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Abstract:
We present in a manifestly gauge-invariant form the theory of classical linear gravitational perturbations in part I, and a quantum theory of
cosmological perturbations in part II. Part I includes applications to several important examples arising in cosmology: a universe dominated by
hydrodynamical matter, a universe filled with scalar-field matter, and higher-derivative theories of gravity. The growth rates of perturbations are
calculated analytically in most interesting cases. The analysis is applied to study the evolution of fluctuations in inflationary universe models. Part II
includes a unified description of the quantum generation and evolution of inhomogeneities about a classical Friedmann background. The method is
based on standard canonical quantization of the action for cosmological perturbations which has been reduced to an expression in terms of a single
gauge-invariant variable. The spectrum of density perturbations originating in quantum fluctuations is calculated in universes with hydrodynamical
matter, in inflationary universe models with scalar-field matter, and in higher-derivative theories of gravity.
The gauge-invariant theory of classical and quantized cosmological perturbations developed in parts I and II is applied in part Ill to several
interesting physical problems. It allows a simple derivation of the relation between temperature anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background
radiation and the gauge-invariant potential for metric perturbations. The generation and evolution of gravitational waves is studied. As another
example, a simple analysis of entropy perturbations and non-scale-invariant spectra in inflationary universe models is presented. The gauge-invariant
theory of cosmological perturbations also allows a consistent and gauge-invariant definition of statistical fluctuations.

General introduction
The theory of linearized gravitational perturbations in an expanding universe cosmological perturbations for short has become a cornerstone of modern cosmology. It is used to describe the growth of
structure in the universe, to calculate the predicted microwave background fluctuations, and in many
other considerations.
Over the past decade, new methods to study linearized gravitational perturbations have been
developed, most notably a gauge-invariant approach which is simpler and easier to apply than previous
methods. The goal of this review article is to give a survey of the theories of classical and quantum
cosmological perturbations, with particular emphasis on the gauge-invariant approach. We present a
general discussion of cosmological perturbations and of the definition and meaning of gauge-invariant
metric perturbation. Further, a general set of equations of motion for these quantities are derived and
applied to the study of the evolution of cosmological perturbations in the most important cosmological
models. The issue of initial conditions is addressed with particular care. Both quantum generation and
evolution of the fluctuations is discussed in a unified manner.
There is good observational evidence that the universe was very homogeneous and isotropic on all
scales at early times. It is ~sually assumed that there exist small primordial perturbations which slowly
increase in amplitude due to gravitational instability to form the structures we observe at the present
time on the scales of galaxies and galaxy clusters. The growth of these primordial perturbations is a
problem ideally suited to be solved by applying linear gravitational perturbation theory.
The best evidence for homogeneity and isotropy of the universe at early times comes from the
isotropy of the microwave background radiation. The present upper limits on the temperature
fluctuations are less than 1 part in i04 on all angular scales [1]. In many cosmological models, the
present temperature fluctuations are directly related to the density perturbations at the time of recombination, thus providing an upper bound on the amplitude of the density fluctuations at that time [2].
However, in order to explain nonlinear structures today on the scale of galaxies and clusters, we
require initial perturbations. It is rather natural to assume (and this is indeed realized in most models of
structure formation) that the perturbations start out at a very early time with a small amplitude and
gradually grow in time.
The growth of perturbations in an expanding universe is a consequence of gravitational instability. A
small overdensity will exert an extra gravitational attractive force on the surrounding matter. Consequently, the perturbation will increase and will in turn produce a larger attractive force. In a
nonexpanding background, this would lead to an exponential instability. In an expanding universe,
however, the increase in force is partially counteracted by the expansion. This, in general, results in
power-law growth rather than exponential growth of the perturbations.
Mathematically, the problem of describing the growth of small perturbations in the context of
general relativity reduces to solving the Einstein equations linearized about an expanding background.
In principle, this sounds like a straightforward (albeit maybe rather tedious) task. However, there are
complicating issues related to the freedom of gauge, i.e., the choice of background coordinates.
Physical variables must be independent of this choice. In this review we develop a formalism which uses
variables that are independent of the background coordinates, i.e., gauge-invariant variables. In this
—

—
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framework the physical interpretation of the results is unambiguous. (In electromagnetism this
corresponds to working with electric and magnetic fields instead of vector potentials.)
Although there is no consistent quantum theory of gravity, gravitational waves can be quantized in a
consistent manner. In this review we generalize this construction to linearized density perturbations.
The resulting theory can be used to describe the origin of structure and its early evolution in inflationary
universe models.
The review article is organized in three parts. Each part has an abstract, an introduction, the main
part, a conclusion and is reasonably self-contained. Part I is devoted to the formulation and solution of
the classical equations for cosmological perturbations. In part II, the quantum origin of fluctuations is
studied, and the spectrum of perturbations is calculated in models of cosmological interest. In the third
part we apply the theory to various important cosmological problems. The entire analysis uses a gauge
invariant formalism.
The goal of the first part of this review article is to provide a new exposition of gauge-invariant linear
perturbation theory and to find the solutions of the gauge-invariant equations of motion in the most
interesting cases. The derivation of the equations of motion in a new and simple form is presented. The
formalism is applied to a hydrodynamical universe, to a universe dominated by scalar fields (with
application to inflationary universe models), and is extended to analyze perturbations in higherderivative theories of gravity. The growth rate of perturbations is calculated analytically in many cases.
Our aim in part II is to develop the quantum theory of cosmological perturbations, and to calculate
the spectrum of metric and density perturbations, starting with initial quantum fluctuations, in general
cosmological models and, in particular, for the cases analyzed in part I. The theory developed here
provides the initial conditions for the classical evolution of inhomogeneities.
In part III, we apply the theory developed in parts I and II to problems in physical cosmology. We
consider four important physical applications of cosmological perturbation theory: microwave background anisotropies, gravitational waves, entropy perturbations and statistical fluctuations. All of these
topics address issues which directly relate primordial perturbations to observable quantities, hence
providing constraints on models of the early universe. The gauge-invariant approach simplifies and
clarifies the analysis in all four cases.
In the appendix we explain some general rules, give units and define constants that are used
throughout the article. In tables 1 and 2 we summarize the most important equations.

PART I. CLASSICAL PERTURBATIONS

1. Introduction
In this part of the review article we develop the classical theory of cosmological perturbations in a
manifestly gauge-invariant framework. We then apply the formalism to the three models of greatest
interest for cosmology: hydrodynamical perturbations, fluctuations in a scalar-field dominated universe
and inhomogeneities in higher-derivative gravity models. Most other cosmological theories can be
reduced to the above three models.
Mathematically, the problem of describing the growth of small perturbations in the context of
general relativity reduces to solving the Einstein equations linearized about an expanding background.
In principle, this sounds like a straightforward (albeit maybe rather tedious) task. However, there are
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complicating issues related to the freedom of gauge. Not all perturbed metrics correspond to perturbed
space—times. It is possible to obtain an inhomogeneous form for the metric ~ (x, t) in a homogeneous
and isotropic space—time by an inconvenient choice of coordinates. Hence, it is important to be able to
distinguish between physical (geometrical) inhomogeneities and mere coordinate artifacts.
There are several approaches to this problem. One may fix the coordinate system uniquely based on
some specific geometrical requirements. One may pick simple coordinate conditions (which in general
do not totally lix the coordinates) and keep careful track of physical modes and coordinate artifacts
(gauge modes) the usual synchronous gauge approach is an example of this procedure. However,
most convenient is the gauge-invariant approach in which one considers metric variables which are
independent of the choice of coordinates.
As we hope to demonstrate in this review, the gauge-invariant approach is easier to work with than
other methods. Further, all physical quantities are gauge invariant. Thus, our framework has a clear
physical interpretation which is particularly apparent in the derivation we follow. The Newtonian limit
of relativistic gravitational perturbation theory follows in a natural way. Finally, when using a
gauge-invariant approach we avoid the danger of mistaking coordinate artifacts as physical effects a
danger which is particularly great when working with approximate solutions.
The method of working with gauge-invariant variables is well known from other physical theories.
For example, in classical electrodynamics it is usually more physical to work in terms of the
gauge-invariant electric and magnetic fields rather than in terms of the gauge-dependent scalar and
vector potentials. However, the mathematical structure of electrodynamics sometimes makes the
equations simpler using the potentials. This is because by introducing potentials we have automatically
solved the homogeneous Maxwell equations. For linearized gravity, there is no such simplification and
it is both more physical and more convenient to use gauge-invariant variables.
As for electrodynamics, also for linearized gravity there are an infinite number of gauge-invariant
variables. We will choose a basis of gauge-invariant variables for which the equations of motion take on
a particularly simple form. This is similar to choosing the electric and magnetic fields as the basic
variables in electrodynamics. The variables we choose will coincide with the two functions used to
describe metric perturbations in a particular gauge, the longitudinal (or conformal—Newtonian) gauge.
The gauge-invariant equations of motion are identical to the perturbed Einstein equations in this gauge.
The pioneering work on density perturbations in Friedmann—Robertson—Walker (FRW) cosmological models is that of Lifshitz [31
as summarized by Lifshitz and Khalatnikov [4]. After that, the subject
was studied by many authors. The textbooks by Weinberg [5],Peebles [6], and Zel’dovich and Novikov
[7Jtreat cosmological perturbations in some detail. Although thus standarized, the subject continued to
be plagued by difficulties in interpretation. The early papers did not adequately address the gauge
freedom. Most treatments used a particular gauge choice, “synchronous gauge”, which does not totally
fix the coordinates.
In synchronous gauge, the interpretation of perturbations whose wavelength is larger than the
horizon size is not always straightforward. Press and Vishniac [8] proposed a scheme for keeping track
of gauge modes while continuing to calculate in standard synchronous gauge. However, this procedure
does not eliminate the problems of this gauge.
A more elegant way to deal with the gauge problem is to eliminate the gauge dependence entirely
rather than to just specify and understand it. The gauge-invariant approach to gravitational perturbations was pioneered by Bardeen [9, 10] and Gerlach and Sengupta [11]. It is based on previous work by
Hawking [12], Field and Shepley [13], Harrison [14] and Olson [15]. Bardeen [101 applied the
gauge-invariant approach to cosmological perturbations.
—

—
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Initially, the gauge-invariant approach appeared to involve a computational tour de force. However,
the increasing interest in cosmological perturbations generated by the advent of inflationary universe
models created a lot of activity in this area. In ref. [16], it was shown that Bardeen’s equations for the
gauge-invariant variables can be derived in a straightforward manner starting from synchronous gauge.
The gauge-invariant approach to cosmological perturbations was studied extensively in refs. [17—19].It
has been applied to construct a self-consistent quantum theory of metric perturbations [20, 21], to
investigate eternal [22] and stochastic inflation [23], to follow the dynamics of inflationary universe
models [24], and to analyze the stability of inflation in higher-derivative theories of gravity [25]. Other
applications include a gauge-invariant analysis of perturbations through the decoupling epoch [26]and a
study of fluctuations [27] in the Cold Dark Matter model of structure formation. Den and Tomita [28]
have extended the gauge-invariant formalism to anisotropic cosmologies.
In our opinion, the simplest derivation of the equations of motion for gauge-invariant variables is
obtained by working in longitudinal (conformal—Newtonian) gauge, in which Bardeen’s gauge-invariant
variables are identical to the remaining metric variables. This approach was pioneered in ref. [29].
The goal of the first part of this review article is to provide a new exposition of gauge-invariant linear
perturbation theory and to find the solutions of the gauge-invariant equations of motion in the most
interesting cases. The derivation of the equations of motion in a new and simple form is presented. The
formalism is applied to a hydrodynamical universe, to a universe dominated by scalar fields (with
application to inflationary universe models), and is extended to analyze perturbations in higherderivative theories of gravity. The growth rate of perturbations can be calculated analytically in many
cases.
Recently, there has been a lot of work on alternative approaches to cosmological perturbations. A
gauge-invariant formalism based on a covariant approach was elaborated by Bruni et al. [30] (see also
refs. [31—33],drawing on previous work by Hawking [12] and Olson [15]). A gauge-invariant formalism
based on the 3 + 1 Hamiltonian form of general relativity was developed by Durrer and Straumann [34].
Several authors have taken up the old synchronous-gauge approach and have refined it in order to take
the gauge ambiguity into account [35,36].
It is important to point out a fundamental limitation of linearized gravitational perturbation theory.
The concepts are restricted to small perturbations of FRW space—times. If e is a measure of the
amplitude of the perturbation, then there are correction terms of the order ~2 to all the equations. In
particular, the gauge-invariant variables used here are invariant only to order e. The only perturbation
variables which are invariant under large gauge transformations are perturbations of quantities which
are constant in both space and time on the background manifold (see ref. [38] for a discussion of this
point). The authors of ref. [30]have recently developed a formalism based on gauge-invariant variables
which are perturbations of quantities which vanish on the background. Hence, this formalism can in
principle be extended to arbitrary orders in perturbation theory. However, this framework appears
cumbersome. In ref. [39] the equivalence of the approach developed in ref. [30] with the formalism
developed here has been shown. The Ellis and Bruni methods have been extended to multi-fluid and
scalar-field models [40].
One of the main reasons for the upsurge of interest in linearized gravitational perturbation theory is
its application to new cosmological theories, in particular the theory of the inflationary universe [41].
These theories were developed starting in about 1980 and for the first time allow a causal explanation of
the origin of structures in the universe such as galaxies, clusters and even larger entities.
Two ideas were crucial in developing a causal theory of structure formation in inflationary universe
models. First, it was realized in 1980 independently by Chibisov and Mukhanov [42] and by Lukash
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[43], that quantum fluctuations in an expanding universe can lead to classical energy-density perturbations. (First attempts in this direction were made by Sakharov [44] in 1965.) Secondly, it was realized
[45,46,42,43] that in an inflationary universe, scales inside the Hubble radius H’(t) = [á(t)/a(t)]’ at
the beginning of the period of inflation will expand exponentially and reenter the Hubble radius at late
time as large-scale cosmological perturbations with a scale-invariant [47] spectrum.
Mukhanov and Chibisov [48] calculated the spectrum of density perturbations in a model in which
higher-derivative terms in the gravitational action lead to a period of exponential expansion [49]. The
spectrum of density perturbations in New Inflationary Universe models was first estimated by
Starobinsky [50],Hawking [51], Guth and Pi [52],Bardeen et al. [53]and Mukhanov and Chibisov [54].
Subsequently, the evolution of fluctuations in new inflation was studied intensively [55—60].
The
analysis was extended to chaotic inflation [61]. The gauge-invariant approach makes the analysis more
tractable.
The outline of this part of our review article is as follows. In chapter 2, the metrics for the
background models and perturbations are described. In chapter 3 we discuss gauge invariance and
introduce the gauge-invariant variables. Chapter 4 is a derivation of the first-order perturbation of the
Einstein tensor and Einstein equations, first for a general perturbed metric and then in gauge-invariant
form. Chapters 2—4 are all short and provide the background needed to analyze the evolution of
perturbations in the three important cosmological models studied in chapters 5—7.
Hydrodynamical perturbations are discussed in chapter 5. We derive the perturbed energy—
momentum tensor T~and write down the equations of motion. Next, a detailed study of adiabatic and
entropy perturbations is presented, applying the gauge-invariant equations. In the cases of radiationand matter-dominated universes, exact solutions for linear perturbations are derived. In a universe
containing both matter and radiation it is possible to find exact solutions for long-wavelength
perturbations.
Chapter 6 is a survey of perturbations in a theory in which matter is represented by a scalar field (as
in inflationary universe models). First, the solutions of the background equations are determined and
the results presented in terms of a phase space analysis. Then, we write down the perturbed ~ and
derive the equations of motion for perturbations. These equations are then applied to study classical
density perturbations in inflationary universe models.
Finally, in chapter 7, the perturbation equations for higher-derivative gravity theories are determined. We discuss the background solutions, derive the perturbed Einstein tensor, and find solutions
of the gauge-invariant equations of motion.
Units are used in which c = = kB = 1. Greek indices run from 0 to 3, Latin indices only over the
spatial degrees of freedom. The Einstein summation convention is assumed. a(t) is the scale factor of
the background Friedmann—Robertson—Walker (FRW) model. G is Newton’s gravitational constant.
We draw the attention of the reader to the difference between ~ (scalar field), 4~’(Newtonian
gravitational potential) and ~P(gauge-invariant variable). In longitudinal gauge, 4 and P are equal.
2. Background model and perturbations
Everywhere in this article we shall assume that space—time deviates only by a small amount from a
homogeneous, isotropic idealized space—time which is defined to be the background. In this case, it is
convenient to split the metric into two parts, the first being the background metric, the other describing
how the “real” space—time deviates from the idealized background model. The second part is called the
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perturbation. The observational fact that the universe on large scales is nearly homogeneous and
isotropic makes this approach reasonable. Further, it was shown [37] that in Robertson—Walker
universes solutions of the linearized field equations can be viewed as linearizations of solutions of the
full nonlinear equations. Hence linear perturbation theory is mathematically well defined.
The background line element is
df’ dx”
ds2 = ~°~g~~(x)

2(~j)(d~j2 y~,dx’ dxi),
(2.1)
1 dx’ dx’ = a
where ~ is the conformal time d~= a’ dt. We choose the background metric to be the Friedmann—
Robertson—Walker (FRW) metric, in which case
i

y

2

=

dt2

2

2

1~~1[1+~X(x
+y +z

where ~

=

—

a2(t)’y,

—

—2

)]

,

(2.2)

0, 1, —1 depending on whether the three-dimensional space corresponding to the hyper-

surface ~ = const. is flat, closed or open. The Einstein equations are

G~= R~ ~?~R = 81TGT~,
—

(2.3)

where R ~ is the Ricci tensor, R R ~ is the Ricci (curvature) scalar and T~is the energy—momentum
tensor. For the background metric in eq. (2.1) in conformal time, the Einstein equations reduce to the
0—0 equation,
2=~irGTga4,a’nsdaId~q
(2.4a,b)
a’+.~1{a
and the i—i equation,
a” + ~ICa ~irGTa3,

Tas T~

(2.5a, b)

For the background metric (2.1), the space—space part of the Ricci tensor R~,is proportional to t5
Thus, for an isotropic universe, which the background is constructed to be, the energy—momentum
tensor must also be spatially diagonal, i.e. T, cx ~ in order that the Einstein equations are satisfied.
Differentiating (2.4a) with respect to ~j and subtracting 2a’ times (2.5a) we get the continuity equation
for matter T~ = 0 or
dT~=—(4Tg—T)dlna.

(2.6)

To model the universe more realistically, we must include the perturbations. The full line element
may be represented by
ds2 =

(~)g~~
dx~dx”

+~

df dx”,

(2.7)

where the 6g~Pdescribe the,perturbation. The full metric has been decoupled into its background and
perturbation parts
=

+~

(2.8)
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The metric perturbations may be categorized into three distinct types: scalar, vector and tensor
perturbations. This classification refers to the way in which the fields from which
are constructed
transform under three-space coordinate transformations on the constant-time hypersurface. (Recently,
Stewart [62] has given a covariant description of this tensor decomposition.) Both vector and tensor
perturbations exhibit no instabilities. Vector perturbations decay kinematically in an expanding universe
whereas tensor perturbations lead to gravitational waves which do not couple to energy density and
pressure inhomogeneities. However, scalar perturbations may lead to growing inhomogeneities which,
in turn, have an important effect on the dynamics of matter.
Scalar perturbations. There are two possible ways that scalar quantities may enter into ~g,1 either by
multiplying the tensor
with a scalar, or by taking covariant derivatives of a scalar function, the
covariant derivative being with respect to the background metric y,~,of the constant-time hypersurface.
In a spatially flat universe (~
= 0), these covariant derivatives become ordinary partial derivatives,
denoted by a comma with corresponding index. In general, we denote the (background) threedimensional covariant derivative of a function f with respect to some coordinate i by f~.
To complete the specification of a general scalar metric perturbation, we need two more scalar
functions. The first gives ~ig00,and the three-dimensional background covariant derivative of the second
gives 8g~0.Thus, the most general form of the scalar metric perturbations is constructed using four
scalar quantities 4, ~s, B and E which are functions of space and time coordinates,
=

a2(,i)(

~

(2.9)

2(~”E))~

From (2.7) and (2.9), we get the most general form of the line element for the background and scalar
metric perturbations to be
2 = a2(~){(1+ 2fr) dfl2 2B~~
dx’ d~ [(1 29’J)y,~+ 2E
ds
1~1]dx’ dx’).
(2.10)
—

—

—

Vector perturbations. The vector perturbations are constructed using two three-vectors S, and F,

satisfying the constraints
(2.11)

S~’=F~’=0,

where we shift from upper to lower three-space indices and vice versa by using the spatial background
metric tensor ‘y,, and its inverse ‘y”. That the above constraints are necessary can be seen as follows: if
the three-divergence of each of the vectors did not vanish, we could separate them into a divergenceless
vector and the gradient of a scalar. Hence, we would not be dealing with a pure vector perturbation.
These considerations lead to the following metric for vector perturbations:

~

~g~=_a2(fl)(O~

(2.12)

Tensor perturbations. Tensor perturbations are constructed using a symmetric three-tensor h,1 which
satisfies the constraints
h=O,

h,)’=O.

(2.13)
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These constraints mean that h,1 does not contain pieces which transform as scalars or vectors. Thus, the
metric for tensor perturbations is
~g~=_a2(7~)(~

~).

(2.14)

Counting the number of independent functions we used to form &g,,~,we find that we have four
functions for scalar perturbations, four functions for vector perturbations (two three-vectors with one
constraint each) and two functions for tensor perturbations (a symmetric three-tensor has six independent components and there are four constraints). Thus we have ten functions all together. This

number coincides with the number of indepenent components of ~
In the linear approximation, scalar, vector and tensor perturbations evolve independently and thus
can be considered separately. In the following we concentrate on scalar perturbations since they are the

ones that exhibit instabilities and may lead to the formation of structure.

3. Gauge-invariant variables and their physical meaning

First of all, we shall explain the definition and meaning of gauge transformations in the context of
small perturbations of a homogeneous and isotropic background space—time. There are two mathematically equivalent approaches to the problem the passive and active ones. In the passive approach we
consider a physical space—time manifold At and choose some system of coordinates ~a on At. A
background model is defined by assigning to all functions Q on At a0~Q(x”)
previously
are given
fixed function
functions(o)Q(xa).
of the
The
functions
Q
may
be
scalar,
vector
or
tensor
quantities.
~
coordinates (they are not geometrical quantities). Therefore, in a second coordinate system ? the
background functions (~)Q(ia) will have exactly the same functional dependence on Ia The perturbation 6Q of the quantity Q in the system of coordinates x~zis defined as
—

bQ(p)

=

Q(f(p))

—

(o)Q(xa(p)),

(3.1)

and can be evaluated for any point p E At with associated coordinates x”( p). Similarly, in the second
system of coordinates, the perturbation of Q is
~(p)

= Q(Ia(p))

—

(3.2)

(O)Q(Ia(p))

Here, Q(Ic~(p)) is the value of Q in the new coordinate system at the same point p of At, and, as we
stress again, ~°~Q(r(
p)) is the same function of i~as (o)Q(xa( p)) is of x”. The transformation
~Q(p) &Q( p) is called the gauge transformation associated with the change of variables x” ~÷ Ia on
the manifold At.
In the second approach (the active one) we consider two manifolds the physical manifold Al and a
background space—time X on which coordinates x~are rigidly fixed, where the index b stands for
“background”. Any diffeomorphism 921: X-4 Al induces a system of coordinates on Al via 921: x~ x~’
(see fig. 3.1). For a given diffeomorphism ~ we define the perturbation ~lQof the function Q (defined
on Al) as
—~

—

—~
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Fig. 3.1. Sketch of two diffeomorphisms ~ and ~ mapping a homogeneous background manifold X onto an inhomogeneous manifold .41. For fixed
background coordinates x~on X, the diffeomorphisms ~ and ~ induce two coordinate systems f and? on £ Also drawn are the integral curves of
the basis tangent vectors of the three coordinate systems.

~Q(p)

where

~Q

=

Q(p)

is a

(3.3)

1(p)),

—

~°~Q(921_

fixed function defined on the background space—time. A second diffeomorphism

~: X—~At induces a new set of coordinates? on At via 921: x~—~?
and a different ~Q
~(p)
where

=

Q(p)

—

(3.4)

(O)Q(~_l(p)),

Q in ? coordinates. In this approach, the gauge transformation
is generated by the change of correspondence ~ ~ between the manifolds X and Al.
We can associate with this change in correspondence the change of coordinates f’ —p? induced on At.
Both approaches are equivalent. From the point of view of physics, the first allows one to connect
the gauge transformation with the choice of the system of coordinates on At in which the perturbations
are described. The second view allows one to understand how the amplitudes of the perturbations
depend on the correspondence between background manifold X and physical manifold At. For an
alternate coordinate-invariant definition of a gauge transformation see ref. [62].
In both ofthe approaches described above one may consider infinitesimal coordinate transformations
Q

is the value of

~Q(p) ~Q(p)
—~

—*

xIQ=xc~+r,
described by four functions

(3.5)
~“

of space and time. This transformation leads to the following change in

(3.6)

where is the Lie derivative in direction of the vector The transformations given by (3.5) and (3.6)
form a group, the group of infinitesimal coordinate transformations or the gauge group of gravitation.
An arbitrary three-vector ~‘ [the space part of the four vector = (~°
i’)] can be written as the
sum of two parts
~.

r

=

+~

(3.7)
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where the function ~ is the solution of the equation
=

(3.8)

~

The “transverse” vector ~r satisfies the condition
~rIi

=

0,

(3.9)

and contributes only to the vector-like metric perturbation. Hence, it is only the two functions ~° and ~
which preserve the scalar nature of a metric perturbation. Note that the tensor part of a metric
perturbation [see eq. (2.13)] is invariant under coordinate transformations (3.5).
We have seen that not all diffeomorphisms preserve the scalar nature of the metric fluctuations. The
most general ones which do can be described in terms of only two independent functions
and
~

~ +

~

x),

x’—s’I’

=

x’

+

y”~(~,

x),

~,

(3.10)

where the derivative of ~ is a covariant derivative with respect to the background space coordinates.

Clearly, the metric perturbation 8gap is not invariant under this change of coordinates. The

transformation (3.10) induces a change in
+ t~sg~
,

=

—~

(3.11)

which can be rewritten as variations of the functions tfr, B and E determining the perturbed metric
[see eq. (2.9)]. One may verify that the new functions 4,, B and E are given by
~,

~!i,

4=4,—(a’Ia)~°—~°’,
tIi=tfr+(a’Ia)~°, B=B+~°—~’,E=E—~.

(3.12)

By taking combinations of 4,,
B and E we can construct gauge-invariant variables. The simplest
gauge-invariant linear combinations of 4,,
B and E which span the two-dimensional space of
~i,

~i,

gauge-invariant variables that can be constructed from metric variables alone are
= 4, + (1 /a)[(B

—

E’)a]’,

~I’=

—

(a’/a)(B

—

E’).

(3.13)

The above variables were first introduced by Bardeen [10]. In his notation, ~ = ~ and ~“ =
Of course, there are an infinite number of different gauge-invariant variables, since any combination
of gauge-invariant variables will also be gauge invariant. The situation is similar to what is well known
in gauge field theories. In gauge theories, the electric and magnetic fields take on a special role.
Similarly, here the potentials cP and ‘I’ play a special role since they are the simplest combinations of
—

metric perturbations which are gauge invariant and since they satisfy simple equations of motion, as we
shall show in the following chapter. The variables 1 and ~Pwill play a crucial role in the rest of this

review. It is important to stress that they are unchanged under all infinitesimal scalar coordinate
transformations, but they are not invariant under finite coordinate changes.
As another useful example, let us consider a four-scalar q(q, x) defined on the physical manifold At.
q can be split into its background value and a perturbation
q(~, x) = q
0(i~) +

~

x).

(3.14)
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It is important to note that in general bq is not gauge invariant. Its change under the coordinate
transformation (3.10) is given by
~

x)

= ~q(i~,

x)

—

q~)~°.

(3.15)

Only if q0 is time-independent, then 6q is gauge-invariant. Otherwise, the following combination of &q
and metric perturbations is gauge-invariant:
= ~q + q~(B E’).

(3.16)

—

The freedom of gauge choice can be used to impose two conditions on the four functions 4,, B and
E. This is possible since there are two functions
and ~which can be chosen appropriately. In picking
a particular gauge, one has also specified in which coordinate system the perturbations are considered.
In the following we shall consider two particular choices of gauge. First, the synchronous gauge, which
is the one used most often in the literature. Second, the longitudinal (or conformal—Newtonian) gauge
which can be used to verify the derivation in later sections [63, 641.
~i,

~°

Synchronous gauge. Synchronous gauge is defined by the conditions 4, =0 and B =0. From (3.12) it
follows that given any initial system of coordinates one can find a coordinate transformation to
synchronous gauge. To do this, we set 4, = 0 and B = 0 in (3.12) and solve the equations for
and
The result is
~°

n~ns

=n+a’fa~d~,

x’~x~
=x’ + y”(JBd~+f a~dnJa~dn),

~.

(3.17)

where a subscript s denotes synchronous gauge. However, as can be seen from (3.12) [or from (3.17)],
the synchronous coordinates are not totally fixed. Under the residual transformation given by
~

+

a’C1(x),

x’~I’ + y’1C111(x)f a~d~+ y”C211(x),

(3.18)

where C1 (x) and C2(x) are arbitrary functions of the spatial variables [they are integration constants in
(3.17)], the synchronous-gauge conditions are maintained. This residual coordinate freedom in synchronous gauge leads to the appearance of unphysical gauge modes which render the interpretation of
synchronous gauge calculations difficult, especially on scales larger than the Hubble radius (see also ref.
[65]).
Longitudinal gauge. Longitudinal gauge is defined by the conditions B = E = 0. From (3.12), it
follows that in longitudinal gauge the coordinates are totally fixed. The condition E = 0 determines 4~
uniquely, and using this result, the condition B = 0 uniquely fixes ~°. Hence, in longitudinal gauge there
are no complicating residual gauge modes. Starting from any system of coordinates (~,
x’), the
longitudinal gauge conditions can be implemented by a coordinate transformation, namely by
=

—

(B

—

E’),

x’—~x~
= x’ + -y”E11.

Under this transformation, the metric variables change as follows:

(3.19)
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i/i—~
1=i/i—(a’/a)(B—E’)=!P,

(3.20)
B—~B1=0, E—+E1=0,
We draw the important conclusion that in longitudinal gauge, 4, and coincide with the gauge-invariant
variables ~Pand ‘P respectively. This fact can be used to propose an elegant derivation of the equations
of motion for tI’ and ‘P. We go to longitudinal gauge and derive the equations of motion for 4,~and ~
which can then be abstracted to give the gauge-invariant equations of motion for I’ and ‘P if we replace
t/i

4~ and i/is

by P and ‘P respectively.

In longitudinal gauge, the metric takes the form
2 = a2(~)[(1 + 2c1) d~2 (1 2’P)y,, dx’ dx’].
ds
—

(3.21)

—

In the case when the spatial part of the energy—momentum tensor is diagonal, i.e. ~T~, ~ ,, it follows
(see chapter 4) that 4~= or = ‘P. There remains only one free metric perturbation variable which is
a generalization of the Newtonian gravitational potential 4,. This explains the choice of the name
“conformal—Newtonian” for this system. It is also the reason for our notation. As can be seen from
(3.21), the gauge invariants ‘1 and ‘P have a very simple physical interpretation: they are the amplitudes
of the metric perturbations in the conformal—Newtonian (or longitudinal) coordinate system.
As the final point of this chapter, we shall write down the formulas which connect synchronous and

longitudinal coordinate systems. The coordinate transformation which leads from synchronous to
longitudinal gauge is obtained from (3.19) upon inserting 4, = B = 0,

m = ‘i~+ E~,

x~= x~+ i/’E,

(3.22)

11,

where E~denotes the metric variable E in synchronous gauge. The metric variables are connected as
follows:
—(a’/a)E~ E’,

=

—

4,~= ~‘~+

(a’Ia)E~,

(3.23)

and the energy-density perturbations be, and bs~are related [see eqs. (3.15) and (3.22)] via
=

—

(3.24)

~

Conversely, given longitudinal coordinates one can obtain synchronous coordinates by the transformation [see eq. (3.17)]
=

m + a’

f a(~)4,1d~,

x~=

+

~“(J J

d~a’(~) d~a(n)~i),

(3.25)

under which the metric variables and energy-density perturbation are connected by
=

+

J

a4,1 d~,

E, = _Jdn a’(?l)Jdn a4,1,

be, = be1

Equations (3.23) and (3.26) follow immediately from (3.12) and (3.16).

—

s~a’Jd~ia4,1.

(3.26)
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4. General form of the equations for cosmological perturbations
In this section we shall derive the general from of the equations which describe small cosmological
perturbations. To do that, we start with the Einstein equations which relate the general distribution of
energy and momentum given by the stress tensor T~of matter to the geometrical properties of
space—time,
G~~=8irGT~~,~

~

(4.la,b)

where G~ is the Einstein tensor and R ~ is the Ricci tensor. R = R is the scalar curvature.
For the background model with metric (2.1) describing a homogeneous and isotropic expanding
universe, the Einstein tensor is
=

3a2(~C2+

~fl,

°~G°,
= 0,

~°~G’,=

a2(2~C’+

~2

+

~

(4.2)

where ~f= a’/a using conformal time. The form of ~
using physical time can be obtained by
inserting the change of variables t = t(,~)into the above tensor elements for conformal time. Then, the

background equations are

,

= ~

(4.3)

where ~°1T~~is the background energy—momentum tensor. In order to satisfy these equations,
must satisfy the following symmetry properties:
~°~T°,= 0,

=

~

cx 3’~~

(O)TILP

(4.4)

For a metric with small perturbations, the Einstein tensor can be written as
~

= ~

(4.5)

+ bG~,+...,

and the energy—momentum tensor can be split in a similar way. The equations of motion for small
perturbations linearized about the background metric are
= 8zrG

bT~’~.

(4.6)

where b denotes the terms linear in metric and matter fluctuations.
For scalar type metric perturbations with a line element given in (2.10) (in conformal time), the
perturbed Einstein equations can be obtained as a result of straightforward but rather tedious
calculations,
=

2a2{—3~(~C4,
+ vi’) + V2[i/i
2[~4, +

=

2a

t/i’

—

—

X(B

—

E’)] + 3~t/i)= 8ITG bT°
0,

~J4B E’)]
11 = 8~GbT°,,

2{[(2~t” + ,~o2)4,+ ~r4,~+ di” + 2~ri4r’ ~‘4, + ~V2D]~’J ~D
—

=

(

—

—2a

D=(Ø— ç1i)+2~(B—E’)+(B— E’)’.

—

111}
= 8irG bT’J,

48

V. F. Mukhanov et a!., Theory of cosmological perturbations

219

Note that if we use physical time t instead of conformal time z~,all but the 8G~and bG’0 terms can be
obtained immediately by changing the time variable t = t(i7) in the above tensor elements. For bG~and
bG~there are extra factors of a,

.

(4.9)

b~’~G°~(t)
= a(t) b~”~G°~(’q(t))

~ is not gauge invariant. Hence, the right- and left-hand sides of the perturbed Einstein equations
are not separately invariant under gauge transformations. Under the transformation (3.10), we find
from (3.6) that bG’~~
transforms in the following manner:
0—* bG~—

(10~G~)’~°
, bG~—~bG~ (10~G~ ~
—

,

—

bG—~

—

bG0

(4.10)

The same kind of transformation law holds for bT~’if we take into account (4.3).
We may rewrite bG ~ in terms of the gauge-invariant variables ‘P and ‘I’ by substituting 4, and
terms of c~,‘P and (B
=

—

i/i

in

E’) using (3.13) to get

2a2[—3~C(~P+ ‘P’) + V2’P + 3~’P+ 3~4—~ + ~o2 + ~{)(B

bG°, =

2a2[~ + ‘P’ + (ar’

bG’J =

—

2a2{[(2~W’ +

+

(ic” ~r~r’

—

~2

—

—

E’)],

~l~)(B E’)],,
—

(4.11)

where D =
to
and

—

—

=

+

~~t02)~

—

—

~‘

+ ‘P”+

2~C’P’ X’P +

J{~1C)(B E’)o’,
—

—

—

1

ikD

}

‘P. It is easy to construct the gauge-invariant variables bG~’~~’
and bT~’~”
corresponding

+

(~°~G~)’(B
E’),
—

bG~’~°
=

+ (~°~G~
— ~°~G1)(B —

E’)
11,
(4.12)

=

+

(~°~G~)’(B
E’)
—

and analogously for bT~,
=

5T~+ (°~T~)’(BE’),

=

8T~,+ (~°~T)’(BE’).

