arXiv:1004.3191v4 [gr-qc] 15 Dec 2010

A Cosmological Exact Solution of Complex Jordan-Brans-Dicke Theory and its

Phenomenological Implications

M. Arık†, M. Çalık‡, N.Katırcı∗ † Department of Physics, Bogazici University, Bebek Istanbul,Turkey, ∗ Physics Division, Faculty of Arts and Sciences, Doğuş University Acıbadem-Kadıköy, 34722 Istanbul, Turkey

August 18, 2019

Abstract When Brans-Dicke Theory is formulated in terms of the Jordan scalar field φ, dark energy is related to the mass of this field. We investigate the solution which is relevant for the late universe. We show that if φ is taken to be a complex scalar field then an exact solution of the vacuum equations shows that Friedmann equation possesses a term, proportional to the inverse sixth power of the scale factor, as well as a constant term. Possible interpretations and phenomenological implications of this result are discussed.

Keyword(s): Jordan-Brans-Dicke Theory, supernovae Type 1A, dark energy

1 Introduction

Jordan in 1959 proposed a scalar field φ and replaced the gravitational constant in the Einstein-Hilbert action by a term proportional to φ^2 [1, 2]. Brans and Dicke redefined the scalar field so that □ϕ = 0 as a vacuum solution [3]. Thus, in Jordan-Brans-Dicke theories (JBD), the counterpart of the gravitational coupling term, 1/16πG_N , is replaced by ϕ or φ^2/8ω, which may be a function of space and/or time. For an isotropic homogeneous cosmology, which evolves in time, scalar field is a function of only time. JBD gravity has been used extensively to develop dark energy models [4–9] which usually involve a scalar potential which is adjusted to fit observed cosmology. In contrast; we will use a simple model where the JBD field is complex and besides the kinetic term, it contains only a standard mass term for the Jordan field φ. This is in contrast to most cosmological models based on Jordan-Brans- Dicke theory where an arbitrary potential V (φ) is assumed and then the potential is adjusted to give the desired solution. One possible motivation for considering a phase for the JBD field is that it could affect the strong QCD parity violating phase χ [10, 11] or the CP violating phase of the quark mass matrix [12, 13] or neutrino mixing [14]. These may be related to dark matter. While in Section II, an exact cosmological solution is displayed and its stability analysis is made for the vacuum case, in section III, it is interpreted as the effect of the proposed complex scalar field to the evolution of the late time universe. We also give a brief discussion of possible relationship of the phase of the complex scalar field. We will show that the dark energy component, in addition to the constant term makes a contribution to the Friedmann equation, which is proportional to the inverse sixth power of the scale factor.

We use a metric signature (+ − −−) and the Jordan formalism. The lagrangian densities of the Jordan and Brans-Dicke language are related by, £_{BD} = −ϕR + ω ϕ g^{μν} ∂_μϕ∂_ν ϕ = − φ^2 8ω R + 1 2 g^{μν} ∂_μφ∂_ν φ = £_{JBD}. (1) We add a mass term and a phase χ,

φ = φ_1 + iφ_2 = |φ| e^{iχ} (2) so that the lagrangian density with a complex massive scalar field becomes,

£ = − φφ^∗ 8ω R + 1 2 g^{μν} ∂_μφ∂_ν φ^∗ − 1 2 m^2φφ^∗ (3)

which can also be expressed as

£ = − |φ|^2 8ω [ R − 4ωg^{μν}∂_μχ∂_ν χ + 4ωm^2 ] + 1 2 g^{μν} ∂_μ |φ| ∂_ν |φ| . (4) The action is defined by S = ∫ d^4x √ −g£ + S_M . (5)

When this action is varied with respect to the metric and the complex scalar field, the equations of motion, for a Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric and perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor T^μ_ν = diag (ρ, −p, −p, −p) , reduce to the following: 3 4ω φφ^∗ ( ȧ^2 a^2 + k a^2 ) − 1 2 φ̇φ̇^∗ − 1 2 m^2 φφ^∗ + 3 4ω ȧ a (φ̇ φ^∗ + φφ̇^∗) = ρ_M (6) −1 4ω φφ^∗ ( 2 ä a + ȧ^2 a^2 + k a^2 ) − 1 2ω ȧ a (φ̇ φ^∗ + φφ̇^∗) − 1 4ω (φ̈ φ^∗ + φφ̈^∗) − ( 1 2 + 1 2ω ) φ̇φ̇^∗ + 1 2 m^2 φφ^∗ = p_M (7)

φ̈ + 3 ȧ a φ̇ + [ m^2 − 3 2ω ( ä a + ȧ^2 a^2 + k a^2 )] φ = 0. (8)

