arXiv:2304.04419v2 [gr-qc] 26 Aug 2023

Anisotropic Solutions in Symmetric Teleparallel f (Q)-theory:

Kantowski-Sachs and Bianchi III LRS Cosmologies

N. Dimakis,^{1, ∗} M. Roumeliotis,^{2, †} A. Paliathanasis,^{3, 4, 5, ‡} and T. Christodoulakis^{2, §} 1Center for Theoretical Physics, College of Physics, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China 2Nuclear and Particle Physics section, Physics Department, University of Athens, 15771 Athens, Greece 3Institute of Systems Science, Durban University of Technology, Durban 4000, South Africa 4Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad Católica del Norte, Avda. Angamos 0610, Casilla 1280 Antofagasta, Chile 5Mathematical Physics and Computational Statistics Research Laboratory, Department of Environment, Ionian University, Zakinthos 29100, Greece We investigate the existence of anisotropic self-similar exact solutions in symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory. For the background geometry we consider the Kantowski- Sachs and the Locally Rotationally Symmetric Bianchi type III geometries. These two anisotropic spacetimes are of special interest because in the limit of isotropy they are related to the closed and open Friedmann–Lemaître–Robertson–Walker cosmologies respectively. For each spacetime there exist two distinct families of flat, symmetric connections, which share the symmetries of the spacetime. We present the field equations, and from them, we determine the functional form of the f (Q) Lagrangian which yields self-similar solutions. We initially consider the vacuum case and subsequently we introduce a matter source in terms of a perfect fluid. Last but not least, we report some self-similar solutions corresponding to static spherically symmetric spacetimes.

Keywords: Anisotropic cosmology; symmetric teleparallel; self-similar solutions; Kantowski- Sachs; Bianchi III

∗ nsdimakis@scu.edu.cn ; nsdimakis@gmail.com † microum@phys.uoa.gr ‡ anpaliat@phys.uoa.gr § tchris@phys.uoa.gr

I. INTRODUCTION

The affine connection, which describes the autoparallels, can be thought off as the fundamental object of a gravitational theory. From the symmetric, torsionless Levi-Civita connection, the Ricci scalar R is derived, which consists the Lagrangian density of General Relativity (GR) [1]. From the curvature-less antisymmetric Weitzenböck connection [2], which is related to the existence of an unholonomic frame, the torsion scalar T is constructed, which leads to the Teleparallel Equivalence of General Relativity (TEGR) [3]. Moreover, a torsion-free connection with zero Riemann tensor and nonzero nonmetricity scalar Q, provides a gravitational Lagrangian which results in field equations equivalent to those of General Relativity. This theory is known as Symmetric Teleparallel General Relativity (STGR) [4].

The consideration of quantum-gravitational effects, described by a free quantum field [5], introduces a quadratic term of the Ricci scalar in the Einstein-Hilbert Action Integral [6, 7]. This modified gravitational theory belongs to a more general family known as f (R)-theory of gravity [8–10]. The new degrees of freedom, which follow from the modification of the Einstein-Hilbert Action Integral in f (R)-theory, can drive the dynamics so that to explain the late-time acceleration phase attributed to dark energy [11–14]; thus providing a geometric origin for the latter. These new degrees can also provide a geometric description for the inflaton field [6, 15–17], which accounts for the early-time rapid expansion of the universe. In the context of teleparallelism, the gravitational Action Integral has been modified in a similar way as above, with the introduction of nonlinear components leading to the family of teleparallel f (T )-theory of gravity [18]. Indeed, the new geometrodynamical terms introduced in the field equations by the nonlinear f (T )-theory, can explain the expanding history of our universe [19–24]. For a general review on various modified theories of gravity see [25].

Similarly, the symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory has been introduced recently by cosmologists [26] in order to reconstruct the cosmological history and explain the evolution of the cosmological parameters. It has been found that cosmological models in f (Q)-theory can reproduce the ΛCDM spacetime [27, 28], while comparison with cosmological observations has shown that the f (Q)-theory is cosmologically viable and can even challenge GR [29, 30]. Moreover, it is possible, in the context of f (Q)-theory, to have an effective fluid with a phantom behavior [31, 32]. Recently, in [33], self-similar cosmological solutions were derived in f (Q)-theory for a Friedmann–Lemaître–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) background geometry with or without spatial curvature. The existence of self-similar solutions is of considerable interest, because they can describe asymptotic behaviors of more general solutions of the field equations and also account for important eras of the cosmological history. For various other studies of f (Q)-gravity in cosmology and in other types of spacetimes we refer the reader to [34–55] and references therein. It is important to mention that while GR, TEGR and STGR are dynamically equivalent theories of gravity, the same is not true in the case of f−theories [56]. Indeed, f (R)-theory is a fourth-order theory of gravity while f (T ) and f (Q) theories are of second-order. In teleparallelism the selection of the proper vierbein is essential for the theory. On the other hand, in symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory, the connection together with the metric are the fundamental fields.

In symmetric teleparallel theory the connection has a zero Riemann tensor, i.e. R^κ_{λμν} = 0, which is referred as the flatness condition. As a result, there exists a coordinate system, the coincident gauge, where all the components of the connection vanish [57, 58]. This means that, in symmetric teleparallel theory, the inertial effects of the motion can be separated from gravity. However, when the equations of motion are considered after a partial gauge fixing at the level of the metric, there may be an incompatibility between this choice of coordinates and the assumption of being in the coincidence gauge [59]. For the case of FLRW geometry, in f (Q)-theory, there are three different connections compatible with zero spatial curvature, and just one for nonzero spatial curvature [49, 60, 61]. For a similar analysis in the case of static spherical symmetric spacetimes we refer the reader to [62].

In this study, we are interested in the investigation of self-similar exact solutions in f (Q)-theory for anisotropic cosmological models. Specifically, for the Kantowski-Sachs (KS) and the Locally Rotationally Symmetric (LRS) Bianchi type III (BIII) spacetimes. Both geometries admit a four-dimensional group of Killing symmetries transitive on threedimensional spacelike hypersurfaces. The groups consist of a translation symmetry and a three-dimensional subgroup, the orbits of which are two-dimensional surfaces of constant scalar curvature, positive for the Kantowski-Sachs geometry and negative for the Bianchi III spacetime. The main characteristic of the Kantowski-Sachs spacetime is that it can be seen as an extended Schwarzschild manifold [63]. Some previous studies in the literature on anisotropic spacetimes in symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory are presented in [64–67]. In

[68–70] the anisotropic Bianchi type I spacetime in the coincidence gauge in f (Q)-gravity was investigated, while the isotropic limit in such a cosmology was studied in [71]. The Bianchi type I geometry in the isotropic limit reduces to the spatially flat FLRW geometry. On the other hand, the Kantowski-Sachs and Bianchi III spacetimes in the isotropic asymptotic limit are related to the closed and open FLRW models respectively. Anisotropies are assumed to play an important role in the evolution of the very early universe before the inflation [72–76] and the existence of exact solutions is of special interest for the viability of the gravitational theory.

The structure of the paper is as follows: In Section II, we briefly discuss the basic definitions of the symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory. The self-similar metrics and the connections which share the symmetries of the spacetime are presented in Section III. We show that there are two families of flat, symmetric connections compatible with the isometries of the spacetime, which produce three distinct cases if we additionally impose self-similarity. In Section IV, for each connection, we determine the explicit functional form for the Lagrangian function, which is compatible with producing self-similar solutions. The presence of an external fluid is also investigated. Furthermore, in Section V, we demonstrate how the generic flat connections can be reconstructed from the corresponding self-similar connections. In Section VI, we discuss the transformations connecting the generic connections to the reduced homothetic ones and how this affect the other fundamental field of the theory, the metric. Finally, in Section VII, we summarize our results and draw our conclusions.

II. SYMMETRIC TELEPARALLEL f (Q) −THEORY

Consider a four dimensional manifold with a metric tensor g_{μν} and the covariant derivative ∇_μ with the generic connection Γ^κ_{μν} . We define the curvature tensor, R^κ_{λμν} as

R^κ_{λμν} ( Γ^λ_{μν} ) = ∂Γ^κ_{λν} ∂x^μ − ∂Γ^κ_{λμ} ∂x^ν + Γ^σ_{λν} Γ^κ_{μσ} − Γ^σ_{λμ}Γ^κ_{μσ}, (1)

the torsion, T^λ_{μν} , T^λ_{μν} ( Γ^λ_{μν} ) = Γ^λ_{μν} − Γ^λ_{νμ}, (2) and the nonmetricity, Q_{λμν} ,

Q_{λμν} ( Γ^λ_{μν} ) = ∇_λg_{μν} = ∂g_{μν} ∂x^λ − Γ^σ_{λμ}g_{σν} − Γ^σ_{λν} g_{μσ}. (3)

The Levi-Civita connection, Γ̂^κ_{μν} , of General Relativity, is given by

Γ̂^κ_{μν} = 1 2 g^{κλ} ( ∂g_{λμ} ∂x^ν + ∂g_{λν} ∂x^μ − ∂g_{μν} ∂x^λ ) . (4)

If we set Γ^κ_{μν} = Γ̂^κ_{μν} inside (1), then we get a generally nonzero curvature tensor R̂^κ_{λμν} = R^κ_{λμν} ( Γ̂λ_{μν} ) , while T^λ_{μν} ( Γ̂λ_{μν} ) = 0 and Q_{λμν} ( Γ̂λ_{μν} ) = 0 are zero by construction. The fundamental scalar of the theory is the Ricci scalar defined as R̂ = g^{μν}R̂_{μν} , where R̂_{μν} = g^{κν}R_{κμνλ}. For the Weitzenböck connection of teleparallelism, Γ̃^κ_{μν} , it follows that R^κ_{λμν} ( Γ̃λ_{μν} ) = 0 and Q_{λμν} ( Γ̃λ_{μν} ) = 0, while the torsion, T^λ_{μν} ( Γ̃λ_{μν} ) , is nonzero and given by (2). The Lagrangian of TEGR consists of the torsion scalar, T = S^{μν}_κ T^κ_{μν} , where S_β^{μν} =^1_2 (K^{μν}_β + δ^μ_β T^{θν}_θ − δ^ν_βT^{θμ}_θ) and K^{μν}_β = −^1_2 (T^{μν}_β − T^{νμ}_β − T_β^{μν} ) [18].

In symmetric teleparallel theory of gravity the connection describes a flat, torsionless geometry, that is, R^κ_{λμν} ( Γ^λ_{μν} ) = 0 and T^λ_{μν} ( Γ^λ_{μν} ) = 0, while the nonmetricity tensor is defined by (3). The fundamental Lagrangian density of STGR, is given by the nonmetricity scalar, which is [4] Q = Q_{λμν} P^{λμν} , (5) where P^λ_{μν} are the components of the nonmetricity conjugate tensor

P^λ_{μν} = − 1 4 Q^λ_{μν} + 1 2 Q^λ_{(μ ν)} + 1 4 ( Q^λ − Q̄^λ ) g_{μν} − 1 4 δ^λ_{(μ}Q_{ν)}, (6)

in which, δ^μ_ν is the Kronecker delta and where we introduce the contracted tensors, Q_μ = Q^ν_{μν} and Q̄_μ = Q^ν_{μν} .

II.1. Field equations

In symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory the gravitational Action Integral is written as follows

S = 1 2 ∫ d^4x √ −gf(Q) + ∫ d^4x √ −gL_M (7) where g = det(g_{μν} ) is the determinant of the spacetime metric and L_M is the Lagrangian function for the matter source.

