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Abstract. Popular wisdom suggests that measuring the tensor to scalar ratio r on
CMB scales is a “proof of inflation” since one generic prediction is a scale-invariant
tensor spectrum while alternatives predict r that is many orders of magnitude below
the sensitivity of future experiments. A bouncing Universe with sourced fluctuations
allows for nearly scale-invariant spectra of both scalar and tensor perturbations chal-
lenging this point of view. Past works have analyzed the model until the bounce, under
the assumption that the bounce will not change the final predictions. In this work, we
discard this assumption. We explicitly follow the evolution of the Universe and fluctu-
ations across the bounce until reheating. The evolution is stable, and the existence of
the sourced fluctuations does not destroy the bounce. The bounce enhances the scalar
spectrum while leaving the tensor spectrum unchanged. The enhancement depends on
the duration of the bounce - a shorter bounce implies a larger enhancement. The model
matches current observations and predicts any viable tensor-to-scalar ratio r < 1072,
which may be observed in upcoming CMB experiments. Hence, a measurement of r
will no longer be a “proof of inflation”, and a Sourced Bounce is a viable paradigm
with distinct predictions.
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1 Introduction

The physical epochs predating radiation domination are key to understanding the large
degree of homogeneity and isotropy of the observable Universe and the initial seeds
of structure formation in the Universe. The leading paradigm of inflation suggests



that a period of accelerated expansion predates radiation domination [1]. Extrapo-
lating back in time before inflation, one hits the Big Bang singularity [2, 3], which
cannot be dealt with the standard effective field theory techniques'. An interesting
alternative is the idea of a cosmological Bounce, where there is no Big Bang singu-
larity. The Universe contracts and at finite subplackian curvature starts expanding.
The whole process is described by effective field theory (EFT). During the contrac-
tion, the Universe homogenizes and quantum fluctuations are the seeds of structure
formation, similar to inflation [5, 6]. Within the realm of EFT, a realistic bouncing
scenario implies a violation of the Null Energy Condition (NEC) which could result
in instabilities invalidating the analysis?>. Therefore, careful treatment of the bounce
phase is necessary to ensure a successful and realistic cosmological bouncing model,
i.e. a model that is self-consistent, predictive, and in accord with current observations.

Early Universe models based on quantum fluctuations predict a scalar (density)
and tensor (gravitational waves, GW) spectrum of fluctuations. These are the signa-
tures of various early Universe models. These signatures are imprinted on the cele-
brated cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB), as different models result in
different temperature and polarization correlations or spectra. The scalar spectrum
is sensitive to the field content and to the equation of state w. Since most inflation
models imply w ~ —1, a generic feature of inflation is a nearly scale-invariant scalar
spectrum. The fact that CMB measurements do observe a nearly scale-invariant scalar
spectrum is the best verification of the inflationary paradigm. For bouncing models,
the situation is less generic. One can consider different equations of state during the
contraction resulting in different predictions [6, 7]. For example, the simplest, and
certainly most conservative, attempt for a ‘bouncing cosmology’ is the matter bounce.
In this scenario the energy density of the Universe during the bounce regime is mostly
due to dust (equation of state w=0). A viable matter bounce model that is consistent
with observations is studied in [8, 9]. However, matter bounce models tend to suffer
from shear and BKL instabilities, which in turn require an ekpyrotic phase. Hence, it
makes sense to discard the contracting matter dominated phase, and consider solely
ekpyrotic contraction, if it can be matched to CMB observations.

A prominent example of a contracting Universe is indeed that of ekpyrotic con-
traction with w > 1, which is free of shear and BKL instabilities [6, 10]. The single
field version predicts a blue scalar spectrum contrary to CMB observations. This can
be remedied by the inclusion of another field - scalar or gauge field [6, 11-14].

Contrary to the scalar spectrum, which depends on the potential and the num-
ber of fields in different models, the GW spectrum directly probes the geometry of
space-time, since the relevant Mukhanov-Sasaki equation only includes the scale factor

'We would like to point out to the reader that these results have been under scrutiny recently [4]
and past completeness of inflationary space-times remains an open issue.

’In a Universe with positive spatial curvature, a bounce can be achieved by violating only the
Strong Energy Condition. However, a period of inflation is then needed to dilute the curvature to
the level observed today. Such a model is not an alternative to inflation, and it is unclear whether
it has any distinct predictions. In general, in the paper, when we discuss alternatives to inflation
that resolve the Big Bang singularity, we mean alternatives that also have definite predictions for the
observed CMB spectrum.



a and its derivatives. Hence, a scale-invariant GW spectrum that could be observed
in the CMB BB polarization is a model-independent core prediction of inflation, even
more robust than the prediction regarding the scalar spectrum. Better yet, for vac-
uum fluctuations, the GW spectrum directly probes the energy scale of inflation. Such
a measurement is specified by the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and has evaded the CMB
community so far, ruling out various inflation models. The most up-to-date measure-
ments have placed an upper bound of r < 0.036 [15, 16]. Finally, most alternatives to
inflation, and certainly the ekpyrotic model, predict a blue GW spectrum that cannot
be observed in the foreseeable future without violating BBN bounds by many orders
of magnitude. Hence, a measurement of the GW signal is considered a “proof” of
inflation. See also [17-19].

As with any proof in Physics, there is always a loophole. The blue GW spectrum
predicted in bouncing models is based on considering only vacuum fluctuations. One
can consider models that have sourced fluctuations on top of the vacuum ones. The
paradigm of sourced fluctuations can be realized in both inflationary and contracting
backgrounds and has a rich phenomenology [11, 12, 20-28]. The sourced fluctuations
are a result of a coupling between the scalar field driving the evolution of the Universe
and other fields whose energy density is subdominant compared to the scalar field but
are large enough to generate a source term in the equations for fluctuations. As a
result, two types of spectra are generated - vacuum one and sourced one with no cross
terms®. Most importantly, we have shown that considering sourced fluctuations can
result in a nearly scale invariant chiral GW spectrum in bouncing models discarding
the proof of inflation [11, 12].

Our previous works realized this idea by considering a U(1) gauge field coupled
to the scalar field that drives the contraction, the ekpyrotic field. We have analyzed
various possible couplings between the fields and various potentials. The requirement of
a nearly scale-invariant scalar spectrum that matches the CMB allowed only specific
forms of couplings. As a result, the GW prediction was r =~ %, which is above the
aforementioned upper bound [13].

These results were analyzed using a canonical kinetic term for the scalar field. A
canonical scalar field does not violate the NEC, so it does not show how the universe and
spectra evolve through the bounce. Hence, our findings were based on the assumption
that the bounce will not alter the conclusions. In this work, we insert the final piece
into the puzzle. We consider the full action, which includes non-canonical kinetic terms
of the scalar field and takes into account the bounce phase. Such a class of models was
first studied in the context of dark energy and late time acceleration in [29]. Fields
with non-canonical kinetic have been known to be able to produce non-singular bounce
[30-33] without instabilities. Observational signatures of such a bounce followed by
inflation have been studied previously in [34].

We consider a model of non-singular bounce prescribed in [30] as the background
model. The model involves Galileons with a non-canonical kinetic term. We couple the
Galileon field to a U(1) gauge field as has been done in previous works for the canonical

3In terms of Feynman diagrams, if the vacuum spectrum is the tree level 2-point function, the
sourced spectrum is a 1-loop calculation.



scalar field. Since Galileon has a non-canonical kinetic term, its kinetic energy can
temporarily be negative. When the kinetic energy becomes negative, the scalar field
enters a regime of ghost condensation, kick-starting the bouncing mechanism. We
evolve the universe through the bounce all the way up to reheating and radiation
domination. We show that the evolution is stable, even with the inclusion of gauge
fields, given that the energy density of gauge fields remains small enough.

We then evolve the vacuum and sourced scalar and GW spectra. We solve the
perturbation equations both analytically and numerically. Perturbations in Galileon
theories could be plagued by ghost and gradient instabilities [35]. Methods to circum-
vent instabilities in non-singular bounce and bounce-inflation theories are discussed in
the literature [36-38]. The short duration of the bounce renders the growth of pertur-
bations due to gradient instabilities under control. Our analysis shows that the scale
dependence of the spectra is unaffected by the Bounce. The GW modes are practically
unchanged. All scalar scalar modes are amplified by the same finite factor that depends
on the duration of the bounce, while staying in the perturbative regime throughout
the calculation. We also numerically verify that the evolution of sourced perturbations
remains void of instabilities. As a result, we have a viable model with the following
predictions for the scalar spectrum amplitude and tilt, A, = 2.1 x 107, n, ~ 0.96 and
the tensor to scalar ratio

r <1072 (1.1)

within the observable reach of SO or CMB-54 [39-41]. Moreover, our model predicts
GW with one chirality. Thus, if one can measure r to such sensitivity, then we predict
the GW will be chiral, contrary to inflationary predictions. The model can further be
tested by analyzing the predictions for Laser Interferometers, as well as measurements
of the chirality of the spectrum [42-45]. We defer the analysis of signals in Laser
Interferometers to future work.

