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In the formalism of generalized holographic dark energy, the infrared cut-off Lir is generalized
to the form, Lig = LIR(LP,Lp,ﬁp,--- ,Lf,Lf,ﬁf,--- ya, H, H,H,««), where L, and L¢ are the
particle horizon and the future horizon, respectively (moreover, a is the scale factor and H is the
Hubble parameter of the universe). Based on such formalism, we establish a holographic realization
of constant roll inflation during the early universe, where the corresponding cut-off depends on the
Hubble parameter and its derivatives (up to the second order). The viability of this holographic
constant roll inflation with respect to the Planck data in turn puts a certain bound on the infrared
cut-off at the time of horizon crossing. Such holographic correspondence of constant roll inflation is
extended to the scenario where the infrared cut-off is corrected by the ultraviolet one, which may
originate due to quantum effects. Besides the mere inflation, we further propose the holographic
realization of an unified cosmic scenario from constant roll inflation (at the early time) to the
dark energy era (at the late time) with an intermediate radiation dominated era followed by a
Kamionkowski like reheating stage. In such a unified holographic scenario, the inflationary quantities
(like the scalar spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio) and the dark energy quantities (like the
dark energy EoS parameter and the present Hubble rate) prove to be simultaneously compatible with
observable constraints for suitable ranges of the infrared cut-off and the other model parameters.
Moreover the curvature perturbations at super-Hubble scale prove to be a constant (with time)
during the entire cosmic era, which in turn ensures the stability of the model under consideration.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most important puzzles in today’s cosmology is why the universe undergoes an accelerating phase at
the two extreme curvature regimes, i.e., during the early time and during the late time. Several higher curvature
gravity theories (like f(R) theory, the Gauss-Bonnet gravity theory, etc.) have been used to resolve this issue, and
well, they earned quite a success in this direction (see [1-3] for extensive reviews). In the higher curvature theories,
the Einstein-Hilbert action is suitably generalized, which may originate from the diffeomorphism property of the
gravitational action or from the string theory. One other arena of string theory is the holographic principle that
particularly originates from black hole thermodynamics and string theory and establishes a connection of the infrared
cutoff of a quantum field theory, which is related to the vacuum energy, with the largest distance of this theory [4-
7]. Such holographic consideration is currently running through its full pace in the field of cosmology. In particular,
holographic dark energy (HDE), which is based on the holographic principle rather than adding some extra term in the
Lagrangian of matter, proves to successfully describe the late time acceleration era of the universe [8-35]. Note that
generalized holographic dark energy introduced in [12] gives all known HDEs as particular cases — this was explicitly
proven in [36, 37]. Besides dark energy, the holographic principle has also been used to realize inflation during the
early phase of the universe, particularly the slow-roll inflation [38] (see also the subsequent papers [39-43]). Moreover,
the holographic inflation with a suitable cut-off seems to be compatible with the recent Planck data. Actually, during
the early universe the holographic energy density, which is inversely proportional to the squared infrared cut-off of
the theory, becomes large and hence can drive inflation. Recently we proposed a unified cosmological scenario of
slow-roll inflation and the dark energy era from a holographic point of view in a covariant way [44]. The holographic
realization to describe the early universe is even extended to the bouncing cosmology, in which case, the holographic
energy density violates the null energy condition and triggers a non-singular bouncing universe [45, 46].

Regarding holographic inflation, as we have mentioned earlier that the holographic principle has been used partic-
ularly for slow-roll inflation [38-44]. In the slow-roll regime, an almost flat scalar potential is generally considered
that leads to a negligible acceleration of the scalar field under consideration. In particular, the term ¢> (where ¢ is the
scalar field and an overdot denotes the derivative with respect to cosmic time) is negligible with respect to the Hubble
friction and the restoring force. As a qualitatively different condition, people considered the constant roll inflation

where the scalar field rolls at a constant rate, in particular, qb/ (H d)) = B (with 8 is an arbitrary constant and not

necessarily that § < 1) [47]. Clearly, in the regime of § < 1, the constant roll inflation reduces to the standard
slow-roll one. A lot of successful attempts have been made to propose constant roll inflation during the early universe



in the realm of various modified gravity models, which are also consistent with the observable data (for instance, see
[48-58], but not limited to). Due to the considerable successes of constant roll inflation and the holographic principle,
it becomes important to examine whether any connection exists between them, and we would like to mention that
this still demands a proper investigation.

Coming back to the holographic dark energy (HDE), the corresponding holographic cut-off L1y is generally taken
as particle horizon L, or the future horizon L;. However the fundamental form of the cut-off is still a debatable
topic, and along this direction, it deserves mentioning that the most general holographic cut-off was proposed in [12]

where the Lig is generalized to the form Lig = Lig (LP,Lp,ﬁp, e ,Lf7[.1f,f/f7 e ,a,H,H,ﬁ, .- ) (where a is the

scale factor and H is the Hubble parameter of the universe), known as generalized HDE. Based on this formalism,
the known entropic dark energy models proposed so far are shown to be equivalent to holographic dark energy, where
the corresponding cut-off depends on either the particle horizon and its derivatives or the future horizon and its
derivatives [36, 37]. Along this line, very recently the idea of generalized entropy (that can generalize a wide class
of known entropies like the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy, the Tsallis entropy, the Renyi entropy, the Sharma-Mittal
entropy, the Kaniadakis entropy, etc.) has been proposed [59-61] (one may also go through [62] for a short review on
generalized entropy), which also seems to have a generalized holographic correspondence and can successfully unify
viable slow-roll inflation with a viable dark energy era [60]. These reveal the rich cosmological implications of the
generalized holographic formalism.
Based on the above discussions, such generalized form of Lig immediately leads to the following questions:

e Does there exist suitable holographic cut-off(s) which can successfully drive constant roll inflation during the
early universe? If so, then what about the observable viability of such “holographic constant roll inflation”?

e Besides the mere inflation, does there exist any generalized Lig that produces a unified cosmological scenario
from constant roll inflation to the dark energy era of the universe from a holographic point of view?

