arXiv:2212.01093v2 [gr-gc] 7 Jul 2023

Transitioning from a bounce to R? inflation

Richard Daniel', Mariam Campbell?, Carsten van de Bruck! and Peter Dunsby??3
LSchool of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Sheffield,
Hounsfield Road, Sheffield S8 7TRH, United Kingdom
2 Department of Mathematics and Applied Mathematics,
Cosmology and Gravity Group, University of Cape Town,
Rondebosch, 7701, Cape Town, South Africa and
3South African Astronomical Observatory, Observatory 7925, Cape Town, South Africa
(Dated: May 19, 2023)

Non-singular bouncing cosmologies are well-motivated models for the early universe. Recent ob-
servational data are consistent with positive spatial curvature and allow for a natural collapsing and
bouncing phase in the very early universe. Additionally, bouncing cosmologies have the potential to
rectify conceptual shortcomings identified in the theory of inflation, such as the singularity problem.
In this paper we present a classical bouncing model in the context of modified gravity, including
an R?-term in the action. We show that after the bounce, the universe enters naturally a period of
inflation, driven by the R?>-term. We analyse the stability of the model and find that the scalaron
assists the stability of the model.



I. Introduction

Inflation is a well motivated paradigm which makes a number of non—trivial predictions which have been
found to be in agreement with a variety of cosmological observations. In particular it is in agreement with
measurements of anisotropies in the cosmological microwave background (CMB) radiation [1] and the fact
that the universe is spatially nearly flat. Importantly, it provides a self-consistent causal explanation for the
origin of large scale structures (galaxies & clusters of galaxies) via quantum fluctuations that are stretched to
cosmological scales, providing the seeds for structure formation [2]. Inflation was proposed as a mechanism
to relieve initial condition problems that arose with the original Hot Big Bang model. Despite curing these
initial conditions problems, the theory of inflation still depicts a universe originating from a singular point
[3, 4] 1. The idea of replacing the singular origin, the Big Bang, with a non-singular transition, a bounce,
is not a new one and we refer to extensive reviews on this topics, such as e.g. [5-7]. A model with a single
bounce does not necessarily cure the initial condition (or singularity) problem, but simply pushes the solution
back to an earlier state. Many different types of cosmological bouncing models have been proposed, e.g. using
extra dimensions and branes [8—13], modifications to gravity or the kinetic terms [14-21], or simply arising
as a fundamental starting point in quantum cosmologies [22]. One of the early attempts at avoiding the
initial singularity was presented in [23], by considering a closed Robertson-Walker geometry. They found
that a violation of the energy conditions due to the quantum effects in their model results in a transition
from a Friedmann-like collapse to a Friedmann-like expansion. However, in their solution the universe will
eventually collapse after completing a cycle, and their model cannot show if quantum effects would always
avoid a gravitational collapse. Many of these models propose an alternative to inflation and aim to predict the
observed anisotropies of the CMB within these alternative scenarios [24-26]. Unfortunately, many alternatives
to inflation will suffer from a fine-tuning problem, due to instabilities in the energy components driving the
bounce. Nevertheless, these models provide a starting point to formulate a more complete theory of the
universe, e.g. in which the universe undergoes cycles.

Another potential conceptual weakness of inflation is the somewhat arbitrary initial conditions to get
inflation started [27, 28]. The idea of an emergent universe proposed in [29] may provide a scenario of a
singularity-free inflationary universe. They do not replace the initial singularity with a bounce, but rather
consider a universe that emerges from an Einstein static state far in the past, such that quantum gravity
effects are negligible before entering the inflationary phase. This idea could, in principle, be used to resolve
any issues with an inflationary induced bounce by pushing the initial singularity to an earlier cosmological
time. This allows for an emergent universe originating from an Einstein static state, transitioning through a
bounce and into an inflationary epoch.

