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A two scalar field model that incorporates non Riemannian Measures of integration or usually
called Two Measures Theory (TMT) is introduced, in order to unify the early and present universe.
In the Einstein frame a K-essence is generated and as a consequence for the early universe, we
can have a Non Singular Emergent universe followed by Inflation and for the present universe dark
epochs with consistent generation of dark energy (DE), dark matter (DM) and stiff matter. The
scale invariance is introduced and then is spontaneously broken from the integration of the degrees
of freedom associated with the modified measures. The resulting effective potentials and K-essence
in the Einstein frame produce three flat regions corresponding to the different epochs mentioned
before. For the first flat region we can associate an emergent and an inflationary universe. Here
for a parameter-space region this flat plateau possesses a non singular stable emergent universe
solution which characterizes an initial epoch of evolution that precedes the inflationary scenario. Also
assuming this first plateau, we study the inflation in the framework of the slow-roll approximation.
In this scenario under the slow roll approximation we obtain a linear combination that is a constant.
The corresponding cosmological perturbations in our model are determined and we also obtain the
different constrains on the parameter-space from the Planck data.

In the following flat region DE and also the DM, which does not need to be introduced separately,
it is instead a result of a K-essence induced by the multi measures, multi field theory. Also stiff
matter component is automatically generated from the K-essence theory from two scalar fields.
From the perturbative analysis associated to the perturbation solution of background, we find a
correlation between the two scalars. Besides, we obtain that our model during the dark epoch has
a behaviour of tracking freezing model.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the most popular paradigm for the early universe, it is postulated that the universe suffers a period of exponential
expansion called “inflation” introduced by Guth [1] , Starobinsky [2] and others (cf. the books [3, 4] and references
therein). However these models do not address the big-bang singularity problem. Nevertheless a scenario that while
incorporating inflation, takes into account of an even earlier period, called the emergent period or emergent universe
was proposed in Refs.[5, 6]. On the other hand, the late universe after the discovery of the accelerating universe [7, 8],
also shows a period that some common features with the inflationary period, although the relevant scales are very
different. In this framework, the late universe “standard cosmological” description for the late universe, is now the
ΛCDM model [9]. This model incorporates a cosmological constant and a Dark Matter (DM) consisting of pressure-
less dust and ordinary visible matter (which is also dust) and in this scenario the universe being now dominated by
the Cosmological Constant Λ or Dark Energy (DE). The ΛCDM model is now being challenged by the discovery of
some observational tensions, the H0 and the σ8 tensions [10, 11].

In the inflationary period also primordial density perturbations are generated (Ref.[4] and references therein). The
“inflation” is followed by particle creation, where the observed matter and radiation were generated [3], and finally
the evolution arrives to a present phase of slowly accelerating universe [7, 8]. In this standard model, however, at
least three fundamental questions remain unanswered:

• The inflationary epoch, although solving many cosmological puzzles, like the horizon, flatness problems etc. and
also providing a mechanism for primordial density perturbations, cannot address the initial singularity problem;
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• In this model there is no reason for the existence of two scenarios of exponential expansion with such wildly
different scales the inflationary epoch and the current era of slowly accelerated expansion of the universe.

• There is no explanation for the existence of the Dark Matter, that represents an invisible part and most of the
dust in the universe that must be different from the baryonic matter, the visible part of the dust component of
our universe.

The best known mechanism for producing a phase of accelerated expansion is from some vacuum energy or a cosmo-
logical constant. In the framework of a standard scalar field theory, vacuum energy density arises when the scalar field
acquires an effective potential Ueff which has flat plateaus so that the field (inflaton) can “slowly roll” [12, 13] and
its kinetic energy can be disregarded with which the energy-momentum tensor Tµν ≃ −gµνUeff , a contribution that
mimics that of a cosmological constant. We will make use of this mechanism to explain the accelerated expansion of
the universe associated to the inflation phase of the universe. In the late phases of the universe we will also find a
contribution from an effective scalar field potential, but there will be also a contribution to the DE from a K-essence
background configuration that also gives rise to a contribution that satisfies the equation of state p = −ρ. Besides, in
the emergent universe the effective potential contribution also can combine with the K-essence to produce an equation
of state p = −ρ/3 which produces no acceleration and in particular a static Einstein universe, which is stable for
a range of parameters, unlike the original Einstein universe. Therefore the interplay of an effective potential and
K-essence will be crucial for many effects studied in this paper along many continuously connected phases of the
universe.

The connection between the inflationary epoch to a slowly accelerating universe through the evolution of a sin-
gle scalar field denominated “the quintessential inflation scenario” has been first analyzed in Ref.[14]. Besides, a
quintessential inflation mechanism developed on the K-essence model, was studied in Ref.[15]. Also quintessential
inflation founded on the “variable gravity” model was developed in Ref.[16] and for another list of references, see
Ref.[17]. Additionally other approaches founded on the so called α attractors, which utilizes non canonical kinetic
terms have been analyzed in Ref.[18]. Also a quintessential inflation developed on a Lorentzian slow- roll approx-
imation which automatically gives two flat regions was studied in [19]. In addition, the F (R) models can connect
both periods an early time inflationary era and a late time de Sitter epoch from different values of effective vacuum
energies, see Ref.[20]. For a review of f(R) model and another modified gravity, see Refs.[21, 22].

The framework for this research is the use of the metric independent non Riemannian measures for the construction
of modified gravity theories Refs.[23]-[25] (see also Refs.[26]-[29]), in some instances we have included the standard
measure as well, where the standard Riemannian integration measure might also contain a Weyl-scale symmetry
preserving R2-term [25]. Some applications have been, (i) D = 4-dimensional models of gravity and matter fields
containing the new measure of integration appear to be promising candidates for resolution of the dark energy and
dark matter problems, the fifth force problem, and a natural mechanism for spontaneous breakdown of global Weyl-
scale symmetry [23]-[29], (ii) To study of reparametrization invariant theories of extended objects (strings and branes)
based on employing of a modified non-Riemannian world-sheet/world-volume integration measure [30], [31], leads
to dynamically induced variable string/brane tension and to string models of non-abelian confinement, interesting
consequences from the modified measures spectrum [32], and construction of new braneworld scenarios [33], (iii) To
study in Ref.[34] of modified supergravity models with an alternative non-Riemannian volume form on the space-time
manifold .

Directly connected to the present research are our papers [35] where we have studied a unified scenario where both
an inflation and a slowly accelerated phase for the universe can appear naturally from the existence of two flat regions
in the effective scalar field potential which we derive systematically from a Lagrangian action principle. Namely,
we started with a new kind of globally Weyl-scale invariant gravity-matter action within the first-order (Palatini)
approach formulated in terms of two different non-Riemannian volume forms (integration measures) [36]. Also we
have studied the reheating scenario in this theory assuming the curvaton field in order to decay to the hot big bang
model[37, 38]. In this new theory there is a single scalar field with kinetic terms coupled to both non-Riemannian
measures, and in addition to the scalar curvature term R also an R2 term is included (which is similarly allowed
by global Weyl-scale invariance). Scale invariance is spontaneously broken upon solving part of the corresponding
equations of motion due to the appearance of two arbitrary dimensionfull integration constants. Furthermore, in a
subsequent paper we generalized this to a two-field case[39] where three flat regions appear, one for inflation and the
remaining two for early DE and a late DE phase. In order to describe the early DE and DM, we have introduced a
matter action defined as a scale invariant form, which is independent of the scalar fields.

In this paper we will add a new aspect, that is, without introducing any new additional matter action, therefore
not introducing the DM separately, as compared to [39], we consider instead more generic scale invariant couplings,
like involving R2 and others, and we produce as a result a theory that is also able to provide a non singular emergent
phase for the universe where the effective potential contribution combines with the K-essence to produce a p = −ρ/3
equation of state which produces no acceleration and in particular a static Einstein Universe, which is stable for a range
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of parameters, unlike the original Einstein universe. This emergent phase is then followed by the inflationary phase as
well as, in addition after the emergent and inflation eras we have a second flat region that provide an explanation for
the DE and DM of the late universe. This is a consequence of the K-essence produced by the additional kinetic terms
and R square terms introduced into the action. In this context, we have a contribution to the DE that comes from an
effective scalar field potential and also there is a contribution to the DE from a K-essence background configuration.
Aditionally we have a DM component and an additional stiff matter component which originate from the perturbation
of the background K-essence configuration. Here we obtain a consistency condition that correlates the perturbations
of the two fields in the late universe. Also, the different constraints from each phase are shown to be consistent with
the constraints on the same parameters from the other phases.

The plan of the present article is as follows. In the next Section we discussion the general formalism for the new
class of gravity-matter considering two independent non Riemannian volume forms. In Section III we analyze the
three flat regions from the effective scalar potential in the Einstein framework. In Section IV we study the non singular
emergent universe. Also we determine the stability of the solution in a region of the parameter-space.

