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An eﬀect of the Lorentz symmetry breaking is pointed out in the cosmological context. Using
a Bianchi I geometry coupled to the Kalb–Ramond ﬁeld, a consequence of the Lorentz symmetry
violation is indicated by a diﬀerent rate of expansion in a given spatial direction. This article focuses
on the coupling constant ξ1 , which generates, from the Kalb–Ramond ﬁeld, all three coeﬃcients that
give rise to the Lorentz violation in the gravity sector of the minimal Standard Model Extension.
The coupling constant ξ1 increases the rate of expansion of the universe in a given direction during
a dark energy era. As a consequence, a range of validity of that coupling constant is also obtained.
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I.

INTRODUCTION

There is a common statement that both the Lorentz
and the CP T symmetries violations would be fingerprints
of a brand new physics at the Planck scale. It has been
shown how such violations occur in different contexts, including string theory [1, 2], noncommutative field theory
[3], quantum loop gravity [4, 5], and in the extra dimensions alternatives [6, 7]. A theoretical framework that
includes a lot of possible Lorentz-violating effects and,
at the same time, allows us to calculate modifications of
quantities (that would be measured in experiments) is
the Standard-Model Extension (SME) [8, 9]. The SME
is an effective field theory that is in agreement with the
gauge structure of the Standard Model (SM) of particle
physics, allowing then the inclusion of Lorentz-violating
coefficients that break the particle Lorentz invariance,
but such coefficients still preserve the invariance under
observer Lorentz transformations [10]. The gravitational
sector of the SME was introduced in Ref. [11] and provides modifications on the Einstein–Hilbert term, including dynamic background fields coupled with both curvature and torsion.
Since its formulation in the late 1990s by Colladay
and Kostelecký [8, 9], the SME has been conceived of
as background for a variety of investigations like neutral
meson oscillations [12], neutrino oscillations [13], clockcomparison tests [14], spin-polarized torsion pendulum
[15], penning-trap tests of quantum electrodynamics [16],
hydrogen and antihydrogen spectroscopy [17], muon decay [18], and optical and microwave cavities [19]. A large
number of stringent constraints on Lorentz-violating coefficients were obtained in many sectors of the SME, especially for particles like photons, neutrinos, and leptons.1
However, in contrast to the flat case, curved spacetimes

