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Abstract

The present work deals with the classical and quantum aspects of the Raychaudhuri
equation in the framework of f(7")-gravity theory. In the background of homogeneous and
isotropic Friedmann—Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker space-time, the Raychaudhuri equation
has been formulated and used to examine the focusing theorem and convergence condi-
tion for different choices of f(7'). Finally in quantum cosmology, the wave function of
the universe has been shown to be the energy eigen function of the time-independent
Schrédinger equation of a particle. Also probability measure on the minisuperspace has
been examined at zero volume for singularity analysis in the quantum regime. Lastly, the
Bohmian trajectory for the present quantum system has been explicitly determined for
some particular choices.
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1 Introduction

Recent cosmological observations namely Cosmic microwave background anisotropies (CMBR)[1],
Type Ia Supernova Hubble diagram (SNela)[2]-[3], Large Scale Structure (LSS) [4] and Baryon Acous-
tic Oscillation (BAO) [5] are in favor of accelerated expansion of the universe which is quite challenging
to be explained by the standard model of particle physics and general relativity. There are possibly
two ways to overcome this difficulty—(i) introduction of exotic matter (known as Dark Energy (DE))
[6] in the framework of Einstein gravity. (ii) Einstein gravity is replaced by some modified gravity the-
ory [7], [8]. DE [6] is an unknown matter component which has a large negative pressure component.
The simplest and observationally favored model of dark energy is the cosmological constant A (or the
vacuum energy) with a constant equation of state parameter w = —1. Although this scenario agrees
with the current astronomical observations, it fails to make the small observational value of the dark
energy density consistent with the estimates from quantum field theories: The Cosmological Constant
Problem [9]. Currently, the ACDM model has been shown to have an age problem [10]. Therefore, it
is a natural search for alternative possibilities to explain the mystery of dark energy. A quite appeal-
ing approach is the modification of General Relativity (GR) giving rise to a plethora of well-known
extended gravity theory in literature [7], [8]. A common generalization of Einstein’s gravity is done
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by replacing the Ricci scalar, ‘R’ in the Einstein-Hilbert action by a function of the Ricci scalar f(R)
resulting in f(R) modified gravity theory [11], [12], [13], [14], [15], [L6]. However, studies of f(R) the-
ories are obstructed by the complication in the fourth order field equations in the metric framework
[17]. Although Palatini formalism [18], [19] for f(R) theory leads to second order field equations, yet
there is difficulty to get both exact and numerical solutions which can be compared with observations
in many cases. Recently, another gravity theory known as teleparallel gravity [20] has attracted the
interest of the literature. Einstein proposed such a gravity model with an aim to unify gravity and
electromagnetism over Weitzenbdck non-Riemannian manifold. Hence the Levi-civita connection is
replaced by Weitzenbock connection in Riemann-cartan space-time. Although teleparallel gravity and
GR differ conceptually, yet both of them have equivalent dynamics at classical level [21]. Analogous
to f(R)-gravity theory, a generalization to teleparallel gravity [20] has been done by replacing T, the
torsion scalar by a generic function f(7) leading to f(7T')-gravity theory [20], [22], [23], [24], [25], [26]
and Linder coined the name [27]. In these theories, torsion [28] (instead of curvature) is a driving
force for the late time accelerated expansion, and the field equations are of second order.

On the other hand, detection of gravitational waves [29] has proved the acceptance of Einstein’s
General Theory of Relativity as a universal theory of gravity to describe physical reality [30]. Moreover
the major ingredient of modern cosmology is the theory of gravity by Einstein [30], [31]. Starting from
big-bang singularity to the present era of evolution is nicely described by Einstein gravity. Nevertheless
the ‘Singularity’ of spacetime is the biggest limitation of Einstein gravity. The celebrated Singularity
theorems by Hawking and Penrose [32], [33], [34] has proved the generic existence of singularity in
Einstein Gravity. The singularity theorems [32], [33], [34] use the notion of geodesic incompleteness
as a stand-in for the presence of infinite curvature. It is interesting to note that the Raychaudhuri
equation (RE) [35]-[41] is the main ingredient behind these singularity theorems. RE dictates the
dynamical evolution of the universe, describing the time evolution of the expansion scalar. The RE is
a geometric equation and has nothing to do with a gravity theory. Similar to Einstein’s equation, the
RE becomes a physical equation showing equivalence between geometry and matter when a gravity
theory is imposed through the Ricci tensor (R,,) term. In Einstein gravity with the assumption of
Strong Energy Condition (SEC) on matter, the Raychaudhuri equation leads to Focusing Theorem
which proves the inevitable existence of singularity in Einstein gravity and the corresponding condi-
tion on matter is termed as Convergence Condition (CC). The CC hints at the attractive nature of
gravity and is responsible for focusing of geodesics. Therefore it is a natural instinct to look for a
model (other than Einstein gravity) or rather some probable conditions under which singularity may
be avoided. Since in other extended theories of gravity the field equations are different (than those of
Einstein gravity), there may arise some possibilities for the avoidance of singularity. This motivates
us to formulate the modified Raychaudhuri equation and the corresponding convergence condition in
some f(T') gravity models. Also the RE and CC have been extensively studied as a tool to avoid singu-
larity for f(R) gravity in the background of inhomogeneous Friedmann—Lemaitre—Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) model and some conditions were determined for the avoidance of singularity (for ref. see[42]).

