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Abstract: In this work we propose the f (Q, Tµν T µν ) gravity as a further extension of the f (Q)
and f (Q, T ) gravity theories. The action involves an arbitrary function of the non-metricity Q and
Tµν T µν in the gravity Lagrangian. The field equations for the theory are derived in the metric
formalism by varying the action with respect to the metric. The theory involves a non-minimal
coupling between the geometric and the matter sectors, and hence the covariant divergence of the
energy momentum tensor is non-zero, thus implying the non-conservation of the same. The vacuum
solutions of the theory are investigated and it is found that the theory perfectly admits a de-Sitter
like evolution of the universe. The cosmological equations are derived and it is found that there
are two correction terms arising as modification of the gravity. Two specific toy models of the
n
n
form Q + η T2 and f0 Qm T2 are explored to gain further insights into the dynamics of the
theory. It is seen that the field equations of both the models have terms similar to those arising
from the quantum gravity effects and are thus responsible for the avoidance of the singularity. One
striking feature of the model is that the non-linear correction terms dominate in the early universe
and gradually fade away at later times giving standard FLRW universe. Solutions for the FLRW
equations are found wherever possible and the evolution of the scale factor and the matter energy
density are plotted. Other cosmological parameters like the equation of state and deceleration
parameters are also studied. Finally the energy conditions are explored in the background of the
theory. Using these conditions and some observational data the theory is considerably constrained.
f (Q, Tµν T µν ) is a theory that can perfectly explain the cosmological dynamics of both the early
and the late universe without resorting to any dark energy.
Keywords: non-metricity, energy-momentum, symmetric teleparallel gravity; cosmology, energy
conditions.
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Introduction

