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Abstract. We consider the relational approach to construct gauge-invariant
observables in cosmological perturbation theory using synchronous coordinates. We
construct dynamical synchronous coordinates as non-local scalar functionals of the
metric perturbation in the fully non-linear theory in an arbitrary gauge. We show that
the observables defined in this dynamical coordinate system are gauge-independent,
and that the full perturbed metric has the expected form in these coordinates. Our
construction generalises the familiar synchronous gauge in linearised gravity, widely
used in cosmological perturbation theory, to the non-linear theory. We also work out the
expressions for the gauge-invariant Einstein equation, sourced either by an ideal fluid or
a scalar field up to second order in perturbation theory, and give explicit expressions
for the Hubble rate — as measured by synchronous observers or by observers co-
moving with the matter field — up to that order. Finally, we consider quantised linear
perturbations around Minkowski and de Sitter backgrounds, and compute the two-
point function of the gauge-invariant metric perturbation in synchronous coordinates,
starting with two-point function in a general linear covariant gauge. Although the
gauge-fixed two-point function contains gauge modes, we show that the resulting gauge-
invariant two-point function only contains the physical tensor modes and it is thus
positive, i. e., it has a spectral representation.
Keywords: relational observables, perturbation theory, synchronous coordinates,
cosmology, quantum gravity
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1. Introduction

A foundational problem in any theory of gravity is the construction of observables cor-
responding as closely as possible to experimental measurements. Since diffeomorphisms
are symmetries of gravity, any local field defined at a fixed point of the background
manifold is not invariant, and can therefore not correspond to an observable. It is of
course possible to construct non-local observables by integrating scalar densities over the
manifold, which are by construction invariant under diffeomorphisms; such observables
comprise in particular topological invariants such as the Euler–Poincaré and Pontryagin
characteristics. Other observables which also contain information about correlations can
be obtained by considering quantities held at a fixed geodesic distance and then inte-
grating over the manifold, or the average distance of spheres of a fixed size, which are
used in causal dynamical triangulation approaches to quantum gravity [1–3]. However,
all of these only give information about quantities averaged over the full manifold, while
experiments also provide us with data measured in compact regions.

To obtain localised quantities that are invariant under diffeomorphisms, one has
to use the relational formalism (see, e. g., Refs. [4–9] or [10, 11] for reviews), where
observables are defined by the state of fields with respect to a dynamical coordinate
system, which itself is constructed from (a subset of) the fields of the theory, the clocks
or reference fields. Relational observables have a long history, and have been used in
canonical and Loop Quantum Gravity (see, e. g., Refs. [12–19]), Group Field Theory [20]
and the Asymptotic Safety Programme [21].§

The question remains how one has to choose the dynamical coordinate system. In
the earliest works, it was proposed to use curvature scalars, which clearly only works
if the spacetime is sufficiently inhomogeneous such that one can discriminate points by
the values of these scalars. This is a problem in perturbative quantum gravity on highly
symmetric backgrounds, since points related by a symmetry transformation cannot be
distinguished by curvature scalars, which take the same value on the whole orbit of any
such transformation. A way out is to explicitly add material reference systems such as
dust [33–35], but these change the dynamics of the theory [36, 37]. Another possibility is
to construct the required dynamical coordinate scalars from the gauge-dependent parts
of the metric, which has the advantage that it works for an arbitrary spacetime. Without
explicitly using the relational formalism, this is the way that suitable observables at
linear order have been constructed in cosmology long time ago, such as the Bardeen
variables [38] and the Sasaki–Mukhanov variable [39, 40]. However, the extension to
higher orders is difficult and often not systematic; see, e. g., Refs. [41–49] for second-
and higher-order constructions.

A practical and systematic way to construct dynamical coordinate systems for

§ In the context of quantum gravity as an effective quantum field theory, Ware, Saotome and
Akhoury [22] and Donnelly, Giddings and Perkins [23–25] have proposed to extended the concept
of dressed observables in gauge theories [26–32] to perturbative quantum gravity. Their observables can
also be reformulated in the relational approach, see, e. g., Ref. [11].
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highly symmetric spacetimes was determined recently in Ref. [50]. Their idea was
to choose the dynamical coordinates as solutions of some set of scalar (differential)
equations which are identically fulfilled on the background, which then can be explicitly
solved order by order in perturbation theory around the highly symmetric background.
The equations defining the dynamical coordinates must be chosen such as to reflect the
experimental situation that should be modelled. It was shown in Ref. [50] that for a
cosmological background one can recover the Bardeen variables by making a suitable
choice of time coordinate (depending on the perturbed inflaton and the scalar curvature
of the constant-inflaton hypersurfaces), and using the Laplacian of the constant-inflaton
hypersurfaces to define the spatial coordinates. This method has been further extended
by us to other backgrounds [51–53], and we have shown how to impose causality in
this framework, such that the invariant observables only depend on the dynamics of the
coordinates in their past light cone. However, the so-defined dynamical coordinates
(which we call “generalised harmonic coordinates”) do not have a straightforward
interpretation, unlike, e. g., the geodesic light cone (GLC) coordinates [54–62]. In GLC
coordinates, the dynamical coordinate scalars are constructed from the proper time
of a geodesic observer, a null coordinate labelling the observer’s past light cone and
angles that determine the incoming directions of photons. GLC coordinates have found
widespread use in theoretical cosmology (see, e. g., Refs. [63–69]), even if their use is
in most cases only implicit and not mentioned explicitly. They are very well adapted
to compute important observables such as galaxy number counts and clustering or
luminosity distances to high orders in classical perturbation theory, and clearly facilitate
a direct comparison with observations. Unfortunately, they do not manifestly display the
translational symmetry of constant-time hypersurfaces due to the use of null coordinates,
which makes the quantisation awkward and complicated to the extent that not even the
tree-level two-point function of the metric perturbation is known. For the same reason,
numerical simulations almost always use synchronous gauge [70–74]. We remark that
the difference between the results obtained using GLC and synchronous coordinates
should be small in non-relativistic situations, where all velocities are small compared to
the speed of light c. Although this calculation has not yet been performed, we believe it
would be interesting to show in detail that the expansion of GLC coordinates for large c
and short distances (such that the time that light needs to travel is short in comparison
to the characteristic time scales of local dynamics) would give back the synchronous
coordinates.

To remedy the situation, in this article we construct the dynamical synchronous
coordinate system and the corresponding gauge-invariant relational observables in
perturbation theory. These coordinates are defined by the proper time of a congruence
of free-falling observers, and spatial coordinates that are orthogonal to the observers’
four-velocity. At linear order, the relational observables constructed in this dynamical
coordinate system agree with fields in the well-known synchronous gauge [75]. Our
results thus show how to extend this to arbitrary orders in perturbation theory. The
paper is organised as follows: After a more detailed introduction to relational observables
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in Sec. 2, we explicitly construct the dynamical coordinates and the relationally defined
gauge-invariant metric to second order in Sec. 3. We then determine the perturbed
Einstein equation for both an ideal fluid and an inflaton field as source in Sec. 4, and as
a further example of relational gauge-invariant observables we construct the invariant
Hubble rate (the local expansion rate of the universe) in Sec. 5. Lastly, in Sec. 6 we
quantise the metric perturbations around Minkowski and de Sitter backgrounds, and
show explicitly that the correlator of the gauge-invariant relational metric perturbation
in synchronous coordinates is independent of the gauge fixing. It turns out that for both
backgrounds, the invariant correlator only contains the propagating tensor modes, and
thus captures exactly the dynamical content of the theory. We conclude in Sec. 7, and
leave a detailed comparison between the perturbed Einstein equation for the ideal fluid
and the inflaton field to Appendix A.

Conventions: We use the “+ + +” convention of [76] for the metric and curvature
tensors, work in a n-dimensional spacetime and set c = ℏ = 1 and κ2 ≡ 16πGN.

2. Relational observables

As mentioned in the introduction, the idea of relational observables in gravity (or in any
theory invariant under diffeomorphisms) assumes that one can fix points by the values
that dynamical fields assume at those points. Diffeomorphism-invariant quantities —
observables — can then be obtained by measuring any tensor field with respect to these
dynamical fields.

To make these ideas more concrete, let us consider a gravitational system formed
by a spacetime with metric gµν (covered by coordinates xµ) and matter fields that we
will collectively denote by ψ. Let us assume that we can find n scalar fields X(µ)[g, ψ]
that are functionals of the spacetime metric and matter fields.∥We further assume that
the map X : xµ → X(µ)[g(x), ψ(x)] is invertible, and thus can view the dynamical fields
X(µ)[g, ϕ] as a field-dependent reference frame or dynamical coordinate system. We can
then measure any tensor field with components T µ1···µm

ν1···νp
(x) in this dynamical coordinate

system via the pullback resp. pushforward induced by this map:

Tµ1···µm
ν1···νp

(X) ≡ ∂X(µ1)

∂xα1
· · · ∂X

(µm)

∂xαm

∂xβ1

∂X(ν1) · · ·
∂xβp

∂X(νp)T
α1···αm
β1···βp

[x(X)] , (1)

where we write x(X) = X−1(Xµ) with the inverse of the map X .
To convince ourselves that Eq. (1) produces fields that are invariant under

diffeomorphisms, let us consider the simpler case of a scalar field S(x). In that case,
Eq. (1) reduces to

S(X) = S[x(X)] = (S ◦ X−1)(X) . (2)

Now, consider an arbitrary diffeomorphism f : xµ → x′µ = fµ(x) of compact support,
i. e., such that fµ(x) ̸= xµ only in a compact region. We will call such diffeomorphisms

∥ We keep the index µ in X(µ) within parentheses to stress that these are a collection of scalar fields.
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localised. Since S and the X(µ) are scalar fields, they transform under f as

S → S ◦ f−1 , X → X ◦ f−1 ⇒ X → X ◦ f−1 , (3)

which means that

δX(µ)(x) = X ′(µ)(x)−X(µ)(x) = X(µ)[f−1(x)]−X(µ)(x) , (4a)
δS(x) = S ′(x)− S(x) = S[f−1(x)]− S(x) , (4b)

i. e., the scalar field S and the field-dependent frame X(µ) both change under
diffeomorphisms when evaluated at a point of the background manifold. However, for
the quantity S (2) we obtain

S→ S ◦ f−1 ◦ (X ◦ f−1)−1 = S ◦ X−1 = S, (5)

which shows that it is defined in such a way that the changes of the field-dependent
frame and the scalar field compensate each other, leaving the final expression invariant.

For many situations, such as the ones found in cosmology, it is a good approximation
to assume that the spacetime metric and the matter fields can be written as a fixed
background plus perturbations. Hence, let us write the full metric g̃µν and matter fields
ψ̃ as

g̃µν = gµν + κhµν and ψ̃ = ψ + κψ(1) . (6)

In this case, it is reasonable to assume that we can write the field-dependent frame as
a power series in the perturbations. Furthermore, we assume that the coordinates X(µ)

are chosen in such a way that they agree with the background coordinates xµ at zeroth
order. Hence, we write

X(µ)(x) = xµ + κX
(µ)
(1) (x) + κ2X

(µ)
(2) (x) +O(κ3) . (7)

The power series for the inverse of X(µ) can be obtained from Eq. (7) by first isolating
the zero-order terms, substituting it into the argument of the power-series coefficients
and then expanding the result up to the desired order. The result up to second order
reads

xµ(X) = X(µ) − κX(µ)
(1) − κ

2
[
X

(µ)
(2) (X)−X(ν)

(1) (X)∂νX(µ)
(1) (X)

]
+O(κ3) . (8)

As an illustration of the perturbative expansion for observables defined by Eq. (1), let
us consider the example of the full metric. We can produce an invariant metric tensor
gµν by defining

gµν(X) ≡ ∂xα(X)
∂X(µ)

∂xβ(X)
∂X(ν) g̃αβ[x(X)] . (9)

Substituting Eqs. (6) and (8) into Eq. (9), we obtain the following perturbative expansion
of the invariant metric up to second order:

gµν = gµν + κg(1)
µν + κ2g(2)

µν +O(κ3) (10)
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with

g(1)
µν ≡ hµν −X(ρ)

(1)∂ρgµν − gµρ∂νX
(ρ)
(1) − gνρ∂µX

(ρ)
(1) = hµν − LX(1) gµν , (11a)

g(2)
µν = −LX(2) gµν − LX(1) hµν + 1

2 L
2
X(1)

gµν + 1
2 LX(ρ)

(1)∂ρX(1)
gµν , (11b)

where LX is the Lie derivative with respect to Xµ, and the explicit expression for the
second order g(2)

µν is given in Eq. (B.1). We can also define a invariant metric perturbation
by taking

hµν(X) ≡ κ−1[gµν(X)− gµν(X)] , (12)

which leads to
hµν = g(1)

µν + κg(2)
µν +O(κ2) . (13)

For latter use, we also record the perturbative expansion for observables constructed
from scalar and co-vector fields. We consider the perturbed co-vector and scalar fields
W̃µ and S̃, and assume they can be expanded as

W̃µ(x) = Wµ(x) + κW (1)
µ (x) + κ2W (2)

µ (x) +O(κ3) , (14a)
S̃(x) = S(x) + κS(1)(x) + κ2S(2)(x) +O(κ3) . (14b)

The co-vector observable is defined as

Wµ(X) ≡ ∂xα(X)
∂X(µ) W̃α[x(X)] . (15)

Its perturbative expansion reads

Wµ = Wµ + κW(1)
µ + κ2 W(2)

µ +O(κ3) (16)

with

W(1)
µ ≡ W (1)

µ −X
(ρ)
(1)∂ρWµ − ∂µX(ρ)

(1)Wρ = W (1)
µ − LX(1) Wµ , (17a)

W(2)
µ ≡ W (2)

µ − LX(2) Wµ − LX(1) W
(1)
µ + 1

2 L
2
X(1)

Wµ + 1
2 LX(ρ)

(1)∂ρX(1)
Wµ , (17b)

where the explicit expression for the second order W(2)
µ is given in Eq. (B.2). The scalar

observable was defined in Eq. (2) and its perturbative expansion is given by

S= S+ κS(1) + κ2S(2) +O(κ3) , (18)

with

S(1) ≡ S(1) −X(σ)
(1) ∂σS = S(1) − LX(1) S , (19a)

S(2) ≡ S(2) −X(σ)
(1) ∂σS

(1) + 1
2X

(ρ)
(1)X

(σ)
(1) ∂ρ∂σS +X

(ρ)
(1)∂ρX

(σ)
(1) ∂σS −X

(σ)
(2) ∂σS

= S(2) − LX(2) S − LX(1) S
(1) + 1

2 L
2
X(1)

S + 1
2 LX(ρ)

(1)∂ρX(1)
S .

(19b)
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We shall also write down the expression for the covariant derivative ∇µ compatible
with the invariant metric gµν as observables often involve derivatives of tensors.
Furthermore, since we are interested in perturbation theory around a given background
metric gµν , it is convenient to express ∇µ in terms of the background covariant derivative
∇µ. A simple way to find this expression is to recall that the action of any two covariant
derivatives differs by a tensor field [77]. Hence, for example in the case of a co-vector
field Wν , we have

∇µWν = ∇µWν − Cρ
µνWρ , (20)

where the tensor Cρ
µν reads

Cρ
µν = 1

2g
ρσ(∇µgνσ +∇νgµσ −∇σgµν) . (21)

In Eq. (21), gµν denotes the invariant inverse metric, which is defined from the inverse
metric by

gµν(X) ≡ ∂X(µ)

∂xα
∂X(ν)

∂xβ
g̃αβ[x(X)] , (22)

and fulfills gµνgνρ = δµρ .
At this point is natural to ask how one defines the field-dependent frame X(µ).

