arXiv:astro-ph/0408347v2 8 Jan 2005

Junction conditions of cosmological perturbations

Kenji Tomita Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan (Dated: April 10, 2019)

The behavior of perturbations is studied in cosmological models which consist of two different homogeneous regions connected in a spherical shell boundary. The junction conditions for the metric perturbations and the displacements of the shell boundary are analyzed and the surface densities of the perturbed energy and momentum in the shell are derived, using Mukohyama’s gauge-invariant formalism and the Israel discontinuity condition. In both homogeneous regions, the perturbations of scalar, vector and tensor types are expanded using the 3-dimensional harmonic functions, but the mode coupling among them is caused in the shell by the inhomogeneity. By treating the perturbations with odd and even parities separately, it is found, however, that we can have consistent displacements and surface densities for given metric perturbations.

PACS numbers: 98.80.Cq, 98.70.Vc, 95.35.+d

I. INTRODUCTION

In the real Universe, it is known at present that there are many superclusters and void-like objects with nonlinear overdense and underdense regions which are distributed everywhere on various scales. Such objects may have complicated structures in general, but their evolution has often been studied in comparatively largescale cases, using a simplified assumption of spherical symmetry.

As general-relativistic examples of spherical treatments we have the analysis due to the Tolman-Bondi- Lemaitre inhomogeneous dust model [1, 2], a single-shell model consisting of two different homogeneous regions connected with a spherical shell [3, 4], a self-similar model being described using the self-similar solutions [5, 6], a model consisting of two homogeneous regions connected with the self-similar intermediate region [7, 8, 9], and so on.

In order to study the dynamical behavior of the large-scale superclusters and void-like objects and their influence on the CMB anisotropy, moreover, it is necessary to consider the gravitational instability of these models. The general gauge-invariant formalism for linear perturbations in spherical symmetric inhomogeneous models was derived by Gerlach and Sengupta [10, 11, 12, 13] in four-dimensional spacetimes. Recently the junction of perturbations in two homogeneous regions was treated by Mukohyama[14, 15] and Kodama et al.[16] in higher dimensional spacetimes on the basis of the Israel discontinuity condition [17]. In this paper, we study the behavior of linear perturbations in the four-dimensional cosmological models with a single shell, using Mukohyama’s formalism. Here only one of his doubly gauge-invariant variables are used, and in both homogeneous regions the perturbations are classified into scalar, vector and tensor types in three dimensional space and expanded in terms of three dimensional harmonic functions [18, 19] in order to clarify the physical image of perturbations, though he classified them in a space of the shell surface. Among them the mode coupling is caused by the inhomogeneity in the shell. By treating the perturbations with odd and even parities separately, it is found however that the consistent expressions of the shell displacement and the energy-momentum tensor in the shell can be derived for given metric perturbations in both regions.

In §II, we describe briefly the single-shell model as the background model, in which the velocity of the shell is determined through the junction condition. In §III, we show the basic equations for gauge-invariant perturbations and the junction condition based on Mukohyama’s formalism [14, 15]. In §IV, we derive the intrinsic perturbations of metric and extrinsic curvature in the shell, and show the displacements of the shell and the intrinsic energy-momentum tensor in the shell which are derived from the junction conditions, by treating the perturbations with odd-parity and even-parity separately and imposing a localization condition on the wave-number dependence of the shell displacement. §V is given to the concluding remarks. In Appendix A, the harmonic functions in a homogeneous background model are shown, which are necessary for the analysis of the description of junction conditions. In Appendices B ad C, auxiliary quantities J_{λμν} and Θ_{μν} for the perturbed gravitational field and the intrinsic energy-momentum tensor in the shell, respectively, are shown.

II. BACKGROUND MODELS AND THE JUNCTION CONDITIONS The background universe is assumed to consist of two spatially homogeneous regions connected by a spherical shell. The four-dimensional line-elements in the inner region V^− and the outer region V^+ are described as ds^2 = g^±_{μν} (dx^μ)_±(dx^ν )_± = [a_±(η_±)]^2[−(dη_±)^2 + dl^2_±], (1)

dl^2_± = γ^±_{ij} (dx^i)_±(dx^j )_± = (dχ_±)^2 + [σ_±(χ_±)]^2dΩ^2, (2) where the suffices μ, ν and i, j run from 0 to 3 and from 1 to 3, respectively, x^1_± = χ_±, σ_±(χ_±) = sin χ_±, χ_± and sinh χ_± for the spatial curvature K_± = 1, 0, −1, respectively, and dΩ^2 = dθ^2 + sin^2 θdφ^2. The shell is a time-like hypersurface Σ given as x^μ_± = Z^μ_±(y^M ), (3) where y^M (M = 0, 2, 3) denote the intrinsic coordinates in the shell. In the following we specify the coordinates in the form x^A_± = Z^A_± (y^0), x^a_± = y^a, (4) where the suffices A and a take the values (0, 1) and (2, 3), respectively. When we define the tangential triads e^μ_{(M)±} (M = 0, 2, 3) by e^μ_{(M)±} = ∂x^μ_±/∂y^M , the intrinsic metric is given by q^±_{MN} = e^μ_{(M)±}e^ν_{(N)±}g^±_{μν} . (5) If we specify y^0 as the proper time τ in the shell, the components of the triads can be expressed as e^μ_{(0)±} = (∂x^0/∂y^0, ∂x^1/∂y^0, 0, 0) = F_±(1, v_±, 0, 0), (6) e^μ_{(2)±} = (0, 0, 1, 0) and e^μ_{(3)±} = (0, 0, 0, 1), where F_± ≡ γ_±/a_±, v_± ≡ dx^1_±/dx^0_± (= dx^1_±/dη_±) and γ_± ≡ 1/ √ 1 − (v_±)^2. Here we take the units of the light velocity c = 1. The unit normal vector n^μ_± of Σ is defined by the conditions n_{μ±}e^μ_{(M)±} = 0 (M = 0, 2, 3) and n_{μ±}n^μ_± = 1, and the components can be expressed as n^μ_± = (−v_±, 1, 0, 0)γ_±/a_±. (7) The line-element in the shell in terms of the intrinsic coordinates is ds^2 = q_{MN} dy^M dy^N = −dτ^2 + R^2dΩ^2, (8) where y^0 = τ, y^2 = θ, y^3 = φ, and R ≡ a_+σ(χ_+) = a_−σ(χ_−).

Since the intrinsic geometry is regular, the induced metric should be continuous and we have q_{MN+} = q_{MN−} ≡ q_{MN} . (9) The extrinsic curvature of Σ is defined by K_{MN±} = 1 2 e^μ_{(M)±}e^ν_{(N)±}L_ng_{μν} = e^μ_{(M)±}e^ν_{(N)±}[n_{μ;ν} + n_{ν;μ}], (10) where L represents the Lie derivative, n denotes the unit normal of Σ, and a suffix ; μ denotes the fourdimensional covariant derivative with respect to x^μ. For the energy-momentum tensor T^{μν} , the corresponding surface component S_{μν} in the shell is defined using the Gaussian normal coordinates as S_{μν} = lim_{ϵ→0} ∫_ϵ −ϵ T_{μν} dζ, (11) where ζ is the radial coordinate and ζ = 0 is for the shell surface. The expression S_{MN} in the intrinsic coordinates is given by S_{MN} = e^μ_{(M)}e^ν_{(N)}S_{μν} , (12) where e^μ_{(M)} is the triad in the gaussian normal coordinates.

From the junction conditions derived by Israel, we obtain the relations between the jump of the extrinsic curvature and the surface energy-momentum tensor S_{MN} as [K_{MN} ]^± = −κ^2(S_{MN} − 1 2 S q_{MN} ), (13) together with the additional relations − S^N_{M|N} = [T^n_M ]^± (14) and 1 2 (K^M_{N+} + K^M_{N−}) S^N_M = [T^n_n ]^±, (15) where [Φ]^± ≡ Φ^+ − Φ^−, S ≡ q^{MN} S_{MN} , q^{MN} is the inverse of the induced metric q_{MN} , κ^2 ≡ 8πG, and T^n_{M±} = n_{μ±}e^ν_{(M)±}(T^μ_ν )_± T^n_{n±} = n_{μ±}n^ν_±(T^μ_ν )_±, (16)

S^N_M = q^{NL}S_{LM} . (17) In the case of dust matter, we have T_{μν±} = ρ_±u_{μ±}u_{ν±}, S_{MN} = σ̃v_{M±}v_{N±}, (18) where σ̃ is the surface density of dust matter. For the metric (1), we have K^0_{0±} = [γ^2_±v̇_± + (ȧ_±/a_±)v_±]γ_±/a_±, (19) and K^2_{2±} = K^3_{3±} = [σ^′/σ + (ȧ_±/a_±)v_±]γ_±/a_±, (20) where K^M_{N±} = q^{ML}K_{LN±}, and a dot and a prime denote ∂/∂η_± and ∂/∂χ_±, respectively.

