arXiv:2203.01598v3 [gr-qc] 20 May 2022

Hyperbolic inflationary model with nonzero curvature

Andronikos Paliathanasis^{1, 2, ∗} and Genly Leon^{3, 1, †} 1Institute of Systems Science, Durban University of Technology, PO Box 1334, Durban 4000, South Africa 2Instituto de Ciencias Físicas y Matemáticas, Universidad Austral de Chile, Valdivia 5090000, Chile 3Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad Católica del Norte, Avda. Angamos 0610, Casilla 1280 Antofagasta, Chile (Dated: May 23, 2022) We consider a cosmological model consisting of two scalar fields defined in the hyperbolic plane known as hyperbolic inflation. For the background space, we consider a homogeneous and isotropic spacetime with nonzero curvature. We study the asymptotic behaviour of solutions and we search for attractors in the expanding regime. We prove that two hyperbolic inflationary stages are stable solutions that can solve the flatness problem and describe acceleration for both open and closed models, and additionally we obtain a Milne-like attractor solution for the open model. We also investigate the contracting branch obtaining mirror solutions with the opposite dynamical behaviours.

PACS numbers: 98.80.-k, 95.35.+d, 95.36.+x Keywords: Scalar field; Multi-scalar field; Dynamical analysis; curvature

1. INTRODUCTION

A simple mechanism that has been proposed to solve the homogeneity, isotropy, and flatness problems are the so-called cosmic inflation [1, 2]. In the inflation, the universe has gone through a rapid expansion which has been driven by an exotic matter source with a negative pressure component known as inflation. The importance of rapid expansion is that

∗Electronic address: anpaliat@phys.uoa.gr †Electronic address: genly.leon@ucn.cl

the size of the universe increases so fast that it loses its memory of the initial conditions. The source and the nature of the inflationary mechanism are still unknown. There are various approaches which are based on scalar fields [3–8], on Chaplygin Gas [9–11] or on the modification of the Einstein-Hilbert Action Integral [12–15].

An inflationary model which has drawn the attention of cosmologists in recent years is the so-called hyperbolic inflation [18]. It is a two-scalar field inflationary model in which the kinetic part of the scalar fields lies on a hyperbolic plane. The model is inspired by the σ-theory and this kind of model has been widely studied as a dark energy alternative in the past [19–23]. In hyperbolic inflation, for the exponential potential, the inflationary era is attributed to a scaling attractor in which the inflation consists of the two-scalar fields and it does not slow-roll [24]. Furthermore, because the scalar fields do not need to have the same values at the beginning and the end of inflation, that means that there are no observable non-Gaussianities in the power spectrum [25, 26]. The analytic solution for the cosmological field equations of the hyperbolic inflation in a spatially flat Friedmann–Lemaître–Robertson– Walker (FLRW) background space was determined in [27]. Other extensions were proposed recently in [28, 29]. Recently, the scalar hyperbolic inflationary model was investigated in the case of anisotropic spacetimes, in which analytic solutions were determined [29], while the dynamics were investigated in [30].

In this study, we investigate the dynamics of the hyperbolic inflation model in the case of FLRW spacetime with nonzero curvature. Specifically, we are interested to investigate if the given model can drive the dynamics so that a future attractor be the inflationary solution or another spatially flat FLRW universe. With this analysis, we shall understand further if this specific multi-field model can solve the flatness problem. The dynamical analysis is an essential approach for the study of physical viability for given gravitational theories. See for instance [31–33] and references therein.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we present the model of our consideration and we define the field equations. Section 3 includes the main analysis of this study in which we investigate the asymptotic dynamics for the field equations. Finally, in Section 5 we discuss our results.

2. HYPERBOLIC INFLATION

We consider the two-scalar field model [18] S = ∫ √ −gdx^4 ( R − 1 2 g^{μν} ∇_μϕ∇_ν ϕ − 1 2 g^{μν} e^{2κϕ}∇_μψ∇_ν ψ − V (ϕ) ) , (1) where the two scalar fields ϕ (x^μ) and ψ (x^ν ) have kinetic terms which lie on a twodimensional hyperbolic manifold.

For the background space we assume the FLRW universe ds^2 = −dt^2 + a^2 (t) ( dr^2 1 − Kr^2 + r^2 ( dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2 ) ) , (2) where K is the spatial curvature for the three-dimensional hypersurface. For K = 0, we have a spatially flat universe, for K = 1 we have a closed universe and for K = −1 the line element (2) describes an open universe. In previous studies the cosmological model with Action Integral (1) has been investigated for K = 0 [24]. In the following we consider the case K ≠ 0. Moreover, we assume that the scalar fields inherit the symmetries of the spacetime (2) which means ϕ (x^μ) = ϕ (t) and ψ (x^μ) = ψ (t).

