields lower values of linear matter density
perturbation amplitude og, compared to the global pre-
dictions based on the Planck CMB data [12-17]. More-
over, the inferred values of Hubble constant according to
local determinations are in conflict with CMB measure-
ments [18-23]. In this regard, it seems that GR is not
necessarily an ultimate gravity theory, and thus there is
a tendency towards alternative theories of gravity.

The modified gravity theory which is based upon cor-
rections to the Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action, is intro-
duced as a convincing alternative model of gravity, in
purpose of describing the emerged issues in GR where
the standard model of cosmology is not capable of solv-
ing them. The most straightforward modification of
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gravity is to consider an arbitrary function of the Ricci
scalar R in the EH action, known as f(R) gravity [24—
32]. It is also convenient to consider a non-minimal cou-
pling between matter and geometry, as firstly proposed
in [33, 34], where an explicit coupling between the Ricci
scalar R and the matter Lagrangian density L,, is con-
templated. In this generalization of modified gravity,
called f(R, L,,) theory, the equation of motion of massive
particle is non-geodesic, and thus an extra force arises.
The f(R,L,,) gravity has been extensively explored in
the literature [35—44]. Accordingly, based on the non-
minimal curvature-matter interaction, Harko et al. [45]
introduced the generalized gravity model f(R,T), in
which the gravitational Lagrangian is a function of Ricci
scalar R and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor
T. The T-dependent Lagrangian in this class of modifi-
cations on GR, indicates quantum effects which results in
a non-conservative energy-momentum tensor. Thus, an
extra acceleration would appear induced by the coupling
between matter and geometry [46, 47]. There are sev-
eral related studies in the framework of f(R,T) gravity,
where we specify some of them in the following. Jamil
et al. [48] considered reconstruction of different cosmo-
logical models in f(R,T) gravity. Cosmological solutions
of f(R,T) theory via phase space analysis was explored
by Shabani and Farhoudi [49]. Sharif and Nawazish [50]
examined the existence of Noether symmetry in the con-
text of f(R,T) modified gravity. A discussion on energy
conditions applications as well as the cosmological viabil-
ity of f(R,T) gravity was provided by Moraes and Sahoo
[51]. Rajabi and Nozari [52] investigated inflation and re-
heating era in the unimodular f(R,T') theory of gravity.
Moreover, Fortunato et al. [53] reconstructed modified
f(R,T) model through Gaussian process. For more re-
lated investigations on f(R,T) gravity refer to [54-80].
On the other hand, the parameterized post-Newtonian
solar system analysis put severe constraints on f(R,T)
gravity with linear dependence on T [81], where can not
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rule out this class of modified gravity models on cosmo-
logical scales. Then, it is worth turning our attention to
put observational constraints on f(R,T) model via nu-
merical analysis. While cosmological background data
are vastly utilized as observational probes [82-91], it is
pertinent to take into account cluster counts measure-
ments along with background observations in an attempt
to explore cosmic structure growth in modified f(R,T)
theory. In this regard, recently [92] have considered the
evolution of fog (where f is the growth rate of mat-
ter perturbations) in the context of f(R,T) gravity with
polynomial and exponential T-dependent Lagrangian, in
which severe constraints on cosmological parameters were
obtained. Correspondingly, the purpose of the present
paper is to study f(R,T) gravity in background as well
as perturbation levels, along with confronting the f(R,T)
model with observational data -regarding CMB, weak
lensing, supernovae, BAO, and redshift-space distortions
(RSD) measurements- in order to provide robust con-
straints on cosmological parameters, together with eval-
uating its ability to address the cosmological tensions.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In section IT we de-
rive the modified field equations in f(R,T) gravity. Nu-
merical analysis based on the f(R,T) model is explained
in section III. We present observational constraints on
f(R,T) modified gravity in section I'V. Finally, section V
provides a conclusion of our main results.

