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First the second-order perturbations of nonzero-A cosmological models are derived explicitly with
an arbitrary potential function of spatial coordinates, using the nonlinear version of Lifshitz’s method
in the synchronous gauge. Their expression is the generalization (to the nonzero-A case) of second-
order perturbations in the Einstein-de Sitter model which were derived previously by the present
author. Next the second-order temperature anisotropies of Cosmic Microwave Background radia-
tion are derived using the gauge-invariant formula which was given by Mollerach and Matarrese.
Moreover the corresponding perturbations in the Poisson gauge are derived using the second-order
gauge transformations formulated by Bruni et al. In the second-order it is found in spite of gauges
that tensor (gravitational-wave) perturbations and vector (shear) perturbations without vorticity
are induced from the first-order scalar perturbations. These results will be useful to analyze the
nonlinear effect of local inhomogeneities on Cosmic Microwave Background anisotropies.

PACS numbers: 98.80.-k, 98.70.Vc, 04.25.Nx

I. INTRODUCTION

The anisotropies of the Cosmic Microwave Background radiation (CMB) gives us an important information of
the structure of our universe. So far the relation of CMB anisotropies to inhomogeneities along light paths has
been analyzed using the linear theory of gravitational instability. Recently the measurements of the anisotropies
has however become more and more precise, so that we can catch some information related to nonlinear effect
of inhomogeneities such as in the form of non-gaussianity [1].

The general-relativistic second-order nonlinear theory of gravitational instability was studied previously by
the present author [2, 3|, in connection with structure formation, by extending Lifshitz’s linear theory[4] to
the second-order smallness. They were restricted to the vanishing A model (Einstein-de Sitter model) and
the treatment in the synchronous gauge. Recently the nonlinear gauge transformations and the condition of
second-order gauge-invariantness have been studied by Bruni et al.[5] and the second-order tranformation from
the synchronous gauge to the Poisson gauge has been performed by Matarrese et al.[6], and the second-order
temperature anisotropy of CMB radiation has been derived by Mollerach and Matarrese [7]. The second-order
theory has, moreover, been extended to useful cases [8, 9, 10, 11] of nonzero-A and non-vanishing pressure, to
analyze non-gaussianity in the CMB anisotropies.

In this paper we will derive the second-order perturbations corresponding to the first-order scalar pertur-
bations, in the nonzero-A and pressureless case using the synchronous gauge, in which the perturbations are
expressed explicitly with an arbitrary potential function (F) of spatial coordinates, similarly to our previous
work [2].

Next we represent the second-order CMB anisotropies (52 T/7T") using the derived metric perturbations in
the synchronous gauge. The CMB anisotropies, which was derived by Mollerach and Matarrese[7] in arbitrary
gauges, are gauge-invariant, so that our expressions will be useful in the same way as those in the other gauges.

Lastly we derive the second-order perturbations in the Poisson gauge from those in the synchronous gauge,
using the nonlinear gauge transformation exploited by Bruni et al.[5] and Matarrese et al.[6] The latter gauge
may be familiar and comprehensive, because the line-element in the Poisson gauge is similar to that in the
Newtonian and Post-Newtonian approximation [12].

It is found that, in the second-order, tensor (gravitational-wave) perturbations and vector (shear) perturba-
tions without vorticity are induced from the first-order scalar perturbations.

In Appendix A the derivation of basic equations in the extended version of Lifshitz theory is reviewed.
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II. SECOND-ORDER PERTURBATIONS IN THE SYNCHRONOUS GAUGE

First our background universe is assumed to be described by isotropic and homogeneous pressureless cosmo-
logical models which are spatially flat, and their spacetimes are expressed by the line-element

ds* = g datdz” = a*(n)[—dn® + 6;;dz'da’], (2.1)

where the Greek and Latin letters denote 0,1,2,3 and 1, 2,3, respectively, contrary to the notation in the
previous paper [2], and §;;(= &5 = 6*/) are the Kronecker delta. The conformal time n(= z°) is related to the
cosmic time ¢ by dt = a(n)dn.

