0810.5076v1 [gr-qc] 28 Oct 2008

arXiv

Phantom without phantom or how the PT symmetry saves us from the Big Rip
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We consider the PT symmetric flat Friedmann model of two scalar fields with positive kinetic
terms. While the potential of one (“normal”) field is taken real, that of the other field is complex.
We study a complex classical solution of the system of the two Klein-Gordon equations together
with the Friedmann equation. The solution for the normal field is real while the solution for the
second field is purely imaginary, realizing classically the “phantom” behavior. The energy density
and pressure are real and the corresponding geometry is well-defined. The Lagrangian for the linear
perturbations has the correct potential signs for both the fields, so that the problem of stability does
not arise. The background dynamics is determined by an effective action including two real fields
one normal and one “phantom”. Remarkably, the phantom phase in the cosmological evolution is

transient and the Big Rip never occurs.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of cosmic acceleration @] has stimulated
an intensive study of models of dark energy ﬂ] respon-
sible for the origin of this phenomenon. Dark energy is
characterized by a negative pressure whose relation to the
energy density w = p/e should be less than —1/3. If it
is less than —1 such kind of dark energy is usually called
“phantom” dark energy B] It implies the so called su-
peracceleration effect, which in some models culminates
approaching a new type of cosmological singularity called
Big Rip [4]. While the cosmological constant (w = —1)
is still a possible candidate for the role of dark energy,
there are observations that give some indications in fa-
vor of the models where the equation of state parameter
w changes with time and moreover is less than —1 now
ﬂﬂ] A way to introduce the phantom energy is to con-
sider a scalar field with the negative sign of the kinetic
energy term. However such a model has been reasonably
criticized insofar as it is unstable with respect to linear
perturbations [d].

Here we propose alternatively a cosmological model
inspired by PT symmetric theory ﬂ] of scalar fields, se-
lecting potentials which possess classical phantom solu-
tions for homogeneous and isotropic universe. Meanwhile
quantum fluctuations have positive energy density and
this ensures the stability around a classical background
configuration. Thus we study potentials providing the
real energy spectrum bounded from below ﬂj, I],19, %]

The PT symmetric approach to the extension of quan-
tum physics consists in the weakening of the require-
ment of Hermiticity, while keeping all the physical ob-
servables real. It was shown that the axioms of quan-
tum theory are maintained if the complex extension pre-
serves (C)PT symmetry [10]. Some attempts to apply
the PT symmetric formalism to cosmology were also dis-
cussed [11].

We shall consider the complex extension of matter La-
grangians requiring the reality of all the physically mea-
surable quantities and the well-definiteness of geomet-
rical characteristics. We start with the flat Friedmann
model of two scalar fields with positive kinetic terms.
The potential of the model is additive. While the poten-
tial of one (normal) field is real, that of the other field is
complex. We find a classical complex solution of the sys-
tem of the two Klein-Gordon equations together with the
Friedmann equation. The solution for the “normal” field
is real while the solution for the second field is purely
imaginary realizing classically the “phantom” behavior.
The geometry is well-defined. Moreover, the effective La-
grangian for the linear perturbations has the correct po-
tential signs for both the fields, so that the problem of
the stability does not arise. However, the background
(homogeneous Friedmann) dynamics is determined by an
effective action including two real fields one normal and
one phantom. Remarkably, the phantom phase in the
cosmological evolution is inevitably transient. The num-
ber of phantom divide line (PDL) crossings, (i.e. events
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such that the ratio w between pressure and energy den-
sity passes through the value —1) can be only even and
the Big Rip never occurs.

The structure of the letter is the following: in Sec. II
we describe the model; in Sec. III we present the results of
the qualitative analysis and of the numerical simulations
for the dynamical system under consideration; the last
section is devoted to concluding remarks.

II. THE MODEL: PHANTOM AND STABILITY

We consider the two-field scalar Lagrangian with the

complex potential
i2 -2
L=¢—+X——Ae°‘¢+BeiﬁX, (1)
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where A and B are real positive constants. This La-
grangian is the sum of two terms. The term representing
the scalar field ¢ is a standard one, and it can generate a
power-law cosmological expansion ﬂﬁ] The kinetic term
of the scalar field y is also standard, but its potential
is complex. In quantum mechanics dynamical systems
like the latter have been studied in the framework of
PT symmetric quantum mechanics ﬂﬂ] and, in particu-
lar, the exponential potential has been analyzed in great
detail in [9]. The most important feature of this potential
is that the spectrum of the corresponding Hamiltonian is
real and bounded from below, provided correct boundary
conditions are assigned.

