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Abstract

In this paper, I consider a f(R,G, T ) modified gravity model where R represents the Ricci

scalar, G denotes the Gauss-Bonnet invariant, and T signifies the trace of the stress-energy tensor.

This model is coupled with two distinct types of scalar fields. In the flat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-

Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe, the necessary conditions for a successful bounce are achieved.

Under these circumstances, it is demonstrated that the equation of state (EoS) parameter cannot

cross the phantom divider when only the inflaton scalar field is considered. Appropriate conditions

to preserve the conservation of energy law are obtained. The absence of radiation domination is

confirmed by referencing one of the collections of the Planck 2018 report. Moreover, it has been

demonstrated that this is a general model, encompassing other models such as Weyl conformal

geometry and the inflation epoch. Numerical calculations and graphs are used to confirm the

results.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Studying the history of the universe’s creation has long intrigued philosophers. A key

aspect is that humans only grasp a fraction of this history. They are incapable of a complete

understanding of its beginning or end. It remains uncertain whether the universe had a

definitive commencement with a Big Bang or whether today’s universe emerged from a prior

one (Bouncing theory [1]). Beliefs and non-physical principles influence the acceptance of

these theories. The debate on justifying physical issues with non-physical laws and why some

emphasize ideological principles in explaining physics, particularly the universe’s origin, is a

separate topic. Man began formulating fundamental principles to address questions, evolving

rules based on these principles. It’s crucial to acknowledge that our current knowledge of

physics is human-made, subject to replacement by new theories that may either refine or

reject existing ones. This fluidity underscores the dynamism of science, anchoring discussions

in accepted laws and diminishing superstition’s effects over time.

What is evident is that recent observational data clearly show that the universe is accel-

erating expanding [2–5]. What is the cause of this accelerated expansion? How long this

accelerated expansion will continue? Whether it will one day stop and whether the process

of contraction will begin, is a matter for which there is still no convincing answer. Answers

to such questions have been updated step by step. For example, to answer for causing

the accelerated expansion, an unknown mysterious energy called Dark Energy (DE) was

introduced. Today we know DE is the dominant component of the universe, contributing

about 69% of the total energy in the present day. In this way, the contribution of cold dark

matter is 26.1% and just 4.9% is for ordinary (baryonic) matter, and other components such

as neutrinos and photons are nearly negligible [6]. Plus, if we don’t want to return to the

first questions raised, these issues can be reviewed from Einstein’s General Relativity (GR)

theory onward.

GR was not a conformally invariant theory [7]. GR and quantum mechanics were once

considered incompatible. Attempts to merge general relativity and quantum field theory

resulted in a theory that seemed to lack meaning. While standard cosmology and quantum

field theory do not fully embrace general relativity as a universal gravitational field theory,

the issue of quantum gravity is now understood differently than previously believed, ren-

dering these assertions partially incorrect. Some scientists like Feynman quantized general
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relativity in the early 1960s [8], while others employed conformal invariant field theories

as renormalizable systems [9]. They utilized unique properties of the gravitational field

for linear estimation in GR’s equations, resulting in conformal invariance. Consequently,

conformal modified gravity was introduced as an alternative theory to GR [10, 11]. The

conformal Weyl gravity is the first gravitational theory that maintains scale transformation

invariance and is rooted in the local conformal invariance of the metric [12].

In the standard gravity model, the Einstein-Hilbert action, SEH = 1
16πGr

∫

d4x
√−gR,

where Gr is Newton’s gravitational constant [13], by replacing the Ricci scalar R, with an

arbitrary function of it, we will have a f(R) modified gravity [14–17]. If an arbitrary function

of the Gauss-Bonnet invariant, G = R2 − 4RµνR
µν + RµνρλR

µνρλ, is substituted with the

Ricci scalar, R, we will have a f(G) modified gravity [18–20]. In this way, there are other

extensions of the standard gravity model. If the Ricci scalar, R, is replaced by an arbitrary

function of the Ricci scalar R, and the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G, it gives f(R,G) modified

gravity [21–28]. If it is replaced by an arbitrary function of the Ricci scalar R and the

trace of the stress-energy tensor T or the stress-energy tensor of the scalar field T φ it gives

f(R, T ) or f(R, T φ) modified gravity [29–34], and by replacing an arbitrary function of G

and T instead of Ricci scalar, f(G, T ) modified gravity will be obtained [35–37]. Finally,

if it is replaced by an arbitrary function of all of them together, we will have f(R,G, T )

modified gravity that is so popular recently [38–42].

In section 2, I explore the dynamics of FLRW cosmology in a conformal modified gravity

by using the (− ,+ ,+ ,+) metric signature. Here, I consider a f(R,G, T ) modified gravity

that is coupled with a single phantom and a single quintessence scalar fields, to explain the

effects of dark energy in my model, and introduce an alternative model for the Big Bang

theory that is called the bouncing theory. The bouncing theory combines the Big Bang

and Big Crunch theories into a unified model [1]. This model proposes a universe that

expands from a singularity, collapses back into a singularity, and then repeats the cycle

[43]. Therefore, a bouncing universe would involve a continuous pattern of expansion and

contraction [44–51].

I often pose a simple question to elaborate on the need for an alternative to the big

bang theory. While this question isn’t flawless, it serves for basic comprehension. Does

a newborn’s creation begin at birth, or was the mother pregnant for a period beforehand?

We typically gauge a person’s age from its birth. Yet, it is undeniable that not everyone
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has undergone a specified pre-birth process, an event whose exact inception might not be

pinpointed. This analogy suggests that the universe may have experienced a gestation-like

process before its birth. So, given our ongoing efforts in rationalizing the universe’s birth,

we have overlooked this potential period of cosmic gestation. In this research, I don’t want

to ignore this process before the big bang. Therefore, I will obtain the suitable conditions

for a successful bounce in sections 2, 3, and 6.

As I said before, in recent years, scientists have made significant progress in understanding

dark energy, the force that is thought to drive the universe’s accelerated expansion. Various

methods have been used to study and elucidate dark energy’s nature, shedding light on this

enigmatic phenomenon in modern cosmology.

Key methods used to study dark energy include observational techniques like supernova

Ia surveys [52–54], Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) [55], and Cosmic Microwave Back-

ground (CMB) [4, 5] radiation measurements. These methods have yielded valuable data

that helps constrain dark energy’s properties and understand its effects on the universe.

In light of the compelling evidence regarding the accelerated expansion of the universe,

theoretical frameworks of bouncing theory must adapt to include mathematical models that

elucidate the intricate relationship between dark energy and dark matter. One potential

scenario involves gradual and seamless fluctuations in the mass-energy distribution of dark

energy components over time [56–59].

Theoretical models, such as the Lambda Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) or the cosmological

constant [60, 61], quintessence [62], phantom [63], quintom [64, 65], tachyon [66], k-essence

[67], dilaton [68], hessence [69], DBI-essence [70, 71] have also been proposed to explain dark

energy. These models present different viewpoints on dark energy’s origin and behavior,

providing a framework for comprehending its role in the universe’s expansion.