II. FUNDAMENTAL FORMULATION OF f(R,T)
GRAVITY

In this section we explore the modified gravitational
field equations based on f(R,T) gravity. The total ac-
tion corresponding to f(R,T) modified gravity can be
provided as [45]

S = %/d4m\/jgf(R7T)+/d4m\/ngm7 (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar, T denotes the trace of the
energy-momentum tensor (T = g"*T},,,), and L,, stands
for the matter Lagrangian density. Contemplating action
(1), it is possible to derive the associated field equations
of f(R,T) model as [45]
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We consider the energy content of the universe as a per-
fect fluid with the following energy-momentum tensor

T;w = (p + p) Up Uy + DGpv (4)

where p, p, and u, are energy density, pressure, and
four-velocity, respectively. It should be noted that, the
on-shell matter Lagrangian of a perfect fluid can be con-
sidered as L,, = p, L, = —p, and L,, = T [93], where
the case L,,, = T is appropriate for describing fluids with
0 < w < 1/3, while L,, = p and L,, = —p are suit-
able for describing dark energy fluid (in which w ~ —1).
Accordingly, in the present study we choose L,, = —p,
which results in

®;w = 72T,Ll.l/ ~ PYuv » (5)

where we have assumed linear dependency of L., on the
metric, being valid for this choice of matter Lagrangian
[94]. Thus, modified field equations take the form
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In the present study we contemplate the following func-
tional form of f(R,T) [45]

f(R,T)=R+2f(T), (7)
where
f(T) =8rGAT, (8)

with dimensionless constant A. Then, modified field
equations of f(R,T) theory can be written as

1
Ry = 5 Rgr = 87TG((1 +2N) Ty + Mg + 2/\pgw) .
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On the other hand, the divergence of the energy-
momentum tensor according to field equations (9), re-
sults in

VT =

A

We consider a spatially homogeneous and isotropic
Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) uni-
verse, characterized by the following background metric

ds® = a®(7)( —dr?® + di?) . (11)



Thereupon, modified Friedmann equations are given by
81G
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where the prime indicates deviation with respect to the
conformal time, H = a’/a? is the Hubble parameter, and
index 7 indicates the component ith in the universe filled
with radiation (R), baryons (B), dark matter (DM) and
cosmological constant (A). Taking account of equation
(12), for the total density parameter Qo = Y . pi/per
(with pey = 3H?/(87G)) in f(R,T) gravity, we find

1 A _
Qtot = m <1 + H287TG;]?Z) . (14)

Then, it is obvious that choosing A = 0 will restore Ein-
stein field equations in standard cosmology.

Also it is important to study linear scalar perturba-
tions in modified f(R,T) gravity, based on the perturbed
FLRW metric in the synchronous gauge (syn) given by

ds? = a2(7)< —dr? + (6; + hij)dxidxj) (15)

where

with scalar perturbations h and 7, and k = kk [95]. So,
the corresponding modified field equations become
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In parallel, for the perturbed FLRW metric in conformal

Newtonian gauge (con) described as
ds? = a*(7)( = (1+29)dr® + (1-20)d?), (1)

with gravitational potentials ¥ and ® [95], we find
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Moreover, according to the non-conservation equation
(10), one can rewrite the continuity equation in back-
ground level as

Lo 31+ w)(1+2))d
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in which we have considered p; = w;p; with constant

equation of state w;. Correspondingly, to linear order of
perturbations (in synchronous gauge) we find
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Then, it can be easily understood that in case of A = 0,
the standard model of cosmology will be recovered. Note
that in the rest of the paper, we will study the f(R,T)
model in the synchronous gauge.

Now that we have derived modified equations in
f(R,T) gravity, we are in the position to investigate
the cosmological properties of f(R,T") model by the pub-
licly available Boltzmann code CLASS [110] [96], as well
as utilizing the MCMC]J111] package MONTE PYTHON
[97, 98] in order to compare the model with observations.

IIT. COSMOLOGICAL RESULTS

In the purpose of exploring the cosmological observ-
ables, mainly CMB anisotropy and matter power spec-
tra, in f(R,T) model, we modify the CLASS code to in-
corporate the model parameter A\ together with derived
equations described in sections II. In this approach, the
cosmological parameters are considered based on Planck
2018 data [5], given by Qpoh? = 0.02242, Qpyoh? =
0.11933, Hy = 67.66 Sllf/[n]”;c, Ay = 2.105 x 107°, and
Treio = 0.0561.

