
Eur. Phys. J. C (2021) 81:160
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08955-7

Regular Article - Theoretical Physics

Bounce cosmology in f (R) gravity

M. Ilyas1,a , W. U. Rahman2,b

1 Institute of Physics, Gomal University, Dera Ismail Khan, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 29220, Pakistan
2 Department of Physics, Abdul Wali khan University Mardan, Mardan 23200, Pakistan

Received: 7 January 2021 / Accepted: 3 February 2021 / Published online: 16 February 2021
© The Author(s) 2021

Abstract In this paper, we analyze the modified f (R)

gravity models in Friedmann–Lemaître–Robertson–Walker
(FLRW) background. The actions of bouncing cosmology
are studied under consideration of different viable models
in f (R) gravity theory that can resolve the difficulty of sin-
gularity in standard Big-Bang cosmology. Under different
viable models in f (R) gravity theory, the cosmological con-
straints are plotted in provisions of cosmic-time, then inves-
tigated the bounce circumstance. In addition, the red-shift
parameter is used to reconstruct the modified gravity, and
compile the cosmological parameters that infer accelerated
universe expansion. Finally, the situation stability is evalu-
ated with a sound speed feature, which illustrates late-time
stability.

1 Introduction

General theory of relativity has explained many specification
of universe by the various theories and observational evi-
dence. The observational components of �-Cold dark space
model is consistent with all cosmological observations, but it
suffers from such differences such as cosmic coincidence or
tuning [1–3]. Since an unusual drop in the observed energy
streams from cosmic radiation base radiation, massive sys-
tems, red-shift as well as supernovae Type Ia assessments the
rapid expansion of the earth has become apparent [4–6]. The
reasons behind this curious and riddling phenomena referred
to such discoveries as dark energy (DE) (an elusive force).
Different methods have been suggested in these directions
to change Einstein gravity. So, we should focus our study to
other unknown problems. Non-singularity is one of unknown
problems in the Big bang cosmology model. On the way to
resolve this problem, we require to establish another new
approach for the visible universe e.g. the oscillatory universe.
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Its mean that our universe is collapse of an old universe [7].
Bouncing universe is the new idea, suggested to resolves the
singularity problem in big bang cosmology [8,9]. Moreover,
the bouncing behavior of universe were investigated deeply
in the brane cosmology as well as in vector field [10,11]. The
bounce occurs in the universe when the universe is entered
to the big bang era, this phenomenon is the simple interpre-
tation of the bouncing universe (for further literature review,
see [12–61]). The initial phase of the universe transfer to
an accelerated expansion phase and at that point the Hubble
parameter, H(t), transit from H(t) < 0 to H(t) > 0 and
also in bounce point, we have H(t) = 0 [62–65].

Recently, several articles have been studied due to vari-
ous theories and observational evidence about the splitting
of universe while this growing is undergoing to moving an
accelerating stage. This study was arise due to the discov-
ery in the type Ia supernova [66] connected with long scale
arrangement [67], and background with cosmic microwave
[68] . We have studied the accelerated growing is appropriate
to a mysterious energy (known as the DE) that is approxi-
mately 70% of the whole universe. As the negative pressure
in universe with perfect fluid and the equation of state (EoS)
parameter, ω, which is not greater than −1 are known as
phantom phase.

The energy conditions in nonlocal gravity were studied
in Ref [69], which is helpful in the key role of DE. There
are several candidates regarding the structure of DE, some of
them are, the scalar field (including tachyon, quintessence,
quintom and phantom etc.) [70–75], cosmological constant,
�, [76], brane universe models [77–79], interacting models
[80–82], and holographic models [83–85].

The adjusted gravity of these models has many benefits
for many other models, but the most complex numerical
approach is avoided by computing science and the current
findings of the former accelerating world with dark ener-
gies are still present. The simplest modified gravity is f (R)

gravity, in which Ricci scalar, R, is replaced by an arbitrary
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function, f (R), in the Hilbert-Einstein gravitational action
[86].

f (R) is actually a family of theories, each one defined
by a different arbitrary function. The accelerated expansion
and structure formation of the Universe were studied without
adding unknown forms of DE or DM. Some models in f (R)

gravity may be inspired by corrections arising from the rec-
onciliation of GR with quantum mechanics (e.g. string theo-
ries etc.). The modified f (R) gravity was suggested in 1970
and a wide range of phenomena can be produced from this
theory by adopting different functions; however, many func-
tional forms can now be ruled out on observational grounds,
or because of pathological theoretical problems.

The modified f (R) gravity is a best alternative way of
instead of the standard model of gravity which is known as a
basis of DE (for reviews on modified f (R) theory of gravity,
see [87–92]).

In this study, in the big bang theory, we will avoid the
starting singularity by bouncing model with the advantage
of different models in modified f (R) theory. Furthermore,
we will prove that there is one of the speeded phase-shift from
a starting contracting-phase to the growing-phase. The prob-
lem is well explain by the temporal derivative of the scale-
factor which is ȧ(t), during contraction decreases (ȧ(t) < 0)

and in the increasing phase (ȧ(t) > 0) it increases and at
the bounce point it becomes equal to zero (ȧ(t) = 0). The
already mentioned story will be confirmed by the correspond-
ing figures. from the above discussion we say that the dark
energy that is reconstructed by red shift parameter is a source
of f (R) gravity. Therefore parametrization for f (R) will be
found, with the help of motivation accelerated growing of the
world can be showed. Finally, the consistency of the model
is analyzed such that the subjectivity of adiabatic disorder
is assumed to be a thermodynamic framework. Sound speed
is used to research the stability of the system as a specific
purpose.

