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We construct an asymmetric bouncing scenario within the VCDM model—also known as type-II minimally
modified gravity— , amodified gravity theorywith two local physical degrees of freedom. The scenario is exempt
of any ghost or gradient instability, ad-hoc matching conditions or anisotropic stress issue (BKL instability). It
moreover succeeds in generating the cosmological perturbations compatible with the observations. The scalar
spectral index can be adapted by the choice of the equation of state of the matter sector and the form of the VCDM
potential leading to an almost scale-invariant power spectrum. Satisfying the CMBbounds on the tensor-to-scalar
ratio leads to a blue tensor spectrum.

I. INTRODUCTION

Inflation [1–3] has proven to be a very successful framework to simultaneously answer several major cosmological questions,
e.g. the horizon problem, the flatness problem and the origin of primordial fluctuations. Its paradigm is robust enough to pass
high-precision observational tests such as the one presented by the cosmological microwave background (CMB) [4]. However,
while phenomenologically satisfying, inflation also leaves us with a set of unanswered questions like the initial singularity [5, 6]
and the trans-Planckian problem [7, 8].

A popular alternative approach is the bouncing universe. That is a scenario of the universe where the cosmic expansion we
are now observing was preceded by a contracting phase. The turning point between the two dynamics being called the “bounce”.
In this case, the cosmic history is extended further in the past and gives a natural explanation for causal-connectedness. By
introducing this pre-bounce history, the smoothness and flatness problems, as well as the horizon problem, are thus non-issues
[8–12]. Therefore, a bouncing universe does not suffer from the aforementioned issues of inflation, while answering the same
concerns the inflationary approach was built to address.

Noticeably, general relativity (GR) does not admit any bouncing solution under the null-energy condition. Therefore, if the
Universe has to undergo a bounce, it must be described by an extended theory of gravity or by a non standard matter content.
Several attempts have been made, within different frameworks to invoke such a cosmic history, in e.g. f (T ) gravity [13], DHOST
[14, 15] or Hořava-Lifshitz gravity [16], using a quintom matter field [17], a Cuscuton field [18, 19], and others.

However, constructing viable bouncing models is a challenge. First, due to the violation of the null-energy condition these
models tend to suffer commonly from ghost or gradient instabilities. Within the Horndeski framework [20–22], that has led to a
no-go theorem [23, 24], and a similar result [25] holds in k-essence models [26, 27] as well. Nevertheless, these limitations have
not prevented the development of a healthy bounce without ghost or gradient instability near the bounce [28, 29] 1.
Alternatively, these issues can be avoided by working within more general frameworks like ghost condensation [32, 33] and

beyond Horndeski/DHOST models [34, 35], as also suggested by the effective field theory of cosmological perturbations [36,
37]. Another issue is the anisotropic stress, or the Belinski-Khalatnikov-Lifshitz (BKL) instability [38]. Besides the conceptual
problems the current observations set strict constraints on the scalar spectral index, ns ≈ 0.96, while the tensor-to-scalar ratio must
respect the bounds of r0.05 < 0.036 (95% CL) [39]. Naturally, a healthy bouncing scenario must account for these observations.
However, while for instance the matter bounce is successful in obtaining an almost scale invariant power spectrum [40, 41], it
breaks the bounds on the tensor-to-scalar ratio. Indeed, a conjectured no-go theorem [42–44] forbids a naive single scalar-field
(k-essence CITE) matter bounce to simultaneously satisfy the requirement of a nearly scale-invariant scalar power spectrum,
and the tensor-to-scalar ratio bounds, without producing excessive non-Gaussianities. Introducing additional scalar fields can
reconcile the matter bounce via the curvaton mechanism [17].

In the present study, we exhibit a full and concrete model of a bouncing universe scenario, built within the formalism of the
minimally modified gravity (MMG) [45–47]. These theories do not introduce additional local physical degrees of freedom other
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than those in GR, while they may contain global modes called shadowy modes (or generalized instantaneous modes) 2 due to the
existence of a preferred frame. Therefore, they easily avoid instabilities and constraints that could stem from extra propagating
degrees of freedom that are common in other modified gravity theories, even without needing any screening mechanisms. In
our work, we will consider the VCDM model, a specific type of MMG theory [47]. According to the classification introduced
in [50], the VCDM is a type-II MMG theory since it has no Einstein frame [51]. The name “VCDM” comes from promoting
the cosmological constant Λ of the standard ΛCDM model to a function V (') of a non-dynamical, auxiliary field '. Extending
its original usage for the late-time universe, various aspects of the VCDM, including attempts to address tensions in late-time
cosmology [52, 53], black holes [54], stars [55], gravitational collapse [56] and the solution space including GR solutions [57],
have been explored. When applied to the very early universe, the VCDM model has the advantage, by construction, to provide
the freedom to realize this bouncing scenario as well as safely return to GR after the bounce. It evades the aforementioned no-go
theorems, yet provides just enough of a framework to violate the null energy condition, similarly to what was shown recently
with Cuscuton [18]. As recently shown in [57], any solutions of the Cuscuton model [58] are solutions of the VCDM model.
However, as shown in the same paper [57], the VCDM also admits other solutions, such as GR solutions. Furthermore, the
framework of VCDM greatly simplifies the reconstruction of the potential in the Lagrangian from background cosmological
histories, as already shown in [47] for general expanding backgrounds. Within the present study, we shall consider whether the
scalar power spectrum is (almost) scale invariant at superhorizon scales, as well as investigate the tensor-to-scalar ratio, so that
these observables are indeed compatible with the observations.

