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We heal the cosmological constant problem by means of a cancellation mechanism that adopts
a phase transition during which quantum fluctuations are eliminated. To this purpose, we propose
that a generalized scalar (dark) matter field with a non-vanishing pressure term can remove the
vacuum energy contribution, if its corresponding thermodynamics is written in terms of a quasi-
quintessence representation. In such a picture, pressure differs from quintessence as it shows a zero
kinetic contribution. Using this field, we investigate a metastable transition phase, in which the
universe naturally passes through an inflationary phase. To reach this target, we single out a dou-
ble exponential potential, describing the metastable inflationary dynamics by considering suitable
boundaries and thermodynamic conditions. We analyze stability investigating saddle, stable and
unstable points and we thus predict a chaotic inflation that mimics the Starobinsky exponential
potential. Consequently, the role of the proposed dark matter field is investigated throughout the
overall universe evolution. To do so, we provide a physical explanation on unifying the dark sector
with inflation by healing the cosmological constant problem.

PACS numbers: 98.80.Cq, 98.80.-k, 98.80.Es

I. INTRODUCTION

Unified dark energy models aim at describing dark en-
ergy and dark matter by means of a single fluid [IH6].
The universe’s dynamics in the standard standard cos-
mological puzzle is characterized with pressureless dark
matter and a dark energy contribution, exhibiting nega-
tive pressurdﬂ[l()—l?)]. The dark fluid [14HI6] fully degen-
erates with the ACDM paradigm, so that one can naively
consider it as a fluid with constant pressure, whereas the
density p relates to the barotropic index w as p o w™!
[I7]. Among the several ways to obtain this scenario, for
example it is possible to demand that the adiabatic index
vanishes for a given barotropic fluid [I8], or alternatively
to approach the scenario by means of a purely adiabatic
fluid, whose sound speed identically vanishes. However,
it has been argued that this model naturally leads to a
zero sound speed and thus there is no need to fix it by
hand a priori [15, 19]. Although a dark fluid with con-
stant pressure entirely matches the standard cosmologi-
cal model, it is not able to describe inflation [20H22] and
to fix the cosmological constant problem [23H25]. The
cosmological constant problem states that it is not pos-
sible to remove, from the cosmological puzzle, quantum
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For instance, within the Chaplygin and modified Chaplygin gas
models [THI], baryons contribute to visible matter, whereas the
dark sector emerges from the Chaplygin non-vanishing pressure.
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vacuum energy whose fluctuations gravitateﬂ A possibil-
ity would be to reduce the large value of A through some
mechanism of cancellatiorﬂ One may wonder whether
the dark fluid can provide a mechanism of cancellation
for A, overcoming the ACDM issues [26]. For the sake
of completeness, a key point of inflationary epoch is that
the energy density is taken to be constant, i.e. it cannot
be reduced by space expansion.

In this work, we propose a novel unified model that
suggests how to unify dark energy and inflation by heal-
ing the cosmological constant problem. Our goal is to
provide a picture in which the universe is accelerated by
quantum fluctuations of vacuum energy and undergoes a
phase transition from small to large scalar fields. Dur-
ing this phase, the universe is metastable and is fuelled
by a double exponential potential (in analogy to solid
state physics), acting to remove the cosmological con-
stant term through a cancellation mechanism that ex-
tends the one proposed in [26]. We interpret the emerg-
ing scalar field as a matter field with non-zero pressure.
After the transition, the matter field behaves as a quasi-
quintessence (QQ) scalar field, which significantly dif-
fers from quintessence because of the pressure deﬁnitiorﬁ

2 The cosmological constant problem is based on two sub-issues:
discordance between predictions and observations of the cosmo-
logical constant, named fine-tuning problem, and the strange fact
that matter and A show very close magnitudes today, known as
coincidence problem.

3 All possibilities discussed in the literature take into account mod-
ifications or extensions of the whole description, complicating de
facto the standard cosmological paradigm.

4 A similar approach has been developed in [27] and [28].
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We study dynamics and thermodynamic properties of the
QQ field, and then we analyze the role of the QQ field
in removing the vacuum energy contribution. Under this
scheme, we demonstrate that early and late times can be
unified into a single scheme, if one invokes the QQ po-
tential with appropriate boundary conditions. These give
rise to a Starobinsky-like potential, quite similar to the
solid state physics Morse potential, with an inflationary
phase characterized by attractors. The stability analysis
shows that our potential is chaotic, mimicking the dark
fluid after the transition. In this respect, our inflation-
ary scenario unifies the pictures provided by old and new
inflation into a single scheme. Here, the phase transition
induces the mechanism responsible for removing vacuum
energy, whereas chaotic inflation is responsible for the
graceful exit from inflation. We finally discuss how to
overcome the coincidence and fine-tuning problems and
how to interpret our model as a dark fluid that mimics
the ACDM model, fuelled however by a bare cosmological
constant contribution.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section [[, we
provide the Lagrangian formulation of the QQ model.
In Section [T} the background cosmology of the new
paradigm is shown, with a focus on its thermodynam-
ics properties. In Section [[V] we explain the strategy
to unify dark energy and inflation by means of a dou-
ble exponential potential, where boundary conditions are
imposed accordingly. The inflationary dynamics is then
described in Section [V} in terms of stability, slow roll
approximation and number of e-foldings. In Section
we discuss the theoretical consequences of our model. Fi-
nally, Section [VIII]is dedicated to the final remarks and
conclusions.