In Section V we describe the inflationary epoch. Here we analyze the slow-roll approximation during the background
scenario and also we determine the perturbations cosmological. In this context we find the constraints of the different
parameters from the Planck data. In Section VI, we analyze how our model of K-essence can describe the late
universe. From the second flat plateau we find different components assuming the perturbations K-essence background
configuration. Also we determine the equation of state associated to the dark sector together with the derivative of
this parameter. In Section VII we end up with a discussion section concerning generalizations of the model, additional
mechanisms for inducing DE and the role of the third flat region and its possible relation to early DE. For simplicity
we will consider units where the Newton constant is taken as GNewton = 1/16π.

II. THEORY USING TWO INDEPENDENT NON-RIEMANNIAN VOLUME-FORMS

We shall assume the action of the general form involving two independent non-metric integration measure densities
generalizing the model analyzed in [36] is given by

S =

∫
d4xΦ1(A)

[
R+ L(1)

]
+

∫
d4xΦ2(B)

[
L(2) + ϵR2 +

Φ(H)√
−g

]
. (1)

Here the following definitions are used:

• The quantities Φ1(A) and Φ2(B) are two densities and these are independent non-metric volume-forms defined
in terms of field-strengths of two auxiliary 3-index antisymmetric tensor gauge fields

Φ1(A) =
1

3!
εµνκλ∂µAνκλ , Φ2(B) =

1

3!
εµνκλ∂µBνκλ . (2)

• The scalar curvature R = gµνRµν(Γ) and the Ricci tensor Rµν(Γ) are defined in the first-order (Palatini)
formalism, in which the affine connection Γµ

νλ is a priori independent of the metric gµν . Let us recall that
R+R2 gravity within the second order formalism was originally developed in [2].

• The two different Lagrangians L(1,2) correspond to two scalar matter fields φ1 and φ2 such that

L(1) = −1

2
gµν∂µφ1∂νφ1 −

1

2
gµν∂µφ2∂νφ2 − V (φ1, φ2), (3)

L(2) = −b1
2
e−α1φ1gµν∂µφ1∂νφ1 −

b2
2
e−α2φ2gµν∂µφ2∂νφ2 + U(φ1, φ2), (4)

where the potentials V (φ1, φ2) and U(φ1, φ2) are defined as

V (φ1, φ2) = f1 exp{−α1φ1}+ g1 exp{−α2φ2}, and U(φ1, φ2) = f2 exp{−2α1φ1}+ g2 exp{−2α2φ2}. (5)

Here α1, α2, f1, g1, f2, ϵ and g2 are positive parameters, whereas b1 and b2 are dimensionless and their signs are
to be discussed. The parameters α1 and α2 have dimensions of M−1

Pl , instead the parameters f1, f2, g1 and g2
have units of M4

Pl and the parameter ϵ has units of M−2
Pl . Let us recall that since we are considering units in

which GNewton = 1/16π then the Planck mass MPl =
√
2 =

√
1/8πGNewton.

• The density Φ(H) denotes the dual field strength of a third auxiliary 3-index antisymmetric tensor

Φ(H) =
1

3!
εµνκλ∂µHνκλ . (6)
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The action given by Eq.(1) is invariant under the global Weyl-scale transformations:

gµν → λgµν , Γµ
νλ → Γµ

νλ , φ1 → φ1 +
1

α1
lnλ , φ2 → φ2 +

1

α2
lnλ

Aµνκ → λAµνκ , Bµνκ → λ2Bµνκ , Hµνκ → Hµνκ . (7)

The variation of the action (1) w.r.t. affine connection Γµ
νλ we have∫

d4 x
√
−ggµν

( Φ1√
−g

+ 2ϵ
Φ2√
−g

R
) (

∇κδΓ
κ
µν −∇µδΓ

κ
κν

)
= 0, (8)

and following Ref.[23], its solution Γµ
νλ becomes a Levi-Civita connection

Γµ
νλ = Γµ

νλ(ḡ) =
1

2
ḡµκ (∂ν ḡλκ + ∂λḡνκ − ∂κḡνλ) , (9)

where the Weyl-rescaled metric ḡµν is given by

ḡµν = (χ1 + 2ϵχ2R)gµν , where χ1 ≡ Φ1(A)√
−g

, and χ2 ≡ Φ2(B)√
−g

. (10)

On the other hand, the variation of (1) w.r.t. auxiliary tensors Aµνλ, Bµνλ and Hµνλ becomes

∂µ

[
R+ L(1)

]
= 0 , ∂µ

[
L(2) + ϵR2 +

Φ(H)√
−g

]
= 0 , ∂µ

(Φ2(B)√
−g

)
= 0 , (11)

whose solutions are

Φ2(B)√
−g

≡ χ2 = const , R+ L(1) = −M1 = const , L(2) + ϵR2 +
Φ(H)√
−g

= −M2 = const . (12)

Here the parameters M1 and M2 are arbitrary dimensionful and the quantity χ2 corresponds to an arbitrary dimen-
sionless integration constant. Note that the constant χ2 in (12) preserves global Weyl-scale invariance (7), whereas the
appearance of the second and third integration constants M1, M2 implies breakdown of global Weyl-scale invariance
under (7).

Now the variation of the action (1) w.r.t. gµν and considering relations (12) yields

χ1

[
Rµν +

1

2

(
gµνL

(1) − T (1)
µν

)]
− 1

2
χ2

[
T (2)
µν + gµν

(
ϵR2 +M2

)
− 2RRµν

]
= 0 , (13)

in which T
(1,2)
µν (φ1, φ2) = T

(1,2)
µν are the energy-momentum tensors of the scalar fields Lagrangians with the standard

definitions:

T (1,2)
µν = gµνL

(1,2) − 2
∂

∂gµν
L(1,2) . (14)

By considering the trace of Eq.(13) and using again second relation (12) we find for the scale factor χ1 the expression

χ1 = 2χ2
T (2)/4 +M2

L(1) − T (1)/2−M1
, (15)

where the trace T (1,2) = gµνT
(1,2)
µν .

From Eqs.(12) and (13) we obtain the Einstein-like form:

Rµν − 1

2
gµνR =

1

2
gµν

(
L(1) +M1

)
+

1

2Ω

(
T (1)
µν − gµνL

(1)
)
+

χ2

2χ1Ω

[
T (2)
µν + gµν

(
M2 + ϵ(L(1) +M1)

2
)]

, (16)

in which the function Ω is defined as

Ω = 1− χ2

χ1
2ϵ
(
L(1) +M1

)
. (17)
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By combining Eqs.(10), (12) and (17), the relation between ḡµν and gµν can be written as

ḡµν = χ1Ω gµν . (18)

In this way, the Eq.(16) for the rescaled metric ḡµν (18), i.e., the Einstein-frame can be rewritten as

Rµν(ḡ)−
1

2
ḡµνR(ḡ) =

1

2
T eff
µν , (19)

where the effective energy-momentum tensor in the Einstein-frame becomes

T eff
µν = gµνLeff − 2

∂

∂gµν
Leff , (20)

in which the effective Einstein-frame scalar fields Lagrangian results

Leff(φ1, φ2) =
1

χ1Ω

{
L(1) +M1 +

χ2

χ1Ω

[
L(2) +M2 + ϵ(L(1) +M1)

2
]}

. (21)

For the effective Lagrangian Leff in terms of the Einstein-frame metric ḡµν (18) we can consider the short-hand
notation for the scalar kinetic terms X1 and X2 such that

X1 ≡ −1

2
ḡµν∂µφ1∂νφ1, and X2 ≡ −1

2
ḡµν∂µφ2∂νφ2, (22)

and the two Lagrangians L(1,2) become

L(1) = χ1Ω [X1 +X2]− V , L(2) = χ1Ω
[
b1e

−α1φ1X1 + b2e
−α2φ2X2

]
+ U , (23)

with V and U given by Eq.(5).
From Eqs.(15) and (17), taking into account (3), we get

1

χ1Ω
=

(V −M1)

2χ2

[
U +M2 + ϵ(V −M1)2

] [1− χ2

[(
b1e

−α1φ1

V −M1
− 2ϵ

)
X1 +

(b2e−α2φ2

V −M1
− 2ϵ

)
X2

]]
. (24)

Upon substituting expression (24) into (21) we arrive at the explicit form for the Einstein-frame scalar Lagrangian:

Leff = A1(φ1, φ2)X1 +A2(φ1, φ2)X2 +B1(φ1, φ2)X
2
1 +B2(φ1, φ2)X

2
2 +B12(φ1, φ2)X1X2 − Ueff(φ1, φ1) , (25)

where the functions A1(φ1, φ2) and A2(φ1, φ2) are given by

A1(φ1, φ2) = 1 +
[1
2
b1e

−α1φ1 − ϵ(V −M1)
] V −M1

U +M2 + ϵ(V −M1)2
= 1+

[1
2
b1e

−α1φ1 − ϵ
(
f1e

−α1φ1 + g1e
−α2φ2 −M1

)] f1e
−α1φ1 + g1e

−α2φ2 −M1

f2e−2αφ1 + g2e−2αφ2 +M2 + ϵ(f1e−αφ1 + g1e−α2φ2 −M1)2
, (26)

and

A2(φ1, φ2) = 1 +
[1
2
b2e

−α2φ2 − ϵ(V −M1)
] V −M1

U +M2 + ϵ(V −M1)2

= 1+
[1
2
b2e

−α2φ2−ϵ
(
f1e

−αφ1 + g1e
−α2φ2 −M1

)] f1e
−α1φ1 + g1e

−α2φ2 −M1

f2e−2αφ1 + g2e−2αφ2 +M2 + ϵ(f1e−αφ1 + g1e−α2φ2 −M1)2
. (27)