In figure (1) we present the CMB anisotropy power
spectra in f(R,T) gravity with different values of A,
where for more clarification their relative ratio with re-
spect to the concordance ACDM model are also dis-
played. More interestingly, in sake of probing structure
formation in modified f(R,T) gravity, one can consider
matter power spectra diagrams as depicted in figure (2).
According to this figure, we realize a suppression in the
structure growth in f(R,T) model which reports consis-
tency with local observations [12-17]. In addition, fig-
ure (3) illustrates the matter density perturbations (left
panel) and Newtonian potential (right panel), which con-
firm the reduction in the growth of structures considering
f(R,T) modified theory of gravity.

Also, an intriguing feature is evident from matter
power spectra as well as matter density and potential per-
turbation diagrams, contemplating as ”matter acoustic
oscillations” in f(R,T) model, due to non-conservation
equation at perturbation level. These oscillations can
be induced by the particle creation process as a result
of matter-geometry interaction. According to a thermo-
dynamic point of view, irreversible matter creation pro-
cesses produce negative pressure [46, 47], which seems to
be effective in suppressing structure formation. Matter
acoustic oscillations are more apparent in velocity per-
turbations shown in figure (4).

For the last point, we turn our attention to the expan-
sion history of the universe in f(R,T) gravity. To this
aim, the Hubble parameter diagrams in f(R,T) model
compared to ACDM are displayed in figure (5). Accord-
ingly, we detect lower values of Hy in f(R,T) theory,
which means that Hubble tension might become more
severe in this model of modified gravity.

IV. CONSTRAINTS ON COSMOLOGICAL
PARAMETERS

Having studied the cosmological features of modified
f(R,T) gravity, we proceed to probe observational con-
straints on the model parameters, as well as investi-
gating the capability of f(R,T) model in ameliorating
the og tension. In this respect, we perform an MCMC
approach through the publicly available code MONTE
PyTHON. The set of cosmological parameters employed
in numerical calculation is { 100 Qp oh?, Qpm oh?, 10065,
In(10*°Ay), ng, Treio, A }, consists of the six cosmologi-
cal parameters in standard ACDM model, along with the
f(R,T) model parameter A, which quantifies deviations
from standard cosmology. One should be noted that pri-
mary numerical investigations suggest the prior range [0,
1074] for A. We have also four derived parameters in-
cluding the reionization redshift z.eo, the matter density
parameter {2y o, the Hubble constant Hy, and the struc-
ture growth parameter og.

The specific likelihoods utilized in MCMC technique
contains the Planck likelihood with Planck 2018 data in-
cluding high-l TT, TE,EE, low-I EE, low-I TT, and lens-
ing measurements [5], the Planck-SZ likelihood for the
Sunyaev-Zeldovich effect measured by Planck [99, 100],
the CFHTLenS likelihood with the weak lensing data
[101, 102], the Pantheon likelihood with the supernovae
data [103], the BAO likelihood with the baryon acous-
tic oscillations data [104, 105], and the BAORSD like-
lihood for BAO and redshift-space distortions measure-
ments [106, 107].

Table I reports the derived observational constraints
on cosmological parameters based on the combined
dataset ”Planck + Planck-SZ + CFHTLenS + Pan-
theon + BAO + BAORSD”. Furthermore, we demon-
strate the one-dimensional posterior probabilities and
two-dimensional contours for some selected cosmological
parameters of f(R,T) gravity compared to standard cos-
mological model in figure (6). Numerical results indi-
cate that f(R,T) gravity anticipates a lower value for the
structure growth parameter og compared to the standard
ACDM model. So, we perceive that f(R,T) model is ca-
pable of alleviating the og tension, by reconciling low
redshift measurements of cosmic structure growth with
Planck data. Moreover, according to the obtained con-
straints on Hubble constant, it seems that H; tension
becomes more serious in f(R,T) model, in accordance
with the correlation between Hj and oyg.

