arXiv:1203.1315v3 [gr-qc] 31 Jan 2013

Finite-time future singularities models in f(T ) gravity and the effects of viscosity

M. R. Setare^{a1} and M. J. S. Houndjo^{b,c2} a Department of Science, Payame Noor University, Bijar, Iran b Departamento de Ciências Naturais - CEUNES Universidade Federal do Espírito Santo CEP 29933-415 - São Mateus - ES, Brazil c Institut de Mathématiques et de Sciences Physiques (IMSP) 01 BP 613 Porto-Novo, Bénin

Abstract We investigate models of future finite-time singularities in f(T ) theory, where T is the torsion scalar. The algebraic function f(T ) is put as the teleparallel term T plus an arbitrary function g(T ). A suitable expression of the Hubble parameter is assumed and constraints are imposed in order to provide an expanding universe. Two parameters β and Hs that appear in the Hubble parameter are relevant in specifying the types of singularities. Differential equations of g(T ) are established and solved, leading to the algebraic f(T ) models for each type of future finite time singularity. Moreover, we take into account the viscosity in the fluid and discuss three interesting cases: constant viscosity, viscosity proportional to √ −T and the general one where the viscosity is proportional to (−T )^{n/2}, where n is a natural number. We see that for the first and second cases, in general, the singularities are robust against the viscous fluid, while for the general case, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze can be avoided from the effects of the viscosity for some values of n.

Pacs numbers:

1 Introduction

Recent observations of type Ia supernova (SNIa) and WMAP [1, 2] indicate that our universe is currently undergoing an accelerating expansion, which confront the fundamental theories with great challenges and also make the researches on this problem a major endeavour in modern astrophysics and cosmology. Missing energy density - with negative pressure - responsible for this expansion has been dubbed dark energy. Wide range of scenarios have been proposed to explain this acceleration while most of them can not explain all the features of universe or they have so many parameters that makes them difficult to fit. In this direction we can consider theories of modified gravity [3], or field models of dark

1e-mail: rezakord@ipm.ir 2e-mail: sthoundjo@yahoo.fr

energy. The field models that have been discussed widely in the literature consider a cosmological constant [4], a canonical scalar field (quintessence)[5], a phantom field, that is a scalar field with a negative sign of the kinetic term [6, 7], or the combination of quintessence and phantom in a unified model named quintom [8]. In the other hand modified models of gravity provides the natural gravitational alternative for dark energy [9]. Moreover, modified gravity present natural unification of the early time inflation and late-time acceleration thanks to different role of gravitational terms relevant at small and at large curvature. Also modified gravity may naturally describe the transition from non-phantom phase to phantom one without necessity to introduce the exotic matter. Among these theories, scalar-tensor theories [10], f(R) gravity [11], DGP braneworld gravity [12] and string-inspired theories [13] are studied extensively. Recently a theory of f(T ) gravity has been received attention. Models based on modified teleparallel gravity were presented, in one hand, as an alternative to inflationary models [14, 15], and on the other hand, as an alternative to dark energy models [16]. New spherically symmetric solutions of black holes and wormholes are obtained with a constant torsion and for the cases for which the radial pressure is proportional to a real constant, to some algebraic functions f(T ) and their derivatives, or vanishing identically [21]. In the same way, an algebraic function f(T ) is obtained through the reconstruction method for two cases and the study of a polytropic model for the stellar structure is developed [22]. Moreover, f(T ) gravity is reconstructed according to holographic dark energy is explicitly presented in [23] and latter an anisotropic fluid for a set of non-diagonal tetrads in f(T ) gravity explored generating various classes of new black hole and wormhole solutions [24]. Also, many works have been done in order to check whether f(T ) gravity can present results consistent with the many advances in cosmology and astrophysics [25]. Recently, Bamba et al investigate the reconstruction of power law model, exponential model and logarithmic model, able to reproduce some of the future finite time singularities and also discuss the thermodynamics near these singularities [26] (For other works about future finite time singularities, see [27]). Also, future singularities with the presence of a viscous fluid as well as other interesting properties, have been already studied (in the context of General Relativity and f(R) gravity)[28].

In the present paper we investigate the f(T ) gravity models that are able to reproduce the four types of finite time future singularities from a suitable choice of Hubble parameter. A parameter β in the expression of the Hubble parameter plays an important role in specifying these singularities. The algebraic function f(T ) is assumed as the sum of the teleparallel term T and an algebraic function g(T ) with which all the task is done. According to some values of the parameter β, differential equation of g(T ) are established and solved in some ways. The algebraic function f(T ) for each type of singularity is obtained from each expression of g(T ).

On the other hand, we notify that the presence of finite-time future singularities may cause serious problems in the black holes or stellar astrophysics [29]. A way to probe the possible avoidance of these singularities is considering that the fluid possesses viscosity. This is the second purpose of this work. As previously mentioned, the models that lead to future finite time singularities have been reconstructed considering a non viscous fluid. Thus, we introduce the viscosity and investigate its effects on the singularities. We see that when the constant viscosity or the viscosity proportional to √ −T is considered, in general, the singularities are robust against the viscosity. However, when the viscosity is proportional to (−T )^{n/2}, for some values of the parameter n, the viscosity may cure the Big Rip and the Big Freeze.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, the f(T ) gravity formalism and the field equations are presented. The Sec. 3 is devoted to the presentation of the Hubble parameter, the classification of future finite time singularities. Suitable scale factor coming from the Hubble parameter are presented according to the values of the parameter β for obtaining the algebraic f(T ) function. The viscosity is introduced in the Sec. 4 and its effect is investigated as the singularities are approached. The conclusion and perspectives are presented in Sec. 5.

