arXiv:1203.6084v2 [gr-qc] 24 Mar 2013

Finite-time singularities in f(R, T) gravity and the effect of conformal anomaly

M. J. S. Houndjo^{a,b,1}, C. E. M. Batista^{c,2}, J. P. Campos^{d,3} and O. F. Piattella^{e,4} a Departamento de Engenharia e Ciências Naturais - CEUNES Universidade Federal do Espírito Santo CEP 29933-415 - São Mateus - ES, Brazil b Institut de Mathématiques et de Sciences Physiques (IMSP) 01 BP 613 Porto-Novo, Bénin c Departamento de Física, Universidade Estadual de Feira de Santana, BA, Brazil d Centro de Ciências Exatas e Tecnológicas, Universidade Federal do Recôncavo da Bahia, Cruz das Almas, BA, Brazil e Departamento de Física, Universidade Federal do Espírito Santo, Vitória, ES, Brazil

Abstract We investigate f(R, T ) gravity models (where R is the curvature scalar and T is the trace of the stress-energy tensor of ordinary matter) that are able to reproduce the four known types of future finite-time singularities. We choose a suitable expression for the Hubble parameter in order to realise the cosmic acceleration and we introduce two parameters, α and H_s, which characterise each type of singularity. We address conformal anomaly and we observe that it cannot remove the Sudden Singularity or the Big Brake, but, for some values of α, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze may be avoided. We also find that, even without taking into account conformal anomaly, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze may be removed thanks to the presence of the T contribution of the f(R, T ) theory.

Pacs numbers: 04.50.Kd, 95.35.+d, 95.36.+x, 98.80.Qc

1 Introduction

Observation indicates that the current expansion of the universe is accelerating [1, 2]. There are two large branches of cosmology attempting to explain this phenomenon [3]-[12]: i) Intro-

1e-mail: sthoundjo@yahoo.fr 2e-mail: cedumagalhaes22@hotmail.com 3e-mail: jpcampospt@gmail.com 4e-mail: oliver.piattella@ufes.br

ducing dark energy in the framework of general relativity; ii) investigating modified versions of the gravitational theory. In this paper we follow the latter approach. The most widely renown modified theory is f(R)-gravity, in which the action is determined by an arbitrary function f(R) of the Ricci scalar R [5]-[8]. Another interesting modified theory of gravity is f(G)-gravity, where G = R^2 − 4R_{μν} R^{μν} + R_{μνρσ}R^{μνρσ} is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant (R_{μν} and R_{μνρσ} are the Ricci tensor and the Riemann tensor respectively).

In the framework of general relativity, it is well known that a phantom phase usually ends up in the type I (Big Rip) finite-time future singularity (FTFS) [13, 14]. It has also been demonstrated, e.g. in [15]-[17], that the dark energy equation of state parameter may show all four possible types of FTFS and that there is no qualitative difference between dark energy and modified gravity. Thus, f(R)-gravity dark energy models also may bring the universe evolution to all four possible FTFS [18]-[22]. Another interesting aspect of f(R) modified gravity is that it may provide models that remove FTFS by adding, for example, a R^2-term [18, 19, 21, 24]. Still in the framework of f(R) gravity, different aspects from cosmic strings to symmetry have been investigated [23] . The f(G)-gravity also is a class of modified theories that may lead to finite-time future singularities [19, 25]. A new type of modified gravity has now received attention, that is the so-called f(T ) gravity and considerable results have been found [26], where T is the torsion scalar. On the other hand, some types of singularities have been investigated in the framework of Hořava-Lifshitz gravity and interesting results have been obtained [27].

In the present paper, we approach f(R, T )-gravity, where T is the trace of the energymomentum tensor of ordinary matter, and investigate models that may lead to the four FTFS. This type of modified theory of gravity has been first developed by Harko et al. [28], who derive the gravitational field equations in the metric formalism, as well as the equations of motion of test particles, which follow from the covariant divergence of the stress-energy tensor. They also analysed the Newtonian limit of the equations of motion, and provide a constraint on the magnitude of the extra-acceleration by investigating the perihelion precession of Mercury. In [29], f(R, T ) models have been constructed describing the transition from the matter-dominated phase to the late-times accelerated one and in [30] the authors consider cosmological scenarios based on f(R, T ) theory and the function f(R, T ) is numerically reconstructed from holographic dark energy. On the other hand, Jamil et al shown that f(R, T ) gravity violates the first law of thermodynamics but it reproduces all cosmological epochs [31].

