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Abstract

We study inflation driven by the tachyon field in the holographic braneworld by assuming the
second slow-roll parameter η is constant. The parameter η can be either defined by the tachyon
scalar field and the Hubble parameter or by the Hubble parameter only. By assuming a constant η,
we derive and numerically solve a differential equation for the Hubble expansion rate. We calculate
numerically the scalar spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio. We confront the results with the
observational data and find some constraints on the free model parameters. The swampland conjec-
tures are discussed in the context of the constant-roll inflation, with some accent on the holographic
model.

1 Introduction

Inflation is the most promising candidate for solving the horizon problem and other related problems of
the standard Big Bang cosmology [1], by demanding an extremely short period in the early universe during
which the universe rapidly expands. Moreover, the quantum fluctuations generated during inflation lead
to the primordial density perturbation responsible for the large-scale structure formation.

An outstanding achievement has been made in the theoretical prediction of the inflation parameters,
assuming that the inflation is governed by a single scalar field (the inflaton), whose origin is still unknown.
One of the popular classes of inflationary models is based on the dynamics of the tachyon field originating
in M or string theory [2]. It is known [3] that the decay of unstable D-branes in string theory is followed by
a production of pressureless gas with non-zero energy density, which is required for a phase of inflationary
expansion. This is one of main motivations for applications of the tachyon field in the theory of inflation.

The constant-roll inflation is based on the assumption that during inflation, the second slow-roll
parameter η is an arbitrary constant and not necessarily small [4]. This formalism has been applied in
many different scenarios of inflation [5–13]. In this work, for the first time, we apply the formalism of
the constant-roll inflation to the holographic second Randall-Sundrum (RSII) model with a tachyon field
[14, 15]. This paper is an extension of our previous work in which we studied the constant-roll tachyon
inflation in the RSII cosmology [16]. We have shown that the observational parameters obtained in the
constant-roll approach for the RSII model are in better agreement with observational data than those
obtained in the slow-roll approximation [17].

Motivated by this result, we examine whether similar behavior will occur in the tachyon model in the
holographic braneworld. The dynamics of the model considered here are based on a scenario in which
the brane, with an effective tachyon field, is located at the boundary of a 5-dim asymptotically Anti-de
Sitter (AdS5) space. This type of model we refer to as the holographic braneworld [18]. The effective
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four-dimensional Einstein equations on the holographic boundary of AdS5 yield a modified Friedmann
equation with a quartic term ∝ H4, where H is Hubble parameter [18, 19]. Due to this modification
in the Friedmann equation, it is interesting to consider the constant-roll inflation in the (holographic)
cosmology on the AdS5 boundary. The constant-roll inflation has recently been analyzed, assuming that
inflation is driven by (generalized) holographic dark energy [20, 21]. It is important to stress that these
models are not equivalent to our model.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief review of the tachyon dynamics in
the holographic braneworld. The scenario of the constant-roll inflation in the holographic RSII model is
discussed in Section 3. In Section 4, we present the details of our numerical results. In Section 5, we
discuss the swampland criteria for the holographic constant-roll RSII inflation model. A summary and
conclusions are given in Section 6.

2 The tachyon dynamics in the holographic braneworld

In this section, we briefly introduce the basic property of the tachyon dynamics in the holographic
braneworld. In a braneworld scenario, our universe is a brane moving in the higher dimensional bulk,
with only gravity allowed to propagate in the bulk. In the RSII model, two 3+1 dimensional branes
with opposite tensions are embedded in a 4+1 spacetime with AdS5 geometry. The observers reside
on the positive tension brane, and the negative tension brane is pushed off to infinity. If the brane is
located at the boundary of an AdS5 space, the effective Einstein equations on the brane can be obtained
in the framework of anti-de Sitter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence and holographic
renormalization [18]. The effective Einstein equations yield the holographic Friedmann equations. For a
spatially flat FLRW geometry on the brane, the holographic Friedmann equations are [14]

h2 − 1

4
h4 =

κ2

3
ℓ4ρ, (1)

