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Abstract

Among many models which can describe the bouncing cosmology, A matter bounce scenario

that is deformed by a running vacuum model of dark energy (RVM-DE) has been interested. In

this research, I show that a class of RVM-CDM (cold dark matter) model can also describe a

cyclical cosmology in which the universe undergoes cycles of expansion to the contraction phase

and vice versa. To this end, following our previous work, I consider one of the most successful

class of RVM-CDM model in bouncing cosmology, ρx = n0 + n2H
2 + n4H

4, in which the power

spectral index gets a red tilt and the running of the spectral index may give a negative value by

choosing the appropriate value of parameters (n0, n2, n4), which is consistent with the cosmological

observations. It is worthwhile to mention that most matter bounce models do not produce this

negative value. However, the main purpose of this article is to investigate the RVM-CDM model

in the turnaround phase. Far from the bounce in a phantom expanding universe, the turnaround

conditions are investigated before the occurrence of a sudden big rip. By analyzing the Hubble

parameter, equation of state parameter, and deceleration parameter around the turnaround, we

show that a successful turnaround may occur after an expansion in an interacting case of RVM-

CDM by choosing the appropriate value of parameters. A minimum value for the interaction

parameter is obtained and also find any relation between other model parameters. Finally, the

effect of each parameter on a turnaround is studied, and we see that the transition time from

accelerating to decelerating expansion can occur earlier for larger values of interaction parameter.

Also, in several graphs, the effect of the second term in DE density, including H2, is studied, and

we see that by increasing its coefficient, n2, the transition point leads to lower values.
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I. INTRODUCTION

For centuries, the debate between a cyclical eternal universe and an accidental one, has

been the subject of controversy between philosophers and scientists. In the twentieth century,

after the introduction of Einstein’s theory of gravity, Tolman [1] returned to the hypothesis

of a cyclic universe by using a positive spatially curvature cosmology. Since then, many sci-

entists have proposed different models for this type of universe. These models were presented

to resolve the problem of big bang theory, which has an avoidable initial singularity of the

universe. Furthermore, in many of cosmological dark energy (DE) models, the existence of

a far future singularity, called the big rip, has been predicted [2, 3]. A cyclic universe must

re-collapse before the big rip occurs. The fundamental question is, what physical process

causes these cycles?

One of the interesting models of cyclic cosmology to date is the Conformal Cyclic Cos-

mology ( CCC) model, which was popularized by a Nobel laureate, Roger Penrose, in 2010

in the book: The Cycle of Time [4]. Penrose group and other cosmologists have written

many articles on the evidence of CCC in observations of the cosmic microwave background

(CMB) and its anomalies [5–11].

Other successful models that have been also considered in cyclic cosmology are: Stein-

hardt Turok model [12–24], Baum-Frampton model [25–30], and Loop quantum cosmology

(LQC).

In LQC model, physicists approach the concepts of quantum mechanics and quantum

gravity. A non-perturbative regime of quantum gravity based on loop quantum gravity

(LQG), may stand out to arise a nonsingular big bounce or big crunch once before tending

to singularity, by some matter-energy content or spatial curvature, for various isotropic and

anisotropic models [31]. Following the LQG, the cosmologists introduce an LQC theory,

based on discrete quantum geometry arising from the non-perturbative quantum geometric

effects [32]. Using LQC, the Friedmann equation is modified by a quadratic of energy density

term (with a negative sign), which in turned into standard Friedmann equation, a little far

from the big bounce and turnaround points [33]. The Hubble rate is vanished and changed

the sign at maximum energy in a finite value of scale factor. The relic gravitational waves

from the merging of a large number of black holes in a collapsed phase of the universe in

the pre-bounce regime, may be regarded as good evidence of a cyclic universe [34].
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Among many models of bouncing cosmology, i.e. Pre-Big-Bang [35] or Ekpyrotic type

[36], string gas cosmology [37, 38] and matter bounce scenario [39], the last one has the most

interested in the last decade [33, 40–44]. Based on observations of Plank 2015 and 2018 [45–

48], the primordial perturbations were adiabatic, almost scale-invariant with a slight red

tilt (ns = 0.968± 0.006, (68% CL)), and that tensor perturbations were small. Also these

observations provide a bound for running of spectral index αs = −0.003±0.007, (68% CL).

