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Abstract. We present a model for a classical, non-singular bouncing cosmology without
violation of the null energy condition (NEC). The field content is General Relativity plus
a real scalar field with a canonical kinetic term and only renormalizable, polynomial-type
self-interactions for the scalar field in the Jordan frame. The universe begins vacuum-energy
dominated and is contracting at t = —oo. We consider a closed universe with a positive
spatial curvature, which is responsible for the universe bouncing without any NEC violation.
An R¢? coupling between the Ricci scalar and the scalar field drives the scalar field from
the initial false vacuum to the true vacuum during the bounce. The model is sub-Planckian
throughout its evolution and every dimensionful parameter is below the effective-field-theory
scale Mp, so we expect no ghost-type or tachyonic instabilities. This model solves the horizon
problem and extends co-moving particle geodesics to past infinity, resulting in a geodesically
complete universe without singularities. We solve the Friedman equations and the scalar-field
equation of motion numerically, and analytically under certain approximations.
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1 Introduction

The Inflationary Big-Bang model, our standard model of cosmology, has had notable and
numerous observational successes over the last several decades. Nevertheless, there has long
been considerable interest in alternatives to its earliest universe aspects, specifically in models
where the initial Big-Bang singularity is replaced by a big-bounce or by a sequence of bounces.
Ekpyrotic cosmology is one such longstanding alternative involving branes and extra dimen-
sions [1-4]. (See [5] for a review of progress in this field and many relevant references.)

Inflation was invented [6, 7] to solve the horizon, flatness and other classic “problems”
of Big-Bang cosmology. Nevertheless inherent shortcomings persist. Among these is that
in Big-Bang cosmology spacetime is not geodesically complete — the universe inevitably [8]
originates in a spacelike singularity where curvatures exceed the Planck value, necessitating
appeal to an as-yet-unknown ultra-violet-complete theory of quantum gravity. This has led
some to differentiate between the evidence supporting our post-inflationary post-reheating
model of cosmology (nucleosynthesis, recombination, growth and evolution of structure), and
the far more speculative state of our knowledge preceding that. It has also led to many
attempts to improve on, or at least develop alternatives to, our theoretical framework for those
earliest epochs — the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary proposal [9], pre-Big-Bang cosmology [10],
ekpyrotic cosmology [1] and cyclic cosmology [11].

A recent alternative to the Inflationary Big-Bang scenario is non-singular bouncing cos-
mologies [12, 13]. Such cosmologies generically provide geodesic completeness [14], while
addressing some of the problems inflation was constructed to solve, such as the horizon prob-
lem [14]. Most models of non-singular cosmologies require a violation of the null energy
condition (NEC) [15]. This is typically realized with a non-standard kinetic term for a scalar
field responsible for the bounce [12]| (and references therein). NEC violation and non-standard
kinetic terms are not necessarily problematic; however not requiring them would be prefer-
able if possible. Other possibilities for realizing non-singular bounces are models with kinetic
braiding [16, 17], DHOST models [18], and theories with torsion [19-21].

Recent reanalyses [22] of Planck data [23] suggest that we might be living in a universe
with a small but positive curvature. The analysis of ACT data alone ([24], see Table 5),
on the other hand, are consistent with a flat universe; with the combination ACT+Planck
favoring postive curvature at approximately half the significance [24], while ACT+WMAP
remains consistent with zero spatial curvature. When « > 0, NEC need not be violated for a
cosmological bounce [15]. In a scenario with A > 0 and x > 0, an empty universe will bounce

2 and pp ~ a®. This, however, results in a universe that is symmetric around

since px ~ a
t = t, with an equation of state parameter w = 0. Without a field energy density, there is
also no mechanism for reheating, and thus no explanation for the current matter content of
the universe.

In this paper, we present a model for a clasical non-singular bouncing cosmology without
a NEC violation. This is achieved by having a scalar field with a canonical kinetic term
coupled to the Ricci scalar R. This coupling facilitates the bounce, which occurs when the
field-curvature coupling dominates the scale-factor kinematics. The coupling also prevents
the universe from bouncing repeatedly by "locking" the field after the bounce.

The model we present has only standard kinetic terms and polynomial-type, renormal-
izable potential terms in the scalar sector in the Jordan frame, and we therefore expect it
to be free of tachyonic and ghost-type instabilities. Dimensionful quantities, such as but
not limited to the Hubble constant H, the scalar-field amplitude ¢, and the Ricci scalar R,



remain sub-Planckian throughout cosmic history, and the effective-field-theory (EFT) scale
remains Mp. The model has only 2 scales, a mass scale m and the Planck scale Mp, and all
dimensionless parameters are O(1) numbers.