We will intend to address these questions in the present paper. We should mention that the holographic constant roll
inflation has been studied earlier in [63], however, in a different context, the author of [63] considered the parameter
c (appears in the holographic energy density phol as pnol x ¢?/L#;) to be time-dependent. On contrary, in our
present analysis, we will consider the parameter ¢ to be a constant (more physical) and the infrared cut-off to be of
the generalized form to establish the holographic realization of constant roll inflation. Besides inflation, we will also
examine the holographic correspondence of the unification from constant roll inflation to the dark energy era. These
make the present work essentially different than the earlier one.

The paper is organized as follows: After going through some basics of constant roll inflation in scalar-tensor theory
in Sec. II, we will examine the holographic connection of constant roll inflation and the unification of constant roll
inflation with the dark energy era in Sec. III and Sec. V, respectively. In Sec. IV between these two sections, we will
consider a modified holographic constant roll inflation, where the infrared cut-off is corrected by the ultraviolet one.
The paper ends with some conclusions in Sec. VI.

II. A BRIEF ON CONSTANT ROLL INFLATION

In this section, we will revisit the main essence of constant roll inflation driven by a scalar field [47], where the
action is given by,

R 1 ..
S = /d4$v -9 [2/{2 - 59” 090,90 = V()| . (1)
Here k? = 87G (with G being Newton’s gravitational constant) and ¢ is the scalar field under consideration with

a potential V(¢). The flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker metric fulfills our present purpose, in which case,
the Friedmann equations and the scalar field equation are given by,

3 5, 1.,
?H —§¢ +V(¢), (2)
92 ..
7?H:¢27 (3)
0:$+3H¢+g—‘;, (4)

respectively, where H = 4122 is the Hubble parameter and a(t) denotes the scale factor of the universe. In the case

of slow-roll inflation, the acceleration of the scalar field is ignored in the flat regime of V(¢), owing to which, the first



term in the right-hand side of Eq. (4) is neglected with respect to the other terms. However, the constant roll inflation
deals in a different regime where ¢ is not negligible, rather ¢>/ (H ¢> is a constant. In particular, the constant roll

condition is given by,
¢=pHO, (5)

where f is a constant (known as the constant roll parameter). Clearly, for 8 ~ 0, the above condition can be thought
of as equivalent to the standard slow-roll case.
Differentiating Eq. (3) (with respect to t) and applying the constant roll condition, one obtains,

H=28HH, (6)
on integrating which, gives a first-order differential equation of the Hubble parameter as,
H=p(H?-M?). (7)

Here M is an integration constant considered to take positive values. Moreover Eq. (3) can be rewritten as,

()2

k2 ) do’
by plugging which into Eq. (2), yields the scalar field potential in terms of H and %:
Vi) = L [am - 2 (4 9)
T K2 k2 \ do '

The above expression of V(¢) will be useful at some stage. Having obtained the equations under constant roll
conditions, we now move for the solutions of these field equations, and for this purpose, we will consider two different
cases depending on whether 8 > 0 or 5 < 0, respectively. .

For 8 > 0, Eq. (7) indicates that the Hubble parameter remains less than M (as H should be negative), and hence
the solution of Eq. (7) turns out to be,

H(t) = —Mtanh (3Mt) . (10)
By using the solution of H = H(t) into $ = B¢ and integrating twice (with respect to the cosmic time), one obtains

the evolution of the scalar field as,
2 /2
o(t) = —4/ 3 tan~ " (e#M?) . (11)

K

The above ¢ = ¢(t) helps to eliminate ¢t from Eq. (10) and results to the Hubble parameter in terms of ¢ as,

H(¢$) = Mcos (\/g mb) , (12)

which along with Eq. (9) immediately leads to the following form of V(¢) corresponding to the aforementioned
solutions:

V(g) = 3]\?2 [(3_65) + (?”6"5) cos (\/ﬁ nqﬁ)} . (13)

K

Eq. (10) depicts that the variable ‘Mt ranges within —oo < Mt < 0 to have a positive valued Hubble parameter
(the positive Hubble parameter indicates an expanding universe where ¢ increases from —oo to zero). Thus during
the early universe, i.e., during Mt < —1, the Hubble parameter from Eq. (10) behaves as H(t) ~ M, which results
in a de-Sitter inflationary stage. Furthermore, the first slow-roll parameter is calculated as,

H?  sinh? (3M1t)



This demonstrates that €; is an increasing function with respect to the cosmic time, and therefore, e; must reach
unity at some point in time depending on the value of 8. For example, if one takes 5 = 0.02, then €; reaches to unity
at Mt = —7. The instance of ¢; = 1 indicates the end of inflation. Consequently, the beginning of inflation (when the
CMB scale ~ 0.05 Mpc ™! crosses the horizon) may be considered as 55 or 60 e-folds back from the instance of €; =1
[47]. Thus as a whole, the model of action (1) with 8 > 0 can drive a constant roll inflationary scenario, which has an
exit after 55 or 60 e-fold numbers. Here it deserves mentioning that the other case, i.e., 8 < 0, leads to a power law
inflation during the early universe, however, inflation is eternal and has no exit mechanism. Keeping this in mind, we
will consider the 8 > 0 case to establish the holographic equivalence of constant roll inflation.

III. HOLOGRAPHIC CONSTANT ROLL INFLATION

In the holographic principle, the holographic energy density is proportional to the inverse squared infrared cutoff
Lig, which could be related to the causality given by the cosmological horizon,

3c?
= —7. 15
Phol = 573 (15)
Here c is a free parameter. Identifying pyo1 as the sole energy density, the Friedmann equation gives,
c
H=——. 16
Im (16)

Note that H~! corresponds to the radius of the cosmological horizon, which may correspond to the infrared cutoff
scale, as expected. As a candidate of the infrared cutoff Lig, we may consider the particle horizon L, or the future
event horizon L¢, which are given as follows,

t 00

dt dt
Ly=a | —, sza/ —. (17)

o @ t a
Differentiating both sides of the above expressions lead to the Hubble parameter in terms of L, Lp or in terms of Ly,

Ly as,
H(L,L):—p——, H(Lg, be) = 22 + = 1

b)) =TT (L, Lg) PR (18)

In [12], a general form of the cutoff was proposed, which could be a function of both L, and L; and their derivatives,
or additionally of the Hubble horizon and its derivatives as well as of the scale factor, namely,

