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ABSTRACT: Hysteresis is a phenomenon occurring naturally in several magnetic and
electric materials in condensed matter physics. When applied to cosmology, aka cos-
mological hysteresis, has interesting and vivid implications in the scenario of a cyclic
bouncy universe. Most importantly, this physical prescription can be treated as an
alternative proposal to inflationary paradigm. Cosmological hysteresis is caused by
the asymmetry in the equation of state parameter during expansion and contraction
phase of the universe, due to the presence of a single scalar field. This process is
purely thermodynamical in nature, results in a non-vanishing hysteresis loop inte-
gral (¢ pdV') in cosmology. When applied to variants of modified gravity models -1)
Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP) brane world gravity, 2) Cosmological constant dom-
inated Einstein gravity, 3) Loop Quantum Gravity (LQG), 4) Einstien-Gauss-Bonnet
brane world gravity and 5) Randall Sundrum single brane world gravity (RSII), un-
der certain circumstances, this phenomenon leads to the increase in amplitude of
the consecutive cycles and to a universe with older and larger successive cycles, pro-
vided we have physical mechanisms to make the universe bounce and turnaround.
This inculcates an arrow of time in a dissipationless cosmology. Remarkably, this
phenomenon appears to be widespread in several cosmological potentials in variants
of modified gravity background, which we explicitly study for- i) Hilltop, ii) Natu-
ral and iii) Colemann-Weinberg potentials, in this paper. Semi-analytical analysis
of these models, for different potentials with minimum /minima, show that the con-
ditions which creates a universe with an ever increasing expansion, depend on the
signature of the hysteresis loop integral (¢ pdV') as well as on the variants of model
parameters.
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1 Introduction

Hysteresis is a phenomenon that arises in systems with a lag between its input
and output. When this lag is dynamic i.e it changes with time, we get hysteresis
loops. It can be evaluated by purely thermodynamical expressions where the output
depends on the current and past inputs. Such phenomenon naturally occurs in
many laboratory systems like ferromagnetic and ferroelectric materials and is often
incorporated artificially in several electrical systems.

In analogy with hysteresis, in cosmology, we have the phenomenon of cyclic uni-
verse in which the universe re-borns repeatedly after each cycle. Just as in hysteresis,
where the material undergoes through the same process over and over again, in a
cyclic universe, the universe starts from big bang and ends in big crunch repeatedly.
Several models of cyclic universe have been proposed in literature [1-3]. Such models
also arise naturally as exact solutions of Einstein equations for a closed universe filled
with perfect fluid. However in most of these models, all the cycles are identical to
one another. Also all these models does not provide any prescription for avoiding
singularity. Hence these models remain unsuccessful in solving some of the major
problems of big bang model i.e the flatness and horizon problem, and avoidance of
singularity. However Tolman [4] in his paper used a radically different approach
by which one could get an oscillating universe with increasing expansion maximum
after each cycle !. He postulated the presence of a viscous fluid which gave rise
to asymmetric, irreversible equation of motion. This created an inequality between
the pressures at the time of expansion and contraction phases which resulted in the
growth of both energy and entropy. Thus he showed a novel way of linking thermo-
dynamical principles to the model of cyclic universe. This unusual approach helped
in solving the horizon and flatness problem. In later years, theory of inflation [7-9]
was developed which addressed both the horizon and flatness problem. But none of
these models were able to avoid big bang singularity. Also the model proposed by
Tolman led to an inevitable increase in entropy with each cycle.

However, in [10, 11], the authors have proposed a method of avoiding both the
presence of singularity and increasing entropy by using a cosmological analog model
of hysteresis. The basic idea of generating the cyclic universe with an increasing

!The same phenomenon occurs naturally in other cyclic universe models as proposed in refs. [5, 6].



maximum remains the same and in the words of Tolman is “if the pressure tends
to be greater during a compression than during a previous expansion, as would be
expected with a lag behind equilibrium conditions, an element of fluid can return
to its original volume with increased energy..". The authors created the asymmetry
in pressure using the scalar field dynamics generated during inflationary paradigm,
thereby maintaining the symmetric nature of the equation of motion hence avoiding
entropy production. Originally proposed in [10] and later extended in [11], the au-
thors demonstrated that “a universe filled with a scalar field possess the intriguing
property of ‘hysteresis’." The central idea was to show that the presence of a massive
scalar field "under certain reasonable conditions at the bounce [12-25], gives rise to
growing expansion cycles, the increase in expansion amplitude being related to the
work done by /on the scalar field during the expansion/contraction of the universe."
This leads to the production of hysteresis loop defined as § pdV, during each os-
cillatory cycle. The loop area is largest in case of inflationary potentials since they
give rise to largest asymmetry between expansion and contraction pressures. But the
phenomenon of hysteresis is generic i.e. independent of the nature of potential. Any
potential with a proper minima which randomizes the phase of the scalar field as it
oscillates around the minima during expansion, thereby making all possible values of
¢ probable at turnaround, is cable of causing the phenomenon of hysteresis. However
potentials without any proper minimum will result in a unique value of qﬁ which will
make

Pexp = Pcont, (11)
thereby making:

fpdv = 0. (1.2)

Such potentials are not suitable candidates for causing hysteresis. In order to avoid
big bang and big crunch, the authors have made used of the presence of existing
models like brane world scenario in the early universe, and the presence of negative
density or phantom like density in the late universe. These models replaces the big
bang singularity by bounce and the big crunch by re-collapse or turnaround.

Our present paper is based on the analysis done by [11]. We have further in-
vestigated the phenomenon of hysteresis in different models like the variants of cos-
mological constant model including ACDM, higher dimensional models like Dvali-
Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP) brane world gravity model, Loop Quantum Gravity model
and Einstein Gauss-Bonnet brane world gravity model in brane world, and in mod-
els where the dynamics of the scalar field gets modified which can be achieved by
making the cosmological constant field dependent. Our aim is to study not only the
phenomenon of hysteresis in different models but also to constrain the parameters of
the model using hysteresis. We have mostly studied the models which can give rise to
both the phenomena of bounce in the early universe and turnaround in the late uni-
verse. We have also investigated the equivalent conditions required to achieve such



bouncing and re-collapsing scenarios. We have shown that our analysis holds true
for any general form of the potential of the scalar field with a proper minimum. We
have also shown that the phenomenon of hysteresis or the asymmetry in pressure can
be achieved irrespective of whether the slow roll conditions of inflation are satisfied
or not. A notable feature of this analysis is that an increase in expansion maximum
after each cycle now depends not only on the sign of ¢ pdV but also on the parame-
ters of the models that we have considered. Thus we see that using the remarkable
cosmological effect of hysteresis as proposed by [10, 11], there are numerous methods
and models in which a cyclic universe with an ever increasing amplitude maximum
can be achieved.
The plan of the paper is as follows:

e In section 2, we have discussed the mathematical formulation leading to the
phenomenon of hysteresis in cosmological scenario.

e In section 3 we have tried to draw an analogy between the hysteresis in ferro-
magnetic materials and in a cyclic universe. This simple analysis leads to the
conclusion that the equation of state parameter w plays the role of magnetic

field H in cosmology and the scale factor mimics the behavior of magnetization
M.

e In section 4, 5, 6, 7 ,9.1, we have studied the behavior of each of the above
mentioned models for flat, closed and open universe and have discussed various
unexplored important cosmological features.

e In section 4, 6, 7 ,9.1, we have explicitly studied cosmological hysteresis in
the context of higher dimensional theories, where we have shown the results
for both space-like and time-like extra dimensions. For the sake of simplicity
we restrict ourselves up to five dimensions (D = 5). But one can extend the
computation for dimensions, D > 5.

In this paper, we have drawn various physical conclusions by explicitly solving the
equations governing the dynamics of the system using the semi-analytical techniques.
Though the analysis is perfectly true for any kind of cosmological potential with a
proper minimum /minima, we have the studied the detailed features for three different
potentials - hilltop potential, natural potential and Colemann-Weinberg potential.
All these potentials have well defined minimum /minima and have free parameters
which can be adjusted to get the required results. Thus this analysis helps us to
put stringent constraints on the characteristic parameters of these models in the
bouncing scenario along with cosmological hysteresis. Though the analysis that we
have performed holds good under certain physically acceptable approximations and
limiting cases, but we can at least show mathematically if there are any limiting cases
in which these potentials combined with the models can give rise to the phenomenon



of cosmological hysteresis i.e. make f pdV non-zero. In this paper we have also
explicitly derived the expression for work done in one complete cycle of expansion
and contraction, and have shown it to be non zero. But the sign of the integral
depends on how we have chosen the sign and magnitudes of the parameters of our
models. The most interesting result of our analysis is that there are several models
which can give rise to a cyclic universe with an increasing amplitude of expansion.

2 Basics of cosmological hysteresis

Before going to the technical details of the “Cosmological hysteresis” let us mention
clearly the underlying assumptions. It is important to note that throughout the
analysis in this paper we assume that during a specified period in the time line of the
universe, it is described by a single massive scalar field which is minimally interacting
with the gravity sector. The presence of this scalar field is responsible to generate
the required asymmetry in the pressure of the universe and this leads to an overall
increase in the energy of the universe and hence an increase in its amplitude of the
expansion rate.

The action governing the dynamics of this scalar field ¢ with potential V(¢)
within effective field theory description, is given by

/“wrﬂ M“}W”M%¢VW)=&M+% (2.1)

where the signature of the metric throughout our analysis is (-, +, +, +). The total
action S can be written as the sum of the standard Einstein Hilbert action (Sgg)
and the action for the scalar field (Sy). The energy-momentum tensor for the scalar
field can be computed from the matter part of the action

Sfb = /d4az\/—_g £¢ (22)

as:

/w V') agw/

and for a homogeneous and isotropic spatially flat (K = 0) FLRW cosmological

= 0,000~ g (300001 V@) (23)

background, the energy density and pressure for a scalar field can be computed from
the energy momentum tensor as:

p=5F+V(0), 24)
p=58- V(). 25



and the resulting equation of state parameter w can be written as:

¢* — 2V ()

T Erav(e) 20

b
w = —
p

where we assume that the energy momentum tensor for scalar field can be approx-
imated via perfect fluid. Also in the spatially flat FLRW cosmological background
the scalar field equation of motion is given by:

Do+ o = 431G+ G =0, 2.7)

where O is the d’Alembertian operator four dimension defined as:

| 2 d
O0=——39,(v/—9¢""0,) = — +3H—. 2.8
V9 w (V=99"0) = G5+ 3H (28)

Here H is the Hubble parameter defined as:

(2.9)

where a(t) is the scale factor.

Origin of cosmic hysteresis: If we closely look at Eq (2.7), then we can conclude
that when the universe expands i.e. H > 0 the second term 3H¢ mimics the role of
friction and opposes the motion of the scalar field, thus serves the purpose of damping
during its motion. This lowers the kinetic energy of the scalar field compared to its
potential energy, giving rise to a soft equation of state (P = —p in case $? /2 << V(9)
i.e. slow roll regime). By contrast, in a contracting (H < 0) phase of the universe,
the term 3H¢ behaves like anti-friction and favors the motion of the scalar field
and hence accelerates it. This makes the kinetic energy of the scalar field much
larger than the potential energy, giving rise to stiff equation of state (P = p in case
¢?/2 >> V(¢)). As aresult, from second law of thermodynamics, we can convey that
a net asymmetry in the pressure (during expansion and contraction cycle) leads to a
net non-zero work done by/on the scalar field. In addition, if we now postulate the
presence of bouncing and recollapsing mechanisms during contraction and expansion
respectively, one can expect that a non-zero work done during a given oscillatory
cycle to be converted into expansion energy, resulting in the growth in the maximum
amplitude and hence maximum volume of the universe of each successive expansion
cycle. Thus producing older and larger cycles. In [11], using simple thermodynamic
arguments, the authors have developed the equations which relate the change in
maximum amplitude of the scale factor after successive cycles to the work done. The
authors have shown that these equations have a universal form which is independent
of the scalar field potential responsible for hysteresis. As has been discussed in
[11], though the process is independent of the potential, “the presence of hysteresis



is closely linked to the ability of the field ¢ to oscillate”. This urges the presence
of potential minimum /minima. This is because only potentials with well defined
minimum can make the field oscillate. As a result Oscillations of the scalar during
expansion makes its phase arbitrary, thereby making all values of ¢ equally likely
at turnaround. Thus assuring that the values of ¢ and gz'ﬁ, when the universe turns
around and contracts, are nearly uncorrelated with its phase space value when the
field ¢ began oscillating. As a result, the field almost always rolls up the potential
along the different phase space trajectory compared to the one along which it had
descended during expansion. This gives rise to unequal pressure during expansion
and contraction hence to non-zero work done.

In the present work, we have reconsidered the above phenomenon of hysteresis
and applied it to models or physical mechanisms which can make the universe bounce
and turnaround in the presence of potentials having well defined minimum /minima.
Further solving Eq. (2.5) and Eq. (2.7) simultaneously, along with the Friedmann
equations derived from various cosmological background model, and applying the
proper bounce and turnaround conditions, which will be discussed in the following
sections, we get the explicit expressions for the scalar field and scale factor as a
function of time.

It has been first pointed out in ref.[10] that when we plot the equation of state
given by w = p/p vs the scale factor from a specified cosmological model, we get a
hysteresis loop whose area contributes to the work done by /on the scalar field during
expansion and contraction of the Universe. The general expression for the work done
by /on the scalar field during one cycle is given by

%pdV:/ pdV—l—/ pdV (2.10)
cont exp

where the contributions [ pdV and fexp pdV represent the work done by/on the
scalar field during the phase of contraction and expansion of the Universe respectively.
The signature of the integral depends on the pressure during the phase of contraction
and expansion i.e if the pressure corresponding to the contraction phase is greater
than the pressure due to expansion phase i.e.

DPeont > pexp (211)

then the overall signature of the p — dV work done is negative i.e.

]{pdV <0. (2.12)

On the other hand, if the pressure corresponding to the contraction phase is smaller
than the pressure due to expansion phase i.e.

Pcont < pe:cp (213)



then the overall signature of the p — dV work done is positive i.e.

]{pdV > 0. (2.14)

For a universe characterized by a scale factor a(t), the total volume at any given time
is given by a3(t) (neglecting the overall constant factor). Hence using this input, the
area of the cosmological hysteresis loop or equivalently the p —dV work done is given

by:
j{pdV =3 [/ pa’da —I—/ pana} (2.15)
cont exp

Hence we follow the following algorithm:

e In the context of various cosmological frameworks i.e. DGP branewold gravity,
Loop Quantum gravity (LQG), Einsitein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) gravity and in
presence of pure and field dependent cosmological constant within Einstein
gravity we explicitly derive an expression for this characteristic integral in terms
of the scale factor and the scalar field degrees of freedom.

e Then we solve the equations of motions for the scalar field under various limit-
ing approximations and hence elaborately study the physical conditions under
which the above integral gives non zero value.

e Further we repeat this mentioned two step process for three different cosmo-
logical potentials i.e. for Hilltop potentials, Natural potential and Coleman-
Weinberg potential within the framework of effective field theory prescription,
which will be discussed in the next section in detail.

e We also analyze the whole process graphically to see whether we get a net
increase in the amplitude of the scale factor after one cycle of expansion and
contraction.

Though the phenomenon of hysteresis is commonly attached to magnetic and electric
systems, its appearance for different cosmological models, almost naturally, makes
us appreciate and acknowledge its importance in the field of cosmology. The various
advantages which a cyclic universe along with the phenomenon of hysteresis, which
is our main focus in this paper, have are:

e The phenomenon of hysteresis is important due to the simplicity with which it
can be generated. Only a thermodynamic interplay between the pressure and
density, creating an asymmetry during expansion and contraction phase of the
universe, succeeds in causing cosmological hysteresis.



As the phenomena of cosmological hysteresis deals with the bouncing as well
as the re-collapsing phase of the universe, one can avoid the appearance of Big
Bang Singularity as well as the Big Crunch at early and late times.

Hysteresis can be generated by the presence of a single massive scalar field,
which has already been studied for a wide variety of physical situations. The
most exciting issue is, it do not require any other fields for its occurrence.
Hence it is very easy to handle and its properties can be studied extensively in
cosmological literature.

A cyclic universe having the conditions to cause hysteresis, can solve all the
Big Bang puzzles, hence acts as an alternative proposal to inflation [27-31].

In this scenario, we can always start with a closed or open universe and after
allowing the universe go through a number of cycles, we get the present observ-
able flat universe. In this paper, we will extensively deal with several models
that can give rise to such cyclic universe. Through analytical calculations, we
will show that irrespective of the nature of the universe, we can get a cyclic
model with increasing amplitude of the scale factor for a wide variety of models.

It results in dissipative cosmology [10, 11, 26], which makes the whole process
irreversible, which finally causes an arrow of time according to widespread
belief. But recently in the ref. [35] the authors have explicitly shown that
for cosmological hysteresis phenomena such an arrow of time can appear even
if equations describing cosmological evolution are dissipationless, which makes
the cumulative process reversible provided they possess cosmological attractors
in the expanding and contracting phase of the universe. Additionaly, it is
important to note that for flat cosmological potential the increament in the
expansion cycles are routinely observed. But for the steep potentials two fold
cyclic pattern with lesser expansion cycles is observed, which being nested in
the larger expansion cylces. This phenomena is exactly analogous to the ‘beat’
formation in acoustics systems. In ref. [10, 11| the authors have studied the
1

cosmological beat formation in the context of chaotic potential V' (¢) = 3m?*¢>.

Cosmology in this scenario has not been explored in a very wide sense. Earlier
it has been studied by the authors of refs. [10, 11, 35]. In this paper, we have
further explored this phenomenon for several other models which have not been
discussed earlier in refs. |10, 11, 35].

In future we plan to connect these analyses with CMB observations, by rigorous
study of the cosmological perturbation theory [32-34] in various orders of metric
fluctuations and computation of two point correlations to get the expressions
for scalar and tensor power spectrum in this context. Hence we extend the



study of this paper to compute the primordial non-Gaussianity in CMB from
three and four point correlations [36-45|. We also plan to derive the explicit
expression for various modified consistency relations between the non-Gaussian
as well as other cosmological parameters in the present context.

e Also we plan to setup the formalism of magnetogenesis from the present setup
which can be treated as the alternative version of the inflationary magnetoge-
nesis [46-48].

e We also carry forward our analysis in the development of density inhomo-
geneities, which is the prime component to form large scale structures at late
times. Also the specific role of cosmological hysteresis in the study of cosmolog-
ical perturbations i.e. for interacting/decoupled dark matter and dark energy
have not been explored at all earlier. We have some future plan to do some
computations from this setup.

e Further using the reconstruction techniques [49, 50, 52, 53| we want to study
the generic features of scalar field potentials in the framework of cosmological
hysteresis.

e Last but not the least, we also plan to further study this outstanding cosmologi-
cal phenomenon for different modified gravity pictures i.e. for variants of f(R)
gravity [54-57], two brane-world model in presence of the Einsitein-Hilbert
term and the Einstein-Hilbert-Gauss-Bonnet gravity setup [58-64].

3 Analogy with magnetic hysteresis

The phenomenon of lagging of magnetic induction B or magnetization M behind the
magnetic field H when a specimen of a magnetic material (such as iron) is subjected
to a cycle of magnetization is called “magnetic hysteresis”. The closed loop that is
traced by the material in the B — H or M — H plane is known as the hysteresis
loop. It is related to the change in the alignment of the magnetic dipoles, as one
varies the magnetic field which leads to magnetization and demagnetization of the
material. It is a beautiful way of depicting the effect of varying H on the system.
Fig. 1(a) is a representative schematic diagram in which we have explicitly shown
one such hysteresis loop in ferromagnetic material. Since we want to draw an analogy
between the phenomenon of hysteresis in magnetism and cosmology, we have also
shown Fig. 1(b) to illustrate how an ideal hysteresis loop looks in the case of a cyclic
universe. In a cyclic universe, the hysteresis loop is traced by the universe in the
a — w plane where a is the scale factor of the universe and w = p/p is the equation
of state parameter. Closely following the two figures we can say that just as in a
magnetic material, we also vary the magnetic field and try to find the behavior of



the magnetization of the material, in this cyclic model, we vary the pressure or the
equation of state in order to find the variation of the scale factor or expansion of
the universe. This motivates us to consider that the parameter playing the role of H
in cosmological hysteresis is w and that of M/B is a. Just as in magnetic material,
where the magnetization oscillates within a specified maximum and minimum values,
analogously in cyclic model, the scale factor goes through maximum and minimum
values which has been clearly shown in [10, 11] for few cosmological models and will
again be shown in this paper for some other cosmological models. While the primary
cause of magnetic hysteresis is the asymmetry in the behavior of the alignment of
the magnetic dipoles with increase and decrease of H, the cause for hysteresis in
cosmology is the asymmetry in pressure during expansion and contraction phases of
the universe. In magnetic hysteresis loop, the minimum and maximum corresponds
to the state when all the magnetic dipoles are aligned in reverse and along the
direction of H respectively. In cosmological hysteresis, the maximum is reached
when the scale factor reaches its maximum value and the density of the scalar field
reached at its minimum i.e when the condition for re-collapse is generated, and the
corresponding minimum is reached at bounce when scale factor becomes minimum
and density of the scalar field reached at its maximum value. But unlike in magnetic
hysteresis where the parameters can take all kind of values i.e positive, negative and
zero, in cyclic universe, one of our primary goal is to avoid singularity, i.e. a #0, so
that singularity is replaced by bounce. While repeated cycles of magnetic hysteresis
loop results in loss of finite amount of energy, hence decrease in the area of the
loop, in cosmological hysteresis, repeated cycles may be either larger or smaller in
area compared to the previous one. Thus, we find that a closer look at these two
phenomena draws lots of similarities in their behavior. In table. 1 we have depicted
the analogy and the parallelism between the different features of these two kinds of
hysteresis.

In this section we have shown the complete analysis of different models and
studied the conditions under which we get an increase in the amplitude of the scale
factor after each cycle. We have studied open closed and flat universe. We have also
explicitly calculated the work done in one cycle for three different potentials.

4 Hysteresis from Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP) brane world
gravity model

The DGP model is a model of modified gravity theory proposed by Gia Dvali, Gregory
Gabadadze, and Massimo Porrati. The model consists of a 4D Minkowski brane
embedded in a 5D Minkowski bulk like Randall Sundrum (RS) II model. But unlike
in RSIT model [65, 66] ?, here the infinitely large 5th extra dimension is flat. The

2See also the details of Randall Sundrum (RS) I model studied in ref. [67] for completeness.
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(a) An illustration of hysteresis in ferromagnetic materials. The loop has been plotted in the

B — H plane.
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(b) An idealised illustration of cosmological hysteresis. The loop has been plotted in the w —a

plane.

Figure 1. Analogy between magnetic hysteresis in ferromagnetic materials and cosmo-

logical hysteresis.
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Characteristics Magnetic Hysteresis Cosmological Hysteresis
Loop parameters B, M a
H w=p/p
Hysteresis loop $ H dB $wda(~¢pdV)
Largest value of Given by hard Cyclic Universe
hysteresis loop ferromagnetic materials with inflationary conditions
Upper and lower No limit on maximum Winaz = +1
limits of the loop and minimum values of H Wynin = —1
Characteristic equation B = u(H+ M) w=p/p
for the loop
Nature of Soft ferromagnetic materials | Universe with softer equation
the loop have smaller loop area of state have smaller loop area

Table 1. Table showing the analogy between magnetic hysteresis and cosmological hys-
teresis.

Newton’s law can be recovered by adding a 4D Einstein—Hilbert action sourced by
the brane curvature to the 5D action. While the DGP model recovers the standard
4D gravity for small distances, the effect from the 5D gravity manifests itself for large
distances.

The DGP model is described by the following action [68]:

1

2
2I£(5)

g —

~ 1 1 rane
/d5X\/—gR+% d4:c\/—gR+/d4a:\/—g£'j'w : (4.1)
where gap is the metric in the 5D bulk and
Guv = auXAaVXBgAB (42)

is the induced metric on the brane with X“(z¢) being the coordinates of an event
on the brane labeled by z¢. The first and second terms in Eq. (7.2) correspond to
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Einstein—Hilbert actions in the 5D bulk and on the brane, respectively. Note that
R%S) and k2 are 5D and 4D gravitational constants, respectively, which are related
with 5D and 4D Planck masses, M5 and My, via

1
Koy = ==, (4.3)
(5) M3
1 1
2 _ — _
K = R A 87G. (4.4)

The Lagrangian £87"¢ describes matter localized on the 3-brane.
The equations of motion read

Gy =0, (4.5)

where GS’,)B is the 5D Einstein tensor. The Israel junction conditions on the brane,
under which a Z; symmetry is imposed:

1
G — T_(K;w — guK) = “%4)T;w 3 (4.6)

C

where K, is the extrinsic curvature calculated on the brane, 7}, is the energy-
momentum tensor of localized matter and r. is the crossover length scale,

M;
YVER

(4.7)

Te =

because it sets the scale above which the effect of extra dimension becomes important.
The modified Friedmann equations in this model are given by [69]:

2
k K2p 1 1
) 2 2N 2L - 4.8
* a? ( 3 * 4r? o 27’C> ’ (4.8)
: K2 p 1\ "1 p 1 1
H+H* = —— 1 2D — 24+ —+ —|(4.9
i 6(,0+p) +<,€3+4r§> 2r, * K3+47‘3+2rc (4.9)

In the present analysis, we have set the extra dimension as time-like which is neces-
sary for getting late time acceleration in DGP model. but in generalized prescription
one can comsider both space and time like extra dimensions. Also it is important to
note that, in Eq. (4.9) the spatial curvature k can take values 0 or £1. Now following
the proposal of [10, 11], we know that in order to get a cyclic universe, the condition
for bounce and turn around are given by:

e Bounce:
a 1 da(t)
H == =" =0 4.10
a a(t) dt (4.10)
and » 0
.. al(t
a = o > 0, (4.11)
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e Turn around:

a1 da(t)
H=5= alt) dt 0 (4.12)
and Pa()
. a(l
@=—p < 0. (4.13)

In the following subsections we will discuss all of these possibilities in detail for DGP
brane world gravity framework.
4.1 Condition for bounce

In the early universe, at high energy or equivalently in the high density regime of
the brane world, pr2/M? > 1, one can expand Eq. (4.9) as [74]

2

k P 1 [/ 3M? 1 [3M?
H2 - 1 - 4 . 4 4.14
* a? 3M} * 2 <4pr§) * * 2r.\l p (4.14)
At first order approximation, Eq. 4.14 reduces to the following expression:
k P 1 [3M?
H 4+ — = — |1+ — 1 4.15
* a? 3M? re\l p (4.15)

This is obviously a valid assumption because at the time of bounce, the density of
the matter content of the Universe (in our case scalar field) is at its maximum, hence
we can neglect the contribution from the other higher order terms in Eq. (4.14).
Now applying the pr?/MZ > 1 at bounce, and setting H = 0 in Eq. (2(c)), we get:
i 2

aff-2)

o 2 (4.16)
where p, and a; are the density and scale factor at bounce, respectively. Similarly
the mass content at bounce (neglecting the constant factor) is given by,
2
My, = pyay = 3M} <ﬁ S ) a. (4.17)
ap 2r,

Hence applying the energy conservation in the present context, we get:
OM + oW =0, (4.18)

where 0W is the work done during each expansion-contraction cycle which is given by
¢ pdV which includes contribution from the area of the hysteresis loop. By setting,

SM = —6W = — jf pdV, (4.19)
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we get the expression for change in amplitude of the scale factor at each successive
cycle as

§ pdV
303 (= k) ay [3 (S - 5 ) o —2]

Therefore we clearly observe that the change in amplitude of the scale factor after

(4.20)

5am'm = -

each cycle depends on the sign of the integral, the curvature parameter and the
cross over length scale for DGP brane world. It is independent of the density of the
matter content of the universe. During our computation we also observe that the
if we fix the spatial curvature parameter k = —1, this makes the energy density of
the scalar field imaginary, which is not at all physically possible. Hence, for k£ = —1
the cosmological bounce from DGP brane world model is not at all possible. But if
we neglect all the higher order terms, Eq. (4.14) reduces to the standard Friedmann
equation for which the condition for bounce becomes
2

=20, (4.21)
which is possible for both k = +1 but not for £ = 0. Hence we see that the bouncing
condition depends largely on the order of terms which we are including because

our analysis is possible only under approximations. But since our present observed
universe is flat (k = 0), we will be interested to study the first case in more detail.
Hence in our further analysis for DGP model, we will show the results for Eq. (2(c))

only i.e exclude the £ = —1 possibility. Here we have the following expression for
5amm:
av
fp for k =+1
Wi ) )
0min = (4.22)
dv
Yy fp for £ =0.
| (3 2)

Let us now briefly mention the characteristic feature of the results for cosmological
bounce for DGP brane world model in the following;:

1. For a closed universe, depending on whether the quantity appearing in the
denominator for £ = +1 is positive or negative, an increase in the scale factor
after each cycle is possible if:

e The hysteresis loop integral

j{pdV <0 (4.23)
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or equivalently

peacp < Peont; (424)
e The hysteresis loop integral
]{ pdV >0 (4.25)
or equivalently
pemp > Pcont - (426)

2. On the other hand, for the case £ = 0, the quantity in the denominator is
always positive and finally we get an increase in the scale factor only if the
hysteresis loop integral

fpdv < 0. (4.27)

4.2 Condition for acceleration

From Eq. (4.9), at bounce or at high energy, contribution from 1/r. term is small
compared to the density of the scalar field and consequently one finally gets the
standard cosmology from the condition for acceleration as:

p<—§ (4.28)

which clearly implies that the cosmological bounce can be obtained by violating the
strong energy condition.

Substituting the expression for p, for £ = 41,0, we get the conditions for accel-
eration at bounce as:

opy < (4.29)

M

2 for £k = 0.
TC

\

This implies that the pressure of the matter content of the Universe at the time
of cosmological bounce is related to the scale factor and the cross over length scale
r.. Also we observe that the condition for acceleration depends on whether we have
considered a possibility of a closed or flat universe. For flat universe, we see that the
condition for acceleration is independent of the scale factor at cosmological bounce.

