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Abstract

The Brans-Dicke scalar-tensor cosmological models are studied in both Einstein and Jordan

frames, using hydrodynamical and self-interacting scalar field representations of the energy-

momentum tensor, leading to the same background solutions. The main features of the corre-

sponding cosmological scenarios are determined. In many cases, we identify a transition from

decelerated to accelerated regimes. The properties of the self-interacting scalar field, including

the corresponding potential, are determined. Finally, some possible realistic configurations are

analyzed.

1 Introduction

The ΛCDM cosmological model is very successful in reproducing the different observational data
[1]. However, this is done by introducing a dark sector containing two extra components in the
cosmic matter/energy content: dark matter, a fluid with null (or almost null) effective pressure;
and dark energy, which is generally connected with the quantum vacuum state. Dark matter is
related to the structure formation process and the dynamics of local structures, while dark energy is
responsible for the present stage of expanding acceleration of the universe. There are many indirect
evidences for the existence of these two dark components, but no direct detection, despite many
efforts [2, 4, 3]. As a consequence, the nature of dark matter and dark energy remains unknown.
This fact leads to many proposals to represent either dark matter and dark energy. Moreover,
at least in what concerns dark energy, it has been evoked the possibility that the our standard
gravitational theory, the General Relativity theory, must be modified at large scales, while keeping
its standard results at small scales. For a review, see for example [5] and references therein.

Since the nature of the components of the dark sector is unknown, there are many proposals to
describe them either through fluids with a given equation of state or fields, specially self-interacting
scalar fields. Many of these proposals are justified via fundamental frameworks (grand unified
theory, string theory, supersymmetry, etc.),while many others are purely phenomenological. Among
the different formulations of the dark sector we can also mention the attempt of incorporating both
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components in a single one. Chaplygin gas is one example [6], and it can be implemented either in
a fluid representation or as a scalar field with a non-standard kinetic term that resembles the non-
linear electrodynamics formulation. General discussions on the correspondence fluid/self-interacting
scalar field can be found in Ref. [7, 8].

The formal equivalence of the description of the matter/energy sources, for a given cosmological
model, through a fluid or a more fundamental field framework, is generally assured for a high
symmetric (isotropic and homogeneous) unperturbed universe. However, if we turn to the formation
of the observed structures in the universe, the results depend crucially if a hydrodynamical or field
representation is used, mainly at small scales. If adiabatic perturbations are used, for example,
the sound velocity is given, in the context of a fluid, by the equation of state parameters. If the
pressure is negative (as it is required by the dark energy component) the sound velocity becomes
imaginary and the configuration is unstable specially due to the small scales modes [9]. If the
cosmic component is described by a field, the velocity of sound associated with the perturbations
depends on the nature of the field. For a canonical self-interacting scalar field, for example, the
sound speed is always equal to 1 in units of c, and the instabilities that may be present in the fluid
description disappear. For a non-canonical scalar field, the scenario may be more convoluted. For
example, in the case of a k-essence scalar field, with a non-canonical kinetic term for the scalar
field, the hydrodynamical results are recovered. For other non-canonical scalar field structures the
associated velocity of sound may be much more complicated. For a discussion on this issue, see
Ref. [10].

In Ref. [11], the fluid and self-interacting scalar field representations have been discussed in the
context of cosmological models arising from the General Relativity (GR) theory. The goal of the
present article is to analyze the fluid and self-interacting scalar field representation in scalar-tensor
theory of gravity, in occurrence, the Brans-Dicke theory [12] - perhaps the simplest non-trivial class
of scalar-tensor theories. Scalar-tensor theories present a direct (non-minimal) coupling between
the scalar field and the curvature term. This is usually referred to as the Jordan frame (JF).
This coupling can be reformulated as a minimal one, in a structure more similar to GR, through
a conformal transformation, leading to the Einstein frame (EF) framework. This transformation
simplifies the equations, but it leads to a non-trivial coupling of the scalar field in the matter
sector. There are many discussions in the literature about the meaning of one or other formulation
of a scalar theory, see for example Ref. [13]. In general, the conformal transformation leads to
different frameworks, with different descriptions of the same physical system. For example, geodesic
trajectories in the JF are mapped into non-geodesic trajectories in the EF. The description of the
cosmic evolution, as well as that of the perturbed quantities on it, may appear quite different when
passing from one frame to another.

