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Abstract. In this study, we investigate the numerical stability of the covariant

Baumgarte–Shapiro–Shibata–Nakamura (cBSSN) formulation against the Friedmann–

Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker spacetime. To evaluate the numerical stability, we

calculate the constraint amplification factor by the eigenvalue analysis of the evolution

of the constraint. We propose a modification to the time evolution equations of

the cBSSN formulation for a higher numerical stability. Furthermore, we perform

numerical simulations using the modified formulation to confirm its improved stability.

1. Introduction

Advanced LIGO and Advanced VIRGO directly detected gravitational waves for the

first time in 2015 [1]. Numerical relativity significantly contributed to this achievement.

Since then, numerical relativity has continued to create catalogs of gravitational

waveforms, and observations of gravitational waves are ongoing. In addition to

detecting gravitational waves, numerical relativity is expected to be useful for simulating

and investigating various astrophysical phenomena. One of the main concerns of

numerical calculations is their stability. Numerical stability is needed to perform long-

term simulations. The Baumgarte–Shapiro–Shibata–Nakamura (BSSN) formulation

[2, 3, 4], Z4 formulation [5, 6, 7, 8], generalized harmonic formulation [9, 10, 11]

are considered to improve the numerical stability of the Einstein equations. As a

method for evaluating numerical stability, an approach involving the eigenvalue analysis

of constraint propagation equations (CPEs), which denote the time evolutions of the

constraint variables, has also been proposed to help modify the time evolution equations

of dynamical variables to suppress constraint violations [12, 13, 14]. This analysis is
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performed for each background spacetime, and it was found that the numerical stability

varies depending on the specific background spacetime [14].

Numerical relativity is also used in studies on inhomogeneous cosmology in recent

years [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26]. It has been reported that

nonlinearity is significant and cannot be ignored [27]; therefore, numerical relativity

is a powerful tool to obtain approximate solutions of the Einstein equations. In these

studies, the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) spacetime is employed as

a background.

To carry out more and more cosmological simulations using numerical relativity,

highly accurate and long-term numerical calculations are necessary. Furthermore, since

the FLRW spacetime is commonly represented using polar coordinates, a reformulation

of the Einstein equations that is compatible with polar coordinates is required. Thus,

we utilize the covariant Baumgarte–Shapiro–Shibata–Nakamura (cBSSN) formulation

proposed by Brown [28]. In [14], the numerical stability against the Minkowski,

Schwarzchild, and Kerr spacetimes was studied when the cBSSN formulation was

adopted. However, we should investigate the numerical stability against the FLRW

spacetime background for cosmological simulations since the numerical stability differs

depending on the background spacetime. In this paper, therefore, we carry out the

eigenvalue analysis of CPEs in the cBSSN formulation assuming that the FLRW

spacetime is a background. This analysis is conducted in a spatial coordinate-free

manner since we adopt the spatial covariant formulation. On the basis of the analysis,

we modify the time evolution equations by adding a constraint variable to them with

a damping parameter so that constraint violations can be suppressed. In studies on

inhomogeneous cosmology, such modifications to the time evolution equations are used

to improve the numerical stability [18].

In section 2, we review the cBSSN formulation. We use the same notations in

[14]. We introduce the time evolution equations, constraint variables, and CPEs. In

section 3, we introduce the definition of constraint amplification factor (CAF), which

indicates numerical stability. We obtain CAFs against the FLRW spacetime background

in section 4. We find unstable modes that can cause constraint violations. We propose

the way of modifying the time evolution equation of the cBSSN formulation in section

5. We expect that constraint violations will be suppressed by this modification. We

show a numerical example in section 6. We compare the original cBSSN formulation

and its modified version.

We adopt geometric units with G = c = 1. Greek indices run from 0 to n, whereas

small Latin indices run from 1 to n. Summation is implied over indices that appear as

both upper and lower indices.
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2. Review of cBSSN formulation

In this section, we introduce the time evolution equations and the constraint equations

of the cBSSN formulation. We assume that the spacetime metric is written as

gµν =

(

−α2 + γklβ
kβl γikβ

k

γjkβ
k γij

)

, (1)

where α is the lapse function, βi is the shift vector, and γij is the spatial metric. We

define the scalar function φ as

φ =
1

4n
log

det(γij)

det(fij)
, (2)

where fij is any second-order positive definite tensor and n denotes the spatial

dimension. We utilize W = e−2φ instead of φ as a basic variable of the cBSSN

formulation. The conformal metric γ̃ij is defined as γ̃ij = W 2γij. The trace part

of the extrinsic curvature Kij is written as K = γijKij , and the traceless-part is

Ãij = W 2(Kij − (1/n)Kγij). K and Ãij are basic variables of the cBSSN formulation.

