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Abstract

We investigate the post-bounce background dynamics in a certain class of single bounce
scenarios studied in the literature, in which the cosmic bounce is driven by a scalar field with
negative exponential potential such as the ekpyrotic potential. We show that those models
can actually lead to cyclic evolutions with repeated bounces. These cyclic evolutions, however,
do not account for the currently observed late-time accelerated expansion and hence are not
cosmologically viable. In this respect we consider a new kind of cyclic model proposed recently
and derive some cosmological constraints on this model.
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1 Introduction

The expansion of the (spatially flat) universe, together with general relativity and regular matter
content satisfying the null energy condition (NEC), implies the existence of the singularity in
the far past at which physical quantities such as energy density and spacetime curvature blow
up [1]. Resolving this big bang singularity problem is one of the most important aims of the
bouncing cosmologies that realize the bounce, a transition from contraction to expansion (see [2,3]
for reviews). Moreover, many bouncing models have been proposed as alternatives to inflationary
models: They attempt to solve the other cosmological problems without invoking early accelerated
expansion and to predict a stable and scale-invariant power spectrum compatible with the current
observations (see [4,5] for reviews). While most of literature in bouncing cosmologies focuses on the
mechanism of the bounce and the generation of the scale-invariant power spectrum, in this paper
we pay attention to the background dynamics after the bounce.

Bouncing cosmologies can fall into two classes of scenarios (cf. [6]): single bounce models
[7–16] and Cyclic scenarios [17–19] (see also [20]). One universal and very important assump-
tion/requirement of all single bounce models is that the late time behavior of the post-bounce
evolution must be the same as the evolution of the standard cosmology, in the same vein as the
phase after the cosmic reheating in the inflationary cosmology must be the same as the standard big
bang phase. In the single bounce models the transition to the standard cosmology is implemented
by allowing the equation of state of the bounce matter responsible for the bounce to be larger than
1/3 after the bounce, so that it dilutes faster than regular matter or radiation. Typical examples of
this can be found in the matter/ekpyrotic bounce scenarios studied in [10–16]. In these scenarios
the bounce is driven by a scalar field φ with a potential V (φ) of the ekpyrotic form, i.e. negative
exponential potential at large |φ|. The scenario of the background evolution includes following
phases (see Fig. 1).1

1. The ekpyrotic contracting phase: The scalar φ with canonical kinetic term rolls down the
ekpyrotic potential V (φ) and has large equation of state wφ > 1.

2. The bounce phase: As φ approaches some point (e.g. φ = 0), the kinetic term of the scalar
starts taking the form of the ghost condensation, violating the NEC, and a nonsingular bounce
takes place near.

1In the case of matter bounce scenarios, a matter-dominated contracting phase precedes the ekpyrotic contracting
phase.
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3. The kinetic-driven expanding phase (or kinetic phase): The kinetic term of φ is canonical and
dominant over the potential, and the equation of state is wφ ≃ 1. Till this phase the universe
is dominated by φ.

4. Matter/radiation dominated phase: As a consequence of the kinetic phase with wφ ≃ 1, the
energy density of φ dilutes faster than regular matter or radiation, which hence will eventually
become dominant over the scalar field. Previous works automatically assumed that this phase
would be the standard big bang phase that further evolves to our observed universe. Moreover,
φ was assumed to play no role during this phase. Accordingly it is presumed that there is
only one bounce and hence these models are called single bounce scenarios.

In this paper we would like to take a close look into the last point above. Although wφ ≃ 1
in the kinetic phase implies that the energy density ρφ of the scalar φ dilutes much more rapidly
than any regular matter with the equation of state 1/3 ≥ wm ≥ 0, we would like to examine
whether the scalar really has no influence on the background dynamics during the matter/radiation
dominated phase. The reason for our quest is based on the following physical intuition: φ rolls up the
negative exponential potential under Hubble friction, which is more effective in the matter/radiation
dominated universe than in φ-dominated universe with wφ ≃ 1, so that the motion of φ would be
slowed down [21].2 φ even may stop, turn back and roll down the potential, due to its slop. Then
the kinetic energy of φ may become subdominant compared to |V (φ)|, leading to negative ρφ and
wφ . −1. As a consequence, |ρφ| will catch up the energy density of regular matter/radiation.
When |ρφ| becomes the same as the energy density of matter/radiation (i.e when the total energy
density vanishes), the universe will go through a transition from expansion to contraction and
hence can later encounter another bounce. The main purpose of our paper is to examine this
expectation, which will indeed be borne out by our analysis in the following sections. Furthermore,
we find that the overall evolution of the background is so nontrivial that repeated bounces can
take place in a cyclic way. However, those cyclic evolutions do not account for the observed
late-time accelerated expansion, since the potential energy of the scalar is always negative, and
hence are not cosmologically viable. In this regard, it may be worth considering a new kind of

cyclic model proposed in [22]. Especially we find a cosmological constraint on the radiation/matter
energy density relative to the total energy density, which can be used in constraining the reheating
mechanisms in bouncing cosmologies [13].

The remainder of this paper consists of four sections. In Section 2 we perform in a model
independent way a general analysis of the background evolution after the bounce phase, and show
that the post-bounce expanding universe can undergo a transition to contraction leading to another
bounce. In Section 3 we verify the results of Section 2, by numerical analysis performed for explicit
single bounce models. Moreover, we find that the universe indeed goes through repeated bounces
in a cyclic way. In Section 4, we discuss the cosmological constraints required for the cyclic scenario
to be viable at the level of background as well as the cosmological perturbation. We conclude in
the last section.

Throughout this paper we use the conventions with metric signature (+,−,−,−) and the natural
units with the reduced Planck mass Mp = 1/

√
8πGN = 1, where GN is Newton’s gravitational

constant.