In particular, some efforts has been made in a quasi-matter, semi-matter, and deformed

matter (a matter term mixed by a dark energy component) bouncing cosmology [49–51],

where in some of which, the problems of previous models have been solved. Although in

many models of matter bounce, the power spectral index (ns) of cosmological perturbation

may be consistent with observations, the sign of running of the spectral index (αs) is one of

the matter of challenges among the models. In fact, the quantity αs may be considered as

a further observational tool that can be used to differentiate between various cosmological

scenarios [42]. Most recently, in [52], authors made constraint parameters of a quasi-matter

bounce model in light of Plank and BICEP2/Keck data set.

In this paper, following our previous work [51], in which a successful model of deformed-

matter bounce (a pressureless matter deformed by a running vacuum model (RVM) of DE,

with a small tiny negative value of the equation of state parameter, w) was introduced, now

I am also interested to use this model in a cyclic cosmology, especially in the turnaround

point.

In recent years, several models have been proposed in the field of cyclic cosmology, but

the complete cycle from bounce to turnaround has not been studied in any of them. [53, 54].

Before getting started, it must be noted that at following, I am using the reduced Planck

mass unit system, in which ~ = c = 8πG = 1.

II. CYCLIC COSMOLOGY IN A RVM-CDM UNIVERSE

In a flat FLRW universe,

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2[dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2sin2(θ)dφ2], (1)

which is fulfilled by three components, dark energy (DE), cold dark matter (CDM) and

radiation, a holonomy corrected Loop Quantum Cosmology (LQC) in high energy context
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of cosmology, gives approximately full quantum dynamics of the universe by introducing the

following set of effective equations [55]

H2 =
ρ

3
(1− ρ

ρc
), (2)

Ḣ = (
1

2
ρ− 3H2)(1 + w), (3)

where ρ = ρm + ρr + ρx is the total energy density inclusive of pressureless CDM, radiation

and DE respectively. The quantity ρc is critical energy density which is around the Planck

energy density (ρc ∼ ρPl). Also one can easily see that by ρc →∞, the classical Friedmann

equations in the flat universe are retrieved. Same as low energy cosmology, in this context,

the continuity equation easily obtained

ρ̇+ 3Hρ(1 + w) = 0, (4)

where w = P/ρ is the effective equation of state parameter. The continuity equation (4)

can be decomposed by three equations for all components of energy as

ρ̇x = −Q

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = Q (5)

ρ̇r + 4Hρr = 0

where Q plays an interaction term between DE and CDM and superscript dot refers to

derivative with respect to cosmic time. We must mentioned that in this paper, we are inter-

ested to use of the running vacuum model (RVM) in which the equation of state parameter

(EoS) is ’wx = −1’, like as rigid cosmological constant Λ [56]. The running vacuum energy

density is not a constant but rather it is a function of the cosmic time. Note that in many

papers it has been expanded as a function of the Hubble parameter. The nature of RVM is

essentially connected with the renormalization group (RG) in quantum field theory (QFT) in

curved spacetime. In this context, the evolution of the vacuum is written as a function of H2

which determines the running of the vacuum energy [57–68]. In any expansion-contraction

transition time (bounce/turnaround), the Hubble parameter evaluates to be vanishes and

energy density mimics high energy Planck density, which is supplied by radiation term in

big bounce case and by DE term in turnaround. By generalizing a special case of RVM in

an XCDM flat universe (a dynamical dark energy-CDM), the possibility of growth of DE
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density up to Planck energy density will be realized. The energy density of Dynamical-DE

can be considered as a driving energy of LQC to originate a turnaround. However, at last,

I show that at the turnaround point the dynamical DE will be merged to RVM in which

wx = −1, which has been used around the bouncing.

III. BOUNCING PHASE IN RVM-CDM UNIVERSE

In this section, I give a brief review of the bouncing cosmology specially in deformed

matter bounce scenario [50, 51].

Generally as explained in the previous section, in QFT, a theoretical explanation of the

RVM-DE is given by [51, 69–71]

ρx = ρΛ(H2, Ḣ) = n0 + n2H
2 + αḢ + n4H

4 +O(H6). (6)

Note that the first term (n0) in (6), has the role of standard rigid Λ model [50]. In a RVM-

CDM bouncing scenario, By solving effective equations (2, 3, 4), one can find the behavior

of scale factor, EoS parameter, and Hubble rate in some cases of RVM-CDM as well as

ΛCDM model in the background, around the bouncing point [50, 51]. It should be noted

that in the bounce time (t = 0), the Hubble parameter should vanish, and the radiation

term becomes a dominant term in the total energy density. In this phase, the scale factor

becomes a non-zero minimum value where we can normalize its value to unity.

