arXiv:2107.04513v2 [gr-qc] 22 Jul 2021

GEODESIC DEVIATION EQUATION IN f(Q)-GRAVITY

JING-THENG BEH, TEE-HOW LOO, AND AVIK DE

Abstract. In the present paper we study the Geodesic Deviation Equation (GDE) in the modified f(Q)-gravity theories. The formulation of GDE in General Relativity in the case of the homogeneous and isotropic Friedman-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetime is briefly discussed and then extended in modified f(Q)-gravity using its covariant counterpart. The generalised Mattig relation is obtained. Finally, an equivalent expression to the Dyer-Roeder equation in General Relativity in the case of f(Q)-gravity is presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s General Relativity (GR) is one of the most successful theories in Physics. This set of simple looking but complicated enough field equations R_{μν} − R 2 g_{μν} = κT_{μν} . (1) has provided a remarkable narrative of the cosmological observational data [19], and created new insights into the concepts of space and time. The mathematical framework of this geometrical theory of gravity is based on (pseudo-)Riemannian geometry. It describes the properties of the gravitational field by using the curvature tensor of the spacetime. One of the fundamental equations in this theory is the geodesic deviation equation (GDE) which provides a relation between the Riemannian curvature tensor and the relative acceleration between two nearby test particles. This equation describes the relative motion of free falling particles to bend towards or away from each other, under the impact of a gravitational field [18]. However, despite this undeniable success, increasing technological ability in modern observational cosmology posed new questions to GR. It turns out that the validity of GR might only be up to the astrophysical scales not exceeding the Solar system [14, 3].

To resolve the imperfection of GR, one of the approaches is to modify the matter sector of the field equations (1) by adding some additional ‘dark’ components to the energy budget of the universe, and the other one is to modify the gravitational sector. The most common modifications in the latter direction are achieved by generalizing the Einstein-Hilbert action

0The authors are supported by the grant FRGS/1/2019/STG06/UM/02/6 1

term, precisely by replacing the Ricci scalar R with an arbitrary function of some scalar produced from the Riemann or Ricci curvature tensor or some topological invariant, like the Gauss-Bonnet term or combination of both scalar-tensor terms; f(R) gravity theory being the simplest and most popular one such [16, 7]. However, GR is formulated based on a very special and unique connection coefficient, the torsionless and metric-compatible Levi- Civita connection which can be posed as a function of the metric tensor and apparently there are other gravity theories equivalent to GR, such as the teleparallel gravity (TG) [10] and symmetric teleparallel gravity (STG) [13] unhindered to this special connection coefficient. Unlike GR, where the gravity is described by the curvature of spacetime, in both these theories the curvature is set to be zero, and the torsion of the connection controls the gravity in TG and the non-metricity of the connection does so in STG. As theories equivalent to GR, these two also inherit the same ‘dark’ problem and so following the same idea to consider the dark contents of the universe as the contribution of the spacetime geometry as in f(R)-theory, modification of these two theories was also due. In this way, the role of Ricci scalar R in GR is replaced by a scalar T formed from the torsion tensor T^α_{βγ} in TG [11] and by scalar Q formed from the non-metricity tensor Q_{αβγ} in STG [12] and thus modified f(T ) and f(Q) theories were born. Both these theories have some drawback coined as “the good and bad tetrad problem” in TG [17] and “the good and bad coordinates problem” in STG [21]. Like in TG, where the consistency of the theory depends on the choice of tetrad, the f(Q)-theory, which is the main focus of the present article, also relies on the choice of coordinates. In fact, under the constraint of vanishing curvature and torsion, we can always choose the so-called ‘coincident gauge’ in which the affine connection vanishes and take metric as the only fundamental variable, however, the theory will no longer be diffeomorphism invariant and might be inconsistent in some coordinates system. To avoid this issue, f(Q) theory can be formulated in a covariant way [21].

As a natural extension to GR, the GDE was formulated in f(R)-gravity [9, 8]. Although the notion of geodesic deviation in TG is slightly different than GR in the sense that in GR, the motion of particle is described by the curvature of spacetime, so the GDE serves as the force equation, and on the other hand, in TG, the torsion appeared as a real force, namely, the tidal force; the teleparallel depiction of the gravitational interaction is totally equivalent to that of GR [1]. Thus, it is completely natural to put the force equation in TG into the form of geodesic equation in GR. In this approach, the corresponding GDE in TG can be obtained [5]. This motivated us to investigate the covariant formulation of STG and find the GDE in the f(Q)-theory.

The outline of this paper is as follows: After introduction, in section 2 we reformulate the covariant version of field equations of f(Q)-theory. In section 3, we recapitulate the GDE in GR briefly before we plunge into the same in f(Q)-theory in section 4. Next we consider the ansatz of RW metric in section 5 and then further discuss the case of fundamental observer and null vector fields in this setting in section 6 and section 7, respectively. We finish with a discussion of Dyer-Roeder like equation in section 8 and a concluding section at the end.