Currently the most comprehensive theory of gravity available to us is the theory of General Relativity (GR) [1] proposed by Albert Einstein in 1916. After a century of extensive research GR has
been able to survive quite well with many of its predictions coming true. Some of them being the
perihelion precision of mercury, deflection of light by sun [2], gravitational redshift [3], detection
of gravitational waves [4] from the mergers of black holes and neutron stars, imaging a black hole
shadow in the M87 galaxy by the Event horizon telescope [5], etc. Extensive reviews in experimental
and observational tests of GR can be found in [6, 7]. Nevertheless some observations did not go in
favour of GR, quite expectedly. The most important one being the discovery of the late cosmic acceleration [8, 9] at turn of the last century. With this observation to light, GR became incompatible
at cosmological distances. One more important observation was that GR was not able to explain
the gravitational interaction at the quantum level. Moreover standard cosmology is plagued by
problems like the singularity problem, cosmological constant problem, cosmic coincidence problem,
etc. So it is clear that we are far from the theory that we need to comprehensively explain our
observations. This provided motivation for extensive theoretical research in cosmology over the
past century. With the development of quantum mechanics throughout the last century, scientists
including Einstein took up the challenge of developing a proper theory of quantum gravity. As a
result theories like string theory, loop quantum theory, etc. were proposed, but till date they are far
from being comprehensive. To resolve the incompatibility of GR at cosmological scales mainstream
research have travelled in two different ways. The first path is the theory of dark energy (DE) where
the matter content of the universe is modelled by an exotic fluid with negative pressure driving the
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acceleration. Extensive reviews on DE can be found in [10]. The alternative path is the theory of
modified gravity, where the gravitational framework of GR has been modified to incorporate the
cosmic acceleration. See [11–13] for extensive reviews on modified gravity. In this work we will
concentrate on this alternative path of modified gravity theory.
The field equations of GR is basically formulated from the Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action S =
R
√
(R + Lm ) −gd4 x, where R is the Ricci scalar, g is the determinant of the metric tensor (gµν )
that represents the gravitational field and Lm is the matter Lagrangian. The most fundamental
form of modification is imposed by replacing the gravitational Lagrangian R of EH action by an
arbitrary function f (R), thus considering a generalized action. This gave rise to f (R) theories [14].
Substantive development in f (R) gravity can be found in [15–20]. Comprehensive reviews on this
theory can be found in Refs.[21, 22]. In similar fashion further extensions to the EH action was
brought about by replacing the arbitrary function f (R) by f (R, Lm ) [23–26]. In ref.[27] the authors
modified the EH action by including an arbitrary function f (R, T ), where T is the trace of the
energy-momentum tensor (EMT). Here a coupling between the matter sector and the gravity sector
was considered via the function f (R, T ). It was seen that the covariant divergence of the EMT
is non-zero for this theory, which means non-conservation of EMT leading to non-geodesic motion
of the massive test particles. The reason for this being the coupling effects between matter and
geometry which induces extra acceleration on the particles. Further developments in f (R, T ) gravity
can be found in [28–34]. Katirci and Kavuk in [35] proposed f (R, T2 ) theory, where T2 = Tµν T µν
and Tµν is the EMT. Roshan and Shojai in [36] further developed the theory by investigating the
properties of a specific form R + ηT2 which was termed as energy-momentum squared gravity
(EMSG) in the literature. From the field equations of EMSG it was seen that the equations have
a flavour of the quantum geometry effects of loop quantum gravity [37], and allowed a maximum
energy density ρmax and a minimum length amin in the early universe. As a result, in a homogeneous
and isotropic spacetime this theory admits a cosmological bounce and avoids the existence of the
early time singularity. Cosmological models in EMSG was studied by the authors in [38, 39]. An
extensive dynamical system analysis in EMSG was presented by the authors of [40]. Observational
constraints on EMSG using cosmic chronometers and supernova observations can be found in [41].
Thermodynamics of the apparent horizon in the generalized energymomentum-squared cosmology
was studied in [42]. Other substantial developments in EMSG can be found in [43–48].
All the above extensions of GR have one feature common between them, which is the underlying
Riemannian geometry [49] (formulated in the Riemann metrical space) lying at the heart of all
these classical theories including GR. With the incompatibility of these theories at some scales,
naturally a thought arises that if the underlying geometry can be replaced by a far more general
geometric structure, then we may be able to remove some of the inconsistencies that has plagued
these classical theories over the years. Such a novel attempt was undertaken by Weyl [50], where
the main objective was the geometrical unification of gravity and electromagnetism. We know that
in Riemannian geometry where the Levi-Civita connection is compatible to the metric and is the
basic tool for length comparison between vectors. In Weyl’s theory there is a complete different
mechanism where two connections are used, one bearing the information of the length of a vector
and the other responsible for the direction of a vector during parallel transport. Physically the
length connection is identified with the electromagnetic potential. The most striking feature of the
theory being the non-zero covariant divergence of the metric tensor and this property induces a new
geometrical quantity known as the non-metricity. Weyl’s geometry is a mathematical masterpiece
with corresponding rich physical structure.
Since gravity is identified as the manifestation of the geometrical properties of spacetime, search
for other developments in geometry continued. Based the works [51–54] Cartan proposed an extension of GR known as the Einstein-Cartan theory. A review on these theories may be found in
[55]. The striking feature of Cartan’s geometry was the introduction of the torsion field, which
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is interpreted as the spin density from the physical point of view [55]. This torsion field may be
introduced in Weyl’s geometric structure to give a natural extension Weyl-Cartan geometry, which
can be an interesting mathematical structure with associated physical implications [56–59]. An
extensive review on Riemann-Cartan and Weyl-Cartan geometries can be found in [60]. Another
elegant geometrical formalism was given by Weitzenbock known as the Weitzenbock spaces [61],
where the manifold is equipped with the properties Rαβγδ = 0, T αβγ 6= 0, ∇µ gαβ = 0, where Rαβγδ is
the curvature tensor, T αβγ is the torsion tensor and gαβ is the metric tensor of the associated manifold. If the torsion tensor vanishes the Weitzenbock manifold reduces to the Euclidean manifold.
Since the Weitzenbock space is curvature-less, the geometry derived from such spaces possess an
important property of absolute parallelism or teleparallelism. This property of Weitzenbock spaces
attracted Einstein, who applied this theory in physics by proposing a unified teleparallel theory of
gravity and electromagnetism [62]. In teleparallel gravity the basic idea is to replace the metric gαβ
by the tetrad vectors ejµ , which generates the torsion that is responsible for the gravitational effects.
Since in this theory the concept of torsion exactly replaces the concept of curvature, it is termed
as the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR) [63–65]. One important thing to note in
TEGR is that the spacetime in these theories are flat, due to the absence of curvature. Just like
GR was extended to f (R) theories, similarly TEGR was extended to f (τ ) theories [66, 67], where
τ is the scalar torsion. One significant advantage of f (τ ) theories over f (R) theories lies in the fact
that the filed equations for the former is of the second order in contrast to the fourth order field
equations of the latter. More importantly the f (τ ) theories have been successful in explaining various astrophysical processes and specifically the late cosmic acceleration without depending on any
forms of exotic matter or dark energy [68–76]. Further extensions of the teleparallel framework was
done via the Weyl-Cartan-Weitzenbock (WCW) theory [77, 78], where the extra condition of the
exact cancellation of curvature by the torsion is introduced in the background of the Weyl-Cartan
spacetime.
From the above discussions we have seen that there are two alternative formulations of GR:
the first one with R 6= 0, τ = 0 (curvature formulation), and the second one with R = 0, τ 6= 0
(teleparallel formulation). However in both these formulations the non-metricity Q vanish. Geometrically Q represents the variation of length of a vector in parallel transport. Now in a third
equivalent formalism of GR, a non-vanishing non-metricity Q was considered as the basic geometrical variable responsible for all forms of gravitational interactions. This theory was termed was
the symmetric teleparallel gravity (STG) [79]. Here the Einstein pseudotensor plays the role of
the energy-momentum density and in the geometric representation it finally becomes a true tensor.
Further research saw the STG being extended to f (Q) gravity [80], which is also known as the coincident general relativity and non-metric gravity. Cosmology of f (Q) gravity and its observational
constraints was studied in [81, 82]. Over the past decades there have been various developments
in the framework of STG [83–87]. In ref.[87] the authors have proposed an extension of the f (Q)
gravity based on the non-minimal coupling between the non-metricity Q and the matter Lagrangian
Lm . Quite expectedly the non-minimal coupling between geometry and matter sectors results in the
non-conservation of the energy-momentum tensor and appearance of an extra force in the geodesic
equation of motion. Xu et. al in [88] developed another extension of the theory namely the f (Q, T )
gravity where the gravity Lagrangian is basically an arbitrary function of Q and the trace of the
energy-momentum tensor T . The field equations were derived and the cosmological evolution of
the model was studied. It was seen that in all the considered cases the the theory supported an
accelerated expansion of the universe ending with a de-Sitter type evolution.
In this work we are motivated to explore another extension of the symmetric teleparallel theory.
Our basic aim is to extend f (Q, T ) gravity to f (Q, T2 ) gravity, where T2 = Tµν T µν , following the
extension of f (R, T ) gravity to f (R, T2 ) gravity. We will call f (Q, T2 ) gravity as the Energymomentum squared symmetric teleparallel gravity (EMSSTG). The gravitational action will be
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constituted by an arbitrary function f (Q, T2 ) of Q and T2 . Then varying the action with respect
to the metric we can frame the field equations in a metric formalism. Using those equations we
can study the cosmological evolution of the theory in detail. Some specific toy models may help in
properly understanding the dynamics of the theory. We also intend to study the energy conditions
in the background of the theory to put constraints on the model. The paper is organized as follows:
The basic field equations of f (Q, Tµν T µν ) gravity is derived in section 2. Cosmological evolution of
EMSSTG is explored in section 3. Section 4 is dedicated in studying the dynamics of some specific
toy models. In section 5 we investigate the energy conditions in the background of EMSSTG thus
constraining the theory. Finally the paper ends with some concluding remarks in section 6. In
section 7, we provide an appendix showing some expressions that is not included in the main body
of the paper.