In the comoving coordinates, the velocity vector and the energy-momentum tensor of the pressureless matter
are expressed as

u’ =1/a, u' =0 (2.2)
and

where p is the matter density. From the Einstein equations, the equations for p and the scale factor a are
obtained :

pa® = 3(d'/a)* — Ad?, (2.4)
and

pa‘3 = Po; (25)

where a prime denotes 9/97n, A is the cosmological constant, and pg is an integration constant.

Next we consider first-order perturbations of the scalar type. The perturbations of metric, matter density
and velocity are represented by §1 g, (= hpw), 61 p, and §; ut.

When we adopt the synchronous coordinates, the metric perturbations satisfy the condition

hoo =0 and hOi =0. (26)

The scalar-type solutions of the perturbed Einstein equations are classified into the growing case and the
decaying case, and the remaining components are expressed in both cases as follows:

(1) the growing case

Bo= 55F+P(nmy,
du’ = 0, 5ui=0,
1

1 /a
5o/p = W(EP —I)AF, (2.7)

where F is an arbitrary function of spatial coordinates ', 2 and 2®, A = V2, h! = g/'h;; and P(n) satisfies

2 /
Pr+2p _1=o. (2.8)
a

Its solution is expressed as

n n

P [Caa ) [ drar), (2.9
0 0

The three-dimensional covariant derivatives |i are defined in the space with metric di? = §;;dz'dz? and their

suffices are raised and lowered using d;;, so that their derivatives are equal to partial derivatives, i.e. Flllj = Fj,

where F; = 0F/dz".



(2) the decaying case

hl = P(n)F;,
(1$u0 =0, 5ul =0,
a /a
= —L_P'AF, 2.10
aplp el (2.10)
where P(n) satisfies
2 /
Pr+2p = (2.11)
a

and the solution is
P= / dn'a=2(n). (2.12)
0

These first-order density perturbations are consistent with the gauge-invariant variable e, (defined by
Bardeen[14]), which is described by the equation

1
" a / 1 2

m m = = m 0 2.13

€m + —€ 2pa € ( )

in the pressureless case without anisotropic stresses and entropy perturbations. In fact §1 p/p in Eqgs.(2.7) and
(2.10) satisfy Eq. (2.13) for P in Egs.(2.9) and (2.12). In both cases, the potential function F' is determined by
the last equation of Eq.(2.7) or Eq.(2.10) which is regarded as the cosmological Poisson equation, if the spatial
distributions of §; p/p are given at a specified epoch.

Now let us derive the second-order perturbations 62 g, (= £,..), d2 p, and §2 v, where the total perturbations
are

59;“/ = h,uu"'g,ulu
out = 5u“+5u“

op/p = 5p/p+6p/p (2.14)
Here from the synchronous gauge condition, we have
KOO =0 and fOi =0. (215)

Then, by solving the equations (A16) and (A17) for ¢;; which are derived from the perturbed Einstein equations
in Appendix A, we obtain the following expressions of §2 g, (= ¢,,,) and using Egs. (A17) and (A18) we obtain
d2 p and §o ut.

(1) the growing case
The metric perturbations reduce to

¢ = P(n)L] + P*(n)M] + Q)N + 7, (2.16)
where N‘lij = §I'Ny;; = N;; and Q(n) satisfies

o+ 2y -y (217)

and the solution is expressed as

= [ ) / @) [PU") 2P ")?). (218)

In the case A = 0, we have P — (5/2)(P’)* = 0 because of a o< 7* and P = 7°/10, so that Q vanishes. The
functions L? and M are defined by
1

) 1
Lg = 3 [_3F,iF;j —2F - F; + i(sijF,lF,l}a



S
M = —{19FuF ;i —12FAF - 38,5 [FuFu — (AF)?] | (2.19)
a3 L ! kLS
and N is defined by
1 2
AN = 23 [(AF) - F,le,kl}- (2.20)