As with most non-singular bouncing cosmologies, the model presented here avoids the
cosmic singularity problem and is geodesically complete. We also provide a solution to the
horizon problem without a need for inflation as the current patch comes into causal contact as
the universe contracts before the bounce. To explain how bouncing cosmologies and the model
discussed in this paper solves the horizon problem we will explicitly calculate the horizon size.

The model exhibits eternal inflation after the bounce, although we anticipate straightfor-
ward modifications to permit an end to inflation and reheating. As implemented, the model
does requires some of this post-bounce inflation in order for the curvature scale today (when
the mean photon temperature is 2.7K) to exceed the current lower limit.

We present a semi-analytic description of the phases in the evolution of the Universe
from a large but finite size, through its contraction, then a bounce, followed by a phase of
inflationary expansion. As discussed below, the evolution can be broken up into epochs during
each of which €, a quantity related to the equation-of-state parameter w of the scalar field,
remains approximately constant and can be used to characterize the behaviour of the scale
factor a(t), the Hubble parameter H(t), and its time derivative H(t). We also present full
numerical solutions to the Friedmann and the field equations, and show that they agree well
with the approximate analytic solutions.

2 The model

We assume an isotropic and homogeneous background described by an FLRW metric
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ds? = —dt* + a®(t)( + 72d0?), (2.1)

1 — kr?
where k > 0 describes a positively curved universe. Recent Planck observations (i.e. without
inclusion of BAO) favor a slightly positively curved universe with Qg o >~ —0.04 £0.03 at the
95% confidence level [23] (and see especially tables 15.1-15.3 of [25]), as emphasized by [22].
However, the current magnitude of Q2 o is not essential to our model.

We consider a real scalar field coupled to General Relativity. The Jordan-frame action
is

5= [ v=ats (;M% R 2" VuiVud— TR - V(¢>)> . (2:2)

Unless otherwise stated, we work exclusively in the Jordan frame. We see that the scalar field
has a canonical kinetic term and a simple coupling to the scalar curvature R. As discussed
in the introduction, this coupling plays a central role in the cosmic evolution.

The scalar-field potential
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is renormalizable. V(¢) has a minimum at ¢; =0 (for m? > 0). For appropriate values of

m?, 3 <0,and \ (i.e. B < —V4Am?2 = Baz), V(4) also has a minimum at
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and a maximum at

—A - ‘/m. (2.5)
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If 8> —34/27 = B, then V(do) > V(¢1) . It will be convenient to define

P2 =

V(9) = V() + 5 Re”. (2.6)

The scalar curvature R acts as a mass term for the scalar field ¢, and it can be seen that for
R 2 |B/«al, the potential is a harmonic-like potential with a single global minimum.

We assume throughout that m < Mp, B/m = O(1), A = O(1), and a = O(1) For
definiteness, when numerical values are presented or functions are plotted, we will take m =
10 8Mp, a =1/6, A\ =1, and B = —2.1m, so that ¢g ~ 0.7m, and V(¢g) > V(¢1).

Although the analysis in this paper is entirely classical, we find it useful to stress that
the action (2.2), with the scalar potential (2.6), has only renormalizable interactions and
canonical kinetic terms for the scalar field ¢ and the metric g,,,. We therefore expect neither
ghost nor tachynonic type instabilities. Furthermore the EFT-breaking scale of the theory is
A ~ Mp. This can be seen by expressing the potential in the Einstein frame

\/é‘fw]) + 3m2M?2 sinh? ( \/équp) cosh? ( \/gjw]) (2.7)
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where we have taken o = 1/6. As it will be shown below that ¢ < Mp, no extra non-
renormalizable terms will be generated. We will also show that there is no need for fine-tuning
to ensure the suppression of exponentially growing modes, suggesting the absence of tachyonic
instabilities.

Vi(¢) = Vo cosh <

To solve the Friedman equations, we assume that the classical field ¢ behaves as a
continuous homogeneous perfect relativistic fluid with stress-energy tensor 7}, = —2 05

V=g dgH¥

T,uu = (1 - 2a)vu¢vll¢ - %(1 - 40‘)guugaﬁva¢vﬁ¢ — Guv (%QR¢2 + V(¢)) (2'8)
+aR,,¢* — 20V, Vb + 2g,,a60¢ .

The energy density p = Tpo and pressure p (given by pg;; = T3;) are
1. ) .
p= 58+ SR+ V(9) ~3a=¢? (2.9)
1 g O o - a a\’ K 9 .
p= 2(1 da) 2R¢ V(g) + <a+2(a) —|—2a2> o7 — 2009, (2.10)
while
K a a\? &k
— : 2, V) = - - s
R=6(H+20%+ ) 6<a+<a> +a2> (2.11)

(where, as is conventional, H = a/a).