Up to this level, in the background examination, almost all matter and deformed matter

bounce scenarios, are acceptable. Their differences will appear in the analysis of models

under the theory of cosmological perturbation.

The linear primordial perturbation extended into LQC has been studied by effective

Mukhanove-Sasaki equation [72, 73]. In this theory, the scalar spectral index of power

spectrum and its running, at the crossing time, which is a time before the bounce when the

sound horizon crossed by long wavelength modes (k = a|H|) and it gives a good condition

to solve the perturbation equation, was given by [51],

ns = 1 + 12(w0 +
αsc

12
) ≈ 1 + 12w, (7)

.

αsc =

(
dns

d ln k

)
k=a|H|

=
12Hẇ

H2 + Ḣ
∼= 3H

dns

dH
, (8)
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where αsc is the running of spectral index and w0 is the EoS parameter at the crossing time.

Note that the effective equation of state parameter has a tiny non-constant negative value

in the contracting phase of the universe at the crossing time. In a ΛCDM bounce scenario

[50], although the scalar spectral index ns gets a red tilt, the running of spectral index gets

a positive value (see the first row of table I). In another case, row 5 of table I, the EoS

parameter is constant which results a constant ns and finally gets αsc = 0. In some cases,

rows 2-4 of table I, we obtain αsc > 0 and only in one case of RVM-CDM, which I studied

(row 6), we see αsc < 0. In table I, the effective equation of state parameter and running αsc

at crossing time for some cases in RVM-CDM bounce scenario have been calculated [51]. As

ρΛ w αs αsc

1 n0
−n0

3H2
−72w 0.22

2 n0 + n2H
2 −1

3
(
n0

H2
+ n2)

n0

n0 + n2H2
(−72w) 0.22

3 n0 + n1H −1

3
(
n0

H2
+
n1

H
)

n1H + 2n0

n1H + n0
(−72w) 0.44

4 n0 + γḢ
2n0/H

2 − 3γ

−6 + 3γ

n0

n0 − 3γH2/2
(−72w) 0.001

5 n2H
2 + γḢ

−2n2 + 3γ

6− 3γ
0 0

6 n0 + n2H
2 + n4H

4 −1

3
(
n0

H2
+ n2 + n4H

2)
(−n4H

4 + n0)(−72w)

n0 + n2H2 + n4H4
-0.003

TABLE I: Summary of all cases in RVM-bounce scenario at crossing time

(Hcr = −8.8 ∗ 10−8, wcr = −0.003) [51].

we see in the last row of table I, the running of the spectral index has a negative value and

by considering preferred values of parameters, this model gives the best consistency with the

cosmological observations (based on 2013 and 2015 Plank results (Ade et al. 2014, 2016),

the running was provided a tiny negative value) [51].

It is worthwhile to mention that unlike matter bounce scenario which gives a positive

value of the running of spectral index [42], in the deformed matter bounce scenario, there is

a possibility of the negative running of spectral index and this can be the strength of this

type of scenario.
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IV. TURNAROUND IN A RVM-CDM UNIVERSE

Regardless of any particular model in cosmology, the turnaround point must have the

following characteristics. First, the scale factor would reach a finite maximum value, in

which the Hubble parameter will vanish at this point. In fact, the Hubble parameter will

change from a positive value to a negative value. Second, the condition of reaching the high

energy phase and supplying the LQC must be met. Our hypothesis is that just as at the

time of bounce, where the energy density of radiation causes a critical density to reach the

LQC energy level, in the turnaround phase, The dark energy that grows up to the critical

energy, provides LQC energy condition. To prove this claim, we need a model of dark energy

whose energy density can grow in the phantom phase to reach the critical energy and finally

remains at the phantom wall in the rapid contraction phase of the universe. Therefore,

the universe must remain in the phantom phase in an expanding regime. Also, the sign of

deceleration parameter q, must change from a negative to a positive value. Third, due to a

destructive effect of an expanding universe in the phantom phase in the creation of a sudden

big rip, the turnaround point must be realized before the big rip occurs.

Now at following, we study the successful case, row 6 of table I, in the RVM-CDM

model, around the turning point, by considering a universe with and without any terms of

interaction.

