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Abstract. In this work, we analyzed the improved Deser-Woodard non-local gravity over

the background of five different bouncing cosmologies, whose premise is to avoid the initial
singular state of the universe. We developed the numerical solution for the non-local distortion function, which encompass the modifications to the Einstein-Hilbert action, using the
reconstruction procedure and we have found that three classes of bouncing have a viable
cosmological solution. Afterwards, we discussed the physical aspects and outcomes of the
evolution of the distortion function throughout the bouncing point for three physical classes
specifically: the symmetric bounce, the super bounce and the Big Rip universe bounce.
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1

Introduction

Despite all of the success in comparison of observational data and consistency of the theory in
mathematical terms [1], the Einstein’s theory of General Relativity (GR) present some limitations. A well-known example is the equivalence principle, which is not directly applicable
to the initial instant of the universe (in a model of the “big bang” type). Furthermore, there is
a break in the necessary conditions for its application due to a singularity of space-time, i. e.,
this initial state has density, pressure and temperatures approximately infinite [2, 3]. In fact,
there is no consensus on how to define metric singularities in GR, unlike electromagnetism
for example, in which a singularity of the electromagnetic field can be avoided by defining the
field in all the space except the singular point. In the GR there is not a background spacetime
to make this type of definition, since it is the spacetime itself which becomes singular [4].
In order to address the aforementioned space-time singularity, we would like to bring
attention to the proposal of bouncing cosmologies [5–10], where the cosmic contraction reduces
the effective radius of the cosmos to a minimum size which then produces an expanding
Universe, replacing effectively the big bang singularity by a nonsingular bouncing geometry
in which all curvature invariants become finite. Moreover, bouncing cosmologies have also
been considered as strong candidates to the standard inflationary paradigm [11, 12].
The current standard cosmological model, namely Λ-Cold Dark Matter (Λ-CDM), is
based in the GR. In this model the universe starts in a singular point and after the early epoch,
the vacuum energy dominates driving the accelerated expansion. The presence of unknown
energy sources in the Λ-CDM model indicates the possibility that General Relativity is not
enough to explain the aforementioned phenomena [13]. Thus, several modified gravitational
theories were proposed as attempts to generalize Einstein’s gravitational theory. Usually, the
most used approach for the description of such phenomena involve addition of new (global
and/or local) degrees of freedom, which can be described in terms of new fields or even by
enforcing a symmetry principle.
Nowadays, an interesting point of view used to elaborate a modified gravitational theory
are the theories with presence of non-local effects,1 which emerged from the works of D.
1

For a detailed account regarding conceptual non-local aspects in field theories, for instance causality,
domain of validity, boundary conditions, etc, see ref. [14] and the references therein for a review.
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Dalvit [15] and C. Wetterich [16]. Actually, Wetterich proposed adding a term proportional to
R−1 R 2 to the Einstein-Hilbert action and analyzed the cosmological implications of a simple
model based on this non-local action. He concluded that his model was not compatible with
primordial nucleosynthesis, whereas generalizations consistent with experimental observations
would be conceivable. Among the many interesting proposals of non-local modifications to
the Einstein-Hilbert action [14, 21, 22], we may refer to the S. Deser and R. Woodard nonlocal model, where
 they have developed a theory with more general non-local terms of the
form Rf −1 R [23]. They have found that this model contains the time interval for the
transition from radiation dominated universe to the matter dominated one, but several issues
were still open. A decisive test for this model was that the screening mechanism (necessary
to avoid the presence of non-local effects in the Solar System scale) is not satisfied, violating
thus experimental constraints [14]. Afterwards, Deser and Woodard improved their model [24]
in order to satisfy the screening mechanism and also to reproduce the late time accelerated
expansion without the necessity of a cosmological constant.
Naturally, due to the rich phenomenological scenario presented by the bouncing cosmology, it is very interesting to explore whether modified gravitational models provide viable
cosmological solution in this context, see [25] and the references therein for a review. Actually, the first Deser-Woodard non-local cosmological model provided a viable description of
a bouncing universe, which can be smoothly connected to the accelerated expansion scenario
[26]. Hence, our proposal consists in examining the viability of bouncing cosmologies within
the improved non-local Deser-Woodard framework where we consider the five most studied
bouncing cosmology scenarios, namely symmetric bounce, superbounce, oscillatory bouncing
cosmology, matter bounce, and the singularity cases [25]. The latter encompasses Big Rip
singularities, sudden singularities and the Big Freeze universe, all generated by the same scale
factor but with different parameters.
In the present work we analyze the description of bouncing universe within the improved
non-local Deser-Woodard model. This is achieved by considering a flat Friedmann-LemaîtreRobertson-Walker (FLRW) geometry in which the bouncing frameworks emerge through the
choice of particular forms of the scale factor. In Sec. 2 we review the main features of the
improved Deser-Woodard model, in special, focusing in obtaining the equations of motion
for the non-local distortion function and the auxiliary fields. In Sec. 3 we determine the
solutions of three different classes of bouncing: symmetric, super bounce and big rip, and
analyze how they are physically viable cosmological scenarios. At last, in Sec. 4 we discuss
the issues related with the oscillatory and matter bounces, and also with sudden singularities
and big freeze universe within the improved Deser-Woodard model, and establish the main
points which render a nonphysical cosmological evolution. We present our final remarks and
perspectives in Sec. 5.

