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Discrepancies between observations at early and late cosmic epochs, and the vacuum energy
problem associated with the interpretation of cosmological constant, are questioning the ΛCDM
model. Motivated by these conceptual and observational facts, extensions of Einstein’s gravity are
recently intensively considered in view of curing unsolved issues suffered by General Relativity at
ultraviolet and infrared scales. Here, we provide a short overview of some aspects of f(R) gravity,
focusing, in particular, on cosmological applications. Specifically, Noether symmetries are adopted
as a criterion to select viable models and investigate the corresponding dynamics. We thus find
solutions to the cosmological field equations, analyzing the behaviour of selected models from the
matter-dominated to the present epoch. Moreover, constraints coming from energy conditions and
the so-called swampland criteria are also considered. In particular, we qualitatively discuss the
possibility of f(R) gravity to account for fixing cosmic tensions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

More than one century after its formulation, General
Relativity (GR) is continuously confirmed as a solid and
self-consistent theory of gravity. Despite great successes,
over the years, several issues emerged at strong field
regimes [1, 2], as well as at infrared scales [3]. Undoubt-
edly, GR perfectly works at Solar System scales, repro-
ducing Newton’s gravity in the weak field limit. As a
matter of fact, GR predicts, with high precision, the peri-
helion precession, the Shapiro time delay, the light deflec-
tion and the gravitational lensing at astrophysical scales
[4, 5]. Nonetheless, GR fails in predicting observations
at different energy scales [6]. For example, at infrared
scales, a major problem is represented by the late-time
cosmic speed-up, driven by a mysterious fluid with neg-
ative pressure, called “dark energy”, which should con-
stitute the bulk of the Universe content [7–11]. In this
respect, GR is not capable of explaining acceleration ef-
fects, so one needs to include the cosmological constant
Λ in the gravitational action. Albeit Λ gives de facto
the simplest interpretation for accelerating expansion, it
suffers from theoretical shortcomings, such as the huge
discrepancy between the value coming from observations
and the vacuum energy density inferred from quantum
field theory [12–14]. From the observational point of
view, recent data highlighted cosmological issues ques-
tioning the standard ΛCDM model, among the others the
H0 and σ8 tensions [15, 16]. In particular, discrepancies
between the direct (model-independent) measurement of
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the Hubble parameter by Cepheids and other standard
candles and its value inferred from Planck satellite data
[17] represent a challenging puzzle in our understanding
of the cosmic expansion [18]. All these arguments moti-
vate to explore alternatives to GR, ranging from dynami-
cal scalar fields [19–22], extensions of GR [23, 24], unified
models accounting for dark matter and dark energy [25–
31], up to scenarios based on the holographic principle
[32–34]. In particular, the dark matter issue can be con-
sidered under the standard of extended theories of gravity
[35, 36].

Moreover, the formalism of GR seems to be incom-
patible with other fundamental interactions, mainly due
to the impossibility of defining a Hilbert space in a for-
mal way. This renders GR unviable from a quantum
point of view. Therefore, no self-consistent theory of
quantum gravity is so far capable of addressing all the
high-energy shortcomings of Einstein’s theory. In addi-
tion, ultraviolet divergences, arising when expanding the
Hilbert-Einstein action up to the second-loop level, can-
not be canceled by renormalization procedures [37]. To
the purpose of addressing all these (and several other)
issues, gravitational alternatives to GR may be consid-
ered [23, 38, 39]. Some of them extend the Hilbert-
Einstein action by including a function of the scalar cur-
vature, R, giving rise to the so-called f(R) gravity the-
ories [24, 40–44]. However, the gravitational action can
be generalized in several ways, such as introducing cou-
plings between geometry and dynamical scalar fields [45–
48], higher-order derivatives [49–51], or further curvature
invariants [52–55]. Other possibilities include also relax-
ing Lorentz invariance principle [56–58], or considering
dynamics ruled by torsion [59–63] and non-metricity [64–
67].

In this paper, we focus on the f(R) extension of GR,
whose field equations, in metric formalism, are of the
fourth order. It is interesting to point out that the right-
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hand side of f(R) field equations can be understood as an
effective stress-energy tensor generated by geometry, ca-
pable, in principle, of mimicking dark energy without in-
troducing, by hand, the cosmological constant Λ. In this
regard, it can be shown that the issues of quintessence
and cosmic acceleration can be framed within some f(R)
gravity models [40, 68–70]. For some selected functions,
also the galaxy rotation curve can be fitted, without re-
sorting to dark matter [35, 71–73]. An important f(R)
extension is the Starobinsky model [74], where the ac-
tion contains an extra quadratic term of the form αR2.
This theory gained great success due to the excellent
match between theoretical predictions and observational
data for describing the dynamical evolution of the Uni-
verse during the early stages [17]. In this framework, the
quadratic term in the Ricci scalar R is dominant only in
the early times and subsequently slowly decreases along
the Universe evolution.

