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Abstract. We investigate spherically symmetric cosmological models in Einstein-aether the-
ory with a tilted (non-comoving) perfect fluid source. We use a 143 frame formalism and
adopt the comoving aether gauge to derive the evolution equations, which form a well-posed
system of first order partial differential equations in two variables. We then introduce nor-
malized variables. The formalism is particularly well-suited for numerical computations and
the study of the qualitative properties of the models, which are also solutions of Horava
gravity. We study the local stability of the equilibrium points of the resulting dynamical
system corresponding to physically realistic inhomogeneous cosmological models and astro-
physical objects with values for the parameters which are consistent with current constraints.
In particular, we consider dust models in (f—) normalized variables and derive a reduced
(closed) evolution system and we obtain the general evolution equations for the spatially
homogeneous Kantowski-Sachs models using appropriate bounded normalized variables. We
then analyse these models, with special emphasis on the future asymptotic behaviour for
different values of the parameters. Finally, we investigate static models for a mixture of a
(necessarily non-tilted) perfect fluid with a barotropic equations of state and a scalar field.
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1 Introduction

Since the vacuum in quantum gravity may determine a preferred rest frame at the microscopic
level, gravitational Lorentz violation has been studied within the framework of general rela-
tivity (GR), where the background tensor field(s) breaking the symmetry must be dynamical
[1]. Einstein-aether theory [2, 3] consists of GR coupled, at second derivative order, to a
dynamical timelike unit vector field, the aether. In this effective field theory approach, the
aether vector field and the metric tensor together determine the local spacetime structure.

The aether spontaneously breaks Lorentz invariance by picking out a preferred frame
at each point in spacetime while maintaining local rotational symmetry (breaking only the
boost sector of the Lorentz symmetry). Since the aether is a unit vector, it is everywhere
non-zero in any solution, including flat spacetime. A systematic construction of an Einstein-
aether gravity theory with a Lorentz violating dynamical field that preserves locality and
covariance in the presence of an additional ‘aether’ vector field has been presented [2-6].

In the infra-red limit of (extended) Horava gravity [7] [a candidate ultra-violet comple-
tion in the consistent non-projectable extension of Horava-Lifschitz gravity], the aether vec-
tor is assumed to be hypersurface-orthogonal; hence every hypersurface-orthogonal Einstein-
aether solution is a Horava solution (most of the solutions studied). The relationship between
Einstein-aether theory and Horava gravity is further clarified in [8], where it is shown how
Horava gravity can formally be obtained from Einstein-aether theory in the limit that the
twist coupling constant goes to infinity.

Cosmological models in aether theories of gravity are currently of interest. The impact
of Lorentz violation on the inflationary scenario has been explored [4-6] (also see the review
[9]). ' In particular, the primordial spectra of perturbations generated by inflation in the
presence of a timelike Lorentz-violating vector field has been computed, and the amplitude
of perturbation spectra were found to be modified which, in general, leads to a violation of
the inflationary consistency relationship [10].

In particular, it is of importance to study inhomogeneous cosmologies, in both GR and
alternative gravitational theories, partially motivated by current cosmological observations.
Measurements of anisotropies of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) from experiments
including the WMAP [11] and Planck [12] satellites, have provided strong support for the
standard model of cosmology with dark energy (and specifically a cosmological constant, A).
However the latest measurements are in tension with local measurements of the Hubble ex-
pansion rate from supernovae Ia [13] and other cosmological observables which point towards
a lower growth rate of large-scale structure (LSS) (which may be evidence for deviations from
the standard ACDM cosmological model). The possible observation by the BICEP2 exper-
iment [14] of B-mode polarisation in the CMB in excess of the signal due to lensing would
indicate the first detection of gravitational waves, perhaps generated during an inflationary
era. In particular, there is a growing body of work on the imprints of gravitational waves on
large-scale structure.

In this paper we will study spherically symmetric Einstein-aecther models. We shall
study perfect fluid matter models in general, and various subcases in particular. In a com-
panion paper [15] we study spherically symmetric Einstein-aether scalar field models with an

'We note that in scalar field models in which the dimensionless parameters of the models are not constant
(e.g., depend on the scalar field), it was found that inflationary solutions are possible even in the absence of
a scalar field potential [5].



exponential self-interaction potential. Einstein-aether models with an exponential potential
were recently studied in [16-18].

We shall use the 143 frame formalism [19-21] to write down the evolution equations for
non-comoving perfect fluid spherically symmetric models and show they form a well-posed
system of first order partial differential equations (PDEs) in two variables. We adopt the so-
called comoving aether gauge (which implies a preferred foliation, the only remaining freedom
is coordinate time and space reparameterization). We introduce normalized variables. The
formalism is particularly well-suited for numerical and qualitative analysis [22].

In particular, we derive the governing equations for an aether and a tilted perfect fluid
assuming that the acceleration % is non-zero and introduce (so-called $-) normalized variables
(some of the technical details are relegated to the Appendix B). The evolution equations are
presented in various different forms. We also rigorously derive the evolution equations when
@ = 0. We also consider the special subset U = v = 0 (where U is the normalized acceleration,
v is the tilt, and we also assume the model parameters ¢y = 0 and ¢, # 0) and derive the final
reduced phase space equations in normalized variables. We briefly review the Friedmann-
Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) models in which the source must be of the form of a
comoving perfect fluid (or vacuum) and the aether must be comoving. We study in detail a
number of special cases of particular physical interest.

We first consider dust models, which are of particular interest at late times. We in-
vestigate a special dust model with U = 0 and v = 0 in normalized variables (assuming
¢e # 0) and derive a reduced (closed) evolution system. The FLRW models in this spe-
cial dust model correspond to an equilibrium point. We are particularly interested in the
future asymptotic behaviour of the models for different values of the parameters. We then
consider the spatially homogeneous Kantowski-Sachs models using appropriate normalized
variables (non-S—normalized variables which are bounded), and obtain the general evolution
equations. A full global dynamical analysis of these models is possible. We then consider
a special case and analyse the qualitative behaviour for physically reasonable values of the
parameters at both early and late times. Finally, we consider static models for a mixture of
a (necessarily non-tilted) perfect fluid with a barotropic equations of state and a scalar field,
which are also of physical importance (although perhaps more from the astrophysical point
of view than from the cosmological one). A brief discussion of the physical conclusions is
presented at the end.

1.1 The models

The evolution equations follow from the field equations (FE) derived from the Einstein-aether
action [2, 3]. In an Einstein-acther model there will be additional terms in the FE which
include (see the technical details in the Section 2.2):

e The effects on the geometry from the anisotropy and inhomogeneities (e.g., the curva-
ture) of the spherically symmetric models under consideration.

e The Einstein FE are generalised by the contribution of an additional stress tensor, 775,
for the aether field which depends on the dimensionless parameters of the aether model
(e.g., “the ¢;”). In GR, all of the ¢; = 0. To study the effects of matter, we could

perhaps assume the corresponding GR values (or close to them) in the first instance.

e When the phenomenology of theories with a preferred frame is studied, it is generally
assumed that this frame coincides, at least roughly, with the cosmological rest frame



defined by the Hubble expansion of the universe. In particular, in an isotropic and
spatially homogeneous Friedmann universe the aether field will be aligned with the
(natural preferred CMB rest frame) cosmic frame and is thus related to the expansion
rate of the universe. In principle, the preferred frame determined by the aether can be
different from (i.e., tilted with respect to) the CMB rest frame in spherically symmetric
models. This adds additional terms to the aether stress tensor 717, which can be
characterized by a hyperbolic tilt angle, v(t), measuring the boost of the aether relative
to the (perfect fluid) CMB rest frame [4, 5]. The tilt is expected to decay to the future
in anisotropic but spatially homogeneous models [23].

1.2 Spherical symmetry

All spherically symmetric aether fields are hypersurface orthogonal and, hence, all spherically
symmetric solutions of aether theory will also be solutions of the IR limit of Horava gravity.
The converse is not true in general, but it does hold in spherical symmetry for solutions with
a regular center [8].

The ¢; are dimensionless constants in the model. When spherical symmetry is imposed
the aether is hypersurface orthogonal, and so it has vanishing twist. Thus it is possible to
set ¢4 to zero without loss of generality [1]. After the parameter redefinition to eliminate
¢4, one is left with a 3- dimensional parameter space. The ¢; contribute to the effective
Newtonian gravitational constant GG; so a renormalization of the parameters in the model can
be then used to set 871G = 1 (i.e., another condition on the ¢; can effectively be specified).
The remaining parameters in the model can be characterized by two non-trivial constant
parameters. The other constraints imposed on the ¢; have been summarized in [1] (e.g., see
equations 43-46 in [24]; also see Appendix A). In GR ¢; = 0. We shall study the qualitative
properties of models with values for the non-GR parameters which are consistent with current
constraints.

Some of the models studied in this paper involve a static metric coupled to a stationary
aether. This situation will be referred to here as “stationary spherical symmetry”. This
case will be treated separately later. An important special case occurs when the aether is
parallel to the Killing vector. We refer to this special case as a “static aether”. A spherically
symmetric static vacuum solution is known explicitly [25].

1.3 Stars and black holes

Spherically symmetric static and stationary solutions are physical important. Unlike GR,
Einstein-aether theory has a spherically symmetric mode, corresponding to radial tilting
of the aether. The time-independent spherically symmetric solutions and black holes were
studied in [25] and [26], respectively, and surveyed in [1], and recently revisited for a more
viable coupling parameter ¢; in [25] and [24]. In general, within this same parameter space,
the dynamics of the cosmological scale factor and perturbations differ little from GR, and
non-rotating neutron star and black hole solutions are quite close to those of GR. A thorough
examination of the fully nonlinear solutions has not been carried out to date. A fully nonlinear
energy positivity has, however, been established for spherically symmetric solutions at a
moment of time symmetry [27].

Let us discuss this in more detail. There is a three-parameter family of spherically
symmetric static vacuum solutions [25]. In the Einstein-aether theory the aether vector
and its derivative provide two additional degrees of freedom at each point. If asymptotic
flatness is imposed and the mass is fixed, there remains a one-parameter family (i.e., imposing



asymptotic flatness reduces this to a two parameter family [28]), whereas GR has the unique
Schwarzschild solution (Birkhoff’s theorem). In GR asymptotic flatness is a consequence of
the vacuum field equations without any tuning of initial data, so the one-parameter family
of local (Schwarzschild) solutions is automatically asymptotically flat. The radial tilt of the
aether provides another local degree of freedom in aether theory, so spherical solutions need
not be time-independent (even when restricting to stationary spherically symmetric aether
theory). Not only are spherical solutions not generally static, but even if we restrict to
static, spherical solutions, they are not necessarily asymptotically flat. It was shown in [3]
that the Reissner-Nordstrom metric in a spherically symmetric static gauge with fixed norm
is a solution, although this is not the only solution in that special case [25].

Requiring that the aether be aligned with the timelike Killing field restricts the static
aether solution to one parameter (the single parameter cy4, essentially the total mass [25]).
Thus the solution outside a static star is the unique vacuum solution for a given mass in the
static aether case [25], and is asymptotically flat. In [29] it was found that this static “worm-
hole” aether solution is generally stable to linear perturbations under the same conditions as
for flat spacetime. In the pure GR limit (¢; = 0), we have just the Schwarzschild solution. For
small values of r, the solutions can behave quite differently from the Schwarzschild solution.
More recently, an analytic static spherically symmetric vacuum solution in the Einstein-aether
theory was presented (demonstrated numerically) by use of the Euler-Lagrange equations [30].

Unlike the singular wormbhole, the static solutions have a regular origin [25]. It is known
that pure aether stars do not exist; i.e., there are no asymptotically flat self-gravitating aether
solutions with a regular origin [25]. It has been shown that in the presence of a perfect fluid,
regular asymptotically flat star solutions exist and are parameterized (for a given equation
of state) by the central pressure (see also [31]).

For black holes the aether cannot be aligned with the Killing vector, since the latter
is not timelike on and inside the horizon. Instead, the aether is at rest at spatial infinity
and flows inward at finite radii. The condition of regularity (at the spin-0 horizon) selects a
unique solution from the one-parameter family of spherical stationary solutions for a given
mass [25, 26]. Such black holes are rather close to Schwarzschild outside the horizon for a
wide range of couplings. Inside the horizon the solutions differ more (but typically no more
than a few percent), and like the Schwarzschild solution they contain a spacelike singularity.

More recently, static spherically symmetric, asymptotically flat, regular (non-rotating)
black-hole solutions in Einstein-acther theory have been studied (numerically) [24], gener-
alizing previous results. It has been found that spherical black-hole solutions formed by
gravitational collapse exist for all viable parameter values of the theory and a notion of
black hole thus persists. Indeed, static spherically symmetric solutions in Lorentz-violating
theories, in which the causal structure of gravity is greatly modified, still possess a special
hypersurface, called a “Universal horizon”, that acts as a genuine absolute causal boundary
because it traps all excitations, even those which could be traveling at arbitrarily high prop-
agation speeds [24]. The Universal horizon satisfies a first law of black-hole mechanics [32],
and evidence has been found that Hawking radiation is associated with the Universal horizon
[33, 34].