In brief, we have a viable alternative paradigm of ”Sourced Bounce” with distinct
predictions for Early Universe physics. The paradigm suggests that the Universe con-
tracts and then expands without a singularity in a stable self-consistent analysis. The
observed CMB spectra are due to sourced fluctuations. More generally, within this
paradigm, we can construct various models with different scalar potentials, different
sources and different couplings and derive predictions for the Early Universe. Mea-
suring r will not be proof of inflation, and corroborating any paradigm of the Early
Universe will require further measurements such as non-gaussianity, the tensor tilt nr,
chirality and GW on other scales.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we discuss our setup. One part
is the well-established non-singular bounce modeled by a single non-canonical scalar
field. On top of that, we add a U(1) gauge field coupled to the Galileon. In section
3, we evolve the vacuum perturbations of our model through the non-singular bounce.
Section 4 discusses the general method we employ to evaluate perturbations sourced
by a gauge field and their evolution across the bounce. Tensor perturbations and their
evolution are discussed in detail here. The following section, 5, discusses the evolution
of sourced scalar fluctuations by deriving perturbation equations for sourced scalar
perturbations from third-order action and solving them. We present both analytical



and numerical solutions. Section 6 discusses the era of kinetic domination after the
bounce leading up to the standard radiation, matter and dark energy-dominated eras
of standard cosmology. We then conclude.

2 Setup

2.1 The background model

In previous works, we have examined the evolution of perturbations sourced by a
U(1) gauge field and calculated tensor and scalar perturbations produced during the
ekpyrotic phase [12, 14, 46]. We deduced that the tensor-to-scalar ratio is larger than
the observed bounds measured by recent experiments [47]. However, this result rests
under the assumption that the perturbations are unchanged as they cross the bouncing
phase of the Universe. In this article, we explicitly evaluate the change in the power
spectrum of tensor and scalar perturbations as the Universe undergoes a non-singular
bounce. The non-singular bouncing Universe that we are examining is modeled by the
Lagrangian [30],

L=K(¢p,X)+G(o,X)Dop, (2.1)

where
K(¢,X) = (1-g(¢)X +8X* - V(¢) (2.2)
G(p, X) =~X. (2.3)

Here, X = —%@gb@“gb. The simplest form of K(¢, X) for models involving a non-
canonical field is (1 — g(¢))X — V(¢), however, such a function cannot produce a
non-singular bounce. In order to obtain a successful bounce, we add an additional
quadratic term to K (¢, X). Upon choosing the potential to be

2Vy
V(g) =— (2.4)
and the modification of the kinetic term
2g
9(¢) = ° (2.5)

oVE L o3

one will obtain a phase of ekpyrotic contraction away from the bounce. This model
gives rise to a successful non-singular bounce as explained in [30]. The vanishing of the
covariant derivative of the stress-energy tensor will give the generalized Klein-Gordon
equations for the background.
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Figure 1. Comparison of the potential and kinetic term (left) and functions K (¢, X) and
G(¢,X) (right) as a function of time ¢, near the bounce. G(¢, X) is rescaled to the order of
K (¢, X) by multiplication of a constant real number.

In figure 1, we show an example of the potential and kinetic terms, and the
functions K (¢, X) and G(¢, X). Near the bounce, the kinetic terms dominate over the
potential, and non-canonical effects become significant. On the other hand, ¢ is close
to zero for large values of the field. Therefore, the Lagrangian away from the bouncing
phase can be approximated as a standard canonical scalar field with a potential

1
£ = —50,00"9 — V(9), (2.6
which will admit ekpyrotic solution w. > 1 < ¢ < 1 with equation of state
2
e =—14+—. 2.7
w + 3 (2.7)

Figure (2) shows a graph of the scalar field potential V' (¢) and the non-canonical
term g(¢) as a function of the scalar field ¢. ¢p_(75_) and ¢p, (754 ) represent the
beginning and end of the bouncing phase (and NEC violation). The Universe starts at
¢ < —1 with a slow ekpyrotic contraction. As ¢ accelerates towards ¢ = 0, the value
of g will increase. If g(0) > 1 (which we require), then at some point in time, g will
exceed the critical value of g = 1 and the sign of the kinetic term X in (2.2) will become
negative, giving rise to a phase of ghost condensate. This phase of ghost condensation
coincides with the bouncing phase of the Universe. This is the region in field space
where the NEC is violated, which in turn triggers the bounce at ¢ = 0. The Universe
continues to roll to positive larger values of the field ¢ > ¢, after which the Universe
enters the era of kinetic energy domination. The Lagrangian recovers its canonical
form after ¢p,. Notice that despite the approximate symmetry of the potential, the
scalar field ¢ does not approach an ekpyrotic solution, unlike the contracting phase of
¢ < —1, since this solution in an expanding Universe is not an attractor. Instead, the
field ¢ goes through a fast rolling phase with an equation of state w = 1. This fast
roll phase results in a dilution of the energy density of scalar field ¢, leading up to a
radiation-dominated era of the Universe.
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Figure 2. Example of the potential of the scalar field V(¢) and the kinetic function g(¢).
Vertical lines represent the beginning and end of the ghost condensation phase.

Finally, figure 3 shows the field value and the equation of state of the Galileon
field as a function of time. Clearly, the equation of state w > 1 before the bounce and
asymptotes to one after the bounce.

Equation of state
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Figure 3. Galileon field ¢(t) and equation of state of wg(t) as a function of cosmic time ¢.



2.2 Adding gauge fields and the EOM of the scalar field

We want to model a non-singular bouncing Universe where the perturbations are
sourced by a U(1) gauge field, similar to the contracting Universe models in [12, 14, 46].
Hence, we add a U(1) gauge field and couple it to the scalar field driving the contraction
in (2.1). This model is described by the full action:

1 o

5= [ dtoy=a | - K(6.X)+ G0, X)00 - 10) ({F*F - 577 E )| (28)

where ¢ is the bouncer field, A, is the U(1) gauge potential, F,, = 9,4, — 9,A,,
= %e”“”“F o, 0 > 0 is a coupling constant. Using the flat FLRW metric in cosmic
time ¢ or conformal time T,

ds® = —dt* + a*(t)dI* = a*(7)[—dr* + dI*], (2.9)

equations of motion are derived from the Einstein field equations given by (MI; 1 —

vV 87TGN = 1)
G =T, (2.10)

For our theory, including the gauge fields

TIW = gMV (—K(qb, X) + 2XG,¢ —l—G,X VMXVH¢)

+ (K7X _2G7¢ +G7X D¢)VH¢VV¢
—G.x (V,XV, 6+ V,XV,0) (2.11)

+ I2(9) <F5Fup - 5F5pr> - @gw (FWFW - 5FF) .

If the energy density stored in the gauge fields is negligible compared to the
bouncer field, the background evolution will be practically unaffected, and we can treat
the gauge field as a higher-order perturbation. This requirement induces constraints
on the parameters of the model, see below. Thus, the background evolution of the
scalar field is consistent with the evolution described in [30]. The equations of motion
for the background field are of the form

P + Do+ V,,=0, (2.12)

where 52
P=(1—g)+6yHo+38¢"+ %df‘ (2.13)

and
9P H 3py¢t

1 . . 3 .
D =3(1=g)H + (9H" = 59.)0 +30H¢" = S(1 = g)yo"

2 2
(2.14)
Denoting p, as the energy density of gauge fields, the first Friedmann equation is then
1 . 3 . .
3H = S(1— )8 + 386" + 39HE +V(6) + py, (2.15)

which, combined with equation (2.12), determine the background evolution of the
universe.



2.3 Non-Singular bounce with a gauge field

When adding the gauge field to the equations of motion, one needs to make sure that
the gauge field energy density remains subdominant compared to the energy density of
the background field so as to avoid backreaction and to make sure that the non-singular
bounce is undisturbed by the addition of the gauge fields. Following Ref. [11, 12, 27]
we define A = T A, where A is the gauge field, and I is the coupling of the scalar field
to the gauge field. [ is given by

1
1 + e—a1n(¢—dp-)

1(¢) (2.16)

where a; = 4 /i and ¢p_ is value of field ¢ at the beginning of bounce. We define a

parameter £ = 2md. I(¢) is defined such that during the regime of ekpyrosis, i.e. for
large and negative ¢,
I(¢) ~ emm® (2.17)

as defined in previous works. However for values of ¢ > ¢p_, I(¢) is a constant.
This includes the regime of bounce and kinetic domination. The constant nature of I
ensures that the gauge field produced during the regime of bounce and kinetic domi-
nation act as if they are in the Minkowski vacuum.
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Figure 4. Time evolution of coupling I(¢(t)) of field ¢ to gauge fields. The right panel is
zoomed in version near the bounce. For smaller values of q coupling I becomes a constant
faster.

