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In this paper, we study a triad of inhomogeneous scalar fields, known as “solid”, as a source
of homogeneous but anisotropic dark energy. By using a dynamical system approach, we find
that anisotropic accelerated solutions can be realized as attractor points for suitable choices of the
parameters of the model. We complement the dynamical analysis with a numerical solution whose
initial conditions are set in the deep radiation epoch. The model can give an account of a non-
negligible spatial shear within the observational bounds nowadays, even when the later is set to
zero at early times. However, we find that there is a particular region in the parameter space of
the model in which the Universe isotropizes. The anisotropic attractors, the particular isotropic
region, and a nearly constant equation of state of dark energy very close to −1 are key features of
this scenario. Following a similar approach, we also analyzed the full isotropic version of the model.
We find that the solid can be characterized by a constant equation of state and thus being able to
simulate the behavior of a cosmological constant.

PACS numbers: 98.80.Cq; 95.36.+x

I. INTRODUCTION

The current Universe is expanding at an accel-
erated rate. This fact was first discovered in type
Ia supernovae (SNe Ia) surveys [1–3] and later con-
firmed by several other observations like large scale
structures (LSS) [4, 5], cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) [6, 7], and baryon acoustic oscilla-
tions (BAO)[8, 9] measurements. Observations also
show that our expanding Universe is highly homo-
geneous, isotropic and spatially flat at cosmological
scales [10–12]. The simplest description of the Uni-
verse is based on the standard Λ Cold Dark Matter
(ΛCDM) model. In this model, the current acceler-
ated expansion of the Universe is due to the repulsive
effect of a constant energy density with negative pres-
sure, which is given by the cosmological constant Λ
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[13, 14]. Despite its success, there are several theo-
retical and observational problems with this scenario.
One of the theoretical difficulties is the so-called cos-
mological constant problem, which asserts that if Λ
is associated with the vacuum energy density of the
Universe, the value predicted by the theory and the
value obtained from observations differs by several
tens orders of magnitude [15, 16]. On the observa-
tional side, the H0 tension states that the current
value of the Hubble parameter calculated from the
CMB data does not agree with the value computed
from local measurements of SNe Ia [17, 18]. It seems
that this tension could be alleviated if extensions to
ΛCDM model are considered [19–21].

The search for alternatives to the standard model
is generally split into two broad categories: mod-
ified gravity theories and dynamical dark energy.
While the former has been recently under observa-
tional pressure [22–26], the latter is usually based
on time-dependent fields with vanishing spatial gra-
dients [27, 28]. This choice ensures that the back-
ground geometry can be described by a homogeneous
and isotropic metric, and thus the evolution of the
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Universe is also homogeneous and isotropic. On the
other hand, some observations seem to imply a vi-
olation of the Universe’s isotropy at large scales—
the so called CMB anomalies [29–31]—suggesting
that background metrics different to the homoge-
neous and isotropic Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) metric should be considered [31–
33]. It has been also pointed out that some of these
CMB anomalies could be explained by the introduc-
tion of an anisotropic late-time accelerated expansion
[29, 30, 34].
An anisotropic dark energy can be realized by

considering a homogeneous but spatially anisotropic
metric, together with a suitable arrangement of the
fields driving the expansion of the universe. Among
the proposals for anisotropic dark energy, we can find
models of vector fields [42–44], p-forms [45–47] or
non-Abelian gauge fields [48, 49]. All of these mod-
els are based on time-dependent fields, so as to com-
ply with the homogeneity of the background met-
ric. Nonetheless, in Refs. [50, 51], it was shown
that a triad of scalar fields with spatially constant
but nonzero gradients can generate a homogeneous
and isotropic energy-momentum tensor, i.e. invari-
ant under translations and spatial rotations. This
triad, known as “solid”, is given by

φI ≡ xI , I ∈ {1, 2, 3}, (1)

where φI is a scalar field and xI is a comoving carte-
sian coordinate. The solid configuration for inhomo-
geneous scalar fields is similar to other configurations
for different fields. For instance, the cosmic triad for
vector and nonabelian gauge vector fields [52–56], the
U(1) triad of homogeneous scalar fields [57], and the
recent Higgs triad [48], among others.
In Refs. [50], an isotropic energy-momentum ten-

sor is achieved since the Lagrangians constructed
from each of the three scalar fields are equal, while in
Ref. [51] it is assumed that the scalar fields possess
an internal SO(3) symmetry such that the ansatz in
Eq. (1) is invariant under combined spatial and inter-
nal rotations. In Refs. [58, 59], it was shown that the
solid configuration in Eq. (1) can support prolonged
anisotropic inflationary solutions1. In this work, we
show that this characteristic behavior is also present
at late-times for most of the parameter space of the
model and thus the final stage of the Universe can
be an anisotropic accelerated expansion, even if the
initial spatial shear is set to zero. Nonetheless, there
is a particular region in the parameter space of the

1 Other scenarios of anisotropic inflation have been studied,
see for instance [35–41].

model where the Universe becomes isotropic, mean-
ing that the solid does not source the shear, which
then eventually vanishes. For completeness, we also
show that dark energy dominance is possible when
the background metric is homogeneous and isotropic.

This paper is organized in the following way. In
Sec. II, we present the action and the energy-
momentum tensor of the model. In Sec. III, the equa-
tions of motion in an homogeneous but anisotropic
background are derived. Section IV is dedicated to
the dynamical analysis of the model. A numerical
integration of the background equations and the gen-
eral cosmological evolution is presented in Sec. V.
The isotropic version of the model is treated in Sec.
VI. Finally, our conclusions are presented in Sec. VII.