Finally, it would be of interest to determine the structure of rotating solutions; rapidly
rotating black holes, unlike the non-rotating ones, might turn out to be very different from
the Kerr metrics of GR.



2 Spherically symmetric Einstein-aether Models

We shall use the 1+3 frame formalism [19, 20] to write down the evolution equations for
spherically symmetric models as a well-posed system of first order PDEs in two variables.
The formalism is particularly well-suited for studying perfect fluid spherically symmetric
models [21], and especially for numerical and qualitative analysis [22]. We follow a similar
approach to that in the resource paper [35] (wherein all relevant quantitites are explicitly
defined).

2.1 Restrictions on the kinematic and auxiliary variables:

The metric is:
ds® = —=N?dt? + (e1))2dx? + (e2?) " 2(d9? + sin® 9dp?). (2.1)
The Killing vector fields (KVF) are given by [36]:
Op, c€osp Oy —sinpcotd Oy, sing dy + cospcotd J,. (2.2)
The frame vectors in coordinate form are:
eo=N"19, e =e'0,, ey =e20y, e3= 633(9@, (2.3)

where e3? = 622/sin 9. N, e;' and ep? are functions of ¢ and z.

This leads to the following restrictions on the kinematic variables:

oop =diag(—204,04,04), wap =0, s = (41,0,0), (2.4)

where
U = uﬁvﬁua; (2.5)
Q:Ll = €] In N; (26)

on the spatial commutation functions:

0 0 ni3
aq = (ai,a2,0), neg=1,| 00 0 |, (2.7)
Tn13 00
where
2 L 5
a1 =ejlney”, as =ni3= —5e2 cot U; (2.8)
and on the matter components:
da = (qla 0) 0), TaB = diag(_2ﬂ-+7 Tt 7T+)' (29)

The frame rotation (1,4 is also zero.
Furthermore, n13 only appears in the equations together with esny3 in the form of the
Gauss curvature of the spheres

2K = 2(62 - 27113)7113, (210)



which simplifies to
’K = (ex?)2 (2.11)

Thus the dependence on ¥ is hidden in the equations. We will also use 2K in place of e5?.
To simplify notation, we will write

2K7 fllla ai

as
K, 1, a.

To summarize, the essential variables are
N,ella K’ 05 0+, a, Z.L, Ky q1, Py T4y (212)

where N is the lapse function, e;! is the non null component of the frame vector e, K is
the Gauss curvature of the spheres, 6 is the (volume) rate of expansion scalar, o is related
to the magnitude of the rate of shear tensor (a measure of the anisotropies present in the
model), a is the radial component of the object (spatial commutation function) a,, @ is
the acceleration, p denotes the total energy density scalar, ¢ is a component of the total
energy current density vector, p is the total isotropic pressure scalar and 7 is related to the
magnitude of the total anisotropic pressure tensor [19, 20].

In the case of spherical symmetry in Einstein-aether theory one must be careful in
choosing the gauge (an additional gauge condition). Normally, in GR, spherically symmetric
coordinates are chosen so that the metric is simplified (e.g., a choice for N) or so that the
fluid is comoving. Here we chose the aether vector field to be aligned with the timelike frame
vector ey (the comoving aether gauge, and hence in general N(t,z) cannot be simplified
any further). This may make comparisons with GR difficult in some special cases. Our
formulation is perhaps better suited for fluids/matter and cosmology, although the static
case is not necessarily aligned (see later).

We note that the tilt is defined relative to matter; one important question is to investi-
gate whether this tilt decays to the future.

2.2 Einstein-aether theory

The action for Einstein-aether theory is the most general generally covariant functional of
the spacetime metric g,, and aether field u® involving no more than two derivatives (not
including total derivatives) [1, 27]. The action is [1, 37]:

1
S = / dtz/—g [53 — K%V, uVyud + X (uue + 1) 4+ Lo |, (2.13)

where
K® 4= c19%geq + 20205 + 36900 + cquulgey. (2.14)

The action (2.13) contains an Einstein-Hilbert term for the metric, a kinetic term for the
aether with four dimensionless coefficients ¢;, and A is a Lagrange multiplier enforcing the

time-like constraint on the aether. 2 The convention used in this paper for the metric

2We set the vector norm to unity in order to obtain a unit time-like acther. Comparing with [27, 39], the
tensor K2, was rescaled by a factor of 2, ¢4 was taken with the opposite sign, and Ju, was redefined taking
the opposite sign (i.e., the constant ¢’s here and A have been rescaled by a factor of 2).



signature is (—+-++) and the units are chosen so that the speed of light defined by the
metric gqp is unity and x2 = 87G = 1. The field equations from varying (2.13) with respect
to g®, u®, and X are given, respectively, by [39]:

Gap = Tyy0" (2.15)
Aup = Vo J% + cqtt, Vpu® (2.16)
uu, = —1. (2.17)

Here G is the Einstein tensor of the metric g,p. TCF;';OT is the total energy momentum tensor,
Tgl;OT =T5 + T(Zjat, where T(Z;at is the total contribution from all matter sources. We shall
omit T for the moment (and add in later for perfect fluid and scalar field sources), and
so we begin with the vacuum case (L,, = 0) first with a non-trivial aether stress-energy 773
(which we will refer to as “pure” Einstein-aether theory which is a theory of the spacetime
metric g, and a vector field (the “aether”) u®).

The quantities J%, 1, and the aether stress-energy 1% are given by

J = =K%, Vyu" (2.18a)
g = u’Viyug (2.18b)
o =2c1(VauVyue — Vu,Veouy)

= 2[Ve(u@ /) + Ve(uJap)) = Veludy)©)] — 2catialip+
+ 2Auqup + gapLu (2.18¢)

where
Lo =—K™. V,uViul, (2.19)

is the Einstein-aether Lagrangian [40].
Taking the contraction of (2.16) with u® and with the induced metric h%¢ := ¢"¢ + ubu¢
we obtain the equations

A= —ubV I8 — cqtigi?, (2.20a)
0 = RV J2 + cah®0, Vyu. (2.20b)

We shall use the equation (2.20a) as a definition for the Lagrange multiplier, whereas the
second equation (2.20b) leads to a set of restrictions that the aether vector must satisfy.
The Einstein FE, Jacobi identities and contracted Bianchi identities gives a system of
partial differential equations on the frame and commutator functions, while (2.18¢c) defines
the components of the energy momentum tensor and (2.20b) gives one extra equation for
the aether. We choose a gauge in which the aether is aligned with ey, the comoving aether



temporal gauge (all that then remains is the time and space reparameterization freedom): 3

eolert) = —%(9 — 60y )er?, (2.21a)
eg(K) =—2(0+ 304K, (2.21b)
1
eo(0) — ey (i) = =26 — 607 + (i — 2a)i — §(u + 3p), (2.21¢)
1 1 1
eo(o4) — gel(u —a)=—0o; — g(a +u)u — §K + 7y, (2.21d)
eo(a) = —3(0+ 304 )(a+1) — 3q1, (2.21e)
eo(p) +e1(q) = —0(p+p) +2(a — @)1 — 6047y, (2.21f)
eo(q1) +ei(p) = —5(20 — 304 )q1 — 2(3a — @ — ey)my — a(p + p), (2.21g)
Constraints:

ei(InN) =, (2.22a)
e1(In K) = 2a, (2.22b)
p=3H?—30% + K — 3a* + 2e(a), (2.22¢)
q1 = —baoy + %el(ﬁ +304), (2.22d)

where 4 (1, p, q1, T+) = (M, Pe> Qo> Tx) can be computed from (2.18c):
[ = (c1 — c1)(2€1 — da + @)t — (¢t + 3cz + ¢3)0° — 6(c1 + c3)07, (2.23a)
P = 3(c1 + 3¢ + ¢3)(2e0 + 0)0 — 6(c; + c3)o’ + 2(e1 - cy)t?, (2.23b)
Qe = —3(c1 — c1)(0 4 301 )i — 2(c1 — ca)eg (@), (2.23¢)
T = 2(c1 — ca)t® + 2(c1 + e3)(eg + ). (2.23d)

The aether equation (2.20b) becomes (and is true regardless of whether % is zero or not)

(61— ex)eo(it) = —2(er — ex)(0+ 80, )i + 6(ct + ex)ao
+ %(Cl + 3¢y + 03)61(9) — 2(61 + C3)€1(0’+). (224)

To simplify these expressions it is convenient to make a reparameterization of the aether
parameters, analogous to the one given in [8]:

cop=ca+(c14+¢3)/3, co =c1+c¢3, Cw =01 —C3, Cq =4 — C1,

where the new parameters correspond to terms in the Lagrangian relating to expansion,
shear, acceleration and twist of the aether. Since the spherically symmetric models are
hypersurface orthogonal the aether field has vanishing twist and is therefore independent of
the twist parameter ¢, (the coupling ¢; — c3 does not occur in the field equations (only ¢; +c3
does) [8]; this is equivalent to being able to set ¢4 = 0 [1]).

A second condition on the ¢; can effectively be specified by a renormalization of the
Newtonian gravitational constant GG. The remaining parameters in the model can therefore

3Note that some degenerate cases, including the static case below, may not be easily included in this
approach.

“Here, for example, p = pu'°*

is the total energy density.



be characterized by two non-trivial constant parameters. The other constraints imposed on
the ¢; have been summarized in [1].
It may be useful later to define ¢> = 1 — 2¢, < 1. In particular, some special cases of

interest are (see the Appendix A): case A: ¢, = 3(1 —¢?) > 0,¢, = —ﬁcg < 0,¢9 = 0:
case B(ii): ¢, = 3(1 —¢c?) > 0,c, = —2(1—¢?),cp =0: case C: ¢y = 5(1 — %) > 0,c9 =

—3(1=c?) <0,[ca =0
The Lagrangian (2.19) becomes

L, =— (cazl2 +cpb? + 60003_) (2.25)

and the aether energy components (1, p, q1, 7+) = (fe, Dw, G, Tx) become

[ = —Cg0* — 6,07 — co(t + 2e1 — 4a)i, (2.26a)
P = —3CaU* — 6cy07 + cp(2eg + 0)0, (2.26hb)
Qe = 3¢a(0 + 304 )i + 2c,€0(10), (2.26¢)
T = —2c,0% + 2¢, (€0 + 0)0 4. (2.26d)
and the aether equation (2.20b) reads
ca€o() = =3¢, (0 + 304 )i — 6cpaoy — e1(cpd — 2¢504). (2.27)

Combining all of the above equations, and assuming % # 0 (the special case 1 = 0 will
be dealt with later), we obtain

eolert) = —3(0 — 60, )ert, (2.28a)
eo(K) = —3(0 + 304K, (2.28Db)
o Begt2¢r)en(d) 5.
ep(u) Sen (2e, — 1) su(0 +304), (2.28¢)
(ca +1) e (i) 1o (Cat D) 2(ca+1)au  6(2c, —1) 02
) ———= = —30 — 2.28d
)~ —Ge 1) e Gat) T Gary o (228
(ca+1)er(a) Lo (Bepg+1)60%  (1—2c¢,)an
colo+) =73 e —1) T T R =) T B e - 1)
(5cq + 2) 42 a? K
— 2.2
62 —1) 20209 —1)  2(2e5—1) (2:28¢)
2
eo(a) + 5 grc cj);l(e) — —La+0)(0+30,), (2.28f)
Constraints:
e (InN) = a, (2.29a)
e1(ln K) = 2aq, (2.29b)
K 2 .2
ei(a) + coer (i) = —% (3cg + 1) 62 — ; (2¢, — 1) 0% — 5t 3% + 2cqat — ca2u ,  (2.29¢)
3cog+ 1) e (0
81(0'+) — (0660_—231() == 3CLO'+. (229d)
Commutator:
[eo, el] = Qleo — %(9 — 60+)e1. (2.30)

,10,



Integrability conditions. In the Einstein-aether analysis, one of the “field equations”
is the spatial projection (with the induced metric %) of the equation obtained by the con-
traction of the velocity variation of the action. In many cases this equation does not involve
the appropriate time derivatives, and hence this equation is not an evolution equation, but
rather it is a constraint [41]. In the spherically symmetric case here it can be shown that the
constraint is conserved and is compatible with all of the other (evolution) equations.