2

Improved Deser-Woodard gravity

The improved non-local Deser-Woodard model [24] minimally modifies the Einstein-Hilbert
action, introducing two non-local scalar fields (X, Y ), such that
L=

1
R [1 + f (Y )] ,
16πG

2

(2.1)

It is worth mentioning that this kind of non-local terms are induced in loop corrections of the quantum
effective action [17–20].

–2–

with the following definitions
Y = −1 g µν ∂µ X∂ν X ,
−1

X=

(2.2a)
(2.2b)

R.

Here  = g µν Dµ Dν is the covariant d’Alembertian operator and R is the curvature scalar.
Along this paper we will refer to the model described by the Lagrangian density (2.1) as DW
II. This model was originally proposed to reproduce the late time accelerated expansion of
the universe, without the need of the cosmological constant, only via a dynamical mechanism
inspired by quantum effective action corrections [24]. Actually, the term g µν ∂µ X∂ν X is
negative in the Solar System scale and positive in the cosmological scale, which makes viable
a screening effect. As a consequence of this mechanism, the non-local corrections appear only
on the cosmological background and the GR is recovered on strongly bound gravitational
systems. Thus, DW II obey the well established Solar System constraints [27]
To localize the action, one can introduces two auxiliary scalar fields U and V as Lagrange
multipliers,
L=

1
[R (1 + f (Y )) + U (R − X) + V (g µν ∂µ X∂ν X − Y )] ,
16πG
(2.3)

or, equivalently
L=

1
[R (1 + f (Y ) + U ) + g µν Eµν ] ,
16πG

(2.4)

where we have introduced Eµν = ∂µ U ∂ν X + ∂µ V ∂ν Y + V ∂µ X∂ν X, by means of simplicity of
notation.
considering the set (X, Y, U, V ) as four independent scalar fields, the action
R 4 Hence,
√
S = d x −gL is regarded as local. Thus, varying the action in respect to each of these
fields, result into the following set of equations
R − X = 0 ,

(2.5a)

µν

g ∂µ X∂ν X − Y = 0 ,

(2.5b)

µ

(2.5c)

2D (V Dµ X) + U = 0 ,
∂f (Y )
R
− V = 0 .
∂Y

(2.5d)

The gravitational field equations are obtained by varying the action (2.4) in respect to the
metric g µν :
1
(Gµν − Dµ Dν + gµν ) (1 + U + f (Y )) + E(µν) − gµν g ρσ Eρσ = 8πGTµν ,
2

(2.6)

where the energy momentum tensor Tµν = (ρ + p) uµ uν + pgµν corresponds to the usual
baryonic matter and does not include the dark energy source term 3 .
This model reproduces the current accelerated expansion of the universe without cosmological constant for
f (Y ) ∼ e1.1(Y +16.7) .
(2.7)
3

The indices in parenthesis denote the symmetric part E(µν) =
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1
2

(Eµν + Eνµ ) .

This is an exponential fit to the numerical solution obtained trough the reconstruction process
[24]. The function f (Y ) is named non-local distortion function and the procedure of reconstruction consists in requiring that the Friedmann equations of General Relativity should be
satisfied by the DW II.
To perform this procedure, the field equations (2.6) have to be expanded over the
Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background:
ds2 = dt2 − a2 (t)dxi dxi .