2

Field equations of f (Q, Tµν T µν ) Gravity

In this section we will discuss the various geometrical preliminaries required to frame a relativistic
theory of gravitation and go on to derive the field equations of f (Q, Tµν T µν ) gravity. We start by
considering the action for f (Q, Tµν T µν ) gravity as,

Z 
√
1
2
−gd4 x
S=
f (Q, T ) + Lm
(2.1)
16π
Here g ≡ det(gµν ) and T2 = Tµν T µν , where Tµν is the matter energy-momentum tensor. Moreover
f (Q, T2 ) is a function of the non-metricity Q and T2 and Lm is the matter Lagrangian. The nonmetricity tensor Qλµν is defined as the covariant derivative of the metric tensor with respect to the
Weyl-Cartan connection Γ̃λµν [55],
∇λ gµν = Qλµν = −

∂gµν
+ gνσ Γ̃σµλ + gσµ Γ̃σνλ
∂xλ

(2.2)

The Weyl-Cartan connection Γ̃λµν can be written as a combination of three entities: the Christoffel
symbol Γλµν , the contortion tensor C λµν and the disformation tensor Lλµν , in the following way,
Γ̃λµν = Γλµν + C λµν + Lλµν

(2.3)

In the above expression the first term, i.e. the Christoffel symbol is basically the Levi-Civita
connection of the metric gµν given by,


1
∂gσν
∂gσµ
∂gµν
(2.4)
Γλµν = g λσ
+
−
2
∂xµ
∂xν
∂xσ
The contortion tensor C λµν is obtained from the torsion tensor Γ̃λ[µν] , which in turn is defined as,
Γ̃λ[µν] =


1 λ
Γ̃ µν − Γ̃λνµ
2

(2.5)

Using the above definition the contortion tensor is defined as,

C λµν = Γ̃λ[µν] + g λσ gµκ Γ̃κ[νσ] + g λσ gνκ Γ̃κ[µσ]

(2.6)

The disformation tensor is given by,
1
1
Lαβγ = − g αλ (∇γ gβλ + ∇β gλγ − ∇λ gβγ ) = − g αλ (Qγβλ + Qβλγ − Qλβγ )
2
2
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(2.7)

Using this the non-metricity is given as,
Q = −g µν Lαβµ Lβνα − Lαβα Lβµν
λ
Moreover the Weyl-Cartan torsion tensor τµν
is defined as,
λ
τµν
=




1 λ
Γ̃ µν − Γ̃λνµ
2

(2.8)

(2.9)

and the Weyl-Cartan curvature tensor may be defined by,

R̃λµνσ = Γ̃λµσ,ν − Γ̃λµν,σ + Γ̃αµσ Γ̃λαν − Γ̃αµν Γ̃λασ

(2.10)

We know that the trace of the energy-momentum tensor Tµν is given as,
T = g µν Tµν = gµν T µν

(2.11)

The trace of the non-metricity tensor is given by,
Qβ = Qβ λ λ ,

Q̃β = Qλ βλ

(2.12)

We will bring in the superpotential of the model defined as,
i
1h
−Qα µν + 2 Q(µα ν) + Qα gµν − Q̃α gµν − δ α(µ Qν)
4

1
1 α
1
α
= − Lα
+
(2.13)
Q
−
Q̃
gµν − δ α(µ Qν)
µν
2
4
4
Now we can use the non-metricity tensor with the superpotential to obtain the following relation
for the non-metricity
P αµν =

Q = −Qλαβ P λαβ = −


1
−Qλβρ Qλβρ + 2 Qλβρ Qρλβ − 2 Qρ Q̃ρ + Qρ Qρ
4

(2.14)

Now we proceed to derive the field equations. For this, we take the variation of the action S in
eqn.(2.1) with respect to the metric tensor and obtain,
Z
Z
 √ 
√ 
1 
(2.15)
δ f (Q, T2 ) −g d4 x + δ Lm −g d4 x
δS =
16π
Simplifying the above relation we get,


Z
1
1
2
2
µν √
µν
δS =
−gd4 x
− gµν δg f (Q, T ) + fQ δQ + fT2 δT − 8πTµν δg
16π
2
where fQ =

and

∂f
∂Q

and fT2 =

∂f
.
∂T2

(2.16)

Now in the above expression we have made use of the relations,
√
1√
δ( −g) = −
−ggµν δg µν
2

(2.17)

√
2 δ( −gLm )
Tµν = − √
−g
δg µν

(2.18)

Considering that Lm depends only on the metric tensor and not on its derivatives, we get the
relation,
∂Lm
Tµν = gµν Lm − 2 µν
(2.19)
∂g
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Now we see from eqn.(2.16) that we have to calculate the quantities δQ and δT2 . After some
rigorous calculations δQ is obtained as,

δQ = 2Pανρ ∇α δg νρ − Pµαβ Qν αβ − 2Qαβµ Pαβν δg µν
(2.20)
For an explicit calculation of δQ see ref.[88]. Now let us define a quantity θµν as,
θµν =

δ(Tαβ T αβ )
δg µν

(2.21)

From the above relation we can write δT2 = δ(Tαβ T αβ ) = θµν δg µν , where an explicit relation for
θµν is calculated as,


1
δ 2 Lm
θµν = 2Tµα Tνα − 2Lm Tµν − gµν T − T Tµν − 4T αβ µν αβ
(2.22)
2
δg δg
Using all these in eqn.(2.16) we get the variation of the action as,



1
1
− gµν δg µν f (Q, T2 ) + fQ 2Pαµν ∇α δg µν − Pµαβ Qν αβ − 2Qαβµ Pαβν δg µν
δS =
16π
2
√
+fT2 θµν δg µν − 8πTµν δg µν ] −gd4 x
(2.23)
√
Now the term 2fQ −gPαµν ∇α δg µν on integration and with the use of boundary condition gives
√
−2∇α (fQ −gPαµν ) δg µν . Using this and equating the variation of the action to zero we finally
obtain the field equations of f (Q, T2 ) gravity as,
Z


 1
√
2
− √ ∇α fQ −gP αµν − f (Q, T2 )gµν +fT2 θµν −fQ Pµαβ Qν αβ − 2Qαβµ Pαβν = 8πTµν (2.24)
−g
2

For the special case f (Q, T2 ) = f (Q), these field equations reduce to those of f (Q) gravity. Moreover
for the choice f (Q, T2 ) = Q the above field equations reduce to the field equations of the symmetric
teleparallel equivalent of general relativity [83–86, 89]. The (1, 1)- form of the field equations are
given by,


 1
√
2
fT2 θµν − 8πT µν = √ ∇α fQ −gP αµν + f (Q, T2 )δ µν + fQ P µ αβ Qν αβ
(2.25)
−g
2
Moreover we also define the hypermomentum tensor density as [88],
Hραβ ≡

√
√
δ −gLm
δT2
−g
fT2 ρ +
16π
δ Γ̂ αβ
δ Γ̂ραβ

(2.26)

Now taking the variation of the gravitational action with respect to the connection we get [88],

√
∇µ ∇ν
−gfQ P µνα + 4πHα µν = 0
(2.27)

We will be using the above quantities in the next section where we investigate the conservation of
the matter energy-momentum tensor.
2.1

