arXiv:1102.5036v2 [hep-ph] 7 May 2011

Space-time evolution induced by spinor fields with canonical and non-canonical kinetic terms

Tomohiro Inagaki, Yury Rybalov Graduate School of Integrated Arts and Sciences, Hiroshima University, Higashi-Hiroshima, 739-8521, Japan Xinhe Meng Department of Physics, Nankai University, Tianjin, 300071, P.R.China

Abstract

We study spinor field theories as an origin to induce space-time evolution. Self-interacting spinor fields with canonical and non-canonical kinetic terms are considered in a Friedman-Robertson-Walker universe. The deceleration parameter is calculated by solving the equation of motion and the Friedman equation, simultaneously. It is shown that the spinor fields can accelerate and decelerate the universe expansion. To construct realistic models we discuss the contributions from the dynamical symmetry breaking.

1 Introduction

The acceleration periods of the universe evolution are one of the most important problems to be explored in astroparticle physics today. Though the cosmological constant gives a simple solution to accelerate the universe expansion, a time dependent source is necessary to stop the inflation at the early universe and restart it at the present low energy scale. There is no simple candidate to derive the accelerated expansion of the universe in the Standard Model contents for particle physics. The problem calls for considerations to new field theory models which may describe the acceleration periods of the cosmic expansion.

Various models beyond the Standard Model have been studied to include candidates which accelerate the expansion of the universe. The simplest model can be constructed by an inflaton like scalar field which is easy to treat in a curved spacetime. A non-vanishing potential energy for the scalar field can induce the exponential expansion of the universe. On the other hand, a spinor field also has played an important role as a gravitational source. An ordinary free fermion behaves as a matter field and decelerates the universe expansion. Much interest has been demonstrated in order to extend the model for the spinor field in recent years.

The study of spinor fields in curved spacetime has a long history. The Dirac equation was investigated for massless spinor fields in curved space-time more than 50 years ago [1]. The Einstein-Dirac equations were solved for a massive spinor field in a special anisotropic spacetime, Bianchi type I universe with a cosmological constant [2]. The possibility to induce a primordial inflation [3] and the current expansion in a self-interaction spinor field [4] has recently been pointed out. Similar self-interacting fields have been discussed as a kind of Inflaton [5] and Quintom [6, 7]. They have been studied in a Bianchi type I framework [8, 9, 10] and other anisotropic space-time [11, 12]. Non-standard spinors are considered as a source for the current expansion in Refs. [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. There is a possibility to cause late-time cosmic acceleration by a spinor field through a coupling with the Brans-Dicke scalar field [22, 23], a form invariance transformation [24] and a non-minimal curvature coupling [25].

The class of dark energy models has been proposed in a scalar field with non-canonical kinetic terms, such as models named k-inflation [26, 27] or kessence [28, 29, 30]. A similar extension is possible for a spinor field. The spinor counterparts of k-essence for scalar field are called f-essence [31, 32] and g-essence [33]. We would like to continue the study of such models on selfinteracting spinor fields with non-canonical kinetic terms as well. It should be noted that models with the square of an usual Dirac Lagrangian may be special cases of f-essence scenario [34, 35].

The scalar invariant constructed from two spinor fields dynamically develops a non-vanishing value in QCD like theories [36, 37]. Then the chiral symmetry for the spinor fields is broken. It has played an essential role for the evolution of the universe. Only a little work has been done to evaluate the dynamical symmetry breaking in a non-static spacetime. In de-Sitter space it is possible to calculate the expectation value for the scalar invariant based on the maximal symmetry of the space [38, 39]. However, we would like to find solution with early- and late-time acceleration periods. For this purpose it is not avoidable to develop different procedure.

In this paper a spinor field is assumed as a gravitational source. We confine ourselves, for simplicity, in a Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric and evaluate the corresponding space-time evolution. In Sec. 2 we review the spacetime evolution induced by a spinor field with an ordinary canonical kinetic term. A self-interacting spinor field is considered in curved space-time. Evaluating the equation of motion for the spinor field and Einstein’s field equations, we show typical behaviors of the Hubble and deceleration parameters. It is quite general to introduce a non-canonical kinetic term in an effective model. We assume a simple form for the non-canonical kinetic term and evaluate the influences on the space-time evolution in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4 we set the critical scale where the dynamical symmetry breaking takes place by hand and discuss the critical behavior caused by the dynamical symmetry breaking. The space-time evolution may be suddenly modified by a first order phase transition. Finally, some concluding remarks are given in Sec. 5.