II. A QUASI-QUINTESSENCE UNIFIED
MODEL

To construct the QQ model, we require the universe
to accelerate at late times, guaranteeing structures to
form at early times, and counterbalancing vacuum energy
at primordial times. We thus seek for a unified dark
energy model able to describe inflation and to heal the
cosmological constant problem. Hence, we write down
the main ingredients of the QQ scenario [26]:

- a single fluid, represented by the QQ field, account-
ing for baryons and cold dark matter;

- dark matter with non-vanishing pressure, counter-
balancing the quantum vacuum energy effects;

- pressureless baryons approximated by dust, as in
the standard ACDM model;

- a first-order phase transition is assumed to occur.
The total energy is fixed through a Lagrange multi-
plier that, under suitable physical conditions, natu-
rally suggests an emergent constant negative pres-
sure describing the universe after the transition;

- after the transition, the magnitude of the afore-
mentioned pressure is comparable to the critical
density. The corresponding scenario mimics the
ACDM paradigm, but it represents de facto a dark
fluid model.

A. Lagrangian formulation

The effective Lagrangian representation describing our
QQ model is given by:

The kinetic functions K and Y and the Lagrangian mul-
tiplier A, which constraints the overall energy content
of the universe, do not require any a priori functional
form. The whole Lagrangian depends upon a scalar field
¢ and its kinetic term X = ¢**V,pV3¢/2, being g**
the metric tensor; the function v(y) plays the role of
the specific inertial mass. The interacting potential V' is
strictly requested to yield the first-order phase transition
mentioned abovd’l From the variation of the action with
respect to A, ¢ and ¢®?, we obtain, respectively,

Y =0, (2)
Lo—=Val(LxVip) =0, 3)
Top = LxVapVpe — (K =V)gas, (4)

where the subscripts preceded by the comma label partial
derivatives, so that L x = K x =V x +AY x and £ , =
Keo—=Veo+AY,v,.

Defining an effective 4-velocity vo, = Vap/v2X, the
energy-momentum tensor then reads

Taﬁ = 2X£,XUQU5 — (K - V) Gaps (5)
whose density and pressure become

,0:2X£,X - (K,V) ) (6)
P=K-V. (7)

As proved in [26], to guarantee structure formation, the
pressure before and after the transition must be constant.
As the potential V' takes constant (although different)
values during these phases, it follows that K = Ko =
const, being this constant the same before and after the
transition, as we shall see in the next Section. Bearing
this in mind, we find

p=2XLx+V(p), (8)
P=-V(), 9)

where V() =V — Ky. We note that K taken as a con-
stant does not imply neither X nor £ x to be constants.

5 V could be chosen arbitrarily, albeit the simplest one is a fourth-
order symmetry-breaking potential.



However, for the sake of simplicity, it is licit to fix £ x
to a given value, as we will discuss later on.

Within the framework of unified dark energy mod-
els, the QQ paradigm is not merely a slightly departing
quintessence-like fluid, but rather it can be considered as
an alternative version mainly different from quintessence,
written in terms of a “new” modified energy momentum
tensor. We shall explore better this point in what follows.

B. General treatment of quasi-quintessence

The general treatment, corresponding to the case in
which K is not a constant (during the transition phase),
does not lead a priori to a QQ model. The main dif-
ferences in terms of density and pressure between the
quintessence and the QQ approaches occur from the
energy-momentum tensor shift

Q QQ 12}2
T;u/ - T;U/ = 7 ('U#’Ul, - gl“’) ’ (10)
where conventionally we considered a generic scalar field,
1, labelling both quintessence and QQﬂ In principle,
from the QQ model we can obtain quintessence by sub-
stituting K = ¢?/2 and 2X L x = 12, leading to
pQQ — ,OQ, (11a)
/2
pRR — pQ _ K ,

5 (11b)

where we labelled with the superscripts QQ and Q our
model and quintessence, respectively.

Both quintessence and QQ provide a pressure that
could be positive or negative. However, quintessence
shows a pressure that can be positive or negative even
if the the potential sign is fixed, as a consequence of the
fact that the pressure is given by the difference between
the kinetic term and the potential itself. On the other
hand, once the potential sign is fixed, QQ provides a
pressure that does not depend upon the kinetic term and
coincides with the potential itself, leading to the interest-
ing feature of representing a unified description of dark
energy and dark matter by means of a single field.

It is worth to emphasize that our scenario is suitable to
describe small perturbations and, in particular, structure
formation, since it degenerates with the ACDM model
and predicts a vanishing speed of sound, differently from
quintessence, for which ¢@ = 1.

The energy-momentum tensor suitable for our pur-
poses provides the expression for pressure and density

according to Equations (1la) and (11b). In order for

6 The quintessence and the QQ scenarios are mostly different and
cannot be described by the same field. The choice of taking the
same field only lies on our desire to directly compare the two
models.

Equation to hold, we only consider the case K =
Ky = const after the transition. To reconcile the eras
before and after the transition, one may postulate [27]

1
T;uz — Tm/ + V(’(/})g,uu - iv;ﬂﬁvzﬂﬁ, (12)

for which the equations of motion for the scalar field are

m v
o Voo Ve
where we restored the information ¢ = (¢, x), instead
of considering the time-dependence only.

