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Abstract

It is shown that the decomposition theorems of York, Stewart and Walker for symmetric spatial
second-rank tensors, such as the perturbed metric tensor and perturbed Ricci tensor, and the spatial
fluid velocity vector imply that, for open, flat or closed Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker uni-
verses, there are exactly two, unique, independent gauge-invariant quantities which describe the true,
physical perturbations to the energy density and particle number density. Using these two new quanti-
ties, evolution equations for cosmological density perturbations and for entropy perturbations, adapted
to non-barotropic equations of state for the pressure, are derived. Density perturbations evolve adia-
batically if and only if the particle number density does not contribute to the pressure. Local density
perturbations do not affect the global expansion of the universe. The new perturbation theory has an
exact non-relativistic limit in a non-static universe. The gauge problem of cosmology has thus been
solved.
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Introduction

The theory related to the linearized Einstein equations and conservation laws is important in cosmology

because it describes the growth of all kinds of structures in the expanding universe, such as stars, galaxies
and microwave background fluctuations. Lifshitz (1946) and Lifshitz and Khalatnikov (1963) were the
first researchers to derive a cosmological perturbation theory. They encountered the problem that the
solutions of the linearized Einstein equations and conservation laws have no physical significance. Due to



the linearity of the equations, the solutions can be changed by a linear coordinate transformation, i.e., a
gauge transformation. Therefore, the solutions are gauge-dependent. This is the well-known gauge problem
of cosmology which is up till now not solved.

1.1 Gauge Problem of Cosmology

Consider a closed, flat or open Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe filled with a perfect
fluid, with an equation of state for the pressure which depends, according to thermodynamics, on the
particle number density n and the energy density €. The evolution of the energy density £,, and the
particle number density n, of the background universe are governed by the usual Einstein equations
and conservation laws for a FLRW universe. The general solution of the linearized Einstein equations
and conservation laws contains, among other quantities, €, and n,. Since the linearized equations are

invariant under linear coordinate transformations z# — z'# = z# — £, one can generate new, equivalent,
/!

solutions &7,

A
, and nj,, Le.,
!’ 0. /o 0,
Eny=€m TE& €0, Ny =na +§ o), (1)

where %, and £, are gauge modes. Therefore, £, and n, are gauge-dependent and have, as a

consequence, no physical significance. In contrast to €(;, and n,, the real, measurable density perturbations

hys hys . . . . ‘ ;
efy’” and nfy)”" are independent of the choice of a coordinate system, i.e., are gauge-invariant.

The physics of density perturbations is hidden in the general solution of the linearized Einstein equa-

. . . L hys hys .
tions and conservation laws. Therefore, the physical quantities [,}”® and n{}}”® can be expressed as linear

combinations, with time-dependent coefficients, of gauge-dependent solutions of these equations, such that

the gauge modes are eliminated. Furthermore, Ef’f;y ® and nf’ll;ys have the property that in the non-relativistic

limit the linearized Einstein equations and conservation laws combined with expressions for ef;,"” and nf;,"
phys

reduce, in a non-static flat FLRW universe, to the time-independent Poisson equation with e(;,”" as source
. . . hys hys o

term, and the well-known Einstein relation e},)"* = n}}”*mc?. Consequently, the gauge problem is, in fact,

the problem of finding expressions for 5(p1})ly ® and nl(’f;y 5,

1.2 Previous Attempts to solve the Gauge Problem of Cosmology

Bardeen (1980) was the first to demonstrate that using gauge-invariant quantities, one can recast the
linearized Einstein equations and conservation laws into a new set of evolution equations that are free of
non-physical gauge modes. Bardeen’s definition of a gauge-invariant density perturbation is such that it
becomes equal to the gauge-dependent density perturbation in the limit of small scales. The underlying
assumption is that on small scales the gauge modes vanish so that gauge-dependent quantities become
gauge-independent. As will be shown in Section 7, the physical quantities 5{’1};y ® and nf’lk)‘ys do not become
equal to the gauge-dependent quantities €(,, and n,, in the non-relativistic limit. Furthermore, the gauge
modes &.;, and 7, never become zero, since the universe is not static in the non-relativistic limit. Finally,
the relativistic space-time gauge transformations reduce in the non-relativistic limit to Newtonian gauge
transformations with space and time decoupled. Consequently, the quantities defined by Bardeen are not
equal to the real physical energy density perturbation.

The article of Bardeen has inspired the pioneering works of Ellis and Bruni (1989); Ellis et al. (1989);
Ellis and van Elst (1998), Mukhanov et al. (1992); Mukhanov (2005) and Bruni et al. (1992). These
researchers proposed alternative perturbation theories using gauge-invariant quantities which differ from the
ones used by Bardeen. The theory of Mukhanov et al. (1992) yields the Poisson equation of the Newtonian
Theory of Gravity only if the Hubble function, i.e., the expansion scalar, vanishes. This, however, violates
the background Friedmann equation, as will be shown in Section 7. In fact, the background Friedmann
equation is needed to derive the Poisson equation from the linearized Friedmann equation in the non-
relativistic limit. Consequently, the gauge-invariant quantities defined by Mukhanov et al. (1992) are not
equal to the true physical perturbations.

In the approach of Ellis and Bruni (1989); Ellis et al. (1989); Ellis and van Elst (1998) density pertur-
bations are defined using gradients. They define a gauge-invariant and covariant function which ‘closely



corresponds to the intention of the usual gauge-dependent density contrast function’. However, a pertur-
bation theory based on this definition does not yield the Poisson equation in the non-relativistic limit.

The above mentioned pioneering treatments caused an abundance of other important works, e.g.,
Malik and Wands (2009); Knobel (2012); Peter (2013); Malik and Matravers (2013); Kodama and Sasaki
(1984); Ma and Bertschinger (1995). The review article of Ellis (2017) discusses the work of Lifshitz and
Khalatnikov, and also provides an overview of other research on the subject.

From the vast literature on cosmological density perturbations, it must be concluded that there is still
no agreement on which gauge-invariant quantities are the true energy density perturbation and particle
number density perturbation. None of the cosmological perturbation theories in the literature has a correct
non-relativistic limit as explained in Section 7, so that there is still no solution to the gauge problem of
cosmology.

1.3 Solution of the Gauge Problem of Cosmology

As said before, the true, physical, density perturbations ef’l};ys and nl()f;ys are hidden in the general solution of

the linearized Einstein equations and conservation laws and it has proved difficult to determine in advance
which linear combination of gauge-dependent quantities are equal to these true density perturbations.

To solve this problem, the decomposition theorems of York, jr. (1974), Stewart and Walker (1974) and
Stewart (1990) for symmetric three-tensors are used. In the literature, these decomposition theorems are
only applied to the perturbed metric three-tensor. This, however, is not sufficient. The decomposition of
the perturbed Ricci three-tensor must also be taken into account. Only then the linearized momentum
constraint equations are consistent with the decomposition of the fluid three-velocity into a rotational part
and a divergence part. This makes it possible to decompose the linearized equations into three independent
systems which govern the evolution of scalar perturbations, vector perturbations and tensor perturbations.
Only the part of the perturbed Ricci three-scalar which is associated with scalar perturbations is non-zero,
so that only scalar perturbations are coupled to €,, and n.,,. This fact, which is explained in detail in
Section 4, is essential since for scalar perturbations the three linearized momentum constraint equations
can now be rewritten as one first-order ordinary differential equation for the perturbed Ricci three-scalar.
This, in turn, implies that, for scalar perturbations, one exclusively needs the constraint equations and
conservation laws. The fact that these equations are the perturbed counterparts of the background equa-
tions is crucial. It is well-known that the evolution of the unperturbed universe is determined by three
independent scalars, namely the energy density, the particle number density and the expansion scalar, see
Section 3.1. It has now been achieved that these three scalars occur also in the linearized equations in
Section 5, this time as perturbations. In Section 6 it is shown that this substantially reduces the number
of gauge-invariant quantities which can be written as linear combinations of gauge-dependent solutions
of the linearized equations. As a consequence, there are exactly three non-trivial gauge-invariant quanti-
ties, namely, s%li), n(gli) and 0<gli) = 0. In the non-relativistic limit, Section 7, it is found that 5?& = Ef’l};ys,
ngg; = nﬂ};ys and H(gli) = Gﬁ?ys = 0. Therefore, 5%) = sf’ll;ys, n(gli) = nf’f;ys and 9%’3) = Ggl;ys = 0 holds true also
in the General Theory of Relativity.