Some general cosmological solutions of BD theory, for a flat universe and using a fluid description
for the matter sector, determined in Ref. [14], will be explored to construct the field representation.
The analysis will be made both in the Jordan and Einstein frames. Due to the complexity of the
background solutions, mainly the asymptotic solutions will be considered since they allow a direct
mapping from one frame to another. In both frames we aim to settle out the properties of the fluid
and self-interacting scalar field representations in the matter sector. It will be shown, for example,
that an accelerated expansion in one frame may be mapped into a decelerated expansion in another
frame. In special, some classes of BD cosmological solutions admit an interpolation of decelerated
and accelerated expansion, similarly to what happens in unified formulations of the dark sector,
such as the Chaplygin gas proposal. Some of the scenarios representing the decelerated/accelerated
transition may represent a realistic configuration in the sense that it can satisfies some other con-
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straints like PPN[15, 16]. However, other configurations not satisfying these constraints may have
sense in a more general scalar-tensor theory with dynamical couplings terms which may depend on
the scales.

The nature of the attractive and repulsive behavior of the matter component will also be ad-
dressed. The analysis will be made more specific for three cases: zero pressure, cosmological constant
and a phantom component. In the case a self-interacting scalar field is employed, the properties of
the potential in each case, and in each frame, will be discussed. This analysis prepares the ground
for a future complete perturbative study of cosmological scenarios, both in the JF and in the EF.

In section 2 the hydrodynamical and self-interacting formulations of a given solution in the JF
are discussed. In section 3 the same analysis is performed in the EF. The results are analyzed
in more details, both in the JF and in the EF, in section 4. In section 5 we present our main
conclusions.

2 Basic equations of the Brans-Dicke Theory

The original Brans-Dicke theory is defined by the Lagrangian [12],

L =
√−g

{

ΦR− ω
Φ;ρΦ

;ρ

Φ

}

+
√−gLm, (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar, Φ is a scalar field connected with the (inverse) of a the dynamical
gravitational coupling, and Lm indicates the Lagrangian of the matter component, while ω is a
coupling parameter. In general, RG is recovered in the limit ω → ∞ and Φ = constant, except for
some special cases which includes radiation (p = ρ/3) and stiff matter fluids (p = ρ) [17, 18]. Units
with c = 1 are used.

The equations of motion are,

Rµν − 1

2
gµνR =

8π

Φ
Tµν +

ω

Φ2

{

Φ;µΦ;ν − 1

2
gµνΦ;ρΦ

;ρ

}

+
1

Φ

{

Φ;µ;ν − gµν✷Φ

}

, (2)

✷Φ =
8π

3 + 2ω
T (3)

T µν
;µ = 0. (4)

The energy-momentum tensor is defined from the variational principle as,

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν
. (5)

When the energy-momentum tensor is described by the perfect fluid representation, it reads,

T µν = (ρ+ p)uµuν − gµνp, (6)

where ρ is the matter/energy density and p is the corresponding pressure.
If the source is a self-interacting scalar field, the Lagrangian reads,

L =
√−g

{

ΦR− ω
Φ;ρΦ

;ρ

Φ
− ǫφ;ρφ

;ρ + 2V (φ)

}

, (7)
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the corresponding energy-momentum tensor of a scalar field is given by,

8πTµν = ǫ

(

φ;µφ;ν − 1

2
gµνφ;ρφ

;ρ

)

+gµνV (φ). (8)

In these expressions, ǫ = ±, in order to cover the scalar field satisfying the null energy condition
(ordinary scalar field, plus sign) and violating the null energy condition (phantom scalar field, minus
sign).