2 Spinor fields with a canonical kinetic term

Before we study special features of the non-canonical kinetic term for a spinor field, it is more instructive to discuss the space-time evolution induced by a spinor field with an ordinary canonical kinetic term. The space-time evolution is evaluated by solving the equation of motion for the spinor field and Einstein’s field equations, simultaneously. The variations of the action give rise to these equations.

Here we start from the action, S = ∫ d^4x √ −g (L_g + L_Λ + L_D ) , (1)

where L_g is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian and L_Λ describes a cosmological constant term L_g = 1 16πG R, L_Λ = − 1 8πG Λ, (2)

with R the curvature scalar and G the Newtonian constant. The Dirac Lagrangian L_D is given by

L_D = i 2 [¯ ψΓ^μD_μψ − (D_μψ̄)Γ^μψ ] − mψ̄ψ − V (ψ̄ψ), (3) where the covariant derivatives for spinor fields, ψ and ψ̄, are defined by D_μψ ≡ ∂_μψ − Ω_μψ, (4) and D_μψ̄ ≡ ∂_μψ̄ − ψ̄Ω_μ. (5) The spinor connection, Ω_μ, is written by the vierbein, e^μ_a,

Ω_μ = − 1 4 g_{ρσ} (Γ^ρ_{μδ} − e_{ρb}∂_μe_δ^b)Γ^σ Γ^δ , (6)

and the Dirac matrices, Γ^μ, are generalized in a curved spacetime,

Γ^μ ≡ e^μ_aγ^a. (7)

Here we suppose that the main contribution as a gravitational source comes from a non-vanishing expectation value for a scalar invariant, ψ̄ψ. The potential V (ψ̄ψ) can be written as a function of a composite operator ψ̄ψ. We noticed that only scalar invariants can develop non-vanishing vacuum expectation values to keep the Lorentz structures in Minkowski spacetime. It is not valid in a curved space-time. Thus the above assumption should be modified in a strongly curved space-time.

The equations of motion for ψ and ψ̄ are given by the variations of the action (1) with respect to ψ̄ and ψ, respectively, − i(D_μψ̄)Γ^μ − mψ̄ − dV dψ = 0, (8) and iΓ^μD_μψ − mψ − dV dψ̄ = 0. (9)

The variation of the action (1) with respect to the vierbein gives the Einstein’s field equations, R_{μν} − 1 2 Rg_{μν} + Λg_{μν} = −8πG⟨T_{μν} ⟩, (10) where the energy-momentum tensor, T_{μν} , is given by T_{μν} = i 4 [¯ ψΓ_μD_ν ψ + ψ̄Γ_ν D_μψ − (D_νψ̄)Γ_μψ − (D_μψ̄)Γ_ν ψ ] −g_{μν} L_D . (11)

The space-time evolution is found by solving Eqs. (8), (9) and (10) with the help of the above energy-momentum form.

We consider the case that the spinor field has a homogeneous and isotropic distribution and look for the solution in a FRW universe with a flatly spatial part. The FRW universe is defined by the metric

ds^2 = dt^2 − a^2(t)(dx^2 + dy^2 + dz^2). (12)

The space-time evolution is described by the time development of the scale factor a(t). Under the FRW metric, (12), the generalized Dirac matrices are given by Γ^0 = γ^0, Γ^i = 1 a(t) γ^i, (13)

and the spinor connection reads

Ω_0 = 0, Ω_i = 1 2 ȧ(t)γ^iγ^0. (14)

Since the spinor field is assumed to be homogeneous and isotropic, it is written as only a function of time. In this case Eqs. (8) and (9) are simplified to be ∂_0ψ̄ + 3 2 Hψ̄ − imψ̄γ^0 − i dV dψ γ^0 = 0, (15) and ∂_0ψ + 3 2 Hψ + iγ^0mψ + iγ^0 dV dψ̄ = 0, (16)

where H is the Hubble parameter, H ≡ ȧ(t)/a(t). The derivative of the potential, V (ψ̄ψ), can be written as dV dψ = V^′ · ψ̄, dV dψ̄ = V^′ · ψ. (17)

From Eqs. (15), (16) and (17) the potential dependence can be eliminated. Therefore the composite operator, ψ̄ψ, satisfies a simple equation of motion,

(∂_0 + 3H)ψ̄ψ = 0. (18)

This equation has a trivial solution, ψ̄ψ = 0. A non-trivial solution of Eq. (18) is ψ̄ψ = C a^3(t)

, (19)

where C is an arbitrary constant parameter fixed by an initial condition [3, 4, 6]. The composite operator, ψ̄ψ, develops as an ordinary matter field. We noticed that the solution (19) is obtained at the classical limit. It may be modified by radiative corrections for the potential and the energy-momentum tensor. It should be also noticed that the solution is found for a spatially constant, ψ̄ψ. However, we consider that the solution has something essential for the development of the composite operator and discuss the evolution of the spacetime under the solution (19).