do not support explicit Lorentz symmetry breaking (with
fixed and nondynamical Lorentz-violating backgrounds)
due to inconsistencies with both the Bianchi identities
and conservation laws [11]. A mechanism capable of overcoming these difficulties is the spontaneous Lorentz symmetry breaking [21], which works similarly to the Higgs
mechanism, adding then a potential term to the Lagrange
density constructed in such a way that its minimum lies
at a nonzero vacuum expectation value (VEV) for either
the background vector field or the background tensor field
[22–24] (whether vector or tensor fields, such background
fields are also called bumblebee fields). In this context, studying the behavior of gravity in the strong-field
regime with the presence of spontaneous Lorentz violation is a tough task that has attracted attention in recent
years, and several works involving solutions of compact
objects like black holes [25–28] and topologically nontrivial structures like wormholes [29, 30] have been carried
out. In the cosmological scenario, effects of the Lorentz
violation on the Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) universe were studied in Refs. [31, 32, 40], and
recently the impact of the Lorentz symmetry breaking
on anisotropies of the cosmic microwave background radiation was examined by us in Ref. [33], in which the
Bianchi type I geometry was assumed. In the latter work,
we adopted a vector field in order to break the Lorentz
symmetry. Here we will continue these investigations on
Lorentz symmetry breaking, assuming an antisymmetric 2-tensor background field coupled to gravity in the
Bianchi I geometry instead of a background vector field.
As we said, the geometry adopted here is the Bianchi
type I, which generalizes the flat FLRW metric from
the standard cosmology. The Bianchi I cosmology takes
into consideration three independent scale factors, one
for each spatial direction, and is able to disagree with
the cosmological principle, promoting then an anisotropic
universe.2 In our previous work [33], the difference of
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a scale factor in a given direction (compared to others) comes from the bumblebee vector field. On the
other hand, now we will adopt an antisymmetric 2-tensor
background field, known in the literature as the Kalb–
Ramond field [34], studied in other contexts in Refs.
[35, 36]. It is worth emphasizing that a tensor field turns
our task into an even more tough task. As we will see,
for this case the background tensor field—by means of its
equation of motion—give us a more stringent constraint
compared to the background vector field case, although
such a constraint is ruled out by recent observations.
Regarding observations, here we intend to show the
importance of a coupling constant from the SME on
the spacetime dynamics. That is our main motivation. According to the SME [37], a specific parameter of
the model (indicated as ξ1 ) generates all three Lorentzviolating coefficient fields, namely the fields u, sµν , and
tκλµν . In particular, the t-coefficient is written in terms
of the background field or Kalb–Ramond field when it
is contracted with the Riemann tensor from the ξ1 coupling [38]. From the phenomenological perspective, the
role played by the t-coefficient is an interesting and few
studied issue, since previous works like Refs. [26, 30] did
not take into account the coupling constant ξ1 .3 According to Ref. [38–40], the t-coefficient gives rise to the socalled t-puzzle. Interestingly, such a coefficient produces
no contribution to the gravitational field equations in the
linearized case, and that is the origin for the aforementioned puzzle. However, as will see, here the gravitational
field equations will not be linearized, thus the contributions of all three Lorentz-violating coefficients are still
present. In a cosmological context, the role played by
the t-coefficient was studied in the FLRW spacetime in
Ref. [40]. But as we said, in this article we adopt the
Bianchi I geometry. As we will see, the coupling constant
ξ1 , which is responsible for producing a nonzero VEV for
the tκλµν field (breaking then the Lorentz symmetry), increases the cosmic acceleration in a given direction during
a dark energy era.
The article is structured as follows: in Sec. II the
modified gravitational field equations are shown in the
SME context, and all three Lorentz-violating coefficients
are defined. In Sec. III the Bianchi I geometry is presented, and the Kalb–Ramond field is coupled to it. The
Friedmann-like equations are obtained, and then the solution for a dark energy dominated universe is achieved
in Sec. IV. The final remarks are in Sec. V.

II.

THE MODIFIED GRAVITATIONAL SECTOR

According to Ref. [38], at leading order in the curvature, the most general action for the (bumblebee) Kalb–
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Recently, an exception is made in Ref. [47], in which one of us
studied that coefficient using a wormhole geometry.

Ramond model is given by

ˆ
1
1
1
4 √
S = d x −g
R − Hµνλ H µνλ − V + LM +
2κ
12
2κ


κλ µν
λν µ
µν
× ξ1 B B Rκλµν + ξ2 B B ν Rλµ + ξ3 B Bµν R ,
(1)

where κ = 8πGN /c4 , such that GN is the Newtonian
gravitational constant, and c is the speed of light in vacuum. The Kalb–Ramond field, indicated by Bµν , is an
antisymmetric 2-tensor in the four-dimensional Riemannian manifold with its associated field-strength tensor
Hµνλ defined by
Hµνλ = ∂µ Bνλ + ∂λ Bµν + ∂ν Bµλ ,

(2)

with Hµνλ being invariant under the gauge transformation Bµν → Bµν + ∂µ Λν − ∂ν Λµ . Also, the potential V is
responsible for triggering spontaneously the Lorentz violation inducing then a nonzero VEV for the bumblebee
field, that is to say,
hBµν i = bµν .

