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Recently, based on the theory of teleparallel gravity, a simple and ghost free parity violating
gravity model was proposed in [1], where the Weitzenböck connection was adopted for simplifying
the calculations but breaks the local Lorentz symmetry explicitly. In this paper, we restore the local
Lorentz symmetry of this model by giving up the Weitzenböck condition or any other extra constraint
on the connection. With full local Lorentz covariance, this model is not a pure tetrad theory
any more. We also apply the new version of this model to the universe with general FriedmannRobertson-Walker background. This further generalizes the studies of [1] where only the spatially
flat background was considered. Through the investigations of this paper, we confirm the results
obtained in [1] and in addition get some new results.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Parity violating (PV) gravities attracted a lot of interests in recent years. A famous and frequently studied PV
gravity is the so-called Chern-Simons
R
√(CS) modified gravity [2, 3], in which general relativity (GR) is modified by a
gravitational CS term: SCS ∼ d4 x −gθ(x)εµνρσ Rµν αβ Rρσαβ , where g is the determinant of the metric, θ(x) is a
coupling scalar field, εµνρσ is the four dimensional Levi-Civita tensor and Rρσαβ is the Riemann tensor constructed
from the metric. The CS modified gravity makes a difference between the amplitudes of the left- and right-handed
polarized components of gravitational waves (GWs), but no difference between their velocities. This is the so-called
amplitude birefringence phenomenon. However, the CS gravity suffers from the problem of ghost instability [4] which
is essentially originated from the higher derivatives in CS term. To circumvent this problem, further extensions to the
CS gravity were explored in Ref. [5] where several terms including higher derivatives of the coupling scalar field θ(x)
were taken into account. Though each term contains higher derivatives, combining them together in a special way
can eliminate the ghost modes. The price one must to pay is that all such kind of models have much more complex
forms [6, 7].
Recently we proposed a new PV gravity model which is healthy and simple in form [1]. This model is based on
the theory of teleparallel gravity (TG) [8] which is equivalent to GR but formulated in flat spacetime with vanishing
curvature and vanishing non-metricity. The gravity in TG theory is identical
R
√ to the spacetime torsion. Our model [1]
modified the GR equivalent TG theory by an extra PV term: SN Y ∼ d4 x −g θ(x)εµνρσ TAµν T Aρσ , here T Aµν is the
torsion two form and its exact expression and other details will be presented in the next section. Except the coupling
with a scalar field, this PV term is in fact the reduced Nieh-Yan term [9] within the framework of teleparallelism.
Different from the CS modified gravity, the PV term in this model hides no higher derivatives and successfully avoids
the ghost mode.
Also in Ref. [1], our PV gravity model had been applied to cosmology, where two additional conditions were set
by hand. The first one is the so-called Weitzenböck condition, i.e., the spin connection vanishes, ω ABν = 0. This
had been frequently adopted for simplifying the calculations in many studies of TG theory and its extensions, such
as f (T) models [10]. The unsatisfactory aspect of taking the Weitzenböck connection is the explicit violation of the
local Lorentz symmetry. This is not a difficulty for TG theory because there fixing any possible connection (including
the Weitzenböck one) which satisfies the teleparallel constraints will only contribute a surface term in the action,
this will not affect the equation of motion. It is not so, however, for modified TG theories in which the equation
of motion indeed depends on the spin connection. The second additional condition adopted in Ref. [1] is that the
application to cosmology was limited to the case where the universe has a spatially flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker
(FRW) background. With these, we have studied the background evolution and computed the linear cosmological
perturbations. We found that the PV modification has no effect on the background evolution but indeed affects
the perturbations. For tensor perturbations the left- and right-handed polarized components of GWs have different
propagating velocities, but their amplitudes are the same. This phenomenon is called velocity birefringence. For scalar
perturbations, the coupled scalar field θ(x) surprisingly does not contribute an independent dynamical component at
the linear level, it behaves like an imperfect fluid and causes viscosities in the stress-energy tensor.
In this paper, we will revisit our PV gravity model [1] and its applications in cosmology by relaxing the two additional
conditions mentioned above. Without the Weitzenböck condition, we will leave the spin connection arbitrary as long
as the teleparallel constraints (no curvature and no non-metricity) are satisfied. This restores the local Lorentz
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symmetry of our model and in this new version both the tetrad and the spin connection are treated as fundamental
variables in the action principle. Secondly, we will apply the new version of our model to the universe which has a
general FRW background, not just the spatially flat one. We will focus on the linear cosmological perturbations. With
these improvements and generalizations, we will confirm the results obtained in Ref. [1] and get some new results:
for instance, the linear perturbation of the scalar field θ(x) is indeed counted as a dynamical degree of freedom in the
case of curved FRW background.
This paper is organized as follow. In section II, after a brief review of the PV gravity model proposed in [1], we
consider its new version in which the local Lorentz symmetry is restored by giving up any extra constraint on the
connection. Then we apply this new version of our model with full local Lorentz covariance to cosmology in the next
sections. In section III, we study the evolution of the background which is a general FRW spacetime. We investigate
case by case the effects of the PV term on the evolution equations for the flat, closed and open universes. In section
IV, we discuss the linear perturbations around the FRW background and the gauge transformations. This ensures
that some gauge conditions are available to simplify subsequent calculations. In section V, we calculate the quadratic
actions for scalar and tensor perturbations. We will confirm the results obtained in [1] and show some new results,
among them the most important one is that the dynamical scalar field θ acquires its independent dynamics at the
linear perturbation level around the spatially curved FRW background.
II.

THE HEALTHY PARTY VIOLATING GRAVITY MODEL BASED ON TG THEORY

In this paper, we adopt the unit 8πG = 1/Mp2 = 1 and the convention of most negative signature for metrics.
The local space tensor indices are denoted by A, B, C, ... = 0, 1, 2, 3 and by a, b, c, ... = 1, 2, 3 when limiting to spatial
components. They are are lowered and raised by the Minkowski metric ηAB and its inverse η AB . The spacetime tensor
indices are denoted by Greek µ, ν, ρ, ... = 0, 1, 2, 3 and by Latin i, j, k, ... = 1, 2, 3 when limiting to spatial components.
These are lowered and raised by the spacetime metric gµν and its inverse g µν . The tetrad is denoted as eAµ and
considered as the “square root” of the metric, i.e., gµν = ηAB eAµ eBν . The equation Γ̂µρσ = eAµ (∂ρ eAσ + ω ABρ eBσ )
relates the affine connection Γ̂µρσ and the spin connection ω ABµ . Furthermore, we have the Levi-Civita connection
from the metric, Γµρσ = (1/2)g µν (∂ρ gσν + ∂σ gρν − ∂ν gρσ ) and its associated covariant derivative operator ∇ = ∂ + Γ.
√
The Levi-Civita tensor εµνρσ = (1/ −g)ǫµνρσ is related with a totally antisymmetric symbol ǫµνρσ which satisfies
ǫ0ijk = 1. This will be used to define the dual tensors.
GR equivalent TG theory is formulated in a flat spacetime with metricity, so both the curvature two form and the
ˆ ρ g µν = 0.
non-metricity tensor vanish, i.e., R̂ABµν = ∂µ ω ABν − ∂ν ω ABµ + ω ACµ ω CBν − ω ACν ω CBµ = 0 and Qρµν = ∇
These teleparallel constraints dictate that the spin connection should have the following properties,
ω ABµ = Λ−1