Nevertheless, theories with a non—singular bounce usually require either a violation of the null-energy
condition or non-zero curvature [30, 31]. A number of papers have studied bouncing cosmologies in the

context of scalar—tensor theories, see e.g. [32—34]. The model we will discuss in this paper relies on the

L Assuming the validity of General Relativity (GR).



assumption that our universe is spatially closed and takes its inspiration from [24]2. It relies on a modified
gravity theory with a non—minimally coupled scalar field. The scalar field is assumed to sit in the minimum
of an effective potential initially. Inflation after the bounce is driven by corrections to the Einstein—Hilbert
action, which we assume to be of the form of R + R? gravity®. We find that for a large range of parameter,
the scalar field rolls down towards the minimum of an effective potential, thereby triggering a bounce, while
the scalaron is driven up its potential energy, resulting in a period of Starobinsky-inflation. Our model is
very similar to [24], with the addition of the dynamics of the scalaron field. The main result of our paper is
that inflation driven by the R2-terms happens naturally in such a setup and we provide evidence that the
model is stable for a large region of parameter space.

The paper is organised as follows: In the next Section we present the model and derive the relevant
equations of motion. In Section III, we present the initial conditions for the fields, discuss the dynamics of
the bounce and the period of inflation afterwards. In Section IV we discuss the evolution of cosmological
perturbations. The equations for the field and metric perturbations are studied numerically. Our conclusions

can be found in Section V.

II. The Model

We assume a closed, isotropic and homogeneous background described by the Friedmann—Robertson—

Lemaitre-Walker (FRLW) metric

dr?
2 2 2 2 (302 | 2 2
ds* = —dt* + a(t) |:1KT2+7” (d6* + sin® fd¢ )} , (1)
with K > 0. Our theory is an extension of Starobinsky’s R? model [10] with an additional scalar field
non-minimally coupled to gravity,
1 1 1

S = / d'zy/=g [2 (Mg, — ag®) R+ SAR? — 5(Ve)* - V(¢)} : (2)
Here o and A are constants parameterising the coupling of the scalar field to GR and the modification of
Starobinsky’s term respectively. We follow [24] and choose the potential to be of the form

2
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We map the action (2) to a bi-scalar—tensor theory by defining f(¢, R) = 3 (Mg, — a¢?) R+ £ AR%. Our
additional scalar degree of freedom is then defined in the standard way setting ¢» = 0f/OR = fr. This allows

us to write the Ricci scalar and the function f(R, @) in terms of the two fields as
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2Recent analyses of Planck data are consistent with a small positive curvature [I, 35-37]. In our model the spatial curvature at

the present can indeed be very close to zero.
3Bouncing cosmologies in these type of modified gravity theories have been discussed in [38, 39].



The field equations are obtained from the action by taking the variation with respect to the metric. We
obtain

f9uw
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~(VuVy = gD = TS . (5)
Taking the trace of the last equation and making use of equations (4) we determine the evolution equation
for v,

O = = {Mgl —ag’
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3 94 <¢2(MP104¢ ))+T]a (6)
where T is the trace of the energy momentum tenor of the ¢ field. In a closed FRLW spacetime, the equations

of motions for the fields ¥ and ¢ read

1 {Mgl — ag? (1
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The Friedmann equations are given by

+——H%, (9)
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In what follows, we will study a bouncing cosmological scenario, which is an extension of the model presented
in [24]. We aim to use the bounce to set the initial conditions for a subsequent inflationary epoch, driven by

the R? term.

ITI. Bounce dynamics

In what follows, we will be working in the Jordan frame to analyse the cosmological dynamics. An analysis
in the Einstein frame is also possible, but we will refrain here from analysing the dynamics in that frame.
Given the potential (3), we utilise the picture set forth by [24]: pre-bounce we assume a slowly contracting
universe dominated by dark energy. During this time, ¢ has settled in the false vacuum, thereby providing
initial conditions for our fields. The location of the false vacuum is given by the effective potential for ¢.

From (8) we find extrema located at ¢ = 0 (the true vacuum) and at

_ B+ VB2 —4X(m? + aR)

o 7

. (12)

The negative solution corresponds to the local maximum shown in fig. 1 and the plus solution is the semi-
stable local minimum. To ensure that we have a local minimum, we require 82 > 4Am?2. Furthermore, we
assume that the potential is positive at ¢_ which constrains 42 < 4.5 m?2. It is worth noting that a deeper

local minimum corresponds to a larger 32.
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FIG. 1. The potential eq. (3) for ¢, as studied in [24]. The initial conditions of our scalar field will be determined
by the location of the local minimum given by the choice of parameters of the potential. The parameters for this

potential are m = 1076Mp17 B =—v4.4 dm and A = 10712,

Before the bounce, the field has settled at the initial value ¢; = ¢. For t — —oo, R will be very small
compared to the mass of the field by considering a slowly contracting universe, allowing us to disregard R in
(12).

