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Abstract We study a model of the generalized Brans—
Dicke gravity presented in both the Jordan and in the Ein-
stein frames, which are conformally related. We show that
the scalar field equations in the Einstein frame are reduced
to the geodesics equations on the target space of the nonlin-
ear sigma model. The analytical solutions in elliptical func-
tions are obtained when the conformal couplings are given by
reciprocal exponential functions. The behavior of the scale
factor in the Jordan frame is studied using numerical compu-
tations. For certain parameters the solutions can describe an
accelerated expansion. We also derive an analytical approx-
imation in exponential functions.

1 Introduction

Scalar fields play a significant role in studies of gravity,
understanding the dynamics of the Universe and the phys-
ical nature of its dark sector. First, various unified mod-
els of field theories predict the existence of scalar part-
ners to the tensor gravity of General Relativity. The sim-
plest generalizations of the Einstein theory of gravity, in
which in addition to the metric the gravitation interac-
tion is mediated by a scalar field, are those of scalar—
tensor theories. Second, recent observational evidence [1—
6] indicates that the Universe is presently dominated by
a component dubbed dark energy. One of the approaches
to account for dark energy is to introduce the cosmologi-
cal constant in the framework of general relativity. How-
ever, a huge and still unexplained fine-tuning of the cos-
mological constant value [7] has not been understood yet.
Another widespread interpretation of dark energy is that
of quintessence, which is described by a scalar field mini-
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mally coupled to Einstein gravity rolling down some self-
interaction potential [8,9]. To take into account the region
where the equation of state is less than w = —1, the
model with a phantom scalar field (i.e. with a negative
kinetic energy), an extension of the quintessence model,
was suggested in [10]. A variety of works in scalar—tensor
gravity are devoted to a search of an alternate explana-
tion of dark energy [11]. Additional interest in scalar—
tensor theories arises from various inflationary scenar-
ios of the early universe [12-14]. Recently gravitational
models with the Higgs potential aroused much attention
[15-19].

In Refs. [20,21] the AWE hypothesis within the frame-
work of the generalized Brans—Dicke theory with a non-
universal coupling was proposed. The original motivation for
studying this type of models is related to a unified descrip-
tion of dark matter (DM) and dark energy (DE) based on a
relaxation of the weak equivalence principle on large scales
[22-25].

The model contains three different sectors: gravitation,
described by the metric and the fundamental Brans—Dicke
field, the visible matter (baryons, photons, etc.) and the invis-
ible sector, constituted by an abnormally weighting energy
(AWE). The AWE hypothesis assumes that the invisible sec-
tor experiences the background spacetime with a different
gravitational strength than the ordinary matter, which is for-
mulated in terms of the non-universality of the couplings to
gravity for the visible and invisible sectors. The idea of a
violation of the equivalence principle for the particular case
of DM appeared prior to the numerous evidence for cosmic
acceleration and the advent of DE. Several models based on
microphysics have been considered to achieve such a mass
variation for DM in particular [26-28].

Asis well known one can describe the matter content with
either the fluid or scalar field approaches. In [21] the cosmo-
logical evolution was studied in a flat FLRW background
using a fluid description for the matter and the AWE sectors.
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It is shown that the late-time accelerated expansion may take
place in the Jordan frame as well as there is an opportunity
for building an inflation mechanism.

In this paper we continue our investigations of the AWE
model and aim to obtain explicit solutions. As distinct from
previous works [20,21] assuming exponential couplings
(mutually inverse) to gravity, we describe the matter and the
invisible sector by scalar fields, which can be both ordinary
or phantom ones. The complexity having scalar fields makes
difficulties for finding exact solutions. Nevertheless, in the
Einstein frame it can be shown that under the cosmologi-
cal ansatz for required solutions the gravitational equations
are trivial and scalar fields equations correspond to geodesic
equations on the target space of a nonlinear sigma model [29—
34]. We show that using the sigma-model approach yields an
effective one-component Lagrangian with a potential. The
model with reciprocal exponential coupling functions can
be turned to a Higgs-like one. Scalar models with Higgs
potentials inspired by string field theories have been stud-
ied recently in [17,35,36]. We also present exact solutions in
elliptic functions for this case of the coupling functions. In
gravity theories cosmological solutions in elliptic functions
have appeared [35,37-41].

The paper is arranged as follows. In the next section, we
describe the model of the generalized tensor—scalar gravity
both in the Jordan and the Einstein frames. In Sect. 3 assum-
ing the flat FLRW background we solve the Einstein equa-
tions and show that the scalar field equations are equivalent to
the equations of motions for a sigma model. We also present
solutions in quadratures for scalar fields with arbitrary cou-
pling functions. In Sect. 4 we fix the coupling functions as
reciprocal exponents and treat various sets of parameters. In
Sect. 5 using numerical computations we study the behavior
of the scale factor in the Jordan frame for certain parame-
ters and obtain its analytical approximation in exponential
functions. The conclusions are given in Sect. 6.

2 The generalized Brans—Dicke gravity

We start by considering the action in the Jordan frame of the
generalized Brans—Dicke theory introduced in [20,21]

c ~  wpp(M(D))
S= ~ d4x\/—~{CI>R——~’“)8 (On)] @}
1671G/ 8 o & T

4818 [Ym» Euv] + €28alVa, MH(D)G0), (1)

where G is the “bare” gravitational constant, g,, is the
Jordan-frame metric coupling universally to the ordinary
matter, g is the determinant of the metric g, R is the scalar
curvature build upon g,,, ® is a scalar degree of freedom,
wBp(®P) is the Brans—Dicke coupling function while ¥, 4
are the fundamental fields entering the physical description
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of the matter and abnormally weighting sectors, respectively,
&; = %1 denotes the sign of the kinetic term for the scalar
fields: &; = 41 corresponds to a usual scalar field with posi-
tive kinetic energy and ¢; = —1 to a phantom field, i = 1, 2.
It should be noted that the matter action S, does not explicitly
depend on the scalar field ®, so the local laws of physics are
those of special relativity. The presence of the non-minimal
coupling M (®) in the sector S, represents a mass variation.