The coefficient B1(φ1, φ2) is defined as

B1(φ1, φ2) = χ2

ϵ
[
U +M2 + (V −M1)b1e

−α1φ1

]
− 1

4b
2
1e

−2αφ1

U +M2 + ϵ(V −M1)2

= χ2

ϵ
[
f2e

−2αφ1 + g2e
−2αφ2 +M2 + (f1e

−αφ1 + g1e
−α2φ2 −M1)b1e

−α1φ1

]
− 1

4b
2
1e

−2α1φ1

f2e−2α1φ1 + g2e−2α2φ2 +M2 + ϵ(f1e−α1φ1 + g2e−α2φ2 −M1)2
, (28)
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and for the function B2(φ1, φ2) we obtain

B2(φ1, φ2) = χ2

ϵ
[
U +M2 + (V −M1)b2e

−α2φ2

]
− 1

4b
2
2e

−2αφ2

U +M2 + ϵ(V −M1)2

= χ2

ϵ
[
f2e

−2αφ1 + g2e
−2αφ2 +M2 + (f1e

−αφ1 + g1e
−α2φ2 −M1)b2e

−α2φ2

]
− 1

4b
2
2e

−2α2φ2

f2e−2α1φ1 + g2e−2α2φ2 +M2 + ϵ(f1e−α1φ1 + g2e−α2φ2 −M1)2
, (29)

and the coefficient B12(φ1, φ2) becomes

B12(φ1, φ2) = χ2E0

[
− E1b2e

−α2φ2 − E2b1e
−α1φ1 + 2E0E1E2[(M2 + U)+

ϵ(M1 − V )2] + 2ϵ[(1/E0)− (E1 + E2)(M1 − V )]
]
, (30)

where the quantities E0, E1 and E2 are defined as

E0 =
(V −M1)

2χ2[U +M2 + ϵ(V −M1)2]
, E1 = χ2

[
b1e

−α1φ1

V −M1
− 2ϵ

]
, and E2 = χ2

[
b2e

−α2φ2

V −M1
− 2ϵ

]
.

The effective scalar field potential as a function of the scalar fields yields

Ueff(φ1, φ2) =
(V −M1)

2

4χ2

[
U +M2 + ϵ(V −M1)2

] =

(f1e
−α1φ1 + g1e

−α2φ2 −M1)
2

4χ2

[
f2e−2α1φ1 + g2e−2α2φ2 +M2 + ϵ(f1e−α1φ1 + g1e−α2φ2 −M1)2

] , (31)

where we have used for V and U , the expressions given by Eq.(5).

III. THREE FLAT REGIONS FROM AN EFFECTIVE SCALAR POTENTIAL

The crucial feature of Ueff(φ1, φ2) is the presence of three infinitely large flat regions. In this sense, we have one
for large positive values of the scalar fields φ1 and φ2 and two others for the limits φ1 → −∞ and φ2 → −∞.
For large negative values of φ1, which we will choose to describe the very early phase of the universe, meaning the

emergent phase and inflation we have for the effective potential and the coefficient functions in the Einstein-frame
scalar Lagrangian (25)-(31):

Ueff(φ1, φ2) ≃ Ueff(−∞, φ2) = Ueff =
f2
1 /f2

4χ2(1 + ϵf2
1 /f2)

, (32)

A1(φ1, φ2) ≃ A1(−∞, φ2) = A1 =
1 + 1

2b1f1/f2

1 + ϵf2
1 /f2

, B1(φ1, φ2) ≃ B1(−∞, φ2) = B1 = −χ2
b21/4f2 − ϵ(1 + b1f1/f2)

1 + ϵf2
1 /f2

.

(33)
For the terms A2 and B2 in the limit in which φ1 → −∞ we have

A2(φ1, φ2) ≃ A2(−∞, φ2) = A2 =
1

1 + ϵf2
1 /f2

, and B2(φ1, φ2) ≃ B2(−∞, φ2) = B2 =
χ2ϵ

1 + ϵf2
1 /f2

. (34)

For the coefficient B12(φ1, φ2) in the limit in which the scalar field φ1 → −∞ becomes

B12(φ1, φ2) ≃ B12(−∞, φ2) = B12 = χ2Ẽ0

[
− Ẽ2b1 + Ẽ0f2 +

2ϵ

Ẽ0

+ ϵẼ0f
2
1 + 2ϵf1(Ẽ1 + Ẽ2)

]
, (35)
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where

Ẽ0 =
f1

2χ2[f2 + ϵf2
1 ]
, Ẽ1 = χ2

[
b1
f1

− 2ϵ

]
, and Ẽ2 = −2χ2ϵ.

For the second flat region we will consider that the scalar field φ2 → −∞ such that the effective potential in the
second flat region is given by

Ueff(φ1, φ2) ≃ Ueff(φ1,−∞) = Ueff g =
g21/g2

4χ2(1 + ϵg21/g2)
, (36)

and the kinetic coefficients A2 and B2 in the limit in which φ2 → −∞ result

A2(φ1,−∞) = A2g =
1 + 1

2b2g1/g2

1 + ϵg21/g2
, B2(φ1,−∞) = B2g = −χ2

b22/4g2 − ϵ(1 + b2g1/g2)

1 + ϵg21/g2
, (37)

and the terms A1 and B1 in this limit result

A1(φ1, φ2) ≃ A1(φ1,−∞) = A1g =
1

1 + ϵg21/g2
, B1(φ1, φ2) ≃ B1(φ1,−∞) = B1g =

χ2ϵ

1 + ϵg21/g2
. (38)

For the coefficient B12(φ1, φ2) in the limit in which the scalar field φ2 → −∞ we have

B12(φ1, φ2) ≃ B12(φ1,−∞) = B12g = χ2Ẽ3

[
− Ẽ2b2 + Ẽ3g2 +

2ϵ

Ẽ3

+ ϵẼ3g
2
1 + 2ϵg1(Ẽ4 + Ẽ2)

]
, (39)

where

Ẽ3 =
g1

2χ2[g2 + ϵg21 ]
, and Ẽ4 = χ2

[
b2
g1

− 2ϵ

]
.

In the third flat region for large positive φ1 and also φ2, we find that the effective potential reduces to

Ueff(φ1, φ2) ≃ Ueff(+∞,+∞) = Ueff(+) =
M2

1 /M2

4χ2(1 + ϵM2
1 /M2)

, (40)

and the kinetic coefficients are

A1(φ1, φ2) = A2(φ1, φ2) ≃ A(+) ≡
M2

M2 + ϵM2
1

, B1(φ1, φ2) = B2(φ1, φ2) ≃ B(+) ≡ ϵχ2
M2

M2 + ϵM2
1

, (41)

and for this limit we find that the coefficient B12(φ1, φ2) becomes

B12(φ1, φ2) = B12(+∞,+∞) = B12(+) = 2ϵχ2
M2

M2 + ϵM2
1

= 2B(+). (42)

We will consider that the flat region (32) corresponds to the evolution of the early universe (emergent and inflation).
On the other hand, the flat regions (36) and (40) concern to the evolution of the late universe with a two phase
structure.

In particular, if we assume the order of magnitude of the coupling parameters in the effective potential given by
Eq.(32), are f1 ∼ f2 ∼ (10−2MPl)

4, then the order of magnitude of the vacuum energy density of the early universe
during the inflationary epoch yields

Ueff(−∞, φ2) = Ueff ∼ f2
1 /f2 ∼ 10−8M4

Pl , (43)

here we have assumed that the parameter ϵ is small and the integration constant χ2 ∼ O(1).
In order to study the evolution of the universe from an emergent and inflationary scenarios to dark epoch, we

consider that the standard Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker space-time metric is given by

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
[ dr2

1−Kr2
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2)

]
, (44)

where a(t) denotes the scale factor and K corresponds to the space curvature.
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By assuming that the matter is described by a perfect fluid with an energy density and pressure ρ and p, we have
that the associated Friedmann equations are

..
a

a
= − 1

12
(ρ+ 3p), H2 +

K

a2
=

1

6
ρ, and ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0, (45)

where H =
.
a
a is the Hubble parameter. Also, here the energy density and pressure associated to the scalar fields

φ1 = φ1(t) and φ2 = φ2(t) are defined as

ρ = A1(φ1, φ2)X1 +A2(φ1, φ2)X2 + 3B1(φ1, φ2)X
2
1 + 3B2(φ1, φ2)X

2
2 + 3B12(φ1, φ2)X1X2 + Ueff(φ1, φ2) , (46)

and

p = A1(φ1, φ2)X1 +A2(φ1, φ2)X2 +B1(φ1, φ2)X
2
1 +B2(φ1, φ2)X

2
2 +B12(φ1, φ2)X1X2 − Ueff(φ1, φ2) . (47)

Henceforth the dots indicate derivatives with respect to the time t and we have assumed that the scalar fields are
homogeneous.

