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Renormalized cosmological models based on the general-relativistic second-order per-
turbation theory were proposed in the previous papers to solve a tension on the observed
Hubble constants. The cosmological random adiabatic fluctuations were found to play
an important role as the first-order perturbations. The second-order metric perturba-
tions in a previous paper are revised in the present paper. It is shown as a result that
two types of Hubble constants (the kinematic constant Hy;, and the dynamic constant
Hgyy) are derived, and their values are found to be comparable, and larger than the
background value. The optical quantities such as redshift and luminosity distance are
derived using the revised metric perturbations.

1. Introduction

In order to discuss the cosmological tension on the difference between the Hubble con-
stant derived from the Planck measurements|l, 2] and that from the direct measurements
of the Hubble constant[3-8], we studied cosmological models[9-11] which were derived using
the general-relativistic second-order perturbation theory ([12] for non-zero A and [13-15]
for zero A). It was found in these models that the cosmological random adiabatic density
fluctuations[16] play an important role as the first-order perturbations for producing the gap
of Hubble constants due to the non-linear process.

After the publication of our above papers, we found a necessity of the revision for the
derivation of averages of second-order metric perturbations in the first paper[9], which
changed the derived value of the Hubble constant slightly.

In the present paper we first derive our correct averages of metric perturbations, and use
them to derive the Hubble constants and optical quantities such as redshift and luminosity
distance necessary for the observations.

In Sect. 2, we show our background model and the outline of our perturbation theory.
In Sect. 3, we show the revised second-order metric perturbations, and in Sect. 4, derive
two kinds of the Hubble parameter, which are found to be comparable, and larger than
the background value. In Sect. 5, we derive the optical quantities, and the observational
relation using the revised metric perturbations. In Sect. 6, concluding remarks are given. In
Appendix A, the basic formulation is compactly reviewed. In Appendix B, the deceleration
parameter ¢ is derived, and in Appendix C, the luminosity distance dj, is derived, based
on the revised metric perturbations. In Appendix D, dependence of renormalized model
parameters on background model parameters is shown.
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2. Background and the perturbation theory
The space-time of our spatially flat background universe is expressed by the line element
ds? = Gudx!'dy” = a?(n)[—dn* + 5¢jdxidxj], (1)

where the Greek and Roman letters denote 0,1,2,3 and 1,2, 3, respectively. The confor-
mal time 7(= 2°) is related to the cosmic time ¢ by dt = a(n)dn. The background Hubble
parameter H (= a//a® = a/a) satisfies

H = [(p+A)/3]"Y* = Hy (Qua?+Qn)"?, (2)

where a prime and a dot denote d/dn and d/dt, respectively. We use a background model
with model parameters given by

Hy =673 km s 'Mpc™! and (Q,Qa) = (0.22,0.78), (3)
where
8tGpy 1 po Ac? 1A
— =10 and Qg = s = - 4
M=z T 3@z MY AT 3EZ T 3EY )

Hjy and pg are the present Hubble constant and matter density, and the units 87G =c¢ =1
are used. In Appendix D, cases of (Q7,2) = (0.24,0.76) and (0.28,0.72) are treated for
comparison.

For perturbations on large scales with « = k/keq < Zimqa, the perturbed metric, velocity
and density perturbations are expressed as

59/“/ = hul/ + gum

I H H

ép/p = c15p/p + gp/p,

where the definition of k., and ,,,, are shown in Appendix A. Here we assume the
synchronous and comoving coordinates, that is

hoo =0, hoi =0 and §u’ =0, &u’ =0, (6)

600 = 0, €Oi =0 and (5211,0 = 0, (52ui =0 (7)

in the same way as the previous paper[9], cited as [I]. In the previous paper[12], the expres-
sions of metric in the Poisson coordinates also were shown, but here our treatments are
confined only to the synchronous and comoving coordinates.

The first-order perturbations in the growing mode are expressed in Eq.(14) of [I] by use
of an arbitrary potential function F'(x), where x is the spatial coordinates. The amplitude
of F(x) is related to the cosmological adiabatic density fluctuations.[16] The second-order
perturbations corresponding to the first-order perturbations are expressed in Egs. (20) - (23)
of [I].