(2.8)

The d’Alembertian operator acting on a scalar function W (t), which depends only on time,
is written as
W (t) = ∂t2 W (t) + 3H∂t W (t) ,

(2.9)

ȧ
is the Hubble parameter. In this background, the (00) and (ij) components of
a
the modified field equations (2.6) become


1
Ẋ U̇ + Ẏ V̇ + V Ẋ 2 = 8πGρ , (2.10a)
3H 2 + 3H∂t (1 + U + f (Y )) +
2

h
i
1
2
2
Ẋ U̇ + Ẏ V̇ + V Ẋ 2 = 8πGp . (2.10b)
− 2Ḣ + 3H + ∂t + 2H∂t (1 + U + f (Y )) +
2
where H =

Furthermore, subtracting the equations (2.10a) and (2.10b) we find a differential equation for
the function F (t) ≡ 1 + U (t) + f [Y (t)]:
h
i
2Ḣ + 6H 2 + ∂t2 + 5H∂t F (t) = 8πG (ρ − p) .
(2.11)
Hence, the non local distortion function can be numerically obtained through the relation
f = F − U − 1. We will perform this analysis in the next sections for some different bouncing
universe solutions.

3

Application to bouncing models

In this section we will discuss the application of the model DW II to different bouncing models.
In special, we shall focus in the numerical analysis of the viability of the cosmological evolution
near the bouncing point (t = 0) of five different bounce classes: symmetric, oscillatory, super
bounce, matter bounce and singular bounce settings [25]. However, only the symmetric, super
bounce and big rip are in fact viable cosmological scenarios for DW II, see discussion below.
Furthermore, these (physical) bouncing models are illustrated in Figure 1 in terms of their
scale factor.
3.1

Symmetric Bounce

The symmetric bounce model was studied in the context of the non-local DW I gravity
[26], where it was considered as a viable cosmological scenario. The symmetric bounce is
characterized by the following scale factor [25]
2 /2

a(t) = am eh1 t

,

(3.1)

where am is the minimum value of the scale factor and h1 is a constant, such that the Hubble
parameter is H(t) = h1 t. This scale factor is shown in panel (a) of the Figure 1. We search
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Figure 1: The scale factor a(t) for three different bouncing models: (a) symmetric bounce,
(b) super bounce and (c) big rip bounce, respectively.
for vacuum solutions of the equation (2.11) i.e. ρ = p = 0, so that
h
i
2Ḣ + 6H 2 + ∂t2 + 5H∂t F (t) = 0 .

(3.2)

In the symmetrical bounce class, the differential equation (3.2) has an exact solution, given
by
!
r
h1
−h1 t2
F (t) = A1 e
+ A2 H−1
t ,
(3.3)
2
where Hn is the Hermite polynomial (with negative index) and A1 , A2 are constants of integration. Using the relation
√
π x2
H−1 (x) =
e erfc(x) ,
(3.4)
2
Rx
2
where erfc (x) ≡ 1 − erf(x) = 1 − √2π 0 e−u du is the Gauss’s complementary error function,
the solution for F (t) in eq. (3.3) can be written in a suitable form as
!!
r
h1
−h1 t2
A1 + A2 erfc
F (t) = e
t
.
(3.5)
2
Finally, in order to obtain the non-local distortion function f = 1−U −F , it is necessary
to find first the solutions for the fields X, Y, U and V . Actually, one can obtain a differential equation for the scalar field X by applying the background FLRW metric (2.9) to the
constraint X = R, eq. (2.5a):



∂t2 + 3H∂t X + 6 Ḣ + 2H 2 = 0 .
(3.6)
Its exact solution is given in terms of well known special functions:
!
r



3h1
3
3 2
2
X(t) = B1 + B2 erf
t − h1 t 2 + 2 F2 1, 1; , 2; − h1 t
,
(3.7)
2
2
2


3
3 2
where 2 F2 1, 1; , 2; − h1 t
is the generalized hyper-geometric function and B1 , B2 are
2
2
constants of integration. Next, we can make use of the eq. (2.5b) to write a differential
equation for Y in terms of X as

∂t2 + 3H∂t Y − Ẋ 2 = 0 ,
(3.8)
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but in this case, by making use of the solution eq. (3.7), we can determine only numerical
solutions for Y . Furthermore, from the definition of U given in (2.5c), over the background
metric FLRW, we have
(∂t + 3H) U̇ = −2 (∂t + 3H) V Ẋ ,
(3.9)
which can be equivalently expressed as the following relation
− 2V =

U̇
.
Ẋ

(3.10)

At last, over the background metric FLRW, the expression for V in (2.5d) becomes
 df


∂t2 + 3H∂t V = −6 Ḣ + 2H 2
.
dY

(3.11)

However, since the function F = 1 + f + U was calculated in (3.5), then, we can eliminate f
by
df
Ḟ − U̇
=
.
(3.12)
dY
Ẏ
Thus, replacing (3.12) back into (3.11), it results in the following
!

