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In this paper, we present an analysis of a chiral cosmological scenario from the perspective of
K-essence formalism. In this setup, several scalar fields interact within the kinetic and potential
sectors. However, we only consider a flat Friedmann—Robertson—-Lamaitre-Walker universe coupled
minimally to two quintom fields: one quintessence and one phantom. We examine a classical cos-
mological framework, where analytical solutions are obtained. Indeed, we present an explanation of
the “big-bang” singularity by means of a “big-bounce”. Moreover, having a barotropic fluid descrip-
tion and for a particular set of parameters, the phantom line is in fact crossed. Additionally, for
the quantum counterpart, the Wheeler-DeWitt equation is analytically solved for various instances,
where the factor-ordering problem has been taken into account (measured by the factor Q). Hence,
this approach allows us to compute the probability density of the previous two classical subcases.
It turns out that its behavior is in effect damped as the scale factor and the scalar fields evolve. It
also tends towards the phantom sector when the factor ordering constant Q < 0.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decades, various cosmological surveys have suggested that two stages of accelerated expansion have
occurred during the evolution of the universe [TH6]. The first of these epochs, the so-called inflation [5] [6], would have
happened in a very early stage of the expansion of the cosmos, whilst the second one would be taking place at late
times. Additionally, the consensus is that this accelerated expansion is caused by dark energy (DE) [7H9]. To account
for these phenomena, several cosmological frameworks incorporate scalar fields into their prescriptions and, in fact,
they play a preponderant role. Moreover, one of the most studied scenarios in the literature is the quintessence model,
which is a fluctuating, homogeneous scalar field that rolls down its scalar potential [TI0HI7]. Different avenues have
been explored, broadening the spectrum of scalar field models. For instance, the relevant proposals are the phantom
[18-20], quintom [21H26], and Chiral fields [27H34], and there are many more [35H4T].

However, despite many efforts [7, [42H47], the nature of dark energy has not yet been deciphered, except for its
negative pressure. Accordingly, the main characteristic of DE is given by its equation of state (EoS), defined by the
ratio of the pressure-to -energy density, that is, wpr = Ppgr/ppr. This definition allows us to classify the cosmological
models mentioned above, according to the behavior of the EoS, namely, quintessence wg > —1 [11}, 48]; phantom
wp < —1 [49, B50]; and quintom [51], where the latter is able to evolve across the cosmological constant boundary.
In [21], the authors have shown that a single scalar field model does not reproduce the quintom scenario, thus opening
a window to new paradigms where additional degrees of freedom can be considered (for non conventional approaches
into this matter, we refer the reader to [52] [53]).

Our aim is to study a quintom cosmological model. The most basic construction of a quintom model can be
achieved by considering a pair of scalar fields, namely, a canonical one and a phantom one, endowed with their
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respective scalar potentials; within this line of research, different schemes have been considered [21H26]. These multi-
scalar components bring us additional degrees of freedom; thus, various physical phenomena can be addressed such
as primordial, hybrid [54H58], or assisted inflation [59] 60], as well as perturbations analysis [61] [62].

In this work, we present an analysis of a chiral cosmological scenario from the perspective of K-essence formalism
(following the scheme presented in [63]). In this prescription, scalar fields interact within the kinetic and potential
sectors. We consider a Friedmann-Robertson-Lamaitre-Walker (FRLW) universe coupled minimally to two quintom
fields: a quintessence and a phantom. We examine a classical cosmological framework, where exact solutions are
obtained. In fact, some of them may indicate that the cosmological singularity is resolved via a “big-bounce”.
Moreover, we show that the phantom line is crossed. Lastly, for the quantum counterpart, the Wheeler-DeWitt
(WDW) equation is obtained, where the factor-ordering problem takes into account the introduction of the parameter
Q, and analytical solutions are presented employing the same relevant cases that appear in the classical scheme. We
show that the probability density is in fact damped as the scale factor and the scalar fields evolve.

The paper is laid out as follows. Section [[I]is devoted to the analysis of the classical multi-scalar field cosmological
model, and analytical solutions are obtained considering different cases. In Section [[TT} the quantum counterpart is
addressed; in this formalism, different cases are analyzed and their corresponding solutions are presented. Section [[V]
is devoted to the final remarks.