By substituting these equations (19) and (20) into the above Eqs.(13) - (15), we can obtain equations for v_± and σ̃. By solving these equations, Sakai et al.[3] derived their time evolution and showed that |v_±|^2 ≈ 10^{−5} ≪ 1. Moreover the following constraint equation for σ̃ is obtained: [γ(σ^′ + vHR)]^± = − 1 2 κ^2Rσ̃, (21) where R ≡ a_+σ_+ = a_−σ_−.

In the following the suffice ± is omitted except for the case when it is necessary. Here let us show the relations necessary for the later calculations:

q_{00} = −1, q_{22} = q_{33}/ sin^2 θ = (aσ)^2, (22)

q^{00} = −1, q^{22} = q^{33} sin^2 θ = (aσ)^{−2}, (23)

K_{00} = −(γ/a)[γ^2v̇ + (ȧ/a)v], K_{22} = K_{33}/ sin^2 θ = aγσ^2[σ^′/σ + (ȧ/a)v], (24) where K ≡ q^{MN} K_{MN} = (γ/a)[2σ^′/σ + 3(ȧ/a)v + γ^2v̇] and K^{00} = K_{00}, K^{22} = K^{33} sin^2 θ = K_{22}/(aσ)^4. K_{00} − Kq_{00} = 2(γ/a)[σ^′/σ + (ȧ/a)v], K_{22} − Kq_{22} = [K_{33} − Kq_{33}]/ sin^2 θ = −aγσ^2[σ^′/σ + 2(ȧ/a)v + γ^2v̇]. (25)

III. PERTURBATIONS AND THE JUNCTION CONDITIONS The perturbations of g_{μν} and Z^μ around the background (ḡ_{μν} and Z̄^μ) are considered: g_{μν} = ḡ_{μν} + δg_{μν} , Z^μ = Z̄^μ + δZ^μ. (26) The perturbed tangent vectors are expressed as e^μ_{(M)} = ē^μ_{(M)} − L_{δZ}ē^μ_{(M)}. (27) For the perturbations of the induced metric:

q_{MN} = q̄_{MN} + δq_{MN} , (28) Mukohyama derived the expression δq_{MN} = e^μ_{(M)}e^ν_{(N)}(δg_{μν} + L_{δZ}ḡ_{μν} ). (29) The perturbed normal is expressed as δn^μ = 1 2 n̄^μn̄^νn̄^λδg_{νλ} + e^μ_{(M)}q^{MN} n̄_ν L_{δZ} e^ν_{(N)} (30) and δK_{MN} = 1 2 e^μ_{(M)}e^ν_{(N)}[L_{δZ}ḡ_{μν} + L_{δZ} L_nḡ_{μν} − 2n^λδΓ_{λμν} ], (31) where δΓ_{λμν} ≡ 1 2 (δg_{λμ;ν} + δg_{λν;μ} − δg_{μν;λ}). (32) This perturbed extrinsic curvatures are reduced to δK_{MN} = 1 2 IK_{MN} − 1 2 n^λe^μ_{(M)}e^ν_{(N)}J_{λμν} , (33) where I ≡ n^μn^ν (δg_{μν} + 2δZ_{μ;ν} ) (34) and J_{λμν} ≡ 2δΓ_{λμν} + δZ_{λ;μν} + δZ_{λ;νμ} + (R_{αμλν} + R_{ανλμ})δZ^α. (35) Under the gauge transformation x^μ → x^{′μ} = x^μ + ξ^μ, (36) δ_{μν} and δZ^μ transform as δg_{μν} → δg_{μν} − ξ_{μ;ν} − ξ_{ν;μ}, δZ^μ → δZ^μ + ξ^μ, (37) and it is found that δq_{MN} and δK_{MN} are invariant under this gauge transformation. The junction conditions for the perturbations of metric and extrinsic curvature which was shown by Mukohyama[15] are expressed as δq_{MN+} = δq_{MN−} (38) and [δK̃_{MN} ]^± = −κ^2(δS̃_{MN} − 1 2 δS̃ q_{MN} ), (39) where δK̃_{MN} ≡ δK_{MN} − 1 2 (K^L_M δq_{LN} + K^L_N δq_{LM} ), (40) and δS̃_{MN} ≡ δS_{MN} − 1 2 (S^L_M δq_{LN} + S^L_N δq_{LM} ) (41)

with S = q^{MN} S_{MN} and δS̃ = q^{MN} δS_{MN} . The equation (39) is consistent with a relation [δK̃_{MN} ]^± = −κ^2{δS_{MN} − 1 2 (δSq_{MN} + Sδq_{MN} )}, (42) so that − κ^2δS_{MN} = [δK_{MN} − δKq_{MN} − Kδq_{MN} ]^±, (43) where δK = δq^{MN} K_{MN} + q^{MN} δK_{MN} = q^{MN} δK_{MN} − K^{MN} δq_{MN} . When the metric perturbations in the two regions V^+ and V^− are given, we can determine δq_{MN} , δK_{MN} and δS_{MN} using Eqs. (29), (31) and (43), and find the conditions which are imposed on the shell displacements, using Eq.(38).

IV. PERTURBED QUANTITIES IN THE BOUNDARY SHELL

In this section we express first the perturbations of the induced metric and the extrinsic curvature, using the gauge-invariant variables representing metric perturbations and the shell displacement, and derive the perturbations of the energy-momentum tensors in the shell. The metric perturbations and the harmonic functions in the homogeneous regions are shown in Appendix A.

A. Metric perturbations

The metric perturbations in Eq. (29) are rewritten in terms of x^μ as δq_{MN} dy^M dy^N = (δg_{μν} + δZ_{μ;ν} + δZ_{ν;μ})dx^μdx^ν , (44) where δZ_μ represents the displacement of the boundary shell. δZ_0 and δZ_i are here treated as spatially 3- dimensional quantities in accord with the metric perturbations. In principle they are the quantities given in the shell. In Mukohyama’s formalism[15] the displacements of the shell were regarded as functions of only intrinsic variables τ, θ and φ which are spatially 2-dimensional. In order to recover the local nature of δZ_0 and δZ_i in our case, we impose later a localization condition, under which their behavior is constrained so that their values may be nonzero only in the neighborhood of the shell. The coefficients in the right-hand side of this equation are expressed as follows using the gauge-invariant variables.

1. Scalar perturbations

δg_{00} + 2δZ_{0;0} = ∫ k^2dk[−2a^2Φ_A + 2a(ϕ_0/a)^.]Q,

δg_{0i} + δZ_{i;0} + δZ_{0;i} = ∫ k^2dk[a^2(ϕ_L/a^2)^. + ϕ_0]Q_{,i}, δg_{ij} + δZ_{i;j} + δZ_{j;i} = ∫ k^2dk[(2a^2Φ_H − 2 ȧ a ϕ_0)γ_{ij} Q − kϕ_L(Q_{i|j} + Q_{j|i})], (45) where the suffix |i denotes the covariant derivative in the 3-dimensional space with dl^2 = γ_{ij} dx^idx^j , δZ_0 and δZ_i are expanded in terms of harmonic functions as δZ_0 = ∫ k^2dk z_0Q and δZ_i = ∫ k^2dk z_LQ_i, and k is the wave-vector, whose length is k = |k|. Here, Φ_A, Φ_H , ϕ_0 and ϕ_L are the gauge-invariant variables defined by

Φ_A ≡ A + 1 k Ḃ + 1 k ȧ a B − 1 k^2 ( Ḧ_T + ȧ a Ḣ_T ) ,

Φ_H ≡ H_L + 1 3 H_T + 1 k ȧ a B − 1 k^2 ȧ a Ḣ_T , ϕ_0 ≡ z_0 + (a^2/k)(B − Ḣ_T /k), ϕ_L ≡ −z_L/k + a^2H_T /k^2, (46)

where various expressions for the metric perturbations and harmonic functions are shown in Appendix A. Here we use normalized harmonic functions.

