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In this work, we study several extensions of the higher curvature modification of
R? inflation in the context of gravity’s rainbow. We modify the (R + R?) model by
adding an fi R3-term, an foR*-term, and an f3R3/2-term to the original model. We
calculate the inflationary observables and confront them using the latest observa-
tional bounds from Planck 2018 data. We assume the rainbow function of the form
f =1+ (%)/\ with A being a rainbow parameter and M a mass-dimensional pa-
rameter. We demonstrate that the power spectrum of curvature perturbation relies
on the dimensionless coefficient f;, ¢ = 1,2,3, a rainbow parameter A\ and a ratio
H/M. Likewise, the scalar spectral index n, is affected by both f; and the rain-
bow parameter. Moreover, the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is solely determined by the
rainbow parameter. Interestingly, by ensuring that ng aligns with the Planck collab-
oration’s findings at the 1o confidence level, the tensor-to-scalar ratio could reach up
to r ~ 0.01, which is possibly measurable for detection in forthcoming Stage IV CMB

ground experiments and is certainly feasible for future dedicated space missions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum gravity aims to reconcile two seemingly conflicting principles in physics: Ein-
stein’s general theory of relativity, which explains gravity on cosmic scales, and quantum
mechanics, which governs physics on the atomic scale and below. All quantum gravity the-
ories, such as loop quantum gravity, string theory, and non-commutative geometry, share
a common feature: the existence of a fundamental length scale, often equated with the
Planck length. This fundamental length scale requires adjustments to the special theory of
relativity, resulting in a modified principle known as doubly special relativity (DSR), which
incorporates both the speed of light and the Planck length as fundamental constants. One
prominent model that emerges from the DSR framework is gravity’s rainbow, which suggests
that the curvature of space-time near massive objects like black holes causes light of differ-
ent wavelengths to travel at varying speeds, creating a ”"rainbow effect.” In this paradigm,
the energy of a test particle influences the geometry of space-time, necessitating a family
of metrics, termed a rainbow of metrics, rather than a single metric, to describe space-time
across all energy scales. These metrics are parameterized by the ratio of the energy of the
test particle (¢) to the Planck energy (e,).

At energy scales nearing the Planck scale within different quantum gravity theories,
it’s anticipated that the traditional dispersion relation will undergo modifications. These
alterations are especially significant in light of research such as that examining deformations
observed by experiments like the Cherenkov array [I]. Initially proposed by Magueijo and
Smolin in Ref.[2], the modification of the dispersion relation replaces the standard expression
£2—p? = m? with a new form £2f2(¢)—p?3%(¢) = m?, where f(¢) and j(¢) are termed rainbow
functions. These functions are required to meet certain criteria, particularly approaching
unity as energy decreases to an infrared (IR) limit, indicated by f(e/M) — 1 and §(s/M) —
1, where M denotes the energy scale at which quantum gravitational effects start to become
notable.

The influence of rainbow functions has been explored in various cosmological contexts,
see, e.g., a correspondence between Horava-Lifshitz gravity and gravity’s rainbow [3], in-

cluding black hole physics [4-H21]. Gravity’s rainbow has also been examined in alternative
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gravitational frameworks, including Gauss-Bonnet gravity [22], massive gravity [23] 24], and
f(R) gravity [25]. The implications of gravity’s rainbow on early universe physics have been
widely recognized. In Ref.[26], the impacts of rainbow functions on the Starobinsky model
of f(R) gravity has been examined [26]. More recently, investigations into the deformed
Starobinsky model have also been conducted within the framework of gravity’s rainbow
[27]. The analysis also encompassed the work of [28] as well as an asymptotic safety theory
on inflation within the framework of gravity’s rainbow [29].

In this work, we study several extensions of the higher curvature modification of R?
inflation in the context of gravity’s rainbow. This paper is organized as follows: In Section
(II), we establish a framework for f(R) theory within the context of gravity’s rainbow,
building upon existing literature [33] 34] We adopt various f(R) models: ( ) fr3(R) =
R+ gtz + diige: (2) fw(R) = Rt gl + £l and (3) froa(R) = R+ gl + 2577 Tn

section ([1If), we take a short recap on cosmological linear perturbations within the framework

of gravity’s rainbow. Here, we analyze the spectral index of scalar perturbations and the
tensor-to-scalar ratio of the models. Additionally, we compare our predicted results with

data from Planck 2018 in this section. Finally, we summarize our findings in the last section.