 Ḟ − U̇

2
2
= 0.
∂t + 3H∂t V + 6 Ḣ + 2H
Ẏ

(3.13)

It is important to emphasize that this step imposes the constraint Ẏ 6= 0 for all t in the
solution’s interval, otherwise V , U and hence f will diverge everywhere. Hence, substituting
U̇ from equation (3.10), one can finally obtain a differential equation for the auxiliary field
V:
!
 Ḟ + 2V Ẋ


2
2
∂t + 3H∂t V + 6 Ḣ + 2H
= 0.
(3.14)
Ẏ
The numerical solution for the field V provides the necessary information to perform the
numerical calculation of U through the equation (3.10). Henceforth, the non-local distortion
function f = F − U − 1 is constructed from the numerical solution for U and the exact
equation (3.5) for F . The initial conditions used to perform these calculations were
F (0) = 3 ,

Ḟ (0) = 0 ,

(3.15a)

X(0) = 0 ,

Ẋ(0) = 0 ,

(3.15b)

Y (0) = 0 ,

Ẏ (6) = 1 ,

(3.15c)

V (5) = 1 ,

V̇ (5) = 1 ,

(3.15d)

U (0) = 0 .

(3.15e)

The choice of the condition Ẏ ≈ 0 near the interval’s solution endpoint, was necessary in
order to avoid that Ẏ (t) assumes the value zero and resulting in divergences in the functions
U and V . The numerical solution for the distortion function is presented in the Figure 2.
In this plot we can see the evolution of the distortion function throughout the collapse and
rebirth of the universe. In the symmetric bounce, f (t) is approximately constant before and
after the bounce, suffering a change of values at t = 0. Observe that the distortion function
is positive in the collapsing universe and becomes negative in the expansion scenario.
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Figure 2: Numerical solution of the non-local distortion function f (t) in the symmetrical
bounce, in terms of the cosmological time.
Finally, the solutions f (t) and Y (t) are used to obtain f (Y ). The numerical solution
for f (Y ) is depicted in the Figure 3 and corresponds to the non-local correction to EinsteinHilbert action, as introduced by equation (2.1). It is important to note that the axes in panel
(a) of Figure 3 are out of scale, so, in spite of f (Y ) have a negative slope, this function varies
slowly compared to the values of Y . This can be better seen in the panel (b) of Figure 3,
which is in the logarithmic scale. Consequently, the modification arising from the non-local
phenomena to the Einstein-Hilbert action in the symmetric bounce, is roughly an additive
(very large) constant.
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Figure 3: Non-local distortion function in the context of the symmetric bouncing, (a) in
linear scale and (b) in logarithmic scale.
3.2

Super Bounce

Super bounce cosmologies are models of the universe which collapses and grows again through
a Big Bang without a singularity, and also the scale factor, at the bouncing point, is identically
zero. This cosmology is characterized by the scale factor [25]

2
t − ts k 2
a(t) =
.
(3.16)
t0
Here ts is the bouncing time ant t0 is a characteristic time in which the scale factor reaches
the value a = 1. We present this scale factor near the bouncing point t = ts = 0 in the panel
(b) of Figure 1.
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The calculation of the non-local distortion function f (Y ) follows the same development
as presented in the previous section; nonetheless, in this class of bounce, the fields F , X and
Y have exact solution as it follows:
p
F (t) = |t|1/4 C1 + C2 |t| ,
(3.17a)
(3.17b)

X(t) = 4|t|1/4 C3 + C4 − 3 ln |t| ,
1/4

Y (t) = C6 + 4|t|

(24C3 + 2|t|

1/4

C32

1/4

+ C5 ) − 12(3 + 2|t|

(3.17c)

C3 ) ln |t| ,

where Ck , k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, are constants of integration. Similarly to what happened in the
analysis of the symmetric bounce, the auxiliary fields U and V have only numerical solution.
The initial conditions used in the numerical calculation were
F (±1) = 1 ,

Ḟ (±1) = 1 ,

(3.18a)

X(±1) = 0 ,

Ẋ(±1) = 0 ,

(3.18b)

Y (±6) = 0 ,

Ẏ (±6) = 0 ,

(3.18c)

V (±5) = 1 ,

V̇ (±5) = 1 ,

(3.18d)
(3.18e)

U (±5) = 1 .

