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Horava-Lifshitz gravity is a potentially UV complete thgowith important implications for the very early
universe. In particular, in the presence of spatial cumneattiis possible to obtain a non-singular bouncing
cosmology. The bounce is realized as a consequence of fogiher spatial curvature terms in the gravitational
action. Here, we extend the study of linear cosmologicalupleations in Hofava-Lifshitz gravity coupled to
matter in the case when spatial curvature is present. Asicdke without spatial curvature, we find that there
is no extra dynamical degree of freedom for scalar metritupeations. We study the evolution of fluctuations
through the bounce and show that the solutions remain mapssir throughout. If we start with quantum
vacuum fluctuations on sub-Hubble scales in the contragtiage, and if the contracting phase is dominated by
pressure-less matter, then for= 1 and in the infrared limit the perturbations at late timesso@le invariant.
Thus, Hofava-Lifshitz gravity can provide a realizatidritee “matter bounce” scenario of structure formation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Hotava has proposed a simple model of quantum gravity! [iy2¢h is conservative in the sense that it is based on using th
usual metric degrees of freedom in four space-time dimessiaut is radical in the sense that it abandons generalieozarand
local Lorentz invariance. Instead, the theory is based arabing) symmetry in which space and time scale differentlyattl
diffeomorphism and space-independent time reparamgtnimremain as symmetries of the theory. Hofava-Lifspravity, as
this theory is now called, has a free-field ultraviolet (UWgfd point. It is argued that there is also an infrared fixediaiwhich
the action reduces to that of General Relativity and in whadlal Lorentz symmetry and space-time diffeomorphismiiiarece
emerge. There have been several general studies of HbifsVvetz gravity [3] and a number of studies of cosmologiaapects
of the theoryl[4].

Since Horfava-Lifshitz gravity has the same number of fielslsGeneral Relativity but has a reduced symmetry, we should
expect an extra physical modjéy[l]. This mode could be ghlkst#], it could be strongly coupled![6] 7], or it could be gity
well-behaved but phenomenologically ruled out. In a presipaperl[8] (see alsbl[9]) we showed that, in the absenceatibisp
curvature, the extra mode is not propagating at all (thiskmion was later confirmed in_[10]). Our analysis showed tha
strong coupling instability discussed id [6] and the gHikst-evolution studied in[[5] are regulated by taking intaaont the
expansion of space which is inevitable in the presence dfgraand mattet.

Earlier, it had been showh [12] (see als0l[13]) that in thespnee of spatial curvature it is possible to obtain a nogesar
bouncing cosmology. At the bounce point the expansion rfdteeauniverse vanishes and hence the question arises agtbarh
linear cosmological fluctuations are well-behaved in a lounHofava-Lifshitz cosmology in the same way as they ag#-w
behaved in a spatially flat expanding cosmology. In this papewill firstly show that the presence of spatial curvatuoes
not change the conclusion that there are no extra propagdtigrees of freedom. Secondly, we show that the fluctuatiass
through the bounce smoothly in spite of the fact that a tertheénequations of motion blows up.

As argued in[[12], HoFava-Lifshitz gravity in the preseméenon-vanishing spatial curvature may yield a concretézaton
of the “matter bounce” (seé [114,]15,] 16] for original work&7] for more recent studies arid [18] for a short review) sdena
In this scenario, fluctuations which originate as quantucuuan perturbations of a matter scalar field on sub-HubblEsca
in a matter-dominated contracting phase will evolve inte@esinvariant spectrum of curvature perturbations &rlémes in
the expanding phase, with a special shape and distinguahgdtude of the three point functiohlg]. However, in/[1Bp
evolution of fluctuations was considered in the context effimstein gravity equations, and without analyzing thedpagation
through the actual bounce. The results of the present pajper that the equations of General Relativity indeed prodde
excellent approximation to the actual evolution for IR m@déinterest to current cosmological observations.

The outline of this paper is as follows. We first briefly revielafava-Lifshitz gravity. Next, we analyze the conditiamisich
must be satisfied in order to obtain a non-singular bounaisgnology. We find that in order to realize a non-singular foe,n
non-trivial spatial curvature (either a closed or an opeimamne) is needed. We also specify the conditions on theemedintent
in the contracting phase which must be satisfied in order taiola bounce. In the next section we then extend the theory of
linear adiabatic cosmological perturbations [8] to theedaswhich spatial curvature is present. We show that thene isxtra
propagating degree of freedom, as in the case studied it [8jowever, at the bounce point some of the coefficients in the
equations of motion blow up. Thus, in sect[oh V, we study thawgion of cosmological fluctuations through the bounces W
find that on IR scales relevant for current cosmological olzg®ns the evolution of fluctuations in the pre-bouncetating
phase is indistinguishable from what happens in GeneraltRiy. Then, we show that the fluctuations evolve smoothipugh
the bounce. Finally, we show that a scale-invariant spettiicurvature perturbations emerges in the case of a “madtemce”,
i.e. a bouncing cosmology in which the contracting phaseisidated by pressureless matter. There are correctionslef o
A — 1, whereX = 1 is the IR fixed point at which the IR part of the action reduaethiat of General Relativity. Finally, we
discuss our results and give some conclusions.

Il. BRIEF REVIEW OF HO RAVA-LIFSHITZ THEORY

In Hofava-Lifshitz gravity space and time are treatededéhtly. The space-time manifold has an extra structuneeha
a given foliation of space-time into constant time hypefiaas. Instead of full space-time diffeomorphism invacignthe
symmetry of the Hofava-Lifshitz theory is foliation-pegsing diffeomorphisms, which consists of (time-deperijfiepatial dif-

1 After the work reported in this paper was completed, a pappeared([11] showing how the strong coupling instability ba resolved by adding extra terms
to the original Hofava-Lifshitz action.
2 Note that we are considering the “non-projectable” versibHorava-Lifshitz gravity.



feomorphisms and space-independent time reparametnzath key ingredient in the theory is the anisotropic sgpiymmetry
t—1*t, o' —lat. (2.2)

In order to obtain a power-counting renormalizable thediyravity in four space-time dimensions we set the scalimgegision
z = 3. In this case, the theory in the UV region should flow to a fiiets fixed point and is renormalizable by power counting.
Meanwhile, in the IR region the theory is expected to flow ® General Relativity limit whera = 1.