Equation 8, being complex, is equivalent to two real equations. H and F_1+iF_2 are respectively defined as the fractional rate of changes of the scale size and the JBD scalar field φ. H = ȧ a , F_1 + iF_2 = φ̇ φ (9) where F_1 and F_2 are real, and defined as,

F_1 = |φ|^{−1} d |φ| dt = φ̇_1φ_1 + φ̇_2φ_2 φ^2_1 + φ^2 = − 1 2 Ġ_N G_N (10)

F_2 = φ̇_2φ_1 − φ̇_1φ_2 φ^2_1 + φ^2

= χ̇. (11)

For spatially flat (k=0) universe, we will obtain solutions which give H, F_1, F_2 as a function of the scale size a. After rewriting equations 6, 7, and 8 in terms of H, F_1, F_2, and their derivatives with respect to the scale size of the universe, a, we get the following equations:

3H^2 − 2ω(F^2_1 + F^2_2 ) + 6HF_1 − 2ωm^2 = 4ωρ_M |φ|^2 (12)

3H^2 + (2ω + 4)F^2_1 + 2ωF^2_2 + 4HF_1 + 2aH(F^′_1 + H^′) − 2ωm^2 = −4ωp_M |φ|^2 (13)

−6H^2 + 2ωF^2_1 − 2ωF^2_2 + 6ωHF_1 + 2aωHF^′_1 − 3aHH^′ + 2ωm^2 = 0 (14)

(4ωF_1 + 6ωH)F_2 + 2ωaHF^′_2 = 0 (15) where prime denotes derivative with respect to a.

2 The exact cosmological solutions for dust dominated and the vacuum case

Exact cosmological solutions of JBD theory can be obtained by analyzing symmetries of the field equations [15]. Perturbative solutions were found in [16, 17]. We propose an ansatz for finding the exact solutions for the late time universe. We will show that an exact solution of the cosmological equations can be obtained by an ansatz for the matter dominated case and vacuum case.

F_1(a) = H(a) 2(ω + 1)

(16)

|φ|^′ |φ| = F_1 aH (17)

By integrating equation 17 with the ansatz yields

|φ^2| = |φ^2_0| [ a a_0

] 1_{(1+ω)} . (18)

Since ω > 10^4 [18–21] |φ| varies very slowly as the universe evolves so φ is approximately constant during matter dominated era. Variation of gravitational constant which is proportional to F_1 in equation 10 is also small due to its proportionality to^1_ω .

By using the ansatz, equation 16, equation 15 gives the solution

F_2 = F_{20} [ a a_0 ]_α (19)

α = − ( 3 + 1 (1 + ω) ) (20)

since ω > 10^4 for all practical purposes α = −3. For dust solution of complex JBD model, ρ_M = ρ_0 (_a a_o )_{−3} and p_M = 0, when equation 16 and 19 are placed into equation 12, equations 13, 14 are satisfied. Equation 21 is derived as,

H^2 =

4ω(1 + ω)^2 (3ω + 4)(2ω + 3) [ m^2 +

2ρ_0 |φ_0|^2 ( a a_0 )_α + F^2_{20} ( a a_0 )_{2α}] . (21)

Several interesting features emerge for the vacuum case, ρ_M = p_M = 0. Then H^2 contains only a constant term and a 1/a^6 term, respectively. Since F_2 is directly related to the phase of the scalar field in equation 11, the 1/a^6 term is identified with the effect of the phase to the expansion of the universe,

H^2(a) =

4ω(1 + ω)^2 (3ω + 4)(2ω + 3)

(m^2 + F^2_2 (a)). (22)

When we restrict the model to the F_2 = 0 case, F = F_1, complex scalar field turns into a real scalar field and previously studied JBD equations are obtained [17]. To test the stability of our vacuum solution; we set

a = a(1 + ϵη) (23) φ = φ(1 + ϵψ). (24)

Inserting these variables into Eq.12-15, and after neglecting the higher order terms in ϵ, we obtain four homogeneous differential equations for the three functions η, ψ_R, and ψ_I . We set

η = η_0e^{βt} (25)

ψ_R = ψ_{R0}e^{βt} (26)

ψ_I = ψ_{I0}e^{βt} (27)

and obtain four linear homogeneous equations for the three unknowns η_0, ψ_{R0}, and ψ_{I0}. This homogeneous system has a 4x3 matrix of coefficients. The condition that a nontrivial solution exists is that the rank of the matrix of coefficients is at most two. All 3x3 subdeterminants must be zero to obtain a nontrivial solution for β.

We thus obtain four equations for the four 3x3 subdeterminants, and arrange them in powers of β. One equation is cubic in β whereas the other three are quadratic.