In the present work, f(7') gravity theory in the background of homogeneous and isotropic FLRW
space-time has been studied. RE has been formulated in this model and the corresponding CC has
been analyzed graphically for mainly two popular choices of f(T') in literature [43], [44] as a tool to
avoid singularity in the respective models. Further, a quantum description of the RE in the present
model has been dealt with as another probable approach of avoiding singularity where the solution
of the Wheeler-Dewitt (WD) equation may be interpreted as the propagation amplitude of the con-
gruence of geodesics. Norm of this solution (wave function) can be interpreted as the probability
distribution of the system. If the wave packet so constructed by this solution is peaked along the
classical solution at the early era then the singularity may be avoided so that the geodesics will never
converge. Also, quantum trajectory i.e Bohmian trajectory has been explicitly determined for some



particular choices and their behavior has been studied. It is generally speculated that quantum effects
which become dominant in the strong gravity regime may alleviate the singularity problem at classical
level. Hence in quantum description, canonical quantization and formulation of Bohmian trajectories
are used to analyse the classical singularity at quantum level. Thus the paper aims to show two
possible pathways (classical and quantum) of avoiding singularity in some f(7') gravity models. There
lies the motivation of the work.

The plan of the paper is as follows: Section II gives a brief overview of the RE; Section III deals
with the construction of f(T') gravity in FLRW space-time and formulation of RE in it; Section IV
discusses the CC in the models under consideration and some probable conditions to avoid classical
singularity; Section V presents a canonical quantization scheme in the framework of the present model
as an alternative approach to avoid singularity from quantum RE point of view; Section VI deals with
the formulation of Bohmian trajectory for the present quantum system; The paper ends with some
concluding remarks in Section VII.

2 A brief overview of the Raychaudhuri equation

Kinematic characteristics of time-like congruence u* are related to the Ricci tensor R, via the fun-
damental result of the Riemannian geometry:

. 02
R utv” = -0 — 5 202 + 2w? + ut'y, . (1)

This is the famous RE [35]-[41], named after Prof. Amal Kumar Raychaudhuri and is the main
ingredient for the celebrated Singularity Theorems [32], [33], [34] by Hawking and Penrose. Moreover
it is a fundamental result to study exact solutions of Einstein’s equations in general relativity and has
much to contribute in modern cosmology. Here, we consider a family of fundamental observers moving
along a time-like 4-velocity vector field, say w,. The symmetric space-like (induced) metric tensor

Nuy = Guv + UpUy (2)
satisfies the orthogonality condition , u’n, =0.
Define,
Dy=mn,V, (3)

operating in the 3-D hyper-surface. The kinematics of the fundamental observers are expressed by
four irreducible variables, found post decomposition of the gradient of w,,, the velocity vector field as

1
B, =Vyu, = §® N + Oy + Wy — Ayt (4)
where B, is called the deformation tensor,
© = Bl = V,u" (5)
is the volume scalar/ expansion scalar (trace part of By, ) .
1
Uuu = V(Vu)u — g?]ul,@ (6)
is the shear tensor (symmetric i.e O = Oy, traceless i.e aﬁ = 0). Here, V(,,u)u = Vyuu,+Vu,.
Wuy = D[W]u (7)
is the vorticity tensor (anti-symmetric i.e Wy = —wyy). Here, D[,,Mu = Vouu-V,u,.
A, =u"Vyu, (8)

is the 4-acceleration vector field. The above kinematic variables may be interpreted as follows:



(i) © describes the average separation between the worldlines of the u,—congruence, precisely the
average expansion / contraction of the associated observers.

(i) o, measures the kinematic anisotropies.
(ili) wy, monitors rotational behavior of the w,, - vector field.

(iv) 4-acceleration vector field guarantees the presence of non-gravitational forces (hence A, = 0 for
geodesic worldlines).