In the FRW universe the energy-momentum tensor, T^μ_ν , has diagonal form. It can be parametrized as ⟨T^μ_ν ⟩ ≡ diag(ρ, −p, −p, −p), (20) where ρ corresponds to energy density and p pressure. Thus the Einstein’s field equations (10) read 3 ( ȧ(t) a(t) )_2

− Λ = 8πGρ, (21) and − 2 ( ä(t) a(t) ) − ( ȧ(t) a(t) )_2

+ Λ = 8πGp. (22)

From Eq. (11) with the equation of motion (15) and (16) the energy density, ρ, and the pressure, p, can be expressed as functions of the scalar invariant, ψ̄ψ, ρ = m⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ + ⟨V (ψ̄ψ)⟩, (23) and p = −⟨V (ψ̄ψ)⟩ + ⟨V^′(ψ̄ψ) · ψ̄ψ⟩. (24) An explicit form of the potential is necessary to find the typical behavior of the space-time. It is assumed that the potential can be expanded in terms of the scalar invariant, ⟨V (ψ̄ψ)⟩ = ∞∑ n=1 α_n⟨ψ̄ψ⟩^{2n}, (25) where α_n corresponds to a coupling constant for multi-fermion interactions. To avoid an unexpected divergence we consider only a positive n in Eq. (25). Since the scalar invariant, ψ̄ψ, is a dimension 3 operator, the potential (25) is not renormalizable. We regard the potential as a low energy effective one comming from a more fundamental theory at a high energy scale. It is expected that the higher order terms of ψ̄ψ are suppressed at low energy. Below, we cut the summation at n_{max}. We noted that the model is a kind of four-fermion interaction models for n_{max} = 1 which is often used as a low energy effective model of QCD [36, 37].

Hence, the energy density, ρ, and the pressure, p, read ρ = m⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ + n_{max}∑

n=1 α_n⟨ψ̄ψ⟩^{2n}, (26) and p = n_{max}∑

n=1 α_n(2n − 1)⟨ψ̄ψ⟩^{2n}. (27)

For a trivial solution of Eq. (18), ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ = 0, the right hand sides of the Einstein’s field equations, (21) and (22) vanish, which simply describes a well known de Sitte universe. We can recognize that the solution corresponds to lepton and heavy quark fields. In our universe finite vacuum expectation values are not observed for the lepton and the heavy quark bilinears. These spinor fields have no role for the evolution of the universe. However, it is known that the composite operator, ψ̄ψ, develops non-vanishing value for up and down quarks in the current universe. Thus we evaluate the space-time evolution under the solution (19). Inserting the solution (19) into Eqs. (26) and (27), we rewrite the Einstein’s field equations, (21) and (22), as 3 ( ȧ(t) a(t) )_2 − Λ = 8πG [ m C a^3(t) + n_{max}∑

n=1 α_n C^{2n} a^{6n}(t) ] , (28) and −2 ( ä(t) a(t) ) − ( ȧ(t) a(t) )_2 + Λ = 8πG [_{nmax} ∑ n=1 α_n(2n − 1) C^{2n} a^{6n}(t) ] . (29)

As is known, these equations are not independent. Equation (29) can be derived from Eq. (28) plus the Bianchi identity. These equations are called Friedman equations.

The Hubble parameter ,H, then is given by

H^2 = Λ 3 + 8πG 3 [ m C a^3(t) + n_{max}∑

n=1 α_n C^{2n} a^{6n}(t) ] . (30)

The cosmological constant and the mass terms mainly contribute to the righthand side of Eq. (30) at the low energy limit, a(t) → ∞. As is well-known, the composite operator, ψ̄ψ, develops a negative expectation value for up and down quarks in the current hadronic phase. It means that the parameter, C, has to be negative for the light quarks. Thus the mass term in Eq. (30) is negative in the standard model of particle physics. On the other hand, the left-hand side of Eq. (30) has possessed a non-negative value. The cosmological constant is necessary to take the low energy limit as, a(t) → ∞. Upper limit for the scale factor exists without the cosmological constant. It should be noted that the parameter C is assumed to be positive in Refs. [4, 6].