2Recall that in power-law expansion the Hubble parameter scales as 1
(1+w)t

, where w is the equation of state for
the dominant component in the universe and t is the physical time.
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Figure 1: Potential of the scalar field φ. The explicit form of the potential is given by (25) with the
parameters q = 0.1, bV = 5. The red arrows show the direction of evolution of the scalar field φ.
The green dashed lines indicate the phase transitions. The initial regular matter dominated phase
present in the matter bounce scenarios and the standard expanding phase preceded by the kinetic
phase are not shown in this figure. The yellow star refers to the bounce moment.

2 General analysis

In this section we investigate the post-bounce dynamics of the background including φ, in the
presence of a regular matter/radiation fluid,3 which we represent with energy density ρm and a
constant equation of state 0 ≤ wm ≤ 1/3. We also assume that there is no direct coupling between
the matter fluid and the scalar field φ.

A generic Lagrangian of the scalar field φ for the single bounce models used in the literature
(see e.g. [10–16] and references therein) can be written as

Lφ = P (φ,X) − V (φ) + · · · , (1)

where X ≡ 1
2∂µφ∂

µφ and V (φ) is a potential. P (φ,X) contains at most quadratic term in X,
and the ellipsis refer to the higher order operators. Most of the previous works have been put
forward to construct P (φ,X) and V (φ) and higher order operators, to give rise to a nonsingular
bouncing background and stable scale invariant power spectrum. However, for the consideration of
this section, we do not need explicit forms of those model-dependent terms, but we would like to
focus on a class of models in which outside of the bounce phase 4 the Lagrangian of φ is reduced
to the conventional canonical form

Lφ → 1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ− V (φ), (2)

3This matter/radiation can be assumed to be present already before the bounce as in matter bounce scenarios or
to be produced around the bounce via some mechanism such as reheating [13,23,24].

4Without loss of generality, the bounce can be set to take place around φ = 0. Also we note that the subsequent
discussion holds true for singular bounce scenarios as well, as far as the conditions (2) and (3) are satisfied.
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with the potential V (φ) obeying the condition

V (φ) → −2V0 e
−λ|φ| for large |φ|, (3)

where V0 and λ are positive constants.5 The above is clearly satisfied by the ekpyrotic potentials
used in [10–16]. λ should be greater than

√
6, which is also required for suppressing the problematic

anisotropies [25]. In the regime remote from the bounce point, the equation of motion for the
homogeneous background field φ in a flat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe
can be simplified in the form of

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ V,φ≃ 0, (4)

where H ≡ ȧ/a with scale factor a is the Hubble parameter and V,φ ≡ dV
dφ

. In the above equation
we used over-dot to denote the time derivative. The energy density ρφ, the pressure pφ and the
equation of state wφ of the scalar field take the standard form, namely

ρφ ≃ 1

2
φ̇2 + V (φ), pφ ≃ 1

2
φ̇2 − V (φ), wφ ≃ φ̇2/2− V (φ)

φ̇2/2 + V (φ)
. (5)

The Einstein equations can be written as

3H2 = ρφ + ρm, (6)

− 2Ḣ = ρφ + pφ + (1 + wm)ρm. (7)

As stated in the Introduction, the bounce phase is followed by the kinetic expanding phase, in
which the kinetic energy density of φ dominates over the potential of φ and ρm, i.e. φ̇2 ≫ |V (φ)|
and ρφ ≃ φ̇2/2 ≫ ρm. Therefore, in this phase V (φ) and ρm can be neglected and the equations of
motion are reduced to

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇ ≃ 0, (8)

3H2 ≃ 1

2
φ̇2 ≃ −Ḣ. (9)

The solution is given by

H ≃ 1

3t
, φ̇ ≃

√

2

3

1

t
, φ ≃

√

2

3
log t+ φc, (10)

where φc is a constant. We have assumed that φ is evolving in the positive direction without loss of
generality. (10) shows that φ grows to infinity (logarithmically) with time, though the speed φ̇ keeps

decreasing. On the solution (10), φ̇2 goes as e−
√
6φ and hence neglecting the potential is justified

when |V (φ)| vanishes asymptotically faster than e−
√
6φ. This constraint is satisfied by the condition

(3) with λ >
√
6 which is indeed the case in the models investigated in the literature [10–16]. Since

wφ is almost 1, this expanding phase dilutes ρφ much faster than ρm with wm ≤ 1/3. Therefore the
universe eventually enters a matter/radiation dominated phase in which φ seems to play no role.
Thus, in the literature [10–16] this phase was presumed to correspond to the standard big bang
phase that in turn evolves to our observed universe. Below we will show that this is not the case,
since the subsequent evolution can lead to a contracting phase.

5The value of λ may be different for positive and negative φ.
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Let us denote some early moment of the kinetic phase by t0, at which φ0, ρ0 and ρm0 stand for
the value of φ, the kinetic energy density of φ and the radiation/matter energy density respectively.6

When the potential can be neglected, we have

1

2
φ̇2 ≃ e−6Nρ0, ρm = e−3(1+wm)Nρm0, (11)

where N is e-fold number. As 3H2 ≃ 1
2 φ̇

2 + ρm, it follows that

dφ

dN
≃
√

6

1 + ρm0

ρ0
exp(3(1 − wm)N)

, (12)

which gives

φ(N)− φ(N = 0) ≃ −
2
√

2
3

1− wm
log

[

e−
3
2
(1−wm)N

(

1 +

√

1 +
ρm0

ρ0
e3(1−wm)N

)]∣

∣

∣

∣

N

0

. (13)

As wm < 1 one can see that φ asymptotically freezes at a value

φfr ≡ φ(N = ∞) ≃ φ0 +
2
√

2
3

1− wm
log

1 +
√

1 + ρm0

ρ0
√

ρm0

ρ0

, (14)

where φ0 ≡ φ(N = 0). We emphasize that the expressions (11)-(14) are valid during the kinetic
phase (dominated by the kinetic energy density of φ) as well as radiation/matter dominated phase,
as far as the potential term can be neglected. The kinetic phase transits to the radiation/matter
dominated phase at t1, at which the kinetic energy density of φ is equal to the radiation/matter
energy density ρm. The e-fold number at t1 as well as ρm(t1) are determined by the condition
1
2 φ̇