II. GENERAL MODEL

At this point, it is worth emphasizing that what
we call a “solid” is the specific configuration of three
inhomogeneous scalar fields given by Eq. (1).2. How-
ever, different dynamics of the solid can be studied
depending on the particular action constructed with
the fields (1). For example, in Ref. [51], it is as-
sumed that the solid itself is equipped with an in-
ternal SO(3) symmetry and its Lagrangian is a func-
tion of SO(3) invariants constructed from the ma-
trix BIJ ≡ ∂µφ

I∂µφJ , being the Lagrangian com-
patible with a FLRW geometry. This same La-
grangian was studied in Refs. [58, 59] but in an
anisotropic background, where it was shown that pro-
longed anisotropic inflationary solutions can be ob-
tained. Four our purposes, the assumption of an in-
ternal SO(3) symmetry is not necessary, and we thus
opt for studying the simpler action

S =
∫

d4x
√
−g

[
m2

P
2 R−

∑
I

F I
(
XI
)

+ Lm + Lr

]
,

(2)
where mP is the reduced Planck mass, R is the Ricci
scalar, F I is the Lagrangian characterizing the dy-
namics of the scalar field φI , whose argument is the
canonical kinetic-type term

XI ≡ gµν∇µφI∇νφI , (3)

and Lm and Lr are the Lagrangians for matter and
radiation fluids, respectively. This action is an exten-
sion to the late-time cosmology of the model studied
in Ref. [50] in the inflationary context.

2 Even more general configurations can be studied, like the
“supersolids” in Ref. [60]
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Varying the action in Eq. (2) with respect to the
space-time metric gµν , we get the gravitational field
equations m2

PGµν = Tµν , with Gµν the Einstein ten-
sor and Tµν the total energy tensor given by

Tµν = 2
∑
I

FXI∇µφI∇νφI − gµν
∑
I

F I +Tmµν +T rµν ,

(4)
where Tmµν and T rµν are the energy tensors associ-
ated to the matter and radiation perfect fluids, re-
spectively, and we have used the shorthand notation
FXI ≡ dF I

dXI . Varying the action with respect to φI ,
we get the equation of motion

∇µ
(
FXI∇µφI

)
= 0. (5)

III. BACKGROUND EQUATIONS OF
MOTION

Since we are interested in anisotropic deformations
sourced by the solid, we adopt the geometry of a ho-
mogeneous but anisotropic Bianchi-I metric. For sim-
plicity, we assume that there exists a residual isotropy
in the (y, z) plane, such that the background geome-
try is given by

ds2 = −dt2 +a(t)2
[
e−4σ(t)dx2 + e2σ(t) (dy2 + dz2)] ,

(6)
where a(t) is the average scale factor and σ(t) is the
geometrical shear, being both functions of the cosmic
time t. In Ref. [50], it was shown that the action in
Eq. (2) can be compatible with the symmetries of the
FLRW metric if the three Lagrangians F I are iden-
tical; i.e. F I = F and thus

∑
I F

I = 3F . However,
in the Bianchi-I background in Eq. (6), the canonical
kinetic-type terms read

X1(t) = e4σ(t)

a2(t) , X2(t) = X3(t) = e−2σ(t)

a2(t) , (7)

and the requirement for the Lagrangians F I in this
case is ∑

I

F I
(
XI
)

= F 1 (X1)+ 2F 2 (X2) . (8)

Considering the “00” component of the gravita-
tional field equations, the first “Friedman” equation
reads

3m2
PH

2 = F 1 + 2F 2 + 3m2
Pσ̇

2 + ρm + ρr, (9)
where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter,3 and we
have defined ρm and ρr as the densities for the matter

3 Here, an overdot denotes a derivative with respect to the
cosmic time t.

and radiation perfect fluids, respectively. The second
Friedman equation follows from m2

PtrGµν = trTµν ,
which can be written as

−2m2
PḢ = 2

3X
1FX1 + 4

3X
2FX2 +ρm+ 4

3ρr+6m2
Pσ̇

2.

(10)
Finally, the evolution equation for the geo-
metrical shear is obtained from the relation
m2

P(G2
2 −G1

1) = T 2
2 − T 1

1 as

σ̈ + 3Hσ̇ = 2
3m2

P

(
X2FX2 −X1FX1

)
. (11)

Since we are interested in anisotropic late-time ac-
celerated solutions, it is necessary to characterize the
dark energy fluid. We define the density and pressure
of dark energy by

ρDE ≡ F 1 + 2F 2 + 3m2
Pσ̇

2,

pDE ≡
1
3(2x1 − 3)F 1 + 2

3(2x2 − 3)F 2 + 3m2
Pσ̇

2,

where we have defined the quantities

x1 ≡
X1FX1

F 1 , x2 ≡
X2FX2

F 2 , (12)

which characterize the form of the Lagrangians F 1

and F 2, respectively.
Note that our choice to include the geometrical

shear in ρDE and pDE (instead of considering only
the contribution coming from the solid) allows us to
write the continuity equation simply as

ρ̇DE + 3H (ρDE + pDE) = 0, (13)

which greatly simplifies our analysis.4
The set of Eqs. (9)-(11) describes the cosmological

background dynamics. In the next section, we will
study the asymptotic behavior of this set of equations
through a dynamical system analysis [61, 62].

IV. DYNAMICAL SYSTEM

A. Autonomous System

In order to proceed, we introduce the following di-
mensionless variables

f2
1 ≡

F 1

3m2
PH

2 , f2
2 ≡

F 2

3m2
PH

2 , Ωm ≡
ρm

3m2
PH

2 ,

4 Had we chosen to separate the contributions of the solid
and the geometry, we would end up with an equation of the
form ˙̄ρDE + 3H (ρ̄DE + p̄DE) ∝ ġijπ

ij , where ġij is the time
derivative of the spatial part of the metric, and πij is the
trace-free part of the energy-momentum tensor.
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Ωr ≡
ρr

3m2
PH

2 , Σ ≡ σ̇

H
, (14)

such that the first Friedman equation (9) becomes
the constraint

Ωm = 1− f2
1 − 2f2

2 − Σ2 − Ωr . (15)

Changing the cosmic time t for the number N of e-
folds defined as dN ≡ Hdt, the background equations
(9)-(11) are replaced by the autonomous system5

f ′1 = f1 [q + 1− x1 (1− 2Σ)] , (16)
f ′2 = f2 [q + 1− x2 (1 + Σ)] , (17)
Σ′ = Σ(q − 2)− 2

(
x1f

2
1 − x2f

2
2
)
, (18)

Ω′r = 2Ωr (q − 1) , (19)

where the deceleration parameter, q ≡ −aä/ȧ2, is
given by

q = 1
2
[
1 + (2x1 − 3)f2

1 + 2(2x2 − 3)f2
2 + 3Σ2 + Ωr

]
.