3 Aether and a tilted perfect fluid

The energy momentum-tensor for the matter field is

oL . .
ng = _QW:; + ﬁmgab = HUgqUp +p(gab + uaub)- (31)

with p to be specified. In general, the 4-velocity vector u of the perfect fluid is not aligned
with the vector ey of a chosen temporal gauge. In spherically symmetric models, u is allowed
to be of the form

u="T(eg+vey), I'=(1-v)"72, (3.2)

where v is the tilt parameter. We choose a linear equation of state for the perfect fluid:
p=—1)i (3.3)
where v is a constant satisfying 1 < v < 2. Then we obtain for the tilted fluid:
Gy

p= v2’a (3.4a)
1

A (3.4b)

@ =7 iﬂvgv (3.4c)

Ty = —% - 1’12 2, (3.4d)

where G4+ = 1+ (v — 1)v?. Thus (the total) i, p, ¢1 and 7, are given in terms of j and v.
These are then substituted into the evolution and constraint equations.
Assuming 4 # 0 (and under the general conditions that 2c, — 1 # 0,3cp — 1 # 0) we
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obtain:

60(611) = —%(9 — 60’+)611,
eo(K) = —3(0 +304)K,

(3cg + 2¢,) e1(0) YCo 1V

o) = e 1)~ Ot Ty
(cotVeli) (ca+1)i®  2(co+1)air 620, —1)0}
0" "Garn " Gar)  Garh T Gar

f((y—2)v? =3y +2)
2(3cg+1) (1 —02) 7
(ca +1) ey (i) (3co+1)02 (1 —2¢,)au
3(2¢, — 1) 18(2¢, — 1) ' 3(2¢, — 1)
(5cq 4 2) 12 a? K i ((y+1)v? —1)
6(2c, — 1) _2(200—1)+2(200—1) 6(2c, — 1) (1 —02)’
(3cop + 2¢5) e1(0) i
eo(a) +

1
eo(o4) — = —fo, + 503 +

= —%(a—!—d)(@ +304) —

3(2¢, — 1) 2(2¢, — 1) (1 —v?2)’
e (Wu-7) yiei()  2ywte,  y(-3)if _yjwa
eo(f) G- G & T e
el (@) (1-v)°(v-1) wv@-9ei(v) _20(1-v*)oy
eo(v) — - - = +
oG- G_ G_
v(1=v)(By—=4)0 20*(1-2%)(y—1)a 9
1-— I
el + el + (1 —v)a
Constraints:
el(ln N) = ’ll,
e1(In K) = 2a,
: Gy 1 2 3 2
— Tk 162 — 2 (2, — 1
ei(a) + cqer(n) 50— 7 6(309+ )0 2( co —1)oi+
_ 5 4 3;“2 +92 N c“u2
5 5 Caall 5
(Bcog+1)er(0) i
o) = e — 1) Y T e, — (=)

3.1 Well-posedness

(3.5d)

(3.6¢)

(3.6d)

We now show that the system of evolution equations plus restrictions for the state vector

1 . N T
|:€1 ,K,u,@,a.,.,a,u,v]
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is well-posed for v > 1. The coefficient matrix for the spatial derivative terms (for [4, 0,04, a, fi, U]T)

is: ° ( )
3cog+2¢o
0 1 —m 00 0 0
Cat
(366}:1) 0 00 0 0
Ca
T 3(2co—1) 5 22 00 0 0
0 Soec-ry 00 0 0 (3.7)
v(2—7) Vfi
0 0 00
y—1v2 -1 (y—1)p2-1
0 0 oo =)= w@2-9)
(=D =)y (y — o> -1
Its eigenvalues are
0.0.4 (ca+ 1) (3co + 2¢5) ’ 2=tV -1 - ) (3.8)
3¢y (Beg+ 1) (2¢, — 1) G_
with corresponding eigenvectors (for example)
1 _1
Ca 0
(ca+1)(6cs—3) (ca+1)(6cs—3)
\/ca(309+1)(309+200) \/ca(309+1)(309+200) 0
\/ (ca+1)(3cg+1) \/ (ca+1)(3cyg+1) 1
309+2cg )(6co—3) 5 ca(3cop+2¢o)(6cs—3) > B E
1
O 0 8
0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 Vi _ Vi
(1-v2)yy—1 (1-v)Vr—1
0 1 1
The matrix is diagonalizable (all its eigenvalues are real) for v > 1 and % >

0, with ¢s = /7 — 1 being the speed of sound in the perfect fluid. The system (3.5a)-(3.5h)
is thus well-posed if the above conditions are fulfilled, otherwise the system is elliptic and
not well-posed.

3.2 Normalized variables

We introduce the normalized variables (for @ # 0 using the S-normalization):

[NTLELQ S AU = (N7 el § 00 0,0} /8
{Q7Qkalcas+} - {laa _%3R7 Ka 3S+} /(3/82)
where = %(0 + 304 ) and
R = deja — 6a* + 2K, °Sy = —teja + LK.

®Strictly speaking, we should also include the factor e;! in the matrix, but the result on well-posedness is
the same.
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By definition @ + ¥ = 1. In the above we assume that 8 # 0. In general the variables are
unbounded. However, physically €2 > 0, and if the expansion and the shear are both positive,
then 0 < Q < 1.

We also introduce the normalized differential operators,

€q
0, = 3 ; where a=0,1.

Moreover, we define ¢ and r analogous to the usual volume deceleration parameter and
“Hubble spatial gradient” as follows

008 :=—-(14q)B, 018:=—rp. (3.10)
so that
1
aOEJI1 EE11(1+Q)+@e0(611)’ 009 = Q(1+Q)+3,82 ( )
. . 1 1
X =3(1+q) + ﬁ2€0(0+) U =U(1+q)+ @eo(u), 00 A=A(1+q) + @eo(a),
1 1
K =2K(1 +q) + WeO(K)’ 000 =20(1 +q) + Weo(,&), v = Beov,
and
1 . . 1
81Q_7°Q+3ﬁ2 1(0), 8125T2+ﬁ_el(0+), BlerU—i—?e 1(w), 31A_7"A+ﬁ2 1(a),
1
311C_27"IC+3ﬁ3 1(K), 12=2rQ + — 353 e(ji), O1v = Belv.
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Thus, the field equations reduce to

O0El = (¢ + 3%)EYf, (3.13a)
K = 2K, (3.13D)
o (3cg+2¢,)00Q 0 7T (3cp+2¢,) Q 3yc 082
¢adoU @1 @Vl - —6 G —n—w) (13
_(ca—l—l)alU_ B _r(ca+1)U_2(ca+1)AU
09 - Sy T T T 36e )
(ca+1)TU? 2(2c, —1)%%  Q((v—2)0% =3y +2) (3.14)
3(3cp+1) 3cg+1 2(3cg+1)(1—02) '
(ca+1)00U rca+1)U (1 —2¢,) AU
e o7 s M G ko) Rl Yo v § M T Py
L 3K (bea +2)U* A (3¢p + 1) Q2 N Q((y+1)0?-1) Ll
22c, — 1) 6(2¢, —1)  2(2co —1) ' 22co —1) | 2(2c, —1)(1—102) 277
(3.13e)
(3co +2¢5)0:1Q r(3cp+2¢,)Q 3y o
T B A P 2 D) (3.130)
(v =2)v01Q  AQ01v _ 27AVQ  2¢0 (1= (y—1)0?)
0o + el o= el + el +
379 (1=vH)Q  2(y —2)rv2 2Q((1—2y)v* + 1)
- o + el + el ) (3.13g)
(=1 (1=’ (y—2wdw  2(y — DAL —v?)v?
Ogv — oTeR + el = el +
3(v=2Q(1—v*)v  2(y—1)r (1—1)2)2 2(1—-v¥)v 5
- o - el + g +tU(-), (3.13h)
and
ON = (r-UN, (3.14a)
8K = 2(r + AKX, (3.14b)
A+ c,0,U = —gic +r (caU + A) + 2¢, AU — %cafﬂ - 2A2+
3 ) 30 ((y — 1)o? + 1) 3
-3 (Bcg+2¢,) Q°+3(2¢, — 1) Q+ 20— o) — 3¢y + 3 (3.14¢)
~ Bep+1)0Q r(3ep+1)Q 3yvQd
Iy e ma R 3AY S TG D (3.144d)
QoA = (¢ +30)A—U +r. (3.14e)

Note that A%, KC, only appear in the equations (3.13d), (3.13e), (3.13f) and (3.14c) via
the combination D = A?— 3K (and in the other equations also via terms of the form AU, Av,
the definition of ¢ (B.1), etc.). We further develop the governing equations; however, since
this is rather technical we continue this development in Appendix B.
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4 Dust models

Let us consider dust models with v = 1 (p = 0). The special case of dust, in which the
governing equations simplify considerably, is of particular interest at late times. In GR we
immediately obtain the simple Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi (LTB) model with @ = 0 (and since
N = N(t) is a function of ¢, we can set N = 1 by a time rescaling), where the fluid is
“comoving” (v = 0); i.e., & = 0 and v = 0 simultaneously (see Appendix C). This is not
possible in the models here; in general v cannot be zero in the dust case and there is no
GR-like “LTB” model.

If v =0 (y=1), from equations (3.5c) -(3.5h) we immediately find that @ = 0, which is
a contradiction (for equations (3.5¢) -(3.5h)). Therefore, in our formalism, the perfect fluid
must be tilting (v # 0). In general, we thus need to investigate dust with v # 0 and @ # 0
(i.e., non-“LTB”). Let us next consider the case @ = 0 (see equations (B.21a)-(B.21g)). From
equations (B.22a)-(B.22d), if v = 0 we then find that (either) 3¢y + 2¢, =0 (¢g = ¢, =0 in
GR) (or e1(#) = 0, which is valid in the spatially homogeneous models); we could investigate
this special model further.

Let us also consider the subcase U = 0 and v = 0 in normalized variables.

4.1 Normalized equations

Let us study the special subset U =v =0, with v =1 (see Appendix B). We also assume
that cg = 0 and ¢, # 0:

K = 24K, (4.1a)
80Q=0(14+q—Q)+2(2¢, —1)(1-Q)* - %Q (4.1b)
oA = gA, (4.1c)
00§ = (2 — 3Q +2)Q, (4.1d)

subject to the restrictions:

BllC = 2(7“ + A)IC’ (4.2&)
A = —gic +rA+ ;Az -3¢, Q% + g (2¢, =1)(2Q = 1) + ;Q (4.2b)
8,0 = rQ, (4.2¢)

where ¢ and r are defined by:

N T SRR )
q= 2(2c, — 1){ 3K+ A% — 2¢, 8¢y — 3) Q° + 16¢,(2¢, — 1)Q
+ 26,0 + (1 = 8¢,)(2¢, — 1)}_ 43)

r=-3A(1- Q). (4.4)

We also have that 8y := N ~19;, 81 := F{0,. [The only remaining freedom is the coordinate
rescalings t — f(t) and = — g(z)].
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4.2 Special dust model

The terms K, A%, only appear in the evolution equations for 80f2,8¢Q via (through ¢) the
combination D = A% — 3K. Hence (assuming ¢, # 0) we have the reduced (closed) evolution
system:

90D =2¢D, (4.5a)
800 = Q1L+ Q) +2(2¢, — 1) (1~ O — 320 (4.5b)
90 = (2¢ —3Q+2)Q, (4.5¢)
where
= ! D —2¢, (8 3) Q% + 16¢, (2 1)0
Q—m{ —Ca(Ca—) + cg(ca—)
+ 2,0 + (1 — 8¢,)(2¢5 — 1)}. (4.6)

In the decoupled evolution equations above (which are only valid strictly speaking for
¢, # 0) we have not yet applied any constraints. The constraint eqns for “LTB”-like models
(i.e., dust models in Einstein-aether theory with U=0andv = 0) imply either 3¢y +2¢, =0
or e;(f) = 0. The problems regarding “LTB” come from the constraints for e;(6) and e; (o4 );
when normalizing with 33 = 6430, these constraints get hidden in the normalized variables
(because 6 decouples in the normalized eqns and X is related to o1 /(0 4 30.)), and so there
are no problems per se with normalized equations But they do not represent any “LTB”
model because the constraints are not satisfied.

The FLRW models in this special dust model (with ¢, # 0) have D =0,2=1,9Q =1
(¢ = %) and correspond to an equilibrium point (the point Py below). In the Kantowski-
Sachs models, A = 0,7 = 0, and there are no spatial derivatives, and the constraints can
be used to eliminate the (non-zero) D and the resulting system becomes 2-dimensional (the
Kantowski-Sachs models will be studied later using a different normalization).