As a result, we found the non-local distortion function presented in the panel (a) of the
Figure 4, in terms of the cosmological time. In this case f (t) grows to +∞ when t → 0+ and
goes to −∞ at t → 0− . Hence, the distortion function evolution is different at each phase of
the universe and present an infinite like discontinuity at the bouncing point.
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Figure 4: Numerical solution of the non-local distortion function in the super bounce, (a)
in terms of the cosmological time and (b) in terms of the field Y .
Exploring the one-to-one relation between Y and t, follow the numerical solution for
f (Y ) depicted in the panel (b) of Figure 4. The orange curve shows the evolution of the
non-local effects for the past universe (negative t) and the blue curve for the present universe
(positive t). For t < 0, we observe that the distortion function starts from +∞ at the starting
point of the interval’s solution, stabilizes near the origin and decreases as long as t → 0− (Y
decreases). After the bouncing point, f (Y ) starts from +∞, oscillates and go down to −∞
at the endpoint t = 6 (as Y increases). The interval of solution used here, t ∈ [−6, 6], can be
extended as much as wished. Therefore, the growth of the non-local distortion function, at
the extremes, should be seen as occurring in the late time universe.
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Figure 5: Numerical solution of the non-local distortion function in the Big Rip bounce,
(a) in terms of the cosmological time and (b) in terms of the field Y .
3.3

Big Rip

In this section we will analyze the behavior of the DW II gravity under the singularities
scenario, which is generated by the scale factor [25]
"
#
(t − ts ) α+1
,
(3.19)
a(t) = A0 exp f0
α+1
where A0 > 0 is a dimensionless constant that describes the scale factor at the bouncing time
and f0 > 0 is a constant with the dimension of the proper time. The parameter α, if chosen
equal to 1 and −1 correspond to the symmetric bounce and super bounce, respectively.
Moreover, the choice α = 0 implies that the scale factor a corresponds to the de Sitter
universe. In order to consider the Big Rip cosmology, characterized by a diverging scale
factor at the bouncing point t = ts , we make the choice α < −1. This type of initial
singularities can be avoided through mechanisms of hydrodynamics or quantum effects and
describes an accelerated expansion at late time [25]. Panel (c) of Figure 1 shows the scale
factor (3.19) for the Big Rip scenario. For other values of the parameter α, which results in
sudden singularities and the Big Freeze universe, see the discussion in Section 4.
Once again, the determination of f (Y ) follows the same procedure presented in the
previous sections, although, only numerical solutions are available for all the fields in this
class of bounce. The initial conditions used in the current analysis are presented below:
p
F (±1) = 3 , Ḟ (±1) = − 2/π ,
(3.20)
X(±1) = 1 ,

Ẋ(±1) = 2 ,

(3.21)

Y (±1) = 1 ,

Ẏ (±6) = 0 ,

(3.22)

V (±5) = 1 ,

V̇ (±5) = 1 ,

(3.23)
(3.24)

U (±5) = 1 .

The resulting non-local distortion function is presented in Figure 5, for the time dependence in panel (a) and for the non-local field Y in panel (b). The function f (t) is monotonically increasing for t ∈ (−6, 0), have a jump discontinuity at t = 0 and is not monotonic for
t ∈ (0, 6).
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Note that a(t) in (3.19) diverges when t → 0, so f (t) is not defined at the origin.
Moreover, the field Ẏ have almost one zero in the interval of the solution, which is fixed
by the initial condition. Our choice of this zero point at the end of the interval is crucial
to preserve the fields U and V from divergences for all values of t. Hence, the non-local
correction function f (Y ) is defined only in a very narrow interval, in this case it is the values
of Y that appear in panel (b) of Figure 5, i.e. Y ∈ [−32.7, 19.0] for t < 0 and Y ∈ [−73.9, 28.5]
for t > 0.