Finally, evolution equations for sf’f;ys and nf’f)lys are derived using the algorithm given in the appendix,
whereas 9?11;3'5 = 0 implies that local density perturbations do not affect the global expansion 6, of the
universe. In fact, the cosmological perturbation theory in Section 8 consists of a second-order ordinary
differential equation—with source term entropy perturbations—which describes the evolution of relative
perturbations in the total energy density, and a first-order ordinary differential equation that describes the
evolution of entropy perturbations. The coefficients of the second-order equation depend on the equation of
state p(n, ) for the pressure and is, as a consequence, different from the equations found in the literature.
The first-order differential equation for the entropy perturbation is a new result.

With the evolution equations for density perturbations given in Section 8, the gauge problem of cos-
mology for closed, flat and open FLRW universes has been solved.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Choosing a System of Reference

. . : hys hys .
In order to derive evolution equations for e}’ and nf}”® a suitable system of reference must be chosen.

Due to the general covariance of the Einstein equations and conservation laws, the General Theory of
Relativity is invariant under a general coordinate transformation z# — z’#(x"), implying that there are
no preferred coordinate systems (see Weinberg (2008), Appendix B). In particular, the linearized Einstein
equations and conservation laws are invariant under a general linear coordinate transformation, i.e., a gauge
transformation

at — 't =t — (¢, x), (2)
where ¢ (t,x) are four arbitrary infinitesimal functions of time, 2° = ct, and space, = = (2!, 22, 23),
coordinates, the so-called gauge functions. Since there are no preferred systems of reference and since

. hys hys . . . . . . . .
the solutions €(})”” and n{}}”” of the evolution equations are invariant under the infinitesimal coordinate

transformation (2), i.e., are gauge-invariant, one may use any coordinate system to derive the evolution
equations.

A suitable system of reference can be chosen by the following two considerations. Firstly, in order to
unambiguously identify the gauge-invariant quantities 5%) and n(gli) found in Section 6 as the real density
perturbations Ef)ll;ys and nf’l};ys, one needs the non-relativistic limit. In the Newtonian Theory of Gravity
space and time are strictly separated, implying that in this theory all coordinate systems are essentially
synchronous. In view of the non-relativistic limit it is, therefore, convenient to use synchronous coordinates
(Lifshitz, 1946; Lifshitz and Khalatnikov, 1963; Landau and Lifshitz, 2010) in the background as well as in

the perturbed universe. In these coordinates the metric tensor g, (¢, ) of FLRW universes has the form

goo=1, goi =0, gij =—a*(t)gi;(), (3)
where a(t) is the scale factor of the universe, goo = 1 indicates that coordinate time is equal to proper
time, go; = 0 is the global synchronicity condition (see Landau and Lifshitz (2010), § 84) and g;;' is the
metric tensor of the three-dimensional maximally symmetric sub-spaces of constant time. From the Killing
equations &, + &, = 0 and (3) it follows that the functions {#(¢, ) in (2) become

() /Ct dr

F=u@), =" [ any TX@) (4)

if only transformations between synchronous coordinates are allowed. The four functions v(z) and x*(z)
cannot be fixed since the four coordinate conditions goo = 1 and ggo; = 0 have already exhausted all four
degrees of freedom, see Weinberg (1972), Section 7.4 on coordinate conditions.

Secondly, a property of synchronous systems of reference is that the space-space components of the
four-dimensional Ricci curvature tensor 12, are split into two parts such that one part contains exclusively
all time-derivatives of the space-space components of the metric tensor g;; and the second part R;; is the
Ricci curvature tensor of the three-dimensional sub-spaces. In fact, R;; is the three-dimensional Ricci tensor
which is expressed in terms of g;; in the same way as R, is expressed in terms of g,,. All operations
of raising indices and of covariant differentiation are carried out with the three-dimensional metric g,
Landau and Lifshitz (2010), § 97. These properties make it possible to apply the decomposition theorems
of York, jr. (1974), Stewart and Walker (1974) and Stewart (1990) to the perturbed metric three-tensor
and perturbed Ricci three-tensor.

In conclusion, a synchronous system of reference is the most appropriate coordinate system to derive

the evolution equations for the density perturbations Ef’ll;ys and nf’ll)lys.

1Quantities with a tilde, i.e., §, belong to the three-dimensional maximally symmetric subspaces of constant time.



2.2 Equations of State for the Pressure

Barotropic equations of state p = p(e) do not take into account the particle number density, so that
the influence of entropy perturbations on the evolution of density perturbations cannot be studied, see
Section 9.3. Since heat exchange of a perturbation with its environment could be important for structure
formation in the early universe, realistic equations of state are needed. From thermodynamics it is known
that both the energy density ¢ and the pressure p depend on the particle number density n and the absolute
temperature T, i.e.,

€= E('fl, T)a p= p(n, T) (5)

Since T can, in principle, be eliminated from these equations of state, a computationally more convenient
equation of state for the pressure is used, namely

p :p(n,s). (6)

This equation of state for the pressure and its first- and second-order partial derivatives have been included

. . . . . h h
in the evolution equations for the density perturbations e,** and nf;)”".

3 Einstein Equations and Conservation laws for Closed, Flat and
Open FLRW Universes

The background and linearized equations can be calculated from the set of Einstein equations (97.11)—
(97.13) from the textbook of Landau and Lifshitz (2010) and the conservation laws T#"., = 0.

3.1 Background Equations

The complete set of background Einstein equations and conservation laws for open, flat and closed FLRW
universes filled with a perfect fluid with energy-momentum tensor

T = (e + p)u*u” —pg"”, p=p(n,e), (7)

is, in synchronous coordinates, given by

3H? = LR + ke +A, k=8rGn/c*, (8a)
Ry = —2HR,,, (8b)
€y = —3Hep (L +w), w:=pq/en), (8c)
Vo) = 0, (84d)
Ty = —3Hn . (8e)

The Gy; constraint equations and the G;;, ¢ # j, dynamical equations are identically satisfied. The Gy;

179
dynamical equations are equivalent to the time-derivative of the Gy constraint equation, or Friedmann
equation (8a). Therefore, the G;; dynamical equations need not be taken into account. In equations (8)
A is the cosmological constant, G the gravitational constant of the Newtonian Theory of Gravity and ¢
the speed of light. An over-dot denotes differentiation with respect to ¢t and the sub-index (0) refers to
the background, i.e., unperturbed, quantities. Furthermore, H := a/a is the Hubble function which is, for
FLRW universes, equal to H = %0(0” where 0, is the background value of the expansion scalar 6 = u*,,
with u# := ¢71U" the fluid four-velocity, normalised to unity (u*wu, = 1). A semicolon denotes covariant
differentiation with respect to the background metric tensor g.,. The spatial parts of the background
3

(0)jkl>

%

Riemann tensor R the Riccl curvature tensor R, ;

and its contraction R, are given by

i i i~ i~ ' 2K 6K
Rigji = Bjw = K (8'kgjt = 8"w95) » R %5, Roy=——5,

7(40).7 = 70172 K= 71,05 +17 (9)



where R, is the global spatial curvature. The quantity 1, is the three-divergence of the spatial part of
the fluid four-velocity uf,. For an isotropic universe the fluid four-velocity is uf, = 8¢, implying that
¥y = 0, so that there is no local fluid flow.

From the system (8) one can conclude that the evolution of an unperturbed FLRW universe is determined
by exactly three independent scalars, namely

e=T"uuu,, n=Nlu, 6=u",, (10)

where N* = nu! is the cosmological particle current four-vector, which satisfies the particle number
conservation law N#,, =0, (8e), see Weinberg (2008), Appendix B. As will become clear in Sections 6
and 7, the quantities (10) and their perturbed counterparts play a key role in the evolution of cosmological
density perturbations.