(3)

In the same way, the potential induces a nonzero VEV
for the dual tensor field Bµν , indicated as


1
1
κλ
hBµν i =
= ǫκλµν bκλ ,
ǫκλµν B
(4)
2
2
where ǫκλµν is the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor. In general, the potential V depends on Bµν through
the Bµν B µν and Bµν Bµν scalars. However, as we will
see in this work, the explicit form of the potential will
not be relevant in our analysis.
Following the final terms of Eq. (1), LM regards the
matter (or energy) content that will be specified later,
the coupling constants ξ1 , ξ2 , and ξ3 represent all nonminimal nonderivative gravitational couplings to the field
Bµν (coupling constants that are linear in the curvature,
with mass dimension [ξ] = M −2 in natural units), and
R, Rλµ , and Rκλµν are the scalar curvature, the Ricci
tensor and the Riemann tensor, respectively.
On the other hand, the minimal gravitational sector of
the SME can be written as
ˆ

√
1 
(min)
T
S
= d4 x −g
− uR + sµν Rµν
+ tκλµν Cκλµν ,
LV
2κ
(5)
T
where Rµν
is the trace-free Ricci tensor, and Cκλµν is
the Weyl conformal tensor. In order to satisfy both the
geometric constraints of Riemann-Cartan manifolds and
the conservation laws of general relativity, the coefficients
that account for the Lorentz violation, namely u, sµν and
tκλµν , must be functions of spacetime position, and their
underlying dynamics will depend on the choice of the specific model. In particular, the theory described by action
(1) is capable of generating the necessary dynamics for
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all three SME coefficients, and the correspondence with
the Kalb–Ramond field Bµν can be read in the following
form:
1
1
uB = −( ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3 )B αβ Bαβ ,
6
4
1
µν
sB = (2ξ1 + ξ2 )(B µα B να − g µν B αβ Bαβ ),
4

(6)
(7)

2
1
1
ξ1 (B κλ B µν + B κµ B λν − B κν B λµ )
3
2
2
1
κµ λ
να
λµ κ
να
− ξ1 (g B α B − g B α B
2
− g κν B λα B µα + g λν B κα B µα )
1
+ ξ1 (g κµ g λν − g λµ g κν )B αβ Bαβ .
(8)
6

with x playing the role of a real number, meaning the
VEV of the following invariant
x ≡ hBµν B µν i = hg αµ i g βν bαβ bµν .

Note that hg µν i is the VEV of the inverse metric. Since
we are interested in investigating the Lorentz-violating
effects due to a nonzero VEV for the Bµν field, let us
restrict ourselves to the case where the primary fields are
frozen in their vacuum values, i.e.,

tκλµν
=
B

It is worth emphasizing that the spontaneous Lorentzbreaking effects controlled by the fields or coefficients u,
sµν and tκλµν have been widely explored topics. In particular, black hole solutions and anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background radiation were recently investigated by us in Refs. [28, 33]. However, the description
of that effects depends on the fields that are chosen to
compose the mentioned coefficients. In particular, the
physics and consequently the phenomenology of the tcoefficient can not be achieved by vector fields (adopted
by us in the mentioned works), it requires the presence
of an antisymmetric 2-tensor, being the least explored in
the literature so far. Thus, as we said in Introduction,
our main focus will be on the coupling constant ξ1 , which
is responsible for producing a nonzero VEV for the field
.
tκλµν
B
Varying the action (1) with respect to the metric tensor, one obtains the modified gravitational field equations:
µν
.
+ Tξµν
+ Tξµν
Gµν = κTM
+ κTBµν + Tξµν
3
2
1

gµν = hgµν i ,

(13)

breaking then both the local Lorentz and diffeomorphism
symmetries. Also, the extreme conditions V = V ′ = 0,
which fix the vacuum state, are assumed and satisfied
here.
The remaining terms in Eq. (9) originated from the
nonminimal gravitational couplings are explicitly written
as

1 µν αβ γδ
3
=
ξ
Tξµν
g B B Rαβγδ + B βγ B αµ Rναβγ
1
1
2
2
3
+ B βγ B αν Rµαβγ + ∇α ∇β B αµ B νβ
2