—

bT(gi)O

=

bT~+ (~°~Tg °~T~)(BE’)11,
—

—

(4.13)
—

Using the background equations of motion, eq. (4.6) for small perturbations may be written in the

following form:
= 8irG

bT~’~
.

Both sides are now explicitly gauge-invariant.

(4.14)
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The left-hand side of the above equation can be expressed in terms of the gauge-invariant potentials
cP and ‘P alone. Taking into account (4.11) and (4.12), we find that all terms on the left-hand side of
(4.14) which include B and E cancel. Thus, from (4.14) we obtain the following general form of the
gauge-invariant equations for cosmological perturbations (in conformal time):
2’P + 3~’P= 4iTGa2 bT~’~°, (~P+ i1”)~= 4ITGa2 bT’~°,
—3~’(~
+ ‘P’)+ V
[(2~” + X2)k + ~C~’ +
where D = ‘I

—

‘P

‘P”+

(4.15)

2~”P’ ~‘P + ~V2D]5’, ~y”DIk,= —4ITGa2 bT~’~’,
—

—

as before, and the bT~’are given by (4.13).

In the above derivation, we have followed the Lifshitz [3]coordinate perturbation approach which
we consider to be technically the most straightforward. However, there are other derivations which
should be mentioned at this point. One alternative method is the fluid-flow approach [5,6] in which one
follows the total energy density along comoving world lines and analyzes its perturbations. This
approach has been used by Lyth and collaborators [31,32] to derive the gauge-invariant equations of
motion. Very closely related to this is the covariant formulation which has recently been developed by

Bruni, Ellis, Hwang and Vishniac [30,68] and which has been applied to inflationary universe models
[69] and generalized gravity theories [70]. The most geometrical method is based on the ADM

formulation of general relativity and has been used by Durrer and Straumann [34,66] to rederive the
gauge-invariant equations. Recently, this formulation has been extended [67] to cover models with seed
perturbations such as cosn~icstrings and textures.

To close the system of equations, we need equations of motion for the matter which are also
formulated in a gauge-invariant way. Examples of perfect fluid and scalar field matter will be discussed
in chapters 5 and 6. Another example (treated in refs. [71, 66]) is collisionless matter.

5. Hydrodynamical perturbations
According to the Big Bang theory, the universe was dominated by radiation at early times. Since the
energy density in radiation decays faster than that in matter, at some time (called the time of equal
matter and radiation), the universe becomes matter-dominated. In this chapter, we derive the growth
rates of cosmological perturbations in models with conventional hydrodynamical matter. First, we study
the evolution during the radiation- and matter-dominated phases, then we evolve the perturbations in
the transition region.
First, we discuss the general form of the energy—momentum tensor and illustrate that adiabatic and
entropy perturbations evolve in quite different ways. Next, we write down the equations of motion for
the perturbations, focusing attention on their gauge-invariant form. The bulk of this chapter consists of
discussions of solutions [29]of the perturbation equations in the case of adiabatic perturbations (section
5.3) and entropy perturbations (section 5.4). (See also ref. [72] for a related gauge-invariant approach

to hydrodynamical perturbations.)
Sections 5.3 and 5.4 contain the detailed derivations of the solutions for the gauge-invariant
perturbation variables. Those readers that are not interested in the technical details of the derivations
but are only concerned with the asymptotic behavior or the physical interpretation of the results may
refer to the summary part at the end of the section.
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5.1. Energy—momentum tensor
Restricting our attention to scalar perturbations, we can express the most general first-order
perturbation of the energy—momentum tensor in fluid notation in terms of four scalar functions be, bp,
‘V and a-, all of which depend on space—time variables. Here, be and bp are the perturbed energy
density and pressure respectively, ‘V is the potential for the three-velocity field u’(x, t), and adetermines the anisotropic stress. The perturbed stress-energy tensor has the form [10]
bT~’ =

(

be
—(e0 +p0)a’V1\1
\.(e0+p0)a71~
—8p~,,+a-1~,J -

(5 1

In the following we will consider a perfect fluid for which the energy—momentum tensor can be
described in terms of only three functions, energy density e, pressure p and four-fluid velocity u”,
T

(e+p)U”Up —pö.

(5.2)

Thus, for a perfect fluid the anisotropic stress which leads to nondiagonal space—space components of
the energy—momentum tensor vanishes. In addition, possible dissipation has been neglected in (5.2).
This is justified for many problems under consideration.
In general, the pressure p depends not only on the energy density e, but also on the entropy per
baryon ratio S. Given p(e, 5), the pressure fluctuation bp can be expressed in terms of the energy
density and entropy perturbation be and bS,
2 be + ~ bS.
(5.3)
= (äp/äe)l~
be + (apIaS)~~
bS c,
For hydrodynamical matter, c, can be interpreted as the sound velocity.
In a single component ideal gas there are no entropy perturbations. However, in the universe there
are at least two components: plasma and radiation. Hence, entropy perturbations may be important. At
late times, when the temperature T is low compared to the masses of the baryons, the pressure of the
baryons is negligible (Pm = 0), and the total pressure is given by the radiation
PPr~t~r

(5.4)

where Cr is the energy density in radiation. Hence
(5.5)

= ~bEr.

Since the entropy per baryon is proportional to T3Inb, where is the number density of baryons, T is
the temperature, and er cc T4, the entropy perturbation can be rewritten in the form
~b

8S/S =
Here,

Em

cx

~

8cr/er

—

8Cm/Em.

(5.6)

n~,is the energy density in baryons (matter). Taking into account that

be = be
1 + 8Cm,

(5.7)
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and using this relation to express 8Cm in terms of be and bCr in (5.6), we can solve (5.6) to find bCr
terms of 85/S and be. Inserting into (5.5), one obtains
bp = ~(1 + ~Em/Er)~ be + ~Cm(1 + ~EmICr)~’85/S.

~

(5.8)

Hence, comparing with (5.3), we can read off the expressions for c,2 and r,
j

—

—

I

~

,

4E~IE~)

2

(~O

T~CsEmI~) -

When applied to the early universe, the above model describes the smooth transition from2 =the
0.
radiation-dominated
period (Er ofCm)
c~= ~to the matter-dominated
epoch
(Em
C~)with
c, of
The first-order perturbation
the with
energy—momentum
tensor, 8T, can
be expressed
in terms
~‘

~‘

be, bp and bu’, the velocity perturbation of the fluid. In conformal time we obtain,
bT~=be,

8T~=(e

0+p0)a~bu~
, 8T~,=—bp6,

(5.10)

where e0 and p0 are the background values of e and p. In the above equations, bp must be written in
terms of be and 8S using (5.8).
Now we shall calculate the gauge-invariant perturbations of the energy—momentum tensor 8 T~’
)a
They can be expressed in terms of the gauge-invariant energy density, pressure and velocity perturbations. The gauge-invariant ;nergy density and pressure perturbations be~’~
and 8p~ are defined in the
same way as the gauge-invariant perturbation of a general four-scalar was in (3.16),
=

be + e~(B E’),

8p~

—

=

bp + p~(B E’).

(5.11)

—

The gauge-invariant three-velocity bu~’~
is given by
=

bu, + a(B

E’)11.

—

(5.12)

[One may easily verify that 8~ç~I)
is in fact invariant under transformations of type (3.10).]
Now, using (3.16) we immediately obtain
=

~

8T(gt)O

=

(e0 + p0)a’ 8u~~’~
, 8T~’~’
= ~

8

-

(5.13)

These are the quantities which enter the gauge-invariant equations. Note that the physical meaning of
be~’~,
bp~’~
and bu~’~
is very simple: they coincide, respectively, with the perturbations of energy
density, pressure and velocity in longitudinal gauge.
5.2. Equations of motion
Based on our general considerations in chapter 4 and taking into account (5.13), we can immediately
write down the gauge-invariant equations of motion for hydrodynamical perturbations,
2’P +3X’P = 4ITGa2 be~’~
(5.14)
—3~t’(~
+ ‘P’)+ V

V. F. Mukhanov et al., Theory of cosmological perturbations

(~I’+ ‘P’),= 4rrGa(e0 + ~

[(2~r’+

+ ~P’

~2)~

+
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(5.15)

8~(gi)

‘P”+ 2Yt”P’

2D]8’,— h”~DIk,= 4irGa2 bp~’~
8~,
—

~‘P +

(5.16)

~V

where D ~-‘P.
The absence of nondiagonal space—space components in the energy—momentum tensor leads to a
significant simplification of this set of equations. It follows from the i ~ j equation that ‘1’ = ‘P. One can
show this using invariance arguments and the fact that the spatial average of a perturbation must
vanish. Now, from (5.16), all mixed spatial derivatives of f =
‘P vanish. Hence, f(x
1, x2, x3) must
be a sum of three functions f,(x,). The only way that this structure can be preserved under coordinate
transformations is for f, to be linear functions. Since the spatial average must vanish, the only possibility
is for f, to vanish. In a flat universe, there is a simpler way to reach this conclusion; we go to momentum
space. The i ~ j equation must hold for each mode separately, and the only way for this to happen is if
all Fourier coefficients vanish. With the above identification, the perturbation equations become
2’P 3~P’ 3(~~C2 5I~)cP= 4irGa2 be~’~,
(5.17)
V
= 4irGa2(e
0 + p0) 8u~~
,
(5.18)
2 bp~’~
(5.19)
+ 3~’ + (2k’ +
= 4irGa
In the Newtonian limit, (5.17) is the usual Poisson equation for the gravitational potential induced by
some energy-density perturbation. This supports the interpretation of cP as the relativistic generalization
of the Newtonian gravitational potential 4,. Equation (5.17) generalizes the Poisson equation by taking
into account the expansion of the universe. Since the equation is similar to the heat equation, it is
possible to find its Green function and hence also its general solution if we consider the right-hand side
as a given source function. Note that (5.17) is true whenever linear perturbation theory is valid. This
requires ~ 41 but not necessarily be/el 41 (see, e.g., ref. [72]). On scales larger than the Hubble
radius,
4 1 may be true even if be/el > 1.
It is interesting to compare the gauge-invariant equations for hydrodynamical perturbations with the
synchronous-gauge equations. To obtain these equations, we start from the general gauge-dependent
Einstein equations (4.6) for first-order perturbations and set 4, = B = 0. The result is
—

—

—

—

~“

~2

—

kIl

V2(c(i~+ ~ICE~) 3~4~i~
= 4~rGa2be,,
—

ç(i~, =

4irGa3(e
0 + p0) 8u,,,
(5.20)

2D
+

2~4~
+ ~(V

5 D,111) = 4irG bps,
—

D~1,,= 0,

i ~J,

where the subscripts s stand for synchronous gauge. In this case, D, can be read off from (4.7)
D5=—t/i5—E’—2~rE~.

(5.21)

Thus, the i ~ j equation allows us to express tfr, in terms of E,. After this simplification, the perturbation
equations can be expressed in terms of a single metric perturbation E,(x,
and its derivatives.
Unfortunately, the equation contains [36] up to third time derivatives of E5, which renders it hard to
i~)
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solve. This mathematical problem is a reflection of the fact that synchronous gauge has a residual gauge
freedom.
Thus, the equations for cosmological perturbations in synchronous gauge are manifestly more
complicated than the gauge-invariant equations. This gives an additional practical motivation for
choosing the gauge-invariant approach besides its intrinsic advantages related to the physical interpre-

tation.
Returning to the general development of the theory of gauge-invariant hydrodynamical perturbations, we see that using relation (5.3) which expresses bp in terms of energy density and entropy
perturbations, (5.17) and (5.19) can be combined to give
‘P”+

3~’(1+ c~)cP’ c,2 V2’k + [2~” + (1 + 3c~)(~C2 .~)]P= 4.irGa2r bS.
—

—

(5.22)

In particular, in the case of pure adiabatic perturbations, the source term in the above second-order
partial differential equation vanishes. For readers familiar with Bardeen’s article [10]we mention that
the above equation (5.22) agrees with eq. (5.30) in ref. [10].

The equation of motion (5.22) can be recast into a very convenient form by introducing the
gauge-invariant function
(5.23)
It can

be verified that the equation ~ =0 is equivalent to (5.22) as long as only adiabatic perturbations
(8S = 0) are considered on scales larger than the Hubble radius (when c,2 V2’~J’is negligible). Thus, under

these conditions, the equation of motion for ‘P becomes a very useful conservation law. A variable
which differs from ~ only by terms of the order (k/aH)2 was first introduced in ref. [16] and was
discussed in detail in refs. [55,56]. The above form of ~wasgiven by Lyth in ref. [18],who also pointed
out that in comoving gauge ~takes on the physical meaning of a curvature perturbation.
The friction term proportional to ‘P’ can be eliminated by the following change of variables:
‘P = 4i~G(e~
+p

2u = (4irG)”2[(~C2

—

~ + .~)/a2]”2u

(5.24)

0)”

(where the second equality sign follows from the FRW background equations). After some tedious
calculations using (5.9a) and the background equations for hydrodynamical perturbations, the equation
of motion for u can be obtained in the form
—

c~V2u

—

(O”/O)u = X,

(5.25)
~-

1/2

0 = (~t’Ia)[~(~’C2~r’+
—

~]1/2

2a3(~C2 it” +
—

=

~ (eo +~

0) (i

85

~yU2r

X = (4irG)”

=

—

1/2

8lTGa2eo)

(5.26)

2r85.

(5.27)

a2(e
0 + p0)~

Equations (5.17) and (5.18) give
= 2[3(~~2+

Sr)]’[V2’P

—

3~rcP’

— 3(~22

—

~)‘P]

(5.28)
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(5.29)

Equation (5.22) or equivalently (5.25) determine the evolution of perturbations in a hydrodynamical
universe. They are the main result of this section.
In the following we will separately investigate the evolution of adiabatic and entropy perturbations in
a hydrodynamical universe.
5.3. Adiabatic perturbations

For adiabatic perturbations, the source term in (5.22) or (5.25) vanishes and the equations become
homogeneous. First, the solutions for a matter-dominated universe (p = 0) will be considered. Then,
the equations in a radiation-dominated universe (p = ~)and in a universe containing both matter and
radiation will be analyzed. Finally, a summary of the results will be presented. Those readers who are
only interested in the asymptotic behavior and the physical interpretation of the results may skip the
following and go directly to the summary at the end of the section.
Adiabatic perturbations in a universe with hydrodynamical matter have been studied by many
authors using both the synchronous-gauge framework (see, e.g., refs. [3,5—7, 2]) and the gaugeinvariant formulation (see, e.g., ref. [10]).
We first consider a cold matter-dominated universe (p = 0). The background equations of motion for
a(q) are given in eqs. (2.4a) and (2.5a). Their solution is

coshai—1 5l:’~=—1,
a(~)=am ~2/2
~=0,

(5.30)

1—cosi~ ~=1.

Since in a flat universe ‘q(t) t~3,(5.30) in this case implies a(t) t213, the well known scaling for p = 0.
Here, am is a constant.
Since p = 0, c~= 0 and (5.25) becomes a differential equation which does not include space
derivatives. The most general exact solution of this equation is

J~

u(x, q) = C(x)0(-q) + C~(x)0(~)

(5.31)

where C~(x)and C~(x)are arbitrary functions of the spatial coordinates. Evaluating (5.31) for a flat
universe we obtain
5,

‘P(x, ri) = C

(5.32)

1(x) + C2(x)r~

where C

1 (x) and C2(x) are arbitrary functions of the spatial coordinates proportional to C(x) and C(x)

respectively. From (5.28)
(5.29) we 2C
can find
density and velocity perturbations,
2C and
2 12C
2 + the
18Cgauge-invariant
5],
—

~[(V 1ij
= (1 /am)(2C
6
2 ,/q
=

—

1) + (V 2ri
~C
11/r~)

2),~

(5.33)

The important lesson to draw from these solutions is that (neglecting the decaying mode) the
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gravitational potential ‘P remains constant. On length scales smaller than the Hubble radius, the
energy-density perturbation increases as ~2 or t2’3, whereas for scales larger than the Hubble radius,
also the energy-density perturbation remains constant [sincethe spatial derivative terms in (5.33) are
suppressed]. The velocity perturbation decreases as

or

The above results for the time evolution of adiabatic perturbations on scales smaller than the Hubble
radius are well known and agree with the conclusions of previous analyses. A nice feature of the
gauge-invariant approach considered here is that the results on both large and small scales emerge in a
unified and fairly simple treatment.
In the case of an open universe (~
= —1), (5.33) can also be explicitly integrated to yield
‘P(x, ~)= C

27

—

(co:hi~—1)3

1(x) 2sinh

—8 + C
2(x) (co:hri— 1)~

(5.34)

where C1 (x) and C2(x) are arbitrary functions of the spatial coordinates satisfying the constraints

J C~(x)v’yd3x=0, i=1,2.

(5.35)

The expressions for gauge-invariant energy-density and velocity perturbations again follow from (5.28)

and (5.29),
be~’~/e

11
= ~[(cosh ~

2cP + 9’P

—

1)V

2
3am

—

6C
1],

2 ~
smh
C1.).

-‘

(5.36)

The solutions for a closed universe (~
= 1) can be obtained by replacing with i~in (5.34) and (5.36).
From the above solutions we can see an important advantage of the gauge-invariant formalism over
the synchronous-gauge approach. In synchronous gauge the metric perturbations h,, are of order 1 when
be/c —~1 whereas the gauge-invariant variable
i~

‘P—(A/~)241 when bc/c—i,

(537)

on length scales A much smaller than the Hubble radius. Thus, the linearized 0—0 Einstein equation can
be extended further in time than it can in synchronous gauge.
From (5.34) and (5.36) we conclude that for an open universe the density perturbations are frozen in
for ~
namely
~

~(V2C

1—3C1) for ~

(5.38)

and the gravitational potential ‘P decays exponentially, ‘P 4C1 e
Next, we consider a radiation-dominated universe (p = ~e). The background equations of motion
yield the following time evolution of the scale factor:
sinhii ~K=—1,
a(’q)=a1

i~

~r=0,

sin77

X=1,

,

(5.39)
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where ar is a constant. In terms of physical time, (5.39) implies a(t) t~2 in a spatially flat universe. It
is easy to verify that in the case of ultrarelativistic matter with an equation of state p = e /3 (c,2 = 1/3),
= 2a~/a2,and, accordingly, eq. (5.25) for the rescaled gauge-invariant potential u becomes
~V2u (2a~/a2)u= 0.

—

(5.40)

—

The general solution of this equation can be obtained as follows: we expand the function u in terms
of eigenfunctions Uk of the operator V2 (— k2 denotes the eigenvalue of this operator) and solve eq.
(5.40) for each mode separately. Resumming the terms, we find that the general solution of (5.40) can
be expressed in terms of a function ~(q, x) which satisfies the wave equation

(a2/a2.r

1—

2)921(x,i
~V

(5.41)

1)0.

The functions u and ~ are related as follows:
2 ~C’+ X)~2(a/a~)[92!(x,
q)/a].
u(x, q) cc (~C

(5.42)

—

Hence, we can write the gauge-invariant gravitational potential ‘P,energy-density perturbation be~’~/e

0

and velocity perturbation 8u~in terms of ~ in the following form:
‘P =

a’(ä/ä,~i)[a~921(x,n)],

2L(~-)
\2/i
(\~—)
~ \2 a~ 1](\a’
1~,
a,.
aa~
2/a~2)(a~921,)
bU(gi) = —(1 /2a~)(a

a

____
(gi)

=

—

a

—

(a~92~))
,

(5.43)

eQ

Let us analyze the implications ofthis solution in the case of a spatially flat universe. In this case, the
general solution of the wave equation (5.41) can be expanded in plane waves. For fixed wave vector k,
the solution is
921(x, ~i)= [C
1sin(an~)+ C2 cos(w~)]e’~’,

=

(5.44)

k/V~.

Hence, from (5.43),
3{[w~ cos(w~) sin(wq)]C
—

‘P(x, ~)= ~

1 + [con sin(wt~)+ cos(wq)]C2} e1kx,

3)({[(a~)2 1] sin(tuq)
—

=

(4/~
+

{[1

—

()2]

In the long-wavelength limit

cos(wq) +
(~nj4 1)

+ wq[1

w’q[l

—

—

~(co~)2]

1()2]

(5.45)

cos(wq)}C

1

sin(w’q)}C2) e’~ -

(5.46)

when the scale of the perturbation is larger than the Hubble

radius, the nondecaying mode has constant amplitude,
‘P—const, 8e~~’~/econst

(5.47)
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Since both potential ‘P and be~’~/eare
0 constant for long wavelengths, it is possible to give a
self-consistent definition of statistical fluctuations. If we denote by N the number of particles in a box of
length 1, then statistical fluctuations in energy density on scale 1 can be defined as [3,6, 73]
(5.48)

In a radiation-dominated universe, neglecting the decaying mode, it does not matter at which time the
fluctuations are defined, provided we consider times when I is longer than the Hubble radius. This is a

further advantage of a gauge-invariant formalism.
In contrast to this situation, if we work in synchronous gauge, then in the corresponding coordinates
the density fluctuations increase in time on scales larger than the Hubble radius. Hence, it is unclear
how to define statistical fluctuations in terms of energy-density perturbations. A definition such as
(5.48) would no longer be time independent. In chapter 20 we give a definition of statistical fluctuations
based on the quantum theory which will be developed in part II. It will be shown that this definition is
in agreement with (5.48).
Finally, we consider a universe filled with cold matter and radiation (in particular, the discussion here
applies to the transition region between the radiation- and matter-dominated phases of the evolution of
the universe). In this case, energy density and pressure are given by
8r’
C = Cm

P

Pr =

(5.49)

iCr,

+

where the subscripts m and r stand for matter and radiation, respectively. A careful study of this case is
important for many applications, e.g., in calculating the spectrum of density perturbations on galactic
scales in all cosmological models.

It is possible to solve the background equations exactly, and to find the following time dependence of
the scale factor:

(2aeq/~q)[~eq
sinh ~ + cosh ~i 1]
—

a(7~)=

aeq[2(fl/?leq) + (ri”fleq)2]

(2aeq/~q)(1—cos11+?1eqsin71)
fleq

=

[3a~q/(2irGe,.a4)]~2,

~ = —1,
=

0,

(5.50)

/;s~-=1
(5.51)

and aeq are conformal time and scale factor evaluated at the time teq of equal matter and radiation, i.e.,
when Cr = ~ Unfortunately, in this case it is only possible to find the solutions of the equations for
perturbations in the asymptotic limits. We will consider a single Fourier-mode perturbation or, more
generally (for ~ ~ 0), a perturbation whose space dependence is an eigenfunction of the operator V2
with eigenvalue k2. In the long-wavelength limit kfl 4 c~1we can neglect the spatial gradient term in
the equation of motion (5.25) for u. As can be verified using eq. (5.9a) for c~and eq. (5.50) for a(~),
the above condition holds during the entire evolution of the universe for inhomogeneities with
—

krieq4l

(5.52)

in the model under consideration. Note that this model breaks down at recombination at which point c~
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rapidly drops to 0. It is important to stress that the long-wavelength limit considered here is different
from demanding that the wavelength be larger than the Hubble radius. The asymptotic behavior
discussed here is valid also on smaller scales, provided (5.52) is satisfied; (5.52) means that the scale of
the perturbation enters the Hubble radius after 7leq’ the time of equal matter and radiation.
For ~l~’
= 0, calculating 0 for a(’q) given by (5.50), substituting the result into (5.31) and integrating,
one finds u. Then, using (5.23) and (5.28) we obtain the following results for long-wavelength
perturbations:
(5.53)

8e~

2 ~2(~+2)2
2~((k71eq)
—

L\

12

—

(~
+ 1)~

3~2+6~+4’\’P+C 3~4+4~3+18~2+30~+16]
2(~+ 1)2

J

1k

2(~+ 1)2(e +2)2

(5.54)

where ~ = ~1“fleq and where the subscript k refers to the eigenvalue of V2.
In spite of the apparent complexity of the above equations, the main result is easy to read off.
Considering the nondecaying mode only, we see that ‘P and be~’~/e
are
0 constant at times both early
and late compared to ~eq. During the transition, the amplitude of both ‘P and be~’~/e0
decreases by a
factor 9/10. Also, the amplitude of be~~/e0
is twice that of ‘P. Note that the decrease in ‘P by a factor of
9/10 during the transition between the radiation- and matter-dominated epochs can easily be derived by
applying the conservation law (5.23).
The formulas for an open universe are more complicated. Again, they follow from integrating (5.25)
explicitly,
3[Cik(3(rieq cosh ir~+ sinh
‘P = (fleq sinh ~ + cosh ~q 1)
+ (271~q 9)fl(’ieq cosh ~?+ sinh ~1)+ (3 2?1~q)fleqsinh ~1
~)2

—

—

+ (12—

be (gi) /e

—

10~q)CO5h~

—12) +

+77?~q

2(71eqsinh~+ cosh

f~k
0—2~

i~ —

C

2k(rieq cosh~+ sinhri)],
1)2 3(~ sinh ~j + cosh ij —1)— 2fl~q
—

.
2(?1eq5mhfl~05h~1l)

2

(5.55)
‘P

?1eq+
3(hleq sinh
fleq

+

~ + cosh ~ —1) + 21~q~

2(~1eq

sinh ~1+ cosh ~

—

5 56

1) /

The corresponding formulas for a closed universe can be obtained from the above by substituting
~—÷ i~.The solutions given by (5.53) and (5.55) are exact in the limit k 4 aH. For ~ 4 1, the solutions
for X=0 and ~= ±1 coincide.
Summary. Let us now summarize the evolution of adiabatic perturbations in a universe dominated

hydrodynamical matter. We shall focus on the nondecaying mode. For inhomogeneities with
wavelength larger than the Hubble radius, the evolution of ‘P and be~’~/e
is0quite simple. When the
by
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equation of state is constant, i.e., for early times when p e13 and at late times when p = 0, the
amplitudes of ‘P and be~’~/eare
0 constant. The values of ‘P and bc~~/e0
are related, be~’~Ie0—2’P.
This result is true for any arbitrary, time independent, equation of state p = we with constant w. For
such an equation of state, the solution in a flat universe (X = 0) for a general k is
‘P=i~”[C1J1(Viwki1)+ C2Y~(-’./i~kij)],

i’=

~(5+3w)/(1+3w),

(5.57)

where J~and Y~are the Bessel functions of order ri. Considering the small-argument expansion of the
Bessel functions, we see that for k~4 1 the nondecaying mode of ‘P is constant.
When the equation of state changes from w = 1 / 3 to w = 0 at the time of equal matter and radiation
(~ri fleq)’ the amplitude of the long-wavelength perturbation changes by a factor 9/10. If such
perturbations (kfleq 41) enter the Hubble radius at k’W— 1, then, during the period of matter
domination, ‘P remains constant while be~/e0begins to increase, 3~(g’)/~0
In an open universe (~1C=—1), for a linear perturbation that enters the horizon at ~4 1, the
amplitude of bc~’~/e0
once again freezes out when ~> 1, whereas the amplitude of ‘P starts to decrease
as a~(~)
[see (5.55) and (5.56)]. Figure 5.1 shows the evolution of the amplitude of ‘P and be~’~/e0
in

an open universe.
Short-wavelength perturbations
(krieq ~ 1) enter
Hubble
radius
before
the given
time of
7leq <71r (recombination
time),thethere
will be
a time
interval
by equal
ij,.
~matter
~‘ 1/k
and
radiation
For
when the spatial gradient term in the equation of motion for the perturbations (5.25) dominates (i.e.,
ki

1 ~‘ cr). Tleq
In that
we canthe
usecold
the WKB
find the solutions
in this time
interval.
we case,
can neglect
matterapproximation
to describe theto evolution
of perturbations
[(5.45)
and
While
fl
‘~
(5.46)]. A comparison of the WKB solution with the radiation era, once in their common interval of
applicability, fleq ~‘ ~ ~‘ 1/k, gives the initial conditions for the WKB solution which then can be used in
its entire range of validity (i.e., up to ~1r)
These perturbations become sound waves when they enter the Hubble radius (strictly speaking when
the scale becomes smaller than the Jeans length, k’q a~-cr). The amplitude of 8e~’~/e
for
0 these sound

waves is approximately constant while the potential ‘P decays as ~-2 At the time of recombination, the

1/2

9/20

~~I/ki~
Fig. 5.1. Time evolution of adiabatic perturbations of wavenumber k in an open universe.
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velocity of sound drops abruptly to a negligible value. For many scales with klleq ~ 1, the condition of
applicability of the long-wave approximation (k’q 4 c~) is restored. Since we are in the matterdominated period, we can use the appropriate equations [(5.32)and (5.33)] to describe the behavior of
these perturbations.
5.4. Entropy perturbations
Entropy perturbations can and generically will arise in all multi-component systems. They also
generate scalar-type metric perturbations. The basic equations for ‘P or equivalently u are (5.22) and
(5.25). For entropy perturbations, the source terms do not vanish. We shall assume that at the initial
time there are no adiabatic perturbations. Then, to define the entropy perturbations, we impose the
initial condition
as

t—~0.

(5.58)

Instead of distinguishing between adiabatic and entropy perturbations, fluctuations are often divided
into isocurvature and adiabatic ones. Isocurvature perturbations are defined by the initial condition that
the initial curvature perturbation vanishes, i.e., that the gauge-invariant curvature perturbation ~
vanishes at the initial time [35].If the initial time is taken to be 0, then this definition coincides with the
definition (5.58) of entropy perturbations. If the initial time is finite, then the two definitions might

differ by a term proportional to the decaying mode of ‘P.
Entropy perturbations can be generated if the different matter components are distributed
nonuniformly in space but with uniform total energy density and hence uniform curvature at the
beginning. Such perturbations are hence often called isocurvature perturbations. An example of
entropy perturbations is an inhomogeneous distribution of baryons in a radiation background, the
energy density excess in baryons being initially compensated by a deficit in radiation energy.
Entropy perturbations may well be important for galaxy formation. In particular, they can be
generated in axion models (refs. [74,75]) and in nonsimple inflationary models [76—81].They also arise
in phase transitions which produce topological defects [82].For example, in phase transitions which

produce cosmic strings, strings stretching from one side of the universe to the other will be produced
[83]. Causality constraints [84] forbid the formation of adiabatic perturbations on scales larger than the
Hubble radius. Hence, the only perturbations which can be formed on these scales are isocurvature
(entropy) perturbations. In the case of cosmic strings, this implies that the energy overdensity in
scalar-field matter along the string must be compensated by an energy deficit in radiation [85].
In the following, we shall consider various effects connected with entropy perturbations. First, we
shall investigate the behavior of long-wavelength inhomogeneities with k~j4 c~in a universe filled with
cold plasma and radiation. This case is sufficiently simple to analyze but demonstrates the specific
features of the evolution of entropy perturbations. In the second part of this section, we will study the
generation of sound waves by short-wavelength entropy perturbations near
As before, we shall expand the fluctuation into eigenmodes of the operator V2 and consider
perturbations with a space dependence corresponding to a solution of the mode equation,
V2’Pk =

—k2’Pk,

(5.59)

with fixed wavenumber k. We will first consider long-wave perturbations. The formulas obtained below
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[untileq. (5.67)] are applicable for inhomogeneities with k-q 4 c~’and for times smaller than the time
of recombination. They are also applicable on scales larger than the Hubble radius (k~’14 1) for later
times, since on these scales for causality reasons bS/S = const (on scales smaller than the Hubble radius,
in general 85/S ~ const for ~ >
2 V2’P since k’q 4 c~.Expressing X and
in terms of
We
start
with
eq.
(5.22)
and
omit
the
term
c,
e
0 and p0, using the background equations of motion, and taking into account (5 .9a, b), we can rewrite
this equation in the form
~‘

4Er+3Cm
+3Em)’

(4e1

~

‘\

3

4Er+3EmJ

4E~.+3C~

—2X 8er+3eJfl\’P

CmEr

where 85/S is constant. Hence, for a flat universe (X

solution for

—

3

2 4C,.+3E~
EmCr
85

16ITGa

0) we immediately can write down a particular

‘P,

‘P=28S/S.

(5.61)

Obviously, the above particular solution does not satisfy the required initial conditions (5.58). The
solution which does is obtained by adding to (5.61) a general solution of the homogeneous equation [for
= 0 see (5.53)] and choosing the coefficients such that the initial conditions are satisfied. In a flat
universe, the result is

(5.62)

bc~)~(k71eq)2~3(~2+6~.+1O) +~
~
(~3+7~2+18~+20\]bS
L 30 (~+1)2(~+2) 5 (~+2)~~
~+1
)i S -

(563)

—

The important conclusion (see also ref. [86]) is that the gauge-invariant amplitude for this type of
entropy perturbations increases linearly in conformal time until 7leq, whereas it is constant for adiabatic

perturbations.
The calculations are significantly more involved in the case of a nonflat universe
Substituting

(~=

±1).

‘P=28S/S+’P
1

(5.64)

into (5.60), we obtain an equation for ‘P~which can be solved by standard methods [87]. Taking into
account the initial conditions (5.58)3 and using (5.55) to satisfy them, one finally gets (for 5l~=
‘P=(neqsinhui+cosh7i—1)
x

[(fleq

+

2(2

cosh ~ri+ sinh ~)2
—

7)~q)

cosh ~ +

—

—1)

3~(~cosh ~ + sinh ‘rj)

sinh +
i~

—

4] 85/S.

(5.65)

The corresponding expression for 8e~~/e
follows
0
immediately from (5.28). The formulas for a closed
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universe (X= 1) can be obtained by substituting i77 for in the above equation. Using (5.6) and
be = bCm + bEr we can express bErn/Cm and be1/e1 in terms of be/c and bS/S.
In figure 5.2 we plot the time dependence of the amplitudes of ‘P~bEm/Cmand be/c for entropy
perturbations in an open universe. (The behavior of entropy perturbations in a flat universe is exactly
the same as here for times 174 1.) The amplitudes of ‘P,be/e and bCr/Cr
in time
until ~ =
477k 4increase
1/k). The
fluctuations
in fleq~
the
Between
fleqdensity,
and fik bCm/Cm
1/k they
are constant
are initial
assuming
fleqby the time ~ = fleq~For 17 > fleq’ the
cold-matter
decrease
to 2/5 of(we
their
values
entropy perturbations evolve like the nondecaying mode of the adiabatic perturbations. There is a
t~

difference, however: for adiabatic perturbations
bErn/Em

(5.66)

= ~ 8C,./E,.,

whereas for entropy perturbations
8Cm/Em =

—~

(5.67)

bCr/Cr~

Note that entropy perturbations do not turn into decaying adiabatic perturbations when they enter the
Hubble radius. This point was incorrectly treated in some of the literature [88].
Let us finally investigate the generation of sound waves by short-wavelength (kfleq 1) entropy
perturbations in a bath of cold plasma and radiation. To simplify the calculations we will consider only
the case of a flat universe (~ = 0). At first, let us investigate times ~1before the time of equal matter
and radiation
In this case c,2 = 1/3 and the scale factor a(~)evolves according to (5.39). Hence, the
equation of motion (5.25) for u takes the form
~‘

U” —

1,V2u

—

(2a~q/a2)u= (aeq/V2ITG 77~q)(bS/S)fl,

(5.68)

where we took into account (5.9b) when evaluating the right-hand side of (5.25). For 774 fleq’ this
equation is correct for perturbations with arbitrary k. The solution satisfying the initial conditions (5.58)

I~mI I

Fig. 5.2. Time evolution of entropy perturbations of wavenumber k in an open universe.
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recalculated for ‘P by means of (5.24) is
8S ~
fleq

1

1
(W7ieq)

2

d /cosw~\]

‘°17

0)77

k

(5.69)

3

It is important to stress that solution (5.69) is valid both for short-wavelength and for longwavelength perturbations at early times (~< fleq) Next, let us consider short-wavelength fluctuations
(k77 ~ c~) at times in the interval fir> ~1~ 1/k. For them, the last term in (5.25) is negligible and we
can use the WKB approximation to find the solution. The result is
‘Pk

=

F(77) + c~3/2(a~q/a)2[Aksin(J c5k d77) + Bk cos(f c5k d77)],

(5.70)

where F does not contain oscillating terms to leading order in (k77) ~.The coefficients Ak and Bk can be
obtained by matching (5.70) with (5.69) in the interval fieq ~1~ 1/k when both of the solutions are
valid. The matching conditions have been discussed in detail in ref. [89]. The final result is
-

~‘

t~’~3714c~28S

-

/1

85

‘\

b~
C

0

k7leq

-~-sin(j c~kdri)

—

-

(5.71)

This formula is true for fir ~‘ ~ 1/k. Besides the constant mode coming from F(77), there is an
oscillating part of the matter-density perturbation which corresponds to sound waves which were
generated by the entropy perturbations [90]. These sound waves can be significant for anisotropies in
the microwave background.
Note that for a collisionless gas, the above formulation of hydrodynamical perturbations should be
extended to allow for a gauge-invariant analysis of the phase-space density of the gas. This has been
done in refs. [71,66].