The basic variables are the spatial megic the shift vectorV' and the lapse functio.

ds® = —N?t 4 gi; (X' + N'O)(x) + N’1) . (2.2)

The spatial metric and the shift vector are functions of sp@ud time. For the lapse function there are two choicesereith
depends only on time (when the so-called “projectabilitydition” is satisfied), or it is taken to depend on both spawttane
(the general case). We will consider the general éase

The action of Horava-Lifshitz gravity contains a “kinetigart and a “potential” part,

S9 =9 4S9 (2.3)

The action contains the terms consistent with the symnsetfithe theory (in particular spatial diffeomorphism irnaace) and
with the correct scaling dimension. The kinetic part is gibg

2 -
Sk = _z/dtd%\/gN (Kij K7 = AK?) | (2.4)
K
where
1.
Kij =355 (9ij — ViNj = V;Ni) , (2.5)

is the extrinsic curvature ankl = ¢/ K;;. In General Relativity, general covariance requixes 1. The coupling constant is
dynamical and thus runs as the energy scale changes.
We will take the potential part of the action to be of the “det@balance” form

g 3 K ij KA ijk ;R ij 2 2
SV = dtd x\/ﬁN 7@0@'0 + ﬁ& RileRk — TR”R + R +AR* 3A ,

(2.6)

K22 1—4)\
8(1—3X)) 4

whereC;; is the Cotton tensor defined by
ikl

V9

Here and in the above, tensors likkare understood to be constructed from the spatial metrig,gais the determinant of
the spatial metric. The “detailed balance” condition restuthe number of terms in the potential. The most generahpate
is discussed in [21]. Choosing the simple form of the pogniiill simplify our equations (which are already compliedt
enough) but will not change our basic conclusions concertiie number of dynamical degrees of freedom and concerheng t
non-singular behavior of the solutions through the bounce.

We consider the simplest form of matter to be coupled to tyasamely a scalar matter fiefd The general structure of
the action of scalar-field matter in Hofava-Lifshitz thgapntains two parts: a quadratic kinetic term invariantemfdliation-
preserving diffeomorphisms and a potential term:

Cii =

1
, (Rg - ZRag) | @7

. 1 4

where[” will contain higher order terms in spatial derivatives detent with the symmetries and with power-counting rendfma
izability.

3 As discussed il [2. 20] there might be problems in the geraisg when attempting to quantize the theory.
4 As is well known and as is reviewed at the beginning of Sectipa scalar field oscillating about the minimum of its potehtiields a matter-dominated
equation of state provided that the quadratic term in thewesion of the potential about the minimum does not vanish.
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The speed of light in Hofava-Lifshitz theory can be obtdily comparing the action with that of General Relativity.eTh
Einstein-Hilbert action ir3 + 1 dimnsions is written in ADM form as

c3 1 i Agr
Sen = 1oogg [ cdtdaVEN {5 (K KY — K?) + R - 2°5%) (2.9)

2

The expressions for the gravitational constant and thedspelght in Hofava-Lifshitz gravity can be derived by coarpng the
coefficients in the action with those in General Relativitythe infrared limit one obtains

K2 A
= — 2.1
T Vi3 (2.10)
which can be seen from the ratio of the coefficients of thetigrierm and thek term. In addition,
K A
1 = — 2.11
076G = ="\ T3 (2.11)
and
3k uZA? 3
Agr= —" " = Z2A. 2.12
RT3 -3 2° (2.12)
Finally, it is easy to get the coefficent of tif& term:
K2p? = w (2.13)

167GA

Ill. MATTER BOUNCE BACKGROUND

In this section we analyze the background cosmology of ¥otafshitz gravity and study under which conditions a non-
singular bounce will occur.
We take the background metric to be

ds® = —dt?* + g;jdx'da? | (3.1)

with

a2

Gij = a*hy; = ——6ij, (3.2)
(1)

wherer? = §;;2'27 andk is the spatial curvature which takes the valies: —1,0,1. As we will see, in order to obtain a
matter bounce in Hofava-Lifshitz gravitl,# 0 is needed. Note that we are using units in which the spati@idioatesr; are
dimensionless (with respect to the usual dimensions - readiisotropic scaling dimension) but the scale factoreadimension
of length.

The background equations of motion take the form

. 2 2 7. 2
6(3\ 1)H2:pf 3Kk ﬁfA 7

K2 8(BA—1) \ a? 3.3)
p+3H(1+w)p=0,

wherep andp are the energy and pressure densities, respectively, arefjtiation of state parameteris w = p/p. All other
background equations are consistent with the above eqsafior example

1. 2,2 2 L
2(3A 1)H:7(1+w)p+ K2l k ﬁ
K2 2 43X —1) a?

= (3.4)

From [3.3) it follows that a bounce can only occukif4 0 (since otherwisd? = 0 cannot be obtained).



In this work, we consider scalar field matter. The backgroemergyp and pressurg for this matter take the form

_ %
2

_ %

v
2+’

p -V. (3.5)
Since the cosmological constant must be tuned to be very smdaly, we will concentrate on the case whgf? > A is always
satisfied.

When the equation of state for the scalar field satisfies 1/3, then in the contracting phase the higher order curvatune te
in (3.3) will eventually catch up with the energy densityresulting in a cosmological bounce, a time whénr= 0 andH > 0.

To take one step further, we would not like to have super-tiefiar super-inflation around the bounce. For this purpose,

need to change sign twice, once before and once after the boumesthenH = 0. This is achieved if

which for negligible cosmological constant is realizedvis< 1/3. Otherwise, the cosmology will either begin with a phase of
super deflation leading to a bounce and then to deceleratiavith accelerated contraction followed by a bounce and Huper
inflation. Note that the “matter bounce” conditiohg:? > A andw = 0 yield a usual bounce without super deflation or super
inflation.