Ultimately, one has to choose it such that it describes the system in which the
measurement is performed, and, thus, it is an integral part of the definition of the
observables one is considering. Nevertheless, as discussed in the introduction, there are
different ways to model X(µ) as scalar fields. For the case of perturbation theory around
highly symmetric backgrounds, as is needed for cosmological perturbation theory, one
can choose X(µ) as solutions of some set of scalar differential equations [50]

D
(µ)
g̃,ψ̃

(X) = 0 , (23)

whereD(µ)
g̃,ψ̃

are (possibly non-linear) differential operators involving the perturbed metric
and/or matter fields. The differential operator then needs to be chosen such as to reflect
the experimental situation. Since the X(µ) are solutions of differential equations with
coefficients involving g̃µν and ψ̃, they will be (in general non-local) functionals of the
metric and matter field perturbations. To obtain a sensible solution of Eqs. (23), we
require them (i) to reduce to D(µ)

g,ψ(x) = 0 at the background level and (ii) to be causal,
i. e., the X(µ)(x) should only depend on perturbations within the past lightcone of the
observation point x. Condition (i) realises our assumption that the field-dependent and
background frames coincide in the absence of perturbations, see Eq. (7), while condition
(ii) avoids the observables to display unphysical effects coming from arbitrary large
spacelike separations.

It is interesting to compare the relational approach discussed here with the more
familiar procedure of gauge fixing the metric perturbation hµν . We recall that since
the metric perturbation is arbitrary, we are free to perform coordinate transformations
that leave the background metric unchanged. On the other hand, the field-dependent
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frame X(µ) is completely fixed as the solution of Eqs. (23) (with some given boundary
condition). Hence, a simple way to fix the background coordinates xµ in the full
spacetime is to impose that xµ = X(µ)(x). Fixing xµ this way amounts to take

D
(µ)
g̃,ψ̃

(x) = 0 , (24)

which are (possibly non-linear) gauge-fixing conditions on the perturbed metric and
matter fields. We see from Eq. (12) that when the perturbations satisfy the gauge
condition (24) such that xµ and X(µ)(x) coincide, the invariant metric perturbation
corresponds to the gauge-fixed metric perturbation. It is clear now why Eq. (1) produces
tensor field components that are invariant under diffeomorphisms: it corresponds to the
gauge-fixed components of the tensor field in the gauge defined by X(µ), but expressed
in terms of an arbitrary metric. This is convenient if we need to fix different gauges
for the full metric g̃µν and the invariant metric gµν : for example, if it is easier to solve
the equation of motion for hµν in a gauge different from Eq. (24), but the observables
of interest are measured in the frame defined by Eq. (23). The main advantage in
formulating the observables in the relational framework, however, is that it allows
us to easily obtain observables in the non-linear regime. Moreover, by reformulating
known gauge conditions in the linear theory as conditions on the dynamical frame (and
then extending these to the non-linear theory), one obtains a clear interpretation of
these conditions, namely to which experimental setup they correspond. Examples of
field-dependent reference frames satisfying requirements (i) and (ii) have been worked
out in the case of harmonic coordinates, where D

(µ)
g̃,ψ̃

corresponds to the Laplace-
Beltrami operator of the perturbed geometry [51, 53], co-moving coordinates in de Sitter
spacetime [78] and geodesic lightcone coordinates [61].

3. Synchronous coordinates

3.1. Synchronous coordinates on perturbed cosmological spacetimes

Let us consider a cosmological spacetime that can be written as a FLRW metric gµν
plus perturbations as in Eq. (6). For flat spatial sections, we can write the FLRW metric
line element as

ds2 = − dt2 + a2(t) dx2 , (25)

where a(t) is the scale factor depending on cosmic time t, and the xi are Cartesian
coordinates. The background coordinates are synchronous, i. e., the four-velocity uµ ≡
−∂µt of co-moving observers is orthogonal to the spatial coordinate basis:

uµ∂µx
i = 0 . (26)

For later use, let us compute the Christoffel symbols of the background metric in these
coordinates. Noting that

∂αgµν = −2Huα(uµuν + gµν) (27)
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with the Hubble parameter H ≡ a−1ȧ, we obtain

Γρµν = H
(
gµνu

ρ − uµδρν − uνδρµ − uµuνuρ
)
. (28)

We now want to construct synchronous coordinates in the perturbed spacetime.
Hence, we pick a congruence of free-falling observers with proper time t̃, and use this
proper time to foliate the perturbed spacetime. The normal to the spatial hypersurfaces
in this foliation are the observers’ four-velocities, which satisfy

ũµ ≡ −∂µt̃ with ũµũµ = −1 . (29)

Each hypersurface of the foliation can then be covered with coordinates x̃i fulfilling

ũµ∂µx̃
i = 0 , (30)

i. e., they are orthogonal to the observers’ four-velocity. Eqs. (29) and (30) form a set of n
scalar differential equations whose solutions give us dynamical synchronous coordinates
in the perturbed spacetime, as we wrote in Eq. (23). In the following, we also write
t̃ = X(0) and x̃i = X(i). Since these equations are fulfilled on the background (26), we
can expand the solution in perturbation theory and obtain up to second order

t̃ = t+ κt(1) + κ2t(2) +O(κ3) , (31a)
x̃i = xi + κxi(1) + κ2xi(2) +O(κ3) . (31b)

The substitution of the perturbed metric (6) and the expansion (31) into Eqs. (29)
and (30) results in

−1 = g̃µν ũµũν = −1 + κ
(
2uµu(1)

µ − hµνuµuν
)

+ κ2
(
2uµu(2)

µ + uµ(1)u
(1)
µ − 2hµνuµu(1)

ν + hµρhρ
µuµuν

)
+O(κ3)

(32)

and

0 = ũµ∂µx̃
i = κ

(
uµ∂µx

i
(1) + uµ(1)∂µx

i − hµνuµ∂νxi
)

+ κ2
(
uµ∂µx

i
(2) + uµ(2)∂µx

i + uµ(1)∂µx
i
(1)

− hµνu(1)
µ ∂νx

i − hµνuµ∂νxi(1) + hµρhρ
νuµ∂νx

i
)

+O(κ3) .

(33)

We thus obtain the following equations for the four-velocity and spatial coordinates at
first and second order in perturbation theory:

uµu(1)
µ = 1

2h
µνuµuν , (34a)

uµu(2)
µ = −1

2
(
uµ(1)u

(1)
µ − 2hµνuµu(1)

ν + hµρhρ
νuµuν

)
(34b)

and

uµ∂µx
i
(1) = −uµ(1)∂µx

i + hµνuµ∂νx
i (35a)
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uµ∂µx
i
(2) = −uµ(2)∂µx

i − uµ(1)∂µx
i
(1) + hµνu(1)

µ ∂νx
i + hµνuµ∂νx

i
(1)

− hµρhρνuµ∂νxi .
(35b)

To obtain explicit differential equations for the coordinate corrections produced by
the metric perturbation, we use the background coordinate basis (25). At first order,
this gives

∂tt(1) = −1
2htt , (36a)

∂tx
i
(1) = ∂it(1) + ht

i . (36b)

These equations can be integrated after initial conditions for the perturbed coordinates
have been specified. Here we will assume that the metric perturbation is either of
compact support or falls off fast enough at past infinity. In the absence of metric
perturbations, the background and perturbed coordinates should agree. Thus, the
solution for Eqs. (36) is

t(1)(t,x) = −1
2

∫ t

−∞
htt(s,x) ds , (37a)

xi(1)(t,x) =
∫ t

−∞

(
∂it(1) + ht

i
)
(s,x) ds

= −1
2∂

i
∫ t

−∞

∫ s

−∞
htt(s′,x) ds′ ds+

∫ t

−∞
ht
i(s,x) ds ,

(37b)

which agrees with the results of [19]. The differential equations for the second-order
correction to the coordinates are

∂tt(2) = 1
2
(
∂µt(1)∂µt(1) + 2htµ∂µt(1) + ht

µhtµ
)
, (38a)

∂tx
i
(2) = a−2∂it(2) + ∂µt(1)∂µx

i
(1) − hiµ∂µt(1) + ht

µ∂µx
i
(1) − htµhiµ . (38b)

Using the same initial conditions as at first order, we obtain the solutions

t(2)(t,x) = 1
2

∫ t

−∞

(
∂µt(1)∂µt(1) + 2htµ∂µt(1) + ht

µhtµ
)
(s,x) ds , (39a)

xi(2)(t,x) =
∫ t

−∞

(
a−2∂it(2) + ∂µt(1)∂µx

i
(1) − hiµ∂µt(1) + ht

µ∂µx
i
(1)

− htµhiµ
)

(s,x) ds .
(39b)

As explained in the introduction, the diffeomorphism invariance of the full gravity
theory results in a gauge symmetry for the metric perturbation, which is thus
gauge dependent. For infinitesimal and localised diffeomorphisms that preserve the
background, xµ → xµ − κξµ(x), the perturbed metric changes by

δξhµν = Lξ g̃µν = ∂µξν + ∂νξµ − 2Γρµνξρ + κ(ξρ∂ρhµν − hµρ∂νξρ − hνρ∂µξρ) , (40)

where LV is the Lie derivative with respect to V µ. Given the transformation of the
metric perturbation, we can now check that the perturbed coordinates X(µ) = (t̃, x̃)



Synchronous coordinates and gauge-invariant observables in cosmological spacetimes 11

indeed transform as scalar fields. At first order, we have that the correction to the time
coordinate (37a) changes by

δξt(1)(t,x) = −1
2

∫ t

−∞
δξhtt(s,x) ds = −

∫ t

−∞
(∂tξt − Γρttξρ)(s,x) ds+O(κ)

=
∫ t

−∞

(
∂tξ

t
)
(s,x) ds+O(κ) = ξt(t,x)− lim

s→−∞
ξt(s,x) +O(κ)

= ξt(t,x) +O(κ) ,

(41)

where we have used Eqs. (28) and (40) and the assumption that the diffeomorphism is
localised, and thus vanishes at past infinity. The change in the first-order correction to
the spatial coordinates (37b) can be computed analogously, and the final result can be
written as

δξt(1) = ξµ∂µt and δξx
i
(1) = ξµ∂µx

i . (42)

To compute the change produced by diffeomorphisms on the second-order correction to
the coordinates, we first notice that the change of the metric perturbation leaves a next-
order term at first order. Indeed, for the first-order correction to the time coordinate,
we find in total

δξt(1)(t,x) = −1
2

∫ t

−∞
δξhtt(s,x) ds

= ξt(t,x)− κ

2

∫ t

−∞
[ξρ∂ρhtt + 2∂tξρhtρ](s,x) ds .

(43)

The change of the second-order correction (39a) to the time coordinate is computed in
Eq. (B.3) and reads

δξt(2)(t,x) = ξµ∂µt(1)(t,x) + 1
2

∫ t

−∞
[ξµ∂µhtt + 2∂tξµhtµ](s,x) ds+O(κ) , (44)

and we see that the integral term exactly cancels the one from (43). The computation
of the change in the spatial coordinates again leads to similar results. In conclusion, we
have shown that the perturbed synchronous coordinates change by

δξ t̃ = κδξt(1) + κ2δξt(2) +O(κ3) = κξµ∂µt̃+O(κ3) , (45a)
δξx̃

i = κδξx
i
(1) + κ2δξx

i
(2) +O(κ3) = κξµ∂µx̃

i +O(κ3) (45b)

under infinitesimal and localised diffeomorphisms that preserve the background. Hence,
we have verified that X(µ) = (t̃, x̃) transform as scalar fields up to second order.
As discussed earlier, this is a key assumption in the construction of our relational
observables.

3.2. Gauge-invariant metric

In Eqs. (9)–(12) we have already defined the gauge-invariant metric gµν , its perturbative
expansion and the gauge-invariant metric perturbation hµν , respectively. Our aim now
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is to check that the gauge-invariant metric perturbation in the dynamical synchronous
coordinate system X(µ) = (t̃, x̃) satisfies the synchronous condition htν = 0, compare
the discussion at the end of Sec. 2. We first show this explicitly, up to second order
in perturbation theory. The correction to the invariant metric at first order (11a) is
explicitly given by g

(1)
tν = htν + ∂νt(1)− gtν∂tt(1)− giν∂txi(1), and using Eqs. (36) we have

giν∂tx
i
(1) = gνµ

(
∂µt(1) + ht

µ
)
− gtν

(
∂tt(1) + ht

t
)

such that

g
(1)
tν = htν + ∂νt(1) − gtν∂tt(1) − gνµ

(
∂µt(1) + ht

µ
)

+ gtν
(
∂tt(1) + ht

t
)

= −gtν
(
2∂tt(1) + htt

)
= 0

(46)

as required. For the second-order correction, Eq. (11b) or Eq. (B.1), the analogous
computation is done in Eq. (B.4) with the result g

(2)
tν = 0. Hence, we have shown that

htν = O(κ2) . (47)

We can also obtain the result (47) by inspecting the form of the invariant inverse
perturbed metric defined in Eq. (22). From that definition and Eqs. (29) and (30), we
have that

gtt = ∂t̃

∂xµ
∂t̃

∂xν
g̃µν = ũµũµ = −1 (48)

and that
gti = ∂t̃

∂xµ
∂x̃i

∂xν
g̃µν = ũµ∂µx̃

i = 0 . (49)

The invariant inverse perturbed metric is thus block-diagonal, which means that the
invariant perturbed metric gµν is also block-diagonal with gtt = −1 and gti = 0 since
gµνgνρ = δµρ . This results in Eq. (47), not only at second but at all orders in perturbation
theory.

4. Perturbed Einstein equation

We now consider the Einstein equation for the perturbed metric when sourced by
matter perturbations around a FLRW background. Our aim here is to use the
relational approach to obtain the gauge-invariant part of these equations in synchronous
coordinates, up to second order in the metric and matter perturbations. For the matter
we will consider two popular models in the literature, namely, the ideal fluid and the
scalar field with a potential.