2. FIELD EQUATIONS We begin with constructing a non-metric affine connection in symmetric teleparallelism, that is, ∇_λg_{μν} ≠ 0 and we define the non-metricity tensor Q_{λμν} := ∇_λg_{μν} , (2) so Q_{λμν} = Q_{λ(μν)}. The associated affine connection can be expressed as Γ^λ_{μν} := Γ̊^λ_{μν} + L^λ_{μν} (3) where Γ̊^λ_{μν} is the Levi-Civita connection from the metric Γ̊^λ_{μν} = 1 2 g^{λρ}(∂_μg_{ρν} + ∂_ν g_{μρ} − ∂_ρg_{μν} ) and L^λ_{μν} is called the disformation tensor. It follows that, L^λ_{μν} = 1 2 (Q^λ_{μν} − Q_μ^λ_ν − Q_ν^λ_μ) . (4) From the definition of non-metricity tensor, we construct two different types of non-metricity vectors, Q_μ := g^{νλ}Q_{μνλ} = Q_μ^ν_ν , Q̃_μ := g^{νλ}Q_{νμλ} = Q_{νμ}^ν . Then, from (4), we have L^α_{αμ} = − 1 2 Q_μ , L_{μα}^α = 1 2 Q_μ − Q̃_μ . Moreover, we define the trace of the non-metricity tensor Q := g^{μν} (L^α_{βμ}L^β_{να} − L^α_{βα}L^β_{μν} ) (5) and the superpotential tensor

P^λ_{μν} := 1 4 ( −2L^λ_{μν} + Q^λg_{μν} − Q̃^λg_{μν} − 1 2 δ^λ_μQ_ν − 1 2 δ^λ_ν Q_μ ) . (6)

Therefore, from (4), (5) and (6), we have [20] Q = Q_{λμν} P^{λμν} = − 1 2 Q_{λμν} L^{λμν} + 1 4 Q_λQ^λ − 1 2 Q_λQ̃^λ . (7)

As discussed in [20], the f(Q)-theory was constructed by using the constraints, R^ρ_{σμν} = 0. That means there exist a special coordinate system such that the affine connection vanishes, Γ^λ_{μν} = 0. This situation is called the coincident gauge. Under this circumstance, the metric is the only dynamical variable. But as mentioned in [21], in any other coordinate such that the connection does not vanish, the evolution of the metric will be affected, and results a completely different theory. Therefore, by varying the action term S = ∫ [ 1 2κ f(Q) + L_M ] √ −g d^4x with respect to thmetric, where κ = 8πG, we obtain the field equations [20] 2 √ −g ∇_λ( √ −gf^′P^λ_{μν} ) − 1 2 fg_{μν} + f^′(P_{νρσ}Q_μ^{ρσ} − 2P_{ρσμ}Q^{ρσ}_ν ) = κT_{μν} (8) where f^′ = ∂f/∂Q. However, this equation is only valid in the coincident gauge coordinate.

On the other hand, we know that the curvature tensor can be written as

R^ρ_{σμν} = ∂_μΓ^ρ_{νσ} − ∂_ν Γ^ρ_{μσ} + Γ^ρ_{μλ}Γ^λ_{νσ} − Γ^ρ_{νλ}Γ^λ_{μσ} .

Then, by using (3), we found that R^ρ_{σμν} = R̊^ρ_{σμν} + ˚∇_μL^ρ_{νσ} − ˚∇_ν L^ρ_{μσ} + L^ρ_{μλ}L^λ_{νσ} − L^ρ_{νλ}L^λ_{μσ} and so

R_{σν} = R̊_{σν} + 1 2 ˚∇_ν Q_σ + ˚∇_ρL^ρ_{νσ} − 1 2 Q_λL^λ_{νσ} − L^ρ_{νλ}L^λ_{ρσ} R = R̊ + ˚∇_λQ^λ − ˚∇_λQ̃^λ − 1 4 Q_λQ^λ + 1 2 Q_λQ̃^λ − L_{ρνλ}L^{λρν} . Thus, from the teleparallelism, R^ρ_{σμν} = 0, we obtain R̊_{μν} − 1 2 R̊ = 2∇_λP^λ_{μν} − 1 2 Qg_{μν} + (P_{ρμν} Q^{ρσ}_σ + P_{νρσ}Q_μ^{ρσ} − 2P_{ρσμ}Q^{ρσ}_ν ) . It follows that the field equations in (8) can be rewritten as [21]

f^′G̊_{μν} + 1 2 g_{μν} (f^′Q − f) + 2f^{′′}∇_λQP^λ_{μν} = κT_{μν} (9)

where G̊_{μν} = R̊_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν}R̊ and T_{μν} is the energy-momentum tensor. This equation is in a form similar to the field equations in f(R)-gravity and we can proceed to find the GDE.

3. GEODESIC DEVIATION EQUATION IN GR

In this section, we depict several concepts about the geodesic deviation equation (GDE) in GR. Consider a congruence of geodesics of arbitrary casual character described by x^α(ν, s), where ν is an affine parameter of geodesics, and s is an indexed family of geodesics. That is, for each fixed s, the curve described by γ_s(ν) is a geodesic. Let V^α denote the normalized tangent vector field of the congruence, then V^α =^{dxα}_{dν} and V_αV^α = ϵ, where ϵ = +1, 0, −1 if the geodesics are spacelike, null, or timelike respectively. Define η^α =^{dxα}_{ds} as the deviation vector for the congruence.