In order to guarantee that the value of R is initially negligible, we set the parameter A to be large *

compared to the fields, as seen in eqn. (4).

Since R is initially negligible by forcing A we place ¢ at the local minimum, we will also assume the scaleron

is initially at rest. We obtain from eqn. (7)

8AV (¢, 1
ia(0) = Tz oy + 5 (M = o). (13)

where we will set the initial value of the scaleron such that ¥; = ¥min(¢;).

If ¢ evolves very slowly, we can immediately see that i will track ¢. It is also clear that we cannot allow
ap? = M3, otherwise the scaleron will be unbounded. This identifies a constraint on our model. Without
loss of generality we assume a natural range for ¢ up to O(10 Mp;). Therefore we set o = 1073 throughout

this paper, unless stated otherwise.

41t is worth noting A has units of [mass] /2, and in standard Starobinsky inflation, M1%1 > AL



Using the initial conditions provided above, we find

Approaching the bounce

In [24] it was argued that the field ¢ does not need to be fine tuned to allow a stable solution in the past

for this given potential. This was shown by performing an adiabatic shift to first order around V'(¢;)):

o(t) ~ ¢; + %e*L“{“) sin (‘”(t; ti)) : (18)
where
o o T )

Initially, H is constant (and negative), such that H =~ 0. Using this assumption as well as equations (11) and

(12), we can approximate

. R HK
i=——— = 12— (20)
By/1 - 4 a1 — 4
Combining this with the adiabatic shift, ¢ initially behaves as,
HK - t—t; t— ti
b~ g 4 120 HIE g (“M) 7 (21)
w 2
where
2 _ 4\m?
L (2

and we have used the fact that H is a constant.

It is clear that ¢ — ¢; as t - —oo. On the other hand we see that a small perturbation away from the
minimum will eventually become important due to the anti-Hubble damping term, and is dependent on both
H and @, both of which are given by the parameters of the model. This hints that ¢ determines the dynamics
of the bounce irrespective of 1, assuming R is set to be negligible at times well before the bounce. We can
show this more explicitly by considering the dynamics approaching the bounce. The beginning and ending
of the bouncing epoch is when the universe switches from an accelerated to a decelerated contraction phase,

or vise versa, characterised by H = 0, leading to

K _ Hy ¢  (p+P)
a2 % W up

(23)



This corresponds to H reaching its extreme value Hyin /max,

2 _WYR—f (p+3P) _|H[) ¢
Hmin/max_ Gw 6’1/) + 21)1) + 21/}

At beginning of the bouncing epoch we have that H ~ H,,;,. If we assume that the fields are well behaved

(24)

and they do not rapidly diverge in the collapsing epoch to avoid the singularity (w, qb <H z/}, H (;5), we can
assume the scaleron will simply trace ¢ according to (13). This allows us to determine the Hubble parameter
at the beginning of the bouncing epoch,
2V V- ¢? 2
7 + ¢ + ¢ .
3Mg, - 39(0)  54Y(9)

Here we have made use of the assumed the hierarchy 1; > M2, > a¢? to allow for inflation, explained in

2
Hmin

(25)

~

section ITI B. It is clear from (25) that the dynamics before the bounce is determined by ¢.

The scalar field ¢ will be displaced from the local minimum at some point during the collapsing phase,
e.g. because of the presence of (small) perturbations. Perturbations will force the field value to slowly grow;
however this generally happens very slowly and leads to two scenarios: either the fields remain being trapped
in their local minima, expressed in fig. 2, or the fields escape their minima, a scenario that can be seen
in fig. 3. The coupling of ¢ to the Ricci scalar introduces a time-varying effective potential, which can be
controlled by «, and lead to the local minimum to vanish. The ¢—field will roll towards the global minimum
at ¢ = 0. This is the scenario discussed in [24]. The inclusion of an additional degree of freedom here (the
scalaron) allows R to grow sufficiently, but not to the extent that the local minimum vanishes. Further below
we discuss the different outcomes, the trapped ¢—field and the scenario where the potential is shallower,

allowing the ¢—field to roll to 0.