It is worth stressing that no f(R) model (or, in gen-
eral, no alternative to GR) seems to fit the whole set of
cosmic observations at once, fixing simultaneously all the
incompatibilities at the theoretical level. As mentioned
above, some f(R) models can settle part of such short-
comings, but although they may turn out to be valid
at some scales, they are often ruled out by experiments
at different energies, where other modifications result to
be more appropriate [75]. The goal of a unified theory
of gravity, valid at all scales, could be very difficult to
achieve. In this regard, one can assume the gravitational
action to be made of different terms, with corresponding
coupling constants becoming dominant at certain scales
[76]. In other words, the action could be made of differ-
ent contributions, which become dominant or subdomi-
nant at specific scales. These remarks show that a model
constituted by piecewise modified gravity theories, act-
ing at the appropriate scales, seems to be actually one of
the feasible solutions to deal with the whole cosmological
dynamics [77].

The purpose of this paper is to point out some cos-
mological applications of f(R) gravity at early and late
times, in view of possible solutions to some issues of mod-
ern cosmology. It is organized as follows. In Sec. II, f(R)
cosmological models are selected by means of the Noether
symmetry approach. In Sec. III, we investigate models in
a Friedman-Lamâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) back-
ground, analyzing the corresponding equation of motion.
In Sec. IV, the cosmological behaviour of the selected
f(R) models is studied and theoretical bounds over the
free parameters are outlined. In Sec. V, we consider en-
ergy conditions while swampland criteria are taken into
account in Sec. VI. In Sec. VII, final considerations are
reported and future perspectives are outlined. Through-
out the paper, we use units 8πG = c = ~ = 1, unless
otherwise indicated.

II. SELECTING f(R) MODELS

Being f(R) a general function of the Ricci scalar R,
one needs a physical criterion to select viable models.
A possible approach can be based on the existence of
Noether symmetries for f(R) dynamics [78, 79]. Here,
we introduce the f(R) gravity field equations and select
viable models according to the existence of Noether sym-
metries. Specifically, the f(R) action reads

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
f(R) + Lm

]
, (1)

being g the determinant of the metric tensor gµν and Lm
the matter Lagrangian density. Varying the above action
with respect to gµν , one obtains the field equations

fRGµν =
1

2
gµν [f −RfR] + fR;µ;ν − gµν2fR +Tµν , (2)

where fR ≡ ∂f
∂R , Gµν ≡ Rµν − 1

2gµνR is the Einstein
tensor and the semicolon denotes the covariant deriva-
tive. Here, Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor of matter
fields,

Tµν = − 2√
−g

δLm
δgµν

, (3)

satisfying the conservation law Tµν
;ν = 0. It is worth

to note that, for f = R, i.e. fR = 1, Einstein’s field
equations are recovered.

Among the possible f(R) extensions of GR, we can
single out models containing symmetries, based on
Noether’s theorem. Symmetries, in fact, allow us to
reduce the minisuperspace dimension and find analytic
solutions for the given dynamical system [79–81]. The
Noether Symmetry Approach consists of assuming that
there exists a point transformation leaving the point-like
Lagrangian invariant, whose generator X depends on the
minisuperspace variables. For instance, in a cosmological
and spatially flat space-time, the Noether vector reads

X = ηi
∂

∂qi
+ η̇i

∂

∂q̇i
, (4)

with ηi being unknown functions of the minisuperspace
variables qi. The first prolongation of X, including the
first derivative transformation, is

X [1] = ξ
∂

∂t
+ ηi

∂

∂qi
+
(
η̇i − q̇iξ̇

) ∂

∂q̇i
. (5)

According to Noether’s theorem, if the following condi-
tion holds,

X [1]L+ ξ̇L = γ̇, (6)

then X is a symmetry generator and the quantity

I =
(
ηi − ξq̇i

) ∂L
∂q̇i

+ ξL − γ, (7)
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is an integral of motion. In Eqs. (6) and (7), L is the
point-like Lagrangian, ξ is the infinitesimal generator of
time transformations and γ is a gauge function of t and qi.
Therefore, in f(R) cosmology, where the minisuperspace
is S = {a,R} (with a being the cosmological scale factor),
the first prolongation of the Noether vector reads

X [1] = ξ
∂

∂t
+α

∂

∂a
+β

∂

∂R
+
(
α̇− ȧξ̇

) ∂

∂ȧ
+
(
β̇ − Ṙξ̇

) ∂

∂Ṙ
,

(8)
where ξ, α and β are functions of t, a and R.