To find solutions for the model (1) looks complicated due
to the admixture of scalar and tensor degrees of freedom.
Consequently, it is convenient to rewrite the action in the so-
called Einstein frame where the tensorial g, and scalar ®
degrees of freedom separate into a metric g,, and a scalar
field ¢. The Jordan and the Einstein frames are related by the
conformal transformation

g/w = Ayzn (‘P)glw 2)
with the scalar field redefinition

din A -2
3 4 2wpp = <—“d(;" (‘p)> ,
Aa(p)

An(p)’

where A, (¢), Aq(9) > 0 are the non-minimal coupling
functions. Doing so, the action (1) in the Einstein frame takes
the form

M(®) = D = A,%(p), 3)

3

167G
— / d4x\/ —g81A,2n ((p)gu‘)&uwmavwm

S =

/ d*x/—g{RIg] — 2"V 8,03,0}

- / 2/ “ge2 A2 () 8" By Yrad s @)

where (g,,) is the metric with the signature (—, +, +, +).
The action is similar to those of chameleon scalar fields [42,
43] (without the self-interaction potential).

The Einstein equations for the action (4) read as follows:

1
Ry — szWR = 23u§03v¢ - guvaa§08a§0

8n G
+— e T + e T ®)

The stress-energy tensors for the ordinary and abnormally
weighting sectors read

T = 245 (9)3uYmdy Vi — Apy(9)8uvda¥md* Y. (6)
TS = 24500 Vadvva — A;(©)gudaVad Va. (D)

The field equation for ¢ can be written in the following form:

4G

Op = =5~ (e1anT™ + 220, T, ®)
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with

1 .
Oy = \/T_gapt(g“”\/—gauw), T' = —2A70, ;0% i,
©)

where T is the trace of the stress-energy tensor of the sec-
d(n A;)

tori = m,a and o; =

are the scalar coupling

¢
strengths to the ordinary and abnormally weighting matter,
respectively.
The field equations for the scalar fields v, and ¥, read

1

£l H%(Ai(w)g’*”J—g%W) =0, (10)
1
€ ﬁaﬂ(AZ(w)g““¢—gauwa>=o. (11)

3 The sigma model formalism

Here we consider a flat Friedman—Lemaitre-Robertson—
Walker spacetime as a background

ds2 = glwdx“dxv = —Czdl‘2 +a2(t)5ijdxidxj. (12)

Owing to the presence of the coupling functions A,, and A,,
obtaining solutions for the model (4) (especially solutions to
the scalar field equations) seems difficult. However, under the
assumption that the metric is given by (12) and that the scalar
fields depend on only a single (time) coordinate, the Einstein
equations (5) become trivial and the scalar field equations
(10)—(11) reduce to the equations of motion for a geodesic
curve for the 3-component nonlinear o -model. To show this
we rewrite the Lagrangian corresponding to the action (4).
Representing the set of the scalar fields as a sigma-model
source term one obtains

L = R[g] — 2hsp616°5, (13)

where o4 is the multiplet

¢
ot = Ym |, A=1,2,3, (14)
Va
. - V8T G - V8w G
with ¥, = 037%"’ Va = 0371/&; (15)

and the matrix (hap), A = 1,2, 3, reads
hap = diag(l, £1 A2, £,A2). (16)

Here denotes differentiation with respect to time variable 7. It
should be noted that the above model appeared in association
with spontaneous compactification of the extra dimensions
in higher-dimensional gravity [44,45].

Owing to the homogeneity and isotropy of the FLWR
background, we have only two Einstein equations (5)

3H? = hap6?658, (17)
2H +3H? = —hap6”65, (18)

a
where H is the Hubble parameter H = —. One can immedi-

a
ately integrate Eqs. (17)—(18) and write the result as follows:
agr = ag[3Ho(t — 10) + 11'°, (19)

where ag, Hp, and ty are constants of integration.

Using the time variable T = In (¢/19) [46], the equations
of motion for the scalar fields (8), (10), (11) can be decoupled
from the gravitational part and take the form

d(hage™) _1dhcp .c.p _
dr 2 JoA N

0. (20)

. dA
Here and in what follows A = —. Now it is clear that

T
Eq. (20) are the Lagrange equations corresponding to the
following Lagrangian:

Lsy = hap"s® @1
with the energy integral of motion
Es. = hapo”s® (22)

for the nonlinear sigma model with the metric (16) and coor-
dinates 64 € R3, A = 1,2,3, (14) on the target space
M = (R3, h). For the constant &1 4 g (¢) = h 4 p the reduction
to the sigma model was proved (for a more general setup) in
[30]. The case of diagonal h4p with arbitrary dependence
on scalar fields in D dimensions, D > 3, was considered in
[31].

The variableso?, A = 2, 3, are cyclic and the correspond-
ing equations of motion read

d
—(hapoy) =0, A=2,3, (23)
dr
or in a more detailed form
d - d -
5 EALT) =0, —(e2479) =0. (24)
Equation (24) give rise to the constants of motion
Ap¥m = Cm, Ajta = Ca, (25)

where C,, and C, are constants of integration, which are
usually interpreted as scalar charges.

Using (25) the Lagrangian (21) can be represented in the
following form:

1
Ly =@ = Vip)), (26)
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where the potential is given by

C? C?

V(p) = e1—52— + ep—+—. 27
An(@) AL
The energy integral of motion (22) now looks like
1 .,
E, = §(<P + V() (28)
and yields the following quadrature:
@ da
a (29)

=0
[ RV 2E<ﬁ - V(p)
which defines the solutions for the scalar field ¢.
Thus, we come to the effective one-component model with
a massive scalar field. In the case of arbitrary coupling func-
tions A,, and A, the exact solutions for ¢, ¥, ¥, are given

by the quadratures (29) and
3/2 T 3/2 T

:L/ﬁ </ /ﬁdf.(m)

VerG Jo A V81G Jo Al
The detailed solutions for the model (4) and, hence, its
dynamics depend on the exact solution for the scalar field
¢ which is defined by the particular form of the potential
V in an analogous way to the constitutive coupling function
A(p) in [21].

One-loop corrections and the sigma model.

Let us now specify the coupling functions

win dr, I/Ia =

Ap = A =¥, (31

where &, is the coupling strength constant to the gravitational
scalar ¢.

The Lagrangian of the scalar sigma model (21) has the
following form:

L = ¢*+e1efm?y2 4 grekadqy?, (32)

where k,,, k, are couplings related by k,, = —kg.

For (31) one can estimate the influence of the quantum cor-
rections on the hierarchy between the coupling strengths. The
full analysis requires considering perturbations produced by
both metric and scalar field parts (see, for example, [47]) and
will be given in our forthcoming paper [48]. Here, for sim-
plicity, we confine ourselves to a discussion of the perturba-
tive expansions of the sigma-model fields following the geo-
metric background field method based on [49,50]. In order
take into account quantum corrections, counterterms should
be built from products of the Riemann tensor R4 pc p, includ-
ing contractions of it such as the Ricci tensor R4p and the
scalar curvature R.