The average values of second-order density perturbations are shown in Appendix A with
some small corrections. For those of second-order metric perturbations, the revised version
is shown in the next section.

The scale with x > x,,4, represents the scale which is always sub-horizon at the matter-
dominant stage after the epoch such as 1 4+ z = 1500 (cf [10]). Perturbations on small scales
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with x > x,,4, Were separately treated in the Newtonian approximation and their effect to
the large-scale quantities was found to be negligible. So the following analyses are confined
to the above perturbations on large scales with < z,,44-

3. Revised second-order metric perturbations

The average of second-order perturbations of the scale-factor (d2a) is expressed using the
second-order metric perturbations /;; as

S = L), )

where the average process is shown in Appendix A and (I) = (I{ + (3 +[3). We have this
relation (8), because a2l§ represents the perturbations corresponding to the background
space-time Eq.(1). So, Eq.(40) of [I] is wrong with respect to the factor a?, and the following

Egs. (42) - (51) of [I] should be replaced by the correct ones, which are shown in the following:

(lij) = Pn){(Li)+ P*(n){(My;) + Q(n)(N.i;) + (Cij)- 9)

Here L;;j, M;; and N ;; are metric components being functions of spatial variable x, and Cj;
represents the components of gravitational waves, which were used in Egs. ((20), (21), and
(A1) - (A4)) of [I]. Since L; = Lij, M; = M;; and

L= —% [2FAF + gF,lF,l],
M; = 55 [10F 0~ 3(AFYY, o)
AN = o [(AF)? ~ FuFyl,
oc; =0,
we obtain
(Lj) = —7 (FAF),
(M) =  (AFP), a
(AN) = (C}) =
Then we get using Eqs.(A5) and (A7)
() = (1) = 7(2m) 2P () / dkk> P (k) + P(n) / kP (1) (12)

Here Pr is replaced by Pr with Pgo in Eq.(A10), and we obtain
(L) = 27 32.4* Pro Z(a)[32.472A+ Z(a)B], (13)

where P(n) is expressed using Z(a) (defined in Egs. (A14) and (A15)), and the constants
A and B (defined by Eq. (A13)) reflect the amplitude of the BBKS adiabatic fluctuations.
[16].
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The average metric perturbations (l;;) are spatially constant and isotropic, and so we can
consider the renormalized scale-factor a,e,, defined by

arem = a (14 %(zm)m —a (14 %am), (14)

where we neglect the terms of higher-orders than second-order. The renormalized Hubble
parameter (Hy;,) is defined as

a a 1
Hyin = —= = = + = (ly) 15
k . a+6< ) (15)
or
1
Hyin/H =1+ 6<liz’>'/H, (16)

where H (= a/a) is the background Hubble parameter. Here Hp;, denotes the kinematic
definition of the Hubble parameter. Differentiating Eq.(13), we obtain

dZ(a)

(l) = 27 32.4" Ppo [32.472A +2Z(a)B] o (17)
where
L) (o L = (o Y (@) = (19
using Eqgs. (2) and (A15). Therefore, we get using Eq. (18)
(1) JH = 27 32.4* Pro [32.472A + 2Z(a)B] Y(a)a’ (19)

Qu + QA(I?’

and then the kinematic second-order Hubble parameter is given by Eq.(15). At present
epoch, it is expressed as

(Hisn)o/Ho = 1 + é[am- JH]o =1+ %” 32.44 Ppg [% x 324724+ Z()B] V(1) (20)

Here, Y (1) and Z(1) are expressed as

V(1) = I(1), Z(1)= ﬁu ~ (1), amd I(1)= /01 B /(s + bV (21)

For the background model parameters (3), we get
I(1) =Y(1) = 0566, Z(1)= 1.316. (22)
So, we obtain using A and B in Eq.(A18)
(Hpin)o = 72.6 km s~ 'Mpc™1. (23)

In order to explain the histories of Hy;, and ayep,, the behaviors of Hy;, (Ho/H) and & (=
Arem (t)/a(t) — 1) are shown as functions of a in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. Corresponding
previous figures (Figs. 2 and 4 in [I]) must be replaced by these figures.
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Fig. 1: History of Hy;y,. The ordinate denotes Hy;,(Ho/H) is expressed as a function of a.
The scale factor a has 1 at the present epoch.