The gravitational field equations^1, derived by variation with respect to the metric, are [79] f^′(Q)G_{μν} + 1 2 g_{μν} (f^′(Q)Q − f(Q)) + 2f^{′′}(Q) (∇_λQ) P^λ_{μν} = T_{μν} , (8)

where f^′(Q) =^{df}_{dQ} (throughout this work primes denote differentiation with respect to the arguments) and T_{μν} is the energy-momentum tensor for the matter source. The G_{μν} = R̂_{μν} −^1_2 g_{μν}R̂ is the usual Einstein tensor, with R̂_{μν} and R̂ being the Riemannian Ricci tensor and scalar respectively, constructed with the Levi-Civita connection (4). We observe that for linear f (Q) function, or for Q =const., the above field equations reduce to those of General Relativity with a contribution from a cosmological constant. For this reason - and in order to study theories and dynamics beyond GR - in what follows, we shall restrict our attention in cases where Q ≠const., and where f(Q) is a nonlinear function.

The equation of motion for the connection is derived as

∇_μ∇_ν (√ −gf^′(Q)P^{μν}_σ ) = 0, (9)

while for a matter source minimally coupled to the metric the equations of motion follow T^μ_{ν;μ} = 0. The semicolon “;” here is used to denote the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection.

In the following section, we proceed to investigate the particular cases of spacetimes we want to study and the connections which are compatible with their symmetries, so as to be used at the level of the equations of motion.

1 Formally, before the variation takes place, the Riemann curvature and the torsion tensor components should also be included in the action (7), multiplied with Lagrange multipliers. The variation with respect to the multipliers then leads to the satisfaction of the flatness and torsionless conditions; for details see [77, 78].

III. SELF-SIMILAR METRICS AND CONNECTIONS

The Kantowski-Sachs and the LRS Bianchi type III geometries are described by a line element of the form [80]

ds^2 = −dt^2 + a^2 (t) dr^2 + b^2 (t) (dθ^2 + Σ_k(θ)^2dϕ^2), (10)

where a (t) and b (t) are the two scale factors. The constant index, k := −^{Σ′′k (θ)}_{Σk (θ)} , is used to distinguish between the distinct models: For the Kantowski-Sachs we have k = +1, and Σ_{+1}(θ) = sin θ, while for the LRS Bianchi type III model we use, k = −1 and Σ_{−1}(θ) = sinh θ. We just mention here that the above line-element can also incorporate a LRS Bianchi type I spacetime if k = 0 and Σ_0(θ) = θ. However, due to the fact that the type I model has considerably more admissible connections, we leave it outside the current work. The limit of isotropization^2 in the above models is attained for^{a(t)}_{b(t)} → 1. The admitted four Killing symmetries by the previous line element are

ξ_1 = ∂_ϕ , ξ_2 = cos ϕ∂_ϕ −

Σ^′_k(θ) Σ_k(θ) sin ϕ∂_ϕ ξ_3 = sin ϕ∂_ϕ +

Σ^′_k(θ) Σ_k(θ) cos ϕ∂_ϕ and ξ_4 = ∂_r.

(11)

The requirement, for the geometries under study, to describe a self-similar spacetime with a homothetic vector field ξ_h, i.e. satisfy the equation L_{ξh} g_{μν} = 2g_{μν} , where L stands for the Lie derivative, constrains the scale factors a (t) and b (t) so that, a (t) = t^{1−α} and b (t) = βt, where α and β are constants. Hence, the self-similar metric is described by the line element

ds^2 = −dt^2 + t^{2(1−α)}dr^2 + β^2t^2(dθ^2 + Σ_k(θ)^2dϕ^2). (12)

The admitted homothecy by the above line element (12) is

ξ_h = t∂_t + αr∂_r. (13)

2 Due to the spatial geometry, only for the Bianchi type I case we can formally refer to full isotropy when a = b. For the Kantowski-Sachs and the Bianchi type III models, the term “isotropization” is used in the literature, as a reference to when the dynamics of the single remaining scale factor are, at some asymptotic limit, reminiscent of those of the FLRW spacetime of positive and negative spatial curvature respectively [81].

We have written above the general solution of L_{ξh} g_{μν} = 2g_{μν} , after clearing it out from unnecessary constants of integration, which either can be absorbed by diffeomorphisms or which are related to a trivial addition of Killing fields to ξ_h. The solution of the homothetic equation for this type of spacetimes in the coordinate system we use here can be found in [82], while conformal symmetries in general, for LRS spacetimes have been previously studied in [83].

Self-Similar solutions are known to play a prominent role in gravitational physics [84– 86]. This includes phenomena from astrophysics to cosmology. Self-similarity is used in many cases to model gravitational collapse, see [87–92] for more details and examples on stellar collapse and self-similarity. Briefly, self-similar solutions describe naked singularity spacetimes which model the interior of collapsing stars, while the outside is being mapped to a vacuum solution, like Schwarzschild. Cosmological metrics like (12) and also FLRW spacetimes can be used to describe such interior solutions. At the level of pure cosmology however, in which we are mostly preoccupied here, self-similarity is imposed in various additional contexts [93–96]. Self-similar solutions successfully reproduce various different eras in the evolution of the universe. In many cases, they can be used to approximate the asymptotic behaviour of more complicated solutions. This includes both the asymptotic limit towards the initial singularity, as well as the limit towards late times expansion [97]. This has led to the postulation of the self-similarity hypothesis [84], namely that complicated gravitational systems can be, to some extent, approximated by self-similar configurations. For the above reasons, the study of self-similar solutions, even in the context of different gravitational theories, is still active [98–102].

In this work we are interested to see what f(Q) theories can be compatible with selfsimilar gravitational solutions. In this type of theories, the connection plays an important role. It is true that the latter can be always set to zero by an appropriate coordinate transformation, trivializing the corresponding field equations. However, a part which is missed in various cases in the literature is that, when you assume a particular type of spacetime, e.g. some Bianchi type in cosmology, or some spherically symmetric spacetime, you already have spent part of the freedom of choosing a coordinate system. So, it may happen that the so called coincident gauge is incompatible with the coordinate system in which you have written the metric [59]. As a result it is not at all trivial to search for what type of connection can be used together with the class of metric you are assuming. Here, we adopt the strategy of requiring that the symmetries of the metric are shared also by the connection. Following a similar prescription to [60, 67], we thus demand that

L_{ξi} Γ^λ_{μν} = ξ^κ_i ∂Γ^λ_{μν} ∂x^κ − Γ^κ_{μν} ∂ξ^λ ∂x^κ + Γ^λ_{κν} ∂ξ^κ ∂x^μ + Γ^λ_{μκ} ∂ξ^κ ∂x^ν + ∂^2ξ^λ ∂x^μ∂x^ν = 0, (14)

where ξ_i is any of the four Killing vectors (11).

We obtain two symmetric, and flat, connections satisfying relation (14). Their nonzero components are seen below^3. At most, two arbitrary functions of time γ_1(t), γ_2(t) and two constants c_1, c_2 are introduced.

• The connection A contains γ_1(t), γ_2(t) and c_1

Γ^t_{tt} = γ_2, Γ^r_{tt} = 1 c_1 ( γ̇_1 − γ_1γ_2 + γ^2_1 ) , Γ^r_{tr} = Γ^θ_{tθ} = Γ^ϕ_{tϕ} = γ_1, Γ^r_{θθ} = − k c_1 , Γ^r_{rr} = Γ^θ_{rθ} = Γ^ϕ_{rϕ} = c_1, Γ^r_{ϕϕ} = − k c_1

Σ_k(θ)^2, Γ^θ_{ϕϕ} = −Σ_k(θ)Σ^′_k(θ),

Γ^ϕ_{θϕ} =

Σ^′_k(θ) Σ_k(θ) . (15)

The corresponding nonmetricity scalar is

Q = 2 ((2α − 3)β^2 + k) β^2t^2 − 3(α − 3)γ_1 t + 3γ̇_1 (16)

• The connection B includes γ_1(t), γ_2(t), c_1 and c_2.

Γ^t_{tt} = − 1 γ_2

[γ̇_2 + c_1γ_1 (2 − c_2γ_1) + k] , Γ^t_{tr} = c_1 (1 − c_2γ_1) , Γ^t_{rr} = c_1c_2γ_2,

Γ^t_{θθ} = γ_2, Γ^t_{ϕϕ} = γ_2Σ_k(θ)^2, Γ^r_{tt} = 1 γ^2

[γ_1 (k + c_1γ_1) (c_2γ_1 − 1) − γ_2γ̇_1] ,

Γ^r_{tr} = − c_2γ_1 γ_2

(k + c_1γ_1) , Γ^r_{rr} = c_1 + c_2k + c_1c_2γ_1, Γ^r_{θθ} = γ_1,

Γ^r_{ϕϕ} = γ_1Σ_k(θ)^2, Γ^θ_{tθ} = Γ^ϕ_{tϕ} = − k + c_1γ_1 γ_2

, Γ^θ_{rθ} = Γ^ϕ_{rϕ} = c_1,

Γ^θ_{ϕϕ} = −Σ_k(θ)Σ^′_k(θ), Γ^ϕ_{θϕ} =

Σ^′_k(θ) Σ_k(θ) .

(17)

3 It is understood that when we write a particular component Γ^α_{μν} , the Γ^α_{νμ} has the exact same value.

In this case, the resulting nonmetricity scalar becomes

Q =γ̇_2 ( (c_2γ_1 + 2)(c_1γ_1 + k) γ^2

+ c_1c_2t^{2α−2} + 2 β^2t^2 ) − γ̇_1(2c_1c_2γ_1 + 2c_1 + c_2k)

γ_2 + γ_1((α − 3)(2c_1 + c_2k)) tγ_2 + γ_2 (−2α + (α + 1)β^2c_1c_2t^{2α} + 2) β^2t^3 + c_1c_2(α − 3)γ^2_1 tγ_2 + 2 t^2 ( 2α + k β^2 + (α − 3)kt γ_2 − 3 ) . (18)

Moreover, if we use ξ_h to impose further restrictions over the connections A and B, in the form L_{ξh} Γ^λ_{μν} = 0, we get the following possibilities for the functions γ_1(t), γ_2(t):

• Case 1: For α = 0 we obtain two connections:

– Connection Γ_1, derived from connection A with γ_1 =^{κ1}_t , γ_2 =^{κ2}_t

Γ^t_{tt} = κ_2 t , Γ^r_{tt} = κ_1(κ_1 − κ_2 − 1) c_1t^2

, Γ^r_{tr} = Γ^θ_{tθ} = Γ^ϕ_{tϕ} = κ_1 t , Γ^r_{θθ} = − k c_1

, Γ^r_{rr} = Γ^θ_{rθ} = Γ^ϕ_{rϕ} = c_1, Γ^r_{ϕϕ} = − k c_1

Σ_k(θ)^2,

Γ^θ_{ϕϕ} = −Σ_k(θ)Σ^′_k(θ), Γ^ϕ_{θϕ} =

Σ^′_k(θ) Σ_k(θ) . (19)

The corresponding nonmetricity scalar is obtained by direct substitution of γ_1, γ_2 and α = 0 in (16) Q = 2 (3β^2(κ_1 − 1) + k)

β^2t^2

. (20)

– Connection Γ_2, obtained from B, with γ_1 = κ_1 and γ_2 = κ_2t

Γ^t_{tt} = c_1κ_1(c_2κ_1 − 2) − κ_2 − k

κ_2t

, Γ^t_{tr} = c_1 (1 − c_2κ_1) , Γ^t_{rr} = c_1c_2κ_2t,

Γ^t_{θθ} = κ_2t, Γ^t_{ϕϕ} = κ_2tΣ_k(θ)^2, Γ^r_{tt} = κ_1(c_1κ_1 + k)(c_2κ_1 − 1) κ^2t^2 , Γ^r_{tr} = − c_2κ_1(c_1κ_1 + k) κ_2t

, Γ^r_{rr} = c_1 + c_2k + c_1c_2κ_1, Γ^r_{θθ} = κ_1,

Γ^r_{ϕϕ} = κ_1Σ_k(θ)^2, Γ^θ_{tθ} = Γ^ϕ_{tϕ} = − k + c_1κ_1 κ_2t , Γ^θ_{rθ} = Γ^ϕ_{rϕ} = c_1, Γ^θ_{ϕϕ} = −Σ_k(θ)Σ^′_k(θ), Γ^ϕ_{θϕ} =

Σ^′_k(θ) Σ_k(θ) .