Conservation of matter energy-momentum tensor

The covariant derivative of a (1, 1)-form tensor wµν may be expressed as,
1
∇µ wµν = Dµ wµν − Qλ wλν − Lλµν wµλ
2
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(2.28)

where Dµ represents the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection (Γαµν )
defined as Γαµν = Γ̂αµν − Lαµν .
Using the above relation we take the covariant derivative of the field equations (2.25) in (1,1)form and get,

√
8π
1
1
Dµ [fT2 θµν − 8πT µν ] + √ ∇α ∇µ Hναµ = fT2 δν T2 + √ Qµ ∇α fQ −gP αµν
−g
2
−g

(2.29)

From the above relation we see that,


 1
√
1
8π
1
Dµ T µν =
Dµ (fT2 θµν ) + √ ∇α ∇µ Hναµ − √ Qµ ∇α fQ −gP αµν − fT2 δν T2 6= 0
8π
−g
−g
2
(2.30)
So we can see that the matter energy-momentum tensor is not conserved in this case. Now we may
introduce a tensor Aνα to solve eqn.(2.27) such that [88],
 √
√
∇µ
−gfQ P µνα + 4πHα µν = −gAνα
(2.31)
After some rigorous calculations we reach the following expression for the covariant derivative of
the energy-momentum tensor,

Dµ T µν




1
1
16π
αµ
αµ
µ
+ 2∇µ Aµν
=
Dµ (fT2 θ ν ) + √ ∇α ∇µ Hν − 8π∇µ √ ∇α Hν
8π
−g
−g

1
− fT2 δν T2 = Bν 6= 0
2

(2.32)

As mentioned above the energy-momentum tensor is not conserved for this theory and we get
Dµ T µν = Bν 6= 0. The non-conservation vector Bν is a function of the dynamical variables Q, T2
and other thermodynamic parameters like energy density and pressure. If the matter content is
described by a perfect fluid with density ρ and pressure p and the energy-momentum tensor given
by T µν = (ρ + p) uν uµ + pδνµ , then following [90] we obtain the energy balance equation as,
ρ̇ + 3H (ρ + p) = Bα uα

(2.33)

It can be clearly seen that this is not the standard continuity equation, but contains correction
terms on the RHS. Here Bα uα is the source term that correlates with the creation or annihilation
of energy. If Bα uα = 0, then we have an energy conserved gravitational system, otherwise transfer
of energy prevails and particle production takes place in the system. The momentum conservation
equation representing the motion of massive particles is given by,
d2 xµ
Υµν
µ
λ σ
+
Γ
u
u
=
(Bν − Dν p)
λσ
ds2
ρ+p

(2.34)
µν

where Υµν is the projection operator given by Υµν = g µν + uµ uν . The term Υ
ρ+p (Bν − Dν p) on
the RHS is the correction term representing addition force coming from the coupling effects of Q
and T2 . As a result the dynamical evolution of the massive particles is non-geodesic in nature.
2.2

Matter as perfect fluid

Now we need to consider a specific type of matter component to further simplify the field equations.
We assume that the universe is filled with a perfect fluid described by the energy-momentum tensor,
Tµν = (ρ + p) uµ uν + pgµν
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(2.35)

where ρ is the energy density and p is the pressure. Moreover uµ is the four-velocity of the fluid,
which is normalized as uµ uµ = −1. Using the above expression we get,
Tµν T µν = T2 = ρ2 + 3p2

(2.36)

We consider the matter Lagrangian Lm = p. From this assumption we see that the final term of
θµν in eqn.(2.22) vanishes because pressure p does not depend on the metric tensor. Now using
eqn.(2.35) in eqn.(2.22) we get,

(2.37)
θµν = − ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 uµ uν
Using the above expressions the field equations takes the following form,


 1
√
2
− √ ∇α fQ −gP αµν − f (Q, T2 )gµν − fQ Pµαβ Qν αβ − 2Qαβµ Pαβν
−g
2


= 8π (ρ + p) + fT2 ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 uµ uν + 8πpgµν

3

(2.38)

Cosmology of EMSSTG

In this section we intend to explore the cosmological applications of the above derived theory.
We will assume that the universe is described by the homogeneous, isotropic and spatially flat
Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric given by,

(3.1)
ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2 dx2 + dy 2 + dz 2

where a(t) is the cosmological scale factor representing the expansion of the universe. The expansion
rate may be given by the Hubble parameter H defined as,
H≡

ȧ
a

(3.2)

where dot (.) represents derivative with respect to time. From some rigorous calculations we see
that for the above FLRW metric the non-metricity Q may be given in terms of Hubble parameter
as,
Q = 6H 2
(3.3)
Using the metric (3.1) we get the modified Friedmann equations for the f (Q, T2 ) gravity as,

1
(3.4)
6fQ H 2 − f (Q, T2 ) = 8πρ + fT2 ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2
2


1
6fQ H 2 − f (Q, T2 ) − 2 f˙Q H + fQ Ḣ = −8πp
(3.5)
2
where as mentioned earlier dot (.) represents derivative with respect to time. It should be noted
that we have derived the above FLRW equations for a universe filled with perfect fluid with the
energy-momentum tensor given by eqn.(2.35). In the first FLRW equation we see that there are

two correction terms 1/2f and fT2 ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 when compared to standard equations of GR.
The first term is present in the other extensions of symmetric teleparallel gravity like the f (Q) and
f (Q, T ) gravity. But the second term is the one to look out for, because this is the term that is
characteristic of f (Q, T2 ) theory. Moreover we see that the equations follow perfect correspondence
and reduce to those of STG, f (Q) or f (Q, T ) under suitable limits. We can write the FLRW
equations in the standard form for general relativity as below,
3H 2 = 8πρef f
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(3.6)

2Ḣ + 3H 2 = −8πpef f
where
ρef f
and




1
1
2
2
2
8πρ + f (Q, T ) + fT2 ρ + 4pρ + 3p
=
16πfQ
2

pef f =



1
1
−8πp + f (Q, T2 ) − 9fQ H 2 + 2f˙Q H
8πfQ
2

(3.7)
(3.8)

(3.9)

Now the effective energy density and pressure will follow the standard continuity equation given as,
ρ̇ef f + 3H (ρef f + pef f ) = 0

(3.10)

The effective equation of state ωef f of the dark energy derived from the theory may be given by,
i
h
2
1
2
˙
f
(Q,
T
)
−
9f
H
+
2
f
H
2
−8πp
+
Q
Q
2
pef f