ḣ

(
1− 1

2
h2

)
= −κ2

2
ℓ3(p+ ρ), (2)

where p and ρ are the pressure and the density of the fluid associated with the field on the brane and
h ≡ ℓH is a dimensionless Hubble expansion rate. The overdot in (2) denotes a derivative with respect
to time measured in units of ℓ. The fundamental coupling parameter κ is related to the AdS5 curvature
radius ℓ and the four-dimensional Newton constant GN

κ2 =
8πGN

ℓ2
. (3)

In (2), we omit the contribution of ”dark radiation” [22]. The physically acceptable solution of the
equation (1), as a quadratic equation for h2, is of the form

h2 = 2

(
1−

√
κ2

3
ℓ4ρ

)
. (4)

In the low-density limit (κ2ℓ4ρ ≪ 1), the equation (4) reduces to the standard Friedmann equation, en-
sures that the holographic cosmology reduces to the standard cosmology. According to (2), the expansion
rate is a monotonously decreasing function of time. In this model, the evolution is constrained by the
physical range of the expansion rate 0 ≤ h2 ≤ 2. The evolution of the universe starts with an initial
hi <

√
2 and with negative ḣi.

For a fluid on the brane described by the tachyon field, the tachyon Lagrangian of the Dirac-Born-
Infeld (DBI) type is of the form

L = −ℓ−4V (θ/ℓ)
√

1− gµνθ,µθ,ν , (5)

where the tachyon field θ has units of ℓ. The tachyonic potential V (θ/ℓ) satisfies the following properties

V (0) = const, V,θ(θ > 0) < 0, V (|θ| → ∞) → 0, (6)

where the subscript , θ denotes a derivative with respect to θ. The pressure p and energy density ρ are
the components of the energy-momentum tensor Tµν

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν − pgµν , (7)
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where the components of the four velocity are uµ ≡ ∂µθ/
√
∂µθ∂µθ and uαu

α = 1. Assuming spatial
isotropy and homogeneity at the background, θ = θ(t), from

Tµν ≡ 2√
−g

δ
√
−gL

δgµν
, (8)

one finds

p = −ℓ−4V

√
1− θ̇2, (9)

ρ =
ℓ−4V√
1− θ̇2

. (10)

The model is presented in more detail in ref. [14]. In the following, we will analyze the constant-roll
inflation based on this model, with the slow-roll parameter η being constant.

3 Constant-roll inflation

The dominant inflationary scenario nowadays, known as the slow-roll inflation, is based on the assumption
that the inflaton field varies very slowly and inflation lasts long enough to overcome some problems in
the standard Bing Bang cosmology. In the slow-roll inflation models, the slow-roll parameters

ϵ = − ℓḣ

h2
, (11)

η =
ℓθ̈

hθ̇
, (12)

are small. Inflation ends when the parameter ϵ crosses unity. The modification of the slow-roll inflation
(η ≈ 0) or ultra slow-roll inflation (η = −3) leads to the constant-roll inflation defined by the condition
[4]

η = const. (13)

In this work, we apply the condition (13) to the tachyon dynamics in the holographic braneworld. Com-
bining Friedmann’s equations, (1) and (2), with (9) and (10) we obtain

θ̇ = −2ℓ

3

h,θ
h2

1− 1
2h

2

1− 1
4h

2
, (14)

where according to the Hamilton-Jacobi formalism the expansion rate h is taken as a function of field θ,
i.e. h = h(θ), yielding ḣ = h,θ θ̇. By taking the time derivative of (14) we obtain

θ̈ = −2ℓ

3

1− 1
2h

2

1− 1
4h

2

1

h3

(
hh,θθ − 2h2

,θ

)
θ̇ +

ℓ

3

h2
,θ

h

1

(1− 1
4h

2)2
θ̇. (15)

Then, using the condition (13), the equations (14) and (15), and replacing them in the equation (12) we
derive the differential equation for the expansion rate

hh,θθ − 2h,2θ

(
1 +

h2

4(1− 1
2h

2)(1− 1
4h

2)

)
+

3

2ℓ2
ηh4 1−

1
4h

2

1− 1
2h

2
= 0. (16)

The equation (16) is more complicated than the corresponding equation in the tachyon constant-roll model
in standard cosmology (derived from the Einstein-Hilbert action) and will also be solved numerically.