II. SETUP

Einstein’s theory of gravity, while fundamental, faces contemporary challenges such as
dark matter, dark energy, and cosmic inflation. As a result, there is growing interest in
modifying general relativity, especially in the early universe where departures from Ein-
stein’s theory may become apparent at high curvatures. One approach involves replacing
the Einstein-Hilbert term with a function of the Ricci scalar, leading to f(R) theories. Prior
research, including pioneering studies on f(R) and alternative gravity theories [30, 31], has
paved the way for further exploration in this area. Here, we embark on our investigation
starting with the conventional 4-dimensional action in f(R) gravity, which accounts for

matter fields [33] 34],

5= 50 [ V=R + [ @evalulom ), (1)

Here, we define k? = 871G = 87 /M?p, where g represents the determinant of the metric guv,

and the Lagrangian density LM depends on both gur and the matter fields ¥,,. The field



equation can be obtained directly by varying the action with respect to g, [33), 34],

1
~f(R)gu — V, Vo F(R) + g,,OF(R) = T, (2)

F(R)Ryulg) ~

In this context, F(R) = Of(R)/OR, and the operator O is defined as O =
(1//—=9)0,(v/—99"0,). The energy-momentum tensor of the matter fields is essen-
tially defined as Ty = (—2/4/=9)8(/—gLM)/5g", satisfying the continuity equation
VATM) iy = 0. It’s notable that within the conventional approach, the energy-momentum
tensor of matter takes on the perfect fluid configuration: 7™ yv = diag(—p, P, P, P), where
p denotes the energy density and P represents the pressure. Additionally, earlier studies
have delved into inflation within various modifications of R? gravity, as evidenced by works
such as Ref.[35H39]. With this groundwork established, we proceed to derive cosmological
solutions to the field equations , employing the modified FLRW metric (3| as

2
W O s dridad (3)

&= me TR

Here, a(t) represents a scale factor, while f(¢) and j(e) are referred to as rainbow functions.
By substituting the aforementioned metric into the field equations and assuming that

the stress-energy tensor follows the perfect fluid form, we arrive at:
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In this context, we define the first and second derivatives with respect to time as a and a,
respectively. In our subsequent analysis, we set § = 1 and exclusively consider the spatially

flat universe. Consequently, the above equations simplify to:

3FH2+3HF+F§~:FR_—~JC(R)+ﬁ (6)

2f? 2



and
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In the analysis below, we choose

_ "\
=1 — 8
=1+ (5) ©
Considering the rainbow parameter A > 0, we set f = 1 for late times. Assuming the

inflationary period where H? > M2, we approximate the rainbow function as f ~ (%))‘

A. With R? term

In recent years, there has been substantial interest in exploring higher curvature exten-
sions of the R? model, see e.g., Refs.[40-43]. Here we consider the first model of f(R) of the

form:

RZ f1R3
6M2 | 36MA )

fR3 (R) - R +

Here, M represents a mass-dimensional parameter. To align with current constraints on
(ns, ), it was determined in Ref.[44] for pure Einstein gravity that the dimensionless coef-

ficient f; of R3 should satisfy f; < O(107%). This implies that any higher curvature cor-

~Y

rection beyond the R? term should not significantly alter the background evolution during

N ~ (50 — 60) e-folds from the end of inflation. Utilizing equation (22)), we derive:

Ofps(R R? R
Fio(R) = fyp(r) = 20l JIC Ry (10
O frs(R R 1
fro(my = ) _ AL (1)

The function frs(R) adheres to the quantum stability condition f5;(R) > 0 for o > 0 and
B > 0, ensuring solution stability at high curvatures. Moreover, the condition of classical

stability yields:

2
_AR L RO, (12)

!
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From Eq.@, we find for this model
1 H\"
- o 2 6 4 d il
— ( GfLH <2H 19H (A + 1)H) (M)
H

F3HM* + A+ 1)M?H (18H4 + H*(17\ — 3)H) <M>2A> =0, (13)

and from
MR (VB[ (12M! = fiR?) — 12Rf (iR +2017))
fR
1282 (f2R? + (6f1 + 4)M" + 4f,M?R) + 12M*R (AR +2M?) =0.  (14)

In this context, we solely focus on an inflationary solution. Thus, we employ the slow-
roll approximations. Consequently, terms containing H and higher powers in H can be
disregarded in this specific regime. It can be shown straightforwardly that Eq. is

reduced to:

() (a0t (2)™ — ar?)