The field equations for a self interacting scalar field source are given by,

Rµν − 1

2
gµνR =

1

Φ

{

ǫ

(

φ;µφ;ν − 1

2
gµνφ;ρφ

;ρ

)

+gµνV (φ)

}

+
ω

Φ2

{

Φ;µΦ;ν − 1

2
gµνΦ;ρΦ

;ρ

}

+
1

Φ

{

Φ;µ;ν − gµν✷Φ

}

, (9)

✷Φ = − 1

3 + 2ω

{

ǫφ;ρφ
;ρ − 4V (φ)

}

, (10)

✷φ = −ǫVφ(φ). (11)

The large scale structure of the universe is described by the FLRW flat metric,

ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2(dx2 + dy2 + dz2). (12)

The general equations of motion with a flat FLRW metric for a fluid are,

3H2 = 8π
ρ

Φ
+
ω

2

Φ̇2

Φ2
− 3H

Φ̇

Φ
, (13)

Φ̈ + 3HΦ̇ =
8π

3 + 2ω
(ρ− 3p), (14)

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0. (15)

In the case the self-interacting scalar field is used instead of a fluid, the equations are,

3H2 =
1

Φ

{

ǫ
φ̇2

2
+ V (φ)

}

+
ω

2

Φ̇2

Φ2
− 3H

Φ̇

Φ
, (16)

Φ̈ + 3HΦ̇ = − 1

3 + 2ω

{

ǫφ̇2 − 4V (φ)

}

, (17)

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇ = −Vφ(φ). (18)

Making an analogy with the fluid expressions, we can associate a energy density and a pressure to
the scalar field:

8πρφ = ǫ
φ̇2

2
+ V (φ), (19)

8πpφ = ǫ
φ̇2

2
− V (φ). (20)

These expressions can be reverted, leading to

ǫφ̇2 = 8π(ρφ + pφ), (21)

V (φ) = 8π(ρφ − pφ), (22)

As stated before, the violation of the null energy condition (ρφ + pφ < 0) implies ǫ = −1.
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2.1 Jordan frame: solutions for a fluid

In Ref. [14], the authors have found the following general solutions for a perfect fluid with equation
of state p = αρ and ω > −3/2 in a flat FLRW metric:

a(η) = a0(η − η+)
a+(η − η−)

a− , (23)

Φ(η) = Φ0(η − η+)
b+(η − η−)

b− . (24)

In these expressions, a0, Φ0, η± are constants. Moreover,

a± =
ω

3

(

β ∓
√

1 + 2
3ω

) , (25)

b± =
1∓

√

1 + 2
3ω

β ∓
√

1 + 2
3ω

(26)

with,

β = 1 + ω(1− α). (27)

The time η is related to the cosmic time t by,

dt = a3αdη. (28)

For ω < −3/2 the solutions read,

a = a0[(η + η−)
2 + η2+]

β
2A exp

{

±

√

2
3 |ω|
A

arctan
η + η−
η+

}

, (29)

Φ = Φ0[(η + η−)
2 + η2+]

(1−3α)
2A

× exp

{

∓ 3(1− α)

√

2
3 |ω| − 1

A
arctan

η + η−
η+

}

, (30)

with 2A = (1− 3α) + 3β(1− α), corresponding to a bouncing, singularity free, universe.
All these solutions (either for positive and negative ω reduces to the corresponding GR ones in

the limit |ω| → ∞:

a ∝ t
2

3(1+α) , (31)

Φ ∝ cte. (32)

If η± = 0, the solutions (23,24) can be written as,

a(η) = a0η
r, (33)

Φ(η) = Φ0η
s, (34)
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with,

r = a+ + a− =
2[1 + ω(1− α)]

4− 6α+ 3ω(1− α)2
, (35)

s = b+ + b− =
2(1− 3α)

4− 6α+ 3ω(1− α)2
. (36)

Using the relation between the time η and the time t, we obtain,

η = t
1

1+3αr , (37)

leading to,

a = ā0t
r

1+3αr , (38)

Φ = Φ̄0t
s

1+3αr . (39)

These expressions can be rewritten as,

a = ā0t
r̄, (40)

Φ = Φ̄0t
s̄, (41)

with,

r̄ =
2[1 + ω(1− α)]

4 + 3ω(1− α2)
, (42)

s̄ =
2(1− 3α)

4 + 3ω(1− α2)
. (43)

Solution (40,41), with definitions (42,43) have been determined by Nariai [19]. The solutions (42,43)
are valid for any value of ω: both the solutions (23,24) and (29,30) imply (40,41) in the limit η± = 0.