2(t1) = ρm(t1) with (11) and we have

ρm(t1) ≃ ρ0

(

ρm0

ρ0

)
2

1−wm

. (15)

Using (13)-(14), the value of φ at the beginning of the radiation/matter domination reads

φ(t1) = φfr −
2
√

2
3

1− wm

log(1 +
√
2). (16)

Now we work out in detail the time evolution of φ during the radiation/matter domination phase.
During this phase ρm and H evolve as

ρm ≃ 4

3(1 + wm)2
1

(t+ c)2
, H ≃ 2

3(1 + wm)

1

t+ c
, (17)

where c is an integration constant fixed by an initial condition. As φ → φfr at large t, the potential
V (φ) approaches V (φfr) while the kinetic term of φ keeps decreasing to zero. Hence, at some

6We assume there is no matter generation after the moment t0, which e.g. might be chosen to be the moment of
the end of reheating.
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moment V,φ can not be ignored in the equations of motion anymore. When V,φ becomes non-
negligible, φ has already got frozen very close to φfr. This implies that in oder to approximately
obtain the time evolution of φ after t1 one can set φ = φfr for V,φ and solve

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ V,φ (φfr) ≃ 0. (18)

Using (3) for the potential and (17) for H, the solution of (18) is given by

φ̇(t) ≃
√

2ρm(t1)

(

t+ c

t1 + c

)− 2
1+wm

− 2(1 + wm)

3 +wm
λV0e

−λφfr(t− t1), (19)

φ(t) ≃ φfr −
1 + wm

2

√

2ρm(t1)

t1 + c

(

t+ c

t1 + c

)− 1−wm
1+wm

− 1 + wm

3 + wm
λV0e

−λφfr(t− t1)
2. (20)

Notice that the first term in (19) originates only from the Hubble friction, while the second term,
which corresponds to a constant-roll solution [26, 27], arises from the composite effect of both the
Hubble friction and the potential slope. From (19) it is clear that there exists a moment at which
φ̇ crosses zero and φ turns back. Let us denote the turn-back moment by t2, i.e. φ̇(t2) = 0. It
follows from (19) that t2 ≫ t1 assuming the hierarchy between λV0e

−λφfr and 2ρm(t1) (the total
energy density at t1). One can also see that when t > 2t2 the constant-roll part becomes dominant
in (19). We can thus safely say that when t > 2t2, φ̇(t) and φ(t) are approximately

φ̇(t) ≃ −2(1 + wm)

3 + wm

λV0e
−λφfr t, (21)

φ(t) ≃ φfr −
1 + wm

3 + wm

λV0e
−λφfr t2. (22)

Thus, after t2, φ starts rolling down the potential and ρφ decreases. Therefore, |ρφ| will eventually
overtake ρm, namely there will be a moment at which ρφ + ρm = 3H2 = 0. Once H crosses
the zero value and the universe enters a contracting phase dominated by φ, then this phase is
analogous to the initial ekpyrotic contracting phase (with reflection φ → −φ) that preceded the
bounce. One can therefore expect that it is followed by the second bounce phase (due to the ghost
condensation) and a subsequent kinetic expanding phase, succeeded by the regular matter/radiation
dominated expanding phase. In total, the background can evolve in a cyclic manner with the
repeated occurrence of the bounces. This picture will be confirmed by numerical analysis given in
the following section.

3 Numerical analysis

In this section we verify the above-mentioned results, by performing numerical analysis for two
kinds of models proposed in [10–16]7, which satisfy the general conditions (2) and (3). In addition
to the scalar field φ we include the regular matter fluid with a constant equation of state wm,
which we assume to be present before the bounce and to have no direct coupling to φ. Throughout
this section, we set the equation of state of the matter fluid to wm = 1/3 for explicit numerical
calculations. We obtained the analogous plots for other values of 0 ≤ wm < 1/3 as well but do not
show them here, since their qualitative behaviors remain the same as for wm = 1/3.

7A model in the recent work [16] gives the same background equations, once f(φ,X) appearing as a prefactor of
the Ricci scalar R becomes a function only of X.
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The first model we employ for numerics is the one studied in [10–12], in which the Lagrangian
of φ takes the form of

Lφ = [1− g(φ)]X + βX2 − V (φ) + γX�φ . (23)

Here �φ ≡ gµν∂µφ∂νφ. Function g(φ) and potential V (φ) are given by

g(φ) =
2g0

e
−
√

2
p
φ
+ e

bg

√

2
p
φ
, (24)

V (φ) = − 2V0

e
−
√

2
q
φ
+ e

bV

√

2
q
φ
, (25)

where β, γ, p, q, g0 > 1 and V0, bg, bV > 0 are model parameters. The last term γX�φ in the
Lagrangian is a higher order operator of Galileon type. The equation of motion for φ is

Pφ̈+Dφ̇+
dV (φ)

dφ
= 0, (26)

where

P = [1− g(φ)] + 6γHφ̇+ 3βφ̇2 +
3γ2

2
φ̇4, (27)

D = 3
(

H − γ

2
φ̇3
) [

[1− g(φ)] + 3γHφ̇+ βφ̇2
]

− 1

2

dg(φ)

dφ
φ̇− 3

2
γ(1 + wm)ρmφ̇. (28)

We did not include the contribution from anisotropic factors, since it can be made negligible
compared to ρφ [10, 11]. The energy density and pressure of φ are

ρφ =
1

2
(1− g)φ̇2 +

3

4
βφ̇4 + 3γHφ̇3 + V (φ), (29)

pφ =
1

2
(1− g)φ̇2 +

1

4
βφ̇4 − γφ̇2φ̈− V (φ) . (30)

The time evolution of the background field φ and ρm is obtained by solving (26), (6) and (7)
numerically. In this paper we choose the parameters

