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We construct integrable chiral cosmological models with two scalar fields and potentials

represented in terms of hyperbolic functions. Using the conformal transformation of the

metric and the corresponding models with induced gravity terms, we obtain the general

solutions in the spatially flat, open and closed Friedmann universes and the corresponding

integrals of motion. The obtained general solutions can be written in terms of the Jacobi

elliptic functions of the conformal time.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Most cosmological models, which describe the global evolution of the Universe, include scalar

fields. To describe only one epoch of the Universe evolution, single field models can be used. Using

two-field models, one can describe multiple epochs or multiple physical phenomenons. Models with

a single scalar field nonminimally coupled to gravity can be transformed to models with a minimally

coupled scalar field with a canonical kinetic term by the metric and scalar field transformations. On

the other hand, it is not possible to transform a model with two scalar fields nonminimally coupled

to gravity to a model with two minimally coupled scalar fields and a standard kinetic part of the

Lagrangian in the most general case [1]. After the metric transformation, one obtains a general

relativity model with nonstandard kinetic terms of scalar fields, a so-called chiral cosmological

model (CCM) [2].

In the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric, the Einstein’s equations reduce

to a system of ordinary differential equations. The problem of searching for integrable cosmolog-

ical models with scalar fields is being actively investigated, essentially in the case of single-field
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cosmological models, but such models have been found only for a few specific forms of the scalar

field potential [3–11].

A two-field CCM with a constant potential is trivially integrated not only in the spatially-flat

FLRW metric, but also in the Bianchi I metric [12, 13]. At the same time, finding integrable

cosmological models with multiple scalar fields is, in general, an extremely complicated task. We

know only a few examples of integrable cosmological models with two or more fields [14–18]. The

goal of this paper is to construct new integrable CCM with two fields and potentials written in

terms of hyperbolic functions.

There are a few methods to integrate evolution equations in the FLRWmetric. The integrability

can be proven by using a suitable parametric time [6], but it is not immediately clear as to how

to find this parametric time. The superpotential method, which is also known as the Hamilton-

Jacobi equation approach, is useful to integrate not only single-field models with the exponential

potential [3], but also two-field models with the exponential potential [18]. Note that this method

is actively used to study inflation and to construct cosmological models with particular exact

solutions [3, 18–35].

Another method for constructing one-field integrable models is based on the conformal metric

transformation and the construction of the corresponding model in the Jordan frame [5, 8, 10, 36].

In Ref. [5], the authors construct two-field models with one ordinary scalar field, one phantom field

and induced gravity terms to prove the integrability of a single-field cosmological model with a

potential written in terms of hyperbolic functions. Note that integrability of this model has been

proven in the closed and open Friedmann universes as well [37]. In Refs. [5, 38, 39], the proposed

cosmological model has been intensively studied in the context of the early Universe evolution, with

special emphasis on inflation and the possibility of crossing the Big Bang-Big Crunch singularity. In

Ref. [10], the authors have proven integrability of the same model in a simpler way by using a single-

field integrable model with non-minimal coupling constructed in Ref. [9]. Note that this model

belongs to a wide class of integrable models with minimally coupled scalar fields and potentials in

terms of hyperbolic functions. Their integrability have been proven by using a suitable parametric

time in Ref. [6] (see also Ref. [10]).

To construct a new integrable CCM with two fields, we start from models with two nonminimally

coupled scalar fields. The single-field integrable model proposed in Ref. [9] has an interesting

feature: the Ricci scalar is an integral of motion. Recently, N -field cosmological models with the

same property have been found and their integrability in the spatially flat FLRW metric have

been proven [40]. In this paper, we find general solutions of evolution equations in the Friedmann
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universe with arbitrary spatial curvature for such two-field integrable models with non-minimal

coupling. After finding such solutions, we obtain two-field chiral cosmological models in the Einstein

frame by the conformal transformation of the metric. For a few two-field potentials, we get general

solutions. In the conformal time, we get analytic expressions of the general solutions in terms of

the Jacobi elliptic functions.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section II, we consider two-field models with

induced gravity terms. In Section III, we construct the corresponding CCMs by the conformal

transformation of the metric and the introduction of new fields. In Section IV, we find solutions in

the FLRW metric for the model with the nonminimal coupling. Examples of integrated CCMs and

their general solutions in the conformal time are given in Section V. The results are summarized

in Section VI.