(21)

This time we obtain Q by substitution in (18)

Q = − 2 (κ_2 (3β^2 − 2κ_2) + β^2c_1 (c_2κ^2_1 − c_2κ^2 + 2κ_1) + β^2k(c_2κ_1 + 2) − κ_2k) β^2κ_2t^2 . (22)

• Case 2: For a generic α, we get only one possible connection:

The connection Γ_3, given by B, with γ_1 = κ_1t^α, γ_2 = κ_2t and c_1 = c_2 = 0

Γ^t_{tt} = − κ_2 + k κ_2t

, Γ^t_{θθ} = κ_2t, Γ^t_{ϕϕ} = κ_2tΣ_k(θ)^2, Γ^r_{tt} = − κ_1(ακ_2 + k)t^{α−2} κ^2 , Γ^r_{θθ} = κ_1t^α, Γ^r_{ϕϕ} = κ_1t^αΣ_k(θ)^2, Γ^θ_{tθ} = Γ^ϕ_{tϕ} = − k κ_2t , Γ^θ_{ϕϕ} = −Σ_k(θ)Σ^′_k(θ), Γ^ϕ_{θϕ} =

Σ^′_k(θ) Σ_k(θ) . (23)

The relevant nonmetricity scalar is now

Q = 2 (κ_2 ((2α − 3)β^2 − (α − 2)κ_2) + k ((α − 2)β^2 + κ_2)) β^2κ_2t^2

. (24)

In what follows, for each of the above, self-similar connections, we solve the corresponding field equations with the means to determine the functional form of the f(Q) function in order for the former to admit the self-similar line-element (12) as a solution. We start from the vacuum case and subsequently we discuss the case where a perfect fluid matter source is included.

IV. EXACT SOLUTIONS

IV.1. Connection Γ_1

For the first connection with nonzero components given by (19), we consider the spacetime (12) with α = 0. The t − r component of the equations of motion of the metric is equivalent to the condition c_1Q̇f^{′′}(Q) = 0. (25)

Due to c_1 ≠ 0, since it appears in denominators in Γ_1, this connection admits solutions which either have Q =const. or f(Q) a linear function of Q. In either case, the dynamics and the solutions produced are indistinguishable from General Relativistic solutions with or without a cosmological constant (the only way to evade this restriction would be to consider a fluid whose energy momentum tensor would introduce a nondiagonal t − r component). We thus proceed with the consideration of the second connection, since for Γ_1 we obtain GR dynamics.

IV.2. Connection Γ_2

Once more we require α = 0. The t − r component of the metric equations of motion yields now (2c_1(c_2κ_1 + 1) + c_2k) Q̇f^{′′}(Q) = 0. (26)

In order to depart from the cases that follow the same behavior as GR, f(Q) ∼ Q or Q =const., we demand that c_2 = −

2c_1 2c_1κ_1 + k

, (27)

where 2c_1κ_1 + k ≠ 0. Notice that, if 2c_1κ_1 + k = 0, then, from Eq. (26), we inescapably return to the case where we need to choose either Q̇ = 0 or f^{′′}(Q) = 0.

We assume the perfect fluid energy momentum tensor defined as

T_{μν} = (ρ + p)u_μu_ν + pg_{μν} , (28)

where ρ and p are the energy density and the pressure of the fluid. The u^μ is the comoving four-velocity satisfying u^μu_μ = −1. The mixed tensor has components T^μ_ν = diag(−ρ(t), p(t), p(t), p(t)) and the equations of motion for the metric, emanating from (8), read

2t ( kβ^2 + β^2c^2_1 (κ^2_1 − κ^2) 2c_1κ_1 + k

+ κ^2 ) Q̇f^{′′}(Q) − κ_2 (β^2 (6 − t^2Q) + 2k) f^′(Q)

− β^2κ_2t^2f(Q) = −2β^2κ_2t^2ρ, (29) 2t ( β^2(2κ_2 + k) − κ^2 + β^2c^2_1 (κ^2_1 − κ^2)

2c_1κ_1 + k ) Q̇f^{′′}(Q) − κ_2 (β^2 (t^2Q − 2) − 2k) f^′(Q)

+ β^2κ_2t^2f(Q) = −2β^2κ_2t^2p, (30) 2t ( c^2_1 (κ^2_1 + κ^2) 2c_1κ_1 + k

+ 2κ_2 + k ) Q̇f^{′′}(Q) + κ_2 (2 − t^2Q) f^′(Q)

+ κ_2t^2f(Q) = −2κ_2t^2p, (31)

while the equation for the connection (9) turns into [ β^2c^2_1 ( κ^2_1 − κ^2 ) + ( β^2k + κ^2 ) (2c_1κ_1 + k) ] ( tf^{′′′}(Q)Q̇^2 + tQ̈f^{′′}(Q) + 3Q̇f^{′′}(Q) ) = 0. (32)

The nonmetricity scalar is of the form

Q = A t^2

, (33)

where A = 2 [ 2κ_2 + k

β^2 − 2k κ_2 − 3 − 2c^2_1 (κ^2_1 + κ^2) κ_2(2c_1κ_1 + k) ] . (34)

We shall investigate the conditions of admitting spacetime (12), with α = 0, both in the presence of matter and in the vacuum. As a first step, let us observe that the combination β^2(31) − (30), together with the use of (33), in order to substitute t with respect to Q, leads to a differential equation for the f(Q), which reads

f^′(Q) + S_k(c_1, κ_1, κ_2)Qf^{′′}(Q) = 0, (35)

where S_k(c_1, κ_1, κ_2) is a combination of the constants seen in the arguments and of k. The solution is of the form f(Q) = C_1Q^ω + C_2, if S_k ≠ 1

C_1 ln Q + C_2, if S_k = 1,

(36) where ω =^{Sk−1}_{Sk} and with C_1, C_2 being constants of integration. We thus see that there are only two possibilities, either a power law or a logarithmic dependence on Q. The exact form of the function, will depend on the restrictions among the constants provided by the rest of the equations. Let us begin by considering the vacuum case.

IV.2.1. Vacuum

Here, we assume p = ρ = 0. It is straightforward to see that, in vacuum, the logarithmic function form, f(Q) = C_1 ln Q + C_2, leads to no solution. So, for the time being, we need to restrict our analysis to the power law expression f(Q) = C_1Q^ω + C_2. For this particular form of f(Q) theory, the equation (32), reduces to [ β^2c^2_1 ( κ^2_1 − κ^2 ) + ( β^2k + κ^2 ) (2c_1κ_1 + k) ] (ω − 1) (ω − 2) = 0 (37)

and can be satisfied in various distinct ways.

First of all, we exclude ω = 1 to avoid GR dynamics. The choice of ω = 2, when used into the rest of the field equations (29)-(31), leads to a pure quadratic function solution f(Q) ∝ Q^2, (C_2 = 0), with

c_1 = ∓ √ 2κ_2 + k 4β^2 [( β^2 ( 4k κ_2 + 6 ) + 2κ_2 + k

) 1_2 ± √ 6β^2 + 2κ_2 + k ] (38)

κ_1 = ± κ_2 β^2 (_{4k} κ_2 + 6 ) 2κ_2 + k + 1 1 2 . (39)

Note that the overall signs in the above relations for c_1 and κ_1 are correlated. For example, if you take c_1 = −..., then you need to combine it with κ_1 = +.... For the above solution the nonmetricity scalar assumes the simple form

Q = 4(2κ_2 + k)

β^2t^2

(40)

and the final theory possesses two free parameters, κ_2 and β.

The other possibility is to satisfy (37) without fixing ω. For example, we may choose

κ_2 = ± β(c_1κ_1 + k) √ β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k)

. (41)

Of course, in this case, we need to demand that c_1κ_1 +k ≠ 0 and β^2c^2_1 −(2c_1κ_1 +k) ≠ 0, where the first inequality is imposed because κ_2 cannot be zero, since it appears in denominators inside the connection’s components. At the end of this section, we shall separately see what happens when c_1κ_1 + k = 0 and β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) = 0 as special cases.

For the moment, let us continue with the generic case for which Eq. (41) holds. Then, the constant A involved in the nonmetricity scalar (33) becomes

A = 2 [ k β^2

− 3 ∓ 4 √ β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) c_1κ_1 + k β (2c_1κ_1 + k) ] . (42)

Equation (29) implies that C_2 = 0, while the power, ω, of the f(Q) theory is given by

ω = Aβ^2 (A − 6)β^2 − 2k

. (43)

With the use of expressions (42) and (43), the remaining equations, (30) and (31), reduce to a single algebraic relation among constants. The latter can be written in the form

β ( (A + 6)β^2 + 2k ) ( β^2c^2_1 − 2c_1κ_1 − k

) 1_2 ∓ 4 ( 3β^2 + k ) (c_1κ_1 + k) = 0, (44)

which in principle, after substituting A from (42), can be solved explicitly either with respect to β or to κ_1. We refrain from giving the resulting complicated expressions and we just present some test values, in order to demonstrate that solutions with acceptable behaviors can emerge (e.g. solutions having a real metric with a Lorentzian signature).

For the Kantowski-Sachs case, k = +1, consider as an example the values: c_1 = −3 and κ_1 = 1; then, equation (44) yields the real solutions, β ≃ ∓0.608 and β ≃ ±1.027. These two, lead to power law functions with ω ≃ 4.581 and ω ≃ 0.669. For the Bianchi type III case, k = −1, take c_1 = 10 and κ_1 = 1/2. The real solutions obtained by equation (44) are β ≃ ±0.401 and β ≃ ∓0.485 leading to power-law theories with ω = 1.181 and ω = 0.842 respectively. We thus establish the existence of valid f(Q) ∼ Q^ω theories, compatible with these cosmological spacetimes in vacuum, when the connection Γ_2 is used.

Let us mention that if we allow β to be imaginary, the resulting spacetime becomes static (in the k = +1 case additionally spherically symmetric) and no longer describes a cosmological model. The signature of the metric changes from (−, +, +, +) to (−, +, −, −) (the ordering of the coordinates being (t, r, θ, ϕ)). Thus, the r variable, which acquires a different sign from the other three, becomes effectively the time variable, while t is now spatial. A specific example of this in the k = +1 case is given if we set c_1 = κ_2 = 0. Then, Eq. (44) is satisfied by the values β = ±i(1 ± √ 5)/2. These values correspond to a theory with f(Q) function: f(Q) ∼ Q^14^{(5∓√5)}. We can write the line element in this case as

ds^2 = t^2dr^2 − dt^2 − ( 1 ± √ 5 )_2 4 t^2 ( dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2 ) . (45)

In the above, r is the time variable, while t is the radial distance. It is naked singularity space, whose Ricci scalar diverges at the origin of the radius t = 0.