In this paper, we consider the special case in which the function f(R, T ) is the usual Einstein- Hilbert term plus a correction g(T ), i.e. f(R, T ) = R + 2g(T ). A suitable expression is assumed for the Hubble parameter, which may provide the four FTFS. For some values of the parameter α, differential equations of g(T ) are established and solved. Another aspect which we study are quantum effects due to conformal anomaly near the singularities. We observe that conformal anomaly cannot remove the sudden singularity or the type IV singularity (Big Brake). However, for some values of the parameter α, the Big Rip and the type III singularity (Big Freeze) may be avoided. Another important result that we obtain is that, even without taking into account quantum effects, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze may be avoided thanks to the contribution T of the modified theory.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present the general formulation of the theory addressing the special case f(R, T ) = R + 2g(T ) and obtaining the models that reproduce each type of FTFS. In Sec. 3, we investigate quantum effects due to conformal anomaly. We present our conclusions and perspectives in Sec. 4.

2 f(R, T)-gravity

We assume a modification of general relativity in which the Ricci scalar R is replaced by an arbitrary function f(R, T ). Then, the usual Einstein-Hilbert action turns to S = 1 2 ∫ d^4x √ −g [f(R, T ) + L_m] , (1)

where L_m is the matter Lagrangian density and T = g^{μν} T_{μν} is the trace of the matter energymomentum tensor T_{μν} which is defined as T_{μν} = − 2 √ −g δ( √ −gL_m) δg^{μν} . (2)

Varying the action (1) with respect to the metric, one obtains the gravitational field equations f_R(R, T )R_{μν} − 1 2 f(R, T )g_{μν} + (g_{μν} □ − ∇_μ∇_ν ) f_R(R, T ) = T_{μν} − f_T (R, T )T_{μν} − f_T (R, T )Θ_{μν} , (3) where f_R and f_T denote the derivatives of f with respect to R and T , respectively; ∇_μ is the covariant derivative and Θ_{μν} is defined by Θ_{μν} ≡ g^{αβ} δT_{αβ} δg^{μν} = −2T_{μν} + g_{μν} L_m − 2g^{αβ} ∂^2L_m ∂g^{μν} ∂g^{αβ} . (4) We adopt the flat Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric ds^2 = dt^2 − a^2(t)δ_{ij} dx^idx^j , (5) as the space-time geometry, and we assume the matter content of the universe to be a perfect fluid, whose stress-energy tensor has the following form: T_{μν} = (ρ + p)u_μu_ν − pg_{μν} , (6) where u_μ is the four-velocity and ρ and p are the energy density and the pressure of ordinary matter, respectively. The matter Lagrangian density can be taken as L_m = −p, which implies Θ_{μν} = −2T_{μν} − pg_{μν} . Thus, Eq. (3) becomes f_R(R, T )R_{μν} − 1 2 f(R, T )g_{μν} + (g_{μν} □ − ∇_μ∇_ν ) f_R(R, T ) = T_{μν} + f_T (R, T )T_{μν} + pg_{μν} f_T (R, T ) . (7) Our ansatz for the function f is the following: f(R, T ) = R + 2g(T ), where g(T ) is an arbitrary function of T . Then, Eq. (7) becomes R_{μν} − 1 2 Rg_{μν} = T_{μν} + 2g_T (T )T_{μν} + [2pg_T (T ) + g(T )] g_{μν} . (8) The components 00 and ii of Eq. (8) read 3H^2 = ρ_{eff} = ρ + 2 (ρ + p) g_T (T ) + g(T ) , (9) −2Ḣ − 3H^2 = p_{eff} = p − g(T ) , (10) where we have introduced ρ_{eff} and p_{eff} as the effective energy density and pressure, respectively. Combining Eqs. (9) and (10), we get the following equations − 2Ḣ = ρ (1 + ω) [1 + 2g_T (T )] , (11) 6 ä a = 2 [ρ + g(T )] − ρ (1 + ω) [2g_T (T ) + 3] , (12) where we have defined ω ≡ p/ρ.

Note that, in order to produce an accelerated expansion, the function g(T ) has to satisfy the condition

2g(T ) − 2ρ (1 + ω) g_T (T ) > ρ (1 + 3ω) . (13)

3 Finite-time future singularities in R + 2g(T ) gravity

We are interested in the modified f(R, T ) gravity models that produce some types of finitetime future singularities (see [32, 33]), given by the Hubble parameter

H = h(t_s − t)^{−α} , (14)

where h and t_s are positive constants and t < t_s. This expression is chosen for guaranteeing an expanding universe. Due to fact that H or some of its derivatives (and therefore the curvature) could become singular when t is close to t_s, the parameter α could be either positive or negative. If α > 0, then H diverges as the singularity time is approached. The same expression of the Hubble parameter provides the acceleration of the universe, since the strong energy condition is violated. On the other hand, when α < 0, a relevant positive constant H_s may be introduced and interpreted as the Hubble parameter at the singularity time, such that H = h(t_s −t)^{−α} +H_s. In this case, some derivatives of H become singular. Note that the case α = 0 corresponds to the de Sitter space (which we do not treat in this paper).