3.2 Linearized Equations

The complete set of linearized Einstein equations and conservation laws for open, flat and closed FLRW
universes is, in synchronous coordinates, given by

Hhkk + %Ru) = —KE€q), (11a)
hkkﬁ - hkﬂk = 2K(€(0) +p(0))u(1)i7 (11b)
hijy+3HR'; + 6" Hh*), + 2R, ; = —k8"j(e) — Py, (11c)
Eay T 3H (e +pay) + (E0) + Pioy)0iy = 0, (11d)
cdt [(6(0) —|—p(0))u(1)} N g“]f)p(lﬂk +5H (e(0) + Peoy)u(yy =0, (11e)
nay + 3Hng) + neba, =0, (11f)
where h,, = —guyw and h* = +gliy with hgg = 0 and hg; = 0 is the perturbed metric tensor, ht; =

gff)hkj, and g3, is the unperturbed background metric tensor (3) for an open, flat and closed FLRW universe.
Quantities with a sub-index (1) are the perturbed counterparts of the background quantities with a sub-
index (0). A vertical bar denotes covariant differentiation with respect to the background metric tensor
9wyij- Note that the G, 5 and GY,; constraint equations (11a) and (11b) contain at most first-order time-
derivatives of the metric. They relate the initial conditions h*;(to, x), h';(to, @), €1 (o, &), N (to, ) and
u?l)(to,w). Once the constraint equations are satisfied at ¢ = ty, they are satisfied automatically at all
times. This is an intrinsic property of the Einstein equations (Weinberg (1972) and Landau and Lifshitz
(2010), § 95), which will be used in Section 5.

The perturbation to the pressure is given by the perturbed equation of state for the pressure

Ip p
Pay = PaNay T DPe€ys  Pn = <8n> y DPe = (86) , (12)
€ n

where p,(n,e) and p.(n,e) are the partial derivatives of the equation of state p(n, ).
Using Lifshitz’ formula, see Lifshitz and Khalatnikov (1963), equation (I.3) and Weinberg (1972),
equation (10.9.1),
k kl
i = =290 (it + Migii = hijn), (13)
and the contracted Palatini identities, see Lifshitz and Khalatnikov (1963), equation (I.5) and Weinberg
(1972), equation (10.9.2),

k k
R(l)ij = F(l)ij|k - F(l)ik\j’ (14)
the perturbed Ricci three-tensor can be written as
Riij = =398 (hujie + hujiae — hage — hargig;)- (15)



Raising the index i, one gets, using also (9),
P ik ik j itk k k Kl g j
Ri,; = (9" Rij)y = 9oy Rk + 5Rioh’s = =390, (W 1150+ e = hEkjaig) + 390,81k + 5 Ry b5 (16)

Using that gfg)hk”ﬂk = gfg) hki“w-, one finds for the contraction of the perturbed Ricci three-tensor, i.e.,
the perturbed Ricci three-scalar,

Ry = Ry, = 9 (WF iy — BFijng) + 3R k% (17)

Expression (17) is the local perturbation to the global spatial curvature R, due to a local density pertur-
bation.
Finally, 6,,, is the perturbation to the expansion scalar  := u*,,. Using that uf, = §"(, one gets

00y =0 — %hkka V) = uﬁ)\k’ (18)

where 9, is the divergence of the spatial part of the perturbed fluid four-velocity wf;,.

4 Decomposition of the Spatial Metric Tensor, the Spatial Ricci Tensor
and the Spatial Fluid Velocity

York, jr. (1974), Stewart and Walker (1974) and Stewart (1990) showed that any symmetric second-rank
three-tensor, and hence the perturbation tensor h;; and the perturbed Ricci tensor R,);;, can uniquely be
decomposed into three parts. For the perturbed metric tensor, one has

; j j ' k k k
The perturbed Ricci tensor, R ,;;, being a symmetric second-rank three-tensor, can in the same way be
decomposed

7 7 7 7 k k k
Ry =Ry + By + B Ry =0, R =0, R =0 (20)

(V%5
Finally, York and Stewart demonstrated that the components hﬁj can be written in terms of two indepen-
dent potentials ¢(t,x) and ((¢, x), namely

_ 9 .
1= 299+ i) (21)

As will be shown in the next three subsections, the decompositions (19) and (20) and the expression (21)

3 ) of the perturbed fluid four-velocity

imply that the decomposition of the spatial part w., = (uf,, ud,, ud,

Uy = Ugy|| + UL, (22)
where the components U and w,,; have the properties
ﬁ-uu) :6-%)“, exu(l) =6><u(m, (23)

is consistent with the momentum constraint equations (11b). In expressions (23) V is the generalised
vector differential operator, defined by Vv := vkh-.

Using the decompositions (19), (20) and (22) the system of equations (11) is split into three independent
systems. The solutions of these systems are referred to as tensor perturbations *, vector perturbations L
and scalar perturbations ||. These perturbations are briefly discussed in the following three subsections.

4.1 Tensor Perturbations

Using (19) and (20), equations (1la)—(11lc) imply that £, = 0, p,, = 0 and u,, = 0, so that tensor
perturbations are not coupled to density perturbations. With (18) it follows that 6,,, = 0. This, in turn,
implies that equation (8e) and (11f) are identical, so that n,, = 0. As a consequence, the system (11)
reduces for tensor perturbations to

hi;+3Hhi; + 2R, ;= 0. (24)
Due to the form of this equation, tensor perturbations are usually referred to as gravitational waves.



4.2 Vector Perturbations

From (11a), the contraction of (11c), R, |, = 0 and (19) it follows that £, = 0 and p.,, = 0. Raising the

index i of equations (11b) with g(ig), one finds, using also that I‘fo)ij =Tk,

35, + 2HRE, = 26(e00) + Pioy )l (25)

where it is used that gfg') = 72Hgfg). It follows from Rfm_k =0, (17) and (19) that hlj must obey
W =0, (26)
in addition to h%, = 0. Taking the covariant derivative of (25) with respect to the index j and using (26)

one finds that equations (25) reduce to u{l)‘j = 0, or, equivalently, V- ¢, = 0. This implies with (18) that

84y = 0, so that n,, = 0. With (23) it follows that w., is coupled to vector perturbations. For vector
perturbations, equations (11) reduce to the set of equations

hiﬂk +26(e0) + Poy)UayLi = 0, (27a)
P+ 3HR ; + 2R, | =0, (27b)
1d ; ;

cdt (@ TPy 1| +5H(g0) + Pioy)uiy L = 0. (27¢)

In view of (23), vector perturbations are also called rotational perturbations.

4.3 Scalar Perturbations

Since both hﬁk # 0 and R, # 0 scalar perturbations are coupled to .y, nu, and py. It is now
demonstrated that w,) is coupled to scalar perturbations, by showing that equations (11b) require that
the rotation of u,, vanishes, if the metric tensor is of the form (21). Differentiating (11b) covariantly with
respect to the index j and subsequently substituting expression (21) yields

20111 + CF ity — <kl = K (E0) + Proy) Uil (28)

Interchanging ¢ and j and subtracting the result from (28) one gets

ke tk
Cl li|klj — C‘ l3lkli = _“CQ(E@ +p<o>)(“(1>i|j - U(1>j|z')7 (29)

where it is used that q.bmj = q.bmi and ¢|k|k|i|j = ¢|k|k|ﬂi. By rearranging the covariant derivatives, equa-
tion (29) can be cast in the form

(it = ¥ i) = ¥ gags = C¥ ) + (a5 = CF e = =€ () + Po) (Wi — uayzia)- (30)

Using the expressions for the commutator of second-order covariant derivatives (see Weinberg (1972),
Chapter 6, Section 5)

A A = AWRE . — AFR

. ) ki
(0)jPgq zo>kpqv lep\q - lealp = B"R| (31)

i i
Jlplg = 4 jlalp (0)kpq?

and substituting the background Riemann tensor (9) for the three-spaces of constant time one finds that
the left-hand sides of equations (30) vanish identically, implying that V x w, = 0. Therefore, only u, )

is coupled to scalar perturbations.

