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Some form of approximately exponential inflation is generally assumed to be the origin of our present uni-
verse. The inflation is thought to be driven by a scalar field potential where the field first slowly slides along
the potential and then comes to a steep slope where the field rapidly falls and then oscillates around zero trans-
forming into particles. The slowly sliding scalar field inflation leads to an exponentially expanding de Sitter
space. A scalar field as well as the deSitter space are both Lorentz invariant. Thus no global frame of rest can be
established in this scenario, while particle creation requires a preferred frame of rest. Observations of the cos-
mic microwave background show, when the redshift is corrected for our local velocity, a very even temperature
and redshift distribution requiring a global preferred frame of rest. We suggest here that a density dependent
equilibrium relation between matter/radiation and a scalar energy density could maintain a preferred frame of
rest throughout the bounce and inflation and thereby solve the problem.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Some form of inflation is generally assumed to be the ori-
gin of the universe. A number of different inflation scenarios
have been suggested, see e.g. [1] .The inflation is thought
to be driven by the energy density of a scalar field. The
scalar field can have a constant spatial value as well as wave-
excitations representing particles. The only observed funda-
mental scalar field is the Higgs field with the associated Higgs
particle.The Higgs field could be inflation driving, see Javier
Rubio([2] 2019), but is by no means the only possible infla-
ton field. Generally inflation scenarious leave three questions
unanswered,

1. The physics and origin of the pre-inflation universe

2. The nature and physics of the inflation driving scalar
field and it’s potential.

3. Establishment of a global frame of rest at the end of
inflation.

For the universe to be globally isothermal, the standard infla-
tion scenario requires that the pre-inflation universe must have
been thermalized for the scalar field to be globally isotropic
and homogenous. For general initial conditions see [3]. These
conditions are however not sufficient to establish a preferred
global restframe at the end of inflation. The standard “cold”
inflation would have dispersed all particles that existed before
inflation. Since both the scalar field and the de Sitter space
are Lorentz invariant there is no trace of a preferred reference
frame. To keep a preferred restframe the inflation must nec-
essarily be "warm’. In contrast to most theories the “warm
inflation” suggested by Berera 1995[4],[3] and Graham and
Moss 2009 [€] is associated with a thermal heat bath which
preserves a preferred global restframe. This still leaves the
question of the initial establishment of the preferred global
restframe and the nature of the pre-inflation universe unan-
swered.

We suggested [[7] a different possibility that by introducing

an upper density limit p,,, a collapsing space or stellar ob-
ject forming a black hole would bounce into a new inflating
space separated from the original space. We now suggest that
by smoothing the approach to the upper density limit, a pre-
ferred thermal reference frame can be maintained throughout
the bounce. This suggestion of course introduces an hypo-
thetical upper density limit, but a proposed scalarfield energy
function, required by standard inflation, is no less hypothet-
ical, and we dont need to invent a pre inflation thermalized
universe with a magical creation. In addition our suggested
upper density limit leads to a globally uniform temperature
only perturbed by standard quantum fluctuations.

II. THE EQUATION OF STATE

We will investigate an equation for the density dependance
of scale as follows

(1

where p is energy density and a a scale factor. m(p), the scale
index, will have have different values for different types of the
known energy densities
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Where s stand for scalar, cu for curvature, nr for nonrelativis-
tic and r for relativistc energy density.
The differential form of equation[Tlis
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where we have included a hysteresis effect, 1 — VT where v,, is
the velocity at the eventhorizon distance a,, of the limit den-
sity p,, and c the speed of light (cf [8]). The hysteresis effect
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is an important ingredient in the equation since it gives a fric-
tion effect without which the contraction and the expansion
would be symmetric, there would be no time evolution and no
increase in entropy. “ can, using the friedmann equation, be
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substituted by ¥ (l%) / (- and + during contraction and ex-
pansion respectively ) where p; is the total density including
the curvature density. We then have
d da
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We will generally use units with the speed of light c=1. The
pressure p can be related to the density

1/2
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We have set p,, to 1074 - pp, where pp is the Planck density,
which is a total shot in the dark but provides model results
within observational constraints.