Thus, at first loop, one obtains the following redefinition
of the sigma-model metric:

hap — hap +c1Rap + c2Rhap. (33)

@ Springer

Using the relations for R4 g and R from (95) and (97), we can
conclude that for the exponential coupling functions (31) the
hierarchy between the strength of the gravitational couplings
to the visible and dark sectors is protected from quantum
corrections at first loop.

4 Solutions in elliptic functions

Here we focus our attention on the exact solutions for the
couplings given by (31).

The metric i given by Eq. (16) defined on the target space
M can be written as follows:

h = de @ dg + e1e*"dy,, @ Ay,
+e2e KAy, @ dify,. (34)

The form of the coupling functions (31) is motivated by
two features. First, in [51] it was proved that the target space
M = (R3, h) with the metric (34) is a homogeneous space
isomorphic to the coset space G/ H, where G is the isometry
group of M and H is the isotropy subgroup of G. Thus, in this
case one can find solutions to the geodesic equations (20).
Second, it was shown in [21] that cosmic acceleration in the
Jordan frame requires an inverse proportionality of A,, and
A,. It should be noted that the exponential coupling functions
give us a target space with constant curvature R = 2/{,,21 (see
Appendix A).

The quadrature (29) now takes the form

/w d¢ =T. (35)
@

0 \/2E¢ — 81C,2n€_2k’"¢ — 82C§e2k’”¢

It is worth noting that a replacement ¢ = ¢ 4 ¢@g, where ¢ is
a certain constant, yields the sinh-Gordon equation, which is
well known in quantum field theory [52] and presents the
simplest integrable model of the affine Toda field theory,
based on the root data of the Lie algebra afl) [53].
Introducing a new variable z and redefining the parameters

z=ek? a=—ek2C2, b=2ULE, c=—ekiC2,
(36)
one can rewrite (35) in the following form:
Z d_
< r. (37)

20 Vazt + b7t +c

We can easily recognize in Eq. (37) the equation of motion
of the Higgs scalar field considered as the inflaton [18,19].

Thus, the case of exponential coupling functions (31) gives
rise to a quartic polynomial for the integrand (37) and the
solution for ¢ can be obtained in terms of elliptic functions
[54,55]. Depending on the sets of parameters a, b, and c,
the roots of the polynomial define the following five cases of
solutions.
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(i) When the parameters obey the restrictions
a<0, ¢<0, b>0, b*> dac, (38)

the roots of the polynomial az* 4+ bz? + ¢ are given by

» b—+b*—4ac , b+ +Vb*—4dac
= >0, X’=——— >0,
2|al 2|al
(39
where
P2 <2 0<p<z<a. (40)

Then Eq. (37) can be rewritten in the form

z dz

w0 V(@2 = p)(2 —72)

=lalr. (41)

The latter equation can be brought to the form

/)LZ_IOZ

A

22— p?
z\ A2 — p2

%F arcsin , =./lalt, (42)
where F'(u, k) is an elliptical integral of the first kind with
argument # and modulus &; 7o is the constant of integration.

The conditions (38) correspond to the scalar fields v,
and Y, with ordinary kinetic terms (¢;, = +1,i = 1,2)
and positive energy E,,. In order to write the solution for the
scalar field ¢, one needs to find the inverse function to the
elliptic integral in (42), i.e. the Jacobi elliptic function. The
solution to the scalar field ¢ is

1

¢=—1In Ao s
km | /A2 = 22sn2[]alrt, k] + p2sn2[/]alAt, k]
(43)

where sn[+/|a|rt, k] is the elliptic sine function with modu-

/22 _ A2
luskzu.

The coupling functions can be presented as follows:

An(@) = A7 (@)
AP

VAZ = 22sn2[]alrt, k] + p2sn?[]alit, K
(44)

(ii) In this case we consider the parameters a < 0, ¢ > 0
and b arbitrary. The roots of the polynomial are defined by

2_b+vb2—4ac k2_—b+vb2—4ac 45)
B 2|a| ’ B 2|a|
and
0<z=<p. (46)

Equation (37) now reads

Z dz
W NI IDPE D) Vialz @0

and can be rewritten in the form

1 |z A%+ p? o
———F |arcsin | — 3 7 | =./la|t.
VA2 +p? p\ 22422 |7 /a2 p2

(48)

From (48) one obtains

N pisn[y/|al(A? + p)T, k]
2+ 07— p2snl[al G2+ o). K

0

NEEwy

The corresponding coupling functions are given by
An(p) = A7l (9)
_ pisn[y/|al(A? + p?)T, k]
V22 + 92 = p2s?1lal G2 4 p, ]

The choice of parameters a, b, and ¢ corresponds to a case
with a phantom scalar field for the matter sector (¢ = —1)
and a scalar field with an ordinary kinetic term for the AWE
sector (¢ = +1). The energy of the scalar field ¢ can be
either positive or negative.

(iii) Here b can be either positive or negative as in the
previous case, while the parameters a and ¢ obey

. (49)

=—1
b=

where the modulus k =

(50)

a>0, c<O. 6

The roots of the integrand (37) are defined by

2_b—l—\/bz—4ac 22— —b + +/b? — 4dac

, 52
P 2a 2a (52)
with

0<Xi<z<o0. (53)

Equation (37) can be rewritten in the following form:
Zz dZ
w0 V@ + pD)(E2 - 22)

and it can be represented as follows:

= Jar, (54)

1 A 0
\/T—sz (arccos <Z>, \/T—pz> = Jar. (55)

Then the solution for the scalar field ¢ reads

1
¢ =—1In

= (56)

A
(cn(,/a(x2 + p)t, k)) ’
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where cn(y/a(A? 4 p2)t, k) is the Jacobi elliptic cosine func-
. . - p
tion with the modulus & = m.

The coupling functions read

An(p) = A7 () = (57)

A
en(va(Z+ p2yt, k)
Solutions (56)—(57) correspond to a model with the usual
scalar field v, (due to & = +1) and a phantom one ¥,
(due to & = —1). The scalar field energy E, can be either
positive or negative.