II. CLASSICAL APPROACH

We start by considering the action of the chiral cosmological model from the K-essence perspective, which reads
S = [ VEa IR = M(006(w) + C(6)] dia. 1)

where R is the Ricci scalar; M (¢,.) is a matrix related to the kinetic energy mixed terms; C(¢,) is the scalar potential,
which depends on k scalar fields (¢ = 1,2,--- ,k); and G[€.(0.)] is a functional in terms of the chiral kinetic energy
Eab(Dey gHY) = f%gWV#(baVl,qbb. Note that we are working with the reduced Planck units since 87G = 1, so this
eliminates the 87G term from the expression . An action similar to (1)) also appears in modified theories of
gravity [64], and more recently in [65]. Making the variation of the action (1) with respect to the fields (¢*”, ¢.), we
obtain

S = / 5 [V=gR]d"z + / 3= [~M?(6)G(Ear) + C(o)] d'a
4 / VG [~EMP(8)G(Ew) — M™(6.)5G(E) + 6C(60)] dz

— [VEaGus ke~ [ Vg MG + C00] grubg e+

OM®(¢,) G (&av) C ()
v [‘ 56 T 96

where Grg = Rxg — Rgro/2, Rap, and gxp are the Einstein, Ricci, and metric tensors, respectively. The variation of
the functional G(&yp) is

6¢cg(€ab) - Mab(¢c) 5§ab + 6¢c d4$, (2)

1 1 1
5£ab(¢6) = _§vu¢avu¢béglw - iguyvu&bavu(bb - §guyvu¢avua¢b>

1 1 1
= _§vﬂ¢avu¢b6.glw + ivu [gm/vu¢b] 5¢a + §vl/ [g#”vu¢a] 5¢b
1 1
+ VM |:25¢aguyvu¢b:| + vu |:26¢bgwjvv¢a:| .

Thus, finally we have
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and since dS vanishes (0§ = 0) for arbitrary variations dg"”, we are led to the field equations

9G(&an)
Oap

Then, the energy-momentum tensor in this setup becomes

G =~ (60 [,005,6n 258 14,606 + 0,00060). 3)

1

9G(Ew) Wg(gab)} 0 C(00). (4)

3

Moreover, we consider the energy-momentum tensor of a barotropic perfect fluid Tog(éc) = (p+ P)ua(dc)us(dc) +
P gop (where the four-velocity is given by uqug = Voo Vadn/28as). Hence, the pressure P and the energy density p
of the scalar fields take the following form:

T (00) = +5M(6) [V,6,V.0n

1

P(6) = gM™(00G ~ 2060, ploe) = LM [mb 89

agab

1
-] + 5600. 5)
Additionally, the barotropic parameter wg,, becomes

we,, = L&) _ M®(¢)G —C(ge)
ab P(qﬁc) Mab {2&11)% — g} + C(ch)

On the other hand, taking the variation of the action (1)) with respect to the scalar field ¢., we obtain

M(Lb ¢C) cb 8g(£ab)
55 = / Vi {25 g ) - a0 G v v,
M ag(gab) 8C(¢C) 4
M (90) g VY G+ = - }&;scd ,
where a Klein-Gordon-like equation can be written as follows:
aMab(CbC) ac 8g(§ab) v 8C(¢C) _
T%g(gab) - M ((bc) afab Vuv ¢a - 3¢>c =0. (7)

Note that Equations — represent the general framework; however, we will particularize to the case G = &,
therefore obtaining the standard chiral Einstein field equations

GuV:_%Mab((bC) VeV u?bb_lglwg VadaVon| + g’“’ C(e) - ®

Now, if we consider that M? is a constant matrix, we obtain

9C (o)
I

All of the aforementioned results can be employed to consider a two-field cosmological model: a quintessence and
a phantom field, with their corresponding scalar potentials. Setting M (¢.) = m? as a constant matrix, in , we

MV, V" ¢, — =0. (9)

obtain
1
L=+/—g <R - §gwmabvu¢avu¢b + V(¢1, ¢>2)) ; (10)
where C(¢.) = V(¢1,¢=2) is the combined scalar field potential; ¢ and ¢ are the quintessence and phantom fields,
12
respectively; and m? is a 2 x 2 constant matrix of the form m® = mllg Tzl > .

Thus, the Einstein—Klein—Gordon field Equations and @D are

L gas V(61.62) (11)

1 1
Gaﬁ = —imab <Va¢aV5¢b — 2gaﬂgﬂuvu¢avy¢b> + B



meV, Vv ¢y, — ag((;f) =0, (12)

where a,b,c = 1,2. From , the energy-momentum tensor of the scalar fields (¢1, ¢2) is given by

1 1 1
8rGTap(d1, P2) = —im“b (Va¢avﬁ¢b - 29aﬁguyvu¢avu¢b) + 59ap V(1. 62), (13)

then, using @, the barotropic index wy, ¢, is given by

*%mabvuqsav,ugﬁb - C(¢c)

W, by = . (14)
PO T —Imet G,V by + C(oe)
In our analysis, the background spacetime to be considered is a spatially flat FRLW with line element
ds* = —N()2dt* + > [dr? + r?(d6? + sin?0d¢?)] (15)

where N represents the lapse function, A(t) = e22(®) ig the scale factor in the Misner parametrization, and (2 is a scalar
function whose interval is (—oc, 00). Choosing C(¢.) = Vi(¢1) + Va(¢a) = Vo121 + Vige 292 the mixed Einstein
field equations are