(3.11)
ωef f =
= 
2
1
2
ρef f
8πρ + 2 f (Q, T ) + fT2 (ρ + 4pρ + 3p2 )
To study the late cosmic acceleration of universe we have devised a parameter known as the deceleration parameter q, which is defined as,
q = −1 −

Ḣ
1
= (1 + 3ωef f )
H2
2

Using eqn.(3.11) in eqn.(3.12) we can write the deceleration parameter for this theory as,
h
i

2
1
2
˙Q H
6
−8πp
+
f
(Q,
T
)
−
9f
H
+
2
f
Q
2
1

q = 1 + 
1
2
8πρ + 2 f (Q, T2 ) + fT2 (ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 )

(3.12)

(3.13)

A negative value of this parameter corresponds to the accelerated expansion of the universe. We
will study this parameter in detail for the specific models.
3.1

The de-Sitter solution

Now let us explore the vacuum solutions, and correspondingly check that whether our theory admits
any de-Sitter like solution or not. To perform that we need to constrain our field equations by
considering ρ = p = 0 and H = H0 (a constant). Using these in eqns.(3.4) and (3.5) we respectively
obtain,
1
6fQ H02 − f = 0
(3.14)
2
and
1
(3.15)
6fQ H02 − f − 2H0 f˙Q = 0
2
Using the above two equations we get fQ = f0 (a constant), which on integration gives f = f0 Q + ǫ
where ǫ is the constant of integration. Finally using this result for f in the eqn.(3.14) we get,
r
ǫ
(3.16)
H0 =
6f0
p
which is similar to the results obtained in [87, 88]. For f0 = 1, we get H0 = 6ǫ , which is equivalent
to the result obtained for general relativity. So it is clear that our EMSSTG theory admits de-Sitter
like evolution of the universe when subjected to constraints corresponding to vacuum.
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4

Some specific Toy-models

We basically consider two specific toy-models in this section. The models are chosen depending on
the nature of coupling between Q and T2 . In the first models we will consider an additive form and
in the second model we will consider a product form. Both the models should have well-defined
STG limits, which is important for correspondence. We will derive the FLRW equations and explore
the cosmological evolution of the models.
4.1

Model: 1

Now we need to specify a particular form of f (Q, T2 ) to further explore the field equations. We
will assume the general form
f (Q, Tµν T µν ) = f (Q, T2 ) = Q + η (Tµν T µν )n = Q + η T2

n

(4.1)

For η → 0 we recover the STG limit of the theory. Using eqns.(2.35), (2.36), (2.37) and (4.1) in
eqn.(2.24) we get simplified field equations as,
 1

√
2
−gP αµν − Qgµν − Pµαβ Qν αβ − 2Qαβµ Pαβν
− √ ∇α
−g
2
h
h
n i
i

η 2
n−1
gµν
ρ + 3p2
ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 uµ uν + 8πp +
= 8π (ρ + p) + nη ρ2 + 3p2
2
The corresponding Friedmann equations become,



n−1

1
n+
3H 2 = 8πρ + η ρ2 + 3p2
ρ2 + 3p2 + 4npρ
2

(4.2)

(4.3)

n
η 2
(4.4)
ρ + 3p2 − 8πp
2
From the above equations we see that the correction terms are higher order terms in the density ρ
which should dominate in the high energy density regime as ρ → ∞, i.e. early universe. In the later
universe these terms gradually fade away giving the effects of the standard FLRW model. Looking
at the first Friedmann equation we see that the correction terms are somewhat similar in form to
those arising from quantum gravity effects in Loop quantum gravity [91]. These equations are also
comparable to those arising from the braneworld models [92]. So we are interested in searching
for solutions of bouncing cosmology. We consider the following barotropic equation of state for the
fluid
p = kρ
(4.5)
3H 2 − 2Ḣ =

where k is the barotropic parameter. Using this in eqn.(4.3) we see that the correction terms are
quadratic in energy density ρ. At small energy density regime ρ2 ≈ 0 and we recover the standard
Friedmann equation for n ≥ 1. At high energy densities (early universe) we see that for n = 1, we
have two critical points i.e. H = 0 at,
ρc 1 = 0 ,

ρc 2 = −

16π
η (9k 2 + 8k + 3)

(4.6)

The first critical point is quite expected and corresponds to an empty universe, where the expansion
is supposed to be driven by vacuum energy. The second critical density is more interesting and

makes sense only if η 9k 2 + 8k + 3 < 0 ⇒ η < 0. So for negative values of η we have a
cosmological bounce at a finite non-zero value of energy density. For an early radiation dominated
universe i.e. for k = 1/3, we see that the bounce occurs at ρc = − 12π
5η . At this point one can
2

easily check that Ḣ = − 176π
25η > 0 for η < 0. This indicates that the early universe does not start
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from an initial singularity but there is a possibility of a cut-off energy density (ρc ) at which the
universe undergoes bounce. So for this model the cosmological singularity problem can be solved
by considering suitable initial conditions. We fortunately get an explicit solution of the eqns.(4.3)
and (4.4) for n = 1 and k = −1 as below,
p
2 (3C 2 η + 8π 2 ) − 4π
Ct
a(t) = e ,
ρ(t) =
(4.7)
2η
where C is the integration constant. This solution resembles with the solution of the de-Sitter
scenario but in the presence of a non-vanishing matter energy-momentum tensor. Note that here
we have made use of the result a(0) = 1. Here the energy density obtained is constant which
can mimic an empty universe in some suitable limits of the parameters (say η → ∞). For such a
scenario the deceleration parameter will have a constant negative value throughout the evolution
of the universe. So this solution does not generate much cosmological interest.
Now from the eqn.(3.10) using eqns.(3.8), (3.9) and (4.1) we get the continuity equation for
this model as,
i
h
n−1
3H −18H 2 + 4Ḣ + 16 (1 − 2k) πρ + η 1 + 3k 2
(3 + 2n + k (9k + 8n + 6kn)) ρ2n
i
h
ρ̇ = −
2 8π + η (1 + 3k 2 )n−1 n (1 + 2n + 8kn + k 2 (3 + 6n)) ρ2n−1
(4.8)

Further, for n = 1, the above equation reduces to,
h
i
3H 18H 2 − 4Ḣ + ρ (48kπ + η (1 + k (14 + k (19 + 18k))) ρ)
ρ̇ + 3H (ρ + p) =
16π + 2η (3 + k (8 + 9k)) ρ