2 f(T ) gravity and field equations

Let us define the notation of the Latin subscript as those related to the tetrad fields, and the Greek one related to the spacetime coordinates. For a general specetime metric, we can define the line element as ds^2 = g_{μν} dx^μdx^ν . (1) The projection of this line element can be described in the tangent space to the spacetime through the matrix called tetrad as follows:

ds^2 = g_{μν} dx^μdx^ν = η_{ij} θ^iθ^j , (2) dx^μ = e^μ_i θ^i , θ^i = e^i_μdx^μ , (3) where η_{ij} is the metric on Minkowski’s spacetime and e^μ_i e^i_ν = δ^μ_ν , or e^μ_i e^j_μ = δ^j_i .

The action for the theory of modified gravity based on a modification of the teleparallel equivalent of General Relativity, namely f(T ) theory of gravity, coupled with matter L_m is given by [15, 18, 19, 20] S = 1 16πG ∫ d^4xe [T + g(T ) + L_m]_, (4) where e = det(e^i_μ) = √ −g. Here, G is the gravitational constant and c the speed of the light. From now, we will use the units 8πG = c = 1. The teleparallel Lagrangian T is defined as follows T = S^{μν}_ρ T^ρ_{μν} , (5) where T^ρ_{μν} = e^ρ_i (∂_μe^i_ν − ∂_ν e^i_μ), (6) S^{μν}_ρ = 1 2 (K^{μν}_ρ + δ^μ_ρ T^{θν}_θ − δ^ν_ρ T^{θμ}_θ), (7) and K^{μν}_ρ is the contorsion tensor K^{μν}_ρ = − 1 2 (T^{μν}_ρ − T^{νμ}_ρ − T^{μν}_ρ ). (8) The field equations are obtained by varying the action with respect to vierbein e^i_μ as follows − e^{−1}∂_μ(eS^{μν}_i )(1 + g_T ) − e^λ_i T^ρ_{μλ}S^{νμ}_ρ g_T + S^{μν}_i ∂_μ(T )g_{T T} − 1 4 e^ν_i(T + g(T )) = e^ρ_i T^ν_ρ , (9) where g_T = g^′(T ) and g_{T T} = g^{′′}(T ) and T the energy momentum tensor. Now, we take the usual spatially-flat metric of Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) universe, in agreement with observations

ds^2 = dt^2 − a(t)^2 3∑ i=1 (dx^i)^2, (10)

where a(t) is the scale factor as a one-parameter function of the cosmological time t.

Let us assume first that the background is a non-viscous fluid. Using the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric and the perfect fluid matter in the Lagrangian (4) and the field equations (9), one obtains T = −6H^2 , (11) 3H^2 = ρ_{ef f} , (12) −3H^2 − 2Ḣ = p_{ef f} , (13) where ρ_{ef f} and p_{ef f} denote respectively the effective energy density and pressure of the universe and defined by ρ_{ef f} = ρ − 1 2 g − 6H^2g_T , (14) p_{ef f} = p + 1 2 g + 2 ( 3H^2 + Ḣ ) g_T − 24ḢH^2g_{T T} , (15) where H is the Hubble parameter and defined by H = ȧ/a. Using (14) and (15), and combining (12) and (13), one gets 2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ(1 + ω) 2Ḣ + 1 = 0 , (16) where we used the barotropic equation of state p = ωρ. Then, for a given scale factor corresponding to a future finite time singularity, the action may explicitly be reconstructed by solving the differential equation (16).

3 Future finite time singularities

We propose to find in f(T ) gravity, models that reproduce the four types of finite time future singularities from the Hubble parameter [32] H = h (t_s − t)^{−β} + C , (17) where h, C and t_s are positive constants and t < t_s. These constraints are imposed to the parameter for providing an expanding universe. The parameter β can be a positive constant or a negative non-integer number. Then, as the singularity time t_s is approached, H or some of its derivatives and therefore, the torsion, diverge. C is essentially relevant near the singularity only when β < 0 (where we denote it as C = H_s, the Hubble parameter at the singularity time), and then, we can assume C = 0 when β > 0.

The finite-time singularities are classified in the following way [30, 31] • Type I (Big Rip): for t → t_s, a → ∞, ρ_{ef f} → ∞ and |p_{ef f} | → ∞ at t = t_s. This corresponds to β = 1 and β > 1.

• Type II (Sudden): for t → t_s, a → a_s, ρ_{ef f} → ρ_s and |p_{ef f} | → ∞. It corresponds to −1 < β < 0. • Type III (Big Freeze): for t → t_s, a → a_s, ρ_{ef f} → ∞ and |p_{ef f} | → ∞. This corresponds to 0 < β < 1.

• Type IV (Big Brake): for t → t_s, a → a_0, ρ_{ef f} → 0, p_{ef f} → 0 and higher derivatives of H diverge, which corresponds to the case β < −1 but β is not any integer number.

Let us now investigate the f(T ) gravity models for which the finite time future singularities could occur, when (17) is assumed.