The equation of motion for the scalar field together with the Friedmann equations de-
scribe completely the evolution of the universe:
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. S (2.15)
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It will be useful below if we express R, H, H, and d/a in terms of ¢, b, ¢ and a(t):
—~ 4V (¢) — (1 — 6a)p? b
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The two Friedmann equations, (2.13) and (2.14), can be formally solved for p(a)
p(a) = ppe~2J < dlne (2.20)
where 5 3
p
=—-(1+=-)==-(1 . 2.21
=30+ =S0+w) (221)
w is the conventional equation-of-state parameter. For our model,
1 e
e=3 (3-0) 9" —ag9 : (2.22)

V() + 562

If € were a constant, (2.20) would straighforwardly give

—2¢
5: ((j) : (2.23)

where p; is the value of p at some fiducial a = a;. The evolution of the universe might
therefore be broken up into epochs in which e varies very little, followed by large shifts in its
value, signalling a different epoch.

The bounce is a unique moment in time ¢ = ¢, when the universe ceases contracting
and begins expanding. Immediately before the bounce H < 0, and immediately afterwards



H > 0. Since this is a non-singular bounce, we insist that the solutions to the equations of
motion are continuous, so H (¢,) = 0.

We fix the arbitrary normalization of the scale factor by choosing a(t,) = 1. Since
H(ty) =0,
Pb
= 2.24
o= (221)

where pp, = p(tp). k is a free dimensionful parameter. It determines the energy density at the
bounce. We choose k = m?, i.e. pp = 3m2M123. In future work we examine a wider range of
values of k, however it is clear that we want to keep p, < M*.

We can use (2.23) and (2.24) to reexpress

H? ~ 3]/‘\’;2 a‘25(1 _ a2(e—1))
P
2 S Pb _2e 2(e—1)
Hre=——a*(e—a ).
3M1%

(2.25)

These equations should be understood to hold only when € is a constant, but are nevertheless
useful in describing cosmic evolution during epochs of slowly-varying e. The transitions
between epochs are obtained by matching the solutions for a(t) and ¢(t) across the boundaries.

Starting with a = 1 at t; and evolving backwards through cosmic time, one can infer
several conditions on the available values of €, and on the behaviour of H2 and H. As H? > 0,
€ < 1 before the bounce!. For any value of € < 1, it can be shown that? as a — 1 from above,
H < 0 decreases towards a minimum, H,,;,, where H= 0, before increasing. We shall observe
this before the bounce, which of course is characterized by H = 0. Similarly, after the bounce,
as a increases from 1, H > 0 will grow to a maximum H,,,,. When H = 0,

a(H = 0) = M2 (2.26)
SO
Hmaz/min =+ P (]— - 6)6_ 2(5171) . (227)
SN2

We will use these markers to label the different epochs of cosmic evolution in the bouncing
universe.

In the following sections we first solve the equations of motion approximately and an-
alytically, and discuss the evolution of the universe during different epochs characterized by
the equation of state w = p/p of the scalar field. We will then solve the same equations
numerically without any approximations, and show that the resulting solution confirms the
conclusions drawn analytically.

3 Initial Conditions of the Universe

We “begin” at t — —oo with an infinitely large (a(t) — o) universe, dominated by scalar-field
potential energy V(¢). We take ¢ = ¢, and ¢ = 0. ¢¢ is a minimum of V' (¢), not V(¢), but
as we show below, the difference between them, due to R, is small.

1This can change after the bounce as other fields are introduced to exit "eternal inflation."
?_V/H in (2.25) has a minimum for some a > 1 as a — 1 from above for 0 < ¢ < 1.



This give us an empty universe dominated by a dark energy density V(¢g), and a negative
Hubble constant

V(o)
H(t— —0)=—|—0—5——5. (3.1)
3(M32 — ag?)
Because ¢ is a minimum of V(¢), and ¢(t — —oc0) = 0,
- ov
t— —00)=——7| =—aR({t— —oc0 3.2
3t — —o0) = =] = —ah(t = —s)oy 3:2)
Consequently (2.16) gives
4V (o)
Rt — —0) = ——5, 3.3
and thus
7 2 2
V(o) PENEIUS | aM—‘j% P P
and ) ) )
aftds - e % <m2> . (3.5)
4V(¢0) t——o0 1— OZLOQ MP MP
MP
The leading-order approximations are:
R(t — —c0) ~4V /M2 =O(m*/M3), (3.6)
H(t — —00) ~ —/V/3M2 = O(m?/Mp), (3.7)
g(t S —00) ~TV/3ME  =O(m*/M2). (3.8)
As promised aR@3 is initially negligible compared to m?¢g, ¢35, and A¢gg. Thus
V()(t = —00) = V(¢o) = O(m*/Mp), (3.9)
but
H(t = —00) =L — H? ~ —eH? = O(mS /M3) (3.10)
a
is negligible; or equivalently
et — —o0) = O(m?/M3) < 1 . (3.11)

We begin, as promised, in an epoch of dark-energy-dominated contraction.