The deceleration parameter is written as q ≡ − ä(t) H^2a(t) = 1 2 (1 + 3ω), (31)

where ω shows the equation of state of the universe, ω ≡ −Λ + 8πGp Λ + 8πGρ

= −Λ + 8πG [_{nmax} ∑ n=1 α_n(2n − 1) C^{2n} a^{6n}(t) ]

Λ + 8πG [ m C a^3(t) + n_{max}∑

n=1 α_n C^{2n} a^{6n}(t)

] . (32)

An acceleration period is realized for a negative q. At the low energy limit, a(t) → ∞, it diverges for Λ = 0 and approaches a negative unity for a nonvanishing Λ.

Evaluating Eqs. (30) and (31) numerically, we show features of the spinor field as a gravitational source. In numerical calculations all the mass scales are normalized by the fermion mass m. In Fig. 1 typical behavior for the Hubble and the deceleration parameters are shown as a function of the scale factor a for a four-fermion interaction model without cosmological constant. An eightfermion interaction is introduced in Fig. 2. The parameter, C, in Eq. (30) is negative for QCD-like theories. The equation (30) has a real solution for

(a) H^2/(8πGm^4) (b) q

Figure 1: Behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters for Λ = 0, C = −1, α_1m^2 = 5, 10, 15 and n_{max} = 1.

(a) H^2/(8πGm^4) (b) q

Figure 2: Behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters for Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0.1, C = −1, α_1m^2 = 5, 10, 15 and n_{max} = 1.

the Hubble parameter, only if the coupling constant for the higher dimensional operator, α_{nmax} , takes a positive value. As is seen in Fig. 1 (a), the right-hand side of Eq. (30) develops a negative value for a larger a. Since the Friedman equation has no real solution, the parameter range for the dashed line is ruled out. There is an upper limit for the scale factor. In Fig. 1 (b) we observe that the deceleration parameter, q, blows up at the upper limit.

In Fig. 2 we introduce a cosmological constant term for a four-fermion interaction model. Since the cosmological constant term makes the right-hand side of Eq. (30) shift, it is possible to cancel a negative contribution from the fermion self interaction terms. In other words, a cosmological constant like gravitational source is necessary to realize an open universe with a non-vanishing ψ̄ψ. In Fig. 2 (b) the deceleration parameter converges to unity for a large a limit. Thus the late time universe can be accelerated by the cosmological constant.

For a small a higher dimensional operators modify the behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters. Interesting behavior is found if one of α_n is negative. In Fig. 3 we draw the behavior of the Hubble parameter for a negative

(a) H^2/(8πGm^4) (b) H 2/(8πGm4)

Figure 3: Behavior of the Hubble parameter for Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0, 0.1, C = −1, α_1m^2 = 10, α_2m^8 = −0.6, −0.8, −1, α_3m^{14} = 0.03 and n_{max} = 3.

(a) Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0 (b) Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0.1

Figure 4: Behavior of the deceleration parameter for C = −1, α_1m^2 = 10, α_2m^8 = −0.6, −0.8, −1, α_3m^{14} = 0.03 and n_{max} = 3.

eight-fermion coupling, α_2 < 0. We also introduce a positive twelve-fermion coupling, α_3 > 0 to stabilize the potential. A negative α_2 modifies the behavior of Hubble parameter in Fig. 3 (a). As is shown in Fig. 3 (b) the square of the Hubble parameter becomes negative without cosmological constant. Thus the Friedman equation has no real solution on the parameter range for the dashed line. This again means that the universe has an upper limit. The deceleration parameter blows up at the scale in Fig. 4 (a). In the case a_2m^8 = −1 we find an acceleration period, q < 0, without any cosmological constant. In Fig. 4 (b) it is found that the late time universe can also be accelerated by introducing cosmological constant.

3 Non-canonical kinetic term

In the previous section we only consider scalar type multi-fermion interactions. It is assumed that such interactions are introduced in a field theory as low energy effective model stemming from a more fundamental theory at high energy scales.

Varieties of interactions which keep the actual symmetry for the particle physics can be generated. A kinetic term for fermion may also be modified at low energy scale. Here we investigate a class of fermion field theories which are described by the Dirac Lagrangian with non-canonical kinetic terms,

L_D = i 2 f(ψ̄ψ) [¯ ψΓ^μD_μψ − (D_μψ̄)Γ^μψ ] +mψ̄ψ − V (ψ̄ψ), (33) where the function f(ψ̄ψ) modifies the kinetic term. If we set f(ψ̄ψ) = 1, the Lagrangian (3) is reproduced. Here we consider a more general case, where the function f(ψ̄ψ) is given by a function of only a scalar invariant ψ̄ψ.