3.1 Big Rip singularity models without viscosity

This sort of singularity may appear for β = 1 and β > 1. Let us treat the cases separately.

The case β = 1

In this case, the corresponding scale factor can be written as

a(t) = a_0 (t_s − t)^{−h} , (18)

and then, the first derivative of the Hubble parameter reads Ḣ = h (t_s − t)^{−2} . (19)

Hence, Eq. (16) becomes

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω) (t_s − t)^{3h(1+ω)+2}

2ha^{3(1+ω)} 0 + 1 = 0 . (20)

In the other hand, using (11), with the scale factor (18), one can write t_s − t = ( − T 6h^2 )_{−1/2} . (21)

Thus, Eq. (20) takes a new form as

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω) 2ha^{3(1+ω)} 0 ( − T 6h^2

)_− 3_{2 h(1+ω)−1} + 1 = 0 . (22)

The general solution of (22) reads

g(T ) = −1 1 + 2B [ 1 + 2B + A 1 + B ( − T 6h^2 )_B + 2 (1 + 2B) C_1 √ −T ] T + C_2 , (23)

where C_1 and C_2 are integration constants, and A and B defined respectively as A = ρ_0(1 + ω) 2ha^{3(1+ω)} 0 , B = − 3 2 h(1 + ω) − 1 . (24)

The corresponding algebraic function f(T ) reads f(T ) = − AT (1 + 2B)(1 + B) ( − T 6h^2 )_B − 2C_1T √ −T + C_2 . (25)

Initial condition may be applied for finding the respective values of the constants C_1 and C_2. We can follow the same process as in [24]. We assume that at the early time, that we denote t_0, the corresponding value (the initial value) of the torsion scalar is T_0 such that ( dT dt ) t=t_0 = −12h^2 ( − T_0 6h^2 )_{3/2} . (26)

The initial conditions imposed to the functions f read

(f)_{t=t0} = T_0 , ( df dt ) t=t_0 = ( dT dt ) t=t_0 . (27)

Making use of these initial conditions, (27), one gets

C_1 = − 1 3 √ −T_0 [ 1 + A 1 + 2B ( − T_0 6h^2 )_B ] , C_2 =

2T_0 3 [ 1 + A(1 − 2B) 2(1 + B)(1 + 2B) ( − T_0 6h^2 )_B ] . (28)

Then, the algebraic function (25), with the constants (28), leads to the Big Rip when the fluid is free of viscosity.

The case β > 1

In this case, the corresponding expression of the scale factor is a(t) = a_0e^{h(ts −t)1−ββ−1} , (29) and the first derivative of the Hubble parameter reads

Ḣ = βh (t_s − t)^{−β−1} . (30)

Thus, the Eq. (16) becomes

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω)(t_s − t)^{β+1} 2βha^{3(1+ω)} 0 e^{− 3h(1+ω)(ts −t)1−β} β−1 + 1 = 0 . (31)

Using Eq. (11) and the scale factor (29), one gets t_s − t = ( − T 6h^2

)_− 1_{2β}

, (32)

and the differential equation (31) can be written as

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω) 2βha^{3(1+ω)} 0 ( − T 6h^2

)_−^{β+1}_{2β} e^− 3h(1+ω)(− T 6h2 )^{β−12β} β−1 + 1 = 0 . (33)

Note that this equation is more complicated and cannot be solved trivially. However, it can be solved as the singularity is approached, i.e., when t → t_s. Then, as the singularity is approached, the trace diverges (T → −∞), and (33) becomes

2T g_{T T} + g_T + 1 = 0 , (34)

whose solution is

g(T ) = −T + 2C_3 √ −T + C_4 , (35)

where C_3 and C_4 are integration constants. Consequently, f(T ) is written as

f(T ) = 2C_3 √ −T + C_4 . (36)

In this case, the initial value of the first derivative of the torsion with respect to the cosmic time reads ( dT dt ) t=t_0 = −12βh^2 ( − T_0 6h^2

)^{2β+1}_{2β}

. (37)

Making use of (37) and the initial conditions, (27), one gets

C_3 = − √ −T_0 , C_4 = −T_0 . (38)

Then the corresponding algebraic f(T ) is

f(T ) = −2 √ T_0T − T_0 . (39)

This model also leads to the Big Rip in a universe dominated by a non-viscous fluid.

3.2 The Big Freeze models without viscosity

The Big Freeze appears for 0 < β < 1, and the corresponding scale factor is the same as in (29), which leads to (33). However, as we are dealing with the singularity of type III, Eq. (33) becomes

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω) 2βha^{3(1+ω)} 0 ( − T 6h^2

)_−^{β+1}_{2β} + 1 = 0 , (40) whose general solution is g(T ) = −T + βρ_0(1 + ω) h(β − 1)a^{3(1+ω)}_0 T ( − T 6h^2

)_−^{β+1}_{2β}

+ 2C_5 √ −T + C_6 , (41)

where C_5 and C_6 are integration constants. Then, f(T ) is written as

f(T ) = βρ_0(1 + ω) h(β − 1)a^{3(1+ω)}_0 T ( − T 6h^2

)_−^{β+1}_{2β}

+ 2C_5 √ −T + C_6 . (42)

By using (26) and the initial conditions (27), the constant C_5 and C_6 are determined as

C_5 = ρ_0(1 + ω) √ 6 2a^{3(1+ω)} 0 ( − T_0 6h^2

)_− 1_{2β}

, C_6 = T_0 [ 1 + ( βρ_0(1 + ω) h(β − 1)a^{3(1+ω)}_0 − β + 1 β ) ( − T_0 6h^2

)_−^{β+1}_{2β} ] (43)

Then, the algebraic function (42) is characteristic of the singularity of type III.