The velocity and density perturbations are found to be

su’=0, su'=0 (2.21)
2 2
and
splp = — {1(1 VPN BE L, + SFAF) + 2 P{(AF)? + FyFl
9 prp = 2pa2 12 a BRaN 5 Kl Lkl
1 ne 24, 2 la / 2
+ ;[P = 2 QUAF) - FuFu] - == PPUFuF . +3(AF)? . (2:22)
The last term C! satisfies the wave equation
.3 1 5 .
ocd = = 20 + 2 P—- (P Y )
¢ = S (P/a)’G] + =[P 2(P)?] G, (2.23)
where the operator O is defined by
y _ 2a’
06 = " b = —a”2(0%/00* + —-0/0n — A) (2.24)

for an arbitrary function ¢ by use of the four-dimensional covariant derivative ;, and Gf and éf are expressed
as

Q
I

1
A(F i jAF = FuF j) + (FigFr — FapF 1)k — §5ijA[(AF)2 — FriFpal,

Q
I

1
= F AF —FaFj — Z5ij[(AF)2 = EpF ] — TN ;. (2.25)
These functions satisfy the traceless and transverse relations

Gi=0, G =0,
Gi=0, G =0, (2.26)

so that Cij also satifies

C/=0, Cl,=0. (2.27)
This means that C’Z-j represents the second-order gravitational radiation emitted by first-order density pertur-
bations. The solution of the above inhomogeneous wave equation (Eq.(2.23)) can be represented in an explicit

form using the retarded Green function for the operator O [2, 16, 17].

(2) the decaying case
The metric perturbations are

1 1 .
6 = ZPQ(H){QF,uF,ﬂ —AF - Fyj+ 205 [(AF)? - EklEkl]} +7, (2.28)
where P(n) in this case is given by Eq.(2.12). The last term Cf is described by the wave equation
4 1 ,
0C! = —2(Pla)*C, (2.29)

where G7 satisfies Eq.(2.25).



The velocity and density perturbations are
su’ =0, §u' =0 (2.30)
2 2
and

1
8pa?

a/
gp/p= P’{P’[(AF)2 = FuFu] - —P[(AF)’ +3F,le,kz]}- (2.31)
Here §2 p/p is the matter density perturbations observed by comoving observers and Cij represents the gravita-
tional radiation emitted by the first-order density perturbations.
By the way we consider the rotational velocity w® and the corresponding scalar quantity w defined by

[0}

w* = no‘ﬁ“"wguw, and wE(wo‘wQ)l/Q. (2.32)

N =

In the above perturbations, it is clear that w® vanishes, because §; u* = §2 u* = 0, and so w also vanishes.

Next, for a later use we here express our solutions (in the growing case) using the notation which was employed
by Matarrese, Mollerach and Bruni [6, 7] for the gauge-invariant treatment of second-order perturbations. In
their notation our perturbations are expressed in the following form:

—a? ()1 + 20" + y@),

goo = |
goi = a*(n) {Zi(l) + 521'(2):|5
1
gij = az(n){[l — 20 — 95, + ngl-) + QXEJQ-)}a (2.33)
and
T T r)T
X =xGT X r=1,2), (2.34)
where || and T denote the scalar and tensor perturbations, respectively, and
1
Dij = 81(3] — §5UA (235)
The velocity and density perturbations are
1 1
ut = - [55 + v‘é‘l) + gvé)} (2.36)
and
1
p=poy+6Mp+ 56<2>p. (2.37)
For our perturbations in the synchronous gauge, we have
P =@ = = =g (2.38)
and the other components are expressed by use of our notation as
1 1
oV = —h/6 = —5(F + 3 PAF),
i . ,
¢p? = —1/3= —3(PLi+ P2M} + QAN),
o1 1
XD = Dy @I = pf — gggh — p(Eij _ g(gijAF) or YWl = pF,
T
Xy =0,
1 o1 ; ; 1
x| =t = 50le= PL] + P’M] + QN — 36;;(PL + P*M{ + QAN),
L @1 j
§Xiju = C:j]a
Yy T ) :10=
5'p = 6p, =6Pp=gp, (2.39)
1 2 2

where h = h¥ and ¢ = ¢¥. Tt is interesting that Xz('?)”