Depending on the value of α, different expressions can be found for the scale factor. If α = 1, the scale factor reads

a(t) = ā(t_s − t)^{−h} , (15)

where ā is an integration constant.

If α > 0 and α ≠ 1, we get

a(t) = ā exp [ h(t_s − t)^{1−α} α − 1 ] . (16)

Finally, if α < 0 and H_s > 0, the scale factor behaves as

a(t) = ā exp { −(t_s − t) [ H_s − h(t_s − t)^{−α} α − 1 ]} . (17)

The finite-time future singularities can be classified as follows [34, 35]:

• Type I (Big Rip): for t → t_s, a → ∞, ρ_{eff} and |p_{eff} | → ∞ at t = t_s. This corresponds to α ≥ 1. • Type II (Sudden): for t → t_s, a → a_s, ρ_{eff} → ρ_s and |p_{eff} | → ∞. It corresponds to −1 < α < 0. • Type III (Big Freeze): for t → t_s, a → a_s, ρ_{eff} → ∞ and |p_{eff} | → ∞. This corresponds to 0 < α < 1.

• Type IV (Big Brake): for t → t_s, a → a_s, ρ_{eff} → 0, p_{eff} → 0 and higher derivatives of H diverge. This corresponds to the case α < −1, but with α not integer.

We investigate f(R, T ) = R + 2g(T ) gravity models which generate the above types of finitetime singularities. This corresponds to determine which form of g(T ) gives rise to each type of singularity.

3.1 Treating the case a(t) = ā(t_s − t)^{−h}

With this scale factor, the energy density and the first derivative of the Hubble parameter can be written as

ρ(t) = ρ_0ā^{−3(1+ω)} (t_s − t)^{3h(1+ω)} . (18) Ḣ = h (t_s − t)^{−2} . (19)

Substituting Eqs. (18) and (19) into Eq. (11), one obtains

2g_T (T ) +

2hā^{3(1+w)} ρ_0(1 + w)

(t_s − t)^{−2−3h(1+w)} + 1 = 0 . (20)

On the other hand, we can write the trace of the energy-momentum tensor in terms of the energy density as T = ρ − 3p = ρ (1 − 3ω) , (21) from which one has ρ = T/(1 − 3ω), and then

t_s − t = ā^{1h} [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{− 13h(1+ω)} T^{13h(1+ω)} . (22)

By injecting Eq. (22) into Eq. (20), we get

2g_T (T ) + λT^σ + 1 = 0 , (23) where λ = 2h(1 − 3ω)ā^{− 2}h 1 + ω

[ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{23h(1+ω)} , σ = − 2 3h(1 + ω)

− 1 , (24) and whose general solution reads

g(T ) = 1 2 ( −T − λT^{1+σ} 1 + σ ) + C_1 , (25)

and the corresponding f(R, T ) model reads f(R, T ) = R − T − λT^{1+σ} 1 + σ

+ 2C_1 , (26)

where C_1 is an integration constant. Let us assume that for the present time t_0, the corresponding value of the trace is T_0. When g(T ) = 0, the Einstein theory is recovered and at t = t_0 Eq. (9)reads 3H^2_0 = ρ_0 (we normalise the present time scale factor to unity). In the general case, working with the model R + 2g(T ), the initial condition has to be the same as in Einstein theory, that is, one has to get 3H^2_0 = ρ_{eff 0}. This leads to

2ρ_0 (1 + ω) g_T (T_0) + g(T_0) = 0 . (27)

By making use of (25), one acquires

C_1 =

3(3 − ω) 2 H^2_0 + hā^{− 2h} [2 − 3h(1 − 3ω)] . (28)

Here, T_0 may be determined in terms of ρ_0, which in turn may be calculated from the current value of the Hubble parameter H_0 = 2.1h × 10^{−42}GeV [38], with h = 0.7 in [39] through the relation 3H^2_0 = ρ_0. Then the model (26), with C_1 given by (28), can lead to the Big Rip.