V0 = 10−7, g0 = 1.1, β = 5, γ = 10−3, (31)

bV = 5, bg = 0.5, p = 0.01, q = 0.1 (32)

and the initial conditions

φ = −2, φ̇ = 7.8× 10−6, H = −5.7× 10−6 (33)

as in [11]. The result is plotted in Figs. 2-7.
Figs. 2 and 3 show the overall evolution in the two-dimensional spaces (φ, H) and (φ, φ̇),

respectively. Fig. 2 confirms the result of Section 2 that the expansion phase after the bounce
transits to the contraction phase, which is followed by another bounce. As a whole, H and φ evolve
in a cyclic manner following the blue arrows so that the universe experiences phase transitions:
the initial contracting phase (blue line), the first bounce phase (orange line), the expanding phase
(green line), the contracting phase (red dashed line), the second bounce phase (black dashed line)
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Figure 2: The evolution in the two-dimensional space (H, φ) for the model used in [10–12]. The
small black disk indicates the starting point of the evolution set by the initial conditions given
in (33). The blue arrows show the direction of the time evolution. The initial contracting phase
(blue line) is followed by the (first) bounce phase (orange line), the expanding phase (green line),
the contracting phase (red dashed line), the (second) bounce phase (black dashed line) and the
expanding phase (purple dashed line). The dashed lines represent new features which were not
noticed in the literature.

and the expanding phase (purple dashed line). Fig. 3 is supplementary to Fig. 2 and depicts the
dynamics of φ oscillating within finite elongation. In Fig. 4 we plot the evolution of the e-fold
number (the scale factor), and this plot shows that the contracting phase occurring after the first
bounce lasts for a much shorter period than the expanding phases, and therefore the e-fold number
increases in total but not monotonically.

In Fig. 5 we plot the inverse of the equation of state w−1
φ , since the energy density ρφ can vanish

to give infinite wφ. Fig. 5 demonstrates that the equation of state wφ becomes nearly 1 after the
first bounce, so during this phase ρφ dilutes more rapidly than the regular matter. Furthermore,
some time later the equation of state wφ deviates from wφ ≃ 1 and approaches wφ . −1 as said
in Section 2. Fig. 6 shows the evolution of the energy densities ρφ and ρm, while Fig. 7 displays
that of φ̇2/2, −V (φ), ρm and −ρφ. In particular, Fig. 7 explains how the phase transition from
expansion to contraction takes place in terms of the interplay between various energy components.
All features shown in the figures are consistent with the argument given in Section 2.

Next, let us consider the model proposed in [14,15]. The Lagrangian for φ is given by

Lφ =

[

1− 2

(1 + φ2/2)2

]

X +
q

(1 + φ2/2)2
X2 − V (φ), (34)

where the potential V (φ) is

V (φ) = − 2V0

e−
√
2ǫφ + e

√
2ǫφ

. (35)
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Figure 3: The evolution in the two-dimensional space(φ̇, φ) for the model used in [10–12]. The
blue arrows in the small plot show the direction of the time evolution. The yellow stars refer to the
bounces.
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Figure 4: The e-fold number as a function of cosmic time t for the model used in [10–12]. The
yellow stars refer to the bounces. The small inserts are blowups of the e-fold number around the
second bounce, and its time ticks do not indicate the absolute cosmic time but relative value to
t = 1.348830809646355 × 1028.
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Figure 5: Numerical plot of the inverse equation of state of φ as a function of cosmic time t for the
model used in [10–12]. The parameters and initial values are chosen as in [11] (see (31)-(33)). The
yellow stars refer to the bounces. The small inner insert is a blowup plot around the first bounce,
while the small lower insert is a blowup around the second bounce. The red dashed vertical line
indicates the moment where the expanding phase transits to the contracting phase.

Here ǫ is a positive model parameter. We add to the above model the regular matter with energy
density ρm and the equation of state wm, which corresponds to matter field χ in [15].

The above Lagrangian satisfies the conditions (2) and (3) presented in Section 2, and thus one
can expect that in this model φ and H evolve in an analogous way to the previous model. Indeed,
the numerical analysis confirms this expectation. For numerical calculations, we choose the model
parameters as 8

ǫ = 10, V0 = 10−10, q = 108. (36)

The initial conditions are chosen so that the first bounce occurs at φ = 0, i.e.

φ(t = 0) = 0, φ̇(t = 0) =

√

2

3q
, H(t = 0) = 0. (37)

In Figs. 8 and 9 we present the evolution in the two-dimensional space (H,φ) and the inverse of
equation of state of φ as a function of cosmic time,9 respectively. In particular, in Fig. 8 the cyclic
behavior of the background evolution is manifest.

8The value of V0 here is different from the one in [15]. One can see that qV0 should be less than 1/4 in order to
have a bounce at φ = 0. For the parameters there qV0 is equal to 2.

9In Fig. 9, the reason for the appearance of the spikes at some times, e.g. around t = 104, differently from Fig. 5,
is that the pressure of φ for the model under consideration vanishes at those points due to the special nature of the
kinetic term.
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Figure 6: The energy densities ρφ and ρm as a function of cosmic time t for the model used
in [10–12]. The inner insert shows a blowup of the energy densities around the first bounce. The
lower insert shows ρφ with negative value. At some moment (around t = 1.34 × 1028) ρφ starts
to increase, indicating that the universe transits from the expanding phase to a new contracting
phase.