IV. NON-SINGULAR EMERGENT UNIVERSE

In this section we will exhibit that under specific conditions on the parameters-space there exist an era preceding
the inflationary epoch. In this sense, we obtain a cosmological solution of the Einstein-frame system in our model
from Lagrangian (25) describing a non-singular “emergent universe” [5, 6] when one the scalar field φ1 evolves on the
first flat region for large negative, where the effective potential is described by Eq.(5). We mention that for previous
analysis of “emergent universe” epoch considering modified-measure gravity-matter theories with one non-Riemannian
and one standard Riemannian integration measures but with one scalar field was studied in [35], see also Refs.[26, 28].

The emergent universe, is characterized through the standard Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker space-time
metric (44) as a solution of Eq.(45) under the condition on the Hubble parameter H = 0 such that

a(t) = a0 = const , ρ+ 3p = 0 , and
K

a20
=

1

6
ρ (= const) , (48)

with ρ and p given by Eqs. (46)-(47). From Eq.(48) and noticing that the combination ρ− 3p = −2(A1(φ1, φ2)X1 +
A2(φ1, φ2)X2) + 4Ueff(φ1, φ2) does not contain the non linear terms and since ρ− 3p = 2ρ− (ρ+3p) = 12K

a2
0
, then we

can find that the relation between X10 and X20, is given by

X20 =
φ̇2
20

2
=

C0 −A1 X10

A2
> 0, (49)

where C0 = 2Ueff − 6K
a2
0
. Here we note that the parameter C0 > 0, since A1 and A2 are positive and C0 > A1X10. In

this sense, in multi-fields model the spatial curvature of the universe cannot be too big, as opposed to the single field
TMT model studied before in [40], where no such restriction was found.

Using this we now find that the emergent universe condition (48) implies that the φ1-velocity
.
φ1≡

.
φ10 and φ2-

velocity
.
φ2≡

.
φ20 are time-independent and the kinetic term X10 = φ̇2

10/2 satisfies the algebraic equation:

X2
10[B1 +B2A

2
1/A

2
2 −B12A1/A2] +X10[−6B2A1C0/A

2
2 +B12C0/A2] + [2C0/3 +B2

2C
2
0/A

2
2 − Ueff/3] = 0. (50)

Defining the quantities F1,F2 and F3 as F1 = B1 + B2A
2
1/A

2
2 − B12A1/A2, F2 = −6B2A1C0/A

2
2 + B12C0/A2 and

F3 = 2C0/3 +B2
2C

2
0/A

2
2 − Ueff/3, the solution of the kinetic term X01 yields

X10 =
1

2F1

[
− F2 ±

√
F 2
2 − 4F1F3

]
=

1

2

−F2

F1
±

√(
F2

F1

)2

− 4F3

F1

 > 0 . (51)

Here the ratio F2/F1 becomes

F2

F1
= −C0

(
−A2B12 + 6A1B2

A2
2B1 −A1A2B12 +A2

1B2

)
,
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and assuming that the parameter ϵ ≪ 1, then we have that the coefficients A1 > 0, A2 > 0, B1 < 0, B2 ∼ 0 and
B12 > 0 with which the ratio F2/F1 is negative. Also, we find that the quantity(

F2

F1

)2

− 4F3

F1
=

4(A2
2B1 −A1A2B12 +A2

1B2)[A
2
2(12k/a

2
0 − 3Ueff )− 3B2

2C
2
0 ] + 3(A2B12 − 6A1B2)

2C2
0

3A4
2

(
B1 +

A1(A1B2−A2B12)
A2

2

)2 .

As before considering that the parameter ϵ ≪ 1, we find the the quantity (F2/F1)
2 − 4F3/F1 is positive. Here we

have considered that 3Ueff/2 > 6k/a20 i.e., C0 > 2k/a20. Also, we note that the term F3/F1 is a negative quantity for
ϵ ≪ 1, then in the following we will consider the positive sign of Eq.(51). Thus, we require that these solutions for
X10 and X20 be reals and positives.

In order to study the stability of this solution, we can analyze the perturbation associated to the energy density δρ
in which

δ
..
a

a0
+

1

12
(δρ+ 3δp) = 0 , with δρ = −2ρ0

a0
δa, (52)

where we need to express δρ in terms of δφ1 and δφ2. Notice that due to the shift symmetries that exist in the flat
region, φ1 → φ1 + constant and φ2 → φ2 + constant, we have conserved quantities that should be preserved in these
perturbations, and this ends up providing us with an important relation between δφ1 and δφ2. The conservation law
related to the symmetry φ1 → φ1 + constant is

C1 = a3 [A1φ̇1 +B12φ̇1X2 + 2B1φ̇1X1] , (53)

and the conservation law associated to the symmetry φ2 → φ2 + constant results

C2 = a3 [A2φ̇2 +B12φ̇2X1 + 2B2φ̇2X2] , (54)

where C1 and C2 are two arbitrary constants. Also, the quantities a0 and ρ0 are defined as

a20 =
6K

ρ0
, ρ0 = A1X10 +A2X20 + 3B1X

2
10 + 3B2X

2
20 + 3B12X10X20 + Ueff(−∞, φ2) , (55)

with X10 and X20 given by Eqs.(49) and (51).
On the other hand, we perturb Friedmann equations given by (45) and the expressions for ρ, p (46)-(47) w.r.t.

a(t) = a0 + δa(t) and
.
φ1 (t) =

.
φ10 +δ

.
φ1 (t),

.
φ2 (t) =

.
φ20 +δ

.
φ2 (t) but keep the effective potential on the flat region

in which φ1 → −∞, Ueff = U(−∞, φ2):

δ
..
a

a0
+

1

12
(δρ+ 3δp) = 0 , δρ = −2ρ0

a0
δa , (56)

δρ = Ã δ
.
φ1 +B̃ δ

.
φ2= −2ρ0

a0
δa, (57)

where the quantities Ã and B̃ are given by

Ã =

(
A1

.
φ10 +3B1

.
φ
3

10 +
3

2
B12

.
φ10

.
φ
2

20

)
, and B̃ =

(
A2

.
φ20 +3B2

.
φ
3

20 +
3

2
B12

.
φ20

.
φ
2

10

)
, (58)

and for the perturbation associated to pressure we have

δp = C̃δ
.
φ1 +D̃δ

.
φ2, (59)

with C̃ and D̃ are defined as

C̃ =

(
A1

.
φ10 +B1

.
φ
3

10 +
1

2
B12

.
φ10

.
φ
2

20

)
, and D̃ =

(
A2

.
φ20 +B2

.
φ
3

20 +
1

2
B12

.
φ20

.
φ
2

10

)
. (60)

Also, the perturbation equation for the scalar fields from Eq.(53) becomes

δ
.
φ2= D0δ

.
φ1 +D1δa, (61)
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FIG. 1: The figure depicts the frequency square as a function of the parameter b1, for different values of f1 and f2. Here we
have fixed the values χ2 = 1, ϵ = 10−4 (in units of M−2

Pl ) and ρ0 = (3/2)Ueff .

where the coefficients D3 and D4 are defined

D0 = −
[A1 +B12X20 + 6B1X10

B12

.
φ10

.
φ20

]
, and D1 = − 3

a0

[A1

.
φ10 +B12

.
φ10 X20 +B1

.
φ10 X10

B12

.
φ10

.
φ20

]
.

However, from Eq.(54) we have

δ
.
φ2= D2δ

.
φ1 +D3δa, (62)

where the terms D2 and D3 are given by

D2 = −
[ B12

.
φ10

.
φ20

A2 +B12X10 + 6B2X20

]
, and D3 = − 3

a0

[A2

.
φ20 +B12

.
φ20 X10 +B2

.
φ20 X20

A2 +B12X10 + 6B2X20

]
.

In order to have consistency between Eqs.(61) and (62) we must have D0 = D2 and D1 = D3, respectively.

By expressing δ
.
φ1 and δ

.
φ2 in terms of the δa and substituting into the first Eq.(56) we get a harmonic oscillator

type equation for δa:

δ
..
a +ω2δa = 0 , ω2 =

1

12(Ã+ B̃D0)

[
(B̃a0D1 − 2ρ0)(Ã+ 3C̃) + a0D1Ã+ 2D0B̃a0D1 − 2D0ρ0

]
. (63)

To obtain the stability of the emergent universe solution we need to consider the parameter space for which ω2 > 0.
Here we have that (Ã+ B̃D0) ̸= 0.

Because of the complexity of the above expression for ω2, we perform a numerical analysis of the dependence of
ω2 versus the parameter b1 which has been plotted in Fig.1. In this context, in Fig.1 we show the dependence of the
frequency square in terms of the parameter b1, for various values of the parameters f1 and f2. In order to satisfy the
stable emergent universe solution, the parameter b1 is negative and it has to be in the interval −2 < b1 < 0. Here we
observe that this range for the parameter b1 does not depend of the values of f1 and f2.

V. INFLATIONARY EPOCH

In this section we will analyze the inflationary universe in the situation in which the scalar field φ1 → −∞ where
the effective potential corresponds to first flat region and the kinetic coefficients are given by Eqs.(33)-(35).