4 Slow Contraction

The first epoch of cosmic evolution is one of slow contraction, with e ~ 0, H < 0, and H
approximately constant. The scale factor can be calculated, assuming a constant H,

a(t) — a(tearly)eHearly(t_tearly) (41)
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Figure 1. The scalar potential V(¢) in the case R ~ 0.

where teqriy is a finite value of coordinate time, and Heqpy is given by (3.7). To examine the
behaviour of the field at early times, we expand V (¢) around ¢q(t)

_ =B+ VB~ + aR())

Po(t) 2

(4.2)

The field will then behave as a harmonic oscillator with ‘negative friction’ of 3H (t), following
the minimum ¢o(t) of V(¢) adiabatically as R(?) increases slowly from its initial negligible
value. At some early time teqpy We can take ¢(teariy) = ¢0(tearty) and ¢(teariy) = Po(tearty)-
where

aRR(t)

W= (4.3)

Q'SO (tearly) =

To first order in the adiabatic shift

2&0 (tearl ) — — . 3H -
¢(t) = ¢O(tearly) + Ta}ye 3H(t~tearty)/2 Sin 7@ - tearly)w(tearly) (44)

where

i — [ AD0(t)(do(t) — ¢2(1))
a(t) = \/ e ~ 1. (4.5)
At first glance, the form of ¢(t) looks to be one of exponential growth since H(t <
thounce) < 0. It would then seem to require an infinite fine-tuning of ¢g, since any small
perturbation away from ¢g would grow exponentially as t.q,y is taken to approach —oo. This
is not the case.
In the slow contraction phase with the approximation H~0

' K
bearty) = —12H 57— '
R( ea ly) a2(tea7’ly) ( 6)



which goes to zero as teqpy — —00.

The condition for not needing to fine tune in order for any perturbations to not grow

2d)0 (tea'rly) H

t 2 :
Yot carty/2 ag tearly is taken to —oo.

exponentially is satisfied if goes to 0 faster than e?

Since
2¢0 (tearly) _ 1 SK/OZ 72Htearly

- = x e
3Hw a2(tea7-[y) (Z)BA /1 o 47522)\

this no-fine-tuning condition is met. In other words, as we move t.q., further and further
into the past, the initial condition qﬁ(t — —o0) = 0 described above is a well-behaved limit
that prevents the growing mode from exploding before the bounce. This suggests the absence
of tachyonic instabilities.

(4.7)

5 Approaching the bounce

We have so far taken H to be a constant; however € > 0, and H < 0, so H slowly decreases
as the universe contracts, as can be seen from (2.25).

To reiterate what was written above, since € < 1, H will decrease to some a minimum
value Hinin, where H = 0, and then increase. At ¢, = 0, H = 0, and the universe ceases
contracting and begins expanding. After that H increases to H,,qs, where again H = 0; and
then decreases to a constant — the beginning of a period of inflation. Exiting that inflation
requires complicating this model and is not our focus.

Generically, € itself will increase from its initial value, and the scalar-field kinetic terms
can become comparable to V(¢). Just how much € increases depends on the precise values
of the various model parameters. This will determine the duration of the pre-bounce and
post-bounce phases — the period leading up to H reaching its minimum value H,,;,, and then
growing to H = 0, and similarly after the bounce.

As discussed above, an increasing scalar curvature R as the bounce nears is crucial to
our model. A critical time is when R grows large enough that the local minimum ¢y (¢) and
the local maximum ¢9(t) merge to a saddle point. This occurs at

1 /B2 5
P —_ 1
Rcrzt a <4>\ m > ’ (5 )

freeing the field to oscillate around the global minimum at ¢ = 0. We see that Re.;; = O(m?)
is much larger than R(t — —oo) = O(m?*/M32). For R to reach this critical value as the
universe contracts, d)2 must grow to O(m2M123). This should therefore happen before, or at
least not long after H ~ H,,;,, and certainly before the bounce.