The non-canonical kinetic terms modify the equations of motion for fermion fields, ψ and ψ̄, to i 2 f^′ψ̄ [¯ ψΓ^μD_μψ − (D_μψ̄)Γ^μψ ] − i 2 (∂_μf)ψ̄Γ^μ −if(D_μψ̄)Γ^μ + mψ̄ − V^′ψ̄ = 0, (34) and i 2 f^′ψ [¯ ψΓ^μD_μψ − (D_μψ̄)Γ^μψ ] + i 2 (∂_μf)Γ^μψ

+ifΓ^μD_μψ + mψ − V^′ψ = 0, (35)

where we write f^′ ≡ df(ψ̄ψ) d(ψ̄ψ) . (36)

Derivatives of the potential, V (ψ̄ψ), and the function f(ψ̄ψ) can be written as dV dψ = V^′ · ψ̄, dV dψ̄ = V^′ · ψ, df dψ = f^′ · ψ̄, df dψ̄ = f^′ · ψ. (37)

From Eqs. (34) and (35) with Eqs. (37) we obtain a simple equation of motion for the composite operator, ψ̄ψ, [( f + ψ̄ψf^′ ) ∂_0 + 3fH ]¯ ψψ = 0. (38)

There is a trivial solution, ψ̄ψ = 0. To find a non-trivial solution we expand the function f(ψ̄ψ) in terms of the scalar invariant, f(ψ̄ψ) = ∑ n β_n(ψ̄ψ)^{2n}. (39)

Thus the non-trivial solution of Eq. (38) is found to be f(ψ̄ψ)ψ̄ψ = ∑ n β_n(ψ̄ψ)^{2n+1} = C a^3(t)

, (40)

where C is a constant parameter.

We numerically solve Eq. (40) for a fixed a(t = t_0), ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩(t = t_0) and β_n. We draw typical behavior of ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ in Fig. 5 with ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩(t = t_0) = m^3 and a(t = t_0) = m^{−1}. The term, β_1(ψ̄ψ)^2, changes the slope for a small a. If the coefficient, β_1,

(a) β_{−1} = β_2 = 0 (b) β_{−1} = 0, β_1m^6 = −1

(c) β_1 = β_2 = 0

We set β_0 = 1 and β_n = 0 for n ≠ −1, 0, 1, 2.

Figure 5: Behavior of the expectation value ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ for ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩(t = t_0) = m^3, a(t = t_0) = m^{−1}.

is negative, a positive β_2 is necessary to satisfy Eq. (40) for a large |⟨ψ̄ψ⟩|. In this case a more gradual slope is observed for a larger β_2. The term, β_n(ψ̄ψ)^{2n}, with a negative n diverges at the limit, ψ̄ψ → 0. Non-canonical kinetic term remains at a late time universe. Thus the term, β_{−1}(ψ̄ψ)^{−2}, is less interesting. In Fig. 5 (c) a negative β_{−1} raises up a value, |ψ̄ψ|, for a large a.

In the FRW universe the Einstein’s field equations are given by Eqs. (21) and (22). For the Lagrangian (33) the energy-momentum tensor, T_{μν} , is modified to be T_{μν} = i 4 f(ψ̄ψ) [¯ ψΓ_μD_ν ψ + ψ̄Γ_ν D_μψ − (D_νψ̄)Γ_μψ

−(D_μψ̄)Γ_ν ψ ] − g_{μν} L_D. (41)

From Eq. (41) with the equation of motions (34) and (35) we find the same expression for the energy density, ρ, and the pressure, p, with Eqs. (26) and (27), respectively. Thus the Friedman equations read 3 ( ȧ(t) a(t) )_2 − Λ = 8πG ( m⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ + n_{max}∑

n=1 α_n⟨ψ̄ψ⟩^{2n} ) , (42) and −2 ( ä(t) a(t) ) − ( ȧ(t) a(t) )_2 + Λ = 8πG (_{nmax} ∑ n=1 α_n(2n − 1)⟨ψ̄ψ⟩^{2n} ) . (43)

As is mentioned in the previous section, the Eq. (43) can be derived from the Eq. (42) with the help of continuous equation for the homogenous pressure and density from the cosmic fermionic components.