(4.9)

The non-conservation term can clearly be seen on the RHS of the above equation. For matter
energy-momentum tensor conservation we should have
ρ [48kπ + η (1 + k (14 + k (19 + 18k))) ρ] = 4Ḣ − 18H 2

(4.10)

It is obvious looking at the above conservation equations (4.8) and (4.9), it is not straightforward to
integrate them and get a general solution. But for k = −1 and n = 1 we can integrate the continuity
equations and get expressions similar to eqn.(4.7). Using k = −1 and the energy density given in
eqn.(4.7) in the above condition for energy momentum conservation (4.10) we get the following
solution for the scale factor,
B
a(t) =
(4.11)

2/9
cosh C 9t
−
A
2

where A and B are new integration constants and the above expression suggests that if the evolution
of the universe follows the above scale factor then the matter energy-momentum tensor is conserved
for the model. Obviously it should be kept in mind that this solution is valid only around the ΛCDM
regime. In order to get greater insight into the above obtained form of scale factor we generate a plot
of a(t) vs t in figure (1). From the figure we see that the evolution of the scale factor obtained from
this relation (4.11) complies with our observation of an expanding universe. So the conservation of
matter energy momentum may be a possibility for this model subject to proper initial conditions.
4.2

Model: 2

Here we consider a second model in the product form between the two scalar invariants Q and T 2
as below,
n
n
f (Q, Tµν T µν ) = f (Q, T2 ) = f0 Qm (Tµν T µν ) = f0 Qm T2 ,
f0 6= 0
(4.12)
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Fig.1
Fig.1 shows the variation of the scale factor a(t) against t for different initial conditions. We have
considered a(0) ≈ 1.
For f0 → 1, n → 0 and m → 1 we recover the STG limit of the theory. The modified FLRW
equations for this model are given by,
#1/m
1−n
24−m πρ ρ2 + 3p2
3H =
f0 {(6m − 6n − 3) p2 + (2m − 2n − 1) ρ2 − 8npρ}
2

Ḣ =

"

1
2f0 m (6m H 2m + 2n+1 × 3n H 2n (n − 1))

(4.13)

h
−n−1

× H ρ2 + 3p2
3H ρ2 + 3p2

i

n
n 
(4.14)
− 2n+2 × 3n f0 H 2n mn ρ2 + 3p2 (ρρ̇ + 3pṗ)
16πp + 6m f0 H 2m (2m − 1) ρ2 + 3p2

We further simplify these equations by considering n = m = 1 as given below,

8πρ
f0 (ρ2 + 8pρ + 3p2 )

ρ2 + 3p2 H 2 + 4f0 (ρρ̇ + 3pṗ) H = 8πp

3H 2 = −

2f0 ρ2 + 3p2 Ḣ − 3f0

(4.15)
(4.16)

From the first FLRW equation we directly see that:
√ 


f0 ρ2 + 8pρ + 3p2 < 0 ⇒ [f0 < 0] OR ρ2 + 8pρ + 3p2 < 0 ⇒ − 13 4 + 13 ρ < p <

1
3

−4 +

√  
13 ρ

So we readily get a range of the equation of states for the matter component. This is a very
interesting result. We may put the above equations in the standard form as,
3H 2 = 8πρef f

(4.17)

2Ḣ + 3H 2 = −8πpef f

(4.18)
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Fig.3

Fig.2 and 3 shows the variation of the scale factor a(t) and matter energy density ρ(t) against t
for model-2 for different initial conditions respectively. For Fig.2 we have taken C1 = 5, C2 = −4.
For Fig.3 we have taken C1 = −0.5, f0 = 0.1, 8π = 1. In the figures we have considered a(0) ≈ 1.
where
ρef f = −

ρ
f0 (ρ2 + 8pρ + 3p2 )

(4.19)




1
(4.20)
8πp − 4f0 (ρρ̇ + 3pṗ) H + 6f0 ρ2 + 3p2 H 2
2
2
8πf0 (ρ + 3p )
From eqn.(4.15) we see that ρc3 = 0 is a critical point of the model, which corresponds to the
empty universe. Unlike the previous model here we do not get a bouncing scenario from a non-zero
finite energy density. One more√interesting feature of this model is that there are two singularities

corresponding to p = 31 −4 ± 13 ρ. Considering
√  barotropic equation of state given in eqn.(4.5)
the above conditions reduce to k = 13 −4 ± 13 for a non-empty universe. In this case we are
able to get an explicit general solution for the eqns.(4.15) and (4.16) as given below,
h
i−2(3k2 +1)/(k+1)2 (3k−1)
2
(4.21)
a(t) = C2 (k + 1) (3k − 1) t + 2C1 3k 2 + 1
pef f = −

ρ(t) =

h
i2
8π (k + 1)2 (3k − 1) t + 2C1 3k 2 + 1

(4.22)
2
6f0 (3k 2 + 1) (3k 2 + 8k + 1)
where C1 and C2 are integration constant. It is seen that the scale factor is undefined at k = −1
(ΛCDM era) and k = 1/3 (radiation era). We have generated plots for both scale factor and
matter energy density in figures (2) and (3) respectively. It is seen that the trajectories are quite
satisfactory and complies with the observations. We have also plotted the corresponding trajectories
for the standard ΛCDM model to get a comparative idea about the parameters of the model.
For the model the continuity equation turns out to be,


ζ + f0 πρ4 ξ (4kπ − 3f0 Hξρ)
(4.23)
ρ̇ + 3H (ρ + p) = 3H (1 + k) ρ +
ζ/ρ + 6πf02 ξ 2 Hρ4
4
where ζ = f0 (1+8k+3k
and ξ = 1 + 3k 2 . The term on the RHS is the non-conservation term.
2)
Setting the non-conservation term equal to zero and solving the corresponding differential equation
for the scale factor we have the two following evolution of the universe,


2 (̺+1)ξ 7 σ3 −16kπ 6 2C ξ+̺2 (3k−1)t 8
ξσ −9f0
1
9
8π 6 ̺2 (6k2 +k−1)[2C1 ξ+̺2 (3k−1)t]

(

a(t) = C3 , a(t) = C3 e
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)

(4.24)
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Fig.4
Fig.4 shows the variation of the deceleration parameter q(t) against t for model-2 for different
initial conditions. We have taken C1 = −0.5, C2 = 0.1, f0 = 0.2, 8π = 1.
where σ = 1 + 8k + 3k 2 , ξ = 1 + 3k 2 , ̺ = k + 1 and C3 is the integration constant. The first
value suggests that the scale factor is a constant suggesting a static evolution of the universe. Since
the scale factor does not grow with time the universe does not expand. This is contrary to our
observations. So we ignore this result. The other expression gives an exponential type evolution of
the universe. It is quite certain that this will correspond to a de-Sitter like evolution of the universe
for suitable initial conditions. So there exists conditions under which this model may satisfy the
standard energy momentum conservation relation. The deceleration parameter for this model is
plotted in fig.4. From the figure we see that the there is a transition of q from positive level to
negative level at some finite value of t. These values of t for each trajectory correspond to the
redshift value z ≈ 0.6, where the universe enters into the accelerating phase from a decelerating
one. This is cosmologically viable with the observations.