We attempt to explain the following the f (R) Gravity to
recreate by red-shift factor as an origin of DE. We would to
discuss a parameterizations for f (R) gravity than we can
define in this inspiration as the expanding of the accelerated
universe expansion. Finally, the consistency of the study will
be tested such that the University is seen under adiabatic
perturbation as either a thermodynamic device. So, the sta-
bilization of the model is studied using a valuable feature
called the sound speed.

In this paper, we study the modified f (R) gravity and
solve the field equations for FLRW metric in the framework
of perfect fluid in Sect. 2. While in Sect. 4, we analyze the
bouncing behavior by the Hubble parameter and scale-factor,
by assuming different models in f (R) gravity. Then in Sect.
5, the existing red-shift parameter model is reconstructed.
Then, effective pressure and effective energy density is rede-
fined in term of red-shift parameter and also the cosmological

parameters will also be specified. In Sect. 6, We investigate
and examine the stability of the models. The brief description
and conclusion of our results are summarized in last section.

2 The modified f (R) gravity theory

Let us begin by analyzing the implications of the modified
f (R) gravity

A f (R) =
∫ √−g

[
f (R) + 2κ2Lm

]
d4x, (1)

where f (R) is an arbitrary function of Ricci scalar while
κ2 ≡ 8πG is coupling constant, and Lm is Lagrangian matter
density. By variational principles, the field equation becomes

fRRλρ − 1

2
f gλρ − [∇λ∇ρ − gλρ�

]
fR = κ2T (m)

λρ , (2)

where ∇λ, � ≡ ∇λ∇λ, T (m)
λρ are the covariant derivative,

de Alembert’s operator and the energy-momentum tensor
respectively, while fR = d f

dR . The quantity fR contains
the second order derivatives of the metric variables and the
trace of Eq. (2) gives

3� fR + R fR − 2 f (R) − κ2T = 0, (3)

where T ≡ T (m)ρ
ρ . The above equation is a second order dif-

ferential equation in fR, unlikely the trace of field equation
in general theory of relativity is reduces to R + κ2T = 0.
This points fR as a source of generating scalar degrees of
freedom in f (R) theory. As T = 0 this conditions doesn’t
essentially indicates the constant value (or vanishing) ofR, is
the dynamics and Eq. (3) is a fruitful mathematical methods
to study various interesting and hidden cosmic arena, e.g. sta-
bility, Newtonian limit and so on. The constraint, constantly
Ricci scalar as well as Tαβ = 0, reduces Eq. (3) as

R fR − 2 f (R) = 0, (4)

which is known as the Ricci algebraic equation after selecting
any viable formulations of modified f (R) gravity model.
By the roots of the above mention equation, i.e., R = �

(assume), so Eq. (3) gives

Rαβ = gαβ�

4
, (5)

We let FRLW background metric as

ds2 = a2dr2 + a2[dθ2 + r2sin2θdφ2] − dt2, (6)

here a is the scale-factor that is the function of t . Then the
Ricci scalar R for above metric (Eq. 6) is

R = 6Ḣ + 12H2, (7)
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here H = ȧ
a is known as the Hubble parameter while dot

represent derivative w.r.t cosmic-time.
By solving the field Eq. (2) for metric Eq. (6), we get

3H2 fR = κ2ρm

+1

2
[R fR − f ] − 3HṘ fRR, (8a)

−[2Ḣ + 3H2] fR = κ2 pm − 1

2
[R fR − f ]

+Ṙ2 fRRR + 2HṘ fRR + R̈ fRR, (8b)

here ρm , pm are energy density and pressure respectively. By
using conservation equation, ∇αT (m)αβ = 0, along with EoS
Parameter, ωm = pm

ρm
, one find

ρ̇m + 3ρm(ωm + 1)H = 0, (9)

the above equation yields the solution as

ρm = ρm0a
−3(ωm+1). (10)

Furthermore, by using the standard Friedmann equations
to compare the present approach

ρe f f = 3

κ2 H
2

and

pef f = − 1

κ2 (3H2 + 2Ḣ),

we can rewrite Eqs. (8) as

ρe f f = ρm + ρ f (R) = κ−2
[
κ2ρm + 3H2(1 − fR)

−1

2
( f − R fR) − 3HṘ fRR

]
, (11a)

pef f = pm + p f (R) = κ−2
[
κ2 pm − (3H2 + 2Ḣ)(1 − fR)

+1

2
( f − R fR) + Ṙ2 fRRR

+2HṘ fRR + R̈ fRR
]
, (11b)

here ρe f f , pef f are effective energy density and pressure,
while

ρ f (R) = κ−2
[

3H2(1 − fR) − 1

2
( f − R fR) − 3HṘ fRR

]
,

(12a)

p f (R) = κ−2
[
−(2Ḣ + 3H2)(1 − fR)

+1

2
( f − R fR) + Ṙ2 fRRR+2HṘ fRR+R̈ fRR

]
.