At this point, it is interesting to see what would happen if we considered the values which we excluded because of adopting the validity of Eq. (41). That is, the special cases: c_1κ_1 + k = 0 and β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) = 0. By proceeding in a similar manner as in the generic case, if the first equality holds, we have c_1 = −k/κ_1. Then, we can satisfy all the field equations under the conditions:

κ_1 = ± √ −kβ, κ_2 = β^2k k + 3β^2 and f(Q) ∝ Q^{12} ( 1−^k_{3β2} ) . (46)

On the other hand, if β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + 1) = 0, then, we need to set

c_1 = ± √ −k β and again κ_2 = β^2k k + 3β^2 , f(Q) ∝ Q^{12} ( 1−^k_{3β2} ) . (47)

The aforementioned two cases are rather peculiar when considering k = +1, because, even though the connection contains complex components, the metric is still Lorentzian and real. The same is true for the theory (f(Q) function) and the nonmetricity scalar (Q =^{2k−6β2}_{β2t2} in both cases), which remain real. What is more, if we consider that the geodesic motion is given by minimizing the ds^2, which implies the appearance of the Christoffel symbols in the corresponding equations, then these imaginary units inside the connection would not appear even at that level. Thus, raising the question on whether there is some way to encounter these imaginary numbers in physical observables or if these solutions are to be considered as viable. A possibility of observing effects owed to non-metricity, would be by considering fermionic degrees of freedom. However, it has been noticed [103], that in the case of a minimally coupled action, i.e. the typical action which in the case of Riemannian geometry leads to the Dirac equation, only the torsion would produce couplings to the 1/2-spin field in the relevant equations of motion. Thus, in order to produce measurable effects which can be distinctly owed to nonmetricity, one may need to introduce more generalized actions for the fermions including nonminimal couplings. Still, in that case, we cannot comment for sure if the connection being complex would result in some particular effect or if all physical observables would in that case turn up to be real quantities, as it happens for example with the scalar Q, which is real even though Q_{λμν} is complex.

In order to summarize, we have seen that for Γ_2 the vacuum case accepts the cosmological spacetime (12), for α = 0 as a solution, if the theory is f(Q) ∝ Q^ω or f(Q) ∝ Q^2 depending on which of the factors of (37) becomes zero. Let’s proceed to see what happens with the inclusion of a perfect fluid.

IV.2.2. Perfect fluid matter content

The equation for the connection, see Eq. (32), remains unaffected by the matter content. We can start by considering the power law case, f(Q) = C_1Q^ω + C_2, which again leads us to Eq. (37). As previously, the most generic solution is obtained by demanding that relation (41) holds, excluding once more the values c_1κ_1 + k = 0 and β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) = 0, on which we are going to comment later.

We can easily eliminate the pressure by combining equations (30) and (31) and, for the assumed f(Q) function, we obtain a relation among constants which is satisfied if

ω = 1 ∓ k(k + 2c_1κ_1) √ β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) 2β(k + c_1κ_1) (2β^2c^2_1 + 2c_1κ_1 + k)

. (48)

We exclude the values for which 2β^2c^2_1 + 2c_1κ_1 + k = 0 and ω = 0, as both of them lead to unacceptable f(Q) functions for a physical theory (both imply f(Q) =constant).

By having made equations (30) and (31) compatible with this choice of f(Q), we can use either of them as a definition for the pressure p(t) and also the equation (29) to give us the energy density ρ(t). The result is

ρ = C_1A^{ω−1} (ω (2k − (A − 6)β^2) + Aβ^2) 2β^2 t^{−2ω} +

C_2 2 (49a) p = C_1A^ω 2 [ ω A ( A − 2 β^2 ( k ± 4β(ω − 1)(c_1κ_1 + k) √ β^2c^2_1 − 2c_1κ_1 − k ) + 8ω − 10 ) − 1 ] t^{−2ω} − C_2 2 . (49b)

The additive appearance of C_2 is a trivial counterbalance of the cosmological constant term in the f(Q) function given by the first branch of (36). So, we can simply eliminate it by setting C_2 = 0 in both (36) and (49). The ρ and p of (49), with C_2 = 0, imply a linear barotropic equation of state of the form p = wρ, with

w = p ρ = Aβ^2 ω ((A − 6)β^2 − 2k) − Aβ^2 × [ 1 − ω A ( A − 2 β^2 ( k ± 4β(ω − 1)(c_1κ_1 + k) √ β^2c^2_1 − 2c_1κ_1 − k ) + 8ω − 10 )] , (50)

where we see how the equation of state parameter, w, is calculated in terms of the constants characterizing the model, c_1, κ_1 and β. The constant A is given as before from Eq. (42).

As we can see, the equation of state parameter involves enough independent constants to acquire any possible value associated with well-known matter contents. For example, if we consider the Bianchi type III case, k = −1, and for simplicity set c_1 = 0, then we obtain w = −^1_3 ( 1 ±^1_β ) corresponding to an f(Q) theory with power ω = 1 ∓^1_{2β} . This means that, for a radiation fluid β = ∓^1_2 , we would have an f(Q) = Q^2 theory. For different choices of the constants the resulting expressions are quite more involved, but in general there is enough freedom to associate any matter content to an appropriate theory and connection.

Let us briefly comment on what happens in the special cases, where (41) cannot be used because, either c_1κ_1 + k = 0 or β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) = 0 holds. As mentioned in the vacuum section, these cases lead respectively to κ_1 = ± √ −kβ or c_1 = ±^{√−k}_β (for k = +1, we encounter again the peculiarity of the connection being complex but the gravitational observables being real). The nonmetricity scalar is once more Q =^{2k−6β2}_{β2t2} and if we proceed with a similar manner as before we end up with an f(Q) function f(Q) = C_1Q^{1− k6κ}2 + C_2 for both cases. We may again eliminate C_2 as it appears in a trivial manner. The resulting energy density and pressure are

ρ = C_1β^{k3κ}2^{−2} (β^2(3κ_2 − k) + κ_2k) κ_2 (2k − 6β^2)^{k6κ}2 t^{k3κ}2^{−2} (51a)

p = − C_1(3κ_2 + k)β^{k3κ}2^{−2} (β^2(3κ_2 − k) + κ_2k) 9κ^2 (2k − 6β^2)^{k6κ}2 t^{k3κ}2^{−2}, (51b)

and the equation of state is p = −

(_1 3 +^k_{9κ2} ) ρ. Of course, these expressions are true as long as κ_2 ≠ k/6. As we are going to see next, the κ_2 = k/6 case is covered by a different f(Q) function.

Finally, before proceeding to study the logarithmic case, we notice that (37) can also be directly satisfied if we simply set ω = 2. This case is easily seen to lead to a solution with

κ_2 = − k(2c_1κ_1 + k) 2 (2c_1 (β^2c_1 + κ_1) + k)

, (52)

characterized by a radiation equation of state p = ρ/3, where

ρ =C_1A [ 12c^2_1k 2c_1 (β^2c_1 + κ_1) + k − A − 8β^2c^2_1k (2c_1κ_1 + k)^2 − 4 (4β^2c^2_1 + k)

2c_1κ_1 + k − 8(β^2c^2_1 − c_1κ_1) k ] t^{−4}. (53)

In the above relations we once more ignored the contribution from C_2, considering just f(Q) = C_1Q^2.

We now proceed to study what happens by setting f(Q) = C_1 ln Q+C_2 in the equation of motion for the connection, Eq. (32). In vacuum we saw that this logarithmic branch of (36) does not lead to a solution. The situation however changes with the inclusion of a perfect fluid. Equation (32) can only be satisfied by an appropriate choice of the constants in the bracket. The most general case corresponds again to κ_2, being given by (41); excluding of course the special situations where c_1κ_1 + k = 0 or β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) = 0. Then, the field equations are solved by the following combination

ρ = C_1 2 [ 2 A ( k β^2 + 3 ) + ln ( A t^2 ) − 1 ] + C_2 2 (54a) p = − C_1 2 [ ln ( A t^2 ) − 1 Aβ^2 ( (A − 10)β^2 ±

8β(c_1κ_1 + k) √ β^2c^2_1 − 2c_1κ_1 − k − 2k )] − C_2 2 (54b)

as long as the parameters c_1, κ_1 and β satisfy the subsequent algebraic relation

2β(c_1κ_1 + k) ( 2β^2c^2_1 + 2c_1κ_1 + k ) ∓ k(2c_1κ_1 + k) ( β^2c^2_1 − 2c_1κ_1 − k

) 1_2 = 0. (55)

The contribution of the constant C_2 is once more trivial so we might as well eliminate it. From the expressions for p and ρ we can write the equation of state for the fluid which is

p = −ρ − 2C_1 A ( 1 ∓ 2(c_1κ_1 + k) β √ β^2c^2_1 − 2c_1κ_1 − k ) . (56)

Finally, we are left to examine the special cases c_1κ_1 + k = 0 and β^2c^2_1 − (2c_1κ_1 + k) = 0. The first, through Eq. (32), implies κ_1 = ± √ −kβ and the second c_1 = ± √ −k/β. Both cases lead to κ_2 = k/6, which is the value that was excluded from the power law solution that led us to expressions (51). Now, for the logarithmic f(Q) = C_1 ln Q function (we ignore the constant C_2), we obtain

ρ =C_1 [ 3β^2 k − 3β^2 + 1 2 ln ( 2k − 6β^2

β^2t^2 )] (57a)

p =C_1 [ k − 12β^2 3 (k − 3β^2) − 1 2 ln ( 2k − 6β^2 β^2t^2 )] . (57b)

which leads to the equation of state p = −ρ +^{C1}_3 . The nonmetricity scalars in these two special cases is again Q =^{2k−6β2}_{β2t2} .

A comment is in order here, in what regards theories of this logarithmic form f(Q) ∼ ln Q. As can be seen by our solutions above, the nonmetricity scalar Q is a function proportional to t^{−2}. Thus, there is an obvious singular point, in what regards the divergence at infinity of this geometric scalar, at t = 0. The asymptotic future t → +∞ ⇒ Q → 0, however seems to also be problematic, in the sense that the action of the theory, as well as the physical expressions for the matter content, i.e. the ρ and p, diverge. Hence, we seem to be dealing here with two singularities, one at the origin and another at infinity.

Before proceeding, let us mention that solutions like (51) have the property of the matter

tensor being also self similar, i.e. satisfying a relation of the form

L_{ξh} T_{μν} = 2σT_{μν} , (58)

where σ is a constant. It can be easily seen that, if we have a barotropic equation of state

p = wρ, then the above condition is satisfied if ρ = ρ_0t^{2(σ−1)}. Which is something which is

true for solution (51) or (53). The same does not hold for the logarithmic case, where we

get (54) or (57), for which a relation of the form (58) does not hold.

IV.3. Connection Γ_3

As discussed previously, this connection admits an arbitrary parameter α, but it has

c_1 = c_2 = 0. As a result of the latter, there is no off-diagonal component in the metric field

equations. The three remaining metric equations are

−2t ( kβ^2 + κ^2 )˙ Qf^{′′}(Q) + κ_2 ( (6 − 4α)β^2 − β^2t^2Q + 2k ) f^′(Q) + β^2κ_2t^2f(Q) =

2β^2κ_2t^2ρ (59) 2t ( κ^2 − β^2(2κ_2 + k) )˙ Qf^{′′}(Q) + κ_2 ( β^2t^2Q − 2 ( β^2 + k )) f^′(Q) − β^2κ_2t^2f(Q) =

2β^2κ_2t^2p (60)

2t((α − 2)κ_2 − k)Q̇f^{′′}(Q) + κ_2 ( t^2Q − 2(α − 1)^2 ) f^′(Q) − κ_2t^2f(Q) =

2κ_2t^2p, (61)

while the single equation for the connection reads ( kβ^2 + κ^2 ) [ tf^{′′′}(Q)Q̇^2 + ( tQ̈ − (α − 3)Q̇ ) f^{′′}(Q) ] = 0. (62)

The nonmetricity scalar is once more Q = A/t^2, where now

A = 2 β^2κ_2 [ (α − 2) ( kβ^2 − κ^2 ) + κ_2 ( (2α − 3)β^2 + k )] . (63)

As previously, if we take a linear combination of (60) and (61) so as to eliminate the

pressure, namely β^2(61) − (60), we arrive once more to an equation of the following form

f^′(Q) + S_k(α, β, κ_2)Qf^{′′}(Q) = 0, (64)

where again we have the admissible solutions (36). That is, either a power law or a loga-

rithmic function.