5

Energy Conditions

Energy conditions are tools to establish the positiveness of the energy-momentum tensor in the
presence of matter. These conditions actually describe the attractive nature of gravity and also
takes care of the causal and geodesic structure of the spacetime [93]. In this section we explore the
energy conditions that the thermodynamic parameters of the f (Q, T2 ) theory need to satisfy and
thus put some constraints on the model parameters. We will use a perfect fluid matter distribution.
It should be mentioned here that the late cosmic acceleration demands the violation of the strong
energy condition, since it requires anti-gravitaional effect to play its role. The matter component
responsible for this violation may be dark energy. There are basically four energy conditions that
can be derived from standard general theory of relativity. Considering isotropic cosmology they
are:

(I) Weak Energy Condition (WEC) ⇒ ρef f ≥ 0,
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ρef f + pef f ≥ 0

(II) Null Energy Condition (NEC) ⇒

ρef f + pef f ≥ 0

(III) Dominant Energy condition (DEC) ⇒ ρef f ≥ 0,
(IV) Strong Energy condition (SEC) ⇒

ρef f ≥ | pef f |

ρef f + 3pef f ≥ 0

Now using eqns.(3.8) and (3.9) in the WEC we get the following inequalities considering 8π = 1,



1
1
2
2
2
≥0
(5.1)
ρ + f (Q, T ) + fT2 ρ + 4pρ + 3p
fQ
2


i
1 h
3f (Q, T2 ) + 4H 2f˙Q − 9HfQ + 2 (ρ − 2p) + 2fT2 ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 ≥ 0
fQ

(5.2)

The expression (5.2) is the required condition for the satisfaction of NEC. The dominant energy
condition ρef f ≥ | pef f | may be modified as ρef f ± pef f ≥ 0. So along with the conditions given
in (5.1) and (5.2) we have another condition for DEC given below,


i
1 h
f (Q, T2 ) + 4H 2f˙Q − 9HfQ − 2 (ρ + 2p) − 2fT2 ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 ≤ 0
fQ

Finally from the SEC we get,


i
1 h
7f (Q, T2 ) + 12H 2f˙Q − 9HfQ + 2 (ρ − 6p) + 2fT2 ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 ≥ 0
fQ

(5.3)

(5.4)

So all the energy conditions finally yield four inequalities given by (5.1), (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4), which
can be used to constrain the theory. Now we may use our toy-models discussed above to check how
viable and effective these energy conditions are in constraining cosmological models. We discuss
them one by one below.
5.1

Model: 1

Here we will use the model given in eqn.(4.1) which has two free parameters n and η. We will also
consider the barotropic equation of state p = kρ. Using the above relations we give the energy
conditions for this model as,

WEC: 3H02 + ρ0 +
and

n−1
1
[1 + 2n + k (3k + 8n + 6kn)] ηρ2n
1 + 3k 2
0 ≥0
2

− 18H02 + 2 (1 − 2k) ρ0 + 1 + 3k 2

n−1

NEC: − 18H02 + 2 (1 − 2k) ρ0 + 1 + 3k 2
DEC: 3H02 + ρ0 +
,

n−1

[3 + 2n + k (9k + 8n + 6kn)] ηρ2n
0 ≥ 0

n−1
1
[1 + 2n + k (3k + 8n + 6kn)] ηρ2n
1 + 3k 2
0 ≥ 0
2

−18H02 + 2 (1 − 2k) ρ0 + 1 + 3k 2
and

[3 + 2n + k (9k + 8n + 6kn)] ηρ2n
0 ≥0

n−1

[3 + 2n + k (9k + 8n + 6kn)] ηρ2n
0 ≥ 0
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(5.5)

(5.6)

1 + 3k 2

n−1 



2
2n + 8kn + 3k 2 (2n − 1) − 1 ηρ2n
0 + 2 15H0 + ρ0 + 2kρ0 ≥ 0

SEC: 2 (1 − 6k) ρ0 + 1 + 3k 2

n−1

2
[7 + 2n + k (21k + 8n + 6kn)] ηρ2n
0 − 66H0 ≥ 0

(5.7)

(5.8)

Since we are interested in constraining the models we have used the present values of Hubble
parameter H0 and matter energy density ρ0 in the above energy conditions. The present value
of the Hubble parameter is estimated to be H0 = 67.9 kmsec−1 M pc−1 [94, 95] and that of ρ0 is
ρ0 = 9.9 × 10−30 gm cm−3 [96]. Now we may consider various cosmological era for matter by
changing the value of k such as k = 1, 1/3, 0, −1/3, −1. After putting all these values we will get
inequalities connecting only η and n, from where it will be straightforward to put constraints on
these two model parameters.
5.2

Model: 2

In this model we have three free parameters f0 , m and n. Since for this model we have Ḣ present
in f˙Q terms, we have used the eqn.(3.12) to define Ḣ = −H 2 (1 + q). Below we present the energy
conditions for this model.
WEC:

−m 1−2n
8kn + 3k 2 + 1 (1 + 2n) 2 × 6H02
ρ0
≥ 0,
+
2
m
f0 m (1 + 3k )n−1
and

o

2 n
1
ς
−1 −2m −n
−1
−m 1−2n
2 (n−m)
3 + 2̺ (3̺ − 2) ξ n + 2f0 H0 ξ (3 − 2̺) 6 ρ0
+ m 2(6H0 )
−9 ≥0
2 (1 − n) q0 +
m
3
ϑ
(5.9)
NEC:


o
1
2 n
ς
−1 −2m −n
−1
−m 1−2n
2 (n−m)
3 + 2̺ (3̺ − 2) ξ n + 2f0 H0 ξ (3 − 2̺) 6 ρ0
+ m 2(6H0 )
2 (1 − n) q0 +
−9 ≥0
m
3
ϑ
(5.10)
DEC:
−m 1−2n