One of the main advantages of constant-roll inflation is that there is no need to specify the type of
potential. The potential can be reconstructed when the dynamics of the model is known. Combining (1),
(10) and (14), we obtain the potential as an implicit function of the tachyon field

V =
3

κ2
h2(1− 1

4
h2)

√√√√1− 4ℓ2

9

h2
,θ

h4

(
1− 1

2h
2

1− 1
4h

2

)2

. (17)

In the limit when h2 ≪ 1, the equations (16) and (17) agree with those derived in tachyon constant-roll
model in standard cosmology [13].
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There are plenty of definitions of the slow-roll parameters. Besides the most common, given by (11)
and (12), it proves advantageous to define the slow-roll parameters recursively

ε0 ≡ h∗/h, (18)

εi+1 ≡ d ln |εi|
dN

, i ≥ 0, (19)

where h∗ is the expansion rate at an arbitrarily chosen time and N is the number of e-folds defined as

N ≡ 1

ℓ

∫ tf

ti

hdt, (20)

where ti and tf denote the times of the beginning and the end of inflation, respectively. To solve the most
important problems in the early universe, the number of e-folds during inflation should be N ≃ 60. From
the definition for the parameters εi one obtains

εi+1 =
ℓε̇i
hεi

. (21)

The relationships between ε1 ≡ ϵ, ε2 and η depend on the form of the Friedmann equation. Using (21)
together with (14), for the first two slow-roll parameters εi we obtain

ε1 = −ℓ
ḣ

h2
=

2ℓ2

3

h2
,θ

h4

1− 1
2h

2

1− 1
4h

2
, (22)

ε2 = ℓ
ε̇1
hε1

= η − ε1

(
h,θθ

h2
,θ

h− 2

)
. (23)

Substituting h,θθ from (16) into (23), ε2 takes the following simple form

ε2 = 2η − h2

2(1− 1
2h

2)(1− 1
4h

2)
ε1. (24)

In our model, unlike the constant-roll inflation model in the standard cosmology [23], the expression
for ε2 contains the additional term proportional to h2, causing the change of ε2 during the time. The
parameter ε3 is equal to

ε3 =
1

ε2

(
h2(1− 1

8h
4)

(1− 1
2h

2)2(1− 1
4h

2)2
ε21 −

h2

2(1− 1
2h

2)(1− 1
4h

2)
ε1ε2

)
. (25)

In the limit when h2 ≪ 1, the contribution of the additional term can be neglected, i.e., ε2 ≃ 2η, causes
that the parameter ε2 is almost constant and the parameter ε3 tends to zero.

4 Numerical calculations

In this section, we present the results for the observational parameters and the number of e-folds, obtained
by numerically solving the equation for the Hubble expansion rate, equation (16), for fixed η. This
equation is a second-order differential equation for the tachyon field θ. To solve this equation numerically,
we need to choose initial conditions, i.e., to fix the values of h and h,θ for a chosen value θ. Let these
be the values hi ≡ h(θi) and h,θi ≡ h,θ(θi) that correspond to the value of the field θi at the time of
the beginning of inflation (θi = θ(ti)). For this specific choice, we will fix the initial conditions from the
values of the observational parameters. As we will see, this approach allows us to estimate the range
of parameter η in the model with the corresponding predictions that should be in good agreement with
observational data. For numerical solving of (16), bearing in mind form of (14), without loss of generality,
we can set ti = 0 and θi = 0.

The observational parameters, the scalar spectral index ns, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r have been
calculated in Ref. [24] for the tachyon model in the holographic braneworld up to the second order in
the slow-roll parameters

r = 16ε1i

[
1 + Cε2i −

2(2− h2)

3(4− h2)
ε1i

]
, (26)
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ns = 1− 2ε1i − ε2i −
(
2− 8h2

3(4− h2)2

)
ε21i −

(
3 + 2C − 2(2− h2)

3(4− h2)

)
ε1iε2i − Cε2iε3i, (27)

where C ≃ −0.73 and εii ≡ εi(θi) are the values of the slow-roll parameters at the beginning of inflation
. The expressions (26) and (27) at linear order in the slow-roll parameters εi agree with the expressions
obtained in the standard scalar field inflation with a tachyon field (see e.g. ref. [23])

r ≃ 16ε1i, (28)

ns ≃ 1− 2ε1i − ε2i. (29)