A

C

∂µ ΛCB , and ωABµ = −ωBAµ ,

(1)

where ΛAB represents the element of an arbitrary Lorentz transformation matrix which is position dependent and
satisfies the relation ηAB ΛAC ΛBD = ηCD at any spacetime point. In TG theory, the gravity is attributed to the
spacetime torsion instead of the curvature. The torsion two form generally depends on both the tetrad and the spin
connection,
T Aµν = 2(∂[µ eAν] + ω AB[µ eBν] ) ,

(2)

where the subscript brackets represent the anti-symmetrization, so that the torsion tensor in spacetime is T ρµν =
eAρ T Aµν = 2Γ̂ρ[µν] . With these building blocks, the action of TG theory is written as
Sg =

1
2

Z

d4 x kekT ≡

Z



1
1
1
d4 x kek − Tµ T µ + Tαβµ T αβµ + Tαβµ T βαµ ,
2
8
4

(3)

√
where kek = −g is the determinant of the tetrad, T is the torsion scalar, and Tµ = T αµα is the torsion vector.
This action is invariant under diffeomorphism and local Lorentz transformation. Furthermore, it is identical to the
Einstein-Hilbert action up to a surface term,
Z
√
1
Sg = d4 x −g[− R(e) − ∇µ T µ ] ,
(4)
2
where the curvature scalar R(e) is defined by the Levi-Civita connection and considered as being fully constructed from
the metric, and in turn from the tetrad. The surface term does not affect the equation of motion and so TG theory
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can considered as a pure tetrad theory. The spin connection only contributes to the surface term, so it represents
pure gauge in the TG action (3), and in practice we may fix a spin connection (as long as it satisfies the constraint
of Eq. (1)) and this imposes no effect on the equation of motion. The simplest choice is fixing to the Weitzenböck
connection, ω ABν = 0, which was frequently adopted in the literature. With the Weitzenböck connection, the torsion
two form is simply expressed as
T Aµν = ∂µ eAν − ∂ν eAµ .

(5)

It deserves pointing out that in TG theory fixing a spin connection does not break the local Lorentz symmetry. One
can prove that, after taking the Weitzenböck connection, the action (3) is unchanged up to a surface term under the
local Lorentz transformation, eAµ → ΛAB (x)eBµ .
The Weitzenböck connection has been continually used in many generalized or modified TG theories, such as the
f (T) models [10] where the torsion scalar in the action (3) is replaced by its arbitrary function. In Ref. [1] we have
also adopted the Weitzenböck connection in our PV gravity model which modifies TG theory by adding a Nieh-Yan
term in the action (3),
Z
√
c
(6)
SN Y =
d4 x −g θ TAµν Te Aµν ,
4

where c is the coupling constant and Te Aµν = (1/2)εµνρσ T Aρσ is the dual of the torsion two form. We also took into
account the kinetic and potential terms of the scalar field and the action of other matter Sm which coupled minimally
through the metric (or the tetrad). The full action in its equivalent form is


Z
√
R(e) c
1
S = d4 x −g −
+ θ TAµν Te Aµν + ∇µ θ∇µ θ − V (θ) + Sm .
(7)
2
4
2

Taking the Weitzenböck connection, as we have done in Ref. [1], the torsion two form T Aµν is given by Eq. (5) and
this gravity model is still a pure tetrad one. The corresponding equations of motion of this model and its applications
to the spatially flat FRW background universe and the cosmological perturbations around it are presented in detail
in Ref. [1]. Here we only outline its main results: (1) the background evolution is the same as in GR; (2) GWs
present the velocity birefringence phenomenon, this is the direct effect of parity violation; (3) the scalar field θ(x) is
surprisingly not counted as an independent dynamical degree of freedom at the linear perturbation level.
We should point out here that the PV term (6) under the Weitzenböck condition breaks the local Lorentz symmetry
explicitly. Same to many f (T) models, when using the Weitzenböck connection, the PV gravity model (7) is a pure
tetrad theory, which generally does not have local Lorentz symmetry. This is because the change in the tetrad induced
by a local Lorentz transformation cannot be compensated by the change of the spin connection which is absent in the
pure tetrad theory. The only exception is the TG theory, in which, as mentioned above, the change of the tetrad just
brings a surface term into the action. Even though the explicit local Lorentz symmetry violation dose not contradict
with current experiments, it will make the conclusion less convincible because in practice the physical consequences
obtained seem to rely on some special choices of local frames. For example, when apply the model to cosmology, we
should first assume some forms for the tetrad components, however, these forms are not uniquely determined by the
metric as seen from the relation gµν = ηAB eAµ eBν . In another word, various (in fact infinite) choices of the tetrad
forms will lead to the same metric. Before the calculation, we must make one specific choice on the tetrad forms, this
amounts to picking a special local frame out. Due to the lack of local Lorentz symmetry, choices of different local
frames which are related by local Lorentz transformations are not equivalent operations any more. Hence one may
doubt that the results from the calculations will depend on the specific choice on the local frame.
To avoid this problem, in this paper we give up the Weitzenböck condition in our model. In fact we will not impose
any other constraint than Eq. (1) on the spin connection, this means we will restore the local Lorentz symmetry
for our model (7) by supplementing the eligible spin connections to the torsion so that it has the full expression (2).
Further in next sections, we will apply this new version of the model to cosmology in which the background universe
has the general FRW spacetime, not just the spatially flat one. We want to see whether the conclusions drawn in Ref.
[1] are robust and want to know what will happen for the cases which haven’t been studied in Ref. [1].
Now the torsion two form depends on the tetrad as well as the spin connection, so does the action (7), which is a
scalar in the spacetime as well as in the local internal space. Since the spin connection is constrained to be in the
form of Eq. (1), we will use the Lorentz matrix element ΛAB to replace the spin connection ω ABµ as the fundamental
variable in applying the action principle. So during the variation of the action, ΛAB and the tetrad eAµ would be varied
independently. Furthermore, one can see that only the first order derivatives of the fundamental variables appeared
in the action, it is expected that this model is free from the ghost instability caused by higher order derivatives.
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The model has two kinds of gauge symmetries: the diffeomorphism invariance and the local Lorentz invariance, the
latter transformation makes the following change:
eAµ → (L−1 )AB eBµ , ΛAB → ΛAC LCB ,