Inspired by this fact we shall look for a classical com-
plex solution of the system, including two Klein-Gordon
equations for the fields ¢ and x:

¢+ 3hd + Ace®® =0, (2)

¥ 4 3hy — iBBeX =0, (3)

and the Friedmann equation
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where the Hubble parameter h = a/a, is related to the
cosmological radius of a flat Friedmann universe with the
metric ds® = dt?> — a?(t)dl?. The classical solution which
we are looking for should provide the reality and posi-
tivity of the right-hand side of the Friedmann equation
). The solution where the scalar field ¢ is real, while
the scalar field x is purely imaginary y = £, uniquely
satisfies this condition. Accordingly, the Lagrangian ()
evaluated on this solution is real as well. This is remark-
able because on homogeneous solutions the Lagrangian
coincides with the pressure, which indeed should be real.
Substituting x = i€ into the Friedmann equation (@)

we shall have

P2 )

h? = T -5 Ae™® — Be P¢, (5)

Hence, effectively we have the Friedmann equation with
two fields: one normal and one phantom. In the next
section we shall study the cosmological dynamics of the
system, including (@), @) and

£+ 3hé — BBe P& = 0. (6)

The distinguishing feature of such an approach to the
construction of effective phantom Lagrangians becomes
clear when one calculates the linear perturbations around
the classical solutions. Indeed the second variation of
the action for the field x gives the quadratic part of the
effective Lagrangian of perturbations:

1.2 .
Leff = §5X - Bﬁ2elﬂxo (6X)27 (7)

where Y is a homogeneous purely imaginary solution of
the dynamical system under consideration. It is easy to
see that on this solution, the effective Lagrangian (7)) will
be real and its potential term has a sign providing the
stability of the the background solution with respect to
linear perturbations.

Let us list the main differences between our Lagrangian
and corresponding solutions and some similar models, us-
ing two fields (normal scalar and phantom) and expo-
nential potentials ﬂﬁ] First, we begin with two normal
(non-phantom) scalar fields, with normal kinetic terms,
but one of these fields is associated to a complex ex-
ponential potential. Second, the sign of the real con-
stant multiplying this exponential potential is negative.
Third, the background classical solution of the dynam-
ical system, including two Klein-Gordon equations and
the Friedmann equation is such that the second field is
purely imaginary, while all the geometric characteristics
are well-defined. Fourth, the interplay between transi-
tion to the purely imaginary solution of the equation for
the field x and the negative sign of the corresponding po-
tential provides us with the effective Lagrangian for the
linear perturbations of this field which have correct sign
for both the kinetic and potential terms and in such a
way the problem of stability of the our effective phantom
field is resolved.

In the next section we shall describe the cosmological
solutions for our system of equations.

III. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION WITHOUT
BIG RIP

First of all notice that our dynamical system permits
the existence of cosmological trajectories which cross
PDL. Indeed, the crossing point is such that the time
derivative of the Hubble parameter

. 3 . )

= - &) (5)
is equal to zero. We always can choose gb = :I:f, at
t = tppy, provided the values of the fields ¢(tppr) and



&(tppr) are chosen in such a way, that the general po-
tential energy Ae®® — Be#¢ is non-negative. Obviously,
tppr is the moment of PDL crossing. However, the event
of the PDL crossing cannot happen only once. Indeed,
the fact that the universe has crossed phantom divide
line means that it was in effectively phantom state before
or after such an event, i.e. the effective phantom field ¢
dominated over the normal field ¢. However, if this dom-
inance lasts for a long time it implies that non only the
kinetic term —¢&2/2 dominates over the kinetic term ¢?/2
but also the potential term —B exp(—p£¢) should domi-
nate over A exp(a¢); but it is impossible, because contra-
dicts to the Friedmann equation (Bl). Hence, the period
of the phantom dominance should finish and one shall
have another point of PDL crossing. Generally speak-
ing, only the regimes with even number of PDL crossing
events are possible. Numerically, we have found only the
cosmological trajectories with the double PDL crossing.
Naturally, the trajectories which do not experience PDL
crossing at all also exist and correspond to the permanent
domination of the normal scalar field. Obviously there is
no place for the Big Rip singularity in this picture, be-
cause such a singularity is connected with the drastically
dominant behavior of the effective phantom field, which
is impossible as was explained above. In other words,
the impossibility of approaching the Big Rip singularity
can be argued as follows. Approaching the Big Rip, one
has a growing behavior of the scale factor a(t) of the
type a(t) ~ (tgr — t)~9, where ¢ > 0. Then the Hubble
parameter is

q
h(t) = ——— 9
0 =1 Q
and its time derivative is h(t) = q(tpr — t)~2. Then
according to Eq. (8]
-2 (2
o9 (10)
2 2 3(tpr—1)?