4 Viability of the cyclic scenario

So far we have seen that a certain class of single bounce models studied in the literature [10–16]
generally features cyclic occurrence of bounces. However these scenarios can not be cosmologically
viable, since the potential is always negative and hence it is impossible to account for the currently
observed late-time accelerated expansion. Therefore, an obvious and simplest modification would
be to lift the potential by a small positive constant VDE, i.e. the potential of φ at large φ (cf. (3))
takes the form of10

V (φ) ≃ VDE − 2V0e
−λφ. (38)

Indeed, this model is identical with that proposed in [22], which argued qualitatively that this kind
of model gives rise to the new kind of cyclic universe that accounts for the currently observed dark

10Another option could be to modify the potential in such a way that it has a bump before the positive plateau as
proposed in [28] (cf. Fig 2 thereof). In this case, φ could grow to infinity after going over the bump and the model
would remain as a single bounce one.
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Figure 7: Numerical plot of φ̇2/2, −V (φ), ρm and −ρφ as a function of cosmic time t for the model
used in [10–12]. The deep red dotted vertical line in the upper plot indicates the moment in which
φ turns the direction of its motion. The lower plot shows a blowup of the energy densities around
the moment, depicted by a purple vertical line, at which ρφ + ρm = 0 and the universe transits
from the expansion to the contraction.

energy. In this section we investigate constraints that are required for the model to be viable at the
background level (i.e. in order to be consistent with the observed late-time accelerated expansion)
as well as from the view point of the cosmological perturbation.

4.1 Background dynamics

We consider the background evolution during the kinetic expanding phase, radiation/matter dom-
inated phase and the dark energy dominated phase. The evolution of the energy densities during
these phases is drawn in Fig.10. Let us denote by tCC the moment at which the energy density of
radiation/matter equals that of φ. From tCC on the universe enters the phase dominated by the
energy density of φ. ρCC stands for the energy density of φ at the moment tCC and is to be re-
garded as a source of the observed dark energy/cosmological constant, which is of the order 10−120

in Planck units. Furthermore, in order to be consistent with the currently observed accelerated
expansion, the equation of state of φ at tCC should be close to −1. Therefore, we require the kinetic

12
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Figure 8: The evolution in the two-dimensional space (H, φ) for the model used in [14, 15]. The
small black disk indicates the initial point (t = −105) of the numerical analysis, and the blue arrows
indicate the direction of the time evolution. Three bounces are shown in this figure.

energy density of φ at tCC to be much smaller than ρCC , namely

1

2
φ̇2(tCC) <

ρCC

10
. (39)

It then follows from (21) that

2V0e
−λφfr

ρCC
<

√

3

20
(3 + wm)

1

λ
, (40)

and using (14), we obtain

√

ρm0

ρ0

1 +
√

1 + ρm0

ρ0

<

(

ρCC

2λV0
eλφ0

)
1−wm

λ

√

3
8

, (41)

where we have ignored O(1) factors.
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Figure 9: Numerical plot of the inverse of equation of state of φ as a function of cosmic time for
the model used in [14,15]. The yellow star indicates the second bounce (the first bounce is at t = 0
outside the plot) and the inner insert is its blowup plot.

One can verify the constraint (41) numerically. In Fig.11 we plot evolution of energy densities
for the model parameters given by11

V0 = 5× 10−4, VDE = 2.2× 10−34, λ = 5
√
20, wm =

1

3
, (42)

and for the initial conditions

φ0 = 0, φ̇0 =
√
2, ρm0 = 0.3, (43)

at t0 = 1/
√
3. For these model parameters and initial condition the left hand side of (41) is about

0.25592, while the right hand side is about 0.25666.
For the same model but with slightly different initial conditions given by

φ0 = 0, φ̇0 =
√
2, ρm0 = 0.3011, (44)

11This choice of VDE leads to ρCC ≃ 2.2 × 10−34, which is, of course, unrealistic (the observationally consistent
one is ρCC ∼ 10−120). This example aims only to illustrate the validity of the constraint (41).
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Figure 10: Schematic log-log plot of the energy densities from the kinetic phase to the dark energy
dominated phase. The green line indicates the regular radiation/matter energy density, while the
blue and red lines refer to the kinetic and potential energy densities of the scalar field.
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Figure 11: Numerical log-log plot of energy densities as a function of cosmic time. The model
parameters and the detailed choice of the initial conditions are described in (42) and (43). As can
be seen from the plots, the analytic solution (19) (plotted as blue dashed curve) is very close to
the numeric solution (plotted as red curve). The inner insert is a blowup plot of energy densities
at around t = tCC . The black curve in the inner insert is a plot of analytic solution with taking
into account the improved estimate (47).

the left hand side and the right hand side of (41) are 0.256335 and 0.25618, respectively, and thus
the constraint is slightly violated. Indeed, according to the numerical result shown in Fig. 12 we
find that the equation of state of φ at tCC is about −0.77, which implies that the initial condition
(44) and the chosen model parameters are not consistent with the observation.

The constraint (41) deserves some remarks. First, it gives the upper bound on the portion that
the radiation/matter energy density can take in the total energy density at the end of the bounce
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Figure 12: Numerical log-log plot of energy densities as a function of cosmic time. Here the initial
conditions are described in (44). The inner insert is a blowup plot of energy densities at around
t = tCC .

phase. For instance, for the parameters given by V0 = 10−7, λ = 5
√
20, ρCC = 10−120, and the

initial value φ0 = 0.28, the constraint (41) gives

ρm0

ρ0
< 3.3× 10−4. (45)

This restricts the possible particle production by the bounce reheating mechanism (see e.g. [13],
where it was claimed that the radiation/matter energy density generated by the gravitational Parker
production during the bounce phase is O(10−3) of the total energy density).

Second, the upper bound of the reheating temperature Tre can be also derived from (41), using
(15). For example, for the same model parameters as in the above paragraph we find

Tre < 1.2× 10−5, (46)

where we used in (15) ρm(t1) = π2g∗
30 T 4

re with the relativistic degrees of freedom g∗ = 100 (the
energy density of φ at φ = φ0 is obtained numerically ρ0 ≃ 1.8× 10−8).