For the line element (2) and the Action Integral (1) we end with the gravitational field equations − 3H^2 + 1 2 ϕ̇^2 + 1 2 e^{2κϕ}ψ̇^2 + V (ϕ) − 3Ka^{−2} = 0 , (3) 2Ḣ + 3H^2 + 1 2 ϕ̇^2 + 1 2 e^{2κϕ}ψ̇^2 − V (ϕ) + Ka^{−2} = 0 , (4) ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ − κe^{2κϕ}ψ̇^2 + V_{,ϕ} (ϕ) = 0, (5) ψ̈ + 3Hψ̇ + 2κϕ̇ψ̇ = 0 , (6)

where H =^ȧ is the Hubble function.

We can define the effective energy density, ρ_{eff} , and the effective pressure, p_{eff} , as ρ_{eff} = 1 2 ϕ̇^2 + 1 2 e^{2κϕ}ψ̇^2 + V (ϕ) , (7) p_{eff} = 1 2 ϕ̇^2 + 1 2 e^{2κϕ}ψ̇^2 − V (ϕ) . (8) Thus, the parameter for the equation of state for the effective cosmological fluid is w_{eff} = p_{eff} ρ_{eff} = 1 2 ϕ̇2 +^1_2 e2κϕψ̇2 − V (ϕ) 1 2 ϕ̇2 +^1_2 e2κϕψ̇2 + V (ϕ) , (9) while the deceleration parameter in the presence of spatial curvature is q = −1 − Ḣ/H^2 and Ω_K = K (aH)^{−2}.

3. DYNAMICAL ANALYSIS

In order to investigate the dynamics and the asymptotic behaviour of the field equations we define new dimensionless variables. Indeed, we assume the new independent variable, dτ = √ H^2 + |K|a^{−2}dt, and the new dependent variables λ = V^′ (ϕ) V (ϕ) , x = ϕ̇ √ 6 √ H^2 + |K|a^{−2} , y^2 = V (ϕ) 3 (H^2 + |K|a^{−2})

, (10) z = e^{κϕ} ψ̇ √ 6 √ H^2 + |K|a^{−2} , η = H √ H^2 + |K|a^{−2} . (11)

The functional forms of the field equations depend upon the sign of curvature K. That is, dλ dτ = √ 6xλ^2 (Γ (λ) − 1) , Γ (λ) = 1 λ V_{ϕϕ} V_{,ϕ} , (12) dx dτ = 1 2 ( ηx ( sgn(K) + 3x^2 − 3y^2 + 3z^2 − 4 ) − η^3x(sgn(K) − 1) + √ 6 ( 2κz^2 − λy^2 ) ) , (13) dy dτ = y 2|K| ( |K| ( η^3 + η ( 3x^2 − 3y^2 + 3z^2 + 2 ) + √ 6λx ) + η ( 1 − η^2 ) K ) , (14) dz dτ = 1 2 z ( − ( η^3(sgn(K) − 1) ) − 2 √ 6κx + η ( sgn(K) + 3x^2 − 3y^2 + 3z^2 − 4 ) ) , (15) dη dτ = (η^2 − 1) (|K| (η^2 + 3 (x^2 − y^2 + z^2)) + (1 − η^2)K) 2|K| , (16)

with the Friedman constraint

η^2 − ( η^2 − 1 ) sgn(K) − x^2 − y^2 − z^2 = 0. (17)

For the scalar field potential we assume the exponential function, V (ϕ) = V_0e^{λϕ} [18]. In this case, λ is a constant parameter. Hence, we omit the additional equation (12) that is trivially satisfied.

The deceleration parameter can be expressed in terms of the normalized variables as q = η^2 − η^2sgn(K) + sgn(K) + 3x^2 − 3y^2 + 3z^2 2η^2 = ( 1 − 1 η^2 ) sgn(K) +

3 (x^2 + z^2)

η^2

− 1, (18)

and the effective equation of state parameter as w_{eff} = 1 − 2y^2 x^2 + y^2 + z^2 = 2 (x^2 + z^2) η^2 + (1 − η^2)sgn(K)

− 1. (19)

Now, we investigate separately the two cases, K = 1 and K = −1.