Considering the fluid description of the matter/energy content and using the field equations,
the following relation is obtained,

8π
ρ0
Φ0

= 3

(

r̄ +
s̄

2

)2

− (ω + 3/2)

2
s̄2. (44)

The condition for gravity to be attractive is given by,

8π
ρ0
Φ0

= 2

(

3 + 2ω

)

[4− 6α+ 3ω(1− α)2]

[4 + 3ω(1− α2)]2
> 0. (45)

For α = 0, the gravity is repulsive for −3/2 < ω < −4/3, while for α = 1/3 (radiation), it is positive
for all ω. 1 Two other interesting cases are α = 1, for which the gravity is (surprisingly) attractive
for ω < −3/2 and repulsive por ω > −3/2, and α = −1 (cosmological constant) for which gravity
is repulsive for −3/2 < ω < −5/6.

Notice that ρ and Φ0 are, for the moment, undetermined: only the ratio (44) is known. We will
consider Φ positive, since it is the requirement to perform the conformal transformation discussed
below.

1For α = 1/3, the Nariai solutions reduce to the corresponding solution for a radiative universe in GR, with a

constant gravitational coupling, and gravity is always attractive.
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2.2 Jordan frame: scalar field representation

If the sources are described by a self-interacting scalar field, the equations of motion are given by
(16)-(18). We can rewrite equations (16,17) as,

φ̇2

Φ
− 4

V (φ)

Φ
= −(3 + 2ω)

{

Φ̈

Φ
+ 3H

Φ̇

Φ

}

, (46)

φ̇2

Φ
+ 2

V (φ)

Φ
= 6H2 − ω

Φ̇2

Φ2
+ 6H

Φ̇

Φ
. (47)

From these expressions, the scalar field and the potential are given by,

φ̇2

Φ
= 4H2 − (2/3)ω

Φ̇2

Φ2
−
(

1 +
2

3
ω

)

Φ̈

Φ
+ (1− 2ω)H

Φ̇

Φ
, (48)

V

Φ
= H2 − ω

6

Φ̇2

Φ2
+

1

2

(

1 +
2

3
ω

)

Φ̈

Φ
+

(

5

2
+ ω

)

H
Φ̇

Φ
. (49)

We use the expressions for H and Φ from the previous section. Hence,

Φ̇

Φ
=

s̄

t
, (50)

Φ̈

Φ
=

s̄(s̄− 1)

t2
, (51)

H =
r̄

t
. (52)

In order these expressions represent the same solution of the field equations obtained previously
using the hydrodynamical description, the scalar φ and the potential V (φ) must behave as,

φ = ±φ0t
s̄
2 , φ0 =

√

32π(1 + α)ǫρ0
s̄

, (53)

V (t) = V0t
(s̄−2), V0 = 4π(1− α)ρ0. (54)

We can write the potential in terms of the scalar field:

V (φ) = V̄0φ
2(s̄−2)/s̄, V̄0 =

V0

φ
2/s̄
0

. (55)

The potential follows a power law, while in GR it is an exponential [11].
The results above are valid for α 6= 1/3. If α = 1/3, s̄ = 0 and r̄ = 1/2. In this case, the scalar

field and its potential are,

φ = φ0 ln t, (56)

V (φ) = V0e
−2φ. (57)
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3 Conformal transformation and solutions in the Einstein

frame

The original Jordan frame discussed is characterized by a non-minimal coupling between gravity
and the scalar field Φ. It is possible to rewrite this Lagrangian in a minimal coupling framework
(usually called Einstein frame) by performing the following conformal transformation [20]:

gµν = Φ−1g̃µν . (58)

Applying this transformation to the Lagangian, we obtain the Lagrangian:

L =
√

−g̃
{

R̃−
(

ω +
3

2

)

Φ;ρΦ
;ρ

Φ2

}

+ Lm

(

Φg̃µν ,Ψ

)

, (59)

where Ψ represents generically the matter fields.
Defining,

σ =
√

|ω̃| lnΦ, ω̃ = ω +
3

2
, η =

ω̃

|ω̃| , (60)

the Lagrangian takes the form,

L =
√

−g̃
{

R̃− ησ;ρσ
;ρ

}

+Lm

(

e
−

σ
√

ω̃ g̃µν ,Ψ

)

(61)

Next, this Lagrangian is studied in both the fluid and scalar field representations.

