arXiv:hep-th/0403138v4 14 Oct 2004

ULB-TH /04-06

C oan ic accekration in m odels w ith density
dependent m oduli

M alocolm Fairbaim
Service de P hysique T heorique, CP 225
U niversite Libre de B ruxelles, B-1050 B russels, Belgium

M ay 2004

A bstract

The e ective equation of state ofnom alm atter is changed In theories
w here the size of the com pact space dependsupon the localenergy density.
In particular we show how the dilution ofa uid due to the expansion of
the universe can be com pensated by an increase of the e ective coupling
ofthat uid to graviy in the presence of a potential w hich acts to reduce
the size of the com pact space. W e estim ate how m uch cosm ic acceleration
can be obtained In such a m odeland comm ent on the di culties faced In

nding an appropriate potential.

1 Introduction

Current astrophysical observations suggest that there are at least two ssparate
epochs In the history of the universe w here accelerated expansion occurred. T he

rst is In the very early universe where a period of accelerated expansion could
explain the uniform tem perature of the coam ic m icrow ave background radiation
across the sky. T he second is the apparent acoeleration of the universe deduced
from observations of type la supemovae which seem s to be occurring today and
to have begun extrem ely recently in coan ological termm s [1].

Tt is not possble to obtain accelkrated expansion from norm alm atter or ra—
diation —as the universe expands, their energy density shrinks too rapidly, so in
order to explain the observations one is foroed to consider other formm s of stress
energy. It is very easy to cbtain accelerated expansion from the potential of a
self nteracting scalar eld, although typically one does not ocbtain a prolonged
period of such behaviour w ithout netuning which m akes it di cul to explain
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the In ation required in the early universe. In the sam e way it m akes i di cult
to arrange a period of acceleration which began only very recently.

Tt is therfore worth considering other m echanian s which could give rise to
accelkeration to see if there are any reasonabl alteratives to the orthodox m ech—
anism s.

In theories w ith m ore than 3 spatial dim ensions, the values of the couplings
In the 3+ 1 din ensional theory depend upon the details of the com pacti cation of
the higher din ensions. Perhaps the sin plest exam ple of this is the ratio between
the Newton’s constant which appears n the higher din ensional theory GDl =
8 M ? and that which appears in the 3+ 1 dinensional theory G," = 8 M2,
which is sin ply the volum e ofthe com pact space' . Ifone then allow s that volim e
to vary, the 4D N ew ton’s constant w ill also vary relative to the underlying higher
din ensional length scale.

The e ect of a varying volum e w ill be to add a dynam ical scalar In front of
the 4D RicciScalar in theaction L = © g R [g]+ ::but it is always possble
to perform a conformm al transfom ation on the m etric to the E instein fram e such

that the the action for gravity takes the form (see appendix)
M 2 2 P 1
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where the scalar represents the volum e of the com pact space (variously re-
ferred to as the radion, dilaton, m odulus, breathing m ode etc.). Ifwe start In D
din ensions and ocom pactify to 3+ 1 dimensions is given by []
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where 1y is the radius of the com pact O 4) torus today so that 0 param —

eterises the relative change in volum e over tim e. The confom al transfom ation
should not a ect any physics derived from the Lagrangian, and indeed one nds
that the e ect ofthe varying com pact space hasbeen re-absorbed into a variation
of the e ective density ofm atter. In the E Insteln fram e the kft hand side of the
eld equations w ill have the sam e form as E instein graviy for given spacetin e
symm etries. However, the equivalence principl is broken (the gravitational at—
traction between two particles w ill depend on the localvalue ofthe eld ) and
the density that one uses to solve the equations willbe given by «f¢ = € R
If one assum es that the totaldensity is the sum of the m atter density and a
potential of the (@d-hoc at this stage) form V ( ) = Ve whereV and are

For a string theory the usualsiuation is8 Gp = M7 ” = g?P 2=8where g, and L are
the string coupling and length respectively [1].



constants, the totale ective density in the E instein fram e is given by
total= Ve + e 3)

and (for ! < 1=3) the expectation value of will be at the m inimum of this
e ective density, ie.
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so that although o Isalwaysnegative shcer ¥, Isalwayspositiveaswe

w ill only be considering situations where V . The expectation value of and
the coupling of the m atter to gravity therefore depends upon the localdensiy of
Stress-energy.