By comparing these diverse methods, one can enhance our understanding of dark energy

and its implications for the cosmos’ future. Each approach offers unique insights into dark

energy’s nature, and by considering them collectively, a more complete understanding of

this mysterious force and its cosmic impact can be developed.

For example, the ΛCDM model, with an Equation of State (EoS), ω = −1, is strongly

backed by the Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) [72–75], making it a key

theoretical contender for modeling dark energy. Observations in astronomy reveal that the

cosmological constant’s numerical value is significantly smaller than what prior theories had
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predicted [76]. Hence, employing a Λ ≃ 0 approximation in the calculations aligns with

Einstein’s universe equation. Current EoS parameter values hover around ω = −1 ± 0.1

[72–81] , acknowledging that this value might vary with time [82–88].

For other purposes, I also need to review quintessence and phantom concepts. They are

dark energy models that involve scalar fields with unique characteristics and behaviors.

Quintessence is a hypothetical dark energy form linked to a scalar field with dynamic

energy density that evolves over time. Its scalar field usually exhibits positive kinetic energy

and a potential energy term driving universe expansion acceleration. Its EoS parameter

typically ranges between -1 and 0, resulting in moderate cosmic expansion acceleration.

Quintessence is viewed as a more conventional dark energy form compared to phantom dark

energy.

Phantom dark energy, another hypothetical model, features a scalar field with negative

kinetic energy, leading to unique properties. Its potential energy term may exhibit specific

characteristics generating negative pressure. The EoS parameter for phantom dark energy

is below -1, violating the null energy condition and causing exponential universe expansion,

known as the ”Big Rip” scenario [89–91]. Phantom dark energy is linked to instabilities and

peculiar behaviors challenging conventional physical intuition.

The quintessence and phantom concepts combination is called the quintom dark en-

ergy model in theoretical cosmology. The term ”quintom” is derived from the words

”quintessence” and ”phantom,” highlighting the hybrid nature of the model.

In the quintom model, the equation of state is equal to a sum of two components: one

component that resembles the quintessence field and another that resembles the phantom

field. This combination allows the dark energy field and other parameters to interact with

each other.

The quintom model is considered one of the top models for describing the bouncing theory.

Its equation of state can transition from below -1 to above -1, a characteristic observed in

numerous phenomenological models [92–113]. So, Identifying a specific mathematical model

that aligns with foundational principles and predicts ω crossing over the −1 separator line,

is a key objective.

On the other hand, the cosmic inflation epoch is a crucial phase in the early universe

that is believed to have occurred within the first fraction of a second after the Big Bang.

Proposed by Alan Guth in the early 1980s, cosmic inflation posits a rapid and exponential
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expansion of the universe, leading to the smoothing out of inconsistencies in the CMB

radiation and the formation of primordial density fluctuations that later grew into the large-

scale structures observed today [114]. This period of inflationary expansion is fundamental

to our understanding of the universe’s evolution and structure, as it provides a solution to

several long-standing problems in cosmology, such as the horizon problem and the flatness

problem [115].

Recent advancements in observational cosmology, particularly from experiments such as

the CMB observations by the Planck satellite, have provided strong evidence in support of

the inflationary paradigm [6]. By studying the statistical properties of the CMB temperature

fluctuations and the polarization of the CMB, researchers have been able to test specific

predictions of inflationary models and constrain their parameters [116].

In section 2, the wave equations of motion and the 00 and ii components of the energy-

momentum tensor of the model are used to derive the modified Friedmann equations. This

leads to obtaining the energy density, and the pressure of the dark energy. The analysis

focuses on the conditions in which to achieve a successful bounce, ω crosses over −1. Addi-

tionally, the study delves into the requirements for ensuring the conservation of energy law

in a general case. In Section 3, with the recent observational data from the Planck 2018

reports [6], the energy density of total matter, baryonic matter, cold dark matter, radiation,

and dark energy at the present time are estimated. In section 4, Weyl conformal geometry

is the first example covered by the model. In section 5, examining the inflationary epoch

for a single inflaton scalar field is the second example analyzed in my model. The numerical

solutions for a successful bounce are discussed in section 6, followed by a conclusion of my

discussion in section 7.

2. THE MODEL

In the modified gravity, one can replace the Ricci scalar term of the Einstein-Hilbert

Lagrangian density by an arbitrary function of the Ricci scalar, R, the Gauss-Bonnet invari-

ant, G = R2 − 4RµνR
µν + RµνρλR

µνρλ, and the trace of stress-energy tensor of the matter

and radiation, T = gµνT
(m,r)
µν , which is coupled with a phantom scalar field, φ = φ(t),

and a standard scalar field, ψ = ψ(t), called quintessence if we consider the quintom

model, and called inflaton if we want to study our model during the period of inflation
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as, R → αf(R,G, T ) + βΞ(φ, ψ). These fields are just dependent on cosmic time, t. Typi-

cally, φ(t) introduced the open string tachyon, and ψ(t) the closed string tachyon. The total

Lagrangian density of our model is,

L =
1

2k2
f(R,G, T ) +

1

κ2s
Ξ(φ, ψ) + Lm,r, (1)

and thus our action is yielded by,

S =

∫

d4x
√
−g
(

f(R,G, T )

2k2
+

Ξ(φ, ψ)

κ2s
+ Lm,r

)

, (2)

where k2 = 8πGr/c
4 =M2

s /M
2
p , g = detgµν , Gr

∼= 6.67430× 10−11N.m2/kg2 is the universal

Gravitational constant that is a fundamental constant of nature, c ∼= 299, 792, 458m/s is

the light speed in the vacuum, Mp is the reduced Planck mass, Ms is the string mass,

κ2s = m2
pM

2
s /M

2
p = m2

pk
2 is the dimensionless open string coupling constant, mp is the

dimensionless parameter of reduced Planck mass, and Lm,r is the matter and radiation

Lagrangian density. In addition,

Ξ(φ, ψ) =
1

2
gµν∂µφ∂νφ− 1

2
gµν∂µψ∂νψ − V (φ, ψ), (3)

and V (φ, ψ) is an arbitrary potential function dependent on dimensionless φ(t) and ψ(t). If

we consider the metric of the flat FLRW universe in the Cartesian coordinate,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
3
∑

i=1

(dxi)2 , (4)

where a = a(t) is the scalar factor. The variation of the action (2) with respect to scalar

fields, φ and ψ, provides the wave equation of motion for them,

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇− V,φ = 0 (5)

ψ̈ + 3Hψ̇ + V,ψ = 0 (6)

where H = ȧ
a
, is the Hubble parameter, the dot insinuates to a cosmic time, t derivation,

V,φ and V,ψ indicate differentiation of V (φ, ψ) with respect to the φ and ψ, respectively [86].

