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As a continuation of the ideas in [1|, we determine a new solution for Einstein equations in
vacuum for linearly approximable anisotropic perturbations of flat Minkowski and Berwald-Moor
Finslerian metric. Also, we determine the effective expressions for geodesics and eikonal for small
anisotropic perturbations of Minkowski and Berwald-Moor metrics and the changes of the OMPR
conditions for the two models. This could in principle provide the possibility to study the anisotropic
properties of space-time in our galaxy.

1 Introduction

This paper is the continuation of [1] in which the motivation and the physical background
of this research were given in detail. To remind it briefly, we should mention the following.
The astrophysical data collected during the last decade contradicts the GRT expectations for
several specific cases and demands to modify the expression for the Einstein-Hilbert action
which is the base for the popular cosmological models. Several such attempts appeared to
be unsatisfactory for various reasons, and in [1] the modification accounting for the possible
anisotropy of space-time was suggested. The consequences of such suggestion are meaningful,
therefore, there must be an experimental test able to show if this idea could be applied to the
physical world. The corresponding effect is the optic-metrical parametric resonance (OMPR)
exploiting the metrical properties of space-time, particularly, the existence and properties
of the gravitational waves. The theory of OMPR can be found in [2], [3], [4], [5], the first
experimental evidence of its existence are given in [6].

The goal of [1] was to adjust the ideas underlying the theory of the OMPR effect to
the case when the geometry used for the description of the space-time is not Riemannian
but the Finslerian one. This included the modifications of the Einstein equations, of the
eikonal equation and of the geodesic equations. In order to do this the needed mathematical
formalism was introduced, and the Einstein equations in vacuum, [7|, for the linearized h-v
model

G = (7i;(y) + ij(z,y))dr’ @ da? + vap(w, y)oy* @ 63

(where 7;; = 74 () is a locally Minkowski metric, €;; = €;;(x, y) and v, = vep(x, y) are small
anisotropic perturbations), became:

1 1
Ri; — §R%'j = =S(vij +€45)

2
(5255' — Y1) =0 (1)
1
Sab — 5(7" + S)'Uab =0

Here, I™ jr are the usual Christoffel symbols for g¢;; = vi; + €;;, Ry; is the corresponding
Ricci tensor, and S, is the Ricci tensor corresponding to the "vertical” part v,;, of the metric
structure G.
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We ascertained that they preserve the form of the wave equation [le;; = 0 for the direction
dependent metric, while the solution €, = Re(a;,(y)e*®*™) appeared to be expectedly
different from the regular plane wave even for the simplest case: its amplitude, a;,(y), and
wave vector, k,,(y), were no longer isotropic and depended on each other. In [1] there was

proposed a generalized eikonal equation. Here we use the simpler and more natural variant

0 .. ) . .
where k; = e By a similar approach to the Riemannian case, the eikonal appears to be
xl

¥ = ki(y)a' + hA(y) sin (Kiz'),  77kik; =0, k; = ki(y) (3)

where A = A(y) is expressed in terms of the wave vectors (k;) and (Kj;) of the gravitational
, o lagk'h 1 avkk
and of the electromagnetic waves as A(y) = = =

T2 Kk 57@. Kk, The generalized geodesic

equation took the form

dy’ 1 hol g
Y o+ sena gy =0, 4
g + 0 + 5Engy" Y'Y (4)
o 1 OF? | _ _
where yioo = Viryy*; g = 3050y is the (usual) Finsler metric generated by the

Finslerian function F? = (v;(y) + £;(z,y))y'y’ and the third term originated from the
anisotropic deformation of the metric.

It should be noticed that this equation has a physical meaning. For the locally
Minkowskian space with small anisotropic deformation, the force potentials consist of two
terms. The second term in brackets, originating from the anisotropy of the deformation, is
associated with the velocity and provides an analogue to the second term in the expression
for the Lorentz force in electrodynamics. This illustrates the ideas formulated in the end
of [3], [4] and developed in [§], [9].

In this paper we obtain the solutions of these equations for the flat Minkowski and
Berwald-Moor metrics as unperturbed ones and use them for the calculation of the OMPR
effect in Finsler case.