(14)
+ ∇α ∇β B αν B µβ ,
= ξ2
Tξµν
2



1 µν αγ β
g B B γ Rαβ − B αµ B βν Rαβ
2

− B αβ B µβ Rνα − B αβ B νβ Rµα
1
1
+ ∇α ∇µ B νβ B αβ + ∇α ∇ν B µβ B αβ
2
2

1 2 αµ ν 1 µν
αγ β
− ∇ B Bα − g ∇α ∇β B B γ ,
2
2

(15)

= ξ3 ∇µ ∇ν B αβ Bαβ − g µν ∇2 B αβ Bαβ
Tξµν
3

− B αβ Bαβ Gµν + 2B αµ B να R .

(16)

µν
∇α H αµν = JVµν + JR
,

(17)

Now varying the action (1) with respect to the antisymmetric tensor field Bµν , keeping the metric and matter fields fixed, gives us the field equations for the Kalb–
Ramond field, namely

with the potential current JVµν written in the form

TBµν =

JVµν = 4V ′ B µν ,

(10)

in which the operator (′ ) stands for derivative with respect to the potential argument, and for the sake of simplicity the dependence of the potential V with respect to
Bµν is assumed in the form
V ≡ V (Bµν B µν − x),

Bµν = bµν ,

and
(9)

The left side of (9) is the usual Einstein tensor Gµν =
Rµν − 21 Rgµν , as the terms on the right side represent
energy-momentum tensors whose sources are both the
µν
matter content TM
and the Kalb–Ramond field Bµν .
Contributions in Eq. (9) due to the Kalb–Ramond field
come from the kinetic and potential terms in TBµν and
. For B-terms,
, and Tξµν
, Tξµν
the three couplings, Tξµν
3
2
1
we have explicitly
1
1 αβµ ν
H
H αβ − g µν H αβγ Hαβγ
2
12
− g µν V + 4B αµ Bαν V ′ ,

(12)

(11)

(18)

µν
being given by
and the curvature current JR
µν
JR
=−

ξ2
2ξ3 µν
2ξ1
Bαβ Rαβµν + Bα[µ Rν]α −
B R. (19)
κ
κ
κ

It is worth pointing out that here we are explicitly disregarding any coupling between the matter fields and the
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Kalb–Ramond field. Such a possibility (a particular coupling between matter and Bµν ) may imply changes in the
conservation of the conventional matter currents, something beyond our scope in this article.
The conservation of the total current is immediately
achieved from the choice of the kinetic term for the field
Bµν , satisfying then the condition
µν
∇µ (JVµν + JR
) = 0.

(20)

Alternatively, assuming that the energy-momentum tensor from the matter content is covariantly conserved
µν
(∇µ TM
= 0), alongside the Bianchi identity for the Einstein tensor, that is ∇µ Gµν = 0, then the components
of the total energy-momentum
, and Tξµν
, Tξµν
TBµν , Tξµν
3
2
1
tensor also lead to the condition


µν
µν
.
(21)
+
T
+
T
κ∇µ TBµν = −∇µ Tξµν
ξ3
ξ2
1
As we mentioned earlier, we are going to focus on the
phenomenology of the ξ1 coupling constant of the modified field equations. That means the couplings ξ2 and ξ3
are set to zero from here.
III.

A.

THE GEOMETRY AND THE
BACKGROUND FIELD

The Bianchi type I metric and the
Kalb–Ramond field

ds2 = −c2 dt2 + a1 (t)2 dx21 + a2 (t)2 dx22 + a3 (t)2 dx23 , (22)
in which a1 (t), a2 (t), and a3 (t) are scale factors for
each spatial direction, (x1 , x2 , x3 ) respectively. Thus, the
Hubble parameter is defined for each spatial direction,
i.e.,
ȧi (t)
, with i=1,2,3,
ai (t)