Our paper is organized as follows. In section II, the VCDM model is introduced under the ADM decomposition. The general
formulations of its background and linear perturbations of the tensor, vector and scalar modes are derived in sections III and IV,
respectively. In section V, a concrete bouncing dynamics is implemented in the model, and the predictions of the scalar and
tensor power spectra are computed. Section VI is devoted to discussions and conclusions of the paper.

II. VCDM

The construction of this class of theory is based on the ADM decomposition of the 4-D metric into the time slice and the spatial
hypersurface as

ds2 = −N2dt2 + ij
(

N idt + dxi
) (

N jdt + dxj
)

, (1)

where N and N i are respectively the lapse function and shift vector, and the metric ij describes the 3-D spatial manifold. We
can then define a vector n� normal to time-constant hypersurfaces such that

n� ≡
(

1
N
, −N

i

N

)

, (2)

and the (inverse) spatial metric extended to 4-D such that

ℎ�� ≡
(

0 0
0  ij

)

. (3)

Note that the 4-D metric can be decomposed by

g�� = ℎ�� − n�n� . (4)

The temporal derivative of ij appears in the combination of the extrinsic curvature

K�� ≡
1
2
£nℎ�� =

1
2
(

n�)�ℎ�� + ℎ��)�n� + ℎ��)�n�
)

= 1
2
(

n�∇�ℎ�� − n�∇�ℎ�� − n�∇�ℎ��
)

, (5)

and its spatial projection reads

Kij =
1
2N

(

)tij −DiNj −DjNi
)

, (6)

where £n and Di is the Lie derivative along n� and covariant derivative associated with ij andNi ≡ ijN j , respectively.

2 See [48, 49] for shadowy modes in the context of U-DHOST theories.
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Using these definitions, the action for VCDM can be written as

SVCDM =
M2
Pl
2 ∫ d4xN

√


[

 +KijK ij −K2 − 2V (') − 2 �
i

N
)i' −

3
2
�20 − 2�0 (K + ')

]

, (7)

whereK ≡  ijKij , is the Ricci scalar associated with ij , the quantities �i and �0 are Lagrangemultipliers, and' is an auxiliary
scalar field. Because of its non-trivial constraint structure, this theory contains only 2 propagating degrees of freedom (dof); that
is the same number as GR. Now, we introduce a matter field that evolves on the background. This field is here modelized by a
(shift-symmetric) k-essence type of field, explicitly

Smatter =M2
Pl ∫ d4xN

√

 P (X) , X ≡ −1
2
g��)�� )�� =

1
2

[

(

)⟂�
)2 −  ij)i� )j�

]

, (8)

where )⟂� ≡ n�)�� . We have chosen here to normalize the matter sector such thatM2
Pl multiplies the entire matter action. The

total action is thus

S = SVCDM + Smatter . (9)

Since the VCDM alone has only 2 (tensor) dof’s, the introduction of the matter sector is essential to generate scalar perturbations,
which eventually seed the structure formation in the universe.

III. BACKGROUND BOUNCING SOLUTIONS

To consider a homogeneous and isotropic background, we take the following background quantities

N = N̄(t) , N i = 0 , ij = a2(t) �ij , ' = �(t) ,

�i = 0 , �0 = �̄(t) , � = �̄(t) .
(10)

Then the variations of the action (9) with respect to N̄, �̄, �, a, �̄ lead, respectively, to

3H2 = V + ��̄ + 3
4
�̄2 + 2XPX − P , (11a)

0 = 3H + � + 3
2
�̄ , (11b)

0 = �̄ + V' , (11c)

2
)tH
N̄

+ 3H2 = V + ��̄ + 3
4
�̄2 −

)t�̄
N̄

− P , (11d)

0 =
(

PX + 2XPXX
) 1
N̄
)t

(

)t�̄
N̄

)

+ 3HPX
)t�̄
N̄

, (11e)

where H ≡ )ta∕(aN), and V ,X and P (and their derivatives) are all evaluated at the background values. By manipulating the
above equations, they can be rewritten in a more convenient form as