Thus, the Raychaudhuri equation (1) describes the proper time (7) evolution of the volume scalar
(©) and hence a purely geometric equation while the Ricci tensor, Ry, carries the effect of the local
gravitational field. If the time-like curves are, in particular geodesics (the 4-acceleration vector field is
identically zero) and the congruence is hyper-surface orthogonal (which by virtue of Frobenius theorem
implies zero rotation) then (1) reduces to much simpler form as,
do 6?2 0?2

=_—— —95% — Rt = —5 - O o — Ry utu”. (9)
Focusing Theorem and Convergence Condition in General Relativity:
If the matter satisfies the SEC i.e ,

Tua? + %T >0, (10)
then Einstein’s equation
R = 5 R = Tow (1)
yields,
Ry utv” > 0. (12)

Employing the condition (12) on (9) we get ,

e ©?
e + 5 <0. (13)

Integrating the above inequality w.r.t proper time 7 we get,

1 1 T

Thus, one can infer that any initially converging hyper-surface orthogonal congruence of time-like
geodesics must continue to converge within a finite value of the proper time 7 < —30 ! which leads
to crossing of geodesics and formation of a congruence singularity (may or may not be a curvature
singularity). This is called the FT and the condition (12) is the corresponding CC. Further, it is to
be noted that the SEC causes gravitation to be attractive and hence can’t cause geodesic deviation,
rather it increases the rate of convergence. Thus the FT inevitably proves the generic existence of
singularity as a major drawback of Einstein gravity. As clear from the above discussion, F'T follows
as a consequence of the RE, this is the reason why RE is regarded as the fundamental equation of
gravitational attraction. Since in other relativistic theories of gravity, the field equations are different,
there may arise certain possibilities for the avoidance of singularity. In the following sections, we
study the RE and CC in f(7") modified gravity theory in the framework of homogeneous and isotropic
FLRW spacetime .



3 f(T) gravity in Friedmann—Lemaitre—Robertson-Walker
model : Raychaudhuri equation

Let us begin with the action for f(7") gravity [45]
1
An=1 /d% e[T + F(T) + Lyn] (15)

where T is the torsion scalar , f(7') is an arbitrary differentiable function of the torsion T', e = /—g =
det(eﬁ”), and L, corresponds to the matter Lagrangian, x = 87G = 1.
The above torsion scalar T is defined as

T =S 19, (16)

where 177, the torsion tensor is defined as

19, =17, —T9, =¢% (Ouep — Ove))) (17)

The Weitzenbock connection I'j,, is defined as
Ffw =€l 81/6;?7 (18)

and the super-potential, S5 is defined as

Se” = 5 (KM + 05 T, — 0, T%G) (19)

1
2
where the contortion tensor takes the form

1
Ky = —5 (I =T = 157). (20)

Geometrically, the orthogonal tetrad components e 4,, (#) (considered as dynamical variables), form
an orthonormal basis for the tangent space at each point x* of the manifold i.e

ei-ej =1 , My =diag (+1,-1,—-1,-1) (21)

In a coordinate basis, we may write

e; = el 9, (22)

where eé‘ are the components of e; , with u, ¢ = 0,1,2,3 . The metric tensor is obtained from the

dual vierbein as ' '

g () = 1mij €, (x) €], (x) (23)
The present work deals with f(7") gravity in the framework of homogeneous and isotropic FLRW
space-time having line element

ds® = —dt® + d*(t) + r2(d6* + sin*0d¢?) (24)

1— kr2

a

where a(t) is the scale factor, H = — is the Hubble parameter, ’.” denotes differentiation w.r.t cosmic
a

time t.

—1, open model
'k’, the curvature index dictates the model of the universe. To be precise, k = 0, flat model

+1, closed model



Further it has been assumed that the universe is filled with perfect fluid having barotropic equation
of state

p=wp (25)

where w=~v—1 ( 0 <~ <2 ) being the equation of state parameter.
Now using equations (16), (17), (19), (20) and (21) we have ,

T =—6H? (26)

It is to be noted that during cosmic evolution 7' is negative. Varying the action (15) we get the
modified Einstein field equations as

1
[e—lau (e ef) SE) —el T S”“] [1+ fr]+ ey S5 0u(T) frr + 5 4 [T+ f(T)] = 4nG €} T, (27)

P TP 4
df d*f . .
where fr = ——, frr = —— , and T is the energy momentum tensor of the total matter — baryonic

matter and dark energy. Thus for FLRW model, the modified Friedmann equations can be written as

1 p [
H* = 2fr +1 [5 B 6] (28)
—(p+p)