(12b)

In the case of effective terms, the conservation equation
can be rewritten with the help of using Eqs. (11) as

ρ̇e f f + 3ρe f f H(1 + ωe f f ) = 0, (13)

Here

ωe f f = pef f

ρe f f
= −

(
1 + 2Ḣ

3H2

)
, (14)

is the parameter of effective EoS .

3 Reconstruction method for power-law model

By using the method in Refs. [93,94], we reconstruct the
modified gravitational models with the help of introducing
proper functions P(t) and Q(t) of a scalar field t , which is
interpreted as the cosmic time, the action in Eq. (1) with the
absence of matter is written as

I =
∫

dx4√−g [P(t)R + Q(t) + Lm] (15)

then by solving this equation with Eq. (8) we get

Q(t) = −6H2P ′(t) − 6P(t)H2(t) (16)

while the second equation becomes

P ′′(t) − H(t)P ′(t) + 2P(t)H ′(t) = 0 (17)

We solve the above differential equation for the power-
law scale factor and then we use the solution to write down
the general form of f (R) as follow

f (R) = P(R)R + Q(R) (18)

The scale factor for power law model is given by

a(t) = βt (2n) (19)

Where β is constant and n is an integer. The behavior of this
type of bouncing is shown in Fig. 1

By using this scale factor and solving for P(t) and Q(t),
we get.

P(t) = tn− 1
2

√
4n(n+5)+1+ 1

2

(
c1t

√
4n(n+5)+1 + c2

)
, (20)

Q(t) = 6nt
1
2 (2n−√

4n(n+5)+1−3)

×
[
c2

(
−6n + √

4n (n + 5) + 1 − 1
)

(21)

− c1

(
6n + √

4n (n + 5) + 1 + 1
)
t
√

4n(n+5)+1
]

(22)

The cosmic time in term of ricci scalar is written as

t± =
[

±2
√

3
√
n (−1 + 4n)√
R

]
(23)

By putting these equations in Eq. (18), we get

f (R) = 1

4n − 1
2

1
2 (2n−√

4n(n+5)+1−1)3
1
4 (2n−√

4n(n+5)+1+1)

(24)
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Fig. 1 Hubble parameter for
Power Law

R[
√
n (4n − 1)√

R
]n− 1

2

√
4n(n+5)+1+ 1

2

[
c2(2n + √

4n (n + 5) + 1 − 3) (25)

− c12
√

4n(n+5)+13
1
2

√
4n(n+5)+1

{
−2n + √

4n (n + 5) + 1 + 3
}

(26)

[√
n (4n − 1)√

R

]√
4n(n+5)+1

]
(27)

Here, c1, c2 are constants. We can see that this is valid for
every n except 0 ≤ n ≤ −5 and for n = 1 we get

f1(R) = 1

9
c2R

3/2 − c1

R
(28)

4 The bouncing behavior in modified f (R) gravity

Here, we will investigate the rebound conditions in modi-
fied f (R) gravity. As an evolving world emerges, the world
transitions fluctuations into an expanding stage from an ear-
lier contracting period. This stage transition leads to a non-
singular outcome in the Big Bang cosmological norm [62–
65].

Consequently, the Hubble parameter moves for a good
bounce from H(t) < 0 to H(t) > 0 and in bounce point
H(t) = 0. We may also claim the dilemma of bouncing
World as regards the scale-factor, i.e. that we have a decline
in scale-factor even during contracting stage as ȧ(t) < 0,
and we have a development in the expanding process ȧ(t) >

0,and at the point of bounce ȧ(t) = 0 and this point around
ä(t) > 0.

Subsequently the Hubble parameter moves from H(t) <

0 to H(t) > 0, since its derivative must be greater than zero
in the bounce stage as regards time evolution for its bouncing
world

Ḣbounce = −κ2

2
(1 + ωe f f )ρe f f > 0, (29)

We deduce the condition ρe f f > 0 with ωe f f < −1.
Now within the bounce stage we can get the bounce status

for the model. We would have in this situation Ḣbounce > 0
with Hbounce = 0, such that the bouncing stage (29) in the
bounce stage by Eqs. (11) be assumed as

Ḣbounce = (2 fR)−1
[
−κ2(ρm + pm) + Ṙ2 fRRR + R̈ fRR

]

> 0. (30)

In the following, we will investigate bouncing behavior with
the advantage of particular choices in f (R) models

• Model 1
We consider the model with quadratic corrections firstly
proposed by Starobinsky [95]

f (R) = R + αR2 (31)

where α is constants.
• Model 2

we take the Ricci scalar exponential corrections to GR
[96]

f (R) = R + αR
(
e(−R

γ
) − 1

)
(32)

where α and γ are constants.
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• Model 3
One of the cubic correction to GR [97]

f (R) = R + αR2 (1 + γR) (33)

where γ and α are arbitrary constants and if γ >> R,
Therefore the quadratic model is suitable model. This
one. the case in doubt αR2 (1 + γR) << R can be
employed to maximise the influence of cubic terms on
quadratic terms.