There exist three different phases in a matter bounce cagyothe first is the contracting phase during which the dqoat
of state is dominated by pressure-less matter. This phatsevemen the spatial curvature-induced higher derivatisrasen the
equations of motion become important. When this occursséwoend phase - the bouncing phase - begins during which the
curvature-induced terms will allow the universe to evolkani contraction to expansion in a non-singular way. Thepastse
begins when the curvature-induced higher derivative ter@ase to be important as the universe grows in size. At that, poe
expanding phase that we observe today begins. In order tormstent with late time cosmology, there needs to be entrop
generation during or after the bounce such that we get amelipgradiation phase. How to generate the required amdunt o
entropy is an issue we will not address here.

In the contracting and expanding phases, the scale faatdsegarameterized as a power law:

a= aBnH% , 3.7)
which yields
2
H= — (3.8)
(14 3w)(n — 1)

whereng is the time of the bounce. Note that for a matter-dominatedraating phase the equation of state parameter-s0.
As in [17], we model the evolution of the Hubble parametettia bouncing phase by linearly expanding in time about the
bounce point:

ap
—_ 9B 3.9
o) =1 —y(n—1B)* (3.9)
which leads to
2y(n —1B)
= 7 3.10
1 —y(n—nB)? ( )

In the following sections we will study the evolution of limecosmological fluctuations in this background. We willlass
that the bounce occurs at a radius which is large in Plands (thiis is a natural assumption if the universe starts olat and
with a length scale related to the initial temperature byaetisional analysis). Later on in the text we will call this tlerge
bounce radius assumption”.

IV. PERTURBATIONS IN THE PRESENCE OF CURVATURE

We will focus on scalar metric perturbations. In Generakfeity, these fluctuations can be described in terms of éoatar
functions of space and timg v, B andE (see e.g.[22] for a comprehensive review of the theory ofrmegical perturbations
and [238] for a shorter overview):

ds* = —(1+42¢)dt> + 2V;Ba(t)*dtdz" + a(t)*[(1 + 24)6;; + 2V,;V,;E]dz*da’ . (4.1)



There are two scalar gauge degrees of freedom which allowvelgate two of these four functions. For example, in longjihal
gauge one choosesto ¢et= B = 0. However, in Hofava-Lifshitz gravity one loses one of tlaeige degrees of freedom, namely
the one corresponding to space-dependent time reparaat&mns. Thus, one can only eliminate one of the scalar ésgré
freedom and one should expect an extra propagating mode.

We will follow [B] and use the remaining gauge freedom in thalar sector to eliminate the functid Thus, we write the
perturbed spatial metric in the form

2= 29) 05
)

Due to the conformal properties of the Cotton tensor, forpieurbed metrid(412);; = 0 ande*R;;V; R. = 0.
In addition to the fluctuation in the spatial metric, there perturbations of the shift vector, the lapse function, thiedmatter
scalar field:

gij = (1 =2¢)gi; = (4.2)

N =1+¢(ta),

Note that we are not enforcing the “projectability conditio If we had enforced this condition, thenwould be constrained
to be a function of time only, and we could use the residuagjgdteedom of space-independent time reparametrizatosett

¢ = 0.

A. Solving the Constraints

The equations of motion faV andN; are:

2 i K2 T K2 i
0=-% (KiK' — AK?) — 501 CiCY + 55e KRV, R — — RyRY
K22 1—4)\ . 9
R*+ AR —3A*) — — (¢ — N'0; F 4.4
TEEEYY ( 1 * ) oz (¢ o)A E, (4-4)

4 : Nl
0=V, (k! = AKo]) = 5 (¢ = N'drg) i

For the background metrit(3.2),; = 0 ande’*R; VR, = 0.
At first-order, the energy constraint gives

_ 201 _
0 4(1 3A)HAB+¢<12H (12 3\) +¢(2))
K K
K4 (B — a2A) p2 (a2 Ag + 3ke) — 204 (=14 3)) (12H(_1 + 3\ + K2 (sto + QV’)) @9
+ 2a*k%(—1+3X)) ’
while the momentum constraint yields
4 : 2k :
0=— {(1+3)\) (H¢+¢) - <§B+(1>\)AB>] —50Q. (4.6)

In the aboveA is the Laplacian constructed using the background spag#iic; ;.
As was done in the spatially flat model [0 [8], we can combireeahove two constraint equations and solve (after choosing



proper boundary conditions) for two of the four fluctuaticelds. We obtain

1
204 (=14 3X) (8H2 (3k + a2A) (—1+3X) + 52 (=2k + a2A(=1 + ) ¢f)

x {—16a4H (3% + a®A) (1 — 3\)%0

¢

17 [201 (<14 33) (@HQA(-1+3)) + (-2 + a*A(~1+ 1) Q) o
+ (2k — a®?A(=1+ N)) (k% (k — a?A) p? (a*Ay + 3k) + 2a*Q(1 — 3\)V)]} (4.7)
Ii2
T 402 (3H? (3k + a?A) (—1 4 3\) + 2 (—2k + a2A(—1 + \)) ¢2)
x {4a4H(—1 +3)) (3HQ + Q) 20 + 4at(—1 + 3NDR2 — a' QK2
+2H [r* (—k + a®A) p? (a®Avp + 3kep) +2a*Q(—1 +3A)V']} .

The above solutions should be understood in momentum spaesyx = —k2/a2. That is, we decompose the perturbations
into eigenfunctions), (x) of the background spatial Laplacian:

]{?2
<A + ﬁ) Qr(x) =0, (4.8)
with eigenvalues
k2 >0, k=0
2 =00+2), k=+1 (4.9)
k2 >1, E=-1

Note that there is no singularity at the bounce point becaysg 0 at the bounce time except for a measure zero set of initial
conditions on the phase of oscillation .