II. TWO-FIELD MODEL WITH NONMINIMAL COUPLING

Let us consider models with two nonminimally coupled scalar fields, described by an action

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

[

U(σ1, σ2)R− 1

2
gµν

(

C1∂µσ
1∂νσ

1 + C2∂µσ
2∂νσ

2
)

− V (σ1, σ2)

]

, (1)

where the functions U and V are differentiable, R is the Ricci scalar, and CA are constants. Positive

values of CA correspond to the case of standard scalar fields.

By varying the action (1), we obtain evolution equations

U

(

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR

)

= ∇µ∇νU − gµν�U +
1

2
Tµν , (2)

where

Tµν = C1∂µσ
1∂νσ

1 + C2∂µσ
2∂νσ

2 − gµν

(

1

2
gαβ

(

C1∂ασ
1∂βσ

1 + C2∂ασ
2∂βσ

2
)

+ V

)

.

and the field equations are

CA�σA − V,σA +RU,σA = 0, (3)

A = 1, 2; F,σA ≡ dF
dσA for any function F (σ1, σ2), and there is no summation in A.

From Eq. (2), it follows

3�U − UR =
1

2
gµνTµν = − 1

2
gαβ

2
∑

A=1

CA∂ασ
A∂βσ

A − 2V. (4)
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Our goal is to find such functions U and V that Eq. (4) has an integral of motion. Using the

field equations (3), we get

�U =

2
∑

A=1

1

CA

(

U,σAV,σA −R
(

U,σA

)2
)

+

2
∑

A,B=1

U,σAσBgαβ∂ασ
A∂βσ

B . (5)

Substituting Eq. (5) into Eq. (4), we obtain

2V +

2
∑

A=1

3

CA
U,σAV,σA = R

(

U +

2
∑

A=1

3

CA

[

U,σA

]2

)

+
gαβ

2

2
∑

A,B=1

[

6U,σAσB + CAδAB

]

∂ασ
A∂βσ

B .

(6)

To solve Eq. (6), we choose such a function U(σ1, σ2) that

6U,σAσB + CAδAB = 0, (7)

for all values of A and B, and

U +

2
∑

A=1

3

CA

[

U,σA

]2
= U0, (8)

where U0 is a constant.

The solution of Eqs. (7) and (8) is

U(σ1, σ2) = U0 −
C1

12

(

σ1 − σ1
0

)2 − C2

12

(

σ2 − σ2
0

)2
, (9)

where σA
0 are constants.

With such a function U , Eq. (6) is

2V +

2
∑

A=1

1

2
σAV,σA = RU0. (10)

If R is a constant, R = R0, then Eq. (10) is a linear first-order partial differential equation with

V (σ1, σ2) as an unknown function. Equation (10) has the following general solution:

V =
R0U0

2
+
(

σ1 − σ1
0

)4
f

(

σ2 − σ2
0

σ1 − σ1
0

)

, (11)

where f is an arbitrary differentiable function.

Note that for models with functions U and V given by Eqs. (9) and (11), the Ricci scalar R is

the integral of motion in an arbitrary metric. This result can be generalized on models with an

arbitrary number of scalar fields [40].

We consider the case of U0 > 0, when the function U > 0 for some values of σA. The case of

U0 < 0 corresponds to antigravity. If U0 = 0, then Eq. (10) restricts the potential without the

assumption that R is a constant. It means that nontrivial solutions of the Friedmann equations

can exist only for potential (11) with U0 = 0. In the case of single-field models, an analogous

restriction on the potential has been obtained in Ref. [41].
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III. THE CORRESPONDING MODELS IN THE EINSTEIN FRAME

Now we construct models in the Einstein frame that correspond to the previously chosen func-

tions U and V . To get a model with two standard scalar fields, we take CA = 1. Also, we can take

σA
0 = 0 without loss of generality.