Since dx^0 = F dy^0, dx^1 = F vdy^0, dx^2 = dy^2 and dx^3 = dy^3 with F ≡ e^0_{(0)} = γ/a, we obtain

δq_{00} = ∫ k^2dk F^2[ζ_0Q + 2vζ_LQ_{,1} + v^2(ζ_{LL}γ_{11}Q + 2k^2ϕ_LQ_{11})],

δq_{0a} = ∫ k^2dk F [ζ_LQ_{,a} + 2vk^2ϕ_LQ_{1a}], δq_{ab} = ∫ k^2dk [ζ_{LL}γ_{ab}Q + 2k^2ϕ_LQ_{ab}], (47)

where ζ_0 ≡ −2a^2Φ_A + 2a(ϕ_0/a)^., ζ_L ≡ a^2(ϕ_L/a^2)^. + ϕ_0 and ζ_{LL} ≡ 2a^2Φ_H − 2(ȧ/a)ϕ_0 −^2_3 k^2ϕ_L. For I defined in Eq.(34), we obtain

(a/γ)^2I = ∫ k^2dk {[ 2a^2Φ_H − 2 ȧ a ϕ_0 ] Q + 2ϕ_LQ_{,11} + 2v[a^2(ϕ_L/a^2)^. + ϕ_0]Q_{,1} + v^2[−2a^2Φ_A + a(ϕ_0/a)^.]Q } . (48) Equations (47) are rewritten using spherical harmonics as follows:

δq_{00} = ∫ k^2dkF^2 { [ζ_0Π + 2vζ_LΠ^′ + v^2 [ ζ_{LL}Π + 2ϕ_L ( Π^{′′} + k^2 3 Π )]} Y_{lm}, δq_{0a} = ∫ k^2dkF [ζ_LΠ + 2vϕ_L(Π^′ − σ^′ σ Π)]Y_{lm,a}, δq_{ab} = ∫ k^2dk [ ϕ_LΠỸ_{ab} + { ζ_{LL} + 2ϕ_L [ Π^′ σ^′ σ + ( k^2 3 − l(l + 1) 2σ^2 ) Π ]} γ_{ab}Y_{lm} ] , (49)

where Q = Π_l(k, χ)Y_{lm}(θ, φ), the suffix l in Π_l is omitted, Y_{lm}(θ, φ) is the spherical harmonics and Ỹ_{ab} is a 2-dimensional traceless tensor defined by Ỹ_{ab} ≡ Y_{lm‖ab} + l(l + 1) 2σ^2 γ_{ab}Y_{lm}. (50) Here a and b take the value 2 or 3 and ‖ denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the space with dΩ^2 = dθ^2 + sin^2 θdφ^2.

In these equations, dots mean ∂/∂η_+ and ∂/∂η_− in V^+ and V^−, respectively, primes mean ∂/∂χ_+ and ∂/∂χ_− in V^+ and V^−, respectively, Π_+ and Π_− are equal to Π(χ_+) and Π(χ_+), and a suffix k is omitted here and in the following. Here, if we change the time variables η_+ and η_− to the common variable τ(= y^0) in the shell by ∂/∂η_± = (a_±/γ_±)∂/∂τ, then we have

ζ_0 = −2a^2Φ_A + 2 γ a^2(ϕ_0/a)_{,τ} , ζ_L = a^3(ϕ_L/a^2)_{,τ} + ϕ_0, ζ_{LL} = 2a^2Φ_H − 2a_{,τ} ϕ_0 − 2 3 k^2ϕ_L. (51)

2. Vector perturbations

The coefficients of Eq.(44) are

δg_{00} + 2δZ_{0;0} = 0, δg_{0i} + δZ_{i;0} + δZ_{0;i} = ∫ k^2dk[−a^2Ψ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^.]V_i, δg_{ij} + δZ_{i;j} + δZ_{j;i} = ∫ k^2dk[−2kϕ_T ]V_{ij} , (52) where δZ_0 = 0 and δZ_i = ∫ k^2dkz_T V_i, and Ψ and ϕ_T are the gauge-invariant variables defined as follows: Ψ ≡ B − 1 k Ḣ^{(1)}_T , ϕ_T ≡ z_T − 1 k a^2Ḣ^{(1)}_T . (53)

The induced metric perturbations are

δq_{00} = −2F^2v ∫ k^2dk{[−a^2Ψ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^.]V_1 + vkϕ_T V_{11}}, δq_{0a} = F ∫ k^2dk{[−a^2Ψ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^·]V_a − 2vkϕ_T V_{1a}}, δq_{ab} = −2 ∫ k^2dk (kϕ_T )V_{ab}, (54)

where V_{1a} = −^1_{2k} [V_{1,a} + R^2(V_a/R^2)_{,1}]. For I we obtain

(a/γ)^2I = −2 ∫ k^2dk{v[a^2Ψ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^.]V_1 + kϕ_T V_{11}}. (55)

Equations (54) are rewritten using spherical harmonics in the cases of odd and even parities as follows: (2-1) The odd-parity case

Since V_1 = 0 (cf. Appendix A), we have

δq_{00} = 0, δq_{0a} = F ∫ k^2dk{[−a^2Ψ + (a^3/γ)(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ} ]V_a + vϕ_T [V_{a,1} − 2(σ^′/σ)V_a]}, δq_{ab} = ∫ k^2dkϕ_T [V_{a‖b} + V_{b‖a}], (56) where (V_2, V_3) = σ(χ)Π(−Y_{lm,3}/ sin θ, Y_{lm,2} sin θ). These 3-dimensional vector perturbations are also 2- dimensional vector perturbations. (2-2) The even-parity case

Harmonic functions are

V_1 = l(l + 1)(Π/σ)Y_{lm}, (V_2, V_3) = (Πσ)^′(Y_{lm,2}, Y_{lm,3}), (57)

and the intrinsic metric perturbations are

δq_{00} = −2F^2v ∫ k^2dk [ −a^2Ψ + (a^3/γ)(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ} − vϕ_T ( Π^′ Π − σ^′ σ )] V_1, δq_{0a} = F ∫ k^2dk { [−a^2Ψ + (a^3/γ)(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ} ]V_a + vϕ_T [V_{a,1} − 2(σ^′/σ)V_a + V_{1,a}] } , δq_{ab} = ∫ k^2dkϕ_T [V_{a‖b} + V_{b‖a} + 2γ_{ab} σ^′ σ V_1]. (58)

These expressions are reduced to

δq_{00} = −2F^2v ∫ k^2dk [ −a^2Ψ + (a^3/γ)(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ} − vϕ_T ( Π^′ Π − σ^′ σ )] l(l + 1)(Π/σ)Y_{lm}, δq_{0a} = F ∫ k^2dk{[−a^2Ψ + (a^3/γ)(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ} ](Πσ)^′ + vϕ_T [(Πσ)^{′′} − 2(σ^′/σ)(Πσ)^′ + l(l + 1)(Π/σ)]}Y_{lm,a}, δq_{ab} = ∫ k^2dkϕ_T {2(Πσ)^′Ỹ_{ab} + l(l + 1) σ^2

[2Πσ^′ − (Πσ)^′]}γ_{ab}Y_{lm}. (59)

In this form the dependence on spherical harmonics is found to be quite the same as that of scalar perturbations.

3. Tensor perturbations

The non-zero coefficient of Eq.(44) is δg_{ij} + δZ_{i;j} + δZ_{j;i} = −2a^2 ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T G_{ij} , (60)

and the induced metric components are

δq_{00} = −2a^2F^2v^2 ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T G_{11},

δq_{0a} = −2a^2F v ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T G_{1a}, δq_{ab} = −2a^2 ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T G_{ab}. (61)

For I we obtain

(a/γ)^2I = −2a^2 ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T G_{11}. (62)

Equations (61) are rewritten using spherical harmonics in the cases of odd and even parities as follows: (3-1) The odd-parity case

If we define a 2-dimensional axial vector W_a by

W_a ≡ (−Y_{lm,3}/ sin θ, Y_{lm,2} sin θ) (63)

for a = 2, 3, we obtain

δq_{00} = 0, δq_{0a} = F v ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T (l − 1)(l + 2)ΠW_a, δq_{ab} = ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T (Πσ^2)^′(W_{a‖b} + W_{b‖a}). (64)

When we compare W_a with V_a in the odd-parity case of vector perturbations, we have the relation V_a = (Πσ)W_a, so that with respect to the two-dimensional angular dependence the tensor perturbations in the odd-parity case have the same form as vector perturbations in the odd-parity case. (3-2) The even-parity case

δq_{00} = (F v)^2 ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T L(Π/σ^2)Y_{lm}, δq_{0a} = F v ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T (l − 1)(l + 2)

(Πσ)^′ σ Y_{lm,a}, δq_{ab} = ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T [ 2G^n_l Ỹ_{ab} − L 2 Πγ_{ab}Y_{lm} ] , (65)

where the definitions of L and G^n_l are given in Appendix A. In this form the dependence on spherical harmonics is found to be quite the same as that of scalar perturbations, as well as that of vector perturbations in the even-parity case.

