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Abstract We construct a cosmological model from the

inception of the Friedmann-Lemâitre-Robertson-Walker

metric into the field equations of the f(R,Lm) grav-

ity theory, with R being the Ricci scalar and Lm be-

ing the matter lagrangian density. The formalism is

developed for a particular f(R,Lm) function, namely

R/16π+(1+σR)Lm, with σ being a constant that car-

ries the geometry-matter coupling. Our solutions are

remarkably capable of evading the Big-Bang singular-

ity as well as predict the cosmic acceleration with no

need for the cosmological constant, but simply as a con-

sequence of the geometry-matter coupling terms in the

Friedmann-like equations.

Keywords cosmological models · f(R,Lm) gravity

1 Introduction

According to the Planck Satellite, ∼ 95% of the uni-

verse is made by dark energy and dark matter, and only

the remaining ∼ 5% is made by well known baryonic

matter [1].

Dark energy is the name given for what causes the

universe expansion to accelerate. We know for more

than 90 years that the universe is expanding [2]. How-

ever, by the end of the last century, observations of su-

pernova Ia brightness diminishing indicated that such

an expansion occurs in an accelerated way [3,4]. Such a

dynamical feature is highly counter-intuitive since one

expects gravity, as an attractive force, to slow down the

expansion of the universe.

In the standard cosmological model, the cosmic ac-

celeration is said to be caused by the presence of the
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cosmological constant Λ in the Einstein’s field equations

of General Relativity (GR),

Gµν = 8πTµν − Λgµν . (1)

In (1), Gµν is the Einstein tensor, Tµν is the energy-

momentum tensor, gµν is the metric and units such that

GN = c = 1 are assumed throughout the article, with

GN being the Newtonian gravitational constant and c

the speed of light.

The cosmological constant Λ is physically interpreted

as the vacuum quantum energy [5], which has the re-

pulsive character needed for accelerating the expansion.

This vacuum quantum energy is expected to make up

∼ 70% of the universe [1].

The remaining ∼ 25% of the dark sector pointed

by the Planck Satellite is expected to be made by dark

matter [1]. Dark matter is a kind of matter that does

not interact electromagnetically and therefore cannot

be seen. However, it has a key gravitational role, such

as in the large-scale structures formation in the universe

[6] and in the behavior of spiral galactic rotation curves

[7,8].

The above scenario is indeed the best one to fit ob-

servational data. However, it is “haunted” by the cos-

mological constant problem [5] and the non-detection

of dark matter particles [9]. While the dark matter

non-detection problem may eventually be solved by in-

creasing the experiments precision and technological ca-

pacity, the cosmological constant problem is quite se-

rious and sometimes is referred to as the worst predic-

tion of Theoretical Physics. The cosmological constant

problem is the fact that the value of the cosmologi-

cal constant obtained from Particle Physics methods [5]

is ∼ 120 orders of magnitude different from the value

needed to fit cosmological observations [1,3,4].
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This has led a great number of theoretical physi-

cists to search for alternatives to describe the cosmic

acceleration with no need for invoking the cosmological

constant. Those alternatives are the Extended Grav-

ity Theories (EGTs) (also referred to as alternative or

modified gravity theories).

EGTs extend GR to incorporate new degrees of free-

dom. They normally substitute the Ricci scalar R in the

Einstein-Hilbert gravitational action

S =
1

2

∫
d4x
√
−gR, (2)

with g being the metric determinant, by a general func-

tion of R and/or other scalars. For a review on the sub-

ject of EGTs, one can check [10].

For instance, the f(R) theories of gravity [11] substi-

tute R by a generic function f(R) in (2). When applying

the variational principle in the resulting action, the new

terms appearing in the field equations can account for

dark energy and even dark matter effects [12].

Here we choose to work with a sort of expansion of

the f(R) gravity, namely f(R,Lm) gravity [14], with

Lm being the matter lagrangian density, which is mo-

tivated by some f(R) theory shortcomings (check [13],

for instance). This theory allows, through the substi-

tution of R by f(R,Lm) in (2), to generalize not only

the geometrical but also the material sector of a theory.