0 = V −
�2

3
+ �� , �� ≡ 2XPX − P , (12a)

0 = 3H + � − 3
2
V' , (12b)

0 = �̄ + V' , (12c)

2
)tH
N̄

= V''
)t�
N̄

−
(

�� + P
)

, (12d)

0 = 1
N̄
)t

(

)t�̄
N̄

)

+ 3c2sH
)t�̄
N̄

, c2s ≡
PX

PX + 2XPXX
, (12e)

provided that PX + 2XPXX ≠ 0.
Combining the time derivative of eqs. (12b) and (12d) in the above expressions, we find

)t�
N̄

= 3PXX = 3
2
(

�� + P
)

. (13)
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Also note that, as standard, eq. (12e) can be rewritten as

)t��
N̄

+ 3H
(

�� + P
)

= 0 . (14)

Combining these last two expressions, eqs. (13) and (14), one can formally write

� = 3
2 ∫

t
N̄dt′

(

�� + P
)

= −1
2 ∫

t
dt′

)t′��
H

. (15)

For our purpose, we consider from now on a matter species with a constant equation of state w ≡ P∕�� = const.. This can be
realized by choosing P (X) as

P = P0X
1+w
2w = P0X


2(−3) ,  ≡ 3(1 +w) , (16)

where P0 is some constant. Then we observe the energy density of � behaves as a matter with equation of state w, i.e.,

�� = �0
(a0
a

)
, (17)

where subscript 0 denotes values at some fiducial time.

IV. LINEAR PERTURBATIONS

We now consider perturbations around the background eq. (10). We expand the lapse, shift and 3-D metric as

N = N̄(t) (1 + �) , N i =
N̄(t)
a(t)

(

)i� + Bi
)

, ij = a2(t) e2�
[

�ij + 2)i)jE + 2)(iEj) + ℎij +
1
2
ℎikℎkj

]

, (18)

where {�, �, � , E} are scalar perturbations, {Bi, Ei} are vectors ()iBi = )iEi = 0), and {ℎij} are tensors ()iℎij = ℎ[ij] = ℎii = 0),
and they all depend on both time and space coordinates. We also expand the auxiliary fields {', �0, �i} and the matter field � as

' = �(t) + �'(t,x) , �0 = �̄(t) + ��0(t,x) , �i = 1
a2

[

)i��s(t,x) + ��i(t,x)
]

, � = �̄(t) + ��(t,x) , (19)

where )i��i = 0. The theory eq. (7) under consideration does not respect the symmetry under the temporal coordinate transfor-
mation but still preserves the spatial diffeomorphism. Under the transformation

xi → xi + �i(x) , (20)

each variable transforms by the amount, at the linear order,

ΔE = a2�L , ΔEi = a2�iT ,
Δ� = Δ� = Δ� = ΔBi = Δℎij = Δ�' = Δ��0 = Δ��s = Δ��i = Δ�� = 0 ,

(21)

where �i has been expanded as

�i = )i�L + �iT , )i�
i
T = 0 . (22)

As can be seen, the ℎij components are gauge-invariant, as in GR. Additionally, � and � are also independent of the 3-D spatial
gauge choice.3 We now use the freedom of �L and �iT to fix the gauge by setting

E = Ei = 0 , gauge choice . (24)

3 For 4-D transformation x� → x� + �� , writing �0 ≡ N̄�0, the variables transform as

Δ� =
)t�0
N̄

, Δ� = a
N̄
)t�L − �0 , Δ� = H�0 , ΔE = a2�L , ΔBi =

a
N̄
)t�

i
T , ΔEi = a2�iT , Δℎij = 0 , Δ�� =

)t�̄
N̄

�0 . (23)
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Then we work through the calculations for the following variables:

Scalar modes: �, �, � , �', ��0, ��s, �� ,
Vector modes: Bi, ��i ,
Tensor modes: ℎij ,

among which {�, �, �', ��0, ��s} and {Bi, ��i} are non-dynamical modes (i.e. they appear in the action without time derivatives,
up to total derivatives). On top of that, due to the peculiar constraint structure of MMG, one of the remaining scalar degrees
of freedom is also non-dynamical. Therefore, at the end of the day, we have the following number of propagating (dynamical)
degrees of freedom:

Scalar: 1 dof ,
Vector: 0 dof (all non-dynamical) ,
Tensor: 2 dof .

This counting is the same as in GR (+ one matter dof). Subsequently, we perform the perturbative analysis of the quadratic action
for each sector separately.