(23)

where dot means derivative with respect to the time coordinate t or the cosmic time. Therefore, in this context,
contrary to the FLRW cosmology, we could have different
directional Hubble parameters.
Now let us set the vacuum value of the Kalb–Ramond
field Bµν in order to describe its influence on the spacetime dynamics. In four dimensions, an antisymmetric
2-tensor like the Kalb–Ramond field can be decomposed
into two independent 3-vectors like
b0i = −Σi and bjk = ǫjkl Ξl .

bµν


0 −Aa1
0
0
0
0
0 
Aa
,
= 1
0
0
0
Ba2 a3 
0
0
−Ba2a3
0


(25)

where A and B are real numbers (as we pointed out, both
are interpreted as the “electric” and “magnetic” parts, respectively, of the bumblebee field). In this special frame
2
2
x = bµν bµν = −2( A
c2 − B ), ensuring that bµν produces a
constant invariant scalar. Besides, our analysis is simplified as we have now only two Lorentz-violating parameters (A and B) instead of six initial parameters that
remain for a general case.
Consequently, the field strength Hµνλ , defined in Eq.
(2), is not identically zero according to the field bµν chosen in Eq. (25). There are six nonzero components,
namely
H023 = − H032 = H230 = −H203 = H302 = −H320
= B(a3 ȧ2 + a2 ȧ3 ).
(26)

In order to study the influence of the coupling constant
ξ1 on the spacetime dynamics, we assume the Bianchi I
geometry as the cosmological spacetime, allowing then
that spatial directions are different from each other, illustrating (as we will see) an effect of the Lorentz symmetry violation on spacetime. The Bianchi I metric (or
line element) in the Cartesian coordinates (x1 , x2 , x3 ) is
written simply as

Hi =

This is similar to the electric and magnetic decomposition of the field strength Fµν in Maxwell electrodynamics.
~ and ~Ξ encode the six degrees of
Here the 3-vector fields Σ
freedom of the vacuum value bµν . However, it is always
possible to perform local observer Lorentz transformations in order to rewrite bµν in a simple block-diagonal
form. For our purpose, following Ref. [38], this simple
and special form can be conceived of as

(24)

As is clear from Eq. (17), such components will be used
in the calculations of the Kalb–Ramond field equations.

B.

The energy-momentum tensor(s)

In order to describe the matter-energy content, which
will be a single component (excluding the background
field), we assume the perfect fluid interpretation, which
will allow us to describe the Kalb–Ramond field influence
on the cosmic expansion. Therefore, the matter-energy
content will be indicated by the tensor


pM (t) µ ν
µν
u u + pM (t)g µν ,
(27)
TM
= ρM (t) +
c2
in which ρM (t) and pM (t) stand for the density and pressure, respectively, of the matter-energy content (as we
will see the bumblebee field or the Kalb–Ramond field
has its own energy-momentum tensor). The four-vector
uµ is the four-velocity of the fluid, and, in particular for
the metric signature adopted here, uµ uµ = −c2 . Like
our previous work [33], the matter-energy content is an
isotropic fluid, and, as we will see, anisotropies come from
the Kalb–Ramond field.
On the other hand, the corresponding Kalb–Ramond
energy-momentum tensor in the Bianchi I cosmology,
from the specific form of that field, given by Eq. (25),
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studied here. By doing several calculations, we have the
following components:

reads
µ
ν

(TB )




=

−ρB c2



p1
p2
p3


,

with
B2
2
− ρB c = −p1 = p2 = p3 = − 2 (H2 + H3 ) .
2c
2

H1 H2 + H1 H3 + H2 H3 = 8πG (ρM + ρB + ρ̄ξ1 ) ,

(28)

(29)

Thus, contrary to the energy-momentum tensor for the
matter field, it is evident the anisotropic feature of the
TBµν field. As we can straightforwardly read, pressure in
the x1 direction is different from other directions. Later
we will assume that the x2 and x3 directions are identical
ones, then H2 = H3 .
For the coupling ξ1 , its respective energy-momentum
tensor is written as