IV.3.1. Vacuum

Let us start with the vacuum case p = ρ = 0. Once more the logarithmic case f(Q) =

C_1 ln Q + C_2 leads to an incompatibility. So, we restrict the vacuum analysis to the power

law case f(Q) = C_1Q^ω + C_2. First, we notice that in order to satisfy (62) we can either set

κ_2 = ± √ −kβ or impose a restriction on the power ω, i.e. ω = (4 − α)/2. The last case does

not lead to an acceptable solution. On the other hand, the condition κ_2 = ± √ −kβ, leads

us to the following set of solutions:

κ_2 = √ −kβ, α = β ( 3β − √ −k ) ± ( β − √ −k ) ( 9β^2 + 4β √ −k + 4k ) 1_2 2β ( 2β − √ −k ) (65)

and κ_2 = − √ −kβ, α = β ( 3β + √ −k ) ± ( β + √ −k ) ( 9β^2 − 4β √ −k + 4k ) 1_2 2β ( 2β + √ −k ) . (66)

In both cases you have C_2 = 0, while the power ω of the f(Q) ∼ Q^ω theory is given by

ω = Aβ^2 β^2(4α + A − 6) − 2k

, (67)

where A is obtained from (63) after substitution of the above expressions of κ_2 and α.

It is interesting to note that, in the k = +1 case, the only way in order to have an

acceptable f(Q) ∝ Q^ω theory, is to consider β to be imaginary. Thus, instead of Kantowski-

Sachs, the space must be static and spherically symmetric. To see this, set k = +1, for the first set (65), then the resulting power ω from (67) is

ω = (β − i) ( 3β − i ∓ √ 9β^2 + 4iβ + 4 ) (2β − i) ( 3β ∓ √ 9β^2 + 4iβ + 4

) . (68)

For an imaginary β, we can have ω ∈ R as long as, specific bounds are set on the magnitude

of the imaginary part. For example, if we take the plus sign of (68) and set β = iσ, then we

need to take the restrictions σ ≤ − ( 2 √ 10 + 2 ) /9 or σ ≥ ( 2 √ 10 − 2 ) /9. Then, the ω takes

the following values: ω ∈ [5/2− √ 5/2, 5/4] for σ ≤ − ( 2 √ 10 + 2 ) /9, ω ∈ (5/2+ √ 5/2, +∞) for 1/2 > σ ≥ ( 2 √ 10 − 2 ) /9 and ω ∈ (−∞,^1_2 ) when 1/2 < σ. Of course we need to exclude

the value σ = 1 which results in ω = 0.

On the other hand, the k = −1 case of the Bianchi type III spacetime requires a real β,

which however still needs to satisfy certain bounds in order to have the square roots in (65),

(66) and subsequently in ω, yielding real numbers as results.

IV.3.2. Perfect fluid

In the presence of a perfect fluid source, we start our analysis by considering the power

law case f(Q) = C_1Q^ω + C_2. The equation of motion for the connection (62) reduces to

ω(ω − 1)(kβ^2 + κ^2)(2ω + α − 4) = 0. (69)

After leaving aside the values ω = 0 and ω = 1; the first because it does not lead to a valid

theory and the second due to being indistinguishable from GR, we proceed with the two

remaining choices: that of either fixing the κ_2 or the ω. Let us start with the first, where

we assume κ_2 = ± √ −kβ. The field equations (59)-(61) yield the following energy density

and pressure

ρ = C_1A^{ω−1} 2β^2 [ 2ω ( (3 − 2α)β^2 + k ) − Aβ^2(ω − 1) ] t^{−2ω} +

C_2 2 (70) p = C_1A^{ω−1} 2β^2 [ Aβ^2(ω − 1) − 2ω ( β ( β(5 − 4ω) ± 4 √ −k(ω − 1) ) + k )] t^{−2ω} − C_2 2 , (71) with the power of the theory being given by

ω = k − (α − 4) αβ^2 ∓ 2β √ −k 2β ( αβ ∓ √ −k ) . (72)

The nonmetricity scalar ends up to be

Q = A t^2 = 2 β^2t^2 [ (2α − 3)β^2 ± 2(2 − α)β √ −k + k ] . (73)

If we ignore once more the trivial constant C_2, i.e. set C_2 = 0, the equation of state parameter w = p/ρ can be easily calculated in terms of the remaining constants of the model

w = p ρ = βk(1 − 2α) ± √ −k ((α − 2)αβ^2 − k) − α^2β^3 (α − 3)β (α^2β^2 + k)

. (74)

Notice, how in the case k = +1, we need again to require β to be imaginary, so that w and ω remain real. Thus, in that case we have once more static, spherically symmetric solutions. On the other hand, cosmological solutions emerge for k = −1, which corresponds to the Bianchi type III case.

We return now back to (69), and we investigate the other possibility, where ω = 2 − α/2. Obviously we need to have a ≠ 4 otherwise the power ω would vanish. The remaining equations (59)-(61) are solved by the combination

ρ = 2^{1− α2} C_1(α − 3)(α − 1)^{4−α}t^{α−4}, p = ρ 3 − α , κ_2 = k α − 2 (75)

for a theory of the form f(Q) = C_1Q^{2− α}2 (once again we omit the additive constant in f(Q)).

We are finally left to study the logarithmic case, f(Q) = C_1 ln Q + C_2. The equation of motion of the connection, Eq. (62), now reduces to

(kβ^2 + κ^2)(α − 4) = 0, (76)

where we see that it includes the case α = 4, which we had to exclude from the power-law theory above. But first, let us consider the case κ_2 = ± √ −kβ. The equations (59)-(61) are satisfied under the subsequent conditions: The energy density is

ρ = C_1 2 ln ( A t^2 ) + C_1 Aβ^2 ( 2k − β^2(4α + A − 6) ) + C_2 2 (77)

while the pressure becomes

p = − C_1 2 ln ( A t^2 ) + C_1 Aβ^2 ( (A − 10)β^2 ± 8β √ −k − 2k ) − C_2 2 . (78)

For the positive sign, i.e. κ_2 = √ −kβ, we have the additional relations

β = √ −k ( 1 ± √ −α^2 + 4α + 1 ) α(4 − α) (79)

A = 2(α − 3) ( α + 3 ∓ 2 √ 1 − (α − 4)α ) (80)

and for the negative sign, κ_2 = − √ −kβ, we obtain

β = − √ −k ( 1 ± √ −α^2 + 4α + 1 ) α(4 − α) (81)

with the same expression for A as given in (80). Again, we may set C_2 = 0 since its appearance is trivial in the relations. The equation of state for the fluid is then simply

p = −ρ − 2C_1 Aβ [ (α + 1)β ∓ 2 √ −k ] . (82)

Finally, we separately explore what happens if instead of fixing κ_2, we set α = 4 in Eq. (76). Then, the system of equations (59)-(61) results in the following expressions

ρ = C_1 2 ln ( 18 t^2 ) − C_1, p = − C_1 2 ln ( 18 t^2 ) , κ_2 = k 2 , (83)

where we have already eliminated the additive constant C_2. The resulting nonmetricity scalar is simply Q = 18/t^2 and the equation of state reads p = −ρ − C_1.

IV.4. Dropping self-similarity for the connection

The strategy we followed in the previous section involved the enforcement of the selfsimilarity - beside the metric - also at the level of the connection through Eq. (14). We need to stress however, that this is not a necessary condition, in order for the equations of motion to be compatible with a self-similar metric of the form of Eq. (12). The reason behind the adoption of L_{ξh} Γ^λ_{μν} = 0 is the level of the complication that the field equations exhibit when no such condition is imposed. In this section we drop the requirement of self-similarity for the connection and try to see what kind of theories we may obtain in some very specific cases, where we can empirically make some assumptions which simplify the equations.

From the nondiagonal component of the field equations for the metric, it is easily derived that the generic connection A, as seen in (15), cannot have a solution that does not lead to Q =const. or f(Q) being linear. So, the corresponding dynamics would be indistinguishable from GR. If we turn our attention to connection B of (17), the corresponding component of the field equations leads to

(2c_1(c_2γ_1(t) + 1) + c_2k) Q̇f^{′′}(Q) = 0. (84)

So, in order to avoid Q =const. or f(Q) linear, we need to either impose

γ_1 = − 1 c_2 − k 2c_1

(85)

or c_1 = c_2 = 0. Up to this point we are in agreement with what we have seen in the previous sections, where either γ_1 had to be constant (Γ_2 connection) or the c_i’s should be zero (Γ_3 connection).

The nonmetricity scalar Q becomes

Q = ( 2 β^2t^2 − (c_2k − 2c_1)^2

4c_1c_2γ^2

+ c_1c_2t^{2(α−1)} ) γ̇_2 −

(α − 3)t(c_2k − 2c_1)^2 4c_1c_2t^2γ_2 + (−2α + (α + 1)β^2c_1c_2t^{2α} + 2) β^2t^3 γ_2 +

2 ((2α − 3)β^2 + k) β^2t^2

(86) when (85) holds and

Q = 2 ( (2α − 3)β^2 + k + γ̇_2 β^2t^2 + (α − 3)k tγ_2 + kγ̇_2 γ^2 − (α − 1)γ_2 β^2t^3 ) (87)

if c_1 = c_2 = 0. In the first case, γ_1 is fixed to a constant value, while in the second, due to c_1 = c_2 = 0 it becomes irrelevant. Our strategy, in any of these cases, would be to choose γ_2 to be such a function of time, so that the relation Q = Q(t) is easily invertible in order to express t as a function of Q, and then as we previously did, use the field equations to derive a differential equation for the f(Q).

In particular we will try to have relations of the form Q = Q_0t^{2σ}. By doing so, even though we drop the condition of self-similarity upon the connection, we impose it in a sense on the nonmetricity scalar, since for such type of functions L_{ξh} Q = 2σQ.

In what follows, we briefly present the end result of some solutions obtained in this manner.

IV.4.1. Set 1: α = 0, c_2 = −^2_{c1β2} , γ_2 = λt^3

In this case we assume (85) and hence for the nonmetricity scalar we have the expression (86). For the specific values α = 0, c_2 = −^2_{c1β2} and γ_2 = λt^3, the latter reduces to

Q = 2 (k − 3β^2) β^2t^2

. (88)

The theory which solves the field equations and leads to a self-similar metric g_{μν} is now of an exponential form and for k − 3β^2 ≠ 0 we obtain

f(Q) = C_1e^β 2kQ 12λ(3β^2−k) , (89)

where for similar reasons as previously we ignore an additive constant in the f(Q) function.