LIR = LIR (Lp7l./pai/pa" : 7Lf7Lf,l.:/f7"' ,(L,H,H,H7"') . (19)
Based on this generalized formalism, we now establish that the constant roll inflation (discussed in the previous

section) has an equivalent holographic correspondence with a suitable cut-off. In particular, by comparing Eq. (6)
with Eq. (16), we may identify,

2c8H
Lig = LW = =072 20
IR IR i (20)
or the comparison of Eq. (7) with Eq. (16) yields,
cfH
Lin = Liy = i (21)
H + 3M?
Moreover it may be noted that Eq. (7) can be written as,
d
7 (Ha_’B) = —BM?a ", (22)

on integrating which (with respect to the cosmic time), we obtain

t
H = —-3M*d® / dta=" . (23)



The above equation provides the general infrared cut-off, which resembles with the particle horizon L, or the future
event horizon Ly as,

(3) — c (4) _ c
®=____ ° o W= _ : 24
BM?2aP fot dta=" IR BMQaﬁft dta="h (24)

IR —

respectively. Therefore in the present case, the generalized holographic cut-off can be expressed by either of the
following ways:

o L%) =2cSH/H or ng =cBSH/ (H + 5M2) or 25)
IR= o0 —
L%) =—c/ (BM%B fot dta_ﬁ) or LYLR) =c/ (5]\/[2(15 ft dta B)

Furthermore, due to Eq. (18), the above forms of L%) and Lg{) can also be expressed either in terms of particle horizon
and its derivatives or in terms of the future horizon and its derivatives (see the Appendix, Sec. VI).

with the cut-off given by L;ll;{) reproduces the cosmological field

C
Lir

Eq. (6), or similarly, the cut-off Lg{), Lg{), or L§4R) results to Eq. (7). Here we need to recall that Eq. (6) or Eq. (7)
can lead to constant roll inflation as discussed in Sec. II. Thus we may argue that the infrared cut-offs of the form
Lg{) as well as of the form Lg{) , L%l‘o’:{) , or Lﬁf{) are equally able to drive constant roll inflation, which we may call
“holographic constant roll inflation”. This indeed establishes the holographic equivalence of the constant roll inflation
in the present context. We may also write the general holographic cut-off corresponds to the constant roll inflation
as follows:

The holographic Friedmann equation H =

— ==t -t -z + 5
1 2 3 4)
Im o o g

where the coefficients satisfy ¢(!) + ¢ 4+ ¢(B) 4 ¢®) = 1. The effective equation of state (EoS) parameter corresponding

to the above Ly is given by,
2\ dLir
ol =—1 — . 27
“hel * (30) dt @7)

Having the holographic model of Eq. (26) in hand, we now determine the evolution of the Lig. With the explicit
forms of Lg{) (1=1,2,3,4), Eq. (26) turns out to be,

.. . t _ o0 _
1w H @ H + BM? L ® BM?aP [ja~Pdt @ BM?aP [ a=Pdt
— =c — | +c T c — | +c . (28)
Lir 2cBH cBH c c

Using the holographic Friedmann equation H = LTR along with the aforementioned constraint relation ¢(!) + ¢() +

c® 4+ ™ =1, the above equation yields the following solution of the Lig:

. — _Mtanh (8M1) . (29)
Lir

Here it deserves mentioning that the above solution of Lig satisfies
. . 2
Lir —2 (LIR) /Lir

2% (LIR /L1R>

= (3 (constant) , (30)

which is the constant roll condition in a holographic scenario. Therefore the solution of the holographic cut-off
obtained in Eq. (29) indeed points to constant roll inflation. This solution of L, in turn, helps to calculate the
observable quantities, by which, we can investigate the viability of the holographic inflationary scenario. The slow-roll
quantities in holographic inflation are given by,

i
H2 ¢ dt ’

€1 =



€n €n
n = = 5 31
T Hen  en(c/Lin) (31)

with n > 1. Consequently the scalar spectral index (ns) and the tensor-to-scalar ratio (r) come as,
ns = [1 —2¢; — 26|, . and 7 =16€], . , (32)

respectively, where the suffix ‘h.c.” symbolizes the horizon crossing instant of the CMB scale mode in which we are
interested. Here we would like to mention that the above expressions of ng and r are valid for slow-roll inflation.
However, we will show that the present constant roll inflationary model obtains compatibility with the Planck data
for § <« 1; thus we safely work with Eq. (32) even in the present context. The Lir immediately leads to €; and ez as

follows:

T b (BM¢ 2
2 26M?Lig?
o= - 2 I (3)
tanh® (BMt) c

Plugging the above expressions of the slow-roll parameters into Eq. (32) and after a little bit of simplification, we
obtain the final forms of n, and r as:

M?Lig?
N, = 1—25(32“*—1> ,
C
h.c.
M?Lig?
r= 163 (sz - 1) (34)
h.c.

It should be noticed that ns and r depend on the dimensionless parameters ML%(“’) and 8 (where Lig (ty) is the
infrared cut-off at the time of horizon crossing of the CMB scale mode with ¢, being the horizon crossing instance).
We can now directly confront the spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio with the Planck 2018 results [64], which
constrain the observational indices to be:

ns = 0.9649 +0.0042 and 7 < 0.064. (35)
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FIG. 1: Parametric plot of ns vs. 7 for the following parameter ranges: \/g < ML%““) < /2 and 0.0038 < § < 0.004.

For the holographic model at hand, the ng and r prove to be simultaneously compatible with the Planck constraints
for the following narrow ranges of the parameters:

3 MLy (t
\/; < y <V2 and  0.0038 < § < 0.004. (36)

This is depicted in FIG. 1. Thus as a whole, the holographic model of Eq. (28) triggers constant roll inflation which
is indeed compatible with the Planck data provided the holographic cut-off at horizon crossing (i.e., Lir (tn)) and the
constant roll parameter 8 lie within the above-mentioned range.



IV. MORE ON HOLOGRAPHIC CONSTANT ROLL INFLATION

In this section, following [38], we will consider an ultraviolet correction over the infrared one, and thus the holo-
graphic cut-off takes the following form,

1

L= LIR2 +
Auv?