By doing a conformal transformation of the initial metric gµν of the form

gEµν =
2U

M2
Pl

gµν , (12)

one arrives at the following action in the Einstein frame:

SE =

∫

d4x
√

−gE





M2
Pl

2
RE − gµνE

2

2
∑

A,B=1

KAB∂µσ
A∂νσ

B − VE



 , (13)

where MPl is the reduced Planck mass,

KAB =
M2

Pl

2U

(

δAB +
3

U
U,σAU,σB

)

, (14)

VE =
M4

Pl

4U2
V. (15)

For the chosen function U(σ1, σ2) the matrix KAB is not diagonal:

K11 =
M2

Pl

2U2

(

U +
1

12

(

σ1
)2
)

,

K12 =K21 =
M2

Pl

24U2
σ1σ2,

K22 =
M2

Pl

2U2

(

U +
1

12

(

σ2
)2
)

.

(16)

It is possible to diagonalize the matrix KAB by introducing new fields χ1 and χ2. In general,

one has

KCD∂µσ
C∂νσ

D = KCD
∂σC

∂χA

∂σD

∂χB
∂µχ

A∂νχ
B = GAB∂µχ

A∂νχ
B ,

where GAB is the new “mass” matrix.

In our particular case, we take

σ1 =
√

12U0 tanh
χ2

√
6MPl

, σ2 =

√
12U0

cosh χ2

√
6MPl

tanh
χ1

√
6MPl

, (17)

and get the following matrix GAB :

G11 = 1,

G12 = G21 = 0,

G22 = cosh2
(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

.

(18)
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In terms of the new fields, the function U takes the form

U(χ1, χ2) =
U0

cosh2
(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

cosh2
(

χ2

√
6MPl

) . (19)

Action (13) can be rewritten as

SE =

∫

d4x

√

−g(E)

(

M2
Pl

2
R(E) − g(E)µν

2

[

∂µχ
1∂νχ

1 + cosh2
(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

∂µχ
2∂νχ

2

]

− VE

)

, (20)

where

VE =
M4

Pl

(

cosh χ1

√
6MPl

cosh χ2

√
6MPl

)2

4U0





R0

2
+ 144U0

[

tanh
χ2

√
6MPl

]4

f





tanh χ1

√
6MPl

sinh χ2

√
6MPl







 . (21)

By varying the action (20), we get the following equations:

R(E)
µν − 1

2
g(E)µν R(E) =

1

M2
Pl

TE
µν , (22)

�χ1 −
√
6

12MPl
sinh

(

χ1

3
√
6MPl

)

g(E)µν∂µχ
2∂νχ

2 − ∂VE

∂χ1
= 0; (23)

cosh2
(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

�χ2 +

√
6

6MPl
sinh

(

χ1

3
√
6MPl

)

g(E)µν∂µχ
1∂νχ

2 − ∂VE

∂χ2
= 0, (24)

where

TE
µν =∂µχ

1∂νχ
1 + cosh2

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

∂µχ
2∂νχ

2

−g(E)µν

(

1

2
g(E)αβ∂αχ

1∂βχ
2 +

1

2
cosh2

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

g(E)αβ∂αχ
2∂βχ

2 + VE(χ
1, χ2)

)

.

(25)

In the Einstein frame, the d’Alembert operator � acting on a scalar is

� =
1

√

g(E)
∂µ

(

√

g(E)g(E)µν∂ν

)

. (26)

IV. INTEGRABLE COSMOLOGICAL MODELS WITH NONMINIMAL COUPLING

A. The FLRW metric with conformal time

To get cosmological solutions in the analytic form, we consider the FLRWmetric with conformal

time

ds2 = a2(τ)

(

−dτ2 +
dr2

1−Kr2
+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2(θ)dϕ2

)

, (27)
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where a(τ) is the scale function. A positive curvature index K is associated with a closed Universe,

K = 0 with a flat Universe and a negative K with an open one.