3.2 Treating the case a(t) = ā exp [_{h(ts−t)1−α} α−1 ]

In this case, the appearance of both the Big Rip (α > 1) and the Big Freeze (0 < α < 1) is possible. The energy density and the first derivative of the Hubble parameter read

ρ = ρ_0ā^{−3(1+w)} exp [ −3h(1 + w)(t_s − t)^{1−α} α − 1 ] , (29) Ḣ = αh (t_s − t)^{−α−1} . (30)

By making use of Eqs. (29) and (30), Eq. (11) becomes

2g_T (T ) +

2αhā^{3(1+ω)}(t_s − t)

ρ_0(1 + ω) exp [ 3h(1 + ω)(t_s − t)^{1−α} α − 1 ] + 1 = 0 . (31)

Using the relation ρ = T/(1 − 3w), and Eq. (29), one gets

t_s − t = ln^{11−α} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{α−13h(1+ω)} ā^{1−αh} T^{1−α3h(1+ω)} ] . (32)

Substituting Eq. (32) into Eq. (31), we acquire

2g_T (T ) + 2αh(1 − 3ω) (1 + ω)T ln^{11−α} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{α−13h(1+ω)} ā^{1−αh} T^{1−α3h(1+ω)} ] + 1 = 0 , (33)

whose general solution reads g(T ) = − T 2 − 3αh^2(1 − 3ω) 2 − α ln^{2−α1−α} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{α−13h(1+ω)} ā^{1−αh} T^{1−α3h(1+ω)} ] + C_2 , (34)

where C_2 is an integration constant. Thus the corresponding f(R, T ) model is f(R, T ) = R − T − 6αh^2(1 − 3ω) 2 − α ln^{2−α1−α} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{α−13h(1+ω)} ā^{1−αh} T^{1−α3h(1+ω)} ] + 2C_2 , (35)

By using the same initial condition as made in (27), one obtains

C_2 =

3(3 − ω) 2 H^2_0 + 2αh ln^{11−α} ( ā^{1−αh} ) [3h(1 − 3ω) 2(2 − α) ln ( ā^{1−αh} ) − 1 ] . (36)

We conclude that the model (34) can allow the occurrence of both the Big Rip (α > 1) and the Big Freeze (0 < α < 1).

3.3 Treating the case a(t) = ā exp { −(t_s − t) [ H_s −^{h(ts−t)−α}_{α−1} ]}

Here the first derivative of the Hubble parameter remains the same as in (30), but the energy density is written as

ρ = ρ_0ā^{−3(1+ω)} exp { 3(1 + ω)(t_s − t) [ H_s − h(t_s − t)^{−α} α − 1 ]} . (37)

Here, note that it is not easy to express (t_s − t) in terms of ρ or T , due to the complicated form of (37). However, one can try to face the problem in other angle, i.e. finding the algebraic function R + 2g(T ) around the singularities (Sudden and Big Brake). Since α < 0, one always gets 1 − α > 1. Then near the singularity, (37) reduces to

ρ = ρ_0ā^{−3(1+ω)} exp {3H_s(1 + ω)(t_s − t)} (38)

from which, one extracts

t_s − t = ln [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{− 13Hs(1+ω)} ā^{1H}s T^{13Hs(1+ω)} ] . (39)

By using (39), (30) becomes Ḣ = αh ln^{−α−1} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{− 13Hs(1+ω)} ā^{1H}s T^{13Hs(1+ω)} ] , (40)

and the differential equation (11) reads

g_T (T ) + 2αh(1 − 3ω) (1 + ω)T ln^{−α−1} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{− 13Hs(1+ω)} ā^{1H}s T^{13Hs(1+ω)} ] + 1 = 0 . (41)

The general solution of (41) is g(T ) = − T 2 + 3hH_s(1 − 3ω) ln^{−α} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{− 13Hs(1+ω)} ā^{1Hs} T^{13Hs(1+ω)} ] + C_3 , (42)

where C_3 is an integration constant. The f(R, T ) corresponding model reads f(R, T ) = R − T + 6hH_s(1 − 3ω) ln^{−α} [ [ρ_0(1 − 3ω)]^{− 13Hs(1+ω)} ā^{1Hs} T^{13Hs(1+ω)} ] + 2C_3 . (43)

As for the previous cases, the constant C_3 is determined from the initial condition (27), as

C_3 = −

3(7ω + 3) 2 H^2_0 + h ln^{−α−1} ( ā^{1H}s ){ − 4α − 3H_s(1 − 3ω) ln ( ā^{1H}s )} . (44)

Hence, the model (44) can allow the appearance of both the Sudden singularity (for −1 < α < 0) and the Big Brake (α < −1).