• Model 4

f (R) = R + αR2
(

1 + γ Log[ R
μ2 ]

)
(34)

This model contain the logarithm term which describe
the universe evolution in the absence of DE [98].

Moreover, by inserting models (31), (32), (33) and (34)
into Eqs. (11) separately, and solving numerically. By plot-
ting the numerical solutions, the cosmological parameters
can easily be drawn in terms of cosmic-time as shown in
Figs. 2 and 3.

The bouncing behavior under consideration of four differ-
ent viable models are:

In case of model 1, we can detect the bouncing action in
the first part of Fig. 2. The Hubble parameter moves from
the point of bounce (H(t ∼ −0.818) = 0) as H(t) < 0
to H(t) > 0, while the lowest scale-factor is or ȧ(t ∼
−0.818) = 0.

In Fig. 2, we can detect the bouncing action like H(t ∼
−0.162019) = 0 as H(t) < 0 to H(t) > 0, and in other
hand side, we see that the minimal element for the scale is or
ȧ(t ∼ −0.162019) = 0 for the case of model 2.

Similarly, we realize that the bouncing behavior can be
seen in the Fig. 3, in which we see that from the bounce level,
the Hubble parameter moves through H(t ∼ −0.354734) =
0 as H(t) < 0 to H(t) > 0, and In another hand, we
can see how the minimal element for the scale or ȧ(t ∼
−0.354734) = 0 for the case of model 3.

Furthermore, we believe it is possible to detect the bounc-
ing behavior in Fig. 3, in which the Hubble parameter moves
H(t ∼ −0.281699) = 0 as H(t) < 0 to H(t) > 0, and in
other hand, we can see how the minimal element for the scale
or ȧ(t ∼ −0.281699) = 0 for the case of model 4 (Fig. 2).

The Figs. 4 and 5 show that ρe f f > 0 and pef f < 0, These
illustrate an accelerating universe. We may also note EoS
variations with reference to galactic time in Fig. 6, and one
indicates that the problem relates to late-time observational
data crossing from over phantom-divide-line [99,100].
We will rebuild the above model using the definition of red-
shift during the next part.

5 Reconstruction by red-shift parameter

In this part, we will analyze the red-shift parameter model.
In view of the scale-factor, one will be added as z+1 = a0

a(t) ,
here a0 in the value in the current time. Further, we assume
the dimensionless parameters r(z) = H(z)2

H2
0

where H0 =
71±3 km s−1 Mpc−1, is the Hubble value in the present time
(universe today). From the above, one can relate cosmic-time
to red-shift, the differential form appears

d

dt
= da

dt

dz

da

d

dz
= −H(z + 1)

d

dz
, (35)

Furthermore, the Ricci scalar (Eq. (7)) and the effective
energy density and pressure (Eq. (11)) can be rewritten in
terms of z as

R = 12H2
0 r − 3(z + 1)H2

0 r
′, (36)

ρe f f =κ−2
[
κ2ρm + 3H2

0 r( fR(z) + 1)

− 3

2
H2

0 (z + 1)r ′ fR(z) + 3H2
0 (z + 1)r f ′

R(z)

− 1

2
f (z)

]
, (37)

pef f =κ−2
[
κ2 pm + 1

2
H2

0 (z + 1)r ′( fR(z) + 2)

− 3H2
0 r( fR(z) + 1) + 1

2
f (z)

+ H2
0 (z + 1)2r f ′′

R(z) + 1

2
H2

0 (z + 1)2r ′ f ′
R(z)

− H2
0 (z + 1)r f ′

R(z)
]
, (38)

here derivative is denoted by the prime with regard to z. The
energy density of matter is identified as

ρm = ρm0

(
a0

1 + z

)−3(ωm+1)

. (39)

Currently, in order to recreate the model as a source of DE,
we need to add the r(z) feature to be equipped with supernova
descriptive statistics [101,102]. In form of red-shift, one of
the suitable choice [103,104], written as following

r(z) = C0 + C1 (z + 1) + C2 (z + 1)2 + 
m0 (z + 1)3 ,

(40)

where C0 = 1 − C1 − C2 − 
m0 . It should be remembered
that the above parametrization corresponds to �CDM model
for C1 = C2 = 0 along with C0 = 1 − 
m0 . The criteria for
the right fit are as good as 
m0 = 0.3, C1 = −4.16 ± 2.53
and C2 = 1.67 ± 1.03 [99]. It is to be noted that the freely
parameters of the model play a crucial role in this work.

By substituting, Eqs. (40) into Eqs. (37) and (38), we get
the cosmological parameters in terms of red-shift with the
results shown in Figs. 7 and 8. The variance of the successful
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Fig. 2 The scale-factor, a(t), in terms of cosmic-time under different viable models

Fig. 3 The Hubble parameter, H(t), in terms of cosmic-time under different viable models

Fig. 4 The energy density, ρe f f , and pressure, pef f , in terms of cosmic-time under different viable models

EoS tells us that its value is around ∼ −1 in late time (z = 0),
as shown in Fig. 9, and ωe f f < −1 which confirms as an
accelerated growing of the universe. The outcome achieved
verifies the performance of Refs. [105,106].