A_{11}β^3 + A_{12}β^2 + A_{13}β + A_{14} = 0 (28)

A_{22}β^2 + A_{23}β + A_{24} = 0 (29)

A_{32}β^2 + A_{33}β + A_{34} = 0 (30)

A_{42}β^2 + A_{43}β + A_{44} = 0 (31)

The determinant of the matrix of coefficients (det A) is nonzero, so we can conclude that there is no solution for β and it means that the solution is stable.

With the addition of the cosmological constant to cold dark matter(CDM) model, the resulting ΛCDM model gives a better fit [22, 23]. Five-Year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) temperature and polarization observations [24] which include data from Baryon Acoustic Oscillations in the galaxy and Type Ia supernova luminosity/time dilation measurements [26] are used in the fitting process.

The constant term in equation 21 plays the role of the cosmological constant and we will investigate the extra term from the phenomenological point of view.

3 Phenomenology

For standard cosmology in ”matter dominated” era,

H^2 H^2_0

= Ω_Λ + Ω_M ( a_0 a )^3 (32)

where Ω_Λ is the fraction of vacuum energy and the matter fraction, Ω_M is interpreted as Ω_M = Ω_{V M} + Ω_{DM} where Ω_{V M} is the fraction of visible matter and Ω_{DM} is the fraction of dark matter. For the complex JBD model, Friedmann equation becomes, ( H H_0

)_2

= Ω_Λ + Ω_M (a_0 a )_3

+ Ω_Δ (a_0 a )_6 . (33)

We make the variable transformation and define u = √ Ω_Λ ( a a_0

)_3 + Ω_M 2 √ Ω_Λ

(34)

c = √ | Ω_Δ −

Ω^2_M 4Ω_Λ

| (35)

κ = sgn(Ω_Δ −

Ω^2_M 4Ω_Λ

) (36)

so that Eq.33 is put in differential form 3 √ Ω_ΛH_0dt = du √ u^2 + κc^2)

. (37)

To test the viability of equation 33 predicted by complex JBD model, we have to compare the standard fit to union data [26] with a fit using equation 33 and H_0=71 km/sec/Mpc. With the constraint Ω_Λ +Ω_M = 1, the standard model fit has one free parameter which can be chosen as Ω_Λ.

The latest Type Ia supernova (SNIa) data sets in Table C2 are taken by the Supernova Cosmology Project Group [26]. 414 SNIa supernova magnituderedshift observations are compiled with ”Union” and after selection cuts, it reduces to 307 Sne. Luminosity distance, in Friedmann-Robertson-Walker Cosmology, is defined in [27]

D_L = c(1 + z) H_o ∫ dz^′[ ∑ Ω_i(1 + z^′)^{3(1+wi)} − κ_o(1 + z^′)^2]^{−12}

where κ_o = ∑ Ω_i − 1.

Distance modulus can be written in terms of luminosity distance

μ = m − M = 5 log( D_L Mpc ) + 25, (38)

where m is the apparent magnitude and M is the absolute magnitude. Three different cases for κ are analyzed. Three fits we would like to present are;

1^∘) κ = −1, Ω_Δ=0 standard cosmology fit with Ω_Λ + Ω_M = 1 gives, ( H H_0

)_2

= 0.745 + 0.255 (a_0 a )_3 (39)

with χ^2/d.o.f. = 1.45. The scale factor and lifetime of universe are related by, ( a a_0

)_3 = Ω_M 2Ω_Λ

(cosh(3H_0 √ Ω_Λt) − 1) (40)

2^∘) κ = +1 fit to complex JBD model with Ω_M = 0 and Ω_Λ + Ω_Δ = 1 gives, ( H H_0

)_2

= 0.938 + 0.062 (a_0 a )_6 (41)

with χ^2/d.o.f. = 1.43. The scale factor and lifetime of universe are related by, ( a a_0

)_3 = √ Ω_Δ Ω_Λ sinh(3H_0 √ Ω_Λt). (42)

3^∘) κ = 0 , fit to complex JBD model with matter, Ω_Λ + Ω_M + Ω_Δ = 1 and Ω_Δ =^{Ω2M}_{4ΩΛ} so that equation 33 becomes H H_0 = √ Ω_Λ + √ Ω_Δ( a_0 a )^3 (43)

Figure 1: Magnitude vs. Redshift Graph

gives, ( H H_0

)_2 = 0.790 + 0.200 (a_0 a )_3 + 0.010 (a_0 a )_6 (44)

with χ^2/d.o.f. = 1.43. This condition makes the r.h.s. of Friedmann equation perfect square and gives the best fit to supernovae union data. The scale factor and lifetime of universe are related by, ( a a_0

)_3 = Ω_M 2Ω_Λ

(exp(3H_0 √ Ω_Λt) − 1) (45)

The fit for equation 41 is interesting but unacceptable since the model estimated lifetime is approximately 10 Gyrs, small compared with the observations [25]. In fig.1, standard cosmology fit using Eq.(39) and complex JBD fit Eq.(44) to Union data sets [26] are shown. We conclude that the extra term, from the change of the JBD field’s phase,which must be small, indicates a slightly better fit. The difference between two models will be seen for high redshift observations. Similar to the addition of cosmological constant in ΛCDM, cosmological reason of obtaining the phase term in JBD theory can be investigated.