Assuming A # 0, we can define the new spatial derivative 8, = A8, whence the
spatial derivatives become:

8,D =3 (~2¢c,(1—- Q)+ (D—1)(-1+2Q) + ), (4.7a)
9,0 =-3(1-9)Q. (4.7b)

The commutator equation is given by
[0,,0:] = AL (qBy + [01,00)) - (4.8)

There is no spatial restriction for €2; thus, it is freely specified at the initial spatial
hypersurface.
Let us summarize the equilibrium points of the system (4.5) and their eigenvalues (see
Table 1), and discuss their stability:
1. Point P; exists (i.e., with —1 < Q < 1) for ¢, < 0 or 0 < ¢, < % It is a source
for c, < Oor 0 < ¢, < %; a saddle for % < e < % (The equilibrium points are
non-hyperbolic for other values of the parameter ¢, ).
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Label (D,0Q,Q) Eigenvalues

p 0.14 Y% _ 1 g deo+3yT 005 —3 8co+3y/T 2053 3(2co+vI=2c5—1)
1 ’ 2¢o 2¢q ) Co ’ 2¢o ’ 2¢o
P 0.1_YIZe _ 1 dcg—3yT=2c;—3 _ —8co+3yT2cg+3 _ 3(—2co+vI-2cs+1)
2 ’ 2¢o 2¢q ) Co ’ 2¢s ’ 2¢s
4(2¢o—1) 3 _ 32¢6—15
Py <07 8co—3 ’0) 8e, 30 " 2(8cs 3) L
3
P4 (07171) 171’_5
2 8¢y —34+/9—48¢y; —3—+/9—48co
Ps (1—2¢,,2,8) 1, g , 2
P, (1,1,0) —1, -1 — /52 14 /52
6 ] ) 2co—1° 2co—1
P 3(2e0—1)(8ce=3) 2(2co-1) _ dee 3 8¢p—3
7 (4co—3)2  ° 4co—3 dc,—3°  dc,—37  4c,—3

Table 1. Equilibrium points and eigenvalues of the system (4.5).

2. Point P, exists for % <, < % It is a sink for % <y < é—g; a saddle for é—g <o < %
3. Point Pj exists for ¢, > 1_76' It is a sink for ¢, > %; a saddle for 1_76 <cp < %

4. The [FLRW] point Py always exists and it is a saddle.

5. The point P; always exists and it is a saddle for ¢, # 0.

6. The point Py always exists. It is sink for ¢, < % [two complex conjugate eigenvalues
with negative real part for 0 < ¢, < %] It is a saddle for ¢, > % For ¢, = % it is a
saddle too.

7. The point P; exists for ¢, < %. It is a source for % < ¢y < 2. Non-hyperbolic for

8
o €{0,2}. Saddle otherwise.
Discussion: Let us define
Dy = (1 —8¢,)(1 — 2¢,) + 16¢,(1 — 2¢5)Q — 2¢, (3 — 8¢y ) Q,

and consider the equilibrium points at finite values:

(a) D=0,Q =0,Q = Q, (where there are constraints on the parameter ¢, in order for Q,
to be physical) [the points P;, P», P in Table 1]; generically a saddle.

(b) D =0,2=10 =1 (¢ =3). Eigenvalues: \; = 1, >y = 1 and A3 = —3 The FLRW
equilibium point [point Py in Table 1] is always a saddle.

() D=1-2¢,,02= Sco, Q= % (¢ =0) [point Ps in Table 1.]

(d) D = Dy, Q2 = 0 (¢ = 3), and either (i) @ = 1 (D = 1; no shear) or (i) Q = Qq =
2(1—2¢,)/(3 —4cy) (D = 3(1 —2¢,)(3 —8¢,)/(3 — 4cy)?). Eigenvalues: (i) (Q = 1 [point Py

in Table 1]) A\; = =1, Ag3 = -1+ ,/ (1:22001) (negative real part for ¢, < 3) — corresponding
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Figure 1. Phase space of the system (4.5) for the choice ¢, =
P; coincide; they are non-hyperbolic and behave as the sources.

. The sinks are P, and Ps. P; and

oolw

Figure 2. Phase space of the system (4.5) for the choice ¢, = 0.45 € (%, é—g) The sinks are P» and
Ps, and Ps is the source.

to a sink, (ii) [point P; in Table 1] A\; = (:%ichca)’ Ao = —1+4+0(cs), A3 =1+ O(c,) — which
is a saddle for small c,.

Summary of sinks: Py for co < %, Py for % < < é—g, P3 for co > é—g In all cases
Q — 0 to the future. For Py and P3, D — 0, but for Ps, D — 1 (Q — 1) and the shear goes

to zero at late times (for small ¢, ). There is a range of values of the parameter c, for which
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Figure 3. Phase space of the system (4.5) for the choice ¢, = 0.7. The sink is Ps.

the sinks Py and P3 represent inflationary solutions.

For illustration, we present some phase portraits of the system (4.5) for the z-constant
surfaces in figures 1 - 3. In figure 1 we present some orbits of the phase space for the parameter
Co = %. The sinks are P, and Ps. P7 and P; coincide; they are non-hyperbolic and behave as
the sources. In figure 2 we present the evolution of the system (4.5) for ¢, = 0.45 € (%, %)
The sinks are P, and Py. Ps is the source. Finally, in figure 3 we present the phase portrait

for the choice ¢, = 0.7. The sink is Ps.

5 Special cases with extra Killing vectors

Spherically symmetric models with more than 3 KVF are either spatially homogeneous or
static. Spatially homogeneous spherically symmetric models are either Kantowski-Sachs mod-
els, or the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) models (with or without cosmo-
logical constant A) [or locally rotationally symmetric (LRS) Bianchi I and Bianchi III models].
For the FLRW and Kantowski-Sachs models we use the equations in the case that @ = 0,
which follows immediately from the condition that N = N(¢). Static and self-similar spheri-
cally symmetric models have been studied in [21, 46]. ©

5.1 The FLRW models

For the FLRW models the source must be of the form of a comoving perfect fluid (or vacuum)
and the aether must be comoving. The metric has the form

ds? = —N(1)*dt* + (t)da® + €(t) () (d9? + sin® Ddip?), (5-1)

with
f(x) =sinz, x, sinhz, (5.2)

SRecall that we have chosen a gauge so that the aether is aligned with eg.
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for closed, flat, and open FLRW models, respectively. The frame coefficients are given by
er = £71(t) and ex? = ¢71(t)f"}(z). Then o, = Zegln(e;!/es?) vanishes. Furthermore,

_ 0z f(x)
T T
we can set N to any positive function of ¢ (we usually choose N = 1). The Hubble scalar
H = eoIn/(t) is also a function of ¢. 7

For the spatial curvatures, 35, does vanish because (5.2) implies eja = K8 while °R

. N = N(t) implies that & = 0; i.e., the temporal gauge is synchronous, and

simplifies to
SR=—, k=1,0,-1, (5.3)

for closed, flat, and open FLRW, respectively. The evolution equation for o, and the Codazzi
constraint then imply that 7, =0 = ¢;.

FLRW cosmological models with aether and a comoving perfect fluid comoving have
been studied previously [1, 3, 6, 37]. It was found that there is no essential affects on
standard cosmology in the minimal aether theory. FLRW cosmological models with a scalar
field were studied in [2, 16, 17]. The decay of tilt has also been studied in (anisotropic and
non-comoving) models with A [4, 5].

5.1.1 The FLRW models in normalized coordinates

The FLRW models in normalized coordinates are characterized by ¥ =0 (Q = 1), U = 0,
v = 0, and we can use the remaining coordinate freedom to set N = 1 (where g = %).
We recall that 8, := Fid, and 8oE} = qE]. We use the remaining spatial freedom to
simplify f(z) as in equation (5.2) for the FLRW metric as above, where (9, f(2))? = 1 — s f2,
0:0.f(x) = —kf, and so we obtain: ?

N2
= 3(.2]02 (5.4)
A= ——Ngff, (5.5)
and hence
N2
Y A=K (5.6)

5.1.2 The subset U = v =0 with Q =1

We take the equations in the case U = v = 0 presented earlier, and set Q = 1. We again
assume that ¢y = 0 and ¢, # 0 (and, in principle, v # 1). Since @ = 1, ¥ = 0 (i.e., the shear
is zero), which is not in general an invariant set. We immediately have that » = 0, whence
O1N~! = 0, and we can rescale time so that N = 1 and 8y := 0, where 7 is essentially
logarithmic time. We also have that €2 is independent of space, and that

"We shall not list the KVFs as they are complicated in spherically symmetric coordinates and not needed
here.

8That eia does not vanish is consistent with the frame vector e; not being group-invariant.

9Flat FLRW power law models: In the flat case k = 0, f(z) = = (and 7 = In(£)). At the equilibrium points
we have that ¢ = ¢P.
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0. E] = qFEy, (5.7a)
9.K = 2qK, (5.7b)
0. A =qA, (5.7¢)
0:Q = (2¢ — 37+ 2)Q, (5.7d)
subject to the restrictions:
01K = 2AK, (5.8a)
3 3 5 3
(5.8¢)
where ¢ is defined by:
1
q= 59 (37 - 2) ’ (59)
and where
0=-3C+A*+ Q1. (5.10)

Note that if we differentiate this constraint and use the constraint and the definition
of ¢, we obtain zero; hence the constraint is conserved along the evolution. We can use
this constraint to eliminate I from the above equations. We note, as expected, that all
dependence on ¢, has dropped out. We also note that the above system has the equilibrium
points 2 = 0,q = 0, corresponding to late time vacuum, and 2 =1,¢ = %(37 —2), the early
time flat solution.

Finally, using equations (5.4, 5.5 5.6), we obtain

0,0 = (2¢ — 37+ 2)Q, (5.11)
where ¢ = $Q (3y —2) and Q = 1+ 75 as expected.

Note that in the general solution (i.e., not FLRW) we can define D = A? — 3K, so that
0,;D = 2¢D, subject to the restrictions: 8,D = 3 (D +  — 1), where we have introduced the

new spatial coordinate 8, = 81/A. Since 0 = D + Q — 1 we then obtain 8,D = 0, which
implies 9,2 = 0. We then obtain

1 2T 3y — 2 2T
D= 3 , 1= ‘ , 4= ( i )e 5
e~ YT —c1+2T + 1 63’YT+01 + €2T 2 (63’YT+01 + 627—)
3T
) Sl C10) )

VedTter 627—’ T3 (e?m/'r-i-cl i 627-) :
The equations
0,K = 2K, (5.12a)

AD A= 2K+ 2

5@ 1), (5.12b)
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are identically satisfied if

et + ca(n) (ch(n) — ca(n)) = 0,¢2(n) # 0. (5.13)

The above equations admit the solutions

3yT

ca(n) = £1/ecr — 22420 gl Csle®
P LT e et

3
63’YT+262+277 eCl — 62(62+n)€%

,C:_3(e3’77'+c1 _|_e27—)’ A==+ \/W

5.2 The Kantowski-Sachs models

We now investigate the spatially homogeneous subcase, in which a full global analysis is pos-
sible. It is of particular interest whether general solutions can asymptote towards spatially
homogeneous solutions at late or early times. The spatially homogeneous spherically symmet-
ric models (that has 4 Killing vectors, the fourth being d,) are the so-called Kantowski-Sachs
models [36]. We shall consider the special comoving aether case. The metric (2.1) simplifies

to
ds® = =N (t)%dt® + (e1'(t)) 2da® + (e2?(t)) "2 (d0* + sin® ¥dp?); (5.14)

i.e., N, e;! and ey? are now independent of . The spatial derivative terms e;( ) vanish and
as a result a = 0 = u. Since 4 = 0, N is a positive function of ¢ which under a time rescaling
can be set to one. This metric choice forces the fluid to be non-tilted (v = 0) [assuming
w>0,v>0].

The evolution equations for the Kantowski-Sachs metric for an Einstein-aether spheri-
cally symmetric cosmology, in the presence of a perfect fluid, are:

eo(er!) = —2(0 — 60y )er ! (5.15a)
eo(K)=—2(0+30,)K (5.15b)
62  6(2c, —1)o2  (2—37)p
0) = —— + 5.15

@ =-3 3cp + 1 2(3cg + 1)’ (5-15¢)
(3cg + 1)6* 5 i

= o, — — L 15d

c+) = ~gne, —1y Y+ Tt 35e, — 1) (5.15d)

eg(f) = =0 (5.15¢)

with the constraint e
3cp+ 1
K4 CG; ) = —3(2c, — 1)o2. (5.16)

We choose the following normalized variables (which are bounded for 1 — 2¢, > 0; note
that we do not use the f—normalization for convenience here):

(1 3 vVEK 0
l‘:@’y:\/_o-+,22 ’Q: (517)
D D D V3D
where
02
D =1K+ 3 (5.18)
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and the new time variable f' = Leg(f).
We then obtain the full 4 dimensional (4D) system:

g (Qy2 (2 —4cy) +Q_3 Q(222_3’Y) +y_'22> +M (5.19a)

VBBatl) VB 23 ) 2B Ba+ D)
y’=\/§Q2(_3CG_2yQC"+y2_1)+x2<(3W_2)Qy+ : )>+

6c, — 3 2v3(3co+1)  V3(2¢c, — 1
 2V3Qy (3cp +2y°co —y* + 1) (5.19b)
9co + 3 ’
2 2(1-2 2 — 2)Qu?
9cp + 3 V3 2v/3 (3cp+ 1)
2v/3y? (2¢, — 1 2 — 3y)x?2?
ey + 3 V3 2v/3 (3cog+1)
The variables (5.17) are related through the constraints
—3c0Q? + 22 — (2¢, — 1)y =1, (5.20a)
Q>+ 22 =1, (5.20b)

which are preserved by the 4D system. From the equations (5.20) it follows that @ and z are
bounded in the intervals @ € [—1,1], z € [0,1] (for expanding universes ) > 0). However,
since 1 — 2¢, is not necessarily non-negative it follows that = and y are unbounded, unless
1—2¢, > 0.