4. Renormalization of model parameters

For the second-order density perturbations, we have no revision, and so using Eqs.(A12)
and (A19) for the density perturbations, we can consider the renormalization of model
parameters, similarly to that in [I]. Since (d2p) is spatially constant and isotropic, we assume
that it is a part of the renormalized matter density prem. So we have

Prem = p + (d2p). (24)
Then the renormalized ones corresponding to 2;; and 25 are given by
[(QM)TGM7 (QA)rem] - [QM(l + <52P/P>)7 QA]/(l + <52P/ﬁ>)7 (25)

where p = p + A.
Next, we define a renormalized Hubble parameter Hg,, corresponding to Eq.(24) as
1 1/2

Han = [30ren + 0] = [+ 2] (26)
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Fig. 2: The relative scale-factors £ (= ayem/a — 1) is expressed as a function of a. The scale
factor a has 1 at the present epoch.
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This Hubble parameter appears when we describe the dynamical evolution of the perturbed
model, as used in the previous paper[10], and so we call it the dynamical Hubble parameter.
Its present value is expressed as

2 5
(Hayn)o/Ho =1+ ?” 824" Pro |3 x 32474+ 2(1)3] 1-Y(), (27)

where A and B are given in Egs.(A13) and (A18).
Corresponding to the background model parameter (3), the present value of renormalized
model parameters are found to be

(21 )rem = 0.305,  (QA)rem = 0.695, (28)

and
(Hayn)o = 71.4 km s~ 'Mpc ™. (29)

As for the histories of (d2p) and (as)rem, Fig. 1 and Fig. 3 in [I] are useful also in the
present paper.
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On the other hand, we have the kinematic Hubble parameter Hy;,, which was derived
in the previous section. Hy;, and Hg,y, are different with respect to the factor Y (a), and
Hyp, is a little larger than Hgy,. So we discriminate these two Hubble parameters. On the
other hand, both Hubble parameters are found to be larger than the background Hubble
parameter H.

These Hubble parameters depend on the value of B which is sensitively related to the upper
limit %4, in Eq.(A13). The terms with A are negligibly small. We have used @4, = 5.7
here and in previous papers. In Table 1, we show the dependence of (Hyy)o and (Hgyy)o on
the value of T4z and Lyes (= 27 /kmas) given in Eq.(53) of [I], which may represent the
boundary for whether the general-relativistic non-linearity is effective for the evolution of
perturbations, as was discussed in a previous paper[11]. For larger z,,,, (or smaller L;,q.),
we have larger Hubble constant.

Table 1: Dependence of (Hy;y,)o and (Hgyn)o 00 Tmae and Ly, in the case of background
model parameters (3).

Tmazx Lmaz (Hkm)O (den)O
5.7 102/h 72.6 71.4
6.0 97/h 73.3 1.7
6.3 92/h 74.0 72.4

5. Optics and observations

The renormalized line-element can be expressed as
ds® = —dt* + Grem(t)? [(dz?)? + (dz®)? + (da®)?), (30)

where the renormalized scale factor a,en,(t) is given by Eq. (14), and z',2? and 23 are
comoving coordinates.