(8)

where LAB (x) is also the element of Lorentz matrix. We would like to use different notations to distinguish two kinds
of Lorentz matrices, ΛAB (x) is used to express the spin connection as in Eq. (1), but LAB (x) represents the local
transformation which makes a shift from one local frame to another. It’s easy to prove that the metric gµν and torsion
tensor T ρµν are invariant under the local Lorentz transformation (8), so is the action (7).
The equations of motion follow from the variation of the action (7) with respect to eAµ and ΛAB separately:
Gµν + N µν = T µν + Tθµν ,

(9)

[µν]

N
= 0,
(10)
√
where Gµν is the Einstein tensor, T µν = −(2/ −g)(δSm /δgµν ) and Tθµν = [V (θ) − ∇α θ∇α θ/2]g µν + ∇µ θ∇ν θ are
the energy-momentum tensors for the matter and the scalar field θ respectively, and N µν = c eAν ∂ρ θ Te Aµρ . These
equations with same forms had also been obtained in Ref. [1], but there are two differences needed to be pointed
out. First, in Ref. [1] the torsion T Aµν contained in the tensor N µν was only determined by the tetrad, as expressed
in Eq. (5), but here it depends on both of them and has the full expression (2); Secondly, in Ref. [1] the second
equation (10) was not obtained from the action principle but deduced from the first equation (9) that requires all the
tensors appeared in it should be symmetric under the permutation of indices µ and ν, but here it is obtained from
the variation of the action with respect to ΛAB , and it is certainly consistent with Eq. (9).
From another viewpoint, the consistency showed that the equation of motion (10) from the variation of ΛAB is not
independent of Eq. (9), it is just the antisymmetric part of the latter. This subtlety can be explained as follows. First,
the local Lorentz transformation (8) can make ΛAB to go through all possible values, because all Lorentz matrices
form a group. In consequence, no matter what change ΛAB undergoes, it can change back through a local Lorentz
transformation. That is to say, for a local Lorentz invariant quantity F = F (e, Λ), any change in F caused only by a
change in ΛAB can be equivalent to a change in F caused only by a change in eAµ . This is pictured as
(8 )
F (e, Λ + δΛ) = F (e + δe, Λ) for ∀δΛ .

But its inverse statement does not hold, because the local Lorentz transformation cannot make eAµ to go through all
possible values. The action S of our model is invariant under the local Lorentz transformation (8), therefore any δS
caused by δΛAB can always be equal to that due to δeAµ . It means that from the viewpoint of variational principle,
requiring S to take the extremum under δeAµ already includes the case where S takes the extremum under δΛAB .
Hence, the equations obtained for the variations of eAµ already contains the equations obtained for the variation of
ΛAB . The statement above is also applicable to the f (T) theory that restores the local Lorentz symmetry by the same
method [11].
Compared with GR, the model has 16+6 basic variables of gravity, while GR has only 10. At the same time, the
model has 6 more constraint equations and 6 local Lorentz gauge symmetries. Since both theories are diffeomorphism
invariant, it can be expected that our model will have as many physical dynamical degrees of freedom as GR.
In addition, the Bianchi identity ∇µ Gµν = 0 and the covariant conservation law, ∇µ T µν = 0, demand that
∇µ N µν = ∇µ Tθµν . This brings no further constraint, in stead it is consistent with the Klein-Gordon equation
c
✷θ + Vθ − TAµν Te Aµν = 0 ,
4

(11)

which is obtained from the variation of the action (7) with respect to the scalar field θ. Here and in the following we
will use Vθ to denote the first derivative of the potential to the scalar field.
Finally, we briefly explain why we introduce the kinetic and potential terms of the scalar field θ into the action.
Without them, the dynamics and the energy momentum tensor of θ will be absent, it can be seen from (9) that the
Bianchi identities and conservation of energy momentum tensor of matter impose an additional constraint ∇µ N µν = 0.
This extra constraint together with the constraint (10) put too strong restrictions on the space of solutions, which
makes some common solutions in GR non-existent. This is similar to the case of non-dynamical CS gravity [2, 3].
Later in this paper we will see that if the dynamics of θ are not turned on, there will be no real closed FRW solution.
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III.

COSMOLOGY BACKGROUND SOLUTION

Now we apply the new version of our model with full local Lorentz covariance to cosmology. In this section, we
only consider the background evolutions and leave the discussions on the cosmological perturbations to next sections.
In Ref. [1], we only considered the spatially flat FRW background, and assumed that the tetrad was diagonal in
form. Here we will discuss the more general FRW background, the metric has the following well-known form in
spherical coordinate system:


dr2
2
µ
ν
2
2
2
ds = gµν dx dx = a(η) dη −
,
(12)
− r dΩ
1 − Kr2
where a(η) is the scale factor of the universe, η is the conformal time and dΩ2 = dϕ2 + (sin ϕ)2 dφ2 is the metric on
the unit sphere. We have used ϕ and φ to represent the polar angle and azimuth angle respectively. The subspace
of η = constant is homogeneous and isotropic, so there are 6 Killing vector fields ξ̂ in total. When applying our
model to this spacetime, the metric and connection are independent variables, so the affine connection should also be
homogeneous and isotropic:
Lξ̂ Γ̂ρµν = 0 ,

(13)

where Lξ̂ is the Lie derivative along the Killing vector field ξ̂. As mentioned before, the affine connection relates to

the spin connection via the equation Γ̂ρµν = eAρ ∂µ eAν + eAρ eBν ω ABµ . Although Γ̂ρµν is coordinate dependent, the Lie
derivative of Γ̂ρµν does not depend on the coordinate. Hence the condition (13) is unambiguous. There is a benefit to
requesting this condition (13): For any tensor T constructed from the metric, torsion and their covariant derivatives
associated with the Levi-Civita connection or the affine connection, it always has the properties of homogeneity and
isotropy, i.e., Lξ̂ T = 0.
The general solutions to equations (12) and (13) have been discussed in Ref. [12, 13] within the framework of TG.
Below we briefly introduce the solution and its application to our model. In this paper, we only consider the case
where both eAµ and ΛAB are real numbers.
A.

Spatially Flat FRW Universe

In the case of spatially flat FRW universe, K = 0, one of the solutions is

eAµ


1
0
0
0
 0 sin ϕ cos φ r cos ϕ cos φ −r sin ϕ sin φ 
,
= a(η) 
0 sin ϕ sin φ r cos ϕ sin φ r sin ϕ cos φ 
0
cos ϕ
−r sin ϕ
0


Λ = Λ̊ .