Since V^α and η^α commutes, that is, L_V η^α = L_ηV^α (or [V, η]^α = 0), so ∇_V ∇_V η^α = ∇_V ∇_ηV^α. Then, by using the Ricci identity, ∇_X ∇_Y Z^α − ∇_Y ∇_X Z^α − ∇_{[X,Y ]}Z^α = R̊^α_{βγδ}Z^βX^γ Y^δ, we obtain the GDE [18]

D^2η^α Dν^2 = −R̊^α_{βγδ}V^βη^γ V^δ (10)

where^D_{Dν} is the covariant derivative along the geodesic.

To further simplify, we assume the energy-momentum tensor in the form of a perfect fluid T_{μν} = (ρ + p)u_μu_ν + pg_{μν} (11) where ρ is the energy density and p is the pressure. It follows that the trace of the energy-momentum tensor is

T = 3p − ρ . (12)

Recall that we have the Einstein field equations in GR (with cosmological constant) R̊_{μν} − 1 2 R̊g_{μν} + Λg_{μν} = κT_{μν} . Then, by using (11) and (12), the Ricci scalar and Ricci tensor can be expressed as R̊ = κ(ρ − 3p) + 4Λ

R̊_{μν} = κ(ρ + p)u_μu_ν + 1 2 [κ(ρ − p) + 2Λ]g_{μν} . Moreover, the Riemannian curvature tensor can also be expressed as [18] R̊_{αβγδ} = C_{αβγδ} + 1 2 (g_{αγ}R̊_{δβ} − g_{αδ}R̊_{γβ} + g_{βδ}R̊_{γα} − g_{βγ}R̊_{δα}) − R̊ 6 (g_{αγ} g_{δβ} − g_{αδ}g_{γβ}) (13) where C_{αβγδ} is the Weyl tensor. If we consider C_{αβγδ} = 0, together with ϵ = V_αV^α, E = −V_αu^α, and η_αV^α = η_αu^α = 0, then the right hand side of

GDE in (10) can be simplified as

R̊^α_{βγδ}V^βη^γ V^δ = [ 1 3 (κρ + Λ)ϵ + 1 2 κ(ρ + p)E^2 ] η^α . This is the well-known Pirani equation [6].

4. GEODESIC DEVIATION EQUATION IN f(Q)-GRAVITY In this section, we formulate the GDE in f(Q)-gravity. By contracting the field equations in (9) with g_{μν} , we obtain the Ricci scalar

R̊ = 1 f^′ (2f^′Q − 2f + 2f^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ − κT ) . Then, substituting this Ricci scalar into (9), we have the Ricci tensor

R̊_{μν} = 1 f^′ [ 1 2 g_{μν} (f^′Q − f + 2f^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ − κT ) − 2f^{′′}P^λ_{μν} ∇_λQ + κT_{μν} ] . Hence, by using (13) and considering C_{αβγδ} = 0, we found that R̊_{αβγδ} = 1 2f^′ [ κ(g_{αγ} T_{δβ} − g_{αδ}T_{γβ} + g_{βδ}T_{γα} − g_{βγ} T_{δα}) + ( f^′Q 3 − f 3 − 2κT 3 + 4 3 f^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ ) (g_{αγ} g_{δβ} − g_{αδ}g_{γβ}) + (g_{αγ} D_{δβ} − g_{αδ}D_{γβ} + g_{βδ}D_{γα} − g_{βγ} D_{δα})f^′ ]

where D_{μν} := −2P^λ_{μν} ∇_λQ ∂_Q . (14) Assume the perfect fluid form of the energy-momentum tensor stated in (11) and (12), the above equation reduces to R̊_{αβγδ} = 1 2f^′ [ κ(ρ + p)(g_{αγ} u_δu_β − g_{αδ}u_γ u_β + g_{βδ}u_γ u_α − g_{βγ} u_δu_α) + ( f^′Q 3 − f 3 + 2κρ 3 + 4 3 f^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ ) (g_{αγ} g_{δβ} − g_{αδ}g_{γβ}) + (g_{αγ} D_{δβ} − g_{αδ}D_{γβ} + g_{βδ}D_{γα} − g_{βγ} D_{δα})f^′ ] .