(shear) perturbations (without vorticity [14]), because it does not reduce to the form of D;;x in general.

includes not only scalar perturbations, but also vector



IIT. CMB ANISOTROPIES DUE TO FIRST-ORDER AND SECOND-ORDER PERTURBATIONS

In the unperturbed model universe, the observed temperature (7p) of the CMB radiation is related to the
emitted temperature (T¢) at the decoupling epoch (z.) by T, = Te/(1 + z.), and represented also as

T, = (Wo/we)Te (31)

using the observed and emitted frequencies w, and we(= (1 + ze)w,).
In the perturbed universe, these temperatures depend on the motions of matter and observers and on light
paths passing through the inhomogeneous matter, and are expressed as

To(%o,€) = (wo/we)Te(p, d) (3.2)

with w = —g,,u”k”, where u* is the observer’s and emitter’s velocities, k"(= dz”/d\) is the wave vector of
photons with affine parameter \, (x,,€e) and (p,d) are (the position vectors and directional unit vectors) of the
observer and emitter, respectively.

The wave vector k* satisfies the perturbed null geodesic equation and its solutions to the second-order are
expressed as

_gn i i
k= kELO) + k(#l) + k(i),
ot =z + Ty T, (3.3)

where z# represents the light path and (r) denotes the r-order smallness.
The temperature at the decoupling epoch is expressed as

To(p,d) = TLOL + (p,d)] (3.4)

and the frequencies to the second-order are

w=wO1 +o® + 53 (3.5)
Then we have
T,(%0,€) = T{O[1 + OT/T +§T/T), (3.6)
where
§T/T = &M —o® + 7,
(:ST/T = o® —0® 4+ (@M)?2 - oMo + @M — oM + pWiar/oat + dVidr/dd. (3.7)

The procedure for solving null geodesic equations in perturbed universe models was shown by Pyne and Carroll,
in which the background null rays are given by z(9# = (X, (A, — A)e?) and k(O# = (1, —¢?), and the baoundary
conditions at the origin are (W (\,) = 2(#()\,) = 0 and ki ()\,) = k?()\,) = 0. The expressions for §; T/T
and §o T/T were derived by Mollerach and Matarrese [7] in general gauges using Pyne and Carroll’s procedure
[13]. Their expressions are found to be gauge-invariant, and so the values can be calculated in a specified gauge
without loss of any generality. Here we describe them using our solutions in the synchronous gauge, under the
condition that the observers and emitters are comoving, i.e. vf(,r) = Uér) =0.

The following temperature perturbations are derived in the synchronous gauge from equations (2.20) - (2.28)
in Mollerach and Matarrese’s paper [7]. First we have the first-order perturbations:

(15T/T=T—Il()\e), (3.8)

where

L(\) = /: AAAD' (), (3.9)

AW Z g0 L Wi

27 ’



and e’ denotes a component of the directional unit vector e. The first-order wave vectors are

1 .
k(l)o(/\) — _05((,1) + 5)((()1)“61'% + I (N (3.11)
and
EVI) = 20N’ — x(We; — 2¢Me’ + xDie; — IH(N), (3.12)
where
Ii(\) = / dAAAMI(X) (3.13)
A

o

and |i = 0"0; and e; = J;je’.
The first-order light paths are

200 = (A=) {_%1) + %Xgl)ijeiej

4 /k A — AN (), (3.14)
A

o

2N = (A= Xo)[20e — x(Die]
A

- / dA2eMet — Ve, 4 (A= X)ADN(R)]. (3.15)
>\o
The second-order wave vectors satisfy the following relation
EDC — kP = I(\e), (3.16)
where
A -1l / (1)/ . . . / / " . (1)/
L)) = / dAbA(Q) x5, € (kD + ') 4 2510 AMT 4 2617 AM) 4 g (MOAMT 4 (1 AY } (3.17)
Ao
and
1 i
A =@ _ 5)(1(-32-)6 e’. (3.18)

The second-order temperature perturbations are
1 3
STIT = ~B(A) + H L) — 7~ ) + Sx e
2
+ azgl)oAél)l + (@7 4 g MOe)7 4 %d(l)i, (3.19)
where
dVt = ¢t — (e — k(l)i)/|ei — k(l)i|. (3.20)

Moreover, if we substitute our metric perturbations into the above equations, we obtain