Finally, the constraint (41) is necessary but not sufficient condition for the model to be consistent
with the observation. This is related to the validity range of the solutions (19)-(22). In fact, the
above estimate for φ̇(t) and φ(t) is valid only when φfr − φ(t) . 1/λ for t > t2, since otherwise
the potential term cannot be regarded as constant. Instead, the total energy of φ becomes almost
conservative as φ(t) crosses this bound, since from this moment the Hubble friction term in the
equation of motion of φ becomes much smaller than the other two terms and hence can be neglected.
This allows us to obtain a rough estimate for φ̇(t) in this regime, namely

φ̇(t) ≃ −
√

2(VDE − ρCC) tan

(

λ

√

VDE − ρCC

2
t+ c1

)

, (47)

where the integration constant c1 can be determined by using the continuity condition. Obviously
(47) grows with time more rapidly than (21). Note that in reality φ̇(t) increases slightly slower
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than (47), due to the accumulative effect of the small Hubble friction, but still more rapidly than
(21). Therefore, the condition (41) obtained by using (21) for φ̇(tCC) into (39) is weaker than the
one that uses the exact φ̇(tCC), which implies that (41) is necessary but not sufficient condition.

We conclude this subsection with comments on the periodicity of the cyclic evolution and
entropy problem. The authors of [22] argued that all physical quantities such as the Hubble
parameter evolve periodically, though the scale factor grows from one cycle to the next. Indeed,
due to the nature of the ekpyrotic attractor solution,12 H, φ̇ and φ return to the same values during
the ekpyrotic phase in each cycle. It is, however, important to ensure that matter/radiation energy
density also undergoes a periodic evolution in cyclic scenarios. It is because without any additional
generation during each cycle, matter/radiation energy density would keep being diluted cycle by
cycle, as the scale factor experiences a net growth during each cycle. For this, there should be some
reheating mechanism that generates the (approximately) same amount of matter/radiation during
each cycle. For instance, it was shown in [13] that the gravitational Parker particle production
allows the matter/radiation energy density to be generated up to O(10−3) of the background
energy density during the ekpyrotic contraction and the bounce phase for the nonsingular (single)
bounce model (23). The total amount of matter/radiation energy density produced during these
two phases are given by [13]

ρnewm ≃ Υ2

96π2

[

log

(

aB−HB−
aEHE

)

+ (4Υ2(tB+ − tB)
4 −Υ(tB+ − tB)

2 − 1)2 log

(

aB
aB−HB−

)]

, (48)

where the quantities with the subscripts B, B−, B+ and E stand for those at the bounce moment,
the beginning and end of the bounce phase and the beginning of the ekpyrotic phase, respectively.
And the time evolution of H during the bounce phase is assumed to be H(t) ≃ Υ(t− tB). Notice
that in spite of the overall growth of the scale factor the right hand side of (48) takes the same
value in each cycle.13 This implies that the same amount of the new matter/radiation is generated
during every ekpyrotic contraction and every bounce phase, leading to periodic evolution of the
matter/radiation energy density and the entropy density.

Notice that the scale factor, however, does not evolve in a cyclic manner. There is a large amount
of the net growth of the scale factor over the course of one cycle [17, 20, 30, 31], which is mainly
due to the fact that the scale factor changes very slowly during the ekpyrotic contracting phase.
This total growth of the scale factor is indeed important for the cyclic scenarios to be compatible
with the second law of thermodynamics: Although the entropy density returns to approximately
the same value after each cycle, the total entropy of the universe does increase all the time in
accordance with the second law of thermodynamics.

4.2 Constraints from the cosmological perturbation

Smoothing and flattening of the universe during the ekpyrotic phase (which is also needed to avoid
BKL instability) is easily achieved for large values of λ [2, 11,20,22], since the equation of state in

this phase is approximately λ2

3 −1. Here the potential approximately takes the form of V (φ) ∼ V0e
λφ

during the ekpyrotic phase with φ < 0.14 One may therefore naively think that a great value of λ is

12One can easily see that during the ekpyrotic phase H2

|V (φ)|
and φ̇2

H2 are almost constant (cf. [29]).
13This can be seen as follows. The Hubble parameter at the beginning of the ekpyrotic phase is approximately

HE ≃ −

√

VDE/3. Furthermore, the ratios
aB−

aE

and aB

aB−

do not change from one cycle to the next, because H , φ

and φ̇ return to their original values at the beginning of the bounce phase of every cycle. The same holds for Υ and
tB+ − tB.

14Note that the value of λ is different from that appearing in (38) when the potential is asymmetric with respect
to φ → −φ as in e.g. [10].
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phenomenologically preferable. This is, however, not the case for the non-singular cyclic scenarios,
since for large values of λ it is difficult for the amplitude of curvature perturbations to reach the
observed value, as we show below.

We first make sure that observationally relevant modes exit the horizon during the ekpyrotic
phase. Without loss of generality, let us take a turnaround (at which H = 0 after dark energy
phase) as the beginning of each cycle, see Fig. 13. Since the comoving Hubble radius decreases
only in dark energy dominated phase and the ekpyrotic phase, the quantum modes can exit the
Hubble horizon to transit to classical stochastic modes only in these phases.

It can be easily seen that |aH| takes the minimum value at the beginning of the dark energy
phase in each cycle.15 One can show that |aH| during the dark energy phase in the preceding
cycle must be smaller than this minimum value of |aH| during the current cycle by using the fact
that H evolves in a cyclic manner. It then follows that the modes crosses the horizon during the
dark energy dominated phase can never enter the horizon in the subsequent cycles. Therefore, only
quantum modes whose “horizon exits” occur during the ekpyrotic phase can become observationally
relevant, see Fig. 13.

|aH|

t

previous cycle current cycle

H < 0 H > 0
turnaround

k

kΛ

ΛD

Figure 13: A sketch of evolution of |aH|, inverse of the comoving Hubble radius, with respect
to the cosmic time t. The green curve indicates the ekpyrotic contracting phase, while the red
curve denotes the kinetic phase. The rest of the phases are drawn in blue. “ΛD” stands for “dark
energy domination”. The first steep valley corresponds to the transition phase from expansion to
contraction and the second one to the bounce phase. The k-mode quantum perturbation which
exits the horizon during the ekpyrotic phase (represented by the small black circle), while the kΛ-
mode crossing the horizon during the dark energy phase in the previous cycle (represented by the
small green circle) does not enter the horizon in the subsequent cycles.