5 Linearized Equations for Scalar Perturbations in Closed, Flat and
Open FLRW Universes

The true density perturbations 5?1};3'5 and nf’l};ys are part of the scalar perturbations. Therefore, a new set

of equations will be derived which describe exclusively scalar perturbations. To that end, equations (11)
will be rewritten using the results of Section 4.



i
ol
to obtain perturbation equations which exclusively describe the evolution of scalar

Since scalar perturbations are only coupled to hﬁj and u one may replace in (11)-(18) h*; by

lls wl’
perturbations. From now on, only scalar perturbations are considered, and the subscript || is omitted.
Using the decompositions (19), (20), (22) and (23), it will be shown that the perturbed Einstein equations

and conservation laws (11) can for scalar perturbations be written in the form

and u{,) by u

2H 0y — V) = Ry + ke, (32a)
Ry = —2HR ) + 2ke o) (1 + w)d ) — %Rm)(@(l) V), (32b)
Eny = —3H (e +py) — €0y (1 +w)by, (32¢)
. 1 V2p P
Yoy = —H(2 - 3829, — Oop2=29 32d
(1) ( ﬁ ) (1) 6(0)(1 +’UJ) a2 ﬂ é(o) ( )
Ny = =3Hna) =10 (32e)

The system (32) consists of the energy density constraint equation or linearized Friedmann equation (32a),
the momentum constraint equation (32b), the energy density conservation law (32c), the momentum con-
servation law (32d) and the particle number density conservation law (32e). As will be shown below,
for scalar perturbations the dynamical equations (11c) are automatically fulfilled by the solution of the
system (32). This is an intrinsic property of the Einstein equations and conservation laws.

Note the remarkable similarity between the systems (8) and (32). In fact, the system (32) is the
perturbed counterpart of the system (8). Just as in the unperturbed case (8), the evolution equations (32)
consist of one algebraic equation (32a) and four first-order ordinary differential equations (32b)—(32e) for
the five unknown quantities 0., R, €1y, ¥y and ng,.

Using that p, = pniio) + Pe€(, and the conservation laws (8c) and (8e) the quantity 5(¢) becomes

N0yPn
B% =pe+ — 33
Eo(1+w) (33)
where pe and p,, are given by (12). The symbol V2 denotes the generalised Laplace operator with respect
to the three-space metric tensor g;;, defined by V2 f = g f;;.
The derivation of the evolution equations (32) for scalar perturbations is now given. Firstly, eliminating
hE) from (11a) with the help of (18) yields the algebraic equation (32a).

Secondly, multiplying both sides of equations (11b) by gfg) and taking the covariant derivative with
respect to the index j, one finds

g(zg)(hkk\ﬂj - hki|k|j) = 2”(5(0) +p<o))19(1)a (34)
where also (18) has been used. The left-hand side of (34) will turn up as a part of the time-derivative of
the curvature R,,. In fact, differentiating (17) with respect to time, one gets, using also g, = —2Hg,
and (8b),

Ry = =2HRq + g3 (W iy — i) + 3R h* s, (35)

where it is used that the operations of taking the time-derivative and the covariant derivative commute,
since the background connection coeflicients I‘ﬁ])ij = T*,; are independent of time for FLRW metrics (3).
Combining (34) and (35) and using (18) to eliminate ¥}, yields (32b). Thus, the G?,,; momentum constraint
equations (11b) have been recast in one first-order ordinary differential equation (32b) for the perturbed
Ricci three-scalar, i.e., the local spatial curvature due to a density perturbation.

Thirdly, it is shown that the dynamical equations (11c¢) are not needed. Clearly, the off-diagonal (i # j)
equations (11c) are not coupled to scalar perturbations, so that these equations need not be taken into
account. For the diagonal (i = j) equations, it is sufficient to consider the contraction of (11c¢). Eliminating

the quantity 7%, with the help of (18), one arrives at

9(1) - 19(1) + 6H(9(1> - 19(1)) - Ry = %F&(gm —Pwy)- (36)
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Using (32a) to eliminate the second term of (36) yields for the contraction of (11c)
Oy = Doy + 3Ry = —3k(c0) + poy)- (37)

This equation is identical to the time-derivative of the constraint equation (32a). Differentiation of equa-
tion (32a) with respect to time yields

2H (0, — V) + 2H (0 — Vr) = %Ru) + KEq). (38)

Eliminating the time-derivatives H, R, and £, with the help of (8a)(8c), (32b) and (32c), respectively,
yields the dynamical equation (37). Consequently, for scalar perturbations the dynamical equations (11c)
are not needed.

Finally, taking the covariant derivative of (11e) with respect to the background metric tensor g;; and
using (18), one gets

1d

cdt
where it is used that the operations of taking the time-derivative and the covariant derivative commute.
With (3), V2f := §¥ f|;; and (8c) one can rewrite (39) in the form

{(5«» +p<0))19(1>] - gfgpu)lkli +5H (g0) + Poy)Vy =0, (39)

1 V2
) Dy + ———— LD, (40)

Doy + H <2—3Z_)<°> ’
€0 TPo a

€o
Using the definitions w := p,, /e, and 52 = p /£, one arrives at equation (32d).

The decomposition theorems of York, Stewart, and Walker have been used to rewrite the full system of
Einstein equations and conservation laws (11) into a substantially simpler system of equations (32) which
describes exclusively scalar perturbations.

With the derivation of equations (32) the first step towards the solution of the gauge problem of cos-
mology has been taken. In the next section, the background equations (8) and the linearized equations (32)

will be used to identify which gauge-invariant quantities could be equal to sf)ll;ys and nf’f;ys.

6 Unique Gauge-invariant Quantities

The background equations (8) and the perturbation equations (32) are both written with respect to the
same system of reference. Therefore, these two systems can be combined to describe the evolution of scalar
perturbations. The system (8) describes the evolution of the quantities 6, = 3H, R,), €0y, U0, and n,
whereas the system (32) describes the evolution of their perturbed counterparts 6, Ry, €a), 1, and ng,).
The quantities €, n and 6 (10) are scalars. Let S represent one of the three scalars €, n and 6, then a
perturbation to these scalars transforms under a general infinitesimal coordinate transformation (2) as

Syt @) = Sl = Soy (t, @) + (¢, ) S (o) (1), (41)

where S, and S, are the background and the perturbation, respectively, of one of these scalars. The
term Sm = LSy = €98, is the gauge mode, where Ly is the Lie-derivative operator with respect to the
infinitesimal four-vector £#. It can be easily verified by substitution that the complete set of gauge modes
for the system of equations (32) is

Eay =Yy Ny = P, é(l) = @/’9(0)7 (42a)
] Vi V3
19(1) = _7, R(U = 4H 7 - %R(O)w 3 (42b)

where ¢ = 1(z) in synchronous coordinates, see (4). The quantities (42) are mere coordinate artefacts,
which have no physical meaning, since the gauge function ¥ () is an arbitrary infinitesimal function. Since
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the set (42) is a solution set of the system of linear equations (32), one can generate new, equivalent,
solutions by adding the gauge modes (42) to the original solutions €, ny, 6.1y, U1, and R(,,. Therefore,
the solutions of the system (32) have no physical significance. This is the well-known gauge problem of
cosmology. A first step towards the solution of the gauge problem has already been taken in Section 5, by
rewriting the system of equations (11) into a substantially smaller system (32) that describes exclusively
scalar perturbations. This has reduced the number of gauge-dependent quantities to five. The second step
towards the solution of the gauge problem of cosmology can now be taken. Since €,,, n(;y and 6,, transform
under the general infinitesimal transformation (2) according to (41), one can combine two independent
scalars to eliminate the gauge function £°(¢, ). With the three independent scalars (10), one can construct
(3) = 3 different sets of three gauge-invariant quantities. In each of these sets exactly one gauge-invariant

2
quantity vanishes. Therefore, the only non-trivial choice is

. é : n
gi . (0 gi . (0
€a) = Ew — i Ouys gy =gy — . s (43a)
(0) (0)
T — 6<0>9 _ 43b
m =00 — 04 =0. (43Db)

It follows from the transformation rule (41) that the quantities (43) are indeed invariant under the general
infinitesimal transformation (2), i.e., they are gauge-invariant, hence the superscript ‘gi’. Since the evolu-
tion of FLRW universes is determined by only three independent scalars (10), the quantities (43a) are the
only non-trivial gauge-invariant quantities, i.e., these quantities are unique. From this fact one may draw
the conclusion that the quantities (43a) are the true, physical density perturbations, i.e., 5%) = eff)lys and
n%f) = nﬂ};‘ys, and that the quantity (43b) G(gli) = Hfll;ys = 0 is the true physical perturbation to the global
expansion 6, of the universe. However, to be sure that this is indeed the case, one needs to study the
system (32) together with the quantities (43) in the non-relativistic limit. This third and last step will be

taken in the next section.