A

1 © ;g
ST/T =1+ 3 / dA\P'(n)F ;je'e’ (3.21)
1

Ao

for the first-order perturbation. Since dP/d\ = P’ and dF/d)\ = —F ;e%, Eq.(3.21) can be expressed as
5T/T =01+ 06, (3.22)
1

with

01 = 7— Z[(P'Fi)e — (P'F)o)e,

N~



L[ :
0, = 5/ d\P" (n)F ;e". (3.23)
Ao

The latter term O represents the first-order Sachs-Wolfe effect.
Next, we notice that Eqs.(3.11), (3.12), (3.14) and (3.15) lead to

kWO 4 gWig, = — AW
A
M0 4 Wi, — —/ AW (3.24)
Ao
and we have
Ae 1’ 1 2
[ R = 30 (3.25)
>\o
Then we obtain from Eq.(3.17)
)\e
B() = SIHOP = O = 2)ADAD + 40" [T A 1 (3, - 240
Ao
(1) LA L A0 A 40" [ a0 (s
— ADT ) + dA{EA +AWAD _ 4 XA ()\)}, (3.26)
)\o >\o

and therefore from Eq.(3.19)

)\e
§T/T = Il(Ae)[%Il()\e)—T} —[Ag1>’+m-ei]/ dAAM
2

Ao
Ae A
N / dA{lA@)'JFAu)A(l)’ _A<1>”/ dXA“)(X)} L 07 g (3.27)
AD 2 AD 8dl
where (1, z%) = (A, A\, — \) in the integrands and
1 e o
Il()\e) - _—/ dAP’EijeleJ,
2 Jx,
1 -
AD = —5PEe'e,
1. . o
A? = _§[PL5 + P2M + QN ;j + Cl)eled. (3.28)

In Eq.(3.27) the terms with path integrations represent the second-order nonlinear Integral Sachs-Wolfe effect,
which brings the observational coupling of two linearly independent inhomogeneities with different wavelengths.
As can be seen from Eq.(3.28), the induced gravitational radiation contributes to the CMB anisotropies.

IV. PERTURBATIONS IN THE POISSON GAUGE

In this section we derive the perturbations in the Poisson gauge which is defined by the condition

N — 0 and 7V = 0. (4.1)

(r
2 ij -

For this purpose, we use a gauge transformation from the perturbations in the synchronous gauge to those in
Poisson gauge. The first-order gauge transformation has fully been studied by many authors (Bardeen [14],
Kodama and Sasaki [15]). The second-order gauge transformation has more recently been derived by Bruni et
al.[5] and the transformations of an arbitrary perturbed tensor 7 = Ty + oTM 4+ %57'(2) are expressed in terms
of generators (1) and §(o) as

0T = 6T + Le ) To,
0T = 6T 4 2Le, 6T + L3 To + Lew, To, (4.2)



where £ denotes the Lie derivative and the components of the generators are expressed as
&0y = ) (4.3)
and
&y = BN 4 d0) (4.4)

with ™ ; = 0.
This gauge transformation has been applied by Matarrese et al. to derive the second-order perturbations of
the Einstein-de Sitter model in the Poisson gauge from those in the synchronous gauge. Here in the similar

manner we will apply the transformation to our perturbations derived in §2.

A. First-order transformation

For the transformation of our metric perturbations from the synchronous gauge (S) to the Poisson gauge (P),
we have

VIO RN

W _
o) = g,

/
) =

O CORR S EO RN Y
P S 3 B aOé y

1280 =,
at = o. (4.5)

Using Eq.(2.39) for (bgl) and Xgl)l\, we obtain from the above equations

ol = —lP’F,
2
B = _lpF
2 )
1 1 1 a’
R O
20 = 0. (4.6)

The density and velocity perturbations satisfy the following relations:

o
210 = 5D+ Lol
(1)o a’ y
o0 — _Eo‘(l)_o‘/(l)’
oD gl _ g/ (4.7)
so that
m,, _ 1 (a—IP’—1>AF Ld b
6pP /p 2pa2 a + 2a ’
o = (L)
P 12a a ’
o = 5P Fi (4.8)