Finally substituting the expressions for the energy density p and pressure p from
Eq. (2.5) into Eq. (9.9), we get the condition for the expansion of the Universe in
terms of the scalar field degrees of freedom as:

¢ < V() (4.30)
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which is same as that we get for the standard cosmological inflationary scenario.
Therefore, we can conclude that the conditions on the dynamics of scalar which is
needed for causing acceleration in standard case remains unchanged for the DGP
model at the time of cosmological bounce. This implies that the cosmological poten-
tials in the standard cosmological scenario, capable of satisfying the above condition,
will also be able to cause acceleration in a universe described by the DGP brane world
model.

In Fig. 2, we have shown the phenomena of bounce and acceleration in the DGP
model. We can draw the following conclusions from the above figures:

e In Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b), we have plotted the r.h.s of Eq. (4.9) using the
—3(l+w) -~ The graphs have been plotted only for the cases when
k =0, 1. This is because, Eq. (4.16) shows that density becomes imaginary
for the case when k = —1, which is unphysical.

relation p = a

e We have used w = 0, since we require a soft equation of state for causing the
acceleration and expansion. The case w = 1/3 made H only approximately
zero. The value of r. has been chosen such that we get proper bounce and
acceleration. Thus we find that we require a larger value of r. for causing
bounce in a closed universe as compared to a flat universe.

e From Fig. 2(a), we get the bounce at p = p, = 0. Similarly from Fig. 2(b), we
get p = py = 7.0M,).

e In Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b), H going to negative values may be interpreted as
the universe changing its direction of motion at bounce. As had been discussed
in [10], the condition of bounce/turnaround can be imposed by either the con-
dition of making the scale factor changing sign with other quantities remaining
same, or, a going to negative values with other quantities remaining same.

e Figs. 2(c) and 4.31 show the necessary condition of acceleration (4 > 0) at
the time of bounce. Here we have plotted the r.h.s of Eq. (4.9) and Eq. (4.9).
These plots have also been obtained for the same parameter values as the earlier
graphs.

e Thus Fig. 2 shows graphically that the phenomenon of bounce is possible for
dgp model having w = 0.
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H vs p for DGP model (k=0) H vs p for DGP model (k=1)
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(a) An illustration of the bouncing condition for (b) An illustration of the bouncing condition for
a universe with an equation of state w = 0, kK = a universe with an equation of state w = 0, k =

0, | re |=1. 1, | re |= 1.44.
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(¢) An illustration of the acceleration condition (d) An illustration of the acceleration condition
at the time of bounce for a universe with an equa- at the time of bounce for a universe with an equa-
tion of state w =0, k=0, |r. |= 1. tion of state w =0, k=1, | r. |= 1.44.

Figure 2. Graphical representation of the phenomena of bounce and acceleration for
DGP model.

— 18 —



4.3 Condition for turnaround

To establish the condition for turnaround we can again rewrite Eq. (4.9) as [74]:

k 1 4pr?
w2yl - | h ¢
Tz 47?2 - 3M}

1 4pr? 4pr?
- (1 c)y9o./1 ¢ 41
12 (+3Mg)+ \" e T

In late time universe, pr?/M? << 1, hence keeping terms upto the first order we get:

+1

(4.31)

k 1 2p
2yl ty 2P
@ r§+3M42

(4.32)
This is also a valid assumption because at the time of re-collapse, the density of the
Universe is low or reaches at its minimum but not negligible. Hence we need to keep
terms upto the first order in the binomial series expansion. Now by setting H = 0,

pr = gach (k 1) (4.33)

2T 2
2 a; re

we get:

where p; and a; are the density and scale factor at turnaround respectively.

Similar to the Cosmological bounce case, here we also can equate the change
in energy or mass content of the Universe to the work done after each expansion-
contraction cycle and finally we get:

M2 2

2
2 s

Therefore the change in the scale factor after each successive cycle is given by the
following expression:

Omar = — 2 j{pdV (4.35)

3M} (o — 2 )
Therefore, just like in the case of bounce, where the change in the amplitude is de-
pendent on the parameters of the cosmological model, in such a physical prescrption
the change in the amplitude of the scale factor at turnaround also depends not only
on the work done, but also on the cross over length scale r. of the DGP brane world
model.
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2
— . %pdV for k =+1
303 (1 — s

c

2 2
4a’maac
2
]{pdv for k = —1.

30 (1 + e )

\ c

Let us now briefly mention the characteristic feature of the results for turnaround
for DGP brane world model in the following:

1. For £ = —1 we clearly observe that for an open universe, an increase in ampli-
tude of the scale factor after each successive cycle is possible if the hysteresis
loop integral

]{pdv > 0. (4.37)

2. For k = 0 we observe that the increase in magnitude of the scale factor depends
not only on work done, but also on the cross over length scale. We get a
positive change in the scale factor with each successive cycle if the hysteresis
loop integral

]{pdv > 0. (4.38)

Hence, this is a case where increase in expansion maximum is possible only if
the work done is positive.

3. For k = +1 if the denominator

3 2
(1 _ _am> 0 (4.39)

or equivalently

mar . (4.40)

we get positive da,,q, if the hysteresis loop integral

‘%MV<O (4.41)

and vice versa. Thus depending on the relative magnitude of the scale factor
and cross over length scale at turnaround, we can get an increase in expansion
for both positive and negative signature of the work done.
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4.4 Condition for deceleration

To establish the condition for deceleration we first take the time derivative of Eq. (3(a)),
and using the energy conservation or equivalently the continuity equation,

p+3H(p+p) =0, (4.42)

we can write: .
i (p+p) 1 2

- =— — . 4.43
a M? r2  3M} (443)
From the above equation we get the condition for deceleration as:
3M?
(pr + 3p;) > —2 (4.44)

2
re

Therefore, turnaround can be obtained without violating the energy condition. And
just like for acceleration, here we see that the condition for deceleration depends on
r., which was expected because in the late universe, the effect of r, will become more
important.

In place of Eq. (4.29), we get the conditions for deceleration at turnaround as:

1 1
2
M4 (72—27“%) fOI’]{IZ—|—1
M?
pr=1q —& for k =0 (4.45)
r

c

1 1
2 _
M; (_7’2 + _ZQ?) for k = —1.

Finally substituting the expressions for the density p and pressure p from Eq. (2.5)

\

into Eq. (4.44), we get the following condition for expansion of the Universe in terms

of the scalar field as:
3M 42

2
2r?

This clearly implies that the lesser the contribution from the potential energy as

¢ > V(g) + (4.46)

compared to the standard cosmological inflationary case or equivalently for the ac-
celeration case as mentioned earlier, easier will be to achieve contraction phase of the
Universe. We also clearly observe that, even if the potential satisfies the deceleration
condition, just like as for standard cosmological scenario, it is not necessary that it
will also cause deceleration in DGP brane world model at turnaround as of now the
deceleration is also the cross over length scale r. dependent in the present context.

In Fig. 3, we have shown the phenomena of turnaround and deceleration in dgp
model. We can draw the following conclusions from the above figures:
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H vs p for DGP model (k=0) H vs p for DGP model (k=1)
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at turnaround for a universe with an equation of at turnaround for a universe with an equation of
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Figure 3. Graphical representation of the phenomena of turnaround and deceleration for
DGP model.
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e In Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), we have plotted the r.h.s of Eqns. (4.31) and (4.9)
respectively, using the relation p = a3+ But for this case we have used
w = 1, since we require a stiff equation of state for causing contraction and

deceleration.

e From Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), we get the turnaround at p = p, = 0 and at
p = pr = 0.08M,; respectively.

e Figs. 3(c) and 3(d) show the necessary condition of deceleration (i < 0) at the
time of turnaround. Here we have plotted the r.h.s of Eqns. (4.9)and (4.31),
(4.9) respectively. This plot has also been obtained for the same parameter
values as the earlier graph.

e Thus Fig. 3 shows graphically that the phenomenon of turnaround is possible
for the DGP model having w = 1.

4.5 Evaluation of the work done for one cycle

Let us now compute the explicit contribution from the work done for aone complete
cycle for DGP brane world cosmological setup. To serve this purpose we start with
the following closed loop integral :

%pdv—/ pdV+/ pdV
cont exrp

i—1

_ / T pdv + / T pav (4.47)

where ¢ and 7 — 1 refer to the two successive cycle i.e. ith and 7 — 1th cycle of expan-
sion and contraction phase of the Universe. In the present context the work done

corresponding to the expanding phase and the contracting phase can be expressed
in terms of the work done between two successive cycle as:

i—1

/ pdv = [ 7 pav, (4.48)
cont i1

k3
Amazx

/ pdV = / " pav (4.49)
exp a1

min

i—1 ai

max’ "mazx

) are the maximum magnitude of the scale factor for i — 1th and
i1
min

where (a
ith cycle of the Universe. Similarly, (a, . ) represents the the minimum magnitude
of the scale factor for ¢ — 1th cycle of the Universe for DGP brane world model.

Now the volume of the Universe can be written as,

V=a (4.50)
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and an infinitesimal change in the volume can be written as,

dalt) by  s2qan, (4.51)

dV = 3a’da = 3a*(t
a“da a()dt

which is frequently used for further computation of the work done. And we also
know from Eq. (2.5), in the presence of scalar field, the pressure for the scalar field
can be written as: p = ¢?/2 — V(¢). Substituting these in Eq. (4.47), we get

fpdV / (— — V(gb)) a’adt —I—/ (%2 - V(qb)) a’adt
::l;j (gqu@)fmﬁ+li” (§~44@>fmﬁ

min

(4.52)

Further using the solution of scalar field ¢ and the scale factor a, one can solve the
above equation to get the estimation of this integral. Also it is important to mention
here that the above integral can also be expressed in terms of scale factor only using
Eq (4.9), Eq (4.9) and Eq (2.5). But since the Friedmann equations in case of DGP
brane world model are highly complicated, we can use the late time and early time
approximations of the Friedmann equations in order to get an physically relevant
approximate analytical expression for the integral for the work done. Therefore, the
work done can be decomposed into four parts as follows:

1i—1

%mv / pw+/m%w+/ pw+/m%W‘ (4.53)
i—1 ri—1 a:’};z ali—1

J/

Cont;gctlon Exp;rrlsion

where the first two terms corresponds to late and early times during the period of
contraction respectively and the last two terms corresponds to early and late times
during the period of expansion respectively. Here a’ corresponds to the scale factor
at the time of transition ¢’ from early to late time or vice-versa, e and dmin
corresponds to the values of the scale factor at the time of turnaround t,,,, and
bounce t,,;, respectively.

At early time, from Eq. (4.14), keeping terms upto first order and neglecting the
contribution from 1/r2 terms in the acceleration equation [74], we get:

N2k 1/2 1 2
a
= 3M? - — — 4.54

a_ _p+3p) (4.55)

— 24 —



Hence using Eq. (4.54), Eq. (4.55) and Eq. (2.5) for the pressure content of the
Universe p, we get:

2

¢’ i A A
?—V(d)):—Mf — {(—) +—2} - (4.56)

a a 27,

Let this equation be valid upto to a cut-off time scale ¢’ where the value of the scale
factor is a’. Therefore using Eq. (4.56) into Eq. (4.52), the second and third integral
as appearing in Eq. (4.53) can be expressed as:

i—1 ri—1

/ " pdV = / pdV (4.57)
a/i—l aifl

9% N2k 1/2 1

a a

= [ =3M; | = - — - adt
/ M a+ {(a) +a2} 2r, @
At late time, using Eq. (3(a)) and Eq. (4.44), we get:

( R —] o

2p
3M2

(4.58)

3]\/[2

(4.60)

1
a M 72

Further using Eq. (4.59), Eq. (4.60) and Eq. (2.5) for the pressure content of the
Universe p, we get:

P? .1 3 a1 /a\® &k
5 V= [ﬁ—a—ﬁ(a) —ﬁ] oy

This equation is also valid upto to a cut-off time scale ¢’ where the value of the scale
factor is a’. Therefore using Eq. (4.61) into Eq. (4.52), the first and last integral as
appearing in Eq. (4.53) can be expressed as:

1i—1

/ pdV = / " pav (4.62)
ai~1 ali—1

3 .3 k: .
- /3M§ bﬁa — Gaa — % - g dt (4.63)

Therefore by substituting Eq. (4.58) and Eq. (4.63) into Eq. (4.53) the complete
expression for the work done in a single expansion-contraction cycle is governed by
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the following expression:

@ 3 P ke
]{pd\/ _ /a:'n;z 302 _§a2a — daa — % - 7“} dt
T
i—1 [ [ .2 1/2 27
@min 2a a k 1
- 3MZ | = - — - 2adt
/an-l “la * ((a) * a2> 2r, “a
hid
ri—1 [ . [ . 2 1/2 *]
@ 24 a k 1
. 2 | =2 el v o 2.
/ai—,l 3M; . + ((a) + a2> o a“adt
i1
@inaa 3 @ ka
3M} | ~a*a — daa — — — — | dt 4.64
N /_ O P 2} (464)
v

In the present context, we clearly visualize from our analysis that, by knowing the
solution of the scale factor in the early Universe and as well as in the late Universe,
we can get an idea of the nature of the hysteresis loop. Additionally it is important
to note that while the evaluation of work done is independent of the parameters of
this model at early times, parameter dependence enters through late time evaluation
of the integral for work done.

4.6 Semi-analytical analysis for cosmological potentials

In this section, we try to find simple analytical expressions for the work done during
one cycle of expansion and contraction from various cosmological models in order
to get some idea of the behavior of the cosmological hysteresis loop. Though the
analysis is independent of any particular functional form of potential, but in order
to study the physical significance as well as the nature of the derived results in the
previous section, we need to specify the functional form of the cosmological potential.
While doing the analysis for DGP brane world model and for all the other subsequent
cosmological models, we will consider three different potentials i.e. Hilltop, Natural
and Coleman-Weinberg potential, which will be discussed in the next sections in
detail.

Since from Eq. (4.64), we observe that the cosmological work done can be eval-
uated if we know the explicit form of the variation of the scale factor with time, our
main motivation is to find an explicit expression for the scale factor in terms of time
‘t’. For this we need to solve Eq. (4.9), Eq. (2.5) and Eq. (2.7) consistently. There-
fore, we will basically substitute the expression for the Hubble parameter from the
Friedmann equation into Eq. (2.7) and replace p by Eq. (2.5) with a specified form
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of the cosmological potential. Then we can solve for the scalar field and substitute it
back to the expression as appearing in the Friedmann equation to get an expression
for scale factor in terms of ‘¢’. For the sake of simplicity henceforth we will only
concentrate for the case of kK = 0, which is also a valid and natural assumption in the
present context, since we know that our present observations predict a nearly flat
universe. In order to simplify the analysis further, we will consider the case when
the contribution from the kinetic term is lesser than the potential energy i.e.

¢ << V(¢) (4.65)

during the expansion and similarly in the physical situation where the kinetic term
is larger than the potential energy i.e.

¢’ >> V() (4.66)

during the contraction phase of the Universe. Hence the approximate forms of
Eq. (2.5) and Eq. (2.7) during expansion and contraction phase of the Universe
will be given by:

av

3H + I ~ 0, p~V(¢p) (during expansion) (4.67)
12

d+3Hp ~ 0, pr % (during contraction) (4.68)

Next step is to specify the specific form of the potential, in order to get further
informations and the constraints from the equations. In the next subsections we
have explicitly shown the analysis for three different potentials i.e. Hilltop, Natural
and origanted Coleman-Weinberg potential.

4.6.1 Case I: Hilltop potential

In case of hilltop models the potential can be represented by the following functional
form [47]:

V(o) = Vo145 (%)} (4.69)

where V, = M* is the tunable energy scale and 3 is the index which characterizes the
feature of the potential. In principle 5 can be both positive and negative. Addition-
ally it is important to note that, in the present context, V5 mimics the role of vacuum
energy. Since our present job is to substitute the expression for the scale factor into
Eq. (4.64), we need to find separate expressions for the scale factor for both early
and late times during the expansion and contraction phases of the Universe.

A. Expansion
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i) Early time:-

When the scale factor is lying within the window, a,,;, < a < da' or equivalently
when pr? /M? >> 1, we can use the approximated version of the Friedmann equation
as given by Eq. (4.14), with k& = 0, where the energy density of the scalar field p
is for now described by the hilltop potentials. But instead of considering only the
zeroth order term (as we had done in order to find the condition for bounce), here
we will consider upto the first order terms (as was done for finding an expression for
cosmological work done). Then substituting the resulting expression for the Hubble
parameter H into Eq. (4.67), we get the following integral equation in DGP brane
world as:

/d< ¢ ) {{3% <1+B(M%>p>]l/2+2_i°} __ W /dt (4.70)

My Pl © o 3M3
S @) |

The exact solutions of the above integral equation is given in the Appendix, which
we see has a very complicated form for Randall Sundrum (RSII) limiting situation.
Hence to simplify the integrals, we use the following redefinition of the field variables:
%i) =e (4.71)
where now we will solve for . In order to further simplify the expressions, we solve
for two limiting cases:

a) ¢/My << 1:

For this case we can expand the exponentials upto linear order and then using the
result the integral on the left hand side of Eq. (4.70) becomes:

Vo \ ¥ (L+8)2 BpA 1 Vo
— — 1+ —— 1+ [1—=(p—DAd\ = ———t
[Gr) 5 (o) + o | 0= =g
(4.72)
which is true under the assumption that the quantity
BAp
— << 1 4.73
1+5) )

is small. It is important to note that in the present context c is an arbitrary integra-
tion constant.

Hence solving the above integral on the left hand side, we get the expression for
A, hence for ¢/M, = e* as:

Vo
2
A= o M (ti — 1)+ \; (4.74)
< Vo > (1+8)1/2 1
0 _ _|_ —_
3M2 5p 2r¢

— 928 —



Here ); is the value of )\ at the initial time scale t = ;.
Substituting the expression for A back into the Friedmann equation, we get the
expression for scale factor as

1/2

( v02>1/2 v
3M 3M2
+ B A N : tip |t
21+ 5)72 ()" ey
m Bp 2rc
1/2
(=) s,
_ 4 4 (A #’5
D 4.
2(1+ )12 9 (&)1/2 (1+8)1/2 \_
3M2 6;0 27

where a; is the value of the scale factor at time scale ¢ = ¢; which is in our case fixed
at the bouncing time scale t; = t,,.

b) ¢/My >> 1:

For this physical situation Eq. (4.70) simplifies to the following expression:

1/2
/% %2 629)\/2 + L
p12p |\ 3M; 27,

where we use Eq. (4.71). Here we have also assumed that BeP* >> 1, which is a

V
—2)\ 0
e PAGN = —3Mft + Ay (4.76)

valid assumption since we are working in the limit where ¢/My >> 1.
Hence solving the above integral we get the expression for A\ as

BY%p Vo p
A=In|— Ay — ——=t <2——> 4.77
()N B e
3M7
Here Ay is an arbitrary integration constant which can be expressed as:
( v 1/2
_Yo_
3M2> 2 (4—p) Vo
Ag = : —\ t; 4.78
"B (4 —p) o { 2 B 47
Here we have neglected 1/2r. as the following condition holds good:
! Vo \* sz
<< pA/2 4.79
<< (gam) o, (4.79)

which is a valid assumption since we are studying the cosmological consequences in
the context of early universe in this limiting case.
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Further substituting back the expression for A into the Friedmann equation and
integrating, we get the following expression for the scale factor as:

P

Bp(p —4) (AO 3M2t> ((2 - %) (AO 3M2t>) ’
(st

a(t) = a; exp (4.80)

ii) Late time:

When the scale factor is lying within the window, a’ < a < @G, Or equivalently
when pr?/M? << 1, we can use the approximate Friedmann equation given by
Eq. (3(a)) with £ = 0, where p is now characterized by the hilltop potential. Then
substituting the resulting expression for the Hubble parameter H into Eq. (4.67), we
get an integral equation of the following form:

/d(i) (é%ﬂiﬁ%ﬂ% <Mi4>p>l/2 - b /dt (4.81)

M. p-l 3M2
T

The exact solution of the above integral is given in the Appendix for the Randall

Sundrum (RSIT) model. For the sake of simplicity, we follow the same procedure as

we have done in the previous case i.e. first use the field redefinition ¢/M, = ¢* and
then study two limiting cases.
¢/ My << 1:
Once again expanding the exponentials upto linear order we get
1/2
2 Vo+Vo B8
(3% + ) v
M7 3 M2 Vo
dA . 1 A =———=t+ A 4.82
/ Bp + 2 (2 V0+Voﬁ + > 3M2 T4 ( )
3

where A; is the arbitrary integration constant. The expression on the left hand side
has been obtained under the underlying assumption that the following condition:

2 VopB
3P

9 (g V0+V05 + )

is satisfied. As we performing the analysis in late time in the present context, hence

A << (4.83)

1/7? is a large quantity, but to strictly satisfy this condition, we need to choose V;
in such a way that the following condition:

2VO 1 2Wp

302 + 5 >>1 (4.84)

3 M2
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is always satisfied during the late time.
Further solving the integral as stated in Eq. (4.82), we get the following simplified
expression for \ as:

(4~ i)

(§V0+V05_|_ )

A= —56p (4.85)

where A; is given by:

1/2
v(ESE ) v
A, = 4 e 0 t 4.86

where Ay is the value of A at turnaround corresponding to time scale t = t;.
In order to get the expression of the scale factor, we substitute this expressions
back into the Friedmann equation and integrate the equation to get the following

result:
2 Vo8 2 2 VEB 2
, 2V, + Vo3 1 1/2 §MLEP 5# 2
a(t) = A exp s a2t 3 + A t— t
37 MZ 'y 4 (22 1 1) 8 (24eds 4 L
(4.87)
where
Vi Vis
A 2Vo + Vo v i o
S A ] 4 2 Vot+VoB | 1 N 2 VotVof
(4.88)

Here ay is the value of the scale factor at the time of turnaround.

B. Contraction

From Eq. (4.68), we observe that for the contraction phase of the Universe, un-
der the approximation which we have assumed, the analysis becomes independent of
the specific form of the cosmological potential. Hence, the results for the DGP brane
world model hold for any form of the potential.

i) Early time:

When the scale factor is lying within the window, a,,;, < a < d’, following the same
analysis as we did for the case of expansion, with the new expression for density, the
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integral equation is now expressed in the following form:

/< ; L 1>¢d¢5:—/dt (4.89)

ot T o

Solving the above integral equation we get the following expression for ¢ as:

V6M,

b= (4.90)
(t—Az)
2r, [exp <T62> — 1}
where A, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
6M.
Ay =t; — 2r.In VG | (4.91)
2Tc¢i

Here ¢; is the value of the derivative of the scalar field at time of bounce.
Further integrating the above equation once again, we get the expression for the

field ¢ as:
o(t) = V6M, [m (1 - 2eff+r2) re — t} (4.92)

Te

where A, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Ay=t,—r, In B {1 —exp ((\/(%;44 + ti> %) H (4.93)

where ¢; is the value of the field at the time of bounce t = ¢;. Hence substituting
Eq. (4.92) in the Friedmann equation, we get the following solution for the scale
factor as:

_t Az
alt) = 43 (e7 — et (4.94)
where A, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
Ay = L (4.95)

_t Az \ °
(eQrc — 62T9>

ii) Late time:

When the scale factor is lying within the window, a’ < a < @4z, using the Fried-
mann equation given by Eq. (3(a)) and the late time condition, we get the following
solutions from DGP brane world model:

é@:%md%&—ﬂ (4.96)
(ﬁ@)::-—gic&pp{£ZL44——tﬂ (4.97)
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where Az and A, are the arbitrary integration constants given by:

Tc r?.

A3 = —~In [—Cgbf} + (4.98)
3 2
c 3 c

Here ¢y and gz'ﬁf are the values of the scalar field and its derivative at turnaround
time scale ¢ = t;.

Further substituting the expression for qb in the Friedmann equation, finally we
get the expression for the scale factor as:

r 1 4 6 1 1 4 6
- ¢ St _ L ann-t 1 S (A4—t)
a(t) = A5 exXp [— 3 {\/7“2 + 3Mfr4e e r, tanh (TC\/TQ + 3MZT46 e )}]

where Aj is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

C. Expression for work done
Using the solutions for the scale factor, one can further compute the expression
for the integrals as appearing in Eq. (4.64), giving the work done in one cycle for the

cases for which we have the final expressions for the scale factor.

For the case ¢/M,; << 1, using the solutions of the scale factor as computed in
the earlier section for hilltop potential, we find that the expressions for work done
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for spatially flat case k = 0 given by the following expression:

a/ifl

C'L3

3
/ 3M; |=a*a — daa — — | dt = 0, (4.102)
i 2 2

J/

'

@nin 20 [a 177 , y , i
/ 3M; | — + {— — ] a’adt = 3MZaly | —2e3tmin 4 2301t _ 18q, (e®min — e4!)
ali—1 a a 2r.

N J/
-~

II

+ 9ag (€2 tmin — 2 4 6ag(tym — )|, (4.103)
1i—1

a % . 1 2
/ 3M? [_a + F — } ] a’adt = 3May {erflas(2a7t min — ag)]
“ a

L a  2r
1
— erflas(2a7t — a6)]} : (4.104)
R N
3M; |za“a — daa — — | dt = 0, (4.105)
a’t—1 2 2
v

and consequently the total work done in a one cycle can be expressed as:
fpdv = _3M426L/2 [_2€3a’1tmm + 263“/115/ _ 18a1(ea’ltmm . 6a’lt’>

+ 9a2(62a/1tmm o e2a’1t’) + 6&3 (tmzn _ t/>
—3M2ay(Erfas(2artmin — ag)] — Exflas(2a7t — ag)])  (4.106)

where a;...a; are constants that depends on the model parameters present in the
expressions for the scale factor whose explicit expressions have been given in the
appendix. Here we have quoted the results corresponding to each integral of the
work done as given in Eq. (4.64). Thus, we see that we get

f pdV # 0, (4.107)

whose signature depends on the numerical values of the constants. Thus, one can
conclude that the phenomenon of hysteresis is fruitfully achieved for small field hill-
top potentials.

4.6.2 Case II: Natural potential

In case of natural models the potential can be represented by the following functional
form [70]:

V() =V [1 + cos (%)} (4.108)
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where Vy = M* is the tunable energy scale and f plays the mass scale of the pot. It
is important to note that, the potential is periodic or equivalently shift symmetric
for the shift in the field coordinate:

¢ — ¢+2nf, (4.109)

where 27 f mimics the role of angular shift in the field coordinate. Since we need to
substitute the expression for the scale factor into Eq. (4.64), we need to find separate
expressions for the scale factor for both early and late times during expansion and
contraction phases.

A. Expansion

i) Early time:

When the scale factor is lying within the window, a,,;, < a < a’' or equivalently
when pr?/M? >> 1, we can use the approximate Friedmann equation given by
Eq. (4.14) with spatially flat case kK = 0, where p is now given by the potential for
natural potential. But instead of considering only the zeroth order term (as we had
done in order to find the condition for bounce), here we will consider upto first order
terms to compute the expression for work done. Then substituting the resulting
expression f or Hubble parameter H into Eq. (4.67), we get an integral equation of
the following form:

/ Q
e f VO dt (4 110)
3‘M4 sm .

The exact solutions of the above integrals are given in the Appendix for Radall
Sundrum single brane world model (RSII). Simplified analytical expressions could
be obtained only for the small field case (¢/f << 1) which has been discussed
below.

For ¢/f << 1 case we take small argument approximations of the trigonometric
functions after which we get the following solution for the sclar field ¢ as:

t 1%
@ = Agexp V—Ot (4.111)
3/ iz V2
where Ag is the arbitrary integration constant is given by:
Ag = i exp - ; (4.112)

3\/;fo2
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Here ¢; is the value of ¢ at the initial time of bouncing time scale t = t;.
Further substituting the expression for ¢ back into the Friedmann equation, we
get the following simplified expression for scale factor as:

a(t) = Az exp [( 3‘]\/;3\/5+ 21«) t] (4.113)

where A7 is the arbitrary integration constant is given by:

Vo 1
A7 = a;exp [— ( 3_MZ\/§+ §> ti] : (4.114)

ii) Late time:

When the scale factor is lying within the window, a’ < a < @G, Or equivalently
when pr2/M? << 1, we can use the approximated form of the Friedmann equation
given by Eq. (3(a)) with spatially flat case £ = 0. Hence substituting the resulting
expression for the Hubble parameter H into Eq. (4.67), we get the following integral
equation as given by:

2Vo 1 2Vo 9}
ot 5+ S cos |
\/3M2 rZ T 302 f
/d(¢> - - ( > Yo /dt (4.115)

? sin (%) B 3f?

The exact solution of the above integral is given in the Appendix for Radall Sundrum
single brane world model (RSII). Therefore, in order to simplify the analysis, we
again study small field limiting case as mentioned earlier. For ¢/f << 1 case we
take small argument approximations of the trigonometric functions and finally we
get the following simplified expression for the scalar field ¢ as:

t 1 %
20 _ pgeap _ 0 (4.116)
d Vo it a3
where Ag is the arbitrary integration constant is given by:
¢rF 1 Vo
Ag = —exp | — S lF (4.117)

Here ¢ is the value of the scalar field at turnaround time scale t = tp.
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In order to get the expression of the scale factor, we substitute this expression
back into the Friedmann equation and integrate the equation to get following sim-
plified expression for the scale factor as:

2Vh 1 2Vh

t)=A — 4+ =+ ——= |t 4.118

alt) = Aveap \/ (o 5+ o) (1.118)
where Ay is the arbitrary integration constant is given by:
2Vh 1 2Vh

Ag = = t+5+—5 |t 4.119

9 apexp[ \/(3Mf+r§+3Mf)F ( )

where ar is the value of the scale factor at turnaround time scale ¢ = tp.
B. Contraction

As has already been mentioned while performing the analysis for expansion, the
conclusions for contraction phase is independent of any potential, hence the analysis
remains same for natural potential also.