We define H i
jk and ∆i

jk as

H i
jk =

1

2
him(∂jhkm + ∂khjm − ∂mhjk), (3)

∆i
jk = Γ̃i

jk −H i
jk, (4)

where hij is any second-order nondegenerate tensor and ∆i
jk = (1/2)γ̃im(∂j γ̃mk+∂kγ̃mj−

∂mγ̃jk). The vector Λ̄i is also a new variable that satisfies Λ̄i = γ̃jk∆i
jk at the initial

time. All basic variables (W, γ̃ij, K, Ãij, Λ̄
i) for the cBSSN formulation are now prepared.

The energy-momentum tensor Tµν is decomposed to

ρH = nµnνTµν , (5)

Ji = P µ
in

νTµν , (6)

Sij = P µ
iP

ν
jTµν , (7)

where P µ
i = gµi + nµni, n

µ = (1/α,−βi/α), and S = P ijSij. The n-dimensional Ricci

tensor Rij is decomposed as

Rij = R̃ij +RW
ij, (8)

R̃ij = − 1

2
(γ̃mnDmDnγ̃ij) + γ̃m(i(Dj)Λ̄

m)

+ ∆ℓ∆(ij)ℓ + 2∆mn
(i∆j)mn +∆mn

i∆mnj , (9)

RW
ij = (n− 2)W−1(D̃iD̃jW ) + (1− n)W−2(D̃kW )(D̃kW )γ̃ij

+W−1(D̃kD̃kW )γ̃ij, (10)

where Di is the covariant derivative operator associated with hij and D̃i is the covariant

derivative operator associated with γ̃ij.

The time evolution equations for the basic variables for the cBSSN formulation are

∂tW =
1

n
αWK − 1

n
W (D̃kβ

k) + βk(D̃kW ), (11)
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∂tγ̃ij = − 2αÃij −
2

n
(D̃kβ

k)γ̃ij + 2γ̃k(i(D̃j)β
k), (12)

∂tK =
1

n
αK2 + αÃijÃ

ij −W 2(D̃iD̃iα)

+ (n− 2)W (D̃iα)(D̃iW ) + βi(D̃iK)

+
2

1− n
αΛ+

8π

n− 1
αS +

8π(n− 2)

n− 1
αρH , (13)

∂tÃij = αW 2RTF
ij + αKÃij − 2αÃikÃ

k
j − 8πW 2αSTF

ij

− 2W{(D̃(iα)(D̃j)W )}TF −W 2(D̃iD̃jα)
TF + (D̃iβ

k)Ãjk

+ (D̃jβ
k)Ãik + βk(D̃kÃij)−

2

n
(D̃kβ

k)Ãij, (14)

∂tΛ̄
i = − 2(D̃jα)Ã

ij − 2nαW−1(D̃jW )Ãij + 2α∆i
mnÃ

mn

− 2(n− 1)

n
αγ̃ij(D̃jK)− 16παW 2J i + γ̃mn(DmDnβ

i)

+
n− 2

n
(D̃iD̃mβ

m) +
2

n
∆i(D̃mβ

m)

+ (D̃jΛ̄
i)βj − Λ̄j(D̃jβ

i), (15)

where Λ is the cosmological constant and TF denotes the trace-free part, that is,

RTF
ij = Rij − (1/n)W−2γ̃ijR = Rij − (1/n)γijR. The time evolution equations for

the matter fields ρH and Ji are

∂tρH = − αW 2(D̃kJk) + (n− 2)αW (D̃kW )Jk + αKρH

+ αW 2ÃmnSmn +
1

n
αKS − 2(D̃kα)W 2Jk

+ βk(D̃kρH), (16)

∂tJi = − αW 2(D̃kSki) + (n− 2)αW (D̃kW )Ski − αW−1(D̃iW )S

+ αKJi −W 2(D̃kα)Ski − (D̃iα)ρH

+ βk(D̃kJi) + (D̃iβ
k)Jk. (17)

The dynamical variables (W, γ̃ij, K, Ãij, Λ̄
i, ρH , Ji) must satisfy the following constraint

equations at each time:

H = W 2R̃ + (n− n2)(D̃kW )(D̃kW ) + (2n− 2)W (D̃kD̃kW ),

+
n− 1

n
K2 − ÃijÃ

ij − 2Λ− 16πρH = 0, (18)

Mi = D̃jÃji − nW−1(D̃jW )Ãji +
1− n

n
(D̃iK)− 8πJi = 0, (19)

Gi = Λ̄i − γ̃jk∆i
jk = 0, (20)

S =
det(γ̃ij)

det(fij)
− 1 = 0, (21)

A = Ãijγ̃
ij = 0. (22)

The CPEs are

∂tH =
2

n
αKH− 2(D̃jα)W 2Mj + (2n− 4)αW (D̃jW )Mj
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− 2αW 2∆m
m

jMj − 2αÃmnW 2(∆mnkGk)TF

+
2

n
αKW 2∆l

lkGk − 2

n
αKW 2(D̃kGk)

+ 2αÃmnW 2(D̃mGn)
TF +

2n− 2

n
(D̃kD̃kα)W

2A

+
(

−2n + 2− 4

n

)

(D̃kα)W (D̃kW )A+
2

n
αRA

− 2

n
αW 2(D̃kGk)A+

2

n
αW 2∆l

lkGkA

− 16

n
παSA+ (2n− 2)α(D̃kW )(D̃kW )A

− 2αW (D̃kD̃kW )A+ 4(D̃kα)W 2(D̃kA)

+ (2− 2n)αW (D̃kW )(D̃kA) + 2αW 2(D̃kD̃kA) + βk(DkH), (23)

∂tMi = − 1

n
(D̃iα)H +

n− 2

2n
α(D̃iH) + αKMi

+ (2− n)αW (D̃mW )(∆mikGk)TF

+
1

n
(D̃iα)W

2∆l
lkGk +

2− n

n
αW (D̃iW )∆l

lkGk

− 1

2
αW 2(D̃i∆

l
lk)Gk + αW 2(D̃m∆mik)Gk

+ (D̃mα)W 2(∆mikGk)TF + (n− 2)αW (D̃mW )(D̃mGi)
TF

− 1

n
(D̃iα)W

2(D̃kGk) +
n− 2

n
αW (D̃iW )(D̃kGk)

− 1

2
αW 2∆l

lk(D̃iGk)− (D̃mα)W 2(D̃mGi)
TF

+ αW 2∆m
ik(D̃mGk) +

1

2
αW 2(D̃iD̃kGk)− αW 2(D̃mD̃mGi)

− (D̃kα)Ãi
kA+

1

n
(D̃iD̃kβ

k)A− αÃi
k(D̃kA)

+ (D̃iβ
k)Mk + βk(D̃kMi), (24)

∂tGi = 2αγ̃jiMj − α(D̃iA) +
2

n
(D̃kβ

k)Gi, (25)

∂tS = − 2αSA − 2αA, (26)

∂tA = αKA+ βk(D̃kA). (27)

These equations show that all constraints remain zero at all times if they are initially

zero.

3. Review of CAF and adjusted system

In this section, we review CAF, which is one of the tools for expressing the numerical

stabilities of the Einstein equations. When numerically solving time evolution equations

with constraints such as the Einstein equations, it is necessary to check whether the

constraints are preserved. If the constraints are no longer satisfied, the evolving variables

are far from the exact solutions. There is a possibility that numerical errors increase
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exponentially. This is because the dominant terms of the CPEs are constructed by

a linear combination of the constraints. CAF is an indicator of the extent to which

numerical errors are likely (or unlikely) to increase. CAF is calculated as follows.

First, we suppose that uA(xi, t) is a set of dynamical variables and their evolution

equations are

∂tu
A = fA(uB, D̃Cu

B, · · ·). (28)

Here, A,B, · · · represent the number of components of dynamical variables. For the

cBSSN formulation, uA = (W, γ̃ij , K, Ãij, λ̄
i, ρH , Ji). The (first class) constraints CI

satisfy

CI(uA, D̃iu
B, · · ·) = 0. (29)

Here, I, J, · · · represent the number of components of constraint variables. Next, we

suppose that the evolution equation of CI (called constraint propagation equations,

CPEs) is written as

∂tC
I = gI(CJ , D̃iC

J , · · ·), (30)

where gI is a function such as gI = 0 when CI = 0. For the cBSSN formulation,

the dominant terms of the CPEs can be expressed in the form of (30) and CI =

(H,Mi,Gi,S,A). Finally, we apply the Fourier transformation D̃ → i~k to CPEs:

∂tĈ
I = ĝI(ĈJ) = M I

J Ĉ
J , (31)

where the symbol hat ∧ denotes the Fourier-transformed value and ~k is a wave vector

whose component is (k1, · · · , kn) and the coefficient matrix M I
J is named the constraint

propagation matrix (CPM). We call the eigenvalues of CPM the CAFs. We modify the

time evolution equation (28) as

∂tu
A = fA(uB, D̃iu

B, · · ·) + κhA(CI , D̃iC
J , · · ·), (32)

where hA is a function whose value is 0 as long as CI = 0 and κ is a parameter.

Depending on the sign of the real part of the CAF, we can predict the evolution of

constraint violations: positive values imply growth, whereas negative values suggest

decay. Even if the real part of the CAF is not negative, a smaller real part suppresses

the constraint violation. The value of κ should be decided before performing simulations

so that the violations of constraints are expected to decay.

4. CAFs against the FLRW spacetime

In this section, we find CAFs against the FLRW spacetime. The FLRW spacetime is

represented by

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
(

dr2

1− Lr2
+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2

)

, (33)

where a(t) is the scale factor and L = −1, 0 or 1, which represents the curvature of the

spacetime. We set the spatial dimension n as 3 hereafter. We assume that space is flat,
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so we set L = 0, and we suppose a(t) > 0, ȧ(t) > 0. Assuming this spacetime, we obtain

the Fourier-transformed CPEs as

∂tĤ =
2

3
KĤ − 2

3
αKW 2(iklĜl)− 16

3
παSÂ+ 2αW 2(−|~k|2Â), (34)

∂tM̂i =
1

6
αikiĤ + αKM̂i +

1

2
αW 2(−kiklĜl), (35)

∂tĜi = 2αγ̂ijM̂j − ikiÂ, (36)

∂tŜ = − 2αÂ, (37)

∂tÂ = αKÂ, (38)

where

W =
1

a(t)
, K = −3ȧ(t)

a(t)
, γ̂ij = diag(1, 1/r2, 1/(r2 sin2 θ)), (39)

and |~k| denotes the norm of the wave vector, that is, |~k|2 = γ̃ijkikj. Hereafter, we use

a, ȧ instead of W,K.

From CPEs (34)–(38), we can obtain the following characteristic equation to

calculate the CAFs:

λ(λa+ 3ȧ)X(λ)2Y (λ) = 0, (40)

where

X(λ) = a2λ2 + 3aȧλ− 2|~k|2, (41)

Y (λ) = 3a3λ3 + 15a2ȧλ2 − 3a
(

|~k|2 − 6ȧ2
)

λ− 4|~k|2ȧ, (42)

and λ denotes one of the CAFs. The solutions of X(λ) = 0 are

λ1 =
−3ȧ−

√

8|~k|2 + 9ȧ2

2a
< 0, (43)

λ2 =
−3ȧ +

√

8|~k|2 + 9ȧ2

2a
> 0. (44)

Thus, two positive CAFs appear from X(λ)2 = 0. The discriminant of Y (λ) is

27a6
(

12|~k|6 + 75|~k|4ȧ2 + 236|~k|2ȧ4 + 108ȧ6
)

> 0, (45)

so Y (λ) = 0 has three different real solutions. According to Vieta’s formulas,

the sum of three solutions = − 5
ȧ

a
, (46)

the product of three solutions =
4|~k|2ȧ
3a3

, (47)

therefore, the sign of two of the three solutions is negative and that of the remaining

one is positive. Thus there are three positive eigenvalues in these CAFs. Therefore,

the cBSSN formulation has unstable modes that cause the constraint violation in the

FLRW spacetime.
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5. Adjusted system for the FLRW spacetime

From the Fourier-transformed CPEs (34)–(38), we can write

∂tĈ
I = M I

J Ĉ
J , (48)

where ĈI = (Ĥ,M̂l, Ĝl, Ŝ, Â) is the nine-dimensional order vector and M I
J is the ninth

order square matrix. M I
J is explicitly written as

M I
J =



















∗ 0 ∗ 0 ∗
∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0

0 ∗ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 ∗
0 0 0 0 ∗



















, (49)

where ∗ denotes non-zero components and M I
J is partitioned into a 5× 5 grid of blocks

with the follwing block sizes:

• first, fourth, and fifth rows: 1× 1, 1× 3, 1× 3, 1× 1, 1× 1

• second and third rows: 3× 1, 3× 3, 3× 3, 3× 1, 3× 1.