3.3 The Sudden singularity models without viscosity

In this case, −1 < β < 0, and the corresponding scale factor reads a(t) = a_0e^{−(ts−t)} ( H_s−^{h(ts −t)−β} β−1 ) , (44)

and the first derivative of the Hubble parameter remains the same as in (30), and Eq. (16) becomes

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω)(t_s − t)^{β+1} 2βha^{3(1+ω)} 0 e^{3(1+ω)(ts−t)} ( H_s −^{h(ts −t)−β} β−1 ) + 1 = 0 . (45)

By using (17), with C substituted by H_s, as explained above and (11), one obtains

(t_s − t) = [√ − T 6h^2 − H_s h ]_− 1_β

, (46)

where T_s denotes the torsion scalar at the singularity time, and may not be infinity. Using (46), Eq.(45) becomes

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω) 2βha^{3(1+ω)} 0 [√ − T 6h^2 − H_s h ]_− β+1_β ×

e^{3(1+ω)} [√ −^T_{6h2} −^{Hs}_h

]_− 1_β ( H_s −^h_{β−1} [√ −^T_{6h2} −^{Hs}_h ]) + 1 = 0 . (47)

This equation is not trivial and cannot be solved analytically. However, as the singularity time is approached, with −1 < β < 0, it becomes

2T g_{T T} + g_T + ρ_0(1 + ω) 2βha^{3(1+ω)} 0 [√ − T 6h^2 − H_s h ]_−^{β+1}_β + 1 = 0 , (48) whose general solution reads g(T ) = −T + 2^{β+1β} βhA β − 1 [√ −4T 9h^2 − 2 H_s h ] [√ −6T − 6H_s ] + 2C_7 √ −T + C_8 , (49)

where C_7 and C_8 are integration constants, and A previously defined in (24). The algebraic function f(T ) is then written as

f(T ) = 2^{β+1β} βhA β − 1 [√ −4T 9h^2 − 2 H_s h ] [√ −6T − 6H_s ] + 2C_7 √ −T + C_8 . (50)

The constants C_7 and C_8 can be determined in the same way as in the previously cases. In this case, the first derivative of the torsion scalar with respect to the time, at initial time, is written as ( dT dt ) t=t_0 = −12hβ ( − T_0 6 )_{1/2} [√ − T_0 6h^2 − H_s h ] β+1_β , (51)

and (27) is valid. Then, we obtain the constants

C_7 = − [ 1 + 2^{5β+22β} βA √ 3(β − 1) ] √ −T_0 + βA(2 + √ 6)2^{β+1β} β , (52)

C_8 = T_0 − 2^{β+1β} βhA β − 1 [√ −4T_0 9h^2 − 2 H_s h ] [√ −6T_0 − 6H_s ] − 2C_7 √ −T_0 . (53)

Then, the algebraic function (50), with the constants C_7 and C_8 respectively in (52) and (53), is the f(T ) models that may produce the singularity of type II.

3.4 The Big Brake models without viscosity

Here, the scale factor is the same as in the case of the Sudden singularity, just that in this case, β < −1. Then, it can be easily observed that the differential equation (48) is also valid in this case. Consequently, the algebraic function (50) can lead to the Big Brake. The difference which appears here, with respect to the sudden singularity, is the values of the parameter β.

4 Analysing the possible avoidance of the singularities in a vis-

cous fluid

Let us assume the fluid equation of state in the following form p = ωρ − 3Hζ(ρ) , (54) where ζ(ρ) is the bulk viscosity and in general depends on ρ. According to the thermodynamics grounds, the quantity ζ(ρ) has to be positive in order to guarantee the positive sign of the entropy change in an irreversible process. In this case, the stress-energy tensor T_{μν} is written as T_{μν} = ρu_μu_ν − [ωρ − 3Hζ(ρ)] (g_{μν} − u_μu_ν ) . (55) The equations of motion (12) and (13) can be written as

3H^3 = ρ + ρ_T , (56) −2Ḣ − 3H^2 = p + ρ_T , (57)

where the modified gravity part is formally included into the modified energy density ρ_T and the modified pressure p_T as follows

ρ_T = − 1 2 g − 6H^2g_T , (58) p_T = 1 2 g + 2 ( 3H^2 + Ḣ ) g_T − 24ḢH^2g_{T T} . (59)

If we assume that the ordinary and the dark fluids of the universe do not interact, the equation of continuity related to the ordinary viscous fluid reads

ρ̇ + 3Hρ (1 + ω) = 9H^2ζ(ρ) . (60)

As we have seen in the section 3, when the fluid does not possess viscosity, the four type of future finite-time singularities may appear. Now by introducing the viscosity, we analyse its effect near the singularities. Let us start with the constant viscosity case.