C. Expression for work done

Here we also study the work done for all the cases for which we have expressions
for the scale factor for all the integrals appearing in Eq. (4.64). We consider the
case ¢/ f << 1 for which the expression for work done for spatially flat case k = 0 is
given by:

ri—1 .
a3

@ 3
/ 3M} {acﬂa — dad — 3} dt =0, (4.120)
aifl

max

=9

i—1

Amin 9
302
ali—1

20 [a 1] oy , , »
=4 F - ] ] a’adt = 3M;d, [263“1t — 2e3tmin _ 18q, (e"1tmin — 1)
a a

27,
hid
+9ay (€2 tmin — &2 4 Gag(tm — )|, (4.121)
at™! 2 [a 1]
3M; [— + {— — } ] a*adt = 3M;b, [63”2'5’ — ePhetmin | (4.122)
s @ La L
i1
R - L
3M; | za*a — daa — — | dt = 0, (4.123)
arie1 2 2
v
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and consequently the total work done in a one cycle can be expressed as:
%pdv - 0 - 3MZG,/2 |:—2esal1tmzn _'_ 2€3a’1t’ _ 18@1 (eallt’min _ 6a/1t/)

+ 9ag(e2itmin — 2 4 Gag(tyin — )| — 3MEby (22 — 3b2tmin) 40
(4.124)

Here a;..h5 are all constants dependent on the model parameters that appearing
in the expressions for the scale factor. Their explicit forms are in the appendix. The
results obtained in this section implies that, we get

%pdV £ 0 (4.125)

for small field limit ¢/f << 1 and the signature of the integral is completely deter-
mined by the numerical values of the model parameters and the arbitrary integration
constants. Most importantly, the analysis shows that the phenomenon of hysteresis
is fruitfully achieved for natural potential.

4.6.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential

Let us start with a theory of five dimensional N' = 2 bulk supergravity in which by
compactifying the extra fifth dimension it is possible to derive an four dimensional
effective theory described by N' = 1 supergravity theory in brane world. Within this
prescription, the four dimensional one-loop effective Coleman-Wienberg potential
embedded in the brane world can be expressed as [71-73]:

fem(@DHE]

where Vj sets the energy scale of supergravity theory. Additionally the model param-

V(g) =V

eter « signifies the tree level effect and the parameter § characterizes the effect of
one-loop correction to the leading order result. Here M, represents the background
mass-scale of theory. For sake of simplicity one can consider M, to be the UV cut-off
i.e. the Planck scale of the gravity theory.

A. Expansion

i) Early time:

When the scale factor is lying within the window, @, < a < a' or equivalently
when pr?/M? >> 1, we can use the approximated form of Friedmann equation given
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by Eq. (4.14) with spatially flat case & = 0, where in the present context p is given
by the supergravity motivated potential. Instead of considering only the zeroth order
term, here we will consider upto first order terms. Then substituting the resulting
expression for the Hubble parameter H into Eq. (4.67), we get an integral equation
of the following form:

@@
/(E) (%)3[4{a+ﬁln(]\%>}+@] Y,

For the sake of simplicity let us consider the following transformation or redefinition
in the field: 5
A
- 4.128

as we had done for the previous cases, where now we will solve for the redefined field

/ dt  (4.127)

A. In order to further simplify the expressions, we solve for two limiting cases:

a) ¢o/M, << 1:

For this case we can expand the exponentials upto linear order after which the inte-
gral on the left hand side of Eq. (4.127) becomes

1/2
[ Y%, (14 (o + BA) 64,\)] ! ”
3Mj 2re _ Yo
/@A ST~ 3 j/ﬁ (4.129)

Next we compute the above integral equation on the left hand side under the as-
sumption that the values of model parameters, o and [ satisfy the constraint:

a+4dad + BN << 1, (4.130)
458\
— << L 4.131
(4o + B) ( )
Consequently we get the expression for \, hence ¢/M; = e* as:

(A — () 1)
A= s (4.132)

Vo 1/2 o )

(5) (+9)+ak

(4a+p)

where Ajg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Ay = < (4.133)

Vo 1/2 a 1
3M42) (1 + 5) + 2_rc)\ Vo ;
(40 + ) oAsM;)
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Here ); is the value of A\ at the initial time ¢ = ¢; of bounce.
Substituting the expression for A back into the Friedmann equation, we get the
expression for scale factor as:

Vo 1/2 « 1
a(t) = Ajexp [(3—]\/@) (1 + 5) t+ QTCt

where Aj; is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Vo \ V2 1
_ (3—]\22> (1 v %) t— gti] (4.135)
4 c

Here a; is the value of the scale factor at the time of bounce.

(4.134)

Ay = azexp

b) ¢/My >> 1:

For this case Eq. (4.127) simplifies to

Vo \? Vo
2 =124\ = — t+ A 4.136
/ <3M42> b sz’ o (4.136)

The above expression is obtained provided that the following constraints are satisfied:

BA
) >> 1, (4.137)
48

We have also used the condition pr?/M? >> 1, which is true in the case of early
universe. Here A5 is an arbitrary integration constant.
Solving the above integral equation we get the following expression for \ as:

2

v
A= (-3—]\22t + Alg) 7 (4.139)
T )
where the explicit form of A;s is given by:
Vit, Vo \ 12 )
A= o5 £2 2N 4.140
REREYVF (3M42) ’ (4.140)

Here ); is the value at the time of bounce ¢t = ;.
Further substituting back the expression for A into the Friedmann equation, we
get the following expression for the scale factor as:
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2
Q(Amg%t)
12 2 o\ ( _ Vo >
alt) = Agosp | - Vo / 172 (2(33\%) 51/2> Al 3M42t
13 p 3M2 )
4 (A12—,V702t)
4% 3M3 ,
3Mj v 1/2
(2(zr) ")
(4.141)
where Aj3 is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
_ o -
2<A12—34M?ti>
1/2 2 Vo
Ve 1/2 <2 Vo_ £1/2> <A12 — th>
Aqz = a;exp (3]\;2> B2 <3MZ> ] (4.142)
4

ii) Late time:

When the scale factor is lying within the window, a’ < a < @G, Or equivalently
when pr?/M? << 1, we can use the approximated version of the Friedmann equation
given by Eq. (3(a)) with spatially flat case k = 0. Hence substituting the resulting
expression for the Hubble parameter H into Eq. (4.67), we get the following integral
equation given by:

%
- 3M}

/ dt (4.143)

For the sake of simplicity during the analysis, we follow the same procedure as
mentioned before and use the field redefinition:

o _
M,

A

. (4.144)

and then study two limiting physical situations.
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a) ¢/My << 1:

For this small field limit expanding the exponentials upto linear order we get the
following integral equation:

1 1 Vor? 40 Vo
— |1+ -—=(1 4o\ A (1=2)) (1 - A|d\=— | —=dt
/nma+m{'+3Mf(+a+C¥+54( >( 4a+6> | i
(4.145)
where the integral in the left hand side has been obtained under assumption that:

1 Vor?
3 M}

(14 a+4dar+ pBA) << 1, (4.146)

which is a valid assumption since we are in the late universe and in the limit of small
A
Solving the above integral, we get the expression for A as

(— 5t + Av)

A= (4.147)
[ 1 + Vore 4 Voare ]
re(da+B) ' 3MZ(4a+B) ' 3MZ(4a+p)
where Ay4 is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
1 Vore Voar, Vo
A=A t 4.148
e (rc(4oz 5 3MZ4a+p) | 3M2(da+ B)) 3Mz2 (4.148)

where \s is the value at turnaround corresponding to time ¢ = t;.
In order to get the expression of the scale factor, we substitute this expression
back into the Friedmann equation and integrate the equation to get:

4Vore
1 V,r.c —2<4Oé + ,B)A14
a(t) = Ais exp ( i 3](142 (1+a)+ 1 — Vore Voar. L
oot | 3Z(4atB) | 3M2(aarh)
Vo —gﬁ? (4a + p) 12
X eXp | = . v —| (4.149)
3M4 + . 0Tc _|_ 20017'(: 2
re(4a+p) 3M7 (404B) 3M7 (404B)
where Ajs is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
4V()7“L
1 Vor. (40{ + ﬁ A14
Ais = apexp [_ ( + 3M2(1 +a)+— TV Voare ty
re(da+p) 3MZ(4a+p) 3M2(4a+ﬁ
Vo St (da + )
X exp .(4.150)
3M2 1 + Vore + Voar.
4 re(datp) T 3MZ(datpB) | 3ME( 4a+5)
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b) ¢ >> My:

For this case the integral in Eq. (4.143), writing ¢/M, = ¢*, simplifies to:

(4.151)

\/2‘/06)\64’\—1— )
/ e\ = — Vo /dt

3M2

But in order to get an solution for A\, we need to further simplify the integral, which
is possible if we assume that the values of the parameters of the model satisfy the

condition: Vel
0 (& 1
is satisfied. This is possible because though we are in the late time i.e.
P Vo | Voae™  VpBAe™ 1
—_— = << = 4.153
MMM M 2 (4.153)

we have both the above conditions being satisfied by 1/r? simultaneously. Under
this assumption, we get the solution for A\ as:

Vo Cp)?
A= (_3M42t + A16) 3 VO ﬁ (4.154)
where Ajg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
1/2
o, ()"
Agg = —0 o d (4.155)

ty+
amz 43

Substituting the expression for A back into the Friedmann equation, we get the
expression for the scale factor as:

3262 <A16*3t;02)
PR
M
3e 4 (t‘/o — 3A16M42)

t)y=A — 4.156
a( ) 17 €XP L6 I 52(—3A16 M2+1V0)? ( )
My %%BMAL
where A;7 is the arbitrary integration consant given by:
_ e -
2V g
e\ M (t;Vo — 3A16M2)
A7 = ayexp /20 0 (4.157)

16%\/62( 3A16M2+th0)2
4

2 Yo 4
z MZ BM;
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Here, ay is the value of the scale factor at turnaround ¢ = ;.
B. Contraction

As has already been mentioned that while performing the analysis for expansion,
the conclusions for contraction phase is independent of any potential, hence rest of
the analysis remains same as mentioned earlier.

C. Expression for work done

The expression for work done in this case is same as we get for the case of natu-
ral potential with the expressions for constants now given by the parameters of this
supergravity motivated model. Hence we see that in this case also, applying certain
approximations and physical limits, we can get an analytical expression for work
done which is non zero, thus leading to the phenomenon of cosmological hysteresis
in the present context.

4.7 Graphical Analysis
4.7.1 Case I: Hilltop potential

Graphical Analysis:

All the graphs in this section and in the following sections have been plotted in
units of M, =1, Hy = 1, ¢ = 1, where M, is the Planck mass, Hj is the present
value of the Hubble parameter and c is the speed of light. Throughout the analysis
r. will be expressed in units of H; ', hence only its magnitude will be written explicitly

In Fig. 4 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for
early and late time expansion phase. From the above plots, we can draw the follow-
ing conclusions:

e Fig. 4(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for hilltop
potential given by Eqn. (4.75) with the parameter values Vy = lO*SMé, p =
2, 3=0.001, \;=107%, ¢, =01, a; =1, r. = 1.

e Higher values of the integration constants only results in an increase in the
amplitude of the scale factor, not affecting the nature of the graph.

e From Eqn. (4.75), we can conclude that solution will only be possible for
£ > 0. Changing the value of § mildly modifies the amplitude of expansion,
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avs t for DGP model (early time) V(@(t)) vs t (¢<<Mp) for DGP model

o 7000
5 6500
104 < 6000
Q
1000 §
© X s
-
100 8 .
5
10 >
1 4500
01 05 1 510 01 05 1 5 10
o - R
t(inM,™") tinM,™")

(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during the early expansion phase tial during early expansion phase for ¢ << M,
for ¢ << M, with Vo = 107°M, p = 2, B = with Vp = 41x107°M}, 8 =0.72, p =2, \; =

0.001, \; =1078, t; =0.1, r. = 1. 6.6, t; = 95M,,", a; =1, re=1.
avs t for DGP model (late time) V(@(t)) vs t (¢<<Mp) for DGP model
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(¢) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (d) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during late time expansion phase tial during late time expansion phase for ¢ <<
for ¢ << M, with Vp = 10_8M;1, p =3, B =M, with Vj = 3.7X10_3M;1, p =3, p =
0.001, A; =1078M,, A} =108, r. = 1.0. 0.14, A; =20.8M,, r.=1.0.

Figure 4. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential

during the expansion phase for DGP model.

but the nature of the graph remains same. The plot is almost independent of
any variation in p. Larger values of r. increases the amplitude of the graph.
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e Fig. 4(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small field
hilltop potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn. (4.74)
with parameter values V = 4.1x10*3M;1, =072, p=2 XN =66, t; =
95M,; ! r. = 1. The evolution of the potential is not much affected by the
value of p. Large values of r. increases the height of the potential and makes
the potential fall less steeply.

e Fig. 4(c) shows the plot of the scale factor in the late time expansion phase
for hilltop potential given by Eqn. (4.87). This plot has been obtained for
Vo = 10_8]\/[;1, p=3, =0001, A, =1078M,, A} =1078, r.= 1.0. Detail
graphical analysis have shown that the expansion of the universe is almost
independent of the values that 3, p, A; takesi.e in this case both negative and
positive values of 5 can give rise to an expanding universe. We do not get the
required expansion for a value of r. < 0.04.

e Fig. 4(d) shows the evolution of the potential in the late time expansion phase
for hilltop potential. Fig. 4(d) has been obtained by with the help of Eqn.
(4.85 with the parameter values Vy = 3.7x107°M,}, p = 3, f = 0.14, A} =
20.8M,, r. = 1.0. Detail graphical analysis show that the larger the value of j3,
smaller is the the range of r. for which we get potential giving rise to expansion.
The graph is almost independent of the values that p, A; takes.

e If we compare Fig. 4(b) and 4(d), we find that the potential falls more steeply
during the late time than in early time. This is expected because the potential is
near its end of expansion phase, hence kinetic term starts dominating resulting
in steeper fall of the potential.

In Fig. 5 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for early
and late time contraction phase. From the above plots, we can draw the following
conclusions:

e Fig. 24(a), shows the plot of the scale factor during late time contraction phase
for hilltop potential given by Eq. (4.100) with the parameter values A; =
100MI;1, re. = 0.

e The nature of the graph (i.e the decrease in amplitude of the scale factor with
time, which is expected for contraction phase) remains almost unchanged if
we change the parameter values. Larger values of r decreases the amplitude of
expansion (but the change is very small), but smaller values make the potential
fall more steeply.

e As we can see from Fig. 24(a), the change in amplitude of the scale factor is
very small. This change becomes negligibly small for very small values of Ay,
and very large values of A4 are also not allowed.
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Figure 5. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential

during the expansion phase for DGP model.
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Fig. 24(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for late time
contraction of hilltop potential. This graph has been obtained with the help
of Eq. (4.97) with parameter values Vj = 6.1X10*3M;)1, Az = 152Mlj1, Ay =
730M,, B =0.52, r. =1.62, p=1.

The potential in this case rises with time,which is expected since we are in the
contraction phase and kinetic energy is dominating initially. Detail graphical
analysis show that for very small value of r., the correct nature of the potential
is obtained only if we take smaller values of the other parameters. Larger values
of the parameters make the potential rise more steeply and attained the nearly
flat region faster.

Fig. 5(c) shows the plot of the scale factor in the early time contraction phase
for hilltop potential given by Eq. (4.94). This plot has been obtained for
Ay = 100Mp_1, Ay =1, | r. |=2.0. Detail graphical analysis have shown that
as we decrease the value of | r. |, the fall of the scale factor becomes more
linear. Larger values of | r. | increases the amplitude of the scale factor but
makes contraction possible only for smaller values of As.

Fig. 5(d) shows the evolution of the potential in the early time contraction
phase for hilltop potential. Fig. 5(d) has been obtained by with the help of
Eq. (4.92) with the parameter values Vo = 107°M,}, p =1, f = 0.392, A} =
63M, ", | r. |=1.4. Detail graphical analysis show that the nature of the graph
do not depend on the parameter values. Larger values of the parameters only
increases or decrease the height of the potential. But in order to get the correct
nature of the potential which will result in contraction, we need 5 > 0.

Though fig. 24(a) and Fig. 24(b) are for late time and Fig. 5(c) and Fig. 5(d)
are for early time, in one complete cycle, the late time phase appears before
the early time phase in contraction under the convention which we follow. But
in this case, the time range has been chosen not according to the convention,
but in order to get some suitable output due to the complicated nature of the
equations.

If we compare Fig. 24(a) and Fig. 5(c), we find that the decrease in the ampli-
tude of the scale factor is much less during the late time contraction phase, as
compared to early time phase.

If we compare Fig. 5(d) with Fig. 4(a), we find that there is a net increase in
the amplitude of the scale factor after one complete cycle.
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Figure 6. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion phase for the DGP model.

— 49 —



4.7.2 Case II: Natural potential

In Fig. 6 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for early
and late time expansion phase. From the above plots, we can draw the following
conclusions:

e Fig. 6(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for natural
potential given by Eq. (4.113) with the parameter values Vo = 107°M,, r. =
1, A; =1 during the early phase of expansion.

e Higher values of the parameters only increase the amplitude of expansion, keep-
ing the nature of the plot unchanged.

e Fig. 6(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field natural potential during the early phase of expansion. This graph has
been obtained with the help of Eq. (4.111) with parameter values Vj =
4.7x107°M,)}, r. = 1.67, Ag = 32, f = 6.7M,. Large values of r. and f
increases the height of the potential. Only for certain range of values of Ag, we
get the required evolution of the potential (such as expansion is possible if Ag
lies within (1 to 3) or (6 to 9) or (13 to 15) etc.).

e Fig. 6(c), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for natural
potential given by Eq. (4.118) with the parameter values V = 10*8M§, Te =
1.17, Ag = 1 during the late phase of expansion.

e Higher values of the parameters only increase the amplitude of expansion, keep-
ing the nature of the plot unchanged.

e Fig. 6(d) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small field
natural potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eq. (4.116)
with parameter values Vo = 4.7x107°M, r. = 1.67, Ag = 1, f = 6.7]M,,.
The conclusions regarding the variation of the nature of the potential with
parameters remains same as for the early time expansion.

e If we compare the amplitudes of the scale factor in Fig. 24(a) with Fig. 6(a),
we find that after one cycle of expansion and contraction, we can get a net
increase in amplitude of the scale factor provided the parameters are chosen

properly.

4.7.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential

In Fig. 7 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for early
and late time small field expansion phase for supergravity potential . From the above
plots, we can draw the following conclusions:
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Figure 7. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential

during the expansion phase for the DGP model.
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e Fig. 7(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for super-
gravity potential given by Eqn. (4.135) with the parameter values

Vo=10"°M;, . =086, Ay =1, a=0.1
during the early phase of expansion.

e Higher values of the parameters only increase the amplitude of expansion, keep-
ing the nature of the plot unchanged. The variation in the nature and amplitude
of the plot is almost independent of the value of o parameter.

e Fig. 7(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field supergravity potential during the early phase of expansion. This graph
has been obtained with the help of Eqn. (4.132) with parameter values V) =
107°M,), r. = 0.86, Aig = 5M,, o = 0.02, 8 = 0.03. Large values of the
parameters causes an increase in the amplitude of the expansion, keeping the
nature of the plot unchanged. Largest increase in amplitude occurs for any
change in value of the parameter a. Detail graphical analysis have shown that
we do not get the required nature of the plot for § < 0. Thus only positive
values of 3 are allowed in this case.

e Fig. 7(c), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for su-
pergravity potential given by Eqn. (4.149) with the parameter values Vj =
6X10_4M§, r. = 1.66, Ay = 1078M,,, A;5 = 1, a = 0.145 during the late
phase of expansion.

e For V) > 6X10_4M;1, expansion is possible only if the values of 3, a and r, lie
close to or lesser than unity. If we make the values of any of the parameters

B, a, r. large, then expansion is possible only for the case when both A4 and
Vo is O(107) or less.

e Large and positive values of 5 make the expansion more linear. Expansion is
possible for § < 0, provided Vj takes large values and o and A4 are smaller
than unity.

e Fig. 7(d) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field supergravity potential during late time expansion. This graph has been ob-
tained with the help of Eqn. (4.147) with parameter values Vo = 107°M,), r, =
1.32, Ay = 1078M,, a = 0.032, B = —1.9. Expansion is possible only if 3 < 2.
Again for expansion to happen for positive value of 3, all the other parame-
ters must be much less than unity. Larger and positive values of $ makes the
potential fall more linearly. For expansion to occur, A4 must be << 1.
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e If we compare the amplitudes of the scale factor in Fig. 24(a) with Fig. 7(a),
we find that after one cycle of expansion and contraction, we can get a net
increase in amplitude of the scale factor provided the parameters are chosen

properly.

For large field case (¢ >> M,,) during expansion, the conclusions and the nature
of the graphs are almost similar, hence have not been shown explicitly. Thus, a
increase in the amplitude of the scale factor after one complete cycle of expansion
and contraction, is possible for this case also.

5 Hysteresis from cosmological constant dominated Einstein
gravity model

In this section we will consider three different cases by taking different functional
forms of the cosmological constant like term in the effective action. One will be the
case of standard model of cosmology i.e when the cosmological constant is a constant.
Then we will further extend our analysis for the case when the cosmological constant
is field dependent. This dependence will be included either in the form of a power
series form of the scalar field or by including a dilaton field.

Case 1: Cosmological constant of ACDM model

Let us start our discussion with ACDM model, which is the standard model of Big
Bang cosmology, where the Einstein’s field equations are modified by the additional
cosmological constant term denoted as A. The modified Friedmann equations in this
model can be expressed as:

.\ 2
2 () p kA
H _(a) =E 2 3 (5.1)
- +3p) A
mraf=4_ ) A 5.2
+ a 6M? +3’ (52)

where we are denoting the Planck mass by M.

Case 2: Scalar field dependent cosmological constant

Let us consider a situation where we make the cosmological constant term scalar
field dependent i.e we replace A by A(¢), where

M) =3 _Aid, (5.3)
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then the representative four dimensional effective action for this case is given by:
4
4 7 1 nv
S= [dey=g R+ 3 b+ 50 0,00,6 ~ V(9)
i=0

— [ dovmg R+ dg)+ [ d'ay=g (Z N+ 500,000~ v<¢>) (5.4)

7
g N J/

-~

S
AEH Sas

where Ag is the general cosmological constant (denoted by A in case 1) and
A1, Ay, A3& A, are the new constants.

The first action Sygy is the normal action for ACDM model, hence the Fried-
mann equations for this part are same as Eqns. (5.1) and (5.2). The scalar field
dynamics get modified due to the action Sys. The equation of motion for the scalar

field is given by:
0OH 10) '

where £, is the Lagrangian density for the scalar field and for FLRW metric \/—g =
a®. Solving the above equation we get the equation of motion for ¢ as:

4
S+3HG =Y ik + V=0 (5.6)
=1

where the first two terms come from the first term in Eq. (5.5) and the rest of the
terms come from the last term in Eq. (5.5).
The energy momentum tensor for scalar field is given by

T;?u = aﬂ¢au¢ - 9;w£A¢ (57)

4
= 0,00,6 = G (%awam ~V(e)+ ) w)
=1

For perfect fluid the expressions for the energy density p and pressure p can be
expressed as:

4
p= 2B V() - A (5.8)
1. lzl X
p=50"—V(@)+ ) A (5.9)
=1

Solving Eq. (5.6), Eq. (5.9) and Eq. (5.1) simultaneously, we get the solutions for the
scalar field ¢ and scale factor a. Thus we see that both the density, pressure as well
as the equation of motion of the scalar field gets modified from the standard case,
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which was expected.

Case 3: Cosmological constant along with a dilaton field

In this case we add a dilaton field along with the general cosmological constant
i.e we replace A by A(¢), where

A(¢) = Ao + Ae?/Mr, (5.10)

Then the representative action for this case is then given by:
1
S = /d4x\/—g <R + Ao + Ae?/Mr 4 59“”(9“@581,(;5 - V((b)) (5.11)

— /d4:(:\/—_g(R + Ao) + / d*z\/—g (Ae‘f’/MP + %g‘“’@uqb&,qb — V(qb)),

-~ -

SAEH She

where Aq is the general cosmological constant and A is another constant.
Repeating the analysis as we did for the previous case 2, we get the following
equation of motion for the scalar field ¢ as:

; A
¢+ 3Hep — ﬁeWMp +Vy=0 (5.12)
p

Similarly the expressions for density and pressure for a perfect fluid in this case
can be expressed as:

1

p = 5452 + V(§) — Ae?/Mr (5.13)
p= %qf)Q —Vig)+ Aeb/Mp (5.14)

Solving Eq. (5.12), Eq. (5.14) and Eq. (5.1) simultaneously, we get the solutions for
the scalar field ¢ and scalae factor a.

5.1 Condition for bounce

For case 1, 2, 3

In the analysis mentioned below, we have first shown the results for open and closed
universe only. The analysis for flat universe has been shown separately.

Let us start the discussion for the case 1 where at bounce, setting the Hubble
parameter H = 0 in Eq. (5.1) we get:

E A
=3M? (= — = 5.15
=t (-5 (5.15)
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where p, and a; are the representative density and scale factor at bounce.
The mass content at bounce (neglecting the overall constant factor) is given by:

A 3
My = pyad = 3M? <kzab - %) . (5.16)

Therefore the infinitesimal change in the mass content can be expressed as:
SM = 3M? (k — Aa}) day. (5.17)
Now using energy conservation one can write:
OM + oW =0, (5.18)

where 0W is the work done during each expansion-contraction cycle.
Further setting

SM = —6W = — j{pdV, (5.19)

we get the expression for change in amplitude of the scale factor at each successive
cycle in terms of the work done as:

~3M2 (k — Aa?

Opmin = L ) fpdV (5.20)
min

Thus we clearly observe that just like for DGP model as discussed in the earlier sec-
tion, here also the increase in amplitude of the scale factor depends on the parameter
of the model i.e the variants of cosmological constant as mentioned in case 1, case 2
and case 3. )

1
- 3M2 (1 — Ad?

j{pdv for k =+1
Sty = (5.21)

1
| 3M2 (14 Ad2,,)

min

fpdv for k= —1.

Let us now briefly mention the characteristic feature of the results for cosmological
bounce for the previously mentioned variants of cosmological constant model in the
following;:

1. For a closed universe, with £ = +1:

e The hysteresis loop integral

j{pdV <0 (5.22)
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or equivalently

if (

pe:rp < Peont
1 — Ad?

> 0 or Aa?

min

< 1 and da,;, > 0,

e The hysteresis loop integral

fQM/>o

or equivalently

if (

pemp > DPeont

< 0or Ad?,,

1 — Ad?

min)

> 1 and da,;, > 0.

2. On the other hand, for the open universe, with £k = —1:

e The hysteresis loop integral

%pdv<0

or equivalently

if (14 Ad?,,) <0 or Ad?

pemp < DPeont

i rin < —1 and da,, > 0,

e The hysteresis loop integral

}{pdv>0

or equivalently

if (1+ Aa?

pexp > Pcont

> 0 or Ad?,, > —1 and da,n;, > 0.

min )

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)

(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)

For the other two cases i.e case 2 and case 3, since the Friedmann equations re-

main the same, the condition for bounce in both the cases will be given by Eq. (5.20).
Hence the above analysis holds true for case 2 and case 3 also.

5.2 Condition for acceleration

For case 1

From Eq. (

D.

2), at bounce the condition for acceleration is given by

Py + 3py < 2AM?
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Substituting the expression for p, for different values of k we get the conditions
for acceleration at bounce as:

(
2

AMz—?fOI'k:‘f‘l
b

Do = (5.31)

M?
AM2+—2 for k£ = —1.
\ a

Thus we see that the condition for acceleration at bounce now depends not only on
the scale factor but also on the cosmological constant.

Substituting the expressions of p and p from Eqns. (2.5) into Eq. (5.30), we get
the condition for acceleration in terms of the scalar field as

* < V(¢) + AM? (5.32)

Thus we see that even if the contribution from the potential is lesser than the standard
canonical kinetic term i.e. even if ¢ > V(¢), the above condition will still be satisfied
if @2 is lesser than the sum of V(¢) + AM?. Thus we can use potentials of smaller
values than standard case and yet produce bounce. Thus the presence of cosmological
constant modifies the effective potential present at bounce.

In Figs. 8(a) and 8(b), we have shown the phenomena of bounce and acceler-
ation in this cosmological constant dominated model. We can draw the following
conclusions from the above figures:

e In Fig. 8(a), we have plotted the r.h.s of Eqn. (5.1) using the relation p =

a73(1+w)‘

The graph has been plotted only for the case when £ = 1. This is
because, Eq. (5.15) shows that density becomes negative for the cases when

k = 0,—1, which is unphysical.

e We have used w = 1/3, since we require a soft equation of state for causing the
acceleration and expansion. The case w = 0 made H only approximately zero.

e From Fig. 8(a), using the value of A from Planck 2015 data |75], we get the
bounce at p = p, = O.43M§l. This value increases if we take higher values of A.

e Fig. 8(b) shows the necessary condition of acceleration (@ > 0) at the time of
bounce. Here we have plotted the r.h.s of Eqns. (5.1) and (5.2). This plot has
also been obtained for the same parameter values as the earlier graph.

e Thus Fig. 8 shows graphically that the phenomenon of bounce is possible for
a closed universe dominated by cosmological constant like term and having
w=1/3.
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(a) An illustration of the bouncing condition for (b) An illustration of the acceleration condition
a universe with an equation of state w=1/3 and at the time of bounce for a universe with an equa-
k=1. tion of state w=1,/3, k=1.

Figure 8. Graphical representation of the phenomena of bounce and acceleration for
cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity.

e Since the condition of bounce is true for all the three cases being studied in this
section, we can say that bouncing universe is possible for all the three cases.