~ : (15)
200+ 1) (19,12 (5)™ + 3012)
Note that when setting f; = 0, the result converts to that of Ref.[26]:
L e
H— —— M 16
6(AN+1) (16)
During inflation we can assume H =~ constant., and then in this situation we obtain from
Eq.(9)
N —2) \4A
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H ~ H;, + 5 (t—t;), (17)
200+ 1) (19112 (%) + 3012)
and
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In this equation, H; and a; represent the Hubble parameter and the scale factor at the onset
of inflation (¢ = ¢;) respectively. The slow-roll parameter €, is defined as ¢, = —H/H?,

which in this instance can be approximated as:

i ()7 (afuH (5)™ = 1)
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We can check that € is less than unity during inflation (H > M) and we find when setting

H—Z(A+1)M2/\+2

OSSR One can simply determine

f1 = 0 that the above expression reduces to €; ~

the time when inflation ends (¢ = t;) by solving €(t;) ~ 1 to obtain

20+ DH, () (194,87 ()2 + 3M7)

tf ~ tz NS (20)
M4 ()
The number of e-foldings from ¢; to ¢; is then given by
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Note that when f; = 0, the result is the same as that of the Starobinsky model. In the
following section, we examine the spectra of perturbations within the framework of gravity’s
rainbow theory. We then confront the results predicted by our models with Planck 2018
data.

B. With R* term

Here we consider the second model of f(R) of the form:

RQ N f2R4
6M2 - 24MS

fri(R)= R+ (22)

with M being a mass-dimensional parameter. To be compatible with the present constraints
on (ng,r), it was found in Ref.[44] for pure Einstein gravity that the dimensionless coefficient
fo of R* must be f, < O(1077). From the equation (6]), we obtain

Ofri(R R3 R
Fus(R) = fpu(R) = 20U SR Ry 2
_ Pfr(R) foRR? 1

" — _
frelR) = OR? SYVCIEYVER (24)

The function fzs(R) obeys the quantum stability condition f7:(R) > 0 for & > 0 and § > 0.

This ensures the stability of the solution at high curvature. Additionally, the condition of

classical stability leads to

_ LR

= Smtap >0 (25)

fri(R)



From Eq.@, we find for this model
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Here we are only interested in an inflationary solution. Therefore we invoke the slow-roll
approximations. Hence the terms containing H and higher power in H can be neglected in

this particular regime. It is rather straightforward to show that the Eq. is reduced to

() (et ()" - )

H~ o : (28)
6(\+1) (2065 (45)" + M?)
Note that when setting fo = 0, the result converts to that of Ref.[26]:
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During inflation we can assume H ~ constant., and then in this situation we obtain from
Eq.(39)
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where H; and a; are respectively the Hubble parameter and the scale factor at the onset of
inflation (t = ;). The slow-roll parameter €, is defined by ¢, = —H/H? which in this case
can be estimated as

i )7 (e ()" o)
B2 6 iz (206 10 (45) " + 12

(32)



We can check that € is less than unity during inflation (H > M) and we find when setting

H—Z(A+1)M2/\+2

fo = 0 that the above expression reduces to €; ~ oSy

. One can simply determine

the time when inflation ends (¢ = t;) by solving €(t;) ~ 1 to obtain

6(\+ 1) H; (%)™ (216! (4)" + M)
tf ~ tl' + 5 6/ Hi\ 6N . (33)
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The number of e-foldings from ¢; to ¢; is then given by
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Note that when f, = 0, the result is the same as that of the Starobinsky model. In the
subsequent section, we study the perturbation spectra within the framework of gravity’s

rainbow theory. Following this examination, we compare our model’s predictions with the

data reported by Planck 2018 dataset.

C. With R3/? term

We consider the last model of f(R) of the form:

R2 R3/2
ng/z(R)—R+6M2+f3M : (35)

with M being a mass-dimensional parameter. From the equation ([35]), we obtain

Ofwr(R)  3fsVR R

Froa(B) = () = Lel) _SIVIL Ty (36)
7 _ a2fR3/2 (R) _ 3 /3 1
Ry = IS = b (37)

The function fps/2(R) obeys the quantum stability condition fy,,(R) > 0 for f3 > 0. This

ensures the stability of the solution at high curvature. Additionally, the condition of classical

stability leads to

3fsvVvR R
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From Eq.@, we find for this model