Label x z η e_1(P ) e_2(P ) e_3(P )

A^+_1 1 0 1 4 − √ 6κ 6 + √ 6λ A^−_1 −1 0 1 4 √ 6κ 6 − √ 6λ Ā^+_1 1 0 −1 −4 −√6κ −(6 − √6λ)

Ā^−_1 −1 0 −1 −4 √6κ −(6 + √6λ)

A_2 −^{λ√}_6 0 1^1_2 ( λ^2 − 6 ) λ^2 − 2 −3 +^1_2 λ(2κ + λ)

Ā_2^λ_{√6} 0 −1 −^1_2 (λ2 − 6) −(λ2 − 2) 3 −^1_2 λ(2κ + λ)

A^+_3 − √ 6 2κ+λ √ 2κλ+λ^2−6 √_{(2κ+λ)2} 1 4 −^{12κ}_{2κ+λ} −^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ − 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ A^−_3 − √ 6 2κ+λ − √ 2κλ+λ^2−6 √_{(2κ+λ)2} 1 4 −^{12κ}_{2κ+λ} −^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ − 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ Ā^+_3^{√6}_{2κ+λ}^{√2κλ+λ2−6} √_{(2κ+λ)2} −1 −4 +^{12κ}_{2κ+λ}^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ Ā^−_3^{√6}_{2κ+λ} −^{√2κλ+λ2−6} √_{(2κ+λ)2} −1 −4 +^{12κ}_{2κ+λ}^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ A^+_4 −^{1√}_3 0^{λ√}_2 √ 2(κ − λ) −^{λ+} √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 −^{λ−} √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 A^−_4^{1√}_3 0 −^{λ√}_2 − √ 2(κ − λ)^{λ+} √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 λ− √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 TABLE I: The stationary points A = (x (A) , z (A) , η (A)) and Ā = ( x (¯ A ) , z (¯ A ) , η (¯ A )) of the

dynamical system (21), (22), (23).

3.1. Closed Universe

For K = 1 the Friedmann constraint (17) reduces to

1 − x^2 − y^2 − z^2 = 0. (20)

We determine the stationary points of the system (12), (13), (14), (15) and (16) for K = 1

and we study their stability properties. Each stationary point corresponds to a specific

epoch of the cosmological evolution. It is important to mention that from (20) parameters

x, y, z are constraints in a unitary sphere. Moreover, we can use the constraint equation (20)

to reduce the dimension of the dynamical system. Indeed, we assume y = √ 1 − x^2 − z^2.

We remark that y → −y is a discrete symmetry for the field equations. In addition, by

definition parameter η is constrained as |η| ≤ 1. The case |η| = 1 corresponds to spatially

flat universes. A positive value of η denotes an expanding universe, i.e. H > 0. Thus, in

the following we focus on the expansion era that is we assume η > 0. Hence, we obtain the reduced system: dx dτ = 3ηx ( x^2 + z^2 − 1 ) + √ 3 2 ( λ ( x^2 − 1 ) + z^2(2κ + λ) ) , (21) dz dτ = z ( 3η ( x^2 + z^2 − 1 ) − √ 6κx ) , (22) dη dτ = ( η^2 − 1 ) ( 3x^2 + 3z^2 − 1 ) . (23)

The stationary points A = (x (A) , z (A) , η (A)) and Ā = ( x (¯ A ) , z (¯ A ) , η (¯ A )) of the dy-

namical system (21), (22), (23) are represented in table I. Since the points Ā have the

time-reversal dynamical behaviour of the related points A under the change (τ, x, η) →

(−τ, −x, −η). A^+_1 maps onto Ā^−_1 , A^−_1 maps onto Ā^+_1 , A_2 maps onto Ā_2, A^+_3 maps onto Ā^−_3 ,

A^−_3 maps onto Ā^+_3 and A^−_4 maps onto A^+_4 (where we have suppressed the bar). Then, we

focus on points A’s:

A^±_1 = (±1, 0, 1) , A_2 = ( − λ √ 6 , 0, 1 ) , A^±_3 = ( − √ 6 2κ + λ , ± √ λ^2 + 2κλ − 6

(2κ + λ)^2 , 1 ) , A^±_4 = ( ∓ 1 √ 3 , 0, ± λ √ 2 ) . Stationary points, A^±_1 , A_2 and A^±_3 describe spatially flat universes. For the asymptotic

solution at point A^±_1 we derive w_{eff} ( A^±_1 ) = 1 and q ( A^±_1 ) = 2, which means that the universe

is dominated by the kinetic part of the scalar field ϕ (t). Point A_2 provides w_{eff} (A_2) =

λ^2−3

3 , q (A_2) =^{λ2−2}_2 , which is nothing other than the quintessence scaling solution of [31].