A. Tensor sector

In the following, we use the conformal time � (akin to setting N̄ = a). The tensor sector {ℎij} is essentially the same as GR.
Decomposing ℎij into polarization modes in the Fourier space, it reads

ℎij(�,x) =
∑

� ∫
d3k

(2�)3∕2
eik⋅x Π�ij

(

k̂
)

ℎ�(�,k) , (25)

where we now used the conformal time �, and where Π�ij is the polarization tensor for the 2 polarization modes, satisfying

�ijΠ�ij
(

k̂
)

= k̂iΠ�ij
(

k̂
)

= 0 , Π�ij
(

k̂
)

Π�
′ ∗
ij

(

k̂
)

= ���
′
, Π� ∗ij

(

k̂
)

= Π�ij
(

− k̂
)

, (26)

and these modes are decoupled at the linear order. Thanks to these properties and the reality condition of ℎij(t,x), we see
ℎ†�(k) = ℎ�(−k). Then the quadratic action for ℎ�(�,k) reads

S(2)T =
M2
Pl
8

∑

� ∫ d� d3k a2
[

|ℎ′�|
2 − k2 |ℎ�|2

]

. (27)

where the prime (′) denotes a derivative with respect to conformal time. To obtain this, there is no use of background equations.
The tensor sector is as standard as GR.

B. Vector sector

The vector sector {Bi, ��i} is as trivial as in GR. In fact ��i simply does not appear in the quadratic action. We thus decompose
Bi into polarizations in the Fourier space,

Bi(t,x) =
∑

s ∫
d3k

(2�)3∕2
eik⋅x �si

(

k̂
)

Bs(�,k) , (28)

where �si is the polarization vector satisfying

k̂i�si
(

k̂
)

= 0 , �si
(

k̂
)

�s
′ ∗
i

(

k̂
)

= �ss
′
, �s ∗i

(

k̂
)

= �si
(

− k̂
)

, (29)

and the reality condition of Bi(�,x) results in B
†
s (k) = Bs(−k). The quadratic action for the vector sector then reads

S(2)V =
M2
Pl
4 ∫ d� d3k a2k2 |Bs|2 . (30)

Therefore there is no dynamical vector mode, just like in GR.
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C. Scalar sector

The scalar sector {�, �, �', ��0, ��s, � , ��} is the non-trivial one. Let us first Fourier-decompose each variable as

�(t,x) = ∫
d3k

(2�)3∕2
eik⋅x �(�,k) , (31)

where � = {�, �, �', ��0, ��s, � , ��}. Note the reality condition imposes �†(k) = �(−k). In order to eliminate the non-dynamical
variables in favor of the dynamical ones, we employ the Faddeev-Jackiw method [59]. Due to the non-trivial structure of the
theory, we need to impose the background equations before integrating out the non-dynamical variables, in order to obtain all the
constraint equations. As counted at the beginning of this section, there is only 1 dynamical degree of freedom. We have some
freedom to choose the variable we wish to work with. It is convenient to choose the comoving curvature perturbation, defined as

k ≡ �k −

�̄ ′
��k (32)

with the conformal Hubble expansion rate  = aH . Since this definition does not contain any time derivatives of perturbation
variables, this change of variable from the original variables (eq. (32)) amounts to a trivial canonical transformation. After
eliminating all the other (non-dynamical) variables, we find the quadratic action for k as

S(2)S =
M2
Pl
2 ∫ d� d3k z2

(

|′
k|
2 − c2k

2
|k|

2) , (33)

where

z2 =a2�(1 +w)
k2 + 3

2 (1 +w)�
2

c2s
(

k2 + 3
2 (1 +w)�

2
)

+ 1+w
2 �2

(

1+w
2 � − �

) , (34)

c2 =
c4s (1 +w)

2k4 + B12k2 + B24

c2s (1 +w)2k4 + A12k2 + A24
(35)

with

A1 =
1
4
(1 +w)3�(12c2s + (1 +w)� − 2�) , (36)

A2 =
3
8
(1 +w)4�2(6c2s + (1 +w)� − 2�) , (37)

B1 =
1
4
c2s (1 +w)

2 ((1 +w)2�2 + 6(1 +w)�(1 + 3c2s − �) + 4��
)

, (38)

B2 =
1
8
(1 +w)3�

[

− (1 +w)2�2 + 2(1 +w)�(6c2s + 9c
4
s + (2 − 3c

2
s )�) + 4�(−(1 + 3c

2
s )� + 3c

2
s (1 + 3c

2
s + �))

]

(39)

and

� =
��a2

2
, � = 1 − ′

2
, � = �′

�
. (40)

The equation of motion is then simply given by

v′′k +
(

c2k
2 − z′′

z

)

vk = 0 , (41)

where we have introduced the Mukhanov-Sasaki-type variable vk = zk. We note that the structure of z and c appears to
include non-local terms. However, in the ultraviolet limit k → ∞ and with finite  as well as in the regime of GR at the
background level, i.e. �(1 +w) = 2� and � = −3(1 +w) + 2�, for all k, we recover the usual equations of motion from GR.

