arXiv:1304.5440v2 [gr-qc] 25 Apr 2013

Higher-Order Gauss-Bonnet Cosmology

Salvatore Capozziello^{1,2}, Mauro Francaviglia^{3,4} and Andrey N. Makarenko^5 1Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Napoli "Federico II", Napoli, Italy 2INFN Sez. di Napoli, Compl. Univ. di Monte S. Angelo, Edificio G, Via Cinthia, I-80126, Napoli, Italy, 3Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Torino, Via Carlo Alberto 10, and^4INFN Sez. di Torino, I-10123 Torino, Italy, 5 Tomsk State Pedagogical University, Tomsk, Russia

We study cosmological models derived from higher-order Gauss-Bonnet gravity F (R, G) by using the Lagrange multiplier approach without assuming the presence of additional fields with the exception of standard perfect fluid matter. The presence of Lagrange multipliers reduces the number of allowed solutions. We need to introduce compatibility conditions of the FRW equations, which impose strict restrictions on the metric or require the introduction of additional exotic matter. Several classes of F (R, G) models are generated and discussed.

PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd, 04.20.Jb, 04.20.Cv, 98.80.Jk

I. INTRODUCTION

Astrophysical data indicate that the observed universe is in an accelerated phase [1]. This acceleration could be induced by the so-called dark energy (see Ref. [2] for a recent review and references therein) the nature and properties of which are not yet understood at fundamental level.

There are several models for dark energy, but, in general, such a constituent can be figured out, in a coarse grain approach, as being constituted by some ideal fluid whose equation of state (EoS) exhibits non-standard properties, in particular, a non standard adiabatic index. On the other hand, dark energy can be considered as a global phenomenon associated with modifications of gravity [3], which are given by extensions of General Relativity (implying modifications of the Hilbert–Einstein action by introducing scalar fields, curvature invariants like the Ricci scalar R or the Ricci and Riemann tensors R_{μν} and R^α_{βμν} or the Gauss–Bonnet topological invariant [4, 5]). Such extended actions describe effective theories coming from fundamental interactions [6] and, from a cosmological point of view, they should consistently describe the early-time inflation and late-time acceleration, without the introduction of any other material dark component. In this picture, the dark side of the universe could be traced as the lack of a final theory of gravity where gravitational interaction does not behave in the same way at all scales [7].

In fact, General Relativity presents problems at ultra-violet (Quantum Gravity) and infra-red (Cosmology) scales [6, 8]. A similar situation appears for dark matter phenomena. No fundamental candidate has been revealed up to now and dynamics of self-gravitating structures could be addressed by modifications of gravity like f(R)-gravity (see for example [9]). A further problem is that it is not clear why dark energy had no effect at early epochs while it gives dominant contributions in today observed universe. According to the latest observational data, dark energy currently accounts for about 68 ÷ 70 % of the total mass-energy amount of the universe (see, for example, the very recent data coming from the PLANCK collaboration [10]). The main feature of dark energy is that its EoS parameter w_D is negative:

w_D = p_D/ρ_D < 0, (1)

where ρ_D is the dark energy density and p_D the pressure. Due to this feature, the Hubble fluid is accelerating instead of decelerating as it should be if governed by ordinary perfect fluid matter. Although current data favor the standard ΛCDM cosmology, the uncertainties in the determination of the EoS dark energy parameter w are still too large, namely w = −1.04^{+0.09}_{−0.10}. Hence, one is not able to determine, without doubt, which of the three cases: w < −1, w = −1, or w > −1 is the one actually realized in our universe [11, 12]. Furthermore, the evolution of the cosmological constant is a very likely feature in order to connect the early quantum gravity regime with today observed universe [6].