2H =

1+ fr+2T frr

where p and p are the thermodynamic pressure and density of the matter fluid having conservation
equation

(29)

p+3H(p+p) =0. (30)

Based on our assumption (25) , the solution of the differential equation (30) can be written in the
form

p=poa . (31)
Finally, using the expression for H and equations (28), (29) after some algebraic manipulation one
gets the Raychaudhuri equation in f(7") gravity as

-3 1 _ v o f(T)
32fr+1) 20+ fr+2Tfrr)| 6(2fr+1)

G
- = 32

a L£oa ( )
Therefore, the Raychaudhuri equation is homogeneous and depends on 7 which is related to the
equation of state parameter w by the relation v = w + 1 and choice of the torsion function f(7"). This
hints that the CC essentially depends on the function f(7').

Table showing the RE for various choices of f(T)

Choice of f(T) Gravity Theory Raychaudhuri Equation
0 Einstein Gravity &= ppa= (3 -3
¢, a non-zero con- | Einstein gravity with cosmo- || 2 = poa”>Y (% — %) - %
stant logical constant
T) = foT, , || Einstein gravity with recon- | ¢ = a3 — —
(1) = fo (fo_ in gravity wi e Po 5201 30+ fo)
a non zero con struction of gravitational con foT
tant tant o
stant) stan 62f0 1)




4 Study of Convergence Condition in f(7T') gravity model

The field equations for f(T') gravity given by equations (28) and ( 29) may be expressed as :

3H? = (p+ p') (33)
2H = —(p+p) — (0 + ') (34)
where
o0 = = (F v ot (35)
pl¥ =2 (H +3H 2) fr+AT frrH + @ (36)

are the energy density and thermodynamic pressure of the effective fluid. The Raychaudhuri scalar
R=R,,utu” in this modified gravity turns out to be ,

R utu” = <Jw,u“u" + %J) + <ij)u“u" + %J(e)> , (37)
J being the trace of J,, ie J = ¢g"J,,. Energy momentum tensor for perfect fluid having unit
time-like vector u* ( so that u*u, = —1) is given by
Juw = (p =+ p)uytiy + pgu (38)
Thus, the expression for the Raychaudhuri scalar (1:2) is
R =Ry ufu” = % (p+3p) + % <p(e) + 3p(e)) (39)

Using the equations (28), (29), (31), (35) and (36), the explicit expression for R in terms of f(T), fr
and fpr can be written as

N T
3ypoa” " + (_poa T Q)
(1+ fr + 2T frr) (142f7)

Therefore, the expression for the Raychaudhuri scalar (R) shows that the CC essentially depends on
the choice of f(T'). Therefore we shall analyze the CC for the following choices of f(T'), assuming
power-law expansion of the universe, i.e a = t". The argument behind the power law choice of the
scale factor is that if we choose f(T') as a power law form as given in model 1 or as a linear combination
of T'and T~ in model 2, then solving the field equations (28) and (29) one may get a(t) as a power

R =R, utv” = 5 (40)

law form only for the choices n = 1 and —=. Further it should be mentioned that analytic solution for

a(t) is possible only for the above choices of n. Even if there are a plethora of models in f(7")—gravity
cosmology, the following models are taken into consideration for simplicity in mathematical calcula-
tions and they favor accelerating universe as per recent observation (see for ref. [43], [44]).

Model1: f(T)=a(-T)", a and n are two model parameters [43]. This model has the same
background evolution equation as some phenomenological models [46], [47]. Further the model reduces

1
to ACDM model at n = 0 and to the DGP model [48] at n = 7 Thus for this model (setting o = 1

and varying n) one has

~ —1
R = 1.5vppt 2™ |1 — n(6m?) "= D=2=D 4 op(n — 1)(—1)"(6m2)<"—2)t—2<"—2>] (41)
-1
2\n 2\(n—1)
o 3my , (6m7) _ 2n(6m?)
+ pot + 2¢2n :| [1 $2(n—1)



Model 2: f(T)=aT + %, o, are the model parameters [44]. The expression for Raychaudhuri

scalar in this model is given by

- gt 1
R = 1.5yppt 3™ [1 +a+ W] (42)
3am? Bt? gt !
—pot Y — — = 1+ 2(a-
P 2 Tzmz| T\ 3ema

Now, R has been split into two terms R; and Ry for both the cases and time variation of Ri,Ro and
R has been shown graphically in FIG. 1 and FIG. 2 to study the Convergence Condition (CC) in the
two models.