B. Quadratic Action

Using [4.7), we get a quadratic action for the two variablendQ:

So1h, Q] = /dtd% \/E[cw V% + co Q% + coYQ

(4.10)
Lo+ fQQQ+ [ Q4 fo QU+ wyth® +wg QF +we Q)

where

ab

(1 + ’%)
and the various “coefficients” (whose explicit expressiaresgiven in Appendik’All) should be understood in momentuacsp
From AppendiXA1 we notice that

2
0Pt co i e O x (m%c;), 4.12)

which means that there is in fact only one dynamical degrdeeeflom in our system. This degree of freedom is precisaly th
Sasaki-Mukhano\ [24] combination of matter and metricymdrations, defined as

—CEer%Q, (4.13)
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which is the gauge-invariant curvature perturbation ofiarm-density hypersurfacés From [Z.18), we can expregsin terms
of ¢ and(,

_ %0

. o N (4.14)
Q=—<%7fﬁ><<+w>—%(c+w), etc.

After plugging the above relations ino (4110), using thekzgound equations of motion and performing many integretiby
part, we get a new action for the two variab{eand:

Sal¢ v = / atd*z /G (e &2 + fo CC+ Jubr + w € + 0L+ wy?) (4.15)

where the various coefficients can be found in AppehdiX A 2.
From [4.15), it follows that) is not an independent dynamical variable but rather a pumstcaint, which can be solved for
explicitly in terms of¢

D¢t [

b= (4.16)

Note that the coefficient does not vanish in our background. Hence, there is no stroogling instability related to the
constrained field).
Plugging [4.15b) into[(4.15), we get an effective seconceogtttion for a single variable

$2l0) = [ a5 (¢4 £+ wmn c?) | (4.17)
with
2
I'=c¢— 15y ,
fo o e (4.18)
= J¢ 25)1& ) .
@2
WHL = ¢ 4CIJ¢

The reader can verify that in the limit = 1 and for vanishing spatial curvature the coefficiEneduces to that in the general
relativistic theory of cosmological perturbations
After integrating by parts, we have

Sa[¢] =~ / dtd3 /G (r &2 Q§2) , (4.19)
where we made use of the definition
0=— {WHL%(f+3Hf)] . (4.20)

In order to write the action in canonical form, we introdulee hew variable

u==z(, (4.22)

5 Note that there is a singularity in the defining equationdfat times whenpo = 0. This singularity is due to the fact that at these times ttitorm density
hypersurface becomes degenerate and héneases to be a good variable to describe the fluctuations pfdtlem also arises during reheating in inflationary
cosmology and in that context was studied in detail i [2%vith the conclusion that continues through this singularity without any problem.



with z = av/2T". After changing to conformal time (which is defined byit = adn) we have

Solu] = /dnd3:z: \/ﬁ% {u'Q + (%ﬁ - “2—Q> UQ] , (4.22)

r

whereH = a’/a, h = det h;j, h;; is the background spatial metric without the factdr and a prime indicates the derivative
with respect to conformal time. Note that the above resdukhbe understood in momentum space.
The classical equation of motion for the canonically noireal variableu is simply

ull +w?(n, k)ur =0, (4.23)
with
QQ i
Wi(n, k) = GT 2
i ) ) (4.24)
_ (12_9 — ’H + F_/ _ ’H + F_/
T or or) -

As a consistency check, it can be verified that in the limit eh@ral Relativity one obtains the usual equation of mottamf

e.g. in [22].

V. EVOLUTION OF PERTURBATIONS DURING THE BOUNCE

In this section we will study the evolution of fluctuationsrin the time of their generation early in the contracting ehagtil
late times in the expanding period. We will first review thelexion of fluctuations in a matter-dominated phase of citon
in General Relativity. Then, we study the changes to theutiaol in the matter-dominated contracting phase whicteasisen
the dynamics is studied using the equations of Hofavahitégravity. The third step is to study the dynamics of thetihlation
modes in the bounce phase, the transition period betwedamaatminated contraction and matter-dominated expan§imally,
we need to match the solutions in the bouncing phase to thdke ipost-bounce matter period.

A. Einstein Gravity Analysis of the Matter-Dominated Contracting Phase

Since we (for the sake of simplicity) model matter in termsiaicalar field, we describe the background matter in terms of a
scalar field condensais.
In the limit H? < m? and making use of the WKB approximation, the equation of arotor ¢

o +3Hpo +m?p =0, (5.1)

can be solved, and the solution is
o o< m~Y2q73/2 exp(i/mdt), (5.2)

and thus we see that the energy density is propotionaftaand the time average of the pressure is approximately eguzalo.
Thus, the oscillating scalar field condensate indeed gisesraatter-dominated contracting background cosmology.

We now turn to the description of the curvature fluctuationshie matter-dominated contracting phase, first making fise o
the perturbation equations from General Relativity. I1s ttase, the equation of motion for the canonical fluctuatarablew
defined in[[4.211) reduces to

ui +w(n, k) up = 0, (5.3)

with

W=k (5.4)
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wherez o a as long as the equation of state of the background is uncddahgea matter-dominated phase, then on scales much
larger than the Hubble radius (where the first term on thetftigind side of[(5}4) can be neglected) we have

w = —-—. (5.5)

If the fluctuations originate as quantum vacuum perturlbation sub-Hubble scales early in the contracting phase,&hen
Hubble radius crossing we have a vacuum power speciyfor u, i.e.

up(nu (k) = —= (5.6)

whereng (k) is the conformal time when the scaleexits the Hubble radius, and hence
Py(ni (k) ~ K*. (5.7)

To convert this vacuum spectrum into a scale-invariant aeerequire a mechanism which boosts the amplitude of longewav
length modes relative to those of short wavelength ones.