(20)
However, instead of the deceleration parameter, we
equivalently characterize the evolution of the average
scale factor a(t) in terms of the effective equation of
state weff ≡ (2q − 1)/3.

The dark sector is characterized by its equation of
state wDE ≡ pDE/ρDE, which in terms of the dynam-
ical variables reads

wDE = −1 + 2
3
x1f

2
1 + 2x2f

2
2 + 3Σ2

f2
1 + 2f2

2 + Σ2 , (21)

and its density parameter ΩDE ≡ ρDE/3m2
PH

2.
Since the functions x1 and x2 cannot themselves

be expressed in terms of the dimensionless variables,
it is necessary to choose the specific Lagrangians F 1

and F 2 in order to get a closed autonomous system.
In this case, the simplest model is obtained when x1
and x2 are constants, which corresponds to a power
law model

F 1 ∝ (X1)n, F 2 ∝ (X2)m,

such that

x1 = n, x2 = m. (22)

We want to stress that a different choice would yield
to time-dependent parameters x1 and x2, such that,
in principle, the equation of state of dark energy could

5 Here, a prime denotes a derivative with respect to the num-
ber of e-folds N .

vary in unimagined ways. Due to the lacking of re-
strictions in the functional form of the Lagrangians
F I (some of them could be obtained from a recon-
struction method, for example), we focus in this par-
ticular choice by its simplicity. In the next subsec-
tion, we will study the asymptotic behavior of the
system by finding the fixed points of the autonomous
system, and we will see that this simple choice is
enough to get interesting behaviors.

B. Fixed Points and Stability

In the following, we discuss the fixed points rel-
evant to the radiation (Ωr ' 1, weff ' 1/3), mat-
ter (Ωm ' 1, weff ' 0), and dark energy eras
(ΩDE ' 1, weff < −1/3), which can be obtained by
setting f ′1 = 0, f ′2 = 0, Σ′ = 0, and Ω′r = 0 in
equations (16)-(19). The stability of these points
can be known by perturbing the autonomous set
around them. Up to linear order, the perturbations
δX = (δf1, δf2, δΣ, δΩr) satisfy the differential equa-
tion,

δX ′ = MX , (23)

where M is a 4× 4 Jacobian matrix. The sign of the
real part of the eigenvalues λ1,2,3,4 of M determines
the stability of the point. A fixed point is an attrac-
tor, or sink, if the real part of all the eigenvalues are
negative. If at least one of the eigenvalues has pos-
itive real part it is called a saddle. If the real part
of all the eigenvalues are positive the fixed point is
called a repeller or source.

In what follows, we refer to each point by its name,
which is defined as R, M or DE – depending on
wheter it corresponds to a radiation, matter or dark
energy dominated universe – followed by a number.
The points and their eigenvalues are gathered in Ta-
bles I and II, respectively.

1. Radiation Dominance

• (R-1) Isotropic radiation: This point corre-
sponds to an isotropic radiation-dominated universe,
and it trivially satisfies the constraint (15). One
can check that the eigenvector associated with
the eigenvalue λ1 = −1 points in the Σ direction
in the phase space (f1, f2,Σ,Ωr), indicating that
the trajectories around this point are attracted in
this direction. This means that the shear decays
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Fixed Point f1 f2 Ωr Ωm Σ weff stability

R-1 0 0 1 0 0 1/3 saddle
R-2

√
2−n
2n

0 3n2+5n−6
4n2 0 n−2

2n
1/3 saddle

R-3 0
√

2−m√
2m

5m−6
m2 0 2−m

m
1/3 saddle

M-1 0 0 0 1 0 0 saddle/attractor
M-2

√
3(3−2n)

4n
0 0 3(2n2+3n−3)

8n2
2n−3

4n
0 saddle/attractor

M-3 0
√

3(3−2m)
√

8m
0 9(m−1)

2m2
3−2m

2m
0 saddle/attractor

DE-1
√

3(3+n)(1−n)
3−n

0 0 0 2n
n−3 −1 + 2n(1+n)

3−n
saddle/attractor

DE-2 0
√

3(3/2−m)
3−m

0 0 m
3−m

−1 + 2m
3−m

saddle/attractor

DE-3
√

3(m−n+mn)
m+2n

√
3[n(n+1)+m(n−1)]
√

2(m+2n) 0 0 n−m
m+2n

−1 + 2mn
m+2n

saddle/attractor

TABLE I. Fixed points for the dynamical system (16)-(19). The points are labelled according to the cosmological
regime as R- (radiation), M - (matter) and DE- (dark energy).