3.1 Fluid representation

The case where the matter fields are described by the fluid representation, the equations from the
Lagrangian (61) are given by,

R̃µν − 1

2
g̃µνR̃ = 8πGT̃µν + η

(

σ;µσ;ν − 1

2
g̃µνσ;ρσ

;ρ

)

, (62)

✷̃σ = 4πGγηT̃ , (63)

T̃ µν
;µ +

γ

2
σ;ν T̃ = 0. (64)

The notation γ = 1/
√

|ω̃| has been introduced in these expressions. The energy-momentum tensor
is given by,

T̃µν =
Tµν
Φ2

= e−2γσTµν = (ρ̃+ p̃)ũµũν − p̃g̃µν . (65)

with,

ρ̃ = ρe−2γσ, p̃ = pe−2γσ, (66)

with ρ and p the original energy density and pressure in the Jordan frame.
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Using the flat FLRW metric the following equations of motion are obtained:

3H̃2 = 8πGρ̃+ η
σ̇2

2
, (67)

2 ˙̃H + 3H̃2 = −8πGp− η
σ̇2

2
, (68)

σ̈ + 3H̃(ρ̃+ p̃) = 4πGγη(ρ̃− 3p̃), (69)

˙̃ρ+ 3H̃(ρ̃+ p̃) +
γ

2
σ̇(ρ̃− 3p̃) = 0. (70)

In these expressions H̃ = ḃ/b, where the dot now means derivative with respect to the cosmic time,
denoted in the Einstein frame as τ . Supposing a linear equation of state p̃ = αρ̃, power law solutions
can be obtained:

b = b0τ
r̃ , (71)

σ = σ0 + s̃ ln τ, (72)

with,

r̃ =
4(1− α)η

6(1− α2)η + (1− 3α)2γ2
, (73)

s̃ =
4(1− 3α)γ

6(1− α2)η + (1− 3α)2γ2
. (74)

The energy density is given by,

ρ̃ = ρ̃0τ
−3(1+α)r̃− (1−3α)

2 γs̃

= ρ̃0τ
−2. (75)

From (73,74) and (67), it can be obtained a relation for ρ̃0:

8πGρ̃0 = 3r̃2 − η
s̃2

2
, (76)

yielding,

8πGρ̃0 = 2(3 + 2ω)
[4− 6α+ 3ω(1− α)2]

[5− 3α+ 3ω(1− α2)]2
. (77)

Remark that the positivity of energy in the Einstein frame implies the same condition as in the
Jordan frame, (45) since the only difference is in the denominator which is positive in both cases.
This is expected since the conformal transformation preserves some general properties of the original
frame like the causality. Moreover, the transformations made passing from one frame to another
do not change the sign of energy density.

3.2 Scalar field representation

After a conformal transformation gµν = φ−1g̃µν the Lagrangian takes the form given by (59). The
field equations are given by (62-64), with the equations of motion for a FLRW universe given by
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(67-70). In the scalar field representation the energy-momentum tensor is given by a self-interacting
scalar field that mimics the fluid behavior at the background:

8πGT̃µν = ǫ̃

(

ψ;µψν − 1

2
g̃µνψρψ

ρ

)

+g̃µνU(ψ), (78)

with ǫ̃ = ±1 according the scalar field has positive (ordinary field) or negative (phantom field)
kinetic energy. Hence, for a background described by the FLRW metric, we find,

8πGρ̃ = ǫ̃
ψ̇2

2
+ U(ψ), (79)

8πGp̃ = ǫ̃
ψ̇2

2
− U(ψ). (80)

These expression can be inverted, leading to,

ǫ̃ψ̇2 = 8πG(1 + α)ρ̃, (81)

U(ψ) = 4πG(1− α)ρ̃. (82)

Notice that, since ρ̃ can be negative, ǫ̃ = +1 if the combination (1 + α)ρ̃ is positive, and ǫ̃ = −1 if
is negative.