2 Weak anisotropic perturbation of the flat Minkowski metric

2.1 Solution

Let the initial (undeformed) metric be the flat Minkowskian one v = diag(1, —1,—1, —1).
Then the conditions on the wave solution lead to the system

Y kpk; =0
) 1 .
a'jki = Sa'ik; (5)

o (1. . m 0 - m
8_g/b (§azikj sin(k,x )) = C lb{2aljki — ak;} sin(kpa™).

obtained in [1| which is identically satisfied by

1 0 0

0 —1 0
ij = - D 6
& 0 0 —1+ha(y) (305(;@1 - z2)) 0 (6)

0 0 0 —1 — ha(y) cos(%(xl - 932))
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Here a(y) is an arbitrary scalar 0-homogeneous function, and h € R is a constant, small
enough such that h* ~ 0. When a(y) := ha(y) is a constant, this metric reduces to the
perturbed Minkowski metric for the isotropic empty space.

In other words, the obtained perturbation is

e33 = ha(y) cos(%(ml - x2)>, e44 = —ha(y) cos(g(x1 - x2)),

c
gi; = 0, for all other (¢, 7).

2.2 Eikonal
: . : . ~ 1 aYk;k;
For the above perturbation of the Minkowski metric, we get A = iR
VISR
1 2700 k‘2 _ k2
Ec C;ggéc)ki 3_ ) 4), and the eikonal (3) takes the form
W 2 3 s hfaly) (k5 — kD) i
=—— k k k = K;x'), 7
(G ST+ ke + ke + ket + 5 D(chy — o) sin (K;z') (7)
. 4 ~ Kz?/l
Example: Let v € X (M) be an arbitrary vector field on M = R* and a = - where
Vij V'Y

K is the wave vector. As the ratio of two invariant quantities under coordinate changes, a is

globally defined.
In the particular local frame in which K; = %, Ky, = —%, K3 = 0, K4 = 0 (which is,

D, _ .2
chosen such that the GW propagates antiparallel to the Ox axis), we get a = C(y—i/>
Vi V'Y
More particularly, if in the given frame, v' = 0,7 =1,2,3 and v* = —%, then we get
Y-y
a= "

hence,
w 4 2 3 4 hC2<yl - 3/2)(k§ - ki) : i
P cx + kox® + k3x® + kax” + 5 Dy4(ck2 ) Sln( zl") (8)

2.3 Geodesics

If €;j(z,y) = haij(y) cos(K,,(y)x™), then, performing the derivations, we obtain the
geodesic equations:

dy’

ds

+ hA'(y) sin(K,,a™) 4+ hBj (y)a” cos(Kpaz™) = 0 9)

where the coefficients

i 1 . 8 Ka/s ~ ~ P
Azz—ywwwld#lu&%+m%—m%» (10)
i Lot 1s g ~8Kp L it ~aKp
B, = 37"y y”Kjasza—yt =~ ot
depend only on the directional variables y’. Here dgy = Gnmy"y™ and Ky = K. In

particular, if K; are constant, then B; =0, 7 = 1+4 and the equations of geodesics simplify.
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Solving 9, one can find that unit-speed geodesics of the perturbed metric g;;(x,y) =
Vi (2, y) + haij(y) cos(Ky, (y)x™) are described by

i — A0 AP ™) — ) ™ ’ 11
z'(s) =a's+ 0 57 oy <K0 sin(K,,x™) 57 K, 0y cos(K,a™) (11)

where o and 3¢ depend on the initial conditions. In particular, if K,,, are constant, geodesics
of the perturbed metric obey

z'(s) = a's+ 3 — g’y”aiyt <@) sin(K,x™). (12)

. . . . dx’
From (11), we get that along geodesics hz'(s) ~ h(a's + '), and hy'(s) = h dx
s

~

hat. Eq. (12) describes the geodesics in the case of a small anisotropic perturbation of the
Minkowski metric.

Examples: 1) For a = h = const (Riemannian perturbation), that is, @ = 1, we get the
expression obtained in [2].

1,2 , _
2) Ifa = nY 1 Y as earlier, we get a = —(j along geodesics, and, with 2'(0) = 0,7 = 1,4
Yy
(= 0=v=0),
1_ .2 h D
2% = g2 hax + uoy;) sin(z(ac1 —z?)). (13)

Then the Oy-component of the atom velocity will contain a term proportional to

ho D
3 o v L1 2
Yo~ oug " cos(c(x x%))

and the amplitude factor in front of the cosine depends on the velocity component, y,
orthogonal to Oz and Oy axes.