6. Perturbations in the universe filled by a scalar field
At very high energies, it is no longer reasonable to believe that a hydrodynamical description of
matter will be valid. Rather, we expect that matter will be described in terms of fields. In many
particle-physics models, scalar fields are introduced. Their role is to break high-energy symmetries and
to give fermions masses by the mechanism of spontaneous symmetry breaking [91]. For scalar fields, it
is possible to construct nontrivial potential terms (we call all terms in the Lagrangian not containing
derivatives potential terms). Nontrivial means that there are higher than quadratic terms. These terms
correspond to self-interactions of the scalar field q’ [92].
It was soon realized that due to the potential V(~),scalar fields can play a particular role in
cosmology [93]. In particular, an equation of state unfamiliar from classical statistical mechanics may
result; for example, if is homogeneous in space and trapped in a local minimum of the potential. In
this case, the scale factor of the universe will expand exponentially; this is the de Sitter phase [94].
In this chapter we study perturbations in a universe filled with scalar-field matter. In the first section,
the energy—momentum tensor for a scalar field will be given. Then, the evolution of the background in
~‘
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the presence of a homogeneous scalar field will be studied. With only mild conditions on V(co) (the
self-coupling constants must all be somewhat smaller than 1) most energetically allowed (to justify a
classical consideration of the gravitational field) initial conditions lead to chaotic type inflation [95].In
the third section, the gauge-invariant equations for cosmological perturbations in a model with
scalar-field matter are studied. After reducing the equations to a single second-order differential

equation for perturbations, its solutions in various interesting cases can be obtained.
6.1. Energy—momentum tensor

In this chapter we take the matter in the universe to be a scalar field minimally coupled to gravity.
Such a theory is given by the action
S=f~

—

V(~)]v~g
d4x,

(6.1)

where V(q,) is the potential of scalar field. The corresponding energy—momentum tensor is
=

— ~

—

V(~)]~,

=

g~”~p

1.

(6.2)

We shall consider a homogeneous and isotropic universe with small scalar-type metric perturbations
(2.9). For consistency the scalar field must also be approximately homogeneous. In this case the field
co(x, t) can be decomposed into two parts,
p(x, t) = ço0(t) + b~i(x,t),

(6.3)

where ~p0(t)
is the homogeneous part of the scalar field which drives the background isotropic model and

Ib~I
4 ~

is a small perturbation. The energy—momentum tensor can be also decomposed into

“background” and “perturbed” parts
T~= ~

+

(6.4)

8T~,

where 8 T~is linear in matter and metric perturbations b~and 8g~p.
Substituting (6.3) and (2.9) into (6.2) we obtain the background energy—momentum tensor (in

conformal time)
=

~

~

+

V(~p0)= e,

2)~~
+ V(ç)]ô~= —p~,
~

= 0,

(6.5)

°~T~
= [—(1 /2a

and the first-order perturbation
bTg = a2[—~4, + ~b~’
bT,=[ço’çb

—

+

V~,a28ç],

çt’,~bço1 + Vça2bco]ô.

8T~= a2~bç~,
(6.6)

Here a prime denotes differentiation with respect to conformal time ~1,~ = dV/dço, and the comma
with space index means differentiation with respect to the corresponding coordinate.
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For the sake of simplicity, we shall in this section only consider a flat universe (X = 0). Most of the
results which will be obtained can be generalized without difficulties to the case of a space with arbitrary
curvature (~JC= ±1). To write down the equations for cosmological perturbations we will need the
gauge-invariant perturbations of the energy—momentum tensor bT~’~”
[seeeq. (4.13)]. Using (6.6) and
(6.5) we find
=

a2[—~~2’P+
2[+~’~’P

—

~i
8~(gi),
.,

bT~’ = a

8(gi),

2
V~a 8~(~i)],
2
+ V~a 8~,(g’)]~l
+

8T~’~°
=
(6.7)

where ‘P is the gauge-invariant potential (3.13), and
bq,~=

b~+

p~(B E’)

(6.8)

—

is the gauge-invariant perturbation of the scalar field.
6.2. Background

In the case of hydrodynamical matter, the time evolution of the background model was simple. For a
time-independent equation of state, the scale factor a(t) increases as a fixed power oft. For scalar-field
matter, the background evolution is significantly more complicated. The homogeneous background part
co0(t) ofthe scalar field has nontrivial dynamics. This leads to a time-dependent equation ofstate, and to
a more complicated time evolution of a(t).
In this section, we shall analyze the background model in some detail. The time evolution of p0(t)
depends on the scale factor a(t), which in turn depends on the equation of state of matter. Thus, we are
dealing with a system of coupled differential equations. We shall present an analysis of the background
evolution which does not depend on the particular scalar-field potential V(q). The reader who is only
interested in perturbations may skip this section.
The main ideas of our method are the following. We first eliminate the explicit time dependence
from the problem. This allows an analysis which is independent of the particular potential. The next
step is to consider a generalized phase diagram for the resulting background equations. We investigate

the time evolution which yields curves in this phase diagram, and find attractors for the dynamical
evolution. This step in the analysis generalizes a method used previously [95] to study the time
evolution of a homogeneous scalar field in an expanding universe. Finally, we calculate a(t) for attractor
curves. In this section, physical time t and not conformal time r~
will be used. Also, the zero subscript
for background fields will be omitted.
The starting point consists of the time—time Einstein equation, which, using (6.5), gives
2 = l2[~2 + V(~)],
(6.9)
H

where the derivative with respect to physical time t is denoted by a dot,

12 = 8i~G/3and

H

a/a is the

Hubble parameter. The second starting equation is the scalar-field equation of motion,
~b+3Hçb+V~0.

(6.10)
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This equation can be derived by varying the action (6.1) with respect to ~, or from the conservation law
(2.7) for the energy—momentum tensor (6.5). Taking the derivative of eq. (6.9) with respect to time
and subtracting ~ times eq. (6.10) we also obtain the following useful relationship:
2

H=—~l

(6.11)

2.
4,

Before starting the technical analysis, we mention some important points. Using the mild constraints
on V(~)mentioned at the beginning of this chapter, fairly general initial conditions for a homogeneous
scalar field will lead to a period of inflation, i.e., exponential expansion of the scale factor. To see
heuristically how this might occur, consider a situation when ~ is static
0) but V(p) does not
vanish but takes on a large positive value. In this case, the right-hand side of (6.9) is approximately
constant and hence
(~2

a(t) cc exp(Ht), H

(6.12a, b)

W(c)L~2

Note that exponential inflation corresponds to an equation of state p
e, as can be seen from (6.5).
In the following, we shall see that inflation will arise for a wide region of initial data. It is important to
mention that initial large spatial inhomogeneities can prevent the onset of inflation. For a discussion of
—

this issue see e.g. refs. [24, 96—98].
There are different approaches to investigate the field equations in the model given by eqs. (6.9) and
(6.10). For example, using (6.9) we may express H in terms of ç and ~‘ and substitute it in (6.10). Then
we obtain a differential equation for the variable ~ only, which can be studied by means of a phase

diagram method. In the following discussion we follow a more general approach.
As a first step, let us introduce the new variable x = ln a instead of t and transform the equations. We
have
i=H,

d/dtHd/dx.

(6.13)

Using (6.13) to express the time derivative in terms ofderivatives with respect to x, the expression (6.9)
for the Hubble parameter can be recast as
H

1Vu2[1

~l2(d~/dx)2]~’2-

—

(6.14)

Applying eqs. (6.13) and (6.14), the equation of motion (6.10) for ~ takes the form
(2
jd~

r

j

i

t~j~ L ~

~,

~2,

12(d4~ 1d~~

2

IV

‘~~I~i
]~J1_il2(d~/dx)2+

—
ç~

This equation can be reduced to a first-order equation if we introduce the new variable y = d~/dx,and

consider it as a function of
2y2)[3

dy/d~= —(1

—

~‘,

+

(V~,,/V)/l2y].

(6.16)

~l

From (6.14) it follows that for physical real-time solutions (called Lorentzian solutions) there is a
constraint on the magnitude of y, I ~l~ \/~/l.This follows since for Lorentzian solutions H must be
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real. Points on the ~ —y plane where this condition is not satisfied correspond to Euclidean solutions
(solutions defined in imaginary time).
Equation (6.16) can be analyzed by means of the phase-diagram method [99].The general structure
of this diagram does not depend on the details of the potential V(ço). Only two assumptions are
important: first we consider potentials V(ço) which are symmetric functions of q’. Secondly, we assume
that as I I ~, V(p) increases less fast than an exponential, i.e.,
—*

(6.17)

as

In this case, the phase diagram of eq. (6.16) is depicted schematically in fig. 6.1.
Let us start with solutions which are close to the lines I I = \/~/1. For such solutions V 4 ~ 2 and in
this case the scale factor evolves as in a universe filled with hydrodynamical matter which obeys the
equation of state p = +e [a(t)cxt”3].
To investigate the solutions near y = v’~
/1 [whichis itself a solution of (6.16)], we write y in the form
y = ±(V~/l)(1 ay), where 0< ~y 4 1 for Lorentzian solutions. The linearized equation for ~y
~—~co.

—

immediately follows from (6.16),
d i~y/d~
= ±(3V~1±VQ/V) ~y,

(6.18)

and has a solution of the form
=

~y

1[V(~)/V(~1) exp[±3\r2l(~ ~)],
—

(6.19)

where p~and iXy~are the initial conditions for (6.16): Ay1 =
Analyzing eqs. (6.18) and (6.19), it is easy to understand the flow lines near
= ~[2/1 in fig. 6.1.
(Note that the arrows in the figure indicate evolution in time.) Consider as the simplest example the

~
Fig. 6.1. The phase diagram for the background equations describing a scalar-field dominated universe. The bold lines labelled s are separatrices
since they separate trajectories of different type from one another 1101].
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theory of a free real scalar field with mass m, for which the potential is

V(co) = ~m2co2.

(6.20)

This is one of the models used to realize chaotic inflation [100].In this case, (6.19) reads
d~y/d~
= ±(3\/~l±2/co)1~y.

(6.21)

For large positive and negative values of ~, the bracket is positive. Hence, as ~ increases starting at
large negative values, the trajectory moves away from the line y = \/~/1. For small negative values of ~,
however, trajectories converge back towards the line. For small positive values of ~, trajectories are
again repelled.
Since the phase diagram is symmetric about the y-axis, we shall restrict our attention to the behavior
of trajectories on the left-hand side of the diagram. Moving away from the line y = v’~/1, we eventually
reach another curve in the phase diagram which is an attractor for solutions, a separatrix [101]marked s
in fig. 6.1. At large values of (I~I 1/i) this separatrix is close to the line where dy/d~= 0. Hence,
we can obtain the equation for this separatrix in the form
~

y = ~(1/3l2)Vç/V

+

~‘

O[(V~/V)2,VQQ/V,. . .)].

(6.22)

For ~I~‘ 1/1 we can neglect the termsof order ~
and higher.
The ratio H/H2 can be calculated from (6.11) and (6.13). Inspecting the result, it follows that for
solutions in the vicinity of this separatrix, for I I ~ 1/1

I~’I/H2 = ~12y241,

(6.23)

provided that the potential increases less fast than exponential [see (6.17)]. This implies that these
solutions describe an inflationary period. We call them quasi de Sitter solutions for which the effective
equation of state is p
e. For an exponential potential, the background evolution leads to power-law
—

inflation [102].
Since y~ = dx/d~,we can integrate (6.18) to obtain
a(ço)

exp(_312

J

(V/Vç) d~)

(6.24)

during the inflationary period. For a polynomial potential,
(6.25)

V(io) = (A~/n)ço”,

one gets
a(~)= a, exp[—(3l2/2n)(~2

—

~)],

(6.26)

To find the dependence of the scale factor on time we need to obtain the time dependence of the scalar
field p. During the quasi de Sitter stage we may use H
and (6.22) to obtain the equation
Wli2
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=

Hy= —(1/3l)V~/V”2.

(6.27)

Integrating this equation gives the time dependence of ço. For polynomial potentials (6.25) with n ~ 4
the result is
= [(4—

n)(A~n)’’2(6l)~(t

(6.28)

2~4”~,

1 t)]

—

where

t
1

is an integration constant. For n = 4 we get
2(t

—

(6.29)

t)].

= ç~exp[—(2/3l)A,~/

A quasi de Sitter period will arise if the phase trajectory approaches the stationary line at I ~‘ I

>

1/I.

This will happen if Ay reaches 0(1) when tpl >1/1. Using eq. (6.19), we may rewrite this condition in

terms of bounds on the initial data ~ and ~. The result is
s V(i~p

1)exp(3V’~Ilq1~).

(6.30)

This bound can be understood as a constraint on the initial conditions which have to be satisfied in
order to realize inflation. For inflation to correctly model the observed universe we need inflation to last
more than 65 Hubble expansion times [41].The constraint on the initial conditions required to achieve
this is similar to eq. (6.30).
When the value of the scalar field drops below the Planck scale (q, < 1/1) inflation ceases. The scalar
field begins to oscillate. In fig. 6.1 this corresponds to the ellipsoidal curves close to the origin.
However, for this part of the phase diagram the effective equation of state depends sensitively on the
potential V(tp). To describe a concrete example we return to the model of a free scalar field with mass
m given by the potential (6.20). For this choice of potential it is conventient to introduce radial and
angle variables r and 0 instead of y and ~ in the following manner:
y = (V~/l)sin0,

~ = rcoso.

(6.31a,b)

These variables satisfy equations which follow immediately from eq. (6.16)
2sin2O.
0 = —(3I/2’/~)mrsin 20 m,
r = —(3li’/~)mr
Eliminating r from the above system we get a closed form equation for 0,

(6.32a, b)

—

sin 20
If

—

2(~ + i)(~~cos20 + sin2o) = 0,

r = mt.

(6.33)

we introduce the new variable u d0/dT and regard it as a function of 0, then (6.33) reduces to
du/dO = (u + 1)(u cot 0 + tan 0)/u.

(6.34)

A particular solution for this equation is u = —1. The general solution during the period of oscillation is
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close to u = —1. To see this more clearly let us introduce the new variable 11= u + 1
prove that 11—p 0. Keeping in (6.34) only terms up to second order in 11 we get
d11/dO = 211 cot 20

—

112
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41

and set out to

tan 0.

(6.35)

This is the Bernoulli equation whose solution is [87]
11 = sin 20/(0 + c

~ sin 20),

—

(6.36)

where c is an integration constant. From the above solution (6.36), it follows that as 101 —~~, 11—i’ 0.
Thus, as a general solution in the regime under consideration we use the solution u = —1 for which
0 = 0~ mt where 00 is an arbitrary phase. Substituting this into eq. (6.38) we can solve for r,
—

2V~ /

1

il+

r=

31m(t

—

2m(t

t0) \

2V~ 1
Ii
31m(t t0) L

.

t0)

—

.

1
—

—

2m(t

sin2m(t—t0)

t0)

—

sin 2m(t

/

—

t0) + 01

1
2

\1

(6.37)

\ (t — t0) / J

Using (6.14) and (6.31a, b) to express H in terms of r it follows that H = (l/V~)mr. It is possible to
integrate this expression and find the scale factor a(t). The result is
a cx (t

—

t0)

2/3”

2(t
cos 2m(t

—

l\1 + 6m

t t0)
2
0)

—

—

24m2(t1

—

t 2 +
0)

O(t

—

t
0)

—3

]) .

(6.38)

Thus we see that the evolution of the scale factor in a universe dominated by a massive scalar field

during the period of oscillation is nearly the same (up to oscillating corrections) as if the universe were
dominated by pressureless matter. However, the oscillating correction terms in (6.38) are very
important since they determine the time evolution ofgeometrical invariants which are constructed from
higher-order time derivatives of the scale factor. For example, the Hubble parameter has oscillating
correction terms (compared to the evolution for a dust universe) which decay only as (t t0) ~.For the
scalar curvature the result is
—

R = —[4/3(t

compared to R =
6.3.

—

t0)]{1 —3 cos 2m(t

—4 / 3t

—

t0) +

0[(t

—

t0)~]} ,

(6.39)

for a dust universe.

Perturbations

To obtain the gauge-invariant equations of motion for cosmological perturbations in the universe
dominated by scalar-field matter, we insert into the general equations (4.15) the gauge-invariant
energy—momentum tensor 8 T~t~[see eq. (6.7)]. First of all, from the i—j (i ~ j) equation it follows
that we can set (as in the perfect fluid example of chapter 5) ‘P =‘P, since 8T~’~’
= 0 (i ~J).
Substituting the energy—momentum tensor 8 T~’~’”
from (6.7) into eqs. (4.15) and setting ‘P = ‘P we find
(in conformal time)
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3~’P’ (LW” + 2~2)’P =
—

~l2(p~

2~

8~(gi),

+

(6.40)

V~,.,a

‘P’+

~r’P
= ~12~bp~,

‘P”+

3~”P’+ (~“ + 2~?2)’P= ~I2(tp~bp~’ Va28~~~)

(6.41)
(6.42)

—

Note that only two of these equations are independent. In obtaining this form ofthe equations, we have
used the background relation [see (6.11)]
~I2~~2=

~,2

ar’.

—

(6.43)

Equations (6.40)—(6.42) are the basic perturbation equations in the case of scalar-field matter. They
were first derived in this form in ref. [103](see also ref. [63]).
We can obtain the equation of motion for the gauge-invariant scalar-field perturbation ~
by
combining eqs. (6.40)—(6.42). However, it is easier to derive this equation starting from the Klein—
Gordon equation for ~,
~:

(6.44)

+V~=0.

which can be obtained by varying the action (6.1). For the background part

~,

the equation becomes

[see also eq. (6.10)]
+ V~(~

+~

=20.

(6.45)

0)a

The equation of motion for the scalar-field perturbation ~

can be obtained by linearizing the

Klein—Gordon equation about the background solution. The result is
+

2

~r
8~(g1),

—

v

2
8~(g)

+

V~a

8ç(g’)

2’P= 0.
—

(6.46)

4ç~~P’
+ 2V~,a

Often, the terms due to gravitational fluctuations are left out in the equation for the scalar-field
perturbation, which is then written as
b~”+ 2~t’bç’

—

V2 8~+ V~a28~= 0.

(6.47)

However, the terms due to metric perturbations are also linear in fluctuations and are, even during
inflation, of the same order as the term V~~a2
8q which has been kept in (6.47). Thus, strictly speaking
eq. (6.47) is incorrect. In many cases, the difference between (6.46) and (6.47) is significant, e.g., in
eternal inflation [104].It is very difficult to investigate (6.46) by itself. It is more convenient to return to
the system of eq. (6.40)—(6.42) in order to calculate the time, evolution of the fluctuations.
Subtracting (6.40) from (6.42), using (6.41) to express ~
in terms of’P’ and ‘P,and taking into
account (6.43) and (6.45), we obtain a second-order partial differential equation for ‘P which can be
written either as
‘P”+

or as

2(~~~/ç,~)’P’
—

—V2’P + 2(~C’—

~l~/qz~)’P= 0,

(6.48)
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(6.49)

—

Introducing the new variable
u = (a/p~)’P

(6.50)

instead of ‘P and using the equations for the background model, we reduce (6.49) to the following
equation for
—

U:

V2u

—

(0”/O)u = 0,

0=

~/C/aco~.

(6.51a, b)

The solutions of eq. (6.51a) can easily be found in the asymptotic limits. Let us consider plane-wave
perturbation with wavenumber k, i.e. ‘P, b~, u cx exp(ik x). For short-wavelength perturbations
which satisfy k2 ~ (0)”/0 it is possible to neglect the last term in eq. (6.51a) and one obtains
ucce~”~
.

(6.52)

For long-wavelength perturbations with k2 4 (0)”/0 the second term in eq. (6.51a) can be neglected and
we get
u~Ci0+C

4(!Jdfia2(

20J~~

77)),

(6.53)

where C1, C2 and A are integration constants. The second integration constant ,in the final expression
has been absorbed in the integral. The corresponding expressions for ‘P and ~
following immediately from (6.50) and (6.41).
For short-wavelength perturbations we have
‘Po[Cisin(kJadt)+C2cos(kJa1dt)]e~,
—

~

[c~cos(k

J

a~dt)

—

C2 sin(k

J

a’ dt)] e~,

where the dot means the derivative with respect to physical time
For long-wavelength perturbations one gets
‘P=A(~Jadt) =A(1_ _HJadt),
A~~(a’
f a dt).

(6.54)

t=

(6.55)

J a d77.
(6.56)
(6.57)

Before applying the above analysis to fluctuations in inflationary universe models, we will rewrite our
main
equation
to make
contactterms
with other
For long-wavelength
perturbations
satisfying
2 4 0”/0,
when(6.48)
the spatial
derivative
can bework.
neglected,
(6.48) can be recast
as a “constant
of
k
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motion” or “conservation law”. Let us introduce the quantity ~definedby
~=~(H~’P+’P)/(1+w)+’P,

w=p/e.

(6.58)

Then, it is easy to verify that
2(H H~o0/4,0)’P,
(6.59)
2’P) the left-hand side of (6.48) expressed in terms of physical time rather
which
is (up to the
V
than conformal
time.term
According
to eq. (6.48), this expression vanishes when considering wavelengths
far outside the Hubble radius for which V2’P can be neglected. Thus, on these scales ~is conserved.
This conservation law was first derived by Bardeen et al. [53],using rather different methods. It has
been used in many brief reviews [105]to estimate the spectrum of density perturbations in inflationary
universe models.
~tH(1 + w) = cP + (H

—

~

+

—

6.4. Application to inflationary universe models

One of the main applications of the theory of cosmological perturbations is to inflationary universe
models. In this section we shall discuss the evolution of classical perturbations in inflationary universe
models. The quantum generation of fluctuations will be discussed in the second part of this review.
First, let us recall the reason why it is possible in inflationary universe models to have a causal
generation mechanism for cosmological perturbations. Figure 6.2 is a sketch of physical distance versus
scale factor a. We imagine that there was a period of exponential expansion during the very early
universe, for a < aR. During this period, the equation of state of matter is approximately p = e, and
the Hubble radius H 1 is constant. At aR, the time of reheating, the vacuum energy density is assumed
to convert into usual matter (massive particles and radiation) in a time interval smaller than the Hubble
expansion time H ~. Thereafter, the universe evolves as in the standard Big Bang model, which is to
say that the universe is radiation-dominated until the time of equal matter and radiation, and
matter-dominated thereafter. In the matter- and radiation-dominated periods, the Hubble radius
increases more rapidly than a fixed comoving scale. In fig. 6.2 we also show a line corresponding to a
fixed comoving scale on which perturbations are to be generated. The success of inflationary universe
—

-

a(t~(k))

aR

a(t (k))

a

Fig. 62. Sketch of the evolution of length scales in inflationary universe models in terms of physical distance x versus scale factor a. The line k
denotes the wavelength of a perturbation with fixed comoving wavenumber. H -‘ is the Hubble radius. The scale of the fluctuation leaves the
Hubble radius at time t = t
1(k) and reenters at t = t,(k).
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models consists of allowing perturbations to be generated inside the Hubble radius during the period of
inflation, and then to grow to become perturbations on the scale of galaxies and clusters of galaxies
today. This is possible provided that the period of inflation is longer than about 65H
Models with a single period of inflation during which the Hubble parameter is constant predict a
scale-invariant Harrison—Zel’dovich [47]spectrum. This is easy to see heuristically, but a rigorous
derivation is not possible without including quantum considerations. The heuristic argument goes as
follows. Consider a fixed comoving wavenumber k. Let t~(k)be the time when the wavelength becomes
larger than the Hubble radius during the period of inflation, and let tf(k) be the time when it reenters
the Hubble radius at late times. By time-translation invariance of the de Sitter phase, the time evolution
of a perturbation should be independent of k when considered up to the time t~(k).This implies that the
amplitude of the perturbation should be independent of k when measured at t1(k). As we shall see
below, when we follow the evolution of the perturbation while outside the Hubble radius, its amplitude
increases by a factor that depends only on the net change in the equation of state. Hence, the amplitude
of the perturbation is practically independent of k when measured at the time tf(k). This is what is
meant by a scale-invariant spectrum. In the following, we shall analyze the classical evolution of the
perturbations and verify the above claim.
the techniques
of the
eqs.amplitude
(6.48)—(6.57),
see that
for short-wavelength
fluctuations
2Applying
~ a2 max(V~,
Vt/V,.. .)],
of thewemetric
perturbation
‘P is proportional
to 4i.
[k
During inflation when
-

(6.60)

—V~/3H———V~/3lV”2,

the time change in ‘P is negligible. In particular, for the quadratic potential of eq. (6.20) the amplitude
is exactly constant during inflation and hence ‘P cc cx m.
The amplitude of the scalar-field perturbations decreases as a’. For perturbations with a given
comoving wavenumber k, this amplitude was large in the past and at some point in time linear theory
breaks down since the condition bç /~< 1 is violated. Note that the metric perturbations were always
small when calculated by linear theory. However, when the wavelength of the perturbation is of the
order of the Planck scale, nonlinear terms due to scalar-field perturbations in the energy—momentum
tensor drive the metric perturbations to values that are larger than ones determined by linear theory. It
is possible to estimate [106]this effect and show that the metric perturbations on Planckian scales
become of the order unity. Thus, linear perturbation theory can be applied only when the scale of the
perturbations is larger than the Planck scale.
When the universe has expanded sufficiently, the perturbations with a given wavenumber k reach the
long-wave regime, k2 4 a2 max(V~/V,Vt/V,.. .), where according to (6.56),
~

‘P=A(a~Jdta)

~~(gi)

=

=

A(a~JdaHj

=

A([H~]

—

=

A(H~_Jdta(H~)~)

[H[H~]~] + [H[H[H]~]~]~

—

. - -)

,

(6.61)

Acb
0(H~ H’[H~]~+ H[H[H]~]~ —...).
—

(6.62)

The expansions above were obtained
a result
of integration
parts
and in
they
are(6.61)
asymptotic
series.
2, weascan
neglect
all but thebyfirst
terms
eqs.
and (6.62).
During inflation, when HI 4 H
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Further, taking into account that during inflation ~
background equations
of motion, we find
2=AV~,(6l2V2)1
,

4

V(ço), and kô0I 4

IV,~,(co)I and

using the
(6.63)

‘P=—AH/H
A çb

2V)’(6.64)
0/H —A V~(31
After the end of the period of inflation, the scalar field oscillates and decays into ultra-relativistic
particles [107]. Afterwards, the scale factor grows as a power of time, i.e., a cc tm. It follows from (6.56)
that the amplitude of the perturbation is
‘P=A/(m+1),

(6.65)

and practically does not change in time. Here A is the same as in (6.63) and (6.64). Expressing A in
terms of H, ~ and
8~,(gi)

‘P —

using (6.64), we obtain

(m + 1)’H ~

(6.66)

in agreement with the results of2previous
investigations
[50—53,
Here,
bq~/~0
and H haveofto the
be
= 0”/O (which
in many
cases105].
occurs
when
the wavelength
evaluated
at
the
time
when
k
perturbation crosses the Hubble radius). Note that in this formalism we do not need to make any
assumptions about the duration and detailed mechanism of reheating, except to assume that we are
considering scales which leave the Hubble radius before reheating and enter afterwards, and that the
length of the reheating period is small compared to 50 Hubble expansion times. In synchronous gauge,
tracking the perturbations through the reheating period is quite difficult, and the independence on the

reheating mechanism is obscured.
For the potential V = ~m2~2(eq. 6.20) the oscillating corrections to the evolution of the scale factor
a [see (6.38)] lead to oscillating corrections in (6.65). The time evolution of the amplitude of the metric
perturbations ‘P for inhomogeneities with a given wavenumber k is depicted in fig. 6.3. We shall briefly
add how the final amplitude of perturbations can be derived using the conservation law (6.58). Since at
very early and very late times ‘P vanishes, (6.58) simplifies to yield
1 + 2[1 +
cP(tf) = 1 + ;[1 +

w(t )]‘
w(t
1)]”’

‘P(t~),

(6.67)

where t1 and t~are the k-dependent times of initial and final Hubble radius crossing and w = p/c. From
this equation it is also clear that the amplitude of the final metric perturbations is independent of the•
details of reheating, since it is given in terms of the initial amplitude multiplied by a factor which
depends only on the net change in the equation of state. Using (6.63) and (6.64) to express 1 + w(t1)
and ‘P(t1) in terms of and b~,and applying (6.11) to replace H, we obtain
~

—

H~

in agreement with (6.66).

(6.68)
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Fig. 6.3. Evolution of the gauge-invariant gravitational potential ‘~Pfor a plane-wave perturbation with wavenumber k as a function of time in an
inflationary universe. tR is the time of reheating.

Note that for long-wavelength fluctuations, both H and b~~
depend on time, but the product
does not. However, if we consider the product H(8~/~)
and work in a particular coordinate system,

then also the product is time-dependent. Thus, when using a particular gauge to compute
the which
initial
2 = 0”/O),
fluctuations,
care
often
occurs at
themust
timebet taken to evaluate the product at the correct time (when k
1 (k) when the wavelength of the perturbation leaves the Hubble radius.
7. Perturbations in higher-derivative gravity theories

We know that Einstein’s general relativity theory based on an action with integrand R is a good
description of space and time. However, this theory is also known to be non-renormalizable. The
simplest way to render gravity renormalizable is to change the Einstein action at high energies [108].
Any change in the gravitational action will generically lead to higher derivative terms in the equations
of motion. A second reason for considering higher-derivative gravity theories is related to vacuum
polarization effects. Whenever coupling Einstein gravity to quantum matter fields and calculating in the
semiclassical limit in which the expectation value of the energy—momentum tensor operator of the field
theory is coupled to gravity, higher-derivative terms arise when calculating the expectation values. We
will not specifically investigate these models in this review, and refer the reader to the literature [109].
Higher-derivative gravity has recently arisen in several different areas. It results in the low-energy
limit of many superstring theories [110]. It is also used in a new realization of inflation, extended
inflation [111]. The evolution of a homogeneous background in higher-order theories of gravity was

studied by many authors (e.g., see ref. [112]).In higher-order derivative gravity theories, the evolution
of the early universe can have some very interesting features even without matter. In particular,
inflation arises in such models [49,113] without fine tuning of initial conditions [25].This is a major
reason why higher-order gravity models are of interest in cosmology.
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To simplify the analysis we use the conformal equivalence between a higher-derivative theory
without matter and the usual Einstein theory with scalar-field matter. (This equivalence was first proved
for R2-gravity by Whitt [114]and for a general F(R) action in refs. [115,116].) We shall consider
theories with Lagrangian densities which are a function of the scalar curvature R. This covers a lot of
models which are of interest. In the first section of this chapter, we demonstrate that a theory with
Lagrangian density L = f(R) is conformally equivalent to Einstein’s theory with a scalar field. Then, we
briefly discuss the background evolution before analyzing the perturbations in the third section.
7.1. Conformal equivalence
Let us consider a gravity theory with metric ~

and action

S = (1/612)f f(R)~d4x,

(7.1)

where f(R) is an arbitrary function of the scalar curvature R and
obtained by varying the action (7.1). The result is
(af/aR)R~ ~~f(R)

+

—

12 =

8irG/3. The field equations are

(af/aR)’6~’ (af/aR)-~= 0.
—

(7.2)

Our goal is to show that these vacuum gravity equations coincide with the usual Einstein equations,
=

—

3l2T~(Q),

.

(7.3)

in a theory with scalar-field matter and a new metric which is conformally related to the old one, i.e.,
(7.4)

= Fg~.

The correspondence will hold for appropriate choice of the conformal factor F F(R) and of the
potential V of the scalar field p(R), V(p) V(p(R)).
We now determine F, tp and V(~o)as functions of R. Here and in the next formulas the tilde means
that the corresponding variables are calculated for the conformal metric j~. Under the conformal
transformation g~
=~
the Ricci tensor and scalar curvature transform in the following
manner [114]:
—~

~

R~’—+R~
=F’R~_F_2F;p~galL + ~

(7.5)
R—~R = F’R

—

3F_2F;~pga$+

Correspondingly, the Einstein equations (7.3) rewritten in terms of the metric g~,.by substituting (7.5)
and the energy—momentum tensor of a scalar field with potential V(co) take the form
~

+

+ p_2 ~

gaP

—

=

~F’((ln F);p(ln F);~g”~’ ~(ln F);a(ln F);pgaI~ô~~)
—

—

~

galL)

312F_l[ço;pp;~g~~lL ~ô~co;~cv;pg~+ ~FV(~)].
—

(7.6)

V.F. Mukhanov
If

et a!., Theory of cosmological perturbations

249

we set
co=(1/V~1)lnF,

(7.7)

then the terms in (7.6) with a tensor structure different from that of terms in eq. (7.2) cancel. Hence,

eq. (7.6) can be rewritten in the form

2F2V(ço)6~= 0.
F(R~ ~6~’R)
+ F&~’ F~ 31
—

—

—

(7.8)

This equation coincides with (7.2) if we choose
(7.9)

and the scalar-field potential
V( )=_Lf)fl~
~
61~ (af/aR)2

(7.10)

The q~-dependenceof V is obtained from (7.10) if we express R in (7.10) in terms of ~ using the
formulas (7.7) and (7.9).
7.2. The background model
As an example we shall describe the evolution of the background model in R2-gravity, a model with

action
~

(7.11)

In this model
f(R) = R

—

(1/6M2)R2,

(7.12)

and, correspondingly, from (7.9), (7.7) and (7.10) one obtains
F=1—R/3M2,
V(~)= (M2/4l2)[1

~=(1/\/~l)ln(1_
—

~-~)

exp(—V~1~)]2.

Note that when q~4 1 /V~l,then V(ço)

,

(7.13a,b)
(7.14)

M2~2/2.

Now we shall use the conformal equivalence of R2-gravity and ordinary gravity theory in the
presence of scalar-field matter to study the evolution of the background. The results of section 6.2 for a
scalar-field matter-dominated universe can then be applied. For the sake of simplicity we will consider
only the case of a flat universe. The results of this and the following section can in principle easily be
generalized to nonflat universes. The background metric is
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ds2 = a2(’q)(d772

dx’ dx’3),

—

(7.15)

and the corresponding conformal metric becomes
ds2 = 112(

2

dx” dx’s).

—

(7.16)

77)(d77

The conformal scale factor 11, related to a by
11(17) = F~2a(~)
= (1

—

R/3M2)”2a(
77),

(7.17)

satisfies the Einstein equations for the conformal theory [see (6.9)]
= l2[~,2 +

V(p)].

(7.18)

The scalar field ~ defined in (7.13a) obeys the equation [see (6.10)]
çó+3H~p+V~=0.

(7.19)

Here, H = i/i and as we stress at this point the dot denotes the derivative not with respect to the
—

—

original physical time variable t =

f a(~q)d~,but with respect to a new time variable
(7.20)

t=f11(fi)dfl=fF1/2dt.