Fixed Point λ1 λ2 λ3 λ4

R-1 −1 1 2−m 2− n
R-2 1 2

[
1 + m

2

(
1
n
− 3

2

)]
− 1

2

[
1−
√

6n3−n2−32n+24
n

]
− 1

2

[
1 +
√

6n3−n2−32n+24
n

]
R-3 1 2

[
1 + n

2

(
4
m
− 3
)]
− 1

2

[
1−
√

41m2−128m+96
m

]
− 1

2

[
1 +
√

41m2−128m+96
m

]
M-1 − 3

2 −1 3
2 −m

3
2 − n

M-2 −1 3
2

[
1−m

(
1− 1

2n

)]
− 3

4

[
1−
√

(n2+n−3)(4n−3)
n

]
− 3

4

[
1 +
√

(n2+n−3)(4n−3)
n

]
M-3 −1 3

2

[
1 + 2n

(
1
m
− 1
)]

− 3
4

[
1− (6−5m)

m

]
− 3

4

[
1 + (6−5m)

m

]
DE-1 3[m(n−1)+n(n+1)]

3−n
2(3n2+5n−6)

3−n
6n2+9n−9

3−n
3(n2+2n−3)

3−n

DE-2 2(5m−6)
3−m

9
(

m−1
3−m

)
3
(

2m−3
3−m

) 3[m+n(m−1)]
3−m

DE-3 too long to show

TABLE II. Eigenvalues for the equilibrium points in Table I. The expressions for the eigenvalues of the point DE-3 are
too long, and thus omitted.

from its value around this point. On the other
hand, the eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue
λ2 = 1 points to the Ωr direction, meaning that
radiation is running away from its value Ωr = 1. The
eigenvalues λ3 and λ4 are positive for m and n less
than 2, respectively. Under this condition, (R-1 ) is a
saddle with three positive eigenvalues, and the dark
components f1 and f2 grow during the radiation
epoch, since the eigenvectors associated to these
eigenvalues (λ3,4) point to the f2 and f1 directions,
respectively.

• (R-2) Anisotropic radiation scaling with F 1:
This corresponds to an anisotropic solution where the
density parameter and equation of state of dark en-
ergy are given by

ΩDE = (n− 2)(n− 3)
4n2 , wDE = 1

3 , (24)

indicating that dark energy scales as a radiation fluid,
or “dark radiation”. This point is a viable solution if
the conditions

f2
1 ≥ 0 , 0 ≤ ΩDE ≤ 1 , and 0 ≤ Ωr ≤ 1,

are satisfied. Furthermore, the big-bang nucleosyn-
thesis (BBN) gives the bound ΩDE < 0.045 [63]. Im-
posing all of these conditions, we determine that the
physical region of existence of the point (R-2 ) is

1.64237 < n ≤ 2, ∀ m. (25)

The eigenvalues of M in this point (see Table II)
tell us that this is a saddle point. The eigenvalues λ3
and λ4 are negative in the region of existence given
in Eq. (25). The second eigenvalue is positive in the
region of existence of the point for m < 4n/(3n− 2),
and negative otherwise. Since the eigenvector asso-
ciated to this eigenvalue points to the f2 direction
when λ2 > 0, the dark component f2 grows during
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the radiation epoch.

• (R-3) Anisotropic radiation scaling with F 2:
The density parameter and equation of state of dark
energy in this solution are given by

ΩDE = (m− 2)(m− 3)
m2 , wDE = 1

3 . (26)

Imposing the conditions

f2
2 ≥ 0 , 0 ≤ ΩDE ≤ 1 , and 0 ≤ Ωr ≤ 1,

as well as the BBN bound ΩDE < 0.045, the physical
region of existence of (R-3 ) becomes

1.86271 < m ≤ 2, ∀ n . (27)

The eigenvalues of M in this point show that this is
a saddle point. The eigenvalues λ3 and λ4 are nega-
tive in the region of existence given in Eq. (27). The
second eigenvalue is positive in the region of exis-
tence of the point for n ≤ 2m/(3m−4), and negative
otherwise. Since the eigenvector associated to this
eigenvalue points to the f1 direction, when λ2 > 0,
the dark component f1 grows during the radiation
epoch.

2. Matter Dominance

• (M -1) Isotropic matter: This corresponds to an
isotropic matter-dominated universe with ΩDE = 0,
and wDE undetermined. The eigenvector associated
with the eigenvalue λ1 = −3/2 points to the Σ
direction indicating that the trajectories around
this point are attracted in this direction (faster
than around the point (R-1 )). In this case, the
eigenvector associated with the eigenvalues λ2 = −1
points to the Ωr direction, meaning that radiation
is decaying. The eigenvalues λ3 and λ4 are positive
for m and n less than 3/2, respectively. Under
this condition, (M-1 ) is a saddle with two positive
eigenvalues, and the dark components f1 and f2
grow during the matter epoch, since the eigenvector
associated to these eigenvalues point to the f2 and
f1 directions, respectively.

• (M -2) Anisotropic matter scaling with F 1: The
energy-density and equation of state of dark energy
in this solution are given by

ΩDE = (2n− 3)(n− 3)
8n2 , wDE = 0, (28)

indicating that ρDE scales as a pressureless fluid. This
point is a viable solution if

f2
1 ≥ 0 , 0 ≤ ΩDE ≤ 1 , and 0 ≤ Ωm ≤ 1 ,

are satisfied. Moreover, CMB anisotropies give the
bound ΩDE < 0.02 around the redshift z = 50
[12] (which ensures that we are deep in the matter-
dominated era). Therefore, the physical region of ex-
istence of (M-2 ) is

1.40166 < n ≤ 1.5, ∀ m. (29)

The eigenvalues λ3 and λ4 are negative in the region
of existence given in Eq. (29). For this point to be a
possible candidate for the matter-dominated epoch,
it has to be a saddle rather than an attractor in
order to allow a subsequent accelerated expansion
epoch. This means that the second eigenvalue has
to be positive. We have λ2 > 0 in the region of
existence of the point for m < 2n/(2n− 1). Since the
eigenvector associated to this eigenvalue points to
the f2 direction, when λ2 > 0, the dark component
f2 grows during the matter epoch.

• (M -3) Anisotropic matter scaling with F 2: For
this point, the energy-density and equation of dark
energy are

ΩDE = (2m− 3)(m− 3)
2m2 , wDE = 0 . (30)

Imposing the conditions

f2
2 ≥ 0 , 0 ≤ ΩDE ≤ 1 , and 0 ≤ Ωr ≤ 1,

together with the CMB bound ΩDE < 0.02, the phys-
ical region of existence of (M-2 ) is found to be

1.47166 < m ≤ 1.5, ∀ n . (31)

The eigenvalues λ3 and λ4 are negative in the re-
gion of existence given in Eq. (31). For this point
to be a saddle, the second eigenvalue has to be pos-
itive, which is the case in its region of existence if
n ≤ m/(2m − 2). Since the eigenvector associated
to this eigenvalue points to the f1 direction, when
λ2 > 0, the dark component f1 grows during the
matter epoch.