: (37)

During the inflationary era, i.e., at high energy scales, the quantum gravity effects may become important, and hence
the infrared cut-off acquires a correction by the ultraviolet one. In such modified holographic scenario, the comparison
of H = £ with Eq. (6) or with Eq. (7) yields the infrared cut-off(s) corresponding to the constant roll inflation as
follows

N
2cfH 1
Lig = LY = - - , 38
IR IR ( i ) AUV2 ( )
or,

2 cBH 2 1
LIR = LgR) = ( T ) - 2 (39)

H + BM?2 Auy
respectively. Due to the holographic Friedmann equation H = £, the cut-off Lg{) clearly reproduces Eq. (6), or

similarly, the Lg{) reproduces Eq. (7). Owing to this, we may argue that L%) or L%), in the presence of ultraviolet

cut-off, can drive constant roll inflation. We can also determine the evolution of such infrared cut-off(s), and is given
by,

2 1
Ly =1 = ‘ = : 40
R R M?2tanh® (ﬁMt) AUV2 ( )

Consequently, the scalar spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio in the present context turn out to be,
3M? 1
1-2 Ligr? -1
B{ c? ( & +AUV2) }
M? 1
168{ — ( Lir? —1
ﬂ{cz ( B +AUv2> }

The above theoretical expectations of ng and r in such a modified holographic scenario turn out to be simultaneously
consistent with the Planck 2018 constraints (see Eq. (35)) provided Lig (tn) (i.e., the infrared cut-off at the instant
of horizon crossing) and 8 lie within the following ranges:

Ng )

h.c.

(41)

\3
|

h.c.

3c? 1 22

2 m (t 2 -
2M? AUV2< i (fh) < M2 Agy?

and  0.0038 < 3 < 0.004. (42)
It is clear by comparing Eq. (42) with Eq. (36) that in presence of the ultraviolet correction, the constraint on Lig (¢1,)
becomes different compared to the previous case where there is no ultraviolet correction, and moreover, for Ayy — oo,
the above constraint on Ly (t,) resembles with that of in Eq. (36). Therefore in the present modified holographic
scenario, the appearance of Ayy may give some extra freedom to some extent (one may go through [38]).

V. UNIFICATION FROM CONSTANT ROLL INFLATION TO DARK ENERGY: HOLOGRAPHIC
VIEW

The constant roll inflation in (10) well describes the inflation in the early epoch corresponding to ¢ < 0, however,
the Hubble rate H during ¢t > 0 becomes negative and therefore it does not describe the expansion of the universe.
In the spirit of this, we may consider the following simple modification of the Hubble parameter:

H(t) = —M tanh (yMt) + M + hg, (43)
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for which, the associated scale factor of the universe is given by: a o cosh™7 (yMt) e(M+ho)t where hg, M, and 7 are
positive parameters (it may be mentioned that both hy and M have mass dimension [+1] while 7 is dimensionless).
Here the constant roll parameter is replaced by v (in place of /) to differentiate the present case from the previous
ones. Eq. (43) clearly depicts that for ¢ — —oo, H becomes a constant, in particular, H — 2M + hg, which results in
a de-Sitter inflationary stage. On the other hand, when H — hy becomes a constant again at ¢ — 400, which may
correspond to the dark energy. Moreover the Hubble parameter in Eq. (43) satisfies,

H B ~yMtanh (yMt)
OHH  Mtanh (YMt) — M —hy

(44)

Thus the quantity % tends to a positive constant value at the large negative time, which in turn ensures that the
inflation is a constant roll in nature. Therefore by the modification in (43), we can describe both the constant roll
inflation in the early universe and dark energy in the late universe in a unified manner. Because Eq. (43) is a shift by
a constant M + hg from (10), Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) are modified as follows,

H—2y(H—-M—ho)H=0,
H—~(H—M—hy)* = —yM?>. (45)

Such a unified picture of constant roll inflation and dark energy may be described by some suitable higher curvature
like f(R) gravity theory, for instance, see [54] where f(R) initially takes an R? corrected logarithmic form which
drives constant roll inflation during the early phase, while at a late time, the f(R) is considered to be more-or-less
of exponential form that ensures a viable dark energy era of the universe. In addition the standard cosmological
evolution in-between the inflation and the dark energy era, and also the transition from the standard cosmology to
the late time acceleration, have been successfully demonstrated in [54]. Or even a scalar-tensor theory may be also
suitable to trigger H(t) of Eq. (43) — where the scalar field initially rolls at a constant rate to give the constant roll
inflation and at a late time, the scalar field energy density acts like a bare cosmological constant which in turn leads to
a late dark energy era. However, in the present context, our main concern is to establish the holographic equivalence
of such a unified cosmological description, rather than finding suitably modified gravity theory(ies) corresponding to
this evolution. For this purpose, let us individually compare the first and second equations of Eq. (45) with Eq. (16),
which immediately identify,

~ 2c
LIR = th{) = I il
ﬁ + 2’7 (M + ho)
~ C
L =L{y = - ; (46)

H4~vyM?
H*I\}*ho + ’7 (M + ho)
respectively. On the other hand, we may note that the second equation in Eq. (45) can be rewritten as

1 ¢ 2(M +h 2hoM + h?
—'yaﬁ/dt<( +O)— 0 +O+1>a’8, (47)

H H H?

on comparing which with Eq. (16) identifies the following cut-offs in more-or-less similar fashion of the particle horizon
L, or the future event horizon Ly:

- bo(2(M+h 2hoM + h3
ngfyca_ﬁ/dt< ( ; O)— 0H2+ 0—1—1)@5,
0

) ~ ro(M hoM + h2
Lﬁ?z—vca*ﬁ/ dt( (M +ho) _ 2ho +h0+1) o (48)
t

H H?

respectively. Therefore the generalized holographic cut-off, that results to an unification of constant roll inflation and
dark energy era, can be expressed by either of the following ways:

z/%) = given in the first expression of Eq.(46) , or
_— igz) = given in the second expression of Eq.(46) , or
zg’{) = given in the first expression of Eq.(48) , or
Eg‘{) = given in the second expression of Eq.(48)
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(6]