02 1142 1] 142 m'? ¢y ¢y
]\72_2[2]\/'24_‘/1((/)1) ‘2[_2N2+V2<¢2> AN (16)
6 . oN 1[1# 1 14 12§, &y
SR i S CRE N Py ER O Y RS R IR )
: Q¢ N o1 ¢ 12 Q¢o N s ¢ . B
d)l( SN TN e ) T\ RN Taew ae ) e =0 (18)

m'? s <3Q¢1 + Non ¢1> + 2 <3Q¢2 _ N + 2) — Va(g) =0, (19)

“ ”

where represents a time derivative. By plugging the line element into the energy-momentum tensor of the
scalar fields ([13]), the energy density, and the pressure, the following form is taken :

. . 12 . .
5Gones = 5 |59+ Na(00)] + 5 |4+ N2Valen)| + i, (20)
1]1 ¢? 1] 1463 m'2 ¢y b
87TGP¢1¢2 :5 [2]\[2V1(¢1) +§ *§N722*V2(¢2) +Tﬁ1ﬁ2’ (21)

having these two quantities at hand, the barotropic parameter will be written as

o (2 L
P¢1¢>2 [%% B Vl((él)} + {_%% B V2(¢2>} +m12%%
Wi = =

Py 2 [%dﬁ% +N2V1(¢>1)] + [—%é% +N2V2(¢>2)} +m2¢1y

(22)

Now we are in position to construct the corresponding Lagrangian and Hamiltonian densities for this cosmological
model. Using Hamilton’s approach, classical solutions to EKG f can be found; additionally, the quantum
counterpart can be established and solved. Taking these ideas into consideration, putting back the metric into
, the Lagrangian density reads

. ) .92 A
02 12
[ — 39 <6 _O b2 mTdidn 4 NVge M1 4 NVOQG_)\2¢2> . (23)



The resulting momenta are given by

€3Q . . Ne_SQ
_ 195 Q= II
3Q . . Ne_3Q
Iy, = _% (¢1 + m12¢2) . = (T, +mPy,) (24)
eSQ . A Ne—SQ
Iy, = N (m12¢1 - ¢2) s 2= A (m'?1y, —Tly,)

where A =1+ (m12)2. In order to obtain a Hamiltonian density, we write in a canonical form, i.e., Leqn =
II,¢g — NH; then, we perform the variation with respect to the lapse function N, 0Lcun/dN = 0, yielding the
Hamiltonian constraint # = 0, that is,

—3Q 12 12 12
H = 67 [H?Z SN ZHQZ — 24%H¢1H¢2 — 24V e MPHEL 94y, emred2 t6Q (25)

The fact that H = 0 guarantees us that its solutions are unique and well defined. Putting forward the following
canonical transformation on the variables (Q, ¢1, ¢2) <+ (€1, &9, £3) and fixing the gauge N = 24¢3%, we obtain

2
H¢1 +

Q:§1+§2+§3
=602 — M\, 18
-2
& = 690 — Ao, — ¢1:%, (26)
§3 = 6Q + A\1¢1 + Aag2, €1 — 2 + &
¢2=?7

leading us to obtain a new set of conjugate momenta (P, P, Ps)
Il = 6P + 6P +6P3,
Mg, = M (=P + Bs)
Iy, = Ao (—P2 + P3) (27)
therefore, the Hamiltonian density can be written as
H=12(3 A1) P> +12(3+ Ay) PZ +12(3 —2A10 + Ay — Ay) P2
+24[B3+ A+ A1) PL+ (B4 A2 — Ao) P Ps
+24(3— A12) PPy — 24 (Vie® + Voe®) | (28)
where A; = A2/, Ay = \3/A, and A1z = m!? A\ \y/A. In the end, even if the Hamiltonian density exhibits

an intricate form, this configuration will indeed allow us to compute various relevant scenarios. Thus, the Hamilton
equations become

£ =24(3— A1) P, +24(3—A12) Po4+24(3+ Ay + Ayo) Py,
£y =243+ A2) Py +24(3— A12) PL +24(3— Ay + A1o) Ps,

E3 =243+ A +A2) P +24(3— Ao+ A12) Py +24(3+ Ay — Ay —2A45) Ps,

Py =24V €4, (29)
PQ = 24‘/2652 5
Py=0.

Right away, we can see that P3 = p3 = constant. Moreover, the end game of this analysis is to find solutions to the
variables (€, ¢1, ¢2) . Hence, we simplify our expression. First, we drop the mixed momenta P; and Ps from &; and
52 (Equation 1] by setting their coefficients to zero: 3 — Aj5 = 0. Therefore, we can obtain one relation among the
parameters (m'?, \; \z), where the matrix element m!? satisfies the constraint

A1A 6\’
12 1172
m° = 5 14+4/1— (/\1/\2> . (30)

Additionally, we set the second term inside the square root of to be a real number and consider A; > 0, Ay > 0,
thus yielding the relation A;Ag > 6, ensuring that m!? is always positive.