The calculated parameters given in (26) and (27) may be confronted with the observed values from the
Planck data [25]

ns = 0.9649± 0.0042, (30)

r < 0.056. (31)

Now, we calculate a functional relationship between the observational parameters, given by expressions
at linear order in the slow-roll parameters, and the initial conditions hi and h,θi. From (28) and (29),
using (24), we obtain

η =
1

2

(
1− ns −

r

8
+

h2
i

(1− 1
2h

2
i )(1− 1

4h
2
i )

r

32

)
. (32)

The term proportional to h2
i , that results from (24), affects the value of the parameter η, which is another

crucial difference in this model compared to the model in standard cosmology. Using (22), the expression
(28) can be rewritten as

h,θi = −

√
3

32
r
1− 1

4h
2
i

1− 1
2h

2
i

h4
i , (33)

where we have chosen the minus sign, according to the demand that ḣ < 0. Clearly, for each choice of
ns, r and hi the parameter η and the value h,θi are fixed by (32) and (33).

4.1 Numerical results

Now, we present the results for some fixed values of the parameters. In the following, we treat hi, besides
η, as an additional free parameter of the model, the value of which lies in the interval 0 < hi <

√
2.

In Fig. 1 we plot η and h,θi as function of hi for fixed and arbitrary ns = 0.966 and r = 0.022. As we
shall see, for the values of the observational parameters, which are well inside the observational region,
the model can provide the inflation stage with N ≈ 60. We will use these values to illustrate further
results. It can be seen from Fig. 1 that the value of parameter η changes significantly only for those

0.00
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0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4

h i

η

0.00

−0.05

−0.10

−0.15

−0.20

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

h i

h ,
θ
i

Figure 1: η versus hi (left panel) and h,θi versus hi (right panel) for fixed ns = 0.966 and r = 0.022.

values of hi which are near to the maximum value hi max =
√
2. For the other allowed values for hi, the

parameter η is almost constant and very close to the value obtained in the standard tachyon constant-
roll inflation (η ≈ 0.0153) [13]. As shown in Fig. 1, |h,θi| increases with hi which indicates that there
may be a deviation in the duration of inflation (e-folds number) in our model compared to the tachyon
constant-roll model in standard cosmology [13]. We will discuss those results in the next section.
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In Fig. 2, we plot η as a function of hi varying the values of the observational parameters. Again, the
most significant range of the values of hi is near its maximum, and the value of the η is more affected by
the change of r than by the change of ns.

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4

h i

η

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4

h i

η

Figure 2: η versus hi. Left panel: r = const = 0.01, ns = 0.96 (solid red line), ns = 0.965 (dashed blue
line), ns = 0.97 (dash-dotted green line). Right panel: ns = const = 0.965, r = 0.01 (solid red line),
r = 0.02 (dashed blue line), r = 0.03 (dash-dotted green line).

In Fig. 3 we present a numerical solution to the equation (16) and the reconstructed potential,
obtained for ns = 0.966, r = 0.022 and hi = 1.4. For this choice of the parameters, using expressions
(32) and (33), we find η = 0.0817 and h,θi = −0.4495. It is obvious from Fig. 3 that the reconstructed
potential has all properties of a tachyon potential, defined by (6).
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0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2
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0 100 200 300 400

θ

h

10−4

10−2

100

0 100 200 300 400

θ

κ
2 V

Figure 3: The expansion rate (left panel) and the reconstructed potential (right panel) versus tachyon
field in the model with η = 0.0817, hi = 1.4 and h,θi = −0.4495.

The expression (14) may be integrated numerically, yielding the time t as a function of θ. With its
help, the time evolution of the expansion rate and the tachyon field can be plotted (Fig. 4).

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
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1.4

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
t

h

0

100

200

300

400

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
t

θ

Figure 4: The time evolution of the expansion rate (left panel) and the tachyon field (right panel) in the
model with η = 0.0817, hi = 1.4 and h,θi = −0.4495.
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The slow-roll parameters ε1 and ε2 as functions of θ are shown in Fig. 5.
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Figure 5: The slow-roll parameters ε1 and ε2 versus tachyon field calculated numerically in the model
with η = 0.0817, hi = 1.4 and h,θi = −0.4495.