By using the solutions in for the energy density found before, these relations leads to,

ψ = ±
√

8πGρ̃0(1 + α)ǫ̃ ln τ, (83)

U = 4πG(1− α)ρ̃0
1

τ2
. (84)

The potential U can be expressed in terms of the scalar field ψ:

U = 4πG(1− α)ρ̃0 exp

{

∓ 2
ψ

√

8πGρ̃0(1 + α)ǫ̃

}

. (85)

The constant ρ0 is given, in terms of α and ω, by (77)
The results above can be compared with those of Ref. [11] by taking the limit ω → ∞ which is

equivalent to γ → 0. In this limit, r̃ → 2/3(1 + α) and s̃→ 0, leading to,

8πGρ̃0 =
4

3(1 + α)2
, (86)

implying,

ψ = ± 2
√

3(1 + α)ǫ̃
ln τ, (87)

U =
2

3

1− α

(1 + α)2
exp

{

∓
√

3(1 + α)ǫ̃ψ

}

. (88)

These are the solutions found in Ref. [11], with the addition of the parameter ǫ̃ in order to take
into account phantom fluids represented by α < −1. The connection with the expressions found for
the scalar representation in the Jordan frame discussed in section 3 can be made easily. Remark
however that transposing (83-85) to the Jordan frame does not lead to the same expressions as
(53-55) due to the redefinitions made in the matter fields which results in equations (62-64).
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4 Analysis of the results

We now investigate the conditions for an accelerated expansion scenario in the late and early
universe. The transitions between decelerated/accelerated (and vice-versa) expansions will be iden-
tified. The scalar field potential for each possible scenario will be discussed. The goal is to identify
configurations which could describe the effects that could be either attributed to dark matter and
dark energy, mainly due to the dynamical transitions from a dark matter dominated universe and
dark energy dominated universe. This transition is driven dynamically by the gravitational coupling
variability since the matter content contains, for each case, a single fluid with a fixed equation of
state with a constant relation between pressure and energy density.

The many possible scenarios given by the Gurevich solutions are, in principle, determined by
the set of parameters α and ω, which are quite convoluted. Hence, we will exemplify some of the
different possibilities by considering tree values for the equation of state parameter: α = 0, −1 and
−2. This last case represents a deep phantom matter. As it will emerge from the analysis below,
the radiative case α = 1/3 predicts an always decelerating universe. Those different cases will be
analyzed in the Jordan and Einstein frames.

4.1 Jordan frame

In the Jordan frame the solution for the scale factor a is given by (42), while the gravitational
coupling is related to the inverse of Φ which is given by (43). There are two possible accelerated
regimes describing an expanding universe: r̄ > 1 (0 ≤ t < ∞) or r̄ < 0 (−∞ < t ≤ 0). First,
we consider the late time universe for which the constants η± can be neglected and the Gurevich’s
solution reduces to the Nariai one.

• α = 0 (pressureless matter).

Fixing a pressureless matter, the late time solutions are,

a ∝ t
2+2ω
4+3ω , (89)

Φ ∝ t
2

4+3ω , (90)

and the two possible accelerated regime are given by:

1. r̄ > 1 (0 ≤ t < ∞). The accelerated expansion is obtained when −2 < ω < −4/3. In
this case, the energy density is negative in the interval −3/2 < ω < −4/3 and positive in
the interval −2 < ω < −3/2, see relation (45). The gravitational coupling is increasing;

2. r̄ < 0 (−∞ < t ≤ 0). The inflationary regime occurs for − 4
3 < ω < −1, corresponding

to a positive energy density and the gravitational coupling is increasing.

The potential is given, in terms of φ, as,

V (φ) = V0φ
−6(1+ω). (91)

It increases monotonically with φ if ω < −1, and it decreases monotonically if ω > −1.