For case 2

Condition for acceleration in terms of the pressure and density is again given by
Eq. (5.30). Then substituting the expressions for p and p from Eq. (5.9), we get the
condition for acceleration in terms of the scalar field as:

4
¢ < 20M* + V() = > Nig! (5.33)
=1

Thus depending on the signs of constants (A;, Ag, Az, A4), we observe that less or
more contribution from the potential than the canonical kinetic term as appearing
in the standard case may be required. To realize the essence of this statement let us
consider an example, in which all the new constants are positive or the resultant sign
of the summation is positive, then this decreases the right hand side from standard
case given by Eq. (5.32) and this condition for acceleration can be achieved only
if the contribution from the potential is more than compared to the standard case.
Again if all the constants are negative or the resultant sign of the summation terms is
negative, then we need lesser contribution from the potential than the standard case
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to attain the condition of acceleration. Thus we see that apart from the general cos-
mological constant term, the presence of different powers of scalar fields along with
different constants increases or decreases the effective potential at the time of bounce.

For case 3

Condition for acceleration in terms of the pressure and density is again given by
Eq. (5.30). Then substituting the expressions for p and p from Eqns. (5.14), we get
the condiition for acceleration in terms of the scalar field as:

¢* < 20 M? + V (¢) — Ae?/Mr (5.34)

Thus if A is positive, then this decreases the right hand side from standard case
and this condition for acceleration can be achieved only if more potential than the
standard case is present. Again if A is negative, even potential lesser than the
standard case can satisfy the condition of acceleration.

Therefore from the above analysis we can conclude that, whether the standard
potential will be able to cause acceleration at bounce now depends on the extra terms
present in the action.

5.3 Condition for turnaround

For case 1, 2 ,3

The condition for turnaround is exactly same as the condition for bounce appearing
in case 1 i.e. one can write:

1
0Cmar = ~ I = AL %pdV (5.35)

max

Rest all the conclusions remain same as what we had got for the bounce case. It is
important to mention here that the conclusions for case 2 and case 3 also remains
the same as appearing in the case 1.

5.4 Condition for deceleration
For case 1

From Eq. (5.2), at turnaround the condition for deceleration is given by
pi + 3p > 2AM? (5.36)

i.e turnaround can be obtained without violating the strong energy condition.
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In place of Eq. (5.31), we get the conditions for deceleration at turnaround as:

( 2
AMZ——Zfork:—i—l
ay

pe > (5.37)

M2
/\]\42+—2 for k= —1.

Substituting the expressions of p and p from Eqns. (2.5) into Eq. (5.36), we get the
condition for expansion in terms of the scalar field as

¢* > V(¢) + AM> (5.38)

Thus we see that a potential lesser than the standard case is required to satisfy this
condition because even if the condition ¢ > V' (¢) is satisfied, we will get acceleration
only if ¢ > V(¢)+ AM?2. Thus, now the cosmological constant increases the effective
potential relative to the standard case.

Hvs p for cosmological avs p for cosmological
_constant dominated Einstein gravity constant dominated Einstein gravity
0,
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~
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c
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(a) An illustration of the turnaround condition (b) An illustration of the deceleration condition
for a universe with an equation of state w=1 and at turnaround for a universe with an equation of
k=1. state w=1, k=1.

Figure 9. Graphical representation of the phenomena of turnaround and deceleration for
cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity.

In Figs. 9(a) and 9(b), we have shown the phenomena of turnaround and decel-
eration in this cosmological constant dominated model. We can draw the following
conclusions from the above figures:
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e In Fig. 9(a), we have once again plotted the r.h.s of Eq. (5.1) using the relation
_ 314w
p=a

we require a stiff equation of state for causing contraction and deceleration.

) for a closed universe. But for this case we have used w = 1, since

e In Fig. 9(a), H going to negative values may be interpreted as the universe
changing its direction of motion at turnaround. As had been discussed in [10],
the condition of bounce/turnaround can be imposed by either the condition of
making the scale factor changing sign with other quantities remaining same,
or, a going to negative values with other quantities remaining same.

e From Fig. 9(a), using the value of A from Planck 2015 data [75], we get the

turnaround at p = p; = 0.014M;1l. This value increases if we take higher values
of A.

e Fig. 8(b) shows the necessary condition of acceleration (@ < 0) at the time of
turnaround. Here we have plotted the r.h.s of Eqns. (5.1)and (5.2). This plot
has also been obtained for the same parameter values as the earlier graph.

e Thus Fig. 10 shows graphically that the phenomenon of turnaround is possible
for a closed universe dominated by cosmological constant like term and having
w = 1.

e Since the condition of turnaround is true for all the three cases being studied
in this section, we can say that bouncing universe is possible for all the three
cases.

For case 2

Condition for deceleration in terms of the pressure and density is given by Eq. (5.36)
with A replaced by A in this specific case. Then substituting the expressions for den-
sity p and pressure p from Eq. (5.9), we get the following condition for deceleration
in terms of the scalar field as:

4

¢ > 20 M* + V() = > Nig! (5.39)

=1

Thus depending on the signs of constants (A1, As, A3, A4), we see that less or more
contribution from the potential than the standard case may be required. To justify
the validity of this statement let us consider an example, where all the new constants
are independently positive or the cumulative effect appearing through their summa-
tion is positive, then this decreases the right hand side of Eq. (5.39) from standard
case and the condition for deceleration can be achieved even if more contribution
from the potential plays crucial role compared to the standard case. On the other
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hand, if all the constants are independently negative or the cumulative effect ap-
pearing through their summation is negative, deceleration can be achieved even if
the contribution from the potential is lesser than the standard case.

For case 3

Condition for deceleration in terms of the pressure and density is again given by
Eq. (5.36) with A replaced by Ay. Then substituting the expressions for density p
and pressure p from Eq. (5.14), we get the condition for deceleration in terms of the
scalar field as:

¢* > 20 M? + V(¢) — Ae?/Mr (5.40)

Thus if the signature of A is positive, then this decreases the right hand side from
the standard case and this condition for acceleration can be achieved even if more
contribution from the potential compared to the standard case is present. On the
other hand, if A is negative, we need lesser potential than the standard case to attain
the condition of deceleration.

For k =0 case

The results below have been shown only for case 1. But they perfectly hold good for
case 2 and case 3 also. In the present context the Friedmann equations for this case
are given by:

9 a\’ p A
H? = ) =np Ty (5.41)
: a +3 A

From Eq. (5.42), we can infer that the same Friedmann equation cannot give rise to
both bounce and turnaround condition for k£ = 0 case. This is because A is constant
in the present setup, hence it is not possible for it to be equal to both the high
density at the time of bounce and low density at the time of turnaround.

For causing bounce/turnaround the following condition holds good:

pyye = —AM? (5.43)

Therefore in place of Eq. (5.20), in the present context we get:

1
5(amin/max)3 = AM?2 ]{pdv (544)

Thus, the amplitude of the scale factor increases:

e if §pdV >0 for A > 0.
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o if $pdV <0 for A <0.

Similarly the condition for acceleration/deceleration for k = 0 case can be written
as:

py < AM? (for acceleration at bounce) (5.45)
p, > AM? (for deceleration at turnaround) (5.46)

Thus we observe that the pressure at bounce/turnaround required to cause accelera-
tion/deceleration becomes independent of the scale factor at the time of bounce /turnaround.
Also the results shows that it depends only on the cosmological constant.

5.5 Evaluation of work done in one cycle
For case 1
Following the same procedure as we have done for DGP model, here also the general

expression for the hysteresis loop is given by Eq. (4.52). In order to express the loop
in terms of the scale factor only, using Eq. (5.1) and Eq. (5.2), we get:

s e lfa kA

p=- +V(p) =3M ol e 5| (5.47)
o, gy a_ (pt3p) A

H +H_a_ 6 +3 (5.48)

Further using the above equations and Eq. (2.5) for pressure p we get:

A_%_ (g)2_a—’2] (5.49)

Therefore the expression for work done is given by:

C v =

?{ pdV = 3M? jf (Aa*a — 2daa — a* — ka) dt. (5.50)

It is important to note that the total work done in one cycle now depends on the
cosmological constant also.

For case 2

For case 2 using the expression of p given by Eq. (5.9) into Eq. (4.52), we get the
expression for the total work done in one expansion-contraction cycle in terms of the
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¢ and a as

1 4
cont i=1
4
+ / 3 (%q? — V(o) + ZA,W) aadt
erp i=1

(5.51)
i (1, N L
_ /m 3 <§¢2 “V(e) + ;Aid)) oadt
s . 4 ,
+ / 3 (%& — V(o) + ZAM) a*adt
@i i=1
(5.52)

Since the Friedmann equations are same as that appearing in the earlier section,
the expression for the above equation in terms of the scale factor is again given
by Eq. (5.50) in which A is replaced by a new constant Ag. Thus from Eq. (5.52)
we find that the work done now depends on the value of all the new constants
(A1, Aa, As, Ay) of the model. Thus by allowing sufficient amount of tuning in
these constants we can make the signature of the representative integral positive or
negative.

For case 3
For case 3 using the expression for pressure p as given by Eq. (5.14), into Eq. (4.52),

we get the expression for the total work done in one expansion-contraction cycle in
terms of the scalar field ¢ and scale factor a as:

1.
fpdv = / 3 <§¢2 —V(g) + AeWMp) a’adt
cont

+/ 3 <1¢2 —V(¢) + AeWMP) a*adt

2
(5.53)
i 1.
— / 3 (5& — V(o) + Ae¢/MP) a®adt
a‘inax 1 .
+ / 3 (§¢2 — V(o) + Ae¢/MP> a’adt

ai7,1

(5.54)

In this case also, the expression for the above equation in terms of the scale factor
is again given by Eq. (5.50) where A is replaced by the constant Ag. Thus adjusting
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the values and signatures of the constants (Ag, A) we can change the signature of the
representative integral.

5.6 Semi-analytical analysis for cosmological potentials

Here also we will perform the analysis for the case when £ = 0. Though, the exact and
complete treatment would have been for the case k = 1, simple analytical solutions
were obtained only for flat universe which has been discussed below. Also, since we
know that for £ = 0, this model can cause either bounce or turnaround, hence to
get an expression for the complete work done in one cycle, we will consider that
cosmological constant is present at late times (i.e causing turnaround) whereas the
early universe is governed by brane world cosmology model for which the analysis
has been shown in the Appendix in the context of Randall-Sundrum single brane
world (RSII). Now, if we compare Eq. (9.2) with Eq. (6.30), we see that they are
both same. Hence the results for early universe which will be calculated for loop
quantum model, can be used here. Below, we show the late time analysis for ACDM.
In this context, we have denoted the Planck mass by M,,.

5.6.1 Case I: Hilltop potential
For Case 1:

A. Expansion

At late times within the window @’ < a < a4, using Eq. (5.1) and Eq. (4.67) with
the expression for density p now given by the hilltop potential, we get an integral
equation of the following form:

Vo(148(55)") | a
/d(Mi) \/{ o +3}: Yo /dt. (5.55)

p—1 - 3M2
DE A

The exact solution of this integral is given in the Appendix for RSII model. To
compute the left hand side of the above integral equation we again follow the same
procedure as we done for DGP model i.e. we redefine the field as:

—=e (5.56)
and hence using this new definition we study two limiting cases.

a)o/M, << 1:
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In this limit, we can expand the exponentials upto linear order and upon further
simplification we get the following expression for the redefined field A as:

Vi
A=(——2t+B, op (5.57)
3M2
(si(1+8)+3)
where By is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Ay Vo A oty
By = — 1 - . 5.58
"= Bp (3M3( +ﬁ”:s)ﬂszw]g (5.58)

Here A is the value at the time of turnaround i.e at t = t;.
The above solution has been obtained under the assumption that the quantity

Vo
3M2

(R (1+8)+14)

which is possible if we choose the value of V{, and A accordingly.
Substituting this expression back into the Friedmann equation, we get the ex-

BpA << 1, (5.59)

pression for the scale factor as

a(t) = By exp \/(3]\‘//?/2(1 +5) + %) + ; < 31(\42f;: )Bo t

3M2
<M> e (5.60)

(g0 +s) 2
where
2622
By =ajpexp |— \/(%(l+ﬁ)+%>+2< 3241+B> )BO tr
P 3M2

(%) o9 &

4<3M2(1+ﬁ) > 5 |- (5.61)

_|_

Here ay is the value of scale factor at turnaround time scale t = ¢y.

ii) ¢/M, >> 1:
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In this limit, the solution for the redefined field A is given by:

2
A= 2
p

" 1/2,2
2 In (V02+32)6—p
W (g

where B, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

B2:

Vot

1/2
(2-2))s
i (& 2

*(

>1/2

Vots

B1/2p2

M2

(5.62)

(5.63)

The above solution has been obtained under the assumption that the conditions:

BePr >> 1,
Vo BePA A
3M? 3’

(5.64)
(5.65)

are satisfied. These conditions can be satisfied since we are in the large field limit
and we can choose the values of the parameters of this model (5, p, Vj) accordingly.

Substituting the above expression into the Friedmann equation, we get the ex-
pression for the scale factor as:

— 1/2 -
gL/2p2( Yo t
In /El/vsz)Bf/? + (ZMﬁ)
v 1/2 2( Yo,
a(t) = Bsexp < 02> 51/262 — 1/2 ) (566)
3Mp 51/2;02(&)
3M2
2
where Bj is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
y g g y
— 1/2 -
61/21)2 Vo ts
/ In E”V?p?)Blz/ . (32%‘3)
Vb 1/2 2 31\/(1)2
Bs = agexp | — (W) BH2e? £ — (5.67)
P B1/2p2 (&2)
3Mp
2
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B. Contraction

This phase is independent of any choice of the potential provided the condition
$* >> V(¢) holds good in this phase. Using Eq. (4.68) and Eq. (5.1), we get the
following solutions:

¥ =

V2At 2
AB, <e +1> _% | (5.68)

3 e\/ﬂt_l

where B, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

2
o A 3 [evhir—1
— 2,22 =
B4_(¢f+3>A<emtf+1> : (5.69)

From the above expressions, we get the solution of the scale factor as:

A
(e\/ﬂt _ 1)2 ﬁV %
where By is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
A
(eVERty _ 12 “opVr
Bs=af |———— . 5.71
5 ! eV2Ats ( )

C. Expression for work done

As will be discussed in the next section, that the expression for integral for work
done in the early universe for loop quantum model contains a large no. of terms,
hence will not be shown here. But the results of the integral corresponding to late
universe have been discussed below.

i) ¢/M, << 1:

]{pdV = bl (erf[—bg + bgtmax] — el"f[—bg -+ bgt/]) + 3M5 (45 sinh(\/Ktmax)

— 95inh(2V Atpge) + sinh(3vV/Alyes) — 45 sinh(VAY)
+ 9sinh(2VAt') — sinh(3VAt') — 30t e + 30t)  (5.72)
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i) ¢/M, >> 1:

fpdV _ g \/g(—B + A)(Erfi(v/3bs (b + brtmaz)) — Erfi(v/3bs(bg + brtomin))

2b;
+ 3M2(45 sinh (VA )

— 98inh(2V/Atyag ) + sinh(3VAt peq) — 45 sinh(VAY)

+ 9sinh(2VAt') — sinh(3VAt') — 30t a0 + 30t') (5.73)

Here b;...b; are constants that depend on the parameters present in the expression
for the scale factor. Their explicit forms have been given in the appendix.

Including the contributions from the other integrals also we see that we get a
non-zero work done for both large and small field cases for hilltop potential when we
have pure cosmological constant in the background.

For Case 2
A. Expansion
Within the window a,;, < @ < Gpae at late times using Eq. (5.5) and Eq. (5.9)

along with energy density of scalar field, p, now given by the hilltop potential, we
get an integral equation of the form (neglecting ¢):

\/|:V0 (1+5(T;}5p)p> *Zle Ai(Mp)i(TCfp ) A0:|
T
/d o)
M,

302 1
= dt. (5.74)
)z‘11 3M, /
For the sake of clarity, we again follow the same procedure as we have done for DGP

oo () ELAMEIG

model i.e. redefine the field variable, as:
Y (5.75)

Simplified analytical expressions can only be obtained for the small field limit given
by ¢/M, << 1, so that we will concentrate in this specific physical situation for
this case. In this limit, we can expand the exponentials upto linear order and upon
further simplification we get the following expression for A as:

(a7 + Bu)

A VIK

(5.76)
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where the arbitrary integration constants J, K and By, is given by:

Vo Ao VeB (A A MM, A
gV A VB (A A 5.77
sz 3 ez \sa, "3 T3 T3 ) (5.77)
v
K = _ﬁipﬂ + Ay + 205 M, + 3BAgM? + 4A,MP, (5.78)
'

3M,

Here Ay is the value at the time of turnaround i.e. at the time scale ¢ = t;.
The above solution has been obtained under the assumption that the conditions:

J

i 1 5.80
<< 1, (5.80)

N

—_ 1 5.81
<< 1, (5.81)

are satisfied. This is possible because we are in the small A limit and we can choose
the values of the other constants accordingly. Here we introduce two new constants
M and K defined as:

Vopls Ay 20y 3A3M, AN
M = - 5.82
3My (3Mp T3 T T (5:82)
Vo ) s
K = —70p(p = 1) + 242 M, + 9As M + 1204 M, (5.83)

p
Further substituting this expression back into the Friedmann equations, we get
the following expression for the scale factor as:

B KM t? KM
a(t) = Bl5 €xXp |:\/7 {t (1 —f- W) + 5 (W) }:| , (584)
where By is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
B BuKMY\ ;[ KM
Bl5 = ayr€xp |:—\/j{tf (1+W) +5 W (585)

Here ay is the value of scale factor at turnaround time scale ¢t = ;.
B. Contraction

The conclusion remains same as for ACDM model, because in this case all the extra
terms containing ¢, will be neglected at leading order approximation.

C. Expression for work done
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The solution of the scale factor (i.e its time dependence) is same as that for hill-
top potential for constant A case. Hence the expression for work done is same except
that the constant will now depend on the parameters of this model. Thus the phe-
nomenon of hysteresis also holds true for this model.

For Case 3
A. Expansion
At late times within the window @’ < a < @y, using Eq. (5.12) and Eq. (5.14)

with scalr field density p now given by the hilltop potential, we get an integral equa-
tion of the following form (neglecting ¢):

Vo (H—ﬁ(l\%)p) —Ae®/Mp Ao
[a(2 ( e i ?) L
d (—) — - dt. (5.86)
MP [_%BP (Mip> ! -+ Ae¢/Mp:| 3MP

In order to simplify the above integral for computational purpose, we follow the same
procedure as we have already done for DGP model i.e. redefine the field by using:

9 (5.87)

Simplified solutions were possible only for small field case i.e. for ¢/M, << 1, which
has been discussed below.

In this limit, we can expand the exponentials upto linear order and upon further
simplification we get the expression for A\ as

A= <L + Bw) 7 Coi,” + ) (5.88)

3Mp Vo + Vo8 Ae + Ao

3M2 T 3MZ T O3MZ T3

where Big is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Vi VoB A A
5 /\f\/:ﬁ\%g tog —aztE 4 (5.89)
18 = —Vof Ae - ‘
(557 + ) 3M,

Here Ay is the value at the time of turnaround i.e at the time scale ¢ = t;.
The above solutions have been obtained under the assumption that the condi-

tions:
(VoBp — Ae)A
(Vo + VaB — he + Agd3) ~ = 1 o
((Ae = Vobp(p — 1)) /M)A __ (5.91)

((—VoBp + Ae)/M,)
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are satisfied, which is possible if we choose the values of the constants accordingly.
Further substituting this expression back into the Friedmann equation, we get
the following expression for the scale factor as:

3 , P'Byg P't?
a(t) = Blg exXp {\/5 ((1 —f‘ W) t + W)] (592)

where Bjg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

P'Big P't}
Blg = afexp [—m ((1 + W) tf + W (593)

in which we introduce two new symbols given by:

Vo Vo3 Ae Ao

O :3M5+3M5—3M3+§, (5.94)
, (VoBp — Ae VoBp | Ae
P = ( B3 M, + i) (5.95)

Here ay is the value of scale factor at turnaround.

B. Contraction

Solutions remain same as obtained before. So the conclusion also remain unchanged
for contraction phase of the Universe.

C. Expression for work done
The solution of the scale factor (i.e its time dependence) is same as that obtained for
hilltop potential. Hence the expression for work done is exactly same except that the

constant will now depend on the parameters of this model. Thus the phenomenon
of hysteresis also holds good for this model.

5.6.2 Case II: Natural potential
For Case 1:

A. Expansion
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At late times within the window @' < a < Gpqs, using Eq. (4.67) and Eq. (5.1),
we get the following integral equation of the form:

\/ ( A2 —|— + 3372 COS <9)>

3M2 3M 7 Vi

/d (?) = — [ dt. (5.96)
!

The exact solution of the left hand side of the above equation is given in the Ap-

pendix for RSII model. For the sake of simplicity, here we study solutions for two
limiting physical situations.

i) o/f << 1:

Using the small argument approximations for trigonometric functions, we get the
expression for scalar field ¢ as:

(1) Vot
N = Bgexp - e o , (5.97)
3M7 1% A
3f2 <1+ 3‘;?2"'3) (ﬁﬁ‘g)
where Bg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
OF Votr
Bg = Texp — " 7 . (5.98)
32 (14 sM7 < v A)1/2
3‘1\/2)3*5 3M2 T3

Here ¢ is the value of the scalar field at turnaround corresponding to t = tp.
Further substituting the expression for ¢ into the Friedmann equation, we get
the following expression for the scale factor as:

Vo 1/2 1/2
% A
a(t) = Brexp (1 + ﬂ) ( o+ —) t (5.99)

3M2 '3

where B; is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Vo 1/2 1/2
3M2 Vo A
B; =apexp | — (1 + —) <3M5 + g) tp (5.100)

Here ar is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.
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ii) ¢/f >> 1:

Since we know that for large argument ¢/f >> 1, value of cosine function is very
small, hence using this concept and the following constraint condition:

3]\‘/23 cos (%)

cosec? (?> >> : (5.101)
f 2 (i + &) sin? (¢)
we get the solution for the scalar field ¢ as:
t Vot 1
w = 2tan—1 (3—]\[}2 + Bg) ﬁ s (5102)
/ P 31\23 T3

where Bg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

_ O Vo A Wtp
Bg—tan<2f T3 3 (5.103)

Here ¢ is the value of the scalar field at turnaround.
Further using the expression for ¢ in the Friedmann equation, we get the follow-
ing expression for the scale factor as:

Vi AN V2
t)=10B — G(t
o) = Byess | (55 + 5 ) 60|,
(5.104)
where G/(t) is defined as:
- -p 0 - - r - P
2( 0,44 (BS_I_?’MPQ) v A} tan vy a7’
3MZ '3 3M2+3 3Mz+3
Gt)=|t— ‘2 - (5.105)
(s%)
and Bg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
Vi AN /2
By = — | == += G(t
9 = ap €Xp <3M5+3> (tr)
(5.106)

Here ar is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.
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B. Contraction

This phase is independent of any choice of the potential provided the condition
$? >> V(¢) holds good in this phase. This implies that the final conclusion remains
same as obtained for previous hilltop potential in the background of ACDM model.

C. Expression for work done

As will be discussed in the next section, that the expression for representative in-
tegral for work done in the early universe for loop quantum model contains a large
number of terms, hence will not be explicitly shown in the present context. But the
results of the integral corresponding to the late universe have been discussed below.

i) o/f << 1.

In this limit, the total work done is given by:

7{ pdV = bg(e¥! — ¥otmer) 4 3N2(45 sinh(V At ypar) — 98inh(2V/ At ey

+ sinh(3v/Atpag) — 45 sinh(VA') + 9sinh(2v/At’) — sinh(3v/At)
3000 + 30¢)(5.107)

Here by...bg are constants that depend on the parameters present in the expression
for the scale factor whose explicit expressions have been given in the appendix.

Including the contributions from the other integrals also we see that we get a
non-zero work done for small field case for hilltop potential when we have cosmolog-
ical constant in the background.

ii) ¢/f >> 1:

In this limit, the total work done is given by:

1

pdV = X
?{ 3b10(—1 + b11b12 — b12by3)
[_36:134 (63b10(tmaz_b11+b13)(b15+b12tmaz) _ €3b10(tmin_b11+b13)(b15+b12t7nin))

+ blll4 (631710 (tmaxz—b11+b13)(b1s+b12tmaz) e3b1o (tmin—b114+b13)(b15+b12tmin) )

— 3, 4(eblo(tmaz*bn+b13)(bls+bmtmaz) _ eblo(tmm—bu+blg)(b15+b12tmm))

+ 3M2(45 $inh (VAL ae) — 98IND(2V/ A pgy) + sinh(3V At gy

— 45 sinh(VAY) + 9sinh(2V/AY) — sinh(3VAY) — 30tmas + 3015’] .
(5.108)
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Here b,...b14 are constants that depend on the parameters present in the expres-
sion for the scale factor. Thus we get a non-zero work done for large field case for
hilltop potential when we have cosmological constant.

For Case 2
A. Expansion
Analytical solutions in this case can also be obtained for small field limit i.e. when

¢/f << 1. Hence taking the small angle approximations of the trigonometric func-
tions and redefining the field using following transformation equation:

Z = 5.109
7 (5.109)
we get the following solution for the transformed field A as:
t K’
A=|=—=+DBi| — 5.110
(3f 16) VI o110

where Bjg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

VM tp

Big = )\FT - ﬁ (5.111)
where we introduce two new constants K’ and M’ given by:
1%
K = 70 + Ay + 20, M, + 3A3 M + 4A4 M, (5.112)
2Vy Ao ANy AM, MM
M = — —= P L. 5.113
3M2 * 3 (3Mp * 3 3 * 3 ( )

Here Ar is the value at turnaround.
The above expressions have been obtained under the assumption that the fol-
lowing constraint conditions are satisfied:

L'
7 << 1, (5.114)
N'A
o << 1. (5.115)

Since we are in the small field limit, these conditions can be satisfied if we choose
the numerical values of the model parameters accordingly. Here we additionally
introduce two new constants L' and N’ given by:

Ay 2N, 3AsM,  AAM?

L= 5.116
33, 3 3 3 (5.116)
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]V’—-%;%—QAQA@—%9A3M@—+12A4M@. (5.117)

The expression for the scale factor that follows from the above solution is given by:

L'Bys K’ L'K't?
a(t) = B17 exXp |:\/ M’ ((1 — 2M’3/2 ) t— 12M’3/2f s (5118)

where Bj; is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

L'BysK’ L'K'2,
B17 = af €Xp |:—\/ M’ ((1 — W) tF — W . (5119)

Here ar is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.
B. Contraction

The conclusion remains same as for ACDM model, because in this case all the extra
terms containing ¢, will be neglected at leading order approximation.

C. Expression for work done

The solution of the scale factor (i.e its time dependence) is same as that for hill-
top potential. Hence the expression for work done is same except that the constant
will now depend on the parameters of this model. Thus the phenomenon of hysteresis
also holds good for this model.

For Case 3

At late times within the interval ¢’ < a < G, using Eq. (5.12) and Eq. (5.14),
we get the integral equation of the form similar to Eq. (5.86) with V(¢) given by the
natural potential. Simple analytical expressions for the scalar field and scale factor
could be obtained only for the case when ¢/ f << 1 which has been discussed below.
In this limiting situation using the small argument approximations for trigonometric
functions, we get the following expression for the scalar field ¢ as:

ot) [t A
T = (g +BQO) f\/ 2V 3% + %’ (5120)

3M2

where By is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

f¢F\/32]\‘202_3]\/>[2+% t
By = — -
A 3f

(5.121)
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Here ¢ is the value of the scalar field at turnaround corresponding to t = tp.
Finally, substituting the expression for ¢ into the Friedmann equation, we get
the following expression for the scale factor as:

BogA? A%?
a(t) = B exp [m ((1 - o fMg) t~ o Qwﬂ L (a2

where B, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

By = ap exp { V@ ((1 Baoh” > t A% >] (5.123)
21 — af - T oN3/2 £Ar2 F = 35772 £23/2 . .
2Q7%/2 f M? 1202 f2Q3/2

Here we introduce a new constant )" defined as:
2V A A
Q’ _ =0 + il
3Mz  3M2 3

(5.124)

Here ar is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.

B. Contraction

Solutions remain same as obtained before. So the conclusion also remain unchanged
for contraction phase of the Universe.

C. Expression for work done
The solution of the scale factor (i.e its time dependence) is same as that for hill-
top potential. Hence the expression for work done is same except that the constant

will now depend on the parameters of this model. Thus the phenomenon of hysteresis
also holds good for this model.

5.6.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential
For Case 1:

A. Expansion

At late times within the interval @’ < a < apq., using Eq. (4.67) and Eq. (5.1),
we get the following integral equation of the form:

> \/[Jﬁz <1+<a+5ln(Mip>> (%)4) +%] L

<Mi)3 [404 +B+481n (Mi)} _SMg /dt. (5.125)
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To compute the left hand side of the above integral equation, we once again use the
field redefinition via the following transformation:

D e (5.126)

and study the two limiting physical situations as mentioned below.

i) /M, << 1:

In this limit, we expand the exponentials upto linear order and get the resulting
solution for the transformed field \ as:

Ve 4

A= (==Lt + By Botp) (5.127)
3Mp Voo A /

3M2+3M3+§)

where B, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

1/2
Voo A
(3M2 Tzt §> Al

Bio = t 5.128
The above expressions have been obtained using the assumptions that the constraint
conditions:
468\
_4pr << 1, (5.129)
(4o + B)
z(do + B)A
i << 1, (5.130)

Voo A
vzt T3

are satisfied. Since we are already in the limit in which the value of A is very small,
hence by choosing the other parameters of the model properly, we can easily satisfy
the above constraint conditions.

Further substituting the above expression into the Friedmann equation, we get
the following expression for the scale factor as:

310(404—1—5) t

Vo VE)O{ A 1/2 3M2(4O‘+6)

a(t) = By exp <—3M2 + 302 + 5) 2( Voa . )
P p

Vogagz (40 + ﬁ)

— 4o+ Bt | (5.131
e VM)MQ(a )| (5.131)

p
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where By is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Vo Voo A\ 3M2 (4 + B)
Bl — _ 4 = 4 Bip(4 t
11 = afexp (3Mp2+3M5+3> —l—2< V0a+ > (4o +B) | ty
V03M2(40z+6)
+ (4o + B)t7| . (5.132)

Voo A
12 <3M2 + 31?/13 + §> M

Here ay is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.

ii) ¢/M, >> 1:

In this case we get an integral of the form

\/ 3M2 3M2 (o + ﬁ)\)e‘*’\}
S ()
/d)\ (4o + B+ 4BN) © = 3M2 /dt (5.133)

To compute the left hand side of the above integral equation and hence to get an
analytical expression for A, we assume the following three constraint conditions i.e.