In this metric, Eqs. (2) and (3) with CA = 1 have the following form:

6U
[

h2 +K
]

+ 6hU̇ =
1

2

[

(

σ̇1
)2

+
(

σ̇2
)2
]

+ a2V, (28)

U
[

2ḣ+ h2 +K
]

+ Ü +HU̇ =
1

2
a2V − 1

4

[

(

σ̇1
)2

+
(

σ̇2
)2
]

, (29)

σ̈A + 2hσ̇A − 6U ′
,σAa

2R+ a2V,σA = 0, (30)

where h = ȧ/a, and “dots” denote derivatives with respect to the parametric time τ .

The Ricci scalar is

R =
6

a2

(

ä

a
+K

)

. (31)

Integrating equation R = R0, namely,

ä+Ka =
R0

6
a3, (32)

we obtain

ȧ2 +Ka2 =
R0

12
a4 + C, (33)

where C is an integration constant.

Equation (33) has the general solution in terms of the Jacobi elliptic function:

a(τ) =

√
6C

√

3K +
√
9K2 − 3R0C

×sn





1

6

√

18K + 6
√

9K2 − 3R0C (τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

√

R0C
(

6K2 −R0C + 2K
√
9K2 − 3R0C

)

R0C − 6K2 − 2K
√
9K2 − 3R0C



 ,

(34)

if R0 > 0. For R0 = 0, we get

a(τ) =























a1 sin(
√
Kτ) + a2 cos(

√
Kτ), K > 0;

a1τ + a0, K = 0;

a1 sinh(
√
Kτ) + a2 cosh(

√
Kτ), K < 0;

(35)

where a0, a1 and a2 are arbitrary constants.
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To find solutions for scalar fields, we substitute σA = yA/a into Eq. (30) and obtain a system

ÿA +KyA + a3V,φA

(

y1

a
,
y2

a

)

= 0. (36)

For V given by (11), we get the following system of two equations:

ÿA +KyA +
∂Ṽ

∂yA
= 0, (37)

where A = 1, 2 and

Ṽ
(

y1, y2
)

=
(

y1
)4

f

(

y2

y1

)

.

System (37) has the first integral

1

2

(

ẏ1
)2

+
1

2

(

ẏ2
)2

+
K

2

[

(

y1
)2

+
(

y2
)2
]

+ Ṽ = E, (38)

where E is an integration constant.

To analyze the cosmological evolution we consider equations in the cosmic time, which is defined

by the equation dt = a(τ)dτ . Using

h = aH, U̇ = a
dU

dt
, ẏA = a2

dσA

dt
+ a2HσA, (39)

where H is the Hubble parameter, we get Eq. (28) in the following form:

6U

[

H2 +
K

a2

]

+ 6H
dU

dt
=

1

2

[

dσ1

dt

]2

+
1

2

[

dσ2

dt

]2

+ V. (40)

Using Eq. (38), we get from Eq. (40) the following equation:

6U0H
2 + 6U0

K

a2
=

1

2
U0R0 +

E

a4
. (41)

Equation (41) has the following solutions for R0 > 0:

t− t0 = ±
√
3√
R0

ln

(

R0 U0a
2 − 6U0K√
R0

+
√

R0 U
2
0a

4 − 12KU2
0 a

2 + 2EU0

)

. (42)

At R0 = 0, we obtain the following nonconstant solutions:

a(t) =



















±
√

K(E − 6K2U3
0 (t− t0)2)√

6U0K
, K 6= 0,

±
√
3

3U0

√

±
√

6EU0 U0(t− t0) , K = 0 .

(43)

Equation (41) coincides with the equation obtained in Ref. [9] for K = 0 and in Ref. [10] for an

arbitrary K in the case of the corresponding single-field model. Thus, the analysis of the Universe
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evolution in depending on the values of the constants K, R0 and E, including conditions of the

existence of bounce solutions given in Ref. [10], is also valid for the considered two-field models.

For this reason, we do not repeat it in this paper. Note only that in the case K = 0, the Hubble

parameter has the following simple form:

H(t) =



























√
3R0

(

e2
√
3R0t/3 +B

)

6
(

e2
√
3R0t/3 −B

) , R0 > 0

1

2(t− t0)
, R0 = 0 .

(44)

where B is a constant.