A. Numerical analysis

We perform a numerically analysis to determine the evolution of the fields and the evolution of the universe.
To this end, we integrate the field equations egs. (7) to (9) and (11), with initial conditions given by egs. (12)
and (13) and with both fields starting at rest. Due to the long time of integration, the time has been re-scaled
by m/Mp. For ease we also plot the e-fold, defined as N = log(a) normalised at the time of the bounce,
to illustrate the transition. We have checked the validity of our numerical solutions by ensuring that the
conditions for a bounce have been met (see appendix A for details) and verified that the Ricci scalar

: K
R—6<H+2H2+2>
a

is in agreement with eq. eq. (4). From our analysis we establish three possible outcomes on how the universe
can evolve in this scenario. These outcomes are controlled by a choice of parameters that determine the

evolution of ¢ and correspondingly the Ricci scalar at the bounce.

e ¢ =~ 0 at or near the bounce. The field ¢ is able to escape the false vacuum before the bounce and

rolls towards the true minimum. This scenario can be obtained by forcing the evolution of R such



that R > Rerit, at which point the local minimum cease to exist and the field ¢ starts to evolve. This
was explored by [24] for a single field, where they were able to avoid the singularity by forcing the
local minimum to be very close to the global minimum. Another way to allow the scalar field to freely
oscillate is to construct the potential to have a very shallow and small barrier. This allows for the
anti-friction term in (8) to be the initial dominating term removing any oscillations. Unless severely
fine tuned, the fields in this scenario will exhibit the standard divergent nature of bouncing mechanisms

quickly leading to a singularity [30, 41]. Therefore, we do not explore this scenario further.

® ¢ =~ ¢; at bounce: The field ¢ is never significantly displaced from ¢; the fields will remain trapped in

their false vacuum state and R never reaches R...;; and does not evolve sufficiently to alter the potential.
Therefore after the bounce ¢, ¥, and consequently R will settle back in their initial conditions. This
scenario is depicted in fig. 2, clearly showing a return to initial conditions after the bounce. This
then leads to an eternal inflation scenario with the dark energy of the previous universe continuing to
dominate. This can be due to either parameter choices creating a very steep and deep false vacuum,
trapping the field through the bouncing epoch. Another reason is the chosen parameters do not allow
R to vary. R can be set to have a minimal evolution through a parameter choice, such as setting the
scalaron mass very high or reducing the coupling between ¢ and gravity. In both cases the field only
undergoes minor oscillations as the spatial curvature dominates. This means that the effective potential
remains unchanged (V,4 > a¢R). The velocity term never dominates the right hand side of (7), hence
Y & Ymin, tracing the ¢ field. This creates a symmetric bounce as illustrated in fig. 2 as the scaleron
is determined completely by the evolution of ¢. Since we end up in an eternally inflating universe, we

focus our attention to scenarios with a bounce resulting in standard inflation.

e 0 < ¢ < ¢ at the bounce: In the final scenario, the Ricci scalar can evolve sufficiently such that ¢ is

displaced but the false vacuum is not removed (i.e. the value of the Ricci scalar remains below Reyit).
In this case, ¢ exhibits growing oscillations due to the fact that the effective potential changes its form,
eventually allowing the field to leave the local minimum before or as the bounce occurs, but remaining
displaced from the global minimum at the time of the bounce, shown in fig. 3. The change of the
potential is provides ¢ with enough kinetic energy to overcome the barrier (|H |¢2 > V(¢-)). In this
scenario, the period of inflation following the bounce is initially driven by both fields. The field ¢ will
always settle at the origin before ¢ resulting in a period of standard single field inflation driven by ¥,
the behaviour of which can be seen in fig. 3. This epoch of inflation can then be constructed to last
much longer than 60 e-folds. Our choice of parameters forces the ¢-field to settle immediately, resulting

in an almost entirely single field inflation. We present more details in section 111 B.