Thus, let us consider the Einstein equation for the perturbed spacetime in the form

Ẽµν ≡ 2G̃µν − κ2T̃µν = 0 , (50)

where G̃µν is the perturbed Einstein tensor and T̃µν is the perturbed stress tensor for
the matter. We can then expand both the Einstein and the stress tensors up to second
order in κ:

G̃µν = Gµν + κG(1)
µν + κ2G(2)

µν +O(κ3) , (51a)
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T̃µν = Tµν + κT (1)
µν + κ2T (2)

µν +O(κ3) . (51b)

Assuming the FLRW metric (25) for the background, we obtain for the perturbed
Einstein tensor up to first order the following expressions:

Gµν = −1
2(n− 2)(n− 1− 2ϵ)H2gµν + (n− 2)H2ϵuµuν , (52a)

G(1)
µν = ∇α∇(µhν)α −

1
2∇

2hµν −
1
2gµν∇

α∇βhαβ −
1
2∇µ∇νh+ 1

2gµν∇
2h

− 1
2(n− 1)(n− 2ϵ)H2hµν + 1

2H
2[(n− 1− ϵ)h+ (n− 2)ϵuαuβhαβ]gµν ,

(52b)

where ∇2 ≡ ∇ρ∇ρ, h ≡ gµνhµν and ϵ ≡ −H−2Ḣ is the deceleration parameter; the
second-order expression G(2)

µν is given in Eq. (B.5). We will leave the matter stress tensor
unspecified for the time being. The perturbative expansion of the Einstein equation (50)
then reads

Ẽµν = Eµν + κE(1)
µν + κ2E(2)

µν +O(κ3) , (53)

with Eµν = 0 being the Einstein equation for the background and

E(1)
µν = 2G(1)

µν − κ2T (1)
µν , (54a)

E(2)
µν = 2G(2)

µν − κ2T (2)
µν . (54b)

To obtain the gauge-invariant part of the Einstein equation, we perform the
transformation (1) for the tensor Ẽµν . This results in

Eµν(X) ≡ ∂xα(X)
∂X(µ)

∂xβ(X)
∂X(ν) Ẽαβ[x(X)]

= κE(1)
µν + κ2

(
E(2)
µν −X

(ρ)
(1)∂ρE

(1)
µν − ∂µX

(ρ)
(1)E

(1)
ρν − ∂νX

(ρ)
(1)E

(1)
ρµ

)
+O(κ3) ,

(55)

where we have used Eq. (8), and that the background metric satisfies the background
Einstein equation Eµν = 0. We see that expressing the Einstein equation in a relational
way just corresponds to a rearrangement of the terms in the perturbative series, i. e., if
we have a solution Ẽµν = 0 order by order in perturbation theory, also Eµν = 0 order
by order. In this sense, the Einstein equation is already gauge-invariant, in contrast to
a general field (which does not vanish). However, the right-hand side of Eqs. (55) is
still expressed in terms of the gauge-dependent metric and matter field perturbations.
To express Eqs. (55) in an explicitly gauge-invariant way, we need to replace the
gauge-dependent fields by their gauge-independent parts. We will do exactly this in
the following.

For later convenience we also perform the (3+1)-decomposition of the metric tensor
and write the induced background spatial metric as

ḡµν ≡ uµuν + gµν . (56)

We denote the covariant derivative associated with ḡµν as ∂̄α and the projected part of
a vector vµ as

v̄µ ≡ ḡµ
νvν . (57)
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4.1. Ideal fluid model

In the case of an ideal fluid, the perturbed stress tensor reads

T̃µν = (ρ̃+ p̃)ṼµṼν + p̃g̃µν , (58)

where ρ̃ is the perturbed energy density, p̃ = f(ρ̃) is the perturbed pressure, f gives
the equation of state and Ṽ µ is the perturbed four-velocity of the fluid. To perform the
perturbative expansion for the fluid, it is convenient express these fields as

ρ̃ = ρ(1 + κd) , (59a)

p̃ = f [ρ(1 + κd)] = p+ κc2
sρd+ 1

2κ
2ρ2 dc2

s
dρ d

2 +O(κ3) , (59b)

Ṽµ = uµ + κvµ , (59c)

where ρ and p are the background energy density and pressure of the fluid, d is the
fractional density perturbation, c2

s ≡ f ′(ρ) is the square of the speed of sound in the
fluid and vµ is the four-velocity perturbation. The normalisation of the fluid’s four-
velocity constrains vt, the time component of the four-velocity perturbation. Indeed, we
obtain

−1 = g̃µνṼµṼν

= −1 + κ(2uµvµ − hµνuµuν) + κ2(vµvµ − 2hµνuµvν + hµρhρ
νuµuν) +O(κ3) .

(60)

As a result, we have to express vt as a power series,

vt = v
(1)
t + κv

(2)
t +O(κ2) , (61)

and then substitute this expansion back into Eq. (60). The result is

v
(1)
t = 1

2htt , (62a)

v
(2)
t = −1

2

(
vivi − 2htivi + ht

ihti −
1
4h

2
tt

)
. (62b)

The perturbative expansion for the fluid’s stress tensor results in

Tµν = ρuµuν + pḡµν , (63a)
T (1)
µν = ρduµuν + (ρ+ p)(vµuν + uµvν) + c2

sρdḡµν + phµν , (63b)

T (2)
µν = (ρ+ p)vµvν + ρ(1 + c2

s )d(uµvν + uνvµ) + 1
2ρ

2 dc2
s

dρ d
2ḡµν + c2

sρdhµν , (63c)

where we have used Eqs. (59), and we recall that ḡµν is the background spatial metric
defined in Eq. (56).

To work out the expansion of the fluid’s equation of motion, we now consider the
divergence

F̃ν ≡ ∇̃µT̃µν . (64)
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Its perturbative expansion reads

F̃ν = Fν + κF (1)
ν + κ2F (2)

ν +O(κ3) , (65)

where the first-order correction F (1)
ν reads

F (1)
ν ≡ ∇µT (1)

µν − hρµ∇ρTµν −
(
∇µh

µρ − 1
2∇

ρh
)
Tρν −

1
2∇νh

µρTµρ , (66)

and the second-order correction F (2)
ν is given in Eq. (B.6).

As mentioned earlier, to make the gauge invariance of Eq. (55) explicit, we
have to express it in terms of the gauge-invariant parts of the perturbed fields. The
invariant metric perturbation was defined in Eq. (12). For the matter perturbations, it
is convenient to start with the invariant energy density for the fluid. The perturbative
expansion of a scalar observable was given in Eqs. (19), and in the case of the invariant
energy density it reads

ρ(X) ≡ ρ̃[x(X)] = ρ(1 + κd(X))

= ρ+ κ
(
ρd− ρ̇t(1)

)
− κ2

[
ρ̇t(1)d+ ρt(1)ḋ+ ρxi(1)∂id−

1
2t

2
(1)ρ̈

− t(1)∂tt(1)ρ̇− xi(1)∂it(1)ρ̇+ t(2)ρ̇
]

+O(κ3)

= ρ+ κρ(1) + κ2ρ(2) +O(κ3) .

(67)

Above, d denotes the invariant fractional density perturbation and we have defined the
expansion of the invariant density perturbation

ρ(1) ≡ ρd− ρ̇t(1) , (68a)

ρ(2) ≡ −ρ̇t(1)d− ρt(1)ḋ− ρxi(1)∂id+ 1
2 ρ̈t

2
(1) −

1
2 ρ̇t(1)htt + ρ̇xi(1)∂it(1) − ρ̇t(2) , (68b)

where we have used Eqs. (36) to eliminate the time derivative of the coordinate
corrections. The invariant fractional density perturbation then reads

d= 1
ρ

(
ρ(1) + κρ(2)

)
+O(κ2) . (69)

The invariant scalar corresponding to the pressure in the fluid is obtained from the
equation of state of the fluid evaluated for the invariant energy density defined in
Eq. (67). The result is

p(X) ≡ p̃[x(X)] = f [ρ(X)] = f [ρ(1 + κd)] +O(κ3)

= p+ κc2
sρd+ 1

2κ
2 dc2

s
dρ (ρd)2 +O(κ3) .

(70)

We define the invariant four-velocity as the co-vector observable

Vµ(X) ≡ ∂xν(X)
∂X(µ) Ṽν [x(X)] = uµ + κV(1)

µ + κ2 V(2)
µ +O(κ3) . (71)
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The perturbative expansion of a co-vector observable was given in Eqs. (17). After
eliminating the time derivatives of the coordinate corrections using Eqs. (36) and (38),
we obtain the following expressions for the first- and second-order corrections to the
temporal and spatial components of the invariant four-velocity:

V
(1)
t = v

(1)
t −

1
2htt , (72a)

V
(1)
i = vi + ∂it(1) , (72b)

V
(2)
t = v

(2)
t −

(
∂it(1) + ht

i
)
vi −

1
8h

2
tt + 1

2ht
ihti −

1
2∂

it(1)∂it(1) , (72c)

V
(2)
i = −t(1)∂tvi − xj(1)∂jvi − ∂it(1)v

(1)
t − ∂ixj(1)vj + ∂it(2) + 1

2∂i
(
t(1)htt

)
− ∂i

(
xj(1)∂jt(1)

)
,

(72d)

and we recall that the power series for the temporal components of the four-velocity
perturbation was given in Eqs. (62). We then define the invariant four-velocity
perturbation as

vµ(X) ≡ κ−1[Vµ(X)− uµ] = V(1)
µ + κV(2)

µ +O(κ2) . (73)

In passing, we note that the normalisation of the 4-velocity Vµ with the invariant metric
gµν implies that

V
(1)
t = 1

2htt = 0 , (74a)

V
(2)
t = −1

2

(
Vi

(1) V
(1)
i + 2htiV

(1)
i − htihti −

1
4h

2
tt

)
= −1

2 V
i

(1) V
(1)
i . (74b)

Furthermore, Eqs. (74) can also be obtained by substituting Eqs. (62) into Eqs. (72a)
and (72c).

Finally, we can obtain the relational version of the fluid equation of motion by
transforming the divergence (64) as

Fµ(X) ≡ ∂xν(X)
∂X(µ) F̃ν [x(X)]

= κF (1)
µ + κ2

(
F (2)
µ −X

(σ)
(1) ∂σF

(1)
µ − ∂µX

(σ)
(1) F

(1)
σ

)
+O(κ3) ,

(75)

where again we have used Eq. (8) to obtain the perturbative expansion and that the
equation of motion is satisfied on the background, Fµ = 0. We see again that as for the
Einstein equation (55) the fluid equation of motion is already gauge-invariant, in the
sense that the relational version just corresponds to a rearrangement of the terms in the
perturbative series, such that Fµ = 0 and F̃µ = 0 are equivalent.

4.1.1. Background At the background level, the trace and the time-time and space-
space components of the Einstein equation give the Friedmann equations

(n− 1)(n− 2)H2 = κ2ρ , (76a)
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−(n− 2)(n− 1− 2ϵ)H2 = κ2p . (76b)

The equation of motion of the fluid is obtained by taking the divergence of its stress
tensor, assuming that it is in a homogeneous and isotropic state such that ρ and p only
depend on time. The result is

ρ̇+ (n− 1)H(ρ+ p) = 0 , (77)

and we recall that we are given an equation of state p = f(ρ) which determines the
pressure in terms of the energy density.

To express the speed of sound in the fluid in terms of the background geometry
parameters, we take a time derivative of Eqs. (76) and use the fact that ṗ = c2

s ρ̇ to
replace ṗ, while ρ̇ is given by Eq. (77). The result is

c2
s = −1 + 2 ϵ− δ

n− 1 , (78)

where δ ≡ ϵ̇/(2ϵH) is the second slow-roll parameter. In what follows, we will also need
the derivative of c2

s with respect to the background energy density ρ. That derivative can
be easily related to the background geometry parameters by taking the time derivative
of c2

s (78):
dc2

s
dt = dc2

s
dρ ρ̇ . (79)

Then, by taking the time derivative of Eq. (78) and the Friedmann equation for ρ (76a),
we obtain

dc2
s

dρ = −κ2 2δ
(n− 1)2(n− 2)H2

(
1− δ̇

2ϵδH

)
. (80)

For later use, we also calculate

ν ≡ p

ρ
= −1 + 2ϵ

n− 1 and ν̇ = 4ϵδH
n− 1 . (81)

4.1.2. First order As we can see from Eqs. (55), the assumption that the Einstein
equation is satisfied by the background implies that the first-order correction to the
Einstein equation E(1)

µν is gauge invariant, which is an instance of the Stewart–Walker
lemma [79]. Therefore, we can simply replace all the perturbed fields by their gauge-
invariant parts, since we know that the gauge-dependent parts will cancel out. This
amounts to taking

hµν → hµν , vi → vi , v
(1)
t → 0 and d→ d , (82)

and we recall that uµhµν = 0 at all orders (47) and that v(1)
t = 0 (74a). After performing

these substitutions, we can write down the constraint and dynamical equations for the
gauge-invariant part of the perturbations at linear order. (Of course, one can also
substitute the full expressions and check explicitly that the gauge-dependent parts
cancel.)
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The constraint equations are obtained by computing the contraction

Ẽµ ≡ Ẽµν ũ
ν = κE(1)

µν u
ν +O(κ2) ≡ κE(1)

µ +O(κ2) . (83)

This results in

∂t∂̄
αhαµ − ∂t∂̄µh+ 2(n− 2)ϵH2 v̄µ

− uµ
[
(n− 2)H∂th− ∂̄α∂̄αh+ ∂̄α∂̄βh

αβ − (n− 1)(n− 2)H2d
]

= 0 ,
(84)

where we have defined h ≡ gµνhµν . The temporal and spatial components of Eq. (84)
are

−(n− 2)H∂th+ a−2△h+ ∂i∂jh
ij − (n− 1)(n− 2)H2d= 0 , (85a)

∂t∂
jhij − ∂i∂th+ 2(n− 2)ϵH2vi = 0 , (85b)

where the indices were raised with the induced background metric ḡµν , and △ is the
usual Laplace operator in Euclidean space.

On the other hand, the dynamical equation is obtained by projecting both indices
of E(1)

µν with the induced background spatial metric. The trace of E(1)
µν with respect to

the background metric gµν gives

−∂2
th− nH∂th+ ∂̄α∂̄

αh− ∂̄α∂̄βhαβ + (n− 1)(n− 2ϵ+ 2δ)H2d= 0 , (86)

and we can use this equation to eliminate ∂2
th from the dynamical equation, which then

reads

∂2
thµν + (n− 5)H∂thµν − 2(n− 3− ϵ)H2hµν − a−2△hµν

+ 2∂̄α∂̄(µhν)α − ∂̄µ∂̄νh+ ḡµν
[
H∂th− 2(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)H2d

]
= 0 .

(87)

We note that the trace of Eq. (87) does not obviously reduce to Eq. (86), but they agree
taking into account that the background metric gµν is time-dependent.