11

The full equations for the scalar fields φ1 and φ2 are given by

φ̈1 (A1 + 6B1X1 +B12X2) + 3Hφ̇1

[
A1 + 2B1X1 +B12X2 +

B12

3H
φ̇2φ̈2

]

= −Ueff,φ1
+A1,φ1

X1 +A2,φ1
X2 +B1,φ1

X2
1 +B2,φ1

X2
2 +B12,φ1

X1 X2, (64)

and

φ̈2 (A2 + 6B2X2 +B12X1) + 3Hφ̇2

[
A2 + 2B2X2 +B12X1 +

B12

3H
φ̇1φ̈1

]

= −Ueff,φ2 +A2,φ2X2 +A1,φ2X1 +B2,φ2X
2
1 +B1,φ2X

2
1 +B12,φ2X1 X2, (65)

where the notation , φ1 and , φ2 denote ∂/∂φ1 and ∂/∂φ2, respectively.
Introducing the “slow-roll” parameters for the scalar fields [13]

εH = −
.

H

H2
, η1 = −

..
φ1

H
.
φ1

, and η2 = −
..
φ2

H
.
φ2

, (66)

and assuming that these parameters are εH , η1 and η2 ≪ 1, then we can ignore the terms φ̈1,2 and non-linear, such
that the Eqs.(64) and (65) together with the Friedmann equation reduce to

3A1H
.
φ1 +Ueff,φ1

≃ 0, 3A2H
.
φ2 +Ueff,φ2

≃ 0, and H2 ≃ 1

6
Ueff . (67)

From Eq.(31) and considering the region in which f1e
−α1φ1 + g1e

−α2φ2 ≫ M1 and f2e
−2α1φ1 + g2e

−2α2φ2 ≫ M2, the
effective potential becomes

Ueff (φ1, φ2) =
(f1e

−α1 φ1 + g1e
−α2φ2)2

4χ2(f2e−2α1φ1 + g2e−2α2φ2 + ϵ(f1e−α1φ1 + g1e−α2φ2)2)
. (68)

Note that from the above expression we have that the effective potential can be rewritten in term of a single scalar

field ϕ̂ in which

Ueff (ϕ̂) =
(f1e

−
√

α2
1+α2

2ϕ̂ + g1)
2

4χ2(f2e
−2

√
α2

1+α2
2 ϕ̂+ g2 + ϵ(f1e

−
√

α2
1+α2

2ϕ̂ + g1)2)
, (69)

where

ϕ̂ =
α1φ1 − α2φ2√

α2
1 + α2

2

.

For large negative value of the scalar field φ1, which means also that ϕ̂ is also large and negative we have that we

can neglect g1 and g2 in the denominator and keeping the leading contribution beyond the constant
f2
1

4χ2(f2+ϵf2
1 )

of the

infinite plateau, we get that the effective potential becomes (going back to the φ1, φ2 variables)

Ueff ≃

(
f2
1 + 2f1g1e

√
α2

1+α2
2ϕ̂

4χ2(f2 + ϵf2
1 )

)
=

(
f2
1 + 2f1g1e

α1φ1−α2φ2

4χ2(f2 + ϵf2
1 )

)
. (70)

The potential (69) interpolates between the vacuums with asymptotic values
f2
1

4χ2(f2+ϵf2
1 )

and
g2
1

4χ2(g2+ϵg2
1)

independent

of the choice of the relative signs of g1, and f1. Beyond, this the more detailed structure of the potential is different
if the relative sign is the same or if it is opposite. In the case signs of g1, and f1 are the same, the potential does not
have a minimum where the potential is zero, and although the potential still connects the two vacuum, the potential
shows a bump (as it is apparent also by the fact that the f1g1 term in (70) raises the energy density over the energy
density of the plateau ) that pushes slow roll solutions in the opposite to the desired direction, i.e., not in the direction
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necessary to interpolate with the desired vacuum, If the case the signs of g1, and f1 are the opposite is considered,
the potential does have a minimum where the potential is zero, and now the potential does not show a bump and the
slow roll solutions causes the scalar field to move to the desired direction, i.e., in the direction necessary to interpolate
with the desired vacuum. We can choose therefore the case where the signs of g1, and f1 are the opposite. In the
following, we will choose the parameter f1 > 0 and then the parameter g1 is negative.

Now, in order to study the inflationary epoch, we will consider the slow roll approximation. In this framework,
from Eq.(67) we find that the relation between the scalar field φ1 and φ2, under the slow roll approximation yields

φ1 = −
(
A2α1

A1α2

)
φ2 + C, (71)

where C denotes an integration constant and here we have used the effective potential given by Eq.(70).
By defining two new scalar fields ϕ1 and ϕ2 as a linear combination of the φ1 and φ2, such that we have a

transformation orthogonal between these fields

ϕ1 =
A1α2φ1 +A2α1φ2√
(A1α2)2 + (A2α1)2

, and ϕ2 =
A1α2φ1 −A2α1φ2√
(A1α2)2 + (A2α1)2

. (72)

Note that from Eq.(71) the new scalar field ϕ1 becomes an arbitrary constant, such that ϕ̇1 = 0. Thus we can rewrite
the new field ϕ2 in terms of the φ2 as

ϕ2 =
C − 2

(
A2α1

A1α2

)
φ2√(

A2α1

A1α2

)2
+ 1

. (73)

In this way the effective potential can be write as a function of the new scalar field ϕ2 as

Ueff (ϕ2) =

(
f2
1 + 2f1g1e

δ0ϕ2+δ1

4χ2f2(1 + ϵf2
1 /f2)

)
, (74)

where the constants δ0 and δ1 are given by

δ0 = d0d1, and δ1 = C[α1 − d0], where d0 =
A1α

2
2

2A2α1

[A2α
2
1

A1α2
2

+ 1
]
, and d1 =

√(A2α1

A1α2

)2
+ 1 .

Notice that the shift ϕ2 → ϕ2 +∆ has the same effect of just changing the value of g1 according to g1 → g1e
δ0∆, so,

we would expect physical quantities not to depend on g1, except for its sign, if we restrict to inflation observables.
Independence of the absolute value of g1 of physical quantities is equivalent to the independence of physical quantities
under the shifts ϕ2 → ϕ2 + ∆, that is that we do not care from where in the infinite plateau we start the slow roll
inflation, invariance of physical quantities under ϕ2 → ϕ2 +∆ also means that the integration C in (73) should not
affect any physical quantity relevant to the inflationary period.

Under slow roll approximation the motion equation for the new field becomes

3H A2 ϕ̇2 ≃ −
4
(

A2α1

A1α2

)2
d21

Ueff,ϕ2
. (75)

From Eqs.(66) and (75), we find that the slow roll parameter ϵH results

ϵH ≃ 1

A

(
Ueff,ϕ2

Ueff

)2

(76)

where the constant A is defined as

A =
A2 d

2
1

4
(

A2α1

A1α2

)2 .
Note that the two second slow roll parameters η1 = η2 = η = −ϕ̈2/(Hϕ̇2) are equivalent, since φ̇1 ∝ φ̇2 ∝ ϕ̇2.
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Therefore, we obtain that the slow roll parameter ϵH can be written as

ϵH ≃ 16g21δ
2
0 e

2(δ0 ϕ2+δ1)

Af2
1

=
(16g21α2

2

A2f2
1

)(A2α
2
1

A1α2
2

+ 1

)2

e2(δ0 ϕ2+δ1). (77)

Here we have used that the effective potential Ueff ≃ (f2
1 /f2)/(4χ2[1 + ϵf2

1 /f2]). In order to find the scalar field at
the end of the inflationary scenario, we consider that the slow roll parameter ϵH(ϕ2 = ϕ2end) = 1 (or equivalently
ä = 0) with which

e2δ0 ϕ2end =
( A2f

2
1

16g21α
2
2

) 1[(
A2α2

1

A1α2
2

)
+ 1
]2
 e−2δ1 . (78)

Introducing the number of folds N between two values of times t∗ and tend (or analogously between two different
values ϕ2∗ and ϕ2end) we have

N =

∫ tend

t∗

Hdt =

∫ ϕ2end

ϕ2∗

H

ϕ̇2

dϕ2 ≃ −A

∫ ϕ2end

ϕ2∗

3H2

Ueff,ϕ2

dϕ2 ≃ −A

∫ ϕ2end

ϕ2∗

Ueff

2Ueff,ϕ2

dϕ2 , (79)

and then we obtain that the number N becomes

N =

 A2f1

16g1α2
2

[(
A2α2

1

A1α2
2

)
+ 1
]2
 [

e−δ0ϕ2end−δ1 − e−δ0ϕ2∗−δ1
]
. (80)

Here we mention that the observational quantity N should be evaluated when the cosmological scale exits the horizon.
In the following the subscript ∗ is utilized to denote the epoch in which the cosmological scale exits the horizon.
On the other hand, we will determine the scalar and tensor perturbations during the inflationary era for our model

of a single field ϕ2 (since ϕ1 = cte). It is well known that for multifield inflation, the expressions for the scalar and
tensor perturbations are modified in relation to a single field, see Ref.[41]. However from the relation between the
scalar fields given by Eq.(71), the inflationary dynamics in our model is reduced to a single field ϕ2 and then the
scalar and tensor perturbations correspond to the standard formulas. Thus, from Ref.[42] the power spectrum of the
scalar perturbation PS under the slow-roll approximation for the new scalar field ϕ2 is given by