Based on the graphs one has the following findings:

e For the model f(T) = a(—T)", the CC i.e R > 0 holds for negative m and n while singularity
may be avoided for positive exponents. It may be noted that in all cases SEC (p + 3p =
(3y — 2)pot 3™ > 0) holds good. Therefore unlike Einstein gravity, it is possible to obviate
singularity in Model 1.

e For the model f(T) = aT—l—g, R is either positive or indefinite in sign whenever SEC holds good,

while negative py or violation of SEC ((3y — 2)pot 3™ < 0) yields R < 0. Hence singularity
may be avoided for any negative choice of pg irrespective of the exponent m.

Remark:

From the above two choices of f(T') we see that avoidance of singularity is very much related to
the choice of f(T') as well as the nature of the physical fluid considered. From the above study
we find that in the first case with the positive power law choice of f(7') it is possible to have
avoidance of singularity even with the normal/usual fluid as the matter content of the universe,
however for the second choice of f(T') (a linear combination of linear power law and its inverse)
it is found that there must be some ghost field that can lead to possible avoidance of singularity.
Therefore the choice of f(7') has a crucial role in identifying the singularity free nature of the
space-time.

5 A Quantum Description of the Raychaudhuri Equa-
tion

We start by considering a family of hyper-surface orthogonal congruence of time-like geodesics in a
(r+1) dimensional spacetime-M. Let 7, (orthogonal to time-like unit velocity vector field u* of the
congruence) be the induced metric on the 7- dimensional hyper-surface. One can define the dynamical
degree of freedom as [49]

A(T) =+/n (43)

where 1 =det(n,,) and 7 is the proper time. A is essentially related to the volume of the hyper-surface
and A = 0 identifies the singularity. The dynamical evolution of 7 is given by [50]

LAV
ar = © (44)

where O, the volume scalar of the congruence is given by (5). Thus,

A =A0 (45)
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Figure 1: [Time variation of different terms: R; (re ) 5 (blue) and R, ufu” = R
(green) choosing 0 <y <2 | for the model a(t) =t", f(T) = a(-T)",a =1]

where ’ denotes differentiation with respect to 7. The Raychaudhuri equation which essentially gives
the evolution of the congruence can be written as

doO ©2
d_T+ — + 20?2 + R (46)
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where the expression for © and ¢ are given by equations (5) and (6). The Raychaudhuri scalar is

R = R, utu”.
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Since hyper-surface orthogonal congruence of time-like geodesics are taken into consideration, by virtue
of Frobenius Theorem w,,, = 0. Using (45) and (46) one may obtain the RE as :

A" 1 A
X+<;_1>F+2U +R=0 (48)
Let us write . -
A 1 A

The necessary and sufficient conditions which (49) must satisfy for being the Euler-Lagrange equation
corresponding to a Lagrangian £ are known as the Helmholtz conditions [51]-[56]. Therefore, with an
aim to formulate a Lagrangian corresponding to which the Euler-Lagrange equation gives back the
RE, it has been found that F in the above form fails to satisfy all the Helmholtz conditions [51]-[56].

However if one multiplies F by AG=D then

" 2
= _acon A1 A"
F=A ~ +<T 1) 202+ R (50)

satisfies all the Helmholtz conditions, since in the present model 202 + R is a function of A only.
The Lagrangian is given by

L— %A(%‘2)A’2 _ VAL (51)

A variation of the lagrangian £ with respect to dynamical variable A gives,

A’ 1 A2
AT A

Hence to get F = 0 from the principle of least action one needs,

5L =—AGD SA — 6V + di <A<%—2>A’5A) . (52)

SV[A]

= AG-D) <202 n R) . (53)

In the present model (f (T ) gravity constructed in the background of homogeneous and isotropic FLRW
spacetime) one has A = a® | 202 = 0 and for the two choices of f(T'), the expression for R are given
by (41) and (42). Finally solving the differential equation (53) for V one has the potential in the form

tr
V="Vo+590) (54)
where,
Segt— 3t(en ) 2R (1, -1+ 31— 2351 — 209y (55)) o
g(t):<2l— >_ 2 — 61+ 3my +
3oyt (~7 ) 1260527 9F (1, -1+ 31— 220,31 — 23, 4(50) ) o
2_6l+3m) 56l 1 3my +

6 cq 281 (1,—1 + 3I; 3l;—t3im)

)

(—1+ 31) t3m

| = — and Vp, co, 1, 2, ¢3, and ¢4 are arbitrary constants. 2f1 is the Gauss Hyper-geometric function.
r
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For general n in f(T) = a(—T)", it is difficult to solve for V. Therefore V' has been found for o = 1
and n = 2 for simplicity, while f(T) = oT + g with a = —1, 8 = 1 yields the expression for V as