Vo A Vo
(3M3 + 5) << R (o + BA)e™ (5.134)
4o+ B << 4B, (5.135)
a << PA (5.136)

Since we are in large A limit, by choosing the values of the parameters of the model,
the above conditions can be easily satisfied. Under these assumptions, we get the
expression for \ as:

Vo 46
)\:( 3M2t+B ) T (5.137)

where By, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

Vi Vods 1/2
Bia= —>t;+ 1
I VER (12M35 (5.138)

Here Ay is the value at turnaround.

Further substituting the expression for A, hence ¢ into the Friedmann equa-
tion and applying the above mentioned constraint conditions, we get the following
expression for the scale factor as:

(8<
a(t) = Bizexp |2e M t

- , (5.139)
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where Bi3 is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

2
8<B127j;/10‘;:> B y 9 1/2
e 2
R I (~atigts + Ba) 7
13 = agexp | —2e ty 0 (5.140)
BNV

Here ay is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.
B. Contraction

This phase is independent of any choice of the potential provided the condition
¢ >> V(¢) holds good in this phase. This implies that the final conclusion remains
same as obtained for previous hilltop and natural potential in the background of
ACDM model.

C. Expression for work done

The solution of the scale factor (i.e its time dependence) is same as that for hill-
top and natural potential. Hence the expression for work done is same except that
the constant will now depend on the parameters of this model. Thus the phenomenon
of hysteresis also holds perfectly for this model.

For Case 2
A. Expansion

At late times within the window @' < a < G, using Eq. (5.5) and Eq. (5.6), we
get an integral equation similar to Eq. (5.74), with the potential V' (¢) now given by
the Supregravity motivated Coleman-Weinberg potential. For the case 2 the math-
ematical form of the governing integral equation is exacly same as that obtained in
case 2, only in the present case the constant A is replaced by the field dependent
A(¢), which is defined earlier. To compute the left hand side of the master integral
equation we will once again use the previously mentioned field redefinition:

P _ (5.141)

One can find the analytical solutions only for the case when the small field limiting
approximation is valid i.e. ¢/M, << 1 is satisfied.
In this limit, we expand the exponentials upto linear order and get the resulting
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solution for the redefined field \ as:

(5 + Bio) O

A= 5.142
VP (5:142)
where Bjg is the arbitrary integration constant given by:
AV P t
By = MVP (5.143)

O 3M,

Here we introduce two new constants O and P given by the following expressions:

O = —(4a + B) + Ay + 2A3 M, + 3A3 M + 4N M, (5.144)

P

o oMo ( Mo Ay MMy A“Mg) | (5.145)

oz 3 o \sm, T3 T3 3
Here Ay is the value at turnaround when ¢ = ¢;.

The above expressions have been obtained using the assumptions that the con-
ditions,

O

<< 5.146
5 <<L (5.146)
L

= <<, 5.147
) (5.147)

are satisfied. Since we are already in the limit in which the value of X is very small,
hence by choosing the other parameters of the model properly, we can easily satisfy
the above conditions. Here we introduce two new constants ) and L given by the
following expressions:

Vo 4Vha Ay 20y 3A3M, 4N
= - 14
C=5 e <3Mp TRty T ) (5.148)
Yo ) 5
L=~ (57 ) (78 +120) + 20M, + 6A3 M + 120, M) (5.149)
p

Further substituting the above expression into the Friedmann equation, we get the
following expression for the scale factor as:

a(t) = By exp {ﬁ ((1 + ggg;ﬁ) t+ %ﬂ)] : (5.150)

where Bj; is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

OQ) By oQ
Bl7 = CLf €Xp |:—\/F ((1 + W) tf + mtf . (5151)
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Here ay is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.
B. Contraction

The conclusion remains same as for ACDM model, because in this case all the extra
terms containing ¢, will be neglected at leading order approximation.

C. Expression for work done

The solution of the scale factor (i.e its time dependence) is same as that for hill-
top and natural potential. Hence the expression for work done is same except that
the constant will now depend on the parameters of this model. Thus the phenomenon
of hysteresis also holds true for this model.

For Case 3

At late times within the window ¢’ < a < @par, using Eq. (5.12) and Eq. (5.14),
we get the integral equation of the form similar to Eq. (5.86) with the potential
now given by the supergravity motivated Coleman-Weinberg potential. Simplified
analytical solutions can be obtained if we use the following field redefinition:

= e, (5.152)

which we have used earlier and take small field limiting approximation ¢/M, << 1
in the present context.

In this limit, we expand the exponentials upto linear order and get the resulting
solution for the redefined field variable X as:

2
MP

t

A= +B ; ; —, 5.153

(SMp 22) LG (GO (5:155)
U/

U/
v’

vz

where B, is the arbitrary integration constant given by:

R U’ R
Bp— 2 (Lhaw  (m=Utag)) b (5.154)
w2\ Uz 30,

Here for the sake of clarity we introduce four model dependent constants R, S”, U’, V'
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given by:

Vo Ae
f= % (4ot - 2E 1
R = gyplo =0, (5.155)
Vo Ao Vea A
(S (5.156)

3MZ 3 3M2  3MZ
4VB | 3Voda+B) | Ae

U = + +—, (5.157)
MP MP MP
Vo Ae
=24 —. 1
1% Mp( a+ﬂ)+Mp (5.158)

The above expressions have been obtained using the assumptions that the conditions,

R'A
o << 1, (5.159)
U\
<< 1, (5.160)

are satisfied. Since we are already in the limit in which the value of X is very small,
hence by choosing the other parameters of the model properly, we can easily satisfy
the above conditions.

Further substituting the above expression into the Friedmann equation, we get
the following expression for the scale factor as:

R'M?B RIt2 M2
a(t) - 323 oXp \/§ 1 T R/ - U’22 R/ t + R/ f’ R/ )
25’/ (1+U2/S, + (V/(Ul;rQS/))) 125/ (1+U2/s/ + (‘//(l]l/‘;gy)))
v’ V72 b vz
(5.161)
where
R/MQB R/t2M
Bos = agexp |~V S [ | (1+ — P /22 / ty+ i :
i | (—0+55)) 1+ (U_+))
25" U2’S + U’2 28 1257 U%S + ¥ U2 28
v7 vz v’ V72
(5.162)

Here ay is the value of the scale factor at turnaround.
B. Contraction

Solutions remain same as obtained before. So the conclusion also remain unchanged
for contraction phase of the Universe.

C. Expression for work done
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The solution of the scale factor (i.e. its time dependence) is same as that for hilltop
potential. Hence the expression for work done is same except that the constant will
now depend on the parameters of this model. Thus the phenomenon of hysteresis
also holds true for this model.

5.7 Graphical Analysis
5.7.1 Case I: Hilltop potential

All the graphs in this section and in the following sections have been plotted in units
of M, =1, Hy =1, ¢ = 1, where M, is the Planck mass, Hj is the present value
of the Hubble parameter and c is the speed of light. While performing the analysis,
for the value of the standard cosmological constant, we have used Planck 2015 data
[75]. The analysis for all the three potentials has been done for late times since, in

the early times the solutions are those that we get for Randall-Sundrum single brane
world (RSII).

For Case 1:

Figs. 10 and 11 show the evolution of the scale factor and kinetic term of the
potential during contraction phase. We can draw the following conclusions from the
plots:

e Fig. 10(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for hilltop
potential given by Eqn. (5.60).

e While obtaining the above plot, we kept the value of the integration constants
By and B; as 1. Higher values of the integration constants only results in an
increase in the amplitude of the scale factor, not affecting the nature of the
graph.

e In Figs. 10(a) and 10(b), the plot has been shown for two particular cases which
gives interesting results. The red curve has been obtained for the case when
Vo=10"°M,, p=2, =1, By =1, B; = 1. While the blue curve has been
obtained for the case when Vy = 1072M}, p=3, f=—-8, By=1, B, = 1.

e While analyzing the results graphically, we have found that when the value
of Vp is low (for example ~ 107®M,}), the universe undergoes expansion for
any values of the parameters p, [, etc. But if we make V > 10*3M§, then
expansion is possible for any values of the parameters provided By takes larger
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the scale
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ << factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ <<
Mp with Vp = 1078M;}, p = 2, ﬁ =1, By = Mp with Vy = ].072]\4';}7 p =3, B = -8, By =
M,, By =1. M,, By =1.

V(g(t)) vs t (p<<M,) for cosmological
constant dominated Einstein gravity
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(¢) An illustration of the behavior of the potential during expansion
phase for ¢ << M, with Vo =107*M}, 3 =2, p=2, By=M, .

Figure 10. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the poten-
tial during the expansion and contraction phase for the cosmological constant dominated
Einstein gravity for case 1.
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avs t (contraction) for cosmological
constant dominated Einstein gravity

d:z vs t for cosmological
constant dominated Einstein gravity
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the kinetic
factor with time during contraction phase with term of the potential with time during contrac-
By = 10_3M5, Bs = 10%. tion phase with By = 5.4M§.

Figure 11. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the kinetic
term of the potential during the contraction phase for the cosmological constant dominated
Einstein gravity for case 1.

value. One such example has been shown in Fig. 10(b), where the universe
undergoes starts contracting instead of expanding at later times. Thus the
values of parameters for which Fig. 10(b) has been obtained, are not favourable
for the present scenario.

e Fig. 10(c) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field hilltop potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(5.57) with parameter values V = 10*4M2§7 8 =2, p=2, By =1. Negative
values of 8 and very large values of By does not give the required variation of
the potential for causing expansion. Thus, such values of the parameters are
not favorable for our model.

e In Fig. 11(a), we have plotted Eqn. (5.70), which results in the contraction
phase of the universe provided we choose the value of the constants accordingly.
This plot has been obtained for B, = 1072, Bs = 10*. Taking higher values
of B, decreases the amplitude of the scale factor, whereas higher values of By
increases the amplitude of the scale factor. If we compare Fig. 8(a) with Fig.
11(a), we find that there occurs a net increase in the amplitude of the scale
factor after one expansion-contraction cycle.
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ >> tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ >>
M, with Vo = 3x107'M}, p =3, 8 =1, By = M, with Vo = 3x10"'M}, p=3, B =1, By =
M,, By =1. My,

Figure 12. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion phase for the cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity for

case 1.

e In Fig. 11(b), we have plotted the kinetic term of the potential during the
contraction phase with the help of Eqn. (5.68) using By = 5.4M§. Negative
values of By do not give the correct nature of the kinetic term required for
causing contraction. The graph shows a decreasing kinetic term with time
because this will result in contraction phase.

e Fig. 12(a) shows the plot of the scale factor in the large field limit for hill-
top potential given by Eqn. (5.66). This plot has been obtained for V; =
3x107'M,), B =1, p=3, By = M,, Bs = 1. From Eqn. (5.66), we can con-
clude that negative values of 3 are not allowed in this case, since this will make
the expression imaginary. Larger and positive values of 3 results in a decrease
in amplitude of the scale factor Also, if we make p > 3, then the amplitude of
the scale factor decreases to a very low value. If we make p < 2, then the evo-
lution of the scale factor becomes very uneven, i.e.it remains constant for most
part of its evolution, with a sudden increase in amplitude at the end. Thus for
smooth and large amplitude expansion for the values of the other parameters
that we have chosen here, the allowed range of pis 2 < p > 3.

e Fig. 12(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for large
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field hilltop potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(5.62) with parameter values V = 3X10*1M§, =1 p=3, By = M;}.

For Case 2:

In Fig. 13, we have plotted the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during expansion for case 2. From the figures we can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 13(a) shows the variation of the scale factor with time for small field
hilltop potential for two cases of parameter values for a scalar field dependent
cosmological constant.

e Fig. 13(a) has been obtained from Eq. (5.84). Detail graphical analysis show
that an expanding universe in the present scenario is possible only if the values
of A1, Ay, Az, Aylies between —1072 to 1072, They can take any sign provided
their magnitudes remain within the specified range. The expansion in this case
is almost independent of the values of 5, p and V4.

e In Fig. 13(a), we have shown two such cases which give rise to an expanding
universe.

e Fig. 13(b) and Fig. 13(c) show the variation of the potential with time during
expansion for case 2. Detail graphical analysis have shown that keeping the
magnitude of the parameters within the above mentioned range, if we make A
negative, then expansion is possible only if A4 is also negative or only slightly
positive. This also requires a higher value of V. The other two parameters
can be either positive or negative. Also, if the values of Ay, A5 and A, are very
close to the upper bound, then we won’t get the correct nature of the potential
required for evolution.

e From Figs. 13(b) and 13(c), we can conclude that higher and positive parameter
values increases the height of the potential. But smaller and negative values of
the constants make the potential flatter. Also, from Fig. 13(c), only a negative
value of A4 can produce the correct evolution of the potential if all the other
constants are positive and small.

For Case 3:

In Fig. 14, we have plotted the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during expansion for case 3. From the figures we can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 14(a) shows the variation of the scale factor with time for small field
hilltop potential for V, = 10*8M;}, Big = Mp*Q, A= 10*2]\/[;}, By = 1.
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale factor (b) An illustration of the behavior of the potential
with time during expansion phase for ¢ << M, with with time during expansion phase for ¢ << M), with
Vo =1078My, p =2, B =1, Buu = M;”>, Bis = Vo = 10°My, p =3, 8 =1, Bu = My, A1 =

1, At =1078M3, Ao =1078M2, A3 =1078M,, Ay = —1072M3, Az = —1072M2, Az = —1072M,, Ay =
108 for red curve and Vo = 10_8M3, p=3,3=-10"2
2, Biy = M;z, Bis = 1, A1 = 710_2Mg, Ao =

710’2M3, A3 = 710*2Mp, A4 = —1072 for blue curve

V(¢(t)) vs t for cosmological
constant dominated Einstein gravity
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(C) An illustration of the behavior of the potential with time during expansion phase
for ¢ << M, with Vo = 4x1075M2, p=3, B =1, Bua = My, A1 = 1074M3, Ay =
1073M2, Az = 4x1073Mp, Aq = —3x1073.

Figure 13. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion phase for the cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity for
case 2.
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the poten- (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ << tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ <<
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p
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Figure 14. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion phase for the cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity for
case 3.

e Fig. 14(a) has been obtained from Eqn. (5.92). Detail graphical analysis show
that an expanding universe in the present scenario is possible only if the value
of A lies within the range —1072 to 1072. But as we go nearer to the upper
bound, expansion occurs only for very small values (very close to unity) of Bis.
The expansion in this case is independent of the values of 3, p . Higher values
of Vj increases the amplitude of the expansion. But values of V|, greater than
10*3]\42;1 do not give rise to an expanding universe.

e Fig. 14(b) shows the variation of the hilltop potential for an expanding uni-
verse for case 3 with ¢ << M, with V| = 2}(1()*4M;17 p=3, =1, Big=
M;? A= —10"°M,. Graphical analysis show that within the allowed range
of the parameter values, as discussed before, only a negative A can give the
correct nature of the evolution of the potential when Vj is very small (around
10*8M;}. For this case, § and p can take any values. But for larger values of
Vb, we can increase the range of A and make it positive by making 3 positive.
For example, if V = 10_3M1;l and A = 8X10_3M§, then the minimum value of

B required to give the correct evolution of the potential is 5.
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5.7.2 Case II: Natural potential
For Case 1:

Fig. 15 show the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for the case
of natural potential for case 1 during expansion. The following conclusions can be
drawn from the graphs:

e Fig. 15(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for natural
potential given by Eqn. (5.99).

e While obtaining the above plot, we kept the value of the integration constants
Bg and B; as 1. Higher values of the integration constants only results in an
increase in the amplitude of the scale factor, not affecting the nature of the
graph. Higher values of V also only results in an increase in amplitude of the
scale factor.

e Fig. 15(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field natural potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(5.97) with parameter values Vy = 3.6x107°M,}, Bs = 1, f = 8M,. Larger
values of the parameters gives rise to larger amplitude of expansion, but the
nature of the graph remains the same. If we compare Fig. 15(a) with Fig.
11(a), we find that there occurs a net increase in the amplitude of the scale
factor after one expansion-contraction cycle.

e Fig. 15(c) shows the plot of the scale factor in the large field limit for nat-
ural potential given by Eqn. (5.104). This plot has been obtained for Vj =
107>M,, Bs = M,, By = 1. Expansion is obtained only if the value of V; is
lesser than QM;}.

e Fig. 15(d) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for large
field natural potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(5.102) with parameter values Vo = 1072M,}, Bs = M,

For Case 2:

In Fig. 16, we have plotted the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during expansion for case 2. From the figures we can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 16(a) shows the variation of the scale factor with time for small field
natural potential for two cases of parameter values for a scalar field dependent
cosmological constant.
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avs tfor cosmological V(@(t)) vs t (¢<<f) for cosmological

constant dominated Eisntein gravity constant dominated Eisntein gravity
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ << tial during expansion phase for ¢ << f with

f with V5 =107®*M,, B¢ =1, By = 1. Vo =3.6x10"3M,, Bs =1, f=8M, .
avs t for cosmological V(¢(t)) vs t (¢>>f) for cosmological
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(¢) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (d) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ >> tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ >> f
fwith Vp = 10_2M§, Bg = M, By =1. with Vp = 10_2M;}, Bg = M,,.

Figure 15. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the poten-
tial during the expansion and contraction phase for the cosmological constant dominated
Einstein gravity for case 1.
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale factor (b) An illustration of the behavior of the potential
with time during expansion phase for ¢ << f with with time during expansion phase for ¢ << f with
Vo = 1078M2, f =2M,, Big=M,?, Bir =1, Ay = Vo = 44x1073M}, f = 4M,, Big = My >, A1 =
—1072M3, Ap = —1072M2, Az = —1072Mp, Ay = —1072M3, Ax = 1.2x1073M2, A3 =2.4x10"3Mp, Ay =
—10=2 for red curve and Vp = 10_8Mg7 f = 6.5x1073.

6Mp, Big = My?, Bir =1, Ay = 3x1073M3, Ay =

3x1073M2, Az = 3x1073Mp, Ay = 3x107% for blue

dashed curve .

Figure 16. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion phase for the cosmological constant dominated FEinstein gravity for
case 2.

e Fig. 16(a) has been obtained from Eq. (5.118). Detail graphical analysis show
that an expanding universe in the present scenario is possible only if the values
of A1, Ay, As, Ay lies between —1072 to 1072 similar to the case for hilltop
potential. They can take any sign provided their magnitudes remain within
the specified range. But expansion is possible only if f > 1M, and value of Big
is very close to unity. If we make the value of Big too large, then expansion is
possible eithe rif all the other constants are positive except A, or if only A, is
positive and any two or all three other constants are negative. Increase in the
value of V; only increases the amplitude of scale factor.

e In Fig. 16(a), we have shown two such cases which give rise to an expanding
universe.

e Fig. 16(b) shows the variation of the potential with time during expansion for
case 2. Detail graphical analysis have shown that keeping the magnitude of
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the parameters within the above mentioned range, expansion is possible only
if Az > 3x1073M,,, Ay > 5x107? and Vj > 10*6M§.

e Higher and positive parameter values increases the height of the potential.

For Case 3:

In Fig. 17, we have plotted the evolution of the scale factor and the potential

avs tfor cosmological V(@(t) vs t (p<<f)for cosmological
constant dominated Einstein gravity constant dominated Einstein gravity
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the po- (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
tential with time during expansion phase for tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ << f
P << f with Vy = 10_8M;§, Byy = M=% A = with Vo = 4X10_3M3, f =1, By = ]\417_27 A=

p b
1073M,}, Bay = 1. —1072M,.

Figure 17. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion phase for the cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity for
case 3.

during expansion for case 3. From the figures we can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 17(a) shows the variation of the scale factor with time for small field
natural potential for Vo = 107°M,}, By = M, A =107°M}, By = 1.

e Fig. 17(a) has been obtained from Eq. (5.122). Detail graphical analysis
show that an expanding universe in the present scenario is possible only if the
value of A lies within the range —1072 to 1072. But if f < 1M, expansion is
possible only if By is very close to unity and A > —2.8X10*2M§. For f > 1M,
expansion is possible if A lies within the range —10*2M1‘,1 to 10*2M1;1
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e Fig. 17(b) shows the variation of the natural potential for an expanding uni-
verse for case 3 with ¢ << f with 1 = 4x10*3M;‘, f=1 By = Mlj2, A=
—10*2M;}. Fig. 17(b) has been obtained with the help of Eqn. (5.120). Graph-
ical analysis show that within the allowed range of the parameter values, as
discussed before, larger values of V) and A results in steeper fall of the potential
and larger potential height.

5.7.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential
For Case 1:

Fig. 18 show the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for the case of
supergravity potential for case 1 during expansion. The following conclusions can be
drawn from the graphs:

e Fig. 18(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for su-
pergravity potential given by Eqn. (5.131) with the parameter values Vj =
2X10_3M§, Blg = Mp, B11 = 1, o = 05, 6 =1.

e While obtaining the above plot, we kept the value of the integration constants
By and Bj; as 1. Higher values of the integration constants only results in
an increase in the amplitude of the scale factor, not affecting the nature of the
graph. Higher values of V also only results in an increase in amplitude of the
scale factor. The evolution of the scale factor is almost independent of .. Large
increase in amplitude of the scale factor occurs for large value of 3 irrespective
of its sign.

e Fig. 18(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field supergravity potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(5.127) with parameter values Vy = 4.6x107°M,}, By = 0.5, a = 0.18, = 2.
Larger values of the parameters gives rise to larger amplitude of expansion, but
the nature of the graph remains the same. If we compare Fig. 18(a) with Fig.
11(a), we find that there occurs a net increase in the amplitude of the scale
factor after one expansion-contraction cycle.

e Fig. 18(c) shows the plot of the scale factor in the large field limit for su-
pergravity potential given by Eqn. (5.139). This plot has been obtained for
Vo = 10_8]\/[3, Biy = 1078M,, By3 =1, 8 = 7. Proper expansion is obtained
only if the value of Bjs is << 1 and the value of  is large. Larger value of 1}
results in nearly constant expansion amplitude with a huge increase towards
the later times. Expansion is possible for both negative and positive values of

3.
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a vs t for cosmological V(@(t)) vs t (¢<<M,) for cosmological
constant dominated Einstein gravity constant dominated Einstein gravity
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ << tial during expansion phase for ¢ << M, with
Mp with V) = 2X10_3M;}, B = Mp, Bi1 =VW= 4.6){10_3]\4;17 B1p =0.5, a =0.18, B =2.
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(¢) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (d) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ >> tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ >>
M, with Vo = 1078M,}, Byy = 107°M,,, Bis = M, with Vy = 8x107°M,;, Bi; = 1078M,, a =
1, p=r. 1, p=-0.01.

Figure 18. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the poten-
tial during the expansion and contraction phase for the cosmological constant dominated

Einstein gravity for case 1.

— 908 —



e Fig. 18(d) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for large
field supergravity potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(5.137) with parameter values Vo = 8x107°M}, Biy = 107°M,,, a =1, 3 =
—0.01. Proper evolution of the potential which will give rise to expanding
universe is possible only if 5 < 0 and Bjy is << 1. Larger values of a makes
the potential fall more steeply. Larger values of Vy mildly increase the height
of the potential.

For Case 2:

In Fig. 19, we have plotted the evolution of the scale factor and the potential

avstfor cosmological V(@(t)) vs t (¢<<M,) for cosmological
constant dominated Einstein garvity constant dominated Einstein garvity
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale factor (b) An illustration of the behavior of the potential with
with time during expansion phase for ¢ << M), with time during expansion phase for ¢ << M, with Vo =
Vo = 1.3x1073M}, Bis = My2, Bir = 1, Ay = 2.1x1072M3}, o = 107%, Bis = 1074M, %, Ay =
2.6x1072M3, Ay = =107 M2, Az = —107' My, Ay = —107 M3, Ay =7.9x1072M2, Az = 7.9x1072M,,, Ay =
8.8x1072, a=0.13, B=—04 . 8.4x10~1, B = —1.85.

Figure 19. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion phase for the cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity for
case 2.

during expansion for case 2. From the figures we can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 19(a) shows the variation of the scale factor with time for small field
supergravity potential for case 2 with Vy = 1.3x107°M,}, Big = M, Bir =

1, Ay = 2.6x1072M3, Ay = —107'M2, Ay = —10"'M,, A, = 8.8x1072, a =
0.13, 8= —0.4
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e Fig. 19(a) has been obtained from Eqn. (5.150). Detail graphical analysis
show that an expanding universe in the present scenario is possible only if the
values of Aj, As, Az, Ay lies between —10~! to 107!, They can take any sign
provided their magnitudes remain within the specified range. But expansion is
possible for § > 0 only if any two of the constants (A, A2, A3, A4) are positive
and the other two take negative values. For § < 0, exoansion is possible for
any possible combination of signs of the constants. Large values of « results in
larger amplitude of expansion, but the nature remains the same.

e Fig. 19(b) shows the variation of the potential with time during expansion
for case 2 obtained with the help of Eqn. (5.142) and with parameter val-
ues Vo = 2.1x10*2M;1, a = 107% B = 10*4Mp*2, A = —10*1M5’, Ay =
7.9X10_2M5, A3 = 7.9X10_2Mp, Ay = 8.4x107!, B = —1.85. Detail graphical
analysis have shown that keeping the magnitude of the parameters within the
above mentioned range, potential evolves with the required nature to cause
expansion only if # < 0 and o < 1.

e Higher and positive parameter values increases the height of the potential.

For Case 3:

In Fig. 20, we have plotted the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during expansion for case 3. From the figures we can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 20(a) shows the variation of the scale factor with time for small field su-
pergravity potential for Vy = 1.5x1073M, By = M %, A = 4x107°M,}, Bs3 =
1, =096, 3=1.

e Fig. 20(a) has been obtained from Eqn. (5.161). Detail graphical analysis
show that an expanding universe in the present scenario is possible only if the
value of A lies within the range —107! to 1072. If we decreas the value of V}
to 10*7M;}(say), then expansion is possible only for values of By << M;Q.
Expansion is possible for both positive and negative values of 3, however small
positive values of § are more favourable for expansion.

e Figs. 20(b) and 20(c) show the variation of the supergravity potential for an
expanding universe for case 3 with ¢ << M, for two sets of parameter values,
Vo = 8x1073M?, a = 0.8, Byy = M;?, §=0.15, By =1, A= —3.6x10>M*
and Vp = 1.2x10°M?, @ = 1075, By = 108M;2, f = —0.7, Byy = 1, A =
4.3x107* M} respectively. Figs. 20(b) and 20(c) have been obtained with the
help of Eqn. (5.153). Graphical analysis show that within the allowed range
of the parameter values, as discussed before, for values of A near the upper
bound, expansion is possible only for negative values of 5 and values of other
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the poten- (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ << tial with time during expansion phase for ¢ <<
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(¢) An illustration of the behavior of the potential with time during ex-

pansion phase for ¢ << M, with Vj =

1.2x1073M2, a = 1078, By =

1078M,;2, B = —0.7, Bys =1, A = 4.3x1073 M.

Figure 20. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential

during the expansion phase for the cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity for

case 3.
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parameters (a, Vp, Bag) much less than unity (~ 107%). For positive value of
B expansion is possible if the value of V > 1()*4M;)l and that of « is close to
unity. In this case, in order to get an expanding universe, A must have small
negative values. Larger the magnitude of 3, steeper the fall of the potential.

6 Hysteresis from Loop Quantum gravity (LQG) model

Loop Quantum gravity (LQG) is one of the candidate theories of quantum gravity
which successfully resolves the big bang singularity. It is primarily based on the
quantum geometry effects of loop quantum gravity.

For the spatially flat case when the curvature parameter k£ = 0, the modified
Friedmann equations in this model are given by:

=) sn0-2)

. a 1 2
H4+ H? = E:_6M2 ((p+3p)——'0(2p+3p)> ) (6.2)

which is exactly same as that we get for RSII brane world cosmology (see Appendix).
Since this analysis has already been done in detail by [11], we have not shown it here
again. However the results of this analysis have been quoted in the Appendix for
reference. Hence the rest of the conclusions remain same as that obtained for RSII
brane world model.

Modified Friedmann equations for non flat case i.e. for k # 0 in this model
[76, 77| are given by:

a 1
H?* = | - - —(pa — :
(a) 3M2 (p—p1) (pc(pg p)>, (6.3)
. a 2 p 3
H+H> = - = Ly 2

* a 6M2(p+3p)+3M2 (pc+ X) (’”229)

kx P 2Ck (p 1
+ A( —l—kx) ’YQA(pc+kX 5 ) (6.4)

where we introduce two new constants p; and p, are defined as:

— 3k M?
L) e, S .
p1 A X P (6.5)
p2 = pe(l—kx) - (6.6)

Here the critical density p., the model parameters A, x and ¢ can be expressed within
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LQG setup as |76, 77]:

2
Pe = 37]2\2’ (6.7)
A = 4\/37?%12, = 1i*p, (6.8)
(
sin2ﬂ — (1 + 72) 02, for k=41
X = (6.9)
\ —2 02, for k= —1.
¢ =sin’fi — gsin 21, (6.10)

where p is the triad (which without any loss of generality will be chosen with positive
orientation) and the Barbero-Immirzi parameter v can be fixed by computing the
black hole entropy in LQG. Now let us concentrate on the classical limit, A — 0,
from LQG setup one can write:

X — =V, (6.11)
3k M2
p— P (6.12)
P
2=p) (6.13)

Pe

Thus we recover the Friedmann equation in classical GR in the limit A — 0. In the
next subsections we will discuss the detailed cosmological consequences as well the
phenomena of cosmological hysteresis from this model.