Then, contracting with V^βV^δ and consider V_αV^α = ϵ, we have

R̊_{αβγδ} V^βV^δ = 1 2f^′ [ κ(ρ + p)[g_{αγ} (u_βV^β)^2 − 2(u_βV^β)V_{(α}u_{γ)} + ϵu_αu_γ ] + ( f^′Q 3 − f 3 + 2κρ 3 + 4 3 f^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ ) (ϵg_{αγ} − V_αV_γ ) + [(g_{αγ} D_{δβ} − g_{αδ}D_{γβ} + g_{βδ}D_{γα} − g_{βγ} D_{δα})f^′]V^βV^δ ] . By raising the α index in the Riemannian tensor and contracting with η^γ , we obtain R̊^α_{βγδ}V^βη^γ V^δ = 1 2f^′ [ κ(ρ + p)[(u_βV^β)^2η^α − (u_βV^β)V^α(u_γ η^γ )

− (u_βV^β)u^α(V_γ η^γ ) + ϵu^α(u_γ η^γ )] + ( f^′Q 3 − f 3 + 2κρ 3 + 4 3 f^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ ) (ϵη^α − V^α(V_γ η^γ ))

+ [(δ^α_γ D_{δβ} − δ^α_δ D_{γβ} + g_{βδ}D^α_γ − g_{βγ} D^α_δ )f^′]V^β η^γ V^δ ] . (15)

By using −V_αu^α = E and η_αu^α = η_αV^α = 0, (15) becomes R̊^α_{βγδ}V^βη^γ V^δ = 1 2f^′ [ κ(ρ + p)E^2 + ϵ ( 2κρ 3 + f^′Q 3 − f 3 + 4 3 f^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ ) ] η^α + 1 2f^′ [ (δ^α_γ D_{δβ} − δ^α_δ D_{γβ} + g_{βδ}D^α_γ − g_{βγ} D^α_δ )f^′V^βV^δ ] η^γ . (16)

5. GDE with FLRW background Assuming that the universe is homogeneous and isotropic, and described by the spatially flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric, where the line element in the Cartesian coordinates is given by ds^2 = −dt^2 + a^2(t)δ_{ij} dx^idx^j (17) where a(t) is the scale factor. This implies that the only non-vanishing Christoffel symbols are [18] Γ̊^l_{0j} = ȧ a δ^l_j = Γ̊^l_{j0}, Γ̊^0_{ij} = aȧδ_{ij} (18)

here i, j, k, ... = 1, 2, 3. So the Ricci scalar can be written as

R̊ = 6ä a + 6 ( ȧ a )_2

. (19)

In addition, the FLRW metric is conformally flat, that is, C_{αβγδ} = 0.

Alternatively, the Christoffel symbol can be expressed as Γ̊_{λμν} = −ȧ a (−u_λg_{μν} + u_μg_{νλ} + u_νg_{λμ} + u_λu_μu_ν ) .

It follows that by using (17), (18) and (19) can be easily obtained.

Moreover, by using the spatially flat FLRW metric in (17), we find that (from appendix) Q = −6H^2 (20) where H :=^ȧ is the Hubble parameter. Therefore, we know that Q is only time-dependent, so ∇_λQ = 12HḢu_λ . (21) Then, by using (20), (21) and the operator defined in (14), we find that some of the specific terms in (16) can be expressed as (from appendix) (δ^α_γ D_{δβ} − δ^α_δ D_{γβ} + g_{βδ}D^α_γ − g_{βγ} D^α_δ )f^′V^β η^γ V^δ = −24H^2Ḣf^{′′}(2ϵ + E^2)η^α 4 3 ϵη^αf^{′′}P^{λρ}_ρ∇_λQ = 48H^2Ḣf^{′′}ϵη^α . Therefore, (16) reduces to

R̊^α_{βγδ} V^βη^γ V^δ = 1 2f^′ [ (κρ + κp − 24H^2Ḣf^{′′})E^2 + ( 2κρ 3 + f^′Q 3 − f 3 ) ϵ ] η^α (22)

which is considered to be the generalized Pirani equation. Finally, the GDE in f(Q) gravity can be written as

D^2η^α Dν^2 = − 1 2f^′ [ (κρ + κp − 24H^2Ḣf^{′′})E^2 + ( 2κρ 3 + f^′Q 3 − f 3 ) ϵ ] η^α . Notice that in this GDE only the magnitude of the deviation vector η^α is changed along the geodesics, which reflects the homogeneity and isotropy of the FLRW universe. This is not the case in anistropic universes, such as Bianchi I, where the GDE also induces a change in the direction of the deviation vector, as shown in [4].

6. GDE for fundamental observers with FLRW background In the case of fundamental observers, as the affine parameter, ν coincides with the proper time of the fundamental observer, t, we have V^α = u^α. This implies that ϵ = −1 and E = 1. Then, (22) reduces to

R̊^α_{βγδ}u^βη^γ u^δ = 1 f^′ ( κρ 6 + κp 2 − f^′Q 6 + f 6 − 12H^2Ḣf^{′′} ) η^α . (23)

If we let η^α = le^α, where e^α is parallel propagated along t, then isotropy leads to De^α Dt = 0 and so D^2η^α Dt^2 = d^2l dt^2 e^α . Thus, by using (10) and (23), we obtain d^2l dt^2 = − 1 f^′ ( κρ 6 + κp 2 − f^′Q 6 + f 6 − 12H^2Ḣf^{′′} ) l . By letting l = a(t), we have ä a = − 1 f^′ ( κρ 6 + κp 2 − f^′Q 6 + f 6 − 12H^2Ḣf^{′′} ) . (24)