=0, (13)

III. BACKGROUND COSMOLOGY

Our idea is to unify the dark sector, so that the effects
of dark energy can be unveiled by means of dark mat-
ter, leaving baryons as the unique fluid behaving as pure
pressureless matter. This approach slightly differs from
the one developed in [26], where the dark energy was
proposed as intimately connected to the pressure term of
baryonic matter. Here, dark energy, modelled by a scalar
field obeying Equation , is the result of the difference
between the negative pressure of dark matter (coinciding
with Ky before the transition) and the offset of the ef-
fective potential, related to the vacuum energy density.
Therefore, the dark fluid enters the energy-momentum
tensor as a source for the net energy content of the uni-
verse and provides a negative pressure that dominates
over matter at late times [29].

To show that, we focus on a flat Friedmann-Robertson-
Walker (FRW) metric ds? = —dt?+a?(t)d;;dz'dz?, where
a(t) is the scale factor, which is nowadays ag = 1. Thus,
the density and the pressure of the field ¢ become

po=Lxd* +V(p), (14)
Py, =—=V(p). (15)
where the “dot” denotes the derivative with respect to

the cosmic time. In the Friedmann equations, the cosmic
fluid can be split into matter and scalar field densities

BH? = K (py + py) (16a)
2H +3H* = —K*P,, (16b)
and one can define the normalised densities
K2 py K2p
O = —— Q, = £ =1-0Q 17
b 3H2 ) ] 3H2 b ( )

where k? = 87/M3, with Mp) being the Planck mass.
From Equations and , we obtain the continu-
ity equation for baryons and the equation of motion of
the QQ field, respectively,

pp+3Hp, =0, (18)
o3 Vele)
90+2H<p+ 2L =0. (19)



A. Thermodynamic interpretation of the
quasi-quintessence field

Barotropic models differ from quintessence for the cor-
responding sound speed. For instance, from the one hand
a given quintessence potential leads to a pressure that is
not uniquely defined in terms of the density. From the
other hand, barotropic fluids provide pressures that are
function of the density only. Therefore, even if one can
postulate a quintessence model depending upon single-
valued pressure being function of the density, to distin-
guish it from barotropic fluid one has to compute the
sound speed.

In the case of quintessence, the sound speed is ¢@ = 1,
whereas for barotropic fluids we have ¢, < 1. To en-
sure stability, the sound speed might be positive-definite.
Also, barotropic models and scalar field models occupy
disjoint regions in the w — w’ space, where the “prime”
denotes the derivative with respect to the number of e-
foldings N = Ina. The general solution for a constant
sound speed is then given as

W +3(c -w)(1+w)=0, (20)

where the case ¢ = 1 represents the only exception when
scalar field models and barotropic dark energy provide
the same predictions.

As a consequence of the above considerations, for a
constant sound speed in the Zeldovich interval, we have

p=A+ Ba 30t (21)

which reduces to p o« a~% for quintessence models, i.e.
when the scalar field substitutes a barotropic ﬂuidm On
the other hand, a fully-degenerate case occurs for Equa-

tions (11a)) and (11b)), where one has
Po#2, Q9=0, (22)

appearing indistinguishable from the ACDM model, al-
though matter arises as an additional parameter.

The QQ model is also different from K-essence as
P # f(X), so that the two scenarios do not degen-
erate between thenﬁ The trajectories for kinetic K-
essence span over the w — w’ space, analogously to those
of barotropic fluids.

Hence, the QQ paradigm provides a strategy to heal
the cosmological constant problem, assuming the exis-
tence of a single fluid composed by matter only, under the
form of baryons and cold dark matter. However, in this
scenario, cold dark matter exhibits a non-vanishing pres-
sure, which decelerates the vacuum energy-dominated

7 This case has been investigated also in the framework of the K-
essence models [I} [30} [31] and is similar to several other unified
scenarios, among which the Chaplygin gas model.

8 This may not be the case during the transition, because K may
not be a constant and, thus, P = f(X).

universe and cancels out the contributions of quantum
fluctuations. Concerning the last point, we note that for
dark matter and/or baryons considered as collisional par-
ticles, the net pressure can be different from zero. The
dust case, in fact, occurs when the mass of the single
constituent for matter, namely a proton, a dark matter
particle, etc., is larger than the environment tempera-
ture. Indeed, the equation of state for a perfect gas reads
P = nkpT/mx, with n being the total number of par-
ticles, kg the Boltzmann constant, while T' and myx are
the absolute temperature and the constituent mass, re-
spectively. Dust means mx > T, and this occurs as
the temperature decreases, but not at all stages of the
universe’s evolution.

In the present study, we consider the QQ field ¢ as
an effective representation of dark matter with pres-
sure, whose total energy is limited by means of La-
grange multipliers. Consequently, we assume dark mat-
ter and baryons to evolve according to distinct equations
throughout the cosmic evolution, distinguishing their dy-
namics from a relativistic point of view. Then, including
a phase transition induced by a particular form of the
symmetry-breaking potential, we can find that the corre-
sponding (dark) matter dynamics is described by a per-
fect, irrotational and isentropic fluid, characterized by a
positive Helmotz energy, which naturally exhibits a nega-
tive pressure [26]. Therefore, the non-zero pressure term
of the QQ model provides the late-time cosmic dynamics
due to the presence of a bare cosmological constant.