T with cut-off identified as i%g reproduces the first equation of Eq. (45),
or similarly, the holographic cut-offs like igg , flg’{) , or E%ég reproduce the second equation of Eq. (45). This reveals
that Ii%) , E%) , Eﬁ?, or l~/§4R) is equally capable to demonstrate the unified evolution of constant roll inflation and the
dark energy era of the universe. We may also express the general holographic cut-off corresponding to the such unified

description as follows:

The holographic Friedmann equation H =

) B C) B C) B Y
im0 i@ i@ T im (50)
Liw Ly Lg Lk Lg

with ¢ 4 ¢®) 4+ ¢B) 4 ¢® = 1. Due to H = i“ along with the explicit forms of i%g (1 =1,2,3,4), we determine
IR
the evolution of the cut-off as follows:
c

Lig

= —M tanh (yMt) + M + hy . (51)

Lir becomes constant at asymptotic values of the cosmic time which, due to H = E?R’ points to the unification of two

accelerating stages of the universe from the holographic point of view. In particular, for large negative and for large
positive time, the Lig becomes Lig = m and Lig = hio, respectively, which depict holographic inflation during
the early stage and holographic dark energy during the late time of the universe. Thus if we consider hg < M, then
M specifies the inflationary energy scale while hq is the Hubble scale during the dark energy stage. Moreover the Lig
of Eq. (51) obeys,

- N
Ligr —2 (LIR) /Lr
se (Ernf )

— constant at |[Mt| > 1. (52)

This ensures that the holographic inflation occurring during the early universe is indeed a “constant roll” in nature.
Thus we may argue that the holographic model of Eq. (50) can describe constant roll inflation and dark energy of the
universe in a unified way. Having obtained such a cut-off, we now examine the observable viability of the model with
respect to the recent Planck data. The first and second slow-roll parameters (defined in Eq. (31)) in this context turn
out to be,

e e sore (g i)
(¢ (2)’) (¢ (t)’)

respectively, where we use Eq. (51). Consequently, the scalar spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio take the
following forms,

- 2
3M? (LIR) i] i
ne=1-2¢ -2, =1-2y —— 2 — (1—(M+h0)éR> (1_3(M+h0)f{> ,

; (53)

€1 =

- 2
M? (LIR> T 2
r= 1661‘}1'0 = 16~ e 1-— (M + ho) e , (54)

respectively, with ¢;, being the horizon crossing instant of the CMB scale mode on which we are interested to evaluate
the observable indices. It is evident that both ngs and r in the present holographic scenario depend on %"(t“),

holun(tn) g ~. It turns out that ng and r are simultaneously compatible with the Planck 2018 data [64] provided

ho < M and the other parameters lie within the following ranges:

0.80

MLy (t
< y <089 and 0.010 <~ < 0.011. (55)
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FIG. 2: Parametric plot of ns vs. r for the following parameter ranges: 0.80 < % < 0.89, 0.010 < v < 0.011 and
ho < M.

This is revealed in Fig. 2. On the other hand, the effective EoS parameter corresponding to the cut-off in Eq. (50)
(or in Eq. (51)) comes as,

-1
3 + (56)

S 14 (2) dLig _ 2yM2sech? (yMt)
dt 3[—Mtanh (YM¢t) + M + hol*’

which tends to w — —1 at Mt > 1 i.e., during the dark energy era. This is, however, expected as the cut-off in
Eq. (51) tends to a constant value, in particular, Lig =~ h%, during the large positive time. Thus we take the parameter
ho to be equal to the present Hubble parameter of the universe, i.e., hg = Hy = 107%3eV (where Hj is the current
Hubble parameter), which in turn makes the holographic cut-off at present time as [N/E%) = ¢ x 10%%eV. As a whole,
the inflationary and the dark energy constraints in the present holographic scenario are given by,

MLy (¢
0.80 < y

<0.89, 0.010 <y <0.011 and hg=~10"3%V. (57)

Having demonstrated the inflation and the dark energy era, we now like to describe the intermediate evolution of
the universe (in-between the end of inflation and the dark energy era) in order to have an unified cosmology in the
present holographic scenario. Regarding the end of inflation, we use the explicit evolution of Lig from Eq. (51) to
Eq. (53), and after a little bit of simplification, we obtain

yM? sech? (vMt)
(—Mtanh(yMt) + M + hg)?

€ = (58)

which has the behaviour as shown in Fig.[3]. The figure clearly depicts that €; is a monotonic increasing function
with time and reaches to unity nearly at Mty = 230 which, in turn, indicates the end of inflation (¢¢ represents the
cosmic time when the inflation ends).

Therefore the beginning of inflation (when the CMB scale ~ 0.05Mpc™! crosses the horizon) may be considered 50

to 65 e-folds back from the instance of ¢, = 1 (or equivalently Mt = 230). The e-fold number is given by N = j;t Hdt
which, due to the Hubble parameter of Eq. (43), becomes

1 [cosh@Mt) } (59)

N=M@—t)+h(t—t)— ; In cosh(~yMt;)

Here t; is the instance of the beginning of inflation when N = 0. With Mt; ~ 230 and in order to have 50 to 65
e-folds of inflation, we find from the above expression that Mt; should lie within M¢; = [—10, —26]. Thus as a whole
the inflation starts, i.e when the CMB scale crosses the horizon, at Mt; = [—10, —26] and gets an exit at Mty = 230,
during which, the total e-fold number of the inflationary era becomes Ny = [50, 65].
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FIG. 3: €; vs. Mt for v = 0.01 and hg = 107**eV = 10"**GeV and M = 10"*GeV. Such parametric ranges are consistent as
of Eq. (57).