The corresponding matter content has energy density and pressure

ρ = C_1 (18β^4λ + 2k^2λ − k (12β^2λ + β^4Q)) 4λ (k − 3β^2)^2 e^β 2kQ 12λ(3β2−k) (90a)

p = C_1 ( β^6k^2Q^2 − 36λ^2 (k − 3β^2)^3 − 2β^2kλQ (k − 6β^2) (k − 3β^2) ) 72λ^2 (k − 3β^2)^3 e^β 2kQ 12λ(3β2−k) (90b)

respectively. The resulting equation of state is rather complicated

p(ρ) = 1 9 ρ ( − k β^2 + 3β^2 − k β^2W (ζρ) + 6W (ζρ) ) (91)

where ζ is the combinations of constants

ζ = e^{16} (_k β2 −3 ) (k − 3β^2) 3β^2C_1

(92)

and W (x) is the Lambert function, defined as the principal branch of the solution of the equation W e^W = x. Thus, the equation of state consists of a typical linear part, plus some additional terms given with a help of a non-elementary function.

An interesting observation regarding this result is that in the asymptotic future, t → +∞, we have p = −ρ =const., and the matter contribution is that of a cosmological constant, while the f(Q) theory approximately becomes f(Q) ∼ Q+const., implying GR dynamics. On the other hand, if we take t → 0 and impose λk > 0, then ρ → 0 and the expansion of (91) around zero yields p ≃ 1 9 ( 3 − 2k β^2 ) ρ − C_1 3 e^{12 − k6β2} , (93)

which approximates a linear barotropic equation of state, but an f(Q) function which diverges rapidly from the linearized GR dynamics.

IV.4.2. Set 2: α = 0, c_1 =^{c2k}_2 , γ_2 = λt^{−1}

In this case we are also using (85) and (86), with the assumptions now that α = 0, c_1 =^{c2k}_2 and γ_2 = λt^{−1}. These choices leads again the non metricity scalar of (86) to become the one we see in (88). The field equations then imply the additional condition c_2 = ±^2_β^√_{−k} and the compatible f(Q) function is now

f(Q) = C_1 Qe k(^{k−3β2}) 3β2λQ − k (k − 3β^2) Ei (_k (k−3β^2) 3Qβ^2λ )

3β^2λ , (94)

where Ei(x) = − ∫_{+∞} −x e^{−z} z dz is the exponential integral function. The corresponding energy density and pressure are

ρ = C_1

Q (3β^2 + k) e k(^{k−3β2}) 3β2λQ 2 (k − 3β^2) − k (k − 3β^2) Ei (_k (k−3β^2) 3Qβ^2λ )

6β^2λ

(95a)

p = C_1 6β^2λ (k − 3β^2) [ k ( k − 3β^2 )_2 Ei ( k (k − 3β^2) 3Qβ^2λ )

− β^2e k(^{k−3β2}) 3β2λQ ( 4k ( k − 3β^2 ) + λQ ( 3β^2 + k )) ] , (95b)

and they lead to an equation of state which of course we cannot write explicitly as p(ρ), due to the appearance of the exponential integral function.

The first term of f(Q) function in relation (94), which is of the form Qe^{Q0Q} , is reminiscent of the theory first proposed in [29] and which is in good accordance with observational data. It is interesting to note that the f(Q) of (94) approaches General Relativity at the limit Q → ∞, or equivalently at t → 0, since in that limit the dominant term in f(Q) is linear in Q.

As can be seen from the very particular solutions we obtained in this section, as we leave behind the assumption that the homothetic vector should be imposed on the connection, we are led to highly non-trivial f(Q) functions. Unfortunately however, the problem becomes severely more complicated to deal in a generic manner.

V. RECONSTRUCTING GENERAL FLAT CONNECTIONS FROM THE CORRESPONDING HOMOTHETIC

When the connection is flat, it is known [57, 58] that there are coordinate transformations which transform it to being identically zero. This has the consequence that any two flat connections can be connected by a coordinate transformation. Therefore, we can try to reconstruct the general connections A, B from the corresponding homothetic vectors Γ_1, Γ_2, Γ_3.

To this end, let us use the fact that any flat, symmetric connection is described by a vector, whose components we choose to denote with v^μ, as

Γ^λ_{μν} = ( Ω^{−1} )_{λ ρ} Ω^ρ_{μ,ν} (96)

where Ω^α_β = v^α_{,β}.

The strategy we adopt is to find first the corresponding v^μ’s for the three homothetic connections. Let us consider connection Γ_1; the components of the contravariant vector v^μ, in this case, are (we use the ordering of the components as x^μ = {t, r, θ, ϕ})

v^μ = { t^{κ1} e^{c1r}Σ^′(θ), t^{κ2+1}, t^{κ1} e^{c1r}Σ(θ) sin(ϕ), t^{κ1} e^{c1r}Σ(θ) cos(ϕ) } . (97)

By using this vector in (96) it is easy to verify that we obtain the homothetic connection Γ_1, whose nonzero components are seen in (19). Interestingly enough, we can use (97) to obtain intuitively the vector which gives rise to the general flat connection A given in (15). To do this we just need to remember that the homothetic vector ξ_h and the condition L_{ξh} Γ = 0 basically fixes the time dependence. We may thus invert the process by inserting arbitrary functions of time in place of each different temporal expression we see in (97), i.e. make the conversions t^{κ1} → m_1(t) and t^{κ2+1} → m_2(t). In this manner we may write the more general vector

v^μ = {m_1(t)e^{c1r}Σ^′(θ), m_2(t), m_1(t)e^{c1r}Σ(θ) sin(ϕ), m_1(t)e^{c1r}Σ(θ) cos(ϕ)} . (98)

It can be checked now that the vector (98), when used in (96), returns the general flat connection A of (15) under the reparametrizations

m_1(t) = exp [∫ γ_1(t)dt ] , m_2(t) = ∫ [ exp (∫ γ_2(t)dt )] dt. (99)

We have thus gone backwards and obtained the general connection from the corresponding homothetic.

The same can be repeated for the second homothetic connection, Γ_2, for which, the corresponding contravariant vector has the components

v^μ = { e^{r(c1+c2k)} t^{κ1(c1+c2k)κ}2 , e^{c1r} t^{c1κ1+kκ}2 Σ^′(θ), e^{c1r} t^{c1κ1+kκ}2 Σ(θ) sin(ϕ), e^{c1r} t^{c1κ1+kκ}2 Σ(θ) cos(ϕ) } . (100)

Once more, by noticing the different time dependence, we may introduce the change t^{− κ1(c1+c2k)κ}2 → m_1(t) and t^{− c1κ1+kκ}2 → m_2(t) to write the more general vector

v^μ = { m_1(t)e^{r(c1+c2k)}, m_2(t)e^{c1r}Σ^′(θ), m_2(t)e^{c1r}Σ(θ) sin(ϕ), m_2(t)e^{c1r}Σ(θ) cos(ϕ) } . (101)

This last vector generates the connection B of (17) through the reparametrization

m_1(t) = exp [ − ∫ γ_1(t)(c_1 + c_2k) γ_2(t) dt ] , m_2(t) = exp [ − ∫ c_1γ_1(t) + k γ_2(t) dt ] . (102)

So, once more we follow the same procedure to go backwards and recover the generic connection B from the homothetic Γ_2. We may notice that the above mapping, of relation (102), has a “blind spot” when c_1 = c_2 = 0 since then, m_1 becomes a constant and we loose the parametrization from two t-functions to two t-functions. This special case is recovered by using the homothetic connection Γ_3 of (23), which exactly corresponds to the situation where c_1 = c_2 = 0.

The vector which gives connection Γ_3 is

v^μ = { t^{− kκ}2 Σ^′(θ), r − κ_1 ακ_2 t^α, t^{− kκ}2 Σ(θ) sin(ϕ), t^{− kκ}2 Σ(θ) cos(ϕ) } . (103)

By following the same logic as before, we merely need to replace t^{− kκ}2 → m_1(t) and^{κ1}_{ακ2} t^α → m_2(t) . Then, we obtain the vector

v^μ = {m_1(t)Σ^′(θ), r − m_2(t), m_1(t)Σ(θ) sin(ϕ), m_1(t)Σ(θ) cos(ϕ)} , (104)

which truly reproduces the general flat connection B, under the reparametrization

m_1(t) = exp [ − ∫ k γ_2(t) dt ] , m_2(t) = ∫ γ_1(t) γ_2(t) dt. (105)

In the next section we put in use the above vectors to derive and investigate in a straightforward manner the transformations between the corresponding connections.

VI. TRANSFORMATIONS BETWEEN DIFFERENT CONNECTIONS

In this section we seek the general coordinate transformation that connects the pairs (Γ_1, A), (Γ_2, B) and (Γ_3, B). We will utilize the existence of the contravariant vector v^μ in terms of which a flat connection is given by Eq. (96).

Since, in any case, there exist coordinates in which Γ^λ_{μν} vanishes, there must be a specific coordinate transformation connecting the aforementioned pairs. The transformation sought for can be found by equating the components of the two vectors v^μ_{(generic)} = v^μ_{(homothetic)}, where v_{(generic)} stands for the vector that produces the generic connections, A or B, with the arbitrary time functions and v_{(homothetic)} for the one yielding Γ_1, Γ_2, or Γ_3.

In what follows we use coordinates (t̄, r̄, θ̄, ϕ̄) for those referring to the full generic connection and (t, r, θ, ϕ) for the ones in which the homothetic connection is given. The Jacobian of the transformation is J^μ_ν =^{∂xμ}_{∂x̄ν} and the equation mapping the connections from one coordinate system to another is

J^μ_ρΓ̄^ρ_{νκ} − Γ^μ_{αβ} J^α_ν J^β_κ − J^μ_{ν,κ} = 0, (106)

where we use Γ̄ for the generic connections (A or B) and Γ for the homothetic ones (Γ_1, Γ_2, or Γ_3).

Let us first choose the pair, (A, Γ_1). We write the generic vector given by (98) in the x̄ system, and we have

v^μ_{(generic)} = { m_1(t̄)e^{c1r̄}Σ^′(θ̄), m_2(t̄), m_1(t̄)e^{c1r̄}Σ(θ̄) sin(ϕ̄), m_1(t̄)e^{c1r̄}Σ(θ̄) cos(ϕ̄) } . (107)

We then take the homothetic vector of (97) in the x coordinates

v^μ_{(homothetic)} = { t^{κ1} e^{c1r}Σ^′(θ), t^{κ2+1}, t^{κ1} e^{c1r}Σ(θ) sin(ϕ), t^{κ1} e^{c1r}Σ(θ) cos(ϕ) } . (108)

The coordinate transformation x → x̄, leading us from Γ_1 to A, is obtained by considering the equations v^μ_{(generic)} = v^μ_{(homothetic)}, i.e.

t = m_2(t̄)^{1κ}2^{+1} , r = r̄ + 1 c_1 [ ln ( m_1(t̄) m_2(t̄)^{κ1κ}2^{+1} )] , θ = θ̄, ϕ = ϕ̄, (109)

which, as expected, satisfies (106) for the connections produced by v_{(generic)} and v_{(homothetic)}.

It is interesting to note that with the above transformation, the line element

ds^2 = −dt^2 + t^2 [ dr^2 + β^2 ( dθ^2 + Σ_k(θ)^2dϕ^2 )] , (110)

which we considered in the Γ_1 case, assumes now the expression

ds^2 = ( m_2(t̄)^{1κ}2^{+1}

c_1 ( m^′_1(t̄) m_1(t̄) − κ_1m^′_2(t̄) κ_2m_2(t̄) + m_2(t̄) ))2 − ( m_2(t̄)^{− κ2κ}2^{+1} m^′_2(t̄)

κ_2 + 1 )_2 dt̄^2

+ 2 c_1 m_2(t̄)^{2κ}2^{+1} ( m^′_1(t̄) m_1(t̄) − κ_1m^′_2(t̄) κ_2m_2(t̄) + m_2(t̄) ) dt̄dr̄ + m_2(t̄)^{2κ}2^{+1} ( dr̄^2 + β^2 ( dθ̄^2 + Σ(θ̄)^2dϕ̄^2 )) .