Recently, a new cosmological model describing the different stages of evolution of the universe has been proposed [13]. This model, named Dust of Dark energy, describes the accelerated expansion of the Universe by two scalar fields where one of them is a Lagrange multiplier (LM) which imposes a constraint on the dynamics [14–16]. The extension to f(R) gravity via the addition of a Lagrange multiplier constraint has been proposed in Ref. [14]. Such a model can be considered as a new version of modified gravity because dynamics and cosmological solutions are different from the standard version of f(R) gravity without such a constraint. This result is clear from a dynamical viewpoint: LMs are anholonomic constraints capable of reducing dynamics [17, 18]. Furthermore, using the LM approach helps in the formulation of covariant renormalizable gravity [19] and can be re-conducted to the existence of Noether symmetries into dynamics [8, 16].

In the present paper, we study the Gauss-Bonnet gravity with LM constraints in view to recover realistic dark energy behaviors. Here we do not specify the form of the gravitational action but generically require a function of the Ricci scalar R and the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G, by considering a generic F (R, G)-gravity. In this way, due to the form of the Gauss-Bonnet invariant, all the curvature invariants are taken into account without arbitrary choices. Unlike the models dealt in [16], where the introduction of LM helps to generate a number of new solutions, we found the opposite effect in the case under consideration. Namely, we see that the appearance of LMs reduces the number of solutions and does not help in their generation. This feature is strictly related to the indetermination in the F (R, G) function endowed with all the gravitational degrees of freedom apart from the standard one in the Hilbert-Einstein action R. The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II, we discuss the main features of F (R, G)-gravity where a LM is considered for the Gauss-Bonnet component. In view of studying dark energy models, the cosmological equations are derived. In particular, we recast the further gravitational degrees of freedom in the form of an effective fluid in order to derive a suitable EoS. Sect.III is devoted to the search for cosmological power law solutions for some classes of the F (R, G) function. Results are discussed in Sect.IV where we draw also our conclusions.

II. F (R, G) GRAVITY WITH GAUSS-BONNET LAGRANGE MULTIPLIER

As discussed in [3, 4, 16], higher-order and non local curvature invariants come out in any effective theory derived from unified approaches like strings, braneworld, etc. Here, we will consider a generic F (R, G) function of the Ricci scalar R and the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G, where we ask for a Lagrange multiplier for the Gauss-Bonnet term in order to constrain cosmology. The starting action has the following form: S = 1 2κ^2 ∫ d^4x √ −g { F (R, G) + λ ( 1 2 ∇_μG∇^μG + F_2(G) )} + S_m . (2)

Here 1/2κ^2 is the gravitational coupling constant, F (R, G) and F_2(G) are arbitrary functions, S_m is the standard perfect flud matter action, λ is a Lagrange multiplier whose variation yields the constraint equation 1 2 ∇_μG∇^μG + F_2(G) = 0 . (3)

G is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant defined as G = R_{μναβ} R^{μναβ} − 4R_{μν} R^{μν} + R^2 . (4) The gravitational field equations are

−^1_2 F g_{μν} +^λ_2 ∇_μG∇_ν G + F^′_RR_{μν} − ∇_μ∇_ν F^′_R + g_{μν} □F^′_R + 2F L^′_G ( R^{αβγ}_μ R_{ναβγ} + 2R_{μαβν} R^{αβ} − −2R_{αμ}R^α_ν + RR_{μν} ) − 4 (R_{μαβν} + R_{μν} g_{αβ} + R_{αβ} g_{μν} − R_{αμ}g_{βν} − R_{αν} g_{βμ}+ +^1_2 R (g_{αμ}g_{βν} − g_{μν} g_{αβ} ) ) ∇^α∇^β F L^′_G = κ^2T_{μν} . (5) Here F^′_R = dF (R, G)/dR and F L^′_G = dF (R, G)/dG + λdF_2(G)/dG − ∇^μ(λ∇_μG). In the 4-dimensional space-time, we have the following expression 2 ( R^{αβγ}_μ R_{ναβγ} + 2R_{μαβν} R^{αβ} − 2R_{αμ}R^α_ν + RR_{μν} ) − 1 2 Gg_{μν} = 0. Hence Eq. (5) can be rewritten as