B. Second-order transformation

Similarly we use the transformations expressed as

2 2 1
59;(W)P = 5gfw)s + 2£E(1)5Q,SU)S + 552(1)9;(1(1)1) + Lé(z)g;(g)’
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6P§§) = 5p( (‘Cﬁ(z) +££(1)) 0) +2‘Cf(1)6ps s
(5ufb2)P = Sull U s+ (Lep + Efu)) o 2L¢ ) 5u(1)5 (4.9)

More explicit expressions for these relations are given in Eqgs. (5.8) - (5.14) of Matarrese et al.’s paper [6]. By
analyzing these latter equations, we obtain the following generators

5 1 50 100
2 — p(2 -2 Y prplt / /
a P(58®0+2F)+3PP6 o (PP Q)\IIO,
5@ = (—9 +F2)+(P) ( o +8F2)+P2(——\I/0+8E1Fl)+ 2 QWo,
2 _ [_200 o 4 L2
AdP = [ 200+ S (FED, F.,ZAFH + 5P, (4.10)
where
vy = — ——[FuF i — (AF)
0 = 200 k?f Skl — )
AOy = Uy — —FF 411
0 0~ 1ogt e (4.11)

It is found from Eq.(4.10) that vector perturbations without vorticity[14] appear also in this gauge. The resulting
metric perturbations are expressed as

1 / " I\ 2 1 /
@ —{4 _ 73P’ n [—a— + 5(@_) }(P’)Q}FQ n —P(l _ a—P’)F_lEl
a a 4 a ’

4
O S [ (e (- 2)
- Lo+ La)]w 12

1 ! 2 1
o - (S [ (€] (- L)

4
00d /. d 100a' /. 1.\ 507 1, .,
- g (=gP)e (T (PP -5Q) — TP+ 3@ jve (4.13)
2
(Az)p *P'(1+P">[—$‘I’01 2(F.,1F,l),z'—EiAF], (4.14)
and
1

where we used Eq.(2.8) in the derivation of the above equations, and || and T denote the scalar perturbation
and the transverse and traceless part representing induced gravitational radiation, respectively. In the limit of
A = 0, these generators and solutions reduce to Eqgs.(6.6), (6.7) and (6.8) in the Matarrese et al.’s paper [6],
which were shown for the Einstein-de Sitter model.

The density and velocity perturbations are

e = (1o W g BI(E) 1
=3 ) p 4 2 2% PP (- LR f(pat) FiE
+ p—iz{ - %P’[(%ﬁ —5(5/) )P’+3ﬂ +4(1— %P’)}FAF
+ p_i?{ﬂZQ [(AF)? —EklEkl]—%P(%P'—l)EZAEl
- %Q—PP/[ (AF)* +4F ja F ] + %P[(AF)2 + FF ]
1

+ (PP = FuFul}, (4.16)
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/ / /
(vfa)p = ;? 1 ;/3%13’ + 2(?)2(13/5} Qo+ 12—010 [(P’zj +r(1-2p)
+ (@ @) wor g TP (T - 2T P PP
+ ﬂ(P’)Q -P(1- %/P’)]F,IEZ. (4.17)
(vfp))p = _déQ)P/ - 53_0PI(1 + P”)Go;i + % (PP/ - %Q') Yo,
- %PP/F,lF,li - %P’ (5 - 3%P’)FF,Z-. (4.18)

In the limit of A = 0, these relations also are consistent with Egs. (6.10), (6.11) and (6.12) in Matarrese et al.’s
paper [6], except for a few terms which may include some misprints with respect to (6(2) p)p and (022)) P
Now we consider the second-order rotational velocity in the Poisson gauge. The rotational velocity vector

(wg(r)) and the corresponding scalar quantity (wg)) in the Poisson gauge are related to those (S) in the

synchronous gauge by Eq.(4.2) as 67 ") = wg(r),wg) and 67(") = wg(r),wg), respectively, for r = 1,2. Here we
have 7° = 0 and 67 (") = 0 for r = 1,2, as was shown in §2. It is found therefore from these relations that wf_f,(r)

and wg) vanish. That is, no rotational perturbations are induced also in the Poisson gauge. However vector

(shear) perturbations without vorticity appear in the form of Ad;z).