Acceleration occurs for |λ| < √ 2. Points A^±_3 describe the hyperbolic inflationary solutions, w_{eff} ( A^±_3 ) = 1 −^{4κ}_{2κ+λ} , q ( A^±_3 ) = 2 −^{6κ}_{2κ+λ} . Points are real and physically acceptable when 2κ + λ ≠ 0 and λ^2 +

2κλ − 6 > 0. Acceleration occurs when { λ ≤ − √ 2, κ < λ } , or { − √ 2 < λ < 0, κ <^{6−λ2}_{2λ} } , or { 0 < λ < √ 2, κ >^{6−λ2}_{2λ} } , or { λ ≥ √ 2, κ > λ } . Furthermore, points A^±_4 exist for λ^2 < 2 and describe Milne-like solutions with a (t) = a_0t and w_{eff} ( A^±_4 ) = −^1_3 , q ( A^±_4 ) = 0. Point A^+_4 describes an expanding universe for λ > 0,

while A^−_4 corresponds to an expanding universe for λ < 0.

To infer the stability properties of the stationary points we derive the eigenvalues of

the linearised system around the stationary points. Indeed, for the points A^±_1 we find the

eigenvalues e_1 ( A^±_1 ) = 4, e_2 ( A^±_1 ) = ∓ √ 6κ , e_3 ( A^±_1 ) = 6 ± √ 6λ. Thus, points A^±_1 are

nonhyperbolic for κ = 0 or λ = ∓ √ 6. Point A^+_1 is a source for λ > − √ 6 and κ < 0. Point

A^−_1 is a source for λ < √ 6 and κ > 0. Otherwise, points A^±_1 are saddle points.

A_2 exists for − √ 6 ≤ λ ≤ √ 6. We derive the eigenvalues e_1 (A_2) = −3+^{λ2}_2 , e_2 (A_2) = λ^2−2

and e_3(A_2) = −3 +^1_2 λ (2κ + λ). Thus, point A_2 is nonhyperbolic for λ^2 = 2 or λ^2 = 6 or

λ (2κ + λ) = 6. Point A_2 is a sink when λ^2 < 2 and λ (2κ + λ) < 6, otherwise point A_2 is a

saddle point.

Points A^±_3 exist when 2κ + λ ≠ 0 and λ^2 + 2κλ − 6 > 0. The eigen-

values are e_1 ( A^±_3 ) = 4 ( 1 − 3^κ_{2κ+λ} ) , e_{2,3} ( A^±_3 ) = −^{3κ±i} √_{3κ(8κ2λ+2λ(λ2−6)+κ(8λ2−27))} 2κ+λ . We define κ_± =^{27−8λ2}_{16λ} ±^1_{16} √ 3 √ −^{16λ2 −243}_{λ2} . When hyperbolic, A^±_3 can be

sink for { − √_{13} 6 < λ ≤ − √ 2, κ_− ≤ κ < λ } , or { − √ 2 < λ < 0, κ_− ≤ κ <^{6−λ2}_{2λ} } , or { 0 < λ < √ 2,^{6−λ2}_{2λ} < κ ≤ κ_+ } , or {√ 2 ≤ λ < √_{13} 6 , λ < κ ≤ κ_+ } , or { λ ≤ − √_{13} 6 , κ < λ } , or { − √_{13} 6 < λ < 0, κ < κ_− } , or { 0 < λ < √_{13} 6 , κ > κ_+ } , or { λ ≥ √_{13} 6 , κ > λ } . They can

be a saddle otherwise.

Finally, A^±_4 exists when |λ| ≤ √ 2 with eigenvalues e_1 ( A^±_4 ) = ± √ 2 (κ − λ), e_2 ( A^±_4 ) = ∓^{λ−√8−3λ2√}_2 and e_3 ( A^±_4 ) = ∓^{λ+√8−3λ2√}_2 from which we conclude that in the expanding region

the stationary points are saddle points.

