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Chameleon perfect scalar field as a geometric correction in f(R) gravity
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In this work, we derive the analytical form for a f(R) model that describes a perfect scalar field ¢ by assuming
the existence of a chameleon mechanism. Based on four statements, at the background and perturbative level,
it is possible to relate the extra terms from this theory as a geometrical perfect fluid term, whose has been
expressed as possible candidates to explain the nature of the dark sector, and possibly, in the case of a perfect
scalar chameleon during inflation, satisfy the big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) constraints until late times.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of the current accelerated cosmic expansion of the Universe using observational data from astrophysical
objects like Supernovae type la independently by the high-redshift Supernovae Search Team [1]] and the Supernovae Cosmology
Project Team [2], has been attributed the source of this phenomena to the so-called dark energy. However, even with the many
efforts to pursue the understanding of the nature of such a dark component, this has not been observationally identified yet.
One of the main characteristics of dark energy is attributed to a negative pressure, which leads to an accelerated expansion
phenomenon by counteracting the force of gravity. The fact that the negative pressure leads to the cosmic acceleration may look
counter-intuitive!. The time-dependent pressure p(f) in homogeneous and isotropic spacetimes appears in general relativity (GR)
and mechanisms that generate this negative pressure and cosmic acceleration are one of the main research topics in Cosmology.

The straightforward candidate proposed for dark energy is the cosmological constant A, whose energy density remains con-
stant and allows Einstein field equations to preserve the conservation of energy. The A term can be interpreted as a perfect fluid
by shifting to the right-hand side (#/.s)?, and if dark energy modelled as A, for which equation-of-state wgq = —1, is interpreted
as a perfect fluid with pp o« —p,. From the point of view of particle physics, the Cosmological Constant can be related to a
vacuum energy density, where if we sum up zero-point energies of all normal modes of some field and consider the cut-off of the
momentum at Planck scale, the vacuum energy density is around 10'?! times larger than the observed A density, the so-called
vacuum catastrophe. On the one hand, if the Cosmological Constant is truly the consequence of the present current cosmic
acceleration, we need to find a mechanism to obtain the tiny value of A which could be consistent with observations.

On the other hand, if the origin of dark energy is not the cosmological constant, we need to search for some alternative (or
extended) gravity models to explain the current cosmic acceleration. There are two approaches to building dark energy models
other than using A. The first approach is to modify the rA.s of Einstein field equations, (G, = 87GT},,), by considering specific
forms of the energy-momentum tensor 7, that includes the possibility of a fluid with negative pressure. The most popular
models that belong to this class are the so-called quintessence [3], k-essence [4] and perfect fluid models [J]. On this path,
the methodology to follow is to consider the existence of scalar fields® with slowly/smooth varying potentials, whereas in k-
essence it is the scalar field kinetic energy that drives the acceleration. The latter class is based on a perfect fluid of a specific
equation-of-state.