(14)

Where Λ̊ is a global Lorentz matrix, which does not depend on spacetime. But no matter which global Lorentz matrix
is taken, it will not affect any result discussed below. So the specific expression of Λ̊ does not matter and it is not
necessary to write its concrete form out explicitly.
All other solutions differ from the solution (14) only by a local Lorentz transformation (8). The local Lorentz
symmetry is a gauge symmetry in our model. So physically, solution (14) is the only solution when K = 0. It can be
verified that solution (14) satisfies the constraint equation (10). Putting solution (14) into equations (9) and (11), we
can get
3H2 = a2 (ρθ + ρ) , 2H′ + H2 = −a2 (pθ + p) , θ′′ + 2Hθ′ + a2 Vθ = 0

(15)

where prime represents
the derivative with
respect to the conformal time, H = a′ /a is the conformal Hubble rate,


′2
2
′2
2
ρθ = θ / 2a + V and pθ = θ / 2a − V are the energy density and pressure of the θ field, and ρ and p denote
the energy density and pressure of other matter. All of them only depend on time. The background equations are
exactly the same as in GR. This means the PV term has no effect on the flat FRW background. This result is the
same as that of Ref. [1].
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B.

Closed FRW Universe

In the case of closed FRW universe, K > 0, one of the solutions is

eAµ


1
0
0
0
 0 sin ϕ cos φ/R r (R cos ϕ cos φ + Kr sin φ) r sin ϕ (Kr cos ϕ cos φ − R sin φ) 
,
= a(η) 
0 sin ϕ sin φ/R r (R cos ϕ sin φ − Kr cos φ) r sin ϕ (R cos φ + Kr cos ϕ sin φ) 
2
2
0
cos ϕ/R
−rR sin ϕ
−Kr (sin ϕ)


Λ = Λ̊ .

(16)

√
Here R = 1 − Kr2 and the real parameter K satisfies K2 = K. One can see that when K → 0, the solution (16)
returns to (14). All other solutions differ from solution (16) only by a local Lorentz transformation (8). So physically
Eq. (16) is the only solution when K > 0. It can be verified that this solution (16) satisfies the constraint equation
(10). Substitute this solution into the equations (9) and (11), one obtains the background equations,
3(H2 + K2 ) = a2 (ρθ + ρ) , 2H′ + H2 + K2 − 2cKθ′ = −a2 (pθ + p) , θ′′ + 2Hθ′ + a2 Vθ − 6cKH = 0 .

(17)

These modified corresponding equations in GR and showed the effects of the PV term on the closed FRW background.
Now, we can see that if the scalar θ is not a dynamical field, its kinetic and potential terms are absent in the action
at the beginning, an additional constraint ∇µ N µν = 0 emerged, but this is violated by the solution (16). So if θ(x)
is not a dynamical field, we are not able to have a closed FRW solution in our model.
C.

Open FRW Universe

In the case of open FRW universe, K < 0, one of the solutions is

eAµ


R
Kr
0
0
 Kr sin ϕ cos φ R sin ϕ cos φ cos ϕ cos φ − sin φ 
Λ = Λ̊ · 
Kr sin ϕ sin φ R sin ϕ sin φ cos ϕ sin φ cos φ 
Kr cos ϕ
R cos ϕ
− sin ϕ
0


1 0 0
0
0 
 0 1/R 0
,
= a(η) 
0 0 r
0 
0 0 0 r sin ϕ





(18)

√
Here R = 1 − Kr2 and the real parameter K satisfies K2 = −K. It can be proved that when K → 0, the solution
(18) also returns to (14) through a local Lorentz transformation (8). All the other solutions differ from solution (18)
merely by local Lorentz transformations (8). So physically Eq. (18) is the only solution when K < 0. It can be
verified that this solution (18) satisfies the constraint equation (10). Substitute it into the equations (9) and (11),
one obtains the background equations,
3(H2 − K2 ) = a2 (ρθ + ρ) , 2H′ + H2 − K2 = −a2 (pθ + p) , θ′′ + 2Hθ′ + a2 Vθ = 0 .

(19)

These equations are the same as those in GR, so the PV term has no effect on the open FRW background.
By the way, we can indeed do a local Lorentz transformation on the solution (18) to make Λ = Λ̊, just like the cases
of K = 0 and K > 0. But this will make e0i 6= 0 , ea0 6= 0 and make it inconvenient to perform decomposition of
the tetrad perturbation which will be discussed in the next section. So we use solution (18) instead of the equivalent
solution satisfying Λ = Λ̊.
D.

Additional Comments

This subsection is mainly prepared for the following section and for declaring for some conventions. The FRW
metric can always be expressed as
ds2 = a2 (dη 2 − γij dxi dxj ) ,

(20)

where γij can be regarded as the metric of three-dimensional hypersurface, and its inverse is denoted as γ ij . The
corresponding spatial covariant derivative will be denoted by Di . From (14), (16) and (18), we can see that eAµ can
always be expressed as
e00 = a , e0i = 0 , ea0 = 0 , eai = aγ ai ,

(21)
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where γ ai can be regarded as the spatial tetrad on three-dimensional the hypersurface (sometimes it is called dreibein).
Its dual tetrad is denoted as γai . From gµν = ηAB eAµ eBν , we have γij = δab γ ai γ bj and therefore γ ij = δ ab γai γb j . We
also denote εijk as spatial volume element compatible with the spatial metric γij .
In the rest of this paper, the spatial coordinate indices “i, j, ...” of variables will be raised and lowered by γ ij and γij ,
the spatial internal indices “a, b, ...” will be raised and lowered by δ ab and δab . For example, γ ai = γ aj γ ji = δ ab γb i .
And all the transformations between these two kinds of indices will be performed by γ ai and γai . For example,
ω ijk = γai γ bj ω abk .
Here, we would like to stress again the advantage of the model with full local Lorentz covariance. As mentioned
before, given a metric the form for the tetrad is not uniquely determined. For FRW universe, we have infinite choices
on the tetrad forms, all of them lead to the same metric (12). We just mentioned that we can always take the simple
form of Eq. (21) for the tetrad. This is because, if it is not so at the beginning, we can always get the form of Eq.
(21) through a local Lorentz transformation, since it is the gauge symmetry of the model. Due to this advantage, we
can also safely take simple ansatz for the perturbed tetrad components, this is what we will do in next sections.
IV.

PERTURBATIONS AND GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONS

With the FRW background solutions obtained in previous section, we are ready to study the linear cosmological perturbations around the FRW background. In this section we will focus on the scalar-vector-tensor (SVT) decomposition
and the gauge transformations of the cosmological perturbations.
A.

Perturbations and SVT Decomposition

The tetrad perturbations in cosmology have been studied extensively in the literature, such as [14–16]. And there
are also some discussions on the cosmological perturbations of the spin connection around the spatially flat FRW
background, e.g., [17]. Here we briefly introduce how to do the SVT decomposition of perturbations to the tetrad
and Lorentz matrices, taking the general FRW universe as the background.
A spatial covariant vector Vi can always be decomposed into
Vi = Di V + ViV .