4 Quantum effects near finite time singularity

We may check the avoidance of finite time future singularities by taking into account quantum effects. In this work we address conformal anomaly. Near the future finite-time singularity (t → t_s) the curvature diverges. Due to their dependence on the curvature, quantum effects coming from conformal anomaly also become important. In such a situation, all classical considerations have to be revised and any claim about the appearance of future finite-time singularity cannot be justified without an account of quantum effects. One may incorporate the massless quantum effects by taking into account the conformal anomaly contribution as a backreaction near the singularity. The viability and importance of these terms in now era, for example about the effects of conformal anomaly on black hole have widely investigated in [36].

The conformal anomaly T_A has the following well-known expression [37]

T_A = b ( F + 2 3 □R ) + b^′G + b^{′′}□R , (45) where F is the square of the four-dimensional Weyl tensor and G is Gauss-Bonnet invariant, given by F = 1 3 R^2 − 2R_{μν} R^{μν} + R_{μνρσ} R^{μνρσ} , (46) G = R^2 − 4R_{μν} R^{μν} + R_{μνρσ}R^{μνρσ} . (47) Explicitly, if there are N scalars, N_{1/2} spinors, N_1 vector fields, N_2 gravitons and N_{HD} higher derivative conformal scalars, b and b^′ are expressed as b = N + 6N_{1/2} + 12N_1 + 611N_2 − 8N_{HD} 1920π^2

, (48) b^′ =

N + 11N_{1/2} + 62N_1 + 1411N_2 − 28N_{HD} 5760π^2

, (49)

whereas b^{′′} is an arbitrary constant whose value can be shifted by the finite renormalization of the local counter-term R^2.

Now, by taking into account quantum contribution from the conformal anomaly, Eq. (9) is modified and its trace can be written as

− R = [1 + 2g_T (T )] T + 8pg_T (T ) + 4g(T ) + T_A . (50)

By using again the barotropic state equation p = ωρ for the ordinary matter content, one acquires − R = T + [ 2(1 + ω) 1 − 3ω ] T g_T + 4g + T_A . (51)

For the FLRW universe, it is clear that

F = 0 , G = 24 ( ḢH^2 + H^4 ) . (52)

Let us focus our attention on the case 2b + 3b^{′′} = 0 and set b^′ = 1. Then, one gets T_A = G. We may analyse quantum effects coming from conformal anomaly near each type of singularity. Two important cases need to be considered in doing this analysis, ω < −1 and ω > −1.

4.1 The case ω < −1 4.1.1 Conformal anomaly near the Big Rip

In this case, one can observe two conditions on the parameter α, that is, α = 1 and α > 1.

• The case α = 1 Here, the curvature behaves as R ∝ (t_s − t)^{−2}, the trace as T ∝ (t_s − t)^{3h(1+ω)}, and T_A ∝ (t_s − t)^{−4}.

Here, we may distinguish three conditions; −2 < 3h(1 + ω) < 0, 3h(1 + ω) = −2 and 3h(1 + ω) < −2.

For −2 < 3h(1 + ω) < 0, one has g(T ) ∝ T g_T (T ) ∝ (t_s − t)^{−2}. It appears that, as the singularity time is approached, the conformal anomaly term dominates over other terms. Hence, the Big Rip may be avoided.

For 3h(1 + ω) = −2, one gets g(T ) ∝ T g_T (T ) ∝ (t_s − t)^{−2}. Also, in this case, the conformal anomaly term dominates and the Big Rip may also be avoided.

For 3h(1 + ω) < −2, the corresponding expression of g(T ) is that coming from Eq. (40), and g(T ) ∝ T g_T (T ) ∝ (t_s − t)^{3h(1+ω)}. Here, it can be observed that, even if the conformal anomaly is not taken into account the Big Rip may be avoided from the contribution of the matter in the gravitational part of the action. This can be viewed as a reason for taking into account the trace T term in the gravitational part since, in this case, the Big Rip can be avoided without the need of quantum effect.

• The case α > 1 Here, as the singularity time is approached, the curvature behaves as R ∝ (t_s − t)^{−2α}, the conformal anomaly as T_A ∝ (t_s−t)^{−4α}, and the ordinary trace as T ∝ exp {_{−3h(1+ω)} α−1 (t_s − t)^{1−α} } . We also obtain g(T ) ∝ T g_T (T ) ∝ exp {_{−3h(1+ω)} α−1 (t_s − t)^{1−α} } , that one can assimilate to (t_s − t)^{−2N} , where N = N(α) is a positive function of α. This assumption is possible since, for α > 1, 1 − α < 0, and also, as we are dealing with the case ω < −1, one gets −3h(1 + ω) > 0. On the other hand, it is clear here that we also have −4α < −2α, and then, the conformal anomaly term dominates over the curvature one. One can conclude that for α > 1, quantum effects from conformal anomaly may allow the avoidance of the Big Rip. Note also that, if for some values of α > 1 on acquires N > 2, then, we regain the situation in which f(R, T ) itself lead to the avoidance of the Big Rip, thanks to the ordinary trace terms in the gravitational part of the action, without the need of quantum effects.