We conclude that there is an attractor in the expanding branch for the field equations

in the presence of positive spatial curvature dominated by quintessence A_2, that is a sink

when λ^2 < 2 and λ (2κ + λ) < 6. Moreover, the point A^±_3 , that exist when 2κ + λ ≠ 0 and

λ^2 + 2κλ − 6 > 0 and correspond to inflationary power-law solutions can be attractors. We

continue by considering the negative curvature.

3.2. Open Universe

For an open FLRW universe and K = −1 the constraint (17) is

x^2 + y^2 + z^2 = 2η^2 − 1. (24)

With the use of the constraint equation (24) the reduced dynamical system lies on the

three-dimensional surface. By definition η^2 ≤ 1. Consequently, parameters {x, y, z} are

constrained , that is,^1_2 ≤ η^2 ≤ 1. To compare with the closed FLRW case, we assume y = √ 2η^2 − 1 − x^2 − z^2. We remark that y → −y is a discrete symmetry for the field

equations. A positive value of η denotes an expanding universe, i.e. H > 0. Thus in the

following we focus on the expansion era that is we assume η > 0.

Label x z η e_1(P ) e_2(P ) e_3(P )

B^+_1 1 0 1 4 − √ 6κ 6 + √ 6λ B^−_1 −1 0 1 4 √ 6κ 6 − √ 6λ B̄^+_1 1 0 −1 −4 −√6κ − (6 − √6λ)

B̄^−_1 −1 0 −1 −4 √6κ − (6 + √6λ)

B_2 −^{λ√}_6 0 1^1_2 ( λ^2 − 6 ) λ^2 − 2 κλ +^{λ2}_2 − 3

B̄_2^λ_{√6} 0 −1 −^1_2 (λ2 − 6) − (λ2 − 2) − ( κλ +^{λ2}_2 − 3 ) B^+_3 − √ 6 2κ+λ √ 2κλ+λ^2−6 √_{(2κ+λ)2} 1 4 −^{12κ}_{2κ+λ} −^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ − 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ B^−_3 − √ 6 2κ+λ − √ 2κλ+λ^2−6 √_{(2κ+λ)2} 1 4 −^{12κ}_{2κ+λ} −^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ − 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ B̄^+_3^{√6}_{2κ+λ}^{√2κλ+λ2−6} √_{(2κ+λ)2} −1^{12κ}_{2κ+λ} − 4^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ B̄^−_3^{√6}_{2κ+λ} −^{√2κλ+λ2−6} √_{(2κ+λ)2} −1^{12κ}_{2κ+λ} − 4^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ 3κ−i √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ B^+_4^{1√}_{3λ2−3} 0 − √_{λ2} 2(λ^2 −1) √ 2(λ−κ) √ λ^2−1 λ+ √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 √ λ^2−1 λ− √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 √ λ^2−1

B^−_4 −^{1√}_{3λ2−3} 0 √_{λ2} 2(λ^2−1) − √ 2(λ−κ) √ λ^2−1 − λ+ √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 √ λ^2−1 − λ− √ 8−3λ^2 √ 2 √ λ^2−1

B_5 0 0^{1√}_2 − √ 2 − √ 2 √ 2 B̄_5 0 0 −^1_{√2} √2 √2 −√2

TABLE II: The stationary points B = (x (B) , z (B) , η (B)) and B̄ = ( x (¯ B ) , z (¯ B ) , η (¯ B )) of the

dynamical system (25), (26), (27).

Hence, the field equations are dx dτ = − √ 6η^2λ + ηx ( 3x^2 + 3z^2 − 1 ) + √ 3 2 ( λ ( x^2 + 1 ) + z^2(2κ + λ) ) − 2η^3x, (25) dz dτ = z ( −2η^3 + η ( 3x^2 + 3z^2 − 1 ) − √ 6κx ) , (26) dη dτ = ( η^2 − 1 ) ( −2η^2 + 3x^2 + 3z^2 + 1 ) . (27)

The stationary points B = (x (B) , z (B) , η (B)) and B̄ = ( x (¯ B ) , z (¯ B ) , η (¯ B )) of the

dynamical system (25), (26), (27) are presented in table II. Since the points B̄ have the

time-reversal dynamical behaviour of the related points B under the change (τ, x, η) →

(−τ, −x, −η). B^+_1 maps onto B̄^−_1 , B^−_1 maps onto B̄^+_1 , B_2 maps onto B̄_2, B^+_3 maps onto B̄^−_3 ,

B^−_3 maps onto B̄^+_3 , B^−_4 maps onto B^+_4 (where we have suppressed the bar), B_5 maps onto

B̄_5. Then, we focus on points B’s:

B^±_1 = (±1, 0, 1) , B_2 = ( − λ √ 6 , 0, 1 ) , B^±_3 = ( − √ 6 2κ + λ , ± √ λ^2 + 2κλ − 6

(2κ + λ)^2 , 1 ) ,

B^±_4 = ( ± 1 √ 3 (λ^2 − 1) , 0, ∓ √ λ^2 2(λ^2 − 1) ) , B_5 = ( 0, 0, 1 √ 2 ) . Stationary points B^±_1 , B_2 and B^±_3 describe spatially flat FLRW asymptotic solutions with

physical properties similar with that of points A^±_1 , A_2 and A^±_3 , respectively.

The eigenvalues of the linearised system around the stationary points B^±_1 and B_2 are

derived to be e_1 ( B^±_1 ) = 4, e_2 ( B^±_1 ) = ∓ √ 6κ , e_3 ( B^±_1 ) = 6 ± √ 6λ and e_1 (B_2) = −3 +^{λ2}_2 ,

e_2 (B_2) = −2 + λ^2 , e_3 (B_2) = −3 +^1_2 λ (2κ + λ). Thus, points B^±_1 can be a source when { ±κ < 0, 6 ± √ 6λ > 0 } . B_2 is real only for λ^2 < 6 and can be an attractor for λ^2 < 2 and

λ (2κ + λ) < 6. Consequently this hyperbolic inflationary solution is a future attractor.

As far as points B^±_3 are concerned, they exist when 2κ + λ ≠ 0 and λ^2 + 2κλ − 6 > 0,

and the eigenvalues are e_1(B^±_3 ) = 4 −^{12κ}_{2κ+λ} , e_2(B^±_3 ) = −^{3κ+i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ and e_3(B^±_3 ) = −^{3κ−i} √_{3κ[8κ2λ+κ(8λ2−27)+2λ(λ2−6)]} 2κ+λ . Hence, when hyperbolic, B ± 3 can

be sink for { − √_{13} 6 < λ ≤ − √ 2, κ_− ≤ κ < λ } , or { − √ 2 < λ < 0, κ_− ≤ κ <^{6−λ2}_{2λ} } , or { 0 < λ < √ 2,^{6−λ2}_{2λ} < κ ≤ κ_+ } , or {√ 2 ≤ λ < √_{13} 6 , λ < κ ≤ κ_+ } , or { λ ≤ − √_{13} 6 , κ < λ } , or { − √_{13} 6 < λ < 0, κ < κ_− } , or { 0 < λ < √_{13} 6 , κ > κ_+ } , or { λ ≥ √_{13} 6 , κ > λ } , where we

have defined κ_± =^{27−8λ2}_{16λ} ±^1_{16} √ 3 √ −^{16λ2 −243}_{λ2} . They can be a saddle otherwise. Therefore,

these are also hyperbolic inflationary solutions which can be a future attractor.

Points B^±_4 exist for λ^2 > 2 and describe Milne-like solutions, w_{eff} ( B^±_4 ) = −^1_3 and q ( B^±_4 ) = 0 with η ( B^±_4 ) = ± √_{λ2} 2(λ^2−1) . The eigenvalues are e1 ( B^±_4 ) = ± √_2

λ^2−1 (λ − κ),

e_2 ( B^±_4 ) = ±^{λ+}

√_{(8−3λ2)} √_{2(λ2−1)} and e_3 ( B^±_4 ) = ±^{λ−} √_{(8−3λ2 )} √_{2(λ2−1)} . When hyperbolic, B^+_4 (respec-

tively B^−_4 ) can be a sink (respectively a source) for { −2 √_2 3 < λ < − √ 2, κ > λ } , or { λ ≤ −2 √_2 3 , κ > λ } . B^+_4 (respectively B^−_4 ) can be a source (respectively a sink) for {√ 2 < λ < 2 √_2 3 , κ < λ } , or { λ ≥ 2 √_2 3 , κ < λ } . They are saddle otherwise.

Finally, B_5 is the vacuum solution with eigenvalues e_1 (B_5) = − √ 2, e_2 (B_5) = − √ 2 and

e_3 (B_5) = √ 2 that is always a saddle.