5.1.  Redshift
The light path is given by the null condition

dt = £ayem(t)dr, (31)

where 7 = [(dz')? + (dz?)? + (dz®)?]V/2.
If a light ray starts from a distant source with r at epoch t¢; and reaches an observer at
epoch ty, we have

to
/ dt fayem = 1- (32)
t1

If we receive two subsequent signals with intervals dty and dt; from a comoving source, we

obtain 5 5
t t
L= 9 (33)
arem(tl) arem(tO)
For the frequencies vy and vy (given by vq /vy = dtg/dt1), we have
1+ Zrem — Vl/VO - arem(tO)/arem(tl)7 (34)

where Zyen, is the redshift.
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For neaby sources, we can expand a,ep, (t) as

arem(t) = arem(tO)[l + (t - tO)(Hkin)O + - ']7 (35)

where (Hy;p,)o gives the relation

(Hkin)O = drem(to)/arem(to)- (36)
Moreover, we have
Zrem = (Hkm)oAt, . (37)
where At = tg — 1.

5.2.  Luminosity distance
The relation between the apparent luminosity [ and the absolute luminosity L is expressed
by

| = L/(4mdL?), (38)
where dy is the luminosity distance between a source and an observer. In the expanding
universe with the metric (30), the time intervals dt; and dtg in the source and the observer

are not equal and given by Eq.(33). Moreover, the received and emitted energies of a photon
are different and given by the redshift factor. As a result, the above relation is expressed as

| = L/l (dL) ] (39)
using the renormalized luminosity distance (dp)rem, which is given by

(dL)rem = arem(tO) T(zrem) (1 + zrem)' (40)

Here 7(zyem ) is the coordinate distance between the observer and the source with z;.¢,,, which
is derived eliminating ¢; from Eqs. (32) and (34).
For z.em < 1, we have

Zrem = (Hpin)o(to — t1) + %[(ka)o + 2] (Hpin)d (to —t1)* + -+, (41)

where the kinematic deceleration parameter (q,) is defined as

i = (P2 (10 ). (@)

From Eq.(41), we obtain inversely
(Hia)o(to — 1) = Zrem — 5 [(@kin)o +2] 2+ (43)

Therefore, we obtain from Eq.(40)
(@)rem = (Hyin)g {rem + 511~ @indo] Zom + - 1 (44

where the value of gy, is derived in Appendix B. Its present value (ggin)o is a little larger
than g in the background :

qgo = —0.670 and (qgin)o = —0.659 (45)

for the background model parameter (3).
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The background equation corresponding to Eq.(44) is[17]
-1 1 2
dp = (Ho) " {z+50—a) 2 + -}, (46)

Here the ratio [(qrin)o/qo]” ! (= 1.016) is smaller than the ratio (Hy;p)o/Ho (= 1.079). As

for coefficients of the second terms (1[1 — (gxin)o] and 3[1 — qo] for dr) also, the ratio is

(0.993)~! (= 1.007), and so smaller than (Hy;y)o/Ho-
Now let us show the z;.¢p,-dependence of (dp ) e from the definition (Eq.(40)) for arbitrary

Zrem:

(Hkm)O (dL)rem = zrem(l + zrem) (I)(zrem)

- - Q -3 Q —1/2 1 - 7(1 2 7 9
« z/1/<1+z> @ a0 {14 22 - (@)1},
where ¢ = 27 x 32.4* ProB (= 0.319), Z(a) is given by Eq.(A15), and
(I)(Zrem) = To—zrem‘ (48)

The derivation of Eq.(47) is shown in Appendix C. On the other hand, we have the relation
between zpem and z (=1/a —1):

rem =2 + SHZOP - [Z@)P), (19)

which is derived from Eq.(C6). So we can get (Hpin)o(dr)rem as a function of given zpep,.
The expanded form of this (dr,)rem for small z,e,, is found to be consistent with Eq.(44), in
which the approximate forms of W and ® in Egs.(C11) and (C12) are used.

On the other hand, the background equation corresponding to Eq.(47) is[17]
! da

Hy dp, = (1 + Z) X / 5 (QMCL—3 + QA)—1/2_ (50)

1/(1+4z) @

The difference between (Hy;p,)o(dr)rem and Hody, for equal zyps is found to be ~ 0.2%, for
Zobs = 0.5. But, (dr,)rem and dp, have a larger difference ( ~ 8%) due to the ratio (Hy;p)o/Ho-
Here z,, is defined to be equal to z¢,, and z for the renormalized case and the background
case, respectively.