The variation of the action (2) with respect to the inverse metric gµν , as has been shown

in the section 8.1 (Appendix), yields us the energy-momentum tensor as,

T (R)
µν + T (G)

µν = k2
(

T (m,r)
µν + T (T )

µν +
1

κ2s
T (Ξ)
µν

)

(7)
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where

T (R)
µν = fRRµν −

1

2
gµνf + (gµν�−∇µ∇ν)fR, (8)

T (G)
µν = 2R (fGRµν + (gµν�−∇µ∇ν)fG)− 4

(

fGR
ρ
µRρν + (Rµν�+ gµνR

ρλ∇ρ∇λ)fG
)

− 4fG

(

RµρνλR
ρλ − 1

2
Rρλξ
µ Rνρλξ

)

+ 4
(

Rρ
µ∇ν∇ρ +Rρ

ν∇µ∇ρ +Rµρνλ∇ρ∇λ
)

fG, (9)

T (Ξ)
µν = −∂µφ∂νφ+ ∂µψ∂νψ +

1

2
gµν
(

gαβ(∂αφ∂βφ− ∂αψ∂βψ)− 2V (φ, ψ)
)

, (10)

T (m,r)
µν = − 2√−g

∂(
√−gLm,r)
∂gµν

= gµνLm,r − 2
∂Lm,r
∂gµν

, (11)

T (T )
µν = −fT

k2
(

T (m,r)
µν +Θµν

)

, when Θµν = gαβ
∂T

(m,r)
αβ

∂gµν
· (12)

As a simultaneous description of non-relativistic matter and radiation in the perfect fluid

form, one can use

T (m,r)
µν = (ρ+ p) uµuν + pgµν , (13)

where ρ
.
= ρm + ρr and p

.
= pm + pr, and ρm denotes the density of the non-relativistic

matter, when ρr is the radiation density. Plus, the four-velocity uµ satisfies uµu
µ = −1 and

uµ∇νuµ = 0. If there is no interaction between non-relativistic matter and radiation, then

these components in the standard mode, obey separately the conservation laws

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0, so ρ̇m + 3Hρm = 0, and ρ̇r + 4Hρr = 0, (14)

when ωm = pm/ρm ≈ 0, and ωr = pr/ρr = 1/3. With using Eq. (11), Θµν which has been

given at the section 8.2 (Appendix), is yielded by

Θµν = gµνLm,r − 2T (m,r)
µν − 2gαβ

∂2Lm,r
∂gαβ∂gµν

· (15)

Now, by using Lm,r = pm + pr = p, the Eq. (15) summarizes to

Θµν = −2T (m,r)
µν + pgµν . (16)

So, for FLRW metric, one can yield

T = −ρ+ 3p = −(1− 3ω)ρ ≈ −ρm, (17)

Θ = 2 (ρ− p) = 2(1− ω)ρ ≈ 2

(

ρm +
2

3
ρr

)

, (18)
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where p = ωρ, Θ = Θµνg
µν , and

T +Θ = 2 (ρ+ p) = 2ρ(1 + ω) ≈ 2

(

ρm +
4

3
ρr

)

· (19)

The 00 and ii components of the Eq. (7), show the energy density and pressure respec-

tively by

ρR + ρG = k2 (ρ+ ρT ) +
1

m2
p

ρΞ, (20)

pR + pG = k2 (p+ pT ) +
1

m2
p

pΞ. (21)

where

ρR = −3H2fR + 3HḟR − 3ḢfR +
f

2
(22)

pR = 3H2fR − 2HḟR + ḢfR − f

2
− f̈R (23)

ρG = −12H2(H2 + Ḣ)fG +H(3H2 − 9Ḣ)ḟG − 9(H2 + Ḣ)f̈G, (24)

pG = 12H2(H2 + Ḣ)fG +H(7H2 − 5Ḣ)ḟG − (H2 − 3Ḣ)f̈G, (25)

ρT =
fT
k2

(ρ+ p) ≈ fT
k2

(

ρm +
4

3
ρr

)

, (26)

pT = 0, (27)

ρΞ = − φ̇
2

2
+
ψ̇2

2
+ V (φ, ψ), (28)

pΞ = − φ̇
2

2
+
ψ̇2

2
− V (φ, ψ), (29)

when R = 6Ḣ + 12H2, and G = 24H2(Ḣ +H2).

As I have shown in section 8.3 (Appendix), by taking the covariant divergence of Eq. (7)

we have

∇µT (R)
µν = −1

2
gµνfG∇µG− 1

2
gµνfT∇µT, (30)

∇µT (Ξ)
µν = 0· (31)

So, for the covariant divergence of T
(m,r)
µν , one can yielded

∇µ
(

k2T (m,r)
µν − fT

(

T (m,r)
µν +Θµν

)

− T (G)
µν

)

+
1

2
gµνfG∇µG+

1

2
gµνfT∇µT = 0, (32)

therefore,

∇µT (m,r)
µν =

fT
k2 − fT

(

(

T (m,r)
µν +Θµν

)

∇µ ln(fT ) +∇µΘµν −
1

2
gµν∇µT

)

+
1

k2 − fT

(

∇µT (G)
µν − 1

2
gµνfG∇µG

)

· (33)
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Again, by using R = 6Ḣ + 12H2, G = 24H2(Ḣ +H2), the covariant divergence of T
(R)
µν and

T
(G)
µν , can be rewritten as

∇µT (R)
µν = 12fRHḢ + 3fRḦ − ḟ

2
, (34)

∇µT (G)
µν = 9(H2 + Ḣ)

...
f G + 9(3H3 + 5HḢ + Ḧ)f̈G + 3(4H2fG + 3HḟG)Ḧ

+ 3(8HfG + 3ḟG)Ḣ
2 + 3(16H3fG + 15H2ḟG)Ḣ − 18H4ḟG, (35)

and consequently,

∇µT (G)
µν − 1

2
gµνfG∇µG = 9(H2 + Ḣ)

...
f G + 9(3H3 + 5HḢ + Ḧ)f̈G

− 9ḟG(2H
4 − 5H2Ḣ −HḦ − Ḣ2) (36)

Now, by replacing Eqs. (13), (15), (17), and (36) in Eq. (33) one can conclude

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) =
9

k2 − fT

(

2H4 − 5H2Ḣ −HḦ − Ḣ2
)

ḟG

− 9

k2 − fT

(

(H2 + Ḣ)
...
f G + (3H3 + 5HḢ + Ḧ)f̈G

)

− 1

k2 − fT

(

(ρ+ p) ḟT + 6

(

(ρ+ p)H +
5ρ̇

12
− ṗ

12

)

fT

)

(37)

So, comparing with the standard perfect fluid form Eq.(14), one can consequent the model

conditionally supports the conservation of energy law if

(ρ+ p) ḟT +

(

6 (ρ+ p)H +
5ρ̇

2
− ṗ

2

)

fT =

9
(

(2H4 − 5H2Ḣ −HḦ − Ḣ2)ḟG − (3H3 + 5HḢ + Ḧ)f̈G − (H2 + Ḣ)
...
f G

)