PS =

(
H2

2π ϕ̇2

)2

≃

(
A2

96π2

U3
eff

U2
eff,ϕ2

)
, (81)

and the observational scalar spectral index ns is defined as

ns − 1 =
d lnPS

d ln k
= −6ϵH + 2η , (82)

where the slow roll parameters ϵH is defined by Eq.(76) and η is given by η ≃ (2/A)(Ueff,ϕ2ϕ2/Ueff ).
Also, it is well known that the generation of tensor perturbations during the epoch of inflation would generate

gravitational waves. In this sense, the spectrum of the tensor perturbations PT is given by[42]

PT =

(
H

π

)2

≃ Ueff

6π2
, (83)

and its tensor spectral index nT can be described in terms of the slow parameter ϵH as nT = d lnPT

d ln k = −2ϵH . Besides,

an important observational quantity corresponds to the tensor-to-scalar ratio r = PT

PS
. Here we emphasize that these

quantities should be evaluated during the epoch in which the cosmological scale exits the horizon and in particular
at ϕ2 = ϕ2∗.
In this way, from Eq.(81) the power spectrum of the scalar perturbation PS under the slow-roll approximation in

terms of the number of e−folds yields

PS(N) ≃ k0

[
F1 −

N

F2

]2
, where k0 =

A2f4
1

96× (4π)2χ2f2g21δ
2
0(1 + ϵf2

1 /f2)
, (84)
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F1 =
4g1α2

f1
√
A2

[
A2α

2
1

A1α2
2

+ 1

]
, and F2 =

 A2f1

16g1α2
2

[(
A2α2

1

A1α2
2

)
+ 1
]2
 ,

respectively.
Also, the scalar spectral index ns in terms of the number of e−folds N becomes

ns = 1− 8g1δ
2
0

Af1

(
F1 −

N

F2

)−1
[
3g1

(
F1 −

N

F2

)−1

+ 1

]
. (85)

From this scalar spectral index ns we find that the solution for the parameter α2 is given by

α2 =

√
A2(1 + 4(ns − 1)N)

16NL1
+

1

16

[
+
√
L2 +

√
L3

]
, (86)

where the values of L1, L2 and L3 are defined as

L1 = [1 + 2(ns − 1)N ], L2 =
A2(1− 12f1N − 24f1(ns − 1)N)

N2L2
1

,

and

L3 =
−256α2

1A2N
2L2

1 + 2A1A2N [1− 2(2 + 3f1 − 2ns)L1]− 2A1

√
A2N [L1(3 + 4(ns − 1)N)]L4

A1N2L2
1

,

with L4 given by

L4 =

√
A2(1− 12f1N − 24f1(ns − 1)N2)

N2L2
1

.

We mention that in the solution for the parameter α2 given by Eq.(86), we have considered the solution with the
positive signs.

By using that the tensor to scalar ratio r under the slow roll approximation is given by r ≃ 16ϵH we find

r ≃ 64g21δ
2
0

Af2
1

[
F1 −

N

F2

]−2

. (87)

From this expression for the tensor to scalar ratio, we find that the parameter α1 becomes

α1 =
1

2

√
A1 α2√

A2

[
2

N
√
r
+

1

N
− 4α2√

A2

]
, (88)

where we have considered the positive sign for the solution of α1. Also, as we anticipated, physical quantities cannot
depend on the magnitude of g1 and in fact we note that this result obtained for the parameter α1 does not depend of
the parameter g1 analogously as occurred for the α2 and neither ns as given by (85), r as given by (87), etc.

In particular assuming the values f1 = f2 = 10−7, ϵ = 10−4 and χ2 = 1, together with PS ≃ 10−9, ns = 0.967 and
r = 0.039 at N = 60, then numerically we find that the parameters α1, α2 and b1 result α1 ≃ 10−9, α2 ≃ 10−16 and
b1 ≃ −1, respectively. Here we note that the special value of the parameter b1 ≃ −1 we have found from inflation is
also in the allowed values found for a consistent stable emergent universe condition, see Fig.1.

In order to find the consistency relation i.e., the relation between the tensor to scalar ratio r and the scalar spectral
index ns, we can combine Eqs.(85) and (87) obtaining

ns(r) = ns = 1− δ0

√
r

A

[
3f1

√
Ar

8δ0
+ 1

]
. (89)

In figure 2 we show the dependence of the tensor to scalar ratio on the scalar spectral index for different values
of the parameter b1 studied during the emergent epoch (see Fig.1) from the latest BICEP/Kerck data [43]. From
the Ref.[43], two-dimensional marginalized constraints on inflationary parameters r and the scalar spectral index ns

defined at k0 = 0.002Mpc−1. The latest BICEP/Keck results places stronger limits on the tensor to scalar ratio
shown in blue (at 68% blue region and 95% light blue region levels of confidence) and the green color corresponds
to the two-dimensional marginalized constraints obtained in Ref.[44]. We noted from Fig.(2) that the parameter b1,
which lies in the range −2 < b1 < 0 in order to satisfy the stable emergent universe solution, it is well supported by
the the latest BICEP/Keck data.
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FIG. 2: The plot shows the tensor to scalar ratio r versus the scalar spectral index ns (consistency relation r = r(ns)) for
three values of the dimensionless parameter b1. For b1 = −0.5 solid line, b1 = −1 dash-dot line and b1 = −1.5 dots line,

respectively. Here we have fixed the values χ2 = 1, ϵ = 10−4 (in units of M−2
Pl ), f1 = f2 = 10−8 (in units of M4

Pl),
α1 = 4× 10−9 and α2 = 10−16 (in units of M−1

Pl ). Here we have used the two-dimensional marginalized joint confidence
contours for (ns, r) at 68% and 95% levels of confidence from the latest BICEP/Keck results [43].

VI. FIRST DARK REGION WITH CONSISTENT GENERATION OF DE, DM AND STIFF MATTER

In this section we will analyze the second flat region in which the scalar field φ2 → −∞ and it corresponds to the
dark energy sector region and the effective potential in this region is given by Eq.(36). In order to study this scenario
that includes dark matter together with dark energy, we use the k−essence model in which dark matter appears
naturally as was shown in Ref.[45], see also Ref.[46] for other examples of this effect in TMT.

In this context, the equation of motion for the scalar field φ1 is reduced to

d

dt

[
a3φ̇1(A1g + 2B1gX1 +B12gX2)

]
= 0.

The obvious solution corresponds to φ̇1 = 0, together with the term (A1g + 2B1gX1 + B12gX2) ̸= 0. In this way we
can consider that the term X1 = 0. Thus, under a small perturbation we can assume that

X1 = 0 + δ1, then
d

dt
(a3δ

1/2
1 ) = 0,
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and the solution for X1 can be written as

X1 = δ01

(
a

a0

)−6

, (90)

where δ01 corresponds to a positive constant.
On the other hand, the equation of motion for the scalar field φ2 is given by

d

dt

[
a3φ̇2(A2g + 2B2gX2 +B12gX1)

]
= 0. (91)

In this situation we do not consider the solution φ̇2 = 0, instead we assume the case where (A2g+2B2gX2+B12gX1) =
(A2g + 2B2gX2) = 0, where we have used that X1 = 0. Thus the obvious solution for φ̇2 can be written as

X2 = − A2g

2B2g
= X20 = positive constant. (92)

In this case we must have b22 > 4g2ϵ(1+ b2g1/g2) with which the term B2g is negative and A2g > 0 (or −2 < b2g1/g2).
Following Ref.[45] we can show that the solution given by Eq.(92) is stable under a small perturbation. In this

form, we can perturb this solution as

X2 = − A2g

2B2g
+ δ2 = X20 + δ2, (93)

with δ2 ≪ X20. In this way, replacing Eq.(93) into Eq.(91) and expanding to order one in δ2 yields

d

dt
(a3 δ2) = 0, then δ2 ∝ a−3.

Thus, the perturbative solution given by Eq.(93) results

X2(a) = X20

[
1 + δ02(a/a0)

−3
]
, (94)

where δ02 and a0 are two new constants. Besides, as δ2 ≪ X20, then we have δ02(a/a0)
−3 ≪ 1.

Replacing Eqs.(90) and (94) into the energy density ρ we have

ρ(a) ≃ ρ0 + ρ1

(
a

a0

)−3

+ ρ2

(
a

a0

)−6

, (95)

where ρ0 corresponds to the energy density associated to dark energy and it is given by

ρ0 =
1

4

A2
2g

B2g
+ Ueff g = − 1

χ2

[
b2g1 + g2

b22 − 4ϵ(b2g1 + g2)

]
> 0.

Note that in Eq.(95) we have neglected the term (a/a0)
−12 since during the evolution of present universe this term is

highly suppressed.
Also, we note that as the term b22 > 4ϵ(b2g1 + g2) (see Eq.(92)) then we have that b2g1 + g2 < 0, since ϵ > 0 and

from Eq.(37) we have that the term A2g > 0, then we get that b2g1/2 + g2 > 0. In this form, assuming that the
parameter g2 is positive, we find that the constraint for the ratio b2g1/g2 becomes

−1 >
b2g1
g2

> −2. (96)

This result suggest that the parameter b2 is a positive quantity, since during the inflationary epoch we consider that
the effective potential does not have bump when g1 < 0.