A satisfies the equation of motion
- ! " -
A"\ + <k2 + 200k — — 7) Ay =0, (2.18)
where A is a chiral polarization of the gauge field, and ' denotes differentiation with

respect to conformal time 7. The energy density of gauge fields as a function of time
will tell us whether they remain subdominant throughout the evolution of the universe.



Ekpyrotic phase (¢ < —¢p_, 7 < 75_): During the ekpyrotic phase, I(7) ~
(—7)" and n = 2 or n = —1 leads to scale-invariant sourced perturbations [11-13].
The energy density of the gauge fields is therefore,

62#5

E > ~ D(n)gga—47_4, (2.19)

1 —
2

and places constraints on the parameters of the model, such as £. This behaviour is
seemingly singular as we approach the bounce.

2 =
+ ’32

Bounce phase (¢ ~ 0, 7 ~ 0): Near the bounce I will approach a constant
value as shown in figure 4. For smaller values of ¢, I approaches a constant value
faster. Since ekpyrosis demands a small value of ¢, It is possible to approximate [
as a constant during the bounce phase and I clearly remains a constant for positive
values of ¢ corresponding to kinetic domination. In [30] it is mentioned that ¢ =
dpe~*/T* near the bounce. We will modify this relation later in the article, but it
is sufficient for current purposes. Near the bounce, up to first order in ¢ ~ 7 (since

a ~ 1 near bounce), one has ¢ ~ ¢7. Thus, near the bounce I(¢) = m ~

=1/ (@0)" = (@6p)") ~ 1= 1/ (@(dpr)" = (@i65)"). Forg < 1, a1 < 1,
given that a; > @, As 7 — 0,  — 0 and I approach a constant value*. Hence,
towards the bounce, the gauge fields act as if they are decoupled from the scalar field.
The gauge field energy density will grow and attain a constant maximum during the
bounce. By requiring that this maximum is much smaller than the energy density of
the background scalar field, we can keep the backreaction negligible and the bounce
non-singular. In brief, the given I(¢) equations are not exactly solvable and have to
be solved numerically, but the energy density during the bounce can be approximated

as [12, 27]

1<)§2(2+‘§2‘> ~ D) — (2.20)

2 N &at (TB,)4' '
We numerically solve the Friedmann equations and verify that by a suitable choice of
parameters, the gauge field energy density is much smaller than the energy density of
the background scalar field and the bounce is non-singular. Figure 5 is an example
solution to Friedmann equations both in the presence and the absence of gauge fields.
The background evolution of the Universe near the bounce depicted in the figure corre-
sponds with the following parameter values, Vo = 1077, g0 = 1.1, 3 =5,y = 1073, by =
5,b, = 0.5,p = 0.05,¢ = 0.1,0 = 3. The maximal energy density of gauge fields is
at the bounce t = 0, and reaches its maximal value of 107'V,. After the bounce, as
¢ grows, I will remain constant. The gauge fields in (2.18) will simply stay in their
Minkowski vacuum with no further observable effects. They will continue to redshift
like radiation.

4Here we are implicitly assuming n > 0, for the n < 0 case we have to use the duality discussed in
[11], and use n — —1 — n.

~10 -
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Figure 5. Evolution of the scale factor a(t) (left) and the Hubble parameter H(t) (right)
across the bounce without gauge fields (top) and with gauge fields (bottom) given the param-
eters of the model specified in the text. The energy density stored in gauge fields is at least
an order of magnitude smaller than the potential of the scalar field. Note that the effect of
the gauge fields on the background evolution of the universe is practically indistinguishable.

3 Evolution of perturbations across the Non-Singular bounce

In the absence of gauge fields acting as sourced terms, the evolution of perturbations
across a non-singular bounce was examined in [30]. Upon the addition of gauge fields,
the perturbation equations transform into inhomogeneous differential equations. The
solution to perturbation equations is a linear combination of homogeneous and inho-
mogeneous solutions, namely vacuum and sourced perturbations. In this section, we
describe the known solution to perturbation equations in the absence of gauge fields.
Solutions obtained here will constitute the vacuum perturbations in the presence of
gauge fields acting as sources.

Equations governing scalar and tensor perturbations are obtained by expanding
the action up to the second order. The perturbation theory for actions involving

— 11 —



Galileons is well established. The Mukhanov-Sasaki variable z is modified as [30]°

1024 ((1 — )+ 6vHS + 3862 + %)
22 = . (3.1)
(2H — ¢*v)?

and the speed of sound [30]

o (=g + ayHG + 5P — 2 1 299) 52)
c, = - - — . .
(1= g) + 6vHS + 3562 + 22

The equation for modes of scalar and tensor perturbations is given by

o' (k,T) + (aﬁkz - %) v(k,7) =0, (3.3)
" h'(k,7) + (lf - %ﬂ) h(k,7) =0. (3.4)

Perturbation equations are solved approximately in various regimes. The spectrum is
generated during a period of slow contraction (ekpyrotic phase). We can then deduce an
approximate expression for the change in the power spectrum as the universe undergoes
a bouncing phase. The vacuum tensor spectrum remains unchanged across the non-
singular bouncing phase, while the scalar spectrum is amplified significantly. We have
verified these results numerically. A numerical example of the evolution of the spectrum
across the bounce is given in Figure 6.

v(k,7) as a function of conformal time h(k,7) as a function of conformal time

1ot6 [

104 -

1074 & . | . B
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vk,7)
h(k,7)

T T

Figure 6. Evolution of scalar (left) and tensor (right) modes for various wave numbers
across the bounce as a function of conformal time. The upper curvess are modes that exit
the horizon, while the bottom one is a mode that always remains subhorizon. Tensor modes
are unchanged, as expected, while the scalar modes are amplified without any change in the
spectral index.

5We have used a definition inline with the standard definition of z, 22 = 2a2e instead of a’¢ as
used in [30].
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As we mentioned in section 2, the Universe undergoes an Ekpyrotic phase, a
bouncing phase, and a phase of kinetic-driven expansion before reaching the standard
radiation, matter, and Dark Energy dominated eras. To gain an analytical under-
standing of the perturbations, we solve the perturbation equations during each of these
epochs and match them on the transition hypersurface between the phases. In order
to continue the solutions during the transition, we make use of matching conditions
derived in [48, 49]. The analysis matches the numerical findings.

3.1 Ekpyrotic phase

During the ekpyrotic phase characterized by an equation of state as given in equation
(2.7)

20> q
zzzi, a~(tp. —7)T1 |, A~1 (3.5)
q
solutions to equations (3.3) and (3.4) are given by the Hankel functions:
er(k)VH), (k(1 — 752)) + ca(R)HY) (k(7 — 75_)) (3.6)
2 2

with b ~ (13q) ~q.

3.2 Bouncing phase

When ¢ evolves into the ghost condensate range, the universe will exit from ekpyrotic
contraction and enter a bouncing phase. During the bounce phase, the deviation of the
equation for fluctuations from the canonical one becomes important. When studying
fluctuations across the bouncing phase, it is convenient to model the evolution of the
Hubble parameter near the bounce as a linear function of cosmic time, i.e.

H =Tt (3.7)

where T is a positive constant depending on the details of the bounce. Approximating
the evolution of qb as a Gaussian and employing WKB approximations, we can derive
the approximate functional form of scalar modes during the bouncing phase. During
this regime 22 ~ % and ¢ ~ —1/3 from (3.1),(3.2). A negative sound speed square
leads to an exponential growth of the perturbation modes. However, the bounce is
short enough so that the evolution of modes remains under perturbative control. All
modes are amplified by the same finite amount. This is further verified by the numerical
study. For super-horizon modes an approximate solution to the perturbation equations
near the bounce is given by

(1) = dy (B)e*T7T82) 4 dy(k)e (T TE) (3.8)

where

tensor: w?~7T

2 6Y 4 3.9
scalar : wzzT—i-ﬁ—l—(QTQ—i-ﬁ—i-ﬁ)tz (3:9)
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where T is approximately one-quarter of the duration of the bounce [30]. Note that

T < T2 which is why tensor perturbations remain unchanged across the bounce while

B
scalar fluctuations are amplified by a factor of el wir

factor is [50-52]

. For scalar perturbations, this

2 24 T
T—f—lt—‘r 243YT“4Y“T t3>| B+

"B+ wd- ( T2 4 P TB—
Fr= el e\ ST/t 7 . (3.10)
For tensor perturbations, amplification is small since w is a small constant, Fj, ~ 1.

This growth rate is approximately the same for all infrared modes and is k—independent.