A. Classical Exact Solutions

In this section, we will calculate the exact solutions of (€, ¢1,¢2), where different cases will appear due to the
parameters (A1, A2). Recall the master Hamiltonian density
H =12 P + 1209 P5 + 12 (=9 + 1 + 12) p3 + 24[(9 — m) P + (9 — 1m2) Pa] ps
— 24 (Vie® + Voe®?) (31)

with n; =3 — Ay and 192 = 3 + As. Then, Hamilton equations for these new coordinates &; are

& = 24m P +24(9 —m)ps,
§o = 24m2 P> +24(9 — m2) p3, (32)
€ = 24(9—m)Pr+24(9 —m2) P +24(=9+m +n2) ps,,
and equations for Py and P, are still given by . In the following sections, we will obtain analytical solutions for
differents values of A\; and \s.

1. Case: \1 = X2 = V6.

For these particular values, we have Ay = Ay = 3 with n; = 0 and 7y = 6; then, the Hamilton equations are reduced
to

& = 216ps,
& = 144P5 + T2ps, (33)
& = 216P, + 72P, — T2ps.

From the last set of equations, we can see that the solution for & will be given by
& = ap + 216pst, (34)

where a; is an integration constant. Then, taking the time derivative of & results in & = 3456V5 €52, whose solution
is

2

& =1In (17262‘/2) + Ln [Csch*(ast — )] . (35)

Now we know the functional form of £, we can compute the remaining momenta, yielding

\%
R0 = it g e,
Q
Pg(t) = P2 — 77; COth(OZQ t— 52) . (36)

Plugging back P, and P», given by , into the Hamiltonian constraint H = 0, we found that py = —p3/2 and

3888p2 — 15552p1p3 — a3 = 0; solving for ps gives p3 = 2p; + T@‘/a% + 15552 p?.
With these results, the variable &3 becomes

v
€5 = as + (216p; — 108ps)t + ﬁe“ﬁmmf + Ln[Csch (agt — B)] . (37)
3

where a3 is an integration constant. Having found &1, &, and &3 and then applying the inverse transformation ,



we can present the solutions in the original variables

ai +as Qg 9
Qt) = In|———
W=—75+ ”[24\/31/2]
v
+ Ln [C’sch% (agt — Bg)} + (12p1 + 6p3)t + %e‘“*zwmt , (38)
162p2
—2a1 + a3 a3 25
) s -y
¢1(t) 3y T n<1728V2
1 Vi
+ — [(72p1 — 180p3) t + —12ea1+216p3t + Ln[Csch(ast — B2)]| (39)
)\1 27p3
_2
a1 + as a% 3A2
t) = L
02(0) = =55~ T 1In (17281@)
1 1%
+— | (72p1 + 36p3) t + g e® TP o Ly [Sinh (ant — Bo)]| (40)
)\2 27p3
Recalling that the scale factor is given by A(t) = ¢®) we have
1
aitag (%) ° 1 V‘i
At) = h t— E a1+216pst | ,(12p1+6p3)t ) 41
() =" | 1| Csclt (0t = ) B | e e (41)

In Figure |1} we present the behaviour of the scale factor A = A(t), the Hubble parameter H = H(t), and the
barotropic parameter wg, ¢, = We, ¢, (t). From the upper left graph, we can see that A grows very rapidly as time
goes by; it can also be seen that this solution avoids the singularity by means of a bounce, where H does cross the
horizontal axis. In the panel at the bottom, the barotropic parameter wg,4, is presented, and it can be seen that the
EoS parameter crosses the “—1” boundary, which is in fact a characteristic of the quintom models.

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.30 0.31 0.32 0.33 0.34 0.35

t t t

Figure 1: This figure shows the time (0.3 < ¢ < 1.0) evolution of the scale factor A(t), the Hubble parameter H(t), and the
barotropic parameter we, ¢, (t). We use arbitrary units, namely, Vi = 6.0, V2 = 0.1, az = 3.0, a1 = —6.548 , a3 = —2.0,

and p1 = 0.001. Recall that Ay = A\a = \@; the remaining constants can be obtained from the aforementioned values. Note
that time is measured in reduced Planck units since 87G = 1.

2. Case: M2 = 6.

Now, we have m'? = 1, and for A\ = v/6 we obtain the previous case; therefore, we devote this section to carrying
out an analysis of values Ao # v/6 and explore whether the phantom or quintessence scheme prevails under the domain
of the scalar potential. On the one hand, when Ay < A; the phantom sector dominates. On the other hand, when
A2 > Ay, the quintessence counterpart becomes the relevant scenario. Then, we consider the Hamilton Equations
and take the time derivative of fl, which reads

& = 576m; Vie, (42)
where we also resort to the equation for Py. Solutions of strongly depend on A;, which has the form

& r? { Sech? (rit — q1) A1 > v/6 corresponding at 7, < 0 (43)

- 288|m1| V1 | Csch? (rit — q1) M < V6 corresponding at n; > 0
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From , we can see that both ég and 51 have the same functional structure when 7; > 0, and since 75 > 0 for all
values of Az, the solution of & is

2

= "2 Ogeh? (rot — 44
€ 288772‘/2 sch” (ry q) (44)

where in and , r; and ¢; (with ¢ = 1,2) are integration constants. In the next segments, we will examine the
two cases: \; > /6 and A< V6.