In order to find the point-like Lagrangian with re-
spect to a spatially flat FLRW metric of the form ds2 =
dt2−a(t)2dx2, let us consider the f(R) action in vacuum,
written in terms of Lagrange multipliers λ, namely

S =

∫
dt

[
a3f(R)− λ

(
R+ 6

ä

a
+
ȧ2

a2

)]
. (9)

We assume the Lagrangian to be depending only on
the cosmic time through the scale factor and the Ricci
scalar. Under this assumption, we can integrate the
three-dimensional surface. By varying the action with
respect to λ and integrating out higher derivatives, the
point-like cosmological Lagrangian turns out to be

L = a3 [f −RfR] + 6aȧ2fR + 6a2ȧṘfRR . (10)

Dynamics is given either by the f(R) gravity field equa-
tions or by the Euler-Lagrange equations along with the
energy condition EL = q̇i∂L/∂q̇i − L = 0. Both ap-
proaches provide a set of three differential equations of
the form

6a2ȧṘfRR + 6aȧ2fR − a3[f −RfR] = 0 , (11a)

Ṙ2fRRR + R̈fRR +
ȧ2

a2
fR + 2

ä

a
fR , (11b)

1

2
[f −RfR]− 2

ȧ

a
ṘfRR = 0 , (11c)

R = −6

(
ä

a
+
ȧ2

a2

)
. (11d)

Notice that the equation of motion with respect to R,
namely Eq. (11d), provides the cosmological expression
of the scalar curvature, as expected by construction.
Clearly, the system can be solved only after selecting the
corresponding model. To this purpose, the application
of the Noether Symmetry Approach to Lagrangian (10)
yields a system of 9 partial differential equations, not all
independent [79, 82]. Decomposing ηi as ηi → {α, β},
the Noether symmetry existence condition allows to se-
lect 8 models with symmetries. The list of functions
with the related infinitesimal generators is reported in
Table I. In the following, we focus our attention on the
third solution, which is interesting for cosmological pur-
poses. Specifically, the quantity 3α0

2ξ0
can measure devia-

tions from GR so that, when α0 = 0, Einstein’s theory is
fully recovered. As a matter of fact, setting ε ≡ 3α0

2ξ0
, the

TABLE I. Noether solutions in f(R) cosmology.

ξ(t) α(a) β(a,R) f(R)

ξ0t+ ξ1
√
α0a+ α1 β(a,R, t) f0R+ Λ

ξ0t+ ξ1
7ξ0
36

a −7ξ0
6
R f0R

19
14 + Λ

ξ0t+ ξ1 α0a −2ξ0R f0R
1+

3α0
2ξ0

ξ0 0 0 f0R
19
14 + Λ

0
α0

a2
−3α0

R

a3
f0R

0 α0

√
a −α0

2

R√
a3

f0R

0
α0

a
−2α0

R

a2
f0R

3
2

0 0
β0
a

f0R+ f1R
2

gravitational action can be written as

S =
1

2

∫ √
−g R1+ε d4x , (12)

and, moreover, when ε� 1 the function can be expanded
up to the second order, providing

f(R) ≈ R+ εR logR+O(ε2). (13)

In order not to lose generality, in what follows we consider
the general case with an arbitrary exponent, namely we
set k ≡ 3α0

2ξ0
+ 1.

III. THE f(R) = Rk MODEL

In view of the aforementioned considerations and tak-
ing into account the third solution of Table I, Eq. (13)
becomes

f(R) ≈ R+ (k − 1)R logR+O(k2), (14)

where k = 1 + ε. Such a function has been considered in
the literature in different contexts. The constant k can
be thought of as a controlling parameter that quantifies
deviations from the Hilbert-Einstein action. In the limit
|k − 1| � 1, namely when the model slightly deviates
from GR, f(R) as in Eq. (14) can be expanded up to the
second order.

This model exhibits many interesting features at dif-
ferent scales. As mentioned above, under given limits, it
can fit the galaxy rotation curve without any dark mat-
ter [35], while, at cosmological scales, quintessence can be
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addressed by further geometric contributions stemming
from the field equations [40]. Furthermore, the inflation-
ary epochs can be predicted without additional scalar
fields [83]. Similarly to other f(R) models, a perturba-
tion of the metric around the flat space-time yields grav-
itational waves with additional polarization modes [84].
In this regard, the production of gravitational waves can
be achieved by this model in the early Universe [85], as
well as small deviations by the apsidal motion of eccen-
tric binary stars [86]. Furthermore, this kind of models
has been considered to study null and time-like geodesics
in the weak field limit, with applications to the Solar
System [87] and black holes [88].

Clearly, no f(R) theory so far is capable of tracing
the whole history of the Universe and this is the reason
why scenarios like Rk are often considered just as toy
models. However, on the one hand, they can account
for effective models, providing hints for a yet unknown
unified theory. On the other hand, they can indicate to
what extent deviations from GR can affect the dynamics
of the system.