· (38)

On the other hand, the Einstein Field Equation (EFE),Gµν+Λgµν = Rµν−1
2
gµνR+Λgµν =

k2Tµν , in the Einstein-Hilbert form, gives the standard modified Friedmann equations. The

left-hand side describes the geometry of space-time by the Einstein tensor Gµν that in the

most general form, a cosmological constant Λgµν may be added to, and the right-hand side

describes the total matter distribution by the total modified energy-momentum tensor, Tµν :

3H2 − Λ = k2 (ρ+ ρT ) , (39)

−2Ḣ − 3H2 + Λ = k2p. (40)

When the cosmological constant, Λ, is zero, EFE reduces to the field equation of general

relativity. When Tµν is zero, the EFE describes empty space (a vacuum). Λ has the same

effect as an intrinsic energy density of the vacuum, ρvac, so Λvac ≡ k2ρvac.
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In the ΛCMD model, dark energy is represented in the vacuum through a distinct cos-

mological constant, Λvac. Yet, in other alternative models such as the quintom model, one

might consider Λ as equivalent to ρvac, a concept that varies with time. Suppose these two

concepts precisely equal (i.e., Λ = Λvac), in that case, it can be stated that the density of

dark energy and the density of the vacuum are equivalent (i.e., ρDE = ρvac). So, by using

Λ ≡ k2ρDE , the equations (39), and (40) can be rewritten as,

3H2 − k2ρDE = k2 (ρ+ ρT ) , (41)

−2Ḣ − 3H2 + k2ρDE = k2p, (42)

where

k2ρDE = 3H2 − (ρR + ρG) +
1

m2
p

ρΞ

= 3H2(1 + fR)− 3HḟR + 3ḢfR − f

2

+ 9(H2 + Ḣ)f̈G + 3H(3Ḣ −H2)ḟG + 12H2(Ḣ +H2)fG +
ρΞ
m2
p

· (43)

In this way, just in the ΛCDM model, not in the quintom model, by using ωDE = −1 or

ρDE = −pDE in Eq. (42), we have

k2pDE = −2Ḣ − 3H2 − (pR + pG) +
1

m2
p

pΞ

= (−2Ḣ − 3H2)(1 + fR) + 2HḟR + ḢfR +
f

2
+ f̈R

− 12H2(Ḣ +H2)fG +H(5Ḣ − 7H2)ḟG + (H2 − 3Ḣ)f̈G +
pΞ
m2
p

· (44)

So,

ρeff = ρ

(

1 +
fT
k2

)

+ p
fT
k2

+ ρDE = ρ

(

1 +
fT
k2

(1 + ω)

)

+ ρDE =
3H2

k2
, (45)

peff = p− ρDE = −2Ḣ + 3H2

k2
· (46)

For their effective Equation of State (EoS) parameter, ωeff =
peff
ρeff

, we will have,

ωeff = −1− 2

3

Ḣ

H2

≈ −1 +
ρm + 4

3
ρr
(

1 + fT
k2

)

ρ
(

1 + fT
k2

)

+ pfT
k2

+ ρDE
· (47)
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From the first part of equation (47), we find ωeff < −1 for the phantom if Ḣ > 0, against

ωeff > −1 for the quintessence if Ḣ < 0, respectively. To consider the cosmological evolution

of the effective EoS parameter, ωeff , it is possible to indicate some conditions of analytically

crossing over the phantom divider line (ωeff → −1). To seek this possibility, the value of

ρeff (1 + ωeff) must be disappeared at the bouncing point although d
dt
(ρeff + peff ) 6= 0. So,

by using Eqs. (45) and (46) we have,

d

dt
(ρeff + peff) = −2Ḧ 6= 0, (48)

3. NON-RADIATION DOMINATION IN THE RECENT OBSERVATIONAL RE-

SULTS

The density of non-relativistic matter (ρm) is not directly provided in the Planck 2018

report as a standalone value. Instead, the Planck collaboration typically presents the cos-

mological density parameter for total matter (Ωm = Ωb + Ωc + Ωr). Here Ωb, Ωc, and

Ωr represent the density parameters for ordinary (baryonic) matter, cold dark matter, and

other components like neutrinos and photons (radiation). By considering the critical den-

sity (ρcritical
.
= ρc), one can estimate the density of total matter. In this way, the critical

density (ρc) is defined as the density required for the universe to be flat (i.e., critical density

corresponds to Ω = ΩΛ +Ωm = 1). The value of the critical density can be calculated using

the formula:

ρc =
3H2

0

k2c2
(49)

The Planck 2018 report (68%, TT,TE,EE+lowE+lensing+BAO) gives ΩΛ = 0.6897 ±
0.0057, Ωm = 0.3103 ± 0.0057, Ωbh

2 = 0.02234 ± 0.00014, Ωch
2 = 0.11907 ± 0.00094, and

the current rate of expansion of the universe, the Hubble Constant,

H0 = 100h km s−1Mpc−1 = 67.66± 0.42 km s−1Mpc−1, (50)

where h is a dimensionless number parameterizing of ignorance [6], and in the result Ωb =

0.0488±0.0003, and Ωc = 0.2601±0.002. Once we have the critical density, we can estimate

the cosmological constant, Λ0, the density of total matter, ρ0m, baryonic matter, ρ0b, cold
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dark matter, ρ0c, radiation, ρ0r, and the density of dark energy, ρ0DE, at the present time as

Λ0
∼= 1.1069× 10−52m−2 (51)

ρ0m = ρcΩm ∼= 2.3981× 10−10Pa (52)

ρ0b = ρcΩb ∼= 0.3771× 10−10Pa (53)

ρ0c = ρcΩc ∼= 2.0101× 10−10Pa (54)

ρ0r = ρcΩr ∼= 2.8167× 10−13Pa (55)

ρ0DE = ρcΩΛ
∼= 5.3302× 10−10Pa (56)

when Pa = J/m3 is the Pascal unit. So, the contribution of radiation is negligible against

other parameters, and in the absence of radiation, using eqs. (45), (46), and (47), for a

time-independent effective equation of state, ωi, one can get

a ∝ ρ
3(1+ωi)
eff , and a ∝ t

2
3(1+ωi) . (57)

These equations show us the universe’s effective energy density determines its evolution.

• When ωi > 0, it signifies a type of energy known as ”stiff matter” [117] with a high

energy density and pressure. In this case, if a ∝ ρ
2
n

eff and a ∝ tn, then 0 < n < 1. In fact,

the concept of ”stiff matter” in cosmology refers to a form of matter with an equation of

state parameter ωi = 1, where the pressure is equal to the energy density. So, a ∝ ρ6eff and

a ∝ t
1
3 . Stiff matter has interesting properties, including providing a counterexample to the

cosmic no-hair theorem. Stiff matter behaves differently from ordinary matter or radiation.

This kind of energy can result in rapid expansion of the universe and can have significant

implications in cosmological scenarios.