After the end of inflation, the universe needs to enter to a reheating phase or to the standard radiation dominated era
in the case of instantaneous reheating. As we have demonstrated that the holographic energy density corresponding

- 2
to the cut-off L, i.e p = % ( i;) , triggers an inflation during the early universe and a dark energy era during

the late time of the universe. Hence in order to have radiation energy in the present scenario, we introduce a new
holographic energy density (corresponding to a cut-off L), beside the existing p, and is given by,

3 c 2
Pn = ) (Ln> s (60)

which is considered to have a coupling with the radiation, i.e around the end of reheating, p, will eventually decay to
the normal radiation. Therefore the total holographic energy density turns out to be,

3 c \? 3 c\?
= 0= _ == , 61
T p+p liz (IIR> +/‘E2 <Ln> ( )

and the effective cut-off (L) is given by,

(&) ()

where Lg is shown in Eq. (50). Similar to p, the p, satisfies a conservation equation like

Pn + 3Hpy (1+wn) =0, (63)

where wy, is the associated EoS parameter of p, (recall that @ is the EoS parameter corresponding to the Lig, see
Eq. (56)). Here we would like to mention that the decay rate from p, to the radiation energy becomes effective only
around the end of reheating, and thus p, safely obeys the above conservation equation. As we will demonstrate below
that during the inflation, p, remains suppressed compared to p and thus the inflation is controlled entirely by p.
However after the inflation ends, p decreases at a considerably faster rate and lands to the value of the present dark
energy density, in particular p ~ 10747GeV*. As a result, p, becomes larger over p almost one e-fold after the end of
inflation and thus dominates the universe’s evolution during the reheating stage which ends when the decay rate of p,
becomes comparable to the Hubble rate. As a result, the holographic energy density p, decays to radiation around
the end of reheating, which in turn sets the standard cosmological evolution of the universe. Eventually, the radiation
energy density (that falls by a~*) becomes less than 5 ~ 10-*"GeV* and then the universe again dominates by p
which triggers the late time acceleration of the universe. Thus as a whole, the early inflation and the late dark energy
era are controlled by g with two different energy scales respectively, while the intermediate phase of the universe from
the end of inflation to the dark energy era is controlled by p, and the radiation energy produced from the decay of



12

pn. For the demonstration of such evolution of the universe, we consider a variable EoS parameter corresponding to
Pn, in particular,

1+w 1—w

wa(N) = (2) tanh (N — Np) — (2) , (64)

where w is a constant and recall that Ny represents the total e-fold number of the inflationary era. According to the
above expression, w, &~ —1 for N < Nf and w, = w during N > N; (more-or-less, such behaviour of EoS parameter
occurs in alpha attractor scalar-tensor theory with suitable exponent of the scalar potential). Thus the holographic
energy density p, remains almost constant during the inflation, while after the inflation ends, p, seems to decay by
o a—31+%) with the expansion of the universe. In order to get the full evolution of p,, we use the expression of wy,
from Eq. (64) to the conservation Eq. (63), and by using dN = %‘l, we obtain p, in terms of the e-fold variable as

follows:

) = pPexp |~ (1 w) (N = M) + Infeosh (¥ = N | (63)

where pg) = pn(Ng). Therefore the cut-off L,, corresponding to p, turns out to be,

The behaviour of p, is shown in the Fig. [4] where we take w = % and Ny = 60. The figure clearly demonstrates that
pn remains almost constant during the inflation (i.e during 0 < N < 60), while after the inflation ends, p, seems to
decay by oc e~V with the e-fold variable. In the Fig. [4], we also take p{ = 1051GeV*. The reason for taking such
a value of pg) is following: since the inflation is considered to be controlled by p which acquires p ~ 1090GeV* at
the beginning of inflation (i.e at N = 0) and p ~ 10%3GeV? at the end of inflation (i.e at N = Ny = 60). Thus we
take p, = 1061GeV* which remains almost constant during the inflation, so that p, < p during 0 < N < N; and the
inflation gets controlled by p.

1061 i

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
N

FIG. 4: pn vs. N from Eq. (65) where py is in the unit of GeV*?. Here we take w = %, Nt = 60 and pg,f) =10%1GeV*4.

We now compare the evolutions of p and p, with the expansion of the universe, see Fig. [5] where the blue and
red curves describe the logarithmic scale of p(N) and p,(NN) respectively (in particular, the blue curve represents In p
and the red curve is for In p,). The left plot of Fig.[5] shows the two energy densities during the entire cosmological
era, i.e from the beginning of inflation to the dark energy era, while the right plot is the zoomed-in version of the
left one during the inflation. The figure clearly demonstrates that p > p, during the inflation and thus the inflation
gets controlled by p (corresponding to the cut-off Lig) which results to a Hubble parameter like Eq. (43). However
after the inflation ends, p decreases at a faster rate compared to py,, and eventually, p, dominates over p within one
e-fold after the end of inflation. Due to the fact that p, is described by a constant EoS parameter (w) during the
post inflationary era (see Fig. [4]), the universe enters to a Kamionkowski like reheating phase during the same.
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FIG. 5: Left Plot: In p (the blue curve) and In p, (the red curve) with respect to the e-fold variable during the entire cosmological
era from the beginning of inflation to the dark energy era. Here the two shaded regions represent the reheating era and the dark
energy era respectively, and moreover, the inflation and the radiation era of the universe are represented by the two unshaded
regions. The comparisons between p and pn stated in Eq. (70) are clearly evident in this figure. Right Plot: The zoomed-in

version of the left plot during inflation, i.e for 0 < N < 60. We take w = %, pgﬂ =10%'GeV*, v = 0.01 and ho = 10~ 3*eV.

In this case, we may write the reheating e-fold number (Ny.) and the reheating temperature (7;.) as follows [66]:

1/4
4 (3HFMg,)
Ny = (1_3w> [61.6—ln{Hi — Nl
43 \'? 1 1
Te = H; —(N¢+Nre)
() (&) @)

where H; and Hy are the Hubble parameter at N = 0 and at N = Ny respectively, Tj is the present temperature of
the universe, k ~ 0.05Mpc™ ! is the CMB scale and g, ~ 100 is the relativistic degrees of freedom. From Eq. (43),
one can determine H; and H¢, and by using these into Eq. [67], we finally obtain the reheating e-fold number in terms
of w — this is shown in Fig.[6]. The figure depicts that in order to be Ny, > 0, the EoS parameter of p, during the
reheating stage should be larger than %, in particular % < w < 1. For instance, here we consider w = % for which the
reheating e-fold number comes as N,, ~ 10. Consequently, the reheating temperature becomes T, ~ 1.74 x 10°GeV
which is indeed safe from the BBN temperature ~ 1072GeV.
Furthermore the holographic energy density p, at the end of reheating is given by