2

tr
V=V + Eh(t) (55)
where,
iy — (2 6t(am =) 2f (1,1+%—%;2+%—3”?TV;— (aim)ko) ko .
o\ 2l —my 4+ 6l — 3my
3]{72 3t(3im) 2F1 (17 #; w; _t(‘%im)kél) k3
+ +
(31 — 1)t(sm) 1+31
l st(s) oft (1,14 % — 230504 8 - 390,k ) m

2kt~ — l=—and V
! 2 — mry 4+ 61 — 3m~y ’ p e

ko, k1, ko, ks and k4 are constants. 21 is the Gauss Hyper-geometric function.
Now, we aim to find the Hamiltonian in operator version. This is because in this form, it admits a
self-adjoint extension quite generally and therefore the conservation of probability is ensured. The
momentum conjugate to the configuration variable A is given by

oL

_ 9L _ p2-ny
Iy = 55 = A2 DA (56)

Hence, the Hamiltonian is given by:
1
M= 51\20—%)11% + VA (57)

It may be verified that, the Hamilton’s equation of motion gives the RE and definition of momentum.
For canonical quantization of the system under consideration, A and II5 are considered as operators
acting on the state vector W(A, \) of the geometric flow. In A-representation, the operators assume
the form:

A— A (58)
and 9
My — —zha—A. (59)
One may verify, o
[AIIp] = ih (60)

So the evolution of the state vector is given by

with |
. h2 9(1_1 H?
_ P a20-0) Y
H = =200 V) (62)

being , the operator version of the Hamiltonian. Equation (62) is known as the quantized RE. In the
context of cosmology, there is notion of Hamiltonian constraint and operator version of it acting on
the wave function of the universe (¥) i.e,

HT =0, (63)
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known as the WD equation [57], [58]. However, there is a problem of non-unitary evolution [59]-[63],
which can be resolved by the proper choice of operator ordering in the first term of the Hamiltonian.
One may note that the operator form (62) is symmetric with norm given by

\W:/ AN D) g, (64)
0

but it fails to be self-adjoint. However, one may extend it as a self-adjoint operator with the following
operator ordering [64]

. h2 1y, 0 1y 0
H=——A3=3) —A0=) — L A 65
> ot ax TV (65)
Further, if a change of minisuperspace variable is carried out as
v=rAr (66)
then the transformed WD equation is written as:
—h2 d2
vz U(y) =
S V)| ) =0, (67)
with symmetric norm as
T2 = / dv* W, (68)
0

The above WD equation (67) can be interpreted as time-independent Schrodinger equation of a point
particle of unit mass moving along v direction in a potential field V(v) and it has zero eigen value of
the Hamiltonian and the wave function is the corresponding energy eigen function.

Possible Solutions of the Wheeler-Dewitt equation in the present model:
For the first model, the expression for the potential V is given by (54). Now we opt for particular

choice of the arbitrary integration constants involved in the expression of potential. This is because,
it has been found post calculation that other choices lead to either unrealistic cases or complicated

20 —
calculations. Therefore for the choice ¢y = Tm’ c1 =co =c3 =c4 =0, one has
V =V +vupr®, (69)
) ()
27 27
3 3 1 1
where § = 3 = 0= G ()

12 X 3 3l 12 X 3 m
Since in the general quantum description we have considered (r + 1) dimensional spacetime, so in the

present model » = 3 and 3] = m.

The WD equation in this case is written as

Fo) 2w (Yo
dv? 2 \ v

+ v6> U(v) =0 (70)

" <—h—2d—2 —|—v5> U(v) = <—E> T (v). (71)

This form of the WD equation can be interpreted as the energy eigen value equation of a particle of

%
mass vg moving in a potential field V(v) = v® with energy eigen value ——0> and the wave function
vo

13



of the universe is nothing but the corresponding energy eigen function.

The solution to the above equation for 6 = —1 is,
2 2
\I/(U)ZKl M¢;1TOUTO’% <ﬁ\/2V0’U>+K2 W¢;170UTO’% <ﬁ\/2V0’U>, (72)

where K7 and Ky are arbitrary integration constants. M and W are the usual Whittaker functions
of 1st and 2nd kind.

The solution for § = 1 is given by

1 1
200\ 3 (Vo 2v0\ 3 (Vo
() () () ()

where C7, Cy are arbitrary integration constants. Ai and Bi are the Airy and Bairy functions.

U(v) = Cy Ai +Cy Bi : (73)

For § = —2, the solution is given by

B [ Vo [ Vo
\I/(U)—Bl\/ajé\/@< thv> + Bs \/EY% 1+8;20< 2521))7 (74)

where B; and By are arbitrary integration constants. J and Y are the Bessel functions of 1st and 2nd
kind.