• For the case where ωi = 0, this implies a form of energy often referred to as ”non-

relativistic matter”. In this case, a ∝ ρ3eff and a ∝ t
2
3 . It typically represents matter

with negligible pressure such as dark matter in the universe. Non-relativistic matter plays

a crucial role in the dynamics of the cosmos, influencing the formation of structures like

galaxies and galaxy clusters.

• When −1
3
< ωi < 0, we are dealing with energy that corresponds to a substance known

as ”relativistic matter”. In this case, a ∝ ρ
2
n

eff and a ∝ tn, and 2
3
< n < 1. Relativistic

matter is often associated with radiation or ultra-relativistic particles. This type of energy

tends to slow down the expansion of the universe due to its negative pressure.
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• When ωi = −1
3
, it points to a special case where the energy behaves similarly to that of

radiation. In this case, a ∝ ρ2eff and a ∝ t. The equation of state parameter being precisely

−1
3
corresponds to a form of matter where energy density scales inversely with the volume

of space, leading to a specific rate of cooling as the universe expands.

• When −1 < ωi < −1
3
, we are dealing with a form of energy that falls under the category

of ”phantom energy”. In this case, a ∝ ρ
2
n

eff and a ∝ tn, and n > 1. This type of energy

has extreme negative pressure, leading to even more accelerated expansion of the universe

compared to dark energy. The consequences of phantom energy can be quite dramatic,

potentially resulting in a hypothetical scenario known as the ”Big Rip,” where the universe

would be torn apart as the expansion accelerates infinitely.

• For the case when ωi = −1, it corresponds to a special kind of energy called the

”cosmological constant” or ”vacuum energy”. A cosmological constant has a constant energy

density throughout space and a pressure equal in magnitude but opposite in sign to its energy

density. This energy component plays a crucial role in driving the accelerated expansion

of the universe, as confirmed by observational evidence in the form of cosmic microwave

background radiation and Type Ia supernovae data.

• Lastly, when ωi < −1, it introduces a concept known as ”phantom dark energy”. In

this case, a ∝ ρ
2
n

eff and a ∝ tn, and n < 0. Phantom dark energy signifies a hypothetical

energy form with an equation of state parameter less than -1, resulting in even more extreme

negative pressure than phantom energy discussed earlier. This extreme exotic energy type

could lead to bizarre scenarios such as the ”Big Rip,” where the universe would be torn

apart in a finite time due to the repulsive nature of its gravitational effects.

On the other hand, in an expanding, homogeneous, and isotropic universe, the Hubble

law states that the relative velocity of observer B with respect to A is given by

vAB = H(t)rAB, (58)

where H(t) is the Hubble parameter, and rBA is the vector pointing from A to B [118]. This

expansion can be visualized using the analogy of an expanding sphere’s surface, where the

distance between points A and B increases as the radius a(t) of the sphere grows, Fig. 1.

This relationship is expressed as

rAB = a(t)θAB, (59)
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leading to a relative velocity

vAB = ṙAB = ȧ(t)θAB =
ȧ

a
rAB, (60)

where the dot denotes a derivative with respect to time. Thus, the Hubble law is represented

by H(t) ≡ ȧ
a
. In fact, the scale factor a(t) describes the distance between observers as a

function of time.

Fig.1: Two-dimensional surface of an expanding sphere

It means that if two observers travel relative to each other at the speed of light, c, the

distance between them is given by a(t) = ct. This implies that only for −1 < ωi < −1
3
where

the values of n are greater than 1, the scale factor expands more rapidly than observers

moving at the speed of light. This scenario occurred during the inflationary epoch, where

space-time expanded faster than the speed of light. In contrast, in other cases, the rate of

expansion of space-time remains below the speed of light.

4. WEYL CONFORMAL GEOMETRY

Under Weyl transformations gµν → Ω2(x)gµν the conformal gravity is invariant under

conformal transformations in the Riemannian geometry sense. Where gµν is the metric tensor

and Ω(x) is a function on space-time. In this way, where RµνρλRµνρλ − 4RµνRµν + R2 = G

is a Gauss-Bonnet term, which has no quota in the equation of motion and vanishes during

integrating, the contribution of RµνρλRµνρλ in the action, can be written in terms of R2 and
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RµνR
µν . Thus where Cµνρλ is the Weyl tensor:

Cµνρλ = Rµνλρ −
1

2
(gµλRνρ − gµρRνλ − gνλRµρ + gνρRµλ) +

R

6
(gµλgνρ − gµρgνλ)· (61)

with replacing R → CµνρλC
µνρλ(R) + Ξ(φ, ψ) in Einstein-Hilbert action, action is given by,

S =

∫

d4x
√
−g
(

−
RµνR

µν − 1
3
R2

k2
+

Ξ(φ, ψ)

κ2s
+ Lm,r

)

· (62)

The first term of the above action is equivalent to

RµνR
µν − 1

3
R2 = −12

(

H2 + Ḣ
)

H2 = −1

2
G· (63)

So, the function f(R,G, T ) is equivalent to G, and Eqs. (22) to (25), and (43) can be

rewritten as

ρR−Weyl = 12H2(Ḣ +H2) (64)

pR−Weyl = −12H2(Ḣ +H2) (65)

ρG−Weyl = −12H2(Ḣ +H2) (66)

pG−Weyl = 12H2(Ḣ +H2) (67)

k2ρDE−Weyl = 3H2 +
1

m2
p

ρΞ· (68)

Unfortunately, these equations show us that equations W00 and Wii of my previous works,

[82] and [83] are equal to zero. Consequently, their related results are wrong. They were my

worst miscalculations, and I hope not to repeat any errors like them in my future work.

To comply with the conservation of energy law, we need only verify the condition (38),

where both sides of the equation equal zero, confirming that this model adheres to the law

of energy conservation.

5. A SINGLE INFLATON AND CROSSING OVER THE PHANTOM DIVIDER

During the inflationary epoch, if we consider a single inflaton scalar field, it rolls at a

much slower rate than the expansion of the Universe. The inflaton potential energy is like

a high viscose fluid, and the inflaton is like a falling ball in it. So, the friction causes the

inflaton to roll slowly along the potential with a constant velocity. In addition, to explain
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what has happened, it seems, we do not need the phantom scalar field to exist. As will be

shown in the next section, this assumption does not satisfy ωeff crossing over −1. It means

that one can assume V (φ, ψ) = V (ψ), the accelerated term is negligible, ψ̈ ≃ 0, and the

inflaton potential energy is more than its kinetic energy, V (ψ) ≫ ψ̇2/2. Therefore,

3Hψ̇ + V,ψ ≃ 0, (69)

where V,ψ indicate differentiation of V (ψ) with respect to the inflaton, ψ.

According to inflationary models, the vacuum state of the universe was different from

what it is today. At this time, the universe was dominated by vacuum energy. The early

vacuum state had a much higher energy density, generating a repulsive force that caused a

rapid expansion of space. This expansion explains many properties of the current universe

that are difficult to account for without an inflationary epoch.