4 Conclusion and Acknowledgements

Complex JBD model which in addition to the constant term makes a contribution of^1_{a6} term to the Friedmann Equation fits the Supernovae data accurately. It is clear from 22, which is valid for ρ_M = p_M = 0, that this term is a natural component of dark energy. Actually we conclude that the complex JBD model explains the evolution of the universe with a slightly better fit. However; the lifetime of the universe was found approximately 12 Gyrs, smaller than the experimental age of the universe, 13,8 Gyrs [25]. Moreover; the complex scalar field is responsible in large scale for the expansion behavior of universe and its phase behaves as a phenomenological extreme density term. The more the density due to complex phase becomes, a smaller model-based age is determined. In standard cosmology, the^1_{a6} term would be obtained if the kinetic term of a scalar field dominates the energy-momentum tensor. In our model, this is also how it mathematically arises. However, the physical interpretation is that it is, as a typical feature of CJBD theory, a component of dark energy and its presence may be determined by more accurate measurements of the Supernova data near z ≈ 3. This is far from the radiation dominated age, z ≈ 1100. This research is in part supported by The Turkish Academy of Sciences, TUBA.

References

[1] P. Jordan, Naturwiss. 26, 417 (1938).

[2] P. Jordan, Z.Phys. 157, 112 (1959).

[3] C.H. Brans and R. H. Dicke, Phys. Rev. 124, 925 (1961).

[4] Liu Xiang-Lai et al, Commun. Theor. Phys. 52, 761-768 (2009).

[5] V.Sahni and A.A.Starobinsky, Int. J.Mod. Phys.D 9, 373 (2000).

[6] R.Avagyan and G.Harutyunyan, Astrophysics, Springer, 48, 4, 532-538 (2005).

[7] D.La and P.J.Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 376 (1989).

[8] A. L.Berkin, K.I.Maeda and J.Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 141 (1990); A. L.Berkin and K.I.Maeda, Phys. Rev.D 44, 1691 (1991).

[9] A.D.Linde, Phys. Rev. Lett.B, 238, 160, (1990). [10] P.Sikivie, Axions 05,arxiv:hep-ph/0509198, (2005).

[11] R.D.Peccei, The Strong CP Problem and axions, arxiv: hepph/0607268, (2006).

[12] N. Cabibbo, Physical Review Letters 10,(12), 531533.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.10.531., (1963) [13] M. Kobayashi, T. Maskawa, Progress of Theoretical Physics 49 (2): 652657. doi:10.1143/PTP.49.652. http://ptp.ipap.jp/link?PTP/49/652/, (1973).

[14] Z. Maki, M. Nakagawa, and S. Sakata, Prog. Theor. Phys. 28, 870 (1962) [15] M.Arık and M.B.Sheftel, Phys.Rev.D 78, 064067 (2008). [16] M.Arık, M.Çalık and F.Çifter, Int.J.Mod.Phys.D 18, 587-597 (2009). [17] M.Arık and M.Calık, JCAP 0501, 013 (2005). [18] B.Bertotti L.Iess and P.Tortora, Nature 425,374 (2003). [19] R.D.Reasenberg et al., Astrophys. J. 234, 925 (1961). [20] C. M. Will, Cambridge University Press, (1993), revised ed; p. 123; in Proceedings of the 1998 Slac Summer Institude on particle physics.

[21] E.Gaztanaga and J.A.Lobo, Astrophys.J. 548 (2001). [22] E.Komatsu et al., The Astrophysical Journal Supplement(ApJS), 148, 119 (2003).

[23] D.N.Spergel et al., Astrophys.J.Suppl., 148, 175 (2003). [24] G.Hinshaw et al. (WMAP Collaboration), ApJS, 180, 225–245 (2009). [25] S. H. Suyu et al ApJ 711 201, doi: 10.1088/0004- 637X/711/1/201,(2010).

[26] M.Kowalski et al.,(Supernova Cosmology Project), ApJ, 686, 749 (2008).

[27] S.Perlmutter and B. P. Schmidt, ”In Supernovae and Gamma Ray Bursts”, K. Weiler, Ed., Springer, Lecture Notes in Physics (in press), astro-ph/0303428.