The system of background equations (7.18) and (7.19) was investigated in detail in section 6.2, and
in the following we will use the results obtained there. The potential V(tp) is not symmetric [see(7.14)].
Hence, the phase diagram (which can be constructed as in section 6.2) will not be symmetric about the
y axis. Also, the condition Vç/V 4 1 will not be satisfied for any negative values of ~. Thus, the phase
diagram for higher-derivative gravity will look very different for ~ < —1/1. We will not study this part of
the phase diagram since in this region solutions do not lead to inflation. However, for I wI 4 1/1 and for
all positive values of ~, the phase diagram will be similar to that depicted in fig. 6.1, and thus we can
use the results obtained in section 6.2. In particular, we shall use eqs. (6.24), (6.27) and (6.38) which
give the conformal scale factor in terms of the scalar field ~ and in terms of the time ~ Note that when
applied in this chapter, also the differentiation in eq. (6.27) is with respect to i
First consider trajectories starting at a value ~ ~ 1 /V~1. As can be seen from the phase diagram,
these trajectories rapidly approach the region in which inflation is realized. Once in this region, eq.
(6.24) applies and we can integrate it for the potential of (7.14) to obtain

11(w) = 11~exp[—
where

~

a(w)

~exp(V’~lip)

+ (3l/2V~)q7],

like a

0 in the following equation,

=

(7.21)

is a

constant. Using (7.17) and (7.7), we can find a(w),

a0 exp[— ~exp(V~Ic) + (l/2V~)c].

(7.22)

To determine a(t) we need to calculate the time dependence of w(t). To do this one can use eq. (6.27).
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Rewritten in terms of physical time t instead of tone obtains
dtdw

1

V~ \/~M

~

~
Taking into account that
dt/dt= F”2

=

(7.23)

exp(— ~/~lc),

(7.24)

and integrating (7.23) one gets
exp[(l/V~)q,] = ~M(t,
where

t~is

—

(7.25)

t),

some integration constant with the approximate meaning of the time when inflation ceases.

Substituting (7.25) into (7.22) we conclude that
a(t) cx (t, t)u2 exp[— *M2(t~ t)2].
—

(7.26)

—

Thus, we see that for w ~ 1 /V~ I quasi-exponential expansion is realized. While t 4 t~,the scale factor
a(t) grows like a slightly modified exponential. Inflation ends at t — t,. In terms of physical variables, the
condition w 1 /V~1 necessary to obtain a quasi-de Sitter period means I RI M2. The limitations on
the initial derivative of R required to realize inflation can be read off from (6.30).
When the field w drops below the Planck value, the potential V(w) can be approximated by the
quadratic potential V(~)= (1/2) M2w2 Thus, to analyze the background evolution in this period we can
apply the results from the second part of section 6.2. The scalar field w is oscillating, and the
corresponding solution for the conformal scale factor can be obtained from (6.38),
~‘

~

11(t) cx (t—

i)2/3[1 +

sin~~~

2 ~+

O(1~M~))3)].

(7.27)

2 dt coincides with t up to oscillating
For
small
values
of
w
(Id
<<1/i),
the
time
variable
t=
J
Fu
correction terms which decay as 1 / t. This follows from Taylor-expanding F in terms of c about w = 0,
F1+V~lw+O(l2w2)=1.

(7.28)

Recalling from (7.17) that physical and conformal scale factors are related by
a(t) = F’~’211(t)= [1— lip/’s/~+O(l2~2)]â’,

and using eq. (6.37) for
a(t) cx (t

—

to)2/3[1

—

p(t),

(7.27)

(7.29)

gives

2 cos[M(t ~~°)] + o( sin[M(t_o)])] -

(7.30)

We conclude that in contrast to the expression for 11(t), the physical scale factor a(t) in the case of
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higher-derivative gravity theories contains oscillating correcting terms decaying as 1 / t and not only as
2. This is due to the factor F’ /2 connecting a and 11. The corresponding Hubble parameter is
t~
H(t) = a”’ da/dt =

t 1[1 + sin[M(t ~~)]+ O(t t 1] .
(7.31)
0)’
0)”
Let us compare the dust model, the theory with an oscillating scalar field, and the higher-derivative
gravity theory discussed in this chapter. In all three models, the scale factor a(t) increases as (t t 213.
~

(t

—

—

—

—

In the scalar-field theory, there is a periodic modulation with amplitude decreasing as

(t

—

t

2.

In0) the

case analyzed above, the modulation has an amplitude which decreases only as (t t
0) the
‘. Inoscillating
all three
2-gravity,
models, H(t)
hastothe
decay rate
proportional
to which
(t
t0)’~.
R
correction
terms
a(t)same
lead overall
to a complete
modulation
of H(t)
variesInperiodically
from 0 to 1. In
the oscillating scalar-field model, there is only a small modulation of the amplitude of H(t), and the
relative amplitude of the modulation decreases as (t t
0) 2, for
An an
even
larger difference
for the
oscillating
scalar fieldoccurs
this behavior
curvature
R. amplitude
For a dust which
model,oscillates
R(t) scales
as (t [see
t0)’(6.39)]. However, in R2-gravity,
isRicci
modified
by an
in time
—

0)’

—

—

—

R = 4M cos(Mt) /(t

—

t
0) +

O(t

—

~

Thus, the dominant term decays only as

(7.32)

.
(t

—

t0)

‘.

Hence, the oscillating corrections to the scale factor

are very important since they determine the overall decay rates of physical invariants which are
constructed from higher-order derivatives of the scale factor with respect to time.
7.3. The perturbations
Let us consider the cosmological perturbations in a higher-derivative theory of gravity with action
(7.1) [115]. The full metric of the perturbed universe is [see (2.10)]
2 = a2(~){(1+ 2c~)d 2

ds

77

—

2B

1 d77 dx’

—

[(1 2i/i)~~~
+ 2E,1] dx’ dx’}.
—

(7.33)

To analyze the perturbations in this case, it is more convenient to work with the corresponding
conformal theory based on the Einstein action and including scalar-field matter. We have already
considered models with a scalar field and thus we can use the results which were obtained in the
previous section. (Basically the same method has also recently been used in ref. [70] to study
fluctuations in a wide class of generalized gravity theories including scalar—tensor theory, nonminimally
coupled scalar-field theory and induced-gravity theory by gauge-invariant methods.)
For the perturbed conformal metric
= Fg~,,we can write down an ansatz equivalent to (7.33),
2= F ds2 = 112(fi){(1 + 24) d 2 2B
+ 2E
1 dx’},
(7.34)
d~
77
1 dx’ d77 [(1
11] dx
where the conformal scale factor is i= F~’2a.F
0 is the background value of the function F = af/aR.
The conformal scale factor, as was shown in the previous part of this section, must satisfy the same
background equations as in the case of the scalar-field model of chapter 6. For convenience, we will
write down these equations again, using conformal time,
2[~~+ V(~
2],
~2
= ~
,
(7.35a, b)
= l
0)11
—

2~/i)~~~

—

—

—
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which are the exact analogs of (6.9) and (6.11). Here = 11’/a and c and V(~)are defined in formulas
(7.7) and (7.10). Comparing (7.33) and (7.34) and taking into account that in linear approximation
F = F0[1 + (~ln F0/aR) 8R] we find that the conformal potentials ~,
B, E are connected with the
~‘

~!i,

potentials

~,

~fr,B, E of the original metric (7.33) in the following manner:

2/äR)bR,
B=B,
,/i=tIi—(ölnF~2/3R)bR, E=E,
~=4+(0lnF~
where &R is the perturbation of the scalar curvature.

(7.36)

The conformal metric perturbations are not gauge-invariant. The corresponding gauge-invariant
variables can be constructed in the standard manner [see (3.19)],
‘P =

4

+

(1/11)[(B

—

(11’/â)(B

E’)11]’ =

—

‘P + (~ln

F~2/aR)8R~”~
(7.37)

‘P =

—

E’) = ‘P

—

(~ln F~’2/3R)8R~~

where ‘P,’Pare the gauge-invariant potentials for the original metric (7.33) and
= 8R +

R~(B E’)

(7.38)

—

is the gauge-invariant measure of the scalar curvature perturbation [see also (3.16)].
The conformal gauge-invariant potentials ‘P and ‘P satisfy equations which are exactly analogous to
the equations for a scalar field and gravitation [see (4.15), (6.40) and (6.41)]. Of course, we need to
substitute in (6.40) and (6.41) the corresponding conformal variables to obtain these equations,
—

+

3~r’P’ (sr’
—

+ 2~~2)’P
=

~I2(ço~
b~~’
+ V,112 ~

ie~
= ~I2w~8ç~.

(7.39)
(7.40)

From the i—f (i ~J) equation in (4.15) it follows that, as for ordinary scalar-field matter, ‘P = ‘P.
Before discussing the solutions of the equation of motion for ‘P, we need to find the explicit formulas
relating the gauge-invariant potentials ‘P and ‘P of the original metric to ‘P. To find these relations, we
take into account that

~

ainFRl(BEI))

1 alnF
V~I aR

741

Expressing bR~’~
in terms of ‘P ‘P and ‘P ‘P by means of (7.37) where we set ‘P =‘P, and
substituting the resulting expression for bq~(gi) from (7.41) into (7.40) we find the following results for ‘P
—

—

and ‘P:
‘P=

—~(F2/F’a)[(a/F)I-]’,

‘P=

~(1/FF’a)(aF2’P)’.

(7.42)

Thus, we can find ‘P and ‘P if we know the solutions for ‘P. Note that the two gauge-invariant potentials
for the original metric are not equal. This is a special feature of higher-derivative theories of gravity.
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Returning to the equations for the gauge-invariant potential ‘P of the conformal metric, we can, as in
the case of scalar-field matter in ordinary gravity (chapter 6), obtain a single second-order differential
equation for ‘P if we substitute ~
from (7.40) into (7.39). Then, taking into account that ‘P = ‘P and
using the background equations (7.35a, b) we obtain the equation
‘P”+

2w,~,(~’/w,!,)’~
0,

2(i/e,’,’)’(111w

0’)

(7.43)

=

I~

—

+

~2j~

which has exactly the same form as (6.48). The solutions of (6.48) were investigated in detail in chapter

6 and we shall use the results which were obtained there. Thus, if we introduce the new variable
11 = (11/q~)’P= \/~I(aF312/F’)’P,

(7.44)

then 11 satisfies the equation
11”

—

—

(0”/0)11 = 0,

(7.45a, b)

0 = ~W/a~p~
= V’~l(aFU2)’/a2F’ -

The solutions of (7.45a) can be easily found in the asymptotic short- and long-wavelength limits. For a
plane-wave perturbation with 11cc e”~,the short-wave limit (for k2 ~‘ 0”/0) gives
11cc C e’~+ c.c. = ~ exp(ik f a’ dt) + c.c.

(7.46)

where C is a constant and c.c. stands for the complex conjugate. In the long-wave limit (k2 4 6”/O) the

result is
3/2

1/2

,

3/2

1/2

___
(aF) Ja2Fdfi=A(~~~__(aF) faFdt).
(7.47)
Here, the physical time t = 5 a dq has been introduced; and dot means the differentiation with respect
—

to

t.

To simplify the integral in (7.47) eq. (7.35b) was used in the form
F’2 =

~aF512[(aF’’2)’/a2F]’
.

—

(7.48)

Let us now express the potentials ‘P and ‘P in terms 11. Using the relation (7.44) between ‘P and 11,
(7.42) becomes

‘P=_

3~F,/2[(_~+H)11+~],

‘P=3F1/2[(~+~+H)11+u],

(7.49)

where H = a/a. Taking into account (7.37) and using ‘P =‘P, one can express bR~’~
in terms of ‘P and
2/aR)”’’(’P
= ~(d

In F”

—

‘P).

(7.50)

Now, substituting 11 from (7.47) and (7.48) in (7.49), it follows that for the short-wavelength
perturbations (k2 a~0”/O)
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lift
s P~+H+—)cexp!,~tkJ
ik\
1. 1 ~
L~—~
a
--

-

1

1/F

1 F

‘P=—-—-~

ik\

1.

1

255

1

dt)+c.c.],

1

—~

(7.51)

dt)+c.c.],

~

and, correspondingly, for long-wavelength perturbations (k2 4 0”/O),
‘P=A(-~JaFdt)~,

‘P=’P+A-~JaFdt.

(7.52)

The solutions (7.51) and (7.52) can be applied to describe the evolution of cosmological perturbations
in theories of gravity with action S = (1/612)5 f(R)~./9 d4x, where f is an arbitrary function of the
scalar curvature R and determines F via F = af/aR.
Let us analyze in detail the behavior of perturbations during the quasi-dc Sitter stage (7.21) in R2
gravity. As in the case of scalar-field perturbations, there are two distinguished physical length scales.
The first is the Hubble radius H’, the second (and larger) one is given by the inverse mass M ~. Taking
into account that during this stage
H= —~M24H2,

(7.53)

we obtain (after integration by parts) the following for the long-wavelength limit, in which the length
scale exceeds the larger of the above two distinguished lengths in this model (k2 4 ~M2a2),
11 M2
1 M4\1
‘P=~AL_ 2 +O~-4)],
6H(t)
H

11 M2
‘P=_AL_ 2 +O(~,—
6H(t)
H4
(7.54)

____

R

11 M2
(M4
A[
2(t) +O~\,ff~3
3 H

For the case of short-wavelength perturbations (k2 ~M2a2), the terms ft/P and F/F in (7.51) can be
neglected during the quasi-dc Sitter period, and we find
~‘

/
ik\
/. 1k \
‘P~=—’Pcc~1+
Tj~—)exp~IJ dt)+c.c.,
—

____

R

=—2’P.

(7.55)

As shown in ref. [70], the difference between ‘P and ‘P in higher-derivative gravity theories is due to
anisotropic pressure terms which arise in these models.
Let us now follow the amplitude of a perturbation whose wavelength starts out much smaller than
the Hubble radius during the quasi-de Sitter period. According to (7.55), the amplitude of the metric
perturbations decays as 1 /a(t) up to when the length scale crosses the Hubble radius (k —= Ha), since the
decaying mode in (7.55) has a larger amplitude. According to the same equation, the amplitude then
freezes at a value given by ‘P
‘P = constant until the physical length scale reaches the value M ‘l
(k -~Ma). From that point on, the amplitude of the long-wavelength metric perturbations (k 4 Ma)
increases as H 2(t) [H(t)
decreases during the quasi-de Sitter period]. The increase is cut off when the
quasi-dc Sitter period ends and the period of oscillation of the curvature begins.
—
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~
Fig. 7.1. Evolution of the two gauge-invariant gravitational potentials ‘I’ and ~Pfor a plane-wave perturbation with wavenumber k as a function of
time in a higher-derivative theory of gravity during and after inflation.

To analyze the time evolution of the perturbations during the period of oscillation, we substitute the
result for the scale factor from eq. (6.38) into (7.52) and take into account that during this period F 1.
Then we obtain for the long-wavelength perturbations,
‘P

A{~

—

~

cos[M(t

—

t,)]} ,

‘P

A{~+

~

cos[M(t

—

t

1)]} ,

(7.56)

where the amplitude A is the same as in (7.54). We see that the increase in the amplitude of the metric
perturbations stops. The amplitude contains, in addition to a constant term for which ‘P =‘P, a piece
oscillating with a constant amplitude. The oscillating part of the metric perturbations will presumably
decay only if we take into account the fact that reheating damps out the oscillations [107]. The
oscillating terms in the ‘P and ‘P equations are shifted after half the oscillation period. This effect may
be significant for reheating. The time dependence of ‘P and ‘P is2-gravity.
represented
schematically
in fig. 7.1.
During
the quasi-exponential
Let
us
stress
the
interesting
features
of
the
perturbations
in
R
period of expansion, both the short-wavelength and long-wavelength fluctuations are conformally flat,
i.e., ‘P = —‘P, in leading order. This is to be distinguished from scalar-field models where ‘P = ‘P. When
the period of oscillation starts, the nonoscillating part of the long-wavelength perturbations becomes
conformal—Newtonian, i.e. ‘P =‘P, as in the hydrodynamical and scalar-field models. However, the
short-wavelength fluctuations always remain conformally flat to leading order, as can be seen from
(7.49).

8. Conclusions
In the first part of this review article we have presented the theory of classical cosmological
perturbations. It is important to distinguish physical perturbations from gauge-mode changes in the
metric which are due to a change in the background coordinates of space—time. We have argued that
the best way to achieve this separation is by eliminating the gauge modes altogether by adopting a
gauge-invariant formalism.
In chapter 3 we defined simple gauge-invariant variables ‘P and ‘P and discussed their physical
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meaning. ‘P is the generalization of the Newtonian gravitational potential and is proportional to 8g00 in
longitudinal gauge. Chapter 4 contains a new derivation of a closed set of equations for the

gauge-invariant measures of cosmological perturbations.
In chapter 5, we applied this set of equations to perfect fluid perturbations. In this case, the two

gauge-invariant metric perturbations coincide. The perturbation equations can be combined to give a
single second-order partial differential equation for ‘P. In the case of adiabatic perturbations, this
equation is homogeneous; for entropy perturbations, there is a source term proportional to &S/S. We
derived the solutions for ‘P for a universe containing both cold matter and radiation. For adiabatic
perturbations, both ‘P and the gauge-invariant energy density fluctuation 8E~t)/e remain constant if we

consider inhomogeneities with wavelength larger than the Hubble radius. Once the wavelength drops
below H ‘(t), the density contrast bc~’~/c
in the matter-dominated period starts to increase as
with
77 being the conformal time. In an open universe (X = —1), 8g~’~/s
freezes out when 77> 1. In the case
of entropy perturbations, it was shown that on length scales which enter the
after the
17eq’ Hubble
whereasradius
the magnitude
time
equal matter
and radiation
‘P and be~’~/c
of
theofmatter
energy-density
fluctuationboth
(a measure
of the increase
entropy before
perturbation) is frozen in. bs~/c
772

catches up to bErn/Em by the time

fleq~

Thereafter, the evolution is as for adiabatic perturbations.

The gauge-invariant equations for cosmological perturbations were applied in chapter 6 to a universe
filled with scalar-field matter. First, we presented a new analysis of the background model which shows
that for a large range of initial data and for suitable potentials, the background will go through a period
of inflation. Explicit equations for the scale factor a(t) during inflation and during the subsequent period
when the scalar field oscillates were derived. For long-wavelength perturbations, analytical formulas can
be obtained for the non-decaying mode of the fluctuations. These results were applied to the study of
the evolution of classical perturbations in inflationary universe models. The amplitudes of ‘P after
inflation and during inflation are related by a factor which depends only on the change in the equation
of state.
Finally, in chapter 7 we discussed a class of higher-derivative gravity models. By a conformal
transformation, the system can be recast as a model with Einstein gravity plus scalar-field matter. This
enables a simple discussion of the background evolution and perturbation equations based on the
analysis of chapter 6. In particular, the gauge-invariant approach to cosmological perturbations can
immediately be extended to higher-derivative theories. However, after the conformal transformation
back to the original variables, there are some important differences. For the background model, small
oscillating correction terms in the scale factor a(t) (compared to a dust model) crucially alter the time
evolution of invariants, like the Ricci scalar R, which depend on higher derivatives of a(t). The
perturbations are no longer conformally—Newtonian (‘P =‘P), in contrast to the theories discussed in
chapters 5 and 6.
We hope to have shown that the gauge-invariant approach to cosmological perturbations is both
physically more appealing and mathematically simpler than analyses in a particular gauge, e.g.,
synchronous gauge.

PART II. QUANTUM THEORY OF PERTURBATIONS

9. Introduction

In this part of the review article we develop a consistent quantum theory of cosmological
perturbations. This involves the simultaneous quantization of metric and matter fluctuations. Since this
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procedure requires a nonvanishing matter component, it is only possible in an expanding universe, not
in Minkowski space, in contrast to the quantum theory of gravitational waves. Quantizing matter fields
in a nontrivial background leads in general to particle production. This process is the basis for structure

formation in inflationary universe models and thus provides the initial conditions for the classical
evolution of perturbations discussed in part I. Recently, there has been a lot of progress in
understanding initial conditions. Successful cosmological models have been developed based on the
premise that quantum fluctuations are responsible for the observed large-scale structure of the universe
today. The theory of inflation [41] is one of the most promising of these models.

The basis for quantization is the canonical commutation relations. In order to define them, we
require canonical momenta and hence the action. It is incorrect to start simply with a classical equation
of motion and try to interpret it quantum mechanically; this would in general lead to an incorrect
normalization of the modes (see also ref. [117]).It is important to quantize only the physical degrees of
freedom. Hence, the gauge-invariant formalism is very useful.
In the following, both the generation and evolution of the fluctuations will be discussed in a unified

treatment. Our aim is to be able to calculate the spectrum of metric and density perturbations starting
with initial quantum fluctuations in general cosmological models, and in particular in the cases analyzed
in part I.
Since the small fluctuations are Gaussian, the computation of metric and density perturbations can
be reduced to the determination of two-point correlation functions and power spectra
[42, 52, 50, 35, 118].

Since this fact is of central importance, we shall discuss it at this point following the

treatment in ref. [119]. The main physical observable connected with density perturbations (scalar
metric perturbations) is the root-mean-square relative mass fluctuation (bM/M)(r) inside a sphere of
radius r. This observable can be expressed in terms of the relative density perturbation 8~(k)/e in
Fourier space, which in turn can be expressed in terms of the two-point correlation function.
To derive the relation, let us express the mass fluctuation inside a sphere Srx() of radius r centered at
the point x0,
bMX~(r)=

j

d3x be(x) = J

C

~

3k’
d

3/2

j

V”2 bi(k’)

(2w)

d3x exp[ik’

-

(x

—

x
0)],

(9.1)

Sr~

where V is the total volume of the system and where for simplicity ~ = 0 has been assumed. Taking the
square of (9.1), averaging over x0 and dividing by the square of the average mass inside the sphere Sr
gives [119]
-~j~2(r)=J d3k’
~-

‘ 2 I14’r(k’)12 ,
b~’k’~

Wr(k’)=

3x eilc1
d3

•I~~d

Js,

(9.2a,b)

X

where Wr(k’) is a window function which vanishes for k’r ~ 1 and which is 1 for k’r 4 1. Provided that
Ib~(k’)/cI2does not increase faster than k’ “s as k’ 0, the integral on the right-hand side of (9.2a) is
dominated by k -= r’ and hence
—~

I&A4’/MI2(k”’) -~k3Ibs~(k)/sI2 Io~(k)I2,

(9.3)

where Iö~(k)Icharacterizes the amplitude of the perturbations. In the following we will refer to this as
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the power spectrum. However, in much of the literature on large-scale structure, k~ ‘2ô~(k) is defined
as the power spectrum. On the other hand, the two-point energy-density correlation function

=

(x)

~

(x + r)

(9.4)

can be expanded in terms of the Fourier space quantity b~(k).After integrating over the angular part of
k we obtain

=~

J

dk

sinkr Io~(k)I2.

(9.5)

In a quantum theory, the classical variables become Heisenberg operators, and averaging means taking
the expectation values of the operators in the quantum state of the system. Thus it follows that in a
quantum theory of cosmological perturbations, the relevant quantities to calculate are the two-point
correlation functions of the operators corresponding to the classical physical observables. In this part of
our review article, the focus will be on evaluating these two-point correlation functions.
The quantization principle used will be quite conventional. After deriving the relevant action for
cosmological perturbations, the resulting theory will be quantized using canonical quantization. The
way in which this standard quantization scheme will be applied, however, is new, quite simple and does
eliminate ambiguities that exist in other approaches.
As a first step, the action for cosmological perturbations will be written in terms of a single
gauge-invariant variable v which satisfies a particularly simple equation (a wave equation with an added

potential term). Next, the physical observables (the gauge-invariant metric perturbation variable ‘P and
the energy density s) are expressed in terms of v. The functions which relate ‘P (e) and v depend on the
background cosmological model - The third step in our method is standard canonical quantization of the
action written in terms of v. The operator ô corresponding to v is expanded in creation and annihilation
operators of the modes of the equation for v. The coefficient functions in this expansion will satisfy the
same equations as the classical perturbation variables. This fact establishes a deep connection between
parts I and II. The calculation of the correlation functions in order to determine the power spectra thus
reduces to the evaluation of expectation values of products of creation and annihilation operators in the

quantum state of the system.
Our approach has several important advantages. It is simple (since it only involves one quantization
variable), physically unambiguous (since it is a gauge-invariant formalism), and allows a unified picture

of cosmological perturbations. The analysis gives both the generation and evolution of cosmological
perturbations. The approach applies to a wide variety of cosmological models: to standard Friedmann
cosmologies with hydrodynamical perturbations, to scalar-field driven inflationary models, and to
higher-derivative gravity models.

The original idea that quantum fluctuations in an expanding universe could lead to classical density
perturbations can be traced back to Sakharov [44]. The first concrete fonnalism was developed
independently by Chibisov and Mukhanov [42] and by Lukash [43]. It was in particular realized that in

inflationary universe models quantum fluctuations during the phase of exponential expansion would
reenter the Hubble radius at later times with a scale-invariant spectrum [45, 46, 42]. Mukhanov and
Chibisov [48] gave the first quantitative calculation of the spectrum of density perturbations. They
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considered a model [49] in which higher-derivative gravity actions lead to inflation. The spectrum of
density perturbations in New Inflationary Universe models was first estimated in refs. [54, 50—53].
The approach outlined in the following chapters has a major advantage in that generation and
evolution of the perturbations are discussed in a unified way. This approach was developed in refs.
[42,54] (see also ref. [43]) and recast in gauge-invariant form in refs. [20, 120]. For quite a similar
analysis see refs. [21, 121] (a rather different treatment was presented in ref. [122]). In much of the
earlier work [53, 52, 118, 58] (see, e.g., reviews in refs. [119,105]), an artificial separation between the
period of quantum generation and classical evolution of perturbations was used. For a similar unified
analysis (albeit in synchronous gauge) see ref. [123]. For an analysis of metric fluctuations in the context

of quantum cosmology see ref. [124].
The outline of part II of this review is as follows. In chapter 10, the action for cosmological
perturbations is reduced to an action of a single gauge-invariant variable v - The analysis is done for
hydrodynamical, scalar field, and higher-derivative gravity perturbations. This chapter is in principle
straightforward but technically quite tedious. The reader interested in the physical results is advised to
skip this chapter and to refer back to the crucial results as required. Chapter 11 contains the application

of the standard canonical quantization method to the reduced actions of chapter 10 for cosmological
perturbations. Chapters 12—14 contain the key results. We calculate the power spectra in models with
hydrodynamical perturbations (chapter 12), in theories of inflation driven by a scalar field (chapter 13)
and in higher-derivative gravity models (chapter 14).

10. Variational principles
The quantum theory of cosmological perturbations discussed here is the quantization of the
first-order metric and matter perturbations about a homogeneous and isotropic background. Thus, the
original configuration space variables are the metric and matter perturbation variables discussed in the
first part of this article. In order to obtain the action for them, we begin with the initial action

s=— ~

(10.1)

for gravity and matter, and expand it up to second order in the perturbation variables since the
first-order perturbation equations of motion are given by the second-order action. Note that the
first-order terms vanish when expanding about a background solution which satisfies the equations of
motion.
In this chapter, a derivation of the full action of matter and gravity to second order in the
perturbation variables will be given [63]. 3~Q will denote the terms in some variable Q of nth order in
fluctuation variables. In section 10.1, the pure gravitational contribution 825gr to the action S will be
derived. In the following sections, the contributions to &
2S which include matter perturbations are
analyzed for hydrodynamical matter (section 10.2) [42] and for scalar-field matter (section 10.3) [20].
Section 10.4 is an extension of the formalism to higher-derivative theories of gravity [120].
In all cases we shall reduce the action for perturbations to the simplest form in which it is described
in terms of a single gauge-invariant variable characterizing both metric and matter perturbations. The
reduction of the action utilizes the constraint equations. Based on the reduced action, the canonical
variables for quantization will be found.
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10.1. The gravitational part of the action

To derive the purely gravitational part b2Sgr of the action b2S it proves convenient to use the ADM
formalism [125] since this significantly simplifies the rather lengthy calculations. In this formalism the
metric is written in the form
2 = (X2 ~~X’) d 2 2..4~dx’ d
—

—

ds

77

77

—

y,~dx’

dx’.

(10.2)

Here, X is the lapse and .N is the shift vector and y~,is the metric on the constant-q hypersurface.
In terms of the ADM metric (10.2), the Einstein action takes the form (see ref. [125]for a
derivation)
~gr=

—

16~G

J

= l6irG

1

4x
Rv~ d

[Xy“2(K~K— K2 + ~3~R)
— 2(y”2K)’ + 2(y”2KX’

—

y”2 1X
7’

)

.]

d~x,

(10.3)

K,
1 =

‘

(Aç11 +

.N1~ y~’~)’

(10.4)

—

where K,1 is the extrinsic curvature tensor of the .~:1’~= constant hypersurface. A prime denotes
derivative with respect to conformal time i~, a comma represents a partial derivative and the vertical bar
stands for the covariant derivative with respect to the spatial metric y~.Also,3~R
Kis the
K and
y =curvature
det( y,~,).
scalar
We
use
and
its
inverse
y”
to
raise
and
lower
spatial
indices.
Finally,
~
of the hypersurface ~. The reduced scalar curvature ~3~R
can be written in terms of the metric ‘y,~,and its
first and second derivatives. As derived, e.g., by Fock (eqs. (B.49) and (B.50) in ref. [126]), the second
derivatives of y,~only enter as a total derivative term and (10.3) can be written as

l6irG f [Xy”2(K~KJ

~gr

—

K2) + ~(y”2y1’X)

1(ln y)~

2y’~)

+

~
2(3)p~~~
+ ~fl d~x,
2K)’ + 2(y’’2KX’

X~(y’”

1~2)+ X(yU2yh1)

—

=

(10.5)

—

1

—2(y”

7t~27”~

— [x7”(7

1]~

(10.6)

where ~ ~ is a total derivative term which does not affect the equations of motion.
Now we will expand this action in terms of the metric variables used in part I. For simplicity, the case

of a flat universe (~= 0) will be considered. It is not difficult to generalize the results to the cases
3l~=±1. Comparing the metrics (10.2) and (2.10) we find
=

2B
a 1,

2(1
y,~= a

—

2i/i)ô~~
+ 2a2E,

A” = a(1 + ~ — ~2 + ~

1,

(10.7)

(In all expressions, only terms up to second order in the perturbation variables will be kept.) The
inverse metric y” is
2(~
2ö,~+ 4E ,
= a
1+ 2~frö,1 2E,1 + 41fr
1E ~ 8E11iIi),
—

—

,

(10.8)
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where summation over repeated lower indices is implicit. From these equations, follows
3(1 ~ + ~ + E,, + ~E ,
= a
1E ~ E,1E1,
E~~~i)
—

~1/2

—

—

(10.9)
(3)F~J=

Here,

t2

~I~.I~ij~I’.i~11 ~/i.1ô~j+
—

+

~1iJ

—

denotes terms of second order in the perturbation variables which we will not need since they

lead to third-order terms in the action. We also get
K’1 = —a~[3~1(~’— — di’)
~

—

2~iB,1+ 2E ,,B

—

(B

—

2E

~

E’),1 + &(~4,2 + 4~i’ 2i/fl/i’) + 2(E~1i/i)’+ ~B~1
—

+

5~1~p
1B

—

—

~Ji~B1 ç&1B~+ E~11B,
—

‘Ô~JB,B1].

—

(10.10)

Inserting (10.7)—(10.10) into (10.5), we can determine the terms in the Einstein action which are

quadratic in the perturbation variables. The calculations are straightforward but very long. The final
result is
b2Sgr = l6irG

J

2[—6~’2 — 12~(~
+ ~fr)c1i1
9~2(~5
+
—

{a

—

2~fr~(24, i/i,) — 4~r(q5+ ~/i)(B
— E’)~~

+

4~Cifr’E~~
4~i’(B E’),,

—

—

—

—

4~i~B~
+ 6~r2(4+ ~/i)E,~ 4YrE~
—

1(B E’)11
—

2E~~
+

4x,

3~r2B,B
1]+ ~f + 9~~)d

+ 4~~CE
,1B ~ + 3W

(10.11)

where ~ ~ is another total derivative term,
=

{a2[—8~’(E~
1(B E’)1
—

—

EJJ(B

—

E’), + ~E11B1)

2(E ,

It

+

6X

—

(B

1E
—

—

E’)11(B

EJJE~)+ (B
—

—

E’),1(B

—

E’)1

E’)1 + E ,11E ~, E 111E,,]}~—

(10.12)

will be convenient to combine (10.11) with the matter part of the action. Thus, we will proceed to the

discussion of the action for matter.
10.2. The action for hydrodynamical matter
For hydrodynamical matter, the action Sm is given by [126]
Sm=_fEV~d~X,

(10.13)
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where c is the energy density. Unlike in the case of scalar-field matter, it is not completely
straightforward to extract the contribution b2Sm which is second order in perturbation variables. We
begin this section by bringing Sm into a form in which the perturbation expansion is manifest.
To start out let us recall some basic expressions for the background (see part I, chapters 2 and 5).
The Friedmann—Robertson—Walker equations for hydrodynamical matter can be written as
2i’2(~C2+
p
2l2(~/3 ~2 ~
(10.14a, b)
~),

=

a’

—

—

0 =a

where in order to simplify future equations the following notation has been introduced:
(10.15)
1 is the Planck length
1 = (~i~G)”2= 4.7 x

io~cm.

(10.16)

Equations (10.14a, b) can be combined to give
Co +

p

2a2.

(10.17)

0 = 2/3/31
Subscripts 0 denote background values. Using these equations, we can express c~,the squared adiabatic
velocity of sound, in the following equivalent forms:
2_~P
p’
(af3)’
i(
3
c~—be se’ — 3a~/3
3 ~1~p~dln(p0+e0)a
dlna3
~I31

-

1018

These relations for background variables will be extensively used in the further derivation.

For computational ease, the derivation of the expression for b

2Sm will be given in the case of a flat

universe (~= 0). The final results will be generalized to spatially open and closed universes (~= ±1).
The first step in obtaining the action for hydrodynamical perturbations is to rewrite the initial action

in terms of the dynamical degrees of freedom. The energy density s is not one of these basic dynamical
degrees of freedom, and hence it is not possible to immediately expand e in the action (10.13). The
basic dynamical variable characterizes the fluid flow. Thus, to introduce the dynamical degrees of

freedom, we take test particles with, space- and time-dependent number density p. The energy per
particle consists of the rest mass m0 and of the “potential energy” n-( p) which in turn depends on the
pressure p. Following Fock [126],
(10.19)

Thus, the total energy density e is
e = p[m0 + ir(p)].

The number density p satisfies the usual continuity equation,

(10.20)
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(pua);a =0,

(10.21)

where ur~is the four-velocity of the fluid, and a semicolon stands for the covariant derivative.
Next, we introduce Lagrange coordinates a’ which label the particles (the Lagrange coordinates of a
given particle do not change in time) and an affine parameter A which fixes the point along a particle
trajectory. The Euclidean (comoving) coordinates f are then functions of a’ and A

(10.22)

~a fa(a~A).

We write the background flow as
(10.23)

x~=f~(a’,A).

The perturbation of the fluid flow can then be described by a shift vector r

= ~a(X~) which shifts the
position of the test particle from x~where it would be in an unperturbed universe. Then the full flow is

x”

fa(~lA) =f~(a’,A) + ~a(XP)

(10.24)

In terms of f~,the four-velocity uc~is
= (bf a/&A)[gp (bf~/bA)bf’/bA]”2.

(10.25)

The number density p can be described by an arbitrary function F(a’) of the Lagrange coordinates and
evolves in time according to the Jacobean J of the transformation between Euclidean and Lagrange
coordinates,
J= ~

A),

(10.26)

in the following way:
p(f) = F(a~)[g~p(t3fa/~3A)
af~/aA]112(v~Jy’
-

(10.27)

is not hard to verify that (10.25) and (10.27) solve the continuity equation (10.21).
Inserting (10.20) and (10.27) into the equation (10.13) for the matter action, we are finally in a
position to work out the terms in the action of second order in the perturbation variables. There are
contributions involving metric perturbations alone (from expanding ~
terms with metric and
matter perturbations, and expressions containing only matter variations. We obtain
It

b

2]~d4

2Sm=_f[Eo b~g +(~0+p0)(~bg

+

~P)+

~c~(s0+p0) (biP)

The next task is to evaluate the individual terms. To do that, we first express the perturbations
b,p(f) and b

2p(x”) of the number density at the space—time point f in terms of bip(f +
b2p(f + ~) and 4~by means of (10.24)—(10.26). Applying the Taylor expansion and keeping only
~),
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terms up to second order in ~ we obtain

-

~)~-

(8,p(xa+r)_~

~

~

~.