It also allows the possibility of non-minimally coupling

geometry and matter in a gravity theory, say, from a

product of R and Lm in f(R,Lm).

There are some important applications of theories

with non-minimal geometry-matter coupling (GMC) to

be seen in the literature nowadays. In [15], Bañados and

Ferreira discovered that it is possible to avoid the big-

bang singularity through GMC. The dark energy and

dark matter issues were approached in GMC theories

in [16] and [17], respectively. For a review about GMC

gravity, we suggest [18].

Particularly, the f(R,Lm) gravity, to be approached

here, also contains some important applications. We re-

mark a few of them below. A dynamical system ap-

proach was used in [19] to analyze the viability of some

f(R,Lm) dark energy candidates. The energy condi-

tions were applied to this theory in [20] and wormholes

solutions were obtained in [21,22].

Our intention in the present article is to construct

a homogeneous and isotropic cosmological model in the

f(R,Lm) gravity. In order to do so, we will choose to

work with the functional form f(R,Lm) = R/16π +

(1 + σR)Lm, as it was done in [21,22]. In such a func-

tional form, σ is a parameter that controls the coupling

between geometry and matter. When σ = 0 one auto-

matically recovers GR, as it will be shown in the next

section.

2 The f(R,Lm) gravity

Working with the f(R,Lm) formalism, we start from

the action [14]

S =

∫
d4x
√
−gf(R,Lm). (3)

By varying the above action with respect to the metric

gµν yields the following field equations:

f
R
Rµν + (gµν∇µ∇µ −∇µ∇ν) f

R
− 1

2

(
f −f

Lm
Lm
)
gµν

=
1

2
f
Lm
Tµν , (4)

with f
R
≡ ∂f(R,Lm)/∂R, f

Lm
≡ ∂f(R,Lm)/∂Lm and

f = f(R,Lm). Moreover, the energy-momentum tensor

reads as

Tµν = − 2√
−g

δ (
√
−gLm)

δgµν
= gµνLm − 2

∂Lm
∂gµν

, (5)

assuming that the lagrangian density of matter depends

only on the components of the metric tensor, and not

on its derivatives.

Taking the covariant derivative in Eq.(4), we obtain

∇µTµν = 2
(
∇µ ln f

Lm

) ∂Lm
∂gµν

. (6)

2.1 The f(R,Lm) = R/16π + (1 + σR)Lm gravity

Assuming f(R,L) = R/16π + (1 + σR)Lm yields,

for the field equations (4), the following

Gµν = T̂µν , (7)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor and T̂µν is defined as

T̂µν = 8πTµν − 16π σ

[
LmRµν −

1

2
RTµν (8)

+ (gµν∇µ∇µ −∇µ∇ν)Lm

]
,

with Rµν representing the Ricci tensor.

From Eq.(6), we obtain, as the covariant derivative

of the energy-momentum tensor, the following

∇µTµν = 2

(
σ

1 + σR

)
∇µR ∂Lm

∂gµν
. (9)
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3 Cosmology from non-minimal

geometry-matter coupling

3.1 Friedmann-like equations

To construct the Friedmann-type equations, we as-

sume the Friedmann-Lemâitre-Robertson-Walker flat met-

ric, which agrees with the recent observations of the

Planck satellite [1],

ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2[dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2)], (10)

and the energy-moment tensor of a perfect fluid,

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν − pgµν (11)

with a(t) being the scale factor, which dictates how dis-

tances evolve in the universe and uµ, ρ and p, respec-

tively, represent the four-velocity, the density of matter-

energy and the pressure of the fluid that describes the

universe content.

Developing the field equations (7)-(8) for (10)-(11),

we obtain

3

(
ȧ

a

)2

=8πρ−48πσ

[
˙Lm
ȧ

a
−Lm

ä

a
+

(
ä

a
+
ȧ2

a2

)
ρ

]
, (12)

2
ä

a
+

(
ȧ

a

)2

= −8πp+ 16πσ

[
Lm

(
ȧ

a

)2

− L̈m

−2 ˙Lm
ȧ

a
+ (Lm + 3p)

(
ä

a
+
ȧ2

a2

)]
, (13)

with dots representing time derivatives.