There have been lots of attempts to construct a ekpyrotic/cyclic scenario with a (nearly) scale-
invariant spectrum of curvature perturbations, see [2] for a review. As mentioned above, the obser-

15One can assume that the turnaround and the bounce occur very fast so that these phases can be ignored in
further discussion, even though all modes enter the horizon near at H = 0.
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vationally relevant modes exit the horizon during the ekpyrotic phase. A well-known mechanism
for generating a scale-invariant curvature fluctuations during the ekpyrotic phase is to introduce a
second scalar χ whose perturbations are entropic and become (nearly) scale-invariant during the
ekpyrotic phase, see e.g. [15] and references therein. There are two options for χ proposed in the
literature. The first one is that χ has a canonical kinetic term and an unstable potential [32–34].
But this option does not fit well with the cyclic scenario, since the background solution during the
ekpyrotic phase is not an attractor any more [35]. The second option is to let χ have a non-minimal
kinetic coupling to φ [36–40]. In this option the background solution looks stable [38, 40] in the
sense that it does not require fine-tuning of initial conditions, and thus it can avoid the issue raised
in [41]. And it was argued in [22] that this option is suitable for a cyclic scenario due to lack of the
instability and low non-gaussianity.

In either case the final amplitude of curvature perturbations is proportional to the amplitude
δsB− of the entropic fluctuation at the end of the ekpyrotic contraction [15,38,42,43], with the pro-
portionality factor F ranging from O(10−1) to O(104), which depends on the conversion efficiency
as well as whether the conversion occurs after the bounce or not [15]. What is more, it follows
from the (nearly) scale-invariance that |δsB−|2 is of the same order of magnitude as the potential
V (φB−) at the end of the ekpyrotic phase, namely [15,38]

|δsB−|2 ≃

(

λ2

2 − 1
)2

|V (φB−)|

2
(

λ2

2 − 3
)

1

k2ν
, (49)

where ν = 2 − 1
2ns ≃ 3

2 and ns is the scalar spectral tilt. This leads to the power spectrum of
curvature perturbation R

∆2
R ≡ k3

2π2
|Rfinal|2 ≃

F2

4π2

(

λ2

2 − 1
)2

(

λ2

2 − 3
) |V (φB−)|, (50)

where Rfinal stands for the curvature perturbation at the end of conversion process and we ignored
the small scale dependence. The observed value of ∆2

R = 2.4 × 10−9 therefore indicates that
λ2|V (φB−)| is at least of the order of 10−15. The potential energy density |V (φB−)| at the end of the
ekpyrotic phase has been identified as the “potential depth” in the literature on the ekpyrotic/cyclic
scenarios (e.g. [15,34]). For this reason, it was estimated in the literature that the potential depth
is at least of the order of (10−4Mpl)

4 [15].
Notice that |V (φB−)| is not the potential depth any more for the non-singular cyclic scenarios

such as the one under consideration in this paper, as we show shortly. In fact, |V (φB−)| decreases
very rapidly (almost exponentially) as λ increases, for a fixed value of V0 in (38) (that is the true

potential depth). Since V0 should be at sub-Planck scale, one can see that λ can not be arbitrarily
large.

To be concrete, we derive λ-dependence of |V (φB−)| for the non-singular model (34) considered
in [14,15] for which Einstein equations are

3H2 =
1

2
K(φ)φ̇2 +

3

4
Q(φ)φ̇4 + V (φ), (51)

Ḣ = −1

2
K(φ)φ̇2 − 1

2
Q(φ)φ̇4, (52)

where

K(φ) ≡ 1− 2
(

1 + 1
2φ

2
)2 , Q(φ) ≡ q

(

1 + 1
2φ

2
)2 , V (φ) =

V0

cosh λφ
. (53)
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We ignored the radiation/matter energy density in the above equations. This is because as men-
tioned in the previous subsection, the radiation/matter energy density generated during the ekpy-
rotic and bounce phases is at most 3 orders of magnitude smaller than the total background energy
density.

From (51) we obtain

φ̇2 =

|K(φ)|
2 +

√

K(φ)2

4 + 3Q(φ)(|V (φ)|+ 3H2)

3
2Q(φ)

. (54)

Note that K(φ) < 0 during the bounce phase. On the other hand, Ḣ vanishes at φB−. It then
follows that

4Q(φB−)
(

|V (φB−)|+ 3H2
B−
)

= K(φB−)
2. (55)

During the ekpyrotic contraction, 3H2 ∼ 1
λ2−6

|V |. Moreover, as the ekpyrotic phase ends and the

bounce phase is coming, 3H2 does not increase as fast as |V |, which implies that 3H2/|V | becomes
much less than 1/(λ2 − 6) at the beginning of the bounce phase. We therefore have for sufficiently
large values of λ

4Q(φB−)|V (φB−)| ≃ K(φB−)
2, (56)

or

4qV0 ≃ cosh λφB−

(

1 +
1

2
φ2
B− − 2

1 + 1
2φ

2
B−

)2

≡ F (λ, φB−). (57)

We show the plot of F (λ, φB−) for several fixed value of λ in Fig.14. The function F (λ, x) van-

ishes at |x| =
√

2(
√
2− 1), and F (λ, 0) = 1. There is one local maximum for x ∈

(

−
√

2(
√
2− 1), 0

)

and we denote the maximum point by xmax. It then follows from (57) that

−
√

2(
√
2− 1) < φB− < xmax. (58)

Note that the bounce phase begins for the negative value of φB−, assuming that φ is evolving
in the positive direction without loss of generality. One can expect that xmax gets closer to

−
√

2(
√
2− 1) ≃ −0.91 as λ increases. Indeed, xmax is a solution of

λ tanh(|xmax|λ) =
4|xmax|[8 + (x2max + 2)2]

[8− (x2max + 2)2](x2max + 2)
, (59)

which can be reduced into

|xmax| ≃
√

2(
√
2− 1)− 2

λ
, (60)

for sufficiently large λ. The numerical analysis confirms the above estimate of xmax, see Fig.15,
where we also show the allowed (blue-colored) region in the φB−-λ plane. As can be seen from
Fig.15, the greater λ is, the more squeezed the allowed interval of φB− becomes.
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(blue-shadowed) region of φB− given by (58). Analytic dependence of xmax on λ is approximately
given by (60). The black points indicate the numerically determined values of φB− for fixed
q = 2.7× 107, V0 = 10−8 and various values of λ.