The authorsof (] referto asa chamekon eld when it isbehaving like this
since them ass of the eld changes according to the density of the localm edium
(see also [1]) . The fact that the expectation value of is a function of the local
density ism ore in portant for our purposes than itsm ass. Consider a universe
w ith a spatially hom ogeneous distribution ofm atter. A s the universe expands,
the energy density w ill dilute in the nom alway but the expectation value of the

eld willalso change, increasing the coupling of that m atter to graviy. In this
way the e ective dilution of the gravitating energy due to the expansion w ill be
reduced and the e ective equation of state ofthe energy w illchange. In particular
we w illbe Interested In nding out under what conditions this situation can lead
to accelerated expansion. In order for such an Increase in coupling to com pensate
for dilution, we require a potential such as the one w ritten down iIn equation M)
which, In the absence ofm atter, would cause the com pact space to shrink as the
universe expands. This is not easy to achieve.

T he reader should be aware of som e closely related previous work where the
m ass ofparticles changesw ith the coan ically varying expectation value ofa scalar

eld [] (s=e also [[l]) Here, we are changing the gravitationalm ass of the particles
w hilst their nertialm ass stays a xed fraction of M r . W e are considering only
casesw hen them ass scale associated w ith the energy density, T ismuch kessthan
the inverse radius of the com pact space. It is therefore irrelevant as to whether
the m atter is con ned to a brane or not, the size of the com pact space will not
m ake any di erence to is bare stress energy in the Jordan-string fram e sihce we
w illassum e that any m atterw hich doespropagate in thebulk consists only of zero
m odes. The low energy gauge coupling ofthose eldswhich are ablk to propagate
In the com pact space w ill change w ith the size of the com pact m anifold, but we
w ill assum e that no phase transitions occur because of this e ect, and willonly
consider particles which are given m ass via som e Yukawa coupling rather than
som e con nem ent scale (‘electron’ like particles rather than baryon’ lke ones)
In the next section we will nd out how the e ective equation of state behaves
for the sinple situation presented in equation M). W e will then com pare the



situation with that of an exponential potential and no m atter, In other words
power law In ation. Next we will set up som e checks that our scenario must
pass in order to be self consistent. Then we will nd out how much expansion
it is possible to obtain using m atter w ith such a potential w ithout violating our
consistency checks. A fter that we will discuss why it is very di cult to nd a
potential lke the one used above but we will show that it is possble to nd
som e well m otivated potentials which contain regions where the com pact space
is dynam ically driven to sm aller radii. F nally we w ill show that it is in possble
to obtaln accelkeration using only the m atter and the m otion of the scalar eld
w ithout another potential being present.

2 E ective equation of state and checks

W e express the relationship between density and pressure w ith the usual ! pa—
ram eter such that P = ! and the energy density red-shifts In the nom alway
as (see appendix)
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where H = a=a isthe Hubbl expansion factor. If one then substitute these back
into equation M) one nds that the e ective density can be found analytically

( )

4 T 4 " a 31+ 1)
I T 0 ¥
= J— + — V + _
eft 1 3! 1 3! 0 a
a 3(1+!)
O +
b (6)
a

Tt beoom es clear that the e ective equation of state ofthe density in the E Instein
Fram e is given by the expression

Verg = n (7)
and the two lim iting cases show what w ill happen; if then the uid gravi-
tates in the way that you would expect it to. If then the uid behaves lke

an n aton eld and the dilution of the m atter is entirely com pensated by the
Increase In its gravitational coupling. It is nstructive at this point to com pare
the situation wih power law In ation ][] where there is only an exponen-
tial potential and no energy density due to radiation or m atter. The potential
therefore has the form

V = Vge 8)



and the condition for accelerated expansion V. > M 2, £ transhtes into the in—
equality
M2, 1ev ® 2