The restrictions (5.20) allow the elimination of two variables, say x and z. This leads
to the following 2-dimensional dynamical system:

;o V3Q? N V3Qy (co ((3y —2)Q* —4) + v —2) . V3(7 = 2)Qy? (2¢, — 1) .

Y =3 6, 6oy + 2 6eg + 2
1 (Q*—1)y?
+ Ao D) — 7 (5.21a)
o = V3(2 - 39) n VB(3Y —2)Q%  V3(37 —2)Q* (3cp — 1) n
 18cp + 6 6cg + 2 18¢y + 6
V3(y—=2) (@2 —1)y* (2co — 1) (1 -Q*)Qy
+ 6er 12 + NG (5.21b)

We shall study the general case in future work (using the S—normalization). Let us
consider the following special case here.
5.2.1 Special case.

Let us assume
3cog =c1+3ca+c3=0 (5.22)

(see Appendix A and the references [16-18]), and define ¢2 =1 —2¢, = 1 — 2(c1 + c3) > 0.
This choice leads to a compact phase space.
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With these special values of the ¢’s, the evolution equations for Kantowski-Sachs models
simplify and the constraint becomes

92
K+ 5 =+ 3c%02. (5.23)
The following normalized variable
V3co

m="p" (5.24)
is chosen for convenience, whence the variables are related through the constraints

2?4y =1, (5.25a)

Q*+ 2% =1. (5.25b)

Thus, the phase space is compact with z € [-1,1], y; € [-1,1] and @ € [-1,1], z € [0,1]
(for expanding universes @ > 0).
The system for (y;,Q) reduces to

Y, = — (v7 = 1) (3c(y —2)Qy1 +2Q° - 2)

1 2\/§C )
o= (Q%—1) (c(=3y +3(y — 2)y3 + 2) + 2Qu)
2\/§c

Since the evolution equations are invariant under the transformation y; — —y; and
¢ — —c, without loss of generality we can assume ¢ > 0. Scaling the time derivative by the
positive factor 2v/3¢, we then obtain:

yi = —(yi —1) (3c(y —2)Qu1 +2Q° — 2), (5.27a)
Q' =—(Q%—1) (c (=37 +3(y = 2)y7 +2) +2Qu1) (5.27b)

(5.26a)

(5.26b)

In tables 2 and 3 we present the equilibrium points of the system (5.27) and discuss
their stability. We have that ¢ > 0,—1 < Q < 1,—1 < y; < 1. Some of the equilibrium
points do not exist for certain values of ”c”. We have not analyzed the non-hyperbolic ”stiff
fluid” case, v = 2, in which there are zero eigenvalues. Clearly, the case ¢ = 0 is not included
here (the GR case), since the equations are not valid in that case.

Let us enumerate the stability conditions for the hyperbolic equilibrium points:

1. The equilibrium point P; is a source for ¢ > 0,0 < v < %, and a saddle for % <y <2

Non-hyperbolic for v = % or v =2.

2. The equilibrium point P; is a sink for ¢ > 0,0 < v < %, and a saddle for % <y < 2.
Non-hyperbolic for v = % or v =2.

3. The equilibrium point Ps is a sink for 0 < v < 2,¢ > %, and non-hyperbolic for ¢ = 1

2
or v = 2. Saddle otherwise.
4. The equilibrium point Py is a source for ¢ > 0,0 < v < 2. Non-hyperbolic for v = 2.

5. The equilibrium point P; is a sink for ¢ > 0,0 <« < 2. Non-hyperbolic for v = 2.
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Py

Label | Coordinates: (y1,Q) Eigenvalues
(0’ _1) 36(2 - ’7)’ 26(2 - 37)

(07 1) _30(2 - 7)7 _20(2 - 37)
(_17_1) _60(2 _7)74(1 - 20)
(—1,1) 6¢(2 —),4(1 + 2¢)
(1,-1) —6¢(2 — ), —4(1 + 2¢)

(17 1) 60(2 - 7)7 _4(1 - 20)
(—1,—2c) 2(4c® —1),4 [*(3y — 2) — 1]
(1,2¢) —2(4c* — 1), -4 [*(3y — 2) — 1]
<c(273'y) _g) c(—e—3y+6) c(e—3~v+6)
d > d d ) d
<_c(2—3’y) 2) c(—e+3y—6) c(e+3v—6)
d *d d ’ d

Py

Table 2. Equilibrium points of the system (5.27) and their eigenvalues. We use the notation d =

V3(y—2)(3y —2)c2 + 4 and e = V32 — 7/8c2(2 — 37)% — 27y + 22.

10.

. The equilibrium point Py is a source for 0 < vy < 2,¢ > % A saddle for 0 < vy < 2,0 <

c< % Non-hyperbolic for y =2 or ¢ = %

The equilibrium point P7 exist for 0 < v < 2,0 < ¢ < % It is a sink for 0 < v < 2,0 <
c< % Non-hyperbolic otherwise.

. The equilibrium point Pg exists for 0 < v < 2,0 < ¢ < % It is a source for 0 < v <

2,0<c< % Non-hyperbolic otherwise.

1

. The equilibrium point Py exists for 0 < ¢ < %,0 << %, or 0 <c<g5,y=2or
c > %,O <~y < % It is a saddle for 0 < v < %,c > 0. Non-hyperbolic for v = % or
v =2.

The equilibrium point Pjg exists for 0 < ¢ < %,O < v < %, or 0 <c¢< %,7 = 2, or
c > %,O <~y < % It is a saddle for 0 < v < %,c > 0. Non-hyperbolic for v = % or

v =2

Discussion. In the case ¢, < % (i.e., ¢ > 0), when v < %, P; is the unique shear-free,

zero curvature (FLRW) inflationary future attractor, and for 3 < ¢, < 1 (ie, 0 <c < 1)

2

and 0 < v < 2 the sources and sinks are, respectively, Py & Ps and P; & P;. All of these
sources and sinks have maximal shearing and all, except Pr, have zero curvature; the sink Py
does not have zero curvature. For ¢, < % (i.e., ¢ > %) the points P; & Ps do not exist, and
the sources and sinks with maximal shearing are Py and Ps, respectively.

In figures 4 — 7 we present some orbits in the phase plane of the system (5.27) for

different choices of the parameters. In figure 4, v = 0 and ¢, = 0.3. The sinks are P;, P;
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Eq. Pt. | v value 0<c<% c:% %<c

P 0<y< % 4+ source | ++ source | 4+ source
v=2 +0 +0 +0

% <7v<2|+—saddle | +— saddle | +— saddle

v = 0— 0— 0—

P 0<y< % ——sink ——sink ——sink
v =2 -0 -0 —0

% <7v <2 | —+saddle | —+ saddle | —4 saddle

v = 0+ 0+ 0+

P 0<~v<2| —+ saddle —0 —— sink
v = 0+ 00 0—

Py 0<~v <2 | ++ source | ++ source | ++ source
v =2 0+ 0+ 0+

P 0<~y<2| ——sink —— sink —— sink
v=2 0— 0— 0+

Py 0<~v<2| —+saddle +0 ++ source
v =2 0— 00 0+

P 0<y<2| ——sink -0 DNE
v=2 —— sink 00 DNE

P 0 <+v <2 | 4+ source +0 DNE
v=2 44 source 00 DNE

Py 0<y< % —+ saddle | —+saddle | —+saddle
v=2 +0 +0 +0
v =2 00 00 00

Pio 0<y< % —+ saddle | —+ saddle | —4 saddle
v =2 -0 -0 -0
v =2 00 00 00

Table 3. Stability of the equilibrium points of the system (5.27).

and P7. The sources are P;, Py and Ps. Ps3, P, Py and Py are saddles. In figure 5, v = 0
and ¢, = 0.6. The sinks are P, P; and P5;. The sources are P, P, and FPs. P; and Ps do
not exist. The saddles are Py and Pjg. In figure 6 we present the phase plane of the system
(5.27) for the choice of parameters v = 1 and ¢, = 0.2. The sinks are P; and P;. The sources
are Py and Ps. The saddles are P, P», P3 and Ps. Py and Py do not exist. Finally, in figure
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Figure 4. Phase plane of the system (5.27) for the choice of parameters v = 0 and ¢, = 0.3. The
sinks are Py, P; and P;. The sources are Py, P, and Ps. P3, Ps, Py and Py are saddles.

Figure 5. Phase plane of the system (5.27) for the choice of parameters v = 0 and ¢, = 0.6. The
sinks are P, P3 and Ps. The sources are P, P, and Ps. P; and Ps do not exist. The saddles are Py
and PIO-

7,v=1 and ¢, = 0.6. The sinks are P3 and P;. The sources are Py and FPs;. P; and P, are
saddles. The points Pr-P;y do not exist.
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Figure 6. Phase plane of the system (5.27) for the choice of parameters v = 1 and ¢, = 0.2. The
sinks are P; and P;. The sources are P, and Ps. The saddles are P, P, P3 and Ps. Py and Py do
not exist.

17179 % 6

0.57

-0.57

Figure 7. Phase plane of the system (5.27) for the choice of parameters v = 1 and ¢, = 0.6. The
sinks are P3 and P;. The sources are P, and Ps. P, and P, are saddles. The points Pr-P;g do not
exist.

6 Static models

Models that are not evolving with time are also of physical importance, although perhaps
more from the astrophysical point of view than from the cosmological one. In particular,
much physical information can be obtained from a qualitative analysis of the models. Let us
consider the static case eg(-) = 0, for a mixture of a perfect fluid and a scalar field. [In this case
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@ =dInN/dx # 0 and the perfect fluid is forced to be non-tilted (v = 0).] We will consider
barotropic equations of state i = i(p). Since § = o4 = 0 in the static subcase, V' depends
only on the scalar field ¢ = ¢(z). Furthermore, the irreducible Components of the scalar field
energy-momentum tensor are given by p® = %e1(¢) +V,p? = _6 e1(¢)? —V,q¢® = 0 and
7l = —1lei(¢)? [15].

The equations for the variables a,u, p, ¢, K, N are:

fr+3p

e (a) = CTERE) +e1(p)? — it 2ca1% + 3at + K, (6.1a)
i+ 3p Vv .

e (u) = et ] i+l + 2a10 — u* (6.1b)

e1 (p) = —u(i+p) (6.1c)

ei(e1(¢ )) (u —2a) (@) + Vs, (6.1d)

e1(K) = (6.1¢)

where V; denotes differentiation with respect to ¢. The system satisfies the restriction

a® = cou® + 2a0 4 p + %e1(¢)2 -V+K. (6.2)
Taking the differential operator e(...) of both sides of (6.2), using the equations (6.1) to
substitute for the spatial derivatives, and again using the restriction (6.2) solved for K, we
obtain an identity. Thus, the Gauss constraint is a first integral of the system. The aether
constraint is identically zero.

Let us now show how equations (6.1) can be used to obtain exact solutions and, ad-
ditionally, use the dynamical systems approach to investigate the structure of the whole
solution space. The first thing to do is to select a suitable radial coordinate. We may choose
a new radial coordinate A such that the equation (6.1e) has a trivial solution. A reasonable
way to do this is to select an r-coordinate such that ei(f) = —ard,(f) (as in [47]). This
implies K o« 2 and J er'(z)"ldr = —f a"'dlnr. As we will see later, for the dynamical
systems investigation it is better to use the new time variable 7 = Inr, which takes values
over the whole real line.

Here we shall study the two special cases: (i) perfect fluid (previous work has assumed
a comoving aether and a comoving fluid). (ii) vacuum (stationary with a scalar field and
harmonic potential). In particular, for the stationary aether case, it is also of interest to
choose a frame in which the aether is non-comoving. For a non-comoving stationary aether
and a tilted fluid, it follows [in an analogous way to the static case] that the perfect fluid
must be non-tilted (v = 0). Additionally, since § = o4 = 0 in the stationary subcase, V
depends only on the scalar field ¢ = ¢(x). We shall present a more comprehensive analysis in
[46]; in particular, the “evolution” equations for the tilt a, a and @ are given in the Appendix
therein.

6.1 Static case with perfect fluid with linear equation of state and no scalar
field.

To investigate this model we will use the approach of [48]. First, let us consider no scalar
field in (6.1) and use the linear equation of state

fi = po+ (n—1)p, (6.3)
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where the constants pg and 7 satisfy pg > 0,n7 > 1. The case n = 1 corresponds to an
incompressible fluid with constant energy density, while the case ug = 0 describes a scale-
invariant equation of state.