In an expanding universe, the amplitude of the dominant neddeon super-Hubble lengths grows a&)) and hence the
curvature fluctuatiorg is constant. In contrast, in a contracting phase the dormimade ofu grows asp~! (and hence
scales ag~'n~!). This provides exactly the boost of long wavelength mo@egiired to turn the initial vacuum spectrum of
fluctuations into a scale-invariant one, as can be seenlas/fol

PC(kvn) = Z_Q(U)Pu(kvn) = Z_Q(n)(an(kj))Qv (58)

where in the second step we have made use of the time evobftiarSince in the matter phase
nu(k) ~ k7, (5.9)

the factors of: in (5.8) cancel and we indeed obtain a scale-invariant spect
Another way to reach this conclusion is to consider the eégnaif motion of the curvature perturbation,
. . k2
Ce +3HG — ?gk =0, (5.10)

which has a solution
ics[l —icsk(n —np)]
V2e3k3(n —np)?

The constant factod is determined by the initial condition. Thus the spectrurthefcurvature perturbation is scale-invariant in
the contracting phase. The initial conditions yield

G=A

explicsk(n —1B)] - (5.11)

= \/3(1+w)HB(1+3wHB)731<1++33) , (5.12)
oM, 2

where Hp is the Hubble scale}{ s is the conformal Hubble scale, and the subscript ‘tlenotes the momentum when the
contracting phase ends.

Since the spectrum of fluctuations is scale-invariant aadltittuations exit the Hubble radius with an amplitude senalian
1, the amplitude of the fluctuations always remains pertivelgtsmall.

B. Horava-Lifshitz Contracting Phase

In this subsection we follow the fluctuation modes duringltegava-Lifshitz contracting phase between when they thxeit
Hubble radius with a vacuum spectrum until the end of theremting phase, when the higher derivative terms scaling4s
in the action become important. The terms scalinga5in the action which are induced by the spatial curvature agdigible
throughout since we are starting the evolution in the matteninated contracting phase and therefore the curvaadies is
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larger than the wavelength we considered. Thus, it is a gpprdoaimation to first solve the curvature perturbation in fla
space k = 0), and in the limitA — 1. In this limit, we can simplify the expression faf and obtain

W= (22— 2 + Lo (o + PE*n? — Ll (A—1) (5.13)
N n? 12 1 n*Aa% '

If A\ =1, then

2
w? = — E + k2. (5.14)

For modes outside of the Hubble radius ftfeterm is negligible (note that Hubble radius crossing cquoesls tokn =
1). Hence, the correction terms to the mode equation in Holafshitz gravity compared to those in the Einstein theary
negligible in the contracting phase. The same conclusiarbeareached if we keep the leading terms due to spatial auezat
Assuming that the universe is closed, the action for the dpacknd becomes

9(1-4))
1-3)0)c 3 + 513 31 3A
g _ 3, e 3% 1
v /dtd WIN e TR Tim ey sa—ay
- , (1- 3 1 1
_ /dtd PN S [0() 1+ 0(1) 7 + O()A]. (5.15)

In the limit Aa? < 1 which is relevant in our case when we follow modes in a phasehich the cosmological constant has
a negligible effect, the?? terms dominate. (The limida? > 1 would correspond to a phase during which the cosmological
constant is dominant. In this case the vacuum energy corapeEnthe cosmological constant term in Hofava-Lifshievgy.)

In our case, Ed.(5.13) can be expanded to second orderyalding

2
w? = e + (3 = 2)\)k?, (5.16)

from which it follows that the curvature perturbation is ge@me as in Eq.(5.11), except that= cv/3 — 2.
To conclude, we see that the higher derivative terms in ¥#olafshitz gravity lead to correction terms in the equatiaf
motion for super-Hubble scale fluctuations.

C. Horava-Lifshitz Bouncing Phase

The contracting phase transits into the bouncing phase tiesterm in the action scaling as* becomes important. Inspec-
tion of the Friedmann equatioln (8.3) shows that this happdresn

T ~ TO(%)Q. (5.17)

During the bouncing phase the scale factor is giverlby (3i8) w~ n5°. In this case, it follows from Eq.{4.24) that the
mode frequency is given by

w2 = [(—4+m)((—4+E)RPut — 2622 (2my (5 — 6X — 272 + k(1 — 4\ + 3)0?) — 2k3(3 — 11X + 6)?))
+(=5+ EHr*Ap?)ah + (—487%y2 (2 + k2 (=1 4+ N)(—1 + 3))?
FAmyrM (M1 — AN+ 30%) — 9(—1 + 2X 4+ 3)2) — 2k3(4 — 15X + IN2))Ap? + (=6 + k?)xSA%ut)ah)]/
[64(=3 + E?)y(—1 4+ 3N)aF (k (1 + k(=1 + ) — 3\ + (8my(1 — 30)? + k* (=1 — K2 (=1 + ) + 3N Ap?)ag)n?]
(5.18)

where we already assumed that 1. Setting\ = 1 yields

_ 2 2 _ 9.2 2 _ _ 2
o (AT (2¢% (k* —4) + (=2¢2 (k : 6K) — 3my) AaB)7 (5.19)
16 (k2 — 3) yn?Aay
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and after some approximations one obtains

w?=— (24 +12) (4 + m)w’ (5.20)
256 (=3 + k?) ya%n? '

With this expression for the frequency, the solutions ofrtifale equation become

_ 2) (—4+m)rd 02 _ 2) (—a+m)rd u2
(—4+k2) (—a+m)rtp (4+k)(4+)u)/2

(= c’1 (n— 773)(1_\/1+ 64(—3+k2)yaZ, )2 + 0’2(77 — 773)(1+\/1+ 64(—3+k2)yaf . (5.21)

If we make the reasonable “fast bounce assumptié”é% > 1 then we find that for IR modes (i.e. modes with« 1) the
value of( is almost unchanged between the beginning and end of theebqlvase, i.e.

|Cel = |¢el, (5.22)

where(.(¢.) denotes the value @fat the end of the contracting phase and beginning of the elxpaphase, respectively.

Note, in particular, that - as follows from the equation o tturvature perturbation in the bouncing phase - there is no
singularity or instability in the solution faf. Thus, we conclude that the fluctuations pass through thedeowithout singularity
and without change in the spectrum.