• α = −1 (cosmological constant).
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For a cosmological constant the solutions, for a late time universe, are

a ∝ tω+ 1
2 , (92)

Φ ∝ t2. (93)

These solutions have been discussed, in the context of the extended inflationary scenario, in
Ref. [21]. The two possible accelerate expansion are given by,

1. r̄ > 1 → ω > 1/2. The energy density is always positive;

2. r̄ < 0 → ω < −1/2. The energy is positive for −∞ < ω < −3/2 and −5/6 < ω <
−1/2. Energy is negative if −3/2 < ω < −5/6.

As expected, the potential is constant.

• α = −2 (phantom matter).

The equation of state corresponding to the phantom regime is also relevant, since the analysis
of the cosmological observational data indicates the possibility dark energy has a phantom
character. For instance, if α = −2, the solutions for the scale factor and the gravitational
coupling are,

a ∝ t
2+6ω
4−9ω , (94)

Φ ∝ t
14

4−9ω . (95)

Accelerated expansion is possible if,

1. r̄ > 1 → 2/15 < ω < 4/9. Energy density is always positive;

2. r̄ < 0 → ω < −1/3 or ω > 4/9. Energy is always positive except for −3/2 < ω <
−16/27.

The potential is given, in terms of φ, as,

V (φ) = V0φ
6 (1+3ω)

7 , (96)

and it increases with φ for ω > −1/3 and decreases if ω < −1/3.

4.2 Einstein frame

• α = 0.

In the Einstein frame the solution for the scale factor b, with α = 0, is given by

b ∝ τ
4ω

1+6ω . (97)

The gravitational coupling is constant. Again, there are two possible accelerated regimes for
an expanding universe according r̃ > 1 (0 ≤ τ <∞) or r̃ < 0 (−∞ < τ ≤ 0).

1. r̃ > 1 (0 ≤ τ <∞). The accelerated regime is obtained when −1/2 < ω < −1/6. In this
case, the energy density is positive, see relation (77).
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2. r̃ < 0 (−∞ < τ ≤ 0). The accelerated regime occurs for −1/6 < ω < 0, corresponding
again to positive energy density.

The potential is given by,

U(ψ) =
(3 + 2ω)(4 + 3ω)

(5 + 3ω)2
exp

{

∓ 5 + 3ω
√

2(3 + 2ω)(4 + 3ω)
ψ

}

. (98)

The potential has two branches, exponentially increasing or decreasing with ψ.

• α = −1.

For the cosmological constant case, the solution for the scale factor in the Einstein frame
reads,

b ∝ τ
ω
2 . (99)

Again, accelerated expansion are possible in two cases:

1. ω/2 > 1 (0 < τ <∞), implying ω > 2. with positive energy;

2. ω/2 < 0 (−∞ < τ < 0), implying ω < 0, with negative energy except in the interval
−5/6 < ω < 0.

The potential is constant.

• α = −2.

For this case, the scale factor behave as,

b ∝ τ
12ω

49−18ω . (100)

The accelerated expansion occurs if,

1. r̃ > 1 → 49/30 < ω < 49/18,

2. r̃ < 0 → ω < 0 or ω > 49/18.

The energy is positive when ω > −27/16 or ω < −3/2.

The potential reads,

U(ψ) =
3(3 + 2ω)(16 + 27ω)

(11− 9ω)2
exp

{

∓ 11− 9ω
√

6(3 + 2ω)(16 + 27ω)
ψ

}

. (101)

Again, it has two branches according the sign in the exponential.
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4.3 Behavior in the primordial universe

The general solutions displayed above for the Brans-Dicke theory has a curious behavior as the
initial singularity is approached, η → η+ in (23,24): the matter component becomes irrelevant and
the universe approaches a BD vacuum state. In the Jordan frame, the scale factor evolves, near the
singularity for ω > −3/2 as,

a ∼ t
1+ω+

√
1+ 2

3
4+3ω , (102)

which represents a decelerating universe. For ω < −3/2 the solution corresponds to a bouncing
universe, exhibiting an accelerated phase ä > 0 near the bounce.

In the Einstein frame the asymptotic initial solution is typical of a stiff matter source,

b ∼ τ
1
3 , (103)

what is expect since the matter component become subdominant and the only source is a free scalar
field σ.