The assumption that the equation of motion for the fluid is satisfied at the
background level also implies that the first-order perturbation of the divergence of the
fluid’s stress tensor is gauge invariant. The linearised equation of motion for the fluid
was given in Eq. (66). After performing the substitutions indicated in Eq. (82) in that
equation, we obtain

∂t[(ν + 1)v̄µ]− (n− 1)ν(ν + 1)H v̄µ + c2
s ∂̄µd

+ 1
2uµ

[
∂th(ν + 1)− 2(n− 1)dH(ν − c2

s ) + 2(ν + 1)∂̄α v̄α + 2∂td
]

= 0 ,
(88)

where the parameter ν was defined in Eq. (81). The temporal and spatial components
of Eq. (88) read

∂td+ (n− 1)(c2
s − ν)Hd+ (ν + 1)

(
∂iv

i + 1
2∂th

)
= 0 , (89a)
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∂t
[
(ν + 1)vi

]
+ (ν + 1)[2− (n− 1)ν]Hvi + a−2c2

s∂id= 0 . (89b)

To further simplify the linearised invariant Einstein equation and the fluid’s
equation of motion, it is convenient to use the scalar-vector-tensor (SVT)
decomposition [75] and express the invariant metric perturbation and the spatial part of
the fluid 4-velocity perturbation in terms of irreducible spatial tensors. Hence, we write

hij = HTT
ij + 2∂(iU

T
j) + ∂i∂jS+ δijT, (90a)

vi = VT
i + ∂iW, (90b)

where the spatial tensor and vectors above satisfy

δijHTT
ij = 0 , δij∂iH

TT
jk = 0 and δij∂iU

T
j = δij∂iV

T
j = 0 . (91)

In particular, we have
h = a−2[△S+ (n− 1)T] (92)

and
∂kh

k
i = a−2△

(
UT
i + ∂iS+△−1∂iT

)
, (93)

where △−1 denotes the Green’s function of the Laplace operator △. The substitution
of the decomposition (90) into the constraints (85a) and (85b) results in

△T− a2H∂t[△S+ (n− 1)T] + 2a2H2[△S+ (n− 1)T] + (n− 1)a4H2d= 0 (94)

and
∂t
[
(n− 2)a−2∂iT− a−2△UT

i

]
− 2(n− 2)ϵH2

(
VT
i + ∂iW

)
= 0 . (95)

We can now separate the scalar and transverse parts of Eq. (95) into

∂tT− 2HT− 2ϵa2H2 W= 0 (96)

and
∂tU

T
i − 2HUT

i + 2(n− 2)ϵa2H2△−1 VT
i = 0 . (97)

We can then use the Friedmann equation (76) and Eq. (96) to simplify the temporal
component (94) of the constraint equations. We obtain

△T− a2H△(∂tS− 2HS) + (n− 1)a4H2(d− 2ϵHW) = 0 (98)

after using Eq. (81). The constraint equations (96)–(98) completely determine the
scalars S and T and the transverse spatial vector Ui. To obtain the equation for the
transverse traceless spatial tensor Hij, we substitute the SVT decomposition (90) into
the dynamical equation (87). This substitution results in

∂2
tH

TT
ij + (n− 5)H∂tHTT

ij − a−2△HTT
ij − 2(n− ϵ− 3)H2HTT

ij = 0 , (99)
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which is the dynamical part of the metric perturbation, and

∂2
t U

T
i + (n− 5)H∂tUT

i − 2(n− ϵ− 3)H2 UT
i = 0 , (100a)

∂2
tS+ (n− 5)H∂tS− 2(n− ϵ− 3)H2S− a−2(n− 3)T= 0 , (100b)
∂2
tT− 2(n− 3)H∂tT− a−2△T+ 2(2n− 4− ϵ)H2T

+H△(∂tS− 2H△S)− 2a2(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)H2d= 0 .
(100c)

Eqs. (100) are not independent from the constraint equations (96)–(98) and can be
obtained from them if the matter perturbations satisfy their equation of motion. The
SVT decomposition for the fluid’s equation of motion (89) gives

∂td− 2δHd+ ϵ

n− 1a
−2{2△W+ (∂t − 2H)[△S+ (n− 1)T]} = 0 , (101)

∂tW+ n− 1− 2ϵ+ 2δ
2ϵ (2ϵHW− d) = 0 , (102)

and
∂tV

T
i + (n− 1− 2ϵ+ 2δ)HVT

i = 0 , (103)

after we have expressed the fluid background parameters in terms of the background
geometry parameters.

The equations for the metric and fluid perturbations in synchronous gauge were
previously studied in Ref. [42], assuming an irrotational co-moving fluid and a power-law
expansion of the spacetime. We have compared their results for the SVT decomposition
at linear order with the ones obtained in this section. Using the dictionary

HT
ij → a2χ

(1)T
S , UT

i → a2χ
(1)⊥
S , S→ a2χ

(1)∥
S ,

T→ −a2
(

2ϕ(1)
S + 1

3△χ
(1)∥
S

)
, vi → 0 ,

(104)

and expressing everything in conformal time, it is not difficult to show that their
equations for the perturbations in the SVT decomposition exactly match ours. This
is an example of the fact that, as explained in Sec. 2, for the gauge-fixing condition (24)
the dynamical coordinates X(µ)(x) coincide with the background coordinates xµ, and
thus the invariant fields coincide with the gauge-fixed ones.

4.1.3. Second order Our task now is to express the second-order correction to the
invariant Einstein equation (55) in terms of the gauge-invariant perturbation fields hµν ,
vµ and d. In order to do that, we first need to express the gauge-variant perturbation
fields hµν , vµ and d as power series in their invariant parts, up to first order in
perturbation theory.

For hµν , we express Eq. (13) as

hµν = hµν + LX(1) gµν − κg
(2)
µν

∣∣∣
hµν=hµν+LX(1) gµν

+O(κ2) , (105)
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where we have used Eq. (11a) and indicated the replacement of hµν in all instances
it appears explicitly in Eq. (B.1) by its zeroth order expression. For the four-velocity
perturbation vµ, we express its temporal and spatial components in terms of the spatial
components of the invariant four-velocity perturbation. The expressions for the temporal
component are obtained by substituting vi = vi − ∂it(1) — see Eqs. (72b) and (73) —
into Eqs. (62), and they read

v
(1)
t = 1

2htt , (106a)

v
(2)
t = −1

2v
ivi +

(
∂it(1) + ht

i
)
vi −

1
2
(
∂it(1) + 2hti

)
∂it(1) + 1

8h
2
tt −

1
2ht

ihti +O(κ) .
(106b)

The expression for the spatial components is obtained by expressing Eq. (73) as

vi = vi − ∂it(1) − κV(2)
i

∣∣∣
vi=vi−∂it(1)

+O(κ2)

= vi − ∂it(1) + κ
(
t(1)∂tvi + xj(1)∂jvi + ∂ix

j
(1)vj − ∂it(2)

)
+O(κ2) ,

(107)

where we have used Eq. (72c) and replaced vi by its zeroth-order expression in all
instances it appears explicitly in V

(2)
i . Finally, we use Eqs. (67)–(69) to express the

gauge-variant fractional density perturbation d as

d = d+ ρ̇

ρ
t(1) − κ

ρ(2)

ρ

∣∣∣∣
d→d+ ρ̇

ρ
t(1)

+O(κ2)

= d+ ρ̇

ρ
t(1) + κ

(
t(1)∂td+ ρ̇

ρ
t(1)d+ xi(1)∂id+ 1

2
ρ̈

ρ
t2(1) + ρ̇

ρ
t(2)

)
+O(κ2) ,

(108)

and as in previous cases we replace all d appearing in the expression for ρ(2) by its
zeroth-order expression.

Our next step is to substitute Eqs. (105)–(108) into the perturbative expansion
for the invariant Einstein equation (55). The second-order terms in κ are produced by
the substitution of the zeroth-order terms in Eqs. (105)–(108) into E(2)

µν −X
(ρ)
(1)∂ρE

(1)
µν −

∂µX
(ρ)
(1)E

(1)
ρν −∂νX

(ρ)
(1)E

(1)
ρµ and by the substitution of their first-order terms into E(1)

µν . The
tensor algebra involved in the simplifications of the resulting expression is best handled
with the help of the tensor algebra package xAct [80]. The final expression is very long
and given in Eq. (B.7).

We can now obtain the second-order correction to the invariant constraint equation.
To do so, we first define the invariant part of the observer’s 4-velocity in the perturbed
spacetime:

uµ(X) ≡
(
∂X(µ)

∂xν
ũν
)

[x(X)] . (109)

We then notice that Eqs. (29) and (30) imply that

ut = ũν ũν = −1 and ui = ũν∂ν x̃
i = 0 , (110)
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so uµ = uµ. The invariant constraint equation at second order can now be obtained
from the expansion of

Eν ≡ uµEµν = uµEµν = κE(1)
µ + κ2E(2)

µ +O(κ3) . (111)

The temporal and spatial components of the second-order correction to the invariant
constraint equation are

E
(2)
t = −1

4∂thij∂th
ij + 1

4(∂th)2 − 1
4∂ih∂

ih+ ∂ih∂jhi
j − ∂ihij∂khj

k − 1
2∂jhik∂

khij

+ 3
4∂khij∂

khij + hij∂i∂jh− 2hij∂j∂khi
k + hij△hij − (n− 3)Hhij∂thij

+ (2n− 5)H2hijh
ij − 2(n− 2)ϵH2viv

i (112)

and

E
(2)
i = 1

2∂thij∂
jh−Hhij∂

jh− ∂thij∂khjk + 2Hhi
j∂khj

k + 2Hhjk∂khij − hjk∂k∂thij

+ 1
2∂th

jk∂ihjk − 3hjkH∂ihjk + hjk∂i∂thjk + 2(n− 2)(ϵ− δ)H2vid . (113)

The second-order correction to the dynamical equation is again obtained by projecting
both indices of Eq. (B.7) on the background spatial section. The result is

E
(2)
ij = −∂thik∂thjk + 1

2∂thij∂th+ 4Hh(i
k∂thj)k − 4H2hi

khjk −
1
2∂khij∂

kh

+ ∂khij∂lhk
l − ∂khil∂lhjk + ∂khil∂

khj
l + ∂kh∂̄(ihj)k − 2∂khlk∂(ihj)

l

+ 1
2∂ih

kl∂jhkl + hkl∂k∂lhij − 2hkl∂k∂(ihj)l + hkl∂i∂jhkl − 2(n− 2)ϵH2 v̄i v̄j

− hij

[
∂2
th+ nH∂th+ ∂k∂lh

kl − a−2△h− (n− 2)(n− 1− 2ϵ+ 2δ)H2d

]
+ ḡij

[
3
4∂thkl∂th

kl − 1
4(∂th)2 + hkl∂2

thkl + 1
4∂kh∂

kh− ∂kh∂lhkl + ∂kh
kl∂mhl

m

+ 1
2∂khlm∂

mhkl − 3
4∂mhkl∂

mhkl − hkl∂k∂lh+ 2hkl∂k∂mhl
m − a−2hkl△hkl

+ (n− 8)Hhkl∂thkl − (2n− 9− 2ϵ)H2hklh
kl + (n− 2)

(
1− δ̇

2ϵδH

)
δH2d2

]
.

(114)

To obtain the gauge-invariant part of the fluid’s equation of motion in terms of
the invariant perturbation fields, we must perform the same substitutions as in the case
of the Einstein equation. Thus, we use Eqs. (105)–(108) to eliminate the variant fields
hµν , vµ and d in Eq. (75). The second order terms are again produced by substituting
the zeroth-order terms of Eqs. (105)–(108) into F (2)

µ −X
(σ)
(1) ∂σF

(1)
µ − ∂µX

(σ)
(1) F

(1)
σ and the

first-order terms in those equations into F (1)
µ , where F (1)

µ and F (2)
µ were given in Eqs. (66)
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and (B.6). The result is

F(2)
µ = (n− 2)H2 v̄µ

[
2(ϵ− δ)∂td+ ϵ∂th+ 2

(
(n− 1− 2ϵ)(ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

)
Hd

+ 2ϵ∂̄α v̄α
]

+ (n− 2)H2

2 uµ

[
(1 + 2ϵ− 2δ)∂thd− 2ϵhαβ(∂t − 2H)hαβ

+ 4(ϵ− δ)d∂̄α v̄α − 4ϵhαβ∂̄β v̄α − 2(n− 1)
(

1− δ̇

2ϵδH

)
δHd2

+ 4v̄α
(

2ϵ∂t v̄α + (n− 2 + 2δ − 2ϵ)ϵH v̄α + 1
2ϵ∂̄αh− (δ − ϵ)∂̄αd− ϵ∂̄βhαβ

)]

+ 2(n− 2)H2
[
(ϵ− δ)∂t v̄µd+ ϵv̄α∂̄α v̄µ −

(
1− δ̇

2ϵδH

)
δd∂̄µd

]
. (115)

The equations that we have obtained in this section extend the second-order analysis
of Ref. [42] to arbitrary cosmological backgrounds and a general flow of the fluid.
At this point, we could again use the SVT decomposition (90) to express the
invariant perturbation fields in terms of irreducible spatial tensors. Unfortunately, this
decomposition does not lead to any major simplifications in the second-order corrected
invariant Einstein equation nor in the fluid’s equation of motion. It is possible that
reparametrisations of the invariant fields, such as the ones performed in Ref. [81] in the
case of a non-minimally coupled scalar field in the Jordan frame, could simplify our
equations. Pursuing this reparametrisation, however, is beyond the scope of this paper.

4.2. Scalar field model

Now, let us consider the perturbed Einstein equation sourced by a perturbed scalar field

ϕ̃ = ϕ+ κϕ(1) . (116)

The scalar field’s stress tensor is given by

T̃µν = ∇µϕ̃∇νϕ̃−
1
2 g̃µν g̃

ρσ∇ρϕ̃∇σϕ̃−
1
2 g̃µνV (ϕ̃) , (117)

where V is the scalar potential. The perturbative expansion of T̃µν in this case reads

Tµν = uµuνϕ̇
2 + 1

2gµν
[
ϕ̇2 − V (ϕ)

]
, (118a)

T (1)
µν = −ϕ̇

(
uµ∂νϕ

(1) + uν∂µϕ
(1)
)

+ gµν

[
ϕ̇uρ∂ρϕ

(1) + 1
2 ϕ̇

2hρσu
ρuσ − 1

2V
′(ϕ)ϕ(1)

]
+ 1

2hµν
[
ϕ̇2 − V (ϕ)

]
,

(118b)

T (2)
µν = ∂µϕ

(1)∂νϕ
(1) + hµν

[
ϕ̇uρ∂ρϕ

(1) + 1
2 ϕ̇hρσu

ρuσ − 1
2V

′(ϕ)ϕ(1)
]

− 1
2gµν

[
∂ρϕ(1)∂ρϕ

(1) + 2ϕ̇hρσuρ∂σϕ(1) + ϕ̇2hρ
λhλσu

ρuσ + 1
2V

′′(ϕ)ϕ(1)2
]
.

(118c)
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Next, we consider the perturbed scalar field equation

F̃ ≡ −g̃µν∇̃µ∇̃νϕ̃+ 1
2V

′(ϕ̃) . (119)

The perturbative expansion of this field equation is

F̃ = F + κF (1) + κ2F (2) +O(κ3) (120)

where the first-order correction F (1) reads

F (1) = −∇2ϕ(1) + hµν∇µ∇νϕ+
(
∇ρh

ρσ + 1
2∇

σh
)
∇σϕ+ 1

2V
′′(ϕ)ϕ(1) , (121)

and the second-order correction F (2) is given in Eq. (B.8).
As in the ideal-fluid example, here we also need the invariant part of the scalar

field. Since it is a scalar, we define the invariant part of ϕ̃ as

Φ(X) ≡ ϕ̃[x(X)] = ϕ+ κϕ = ϕ+ κΦ(1) + κ2Φ(2) +O(κ3) , (122)

where ϕ is the invariant scalar field perturbation and the coefficients of the expansion
of the invariant full scalar field are

Φ(1) = ϕ(1) − ϕ̇t(1) , (123a)

Φ(2) = −t(1)∂tϕ
(1) − xi(1)∂iϕ

(1) + 1
2 ϕ̈t

2
(1) + ϕ̇

(
xi(1)∂it(1) −

1
2t(1)htt − t(2)

)
, (123b)

where we have used Eqs. (19) and (36) to eliminate the time derivatives of the coordinate
corrections. Similarly, the gauge-invariant part of the scalar field equation is

F(X) ≡ F̃ [x(X)] = κF (1) + κ2
(
F (2) −X(σ)

(1) ∂σF
(1)
)

+O(κ3) , (124)

where we have assumed that the background field equation F = 0 is satisfied.