The second approach to constructing dark energy models is to modify the LA.s of Einstein field equations. We denote the
representative models that belong to this class as modified gravity [6]. While scalar field models correspond to a modification of
the energy-momentum tensor, the approach in this path corresponds to the modified gravity in which the gravitational theory is
modified compared to general relativity. For example, the Lagrangian density for general relativity is given by f(R) = R — 2A,
where R is the Ricci scalar and the constant allows us to have the acceleration phenomena required. A possible modification of
this scenario can be described by a non-linear arbitrary function f in terms of R, which is called f(R) theories of gravity. Dark
energy models based on these kinds of theories have been studied extensively including metric formalism [[7, |8], observational
test [9-11/] and modifications to the spectra of galaxy clustering [[12, [13].
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Historically, Brans-Dicke theory, an important class of scalar-tensor theories, gives rise to a constant coupling O between
the scalar field ¢ and the matter component. In this sense, modified gravity theories can be regarded as a coupled quintessence
scenario in Einstein’s frame. In the absence of a scalar field potential V(¢), the Solar system tests constraint the strength of this
coupling Q to be smaller than the order of ~ 107>, In this case, is not possible to satisfy the local gravity constraints unless
we have a V(¢) with a large mass that can be capable to suppress the Q coupling in the regions of high density. Furthermore,
if the same field ¢ is responsible for the current cosmic acceleration phenomena, the potential V(¢) needs to be sufficiently
flat in the regions of low density. On this line of thought, these requirements are possible to fulfill for large coupling models
that satisfy the local gravity constraints through the chameleon mechanism [[14]. The existence of a matter coupling gives rise
to an extremum of the scalar field potential where the field can be stabilised. In high-density regions, such as the interiors of
astrophysical objects, the field mass would be sufficiently large to avoid the propagation of the fifth force. Meanwhile, the field
would have a much lighter mass in low-density environments, far away from compact objects, so it could be responsible for
the present cosmic acceleration. In this work, we are going to consider a particular class of the chameleon field with an inverse
power-law potential of the form V(¢) = M*™"¢™", with n > 1, so local gravity constraints can be satisfied for M ~ 1072 V.
Interestingly, these constrictions correspond to the energy scale required for the current cosmic acceleration observed.

Recently, the correspondence between the modified gravity geometrical terms inspired by perfect fluid components has been
pointed out as a natural way to understand the nature of dark energy, and by extension, the full dark sector [15,[16]. In resume,
beyond the Ricci curvature scalar R or any other geometric invariant in a gravitational action, we can modelled these extra terms
as perfect fluids. As an extension of these ideas, in this work, we propose to extend the conditions that allow us to model the
scalar field as perfect fluids using a chameleon scalar field. Perfect fluids play a crucial role in general relativity being the natural
sources of Einstein field equations compatible with Bianchi identities. This characteristic allows any source of field equations to
be reformulated in adequate perfect fluid form, in principle, to solve the dynamics related to the Cauchy problem. In Cosmology,
perfect fluids can represent, at least in a coarse-grained image Hubble’s effective flow behaviour ranging from inflation to dark
energy epochs. For these reasons, the compatibility of perfect fluid solutions with modified (or extended) theories of gravity is a
crucial topic to be investigated.

This paper is divided as follows: In SecD] we discuss the perfect fluid form scheme for a FLRW spacetime and the three
conditions to fulfill to have the perfect fluid description relationship. In Sec[3] we present a fourth condition at a perturbative
level to describe a perfect scalar field. In Seclit is described the f(R) theory at the background and perturbative level. In Sec[3]
we introduce the chameleon scalar field in f(R) theories and the analytical form of f(R) to obtain a perfect scalar field. Finally,
our discussions are given in Secl@l

2. BACKGROUND CONDITIONS: PERFECT SCALAR FIELD IN FLRW SPACETIMES

We can define a FLRW spacetime by considering a zero Weyl tensor, C j;,, = 0, with a time-like unit vector field in a covariant
configuration as Wk, = -1 [17], as

dr?
1—kr?

ds* = —di* + d*(t) +r*(d6* + sin” 6d¢?) |, @)

in spherical coordinates and k = 0, —1, +1. Under such a description, we can compute the following covariant derivative
Vjuk = H(g,’j + ujuk), VjH = —ujukaH, 2)

where H = a/a. Here we are considering the notation u,v = 1,2,3 and i, j, k,I,m = 0,1,2,3. In a previous analysis [16] was
considered the approach given by hj; = g + ujuy, as the projection on the vector space locally orthogonal to u;, therefore, we
can compute the Riemann tensor from R ji,u™ = (V;V; — VkV )y, and its contraction, the Ricci tensor as

1 1
Ry = 3 (R —4) wuy + 3 (R =30 gus 3)

where R = RFR; is the curvature scalar and ¢ = 3d/a. Notice that this form of the Ricci tensor has a perfect fluid form since the
terms related to the time-like vector and the shear/vorticity/acceleration-free term are separated.