3.2 Cosmological solutions

In view of a characteristic description for the mate-

rial lagrangian of the present model, some discussions

can be seen [23,24,25]. It seems there is a natural direc-

tion to take Lm =−p 1 [26,27,28], which we are going

to follow here.

We will also assume a dust-like matter component

to dominate the universe dynamics. By doing so we

do not need an exotic fluid, such as dark energy, with

p/ρ = −1, in order to describe the present acceleration

of the universe expansion. If we are anyhow able to pre-

dict such a dynamical feature, it comes purely from the

GMC terms of the theory. The Friedmann-like equa-

tions now read

1It is worth mentioning that variation in the sign of p is gen-
erally associated with a respective change in the metric sig-
nature (with some exceptions).

(
ȧ

a

)2

=
8π

3
ρ− 16πσ

(
ä

a
+
ȧ2

a2

)
ρ, (14)

ä

a
= −4π

3
ρ+ 8πσ

(
ä

a
+
ȧ2

a2

)
ρ. (15)

It is worth noting, as mentioned in Eqs.(7)-(8), that

by making σ = 0 in (14) and (15), the usual Fried-

mann equations that describe the dynamics of a matter-

dominated universe are recovered.

By manipulating the above equations, we obtain the

following differential equation for the scale factor

ä

a
+

(
ȧ

a

)2

= Σ, (16)

where Σ = (4πρ/3)/ (1 + 8πσρ).

Moreover, Eq.(9) now reads

ρ̇+ 3
ȧ

a
ρ = 0, (17)

which indicates conservation of matter-energy in the

present formalism.

Now, one can find

ρ(t) = ϕ

(
1

t+ C

)2

, (18)

as a solution for ρ, with ϕ and C being constants.

Under the condition a(0) = 0 and assuming C = 0

for simplicity, in possession of the result (18), we can

solve the scale factor equation (16), yielding

a(t) = ζ

√
F [α] (ϕσ)

−1/2
t, (19)

with ζ a constant, α = 1/4, F [n] = 2F1

[
n− δ, n

+ δ,

(
n+

5

4

)
,− t2

8π ϕσ

]
, δ =

√
1/16 + 2πϕ/3 and

2F1 [a, b, c, d] =
∑∞
n=0

(a)n (b)n
(d)n

(c)n

n! is a hypergeo-

metric function2, where the terms in bold evolve ac-

cording to the Pochhammer Symbol [29].

Fig.1 below shows the temporal behavior developed

by the scale factor by modifying the free parameters ϕ

and σ.

After finding the solution for the scale factor, we

obtain the solution for the Hubble parameter H = ȧ/a

as

H(t) =
1

2t
+

t

18σ

(
F [β]

F [α]

)
, (20)
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Fig. 1 Evolution of the scale factor as a function of time,
with ζ = 7π/5, under the analysis of different ϕ and σ values.
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Fig. 2 Time evolution of the Hubble parameter, with ζ =
7π/5, under the analysis of different ϕ and σ values.

with β = 5/4. The evolution of the Hubble parameter
in time can be seen in Figure 2.

The deceleration parameter q(t) = −äa/ȧ2 is re-

sponsible for classifying whether the universe is in the

process of acceleration, q < 0, or deceleration , q > 0.

In our model it reads as

q(t)=
{
(9σF [α])

2−(6t)2σF [α]F [β]+
(
t2F [β]

)2
+ 3t4

(9−4πϕ)F [α]F [γ]/10πϕ
}/(

9σF [α]+t2F [β]
)2
,(21)

with γ = 9/4.

From the equation above, we can see the temporal

evolution of the deceleration parameter in Figure 3.

Next we will interpret the solutions obtained for the

cosmological parameters.

2Known as Gaussian hypergeometric series.
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Fig. 3 Time evolution of the deceleration parameter, with
ζ = 7π/5, under the analysis of different ϕ and σ values.