Now the second term of Eq.(94) represents to the dark matter and the quantity ρ1 is defined as

ρ1 =
δ02 A

2
2g

B2g
.

We note that as B2g is a negative quantity, then we impose that the constant δ02 < 0, in order to obtain that the
dark matter to be positive and also |δ02| ≪ 1.
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The last term corresponds to stiff equation of state where the quantity ρ2 is given by

ρ2 =
3A2

2g

4B2g
δ202 +A1gδ01 −

3B12gδ01A2g

2B2g
,

and this parameter corresponds to a positive quantity.
Also, we find that the pressure in terms of the scale factor results

p(a) ≃ p0 + p1

(
a

a0

)−3

+ p2

(
a

a0

)−6

≃ p0 + p2

(
a

a0

)−6

, (97)

where the quantities p0, p1 and p2 are defined as

p0 = −
A2

2g

4B2g
− Ueff g = −ρ0, p1 = X20δ20[A2g + 2B2gX20] = 0,

and

p2 = δ01

[
A1g −

B12gA2g

2B2g

]
+

A2
2gδ

2
02

4B2g
.

As before in Eq.(97) we have neglected the term (a/a0)
−12. Also, in order to obtain an adequate stiff equation of

state, which is necessary from energy momentum conservation (and therefore for the consistency of the equations of
motion), in which the coefficients ρ2 = p2. In this form, we find that the relation between the constants δ01 and δ02
from the condition given by stiff equation of state yields

δ01 =

(
A2g

2B12g

)
δ202, (98)

and then we have that ρ2 = p2 = δ01A1g. Note that in order to obtain δ01 > 0, we have that from Eq.(39) the
coefficient

B12g =
g21 + 8ϵχ2

2[g1(b2 − ϵg1) + g2]

4χ2(ϵg21 + g2)
> 0. (99)

We see first that for ϵ = 0 the above Eq.(99) is of course satisfied. Now taking ϵ > 0, when we start to increase ϵ
towards bigger positive values, we will reach a critical value of ϵ beyond which the condition breaks down i.e., when
B12g = 0. Thus, we have then that the above condition holds for 0 < ϵ < ϵc, where the critical value of ϵ becomes

ϵc =
2g2(

b2g1
g2

+ 1)χ2
2 ±

√
2g41χ

2
2 + 4(b2g1 + g2)2χ4

2

4g21χ
2
2

.

Since −1 > b2g1
g2

> −2, the first term in the numerator of ϵc is negative and then we must take the plus sign in the

second positive term in the above equation so that ϵ > 0 is satisfied.
In conclusion, we can obtain definite ranges in the parameter-space for a consistent generation of DE, DM and stiff

component from multi fields dynamics.
On the other hand, the equation of state (EoS) or EoS parameter w = p/ρ in our model as a function of the scale

factor becomes

w(a) =
−Ω0 + (1− Ω0 − Ω1)(a/a0)

−6

Ω0 +Ω1(a/a0)−3 + (1− Ω0 − Ω1)(a/a0)−6
, (100)

where the parameters Ω0 and Ω1 associated to the dark energy and dark matter at the present time are defined as

Ω0 =
ρ0
6H2

0

, and Ω1 =
ρ1
6H2

0

,

with H0 the Hubble parameter at the present epoch. Here we have used the Friedmann equation 6H2 = ρ, in which
1−Ω0−Ω1 = Ω2 = ρ2/6H

2
0 at the present era. From Eq.(100) we note that in the far future in which the scale factor

is large, the EoS parameter w → −1, i.e., the universe is dominated by a cosmological constant.
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FIG. 3: The left panel shows the evolution of the EoS parameter as a function of the normalized scale factor x = a/a0. The
right panel shows the behaviour of dw/da versus x. Here we have considered different values of the density parameter

associated to the dark matter Ω1 and also we have fixed the density parameter of the dark energy to Ω0 = 0.7.

In Fig.3 (left panel) we show the evolution of the EoS parameter w(x) versus the normalized scale factor x = a/a0
defined by Eq.(100) for same values of the parameter Ω1. Here we have fixed that the density parameter associated to
dark energy Ω0 = 0.7. Additionally, we have added different horizontal lines associated to the constant values of the
EoS parameter w = 1/3, w = 0, w = −1/3 and w = −1, respectively. This help us distinguish the radiation dominated
era, the matter domination era and the dark energy domination era in terms of the parameter Ω1. In this sense, from
Fig.3 (left panel) we observe that the end of the radiation dominated, matter dominated universe and dark energy
occurs later for the situation in which the parameter associated to dark matter Ω1 decrease. Thus, for example in
the case Ω1 = 0.25 the EoS w = 0 (matter domination) takes place for a scale factor x ≃ 0.67 while for the value
Ω1 = 0.29 occurs before at x ≃ 0.5. From the plot we note that when we decrease the density parameter associated to
the dark matter Ω1 the EoS parameter increase. Also, we observe that for Ω1 < 0.29 (more stiff matter) and for values
of the scale factor x < 0.7, the universe does not present an accelerated phase, since the EoS parameter becomes
positive. Thus, we note that when we have a very small quantity of stiff matter (Ω1 ≥ 0.29) the universe always
presents an accelerated scenario in the plot region for the scale factor. In order to account of the transition from
deceleration expansion to acceleration expansion, we have that from Eq.(100), the situation in which the pressure can
be considered negligible or matter domination (ω ∼ 0) occurs when the scale factor a/a0 = x ⩾ (Ω0/(1−Ω0−Ω1))

1/6

up to the value a/a0 = x < (
Ω1[1+

√
1+32Ω0(1−Ω0−Ω1)/Ω2

1]

4Ω0
)1/3 where w > −1/3, see Fig.3. During this period the

energy density given by Eq.(95) can be approximated to ρ ∝ a−3 and the scale factor evolve as a ∝ t1/2. However, for

values of the scale factor a/a0 = x ≳ (
Ω1[1+

√
1+32Ω0(1−Ω0−Ω1)/Ω2

1]

4Ω0
)1/3, the universe presents an accelerated scenario

(ä > 0) in which the energy density can be considered as a constant. In this sense, from the EoS parameter found in
our model (Eq.(100)) we can account of the matter dark energy domination transition may precede the deceleration
to acceleration transition. The study of this interrelation of the epochs of deceleration-acceleration transition from
explicit EoS parameters was analyzed in detail [52] and references therein.

In the right panel of Fig.3 we shows the evolution of the derivative dw/da versus the normalized scale factor x.
From this plot we observe that the model corresponds to a tracking freezing model where the derivative dw/da is
negative. Also we note that when we decrease the values of the density parameter related to dark matter the quantity
dw/da results more negative.

It is interesting to study the behaviour of the EoS parameter w(a) and in particular the derivative dw/da related
to the dark epoch into the second flat region. In this way from Eq.(100) we find that the quantity dw/da becomes

dw

da
= −3x2

(
(1− Ω0 − Ω1)(Ω1 + 4Ω0x

3) + Ω0Ω1x
6

[1 + Ω1(x3 − 1) + Ω0(x6 − 1)]2

)
< 0, with x =

a

a0
. (101)

This result shows that the behaviour of our model corresponds to a tracking freezing model since dw/da < 0, see
Refs.[49, 50].

On the other hand, from Friedmann equation 6H2 = ρ, we can obtain that the scale factor as a function of the
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cosmological time t i.e., a(t) results [51]

a(t)

a0
=

Ω1

Ω0
+ 2

√
(1− Ω0 − Ω1)

Ω0

 sinh2
[
3
√
Ω0(H0t+ C)

2

]
+

√
(1− Ω0 − Ω1)

Ω0

(
1− e−3Ω

1/2
0 (H0t+C)

)1/3

, (102)

where C corresponds to an integration constant. Note that in the absence of stiff matter (1−Ω0 −Ω1 = Ω2 = 0) the

scale factor a(t) ∝ sinh2/3(3
√
Ω0(H0t+ C)/2), see Ref.[47]

Also, we can find the scalar fields in terms of the scale factor. Thus, for the scalar field φ1 we have that from
Eq.(90) that the speed of the scalar field φ1 can be written as

φ̇1 = Hx
dφ1

dx
= ±

√
2δ01
x3

,

and its solution yields

φ1(x) = C1 ∓
√
2δ01

3H0

√
1− Ω0 − Ω1

Arctanh

[
Ω1x

3 + 2(1− Ω0 − Ω1)

2
√
1− Ω0 − Ω1

√
x3(Ω1 +Ω0 x3) + (1− Ω0 − Ω1)

]
. (103)

Analogously for the scalar field φ2, we find that the solution as a function of the normalized scale factor x = a/a0
can be expressed as

φ2(x) = C1 ±
2
√
2X02

3H0

√
Ω̄− Ω1 − 2Ω0x3

Ω̄

(
g1(x)− g2(x)

g3(x)

)
, (104)

where C1 is another integration constant and the functions g1(x), g2(x) and g3(x) are defined as

g1(x) =

√
Ω0(x3 + δ02)

2δ02 − Ω1 − Ω̄
(Ω̄2 +Ω1Ω̄ + Ω0Ω1x

3 +Ω0Ω̄x
3)F [x̄,m1],

g2(x) = δ02Ω0(Ω1 + Ω̄− 2δ02Ω0) (Ω1 + Ω̄ + 2Ω0x
3)

√
1

Ω1 + Ω̄− 2Ω0δ02

√
(δ02 + x3)Ω0

2Ω0δ02 − Ω1 − Ω̄
Π[m2, x̄,m1],

and

g3(x) = Ω0(Ω1 + Ω̄)
√
δ02 + x3

√
Ω1 + Ω̄ + 2δ02Ω0

Ω1 + Ω̄− 2δ02Ω0

√
(1− Ω0 − Ω1) + Ω1x3 +Ω0x6.