It is also interesting to notice that any fourth-order
theory of gravity, like the model considered here, under
conformal transformations is dynamically equivalent to
a second-order theory non-minimally coupled with a dy-
namical scalar field. As a matter of fact, through the
conformal rescaling of the metric gµν → g̃µν = e2ωgµν ,
the Levi-Civita connection, the Ricci tensor and the Ricci
scalar can be recast in the Einstein frame as, respectively,

Γ̃σλµ = Γ̂σλµ + gνσ (∂λω gµν + ∂µω gλν − ∂νω gλµ) , (15)

R̃αβ = Rαβ − 2ω;α;β + 2ω;αω;β − gαβ2ω − 2gαβ ω;γω
;γ ,

(16)

R̃ = e−2ω (R− 62ω − 6ω;γω
;γ) . (17)

One can then define ω = 1
2 ln |fR(R)| and consider the

conformal rescaling factor ω =
√

1
6φ, so that the field

equations take a GR-like form, i.e. G̃αβ = T̃ φ
αβ , where

T̃ φ
αβ = φ;αφ;β −

1

2
g̃αβφ;γφ

;γ + g̃αβV (φ), (18)

V (φ) =
1

2

f(R)−RfR
[fR]2

. (19)

In our case, considering a conformal transformation of
Eq. (14), one obtains a scalar-tensor model with a po-
tential of the form

V (φ) =
k − 1

2k2

(
e2φ

k

) k
k−1

. (20)

From Eq. (19), it is possible to notice that the cosmo-
logical constant is recovered when k → 2. This is due
to the fact that R2 is conformally invariant and behaves
like a constant in the gravitational field equations. Also,
Eq. (20) suggests that, when k →∞, it goes to an expo-
nentially suppressed plateau. Both values of k indicate

that different models intrinsically contain the cosmologi-
cal constant as a natural feature, at least asymptotically.
Specifically, in the first limit, the potential in Eq. (20)
turns out to be trivially constant, leading therefore to
GR non-minimally coupled to a scalar field in presence
of a cosmological constant. In the second limit, the po-
tential takes the form V (φ) = e−2φ/2 and asymptotically
converges to Λ, so that the resulting theory is a second-
order scalar-tensor model with a cosmological constant.
As a consequence, the first case can be used to investi-
gate dynamics at infrared regimes, while the second at
ultraviolet ones.

In [89–91], the authors argue that models of this form
may be naturally obtained even if the original potential
is not particularly flat, when the early stages of the Uni-
verse are considered.

Let us now focus on the cosmological solutions of
f(R) ∼ Rk gravity in vacuum, which will be used in
the next sections in order to constrain the free parame-
ters of the Rk model. Plugging the selected function into
Eq. (10), we have

L = f0aR
k
(

6k(k − 1)aȧṘ+ 6kRȧ2 − (k − 1)a2R2
)
.

(21)
The system of equations of motion can be now solved
analytically, providing

a(t) = a0t
(k−1)(2k−1)

2−k , R(t) =
6k(k − 1)(5− 4k)(2k − 1)

(k − 2)2t2
,

(22)
which hold only for k 6= 2. When k = 2, exponential
solutions occur:

a(t) = a0e
`t, R(t) = −12`2, k → 2, (23)

with ` being a real constant. Finally, an interesting case
is given by k = 3/2, that is the so-called Liouville field
theory and it is one of the few cases where a fourth-order
Lagrangian can be expressed (in the Einstein frame) in
terms of elementary functions under a conformal trans-
formation [92]. In such a case, we obtain another class of
solutions of the form

a(t) = a0

[
c4t

4 + c3t
3 + c2t

2 + c1t+ c0
]1/2

, (24)

where ci are integration constants that can be fixed
through observations at astrophysical and cosmological
levels. Here, with the purpose to verify whether geo-
metrical contributions are capable of mimicking the cos-
mological constant, we have not included matter La-
grangians to solve the cosmological field equations. As
a result, we found that exponential and power-law scale
factors are solutions of the Euler-Lagrange equations. In
what follows, we investigate the cosmological behaviour
of the f(R) ∼ Rk model in presence of matter fields.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL DYNAMICS

In this section, we analyze the cosmological dynamics
of f(R) theories in the metric formalism.
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To obtain the cosmological solutions to the field equa-
tions, we use the previously considered spatially-flat
FLRW metric with the cosmic scale factor convention-
ally normalized to the unity at the present time, i.e.
a(t0) ≡ a0 = 1. The Ricci scalar can be thus written
in terms of the Hubble parameter H ≡ ȧ/a as

R = −6(2H2 + Ḣ) , (25)

where the dot denotes the time derivative. Assuming
that the Universe is filled with a perfect fluid, we have

Tµ(m)
ν = diag(ρm, −pm, −pm, −pm) , (26)

where ρm and pm are the matter density and pressure,
respectively. Neglecting the late-time contribution of ra-
diation and assuming non-relativistic pressureless matter
obeying the continuity equation