On the other hand, Ricci curvature is a mathematical concept related to space geometry.

While Ricci curvature is crucial for understanding space-time dynamics in the presence of

matter and energy, it is not directly tied to the inflationary epoch itself, so ρvac ≫ ρR and

ρvac ≫ ρG.

During inflation, the energy density of the inflaton field remains approximately constant,

although it tends to dilute over time. Eventually, the energy density of the inflaton field is

transferred to other degrees of freedom during reheating.

In summary, the energy density of the inflaton field and the vacuum energy density

are closely related during the inflationary epoch. The inflaton field dominates the energy

density, driving the universe’s rapid expansion. We have pvac ≫ pR for similar reasons. As

the inflaton field decays, its energy is transferred to other fields like the phantom scalar

fields, marking the end of the inflationary period and the start of the radiation-dominated

era of the universe. So, the first modified equation of Friedmann, eq.(45), using eqs. (28)

and (43), is rewritten approximately by

H2 ≃ V (ψ)

3m2
p

, (70)

therefore the consistency conditions are

∣

∣

∣

∣

mp

V,ψ
V (ψ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪
√
6, and

∣

∣

∣

∣

m2
p

V,ψψ
V (ψ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ 3. (71)

17



These two consistency conditions demand an extremely flat potential for inflaton, which also

results in a large amount of inflation or e-folding (N), which is defined by

N
.
=

∫ tf

ti

H(t)dt =

∫ ψi

ψf

1

m2
p

V (ψ)

V,ψ
dψ, (72)

where ti and tf are the time at the beginning and the end of the inflation period. The

Friedmann equations can be written in terms of the Hubble parameter as

H2 =
1

3m2
p

(

ψ̇2

2
+ V (ψ)

)

, (73)

Ḣ =
−1

2m2
p

ψ̇2. (74)

Using eqs. (73) and (74), one can obtain

V (ψ) = 3m2
pH

2

(

1− 1

3
ǫ

)

, (75)

where

ǫ
.
= ǫ(ψ) = 2m2

p

(

H,ψ

H(ψ)

)2

= − Ḣ

H2
=

1

2m2
p

(

ψ̇

H(ψ)

)2

, (76)

is a slow roll parameter, and

H,ψ
.
=

∂H

∂ψ
=

−1

2m2
p

ψ̇. (77)

The first and second derivatives of the potential with respect to inflaton scalar field are

V,ψ = 3
√
2mpH

2
√
ǫ

(

1 +
1

3
δ1

)

, (78)

V,ψψ = 3H2

(

ǫ− δ1 −
1

3
δ2

)

, (79)

here,

δ1 = −2m2
p

H,ψψ

H
=

ψ̈

Hψ̇
(80)

δ2 =
4m2

p

H2

(

H,ψH,ψψψ +H2
,ψψ

)

=

...
ψ

H2ψ̇
(81)

δn =
1

Hnψ̇

dn+1ψ

dn+1t
· (82)
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By finding the rate of change of the Hubble parameter over time, Ḣ = ä
a
−
(

ȧ
a

)2
, and using

(76), we have

ä

a
= H2 + Ḣ = H2

(

1 +
Ḣ

H2

)

= H2(1− ǫ). (83)

If ǫ < 1, then it is necessary that ä > 0 for inflation to occur. Inflation refers to the expansion

of the universe during its early stages. It is necessary to have a significant amount of inflation

to magnify quantum fluctuations to the extent that they form the large-scale structure that

we see today. To achieve this, we need ǫ≪ 1 or ǫ→ 0 and also δn < 1. From equations (78)

and (79), we can infer that the slow roll parameters must satisfy the consistency conditions,

which impose limits on V,ψ ≪ 1, and V,ψψ ≪ 1.

Using the equations (45), (46), (28), (29), and (76) in the inflation method, one can

rewrite energy density, pressure, and the EoS parameter as

ρψ = 3m2
pH

2 =
ψ̇2

2
+ V (ψ), (84)

pψ = −3m2
pH

2 − 2m2
pḢ =

ψ̇2

2
− V (ψ), (85)

ωψ =
pψ
ρψ

= −1 − 2

3

Ḣ

H2
= −1 +

2

3
ǫ. (86)

If ǫ approaches 0, then ωψ tends towards −1, which is the phantom divider from the

quintessence. If ǫ > 0, then ωψ must be greater than −1, indicating the quintessence,

whereas, for ǫ < 0 and ωψ < −1, we face phantom. On the other hand, the equation (76)

shows that ǫ is never gotten negative, because the inflaton scalar field is a real field and ψ̇2

is always positive. Therefore, although the inflation model satisfies the bouncing conditions

for the scale factor and the Hubble parameter, the equation of state of this model cannot

cross over −1.

6. NUMERICAL SOLUTION FOR A SUCCESSFUL BOUNCING

In this section, I will numerically analyze the early-time behavior of cosmological pa-

rameters, such as ω. Furthermore, I am attempting to identify the factors contributing to

a successful bounce using simple sample models. To understand the dynamics of the uni-

verse, we need to study the variations of the Hubble parameter or scale factor with respect
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to cosmic time, denoted as t. For a successful bounce, we should observe the following

behaviors:

- A contraction for t < 0, meaning that the scale factor a(t) should decrease (ȧ < 0).

- A bounce at t = 0, where ȧ = 0. Around this point, ä > 0 and the Hubble parameter

H changes from negative to positive, reaching zero at the bouncing point.

- An expansion for t > 0, meaning that the scale factor a(t) should increase or ȧ > 0.

6.1. Inflation model vs. Quinton model

In the simplest case, by using f(R,G, T ) = R, and Lm,r = 0, the eq. (2) can be rewritten

as

S =
1

2k2

∫

d4x
√
−g
(

R +
2

m2
p

Ξ(φ, ψ)

)

, (87)

In numerical methods for solving equations, adding each parameter increases the number of

effective variables. In this context, there are three independent variables: the scale factor,

a(t), the phantom scalar field, φ(t), and the inflaton scalar field, ψ(t). So, by combining the

second Friedmann equation (42), with two wave motion equations (5), and (6), numerical

values for the variables are obtained. Our model successfully demonstrates a bounce, as

shown in Figures 2 and 3. Figure 2 features a single scalar inflaton field, while Figure 3

incorporates both an inflaton and a phantom field in a quintom model.

Fig.2: The graph of the scale factor, a, and Hubble parameter, H ,

as the functions of time, for V = V0e
βψ, where G = 1, c = 1, mp =

1√
8π
, k =

√
8π,

V0 = 0.5, β = −
√
2
3
, and the initial values are, ψ(0) = −0.05, ψ̇(0) = 0.1, and ȧ(0) = 0.
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Fig.3: The graph of the scale factor, a, and Hubble parameter, H ,

as the functions of time, for V = V0e
αφ+βψ, where G = 1, c = 1, mp =

1√
8π
, k =

√
8π,

V0 = 0.25, α = −
√
6
3
, β = −1, and the initial values are, φ(0) = −0.05, φ̇(0) = 0.1,

ψ(0) = 0.05, ψ̇(0) = −0.1, and ȧ(0) = 0.