4.2.1. Background The Friedmann equations for the scalar fields can be written as

−2(n− 2)(n− 1− 2ϵ)H2 = κ2
[
ϕ̇2 − V (ϕ)

]
, (125a)

2(n− 2)ϵH2 = κ2ϕ̇2 . (125b)

The equation of motion for the background scalar field ϕ can be obtained from Eqs. (125)
simply by taking the derivative of the second equation with respect to time. The result
is

ϕ̈+ (ϵ− δ)Hϕ̇ = 0 . (126)

For later use, we also record the equations satisfied by the scalar potential and its
derivatives. We have

V (ϕ) = 2κ−2(n− 2)(n− 1− ϵ)H2 , (127a)
V ′(ϕ) = −2(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ̇ , (127b)

V ′′(ϕ) = 2
[
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

]
H2 . (127c)
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4.2.2. First order As for the fluid case, to obtain the invariant Einstein equation at
first order it is enough to make the substitutions

hµν → hµν and ϕ(1) → ϕ (128)

into E(1)
µν given in Eqs. (54), with the stress tensor expansion (118). We can then write

down the constraint and dynamical equations for the perturbations.
In the scalar field case, the constraint equation (83) reduces to

∂t∂̄
αhαν − ∂t∂̄νh− κ2ϕ̇∂̄νϕ

− uν
[
(n− 2)H∂th− ∂̄α∂̄αh+ ∂̄α∂̄βh

αβ − κ2ϕ̇(∂tϕ− (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ)
]

= 0 ,
(129)

where we have used that uµhµν = 0 and the (3 + 1)-decomposition of tensors using the
induced spatial metric (56). Its temporal and spatial components are

−(n− 2)H∂th+ a−2△h− ∂i∂jhij + κ2ϕ̇[∂tϕ− (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ] = 0 (130)

and
∂t∂

jhij − ∂t∂ih− κ2ϕ̇∂iϕ = 0 . (131)

The dynamical equation is again obtained by projecting both indices of E(1)
µν on the

spatial section. The result is

∂2
thµν + (n− 5)H∂thµν − 2(n− 3− ϵ)H2hµν − ∂̄α∂̄αhµν + 2∂̄α∂̄(µhν)

α − ∂̄µ∂̄νh

+ ḡµν
[
−∂2

th− (n− 1)H∂th+ ∂̄α∂̄
αh− ∂̄β∂̄αhαβ − κ2ϕ̇(∂tϕ + (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ)

]
= 0 . (132)

Taking the trace of this equation and then using it to eliminate ∂2
th reduces Eq. (133)

to

∂2
thij + (n− 5)H∂thij − 2(n− 3− ϵ)H2hij − a−2△hij + 2∂k∂(ihj)k

− ∂i∂jh+ ḡij
[
H∂th+ κ2(n− 2)ϕ̇(∂tϕ + (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ)

]
= 0 ,

(133)

where we also used the constraint equation (130). To obtain the invariant field equation
at first order, we perform the substitutions (128) in the first-order correction to the field
equation F (1) given in Eq. (121). The invariant scalar field perturbation ϕ then satisfies

∂2
tϕ + (n− 1)H∂tϕ− a−2△ϕ

+
[
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

]
H2ϕ + 1

2 ϕ̇∂th = 0 .
(134)

To further simplify the constraint and dynamical equations, we again perform
the SVT decomposition (90) for the invariant metric perturbation. For the spatial
components of the constraint equations (131), we obtain

∂tT− 2HT+ κ2

n− 2a
2ϕ̇ϕ = 0 (135)
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and
∂tU

T
i − 2HUT

i = 0 , (136)

and for the temporal component (130) we find

△T−Ha2△(∂tS+ 2HS) + κ2

n− 2a
4ϕ̇[∂tϕ + (ϵ− δ)Hϕ] = 0 (137)

after using Eq. (135). The SVT decomposition of the dynamical equation (133) gives
again Eqs. (99)–(100b), while the scalar field equation of motion reads

∂2
tϕ + (n− 1 + ϵ)H∂tϕ− a−2△ϕ

+
[
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

]
H2ϕ + ϕ̇

2Ha4 △T= 0 ,
(138)

after using the constraint equations (135) and (137).
Note that if we take a time derivative of the constraint equation (137), the resulting

equation holds by virtue of the other equations of motion. On the other hand, if we
express ϕ in terms of T using Eq. (135), this equation turns into a dynamical equation
for T:

∂2
tT− 2(2− ϵ+ δ)H∂tT− a−2△T+ 2(2− ϵ+ 2δ)H2T+H△(∂tS− 2HS) = 0 , (139)

and we could use this equation of motion to replace the equation of motion for ϕ.
Moreover, the combination

Q ≡ 2H
ϕ̇

ϕ− a−2T (140)

satisfies the source-free equation

∂2
tQ+ (n− 1 + 2δ)H∂tQ− a−2△Q = 0 , (141)

and we can identify Q as the Sasaki–Mukhanov variable [39, 40].

4.2.3. Second order We again replace the gauge-variant perturbations hµν and ϕ(1) by
their gauge-invariant parts using Eq. (105) and

ϕ(1) = ϕ + ϕ̇t(1) − κΦ(2)
∣∣∣
ϕ(1)→ϕ+ϕ̇t(1)

+O(κ2) (142)

in Eq. (55), where Φ(2) was given in Eq. (123b). Similarly to the ideal-fluid example, the
second-order terms in κ are produced by making the substitutions hµν → hµν+LX(1) gµν

and ϕ(1) → ϕ + ϕ̇t(1) in the combination E(2)
µν − X

(ρ)
(1)∂ρE

(1)
µν − ∂µX

(ρ)
(1)E

(1)
ρν − ∂νX

(ρ)
(1)E

(1)
ρµ

and the substitutions hµν → −g(2)
µν and ϕ(1) → −Φ(2) in E(1)

µν . The resulting expression
is quite long and given in Eq. (B.9).
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We can now obtain the second-order correction to the invariant constraint equation
E(2)
µ = uνE(2)

µν , which is given in Eq. (B.10). In terms of its temporal and spatial
components, the second-order corrections to the invariant constraint equation read

E
(2)
t = −1

4∂thij∂th
ij + 1

4(∂th)2 − (n− 3)Hhij∂thij + (2n− 5)H2hijh
ij

− 1
4∂ih∂

ih+ ∂ih∂jhi
j − ∂ihij∂khj

k − 1
2∂jhik∂

khij + 3
4∂khij∂

khij

+ hij∂i∂jh− 2hij∂j∂khi
k + hij∂k∂khij −

1
2κ

2
[
(∂tϕ)2 + ∂iϕ∂

iϕ
]

− 1
2κ

2
(

(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

)
H2ϕ2

(143)

and

E
(2)
i = −∂thij∂khjk + 1

2∂thij∂
jh−Hhij∂

jh+ 2Hhi
j∂khj

k + 2Hhjk∂khij

− hjk∂k∂thij + 1
2∂th

jk∂ihjk − 3Hhjk∂ihjk + hjk∂i∂thjk − κ2∂tϕ∂iϕ .
(144)

Finally, the second-order correction to the equation of motion reads

E
(2)
ij = −∂thik∂thjk + 1

2∂thij∂th− hij∂
2
th+ 2Hh(i

k∂thj)k − nHhij∂th

− 4H2hi
khjk −

1
2∂khij∂

kh+ ∂khij∂lhk
l − ∂khjl∂lhik + ∂lhjk∂

lhi
k

+ ∂kh∂(ihj)k − ∂lhkl∂(ihj)
k + 1

2∂ih
kl∂jhkl − 2hkl∂l∂(ihj)k + hkl∂i∂jhkl

− hij∂k∂lh
kl + hkl∂k∂lhij + hij∂

k∂kh+ gij

[
3
4∂thkl∂th

kl + hkl∂2
thkl

− 1
4(∂th)2 + (n− 8)Hhkl∂thkl − (2n− 9− 2ϵ)H2hklh

kl + 1
4∂kh∂

kh

− ∂kh∂lhkl + ∂kh
kl∂mhl

m + 1
2∂lhkm∂

mhkl − 3
4∂mhkl∂

mhkl + 2hkl∂l∂mhk
m

− hkl∂m∂mhkl − hkl∂k∂lh

]
− κ2∂iϕ∂jϕ + κ2ϕ̇hij

[
∂tϕ + (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ

]

− 1
2κ

2gij

[
(∂tϕ)2 − ∂kϕ∂kϕ−

(
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

)
H2ϕ2

]
.

(145)

The second-order correction to the invariant field equation is obtained by
performing the substitutions given in Eqs. (105) and (142) in Eq. (124). Similarly
to the invariant Einstein equation, the second-order terms in κ are produced by the
substitution of the zeroth-order terms of Eqs. (105) and (142) in F (2) − X

(σ)
(1) ∂σF

(1),
and the substitution of the first-order terms in those equations into F (1). The resulting
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expression is

F(2) = 1
2∂th∂tϕ−

1
2∂iϕ∂

ih+ ∂iϕ∂jhi
j + hij∂i∂jϕ−

1
2 ϕ̇h

ij∂thij + ϕ̇Hhijh
ij

− κ2ϕ̇

2(n− 2)

[
(n− 1− ϵ+ 2δ)(2ϵ− δ)− 2ϵδ + (n− 1 + 2δ − 6ϵ) δ̇

2ϵH + δ̈

2ϵH2

]
Hϕ2 .

(146)

5. Gauge-invariant Hubble rate

Our aim now is to obtain an observable that corresponds to a local measurement of the
expansion rate of the universe, the local Hubble rate. There are different ways to define
this rate, depending on how its measurement is performed. As a first example, let us
consider the local Hubble rate defined by the expansion of the observer’s spatial section.
This spatial section can be defined by its normal vector, the observer’s perturbed four
velocity ũµ defined in Eq. (29). The corresponding (gauge-dependent) local Hubble rate
is proportional to its divergence:

H̃u(x) ≡ 1
n− 1∇̃µũ

µ(x) . (147)

So far, to obtain an invariant observable from a gauge-dependent expression, we
have been using the map X from the background to the field-dependent synchronous
coordinates, which in the case of Eq. (147) gives the following invariant local Hubble
rate:

Hu(X) ≡ H̃u[x(X)] . (148)
The explicitly gauge-invariant expression is then obtained by expanding Eq. (148) as a
power series in the gauge-dependent perturbation fields and then eliminating them in
favour of their gauge-invariant part.

In this section, however, we will take a different approach. As we are mainly
interested in the final expression for the Hubble rate, we will first transform the
tensor quantities appearing on the right-hand side of Eq. (148) to the field-dependent
synchronous coordinates, expressing them in terms of the invariant perturbed fields and
only then expand the result as a power series in the perturbations. This method will
result in the same final expression, but is somewhat easier to use in practice. Hence,
we use the invariant covariant derivative ∇µ defined in Eq. (20) and the invariant four-
velocity (109) to express Eq. (148) as

Hu(X) = 1
n− 1∇µu

µ(X) . (149)

To find the perturbative expansion of Eq. (149), we first expand the derivative operator.
This yields

∇µu
µ = ∇µu

µ + Cρ
ρµu

µ

= ∇µu
µ + κ

2 u
µ∇µh−

κ2

4 uµ∇µ

(
hαβhαβ

)
+O(κ3) ,

(150)
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where the invariant tensor Cρ
µν was given in Eq. (21), and we recall that hµν is the

invariant metric perturbation defined by (12). Recalling that uµ = uµ (110), up to
second order in perturbation theory Eq. (149) can be cast in the form

Hu = H + κ

2(n− 1)∂th−
κ2

4(n− 1)∂t
(
hijhij

)
+O(κ3) . (151)

A second possible definition for the local Hubble rate is the expansion rate measured
by the elements of fluid. This is given by

HV ≡
1

n− 1∇µV
µ(X) , (152)

where Vµ was defined in Eq. (71). The fluid’s four-velocity can be expressed as

Vµ = gµν(uν + κvν) = uµ + κvµ − κ2hµ
νv

ν +O(κ3) , (153)

where the indices in the right-hand side of the expression were raised with the
background metric to be consistent with the perturbative expansion performed in Sec. 4.
We can then compute the divergence of Vµ. It reads

∇µV
µ = ∇µu

µ + κ∇µv
µ + 1

2κ
2vµ∇µh− κ2∇µ(hµ

νv
ν) +O(κ3)

= ∇µu
µ + κ

[
−∂tvt + ∂iv

i − (n+ 1)Hvt
]

+ 1
2κ

2
[
vi∂ih− 2∂i

(
hi

jv
j
)]

+O(κ3)

= ∇µu
µ + κ∂iv

i + 1
2κ

2
[
(∂t + (n+ 1)H)

(
vivi

)
+ vi∂ih− 2∂i

(
hi

jv
j
)]

+O(κ3) ,
(154)

where we have used Eq. (21) in the first equality and the expansion for the temporal
component of vµ given in Eqs. (74) in the third equality. Finally, the invariant Hubble
rate defined by the expansion of the fluid elements reads

HV = Hu + κ

n− 1∂iv
i

+ κ2

2(n− 1)
[
(∂t + (n+ 1)H)

(
vivi

)
+ vi∂ih− 2∂i

(
hi

jv
j
)]

+O(κ3) ,
(155)

which in general differs from Hu. However, they agree if the fluid is non-expanding as
seen by the observer, which at lowest order is the condition that ∂ivi = 0. We also
note that we have kept the observer’s four-velocity arbitrary. Hence, the magnitude of
the extra terms in Eq. (155) with respect to Eq. (151) is highly model-dependent; in
particular, for an observer co-moving with the fluid the extra terms will vanish.

Finally, we can consider the local Hubble rate defined by the expansion of the
hypersurfaces on which the scalar field is constant. The normal vector field defining this
foliation in the perturbed spacetime is

ñµ(x) ≡ ∂µϕ̃(x)√
−g̃αβ(x)∂αϕ̃(x)∂βϕ̃(x)

. (156)
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We recall that at the background level the observers with four-velocity uµ are co-
moving with the scalar field, and hence on the background we have nµ = uµ. The
local Hubble rate for observers co-moving with the perturbed scalar field is then defined
by its expansion

H̃ϕ(x) ≡ 1
n− 1∇̃µñ

µ(x) , (157)

and the corresponding invariant observable is given by

Hϕ(X̃) ≡ H̃ϕ[x(X)] . (158)

As in the examples above, we now transform the normal vector field (156) to the field-
dependent synchronous coordinates X̃(µ) and obtain

Nµ(X) ≡ ∂µΦ(X)√
−gαβ(X)∂αΦ(X)∂βΦ(X)

, (159)

where we recall that Φ is the invariant scalar field defined by Eq. (122). Using the
invariant normal vector Nµ = gµνNν , we can write Eq. (158) in the form

Hϕ(X) = 1
n− 1∇µN

µ(X) . (160)

To obtain the perturbative expansion of Hϕ (160), we first expand the expression
for the invariant normal vector Nµ:

Nµ = uµ − κ

ϕ̇
(gµν + uµuν)∇ν

(
Φ(1) + κΦ(2)

)
+ κ2

ϕ̇
hµρ∇ρΦ(1)

+ κ2

2ϕ̇2

[
uµ
(
gαβ + 3uαuβ

)
∇αΦ(1)∇βΦ(1) + 2∇µΦ(1)uρ∇ρΦ(1)

]
+O(κ3) ,

(161)

where Φ(1) and Φ(2) were given in Eq. (123). The invariant divergence of the invariant
normal vector Nµ then reads

∇µN
µ = ∇µu

µ − κ

ϕ̇
∇µ

[
(gµν + uµuν)∇ν

(
Φ(1) + κΦ(2)

)]
− κ2

2ϕ̇
∇µh(gµν + uµuν)∇νΦ(1) + κ2∇µ

(
1
ϕ̇
hµρ∇ρΦ(1)

)

+ κ2

2 ∇µ

[
1
ϕ̇2

(
uµgαβ + 3uµuαuβ + 2gµαuβ

)
∇αΦ(1)∇βΦ(1)

]
+O(κ3)

= ∇µu
µ − κ

ϕ̇
△
(
Φ(1) + κΦ(2)

)
− κ2

2ϕ̇
∂ih∂iΦ(1) + κ2

ϕ̇
∂i
(
hij∂jΦ(1)

)
+ κ2

2 ∇µ

[
1
ϕ̇2

(
uµḡνρ∂ρΦ(1) + 2ḡµρ∂ρΦ(1)uν

)
∂νΦ(1)

]
+O(κ3) .