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = 0 , (27)

we can write the modified Friedman equations as

3fRH
2 =

1

2
(fRR− f)− 3HḟR + ρm , (28)

−2fRḢ = f̈R −Hḟ + ρm . (29)

One may study the cosmic dynamics by introducing
the following dimensionless quantities [93]:

x1 ≡ −
ḟR
HfR

, x2 ≡ −
f

6fRH2
, Ωm ≡

ρm
3fRH2

. (30)

For the specific model f(R) = f0R
k, where α and k are

constant parameters, the cosmological equations can be
recast into the following system of coupled differential
equations:

x′1 = x2
1 + kx2(x1 + 1)− 3x2 − 1 , (31a)

x′2 =
k

1− k
x1x2 + x2(x1 + 2kx2 + 4) . (31b)

Here, the prime denotes the derivative with respect to
N ≡ ln a. We also have the constraint equation

Ωm = 1− x1 + x2(k − 1) . (32)

Theoretical bounds over k may be obtained from the
effective Equation of State (EoS) parameter, given by

weff ≡ −1− 2

3

Ḣ

H2
. (33)

In fact, for the f(R) model under consideration, we have

x2 = −1

k

(
2 +

Ḣ

H2

)
, (34)

which allows to write

weff =
1

3
(1 + 2kx2) . (35)

Since any viable f(R) model must approach the ΛCDM
paradigm for a � 1, we consider the expansion history
in the matter-dominated (MD) era given by

H(a) = H0

√
Ωm0 a−3 + 1− Ωm0 , (36)

which implies w
(MD)
eff ' 0. The ΛCDM model corresponds

to f(R) = R−2Λ, where Λ = 3H2
0 (1−Ωm0), and fR = 1.

We thus obtain

x2 =
2a3(1− Ωm0) + Ωm0

2a3(Ωm0 − 1)− 2Ωm0
−−−→
a�1

−1

2
, (37)

and, from Eq. (35), we find

w
(MD)
eff ' 1− k

3
. (38)

Therefore, the considered f(R) model is able to repro-
duce the MD era only for |k − 1| � 1. To determine
the cosmological behaviour up to the present time, we
need to solve the system (31a)–(31b). This can be done
numerically by means of suitable initial conditions over
(x1, x2) calculated in the MD era. Once x2 is known,
one can then solve Eq. (37) to obtain H(a). Therefore,
a direct comparison with observations can provide infor-
mation on the free parameter(s) of the f(R) model.

A. Curvature Quintessence

Let us now turn our attention to f(R) cosmology in
vacuum, assuming that at very early and late times mat-
ter contribution is subdominant with respect to geomet-
rical effects. In this regards, the cosmic acceleration can
be accounted for by means of curvature invariants, with-
out the need for the cosmological constant. The resulting
scenario is referred to as curvature quintessence [40, 94].

The cosmological field equations for f(R) gravity can
be recast in terms of effective energy density and pres-
sure given by the extra terms in the gravitational field
equations. Specifically, we define

ρcurv =
1

2
(f −RfR)− 3ṘHfRR , (39)

pcurv =
1

2
(RfR − f) + (R̈+ 2ṘH)fRR + Ṙ2fRRR .

(40)

Hereafter, we assume fR > 0 to have a positive gravi-
tational coupling constant and fRR > 0 to avoid insta-
bilities [95, 96]. In view of the above definitions, the
curvature EoS parameter reads

wcurv =
− (f −RfR) + 2(R̈+ 2ṘH)fRR + 2Ṙ2fRRR

(f −RfR)− 6ṘHfRR
.

(41)
Taking into account the power-law function emerging
from Noether’s approach, i.e. f(R) = f0R

k, we obtain

wcurv = −
4kRȧṘ+ a

[
2kRR̈+ 2k(k − 2)Ṙ2 +R3

]
6kRȧṘ+ aR3

.

(42)
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FIG. 1. Behaviour of the curvature EoS parameter as a func-
tion of the parameter k.

Replacing the exponential solution (23), we get wcurv =
−1, meaning that this model can potentially match ob-
servations on the early inflationary epochs. On the other
hand, if we replace the solution (22) into Eq. (41), one
finds

wcurv = −
(

6k2 − 7k − 1

6k2 − 9k + 3

)
. (43)

The behaviour of w as a function of k is reported in Fig. 1.
Notice that dark energy is mimicked when k approaches
the value k ∼ 2 or for large values of k. Moreover, wcurv

reaches its minimum at k ∼ 3, with a small variation
with respect to k ∼ 2, less than 10−1.