3. Dark Energy Dominance

• (DE-1) Anisotropic dark energy scaling with
F 1: This is the first solution corresponding to an
anisotropic dark energy dominated universe. The en-
ergy density and equation of state of dark energy are
given by

ΩDE = 1, wDE = weff = −1 + 2n(1 + n)
3− n . (32)



7

If we now impose the conditions f2
1 ≥ 0 and

−1 ≤ wDE < −1/3 – the latter being necessary for
having accelerated solutions6 – we find the following
regions of existence7

− 1.86852 < n ≤ −1 ∨ 0 ≤ n < 0.535184 . (33)

However, since current observations favour an equa-
tion of state of dark energy wDE ≈ −1 nowadays [12],
and a small anisotropy8 |Σ0| < O(0.001) [64, 65], we
take the region of existence of this point as

0 ≤ n < 0.535184, ∀ m. (34)

The first branch in (33), although leading to a vi-
able equation of state for dark energy, leads to a too
large |Σ0|, and is thus discarded. Note that if n = 0,
then Σ = 0 given that the Lagrangian F 1 becomes a
cosmological constant.
The eigenvalues λ2,3,4 are negative in the region of

existence given in Eq. (34), while λ1 is negative in
this region when

m ≥ n
(

1 + n

1− n

)
. (35)

Therefore, we conclude that (DE-1 ) is an attractor
inside the region of existence in Eq. (34) whenever
Eq. (35) is obeyed.

• (DE-2) Anisotropic dark energy with F 2: The
dark energy parameters in this solution are

ΩDE = 1, wDE = weff = −1 + 2m
3−m . (36)

Imposing the conditions f2
2 ≥ 0 and

−1 ≤ wDE < −1/3, we arrive at the following
region of existence

0 ≤ m < 0.75, ∀ n. (37)

Note that if m = 0, then Σ = 0 given that the La-
grangian F 2 becomes a cosmological constant.
The eigenvalues λ1,2,3 are negative in the region of

existence given by Eq. (37), while λ4 is negative in
this region when

n ≥ m

1−m . (38)

Thus, (DE-2 ) is an attractor inside the region of
existence in Eq. (37) when Eq. (38) is satisfied.

6 We concentrate in no-ghost solutions; i.e. wDE ≥ −1, al-
though this possibility has not been discarded by observa-
tions yet [12].

7 The symbol ∨ stands for the logic “OR”.
8 Here, the subscript 0 means that the corresponding quantity
is evaluated nowadays.
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FIG. 1. Region of existence of (DE-3 ) when it is an accel-
erated solution without phantom line crossing. Regions
(I ) and (II ) are given by Eqs. (40) and (41), respectively.
The magenta line represents the points where n = m, i.e.
the points where the shear is zero.

• (DE-3) Anisotropic dark energy scaling with F 1

and F 2: This is the only solution in which dark en-
ergy scales with both F 1 and F 2. The parameters of
dark energy in this case are

ΩDE = 1, wDE = weff = −1 + 2mn
m+ 2n . (39)

By demanding that both f2
1 and f2

2 are positive, and
that −1 ≤ wDE < −1/3, we arrive at two possible re-
gions for the parameters m and n:9

(I) : 0 < n < 0.535184 ∧ n

1 + n
≤ m < n

(
1 + n

1− n

)
,

(40)

(II) : 0.535184 ≤ n < 3 ∧ n

1 + n
≤ m <

2n
3n− 1 .

(41)

These regions are plotted in Fig. 1. Notice that the
cases m = 0 and n = 0 are not allowed in the region
of existence. Note that in the region of existence of
(DE-3) there is the possibility that n = m (magenta
line in Fig. 1), implying that Σ = 0, as it can be
seen in Table I. This follows since, in the case n = m,

9 The symbol ∧ stands for the logic “AND”.
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f1 = f2 (see Table I) and therefore F 1 = F 2 by
the definition of the variables. This implies that the
right-hand side of Eq. (11) is zero, and thus the shear
decays since the solid is not sourcing it. In other
words, the shear is dynamically erased given that the
Lagrangians behave in the same way. On the other
hand, and as we will see later, the shear grows at late-
times even if it is set to zero as the initial condition,
since the solid sources it given that the Lagrangians
F I behave in different ways, i.e. when n 6= m.

The eigenvalues of M in this fixed point are given
by too long algebraic expressions involving the pa-
rameters n and m. We omit them here since only the
sign of the real part of the eigenvalues is relevant to
the stability analysis. We investigated the parameter
window, inside the regions of existence in Fig. 1,
where λ1,2,3,4 are negative, and we found that the
four eigenvalues are negative inside the whole region
of existence of the point; i.e. when (DE-3 ) exists, it
is an attractor.

From the previous analysis, it is clear that the three
dark energy dominated points can be attractors. In
Fig. 2, we plot the (m,n) parameter space where each
dark energy dominated point is an attractor. We can
see that these regions are separated by bifurcation
curves (black solid lines), meaning that they are mu-
tually excluded. This ensures that the system has
only one dark energy attractor for a particular set of
parameters (m,n). This leave the case n = m as the
only possibility to get an isotropic Universe, since the
points (DE-1) and (DE-2) are saddle while (DE-3)
is the global attractor under this condition.

V. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION

Figure 2 summarizes our main results regarding
the theoretical viability of the solid as a model of
anisotropic dark energy. In this section we want to
study the dynamics of the model for the parameters
(m,n) inside the coloured regions of Fig. 2. We will
implicitly assume that, prior to the radiation epoch,
the Universe underwent an inflationary period which
perfectly smoothed any initial spatial shear or inho-
mogeneities. Therefore, we choose Σi = 0 as an ini-
tial condition10, such that the starting point for any
cosmological trajectory is from the isotropic radia-
tion point (R-1 ). Moreover, we will choose parame-
ters m and n such that the attractor point is given

10 Here, the subscript i means that the corresponding quantity
is evaluated at some time deep in the radiation epoch.

��� ��� ��� ��� ���
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FIG. 2. Stability regions for the dark energy dominated
points. Each color represents a (m,n) parameter region
where the indicated fixed point is an attractor. These
three regions are separated by bifurcations curves (black
solid lines), i.e. they are mutually excluded.

by (DE-2 ). This choice allows us to give a simple
and concrete example of the cosmological dynamics
which can be easily extended to the other attractor
points. Since Σi = 0, it is natural to assume that
the contributions to the energy budget coming from
the variables f1 and f2 are the same at the starting
point. Having this in mind, we have chosen

Ωri = 0.99995, f1i = f2i = 10−14, Σi = 0 (42)

as initial conditions at the redshift z = 7.25 × 107,
and we have integrated the system up to z → −1.
Since observations favor an equation of state of dark
energy close to −1, from Eq. (36) we have to choose
m ≈ 0. In particular, we have chosen m = 10−5.
From Fig. 2, we can see that there are less restrictions
regarding the choice of the parameter n. For example,
we could assume a value for n allowing the existence
of the scaling points (R-2 ) or (M-2 ). However, for
simplicity, we have chosen n = 10−2, such that the
scaling points do not exist.

In Fig. 3, we plot the dynamical evolution of Ωr,
Ωm, ΩDE, weff and wDE obtained from the numeri-
cal integration of Eqs. (16)-(19). In the case where
Σi ≈ 0, there are no appreciable changes in the cos-
mological behavior presented in Fig. 3. However, a
“stiff matter” epoch driven by the spatial shear ap-
pears before the radiation era, which we briefly treat
in Appendix A.
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FIG. 3. Evolution of the density parameters, the effec-
tive equation of state, and the equation of state of dark
energy during the whole expansion history. The initial
conditions were chosen deep in the radiation era at the
redshift z = 7.25 × 107. The Universe passes through
radiation dominance at early times (red dotted line), fol-
lowed by a matter dominance (light brown dashed line),
and ends in the dark energy dominance (black solid line)
characterized by weff ' −1 (blued dot-dashed line). The
dark sector behaves very similar to a cosmological con-
stant since wDE ' −1 (magenta small-dashed line).

In particular, Fig. 3 shows that the radiation-
dominated epoch (Ωr ≈ 1 and weff ≈ 1/3) runs from
z = 7.25×107 to z ≈ 3200 where the radiation-matter
transition occurs. Moreover, ΩDE ≈ 3.52 × 10−11

during this transition, obeying the BBN constraint
ΩDE < 0.045 [63]. The length of this radiation phase
is in agreement with the constraint given in Ref.
[66]. From z ≈ 3200, the Universe is dust-dominated
(Ωm ≈ 1 and weff ≈ 0) until z ≈ 0.3 at the matter-
dark energy transition. The contribution of the dark
sector is ΩDE ≈ 1.58 × 10−5 at z = 50, value which
is within the CMB bound ΩDE < 0.02 [67]. The dark
energy-dominance (ΩDE ≈ 1 and weff < −1/3) starts
from z = 0.3 and on into the future, agreeing with
the results given by the dynamical system analysis,
i.e. (DE-2 ) is an attractor. This is further supported
by the fact that the values of f1, f2,Σ and wDE are
those predicted by the dynamical system. Explic-
itly, f1 ≈ 0, f2 ≈ 0.707107, Σ ≈ 3.33334 × 10−6,
and wDE ≈ −0.999993 in the far future (z → −1),
which are consistent with the values computed from
the (DE-2 ) line in Table I and Eq. (36). Although

���� ���� � �� ��� ���� ���
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the density parameters associated to
the solid Lagrangians and the shear for the initial condi-
tions in Eq. (42) and parametersm = 10−5 and n = 10−2,
such that (DE-2 ) is the attractor point.

wDE seems to be constant during the whole expan-
sion history, this is not the case. Indeed, during
the radiation-matter transition (z ≈ 3200) we have
wDE ≈ −0.998059, while during the matter-dark en-
ergy transition (z ≈ 0.3) we have wDE ≈ −0.998171.
The final value is wDE ≈ −0.999993, which corre-
sponds to the value in the attractor point [see Eq.
(36)]. Thus, the numerical solution shows a nearly
constant varying equation of state of the dark energy,
changing only about ∼ 0.001% during this particular
cosmological trajectory. This tiny variation in wDE
is impossible to verify by current technology, since it
is well below the threshold of missions like Planck or
Euclid [12, 68].

From Fig. 3, we can also notice that dark en-
ergy does not behave as radiation or dust, given that
wDE 6= {1/3, 0}, confirming that the Universe does
not approach the scaling anisotropic points. Indeed,
we have confirmed, for several pairs of parameters
(n,m), that the expansion history of the Universe is
very similar to that shown in Fig. 3, and thus the cos-
mological trajectories of the Universe are never close
to the scaling anisotropic points. We can thus con-
clude that the typical cosmological evolution is given
by

(R-1)→ (M-1)→ (DE-i),

where i can be 1, 2 or 3, depending on the m and n
values we choose (see Fig. 2).
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Evolution of the shear Σ around
z = 0 for different values of the parameter m, while n is
fixed and the initial conditions are the same given in Eq.
(42). The thin vertical line signals the value of the shear
today.