7 Non-relativistic Limit

The standard non-relativistic limit is defined by four requirements, see, e.g., Carroll (2003), page 153:

1. The gravitational field should be weak, i.e., can be considered as a perturbation of a flat FLRW
universe.

2. The particles are moving slowly with respect to the speed of light.

3. The transformation (2) with (4) is limited to transformations for which the Newtonian Theory of
Gravity in invariant.

4. The gravitational field of a density perturbation should be static, i.e., it does not change with time.

Requirement 3, which is not used in the literature, is needed because one has to deal with gauge transfor-
mations (2) with (4) in an expanding universe.

For cosmological perturbations the gravitational field is already weak. In order to meet the first
requirement a flat, R, = 0, FLRW universe is considered. In a flat FLRW universe the expressions (43a)

reduce to
; 1
€l = —;(2H19<1) +3Rw), (44a)
; Ny (ke + 2HI ) + L Ry)
n(gl):n(l)_ K€ 1T 3 <>’ (44D)

ke (1 + w)

where the background equations (8) have been used to eliminate all time-derivatives, the constraint equa-
tion (32a) to eliminate 6,,, and 3H = 6,
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Using (21) and the fact that spatial covariant derivatives become in flat three-space ordinary derivatives
with respect to the spatial coordinates, the local perturbation to the spatial curvature, (17) and its gauge
mode (42b), reduce for a flat FLRW universe to

AV Y

4
R(1) = §¢‘k|k = R(l) = 4H77 (45)

2 a?’

where V2 is the usual Laplace operator. Substituting the expression for R, into the perturbation equa-
tions (32), one gets

1 V2 4nGy i €
H(e(l) - rl9(1)> = —?7 + CT E(gl) + ie(l) y (46&)
V2 47GN

2 70725(@(1 +w)dy, (46D)
Eny = —3H(e) +Pu)) — €0y (1 +w)b), (46¢)

: 1 Vp
Doy = —H(2—38*)0 — O 46d
(C) ( BE)0 co(ltw) o (46d)
nay = —3Hnu) —nwba, (46e)

where (43a) has been used to eliminate e, from the G?, ; constraint equation (32a), and H := a/a. With
R, = 0 the first requirement is satisfied.

Next, the second requirement is implemented. Since the spatial parts ufl) of the fluid four-velocity are
gauge-dependent (42b), the second requirement must be defined by?

Uryphys = c (wphys = 0, (47)
i.e., the physical spatial parts of the fluid four-velocity are negligible with respect to the speed of light.
With (47) the second requirement is satisfied.

Next, the third requirement will be addressed. In the limit (47), the mean kinetic energy per particle
%m(v% — 0 is very small compared to the rest energy mc? per particle. This implies that the pressure
p — 0 is vanishingly small with respect to the rest energy density nmc?. Substituting p = 0, i.e., po, = 0
and p;, = 0, into the momentum conservation laws (11e) yields, using also the background equation (8c)
with w = p,/e0) — 0,

uly, = —2Hul,,. (48)
i

(Hphys
are equal to the gauge modes, see (42b),

Since the components u vanish in the non-relativistic limit (47), the general solutions of equations (48)

1 ., 0
a2(t)9k(‘”) gﬁ)’

al (tx) = — (49)
where it is used that H = a/a. As a result, in the limit (47) one is left with the gauge modes (49) only.
Since ﬁfl) = 0 are solutions of (48), one may, without losing any physical information, put the gauge modes
ay,, equal to zero, i.e.,

gy, = 0. (50)

From (49) and (50) it now follows that di)/dz* = 0, so that ¢» = C is an arbitrary constant in the non-
relativistic limit. Substituting ¢» = C into (4) one finds that the relativistic transformation (2) between
synchronous coordinates reduces in the limit (47) to the infinitesimal transformation

2 =2 =200, 2= =2 — (), (51)

2Recall that U(1) = U(yy|| is the irrotational part of the three-space fluid velocity. The rotational part ;) is not coupled
to density perturbations and need, therefore, not be considered. See Section 4.
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where x*(x) are three arbitrary functions of the spatial coordinates. Thus, in the non-relativistic limit time
and space transformations are decoupled: time coordinates may be shifted and spatial coordinates may be
chosen arbitrarily. The residual gauge freedoms C' and x!(z) in the non-relativistic limit express the fact
that the Newtonian Theory of Gravity is invariant under the gauge transformation (51). This satisfies the
third requirement.

Next, the fourth and last requirement will be discussed. Using (47) and (50), on gets

Dy 1= ufmk = 0. (52)

Using (52) and p = 0, the system of Einstein equations and conservation laws (46) becomes in the non-
relativistic limit:

Vi = 47TC§N a’ef), (53a)
V¢ =0, (53b)
€ny = —3Hey, — €0)00), (53¢)
Nay = —3Hnay — 10, (53d)

The G?I)O constraint equation (53a) can be found by observing that the time-derivative of the background
constraint equation, or Friedmann equation (8a), multiplied by %9(1)/ H, reads

47Gy €
Hg(l) = CTN&Q(D’ (54)

©
where it is used that R, = 0 and 6, = 3H. Combining (46a), (52) and (54) yields equation (53a).

The right-hand side of (53a) is clearly gauge-invariant. Since the gauge mode R(l) =0, (45), R, is
gauge-invariant, so that the left-hand side of (53a) is also gauge-invariant.

Due to (52) there is no fluid flow so that density perturbations do not evolve. This, combined with (43b),
implies the basic fact of the Newtonian Theory of Gravity, namely that the gravitational field is static,
as follows from the momentum constraint equation (53b). Consequently, a2(t)€(g1i) (t,z) in (53a) should be
replaced by a?(tg)e%, (z). Defining the potential p(x) == ¢(x)/a?(ty), equations (53a) and (53b) imply

_ E%) ()

VQ@(‘”) =AnGnpoy(x),  poy(T) = 2 (55)

which is the Poisson equation of the Newtonian Theory of Gravity. With (55) the fourth requirement for
the non-relativistic limit, i.e., a static gravitational field, has been satisfied.

Finally, expressions (44) will be checked. Using (52), expression (44a) reduces to 6%) = —R.,/2k,
which is, with (45) and (53b), equal to the Poisson equation (55). The background equations (8) are in
the non-relativistic limit

3H2 = Iié(o) + A7 E.(O) == _3H€(0), n(0> - _3Hn(0). (56)
From equations (53¢)—(53d) and (56) it follows that &,, = ng,mc® and €, = n,mc?, respectively, so that
expression (44b) becomes, using that R, = —2kef),, in a pressure-less fluid
. 8 () .
nﬁl) (x) = (Tl);cg , poy(T) = mni‘)(w), (57)

where the first expression is a well-known result of the Special Theory of Relativity.

Before a conclusion can be drawn, a few more remarks are made.

From (52) and (53b) it follows that the perturbed expansion scalar (18) and its gauge mode (42a) are
in the non-relativistic limit given by

1 .., R .
9(1) = _gdklkv 9(1) = 09(0), (58)
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where (21) has been used. Using that 6, = 3H, it follows from (56) and (58) that 6, # 0 and 6,,, # 0,
so that the quantities (43) are well-defined. Consequently, it follows from (43a) that

et # €ay M) 7 Ny (59)

independent of the scale of a perturbation.

Equations (53c) and (53d) are leftovers of the conservation laws (46¢) and (46e) in the non-relativistic
limit. They have only the gauge modes (42a) é,, = Céuy, Ny = Chg, and 6, = Chy,, as solutions
and have, as a consequence, no physical significance. These gauge modes never become zero, since the
universe is not static in the non-relativistic limit, as follows from the Friedmann equation and conservation
laws (56). Since equations (53c) and (53d) are decoupled from the physical equations (53a) and (53b) they
are not part of the Newtonian Theory of Gravity and need, therefore, not be considered. Consequently, in
the non-relativistic limit one is left with the Poisson equation (55) and the relation (57).