(22)
i

ViV

The superscript V represents that it satisfies the transverse condition D
= 0. Because a spatial covariant antisymmetric tensor field Aij can always be Hodge-dual to a covariant vector Vi = (1/2)εijk Ajk , a spatial covariant
antisymmetric tensor Aij can be decomposed into
Aij = εijk (Dk V + VkV ) .

(23)

A symmetric spatial tensor Sij can always be decomposed as
T
V
+ Sij
,
Sij = Ŝγij + Di Dj S + D(i Sj)

(24)

where the subscript parentheses denotes the symmetrization, and the superscript T means traceless and transverse.
Finally, we know that any second-rank tensor Tij can always be expressed as the sum of a symmetric tensor Sij and
an antisymmetric tensor Aij , so it can be decomposed as
T
Tij = Sij + Aij = Ŝγij + Di Dj S + Di SjV + εijk (Di V + ViV ) + Sij
.

(25)

Note that in the last expression, we have absorbed the antisymmetric part of Di SjV into V and ViV in terms of the
V
method of Hodge duality: D[i Sj]
= εijk (Dk U + UkV ).
1.

Tetrad Perturbations

Note that e00 can be regarded as spatial scalar field, e0i and γij γaj ea0 can be regarded as spatial covariant vector
fields, and γjk γak eai can be regarded as spatial covariant second-rank tensor field. Hence, all the tetrad components
can be written as
e00 = a(1 + A) , e0i = a(Di β + β Vi ) , ea0 = aγ ai (Di χ + χvi ) ,


1 T
V
k
V
a
aj
(1 − ψ)γij + Di Dj α + Di αj − εij (Dk λ + λk ) + hij ,
e i = aγ
2

(26)
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so that the perturbed metric components have the following standard forms:
g00 = a2 (1 + 2A) , g0i = −a2 (Di B + BiV ) ,


gij = −a2 (1 − 2ψ)γij + 2Di Dj α + Di αVj + Dj αVi + hTij ,

(27)

where B = χ − β and BiV = χVi − βiV . Besides the familiar scalar perturbations (A, χ − β, ψ, α), vector perturbations
(χVi − βiV , αVi ), and tensor perturbation (hTij ) in the metric, the parametrization of tetrad brings 6 extra variables
which are scalar perturbation λ, χ + β and vector perturbation λVi , χVi + βiV .
Again, we have assumed the forms in Eq. (26) for the tetrad components in the perturbed universe. This ansatz
leads to the metric (27). But the tetrad can have other forms leading to the same metric (27). We do not need to
worry about the special status of the tetrad we have chosen in Eq. (26). Because the model has the local Lorentz
symmetry, if at the beginning we have a tetrad different from that in Eq. (26), we can always shift it to the one in
Eq. (26) by a local Lorentz transformation.
2.

Perturbations to Lorentz Matrix Elements

In the following we denote the unperturbed Lorentz matrix element as Λ̄AB , and the perturbed one as ΛAB . Since the
Lorentz matrices form a group, (Λ̄−1 )AC ΛCB is also a Lorentz matrix element. Thus (Λ̄−1 )AC ΛCB can be exponentialized
as exp(ǫ)AB , where ǫAB = ηAC ǫCB is an antisymmetric matrix and has six independent components. At the linear
perturbation level, the difference between Λ̄AB and ΛAB is very small, so ǫAB is a small quantity. Thus the perturbed
Lorentz matrix can be parameterized as
Λ = Λ̄ exp(ǫ) .

(28)

Note that γ ai ǫ0a can be regarded as a spatial covariant vector, and γai γ bj ǫab can be regarded as an antisymmetric
spatial covariant tensor, ǫ can be decomposed as
ǫ0a = γai (Di κ + κVi ) , ǫab = γ ai γb j εijk (Dk τ + τkV ) .

(29)

According to this method, the total six independent perturbative degrees of freedom of the local Lorentz matrices can
be decomposed into two scalar components κ, τ and four vector components κVi , τiV . There is no tensor component
appeared in this decomposition.
B.

Gauge Transformations

In this subsection, we discuss how the above preturbative variables change under the infinitesimal gauge transformations. Our model has two kinds of gauge symmetries: diffeomorphism invariance and local Lorentz symmetry.
1.

Infinitesimal Diffeomorphism

The diffeomorphism induced by the infinitesimal vector field ξ µ leads following changes for the tetrad and local
Lorentz matrxi: δeAµ = −Lξ eAµ and δΛAB = −Lξ ΛAB . The vector field ξ µ can be further decomposed into two scalar
degrees of freedom ξ 0 , ξ and two vector degrees of freedom ξiV , where ξ µ = (ξ 0 , ξ i ), ξi = γij ξ j = Di ξ + ξiV . For
convenience, we also define ξ˜i = (1/2)εikl γak γ bl ω abj ξ j , and decompose it into ξ̃i = Di ξ̃ + ξ˜iV . Through calculations, it
is not difficult to obtain the transformation laws of the perturbations under the infinitesimal diffeomorphism:
′

A → A − ξ 0 − H0 , ψ → ψ + Hξ 0 , β → β − ξ 0 , χ → χ − ξ ′ ,
′

α → α − ξ , βiV → βiV , χVi → χVi − ξiV , αVi → αVi − ξiV , hTij → hTij ,

 V

τ
(K
κ
(K ≥ 0)
κi
(K ≥ 0)
κ→
, κVi →
,
τ
→
κ − Kξ (K < 0)
κVi − KξiV (K < 0)
τ − ξ̃ (K
 V

 V
λ − Kξ (K ≥ 0)
τi
(K ≥ 0)
λi − KξiV
V
τiV →
,
λ
→
,
λ
→
i
V
V
˜
λ + ξ (K < 0)
τi − ξ̃i (K < 0)
λVi + ξ˜iV

≥ 0)
,
< 0)
(K ≥ 0)
.
(K < 0)

(30)

By the way, the scalar field θ can be decomposed into θ(η, ~x) = θ(η) + δθ(η, ~x), its fluctuation is not diffeomorphism
invariant, i.e., δθ → δθ − θ′ ξ 0 .
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2.

Infinitesimal Local Lorentz Transformation

The infinitesimal Lorentz transformation (8) can be expressed as LAB = δ AB + δLAB , and it is easy to see that
δLAB = ηAC δLCB = −δLBA is antisymmetric. Similar to the previous analyses, δLAB can be decomposed as
δL0a = γai (Di ℓ + ℓVi ) , δLab = γ ai γb j εijk (Di l + liV ) .