4.1 The constant viscosity case: ζ(ρ) = ζ_0

In order to analyse the effect of the viscosity on the Big Rip, Sudden, Big Freeze and Big Brake singular models, it is worth considering the behaviour of the conservation law in Eq. (60) near the singularities. By using Eq. (17), one can write Eq. (60) as

ρ̇ + 3ρ (1 + ω) [ (t_s − t)^{−β} + C ] ≃ 9ζ_0h^2 (t_s − t)^{−2β} + 18ζ_0Ch (t_s − t)^{−2β} + 9ζ_0C^2 . (61)

Solutions of Eq. (61) can be found according to different values of the parameter β as ρ_{vis} = 9h^2ζ_0 (t_s − t)(1 + 3h + 3hω)

, for β = 1 , (62) ρ_{vis} ≃ 3hζ_0 (1 + ω)(t_s − t)^β

, for β > 1 , (63) ρ_{vis} ≃ 9ζ_0h^2 (2β − 1)(t_s − t)^{2β−1}

, for 0 < β < 1 , (64) ρ_{vis} ≃ 9hH_sζ_0 (β − 1)(t_s − t)^{β−1} + 3H_sζ_0 1 + ω

, for β < 0 , H_s ≠ 0 , (65) where we used C = 0 for the Big Rip and the Big Freeze as previously discussed, since this constant is not relevant in these cases, while for the Sudden and the Big Brake, the constant C is taken equal to the Hubble parameter H_s at singularity time. Since H_s plays a crucial role in these two cases, it has to be different from zero.

• For β = 1, (Big rip), the energy density of the viscous fluid behaves as (t_s − t)^{−1}, while the Hubble parameter behaves as (t_s −t)^{−2}. We see that the viscosity part of the energy density diverges more slowly than the Hubble parameter. Hence, in this case, the constant viscosity cannot avoid the occurrence of the Big Rip for β = 1.

• For β > 1, the Hubble parameter behaves as (t_s − t)^{−2β} , while the energy density from the viscous fluid behaves as (t_s − t)^{−β} , then, is less that the Hubble parameter. Hence, also in this case, the Big Rip cannot be avoided by a fluid with constant viscosity.

• For 0 < β < 1, the energy density from viscous fluid behaves as (t_s − t)^{1−2β} , while the Hubble parameter behaves as (t_s − t)^{−2β}. We see in this case that the energy density of the viscous fluid diverges less that the Hubble parameter. Hence, the Big Freeze cannot be avoided by constant viscosity.

• For −1 < β < 0, both the Hubble parameter and the energy density from the viscous fluid are finite. The task here is to consider the behaviour of the first derivative of the Hubble parameter Ḣ and the pressure of the viscous fluid. Note that as the Sudden singularity is approached, Ḣ behaves as (t_s − t)^{−1−β} , while the pressure p_{vis} of the viscous fluid behaves as (t_s − t)^{−2β} . It appears that the pressure is finite while Ḣ diverges. Then, the Sudden singularity is robust against the constant viscosity.

• Since Ḣ diverges in this case of constant viscosity, the higher derivatives of H also diverge, then the Big Brake cannot be avoided by constant viscosity.

We conclude that in f(T ) gravity and with the equation of state (54) for a fluid with constant viscosity, all the singularities are robust against the viscosity.

4.2 The viscosity proportional to √ −T From Eq. (11) one can observe that this case is that in which the viscosity is proportional to the Hubble parameter. Let us then consider ζ = τ √ −6T /2 = 3τH, where τ is a positive constant. The different solutions of (60) according to the values of the parameter β read ρ_{vis} = 27h^3τ (t_s − t)^2(2 + 3h + 3hω)

, for β = 1 , (66) ρ_{vis} ≃ 9h^2τ (1 + ω)(t_s − t)^{2β}

, for β > 1 , (67) ρ_{vis} ≃ 27h^3τ (3β − 1)(t_s − t)^{3β−1}

, for 0 < β < 1 , (68) ρ_{vis} ≃ 27hτH_s (β − 1)(t_s − t)^{β−1} + 9τH_s 1 + ω

, for β < 0 , H_s ≠ 0 . (69)

Let us now discuss the effects of the viscosity near each type of singularity.

• For β = 1, the energy density of the viscous fluid diverges like H^2. For small values of τ, one can conclude that the Big Rip cannot be avoided. However, for large values of τ the Big Rip could be prevented.

• For β > 1, ρ_{vis} diverges like H^2. Thus, for small values of τ, the Big Rip cannot be avoided, while for large values of τ it can be avoided.

• For 0 < β < 1, ρ_{vis} diverges like (t_s − t)^{1−3β} while the H^2 diverges like (t_s − t)^{−2β} . For 0 < β < 1/3, ρ_{vis} is finite while for 1/3 < β < 1, it diverges. However, in the case ρ_{vis} diverges, it diverges less than H^2. Thus the Big Freeze is robust against the viscosity.

• For −1 < β < 0, ρ_{vis} tends to 9τH_s/(1 + ω), then, the pressure p_{vis} tends to 9ωτH_s/(1 + ω). At the same time the first derivative of the Hubble parameter, Ḣ, diverges. Thus, for the small values of τ, the viscous fluid cannot influence the Sudden singularity. However, for large values of τ, the viscous pressure could dominate over the Ḣ end then, the Sudden singularity may be avoided^3.