This section will be closed with an important conclusion. It has been shown that the complete set of
linearized Einstein equations and conservation laws for scalar perturbations (32), combined with the gauge-
invariant quantities (43a) reduce in the non-relativistic limit to the Newtonian equations (55) and (57).
This implies that the gauge-invariant quantities 5%) and n(gli) are equal to the true, physical perturbations

sﬂ};y“ and ”(1) , respectively, in the non-relativistic limit. It must, therefore, be concluded that 5{511) and

nf, are also equal to the true physical density perturbations sf’ll;ys and nf’f;ys in the General Theory of
Relativity, i.e.,

€0 Mo

gi . (0) phys gi (0) phys
€ = e — 7 0n =€), nhy = na = 20w =ngy” (60)
© )
In view of the results in this section, (43b) can be written as
gl — pgphys _
0o, =00, =0, (61)

implying that, in the linear regime, the global expansion 6, = 3H is not affected by a local density
perturbation.
With (60) and (61) the gauge problem of cosmology for closed, flat and open FLRW universes is solved.

8 Evolution Equations for the Density Contrast Functions

The evolution of the density perturbations (60) is completely determined by the background equations (8)
and their perturbed counterparts (32). In principle, these two systems can be used to study the evolution
of density perturbations in FLRW universes. However, the system (32) is still too complica‘ced7 since it also
admits the non-physical solutions (42). Therefore, evolution equations for Ef’l};yb and nf’l)yb are derived.
Firstly, it is observed that the gauge-dependent quantity 6,, is not needed in the calculations, since
the local perturbation to the global expansion, 9}’1})’}’ ® (61), vanishes identically. Eliminating 6, from the
differential equations (32b)—(32¢) with the help of the algebraic constraint equation (32a) yields a system

of four first-order ordinary differential equations

Eny +3H (e +pay) + e (1 +w) [19<1> 2H (ke + Rm)} =0, (62a)
iy + 3Hng, +n [ 9 + - H (k2 + $R0)| =0, (62b)

Doy + H(2 - 3820, + 6(0)(11+ o) VZ];(I) =0, (62c)

Ry + 2HR ) — 2ke0y (1 4+ w)d, + ?H (kew, + 3Rq) = (62d)

for the four quantities €., nn), ¥4, and Ry,,.
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Using the background equations (8) to eliminate all time-derivatives and the linearized constraint
equation (32a) to eliminate 6,,, the density perturbations (60) become

e Ry — 3e0) (1 +w)(2HY ) + 5R))

phys _

- ) 63a

w Ry + 3keo) (1 + w) (63a)
3 eqy +2HY,, + IR,

PV g N (ke + o+ 35 )). (63b)

Roy + 3Ky (1 + w)

The evolution of these density perturbations is completely determined by the background equations (8)
and the set of first-order differential equations (62). In the study of the evolution of density perturbations,
it is convenient not to use s(pl};ys and nfll;ys, but instead their corresponding contrast functions . and 4,

defined by

P (t, @) bl (t, )
) = ’ n\ls = 4
O (f, @) € (t) On(t: ) N0 (1) (64

The system of equations (62) for the four independent quantities €.y, nuy, ¥y, and R, is now recast,
using the procedure given in the appendix, in a new system of equations for the two independent contrast
functions d. and 6,,. In this procedure it is explicitly assumed that p # 0, i.e., the pressure does not vanish
identically. The case p — 0 has been considered in Section 7 on the non-relativistic limit. The final results
are the evolution equations for the relative density perturbations (64) in FLRW universes:

. : 5.

55 + bl(sg + bg(sg = bg |:5n — 1+ w:| s (65&)
1d o e _ 3Hnwpn 5, — e , (65b)
cdt 1+w € (1 4+ w) 1+w

where the coefficients b1, by and bs are given by

by = w - 2§ ~ H(2+ 6w+ 36%) + Ry, [32 + R(ff:’ii;(f(ﬁfi w)} , (66)

by = — Lke (1 +w)(1+3w)H? [1 — 3w+ 658%(2+ 3w)] + GHg {w + R(O)'f(g’é;:(;”l w)}
— R, (éw + Ij;f}j?f:gff(fji?) - B (j; - éRw)) ) (66Db)
(66¢)

In these expressions the partial derivatives of the pressure, p. and p,,, are defined by (12). The second-order
partial derivatives are given by

d*p d9*p
nn = s, n = —. 67
Prn = gn2> Pen = B on (67)
In the derivation of the coefficients (66) it is used that the time-derivative of w is
W =3H(1+w)(w— B2). (68)

This relation follows from the definitions w = py /€0, and 8% := p(o, /&0, using only the energy conservation
law (8c), and is, therefore, independent of the precise form of the equation of state.

The system of equations (65) is equivalent to a system of three first-order differential equations,
whereas the original system (62) is a fourth-order system. This difference is due to the fact that the
gauge modes (42), which are solutions of the system (62), are completely removed from the solution set
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of (65): one degree of freedom, namely the unknown gauge function £°(¢,z) in (41) has disappeared al-
together. This implies that one can impose initial values d.(to, ), SE(to,a:) and 6, (tp, ) which can, in
principle, be obtained from observation and, subsequently, calculate the evolution of the true, physical,
density contrast functions (¢, x) and 4, (¢, x).

The background equations (8) and the perturbation equations (65) constitute a set of equations which
enables one to study the evolution of small fluctuations in the energy density . and the particle number
density d,, in an open, flat and closed FLRW universe with A # 0 and filled with a perfect fluid described
by an equation of state for the pressure p = p(n,e). This will be the subject of the companion article

(Miedema, 2016).

9 Thermodynamics

In this section expressions for the true, physical pressure and temperature perturbations are derived. It
is shown that density perturbations are adiabatic if and only if the particle number density does not
contribute to the pressure.

9.1 Pressure and Temperature Perturbations

From the equation of state for the pressure p = p(n, €), one has p, = Ppi ) +PE)- Multiplying both sides
of this expression by 0,,,/6,, and subtracting the result from p,, given by (12), one gets, using also (43a),

p I hys
Py = =200y = panfy”” +peey™. (69)
O
Hence, the quantity defined by )
hy: p
p?l)yg =Pa — ﬁo(l)) (70)
0.0)
is the real pressure perturbation. Combining (69) and (70) and eliminating p. with the help of (33), one
arrives at
PP = B2 6, oy |G — (71)
(1) (0)0¢ ©Pn |On T+wl’

where also (64) has been used. The first term in this expression is the adiabatic part of the pressure
perturbation and the second term is the diabatic part, as will be discussed in the next two subsections.
From the equation of state (5) for the energy density ¢ = e(n,T) it follows that

. Oe . Oe . Oe Oe
Eo) = (8n> oy + (aT) To), em= (E)n) nay + <6T> T (72)
T n T n

Multiplying £, by 6, /0, and subtracting the result from &,,, one finds, using (60),

Oe Oe
phys __ [ Y= phys e
= (50) 8+ (57),

implying that the quantity defined by

T,
(0)
T(l) 5 6(1)

: (73)
9(0)

. T
Tg;})l% =T — f@m (74)
)

is the real temperature perturbation. The expressions (70) and (74) are both of the form (60).
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9.2 Diabatic Density Perturbations

The combined First and Second Law of Thermodynamics is given by
dE =TdS — pdV + udN, (75)

where E, S and N are the energy, the entropy and the number of particles of a system with volume V' and
pressure p, and where p, the thermal—or chemical—potential, is the energy needed to add one particle to
the system. In terms of the particle number density n = N/V, the energy per particle E/N = ¢/n and the
entropy per particle s = S/N the law (75) can be rewritten as

d (%N) — Td(sN) — pd (fj) + udN, (76)

where ¢ is the energy density. The system is extensive, i.e., S(AE, AV, AN) = A\S(E,V, N), implying that
the entropy of the gas is S = (F + pV — uN)/T. Dividing this relation by N one gets the so-called Euler

relation
_E+p

n

i —Ts. (77)

Eliminating p in (76) with the help of (77), one finds that the combined First and Second Law of Thermo-
dynamics (75) can be cast in a form without u and N, i.e.,

Tds = d(%) +pd(%>. (78)

From the background equations (8) and the thermodynamic law (78) it follows that $., = 0, implying that
the expansion of the universe takes place without generating entropy. Using (41) one finds that s, = s§, is
automatically gauge-invariant. Consequently, sf), = Sf’l};ys is the true, physical perturbation to the entropy

per particle. The thermodynamic relation (78) can, using (64) and w = p, /€0, be rewritten as

‘ 1+ w) 0
T phys _ _5(0)( 6n _ € . 79
©3m) 771(0) 1+w (79)

From (79) it follows that the right-hand side of equation (65a) is related to local perturbations in the
entropy, and equation (65b) can be considered as an evolution equation for entropy perturbations. For
T(O)sfll;ys # 0 density perturbations are diabatic, i.e., they exchange heat with their environment.