−^1_2 F g_{μν} +^λ_2 ∇_μG∇_ν G + F^′_RR_{μν} − ∇_μ∇_ν F^′_R + g_{μν} □F^′_R +^1_2 F L^′_GGg_{μν} − 4 (R_{μαβν} + R_{μν} g_{αβ} + +R_{αβ}g_{μν} − R_{αμ}g_{βν} − R_{αν} g_{βμ} +^1_2 R (g_{αμ}g_{βν} − g_{μν} g_{αβ} ) ) ∇^α∇^β F L^′_G = κ^2T_{μν} . (6) Let us now consider a Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) universe with the flat spatial metric

ds^2 = −dt^2 + a(t)^2 ∑ i=1,2,3 ( dx^i )_2

. (7)

Then from Eq. (3) one obtains

F_2(G) = Ġ2 2 . (8)

FRW equations are specified as soon as one defines the effective density and pressure

ρ_{eff} ≡ 1 F^′_R { ρ_M + 1 2κ^2 [ (F^′_RR + G F L^′_G − F ) − λĠ^2 − 6HḞ^′_R − 24H^3Ḟ L^′_G ]} , (9)

p_{eff} ≡ 1 F^′_R { p_M + 1 2κ^2 [ − (F^′_RR + G F L^′_G − F ) + 4HḞ^′_R + 2F̈^′_R

+ 16H ( Ḣ + H^2 ) Ḟ L′_G + 8H^2F̈ L′_G ]} . (10)

Here ρ_{eff} = 3κ^{−2}H^2 and p_{eff} = −κ^{−2} ( 2Ḣ + 3H^2 ) , respectively. A general method for solving such equations does not exist. However, a few solutions for general F (R, G) theory have been found [20–24]. We can reduce the problem, if we assume that

F L^′_G = F^′_G, λĠ^2 = 2κ^2ρ_M, p_M = 0. (11)

We obtain an equation for the Lagrange multiplier, which will lead us to a model where the material field is in the form of dust (p = 0). In such a case the conservation equation for matter

ρ̇_M + 3H(ρ_M + p_M) = 0 , (12)

could result violated but the general Bianchi identities have to remain conserved. Let us consider in more detail Eqs. (9)-(10). It is easy to remove from these equations the constraint derived from the Lagrangian multiplier. We obtain then the compatibility condition of the equations, which takes the form

3Hκ^2p_M + 3Hκ^2ρ_M + κ^2ρ̇_M + 288Hλ [ 2Ḣ ( 2H^2 + Ḣ ) + HḦ ] × (13) × [ 2 ( Ḣ^2 ( −6H^2 + 96H^6 + Ḣ(−1 + 96H^4 + 24H^2Ḣ) ) + + H ( −2H^2 + 3Ḣ(−1 + 16H^4 + 8H^2Ḣ) ) Ḧ + 6H^4Ḧ^2 ) − H^2 ... H ] = 0.

This equation can be rewritten in terms of the Gauss-Bonnet invariant obtaining λĠ ( Ġ^2 − 2G̈ ) = −4κ^2 (3H(p_M + ρ_M) + ρ̇_M) . (14)

If the matter satisfies the conservation law we need to impose the additional conditions G = const or G = c_1 + 2 ln (t + c_2).

A similar situation arises when we consider another Lagrangian of slightly different type, that is S = 1 2κ^2 ∫ d^4x √ −g { F (R, G) + λ ( 1 2 ∇_μR∇^μR + F_2(R) )} + S_m , (15)

where λ is again a Lagrange multiplier and F_2 is an arbitrary function of the scalar curvature R.

In this case the compatibility condition of the equations of motion will have exactly the same form, but with the replacement of the invariant of the Gauss-Bonnet with the Ricci curvature scalar λṘ ( Ṙ^2 − 2R̈ ) = −4κ^2 (3H(p_M + ρ_M) + ρ̇_M) . (16)

Clearly Eqs. (14) and (16) do not contradict the validity of the general Bianchi identities for the theory but point out that (Gauss-Bonnet) curvature terms, selected by the Lagrange multipliers, can act as source terms. With these considerations in mind, let us search for cosmological solutions for F (R, G) gravity according to the Lagrange multiplier method.

III. COSMOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS FOR F (R, G) GRAVITY

Our aim is now to search for cosmological solutions compatible with F (R, G) gravity that, eventually, select the form of the function. Let us start with power law solutions where the scale factor behaves as a(t) = a_0t^{h0} , (17) so that the Hubble rate is given by H = h_0 t . (18)

The FRW equations assume the form

0 = (F − 2κ^2ρ_M)t^{14} − 24(h_0 − 1)h_0^3t^{10}F (R, G)^′_G − 6(h_0 − 1)h_0t^{12}F (R, G)^′_R +

+ 6h_0 ( −384(h_0 − 1)h_0^5 ( 48(h_0 − 1)h_0^3(9 + h_0) + (29 − h_0(14 + 3h_0))t^4 ) λ+ (19) + ( 4h_0^2t^{10}Ḟ (R, G)^′_G + t^{12}Ḟ (R, G)^′_R + 384(h_0 − 1)h_0^5 (( 48(h_0 − 1)h_0^3 + (9 − 2h_0)t^4 )˙ λ − t^5λ̈ ))) , and 0 = (F + 2κ^2p_M)t^{14} − 24(h_0 − 1)h_0^3t^{10}F (R, G)^′_G + 2(1 − 3h_0)h_0t^{12}F (R, G)^′_R + + 2 ( −1152(h_0 − 1)h_0^5 ( 16(h_0 − 1)h_0^3(10 + h_0)(3h_0 − 13) − (h_0 − 3)(6 + h_0)(3h_0 − 5)t^4 ) λ+ (20) + t ( 8(h_0 − 1)h_0^2t^{10}Ḟ (R, G)^′_G + 2h_0t^{12}Ḟ (R, G)^′_R − 405504h_0^8λ̇ + 847872h_0^9λ̇ − 479232h_0^{10}λ̇ + 36864h_0^{11}λ̇+

+ 42240h_0^5t^4λ̇ − 64896h_0^6t^4λ̇ + 23808h_0^7t^4λ̇ − 1152h_0^8t^4λ̇ + 4h_0^2t^{11}F̈ (R, G)^′_G + t^{13}F̈ (R, G)^′_R + 18432h_0^8tλ̈ − − 36864h_0^9tλ̈ + 18432h_0^{10}tλ̈ − 6528h_0^5t^5λ̈ + 8448h_0^6t^5λ̈ − 1920h_0^7t^5λ̈ − 384(h_0 − 1)h_0^5t^6λ^{(3)} )) . If we choose the Lagrange multiplier as

λ = c e^{− 12(h0 −1)h0} 3 t4 t^{5−3h0} , (21) were c is a constant, matter behaves as "dust" assuming the form

ρ_M =

9216c 2κ^2 e^{− 12(h0 −1)h0} 3 t4 (h_0 − 1)^2h_0^6t^{−5−3h0} , p_M = 0 , (22)

where the pressure is clearly zero.

Choosing, instead, a Lagrange multiplier of the form λ = λ_1t^{λ2} , (23) one can use the reconstruction method proposed in Refs. [16, 20–22]. However, in this case we need to introduce the matter in the special form

ρ_M = c_1t^{−3h0(1+w)} +

4608(h_0 − 1)^2h^6_0λ_1t^{−14+λ2} κ^2 ( 48(h_0 − 1)h_0^3 −14 + λ_2 + 3h_0(1 + w) − 5t^4 −10 + λ_2 + 3h_0(1 + w) ) , (24)

p_M = wρ_M. (25) If λ_2 = 14 − 3h_0(1 + w) then the matter density takes the form

ρ_M = t^{−3h0 (1+w)} ( c_1 +

1152(h_0 − 1)^2h^6_0λ_1 ( −5t^4 + 192(h_0 − 1)h^3_0 ln t ) κ^2 ) . (26)