We assume the fields to be in a slow rolling regime ((b, 1/) < H q3, H ¢) corresponding to the fields evolving

slowly and ¢ gradually escaping the false vacuum. We can then approximate, using Eq.(7),

. MR(IME —) 244V

(26)
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FIG. 2. Behaviour of the fields whilst the fields are trapped in the false vacuum. We see that the field behave initially
as expected in a collapsing universe, oscillating around their local minimum growing in amplitude. The bounce is
then caused when the spatial curvature dominates, switching to a expanding universe and the fields become damped.
The parameters used are m = 10" °Mp), 8 = —v4.49Am, A =10"'2, o =10"3, V, =0, A =10'2, a = 10%, K = m?

which in turn determine the initial conditions, ¢; and ;

Given that we are motivated to find inflation after the bounce, we set the parameters such that ¢; > 2M3,.
Therefore in a collapsing universe, we see that 1 is driven up its effective potential to larger values because

its time—derivative is given by

M 4 942 4+ 8V

Pe = 18[H,|

>0, (27)

due to the fact the right hand side will remain positive. Therefore, while ¢ is driven towards zero, the potential
energy of 1 will become more relevant at time progresses. Hence, we arrive at a situation in which the bounce
naturally produces the initial conditions for inflation, driven by the 1—field. This period of inflation begins
when H reaches its maximum value. We can use (25) to determine the value of ¢ when inflation begins. For
simplicity we assume that Hy,, is reached when ¢ = ¢_ and the potential is dominating (25). Therefore, we

can equate H2. = H?2

min max’

2V(p_) YR—f H
sMZ, 60 W (28)
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FIG. 3. The dynamics of the fields provided they are able to leave the local minimum but the potential has not been
sufficiently warped by the evolution of R. Although not realistic for our current universe, it illustrates the dynamics
that creates slow-roll inflation desired. As the bounce occurs and ¢ escapes the local minimum, 4 is driven up its
potential. The parameters used are m = 107°Mp), 8 = —v4.49xm, A = 1072, a = 1073, Vo = 0, A = 10'2, and

K = m? which in turn determine the initial conditions, ¢; and ;.

using (7) and the definition of f this results in

1AV(p-) M3,

winf = SMI%I 18’

(29)

where the subscript inf denotes the start of inflation. This calculation relies on the assumption of a symmetri-
cal bounce. Due to the presence of the coupling of ¢ to the Ricci scalar as well as the scalaron, the bounce will
not be symmetrical. However, given our choice of parameters, we have numerically verified that the scaleron
plays a very minor role during the bounce. Therefore, the approximation H2, ~ HZ,.
an approximation for ¢;,;. Nevertheless, the scenario in which H2__ > H?

max min

> H?

17

is reasonable to find
is more realistic. In this case
the inr will be smaller, resulting in a shorter period of inflation. If H2 \axs Ying 1S larger, resulting in

in

a longer period of inflation.
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FIG. 4. The evolution of the fields during inflation, using the same parameters as in fig. 3. We are using the e-fold

number (measured after the bounce) as time variable in these figures.

B. Resulting Inflation
As stated before, in the scenario in which ¢ settles at 0 after the bounce, inflation is driven by the scalaron,
with initial conditions provided at the end of the bouncing epoch. The slow-roll parameter becomes
2

M (v
€y = 8’1/12 <M1%1—1/) : (30)

Setting €, = 1 we can determine the end of inflation occurs when ¢ = 2M3,. Therefore we require to have
v > QMI%1 at the beginning of that period. Integrating our slow roll parameter allows us to determine the

initial conditions of inflation for ¢ to achieve at least 60 e-folds of inflation.

P
N = / 2 (31)
a2, V Mpi€y

Using the same parameters as in Fig fig. 3, we find that i, > 16M3, to provide at least 60 e-folds of

inflation driven by 1. We can then use this value and Eq. (29) to constrain the potential and the initial
conditions of ¢. We leave the detailed analysis for future work. In fig. 4 we show the evolution of the fields

during inflation.
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IV. Cosmological Perturbations

We now turn our attention to determining whether our model exhibits instabilities. We do this by consid-
ering the evolution of cosmological perturbations at linear order, decomposing into scalar, vector and tesnor
perturbations. In this Section we set Mp; = 1, unless stated otherwise.