The relation between log;y (dr,)rem and the observed redshift z,s is shown in Fig. 3 for
the cases of z,ps < 1, in a comparison with the background counterpart (log,, dr). The
absolute magnitude M of an object is defined in terms of an apparent magnitude m and the
luminosity distance ((dr,)rem) as

m — M =5 logy, [(dL)rem/lopc]’ (51)

which is applicable to the observational redshft-magnitude relation for SNIa[3].
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Fig. 3: Luminosity distances. Solid and dotted curves show (dr),em and dp, respectively.
relative to the observed redshift z,,s, where z,s is equal to z.¢,, and z, respectively.
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5.3.  Angular diameter distance

The angular diameter distance d4 is related to dy, as[17, 18]
da=(1+ Z)_2 dr,. (52)

On the other hand, the angular diameter distance (dA)yem is related to (dr)rem in the
line-element (30) as

(dA)rem = (1 + Zrem)_2 (dL)rema (53)

where z,¢p, is related to z by Eq.(49). So, the difference of (Hg;n)o(da)rem and Hody is very
small, for equal z,s, similarly to that of the luminosity distance.

6. Concluding remarks

It was shown that there are two kinds of renormalized Hubble parameters : the dynamical
parameter (Hgy,) and the kinematic parameter (Hy;y,). As for their present values, the ratio
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is
Hy : (Hayn)o @ (Hgin)o = 1 : 1.061 : 1.079, (54)

so that (Hgy,)o and (Hpip)o are larger than the background constant Hy by the factors
6 ~ 8%, respectively.

The roles of Hgy, and Hy;, are for dynamical motions (including phenomena treated
in the second paper[10]) and the optical phenomena (which were treated in the present
paper), respectively. In the latter, we found that Hodr(zops) and (Hgin)o(dL)rem(Zobs) are
almost equal, so that dr(zeps) and (dr)rem(zops) are different by the factor (Hyg,/Hp). This
situation is quite same also in that of the angular diameter distances d4 and (da)rem in
Egs.(52) and (53).

In the determination of the Hubble constant due to the gravitational-wave
measurements[19] also, we have the kinematic constant (Hg;,)o in the same way as the
optical observation.

A. Average second-order perturbations

The arbitrary potential function is given the following expression

F(x) = /dk a(k) ek, (A1)

where a(k) is a random variable and the average of F' expressed as (F') vanishes, and the
average of their products is given by

(a(k)a(K')) = (2m) " 2Pp(k)d(k + K). (A2)

Here we have

(01p/p) =0 (A3)
for the first-order density perturbation. For the second-order perturbations, we have
/ / dkdk' (ov(k)a (k') kk' e’ K TK)x

(Ad)
(FAF) / / dkdkK' (a(k)a(K')) k2 kx|

so that we obtain

(FiFs) = ~(PAF) = () [ dic2Pe(10), (49)
where we corrected some careless misprints in [I].
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Similarly, we have

(FijFij) / / dkdk' (o(k)a (k') (kk')2etktk)x

(A6)
//dkdk, k/)>k2(k/)2 i(k+k')x 7

so that we obtain
(PiiFij) = (AFP) = (20)°2 [ di K4Pr(K), (A7)

The second-order density perturbations are expressed by Eq.(23) of [I] using F'(k), and so
average second-order density perturbations are shown as follows:

(§p/p) = 1;73213,(%)—2[— g / dkk*Pp (k) + P / dkk47>F(k)]. (A8)

Here F' is related to the curvature fluctuation R by F =2 R, and so we have the relation
Pr(k) = 4 Pr(k), (A9)
where P is expressed using the power spectrum[17, 18] as
Pr =21 Pro k™3 (k/keg)" T2(k/keq) (A10)

and Pro = 2.2 x 1072 according to the result of Planck measurements.[1, 2] The transfer
function Ti(x) is expressed as a function of x = k/kq, where

keq (= aegHeq) = 219 () Hy = 32.4 H. (A11)