To reach a perfect fluid form like in Eq.(3), we need to consider the following three geometrical background tests on each of
the parameters involved [[16] :

1. If ¢ is perfect, therefore a function f(@) is perfect as long as f is smooth. This characteristic applies also to products and
time-derivatives of such functions, e.g. if H is perfect, H* and H are perfect.

2. Considering (1), the derivatives of a perfect scalar field ¢, V;V ;¢, also has a perfect fluid form.
3. Under (1) and (2), we conclude from Eq.(3) that R is a perfect scalar.



3. SCALAR PERTURBATION CONDITIONS: NON-ADIABATIC PRESSURE

While the three conditions described in the latter section restrict us to work with perfect scalar forms, we need to be sure
that such statements are also conserved at the perturbative level. In this way, we need to consider the FLRW (1)) as a perturbed
metric:

ds’ = (1+2A)df* - 2a(0)(9;B)drdx’ - a®t [(1 = 20)5;; + 29,0,E)dx'dx’ |, (4)

where A, B, ¢, and E will be related to the Bardeen functions in the standard scalar perturbations [[18]. From this point forward
we are going to consider linear order perturbations, therefore, we can derive the standard conformal time coordinate potential
equation as:

W= 3H + DY - 2V + 2H + (1 + 3cA)HY = (4nGa®)dp, 3)

where the prime denotes conformal time derivatives, H = aH and ¢ = p’/p’ denotes the adiabatic speed*, where p and p are
the pressure and density, respectively. dp are the perturbations related to the pressure of the matter field. If we consider Eq.(3)
in the standard perturbed Einstein field equations at first order we can recover

W= 3H(1+ )W = VY + [2H + (1 + 3)H Y = (c2 - ) V2¥, (6)

where c; is referred to the speed of the perturbations. If we compare Eq.(3) and Eq.(6) we can derive the expression that relates
both speeds of the perturbations as:

op =[S %) y2y %)
p= 4nGa? ’

By using the conservation equation p’ +3%H (p+p) = 0, derived from the energy momentum tensor T, = (8.L/0X)(0*$d,¢)—5, L,
with X = 18,¢0"¢, we can obtain

(7] - () (S ®
“a \p 3H(p+ p) 3H$Lx
We performed a change rule to transform to physical time, and the subindex denotes derivatives concerning X and ¢. And
oL
2 _ (ﬁ) ©)
aL 2L
&+ 2x(5)

To have a perfect fluid described by an equation-of-state in the background, we need to have a vanishing dp in the perturbative
scheme, therefore, to achieve such a scenario we notice from Eq.(Z) that cf = cz, this is the so-called non-adiabatic condition.
The latter condition implies that [[15]
0| L
[_“’] =0, (10)

X | XLy

therefore, to satisfy the condition for a perfect fluid form like we need to consider, at the perturbative level, the following
geometrical perturbed test:

4. If Eq.(I0) is satisfied, therefore ¢ is a perfect scalar field.

4. GEOMETRIC PERFECT FLUID FROM f(R)

Our next step is to follow the analogies from the statements /-4, in the context of f(R) gravity. First, we need to verify if the
high derivatives of R in this scheme are fulfilled according to /-3, this will denote that the extra terms rising from the geometrical
part can be associated with a perfect fluid form by comparing them with the standard matter terms. Second, at the perturbative
level, we need to derive the equations related to the non-adiabatic condition in f(R) and compute the possible constrictions on a
f(R) smooth function to satisfy a modified version of Eq.(I0), and therefore fulfill the condition 4.