Focusing on the scalar branch, working in the longitudinal gauge, the metric at first order scalar pertur-

bation is [12]°
sy = —(1+2®)dt* + a®(1 — 20)y;;dx’da?, (32)

where ® and ¥ are metric perturbations and «;; is the metric on constant time hypersurfaces. The gauge
invariant formalism for modified gravity is detailed in e.g. [14-16] and references therein. The perturbed

Einstein equation reads® [47]

. k? - 3K
3H (\11 + ch) +——— V=3, (33)
U+H® = —dq, (34)
. . . . . k2
3<\IJ+H<I>—H<I>>+6H(\I/+H<I>)+<I>(3H—aZ):—5X,. (35)
oy
U-—p="" 36
where we have defined
1 . : . . - k2 fo
=5, [:w (\p +H<I>) - (¢2 n 3v) O — 3HSY + 56 + 61 <3H - +3H2> ) <V¢ - 2)] . (37)
5q:5w+5¢¢—H61/)7¢<I>’ (38)
2
X =5 [3¢<I>+3 (\II+H<I>)1/J+<I> (6¢+3H¢+4¢2)
6K — k2 . . ..
+59 (GQ + 6H> — 56 (f — 2V,) — BHSY — 361 — 45¢¢] : (39)
The perturbed Klein-Gordon equations read,
. . R k? 1 1 2. .
6+ 3HY — (3 — a2) oY + 3 (2fp —4Vy) 00 + gwéR + §5¢¢ (40)
=4 (¢>+3H<I>+3\i/) + @ <2¢+3H¢+§¢2> )
. . k2 1 .. . . N\ -
56+ 3HO) + <a2 — fos + 2V¢¢> 66 — 50R =BG+ ® (3H¢ + 2¢) +3 (ch + fo) &, (41)
where 0R is the perturbation of (4),
SR = W. (42)

5The scalar perturbations can also be derived using the variational approach as illustrated in [43].
60ften in the literature in modified gravity the above equations will have a replacement of ¢ — F [47].
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As usual, we define the standard full comoving curvature perturbation as

H
R="U_— " _§q, 43
pryLl (43)

where Jq is the field momentum perturbation. In the longitudinal gauge this can be written in the nice form

5o + Spp — HEp — ¢<1>>

5 (44)

In a closed universe the wave-number will correspond to the eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator

R = \IJ—%(\IH—H(I)) \1/+H<

on spatial sections [418, 49], given by
2
’C% zn(n—|—2)%, (45)
where n > 2 is an integer eigenvalue’.
To further analyse the evolution of the perturbations we can combine the perturbed Einstein equations
and the equations of motion (33) - (41) into two second order differential equations. This is achieved by using
the relation (36) and (37)-(38) to remove ®, ®, d¢ and J¢ respectively. Assuming that frp # 0, this results

in two coupled second order equations,

. b 2Ve—fo)| oy, BUH —0)2Ve — fs)  10HY 2 7 1k
) S5H+— + -2 127\ 5¢)— |202H + H . - -+ o6
Y+ +¢ 3 P (2H + H®) + oo > w+w2+ (]
_ (2Vs — f5) A o, (% L\ @Ve—fs) | 2(K—3K) ¢
_¢l4H—6 +6w U+ 20 |H +<6w H> 7 +3 = +5Hw+¢

(46)
/ 2 1/; 1(2k73K)
@+5H¢'+{(2H+H2)+;k2a}@_56¢+2(2H+H)5 L ) (47)

However, the scaleron can aid in the stability of ¥. Grouping common terms in (47), we see that within
each term there is a counteracting effect between v and ¥: |

- (‘Z‘}—Z‘if—s)qf) || —2 (211 + H?) (w—iﬁ - [(n(n+2)—2)@ (2n<n+2)—3>§$

(48)
From eqn. (36) we expect the two perturbations dt¢/¢ and ¥ to have similar magnitudes which is also
supported by our numerical results shown in figs. 5 and 6. In the last equation, terms containing d+ /v and
U have opposite signs, which implies an counteracting effect, reducing possible divergent behaviour during a
collapse in this specific R? theory.