Note that explicit form of the a(τ) does not depend on the form of the potential and is given by

Eq. (34) for R0 > 0 and Eq. (35) for R0 = 0. To get the general solutions in the conformal time,

so it is suitable to write out expressions for H(τ) and a(τ) in explicitly real forms. We present

formulas for the case of K = 0 and R0 > 0 only.

For K = 0 and R0 > 0, we obtain

1. if E > 0, then

H(τ) =

√

R0

3

dn

(

a0

√

R0

3 (τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
2

)

1− cn

(

a0

√

R0

3 (τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
2

) , (45)

a(τ) =

a0 sn

(

a0

√

R0

3 (τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
2

)

1 + cn

(

a0

√

R0

3 (τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
2

) , a0 =

(

2E

U0R0

)
1

4

, (46)

τ(t) = τ0 +
1

a0

√

3

R0
F

(

arccos

(

a20 − a2

a20 + a2

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

)

,

a0

√

R0

12
(τ − τ0) ∈

(

0,K

(

1

2

))

;

2. if E < 0, then

a(τ) =
a0

cn

(

a0

√

R0

6 (τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
2

) , a0 =

(−2E

U0R0

) 1

4

, (47)

H(τ) =

√

R0

6
sn

(

a0

√

R0

6
(τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

)

dn

(

a0

√

R0

6
(τ − τ0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

)

, (48)
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τ(t) = τ0 +
1

a0

√

6

R0
F

(

arcsin

(√

a2 − a20
a2

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

)

,

a0

√

R0

6
(τ − τ0) ∈

(

−K

(

1

2

)

,K

(

1

2

))

;

3. if E = 0, then

H(τ) = ±
√

R0

12
, a(τ) =

a0

1∓ a0
√

R0/12 (τ − τ0)
, (49)

τ(t) = τ0 ±
1

a0

√

12

R0

(

1− e∓
√

R0/12(t−t0)
)

= τ0 ±
1

a0

√

12

R0

(

1− a0
a

)

,

±a0

√

R0

12
(τ − τ0) ∈ (−∞, 1) .

Here F is the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind, defined as

F (ϕ |m) =

ϕ
∫

0

dθ
√

1−m sin2 θ
, (50)

K(m) ≡ F (π/2 |m) is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind, and the Jacobi elliptic functions

sn, cn and dn have been used.

In the Einstein frame, the FLRW metric (27) becomes

ds2 = a2E(τ)

(

− dτ2 +
dr2

1−Kr2
+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2(θ)dϕ2

)

, (51)

where

aE(τ) =

√

U

U0
a(τ). (52)

V. POTENTIALS AND SOLUTIONS OF THE FIELD EQUATIONS

A. The way to get the general cosmological solution of the CCM

In the FLRW metric with the conformal time, Eqs. (22)–(24) have the following form:

3M2
Pl

(

h2E +K
)

=
1

2

(

χ̇1
)2

+
1

2
G22

(

χ̇2
)2

+ a2EVE, (53)

−M2
Pl

(

2ḣE + h2E +K
)

=
1

2

(

χ̇1
)2

+
1

2
G22

(

χ̇2
)2 − a2EVE, (54)
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χ̈1 + 2hEχ̇
1 − 1

2

dG22

dχ1

(

χ̇2
)2

+ a2E
∂VE

∂χ1
= 0, (55)

G22χ̈2 + 2hEG22χ̇2 +
dG22

dχ1
χ̇1χ̇2 + a2E

∂VE

∂χ2
= 0. (56)

Here “dots” denote d/dτ , and hE ≡ ȧE/aE = aEHE.