2 Vv @ 2 ©)

W e have already seen that things are quite di erent in ourm odel, and in fact the
condition for accelerated expansion, !cee < 1=3, relates not to the absolute but
the relative values of and

1
! ef £ < g $ 2 > ([n atter) . (10)

Before we carry on there are som e consistency checks which we need to be ful Iled
In order for our analysis to be valid.

i) The st check is whether or not the kinetic energy M 2, #=2 is negligbl
com pared to the gravitationalenergy density ofthe uid. W ecan nd the solution
for the scale factor a as a function oftine when > 0)

n #
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where we see that as we Increase , we get closer to exponential !.¢er = 1

behav:t;ur. N ote this is in contrast to the nom albehaviour for the scale factor
a t@ Y . Then wih equations M) and W) we see that we have to have
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In order for our assum ption that the kinetic energy is negligble to be slf-
consistent. i) The next consistency check is to ensure that the eld lies in the
m ininum of the potential rather than slow Iy rolling towards that m Ininum , In
other words to ensure that m?  H? where H is the Hubbl param eter. It is
easy to show that as long as the expansion is dom inated by the e ective density
rather than the kinetic energy of
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and we need to ensure that the m ass associated w ith our e ective potential is
much bigger than the Hubblk param eter. ii) The nal consistency check for
the tim e being is one upon the adiabaticity of the contraction of the com pact
soace. G ravitational waves (or other elds) with momentum in the com pact
directions show up as m assive excitations in the low energy theory known as
Kaliza K lein KK ) m odes. The spectrum of these m odes is a tower of states of
massmgg = n=@ r) wheren runs from 1 upwards. Because , and therefore r,



is changing In the course of the coan ological evolution in thism odel, we need to
ensure that the tin e scale over which r changes is always lJarger than the inverse
m ass of the lightest KK m ode
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Tt is also necessary to m ake sure that the particles w hich m ake up the density are
not created as changes. Since the particles ollow geodesics in the string fram e,
it is there where we should consider partick production. Let us In agine that our
m atter consists of excitations of a scalar eld ofmassM . Ifwe expand the eld
iInto Fourier m odes then each m ode w ill obey the equation (see, eg., 1)

d?hy
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where d = dt=a, the conform altin e. The frequency !y is given by
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o that the e ective m ass of the m ode depends upon the expansion of the space-
tin e in which it is propagating.

W hen the e ective m ass becom es tachyonic, the particle w ill be produced
rapidly, som ething which we need to avoid ifwe are to trust our equations. N ow
transferring back to coordinate tinetwe nd that the e ective m ass ofthem ode
w ill becom e tachyonic when

2 2, @
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In the String fram e, them assM w illbe a constant w hereas the value ofM 5 will
change over tim e. T he scalar w ill therefore becom e tachyonic when
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and now we can use the results in the rest of the paper to show that
S
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W e are considering m atter (! = 0) as the source of the energy density in the

string fram e and we are interested In obtaining acceleration so that 2 >
W ih these param eters we nd that explosive particke production would only
ooccur when M 2 < 2H?, and therefore does not. The reason for this is that
while the scale factor is accelerating In the E instein fram e, the expansion In the
string fram e w here the particles propagate is m uch m ore gentle. Particles m ay
be produced In an all am ounts, it would be possble to evolve the m ode fiinctions
and nd the corresponding Boguliubov coe ecients, but the e ect will be very
an all In com parison to the background of particles.

H aving listed the consistency checks necessary, we w ill proceed by considering
atoymodelso asto nd out som e typical numbers.

3 How much expansion?

There are m any free param eters in the m odel we have outlined above. In order
to consider a particular situation, us assume that D = 10 as In a super-
symm etric string theory so that = 3and that = 2 . P utting these values
into equation M) we nd that the potential energy is bigger than the kinetic
energy aswe require. The requirem ent that the eld doesnot slow rollbut stays
In tsminimum is ful lled. Note that as is often the case when one is dealing
w ith exponential potentials, these two conditions are scale invariant, and if they
are ful lled at som e point during the evolution of , they will always be true.
However, this scale Invariance is broken when one considers the production of
KK m odes since the ratios between My, r ! and M ;; are all changing over the
course of the evolution. It is therefore the adiabaticity condition which puts a
constraint on the number of efolds. It is well known that around 60 efolds of
accelkrated expansion In the early universe could solve the horizon and atness

problem s [1]. The num ber of e-folds in ourm odel is given by
Z tend end 1 da
Nefolds = Hdt= ——d (21)
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where e is the start of n ation and we sst  ( as the end of n ation. One
quickly cbtains the analytical expression