(162)

Finally we insert this expression back into the expression for the invariant Hubble
rate (160), and use the background equation (126) for ϕ to simplify it. Expressing



Synchronous coordinates and gauge-invariant observables in cosmological spacetimes 31

everything in terms of the invariant scalar field perturbation ϕ defined in Eq. (122), we
then obtain

Hϕ = Hu −
κ

(n− 1)a2ϕ̇
△ϕ + κ2

(n− 1)ϕ̇2

[
ϕ̇∂i

(
hij∂jϕ

)
− ϕ̇∂ih∂iϕ

+
[
∂t +

(
n− 1

2 + ϵ− δ
)
H
](
∂iϕ∂iϕ

)
+ 1
a2 △ϕ∂tϕ

]
+O(κ3) .

(163)

We see that the invariant Hubble parameters Hu and Hϕ also differ from each other in
general. However, the difference vanishes whenever the spatial derivative of the invariant
scalar perturbation vanishes, i. e., whenever the observer sees spatially homogeneous
constant scalar field hypersurfaces.

6. Linearised quantum gravity

We now consider the linearised theory in the absence of matter but including
a cosmological constant, i. e., we expand the Einstein–Hilbert action SEH =
κ−2 ∫ (R̃− 2Λ

)√
−g̃ dnx around a fixed background to order κ0. Assuming that the

background fulfills the background Einstein equation Gµν + Λgµν = 0, this results in

SEH = 1
4

∫ [
hµν

(
∇2hµν − 2∇ρ∇µhνρ + 2∇µ∇νh

)
− h∇2h

+ 2
n− 2

(
2hµνhµν − h2

)
Λ
]
√
−g dnx+ const +O(κ) ,

(164)

where the constant term does not depend on the metric perturbation hµν . We then
add a suitable gauge-fixing term and quantise the resulting theory, which gives us the
two-point function of the quantised ĥµν in a suitable (vacuum) state |0⟩. This is the
primary ingredient in perturbative quantum gravity, the effective quantum field theory
of General Relativity [82]. Starting from this two-point function of the gauge-fixed metric
perturbation

Gµνρσ(x, x′) ≡ −i⟨0|ĥµν(x)ĥρσ(x′)|0⟩ , (165)

our aim is then to construct the two-point function of the quantised gauge-invariant
metric perturbation ĥµν :

Gµνρσ(x, x′) ≡ −i⟨0|ĥµν(x)ĥρσ(x′)|0⟩ . (166)

Here, the quantised gauge-invariant metric perturbation ĥµν is simply obtained by
taking the classical expression hµν (13) and replacing all metric perturbations hµν by
their quantum counterparts ĥµν , including in the coordinate corrections X(µ)

(k) . In terms
of the two-point function (165), we thus obtain

Gµνρσ(x, x′) = Gµνρσ(x, x′) + 2igγ(ρ∇x′

σ)

〈
hµν(x)X(γ)

(1) (x′)
〉

+ 2igγ(µ∇x
ν)

〈
X

(γ)
(1) (x)hρσ(x′)

〉
− 4igγ(µ∇x

ν)gδ(ρ∇x′

σ)

〈
X

(γ)
(1) (x)X(δ)

(1)(x
′)
〉
, (167)
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where we have dropped all terms of order κ or higher since we only consider the linearised
theory. Moreover, in Eq. (167) we have re-expressed the derivative terms appearing in
Eq. (11a) using the covariant derivative of the background metric. We also recall that
the first-order correction to the field-dependent coordinates X(µ)

(1) is given by Eqs. (37),
and that they are linear functionals of the metric perturbation. For simplicity, we restrict
to four dimensions in the remainder of this section.

6.1. Minkowski spacetime

As a first concrete example, we consider a Minkowski background spacetime with metric
gµν = ηµν and use the gauge-fixing action

SGF ≡ −
1

2α

∫
GµG

µ d4x with Gµ ≡ ∂νhµν −
1 + β

β
∂µh , (168)

where α and β are real parameters. The two-point function in the Minkowski vacuum
state |0⟩ in the general linear gauge determined by Eq. (168) can be computed easily by
inverting the differential operator that appears in the full action SEH + SGF [with the
Einstein–Hilbert action given in Eq. (164)], and reads

Gµνρσ(x, x′) =
(
2ηµ(ρησ)ν − ηµνηρσ

)
G0(x, x′) + 4(α− 1)∂(µην)(ρ∂σ)

∂2 G0(x, x′)

+ (2 + β)
(
ηµν

∂ρ∂σ
∂2 + ηρσ

∂µ∂ν
∂2

)
G0(x, x′)

− (2 + β)[2(2 + β) + (α− 1)(2− β)]∂µ∂ν∂ρ∂σ
(∂2)2 G0(x, x′) ,

(169)

where ∂−2 denotes the Green’s function of the d’Alembertian and

G0(x, x′) = −i
∫ e−i|p|(t−t′)

2|p| eip(x−x′) d3p

(2π)3 (170)

is the two-point function of a massless scalar field in Fourier space.
We have already shown in Sec. 3.2 that our gauge-invariant metric perturbation

satisfies htν = 0, which is expected from the synchronous condition. For the same reason,
after quantisation any temporal component of the invariant two-point function (166)
must vanish. Indeed, by using the equations of motion (36) for the coordinate corrections
X

(µ)
(1) in Eq. (167), which also hold after quantisation, it is easy to check that

Gttρσ(x, x′) = Gµνtt(x, x′) = Gtiρσ(x, x′) = Gµνti(x, x′) = 0 . (171)

Hence, here we can focus only on the purely spatial components of Eq. (166).
The explicit expression for the purely spatial components of the invariant two-point
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function is obtained after inserting Eqs. (37) into Eq. (167). This results in

Gijkl(t,x, t′,x′) = Gijkl(t,x, t′,x′)

+
∫ t′

−∞

[
∂k∂l

∫ s′

−∞
Gijtt(t,x, u′,x′) du′ − 2∂′

(kG|ij|l)t(t,x, s′,x′)
]

ds′

+
∫ t

−∞

[
∂i∂j

∫ s

−∞
Gttkl(u,x, t′,x′) du− 2∂(iGj)tkl(s,x, t′,x′)

]
ds

+ ∂i∂j

∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞

∫ s

−∞

[
∂′
k∂

′
l

∫ s′

−∞
Gtttt(u,x, u′,x′) du′ − 2∂′

(kG|tt|l)t(u,x, s′,x′)
]

du ds ds′

− 2
∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞

[
∂′
k∂

′
l

∫ s′

−∞
∂(iGj)ttt(s,x, u′,x′) du′ − 2∂′

(k∂|(iGj)t|l)t(s,x, s′,x′)
]

ds ds′ ,

(172)

where primed derivatives act on x′. It remains to insert the two-point function of the
gauge-fixed metric perturbation (169) and perform the integrals. We first notice that
the derivative terms in Eq. (169) are symmetrised in the indices µν and ρσ, and thus
have the form of a two-point function of operator-valued diffeomorphisms. Since we have
already shown that hµν (and thus ĥµν) is gauge invariant, those terms in the gauge-fixed
propagator do not contribute to Eq. (172). To check this, let us consider explicitly the
term ∂(µην)(ρ∂σ)∂

−2G0 of Eq. (169). Its contribution to Eq. (172) reduces to

∂(iηj)(k∂l)
∂2 G0(t,x, t′,x′)−

∫ t′

−∞

∂(iηj)(k∂l)
∂2 ∂s′G0(t,x, s′,x′) ds′

−
∫ t

−∞
∂s
∂(iηj)(k∂l)

∂2 G0(s,x, t′,x′) ds+
∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞
∂s∂s′

∂(iηj)(k∂l)
∂2 G0(s,x, s′,x′) ds ds′

+ ∂i∂j∂k∂l

∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞

∫ s

−∞

[∫ s′

−∞

∂u′∂u
∂2 G0(u,x, u′,x′) du′ − ∂u

∂2G0(u,x, s′,x′)
]

du ds ds′

− ∂i∂j∂k∂l
∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞

[∫ s′

−∞

∂u′

∂2 G0(s,x, u′,x′) du′ − 1
∂2G0(s,x, s′,x′)

]
ds ds′ , (173)

where we have traded primed for unprimed derivatives and vice versa, using the fact that
G0 only depends on the difference of the coordinates. Since the integrand always contains
a time derivative, the integrals are trivial, and using that the scalar propagator (170)
vanishes as one of the arguments goes to −∞, we see that all terms cancel and the whole
expression (173) vanishes. The same happens with the other gauge-dependent terms of
the two-point function (169).

We thus only need to care about the derivative-free part of the two-point function of
the gauge-fixed metric perturbation (169) involving 2ηµ(ρησ)ν − ηµνηρσ. Its contribution
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to the invariant two-point function (172) is

Gijkl(t,x, t′,x′) =
(
2ηi(kηl)j − ηijηkl

)
G0(t,x, t′,x′)

+ ηij∂k∂l

∫ t′

−∞

∫ s′

−∞
G0(t,x, u′,x′) du′ ds′

+ ηkl∂i∂j

∫ t

−∞

∫ s

−∞
G0(u,x, t′,x′) du ds

+ ∂i∂j∂k∂l

∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞

∫ s

−∞

∫ s′

−∞
G0(u,x, u′,x′) du′ du ds ds′

+ 4∂(iηj)(k∂l)

∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞
G0(s,x, s′,x′) ds ds′ ,

(174)

where again we have changed all the primed derivatives into unprimed ones. The
integrals are easy to compute in Fourier space, introducing a convergence factor eϵ|p|s

and taking the limit ϵ → 0+ after integration.¶ Thus, using the explicit Fourier space
expression (170) for the scalar two-point function we obtain

Gijkl(x, x′) = −i
∫
Kijkl(p)e−i|p|(t−t′)

2|p| eip(x−x′) d3p

(2π)3 , (175)

where we have defined the tensor

Kijkl(p) ≡ 2
[
δi(k −

pip(k

p2

][
δl)j −

pl)pj
p2

]
−
[
δij −

pipj
p2

][
δkl −

pkpl
p2

]
. (176)

The matrices within the square brackets are positive semi-definite (of rank 2). Moreover,
they only contain the transverse and traceless tensor modes. Indeed, contracting
Eq. (176) with δikδjl to extract the tensor mode and with δijδkl to extract the scalar
mode we find

δikδjlKijkl(p) = 4 and δijδklKijkl(p) = 0 , (177)

respectively. That is, the invariant two-point function Gµνρσ(x, x′) contains only the
propagating tensor modes. It is also positive definite (and therefore has a spectral
representation): we write [84]

Kijkl(p) =
[
e1
i (p)e2

j(p) + e2
i (p)e1

j(p)
][
e1
k(p)e2

l (p) + e2
k(p)e1

l (p)
]

+
[
e1
i (p)e1

j(p)− e2
i (p)e2

j(p)
][
e1
k(p)e1

l (p)− e2
k(p)e2

l (p)
]
,

(178)

where eAi (p) with A ∈ {1, 2, 3} is a right-handed orthogonal set of real polarisation
vectors with e3

i (p) = pi/|p|, e1
i (−p) = e2

i (p) and e2
i (−p) = e1

i (p). It follows that∫∫
f ∗ij(x)[iGijkl(x, x′)]fkl(x′) d4x d4x′

=
∫ 1

2|p|
∣∣∣[e1

k(p)e2
l (p) + e2

k(p)e1
l (p)

]
f̃kl(|p|,p)

∣∣∣2 d3p

(2π)3

+
∫ 1

2|p|
∣∣∣[e1

k(p)e1
l (p)− e2

k(p)e2
l (p)

]
f̃kl(|p|,p)

∣∣∣2 d3p

(2π)3 ≥ 0

(179)

¶ This prescription selects the interacting vacuum of the theory [83].
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with the Fourier transform

f̃ ij(p) =
∫
f ij(x) e−ipx d4p

(2π)4 . (180)

6.2. De Sitter spacetime

As a second example, let us consider metric perturbations around a de Sitter background
gµν = a2(t)ηµν with the scale factor a(t) = eHt in cosmological time. We now follow
Ref. [85] and use the gauge-fixing action

SGF = −1
2

∫
GµG

µ d4x with Gµ ≡ ∂νh
ν
µ −

1
2∂µh+ 2Hhtµ , (181)

where we have expressed their gauge condition using the cosmological time. The gauge
condition (181) corresponds to the Feynman-gauge version of the harmonic gauge in four
dimensions, see for example Ref. [53]. With this choice of gauge, the two-point function of
the gauge-fixed metric perturbation in the Euclidean or Bunch–Davies vacuum assumes
a particularly simple form:

Gµνρσ(x, x′) = 2a2(t)a2(t′)
(
η̄µ(ρη̄σ)ν − η̄µν η̄ρσ

)
G0(x, x′)

+
[(
a2(t)η̄µν + δtµδ

t
ν

)(
a2(t′)η̄ρσ + δtρδ

t
σ

)
− 4a(t)a(t′)δt(µη̄ν)(ρδ

t
σ)

]
G1(x, x′) ,

(182)

where the purely spatial part of the Minkowski metric ηµν is defined by

η̄µν ≡ ηµν + δtµδ
t
ν . (183)

The remaining scalar two-point functions Gs(x, x′) with s = 0, 1 are given by

Gs(x, x′) =
∫
G̃s(η, η′,p)eip(x−x′) d3p

(2π)3 , (184a)

G̃0(η, η′,p) ≡ − i
a(η)a(η′)

(iHa(η) + |p|)(−iHa(η′) + |p|)
2|p|3

e−i|p|(η−η′) , (184b)

G̃1(η, η′,p) ≡ − i
a(η)a(η′)

1
2|p|e

−i|p|(η−η′) (184c)

in Fourier space. In these expressions, η ≡ −H−1eHt is the conformal time, and using
this time coordinate the scale factor reads a(η) = −1/(Hη).