: 7 gre
p£e>=< 20 )T;*e : (68)

which, due to T ~ 10'°GeV, acquires the value as pge) ~ 10%0GeV* that is also evident in the Fig.[5] (or in the

Fig.[4]). At the end of reheating, this amount of pr(fe) decays to radiation which in turn serves the initial energy
density in the radiation dominated era. It is clear from Fig.[5] that the radiation coming from p, still dominates
over p after the end of reheating and thus sets the radiation dominated era (the standard cosmological evolution) of
the universe. We may write the evolution of the radiation energy density (which is the dominating agent during the
radiation dominated era) as,

praa(N) = plie) e~ HIN (NP (69)

Owing to this decaying nature, p;,q eventually becomes comparable to the asymptotic p = 10~*"GeV* which actually
sets the present dark energy density of the universe. Eq. (69) immediately indicates that the condition praq(N) =
10~%7GeV* happens nearly at N = 120 (i.e almost 50 e-folds after the end of reheating) — this is consistent with the
Fig.[5]. Thus in the present scenario where w = % and the other parametric regimes are shown in Eq. (57) — the
inflation occurs during 0 < N < 60, while the reheating and the radiation dominated era happen during 60 < N < 70
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FIG. 6: Nye vs. w from Eq. (67). Here we consider v = 0.01 and ho = 10~**ev which are consistent as of Eq. (57).

and 70 < N < 120 respectively. Going back to Fig.[5], it is clear that after N > 120 (i.e after the radiation dominated
era), p becomes the dominating agent of the total energy contents. In effect, the universe undergoes through a late
time acceleration controlled by a constant energy density p ~ 10~47GeV?. As a whole,

p > pn during inflation |,
Pn > P ; during reheating |,
Prad > P ; during radiation dominated era ,
D > pPrad during dark energy era . (70)

As a result, the Hubble parameter during the inflation follows Eq. (43), while during the reheating and during the
radiation stages, the Hubble parameter goes as

3
H(N) = H;exp —5(1 +w) (N —Ng)| during reheating ,
H(N) = Hye exp[-2(N — Nt — Nee)| during radiation era , (71)

respectively. Here H.. is the Hubble parameter at the end of reheating, and is given by H,. = H; e~ 3 (1+w)Nre Finally
during the dark energy era, due to the form of Lig in Eq. (51), the Hubble parameter becomes a constant = hyg.
Due to the above expressions of H(N), the dependence of e-fold variable on cosmic time during different epochs are
obtained as,

1 sh(yMt
N = M({t—t)+ho(t—1t)— ; In [:}M} : during inflation ,
2 t
N = N+ T0+w) In |:tf:| ; during reheating ,
1 t
N = N¢+ Ny + 5 In [} : during radiation era , (72)
re

where t;, tr and t,e represent the instance of the beginning of inflation, the end of inflation and the end of reheating
respectively. Such dependence of N(t) at various cosmological stages have been used in obtaining the Fig. [5]. As we
mentioned earlier that the dark energy starts to dominate the universe nearly at N =~ 120, and by using the third
expression of Eq. (72), we determine the corresponding cosmic time as Mty ~ 10°6. With M = 10'*GeV (that sets
the inflationary energy scale), we get ¢y ~ 102GeV~! ~ 10By (the conversion 1GeV™! = 10~ %sec may be useful),
which suggests that the late acceleration of the universe indeed occurs near the present epoch.

Besides the background evolutions, the curvature perturbations in the super-Hubble scale are also worthwhile to
address to examine the model’s stability. The Fourier mode of primordial curvature perturbation ((x, with &k being
the momentum of the Fourier mode) starts from the Bunch-Davies vacuum in the deep sub-Hubble regime (where
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the perturbation modes of interest lie within the Hubble horizon), while in the super-Hubble scale, (i (t) consists of a
constant part and an evolving part as given by,

boat
Ck(t) = Ak + By ol (73)
a-eq
where Ay, By are constant (with respect to the cosmic time) and € = —H J/H?. The scale factor during inflation

behaves as a(t) o e(M+ho)tcosh ™% (yMt), and moreover, a 5059 and a o V2 during the reheating and the
radiation era respectively. As a result, the evolving part of (i (t) at different cosmological epochs goes as,

¢ —3yMt —2y Mt
dt T (I +e
/ T ™~ ¢ 3 ( ¢ )cosh% (yMt) ; during inflation ,
e " oM (34
boat
/ T ~ g~ (A-w)/(tw) during reheating ,
a-eq
boat
/ =~ 2 during radaiation . (74)
ac€eq
In Fig. [7], we give the plot of [ ! ag; during inflation.
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FIG. 7: Evolving part of (x(¢) vs. t during inflation from the first expression of Eq. (74). Here we consider v = 0.01 and
M = 10" GeV. The figure clearly reveals that the evolving part of (i (t) monotonically decays with time and thus the curvature
perturbation remains constant in the super-Hubble inflationary regime.

Therefore Fig. [7] along with Eq. (74) indicate that the evolving mode of ((t) monotonically decays with time (as
~v > 0) in the super-Hubble regime from inflation to the radiation dominated era. Hence the curvature perturbation
in the present unified scenario becomes constant at super-Hubble scale, i.e.,

G ~ Ak, (75)

which in turn ensures the stability of the model.

Here we would like to mention that in the present unified scenario, the matter dominated era is absent in-between
the radiation and the dark energy epochs. This is because we consider only one decay channel, particularly from p,
to radiation energy, during the reheating stage. In order to introduce the matter dominated stage in the current
context, the holographic energy density p, needs to decay via two channels during the reheating stage: one of these
will produce the radiation energy, while the other channel will give the pressureless dust having EoS parameter to
be zero. The matter dominated era has its own importance from the fact that the large scale modes re-enter the
horizon around the transition of radiation to matter dominated era. Thus unlike to the situation in the radiation
era, the large scale perturbation modes remain in the sub-Hubble regime and are not constant with time during the
matter dominated epoch. We hope to address these issues (i.e the introduction of matter dominated era in an unified
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holographic cosmological model and its consequences) at some of our future work.