+
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then since in ation endswhen r=

Tstart = exp 3 (1 + ! )N efolds (23)
o O 494+ )
. p_ . 8
which orD = 10,2 = = 3 andNoys = 60 requires a factor 10° change for

m atter. Let usassme that V. = M/, which m ight be considered natural since
My is the only scake in ourm atter sector. Then ushgM 2, = M. * 2 »)° *
and our param eters or and D , we see that equation [ll) takes the form
2(D 6)
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In order to get asmuch acoeleration as possible w ithout the associated con—
traction of the com pact space resulting in the non-adiabatic excitation of KK
m ode quanta, we need to Increase the radius of the com pact space. This is
sin ply because In setting V. = M }? we have m ade the kinetic energy of , and
therefore the change In r, a stronger function ofM  than mg x at the beginning
of the expansion.

T he nom al munning of the gauge couplings and the non-cbservation of black
holes at particle accelerators foroes one to only consider values ofM  which are
greater than about a TeV . In this way we are abl to constrain the number of
efolds " #

6 10"%Gev 3

N efouds < n 9 Tocer 58 (25)

which is colncidentally quite close to the required value. H owever, the fact that

we have invented the shape and scale of our potential rather than usinhg a well
m otivated one m eans that the coincidence is just that.

However, we are not trying to prom ote this seriously asa m odelof In ation,
partially because we have no m otivation for the potential and partially because
it is an nocomplte model in as much as it says nothing about perturbations.
Unlike the In aton, our eld isnote ectively m assless, so the nom alm echa—
nism for generating perturbations w ill be suppressed. However, there are other
ways one can in agihe perturbations being created under such conditions. O ne
such m echanian is to invoke the curvaton scenario 1], nam ely that there are
orthogonal at directions in the eld space In which iso-curvature perturbations
can be produced which later decay. A nother possbility is the recently developed
m odulon picture, where the coupling ofthe iIn aton to standard m odel elds is set
by the expectation value ofa light scalar eld []]. In these m odels, tem perature
(density) uctuations in the plaan a are created by anisotropies in the decay rate
ofthe In aton, which is n tum set by uctuations in the light eld responsibl
for the coupling.



A nother cbstaclk to be wary of is that the radius of the com pact torus would
be s0 Jarge at the beginning of in ation that only very an allvaluiesof could be
used w thout the them al production of K K m odes becom ing in portant. This
would lead to a further dissipation of other than dilution due to the expansion.
However, these KK m odeswould also act as sources of gravitationalenergy which
would give rise to expansion. The problem is com plicated and we lave it for
foture studies.

So far we have been dealing w ith an exponential potential which drives the
com pact space tow ards zero size w ithout discussing its origin. A s we have m en—
tioned, such a situation is not generic and we shall tum to that sub fct now .

4 Finding an appropriate potential

W e have seen that in order for curm odel to work and give rise to expansion, we
need to nd a potential which pushes us towards an all volum es of the com pact
Soace. A mom ent’s thought m akes it clear that the potential also has to have
a positive overall value In order for the net energy density to be positive at the
e ective mininum of . W e therefore would lke to nd a potential which is
positive and decreases as  grow S.

T he potentials that one often encounters when considering the stabilisation of
higher dim ensions in superstring theories com e from non-perturbative e ects such
as gaugino condensates and Instanton actions. The classical action B for these
Instantons generically takesthe form B gl R =L)" so that their contribution to
the e ective potentialtakesthe form V () e® which m onotonically increases
w ih . 1]. This is discouraging, but precision tests in the solarsystem show
that we live In a universe w here the m a prity of gravity is tranam itted over large
scale by soin2 elds rather than scalars. Som e potentialm ust therefore exist to
stabilise and give m ass to the eld if there are In reality higher din ensions.