6 Stability analysis

We will address the stability of the modified f (R) gravity.
As the ideal fluid has been filled by the Cosmos, we can
accept it as a thermodynamic device. We will use the sum
of sound-velocity for the ideal fluid device to this end. As

we observe, a useful function such as Cs2 = dpef f

dρe f f induces

sound-velocity, in which pef f and ρe f f are the Universe’s
efficient power density and effective strain. In a thermody-
namic system, because the sound-velocityCs2 is positive, the

stability state thus occurs when the parameter Cs2 becomes
greater than zero. We observe that a thermodynamic sys-
tem can be represented by quantities of effective power den-
sity, entropy and effective pressure, with adiabatic and non-
adiabatic disruptions.

We now assume the related scheme to be pef f =
pef f (S, ρe f f ), And disturbing ourselves with regard to the
successful burden that we have

δpef f =
(

∂pef f
∂S

)
ρe f f

δS +
(

∂pef f

∂ρe f f

)
S
δρe f f

=
(

∂pef f
∂S

)
ρe f f

δS + c2
s δρe f f , (41)

In which the first phrase in the cosmological dilemma is com-
pared to a non-adiabatic method, the second term is compared
to the adiabatic process. Because adiabatic disruption is con-

Fig. 5 The energy density, ρe f f , and pressure, pef f , in terms of cosmic-time under different viable models

Fig. 6 The EoS parameter, ωe f f , in terms of cosmic-time under different viable models
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Fig. 7 The energy density ρe f f and pressure pef f in terms of red-shift under different viable models

Fig. 8 The energy density ρe f f and pressure pef f in terms of red-shift under different viable models

Fig. 9 The parameter of EoS is ωe f f in terms of red-shift under different viable models

sidered in cosmology, so for the cosmological process, the
variety of entropy appears zero, i.e. δS = 0. Therefore, we are
continuing our study that only involves adiabatic processes.

Now, to get the Cs2 feature, to separate the Eqs. With
regard to red-shift, (37) and (38), we get Cs2 in terms of
red-shift. In that case, by numerical estimation, as seen in
Fig. 10, we map the speed of sound function in the process
of red-shift. Hence, the Fig. 10 tells us that there is a busy
time stability, since the c2s value is positive for the z = 0
event.
In case of Model 1, the stability condition satisfied in late-
time e.g. at z = 0,Cs2 = 2.49 and alsoCs2 > 0 for z > 0.5,
while in case of model 2 and 3, the condition is fulfilled at
z > 0.5 gives Cs2 > 0. Furthermore, in case of Model 4,
the stability condition satisfied in late-time e.g. at z = 0,
Cs2 = 4.9 and also Cs2 > 0 for z > 0.5.

7 Summary

We have discussed multiple feasible models of modified
f (R) gravity in the FLRW metric. The modified Friedmann
equations were obtained by solving the field equations with

the perfect fluid. Then, by splitting the two ρe f f and pef f

functions for the adjusted gravity, we obtained the efficient
EoS. In what follows, in terms of cosmic-time, we studied
bouncing behavior for four different viable models in f (R)

gravity for the scenario and acquired bouncing state at bounce
stage and illustrated the related cosmological parameters. We
then rebuilt the model with a red-shift component, and we are
using the r(z) function parametrization, and the cosmological
parameters were written in terms of red-shift z, particularly
the Friedmann equations and the effective EoS. The behav-
ior of effective energy density, pressure and EoS in red-shift
were studied which tell us that the ρe f f and pef f varieties
are positive and negative, respectively. On the other side, the
variance of ωe f f tell us that the EoS crosses the phantom step.
This outcome supports the gradual expansion of the Universe
and thus correlates to observational results. [105,106]. We
observed that in the subsequent graphs, the free parameters
play a crucial role in encouraging these choices based on pos-
itivity, effective energy density and negative effective pres-
sure, as well as crossing the ωe f f over the phantom divide
axis. Finally, we tried to quantify speed sound in terms of
red-shift in order to test the stability of the situation, so we
plotted the Cs2 with regard to red-shift. Hence, the Fig. 10

Fig. 10 The speed of sound Cs2 in terms of red-shift under different viable models
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has shown us that late time stability occurs since the Cs2

function is greater than zero in the actual time. By consider-
ing the four different models in modified f (R) gravity, the
obtained results also verifies the results of Ref. [107].

Data Availability Statement This manuscript has no associated data
or the data will not be deposited. [Authors’ comment: Data sharing
not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed
during the current study.]

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation,
distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you
give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, pro-
vide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes
were made. The images or other third party material in this article
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indi-
cated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permit-
ted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copy-
right holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecomm
ons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
Funded by SCOAP3.

References

1. S. Weinberg, Rev. Mod. Phys. 61, 1 (1989)
2. P.J.E. Peebles, B. Ratra, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 559 (2003)
3. V. Husain, B. Qureshi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 061302 (2016)
4. D. Pietrobon, A. Balbi, D. Marinucci, Phys. Rev. D 74, 043524

(2006)
5. T. Giannantonio et al., Phys. Rev. D 74, 063520 (2006)
6. A.G. Riess et al., Astrophys. J. 659, 98 (2007)
7. A. Ashtekar, T. Pawlowski, P. Singh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96(14),

141301 (2006)
8. P. Peter, N. Pinto-Neto, Phys. Rev. D 66(6), 063509 (2002)
9. R.H. Brandenberger, S.E. Joras, J. Martin, Phys. Rev. D 66(8),

083514 (2002)
10. P. Kanti, K. Tamvakis, Phys. Rev. D 68(2), 024014 (2003)
11. J. Sadeghi, M.R. Setare, A.R. Amani, S.M. Noorbakhsh, Phys.