IV. UNIFYING INFLATION WITH PHASE
TRANSITION

As claimed above, we require a symmetry-breaking
phase-transition potential in order to cancel out the vac-
uum energy quantum fluctuations. A prototype of such a
potential is a fourth-order potential, albeit this is not the
unique possibility. Several other phase-transition poten-
tials can be used, providing different behaviors [21] [32].
For convenience, we split our description in two different
phases: before/after and during the transition.

A. Before and after the transition

We shall now address the cosmological constant prob-
lem, invoking the form of V. In [26] we described the
phase transition through a symmetry-breaking (thermal-
ized) fourth-order potential of the form

2
X 2, X T
V(o) =Vo+ 7 (¥* = #l)” + 5ebe” (T) . (23)

where y is a dimensionless coupling constant, (3 is the
value of ¢ at the minimum of the potential, T is the
temperature, and T, is the critical temperature setting
the beginning of the transition. We argue that:



- before the transition, when T > T, the minimum
of V is located at ¢ = 0, i.e. Vo + xp3/4;

- during the transition, inflation occurs, and the vac-
uum energy contributes as source for a de Sitter
accelerating phase;

- after the transition, when T' < T, the minimum is
Vo for o = ¢o.

The cosmological constant problem is intimately re-
lated to the value of the potential offset V. The issue
arises whether we require the vacuum energy to van-
ish before or after the transition. If the vacuum energy
density pyqc is set to zero before transition by choosing
Vo = —xp4/4, then pyee # 0 must hold afterwards. Con-
versely, if vacuum energy is set to zero after the transition
by choosing Vi = 0, thus before the transition we have
Pvac 7 0. Anyhow, we notice that vacuum energy cannot
be zero before and after the transition as well, since the
offset V) cannot vanish in those periods.

Within the QQ model, choosing Vo = —x¢g/4, we
cancel the vacuum energy by simply having:

- before the transition: V = —Kj, p =2XL x — Ky
and P = Ky;

- after the transition: V = —K, — xps/4, p =
2XL x — Ko — xpi/4 and P = Ko + 3 /4.

The cancellation occurs as we have — Ko — xpa/4 =~ per,
where p.. = 3HZ/k? is the universe’s critical density.
Summarizing:

- the QQ model is capable of describing the universe
evolution immediately after the Big Bang;

- assuming a phase transition, the model is able to
heal the cosmological constant problem if the po-
tential is constant before and after the transition;

- the function K is kept constant before and after the
transition, as a consequence of the thermodynamics
of matter with non-zero pressure [26].

It is important to stress that Equation is valid
only before and after the transition. During the transi-
tion, the ponential should have a more complicated form
in order to address the complexity of the corresponding
metastable phase. Moreover, the fourth-order potential
has been recently ruled out from the candidate inflation-
ary potentials [33]. Since we attempt to describe inflation
during the transition, we can physically construct a po-
tential that differs from Equation , but showing a
symmetry-breaking behavior that provides a phase tran-
sition with the properties described above.

B. During the transition

The requirements to build a potential in the metastable
phase, when the universe undergoes the transition, are:

- the potential should induce a phase transition, i.e.
its limit for small fields is oc ¢*;

- we need to escape the transition, i.e. once the
metastable phase ends, the universe exits the tran-
sition lying on the symmetry minimum.

Physically speaking, the above requirements resemble
the inflationary behavior. Thus, we assume inflation to
be driven by vacuum energy during the metastable phase.
Consequently, the inflaton field is fuelled by the vacuum
energy density and the graceful exit could arise once the
vacuum energy is removed by means of the aforemen-
tioned mechanism. Thus, some considerations follow.

- The phase transition is induced by the field with a
potential that is slightly different from the fourth-
order one.

The transition is clearly induced by the field it-
self. This plays the role of the inflaton during the
metastable phase, namely during the transition.

Vacuum energy is suppressed during the transition
through the cancellation mechanism proposed by
means of the QQ field.

The above mechanism appears similar to old infla-
tion, being characterized by a phase transition from
the very beginning. However, the potential might
escape the metastable phase alternatively to the
graceful exit scenario, and thus the potential could
be formulated to reach a fixed point as ¢ — ¢g
(the minimum) or better ¢ — 0 as ¢ — g, mean-
ing that all the kinetic energy of the field has been
employed in particle creation due to damped oscil-
lations around the minimum.

The latter prerogative is essentially analogous to
the new inflation. Hence, we expect to unify the
main features of old and new inflation into a single
scheme. In other words, we propose a new inflation
induced by the old inflation mechanism, namely the
transition.

Since during inflation the potential might reach a fixed
point, we assume that the phase transition is due to vac-
uum energy and stops once an attractor is reached with
conditions ¢ — ¢o and ¢ — 0. After the transition,
the vacuum energy contribution changes accordingly to
the aforesaid scheme, i.e. it likely transforms to particles
created during reheating phase [34] and/or by particle
production due to geometry [35].

Hence, a suitable potential can be constructed as: we
assume the potential to be smoothly connected to the
phases before and after transition to guaranteeing conti-
nuity in the energy budget of the universe; the potential
should be compatible with current observations [33], and
the coupling constant x should resemble the one induced
the vacuum energy; the thermodynamics of the potential
should exhibit a phase transition of the first order.