• For β < −1, one can analyse the behaviour of the second derivative of the Hubble parameter, Ḧ, near the Big brake and compare it with the behaviour of the second derivative of ρ^{1/2}_{vis} . One can observe that Ḧ diverges only if −2 < β < −1. For the same interval, ρ^{1/2}_{vis} also diverges as the singularity is approached, but less than Ḧ. Hence, the viscous fluid in this case cannot influence the Big Brake.

4.3 More general case: ζ proportional to (−T )^{n/2}

In this general case, we consider the bulk viscosity as ζ = τ ( −3T 2 ) n_2 = τ(3H)^n , (70)

where n is a natural number, and τ a non null positive constant. Hence, the energy conservation leads to

ρ̇ + 3H(ω + 1) = 9H^2(3H)^nτ , (71)

from which we obtain the behaviour of the energy density of the viscous fluid as ρ_{vis} = τ(3h)^{n+2} n + 1 + 3h(1 + ω)

(t_s − t)^{−n−1} , for β = 1 , (72) ρ_{vis} ≃ (3h)τ ω + 1

(t_s − t)^{−(n+1)β} , for β > 1 , (73) ρ_{vis} ≃ (3h)^{n+2}τ (2 + n)β − 1

(t_s − t)^{1−β(n+2)} , for 0 < β < 1 , (74) ρ_{vis} ≃ (3H_s)^{n+2}hτ H_s(β − 1)

(t_s − t)^{1−β} +

(3H_s)^{n+1}τ 1 + ω

, for β < 0 . (75)

• For β = 1, H^2 diverges like (t_s − t)^{−2}, while ρ_{vis} diverges like (t_s − t)^{−1−n}. Here the situation becomes discussable due to the presence on the parameter n. Hence, one observes that for 0 < n < 1, as

3This is possible only if τ is sufficiently large for dominate over the divergence of Ḣ.

the singularity is approached, H^2 diverges more than ρ_{vis}. Then, the Big Rip cannot be avoided by the viscous fluid. However, for n > 1, the ρ_{vis} diverges more than H^2 and then, the Big Rip can be avoided.

• When β > 1, ρ_{vis} diverges like (t_s − t)^{−(n+1)β}, while H^2 diverges like (t_s − t)^{−2}. Here, we see that for n < −1 + 2/β (with 1 < β < 2), H^2 diverges more than ρ_{vis}. Hence, the Big Rip is robust against the viscous fluid. But when n > 2β − 1, ρ_{vis} dominates over H^2. Hence, the Big Rip may be avoided from the effect of the viscosity.

• For 0 < β < 1, H^2 diverges like (t_s−t)^{−2}, while ρ_{vis} diverges like (t_s−t)^{1−β(n+2)}. When n < −2+3/β (with 1 < β < 3), the energy density of the viscous fluid diverges less than H^2 and the Big Freeze cannot be avoided. But for n > −2 + 3/β, the energy density of the viscous fluid dominates over the background and the avoidance of the Big Freeze becomes possible.

• For −1 < β < 0, both the viscous energy density and H^2 are finites. In this case, it is necessary to compare the behaviour of the pressure of the viscous fluid with the first derivative of the Hubble parameter, i.e. Ḣ. Note that the pressure of the viscous fluid is also finite but depends strongly on the parameter n, that is, p_{vis} = ωτ(3H_s)^{n+1}/(ω + 1), while Ḣ diverges like (t_s − t)^{−β−1}. Then, a priori, the Sudden singularity cannot be avoided by the viscous fluid. However for large values of n, H_s and τ, the pressure of the viscous fluid may dominate over Ḣ and the Sudden singularity could be avoided.

• For β < −1, if the values of the parameters n, H_s and τ are very large, the viscous fluid can influence the feature of the Big Brake, but not necessary avoid they.

As conclusion, we see that for a viscous fluid those viscosity is proportional to (−T )^{n/2}, with the equation of state (54), the Big Rip and the Big Freeze can be eliminated for some values of n. However, in the case of the Sudden and the Big Brake, for large values of n, H_s and τ, the viscous fluid influences the singularities but does not necessary avoid they.

5 Conclusion

We considered in this work the modified teleparallel theory, known as f(T ) theory, where T is the torsion scalar. In a specific way, the algebraic function f(T ) is taken as the teleparallel term T plus the algebraic function g(T ). The equation of motion of the theory is used and differential equation is established with the algebraic g(T ). The expression (17) is assumed for the Hubble parameter where the parameter β plays an important role in specifying the type of singularity. Besides the parameter β which is sufficient for characterizing the singularities, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze, we need to introduce the parameter H_s, which substitutes the constant C, for specifying the Sudden singularity and the Big Brake. Then, the differential equation is solved in each case and the corresponding algebraic function f(T ) which may lead to each type of singularity is obtained. All this is done considering a fluid without the viscosity.

In order to probe the possible avoidance of the singularities, we introduce the bulk viscosity ζ(ρ) in three ways. The first case is when the viscosity is constant and then we observe that in general, the viscosity is inefficient against to the singularities. In the second second where the viscosity is proportional to √ −T , we see that for small values of the parameter τ the singularities are robust again the viscosity, while for large values of the this parameter, just the Big Rip and the Big Freeze may be cured by the viscosity (the Sudden and the Big Brake remain robust in this case). In the third case where the viscosity is proportional to (−T )^{n/2}, we observe that independently of the values of τ, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze may be avoided for some values of the parameter n. However, the Sudden and the Big Brake could be cured only for large values of n, τ and H_s.