The parameter ε1 increases and exceeds unity (for θf = 415.5), defining the end of inflation. As
already mentioned, for h2 ≪ 1 the value ε2 is almost constant. Furthermore, it is obvious from the shape
of the curve in Fig. 5 that the parameter ε2 changes significantly only at the beginning of inflation.

Now, we calculate the number of e-folds associated with the observational parameters, the values of
which we choose according to the restrictions from the observational data. Using (14) the expression (20)
becomes

N =
1

ℓ

∫ θf

θi

h

θ̇
dθ = − 3

2ℓ2

∫ θf

θi

h3

h,θ

(1− 1
4h

2)

(1− 1
2h

2)
dθ, (34)

where θf = θ(tf) is fixed by ε1(θf) = 1. To calculate the number of e-folds, we proceed as follows. For
some chosen ns, r and hi, using (32) and (33), we calculate the parameter η and the initial value h,θi.
Then, we obtain h(θ) solving (15), for given η, with the initial conditions hi and h,θi. From the condition
for the end of inflation (ε1(θf) = 1) we find θf . Finally, we use numerical integration in expression (34)
to find N . For ns = 0.966, r = 0.022 and hi = 1.4 the number of e-folds is N = 60.2.

In Fig. 6, we plot N as a function of hi and as a function of η. Note that the change in the number
N due to the variation of the parameter ns is significant only for small values of hi. This result is
expected, considering how the parameter η depends on the observable parameters ns and r (see Fig. 2).
As mentioned earlier, the number of e-folds is also affected by the value of hi. Clearly, as the value of
the parameter hi increases, the number of e-folds decreases. Therefore, the interval of hi in which the
model gives inflation with N ≃ 60 is narrower than the model allows (see Fig. 1). In addition, Fig. 6
indicates that the value of the parameter η should be close to η ≈ 0.08 to have inflation with N ≃ 60.
In comparison, the tachyon constant-roll inflation in standard cosmology for the values ns = 0.9615 and

40

60

80

1.390 1.395 1.400 1.405 1.410
h i

N

50

55

60

65

70

0.070 0.075 0.080 0.085 0.090
η

N

Figure 6: Theoretical prediction for the functions N of hi (left panel) and N of η (right panel) for several
fixed observational parameters. On the left panel, r = 0.02 (red line), 0.025 (blue line), 0.03 (green line),
where ns = 0.96 is represented by solid line and ns = 0.965 by dashed line. The right panel shows the
function N of η for randomly chosen observational parameters ns = 0.965 and r = 0.02 (solid red line)
and ns = 0.965 and r = 0.03 (dashed blue line).

r = 0.0197, with η = 0.0153, predicts inflation with N = 121 [13]. In our model, the chosen values of
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the observational parameters inside the allowed range of the Planck data, with hi = 1.4 (and η = 0.077),
correspond to N = 64.4.

4.2 Scalar spectral index and tensor-to-scalar ratio

Note that previous results for the number of e-folds were obtained using the functional relationship
between the observational parameters and the initial conditions hi and h,θi, equations (32) and (33).
More accurate results can be obtained using (26) and (27) and applying the standard approach based on
calculating observation parameters ns and r for a given e-folds number N , described in details in refs.
[14], [15] and [17]. For randomly chosen η, hi, and h,θi, the equation (16) and the differential equation for

the number of e-folds dN/dθ = h/(ℓθ̇), are solved simultaneously from θi = 0 to some arbitrary value θf
which is large enough, to provide the end of inflation (ε1(θf) = 1). Then, demanding N = N(θi)−N(θf)
the value θi is obtained for given N . The value θi is then used to find εii and observational parameters
(Fig. 7). According to the previous considerations, we choose the values for the free parameters in ranges
0.08 ≤ η ≤ 0.085 and 1.39 ≤ hi ≤ 1.41. Initial values of h,θi, which must be negative, are assumed to be
in the interval −0.01 ≤ h,θi ≤ −0.9 provided that ε1(θi) ≪ 1.