4 This definition is also preserved in physical time units.



4.1. Background conditions: perfect fluid in f(R) gravity

We need to consider an effective fluid approach to add fluids in extended theories from Einstein’s gravity, as f(R) landscape.
Many works have been done in this direction [19-22], are references cited in there. However, it is standard in all of them, to
begin with, a fluid of the form p = paq + pm, Where pgq is usually associated with dark energy and m already includes the dark
matter rate in the baryonic component. In this context, we specify the modified Einstein-Hilbert action as:

S =fd“x«/—_g[zikf(1e>+1:m , (11)

where £, is the matter contribution Lagrangian and x = 87G, where G is the Newton’s constant. Varying Eq. (IT)) with respect
to the metric g,,,, we can derive the following field equations:

1 m
FrGyuy = 5 [f = Rfe] g + (90 = VuV,) fo = kTSP, (12)

where G, is the standard Einstein tensor, fz = 0f/dR, and T,(ff) is the energy-momentum tensor of the matter fields, which is

one contribution of a general 7, = T,(ff) + T,(gd). According to this latter, we can consider that Tﬂd) can be a contribution related
to the geometrical part of Eq.(I2)) as

1
KT = 11 = falGy + 51f = Rfxlgur = (900 = V¥ fi. (13)

which satisfy the conservation equation V¥ Tffyld) = 0. The evolution equations associated to Eq.(I2) considering Eq.(I3) are
given by

3H?

6H

ka* (Om + prd) (14)
—ka?[ (om + 3pm) + (ora + 3paa) |, (15)

where

f JH* Hix | fxH

o = Sy iy A 1o
o HE 2HP Hi H firH jr 17
=T Z e e e e e a7
Using Egs. (16) and we can derive the equation-of-state (EoS) for the fluid as:
Pad
Wad = ——
pPad
22/ M — Hfr + @+ fOH = f| - aif s

@ f = 6(H? —Hfr + frxH)

which for f(R) = R, we obtain the standard EoS from Einstein’s gravity [23]. Furthermore, if we consider R = 0 and a flat space
k = 0, we obtain the Eos for a perfect fluid p = wp. Following this idea and the conditions from 3 -1, Eq.(I2) describe perfect
fluids through the contributions from the geometric part in f(R).

4.2. Scalar perturbation conditions: non-adiabatic pressure in f(R)

Since the contribution due to Tfff) is effectively associated with a standard perfect fluid, in such case with the standard

matter, and we proved that T;(f},d) can describe a perfect fluid concerning the extra geometric contributions, then we are ready to
demonstrate is this condition is fulfilled at the perturbative level. Full analyses on f(R) scalar perturbations have been presented
in [6, 24]. In this work, we redo these calculations to obtain the quantities to satisfy the condition 4.

We start with the gravitational field constraint equations given by

’ _ 12 2
‘I"+7‘{<D——§Ka2(p+p)v, (19)

VY - 3H (HO + W) = %Kzaz > sp, (20)



where p and p denote the density and pressure of all the fluid/matter components, in our case, matter (m) and the fluid (fid),
and V is the effective velocity potential. Since we are associated our perfect fluid with the geometrical contribution from a f(R)
gravity, we define in conformal time

K (pfa + pa)Vaa = a > (Ofy + Hofr = 6f3) + 2a > (V' + HO) f, 1)
where pgq and pgq are given by Eqs.(I6)-(17). The fluid density perturbation can be derived as
Kopa = 2a77 [3H(Y + HO) = V2P| fo + a7 (V2 + 3H') e — 3aHofy + 3a7> (¥ + 2HD) £, (22)

In order to arrive to an analogous expression as Eq.(Z), we can combine Eq.(T9)-20) to obtain

1
V¢ = Ekzaz Z P, (23)
where & = Q,,&, + Qnaéaqd, denotes the comoving overdensity with
Kapuagna = 3V + HO) fr = 2V + V2 +3(H - H?)| 61, (24)

by using Eqs.@I)-@2). As in (), we can establish the relation between Bardeen potentials through ¥ — ® = «*a®> ¥ (o + p) 11,
where I1 denotes the anisotropic stress or anisotropic pressure dimensionless and define the evolution equation for the fluid as

a|ofy + H8fy — 20f — (4V2 + H? + a°R) % = 2P+ 2HY + HD

2
& |Spaa + 3 (paa + paa) Vznﬂd]