As we mentioned, in models known as ”quintom,” ωeff varies over time, initially having

a value below −1 to match an accelerating expansion of the universe and then later transi-

tioning to a value above −1 to correspond to a potential future shrinking phase. As a result,

quintom provides a model in which the universe expands from a Big Bang, experiences an

accelerating rate of expansion, and may later undergo a collapse into a Big Crunch, allowing

for the possibility of a Bounce cycle.

In Figure 4, we have a single inflaton scalar field. The EoS parameter does not cross over

−1. The ωeff closes to −1 from left, Ḣ are positive and the scale factor a(t) is not zero at

the bouncing point. It sees its peak at the bouncing point and then it decreases from right

asymptotically until −1.
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Fig.4: The graph of the equation of state, ω, respect to the time and ln(a)

for V = V0e
−βψ, where G = 1, c = 1, mp =

1√
8π
, k =

√
8π,

V0 = 0.5, β =
√
2
3
, and the initial values are, ψ(0) = −0.05, ψ̇(0) = 0.1, and ȧ(0) = 0.

While, in Figure 5, we consider an inflaton and a phantom scalar filed together in a

quintom model. The EoS parameter crosses over −1 from ωeff < −1 to ωeff > −1. The

ωeff closes to −1 from left, Ḣ are positive and the scale factor a(t) is not zero at the

bouncing point. Therefore, we’ve avoided the singularity that was faced in the usual Einstein

cosmology.

Fig.5: The graph of the equation of state, ω, respect to the time and ln(a)

for V = V0e
−αφ−βψ, where G = 1, c = 1, mp =

1√
8π
, k =

√
8π,

V0 = 0.25, α =
√
6
3
, β = 1, and the initial values are, φ(0) = −0.05, φ̇(0) = 0.1,

ψ(0) = 0.05, ψ̇(0) = −0.1, and ȧ(0) = 0.
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6.2. What will happen if Lm,r is not negligible?

To avoid complicating the equations too much, we assume f(R,G, T ) = R, and Lm,r 6= 0.

So, the eq. (2) can be rewritten as

S =

∫

d4x
√
−g
(

1

2k2
R +

1

κ2s
Ξ(φ, ψ) + Lm,r

)

, (88)

This introduces two additional time-dependent variables to our previous variables: ρm,r, and

pm,r. Consequently, we require two additional equations for numerical solutions, focusing

specifically on the quintom model. The bouncing conditions are demonstrated in Figure 6.

Fig.6: The graph of the scale factor, a, and Hubble parameter, H ,

as the functions of time, for V = V0e
−αφ−βψ, where G = 1, c = 1, κs = 1, k =

√
8π,

V0 = 2.5× 10121, α = 2, β = 1, and the initial values are, φ(0) = 50, φ̇(0) = 0.001,

ψ(0) = 200, ψ̇(0) = −0.001, ρm,r(0) = −1 × 10−9, pm,r(0) = 1.02× 10−9, and ȧ(0) = 0.

In Figure 7, the EoS parameter crosses over −1 twice. Once, before bouncing point, and

other after that. The ωeff closes to −1 from left, Ḣ are positive and the scale factor a(t) is

not zero at the bouncing point. Again, it moves away from −1 from the right after bouncing

point.
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Fig.7: The graph of the equation of state, ω, respect to the time and ln(a)

for V = V0e
−αφ−βψ, where G = 1, c = 1, κs = 1, k =

√
8π,

V0 = 2.5× 10121, α = 2, β = 1, and the initial values are, φ(0) = 50, φ̇(0) = 0.001,

ψ(0) = 200, ψ̇(0) = −0.001, ρm,r(0) = −1 × 10−9, pm,r(0) = 1.02× 10−9, and ȧ(0) = 0.

7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this article, I consider a f(R,G, T ) modified gravity model. This model is coupled

with two distinct types of scalar fields. These fields are the phantom and the quintessence

scalar fields if we consider the quintom model, and the phantom and the inflaton scalar fields

if we want to study our model during the period of inflation.

In section 2, the necessary conditions for a successful bounce in the flat FLRW universe

were achieved. The wave equations of motion and the non-zero components of the energy-

momentum tensor of the model were used to derive the modified Friedmann equations. This

led to obtaining the energy density, and pressure of the dark energy. The analysis focused on

the conditions in which to achieve a successful bounce, ωeff crosses over −1. Additionally,

the study delves into the requirements for ensuring the conservation of energy law in general

cases.

In Section 3, by referencing one of the collections of the Planck 2018 report, and estimating

the energy density of total matter, baryonic matter, cold dark matter, radiation, and dark

energy at the present time, the absence of radiation domination was confirmed. In the

absence of radiation, the relative of the scale factor with the effective energy density, equation
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of state, and cosmic time was achieved. Those relations were explored, by the various cases

of the equation of states. The review of the Hubble law showed that only in the case of

−1 < ωi < −1
3
, the scale factor expands more rapidly than observers moving at the speed of

light. This scenario occurres during the inflationary epoch, when space-time expands faster

than the speed of light. In contrast, in other cases, the rate of expansion of space-time

remains below the speed of light.

I emphasize that this model is a general model, encompassing other models. In section

4, Weyl conformal geometry is the first example covered by this model.

In section 5, examining the inflationary epoch for a single inflaton scalar field is the

second example analyzed in my model. Under these circumstances, when only the inflaton

scalar field is considered, it was demonstrated that although the inflation model satisfies

the bouncing conditions for the scale factor and the Hubble parameter, the EoS parameter

cannot cross the phantom divider.

Finally, in section 6, I try using two simple sample models. In section 6.1, as the simplest

model, we conclude through numerical calculations that the inflation model, despite allowing

for a bounce for the scale factor, cannot explain crossing over -1 for the state parameter,

even in its simplest form. In contrast, the quintom model successfully meets the criteria for

a successful bounce and clearly demonstrates the state parameter’s cross over -1. Therefore,

I select the quintom model for further testing. By incorporating a non-minimal Lagrangian

density of matter and radiation into our previous model, in section 6.2, we introduce two

additional concepts. This model successfully explains both the bounce and the crossing over

-1 for the state parameter. So, in section 6, the numerical solutions and graphs confirm the

results obtained in sections 3 and 5.

Certainly, there are many potential models yet to be tested, and exploring these models

in relation to observational data remains an open problem for future research.