The dependence of the effective energy density on the
scale factor can be found by replacing the solution (22)
in Eq. (39) and considering the cosmological expression
of the Ricci scalar. After some algebra, one obtains

ρcurv =
f06k(k − 1)(2k − 1)

2(4k − 5)

[
k(k − 1)(2k − 1)(4k − 5)

8(k − 2)2

]k
× a

2k(k−2)
(k−1)(2k−1) . (44)

The energy density ρcurv and the EoS parameter w will
be thus used in the next section in order to study the
energy conditions and the inflation in the framework of
f(R) gravity. Specifically, f(R) field equations will be
recast in terms of effective density ρcurv and pressure
pcurv with the aim to investigate whether extra geometric
terms can behave like exotic fluids.

B. H0 tension and f(R) gravity

One of the main open problems in modern cosmology is
represented by the so-called H0 tension. Specifically, the
direct (model-independent) measurement by the Hub-
ble Space Telescope of Cepheids [18] and the value of
H0 inferred from Planck CMB observations, assuming
the ΛCDM model [17], differ from each other by ∼ 5σ.

This evidence has severely put the validity of the ΛCDM
model into question.

However, as confirmed by the most recent Planck find-
ings on the dark energy EoS parameter, i.e. w =
−1.041 ± 0.057 (at the 68% confidence level)1, allowing
for a varying w, one can obtain a value for H0 which is
slightly higher than the value estimated from the ΛCDM
model [97]. This fact may suggest that additional de-
grees of freedom might be needed in order to cure the H0

problem. This fact is an indication that the issue could
be potentially addressed by f(R) gravity.

For instance, a recent attempt to alleviate the H0 ten-
sion is discussed in [98], where the authors consider a
unified framework where the inflationary era and late-
time accelerating era are described in terms of two extra
de Sitter vacua.

Another possibility might be to consider a starting
gravitational action with various contributions becoming
dominant at different energy scales, meaning that some
contributions lead dynamics at early times (whereas the
remaining become sub-dominant) and vice versa and oth-
ers at late times. An example in this direction has been
argued in [99], where the authors take into account a
f(R) gravity of the form

f(R) '. . .+ α(−2)R
−2 + α(−1)R

−1

+α(0)R
0 + α(1)R+ α(2)R

2 + . . . (45)

or, in general

f(R) '
n∑

i=−n
α(i)R

i, (46)

with n ∈ N. These kinds of actions are relevant in string-
dilaton gravity in connection to duality properties. See
for details [100, 101].

Potentially, this model may be able to fit the whole
cosmic history from the high energy regimes (n > 0) to
the large scales (n < 0), including intermediate scales
(n = 1), where GR is recovered. The term Λ ≡ α0R

0

resembles the case of a pure cosmological constant model.
In principle, some contributions of the series (46) may
provide a higher estimate of H0 compared to the ΛCDM
model that may survive at late times and approach the
local value provided in [18]. A detailed study in this
direction will be the argument of a forthcoming paper.

V. ENERGY CONDITIONS AND SLOW-ROLL
INFLATION

In order to fix the viability of f(R) models, we have to
formulate their corresponding energy conditions. These
represent a set of inequalities on the energy density and

1 The quoted value is reported in the Planck full grid available at
http://pla.esac.esa.int/pla/#cosmology

http://pla.esac.esa.int/pla/##cosmology
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pressure that, if satisfied, suggest whether a model can
be physically viable (for example, with respect to causal-
ity). Starting from standard matter, their meaning can
be generalized to other types of matter, when extra-terms
or exotic fluids occur in the gravitational theory. In GR,
all the energy conditions are trivially satisfied, unless the
cosmological constant is considered. As mentioned in
Sec. I, in some modified theories of gravity, the right-
hand side of the field equations can be interpreted as an
effective energy-momentum tensor provided by geometry
that, in principle, can behave differently with respect to
ordinary matter [102, 103]. Here, we show that f(R)
gravity does not fulfill the standard energy conditions of
GR but violations confirm that our model is capable of
properly addressing the accelerating phases of the Uni-
verse, mimicking dark energy without introducing any
cosmological constant. It is important to stress that, de-
spite possible violations, causality conditions must be re-
spected in any modified gravity model [102, 103].

The standard energy conditions of GR are

• Null Energy Condition (NEC): ρ+ p ≥ 0;

• Weak Energy Condition (WEC): ρ ≥ 0 ; ρ+p ≥ 0;

• Dominant Energy Condition (DEC): ρ− |p| ≥ 0;

• Strong Energy Condition (SEC): ρ + p ≥ 0, ρ +
3p ≥ 0 .