9.3 Adiabatic Density Perturbations

In the limiting case that the contribution of the particle number density to the pressure is negligible, i.e.,
prn = 0, the coefficient b3, (66¢), vanishes, so that the evolution equation (65a) becomes homogeneous. In
this case equation (65a) describes a closed system which does not exchange heat with its environment. In
other words, the system is adiabatic and evolves only under its own gravity.

For p,, = 0, the right-hand side of the entropy evolution equation (65b) vanishes. Since T, sf)l})‘y S=0
for adiabatic perturbations, one finds from (79) that the solution of (65b) is

oc(t,x)

On(t,x) — Tw(t) =

(80)
This relation implies that perturbations in the particle number density, d,,, are through gravitation coupled
to perturbations in the (total) energy density, d., independent of the nature of the particles.

The pressure perturbation (71) becomes pl(’f;y * = B%¢(,,0., i.e., only the adiabatic part of the pressure
perturbation survives. Therefore, in a fluid described by a barotropic equation of state, p ~ p(e), density
perturbations evolve adiabatically. In all other cases where p = p(n, €), local density perturbations evolve

diabatically.
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10 Conclusion

In this article a new approach to the theory of cosmological perturbations in FLRW universes has been
developed. By using the decomposition theorems, Section 4, to the fullest extent, the set of linearized
Einstein equations and conservation laws can for scalar perturbations be recast in the form (32) which
is the perturbed counterpart of the background Einstein equations and conservation laws (8). From the
systems of equations (8) and (32) it follows that only three scalars £, n and 6 and their perturbations play
a role in the evolution of density perturbations. Using the transformation rule (41) one can construct one
and only one non-trivial set of gauge-invariant quantities (43). Since the General Theory of Relativity

is a mathematically consistent theory, there exists one and only one quantity 5{’1};}'5 for the perturbation

to the energy density and one and only one quantity nf’l};ys for the perturbation to the particle number
density. Therefore, the unique gauge-invariant quantities eggli) and n%li) found in Section 6 must be equal to
the true physical density perturbations sff;ys and nfll;ys, respectively. In Section 7 on the non-relativistic
limit it is shown that this is indeed the case. In fact, it is shown that the system of equations (32) and
the definitions (43a) reduce in the non-relativistic to the time-independent Poisson equation (55) and the
relation (57). The gauge transformation of the General Theory of Relativity reduces in the non-relativistic
limit to the gauge transformation of the Newtonian Theory of Gravity. That is why in the General Theory
of Relativity a coordinate system cannot be uniquely fixed, since the Newtonian Theory of Gravity is
invariant under the residual gauge transformation (51).

In Section 8 evolution equations for density perturbations Eﬁ};ys and n{i};ys in closed, flat and open
FLRW universes are derived. What is done, essentially, is to rewrite the linearized Einstein equations
and conservation laws for the quantities ¢, and n,, in terms of the measurable energy and particle
number densities 51&})’}’ ® and nf’fiys, just as in electromagnetism the Coulomb and Ampére laws for the scalar
potential ® and vector potential A can be rewritten in the form of the Maxwell equations for the measurable
electric field E and magnetic field B.

The treatment of cosmological perturbations presented in this article has the following properties.
Firstly, in equations (32) all metric tensor perturbations are contained in only three quantities: Ry, (17),
6, and 9, (18). This eliminates completely the unwanted gradient terms (Malik and Matravers, 2013)
in the resulting equations (65). Furthermore, the quantities (60) do not contain spatial derivatives (Ellis
and Bruni, 1989; Ellis et al., 1989; Ellis and van Elst, 1998). Secondly, due to the quotients é(o)/é(o) and
Ty /o) Of time derivatives, the quantities Ef)ll;ys and nf’ll;ys, (60), are independent of the definition of time,
so that their evolution is only determined by their propagation equations. Finally, from (61) it follows
that, in the linear regime, the global expansion 0, = 3H is not affected by a local density perturbation.
This is in accordance with the results found by Green and Wald (2014).

In a fluid described by a barotropic equation of state, p & p(g), the right-hand side of the evolution
equation (65a) vanishes and equation (65b) reduces to an identity, so that density perturbations evolve
adiabatically. In all other cases where p = p(n,¢), local density perturbations evolve diabatically.

In this article an equation of state for the pressure p(n,e) in a perfect fluid is used. However, the
algorithm in the appendix can be easily adapted to more general cases.

The equations (65) have been checked using the computer algebra system Maxima (2020), as follows.
Substituting the contrast functions (64) into equations (65), where 51(31};}’5 and nf’ll)lys are given by (63), and
subsequently eliminating the time-derivatives of €, 1, H, R and €uy, nay, Y1y, Ry with the help of
equations (8) and (62), respectively, yields two identities for each of the two equations (65).

In a companion article (Miedema, 2016) the evolution equations (65) will be solved. Since the gauge
problem of cosmology is solved, the physical consequences of the new approach to cosmological perturba-

tions stand out clearly.
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A Derivation of the Evolution Equations using Computer Algebra

In this appendix the perturbation equations (65) of the main text are derived from the basic perturbation
equations (62) and the definitions (64). This is done by first deriving the evolution equations for the

gauge-invariant quantities ef’f)’ys and nf’f)lys (63):
..phys .phys hys hys n() hys
61(01>y + alsl(ol)y + 025F1)y =as <n1(01>y - Z—:w)(lo—‘r w) sl(ol)y ) ’ (A-1a)
1d n n n
- 4 phys (0) phys = _-3H|(1- (70)}?” phys )  _phys . A.1b
cdt <”‘“ co+w) > ( fo+w) )\ T e w) (410
The coefficients a1, as and ag occurring in equation (A.la) are given by
ke (1+w) ) 1 2H(1+ 332)
=——~> _2—-+H(4-3 R — , A2
“ H g THU=3)+ Ro \ 37+ RS amen (1 w) (A-2a)
: 5H?(1+38%) — 2Hé =
ay = Ke (1+w)—4H§+2H2(2—3/32)+R I, b - B V. _1p
© B @127 Ry + 3k (1 +w) a2 27O
(A.2b)
—18H? 2p, B ) v: o
= en (1 oIr o n\Pe — nn n — —5R .
as {R(m T 3/%(0)(1 ) €D (1+w)+ 3H B +pn(p B )+n(o)p +p o2 RAL)
(A.2¢)

In calculating the coefficients ai, as and as, (A.2), it is used that the time derivative of the quotient
W = Py /€ is given by (68). Moreover, it is convenient not to expand the quantity 8% = p, /., since
this considerably complicates the expressions for the coeflicients a1, as and as.

A.1 Derivation of the Evolution Equation for the Energy Density Perturbation

In order to derive equation (A.la), the system (62) and expression (63a) is rewritten, using (12), in the

form
€y + o110y + @19y + @139y + @14 Ry =0, (A.3a)
Nay + a21€0) + qoanay + a3y + aga R, =0, (A.3b)
19(1> + az1€0) + agang + ags¥, + aga Ry, =0, (A.3¢)
R(l) + @10y + Qaangy + sy + Ry, =0, (A.3d)
Ef’ll)lys + as1£0) + asana, + as3Va, + asaRay =0, (A.3e)

where the coefficients «;; are given in Table 1.

Step 1 First the quantity R, is eliminated from equations (A.3). Differentiating equation (A.3e) with
respect to time and eliminating the time derivatives €y, nuy, ¥4, and R, with the help of equations
(A.3a)—(A.3d), one arrives at the equation

.ph
5%)1)ys + pi1€qy +D2ny + p319(1) +p4R(1) =0, (A~4)

where the coefficients p1, ..., ps are given by
Di = G5 — Q5101 — Q52002 — Q53003 — 5400, (A.5)

From equation (A.4) it follows that

1 phys D1 D2 p3
Ry =——&P° - e — Zng — =9 A.6
&) Pt ® P @ p o T v (A.6)
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Table 1: The coefficients «;; figuring in the equations (A.3).