As before, all the temporal components of the two-point function of the invariant
metric perturbation vanish, and we only need to be concerned with its purely spatial
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components. These are given by

Gijkl(x, x′) = Gijkl(t,x, t′,x′) +Ha2(t′)ηkl
∫ t′

−∞
Gijtt(t,x, s′,x′) ds′

+Ha2(t)ηij
∫ t

−∞
Gttkl(s,x, t′,x′) ds

+H2a2(t)a2(t′)ηijηkl
∫ t

−∞

∫ t′

−∞
Gtttt(s,x, s′,x′) ds′ ds

+
∫ t′

−∞

a2(t′)
a2(s)

[
∂′
k∂

′
l

∫ s

−∞
Gijtt(t,x, u,x′) du− 2∂′

(kG|ij|l)t(t,x, s,x′)
]

ds

+
∫ t

−∞

a2(t)
a2(s)

[
∂i∂j

∫ s

−∞
Gttkl(u,x, t′,x′) du− 2∂(iGj)tkl(s,x, t′,x′)

]
ds

+Ha2(t)ηij
∫ t

−∞

∫ t′

−∞

a2(t′)
a2(s′)

[
∂′
k∂

′
l

∫ s′

−∞
Gtttt(s,x, u,x′) du

− 2∂′
(kG|tt|l)t(s,x, s′,x′)

]
ds′ ds

+Ha2(t′)ηkl
∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞

a2(t)
a2(s)

[
∂i∂j

∫ s

−∞
Gtttt(u,x, s′,x′) du

− 2∂(iGj)ttt(s,x, s′,x′)
]

ds ds′

− 2
∫ t

−∞

a2(t)
a2(s)

∫ t′

−∞

a2(t′)
a2(s′)

[
∂′
k∂

′
l

∫ s′

−∞
∂(iGj)ttt(s,x, u,x′) du

− 2∂′
(k∂|(iGj)|t|l)t(s,x, s′,x′)

]
ds′ ds

+ ∂i∂j

∫ t

−∞

a2(t)
a2(s)

∫ s

−∞

∫ t′

−∞

a2(t′)
a2(s′)

[
∂k′∂l′

∫ s′

−∞
Gtttt(u,x, u′,x′) du′

− 2∂′
(kG|tt|l)t(u,x, s′,x′)

]
ds′ du ds . (185)
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We now substitute Eq. (182) into Eq. (185) and obtain

a−2(t)a−2(t′)Gijkl(x, x′) = 2
(
ηi(kηl)j − ηijηkl

)
G0(x, x′) + ηijηklG1(x, x′)

+Hηijηkl

∫ t′

−∞
G1(t,x, s,x′) ds+Hηijηkl

∫ t

−∞
G1(s,x, t′,x′) ds

+H2ηijηkl

∫ t

−∞

∫ t′

−∞
G1(s,x, s′,x′) ds′ ds+ ηij∂k∂l

∫ t′

−∞

1
a2(s)

∫ s

−∞
G1(t,x, u,x′) du ds

+ ηkl∂i∂j

∫ t

−∞

1
a2(s)

∫ s

−∞
G1(u,x, t′,x′) du ds

+Hηij∂k∂l

∫ t

−∞

∫ t′

−∞

1
a2(s′)

∫ s′

−∞
G1(s,x, u,x′) du ds′ ds

+Hηkl∂i∂j

∫ t′

−∞

∫ t

−∞

1
a2(s)

∫ s

−∞
G1(u,x, s′,x′) du ds ds′

+ 4∂(iηj)(k∂l)

∫ t

−∞

1
a(s)

∫ t′

−∞

1
a(s′)G1(s,x, s′,x′) ds′ ds

+ ∂i∂j∂k∂l

∫ t

−∞

1
a2(s)

∫ s

−∞

∫ t′

−∞

1
a2(s′)

∫ s′

−∞
G1(u,x, u′,x′) du′ ds′ du ds . (186)

To perform the time integrals above, it is convenient to change integration variables
to the conformal time η. As in the Minkowski example, we also need to introduce
convergence factors eϵ|p|η and take the limit ϵ→ 0+ after integration. This results in

Gijkl(x, x′) = −iH2a2(η)a2(η′)
∫
Kijkl(p)(1 + i|p|η)(1− i|p|η′)

2|p|3
e−i|p|(η−η′)eip(x−x′) d3p

(2π)3 ,

(187)

where we have expressed the functional time-dependence of the two-point function in
terms of the conformal time η, and the tensor Kijkl(p) was defined in Eq. (176). It is
thus clear that the two-point function Gµνρσ of the invariant metric perturbation also in
the de Sitter case only contains the propagating transverse and traceless tensor modes.
Moreover, as in flat space it is positive definite (apart from the usual infrared issues of
massless fields in de Sitter space) and thus has a spectral representation. The flat-space
result (175) can in fact be easily obtained from Eq. (187), expressing the conformal time
η in terms of cosmological time t and then taking the limit H → 0.

7. Conclusions

We have given a construction of field-dependent synchronous coordinates in the
relational approach to observables in perturbative (quantum) gravity. At linear order,
the invariant metric perturbation, constructed as a relational observable using these
coordinates, equals the gauge-fixed metric perturbation in synchronous gauge. Our
construction provides thus an extension of this widely used gauge to higher orders, and
moreover clarifies its interpretation. Namely, using it corresponds to measurements made
in the coordinate system defined by Eqs. (29) and (30), where the time is the proper
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time of a given observer and the spatial coordinates are rectangular and orthogonal to
the observer’s four-velocity, both defined in the full perturbed geometry.

We have then considered the perturbed Einstein equation for a perturbed FLRW
spacetime, sourced by either a perfect fluid or a scalar field (the inflaton). Using the
relational approach, we have obtained the gauge-invariant part of these equations and
made their gauge invariance explicit by expressing them in terms of the invariant metric
and matter fields perturbations, up to second order in perturbation theory. The first-
order results (84) and (87) for the fluid as well as (129) and (132) for the scalar
field are well known [86, 87], but the second-order results (B.7) and (B.9) are (to
the best of our knowledge) new. An important point in the construction is that at
second order one obtains additional quadratic contributions from first-order terms that
arise when expressing the gauge-dependent perturbation fields in terms of the gauge-
invariant ones. Only when taking those contributions into account does one obtain a
gauge-invariant result also at second order, and at higher orders one needs to take
into account contributions from all lower orders. As a check on our results, we have
also compared the results for a fluid source and the inflaton field as source, and found
complete agreement when using the equation of state (A.23) for the inflaton.

Gauge-invariant perturbations of the Einstein equation on cosmological back-
grounds were also studied in Ref. [45] for the ideal fluid and scalar field models, but
using a different method to produce gauge-invariant perturbation fields. In their case,
X

(µ)
(1) is determined at linear order by imposing that the scalar modes correspond to the

Bardeen potentials [38] and the SVT decomposition for the gauge-invariant parts of hti
and hij. This leads to elliptic equations for X(µ)

(1) . The higher-order corrections X(µ)
(n) to

the field-dependent coordinates are then obtained recursively by imposing these same
conditions to the higher-order corrections g(n)

µν to the invariant metric and working out
the gauge-dependent terms. Although this method produces gauge-invariant perturba-
tion fields at every order, their relation to the gauge-dependent perturbation fields is
non-causal, and their physical meaning at higher orders is not very transparent.

An important observable in cosmology, both in inflationary cosmology and today,
is the Hubble rate, the local expansion rate of the universe. However, the status of
perturbative corrections to it is not yet fully clear. In particular, the issue of back-
reaction, i. e., the effect of fluctuations on the average expansion rate has not been
completely solved. While there is a vast literature involving computations done in the
last decades (see, e. g., Refs. [88–114]), it seems to us that no conclusive result has been
obtained. We believe that one of the reasons for this is that it is difficult to find a gauge-
invariant observable that properly describes the expansion rate that is actually measured
in observations. The relational approach not only furnishes a concrete and systematic
way to construct such observables, but also gives their interpretation: they correspond
to measurements made in the coordinate system that is used to define them. We have
thus computed the invariant relational Hubble rate in synchronous coordinates to second
order. Apart from the expansion rate that the observer experiences (151), i. e., the one
defined from his four-velocity, we have also computed a) the expansion rate experienced
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by the fluid elements (155) and b) the one defined by the four-velocity obtained from
the gradient of the scalar field (163). As expected, these differ in general, but agree if a)
the fluid is non-expanding or b) the perturbed inflaton is spatially homogeneous, both
as seen in the observer’s frame.

With a proper definition of a gauge-invariant Hubble rate, the issue of back-
reaction can now be tackled anew. In previous work [52, 53, 78], we have already
computed one-loop quantum corrections to the invariant Hubble rate in generalised
harmonic coordinates. While these coordinates do not have such a clear physical
interpretation as the synchronous one that we studied in this work (or the geodesic
lightcone coordinates [54–62]), the computation done there shows that back-reaction
exists for a fully gauge-invariant observable and, thus, is not merely a gauge effect.
Moreover, the results obtained there agree with the physical intuition: the accelerated
expansion of the background spacetime creates particles and in particular gravitons,
whose mutual attraction then slows down the expansion. In the future, we would like to
compute the back-reaction also for the invariant Hubble rate in synchronous coordinates,
and verify that it persists also for measurements done in this coordinate system.

Last but not least, we have considered quantum fluctuations of the metric
around Minkowski and de Sitter spacetimes. We have shown that the invariant metric
perturbation, defined as a relational observable using synchronous coordinates, is
not only gauge-invariant as required, but also that its correlator only contains the
propagating tensor modes. That is, for both flat and de Sitter backgrounds, the
correlator of the invariant metric perturbation using synchronous coordinates captures
exactly the physical content of the metric fluctuations. It then follows that this correlator
is positive definite and consequently has a spectral representation, as it must be for a
physical observable.

While we have restricted in this work to second order, the extension of both
the coordinate system and the relational invariant observables to higher orders is
straightforward but lengthy, and best left to computer algebra (such as the tensor
algebra package xAct [80]). As discussed in the introduction, relational observables
clearly have applications in all approaches to quantum gravity, and can be used to
disentangle gauge effects from physical contributions. In particular, it would be most
interesting to evaluate the results of Refs. [115–117] regarding the renormalisation group
flow of the graviton propagator in this light, and check whether the graviton spectral
function that is found there corresponds to the physical correlator of the gauge-invariant
metric perturbations in synchronous coordinates.
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Appendix A. Comparison between the fluid and scalar field models

In this appendix, we compare the equations for the perturbations in the perfect fluid
and scalar field models, as to map them into each other.

We start by comparing the fluid’s background stress tensor with the one for the
scalar field in the full spacetime. They read

T̃µν = (ρ̃+ p̃)ṼµṼν + p̃g̃µν (A.1)

and
T̃µν = ∂µϕ̃∂νϕ̃−

1
2 g̃µν

[
g̃ρσ∂ρϕ̃∂σϕ̃+ V (ϕ̃)

]
, (A.2)

respectively. Hence, we have the following identifications

Ṽµ ←→ ñµ = ∂µϕ̃√
−g̃ρσ∂ρϕ̃∂σϕ̃

, (A.3a)

ρ̃←→ −1
2
[
g̃ρσ∂ρϕ̃∂σϕ̃− V (ϕ̃)

]
, (A.3b)

p̃←→ −1
2
[
g̃ρσ∂ρϕ̃∂σϕ̃+ V (ϕ̃)

]
. (A.3c)

An important difference between perfect fluid and scalar field models is that the
former have an equation of state that relates the energy density to the pressure. In the
case of scalar fields, we can see from the expressions above that energy density and
pressure are in general independent since there is no functional relation between ϕ̃ and
∂tϕ̃, i. e., their Cauchy data can be prescribed independently. In order to compare these
models, we therefore have to assume that such functional relation exists for the scalar
field as well. That is, we shall assume that there is a function f for which

−1
2
[
g̃ρσ∂ρϕ̃∂σϕ̃+ V (ϕ̃)

]
= f

(
−1

2
[
g̃ρσ∂ρϕ̃∂σϕ̃− V (ϕ̃)

])
, (A.4)

and which thus constrains the Cauchy data of ϕ̃ and ∂tϕ̃.
We can now proceed with the expansion of the scalar field normal vector, energy

density and pressure. We find (using that ϕ̇ < 0)

ñµ = uµ + κn(1)
µ + κ2n(2)

µ +O(κ3) (A.5)

with

n(1)
µ = −1

2

(
htt + 2∂tϕ(1)

ϕ̇

)
uµ −

1
ϕ̇
∂µϕ

(1) , (A.6a)
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n(2)
µ = 1

2

 1
ϕ̇2
∂αϕ

(1)∂αϕ(1) + ht
γhtγ + 2

ϕ̇
htβ∂

βϕ(1) + 3
4

(
htt + 2∂tϕ(1)

ϕ̇

)2uµ
+ 1

2ϕ̇

(
htt + 2∂tϕ(1)

ϕ̇

)
∂µϕ

(1)

(A.6b)

for the normal vector,
ρ̃ = ρ+ κρ(1) + κ2ρ(2) +O(κ3) (A.7)

with

ρ = 1
2 ϕ̇

2 + 1
2V (ϕ) , (A.8a)

ρ(1) = ϕ̇∂tϕ
(1) + 1

2 ϕ̇
2htt + 1

2V
′(ϕ)ϕ(1) , (A.8b)

ρ(2) = −1
2∂αϕ

(1)∂αϕ(1) − 1
2 ϕ̇

2ht
αhtα − ϕ̇htα∂αϕ(1) + 1

4V
′′(ϕ)ϕ(1)2 (A.8c)

for the energy density and

p̃ = p+ κp(1) + κ2p(2) +O(κ3) (A.9)

with

p = 1
2 ϕ̇

2 − 1
2V (ϕ) , (A.10a)

p(1) = ϕ̇∂tϕ
(1) + 1

2 ϕ̇
2htt −

1
2V

′(ϕ)ϕ(1) , (A.10b)

p(2) = −1
2∂µϕ

(1)∂µϕ(1) − 1
2 ϕ̇

2ht
αhtα − ϕ̇htα∂αϕ(1) − 1

4V
′′(ϕ)ϕ(1)2 (A.10c)

for the pressure. It is not difficult now to write down the expressions for the gauge-
invariant fields. We find

Nµ = uµ + κN(1)
µ + κ2N(2)

µ +O(κ3) (A.11)

with

N(1)
µ = −1

ϕ̇
∂̄µϕ , (A.12a)

N(2)
µ = 1

2ϕ̇2
∂̄αϕ∂̄

αϕuµ + 1
ϕ̇2
∂tϕ∂̄µϕ , (A.12b)

where ∂̄µ is the covariant derivative of the induced spatial metric ḡµν (56), and Nν was
defined in Eq. (159). Eqs. (A.12) agree with what we have found in Eqs. (74) for the time
component of the fluid four-velocity using the fact that this four-vector is normalised.
Indeed, we see from Eqs. (A.12) that

N
(1)
t = 0 and N

(2)
t = −1

2N
i

(1)N
(1)
i (A.13)
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also as a consequence of the normalisation of the scalar field’s normal vector. Moreover,
the scalar field’s invariant energy density and pressure are given by

ρ = ρ+ κρ(1) + κ2ρ(2) +O(κ3) (A.14)

with

ρ(1) = ϕ̇[∂tϕ− (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ] , (A.15a)

ρ(2) = 1
2(∂tϕ)2 − 1

2 ∂̄µϕ∂̄
µϕ + 1

2

[
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

]
H2ϕ2 (A.15b)

and
p = p+ κp(1) + κ2p(2) +O(κ3) (A.16)

with

p(1) = ϕ̇[∂tϕ + (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ] , (A.17a)

p(2) = 1
2(∂tϕ)2 − 1

2 ∂̄µϕ∂̄
µϕ− 1

2

[
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

]
H2ϕ2 , (A.17b)

respectively. In the expressions above, we have used the Friedmann equations to write the
derivatives of the scalar potential in terms of the background-geometry parameters (127).
For latter use, we also compute the invariant fractional energy density for the scalar field.
It reads

d= d(1) + κd(2) +O(κ2) (A.18)

with

d(1) = 2ϵ
(n− 1)ϕ̇

[∂tϕ− (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ] , (A.19a)

d(2) = ϵ

(n− 1)ϕ̇2

{
(∂tϕ)2 − ∂̄αϕ∂̄αϕ + 1

2

[
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

]
H2ϕ2

}
.