H 2 H 2 )
12V6 fs H M (M) +6H* (()\ +1) (M) H (5\/6ng +12

><\/<%>2A <2H2 + (A + 1)H>> + 21\42\/(%)2A (2H2 + (A + 1)H>) =0, (39)

and from ([7))
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A\ 2
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Here we are only interested in an inflationary solution. Therefore we invoke the slow-roll

approximations. Hence the terms containing H and higher power in H can be neglected in

this particular regime. It is rather straightforward to show that the Eq. is reduced to

() (VER () )

H = 6( + 1) (41)
Note that when setting f3 = 0, the result converts to that of Ref.[26]:
. M2 (H)
H— —% (42)
During inflation we can assume H =~ constant., and then in this situation we obtain from
Eq.
M2 ()7 (VBFs () +1)
H ~ H - EEY (t—t), (43)
and
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where H; and a; are respectively the Hubble parameter and the scale factor at the onset of
inflation (¢ = ;). The slow-roll parameter ¢, is defined by ¢, = —H/H? which in this case
can be estimated as
. —2x A1
g M (VAR () )
H? 6(\ + 1)H?2

€ =

(45)
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We can check that € is less than unity during inflation (H > M) and we find when setting

H—Z(A+1)M2/\+2

OSSR One can simply determine

f3 = 0 that the above expression reduces to €; >~
e time when inflation ends (¢t = solving € ~ 1 to obtain
the time when inflati ds (t = t;) by solving e(t;) ~ 1 to obtai

6()\+ 1) (&)2)\—&-1

! M (V3fs ()14 1) (46)
The number of e-foldings from ¢; to ¢; is then given by
Ly
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H; —2A H; A+1
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1
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In the subsequent section, we analyze perturbation spectra in the context of gravity’s rainbow
theory. Subsequently, we compare the results predicted by our model with the data from

Planck 2018.

III. CONFRONTATION WITH OBSERVATION

In this section, we closely follow the approaches outlined in References [27, 28] for exam-
ining cosmological linear perturbations within the context of gravity’s rainbow induced by
inflation. Detailed derivations of the spectral index of curvature perturbation and the tensor-
to-scalar ratio are provided therein, sparing us from reiterating them here. To determine

the curvature perturbation spectrum, we begin by defining the slow-roll parameters:

_H _F _FE (48)
V=T 2T o ST oHE
where E = 3F?/2k2. Afterwards, Q, can be reformulated to yield:
E
Qs (49)

T IFH(1+ &)
During the inflationary era, parameters ¢; are assumed to be constant (éi ~ 0), and in this
work, we take f = 1+ (H/M)*. Therefore, the spectral index can be written in terms of

the slow-roll parameters as:

ns —1 > —=2(A+2)e + 26, — 2¢3 (50)



12

In the inflationary phase, we’ve presumed that |¢;| < 1. It’s worth noting that the spec-
trum tends towards scale invariance when |¢;| are significantly below unity, implying n, ~ 1.

Following this, the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation adopts the following struc-

g (2 ()

Based on the aforementioned outcome, we can limit the parameters for the f(R) models by

utilizing Eq., given that PS encompasses s, which depends on f(R). Subsequently,

ture:

the power spectrum of tensor perturbations Pr following the Hubble radius crossing can be

16 / H\>1 [ H\*
pr=2 (i) 7 (5r) o

Also, the tensor-to-scalar ratio r can be determined by invoking the following definition:

approximated as:

T
r= % ~ 48¢3, . (53)

In the subsequent section, we examine the perturbation spectra within the framework of
different f(R) models in gravity’s rainbow theory, posing the observables predicted by our
models with the Planck 2018 data. As indicated in References [27, 28], a connection between

£l and €1 can be quantified:
€y X~ —(1 -+ )\)61. (54)

We can verify another relation among slow-roll parameters by considering the definition of
€3:

€3

To examine the connections between slow-roll parameters, we will examine various forms
of f(R) outlined below. We will utilize the most recent Planck 2018 data [46], [47] and the
latest BICEP /Keck data [48] to obtain well-defined parameters: the scalar spectral index

ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, as specified:

Planck 2018 :  n, = 0.9658 £ 0.0038, r < 0.072,
BICEP/Keck2021 :  r < 0.036.
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A. With R? term

In the following, we will express the power spectrum, the spectral index, n,, and the

tensor-to-scalar ratio, r, in terms of e-folding number N. By substituting the expression for