Acknowledgements

M.J.S.Houndjo thanks IMSP for the Hospitality during the elaboration of this first version of this work and CNPq/FAPES for financial support. We also thank Dr. Manuel E. Rodrigues and prof. S. D. Odintsov for useful suggestions.

References

[1] S. Perlmutter et al, Nature (London), 391, 51, (1998); Knop. R et al., Astroph. J., 598, 102 (2003);

A. G. Riess et al., Astrophy. J., 607, 665(2004); H. Jassal, J. Bagla and T. Padmanabhan, Phys. Rev. D, 72, 103503 (2005).

[2] D. N. Spergel et al. [WMAP Collaboration], ApJS, 170, 377 (2007); L. Page et al. [WMAP Collaboration], ApJS, 170, 335 (2007); G Hinshaw et al. [WMAP Collaboration], ApJS, 170, 288 (2007); N. Jarosik et al. [WMAP Collaboration], ApJS, 170, 263 (2007).

[3] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 68, 123512 (2003); S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Int.

J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4, 115 (2007); M. R. Setare and E. N. Saridakis, Phys. Lett. B 670, 1 (2008).

[4] P. J. Peebles and B. Ratra, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 559 (2003); J. Kratochvil, A. Linde, E. V. Linder and M. Shmakova, JCAP 0407, 001 (2004).

[5] R. R. Caldwell, R. Dave and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 1582 (1998); M. S. Turner and M. White, Phys. Rev. D 56, 4439 (1997); T. Chiba, Phys. Rev. D 60, 083508 (1999).

[6] R. R. Caldwell, Phys. Lett. B 545, 23 (2002); S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 562, 147 (2003).

[7] R. R. Caldwell, M. Kamionkowski and N. N. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 071301 (2003). [8] Y-F Cai, E. N. Saridakis, M. R. Setare, J-Q. Xia, Phys. Rep. 493, 1, (2010). [9] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, H. Stefancic, Phys. Rev. D 74, 086009, (2006); S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, J. Phys. A 40, 6725, (2007).

[10] F. Perrotta, C. Baccigalupi and S. Matarrese, Phys. Rev. D. B 61 (2000) 023507; B. Boisseau, G.

Esposito-Farese, D. Polarski and A. A. Starobinsky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85 (2000) 2236. [11] H. Kleinert, H .J Schmidt, Gen. Rel. Grav. 34, 1295, (2002); S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, S.

Carloni and A. Troisi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 12 (2003) 1969-1982, ; T. P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, [ arXiv:/0805.1726]; M. R. Setare, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 17 (2008) 2219.

[12] G. Dvali, G. Gabadadze andM. Porrati, Phys. Lett. B 485 (2000) 208.

[13] D. J. Gross and J. H. Sloan, Nucl. Phys. B 291 (1987) 41; C. Charmousis and J. F. Dufaux, Class.

Quant. Grav. 19 (2002) 4671; S. C. Davis, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 024030. [14] R. Ferraro, and F. Fiorini, Phys. Rev. D75, 084031, (2007). [15] R. Ferraro, and F. Fiorini, Phys.Rev. D 78, 124019, (2008). [16] G. Bengochea, and R. Ferraro, Phys. Rev. D 79, 124019, (2009). [17] K. Bamba, R. Myrzakulov, S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:1202.4057. [18] E. V. Linder, Phys. Rev. D 81, 127301, (2010).

[19] M. R. Setare and F. Darabi., arXiv: 1110.3962v1 [physcs.gen-ph] [20] M. R. Setare and M. J. S. Houndjo., arXiv:1111.2821 [physics.gen-ph]. Accepted for publication Canadian Journal of Physics.

[21] M. Hamani Daouda, Manuel E. Rodrigues, M. J. S. Houndjo, Eur. Phys. J. C. 71, 1817 (2011). [22] M. Hamani Daouda, Manuel E. Rodrigues, M. J. S. Houndjo, Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 1890 (2012). [23] M. Hamani Daouda, Manuel E. Rodrigues, M. J. S. Houndjo, Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 1893 (2012). [24] M. Hamani Daouda, Manuel E. Rodrigues, M. J. S. Houndjo, Phys.Lett. B 715 241-245 (2012), arXiv:1202.1147v1 [gr-qc].

[25] P. Wu and H. W. Yu, Phys. Lett. B 693, 415 (2010) [arXiv:1006.0674 [gr-qc]]; R. Myrzakulov, Eur. Phys. J. C 71, 1752 (2011) [arXiv:1006.1120 [gr-qc]]; arXiv:1008.4486 [astro-ph.CO]; K. K. Yerzhanov, S. R. Myrzakul, I. I. Kulnazarov and R. Myrzakulov, arXiv:1006.3879 [grqc]; P. Wu and H. Yu, Phys. Lett. B 692, 176 (2010) [arXiv:1007.2348 [astro-ph.CO]]; P. Y. Tsyba, I. I. Kulnazarov, K. K. Yerzhanov and R. Myrzakulov, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 50, 1876 (2011) [arXiv:1008.0779 [astroph.CO]]; M. Hamani Daouda, Manuel E. Rodrigues, M. J. S. Houndjo, arXiv:1205.0565 [gr-qc]; M. J. S. Houndjo, D. Momeni, R. Myrzakulov, arXiv:1206.3938 [physics.gen-ph]; K. Bamba, M. Jamil, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov, arXiv: 1202.6114[physics.gen-ph]; M. Jamil, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov, Eur. Phys. J. C. 72, 1959 (2012).