(iv) In this case, the parameters are restricted by
a>0, ¢>0, b>0, b*>dac. (58)

The roots are then given by

, b+~b*—dac 5, b—+b*—4ac

pr=— AN=—, (59)
2a 2a

where

0<z<oo, 0<r?<p? (60)

Equation (37) is rewritten in the form
z dz
20 \/(22 + A (2 + /02)

and can be represented as follows:

= Jart 61)

1 2 _ )\2
—F arctan(i), p = ar. (62)
o o o
The solution for ¢ reads
1
0= In(psc(vart, k)), (63)
m

where sc(y/aAt, k) is the Jacobi elliptic function which can
be written as the ratio of the elliptic sine function to the

elliptic cosine function with modulus k = ,/ /’27?)‘2.
The coupling functions are given by
An(p) = A; ' (9) = psc(v/art, k). (64)

Owing to (58), the matter and AWE sectors are described
by phantom fields v, ¥, since 1 = —1, &, = —1, while
the energy of the field ¢ is positive (E, > 0).

(v) In this case, the parameters obey
a>0, ¢>0, b<0, b*>dac. (65)

The integrand roots are defined by

, —b—+b>—4dac , —b++b>—4dac
pr=——--"--—">0 AM=——"-—>0,
2a 2a

(66)
with
O<p<i<z (67)

@ Springer

Equation (37) can be represented as follows:
Z dZ
w V@ = p)E -2

Using elliptic integrals of the first kind one arrives at

= Jar. (68)

2Z2=22| p

s |05 | = Ve (69)

’

1
—F | arcsin
A Z

The solution for the scalar field ¢ is given by

1 2sn?(art, k) — A2
o=—m| 22 (Varz, k) (70)
ki sn?( Jart, k) — 1
The corresponding coupling functions are
2¢n2 2
- psn”(Vlalit, k) — A
An(p) = A7 (9) = 71
(@) = A" (p) \/ N (1)

As in the previous case, both v, and ¥, are phantom
fields (¢ = —1, &3 = —1), but the energy of the gravitational
scalar is now negative (E, < 0).

Thus, all generic solutions for the scalar fields ¢ (43), (49),
(56), (63), (70) and the coupling functions (44), (50), (57),
(64), (71) are of oscillating type. The effective frequency of
the oscillations is determined by the rate of growth of the
argument.

Let us briefly discuss the classical stability of the obtained
solutions. As mentioned above, they correspond to the
Lagrangian (26) which describes the motion in the one-
dimension potential (27). Here one can use the Lyapunov
method for the stability of solutions close to a point of equi-
librium [56]. Under this method, the points are stable in the
sense of Lyapunov, if at these points the first derivatives of the
potential vanish and its second derivatives are greater than 0,
i.e. the potential should have a minimum at the equilibrium
point. Thus, one has stability in the sense of Lyapunov for
case (i), where we have both kinetic terms of the positive sign
(61 = +1 and g3 = +1). For cases (ii, iii, iv, v), the potential
does not obey the conditions required for stability. Never-
theless, the potential’s behavior can be changed by quantum
corrections, which will be analyzed in detail in [48].

5 Back to Jordan frame

We recall that observable quantities are not directly obtained
in the Einstein frame since physical units are universally
scaled with A,,(¢). Therefore, one has to find the behav-
ior of the scale factor in the Jordan frame. Under Eq. (2), the
scale factors in the Jordan and the Einstein frames are related
in the following way:

ajr = ApagF, (72)
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where ajp is the scale factor in the Jordan frame. Thus, we
have five cases of solutions.

(a) Using the relation for the coupling function (44) from the
case (i) (Sect. 4), one gets

aphp[3Ho(t — tg) + 11'/3

2= llalIn (1 /10), K1+ p2si2 Lyl In (] t0) k]
(73)

ajg

(b) Owing to (50), the scale factor in the Jordan frame cor-
responding to the case (ii) (Sect. 4) reads

iy 0PM3HO( — 10) + 111 Psnlylal (A2 + o) In (1/10). K]
V22 4 02 = s lal G2 4 oD In 0/ 10). K

(74)

(c) Taking into account the relation (57) one obtains for the
third case (Sect. 4)

. apr[3Hy(t — 1p) + 111/3
dp = —— 20— 0 (75)

en(v/ a2+ p2)In (t/10), k)

(d) Owing to (64), the scale factor corresponding to case (iv)
(Sect. 4) can be written as follows:

ik = agp[3Ho(t — 1) + 11" sc(var1n (t/19), k).
(76)

(e) Finally, for the fifth case with (71) (Sect. 4), we have

air = app[3Ho(t —19) + 11'73

p%sn?(JarIn (t/1ty), k) — A2
“\ sn2(Varin (/). k) — 1

(77)

We note that relations (73)—(77) express the dependence
of the scale factors on the Einstein time. The time variable in
the Jordan frame is related to the time variable in the Einstein
frame as follows:

di = Ay,dr. (78)

To find the dependence of the scale factor djr on 7 one has to
integrate (78)

t
f—iy= / A, (tHdt' = B(1) (79)
0]

and substitute the inverse function to B(¢), which expresses
the dependence #(¢), into (72):

a(OF = Ap(B~HD)agr(B~1(D)). (80)

' Here we use the time variable ¢, which is related to t byln (/1)) = t.

Owing to the complexity of the couplings given as com-
binations of elliptic functions, it appears to be difficult to
integrate the right-hand side of (80). However, in the third
case (57) (which, as a matter of fact, can be used to describe
an accelerated expansion) one can obtain an approximate
analytical solution for the scale factor in the Jordan frame
with dependence on 7.

Let us represent the elliptic cosine function in terms of
hyperbolic functions [54]

1 1
— ~k?(sinhu coshu — u) ,
coshu 4 cosh? u

sinh u
cn(u, k) ~

(81)

where k2 4 k> = 1 and the modulus of the elliptic function
k2 is close to unity.

Consequently, for the coupling function A,, given by
Eq. (57) one obtains

A = dcosh(va(A2 + p2)In (t/19)) (82)

and taking into account the expression for the modulus
2

2 we have the following conditions for the

_ P
A2 + ,02
parameters:

b>0, ¢~0, a>»0 or E, >0, C,=~0, Ci>1.

(83)

Using (79) and fixing, for simplicity, the parameters by

Va(? + p?) = land E, = 1, one can take the time variable
in the Jordan frame to be

i 1z2+11 (1) : (84)
= - =In() — -.
4 2 4

The time variable in the Einstein frame with dependence on
7 reads

bt A4t
47 + 1 — AW (exp [Tt])
2\

t = exp . (85)
where W(z) is the Lambert W-function, which is defined by
the equation

W(z)e"® = ;. (86)

It worth noting that the Lambert W-function for exact cosmo-
logical solutions arises in non-local models of stringy origin
in Ref. [36].