3.3 Kinetic domination

Since ¢ has a large positive velocity at the bounce point, it continues to increase
after the bounce. Within a short time, it will cross the second boundary of the ghost
condensation region ¢p+. At that point, the Lagrangian of the model recovers the
canonical form and the universe enters a kinetic-driven phase of expansion. After
the end of the kinetic-driven expansion, the standard radiation-dominated, matter-
dominated, and Dark Energy dominated epochs ensue. During kinetic domination,
the mode functions are

(1) = er (k) HSP (k(1 — 7p+)) + ea(k)HSD (k(1 — T34)). (3.11)

3.4 Matching conditions and solutions

Having obtained solutions to perturbation equations at all three phases, one can match
the solutions at appropriate transition surfaces. Tensor perturbations are well-behaved
across the bounce as the speed of gravitational waves remains unchanged across the
bounce. Hence, it is enough to verify that h; and k) are continuous at the transition
points.

In general scalar fluctuations are more problematic. Instabilities can arise due to c?
being negative. It has been shown in [53, 54] that in the absence of entropy fluctuations
the curvature perturbation ( in constant field gauge is a conserved quantity on large
scales in an expanding Universe. However, in the context of bounce, ( is not necessarily
well-behaved. Nevertheless, in our model it has been shown that the uniform field gauge
is well-behaved throughout the evolution of the Universe, and matching conditions
for the background are satisfied on both transition surfaces [30]. Hence, matching
conditions in [48, 49] apply, indicating that v and v" are continuous across the surfaces,
i.e. at 7p_ and 7p,. The growing mode of perturbations dominates at later times.
The primordial spectrum at the end of the kinetic expansion epoch is given by [30],

(o] 4k* (o] \®

Considering the vacuum initial condition

(3.13)
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and implementing the matching conditions, v, at the end of the kinetic expansion
epoch is given by [30]

VEa(T)
"% kv (2H )

Hence the tensor and scalar perturbations are given by

(3.14)

Uk:F(j

3 w—1

where v = S a3 +1

6(1+we)

k' 1+4+3we nyHQ
P,=—— : 3.15
" (HB ) 212 M2 (3.15)

(Fp,=1) and

k el H2
Yo YEHpB- 19

Pr=|— —_LE_FZ 3.16
¢ <HB_) A8m2M2 ¢ (3.16)
Where 75 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and F, g is the amplification factor for the
scalar power spectrum. w. is the equation of state during ekpyrotic contraction and
is defined in the earlier sections. w. > 1 thus, we find that ny, — 1 = 2 and ny = 2
indicate a blue tilted spectrum as expected from ekpyrotic scenarios. It is interesting
to notice that the amplification of the scalar power spectrum could lead to interesting
predictions regarding the vacuum spectrum for future gravitational wave observations

such as LISA and LIGO. We leave this discussion for another time and focus on the
sourced perturbations and their evolution across the bounce.

4 Sourced tensor perturbations

After deriving the behaviour of the background and vacuum fluctuations, we are inter-
ested in studying perturbations sourced by gauge fields and their evolution across the
bounce. This evolution is of major importance as in our model, the sourced fluctuations
are the nearly scale-invariant ones measured on CMB scales. In previous works [11-13]
evolution of perturbations stopped at the end of the ekpyrotic/contracting phase under
the assumption that the bounce does not cause significant changes in the spectra. We
have just demonstrated that for a non-singular bounce, the amplitude of the scalar
power spectrum is amplified by a significant factor as the perturbations evolve across
the bounce. We expect similar amplification of the spectrum from sourced perturba-
tions. For that purpose, we need to solve for the gauge fields, the tensor modes, and
the scalar modes across the bounce. Nonetheless, we will show that the scale invariance
of the source spectrum is unaffected by the bounce.

The tensor source term J7 (7, /;) is obtained by taking the transverse and traceless
spatial part of the energy-momentum tensor and projecting it along the A\ polarization.
For our model of gauge fields [11]

T 7 A ,\ 2\ N N . (AI)‘I_A’\I/>
J)\ (T7 k) - 271'3 Z * : k (ﬁjE ( k) JE <4 1)

X [ax@ + d)\/(—@] [dx(k; —p) +al,(—k +p)] .
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Equations for tensor perturbations are unaffected by the intricacies of the background
field. Hence, Fourier modes are given by the equation

a/l

h"(k,7) + <k2 — —) h(k, ) = J\(T, lg) (4.2)
a
As we have seen in previous works, one of the polarizations will have a significantly
larger amplitude [11]. In order to evolve perturbations through the bounce, we note
that I(7) is approximately a constant throughout the duration of the bounce, equation
for the gauge field (2.18) in this regime can be approximated as

Ay +k2Ay =0. (4.3)

Gauge fields behave as though they are in the Minkowski vacuum, and their solution
is accordingly . ' 4
Ax(k,7) = cl(k)e™ + c2(k)e ™. (4.4)

This solution needs to be matched with the solution in the contracting phase, where
outside the horizon (k7 < 1) is approximated by [11]

Ak, ) = — /;—;6”5F(|—2n +1))|2ekr) el (4.5)

We restrict the equation of modes of gauge fields to n = 2, —1, which will lead to a
scale-invariant spectrum for sourced perturbations. We will use n = 2 for convenience.
Requiring the continuity of Ay(k,7) and A}(k,7) at the point of transition from con-
tracting phase to bouncing phase gives the following solution during the bouncing
phase:

A)\(ka 7—)bounce = ew{\, _;—71:7 (_22(7_3;_)3 k_% (COS(k(T — TB_)) — Sln(?_(;’ﬁ;T;;))) '
(4.6)

Note that near and after the bounce I ~ 1. In previous works, we have shown that the
terms containing magnetic field and terms that are higher order in k7 can be safely
ignored while calculating the source term, as well as subhorizon contributions [11-13].
Upon expanding A, as a function of k7 and neglecting all such irrelevant terms, we
find that the source term during the bouncing phase, calculated from equation (4.1) is

L)
2m(26p) (26| — 7]

o 1 d3 R
Jﬂnm:—/‘p@@@@—m o

2a 27‘[’%

njw

) (4.7)
( 1 ) [ax(@wi(—pﬂ [&A(E_@MK(—IH@]

—TB—

Initial conditions for the bounce are set by fluctuations at the end of the sourced
ekpyrotic contraction. We shall now show analytically that the tensor spectrum is
practically unchanged across the bounce.
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4.1 Analytic approximations

We follow the approximations employed in [30] to calculate vacuum perturbations in
order to derive an analytic approximation for the sourced power spectrum. Near the
bounce H = Yt and a ~ ¢ from which we can conclude that near bounce

~7T (4.8)

a”
a

The vacuum Mukhanov-Sasaki equation is hence given by
hy + (K* — T)hy, = 0. (4.9)
whose super horizon solutions are given by
hi = c1e”t + cqe (4.10)
where

w~~ VY. (4.11)

Sourced perturbations are solutions to the equation
al/ .
hy + <k2 - ;> hy = JV (1, k), (4.12)

Since Eq. (4.12) is linear in h; and creation/annihilation operators of sourced and
unsourced fluctuations are uncorrelated [28], its solutions and their power spectra P
should be linear combinations of vacuum and sourced fluctuations

hi=hpo +his = PO =PV P (4.13)

where hy, is the solution to homogeneous equation and hy s is solution to the inho-
mogeneous problem. hy, corresponds to vacuum perturbations derived in [30]. In
order to determine hy , at the end of the bounce, we divide the time domain into two
regimes. Let 75 and 7/, be times at which the field enters and exits the ghost conden-
sate state, respectively. This is roughly the time at which the Universe will enter and
exit the bouncing phase. Then, the region of time domain (—oo, 75_) is the ekpyrotic
regime when the Universe undergoes ekpyrotic contraction. Time interval (75—, 754)
corresponds to the bouncing phase. Let hey, s be the solution to the inhomogeneous
equation during the ekpyrotic phase

hekp.s = / . dr' G (r, )T (7 k), (4.14)

—00

where G(7,7’) is the Green’s function obtained by solving

a

a4 (;g _ a_”) G=6(r—1). (4.15)
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during the regime of ekpyrotic contraction

" b(1+b
a_:(——k_) —00<T< Ty (4.16)
a (t1—75)2
where 7
b= . 4.17
(1—4q) (4.17)

Gox(7,7') is the familiar Green’s functions for sourced perturbations in a contracting
Universe given by [12-14]
GL(r,7) = ZZW [HSI)

3+b

(~kr) ) (~kr') = H (~kr ) HE) (<k7)] . (418)

+ 140 3+

Let hys be the solution to the inhomogeneous equation during the bouncing phase.
During this regime, “7” = T = w? and Fourier modes for sourced perturbations are

solutions to the equation
4 (k2 —w?) by = JT (1, k), (4.19)
with initial conditions hy o(Tp—) = hekp,s(T5-) and by, (75-) = hl;, (TB-).