As discussed further below, for small values of n, our numerical calculations show that last two terms will
remain negative during the collapse and bouncing epoch. However, the bracket in the first term will remain
overall positive during the collapse and bounce, acting as a source term which can lead to an instability. This

instability is not present in our simulations, due to the fact that 51/} increases slower than d1.

"n = 0 is the homogeneous background and n = 1 is a gauge choice, so we limit ourselves to n > 2 [50]
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FIG. 5. A plot demonstrating the effects of varying k. We see that the perturbations stabilise at and tend towards
zero as the fields settle back to their initial values. There seems to be no substantial difference in varying the value

of n. These plots used the same parameter and initial conditions for the background fields as fig. 2.
A. Numerical analysis

The equations just presented are difficult to solve analytically and we therefore resort to a numerical
analysis. We numerically integrate eqs. (34), (38), (40) and (41), together with (36) to remove ® and .
This also allows us to calculate R from (44). We use the following initial conditions, unless stated otherwise:
8¢ = H/(2m), 8¢y = H/(2m), 61 = a(8AV (¢5) — 1)pids, 61 = a(8AV (¢) — 1)psd¢; from (13), and
setting ¥ = 0. The metric perturbation ¥ is then given by (34)%. We explore a range of wave-numbers by
varying n by orders of magnitude shown in fig. 5 and fig. 6. It is clear that the perturbations increase in
amplitude towards the bounce, as expected, but always remain finite. Furthermore the perturbations behave
as expected once the inflation regime begins, they settle to a constant value while stretched to superhorizon

scales. We analyse the following two scenarios:

® ¢ =~ ¢; at the bounce: This is the case resulting in eternal inflation after the bounce with the resulting

numerical perturbations shown in fig. 5. As expected the perturbations remain very well behaved, with
a slight growth similar to the background field values during the bounce, but ultimately stabilising to

zero. A noticeable feature is that a much larger wave number is required to have a noticeable effect,

81t we were to set the time derivatives to zero, this would result in a slower growth of the perturbations, resulting in a more

stable solution.
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FIG. 6. A plot demonstrating the effects of varying k. We see that as d¢ — 0, 1) stabilises at some constant non-zero
value. For k% > K we see that the system is more bounded, with rapid oscillations through the bounce but ultimately
tending towards a zero value. These plots used the same parameter and initial conditions for the background fields

as fig. 3.

unlike the case for finite inflation shown in fig. 6. This is due to the ¢-field dominating the dynamics,

and has been set to have a lower mass than in the finite inflation case.

e 0 < ¢ < ¢ at the bounce: For the scenario which results in finite inflation after the bounce, expressed

in 6. The wavelength has a prominent effect on the perturbations. Larger wavelengths exhibit a larger
growth than perturbations on smaller wavelengths, which is then carried through to the inflationary

epoch.

The initial conditions determine the evolution of the perturbations and accordingly whether instabilities are
present. We therefore study the stability of the model by changing the initial conditions of the perturbations.
Due to the fact ¢-field in the finite inflation scenario will always tend towards zero, we only need to analyse
the behaviour of the scaleron. This has been numerically verified and is clear from fig. 6. If an instability
is present, it will manifest a growth in d1). The results are shown in fig. 7. As expected there is a stronger
effect of varying the initial condition of 1. However, an interesting feature is that d¢ has a noticeable effect
on d1. This is a result we have already seen in the background: the scaleron tracking the ¢-field. Forcing a

larger growth in d¢ we also force a larger growth in 0.
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FIG. 7. A contour plot illustrating the effect of initial conditions on the perturbations. It is clear there is a large range
of initial conditions that lead to stable dynamics. The red line indicates the de-Sitter initial value, d¢; = (H/2m)

corresponding to a given 0v¢; via eq. (13).