This equation is a special case of the generalized Raychaudhuri equation. Notice that the above equation can also be obtained by the standard forms of the modified Friedmann equations in the f(Q)-gravity model for flat universe [2]

3H^2 = 1 f^′ [ κρ + 1 2 (f^′Q − f) ] (25)

2Ḣ + 3H^2 = − 1 f^′ [ κp − 1 2 (f^′Q − f) − 24H^2Ḣf^{′′} ] . 7. GDE for null vector fields with FLRW background In the case of past-directed null vector fields, we have V^α = k^α with k_αk^α = 0, and so ϵ = 0. Then, (22) becomes

R̊^α_{βγδ}k^βη^γ k^δ = 1 2f^′ (κρ + κp − 24H^2Ḣf^{′′})E^2η^α . (26)

This equation can be explained as the Ricci focusing in f(Q)-gravity. If we consider η^α = ηe^α, e_αe^α = 1, e_αu^α = e_αk^α = 0 and^{Deα}_{Dν} = k^β∇_βe^α = 0, in which the basis is both aligned and propagated, then (22) can be written in a new form d^2η dν^2 = − 1 2f^′ (κρ + κp − 24H^2Ḣf^{′′})E^2η . (27)

As in the case of GR [6], all past-directed null geodesics experience focusing if κ(ρ + p) > 0 except the special case with the equation of state p = −ρ. Thus, it is clear that (27) indicates the focusing condition for the f(Q)- gravity, which is κ(ρ + p) f^′ > 24H^2Ḣf^{′′} f^′ .

After that, (27) can be expressed in term of redshift parameter, z. First, we write d dν = dz dν d dz which implies that

d^2 dν^2 = dz dν d dz ( d dν )

= ( dν dz )_{−2} [ − ( dν dz )_{−1} d^2ν dz^2 d dz + d^2 dz^2 ] . (28)

For the null geodesics, we have

(1 + z) = a_0 a = E E_0 −→ dz 1 + z = − da a where a_0 = 1 the present value of the scale factor. For the past-directed case, we set E_0 = −1, so

dz = −(1 + z) 1 a da dν dν = −(1 + z) ȧ a Edν = H(1 + z)^2dν and so dν dz = 1 H(1 + z)^2 Consequently,

d^2ν dz^2 = − 1 H(1 + z)^3 [ 1 H (1 + z) dH dz + 2 ]

where dH dz = dν dz dt dν dH dt = − 1 H(1 + z) dH dt where we make use of^{dt}_{dν} = E = −(1 + z). Using^ä = Ḣ + H^2 in (24) we get

Ḣ = − 1 f^′ ( κρ 6 + κp 2 − f^′Q 6 + f 6 − 12H^2Ḣf^{′′} ) − H^2 .

Hence,

d^2ν dz^2 = − 3 H(1 + z)^3 [ 1 + 1 3H^2f^′ ( κρ 6 + κp 2 − f^′Q 6 + f 6 − 12H^2Ḣf^{′′} )] .

Putting this equation in (28), we have

d^2η dν^2 = (H(1 + z)^2)^2 [ d^2η dz^2 + 3 (1 + z) [ 1 + 1 3H^2f^′ ( κρ 6 + κp 2 − f^′Q 6 + f 6 − 12H^2Ḣf^{′′} )] dη dz ] . Finally, by using (27), the null GDE can be written in the form d^2η dz^2 + 3 (1 + z) [ 1 + 1 3H^2f^′ ( κρ 6 + κp 2 − f^′Q 6 + f 6 − 12H^2Ḣf^{′′} )] dη dz + κ(ρ + p) − 24H^2Ḣf^{′′} 2H^2(1 + z)^2f^′ η = 0 . (29)

Since content of the universe is the ordinary matter and the radiation, so the ρ and p can be be expressed as

κρ = 3H^2_0 Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + 3H^2_0 Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4, κp = H^2_0 Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 (30)

where we use p_m = 0 and p_r =^1_3 ρ_r. From (25) and (30) , we could express H^2 as H^2 =

H^2_0 f^′ [Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_{DE} ] (31)

where Ω_{DE} := 1 H^2_0 ( f^′Q 6 − f 6 ) (32)

is the Dark Energy parameter. Hence, by using (30) and (31), the null GDE in (29) can be expressed as d^2η dz^2 + P(H, Ḣ, z) dη dz + Q(H, Ḣ, z)η = 0 (33)

where P(H, Ḣ, z) = 7 2 Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + 2Ω_{DE} (1 + z)[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_{DE} ] − 12Ḣf^{′′} f^′ [Ωm^0 (1 + z)

3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_{DE} ] (1 + z)[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_{DE} ]

(34)

Q(H, Ḣ, z) = 3Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 2(1 + z)^2[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_{DE} ] − 24Ḣf^{′′} f^′ [Ωm^0 (1 + z)

3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_{DE}] 2(1 + z)^2[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_{DE} ]

. (35)

In a particular case, where f(Q) = Q − 2Λ, so f^′ = 1 and f^{′′} = 0. Thus, Ω_{DE} in (32) reduces to

Ω_{DE} = 1 H^2_0 ( Q 6 − Q − 2Λ 6 ) = Λ 3H^2_0

=: Ω_Λ .