We employ the method of Laplace transforms to solve this equation. Fourier modes of
sourced perturbations at the end of the bouncing phase are given by (See App.A)

1
hy,s = hekp,s(T5-) cosh(w(T — 7)) + ah;kp,s(TB*) sinh(w(r — 75-))

., K 2 sinh? (w—(T_;B*)> (4.20)
T w?

From previous calculations [13], we know that Ak, s = IC(_Q:?" = % (for n = 2).
Using this fact

2

4 sinh? (w—(TfTB =)

)

by s(T) = hekp,s(T—) | cosh(w(T — 75-)) + sinh(w(T — 75-)) + =

WwTp— Th_ w?

(4.21)
Near the bounce, for super horizon modes w(7 —75-) < 1, k(7 —75_) < 1, we obtain
at the end of the bounce phase

ho,s(TB+) (Tﬁ> 2 hekp.s(T-)- (4.22)

TB—
For a symmetric bounce, there is no enhancement, while for an asymmetric bounce,
there may be some change, but it will, in general, be small compared to the scalar
spectrum that will be enhanced by orders of magnitude. Sourced perturbations from
ekpyrosis are amplified by a factor of (75, /75_)? as they cross the bounce, this factor
is approximately of order one for short bounce and small w. Hence, the sourced tensor
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spectrum does not change significantly through the bounce. The tensor spectrum after
the bounce is the same as the spectrum at the end of the contraction, given by [11, 14]

~ 2964 S HA \NY Y/ B O\T
P = )fT(CJ) #456 (Mip,> (H—B_) , (4.23)

for n ~ 2, where Hp_ is the Hubble parameter at 7 = 75_ and

2 d’p 2
= = P
/ et ¢

where Py (E,ﬁ, k— ]5’) =D ef‘*(E)e?*(E)e;\/ (ﬁ)e;v, and ‘fT’ was calculated in [14].
We verify our analysis numerically. The numerical evaluation of the power spectrum
agrees with our analysis that the tensor spectrum remains relatively unchanged across

the bounce.

A

7 k—p

) _3 (4.24)

h(k,7) as a function of conformal time Sourced tensor power spectrum
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Figure 7. Left and right panels show Fourier modes of tensor fluctuations and their power
spectrum, respectively for two different sets of parameters (top and bottom, see text). The
upper curvess are modes exiting the horizon while the lower one remains subhorizon for all
times. The amplitude is changing minimally across the bounce, and the scale dependence of
the power spectrum for super-horizon modes is nearly zero.

In figure 7, we have numerically evaluated the sourced tensor perturbations across
the bounce with parameter values Vo = 1077, g9 = 1.1, = 5,7 = 1073, by = 5,b, =
0.5,p = 0.05,¢ = 0.1, energy density of gauge fields at ¢ = 0 at 1078 and £ = 2.4 (Top
panels), and Vo = 1077, g = 1.1, 8 = 200,y = 1073, by, = 5,b, = 0.3,p = 0.08,¢ = 0.1,
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energy density of gauge fields at ¢ = 0 at 107% and £ = 2.4 (bottom panels). The

dlog( P,
spectrum is practically scale invariant with ny = dlL((kh)) ~ 1075. This invariance of
0g

the tensor spectrum reassures us that if the scalar spectrum is amplified similarly to
vacuum perturbations in a non-singular bounce, this amplification will drive the tensor
to scalar ratio of the model to significantly small values. This will solve the remaining
significant drawback of the model of sourced perturbations.

5 Sourced scalar perturbations

The scalar spectrum of vacuum perturbations in a non-singular bouncing universe is
given by (3.16). Spectrum is amplified by a factor F; compared to the spectrum at the
end of the slow contraction. Sourced fluctuations appear at second order in perturba-
tive expansion and are amplified such that they are larger than vacuum perturbations
of a lower order, by the presence of an exponential factor in the equation for gauge
fields. To find if the sourced perturbations undergo amplification similar to vacuum
perturbations, as they cross the bounce we need to derive perturbation equations for
second-order scalar fluctuations and solve them. To derive perturbation equations, we
need to expand the action in (2.8) up to the third order. We derive the third-order
action including the source term, and calculate the scalar spectrum across the bounce.
We verify our analytical results with numerical ones.

5.1 Expansion of action

To derive the full perturbation equations, we write the combined second and third-order
action and vary it with respect to (, the gauge-invariant curvature perturbations, and
expand it afterwards with ( = (; 4+ (5, where (; and (5 stand for first and second order
perturbations respectively. The second order action for Galileons of our model coupled
to gravity is given by [30, 55]°

Ss[C,a, ] = /deBxa; [ —3¢” + (9¢)* — 3H*mu0®

(5.1)
+2000¢ + 6H faal' + 2¢'0% 8 — 2H fr00*B
where
ol

foz =1+ ﬁry (52)

and ) 5 ¢/3

a /' /'

ma =1 o507 (1 - g(0) +3867%) - - (5.3)

®In the following pages O represent spatial derivatives, 92¢ = §%9;0;¢ and (9;¢)? = §%9;¢9;( etc.
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and « and [ are ADM constraints. « and  are obtained by varying (5.1) with respect

to o and 3
1

Hfa

2
Hfaag 3(?—1)< (5.5)

Upon substituting (5.4) and (5.5) in action (5.1) we are left with only terms containing
¢ and 9?C. We have used integration by parts to reduce the following term to the

form we desire:
¢! 1 1\
[o(Gm) =3 ] (7m) 0" >0

Collecting all these terms together, we obtain

¢, (5.4)

o =

9’8 =

Si¢.a,8] = [ drdags? (¢ - 2(00P) (5.7)
where
2? = 6a’ (1 - %) (5.8)
and

R E AT

By virtue of expanding m, and f, we have verified that this result is consistent with
equations (3.1) and (3.2).

5.2 Third order action

In order to derive the perturbation equations containing the source term of the second
order, we need to vary the second and third-order action. We have already established
second-order action and have derived the vacuum perturbation equations in the pre-
vious section. Third-order action for Galileons was derived in earlier works to study
non-Gaussianities in inflation models with Galileons [33, 55].

sildl = [ draaa? [ 92 + 20 (COP 0% 3m<>+a<aﬂ

HJ
% -\ 2 2 292 1 2 2 0\2
- | 70K 0" + U507 ~ 3RO - 3¢ (1200 ) - @) + 0035
2 (C(00)? — H2ma0™ + 2 (9CC — GOPB — 0G9'8))
b [¢8 2025 4 50 (10004 @) - (00,5 - 0 (22605 - 20,¢00,)
+ A {3('2 200°B 4 = (625) (0;0;8)* — \sHa*(3¢" — 0*B) — Ma0*¢ + %HQO;’] ,

(5.10)
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where Kk = 3 (% — 1). Substituting the Galileon limit in equation for As derived in
[55], we conclude that for our model A\ = 0,\y =1, Ay = 1, and

/

Mo = 1+ —3~@"? 11

a ¢/2 ¢/3
As=14+-——((1—- 24— .
5 +H2(( 9(9))¢" + B 77
Upon taking the variation of S, + S3 with respect to ¢ and expanding ¢ as (1 + (s
where (; and (, are corrections to curvature perturbations of first and second order,
we obtain an equation of the form ( See App.B)

2

+ 4B8¢"* — V(¢)) +9 (5.12)

Js(7, k)
T

N+ 22 C 4 2Pk G 4 O(CR) terms + Higher order terms = (5.13)

O(¢?) terms will only contribute a blue tilted spectrum that is of significantly lower
amplitudes than perturbations sourced by gauge fields similar to second-order pertur-
bations sourced by terms containing first-order field perturbations in [11, 12]. Ignoring
such irrelevant second-order terms and the higher-order terms, equations for second-
order perturbations are given by

1
N+ 22/ C 4 kPG = =T (1, k). (5.14)
z

where J(7, k) is the source term for scalar perturbations.