On the other hand, if λ_2 = 10 − 3h_0(1 + w), the matter density takes the form

ρ_M = t^{−3h0(1+w)} c_1 +

4608(h_0 − 1)^2h^6_0λ_1 ( −^{12(h0−1)h30}

t^4 − 5 ln t ) κ^2 . (27) With proper functions P (ϕ), Z(ϕ) and Q(ϕ) of a scalar field ϕ, which we can identify with the time t, we represent the term F(R, G) in the action in Eq. (2) as P (t)R + Z(t)G + Q(t). Varying this action with respect to t, we find (dP (t)/dt) R + (dZ(t)/dt) G + dQ(t)/dt = 0. By solving this equation, we obtain t = t(R, G). Combining this and using the above representation, we get the special case F(R, G) = P (t)R + Z(t)G + Q(t).

Let us consider now a few cases that can be worked out in detail.

A. The case of F (G) gravity with a Lagrange multiplier

Let us start with a function the form F = R + F (G), where we consider a pure Gauss-Bonnet function as correction to Einstein gravity. Considering c_1 = 0 (without ordinary matter) then it is easy to find an explicit form for F (G). There are two cases

1. We have

F^′_G =

4(h_0 − 1)h^2_0(3h_0 − 2) ( −10 + h_0 + 3h^2_0 ) (h_0 − 2)^2(5 + h_0) (−1 + 2h_0 + 3h^2_0) t^2 , λ = (2 − 3h_0)t^8 1152h^4_0 (−2 + 7h_0 − h^2_0 − 7h^3_0 + 3h^4_0) ,

t → 2^{3/4}3^{1/4} ( −h^3_0 + h^4_0 )_{1/4} G^{1/4} , (28)

F (G) = 2 √_2

3 G^{3/2} √ (h_0 − 1)h^3_0 ( 20 − 32h_0 − 3h^2_0 + 9h^3_0 ) 3(h_0 − 2)^2h_0(5 + h_0) (−1 + 2h_0 + 3h^2_0) , where the Gauss-Bonnet function scales as a 3/2 power. The dark energy behavior means that the power h_0 in Eq.(17) is larger than 1.

2. Another case is

F^′_G = ( 84 − 20h_0 − 143h0^2 − 30h^3_0 + 9h^4_0 ) t^6 192(−3 + h_0)(−1 + h_0)h^4_0(2 + 3h_0) (2 − 7h_0 + 3h^2_0) , λ = (−2 + 3h_0)t^{12} 18432(−1 + h_0)^2h^7_0 (2 − 7h_0 + 3h^2_0)

, (29)

F = √_3 2 √ (−1 + h_0)h^3_0 ( −84 + 20h_0 + 143h^2_0 + 30h^3_0 − 9h^4_0 ) √ G(−3 + h_0)h_0(2 + 3h_0) (2 − 7h_0 + 3h^2_0) . If we eliminate the Lagrange multiplier we get the following form of the function F (G)

F^′_G = g_1t^{11/3},

F (G) = 32 27 g_1 (√ 2 3^{1/4} + 11G^{1/4} ) G^{1/12} (30)

and then we get another fractional power for F (G). It is worth noticing that this kind of fractional behavior for generic gravitational actions is usually determined by the presence of Noether symmetries for the dynamical system (see [8] for details). This shows the strict relation between LM method and the Noether Symmetry Approach to reduce dynamical systems.

B. The case of F (R, G) gravity in presence of ordinary matter

Let us assume now a generic F (R, G) function with no Lagrange multiplier, but the presence of matter in the form of a standard perfect fluid like ρ_M = ρ_0a^{−3(1+w)}, p_M = wρ_0a^{−3(1+w)}. The FRW Eqs. (9-10) take the following form

− 2κ^2ρ_0t^4 + a^3_0t^{3h0} (a_0t^{h0} )^{3w}(F t^4 − 6h_0(4g_1h^2_0(−1 − g_2 + h_0)t^{f2} + r_1(−1 + h_0 − r_2)t^{2+r2} )) = 0, (31)

a_0^3t^{3h0} (a_0t^{h0} )^{3w} ( −F t^4 − 8g_1(g_2 − h_0)h^2_0(−3 + f_2 + 3h_0)t^{f2} + 2r_1(h_0 − r_2)(−1 + 3h_0 + r_2)t^{2+r2} ) − −2κ^2ρ_0t^4w = 0. (32)