D. Expanding Phase

In the expanding phase, the mode equation(fbas two fundamental solutions. The dominant mode is constaime on
super-Hubble scales, the second one the decaying. Thuspélserum off on super-Hubble scales at late times is the same one
as emerges after the bounce at the beginning of the expaplass.

E. Matching Condtion

As we have seen, there are three phases in the matter bourar@®sén each phase we have derived approximate analytical
solutions of the mode equations. All that remains is to mételm correctly. The matching conditions for cosmologicatpr-
bations across a space-like slice were discussed by Hwahyisinniac [27] and by Deruelle and Mukhanbv/[28]. These vgork
show that{ and® must be continuous across the transition surface.

As stressed irl_[29], these matching conditions for flucaretiare only applicable if the background satisfies the oaiti of
both the induced metric and the extrinsic curvature on thiehirag surface . If one were to match across a singular tiansi
between contraction and expansion as was dore [30] in fonemsional toy models of the Ekpyrotlc [31] scenario, then th
background does not satisfy the matching conditions andéntre applicability of the matching conditions to the flattons
is questionable. However, in a non-singular bouncing cdsgyosuch as the one we are considering here we can apply the
matching conditions consistently at the transition betwt#® contracting matter phase and bounce phase, and betieen
bounce phase and the expanding matter phase. This prodeatiedready been applied in the case of the nonsingular enirag
cosmology bounce of [82], the higher derivative gravity bee[38], and in the quintom and Lee-Wick bounce$ [17].

Matching between the contacting phase and the bouncing pimgdies that the spectrum gfat the beginning of the bounce
phase is the same as it is at the end of the contracting phaselynscale-invariant. Since the mode functions are the sdrthe
beginning and end of the bounce phase it follows that thetapeds scale-invariant at the end of the bounce phase. Muajch
at the transition between the bounce phase and the expapldasg preserves the scale-invariance of the spectrum.elHerc
conclude that the spectrum of cosmological perturbatissale-invariant at late times.

More specifically, the values of the mode functions in theagxjing phase are given by

o \/gcsHB
QMP\ / 26§k3

and hence the spectrum of curvature perturbation is

e exp(icskn) , (5.23)

K, 3HZ
P =5l = e 524
sTp

wherec; = v/3 — 2\, andH is the value of H| at the end of the contracting phase (the maximal valyélf
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the evolution of linear cosmological pétions in a bouncing Hofava-Lifshitz cosmology. We hasers
that at linear order in perturbation theory there are noceedtyinamical degrees of freedom, the same conclusion as acise@
in an expanding Hofava-Lifsthitz cosmology [8].

The equations of motion for the fluctuations contain a siagtyl at the bounce point. We have seen, however, that the
solutions are non-singular and thus can be smoothly extefiden the contracting to the expanding phase. We have dkrive
approximate solutions of the equations of motion in the i@mting and bounce phases. We have seen that the extra tetines i
Hofava-Lifshitz action have a negligible effect on the letion of fluctuations on super-Hubble scales. Thus, ainiacuum
spectrum of sub-Hubble fluctuations in the far past evolués & scale-invariant spectrum of curvature fluctuationser-
Hubble scales at the end of the contracting phase. Becaubke simooth matching of the fluctuations between the coiigct
phase and the bounce phase, and between the bounce phake explanding phase, and because of the fact that modes which
are super-Hubble at the end of the contracting phase hahdigge between the beginning and end of the bounce phase, the
scale-invariance of the spectrum of cosmological pertisha is preserved during the bounce, as initially conjesztun [12].

We have seen that initial vacuum fluctuations lead to a popectsum which is perturbatively small throughout the baunc
phase. However, if one were to arrange the value of the $pmatigature and the cosmological constant such that a cyclic
background would result, the non-trivial evolution of fluations on super-Hubble scales in the contracting phas&lwiestroy
the cyclicity of the evolution [34]. The fluctuations would fonger be perturbatively small during the second bounbesTone
should not consider values of the parameters in the Hot#ghitz action which would lead to a cyclic background.
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APPENDIX A: VARIOUS COEFFICIENTS
1. Coefficients in [4.1D)

The coefficients which appear in Eq. (4.10) are

4 (3k + a’A) (=1 +3)N)@3

- 2 = Al
T SH2 (3k+ a?A) (—1+ 3A) + /2 (—2k + a2A(— 1+ N) g2 (A1)
AH? (3k + a®A) (=1 + 3))
Q= 372 (3h L a2 2 (oL L .2 = (A2)
8H? (3k + a?A) (=1 4 3X) + k2 (—2k + a2A(—1 + X)) ¢3
SH (3k 4 aA) (—1 + 3)\)¢
¢ (3K +a%A) (=1 +3X))¢o A3)

T BH? (3k + a?A) (—1+3X) + #2 (—2k + a?A(—1 + V) @2

4H
atk? (8H2 (3k + a2A) (—1 + 3A) + w2 (—2k + a2A(=1 + X)) ¢2)
x [(3k +a’A) (24a*H*(1 — 3)\)* + (3k + a?A) * (k — a®A) p?) + 3a*s? (—2k + a® AN — 1)) (3X — 1)¢3¢] |
(A4)

fl/) =

K240 (a?HA(L = 3XN)@o + (2k — a?A(—=1+ X)) V')

Je=gm (3k + a?A) (=1 +3X) + 2 (=2k + a>A(=1+ X)) ¢’

(A5)
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(=14 3X) (—a?Ar?¢3 + 8H (3k + a®A) V')

Je = SHE (3R a?D) (11 30) + w2 2k + a®A(-1 1+ V) 52

(A6)

;L $o
fe= 2a% (=14 3)\) (8H? (3k + a2A) (—1 + 3X) + k2 (—2k + a2A(X — 1)) ¢3)
x [(3k +a*A) (48a*H*(1 — 3)\)* + k* (2k — a*A(X — 1)) (k — a®A) 1) + 6a*k? (—2k + a> AN — 1)) (3)\ — 1)@3] |
(AT)