For a = 1/6 and using (2.16) and (2.21)

R=6(2—¢) (H2 + %) (5.2)
and
L 4V () + 202 K
Bltmin) = = =~ Sl (5:3)



With £ = m? and a(H,in) = O(1), for R to reach Ry, )qbz’ ~ (’)(mQMI%). Using (4.4), we

can estimate the amount of growth needed for the amplitude of ¢? to reach O(m*M3), i.e.

H2a2/<2

‘d)?‘ M

e 3Ht = m2 M3 . (5.4)

With a = 1/6, k = m?,  ~ —2m and X = 1, this requires Ht ~ 30 e-folds in scale-factor
growth. This is the duration of the pre-bounce period — over the last 30 e-folds of contraction,
€ evolves from being near 0 to very close to 1, with ¢ — 17 at the bounce.

¢* = O(m?M3) implies that € ~ 1—O(m?/M?%). This tells us in turn that a(Hyin) ~ v/e
and thus R(Hpin) ~ 3k, with O(m?/M3) accuracy. We have already confined our attention
(see above) to 4m? < 32/\ < 9m?2. For a = 1/6, if 52/\ < 6m? then R(Hypin) > Repit, and
¢ begins large oscillations before the bounce. This suggests that this behavior is typical for
natural values of the parameters. We see this confirmed in the numerical analysis below.

The growth in R is not dramatic from H = H,,;, to the bounce, which is not unexpected
since the universe contracts by a factor of just v/e. For constant e, we can express R(a) using
(2.25) as

R(a) = 6K(2 — €)a™%. (5.5)

Thus between between H = H,,;;, and the bounce R grows by

R(a = 1)/R(Hmin) = /(1) (5.6)

For e ~ 17, this represents an increase of R by a factor of just ~ e.
Once R > R, the potential V(¢) = V(¢) + aR¢? has only a single extremum, a
global minimum at ¢ = 0 around which ¢ will start oscillating. From (2.16), at H =0

Ry
15 +V
k== (ég (5.7)
3 M2 — ad

in agreement with )(;52) = O(M?m?). Using (2.13), (2.14) and (2.21)

&gy

a?

€= e (5.8)

which in turn implies H/k ~ O(m?/M3) at or near the bounce.

6 Focusing on the bounce

Once R > Repit, the scalar field is free to move from the false minimum at ¢o(t) to the true
minimum at ¢ = 0. The universe is dominated by scalar field kinetic energy, with e ~ 1. We
show here that ¢ is well-behaved through the bounce.
Close to the bounce, we can approximate H as a linear function,
H(t) ~ Hyt

a(t) ~ ez tot®

~10 -



Taking R to be its value at the bounce, R = G(Ho + k), the field equation of motion is

&+ 3Eotd + <m2 +6 (HO + m)) b+ B2 + A\g® = 0. (6.2)

Expanding to 2nd order in perturbations around a background ¢ = ¢y + A

A + 3HtA + (m2 16 (HO + n)) (6 + A) + B(¢2 + 20,A) + My + 36pA) = 0. (6.3)

This can be dramatically simplified by definining

oV (9)
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92V (¢)
0¢* Db

il

which satisfies
*V(9)

A+ 3HtA + A
+ 0 -+ 8¢2

oI

(6.4)
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Figure 2. The behavior of the scalar field ¢(¢) near the bounce according to (6.6). The range of ¢ is
chosen such that Hot? < 1 with Hy ~ k(1 — €) ~ 10732M2 as obtained in the previous section.

Equation (6.5) can be solved analytically

2

)
Aty =C e bPH, ( %) -V g
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where C' is an overall constant of mass dimension 1, to be determined later, v = 3Hy,

5= 828‘;(2¢) " H,(z) are Hermite polynomials and 1 F(a,b, z) is a cofluent hypergeometric
b

function

> a Zk
1F1(G/, b, Z) = E ib;:k' . (67)
k=0

and (a)g is the Pochammer symbol (a)r = I'(a + k)I'(a). Up to 1st order in ¢,

Ve . T(1- % 3
‘V/,,((iz)) i ﬁ7 . ES - 25; +A®). (6.8)

2 2

o(t) =¢p— C

To determine the value of C' and Hy we turn our attention to the Friedman equations. Since
we know H = 0 at the bounce thus p = 3M?k and from the previous section we know
¢ ~ O(Mm) we can plug in the solution obtained in (6.8) and (6.6) into the expressions in
(2.8) to solve for Hy and C. The expressions will not be included here, but the behaviour of
the field immediately before and after the bounce is plotted in fig. 2. As discussed above,
this solution is valid when H can be treated as a constant, i.e. when H¢? < 1. This solution
is in agreement with the full numerical solution obtained by solving (2.12),(2.13), and (2.14),
showing that ¢ is well-behaved through the bounce.