Here, the functions F^′_R and F^′_G can be selected in the form F^′_R = r_1t^{r2} and F^′_G = g_1t^{g2} . Using the reconstruction method [20–22] which we described above (that is Z(t) ≡ F^′_G, P (t) ≡ F^′_R and Q(t) = F (R, G) − F^′_RR − F^′_GG), we can find t as a function of R and G, and then F as a function of R and G. However, this will lead to an equation containing an irrational degree for t, which cannot be solved in general. As above, one can consider a few special cases, but just for fixed values of h_0 and w. In fact, deriving the explicit form of F as a function of R and G is very difficult. We choose, for the sake of simplicity, the case when F (R, G) = F_1(R) + F_2(G). Then the solution is possible, for ρ_0 ≠ 0, if

1. g_2 = 4 − 3h_0(1 + w) ≠ 2 + r_2 ,

2. 2 + r_2 = 4 − 3h_0(1 + w) ≠ g_2 ,

3. g_2 = 2 + r_2 = 4 − 3h_0(1 + w) .

Let us consider the first case. Solving Eqs. (31)-(32) we find

ρ_0 = −4a^{3+3w}_0 g_1h^2_0(−4 + 3h_0(1 + w)(−1 + h_0(4 + 3w))/(κ^2(1 + w)), (33)

r_2 = 1 2 ( 1 + h_0 ± √ 1 + 10h_0 + h^2_0 ) . (34)

It is evident that, in order that the condition ρ_0 > 0 be satisfied, we need to impose restrictions on g_1 and h_0, namely: g_1 > 0 and 1/4 < h_0 < 4/3 or g_1 > 0 and h_0 < 1/4 or h_0 > 4/3. Finally the functions F_1(R) and F_2(G) assume the form

F_1(R) =

2^{14} ( 9+h_0±

√_{1+10h0 +h20}) 3^{14} ( 1+h_0 ±

√_{1+10h0+h20} ) (h_0(2h_0 − 1))^{14} ( 1+h_0 ±

√_{1+10h0+h20}) R^{14} ( 3−h_0∓ √_{1+10h0 +h20}) r_1 3 − h_0 ∓ √ 1 + 10h_0 + h^2_0

(35)

F_2(G) = g_1

2^{5− 94 h0(1+w)}3^{− 34 h0(1+w)}(h_0 − 1)^{1− 34 h0(1+w)}h^{2− 394 h0(1+w)}_0 1 + w

G^{34 h0(1+w)}. (36)

In the second case the functions F_{1,2} assume the forms

F_1(R) = r_12^{2− 32 h0(1+w)}3^{− 32 h0(1+w)}(2h_0 − 1)(h_0(2h_0 − 1))^{− 32 h0(1+w)} 1 + w

R^{32 h0(1+w)}, (37)

F_2(G) = −g_12^{2+ 3(3+h0 )4} 3^{3+h04} (h_0 − 1)^{14 (h0−1)}h_0^{3(3+h0 )4} G^{14 − h04} . (38)

If ρ_0 = 0 then the function F is the sum of the functions F_2(G) of the first case (36) and the functions F_1(R) of the second case (37).