5.3 Sourced scalar spectrum
We need to determine the form of J, for our action. The sourced part of the ADM

action in the uniform field gauge d¢ = 0 and h;; = a?e?*4;;, is given by

1 0~
/ dtd*za®e* (1 + a)I*(¢) (ZF’“’FW - ZFWF,W) : (5.15)

The source term is hence obtained by varying this term with respect to ¢
§ [ didPzade® (1 + a)I?*(o) (iF’“’FW - %F““FW>
Js = :
0¢

Expanding this source term further, including the ADM expansion of the metric and
excluding the terms containing magnetic fields similar to [13] (Magnetic fields are
smaller than electric fields by order of k7)

(5.16)

5fd7'd3xa4e<(1 —a)I?*(9) |2E’42 (5.17)
JS ~ 5C a . .
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(5.18)

In terms of gauge fields
- dAy\?
E?| = (== P
204(27)" / b ( dr ) ’
where
Py = & E) (B @)e) (5= F) [ (@) + al (=5 [an(F =) + al (~F +5)]
i (5.19)
where Ay = Z*. Thus equation (5.17) can be rewritten as
§—— [k [ drd®zZye¢ (1 — ) I%(¢) g 2
7 - 2(2m)3 A dr (5.20)
s T 6<-
Upon performing variation with respect to ¢
1 d 2 (dAy? dAN?\
Js = ;| & — |- —) |-r==) |P 5.21
2<zﬁ>z/“<dr(faﬂ(d7)> (df) ’ 20
which should be substituted into (5.14). In the regime of ekpyrotic contraction (See
App. (C)),
e A\
JY (7 k 2—/ pef‘ e - k)20, | =
2(1)C(7) [x(@) + al (=9 [ax(F — )+ a{(=F + 7)),
1 dlogl (5.23)

and’ H [dI*? ¢ 1 I'1
Cir)=—=|—+—DT%*(¢)==—=— == — )
(1) =73 [dgf) o } ) =5~ TeH =2 Tlogll
The analysis of the perturbations in the ekpyrotic phase has been carried out in [11-
13], so we continue with the analysis of the bounce phase. As we have shown, gauge
(5.24)

field solutions are Minkowski during the bouncing phase i.e.
Ay(k,7) = cl(k)e*™ 4 c2(k)e .

faH

()

During the bouncing phase, f, # 1 however, [ is a constant. Defining
dr
i (5.25)

Chounce(T) = } ( ()

"This C(7) during the ekpyrotic regime is consistent with C(7) obtained in previous works [13],

where we corrected the constant coefficient to be 1/2 and not 1.
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and substituting (5.24) results in the following source term (with n ~ 2),

- 1 d3 Lo I'(3)?
BB g [ LG Choner) |
@/ (2m)> 27T(2§p)5(2£)/€ —pl)2 (5.26)
LT ot N T
—— ) 8@ +al (2] |aF ~ )+ al(F+p)
Now upon substituting v = z(¢ in equation (5.14) we obtain
"
V' (ER = ) = T (1, F). (5.27)

z
We solve equation (5.27) employing the same method of Laplace transforms used in
section 4.1. We divide the time required for the evolution of the Universe into two
intervals,(—oo, 75_) and (75—, 75+ ). The vacuum solutions vy, and sourced perturba-

tions vy s are independent and hence uncorrelated. In the regime of ekpyrosis (—oo, 75)
solution to the inhomogeneous equation vy s is given by

TB— .
Vekp,s = / dT'Gf(T, T’)J,f(T', k), (5.28)

—00

where G (7,7') is the Green’s function obtained by solving

"

G + (ci/{:Z - %) G5 =6(r—1). (5.29)
during the regime of ekpyrosis. Green’s functions for ekpyrosis and vy s are evaluated
in [13, 14]. In order to evolve the perturbations across the bounce, we use WKB
approximations. Let v, be solution to perturbation equations during the bounce
regime (7p_,7p,). During the bounce regime for superhorizon modes c2k? < %" [30].
Within this approximation equation for Fourier modes for curvature perturbations
during the bounce regime is given by

v — wiv = JS (1, k) (5.30)

Z”

where wg = %-. Unlike tensor perturbations where w was approximately constant,

wg varies as a function of time. Using the WKB approximation, we obtained v s by
. . . . T

replacing wg (7 — 75_) in equation (A.8) with fTB_ wgdT.

T 1 T
Ups = Vekp,s(TB—) cosh (/ w5d7'> + —vékpS(TB_) sinh (/ w5d7‘>
TH_ ws B

j sinh (fT;_ wsd7> — fTTB_ wsdT (5.31)
T3 w '
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Near the bounce, for superhorizon modes k(7 — 75_) < 1, all terms except the first
term in (5.31) are insignificant. It is easier to extract the dominant term here since,
for w > 1, the cosh(wg) term is much larger than the rest. Thus, sourced scalar modes
at the end of the bounce are given by

Ups = cosh (/ w5d7> Vekp,s(TB—)- (5.32)
TB_

Thus, in general, during a short bounce, amplification across the bounce for sourced

perturbations is
B
F: ~ cosh (/ w(r”)d7“> : (5.33)

We make use of the approximation z(7p;) ~ (75_) to arrive at a neat expression for

curvature perturbations. curvature fluctuations ( at the end of bounce is Z(i;+ 5
Vb, s
z(tp-)’
Vel , TB—
() = B2 ) g ). (5.3
z(75-)

5.4 Amplification of spectrum across bounce

In order to analytically evaluate the change in the scalar power spectrum across the
bounce, we require an approximate analytic expression for z near the bounce. In [30],
this is achieved by approximating the scalar field by a Gaussian near the bounce.
However, this does not adequately explain our numerical results. To better explain the
behavior of the spectrum across the bounce, we try to solve the background equations
of motion (2.12). Near the bounce the first two terms in equation (2.12) are dominant
over V,4 and

; . .

2 ~ D ~ ﬂ (5.35)

¢ P 1-g+38¢?
We arrive at this approximation from the numerical results we obtain for various pa-
rameters we consider.

T
1.00 -

error

—— Exact

percentage

o 0.90
0.6 —— Approximation

0.85F

.....................

L L L L L
10 5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10

time time

Figure 8. Left panel show % and the approximate expression in equation (5.35) near the
bounce for one set of parameters while the right panel depicts the percentage error in the
approximation. We have verified that the percentage error is significantly small for other
parameters we have considered.
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We start by approximating gzﬁ as a Gaussian as the initial solution to the equation

of motion, i.e.
2

¢~ dpe Tz (5.36)

A90-1 4nd solve the equation perturbatively around the bounce. We

38
substitute the Gaussian solution back into equation (5.35). Taylor expanding the

right-hand side of the equation, we obtain
;1; = —c1t 4 cot? + 5t (5.37)
Exact forms of ¢;, ¢; and c¢3 are given in appendix D. Plugging (5.36) into (5.35) at first
order in t, we identify ¢; = % We compare our approximations to numerical results
in figure 9.

where ¢ﬁ =

Error Percentage

251 | ]
20 _ — Gaussian 7
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T

Figure 9. Error in approximation for ¢/(7) as compared to numerical results as a function
of t near the bounce for the chosen parameters.

Following the identification of ¢; we solve equation (5.35) including the higher
order terms iteratively. As a result, we modify (5.36) as

. . t2
o(t) = ppe ot Eot (5.38)
where o1 = ¢ and g9 = . Near the bounce, z can be approximated as
2
2 “;;’.g . (5.39)
8
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From the last two expressions and assuming T is small,

2 1 16
wg ~ % — — 6to; — 1277753 + 240,09t° + (4— + 907 2 D92

4 2 2.6
Tz T T )t — 1209t" 4 051

(5.40)

and amplification across the bounce within the WKB approximation is (5.33),

t
F¢ = cosh (/ ’ wS(T”)dT"> (5.41)

B

The tensor-to-scalar ratio r for the bounce is then given by

Pf PP F 4 (1\?
A = =] - (5.42)
pP; P FC ~ 25 F;
Here we have used our previous result that the tensor-to-scalar ratio during ekpyrosis
is 4/25 [11, 13]. Upon substituting the parameters from [30], we obtain amplification
of order 10" (F; ~ 10, r ~ 107'%), as expected from the results of our numerical

analysis for the same parameters, see figure 12. Let us now systematically analyze the
different possibilities of amplification and r in the parameter space.

5.4.1 Symmetric bounce

We first analyse the case where the bounce is symmetric. For a completely symmetric
bounce b, = 1. In this case

T = pb (5.43)
9o

and 01 = 0, 09 >~ 0. The beginning and end of the bouncing phase are determined by
the fact that g(¢) is larger than one during the bounce phase. At the beginning of the

bounce g(¢p-) =1 and ¢pp_ ~ /T log(2go), similarly ¢p ~ \/_log 200)  When by =1
, Oy = Pp_ ~ \/glog(ng . The field ¢ during the bouncing phase is

ety — [P %0) 9
¢ = /qf)Be dt = 6o erf (\/;) (5.44)

where erf is the error function. From equation (5.44) we conclude that during the

pm(—1+go) pr(=1+go)
690 690
not have a solution for any gy > 1 in the real line. Thus, in a completely symmetric

bounce, our analytic approximations are insufficient.

bounce phase ¢ < . For consistency ¢p, < . This equation does

5.4.2 Asymmetric bounce with small ),

We have already observed that for b, = 0.5, it is possible to get a bounce where the
scalar spectrum is amplified by a significant amount. However, we examine the case
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where b, is small where expressions considerably simplify. In the small b, limit

| (1+49)p5 1 2by(=1+ go)go
2by(—1 + g0)g0 17 (14 4g0)pB

3
S 4b, g0 (—1+go)2 oy — byg0 (—1+90)2
3V3(—1 4+ 4gp) pp 9(—1+ 4go) pp

We define a parameter p = (7;;“”’(’) 5, then equation (5.38) can be rewritten as

(5.45)

Jun

_ 2bggg 2 (tQ— 2p t3+§t4)

b= dpe T\ TE (5.46)

We demand that the higher-order terms in the expansion remain small and the argu-
ment of exponential is convergent. The next higher order term in the brackets inside
exponential is given by ﬁp‘gt? By demanding that this term is small compared to
the fourth-order term, we conclude that

5vV3
pt < %_ (5.47)
We determine the beginning and end of bounce by plotting the function ¢ = [ gz.Sdt
with time and deduce the points where ¢ is matching ¢, and ¢p_. All integrals are
performed numerically. We show the results of our calculations in the left panel of the
figure 10.