Our goal is to get the general solutions of these equations for the potentials given by the formula

(21). If we know the general solutions for the corresponding model in the Jordan frame, or, in

other words, if the functions a(τ), σ1(τ), and σ2(τ) are known, then the scale function aE is given

by Eq. (52) and the Hubble parameter

HE(τ) =
MPl

√

2U(σ1, σ2)

(

H(τ) +
1

2a(τ)U(σ1, σ2)

dU

dτ

)

. (57)

Here we use the fact that conformal times for both frames coincide (up to an additive constant,

which can be set to be zero without loss of generality), since dt/a = dtE/aE. Having these

expressions for aE, HE,

To get χ1(τ) and χ2(τ), we use the relations

χ1 =
√
6MPl arctanh





σ2

√

12U0 − (σ1)2



 , χ2 =
√
6MPl arctanh

(

σ1

√
12U0

)

. (58)

It is not always possible to integrate Eq. (37). To integrate field equations in the Jordan frame

we must firstly choose a particular form of the potential V . Below we present the general solutions

for three types of the potential V . The obtained solutions allow us to get the general solutions for

the corresponding CCM.

B. Potential V = 1

2
R0U0

We start from the case of a constant potential

V0 =
1

2
R0U0. (59)

The corresponding potential in the Einstein frame is

VE =
M4

PlR0

8U0
cosh2

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

cosh2
(

χ2

√
6MPl

)

. (60)

For Ṽ ≡ 0, Eq. (37) has the following solutions:

yA =























BA
1 sin(

√
Kτ) +BA

0 cos(
√
Kτ), K > 0;

BA
1 τ +BA

0 , K = 0;

BA
1 sinh(

√
Kτ) +BA

0 cosh(
√
Kτ), K < 0;

(61)
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where BA
0 and BA

1 are integration constants.

Using the expression (34), we get σA(τ). It allows us to get the general solution for the CCM

with the potential (21) by Eqs. (52) and (58).

C. Potential V = 1

2
R0U0 + c1

(

σ1
)4

+ c2
(

σ2
)4

Let us choose the potential V as

V1(σ
1, σ2) =

R0U0

2
+ c1

(

σ1
)4

+ c2
(

σ2
)4

, (62)

where c1 and c2 are constant.

For this potential V , system (37) is completely separable, and we have 2 independent integrals

of motion:

1

2

(

dyA

dτ

)2

+
K

2

(

yA
)2

+ cA
(

yA
)4

= EA, (63)

where EA are integration constants.

The form of solutions of (63) depends on the signs of cA and EA. For K = 0, we obtain:

1. EA > 0, cA > 0:

yA(τ) =

(

EA

cA

)
1

4

cn

(

±2 (EAcA)
1

4 (τ − τi) + cn−1

(

un

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

)∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

)

; (64)

2. EA < 0, cA < 0:

yA(τ) =

(

EA

cA

) 1

4

cn
(

±2 (EAcA)
1

4 (τ − τi) + cn−1
(

1
uA

∣

∣

∣

1
2

)∣

∣

∣

1
2

) ; (65)

3. EA > 0, cA < 0:

yA(τ) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

EA

cA

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

4 sn
(

± 2
√
2 |EAcA|

1

4 (τ − τi) + sn−1
(

2uA

1+u2

A

∣

∣

∣

1
2

)∣

∣

∣

1
2

)

1 + cn
(

± 2
√
2 |EAcA|

1

4 (τ − τi) + cn−1
(

1−u2

A

1+u2

A

∣

∣

∣

1
2

)∣

∣

∣

1
2

) . (66)

Here uA = |cA/EA|1/4yA(τi), and the choice of sign in “±” is determined by initial conditions.

Obviously, there are no solutions when EA < 0 and cA > 0.

For cA = 0, EA has to be non-negative, and we have yA(τ) given by Eq. (61).
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For the potential V given by (62), the corresponding potential VE has the following form in

terms of the new fields:

VE =
M4

Pl

4U2
0

[

1

2
R0U0 cosh

4

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

cosh4
(

χ2

√
6MPl

)

+(12U0)
2c1 cosh

4

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

sinh4
(

χ2

√
6MPl

)

+ (12U0)
2c2 sinh

4

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)]

.

(67)

If we put χ2 = 0, then VE coincides with the potential from single-field model proposed by Bars

and Chen in Ref. [5]:

VBC =
M4

Pl

4U2
0

[

1

2
R0U0 cosh

4

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

+ (12U0)
2c2 sinh

4

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)]

. (68)

So, the proposed integrable model with potential (67) is two-field generalization of the known

single-field integrable model [5].