Lett. B 685(4), 229–234 (2010)
12. S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, T. Paul, From a bounce to

the dark energy era with F(R) gravity. Class. Quantum Gravity
37(23), 235005 (2020)

13. S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, T. Paul, Bottom-up reconstruc-
tion of non-singular bounce in F(R) gravity from observational
indices. Nucl. Phys. B 959, 115159 (2020)

14. R.H. Brandenberger, arXiv:1206.4196 [astro-ph.CO]
15. R. Brandenberger, P. Peter, arXiv:1603.05834 [hep-th]
16. D. Battefeld, P. Peter, Phys. Rep. 571, 1 (2015). arXiv:1406.2790

[astro-ph.CO]
17. M. Novello, S.E.P. Bergliaffa, Phys. Rep. 463, 127 (2008).

arXiv:0802.1634 [astro-ph]
18. Y.F. Cai, Sci. China, Phys. Mech. Astron. 57 (2014) 1414, https://

doi.org/10.1007/s11433-014-5512-3, arXiv:1405.1369 [hep-th]
19. J. de Haro, Y.F. Cai, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 47(8), 95 (2015).

arXiv:1502.03230 [gr-qc]
20. J.L. Lehners, Class. Quantum Gravity 28, 204004 (2011).

arXiv:1106.0172 [hep-th]
21. J.L. Lehners, Phys. Rep. 465, 223 (2008). arXiv:0806.1245 [astro-

ph]

22. Y.K.E. Cheung, C. Li, J.D. Vergados, arXiv:1611.04027 [astro-
ph.CO]

23. Y.F. Cai, A. Marciano, D.G. Wang, E. Wilson-Ewing, Uni-
verse 3 (1) (2016) 1, https://doi.org/10.3390/ Universe3010001,
arXiv:1610.00938 [astro-ph.CO]

24. C. Cattoen, M. Visser, Class. Quantum Gravity 22, 4913 (2005).
arXiv:gr-qc/0508045

25. C. Li, R.H. Brandenberger, Y.K.E. Cheung, Phys. Rev. D 90(12),
123535 (2014). (arXiv:1403.5625 [gr-qc])

26. D. Brizuela, G.A.D.M. Marugan, T. Pawlowski, Class. Quantum
Gravity 27, 052001 (2010). arXiv:0902.0697 [gr-qc]

27. Y.F. Cai, E. McDonough, F. Duplessis, R.H. Brandenberger, J.
Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 1310, 024 (2013). arXiv:1305.5259
[hep-th]

28. J. Quintin, Y.F. Cai, R.H. Brandenberger, Phys. Rev. D 90(6),
063507 (2014). arXiv:1406.6049 [gr-qc]

29. Y.F. Cai, R. Brandenberger, P. Peter, Class. Quantum Gravity 30,
075019 (2013). arXiv:1301.4703 [gr-qc]

30. N.J. Poplawski, Phys. Rev. D85, 107502 (2012). arXiv:1111.4595
[gr-qc]

31. M. Koehn, J.L. Lehners, B. Ovrut, Phys. Rev. D 93(10), 103501
(2016). arXiv:1512.03807 [hep-th]

32. N. Pinto-Neto, J.C. Fabris, J.D. Toniato, G. Vicente, S.D. Vitenti,
Phys. Rev. D 101(12), 123519 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.101.123519. arXiv:2004.07655 [gr-qc]

33. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, Phys. Rev. D 93(8),
084050 (2016). arXiv:1601.04112 [gr-qc]

34. S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, arXiv:1512.04787 [gr-qc]
35. M. Koehn, J.L. Lehners, B.A. Ovrut, Phys. Rev. D 90(2), 025005

(2014). arXiv:1310.7577 [hep-th]
36. L. Battarra, J.L. Lehners, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 1412(12),

023 (2014). arXiv:1407.4814 [hep-th]
37. J. Martin, P. Peter, N.P. Neto, D.J. Schwarz, Phys. Rev. D 65,

123513 (2002). arXiv:hep-th/0112128
38. J. Khoury, B.A. Ovrut, P.J. Steinhardt, N. Turok, Phys. Rev. D 64,

123522 (2001). arXiv:hep-th/0103239
39. E.I. Buchbinder, J. Khoury, B.A. Ovrut, Phys. Rev. D 76, 123503

(2007). arXiv:hep-th/0702154
40. M.G. Brown, K. Freese, W.H. Kinney, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys.