Finally, taking into account (80) and (85) one can write
the scale factor in the Jordan frame as

4F + 1 — AW (exp [)‘JFTM])

7) = 331 cosh
ayr(1) cos 7

4 + 1 — AW (exp [)%4;])

X exp 3

87)

@ Springer



3125 Page 8of 13

Eur. Phys. J. C (2014) 74:3125

Evolution of the scale factor in the Jordan frame

1.2 T

k,, ~0.7071,
0.05 0, ~1.41422 x107°,
C, ~4.37954 x10?,
E,=1,e,=+1,6=-1|/
L0 F ] 0,08k oo e e e gt ] [k 7
0.03 e M T
o8r{ | L T el
0.02f- Dot
WS 0.6 ] 0,01 g g
e—e Numeric
0.0 i i i i +—  Analytic
%0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
04 b A
0,2 e ]
Y
=
-~
)
=

Fig. 1 Comparison of numerical and analytical solutions for the third
type of solution. In the fop panel, differences between the generic com-
putational integration and the analytical formula (87) for a set of param-
eters satisfying the condition (83) are presented. On short time scales,
the two scale factors in the Jordan frame evolve in the same way as
shown by the enlarged plot. But on larger time scales, the numerical
integration exhibits an accelerated expansion, as opposed to the solu-

The Hubble parameter that corresponds to the solutions
reads

)»W(exp[‘”y)\jb—)\—ﬂ
2A

3 (14 W (exp [‘“TH]))

Another possibility for study of the scale factor in the Jor-
dan frame (80) is to find the scale factor numerically. Here
we integrate numerically Egs. (79)—(80) when the coupling
functions are given by Eq. (57). The numerical results pre-
sented below have been obtained thanks to a parallel C++11
program specially designed to explore the parameter space of
the solutions described in this work. To handle large acceler-
ations of the scale factor with both good precision and com-
putation speed, the underlying algorithm relies on the main
following steps:

211 —3tanh
Hyp =

(88)

e the input parameters k;,, C, Ci, Ey, €1 and & are read,
checked and used to determine the associated form of the
solution in terms of elliptic functions;

@ Springer

tion in terms of Lambert W-function. This difference comes from the
fact that the analytical formula only keeps first order terms of the expan-
sion. Nevertheless, this allows one to check the general validity of the
numerical approach. The bottom plot displays another approach to con-
trol this validity by evaluating the relative error in energy conservation
at each time step. As shown here, this error stays below 10710, thus
providing a guarantee for the numerical result

e the complete shape of the potential V (¢) according to
(27) is computed using an optimized version of the algo-
rithms described in [57] to evaluate the elliptic functions;

e the boundaries @min and ¢max between which computa-
tions can be executed without floating-point issues are
determined using the shape of V (¢);

e the integration starts from ¢ = fy with an adaptive time
step to ensure an accurate probing of the evolution of the
potential;

e ateach step n, the value of 7, is computed using Romberg
integration [58] and the value of the energy E, is esti-
mated using a Ridders derivation [59] to give an order of
magnitude of the error 1 — E,,/Ey;

e the integration ends when ¢ reaches the boundaries of
the [@min, @max] interval.

A comparison of the approximate analytical solution (87)
with the numerical one for the same set of parameters is pre-
sented on Fig. 1. It is seen that according to the chosen ansatz
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Fig. 2 Evolution of the scale
10000

factor in the Jordan frame for
several groups of parameters for
the third type of solution. Five
groups of solutions are shown
for several values of the
coupling strength constant &, :
as expected higher values of &,

8000

result in faster evolution of the 6000
scale factor. For each group,
three values of the scalar IS

charges (Cy,, C,) are shown: for
a given k,,, higher values of C,,
produce faster evolutions

2000

Fig. 3 Accelerations of the

Scale factor in the Jordan frame with e, =+1,¢,=-1

o—e k=050, E,=1
A k,=0.75,E,=1
8 k, =100, E,=1
oo k,=200,E,=1
o—e k, =400, E,=1
-- C,=10,C,=20
— C,=20,C,=20

—e k,=0.50, E,=1
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|e—e k,=2.00,E,=1||
o—e ), =4.00, E,=1
-- C,=10,C,=20
— (,=20,0,=20

scale factor in the Jordan frame 1000000
for several groups of parameters
for the third type of solution.
The Valut.ts of the scale factor 800000 -
acceleration corresponding to
the evolutions of Fig. 2 are
presented for the same five
groups of parameters. Compared 600000 -
to the analytical formula,
numerical integration allows one s
to prf)be hlgl}ly accelerated 400000 |
solutions as in the case k,,, = 4,
Cn=40,C, =20,and E, =1
200000 [
0
0.0

for the elliptic function expansion (81), the solution (87) can
be used for the estimation at small times, while the numer-
ical result, including higher order terms of the expansion,
is more accurate. Both energy conservation and the approx-
imate analytical solution for small times scales have been
used to check the validity and the numerical behavior of the
integration algorithms. As shown in Fig. 1, in this case, the
relative error for the energy, estimated under the formula (26)
with potential given by (27) and using relations (56)—(57),
stays below 10710, which guarantees the correctness of the
exhibited solution.

The numerical integration allows one to move away from
the condition (83); thus one can obtain larger values of the
scale factor on shorter time scales. Figures 2 and 3 illustrate
the behavior of the numerical solution for the scale factor in
the Jordan frame and its acceleration for other sets of param-
eters in the third case (¢ = +1, &, = —1). It worth empha-

sizing that the global shape is the same as in Fig. 1, but the fig-
ure shows that very large accelerations can be achieved with
this model on relatively short time scales. The full numerical
analysis and computational investigations of each solution
obtained in this work will be given in a forthcoming paper.

6 Conclusions

In this work we have constructed solutions for a four-
dimensional model of the generalized Brans—Dicke theory
with a non-universal coupling, using a combination of analyt-
ical and numerical methods. The description of the ordinary
and the AWE sectors of the matter content are given in terms
of scalar fields non-universally coupled to gravitation via the
conformal functions A,, (¢) and A, (¢). The kinetic terms of
these fields can have either positive or negative signs.