~

(10.29)

In our case, p0 depends only on time, so only the time derivative and ~° survive in all terms involving
3. We can
derivatives
of +p0.~) The
p0 is and
proportional
a
evaluate
p(x”
on unperturbed
the right-handnumber
side ofdensity
(10.29) of
by particles
using (10.27)
calculatingtoseparately
the
individual terms in this formula up to second order in the perturbations. Lengthy but straightforward
calculations yield the following expressions for individual terms in (10.29):

~

(10.30)

~

=~(x”+ ~) = v~(f)[1 + 4~° + 2(~’+ 4~2)(4O)2
+

(~3k/i

+

—

E~,)’~°
+ (4

—

3i/i +

E,,)

(10.31)

1~’].

Thus we get
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1~iP4~~
+

The value of \/~(x”+ ~) in (10.31) was expressed by expanding about the term ~/~~(f)

(10.32)
which in

turn is equal to
2)(x”),

(10.33)

v~g(xa)= (Xy”

where the individual terms were calculated in terms of our metric variables 4,

~!i, B and E in the
previous section [see (10.7) and (10.9)]. Substituting (10.30)—(10.33) into (10.27), and then into eq.

(10.29) we find
(p
0 + b,p + b2p)(f) = p0[l + 3~i E11
—

—

~“~“

—

-

—

~‘,

—

+
2
+ ,i~s~

~

~E~~EJJ+ E,

(3~ E~~)~’1
+ (~°~“+
-

1E1,
~‘~‘

+ ~‘~‘)~].

(10.34)

Finally, reading off the individual first- and second-order terms in (10.28) from (10.33) and (10.34),

we obtain the following form for the perturbed matter action:
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2 3~i +
—

b

2Sm =

f

([~~0~2+p0(~

+

(e0 + p0)(~

+

—

~E
11E ~

E11E ~ + ~B1B1)

—

2]a4+ ~
~“~“

+

B1~”+ ~‘~)

—

~

+ p0)(3qi

—

E11

—

d~x,
(10.35)

~1)

where ~ “ is the total derivative term
—612[(e

4(~°~”
+
+ ~s’~’~’)]j.
(10.36)
0 +p0)a
Now, it is possible to combine the gravitational part of the action (10.11) with the matter part (10.35) to
obtain the total action to second order in the perturbations,
b