They are formulated to select viable states of matter
compatible with causality [104]. In GR, where the en-
ergy density and pressure are those of standard fluids,
the above system is automatically satisfied. On the other
hand, recasting the field equations according to Eqs. (39)
and (40), effective ρcurv and pcurv, given by curvature,
can be introduced into the energy conditions. In a spa-
tially flat FLRW space-time, the only non-vanishing com-
ponents of the gravitational field equations are

G0
0 =

1

fR

[
T 0

0 +
1

2
(f −RfR)− 3HṘfRR

]
, (47a)

G1
1 =

1

fR

[
T 1

1 +
1

2
(f −RfR)− (R̈+ 2ṘH)fRR − Ṙ2fRRR

]
,

(47b)

with T 0
0 and T 1

1 being the time and spatial components
of the energy-momentum tensor of matter, respectively.
Consequently, assuming a diagonal energy-momentum
tensor of the form Tµν = diag(ρ,−p,−p,−p), the total
energy density ρ and pressure p can be recast in terms of
geometry and standard matter as

ρtot = ρ+ ρcurv = ρ+
1

2
(f −RfR)− 3ṘHfRR , (48)

ptot = p+ pcurv = p− 1

2
(f −RfR) + (R̈+ 2ṘH)fRR

+ Ṙ2fRRR . (49)

Hereafter, in order to constrain the free parameters in
f(R) gravity, we assume that matter components satisfy

the energy conditions separately. Therefore, introducing
the cosmographic parameters j (jerk), q (deceleration)
and s (snap) [105, 106], we have

q = −1− Ḣ

H2
, j = 1 +

Ḧ + 3ḢH

H3
, (50a)

s = 1 +

...
H + 3

...
HH + 3Ḣ2 + 6H2Ḣ +HḦ

H4
, (50b)

so that the scalar curvature and its derivatives become

R = −6H2(1− q), Ṙ = −6H3(j − q − 2) , (51)

R̈ = −6H4(s+ q2 + 8q + 6) . (52)

Thus, replacing the selected model f(R) ∼ Rk into the
energy conditions, we find

ρcurv = 18(k − 1)H4
[
− (1− q)2 + k(j − q − 2)

]
Rk−2 ,

(53)

pcurv = 36(k − 1)H6
[
− 3(1− q)3 + k(k − 2)(j − q − 2)2

+ k(s+ q2 + 6q + 2 + 2j)(1− q)
]
Rk−3. (54)

Using the numerical values of the cosmographic parame-
ters reported in [107]2, the WEC is violated when k > −2
(with k 6= 1, 3). Also, the SEC is identically violated for
any k, so that the deceleration parameter is negative, as
expected for an accelerating universe.

Moreover, further constraints on the values of k may be
obtained within the standard inflationary scenario from
the so-called slow-roll conditions [108]:

ε ≡

∣∣∣∣∣− Ḣ

H2

∣∣∣∣∣� 1 , η ≡

∣∣∣∣∣− Ḧ

2HḢ

∣∣∣∣∣� 1 . (55)

In fact, recasting the Friedman equations as

H2 =
1

3fR

[
1

2
(f −RfR)− 3HṘfRR

]
, (56)

Ḣ = −3

2
H2 +

1

2fR

[
1

2
(f −RfR) (57)

−(R̈+ 2ṘH)fRR − Ṙ2fRRR

]
,

and considering the solution (22), one obtains

k � 1

2

(
1−
√

3
)
∨ k � 1

2

(
1 +
√

3
)
. (58)

These values are consistent with a negative deceleration
parameter and, thus, with an accelerated universe.

2 q = −0.81, j = 2.16 and s = −0.22.
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VI. SWAMPLAND CONSTRAINTS

A link between cosmological models and fundamental
theories of gravity can be the swampland criteria [109].
Within the string landscape, the conditions over a scalar
field potential V (φ) of a given theory read:

• the swampland distance conjecture, acting on the
scalar field and restricting the range of validity of
the effective Lagrangian: ∆φ ≈ O(1);

• the swampland de Sitter conjecture, imposing a
lower bound condition on |∇φV |/V ≥ O(1).

Swampland criteria have proven to be ruthless with many
inflationary models. In particular, it has been shown
that they are not satisfied by de Sitter’s solutions with a
positive cosmological constant [109, 110]. On the other
hand, the analysis on f(R) models, in this context, can
be particularly interesting, since models containing sym-
metries (and, thus, conserved quantities) are invariant
under string duality [111–113].

In order to derive the swampland conditions for f(R)
gravity, we can trace the same steps as in Sec. III. From
the f(R) gravity action, one can obtain an effective po-
tential in the Jordan frame as expressed in Eq. (19), so
that the first swampland criterion reads

|∆φ| =
∣∣∣∣12∆ ln |fR|

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣12 1

fR
fRR∆R

∣∣∣∣ ≈ O(1) , (59)

where fRR/fR is the main responsible for satisfying or
spoiling this equality.

The second swampland condition can be written as

|∇φV |
V

=

∣∣∣∣ 4

RfR − f

[
−f +

RfR
2

+
fR
2

(
∂f

∂fR

)
(60)

−f
2
R

2

(
∂R

∂fR

)] ∣∣∣∣ > O(1) ,

which might provide strong constraints on the f(R) mod-
els [111].