(111)

The study we did regarding connection Γ_1 for the line element (110) is thus equivalent to taking the generic flat connection A, with the severely more complicated metric implied by (111). The m_1, m_2 are, as we mentioned in the previous section, connected to the γ_1 and γ_2 of the connection A through Eq. (99) (setting of course t̄ instead of t).

By proceeding in the exact same manner we may obtain the transformation from Γ_2 to B, by equating the generic vector (101) (written in the x̄ coordinates) to the vector (100).

In this case, the result is

t = m_2(t̄)^{− κ2k} m_1(t̄)^{c1κ2(kc}1^{+c}2^) , r = r̄ + ln ( m_1(t̄)^{c1κ1+kc}1^{k+c}2 m_2(t̄)^{κ1}k ) , θ = θ̄, ϕ = ϕ̄. (112)

Finally, by repeating the same process for (104) (in x̄) and (100) (in x) we obtain the mapping x → x̄ from the homothetic connection Γ_3 to the general connection B,

t = m_1(t̄)^{− κ2k} , r = r̄ + κ_1 ακ_2 m_1(t̄)^{− ακ2k} − m_2(t̄), θ = θ̄, ϕ = ϕ̄. (113)

For each of the two last cases, the way the functions m_1, m_2 are connected to the original γ_1 and γ_2 is given by (102) and (105) respectively.

We thus see that the simple fact that all symmetric, flat connections can be mapped to each other does not trivialize the importance of considering distinct connections for a given spacetime. In a theory like f(Q) gravity it is the pair (g_{μν} ,Γ^λ_{μν} ) which is of importance. For example, when considering a given line element, like (110), we obtain different results for connections Γ_1 and Γ_2. It is true that we can map one connection to the other, but the result of such a mapping would change the line element as well. As happened in the case of the transformation that led us to (111).

VI.1. The coincident gauge

We can briefly discuss now, what are the transformations that connect us to the coincident gauge. In order to find such a transformation we need to work in a similar manner as before. We may notice that in order to get out of equation (96) a zero connection, we need to use a vector v^μ whose components are linear in the new coordinates, e.g. v^μ = v^μ_{(coincident)} = {r̄, t̄, θ̄, ϕ̄}. Let us consider the connection Γ_1 which is generated by the vector v_{(homothetic)} of Eq. (97) and set v^μ_{(homothetic)}(x) = v^μ_{(coincident)}(x̄). Then, we easily obtain the transformation x → x̄

t = (t̄)^{1κ}2^{+1} , r = ln ( t̄^{− κ1}κ2+1 √ k (¯ θ^2 + ϕ̄^2 ) + r̄^2 ) c_1

, θ = Σ^{−1}_k √ θ̄2 + ϕ̄2 √ k (¯ θ^2 + ϕ̄^2 ) + r̄^2

ϕ = arccos ( ϕ̄ √ θ̄2 + ϕ̄2 ) , (114)

where Σ^{−1}_k is the inverse of the function Σ_k(θ), e.g. in the case k=-1 where Σ_k = sinh, we have Σ^{−1}_k = arcsinh. The transformation (114) takes us from the connection Γ_1, whose nonzero components we see in Eq. (19), to the coincident gauge where all the components become zero, i.e. Γ^λ_{μν} = 0. It is easy to calculate the corresponding metric, although the expressions are rather complicated. In what follows we write the line element for the k = −1 case

ds^2 =

κ^2_1 c^2_1 − t̄

−^{2κ2}_{κ2+1}

(κ_2 + 1)^2 dt̄^2 + κ_1r̄t̄ c^2_1(κ_2 + 1) (¯ θ^2 − r̄^2 + ϕ̄^2 )dt̄dr̄ − κ_1θ̄t̄ c^2_1(κ_2 + 1) (¯ θ^2 − r̄^2 + ϕ̄^2 )dt̄dθ̄ − κ_1ϕ̄t̄ c^2_1(κ_2 + 1) (¯ θ^2 − r̄^2 + ϕ̄^2 )dt̄dϕ̄ t̄^2 ( β^2c^2_1 (¯ θ^2 + ϕ̄^2 ) + r̄^2 ) c^2_1 (¯ θ^2 − r̄^2 + ϕ̄^2

)_2 dr̄^2 − θ̄t̄2 (β2c2_1r̄ + r̄)

c^2_1 (¯ θ^2 − r̄^2 + ϕ̄^2 )_2 dr̄dθ̄

− ϕ̄t̄2 (β2c2_1r̄ + r̄)

c^2_1 (¯ θ^2 − r̄^2 + ϕ̄^2 )_2 dr̄dϕ̄ + t̄^2 ( β^2ϕ̄^2 sinh^2(θ̄) +^{θ̄2}(^{θ̄2+ϕ̄2})(^{β2c21r̄2+θ̄2+ϕ̄2})

c^2_1(θ̄^2−r̄^2+ϕ̄^2)^2 ) (¯ θ^2 + ϕ̄^2

)_2 dθ̄^2

+ θ̄t̄2ϕ̄ ( (^¯θ^2+^¯ϕ^2)(β^2c^2_1r̄^2+^¯θ^2+^¯ϕ^2)

c^2_1(θ̄^2−r̄^2+ϕ̄^2)^2 − β

2 sinh^2(θ̄) ) (¯ θ^2 + ϕ̄^2 )_2 dθ̄dϕ̄

+ t̄^2 ( β^2θ̄^2 sinh^2(θ̄) +^{ϕ̄2}(^{θ̄2+ϕ̄2})(^{β2c21r̄2+θ̄2+ϕ̄2})

c^2_1(θ̄^2−r̄^2+ϕ̄^2)^2 ) (¯ θ^2 + ϕ̄^2

)_2 dϕ̄^2.

(115)

This is the line element of the Bianchi type III in the coincident gauge, if our starting connection is Γ_1. Similarly, the corresponding transformations having as starting points connections Γ_2 and Γ_3 can also be derived, although we refrain from giving the explicit relations here, since they become even more tedious.

The main point we want to stress is that, the fact that there always exists a coordinate system where the connection becomes zero, does not mean that we can blindly assume a priori the coincident gauge for any metric ansatz we make. For example, we see how both in the Kantowski-Sachs and the Bianchi type III LRS case of metric (10), none of the connections sharing the same symmetries as the metric is zero in the relevant coordinate system. The coincident gauge is achieved in different coordinate systems, where the metric acquires a quite more complicated form having all its components non-zero, as seen in (115).

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The importance of self-similar solutions lies in the fact that they are used to model gravitational collapse and that of being equilibrium points in a dynamical systems analysis. They can be approached by more complicated solutions in certain limits; near the singularity or at the asymptotic future. Therefore it is useful to distinguish which types of modified theories can give rise to such spacetimes. In this work, we derived exact self-similar solutions in symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory for the anisotropic Kantowski-Sachs and Bianchi III geometries. We considered the special form of these two spacetimes with specific functions for the scale factors, so that a homothetic vector field exist. For the latter, we presented all the independent flat connections which were used to construct the f (Q)-theory.

The gravitational Lagrangian density, given by the function f (Q), was constrained by the field equations, both in the case of vacuum and when a matter source is introduced. The results are summarized in Table I. It is of special interests that we were able to construct Static and Spherically Symmetric spacetimes (SSS).

For the connection A, we found that self-similar solutions exhibiting non-GR dynamics exist when a matter source with nondiagonal terms is introduced in the field equations. For the connection B, self-similar solutions were derived for power-law f (Q) = Q^ω and logarithmic f (Q) = C ln Q functions, as they are presented in Table I.

Additionally, we presented a construction method which relates the specific connections used for the self-similar solutions to the generic flat connection for these spacetimes. Finally, we derived the transformations connecting certain pairs of the aforementioned connections.

Such an analysis provides us with important information about the behaviour of the symmetric teleparallel f (Q)-theory in the early cosmology. The FLRW universe is of maximal symmetry, regarding the three-dimensional spatial slices, since it possesses a six-dimensional group of isometries. The next step, if we want to consider less symmetry and introduce anisotropy, is to investigate spacetimes whose spatial slices admit a four-dimensional algebra of Killing vectors (since a five-dimensional one cannot exist in three-space). Such is the motivation of choosing the cases of the Kantowski-Sachs and the Bianchi type III LRS spacetimes considered here. We demonstrated that anisotropic, self-similar solutions are supported by this modified theory of gravity and the necessary conditions to support them.

In our main results we saw how self-similarity, when imposed on both the metric and the connection, leads to either logarithmic models or power law functions f(Q). The first class of solutions is plagued by singularities both at Q → 0 and at Q → +∞, since the f(Q) ∼ ln Q, on which also the matter content depends, diverges. On the other hand, the power law solutions, are more physically oriented since the power ω of f(Q) ∼ Q^ω can be chosen so as to signify small deviations from General Relativity. In addition, these theories can be used as a rough approximations of theories describing inflationary scenarios of the form f(Q) = Q + σQ^{1+|ϵ|}, in the epoch where Q >> 1. In the solutions we obtained we saw that Q ∼ t^{−2}, hence the region Q >> 1 corresponds to the beginning of the universe, which is compatible with considering these theories as inflationary alternatives.

Finally, we experienced that, when relaxing the self-similarity condition on the connection, the scope of the theories that can admit self-similar metrics amplifies severely. Although it is quite complicated to extract solutions in this case, we managed to present some very specific cases, where the equations are simplified and certain f(Q) functions can be recovered in analytic form. Both solutions we obtained in this case approach General Relativity in certain limits. In a future work we plan to investigate the generic behaviour of these theories as well as to investigate the isotropic limits.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

A.P. was supported in part by the National Research Foundation of South Africa (Grant Numbers 131604). AP thanks the support of Vicerrectoría de Investigación y Desarrollo Tecnológico (Vridt) at Universidad Católica del Norte through Núcleo de Investigación Geometría Diferencial y Aplicaciones, Resolución Vridt No - 096/2022.