A. debate of interacting and non-interacting case

In an interacting dynamical DE model, in which the equation of state of dark sector is a

function of cosmic time, the continuity equations are

ρ̇x + 3Hρx(1 + wx) = −Q (9)

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = Q, (10)

where Q is an interaction term between dark matter (DM)-DE. By giving [54]

Q = 3b2H(ρx + ρm) (11)

and differentiating of corrected Friedmann equation (2), we find

Ḣ = −ρx
2

(1 + wx + u)(1− 2ρ

ρc
). (12)
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In the above equation, the quantity u = ρm/ρx is the ratio of energy densities of DM to DE.

After defining the dimensionless dark energy density

Ωx =
ρx

3H2
, (13)

and using

1− 2ρ

ρc
=

2− Ωx(1 + u)

Ωx(1 + u)
, (14)

which is derived from Eq. (2), the previous Eq. (12) yields

Ḣ

H2
= −3

2
(1 + wx + u)

2− Ωx(1 + u)

(1 + u)
. (15)

Near the turning point, where the DE is the only dominated term, from (2), we find

Ωx ≈ 1 +
ρx

ρc − ρx
, (16)

and by defining a new relative parameter θ = ρx/ρc, the Friedmann equation at the high

energy level (ρ ≈ ρx), can be rewritten as

Ωx ≈
1

1− θ
. (17)

Regarding the new parameter, it is worth noting that due to the temporal increase of ρx in

a phantom universe, the parameter θ also increases with time. Therefore, the study of other

parameters in terms of θ can be equivalent to the time consideration of those parameters.

Eequation (17) shows that in a flat cyclic universe unlike standard cosmology, the quantity

Ωx always greater than unity, so that in the limiting case, far from the turning point, where

ρx � ρc, it gives Ωx → 1+ and at the turning point, where ρ ≈ ρx ≈ ρc and u ≈ 0, it gives

Ωx →∞.

Using the last model of table I, which has the most consistency with the cosmological

data

ρx = n0 + n2H
2 + n4H

4. (18)

Its time derivative gives

ρ̇x = 4Hρx(1− ε− n2

6Ωx

)(
Ḣ

H2
), (19)

where the parameter ε = n0/ρx is a new parameter, function of θ.
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In order to examine the Hubble parameter, considering the Eq. (19) around the turning

point (u ≈ 0, Ωx ≈ 1/(1− θ)), using θ̇ = ρ̇x/ρc and expanding the function ε(θ) ≈ ε0 + (θ−

1)ε1 around the turning point θ = 1 up to first order, we obtain

θ̇

H
≈ 2θ

3
[(6ε1 − n2)(1− θ)− 6ε0 + 6](

Ḣ

H2
). (20)

It is worth mentioning that the constant ε0(θ = 1) must be unity because at the turning

point we have ρ = ρx = ρc = n0 since H = 0. Now using

1

H

dH

dθ
=
Ḣ/H2

θ̇/H
, (21)

we have
1

H

dH

dθ
≈ 3

2θ
[(6ε1 − n2)(1− θ)]−1. (22)

By integrating (22), we obtain

H = H0

[
(n2 − 6ε1)(1− θ)

θ

]( 3
2n2−12ε1

)

, (23)

where the quantity H0 is the constant of integration. A closer look at this equation shows

that in order to avoid divergent H at θ = 1, we must have n2 ≥ 6ε1.

Now substituting equations (11, 15, 19) in equation (9), the equation of state parameter

wx as a function of θ around the turning point, u ≈ 0, simply gives

wx ≈ −1− b2

2n2

3Ωx
+ 2Ωx(1− ε) + 4ε− (n2

3
+ 3)

. (24)

and after a few simplifications it yields

wx = −1− 3b2(1− θ)
(n2 − 6ε1)(2θ2 − 3θ + 1)− θ + 3

. (25)

Also the deceleration parameter q = 1− Ḣ/H2 can be calculated as

q = −1− 9b2(1− 2θ)

2(n2 − 6ε1)(2θ2 − 3θ + 1)− 2θ + 6
. (26)

Last equations show that in the non-interacting case, b = 0, two important functions wx =

−1 and q = −1 are constant and the turning conditions were not retrieved. In fact, the shift

from expansion to contraction phases never happens. Therefore, the non-interacting case

should be abandoned altogether. Also, in order to turning from expansion to contraction at
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a limit value, θ = 1, Eq. (26) requires a minimum value for the interaction term b = 2/3.