Bouncing field ¢(t)

00— T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T .
—5=0 ootor *
0.05 /
p=0.15
0.04 0=0.2 0.005
— p=0.25
& 003 .
p=0.3 0.002}-
0.02r— —=p=0.35
0.01 — ¢ 0.001 |-
5
0.00
............................... . . . . .
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t p

Figure 10. Left, right panels show ¢ and r across the bounce for different values of p,
when p = 0.1, go = 1.2 and b, = 0.3.

In the right panel of figure 10 we show r as a function of p (actually 5) with
p=0.1, go = 1.2 and b, = 0.3. Clearly, it is possible to obtain viable and observable
r. Depending on the parameter values of choice, it is possible to obtain r ranging from
observable to very small. The tensor to scalar ratio spans several decades 1071° <
r < 1072, Figure (11) depicts the function g for different parameter values that give
different r. We see that on average a longer bounce gives a smaller enhancement of
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the scalar spectrum and as a result a larger r. The asymmetry factor ensures that the
bounce is indeed stable and non-singular.

g(¢) curresponding to different r

1.2

1.0

0.8

g(e(1)

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

Figure 11. A depiction of g(¢) for parameters corresponding to different values of r
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Figure 12. Left and right panels show Fourier modes of scalar fluctuations and their power
spectrum, respectively for different values of parameters (up and down). The amplitude is
changing significantly across the bounce and the scale dependence of the power spectrum for
super-horizon modes is nearly zero.

We evaluated the sourced spectrum across the bounce numerically. Our numerical
results agree with our analytical calculations to a good extent. In figure 12, we have
the numerical evaluation of scalar perturbations in a nonsingular bouncing universe of
our chosen model with parameter values Vy = 1077,¢g0 = 1.1, = 5,7 = 1073, by =
5,b, = 0.5,p = 0.05,¢ = 0.1, energy density of gauge fields at t = 0 at 107® and ¢
= 2.4 in the top panel and V5 = 107,90 = 1.2, = 200,7 = 107%,by = 0.5,b, =
0.28,p = 0.08,q = 0.1, energy density of gauge fields at t = 0 at 1078 and & = 2.9.
We see that it is possible to match the observed amplitude of scalar perturbations i.e.
Ag = 2.1x 107 by choosing appropriate parameters for the theory. In agreement with
our theoretical predictions, we see that for b ~ 0.1 and large /3 (5 = 200 corresponds to
p ~ 0.01) the amplification during the bounce is of order O(10? — 10%). Furthermore,
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by adjusting parameters such that the scalar amplitude agrees with the observations,
the numerical solution to tensor perturbations (given in the figure 7) agrees with our
theoretical results producing viable values of r.

6 Fast roll expansion

After the bounce, the phase of ghost condensation will stop at 75, and the Universe
will enter an expanding era. Since the potential of the scalar field ¢ is very small in this
era, it is dominated by the kinetic term, with an equation of state w ~ 1. The gauge
fields remain subdominant to the scalar field. The source term J in this regime is still
given by equation (5.26). However, a(7) is not a constant anymore and the source
term is decaying as 1/a(7). In this period the equation of motion for cosmological
perturbations is given by

" 1
(Y% + (k‘2 + 4—7_2)Uk ~ JAS(/'{?,T) (61)

This equation yields the solution

v ~ e (k) (7) Jo (k7)) + ea(k)\/(7) Yo (k) + T2£7—ln(k7), (6.2)

B—

where H,,(k7) is the Struve Hankel function. Matching the solution after the bounce
given in equation (5.32) with the above solution at 75, and expanding the result at
the super horizon limit we obtain that

7B+ 1 T T
v (k, T) = Vepp cosh (/ w(7)> X —,|—log (—) . (6.3)
B 2V 7B+ TB+

The last term is the modification due to kinetic domination and is the same for both
the tensor and scalar fluctuations. While the universe expands with an equation of
state w = 1, the scale factor evolves as a 72. This implies that the growing mode
of perturbation variable v, evolves proportionally to the scale factor and therefore
the curvature perturbation ¢ will become conserved on super-Hubble scales after the
bounce, thus ((7p4) = (kq (i-e. ¢ during kinetic domination). Hence, the late-time
power spectrum of the curvature fluctuations is

k‘?’

" o2

Ps<k') <<k,ekp|§k,ekp> Fg (64)

Considering what we know about the sourced power spectrum of the contracting uni-

verse,
2295¢4 (Hp \*/ k \™! =
32mbies \ M, Hp_ ¢ (6.5)

~

Ps(k) = |3
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where

|2 d3p o 2n+1
(27)2
is the momentum integral calculated in [14]. For n = —2.01, f° = 1.68 and
225e'™ (Hp \" ([ k \"
Ps(k) = 2.8 FZ.
s(k) 3271 (Mpl) <HB_) ¢ (6.7)

and gives the observed power spectrum with Ag ~ 2.1 x 107%(for appropriate values
of Hg_) and ns ~ 0.96, where we have used the same parameter values of the previous
section.

7 Conclusions

We have examined the evolution of curvature and tensor perturbations from ekpyrotic
contraction sourced by a U(1) gauge field across a non-singular bounce. In order to
model the non-singular bounce we introduce a Galileon field ¢ with a non-canonical
kinetic term, which gives rise to the ekpyrotic contraction of the Universe for large and
negative values, of ¢. As ¢ rolls down the potential and becomes small, we enter an
era of ghost condensation which gives rise to a non-singular bounce followed by an era
of expanding kinetic domination for larger positive values of ¢.

We conclude from our calculations that tensor perturbations remain unchanged
as long as the bounce is short. However, scalar perturbations are amplified as they
cross the bouncing regime modifying the tensor to scalar ratio, r, and driving it to
smaller allowed values. Thus, solving a significant issue of a large r that plagued
previous models that assumed that fluctuations remain unchanged across the bounce.
With an asymmetric bounce, and choosing appropriate parameters it is possible to
obtain a value of r and in particular » < 1072 which is within the observable limit
of future CMB and gravitational wave experiments, and a scalar amplitude and tilt
matching current observations. We, therefore, have a viable model of a bounce that
explains the observed CMB spectrum and has unique predictions for GW experiments
to be launched in the future. This model shows that the measurement of r need not be
proof of inflation. An important distinction is that the tensor spectrum of the “sourced
bounce” is chiral and is thus different from the tensor spectrum of inflation. It will be
interesting to derive the predictions of our model for laser interferometer experiments
such as LIGO and LISA.Recent developments in Observations, background GWs from
NANOGrav data, and the blue-tilted spectrum predicted by this data are interesting
to study in the context of the blue-tilted vacuum spectrum[56, 57]. More generally,
the contracting phase can be driven by any fast roll potential. The sourced terms can
be of any kind, and of course, one can consider various couplings between the scalar
field and the would be the source. The Sourced bounce with fast roll contraction is
thus a viable Early Universe paradigm of models that is worth pursuing.
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A Solving perturbation equations across bounce

Fourier modes of perturbation equations during the ekpyrotic regime are denoted by
Vekp,s, and their detailed derivation can be found in [12, 13]. As we approach the
bounce, consider modes where 7 > 75. The equation for Fourier modes in this regime
is schematically given by (4.19)

(872_ — w2)vb,5 = J, (Al)

for both tensor and scalar modes, where J is the source term. We demand continuity of
the modes and their derivative at 75. Laplace transforms are ideally suited for solving
inhomogeneous initial value problems like the one at hand. For tractable analytical
solutions, we perform a change of variables from 7 to x = 7 — 75_. Under this trans-
formation the new initial conditions are vy (0) = vVerps(75-) and v, [(0) = vy, (T5-).
Laplace transform of (A.1) is

(5" — W) Vos(s) = Vis(0)s — Vi, (0) = L(J)(s) (A.2)

where V;, ¢ is the Laplace transform of v, 5. Solving for V4,

L(J)(s)  Vhs(0)s +Vy (0)
L= i ’ A.
b= (E 25 —
The inverse Laplace transform of the above equation is
L vy, (0
vy = L1 <%) + ,5(0) cosh(wz) + b’;( ) sinh(wz). (A.4)

Let us calculate L(J)(s). For tensors, from equation (4.7), the source term during
bounce is J;, e = ==, Where K is the time-independent momentum integral. Thus,
) TB*

the source is approximately constant in time across the bounce and

K K1
Observe that
L(J)(s) _ K 1 1 _ K 1 s 1 (A.6)
(82 — w?) TE_$ 8% — w? Th w2 \s?—w? s

and the inverse Laplace transform yields

- <(L(J¢) _ K 2sinh’ (w5) (A7)

s2 — w?) T w?