8. APPENDIX

8.1. Modified Stress-Energy Tensor

The variation of the determinant of the metric,
√−g, Ricci scalar, R = gµνRµν , Ricci

tensor, Rµν = ∂α
(

Γαµν
)

− ∂ν
(

Γααµ
)

+ ΓβµνΓ
α
αβ − ΓβαµΓ

α
βν , Gauss-Bonnet invariant, G = R2 −
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4RµνR
µν + RµνρλR

µνρλ, and the trace of stress-energy tensor of the matter and radiation,

T = gµνT
(m,r)
µν , with respect to the inverse metric gµν is given by

δ
√
−g = −1

2

√
−ggµνδgµν , (89)

δR =
∂
(

gαβRαβ

)

∂gµν
δgµν = Rµνδg

µν + gαβ
∂Rαβ

∂gµν
δgµν

= Rµνδg
µν + gµν�δg

µν −∇µ∇νδg
µν , (90)

δRµν = ∇ρδΓ
ρ
νµ −∇νδΓ

ρ
ρµ (91)

δG = 2RδR− 4δ(RµνR
µν) + δ(RµνρλR

µνρλ) (92)

δT =
∂
(

gαβT
(m,r)
αβ

)

∂gµν
δgµν = (T (m,r)

µν +Θµν)δg
µν (93)

where Θµν = gαβ
∂T

(m,r)
αβ

∂gµν
, � = gµν∇µ∇ν =

1√
−g∂µ

√−ggµν∂ν is the d’Alembert operator, and

δΓλµν is the difference of two connections, it should transform as a tensor. Therefore, it can

be written as

δΓλµν =
1

2
gλα (∇µδgαν +∇νδgαµ −∇αδgµν) , (94)

The variation of the action (2) with respect to inverse metric gµν is yielded by

δS[gµν ] =
1

2k2

∫ √
−g
(

fRδR + fGδG+ fT δT +
f√−gδ

√
−g
)

d4x

+
1

κ2s

∫ √
−g
(

∂Ξ(φ, ψ)

∂gµν
+

Ξ(φ, ψ)√−g
∂
√−g
∂gµν

)

δgµνd4x

+

∫ √
−g
(

1√−g
∂(
√−gLm,r)
∂gµν

)

δgµνd4x, (95)

where f = f(R,G, T ), fR = ∂f(R,G,T )
∂R

, fG = ∂f(R,G,T )
∂G

, and fT = ∂f(R,G,T )
∂T

. Using δS[gµν ] = 0,

eqs.(3), and (89 – 93) one can gives,

0 =
1

2k2

∫ √
−g
(

fRRµν + fRgµν�− fR∇µ∇ν −
1

2
gµνf

)

δgµνd4x

+
1

2k2

∫ √
−g

(

2R (fGRµν + fGgµν�− fG∇µ∇ν)− 4fG
(

Rρ
µRρν +Rµν�+ gµνR

ρλ∇ρ∇λ

))

δgµνd4x

− 4

2k2

∫ √
−g
(

fG

(

RµρνλR
ρλ − 1

2
Rρλξ
µ Rνρλξ

)

− fG
(

Rρ
µ∇µ∇ρ +Rρ

ν∇µ∇ρ +Rµρνλ∇ρ∇λ
)

)

δgµνd4x

+
1

2k2

∫ √
−g
(

fT (T
(m,r)
µν +Θµν)

)

δgµνd4x

+
1

2κ2s

∫ √
−g
(

∂µφ∂νφ− ∂µψ∂νψ − gµν(
1

2
gαβ∂αφ∂βφ− 1

2
gαβ∂αψ∂βψ − V (φ, ψ))

)

δgµνd4x

+
1

2k2

∫ √
−g
(

2k2√−g
∂(
√−gLm,r)
∂gµν

)

δgµνd4x. (96)
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Doing integration and neglecting the boundary contributions, we get:

0 =

∫

δgµν
(

fRRµν −
1

2
gµνf + (gµν�−∇µ∇ν)fR

)

d4x

+

∫

δgµν
(

2R (fGRµν + (gµν�−∇µ∇ν)fG)− 4
(

fGR
ρ
µRρν + (Rµν�+ gµνR

ρλ∇ρ∇λ)fG
))

d4x

−
∫

δgµν
(

fG
(

4RµρνλR
ρλ − 2Rρλξ

µ Rνρλξ

)

− 4
(

Rρ
µ∇µ∇ρ +Rρ

ν∇µ∇ρ +Rµρνλ∇ρ∇λ
)

fG
)

d4x

+

∫

δgµν
(

−k2T (T )
µν

)

d4x

+

∫

δgµν
(

−k
2

κ2s
T (Ξ)
µν

)

d4x

+

∫

δgµν
(

−k2T (m,r)
µν

)

d4x, (97)

where

T (T )
µν = −fT

(

T
(m,r)
µν +Θµν

k2

)

, (98)

T (Ξ)
µν = −∂µφ∂νφ+ ∂µψ∂νψ +

1

2
gµν
(

gαβ(∂αφ∂βφ− ∂αψ∂βψ)− 2V (φ, ψ)
)

, (99)

T (m,r)
µν = − 2√−g

∂(
√−gLm,r)
∂gµν

· (100)

8.2. Calculation of Θµν

To calculate Θµν , one can use equation (11) as,

Θµν = gαβ
∂T

(m,r)
αβ

∂gµν
= gαβ

∂
(

gαβLm,r − 2∂Lm,r

∂gαβ

)

∂gµν
= gαβ

(

∂gαβ
∂gµν

Lm,r + gαβ
∂Lm,r
∂gµν

− 2
∂2Lm,r
∂gαβ∂gµν

)

= gαβ
(

−gασgβγδσγµνLm,r +
1

2
gαβgµνLm,r −

1

2
gαβT

(m,r)
µν − 2

∂2Lm,r
∂gαβ∂gµν

)

= −gµνLm,r + 2gµνLm,r − 2T (m,r)
µν − 2gαβ

∂2Lm,r
∂gαβ∂gµν

= gµνLm,r − 2T (m,r)
µν − 2gαβ

∂2Lm,r
∂gαβ∂gµν

· (101)
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8.3. Covariant Divergence of Stress-Energy Tensor

By using Eq.(8), we have

∇µT (R)
µν = ∇µ

(

fRRµν −
1

2
gµνf + (gµν�−∇µ∇ν)fR

)

= (∇µfR)Rµν + fR∇µRµν −
1

2
fR∇µ(gµνR)−

1

2
fG∇µ(gµνG)−

1

2
fT∇µ(gµνT )

+ (∇ν�−�∇ν)fR

= Rµν∇µfR + fR∇µ

(

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR

)

−Rµν∇µfR − 1

2
fG∇µ(gµνG)−

1

2
fT∇µ(gµνT )

= fR∇µGµν −
1

2
fG∇µ(gµνG)−

1

2
fT∇µ(gµνT )

= −1

2
gµνfG∇µG− 1

2
gµνfT∇µT, (102)

where Gµν
.
= Rµν − 1

2
gµνR is the Einstein tensor, and ∇µGµν = 0.

By using Eq.(10), one can yield

∇µT (Ξ)
µν = φ̇

(

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇− V,φ

)

− ψ̇
(

ψ̈ + 3Hψ̇ + V,ψ

)

· (103)

So, by comparing equations (5) and (6), we have

∇µT (Ξ)
µν = 0· (104)
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