6.1 Condition for bounce

Bounce occurs when the following condition holds good:

p = p2, (6.14)

where the universe reaches its minimum radius a,,; and maximum density [77] is
achieved:

Pmaz = P2 ‘aminz Pe- (615)

Therefore condition for bounce is given by:

Po = Pe- (6.16)
The mass at bounce (neglecting the constant factor) is given by:

My = pyay = p.a;. (6.17)
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Therefore an infinitesimal variation in mass at bounce can be expressed as:
SM = p.o(ap)®. (6.18)

By setting the following constraint condition:
oM = —6W = — jl{pdV, (6.19)

we get the expression for change in amplitude of the scale factor at each successive
cycle as:

5(amin)? = —pi ]4 pdV (6.20)

Thus, the amplitude of the scale factor increases iff:

?{pdv <0 (6.21)

as the critical density p. > 0 always. We also observe that now the increase in
scale factor depends on the critical density p. but is independent of the curvature
parameter k. Hence the result holds good for £ = 41 i.e. for both open and closed
universe.

6.2 Condition for acceleration

From Eq. (6.4), at bounce the condition for acceleration is given by:

a 1 4 3
kx 2Ck 1
— (1+kxy)——= |k = 22
RV (CR ) BCES

Thus it implies that whether the condition for acceleration violates the energy condi-
tion, now depends upon the values of different parameters of the LQG model present
in the above expression.

For different values of the curvature parameter k£ we get the following constraint
conditions for acceleration at bounce as:

WME(L+y) | 20M° (34 4Y)
- — for £ =+1
YPA 142y 2A 3(1+2x)
Db > (6.23)
92 2 _ 2 _
XM (1= x) — 20M - pe(3 = 1) for k£ = —1.
[ 2A 1-2x  92A 3(1—2y)

In Figs. 21, we have shown the phenomena of bounce and acceleration in the
LQG model. We can draw the following conclusions from the above figures:
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(a) An illustration of the bouncing condition for (b) An illustration of the acceleration condition
a universe withk = 1,p. = 10M* for red curve at the time of bounce for a universe with an equa-
and k =1, w = 1/3, p. = 10M* for blue curve tion of state w =0, k=0, p. = 10M*.

and k = —1, w = 1/3, p. = 10M* for green

curve.
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(¢) An illustration of the acceleration condition (d) An illustration of the acceleration condition
at the time of bounce for a universe with an equa- at the time of bounce for a universe with an equa-
tion of state w =0, k= —1, p. = 10M* tion of state w =0, k=1, p. = 10M*.

Figure 21. Graphical representation of the phenomena of bounce and acceleration for

LQG model.
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e In Fig. 21(a), we have plotted the r.h.s of Eq. (6.3) using the relation p =
a~30%%) with k = 1, p. = 10M* for red curve and k = 1, w = 1/3, p. = 10M*
for blue curve and k = —1, w = 1/3, p. = 10M* for green curve.

e We have used w = 1/3, since we require a soft equation of state for causing the
acceleration and expansion. The case w = 0 causes bounce equally well. The
value of p. chosen is arbitrary.

e From Fig. 21(a), we can also say that the behavior of the Hubble parameter
w.r.t. density is nearly same for any value of k.

e From Fig. 21(a), we get the bounce at p = p, = 10M* for all the three cases.

e Figs. 21(b) to 21(d), we have shown the necessary condition of acceleration
(@ > 0) at the time of bounce for ¥ = 0, —1, 1. Here we have plotted
the r.h.s of Eqns. (6.4) and (6.3). These plots have also been obtained for
w =0, p. = 10M*.

e Thus from Fig. 21 we can conclude that for this model, bounce is possible for
closed, open and flat universe.

6.3 Condition for turnaround

Turnaround or re-collapse occurs when the following criteria is achieved:

p=p1, (6.24)

when the universe reaches its maximum radius a,,,, and minimum density can be
written as |77]:

3kM?
P1 = Pmin =~ —5 - (6.25)
ama.r
Therefore, in place of Eq. (6.20), we get:
1
Omazr = — = d 2
a i f pdV (6.26)

Unlike for the bounce case, the condition for an increase in expansion amplitude at
turnaround now depends on the curvature parameter only (apart from the sign of
the work done). Substituting the values of curvature parameter Eq. (6.26) can be
recast in the following form:

1
3M?

Omar = (6.27)

fpdv for k= +1

1
e ]{pdv for k = —1.
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Let us explicitly mention the two possible physical outcomes from Eq. (6.29) appear-
ing in the present context:

e For £ = +1, in order to get an increase in the amplitude of the scale factor
after each successive cycle, we need § pdV < 0.

e For £ = —1, in order to get an increase in the amplitude of the scale factor
after each successive cycle, we need § pdV' > 0.

Rest of all the conclusions remain same as that we obtained for the case of bounce
from LQG setup.

6.4 Condition for deceleration

Using the definition of p; = —kyxp. from Eq. (6.4), at turnaround time scale the
condition for acceleration is given by:

6 M2k

,)/2—A. (6.28)

p1+ 3p; >

Further substituting the expression for p; for different values of the curvature pa-
rameter k in non-flat case we get the following constraint conditions for acceleration

(

2x 1

M2 <___) for k= +1
VA af

at bounce as:

Dt (6.29)

M? (22_X_i2> for k = —1.
L VA a;
Just like the case of acceleration within LQG setup, the condition for deceleration at
turnaround also depends on the LQG model parameters. Additionally it is important
to note that whether this constraint violates the energy condition or not, solely
governed by the numerical values of the constants.

In Fig. 22, we have shown the phenomena of turnaround and deceleration in
LQG model. We can draw the following conclusions from the above figures:

e In Fig. 22(a), we have plotted the r.h.s of Eqns. (6.3), using the relation
p=a 30 with k = —1, w =1, p. = 10M* for blue curve and k = 1, w =
1, p. = 10M* for green curve. For this case we have used w = 1, since we
require a stiff equation of state for causing contraction and deceleration.

e From Fig. 22(a), we get the turnaround at p = p; = 0 for k = 0, —1 and at
p = p; = 1M* respectively.
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Figure 22. Graphical representation of the phenomena of turnaround and deceleration
for LQG model.
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e Figs. 22(b), 22(c) and 22(d) show the necessary condition of deceleration (i <
0) at the time of turnaround. Here we have plotted the r.h.s of Eqns. (6.4)and
(6.3). This plot has also been obtained for the same parameter values as the
earlier graph.

e Thus Fig. 22 shows graphically that the phenomenon of turnaround is possible
for the DGP model having w = 1.

6.5 Evaluation of work done in one cycle

The expression for the total work done is same as that given by Eq. (4.52) in DGP
model. But in order to get an expression similar to Eq. (4.63), we see that just like
in DGP model, here also the Friedmann equations given by Eq. (6.3) and Eq. (6.4),
which are highly complicated. Hence to get a analytical solution, just like in the
case of DGP model, here also we can use the early and late time approximations to
Eq. (6.3).

At early time, p >> p;, hence we can neglect p; in Eq. (6.3). Then we get:

(2)2 - 3]\142 p (i(m - p)) (6.30)

Solving the above equation for p and using the following relation [76]:

p1+ p2 = pe, (6.31)

we get the following two-fold solution for the energy density:

b + \/pz — 4(3M2p. ()" + pip2)

6.32

) (632

But we know that at the time of bounce (H = 0), the solution of this equation is:
p=p2=pe, (6.33)

which we approximately get by setting H = 0 in Eq. (6.32) and taking the positive
signature in the solution. Therefore the physically acceptable solution for the density
p is given by:

e/ P2 — 4BM2p, (2)7 +
,_t \/p (2p(a) P1p2)' (6.34)

Pphys =
Using the energy conservation equation (continuity equation):
p+3H(p+p) =0 (6.35)

and Eq. (6.30), we get the following form of the second Friedmann equation written
as:

2 (2) = o= ot (6.36)
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from which we get the following expression for the pressure p in early times as:

p=%344@=7%%%;[<§)—(gf]—n (6.37)

Further using Eq. (6.34) into Eq. (6.37), we get the following expression for the
second and third integral of Eq. (4.53) as:

i—1 1i—1

/ " pdV = / pdV
a/i—l aifl

min

_/3 2MPpe i (0N e
(20 —p2) [ \a 2
4 (53 6 )
+ / 3 5 a*adt. (6.38)

At late times, p << ps, hence the following condition holds good:

(p2 — p)

— 1. 6.39
Pe (6.59)

Hence using p; = 3kM?/a?,,,, Eq. (6.3) reduces to standard Friedmann equation

(3)2 _ V’ggﬁl), (6.40)

Using the standard second Friedmann equation for acceleration and the above equa-

given by:

tion we get the following expression for pressure p as:

p—f—vw——M1%+(ﬂz+k

5 . " pe) (6.41)

Therefore the expressions for the first and last integral in Eq. (4.53) are given by

1i—1

/_ pdvz/mpdv
at-l ali—1

=— / 3M? (2daa + a° + ka) dt (6.42)

Therefore the complete expression of the work done in one single expansion-contraction
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cycle is obtained by substituting Eq. (6.38) and Eq. (6.42) into Eq. (4.53) i.e.

foor = o 20 o ()] )
\/pi —4 (3M2pc (2)* +p1p2>

+ / 3 5 a’adt

— / 3M? (2daa + a° + ka) dt. (6.43)

From the above expressions we can conclude that, at early times, work done depends
on the LQG model parameters like the critical density p., but depends only on the
curvature parameter k at late times.

6.6 Semi-analytical analysis for cosmological potentials

As we have done for the other models, here also we will consider the cases of three
different potentials as mentioned earlier. In this subsection we will denote Planck
mass by M,,.

6.6.1 Case I: Hilltop potential

Since we need to substitute the expression for the scale factor into Eq. (4.64), we
need to find separate expressions for the scale factor for both early and late times
during expansion and contraction phases of the Universe.

A. Expansion

i) Early time

At early time within the interval a,,;,, < a < & we will do the analysis for the
case when the curvature parameter k # 0, because as we have already seen, that the
curvature term is necessary for causing the turnaround at late times. To serve this
purpose we can use the approximate Friedmann equation given by Eq. (6.30), where
p is now given by the hilltop potential. Then substituting the resulting expression
for the Hubble parameter H from LQG setup into Eq. (4.67), we get an integral
equation of the following form:

[a(2) ) YO @)W i-20+0())  u

M, o () 3

M,
(6.44)
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Now it is important to note that the exact analytical solution of the left hand side of
the above integral equation is given in the Appendix for RSII model. But for LQG
setup to get analytical result, we consider the following field redefinition:

— =e", (6.45)

where now we will solve for A instead of ¢. Simplified analytical expression for A was
possible only if we consider the small field limiting case i.e. ¢/M, << 1, which has
been elaborately discussed below.

For this case we can expand the exponentials upto linear order and apply the
following constraint conditions within LQG setup as:

pBA

(1+0)

Vo(1+ B(1 + pA))
Pe

<< 1, (6.46)

<< 1. (6.47)

Since we are in the small A limit, these conditions are possible provided we choose
the values of the parameters of the model accordingly. The solution for A is now
given by:

A_glﬁ%igﬁ, (6.48)

where we introduce two constants ( and E, given by:

B Vi 1/2 s Vi
o () (-t

Vot
Ey = 4+ —— .

(1+ 6)) (6.49)

Here ); is the value at bounce which corresponds to the time ¢ = ¢;.

Further substituting the expression for A back into the approximated version of
the Friedmann equation, we get the following expression for scale factor as:

i [((-ska+em)o- 2 s (1- 420+ 0)))
3M? Q
Vst VopBt? \%
n (fm(\)@pc - 12MO§(1+B) ( - 2_,;06(1 +5)>>
Q

a(t) = Eyexp

. (6.51)
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where we introduce a new constant E; given by:

[ (1m0 ) - By e (1 L0+ ))

Ei = q;
1 = a; exp 3M5 0
V2 5t2 VopBt? Ve
(_ f21(\]4gpc + 12J\/([)gp(1+ﬁ) (1 B 2_poc(1 + 5)))
0 .(6.52)

ii) Late time:

At late times within the interval ' < a < @42, the Friedmann equation is given
by Eq. (6.40), which is the standard Friedmann equation appearing in the context
of classical GR. Thus, in order to generate the condition for turnaround, we need to
take the curvature parameter k # 0 for this specific case. Thus, using the standard
classical GR version of the Friedmann acceleration equation and considering that
we have been solving for the cases when the contribution from the canonical kinetic
term is smaller compared to the potential i.e. p &~ —p ~ V(¢) for expansion and the
contribution from the canonical kinetic term is larger compared to the potential i.e.
pRDR P /2 for contraction, we get a differential equation for the scale factor of

a_ (9)2_320 (6.53)

and solving this equation we get the two-fold expressions for the scale factor of the

the form:

following form:

a(t) = exp [(\/ Eqt 4 E)) 4 2Pt _ of, (6.54)

and the form of E) and F, can be evaluated from the appropriate boundary condi-
tions.

Substituting the above expression back into the Friedmann equation, we get the
expression for the potential as

V(§) = Ex(1 + 2kePat2VEal) | (2525 VEIak2Vmy (6 55)

B. Contraction
From Eq. (4.68), we see that for the contraction phase, under the approximation

which we have assumed, the analysis becomes independent of the choice of the po-
tential. Hence, the final results for the LQG model holds good for any form of the
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potential.
i) Early time:

At eaarly times within the interval a,,;, < a < d’, following the same analysis as we
have already done for the case of expansion, with the new expression for density, the
integral equation is now given by:

/dg{ﬁﬂ (11 ﬁ>1/2 = —/dt. (6.56)

\/éMp 2pc

Solving the above integrals, we get the following expression for ¢ as:

. 2M?
o — (6.57)
3(t+ E3)? +

_pr
2pc

where we introduce a new constant £5 defined as:

1 2M2 M2 1/2
By=—t;,7F —=—%2—-—2L . 6.58
’ i \/g ( o 2pc> ( )

Here ¢; is the value of the derivative of the scalar field at bounce.
Integrating the above equation we get the solution for ¢ as

o(t) = 2\/2 }(E tan~'(V6(Es + )/pe/M,) + E} (6.59)
where
E:/)) = ¢z — 2\/%% tan_l(\/g(Eg + tz)\/ﬁ/Mp (660)

Further using the above expression in the Friedmann equation, we get the ex-
pression for scale factor as:

M2p.
0 (—Es + ) In[M; + 3(Es — ) pe)\ | 5730, =7 661
alt) = Eyexp (E3—t)%pc (6.61)

6My\/ Sz oo
where we introduce a new constant £, defined as:
MZpe
(= B3+ t:) In[M} + 3(Es — t;)*pc\ ) 5esb—i97m

Ey = aexp | — d My +5Fs i) e , (6.62)

(E _ti)2pc
6Mp\/ 3258 %0

where q; is the value of the scale factor at the time of bounce ¢;.

- 114 —



ii) Late time:

At late times within the interval ' < a < @qq, the Friedmann equation given
by Eq. (6.40), which is the standard Friedmann equation as appearing in the context
of classical GR. Thus, in order to generate the condition for turnaround, we need to
take k # 0 for this case. Thus, using the standard Friedmann acceleration equation
and considering that we have been solving for the cases when the p ~ —p =~ V(¢)
for expansion and p ~ p = P /2 for contraction, we get a differential equation for
the scale factor of the form:

i+ —+==0. (6.63)
a

Now solving the above differential equation for a(t), we get the following expression
for the scale factor as:

1

TE (t+E;) (6.64)
—k (1 + ProductLog[w])

a(t) = InverseFunction

k

where Eg, F; and K7 are the arbitrary integration constants whose values are deter-

mined from the appropriate choice of boundary conditions °.

C. Expression for work done
The expression for work done is given by the sum of Eq. (6.42) and Eq. (6.38).

Evaluation of the integrals using the corresponding scale factor for small field limit-
ing situation as have been calculated in this section gives

j{pdv = Wi+ Wy, (6.65)

3 Here InverseFunction(f)(x) represents the inverse of the function f(z). ProductLog or Lambert
w function or omega function gives the principal solution for w in z = we", for any complex number

z. By implicit differentiation, one can show that all branches of w satisfy the differential equation:
dw for z # —%.

aw _w
dz = z(14w)
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where W, and W is defined as:

1
W1 = k InverseFunction E . (t' — timae + E7)
—k (1 + ProductLog[%])
. 1 / 3
+ 3 InverseFunction (t' — timas + E7)

_1-Es
—k (1 + ProductLog[MD

[ [4]) |

+ 1 676d19k [e?)ed%*’dlBtmaZ (2 . 6€d20+d18tmaz 4 962(d20+d18tmaz)>

9d,3

dog+digt’ / / dog+distmaz dog+digt’
4 30T (2 4 edzothst —962(d2°+d18t)) e (i — K (6.66)

and

3d 3d / /
Wy = —dg {El |: 6 :| — Ei |:—6:| } — d56d6/t t — d563d6/t t— €d6/tmi" (dg + d10€2d6/tmm>tmm

/

| de .| de .| 3ds .| 3ds
e s ] e[ e (] - 7))

) : d 2d 16t min d 2d;6t’
+ e/t (dg + dyoede/t )+ dyze~ 4 { Erfi Q15 £ 2d16lmin | Erfi 15 + 2digt
2d13 2d13

dy5 + 2d;6tmin y dy5 + 2dy6t’
— Erf | ——MM— | — Eri | ————
(d17 r { S } dy,Er 2
d15 + 2d16tmin y dy5 + 2dy6t’
di-Brfi | —————— | — d. Frfi | ——————
+ ( 17 [ 215 } 17t 215

+ d5€d6/tmmtmin + d563d6/tmi" Crmins (667)

where d;...dyy are constants that depends on the parameters of the model whose ex-
plicit forms have been given in the appendix. .

6.6.2 Case II: Natural potential

A. Expansion

i) Early time:

“Here Ei(z) represents the exponential integral function, where Ei(z) = [ gdz and Erfi repre-

sents the imaginary error function given by, Erfi(z) = %
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At early time, within the interval a,,;, < a < &', we will do the analysis for the
case when k#0, because as we have seen, the curvature term is necessary for causing
the turnaround at late times. We can use the approximate Friedmann equation given
by Eq. (6.30), where p is now given by the natural potential. Then substituting the
resulting expression of H into Eq. (4.67), we get an integral equation given by

; 1 P 1/2 /
J ) () 2

The exact solutions of the above integrals are given in the Appendix. In order to

simplify the expressions, we solve the above integrals for two limiting cases:

a) ¢/f << 1:

For this case we take small argument approximations of the trigonometric functions
after which we get the solution for ¢ as

o(t) Vot
e Esexp VT ( 2‘;:)1/2 (3@3)1/2- (6.69)
where _
9 Vot
Es = 7 exp 3\/_f2 < 2\2) 72 (3%3)1/2_ (6.70)

Here ¢; is the value of ¢ at the initial time of bounce t;.
Substituting the expression for ¢ back into the Friedmann equation, we get the
expression for scale factor as

v (2w "2\
a(t) = Egexp | V2 WE (1— p ) t (6.71)
P C

where

Vi oV 1/2 1/2
Ey = azexp | —V/2 e <1— ; ) t; (6.72)
P C

Here a; is the value of the scale factor at bounce.

b) ¢/f >> 1:

For this case, considering the fact that for large argument the cosine function is
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small and the sine function can be approximated to unity, the solution for ¢ in this
case simplifies to

o) (3B

= (6.73)
1/2
Too() ()
where
: _<1‘ VO) ( " )l/gw-/f)—m (6.74)
- 2p.) \3M2 ’ 312 '

Here ¢; is the value of the scalar field at the time of bounce.
Substituting back the expression for ¢ into the Friedmann equation and inte-
grating, we get the expression for the scale factor as

\/ 3M2 (% zpc) V 3E 2 tV
a(t) = Ellexp - —6 0 Sin( ( 10f + O)pC )pc

8Vop? 3M7 anz 2 (Vo — 20c)
A/ 3M2 (‘/0 2pc) E 2
exp |— G Vo(9 VOQ f? sin 23Er0/” + o)r. ) + 4tp.)
8prc 3Mp 3M2 f2(‘/0 - 2pc)
(6.75)
where
3z (Vo — 2pc) 7 (3E10 f2+ Vo) pe
E = azexp —6 2 Sm( )
8%pc BMP 3M2 f2(‘/b - 2100)
A/ 3M2 (% Qpc) Vc 3B f? 12A%,
exp > Vo(9 02f2 Sin 2l mf +t:Vo)p: ) + 4tipe)
8‘/0/05 3Mp 3M2 f2( 0 zpc)
(6.76)

ii) Late time:

At late times, within the interval ¢’ < a < a4, the analysis is independent of
the choice of the potential. Consequently the results shown in this subsection hold
good for natural potential.

B. Contraction

As has already been mentioned that while performing the analysis for expansion,
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the conclusions for contraction phase is independent of any potential, hence remains
same.

C. Expression for work done

The expression for work done is given by the sum of Eq. (6.42) and Eq. (6.38).
Evaluation of the integrals using the corresponding scale factor analytically has been
possible for small field limiting situation, which as have been calculated in this section
as shown below:

where D; and D, is defined as:
. 1 /
D, = k InverseFunction 5 (t' — tmas + E7)
—k (1 + ProductLog[%])
1
+ 3 InverseFunction 5 (t' — tmaz + Fr)?
—k (1 + ProductLog[%])

+ 6—6d1gk {63ed20+d18tm‘” (2 _ 6€d20+d18tmax + 962(d20+d18tma9€))

9d,5
+ e3ed20+d181/(_2 + Gedzotdist’ _ 962(d20+d18t’)) + 964d2k(eed20+d18tmw B eed20+d18t1>k} :
(6.78)

and

d tmin 3d tmin
Dy = dse®/tmint o 4 dged®/tming

oo [2] - [E])-o o 2] -n 4]

_ d56d6/t’t/ o d563d6/t/t/ . €d6/tmin (dg + leegdG/tmin)tmin

d, d 3d, 3d
cnuile] e e ] - 7))

) ’ ) '
+ 3d21 (6d22tmzn _ edzzt ) _ d23<e3d22tmm _ e3d22t )

4 %(636[22%“” _ 63d22t/), (679)

where d;...dy, are constants that depends on the parameters of the model whose
explicit forms have been given in the appendix. Hence from our analysis we can see
that the phenomenon of hysteresis is achieved due to non-zero work done for natural
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potential in LGG setup.

6.6.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential

A. Expansion

i) Early time:

At early time within the interval, a,,;, < a < a to do the analysis we use non-
vanishing curvature parameter k # 0, because as we have seen, the curvature term
is necessary for causing the turnaround at late times. We can use the approximated
version of the Friedmann equation as given by Eq. (6.30), where the energy density
p is now characterized by the Coleman-Weinberg potential. Then substituting the
resulting expression of H into Eq. (4.67), we get an integral equation given by

]d<¢>JCwNH%meWKm>K s e 5)])

(€S PN Es)

3M2 f dt
(6.80)

To compute the left hand side of the above integral equation, we consider the follow-
ing field redefinition:

K (6.81)

as we had done for the case of hilltop potential. Here now we will solve for the
transformed or redefined field A instead of ¢. Simplified analytical expressions for
the above integral was possible only in the small field limiting case, ¢/M, << 1,
which has been elaborately discussed below.

For this case we can expand the exponentials upto linear order after which we
get the following solution for A as:

\— (3M2 E12> (4o + B) (6.82)

1/2°
(24 ) <21p°ca+ 2150 — 1) <3]\Vflg>

where F5 is the arbitrary integration constant given in terms of the model parameters

Vo, Vo W Vo \'?
E — (2 —1 . .
12 = 3M2 (24 a) (2pca+ 2 ) (3M3) (6.83)

as:

Here ); is the initial value at the time of bounce.
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While obtaining the above expression we have assumed the following three con-
straint conditions:

Vo(L+ (a4 BN +4)) _

; <1, (6.84)
(a+ BA)(1+4)) << 1, (6.85)
4B

Since we are in the small A limit, these conditions are satisfied if we also choose the
parameters of the model appropriately.
Further substituting the expression for A back into the Friedmann equation, we

(5%%)

2( - +da+ ) <3M2>1/2

get the following expression for scale factor as:

Vo
302

1/2
a(t) = Eyzexp ( ) E't+¢t :

where F3 is the arbitrary integration constant given in terms of the model parameters

Vo
" ()
E5 = aexp | — (3]\3[2) E't; —t? il 7
P 2( —|—4oz+ﬂ) <3M2>

where we introduce two constants E' and E” defined as:

, Q VO B
w=(1e5) (1- 2,)51 #a)) - e m ey (057

p= (105) (1 gpr0) + (g raass) (145)
~ (20 +%)< 2‘;(1+ ))

(6.88)

Here a; is the value of the scale factor at the time of bounce.

ii) Late time:

At late time, within the interval @’ < a < @42, the result is independent of any
specific choice of potential. We have already seen that for late times for the hilltop
potential did not depend on the form of the potential, hence the results shown in
that section holds good for Coleman-Weinberg potential.

B. Contraction
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As has already been mentioned that while performing the analysis for expansion,
the conclusions for contraction phase is independent of any choice of potential, hence
the conclusion remains the same as mentioned earlier for other potentials within

LQG setup.
C. Expression for work done

The expression for work done is given by the sum of Eq. (6.42) and Eq. (6.38).
Since the evolution of the scale factor with time is same as that for the hilltop poten-
tial, the final expression for the work done also remains the same as that obtained
for the hilltop potential. But now the constants depend on the parameters of this
model under consideration. Hence we can see that the phenomenon of hysteresis is
possible for Coleman-Weinberg potential in LQG setup.

6.7 Graphical Analysis
6.7.1 Case I: Hilltop potential

All the graphs in this section and in the following sections have been plotted in units
of M, =1, Hy=1, ¢ =1, where M, is the Planck mass, Hj is the present value of
the Hubble parameter and c is the speed of light.

In Fig. 23 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
for early and late time expansion phase. From the above plots, we can draw the
following conclusions:

e Fig. 23(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for hilltop
potential given by Eq. (6.51) with the parameter values Vy = 1.8x107°M,}, p =
3, =1, By =10M,, p. = 0.86M*, E, = 1.

e Detail graphical analysis show that expansion is possible for both positive and
negative values of 5. However, for large positive values of 5 (such as > 2)
expansion is possible only if the values of V{, and FEj are large. For f < —1,
expansion is not possible. And for § close to —1, expansion is obtained only if
Vo and Ej is O(1078). Increase in p only results in an increase in the amplitude,
keeping the pattern same. The plot is almost independent of the value of p,.

e Fig. 23(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for
small field hilltop potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of
Eqn. (6.48) with parameter values V = 1.8X10*3M;}, p=3, =1 Ey =
0.38M,, p. = 0.86M;. The evolution of the potential is not much affected
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factor with time during the early expansion phase tial during early expansion phase for ¢ << M,
for ¢ << M, with Vo = 1.8x1073M}, p =3, f = with Vo = 1.8x107°M,, p = 3, 8 =1, Ey =

1, By = 10M,, p. = 0.86M2, E; = 1. 0.38M,, pe = 0.86]M2 .
avstfor LQG model (late time) V(@(t)) vs t for LQG model
1011» T T rfrrrryrvrrrrrrrrrr e e e e e
45t
10° 2
s
o
$
® 107» > 35+
o
0
0 ¢
10% -
25}
1000 \ l l l l l (N I T ST S S T Y TN T T [ T N Y S T Y TN T T ST T S S S'¥
% 20 % 40 45 5 2% 30 3% 40 45 50
. an =1 TR
tlin M) t(inM,”)
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factor with time during late time expansion phase tential during late time expansion phase with
with Ey = M2, E) = 0.6, k= —1.0. Ey =01M?, By = =30, k=1.0.

Figure 23. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential

during the expansion phase for LQG model.
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by the value of p and p. (only the amplitude changes). 5 < 0 do not give the
required evolution of the potential for causing expansion. Expansion is possible
for larger positive values of 3 only if V4 is close to 107®M,;. Larger the value
of Vj, more linear the fall of the potential becomes. Expansion is possible only
if the value of Ey < 1M,,.

e Fig. 23(c) shows the plot of the scale factor in the late time expansion phase
for hilltop potential given by Eqn. (6.54). This plot has been obtained for
Ey = Mg, El = 0.6, k = —1.0. Since the solution is true for any potential,
Fig. 23(c) is also true for all the three potentials. Detail graphical analysis
have shown that the pattern of the graph remains same for £ = 1, only its
amplitude decreases. Expansion is possible only for E} < 1. Larger values
of Fs increases the amplitude of expansion. Expansion is possible for both
negative and positive values of the integration constants.

e Fig. 23(d) shows the evolution of the potential in the late time expansion phase
for hilltop potential. Fig. 23(d) has been obtained by with the help of Eqn.
(6.55) with the parameter values Ey = O.lM]?, El = —30, k = 1.0. Expansion
is possible for negative values and slightly positive values of E) only and for
getting the correct form of the potential with positive EY, we need to make Ej
much less than unity. Very large values of Fy do not give the required nature
of potential. Larger the magnitude of E}, larger is the height of the potential.
In this case, we get a potential decreasing with time, which is required for
expansion, only for £ = 1 and not for k = —1.

In Fig. 24 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for early
and late time contraction phase. From the above plots, we can draw the following
conclusions:

e Fig. 24(c) shows the plot of the scale factor in the early time contraction
phase for hilltop potential given by Eqn. (6.61). This plot has been obtained
for B3 = 1073M ', E; = 107, p. = 0.86M,. Detail graphical analysis have
shown that as we increase the value of E; and FEs, the amplitude of expansion
increases but the nature of the graph remains the same. Both the amplitude
and nature is almost independent of any change in the value of p..

e Fig. 24(d) shows the evolution of the potential in the early time contraction
phase for hilltop potential. Fig. 24(d) has been obtained by with the help
of Eqn. (6.59 with the parameter values Vy = 6.3x107°M,, p = 5, 8 =
0.35, £ =10.2M,, E3 = 5Mp_1, Pe = O.86]\4;L = 1.4. Detail graphical analysis
show that in order to get the correct nature of the potential which will result
in contraction, we need 5 > 0. The other parameters do not affect the nature
of the graph, but only increases its amplitude.
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Figure 24. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the contraction phase for LQG model.
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The solution for the late time contraction phase given by Eqn. (6.64), con-
tains inverse functions. Hence graphically solutions can be obtained only after
solving the equation numerically.