C. Inflationary potential

In view of the above requirements, we consider a
positive-definite potential over the whole phase space.
Thus, we start by writing the most general double-
exponential form:

V(p) = Vo + Alaexp(ap™) + bexp(Be©)]™ ,  (24)

where A, a, b, a, (8, ¢1, co and m are arbitrary constants
to be fixed. To constrain them, we require V(0) = V +
xps/4 at ¢ = 0, implying that

a = —bexp(Bei? — av'). (25)

Also, at ¢ = @ we must have V(pg) = Vo, leading to

A= (bygg/4) [1 — exp(—agi! + B8] ™ . (26)

Moreover, to enable spontaneous baryogenesis, in the
regime of small oscillations around ¢ = g, the potential
has to be quadratic [34], which means that m = 2.
For § =0, a < 0 and ¢; = 1, we thus obtain
411 _ p—lale—rp0)1?
- Xpo |[1—e
Vl(tp) =Vo+ ‘4 |: 1 — elaleo :| > (27)

which mimes the features of the Starobinsky potential

Vig) = A? (1 - e*\/ﬁw/Mm) [20] for

4 -2 1 /2
A4:%(1—e‘0‘|‘”) , a:MPl\/;. (28)

Requiring V;1(0) = Vi(+o00) and Vo = —x¢i/4, we ob-
tain the further condition ¢y = 4/3/2In2 ~ 0.85Mp;.
The behavior of the Starobinsky-like potential of Equa-
tion is shown in Figure , where we set the vacuum
energy density €, = xpg/4 = 0.22 M3, so that x = 1.66,
whereas « is given by Equation .

An interesting case corresponds to § = 0, @ < 0 and
c1 = 2k, with k > 1. Here, the potential has two sym-
metric minima and it provides a symmetry breaking. In
fact, without loss of generality, setting £ = 1 we find

4[] _ pmlol(e®=d ]

W@:%+ﬁﬂ1ﬂﬂﬁl'(m
In this model, unlike the fourth-order potential, the en-
ergy necessary to escape from the minimum is finite. It
is worth noting that also for the T-model potential [36]
both walls are finite. The inflaton is treated as a clas-
sical field and, around the minimum ¢, it experiences
the Hubble friction term that dissipates the initial en-
ergy and dampens the oscillations. Within this quali-
tative picture, the inflaton does not posses the neces-
sary energy to escape from the minimum, and one may
think to fix the height of the potential walls imposing
V2(0) = Va(£o00). This greatly simplifies the complexity

of the potential, leading to || = In2/p3. This W-shaped
potential, dubbed as W-model, is shown in Figure [Ip,
where we set g = 0.85 Mpy, x = 1.66, Vi = —xpa/4 and
la| = In2/p% ~ 0.96 M2, in analogy to the previous
case.

Instead, by considering 5 # 0, we obtain

Va(p) = Vo +

b [e89™® — eBeid cate™ =i ]2 30
L | e | 0 G0

and, for @ < 0, |a| = 8 and ¢; = ¢o = 2, we have

4 _o—2ale?=¢2) 7
XP0 20al? |1 —¢ 0
Valg) = Vo+ Zprettle l 1 — el 1 .

The corresponding shape is displayed in Figure [Ik, where
we set 0o = 0.85 Mpy, x = 1.66, Vo = —xpg/4 and choose
la| = 8 =0.5.

It is worth to mention that in Equation the re-
quirements |a] =  and ¢; = cg are crucial: arbitrary
values may lead to nonphysical potentials and/or compli-
cated behaviors, including the existence of false vacua. A
broken symmetry system in a false vacuum state implies
that the vacuum of the universe is tunnelling through
the real vacuum state. To keep our treatment simple, we
do not consider the thorny cases 8 # |a| and ¢; # ca,
avoiding thus any false vacua. This situation is shown in
Figure for g = 0.85 Mpy, x = 1.66, Vo = —xp3/4,
a=-0.3,3=0.5,¢c; =3 and ¢, = 2.

V. INFLATIONARY DYNAMICS

In this section, we study the inflationary dynamics of
the QQ model in the slow-roll approximation. Specifi-
cally, substituting Equation in Equation (16al), we
find

3H? = &% [L x¢* + V(p)] - (32)

Then, imposing the conditions £ x¢? < V() and ¢ <
3H /2, Equations and become

3H? ~ K2V(p), (33)
3Hp ~ —M . (34)
L x
We thus introduce the slow-roll parameters
i 1 (Vo)

€ = _ﬁ =~ 42/{2[:,)( <V> ) (35)

_ 9 H 1 (Ve
 Hy¢ H? kKL x < v )’ (36)

which satisfy the conditions ¢, |n] < 1 at the beginning
of inflation, whereas € = || = 1 at the end of inflation.



© ©
=

V(p)/Mp,*
o
o

-0.1
-0.2
1 0 1 2 3 4 5
a) @/ Mpy
0.3}
0.2}
< o.1f
=
S 0.0
=
-0.1
-0.2 —xpo/4
3 2 -1 0 1 2 3
c) @/ Mp)

0.05p

0.00
~_ ~0.05}

%-0.10-

> _0.15}

-0.20f —xvy/4

0BT 0 1 2 3
b) ®/ Mg,

0.3}

0.2
E 04

;& 0.0

-0.1}

-0.2 —xpo/4

3 2 -1 o0 1 2 3
d) @/ Mg,

FIG. 1. Inflationary potential discussed in Section a) the Starobinsky-like in Equation (27)); b) the symmetry-breaking-like
with finite potential walls in Equation ; ¢) the symmetry-breaking-like with infinite potential walls in Equation ; d) the
false vacuum case extracted from Equation . The values of the constants employed in the plots are discussed in the text.