3.3 Cosmological interpretations

First of all, it is interesting to mention that solution

(18) for ρ is elegantly capable of evading the Big-Bang

singularity. Note that for C 6= 0, ρ, in principle, does

not diverge for t = 0. It is well-known that this is not

the case for standard cosmology [30]. This interesting

result recovers what was recently shown by Bañados

and Ferreira in [15], that is, GMC models are capable

of elegantly evade the Big-Bang singularity.

Now let us analyze the scale factor a(t) and the Hub-

ble parameter H(t), which respectively read according

to Eqs.(19) and (20) and whose time evolutions appear

in Figs.1 and 2. From Fig.1 we can see that the scale

factor as well as its time derivatives are always posi-

tive. This is in agreement with an expanding universe

and can also be observed in the Fig.2 features. The lat-

ter shows that the Hubble parameter is positive and

decreasing with time. Those features are in agreement

with what is predicted by observations and with the

standard cosmology model [1,30]. Moreover note that

as time passes by, H tends to a constant. From the

Hubble parameter definition, a constant H is an indi-

cation of an exponential scale factor, which is required

for explaining the cosmic acceleration.

Finally, Figure 3 shows the evolution of the deceler-

ation parameter for different values of the free param-

eters of the model. Particularly, the black solid line re-

covers exactly what is expected in a matter-dominated

universe governed by GR. In other words, q = 0.5 is

exactly what one obtains when solving the standard

Friedmann equations for p = 0.

The values assumed for the free parameters ϕ and σ

in the green curve do not allow the universe to transit

from a decelerated to an accelerated regime of expan-

sion
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Otherwise, we have also the light blue and red curves,

which clearly indicate a transition from a decelerated

(q > 0) to an accelerated (q < 0) stage of the universe

expansion. As the green curve, both departure from 1,

which indicate a primordial radiation-dominated uni-

verse, but naturally assume negative values as time

passes by, indicating that in the present model the uni-

verse expansion accelerates simply as a consequence of

the GMC model features. Moreover, note that the val-

ues assumed for the free parameters in the light blue

curve yield a de Sitter-like universe in the future. Note

also that both light blue and red curves eventually as-

sume the present value estimated for q, which according

to [31] is q0 = −0.31 ± 0.11, while according to [32] is

q0 = −0.64± 0.15.

4 Final remarks

We have obtained a matter-dominated GMC model of

cosmology from the f(R,Lm) gravity formalism. The

Friedmann-like equations were obtained for the model,

as well as the continuity equation. Then we have ob-

tained analytical solutions for all the cosmological pa-

rameters.

Remarkably, our solution for ρ evades the Big-Bang

singularity, which now seems to be a profitable fea-

ture of GMC models (check [15]). Not only the present

model was able to evade the Big-Bang singularity, it

was also capable of describing the transition from a de-

celerated to an accelerated stage of the universe expan-

sion. This can be clearly seen in Fig.3, that shows two

possibilities for the deceleration parameter to assume

negative values, in accordance with observational esti-

mates.

The cosmic acceleration is one among many chal-

lenges theoretical physicists face nowadays. The analy-

sis of the rotation curves of galaxies is a natural next

step to test the present formalism. That is, in the same

way the present GMC model is capable of describing

the dark energy effects, could it also be capable of de-

scribing the dark matter effects in the galactic scales?

We shall investigate and report that soon.

It should also be stressed here that the f(R,Lm)

theory has already shown good results in the physics

of wormholes. While GR wormholes need to be filled

by exotic negative-mass matter, the f(R,Lm) worm-

holes do not [21,22]. Last, but definitely not least, the

very same model used here to describe the dynamics

of the universe was used in [33] to obtain hydrostatic

equilibrium configurations of neutron stars. The theory

remarkably makes possible to describe pulsars as mas-

sive as PSR J2215+5135 [34] from a simple equation of

state for nuclear matter.
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Gonçalves and M. Malheiro, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 483
(2020).

34. M. Linares et al. Astrophys. J. 859, 54 (2018).


	1 Introduction
	2 The f(R,Lm) gravity
	3 Cosmology from non-minimal geometry-matter coupling
	4 Final remarks