4

Nonviable bouncing solutions

In the previous section we have analyzed three classes of bouncing cosmologies and shown that
they generate different, but viable cosmological solutions in the case of the improved DeserWoodard model. However, there are other types of bouncing solutions [25]. For instance, we
have the oscillatory bounce, which is generated by the scale factor
a(t) = A0 sin2

kt
,
t0

(4.1)

and produces a complex solution for the function F (t):

F (t) = C1 e

r
2
−t − k2
t0

csc5



kt
t0


+ C2 e

r
2
t − k2
t0

 
csc5 kt
t0
q 2 .
2 − kt2

(4.2)

0

It is interesting to observe that this solution is complex only for real values of the parameters
k and t0 . But this is a necessary condition to ensure that the scale factor (4.1) is a real valued
function. Therefore, due to the presence of the complex function (4.2) in the solution of the
distortion function f (t), the class of oscillatory bounce can not describe a physical and viable
cosmology in the DW II non-local gravity.
Another possible class of bouncing cosmology is the matter bounce. This scenario is
characterized by the following scale factor
r
2
3 3ρc t
a(t) = A0
+ 1,
(4.3)
2
where 0 < ρc  1 is the critical density of the universe and A0 is a constant. In this case,
the solution for F (t) is real and given in terms of Hypergeometric functions, but the exact
solution of the field Y (t) is a complex function. Thus, matter bouncing universe renders a
physically meaningless solution for the DW II gravity.
In the section 3.3 we have discussed the bouncing scenario generated by the scale factor
(3.19) with α < −1, which produces the Big Rip cosmology. Furthermore, we can also analyze
the solutions for the scale factor (3.19) for the ranges of 0 < α < 1 (which generates sudden
singularities) and for −1 < α < 0 (which results in a Big Freeze universe). In both scenarios
we simply can not find initial conditions that provide finite results for the fields U and V .
Furthermore, even imposing that Ẏ becomes zero at the end of the interval, this field always
present another zero points. These other zeros cause divergences in the fields U and V for
every t, and consequently the non-local modification in the DW II Lagrangian density grows
to infinity.
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5

Conclusions

We have examined the viability of the improved Deser-Woodard non-local gravity model
over the background of five different bouncing cosmologies. Among the bounce scenarios
considered in our analysis, three of them have shown a physical and viable solution to the
non-local distortion function f (Y ), namely: the symmetric bounce, the super bounce and
the Big Rip bounce. The distortion function f encodes all the non-local information in the
departure of the Einstein-Hilbert action and this kind of modified gravity theory is inspired
by quantum phenomena.
Although the improved Deser-Woodard model was initially proposed to reproduce the
late time accelerated expansion of the universe (present in the ΛCDM model), we have found
that this model can also describe the aforementioned bouncing scenarios. The three solutions
of f (Y ) that we have obtained by the reconstruction procedure, are presented in the Figures
3, 4, and 5. The initial conditions used in the calculations are such that the time derivative
of the field Y does not have zeros in the interval of solution, which is a necessary condition
in order to avoid that f (Y ) diverges for every value of t.
In regard of the physically admissible bouncing scenarios:
• In the analysis of the symmetric bounce scenario, we have found that the non-local
distortion function is approximately constant throughout the cosmological evolution,
from the past universe to the present one;
• Moreover, the super bounce generates one distortion function that diverges on the
bouncing point and it is discontinuous, being piecewise-defined;
• Subsequently, the Big Rip bouncing has a solution for f (Y ) as a straight line with
positive slope in the past universe, being a different curve for the present universe.
On the other hand, the oscillatory bounce and the matter bounce presented a complex solution for the distortion function, remarkably these scenarios are physically meaningless in the
context of DW II gravity. Although our reconstruction analysis is performed in a vacuum
spacetime, we could expect that the inclusion of matter, for instance radiation, should not
change our main results and conclusions (since the distortion function can be obtained by
solving the corresponding differential equations).
We believe that the present analysis and physical results of the bouncing solutions (at
the level of background cosmology in the DW II gravity) motivate a deeper look at the early
Universe cosmology. To further restrict physically relevant models, we need to study the early
time perturbations of these bouncing models and examine their implications, for instance, on
the cosmic microwave background. This and other topics are now under development and
will be reported elsewhere.
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