K (1 + w) €y (1 4+ w)
3H(1+p.) + “”T 3Hp, oy (14 w) “”T
KN n
oi 3H o i
Pe V2 Pn v? 2
P ¥ P ¥ H(2-3 0
g (1 +w) a? o (1+w) a? ( )
kR R
3 I;” 0 —2Ke 0 (1 +w) 2H + 6}?
—Ry, 0 6e 0 H (1 + w) Seo) (14 w)
R0y + 3ke () (1 + w) Ry + 3k (1 +w) Ry + 3ke@, (1 +w)

In this way the quantity R, has been expressed as a linear combination of the quantities él(’gys, €y, M)
and 9,,. Upon replacing R,, in equations (A.3) by the right-hand side of (A.6), one arrives at the system
of equations

gy + qléf’f;ys + 1€ + Y1210 + 11390 = 0, (A.7a)
nay + ‘Déf)l};ys + 72180 + Y22n() + Y2390y =0, (A.7b)
Dy + qzEP° + va160) + Y3210 + Y3390y = O, (A.7c)
Ry + qa€0° + e, + Yaana, + 7390, = 0, (A.7d)
5?1};ys + ‘J55'f)1};ys + V51€0) + V52M1y + V530 (1) = 0, (A.7e)
where the coefficients ¢; and +;; are given by
q = —0;14, Vij = Qij + qip;- (A.8)

It has now been achieved that the quantity R, occurs explicitly only in equation (A.7d), whereas R,
occurs implicitly in the remaining equations. Therefore, equation (A.7d) is not needed anymore. Equations
(A.7a)—(A.7c) and (A.Te) are four ordinary differential equations for the four unknown quantities €, n,,

phys
Yy and €3y .

Step 2 In the same way as in Step 1, the explicit occurrence of the quantity 9, is eliminated from the
system of equations (A.7). Differentiating equation (A.7e) with respect to time and eliminating the time

derivatives € ), n(;, and ¥, with the help of equations (A.7a)—(A.7c), one arrives at
%é‘f’f;ys + réf’ll;ys + 51601y + S2n(1y + 5301y = 0, (A9)
where the coefficients s; and r are given by
Si = Y5 — V51715 — V52720 — V53V3is (A.10a)
r=14q5— 75101 — V5292 — V5393- (A.10b)
From equation (A.9) it follows that

g5 ..phys T .phys S1 52
Yy = ——E&4y — —€ny — —€a) — —Na- (A.11)
53 53 53 53
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h I
In this way the quantity ¥,,, is expressed as a linear combination of the quantities &%,)"°, P *°, €, and

n¢,. Upon replacing 9, in equations (A.7) by the right-hand side of (A.11), one arrives at the system of
equations

. T S1 52
Eay — 713 5<1) ®+ < - V13— 8(1) (711 - 713) €ay + | Y12 — 713) nay =0, (A.12a)
53 53 53 53

. r s s
Ny — 723*5@ *+ (Q2 — Y23— ) 5(1) (721 - 7231> Eqy T (722 - 7232> nagy =0, (A.12Db)
53 S3 S3 S3

R qs r 52
Joy — 733 5(1) *+ <QS - ’7338 Y32 — ’733S> ngy, =0, (A.12¢)
3 3

. r S1
Ry — a3 3€<1) ®+ <Q4 - 743; 5(1) (741 ’74383> €y + | Va2 — ’Y43> nay = 0, (A.12d)
phys r -phys S1 52
€ty — 53 *Eu) "+l gs— 53— ) e+ {51 —s3— | ey + | V52 — Ys3— ) nwy = 0. (A.12e)
S3 53 53

It has now been achieved that the quantities ¥, and R, occur ezplicitly only in equations (A.12c)
and (A.12d), whereas they occur #mplicitly in the remaining equations. Therefore, equations (A.12c)
and (A.12d) are not needed anymore. Equations (A.12a), (A.12b) and (A.12¢) are three ordinary differential
equations for the three unknown quantities €., n;, and 8?1})1},5.

Step 3 At first sight, the next steps would be to eliminate, successively, the quantities ¢, and n,
from equation (A.12e) with the help of equations (A.12a) and (A.12b). One would then end up with a
fourth-order differential equation for the unknown quantity efll;ys. This, however, is impossible, since the
gauge-dependent quantities €, and n, do not occur explicitly in equation (A.12e), as is now shown.

Firstly, it is observed that equation (A.12e) can be rewritten as

h, h, hys Y5153 — V5351
ENYT + a1€l)” 4 agel) = ag (n(l) + ="y, (A.13)
V5253 — V5352

where the coeflicients a1, as and ag are given by

ay Z—Si-i—i, ag = — % ) GBZLQSB _S£~ (A.14)
Y53 45 V5395 V5395 45
These are the coefficients (A.2). Secondly, one finds
05183 — V5351 Mo (A.15)
V5283 — V5352 Eo(1+w)
Finally, using the expressions (60) and the conservation laws (8c) and (8e), one gets
IO _ , phys N0 phys
Ngy — —————€qy =n  — —————=¢ A.16
O W T ) (410

Consequently, the right-hand side of (A.13) does not explicitly contain the gauge-dependent quantities 4,
and n,,. With the help of expression (A.16) one can rewrite equation (A.13) in the form (A.la).

The derivation of the coefficients (A.2) from (A.14) and the proof of the equality (A.15) is straightfor-
ward, but extremely complicated. The computer algebra system Maxima (2020) has been used to perform
this algebraic task.

A.2 Derivation of the Evolution Equation for the Entropy Perturbation

The basic set of equations (62) from which the evolution equations are derived is of fourth-order. From

this system a second-order equation (A.la) for 5?1};3'8 has been extracted. Therefore, the remaining system

from which an evolution equation for n{;}”” can be derived is at most of second order. Since gauge-invariant

quantities 61()1};}’5 and n(l)ys have been used, one degree of freedom, namely the gauge function £°(, x) in (41)
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has disappeared. As a consequence, only a first-order evolution equation for nf)l})lys can be derived. Instead

of deriving an equation for nﬂl;y ® an evolution equation (A.1b) for the entropy perturbation, which contains
nf’f;y ® is derived.

From the combined First and Second Law of Thermodynamics (78) it follows that
En(1+w) N0

Ny — )6(1> , (A.17)

TSy = — I C))
©S@) 3
ne, el +w

where the right-hand side is gauge-invariant by virtue of (A.16), so that s.,, = s%° is gauge-invariant, in
accordance with the remark below (78). Differentiating the term between square brackets in (A.17) with
respect to time and using the background equations (8c) and (8e), the first-order equations (62a) and (62b)
and the definitions w = py, /e, and 5% = P /£, one finds

1d (o) 0)Pn "0
e B (O R =_3H (1 - 9 - A.18
cdi (” co(1+w) co(l+w) ) \"" " e +w) @) (4.18)

where Maxima (2020) has been used to perform the algebraic task. By virtue of (A.16), one may in this

equation replace n,, and e, by n”® and €%, respectively, thus obtaining equation (A.1b).

A.3 Evolution Equations for the Contrast Functions
First the entropy equation (65b) is derived. From the definitions (64) it follows that

phys & phys — 0., — 65 A.19

Substituting this expression into equation (A.18) one finds, using also (A.16),

1d 6 N0y P 1)
- o | 05 — < = _3H|[1—- —@f o | Oy — —— . A2
cdi {"”( 1+w)] s ( 5<0)(1+w)> {””( 1+w)] (4.20)

Using equation (8e) one arrives at equation (65b) of the main text.
Finally, equation (65a) is derived. Upon substituting the expressions

phys _ -phys __ . & -.phys _ .. . & I
Ehy = €00, €y =Ew00e T €00, EQy = Ew0e + 2600z + €0y0e, (A.21)

into equation (A.la), and dividing by &, one finds

Eo 30 € o)
by =2—4a;, by=—"24a— +as, bz3=ag3 R (A22)
SO) SO) €0 €

where also (A.19) has been used. Using Maxima (2020), one arrives at the coefficients (66) of the main
text.
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