4.1.2 Conformal anomaly near the sudden singularity

In this case, −1 < α < 0, and as the singularity is approached, the curvature behaves as R ∝ (t_s − t)^{−α−1}, the ordinary trace behaves as a constant, and the conformal anomaly as T_A ∝ (t_s − t)^{−3α−1}. Here, one gets g_T ∝ (t_s − t)^{−α−1} and g ∝ (t_s − t)^{−α}. Note that for −1 < α < 0, we always have −3α − 1 > −α − 1. This means that the sudden singularity cannot be avoided from conformal anomaly contribution. This results perfectly agrees with that found in [35, 40], where in the framework of GR it has been shown that sudden singularity cannot be avoided both from particle production and conformal anomaly. However, it appears that the avoidance of the sudden singularity could come from the matter contribution, due to the same exponent for R and g_T .

4.1.3 Conformal anomaly near the Big Freeze

This type of singularity occurs for 0 < α < 1, and around the singularity, the curvature behaves as R ∝ (t_s − t)^{−α−1}, the conformal anomaly as T_A ∝ (t_s − t)^{−3α−1}. Here, the ordinary trace behaves as constant and, g_T ∝ (t_s − t) and g ∝ (t_s − t)^{2−α}. As 0 < α < 1, one gets −3α − 1 < −α − 1 < 0. Then, the Big Freeze may be avoided from conformal anomaly effects.

4.1.4 Conformal anomaly near the Big Brake

The condition of occurrence of this type of singularity is α < −1, and in this case the curvature R, the conformal anomaly T_A, g_T and g are all non-singular, while from the first to higher of R as the singularity time is approached. Hence the singularity is always robust against the conformal anomaly and cannot be avoided.

4.2 Commenting the case ω > −1

In this case, 3h(1 + ω) is always positive. This may certainly change some of the results obtained in the previously case. We also analyse here the conformal anomaly effect near each singularity.

4.2.1 Conformal anomaly around the Big Rip

• The case α = 1

Here, as the singularity is approached, the curvature scalar behaves as R ∝ (t_s − t)^{−2}, the ordinary trace is finite, the conformal anomaly behaves as T_A = (t_s − t)^{−4}, T g_T ∝ g ∝ (t_s −t)^{− 23h(1+ω)} . In this case, two conditions my be distinguished, the first when 0 < 3h(1+ω) < 1 and the second when 3h(1 + ω) > 1.

For the case where 0 < 3h(1 + ω) < 1, the term (t_s − t)^{− 23h(1+ω)} diverges more than the curvature as the singularity is approached. Hence, not only the conformal anomaly may prevent the Big Rip, but also this singularity may be avoided from the T terms contribution, even quantum effects are nor taken into account.

For 3h(1 + ω) > 1, just the conformal anomaly term dominates over the curvature term, and may prevent the singularity.

• The case α > 1 Here, as the singularity time is approached, the curvature behaves as R ∝ (t_s − t)^{−2α}, the conformal anomaly as T_A ∝ (t_s − t)^{−4α}, and the ordinary trace and the product T g_T are finite, while g(T ) ∝ (t_s − t)^{2−α}. Note that for any α > 1, one always gets 2 − α > −2α. Then, the curvature term always dominates over the T contribution terms, while it diverges less than the conformal anomaly term. Hence, the only conformal anomaly effects can present the Big Rip.

4.2.2 Conformal anomaly near the Sudden singularity

In this case, since the term 3h(1 + ω) is not present, we regain the same situation as in the case where ω < −1.

4.2.3 Conformal anomaly around the Big Freeze

Here the situation is the same as for that of the case ω < −1. Then the Big Freeze only may be avoided from the conformal anomaly effects.

4.2.4 Conformal anomaly near the Big Brake

Also here, since the term 3h(1 + ω) is not present, the same situation as in the case where ω < −1 occurs.