(a) H^2/(8πGm^4) (b) q

Figure 6: The behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters for Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0.1, ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩(t = 0) = m^3, a(t = 0) = m^{−1}, α_1m^2 = 10, n_{max} = 1, β_0 = 1, β_1m^6 = 0, 1, 2 and β_m = 0 for m ≠ 0, 1.

(a) H^2/(8πGm^4) (b) q

Figure 7: The behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters for Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0.1, ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩(t = 0) = m^3, a(t = 0) = m^{−1}, α_1m^2 = 10, n_{max} = 1, β_0 = 1, β_1m^6 = −1, β_2m^{12} = 1, 2, 3 and β_m = 0 for m ≠ 0, 1, 2.

We again assume that the non-trivial solution is realized for some of spinor fields and numerically solve the Friedman equation (42) under the non-trivial solution (40). The results depend on the parameters α_n and β_n. Varieties of evolution can be reproduced by choosing these parameters. Here we set finite values for α_1 and β_n with n ∈ {−1, 0, 1, 2}. To avoid the upper limit for the scale factor we introduce a cosmological constant.

As is seen in Figs. 6 and 7 the acceleration period, q < 0, appears later for a larger β_1 and β_2. If we introduce a negative α_2 with a positive α_3, a similar behavior with Fig. 4 is observed for a small a. Therefore an early-time acceleration can be induced by the negative α_2. Non-canonical kinetic terms can control when the late-time acceleration period starts with the model parameters tuning properly.

(a) H^2/(8πGm^4) (b) q

Figure 8: The solid lines show the behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters for Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0.1, ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩(t = 0) = m^3, a(t = 0) = m^{−1}, α_1m^2 = 10, n_{max} = 1, β_0 = 1, β_{−1}m^{−6} = −0.05, −0.1, −0.15 and β_m = 0 for m ≠ −1, 0. The dashed lines represent the behavior for Λ = 0.

The term, β_{−1}(ψ̄ψ)^{−2}, raises up the Hubble parameter. As is shown in Fig. 8, an open universe can be realized without any cosmological constant like gravitational source for a negative β_{−1}.

4 Condensation of spinor fields

In QCD like theory the gauge interaction becomes stronger at low energy. The strong gauge interaction induces the condensation of spinor fields below a critical scale, a_{cr} or a critical temperature T_{cr}, see for example Ref. [40]. After the condensation the expectation value for the composite operator constructed by fermion and anti-fermion, ψ̄ψ, develops a non-vanishing value. It is known as the spontaneously chiral symmetry breaking result in QCD [36]. Thus it is natural to use the trivial solution ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ = 0 before the universe arrives the critical scale, a(t) < a_{cr}. In a static background metric the multi-fermion interaction is evaluated in Refs. [41, 42, 43]. In the FRW universe the critical scale have to be fixed by observing the effective action of the theoretical model. For this purpose the quantum field theory in an unstable background metric is necessary. It seems to have many difficulties [44, 45]. We take the remaining problem to fix the critical scale as future works. However, the symmetry breaking changes the solution for the equation of motion. It has played a decisive role for the evolution of the universe. Here we set the critical scale by hand and discuss the contribution from the symmetry breaking effects at certain scales.

We suppose that the first order phase transition takes place, the solution for the equation of motion suddenly jumps from the trivial to the non-trivial one. Under the trivial solution the Hubble parameter is constant, which corresponds to the well known de Sitter universe phase. A static universe realized without any cosmological constant like terms. The cosmological constant can exponentially expand the universe. After the universe arrives at the critical scale, the expectation value for the composite operator ψ̄ψ decelerates the cosmic expansion.

(a) H^2/(8πGm^4) (b) q

Figure 9: Behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters for a_{cr}m = 1.5, Λ/(8πGm^4) = 0.1, C = −1, α_1m^2 = 5 and n_{max} = 1.

We set the critical scale at a_{cr}m = 1.5 by hand and draw a typical behavior of the Hubble and the deceleration parameters for the same parameter setting with a line for α_1m^2 = 5 in Fig. 2. As is seen in Fig. 9, the Hubble and the deceleration parameters are constant, H^2 = Λ/3 and q = −1 below the critical scale a < a_{cr}. We observe the same solution with Fig. 3 above the critical scale. In this case the spinor field contributes in the intermediate scale. The cosmological constant dominated universe can be realized at the early and the late stage of the universe evolution. We note that the cosmological parameters moves smoothly at the critical scale if the phase transition is of the second order.