B. Perturbations of the extrinsic curvature and the energy-momentum tensor in the shell

Now let us calculate the perturbed extrinsic curvature δK_{MN} using Eq.(33) and derive the perturbed energymomentum tensor δS_{MN} from Eq.(43). The former expression is rewritten as δK_{MN} = 1 2 I K_{MN} − 1 2 γ a ∫ k^2dkF_{MN} , (66) where F_{MN} is defined by F_{MN} ≡ n^λe^μ_{(M)}e^ν_{(N)}J_{λμν} . They have the following components:

F_{00} = (γ/a)^2[J_{100} + v(J_{000} + 2J_{101}) + v^2(J_{111} + 2J_{001}) + v^3J_{011}], F_{22} = J_{122} + vJ_{022}, F_{33} = J_{133} + vJ_{033}, F_{23} = J_{123} + vJ_{023}, F_{02} = (γ/a)[J_{102} + v(J_{002} + J_{112}) + v^2J_{012}], F_{03} = (γ/a)[J_{103} + v(J_{003} + J_{113}) + v^2J_{013}], (67)

where F_{20} = F_{02}, F_{30} = F_{03}, and F_{32} = F_{23}. The expressions of J_{λμν} in terms of gauge-invariant variables of metric perturbations and displacements of the boundary shell are shown in Appendix B.

The energy-momentum tensor in the shell is expressed as

− κ^2δS_{MN} = [Θ̃_{MN} ]^±, Θ̃_{MN} ≡ ∫ k^2dkΘ_{MN} ≡ 1 2 I(K_{MN} − Kq_{MN} ) − 1 2 γ a ∫ k^2dkF̃_{MN} − Kδq_{MN} , (68) where F̃_{MN} ≡ F_{MN} − q^{KL}F_{KL} q_{MN} (69) and their components are

F̃_{00} = 1

(aσ)^2

[J_{122} + vJ_{022} + (J_{133} + vJ_{033})/ sin^2 θ], F̃_{22} = (σγ)^2[J_{100} + v(J_{000} + 2J_{101}) + v^2(J_{111} + 2J_{001}) + v^3J_{011}] − (J_{133} + vJ_{033})/ sin^2 θ, F̃_{33} = (σγ)^2 sin^2 θ[J_{100} + v(J_{000} + 2J_{101}) + v^2(J_{111} + 2J_{001}) + v^3J_{011}]

−(J_{122} + vJ_{022}) sin^2 θ. (70)

The components of Θ_{MN} in terms of the gauge-invariant variables are obtained through lengthy calculations and are shown in Appendix C in the expanded form with respect to the shell velocity v.

C. Junction of perturbations

From now let us discuss the junction of metric perturbations given by [δq_{MN} ]^± = 0 in Eq.(38), in order to analyze the displacements of the shell. If the displacements are obtained for given metric perturbations in both regions, we can determine the perturbed energy-momentum tensor in the surface (δS_{MN} ) using the above equations (68).

The following analyses in the shell are performed separately in the odd-parity and even-parity cases of metric perturbations, and all perturbations in each case are treated together in spite of the difference in their 3- dimensional behaviors. This is because the 2-dimensional angular dependence of metric perturbations in each case is the same and indistinguishable, as was shown in the previous subsection.

1. Odd-parity perturbations

Here we consider vector and tensor perturbations together, and from the condition [(δq_{MN} )_{(vector)} + (δq_{MN} )_{(tensor)}]^± = 0, we obtain the following two independent equations: [∫ k^2dk { [−γaΨ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ} ](Πσ) + γ a v[ϕ_T (Π^′σ − Πσ^′) + (l − 1)(l + 2)H^{(2)}_T Π] }]± = 0, [∫ k^2dk { ϕ_T σΠ + H^{(2)}_T (σ^2Π)^′ }]± = 0, (71)

where the x^0(= η) derivative was changed to the τ derivative by ∂/∂η = (a/γ)∂/∂τ.

The metric perturbations Ψ and H^{(2)}_T are given as functions of τ and k in both regions. In order to recover the original local nature of ϕ_T , on the other hand, we impose the following localization condition on it using a function d(χ): ∫ ϕ_{T ±}Π_±σ_±k^2dk = ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ)d_±(χ), (72) respectively, where ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ) are functions of only τ and the functions d_±(χ) corresponding to the shell boundary (χ = χ_b) and the small width ϵ are defined as d_+(χ) = 1 for χ_b ≤ χ ≤ χ_b + ϵ and 0 for 0 ≤ χ < χ_b or χ > χ_b + ϵ, (73) and d_−(χ) = 1 for χ_b − ϵ ≤ χ ≤ χ_b and 0 for 0 ≤ χ < χ_b − ϵ or χ > χ_b. (74) The above condition means that the total displacement ( ∫ ϕ_{T ±}Π_±σ_±k^2dk) has the nonzero value only in the neighborhood of the shell. Here we assume that ϵ is small enough compared with χ_b. Then we find that ϕ_{T ±} are inversely expressed as

ϕ_{T ±} = ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ) 1 k^2 ∫_∞ 0 Π_±(χ̃)σ_±(χ̃)d_±(χ̃)dχ̃ ≃ ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ)ϵk^{−2}Π_±(k, χ_b) (75)

in terms of ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ), using the orthonormal relations([21, 22]) of Π which are expressed as ∫_∞ 0 dχΠ_±(k, χ)Π_±(k̃, χ)σ^2(χ) = δ(k − k̃), ∫_∞ 0 dkΠ_±(k, χ)Π_±(k, χ̃)σ(χ)σ(χ̃) = δ(χ − χ̃) (76) for Π_± with common l. Here it should be noticed that the orthonormal relations require the integration interval [0, ∞] of χ, but it is formal and independent of the physical interval of χ in the two homogeneous regions. Eq.(75) shows the k dependence of ϕ_{T ±}. Under the above condition, the two unknown variables ϕ̄_{T +} and ϕ̄_{T −} are determined by solving the above two equations, as follows.

First we obtain from the latter equation of Eq.(71)

ϕ̄_{T −} = ϕ̄_{T +} + ∫ k^2dk[H^{(2)}_T (σ^2Π)^′]^±. (77)

Next let us differentiate the latter equation with respect to τ. Then we obtain [∫ k^2dk { ϕ_{T,τ} (Πσ) + H^{(2)}_{T,τ} (Πσ^2)^′ + [ϕ_T (Πσ)^′ + H^{(2)}_T (Πσ^2)^{′′}]γv/a }]± = 0. (78)

Eliminating ϕ_{T,τ} from the former of Eq.(71) and Eq.(78), we obtain [∫ k^2dk { 2ϕ_T [ a_τ a σ + γ(v/a)σ^′) ] Π + γaΨΠσ + H^{(2)}_{T,τ} (Πσ^2)^′ + γ(v/a)H^{(2)}_T [(Πσ^2)^{′′} − (l − 1)(l + 2)Π] }]± = 0. (79) Substituting Eqs.(72) and (75) to this equation, moreover, we obtain [ 2ϕ̄_T (a_τ a σ + γ(v/a)L )]_± + [∫ k^2dk { γaΨΠσ + H^{(2)}_{T,τ} (Πσ^2)^′ + γ(v/a)H^{(2)}_T [(Πσ^2)^{′′} − (l − 1)(l + 2)Π] }]± = 0, (80) where L ≡ ∫ dk ∫ dχ̃d(χ̃)Π(χ̃)σ(χ̃) Π(χ)σ^′(χ). (81)

In Appendix D, L is rewritten and reduced to a compact form. Eliminating ϕ̄_{T −} using Eq.(77), therefore, we obtain

2ϕ̄_{T +} [ a_τ a + γv a L ]_± = (a_τ a + γv a L ) − [∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T (Πσ^2)^′ ]_±

− [∫ k^2dk { γaΨΠσ + H^{(2)}_{T,τ} (Πσ^2)^′ + γ(v/a)H^{(2)}_T [(Πσ^2)^{′′} − (l − 1)(l + 2)Π] }]± . (82)

Thus Eqs.(77) and (82) give us ϕ̄_{T +} and ϕ̄_{T −} in terms of given 3-dimensional metric perturbations. Here let us assume that v vanishes for simplicity. This condition holds in a good approximation, because v (≈ 10^{−5}) is very small in our background models, as was shown by Sakai et al. (cf. §2). Then ϕ̄_T is reduced to