7 After the Bounce

During and slightly after the bounce, with R 2 R, the full potential V(¢) has a global
minimum at ¢ = 0. After the bounce, a positive H means the oscillations in the field are
damped. One can expand the potential around ¢ = 0, and, if Vj > q'ﬁz, obtain a solution
similar in form to (4.4) in behaviour where H is now replaced with the constant late-time
value Hygpe = ++/Vo/3M?2:

2(;50 —2 Hygtet o 3»Zl—lvlobte('u/
¢(t) ~ me 2 Hlatet gip Tt . (71)

W = Agodar . (7.2)
9H12ate
and for ¢g, o ~ m, w' > 1.

In fact, initially after the bounce gz52 > Vo, and H > Hjgqe; however, we can use (7.1) to
get an upper limit on the number of e-folds it would take for ¢? < Vj after the bounce, using

the same line of reasoning as in section 5. Since w' > 1, the dominant term in the amplitude
of ¢? is

Here

62| = dedHowt, (7.3)

From (2.16), qﬁ% ~ 6m2M3 at the bounce, and so, with $? falling exponentially, ‘¢2‘ ~ W
after N ~ 10 e-folds. In fact, since initiallly H > Hjge, it will take less than 10 e-folds.
By N ~ 15, ‘qﬁQ‘ < Wy, so € ~ 0, we expect that the universe is dark energy dominated.

The current simple model is then left eternally inflating with H = Hjge. A graceful exit and
reheating requires additional complications, which we reserve to future work.

- 12 —



After the bounce, as QS decays exponentially, R decreases as well. We can only use (7.1)
once ¢ < Vp, but thereafter from (2.16),

AV — e M14g

R
Ty

(7.4)
and R — O(m*/M2) after 10 e-folds.

As discussed further below, the post-bounce inflationary period must last at least N ~ 25
e-folds in order for the universe to satisfy current constraints on the curvature.

T
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S
>
0.4x10732
02x107% 4
0

-0.5x1078 0 0.5x 1078 1x10°8 1.5%x 1078 2x1078
¢ (Mp)

Figure 3. The scalar potential V' (¢) at selected values of the scalar curvature R. The blue curve is the

initial scalar potential when R ~ 0 and has two clear minima; the orange is for R = ﬁ (74m2 + %2>,

when V(¢) has a saddle point instead of a second minimum; the green has R > 2& (—4m2 + %),

and V(¢) has just one minimum.

8 Numerical solution

We now turn our attention to numerically solving the system of equations in (2.12), (2.14),
and (2.15). The dimensionless free parameters are taken to be m/Mp = 1078, 3/m = —2.1,
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A=1a=1/6, k/m?=1.0, Vo/m?* = 0.0001. A wider exploration of the phenomenology of
the model parameter space will be reported on in futue work.

Numerically, we start with the field at the false minimum at ¢ = ¢y and some arbitrary
initial value of a = a;. We integrate forwards in time to and then through the bounce. We
then re-scale a(t) such that a(ty) = 1, and shift the origin of time such that ¢, = 0.

As the scale factor evolves, so too does the scalar curvature R. The coupling between

the scalar field ¢ and R, drives a change in the scalar potential V(¢). When t ~ —\/ M2 /Vj,

R ~ Rerit, and V(¢) develops a saddle point. The scalar curvature term in V(¢) soon
dominates the shape of the potential, and the potential resembles a harmonic well with a
minimum at ¢ = 0. After the bounce R becomes small again and no longer dominates V' (¢).
The shape of the potential in these epochs is plotted in fig. 3.

The numerical solution for ¢(t) shows it to behave at early times like a forced oscillator
adiabatically following the local minimum, in agreement with the approximations discussed
above. Near and during the bounce, as R > R, ¢(t) oscillates around the global minimum
of V(¢) at ¢ = 0. Meanwhile € evolves towards unity signalling kinetic energy domination.
The Hubble parameter crosses zero and the universe bounces. As discussed above, there is
a periods of ~ 35 e-folds before the bounce and ~ 10 after the bounce during which q32 is
comparable to or dominates V(¢), and before and after which the universe is dark energy
dominated.

Post-bounce, ¢(t) is a damped oscillator around the global minimum at ¢ = 0. After a
phase of rapid expansion lasting ~ 10 e-folds, the universe inflates eternally with H? = 3]“//[02 .

The full numerical solution is in agreement with the approximate analytic solutioﬁs
obtained in section 4-6. As can be seen in fig. 4, it takes N ~ 30 e-folds to transition from
a dark-energy-dominated universe where € ~ 0 to one with ¢ < 1. In fig. 4 one can clearly
identify different cosmic epochs: € ~ 0 in early times; followed by a transition to € < 1 lasting
for ~ 40 e-folds; after which the universe is stuck in eternal inflation with once again € ~ 0.
With the parameters chosen above, Hjge ~ 1078 Mp.