ρ0
8kn + 3k 2 + 1 (1 + 2n) 2 × 6H02
+
n−1 ≥ 0,
m
f0 m (1 + 3k 2 )

o

1
2 n
ς
7 + 2̺ (3̺ − 2) ξ −1 n + 2f0−1 H0−2m ξ −n (3 − 2̺) 6−m ρ01−2n + m 2(6H02 )(n−m) 2 (1 − n) q0 +
− 9 ≥ 0,
m
3
ϑ
(5.11)
and

o

2 n
1
ς
−1 −2m −n
−1
−m 1−2n
2 (n−m)
1 − 2̺ (3̺ − 2) ξ n − 2f0 H0 ξ (3 − 2̺) 6 ρ0
+ m 2(6H0 )
−9 ≤0
2 (1 − n) q0 +
m
3
ϑ
(5.12)
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SEC:

n
oi
ς
1 h
3 + 2̺ (3̺ − 2) ξ −1 n + 2f0−1 H0−2m ξ −n (7 − 6̺) 6−m ρ01−2n + 2m 2(6H02 )(n−m) 2 (1 − n) q0 +
−9 ≥0
m
ϑ
(5.13)
where σ, ξ and ̺ have been defined earlier in eqn.(4.24) and the expressions for ς and ϑ are
given in the appendix. Just like the previous model, in addition to the current values H0 , ρ0 we
also have to use q0 = −0.503 [94, 95] for this case, to put constraints on the parameters f0 , n and
m from the above inequalities (which is pretty straightforward). So the above energy conditions
can be used as constraint relations to constrain the free parameters of the theory. These constraints
may be checked or even developed by a full fledged observational data analysis on the model. That
will be a good future project to undertake, but for the time being these constraints give a perfect
shape to the theory by closing the model.

6

Conclusion

In the present work we have proposed yet another extension of the symmetric teleparallel gravity by
generalizing the gravity Lagrangian with an arbitrary function f (Q, Tµν T µν ). The field equations
were derived in a metric formalism. The correction terms introduced by the modified gravity
were noted. As expected for any gravity theory involving non-minimal coupling between geometry
and matter sectors, the covariant divergence of the energy-momentum tensor was non-zero thus
implying the non-conservation of the same. The non-conservation term was derived using the
field equations. The momentum conservation equation showed the presence of correction terms
implying extra force on the massive particles thus making the motion non-geodesic. The field
equations were further simplified by considering perfect fluid as the matter component. Using these
field equations we resorted to study the cosmological evolution of the theory. The FLRW equations
for a flat homogeneous and isotropic spacetime were derived. It was noted that there were two
additional modification terms introduced in the equations in contrast to those of standard GR. The

two additional terms were of the form f /2 and fT2 ρ2 + 4pρ + 3p2 . The first one came from the
coupling between the geometric and matter sector and the second one is completely a source term.
These higher order terms dominate in the early universe and gradually fade away at late times
giving the effects of standard FLRW universe. These corrections are totally intrinsic and uniquely
describes the modified gravity. Expressions for some cosmological parameters like the equation of
state and deceleration parameter were derived. We investigated the vacuum solution of the theory
and saw that EMSSTG admits a de-Sitter like solution in its framework.
To get more insights into the cosmological framework of the theory we studied two specific
n
n
toy-models models Q + η T2 and f0 Qm T2 . We saw that both the models had STG as a
limiting case and hence we can recover the parent theory from the equations. After deriving the
FLRW equations for the first model we saw that the equations had a flavour of the quantum gravity
effects of the loop quantum gravity. So solutions for bouncing cosmology was investigated and it
was found that the model indeed supported a cosmological bounce at a finite time, thus avoiding
the singularity. Various constraints were imposed on the model from these relations. Although we
did not get a general solution of the model, but for k = −1 we obtained a solution which resembled
the de-Sitter solution. Then we derived the continuity equation for the model and studied the
non-conservation term. Using it we were able to trace the evolution of the scale factor for which the
non-conservation term will vanish. Similar studies were undertaken for the second model. In this
case we were fortunate enough to get a general solution of the FLRW equations. The obtained scale
factor and the matter energy density were plotted and compared to those of the standard ΛCDM
model. We also obtained the plots for the deceleration parameter for this model in a comparative
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scenario with the ΛCDM model. The transition from a decelerating to an accelerating universe was
clearly evident and the deviation of the trajectories from those of the ΛCDM model was also noted.
Finally we explored the energy conditions in the background of the theory. The basic energy
conditions WEC, NEC, DEC and SEC were derived for the theory and also for the two specific
toy-models. In the first model we had two free parameters n and η after we fixed H and ρ with their
current values from the observations. Similarly in the second model we had three free parameters
f0 , m and n after the fixation from the observations. Basically four constraints were obtained for
each model using the energy conditions which are sufficient to put bounds on the free parameters
of both the models. Thus the models were well-constrained by the energy conditions. Finally from
the study we conclude that the theory is perfectly suitable to describe the cosmological dynamics
of both the early and the late universe without resorting to dark energy. There is scope for further
development of the theory, which will be undertaken in future projects. The standout feature of
EMSSTG is that the field equations contain terms which arise from the quantum gravity effects
and thus are responsible for the avoidance of the singularity. So this theory is a singularity free
cosmologically viable theory. Moreover the non-linear density terms in the equations dominate
in the early universe and gradually fade away at later times. So the effect of modified gravity is
predominantly felt in the early universe and it eases out to give the standard FLRW effects at late
times.
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7
7.1

Appendix
Expressions for ς and ϑ in section 5.2



ς = (ξρ20 )−n −2f0 (6H02 )m + 4(6H02 )n (n − 1) 1 − 3 (m + 1) n + 2n2 (ξρ20 )n χ


+6nH02 −6kρ0 − f0 3(6H02 )m (3m − 1) + 2(6H0n )n m (n − 1) (ξρ20 )n

(7.1)




ϑ = f0 −2mn(6H02 )1+n + (6H02 )m + 2(6H02 )n (n − 1) 2 (2n − 1) χ

(7.2)

where

χ=



6−m (ξρ20 )n−1
f0 ρ0 (ξ (2m − 1) − 2̺ (3̺ − 2) n)

1/m
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