@ Springer
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In the Einstein frame, we presented the considered action
as a model with a sigma-model source term for the scalar
fields. Assuming the flat FLRW background, we have shown
that the Einstein equations in this frame are trivial. At the
same time, the scalar field equations correspond to geodesic
equations on the target space of a sigma model decoupled
from gravitation. We have reduced the sigma model to a one-
component Lagrangian with a potential and have found the
solutions for arbitrary coupling functions. The solutions for
the scalar fields describing the visible and invisible sectors
are determined by the solution for the dilaton ¢ and the forms
of the coupling functions. We have considered the case when
the couplings are given by reciprocal exponential functions.
The choice of coupling functions yields a Higgs-like equation
for the dilaton. Depending on the signs of the kinetic terms of
the scalar fields, there are five cases of solutions for the scalar
fields in terms of elliptic functions. Under conformal trans-
formations, the five cases of solutions for the dilaton yield five
various forms of the scale factor in the Jordan frame. Since the
couplings are represented by combinations of elliptic func-
tions it turns out to be difficult to derive explicit formulas for
the scale factors in the Jordan frame with dependence on the
Jordan time. However, we have obtained an approximate ana-
lytical solution in terms of exponential functions when the
matter sector is described by a scalar field with an ordinary
kinetic term and when a phantom scalar field corresponds to
the AWE sector. This approximate solution is defined for a
special case of the parameters: a small value of the scalar
charge C,, for the scalar field describing ordinary matter and
a sufficiently large value of the scalar charge C, related to
the dark sector. For this matter content case, the solution in
the Jordan frame has been studied numerically; see Fig. 2.
By contrast to the analytical approximate solution, which is
valid at very small times, the numerical one can be suitable
for the description of an accelerated expansion.

A natural extension of this work would be a detailed anal-
ysis of the conditions in which an accelerated expansion is
possible. Further study is of interest in the context of the
inflationary scenario and hence would include an estimation
of the expansion rate of the universe and of the number of
e-folds. In addition, retracing the dynamics for the other four
scale factor cases using a numerical calculation is a topic of
a forthcoming publication.

The present work has been focused on solutions for the
flat FLWR background. At the same time, investigation of the
model for an anisotropic metric ansatz would be very attrac-
tive, since the coupling functions which are given in terms
of reciprocal exponential functions might lead to interesting
dynamics. However, in the case of a non-diagonal anisotropic
metric, one should use the ADM formalism as was done in
[33].

Here we have also briefly discussed the influence of the
quantum corrections on the hierarchy of the gravitational

@ Springer

couplings to the matter content for the coupling functions
given by reciprocal exponential functions. In this case, we
have shown that the hierarchy is protected from quantum
corrections at first loop. It would be of interest to perform
a detailed analysis of the higher order quantum corrections
and its influence of the stability of solutions.
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Appendix A: The geometric characteristics of the target
manifold

Here we present the expressions for the Christoffel symbols,
Riemann and Ricci tensors and the scalar curvature built from
the metric tensor

10 0
h=[0 Al(@) O , (89)
0 0 A2(p)

which arises as the metric of the target space in Sect. 2.
Consider the case A, (¢) = A;l (p).
The nonvanishing Christoffel symbols can be repre-
sented as

Jw 1 0An(p) o _ a2

F&m‘ﬂ - Am((ﬂ) B(p = s F&m‘w&m - Am ((P)Olm,
7 1 9A

Fn/_/a _ a((p) =, = —ay,
Vap Aa(ﬁl)) 8(/7

MY 5 = —Au@ea = A an, (90)

where we denote by «,, and «, the logarithmic derivatives
din A, (@) dIn A, (¢)
= ———andoy; = ——.
de do
The choice of exponential coupling functions A,, = efn?
and A, = ef¥ gives rise to

AUm

‘Z’m — (e = — 2kme
FT//m‘P km’ Ijl/fm‘//m kme ’
F'g:(p:ka = —kn, TG = —kgeXa® = ke e (9])

The nonzero components of the Riemannian tensor in
the general case read

B} ) 2
Ym _ Ym — _ 2 _ _L_a Am
Rvﬂﬁmw - Rw&m = —Opom — o, =

" Ay 9%’
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2

&a _ ‘Za _ _ 2__i aAm
wa/’w - Rwiﬁa = Ot — g = A2 ( 3 )

1 %A,

Ap 9927

32A
¢ =—RY . =_4A,—2
ll}m(l)‘z'm o R‘/’m‘/’m(ﬂ Am a(p2 ’
2 2

R  =_RY =_2L<3AJ> L L3%An
Vap¥a VaVay Aﬁl a(p A;n 8¢2

; 9 Am\ > ; 1 (0An)>
RV =< m) coRe =L <_’”) . (92)
¢mwawm 8(0 Wawm‘pa Am 8(p

According to (91) for A,, = e*»? A, = e%«? one obtains

&m — "ﬁm_ — 2 &g — 1/_/a_ _ 2
Rw/_fmw_ wam_ Kons Rtﬂ%w_ waﬂ%_ Kon
RY _ = _RY . = _j2%me RY

Y @Vm Y Vme km ¢ ’ YaPVa

% 2 _2km
= Rge = e
Va2 2k _ 1.2 2k Y 1202k
R‘//m %%z kme kﬂle ’ Rwuwm ‘/fa k ¢ ’
93)

The nonzero components of the Ricci tensor are given
by

o 2 (A 2 R _(¥4n 2_A 92 A,
9y A%n aw ’ 1//m";[/m 8(p m a¢2 ’
1 (8A,\> 1 8%A
o= (o) L0
Az \ d¢

A}, 0
For the exponential coupling functions A,, = ¢*»¢ and
A, = eke¥ we have

(94)

R(p‘p = 2](3,[, R‘/_/mll_/m = O’ R‘/_fa‘/_/a =0. (95)

Owing to (94) the scalar curvature can be written in the
following form:

R =h* Ry +hV" "Ry 5 +hVVeRG g
2 [3An\?
=— <_'") =202, (96)
Az \ do

Remark 1 Tt worth noting that for the case A, (¢) =
A;l(gp) = efm? the scalar curvature of the target space
depends on the coupling strength:

R =2k2. (97)

Appendix B: The direct method

In the Einstein frame, the solutions for the scale factor and
scalar fields from Sect. 3 with arbitrary coupling functions
can be obtained without resorting to the sigma-model for-
malism. Here we consider a direct approach for solving the

field equations for the model (4). The Einstein equation in
the FLRW background can be written

-2

a . . .
35 = ¢* + 8T G (a1 A% (0)Vr2 + 2A2(0) YD), (98)
2da + a2 . . .
=@+ 3G AL ()Y, + 2245 (0)T)).