O therkinds ofwellknown e ective potentials forthem odulus arepotentials
due to a bare coan ological constant, a non—=zero 4-form ux eld strength and
curvature ofthe higherdim ensionalm anifold. The e ective potentialdue to these
three contrbutions is given by [, E].

2
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where isa higher din ensional (geom etrical) cosm ological constant, F § param —
eterises the value of the 4-form eld strength and K is negative for a negatively
curved com pact space and positive for a positively curved com pact space. A1l
of these contrlbutions have the wrong sign in either the exponential or In their
absolute value to provide on their own the kind of potential we are Jooking for.
However, ifwe look at the potential cbtained by sum m ing these three contribu-
tionswe nd at som e candidate potentials.
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Figure 1: Schem atic diagram show ing how the combined contrlbutions of a cos-
m ological constant and a positively curved com pact space lead to a potentialw ith
a region where @QV=@ < 0

First ofall, it is clear that in order to have any kind ofm lnimum orm axin um
wem ust consider a positively curved com pact space so that the curvature contri-
bution to the potential is negative. The de nition of in equation M) m akes it
clear that the ux contribution to the potential drops faster than the curvature
term . These two contributions together can only therefore give rise to a m ini-
mum wih a negative absolute value of the potential. H owever by com bining the
coan ological constant term w ith the curvature tem , one can arrive at situations
such as that drawn in F igurell where there isa m axinum in the potentialand a
region where the potential pushes us towards a sn aller com pact space, although
this potentialhas nom Inin um .

Combining allthree contributions, one can obtain a wellbehaved m ininum in
theway shown in gure ). There isa region of this potentialwhere V=@ < 0
although it isnot clear how natural it would be to tune the density and the size
of the com pact space so that behaves in the way that we would lke. W e will
say no m ore about speci ¢ potentials here.

5 A cceleration w ithout a potential?

W e have seen that it is di cult, although not in possible, to ocbtain potentials
which m ake the com pact space shrink over tin e so m ight we therefore obtain
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Figure 2: Schem atic diagram show ing how the combined contrlbutions of a cos-
m ological constant, non-zero 4—form eld strength and positively curved com pact
soace lead to a non-trivial potential in the E Instein fram e

aceleration n a di erent way? T he authors of [[1]] considered a runaw ay poten—
tial associated w ith the breathing m ode of a negatively curved com pact space,
In other words a positive potential which increases eg (e alo []). Their
exam ple was particularly interesting since they showed that one can ocbtain accel
eration from a purely geom etric source rather than any potential or coan ological
constant. In theirm odel, they started the eld rolling with kinetic energy in
the positive  direction so as to cbtain a bref period of accelerated expansion
at the point at which  clin bs the potential, stops and starts to rollback down
again. N ote that equation M) show s us that this curvature potential is too steep
to give rise to In ation, although there are variations on this them e which can
give rise to m ore acoeleration ]

In our m odel, energy density acts as an e ective exponential potential for ,
0 i would be interesting to see if we can cbtain a period of accelkration in an
analogous way, ie. without any potential or cosn ological constant. Before we
begin we can see straight away that we face the added di culy of overcom ing
the dilution of the energy density as the universe expands, In other words, as
our eld runsup the slope, the absolute value of the slope is decreasing as our
m atter becom es m ore dilute.

Forthe case n reference |[1]] the expression forthe acoeleration in the E instein
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fram e is given by the nom alone fora scalar eld m oving in a potential

( +3P)= }( Vi)
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and one can see that as com es to a stop, the universe w ill accelerate.
Tt is alm ost as easy to obtain the corresponding expression for our situation.
U sing the equation ofm otion for the scalar eld

1
+ 3H —+ — (l 3! )—26 =0 (28)
4 M2,
and the expression for the hubble constant H
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as well as the expression for the dilution of equation W) we nd that
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which is always less than zero and acceleration will not occur. This is not so
surprising, the brief period of acceleration which occurs in the m odel described
In reference [l]when  is stationary corresponds, in ourm odel, to a briefperiod
oftine where is not changing and the m atter is therefore red-shifting as we
would nom ally expect it to. It is therefore not possible to obtain any acceleration

w ithout the presence of som e potential.