Introducing the new dimensionless variables

Ho u P
— = — —_ = — 6.4
we obtain the dynamical system
dx r1 +x3(n+2
d—Tl =1 <%(771) + 4x3cy 4 214 + 6x2> , (6.5a)
dry (w2 —1)(w1 + x3(n +2)) 3
— = 2 4o — 2 6.5b
dx r3(x1 + z3(n + 2
=3 — 3(T1 3(n+2)) + dxsxic, + xo(z1 + 23(n + 6)) + 22423, (6.5¢)
dr o +1
dzy x1 + x3(n + 2)
—=q (T +dadc, + 2xy + 620 — 2, (6.5d)
subject to the constraint
1 = 23c, + 219 + x4 + 3. (6.6)

The constraint (6.6) is preserved by the dynamical system (6.5). Solving the constraint (6.6)
for x4 and substituting back into the system (6.5) we obtain the reduced system:

dry _ aias(n— 2¢) 1
dr Ccq+1 o+ 1

2 2
dxz:;@( o <"+ —1>—1> n_ws+2) s 002 (6.7b)

+ 2x1m%ca 4+ 1 ( + 2) + 22129, (6.7a)

o2 73 _
dr 2¢, + 2 2¢, + 2 2¢, + 2 2¢, + 2
dx3 Ty n+2
= = <Ca 1 + 2> + 23 <Ca 1 2) + 2x32ic, + xo(xy + 23(n + 2)), (6.7c)
defined on the phase space
U = {(ml,xg,:cg) cx1 > 0,25¢, + 219 + 23 < 1}. (6.8)

The equilibrium points of the system (6.7) are given in table 4. Let us discuss their
stability.

1. The equilibrium point P; is always a saddle. It satisfies K = a? asymptotically, which
implies e;! ~ e = %, e ~ve T = % Since @ < a as r — 00, it follows that N < 1.

2. Although the equilibrium point P, can be an attractor for n > 1,¢, < —n — 3 or
n>1,-n—3<c, < —1, since it can never belong to the phase space (denoted ¢ Wy
in table), we do not discuss it further.

3. The equilibrium point Pj is always a saddle.

4. The equilibrium point Py is a source for n > 2, ﬂZ—Q < Cq < 75(n—2)(n+6). Otherwise
it is a saddle.
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Label T To T3 Existence

P, 0 0 0 always

Py —2-—n 0 1 ¢

Py 0 -2 L Ca < Ay

Py 0 _42;27,—2 _(CGH)((EZ;?L(:f%)Q_lGCQ) 1<n<2,Ay< ¢, < % or
n > 2, % < ¢ < Ag

R R E 121t < ]

Ps 7 0 1i\/11+7ca 0 always

Table 4. Equilibrium points of the system (6.7). We use the notation A; = % (172 +4n — 4) and

Ay = 15 (0 +4n—12).
Label Eigenvalues
P -1,2,2
P 9 ] 4 —Cadnd3 _q_ __ Cadni3
’ (cat1)(catnt3)’ (cat1)(catn+3)
P 9 _n+2+ 64cq —Tn(n+4)+36 _n+2—\/64ca—7n(n+4)+36
3 ) 2 ’ 2
P -4 o _nn+2) n(n+2)
4 2(4ca—n+2) ) deg—142 > deg—n+2
1
Ps _2c:+17 -2, —2cq—1 2
P 2((caFVeatl)+1) (n+6)(1:vca+1)+4ca 2((2¢aFv/cat1)+1)
6,7 Ca ) (m,l)Q ’ Ca
Table 5. Eigenvalues of the equilibrium points of the system (6.7).
5. The equilibrium point Ps is a saddle for n > 1, -1 < ¢, < —%. It is non-hyperbolic for
co = —3 [but it behaves as a saddle].
6. FPgis asource forn >1,—1 <¢, <0,0rn>1,¢4 > 0.
7. Prisasink for 1 <n <2, {5(n—2)(n+6) < c, <0. It is a source for 1 <n < 2,¢, >0
or n > 2,¢q > 1=(n—2)(n+6). It is a saddle otherwise.
6.2 Static vacuum aether with a scalar field with harmonic potential.
Let us investigate a static vacuum aether with a scalar field with harmonic potential V' (¢)
m22¢2 (also see [15]). Introducing the new dimensionless variables

To =

u
)
a

K

1'4:?,

T5 = )
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we obtain the dynamical system

dxo 3 (w2 — 1)a2 9
E:2.%'20(1—ﬁ+$2($4+4x2+1’6—2)7
LI A S S
— =2 T5C, — T T Ty —

dr 4 2Ca 1 4 2 6 )
dxs x2
E:@;(Z:ﬂ%ca—call—i—x4+3x2—i—x%>,

d 2
e _ T6 <— 7 + x4 + 4o + x% — 2) + 21‘%1‘60(1 — T5x7,

dr Ccq+1

dar T et 3w a2 ) 4 202 576
—— =X — T X xT LoXl7Cq — ——
dr 7 Ca"‘l 4 2 6 24 7Cq 9 )

subject to the constraint

2 L, 2
1 =cqxo —|—2x2—|—x4—|—§x6—x7.

(6.10a)
(6.10b)
(6.10¢)
(6.10d)

(6.10e)

(6.11)

The constraint (6.11) is preserved by the dynamical system (6.10). Solving the constraint
(6.11) for x4 and substituting back into the system (6.10) we obtain the reduced system:

dzxs (v — a2 1
E: 3C —717—’-5%2(4%24-2%%4‘%%—2),
45 + 225 +ad + 2
— T xXr
dr 2 6 ’
d 1
% = x6C, < 1 + 1‘2> + 5 (1‘6 (4.%'2 + 1‘(2; — 2) — 21‘51‘7) ,
dx x2 x z}
—d7_7—x7ca< S )—%—i—m <x2+76+1>7

defined in the phase space

1
U = {(ﬂ:g,x5,x6,x7) s Caln® + 2T9 + x4 + 556% — :c% < 1} .

(6.12a)
(6.12b)
(6.12¢)

(6.12d)

(6.13)

The equilibrium points of the system (6.12) are described in tables 6 and 7. Let us

discuss their stability.

1. @ is always a saddle.

2. The line of equilibrium points ()2 3 is normally hyperbolic and is stable when x5 > 2.

3. The equilibrium points ()4 5 are non-hyperbolic. They have a 3D stable manifold and
a 1D center manifold for —1 < ¢, < —% and a 1D stable manifold and a 3D center

3

manifold for ¢, = —.

4. Qg7 are non-hyperbolic. They have a 3D stable manifold and a 1D center manifold
for —% < cg < —%. They have a 3D unstable manifold and a 1D center manifold for

o < —1orc, > —% [the non zero eigenvalues are always of the same sign].
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Label To 5 T T7 Existence

Q1 0 0 0 0 always

Q23 x5 0 :I:\/ﬁ\/l — 2x5 — cax§2 0 1—2z5 — cax§2 >0
Qis | —5i7 O 0 + Ve DUt | (0 1) (4cg +3) <0
Qor | —giy 0 Y2t 0 (ca+1) (4eq +3) >0
Qs.9 ﬁ 0 0 0 always

Table 6. Equilibrium points of the system (6

1
represent lines of equilibrium points (x5 = 0,25 =

2).
2 a

x5 is a parameter and hence the curves Q23
re special points on these curves).

Label Eigenvalues
Ql _15 _15 1’ 1
Q2.3 2—a%5,2—25,2(1 —2%),0
dea+3  4cq+3
Q4,5 - 222117 - 222117 —2,0
Q 4(ca+1) 4eq+3 4dcg+3 0
6,7 2cat+1 * 2¢a+1° 2cq+1°
Q (QCa:FVCa+1)+1 (QCa:F\/ Ca+1)+1 2((Ca:|:\/ Ca+1)+1) 0
8,9 Ca ; Ca ) Ca ;

Table 7. Eigenvalues of the equilibrium points of the system (6.12) given in the previous table.

Q@s is non-hyperbolic. It has a 3D unstable manifold and a 1D center manifold for

—1 < ¢y <0or ¢y > 0. Otherwise, its center manifold has dimension greater than 1.

Q9 is non-hyperbolic. It has a 3D stable manifold and a 1D center manifold for —% <

cq < 0. It has a 3D unstable manifold and a 1D center manifold for ¢, > 0. Finally,
Q9 has a 2D unstable manifold, a 1D center manifold and a 1D stable manifold for

—1<eg <—1.

Although static models are of particular

physical importance, in this paper we have

primarily focused on the mathematical properties of the solution space. It can be observed

that the phase spaces (6.8) and (6.13) are in

general non-compact; thus a more detailed

analysis requires the introduction of compact variables. In addition, since the equilibrium
points in (6.13) are generically non-hyperbolic, the use of the center manifold theorem is
required, which is beyond the linear analysis provided here. A more detailed stability analysis

for the equilibrium points of both the dynamic

al systems (6.7) and (6.12), and the study of

the tilted aether static model, is left for the companion paper [46].
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7 Discussion

In this paper we have studied spherically symmetric Einstein-aether models with tilting
perfect fluid matter, which are also solutions of the IR limit of Horava gravity [8]. We used
the 143 frame formalism [19-21] to write down the evolution equations for non-comoving
perfect fluid spherically symmetric models and showed they form a well-posed system of
first order PDEs in two variables. We adopted the so-called comoving aether gauge (which
implies a preferred foliation, the only remaining freedom is the coordinate time and space
reparameterization freedom). We also introduced (f-) normalized variables. The formalism
is particularly well-suited for numerical and qualitative analysis. In particular, we considered
the special subset U = v = 0 (where we also assumed ¢y = 0 and ¢, # 0) and derived the
final reduced phase space equations in normalized variables.

The formalism adopted here is appropriate for the study of the qualitative properties
of astrophysical and cosmological models with values for the non-GR parameters which are
consistent with current constraints. In particular, motivated by current cosmological obser-
vations, we have studied inhomogeneous cosmologies in Einstein-aether theories of gravity.

We first considered dust models. We investigated a special dust model with U = 0 and
v = 0 in normalized variables (assuming ¢, # 0) and derived a reduced (closed) evolution
system. The FLRW models in this special dust model correspond to an equilibrium point. In
these models we are particularly interested physically in their late time evolution. Therefore,
we paid particular attention to the sinks for different values of the parameter ¢, (which were
summarized earlier). In all cases 2 — 0 to the future. For all solutions with small ¢, < 3/8,
D — 1 (Q — 1) and the shear goes to zero at late times. Consequently, the models close to
GR isotropize to the future.

We briefly reviewed the FLRW models in which the source must be of the form of a
comoving perfect fluid (or vacuum) and the aether must be comoving. We then considered the
spatially homogeneous Kantowski-Sachs models [36] using appropriate normalized variables
(which are bounded; note that we did not use the f—normalization here), and obtained the
general evolution equations. We then considered a special case with 3cy = ¢1+3co+c3 = 0 and
analysed the qualitative behaviour. In this case a full global dynamical analysis is possible,
and we determined both the early and late time behaviour of the models and their physical
properties.

In the case ¢, < % (i.e., ¢ > 0), when v < %, there is the unique shear-free, zero
curvature (FLRW) inflationary future attractor (P%), and for 3 < ¢, < 3 (ie., 0 < ¢ < )
and 0 <~ < 2 all of the sources and sinks (respectively, Py & Ps and P5 & P;) have maximal
shearing and all except one sink (Py) have zero curvature. For ¢, < % (ie, ¢ > %), the
points P; & Pg do not exist, and the sources and sinks with maximal shearing are P; and
Ps5, respectively.

Finally, we considered static models for a mixture of a (necessarily non-tilted with v = 0)
perfect fluid with a barotropic equations of state and a scalar field (with a self-interaction
potential V' that depends only on the scalar field). In particular, we studied the special cases
of a tilted perfect fluid and no scalar field (previous work had assumed a comoving aether and
a comoving fluid) and a stationary vacuum with a scalar field (with a harmonic potential).
The equilibrium points in the resulting dynamical systems in these two cases were determined
and their stability was investigated. Although models that are not evolving with time are
of physical importance, and physical information can be obtained from their qualitative
analysis, we have primarily focussed on the mathematical properties of the solution space in
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this paper. The physical interpretation of this analysis will be comprehensively discussed in
[46].

We also examined the conditions for the existence of McVittie-like solutions in the
context of Einstein-aether theory. We found that they only exist for the choice of parameters
¢q = 0,7 =0, and for an aligned aether (v = 0). Since v = 0, the matter fluid corresponds
to a cosmological constant (and 6 is always a constant). Irrespective of the sign of the initial
expansion, the physical variables tend to zero as t — +oc.