3. Phantom Domination: M\ > v6 and A2 < V6.

Considering this setup, we start by reinserting the solutions for \; > v/6 (n; < 0) and for Ay < /6 into the Hamilton
equations for the momenta, obtaining

P =p Tanh (rt —q1) , (45)

12| 1]

P2 = P2 — T Coth (’/’zt — QQ) , (46)

where p; and ps are integration constants. Now, with the aid of Equations and , the Hamiltonian is identically
zero when

Im | +9 2 —9 1 n2ri — |mlr3
p1 = P3, p2 = p3, P3 =+ . (47)
1] 12 36\ 3[|mln2 — 3|m| + 3m2]

Consequently, the solutions of & become

2
=In(—>+— Ln [Sech? t— 48
& n (288|771|V1> + Ln [Sech® (rit — q1)] , (48)
2
3
52 =1ILn (288’)72‘/2> + Ln [OSC}LQ (7'2 t— Q2)} ’ (49)
-3 3 9
&3 =as+ 648|m| 2 i+ 772p3t + + |m|Ln [C’osh2 (rit— ql)]
1] 2 1]
-9
+ n27l Ln [Sinh? (rat — go)] , (50)
2

where a3 is an integration constant. To arrive at the solutions in terms of the original variables (2, ¢1, ¢2), we apply
the inverse canonical transformation (26f), obtaining the following:

Q= Qo+ Ln [Coshﬁ1 (rit—q1) Csch® (ryt — )]
m1ln2 = 3lm[ + 3o
] 72

2(Imq1 [+3)

o1 = @10+ Ln Cosh M (rpt —q1) Cschi7 (rat —q2)

136 pat (51)

[n1|m2 — 3|m| + 3n2

+216
A1 [mi]m2

p3t ) (52)

2(n2—3)

P2 = oo+ Ln Cosh/\2\n1| (rltfql)SZ’l”Lh A2n2 (7”2t7q2)

\771| N2 — 3| + 32
A2 11| m2

+216 pat, (53)



where 81 = 1/|m|, B2 = 1/12, and the constants g, ¢10 and ¢oo are given by

Ol

N TS LY
| 2884/ |m|n2V1 Va 8
_ 2
12\/§T2 |771|V1 S as
= Lp|2Y2nn a5 54
Po =LY, TN (54
_ _2
12v2r Vo | 2 as
P20 = Ln | ——F—enr -
L "2V 1 VA 3A2

For this case, the scale factor becomes

9
Alt) = lm;% e 18 Cosh (r1t — q1) Csch® (rat — ¢o)
1n2ViVa
-3 3
x Exp [36|m| 2 |771||Z;| + nngt} . (55)

In Figure[2| we can appreciate the evolution of the scale factor, the Hubble parameter, and the barotropic parameter,
with respect to time. First, we can once again observe a bouncing A, which consolidates our previous outcome. In fact,
this behavior was claimed recently in [66], using a dynamical system approach. Additionally, in the upper right plot,
H crosses the horizontal axis (at the bounce of A). Then, in the panel at the bottom, once again wg, ¢, traverses the
phantom divide line “—1”, an upshot consistent with the quintom description.

25 10

20

0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50

t

Figure 2: Phantom domination. This figure shows the time (0.1 < ¢t < 2.5) evolution of the scale factor A(t), the Hubble
parameter H(t), and the barotropic parameter we, 4, (t). We use arbitrary units, namely, Vi = Vo = 1.0, 11 = 1.5, 72 = 0.9,

g1 =¢q2=0.1, a3 = —6.0, A2 = \/5, and A\; = 6/X2. The remaining constants can be obtained from the aforementioned values.
Note that time is measured in reduced Planck units since 87G = 1.
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4. Quintessence Domination: A1 < V6 and Xy > V6.
We reinsert the solutions of A\; < v/6 (71 > 0) and Ay > /6 into the Hamilton equations for the momenta, leading

to
T1

P = —_ —_
1 1 2 Coth (rit — q1) , (56)
T2
P = _—— —_
2 P2 12772 COth (T‘Qt QQ) 5 (57)

where p; and ps are integration constants. We use and to obtain a null Hamiltonian when

m—9 n2—9 1 n2rf +mr3
= , = , =+ . 58
b1 m b3 b2 T b3 b3 36 \/3 B + 372 — ] (58)

As a consequence, the solutions of &; take the following form:

-2
=In|—2— )+ Ln[Csch®(rit— 59
&1 n(288771V1>+ n[Csch® (rit —q1)] , (59)
TQ
=In|—2—)+Ln[Csch?(rot — 60
&2 n (2881721/2> + Ln [Csch? (rat — q2)] (60)
— 3 3 -9
&3 = as — 648 e+ 5m + nngt + M [Sinh® (r1t — q1)]
minz m
-9
+ 772772 Ln [Sinh2 (rot — qg)] , (61)

with an integration constant as. Then, we apply the inverse transformation to arrive at the solutions in terms
of the original variables, which read

+8 4 n [C’schﬁ1 (rit —q1) Csch?? (rot — %))

172 o
18

288v/nim2ViVa
3m + 32 —m lep
72

Q:Ln{

— 36

3ta

2(n11+3)

¢1 = ¢10+ Ln [C’osh MImT (rpt—qp) Cschﬁ (rot — qg)} + 216

In1lm2 — 3lm| + 3n2
AL [m| 2

p3ta

6 2(ng—3)
¢2 = P20 + Ln [COSh Xalml (ryt —q1) Sinh X2m2 (rot — QQ)}
In1lm2 — 3|m| + 3n2
A2 [n1] 12

where 81 = 1/n1, B2 = 1/n2, and the constants g, @19, and ¢o are those in . With these solutions, we can write
the scale factor in the following form:

+ 216 pst,

9 a
T ] e Csch™ (r1t — q1) Csch™ (rat — qy)

288y/mmn2V1Va
3m +3n2 —m ﬁzpst} ' (62)
m 2

A(t) = {

x Exp [36

Immediately, one can observe that to obtain an increasing scale factor with respect to time, the constant p3 must
be negative. However, none of the parameters considered in this scenario lead to p3 < 0; therefore, this solution is
not physically relevant.

III. QUANTUM FORMALISM

To present the quantum mechanical version of the classical model, in we promote the classical momenta to
operators making the replacement Il = —ih0,u, obtaining the following Hamiltonian density:



11

H =113 + Qihllg — 12A5115 + 12A4117 ) — 24A0T0,, Ty, — 24Vie 29102 — 247 A202162, (63)

To obtain Equation (63), we have substituted e =113 — =3 [II3 4+ Qihllg] since one has to take into account

the factor-ordering problem between the e~ and its momentum Ilo; hence, Q is a number that measures such
ambiguity. In order to have a more manageable functional form of , we take the constraint of the matrix element
m!? (Equation (30)); then, we apply the canonical transformation on variables (€, ¢1,¢2) <+ (&1, &2, &3) (Equations
(26)) and ), as well as the gauge N = 24¢3. Therefore, we obtain

H =120, P2 4+ 122 P +12(=9 + 11 + 10) P2
+24P5 [(9 — m) Pi 4 (9 — 1) Po] + 6Qih (Py + Py + P3)  — 24 (Vi€ + Vae®?), (64)

with 7y =3 — A; and 172 = 3+ As. Recall that the Hamiltonian density is identically zero H = 0; hence, the quantum
counterpart of is obtained by applying the same prescription used to obtain . Having this at hand, we can
write down the Wheeler-DeWitt (WDW) equation, which reads

. 92U 92U 02V
N — 2 o 2 o 2/
av 9 Qv 92 92
+6 h2(++>—h224[9— (9= )
O e a6 T og O=m) geag 0™ ge06
—24 (Vi€ + Voe®?) U = 0. (65)

In order to solve the WDW equation, we propose the following solution for the wave function W(&q,&s,&3) =
eP3&3G (€1, &) with p3 = constant. Additionally, we take as an ansatz G(&1,&2) = G1(£1)G2(&2); upon substitution in
(65)), we obtain the following.

62G1 aGYl
— 120 Gt — 4p3(9 — o
mG2 e +6(Q —4p3(9 —m)) Ga %
V
+3 [pzz (Q —2p3(9 —m +m2)) — 8h;e£1] G1Ga2+
32G2 aGQ
— 121Gy —=~ + 6 (Q — 4p3(9 — G1—
LR +6(Q —4p3(9 —n2)) G1 9%,
V
+3 [pS (Q —2p3(9 —m +n2)) —87_;662] G1G2 =0, (66)
finally, we factorize G1Go. Thus, two ordinary differential equations for the functions G; and G5 emerge
m 0*Gy 1 0G4
—12—= +6(Q —4p3(9 — —_——
Gl ag% (Q p3( 7]1)) Gl 851
V;
+3 {ps (@ —2p3(9 —m +n2)) — 856&} -v?=0, (67)
2 82G2 1 8G2
—12—= +6[Q —4ps3(9 — —_—
Gs ag% [Q pi( 772)] G 852
Vz
+3 {pg (Q —2p3(9 —m +1m2)) — 8}_;65“} +v2=0, (68)
where 2 is an arbitrary constant. These last two equations can be written as y” + ay’ + (be"® + ¢)y = 0, and their

solutions are of the form [67]
ax 2Vb ke
Y(2) = Eap (=57) 2, (Ke : ) , (69)

here, Z, are the generic Bessel functions with the order p = va? — 4¢/k. If Vb is real, Z, becomes the ordinary Bessel
function; otherwise, the solutions will be given in terms of the modified Bessel functions. In the next sections, we will
show quantum solutions separated into two classes, according to 7, and A; Ay = 6.
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A. Quantum Solution for 7; >0 and \; < V6