As shown in Fig. 4, The density parameters f2
1 ≡

Ωf1 and f2
2 ≡ Ωf2 associated with each solid La-

grangian F I grow during the late matter-dominated
epoch around z = 10, while they are subdominant in
the whole prior cosmological evolution, as expected
from the dynamical analysis.
We have also investigated the evolution of Σ taking

the same initial conditions in Eq. (42) and n = 10−2,
but this time with different choices for the parameter
m in such a way that (DE-2 ) is the only attractor of
the system. The results are shown in Fig. 5, where
we can see that |Σ| starts to grow around z = 10,
similarly to f1 and f2 as seen in Fig. 4. The values
predicted for the present spatial shear are |Σ0| ≤ 9.4×
10−4, corresponding to the black solid curve in Fig. 5,
which are in agreement with the observational bounds
|Σ0| ≤ O(0.001) [64, 65]. We want to stress that,
even for Σi = 0, the final state of the Universe is an
anisotropic accelerated expansion.
On the other hand, we corroborated that the other

two dark energy points, namely (DE-1 ) and (DE-3 ),
can be attractors in their respective stability regions
(see Fig. 2). In order for (DE-1 ) to be the only
attractor of the system, we choose n = 10−5 and
m = 10−3 according to the existence and stability
conditions in Eqs. (34) and (35). The initial condi-
tions are the same as in Eq. (42) and, although the
values of f1, f2,Σ and wDE change, the cosmological
evolution is qualitatively the same. In particular, the
shear and the equation of state of dark energy today

are |Σ0| ≈ 1.2 × 10−4 and wDE0 ≈ −0.999559. We
confirm that the values predicted by the dynamical
system analysis are in agreement with our numeri-
cal solution: f1 = 1, f2 = 0,Σ = −6.66669 × 10−6

and wDE = −0.999993 [see Table I and Eq. (32)],
when evaluated for redshifts z → −1. Finally, for the
point (DE-3 ), we choose n = 10−3 and m = 10−3,
so that this point is the only attractor of the sys-
tem. Using the same initial conditions as in Eq.
(42), the cosmological dynamics is not significantly
changed apart from the important fact that Σ = 0
during the whole cosmological evolution, i.e. the ex-
pansion history is isotropic. By changing the values
of the parameters n and m while keeping (DE-3 ) as
the only attractor, we verified that the case n = m
is the unique isotropic solution as expected from the
discussion in Sec. IVB3. The numerical results are
also consistent with the analytical findings, namely:
f1 = f2 = 0.57735, wDE = −0.999333 and Σ = 0 for
redshifts z . −0.99 [see Table I and Eq. (39)], i.e.
the attractor point is reached very quickly.

A. Observational Signatures

From the magnitude-redshift data of SNe Ia, the
analysis of Ref. [64] showed that the present value
of the spatial shear is constrained to be |Σ0| .
O(0.01). More recently, the authors of Ref. [65]
used a combination of the observational Hubble data
H(z) and SNe Ia measurements to put the tighter
bound of |Σ0| . O(0.001). Similarly, future weak-
lensing measurements with the Euclid satellite are
expected to reach a similar sensitivity level of |Σ0| .
O(0.008) [69]. For the set of parameters and initial
conditions used in Fig. 5, we can see that |Σ0| is
within these bounds, although it can take greater val-
ues in the future cosmological evolution.

An anisotropic dark energy has the potential for
breaking of statistical isotropy and explain of some
of the large scale CMB anomalies. In particu-
lar, anisotropic pressure can induce peculiar velocity
flows, anisotropy in the SNe Ia data, and significant
CMB dipole and quadrupole [29] fluctuations. The
main observational effect of an anisotropic shear is its
contribution to the CMB temperature anisotropies.
This contribution is introduced through the redshift
at last scattering surface, which becomes anisotropic.
Considering only large-scale fluctuations, this can be
quantified as [45, 70]:∣∣∣∣δTT (n̂)

∣∣∣∣ . |σ0 − σdec| , (43)

where δT/T is the CMB temperature anisotropies, n̂
is the unit vector along the line-of-sight, and σdec is
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the value of the geometrical shear at the time of de-
coupling (z ' 1090). Since σ′ = Σ, we can obtain
the values for the geometrical shear by numerical in-
tegration. For the cases with the largest and smallest
shear today, as depicted in Fig. 5, and using the same
initial conditions of Eq. (42), we obtain

largest Σ0 : |σ0 − σdec| ≈ 5× 10−4, (44)
smallest Σ0 : |σ0 − σdec| ≈ 3× 10−5, (45)

which are in qualitative agreement with the conser-
vative bound |σ0 − σdec| < 10−4 [12], thus, a solid
anisotropic dark energy could alleviate the observed
CMB quadrupole anomaly.

VI. ISOTROPIC DARK ENERGY

So far, we have been mainly interested in the solid
as a viable model for an anisotropic late-time expan-
sion of the Universe. Interestingly, in the previous
analysis, we showed that the only possibility to get an
isotropic Universe is the case when n = m. Nonethe-
less, the solid is also compatible with the FLRW met-
ric, and it can also be used to describe an isotropic
late-time expansion with equation of state close to
−1. For this we have to consider that the Lagrangians
F I are identical. Thus, the isotropic model requires
σ = 0 in the Bianchi-I metric in Eq. (6), and:

XI = X = 1/a2, F I = F, I = 1, 2, 3. (46)

The Friedman equations in Eqs. (9) and (10) are
simplyfied as

3m2
PH

2 = 3F + ρm + ρr, (47)

−2m2
PḢ = 2XFX + ρm + 4

3ρr. (48)

Defining f2 = F/(m2
PH

2) and using the density
parameter Ωr in Eq. (14), the autonomous set is
reduced to

f ′ = f (q + 1− x) , (49)
Ω′r = 2 Ωr(q − 1), (50)

where Ωm is given in terms of f and Ωr by the Fried-
man constraint coming from Eq. (47), and the decel-
eration parameter is given by

q = 1
2
[
1 + (2x− 3)f2 + Ωr

]
, (51)

where x = XFX/F is a function characterizing the
form of the Lagrangian F . Assuming a power law
model, F ∝ Xn, we get x = n and the system is
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FIG. 6. Evolution of the density parameters, the effec-
tive equation of state, and the equation of state of dark
energy for n = 10−3. The initial conditions were chosen
according with the present observed values for the den-
sity parameters, i.e.: Ωr,0 = 10−4, Ωm,0 = 0.3, ΩDE0 ≡
f2