I a~{_6[iV~+ 2~C~i’
+ (~2

2S = b2Sgr + b2Sm = ~

~~~)(B

E’)1,

—

4(qi’ +

+

2$(~”+ B1)(~’+ B1)

—

—

—

2~/i~(24~
—

2/3c~(3~ E11

—

—

—

d~x

+ ~

(10.37)
To obtain this form, we have used the definition of /3 from (10.15) and the background equations of
motion (10. 14a, b). ~ denotes a further total derivative term containing contributions from both b2Sm
~‘

and b2Sgr~
2~iE~
+ 2~’a2E2,
=

(4~a

2tfr2)’ + [2a2(2~C’+ ~2)(E ,
1 6Xa

2~/iB
1E

—

—

E 11E1)

—

4~’a

1]1.
(10.38)

In the above form, the action looks rather complicated. It is possible to achieve a substantial
simplification: by using the constraint equations, we can rewrite the action in terms of a minimal set of
gauge-invariant variables which describes simultaneously the gravitational and matter inhomogeneities.
This form is then convenient for quantization.
The first constraint equation follows immediately by varying the action (10.37) with respect to B1,
2a2(e

(v” + ~?/C4),
=

—/3(4” + B,) = —~l

0+p0)u0(bu’ + a”B1),

(10.39)

where
=

a’’~”

(10.40)

is the three-velocity of the fluid in linear approximation. Equation (10.39) is the (0—i) Einstein

VF.
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equation. From it, we conclude that the velocity potential c~
can be defined as
+B
2a2/c,) bu,.
(10.41)
(2f3”2a/c~)(~”
1) = —(2/3”
This potential is not gauge-invariant. However, it is easy to construct the corresponding gauge-invariant
quantity
=

—

Using

2(a/3 “2/c~)(B— E’) -

(10.42)

and ‘P we can construct the following gauge-invariant variable:

~

1/2

u

.-~

((gi)

—

2z’P)

=

(w

~

0

2zi/i),

—

~= a

(10.43a, b)

-

The goal now is to prove that the action (10.37) can be rewritten in terms of v alone by means of the

constraint equations.
Before doing that we demonstrate how to obtain the other Einstein equations from the action
~(i and E,, one gets
24~ ~‘(B E’),, f3(3~/i E,, i’,) = ~l2a2b, e,
(10 44)

principle. Varying the action (10.37) with respect to q5,
L1~/J—

3rn,’

—

~fr”
+ 2~4Y+

~‘çb’ +

= c~f3(3l/1—

—

(2~C’+

~2)~

E

—

—

+ ~{~(q5

—

i/i)

+

a’2~1[a2(B

—

2a2b,p,
1,

i/i”

—

3~W

—

—

(10.45)

i’,) = ~1

+ 2~’i/i’+ ~C~’+ (2k” +

~2)~

=

~l2a2b,p.

(10.46)

To simplify the right-hand side of (10.44) and (10.45) we have taken into account that
b,u°=—a’’4,

b,s=(e
0+p0)(3i/i—E11—~’1),

(10.47)
(10.48)

Comparing (10.45) and (10.46), we conclude that
2[a2(B — E’)]’) = 0
(10.49)
a”’
[see eq. (3.13) and discussion thereof], which from (3.13) implies that the two gauge-invariant metric
potentials ‘P and ‘P are equal,
—

~(,+

‘P=’P.

(10.50)

Thus, we have rederived the basic results starting ,from the action.

Finally, by varying the action with respect to

~‘

we obtain the matter equation of motion

V. F.
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[/3a2(~” + B1)]’ + /3a2c~[3i4’

—

E

2~]
11,

—

f’,, + c~

=
10.

(10.51)

This equation is redundant. It in fact follows from (10.43a) and (1048).

We now use eqs. (10.41) and (10.51) to exclude
and its derivatives from the action (10.37)
~!i, B, E and w. First, eq. (10.41) can be written in the form
~‘

expressing these quantities in terms of ~,
2a)tp~
+ B1 = ~(c~/f3”
1.

(10.52)

~“

From the constraint equation’ (10.39) we conclude that
2/a)co~
,

i/i’

+

(10.53)

~‘4= —~(c,f3”

thus, taking into account (10.52), we can rewrite (10.51) as
3tfr

—

E,, + c~24

—

4’,

=

—~(cfi”2a~~)’/c~13a2
-

(10.54)

Using (10.52) and (10.54), the last two terms in the action (10.37) can be converted in the following
manner [here we do not use the constraint equation (10.53)]:
2$a2(~”+ B

2adv ~(~“ + B
1)(~”+ B1) = cs/3u

1)
2a~~( + B,)],
~‘‘

=

—

c~f3‘‘2a~~(
i’,’ + B

[c,/3‘‘

11)
2a~~(~’’
+B

=

[c~/3’’

~

1)],

—

~

~)‘+B,1]
2 ~3c,/3u2adu~,~

—

2c~(3l/1 E

cj3 u2adv(B

11

—

~ ~

—

11

—

4~’,

+

cspI/2adv(~ q~)’

E’)

—

2~)2(c~/3”2a~~)’(3~!i
E,,

—

—2I3a

—

(cfi’a~)’

= 1

+
—

~‘,

+

c~
=

—c~/3”2a~
0[3~i’E’,,
+ [c,/3”2a~~(3tfr
— E,,
—

=

—c~$”2a~

(10.55)

c~”2çb)

2j)’]
(c~
+ c~2~)]’
+

—

—

~(c~w~)11,

~‘,

2~)’
+ (B

—

E’),,]

0[3tfr’+ (c~
—

~c~e~
1w~1
+ ~(c~~~)11 ~
—

Using (10.55) and (10.56), the action (10.37) takes on the following form:

-

(10.56)
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b2S = ~

J

2

+

[_~a2~~

—

~

—

4a2(~l+ ~

—

~4)2

+

2a2i/,~(2t~j
—

~2 —

2f3a

+ ~
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(cJ3~aco~)’2

6c,f3 “2ac~1’ 2c,/3 “2a~~(c~2e~)’
—

+

~

—

4x

E’)

11] d

(10.57)

where ~

~‘

~

is a further total derivative term,

~

—

(~~~))]
-

(10.58)

Finally, we express w~and ~r’ in eq. (10.57) in terms of the gauge-invariant variable v and t/.’ and 4
using the definition of v in (10.43a) and the constraint equation (10.53). Taking into account the
background equations, the constraint equation follows by varying the action with respect to B E’. The
—

result takes on a very simple form,
b
25 =
where ~

~‘

~

f (u’~

—

c~vj~ +

+

v~)d

±
~)d4x,

,

(10.59)

is a total derivative term
11 (~Cc2z)’

=

4x + ~ f (~ + ~r

~-

L~~c~z

a2
~ +2~

l/J,ifr,

+

(z2)’~’2 2~Cz4c~
—

_2~z2~2+2\/~I(zl_~~)v~_2l2

~

~

(10.60)

The above action is like the action of the scalar field u with a time-dependent mass. Its quantization will
be discussed in chapter 11.

The action (10.59) was derived for a flat universe (~= 0). To generalize this result to closed and
open universes (X = ±1) we define the gauge-invariant variable v by
v = (1/V”~l)[~~’~ 2zi/i + (2aX/Xf3”2c3iIj],
—

(10.61)

and — omitting the total derivatives obtain essentially the same form for the action,
—

b
2S =

~

I (v12

—

c,~y’~v
10 1 + ~

3x d

~2)~

d

77,

where z and /3 were defined in (10.43b) and (10.15).

(10.62)
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10.3. The action of scalar-field matter
The derivation of the action for scalar-field matter is less involved than that for hydrodynamical
matter since the action can be immediately expanded to second order in the perturbations [20]. Here

and in the following section we shall only concentrate on the case of ~

= 0.

We consider a theory with

total action given by
S=
It

J

1G

—

16

R(—g)’12 d4x +

J

[~d,ada

—

V(~)](—g)~2
d4x

-

(1063)

is useful to recall the two basic background equations (see chapter 6)
=

l2[~~~2
+ V(~

2],

2GW” +

312[_

~2

0)a

~

+

V(q

2].

(10.64a, b)

0)a

These two equations can be combined to give
=

—

From section

~I2p’~2
10.1,

(10.65)

the form. of the contribution to the first term in (10.63) of second order in the

fluctuation variables is known. When evaluating b
2Sm, where Sm stands for the matter part of the action
(10.63), several terms must be considered,
b2Sm =

J

2

+ 2b

d~x(_g0)l/2( b~(g)”

2
b,~ + b
1(~g)’~

2~),

(10.66)

where subscripts 0 denote the homogeneous background values and
(10.67)

—V(~).

~(d)’~d.ad

b2~’can be immediately read off by expanding (10.67) in a Taylor series about w0- Applying
the background equations (1064a, b) and (10.65), integrating by parts and combining b2Sm with b2Sg,.
b,.~and

from (10.11), we obtain

J

b2S = b2Sgr + b2Sm = ~

2[—6~i’2
{a

1b~.1—
—

E’)

12~q5~’2~i~(2~~
— /i~) — 2(~’+ 2~2)~2
—

2b~2)+ 6l2[~~(~
+ 3t/i)’ be

+ 3l2(b~’2 — b~
+ 4(B

—

—

2V~a2~
b~]

V,~a

2p~b~
t/i’
—

11(~I

—

~C4)]+ ~

+

+ ~i3} d4x,

~r

(10.68)

where ~ is a total derivative term
=

[6l2a2~b~’(E,,

—

—

3i~)+

2~’a2(E~,
+12~!iE,1—

+

2[2(2~” + ~1C2)(E
11E

{a

—

E11E,)

—

2c~B
b~]},.
1

4~’tfiB1 6~
—

(10.69)
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varying (10.68) with respect to B — E’, we get the following constraint equation:
1/I’

+

~4 = ~12ço,6ço.

(10.70)

In analogy to section 10.2, we introduce a gauge-invariant potential
O

a[bq, + (w~’~’)~’]
= aLb~~
+ (~~/~C)’P],
= b~+

where ~

(10.71)

(10.72)

~~(B— E’),

is the gauge-invariant scalar-field variation. Using (10.70) and (10.71) to express i/i’ and &~

in terms of 4, ç(i and v, and after some straightforward but rather lengthy calculations, we obtain the
following simple action:
b
2S =

~f (~‘~
v,v, +
—

~_

+

~

d~x,

z = acp~/~IC,

(10.73)
(10.74)

2~~u~
~j~j ~I.ihI~t
—

= _3l~[2 ~ (~2)

vçfr +

—

2a

(10.75)

~

a further total divergence. Once again, the final action is that of a scalar field in flat space—time with
time-dependent mass.
10.4. The action for higher-derivative theories of gravity
Finally, we consider a gravity theory with metric g~Vand action
S= — ~

ff(R)\1~gd4x.

(10.76)

Our goal is to find b

2S, the perturbation of S about a homogeneous background to second order in the
fluctuation variables [120].Using the conformal transformation technique discussed in chapter 7, it is
easy to reduce the problem to the case discussed in the previous section.
We recall from (7.1)—(7. 10) that the equations of motion for ~ which follow by varying S are
equivalent to the Einstein equations, and the corresponding action to the Einstein action for a rescaled
metric,
=

F(R)g~~
,

(10.77)

and a scalar field ~(R) with potential V(~),provided that F(R) and V(~)are chosen appropriately,
namely
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—

R af/aR](af/aR)2.

(10.78a, b)

The scalar field itself is given by
~(R) = (1 /V~I) ln F(R)
At

-

(10.79)

this point we can immediately apply the results of section 10.3 and express 8

1J (~

2S as

—

b2S =

+

~

Z

~2

+

~)

d4x,

(10.80)

where ~ is a total derivative term. The variable 11 is a conformal gauge-invariant potential defined by
[see (10.71)]
iT = 11[bq, + (iw,c/i’)’fr],

z’= i~/~’,

(10.81)

where the variables with tilde denote those which appear in the conformal metric

~

[see (7.34)],

2B, dx’ — [(1 2c!i)~
1 dx’}.
(10.82)
77
11+ 2E,1] dx
The relation of the variables with tilde and those without which appear in ds2 was worked out in eqs.
(7.34)—(7.36). In particular,
d12 = F ds2 = 112(n){(1 + 2~)d 2

11= F~2a,

~, =

—

—

—

(a ln F~2/aR)bR.

(10.83a, b)

Using (10.79) and (10.83a, b), 11 can be written in terms of variables related to the original metric
11=

aF~2(al~~R
~ + R~)(R~~Ii
+ ~rbR),

(10.84)

or, in terms of gauge-invariant variables ‘P and bR~’~,
IT = ~

aF~2(~

1~0~R~c+ R~)(R~’P
+ ~r~

(10.85)

where we recall that
8R(gi) = bR + R~(B E’).
—

(10.86)

This completes our derivation of the action for perturbations. In all three cases of interest, the
problem has been reduced to that of quantizing a scalar field with time-dependent mass.
11. Quantization
In all three cases under consideration we have been able to reduce the action for cosmological
perturbations about a classical FRW background solution to the following form:
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~f (~

— c~yuvi~ + ~ v~)v’~
d4x,
(11.1)
d4x =
up to total derivatives which have been omitted. In the above, y” is the metric on the background
77 = constant hypersurfaces, ‘y is its determinant, v is the gauge-invariant potential to be quantized, and
z is a time-dependent function. Except for hydrodynamical perturbations, c,~= 1.
The action (11.1) effectively describes a scalar field with time-dependent mass,

=

~

(11.2)

m2=—z”/z.

In the case of a time-dependent c~(for example during the transition between radiation and
matter-dominated periods of the evolution of the universe), the spatial gradient term in (11.1) also
depends on time. Here, for the sake of simplicity we will only consider the case oftime-independent c~.
If there is a slow, time dependence, it can be treated adiabatically to a first approximation. For a flat
universe, ~ik = ôlk and \/~ = 1.
The quantization of the classical action (11.1) is analogous to the quantization of Minkowski
space—time scalar fields in external fields [127]and also has similarities to the analysis of scalar fields in
an expanding universe [128]. The time dependence in our case is entirely due to the variable
background gravitational field. Thus, we can formulate the quantization prescription in analogy with
well-studied examples.
The first step in canonically quantizing (11.1) is to determine the momentum IT canonically conjugate
to o,

~

x) = a,~t/av’= 01(77,1).

(11.3)

Then, the Hamiltonian is
H = J(v’IT

—

~)v~ d3x =

~J (~
+

c~y”vi~

1

—

~

d3x.

~2)~

In quantum theory, the variables v and IT become operators
commutation relations on the ~ = constant hypersurface,
[ô(

77,x), ô(77, x’)] = [‘fr(77,
x),

~

x’)]

=

0,

[13(77,X),

~(‘q,

t5

(11.4)
and ~ satisfying the standard

x’)] = ic~(x x’)
—

,

(11.5)

where the delta function is normalized by
3x=1.

(11.6)

f ~(x—x’)V5~d

Varying (11.1) with respect to

u

gives the equation of motion for u, which is also the field equation for

0,
—

c~z1v~(z”/z)ô = 0.
—

This equation is equivalent to the Heisenberg equations

(11.7)
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i6’ = [6, Eu,

i~ = [Fr,Ii],

(11.8)

where the operator Hamiltonian ft is simply the Hamiltonian H written in terms of operators 6 and ~.
We shall work in the Heisenberg representation in which the state vectors are time-independent and
all the time dependence is carried by the operators. The operator 6 can be expanded over a complete
orthonormal basis of the solution of the (classical) field equation (11.7). These solutions will be denoted
1/Ij(x)v~(’q)and can be obtained using the method of separation ofvariables. i/i1(x) are eigenfunctions of
the Laplace—Beltrami operator 4 with eigenvalue k~
(4 + k~)l/I~(x)= 0.

(11.9)

In particular, for a spatially flat universe (~= 0) we can take a basis of plane waves,
312 exp(ik’ k).
1~I1(x)=

(11.10)

(2ir)

Substituting the ansatz for the solutions back into eq. (11.7) yields the following equation for vj(77):
+

E~v~(

77)
= 0,

E~= c~k~z”/z.

(11.lla, b)

—

In terms of the modes discussed above, the expansion of the operator 6 is
6

=

(11.12)

(1/~)JdJ[~j(x)v~(77)aJ
+ ~(x)v~(77)a],

where the symbol dJ denotes summation or integration over the modes. If the eigenvalues k~are
discrete, then 5 dJ is summation,
if k~is continuous,
then operators
dJ denotes
actual
integration.
For a flat
3k. The creation
and annihilation
â’ and
â~’in
(11.12) satisfy
the
universe commutation
(~7l~
= 0), dJ = relations
d
standard
for bosons
5

5

[âJ,âJ]=[â~’,â~]=0,

[a~,a~t]=8

11.,

(11.13)
5Lt~ is the usual Dirac function for continuous J and the Kronecker ö symbol for discrete J. It is
where
straightforward
to verify that the commutation relations (11.5) and (11.13) are only consistent if the
following normalization conditions for v~(77)are satisfied:
—

v~’(77)v~(q)
= 2i -

(11.14)

The second step in the canonical quantization is the construction of the Fock representation of the
Hilbert space of states on which the operators ~ and ~ act. Recall that for a free scalar field in flat
space—time with constant mass m there is a unique vacuum state 10) defined by
â~0)=0Vk,

(11.15)

where in the mode expansion (11.12), the annihilation operators ~k are the operator coefficients of the
positive-frequency modes
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w~= k2 + m2.

(11.16)

All other states in the Fock basis can be obtained by acting on 0) with a product of creation operators.
What renders the above prescription unique is that there is a distinguished time direction, and that
the notion of positive and negative frequency is time-invariant. When quantizing the homogeneous

component of a scalar field in an expanding FRW universe, there is no definite notion of time [128].In
addition, given some choice of time, solutions which are positive-frequency at time t, with respect to
this time are no longer pure positive-frequency at a later time t

2. When quantizing perturbations about
a curved background space—time, the background provides a distinguished time direction. However,
the notion of a positive-frequency mode is still not time-invariant. Hence, there will be no unique
definition of the vacuum state.
If we pick a time ~ it is possible to find a linear combination of the two fundamental solutions of
the time-dependent mode equation (11.1la) which is positive-frequency (for oscillating solutions) at ~
This can be done by demanding
Vj(77~)=

—1/2

E~ (~~)
,

,

-

1/2

v~(77~)
= iE~ (17o)

(11.17)

if E1 is positive for all modes J. The initial conditions (11.17) in most cases give consistent initial

conditions to solve (11.lla). A vacuum state 0~) ~‘~)can be defined in analogy to (11.5) by

aJI0~)=OVJ,

(11.18)

where the modes in (11.12) have been determined using the initial conditions (11.17). A more
mathematical way to describe the above procedure for determining the vacuum ~/i0) is to demand that
the Hamiltonian (11.4) be diagonal in the Fock basis at time ~1= 77o [128].
The time dependence of the notion of positive frequency has immediate and important consequences. An observer at time ~ will define as the state empty of particles the state ‘/‘~)described
above. However, at a later time r~,> ~ the modes which are positive-frequency at 77~ according to
(11.17) will no longer be positive-frequency at ~ However, an observer at time 77~will still define as

the state empty of particles a state
9”,)

i/i,)

which satisfies

=0w,

(11.19)

where the bJ are the operator expansion coefficients of the modes of (1L7) which are positivefrequency at fliP If we denote the positive- (negative-) frequency modes at ~ by
+ (~ “), where
~

i=0,1, then
=

a~v~°~”
+ f3~v~°~”
,
u~,’~”
= /3~u~,°~”
+ a~u~°~
,

—

/312

= 1 -

(11.20)

Since the mode equation (11.7) is linear, it is clear that the modes defined to be positive- and
negative-frequency at different times are related by a linear transformation (11.20) which is called a
Bogoliubov transformation [128].The Bogoliubov coefficients a1 and /3, are obtained by taking the
inner products
= (v~0)’1’,0~1).f),

~

=

(v~°~’~’,
v~’~)
-

(11.21)
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From (11.20) we immediately obtain the transformation of creation and annihilation operators,
âJa~bJ+/3~l~’
,
â,’~’=/3,bJ+a~/,~.

(11.22)

The observer at ‘ii, will define the following number operator for the number of particles in the Jth
mode: N~= b~’b ~. The transformation (11.22) can immediately be inverted to obtain the operators b~
as functions of â and â. Then, evaluating the number operator N~in the state 9”o) we obtain
I

=

l13j~2

(11.23)

-

Thus, if the Bogoliubov transformation (11.20) is nontrivial, the observer at i~ will see the state I9”~)as
containing a nonvanishing number of particles.

To summarize this section, we have seen that nontrivial external fields will lead in general to particle
production from an initial “vacuum” state. Applied to the problem at hand, due to the time
dependence of the background space—time, quantum fluctuations will be produced from an initial
“vacuum” state. This process is responsible for example for the generation of perturbations in
inflationary universe models.
Having defined a vacuum state t/,~) and constructed the Fock basis of the Hilbert space of states by
acting on ~) with products of creation operators a~,we can calculate the expectation value for any
combination of field operators at an arbitrary moment of time ~1in the state
and in any other state
2
>0 for all values of k,.
of the Hilbert space. However, the prescription (11.17) only makes sense if E
I 9”~)

From (ll.llb) it is obvious that this will be the case if z”/z ~ 0. For hydrodynamical matter with a
time-independent equation of state p = ~p the above condition is satisfied since z” = 0. This can be
verified using the explicit expression for z(-q) given in (10.42) and the expression for /3 from (10.15).
Hence, in a radiation-dominated universe

v~(77

0)1/VW,

v~(770)i~v”W~,
w,=k,I\/~’.

(11.24)

In the general case and in particular for scalar-field matter and for higher-derivative gravity, the
applicability of (11.17) is no longer assured. In particular, during the inflationary period
z”/zrn~a”/a>0,

(11.25)

and hence (11.17) is inapplicable. However, in this case it is possible to define the so-called de Sitter
invariant vacuum 312)(X,,
[128]given
byexp(ik77
the conditions
+ ik)
2)(~
Vk(7)0) = (1/k
0) ,
v~(’q0)= (i/k”

+ ik —

i~’C~/k)
exp(ik77

(restricting attention to the case = 0). Here, ~ = a’(770)/a(770). Note that for k
tions (11.17) and (11.26) converge.

0)
~‘

(11.26)

Z~,the prescrip-

The above result that the vacuum definitions (11.17) and (11.26) agree points to a fairly general
feature. The ambiguity in the definition of the vacuum is related to the ambiguity in the definition of the
notion of particles for modes with wavelength larger than the curvature radius of the background. For
physically reasonable vacuum definitions [in particular for those given by the same prescription as
(11.17) evaluated at different times], the leading terms in the k expansions of Uk(770) and v~(’q0)agree
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for large k, whereas for small k, Uk(7J0) and v~(flo)may depend very sensitively on the particular choice
of vacuum.
Fortunately, for the applications we have in mind, i.e., the computation of perturbation spectra in

inflationary universe models, the results depend only on the short-wavelength part of the initial vacuum
and
spectrum which is independent of most choices of the vacuum. Quite generally, 0k (17o) k~~~U2
u~(’q
2 as k —~~. Hence, in the following we shall use the following general initial conditions to
define0)thek”vacuum at ‘lj =
2M(k

Vk(77
0) =

k’’’

2N(k’q
770) ,

v~(~)
= ik’’

0) ,

(11.27)

where [as follows from (11.14)] N and M obey the normalization condition
NM* + N*M = 2;

M(k’q0)~—~
1,

N(k770)I—~1 for k770

~‘

1.

(11.28)

12. Spectrum of density perturbations for hydrodynamical matter
In the following three chapters we apply the quantization prescription developed in chapter 11 to
calculate the spectra of density perturbations generated from quantum fluctuations in several models. In
this chapter, a model with hydrodynamical matter will be considered [42].Chapter 13 will be an analysis
of inhomogeneities in models with scalar-field matter, and in Chapter 14 higher-derivative theories of
gravity will be analyzed. In the first section we will derive the mathematical relation between the quantities used to describe
fluctuations and the quantization variables introduced in chapter 10. Next, the generation of longwavelength (wavelength much larger than the Hubble radius during the excitation period) perturbations
will be studied. In the third section, the results will be applied to a pure hydrodynamical universe
(p + s e), and to a model with a time-dependent cosmological constant. The second example will
illustrate why quantum perturbations are able to generate sufficiently large fluctuations on galactic
scales today if during the early universe there was a period in which the energy—momentum tensor was
dominated by the cosmological constant, whereas in models with positive p the quantum perturbations
always remain small [seealso part I, chapter 6 and in particular, eq. (6.67) for an entirely classical point
of view on this issue].
12.1. Measures of fluctuations

In this review article only linearized theories are considered. In this case, the spectrum of
perturbations is in general Gaussian. Heuristically speaking (in the case = 0), there are no
nonrandom correlations between fluctuations on different wavelengths. This implies that the spectrum
can be characterized entirely by the two-point correlation function of the gauge-invariant potential ‘P

~

r)

‘P(77, x)’P(-q, x + r),

(12.1)

where by an overbar we denote spatial averaging.

For the purpose of comparing with observations, we also need the two-point correlation function of
the gauge-invariant energy-density fluctuation
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x + r).

(12.2)

For inhomogeneities with length scale smaller than the Hubble radius, be/s0 to first approximation
coincides with the energy-density perturbation in any gauge (gauge differences are only dominant on
scales larger than H~). The relation between ~,, and ~ can be derived from (4.15). Considering
wavelengths smaller than the Hubble radius, only the term on the left-hand side proportional to 4’P
contributes. Using ‘P = ‘P we obtain
4e2a4)42~(77,
r).
(12.3)
~e(17’r) ~(1Il
Expressions (12.1) and (12.2) ar~valid in the classical theory. In quantum theory we must substitute
the Heisenberg operators Cj and be instead of the classical variables ‘P and be. In addition, the spatial
average becomes the quantum expectation value in the state 9’.’) of the system (various choices for
which were discussed in the previous chapter). Thus, for example,

(

77,r)=(9”I~(n,x+r)E’(n,x)I9’i).

(12.4)

If the

quantum state 9’r) is homogeneous, then the right-hand side of (12.4) is indeed independent of x.
However, the quantization prescription developed in chapter 11 is not in terms of’P, but rather in
terms of the velocity potential v. To relate these variables, we return to the equations for hydrodynamical matter derived in chapter 10. Rewritten in terms of gauge-invariant variables, eqs. (10.44),
(10.53) and (10.54) read
—

3~’P’

—

3~2’P

+ 3~~’P
= /3(3’P

(12.5)

— ~(gi)j)

‘P’+ ~C’P— ~

(126)

2a~ ~)‘/c~/3a2,

3’P

—

~

=

(12.7)

—(1 Ic~)’P ~(cj3 ‘‘
—

where
is the gauge-invariant shift vector associated with ~, defined as in (5.15). Substituting (12.7)
in the right-hand side of (12.5) and expressing
and ‘P’ exclusively in terms of ‘P and v by means of
(10.43a) and (12.6), one finds the following relation between ‘P and U:
~

~

= —\/~1(f3/~/t~’c~)(v/z)’,

(12.8)

where /3 and z were defined in (10.15) and (10.43b). This relation is also valid on the quantum level if
we replace ‘P and v by the corresponding operators.
For adiabatic perturbations, the operators analog of the equation of motion (5.22) for ‘P is
+ 3~~’(1
+ c~)~i’
—

c,~zlI+ [2w” + (1 + 3c~)(~r2X)]c~= 0.
—

(12.9)

We can also expand ~Iin terms of the basis 9’i,(x) ofeigenfunctions of 4 (the same basis used to expand
6 in the previous chapter) and the associated creation and annihilation operators a~and aJ,
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(12.10)

9’1~(x)u~(77)afl.

By inserting (12.10) into (12.9) we find that the temporal mode functions u,(77) satisfy the following

equation:
u~(~)
+ [c~k~ (1/c,z)”(l/c,z)”’]u,(’q) =0.

(12.11)

—

Comparison with (12.8) leads to the following relation between
arising in the expansion (11.12) of the operator 6:
Uj(77) =

Uj(~q) and

the mode functions Uj(77)

(z/k~c,)(v~(77)/z)’
.

(12.12)

Let us assume that the state 9”) of the system is the “initial vacuum state” 9’i,~) determined by the
initial conditions (11.17) for the mode functions v, (-q). This also determines the initial values at time ~
for the mode functions uj(~q)by (12.12). At this point, the correlation function
r) can be
computed by inserting (12.10) into the defining relation (12.4) and by using the standard canonical
commutation relations. Note that in this calculation, no renormalization is required for correlation
functions. The result is
~

sinkr dk
j1 &.‘~(mk)~kf(r)
k~
2

(12.13)

Sifl
r
~ 6~(77,k)~kf(r)
2 k ,
k=1
2

where

2= (3l2/8IT2)(f3/a2)Iuk~2k3

~

(12.14)

k)~

is a measure of the square ofthe amplitude of fluctuations in ‘P at comoving wavelength 1 / k and k is the
wavenumber which is related to the eigenvalue k~of 4 by
k~=k2—~.

(12.15)

As is already implicit in the notation of (12.13), for flat and open universes k is a continuous variable
ranging from 0 to whereas in a closed universe, k takes on integer values 1,2, 3, - . . The functionf(r)
is
f(r)=sinhr,

~=—1;

f(r)=r,

7l~=0;

f(r)=sinr,

X=1,

(12.16)

and r is the geodesic comoving distance between x and x + r. In deriving (12.13) and (12.14), we used
the following forms of the measure dJ:
dJ=Jdk ~
0

1=0

,

,n=—!

~=0,

—1;

dJ= ~
k=1

,
1=0 ,n=—1

~r=i,

(12.17)

V. F.

280

Mukhanov et a!., Theory of cosmological perturbations

where I and m are the standard angular-momentum eigenvalues. We also made use of a handy
summation formula for the eigenfunctions of 4 (see for example ref. [127]),
,*(

~

\

(

r

\

T

iiJ~,XppJ~,X

1

—

2IT

j~r
:i

2

-

Note that the integral (sum) in (12.13) may diverge. Sometimes, physically motivated subtraction
schemes are possible (see, e.g., ref. [118]). However, in this article we will focus on single Fourier
modes since the main interest will be the amplitude and spectrum (i.e., k dependence) of the power
spectrum.
To simplify the algebra, we shall consider the case of a flat universe (X = 0). Combining (12.14) and
(12.12), the expression for the metric perturbations on scale k becomes
/ 312 \l/2

f3’’2z

1

/Vk(T7)’\’

ac~ k

8IT

z

)

,

(12.19)

where the mode functions Uk(fl) satisfy the equation
,,

2

2

22

0, Ek = c~k— z /z,
with initial conditions [see (11.lla, b) and (11.17)]
+ Ekvk(n)

Uk(770) =

Ek

—1/2

(12.20)

=

(i~~),

,

-

1/2

Vk(7’Jo) = lEk

(12.21)

(flo) ,

at some time 770 where we suppose that z”/z = 0, e.g., when p = e/3 (at which time the state
vacuum state).

l’/’~)is the

12.2. Spectrum of long-wavelength perturbations

In a radiation dominated universe with equation of state p = s, it follows from (10.15) and (10.43b)
that z ‘(~j)= 0. Hence, the potentially time-dependent effective potential U vanishes,
U= —z”/z=O.

(12.22)

Thus, the equation for the modes is a simple harmonic-oscillator equation and there is no particle
production.
Let us now assume that the equation of state differs from p = s and the condition U = 0 is violated
in some finite time interval ~ <‘71 <‘7le We will calculate the amplitude of perturbations whose
wavelength is larger than the Hubble radius during the above time interval, i.e., k’q~41. For
applications to cosmology, this is a useful calculation, since in the very early universe when deviations
from U = 0 are expected, galactic scales are far outside the Hubble radius.
The solution of (12.20) with initial conditions (12.21) takes the following form for ~ <flo:
= (1/’V~i)exp[iw(77

For 77>

77e’

_‘7lo)],

~t)=

c~k= (1/V~)k.

the potential U again vanishes and v,,, (‘ri) can be written as

(12.23)
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where the coefficients a
(11.20)],
—

a~I2 =

—
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(12.24)

‘le)]}’

and a ~ obey the following normalization condition [see the third of eqs.

1.

(12.25)

These coefficients can be written in terms of

Uw(7le)

and

V,~,(77e),

2)[±V,,(7

= (1I2j~”

7e)
+ 1wV~(~q~)].

To calculate u,, (‘Ic) and
modes vk(71),

VL(17e)

(12.26)

we use the integral form of the differential equation (12.20) for the

Vk(fl)= z(77)(~+ (v~°z0—
v~z~)J
~

—

d77),

k~J ~Jc~zvk

(12.27)

where the superscript 0 indicates that the expression is to be evaluated at time flo- ~ and u~°
are given
by (12.21).

So far, all the equations are exact. Now we make an approximation which is good only for long
wavelengths. The last (and most complicated) term in (12.27) will be neglected since it is suppressed
compared to the other ones by a factor of k77 4 1. In this case, the expressions for Uk(77e) and v~(77~)

follow directly from (11.27), inserting them into (11.26) we obtain
=

(lI2iw)[±C+ iwD”’ + WO(W’q~)],

(12.28)

~

(12.29)

D~= z~/z~
±z~/z~
+ (Ze/Z~~ z0/z~)C,

(12.30)

where both (12.29) and (12.30) are independent of w. The symbol O(w’qe) indicates higher-order terms
in ~°17eThe integral indentity used in (12.29) is a result of integration by parts.
A second approximation is to assume C~ wD , which will be true if the rate of change of z for
~ is larger than w (strong violation of the condition U = 0). In this case, the first term in
(12.28) dominates and a
±C/2iw. Substituting this into (12.24) and the resulting expression for
u,, (1’s) into (12.19), we obtain the following result for the measure of metric perturbations with
~‘

wavenumber k =

w for times ~> n,,:

2)~”2(lC/aw2-q2)~wfl
cos w(~

l~(n~
w)I (3\/~/4IT

—

77e)

—

sin w(i~ ‘qe)I .
—

(12.31)

Note that this result is valid provided W77e 4 1, i.e., that the wavelength is larger than the Hubble radius
at the end of the period when the potential U 0. However, there are no conditions on on,. We can

V. F. Mukhanov et a!., Theory of cosmological perturbations

282

also use this result for ‘71 after the scale of the perturbation has entered the Hubble radius. However, as
long as this

is

not the case, i.e., for W41/7741/77e, it follows from (12.31) that
2)”2(1CIa~)’q~w
; w~4 1,

(12.32)

ô,~(77,w)~_~(,3\/~I4ir

where, as we stress again, C is independent of w.

Galactic scales are well inside the Hubble radius at the time of recombination. When evaluating
(12.31) for these times and scales, w’q ~‘ 1 and only the first term in (12.31) contributes, and

&p(11, w)I

(3V~I4ir2)”2[1CIa(77)w77]lcos w(’~ 77e)~
—

(12.33)

.

for 1 / “I 4 w 4 1 ~~‘71e
In this case, we can apply (12.3) to find 6~(71, w) and from it to calculate the
I

two-point correlation function of the energy-density perturbation,

I
sCr(fl,t)J

where

~

~

5,(17,k)

2sinkrdk
kr ~

(12.34)

w) in the range 1In4w41/’q~is given by
2)”2(lC71e/ae)w~cos
w(77 — fle)J w)J (3V’~/IT

(12.35)

The important conclusion to be drawn from (12.33) and (12.35) is that I&.~(k)I k’ and 3(k)I — k on
scales which were outside the Hubble radius when the perturbations were generated, but which are
inside when the fluctuations are evaluated, i.e. 1/~4w4 1Ir~.On scales which are still outside the
Hubble radius at time 77, i.e., w41/-q, the spectrum is different, namely 8~(k) —I~”~(k)~----k
as
follows from (12.32).
It is possible to generalize the analysis to the more realistic case when at late times (around
recombination) the equation of state is again time-dependent, as it will be in a universe containing both
cold matter and radiation. For scales obeying 1/c,~4 k 4 1/71e, the mode equation (12.20) can be
solved in a WKB approximation with the result
Vk(fl)

V~c I

(.1
L~~Y
j kc~dn)

2k312c~2

(.1

—

expi,~—ij kc, d

77)j -

~~(~i,k)Hj~
[(i+~)in (12.19)
cs~a and2kCkin(Ikcsd’71)~
—1-—4k4-~’—
Substituting
this solution
using the relationship
(12.3) between

(12.36)
3k

and ~ we obtain

4]”

(12.37)

Thus, the spectrum has the same shape as in (12.35).

To summarize this section: for hydrodynamical perturbations generated during a period ~

< ‘7l <~1e

when their scale was outside the horizon, i.e. k7
7e 4 1, the shape of the spectrum is independent of the
particular mechanism for the generation, provided that the initial quantum state is the vacuum. The
spectral dependence at a late time ~ ~ ~ is

8,~(k)—~,(k)----k,k4111741/77e

(12.38)
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‘,~), and

&~(k)~k”, ~r(k)~~~k, 1/774k41/n~

(12.39)

(scale inside the Hubble radius at time -q). The amplitude of the spectrum depends sensitively on the

particular model and will be discussed in the following section.
12.3. The amplitude of the spectrum of adiabatic perturbations

In this section it will be shown that in order for the quantum fluctuations in a universe with
hydrodynamical matter to obtain a large amplitude on galactic scales today, the background model has
to have an equation of state with a time-dependent cosmological constant which, although negligible
today, was dominant in the very early universe.
First, we consider a universe without cosmological term in which p = ye with 0< y < 1 and y $ 1/3
during the period ‘lo <‘77 < ~1ein which the equation of state differs from that of a radiation-dominated
universe. We will assume that the velocity of sound c~is constant during this period. Then, using the
background equations of motion (10.14a, b) and (10.15), it can be shown that the effective potential U
is
2ea2(1 3c~).
(12.40)
U = —~z”/z= ~l
Substituting (12.40) in (12.29), one estimates the coefficient C, and then from (12.37) the following
estimate of density perturbations on scales
—

tma(tr)/a(tm) ~ A(t

1) ~

evaluated at the time

t,.

(12.41)

tr

of recombination:

~ (.~!~)~

(1— 3c~)

(12.42)

-~i’~is the Planck density, t = a d’q is physical time and A(tr)
a(t1)/k is the physical scale
of the inhomogeneities.
The
index
m
indicates
that
the
corresponding
variables
are evaluated at the
2 takes on its maximum.
time
when
UIz’
From (12.42) it follows that the perturbation amplitude ô,~increases as decreases. However, for
tm < I the perturbative approach breaks down. Thus, within the limits of the present theory, the
maximal value of ~ is attained for tm -~1. Since a(t) t2’3~4”~if “ = const, the maximum value of
(4.12) is taken on for ‘v = 0. With a(tr)/a(tp,) -~i0~ we obtain the following upper bound on
~ 10~’8tr/A(tr). For scales corresponding to galaxies and clusters, tr/A(tr) —1. In order to form
structures by linear growth of perturbations, an amplitude c5, -~i0~is required [105].Hence, we

where ~
tm

5

tm

conclude that initial quantum fluctuations are insufficient to generate the primordial perturbations
needed for galaxy formation if the equation of state always has positive pressure. This conclusion does
not change if we allow for rapid oscillations of the equation of state p(e) during the interval ~ < ‘71 <
Let us now turn to a model with a “quasi-vacuum” epoch, an epoch with a time-dependent
cosmological constant which yields an effective equation of state satisfying p + s 4 e. Recall that a
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cosmological constant A gives
p=—e=— A/312 -

(12.43)

In this subsection, we will demonstrate that in this case it is in principle possible for quantum
fluctuations to generate perturbations of sufficently high amplitude for galaxy formation. Since the
particular model is not very realistic, only rough estimates of the magnitude of the effects will be given.
Realistic models which yield time intervals with an equation of state similar to (12.43) will be analyzed
in the following chapters.
To justify the hydrodynamical approximation, we shall assume that during some period in the early
universe, there is some amount of radiation in addition to the cosmological constant, i.e.,

p=—ev+~sr,

EEv+Er~

(12.44a,b)

where 5r is the energy density in radiation which decays as a”’4. The vacuum energy e,, is time-

independent and homogeneous in space. Hence, matter perturbations are inhomogeneities in radiation.
Therefore, they can be described using the hydrodynamical formalism discussed in this chapter. The
only role of the vacuum energy is in determining the evolution of the background in the “quasivacuum” epoch. We assume that the vacuum is metastable and decays over a time interval td. In order
to exclude unphysical effects due to instantaneous phase transitions, the transition is taken to be
regular. The phase transition produces relativistic particles [107].
Initially at some early time when 5r e~c~= ~ and the effective potential U 0, (z cc a, a cc
U cc z”). At a time tm~Er(tm) = ~ and for t> tm the period of quasi-vacuum expansion starts. (We are
assuming that the vacuum decays well after tm~ i.e., td ~“ tm•) Since during the “quasi-vacuum” epoch it
can be seen from the definition of z that
z-’--a[(s+p)Ie]

1/2

—a

—1

—l
——~~

,

(12.45)

the effective potential U cc z” also vanishes for t ~ tm~ Hence the main contribution to the constant C in
(12.29) comes from times t -~ç, and we can estimate 3~as in the previous section [see also (10.43a)]
and obtain

~(A(tr))I

(sv/spl)’’4A~[a(td)Ia(tm)]IA(tr)

,

(12.46)

where td denotes the end of the quasi-vacuum period and where A~is the characteristic wavelength of
the background radiation at the time tr of recombination. Equation (12.46) is valid on scales satisfying
tma(tr)Ia(tm)

A~(ev/sp,)””4[a(td)/a(tm)]< A(t

1) < tr

-

(12.47)

This is the condition for applicability of the long-wavelength approximation (knd 4 1).
Combining (12.46) and (12.47), we may conclude that the maximum amplitude of 6.~is given by
<~

-

(12.48)

The above analysis is only applicable if e,, < s,~.If e~—— 108ev,,, quantum fluctuations in this model are

V.F.

Mukhanov et a!.,

Theory of cosmological perturbations

285

of the right order of magnitude to generate the primordial perturbations required for galaxy formation.
This amplitude is obtained on scales
A(t~)— A~(ep,/ev)’’4a(td)Ia(tm)
-

(12.49)

Provided that the quasi-vacuum period lasts long enough, td 50(s~l2)_1/2, this scale is larger than or
equal to galactic scales.
The hydrodynamical formalism can only be applied on scales which contain more than one particle.
This condition is satisfied on scales

,

A(tm)> ~

or, evaluated at

(12.50)

t
1,

A(tr)> Aia(td)/a(tm) -

(12.51)

Thus, for e~< ~
(12.51) is satisfied on scales where the long-wavelength approximation can be
applied [see (12.47)].
2)_I/2then the hydrodynamical and long-wavelength approximations hold only on scales
If td are
~‘ 50(e~l
which
much larger than galactic scales. In this case the field-theoretic analysis of chapter 13 is
needed to calculate the density perturbations on scales which are smaller than the ones considered
above.
In this section, we have demonstrated that it is in principle possible to generate sufficiently large
primordial density perturbations for galaxy formation from quantum fluctuations. The physical reason is
the following: the amplitude of the perturbation is defined by the smoothness of the decay hypersurface. If this surface is very inhomogeneous, large fluctuations will be produced. In our case, the
information about the smoothness of the hypersurface is entirely contained in v and v’ which must be
continuous on this surface.
During the period tm ~ t td of quasi-exponential expansion, the nondecaying mode of v is
practically constant since U —*0. Thus, it saves the information about inhomogeneities on corresponding comoving scales. If this period is sufficiently long, i.e., td 50(s~l2)_h/2, then the comoving scale
tma(tm ) on which the fluctuations can be large if tm is small becomes comparable with galactic scales.
Now, provided e~is not much smaller than e,,~,the metric fluctuations on this scale will be large at tm
since the physical length is comparable to the Planck length. In fact, the relative fluctuations on Planck
scales are of order unity. As a result of the exponential expansion, the information about large
inhomogeneities at time tm on a physical scale tm becomes information characterizing the inhomogeneity
of vacuum decay hypersurface on galactic comovingscales. Thus, the role of the de Sitter (quasivacuum) period in generating large fluctuations is to expand Planck scales on which fluctuations are
-‘

large to galactic scales.
One can verify that the gauge-invariant potential ‘P characterizing the metric perturbations decays
exponentially during the “quasi-vacuum” epoch. Thus the metric perturbations at the end of this stage
are negligibly small. However, during the phase transition, the variables /3 and z in eq. (12.8) change by
large factors while v has essentially a constant magnitude. As a result, significant fluctuations of the
metric are created. However, they are due to the inhomogeneity of the vacuum decay hypersurface and
occur after the phase transition.
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To calculate the amplitude of density perturbations more quantitatively, an understanding of the
physical processes which determine the decay hypersurface is required. This will be discussed in the
next chapters.

13. Spectrum of density perturbations in inflationary universe models with scalar-field matter
Many of the currently popular models of structure formation assume that the primordial energydensity perturbations are due ‘to quantum vacuum fluctuations which were present just before a period
of exponential expansion of the scale factor a(t) in the very early universe. In this chapter, we will
calculate the spectrum of density perturbations produced in an inflationary universe with scalar-field
matter [20].
Starting point is the equation of motion (6.49) for the gauge-invariant potential ‘P,

2(a/~0’)’(~~Ia)’P’
4’P

‘P”+

—

+

2~~(1W/~~)”P
= 0.

(13.1)

This equation can also be directly derived starting from the action (10.68). Varying (10.68) with
respect to 9’ and 9” and setting B E’ = 0 at the end of the calculation (i.e., going to longitudinal gauge)
gives (~=0)
2)’P= ~l2(p~b~~’~’
+ V,~a2
(13.2)
3~C’P’ (~“+ 2~C
—

~(~t))

—

—

—

‘P)

+ ‘P”+

~

+2~”P’+ ~

+2~’~)’P
= ~

—

V~,,a2~~(~t))

(13.3)

Variation with respect to B — E’ yields the constraint equation (10.70)
=

~ p,~,~

(13.4)

Substituting bd~t)from (13.4) in (13.3) leads to ‘P =‘P, and, combining (13.4) and (13.2) we recover
the above equation of motion (13.1) for ‘P.
For the sake of simplicity, we consider only a spatially flat universe (A’ = 0). In this case, the field
operator ‘P can be expanded in a Fourier integral in terms of creation and annihilation operators a and
ak,

~“

~ =

~

I

~/2

[u~(77) e~a + uk(fl) elkxafl.

(13.5)

From (13.1), it follows that the mode functions u~(~q)
satisfy the equation
u~(~)
+[k2 —(1/z)”(1/z)’]uk(77)=0,

z=~

(13.6)

The connection between Ci and the operator 6 used in the general quantization scheme of chapter 10
follows from (13.2) making use of (13.4) and the definition (10.71) of v to express the variables ~
and 1J~’in (13.2) exclusively in terms of 6 and ‘P,
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(13.7)

For the Fourier mode coefficient functions u~(’q)and u~(’q),the relation is
Uk(fl) =

—

~l2(zIk2)(vk/z)’

(13.8)

.

In chapter 11, the initial conditions for 0k were expressed in terms of functions M(k’q~)and N(k’-q

1) (m
being the initial time) which obey a simple normalization condition (11.28) and tend to 1 in the limit
k77, ~ 1 [see (11.27)]. Using (13.8), the initial conditions for u~(’q)become
32(1
z ‘q,
1

~ri~N(km)—

uk(n1Y2l

=

—

z(-q,)

M(k’q~)+ 3

~l2[~

(~hN(k’q,)

~

(13.9)
—

z(i

M(k-qj))].

Before considering the solution of (13.6), we will define the power spectrum of metric perturbations.
The power spectrum
2 is a measure of the two-point correlation function of’P,

I

J~1~

sin(kr) ~kL

(13.10)

(0I~(x,~)~(x+r,~)I0)

Inserting the expansion (13.5) into the left-hand side of this equation and making use of the canonical

commutation relations, we obtain
= (1

where

I

2

/41r2)(d’ 2/a2)Iuk(77)l2k3 ,
0

(13.11)

characterizes the squared perturbation amplitude on a comoving scale k. Note that the

above definition of the power spectrum is analogous to the definition (12.14) in the case of
hydrodynamical matter.
We now turn to the calculation of the power spectrum in inflationary universe models. The solution
of the mode equation (13.6) for short-wavelength perturbation for which k2 ~ (1/z)”(l /z)1 is
Uk(fl) =

uk(77

[u~(77,)/k]sin[k(fl—m)].
2 4(1 /z)”(l /z)~] the solution of (13.6) is
For long-wavelength perturbations [k
1) cos[k(~—711)] +

1/11

uk(71)=Aki~J
do

2

a

dn) .

(13.12)

(13.13)

To directly derive (13.13), uk is first written as
uk =

Bk

!

f z2 d

77, Bk = constant.

(13.14)
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It can be verified by direct substitution that (13.14) satisfies the long-wavelength limit of (13.7). Next,
the definition of z is inserted in (13.14). Inside the integral, ~ is replaced by a function of a using the
background equation H = ~I2çb~.After integrating the resulting equation by parts, the expression for u,,~
reduces to (13.13).
If we consider inflationary models which solve the horizon problem, all scales smaller than the
Hubble radius at the present time flo are inside the Hubble radius at the beginning of the de Sitter phase
(~= q). Only such scales will be considered in the following. As mentioned at the end of chapter 11,
the ambiguities in the choice of the state of the system are unimportant on these scales provided the
asymptotic conditions on the functions M(k
77~)and N(k’q) — mentioned above (13.9) — are satisfied.
Thus, the perturbations we are interested in are initially inside the Hubble radius and evolve
according to (13.12). Later they leave the Hubble radius and subsequently their evolution can be
described in (13.13). One way to determine the coefficient Ak in (13.13) is to use the junction
conditions between solutions (13.12) and (13.13) at the time of Hubble radius crossing, i.e., we could
demand that at that time uk(71) and u~(77)are continuous. However, there is a more
elegant
to join
2 z”/z.
By way
(13.8),
this
the
solutions.
From
(itila),
it
follows
that
v~(~q)
has
oscillatory
solutions
for
k