First, we identify the following expressions for Equation :

ko= 1, __@=4mO-m)
2m
2V — 2pa(9 — 2
— 7227 = _P3 Q p3( m + n2)] n v 7 70)
nlh 4-771 12’]’]1
and for
_4 _
R = 1, a:—Qp3_(9772)7
212
2V, — 2pa(9 — 2
b= M p3[@—2ps(O—m+m)] 7 -
n2h A 121

Note that in both cases, v/b is real; then, the solutions are written in terms of the ordinary Bessel functions

Zy, = Jp,. Thus, the wave function becomes the following:
2 [2V5 &
J — ] —=e2
P2 [h 772 €

2 12V &
Bplp2 = By ‘]Pl |]i 7116 2
Q — 4p3(9 — n2)

— 4pa(9 —
_ Q—4ps( e |
47]1 4172

and By is an integration constant. Additionally, the order of the two Bessel functions are

e,

where

0

627

m m 3771
p2:\/(_62_41)3@_772)>2+p3(62—2p3(9—771+7l2)) +V72. (73)
2772 72 3772

Hence, the wave function ¥ in the original variables becomes

- 2 2V Mo 2 |2V _22¢
\Ijmpz =Y, A6 Exp [051 )\1¢1 + a2 )\2¢2} Jﬂl |:ﬁ T;Ar’e 3 1:| Jp2 |:ﬁ T;ASQ 2] 2:| ) (74)

where ¥q is a normalization constant, and

Qnz+m) ps(O—m) p3(9—m2)

a = - - + p3,
4mine m 72
—4p3(9 — — 4p3(9 —
0y = - Q—4p3(9—m) P, = - Q—4p3(9—n2) +ps. (75)
4 4no

By analyzing solution , we could not find any set of parameter values for which the probability density function
(defined by the wave function ) is bounded. This unwanted behavior prevents us from directly implementing
the standard interpretation of quantum mechanics in order to draw meaningful physical conclusions. This setback is
tempered by the fact that the corresponding classical solution (given essentially by ) is not of physical relevance,
and so no further analysis will be performed regarding this case.

B. Quantum solution when 7; < 0 and \; > V6.

We set up the corresponding parameters for Equation

. Q — 4p3(9 + |m|)
2|m |
_ 2 ;@29 + ml+m)] v
|1 |2 4lm | 12|m]’

Kk =1
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and for
.= 1 a:_Q—4P3(9—772)
2m2
2V; — 2p3(9 2
b= A o Q—=2psO+Iml+m)] v (77)
n2h 4no 12m

note that we have inverted the sign of the previous formulas. Hereby, we introduce |n;|. Then, the first case
yields an imaginary v/b; therefore, its solution must be in terms of the modified Bessel function Z,, = K,, (contrary
to the second case, where the proper function is Z,, = J,,). Hence, we have

2 2V & 2 [2Vy e y
Bple = BO Kp1 ﬁ W@ 2 Jp2 lh Ee 2 eg s (78)
here
— 4p3(9 + —4p3(9 —
g, — QO+ m),  Q@-dpsO—m), (79)
4lm| 4no

and the order of both Bessel functions are

— 4pa(9 2 — 2p3(9 2
o = \/(Q gl ) A Il (50)
2|m| Im| 3m|
— Apa(9 — 2 —2p3(9 + |m| + 2
oy = <Q P ( 772> L P@ =230+ |l +m2)) | v (81)
212 M2 32
Finally, the wave function in the original variables is given by
2 /21 - 2 |2V;
U, 00 = AP Eapog My + a ot K,y | 24| 2 A3 e | g, | 24|22 43752 (82)
R\ R\ e
where
g _QUr—ImD  psO+Im) psO-m) , (83)
4n1|n2 |1 2
— 4p3(9 + —4ps(9 —
o= @O Fm) o @A) (84)
4lm | 212

and a normalization constant ¥y. The behaviour of the probability density can be seen in Figure [3] Observe that in
all panels, the probability density dies away as the scale factor and scalar field evolve, an expected outcome already
reported in [6870]. On the other hand, we vary the factor ordering constant @, in order to show how |¥|? behaves.
We can see that whilst @ < 0, the probability density tends to the phantom sector. In [68], the authors showed that
the parameter () acts a retarder of the wave function and compresses the length on the axis where the field evolves;
however, they analysed the case of two quintessence fields.