We choose to focus our analysis on the W-model po-
tential, as such a potential seems to reconcile the sponta-
neous symmetry breaking and the chaotic inflation pic-
tures. Moreover, the W-model represents a minimal ex-
tension of the Starobinsky potential, which is one of the
best candidates for inflation as of today [33]. For sim-
plicity, we fix £ x = 1 and assume that inflation occurs
at ¢ < 1. Under this assumption, we obtairﬂ

32(In 2)2 2
e (37)
K ¥o
8In2  40(In2)% p?
7’] ~ — 3 5 ) - (38)
K=9p K %o

As we require the potential to behave, at the same
time, as a spontaneous-symmetry-breaking and chaotic
inflation, we assume as a necessary condition (like in the
chaotic inflation scenario) that @enq is the same as com-
puted from the conditions € = |n| = 1. Thus, from Equa-

9 We initially expand around ¢ = 0 up to the first order only
to determine the scale factor evolution. In the following, we
consistently expand up to the second order.

tions and , we obtain the constraint on q:

2In2
o =4 5
K

To work out the initial and final settings of inflation, we
evaluate the approximate solution for ¢(t) and a(t) from
Equations to , bearing in mind that H = a/a:

X
~ ©; 4In24/ == 4
o) = piow (12350 . o)
a(t) ~ a; exp (161112 3/><<;2t>’ (41)

where @; and a; are the values of the field and the scale
factor, respectively, at the beginning of inflation.
Setting ¢ = 1 in Equation and using Equa-
tion , we find
$o

Pend = \/II172

The values of ¢y and @ena computed in Equations (39))
and , respectively, break the approximation ¢ < 1
invoked above. However, this is not surprising, because
both ¢g and @enq have been computed from the require-
ments € = 1, i.e. when the slow-roll ¢ < 1 condition

~ ]..].3Mp1 . (42)



is broken. Moreover, in view of the above approxima-
tions, Equations and imply that @enga > @o.
Since inflation cannot finish at values ¢ > ¢, we use
a further condition on the end of the inflation, namely
Y= min[@endv 900]

Since, the flatness problem is fixed as [Q; — 1| ~ 1076
right after the end of inflation, by means of the ratio
|2 — 1] between the initial and final phase of inflation,

one can write
‘Qf 7 1| a; 2 _9N
-1~ =] = . 43
192; — 1] af ‘ 43)

If |©; — 1] ~ 1, solving the flatness problem requires
N =~ 70 and, in analogy, a quite similar number of e-
foldings solves the horizon problem. Taking into account
our potential, in the slow-roll approximation we have

2 Pr 2,2
N:,/i/ dﬁzﬁwo 1n<50f>’ (44)
8 J,, Ve 16In2 i

which requires p; ~ 5.92 x 10716 Mp;. This value is very
close to zero, meaning that inflation starts at ¢ < 1, as
assumed above.

VI. STABILITY OF THE MODEL

Now, we investigate the stability of the QQ model.
The aim of this analysis is to prove the existence of sta-
ble points, where the inflation stops once the conditions
€ = |n| = 1 are attained, which represents an attractor
solution of the model as well. We work out dimensionless
variables defined as in [37]

kL x¢ VA%
r= YT = , (45)
V3H V3H
which defines the constraint
2+t =1. (46)

Here, €, is the baryon density parameter and we have

Q= a4y, (473)
w*”E]p)i:_x?lfgﬁ' (47b)

The dynamical equations can be thus written as
= —gxyZ + \/gey2 , (48a)
y = gy(l — )~ \/gexzw (48b)

Defining the set X = (z,y), where © > 0 and y > 0,
it is easy to compute the critical points satisfying the

differential equation X’ = 0:

x1) — (z,

(&

0),
Xg2>:<\/§e, \/1—2;)2). (50)

In correspondence of the first critical point, one has
wg) =0 , Q(wl) =22, (51)

Since inflation ends when € = 1, the second critical point
exists for 0 < € < 1 and one finds

2
@ _ 142

’LULP 3

2)
QP =1. (52)
The stability of the critical points is accounted by de-
manding X = X, + §X, where 60X = (dz,dy). Thus,
linear perturbations of the dynamical variables are ob-
tained from 6X’ = M §X, where

3
- §y2 —3zy + V6ey

M = _\/§A 3_92_\/536 . (3)
2V 5T Y 2¢

The matrix M has two two eigenvalues for each critical

points. The first critical point Xél) is not stable, because
the first eigenvalue is not negative, i.e.,

1 1 3 3
u =o, u§)=2—\/;€x- (54)

Concerning the second critical point Xg), the eigenvalues

u? = —% +é, uf =-3+2¢ (55)
are both negative in the existence domain 0 < € < 1, im-
plying that the critical point is stable and represents an
attractor solution for the system (see Figure[2). Remark-
ably, for such a stable point, the inflation does not stop at
arbitrary values of the slow-roll parameters, but it stops
exactly once the conditions € = || = 1 are attained.