5 Conclusion

We considered the modified f(R, T ) theory of gravity where R is the curvature scalar and T the trace of the energy-momentum tensor. We focused our attention in reconstructing the models of this theory, that may lead to finite-time future singularities. We assumed a suitable expression for the Hubble parameter in order to provide the expansion of the universe and realise the four finite-time future singularities, by adjusting an input parameter α. A special expression f(R, T ) = R + 2g(T ) is assumed, viewed as a T -term correction to the Einstein-Hilbert term, R. From this, differential equation for g(T ) are obtained through the equations of motion, for some values of the parameter α. In each case, the differential equation is solved leading to the f(R, T ) model that leads to finite-time future singularity.

As the curvature diverges at singularity time, quantum effect may be introduced. In this way, conformal anomaly is introduced and its effects at singularity time in analysed. We observed that conformal anomaly cannot remove the sudden singularity nor the Big Brake. However, for some values of the parameter α, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze may be avoided. Another important result that we find is that, even without the contribution of quantum effect, the Big Rip and the Big Freeze may be avoided from the contribution of the ordinary trace terms, for some values of the parameter α. This is a reason for considering f(R, T ) in the study of some scenarios of evolution of the universe.

In the case of Sudden singularity and the Big Brake, we observed that neither conformal anomaly or the terms coming from the classical trace allow the avoidance of these singularities. Still, in order to check the possible avoidance of the Sudden and the Big Brake, the viscosity of the fluid characterising the matter content may be introduced. We leave this as a future work.

Acknowledgement: The authors thank a lot Prof. Ratbay Myrzakulov for useful suggestions and comments. M.J.S. Houndjo thanks CNPq/FAPES for financial support.

References

[1] D. N. Spergel et al. [WMAP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. Suppl. 148, 175 (2003); H. V.

Peiris et al. [WMAP Collaboration], ibid. 148, 213 (2003); D. N. Spergel et al. [WMAP

Collaboration], ibid. 170, 377 (2007); E. Komatsu et al. [MWAP Collaboration], ibid. 180, 330 (2009).

[2] S. Perlmutter et al [SNCP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. 517, 565 (1999); A. G. Riess et al.

[SNST Collaboration], Astro. J. 116, 1009 (1998); P. Astier et al. [SNLS Collaboration], Astron. Astrophys. 447, 31 (2006); A. G. Riess et al., Astrophys. J. 659, 98 (2007).

[3] M. Sami, arXiv:0904.3445 [hep-th].

[4] Y. F. Cai, E. N. Saridakis, M. R. Setare and J. Q. Xia, arXiv:0909.2776 [hep-th]. [5] S. Capozziello and M. Francaviglia, Gen. Rel. Grav. 40, 357 (2008); S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis and V. Faraoni, arXiv:0909.4672 [gr-qc].

[6] F. S. N. Lobo, arXiv:0807.1640 [gr-qc].

[7] T. P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, arXiv:0805.1726 [gr-qc].

[8] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:0801.4843 [astro-ph]; arXiv:0807.0685 [hep-th]. [9] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, eConf C0602061, 06 (2006) [Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys.

4, 115 (2007)] [arXiv:hep-th/0601213].

[10] R. Durrer and R. Maartens, Gen. Rel. Grav. 40, 301 (2008); arXiv:0811.4132 [astro-ph]. [11] E. J. Copeland, M. Sami and S. Tsujikawa, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 1753 (2006). [12] P. J. E. Peebles and B. Ratra, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 559 (2003); V. Sahni, AIP Conf. Proc.

782, 166 (2005) [J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 31, 115 (2006)]; T. Padmanabhan, Phys. Rept. 380, 235 (2003) [13] G. R. Bengochea and R. Ferraro, Phys. Rev. D 79, 124019 (2009).

[14] Batista A. B., Fabris J. C. and Houndjo S., Gravit. Cosmol.,14 (2008) 140. arXiv:

0710.0999[gr-qc].

[15] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and S. Tsujikawa, Phys. Rev. D 71, 063004 (2005). [16] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:0903.5231 [hep-th].

[17] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 72, 023003 (2005).

[18] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 78, 046006 (2008).

[19] K. Bamba, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, JCAP 0810, 045 (2008).

[20] J. D. Barrow and K. i. Maeda, Nucl. Phys. B 341, 294 (1990).

[21] M. C. B. Abdalla, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Class. Quant. Grav. 22, L35 (2005).

[22] F. Briscese, E. Elizalde, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 646, 105 (2007).