−ρξ1 c2
P1


µ
(Tξ1 ) ν = 
(30)
,
P2
P3
with

 i A2
2ξ1 h
−ρξ1 c = − 2
H1 H2 + H1 H3 − 2 Ḣ1 + H12
c
c2

(31)
+ B 2 H 2 H3 ,
2

Ḣ2 + Ḣ3 + H22 + H32 + H2 H3 = −

8πG
pM
c2

Ḣ1 + Ḣ3 + H12 + H32 + H1 H3 = −

8πG
pM
c2

(35)

+ p1 + P̄1 ,
(36)

+ p2 + P̄2 ,

(37)

8πG
Ḣ1 + Ḣ2 + H12 + H22 + H1 H2 = − 2 pM + p3 + P̄3 ,
c
(38)
where ρ̄ξ1 = ρξ1 /κ and P̄i = Pi /κ, with i = 1, 2, 3.
It is worth calculating the mean Hubble parameter,
which is defined as
H=

1
(H1 + H2 + H3 ) .
3

(39)

Then by using Eqs. (35)-(38), one has a Friedmann-like
equation also for the mean Hubble parameter, that is,

4
2
Ḣ + 3H = 4πG ρM + ρB + ρ̄ξ1
3

i
1
1h
,
(40)
P̄1 + P̄2 + P̄3
− 2 pM +
c
3
which will be very useful later.


i

2ξ1 h
2
P1 = − 2
Ḣ2 + Ḣ3 − 2 Ḣ1 + H12 + (H2 + H3 )
c

A2
× 2 − B 2 H2 H 3 ,
(32)
c

i A2 h
2ξ1 h
P2 = − 2
Ḣ1 + H12 2 + Ḣ3 + H3 (H1 + 2H2
c
c
i 
(33)
+ H3 ) B 2 ,

i A2 h
2ξ1 h
Ḣ1 + H12 2 + Ḣ2 + H2 (H1 + H2
P3 = − 2
c
c
i 
+ 2H3 ) B 2 .
(34)
In this case, all three pressures could be different. But
as we said, due to TBµν components, the P2 and P3 components will be conceived of as identical ones.
C.

The Friedmann-like equations

From the modified field equations (9), the background
field (25) and the total energy-momentum tensor (TTµν =
µν
/κ), we are able to write the FriedmannTM
+ TBµν + Tξµν
1
like equations in the Bianchi I cosmology in the context

D.

Constraints from the background field equations

The Kalb–Ramond field equations, that is to say Eq.
(17), provides, after adopting the Bianchi I metric and
the tensor field (25), the following two constraints. It
is worth emphasizing that Eq. (20), which shows the
current conservation, is satisfied only when the two constraints are adopted.
First constraint

The first one comes from the µ = 0 and ν = 1 component (which is equal to the minus µ = 1 and ν = 0
component) of that equation of motion, which is written
as
4Aξ1 ä1
= 0.
κc4 a21

(41)

The above constraint implies that either A = 0 or ä1 = 0.
The latter is ruled out by well-known reports [48–50],
that is, with ä1 = 0 one has a null deceleration parameter
q1 = −ä1 a1 /ȧ21 = 0 in the x1 direction or, equivalently,
absence of an accelerated expansion in that direction.
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It is worth pointing out that such a constraint is more
stringent than that one obtained as the bumblebee field is
a vector field [33], although in the case presented here this
stringent constraint is ruled out by observations. Having
said that, we then assume—from the constraint (41)—
that A = 0 in the next calculations, i.e., the “electric”
part of bµν is null.
Second constraint

where the dimensionless parameter δ is defined as

The second constraint from the Kalb–Ramond field
equations (17) is given by
4ξ1
H2 H3 = 0.
Ḣ2 + Ḣ3 + H1 (H2 + H3 ) −
κ

(42)