5 Conclusions

We have investigated the self-interacting spinor fields as a gravitational source for space-time evolution via the Einstein’s gravity. It has been assumed that the background metric is homogeneous and isotropic in the large scale. We have solved the Einstein-Dirac equations for the spinor bilinear, ψ̄ψ, in the FRW metric. There are two solutions. One of the solutions, ψ̄ψ = 0, has played no significant role for the space-time evolution.

First, we have evaluated the non-trivial solution and showed some behaviors of the cosmological parameters. It has been observed that a self-interacting potential can induce the early time cosmic acceleration. It is consistent with result in Ref. [3]. The expectation value for the mass term dominates the vacuum energy at a late stage of the universe evolution. Because of a negative expectation value for the spinor bilinear operator, ψ̄ψ, mass term decelerates cosmic expansion. Only a closed universe can be realized without another gravitational source. In this work we have introduced a cosmological constant term. The cosmological constant can promote the accelerated expansion of the Universe at a late stage. It is shown that the non-canonical kinetic term controls when the late time acceleration starts.

Non-vanishing expectation value for the spinor bilinear breaks the chiral symmetry for the spinor field. It is believed that high temperature, high density and strong curvature may restore the broken symmetry at the early universe. Thus it is not always valid to adopt the non-trivial solution of the Einstein-Dirac equations. The trivial solution is realized before the critical scale, a < a_{cr}. Here we have set a critical scale, a_{cr}, by hand and demonstrate the possibility that the spinor fields can decelerate the cosmic expansion in an intermediate scale.

It should be noted that the late time accelerated expansion or the dark energy phenomena can be produced without a cosmological constant. An interesting mechanisms is found in a modified gravity. For general review of the later time accelerated expansion in the modified gravity, see Ref. [46]. It is not hard to take account of spinor source in above scheme.

In this paper we restrict the potential as a function of only the scalar invariant operator, ψ̄ψ, and consider isotropic universe evolution for large scale. Other types of spinor bilinear may generate an angular momentum. It is known that an anisotropic universe is generally realized due to the spinor angular momentum. Hence, it is interesting to include other types of spinor bilinear and study the model in an anisotropic universe. We have not calculated the critical scale, a_{cr}, starting from the action. It should be fixed by observing the stationary point of the effective action. To evaluate the effective action we should take into account the quantum and thermal effects in an expanding universe background. We will continue our work further and hope to report on these problems.

Aknowledgment

This work is partly supported by Nature Science Fondation of China (NSFC) under contract No.11075078 and 10675062.

References

[1] D. R. Brill and J. A. Wheeler, Rev. Mod. Phys. 29, (1957) 465.

[2] M. Henneaux, Phys. Rev. D 21, (1980) 857.

[3] C. Armendariz-Picon and P. B. Greene, Gen. Rel. Grav. 35, (2003) 1637.

[4] M. O. Ribas, F. P. Devecchi and G. M. Kremer, Phys. Rev. D 72, (2005) 123502 [arXiv:gr-qc/0511099].

[5] T. Watanabe, arXiv:0902.1392 [astro-ph.CO].

[6] Y. F. Cai and J. Wang, Class. Quant. Grav. 25, (2008) 165014 [arXiv:0806.3890 [hep-th]].

[7] J. Wang, S. w. Cui and S. p. Yang, Phys. Lett. B 683, (2010) 101 [arXiv:0901.1439 [gr-qc]].

[8] B. Saha and G. N. Shikin, J. Math. Phys. 38, (1997) 5305 [arXiv:gr-qc/9609055].

[9] B. Saha, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 16, (2001) 1287 [arXiv:gr-qc/0009002]. [10] B. Saha, Phys. Rev. D 74, (2006) 124030.

[11] B. Saha, Phys. Rev. D 69, (2004) 124006 [arXiv:gr-qc/0308088]. [12] B. Saha, Grav. Cosmol. 16, (2010) 160.

[13] Y. Q. Gu, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 22, (2007) 4667 [arXiv:gr-qc/0610147]. [14] C. G. Boehmer and D. F. Mota, Phys. Lett. B 663, (2008) 168 [arXiv:0710.2003 [astro-ph]].

[15] C. G. Boehmer, Phys. Rev. D 77, (2008) 123535 [arXiv:0804.0616 [astroph]].

[16] D. Gredat and S. Shankaranarayanan, JCAP 1001, (2010) 008 [arXiv:0807.3336 [astro-ph]].