(31)

The transformation laws of the perturbations under the infinitesimal local Lorentz transformation can be obtained in
terms of Eq. (8):
A → A , β → β − ℓ , χ → χ − ℓ , λ → λ − l , ψ → ψ , α → α , κ → κ + ℓ , τ → τ + l , hTij → hTij ,

βiV → βiV − ℓVi , χVi → χVi − ℓVi , λVi → λVi − liV , αVi → αVi , κVi → κVi + ℓVi , τiV → τiV + liV .

(32)

One can see that all perturbations which enter the metric, such as A, ψ, B = χ − β, α, BiV = χVi − βiV , αVi , hTij , are
local Lorentz invariant.
3.

A Special Gauge

In this subsection, we consider a specific gauge which will be fixed in the next section to simplify the calculations.
Firstly, from (30), we can always choose ξ and ξiV to make α = 0, αVi = 0. Secondly, from (32), we choose ℓ, l, ℓVi
and liV to make κ = 0, τ = 0, κVi = 0, τiV = 0. In this process, the conditions α = 0, αVi = 0 do not change. Finally
we adjust ξ 0 to make δθ = 0. In this process, the conditions α = 0, αVi = 0, κ = 0, τ = 0, κVi = 0, τiV = 0 do not
change. Therefore, we can always go to the gauge: δθ = 0, α = 0, αVi = 0, κ = 0, τ = 0, κVi = 0, τiV = 0. In next
section, we will do calculations under this gauge.
V.

QUADRATIC ACTIONS FOR SCALAR AND TENSOR PERTURBATIONS

When applying our PV gravity model to the early universe, such as the inflationary epoch, we should attach
much importance to the quantum origins of primordial perturbations. For this purpose, one need to quanitze the
cosmological perturbations, and during which the quadratic actions of perturbations are indispensable. In this section,
we will discuss the quadratic actions for perturbations in our model. For convenience, we ignore other mater, so that
Sm = 0.
The direct calculations show that in the quadratic action, scalar perturbations, vector perturbations and tensor
perturbations are decoupled. The vector perturbations are not dynamical degrees of freedom, this is the same with
the case in GR. Therefore we will neglect vector perturbations in the rest of this paper and only discuss the quadratic
actions of scalar and tensor perturbations.
In the following calculations, we will take the gauge δθ = 0, α = 0, κ = 0, τ = 0. We also introduce the gauge
invariant variable ζ = −(ψ + Hδθ/θ′ ) which is the curvature perturbation of the hypersurfaces with constant θ field.
Then, we can choose A, ζ, B, β, λ and hTij as independent variables. Under this gauge condition, the dynamics of the
scalar field at the linear level are totally shifted to the gauge invariant quantity ζ.
A.

Quadratic Action For Scalar Perturbations
1.

Flat FRW

In the flat FRW case, the quadratic action for scalar perturbations is
Z
n
o
2
S (2) = − d4 x a2 γ 3ζ ′ − 6Hζ ′ A + (2A + ζ)D2 ζ + a2 V A2 + 2(HA − ζ ′ )D2 B + 2cθ′ ζD2 λ ,
where D2 = γ ij Di Dj and γ = det(γ ai ) =
the following constraints:

(33)

p
det(γij ). One can see that none of λ, B and A is dynamical, they induce

ζ=0,
ζ ′ − HA = 0 ,
−3Hζ ′ + D2 ζ + a2 V A + HD2 B = 0 . .

(34)
(35)
(36)
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Compared with GR, there is one more constraint (34) here. Substituting these constraints back into the action (33),
we get S (2) = 0. Hence there is no scalar dynamical degree of freedom at the linear perturbation level, this is the
same with the result of Ref. [1]. This result does not depend on the gauge, because ζ is gauge invariant.
2.

Closed FRW

In the closed FRW background, the quadratic action for scalar perturbations is
Z
n
2
S (2) = −
d4 x a2 γ 3ζ ′ − 6Hζ ′ A + (2A + ζ)D2 ζ + (a2 V − 3K2 )A2 + 3(K2 − 3cKθ′ )ζ 2
o
+ 6K2 Aζ + 2(HA − ζ ′ )D2 B − K2 BD2 B + cθ′ (2ζ + Kλ)D2 λ − cKθ′ βD2 β .

(37)

One can see that β, λ, A and B are all non-dynamical fields. All these non-dynamical fields induce the following
constraints:
β=0,
ζ + Kλ = 0 ,
ζ ′ − HA + K2 B = 0 ,
−3Hζ ′ + D2 ζ + 3K2 ζ + (a2 V − 3K2 )A + HD2 B = 0 . .

(38)
(39)
(40)
(41)

Compared with GR, there are two more constraints (38) and (39) here. These two constraints are used to solve β
and λ respectively. And the constraints (40) and (41) can be used to solve A and B. So it can be expected that there
will be one scalar dynamical degree of freedom ζ in the end. But it is worth noting that when K = 0, that is, the
constraint (39) will become ζ = 0. This returns to the case of K = 0 in the previous subsection.
In closed FRW universe, the spatial line element can be expressed as dŝ2 = γij dxi dxj = (1/K)[dχ2 + sin2 χ(dϕ2 +
sin2 ϕ dφ2 )]. Then, the hyperspherical harmonics Snlm (~x) (for more details, see [18, 19]) can be expressed as
3

Snlm (~x) = K 4 sinl χ

dl+1 (cos nχ)
Ylm (ϕ, φ) ,
d(cos χ)l+1

(42)

where Ylm (ϕ, φ) is the spherical harmonic, n is a positive integer, l is an integer satisfying 0 ≤ l ≤ (n − 1) and m is
an integer satisfying |m| ≤ l. These hyperspherical harmonics Snlm (~x) constitute a complete and orthogonal set for
the expression of a scalar field on three-sphere. These hyperspherical harmonics satisfy the following properties:
D2 Snlm (~x) = −K(n2 − 1)Snlm (~x) ,
Z

(43)

d3 x γ Snlm (~x)Sn∗′ l′ m′ (~x) = δnn′ δll′ δmm′ .

(44)

In order to solve the constraints and finally obtain the quadratic action after the constraints are released, we use
hyperspherical harmonics Snlm (~x) to expand the perturbation variables.
ζ(η, ~x) =

∞ n−1
l
X
X X

ζnlm (η)Snlm (~x) .