C. Quantum Solution when \; = Ay = v/6, Therefore m =0 and 72 = 6.

In this final case, we take A\; = Ay = v/6; therefore, n; = 0 and 7, = 6. Hence, the Equations and can be
reduced to

1 6G1 Vl € 2
6 (Q — 36ps3) Gy 06 +3[P3(Q—30p3)—8h2e :|—1/ =0, (85)

72 82G, 1 0G, Va e, )
& 983 +6[Q12173]02852+3[P3(Q30p3)8h26 ] +12=0. (86)
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30

‘w‘ |\p|2 zo\'\‘

104

Figure 3: Phantom scenario. These figures show the probability density of the wave function for the values of Q = 2
and Q = 0 (top panels from left to right, respectivley), and Q@ = —2 and @ = —4 (bottom panels from left to right,
respectively). We use arbitrary units, namely, v = 10, Ay = 10.5, Ao = 6/A1, V1 = 0.1,Va = 1075, r; = 49,

ro = 1.5,a3 = —2.3, and p3 = 0.326878, and the bounce in the quintessence field ¢1 = 1.455. The remaining constants can be
obtained from the aforementioned values. Additionally, for Q = 2,0 we take ¥y = 1072, 1072 respectively; then, for

Q = —2,—4 we chose Uy = 107", 1/4/10 respectively. Note that the probability density tends toward the phantom sector
when the factor ordering constant @ < 0.

The solution of is given by

2
5 —p3(Q — 30ps3) 4Vi
Gy = GoExp | -2 “ 87
e I T S B (T (57
where Gy in an integration constant. Then, for G5 we have the following ordinary Bessel function:
Q — 12p;3 Va &
G2 = Exp [T& Jps ik (88)
here, the order is
o [(Q—12ps\* 1 [2
p2 = \/( 12 t513 + p3(Q — 30p3) | - (89)

Remarkably for this case, we can obtain a parameter space of @ ,v, and p3 where the order can be real or imaginary.
Hence, we have

B=DByJ, : (90)

|:\/V2 52:| 05
h e

with

§ —p3(Q — 30p3)
2(Q — 36p3)

Finally, in the original variables the wave function is

Q — 12p3 4V1

&1
o1 2 R0 = 30ps)

03 =

&+

)

U = 4hg A5 ], [@A?’e‘*%ﬂ e, (91)
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where

4V

o 6 ,—A1¢1
0 = m Ae ¢ + o )\1(251 + a2 )\2(;527 (92)

and

%2 —p3(Q —30p3) | Q—12ps3

T= 00 —36ps) | 24
2
_ % —p3(Q—30ps) __Q—-12p3
o = 5(Q — 36p3) +p3, az= oV + ps, (93)

and a normalization constant 1y. For completeness of the above classical solutions, we include this case; however,
once more the probability density function is not bounded since |¥|? does not fade as the scale factor and scalar field
evolve. We recall that the standard interpretation of quantum mechanics becomes troublesome to realize due to this
nuisance behavior. Therefore, the wave function is not physically relevant.

IV. FINAL REMARKS

In this work, we have studied a chiral cosmological model from the point of view of a K-essence formalism. The
background geometry was a flat FLRW universe minimally coupled to quintom fields: one quintessence and one
phantom. In this approach, the scalar fields interact within the kinetic and potential sectors.

In the classical framework, we established the Hamiltonian density , which in turn allows one to find exact
solutions for different sets of values of the free parameters. We highlight two cases: the first when A\; = Ay = /6, and
the second where phantom domination is the relevant factor, namely, \; > V6 and \y < /6. In the two scenarios,
the scale factor grows very rapidly and the big-bang singularity is avoided via a bounce. We call it the “big bounce”.
In fact, this claim is also supported by the behavior of both the scale factor and the Hubble parameter. Finally,
we show that the barotropic parameter is capable of transiting from a quintessence phase to a phantom one, i.e., it
crosses the phantom divide line. In Figures[I] and [2] we show the behavior of these quantities as a function of time.

On the other hand, using the canonical quantization procedure, we were able to establish the quantum counterpart
of the classical model and compute the Wheeler—-DeWitt equation. Once again, we solve it for various scenarios given
by different sets of values of the free parameters. In particular, we found exact solutions for three distinct cases:
m > 0and A\ < \/6, m < 0and \; > \/6, and \; = Ay = \/6; therefore, n1 = 0 and 72 = 6. Figure shows the
behavior of the probability density as a function of the scale factor and scalar field, for the phantom case, i.e., n; <0
and A; > v/6. The probability density exhibits a damped behavior as the scale factor and scalar fields evolve. An
expected result has already been reported in [68-70]. Lastly, we note that by varying @, specifically when @ < 0,
the probability density evolves towards the phantom sector. This outcome contrasts with that reported in [68], where
the authors showed that the parameter Q) delays the evolution of the wave function and compresses the length on the
axis where the field evolves; however, they analyzed the case of two quintessence fields.
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