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have studied the second-order perturbations in spatially flat, pressureless cosmological models with
nonzero cosmological constant, and could describe them explicitly using an arbitrary potential function F
of spatial coordinates. It seems however to be difficult to derive similar results in the other cases with finite
pressures.

It is found in the second-order that tensor (gravitational-wave) perturbations and vector (shear) perturbations
without vorticity are induced from the first-order scalar perturbations.

Next we have derived the second-order temperature anisotropies of CMB in terms of these perturbations.
They will be useful to analyze the nonlinear influence of local inhomogeneities (at later stages) upon observed
CMB anisotropies. Since nonlinearity brings the coupling of two linearly independent inhomogeneities with
different wavelengths, it may appear as a small directional asymmetry and some deviations from the results
which are expected in the standard linear theory.
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APPENDIX A: SECOND-ORDER PERTURBED RICCI TENSORS AND EINSTEIN EQUATIONS

We show here the expressions for perturbations of Ricci tensors to derive the perturbed Einstein equations.
For the metric perturbations 6g,, = hu, + £, the contravariant metric perturbations dg#” are derived from
the condition (g, + 0g.,)(g"7 + 09"7) = 6}, as

6g"” = —h" + (R — ). (A1)
The perturbed Christoffel symbols are

?Fﬁv = iy + 5, = huy ™),

N =N =

. 1 ;
grﬁ'y = (éﬁw + 55;1/ - év’y’u) o Ehi(hﬁ;'y + h?;;v o h”'yy)\)’ (42)
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where a semicolon denotes the four-dimensional covariant derivative in the unperturbed universe. From Egs.
(A1) and (A2), we can derive the perturbed curvature tensors and Ricci tensors:

6 Rl = (o + R — s = L — Bl s,
5RV’Y = ?Rﬁw = %(h + 1o = huyly = By,
6Ru)\'y = %(W L e o e N A 2 X
- %hg(ha x Hh5n = hoyiS = Ay = By + i)
GOy — B o) (S + RS, — hun®)
~ (- oo b s+ 15 = ™)
gRV’y = gRﬁW = (65 B évvéz —luy)
_ ;h#(hg‘w B2 = o = B)
GO = B o) + iy — )
B i(Zhg;u B h%a>(h3w + h?;;y - hu'v;a)- (A3)
Using the relation
Ry + 3 By + 0 Ry = (9" +8¢"7)(Ruy + 8 By + 8 Rury), (Ad)

we obtain the mixed components of the perturbed Ricci tensors:
1) Rllj - g”v 1) Ruy - hﬂW’RV’W
1 1
SR = g" § Ry — h*7 § Ry + (RARN — (PR, (A5)
2 2 1

Here let us impose the synchronous gauge conditions (2.6) and (2.15) on hy, and £,,. Then we obtain the
following expressions for second-order perturbed Ricci tensors §o RY.

. . . I . I . .
225 R) = 1 + () + 2L (03y 4+ CpsT bl (hhY
a a

. . ro / -
£ Y)Y — S0 + St + 2y
20°§R) = () — (05)" +hl () (Bl
1
- 5(]11) hk|1 (hf)/@héu = hik),
. . ) 1 .
22* g Ry = (17 )’—(éﬂ’“)#h“(hi”)’—hé“(hé“)’—§(hf)’h2‘]
1

+ 5 () @Ry = 1)+ LY — ()

/ a/ 1
2089 RY = ¢+ S0 — )" + ()] - S (b ()’

/
225 R = 2a%§(R° + RY) = ok +2(£”+3%£’)
2 2
_ 2hkhl " %hklhl/_lh/2 6_a/lhkhll A6
[ l(k)+2(l)(k) 2()"’@ 7 (h)'], (A6)

where |i means the three-dimensional covariant derivative in the constant-curvature space with metric v,
h=h¥ ¢=/% and ® is defined as follows:

ol = oV, 1 Pt ke

115 [l l |7
- hf[h,'ﬂﬁh;c‘i hﬂ‘ = hki)

i
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1 k

i1 kIl 1|k L !
- }iﬂhz ot = b = hyy = AKRY]
klj _— i mli
+ §(hl - 7k thu + hﬂ )(hé\k + h%c\i = Ymkh; | )
1 1) myd 1L
— @i~ k) (Y + " — ), (A7)

where K (= £1,0) is the three-dimensional spatial curvature. In the Appendix A, we take the spatial curvature
and the pressure p into consideration.
The first-order and second-order perturbed Einstein equations are expressed as