TABLE I. Self-Similar non-GR solutions for the KS (k = +1) and BIII (LRS) (k = −1) spacetimes. Connection A { γ_1 (t) , γ_2 (t) , c_1} α = 0 : Γ_1 γ_1 =^{κ1}_t , γ_2 =^{κ2}_t

Solution can exist only for matter with nonzero t − r component

Connection B { γ_1 (t) , γ_2 (t) , c_1, c_2} α = 0 : Γ_2 γ_1 = κ_1, γ_2 = κ_2t

c_2 =^{−2c1}_{2c1κ1+1}

T_{μν} = 0 κ_2 from (41) f(Q) = Q^ω (includes SSS (k=+1) solutions)

κ_2 not from (41) f(Q) = Q^2 T_{μν} ≠ 0 κ_2 from (41) f (Q) = Q^ω , p = wρ f (Q) = ln Q , p = −ρ + C

κ_2 not from (41) κ_2 ≠^k_6 , f (Q) = Q^ω , p = wρ κ_2 =^k_6 , f (Q) = C ln Q , p = −ρ +^C_3 κ_2 from (52), f (Q) = C ln Q , p = −ρ +^C_3 α ≠ 0 : Γ_3 γ_1 = κ_1t^α, γ_2 = κ_2t

c_1 = 0, c_2 = 0

T_{μν} = 0 κ_2 = ± √ −kβ , f (Q) = Q^ω, (k=+1) ⇒ SSS

κ_2 ≠ ± √ −kβ , no solution T_{μν} ≠ 0 κ_2 = ± √ −kβ , f(Q) = Q^ω, p = wρ, (k = +1) SSS f(Q) = ln Q, p = −ρ + C κ_2 ≠ ± √ −kβ α ≠ 4, f (Q) = Q^{2− α}2 , p =^ρ_{3−α} α = 4, f(Q) = C ln Q, p = −ρ + C

[1] A. Einstein, Ann. Phys. 49, 769 (1916) [2] R. Weitzenböck, Invarianten Theorie, Nordhoff, Groningen (1923) [3] K. Hayashi and T. Shirafuji, Phys. Rev. D 19, 3524 (1979) [4] J.M Nester and H.-J. Yo, Chin. J. Phys. 37, 113 (1999) [5] P.C.W. Davies, S.A. Fulling, S.M. Christensen and T.S. Bunch, Ann. Phys. 109, 108 (1977) [6] A.A. Starobinsky, Phys. Lett. B 91, 99 (1980) [7] J.D. Barrow and S. Cotsakis, Phys. Lett. B 214, 515 (1988) [8] H.A. Buchdahl, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 150, 1 (1970) [9] T.P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 451 (2010) [10] S. Nojiri and S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Rept. 505, 59 (2011)

[11] S. Nojiri and S, D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D., 73, 124038 (2006) [12] V.K. Oikonomou and I. Giannakoudi, IJMPD 31, 2250075 (2022) [13] S. M. Carrol, V. Duvvuri, M. Trodden and M. S. Turner, Phys. Rev. D., 70, 043528 (2004) [14] S. Tsujikawa, Phys. Rev. D., 77, 023507 (2008) [15] A. A. Starobinsky, JETP Lett. 86, 157 (2007) [16] S. Nojiri and S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 659, 821 (2008) [17] E.O. Pozdeeva and S. Yu. Vernov, arXiv:2211.10988 (2022) [18] R. Ferraro and F. Fiorini, Phys. Rev. D 75, 084031 (2007) [19] A.I. Keskin, EPJC 78, 705 (2018) [20] M. Sabiee, M. Malekjani and D.M.Z. Jassur, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 516, 2597 (2022) [21] A. Paliathanasis, J.D. Barrow and P.G.L. Leach, Phys. Rev. D 94, 023525 (2016) [22] V.K. Oikonomou, Phys. Rev. D 95, 084023 (2017) [23] W. El Hanafy and G.G.L. Nashed, Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 279 (2015) [24] M. Chakraborty, N. Sk, S. Sanyal and A.K. Sanyal, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 136, 1213 (2022);

Erratum: 137, 84 (2022) [25] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and V. K. Oikonomou, Phys. Rept. 692, 1 (2017) [26] J.B. Jiménez, L. Heisenberg and T.S. Koivisto, Phys. Rev. D 98, 044048 (2018) [27] G.N. Gadbail, S. Mandal and P.K. Sahoo, Phys. Lett. B 835, 137509 (2022) [28] S. Mandal, A. Parida and P.K. Sahoo, Universe 8, 240 (2022) [29] F.K. Anagnostopoulos, S. Basilakos and E.N. Saridakis, Phys. Lett. B 822, 136634 (2021) [30] O. Sokoliuk, S. Arora, S. Praharaj, A. Baransky and P.K. Sahoo, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron.

Soc. (2023);, stad968 [31] A. Lymperis, JCAP 11, 018 (2022) [32] S. Arora and P.K. Sahoo, Annalen Phys. 534, 2200233 (2022) [33] N. Dimakis, M. Roumeliotis, A. Paliathanasis, P.S. Apostolopoulos and T. Christodoulakis, Phys. Rev. D 106, 123516 (2022) [34] R. Lazkoz, F.S.N. Lobo, M. Ortiz-Baños and V. Salzano, Phys. Rev. D 100, 104027 (2019) [35] J.B. Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, T.S. Koivisto and S. Pekar, Phys. Rev. D 101, 103507 (2020) [36] S. Mandal, D. Wang and P.K. Sahoo, Phys. Rev. D 102, 124029 (2020) [37] N. Frusciante, Phys. Rev. D 103, 044021 (2021) [38] N. Dimakis, A. Paliathanasis and T. Christodoulakis, Class. Quantum Grav. 38, 225003

(2021) [39] A. Banerjee, A. Pradhan, T. Tangphati and F. Rahaman, Eut. Phys. J. C 81, 1031 (2021) [40] W. Khyllep, A. Paliathanasis and J. Dutta, Phys. Rev. D 103, 103521 (2021) [41] M. Koussour, S.H. Shekh, A. Hanin, Z. Sakhi and S.R. Bhoyer, Class. Quantum Grav. 39, 195021 (2022) [42] G.N. Gadbail, S. Mandal and P.K. Sahoo, Physics 4, 1403 (2022) [43] S. Capozziello and R. D’ Agostino, Phys. Lett. B 832, 137229 (2022) [44] R. D’Agostino, and R. C. Nunes, Phys. Rev. D 106, 124053 (2022) [45] W. Wang, H. Chen and T. Katsuragawa, Phys. Rev. D 105, 024060 (2022) [46] N. Dimakis, A. Paliathanasis, M. Roumeliotis and T. Christodoulakis, Phys. Rev. D 106, 043509 (2022) [47] S. A. Narawade, L. Pati, B. Mishra and S. K. Tripathy, Phys. Dark Univ. 36, 101020 (2022) [48] S. Capozziello and M. Shokri, Phys. Dark Univ. 37, 101113 (2022) [49] A. De and T.-H. Loo, arXiv:2212.08304 [gr-qc] (2022) [50] C. G. Boehmer, E. Jensko and R. Lazkoz, arXiv:2303.04463 [gr-qc] (2023) [51] D. J. Gogoi, A. Övgün and M. Koussour, arXiv:2303.07424v1 [gr-qc] (2023) [52] G. Subramaniam, A. De, T.-H. Loo and Y. K. Goh, arXiv:2304.02300 [gr-qc] (2023) [53] H. Shabani, A. De, T.-H. Loo, arXiv:2304.02949 [gr-qc] (2023) [54] S. A. Narawade and B. Mishra, Annalen der Physik 535, 2200626 (2023) [55] J. A. Nájera, C. A. Alvarado and C. Escamilla-Rivera, arXiv:2304.12601v1 [gr-qc] (2023) [56] S. Capozziello, V. De Falco and C. Ferrara, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 865 (2022) [57] L. P. Eisenhart, “Non-Riemannian Geometry”, American Mathematical Society, Colloquium Publications Vol. VIII, New York, (1927) [58] J.B. Jiménez and T. S. Koivisto, IJGMMP 19, 2250108 (2022) [59] D. Zhao, Eur. Phys. J. C 82 303 (2022) [60] M. Hohmann, Phys. Rev. D 104, 124077 (2021) [61] F, D’Ambrosio, L, Heisenberg and S. Kuhn, Class. Quantum Grav. 39 025013 (2022) [62] S. Bahamonde and L. Järv, EPJC 82, 963 (2022) [63] C.B. Collins, J. Math. Phys. 18, 2116 (1977) [64] R.-H. Lin and X.-H. Zhai, Phys. Rev. D 103, 124001 (2021) [65] A. De, S. Mandal, J.T. Beh, T.-H. Loo and P. K. Sahoo, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 72 (2022)

[66] A. Errehymy, A. Ditta, G. Mustafa, S.K. Maurya and A.-H. Abdel-Aty, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 137, 1311 (2022) [67] F.D’ Ambrosio, S.D.B. Fell, L. Heisenberg and S. Kuhn, Phys. Rev. D 105, 024042 (2022) [68] F. Esposito, S. Carloni and S. Vignolo, Class. Quantum Grav. 39, 235014 (2022) [69] A. De, D. Saha, G. Subramaniam and A.K. Sanyal, arXiv:2209.12120 [gr-qc] (2022) [70] M. Koussour, S. H. Shekh, M. Govender and M. Bennai, arXiv:2203.03639 [gr-qc] (2022) [71] A. De, S. Mandal, J.T. Beh, T.-H. Loo and P.K. Sahoo, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 72 (2022) [72] L.E. Mendes and A.B. Henriques, Phys. Lett. B 254, 44 (1991) [73] P. Halpern, Phys. Rev. D 63, 024009 (2001) [74] M. Karčiauskas, Mod. Phys. Lett. A, 31, 1640002 (2016) [75] A. Talebian, A. Nassiri-Rad and H. Firouzjahi, Phys. Rev. D 101, 023524 (2020) [76] B.-H. Lee, H. Lee, W. Lee, N. A. Nilsson and S. Thakur, arXiv:2209.15225 [gr-qc] (2022) [77] J.B. Jiménez, L. Heisenberg and T.S. Koivisto, JCAP 08, 039 (2018) [78] M. Hohmann, Universe 7, 114 (2021) [79] Y. Xu, G. Li, T. Harko and S.-D. Liang, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 708 (2019) [80] H. Stephani, D. Kramer, M. MacCallum, C. Hoenselaers and E. Herlt, “Exact Solutions of Einstein’s Field Equations” 2nd Edition, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2009) [81] A.B. Burd and J.D. Barrow, Nucl. Phys. B 308, 929 (1988) [82] R. M. Gad, S. A. Alkhateeb and H. D. Alharbi, J. Appl. Math. Phys. 9, 3165 (2021) [83] P. Apostolopoulos and M. Tsamparlis, Class. Quantum Grav. 18, 3775 (2001) [84] B. J. Carr and A. A. Coley, Class. Quantum Grav. 16, R31 (1999) [85] B. J. Carr and A. A. Coley, Phys. Rev. D 62, 044023 (2000) [86] C. B. Collins and J. M. Lang, Class. Quantum Grav. 4, 61 (1987) [87] M. V. Penston, Mon. Not. R. Astr. Soc. 144, 425 (1969) [88] R. B. Larson, Mon. Not. R. Astr. Soc. 145, 271 (1969) [89] A. Ori and T. Piran, Phys. Rev. D 42, 1068 (1990) [90] H. Maeda, T. Harada, H. Iguchi and N. Okuyama, Prog. Theor. Phys. 110, 25 (2003) [91] Y.-Q. Lou and C.-H. Shi, Mon. Not. R. Astr. Soc. 445, 1186 (2014) [92] Y. Guo, M. Hadžić and J. Jang, Commun. Math. Phys. 386, 1551 (2021) [93] D. M. Eardley, Commun. Math. Phys. 37, 287 (1974) [94] W. Z. Chao, Gen. Rel. Grav. 13, 625 (1981)

[95] K. Rosquist and R. T. Jantzen, Clas. Quantum Grav. 2, L129 (1985) [96] J. Wainwright and L. Hsu, Clas. Quantum Grav. 6, 1409 (1989) [97] G. Haager and M. Mars, Clas. Quantum Grav. 15, 1567 (1998) [98] H. P. de Oliveira and E. S. Cheb-Terrab, Clas. Quantum Grav. 13, 425 (1996) [99] J. A. Belinchón, T. Harko and M. K. Mak, Int. J. Mod. Phys. 26, 1750073 (2017) [100] J. V. Rocha and M. Tomašević, Phys. Rev. D 98, 104063 (2018) [101] J. A. Belinchón, C. González and S. Dib, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 18, 2150206 (2021) [102] H. Zhang, T. Weinzierl, H. Schulz and B. Li, Mon. Not. R. Astr. Soc. 515, 2464 (2022) [103] A. Delhom, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 728 (2020)