1. Vector and Tensor Perturbations

We briefly discuss the behaviour of vector and tensor perturbations. Let us focus on the vector perturba-

tions first. The vector part of the metric perturbation reads [51, 52]
ds(,y = —dt* + 2aS,dtda’ + (a*vi; + 20°0; F;) da'da? . (49)

We can define the gauge independent vector shear o; = E,+5; /a. The field equations for the vector degrees

of freedom read

2 _
k‘2 —2K 6%’
To’i = E 5 (51)

where, 611;; = 0(;I1;) is the vector part of the anisotropic stress and dg; is the momentum density perturbation.
Interestingly only one equation is modified by the additional degree of freedom [17]. Assuming that the
anisotropic stress vanishes, we can solve the first equation above to give

5qi = (ngini) (%)3 ,
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where the subscript ’ini’ denotes the initial values for the scale factor and d¢;. The second equation above
leads then to
ini) % 2
a P’
As it can be seen from these solutions, the vector perturbations remain small during the collapsing phase as

(ini)

i

(k2 — QK) o; = 6q§

long as the initial amplitude dq is small. The scalaron v shows an almost exponential behaviour, while a
behaves closer to a quadratic centred around the bounce, thus we expect the quantity (a)) ! to peak around
the bounce. Numerically we see a growth of two orders of magnitude. After the bounce, the expansion of
the universe will cause the vector perturbations to become subdominant, decaying with the expansion of the

universe.

Finally we examine the evolution of tensor perturbations h;;, defined by
ds%T) = —dt? +a® (vyij + hyj) da'da? . (52)

In the context of modified gravity and in a closed universe, the gravitational wave equation reads

. AW k* 42K
h 3H+ = | h — | h=0 53
+ < + 1/1 + pe ; (53)
where h is the amplitude of the two polarisation sates, h;; = hel(;r’x). Provided the scale factor does not

vanish, we see that the amplitude will remain finite as illustrated in fig. 8. Moreover, the addition of modified
gravity reduces the growth of h during the collapse, as ¢/¢ counteracts the Hubble term. We therefore

conclude that the tensor modes remain small.

V. Conclusions

We studied a classical bouncing universe with a transition into an inflationary phase, using a generalised
Starobinsky f(R) model. In order to achieve the bounce without violating the null energy condition, our
model assumes a spatially closed universe. Our work builds upon the work conducted by [24] to address the
initial conditions leading to a bounce: we considered a collapsing universe, dominated by dark energy. The
field responsible for dark energy sits in a false vacuum up until about the time the bounce happens. It then
settles at the true minimum of the effective potential. Our approach to this model purposefully allows the
method to be further generalised for other f(R,¢) models with false vacuum potentials. In our work the
scalaron is responsible for driving a period of inflation after the bounce, which occurs naturally in our setup.
The scaleron obtains a kick from ¢ during the bounce, driving it up its effective potential, but remaining
almost dormant before and during the bounce. Thus, the interaction between the dark energy field and the
scalaron leads naturally to an inflationary epoch after the bounce. Moreover, the inclusion of an additional
degree of freedom does not lead to an avoidance of the bounce and we find evidence that the scalaron assist
stability of the model, as discussed in section IV.

In future work, further details regarding the perturbations will be explored. This includes constraining the

model, e.g. calculating the power spectra of perturbations generated before and during inflation. It would
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FIG. 8. Here we see the amplitude growth of tensor perturbations governed by eq. (53) for a range of wavelengths.

The parameters used are the same for fig. 7, with initial perturbation chosen to be h; = 107°.

be interesting to investigate the features in the primordial power spectra arising the non-standard dynamics
before inflation. It will also be interesting to extend the model to study a cyclic cosmology. We address these

questions in future work.
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A. Bounce conditions

In this appendix we briefly discuss the conditions for the bounce and the implications for our model. The

necessary conditions for a bounce are (see: [53])

H(ty) =0, H(ty) > 0, p+3p <0.
If we assume a barotropic fluid of the form p = wp, the violation of the strong energy condition constrains
the equation of state to w, < —1/3. An obvious quantity we can check at the bounce by imposing the first

two bounce conditions above is (using Eq. (11))

a 5 6AK | M3
ot 500> T+ (A1)

This equation is fulfilled using the values in fig. 2. The ”slow-roll” parameter e = —H/H? is related to the

equation of state via

€ =

(1+w). (A2)

N w

The condition on € at the bounce is ¢, < 1.

Using Egs. (9)—(11) and the bounce conditions above, we find the expression for €:

_3 (Pb +pb>
eg==|—
2 Pb

_ 3AMKYy — ajiy — afRydy)
24Ky + 0 [5(ME, — ag?) — ]

(A3)
<1
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