ϕ̄_{T +} = − 1 2 [ a_τ a ]_{−1} ± {[∫ k^2dk aΨΠσ ]_± + [∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_{T,τ} (Πσ^2)^′ ]_± − (a_τ a ) − [∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T (Πσ^2)^′ ]_±} . (83)

2. Even-parity perturbations

Here we consider scalar, vector and tensor perturbations together, and from the condition [(δq_{MN} )_{(scalar)} + (δq_{MN} )_{(vector)} + (δq_{MN} )_{(tensor)}]^± = 0, we obtain the following four independent equations: [ F^2 ∫ k^2dk { ζ_0Π + 2vζ_LΠ^′ + v^2[ζ_{LL}Π + 2ϕ_L(Π^{′′} + 1 3 k^2Π)] − 2v l(l + 1)Π σ [−a^2Ψ + (a^3/γ)(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ}

−vϕ_T ( Π^′ Π − σ^′ σ ) ] + v^2H^{(2)}_T LΠ σ^2 } ]_± = 0, [ F ∫ k^2dk { ζ_LΠ + 2vϕ_L[Π^′ − σ^′ σ Π] + [−a^2Ψ + (a^3/γ)(ϕ_T /a^2)_{,τ} ](Πσ)^′ + vϕ_T [(Πσ)^{′′} − 2 σ^′ σ (Πσ)^′

+l(l + 1)(Π/σ)] + vH^{(2)}_T (l − 1)(l + 2)(Πσ)^′/σ } ]_± = 0, [∫ k^2dk { ϕ_LΠ + 2ϕ_T (Πσ)^′ + 2G_lH^{(2)}_T }]± = 0, [∫ k^2dk { ζ_{LL}Π + 2ϕ_L [ Π^′ σ^′ σ + ( k^2 3 − l(l + 1) 2σ^2 ) Π ] − ϕ_T l(l + 1) σ^2

[(Πσ)^′ − 2σ^′Π] − L 2 H^{(2)}_T Π }]^± = 0,(84)

where the first and second equations come from the (00) and (0a) components of the condition and the last two equations come from (ab) component. In these equations the metric perturbations Φ_A, Φ_H , Ψ and H^{(2)}_T are given as functions of τ and k at both regions.

Now in the same way as in the odd-parity case, we impose a localization condition for ϕ_0, ϕ_L and ϕ_T as follows, using the function d_±(χ) (defined in Eqs.(73) and (74), so that the original local property of the displacement may be recovered: ∫ ϕ_{0±}Π_±k^2dk = ϕ̄_{0±}(τ)d_±(χ), ∫ ϕ_{L±}Π_±k^2dk = ϕ̄_{L±}(τ)d_±(χ), ∫ ϕ_{T ±}(Π_±σ_±)^′k^2dk = ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ)d_±(χ), (85)

where ϕ̄_{0±}(τ), ϕ̄_{L±}(τ) and ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ) are functions of only τ. This condition means similarly that the total displacements have the nonzero values only in the neighborhood of the shell. Inversely ϕ_{0±} and ϕ_{L±} are expressed as

ϕ_{0±} = ϕ̄_{0±}(τ) 1 k^2 ∫_∞ 0 Π_±σ^2_±d_±(χ)dχ ≃ ϕ̄_{0±}(τ)ϵk^{−2}Π_±(k, χ_b)σ^2_±(k, χ_b), ϕ_{L±} = ϕ̄_{L±}(τ) 1 k^2 ∫_∞ 0 Π_±σ^2_±d_±(χ)dχ ≃ ϕ̄_{L±}(τ)ϵk^{−2}Π_±(k, χ_b)σ^2_±(k, χ_b). (86)

Under this condition we find that for the above four equations there are six unknown variables ϕ̄_{0±}, ϕ̄_{L±} and ϕ̄_{T ±}, representing the displacement of the shell. But they are redundant, because only two kinds of displacements are allowed in the even-parity case of the 2-dimensional space, as in Mukohyama’s treatment. Here δZ_a from 4-dimensional scalar and vector perturbations give ϕ_LΠY_{lm,a} and ϕ_T (Πσ)^′Y_{lm,a}, respectively, in the similar manner. Accordingly we impose an additional condition to relate ϕ_{L±} and ϕ_{T ±} respectively in the form of ∫ ϕ_{T ±}(Π_±σ_±)^′k^2dk = ∫ ϕ_{L±}Π_±k^2dk or ϕ̄_{T ±}(τ) = ϕ̄_{L±}(τ). (87)

Then we can eliminate ϕ̄_{T ±} using Eq.(87) and determine the remaining four variables solving the above four equations as follows.

Here let us assume v = 0 for simplicity. Then the above equations lead to [ − ∫ dkk^2Φ_AΠ + (ϕ̄_0/a)_{,τ} ]_± = 0,

[ 2(ϕ̄_{L,τ} − 2 a_{,τ} a ϕ̄_L) + 1 a ϕ̄_0 − a ∫ dkk^2Ψ(Πσ)^′ ]_± = 0, [ 3ϕ̄_L + 2 ∫ k^2dkH^{(2)}_T G_l ]_± = 0, [∫ k^2dk[2a^2Φ_H − L 2 H^{(2)}_T ]Π − 2a_{,τ} ϕ̄_0 + 2ϕ̄_LM ]_± = 0, (88)

where M ≡ ∫ dk ∫ dχ̃d(χ̃)Π(χ̃)σ^2(χ̃)

Π^′(χ) σ(χ) [ σ^′(χ) − l(l + 1)Π(χ) (Π(χ)σ(χ))^′ ] . (89)

The obtained solutions for ϕ̄_{L±} and ϕ̄_{0±} are expressed as

ϕ̄_{L−} = 2 3 ∫ k^2dk[H^{(2)}_T G_l]^± + ϕ̄_{L+},

ϕ̄_{L+} = { A − ∫ k^2dk [ 1 4 aΨ(Πσ)^′ + 1 3 H^{(2)}_{T,τ} G_l ]_± + 2 3 ( a_{,τ} a ) − ∫ k^2dk[H^{(2)}_T G_l]^± } / [a_{,τ} a ]_± , (90) and ϕ̄_{0+} = 2a^+a^− (a^2_+ − a^2_−)_{,τ} [B/a_− − 4Aa_{−,τ} ], ϕ̄_{0−} = 2a^+a^− (a^2_+ − a^2_−)_{,τ}

[B/a_+ − 4Aa_{+,τ} ], (91)

where A ≡ 1 4 ∫ dτ ∫ k^2dk[Φ_AΠ]^±, B ≡ ∫ k^2dk [ a^2Φ_H Π − L 4 H^{(2)}_T Π ]_± + ϕ̄_{L+}M_+ − { 2 3 ∫ k^2dk[H^{(2)}_T G_l]^± + ϕ̄_{L+} } M_−, (92)

where the definition of M is shown in Eq.(89) and M_± are estimated in Appendix D. Thus we can determine the displacements of the shell when the metric perturbations in both regions are given.

As above-mentioned, we can derive the energy-momentum tensor in the shell by substituting the obtained ϕ̄_0, ϕ̄_L and ϕ̄_T to Eq.(68), in which ϕ_0, ϕ_L and ϕ_T can be replaced by ϕ̄_0, ϕ̄_L and ϕ̄_T , and we find that the results are independent of the value of ϵ, as long as ϵ/χ_b << 1.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have studied the junction conditions imposed on the metric perturbations in the shell boundary in a four-dimensional model with two homogeneous regions V^±. As the result we found that the perturbations with different parities can be separated and treated independently, and that due to the inhomogeneity in the shell the mode coupling is caused among perturbations with various types and different wave-numbers in each parity. The displacements of the shell and the perturbed energy and momentum density for given metric perturbations in both regions can however be consistently derived.

Our results do not mean that arbitrary perturbations in both regions can always be adjusted, because it depends on the physical situation of the shell whether the obtained energy-momentum tensor in the shell is allowed or not. For instance, if we consider an expanding or collapsing star with the empty external region, any energy and momentum are not expected to be stored in the boundary and only gravitational radiation is released in the external region, because there are no matter perturbations.

In the present study, though we treated the displacement of the boundary shell as spatially 3-dimensional quantities, we could recover the original local property of the shell displacement (that it has the values only in the neighborhood of the shell) by imposing the localization condition and could solve the equations for the displacements.

Our result will be useful to the analyses of CMB anisotropy observed in the nonlinear structures such as overdense regions (such as superclusters) and underdense regions (such as voids) in which we may live.

Acknowledgments

The author would like to thank S. Mukohyama and N. Sakai for valuable discussions and helpful comments.