Combining (58) with (60) then gives (see also Fig.15)

|V (φB−)| =
V0

cosh(λφB−)
.

V0

cosh

(

√

2(
√
2− 1)λ− 2

) , (61)
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which confirms the above-mentioned expectation. We therefore conclude from (50) that

F2

4π2

(

λ2

2 − 1
)2

(

λ2

2 − 3
)

V0

cosh

(

√

2(
√
2− 1)λ− 2

) & 2.4× 10−9, (62)

or

(

λ2

2 − 3
)

cosh

(

√

2(
√
2− 1)λ− 2

)

(

λ2

2 − 1
)2 . 107F2V0. (63)

We emphasize that the crucial assumption in deriving this constraint is that |V | ≫ 3H2 ≫ ρm
holds at the beginning of the bounce phase. The first inequality is easily satisfied, provided that λ
is sufficiently large and the ekpyrotic attractor solution is valid until the beginning of the bounce
phase. And the validity of the second one was provided in the previous subsection.

The role of the constraint (63) is twofold. First and obviously, it gives the upper bound on λ,
namely

λ . 38, (64)

which is obtained by taking into account that V0 should be less than (10−1Mpl)
4 in order to neglect

the quantum gravity effect. We also used that F can be at most of the order of 104 [15]. Second,
it tells us the preferable phase where the conversion process occurs, for given values of λ and V0.
For instance, it follows from the constraint (63) that the proportionality factor F is at least

F & 1.3, (65)

for the model parameters λ =
√
20, V0 = 2 × 10−8 as in [15]. This implies that in this case the

conversion from entropic fluctuations to curvature perturbations has to occur after the bounce
phase, otherwise the proportionality factor F would be less than 1/3 [35,43].

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have studied the post-bounce background dynamics in bouncing models, in which
the cosmic bounce is driven by a scalar field φ with negative exponential potential such as the ekpy-
rotic potential [10–16]. In particular, we have started our investigation from the kinetic expanding
phase on, where the kinetic term of φ is canonical and dominates over potential leading to wφ ≃ 1.
In this phase, ρφ dilutes faster than regular matter or radiation, so the universe will eventually
enter the phase dominated by matter or radiation. Therefore, in the literature [2, 3, 10–16] this
phase was assumed to be the same as the standard big bang expanding phase, totally ignoring the
dynamics of φ, and there would be only one bounce.

We have shown that the scalar actually plays an important role even during matter/radiation
dominated expanding phase, due to the nontrivial dynamics of the scalar field with negative ex-
ponential potential, and that the post-bounce expanding universe dominated by matter/radiation
does not correspond to that of the standard big bang cosmology. Instead, our analytic and nu-
merical analyses, performed for two explicit single bounce models with the ghost condensation and
the ekpyrotic-like potential [10–16], show that the scalar field oscillates within limited elongation
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and the universe accordingly undergoes repeated bounces leading to the cyclic universe. These
cyclic evolutions, however, can not allow for the observed late-time accelerated expansion because
the potential energy is always negative, and hence this class of models can not be cosmologically
viable.

As an attempt to resolve this problem, we considered a new kind of cyclic model proposed
in [22] and derived constraints in terms of the upper bound of ρm0/ρ0, the radiation/matter energy
density (generated via reheating) relative to the total energy density for given model parameters.
We also found the additional constraint on the exponent λ of the ekpyrotic potential by consider-
ing cosmological perturbations. Since observationally relevant modes exit the horizon during the
ekpyrotic phase, a best way known in the literature to generate a scale-invariant spectrum is to
introduce a entropic field. The final amplitude of curvature perturbations is eventually determined
by that of entropic fluctuations δsB− at the end of ekpyrotic phase, while |δsB−|2 is of the same
order of the potential V (φB−) at the end of the ekpyrotic phase. We have shown that |V (φB−)|
decreases very rapidly (almost exponentially) with respect to λ and derived a upper bound on λ
for the curvature perturbations to have an amplitude in accord with the observed value.

Finally, we note that there is still an issue in embedding the non-singular bounce models into
the cyclic scenarios. Conversion from the entropic fluctuation to curvature perturbations requires
bending of the trajectory in the field space, which is typically implemented by a repulsive potential.
The bending may not give a significant influence on the background dynamics during a (first)
few cycles. But if the bending of the trajectory is accumulated for several (or more) cycles, the
background fields can deviate from the cyclic solution, which implies a termination of the cyclic
evolution of the universe. One can avoid this issue by using the phoenix picture of the cyclic
universe [35]. The other way of avoiding this issue can be to implement the conversion without
using the repulsive potential, as in [44, 45]. The authors of [44, 45] showed that the conversion is
possible via only the kinetic coupling between φ and the entropic field χ. If there is only kinetic
coupling, then χ̇ = 0 can become a fixed-curved solution [40]. However, one needs to turn on
χ̇ again for converting the entropic fluctuations to curvature perturbations, and the efficiency of
conversion depends on the magnitude of χ̇ during the conversion period. It seems, however, that
χ̇ decreases cycle by cycle, which results in the conversion becoming inefficient after several cycles.
We hope to pursue this issue in the future work.
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