4. HAMILTONIAN ANALYSIS AND ANALYTIC SOLUTION

We proceed our analysis with the construction of analytic solutions for the field equations. Indeed, the field equations form a Hamiltonian system with Hamiltonian function H = − p^2_a 12a^2 + 1 2a^4 ( p^2_ϕ + e^{−2κϕ}p^2_ψ ) + a^2V (ϕ) − K, (28)

where p_a = −6a^2a^′ , p_ϕ = a^4ϕ^′ and p_ψ = a^4e^{2κϕ}ϕ^′, (29)

and a^′ =^{da}_{dξ} such that dξ = adt.

For the exponential potential V (ϕ) = V_0e^{λϕ} and for the free parameters (κ, λ) = ( −^{√6}_3 , −^{√6}_3 ) , the field equations admits the conservation law

I_0 = (√ 6p_a + ap_ϕ ) ae √ 6 3 ϕ. (30)

Moreover, an additional conservation law is the

I_1 = a^4e^2 √ 6 3 ϕp_ψ. (31)

Consequently, the conservation laws {H, I_0, I_1} are independent and in involution, which means that the field equations form a Liouville integrable dynamical system.

We follow the procedure presented earlier in [27] and we consider the new variables a = ( 8 3 ( xz − y^2 ) ) 1_4 , ϕ = √ 3 2 ln (√ 2 3 √ xz − y^2 x ) , z = y x , (32)

such that the Hamiltonian function to become H = 1 4 p_y − p_xp_z + V_0x − K (33)

and the conservation laws p_x = Φ_x , p_y = Φ_y. (34)

Hence, the analytic solution of the field equations is

x = x_1ξ + x_0 , y = y_1ξ + y_0 , (35) and z = ξ^2 2 V_0 + z_1ξ + z_0 . (36)

Finally, the constraint equation gives

K = y^2_1 − z_1x_1 + x_0V_0. (37)

Thus for y^2_1 − z_1x_1 + x_0V_0 > 0 the exact solution is valid for a closed universe while when y^2_1 − z_1x_1 + x_0V_0 < 0 the exact solution describes an open universe, while the solution is real in the original variables when y^2_1 − z_1x_1 < 0. At this point it is important to mention that the same solution is recovered under the change of variable ϕ → −ϕ if initially we assume (κ, λ) = (_{√6} 3 ,^{√6}_3 ) . Hence, the scale factor for large values of ξ, is determined a (ξ) ≃ ξ^12 ,that is, the Hubble function is H =^1_{a2}^{da}_{dξ} =^1_{ξ 32} , that is, (H (a))^2 =^1_4 a^{−6}, and the deceleration parameter is derived to be q (ξ) = 2. That is nothing else than the asymptotic solution described by points A^±_1 and B^±_1 . This means that the results derived from the analysis of the asymptotic are confirmed by the analytical solution.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we investigated the dynamics of hyperbolic inflation in the presence of curvature in a homogeneous and isotropic universe. The question we wanted to answer is if hyperbolic inflation solves the flatness problem. Indeed, in an FLRW background space with nonzero curvature, we found as stationary points the exact solutions which describe the hyperbolic inflation. We focused on the expanding regime and in the case of a closed (K = +1) universe, we found two types of attractors. Say, in the presence of positive spatial curvature we have the solution dominated by quintessence A_2 (respectively Ā_2) that is a sink (respectively a source) when λ^2 < 2 and λ (2κ + λ) < 6. Similar conditions were found in the quintom context in [35] (under the parameter re-scaling 2κ → κ, A_2 corresponds to Ẽ, Ā_2 corresponds to F̃ ). Moreover, the point A^±_3 , that exist when 2κ + λ ≠ 0 and λ^2 + 2κλ − 6 > 0 and correspond to inflationary power law solutions can be attractors. A^±_3 (respectively Ā^±_3 ) are related to the point G (respectively H) studied in quintom context in [35].

On the other hand, in the case of an open (K = −1) universe, we find, as before, a solution dominated by quintessence B_2 (respectively B̄_2), that is a sink (respectively a source) when λ^2 < 2 and λ (2κ + λ) < 6, and the point B^±_3 , that exist when 2κ+λ ≠ 0 and λ^2 +2κλ−6 > 0 and correspond to inflationary power law solutions which can be attractors. Additionally we have the Milne-like (late- and early time-) attractor solutions. Say, B^+_4 (respectively B^−_4 ) can be a sink (respectively a source) for { −2 √_2 3 < λ < − √ 2, κ > λ } , or { λ ≤ −2 √_2 3 , κ > λ } . B^+_4 (respectively B^−_4 ) can be a source (respectively a sink) for {√ 2 < λ < 2 √_2 3 , κ < λ } , or { λ ≥ 2 √_2 3 , κ < λ } . From the above analysis, it is clear that in a universe with initial conditions of nonzero curvature, the hyperbolic inflationary solution exists. We have proved that two hyperbolic inflationary stages are stable solutions that can solve the flatness problem and describe acceleration for both open and closed models, and additionally a Milne-like solution for the open model. We also investigate the contracting branch obtaining mirror solutions with the opposite dynamical behaviours. That result was also found to be valid with the derivation of the analytic solution for the problem.