APPENDIX A: PERTURBATIONS IN A HOMOGENEOUS MODEL

We show here the expressions for metric perturbations and harmonic functions in a homogeneous model with the line-element in the text, paying attention to the 2-dimensional parity operation P : θ → π − θ, φ → π + φ, where x^2 = θ and x^3 = φ.[13, 20]

1. Scalar perturbations

Metric perturbations are expressed as g_{00} = −a^2[1 + 2A(η)Q], g_{0i} = −a^2B(η)Q_i, g_{ij} = a^2{[1 + 2H_L(η)Q]γ_{ij} + 2H_T (η)Q_{ij} }. (A1) Here Q is a scalar harmonic function with the wave-number k satisfying the equation (Δ + k^2)Q = 0, (A2) where the Laplacian Δ is defined by Δϕ ≡ γ^{ij} ϕ_{|i}ϕ_{|j} and |i denotes the three-dimensional covariant derivative in the space dl^2 = γ_{ij} dx^idx^i. Q_i and Q_{ij} are defined by Q_i = −k^{−1}Q_{|i}, Q_{ij} = k^{−2}Q_{|ij} + 1 3 γ_{ij} Q. (A3) Harmonic function Q is expanded using the usual spherical harmonics Y_{lm} as Q = Π^n_l (χ)Y_{lm}(θ, φ), (A4) where k^2 = n^2 − K for the spatial curvature K = 1, 0, −1. Then from Eq.(A2) we obtain Π^{′′} + 2(σ^′/σ)Π^′ + [n^2 − l(l + 1)/σ^2]Π = 0, (A5) where we omitted siffices of Π^n_l for simplicity, a prime denotes the partial derivative with respect to x^1 = χ and σ(χ) = sin χ, χ, sinh χ for K = 1, 0, −1, respectively. The normalized expressions of Π are found in Wilson’s paper[21]. For the above-mentioned parity operation, we have P (Y_{lm}) = (−1)^lY_{lm}. (A6) This property is called the even parity.

2. Vector perturbations

Metric perturbations are expressed as g_{00} = −a^2, g_{0i} = −a^2B^{(1)}(η)V_i, g_{ij} = a^2[γ_{ij} + 2H^{(1)}_T (η)V_{ij} ]. (A7) Here V_i is a vector harmonic function with the wave-number k satisfying the equations (Δ + k^2)V_i = 0, V^i_{|i} = 0, (A8) and V_{ij} is defined by V_{ij} ≡ −(2k)^{−1}[V_{i|j} + V_{j|i}]. (A9) In vector perturbations there are two cases with different parities.

a. The case of odd parity The components of vector harmonics V_i are expressed as V_1 = 0, V_2 = −σ ΠY_{lm,3}/ sin θ, V_3 = σ ΠY_{lm,2} sin θ. (A10) In this case we have P (V_i) = (−1)^{l−1}V_i and the property is called the odd parity.

b. The case of even parity The vector harmonics V_i in another case is V_1 = l(l + 1) σ ΠY_{lm}, (V_2, V_3) = (Πσ)_{,1}(Y_{lm,2}, Y_{lm,3}). (A11) In this harmonics, we have P (V_i) = (−1)^lV_i, so that the property is called the even parity.

3. Tensor perturbations Tensor harmonics G_{ij} satisfies G_{ik}^{|j}_{|j} = −k^2G_{ik} , G^k_{i |k} = 0, G^i = 0, (A12) and the components are expressed as follows using Π^n_l and Y_{lm}. The tensor perturbations also have two cases with different parities.

a. The case of odd parity

G_{11} = 0, G_{22} = (Πσ^2)_{,1}(−X_{lm}/ sin θ), G_{33} = (Πσ^2)_{,1}X_{lm} sin θ, G_{23} = (Πσ^2)_{,1}Z_{lm} sin θ, G_{12} = (l − 1)(l + 2)Π(−Y_{lm,3}/ sin θ), G_{13} = (l − 1)(l + 2)ΠY_{lm,2} sin θ, (A13) where X_{lm} ≡ 2(Y_{lm,23} − cot θY_{lm,3}), (A14)

Z_{lm} ≡ Y_{lm,22} − cot θY_{lm,2} − Y_{lm,33}/ sin^2 θ. (A15) If we define a two-dimensional vector W_a with the components W_2 = −Y_{lm,3}/ sin θ and W_3 = Y_{lm,2} sin θ, it is found that G_{ab} and G_{1a} is reduced to G_{ab} = (σ^2Π)_{,1}(W_{a‖b} + W_{b‖a}), G_{1a} = (l − 1)(l + 2)ΠW_a. (A16) For the parity operation, we have the odd-parity property P (G_{ij} ) = (−1)^{l−1}G_{ij} .

b. The case of even parity

The tensor harmonics in another case are

G_{11} = L σ^2 ΠY_{lm}, (G_{22}, G_{33}) = − L 2 ΠY_{lm}(1, sin^2 θ) + G^n_l Z_{lm}(1, − sin^2 θ), G_{23} = G^n_l X_{lm}, G_{12} = (l − 1)(l + 2) 1 σ (Πσ)_{,1}Y_{lm,2}, G_{13} = (l − 1)(l + 2) 1 σ (Πσ)_{,1}Y_{lm,3}, (A17)

where L ≡ l(l + 1)(l − 1)(l + 2), and

G^n_l ≡ σσ^′Π_{,1} + [ 1 2 (l^2 + l + 2) − (k^2 − 2)σ^2]Π. (A18)

In this case we have the even-parity property P (G_{ij} ) = (−1)^lG_{ij} .

APPENDIX B: J_{λμν}

The resulting expressions for J_{λμν} for three types of metric perturbations are shown here.

1. Scalar perturbations

J_{000} = 2{−a^2Φ̇_A + ϕ̈_0 − 3 ȧ a ϕ̇_0 + [3( ȧ a )^2 − ä a ]ϕ_0}Q, J_{i00} = 2[a^2Φ_A + ϕ̈_L − 3 ȧ a ϕ̇_L + [2( ȧ a )^2 − ä a ]ϕ_L}Q_{,i}, (i = 1, 2, 3) J_{101} = 2{a^2Φ̇_H − [ ȧ a ϕ̇_0 + ( ä a − 3( ȧ a )^2)ϕ_0]}Q + 2(ϕ̇_L − 4 ȧ a ϕ_L)Q_{,11},

J_{10b} = 2(ϕ̇_L − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)[Q_{,1b} − σ^′ σ Q_{,b}], (b = 2, 3)

J_{111} = [2a^2Φ_H − 4 ȧ a ϕ_0 − 2 ȧ a (ϕ̇_L − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)]Q_{,1} + 2ϕ_LQ_{,111},

J_{11b} = (2a^2Φ_H − 2 ȧ a ϕ_0)Q_{,b} + 2ϕ_L[Q_{,11} − 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,1} + 2( σ^′ σ )^2Q]_{,b}, (b = 2, 3)

J_{122} = −2(Φ_H a^2 + ȧ a ϕ̇_L)σ^2Q_{,1} + 2ϕ_L{Q_{,122} − 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,22} + σσ^′Q_{,11} − [(σσ^′)^′ − 2( ȧ a )^2σ^2]Q_{,1}},

J_{133} = −2(Φ_H a^2 + ȧ a ϕ̇_L)σ^2 sin^2 θQ_{,1} + 2ϕ_L{Q_{,133} − 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,33} + sin^2 θσσ^′Q_{,11}

− sin^2 θ[(σσ^′)^′ − 2( ȧ a )^2σ^2]Q_{,1} + sin θ cos θ(Q_{,1} − σ^′ σ Q)_{,2}}, J_{123} = −2ϕ_Lσ^2 sin θ[Q/(σ^2 sin θ)]_{,123}, J_{011} = [−2(a^2Φ_H )^. + 4aȧΦ_A − 2 ȧ a ϕ̇_0]Q + 2ϕ_0{Q_{,11} + [ ä a + ( ȧ a )^2]Q} − 4 ȧ a ϕ_LQ_{,11}, J_{022} = [−2(a^2Φ_H )^. + 4aȧΦ_A − 2 ȧ a ϕ̇_0]σ^2Q + 2ϕ_0{Q_{,22} + [ ä a + ( ȧ a )^2]σ^2Q + σσ^′Q_{,1}} − 4 ȧ a ϕ_L[Q_{,22} + σσ^′Q_{,1}],

J_{033} = [−2(a^2Φ_H )^. + 4aȧΦ_A − 2 ȧ a ϕ̇_0]σ^2 sin^2 θQ + 2ϕ_0{Q_{,33} + [ ä a + ( ȧ a )^2]σ^2 sin^2 θQ