One might consider p as a sum of two densities p; + p, = p,
one with negative pressure p; = —p, and one with radiation
pressure p, = 1/3p,. The relation between p and p, would

then be
172
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m(p) will have limits O < m(p) < 4, ensuring that p, > 0 so
that a preferred reference frame is always defined.
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III. THE FRIEDMANN EQUATION

In a limited region in the center of a collapsing star the den-
sity can be assumed to be constant. The evolution of this re-
gion can then be traced by the Friedmann equation.

a* = Gpa* —k (7)
in finite element form
sa = (Gpa* — k)'*6t (8)

where k = ¢? is the curvature constant and G = %”G where
G is the gravitational constant. p is the sum of relevant den-
sities. In the present case it is the sum of scalar or vacuum
energy density and the relativistic energy density (the sum of
radiation and relativistic particles) . In our computer code for
[Bl we can then as we step forward in time use equation (] to
change the density accordingly.

IV. QUANTUM DENSITY FLUCTUATIONS DURING
INFLATION

Relating energy density fluctuations to energy fluctuations

Am AE
Ap = 43—”613 - cz%”a3 ®)

Applying the uncertainty relation we have
AE - AT > 1h/2 (10)

AT is the time it takes for the fluctuation to expand to the event
horizon ; AT; = Hl.‘l, where H; is the Hubble constant at time
t;. The event horizon ay = 3 =

hH;  3nH}
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Where 6p = (|Ap|). Assuming the curvature density is small
compared to the the relevant densities, Einstein-Friedman
equations relate H to the density,

] 1/2
Hi = (?” Gpi) (12)
Inserting in[I1] we get
18nG2p;?
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It follows that the relative density fluctuations are
0 i 8 i 8 i
opi _ ”_'f _ e (14)
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where pp = 5.1550 x 10%kg/m? is the Planck density. Ob-
servations of the CMB shows that |Ap/p| = 6AT/T =~ 6 X
1073,([9]) Using equation [T4] we find that the density during
the time when the observed 1° CMB fluctuations were formed
was

pre ~0.72-107 pp ~ 3.7 x 102 kg /m?® (15)
and it will have the size of the eventhorizon

Ao = ¢/H(t)e) = ~2.1-107%%m  (16)

g 1/2
(%Ger)

If the same fluctuation is observed at Iss with a wavelenght 4,
the redshift is

A (87 12
21y = g(nglo) (17)

A fluctuation which has the size 1° at Iss corresponding to
4.2 x 10*'m has thus been redshifted by

4.2 x 10%!

~ ~ 53
¥ S Tem S 210 (18)

21,1
since it was created, corresponding to an efolding of about
122.  Since the density decreases slowly during infla-
tion it is slightly less than pj;- at the end of inflation, so
pie ~ 10%%g/m?. The sum of matter and radiation den-
sity when they are equal, at a redshift of 3400 is about
Oret = 2 - 10‘16kg/m3. The redshift from Iss to z., is
3400/1100, or a scale efolding of about 1.1. From there on,
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FIG. 1: Radius of the model universe as a function of time. The
radius where the 1° CMB fluctuations were created is noted by the
vertical line

making the simplifying assumption that dark matter behaves
as ordinary matter, the energy density dependence on the
redshift up to the end of inflation is ~ z*. The redshift from z,,

. 90 \1/4 .
{0 Zie is then Zegie = (%) ~ 2.7 - 10% corresponding to

an efolding of about 61. Thus inflation must from the 1° fluc-
tuation point contribute an efolding of about 122—1-61 = 60.

V. THE POWER INDEX

Change in the density during inflation will cause a wave-
length dependance of the CMB fluctuations. The density fluc-
tuations can be expressed in terms of a logarithmic power
spectrum,

op 2
(;) :fP(k)dln(k) (19)

,where k is the spatial frequency. The power spectrum is usu-
ally approximated as

P(k) ~ k! (20)

where 7 is the spectral index. Planck observations [10] give a
spectral index, n = 0.9649.

VI. THE POWER INDEX AND THE DENSITY SCALE
INDEX

One can relate the spectral index n of the power spectrum
of density fluctuations to the density scale index m.

pnﬂ%) @1
a~p " (22)
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FIG. 2: Total density of the model universe (black) and thermal den-
sity (red) as a function of time. The time is zero at the bounce. The
density where the 1° CMB fluctuations were created is noted by the
vertical line

The wavelenght of a density perturbation when created is (cf

eqn.

A=/ H(t) = —— (23)
(56r))
When observed it has the wavelenght
Aobs = % # (24)
a; (s 172
" (%6p)
Thus, (ayps = const)
p?~a A ~k/a (25)
p1/2—1/m ~k (26)
p ~ kl/271]/m (27)
According to equation 2Qland[T4],
p2 ~ k(nfl) -~ /l(lfn) (28)
we then have
kD2 L (29)
thus
2
-l=— 30
" 12— 1/m (30)
or
m= M 31)
5-n

If n = 0.965 then m = 0.01735, i.e. the energy density is
nearly scalar and the expansion is nearly exponential.