For § = 2, the solution is given by

4 v

2 2

v v
M_, 2V 1 <V2’UOE> W_oi mw 1 <V2UOE>

4 vg h’ 4 ’ 4
A
Vo e Vo |
where A1, Ay are arbitrary integration constants. M and W are the usual Whittaker functions of 1st
and 2nd kind.

For the second model, the expression for V is given by (55). The choice kg = k1 = ko = ks = ks =0

yields
2
37 1
m

» 0= T ey
em? x 3(1+5)
The WD equation in this case turns out to be

2o
h

U(v) = A (75)

V =Vy+ e, (76)

where € =

d>V (v) 2 (Vo
dv? h?

— + v€> U(v) =0 (77)
€0

or,

The above equation can be compared to energy eigen value equation of a particle having mass ¢y and

>
moving in a potential field V' (v) = v¢ with energy eigen value (——0> and the wave function can be
€0

14



interpreted as the corresponding energy eigen function.

The solution corresponding to e = —1 is given by
2 2
U(v) =F M\/EITO%O’% <ﬁ\/2V0’U>+F2 W\/;170€TO’% <E\/2V()U>, (79)

where F7 and F, are arbitrary integration constants. M and W are the usual Whittaker functions of

1st and 2nd kind.
Vi %0\ 3 (Vi
0 €0 0
() (%) (%+)

The solution for € = 1 is given by
1
2¢p\ 3
iz
where Dy and Dy are arbitrary integration constants. Ai and Bi are the Airy and Bairy functions.
For ¢ = —2, one has the solution,

P(v) =GV J%\/@ ( —2ﬁv> + G2 Vv Y%\/@ (\/ —Qﬁv> , (81)

where G; and G4 are arbitrary integration constants. JJ and Y are the Bessel functions of 1st and 2nd
kind.
For ¢ = 2, the wave function is given by

U(v) = Dy Ai + D, Bi : (80)

(82)

where E7 and Es are arbitrary integration constants. M and W are the usual Whittaker functions of
1st and 2nd kind.

It follows from (66) that in the present model one has, v = 3a(t) (since A = a®,r7 = 3). Now, to have
an idea about probability measure on the minisuperspace |¥|? has been plotted against v as a tool
to perform singularity analysis in the quantum regime for both the models in FIG.3 (Model 1) and
FIG.4 (Model 2). Based on the plots one has the following findings:

e From FIG.3, it is clear that the probability of approaching singularity (i.e zero volume) is zero
for the choice of the parameter § = —1,—2, while for 6 = +1,+2, there is a finite non-zero
probability for the existence of initial big-bang singularity.

e From FIG.4, the probability of having zero volume is zero for all the cases except for a typical
choice of ¢ = 1. Therefore, similar to the previous model it is possible to obviate big-bang
singularity by the present quantum description.

Remark: In this section, canonical quantization technique has been used to study the singularity. The
basic question that we have attempted to investigate is whether quantum formulation may overrule the
singularity particularly the initial big-bang singularity. Essentially we have examined it by studying
the probability function near the classical singularity. Similar to classical analysis we have found that
probability is zero at big-bang singularity (i.e. avoidance of singularity) if the potential corresponding
to the to the dynamical system representing the congruence of time-like geodesics is in (i) inverse
power law (linear and quadratic) form in case of model 1, and (ii) in linear, quadratic and inverse
linear power law form for model 2. Therefore we may conclude that the present quantum description
may eliminate the classical singularity.
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6 Quantum Bohmian Trajectories

In metric formulation of Einstein gravity there are four constraints: the scalar constraint (or Hamil-
tonian constraint) and the vector constraint (or super momentum constraint). However, for homoge-
neous and isotropic minisuperspace models the vector constraint vanishes identically and the quantum
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version of the scalar constraint equation is termed as Wheeler Dewitt equation

H{q,u(t), p* ()] (gp.) = 0.
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Figure 3: || vs v for Model 1 for various choices of parameters specified in each panel.
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Here the arguments g, (t), p*(t) are the homogeneous degrees of freedom due to the three metric 7,
and II*, the conjugate momenta. W(g,) is the wave function of the universe. In the present context,
the Lagrangian, the Hamiltonian (both classical and operator version) are given by (51), (57) and (62)
respectively. The expression for the conjugate momenta is given by (56). Therefore, equation (83)

leads to the WD equation as

% _ % A2 YIA[B (A, (84)
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Figure 4: |¥|? vs v for Model 2 for various choices of parameters specified in each panel.