On the other hand, obtained constraints on the f(R,T)
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FIG. 3: The matter density contrast diagrams (left panel) and the Newtonian potential diagrams (right panel) for different

values of \, compared to ACDM.

model parameter A\, report deviations from ACDM at
more than 30. Accordingly, in order to comprehend the
more compatible model with observations, we apply the
Akaike information criterion (AIC) defined as [108, 109]

AIC = —21n Lonax + 2K, (29)

where Lax 18 the maximum likelihood function and
K stands for the number of free parameters. Then,
MCMC calculations result in AIC Acpmy = 3847.12, and
AIC (1modified gravity) = 3829.82, which conclude AAIC =
17.3. Hence, we detect a strong evidence in favor of
f(R,T) gravity which means that the studied f(R,T)

model is worth further precise numerical investigations
with a variety of reliable observational data.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the present investigation, we have studied the com-
patibility of f(R,T) modified gravity with observations,
as well as its potentiality in reconciling the cosmological
tensions. f(R,T) model in which the gravitational La-
grangian is considered as a function of the Ricci scalar
R and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor T, is
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a generalized modified gravity based on a non-minimal

TABLE I: Best fit values of cosmological parameters with the
lo and 20 confidence levels using ”Planck + Planck-SZ +
CFHTLenS + Pantheon + BAO + BAORSD” dataset for
ACDM model and f(R,T) gravity.

ACDM f(R,T) gravity

parameter | best fit lo & 20 limits best fit lo & 20 limits
100Qp0h2| 2261 | 2.263+5912+0020 | 9949 2.24610: 0150035

0 1189+0.00l182+0,0(]17

2 +0.00078+0.0015
Qpm,oh 0.1163 0~1164—11.011079—0.11015 0.1190 0.00081—0.0017

1 '042-#(). 000274-0.00058

+0.00029+4-0.00055
10005 1.042 1'042—0.00026—0.00053 1.042 —0.00030—0.00060

In(10"°A4,)| 3.034 | 3.02470019H00%% | 3.052 3.05070: 01670058
ns 0.9712 | 0.971970003T0-0072 | 0.9664 | 0.968270 000070 0008

0.05772+0.0067+0.015

Treio |0-05358|0.04963¥5:50757 0 6096 | 0-05939 —0.0081—0.015

A — — 2.6820—7(2.972— 715978 +1.3e—T
Zeio | 7502 | TOSATGENIG | 8152 7.97670:56+14
Quo | 02871 | 0287675501 0E086 | 0-3022 | 0.3020F5805THE0052
Ho [skc]| 6956 | 6954030070 | 6843 | 6842037407
os | 0.8079 | 0.8044T (00800000 | 0.7623 | 0.756110 0000 %%"

matter-geometry interaction [45]. We specify the func-
tional expression described in equations (7) and (8) for
f(R,T), which yields modified field equations derived in
section II. Then, by employing the modified version of
the CLASS code based on f(R,T) model, we are in the
position to explore the cosmological observables in the
framework of f(R,T) gravity. Accordingly, matter power
spectra diagrams report a cosmic structure growth sup-
pression in f(R,T) model, which is compatible with low
redshift structure growth determinations. Moreover, we
detect the remarkable feature ”matter acoustic oscilla-
tions” in f(R,T) gravity due to the coupling between
matter and geometry. Thus, primary numerical studies
imply that modified f(R,T') gravity proves beneficial in



relieving the observed tension between local and global
probes of structure formation. Correspondingly, in pur-
suance of examining the qualification of f(R,T) model to
reduce the cosmological tensions, we constrain the model
with current observational data. For this purpose, we
consider Planck CMB, weak lensing, supernovae, BAO,
and RSD measurements in our MCMC analysis. Accord-
ing to MCMC numerical investigations, one can conclude
that f(R,T) modified gravity represents capability in
ameliorating the og tension, by predicting lower struc-

ture growth for the universe.
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