V. BOUNCING SCENARIO

A. Set-up

In order to search for a viable parameter space in which the scalar power spectrum is almost scale invariant, we first note that
in the regime where the modified gravity from the potential V (�) dominates, i.e. �2∕k2 ≪ 1, the form of z2 and c can be
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simplified to

z2 ≈ a2�
(1 +w)
c2s

, c2 ≈ c2s . (42)

Therefore, in that regime we can solve eq. (41) approximately. Supposing that the scale factor behaves as a ∝ (�2)n∕2 we obtain

d2vk
dx2

+
(

c2s�
2 −

n(3w − 1)(−2 + n(3w − 1))
4x2

)

vk ≈ 0 , (43)

where we have introduced x = �∕�B and � = k�B with �B > 0 the bouncing time scale. Therefore, at that regime the independent
solutions are as usual given by the Hankel functions, provided w and c2s are constant. Assuming that the regime � ≪ 1 holds up
to horizon crossing for the cosmological microwave background (CMB) scales we can estimate that the spectral index is given
via

n(3w − 1)(−2 + n(3w − 1)) = 15 − 8ns + n2s , (44)

which yields the following two solutions for n

5 − ns
3w − 1

and
ns − 3
3w − 1

. (45)

In order to have a valid bouncing solution we require that n > 0. Therefore, the first solution is valid forw > 1∕3 and the second
one for w < 1∕3.
However, an equation of state w < 1∕3 can lead to issues since the anisotropies then grow faster than the energy density of

the scalar field in the contracting phase. That is why we shall focus on the first case with w ≥ 1. Note that this corresponds to
z ∝ �(−3+ns)∕2. For ns < 3, which is the case for the primordial curvature perturbation of our universe, z increases in time during
the contraction phase and, therefore, k has a decreasing and constant mode in contrast to common bouncing scenarios.
After the bounce we want to recover the usual relations from GR. This can be achieved either by considering a non-constant

equation of state or a transition of the scale factor. We consider the latter case so that

lim
�→∞

a ∝ �
2

3w+1 . (46)

In order to match the background after the bounce with GR we have to further ensure that lim�→∞ 32∕(��a2) = 1, which fixes
the normalization �0 of �� . Combining these both solutions including the bounce we consider the following ansatz

a(�) = a0

(

�2

�2e

)
n
2

Θ(�e − �) + a1

[

1 +
(

�
�B

)2
]

1
3w+1

Θ(� − �e) , (47)

where a1 = a0(1 + (�e∕�B)2)−1∕(3w+1) to ensure continuity and the step function is operationally defined as

Θ(x) = lim
m→∞

1
1 + e−mx

. (48)

In the above, the time �e locates the transition between the two different regimes, which we place before the bounce, i.e. �e < 0.
For numerical purposes we have to choose a finite m. The bigger m the sharper the transition, but this may also lead to numerical
issues, since the derivatives start to diverge. Later on, we will actually choose rather small values of m.

Furthermore, depending on n, finite mmay again bring other numerical issues around � = 0, at the bounce. That is why it may
be convenient to slightly detune the relation by introducing a small �a∕�e shift. Explicitly, the ansatz of eq. (47) is modified to

a(�) = a0

[

(

�
�e

)2
+
(

�a
�e

)2
]
n
2

Θ(�e − �) + a1

[

1 +
(

�
�B

)2
]

1
3w+1

Θ(� − �e) (49)

with a1 = a0(1 + (�a∕�e)2)n∕2(1 + (�e∕�B)2)−1∕(3w+1), where |�a| ≪ |�e|. The role of �a is only to regulate the behavior of (the
derivatives of) a at the bounce, and we shall later check that the choice of �a with |�a|≪ |�e| does not impact the final result.
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B. Reconstruction of V (�)

Using the background equation of motion (eq. (13)), we can solve � in terms of the conformal time as

� = 3
2 ∫

d�′a(1 +w)�� + �0 , (50)

where �0 is an integration constant. If we are to consider the full period, this equation can be solved numerically. Before doing
so, let us first have a look at the two different regimes separately.

On one hand, deep in the contraction phase, where −� ≫ |�e| the scale factor is well approximated by

a(�) ≈ a0

(

�
�e

)n
, (51)

in which � becomes a function of time as,

�(�) ≈ 3
2
(1 +w) a0 �0
1 − n (2 + 3w)

(

�
�e

)−n (2+3w)
� + �0 . (52)

The scalar field � asymptotically approaches �0 for � → −∞ and then grows monotonically in the contraction phase before the
transition period. Using eq. (12a), the potential can then be reconstructed as

V (�) = 1
3

(

3
2
(1 +w) a0 �0
1 − n (2 + 3w)

(

�
�e

)−n (2+3w)
� + �0

)2

− �0

(

�
�e

)−3n (w+1)
. (53)

Since during this phase � is monotonically increasing in time we can invert the relation (52) to express � in terms of � and V in
terms of �.