9 The Horizon Problem and other Cosmological Problems

As stated in the introduction, non-singular bouncing cosmologies can naturally solve the
horizon problem — the fact that the universe appears to be homogeneous on length scales
greater than naively should be expected, namely no more than twice the apparent horizon.
This is the distance that light would have been able to travel from the big bant to the time
the relevant signal was emitted — i.e. the particle horizon — but in a universe with only the
currently observed contents — matter, radiation, and dark energy.

This problem is most clear in the extreme isotropy of the cosmic microwave background
(CMB) over the whole sky despite that in a matter-and-radiation-dominated big-bang cos-
mology, the particle horizon size at last scattering is only ~ 1°.

Up to a factor of order unity, the (non-inflationary) big-bang particle-horizon at time ¢

is the Hubble scale 1

TH HOT (9.1)
This is to be contrasted with the radius of curvature of the constant curvature hypersurface,
re(t) = a(t)/+/k, so that 7o = 1/4/k. Since the curvature is positive, this hypersurface is
compact and of finite extent. r.(t) is greater than or equal to the “size of the universe.” Since

observationally Q; < 0.04, 79 = 15h~'Gpc, which is greater than the radius of the observable
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Figure 4. The behaviors of the field ¢(¢) and cosmological parameters of interest N., H(t), H(t)..
The plots on the left show overall behavior and the plots on the right are zoomed in versions of the
shaded grey areas concentrating on the bounce. ¢ is given in units of /M2 /V, to naturally encompass
the bounce phase in the range —1 < ¢ < 1, and to naturally include ~ 100 oscillations of ¢ with period

of v — L.
m2+(\/ H?2+H)

universe, i.e. the last scattering surface of the CMB. Therefore, if the actual particle horizon
at any time ¢ is greater than r.(t), we have solved the horizon problem.
This happens naturally in the model we describe. After H = H,;y, € is approximately
constant and the ratio of the Hubble scale to the curvature scale is
e—1
L A 9.2)
Te 1 — g2(e-1)
which is greater than 1 for any € > 0. As explained above, € < 1 in between H,i and tpounce;
thus there exists a period during which the whole universe was within one Hubble scale.
Of course the Hubble scale diverges at the bounce, whereas the particle horizon is finite,
so using (9.1) as a stand in for the particle horizon is not sufficient. A more careful analysis
involves using the proper integral definiton of the particle horizon

rlt) = a(t) [ dr 93

—o0 a(t')

~15 —



This can be shown to be finite at all finite times ¢, including ¢ = ;.

The appearance of —oo as the lower limit of the integral for 7, may look unfamiliar but
is crucial in a bouncing cosmology, since geodesics are naturally extended to past timelike
infinity. This is in contrast to the calculation of the horizon size in a Big-Bang cosmology
since the earliest time a signal can be generated is the Big Bang singularity.

The above defined 7,(t) is the maximum distance a particle could travel if that particle
was in existence at the infinite past. If a particle was created at a later time tg, its particle
horizon would have the integral start from ¢ = tg. Particles created at earlier times would have
larger particle horizons. We illustrate the solution to the horizon problem by calculating the
ratio rp(t)/re(t) for 3 different initial times ¢y = —50,—5,—0.125 (in our customary units of

M%/Vp) in figure 5 using the numerical solution obtained above for a(t). The case ty = —50

is functionally indistingishable from ty = —oo since most of the contribution to r,(t) is when
t ~ tp during which a(t) ~ 1. We have chosen ¢ = —0.125 because only if ¢5 & —0.125 is
rp(t)/re(t) <1 by t =0.

—— ty=-50
to= -5
| — to=-0.125

&l

7.54

5.0 4

2.5

0.0 1 —— 77”7/

T T T T T T T 0 T T . | . |
-10.0 -7.5 -5.0 -25 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 -1.00 -0.75 -0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
() t (M)
V% Z

Figure 5. On the left: the ratio of the particle horizon r,(¢) and the radius of curvature of the
constant curvature hypersurface r.(t) = a(t)/\/k for the same three signals. At ¢ = ¢, = 0 the signals
that have originated at to = —50, ¢ = —5 have particle horizons larger than r.(t) therefore they are in
causal contact. The signal that originated at ¢ = —0.125 comes into causal contact at the bounce and
any signal that originates at ¢ty > —0.125 would come into causal contact sometime after the bounce.
The rapid rise in the ratio is due to the integral in (9.3) receiving almost all of its contribution when
a(t) is small near the bounce. On the right: the same plot zoomed in, showing the different r,(¢) /r.(t)
ratios near the bounce.