A. Chaotic behavior of the model

Here, we analyze the dynamics portrayed in Equa-
tion without any approximation and fixing £ x = 1.
In so doing, we write ¢ = ¢ ,¢, so that the equation
of motion of the field ¢ becomes a first-order differential
equation

V3K2

2

Ve(p)

S =0 (56)

PP+ >+ V(p)p +
The generic solution of the above differential equation is
shown in Figure [3] where we use ¢y = 0.94 Mp;, found

above from the approximation ¢ <« 1. The dynamics
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FIG. 2. Phase-space diagram at the background level for ¢ =
1. The red dot denotes the attractor point of the dynamical
system (cf. Equation (50)), the blue arrows depict the vector
field, and the dashed gray lines indicate level curves.

of the system starts from the point (¢,¢) = (0,0) and

evolves toward the two minima (+¢g,0). Clearly, the

system chooses one minimum, resulting in a spontaneous

breaking of the symmetry. Moreover, the subsequent evo-

lution toward the minimum exhibits a chaotic behavior.
We distinguish three different dynamical regimes:

1. At the beginning, we have ¢ =~ 0 and the potential
V(p) dominates over the kinetic term ¢. Thus, ex-
panding around ¢ =~ 0, from Equation we get

¥

. K2
$=7 gV(O) x ¢, (57)

with V(0) = x¢d/4, which explains the linear evolu-
tion portrayed in Figure

2. Afterwards, we still have ¢ ~ 0 with ¢ dominating
over V(p), hence Equation becomes

V3r202 +V,(p) = 0. (58)

Again, expanding V ,(¢) around ¢ =~ 0, we get

. K2V(0)2 1/4
==+ [3()] lo]'/? o "2, (59)

which explains the flattening in the evolution of ¢, in
correspondence of the absolute maximum and mini-
mum displayed in Figure

3. Finally, the field ¢ oscillates around the minima. Ex-
panding V(¢) around ¢p, and defining Ay = ¢ — o
and m = /Xpo In 2, from Equation we obtain the
quadratic equation of an harmonic oscillator

3H?
AP? +m?Ap? = pEat (60)

Thus, using Ap = +/3H?/k?sinf and mAp =
/3H? /K2 cos 0, where 6 is the angular variable of the
oscillations, and plugging into Equation , after
some cumbersome algebra we obtain

0=—m— %H sin(26), (61)

which explains the spiraling regime in Figure [l Since
H = —(3/2)H?sin?60, H decreases, and so does the
second term on the right side of Equation , i.e.
the oscillation amplitude.

VII. THEORETICAL DISCUSSION

Our paradigm aims to describe inflation during the
phase transition induced by a symmetry-breaking poten-
tial (see Table [l)). In this scheme, the cosmological con-
stant problem is greatly healed, as the degrees of freedom
of vacuum energy are removed due to the cancellation
mechanism of the proposed QQ model (see Table. The
corresponding inflationary potential has been reviewed
in view of our current knowledgem In particular, it is a
type II inflation, namely it provides “small fields” since
the inflaton field is small initially and slowly evolves to-
ward the potential minimum at larger . This scenario
is contrasting with the rough classification made in [51],
where type I inflation and type III inflation have been
also proposed. In the first case, the initial inflaton value
is large and subsequently rolls down toward the poten-
tial minimum at smaller values for ¢, whereas in the sec-
ond picture, the inflaton is offered by hybrid (double)
inflation model and inflation typically ends by the phase
transition triggered by a second scalar field [40].

As stressed above, our model is chaotic but, differently
from the original proposal [38], that was a type I infla-
tion, is quite similar to the new inflation [22, 41| and
natural inflation [42], which represent examples of type
II inflation. Analogously to the latter cases, we here have
V. op(@) > 0, but no sign changes as for natural inflation.
We highly differ from type III inflation because there is
not a second phase of inflation after the initial phase

10 The initial scenario of inflation has been extensively reviewed
over the years. A large variety of models have been explored,
such as the R? [20], chaotic [38], power-law [39], hybrid [40],
natural [42], supernatural [43], extranatural [44], eternal [45], D-
term [46)], F-term [47], brane [48], oscillating [49], trace anomaly
driven [50] etc.
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FIG. 3. Chaotic evolution of the system from (0,0) (black dot) toward the minima (£¢o,0).

0.0
@/ Mp

0.5 1.0

The choice of the minimum

determines a spontaneous breaking of the symmetry, whereas the subsequent evolution exhibits a chaotic behavior. The
physical features corresponding to regimes 1, 2 and 3 are discussed in Section [VIA]

Before the transition

During the transition

After the transition

Density p=2XL x — Ko
Pressure P =Ky
Potential V(0)=0
Prediction 1°¢ order phase transition

p=2XL x +V(p)
P=-V(p)

4

V(p) = Vo + X0

Chaotic inflation

p=2XLx — Ko—xpj/4

P =Ko+ x¢i/4

2
1_e—lale?=ed)

V(po) = —xpg/4

176\04498

Dark energy

TABLE I. Schematic summary of the QQ model predictions. The cosmological constant problem is solved during the transition
and predicts an inflationary phase, where the potential is built up from prime principles. The subsequent dynamics is accelerated

after the transition.

transition, arguable to heal the cosmological constant
problem. In fact, our paradigm is quite similar to the
Starobinsky inflationary scenario [20], and the emerging
potential interestingly recasts the Morse potential uti-
lized in solid state physics [52].