Here Hy (= 100h) is the present background Hubble constant, (aeq, Heq) is (a, H) at the
epoch of equal energy density, and (27, h) = (0.22,0.673) (given in Eq. (3)).
Moreover, we assume 1 = 1 here and in the following. Then we obtain for arbitrary a

an 1 —Y(a)] 5
(§0/7) = - 324 Pro o Tat 0 [— > 324774+ Z(a)B], (A12)

where p = p+ A, and A and B are expressed as

A= / " e T?(x), B= / e 2P T2(x) (A13)

min

using the transfer function Ty(x) for the interval (2,42, Tmin ). Here we have

P, Z(a) = (Hp)? P. (A14)

These functions are reduced to

Y (@) = a2 (Qur + Q00" 20(a), Z(a) = Z2—all - ()] (A15)
M
where
I(a) = / db [ /(Qar + Qa2 (A16)
0

For T,, we assume the simplest transfer function (BBKS) for cold matter, adiabatic

12/16



fluctuations, given by[16]

T(z) = In(1 4+ 0.171x)
s 0.171z

For Za, and pin, we take Tpq, = 5.7 and x,;, = 0.01, which were used in [I]. This value

[1+0.284x + (1.182)% + (0.3992)° + (0.490x)%] /4. (A17)

of x4z corresponds to the lower limit of linear scales of super-horizon perturbations at the
matter-dominant stage.[11]
Then we obtain

A=222 B =20.95 (A18)
Y (1) and Z(1) are shown in Egs. (21) and (22) for the background parameter (3), and

<<23 p/p) = 0.121, (A19)
at the present epoch (a = 1), where p = p+ A.
B. Derivation of the deceleration parameter qg;,
The background deceleration parameter q is defined by
q = —ia/(a)’. (B1)
The corresponding parameter qg;, is expressed as
Grin = —lirem@rem /(Grem)”, (B2)

where e, is given using a and (l;;) in Eq.(14). Diffenretiaying a,ep,, we obtain

1 1
drem = d(l + —<l”>> + —a(lu‘>',
f13 61 1 (B3)
Arem = CL<1 + 6<l”>> + a§<lu> + 6a<l”>
Using them, we obtain the Hubble parameter Hy;y, (= Grem/arem) in Eq. (15), and
1 11+¢
in =0~ —5 i) — 5 —— i) B4
Ghin = 0 — () = 5722l (B4)
Here we have the expression of (I;;)" in Eq.(17) with dZ(a)/da.
Now we neglect the small terms with A, i.e.
{lis) = ¢[Z(a))%, (B5)
and
o Z(a)Y(a)a
() = 2CQM + Qpa3’ (B6)
where
¢ =271 x 32.4%Pro B = 0.01523 x 20.95 = 0.319. (B7)
First, differetiating Eq.(B5), we get
(i)™ = 2¢(Qr + Qa®) ' Z(a)Y (a)
A Y Qpa? (B8)
" {d+ (a)Q[d (a)/da n dY (a)/da _ 3Qaa 3}}
Z(a) Y(a) Qurr + Qpa
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Using Eqs.(18), (A14) and (A15), we can derive
_1 3 3
_dY(a)/da = 5{ [1 + 59/ (Q + Dna )}Y 1}.
From Eqs.(B8) and (B9), we obtain

aH? 5 3Qpa3 aY?
VST LA S P FU VA PR i |
{his) CQM—|—QACL3 Q+2+QM+QACL3 + +QM+QACL3
Using Egs.(B4) and (B10), we obtain
1 3 3 2
=Ca [< 1 sQpa ) aY
P L R P S 8 G 7]
L N I R A O RN Loy

On the other hand, the background model gives

1
q= <§QM - QAG3)/(QM + Qpa?),

where the present value is ¢y = —0.67.
The present value of q;,, is

(arin)o — a0 = —5¢ (-3 Z()Y (1) + Z(1) + ¥ (1)7],

(B13)

Using the values of Y(1) and Z(1) in Egs.(21) and (22) for the background model

parameters, we obtain
(qkin)o = —0.670 + 0.011 = —0.659.