The solution to the horizon problem offered by bouncing cosmologies is thus quite simple
— the bounce brought the entire universe within causal contact. For any point in the universe,
starting at t < —0.125, its forward light cone encompasses the entire universe. Therefore the
past light cones of any two points in the universe at the bounce intersect at all times earlier
than ¢t = —0.125.

The evolution of other cosmological observables such as the cosmic curvature factor €
and the cosmic anisotropy factor €2, is of importance as well. The cosmic curvature factor is
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defined as

K
Qp=—-—H2 9.4
p=-2 (9.4
Using the constant-e approximation (2.25),
a26

For 0 < € < 1, Q increases as the universe approaches the bounce and is divergent at
the bounce when H = 0. After the bounce, for 0 < e < 1, Qi decreases. The divergence,
however, is not of issue because these quantities are of interest only after the bounce. Current
experiments suggest g—i < 0.1 and for k = 10*16M1% and V = 10*36M123 this would require
N ~ 25 e-folds of post-bounce inflation. In other words, however this toy model is augmented
to permit a graceful exit from inflation, it must happen after at least this many e-folds.

It is important to note that this number, N ~ 25, is dependent on model parameters,
and it is conceivable that there are regions of parameter space requiring litle or no inflation.
There would still be a need to exit inflation, and efficiently reheat.

The cosmic anisotropy factor is defined as

2
0, = %H” (9.6)

and again using the constant-e approximation (2.25),

o2 1
ab1—aq 2

Qg = (9.7)

As the universe approaches the bounce, ), increases and is divergent at the bounce when
H = 0. The divergence, as in the case of ) is of no worry as only the post bounce values of
these observables are of interest. Nevertheless, as the universe contracts for an infinite amount
of time before the bounce, €2, would grow as a® and since the expansion phase post-bounce
lasts for a finite amount of time, there is no natural mechanism to “erase” the anisotropies
generated during the infinitely long phase of contraction. In this work, we assume o2 = 0
exactly and assume the scalar field ¢ and the metric g,,, to be perfectly isotropic. The analysis
of anisotropies generated by quantum fluctuations in the scalar field, in the metric, and in
Standard Model fields, and their evolution is the subject of future work.

10 Conclusion

In this paper we have constructed a model for a non-singular, non-NEC violating cosmological
bounce scenario using a standard scalar field to mediate the bounce. We achieve this by
coupling the scalar field to the scalar curvature R. This coupling has several key consequences:
it forces the scalar field to move from the false minimum towards the true minimum before
the bounce; it ensures the field stays in the true minimum after the bounce; and by increasing
the frequency of oscillations of the scalar field, it drives the density of state paremeter € close
to 1.

Our model has a postively curved compact universe with x > 0. This allows the bounce
to occur without violating the null energy condition. A closed universe with positive curvature
is not ruled out by current observations, and may even be slightly favored, albeit with very
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small curvature. With the limited subset of model parameter space that we have explored,
this necessitates some amount (about 25 e-folds) of post-bounce inflation. There may be
values of the model parameters for which this is not necessary.

The analysis in this paper is entirely classical but it is informative to discuss the model
in an EFT framework. Our model has only canonical kinetic terms for the fields and the
scalar potential includes only renormalizable terms of the usual polynomial type. Canonical
kinetic terms suggest that the model is free of ghost instabilities, and the renormalizability of
the scalar potential ensures that the EFT breaking scale stays at Mp. As we have shown in
sections 5 and 6, there are no exponentially growing scalar-field modes in danger of exploding
before the bounce, and the field is well-behaved during the bounce, suggesting the absence of
tachyonic instabilities.

In our toy model, the post-bounce universe is eternally inflating, so complications would
be needed to allow a graceful timely exit from inflation with appropriate reheating.

In future work, we will more carefully explore the stability of this model to ghost, tachy-
onic and especially gradient instabilities. We will consider in greater detail the generation
and evolution of fluctuations that can seed structure in the universe, as well as a concrete
model for exiting inflation. These must remain subdominant through the infinitely long pe-
riod of pre-bounce cosmic contraction, then grow to significance post-bounce post-inflation
post-reheating. As pointed out recently [26], a bounce in the history of the universe may
leave imprints in the non-gaussianities in perturbations which might lead to observable con-
sequences for bouncing cosmological models.

Although many features remain to be explored, it is intriguing that the universe may
have begun nearly empty and contracting, and our big-bang-like observable universe is the
aftermath of a non-singular NEC-respecting classical bounce.
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