6 D iscussion

In this paper we showed that in m odels w ith com pacti ed higher dim ensions,
changes In the size of the com pact space change the e ective equation of state of
m atter. In particular, in the presence of a potential which tends to reduce the
size of the com pact space, one can cbtain acceleration from nom alm atter.

A ssum Ing a sin ple om for this potential we have calculated the m axin um
am ount ofexpansion one could get from a such am odelw ithout non-adiabatically
producing K K excitations around the com pact space. Iffwe did excite KK m odes,
their e ect on the evolution of the com pact and non-com pact spaces would be
extram ely di cul to calculate. For a prolonged period of acceleration, the com —
pact space would have to start out very large com pared to its size at the end of
this period.

W e have also tried to explain why it isdi cult to nd potentials ofa suiable
form to lead to acceleration, although we have shown that realistic potentials

12



already exist which contain regions where the com pact space would be pushed to
an aller sizes as the m atter or radiation becom es diluted. W e ended by pointing
out that it is hopeless to try and get acceleration w ithout the presence of a
potential.

So far we have said nothing about D ark energy. It has been pointed out
recently that if one is able to nd an approprate potential of the form that we
have used In this paper one can give a mass to  which changes according to
the local density []. In particular, tests of tensor gravity could be passed in
denser m edium s such as the solar system or neutron star binary system s, whilke
a scalartensor theory would describe gravity in the low density voids between
clusters of galaxies. The equation of state of dark m atter, could be reduced In
these regions as it is in other m odels of varying m ass particles VAM PS) [1]01.
In this way, one m ight hope to shed light on the coincidence between the energy
density of dark energy and dark m atter.

A ppendix

W e assum e a com pact toroidal space where all of the higher din ensions have the
sam e size. W e call the 4+ D dimensionalmetric Gy y and sihce it is diagonal
we can easily split it into a 4D part g and a higher din ensional part h;; w ith
com ponents hy; = ho @ where h is the detem nant ofhij.

P— h O 5)1

S = a — R+ ——= hh@ Inh 31
> X g Iy ol o 4)4g @ @ (31)

Here, x are the coordinates of the 4-dim ensional space and the four din ensional
Plndk massM p; is given by

| OJ—
MZ,=@8G)'=M2* & n=M*@Q)* (32)

where y are the coordinates and r are the radii of the tori of the com pact space.
Now a conform altransform ation ofthem etric ofthe ®m g = & g allowsus
to go to the E Insteln fram e and de ne a canonically nom alised scalar eld

r
! n b 2 D (33)
= —a — = a H a=
° 4 ho ’ D
such that 7
2
M2 P — 1
S = > d*x g R 5@ @ : (34)

T he stress energy tensor ofm atter in the string fram e has coupling in the E instein
fram e given by ]
T =¢&°T (35)
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and the new Christo el symbol after the transform ation is given by

~

= g ; g;+tg g ; (36)
o that we can rew rite the energy conservation equation:
T =r T 6T ; + T 7 37)

T he covariant derivative of the stress energy tensor of the m atter in the E instein
fram e w th the dependant coupling is

r T = T 7 +& 7T

= &r T +&g T,

=0) = & (_+3H@+!))+& a 31 _ (38)

Nextwewrite T" which isthe stress energy tensor of the scalar eld de ned

In the nom alway in the E nstein fram e as
2 1 2

where the potential is the one used in the man body of the text. It is the
covariant derivative of the sum of all the stress energies which m ust be zero to
m atch the Bianchi iddentities so that

r Ty +T =0 (40)

The relationship between the the canonically nom alissd eld and the eld
used In the conform altransform ation is4 = . Then the above equation solits
into a conservation equation for the m atter and an equation ofm otion for

_+3H @A+!) =0
- M4V t5a 31) e +3M2H — =0 (41)
which show s that there is an e ective potential for the eld ofthe fom
1
Vere = Ve + - (@1 3l)e 42)

4
asused in the text.
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