+ (H? +2H") @ + %Vz(d) —W)| - [@ + 20 + HO)] £}, (25)
and using (3) we obtain
W+ H (24 3c2) W+ HO + [2H + (1 +3c2) H?| @ = %VZ (¥ - 0) + %(Hzcgg, (26)
where
op = ciop +(c2 = c2) pE. 27)

Under the non-adiabatic condition we recover from the latter that ¢ = ¢2, henceforth, by assuming pressureless matter (p,, =
opm = 0), the fluid fild comes from a geometrical f(R) contribution. Furthermore, such scenarios have been directly related to
barotropic perfect fluids, i.e with vanishing non-adiabatic pressure perturbations. Interesting scenarios on this matter have been
discussed in [[15]. However, this assumption is restricted to standard gravity models. In this work, we extended this assumption
by coupling minimally a scalar field to the action (IT). We will adopt this analysis from a chameleon scalar field scheme in what
follows.

5. CHAMELEON PERFECT SCALAR FIELD IN f(R)

In the context of scalar field-driven expansion dynamics, e.g. inflation epoch, a possible candidate so-called chameleon scalar
field [14, [25-28] has been suggested as to drive an inflationary expansion. One particular characteristic of this scalar field is
that its mass depends on the matter density effects, i.e a scalar field with a varying mass in a dense scenario, where the scalar
field can acquire a large mass in a short range. Some observational tests have been performed at CMB scales [29] to associate
this scalar field to an early accelerated expansion phase. In the context of f(R), the chameleon scalar field has been studied in
[30,131]. However, if the chameleon scalar field can have the property a perfect scalar needs to be proved.

To develop the latter, we are going to consider the following action:

1
S = f d*x V=95 [MALF(R) - 0,00"¢ - 2V(¢) + Ln]. (28)

In this landscape, we are going to consider a conformal transformation to relate this action with a standard one in a scalar-tensor
theory through

2
exp (_M_) - I'®) (29)



where 8 = \/g [31]. In Einstein frame we can write the metric as gy, by a conformal transformation defined as:

_ 20

é/.lV =e M_p]g;w’ (30)

therefore, we can rewrite (28)) as
R 1 2
S = fd“x V—g(z— - §3p¢3v¢ = V(@) |+ Smle™], (3D
K

where

M2 [Rf'(R) - f(R)]
21" (R)?
Notice that f(R) theories are equivalent to scalar-tensor theories in this chameleon scheme. Now, from the conditions described

in SecHd] we can compute the explicit form for the chameleon geometric scheme in f(R). First, we need to consider a Lagrangian
density of the form

V(g) =

(32)

LX, ¢) = f(X) = V(). (33)

While a form of f(X) o« log(X) satisfies directly the condition 4, in this scheme we need to verify this condition on the chameleon
potential. In a f(R) theory to have a chameleon mechanism it is required that the derivatives of the potential behave as: V’(¢) <
0, V”(¢) > 0, and, V" (¢) < 0. From we can derive

M,
Vi) = © f,j” [Rf' -2, (34)
1| R 1 4
Vi(g) = 3[7”7_7];}’ (35)
o 28 [3 _SI" R _Sf
Ve = [f,,+ L5 f,z}. (36)

Generally, these functions give tight constraints on the form selected for f(R), therefore for a specific form of V(¢) we can find
a specific f(R). To perform this calculation, a potential that follows the chameleon mechanism given by Eqs.(34)-[3)-[36) is a
power law potential of the form:

V(g) = Mg, (37)
and introduce this expression in Eq.(32) and solve the differential equation to obtain an exact form for f(R):

2/3 4 p g4 4 2 A48
A+22PB = 32M" My, — 32M¢" + 4R M,

R) = , 38
F®R) s oo
pl
where
2V2RMY (R*MS, +2
A = pl ( pl ), (39)
B
B = (C-2RM% + 10R'M + MID)'", (40)
C = M (ar3ms - 1)3. (1)