(45)

n≥2 l=0 m=−l

Note that the sum starts at n = 2 since the n = 1 mode is homogeneous and thus a part of the background. Then
apply the same expansions to the perturbation variables A and B which represent constraints, and substitute these
constraints back into the action (37), we get the final form of the quadratic action for scalar perturbations:
S (2) =

Z
∞ n−1
l
X
X X

n≥2 l=0 m=−l

where




θ′2
a2 θ′2

2

1−
z =



H2
Fn

dη z 2



1 ′ 2 1 2
|ζ
| − ω |ζnlm |2
2 nlm
2



,






 cK
4K2
4K2  2

2
2
2
′2
2
′2
2
2

1+
.
a Vn − (n − 1)θ + ′ 2(n − 4)H − 12K + θ
ω =k +
3Fn
θ
Fn

(46)

(47)
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In above expression, k 2 = (n2 − 1)K2 , Vn = (n2 − 4)(V + 3HVθ /θ′ ) and Fn = 2(n2 − 4)H2 + θ′2 . This quadratic
action shows clearly that there is one dynamical scalar degree of freedom. It comes from the dynamical scalar field
θ(x). We introduced its dynamics at the beginning. So the loss of scalar dynamical degree of freedom is only a special
phenomenon in the case of flat FRW background. Finally, Fn ≥ θ′2 , so z 2 ≥ 0, thereby avoids the ghost instability.
3.

Open FRW

In the case of open FRW background, the quadratic action for scalar perturbations is
Z
n
2
S (2) = −
d4 x a2 γ 3ζ ′ − 6Hζ ′ A + (2A + ζ)D2 ζ + (a2 V + 3K2 )A2 − 3K2 ζ 2
o
− 6K2 Aζ + 2(HA − ζ ′ )D2 B + K2 BD2 B + 2cθ′ (ζ − Kβ)D2 λ .

(48)

This action (48) has a very different form compared with the one (37) for closed universe. This is because the
corresponding background solutions (16) and (18) have much different forms. It can be seen that β, λ, A and B are
all non-dynamical fields. All these non-dynamical fields induce the following constraints:
λ=0,
ζ − Kβ = 0 ,
ζ ′ − HA − K2 B = 0 ,
−3Hζ ′ + D2 ζ − 3K2 ζ + (a2 V + 3K2 )A + HD2 B = 0 .

(49)
(50)
(51)
(52)

Similarly, in comparison with GR, there are two more constraints (49) and (50) here. These two constraints can be
used to solve β and λ respectively. And the constraints (40) and (41) can be used to solve A and B. Again, when
K = 0, the constraint (39) will become ζ = 0 and this returns to the case of flat universe.
In the open FRW universe, the spatial line element can be expressed as dŝ2 = γij dxi dxj = (1/K)[dχ2 +sinh2 χ(dϕ2 +
sin2 ϕ dφ2 )]. Then, the D2 eigenfunctions Znlm (~x) (for more details, see [20]) can be expressed as
3

Znlm (~x) = K 4

Γ(in + l + 1)
−l− 1
−1
(sinh χ) 2 Pin− 12 (cosh χ) Ylm (ϕ, φ) ,
2
Γ(in)

(53)

where Γ(x) is the gamma function, Pβα (x) is the associated Legendre function of the first kind and n is a positive
real number. These functions Znlm (~x) constitute a complete and orthogonal set for the expression of a scalar field on
three-dimensional hyperboloid. These functions Znlm (~x) satisfy the following properties:
Z

D2 Znlm (~x) = −|K|(n2 + 1)Znlm ,

∗
d3 x γ Znlm (~x)Znlm
(~x) = δ(n − n′ )δll′ δmm′ .

(54)
(55)

In order to solve the constraints and finally obtain the quadratic action after the constraints are released, we use
the D2 eigenfunctions Znlm (~x) to expand the perturbation, i.e.,
∞ X
l Z ∞
X
dn ζnlm (η)Znlm (~x) ,
(56)
ζ(η, ~x) =
l=0 m=l

0

and make similar expansions for the perturbation variables A and B which represent constraints. Then substitute
these constraints back into the action (48), we get the final form of the quadratic action for scalar perturbations:


Z
Z ∞
∞ X
l
X
1 ′ 2 1 2
dn dη z 2
S (2) =
(57)
|ζnlm | − ω |ζnlm |2 ,
2
2
0
l=0 m=−l

where
a2 θ′2
z =
H2
2




θ′2
4K2  2
1+
, ω2 = k2 +
(n + 1)θ′2 − a2 Vn ,
Fn
3Fn

(58)

and k 2 = (n2 + 1)K2 , Vn = (n2 + 4)(V + 3HVθ /θ′ ) and Fn = 2[3K2 + (n2 + 1)H2 + a2 V ]. This quadratic action
also shows clearly that there is one dynamical scalar degree of freedom. Finally, for the case of V (θ) ≥ 0 as in most
inflationary models, we always have Fn > 0, and thus z 2 > 0, thereby the quadratic action avoid the ghost instability.
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B.

Quadratic Actions For Tensor Perturbations
1.

Flat FRW
~

R
ik·~
x
In the flat FRW case, we can use the circular polarization bases êL
to expand tensor
ij , êij and plane wave e
perturbation
X Z
d3 k
~ ikj xj .
hTij (t, ~x) =
hA (t, ~k)êA
(59)
ij (k)e
3/2
(2π)
A=L,R
A
The bases satisfy the relation: nl εlik êA
n is the unit vector of ~k. The
jk = iλA êij , here A = L, R and λL = −1, λR = 1, ~
final form of the quadratic action for tensor perturbation is
i
X Z

a2 h A∗′ A′
h h − k 2 + cθ′ λA k hA∗ hA .
(60)
S=
dηd3 k
4
A=L,R

The quadratic action (60) is exactly the same as the one obtained in Ref. [1]. This is because the tensor perturbations
only come from the tetrad, they have no origin from the spin connection or the local Lorentz matrices. This action
shows clearly that there is no ghost instability, contrary to the CS gravity. And it can be seen that the modified
2
dispersion relation ωA
= k 2 + λA cθ′ k = k 2 (1 + λA cθ′ /k) ≡ k 2 (1 + µA ) is helicity dependent. In terms of the notation
of Ref. [7], the deviation from the standard dispersion relation is characterized by the parameter µA . Consider small
coupling and slow evolution of θ, one can find that GWs with different helicities will have different phase velocities

vpA = ωA /k ≃ 1 + λA cθ′ /(2k) and same group velocity vg = dωA /dk ≃ 1 + c2 θ′2 / 8k 2 up to the order O c2 . This
is the so-called velocity birefringence phenomenon of GWs, which is a direct reflection of the parity violation in this
model. The velocity birefringence here is very similar to the cosmic birefringence induced by electromagnetic ChernSimons coupling [21–24]. Since the deviation µA is inversely proportional to k, this is an infrared effect, contrary
to most PV gravity models in the literature. We can also see that the phase velocity difference or the deviation of
the group velocity from the speed of light in vacuum become important only at the region of small k (large scales).
Besides the velocity birefringence, the amplitudes for both helicities of GWs are the same, this is different from the
CS modified gravity either. It is expectable that from the quadratic action (60), the produced primordial GWs in
the early universe will have different power spectra for left- and right-handed polarizations. This will result in the
correlation between the E- and B-modes polarizations of the cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB), and
may have effects on the planned CMB experiments [25, 26].
2.