implies that the solution (13.12) for uk(71) is also valid for (1/z)”(l/z)’’ ~- k2 ~- z”/z. Hence, in the time
interval for which
~‘-

(13.15)

(1/z)”(l/z)”’ >~k2>>z”/z

both of the solutions (13.12) and (13.13) for uk(77) are valid if this interval exists.
For an inflationary universe, the interval (13.15) is not empty since in this case (13.15) takes the
form
~/~a(71)
~- k ~- V~a(~).

(13.16)

During inflation X ~- V’~,and therefore the above interval does not vanish. Thus, for fixed k, from the
time ~ when k -~~/t~a(ij)until ‘712 when k — V~a(ij
2),both solutions (13.12) and (13.13) are valid.
Comparing these solutions during this time interval, it follows that for perturbations with k in the range
~/~‘(77)a(77)>
k> H(71)a(-q1),

(13.17)

the solution for uk(fl) can be written as
[u~(771)Ik]
sin(k771) 1 (if 2 ‘V
2 dn]’}~(k)
j a d
{(1/~~)[(1/a) a
71) -

u~(’q~)
cos(k771)

—

~—

Uk(7)) =

5

~-

(13.18)

[To see this, evaluate (13i8) at r~,(k).The result must agree with (13.12) when taking into account
that ~ ~- ln,~(k)l.]In the above, the index 77~(k)means that the expression inside the bracket is to be
evaluated at the time t,,.(k) when the scale k crosses the Hubble radius. Note that (13.18) is also true
after inflation for scales which have left the Hubble radius during inflation. It is worth noting that the
expression inside the square brackets [with index 77~(k)]in (13.18) changes only insignificantly during
the time interval m <77 < ~ at the inflation stage; we could take ‘q,,,(k) for any ~j for this time interval.
Now, we can combine the above results to determine the power spectrum ôk, which is given in terms
of Uk(fl) by (13.11). The solutions for U~(’tj)in the various wavelength intervals are expressed in terms
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of the initial values in (13.12) and (13.18). The initial values for u~(’q)and u~(71)can be taken from
(13.9). We first consider the power spectrum during inflation. On scales which at time t are still inside
the Hubble radius [kPh(t) > H(t)], uk(71) is given by (13.12) and the power spectrum is

(3l2/4ir2)Icbo(t)I , k,,~(t)>H(t) ,
where t stands for the physical time t = a d

IôkI

(13.19)

5

71 and kPh = k/a(’q) is the wavenumber in physical
coordinates. On scales which were inside the Hubble radius at the beginning of inflation but which are
outside at time t, we use (13.18) to obtain

J

2)(1
(H

~2

a dt)’ ,

H(t)> k~h(t)>H(t,)

-

(13.20)

In deriving (13.19) and (13.20) we took into account that Ml—÷1 and INI—* 1 for 1c77, ~- 1 in (13.9),
used the normalization condition (11.28), and kept only the leading terms in k in the final expressions.
Equations (13.19) and (13.20) are valid on the corresponding wavelengths both during and after
inflation.
Let us first apply (13.19) and (13.20) to study the time evolution of the spectrum of perturbations
during inflation. Using the Fnedmann background equation (6.11) to express H in terms of ~ and the
equation of motion (6.27) in the slow roll approximation to express ~ in terms of V,~and V, we
obtain for a scalar field with general potential V(~)— the following power spectrum:
—

(l/4IT) V~/Vv2,
1 / v3’2\

~kl—

kPh > H(t)

V~

~iç~)n~k

~

(13.21)
H(t)>

kPh >

H
1 a(t,)/a(t)

In 2/2n)[~2(t)
the case of a potential V(ço) = (A/n)~~,eq. (13.21) becomes (when using a(t) = a(t1) exp{—
(3l
1A1/2nV2 (2n
ar \fl141/2
—

~ln—~)

4

1,
x /11+ ln(A ph H) \fl/4+1/2
\
ln[a,/a(t)] /

‘

kph>H(t),
H’t~>.k >H~~_!_
a(t)
~
ph
a(t) -

These equations are true only during inflation, i.e., for a(t) < ar, where a~is the scale factor at the end
of inflation.
is the wavelength in physical coordinates.
As an example, consider the simplest potential which leads to chaotic inflation, namely V(q’) =

~m2p2.In this case (13.22) becomes
1,

1/2

k

I

4IT mp

—

1

(i +

kPh>H(t),
ln[A hH(t)]
ln[ar/a(t)])’

a(t.)
H(t)> kPh > H1

(t)~

(13 23

-
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The time dependence of the spectrum (13.23) is sketched in fig. 13.1. Note that the k region for which
there are logarithmic corrections to a flat spectrum increases in time.
The period of inflation ends at the time t,. when H2(t~) V~. Let us assume that after inflation the
time evolution of the scale factor a(t) is given by a(t) -~t~,where p is some real number smaller than 1.
In the case of a quadratic potential, p = 2/3. On scales which are inside the Hubble radius at the
beginning of inflation (t = t~)but outside at the end (t = t
1), Le., for which
H(t1) a(tr)/a(t)> kPh(t) > H~a(t1)/a(t) ,

(13.24)

the power spectrum is obtained from (13.20). Thus, for any t> ç

I~kI

3l~

4ir(p + 1)

2)

H

(~Y.~) .

31~

(H

t~(k)

+ 1)

21T(p

V.,,,

(13.25)

t~(k)

In particular, for the potential V(’p) = (A/n)~”
1/2

2

n/4—1/2

I~kI IT(p + 1)n”2 (~)

[ln(APh/A~)]~’4~”2,

—

(13.26)

where A.,, is the characteristic wavelength of the cosmic background radiation (see fig. 13.2). From
(13.26) it follows that in inflationary universe models the spectrum of adiabatic metric fluctuations is
nearly scale-invariant. There is a logarithmic correction factor. The strength of the logarithmic
correction depends on the particular model.
It is interesting to consider two special examples and confront the theoretical predictions with
observational constraints. As discussed in part III, chapter 17 of this review, the isotropy of the
microwave background radiation constrains ~k to be smaller than about i05 on large scales. Note that
in the following equations p = 2/3 is assumed.

I

I

I8I

2~ir

_~_~

X~(t
3) X,(t2) ..L.

X,,~t2)

Xmaj/t3)
Xph

2~2.t
Fig. 13.1. The power spectrum during inflation in the model of chaotic inflation with potential V(q~) im
0 is some time before the onset of
inflation at time t, and t, and t, are two fixed times during inflation. The maximal wavelength Am,,(t) is H’a(t)a(t,)’, and A~(t)is given in terms of
the scale factor a(t,) at the end of inflation by H~a(ç)a(t)”’.
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181

I

J~2~jL
H O(tr)

I

H a(t,)

>‘ph

Fig. 13.2. The power spectrum after inflation in the model of chaotic inflation discussed in fig. 13.1. Note the logarithmic deviation from a
scale-invariant spectrum.

In a model with quadratic potential V(rp) = ~m2tp2,it follows from (13.26) that

I~kI (3/5ir\/~)(m/m~,)
ln(APh/A~).
In very large scales the logarithm is about 102. Hence, the observational limits on
constraint
mIme, < 106.

(13.27)

I~kIyield

the

(13.28)

For a quartic potential V(d) = ~Atp~,the power spectrum is

IôkI — (3/51T)~”2A”2[ln(APh/A~)]3’2-

(13.29)

In this example, the observational constraints give
A<10’4.

(13.30)

Thus, in order that the quantum fluctuations from inflation do not produce too large density
perturbations, either extremely small values of coupling constants (13.30) or a mass hierarchy (13.28) is
required.

In models with a very small coupling constant as in (13.30), it is unnatural to assume that ~pwas in
thermal equilibrium during the very early universe. The above conditions on coupling constants and
masses also apply to new inflationary universe models. In this case, however, thermal equilibrium was
crucial to justify the initial conditions. Hence, the constraint (13.30) is a major problem for models of
new inflation. In contrast, in chaotic inflation ~pis not assumed to be in thermal equilibrium in the very
early universe, and (13.30) or (13.28) do not lead to an internal inconsistency.
In conclusion, in this chapter a consistent derivation of the power spectrum of metric perturbations
caused by vacuum quantum fluctuations of scalar-field matter has been presented. Unlike earlier
derivations [53, 52, 118], no artificial splitting between a quantum generation period and classical
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growth phase has to be assumed. Our method is based on writing the action for metric perturbations in
terms of one gauge-invariant variable, and applying standard quantization to that action (see chapter
10). The main results are as follows. Metric perturbations always exist. Their amplitude increases
during inflation and due to the exponential expansion, the final power spectrum has an amplitude which
is nearly the same over all scales of cosmological relevance. As was shown, the results do not depend on
the choice of vacuum state, as long as some basic asymptotic limits are taken on correctly [see above
(13.9)].

14. Spectrum of density perturbations in higher-derivative gravity models
As discussed in chapter 7, higher-derivative gravity theories quite naturally lead to inflation. Hence it
is of interest to compute the spectrum of metric perturbations in these models [120]. Since we shall
consider the quantum theory of cosmological perturbations, the starting point will be the action
principle for these perturbations. For a gravity theory given by

s_~Jf(R)v~gd4x,

(14.1)

the action for cosmological perturbations has been obtained in section 10.4 in the case of a spatially flat
universe (X = 0),
b2S =

J

~ (~‘~
v,v, + ~
2)’

Z = \/~

d~x,

—

J=

‘~

(aF~/

(14.2)

(~rbR~’~
+ R~I’),

F=

(14.3a,b,c)

-

The variables z and i~have been expressed in terms of original (nonconformal) variables exclusively.
Note that the index 0 stands for background model quantities.
The quantization of the system with action (14.2) has been considered in detail in chapter ii. The
operator iJ corresponding to t~can be expanded in the usual way in terms of creation and annihilation
operators â~and â~,
f

1

i3,

U ~

v(~,x) = —~=j

v2

_~

3/2

[v k(71)

e

ik-x’-—

ak +

Uk(77)

e

a,,],

(14.4)

(21T)

where the temporal modes satisfy the equation
+

(k2

—

Z”/Z)Vk(71) = 0,

(14.5)

with initial conditions
Uk(Th)

=

k”2M(k

2N(k

71~),

tJ~(’~)
= ik”

(14.6)

771),

at the initial time ~ The functions M and N have the asymptotic limits I M(k77, )
when k77, ~- 1. They also satisfy the normalization condition (11.28).

I —~

I

1 and N(k77, ) I —p 1
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Since the observables are correlation functions of the operators ~ and ~‘,it is necessary to first find
the relations between ‘P,1P and ô. As was shown in chapter 7, the gravity theory given by (14.1) is
conformally equivalent to an Einstein theory for the conformal metric, ~ = F(R)g~p,with scalar-field
matter, the scalar field ‘P being related to the Ricci scalar curvature R of the ori~inalmetric via,
‘p = (1 /V~1) ln F(R). Hence, we can use (13.7) to express the conformal potentials ‘P and ‘P in terms
of tT,
=

i (~)‘

~(~)‘,

(14.7)

where z was defined in (14.3a). On the other hand, the relation between the conformal potentials
‘P = ‘P and the original potentials ‘P and ‘P was derived in chapter 7 [see (7.42)],
‘P = —~(F2/F’a)[(aIF)’P]’,

‘P=

~(1/FF’a)(aF2t~1’)’.

(14.8)

Thus, from (14.7) and (14.8) we can immediately express ‘P and ‘Pin terms of iT. The same relations are
valid in the quantum theory for the corresponding operators.
To calculate the perturbation spectrum, it is necessary to evaluate the correlation function of the
potentials ‘P or ‘P. The operator ‘P can be expanded in terms of the creation and annihilation operators
defined in (14.4),

~

x) = \/~
~

f

d3k
(2-w)

[‘P*() e~xâ + ‘Pk(77) e~’â],

(14.9)

where the mode functions ‘Pk(fl) are related to the functions v~(~q)
appearing in (14.4) by the identities
(14.7) and (14.8). The time dependence of ‘P~(q)was studied in chapter 7 [see eqs. (7.51) and (7.52)],
‘Pk(71) =

1
—

~

I/i~’ 5 F
~

—

+

ik’\
/. I dt\
1
H + —)ck expI,~ikJ —) + c.c.]

(14.10)

(where c.c. stands for complex conjugate) for short-wavelength perturbations with k2 a~(1 /z)”(i Iz)’
and
‘Pk(

(14.11)

71)_-~Ak(-~
fai’cit)’

2 4 (1 Iz)”(l Iz)~.
forTo
long-wavelength
perturbations
with
k
fix the coefficients
Ck and Ak
in these
equations, we use (14.7) and (14.8) to relate the initial
values of ‘Pk and ‘P~to the values of iT and iT’ at the initial time
which in turn are given by (14.6). In
inflationary universe models, scales of interest to cosmology are far inside the Hubble radius at the
beginning of inflation. Hence, the relevant wavenumbers k satisfy k-q
1 a- 1. Thus, from (14.6)—(14.8)
and keeping only the leading terms in an expansion in powers of k’ we obtain

~

_______________

1/2

_______________

—~+O(k771),

v2 a(771)F0 (~~)
k

‘Pk(flj)=~~~~

1/2

v2 a(n~)F0 ~

where O(kq1) denotes terms which can be neglected when k-q1 ~ 1.

k

1/2

+O(k~j~),
14 12
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In order to make the following considerations specific, the above formalism will now be applied to

the inflationary model in R2 gravity. The action for this theory is

~

(14.13)

As discussed in section 7.2, a period of inflation rises under quite natural initial conditions in this
model. We are interested in perturbations which were inside the Hubble radius at the beginning of
inflation. From (14.10) and (14.12) it follows that on scales which satisfy the condition

k a- (1 /z)”(l /z)”

(14.14)

for the applicability of the short-wavelength approximation, the solutions for
=

V~1/2

(

+

—

H+

~)(~1~’2

+0(k
77))

‘Pk (~)are

exp[ik(~ —n,)].

(14.15)

2-gravity theory, eq. (14.14) takes the form k> Ma(71).
In Once
the inflationary
R the condition k 4 Ma(
the scale kphase
comesoftothe
satisfy

77) during the inflationary period, then ‘Pk(77)
evolves according to (14.11). To fix the coefficient Ak in (14.11) for values of k which correspond to
scales which were initially inside the Hubble radius the solutions (14.11) and (14.15) must be joined.
The method is analogous to the consideration in chapter 13 for scalar-field perturbations. For fixed k,
both solutions (14.11) and (14.15) must be valid in the time interval when H(77)a(77) ~ k a~Ma(~)
(during inflation). Comparing these solutions
the time interval when both are valid and taking into
2/M2 one inobtains
account that during inflation F — 4H
31 ~
‘Pk(77)_~,~r~
~

—ik,~ H2~M(”~)i~

r
(~-~jaFdt)

M

(14.16)

for perturbations on scales with Ma(-q) ~ k a- H(77

1)a(71~). Note that in (14.16), the time when
Ma(-q) is denoted by tM(k). Equation (14.16) is valid also after inflation, but only for scales which
have crossed the Hubble radius before the end of inflation.

k

=

The power spectrum

I

&P,k

I of metric perturbations is defined as in chapter 13 [see (13.10)],

=1

(0Ii(x,fl)~(x+r~77)I0) ~ sin(kr) I&,kI2,

(14.17)

and is related to the mode functions ‘Pk(77) via
2k3
(14i8)
I~~k(71)I2
= (1/42)1 ‘Pk(n)I
Since we have already determined ‘P~(q),the power spectrum can be calculated in a straightforward
manner by evaluating (14.16) using the equations of chapter 7 for the background model. During
-

inflation, the result is
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1/APhM,
l6~(APh,t)I

=

(1 I4-7T’\/~)MI 1 +

APh 4 1/H(t),

ln(APhM)

ln[a(tr)/a(t)]
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‘

1
11(t)

1
a(t)
~11(t,) a(t)

A
ph

(14.19)

The answer has been expressed in terms of physical time t and physical wavelength A~h= a(t) /k. As
before, t,. is the time corresponding to the end of inflation.
The spectrum (14.19) coincides up to a numerical coefficient with the spectrum in a scalar-field
model with potential v = ~M2’p2 but only for the long-wavelength perturbations APh > 1 / H(t). For short
wavelengths the amplitude of the power spectrum in R2-gravity increases as A~,while it is constant in
the case of scalar-field perturbations.
To find the power spectrum after inflation, we use eq. (7.56) (which states that up to oscillating
terms, ‘P is constant for long-wavelength perturbations), and eq. (14.16) to define the amplitude in eq.
(7.56). Hence, the following spectrum results after inflation:
I8~(APh,t)I~’o(3I101r\/’~)Mlln(APh/A~),
A~=(1/M)a(t)Ia(t
1),

(14.20)

where A~is the characteristic wavelength of the background radiation. Equation (14.20) is valid on
scales satisfying
<

APh < [1IH(t1)]a(t)Ia(t1) ,

(14.21)

i.e., scales which are inside the Hubble radius at the beginning of inflation but have crossed by the end.
The observational constraints from the absence of detected microwave background radiation

anisotropies give an upper bound

I~

( APh )3I <GeV—1014
i0~’on cosmological
distance
scales. This
implies
a bound
GeV, the power
spectrum
has the
appropriate

M
< 1014 GeV. For M in the range iO’
magnitude
for galaxy formation.

15. Conclusions

In part II of this review article we studied the quantum theory of cosmological perturbations. This

enabled us to consider the main problem which cannot be addressed in a classical theory of
perturbations, namely the origin of fluctuations. The spectrum of density inhomogeneities originating in
quantum fluctuations was calculated in three classes of cosmological models: Friedman cosmologies
with hydrodynamical matter, inflationary universe models in which the exponential expansion is driven
by a scalar field, and higher-derivative gravity models.
The calculation of the spectrum of density perturbations can be reduced to the evaluation of the
two-point function of either the gauge-invariant metric potential ‘P or of the gauge-invariant density
perturbation &s~/e for the initial quantum state 9”) of the system. In models with inflation, it was
shown that the spectra depend only weakly on the state I i/i) if the length scales under consideration are
smaller than the Hubble radius at the time when initial conditions are imposed. We concluded that
quantum fluctuations in universes with hydrodynamical matter are insufficient for galaxy formation.
However, in inflationary universe models the amplitude of density perturbations at the present time can
be sufficiently large for galaxy formation. In fact, the danger is that they might be too large without fine
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tuning the particle physics model. It was shown that in inflationary universe models the spectrum is in
general nearly scale-invariant.
The main advantages of the formalism presented in this article are gauge invariance and physical
consistency. In addition, the treatment gives a unified picture of the generation and evolution of
perturbations. The first step in the analysis is the reduction of the action to that of a single
gauge-invariant variable. This reduced action is then quantized according to the canonical quantization
prescription. This allows for the evaluation of the two-point correlation function of physical, gaugeinvariant operators. These operators can be expanded in creation and annihilation operations. The
coefficient functions are shown to satisfy the same classical equations as the classical perturbation
variables of part I. This establishes a deep connection between the first two parts of this review article.

PART III. EXTENSIONS
16. Introduction

In this part we demonstrate the power of the gauge-invariant formalism by considering several
important physical applications of cosmological perturbation theory. Specifically, we consider microwave background anisotropies, gravitational waves, entropy perturbations and statistical fluctuations.

All of these topics address issues which directly relate primordial perturbations to observable quantities,
hence providing constraints on models of the early universe. A gauge-invariant approach simplifies and
clarifies the analysis in all four cases (the analysis of gravitational waves is automatically gaugeinvariant).

Chapter 17 is devoted to a study of anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background radiation
(CBR). At the present time, the most stringent constraints on the large wavelength power spectra in
models of structure formation come from the absence of detected CBR anisotropies (except for the
dipole component which is due to the motion of the solar system) [130]. In our analysis, the CBR
temperature anisotropies are directly related to the gauge-invariant potential for metric perturbations.
In chapter 18, the theory of generation and evolution of metric perturbations is extended to the
tensor perturbations which describe gravitational waves. In principle, gravitational waves provide a way
to discriminate between various theories of formation of structure in the universe, since different
models lead to different spectra of gravitational radiation. Because of the weak coupling between
gravitational waves and matter, information about the earliest stages of the evolution of the universe is
stored in the gravitational wave spectrum. We consider the generation of gravitational waves in an
inflationary universe. The quantum fluctuations during the period of inflation lead to a late time
spectrum of gravitational waves which has a flat logarithmic energy-density spectrum over a wide range
of wavelengths. In addition, we extend the analysis to demonstrate that interesting specific features in
the spectrum of gravitational waves in double-inflation models can be produced.
In parts I and II of this review article especially in the chapters on scalar-field perturbations — most
of the emphasis was on adiabatic perturbations. However, in models with several components of
matter, e.g., in a model with several scalar fields, entropy perturbations are generic. In the simplest
examples, entropy perturbations in inflationary universe models also lead to a scale-invariant Harrison—
Zel’dovich spectrum. Recent observations of large-scale structure [129] indicate that such a spectrum
might not provide sufficient power on large scales. It is fairly easy to construct models with
non-scale-invariant spectra for entropy perturbations. In chapter 19 we use a simple model of two
—
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interacting scalar fields to illustrate the different features in the spectrum which can be obtained.
However, it is worth noting that all of these models are quite unrealistic since they demand fine tuning
of the parameters in order that the specific features in the spectrum appear on cosmologically
interesting scales.
In chapter 20, we apply the quantum theory developed in part II to give a physically consistent and
gauge-invariant definition of statistical fluctuations in models with hydrodynamical matter. These
perturbations are shown to be insufficient for galaxy formation in usual scenarios without inflation.

17. Microwave background anisotropies
The observational upper bounds on temperature anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background
radiation (CBR) provide strong constraints on the spectrum of metric perturbations. In fact, the
approximate isotropy of the CBR yields strong evidence that the early universe can be considered to be
approximately homogeneous on large scales.
Photons travel on geodesies. Therefore, as first realized by Sachs and Wolfe [2], metric perturbations
will induce anisotropies in the temperature of the CBR. The basic idea is illustrated in fig. 17.1. There
are three contributions to anisotropies of the CBR. Density fluctuations at the time of last scattering
lead to differences in the length of the geodesics on which photons reach the observer at the present
time t0 from different directions. Secondly, density perturbations between the time trec of last scattering
and t0 lead to deviations of the geodesics and hence to temperature fluctuations. Finally, any peculiar
velocity of the observer or of the atoms emitting photons at last scattering gives rise to Doppler
temperature perturbations. Apart from the dipole contribution [130],which is believed to be due to our
peculiar velocity relative to the rest frame of the CBR, no anisotropies in the microwave background
have been observed at a sensitivity of i0~or better. For detailed reviews of the observational status
see, eg., refs. [131,1]. The upper limits on temperature fluctuations lead to interesting bounds on the
amplitude of the spectrum of density perturbations. In fig. 17.1, the last scattering surface is idealized as
being infinitesimally thin. This is only a good approximation on angular scales corresponding to a
distance at last scattering larger than the Hubble radius at that time. In the following, we shall only
consider such large angular scales. We also neglect Doppler type anisotropies.
There has been a lot of theoretical work on microwave background anisotropies following the
pioneering paper by Sachs and Wolfe [2]. Some early papers are listed in refs. [132—134].Peebles [135]

77

77

Fig. 17.1. Conformal space—time diagram showing two sources of fluctuations in the CBR: perturbations of the last scattering surface S and time
delays due to inhomogeneities (like region A) along the geodesics -y reaching the observer 0 from different directions.
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has performed a detailed analysis of CBR fluctuations, including small scale anisotropies, which were
also considered in ref. [136].More recent analyses are in refs. [137,138], where the causality constraints
on large-scale CBR anisotropies were studied. The first studies of CBR anisotropies produced by
density perturbations in inflationary universe models were given in ref. [139].Bond and Efstathiou [140]
have done detailed analytical and numerical analyses of the CBR fluctuations in various cosmological
models based on inflation (for a recent view see, e.g., ref. [141]).
Most of the analyses in the literature use synchronous gauge and are very complicated. Here, we will
give an analysis of the large-scale CBR anisotropies using the gauge-invariant framework (based on ref.
[142]). A similar formalism was developed in ref. [143]. The observed anisotropy will be directly
connected to gauge-invariant characteristics of the perturbation. A different gauge-invariant approach
to CBR fluctuations has also been put forward in ref. [144].
In this chapter the gauge-invariant framework will be applied to derive the relation between the
relative temperature fluctuation ~T/ T and the metric potential ‘P. In particular, this general relation will
be applied to the quadrupole temperature anisotropy. Since last scattering occurs after the time of equal
matter and radiation, the equations for metric perturbations as specialized to a matter-dominated
universe may be applied. We shall again only consider a spatially flat metric (~= 0). From (5.19), it
follows that the equation of motion for the potential ‘P is
(17.1)
The general solution of (17.1) is
(17.2)
‘P(x, ~) = A(x) + B(x)775.
The B mode decays rapidly and can hence be neglected.
From the (0, 0) and (0, i) Einstein equations, the gauge-invariant energy-density perturbation ~e/e
and the gauge-invariant peculiar velocity v’ can be expressed in terms of the potential ‘P [see (5.28) and
(5.29)],

= (772/6)z1’P —

2’P

,

=

—~o”a’PIax’,

v~= a &u’,

(17.3)

where we omitted the superscript (gi). Until last scattering, radiation is coupled to matter. Since the
energy density in radiation scales as —— a~while the energy density in matter obeys Em a3, we have
~

~Er/Er= 4
(using

Er

~

(17.4)

~E/E

Em) Also, since Pr = ~r’ it follows that

(T’
0)~=

(17.5)

4ErV’

(where a subscript r indicates “radiation”). Equations (17.4) and (17.5) specify the initial conditions for
radiation at the time of last scattering.
To derive the relation between ~TI T and ‘P, we will work in longitudinal gauge in which the line
element is
2 = a2(77)[(1 + 2~) d 2 (1 ~
dx’ dx’],
(17.6)
ds
71
—

—
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with 4 equal to the gauge invariant potential ‘P (see chapter 3). The equation of motion for photons is
the geodesic equation. If Pa stands for the four-momentum of the photon, then the geodesic equation
can be written as

,

dPa/d77 = 2p a’PI9x’°

dx’/d77 = 1’(l + 2’P),
(17.7)
2 = p,p,. These equations are obtained by evaluating the
where
by definition
= —(1
Ip)p,(17.6).
and p
Christoffel
symbols in1’the
metric
The temperature enters the system of equations through the phase-space distribution function
f(xa, p,) for the ensemble of photons;
dN = f(x”,

iv,)

d3x”~d3pk

(17.8)

gives the number of photons at time x°in the infinitesimal phase-space volume d3x” d3p,, about the
point (x’, p,). After last scattering, f obeys the collisionless Boltzmann equation
(df/d

77) of/ax” + (dp,Id-q) afIap~= 0.

(17.9)

Small fluctuations in the microwave background may conveniently be described by perturbations of
the temperature parameter T in the unperturbed Planck distribution f
f(x”, p,) = f(p/[T + ~T(x’°,1’)]).

(17.10)

We stress that f is a function of a single variable v which in an unperturbed universe would simply be
v = pIT. In a perturbed metric, f depends on ~a and 1’ via the dependence of Ton these variables. Note
that ~T is independent of p since the equations of motion (17.7) are homogeneous in p.
Inserting (17.9) and (17.10) and making use of (17.7), we obtain

(a~+ I a,) ~TIT= —2z” a,’P

-

(17.11)

Since in the matter-dominated period t3,, ‘P = 0 for the nondecaying mode of the metric perturbation [see
(17.2)], eq. (17.11) can be rewritten as

(a~+ 1’ a,)(~T/T+ 2’P) = 0.

(17.12)

However, the operator (a,,, + 1’ a,) is just the total time derivative along the world lines of the photons.

Hence, we find that along a null geodesic x(~)
(~T/T+ 2’P)(x, -,~)= const.

(17.13)

As the final step in the derivation, the initial conditions (17.3)—( 17.5) at the time of last scattering
are used to determine the constant in (17.13). Radiation with distribution function f will have [134]the
stress-energy tensor
~
( í~)r_vr~j1d~
pf—~.
1
—

(1714
. )
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Hence,
f d21 6T
4T’

1 ~r

(~T’o)r

4e,

I

d21

,

=j ~

(17.15a,b)

~

To obtain (17.15a) from (17.14), the null vector condition p”p~= 0 is used to express p°p
in terms
of
2. The square root of g, the determinant of the metric tensor, is also expanded to first 0
order
in the
pperturbation variable ‘P. To perform the integration, it is useful to introduce z = pIT as a new variable.
We separate the integration d3p into a radial integral dp and an angular integral. Keeping only terms of
first order in the perturbation variables ‘P and ~T, subtracting Er and dividing by Er gives (17A5a). The
analysis for (17A5b) is similar.
Comparing (17.15a, b) with (17.3)—(17.5) we find that before last scattering
~T/T=

—~‘P

+ 12~’P

—

~

a,’P

.

(17.16)

Thus, using (17.16) as the initial conditions in (17.13), we can rewrite (17.13) in the following final

form:
(~T/T+ 2c13)(x

1 2~~t’P ~771’O.’P)(x
0, ~ = (~‘P+ 1 477
0 1(77~ 77rec), 71rec)
(17.17)
77o is the present time, and ~ the time of recombination (last scattering).
where
Let us briefly discuss the physical meaning of the result (17.13) and (17.17). From (17.13) it follows
that
—

—

(~TIT)(’q
0)= (&TIT)(77rec)

—

2[’P(n~)

—

‘P(77rec)]

—

,

,

(17.18)

where each term is evaluated along the light ray x(q) at the corresponding time. Therefore, if the last
scattering surface is unperturbed, only the second term on the right-hand side of (17.18) would remain.
This term is the line-of-sight contribution to ~TI T. In the case under consideration, the last scattering
surface is perturbed and (17.17) can be rewritten [using (17.3)] as
(6TIT)(770) +2’P(77~)=

~‘P(77rec)

+

l’vj(~q,~~)
T~77~ec
~1’P(77rec),
—

(17.19)

where all terms are evaluated on the same null geodesic of the unperturbed metric. On scales larger
than the Hubble radius at the time of recombination the last term on the right-hand side of (17.19) is
negligible. The first term is the Sachs—Wolfe result which includes both the energy-density perturbation

on the last scattering surface and the line-of-sight distortions. The second term is the Doppler
contribution which is nonvanishing if the emitters have a nonzero peculiar velocity.

We now consider two light rays approaching the observer with an angle of separation 0. The relative
temperature difference ~ TI T)(O) between the two photons is obtained by taking the difference of
6T1 T(770) corresponding to the two photon paths. (Note that ~ T stands for the temperature difference

between two specific light rays, whereas ~iT denotes the deviation of the temperature from its
background value.) On large angular scales,
(iXTIT)(O)

~l’P(O, ‘7lrec) +

L1(l’Vj)(’q,~~).

(17.20)
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It is important to keep in mind the conditions under which (17.17) and (17.20) are valid. It has been
assumed that metric perturbations are linear, and that the decaying mode can be neglected. Furthermore, the finite thickness of the last scattering surface has not been taken into account. Therefore,
(17.17) and (17.20) are valid only on angular scales larger than about 10, corresponding to the Hubble
radius at last scattering. In addition, possible reionization of the universe after flrec has been neglected.
If the universe is reionized between times ~ and 772>711, then (17.17) will hold only on scales larger
than the Hubble radius at 772As an example of the application of (17.19), the quadrupole anisotropy ~2TIT of the CBR becomes
(in the absence of a quadrupole component to the velocity perturbation on the last scattering surface)
~2TIT=

~2’P,

(17.21)

where ~2 ‘P is the quadrupole moment of the 5.potential ‘P. Recent observations [145] constrain the
magnitude
of ~2TIT
smaller
than 3 X iO’to the magnitude of the energy-density perturbation on
The potential
‘P ontoabe
scale
k is proportional
that scale at the time when the corresponding wavelength crosses the Hubble radius. Thus, on an
angular scale 0, the temperature fluctuation ~T is proportional to the amplitude of 6EIE on the scale k
which dominates the contribution to L~T(O)evaluated at the time t~(k) when k enters the Hubble
radius, and the observational limits on temperature fluctuations translate into constraints on the
amplitude of the primordial density perturbations. Many low 12 models are already ruled out
[146,140, 176] by recent observational results. One way to circumvent the tight constraints is to have a

recent phase of loitering [147],a phase during which the scale factor of the universe is essentially
constant, which leads to an exponential growth of perturbations.
18. Gravitational waves

Linear tensor perturbations of the metric, gravitational waves, do not couple to energy and pressure
and hence do not contribute to gravitational instability. Nevertheless, gravitational waves are of interest

in their own right as a specific signature of metric theories of gravity. The classical theory of the
evolution of gravitational waves in expanding space—time backgrounds was first analyzed in some of the
basic articles on cosmological perturbations (see, e.g., refs. [3, 5]). It was shown that in synchronous
gauge the growing modes which exist for scalar-type metric perturbations are absent for gravitational
radiation.
The quantum theory of gravitational waves was first considered by Grishchuk [148]who introduced
the term “parametric amplification” to describe the evolution of tensor-type metric perturbations. It
was found that the expectation values of operators which measure the amplitude of gravitational

radiation have a nontrivial time dependence. A state which initially has vacuum-state occupation
numbers, at later times corresponds to a squeezed state with occupation numbers which differ from
those of the later-time vacuum state [149—151].Thus, in an expanding universe gravitons can be

produced.
As we shall see, the evolution of gravitational wave perturbations is closely related to the evolution
of minimally coupled scalar fields on the background space—time. As seen in chapter 13, scalar-field
perturbations are generated in inflationary universe models from initial quantum fluctuations. In
analogy, we expect that gravitational waves will be generated during a period of inflation from quantum

302

V. F.

Mukhanov et al., Theory of cosmological perturbations

fluctuations. The detailed process will be analyzed in this chapter. In the context of inflationary universe
models, the first computations of the spectrum of gravitational waves were presented in refs. [152—155].
For later work see, e.g., refs. [144, 156—160].

The outline of this chapter is as follows: first, the connection between the quantization of
gravitational waves and of a scalar field in de Sitter universe is shown. Next, the methods used in
chapter 13 to quantize a scalar field are applied to derive a general expression for the tensor operator
corresponding to gravitational waves. The third major topic is a discussion of the observables which
measure the strength of gravitational radiation. The fourth issue is the evaluation of the spectrum of
gravitational waves in de Sitter space. We then proceed to study the spectrum at late times in an
inflationary universe. The chapter concludes with an analysis [161] of special signatures in the
gravitational wave spectrum in models of double inflation [162].

18.1. Quantization
We shall consider the generation of gravitational waves in inflationary universe scenarios. Since
inflation can easily be realized in higher-derivative gravity theories, we will for the sake of generality
consider a theory given by the action

s=— ~

(18.1)

As discussed in chapter 7, the theory defined by the above action is conformally equivalent to a pure
Einstein theory with scalar-field matter. In linear theory, the gravitational waves decouple from the
matter fields. Thus, the only role of this matter in the problem at hand is to define the background
model and to determine the relation between the conformal metrics. To simplify the discussion we will
assume an exact de Sitter model for the inflationary period. As shown, e.g., in ref. [156], the analysis
and results in models of generalized inflation are quite similar.

The background metric is given by
ds2 = a2(71)(d772

—

y,
1

dx’ dx’).

(18.2)

As mentioned in chapter 2, gravitational wave perturbations are given by a modified line element
ds +~ds with
2 = —a2 (‘q)h~
~ds
1dx’ dx’ (18.3)
2

2

-

Here, h,1 is a symmetric, traceless and divergenceless three-tensor, i.e., it obeys the constraints
(18.4)

where the notation of chapter 2 has been used. In particular, the indices are raised and lowered using
the metric y~,and its inverse.
Tensor metric perturbations (18.3) are gauge-invariant. They are also invariant under a conformal
transformation of type (7.4),
=

h.1 -

(18.5)
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an easy derivation of the action for tensor perturbations in

models with action (18.1). In the Einstein frame, the action is expanded to second order in perturbation
variables. At the end, for the background functions in the Einstein frame their expressions in terms of
functions in the original frame can be substituted. We obtain the following second-order action for

tensor perturbations:
2(h~’h~’
—

~2S =

12

—

1 iT

2~h~h~’)V~
d4x,

(18.6)

where 12 ~8irG/3, ff= F~a(,’j)and F= of/aR. In deriving (18.6), the conformal invariance (18.5) and
the identities (18.4) have been used. By varying the action (18.6) with respect to h~,we obtain the
following equation of motion:
+

2(ã’/ã’)h’,’

—

1ih’, + 2~rh,= 0 -

(18.7)

Equation (18.7) is applicable to describe the evolution of gravitational waves at any stage of the
evolution of the universe, even in higher-derivative theories of gravity. We will be interested in the
generation of gravitational waves during a period of inflation. Thus, we shall focus on the quantum
theory of gravitons in a de Sitter phase of a universe with space curvature ~ = 0. This background
model evolves according to
2 =const.,
a(-q)= —1/H77,

(18.8)

11= a’/a

where q ranges from
to 0.
To study the evolution of gravitational waves in a de Sitter background, it is convenient to make the
following change of variables in (18.7):
—~

=

(1IiT2)[a~lJ~(x,n)]’

,

where the tensor function

(18.9)

is traceless and divergenceless,
(18.10)

Substituting (18.9) into (18.7) we find
(~~“
—

4~~)’
+ (iT’Iâ~)(~~”
zi91~)= 0
—

,

(18.11)

and hence by integrating (18.11) one obtains
—

zl~ = C~(x)Iã’,

(18.12)

where C’,(x) are time-independent functions. It is possible to set C’,(x) = 0, since a nonvanishing C(x)
would lead to the following particular solution of (18.12):
~(x,

i~)

=

F’,(x)IiT, iiF~(x)= C~(x).

(18.13)
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As is obvious from (18.9), this solution corresponds to vanishing h’,. Hence, from (18.12) it follows that
~ ~,(x,~i)satisfies the usual flat space—time wave equation
—i.1~=0.

~“

(18.14)

Substituting the ansatz (18.9) into the action (18.6), and taking into account that in de Sitter space the
Hubble parameter H is a constant yields the following result:
=

f~

~4~2

~k~””)

—

d4x,

(18.15)

where total derivatives have been omitted. Under variation with respect to a’,’, we obtain the first time
derivative of (18.14).
The quantization of gravitational waves can be reduced to the quantization of a scalar field ‘p(x, ~) in
the background given by (18.2). As a first step, we expand ~l3’,’(x,
~) in a Fourier series
~‘(x, 77) =

J

d3k e’~G~(k)uk(fl),

(18.16)

(2ir)

where Gi,(k) is called the polarization tensor. Note that in units of k, both G and Uk have dimensions
—3/2. Using the above expansion, we can define a scalar field ‘p(x, ~ in the following manner:
‘p(x, ~)=

~

f

(2)~

[G~(k)G~(k)]”2vk(n) -

(18.17)

In terms of this scalar field, the action (18.15) can be rewritten in the form

~

2s=

4x.

~

f(12.

ço~’p”)

(18.18)

d

It can be shown [by substituting (18.17) in (18.18) and (18.16) in (18.15)] that the two actions (18.18)
and (18.15) are identical up to total derivative terms.
The field equation for ‘p is the usual flat-space wave equation. It can be obtained by varying the

action (18.18) with respect to

cp,

(18.19)

To express h’

1 in terms of’p, we use the equation of motion (18.14) to rewrite (18.9) in the form
2)(ã’~.”)’.
(18.20)
zih~,= (1Ii
The quantization of the scalar field ‘p(x, ~) is standard. The quantum operator 9”(x, ~) corresponding

to the classical field ‘p(x, ~) can be expanded in terms of creation and annihilation operators
= 2

1

(21T)~

ç~[F(k~) e~/~

+

F*(k
77~)e~~’)h],

(18.21)
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where /~and i~satisfy the canonical commutation and exp[±i(k~— k x)] are a basis of solutions of
(18.19). The exact form of the functions F(k-q1) is defined by the state of the graviton field at the time
77k. Since h’,(x, ~) can be expressed in terms of ‘p(x, 77) using (18.20), (18.16) and (18.17), we can
immediately write down the expansion of the operators h’1 in terms of creation and annihilation
operators,
3k k312
G~(k)
61~1/2 1 f d
~
iT~J (2~)~~
—
—

[F(k

6].
(18.22)
771)(a.”iki) e~?1~~ + F*(k771)(ä” + iki) e~
Recall that ff = F’ ‘2a, where F = af(R) I OR is constant in the de Sitter phase since R is constant.
x

—

The spectrum of gravitational waves can be calculated by taking expectation values of products of
operators h’
1 for the quantum state of the system. It is important to consider which are the important
physical observables.
Observables

18.2.

2 and the logarithmic spectrum,
focus on two
physical
power spectrum
~h(k)
i.e.,We
thewill
gravitational
wave
energy quantities:
density perthe
logarithmic
k interval
which will be denoted k dpg(k) /dk.

The “energy density” in gravitational waves is the 0—0 component of the energy—momentum pseudotensor (see, e.g., ref. [5]).For a single plane gravitational wave traveling in the z direction, the energy
density is

2 + e 2) ,

Pg = (k218-irG)(1e

(18.23)

221

111

where e~,is the classical polarization tensor. For a superposition of plane waves,
h~(x,~

=J

d3k e~(k,

77)h(k, ~) e’~,

(18.24)

with expectation value of e.1 normalized to a delta function,
3(k — k’)
(e~(k)e(k’))= 8

,

(18.25)

the expression for the energy density becomes
Pg =

J

d3k

~

h2(k) =

~

J

dk k4h2(k).

-

(18.26)

Hence, the logarithmic spectrum is
k dPg(k) Idk = (1 /2G)k2~h(k)2,

where

~h (k)2

denotes the power spectrum

(18.27)
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-

(18.28)

Note that a flat logarithmic energy-density spectrum of gravitational radiation requires 5 2 -~ k2. As
we shall see, this spectrum emerges at late times in inflationary universe models over a 6(k)
large range of
wavenumbers. The stochastic gravitational background radiation from cosmic strings also has a flat
logarithmic spectrum over a wide band of wavenumbers [163].In both examples, the result is connected
to the scale invariance of the fluctuation generation process [164] which also results in a Harrison—
Zel’dovich spectrum of density perturbations [165].
18.3. Spectrum of gravitational waves in de Sitter space

We will first evaluate the spectrum of gravitational radiation in an eternal de Sitter universe. In order
to calculate the power spectrum in gravitational waves, we must calculate the expectation value of the
square of h in the quantum state of the system denoted by 10). The significant difference between
gravitational waves (gravitons) and massive scalar matter fields is that the state 0) can be defined to be
the de Sitter invariant vacuum state of the system at all times. This means that from the point of view of
some observer, there is no graviton production in de Sitter space.
We define the state 10) by setting F(k
771) = 1 in the basic expansion (18.21). In this case, the
operators b~and b~are the creation and annihilation operators for gravitons. In particular, b~JO) = 0
for all k. At this point, the two-point function can be calculated explicitly,
2H2
kh
sin(k hr h) dk h
(OIh’,.(x)h,’(x + r)J0) = 31IT2F f [i + (~)
k~r~
(18.29)
2

I

f~.

where the subscript ph stands for physical quantities. In particular, k~h= k/a. To obtain this result, the
expansion (1822) is inserted into the left-hand side of (18.29), the normalization (18.25) for the
polarization tensor is used to reduce the expression to one k integral, and the angular k integral is done
explicitly, transforming the exponential exp(ik- r) into the window function sin(kPhrPh) /kPhrPh. Since

(0Ih~(x,77)h(x + r,

~i)I0)
= f d3k eik.rh(k)2 _j ~ ~

k3h(k)2,

(18.30)

we conclude that the power spectrum in eternal de Sitter space is
—

(H1IF”2)2[1 + (kPh/H)2]

.

(18.31)

Figure 18.1 is a sketch of this spectrum.
As is apparent from (18.29), the spectrum of gravitational waves leads to an infrared singularity of
logarithmic type in the correlation function. However, in an eternal de Sitter universe the “flat”
coordinates used here do not cover the whole manifold. In a complete coordinate system which
corresponds to the closed de Sitter universe, there is a maximum length scale and hence a small k
cutoff. Since we are mainly interested in finite-duration de Sitter periods ofa Friedmann cosmology, we
shall not further discuss exact de Sitter space results. For more details on the graviton propagator in de
Sitter space, see, e.g., ref. [166].
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18h1

H’

H’~

H~(77,/~~)
>‘ph

Fig. 18.1. Power spectrum of gravitational radiation in eternal de
Sitter space.

Fig. 18.2. Power spectrum of gravitational radiation at conformal
time ~ during a period of inflation beginning at ~ =

18.4. Spectrum of gravitational waves in the inflationary universe
Next, we will compute the spectrum of gravitational waves during the inflationary phase of an

inflationary universe. The symbol ~ is used to denote the conformal time at the beginning of the period
of exponential expansion. Also, the quantum state lO) of the system is taken to be the vacuum state
well before the beginning of the de Sitter phase. The expansion of the field operator ~(x, ,~)is again
given by (18.21), and the operators b,,~and b~appearing in this expansion can be interpreted as
creation and annihilation operators relative to the state 10). The coefficient functions F(k) are
determined by the evolution before and by the junction conditions at
In particular, F depends on
the wavenumber k, in contrast to the case of eternal de Sitter space and can be expressed as a function
of k771. Modes with k77, > 1 are inside the Hubble radius at the beginning of the de Sitter phase, those
with k771 < 1 are outside.
For k771 4 1, the form of F(k771) is determined entirely by the evolution before the de Sitter phase,
while modes with k’q1 a-i do not depend significantly on the evolution before the de Sitter phase.
Hence,
~,

~,.