VII. THE DENSITY SCALE INDEX FUNCTION
We will now attempt to construct a scale index function
m(p) which satisfies the above shown constraints.
1. m(p) must approch zero as p approaches the upper den-
sity limit

2. pro = 3.7x 10° kg /m?

3. m(pi) - (1 = (o1 /pm)?) = 0.01735
assuming p,(1°) = p1»

4. m(p) must remain small for densities slightly lower than
p1- to make inflation produce 60 efoldings

5. It must have the limit 4 for low (but relativistic) densi-
ties, if indeed, 4 is the correct limit.

When m(p) is small the space inflates. Since m(p;-) is small,
one may assume that pi- is fairly close to the upper density
limit. We construct a trial equation

_Ci-(L£(pp)'?  Co- (£ (oi/p)'?)

G T+ (o/p1)? 1+ (o/p1-)?
pro =3.7-10%kg/m?
p1=ki-pre
C> = ky - 0.01735 - 2/(1 = (1 /pm)"/?) and
C,=4-G,

k1 << 1.0, determines the duration of inflation for densities
lower than pi-. k; = 1.0 determines the behaviour of the scale
index for densities around pj-. The limit 4 for the scale in-
dex for lower densities might be questioned, see discussion.
There are no observational constraints on the behaviour of the
scale index for densities much above p;.. It is hard to get
densities much higher than p;- unless the scale index func-
tion returns to a higher value. The suggested function actually
doesn’t prevent p from passing p,, but it never occurred in my
trials and is not important since the objectiv of this work is
to show that the approach is possible and not that it is true in
detail. If the density should approach the Planck density the
density fluctuations will get wild (cf eqn[I4). We have found
that k; = 0.0180 and k, = 0.945 results in a spectral index of
0.965 at the 1° fluctuation and an efolding of 60.0 to the end
of inflation and a final inflation density of about 10%kg/m?,
which is in line with the previous estimates and observational
constraints. The evolution of the model universe radius and
density is shown in figures [[land 2l Model relative density
fluctuations as a function of In(1) is shown in fig. [l and the
spectral index of these fluctuations in fig.

VIII. LIMITS ON THE SPATIAL CURVATURE

The density parameter is defined as

8nGp
3H?
Pc = Peritical (34)

Q=p/p. = (33)
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FIG. 3: Model CMB fluctuations as a function of In of the wave-
lenght lambda/lambdal® = A/A,-. The vertical line indicates wave-
lenght corresponding to the Hubble radius.
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FIG. 4: Spectral index of the model CMB fluctuations as a function
of In of the wavelenght lambda. The vertical line indicates wave-
lenght corresponding to the Hubble radius.

and the curvature density parameter
Q=1-Q (35)

We have then for todays radius of the universe

c

Ry=———
VT HQ'”?

(36)

Observations ([[11]) limit [Q] to < 1073. The hubble radius
Ry = ¢/H ~ 1.4-10'" ly. The lower limit of the radius of
the present universe is Ry > 32 X Ry = 4.6 - 10'! ly. Our
bounce model universe gives a comoving radius of about 103
ly, which is relevant only to the extent that it is larger than the
above limit.



IX. DISCUSSION

My first thoughts on the possibility of an upper density limit
were strengthened when I read the important but largely for-
gotten papers by Gliner [12] and Sacharov [13], which re-
sulted in the publication[7]. In time I came to understand
that there is a fundamental problem with the standard inflation
scenario in that it is lacking a preferred frame of reference re-
quired for particle production (thanks L. Susskind for advice
on this matter). I then realized that it should be possible to
modify my bounce model so that it had a density dependant
equilibrium relation between relativistic matter-radiation and
vacuum energy density, thereby maintaining a preferred rest-
frame and still support the bounce and inflation. If such a

relation continued as densities became lower and eventually
reached todays densities, it might resolve the “Hubble ten-
sion” [14] and also explain the coincidence problem” [[16]. It
could perhaps as well put a new light on the nature of vacuum
energy[17],[18]. One might in this vein note that the universe
is again inflating although at a much lower rate.

While we have assumed a smooth density distributionin e.g. a
stellar center, the first phase involving a collapse process may
become very fractured. The vacuum energy density relation
to particle-radiation energy density will involve dynamics a
subject on which one can find a number of publications, eg
[19],[20],[21]]. Thus, if our model for a bounce inflation is
anywhere near a real inflation event, it is of course still very
simplified.
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