On the other hand, after the transition, but before the bounce for large m ≫ 1 the scale factor behaves as

a(�) ≈ a1

(

1 + �2

�2B

)
1

3w+1

, (54)

which leads to

�(x) ≈ �0 +
3
2

(

a0
a1

)3(1+w)
(1 +w) a1�B�0x 2F1

(1
2
, 2 + 3w
1 + 3w

, 3
2
,−x2

)

, (55)

where 2F1 denotes the hypergeometric function. Similarly as before, the potential then reads

V (x) ≈ 1
3

[

�0 +
3
2

(

a0
a1

)3(1+w)
(1 +w) a1�B�0x 2F1

(1
2
, 2 + 3w
1 + 3w

, 3
2
,−x2

)

]2

− �0

(

a0
a1

)3(1+w)
(1 + x)−

3(1+w)
1+3w . (56)

In fig. 1, we give the result obtained by the numerical simulation of �(x) and V (�), across the bounce. The left-hand side plot
shows the evolution of the scalar field �(x) for the case where w = 1, n = 2.02, m = 1, �e = −300�B and �a = 0, which gives
ns = 0.96. We there observe that the scalar field is indeed monotonically growing. Therefore, we can invert �(x) → x(�) to
reconstruct the potential V (�) which is given in the right-hand side plot of fig. 1. We choose the integration constant �0 such
that � goes to 0 in the limit x → ∞, and then we see V → 0 in the same limit. Before the bounce but after the transition, i.e.
−300(= �e∕�B) ≪ x ≪ −1, the potential approaches a linear trend. This is expected since for V (�) ∝ �, we recover GR. For
x ≪ −300(= �e∕�B) the potential (eq. (53)) models the impact of matter and is therefore expected to deviate from the linear
trend. However, since the scalar field is roughly constant in that regime the deviation is not visible anymore on the plot.

C. Power spectrum

1. Scalar part

We first consider the scalar part and solve the equation of motion (41) numerically. In the present study, we fix the transition
time scale �e = −300�B and choose a slow transition with rather small values of m for computational ease. Note that in our
convention the bouncing time scale �B is taken to be strictly positive.
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Figure 1. The form of the reconstructed potential for w = 1, n = 2.02, m = 1, �e = −300�B and �a = 0 (right) and the evolution of the scalar
field �(x) for the same parameter set (left), where x = �∕�B . Notice that the linear trend indicated (right) is here simply built from the tangent
at the minimum of �.

In fig. 2, we plot the sound speed square c2 and z, for n = 2.02 and w = 1 (following eq. (45)) for different values of � = k�B
and m. We can observe that z remains positive throughout the evolution and, as expected, it remains independent of m and � both
at very early times and after the bounce. However, in the regime around the transition, at x = −300, z depends both on m and �.
In particular for very small values of �, the value of z starts to deviate earlier from the approximated behavior z2 ≈ a2�(1+w)∕c2s .
This can be easily understood: the approximation is only valid for a large ratio of k2 = �2∕�2B to �2.

The behavior of c2, which is defined in eqs. (33) and (35), is similar. It deviates only around the transition regime, i.e. when
the dependency of m actually manifests itself. Again, the dependency on � depends on the ratio k2∕(�2). Note that for � ≪ 1
the sound speed square c2 can become negative around the transition regime. However, this does not correspond to the standard
gradient instability with the exponentially fast growth in the ultraviolet (UV), since in the UV limit (� ≫ 1) the sound speed
squared given in eq. (35) is positive-definite. On the other hand, in the infrared (IR) or at large scales (� ≪ 1), where c2 < 0, the
frequency is still positive-definite since |z′′∕z| ≫ |c2k

2
| (and z′′∕z < 0) so that !2 ≡ c2k

2 − z′′∕z > 0. Therefore, the model
is not plagued by either UV or IR instabilities during the transition phase. Furthermore, the model should be free from the strong
coupling, which is usually 4 signaled by vanishing of the UV/subhorizon (i.e. � ≫ 1) sound speed and which is insensitive to the
dispersion relation in the intermediate/IR scales. Each mode remains within the regime of validity of the perturbative expansion
and smoothly evolves from the initial time to the final time.