3 Weak perturbation of the anisotropic Berwald-Moor metric

3.1 Solution

Instead of the anisotropic correction to the isotropic (Minkowski) metric, we could try
an originally anisotropic but still locally Minkowskian (i.e. spatial variables independent)

1 0?F? |
= -~ , 11n

2 0ytoyd
which F' = /y'y2y3y*. The explicit form of the unperturbed metric is provided by the
matrices

metric on R*. Let us consider the Finslerian Berwald-Moor metric v;;(y)

—1 1 1 1
whH? yly? ylyd ylyd
1 -1 1 1 o 0 R VR Ve T Ve Vi T
N T T O e TR T e N T e (7 L T e T
(vij) = (v9) =
*J 8 1 1 -1 1 ’ 2 1,3 23 _(P)2 By
1y3 y2y3 (y3 2 y3y4 vy vy y vy
y
1 1 L vyt vyt Byt —(h)?
ylyt vyt gyt (vh)?

(14)
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The wave solutions ¢;; = a;;(y) cos(K,,x™) for Einstein’s equations in vacuum are given
J J

0. 1 . v
by the solutions of the system (5), where the coefficients, C*,; = 37 h% will be given by
Y
(3
| —Sif i=j=d
O Py ro.. S, ‘ ‘

de_gw, p= 3 if i=j#dori#£j=d or i=d#}j. (15)

1

—5 i jAdAL

If we choose the coordinate system such that
Ky;=K,;=0, (16)

then the light-like condition v K;K; = 0 leads to
Yy

Moreover, a;; = hA(y)K;K; (here A(y) is an arbitrary scalar 0-homogeneous function and h is
a small constant h? ~ 0) defines a solution of (5) obeying the transverse traceless conditions
a', =0, aini = 0. We get

Proposition 1 The following perturbation defines a solution for the Einstein equations in
vacuum for the Bewald-Moor metric:

gij(r,y) = hAd;jcos(Kiz' + Kya?), (18)
K? KK, 00
(a) = KK, K3 00 . (19)
0 0 00
0 0 00
where the first component K; = K;(y) of the wave vector is an arbitrary 0-homogeneous

function of the directional variables and K5 obeys relation 17.
Let us denote, in some fixed coordinate system:

D c

Ki:—., ,L:—K,L :1,,4
7 ni =5 1
With these, the solution can be written as:
A\D? ;
Eij = h7nﬂl] COS(F(TLZ'.T )) (20)
. D
In the given frame, we have Ky = —, ng = ny = 0.
Yy
Example:
An example which is interesting because of its symmetry, is AD? = y'y2. Then,
1 1 n
— 0 0 |
(W) vy’ e 00
! 1 00 2 00
(@ij) = AD* | 312 (y2)? =h n ; (21)
0 0 0 00

o]

]
]
]
@]
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and we see that in this case the perturbation, ¢;;, of the metric becomes

ing D -
el cos|[—(niz' + no2?)], i,j=1,2. (22)

Eij = h
N9 C

3.2 Eikonal equation

1aikk,  1AK)? .
5’;].;2]2 = 5)\([(1::) = A(Qy)K%i, eq. (2) yields the solution for

With the help of A =

-~ AD .
the eikonal (3). Rewriting A = 2—ni/#, one obtains the solution for the eikonal as:
c

Y = ki(y)z" + hz—fniki sin[g (miz' 4 noa®)] (23)

Example: for A\D? = y'y?, we get

i C (nlkl +n2k2) D
U= ki(y)z' + hET sm[? (nlxl + nng)}

Equation (23) describes the eikonal of the wave propagating in the model anisotropic
space-time with the Berwald-Moor metric perturbed by the GW. In the Berwald-Moor case,
the components k;(y) cannot be constant, since the equation y7k;k; = 0 does not have any
constant solutions (except the trivial one k; = 0,7 = 1,...,4).