In future work we shall investigate the general Kantowski-Sachs models and the static
models more comprehensively. In particular, it would be of interest to determine the structure
of stationary rotating solutions; rapidly rotating black holes, unlike the non-rotating ones,
might turn out to be very different from the Kerr metrics of GR.

We note that the tilt is defined relative to matter; one important question is to in-
vestigate whether this tilt decays to the future in general. We shall also study spherically
symmetric, self-similar spacetimes which also admit, in addition to the three Killing vectors,
a homothetic vector [21].
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A Models and the parameters c;
We can study different models with different dimensionless parameters ¢;. From earlier:
co=co+t(c1+¢3)/3, co =c1+c3, cw=c1—c3 cg=c4—c1.

Since the spherically symmetric models are hypersurface orthogonal the aether field has
vanishing twist and the field equations are therefore independent of the twist parameter ¢,
[8] (this is equivalent to being able to set ¢4 = 0 without loss of generality [1]).

A second condition on the ¢; can effectively be specified by a renormalization the New-
tonian gravitational constant G. From [1] we have that Gy = G (1 — %(01 -+ 04))_1. So long
as (c1 4+ ¢4) < 2, so that the gravitational constant is positive, we can effectively renormalize
and specify (c; 4+ ¢4). If not, and we reduce the theory to a one parameter model, the theory
might be pure GR in disguise [in GR ¢; = 0].

The remaining two non-trivial constant parameters in the model must satisfy additional
constraints (it will be useful here to define ¢> =1 — 2¢, < 1):

Observations: The models (i.e., the values of the ¢;) must be consistent with all observa-
tions. In general, if the magnitudes of all of the ¢; are (non-zero and) small (e.g., less than
1072), then the models will be physical [1, 24].

Self-consistency: There are also a number of self-consistency requirements [1, 24]:
0<c1+c3 <1, (Al)
0<cy—c3< (014—03)

“3[1—(c1 +¢3)]’

which can be written in terms of ¢y, ¢, ¢,. Note that this imples that 0 < ¢1,c3 < ¢ < 1—c3.

(A.2)

A.1 Case A:

All of the ¢; are small (and not all zero). We set ¢4 = 0. We renormalize and chose ¢; so
that ¢; +3co +c3 = 0 (i.e., g = 0). The self-consistency relations (A.1, A.2) then imply that
0 < c3 <1 <2c3. We thus have a two parameter model with small ¢, > 0, ¢, < 0. Using

¢1 =deg (1 < d < 2), we have that ¢, = 3(1 — ¢?) and ¢, = —ﬁcg. Note that it is not
possible for ¢, = —¢, in this case.
d
Summary case A: ¢, = %(1 — ) >0,c, = — Tty Co <0,c =0
A.2 Case B:
We set
632
= ——, (A.3)
1
) 2 L2
o= ol tas ) (A4)
301

(before the field redefinition of ¢4), so that the parameterized post-Newtonian (PPN) param-
eters a1 = ag = 0 (and hence all solar system tests are trivially satified [1]). A two parameter
family of models (¢; # 0, cs3) satisfying the consistency conditions (A.1, A.2) results. Here
(Summary):
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(012 + 632)

Cqg=——"""""=<0, (A.5)
c1
0<c¢,=c+c3<1, (A.6)
(c1” —cs?)
—_ <0 AT
Cy 301 — ( )
and the ¢; satisfy

(ca® = 9¢o?) = (cq + 3cg + 2¢4)*. (A.8)

A.2.1 Case B(ii):

If we also renormalise the Newtonian gravitational potential by setting ¢; + ¢4 = 0, then

from (A.3) we obtain c1? = c32, and hence ¢; = c3 (since ¢; = —c3 cannot satisfy (A.1,
A.2)). In this case ¢y = 0. Hence, ¢, = —c¢,, and we have that ¢, = %(1 —¢?) > 0 and
ca = —3(1 —c?) <0, where ¢ < 1 but need not be small (and the self-consistency relations
(A.1, A.2) are satisfied).

Summary case B(ii): ¢; = 3(1 —¢?) > 0,¢, = —3(1 — ¢?),cg =0
A.3 Case C:

In principle we can study the physics of the models for different parameter ranges of the c¢;.
If we study the models in the early universe (where the constants ¢; can be replaced with
evolving parameters [5]), then the observational constraints above need not apply.

In one particularly interesting theoretical case (see section 4), we could consider 3¢y +
2¢, = 0 [we could also use the renormalization of the Newtonian gravitational constant and
consider the case ¢, = 0]. Note that 3¢y + 2¢, = ¢ + ¢ + ¢3 = 0. This implies that
the PPN parameter «; diverges [1] and conditions (A.1, A.2) can only be satisfied when
c1 = co = ¢ = 0, the GR case. However, for theoretical reasons it may be of interest to
study this case in early universe cosmological models.

1

Summary case C: ¢, = (1 —¢?) > 0,¢p = —3(1 = ¢?) <0, [cq = 0]
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B Further development of the governing equations

Let us further develop the governing equations presented in Section 3. Combining equations
(3.13d) and (3.13e) and using the identity ¥ =1 — Q, we obtain

3K 1. <2(ca—{—1) 1—20a>  (ca+1)(3cg +2¢,) DU

=———— — +-AU
7 2(200—1)+3A 3cg+1 | 1-2c, 3(3cg+ 1) (25 — 1)

1 1 1\ 1, (bcat+2 2(co+1
+§r(ca+1)< + >U+6U2<50Jr _Had )>+

3cg+1  2¢,—1 1—2¢, 3cg+ 1
A2 4 (3cp + 2¢, 6 —3cp — 14c, 2 —4c,
(3co ) Q 0 1) 02
2(2¢, — 1) 3cp + 1 deg — 2 3cp + 1
Q (v2 (3(y + 1)eg + 2(y — 2)co + 3) — 67¢, — 3cg + 4y + 3y — 3) N
2(3cp+1)(2¢, — 1) (1 —0v?)

+

1 —9¢cyp — 8c,

B.1
6cy + 2 ( )

Combining equations (3.13c), (3.13f) and (3.14d) and (3.14e) and using the identity ¥ = 1—-Q,
we obtain

3y
2(1 —v?)’
QA= (q+31—-Q)A-U +r, (B.2b)

32, -1 AQ-9Q) 1—-2¢c, \ 3yvd
91Q = 3cs + 2¢, T et T2 ) 2B 2 (=)

r=(q—1)ceU — caU — 3A(1 - Q) + (B.2a)

(B.2¢)

Finally, solving the equations (B.1) and (B.2a) for ¢ and r we obtain:

1—2¢, 3cg+ 1

1 3A2  4(ca+1)UA
>{

4= _3 <2 o ZCa(ca+1)(309+200)U2
3(3co+1)(2co 1)

2(1—2¢,) UA s 2(ca+1)U?  (5cg+2)U?
* 2, — 1 -6+ 3co+ 1 2, — 1 +
12(Q —1)2(2¢, — 1)~ 3Q(—16c, + Q (3cy + 14cy — 6) + 8)
- - -
3cg+1 2c, — 1
3((y =200 =37+2) 2 3((y+ 1?2 -1)Q

Beo + 1) (2 — 1) 2o —1) (02— 1)
(ca +1) (3cg + 26) U (~6A(Q ~ 1) + 24 (B0l + U1) + 3222)
(3co+1) (2¢, — 1)

20,0 (ca+1) 3 K 200 (ct]) 3 )

3cg+ 1 1—200+2co—1 2c, — 1 +260—1

+

_|_

(B.3a)
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3yv§d

r=30A —3A — c,00U — c,U + m‘i‘
B caU { 3A2 4(ca +1)UA
2ca(catl)(Beo+2c)U%\ L1 — 2¢,  3cy + 1
3 (2 — T 3Begt e D) ) ’

+2(1—26a)U./4_6Q2+2(ca—|—1)U2 (5cq + 2) U2
2c, — 1 3cg + 1 2c, — 1
12(Q — 1)2 (2¢, — 1) 3Q(—16c, + Q (3cp + 14c, — 6) + 8)
+ + +
3cg+ 1 2c, — 1
3((y =200 =3v+2)Q 3((v+ 1?2 -1)Q
(Bcg+ 1) (v2 —1) (2¢, — 1) (v2 = 1)

(ca+1) 3y + 26,) U (~6A(Q ~ 1) + 24 (B0 + 1) + 222)

* Beg +1) 20y — 1) *
201U (cu + 1) 3 9K 201U (cq + 1) 3
9}. B.3b
3cp+ 1 1—200+200—1+ 2¢c, — 1 +200—1+ ( )

These equations give the expressions for ¢ and r in terms of the normalized variables and
the derivatives 8gU,01U. The expression (B.2c), is used to eliminate the spatial derivative
019 from the equations.

. T
The final equations for the reduced phase space (N ,U,EL K, 9,9, v) are equations

(3.13a,3.13b,3.13d,3.13g,3.13h) and (3.14e) for 0p.A, subject to the constraints (3.14a-3.14d)
and a constraint for 8;Q (rather than 8:%), with ¢ and r defined as in (B.3). From the
equations we have either the evolution equation for U given by (3.13c) or the definition of r
given by (B.2a) (or by (B.3)(b), after g-elimination in (B.2a)).

The commutator equation (2.30) can be expressed in terms of the normalized variables

by

1
[00,01] = @[eo,eﬂ + (14 )01 — rdy
= (U =)+ (g +3—39)d1. (B.4)
On the other hand

307” = 3031(— lnﬂ) = —[30,31] lnﬂ — 3130 lnﬁ
=U(1+q)+7r(2—-3Q) + 814, (B.5)

where we have used 8yIn 3 = —(1 + ¢) and ¢ is given by (B.1). °

19 Note that the evolution equation for 7 will contain the second order derivative term 8:8:U (via the term
01q), as occurs in the GR setting [42].
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) T
The final equations for the reduced phase space (./\/ JU,EL K, Q,0,v, 7") are then

OE! = (¢ + 3%)EY, (B.6a)
Aok = 2gK, (B.6b)
= . 3y0()
00U = (¢ — 1)U —r —3A(1 - Q) + 31— 07 (B.6¢)
(at1)OU o rlea DU 2(ca+1) AU
09 -Saa TIOR3 Ga
(cat DU 220~ 1) (1= QP _Q((y-20® 37 +2) 560
3(3cyg+1) 3cg+1 2(3cp+1)(1—02) 7’ )
A= (q+32)A-U +r, (B.6e)
(v =2)v8:1Q  1081v _ 27A0Q | 29 (1= (y—1)v?)
002 + el o= el + el +
3Q(1—-v3)Q  2(y—2)rvQ  2Q((1—2y)v* +1)
— a + o + o , (B.6f)
(v=1)(1- 02)2319 (v = 2wd1v  2(y —1)A (1 —v?)v?
Oov — NoYel + el = el +
3(v=2)Q(1—v?)v  2(y—1)r (1—2}2)2 2(1—-0?)v . 9
- o - el + +U (1-v7), (B.6g)
dor =U(1+q) +7(2-39Q) +dq, (B.6h)
where
3K 1 2(ca+1) | 1—2ca\ (cat1)(3ch+2cs) 01U
1= "2, —1) " 3 3cp+1 | 1-2¢, 3(3co + 1) (25 — 1)
1 1 1 1o (5cat?2  2(catl)
tgricatl <309—|—1 +2cg—1> Urgl (1—2@, 3cp + 1 >
A? 4 (3¢ + 2¢4) Q 6 —3co — 14c, 2 —4c, )
+2(2co—1) 3co +1 ( dey —2 +309+1+1>Q+
_Q (02 (3(y + 1)cg + 2(y — 2)co + 3) — 67¢, — 3cp + 4¢o + 37 — 3) N
2(3cp + 1) (2¢, — 1) (1 —v?)
1 —9¢cyp — 8c,
62 (B.7)
subject to the constraints
ON = —-UN, (B.8a)
01K =2(r+ AK, (B.8b)
1A+ c,0,U = —g/C +r (caU + A) + 2¢, AU — %CQUQ + g.AZ%—
3 ) 30 ((y — 12 +1) 3
— 5(309+ZCJ)Q +3(2¢, —1)Q+ 21 =07 — 3¢y + 2’ (B.8c)
32, -1 AQ-9Q) 1—-2¢, \ 3y
219 = 3¢p + 2¢o 13T ) T Ga o aoy (B8
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We can choose to study the system (3.13), (3.14), (B.3) or the system (B.6), (B.7),
(B.8), depending on the particular application.

In the comoving aether temporal gauge, which implies a preferred foliation, the only
remaining freedom is the coordinate rescalings t — f(¢) and z — g¢(z) (time and space
reparameterization freedom), consistent with

8oEL = (¢ +3%)E], (B.9)
IN =@ -UN, (B.10)

where we recall that 8 := N ~10,, 8; := F{0,.