Here the functions F and Π correspond to the Elliptic functions of the first and second kind, respectively, see [48].
Also, the quantities x̄, m1, m2, and Ω̄ are given by

x̄ = Arcsin

√ Ω1 + Ω̄ + 2Ω0x3

Ω1 + Ω̄− 2δ02Ω0

 , m1 =
Ω1 + Ω̄− 2δ02Ω0

2Ω̄
, m2 =

Ω1 + Ω̄− 2δ02Ω0

Ω1 + Ω̄
,

and Ω̄ =
√
Ω2

1 − 4Ω0(1− Ω0 − Ω1).
We mention that in order to obtain the scalar fields as a function of the cosmological time, we need to replace the

normalized scale factor given by Eq.(102) into Eqs.(103) and (104) to find φ1(t) and φ2(t), respectively.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION OF POSSIBLE FUTURE LINES OF RESEARCH

In summary, in this paper we have explored a new approach to study all the most relevant aspects of the evolution
of the universe using a scale invariant theory with metric independent measures which employs two scalar fields. In
this sense, we have analyzed in the early universe the scenarios of the emergent and inflationary epochs. Also we have
studied the dark sector considering the DE, DM and stiff matter during the late universe. In relation to the scale
invariance is spontaneously broken by the integration of the equations of motion and going to the Einstein frame,



20

we find a theory with an effective potential for the scalar fields that displays three flat regions and corresponding
K-essence terms. We use each of theses flat regions to describe the different phases of the universe. The higher
energy density describes the very early universe, first a non singular emergent universe which is then followed by an
inflationary era.

For the emergent universe we have analyzed the stability of the emergent solution from the perturbative analysis.
In this context because of the non triviality of the equation associated to the parameter ω2 we have considered a
numerical treatment. In particular for different values of the parameter-space, we have found that the parameter b1 is
negative and its value is in the range −2 < b1 < 0, see Fig.1. Here we have obtained that this range for the parameter
b1 does not depend of the values of f1 and f2.

In the context of the inflationary epoch, we have considered the slow roll approximation. Under this approximation
we have defined two new scalar fields ϕ1 and ϕ2 from a transformation orthogonal in which ϕ̇1 = 0 and then the
effective potential reduces to a single scalar field ϕ2, see Eq.(69). Also, we have noted that the effective potential (69)

interpolates between the vacuums with asymptotic values
f2
1

4χ2(f2+ϵf2
1 )

and
g2
1

4χ2(g2+ϵg2
1)

independent of the choice of the

relative signs of g1, and f1. However, we have chosen the sign of f1g1 negative, so that the potential smoothly rolls
down from one vacuum to the other without an intermediate bump. From the observational parameters; scalar power
spectrum, scalar spectral index and the upper bound of the ratio tensor to scalar, we have found numerically the values
of the parameters α1, α2 and b1. In this context, we have obtained that the constraint imposes for the inflationary
epoch for the parameter b1 is in the range found from the stability analysis given for the emergent universe.
The second flat region describes a dark sector with DE and DM and a quickly decaying stiff component as well. The

DE, DM and stiff components owe its existence to the K-essence induced by multi measure theory. It is interesting that
a consistency condition for the generation of the DE, DM and stiff components which correlates the perturbations of
the two scalar fields with respect to a certain background solution is obtained in (98) from the condition found by stiff
equation of state ρ2 = p2. From the evolution of the EoS parameter w versus the normalized scale factor x = a/a0, we
have noted that when we decrease the density parameter associated to dark matter Ω1, the EoS parameter increase
for the same value of x, see Fig.3 (left panel). Also, we have found that the derivative dw/da is negative with which
this model corresponds to a tracking freezing model, see Fig.3 (right panel). Besides, we have determined the solution
for the scale factor as a function of the cosmological time together with the solutions for the scalar fields in term of
the normalized scale factor.

There is also a third flat region, which could represent a future DE sector, or may be represents the present state
of the universe. Among the issues that should be studied further, we mention first whether the universe makes use
of the third flat region with asymptotic behavior (40), (41) and (42). In this case, we should connect the first dark
region described in section VI with the one satisfying the asymptotic behavior (40), (41) and (42), in order to study
the early dark epoch and its transition to a late DE era.

For this purpose we can construct a simplified effective potential that interpolates between these two vacuums, that
could be simply achieved by considering the effective potential given by Eq.(31) and ignoring the f -terms, such that

Ueff =
(g1e

−α2φ2 −M1)
2

4χ2

[
g2e−2α2φ2 +M2 + ϵ(g1e−α2φ2 −M1)2

] . (105)

By considering the analysis described in the inflationary epoch (section V), we know that the potential (105) may
connect the two vacuums through a slow roll process, and will also contain a minimum at zero if (g1e

−α2φ2 −M1)
2 = 0

at some point, which would require M1 < 0 , since we have determined that g1 < 0. However, we will assume that the
parameter M1 > 0 in which case the potential will contain a bump and the only way to connect these two vacuums
will be through tunnelling, which reminds us of the original (or old) inflationary universe by Guth [1]. This scenario,
where two DE states are connected through bubble nucleation was considered in [53], [54] to formulate a possible
resolution of the H0 problem and we could consider it also in a future research for our model.
In this case one may ask what may happen to the dark matter generated in the first DE region, could the DM

remain as islands or impurities of the previous vacuum?, or may be this DM collapses into black holes before the
transition to the final vacuum takes place, and then of course the black holes are resilient and should remain even
after the transition to the final vacuum state. These issues could be studied in a future research.

The second subject concerning we want to discuss concerning possible future lines of research is a very simple possible
variation of the model that could lead to interesting results in the unification of the early and current universe. As
we have seen in the previous sections, the best results are obtained for ϵ small, so it is worthwhile to study ϵ = 0 .
Furthermore, it is quite interesting that for ϵ = 0, we can also include a term, that which when considered in Einstein
frame, produces just a shift in the effective potential, that is it just produces a the same effect of a cosmological term
in Einstein frame.

The slightly modified theory, where the ϵ is eliminated and a Λ0 term is added and then the new action can be
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written as

S =

∫
d4xΦ1(A)

[
R− 2Λ0

Φ1(A)√
−g

+ L(1)
]
+

∫
d4xΦ2(B)

[
L(2) +

Φ(H)√
−g

]
, (106)

which is still invariant under the global scale transformations (7). To see application of this type of term in questions
also related to DE, applied to a Gravity-Assisted Emergent Higgs Mechanism in the Post-Inflationary Epoch in [40].

In this context now the Weyl-rescaled metric ḡµν that defines the Einstein frame is given by ḡµν = χ1gµν where

χ1 ≡ Φ1(A)√
−g

one can indeed suspect that the extra term just induces a cosmological term in the Einstein frame, since

using the previous definition we can check that −2Λ0
Φ1(A)2√

−g
= −2Λ0

√
−ḡ.

This expectation is indeed confirmed by a more detailed analysis, and we can see that the effective Lagrangian (25)
is still valid, but now the corresponding A and B coefficients are evaluated for ϵ = 0 and the effective potential is
shifted by 2Λ0.

This has some consequences, like it is easier to guarantee a positive DE, just choose a big enough value for 2Λ0.
Apart from that there is not much change.

Notice also that Φ1(A) is now not just a measure of integration, since it appears also square, and the theory with
Φ1(A) appearing just linearly has the highly non conventional infinite dimensional additional symmetry, valid for any
regular set of four functions fδ, such that, Aµνγ → Aµνγ+ϵµνγδf

δ(R+L(1)) (where ϵµνγδ is the totally antisymmetric
symbol taking values zero, one or minus one), which is absent in the theory where Φ1(A) appears also squared, i.e.
for Λ0 ̸= 0, so that can be an argument for Λ0 = 0, or a symmetry that protects Λ0 from becoming big after quantum
corrections.

A stiff era, as the one obtained in this work can have interesting observational consequences. This era could occurs
before the BBN or after. In both cases the stiff era can affect the light element abundances and perhaps the CMB, if
the modes correspond to linear modes. Such an issue has been discussed for example in [55] and references therein.
The study of this issue concerning the consequences of component with a stiff equation of state and how would be
the special features that would be a consequence this stiff state in our scenario would be a very interesting subject
for future research concerning our model.
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