3.3 Geodesics

Equations (4), for linearized perturbations of BM metric, lead again to the equivalent
formulation (9), (10) and to the solution (11). In the case under discussion we get Ko =
Kiy' + Kyy? = 2D, ago = A\KZ = 4\D?, % = 2AD, hence unit-speed geodesics (F' = 1)

0
obey

z'(s) =a's+ 3 — lw”@(a—yj) sin(K,,x™) — hy %—y;)xp)\D cos(Kp,a™). (24)
The simplest solutions are obtained for
D= D(y",y");

Kll'l + Kgl‘2
K1a1 + KQO[Q ’
term in (24) vanishes in the expressions of z? and x*. Calculating the derivative and using
the initial conditions, z°(0) = 0 = 3° = 0, i = 1,2,3, we get the Oy-component of the
velocity

in this case, performing the calculations, we find s = In this case, the cosine

hAD?*y3

yP=a®—14 7 cos(K,z™). (25)
Example: if AD? = y'4?, then
hE*? - 1
y* = o’ — 4—— cos(Kpa™) FEl g3 4h— cos(Kpz™) (26)

Y Y
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4 OMPR modifications

4.1 Flat Minkowski space with weak anisotropic perturbation

The physical interpretation of the obtained solutions leading to the modifications in the
OMPR effect is the following. One can see that the anisotropy does not destroy the solution
of the OMPR equations given in [1]. For a simple anisotropic deformation of the Minkowski
metric, we get the dependence of egs. (8, 13) on the directional variable orthogonal to Ox
and Oy, i.e. to the plane containing the Earth, the space maser and the GW source. This
plane can belong to the galaxy plane and can be perpendicular to it.

Geodesics describe the trajectory of the particle, and the sample eq. (13) means that the
amplitude of the oscillations of the space maser atom velocity component oriented at the
Earth, 43, depends on 3*. This means that when the system ”Earth-space maser-GW source”
is located close to the periphery of the galaxy, the orientation of this system might affect
the OMPR conditions. In our example the OMPR conditions must be modified and take the
form

Qo wh
ol Dyt =bs;0=0(1);e << 1 (27)
kv, whce
o ] ke;k = 0(1);e << (28)

that illustrates the qualitative analysis given in [4]. This means that the experimental
investigation of the astrophysical systems with various orientations might provide the
information on the quantitative characteristics of the geometrical anisotropy (if any) of our
galaxy.

4.2 Anisotropic space with Berwald-Moor metric and weak perturbation

As in the previous case, the anisotropy does not destroy the OMPR effect itself, but
now the modifications are more pronounced. Eq.(23) for the eikonal also gives a trichromatic
EMW, but the amplitudes of the sidebands and their frequencies are now different from
the isotropic case. The geodesics in the form (25) shows that the amplitude of the atomic
oscillations is now also different. All this would affect the OMPR conditions and they would
be modified in the following way

(6%)] D ;
o Tk 3 O(1); ex (29)
AD?
gp 2 2 [ e k= 0(1); e 1 (30)
a1 C ns
(w—Q+kv)® +4a> = D?*ni+0(c) = Dny ~ 20 (31)

or, for the sample example, AD? = yly?,

o c (nik! + nok?)
o h4D - be; b=0(1); e (32)
Al M ke k=0(1); <1 (33)
aq T1Monsg
(w—Q+kv)*+4a = D*n?+0(c) = Dny ~ 20 (34)

As in the previous Section, we find that the orientation of the system would affect the
observations. Calculating the left hand sides of the second condition in (32) for the systems
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belonging and perpendicular to the galactic plane, one can see that their ratio is equal to
the ratio of the star velocity corresponding to the galactic rotation and the star velocity in
the direction of the galaxy axis. Therefore, if we take two equivalent astrophysical systems
that initially suffice the OMPR conditions and differ only by their orientation with regard
to the galactic plane, only one of them will produce an observable OMPR signal.

5 Discussion

The main results obtained in this paper are the following. In search for the modifications
of the Einstein-Hilbert action due to the anisotropy of the space-time, we have constructed
two simple models of the anisotropic space-time with metrics containing small perturbations.
The additional terms lead to a change of the OMPR conditions in the anisotropic space-time.
It turned out that the orientation of the astrophysical system (taking part in the OMPR)
with regard to the galactic plane causes changes in the observable effect, thus, giving one
the possibility to experimentally investigate the space-time geometrical properties on the
galactic scale.

The expression for the "simplest scalar” which can be used in the variation principle
based on the Einstein-Hilbert expression for the action was particularized for our model. If
the perturbed locally Minkowskian metric can be presented as g;;(z,y) = 7i;(y) + €ij(x, ),
then the space-time anisotropy produces additional terms to the usual Ricci tensor R jj
which is to be calculated with regard to I jx equal to

i 1 i 88l' 8Elk &E‘k 1 i . m
[ = 37 l(gxlz + 907 &;l )= —37 l(alek + ay K — a;, K;) sin(K,,,x™), (35)
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