Therefore the holographic model with the cut-off given in Eq. (62) (where Lig and L, are shown in Eq. (51) and
Eq. (66) respectively) proves to unify the universe’s evolution from a constant roll inflation to the dark energy era
with an intermediate radiation era followed by a Kamionkowski like reheating stage. The inflationary quantities (like
the scalar spectral index and tensor-to-scalar ratio) and the present Hubble parameter during the dark energy era lies
within the observable regime [64, 65] provided Lig (ty), v and hg satisfy the above-mentioned constraints.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The holographic principle has earned a lot of attention due to its rich cosmological implications for explaining the
inflation and the dark energy of the universe. In the realm of holographic cosmology, the holographic energy density is
inversely proportional to the squared infrared cut-off, in particular, ppo i However, the fundamental form of the
Ly is still a debatable topic, and here it deserves mentioning that the most general holographic cut-off is proposed in
[12] where the Ly is generalized to depend upon Lig = Lir (Lp, Ly, Ly, Le, Ly, Ly, -+ ya, HyH H, - - ) Evidently,
with such a generalized form of the Lir, the holographic cosmology becomes phenomenologically richer.

Based on such generalized formalism, we propose a holographic realization of universe’s evolution from a constant
roll inflation to the dark energy era with an intermediate radiation era followed by a Kamionkowski like reheating
stage. The holographic cut-off corresponding to the constant roll inflation depends on the Hubble parameter and its
derivatives (up to second order), and consequently, the cut-off satisfies the equivalent constant roll condition in the
holographic scenario. To examine the viability of the model, we determine the observable quantities like the scalar
spectral index (ng) and the tensor-to-scalar ratio () in the present holographic inflation, and it turns out that the
theoretical expectations of ns and r become simultaneously compatible with the Planck data for a suitable value of
the model parameter(s). In this regard, the simultaneous compatibility of ns and r puts a bound on the holographic
cut-off at the instant of horizon crossing. Such holographic correspondence of constant roll inflation is also extended to
the case where the infrared cut-off is corrected by the ultraviolet one which, during the early universe, may originate
from quantum gravity effects. Due to the appearance of the ultraviolet cut-off, the viable bounds on the infrared cut-
off at the instant of horizon crossing modify compared to the previous case where the ultraviolet correction is absent.
The presence of the ultraviolet correction provides some extra freedom to adjust the model parameters to have a
viable holographic constant roll inflationary scenario. However, these holographic models (without or with ultraviolet
correction) are unable to describe the cosmology after the inflation, in particular, the standard cosmological evolution
and the dark energy era of the present universe. In the spirit of this, we propose a modified holographic cut-off which,
due to the holographic Friedmann equation, results in a smoothly unified cosmological scenario from constant roll
inflation at an early era to the dark energy era at the late time of the universe. In such unified holographic scenario,
the holographic cut-off becomes constant and satisfies the constant roll condition at the early time leading to successful
constant roll inflation, and the cut-off tends to be a different constant at the late time resulting in the dark energy era
of the universe with a lower energy scale compared to that of the inflationary one. The inflation has a graceful exit
at a finite time, after which, the universe enters to a Kamionkowski like reheating stage described by a constant EoS
parameter of holographic energy density. It turns out that the EoS parameter corresponding to the holographic energy
during the reheating stage must be larger than the value % in order to have a viable reheating scenario, and moreover,
the reheating temperature proves to be safe from the BBN temperature. Around the end of reheating, a portion of
the effective holographic energy decays to radiation which in turn sets the standard radiation era of the universe.
Regarding the other portion of the effective holographic energy — it decays at a considerably faster rate after the
inflation ends and immediately lands to the present value of the dark energy density almost within 5 e-fold from the
end of inflation (see the Fig.[5]), owing to which, it has no role during the radiation dominated era. However due to
the fact that the radiation energy density redshifts by a~* and the dark energy density remains almost constant, the
universe eventually enters to the dark energy dominated era after a certain time. We have calculated the instance
when the radiation energy density becomes comparable to the dark energy density in the present scenario, and it
happens at around ¢y =~ 10By (i.e around the present epoch of the universe). The dark energy EoS parameter tends to
the value = —1 at a late time, which is however expected because of the constancy of the late-time Hubble parameter.
Consequently, the inflationary quantities (like the scalar spectral index and tensor-to-scalar ratio) and the present
Hubble parameter during the dark energy, era prove to be consistent with the observable constraints for suitable
ranges of the infrared cut-off (at the time of horizon crossing during the inflation), the constant roll parameter and
the other model parameters. Regarding the evolution of perturbations, it turns out that the curvature perturbation
in the present context remains constant (with time) at super-Hubble regime from inflation to the radiation dominated
era. This in turn ensures the stability of the unified cosmic model under consideration.
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In summary, the generalized holographic formalism proves to be very useful in describing constant roll inflation
during the early universe as well as the unification of constant roll inflation with the late dark energy era of the
universe. However, our understanding of the fundamental cut-off still demands a proper explanation. We hope that
the present work of holographic description of the universe in a unified manner may help in a better understanding
of the holographic principle.

Appendix: Holographic cut-offs in terms of either particle horizon or future horizon

Using Eq. (18) into Eq. (20), one may obtain the L%) either in terms of particle horizon (L) and its derivatives or
in terms of the future horizon (L¢) and its derivatives. They are given by:

2
i, (L) i
L) =208 | 22 - =l = + + =5 - : (76)
Ly Ly Ly || Ly L’ Ly’ oo Ly’
in terms of L, and its derivatives, or similarly,
i 2 i 3 i 2\ —1
B () i\ (@ siche 2(B) i 2(k)
LR =208 | 2 - - | - f ’ (7)

- — 7
Lf Lf2 Lf2 Lf sz Lf3 Lf2 Lf3

in terms of L¢ and its derivatives. Furthermore from Eq. (18) and Eq. (21), we obtain ng in terms of particle horizon

and its derivatives as follows:
-1

. 2

. . i .

L 1 L P

LB =cp (Lp - ) = - ( ) + 5 + M , (78)
P p

and moreover,
N -1
ie o1\ (i (B) i
LR =c8|F+— || -4 ——5+BM*| | (79)
Ly Ly

in terms of L¢ and its derivatives. Thus the above four equations provide our desired results for this section.
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