Combining equations (A.7), (A.4) and changing the variable back to 7 we obtain that

1 / .
Ups = Vekp,s(T—) cosh(w(T — 75_)) + ;Uekns(TB,) sinh(w(T — 75_))
K 2sinh? (w(r — 75_))

2 2
Tp_ w

(A.8)
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For scalars, (A.3) is still the solution, but with a different source term and wg is
specified by (5.40). During the bounce [ is nearly constant, and f, ~ 7271’ then we

can write (5.25) as
1 6 /!
Cbounce(T) = % (VZ/4> . (Ag)

We also know that during bounce phase z ~ 3a(5/v¢’, thus

2gz5’ ! 47

Cbounce<7—> 5925'3 — 5T2(¢/B)26_272/T2'

(A.10)

While considering scalar perturbations the source term J f vounce = = Chounce(T), thus

B

K 47

3 k,T) = Al
JA,bounce( ’T) 7_%_ 5T2(¢IB>26_2T2/T2 ( )

and
LJ(s)—%m?—; |4+ e T 2msT (~i + erfi (( 7)/(2v2)))]

_ MQLW [_4 4+ 5T /8\forsT ( i+ erfi ( ) ] (A.12)
B-PPp

Where erfi is the complex error function. Assuming that wg = 27” is constant,

sourced perturbations across bounce is given by

v,5(0)

Ups = L7 <%> + vp,5(0) cosh(wgz) + s sinh(wgx). (A.13)
Note that L) (s) . i )
_1 s N sinh(wgT
t (@2 - w%)) “ 286 ws (A-14)
Hence

1 , K sinh(ws(7 —75-))
Ubs = Vekp,s(TB—) cosh(wg(T — TB,))+W—SUQ,CP7S(TB,) sinh(wg(7 — 7'3,))4—7_12%7&532 o

(A.15)
Now instead of constant ws, we use the WKB approximation such that ws(7—75_)
is replaced by the integral f (t")dr'.

B Second order equations from action

In order to obtain second-order equations of motion, first we vary actions (5.10) and
(5.1) with respect to (. Variation of terms that do not contain the inverse Laplacian
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term is straightforward, we hereby present the result of this variation with respect to

C’

2
("2 422"+ 220°C + a?0,¢0'C +

(—=160%C + 30%(0%¢)) 9,¢

2/ H
5 ; : (—160:€0,(9'C) + 60,(9*)0(0:C) — 40:0,€0,0'C + (0:)* (9 fuH — IMa)
2f2 (D:0:COC(1 = BfuH — 8) + O*CC"(4+ 6 fuHr — 1))
+ gy (36 = 9fHR(+ 3LuHr) = 205 + 2A5H)CC + AL HIC +9(fuH = ma)("))

(B.1)

A3 and A5 are described by equations (5.11) and (5.12). As for the rest of the terms,
they are obtained by varying the equation (B.2) given below with respect to ¢,

2
/ dtd>za® (g’aigaia* < 7 faa% 3K g)) ((3‘6‘2 ( 7 faa2g 3K g)) g)
2 2
2 20—2 2 -2 2
‘ (g (a ? (%faa o C)) _C(aiaja (%faa ¢ 3“)) )
2
— 20*H frox (&-C@i@z <’Hfa82< 3k( )) -« <8i8j82 (%fa 0%¢ — 3kr( ))

(B.2)

N | —

_|_

As an example for variation of the terms with inverse Laplacian operator gather all
the terms with '0;0;” spatial derivatives, varying them in a straightforward manner we

obtain
(f L¢3 (00,07 (505 -3 (3 - 1) C’))2>
0¢

1 2

~ (80,07 & — -

2< (”Hfa ‘- 3(]‘2 1)<>) ) (B.3)
1 —2 2

“ap (000 (poe-a (5 -1)¢)

2
§(0,0,072 (77=0°¢C -3 (% —1)(
1 e o 2
Hfa 0¢
In order to understand the last part of the equation (B.3) notice that

V() = / e F(O)du (B.4)
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Since 0;, 0; commute with V we can write

00,V 2f(C) = /GUVQaiajf(C)du = V720,0;f(Q) (B.5)
Now if we assume E to be the Euler-Lagrange operator namely
E = 0,0, — 0 (B.6)
then
Ee "V’ = [E, e*“VQ] +e"V'E
, , (B.7)
=[E, VeV +e V' E
Thus
EVf(¢) =V Ef({) + [E, V]V 2 (B.8)

All second-order terms obtained this way upon expanding over { = (;+(,, are functions
of (1,(},0¢ and will lead to a blue tilted spectrum that is exponentially suppressed
compared to the perturbations sourced by gauge fields.

B.1 Second order equations

We use the expansion of ¢ given by ¢ = (; + (3 and collect all the second-order terms
which will result in the equation

2

Y2+ 22 C+ 220%G + d*0,G0°C + 2;’17{ (—166%, + 30°(9°C,)) Ohcy
+ 2;:7{ (=160;19,(0"C1) + 60;(02C1)0,(0,¢1) — 40,0,6:10,0°C1 + (9,61 (9fuH — 9m)

+ 2;57{ (00,1061 (As — Bfoa H — 8) + O°C(Y (4 + 6 faHE — \a))

+ 2;:7{ ((36 — 9faMr(4 + 3faHE) — 2X3 + 2X5H)C( (Y + 4G (faHO?G + I(fouH — m)(Y))
+C=0

(B.9)

where C' is the sum of all the terms that contain the inverse Laplacian operator.
Terms containing (; (including terms in the sum C') contribute to a blue-tilted sourced
spectrum much like the terms containing d¢; in [14], and can promptly be ignored
following a similar logic. Only the second-order perturbations and the sourced term
need to be considered, hence the equation for sourced perturbations are

02+ 22C 4 Ak = T (1, k) (B.10)

Sourced term J(7, k) is calculated by varying the term in the action containing the
gauge fields with respect to (.
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C Source term during ekpyrosis

During the regime of ekpyrosis € > 1 and € ~ 24%, fo = 1. Substituting the above in
equation (5.21)

1 I I* [dA, o (dAVN®
= st ] (d< (e )> &
H , (dA, ar* 1 (dAN\? 12 d (dAN? L, (dAN?
22 [ #vip <‘@f (d) “an () +ﬁ% ) e
1 . dAy , dI2 1\ I*d dAA
- — 5 =2 (1 . 1
2(27r)§/dp WP <6<d7> ( o dr eH +’Hd7' (C.1)

Note that from A, = % and equation (2.18)

d (dA dI? [(dA,\? dA
%(J) -2 () e (C2)

For kT < 1, the second term in equation (C.2) can be safely ignored similar to terms
containing magnetic fields. Equation (C.1) can thus be rewritten as

1 dAN2 [, dI? 1
JS__Q(ZW)S/ pE,\PAe(dT> (I 7 eH) (C.3)

D Expansion of gb

Njw

A series expansion of equation (5.35) is obtained by perturbatively solving for ¢ and
putting it back in equation (5.35). We hereby write down the exact expressions for

coefficients up to third-order expansion.

Ccl =
(Gbgo - (bi) =1+ 2go)> Bp
A(—1+ by)l2gol? Lim
Cy = ( g) B (DQ)
33 (Gbggo - (&) (1 290)>
and
1
€3 = 7——2((1/by) VD) (=1 + go)?) go x

9 (6%90Lﬁ — (L +bg)(1 + 290)) p*p3?
(36(1/by)~(a)/(A+ba)) o2 4 36(_5 4 p)(1/b,) 732/ 0D g2 4 (1 4 2g4)2 — 5by(1 4 2g)?
— 5b, (1 +2g0)* + b4(1 +2g0)? — 12(b, + 2bgo)?

)(1

— 6(1/by) T (1 b ) go(2 4 4g1 + b2(2 4 4go) — 3by(5 + Tgo)))
(D.3)
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