In all figures three functions H, wx and q are plotted in θ (horizontal axis) around θ = 1.

Fig 1 shows the effect of parameter ε1 in behavior of H. Increasing ε1 leads to an increase

in the rate of H reduction. This parameter is related to parameter n0 in DE density. In

Fig 2, the effect of parameter n2 , second term in DE density, in behavior of Hubble rate is

plotted. Increasing n2 which reveals the effect of H2 term in ρx, leads to an increase in the

rate of H reduction. Also, for the concavity of the curve H, with increasing n2, it changes

from positive to negative. Fig 3 narrates the effect of interaction parameter b in behavior

of q. This indicates that for values b < 2/3, the value of q never vanished (specially in

non-interacting case b = 0), and for values greater than 2/3, turnaround time occurs earlier

with increasing b. In Fig 4, the effect of parameter n2 , in behavior of q is shown. This

indicates that an increase in n2, reduces the transition time from accelerating to decelerating

expansion, and eventually in θ = 1, they all come together. And at last in Figs. 5, 6, the

evolution of wx are demonstrated. These show that the universe behaves in phantom phase

for all various of parameters b and n2, in a way that they merge to wx = −1 at θ = 1.

It should be noted that because the crucial equations obtained in this analysis did not

explicitly include n4 around the turnaround point, we could not show the weight effect of the

term including H4 in the analysis. Of course, the effect of this sentence lies in the Epsilon1

coefficient.
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FIG. 1: The evolution of H
H0

versus θ for

various ε1 = 0.02, 0.04, 0.06 (red, blue, green)

FIG. 2: The evolution of H
H0

versus θ for

various n2 = 1.5, 2, 2.5 (red, blue, green)

FIG. 3: The evolution of q versus θ for various

b = 0, 2/3, 0.7 (red, blue, green)

FIG. 4: The evolution of q versus θ for various

n2 = 1.5, 2.0, 2.5 (red, blue, green)
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FIG. 5: The evolution of wx versus θ for

various b = 0.5, 2/3, 0.7 (red, blue, green)

FIG. 6: The evolution of wx versus θ for

various n2 = 2.0, 4.0, 6.0 (red, blue, green)

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

After recent efforts, especially in 2021, on relic gravitational waves from the merging of

many black holes in the collapsed phase of the universe in the pre-bounce regime, cyclic

cosmology came to life again. Among models that are well-adapted to cosmological data,

a deformed matter bounce scenario in which the matter is deformed by a component of

RVM-DE is a good candidate for study. Our hypothesis is that just as at the time of

bounce, where the energy density of radiation causes a critical density to reach the LQC

energy level, in the turnaround phase, The dark energy that grows up to the critical energy,

provides LQC energy condition. To prove this claim, we need a model of dark energy whose

energy density can grow in the phantom phase to reach the critical energy and finally remains

at the phantom wall in the rapid contraction phase of the universe. In this article, we seek

to prove the capability of the RVM dark energy model in turnaround the universe from

expanding to contracting. Following a previous study in which we found a successful case of

the RVM-CDM model in which the running of the spectral index can accept a negative value,

I was interested in one of the successful cases of the interacting model of the RVM-CDM,

ρx = n0 + n2H
2 + n4H

4. The turnaround conditions at the end of expansion before the
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occurrence of a sudden big rip in a finite future were investigated. At the turnaround point,

the Hubble parameter must vanish, the EoS parameter must be equal to wx = −1 for all

choosing parameters, and the deceleration parameter must change from a negative to positive

value near the turning point. After analyzing the Hubble parameter H, a new restriction

between parameters of model was obtained. Also by considering the deceleration parameter

and EoS parameter, around the turnaround, we obtained a minimum value for interaction

parameter b = 2/3. Therefore non-interacting models must be ignored and can not create

a successful turnaround. The universe behaves in the phantom regime, before any cyclicity

and transition from an expansion to contraction at a finite time. At last the effect of each

parameter in turnaround was studied and we saw that the transition time from accelerating

to decelerating expansion occurs earlier for larger values of interaction parameter b. Also in

several graphs the effect of second term of RVM energy density, including H2, was studied

in parameter n2. Increasing n2, will reduce the time of transition point and will increase

in the rate of H reduction. With this study, we showed that just as the RVM-CDM model

can create a successful bounce, it can also be considered as a successful model for the future

turnaround of the universe from an accelerated expansion to a contraction, in the presence

of interaction.
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