Substituting Eq. ({I0) into the Friedmann equation (&),
we notice that the potential of the scalar field ¢ should
behave as 1/(tpr — t)?. Hence the field ¢ should be

¢ = ¢ — %ln(tBR —t), (11)

where ¢ is an arbitrary constant. Now substituting
Egs. @) and () into the Klein-Gordon equation for the
scalar field ¢ ([2)), the condition of the cancellation of the
most singular terms in this equation which are propor-
tional to 1/(tpr — t)? reads

2 + 6q + Aa? exp(agy) = 0. (12)

This condition cannot be satisfied because all the terms
in the left-hand side of Eq. (I2) are positive. This con-
tradiction demonstrates that it is impossible to reach the
Big Rip.

Now we describe briefly some cosmologies contained
in our model. In Fig. [ a double crossing of PDL is

present. The evolution starts from a Big Bang-type sin-
gularity and goes through a transient phase of super-
accelerated expansion (“phantom era”), which lies be-
tween two crossings of PDL. Then the universe under-
goes an endless expansion. The evolution presented in

h(t) Big Bang

t

FIG. 1: The evolution starts from a Big Bang-type singular-
ity and goes through a transient phase of superaccelerated
expansion (“phantom era”), which lies between two crossings
of PDL (points A and B). Then the universe expands in-
finitely.

Fig. @ starts with a contraction in the infinitely remote
past. Then the contraction becomes superdecelerated
and turns later in a superaccelerated expansion . With
the second PDL crossing the “phantom era” ends; the
decelerated expansion continues till the universe begins
contracting. After a finite time a Big Crunch-type singu-
larity is encountered. In Fig.Blthe cosmological evolution

Big Crunch

FIG. 2: The evolution starts with a contraction in the in-
finitely remote past. At the point A the contraction becomes
superdecelerated and turns in a superaccelerated expansion
(B). In C the second PDL crossing ends the ”phantom era”;
the decelerated expansion continues till the universe begins
contracting. In a finite time a Big Crunch-type singularity is
reached.

again begins with a contraction in the infinitely remote
past. Then the universe crosses PDL: the contraction
becomes superdecelerated until the universe stops and
starts expanding. Then the ”phantom era” ends and the
expansion is endless. In Fig. @ the evolution from a Big
Bang-type singularity to an eternal expansion is shown.
The phantom phase is absent.
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FIG. 3: The cosmological evolution begins with a contraction
in the infinitely remote past. At point A the model crosses
PDL: the contraction becomes superdecelerated until the uni-
verse stops (h = 0) and starts expanding. At B the “phantom
era” ends and the expansion continues infinitely.

Big Bang

t
FIG. 4: Evolution from a Big Bang-type singularity to an in-

finite expansion, without any crossing of PDL. This evolution
is thus guided by the "normal” field ¢.

IV. CONCLUSION

As is known the data are compatible with the presence
of the phantom energy, which can be in a most natural

way realized by the phantom scalar field with a nega-
tive kinetic term. Such a field suffers from the insta-
bility problem, which makes it vulnerable. Inspired b
the development of PT symmetric quantum theory [10]
we introduced the PT symmetric two-field cosmological
model where both the kinetic terms are positive, but the
potential of one of the fields is complex. We studied a
classical background solution of two Klein-Gordon equa-
tions together with the Friedmann equation, when one of
this fields (normal) is real while the other is purely imag-
inary. The scale factor in this case is real and positive
just like the energy density and the pressure. The back-
ground dynamics of the universe is determined by two
effective fields - one normal and one phantom, while the
Lagrangian of the linear perturbations has the standard
sign of the mass term. Thus, the problem of instability
is absent. As a by product of the structure of the model,
the phantom dominance era is transient, the number of
the phantom divide line crossings is even and the Big Rip
singularity is excluded.
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