For the third case we easily find the function F by summing up the functions

F_1(R) = r_1

2^{2− 32 h0 (1+w)}3^{− 32 h0(1+w)}(2h_0 − 1)(h_0(−1 + 2h_0))^{− 32 h0 (1+w)} 1 + w

R^{32 h0(1+w)}, (39)

F_2(G) = g_1

2^{5− 94 h0(1+w)}3^{− 34 h0(1+w)}(h_0 − 1)^{1− 34 h0 (1+w)}h_0^{2− 94 h0(1+w)} 1 + w

G^{34 h0(1+w)}. (40)

As general remark, also in these cases the functions F are fractional power laws pointing out that their form could be easily related to the presence of a Noether symmetry for the dynamical system.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have examined cosmological models derived from F (R, G) gravity in presence of LMs like in the action (2). No other additional field has been considered with the exception of ordinary perfect fluid matter. Despite of Refs. [15, 16], where with the help of LMs new solutions were generated, here, we have constraints like (14) and (16) that have to be taken into account restricting the possible forms of the function F (R, G). On the other hand we can introduce, in addition to standard matter (in the form of a perfect fluid satisfying the conservation equation), some form of exotic matter, which should compensate, in Eqs. (14) and (16), the terms corresponding to LMs. For a power law behavior of the cosmological scale factor a(t) and the LM of the form (21), we have to introduce matter in the form (22), for which our model reduces to the standard F (R, G) model without LMs.

To generate other solutions one can choose the LM in the form (23); then the matter of the form (27) will provide the compatibility of FRW equations. All of these examples are obtained for power law behaviors of the scale factor. Another example is based on F (G) gravity. In this case it is easy to reconstruct the explicit form of the function F (R). For a LM in the form (2) this function has the form (28) and (29); with the exclusion of the LM, the function F (G) has the form (30). All of these solutions have been built in the absence of ordinary matter, but the addition of such matter does not change much the situation. As examples, we have built several solutions for F (R) + F (G) gravity with matter, but without LMs like (30) -(40). Adding LM, as noted above, leads to the appearance of exotic matter and significant complication in equations: this means a series of additional restrictions on the F (R, G) functions. In conclusion, the introduction of LMs can lead to additional restrictions, which can be avoided in the models with further fields, such as scalar fields. In this case, the compatibility of the FRW equations is achieved by the right choice of a scalar field. Standard choices for it, for example, ϕ = ln t, allow to give rise to consistent sets of equations as discussed in [16]. Finally, we can say that the LM method is a sort of inverse scattering approach that allows to reconstruct a model, given the cosmological behavior that one wants to fit. This feature is particularly relevant with respect to the issue of matching models with observational data instead of imposing, a priori, arbitrary theories.

Acknowledgments.

S.C. is supported by INFN Sez. di Napoli (Iniziative Specifiche NA12 and OG51). A.N.M. is supported by projects N 2.1839.2011 and N 14.B37.21.0774 of Min. of Education and Science (Russia) and LRSS project 224.2012.2 (Russia). The Authors acknowledge their friend S.D. Odintsov for useful suggestions and discussion on the topics of this paper.

[1] A. G. Riess et al. [Supernova Search Team Collaboration], Astron. J. 116 (1998) 1009, astro-ph/980520; S. Perlmutter et al. [Supernova Cosmology Project Collaboration], Nature 391 (1998) 51, astro-ph/9712212; M. Hicken, W. M. Wood-Vasey, S. Blondin, P. Challis, S. Jha, P. L. Kelly, A. Rest and R. P. Kirshner, Astrophys. J. 700 (2009) 1097, arXiv:0901.4804 [astro-ph]; E. Komatsu et al. [WMAP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. Suppl. 180 (2009) 330, arXiv:0803.0547 [astro-ph]; W. J. Percival et al. [SDSS Collaboration], Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 401 (2010) 2148, arXiv:0907.1660 [astro-ph].

[2] K. Bamba, S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Astrophys.Space Sci. 342 (2012) 155, arXiv:1205.3421 [gr-qc]. [3] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4 (2007) 115, hep-th/0601213;

S. Capozziello, M. Francaviglia, Gen.Rel.Grav. 40 (2008) 357-420, arXiv:0706.1146 [astro-ph]; S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rept. 505 (2011) 59; arXiv:1011.0544 [gr-qc]; S. Capozziello and M. De Laurentis, Phys. Rept. 509 (2011) 167, arXiv:1108.6266 [gr-qc].