(A.19b)

We can now find the relation between ϕ and ∂tϕ if we have an equation of state
for the scalar field given by the function f . In that case, we know from the perfect-fluid
model that invariant pressure and energy density are related by (69), (70)

p = p+ κc2
sρ(1) + κ2

(
c2

sρ(2) + 1
2

dc2
s

dρ ρ
2
(1)

)
+O(κ3) . (A.20)

Thus, by substituting Eqs. (A.15) into Eq. (A.20), we obtain

∂tϕ = −1 + c2
s

1− c2
s
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ− κ1

ϕ̇

{
1
2

(
1− 1

1− c2
s

dc2
s

dρ ϕ̇
2
)

(∂tϕ)2

− 1
2 ∂̄µϕ∂̄

µϕ− 1 + c2
s

1− c2
s

[
1
2(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + ϵδ − δ̇

2H

+ 1
1 + c2

s

(
1
2 + 1 + c2

s
1− c2

s

)
dc2

s
dρ ϕ̇

2(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)2
]
H2ϕ2

}
+O(κ2) .

(A.21)
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To obtain an explicit expression for ∂tϕ, we can use its zeroth order term to eliminate
the term (∂tϕ)2 appearing at first order. The resulting equation can then be further
simplified if we employ the following relations for the speed of sound cs and background
scalar field ϕ:

1 + c2
s = 2

n− 1(ϵ− δ) , (A.22a)

1− c2
s = 2

n− 1(n− 1− ϵ+ δ) , (A.22b)

dc2
s

dρ ϕ̇
2 = − 4

(n− 1)2

(
ϵδ − δ̇

2H

)
. (A.22c)

Substituting these relations in Eq. (A.21) yields

∂tϕ = −(ϵ− δ)Hϕ + κ

2ϕ̇

[
∂̄µϕ∂̄

µϕ +
(
ϵ− 3δ + δ̇

ϵH

)
ϵH2ϕ2

]
+O(κ2) , (A.23)

and the invariant fractional energy density (A.18) reads

d= −2ϵ
ϕ̇
Hϕ+ κϵ

2(n− 1)ϕ̇2

[
(n− 1 + ϵ− 2δ)(2ϵ− δ)− δ2 + δ̇

H

]
H2ϕ2 +O(κ2) . (A.24)

We now check how these expansions imply the correspondence of the fluid and scalar
field energy-momentum tensor.

Appendix A.1. Background

As a quick check for the background equations, let us consider the continuity equation
for the perfect fluid. The identifications (A.3) for the background fields yield

0 = ρ̇+ (n− 1)H(ρ+ p) =
[
ϕ̈+ (n− 1)Hϕ̇+ 1

2V
′(ϕ)

]
ϕ̇ , (A.25)

which corresponds to the equation of motion for the background scalar field ϕ. The
Friedmann equations can also be easily checked using these identifications.

Appendix A.2. First order

At linear order, it is interesting to establish the comparison between the perfect fluid
and scalar field models using their SVT decompositions. The identification between the
fluid’s four-velocity and the scalar field’s normal vector (A.3a) implies that

VT
i = 0 and W= −ϕ

ϕ̇
. (A.26)

Furthermore, we can relate the invariant fractional energy density d to the Sasaki-
Mukhanov variable (140). Indeed, from Eq. (A.18) we have that

d= ϵ

(n− 1)H
[
∂tQ− (n− 1)H

(
Q+ a−2T

)]
, (A.27)
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where we have used Eq. (140) to eliminate ϕ and the constraint equation (96) for T,
together with the identification (A.26). We can now check the equation of motion for
d (101). Indeed, if we substitute Eq. (A.27) into the left-hand side of Eq. (101), then
the equation of motion for d is satisfied if the equation of motion for Q (141) is fulfilled
(or, alternatively, if the equation of motion for ϕ (138) holds).

Finally, we can also check the equation of motion for W (102). The substitution of
Eqs. (A.26) and (A.27) into the left-hand side of that equation yields

∂tW+ n− 1− 2ϵ+ δ

2ϵ (2ϵHW− d) = − 2
(n− 1)ϕ̇

(ϵ− δ)[∂tϕ + (ϵ− δ)Hϕ] . (A.28)

The right-hand side of this equation then vanishes if the (invariant) scalar field and its
derivative are related by Eq. (A.23), i. e., if there is an equation of state that constrains
the Cauchy data for the scalar field.

Appendix A.3. Second order

At second order, it is more convenient to just compare the respective invariant stress
tensors for each model. The invariant stress tensor is defined as

Tµν(X) ≡ ∂xα

∂X(µ) (X) ∂xβ

∂X(ν) (X)T̃αβ , (A.29)

where T̃µν is the perturbed stress tensor of the matter. In the case of a perfect fluid, the
perturbative expansion for Tµν is given by

Tµν = Tµν + κT(1)
µν + κ2T(2)

µν +O(κ3) (A.30)

with

T(1)
µν ≡ ρuµuνd+ 2(ρ+ p)u(µ v̄ν) + c2

sρḡµνd+ phµν , (A.31a)

T(2)
µν ≡

1
2(ρ+ p)[uµuν v̄α v̄α + 2v̄µ v̄ν ] + 2ρ(1 + c2

s )u(µ v̄ν)d

+ 1
2ρ

2 dc2
s

dρ ḡµνd
2 + c2

sρdhµν .
(A.31b)

To obtain the second-order correction to the invariant stress tensor for the scalar
field, we perform the substitutions

v̄µ → N̄(1)
µ + κN̄(2)

µ , d→ d(1) + κd(2) (A.32)

in T(1)
µν and the substitutions

v̄µ → N̄(1)
µ , d→ d(1) (A.33)

into T(2)
µν , where the expansion of N̄µ is given by (A.12) and the one of d by (A.19).

After performing these substitutions and using Eqs. (125), (127), (A.8a), (A.10a), (A.22)
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and (A.23), we obtain

T(1)
µν + κT(2)

µν

∣∣∣
O(κ)

= ∂µϕ∂νϕ + ϕ̇hµν [∂tϕ + (n− 1− ϵ+ δ)Hϕ]

+ 1
2gµν

{
(∂tϕ)2 − ∂̄αϕ∂̄αϕ−

[
(n− 1− ϵ+ δ)(2ϵ− δ) + 2ϵδ − δ̇

H

]
H2ϕ2

}
,

(A.34)

which is the second-order correction to the invariant stress tensor of the scalar field.

Appendix B. Second-order expressions

In this appendix, we list expressions for various quantities at second order which are
too long to fit in the main text. These are:

• The explicit second-order correction to the invariant perturbed metric (11)

g(2)
µν = −

[
X

(ρ)
(2) −X

(σ)
(1) ∂σX

(ρ)
(1)

]
∂ρgµν + 1

2X
(ρ)
(1)X

(σ)
(1) ∂ρ∂σgµν −X

(ρ)
(1)∂ρhµν

− ∂µX(ρ)
(1)

[
hρν −X(σ)

(1) ∂σgρν
]
− ∂νX(ρ)

(1)

[
hρµ −X(σ)

(1) ∂σgρµ
]

+ ∂µX
(ρ)
(1)∂νX

(σ)
(1) gρσ

− ∂µ
[
X

(ρ)
(2) −X

(σ)
(1) ∂σX

(ρ)
(1)

]
gρν − ∂ν

[
X

(ρ)
(2) −X

(σ)
(1) ∂σX

(ρ)
(1)

]
gρµ . (B.1)

• The explicit second-order correction to the invariant co-vector observable (15)

W(2)
µ = W (2)

µ −X
(ρ)
(1)∂ρW

(1)
µ −

[
X

(σ)
(2) −X

(ρ)
(1)∂ρX

(σ)
(1)

]
∂σWµ + 1

2X
(ρ)
(1)X

(σ)
(1) ∂ρ∂σWµ

− ∂µX(σ)
(1)

[
W (1)
σ −X

(ρ)
(1)∂ρWσ

]
− ∂µ

[
X

(σ)
(2) −X

(ρ)
(1)∂ρX

(σ)
(1)

]
Wσ . (B.2)

• The change of the temporal second-order correction (39a) under a diffeomorphism

δξt(2)(t,x) =
∫ t

−∞

(
∂µδξt(1)∂µt(1) + δξht

µ∂µt(1) + ht
µ∂µδξt(1) + δξht

µhtµ
)
(s,x) ds

=
∫ t

−∞

(
∂tξµ∂

µt(1) − 2Γktiξk∂it(1) + ∂tξµht
µ − 2Γktiξkhti

)
(s,x) ds+O(κ)

=
∫ t

−∞

(
∂tξµ∂

µt(1) − 2Hξi∂it(1) + ∂tξµht
µ − 2Hξihti

)
(s,x) ds+O(κ)

=
∫ t

−∞

(
∂tξ

µ∂µt(1) + ∂tξ
µhtµ

)
(s,x) ds+O(κ)

=
∫ t

−∞

[
∂t
(
ξµ∂µt(1)

)
− ξµ∂µ∂tt(1) + ∂tξ

µhtµ
]
(s,x) ds+O(κ)

= ξµ∂µt(1)(t,x) + 1
2

∫ t

−∞
[ξµ∂µhtt + 2∂tξµhtµ](s,x) ds+O(κ) , (B.3)

where as for change (43) of the first-order correction we have used the assumption
that the diffeomorphism is localised.
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• The temporal component of the second-order correction to the invariant metric,
Eq. (11b) or Eq. (B.1)

g
(2)
tν = −t(1)∂thtν − xi(1)∂ihtν − ∂tt(1)htν − ∂txi(1)

[
hiν − t(1)∂tgiν

]
− ∂νt(1)htt − ∂νxi(1)hti − ∂tt(1)∂νt(1) + ∂tx

i
(1)∂νx

j
(1)gij

− ∂t
[
t(2) − t(1)∂tt(1) − xi(1)∂it(1)

]
gtν − ∂t

[
xi(2) − t(1)∂tx

i
(1) − x

j
(1)∂jx

i
(1)

]
giν

+ ∂ν
[
t(2) − t(1)∂tt(1) − xi(1)∂it(1)

]
= −

[
2∂tt(2) − ∂µt(1)∂µt(1) − 2htµ∂µt(1) − htµhtµ −

(
2∂tt(1) + htt

)2

− ∂it(1)
(
∂tx

i
(1) − ∂it(1) − hti

)
−
(
t(1)∂t + xi(1)∂i

)(
2∂tt(1) + htt

)]
gtν

−
[
∂tx

i
(2) − ∂it(2) − ∂µt(1)∂µx

i
(1) + hiµ∂µt(1) − htµ∂µxi(1) + htµh

iµ

−
(
2∂tt(1) + htt

)(
∂tx

i
(1) − ∂it(1) − hti

)
+ ∂it(1)

(
2∂tt(1) + htt

)
−
(
∂tx

j
(1) − ∂

jt(1) − htj
)
∂jx

i
(1) − t(1)∂t

(
∂tx

i
(1) − ∂it(1) − hti

)
− xj(1)∂j

(
∂tx

i
(1) − ∂it(1) − hti

)]
giν = 0 , (B.4)

where we have used Eqs. (36) and (38).
• The second-order correction to the perturbed Einstein tensor (52)

G(2)
µν = −1

4∇αh∇αhµν + 1
2∇

αhµν∇βhα
β − 1

2hµν∇α∇βh
αβ + 1

2h
αβ∇α∇βhµν

+ 1
2hµν∇β∇βh− a2hαβ∇α∇(µhν)β −

1
2∇αhνβ∇βhµ

α + 1
2∇βhνα∇βhµ

α

+ 1
2∇αh∇(µhν)

α −∇βhα
β∇(µhν)

α + 1
2a

2hαβ∇µ∇νhαβ + 1
4∇µh

αβ∇νhαβ

+ 1
2gµν

(
hαβ∇β∇γhα

γ − hαβ∇α∇βh+ 1
4∇βh∇βh+∇αh

αβ∇γhβ
γ

−∇αh∇βhα
β + hαβ∇γ∇βhα

γ − hαβ∇2hαβ + 1
2∇βhαγ∇γhαβ

− 3
4∇γhαβ∇γhαβ − (n− 1− ϵ)H2hαβh

αβ − (n− 2)ϵH2uαuβhα
γhβγ

)

+ 1
2H

2[(n− 1− ϵ)h+ (n− 2)ϵuαuβhαβ]hµν . (B.5)

• The second-order correction to the stress tensor divergence (64)

F (2)
ν ≡ ∇µT (2)

µν − hµρ∇µT
(1)
ρν + hµρhρ

σT (1)
σν −

(
∇µh

µρ − 1
2∇

ρh
)
T (1)
ρν −

1
2∇νh

µρT (1)
µρ

+ hµρ
(
∇µhρ

σ − 1
2∇

σhµρ

)
Tσν + 1

2h
µρ(∇µhν

σ +∇νhµ
σ −∇σhµν)Tρσ

+ hσλ
(
∇µh

µ
λ −

1
2∇λh

)
Tσν + 1

2h
σλ(∇ρhνλ +∇νh

ρ
λ −∇λh

ρ
ν)Tρσ . (B.6)
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• The second-order terms of the invariant Einstein equation (55) for the ideal fluid
model

E(2)
µν = −∂thµα∂thνα + 1

2∂thµν∂th+ 4Hh(µ
α∂thν)α − 4H2hµ

αhνα −
1
2 ∂̄αhµν ∂̄

αh

+ ∂̄αhµν ∂̄βhα
β − ∂̄αhνβ∂̄βhµα + ∂̄βhνα∂̄

βhµ
α + ∂̄αh∂̄(µhν)α + hαβ∂̄µ∂̄νhαβ

− 2∂̄βhαβ∂̄(µhν)
α + 1

2 ∂̄µh
αβ∂̄νhαβ + hαβ∂̄α∂̄βhµν − 2hαβ∂̄β∂̄(µhν)α

+ 2u(µ
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∂thν)

α∂̄βhα
β − 1
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1
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]
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[
1
4(∂th)2 − 1

4∂thαβ∂th
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4 ∂̄αh∂̄
αh
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γ − 1
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γhαβ + 3
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γ + hαβ∂̄γ ∂̄γhαβ − (n− 3)Hhαβ∂thαβ

+ (2n− 5)H2hαβh
αβ − 2(n− 2)ϵH2 v̄α v̄

α

]
− 2(n− 2)ϵH2 v̄µ v̄ν

− hµν

[
∂2
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[
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4∂thαβ∂th
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γhαβ − hαβ∂̄α∂̄βh

+ 2hαβ∂̄β∂̄γhα
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− (2n− 9− 2ϵ)H2hαβh
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(
1− δ̇

2ϵδH

)
δH2d2

]
, (B.7)

where we recall that ḡµν is the induced spatial metric and v̄µ is the projection
of the four-velocity perturbation on the background spatial section, see Eqs. (56)
and (57).
• The second-order terms in the expansion of the perturbed scalar field equation (119)

F (2) =
(1

2h
βγ∇αhβγ + 1

2hαβ∇
βh− hβγ∇γhαβ − hαβ∇γh

βγ
)
∇αϕ+ hαβ∇α∇βϕ

(1)

− hαγhαβ∇γ∇βϕ+∇αϕ(1)
(
∇βhα

β − 1
2∇αh

)
+ 1

4V
′′′(ϕ)ϕ(1)2 . (B.8)

• The second-order terms of the invariant Einstein equation (55) for the scalar field
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model

E(2)
µν = −∂thµα∂thνα + 1

2∂thµν∂th− hµν∂
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. (B.9)

• The second-order correction to the invariant constraint equation for the scalar field
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model
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α∂̄βhα
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2∂thµα∂̄
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(B.10)
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