§RE — 1(5,‘,L(51‘€=(5T,f‘,

1 % 1 1

SR — §5ﬁ5R:5T,f‘. (A8)
2 2 2

The perturbations of the energy-momentum tensor are

ch# oy <15p+gua[ua1¢‘(cl$p+ ‘fp) + (gu“u" +u® <15U“)(p +p)]

hvauauu(p + P)v
STY = of gp+ gua[uaw‘(gp + gp) + (guW‘ +u® fu“)(fp + <15p)

2
+ (guauu + Uag““ + f“a(f““)(]? +p)]
+ i (Gp o+ ) + (U + u g o+ p)]
+ Luquut(p + p). (A9)

I+

For velocity perturbations, we obtain

1
sul =0, 5u0:—gkl5uk5ul, (A10)
1 2 2¢771 1
using the identity
(guu + hul/ + EHV)(U# + (fu'u + gu#)(ulj + (ISUU + (25’(14”) =-1 (All)

and the synchronous gauge conditions. The components of the energy-momentum tensor are, therefore,
0T =6l 4p, 6T = —alp+p)gul, 875 =—3p, (A12)

and

ng = 4} op+ (p+P)gik(15Uk(15Uj,

1 1

§T) = —ginldu"(Gp+p)) +3u" 0+ p) + =hir, §u"(p + p),

2 a1 1 1 2 a 1

0Ty = —aguw(§p+dp) —agu’(p+p),

015 = =3p = (p+plgudutsu', (A13)

If we assume the equation of state p = p(p), then we have

0p = (dp/dp)§p and §p = (dp/dp)dp+ %(dzp/dpz)((f )?, (A14)
so that
oT! = ~01(dp/dp) 4 Ty,
J T = -3 (dp/dp) § T + %53 (d”p/dp®)(8 p)*
+ (p+p)lgw v’ — 67 (dp/dp) g gullgut. (A15)
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When the first-order quantities hg, o1 u’, and §; p are known, the equations for determining the second-order
metric perturbations are derived from Eqgs.(A8) and (A15) as follows:

(Y + 2 () +®] = W) + (WY () — 5H (B
2a’ P
+ () + 20 (0 + p)gi Sl s, (i # ), (A16)

. 2a’ . 2
@y + 2y -0 - 200 s dpjap) + @) - Lof(1 + dp/dp)

=haww+mbmw—5hm>+;wuwy
3 1 2a’
Z(héc)/(hf’c)/ + Z(h/)Q — Thgc(hf)/
+ 2a*(p + p) |gir 0 u' — (dp/dp)gri <15ul (151/“
1 2d'
- (dp/dp)[z(hf)'(hi)/ + 7hk(h§)' — (1)
+ o*(d°p/dp*)(6p)", (A17)

= hy (b)) =

where in the latter equation the index i is non-dummy but others are dummy, h = hZ, {= éﬁ, and <I>g is defined
in Eq.(A7). Egs.(A16) and (A17) consist of six equations, which corresponds to six independent components of
o,

The second-order density and velocity perturbations can be expressed in terms of metric perturbations as

_ 1 _ 0 1 _ k !
gp/p = p[ IRy + 50 R (p+p)gm<15u fu}

1 124 1 2a’ 1
= 50 [75/ - Z(hf)’(hﬁc)’ - 7h;€(h§c)/ + Z(hl)2
1
+ 5@2—2a2(p+p)gkl(1$uk(l$ul], (A18)
i 1 7
agu = p+p[5R +a5u(5p+5p)}
1 3 ik |l
= W{@') (él ) +hk(hk| )
[ 1 [ 1 i
—hﬂ%>—§w»h2+§wﬂe%w—w>
+ B = (")) 4 20 55+ 6 ) - (A19)
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