0803, 002 (2008). arXiv:astro-ph/0405353
41. J.C. Hackworth, E.J. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. D 71, 044014 (2005).

arXiv:hep-th/0410142
42. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 637, 139 (2006).

arXiv:hep-th/0603062
43. M.C. Johnson, J.L. Lehners, Phys. Rev. D 85, 103509 (2012).

arXiv:1112.3360 [hep-th]
44. P. Peter, N. Pinto-Neto, Phys. Rev. D 66, 063509 (2002).

arXiv:hep-th/0203013
45. M. Gasperini, M. Giovannini, G. Veneziano, Phys. Lett. B 569,

113 (2003). arXiv:hep-th/0306113
46. P. Creminelli, A. Nicolis, M. Zaldarriaga, Phys. Rev. D 71, 063505

(2005). arXiv:hep-th/0411270
47. J.L. Lehners, E. Wilson-Ewing, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys.

1510(10), 038 (2015). arXiv:1507.08112 [astro-ph.CO]
48. J. Mielczarek, M. Kamionka, A. Kurek, M. Szydlowski, J. Cos-

mol. Astropart. Phys. 1007, 004 (2010). arXiv:1005.0814 [gr-qc]
49. J.L. Lehners, P.J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. D 87(12), 123533 (2013).

arXiv:1304.3122 [astro-ph.CO]
50. Y.F. Cai, J. Quintin, E.N. Saridakis, E. Wilson-Ewing, J. Cos-

mol. Astropart. Phys. 1407, 033 (2014). arXiv:1404.4364 [astro-
ph.CO]

51. Y.F. Cai, T. Qiu, Y.S. Piao, M. Li, X. Zhang, J. High Energy Phys.
0710, 071 (2007). arXiv:0704.1090 [gr-qc]

52. Y.F. Cai, E.N. Saridakis, Class. Quantum Gravity 28, 035010
(2011). arXiv:1007.3204 [astro-ph.CO]

123

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.4196
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05834
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.2790
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1634
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-014-5512-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-014-5512-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1369
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.03230
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.0172
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.1245
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.04027
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.00938
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0508045
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.5625
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.0697
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.5259
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.6049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.4703
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.4595
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.123519
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.123519
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.07655
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.04112
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.04787
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.7577
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.4814
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0112128
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0103239
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0702154
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0405353
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0410142
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603062
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.3360
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0203013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0306113
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0411270
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.08112
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.0814
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.3122
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.4364
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.1090
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.3204


Eur. Phys. J. C (2021) 81 :160 Page 9 of 9 160

53. P.P. Avelino, R.Z. Ferreira, Phys. Rev. D 86, 041501 (2012).
arXiv:1205.6676 [astro-ph.CO]

54. J.D. Barrow, D. Kimberly, J. Magueijo, Class. Quantum Gravity
21, 4289 (2004). arXiv:astro-ph/0406369

55. Y. Cai, Y. Wan, H.G. Li, T. Qiu, Y.S. Piao, J. High Energy Phys.
1701, 090 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)090.
arXiv:1610.03400 [gr-qc]

56. Y. Cai, H.G. Li, T. Qiu, Y.S. Piao, Eur. Phys. J. C 77(6), 369
(2017). arXiv:1701.04330 [gr-qc]

57. Y. Wan, T. Qiu, F.P. Huang, Y.F. Cai, H. Li, X. Zhang, J. Cos-
mol. Astropart. Phys. 1512, 019 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1088/
1475-7516/2015/12/019. arXiv:1509.08772 [gr-qc]

58. J. Haro, E. Elizalde, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 1510(10), 028
(2015). arXiv:1505.07948 [gr-qc]

59. E. Elizalde, J. Haro, S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 91(6), 063522
(2015). arXiv:1411.3475 [gr-qc]

60. A. Das, D. Maity, T. Paul, S. SenGupta, Eur. Phys. J. C 77(12),
813 (2017). arXiv:1706.00950 [hep-th]

61. P. Bari, K. Bhattacharya, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 11, 019
(2019). arXiv:1907.11607 [gr-qc]

62. S. Carloni, P.K. Dunsby, D. Solomons, Class. Quantum Gravity
23(6), 1913 (2006). arXiv:gr-qc/0510130

63. M. Novello, S.E. Bergliaffa, Phys. Rep. 463(4), 127–213 (2008).
arXiv:astro-ph/0802.1634

64. J. Sadeghi, F. Milani, A.R. Amani, Modern Phys. Lett. A 24(29),
2363–2376 (2009)

65. Y.F. Cai, D.A. Easson, R. Brandenberger, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 08, 020 (2012). arXiv:hep-th/1206.2382

66. A.G. Riess et al., Astron. J. 116(3), 1009 (1998)
67. M. Tegmark, M.A. Strauss, M.R. Blanton, K. Abazajian, S. Dodel-

son, H. Sandvik, G.R. Knapp, Phys. Rev. D 69(10), 103501 (2004)
68. C.L. Bennett et al., Astrophys. J. Suppl 148(1), 1 (2003)
69. M. Ilyas, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 16(10), 1950149 (2019).

arXiv:1907.07134 [gr-qc]
70. A. Kamenshchik, U. Moschella, V. Pasquier, Phys. Lett. B 511(2),

265 (2001)
71. R.R. Caldwell, Phys. Lett. B 545(1), 23 (2002)
72. A.R. Amani, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 50(10), 3078 (2011)
73. J. Sadeghi, A.R. Amani, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 48(1), 14 (2009)
74. M.R. Setare, J. Sadeghi, A.R. Amani, Phys. Lett. B 673(4), 241