Qs in Eq. into Eq. and using the relation , we then obtain

M2N2 o 22+2
Ps ~ 3rO\+ 1202 1202 (1 —3fi (M) (56)

Using parameters of the base ACDM cosmology reported by Planck 2018 for Pg at the scale
k = 0.05 Mpc™!, we find from Eq. that

207 x 10°3(A+1)2 \?
X ~ 57
(Nz (13f1(1§4*)2)‘+2>) (57)

M
Mp
Taking N = 60, A = 0.02, f; ~ O(1077) and H,/M € [10%, 10?], we find that X ~ O(1079).
Moreover, if we increase H, /M such that H,/M > 103, values of f; must be extremely small,

fi < O(1077). Assuming further that X ~ O(10~*) and using H,/M = 10°, N = 60, \ =
0.02, we can obtain f; ~ O(107!1). From Eq.(50) and Eq.(53), we obtain

5 19 2(A+1)
no~ 1o 2 12h00+1) (H. (58)
N N M ’
12(1+ \)?
roR 121+ A" e ) . (59)

Clearly, setting f; = 0, the results become those of the Starobinsky model of inflation in
the context of gravity’s rainbow. Moreover, setting both A = 0 and f; = 0, the Starobinsky
model of inflation in the Einsten gravity can be obtained. We confront the results predicted
by our model with Planck 2018 data. In order to be consistent with data, we find that the
value of A cannot be arbitrary. Its upper limit can be displayed in Fig. and computed
using r < 0.036 to obtain A < 1.74(2.23) for N = 50 (60).

Requiring n, to be consistent with the Planck collaboration upper limit, we find that
r can be as large as r ~ (.01 illustrated in Fig.. More precisely, using A = 0.02, f; =
2.5 x 1077, = = 100, we obtain r ~ 0.005 for N € [55, 60] (Orange). Moreover, requiring
ns to be consistent with the Planck collaboration at 1o confidence level (CL.), values of r
could be as large as r ~ 0.01 when using A = 0.5, f; = 2.5 x 1077, Hﬁ = 100. However, the

predictions taking A = 0.02, f; = 2.5x 1077, = = 500 (Green) lie outside the 1 o confidence

level.
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FIG. 1: We quantify the upper limit of A for any N, with for example A < 1.74(2.23) for N =

50 (60). A shaded area represents an inequality given by 12(11\;)‘)2 < 0.036.

B. With R* term

In the following, we will express the power spectrum, the spectral index, n,, and the

tensor-to-scalar ratio, r, in terms of e-folding number N. By substituting the expression for

Qs in Eq. into Eq. and using the relation (54)), we then obtain

M2N2 H 4(A+1)
~——— 1728 (=
Ps 3r(\ + 1)2M2 ( 2 (M) (60)

Using parameters of the base ACDM cosmology reported by Planck 2018 for Ps at the scale
k = 0.05Mpc !, we find from Eq. that

1
N 2.07 x 1078\ + 1) \?
*=(5 = <%>4““>)) | o

Taking N = 60, A = 0.001, fo ~ O(10~%) and H,/M € [10%, 10%], we find that X ~
O(107%). Moreover, if we increase H,/M such that H,/M > 103, values of f; must be

Sl=
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0.10
With R° term — 10 Planck18
N=[40,90]

0.08f .
= 20 Planck18
i
©
= 0.06}
o
T
[$]
w
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© 0.04+
o
(7))
c
@
= -10

0.02f =05, =25-107"%, H, /M=100 25.4107"%, H, /M=500

[ )
-7
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® .
LY ....°
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Primordial tilt (ng)

f1R3

FIG. 2: We compare the theoretical predictions of fr3(R) = R+ ().R% + 35

in the (r —ng) plane
for different values of N ranging from [40, 90] (left to right) assuming a various set of parameters,

A, f1 and H,./M.

extremely small, f, < O(107). Assuming further that X ~ O(10™*) and using H,/M =
10%, N = 60, A = 0.01, we can obtain f» ~ O(1072%). From Eq.(50) and Eq.(53), we obtain