1
YT 8aB(k — 3rA)2 (SHZ (3K + a2A) (—1 1 8X) + 12 (—2k + a2A(—1 + \)) 42

X { (3% + a2A) [ — 115208 HA(1 — 30)* — 16aS H2k*(1 — 3X0)2 (B(A(—4 + 3X) — 6A) + a2A(A(=1 + \) — A)) 42
+ (3 + a®A) 1* (2% — a*A(=1+ X)) (F - a®A)” ']
— 2a%K2(—1 + 3\)¢R [24a2H2( —3))2 (—12F + a®A(=5 + 3)))
— &% (2k — a®A(=1+ X)) (k(—4A + 3AX — 6A) + a® A(A(=1 4+ A) — A)) p?
— 6a2k? (—2k + a2A(=1+ \)) (—1+ 3A)¢§} } :

(A8)

1
64H2 (3k + a?A) (=1 + 3X) — 8k2 (2k — a?A(=1+4 X)) @3

wQ =
X { —192H%kA3g3 — 640> H> A% g3 + 576 H* kA3 \gs + 1920 H? A* \g3 + 120> H> Ak 3

— 36a2H2Af<52)\<,b(2) — 16/2:A31<a2gggb(2) — 8a2A4f<a2gggb(2) + 8@2A4I€2)\93§b3 + a2Af<a4gbé

+8Ag1 (—~8H (3% + a2A) (—1+3)) + k2 (2 — a?A(~1 + ) ¢3) (A9)
+8A%g; (8H? (3k + a®A) (=14 3X) + £ (—2k + a®A(=1+ X)) ¢5)

+ 8a2HAK?Go V! — 24> HAR? AoV + 8kk? (V') + 4a2Ar? (V') — 46 Ar*A (V')?

+4(—=8H? (3k + a®A) (=14 3X) + % (2k — a®A(=1+ X)) ¢37) V”} ,

1
2a%(—1+ 3X) (8H? (3k + a?A) (=14 3\) + k2 (—2k + a?A(=1+ N)) $2)

We =

x {a2HA (3k +a®A) k' (=1 + 3)) (k — a®A) 1o

(A10)
+ [ (3k +a”A) (48a*H?(1 — 30)* — k* (2k — a® A(=1+ ) (k — a®A) p?)
+6a'k? (—2k + A*A(=1+\)) (-1 + 3A)¢3} v’} ,
2. Coefficients in [4.15)
The coefficients which appear in Eq.(4.15) are
4 (3k +a2A) (=1 + 3\)@3
cc = (3k +a*A) (14303 (ALD)

8H?2 (3k + a2A) (=1 + 3X) + k2 (—2k + a2A(—1 + V) ¢2
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fo= —%0
© T @ H?(—1+3X) (8H? (3k + a2A) (—1 4 3\) + £2 (—2k + a?A(—1 + \)) ¢2)
x {H (3% +a24) [240" H*(1 = 33)% + bi* (F — aA) 2] o (A12)
+3a"Hr? (—2k + a® A(=1+ ) (=1 + 3N\ @5 + 8a’H? (3k + a®A) (1 — 30)*V’
+a'k? (—2k + a?A(—1 4 \)) (—1 + 3A)¢3V’} :

- A (3k + a?A) K41+ ) (=& + a?A) p2p3 (A13)
Je= 202H(—1+4 3)\) (8HZ? (3k + a2A) (=14 3X\) + r2 (=2k + a2A(—1 4 ) @2)

1

T 16aH3(—1+ 3\) (8H2 (k% — 3K) (—1 + 3X) + #2 (2k + K2(—1+ ) ¢2)

x (=6a®Hr* (2k + k*(—=1+ \)) (1 — 3M\)%¢5+
16a* (k* — 3k) (H — 3HN)? (24a*H?*(1 — 3X\)? + kx* (k — a®A) p?) poV' +
2a*k*(—1 4 3X) (8a*(H — 3HN)? (12k + k*(—5+ 3X)) + ks (2k + k*(—1 + X)) (k — a®A) p?) g3V’ —
408k (2k + K2(—1+ \)) (1 = 3023V + 64aH (K% — 3k) (1 — 30)* (V')* +
20°Hr?*(—1 + 3\)¢5 (12a°(H — 3HN)? (12k + k*(—=5 + 3X)) + 3a’ks" (2k + k(=1 + N)) (k — a®A) p*—
42k +E*(—1+ X)) (1 = 30)? (—2a*k*g1 — 2a°k* g2 + 2kCg3 + a°V")) +
S (12 = 3E) (240 H2(1 = 302 4 Fc® (k= a®A) p2)” + 12805 H2K? (K2 = 3F) (1= 3\ gn+
128a*H?k* (k* — 3k) (1 — 3\)*g2 + 8a®(—1 + 3))?

(461{21@6 (k2 — 3E) (—1+ 3)\)gs + a° (,3 (2% + k2(=1+ ) (V')* — 8H? (k2 — 3F) (—1 + 3>\)V”))))

16a®H3(—1+ 3X)3 (8H? (k2 — 3k) (il +3X) + k2 (2k + k(=14 X)) ¢2)
x (=2a°HE*k? (2k + k*(—1 4 X)) (=1 + 3X) (a®s* (=k + a®A) p* — 16(1 — 3N)? (a’g1 + a*kPg2 — k'g3)) o+
324" (k* — 3k) (H — 3H\)? (12a4H2(1 —30)2 + kot (F — a?A) p2 — 8a’(1 — 3)\)2H) GV +
4a*k?(—1 + 3)) (4a*(H — 3HN)? (18k + k*(—7 + 3)\)) +
(F — a2A) 2 — 8a™ (2% + K2(—1+ \)) (1 — 3)\)2H) P2V

8%kt (26 + k2(—1+ N)) (1 — 3NV + 128a3H® (k2 — 3K) (1 — 3))4V (J)O + v’) +
Heg (—k* (k* = 3k) &* (k — a®A) p® (—16a*H?*(1 — 3X)% + kr* (=1 + X) (k — a®A) p?) +
16a*(—1+ 3X)® (16H?k* (k* — 3k) (=1 + 3A) (a’g1 + a*kg2 — kg3) +