This implies that the H^2 in (31) becomes the same as the Friedmann equation in GR H^2 = H^2_0 [Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_Λ] which confirms the obtained results. Moreover, P (34) and Q (35) turns into P(z) = 7 2 Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + 2Ω_Λ (1 + z)[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_Λ] Q(z) = 3Ω_{m0} (1 + z) + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^2 2[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_Λ] . Then, the GDE for null vector fields becomes

d^2η dz^2 + 7 2 Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + 2Ω_Λ (1 + z)[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_Λ] dη dz + 3Ω_{m0} (1 + z) + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^2 2[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 + Ω_Λ] η = 0 .

We set Ω_Λ = 0 and Ω_{m0} + Ω_{r0} = 1 for the original Mattig relation, so we have d^2η dz^2 + 7 2 Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4 (1 + z)[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4] dη dz + 3Ω_{m0} (1 + z) + 4Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^2 2[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{r0} (1 + z)^4] η = 0 .

This gives us a hint that the generalized Mattig relation in f(Q)-gravity can be obtained from (33). In FLRW universe, the angular diametral distance D_A(z) is given by [15]

D_A(z) = √| | |dA(z) dΩ | | | where dA is the area of the object and dΩ is the solid angle. Thus, from (33), the GDE in terms of the angular diametral distance is

d^2D_A dz^2 + P(H, Ḣ, z) dD_A dz + Q(H, Ḣ, z)D_A = 0 (36) where P and Q is given in (34) and (35). This equation satisfies the initial conditions (for z ≥ z_0) D_A(z)|_{z=z0} = 0 (37) dD_A dz (z)|_{z=z0} =

H_0 H(z_0)(1 + z_0)

(38)

where H(z_0) is the modified Friedmann equation (31) at z = z_0.

8. Dyer-Roeder like equation in f(Q)-gravity Finally we describe a relation that is a tool to investigate cosmological distances in inhomogeneous universes. The Dyer-Roeder equation is a differential equation for the diametral angular distance as a function of the redshift. The Dyer-Roeder equation in GR is given by [22]

(1 + z)^2F(z) d^2D_A dz^2 + (1 + z)G(z) dD_A dz^2 + H(z)D_A = 0

where F(z) = H^2(z) ,

G(z) = (1 + z)H(z) dH dz + 2H^2(z) , and H(z) = 3α̃(z) 2 Ω_{m0}(1 + z)^3 ,

where α̃(z) is the smoothness parameter, which provides the property of inhomogeneities in the energy density. The influence of the smoothness parameter α̃ in the behavior of D_A(z) is discussed in [15, 22]. Now, we express the Dyer-Roeder like equation in f(Q)-gravity. First, notice that the terms involving the derivatives of D_A in (36) are from the transformation d dν →^d_{dz} , while the terms with D_A are from the Ricci focusing in (26). Then, define a mass-fraction α̃ of matter in the universe, and replacing the ρ in the Ricci focusing with α̃ρ. Hence, from (33), and consider the case Ω_{r0} = 0, we obtain d^2D^{DR}_A dz^2 + 7 2 Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + 2Ω_{DE} −^{12Ḣf ′′}_{f ′} [Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{DE} ] (1 + z)[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{DE} ] dD^{DR}_A dz + 3α̃(z)Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 −^{24Ḣf ′′}_{f ′} [Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{DE} ] 2(1 + z)^2[Ω_{m0} (1 + z)^3 + Ω_{DE}] dD^{DR}_A = 0 (39)

where D^{DR}_A denote the Dyer-Roeder distance in f(Q)-gravity. This equation also satisfies the conditions stated in (37) and (38). In the case of f(Q) = Q − 2Λ, (39) reduces to the standard form of GR.

9. Conclusion

In the core of this paper lies the Ricci curvature tensor corresponding to the Levi-Civita connection, expressed in terms of the tensor Q_{μνλ} with the covariant form of the field equations of f(Q)-gravity theory. In the FLRW universe, the GDE corresponding to these GR comparable terms of f(Q)- gravity is acquired for the fundamental observer and the past-directed null vector fields. The null vector field case provides an important results which is the generalisation of the Mattig relation and the differential equation for the diametral angular distance in f(Q)-gravity. As an extension, the Dyer-Roeder equation was considered.

References

[1] R. Akdrovandi and J. G. Pereira, Teleparallel Gravity: An Introduction. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 2013.

[2] I. Ayuso, R. Lazkoz and V. Salzano, Observational constraints on cosmological solutions of f(Q) theories. Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 063505.

[3] P. Brax, What makes the Universe accelerate? A review on what dark energy could be and how to test it. Reports on Progress in Physics 81 (2018) 016902.

[4] D. L. Caceres, L. Castaneda and J. M. Tejeiro, Geodesic deviation equation in Bianchi cosmologies. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 229 (2010) 012076.

[5] F. Darabi, M. Mousavi and K. Atazadeh, Geodesic deviation equation in f(T) gravity.

Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 084023.

[6] G. F. R. Ellis and H. V. Elst, Deviation of geodesics in FLRW spacetime geometries.

arXiv:gr-qc/9709060.

[7] A. De Felice and S. Tsujikawa, f(R) theories. Living Reviews Relativity 13 (2010) 3. [8] A. Guarnizo, L. Castaneda, and J. M. Tejeiro, Erratum to: geodesic deviation equation in f(R) gravity. Gen. Rel. Grav. 47 (2015) 109.

[9] A. Guarnizo, L. Castaneda, and J. M. Tejeiro, Geodesic deviation equation in f(R) gravity. Gen. Rel. Grav. 43 (2011) 2713.

[10] K. Hayashi and T. Shirafuji, New General Relativity. Phys. Rev. D 19 (1979) 3524. [11] L. Iorio and E. N. Saridakis, Einstein’s other gravity and the acceleration of the Universe. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 426 (2012) 1555.

[12] J. B. Jiménez, L. Heisenberg and T. S. Koivisto and S. Pekar, Cosmology in f(Q) geometry. Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 103507.

[13] J. M. Nester and H. J. Yo, Symmetric teleparallel general relativity. Chin. J. Phys.

37 (1999) 113.

[14] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and V. K. Oikonomou. Modified gravity theories on a nutshell: inflation, bounce and late-time evolution. Phys. Rept. 692 (2017) 1.

[15] P. Schneider, J. Ehlers and E. E. Falco, Gravitational lenses. Springer-Verlag, 1999. [16] T. P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, f(R) theories of gravity. Rev. Mod. Physics. 82 (2010) 451.

[17] N. Tamanini and C. G. Boehmer, Good and bad tetrads in f(T) gravity. Phys. Rev.

D 86 (2012) 044009.

[18] R. M. Wald, General Relativity. University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1984. [19] C. M. Will, The confrontation between General Relativity and experiment. Living Reviews Relativity 17 (2014) 4.

[20] Y. Xu, G. Li, T. Harko and S. D. Liang, f(Q,T) gravity. Eur. Phys. J. C 70 (2019) 708.

[21] D. Zhao, Covariant formulation of f(Q) theory. arXiv:2104.02483[gr-qc] [22] T. Okamura and T. Futamase, Distance-Redshift Relation in a Realistic Inhomogeneous Universe. Prog. Theor. Phys. 122 (2019) 511.

10. Appendix From (2), we can get all the non-metricity tensors as follow Q_{λμν} = ∇_λg_{μν} Q^λ_{μν} = g^{λρ}Q_{ρμν} = g^{λρ}∇_ρg_{μν} = ∇^λg_{μν} Q_λ^μ_ν = g^{μρ}Q_{λρν} = g^{μρ}∇_λg_{ρν} = −g_{ρν} ∇_λg^{μρ} Q_{λμ}^ν = g^{νρ}Q_{λμρ} = g^{νρ}∇_λg_{μρ} = −g_{μρ}∇_λg^{νρ} Q^{λμ}_ν = g^{λρ}g^{μγ} ∇_ρg_{γν} = g^{μγ} ∇^λg_{γν} = −g_{γν} ∇^λg^{μγ} Q^λ_μ^ν = g^{λρ}g^{νγ}∇_ρg_{μγ} = g^{νγ} ∇^λg_{μγ} = −g_{μγ} ∇^λg^{νγ} Q_λ^{μν} = g^{μρ}g^{νγ} ∇_λg_{ργ} = −g^{μρ}g_{ργ} ∇_λg^{νγ} = −∇_λg^{μν} Q^{λμν} = −∇^λg^{μν} . Recall in (7), we have Q = − 1 4 Q_{λμν} Q^{λμν} + 1 2 Q_{λμν} Q^{μλν} + 1 4 Q_λQ^λ − 1 2 Q_λQ̃^λ . By using the above results and the FLRW metric in (17), we obtain Q_{λμν} Q^{λμν} = −∇_λg_{μν} ∇^λg^{μν} = −12H^2 Q_{λμν} Q^{μλν} = −∇_λg_{μν} ∇^μg^{λν} = 0 Q_λQ^λ = (g_{μρ}∇_λg^{μρ})(g_{νγ} ∇^λg^{νγ}) = −36H^2 Q_λQ̃^λ = (g_{μρ}∇_λg^{μρ})(∇_ν g^{λν} ) = 0 .

Hence, we have Q = − 1 4 (−12H^2) + 1 4 (−36H^2) = −6H^2 .

Next, we try to simplify the terms 1 2f^′ [ (δ^α_γ D_{δβ} − δ^α_δ D_{γβ} + g_{βδ}D^α_γ − g_{βγ} D^α_δ )f^′V^βV^δ ] η^γ 4 3 ϵη^αf^{′′}P^{λν}_ν ∇_λQ as stated in (16). From the definition of the operator D_{μν} in (14), we have

δ^α_γ V^βV^δη^γ D_{δβ} f^′ = −2η^αV^δV^βP^λ_{δβ} ∇_λQf^{′′} −δ^α_δ V^βV^δη^γ D_{γβ} f^′ = 2V^αη^γ V^βP^λ_{γβ} ∇_λQf^{′′} g_{βδ}V^βV^δη^γ D^α_γ f^′ = −2ϵη^γ P^{λα}_γ ∇_λQf^{′′} −g_{βγ} V^βV^δη^γ D^α_δ f^′ = 0 .