In order to numerically obtain the scalar power spectrum, we fix the initial conditions to the standard adiabatic vacuum so that

vk(x = xi)
√

�B
=

√

�
2

√

−xiH
(1)
4−ns
2

(

−cs�xi
)

(57)

and similarly for its derivative. Firstly, we check that our initial conditions for x ≪ −300 are indeed valid. In fig. 3 we plot the
normalized error ΔEOM of the initial conditions for different values of � or m, that is the quantity

ΔEOM = |

|

|

1
vk

d2vk(x)
dx2

(

c2�
2 − 1

z
d2z
dx2

)−1
+ 1||

|

. (58)

We verify that far away from the transition regime where �2∕k2 ≪ 1 the error is negligibly small. It only starts to increase
during the contraction phase, just as expected. For smaller values of �, the impact of the scale-dependent mass and sound speed
starts to matter earlier since the approximation depends on the ratio of �2 to k2 = �2∕�2B . On the other hand, changing the
value of m does not have any impact at early times. Thanks to the good agreement at x ≤ −106, we do not need to start evolving
the EOM from inside the horizon. We can instead start outside the horizon using the analytic approximation. In the following
we will fix the starting point for our numerical solution at x = −5 ⋅ 106 for 10−11 ≤ � ≤ 10−7. Different starting values do not
affect the conclusions of this work. From thereon, we shall use m = 0.01.

In fig. 4, we exhibit the real part and the absolute value of �3∕2k for different values of �. We see that neither at the transition

4 This is indeed the case e.g. in the framework of EFT of single-field inflation/dark energy, see e.g. [60].
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Figure 2. In the upper panels we plot the sound speed square for different values of � (top left) and m (top right). In the lower panels, we plot
z for, again, different values of � (bottom left) and m (bottom right). For these plots we consider the case of n = 2.02 and w = 1.
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Figure 3. The normalized error of the analytical solution for n = 2.02 andw = 1, for different values of � with m = 0.01 (left) and for different
values of m with � = 10−7 (right).

regime nor at the bounce, do we obtain any instability. In fact, neither the transition nor the bounce has any significant impact on
the curvature perturbation modes which are already far outside the horizon. For large � the comoving curvature perturbation is
oscillating, while for small � the curvature perturbation is frozen. However, we still have to be careful. Our analytic approximation
holds as long as �2 ≪ k2 (= �2∕�2B). In fig. 5, the left-hand side plot shows the ratio for small values of �. For small values
of �, the approximation here breaks down outside the horizon but still far away from the bouncing regime. The right-hand side
plot shows the normalized absolute value of the curvature perturbation (similarly to the right-hand side of fig. 4). As expected,
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Figure 4. The real part (left) and the absolute value (right) of the normalized evolution of the curvature perturbation modes for n = 2.02 and
w = 1, for different values of �.

κ=10-9

κ=10-10

κ=10-11

-80000 -60000 -40000 -20000 0
x

10-6

0.001

1

1000

106

α H^2/κ^2

κ=10-9

κ=10-10

κ=10-11

-80000 -60000 -40000 -20000 0
x

0.0030

0.0035

0.0040

0.0045

0.0050

0.0055

κ3/2Abs(Rk )

Figure 5. The left-hand side displays the ratio �2∕k2, and the right-hand side shows the normalized absolute value of the curvature perturbation
for n = 2.02 and w = 1.

the curvature perturbation is frozen before the breakdown of our analytic approximation. During the regime where �2∕k2 ≈ 1
the curvature perturbation falls down before freezing again. Therefore, the curvature power spectrum after leaving the horizon
does not coincide with the one after the bounce.

In fig. 6, the power spectrum is given before (at x = −106) and after the bounce (at x = 300) for different combinations of
w and n, along with their fit by a spectral index of the form A ⋅ �ns−1, where A is the amplitude of P ≡ k3|k|

2∕(2�2). The
power spectrum P is indeed slightly red-tilted with the correct spectral index of ns = 0.96 for the three different combination
of w and n, for small values of �. The overall amplitude is slightly different for the curvature power spectrum, while the spectral
shape is the same before and after the bounce, because of the aforementioned fall and freezing behavior.

2. Tensor part

The tensor perturbations are the same as in GR and are governed by the equation

d2uk
dx2

+
(

�2 − 1
a
d2a(x)
dx2

)

uk = 0 . (59)

Therefore, it only depends on the specific form of the scale factor. Before the transition period the scale factor is given by
a ∝ (−x)n. Therefore, for n ≠ 1, the solutions are given by the Hankel functions

uk
√

�B
=

√

�
2

√

−xH (1)
� (−�x) , where � = 2n − 1

2
. (60)
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Figure 6. The scalar power spectrum before (left) the transition period and after the bounce (right) for different combinations of w and n, i.e.
w = 1 & n = 2.02, w = 5∕3 & n = 1.01 and w = 7∕3 & n = 101∕150.
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Figure 7. The real part (left) and the absolute value (right) of the tensor modes are plotted for n = 2.02, w = 1 and different values of �.