Eq.(38) is the specific f(R) form for a perfect chameleon scalar field. Also, we can perform the derivation of this latter expression
to obtain:

1
fr=gMu(fi+ fo= fs + o+ 4R), (42)



where
3V2R M
ho= , (43)
J_oR6 M2 3418 _ 24 376 —1)3 12
\/ DROME + 10RM + \[-MZ} (4R*MS, — 1) + M

3
; V2M2 (RPME, +2) )
2 = 9
3
\/ 2ROMZ + T0RSMYY + \[-M2} (4RMS — 1)3 + M2

3 [-M*(4R3 M6 —1)?
2R M (RO M, +2) (—2R3M§1 _ R - 5]

M'2—4R3M'3
pl pl

fr = , (45)
(—2R6M214 +10RIMS + \[-M2 (4RO MG — 1)3 + M112)4/3
p p p p p
3 \-M2H(AR M -1
23p2710| _Hp3 g6 _ 5 bl
22PREM [ 2ROMG, — =S + 5)
fi = . (46)
18 6
(—2R6M§f‘ F1ORMS + \[-M2 (4R MG, — 1) + M;f)m
Introducing Egs.(38)-@2) in Eq.(I3), we obtain for the time-time component:
, 3(g1 +2%Pg; - 32Mm M - 32M4 6" + ARPMS))
—6k (g3 + g — gs + g6 + 4R) M, 3paa + pa) + 32kpaa = , (47)

6
Mpl
where

2V2RMY (R*MS, +2

g = p (M +2) : (48)
3
\/ —2RSM} + 10R* M + \/—Mgf (4R3MS — 1)3 + M2

3
o = \/_2R6M§;‘ F10RSMIS + \[- M2 (4R3ME, — 1)3 + M2, (49)
3V2R M)
g3 = , (50)

{/ ORSMZ + TORSM + \[-M2 (4REMS, — 1) + M2
pl pl pl pl pl

) 2 3146
" V2M2 (RPME +2) s
{/ ORSMZ + TORSM + \[-M2 (4RMS, — 1) + M2
pl pl pl pl pl

S R3 120 (R3 16 36 IN-M(4RME-1)
2V2R M%) (R M, +2) [—2R M - N + 5

WAk MY )
gS = 0
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3 -MZH (4R MG 1)
2/3p2 1410 3176 i i
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gs = (53)

(—2R6M2;‘ +10RSMIS + \[—M2 (4RO MG, — 1)3 + le)w
P: P P P P

Notice that the expression (47) and its second order derivative satisfy the conditions from 7 -3, therefore the chameleon field ¢
with potential Eq.(32) describe a perfect fluid through the contributions from the geometric part in f(R).

6. DISCUSSION

In this work, we considered a particular class of chameleon field ¢ with a power-law potential of the form V(¢) = M*"¢~".
Under this assumption, we found that the chameleon can be associated with a perfect scalar field since its behaviour on the



evolution and conservative background equations satisfy the conditions described by / -3. Furthermore, at the perturbative level,
¢ fulfill directly the condition 4 if we consider a Lagrangian of the form (33). For n > 1, we notice from Eq.({@7) that local
gravity constraints are satisfied for M ~ 1072eV. As we mentioned, this is a restricted condition on the energy scale required
for the current cosmic acceleration observed. While the conditions at the background evolution seem a natural candidate for
dark energy for this kind of potential, it is interesting to notice that at a perturbative level, a chameleon perfect scalar ¢ could
emerge at first during a phase transition during the inflation era and, finally end with a random position within its potential.
Following this evolution, there has been a study on attractors conditions in which the chameleon ¢ could satisfy the big bang
nucleosynthesis (BBN) constraints until today [32], which behind the idea of a perfect scalar field at perturbative level can help
to set up an ensemble of initial conditions to study furthermore its behaviour at the early universe. This study will be reported
elsewhere.
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