How do we best treat AN’ in the evolutions eqns? There is no evolution eqn for N1
but, in principle, we can integrate the spatial constraint and use the time reparameterization
to determine A/~!. [This is what happens in GR in the separable gauge, where neither an
algebraic equation or an evolution equation for A/ ~! is available; the conditions are sufficient
to integrate the spatial derivative constraint equation, whence a time redefinition can be
employed to set N’ 71 = 1]

Depending on the application, we could do one of the following: (i) Since A/~! is positive-
definite, we can determine the qualitative behaviour of the system by simply studying the
right-hand-sides of the evolution equations. (ii) In many special cases of interest we can
integrate for N'~! and replace the left-hand-sides by partial time derivatives (as in GR in
the separable gauge). (iii) Numerically we could solve for A/~! in the integration (although
this looks messy). (iv) Analytically, we could, for example, use the commutators to obtain
evolution and constraint equations for r, and then N1 = exp( [ (U — r)dz) and define new
variables (e.g., use U — r as a variable). (v) While the comoving aether gauge choice is
motivated physically, it is not ideal for doing analysis and numerics; we could change to a
separable gauge.

In practice, it is often useful to choose a gauge in order to compare with the FLRW
model as easily as possible (e.g., so we can choose integration functions for A, E} in the
above to be trivial).

As an example, let us consider McVittie-like models [43]. The line element is given by

2 4
(1= 2iz a2+ A2 (1+ M [dz? + 2% (d¥? + sin® ¥dp?)] (B.11)
1+ % 2Ax 7

where A = A(t) and M is a constant. We recall that as z — +oo the metric approaches the
flat FLRW solution and for constant A we obtain the Schwarzschild solution. Several aspects
of the McVittie solution, of geometrical and physical relevance have been investigated by
many authors [44]. In GR the McVittie solution is unique under the following assumptions:
(i) The metric is spherically symmetric with a singularity at the centre. (ii) The matter
distribution is a perfect fluid. (iii) The metric must asymptotically tend to an isotropic
cosmological form. (iv) The fluid flow is shear-free. McVittie-like models were investigated,
e.g., in the references [45].
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For this metric we obtain in our scenario:

16 M2 A2
= — B.12
T M = 22 AY (M + 22 A)% (B-122)
4z A(M — 2z A)
_ TR (B.12b)
162242
SR =0, (B.12d)
64M x> A3
3 _
+ = A+ I (B.12¢)
O'+ = O, (Bl?f)
3A

which implies that

Q=1,%=0,r=0,
_ AA(2zA+ M) oM

7R —20A) M -24

For this metric, the equations (B.6¢) and (B.8d) lead to a contradiction, unless ¢, = 0 and
either v = 0 or 2 = 0, or both. Assuming ¢, = v = Q = 0 and substituting into equation
(B.6d) we obtain

AA(2zA + M) — 2M A2
(224 + M) =0 (B.13)
A(M —2zA)
which, in general, is not satisfied as we vary ¢t and x. Thus, assuming ¢, = 0 and v = 0, # 0,
we obtain

2 (3cp + 1) (AA(zxA + M) — 2MA2)
(37 — 2)A2(M — 2z A)

The equations (B.6) and the constraints (B.8), with the exception of (B.6f), (B.6g) and
(B.8c), are identically satisfied. The equations (B.6f) and (B.6g) reduce to

0=

(B.14)

002 = (2¢+ 2 — 37)Q, (B.15a)
(1 —7)8:2 =~QU. (B.15b)
which, after the substitution of (B.14), lead to

A%((y +1)M = 2(y — 1)z A)

A= A(22A + M) ! (B.16a)
. A% (42 A ((v = )3y — DA — 392 M + M) + (7(37 + 2) + 1) M?) (B.16D)
N A?2(2zA + M)? ' '
and the restriction (B.8c) becomes
3 (3cp + 1) (A?((4 — )z A + (37 + 2)M) — 24A(20A + M))
=0. (B.17)

2(3y — 2)A2(M — 2z.A)
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The last three equations, in general, are not satisfied simultaneously for all ¢ and = unless we

set v = 0, which implies
A(t) = coe™, Q=1+ 3cp.

(B.18)

Summarizing: the McVittie-like models only exist for the choice of parameters ¢, =
0,7 = 0, and for aligned aether (v = 0). Since v = 0, the matter fluid corresponds to a

cosmological constant. The solution is characterized by

i 16c3 M x2e?e1t

(M — 2comecit) (2comert + M) 3’
B deqzecrt (M — 202xeclt)
(2cozecrt + M)3 7
K— 16c3x2 %1t
(2comecrt + M) 4’

R =0,

5, = 64cs Ma3e3ert
(2cqmecrt + M) 6’

oy =0,

0 = 3c;.

and

0=1,Y=0,r=0,v=0,Q=1+4 3¢cy,q = —1.

(B.19a)
(B.19b)

(B.19¢)
(B.19d)
(B.19e)

(B.19f)
(B.19g)

(B.20)

Irrespective of the sign of the expansion (6 > 0 or § < 0), the quantities 1, a, K, 35S

tend to zero as t — +o0.
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B.1 Special case: u =0

The evolution equations above were derived under the assumption that @ # 0. We now
consider the special case of 4 = 0 and display the appropriate eqns:

eoler!) = —%(9 — 604 )ert, (B.21a)

eo(K) = —2(0+304)K, (B.21b)

col6) = ny N 6(2c, — )02 (2=3v+ (y—2)v*}) i (B.21¢)
03 3cg+ 1 2(3¢g + 1)(1 —v2) ‘

(3co + 1)6? a? K
+ — + +
18(2c, — 1) 2(2¢y — 1) ' 2(2¢, — 1)

1
eo(o4) = 503 —fo

_ ! _ R
eo(a) = 3a(9 +304) + A= 07 (B.21e)
e (Wv(2- ey (v 2vvlo v (v? = 3) (b wa
eo(f) — I(M)G( ) _ wgl( ) __ Wé:, v 3G) —2757 . (B.21f)
eo(w) — e (f) (1—v*)"(v—1) _v(@2=9y)ei(v) _ (1—v*) oy
0 iG_ G_ G_
v(1=v)(By—4)0 20*(1-2%)(y—1)a
Tel el (B.21g)
Constraints (3cg + 2¢, # 0):
e1(InK) = 2aq, (B.22a)
__Gp 1 2_3 90 _1y02 - K 3¢
e(a) = S0—05 6 (Bcp+1)0 5 (2¢ — 1) 07 5+t (B.22b)
L 3ycsvji
(53} (9) - (300 + 260)(1 — ’UQ) ) (B22C)
ei(0y) = 3acy — Scoult (B.22d)

2(3cp + 2¢,)(1 —v2)’
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B.1.1 Normalized variables

The S-normalized equations are: !

E] = (¢ + 3%)EY, (B.23a)
K = 24K, (B.23b)
- 2(2c, —1)8?  Q((v—2)v® =37 +2)
30Q — Q(l + q— Q) + 309 i 1 2 (309 + 1) (1 — (02) ) (B23C)
B 1, 3K A? (3cog +1) Q2
QX =2 +q=3Q)+ 32+ 55—~ 33, ) T 220, - 1)
Q((y+1)v*—1)
(20 — 1) (1= 02)" (B.23d)
B 3y
OpA = qA+ 31— o2) = 1)2)’ (B.23e)
(v =2)v8:1Q  1081v _ 27Av0Q | 2N (1= (y—1)v?)
00 + el o= el + el +
3Q(1—-v3)Q  2(y—2)rvQ  2Q((1—2y)v* +1)
- 2R A - o : (B.23f)
(v=1)(1- 1)2)231(2 (v = 2vd1v  2(y —1)A (1 —v?)v?
Oov — NoYel + el = el +
3(v=2)Q(1—v?)v  2(y—1)r (1—2}2)2 2(1—v?)v
- e - Vel t =G (B.23g)
subject to the restrictions:
ONT=rNTL (B.24a)
0K =2(r+ AK, (B.24b)
B1A = —g/c FrAt ;AZ - g (3cp + 2¢5) Q% + 3 (26, —1) O
32 (v — D2 +1) 3
21 =7 —3¢s + 2’ (B.24c)
B 3vc,v82
0:Q=1rQ— Bep 1 20,) (1= 07)’ (B.24d)
O1Y =13 + 34T — AL (B.24¢)

2(3cg + 2¢,) (1 —0v2)

Using the identity ¥ = 1 — Q, and combining equations (B.23c) and (B.23d) and equa-
tions (B.24d) and (B.24e), respectively, we obtain:

3K A? (3co + 2¢,) (3co + 8¢, — 3) Q% 4(3co + 2¢,) Q
1= 300 —1) T2 -1 2B+ @m -1 3gp+1
Q (v By + 1)co + 2(y — 2)¢e + 3) — 6v¢o — 3cg + 4ce + 3y — 3) N 1 —9cy — 8¢,
2(3cg+1)(2¢, — 1) (1 —0?) 2(3cpg+1) 7
(B.25)

"Strictly speaking, we assume v # 0 here, since in the dust case below v = 0 leads to a contradiction when
u = 0. We shall study an exceptional case later.
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o (B.26)

r=-3A4(1-9)+

The final equations for the reduced phase space (./\/ ,EL K, 9,9, v)T are the evolution
equations and restrictions displayed above (less the equations (B.23d),(B.24e) for the frame
derivatives of ¥), where ¢ and r are defined by (B.25) and (B.26), respectively. (It will be
useful to define D = A? — 3K in some computations). Again we note that formally the same

equations can be obtained from the previous case (@ # 0) by setting @ = 0; but here we have
derived the equations properly.

B.2 The subset U =v =0

Let us consider the special subset U = v = 0. We also assume ¢g = 0 and ¢, # 0. We first
assume that v # 1. The final equations for the reduced phase space are then:

E! = (¢+3(1 - Q))E1, (B.27a)
K = 29K, (B.27b)
8Q = Q1 +q-0)+2(2c —1)(1— Q)+ %Q (2-37), (B.27¢)
oA = qA, (B.27d)
00 = (2¢ — 37vQ +2)Q, (B.27e)

subject to the restrictions:

INT=r N (B.28a)
1K =2(r + AK, (B.28b)
0 A= —;IC +rA+ ;A2 — 3¢, Q% + g (2¢, —1) (20— 1) + ;Q (B.28c¢)
61Q = ’I“Q, (B.28d)
0,10 = 2rQ, (B.28e)

where ¢ and r are defined by:

g= ﬁ{ ~ 3K + A% — 2¢, (8¢, — 3) Q% + 16¢,(2¢5 — 1)Q
O (=2,(37 —2) +3(y — 1)) + (1 — 8¢5)(2¢o — 1)}. (B.29)

r=—3A(1- Q). (B.30)
We recall that &g B = (¢+3(1 — Q))E}, 4N 1 = rN =1, where 8y := N710;, 8, := E}0,.

[The only remaining freedom is the coordinate rescalings t — f(t) and z — g(x)]. 12

B.2.1 The special case v =1

In the special case of dust, we lose the equation 8,2 = 2r2, but all of the remaining equations
are valid with v = 1.

2° A% and K only appear in the evolution equations via the combination D = A% — 3K (but also appear in
the constraints; e.g., via r).
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C Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi model

The Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi (LTB) model in GR [49] is the spherically symmetric dust so-
lution of the Einstein equations which can be regarded as a generalization of the FLRW
universe. LTB metrics with dust source and a comoving and geodesic 4-velocity constitute a
well known class of exact solutions of Einstein’s field equations [50].

The line element for a spherically symmetric comoving dust is:

R/(t,x)]? .
%dﬁ + R(t,x)?[d#* + sin® Od¢?] (C.1)

(where an overdot denotes a t-derivative and a prime denotes an x-derivative). The geometric
variables, {H, o, 3R, 35}, are defined by

ds® = —dt? +

R R 4(ER) 1, E
where 1 1
3R = deja — 6a® + 2K, 35, = —ge1a+ 3K, (C.3)
V1+ E 1
R(t,x) R(t,x)?
The matter variable is defined by p = %. The 3 free functions R(t,r), E, M are
subject to the Gauss constraint. We can introduce Hubble-normalized variables [51]:
3 3
oy P R St
T H sz = Teme S+ 3ge (C.5)

where (the deceleration parameter) g = 22?F + %Q, and D = —65,. By introducing a new
time variable 7(¢,r) defined by 0t/0r = 1/H, where H > 0, H decouples from the evolution
equations. Using these variables, expressed in the coordinates above, the evolution equations

for GR are (the dynamical system) (see also [52]): 13
-0 = (Q+43%1 - 1)Q, (C.6a)

1 1
oY, = (§Q+223—2)2+ — 5(1—9—21—17), (C.6b)
9D = (Q+4%% —2%,)D. (C.6c)

The flat FLRW equilibrium point is given by (Q, %, D) = (1,0,0), where (2, S+) = (0,0).
It is a saddle with eigenvalues (1,—3,1) [51].

'3We note that the exact GR LTB is not a solution to the Einstein-aether equations (see section 4).
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