C. Derivation of (dr)rem
Using the background equations for a light path, we obtain

arem(tO) "= /t 0 di arem(to)/arem(t)

da

1
= / CL—I—IO (QMCL_3 + QA)_1/2[1 -+ Zrem(a)],

where zyem(a) is expressed using Eq.(14) as
1
L+ 2rem(@) = (L4 2) {1+ 2o — ()] |
and 1+ z = 1/a(t). Using (Hypn)o and Eq.(40), therefore, (dr,)rem is expressed as

(Hkin)o
0

(szn)O (dL)rem =

(1 + zrem) X 2W(a),

where )
L g et 02 (1 e —
W)= [ S@ura™ 00 [14 5(labo - )]
Using Eq.(13), moreover, we can express W (a) as
1 Lda _3 —1/2 1 2 2
W) =1 [ SG@ua +a0) {1+ ¢ (207 - 261},

Here we have the relation for z as
1
z (: 1/a - 1) = Zrem — EC [2(1)2 - Z(a)Q]'
For z <« 1, we get
B 1 Z(a) B 1 9
2= Zyem — 3 ¢ [Z(a) ” ]a:1 (1 —a)=zpem |1— 5( Z(l)Y(l)] + 0(29),
where we used the relation dZ(a)/da = Y (a)/(Q + Qaa®).
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On the other hand, we have a relation

(Hk’zn)O 1
=14+=-CZ(1)Y(1 C8
o 14 50 2V (), (s)
neglecting small terms with A. So we obtain finally
(szn)O (dL)rem = Zrem(l + Zrem) q)(zrem) W((I), (09)

where W (a) is given by Eq.(C5), a=1/(1+ z), and z is related to ze;, by Eq.(C6). The
auxiliary function ®(z,en,) is expressed as

Beren) (= LE0Z) 14 L2V (1) - £AZOY - 2P e (C10
For zyer, < 1, W and ® are expanded as
(L+ Zrem) W =14 [1 - ZQM _ %CZ(l)Y(l)] rem 4 o (C11)
and
o = 14 ég %(1 —300)Z(Y (1) + V(1) + ;QMZ(D?} rem e (C12)

D. Renormalized model parameters for other background model parameters

Let us show the renormalized model parameters for other background model parameters

such as
Hy=673kms 'Mpc™!, Qx=1—-Qu, and Qu > 0.22. (D1)
In these cases, we have
keg (= aeqHeq) = 219 (Qrh) = 147.4 Qyy, (D2)
From Egs. (20) , (25), (27) and (A12), we obtain
27
(Hyin)o/Ho =1+~ (keq)* Pro Y(1)Z(1)B, (D3)
27
(Hayn)o/Ho =1+~ (keg)* Pro 1 - Y (1)]Z(1)B, (D4)
(QA)rem - QA [HO/(den)0]27 (D5)

where we neglected small terms with A. Here Y (a) and Z(a) depend on j; and 4, while
B does not depend on them, but on x,,4, and Z.y.

For (Qr,Q4) = (0.24,0.76), we have

keq =354, Y(1)=0557, Z(1)=1.232, (D6)
so that
(Hyin)o/Ho = 1+ 0.1043 (B,/20.95), D7)
(Hayn)o/Ho = 1+ 0.0827 (B/20.95).
Then we obtain
(Hgin)o = 74.3, (Hayn)o = 72.8, (Q)rem = 0.65 (D8)
for B =20.95 (with Zy,4, = 5.7). From Egs.(B12) and (B13), moreover, we have
[90, (qrin)o] = (—0.640, —0.638). (DY)
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For (Qr, ) = (0.28,0.72), we have

keg = 41.3,  Y(1) =0.540, Z(1) = 1.095,

so that

(Hyin)o/Ho = 1+ 0.166 (B/20.95),
(den)O/HO = 1+0.141 (B/2095)

Then we obtain

(Hiin)o = 715, (Hayn)o = 70.8, (QA)rem = 0.65

for B=17.8 (with 2,4, = 3.77). Moreover, we have

(90, (qrin)o] = (—0.580, —0.568).
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