It comes from the µ = 2 and ν = 3 component (again,
it is equal to the minus µ = 3 and ν = 2 component).
The two constraints will be very useful in order to solve
the Friedmann-like equations. Another useful simplification comes from the fact that p2 = p3 , according to
the Kalb–Ramond energy-momentum tensor indicated in
Eq. (29). Therefore, as we said, the directions x2 and
x3 will be considered equivalent. From that assumption,
the constraint (42) and the µ = ν = 1 component of the
Friedmann-like equations, given by Eq. (36), lead to
Hj2 =


κ 2 c2
ρM c2 − pM , for j = 2, 3.
4 (κ + ξ1 )

(43)

Note that the above result is obtained just for the A = 0
case.
E.

we are dealing with a tensor field, instead of a vector field
like in the previous work.
From the Friedman-like equations (35)-(38), and with
the aid of the mean Hubble parameter (40), we have

pM 
(45)
Ḣ1 + 3HH1 = 4πG (1 + δ) ρM − 2 ,
c


pM
Ḣj + 3HHj = 4πG ρM − 2 ,
(46)
c

Energy-momentum conservation

For a reliable physical model, the conservation of
the energy-momentum tensor should be satisfied. Here
the energy-momentum conservation, namely ∇ν TTµν =
µν
) = 0, is valid by using the two
∇ν (κTM
+ κTBµν + Tξµν
1
constraints mentioned before. With the aid of (41)-(42),
then the energy-momentum conservation leads to the
well-known equation, i.e.,

pM 
ρ̇M = −3H ρM + 2 .
(44)
c
As we can see, the Kalb–Ramond field does not couple
with the matter fields.
IV. SOLVING THE FRIEDMANN-LIKE
EQUATIONS FOR A DARK ENERGY
DOMINATED UNIVERSE

In order to solve the complicated system of equations
(35)-(38), we follow our previous work [33] in which the
Bianchi I geometry is conceived of as a small deviation
from the FLRW metric. Contrary to the quoted work,

δ = 2 (κ + ξ1 ) B 2 ,

(47)

with 0 < δ < 1. As we can see, the geometry studied here
also can be conceived of as a small deviation from the
FLRW metric. With δ = 0, the Friedmann equations in
the FLRW context are restored. As we note in Eq. (47),
setting ξ1 = 0 does not eliminate δ or even an effect of
the Lorentz symmetry breaking on the geometry. This is
due to the fact that there is still a contribution from the
“magnetic” part of the Kalb–Ramond field, the kinetic
term in the action (1).
Eqs. (45) and (46) provide a simpler equation for the
mean Hubble parameter, that is to say, adding up those
components one has


δ 
pM 
2
Ḣ + 3H = 4πG 1 +
ρM − 2 .
(48)
3
c
Thus, from the equation for the mean Hubble parameter,
solutions of (45) and (46) are straightforwardly written
as


 
ˆ t
pM
1
′
K1 +
µ(t )4πG (1 + δ) ρM − 2 dt′ ,
H1 (t) =
µ(t)
c
(49)
for the component in the x1 direction, and


 
ˆ t
1
pM
Hj (t) =
µ(t′ )4πG ρM − 2 dt′ , (50)
Kj +
µ(t)
c
in which, as we said, j = 2, 3 are the components in the x2
and x3 directions, respectively. In the above equations,
Ki (with i = 1, 2, 3) are integration constants, and the
function µ(t) is defined as

ˆ t
3H(s)ds .
(51)
µ(t) = exp
Like our previous work [33], the constants Ki are set to
zero. Therefore, the difference from each spatial direction
is given just by the influence of the Kalb–Ramond field
on the spacetime geometry. Without the Kalb–Ramond
field, in the general relativity realm, the difference from
each directional Hubble parameter comes from those integration constants. Adopting the background field brings
us a physical origin for the difference among each directional Hubble parameter, without considering the integration constants Ki .
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With the mean Hubble parameter, in this case for a dark
energy dominated universe, we are able to calculate the
directional Hubble parameters (49)-(50) with the aid of
Eq. (51). After calculating them, one has