Curved FRW
(nlm)

(nlm)

(~x)}
(~x), Q̄ij
In the curved FRW case, we can use the symmetric traceless and transverse tensor harmonics {Qij
(for more details, see [27]) to expand the tensor perturbations. Below we briefly introduce how to construct the
symmetric traceless and transverse tensor harmonics.
In the three-dimensional maximum symmetric space dŝ2 = γij dxi dxj , starting at some arbitrary point O, we
construct all geodesics with unit tangent vectors bi (χ), where χ ≥ 0 (the equality holding at O) is the parameter of
the geodesic. A vector field bi and a scalar field χ can then be constructed. Next, we consider the rank-l symmetric
trace-free tensor field Qi1 ...il satisfying bj Dj Qi1 ...il = 0. Since the Qi1 ...il have only 2l + 1 degrees of freedom, it
(lm)
is convenient to introduce a set of orthogonal basis tensor {Qi1 ...il }, with m = −l, ..., l. For convenience, we define
(lm)

(lm)

(lm)

(lm)

(lm)

≡ Qi,j2 ...jl bj2 ...bjl and Qij ≡ Qi,j,k3 ...kl bk2 ...bkl . We also define Hij ≡ γij − bi bi
Q(lm) ≡ Qi1 ...il bi1 ...bil , Qi
k1 k2
TT
and [Aij ]
≡ (Hi Hj − Hij H k1 k2 /2)Ak1 k2 . Then the symmetric traceless and transverse tensor harmonics can be
expressed as


p
p
p
1
(nl)
(nlm)
(nl)
(lm)
(nl)
kl (lm)
(~x) = T1 ( |K|χ) bi bj − Hij Q(lm) − T2 ( |K|χ)b(i Hj)
Qij
Qkl + T3 ( |K|χ)[Qij ]T T , (61)
2
p
p
(nl)
(nlm)
(nl)
(lm)
(lm)
(~x) = T̄1 ( |K|χ)[bk1 εk1 k2(i Qj) ]T T + T̄2 ( |K|χ)bk1 b(i εj)k1 k2 Qk2 ,
Q̄ij
(62)
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where
(nl)

(x) =

(nl)

(x) =

(nl)

(x) =

(nl)

(x) =

(nl)

(x) =

T1
T2
T3

T̄2

T̄1

Φnl (x)
2 (x) ,
SK
−2
d 3
(nl)
[S (x)T1 (x)] ,
2
(l + 1)SK (x) dx K
d 3
1
−l (nl)
(nl)
T1 (x) −
[S (x)T2 (x)] ,
2
l+2
(l + 2)SK (x) dx K
−2n Φnl (x)
,
l + 1 SK (x)
d 3
−1
(nl)
(x)] ,
2 (x) dx [SK (x)T̄2
(l + 2)SK

(63)
(64)
(65)
(66)
(67)

and Φnl (x) is the ultra-spherical Bessel function. When K > 0, SK (x) = sin(x), n ≥ 3 is an integer, l is an integer
satisfying 2 ≤ l ≤ (n − 1) and m is an integer satisfying |m| ≤ l. When K < 0, SK (x) = sinh(x), n is a positive real
number, l ≥ 2 is an integer and m is an integer satisfying |m| ≤ l.
For convenience, we recombine
h these symmetricitraceless and transverse tensor harmonics into the circular polar(nlm)
(nlm)
A
, where Nnl is a normalization coefficient, A = L, R and λL = −1,
− λA Q̄ij
ization bases: (Qnlm )ij = Nnl Qij
p
p
2
λR = 1. When K > 0, we define k = K(n − 3); and for K < 0, k = K(n2 + 3). It can be proved that these
bases satisfy the following relations:
r
3K
2
A
2
A
k
A
l
(68)
D (Qnlm )ij = −k (Qnlm )ij , εkl(i D (Qnlm ) j) = −λA k 1 + 2 (QA
nlm )ij .
k
We can always choose an appropriate normalization coefficient Nnl so that the bases are normalized to
 AB
Z
(K > 0)
 2δ δnn′ δll′ δmm′
B
ij
d3 x γ (QA
)
(Q
)
=
′
′
′
nlm ij
nlm
 AB
2δ δ(n − n′ )δll′ δmm′ (K < 0)

(69)

The tensor perturbations can be expanded as

hTij (η, ~x) =

X X

A
hA
x) ,
nlm (η)(Qnlm )ij (~

A=L,R k

where

X
k

≡

 ∞ n−1 l
XX X






 n=3 l=2 m=−l

Z
∞ X
l

X





l=2 m=−l

(K > 0)
(70)

∞

dn (K < 0)

0

Hence, we get the final form of the quadratic action for tensor perturbation
i
X XZ
a 2 h A′ 2
2
2
,
(hnlm ) − ωA
(hA
)
S (2) =
dη
nlm
4

(71)

A=L,R k

where

r

3K2

2
2
′
′


 k + 2K + cθ K + λA cθ k 1 + k 2
2
ωA
=
r



3K2

2
2
′
 k − 2K + λA cθ k 1 −
k2

(K > 0)
.

(72)

(K < 0)

The quadratic action (71) shows no ghost instability. Again, it produces the velocity birefringence phenomenon rather
than the amplitude birefringence phenomenon. If the three curvature is very small, K ≈ 0, the space of the background
2
is approximately flat, the modified dispersion relation is approximately ωA
≈ k 2 + λA cθ′ k, returning to the dispersion
relation obtained in the universe with spatially flat FRW background.

14
VI.

CONCLUSION

In this paper we revisited the recently proposed parity violating gravity model [1], which is based on the teleparallel
gravity theory and has a simple form. More importantly it is ghost free. In this revisit, we gave up the Weitzenböck
connection and restored the local Lorentz symmetry of this model. With the full local Lorentz covariance, this model
is not a pure tetrad theory any more. We applied this new version of the model to the universe which has a general
FRW background. We studied the background evolution and the linear cosmological perturbations. We found that in
the case of flat FRW background the background evolution is the same as GR, but the scalar field θ(x) which couples
to gravity through the PV term is not counted as a dynamical degree of freedom at the linear perturbation level,
and the tensor perturbations present velocity birefringence in stead of amplitude birefringence phenomenon. These
confirmed the results obtained in [1]. We also considered the cases of curved FRW backgrounds. We found that, the
PV modification only affects the background evolution of the closed universe, in both the open and closed universes
the fluctuation of the scalar field θ remained as a dynamical degree of freedom, the tensor perturbations are similar
to those in flat universe except that in the curved universe their dispersion relations have further dependences on the
spatial curvature. By the way, the phenomenon of degrees of freedom being hidden under special backgrounds also
appears in f (T) models [28] and the models of massive gravity [29].
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