99)
The KGI dilaton equation reads now
¢ +3H§ = 8nG(e1am AL, ()Y, + 200 A7 (9)7). (100)

The KGlI equation for the ordinary v, and abnormal v,
sectors can now be rewritten as

d .
sld—t(Ai,«o)a%m) =0, (101)

d 3
29 (Ay(@)a"Ya) = 0. (102)

Equations (101)—(102) give rise to the constants of motion

Cm

A2y =cn, = Y= (103)

m m = o "7 A2 (g)ad

A@aa=car = Va= 5o, (104)
A2(p)a’

where ¢, and ¢, are some constants. Adding Eqgs. (98) to
(99) one obtains

i _a®

—+2—5=0. (105)
a a

Integration of Eq. (105) yields the result

a=ay(3t + )3, (106)

where ag and C are constants of integration.
As a consequence of (103), (104), and (106), the field
equation for the scalar field ¢ (100) now takes the form
o2

)= 87G [ o1y —m
¢ ( Azl (31 + €)2

5L
¢ 3t+C

2
C
+ero————— . 107
A48 3+ C)2> (107
To solve Eq. (107) we should make a change of variables.
Solett + C = e, where C = C/3. Under this assumption,
Eq. (107) can be rewritten

Cuu = [ (@), (108)
where
flp) =87G (& oy, (109)
= o [07 .
v : " 942 a8 ? ‘94248

Putting UU;, = f(¢) leads us to the following equation:

]+ Ay =/<A2+2/f<¢>dw)—‘/2d<p, (110)
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where A1 and A; are constants. Comparing Eqgs. (110) and
(29) it is easy to see the following correspondence:

t=lul, 10=A, E,=A, V‘p:—Z/f((p)d(p.
(111)

References

1. D.N. Spergel et al. [WMAP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. Suppl.
148, 1-27 (2003)

2. D.N. Spergel et al. [WMAP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. Suppl.
170, 377 (2007)

3. E. Komatsu et al. [WMAP Collaboration]. (2008).
arXiv:0803.0547

4. S. Perlmutter et al., Astrophys. J. 517, 565-586 (1999).
astro-ph/9812133

5. A.G. Riess et al, Astrophys. J. 607, 665-687 (2004).
astro-ph/0402512

6. P. Astier et al., Astron. Astrophys. 447(1), 31-48 (2006).
arXiv:astro-ph/0510447

7. S. Weinberg, The cosmological constant problem. Rev. Mod. Phys.
61, 1-23 (1989)

8. B. Ratra, P.J.E. Peebles, Cosmological consequences of a rolling
homogeneous scalar field. Phys. Rev. D37, 3406 (1988)

9. R.R. Caldwell, R. Dave, P.J. Steinhardt, Cosmological imprint of
an energy component with general equation of state. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 80, 1582-1585 (1998). arXiv:astro-ph/9708069v2

10. R.R. Caldwell, A phantom menace? Cosmological consequences
of a dark energy component with super-negative equation of state.
Phys. Lett. B 545, 23-29 (2002). arXiv:astro-ph/9908168v2

11. T. Clifton, P.G. Ferreira, A. Padilla, C. Skordis, Modified
gravity and cosmology, Phys. Rep. 513, 1, 1-189 (2012).
arXiv:1106.2476v3

12. D.La,PJ. Steinhardt, Extended inflationary cosmology. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 62, 376 (1989)

13. AM. Laycock, A.R. Liddle, Extended inflation with a curvature
coupled inflaton. Phys. Rev. D49, 1827 (1994). astro-ph/9306030

14. V. Faraoni, Generalized slow-roll inflation. Phys. Lett. A269, 209—
213 (2000). arXiv:gr-qc/0004007v2

15. F. Bezrukov, A. Magnin, M. Shaposhnikov, S. Sibiryakov, Higgs
inflation: consistency and generalisations, JHEP, 1101, 016 (2011).
arXiv:1008.5157

16. A.O. Barvinsky, A.Y. Kamenshchik, C. Kiefer, A.A. Starobinsky,
C.F. Steinwachs, Higgs boson, renormalization group, and natural-
ness in cosmology. Eur. Phys. J. C 72, 2219 (2012)

17. LY. Aref’eva, N.V. Bulatov, R.V. Gorbachev, Friedmann cosmol-
ogy with nonpositive-definite Higgs potentials. Theor. Math. Phys.
173(1), 1466-1480 (2012)

18. FL. Bezrukov, M.E. Shaposhnikov, The standard model Higgs
boson as the inflaton. Phys. Lett. B 659, 703-706 (2008)

19. A.O. Barvinsky, A.Y. Kamenshchik, A.A. Starobinsky, Inflation
scenario via the standard model Higgs boson and LHC. JCAP 0811,
021 (2008)

20. J.-M. Alimi, A. Fuzfa, Toward a unified description of dark energy
and dark matter from the abnormally weighting energy hypothesis.
Phys. Rev. D 75, 123007 (2007)

21. J.-M. Alimi, A. Fuzfa, The abnormally weighting energy hypoth-
esis: the missing link between dark matter and dark energy. JCAP
0809, 014 (2008)

22. C.Brans, R.H. Dicke, Mach’s principle and a relativistic theory of
gravitation. Phys. Rev. 124, 925-935 (1961)

23. T. Damour, G. Gibbons, C. Gundlach, Dark matter, time-varying
G and a dilaton field. Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 123-126 (1990)

@ Springer

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

T. Damour, K. Nordtvedt, Tensor-scalar cosmological models and
their relaxation toward general relativity. Phys. Rev. D 48(8), 3436—
3450 (1993)

A. Serna, J.-M. Alimi, Constraints on the scalar—tensor theories
of gravitation from primordial nucleosynthesis. Phys. Rev. D53,
3087-3098 (1996). arXiv:astro-ph/9510140v2

G.R. Farrar, P.J.E. Peebles, Interacting dark matter and dark energy.
Astrophys. J. 604, 1-11 (2004)

J. Ellis, S. Kalara, K.A. Olive, C. Wetterich, Densitiy dependent
couplings and astrophysical bounds on light scalar particles. Phys.
Lett. B 228, 264 (1989)