+ σσ^′ sin^2 θQ_{,1} + sin θ cos θQ_{,2}} − 4 ȧ a ϕ_L[Q_{,33} + σσ^′ sin^2 θQ_{,1} + sin θ cos θQ_{,2}],

J_{023} = 2(ϕ_0 − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)(Q_{,23} − cot θQ_{,3}),

J_{01b} = 2(ϕ_0 − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)(Q_{,1b} − σ^′ σ Q_{,b}), (b = 2, 3)

J_{00i} = [−2a^2Φ_A + 2(ϕ̇_0 − 2 ȧ a ϕ_0) − 2 ȧ a (ϕ̇_L − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)]Q_{,i}, (i = 1, 2, 3). (B1)

2. Vector perturbations

J_{000} = 0, J_{100} = 2[ϕ̈_T − 6 ȧ a ϕ̇_T + 2(− ä a + 2( ȧ a )^2)ϕ_T − a^2(Ψ̇ + ȧ a Ψ)]V_1,

J_{101} = 2(ϕ̇_T − 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )V_{1,1},

J_{10b} = a^2Ψ(V_{b,1} − V_{1,b}) + 2(ϕ̇_T − 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )(V_{1,b} − σ^′ σ V_b), (b = 2, 3)

J_{111} = [2aȧΨ − 2 ȧ a (ϕ̇_T − 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )]V_1 + 2ϕ_T V_{1,11},

J_{122} = 2 ȧ a σ^2(a^2Ψ − ϕ̇_T )V_1 + 2ϕ_T [V_{1,22} + σσ^′V_{1,1} − 2 σ^′ σ V_{2,2} − (σσ^′)^′V_1 + 2( ȧ a )^2σ^2V_1],

J_{133} = 2 ȧ a σ^2 sin^2 θ(a^2Ψ − ϕ̇_T )V_1 + 2ϕ_T [V_{1,33} + σσ^′ sin^2 θV_{1,1} − 2 σ^′ σ V_{3,3} − (σσ^′)^′ sin^2 θV_1 + 2( ȧ a )^2σ^2 sin^2 θV_1 + sin θ cos θ(V_{1,2} − 2 σ^′ σ V_2)],

J_{123} = 2ϕ_T [V_{1,23} − σ^′ σ (V_{2,3} + V_{3,2}) + cot θ(−V_{1,3} + 2 σ^′ σ V_3)],

J_{11b} = 2ϕ_T [V_{1,1a} − σ^′ σ (V_{b,1} + V_{1,b}) + 2( σ^′ σ )^2V_b], (b = 2, 3)

J_{00i} = [2aȧΨ − 2 ȧ a (ϕ̇_T − 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )]V_i, (i = 1, 2, 3)

J_{011} = −2(a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )V_{1,1},

J_{022} = −2(a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )(V_{2,2} + σσ^′V_1),

J_{033} = −2(a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )(V_{3,3} + σσ^′ sin^2 θV_1),

J_{023} = −(a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )(V_{2,3} + V_{3,2} − 2 cot θV_3),

J_{01b} = −(a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )(V_{1,b} + V_{b,1} − 2 σ^′ σ V_b). (b = 2, 3) (B2)

3. Tensor perturbations

J_{000} = J_{001} = J_{002} = J_{003} = J_{100} = 0, J_{i0j} = −2(a^2Ḣ^{(2)}_T )G_{ij} , (i, j = 1, 2, 3) J_{111} = 2a^2Ḣ^{(2)}_T G_{11,1}, J_{122} = 2a^2Ḣ^{(2)}_T [2G_{12,2} − G_{22,1} + 2σσ^′G_{11}], J_{133} = 2a^2Ḣ^{(2)}_T [2G_{13,3} − G_{33,1} + 2σσ^′ sin^2 θG_{11} + 2 sin θ cos θG_{12}], J_{123} = 2a^2Ḣ^{(2)}_T [G_{12,3} + G_{31,2} − G_{23,1} − 2 cot θG_{13}], J_{11b} = 2a^2Ḣ^{(2)}_T [G_{11,b} − 2 σ^′ σ G_{1b}]. (b = 2, 3) (B3)

APPENDIX C: THE INTRINSIC QUANTITY ΘMN IN THE SHELL

The expressions of Θ_{MN} are shown for three types of metric perturbations, where M and N take the values 0, 2 and 3.

1. Scalar perturbations

Θ_{00} = 2 a^3 { σ^′ σ a^2(Φ_H + 2Φ_A)Q + a^2Φ_H Q_{,1} } + 2 a^3 σ^′ σ (−2ϕ̇_0 + ȧ a ϕ_0)Q + 2 a ȧ a ϕ̇_LQ_{,1} − 1

a^3 ϕ_L{ 1 σ^2

[(Q_{,1} − 2 σ^′ σ Q)_{,22} + (Q_{,1} − 2 σ^′ σ Q)_{,33}/ sin^2 θ]

− 2[ σ^{′′} σ + ( σ^′ σ )^2 − 2( ȧ a )^2]Q_{,1} + 1 σ^2 cot θ(Q_{,1} − 2 σ^′ σ Q)_{,2}} + 2v a^3 a^2[Φ̇_H + ȧ a (3Φ_H + Φ_A)]Q + 2v̇ a a^2Φ_AQ − v a^3 ϕ_0 [( 2 ä a + 4( ȧ a )^2 − l(l + 1)

σ^2 ) Q + 4 σ^′ σ Q_{,1} ] − 2 a^3 (3 ȧ a v + v̇)(ϕ̇_0 − ȧ a ϕ_0)Q + 2 a^2 ȧ a ϕ̇_0Q + 2v

a^3 ϕ_L ȧ a [Q_{,11} + 1 σ^2

(Q_{,22} + Q_{,33}/ sin^2 θ) + 4 σ^′ σ Q_{,1} + 1 σ^2 cot θQ_{,2}] − 2v a^3 σ^′ σ ϕ̇_LQ_{,1} + 0(v^2),

Θ_{22} = Θ_s + 1 a ϕ_L{(Q_{,133} − 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,33})/ sin^2 θ + cot θ(Q_{,12} − 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,2}) − 4 σ^′ σ Q_{,22}} + 0(v),

Θ_{33} = Θ_s sin^2 θ + 1 a ϕ_L{(Q_{,122} − 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,22}) sin^2 θ − 4 σ^′ σ (Q_{,33} + sin θ cos θQ_{,2})} + 0(v),

Θ_{0b} = − 1 a^2

(ϕ̇_L − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)(Q_{,1} + σ^′ σ Q)_{,b} − 2 a^2 σ^′ σ ϕ_0Q_{,b} − 2 a^2 v̇(ϕ̇_L − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L + ϕ_0)Q_{,b} − v a^2

{[2a^2(Φ_H − Φ_A) + 2ϕ̇_0 + 4 ȧ a (ϕ̇_L − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)]Q_{,b} + 2ϕ_L[Q_{,11} + 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,1} − 2( σ^′ σ )^2Q]_{,b}} + 0(v^2), (b = 2, 3)

Θ_{23} = 1 a {ϕ_L[Q_{,12} − 2 σ^′ σ Q_{,2} − cot θ(Q_{,1} − 2 σ^′ σ Q)]_{,3} − v(ϕ_0 − 2 ȧ a ϕ_L)(Q_{,2} − cot θQ)_{,3}

+ 2(2 σ^′ σ − 3 ȧ a v − v̇)ϕ_L(Q_{,23} − cot θQ_{,3})} + 0(v^2), (C1)

where

Θ_s/σ^2 ≡ − 1 a a^2(Φ_A + Φ_H )Q_{.1} − 5 σ^′ σ 1 a (a^2Φ_H − ȧ a ϕ_0)Q − 1 2a (ϕ̈_L − 2 ȧ a ϕ̇_L)Q_{,1} + 1 a ϕ_L{− σ^′ σ Q_{,11} + [ σ^{′′} σ − 3( σ^′ σ )^2]Q_{,1} + [ ä a − ( ȧ a )^2]Q_{,1}} + 0(v). (C2)

2. Vector perturbations

Θ_{00} = − 1 a^3 { ȧ a (a^2Ψ − ϕ̇_T )V_1 + ϕ_T [−2 σ^′ σ V_{1,1} + 4( ȧ a )^2V_1 + 1 σ^2 ( V_{1,22} − 2 σ^′ σ V_{2,2} + (V_{1,33} − 2 σ^′ σ V_{3,3})/ sin^2 θ + cot θ(V_{1,2} − 2 σ^′ σ V_2) ) + 2 σ^′ σ V_{1,1} −