6.7.2 Case II: Natural potential

In Fig. 25 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for early

expansion phase. From the above plots, we can draw the following conclusions:

Fig. 25(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for natural
potential given by Eq. (6.71) with the parameter values V = 4.1x107° M, Ey =
10? during the early phase of expansion.

Higher values of V;; and Fy only increase the amplitude of expansion, keeping
the nature of the plot unchanged. The change in the amplitude and nature of
the plot is almost independent of the value of p..

Fig. 25(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for
small field natural potential during the early phase of expansion. This graph
has been obtained with the help of Eq. (6.69) with parameter values Vj =
1.3X10*1M§, f =20M,, Ey = 33, p. = 0.86M;1. Large values of V and f
increases the height of the potential. Only for certain range of values of Eg, we
get the required evolution of the potential just like in case of the behavior of
natural potential in DGP model. The evolution is almost independent of the
value of p..

The late time expansion plots remain same as given in Figs. 23(c) and 23(d).
The amplitudes can be adjusted accordingly by changing the magnitudes of
different parameters.

Fig. 25(c), shows the plot of the scale factor in the large field limit for natural
potential given by Eq. (6.75) with the parameter values Vy = 1.5X10*1M;1, f=
IM,, Eg=50M,, By, =1, p.= 0.86M;,1 during the early phase of expansion.

Higher values of the p., Vi and f only increase the amplitude of expansion,
keeping the nature of the plot unchanged.

Very large values of V; (close to 1M;,1 makes the expansion uneven. Expansion
is possible for both negative and positive values of Ejy. Increasing the value
of Fjp can both increase and decrease the amplitude and makes the expansion
more non linear and linear alternately.

Fig. 25(d) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for large
field natural potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(6.73) with parameter values Vy = 4.4x107M,), f = 1M, Ey = 6.4M,, p. =
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(¢) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (d) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
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Figure 25. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the early time expansion phase for the LQG model.
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0.86M;l . Detail analysis show that larger values of f gives smoother evolution
of the potential. There are certain ranges of values for V) and Eyg, appearing
after certain intervals, which gives rise to the correct nature of potential. Larger
values of p. may decrease or increase the height of the potential.

e If we compare the amplitudes of the scale factor in Fig. 24(c) with Fig. 25(a)
or 25(c), we find that after one cycle of expansion and contraction, we can
get a net increase in amplitude of the scale factor provided the parameters are
chosen properly.

6.7.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the po-
factor with time during the early expansion phase tential during early expansion phase for ¢ <<
for ¢ << M, with Vy = 3x107*M,, o = M, with Vo = 2.7x1073M,}, § = 04, Ep =
0.08, 5 =0.7, E' =184, p.=0.86, E13=1. 0.61M,, o=0.02, p. =0.86 .

Figure 26. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the early expansion phase for the LQG model.

In Fig. 26 we have shown the evolution of the scale factor and the potential for
early small field expansion phase for supergravity potential. From the above plots,
we can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 26(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for su-
pergravity potential given by Eqn. (6.87) with the parameter values Vj =
3x10™*M,), o =0.08, 3 =0.7, E' =184, p. = 0.86, Ey3 = 1 during the early
phase of expansion.

- 128 —



e Expansion is possible for both negative and positive values of 5. However, for
negative values of 3, expansion is possible only if & > 0.5 and £’ > 1. Larger
values of Vj and E’ increases the amplitude of expansion. The expansion is
almost independent of the value of p..

e Fig. 26(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field supergravity potential during the early phase of expansion. This graph
has been obtained with the help of Eqn. (6.82) with parameter values Vy =
2.7X10*3M;,1, B =04, Fy = 0.61M,, o= 0.02, p. = 0.86. Correct form of
the potential is obtained for both negative and positive values of 3. However,
for negative values of 3, Ej5 must be much less than unity. Larger the value of
Vo, smaller the value of Ei5 allowed. For large positive 5, proper evolution of
the potential is possible only for very small value of ;. p. has very negligible
effect on the evolution of the potential.

e If we compare the amplitudes of the scale factor in Fig. 26(a) with Fig. 24(c),
we find that after one cycle of expansion and contraction, we can get a net
increase in amplitude of the scale factor provided the parameters are chosen

properly.

7 Hysteresis from Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet brane world gravity
model

Einstein Gauss-Bonnet gravity is based on the theory of higher (five) dimensional
brane world scenario where the simplest RS brane world action for single brane
model (RSII) is modified by the addition of a Gauss Bonnet term (Lsp) which is
a combination of the Ricci scalar ﬁi, the Ricci tensor R ap and the Riemann tensor
RABCD and is given by:

Lo = R? — 4RABRAB + RABCDRABCD. (71)
Consequently the action in five dimensional space-time takes the following form °:

§ = g [ XV [R= 20t (- ARasB + Ranoo 7))
5

+/d4x\/—g (Lhpre — o), (7.2)
where g4p is the metric in the 5D bulk and
G = auXAaVXBgAB (73)

®One can generalize this action in arbitrary dimension D > 5. It is important to note that at
D = 4 the contribution from Gauss-Bonnet term is a topological invariant and does not contribute
to the field equations. For rest of the analysis we fix the space-time dimension to be D =5 for the
sake of simplicity.
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is the induced metric on the brane with X“(z¢) being the coordinates of an event on
the brane labeled by x°.
In the present context the modified Friedmann equation is given by [78]:

g—é(p—l—a)Q = <%> +5H2> [1+ %O‘ <3k_a—§h@ +2H2H2 o (1)

where ¢ is the single brane tension, a is the Gauss-Bonnet coupling, A is the 5-
D cosmological constant, ¢ = +1, —1 for space-like or time-like extra dimension
respectively. Here the the function h(a) is given by the following expression:

a? \/ ap 4
h(a)—ek‘+5<€$ 1+¥+§a/\> : (7.5)

where p is a constant.
Since the above equations are highly complicated, following the analysis of [78§],
we can write the above equation as:

Clp+0)?=(A+H?) (B+H?)", (7.6)
where £ corresponds to ¢ = +1 and € = —1 respectively. Here A, B and C' are
defined as:

k  h(a)

Azgﬁ— a2 > (77)
k h k A

B::3——i—3 g(a):i_i_?)__éf_’ (7.8)

2¢2 ' 8a  2a2  S8a  2a2 2

0::“—31(3>2>o. (7.9)

7.1 Condition for bounce

A. Space-like extra dimension with ¢ =1

Let p = pp is the corresponding energy density at which bounce occurs i.e. the
Hubble parameter H = 0 condition achieved. Hence substituting the Hubble param-
eter H =0 in Eq. (7.6), we get:

V4B
IOb - C,

-0 (7.10)

where ¢ = +/C is also a constant, A, B are now fixed at the bounce.
Total mass at the bounce is given by

AB
M, = pya;; = <\/C_” - 0) a; (7.11)
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and infinitisimal change in mass at bounce can be expressed as:

VA (B(SA@%

oM, =

ol YR §Baj + 3Ba§5ab) : (7.12)

where infinitisimal change in A, B i.e. §A,dB can be expressed using Eq. (7.9) with
e =41 as:

—2k pa=>

A = ) 3 7.13
& T A= B4 " (7.13)
2k pa=>

0B = ——da — da. 7.14
e (1—(A—a%)4oz)a (7.14)

Further substituting Eq.(7.13) and Eq. (7.14) into Eq. (7.12) and using the energy
conservation equation (or continuity equation) we get the following expression for
the change of the amplitude of the scale factor after one cycle as:

§ pdV
d min — 7.15
i = (Bt — X) 19
where we introduce a new model dependent parameter X’ defined as:
A —2 B
XI — \/_/_ _2k + Mamm _
C (1-(4-#)4a)) 24
fua,;
2k + man +3Ba?,, | . (7.16)

(k) )

Thus we see that the condition for an increase in the amplitude of the scale factor
depends on A through X', which in turn depends on the curvature parameter k and
the model parameters like u, « etc.

For k = +1,0,—1, Eq. (7.15) can be rewritten as:

(

¢ pdV
— I fork=+1
Goad, v oTETT
dV
5amin - (30,52])—_(]/) fOI' k =0 (7]‘7)
fpdV
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where Y', J' and Z' defined as:

(
| (o i) £ (e gy ) o e
Xi=37= & [(Jfﬁb) oy ((fﬁ%&)) + 3Ba%m] ; for k=0
7 — \/T/Z 2 4 — A/f;f: - % [ =2+ - A‘ff_njl" - +3Bd?,, |, for k= —1.
| (- (=Y

(7.18)
and now the expressions for A and B for different values of curvature parameter
k =+1,0,—1 are given by:

1 h in
s— + (C;m ) , for k=41
amin min
h min
A= (‘; ). for k = 0 (7.19)
amin
1 h(amm)
— + —= , for k= —1.
\ a’min amin
and
3 3 h(amm) 3 3 A for I — +1
—_ [ p— _— — or e
2d%. 8« 2a2,. 8a  2a%, 2’
3 hlamm) 3 A
B=q 2 Domn) 2 2 for k=0 (7.20)
8o«  2a%,  8a 2’ o
3 3 h(amm) 3 3
- — — 3 :——T——,fork:—l
L 2a;,, Sa 2a;,.. 8o 2ai...

For the various values of the curvature parameter £ = +1,0, —1 one can point out
the following characteristics from our analysis:
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e For k = +1 case if we consider the situation where 30a2,, > Y’, i.e. if the
brane tension to be large, then an increase in the amplitude of the scale factor
is possible for a positive sign of the work done i.e. ¢ pdV > 0. And if the brane
tension is small enough then a negative sign of the integral gives expansion

with increasing amplitude.

e If we follow the analysis of [78], it shows pictorially that bounce does not occur
when the extra dimension is space-like along with £ = 0. We can also do similar
pictorial study for the case when k& # 0 and see whether this statement remains

true for k # 0.

e We also see that for £ = —1 case depending on the relative signs of A, B and
0, 8ms, can be positive for both ¢ pdV > or < 0 cases. Thus just like for
k = +1, if 30a?,, > Z', i.e. if we consider the brane tension to be large, then
an increase in the amplitude of the scale factor is possible for a positive sign
of the work done i.e. §pdV > 0. Additionally if the brane tension is small
enough then a negative sign of the integral i.e. f pdV < 0 gives expansion with

increasing amplitude.

B. Time-like extra dimension with ¢ = —1

In this context the condition for bounce is given by Eq. (7.10) with the expres-
sion of A and B now given by Eq. (7.9) with ¢ = —1. Hence the expression for
infinitesimal change in mass at bounce 0, is again given by Eq. (7.12), where the
expressions for 0 A and 0 B are now given by:

2k pa=>
A= + 250 — 5a, 7.1
ST T (A5 a) " (7:21)

_2k; pa=°

0B = a— sa. (7.22)

@’ 1+ (A+£)4a)

Further substituting Eq. (7.21) and Eq. (7.22) into Eq. (7.12) and using the energy
conservation equation (or continuity equation) we get the following expression for
the change of the amplitude of the scale factor after one cycle as:

¢ pdvV
(30a?,, — X')

man

(7.23)

5amin =
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where the parameter X’ is defined as:

VA W B
¢’ 2k+(1+<A+%)4a) 24

—2
l’[’amin

(1 + (A + agf,) 4a)

For k = +1,0,—1, Eq. (7.23) can be rewritten as:

X' =

+ 3B afnm

— | 2k +

$ pdV
_— fi =41
Boad,, —v) oETTF
5am,~n = ﬂ f k =0
Boaty —J)
fpdV
B T —— for k = —1.
\ (BO-azm'n - Zl) o

where Y', J" and Z’ defined as:

( a2 Ayt
r=# | )t e
X = Q= G () &~ (o) +3Ba).
78 | ) A ) o

min

4a) > +3Bag,,

- (7.24)

(7.25)

(7.26)

i

and now the expressions for A and B for differfent values of curvature parameter
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k =+1,0,—1 are given by:

and

;
1 1 ap 4

h
A= 2(a) , for k =0 (7.27)
Wnin
1 1 afl 4
aglin‘{‘E(\/—l‘i‘ailin—'—g(lA—l), for k= —1.
\
)
’ i + A for £k = +1
— or k=
8a  2a2,, 2’
3 hlamm) 3 A
B={3 min) _ 3 A 7.98
8a " 2a2,,  8a Tgater (7:28)
5 ; + A for k 1
— — — rk=-1.
8a 2a2, | 2 °

\

For the various values of the curvature parameter k = +1,0, —1 one can point out

the following characteristics from our analysis:

e Here for k = +1 case we see that depending on the relative signs of A, B and

0, 8Qmin can be positive for both § pdV > or < 0. Thus, if 30a2,,, > Y’ Le. if
we consider the brane tension to be large, then an increase in the amplitude of
the scale factor is possible for a positive sign of the work done i.e. ¢ pdV > 0.
Additionally if the brane tension is small enough then a negative sign of the

integral i.e. § pdV < 0 gives expansion with increasing amplitude.

In [78], the authors show pictorially that the bouncing condition is reached if
either 0 < B < 2A or B > 2A and 0 < 0 for k£ = 0 case. We can also do
similar pictorial study for the case when k # 0 and see whether this statement
remains true for k # 0.

Also for £ = —1 case we see that depending on the relative signs of A, B and

0, 0amin can be positive for both ¢ pdV > or < 0. Thus just like for k=+1, if
30a?,;, > Z', i.e if we consider the brane tension to be large, then an increase
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in the amplitude of the scale factor is possible for a positive sign of the work
done i.e. ¢ pdV > 0. And if the brane tension is small enough then a negative
sign of the integral i.e. § pdV < 0 gives expansion with increasing amplitude.

7.2 Condition for acceleration

A. Space-like extra dimension with ¢ =1

In order to get the condition for acceleration, we need to use the second Fried-
mann equation which we get after differentiating Eq. (7.6) w.r.t. time ¢ for ¢ = +1
and using the energy conservation equation to get rid of p. The resulting equation

o s i 3C%(p+p)pto)  (a\' Z
= - =— -] == 2
H+H - v + - v (7.29)

where Z and Y are functions of A, B and their time derivatives, which are in turn

is given by:

functions of scale factor a(t) and its time derivative a respectively. Their explicit
expressions in terms of A, B and their derivatives are given by:

Y = 4AH? + 4AB + 2B* + 6H" + 8BH?, (7.30)
AB> _ABB . : . .
2= +2— + AH® + 2H(AB + AB + BB + BH?).
(7.31)

where H is the Hubble parameter.
The general condition for acceleration is given by the following expression:

(H*Y — Z) (7.32)

(p+mw+0%<%w

Using Eq. (7.10) and setting H? = 0 in the above equation, we get the following
condition for acceleration at bounce as:

V@B__Z _1+00
c’ 3AB? VAB

where A, B, Z are fixed at bounce. Thus, whether this condition violates the energy

D < (7.33)

condition or not, depends upon the values of the different parameters of the model.
Finally, in terms of the scalar field and its potential, the condition for acceleration
can be written as:

Q'54
5 < 30m

Thus we see that the condition for acceleration in terms of the scalar field now not

(H?Y — 2) ~ 3%V (9) +0) (7.34)

only depends on the kinetic term, but also on the fourth power of the time derivative

of ¢.
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B. Time-like extra dimension with ¢ = —1

The second Friedmann equation is again given by Eq. (7.29) i.e.

. N 2
H+H? = g _ 3% +g)<p+ °) 4 (g) - %, (7.35)
where now the expression for D and E are given by:
D = 4AH? + 4AB — 2B* — 6H* — 8BH?, (7.36)
E = Aﬁz + 2A§B + AH® + 2H(AB + AB — BB — BH?).

(7.37)

Rest all the conditions for acceleration in terms of the pressure and the scalar field re-
mains the same with expressions for D and E now given by Eq. (7.36) and Eq. (7.37)
respectively.

In Figs. 27, we have shown the phenomena of bounce and acceleration in the
Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model. While performing this analysis, we have con-
sidered that p is very small and hence can be neglected. We can draw the following
conclusions from the above figures:

e Figs. 27(a) and 27(b), have been plotted with the help of Equs. (7.4), (7.5),
(7.6) and (7.9) using the relation p = a=*0) with k = 0,A = 10M?, B =
40M;, o = =107 M}, C' = 100. Bounce occurs for both negative and positive
brane tension. Detail analysis of the scenarios under which bouncing is possible
has been discussed extensively in [78].

e From Fig. 27(a), we get the bounce at p = p, = 12.78M.

e In Fig. 27(b), we have shown the bouncing condition for k =1, e =1, w =
1/3, C =100, A = 10M?, B = 40M?2, 0 = —107°M;, C = 100, A =
6X10*3M§ . The condition remains valid for the other combinations like (k =
-1, e=-1),(k=1, e = —1) and (k = —1, e = 1). But for the last case,
bouncing occurs at a very small value of p, while for the other cases, it occurs
at some larger value ofp, which depends upon the choice of our parameters.

e For the cases (k = 1, ¢ = +£1), bounce is possible only for negative brane
tension. But for (k = —1, e = £1), it is possible for both positive and negative
brane tension. Bounce is also possible for w = 0. From Fig. 27(b), we get the
bounce at p = p, = 1.9M,).
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H vs p for Einstein Gauss
Bonnet Gravity model (k=0, €=1) H vs p for Einstein Gauss

‘ Bonnet gravity model (k=1,e=1)
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(c) An illustration of the acceleration condition at the time of bounce for

a universe with an equation of state w = 1/3, k= -0, A = —1OM5, B =
1OM§, C'=10, o= 1M1§L

Figure 27. Graphical representation of the phenomena of bounce and acceleration for
Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model.
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e Fig. 27(c), we have shown the necessary condition of acceleration (i > 0) at the
time of bounce for w =1/3, k=0, A = —10M§, B = 10M5, C'"=10, o =
1MI§1. This plot has been obtained with the help of Eqn. (7.29). But since Eqn.
(7.29) is highly complicated, in order to know the parameter space for which
we get acceleration at bounce, we have instead set H? = 0 and p = p, in Eqn.
(7.29) and analysed for what values of the parameters do we get acceleration
at bounce. From detail graphical analysis, we have found that this possible if
the condition 4AB +2B? < 0 is satisfied for (p+0)> 0, and vice versa. This is
possible for both positive and negative values of A, B, ¢ provided the above
conditions are satisfied. Similar analysis can be done for k£ = 1, —1 also. The
results remains nearly same.

e Thus from Fig. 27 we can conclude that for this model, bounce is possible for
closed, open and flat universe.

7.3 Condition for turnaround

A. Space-like extra dimension with ¢ =1

Following the same line of treatment as for bounce we get the condition for turnaround
for e = +1 as:

V4B
pt - C,

o (7.38)

where A and B are fixed at turnaround.

Following the same analysis as for bounce we get the following expression for
change in the amplitude of the scale factor after each successive cycle is given by:

(

fpdV

—(30a,2mm — Y) for k = +1
¢ pdv § pdv

5 mar — 7o o5 <\ B — = 7.
¢ (30-0’%1@32 - X) (30afmx — J) for 0 ( 39)

dV

fzp— for k = —1.

\ (3O-amaac - Z)

where where the expressions for Y, J, Z remains same as in the bounce section
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for Y’, J', Z', only with a,,;, replaced by a,q. i.€.

,
=) ) ] e

X = Jz%[(%)%—(%)+33a%w}, for k=0
22|l 8 () o e

(7.40)
and now the expressions for A and B for differfent values of curvature parameter

k= +1,0,—1 are given by:

1 h(amam>
s— t— , for k=+1
amax a’mal‘
h max
A= (Z ). for k = 0 (7.41)
amaﬂ?
1 h
L M) e
\ a%ﬂ(lw a'gnax
and
(
3.3 hloww) 3, 3 or b — 1
—_ [ p— —_— — or =
2a2,.. 8a  2d2,.  8a 242, 2’
3 hlame) 3 A
B=q > e 22 for k=0 (7.42)
8a  2a2._  8a 2’ or
3.3 hlawe) _ 3 3. AL
- — = ———— — — for k= —1.
| 2a2,, 8a 242, 8a 2d2, 2’

Therefore the conclusions also remain same as for bounce case.
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In [78], the authors show pictorially that for the case when k& = 0, re-collapse
occurs when A > 0, B > 0 and ¢ < 0 or is small but positive. We can also do similar
pictorial study for the case when k£ # 0 and find similar conditions on A, B and o
which gives re-collapse.

B. Time-like extra dimension with ¢ = —1

The condition for turnaround remains same as Eq. (7.38).

Following the same analysis as for bounce we get the expression for change in
the amplitude of the scale factor after each successive cycle as:

fpdV
m fOI‘ k‘ = +1
¢ pdV § pdv
Sty = —2 L0 ] gpav. _ 7.43
e T 300ty — X)) Bz, —gy ork=0 (743)
dV
j;p— for k= —1.
\ (3Oamam - Z)

where the expressions for Y, J, Z remains same as in the bounce section for Y’, J', 7',
only with a,,;, replaced by a4, i-€.

(
| ) ) ] e
X = J:‘é—,z [(&jﬁ&)%— <(—%)+33afm4 , for k=0
=2 i) A ) o] e

(7.44)
and now the expressions for A and B for different values of curvature parameter
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k =+1,0,—1 are given by:

(
1 1 ap 4
_agnax + E (\/_1 + afnax - gaA B 1) ’ for k= +

for k=0

1 1 4
= +@<\/_1+a?fu —1—5(1/\—1), for k= —1.

and )
5 5 + A for k =+1
— — or k=
8a  2a2,, 2’
3 hlamez) 3
B={ 2 Mma) 5 2 g

Sa T 22 Ba 2"
i ; + A for k 1

[ 8a  2a2,. 2’

Therefore the conclusions also remain same as for bounce case.

(7.45)

(7.46)

In [78], the authors have shown pictorially that re-collapse occurs if 0 < B < 24

for k = 0. We can also do similar pictorial study for the case when k£ # 0 and find

similar conditions on A, B and ¢ which gives re-collapse.

7.4 Condition for deceleration

A. Space-like extra dimension with ¢ =1

In this subsection the analysis again remains the same giving in place of Eq. (7.32),

the governing constraint condition is given by:

(p+p)p+o)>

1 2
o (Y = 2),

and in place of Eq. (7.33) and Eq. (7.34), we get:

VAB

Pt >

Q‘54

>

2 307

7 14 oC’
3AB? VAB )’

(Y — 2) ~ LV (6) + o).
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Thus we again see that this condition now depends on the fourth power of the time
derivative of the scalar field as mentioned earlier.

B. Time-like extra dimension with ¢ = —1

In the presesnt context the analysis again remains the same as the final govern-
ing equations are exactly same as Eq. (7.47), Eq. (7.48) and Eq. (7.49) in which only
the signatures of Y, Z, A, B changes accordingly due to ¢ = —1.

In Fig. 28, we have shown the phenomena of turnaround and deceleration in
Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model. We can draw the following conclusions from
the above figures:

e Fig. 28(a), has been plotted with the help of Equs. (7.4), (7.5), (7.6) and
(7.9) using the relation p = ¢ 30+ with k = 0, A =1, B = 10, ¢ =
—107M,, C' = 200. Detail graphical analysis show that the condition of
turnaround is achieved only when A > 0, B > 0, ¢ < 0 or is small positive.
For further detail analysis of this case, one may refer to |78].

e From Fig. 28(a), we get the turnaround at p = p, = 0.7M,.

e Fig. 28(b) shows turnaround using Eqns. (Eqns. (7.4), (7.5), (7.6) and (7.9))
withw =1, k=1, e =1, 0 = —1077M,, C' = 200. For this case we have used
w = 1, since we require a stiff equation of state for causing contraction and
deceleration. The parameter space causing turnaround remains same as that
for bounce case. From Fig. 28(b), we get the turnaround at p = p; = 1.0M§.

e Fig. 28(c), we have shown the necessary condition of deceleration (& < 0) at
the time of turnaround forw =1, k =0, A =10, B =15, ¢ = 1M, C' = 10.
This plot has been obtained with the help of Equ. (7.29). But since Eqn. (7.29)
is highly complicated, in order to know the parameter space for which we get
deceleration at turnaround, we have instead set H? = 0 and p = p, in Eqn.
(7.29) and analysed for what values of the parameters do we get deceleration
at turnaround (similar to the analysis done for bounce). From detail graphical
analysis, we have found that this possible if the condition 4AB + 2B% > 0 is
satisfied for (p 4+ o)> 0, and vice versa. This is possible for both positive and
negative values of A, B, o provided the above conditions are satisfied. Similar
analysis can be done for k = 1, —1 also. The results remains nearly same.

e Thus from Fig. 28 we can conclude that for this model, turnaround is possible
for closed, open and flat universe.
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H vs p for Einstein Gauss H vs p for Einstein Gauss

Bonnet Gravity model (k=0, e=1) Bonnet gravity model (k=1,e=1)
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(a) An illustration of the turnaround condition (b) An illustration of the turnaround condition
for a universe with £k = 0, A = 1M§, B = for a universe with an equation of state w =
10M2, o = —-10"M,}, C = 200. L, k=1,e=1, 0=-10""M), C =200.

a vs p; for Eisntein Gauss
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(¢) An illustration of the deceleration condition at turnaround for a uni-
verse with an equation of state w = 1, k =0, A = 10, B = 15, ¢ =
1079M,, C' = 10.

Figure 28. Graphical representation of the phenomena of turnaround and deceleration

for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model.
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7.5 C. Evaluation of work done for one cycle

The expression for the total work done is same as that given by Eq. (4.52) in DGP
model. But we can also express it in terms of the scale factor by using Eq. (7.29)
and Eq. (7.6) in order to get an expression of the pressure in terms of the scale
factor, which we can then substitute into the integral for the work done to get:

A. Space-like extra dimension with ¢ =1

2 H?Y — 7 — &y
]épdv = 7(3@%(14 + H))Y*(B + H?) <:|:3 ( ) F 1) dt

(A+ H?)(B + H?)?
. a? 2\1/2 2 aC’
—i—%Baa(A—i—H )W2(B + H?) ((A+H2)1/2(B+H2))dt'

(7.50)

B. Time-like extra dimension with ¢ = —1

f pdV = ]{ 35%@4 — H)Y*(B 4 H?) (:I:S gI_YH;)(ZB_sz)Q F 1) dt

oC’
(A— H?)Y2(B + HQ)) dt.
(7.51)

- f?,ag—z,(A — HHY*(B + H?) (

Thus the work done now depends not only on the scale factor, but also on the dif-
ferent parameters of the model like the coupling constant, brane tension etc within
the present setup.

7.6 RSII limit

It has been shown in [79], that in the limit, o — 0, Eq. (7.4) reduces to RSII scenario.
Then all the results shown in [11], for the case when all the other parameters are
made zero and the extra dimension is time-like, will also hold true for the above
model. These results have been shown once again in the appendix for the sake of
clarity.

7.7 Semi-analytical analysis for cosmological potentials

In the analysis below, we will denote Planck mass by M,,. Here we will perform the
analysis for £ = 0 case. One can repeat the analysis for £ = +1 as well.
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7.7.1 Case I: Hilltop potential

A. Expansion
A1l. Space-like extradimension (¢ = +1)
Using Eq. (4.67) and Eq. (7.6) for ¢ = +1 and using the explicit form of p, which is

specified by the hilltop potential as mentioned earlier, we get an integral equation of
the following form:

() [ (v ) v v {mea (148 (3))
My ‘Viﬁp(j%>pl

(7.52)

B? C
R=A+ T, -3B+2 /-0 (7.53)

While arriving at the above integral, we have considered that p is small enough such

where

that the term ap/a* can be neglected and o should be small such that A is a large
number hence the following constraint holds good:
H?

— 1. b4
T << (7.54)

By neglecting p, the quantities A and B becomes independent of scale factor, hence
allowing us to attain some analytical approximate solutions. To compute the left
hand side of the above integral equation, we will again use the following redefinition

of the field:
— =e (7.55)

Analytical solution was possible only for the case in the small filed limiting case i.e.
when ¢/M, << 1 which has been discussed below.

In this limit Expanding the exponentials upto linear order and applying two
conditions:

()

(A+ & -38+4/%0+4,/5%

VCBV,
(A+%—33j:4\/§0+4\/§%_(14+§))

<< 1, (7.56)
)

<< 1, (7.57)
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we get the solution for A as:

VopBv'2
A= oy 11

(7.58)
(VR +2VCVy — 2(A+ 2))1/28

where we introduce a new constant Fp, which is defined in terms of the model pa-
rameters as:

_ c B 1/2 Vop
Fo = \( R+4\/AVO—(A+2)) S+3M5t“ (7.59)

where S is given by:

1/2

1 c
TTiEs (R+2v0V) (VR+2/CV, -2 (4 + £)) oo

Here ); is the value at bounce.

Substituting the above expression in the Friedmann equation, we get the expres-
sion for scale factor as

a(t) = Fyexp R+ 44/ %VO

. (7.61)
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where the overall factor £} can be expressed in terms of the model parameters as:

Fy = a;exp [{ R+ 2\/5‘/0

1/2 -
_%A+§% S + plS - DFy ti
<,/R+4\/§v0— (A+§)>s
i{ R+ 2VCV,
1/2 & S—1 _‘/0105\2/5
oA+ g)} 5 ( ) 302 (7.62)
(MR+4¢§%—(A+ )S

Here a; is the value of the scale factor at the time of bounce. Thus we see that the
scale factor varies exponentially with time in the small field limit during expansion.