Since Q is only time-dependent, so the summation of the index λ reduces to only the 0 component. Then, we verify the terms as follow

P^0_{μν} = 1 4 ( −Q^0_{μν} + Q_μ^0_ν + Q_ν^0_μ + Q^0g_{μν} − Q̃^0g_{μν} − 1 2 δ^0_μQ_ν − 1 2 δ^0_ν Q_μ )

= 1 4 ( ∇_0g_{μν} − 6Hg_{μν} + 1 2 δ^0_μg_{αβ}∇_ν g^{αβ} + 1 2 δ^0_ν g_{αβ}∇_μg^{αβ} )

P^{0μ}_ν = 1 4 ( −Q^{0μ}_ν + Q^{μ0}_ν + Q_ν^{0μ} + Q^0δ^μ_ν − Q̃^0δ^μ_ν − 1 2 g^{0μ}Q_ν − 1 2 δ^0_ν Q^μ )

= 1 4 ( −g_{ρν} ∇_0g^{μρ} − 6Hδ^μ_ν + 1 2 g^{0μ}g_{αβ}∇_0g^{αβ} + 1 2 δ^0_ν g_{ρν} g^{αμ}∇_αg^{ρν} )

P^{0ν}_ν = 1 4 ( −g_{ρν} ∇_0g^{ρν} − 6Hδ^ν + 1 2 g^{0ν}g_{αβ} ∇_0g^{αβ} + 1 2 g^{0ν}g_{ρν} ∇_ν g^{ρν} )

= 1 4 (2g_{αβ}∇_0g^{αβ}) = −3H .

Notice that if μ ≠ ν, then P^0_{μν} = 0. This implies that

V^μV^ν P^0_{μν} = V^0V^0P^0_{00} + ∑ k V^kV^kP^0_{kk}

= 1 4 [ V^0V^0(∇_0g_{00} − 6Hg_{00} − 6H) + ∑ k V^kV^k(∇_0g_{kk} − 6Hg_{kk}) ]

= 1 4 [ V^0V^0(0) + ∑ k V^kV^k∇_0g_{kk} − (6H) ∑ k V^kV^kg_{kk} ]

= 1 4 [ ∑ k V^kV_kg^{kk}∇_0g_{kk} − (6H) ∑ k V^kV_k ]

= 1 4 [ ∑ k V^kV_k(2H − 6H) ]

= − 1 4 (ϵ − V_0V^0)4H = −H(ϵ + E^2) η^μV^ν P^0_{μν} = η^0V^0P^0_{00} + ∑ k η^kV^kP^0_{kk} = 1 4 ∑ k η^kV^k(∇_0g_{kk} − 6Hg_{kk}) = 1 4 ∑ k η^kV_k(2H − 6H) = 0 η^ν P^{0μ}_ν = η^0P^{0μ}_0 + η^iP^{0μ}_i = 1 4 η^i(−g_{ρi}∇_0g^{ρμ} − δ^μ_i 6H) = 1 4 (−η_ρ∇_0g^{ρμ} − η^μ6H) = 1 4 (2η^μH − η^μH) = −Hη^μ .

Thus, we have −2η^αV^δV^βP^λ_{δβ} ∇_λQf^{′′} = −2η^α(−H)(ϵ + E^2)(−12HḢ)f^{′′} = −24H^2Ḣf^{′′}(ϵ + E^2)η^α 2V^αη^γ V^β P^λ_{γβ} ∇_λQf^{′′} = 0 −2ϵη^γ P^{λα}_γ ∇_λQf^{′′} = −2ϵ(−Hη^α)(−12HḢ)f^{′′} = −24H^2Ḣf^{′′}ϵη^α .

Therefore, 1 2f^′ [ (δ^α_γ D_{δβ} −δ^α_δ D_{γβ}+g_{βδ}D^α_γ −g_{βγ} D^α_δ )f^′V^βV^δ ] η^γ = 1 2f^′ [−24H^2Ḣf^{′′}(2ϵ+E^2)]η^α and 4 3 η^αf^{′′}P^{λν}_ν ∇_λQ = 4 3 ϵη^αf^{′′}(−3H)(−12HḢ) = 48H^2Ḣf^{′′}ϵη^α .

J. T. Beh, Institute of Mathematical Sciences, Universiti Malaya, 50603 Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia

Email address: bjtheng@hotmail.com

T. H. Loo, Institute of Mathematical Sciences, Universiti Malaya, 50603 Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia

Email address: looth@um.edu.my

A. De, Department of Mathematical and Actuarial Sciences, Universiti Tunku Abdul Rahman, Jalan Sungai Long, 43000 Cheras, Malaysia Email address: de.math@gmail.com