[17] C. G. Boehmer and J. Burnett, Phys. Rev. D 78, (2008) 104001 [arXiv:0809.0469 [gr-qc]].

[18] S. Shankaranarayanan, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 18, (2009) 2173 [arXiv:0905.2573 [astro-ph.CO]].

[19] C. G. Boehmer and J. Burnett, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 25, (2010) 101 [arXiv:0906.1351 [gr-qc]].

[20] H. Wei, [arXiv:1002.4230 [gr-qc]].

[21] C. G. Boehmer, J. Burnett, D. F. Mota and D. J. Shaw, JHEP 1007, (2010) 053 [arXiv:1003.3858 [hep-th]].

[22] D. J. Liu, Phys. Rev. D 82, (2010) 063523 [arXiv:1005.5508 [astro-ph.CO]]. [23] L. L. Samojeden, F. P. Devecchi and G. M. Kremer, Phys. Rev. D 81, (2010) 027301 [arXiv:1001.2285 [gr-qc]].

[24] L. P. Chimento, F. P. Devecchi, M. I. Forte and G. M. Kremer, Class.

Quant. Grav. 25, (2008) 085007 [arXiv:0707.4455 [gr-qc]].

[25] M. O. Ribas, F. P. Devecchi and G. M. Kremer, Europhys. Lett. 81, (2008) 19001 [arXiv:0710.5155 [gr-qc]].

[26] C. Armendariz-Picon, T. Damour and V. F. Mukhanov, Phys. Lett. B 458, (1999) 209 [arXiv:hep-th/9904075].

[27] J. Garriga and V. F. Mukhanov, Phys. Lett. B 458, (1999) 219 [arXiv:hep-th/9904176].

[28] T. Chiba, T. Okabe and M. Yamaguchi, Phys. Rev. D 62, (2000) 023511 [arXiv:astro-ph/9912463].

[29] C. Armendariz-Picon, V. F. Mukhanov and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 85, (2000) 4438 [arXiv:astro-ph/0004134].

[30] C. Armendariz-Picon, V. F. Mukhanov and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. D 63, (2001) 103510 [arXiv:astro-ph/0006373].

[31] R. Myrzakulov, arXiv:1011.4337 [astro-ph.CO].

[32] P. Tsyba, K. Yerzhanov, K. Esmakhanova, I. Kulnazarov, G. Nugmanova and R. Myrzakulov, arXiv:1103.5918 [gr-qc].

[33] K. K. Yerzhanov, P. Y. Tsyba, S. R. Myrzakul, I. I. Kulnazarov and R. Myrzakulov, arXiv:1012.3031 [astro-ph.CO].

[34] R. Rakhi, G. V. Vijayagovindan and K. Indulekha, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 25, (2010) 2735 [arXiv:0912.1222 [gr-qc]].

[35] R. Rakhi, G. V. Vijayagovindan, N. P. Abraham and K. Indulekha, Int. J.

Mod. Phys. A 25, (2010) 1267 [arXiv:0910.3761 [hep-ph]]. [36] Y. Nambu, G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 122, 345 (1961). [37] D. J. Gross and A. Neveu, Phys. Rev. D 10, (1974) 3235. [38] T. Inagaki, S. Mukaigawa and T. Muta, Phys. Rev. D 52, (1995) 4267 [arXiv:hep-th/9505058].

[39] J. Hashida, S. Mukaigawa, T. Muta, K. Ohkura and K. Yamamoto, Phys.

Rev. D 61, (2000) 044015 [arXiv:gr-qc/9907014].

[40] T. Inagaki, T. Muta and S. D. Odintsov, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 127, (1997) 93 [arXiv:hep-th/9711084].

[41] M. Hayashi, T. Inagaki and H. Takata, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 24, (2009) 5363.

[42] T. Inagaki and M. Hayashi, in Strong Coupling Gauge Theories in LHC Era, Eds. H. Fukaya, M. Harada, M. Tanabashi, K. Yamawaki, (World Scientific, Singapore, 2011) [arXiv:1003.1173 [hep-ph]].

[43] M. Hayashi and T. Inagaki, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 25, (2010) 3353 [arXiv:1003.3163 [hep-ph]].

[44] T. Inagaki, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, JCAP 0506, (2005) 010 [arXiv:gr-qc/0504054].

[45] T. Inagaki, J. Phys. A 39, (2006) 6455 [arXiv:gr-qc/0602083]. [46] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:1011.0544 [gr-qc].