The tensor power spectrum for the cosmological scales will explicitly depend on n and is not anymore always almost scale
invariant, but instead we have

nt = 4 − 2n (61)

for n > 1∕2, at horizon crossing in the contracting phase. Here nt is the spectral index of the tensor power spectrum Pℎ ≡
∑

� k
3
|ℎ�|2∕(2�2) = Aℎknt , with Aℎ being its amplitude. Therefore, among the three different cases considered for the scalar

part with n = 2.02, n = 1.01 and n = 101∕150 ≈ 0.67333⋯, only the first case leads to an almost scale invariant power spectrum.
The other ones are blue tilted.

The scale factor is decreasing in the contracting phase and, therefore, outside the horizon the tensor modes are either frozen
or growing, in contrast to the scalar modes. The time evolutions of the tensor modes for n = 2.02 are given in fig. 7 and we
observe that on superhorizon scales the modes are indeed growing. However, as for the scalar modes, neither the bounce nor the
transition period impacts the scale dependency of the tensor power spectrum, as fig. 8 demonstrates. Instead, it only leads to an
overall amplification factor coming from the superhorizon growth in the contracting phase. Only for n = 2.02 do we recover the
almost scale invariant power spectrum. In fact, the spectral index of the tensor and scalar modes are the same in this case, which
renders the comparison straightforward.

However, in that case, the tensor-to-scalar ratio, i.e. r ≡ Pℎ∕P, is extremely large (r ≫ 1), making this option unviable. This
is apparent when comparing figs. 6 and 8. On the other hand, for n < 2 the tensor spectrum is blue tilted and the tensor-to-scalar
ratio becomes scale dependent. Indeed, one can write the tensor-to-scalar ratio as

r = r0�nt−ns+1 . (62)

Assuming ns ≈ 0.96 and using eq. (61), the same conclusion is easily drawn. Numerically, it translates as r ∝ �1.94 for n = 1.01
or r ∝ �2.61333⋯ for n = 101∕150. In these two cases, on cosmological scales, the tensor power spectrum is significantly lower
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Figure 8. Tensor power spectra evaluated at x = −3000 before the transition (left) and at x = 300 after the bounce (right) are plotted for
different combinations of w and n, i.e. w = 1 & n = 2.02, w = 5∕3 & n = 1.01 and w = 7∕3 & n = 101∕150.

than the scalar one r|k=kCMB
≪ 1 as long as the time scale of the bounce is significantly shorter than the scale at the CMB, i.e.

�CMB = kCMB�B ≪ 1. Practically, this latter assumption should be easily satisfied.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this study, we introduced an explicit and testable bouncing universe scenario, built within the framework of minimally
modified gravity theories, specifically the class of so-called VCDM models. The proposed model successfully passes the first
tests a bounce scenario has to face. It does not suffer from ghost or gradient instabilities coming from the null-energy condition
violation and there are no issues related to the anisotropic stress or the BKL instability thanks to the ekpyrotic (w ≥ 1) equation
of state. From the observational side, the scalar power spectrum can be adapted by the choice of the equation of state and the
form of the potential leading to a nearly scale-invariant power spectrum with a spectral index of ns ≈ 0.96 in accordance of
the results of the Planck collaboration [4]. Moreover, the tensor power spectrum scales, in general, differently from the scalar
one. An equation of state w > 1 leads to a blue tensor spectrum. It is, therefore, possible to obtain a small tensor-to-scalar
ratio within the observational bounds at cosmological scales, while potentially detectable at much smaller scales such as those
of the gravitational-wave interferometers. To meet all these goals, the current model relies on a simple asymmetric bounce with
the minimal number of propagating dof’s (1 scalar + 2 tensors), unlike previous works based on Cuscuton [18, 19], in which
case the authors introduced an additional scalar field to fulfill the experimental constraints. This is a key part of this work: we
have built our model based on the VCDM, which can accommodate both modified gravity behavior and GR behavior, and have
reconstructed the potential in the Lagrangian from the background dynamics we chose.

Future work could investigate how sensitive to the bounce details (e.g. shape, duration, etc...) these tests are. A priori, we
argue that the conclusion of this work should prove relatively robust in this regard. Another crucial aspect to consider would
be non-Gaussianities, and evading the no-go theorem associated with it [43, 44]. However, since the curvature perturbations
are frozen outside the horizon, non-Gaussianities are generated inside the horizon when the kinetic energy of the scalar field is
subdominant. Naively, this should lead to small non-Gaussianities [61]. Otherwise, one may also worry of seeing a superluminal
sound speed in the matter sector (k-essence field). A standard ekpyrotic scalar field may sooth this, but would require a more
complicated, and probably more numerically-involved, approach to handle.
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