(2009)
75. M.R. Setare, J. Sadeghi, A.R. Amani, Int. J. Modern Phys. D

18(08), 1291–1301 (2009)
76. S. Weinberg, Rev. Modern Phys. 61(1), 1 (1989)
77. V. Sahni, Y. Shtanov, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 2003(11), 014

(2003)
78. M.R. Setare, J. Sadeghi, A.R. Amani, Phys. Lett. B 660(4), 299

(2008)
79. G. P. de Brito, J. M. Hoff da Silva, P. Michel LT da Silva, and A. de

Souza Dutra, Int. J. Modern Phys. D, 24, no. 11 (2015): 1550089
80. A.R. Amani, C. Escamilla-Rivera, H.R. Faghani, Phys. Rev. D 88,

124008 (2013)
81. A.R. Amani, B. Pourhassan, Int. J. Geom. Methods Modern Phys.

11(08), 1450065 (2014)
82. J. Naji, B. Pourhassan, A. R. Amani, Int. J. Modern Phys. D, 23,

no. 02 (2014): 1450020
83. H. Wei, Commun. Theor. Phys. 52(4), 743 (2009)
84. A.R. Amani, J. Sadeghi, H. Farajollahi, M. Pourali, Can. J. Phys.

90(1), 61 (2011)

85. A. R. Amani, and A. Samiee-Nouri, Commun. Theor. Phys.,
64(4):485, 2015. arXiv:1410.4172 (2014)

86. S.I. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 68(12), 123512 (2003)
87. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Rep. 505, 59 (2011).

arXiv:1011.0544 [gr-qc]
88. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 11,

1460006 (2014). arXiv:1306.4426 [gr-qc]
89. A. de la Cruz-Dombriz, D. Saez-Gomez, Entropy 14, 1717 (2012).

arXiv:1207.2663 [gr-qc]
90. V. Faraoni, S. Capozziello, Beyond Einstein Gravity : A Survey

of Gravitational Theories for Cosmology and Astrophysics, Fun-
damental Theories of Physics, Vol. 170, Springer (2010)

91. S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, Phys. Rep. 509, 167 (2011).
arXiv:1108.6266 [gr-qc]

92. K. Bamba, S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Astrophys.
Space Sci. 342, 155 (2012). arXiv:1205.3421 [gr-qc]

93. S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, A. Troisi, Phys.
Lett. B 639, 135 (2006). arXiv:astro-ph/0604431 [S. Nojiri
and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 086005).
arXiv:hep-th/0608008]

94. K. Bamba, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, JCAP 0810, 045 (2008).
arXiv:0807.2575 [hep-th]

95. A.A. Starobinsky, Phys. Lett. B 91, 99 (1980)
96. G. Cognola, E. Elizalde, S. Nojiri, S. Odintsov, L. Sebastiani, S.

Zerbini, Phys. Rev. D 77, 046009 (2008). arXiv:0712.4017 [hep-
th]

97. A.V. Astashenok, S. Capozziello, S.D. Odintsov, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 12, 040 (2013)

98. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Unified cosmic history in modified grav-
ity: from F(R) theory to Lorentz non-invariant models. Phys.
Rept. 505, 59 (2011). ([arXiv:1011.0544])

99. R. Lazkoz, S. Nesseris, and L. Perivolaropoulos. J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 2005, no. 11 (2005): 010

100. S. Nesseris, L. Perivolaropoulos, Phys. Rev. D 72(12)(2005):
123519

101. A.A. Starobinsky, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. Lett. 68(10), 757–763
(1998)

102. D. Huterer, M. S. Turner, Phys. Rev. D 60.8 (1999): 081301
103. E.J. Copeland, M. Sami, S. Tsujikawa, Int. J. Modern Phys. D

15(11), 1753–1935 (2006)
104. U. Alam, V. Sahni, T.D. Saini, A.A. Starobinsky, Mon. Not. R.

Astron. Soc. 354(1), 275–291 (2004)
105. W.M. Wood-Vasey, G. Miknaitis, C.W. Stubbs, S. Jha, A.G. Riess,

P.M. Garnavich, R.P. Kirshner et al., Astrophys. J. 666(2), 694
(2007)

106. R. Amanullah, C. Lidman, D. Rubin, G. Aldering, P. Astier, K.
Barbary, M.S. Burns et al., Astrophys. J. 716(1), 712 (2010)

107. A. R. Amani, Int. J. Modern Phys. D, 25(06), 1650071.
arXiv:1512.03475 (2016)

123

http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.6676
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0406369
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)090
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03400
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.04330
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/12/019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/12/019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.08772
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.07948
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.3475
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.00950
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11607
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0510130
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0802.1634
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/1206.2382
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07134
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4172
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0544
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4426
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.2663
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.6266
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3421
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0604431
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0608008
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.2575
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.4017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0544
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03475

	Bounce cosmology in f(mathcalR) gravity
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 The modified f(mathcalR) gravity theory
	3 Reconstruction method for power-law model
	4 The bouncing behavior in modified f(mathcalR) gravity
	5 Reconstruction by red-shift parameter
	6 Stability analysis
	7 Summary
	References