For semi-classical limit with WKB approximation the wave function takes the form

U = exp <%S> , (85)
where the classical H-J function S has the expansion in /i as

S =Sy +hSy + 1S+ ... . (86)

- / 1(a) exp <%> da, (87)

characterizes the classical solution with «, an arbitrary separation parameter and p has Gaussian
distribution having finite mean and standard deviation. Now using (85) and (86) in the WD equation
(84), the zeroth order in & gives the differential equation for Sy as

-1 dSo
9 A2 \dA

As a result, the wave packet

)2 + VI[A] =0, (88)

ie

S = i\/i/A(%—l) VVIA] dA. (89)
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Now to obtain the quantum Bohmian trajectories (for causal interpretation) one may choose the ansatz
for the wave function

T(A) = A(A) exp (% S(A)) . (90)
Using this ansatz into the WD- equation (84) one gets the Hamilton-Jacobi equation as
~1 s\’
— | = Vo+ VAl =0 91
s (R) e viI=o. (o1
where Vg, the quantum potential has the expression as
1 d?A(A
/A — e (92)
2A(A)A2G—Y) dA
Thus the Hamilton-Jacobi function S is given by
1

So is the constant of integration.

It may be noted that the trajectories A(t) due to causal interpretation should be real, independent of
any observation and are classified by the above H-J equation (91). In fact, the quantum trajectories
i.e the Bohmian trajectories are first order differential equations characterized by the equivalence of
the usual definition of momentum with that from the Hamilton-Jacobi function S as

dS(A) _ 2(1-1) 5’
ie 1
2 2
2(L-1)4" _ 1 d*A(A) 2(L-1)
2A N =7 (—A(A) — e 24 (95)
or,
A2GD g
2 [ Py = (t—to). (96)
1 1 2
- oA2(:-1)
<A(A) anz
In particular if A(A) = Ao, a constant then from (93) one has,
S =s50+2 /A<%—1> dA, (97)
or )
S=s9+V2rAr (98)
and the quantum trajectory is described as,
V21 AT = £(t — to). (99)

Here the quantum potential is zero and the H-J equation (91) coincides with the classical one. Thus
Bohmian trajectory corresponds to classical power law form of expansion and it can’t avoid the initial
big-bang singularity.

Now we study the nature of the trajectories for non-zero quantum potential. Therefore, one may
choose A(A) = AN, N # 0,1 and substituting this in equation (96) one gets the quantum trajectories
as,

2 (t—1t9)? N(N-1)
Ar = — . 100
272 2 (100)
Hence for N € (0,1) volume is non-zero as t — tg. Therefore initial big-bang singularity is avoided
with non-zero quantum potential and proper fractional power law choice of A(A).
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7 Concluding Remarks

An investigation of modified gravity theory namely f(7T') gravity has been done in the previous sections
by analyzing the RE both classically and quantum mechanically. At first, a general formulation of RE
has been performed for arbitrary f(7'). Subsequently, the existence of singularity has been examined by
studying the CC in the modified gravity model with two specified choices for f(7T"). The Raychaudhuri
scalar has been plotted graphically in FIG. 1 and FIG. 2 for various choices of the parameters involved.
For Model 1, it is possible to avoid the classical singularity although SEC is satisfied while for Model
2, avoidance of singularity is possible by violation of SEC or the matter field should be ghost in
nature. By choosing A = /7 (1 is the metric scalar of the space-like hyper-surface) it is possible
to write the RE as a second order differential equation and a Lagrangian (hence a Hamiltonian)
formulation can be done. Finally, quantum cosmology has been furnished and the wave function of
the universe has been found to be the solution of the one dimensional time independent Schrodinger
equation associating the energy eigen function to the wave function of the universe. From probabilistic
description it is found that the initial big-bang singularity may be avoided for both the models with
proper choice of the potential corresponding to the dynamical system representing the congruence.
Further for causal interpretation quantum trajectories have been explicitly determined for the two
cases— one with vanishing quantum potential and the trajectories have been found to pass through
the big-bang singularity, while the other case corresponding to non-zero quantum potential shows that
big-bang singularity may be avoided with proper choice of the pre-factor A(A) in the ansatz for the
wave function as power law form. Therefore in the present work corresponding to the RE in f(T')
gravity, both classical and quantum description has been furnished and the initial big-bang singularity
has been examined both at the classical as well as at the quantum level. Classically the avoidance of
singularity is more realistic in model 1 even with normal fluid as the matter content of the universe
but this is not possible for model 2. For quantum description the avoidance of the big-bang singularity
is obtained either by probabilistic description or by examining Bohmian trajectories.
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