2(σσ^′)^′

σ^2

V_1] }

+ v a^3 { 2 ȧ a ϕ_T V_{1,1} − 2[a^2Ψ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^.] σ^′ σ V_1

+ (a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )[ 1 σ^2

(V_{2,2} + V_{3,3}/ sin^2 θ) + 2 σ^′ σ V_1] + 4 σ^′ σ [−a^2Ψ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^.]V_1 } + 0(v^2),

Θ_{22} = Θ_v + 1 a ϕ_T [(V_{1,33} − 2 σ^′ σ V_{3,3})/ sin^2 θ − 4 σ^′ σ V_{2,2} + cot θ(V_{1,2} − 2 σ^′ σ V_2)] − 2 a ϕ_T (3 ȧ a v + v̇)V_{2,2} − v a (a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )V_{3,3}/ sin^2 θ + 0(v^2),

Θ_{33} = Θ_v sin^2 θ + 1 a ϕ_T [(V_{1,22} − 2 σ^′ σ V_{2,2}) sin^2 θ − 4 σ^′ σ (V_{3,3} + sin θ cos θV_2)] − 2 a ϕ_T (3 ȧ a v + v̇)(V_{3,3}

+ sin θ cos θV_2) − v a (a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )V_{2,2} sin^2 θ + 0(v^2)

Θ_{23} = − 1 a ϕ_T [V_{1,23} + σ^′ σ (V_{2,3} + V_{3,2}) − cot θ(V_{1,3} + 2 σ^′ σ V_3)] + v 2a [a^2Ψ + 2( ȧ a − 2σ^′ σ )ϕ_T ](V_{2,3} + V_{3,2} − 2 cot θV_3),

Θ_{0b} = − 1 a^2 { 1 2 a^2Ψ(V_{b,1} − V_{1,b}) + (ϕ̇_T − 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )(V_{1,b} − σ^′ σ V_b)

+ (2 σ^′ σ + 3 ȧ a v + v̇)[−a^2Ψ + a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^.]V_b} − v a^2 {[aȧΨ − ȧ a (ϕ̇_T − 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )]V_b + ϕ_T [V_{1,1b} − σ^′ σ (V_{b,1} + V_{1,b}) + 2( σ^′ σ )^2V_b]}

+ [− 1 a vϕ_T (2 σ^′ σ + 3 ȧ a v + v̇)](V_{1,b} + V_{b,1} − 2 σ^′ σ V_b) + 0(v^2). (b = 2, 3) (C3)

where

Θ_v ≡ − σ^2 a σ^′ σ ϕ_T [V_{1,1} + 4 σ^′ σ V_1] − σ^2 a [ϕ̈_T − 6 ȧ a ϕ̇_T + 2(− ä a + 2( ȧ a )^2)ϕ_T

− a^2(Ψ̇ + ȧ a Ψ)]V_1 + σ^2 a { ȧ a (a^2Ψ − ϕ̇_T )V_1 + ϕ_T [ σ^′ σ V_{1,1} + 2( ȧ a )^2V_1 − ( σ^′ σ )^′σ^{−2}V_1]} − σ^2 a {[2v(ϕ̈_T − ȧ a ϕ_T ) + v̇ϕ_T ]V_{1,1} + σ^′ σ v[a^2Ψ

+ a^2(ϕ_T /a^2)^.]V_1} − 2 σ^2 a ϕ_T (3 ȧ a v + v̇) σ^′ σ V_1 − v a (a^2Ψ + 2 ȧ a ϕ_T )σσ^′V_1 + 0(v^2). (C4)

3. Tensor perturbations

Θ_{00} = −a^{−1}H^{(2)}_T [σ^{−2}(2G_{12,2} − G_{22,1} + (2G_{13,3} − G_{33,1})/ sin^2 θ) + 6 σ^′ σ G_{11} + 2 cot θσ^{−2}G_{12}] + 0(v), Θ_{22} = aH^{(2)}_T [3σσ^′G_{11} + (2G_{13,3} − G_{33,1})/ sin^2 θ + 2 cot θG_{12}] + 0(v), Θ_{33} = aH^{(2)}_T [3σσ^′G_{11} + (2G_{12,2} − G_{22,1})] sin^2 θ + 0(v), Θ_{23} = aH^{(2)}_T [4 σ^′ σ G_{23} − (G_{12,3} + G_{13,2} − G_{23,1} − 2 cot θG_{13})] + 0(v), Θ_{0b} = −Ḣ^{(2)}_T G_{1b} + 0(v). (b = 2, 3) (C5)

APPENDIX D: INTEGRALS L AND M

The integrals L and M in Eqs. (81) and (89) are rewritten here using the the orthonormal relations (76). First we have L = [σ^′(χ)/σ(χ)] ∫ dχ̃d(χ̃) ∫ dkΠ(χ̃)σ(χ̃)Π(χ)σ(χ) = [σ^′(χ)/σ(χ)]d(χ). (D1)

Since d(χ) = 1 in the neighborhood of the shell, we obtain

L_± = (σ^′/σ)_±. (D2)

Next we notice that

ΠΠ^′ (Πσ)^′ = Π σ ( 1 − Πσ^′ (Πσ)^′ ) (D3)

and the factor |Πσ^′/(Πσ)^′| is ≪ 1, if assume that the perturbations shorter enough than the shell size contribute dominantly to the integral. Then M reduces to M = ∂ ∂χ ∫ dχ̃d(χ̃)σ(χ̃) ∫ dkΠ(χ̃)σ(χ̃) [( Π(χ)σ(χ) σ^′ (χ) σ(χ) )_′ − Π(χ)σ^′(χ) σ(χ) ( σ^′(χ) σ(χ) )_′]

− l(l + 1) ∫ dχ̃d(χ̃)σ(χ̃) ∫ dkΠ(χ̃)σ(χ̃) Π(χ)σ(χ) σ^3(χ) ( 1 − Π(χ)σ^′(χ) (Π(χ)σ(χ))^′ )

= { σ [ ( σ^′ σ^2

)^′ − 1 σ ( σ^′ σ )^′ ] − l(l + 1)

σ^2 ( 1 − 0⟨ Πσ^′ (Πσ)^′ ⟩ )} d(χ) = − 1 σ^2 [ (σ^′)^2 + l(l + 1) ( 1 − 0⟨ Πσ^′ (Πσ)^′ ⟩ )] d(χ), (D4)

where ⟨Πσ^′/(Πσ)^′⟩ represents the root-mean-square of Πσ^′/(Πσ)^′ in the k-space. Accordingly, we obtain M_± ≃ − 1 σ^2_±

[(σ^′)^2_± + l(l + 1)]. (D5)

[1] R. C. Tolman, Proc. Nat. Aca. Soc. 20, 169 (1934).

[2] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lishitz, The Classical Theory of Fields(Pergamon Press, New York, 1962). [3] N. Sakai, K. Maeda and H. Sato, Prog. Theor. Phys. 89, 1193 (1993). [4] V. A. Berezin, V.A. Kuzmin and I.I. Tkachev, Phys. Rev. D36, 2919 (1987). [5] B. J. Carr and A. Yahil, Astrophys. J. 360, 330 (1990).

[6] M. E. Cahill and A. H. Taub, Comm. Math. Phys. 21, 1 (1971); P. S. Wesson, Astrophys. J. 228, 647 (1979). [7] K. Tomita, Astrophys. J. 451, 1 (1995). [8] K. Tomita, Astrophys. J. 461, 507 (1996). [9] K. Tomita, Gen. Rel. Grav. 29, 815 (1997).

[10] U. H. Gerlach and U. K. Sengupta, Phys. Rev. D19, 2268 (1979). [11] U. H. Gerlach and U. K. Sengupta, Phys. Rev. D20, 3009 (1979). [12] U. H. Gerlach and U. K. Sengupta, J. Math. Phys. 20, 2540 (1979). [13] U. H. Gerlach and U. K. Sengupta, Phys. Rev. D18, 1773 (1978). [14] S. Mukohyama, Phys. Rev. D62, 084015 (2000). [15] S. Mukohyama, Class. Quant. Grav. 17,4777 (2000). [16] H. Kodama, A. Ishibashi and O. Seto, Phys. Rev. D62, 064022 (2000). [17] W. Israel, Nuovo Cim. 44b, 1 (1966). [18] J. M. Bardeen, Phys. Rev. D22, 1882 (1980).

[19] H. Kodama and M. Sasaki, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 78, 1 (1984). [20] T. Regge and J. A. Wheeler, Phys. Rev. 108, 1063 (1957). [21] M. L. Wilson, Astrophys. J. 273, 2 (1983). [22] E. R. Harrison, Rev. Mod. Phys. 39, 862 (1967).