2 SGAR(+D) (. A+ (62)
° N N M ’
12(1 + A)?

It is evident that when f5 is set to zero, the results coincide with those derived from the
Starobinsky model of inflation within the framework of gravity’s rainbow. Moreover, setting
both A = 0 and f, = 0, the Starobinsky model of inflation in the Einsten gravity can be
obtained. We confront the results predicted by our model with Planck 2018 data. Requiring
n, to be consistent with the Planck collaboration upper limit, we find that r can be as large
as r =~ (.01 illustrated in Fig.. More precisely, using A = 0.02, fo = 2.5x 10714, Hﬁ = 100,
we obtain r ~ 0.005 for N € [55, 60] (Orange). Moreover, requiring n, to be consistent with
the Planck collaboration at 10 CL, values of r could be higher, e.g., » ~ 0.01 when using
A =05, fo =25x 10720, & =100 for N € [55, 60]. However, the predictions taking

A =0.05, fo=2.5x 107", L =400 (Green) lie far outside the 2o confidence level.
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FIG. 3: We compare the theoretical predictions of fri(R) = R+ ().R% + 5570

in the (r —ng) plane
for different values of N ranging from [40, 90] (left to right) assuming a various set of parameters,

A, fo and H./M.

C. With R3? term

In the following, we will express the power spectrum, the spectral index, n,, and the
tensor-to-scalar ratio, r, in terms of e-folding number N. By substituting the expression for
Q, in Eq.(49) into Eq. and using the relation (54]), we then obtain

M?N?
&dA+1yw@<1+§v§ﬁ(%)Md>

Ps = (64)

Using parameters of the base ACDM cosmology reported by Planck 2018 for Pg at the scale
k = 0.05 Mpc™!, we find from Eq. that

_ A+1 2
% v (2.69 x 1078 (A +1)? <f3 (M) +0.7698>> (65)

N2 H,
Taking N = 60, A = 0.02, f5 € [0.1 — 1000], M/H, = O(10-%), we find that X ~ O(10-5),
From Eq.(50) and Eq.(53), we obtain

ny 1o 2 BB ()
s N SN ’
12(1 4 A)?

N2

(66)

(67)
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Upon setting f3 to zero, the outcomes coincide with those derived from the Starobinsky
model of inflation within the framework of gravity’s rainbow. Moreover, setting both A = 0
and f; = 0, the Starobinsky model of inflation in the Einsten gravity can be obtained.
We confront the results predicted by our model with Planck 2018 data. Requiring n, to
be consistent with the Planck collaboration upper limit, we find that r can be as large as

r ~ 0.01 illustrated in Fig.. More precisely, using A = 2.0 x 107%, f3 = 1.0, ?I/i = 1073,

we obtain r ~ 0.005 for N € [55, 60] (Orange). Moreover, values of r could be as large
as r ~ 0.01 when using A = 0.5, f3 = 107, HM = 1073. However, the predictions taking

A=2.0x107%, f3 =100, HM = 1072 (Green) lie far outside the 2 confidence level.

0.10 r r
with R%2 term —— 10 Planck18
N = [40,90]

0.08} ]
< 20 Planck18
il
©
= 0.06f
o
©
[&]

w
o
2 0.04}
o
(7]
C
2
0.02L A=05%=10" M/H, =107 A=05)f =107, M/H, = 1073
L]
3
A=0.00002, 73 =1, M/H, =107 A O'Omm’.f?' =100, M/H, =10
LIE P .'o..~

0.93 0.94 0.95 0.96 0.97 0.98 0.99 1.00
Primordial tilt (ns)

61;;2 + f35\§’/2 in the (r—ns) plane

FIG. 4: We compare the theoretical predictions of fps/2(R) = R+
for different values of N ranging from [40, 90] (left to right) assuming a various set of parameters,

A, f3 and H./M.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we have considered several extensions of the higher curvature modification
of R? inflation in the context of gravity’s rainbow. We have modified the (R + R?) model
by adding an R*-term, an R*term, and an R*?-term. We have calculated the inflationary

observables and confront them using the latest observational data. The COBE normalization
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and the Planck constraint on the scalar spectrum have been used to constrain the predictions.

We have demonstrated that the power spectrum of curvature perturbation relies on the
dimensionless coefficient f;, i = 1,2, 3, a rainbow parameter A and a ratio H/M. Likewise,
the scalar spectral index ny is affected by both f; and the rainbow parameter. Moreover, the
tensor-to-scalar ratio r is exclusively determined by the rainbow parameter. Interestingly,
by ensuring that ng aligns with the Planck collaboration’s findings at the 1o confidence level,
the tensor-to-scalar ratio could reach up to r ~ 0.01. This value is possibly measurable for
detection in forthcoming Stage IV CMB ground experiments and is certainly feasible for

future dedicated space missions.
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