[23] S. H. Hendi and D. Momeni., Euro. Phys. J. C 71, 1823 (2011), arXiv:

1201.0061 [gr-qc]; A. Azadi, D. Momeni and M. Nouri-Zonoz., Phys. Lett. B 670, 210-214 (2008), arXiv: 0810.4673 [gr-qc]; D. Momeni and H. Gholizade, Int . J. Mod Phys. D 18, 1719-1729 (2009), arXiv: 0903. 0067 [gr-qc]. M. Jamil, F. M. Mohamed and D. Momeni., Phys. Lett. B 702, 315-319 (2011), arXiv: 1105.2610 [physics.gen-ph].

[24] S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 79, 124007 (2009).

[25] Kazuharu Bamba, Sergei D. Odintsov, Lorenzo Sebastiani, Sergio Zerbini., Eur.Phys.J. C 67 295-310 (2010).

[26] K. Bamba, M. Jamil, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov, Astrophys. Space Sci. 344, 259-267 (2013), arXiv: 1202.6114 [physics.gen-ph]; M. Jamil, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov, Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 1959 (2012), arXiv: 1202.4926[physics.gen-ph]; M. Jamil, D. MOmeni and M. A. Rashid, Euro. Phys. J. C 71, 1711 (2011), arXiv: 1107.1558 [physics.gen-ph]; M. Jamil, D. Momeni, R. Myrzakulov and P. Rudra, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 81, 114004 (2012), arXiv: 1211.0018 [physics.gen-ph]; M. Jamil, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov, Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 2137 (2012), arXiv: 1210.0001 [physics.gen-ph]; Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 2122 (2012). arXiv: 1209.1298 [gr-qc]; Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 2075 (2012), arXiv: 1208. 0025 [gr.qc]; M. Jamil, K. Yesmakhanova, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov., Cent. Eur. J. Phys 10, 1065-1071 (2012). arXiv: 1207.2735

[gr-qc]; M. J. S. Houndjo, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov., Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 21, 1250093 (2012), arXiv: 1206.3938 [physcs.gen-ph].

[27] M. R. Setare and D. Momeni., Int. J. Theor. Phys 51, 198-205 (2012), arXiv:

1009.0918 [hep-th]; Mod. Phys. Lett. A 26, 151-159 (2011), arXiv: 1002.0185 [hep-th]; Int. J. Theor. Phys. 50, 106-113 (2011), arXiv: 1001.3767 [physics.genph]; Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 19, 2079-2094 (2010), arXiv: 0911.1877 [hep-th]; M. Setare, D. Momeni and N. Majd., 2011, 118 (2011). arXiv: 1003.0376 [hepth]; D. Momeni, Int. J. Theor. Phys., 50, 1493-1514 (2011), arXiv: 0910.0594 [gr-qc];

[28] T. Harko, F. S. N. Lobo, S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D84, 024020 (2011).

[29] M. J. S. Houndjo, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 21, 1250003 (2012). arXiv:1107.3887[astro-ph.CO].

[30] M. J. S. Houndjo and O. F. Piattella, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 21, 1250024 (2012).

arXiv:1110.1321[gr-qc].

[31] M. jamil, D. Momeni and R. Myrzakulov., Chin. Phys. Lett 29, 109801 (2012), arXiv: 1209.2916 [physics.gen-ph]. M. Jamil, D. Momeni, M. Raza and R. Myrzakulov., Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 1999 (2012), arXiv: 1107.5807 [physics.genph].

[32] K. Bamba, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, JCAP 0810, 045 (2008); S. Nojiri and S.

D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev D 78, 046006 (2008); S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev D79, 124007 (2009); S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:0910.1464v2 [hep-th] .

[33] K. Bamba, S. D. Odintsov, L. Sebastiani and S. Zerbini, arXiv:0911.4390v2 [hep-th]

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

[35] S. J. M. Houndjo, Euro. phys. Lett. 92, 10004 (2010). arXiv:1008.0664[hep-th].

[36] S. H. Hendi and D. Momeni, Euro. Phys. J. C 71, 1823 (2011), arXiv: 1201.0061 [gr-qc].

[37] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 595, 1 (2004). E. Elizalde, S. Nojiri, and S.

D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 70, 043539 (2004); S. K. Srivastava, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 39, 241 (2007); H. Calderon and W. Hiscock, Classical Quantum Gravity 22, L23 (2005); E. Barbaoza and N. Lemos, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 38, 1609 (2006).

[38] E. W. Kolb and M. S. Turner, The Early Universe (Addison-Wesley, Redwood City, California, 1990).

[39] E. Komatsu et al, [WMAP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. Suppl. 192, 18 (2011). [arXiv:

1001.4538 [astro-ph.CO]].

[40] J. D. Barrow, A. B. Batista, J. C. Fabris and S. Houndjo, Phys. Rev D 78, 123508 (2008), arXiv:0807.4253[gr-qc].