In the case of f(R) ∼ Rk, we obtain

|∆φ| =
∣∣∣∣∆VV k − 1

2(2− k)

∣∣∣∣ . O(1) . (61)

where ∆V = ∇φV∆φ and k 6= 2. In this case, the
constraint on k depends on the ratio ∆V/V . Assum-
ing ∆V/V < 1, Eq. (61) is satisfied for k < 5/3, while
assuming ∆V/V . 0.2 the relation is satisfied for any k.

On the other hand, considering the same form of f(R),
in the second swampland criterion we obtain

|∇φV |
V

=

∣∣∣∣2(2− k)

k − 1

∣∣∣∣ > O(1) , (62)

which is defined for k 6= 1, and is satisfied for k < 5/3
and k > 3. As a final consideration, we can infer that for
small variations of the potential, i.e. ∆V/V . 1, k < 5/3

satisfies both swampland conditions. These considera-
tions point out that, in principle, starting from swamp-
land criteria, it is possible to select viable models from
the beginning and then reconstruct self-consistent cosmic
histories.

VII. OUTLOOK AND PERSPECTIVES

Recent observations are questioning the standard con-
cordance ΛCDM model as the conclusive paradigm to
describe the Universe evolution and dynamics. In ad-
dition to the controversial interpretation of the cosmo-
logical constant and the related vacuum energy problem,
discrepancies arise also between observations at early and
late cosmic times. Motivated by such shortcomings, dif-
ferent modifications to the ΛCDM model have been pro-
posed in the last years, including theories that extend
the gravitational sector. This is the case of f(R) gravity,
which can be considered a first straightforward extension
of GR.

Here we applied the Noether Symmetry Approach [78]
to select viable models and find the corresponding con-
served quantities. Among the different functions con-
taining symmetries, we focused on the specific model
f(R) ∼ Rk, with k ∈ R which allows us to explore possi-
ble deviations from GR, which, in turn, is recovered for
k = 1. We used conserved quantities to reduce dynamics
and find out exact solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions. Specifically, depending on the value of k, it turns
out that both time power-law and exponential solutions
can be found. The former occur for any k 6= 1, 1/2, 2,
while the latter for k = 2. We also showed that, under
conformal transformations, any f(R) model can be cast
in the Einstein frame in a dynamically equivalent second-
order theory non-minimally coupled to a scalar field.

Furthermore, we investigated the cosmological dynam-
ics of the selected f(R) model, both in vacuum and in
the presence of matter fields. In particular, assuming
a homogeneous and isotropic space-time and a universe
filled with a perfect fluid, we recast the modified Fried-
man equations in terms of dimensionless variables, defin-
ing an autonomous system of coupled first-order differ-
ential equations. Thus, we analyzed the behaviour of the
EoS parameter from early times to the current epochs.
Specifically, assuming a MD era provided by the standard
cosmological scenario, i.e. ΛCDM model, we obtained
theoretical bounds on the value of k. Results show that
the f(R) model under consideration is capable of repro-
ducing the early stages of the Universe if |k− 1| � 1. In
vacuum, as shown in Fig. 1, the EoS parameter resembles
the de Sitter behaviour when k ≥ 2.

We also used the energy conditions to constrain the
f(R) theory, proving that different values of k provide
models behaving like GR with a cosmological constant.
More precisely, the WEC is violated when k > −2
(k 6= 1, 3), while the SEC is identically violated for any
k. Recasting the field equations in terms of effective
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energy density and pressure provided by geometry, we
studied the slow-roll parameters and showed that stan-
dard inflation is allowed by the selected model when
k � 1

2

(
1−
√

3
)

or k � 1
2

(
1 +
√

3
)
.

Finally, using the potential obtained in the Jordan
frame, we checked the validity of the swampland criteria
in f(R) ∼ Rk gravity. We showed that both criteria are
satisfied for k < 5/3, meaning that f(R) gravity may be
helpful also in the ultraviolet regime to overcome issues
occurring in the attempts to develop a quantum theory
of gravity.

From the above considerations, one may notice that
the selected values of k strongly depend on the energy
scale under consideration. These values are not always
consistent among each other, meaning that no unique
f(R) model can explain the whole cosmic history, though,
under given limits, the theory is capable of fitting exper-
iments and observations. These disagreements might be
due to the fact that different values of k can result domi-
nating at different energy scales. From this point of view,
a possible solution might be considering a gravitational
action with different terms which become dominant at
certain scales. Of course, a further detailed analysis is

needed in order to check whether such a combined action
can actually exist and, if so, whether it is capable of fit-
ting all the observations so far available. The described
approach may potentially alleviate the H0 tension which,
according to this picture, could be related to different
gravity regimes at early and late epochs.
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