[26] K. Bamba, R. Myrzakulov, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:1202.4057v3 [physics.gen-ph].

[27] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rept. 505, 59-144 (2011). arXiv: 1011.0544[gr-qc] ; S. Nojiri, S.

D. Odintsov and D. Sáez-Gómez, arXiv: 11080767[hep-th]; K. Bamba, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, JCAP 0810, 045 (2008). arXiv: 0807.2575[hep-th]; K. Bamba, C. Q. Geng and C. C. Lee, arXiv: 1008.4036[astro-ph.CO]; K. Bamba, C. Q. Geng, C. C. Lee and L. W. Luo, JCAP. 1101, 021 (2011). arXiv: 1011.0508[astro-ph.CO].

[28] I. Brevik, O. Gorbunova and D. Saez-Gomez, Gen. Rel. Grav. 42, 1513 (2010), [arXiv:0908.2882 [gr-qc]].

I. Brevik, S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and D. Saez-Gomez, Eur. Phys. J. C 69, 563 (2010), [arXiv:1002.1942 [hep-th]].

[29] T.Kobayashi and K. Maeda, Phys.Rev. D 78, 064019, arXiv:0807.2503v2 [astro-ph] (2008). C. Q.

Geng, C. C. Lee, E. N. Saridakis and Y. P. Wu, Phys. Lett. B 704, 384 (2011) [arXiv:1109.1092 [hep-th]]; R. Ferraro and F. Fiorini, Phys. Rev. D 84, 083518 (2011) [arXiv:1109.4209 [gr-qc]]; Phys. Lett. B 702, 75 (2011) [arXiv:1103.0824 [gr-qc]]; H. Wei, arXiv:1109.6107 [gr-qc]; C. Q. Geng, C. C. Lee and E. N. Saridakis, arXiv:1110.0913 [astro-ph.CO]; Y. P. Wu and C. Q. Geng, arXiv:1110.3099 [gr-qc]; P. A. Gonzalez, E. N. Saridakis and Y. Vasquez, arXiv:1110.4024 [gr-qc]; 31H. Wei, X. J. Guo and L. F. Wang, arXiv:1112.2270 [gr-qc]. Y. F. Cai, S. H. Chen, J. B. Dent, S. Dutta and E. N. Saridakis, arXiv:1104.4349 [astroph.CO]; S. Chattopadhyay and U. Debnath, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 20, 1135 (2011) [arXiv:1105.1091 [gr-qc]]; M. Sharif and S. Rani, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 26, 1657 (2011) [arXiv:1105.6228 [gr-qc]]; H. Wei, X. P. Ma and H. Y. Qi, Phys. Lett. B 703, 74 (2011) [arXiv:1106.0102 [gr-qc]]; arXiv:1108.0859 [gr-qc]; X. h. Meng and Y. b. Wang, arXiv:1107.0629 [astro-ph.CO]; C. G. Boehmer, A. Mussa and N. Tamanini, arXiv:1107.4455 [gr-qc]; S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, H. Farajollahi and A. Ravanpak, arXiv:1108.2789 [astroph.CO]; L. R. A. Belo, E. P. Spaniol, J. A. de Deus and V. C. de Andrade, arXiv:1108.3796 [gr-qc]; P. Wu and H. Yu, Phys. Lett.

B 703, 223 (2011) [arXiv:1108.5908 [gr-qc]]; S. H. Chen, J. B. Dent, S. Dutta and E. N. Saridakis, Phys. Rev. D 83, 023508 (2011) [arXiv:1008.1250 [astro-ph.CO]]; G. R. Bengochea, Phys. Lett. B 695, 405 (2011) [arXiv:1008.3188 [astro-ph.CO]]; P. Wu and H. W. Yu, Eur. Phys. J. C 71, 1552 (2011) [arXiv:1008.3669 [gr-qc]]; R. J. Yang, Europhys. Lett. 93, 60001 (2011) [arXiv:1010.1376 [gr-qc]]; arXiv:1007.3571 [grqc]; J. B. Dent, S. Dutta and E. N. Saridakis, JCAP 1101, 009 (2011) [arXiv:1010.2215 [astroph.CO]]; T. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 84, 024042 (2011) [arXiv:1102.4410 [gr-qc]]; Y. Zhang, H. Li, Y. Gong and Z. H. Zhu, JCAP 1107, 015 (2011) [arXiv:1103.0719 [astroph.CO]]; C. Deliduman and B. Yapiskan, arXiv:1103.2225 [gr-qc]; B. Li, T. P. Sotiriou and J. D. Barrow, Phys. Rev. D 83, 104017 (2011) [arXiv:1103.2786 [astro-ph.CO]].

[30] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and S. Tsujikawa, Phys. Rev. D 71, 063004 (2005).

[31] S. J. M. Houndjo, Euro. Phys. Lett 92, 10004 (2010).

[32] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:1011.0544; S Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and D. Saez-Gomez, arXiv:1108.0767.