F(k771)=1+0(1/k771) for k771a1.

(18.32)

We choose a state 10) without infrared divergences. Hence,
as k771—~0.

(18.33)

Figure 18.2 is a sketch of the resulting spectrum for 6~which, as before, can be read off from the
two-point function
2H2 dk
(0I/~,(x,
31 2F J ~
77)h(x+r,n)IO)= i~

sin(k r )
k
~
F(f

~

2

k
(-#)
]
2

[i+

(18.34)

Finally, we shall compute the spectrum of gravitational waves at late times, long after the end of a
finite length de Sitter phase. The key point is that the graviton vacuum state is different in the de Sitter
phase and in the post-inflationary period. Therefore, the state which smoothly matches to the de Sitter

vacuum state is seen in the late time period as a state containing much larger gravitational wave
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perturbations than the minimal vacuum quantum fluctuations. This result can be interpreted as
production of gravitons during the phase transition.
To simplify the calculations, we shall consider only the case X = 0. The time L~tdSis the duration of
the de Sitter phase. For general a(77), the asymptotic forms of the solution of the momentum-mode
evolution equations which follow from (18.7) are

C2,,Jd77Ii2(7l)),
~G~,(k)i’(Clksink77+C2,,coskfl),

hf~~1k

k7741,

(1835)

k’qa-’l.

2a a since F 1. In turn, this follows since at late times R is small, and
Notethe
thatcorrections
at late times
i = Einstein
F”
thus
to the
action from higher-derivative terms are negligible. On scales smaller

than the Hubble radius, the solutions are damped periodic oscillations in conformal time 77; whereas on
scales larger than H’, the dominant mode is constant in time. The coefficients C,,,, and C

2,, are
determined by the de Sitter phase results and by the junction conditions at the time of the phase

transition. Consider first scales which cross the Hubble radius during the inflationary phase, i.e.,
H exp(—H i~tds) kPh 411,

(18.36)

‘~

where kph is the physical 21F
wavenumber
end ofIn
inflation.
this case,
spectrum
~~has
at the endatofthe
inflation.
order toIncalculate
thethe
latepower
time power
spectrum,
constant
amplitude
—(lH)
we shall take the standard Friedmann cosmology in which the universe is radiation-dominated and
a(t) -= i”2 from the end of inflation at time t
1011 s) after
Combining
the

(teq

1 -= i0~ s until the time i’eq of equal matter
213. and radiation
which
the
universe
becomes
dominated
by
cold
matter
and
a(t)
-~t
results of fig. 18.2 and (18.35) it follows that on length scales k> k,, which were

smaller than the Hubble radius at the beginning of inflation [k

1corresponds to the lower bound in
(18.35)] the power spectrum remains constant if the scale is larger than the 2,
present
Hubble
radius.
If
whereas
on scales
that
the
scale
has
entered
the
Hubble
radius
after
teq~
the
spectrum
ô6
scales
as
k
enter before teq~oh goes as k1. (Here, k is physical wavenumber at the present time t
7s).
0 —3h~10’
To summarize (see fig. 18.3),

~Hj

~VF

-

/

-..x

toz4(_~Y~2

Fig. 18.3. Power spectrum

\
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of gravitational radiation in an inflationary

x
universe after reheating.
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0<k~czk1,

1, 2 ,
1’2) (t
0k)
(t
2
0k)z~’

106(k)I — (lHIV~iiF

k,<k<t~,
t~’<
k < t~(1+ Zeq)1’2

,

(1 +

Zeq)”2ti;~1<

(18.37)

‘

k < t~’z~”4(t

2
0/t,)”

where Zeq ~ is the redshift at teq• The function F(k) reflects the ambiguity on very large wavelengths
which were outside the Hubble radius at t,, and for which the power spectrum is determined by the
pre-inflationary evolution.
For most physical questions, only the power spectrum for k> t~ is relevant. From the discussion

following (18.28) we see that the logarithmic energy spectrum in gravitational waves is flat for
k> z~2t~’.
This is an interesting prediction of inflationary universe models.
Note that in inflationary universe models in R2 gravity, f(R) = R — (1 /6M2)R2. As discussed in
chapter 7, during the de Sitter phase R a M. Hence,
F(R) —

—

~R/M2 = 4(HIM)2.

(18.38)

In this case, the intrinsic amplitude of Oh in (1836) is

— lM/2-zrV~.

(18.39)

For a large mass parameter (1M — 10-6), the gravity wave background is in the range of what could be
observed in planned gravity wave detectors [167].The comparison between the predicted spectrum of
gravitational waves and observational limits is given in fig. 18.4. In this figure, the fraction 12
6~(A)of
the critical density in gravitational radiation is compared with some planned and future detector limits.
0

•

/

LIGO I

.j

LIGOIE

-~ -lOt
\

j Beam in Space

‘1

Inflation

—20
-20

I

-10

I

I

0

log (x/t0)
2~~(
A) of the critical energy density in gravitational radiation per octave as a function of the wavelength A divided by the
Hubble
The prediction
from inflation with lM — 10_6 is compared with the sensitivities of the LIGO gravitational wave detectors
Fig. 18.4.radius.
The fraction
‘
(CALTECH—MIT experiment) and of the proposed laser interferometer in space.
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The quantity

flGw(A)

is

Theory of cosmological perturbations

obtained by inserting the

spectrum

(18.37)

into (18.27) and dividing by the

critical density.
Note that in models of extended inflation [1111,there is an extra contribution to the gravity wave

background which comes from bubble wall collisions [168].The spectral shape of that contribution is
very different from the component discussed here.
18.5. Spectrum of gravitational waves in double inflation models

In many scenarios of the very early universe there are several inflationary phases [162].This property
is rather generic for models with two or more scalar fields. Here we focus on a model of double inflation
and ask if there are observational predictions which are specific to this model. Since gravitational waves
interact only weakly with matter, it is convenient to look for features specific to double inflation in the
spectrum of gravitational waves. The specific predictions for scalar metric perturbations will be
considered in the following chapter. This section is based mainly on the recent work of ref. [161].
Let us consider the double inflation model in which the Hubble parameter evolves as sketched in fig.
18.5,

i.e.,

111,
H(a) =

a<a

1,

H,(a1/a)”, a, <a<a2,

(18.40)

~H2

where n is a constant which specifies the equation of state in the interval a1 <a < a2 between the two
periods of inflation. If the universe is radiation-dominated during this phase then n = 2, whereas
n = 3/2 if the equation of state corresponds to dust-like matter.
Since our main interest is the qualitative physical results, we will only consider the asymptotic

solutions of the equation of motion for gravitational waves. For a more detailed analysis see ref. [161].
The mode equation for gravitational perturbations in a ‘K =0 universe is [see (18.7) and (18.24)]
2hk =0, h~nsh(k,,j)h +2(a’/a)h~+k
As seen in (18.34), the general form of the solution of (18.41) is

hk~—Cl,,+C

2,~f~4

(18.41)

(18.42)

for long-wavelength gravitational waves (1k71 I ~ 1), and
H

a1

o~

Fig. 18.5. The time dependence of the Hubble parameter in the double inflation model of (18.40).
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(l\/k) e11”

(18.43)

for short-wavelength gravitational waves (JknI a~1) with the quantum initial conditions discussed in
section 18.3.
Using the junction conditions at the time

71k = —1 when the gravitational wave with given k crosses
the Hubble radius, and neglecting the decaying mode in (18.42), it follows that the amplitude of h,, for

long-wavelength gravitational waves which were initially inside the Hubble radius is
3’2,
(18.44)
AkH1/k
where Ak is a numerical constant of the order unity.
The special feature of double inflation is that some of the scales which leave the Hubble radius late in
the first period of inflation reenter again in the intermediate period a
1 <a < a2 before the onset of the
second inflationary phase. This is illustrated in fig. 18.6. Thus, after reentering the Hubble radius, the
corresponding waves will begin to oscillate again. From fig. 18.6 it is obvious that only gravitational
waves in the wavelength interval
hk

H2a2nsk2<k<k, nsH,a,

(18.45)

will experience an intermediate oscillating phase.
Let us denote by ~ the value of the scale factor when the scale k [asssumed to lie in the interval
(18.45)] reenters the Hubble radius, and by a~the value of a when it exits again during the second
period of inflation. Taking into account that for a1 <a < a2 when H — a” the Hubble radius increases

as

(18.46)

H1~.-t_~J~_~an,

one immediately obtains
a~’~(H,/k)”~”’~a~”~
-

(18.47)

Since the value of hk at the time of reentry is given by (18.43) with H = H,, the evolution of hk during
,,..H’(a)

~i

02

a

Fig. 18.6. A comoving scale k can leave the Hubble radius during the first period of inflation, reenter in the time interval between a1 and a2, and

leave for a second time during the second period of inflation.
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the period of oscillation is described by
hk =

cos[k(
Ak(H,lIk312)(a~’~Ia)
77

—

77(1))

+ a]

,

(18.48)

where a is independent of k (a very important fact.). Equation

(18.48)

is valid for k values in the

interval 2~
(18.45),
= k/H and for fixed k in the range a~<a <ar, where
2.

a~

(18.49)

After leaving the Hubble radius at a
nondecaying mode of h,, is

= a~,

the value of hk is once again constant. Hence the

(2)

ak

H11 a~’~ / I da
hk~Ak~—~cos~kj —~+a
k

(1)

ak

H2! /Ha

/

\n/(n_1)

k

n

(18.50)

cosI\—i~-——+f3).

Thus, at the end of the second period of inflation, the power spectrum in gravitational waves is as
follows:
H11,

3)~2 H

=

(h~k

2l(~’)

H,a14k4112a2,
cos(__~_1.

+

)

,

H2a2 4k 4 H,a,

(18.51)

H,a,4k4H2af,

H2l,

where a1 and a~denote the value of the scale factor at the beginning of the first and end of the second
period of inflation, respectively. Note that for H2a2 4k 4 H,a,, the amplitude of 81 is modulated by
Icos[n(n i)’k/H2a2 + 1311 (see fig. 18.7). Thus, a characteristic signal for double inflation would be a
—

I8~I

:::~i~~~
H2a2
Fig. 18.7. Power spectrum 5~

H1a1

h of gravitational radiation in the double inflation model of (18.40) with the ratio of Hubble constants H,IH, = 10.
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power spectrum of gravitational waves which is flat for large and small values of k and which manifests
the characteristic modulation and decrease in amplitude sketched in fig. 18.7. The rate at which the

amplitude decreases would give information about the equation of state in the phase between the two
inflationary periods.
Note that (18.51) is the power spectrum at the end of inflation. In order to obtain the power

spectrum at late times in the subsequent Friedmann cosmology, the same calculations as at the end of
section 3.4 must be done. Note also that in order for the range of k values with nontrivial power
spectrum to be observable, the second period of inflation must last less than 60 H~~. This involves
significant fine tuning of the theory.
19. Entropy perturbations
19.1. Genera! remarks
The perturbations considered in most of parts I and II have been adiabatic perturbations, for which
the density fluctuation is proportional to the pressure perturbation [see (5.3)]. Typically, only adiabatic
perturbations arise in models with a single component for matter. In theories with more than one

matter component, other types of perturbations may develop. In fact, the fluctuations will only be
adiabatic if the perturbations in the different components of matter are proportional. If they are not,

then, in general, entropy perturbations will result, in which case the density fluctuation depends not
only on the pressure fluctuation. An isocurvature perturbation is a special case of entropy perturbations
in which the energy density and hence the curvature are space independent at some initial moment in

time. On scales larger than the Hubble radius, entropy and adiabatic perturbations are decoupled by
causality (i.e., an entropy perturbation cannot generate an adiabatic fluctuation). However, on
sub-Hubble radius scales, entropy perturbations induce an adiabatic component.
In the context of cosmological models with hydrodynamical matter, entropy perturbations arise if the
fluctuations in cold matter and radiation are not proportional. Specific models for their formation have
been discussed, e.g., in refs. [169,74, 85]. They received special consideration since their growth rate is
different from that of adiabatic perturbations on scales larger than the Hubble radius (see section 5.4)
[6]. Hence, different power spectra can be generated.
In the context of modern cosmological models in which matter is described by fields, entropy
perturbations arise quite generally if more than one scalar field contributes substantially to the
energy—momentum tensor. Inflationary universe models with axion fields provide a good example [74].
A scalar field x generates the inflationary period whereas fluctuations in the axion field ‘Pa develop into
entropy perturbations. It was first believed [74] that in these models the adiabatic perturbations would
be the dominant ones. However, it was later realized [76,75] that in many cases the entropy

perturbations could in fact dominate. An important reason for the increasing interest in entropy
perturbations is the possibility of generating nonflat spectra in these models [76—78].In addition, a few
years ago Peebles [170]initiated a detailed study of structure formation in a particular model denoted
the “minimal isocurvature model”. Recently, a mechanism which yields the required spectrum of
primordial perturbations was suggested [171,172].
In the past few years, the kinds of spectra which can be generated in models with several scalar fields
have been studied extensively [79].The results depend on the evolution of the fields in the model and in
particular on the coupling between the fields. In the following, we shall illustrate the basic mechanism
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for generating nonflat spectra. The analysis is based on ref. [80].We conclude this section by noting that
the evolution of entropy perturbations has also been studied by Kodama and Sasaki [72, 86] using a
gauge invariant formalism. The quantum generation of axion fluctuations was investigated in ref. [173]

using similar methods. It is also worth noting that interesting limits on the energy scale at which
inflation takes place in axion models have been derived by Lyth [174].
19.2. A model for entropy perturbations

We consider a model consisting of two or more scalar fields. The field x will be the inflaton. It is
assumed to dominate the energy—momentum tensor ~ at very early times. It simplifies the following
analysis to assume that the potential V( x) and the initial state of x are chosen such that a period of
exact de Sitter expansion results, i.e., the scale factor a(t) increases as a(t) — exp(Ht), where H is the

Hubble constant. The other scalar fields are denoted ‘p

~,

~ i = 0, 1,. . . We assume that only one of these

fields, (0)
becomes important at later times in influencing T,LV. Note, however, that the other
fields may contribute significantly to the interaction terms in the equation of motion for cp.

The action for our model is given by
S=f

~

—

V(~)+

~m~’p2

—

~

—

V

1(x,’P,. - .)]~ d~x,

(19.1)

where V, is the interaction Lagrangian. The first two terms in (19.1) are simply the action for the
inflaton x. The third and fourth terms specify the action of ‘P in the absence of interaction terms. In the
case where ‘P is the axion, m~= 0 at temperatures higher than the scale of confinement. In the model
given by (19.1), fluctuations in x induce adiabatic perturbations. Their amplitude can be made
arbitrarily small by reducing the coupling constants in V(~). Hence, we shall neglect adiabatic
perturbations in the following discussion. The field cp also induces fluctuations. However, if the energy
density contributed by ‘p is small compared to V( x) during the period of inflation, its effect on metric

and temperature perturbations is negligible during and immediately after inflation. Hence, only entropy
perturbations will be induced.
19.3.

Evolution of the homogeneous field

Before discussing the spectrum of entropy perturbations, we will determine the evolution of the

homogeneous component do of the field ‘p. On a given background, the evolution is defined not only by
the scalar field do but also by other types of matter fields (e.g., x)- This is the main difference of the
case under consideration with the model of a homogeneous universe which was considered in chapter 5.
The reader only interested in fluctuations may skip to the final result, eq. (19.14), and proceed from
there.
The equation of motion for do becomes

-

do + 3H’p0

—2

—

meff(t)’Po = 0,

where the effective mass
rneec(t) =

1~ett(t)

(19.2)
is

determined by

m~+ ‘P~’(O/O’P)V1(X,(p,. . .).

(19.3)
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We shall solve (19.2) for the case when iñeff is constant. A particular example is when the coupling of p
to other fields is only important during some finite time interval. In this case, outside the interval
m0.

meff =

To solve (19.2) [withi~eff(t)= m0] it is convenient to use a(t) as temporal variable and to introduce
the rescaled field
2a2’p
u = H”

0.

(19.4)

In terms of u, eq. (19.2) takes the form
2u
d

( m~

+ ~Jf2~2

—

1
d2
1/2 2’\
H”2a2 ~2 (H a
= 0.

(19.5)

During the period of inflation H is constant and (19.5) becomes
d2ulda2 + (m~/H2 2)(1 Ia2)u = 0,

(19.6)

—

the solutions of which are
1/2±w

u—a

,

9

v=(g

2

2 1/2

—m

0IH )
Thus, from (19.4) it follows that

(19.7a,b

.

3’2~.
a
Note that if m~/H2>9/4, then v is imaginary and ‘Po(t) contains an oscillating factor,

(19.8)

—

do

a3’2(±iIvI ln a).

(19.9)

On the other hand, if m~4 H2, then to a good approximation do

const., and in this case, during

inflation the energy density in ‘p remains constant. In particular, this applies to axion models.
After the end of inflation, H is no longer constant and hence (19.5) must be solved in a different
way. It is, however, still possible to solve the equation of motion (19.5) in the interesting asymptotic
limits. If m~4 H2, the first term in the brackets in (19.5) can be neglected. Thus, one obtains the
solution
u = C,H”2a2 + C

2a2 fda H~a4,

(19.10)

2H”

where C, and C

2 are the two integration constants. The dominant mode yields ‘p~— const.
Once H(a) drops well below m0, the second term in the brackets in (19.5) can be neglected. If
H ~ a (a behavior which arises in most interesting applications), then (19.5) becomes
“

2ulda2 + ~
d

= 0,

(19.11)
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where H0 and a0 are constants. The solutions of (19.11) can be expressed in terms of Bessel functions
[175],
n

1/2

u

n

1/2

a J1,2~((m0InH0a0)a) = a

,

J,,2~(m0InH(a))

(19.12)

where J~,,stands for any of the Bessel (Hankel) functions of order p. Using the asymptotic largeargument form for the Bessel functions [175]we obtain
2a”2 sin[m
u-- H”
0InH(a) + a], m0InH(a) ~ 1,
(19.13)

where a is some phase constant, and hence
3’2 sin[m
do

a

0/nH(a) + a] -

(19.14)

In conclusion, our discussion has shown (see section 19.2) that while m0 4 H(a), the nondecaying

mode of do is constant both during and after inflation. Hence, the energy density in ‘P is constant. Even
if during inflation the contribution of ‘P to ~ is negligible, it may come to dominate at some later time
after the end of inflation. Note that this conclusion does not depend on what determines the
background evolution.
the field
itself(and
determines
evolution
of the
the
2(a) forIfwhich
do — ‘Pconst.
hence itsthe
equation
of state
is pbackground,
r) takes then
the form
condition
m~4
li~
a~1, since
in Hthis case H2(a) l2m~ço2The above is the well known condition for chaotic inflation
[100].
The second conclusion which can be drawn from the preceding discussion of the background
evolution is that if m~a~H2(a), then [asfollows from (19.9) and (19.14)] do oscillates with an amplitude
decreasing as a3’2. Hence, the energy density in do decreases as a3, which is the case for cold matter
with an equation of state p = 0. Note that since the background energy density of the ultrarelativistic
matter decreases as a4(t), the p field may still come to dominate the energy density at late times. Thus,
in a hydrodynamical approach we can consider the homogeneous scalar field do on a given background
as vacuum-like matter (p —e) if H~(a)< m~,whereas if H~(a)>m~’then it behaves as dust-like
—

matter (p=~O).
Taking into account the above considerations, it follows that in the model discussed in this chapter,
in which two scalar fields x and ‘P dominate the evolution, the material content of the universe after
inflation can be well approximated as consisting of one ultra-relativistic medium (radiation) which
appears as a result of the decay of the scalar field and one cold component corresponding to the
oscillating quasihomogeneous field ‘P. Then, to analyze the evolution of entropy perturbations generated by fluctuations in d~the results obtained in section 5.4 can be applied.
.~‘

19.4. Perturbations
In order to calculate the spectrum of entropy perturbations, we need to know the initial value of
~m1’rtm’
the relative fluctuation of the energy density in the cold-matter component. Since in our model
the field ‘P acts as cold matter, the relative perturbation is

~ (gi)

~ (gi)
—

eg,

EmE~

—

F~~o(~t)1
L
0 Jq~—.

(T~ —

—

-

do

-

.

do ‘P

(gi)

2

1fl

0d0 ‘P
~(çb~+m~ço~)
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where the subscript ‘P denotes the contribution of the field ‘P to the respective quantity. In (19.15),
contributions from the interaction Lagrangian V1 in (19.1) were neglected since they are by assumption
negligible. It is possible to further approximate (19.15). Because, as follows from (19.8), during
inflation
(ii

—

~)Hp0— ~(m0IH)m0’p04 m~ço0, m0 4 H,

(19.16)

and since at the end of inflation
—‘

—

~~(~I)/

~(EcIEx)~(~i)/~ 4

(19.17)

~(gi)/~

(using r~4 e~at the end of inflation), we can neglect all but the last term in both the numerator and
denominator of (19.15) and obtain
2b’P~/d0, ‘P 0,

(19.18a, b)

for scales which are outside the Hubble radius at the end of inflation. Equations (19.18a, b) hold at the
end of inflation. However, by continuity at the time of the transition, the equations are also true
immediately after inflation and can be used as initial conditions for the evolution in the post-inflationary
phase. Note that in the first step of (19.17) we have used (5.55) which relates the metric potential ‘P to
the gauge-invariant density perturbation on scales larger than the Hubble radius.
Equations (19.18a, b) demonstrate that fluctuations in the scalar field ‘p generate entropy perturbations. Their evolution in time is shown in fig. 5.2. By (19.18a), the determination of the spectrum of
entropy perturbations has been reduced to the evaluation of the spectrum of fluctuations in ‘p at the end
of inflation. The equation of motion for ~
was derived in chapter 6 [see (6.46)]. Since [asfollows
from (19.12)] the metric potential ‘P can be neglected, (6.46) takes the form
2V2
+ mCff(t) ~~(gi) = 0,
(19.19)
b~(~I)

a
where the effective mass meff(t) [whichin general can be different from the mass ?~ett(t)appearing in
+ 311 ~(gi)

—

the background equation (19.2)] is
meff(t) = m~+ (02/02’p) V,(~(a),‘p(a),. .

.

, a(t)).

(19.20)

The interaction term V

1 is crucial in determining the spectrum of ~
Different time dependence of
the effective mass meff(t) can give rise to nontrivial spectra (see refs. [79,80]). In the following, we shall

omit the superscript gi for the gauge invariant scalar field perturbation.
Our goal is to study the different types of spectra which can be generated by appropriate choices of
meff(t). As initial fluctuations for &p we will consider the quantum fluctuations discussed in part II of
this review. The operator &~corresponding to 8ç can be expanded in terms ofcreation and annihilation
operators as follows:
8ç(x, t) =

1.

I
v2j

(

~
21T)3/2

[&p~(t)e’ a,~+ &dk(t) e

‘~k]

(19.21)
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As discussed in chapter 9 [see also (13.10) and (13.11)], the root-square perturbations are given by the

correlation function
(0J~(x,t) 6~(x+ x,t)JO) =

J

sin(kr) O,,(t)J2,

~

(19.22)

where the power spectrum I8,,(t)I is

I5,,(t)I = (1 /21r)Ibd,,(t)Ik3’2 ,

(19.23)

and completely characterizes the fluctuations on a comoving length scale A -- 1/k at time t. The mode
function b’p,,(t) obeys (19.19) with V2 replaced by k2.
The initial conditions for ~p,,(t) which correspond to choosing the quantum state as the vacuum state
at time t~are (see chapter 11)
=

,

[1/a(tjk’’2]M(k/Ha(t~))
8ço,,(t~)= [ik”2/a(t

1)]N(kIHa(t,))

,

(19.24)

where the functions M and N obey the normalization condition (11.27) and have the asymptotic
behavior IMI—~1and INI—~iwhen k>)’Ha(t1).
If meff and H are constant, then the solution of3’2c0,,
(19.19)
given ininterms
of Bessel
functions (as can
andisworking
conformal
time),
be seen directly by introducing the variable u = a
~p,,(t)= a3’2[A,,L~(k/Ha) + BkJP(kIHa)] = ~p,,(a),
(19.25)
=

(~— m~/H2)”2-

(19.26)

The coefficients Ak and B,, are fixed by the initial conditions (19.24). The asymptotic limits for the
solutions (19.25) can be obtained by combining the asymptotic limits of the Bessel functions [1751with
the initial conditions (19.24). We obtain
6~P,,(a)

(1 Iak”2) exp{i(k/H)[1

Ia

~d,,(a)

H(Ha)_3/2(k/Ha)_v,

Ha

—

~

,

1 /a(t~)]}

k

k a~Ha,

Ha(tI).

~‘-

(19.27)

(19.28)

To obtain (19.28), we match the small- and large-argument asymptotic solutions at the time of
Hubble-radius crossing, i.e., when k = Ha. Equations (19.27) and (19.28) will be used to calculate the
spectrum of perturbations in various examples.
If the effective mass meff(t) is constant during the entire period of inflation, then [asfollows from
(19.26), (19.27) and (19.23)] at the time t~corresponding to the end of inflation,
1

~k(tr)I

21T

IkPh,

kph>H,

~H(kph/H)3/2~,

H ~k

0h

~‘

Ha(tj)Ia(tr),

(19.29)
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2, then the spectrum is nearly flat on all scales
= k/a is the physical wavenumber. If m~t4 H
which have left the Hubble radius during inflation.
We conclude that fluctuations in a scalar field with an effective mass mCff which is constant in time
and satisfies rneff4 H generate entropy perturbations with a nearlyscale-invariant spectrum. In order to

where kPh

obtain derivations from such a flat spectrum it is necessary to consider models with nontrivial time
dependence of meff. In the following we shall demonstrate some examples of nonflat spectra which can
be obtained. Note that many models with scale-invariant isocurvature spectra produce a large-angle
microwave anisotropy in excess of observational bounds [176].
19.5. Mountain and valley spectra
To illustrate the basic mechanism which leads to nontrivial spectra, consider a model in which at time
t, the effective mass jumps from some initial value m, to some final value m
2 with both masses smaller
than ~H.

In each of the time intervals t~< t < t, and t1 <t < ti., the solutions for ~p,, are given by (19.25) with
the respective values of v. Short-wave perturbations are always described by (19.27). Perturbations on
scales which are larger than the Hubble radius at t = t, are given by
3’2
+ B~’~a~’i3’2,
with

&dk(t) = A~’~a”
j = 1, 2 in the two

(19.30)

time intervals. By matching &p,, and bço,, at t = t, we obtain

A~2~[(v, + v

2)/2v2]A~,’~
.

(19.31)

Thus, if v2 41 the amplitude of the dominant mode is amplified. This leads to a spectrum in which
modes which leave the Hubble radius before t, have a larger amplitude than those which leave after t,
(see fig. 19.1). In addition, the short-wavelength part of the spectrum will not be scale-invariant.
Let us now consider an example in which the mass evolves as in fig. 19.2 (solid line). From an initial
value m, with rn,, 4 H the mass jumps to a larger value m2 at a time t, [the scale factor at this time is
a(t1) a,]. At a later time t2, the quantity ~ abruptly decreases to a negative value m~,and finally at
time t3 it returns to a value m~with 1m41 4 H. The scale factor at time t2 (t3) is a2 (a3). In this case, the
junction conditions can be applied repeatedly at a,, a2 and a3, following the procedure explained in the
previous example. For wavelengths which leave the Hubble radius between a, and a2, the spectrum will

I

m•ff

1098k

9
4

H2

0

---J j~~’~--~
_______

a

H~a~(t
1)

x

Fig. 19.1. The power spectrum in a model in which the effective mass
jumps from some small initial value m, to a final value m2 with

1v21

-~

1.

Fig. 19.2. The time dependence of the effective mass in toy models

for mountain (solid line) and valley (dashed line) spectra.
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rise as k increases, whereas on scales which leave between a2 and a3, the spectrum will decrease. If the
parameters are fine-tuned, the amplitudes of I 8,, I on scales which leave the Hubble radius before a, or
after a3 can be made equal. One possible fine tuning which achieves this is ~2 + = 3 together with
a3Ia2 = a2/a,. The resulting spectrum is

,

3’2~P1Ha(t
A(Ha,)P1~2(Ha2Y2~3(Ha3Y3~V4k

,

3’2~2

IO,,H

B(Ha2)V23(Ha3)P3~’4k
3’2~3
C(Ha3)~3~4k
3’2”~,
Dk

1) 4k 4 Ha1
Ha, 4k 4 Ha
2
Ha
2 4k4 Ha3,
Ha
3 4k 4 Ha(t1),

~i932

where A, B, C and D are constants of order unity [whichinclude the jumps in the spectrum analogous
to (19.1) in the previous example]. This spectrum is sketched in fig. 19.3 (solid line). It is called a
“mountain spectrum”.
To obtain a “valley spectrum” we take a model in which ~ first decreases to some negative value
and later jumps to a positive value larger than the initial one, as illustrated in fig. 19.2 (dashed line).
The resulting spectrum is sketched in fig. 19.3 (dashed line).
19.6. Suppression of long-wavelength perturbations
2 and by tuning parameters
By
introducing
a
period
in
the
evolution
of
the
universe
with
m~ff(t)>
~
H
carefully, it is possible to obtain a suppression of the long-wavelength part of cosmological perturbation
spectra. This is of potential physical relevance when constructing fluctuation spectra from inflationary
universe models which give a lot of power on scales of 10—100 Mpc but have little power on the scales
which dominate the microwave background.
Let us consider a model in which m~ff(t)is almost zero for a < a, and a> a
2 for
2 but greater than ~H
a, s a a
2 (see fig. 19.4). A nonzero mass is required to ensure that the energy density in the d field is
dominated by the homogeneous component of d. This, in turn, is necessary in order that our basic
formula (19.18a) for entropy perturbations be valid. There is, obviously, also an upper bound on m~ff(t)
which stems from requiring that ~pdoes not dominate the energy density. A minimal requirement is
meff 4 1 / I since the energy density in the inflaton x is
= H212 and the energy density in p is at least
Sq,> ~meff(t) ~2 where the minimal value of ‘P from quantum fluctuations [177]is of the order H.
2

2~~-H

log&~

I

H~a~
H’a~ H~a1

I

a
1

Fig. 19.3. The power spectra in the two models defined by the
time-dependent effective masses of fig. 19.2.

a2

Fig. 19.4. The time dependence ofthe effective mass in the toy model
for suppression of the long-wavelength fluctuations.
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181

H~a~
H’a~

x

Fig. 19.5. The power spectrum in the model with effective mass sketched in fig. 19.4.

The evolution of ~‘P,,is determined by (19.27) and (19.28). The crucial difference compared to the
previous examples is that for a1 <a < a2, the value v is imaginary. Hence, for perturbations which are
outside the Hubble radius at a = a,, we have
&‘p,,(a)=const;

a<a,,

312sm(IpIlna

(19.33)

a>a2,
+ a,,),

a

~dk(a)~Aka

(19.34)

1 <a<a2

2

—

9)1/2

-

(19.35)

I ~I= (m~IH
where a~is a phase. Thus, perturbations which are outside the Hubble radius at a = a, oscillate in
amplitude between a, and a
2. This can lead to a suppression of the long-wavelength part of the
spectrum. Scales which leave the Hubble radius between a, and a2 experience a partial damping. The
precise form of the spectrum follows from the above solutions, taking into account the junction
conditions. The result is
312sin[a + IvIln(a
(a,/a2)
2/a1)]
Ha(t,)4k4 Ha1,
312[cosh(irIvI)—cos(/3 +2IvIlnk)]u2 , Ha,,4k4Ha
o,,I— (k/Ha2)
2,
(19.36)

,

1

,

Ha24k4Ha(tr),

where a and f3 are constants of order unity. The spectrum is sketched in fig. 19.5. There are evidently
two effects which contribute to the suppression of the
the spectrum.
First,
312long-wavelength
for scales outsidepart
the ofHubble
radius, leading
between
a,
and
a2
the
amplitude
of
~iç,,
decreases
as
a
to the suppression factor (a,/a 3~.Second, there is a resonance effect which may lead to additional
suppression if the argument of 2)
the sine function is close to irn for some integer n.
19.7. Modulation of the spectrum in double inflation models
Let us now return to the double inflation [162]model of section 18.5 in which the Hubble parameter
decreases from an initial value H
1 for a < a1 to a final value H2 for a> a2 [see (18.40)]. For the sake of
simplicity we assume I meff(t)I 4 ~H. In this case, the equation of motion (19.19) for &p,, is identical to

the equation (18.41) for gravitational waves. Thus, the analysis of section 18.5 applies and it is possible
to immediately write down the spectrum of perturbations of ‘p (see also ref. [178]). From (18.50) and
(18.51) it follows that
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H~l,

I8kI

H1a,4k4H2a2,

H2l(H1a1Ik)~Icos{[nkI(n
I~I2l

,

—

1)H2a2] + P}I

,

H2a2 4k 4 H,a1

(19.37)

H,a,4k4H2a~,

where 13 is a constant phase and a~and a~are the values of the scale factor at the beginning of the first
and the end of the second period of inflation, respectively. For a sketch of this spectrum see fig. 18.7.
The modulation of the spectrum for k values between H2a2 and H,a, is similar to Sakharov
modulation [7].The slope of the spectrum in this interval depends on the equation of state in the time
interval between the two periods of inflation, whereas the frequency of the modulation depends on the
ratio of the Hubble parameters. For example, if the universe is matter-dominated between a1 and a2
(i.e., n =
then if H11H2 = 20, the spectrum has four distinct maxima.

~),

Note that the effect discussed in this section can arise for both adiabatic and entropy perturbations.
However, for the distinctive effects to have relevance on cosmologically interesting scales, extreme fine
tuning of the model is required. Generically, the nontrivial features in the spectrum will arise on scales
much larger than present Hubble radius. This criticism applies not only to the double inflation model,

but to all models with particular features in the spectrum. In order for these features to arise on scales
of cosmological interest, the models must be fine-tuned such that they occur about 50 expansion times
before the end of the final period of inflation.
Note that nontrivial spectra with mountains and valleys can also be obtained from adiabatic
perturbations. In fact, we can fix an arbitrary spectrum and construct a family of potentials V(tp) which
leads to such a spectrum [179].It is also possible to generate non-Gaussian fluctuations in models with
nontrivial potentials [180](see also ref. [181]for a discussion of non-Gaussian inhomogeneities from
higher-order peturbative effects). However, this procedure is extremely unappealing since it implies a
complete loss of predictability. We must conclude by stressing that without fine-tuning models, inflation
will generically produce a flat spectrum on scales of cosmological interest.
20. Statistical fluctuations
Here we shall investigate how it is possible to define statistical fluctuations of the energy density in an
expanding universe with hydrodynamical matter in a consistent way. Obviously, the definition must be
independent of the gauge used in the analysis. To be specific, a universe dominated by radiation with
equation of state p = r will be considered. In this case, there is no phonon creation and thus the
amplitude of the statistical fluctuations should be independent of the time when these perturbations are
defined.
In the original work by Lifshitz [3], statistical fluctuations were defined in synchronous gauge by

,

2
(20.1)
(~eIr)(k)— X(k)’’
where X(k) is the number of particles in a box of radius k ~.Since in synchronous gauge, be Ic increases

in time as conformal time 77 on scales outside the Hubble radius, whereas the number of particles per
crossing volume does not, the above definition is not independent of the time when the initial
conditions are set. In addition, this definition is gauge-dependent. Thus, (20.1) does not form a
consistent definition. Note that if (as in the original article [3]), the fluctuations are established at the
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time of nuclear density, then the resulting amplitude at the present time is much smaller than what is
required for galaxy formation, whereas if the Planck time is chosen as the initial time, then the
amplitude of fluctuations at late times is much too large.
In the following, we shall use the quantum theory developed in part II of the review to provide a
consistent definition of statistical fluctuations [63](see ref. [182]for a different analysis). This will be
based on the gauge-invariant field v on which the quantization scheme of chapters 10 and 11 was based.
In terms of the variable v, the fact that in a radiation-dominated universe no photons are produced is
reflected in the conformal invariance of the equation of motion ofthe operator 0 associated with v [see
(12.20) and (12.22)],
(20.2)

In particular, conformal invariance implies that the occupation numbers n,, do not depend on time.
Our definition of statistical fluctuations states that the occupation number n~of the mode with
wavevector k is given by the Bose—Einstein distribution at temperature T,
=

[exp(w/aT)

—

11_i

,

w=

k/V~.

(20.3)

Note that the right-hand side of this equation is time-independent (w is the comoving frequency).
To find the power spectrum of statistical metric fluctuations, we calculate the two-point function of
the gauge-invariant potential ‘P in a state with occupation numbers given by n,,. Recall that the
expansion of 0 in terms of creation and annihilation operators is
1 f

=

2

d 3/2 [e v~(77)â~
+e
(2ir)

V,,(71)akl -

(20.4)

From (20.2), it follows that the solutions for u,,(ri) are ~1/2 exp(iw~),where the normalization factor
is a consequence of the initial conditions discussed after (11.28). Thus
u

II

—
—

~

I~ ~
U 1k
1
~ (2~)3/2 ~

~. i(k-x—wfl)-— +

ke

a,,

e

_u1_~)-+

20 5

a,, -

Substituting the above mode functions into the equation (12.19) for the power spectrum 6~(77,k) and
multiplying by (2nk + 1)1/2 yields the result
2 2 1/2

I6~(77,k)I =

2 (1 + (t)77

31/4

~ [coth(w/2aT)]~’

where the proportionality z
by

)

,

(20.6)

a has been used. Note that the full two-point function (12.4) is multiplied

2n,, + 1. Thus, the power spectrum is multiplied by the square root.

The power spectrum (20.6) contains both the contributions from vacuum and from statistical
fluctuations. When n~41 [i.e., when A 4 (aT)’], quantum fluctuations dominate, whereas when
nk ~- 1 [i.e., A ~- (aT)’], statistical perturbations are dominant. Evaluating (20.6) for a scale k at the
time t,,~.(k)when k enters the Hubble radius, and expressing the result in terms of the number X of
particles in a sphere of radius k~= A,
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.A”—a3T3A3,

(20.7)

yields the result

I6~(t~(k),
k)I --

(20.8)

From the above, we can relate the definition of statistical fluctuations given here with the original one
[3]. Since at the time of Hubble-radlus crossing bE~t)Ic—‘P, our definition implies that inside the

Hubble radius
(20.9)

On scales inside the Hubble radius, energy-density perturbations do not grow in the radiationdominated phase as was shown in section 5.3 [see in particular eq. (5.44)]. Also, the leading term in
bc/c when expanding in (
77k)~is independent of gauge and equals 8e~Ie.Hence, while being
consistent and gauge-invariant, our definition of statistical fluctuations reduces to the naive definition,
but only on scales smaller than the Hubble radius.
Finally, we shall show that statistical fluctuations in models without inflation do not give large
enough density perturbations for galaxy formation. The amplitudes 6~
(k) of energy-density perturbations in the case of statistical and quantum fluctuations are related as follows:

112I6~quan

I66 statis(1~)I= (2nk + 1)

tum(1t)I

.

(20.10)

Hence, from (12.37) we find

2°~1”~2
.

(20.11)

I8Estatis(k)I~kt3~

Multiplying the right-hand side of (12.42) by (1 + 2nk ~1/2 the following maximal value of the amplitude
8~
(trec) of energy-density perturbations at the time of recombination can be derived:
1/2

8E(trec,

A)

U!

~

(~)

(Em!4) ~/2(1 c~)<
—

108,

(20.12)

where A~is the characteristic wavelength of the microwave background, and the other symbols were
defined in chapter 12. For galaxy formation, an amplitude of 8,, -- i0~ is required. Hence, statistical
fluctuations in a model without inflation are too small for galaxy formation.

21. Conclusions
In part III of this review article we have considered four important physical examples for which the
gauge-invariant approach to cosmological perturbation theory developed in the previous two parts can
easily be applied. The four topics were the derivation of the theory of microwave background

anisotropies, the generation and evolution of gravitational radiation, entropy perturbations, and
statistical fluctuations.
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There are quite obvious advantages of using the gauge-invariant approach. For example, the
derivation of the Sachs—Wolfe formula relating density perturbations at last scattering to the CBR
anisotropies becomes quite simple. Also, a consistent definition of statistical fluctuations becomes
possible. Gravitational wave perturbations are gauge-invariant ab initio. However, the analysis of the

generation and evolution of gravitational waves is a straightforward extension of the techniques
developed for scalar metric perturbations. The analysis of entropy perturbations in chapter 19
demonstrates that the formalism developed here can be applied in many physically interesting cases.
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Appendix A. Notation

The appendix is organized as follows. First we explain some general rules and describe the units,
then we define variables which are used throughout the article. The variables are alphabetized and are
divided into four sections: background and perturbed variables and Latin and Greek symbols. We
present tables A. 1 and A.2 which summarize the main equations which may be useful when applying

the theory.
A.i. General comments
A.1.1. Basics
Greek indices a,

13,

p.,

ii,

etc. run over the four space—time general coordinate labels 0, 1, 2, 3 or

t, x, y, z.

Latin indices i, j, k, etc. run over the three spatial coordinate labels 1,2, 3 or x, y, z.
Einstein summation convention (repeated indices are summed) is employed throughout.

The signature for the metric used throughout is + 1, —1, —1, —1.
We use the same Riemann and Einstein tensor convention as in Misner et al.

[183].

A.1.2. Units

The units employed throughout are c = /i = 1 where c is the speed of light in vacuum, /1 is Planck’s
constant.
G is Newton’s gravitational constant.
The Planck length is 1 = (~1TG)”2= 4.7 X i0~ cm.
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Table A.1
Hydrodynamical matter .51 = 0, ±1
Action

_J\/9d4x(~~

_~)

Scalar-field matter 51 = 0

Higher-derivative gravity

—Jv’9d~x(~-~_E’~t/(~)l)

—

l6irG

2 = a2(s~){(1+ 24,) do2 — 2B!, dx’ do — 1(1 — 2t/i)~’,,+ 2E

Metric

ds

1,~]dx’ dx’}

Gauge-invariant
metric variables
Gauge-invariant
matter variables

“I’ = 4,

+

(1 Ia)E(B — E’)al’,
~

&p ++ p~(B
E’)
be(s) 1= be
ej(B —— E’)

!P = i/i — (a’/a)(B — E’)

= 6~+ g~(B— E’)

6R~”~
= hR + R~(B—

E’)

bp~’ = bu
1 + a(B — E’)1,

2 8T?’1°
4!!’— (51(1)
351(51(1)
+ V”)~
+ ‘I”)
= 4irGa2
+ 351!!’ hT~”1°
= 4irGa

Gauge-invariant
EoM
forperturbations

—

1”D

51!!’ +(251’ + 512)(1 + sr~p’+ j4D]o’
= —4irGa2 bT~~’~’

same as scalar-field matter with
p—~j.~,Y’—sV
a-~i, St’-+X
where
) = 1) + (~
In F~’2I,3R)8R~~’~
= ‘I’ — (~
In F~’2IaR)hR1~’~

(1/a2)[ç~bc1’1’ — ~‘2(1’ + a2V,,, 8c1”11
(1Ia2)ç~~
(1 /a2)[—c~he1”1’ + P2,1, + a2V,, be1”1]

(e,, + p,,) hu~”1

tT= F’”a, X= a’Ia

= V~7T6~rG
In F
V(c) = (116l2)(f— RF)1F2
F=3f/aR

Table A.2
Hydrodynamical matter 51 = 0, ±1

Reduced classical EoM

u’

—

c,~4u—

u

(4irG)’(1’(e

B

1, +P,)”
(X/a)[~(X2 — 51~)]_h/2

Action b,S

~

2

2r hS
0 + p0~‘

u” — 4u — (O”/8)u = 0
(aI~o~)(1’

J(u’~— c~’~v,v
1+ ~

Reduced quantum EoM

Scalar-field matter 51 = 0

(O”I9)u = a2(e

d”x di~

~

J(v’~ — o,v1 +

~-

02)d4x

4v — (z”/z)v = 0
a[8e1’1 +
U” —

v

(z”Iz)v = 0
—
12z’P)
(1I\~!)(hp~,’

1/c,O

1/0

Relationship between u and v

4u(~)= (z/c,)[v(-q)/z]’

4u(~)= —4~Gz(v(~)Iz)’

Relationship between (1’and v

zl’l’

v’ — c;’4v

z

—

—Vi!

[(512

—

51’ + 51)/Xc~j(v/z)’

A.1.3. Derivatives
q.~,

covariant derivative.

q
11

covariant derivative on the background hypersurface of constant time.

t3qIax~Lpartial derivative.
q time derivative of q.
q~ =

q’

conformal time derivative of q.
= dVldcp.

4’~= 4irG(g~2/X)(ô/z)’

V.F. Mukhanov et al., Theory of cosmological perturbations

327

A.i. 4. General variables
g1,,~metric.
GIL. Einstein tensor.
TIL,, energy—momentum tensor.
R,~,,Ricci tensor.
R Ricci scalar
bq

In general for any variable q its background unperturbed value is denoted q0, its perturbed value is
and the gauge-invariant form of the perturbation variable is denoted bq~’~.

A.1.5. General coordinates
t physical time.

~ conformal time, d77 = a’ dt.
x four-space—time coordinate vector
x Cartesian three-vector.

(t, x,

y, z).

A.1.6. Subscripts
q~’q,,, denote variables in the radiation and matter dominated periods, respectively.

qrec, qeq denote variables at the time of recombination and at equal matter and radiation,
respectively.
denotes quantities measured in physical coordinates.
b~q denotes

the nth order perturbation term of q.

A .2. Variables used throughout the text
A .2.1. Latin — background
a = a(t) the scale factor of the universe.
c, the sound velocity for hydrodynamical matter.
H = ala the Hubble parameter in physical time.
(~)g1,~
the background metric.
g det( gb,,,) the determinant of the metric.

~ the Lagrangian.
s unperturbed pressure and energy density, respectively.
S the action.
u’ three-velocity field.
u” four-fluid-velocity field.
p,

v the gauge-invariant potential. In part II this variable is the single gauge-invariant variable from
which
weconformal
derive all gauge-invariant
necessary equations
to find the power spectra.
7 the
potential.
tV(ço) the scalar-field potential.

w = p 1e
0 0 variable describing the equation of state of matter.
A.2.2. Latin — perturbations
B, E, 4’, scalar perturbation variables.
bg~,,perturbation of the metric.
~‘
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h.1 tensor perturbation variables.
bp, be perturbed pressure and energy density, respectively.
A.23. Greek background
the background metric of a constant time hypersurface.
y det(’y,1).
e0, p0 unperturbed energy density and pressure, respectively.
= a’Ia = aH.
—

~‘C
spatial curvature constant (X = ±1, 0).
A cosmological
constant.
177eq where 77eq the time at equal matter and radiation.
‘p

77’
scalar field (usually the inflaton field).

=

A .2.4. Greek — perturbations
be, bp perturbed energy density and pressure, respectively.
(r) the two-point energy density correlation function.
4,, ii,, B, E metric scalar perturbations.

~,,

‘P,1I’ gauge-invariant metric scalar perturbations, respectively.

b’P perturbed part of the scalar field.
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