Hence, the solution discussed in this work shows many possibilities of an initial decelerating
universe evolving to an accelerating one. In many cases the matter energy density is positive. This
transition decelerated/accelerated is driven by the dynamical gravitational coupling. Remark that
the being vacuum solutions, there is no self-interacting scalar field associated to the cosmic evolution
in primordial time: such self-interacting scalar field emerges as the universe evolves deviating from
the vacuum configuration.

5 Conclusions

A given solution obtained in a gravity theory using a hydrodynamical can be reproduced using
instead a self interacting scalar field with an appropriate potential. From the background point of
view, there is no essential difference in using one or another approach. However, huge differences
may emerge at background level. One of the reason is the sound velocity associated with one or other
representation: for the hydrodynamical approach, the velocity depends on the equation of state
and of the adiabatic or non-adiabatic nature of the perturbations; for a canonical self interacting
scalar field, the velocity is always equal to one (in units of c), see Ref. [10]. The discussion of
the hydrodynamical and scalar field representation, at the background and perturbative levels, in
General Relativity has been carried out, in the cosmological context, in Ref. [11].

We have extended this discussion, here, to the Brans-Dicke scalar-tensor theory, perhaps the
simplest theory with a non-minimal coupling between gravity and the scalar field. However, we
have restricted ourselves to the background analysis. The reason is that, frequently, in studying the
BD theory, it is more convenient to perform a conformal transformation breaking the non-minimal
coupling, and recovering a frame where gravity is coupled minimally to a scalar field. The price to
pay is that the energy-momentum tensor interacts non-trivially with the scalar field.

The issue of mapping a solution in one frame to a solution in the other frame makes the analysis
more complex. Moreover, at perturbative level, the definition of the perturbed quantities is affected
by the conformal transformation in a non-trivial way. For these reasons, the perturbative analysis
is postponed to future work. However, some considerations on the sound velocity may anticipate
that unstable solutions in the hydrodynamical representation may be mapped into stable solutions
in the scalar-tensor representation.
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While in GR the potential reproducing a given hydrodynamical solution follows an exponential
function of the scalar field, in BD theory it is a power law. In both cases the potential has a
monotonic behavior as function of the scalar field or, alternatively, of time. In the Einstein frame
formulation of the BD theory, the exponential potential is recovered. The specific expressions for
the behavior of the scale factor, scalar field and the potential are functions of the Brans-Dicke
parameter ω and the equation of state parameter α. A more detailed analysis has been made
for three specific cases: zero pressure fluid, the cosmological constant and a particular phantom
component. It has been shown that in both Jordan and Einstein frames accelerated expansion
is obtained either with positive or negative energy but for different ranges of the BD parameter
ω. Hence, an accelerated (decelerated) expansion may be mapped into a decelerated (accelerated)
expansion in another frame.

One interesting aspect of the classes of solutions discussed here is that the primordial evolution
corresponds to the vacuum state, in both JF and EF, exhibiting only decelerated expansion. Hence,
the fluid or self-interacting scalar field becomes efficient only for the late universe, determining its
ulterior evolution, and in may cases implying a transition to an accelerated regime.

Two last remarks. Firstly, the constraints coming from the PPN analysis imply that the BD
parameter ω may be quite huge [15] even if the precise estimations depend if the analysis is made in
the JF or in EF [16]. In both cases, the PPN tests indicate that ω must of the order or exceed 40.000.
However, some of the most interesting solutions displayed here, mainly for α = −1 and α = −2,
show the transition deceleration/acceleration for very large |ω|. A more complex configuration,
with a ω function of Φ instead of a constant, may also reconcile some scenarios here (as those with
α = 0) with the PPN estimations. See for example Ref. [22] for a description of such class of
extension of the BD theory. Secondly, the importance of the field representation, besides become
clear the connection of the components of the dark sector with fundamental frameworks, like string
and grand unified theories, resides in the formation of structure problem. As an example, in the
the case p = −ρ, while the background implies an homogeneous scalar field in the matter/energy
sector, the local fluctuations excites the scalar model, that will contribute to the evolution of
the perturbations, leading also to the phenomena of dark energy clustering in opposition to what
happens in the strict fluid representation, see Ref. [23]. The formation of cosmic structures will be
addressed in a separate work.
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