D. Potential V = 1

2
R0U0 + c

(

(

σ1
)2

+
(

σ2
)2
)2

For the potential

V2 =
RU0

2
+ c

(

(

σ1
)2

+
(

σ2
)2
)2

, (69)

where c is a nonzero constant, general solutions can also be explicitly written in terms of the Jacobi

elliptic functions. In this case, Eq. (38) with K = 0 takes the form

1

2

(

dy1

dτ

)2

+
1

2

(

dy2

dτ

)2

+ c
(

(

y1
)2

+
(

y2
)2
)2

= E. (70)

By introducing “polar coordinates”,

y1(τ) = ρ(τ) cos (θ(τ)) , y2(τ) = ρ(τ) sin (θ(τ)) , (71)

it can be rewritten as

1

2

(

dρ

dτ

)2

+
1

2
ρ2
(

dθ

dτ

)2

+ cρ4 = E. (72)

In analogy with classical mechanics, one may observe that θ is a cyclic coordinate, which means

that

ρ2
dθ

dτ
= L = const, (73)

and the equation for ρ reads

1

2

(

dρ

dτ

)2

+
L2

2ρ2
+ cρ4 = E. (74)
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In what follows, we restrict ourselves to the case of c > 0 only. In such a case, the solution for

ρ reads

ρ(τ) =

√

ρ20 − (ρ20 − ρ21) sn
2

(√
v0 − v2
2β

τ + Cρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

v0 − v1
v0 − v2

)

. (75)

Here, Cρ is a constant of integration,

ρ20,1 = 2

√

E

3c
v0,1, vk = cos

(

1

3
arccos

(

−
(

Emin

E

)3/2
)

− 2πk

3

)

, k = 0, 1, 2,

β =
1

4

(

3

cE

)1/4

, Emin =
3

2

(

cL4

2

)1/3

.

Note that since E > Emin, we always have v0 > v1 > 0 > v2. The equality v0 = v1 holds when

E = Emin. The solution for θ is

θ(τ) =
sgn(L)

2v0
√
v0 − v2

(

Emin

E

)3/4

Π

(

1− v1
v0

;

√
v0 − v2
2β

τ + Cρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

v0 − v1
v0 − v2

)

+ Cθ. (76)

Here

Π (n;u|m) ≡
u
∫

0

dw

1− n sn2 (w|m)

is the incomplete elliptic integral of the third kind, and Cθ is a constant of integration.

If E = Emin, then ρ = ρmin =
(

L2/4c
)1/6

= const, and

θ(τ) =
L

ρ2min

τ + Cθ. (77)

For the potential V2, the corresponding potential VE takes the form

VE =
M4

Pl

4U2
0

[

1

2
R0U0 cosh

4

(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

cosh4
(

χ2

√
6MPl

)

+(12U0)
2c

(

cosh2
(

χ1

√
6MPl

)

sinh2
(

χ2

√
6MPl

)

+ sinh2
(

χ1

√
6MPl

))2
]

.

(78)

The general solution for the CCM with this potential can be found by Eqs. (52) and (58).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have constructed new integrable chiral cosmological models with two-fields

and potentials in terms of hyperbolic functions. These potentials are presented in Eqs. (60), (67),

and (78). The general solutions have been found in terms of the Jacobi elliptic functions of the

conformal time.
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To get these solutions we have used the corresponding models in the Jordan frame, for which

the Ricci scalar is an integral of motion. The integration of the initial system of equations reduces

to the integration of system (37) of two second-order equations, that has one integral of motion

for any potential V given by Eq. (11). In this paper, we present examples of the potential V , for

which system (37) has two independent integrals of motion and, hence, is integrable.

Two-field CCMs actively investigated in cosmology to describe the evolution of the observable

Universe, including inflation, primordial black hole formation and dark energy [42–49]. The con-

structed models can be considered as two-field generalizations of the single-field integrable model

proposed in Ref. [5], which has been actively investigated as a possible description of the evolution

of the early Universe. We hope that the proposed integrable models will be useful to describe the

Universe evolution.
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