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.94 0.96 0.98 1.00

ns

r

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.94 0.96 0.98 1.00

ns

r

Figure 7: r versus ns diagrams, in the models with η = const (left panel) and η̄ = const (right panel),
with observational constraints from Planck Collaboration 2018 [25]. The dots are obtained for randomly
chosen η, hi and h,θi in the intervals 0.08 ≤ η ≤ 0.085, 1.39 ≤ hi ≤ 1.41 and −0.01 ≤ h,θi ≤ −0.9 (left
panel), and in the intervals −0.001 ≤ η ≤ −0.04, 1.38 ≤ hi ≤ 1.414 and −0.1 ≤ h,θi ≤ −0.9 (right panel).
The colors represent different N : N = 55 (red), N = 60 (blue), and N = 65 (green).

We can easily extend our consideration to other constant-roll models using the above procedure for
calculating the observational parameters. The second slow-roll parameter can be defined in terms of the
Hubble expansion rate only

η̄ =
ℓḧ

hḣ
. (35)

The parameter η̄ is different from η except in the canonical single field inflation where these two parameters
are equivalent [16]. Using the same procedure as in Section 3, we derive a differential equation for the
Hubble expansion rate η̄

hh,θθ − h,2θ

(
1 +

h2

4(1− 1
2h

2)(1− 1
4h

2)

)
− 3

2ℓ2
η̄h4 1−

1
4h

2

1− 1
2h

2
= 0. (36)

By applying the numerical procedure, we calculate the observational parameters from (26) and (27) in
the model with η̄ = const, where ε2 and ε3 are given by

ε2 = 2(ε1 − η̄), (37)

ε3 = 2ε1. (38)

As expected, the prediction for the observational parameters (Fig. 7) in the holographic braneworld agrees
with the model-independent prediction in ref. [16], obtained analytically for any model that satisfies the
condition η̄ = const. As we will shortly see, this fact will be of crucial importance for consideration of
the connection between our model and the swampland criteria in quantum gravity.
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5 The swampland criteria and the braneworld inflation

It is known that the idea of swampland [26] appeared in the context of the investigation of low-energy
effective field theories (non)compatible with quantum gravity. Much attention and effort have been paid
to the investigation of criteria [27] related to ”swampland” or to ”string theory landscape” to distinguish
between effective field theories that can or cannot be UV-completed to a quantum theory of gravity.

Investigation of swampland criteria in cosmology, more precisely the theory of inflation, is pretty
recent and presented in very few research articles, especially in the case of braneworld and holographic
inflation. While some inflationary models are not compatible with these criteria, inflationary models in
the braneworld scenario, in principle, have the potential to evade the swampland constraints [5].

Let us initiate consideration of the swampland criteria in the context of our RSII holographic constant-
roll model. The swampland criteria read as follows [28]

|∆θ|
MPl

< c, (39)

MPl
|V,θ|
V

> c′, (40)

where c and c′ are constants of order one and MPl = (8πGN)
−1/2 ≃ 2.4 ·1018 GeV. Further investigations

have shown that the constant c′ could be of order 0.1 [29]. From the swampland criteria, it may be seen
that the range traversed by the field is bounded from above, and there is a lower bound on the gradient
of the potential. As pointed out in Refs. [30] and [31], the swampland conjectures will be met if at least
one of the conditions is satisfied. In the following, we will examine whether the second criterion (40) is
satisfied in our model. To the best of our knowledge, there has been no attempt in the literature to check
the swampland criteria in a holographic inflation model with dynamics similar to the one in our model.

First, consider the second criterion, using the parameter η as presented in (12). The second criterion
is in strong tension with the single-field slow-roll inflation model because the slow-roll parameter

ε1 =
M2

Pl

2

V 2
,θ

V 2
(41)

should be smaller than unity to have accelerated expansion phase. The definition (41) is only valid in
the slow-roll approximation, in a model with a canonical scalar field in the standard cosmology [32]. For
tachyon field the therm V,θ/V can be calculated using the equation for θ(t) [23]

ℓθ̈

1− θ̇2
+ 3hθ̇ +

ℓV,θ

V
= 0, (42)

yielding
ℓV,θ

V
= −3hθ̇

(
1 +

η

3(1− θ̇2)

)
. (43)

For the small and constant η it leads to
ℓV,θ

V
≃ −3hθ̇. (44)