8πG
H1 = (1 + δ)
ρDE
(3 + δ)

 12
8πG
Hj =
ρDE .
(3 + δ)

 12

,

(53)

Hj (t−t0 )

aj (t) = exp

,

2ξ1 − κ
.
κ

(56)

(57)

Therefore, by using the definition of δ, given by Eq. (47),
we have the following value for the Lorentz-violating parameter B and, consequently, for the norm of the Kalb–
Ramond or bumblebee field in the VEV, namely
B2 =

2ξ1 − κ
2ξ1 − κ
and bµν bµν =
.
2κ (κ + ξ1 )
κ (κ + ξ1 )

1.5

1.0
a1
a2 = a3

0.5
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

tt0
Figure 1: Scale factors (one for each spatial direction) for
a dark energy dominated universe when the Kalb–Ramond
assumes its VEV, breaking the Lorentz symmetry, in the
Bianchi type I geometry. The parameter t0 = 1 means the
present time.

interesting range of validity of the coupling constant ξ1 ,
i.e.,
κ
< ξ1 < κ,
2

(59)

producing then Lorentz symmetry breaking effects on a
geometry that is close to the standard geometry in cosmology.

(55)

in which t0 is the present time or the age of the universe.
According to Fig. 1, the Kalb–Ramond field affects the
x1 direction accelerating it, showing then that the x1 direction has an expansion phase faster than other spatial
directions. As this very difference comes from the parameter δ and, consequently, from the coupling constant
ξ1 , then we describe with that scale factors the influence
of that coupling constant on the spacetime dynamics, its
phenomenology in this simplified case.
Lastly, the constraint (43) and the above solution for
Hj in a dark energy dominated universe give us
δ=

2.0

(54)

For δ = 0, the constant Hubble parameter H0 for a dark
energy dominated universe in the FLRW perspective is
 12

DE
restored, i.e., H1 = Hj = HDE = H0 = 8πGρ
.
3
With the directional Hubble parameters, it is easy to get
the corresponding scale factors, according to the definition (23). Thus,
a1 (t) = expH1 (t−t0 ) ,

2.5

a HtL

For a dark energy dominated universe, let us adopt
the following equation of state for the cosmic fluid:
ωDE = pDE /ρDE c2 = −1 (which is equivalent to a vacµν
uum spacetime, or TM
= 0, with a cosmological constant). Consequently, from Eq. (44), the dark energy
density is constant, i.e., ρ̇DE = 0. Then the mean Hubble parameter equation, indicated by Eq. (48), give us
as solution
 12



δ
8πG
(52)
HDE =
1+
ρDE .
3
3

(58)

On the other hand, assuming Eq. (47) and Eq. (57),
with 0 < δ < 1, that is, our cosmological solution is a
small deviation from the FLRW spacetime, we have an

V.

FINAL REMARKS

Lorentz symmetry violation has been a fruitful area in
theoretical physics in the last decades. The ideia that violations of that symmetry can reveal hints of a quantum
theory of gravity is an attracting topic. Here we studied
the spontaneous Lorentz violation caused by an antisymmetric tensor field, the Kalb–Ramond field. In particular,
we focused on the coupling constant ξ1 , the least studied
in the literature, which is the coupling that generates all
three Lorentz-violating coefficients. And such coefficients
are responsible for triggering the spontaneous Lorentz violation in the SME, which is the context adopted in this
article.
The phenomenology of the coupling ξ1 was analyzed
using the Bianchi I metric as the cosmological spacetime,
a spacetime that is not in agreement with the cosmological principle. In that context, the cosmological one,
the Lorentz-violating coupling produced a small deviation from the standard geometry in cosmology, namely
the FLRW geometry, inducting then a faster acceleration in a given spatial direction during a dark energy
era. Therefore, a phenomenological aspect of the coupling constant ξ1 was brought out in this article, and
also a range of validity for that coupling constant was
achieved.
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