G. Huey, P.J. Steinhardt, B.A. Ovrut, D. Waldram, A cosmological
mechanism for stabilizing moduli. Phys. Lett. B 476, 379 (2000).
arXiv:hep-th/0001112

D.V. Gal’tsov, O.V. Kechkin, Ehlers—Harrison-type transforma-
tions in Dilaton—Axion gravity. Phys. Rev. D 50, 7394-7399
(1994). hep-th/9407155

V.D. Ivashchuk, V.N. Melnikov, Sigma-model for the general-
ized composite p-branes, Class. Quantum Gravity 14, 3001-3029
(1997). (Corrigenda ibid. 15, 3941 (1998). hep-th/9705036)

A.A. Golubtsova, V.D. Ivaschchuk, Exact solutions in gravity with
a sigma model source. Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 44(10), 2571-2594
(2012)

S.V. Chervon, Nonlinear fields in gravitation and cosmology,
Ulyanovsk, UIGU, (1997), 60p (in Russian)

J.W. van Holten, R. Kerner, Time-reparametrization invariance
and Hamilton Jaconbi approach to the cosmological o-model.
arXiv:1308.4498[hep-th]

P. Breitenlohner, D. Maison, On nonlinear sigma-models arising
in (super-)gravity. Commun. Math. Phys. 209, 785-810 (2000).
2r-qc/9806002

I. Ya. Arefeva, E.V. Piskovskiy, I.V. Volovich, Rolling in the Higgs
Model and the Elliptic Functions. Theor. Math. Phys. 172, 1001-
1016 (2012). arXiv:1202.4395v2

LY. Aref’eva, L.V. Joukovskaya, S.Y. Vernov, Bouncing and accel-
erating solutions in nonlocal stringy models. JHEP 0707, 087
(2007). arXiv:hep-th/0701184

V.V. Dyadichev, D.V. Gal'tsov, A.G. Zorin, MYu. Zotov, Non-
abelian Born-Infeld cosmology. Phys. Rev. D65, 084007 (2002).
arXiv:hep-th/0111099

N. Sasakura, A de-Sitter thick domain wall solution by elliptic
functions. JHEP 0202, 026 (2002). arXiv:hep-th/0201130

PF. Gonzalez-Diaz, Cosmological models from quintessence.
Phys. Rev. D62, 023513 (2000). arXiv:astro-ph/0004125

E. Hackmann, C. Léammerzahl, Geodesic equation in
Schwarzschild-(anti-)de Sitter space-times: analytical solutions
and applications. Phys. Rev. D 78, 024035 (2008)

J. D’ Ambroise, F.L. Williams, A dynamic correspondence between
Bose-Einstein condensates and Friedmann—Lemaitre—Robertson—
Walker and Bianchi I cosmology with a cosmological constant. J.
Math. Phys. 51, 062501 (2010). arXiv:1007.4237 [math-ph]

J. Khoury, A. Weltman, Chameleon cosmology. Phys. Rev. D 69,
044026 (2004). arXiv:astro-ph/0309411

P. Brax, C. van de Bruck, A.-C. Davis, J. Khoury, A. Weltman,
Detecting dark energy in orbit: the cosmological chameleon. Phys.
Rev. D 70, 123518 (2004). arXiv:astro-ph/0408415

C. Omero, R. Percacci, Generalized nonlinear sigma models in
curved space and spontaneous compactification. Nucl. Phys. B 165,
351-364 (1980)

M. Gell-Mann, B. Zwiebach, Spacetime compactification induced
by scalars. Phys. Lett. B 141, 333 (1984)

K.A. Bronnikov, Scalar—tensor theory and scalar charge. Acta Phys.
Pol. B 4,251-273 (1973)

F. Bezrukov, G.K. Karananas, J. Rubio, M. Shaposhnikov, Higgs-
dilaton cosmology: an effective field theory approach. Phys. Rev.
D 87, 096001 (2013)


http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.0547
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9812133
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0402512
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0510447
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9708069v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9908168v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2476v3
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9306030
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0004007v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.5157
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9510140v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0001112
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9407155
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9705036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.4498
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9806002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.4395v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0701184
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0111099
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0201130
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0004125
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.4237
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0309411
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0408415

Eur. Phys. J. C (2014) 74:3125

Page 13 of 13 3125

48.
49.
50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

J.-M. Alimi, D.S. Ageev, A.A.Golubtsova (in preparation)

D. Friedan, Nonlinear models in two + epsilon dimensions. Ann.
Phys. 163, 318 (1985)

P.S. Howe, G. Papadopoulos, K.S. Stelle, The background field
method and the nonlinear sigma model. Nucl. Phys. B 296, 26
(1988)

V.D. Ivashchuk, On symmetries of target space for sigma-model of
p-brane origin. Gravit. Cosmol. 4, 217-220 (1998)

A. Fring, G. Mussardo, P. Simonetti, Form factors for integrable
Lagrangian field theories, the sinh-gordon model. Nucl. Phys. B
393(1-2), 413-441 (1993)

A.V. Mikhailov, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.M. Perelomov, Two-
dimensional generalized toda lattice. Commun. Math. Phys. 79,
473 (1981)

M. Abramowitz, .A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Func-
tions: With Formulas, Graphs, and Mathmatical Tables. (Dover
Publications, New York, 1964)

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

N.I. Akhiezer, Elements of the Theory of Elliptic Functions (AMS,
Providence, 1990)

A.M. Lyapunov, Stability of Motion. (Academic Press, New York,
1966) (in English). (A.M. Lyapunov, General Problem of Stability
of Motion, GITTL, Moscow-Leningrad, 1950 (in Russian))

W.H. Press, S.A. Teukolsky, W.T. Vetterling, B.P. Flannery, Numer-
ical Recipes: The Art of Scientific Computing, 3rd edn. (Cambridge
University Press, London, 2007)

W. Romberg, Vereinfachte numerische Integration, Det Kongelige
Norske Videnskabers Selskab Forhandlinger (1955)

C.J.F. Ridders, Accurate computation of F’(x) and F'(x)F"(x).
Adv. Eng. Softw. 4(2), 75-76 (1982)

@ Springer



	Elliptic solutions of generalized Brans–Dicke gravity  with a non-universal coupling
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 The generalized Brans–Dicke gravity
	3 The sigma model formalism
	4 Solutions in elliptic functions
	5 Back to Jordan frame
	6 Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A: The geometric characteristics of the target manifold
	Appendix B: The direct method
	References