A. The coincidence and fine-tuning problems
revised

The proposed QQ model revises the standard cosmo-
logical model and so both fine-tuning and coincidence
issues might be healed. Here, we qualitatively debate a
quantitative argument to see how to overcome the coinci-
dence problem within our framework, while we underline
that the fine-tuning issue is naturally fixed by means of
the cancellation mechanism itself.

Let us consider the standard Hilbert-Einstein La-

grangian density{'j] L = MZR/2 — piot, where the Ricci
scalar is given by R = 6(H + 2H?), and pyo is the to-
tal density of the universe, regardless its constituents.
Hence, after the transition ps,; should be comparable to
R. In fact, the coincidence problem can be easily ad-
dressed if, at the present time, |P/piot| ~ 1 [63]. This
suggests that, after the cancellation mechanism, it is
quite unlikely that all vacuum energy is removed. This
point is easily justifiable as, if one exactly removes all vac-
uum energy, then a strong fine-tuning would be imposed
by hand and so it is highly probable that fractions of crit-
ical density can therefore contribute to the net pressure.
Therefore, under such hypothesis, our dark fluid
~+equation of state, for £ x =1, is given by[T_ZI

1
w=—

3% , (62)

1- Ko+xpg/4

1 Up to the volume of the universe, namely V o< a(t) 3.
12 That fully degenerates with the total equation of state of ACDM.
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Model Origin of A Coincidence problem Fine-tuning Pressure Density
ACDM Quantum fluctuations Yes Constant Constant
Dark fluid Quantum fluctuations Yes Constant  Variable
QQ Bare contribution No Constant Variable

TABLE II. Physical differences among the ACDM model, the dark fluid approach and our QQ model applied to describe the

universe dynamics.

which, compared to the total equation of state of the
ACDM model, implies X = (1 + 2)3 and

4
2 = — (Ko n Xfo) Q. (63)
Now, it is evident that the case |Ko + xpg/4| > [2X|
cannot occur because it happens before transition only.
The case |Ko + x¢a/4] < [2X| cannot occur because
it happens for baryons only, implying w — 0, and, by
construction, ¢ does not account for pressureless baryons.
Hence, the only occurrence remains |[2X| ~ | Ko+ xpa/4].
However, since fractions of critical density may remain,
after the transition, we clearly need that |P| ~ |ptot]| ~
per, healing de facto the coincidence problem.

The fine-tuning issue does not occur at all, since dur-
ing the transition vacuum energy disappears by virtue
of the QQ cancellation mechanism. Finally, the physical
features of our model compared to the standard cosmo-

logical model and to the dark fluid are summarized in
Table [

VIII. OUTLOOKS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this paper, we proposed that a QQ model, based
on a new reformulation of the energy-momentum ten-
sor for a scalar field, is able to solve the cosmological
constant problem and to predict both accelerated phases
of the universe, namely inflation and dark energy. To
this aim, we first introduced a generic QQ model and
then we showed how a Lagrangian for (dark) matter with
pressure can reduce to the QQ landscape, under specific
thermodynamic assumptions. We thus split the primor-
dial universe into three main phases, corresponding to a
pre, during and post-transition induced by a symmetry-
breaking potential. Before the transition, the proposed
potential is indistinguishable from the widely adopted
fourth-order symmetry breaking potential. During the
transition, under particular thermodynamic conditions,
we obtained a Starobinsky-like potential, quite similar to
solid state physics Morse potential. Our inferred poten-
tial breaks the symmetry and suggests the existence of an
inflationary phase from small to large fields. In particu-
lar, our inflationary scenario unifies the pictures provided

by old and new inflation into a single scheme. To clarify
this fact, we underlined that in the standard cosmologi-
cal puzzle either phase transition or chaotic inflation can
explain the inflationary phase. On the contrary, in our
scheme, the phase transition induces the mechanism re-
sponsible for removing vacuum energy, whereas chaotic
inflation is responsible for the graceful exit from infla-
tion. Both the landscapes coexisted into our inflationary
potential, by simply requiring to cancel out the vacuum
energy quantum fluctuations.

We then investigated our inflationary potential and
discussed the critical points and their stability. More-
over, we showed in detail how to heal the cosmologi-
cal constant problem during the transition and how to
pass to the third phase. The third phase, namely after
the transition, has been here reinterpreted, showing that
dark energy dynamics can be recovered as the universe
expands. We demonstrated under which conditions our
QQ model resembled the dark fluid behavior, mimick-
ing the ACDM framework. In this respect, the proposed
paradigm extends the mechanism proposed in [26], uni-
fying inflation with dark energy. In fact, if one solves
the cosmological constant problem, from our paradigm it
is then possible to recover the functional behavior of the
standard cosmological model, having however a bare cos-
mological constant that contributes to dark energy, i.e.,
without any coincidence and fine-tuning issues.

Future works will involve the study of more compli-
cated potentials during the transition, and the inclusion
within this scheme of baryogenesis before transition. We
will also investigate whether our QQ dark fluid could be
able to solve the current tensions on cosmological param-
eters.
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