0 ≈ 0.7. The Universe begins in a radiation dominated
epoch (red dotted line), followed by a matter dominance
one (light brown dashed line) and ends in the dark en-
ergy epoch (black solid line) characterized by weff ' −1
(blued dot-dashed line). We can see that the dark sec-
tor behaves as a cosmological constant since wDE ' −1
(magenta small-dashed line).

closed. Three fixed points can be found: a radiation
dominated point which is a source for n < 2, a matter
dominated point which is a saddle for n < 3/2, and
a dark energy dominated point which is an attractor
for n < 3/2.
In Fig. 6, we numerically integrate the set given

by Eqs. (49) and (50). We assume n = 10−3 and the
initial conditions according with the present observed
values for the density parameters: [12]:

Ωr,0 = 10−4, Ωm,0 = 0.3, ΩDE0 ≡ f2
0 ≈ 0.7. (52)

We can see that the cosmological evolution is quite
similar to the one of the anisotropic case, which is
shown in Fig. 3 and detailed in Sec. V.

In contrast to the quintessence model, this model
does not have a kination epoch previous to the radi-
ation domination period. This is due to the fact that
the kination epoch requires φ̇2 � V (φ), where φ is
the quintessence scalar field and V its potential. In
the quintessence model, the potential is necessary in
order to get accelerated expansion since this stage is
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provided by φ̇2 � V (φ). In the present case, such
potential is not needed since the accelerated expan-
sion is driven by the proper kinetic terms of the scalar
fields through the function F . Another important dif-
ference between this model and quintessence is that
the equation of state of dark energy can be constant
or dynamical. The equation of state of dark energy
is

wDE = −1 + 2
3x, (53)

which is constant for constant x (power law model),
thus mimicking a cosmological constant. However,
wDE can also be dynamical for a general time-
dependent x function.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we studied a set of three scalar fields
with a constant but nonvanishing spatial gradients
as a source of anisotropic dark energy. This par-
ticular set of inhomogeneous scalar fields, known
as “solid”, has been used in the inflationary con-
text showing interesting features at the perturbative
level [50, 51]. It was also shown that anisotropic
inflationary solutions are possible [58, 59]. Here,
we have investigated the late-time dynamics of the
solid in a Bianchi-I expanding universe. Through
a dynamical system analysis, we showed that for a
particular power-law model, the solid can generate
an anisotropic late-time accelerated expansion, be-
ing this epoch an attractor of the system for suit-
able values of the free parameters of the model (see
Fig. 2). In these regions, the cosmological evolution
starts in a radiation-dominance epoch, followed by
a matter-dominance epoch, and ending in a possible
anisotropic dark energy-dominated period which can
be realized by three different points, whose attrac-
tor regions are separated by bifurcation curves, i.e.
they are mutually excluded. Nonetheless, we found
that in the particular case when n = m the Universe
isotropizes provided that the Lagrangians F I evolve
in the same way.
The dynamical analysis was complemented with a

numerical integration of the dynamical system. The
parameters were fixed in such a way that (DE-2 ) was
the only attractor point and the equation of state of
dark energy was close to −1 as expected from ob-
servations [12]. The initial conditions were chosen
in the deep radiation era (redshift z = 7.25 × 107)
and assuming a zero spatial shear (Σi = 0). We
found that the spatial shear differs sensibly from
zero at around z = 10, taking nonnegligible val-
ues nowadays but within the observational bounds

|Σ0| . O(0.001) [64, 65]. The numerical solution also
showed a nearly constant equation of state of dark en-
ergy, wDE, that only changed about ∼ 0.001% from
its value at z = 7.25× 107 to its final value in the far
future (z → −1). We verified that similar behaviors
are obtained if the parameters are chosen to establish
(DE-1 ) or (DE-3 ) as the attractor points.
The nonvanishing shear after the radiation-

dominated epoch leaves imprints on CMB and SNe
Ia data. In particular, the shear affects the CMB
quadrupole temperature anisotropy through the stan-
dard Sachs-Wolfe formula. We showed that the
change of the spatial shear from decoupling to today
can be compatible with the CMB quadrupole data.
In particular, if |σ0 − σdec| is of order 10−4, there may
be an interesting possibility for addressing the CMB
quadrupole anomaly.

We have also investigated the isotropic version of
the solid model as a candidate for (isotropic) dark en-
ergy. In this case, only three fixed points were found:
a source radiation point, a saddle matter point, and
an attractor dark energy point. The evolution of
the Universe is very similar to the anisotropic case
(see Figs. 3). However, for a power-law model, the
equation of state of dark energy is indeed a constant
[see Eq. (53)], and is thus phenomenologically distin-
guishable from quintessential models.
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Appendix A: Other fixed point

The fixed points presented are the relevant
point for the cosmological history of the Universe.
Nonetheless, the dynamical system has another fixed
points, which we present here.
(S) Stiff matter domination: This fixed point is

characterized by

f1 = 0, f2 = 0, Σ = ±1, Ωr = 0, (A1)

with Ωm = 0, ΩDE = 1 and wDE = 1. Since weff = 1,
these points correspond to a “stiff matter” domina-
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tion driven by the spatial shear Σ. This also im-
plies that the energy density of dark energy decays
as ρDE ∝ a−6, and thus this period is prior to the
radiation domination. Although these points are the
only possible sources of the model (i.e., all the eigen-
values of the Jacobian matrix M are positive), they
can be arbitrarily pushed back to the past depending

on how small Σi is. For example, these points are in
the infinite past for Σi = 0. This stiff fluid is common
in quintessence models where the kinetic term of the
scalar field has the chance to dominate [13], and it
has been pointed out in some works that this period
can be useful in the study of the reheating process
[71–76].
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