For a more general scalar field potential, it was found that this cosmological model can be seen as a unified dark energy model [36] because it provides various epochs of the cosmological evolution. We note that a similar result will follow in the presence of curvature.

Acknowledgments

This work is based on the research supported in part by the National Research Foundation of South Africa (Grant Number 131604). Additionally, this research is funded by Vicerrectoría de Investigación y Desarrollo Tecnológico at Universidad Católica del Norte. The authors thank Dr. P. Christodoulidis for various comments.

[1] A. Guth, Phys. Rev. D 23, 347 (1981) [2] A. Linde, Inflationary Cosmology, Lect. Notes Phys. 738, 1 (2008) [3] L. Arturo Ureña-López, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 761, 012076 (2016) [4] P. Binetury and G. Dvali, Phys. Lett. B 388, 241 (1996) [5] A. Linde, Phys. Rev. D 49, 748 (1994) [6] A. Golovnev, V. Mukhanov and V. Vanchurin, JCAP 06, 009 (2008) [7] V. Faraoni, Phys. Rev. D 53, 6813 (1996)

[8] S. Basilakos and J.D. Barrow, Phys. Rev. D 91, 103517 (2015) [9] E.O. Kahya and B. Pourhassa, Astroph. Space Sci. 353, 677 (2014) [10] O. Bertolami and V. Duvvuri, Phys. Lett. B 640, 121 (2006) [11] J.D. Barrow and A. Paliathanasis, Phys. Rev. D 94, 083518 (2016) [12] L. Sebastiani and R. Myrzakulov, IJGMMP 1530003 (2015) [13] Q.-G. Hang, JCAP 02, 035 (2014) [14] G.G.L. Nashed and W. El Hanafy, EPJC 74, 3099 (2014) [15] A. Awad, W. El Hanafy, G.G.L. Nashed, S.D. Odintsov and V.K. Oikonomou, JCAP 07, 026 (2018) [16] K. Bamba, G.G.L. Nashed, W. El Hanafy and Sh. K. Ibraheem, Phys. Rev. D 94, 083513 (2016) [17] V.K. Oikonomou, Phys. Rev. D 95, 084023 (2017) [18] A.R. Brown, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 251601 (2018) [19] S.V. Chervon, Quantum Matter 2, 71 (2013) [20] A. Paliathanasis, G. Leon and S. Pan, Gen. Rel. Gravit. 51, 106 (2019) [21] A. Paliathanasis and M. Tsamparlis, Phys. Rev. D 90, 043529 (2014) [22] A. Beesham, S.V. Chernov, S.D. Maharaj and A.S. Kubasov, Quantum Matter 2, 388 (2013) [23] R.R. Abbyazov and S.V. Chernov, Grav. Cosmol. 18, 262 (2012) [24] P. Christodoulidis, D. Roest and E.I. Sfakianakis, JCAP 12, 059 (2019) [25] S. Mizuno and S. Mukohyama, Phys. Rev. D 96, 103533 (2017) [26] T. Bjorkmo and M.C. David Marsh, JHEP 04, 172 (2019) [27] P. Christodoulidis and A. Paliathanasis, JCAP 05, 038 (2021) [28] A. Paliathanasis and G. Leon, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 137, 165 (2022) [29] A. Paliathanasis, Universe 7, 323 (2021) [30] C.-B. Chen and J. Soda, JCAP 09, 026 (2021) [31] E.J. Copeland, A.R. Liddle and D. Wands, Phys. Rev. D 57, 4686 (1998) [32] G. Leon and E.N. Saridakis, JCAP 04, 031 (2015) [33] L. Amendola, D. Polarski and S. Tsujikawa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 131302 (2007) [34] B. Ratra, Phys. Rev. D 45, 1913 (1992) [35] J. Tot, B. Yildirim, A. Coley and G. Leon, [arXiv:2204.06538 [gr-qc]]. [36] A. Paliathanasis, Class. Quantum Grav. 37, 19 (2020)