By combining the time derivative of h = ℓȧ/a with Eq. (2), we obtain

ä

a
=

h2

ℓ2

(
1− 3

2
θ̇2

1− 1
2h

2

1− 1
4h

2

)
. (45)

From this, it follows that the condition for accelerated expansion ä > 0 will be met if

θ̇2 <
2

3

1− 1
4h

2

1− 1
2h

2
, (46)

and, when h2 ≪ 1, inflation ends for θ̇f ≃
√
2/3. According to (44), the second swampland criteria

requires hf > 0.1/
√
6 ≈ 0.04. As we can see (Fig. 3), the calculated Hubble expansion rate h tends to

a very small value towards the end of inflation. One may conclude that the second criterion will not be
satisfied for those values of h that provide agreement with Planck data.
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Next, consider the second swampland criterion using the parameter η̄ given by (35), which does not
depend explicitly on the field θ! Remember that η and η̄ are the same only in canonical single-field
inflation, while in our model, they are different, and, as we will see, it will lead us to a different scenario.
In this case, using the derivative of (17) with respect to the tachyon field, we obtain

ℓV,θ

V
= −

(1− h2

2 )
(
−36h3(1− h2

4 )− 8hh2
,θ + 8(1− h2

2 )h,θθ

)
h,θ

18h4(1− h2

4 )2 − 8(1− h2

2 )2h2
,θ

. (47)

From Fig. 8, we can conclude that our holographic model provides the second swampland criterion to
be satisfied during inflation for a wide range of the relevant parameters. For instance, for η̄ = const.
and N = 65, the following set of observational parameters is obtained: ns = 0.964, r = 0.055, that
are in a good agreement with the current observational data. We can roughly estimate that the second
swampland criterion is satisfied for ns > 0.96 and r > 0.05. A similar behavior for V,θ/V is obtained in
Ref. [5].

0.0
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0.8

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

N

ℓV
, θ

/V
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0.2

0.4
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ℓV
, θ

/V

Figure 8: The value of ℓV,θ/V versus N in the model with η = const (left panel) and η̄ = const (right
panel). The parameter values are η = 0.0816, hi = 1.4046, h,θi = −0.4503 (left panel) and η̄ = −0.0082,
hi = 1.2170, h,θi = −0.1964 (right panel).

6 Summary and conclusions

We have studied constant-roll inflation driven by the tachyon-field inflaton in the the holographic branewo-
rld. In particular, we have focused on two models with constant roll conditions η = const and η̄ = const,
respectively. As expected, the inflation dynamics is modified due to the differences in the holographic
Friedmann equations compared with those in the standard approach. Owing to a complicated form of
the equation for the Hubble rate, we have mainly used numerical calculations throughout this work.

We have compared the theoretical results for observational parameters with the Planck data. We have
deduced optimal values of our free parameters for which the model predictions are in good agreement
with the observational data. In comparison with the results of the tachyon constant-roll inflation in
standard cosmology [13], our model gives significantly lower values for the number of e-folds, much closer
to a widely accepted N ≃ 60.

We have found that the formulation in which the second slow-roll parameter η̄ is constant (35) meets
the swampland criteria. In this case, the obtained values for the observational parameters ns and r are
still in the range of the Planck data but slightly less favorable than the values obtained with constant
second slow-roll parameter η (12).

It is worth noting that the swampland ”problem” for holographic inflation may be closely related to
another fundamental problem of braneworld inflation. Namely, according to our model, inflation on the
holographic brane occurs under the influence of the scalar inflaton field defined on the brane. However,
after the Big Bang, in the era of quantum gravity, inflation might be driven by another field, for instance,
some moduli scalar field in the bulk, as a possible manifestation of supergravity or superstring theory.
In that case, an effective low-energy theory consistent with the swampland conjectures may not match
completely with our effective gravity on the brane.

As a point for more detailed consideration of the swampland criteria in brenworld inflation, note
that the equations of the gravity field on the brane that lead to holographic cosmology are not derived
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strictly from some fundamental action analogous to the Einstein-Hilbert action. Given this point, the
investigation of fulfilling the swampland criteria for the constant-roll inflation presented in Ref. [16] is a
subject of ongoing research.
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