6152 (2 + k2(—1 + \)) ¢V’ + a®k? (2k + k2(—1 + X)) (V’)Q)))

ket (2k + E*(—1+ X))
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1
YT 1608 HAR2(—1 +3>\)3

(4a (1= BX\)2H (24a* H3(1 — 302 + H (k2 — 3F) 5* (k — a2A) p2 + 2a*k2(—1 + 3\) o (3H o — 2V')) +
(k* (—2a*Hr*(—1 4 3X) (12a°(H — 3HN)? (16k + k*(—=7 + 5A)) + a” (k* — 3k) k" (2k + k(=1 + X))
(=k+a®A) > =8 (2k + k*(—1 + X)) (k — 3kA)? (a*g1 + a®k®g2 — k'g3)) &5 +
6a® Hr" (2k + k*(=1+ X)) (1 — 30)?¢f — 4a®k" (2k + k> (=1 + X)) (1 — 3X)*pq V' —
204K (—1 + 3Nt (24a (2k + K2(—1+ \)) (H — 3HA)2go+

(4aH?(1 — 3)\)? (k* — 6k + 3k*X) — ke (2k + k*(—1+ ) (k — a®A) ) V') —
16a* (k2 = 3F) (H — 3HA)%g (240" H*(1 = 30260 + (120" H2(1 = 3\)? + k! (<K + a®A) 1?) V’) +
2H? (k? — 3k) (=1 + 3X) (16a*H?k*(1 — 3M\)? (—k*(—1 4+ A) + 3k%k(—1 + \) — 3k (k — a®A)) p°
(K = 3F) 6 (26 + B2(=1+ ) (k — a2A)” u + 3203 (—1 + 30V (o + V') ) +
HeG (—960a®H* (k* — 3k) (1 — 30)* — 4aH?k*(1 — 3)\)? (K%(—1 + \)? — 30k* (k — a®A) +
E* (k(=9 + (8 = 3M\)N) + 4a”A) — 3k%k (k(—9 + \) + a®(T+ NA)) p® —
(K% = 3k) kr® (k + K2(—1+N) (k — a®A)” u* +8a2(—1 + 3X)* (16HK? (k? — 3k) (~1+3))

(a*g1 + a*k2gz — Kgs) +a%k? (2 + K2(=1+ X)) boV' + a®k? (2K + k(=1 + 1)) (V)*))) ) /
(8H? (k* = 3k) (=14 3X) + k% (2k + k> (=1 + X)) 7))

These expressions simplify dramatically if one sets 1 andk = 0. Setting, in addition;y = 0 as is appropriate for the
contracting phase = 0, one gets

6
CC = E
36
fe =~ Beap
ch =0
) 6 (9 + k21%)
We = ————5—5——
1o R2a%
3k (—K*AM? + 5 )
Do = 7%
¢ 8K2
3k2 ( 4AM2 64g1 )
Wy = 162

whereM = p/a
Inserting these coefficients into the expression for thgUfemcyw one obtains

2
w? = f? + 2k?. (A14)

If the condition\ = 1 is slightly relaxed and one expands to first ordekint 1 then one gets

= (22— 2) L (oag e - bl (A—1) (A15)
2 12 n*Aa% ’
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APPENDIX B: USEFUL FORMULAE
1. Preliminaries

The connection for the perturbed metfic {4.2) is (up to sdeomler):

o) = =7 (@0 + 280y — ato)
2(1+5)

i (B1)
Uiy = — (0596 + Oktpdij — 0ihdjin)
Li) = =2 (Y0j9dik + YOrdi; — YIihdj) -

The Laplacian for the metri€(4.2) including fluctuationgNs= A (o) + A(y) + ..., with
_ g ij Tk
A) = 9(%)‘91'33' - 9(%)Fz'j(0)3k ; (B2)

19 1] k % k
Ay = 91,095 = 900y L5009 — 91350y Ok »

whereg(g),, = gi;. For our purpose, we do not need higher-order terms sudhgstc. ObviouslyA ¢ is just the background

Laplacian (acting on scalar fields) aiq, is the first-order backreaction on the Laplacian due to thefations:).

2. Expansions of Various Quantities

For the metric[(4]2), we have

§=FE;;EY - \E?

: 2 : B3
—3(1-3)) (H - ¢2w> ~2(1-3\) <H - ¢2¢> AB+|ViV;BV'VIB - A(ABY?] (B3)

and
R;; = 1_121/] {<Z—2+A¢+%> gij + <Vivj7/)+({i1f82]$>:| ; (B4)

with 9;40%) = ¢ 9;100;4). The above results are exact.
Now it is straightforward to expand various quantities ugecond-order in perturbations. In this appendix we simpliect
the final results.

o £ = EijEij — )\E‘2
Denote€ = E;; EY — AE? as a shorthand. Then, to second-order in perturbationsawe h
Eo) =3(1—=3NH?,
Eqy = —2H(1 — 3)) [31/} + A(O)B] ,

(B5)
. . . 2 2k
5(2) = (1 - 3)\) {3’(/12 + QwA(O)B — 12Hyp — 6H¢A(0)3:| + |:(1 - )\) (A(O)B) + ;BA(O)B .
o R
6k
Ro) =3
_ 4 2 1.
R(l) = E (a A(Q)i/) + 3]61/)) , (B6)

12k
R(g) =2 <51/)A(0)’l/) + ?1/12) .
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o 32
36k
(RQ)(O) = prat
48k _
(B*) ) = —7 (D¢ +3k0) (B7)
54k 27k
(R?) 5 =8 |2 (A@¥)" + 0+~ vl | -
L] Rinij
i 12k2
(R'LJR])(O) = Cl4 )
g 16k _
(RinU)u) = A ( QA(O)Q/’ +3ky) | (B8)

T4k 144k>

(RﬁRﬁhmzﬁ(A@ﬂ0?+z?¢A@ﬂp% b2
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