A2. Time-like extra dimension

The results remain same as for space-like extra dimension with the expression for R
now given by:

B? C
R=A+ 5 +3B+2/ 70 (7.63)

B. Contraction

Following the same procedure as for the expansion phase, but with the expression
for density is now given by ¢?/2, we get the following solutions:

IR g VAR) (- 2 R—2A—:§+AR
¢:1+P {(-2(a+ M—A@(t+F%H}f((2>I>LUM)

+VAR

o= a{a2) ) (2 (s 8) )

(-2(A+ %)+ VAR)

+ F, (7.65)
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where we introduce two arbitrary integration constants F, and F3, which is given in
terms of model parameters as:

O 2VR(-2(4+ 5) 4 VAR) (VAR - B )

i 2A+ B — VAR 2A+ B — VAR '’ (7.66)
F3:¢f_2tf\/ﬁ<—2 (A—l-g) —i—\/A_R) + Fy (—2 (A+§) —l-\/ﬁ)tf
(-2(4+%) +vaR) 1
+ 5 . (7.67)

Further substituting back into the Friedmann equation, we get the following solution
for the scale factor as:

D —24 D' + D'FyD" — D'D"t)?
(t—( Al ))] (7.68)

a(t) = Fyexp [ - SD2 D"

where we introduce a arbitrary integration constant Fj, which is given in terms of
model parameters as:

D" (=24 D'+ D'F;D" — D'D"t;)?
Fy=asexp [— 5 (tf - 3D D 1. (7.69)
Here D’ and D" is given by:
D= ! (7.70)
VR(-2(A+2)+ VAR)’ '
B
D" = —2(A+ 5) + VAR, (7.71)

and ay is the value of the scale factor at turnaround. Here also the dependence is
exponential but includes higher powers of time.

C. Expression for work done
The expression for work done is obtained by substituting the expressions for scale
factor into the Eq. (7.50), taking care of the assumptions that we have made earlier

in the context of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet brane world model.

A1l. Space-like extra dimension:
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%pdv = f8<_f1ti1am + thEna:B - f3t21ax + f4tham - f5t§mzx

+ folmar = Frtmas + Fitmin — Folin + Fotiin

— fathuin + Fstmin — fotmin + Frtmin)

+ fo(ET f[(—fio + fiitmaz)] — E7f[(—fi0 + fiitmin)])
(7.72)

where f;....f11 are the constants whose functional form depends on the parameters
as appearing in the expression for the scale factor. Their explicit forms have been
given in the appendix.

B. Time like extra dimensions:

Since the solutions for the scale factor in the expansion and contraction phase remain
same baring the constants, the final results for work done in this case also remain
same.

Thus we see that since the work done after a complete cycle is non-zero, at least
for the approximated expressions for the scale factor which we have evaluated in this
paper. Thus hysteresis phenomenon can explained for hilltop potential in the small
field limit for Einstein Gauss Bonnet brane world gravity.

7.7.2 Case II: Natural potential

A. Expansion
Repeating the analysis as we have done for the hilltop potential, we get the ex-
pressions for the scalar field and scale factor for the two limiting cases-i) small field

limit ¢/f << 1 and ii) large field limit ¢/f >> 1, which we discuss elaborately in
the following subsections.

i) o/f << 1

A1l. Space-like extra dimension (¢ = +1)

Taking the small argument approximations of the trigonometric functions, we get
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the solutions for the scale factor and scalar field as

1/2

1 B N AR
a(t) = Fyexp | —= —2<A+§)+\/ﬁ<1i o 0) t|, (7.73)

@ = Fsexp Vot | (7.74)
3f2 VC
a2 (_2(A+§) VT (1 /%) )

where we introduce three arbitrary integration constants F3, Fg and U, which are
given in terms of model parameters as:

1/2

1 B NAAN

V2

®i Vot

Fs = ?lexp — TNIE | (7.76)
3 (e v (1))
U = VAR +2VCV,, (7.77)

with the definition of R is same as appearing in the previous case i.e. for hilltop
potential.

Thus the scale factor depends on time exponentially with only first power or
linear power of time.
A2. Time-like extra dimension (¢ = —1):
The conclusion remain same as was for the hilltop potential.
ii) ¢/f >>1

A1l. Space-like extra dimension (¢ = +1):

Using the large argument approximations of the trigonometric functions and ap-

/U

w
— << 1 7.78
W ? ( )

e
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i.e. W is a large quantity where it is defined as:

W:%(\/_ (\F oL f)) (7.50)

and U has already been defined before, we hence get the solution of the scalar field

o) . s+ P\ f
- = 2 tan lexp <—f ) W] : (7.81)

where we introduce three arbitrary integration constant F», which is given in terms

w i Vi 7
Fr=fln (7tan (ff)) - 33}2 (7.82)

Substituting back into the approximate Friedmann equation we get the following

of model parameters as:

expression for the scale factor as:

o= e [ ( (1= 1 0) - f i R e

3f2W

where the functions G and Fy are given by:

2F7 2Vt

G = 7.84
3207 (7.84)
\/Eln(l + e%)
/ U 4 /C
Fg =a,exp |— <1 - — > + —1/=t: | | (7.85)
T WV U
A2. Time-like extra dimension (¢ = —1):

The conclusion remain same as was for the previous case.

B. Contraction

A1l. Space-like extra dimension (¢ = +1):

Since the contraction phase is independent of any potential, the conclusions remain
same as for hilltop potential
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A2. Time-like extra dimensions (¢ = —1):
In this case also the conclusions remain same as for hilltop potential
C. Expression for work done

The expression for work done is obtained by substituting the expressions for scale
factor into the Eq. (7.50), taking care of the assumptions that we have made earlier
in the present context.

A1l. Space-like extra dimension (¢ = +1):

%pdv = fS(_fltilnax + f2t75naar: - f3tgmaa: + f4tZrLaa: - f5t§nax
+ f6t?nax - f7t}r?az + fltérlmn - f2ti1m + f3t16n'm
+ f12(6f13tmin _ 6fl3>t7rmac)7 (786)

where f;....f13 are the constants whose form depends on the parameters in the ex-
pression for the scale factor. Explicit forms of the constants are given in the appendix.

A2. Time-like extra dimensions (¢ = —1):

Since the solutions for the scale factor in the expansion and contraction phase remains
same baring the constants, the results for work done also remains same.

Thus we see that since the work done after a complete cycle is non-zero, at least
for the approximate expressions for the scale factor which we have evaluated in this
subsection earlier. Thus hysteresis phenomenon is possible for the natural potential
in the small field limit for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity.

7.7.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential

A. Expansion
A1l. Space-like extra dimension (¢ = +1):

The original integral equation being complicated, we follow the same procedure as
has been done before i.e. use the field redefinition:

¢/ M, = e, (7.87)
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Analytical solutions were possible only for small field limit ¢/M, << 1 which we
have discussed below.

In this limit expanding the exponentials upto linear order and applying the
following constraint conditions:

2/CVy (4o + B)A
N avCi << L (7.88)
2VCVo(4a + 5) << 1, (7.89)
VI (VA —2(A+ %))
48

we get the solution for redefined or transformed field A as:

1/2
Vot 2
A:““+m(iﬁ@+ﬂﬂ<¢zﬁ_2@++@> - 9

where we introduce two new constants H’' and Fy defined in terms of the model

parameters as:

H' = VU +2VCVpa, (7.92)

Yo (7.93)

Fy = >1/2_3M2'
2

(4o + B) (ng)

Here A; is the value at bounce.
The solution for the scale factor turns out to be:

a(t) = Fipexp H (\/@—2 <A+§)>1/Q+Fgl(4a+ﬁ)}t— (

dor+ )2 55
2

(7.94)
where we introduce two new constants I and Fjy defined in terms of the model
parameters as:

VI (VAT —2(4+ )

A & ta-+ B2
Fm:aiexp[—{( AH’—Q(A—I—?)) +F9](4Oz+/6)}ti+(& §> SMp].

(7.96)
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A2. Time-like extra dimension (¢ = —1):

The conclusions remain same as for ¢ = 1 case, only the expression for different
parameters change with € = 1 replaced by ¢ = —1.

B. Contraction

A1l. Space-like extra dimension (¢ = +1):

Conclusions for hilltop potential, holds true for this case also.

A2. Time-like extra dimension (¢ = —1):

Conclusions remain same as for the case of hilltop potential.

C. Expression for work done

A1l. Space-like extra dimension (¢ = +1):

The general expression for the scale factor i.e its time dependence is same for super-
gravity potential as for hilltop potential in the small field limit, hence the conclusions
for work done remains valid for this case also, thus giving rise to the phenomenon of
hysteresis.

A2. Time-like extra dimension (¢ = —1):

The conclusion is same as above.

7.8 Graphical Analysis
7.8.1 Case I: Hilltop potential

All the graphs in this section and in the following sections have been plotted in units
of M, =1, Hy =1, ¢ =1, where M, is the Planck mass, Hj is the present value of
the Hubble parameter and c is the speed of light.

Fig. 29 shows the evolution of scale factor and potential during expansion and
contraction phase for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model. We can draw the fol-
lowing conclusions:

e Fig. 29(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for hilltop
potential given by Eqn. (7.61) with Vo = 107°M,}, p = 3, F} = 1, Fy =
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ << tial during expansion phase for ¢ << M, with
M, with Vo = 1078M,}, p =3, F1 =1, Fy = Vp = 27x107°M,}, p = 4, Fy = 54M,, A =

D

0.1M,, A =01M2, B =0.1M7, C =10, S = 0.1M2, B = 0.1M2,C = 500, R = 30M}, S =
0.1, R=0.1M2. 0.3, 3=0.05 .
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Bonnet gravity model Bonnet gravity model
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(¢) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (d) An illustration of the behavior of the po-

factor with time during contraction phase with tential during contraction phase with 1V, =

A=10M2, B=20M2, Fy=150M,, F;=1. 10°SM2 p=1, F, = 24M; ', Fy = 1M,, A=
2M§, B= —2M§, R= 10*3M5, 8=-0.9.

Figure 29. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion and contraction phase for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model.
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0.1M,, A=0.1M2, B=0.1M2C =10, S=0.1, R=0.1M>

Detail graphical analysis show that the amplitude of expansion increases with
increase in the value of C, decrease in A and B. Expansion is not possible for
A < 0. For R, S < 0, expansion is possible for large values of other parameters.
For B < 0, expansion is possible if 1, and A are small, R and F' are negative.
In this case, S can be both negative and positive. Again for expansion to occur,
the parameter space (R, F,S < 0), (A,B > 0) and (A4, B,R > 0), (S,F < 0)
not allowed. But if we look at the expression of Fj, then R, A cannot take
negative values. This will make the expression imaginary, which is unphysical.
For F' < 0,5 > 0 but small, expansion is possible if p lies between 1 and 3.

Fig. 29(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field hilltop potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(7.58) with parameter values Vy = 2.7x107°M,), p = 4, Fy = 54M,, A =
O.lMg, B = O.lMg,C’ =500, R = 30]\457 S =0.3 8 =0.05. Correct form of
potential is possible for both negative and positive values of S. In this case,
the condition

R+2VCVy > 2(A+ B/2) (7.97)

should always be satisfied for getting real outputs which we can conclude from
Eqn. (7.58). Larger values of S makes the potential flatter for longer time.
Larger values of other parameters make the potential fall more linearly and
decreases its slope. Both negative and positive values of B are allowed provided
the above condition is satisfied. S < 0 not allowed because we do not get the
correct nature of the potential.

In Fig. 29(c), we have plotted Eqn. (7.68), which results in the contraction
phase of the universe provided we choose the value of the constants accordingly.
This plot has been obtained for A = 10M;?, B = 20M_, F5 = 150M,, F, = 1.
Output is possible provided

VAR/2 > 2(A+ B/2), (7.98)
which we can also conclude from Eqn. (7.68). Contraction is possible provided
B,R> A (7.99)

and
A R,B>0. (7.100)

Higher values of the parameters increases the amplitude of expansion. If we
compare Fig. 29(a) with Fig. 29(c), we find that there occurs a net increase in
the amplitude of the scale factor after one expansion-contraction cycle.
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e Fig. 29(d) shows the plot of the potential during the contraction phase given
by Eqn. (7.65). This plot has been obtained for V, = 10*6M§, p=1 F, =
24M1j1, F; =1M,, A= QMIf, B = —2M5, R = 10*3M3, g = —0.9. Larger
values of the integration constants F» and F3 makes the rise more nonlinear.
For g > 0 rise of the potential is possible only for very large values of F5.
Larger values of other parameters increases the amplitude of the potential.

7.8.2 Case II: Natural potential

All the graphs in this section and in the following sections have been plotted in units
of M, =1, Hy =1, ¢ =1, where M, is the Planck mass, Hj is the present value of
the Hubble parameter and c is the speed of light.

avs tfor Einstein Gauss V(@(t)) vs t (¢<<f)for Einstein Gauss
Bonnet gravity model Bonnet gravity model
08 0.00150
0.00125
< 000100
§ 75x10°4
® N
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the poten-
factor with time during expansion phase for tial during expansion phase for ¢ << f with
¢ << f with Vo = 8x107M2, Fy = 1, A =V, = 8x107* M2, Fs = 1, A = 0.1M2, B =
0.8M2, B =42M2, C =1, R=40.6M2. 0.1M2,C =10, R = 40.6M2, f = 0.1M, .

Figure 30. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model.

Fig. 30 shows the evolution of scale factor and potential during expansion phase
for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model. We can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 30(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for natural

potential given by Eqn. (7.74) with V = 8X10*4M;, Fs=1 A= O.SMZ?, B =
4.2M§, C=1, R= 40.6M§.
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e Detail graphical analysis show that the amplitude of expansion increases with
increase in the value of R. From Eqn. (7.74), we can conclude that R, A < 0
not possible. Expansion is possible for B < 0. But large negative values of B
expansion is not possible. The nature of the graph is almost independent of
the value of C' and V4.

e Fig. 30(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field natural potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of Eqn.
(7.74) with parameter values Vo = 8x107*M,, Fy = 1, A = 0.1M}, B =
0.1M?,C = 10, R = 40.6M}, f = 0.1M,. The conclusions regarding the
allowed parameter space for the expansion of the scale factor holds true for
this case also. Very large values of V and A are not allowed since they cause
uneven oscillations in the potential.

e For large field case given by Eqns. (7.83) and (7.81), the behavior is similar,
hence have not been shown here explicitly.

e If we compare Fig. 30(a) with Fig. 29(c), we find that there occurs a net
increase in the amplitude of the scale factor after one expansion-contraction
cycle.

7.8.3 Case III: Coleman-Weinberg potential

All the graphs in this section and in the following sections have been plotted in units
of M, =1, Hy =1, ¢ =1, where M, is the Planck mass, H is the present value of
the Hubble parameter and c is the speed of light.

Fig. 31 shows the evolution of scale factor and potential during expansion phase
for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model. We can draw the following conclusions:

e Fig. 31(a), shows the plot of the scale factor in the small field limit for super-
gravity potential given by Eqn. (7.94) with 1 = 10*8M§7 Fy = 1M, Fiy =
1, A= 0.1M5, B = 0.1M5, C=1, R= 4.4M§, B =15 a=0.33.

e Detail graphical analysis show that the amplitude of expansion increases with
increase in the value of R. But the expansion is almost independent of «, 3, Fy.
Negative values of B gives large expansion. For larger values of R, Fy cannot
take large values. Expansion occurs for both negative and positive values of
B. Larger values of V makes the graph more linear. For A < 0, expansion is
not possible. However, B can take negative values, but both B and R taking
negative values not allowed.

e Fig. 31(b) shows the plot of the behavior of the potential with time for small
field supergravity potential. This graph has been obtained with the help of
Eqn. (7.91) with parameter values Vy = 1.2X10*4M;}, Fy = 6.6M, A =
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a vst for Einstein Gauss V(@(t) vs t (g<<M,)for Einstein Gauss
Bonnet gravity model
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(a) An illustration of the behavior of the scale (b) An illustration of the behavior of the po-
factor with time during expansion phase for ¢ << tential during expansion phase for ¢ << M,
M, with Vo = 1078M;, Fy = 1M,, Fio = with Vo = 1.2x107*M,;, Fy = 6.6M,, A =
1, A =01M2, B = 01MZ, C =1, R =01M?, B =0.1M?,C =10, R = 20M?, a =
4.4M2, 3 =15, a =0.33. 0.38, 3=0.85.

Figure 31. Graphical representation of the evolution of the scale factor and the potential
during the expansion for Einstein Gauss Bonnet gravity model.

O.le, B = O.lM]?, C=10, R= QOMIf, a =0.38, = 0.85. The conclusions
regarding the allowed parameter space for the expansion of the scale factor
holds true for this case also. Very large negative values of g are not allowed.
Expansion is possible only for small negative and positive values of 5. Other
parameter values only increases the amplitude, keeping the nature of the graph
unchanged. The plot is almost independent of the value of C' and R.

e If we compare Fig. 31(a) with Fig. 29(c), we find that there occurs a net
increase in the amplitude of the scale factor after one expansion-contraction
cycle.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we have further explored the role of hysteresis in making cyclic models
of universe as an alternative proposal to inflationary paradigm. The idea, originally
proposed by the authors in refs. [10, 11|, have been studied by us for a wide variety of
cosmological models, especially, higher dimensional gravity setup. The basic analysis
for getting the conditions which lead to an increase in expansion maximum, remains
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the same as discussed in refs. [10, 11]. The most interesting outcome of this analysis
is the dependence of the bouncing and turnaround conditions on the various model
parameters. Through this analysis we find that the phenomenon of hysteresis is very
robust and is eternal for all of these models. We study essentially those effective field
theoretic models which can give rise to both the conditions for bounce and turnaround
and at the same time also satisfies the observed features of the present universe.
Like in the previous analysis as performed in the ref. [11], here also we find that
inflationary conditions are not necessary for causing cosmological hysteresis. Hence
the models analyzed in this paper can also be treated as an alternative prescription
to inflation. Most of the results indicate that the value of the scale factor maximum
and minimum after each cycle, depends not only on the signature of the hysteresis
loop integral but also on the relative amplitudes of the model parameters, or in
other words, we can fine tune the model parameters and get an amplitude increase
after each cycle even if the signature of the hysteresis loop integral is positive. While
doing the analysis we have not constrained the potential by any particular form. The
potential can have any general form like a power series, oscillatory, etc, but with well
defined minimum /minima which is essential for generating the required randomness
or mixing of the field in the phase space (¢, ¢) so that its value during contraction
and expansion are uncorrelated.

We have also tried to find the nature of dependence of the scale factor on time by
directly solving the equation of motion for the scalar field under different scenarios
and varying forms of the cosmological potential. Exact solutions of the equation of
motion for the scalar field being highly complicated, we applied certain valid and
possible approximations while doing the analysis by redefining the field in terms of
other dynamical parameter, in order to get an approximate analytical expression for
the dependence of the scale factor on time. This in turn helps us to directly guess
the nature of the behavior of the scale factor as well as the scalar field during each
cycle for different models. We have also derived an explicit expression for work done
per cycle, hence have shown that its value comes out to be non zero for the cases
which we have studied explicitly, provided we choose the parameters of the models
accordingly. It shows that the phenomenon of hysteresis and a cyclic universe with
an ever increasing scale factor, can be produced by a wide variety of models and
potentials. This will also help us to constrain the parameters of the models and the
potentials, such that we get the required results compatible with observations.

The future prospects of our work are mentioned below:

e Through this analysis we have seen the beautiful correlation between purely
thermodynamical principle and relativistic models and how the former can be
used for extracting interesting results from the later. But the models that we
have considered are the variants of minimally coupled gravity frameworks. It
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would therefore be interesting to investigate what new features arises once we
relax this constraint. Also we can check whether modified gravity models like
for variants of f(R) gravity, two brane-world model in presence of the Einsitein-
Hillbert term and the Einstein-Hillbert-Gauss-Bonnet gravity setup succeeds
in generating a cyclic universe with increasing amplitude of expansion.

One would also like to ask what other observational signatures we can get from
such models which can be tested using CMB. We have also not yet verified
whether these models produces a universe with the right amount of anisotropy
and inhomogeneity present in the universe. In future we plan to connect these
analyses with CMB observations, by rigorous study of the cosmological pertur-
bation theory in various orders of metric fluctuations and computation of two
point correlations to get the expressions for scalar and tensor power spectrum
in this context. Hence we extend the study of this paper to compute the pri-
mordial non-Gaussianity in CMB from three and four point correlations. We
also plan to derive the explicit expression for various modified consistency re-
lations between the non-Gaussian as well as other cosmological parameters in
the present context.

Also, our present analysis have been performed for three different potentials.
It would be interesting to check whether we can formulate any general form of
a potential, which can be used to repeat the analysis of this paper for all the
models.

We also carry forward our analysis in the development of density inhomo-
geneities, which is the prime component to form large scale structures at late
times. Also the specific role of cosmological hysteresis in the study of cosmolog-
ical perturbations i.e. for interacting/decoupled dark matter and dark energy
have not been explored at all earlier. We have some future plan to do some
computations from this setup.

Further using the reconstruction techniques we want to study the generic fea-
tures of scalar field potentials in the framework of cosmological hysteresis.
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9 Appendix

9.1 Hysteresis from RSII brane world model

Below we have quoted the results for RSII brane world cosmology with time like
extra dimension necessary for causing the bounce, which was studied in detail by the
authors of [11].

The Friedmann equations in this model are given by:

s
H+H2:Z:——{(p+3p)—2—p(2p+3p)} | (9.2)

9.1.1 Condition for bounce

At bounce, by setting the Hubble parameter H = 0, we get:
Po = Pe (9.3)
The mass at bounce (neglecting the constant factor) is given by:
M, = pya;. (9.4)
Therefore, the infinitesimal change in the mass content at bounce is given by:
SM = §(peap)®. (9.5)
From energy conservation, we get:

SM + W =0, (9.6)
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where 6W is the work done during each expansion-contraction cycle which is given
by § pdV which includes contribution from the area of the hysteresis loop.
Further setting

SM = —6W — — 7{ pdV. (9.7)

we get the expression for change in amplitude of the scale factor at each successive

Samin)® = {a%n}g - {ag;})}:s = —i %pdv , (9.8)

Thus we see that the change in minimum of the expansion factor depends upon the

cycle as:

work done and the density at bounce.

9.1.2 Condition for acceleration

From Eq. (9.2), condition for acceleration is given by:
4rG(pe + pe) > 0 (9.9)

i.e. bounce can be obtained without violating the strong energy condition.

9.1.3 Condition for turnaround

Though the authors of [11| have suggested different ways of getting the condition for
turnaround, but in there analysis they have used the presence of density which take
negative values at late times to be the cause for turnaround. The authors of [11]
have assumed that the late time behavior of the universe is governed by:

A
H? ~ kp — —,
a’fl

(9.10)

where k = %, and A > 0,n < 2. Here A= A <0, n =0 corresponds to a negative

cosmological constant, whereas A = 1, n = 2 describes a universe which is spatially
closed. Setting the Hubble parameter H = 0, we get the condition for turnaround

as:
A (9.11)
Kpp = — .
Pt ar

where p, is the density and a,; the expansion factor at turnaround. They are connected

pr = gach (k 1) (9.12)

via the following equation:

2 \aj 2
where p; and a; are the density and scale factor at turnaround respectively.
The change in amplitude of the scale factor after each successive cycle is given

by: N e | . i}
0 (Amax)” " = {a%x} - {a%;;)} =7 j{pdv , (9.13)

which is responsible for turnaround. Here two extreme physical situation correspond
to:
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e (i) the negative cosmological constant (n = 0) for which

R /’i pdV (9.14)

e (ii) the spatially closed universe (n = 2) for which
Stmax = ') — =1 — —fi]{pdv : (9.15)

9.1.4 Condition for deceleration

Turnaround occurs only if:
p+3p=0 (9.16)

Therefore, turnaround can be obtained without violating the energy condition in
RSII setup.

9.2 Exact expressions for ¢ integrals

DGP model-Hilltop potential

i) The exact solution to the left hand side of the integral in Eq. (4.70) for early
times is given by

(&/Ma*7 (—4( + | /¥ (1 + (6/My)B)
4(=2+p)bp

(6/M)* (\ [3zp(6/M3 )8 Hypergeometric2F1 |1, 2,22, —(/M,) 5| )

i 4(—2+p)Bp 947

ii) The exact solution to the left hand side of Eq. (4.81) for late times is given by

Ilz

(6/Mi) )

oy (-

I, 1/2
2V,
4(—2 +p) (DG + BM%fP>
g (6/Ma)r A
(6/Ma)* | B8p\[1 + 25— Hypergeometric2F1 |}, 2, 22— 5T (/0 )73
+ 1
/2
4(—2 +p) (DG + 32]\‘/[/%fp>
(9.18)
where 5 v .
Dg==-— 4+ —. 1
¢ 3 M? + 72 (9.19)
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DGP model- Natural potential

i) Exact solution to the integral on left hand side of Eq. (4.110) for early times

is given by
v 1/2 1/2
w= o) e (5)] (e () om o () ()
(9.20)
ii) Exact solution to the integral on left hand side of Eq. (4.115) for late times is
given by
2V [} 2V ]
e \/3M + Dpcos (%) vy \/3M?3+Dpcos<f)
I4: Dp—3M2ta — Dp+3M2tan
4 b 4 e+
(9.21)
where oV )
Dp =0+ . 9.22
YV * r2 (9:22)

Cosmological constant model- Hilltop potential

Exact solution to the integral on left hand side of Eq. (4.110) for expansion is given
by

(6/Ma)? (— 2 — 4D, (6/M4) )

Is = - i
4(—2 + p) <DA + W)
N L | e _ %
(&/Ma)* | 3587\ 1+ 2L Hypergeometric2F1 [4,2, 22 24 (/07,5
+ 1
/2
Vo8B
4(—2 +p) (DA + M}w)
(9.23)
where v A
Dg=—2 + = 9.24
G 3]\/[3 + 3 ( )

Cosmological constant model- Natural potential
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Exact solution to the integral on left hand side of Eq. (5.96) for expansion is given
by

¢ [
Vo » \/3M2+chos (f) v | \/3M2+chos (f)

I = | Dy — 5 tan — Df+—02tan
3M; Df ?X;Q 3Mj \/ Df + 3M2
(9.25)
where
Vo A
D= — + —. 9.26
TR (9-26)

LQG model- Hilltop potential

Exact solution to the integral on left hand side of Eq. (6.44) for early time expansion

is given by:
A 1/2
LZ—( ) (9.27)
302
(¢ﬂwﬁ2pvh——%(l+(¢ﬂWﬁﬂﬂAppdEﬂ{—1%—%—%7__ —(¢/M, y57%¢M%ﬁf
X

14 Yo Yole/Mpips \ 1/2
(=2+p) ( Iy By

Pc

LQC model- Natural potential

Exact solution to the integral on left hand side of Eq. (6.68) for early time expansion

is given by
1/2 [ /1 — 2% cos (¢/2f
Is = ( Voz) sec (£> \/1—1—005 <?) \/1—2Etanh_ re w08 9720
3M; 2f f Pe _\/1 — % — %COS(?)
o [ 2w Vi Vo ()]
_ 1 __X ke
e Pe $/20) + \/1 e e (f ) }

(9.28)
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9.3 Expressions of the constants in work done analysis

9.3.1 Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP) brane world model

Hilltop potential

1/2
Vo Vo
o\ 1 <3M2> 3M
a=|(—%) Q@+ 4+ —+pp—l N+ 1 t;
3MZ ,3p 27
Vo 1/2 Vo
a Bp oot il
! 2(1+ B)1/2 v \V2assz | o
2 (ﬁ) Bp + 2rc

Qy

as

ap —
o =

_ a?/?/rC

a3

!
a,

/ p—
Ay =

2
3ag
23

7(2+(1—5:)%)
64117 al c

3 2yar

1 /3

2 ay
eAQ/Tc
1/2

1
27,

Aoy (122 e
2 27, 3

Natural potential

Vi 1
by = | |22 \/5
2 (\/ 3M42\/_+2r8>
43 |
=="71(2+(1- 2
hi==g5 C+0-5-))
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9.3.2 Cosmological constant dominated Einstein gravity model

Hilltop potential
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3M35 p

0
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)
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3M§

(1+75)+

2
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2(
l3
1 (34
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51/217232
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63(l1+l2)2/(2l3)
Vis
by = l14/3/(2l3)
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b = By
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b) ¢ >> f

bio =
by =
lg =
l; =

bia

bis =

)1/2

1/2
A
1)
=1, byy = l7/b1o, b1a = Bs(—3 + A),
lgl7 — l5lsbio + Diols

—1

9.3.3 Loop Quantum Gravity model

Hilltop potential

(-0 9)e

— Eoplth 1 Bopl, ( — (14 B)))

2pc
g1 =
3M2 Q
V23 \%
(i - (1-20+9))
g2 =
3M2
dy = 1/M;
ds = (1+ M?2)/V6
1+ M2
dg = 5
dr =1
d E2€3PC/2
8 = 5"
4/T+ M
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Natural potential

Hilltop potential

diy = 3Efe”(1+ M2)V2r(—12M. + p.)
diy = 4k(1+ M)Vo6m

dlg =1
dig = 2/ Fy
dQO = Eé
7 E3p
dyg = | ——L
13 o 4
3q;
dy = —
14 10
3
dis = L, 2
2V g
die — V3¢
6=
dyr = 1291/ (2a2) .
dy; = V3E}(12M?2 — p.) (9.35)
1/2
Vi 2V, \ 2
dyy = V2 1—
=2 <3M3 ( ~ )
6Fgk
doy =
21 o
ES
do3 = WEQPCOQM; — pe)
E3p
doy = —2¢ 9.36
24 2y ( )
9.3.4 Einstein Gauss Bonnet Gravity brane world model
1/2
C
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D/I
g4 = 7

g5 = —2+ D'+ D'F3D"

g = D'D"

g7 = D*D"

fi = 21091(28939593 + 159493 (39495 — 496) 9597 + 996(39195 — 6949596 + 93) 97 + 99393
fo = 5044395 (14949298 + 597 (49495 — 396) 9697 + 3(39495 — 296) 97

fs = 4209292 (14949292 + 394(59495 — 296) 9697 + 39497)

f1o = —1209790(289193 96 + 18949597 — 39ag7)

fs = 3159394 (49396 + g7)

fo = 280939595

fr = 284390

1 oC’
Js = S50gyg; VI AL DI (_1 RV B>>
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fg = Fle \/%
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Natural potential

1/2
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