[4] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 631 (2005) 1;

G. Cognola, E. Elizalde, S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, S. Zerbini, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 084007, hep-th/0601008; T. Koivisto, D. F. Mota, Phys. Lett. B 644 (2007) 104, astro-ph/0606078; T. Koivisto, D. F. Mota, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 023518, hep-th/0609155; B. M. Leith and I. P. Neupane, JCAP 0705 (2007) 019, arXiv:hep-th/0702002; S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and P. V. Tretyakov, Phys. Lett. B 651 (2007) 224, arXiv:0704.2520 [hep-th]; K. Bamba, Z. K. Guo, N. Ohta, Prog. Theor. Phys. 118 (2007) 879, arXiv:0707.4334 [hep-th]; L. N. Granda, E. Loaiza, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 21 (2012) 1250002, arXiv:1111.2454 [hep-th]; L. N. Granda, E. Loaiza, JCAP 1209 (2012) 011, arXiv:1209.1137 [hep-th]; L.N. Granda, D.F. Jimenez, C. Sanchez, arXiv:1211.3457 [astro-ph.CO].

[5] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, M. Sami, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 046004, hep-th/0605039.

[6] S. Capozziello and V. Faraoni, Beyond Einstein gravity, Fundamental Theories of Physics, Vol. 170, Springer, New York (2010).

[7] S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, M. Francaviglia, S. Mercadante, Found.Phys. 39 (2009) 1161. [8] S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, S. D. Odintsov, Eur.Phys.J. C 72 (2012) 2068, arXiv:1206.4842 [gr-qc]. [9] S. Capozziello and M. De Laurentis, Annalen Phys. 524 (2012) 545. [10] http://www.jpl.nasa.gov/news/news.php?release=2013-109 and references therein.

[11] K. Nakamura et al. [Particle Data Group Collaboration], J. Phys. G 37 (2010) 075021.

[12] R. Amanullah, C. Lidman, D. Rubin, G. Aldering, P. Astier, K. Barbary, M. S. Burns and A. Conley et al., Astrophys. J.

716 (2010) 712, arXiv:1004.1711 [astro-ph].

[13] E. A. Lim, I. Sawicki and A. Vikman, JCAP 1005 (2010) 012, arXiv:1003.5751 [astro-ph.CO]. [14] S. Capozziello, J. Matsumoto, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 693 (2010) 198, arXiv:1004.3691 [hep-th]. [15] D. Saez-Gomez , Phys.Rev. D 85 (2012) 023009, arXiv:1110.6033 [hep-th]; L.N. Granda, E. Loaiza, JCAP 1209 (2012) 011, arXiv:1209.1137 [hep-th]; A Cid, P. Labrana, Phys. Lett. B 717 (2012) 10, arXiv:1209.2339 [astro-ph.CO].

[16] S. Capozziello, A. N. Makarenko, S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 084037, arXiv:1302.0093 [gr-qc]. [17] V. I. Arnold, Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics, Springer-Verlag Berlin (1989). [18] S. Capozziello, R. De Ritis, C. Rubano, P. Scudellaro, Riv.Nuovo Cim. 19 (1996) 1.

[19] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 023001, arXiv:1007.4856 [hep-th]; J. Kluson, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 701 (2011) 117, arXiv:1104.4286 [hep-th].

[20] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and S. Tsujikawa, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 063004, arXiv:hep-th/0501025. [21] K. Bamba, S. D. Odintsov, L. Sebastiani and S. Zerbini, Eur. Phys. J. C 67 (2010) 295, arXiv:0911.4390 [hep-th]]. [22] K. Bamba, S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, arXiv:1302.4831 [hep-th].

[23] A. N. Makarenko, V. V. Obukhov and I. V. Kirnos, Astrophys.Space Sci. 343 (2013) 481, arXiv:1201.4742 [gr-qc]; D.

Saez-Gomez, Class. Quantum Grav. 30 (2013) 095008.

[24] Kirnos, I.V.; Makarenko, A.N. Accelerating cosmologies in Lovelock gravity with dilaton, Open Astron.J. 3 (2010) 37, arXiv:0903.0083 [gr-qc].