To investigate the eigenvalues of the CPM M I
J , we examine the determinant of the

matrix M I
J − λδIJ . If we denote the components of the matrix M I

J − λδIJ as bIJ , then

det(M I
J − λδIJ) can be written as

det(M I
J − λδIJ) =

∑

K

bIK b̃IK (50)

for a fixed I. Here, b̃IJ is the cofactor of bIJ . b̃IJ can be expressed as

b̃IJ =



















∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0

∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0

∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0

0 0 0 ∗ 0

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗



















. (51)

If we employ an adjusted system that varies the components ofM I
J in (49) corresponding

to the non-zero components in (51), the CAFs would change. Conversely, if an adjusted

system that changes the components of M I
J corresponding to the components that are

0 in (51) is adopted, the CAFs do not change.

For example, if we modify the time evolution equation of W (11) to

∂tW = [original terms] + κS, (52)

the Fourier-transformed CPE of H is changes to

∂tĤ = [original terms]− 4κ
|~k|2
a

Ŝ, (53)

and the other CPEs do no change. This adjustment changes the (1, 8) component in

M I
J , but the (1, 8) component of b̃IJ in (51) is 0. Therefore, the CAFs do not change.

This adjustment is of no help in terms of varying CAFs.
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On the other hand, we propose the time evolution equation of Λ̄i (15) be adjusted

as

∂tΛ̄
i = [original terms] + κGi (54)

to change CAFs. If we apply this adjustment, some of the Fourier-transformed CPEs

are changed as

∂tĤ = [original terms] + καW 2(klĜl), (55)

∂tĜi = [original terms] + κĜi. (56)

From this, the (1, 5), (1, 6), (1, 7), (5, 5), (5, 6), (5, 7), (6, 5), (6, 6), (6, 7), (7, 5), (7, 6), and

(7, 7) components in M I
J are changed, and these components of b̃IJ in (51) are not 0.

We show that choosing κ < 0 makes the real part of the CAFs smaller than choosing

κ = 0, that is, adopting the original systems. The characteristic equation of the CPM

becomes

λ̄
(

3ȧ+ λ̄a
)

X̄(λ̄)2Ȳ (λ̄) = 0, (57)

where

X̄(λ̄) = X(λ̄)− κa
(

λ̄a + 3ȧ
)

, (58)

Ȳ (λ̄) = Y (λ̄) + κa
(

|~k|2 − 3λ̄2a2 − 15λ̄aȧ− 18ȧ2
)

, (59)

and λ̄ denotes the CAF when the adjusted equation (54) is applied. First, we consider

the solutions of X̄(λ̄) = 0. We can write the two solutions as

λ̄ =
κa− 3ȧ±

√
D

2a
(60)

where D = a4κ2+6a3ȧκ+8|~k|2a2+9a2ȧ2 = a4(κ+2ȧ/a)2+8|~k|2a2 > 0. We can obtain

dλ̄

dκ
=

1

2
± κa+ 3ȧ

2
√

(κa + 3ȧ)2 + 8|~k|2
> 0. (61)

Thus, we obtain the smaller real solutions of X̄(λ̄) = 0 if we choose κ < 0.

Next, we consider the solutions of Ȳ (λ̄) = 0. Our goal is to show that the solutions

of this equation increase monotonically with κ. First, we prove that all solutions of

Ȳ (λ̄) = 0 are real by showing Ȳ (µ1)Ȳ (µ2) ≤ 0, where µ1 and µ2 are the solutions

of dȲ /dλ̄ = 0. We regard Ȳ (µ1)Ȳ (µ2) as a function of |~k| and κ. The maximum

value of dȲ /dλ̄ should be found either at a stationary point or at the boundary.

We solve (∂|~k|Ȳ (λ̄), ∂κȲ (λ̄)) = (0, 0) to find stationary points. The real solutions of

this equation are (|~k|, κ) = (0,−2ȧ/a), (0,−5ȧ/(2a)), and (0,−3ȧ/a). Substituting

(|~k|, κ) = (0,−2ȧ/a), (0,−3ȧ/a) into Ȳ (µ1)Ȳ (µ2), we obtain zero, and substituting

(|~k|, κ) = (0,−5ȧ/(2a)), we obtain −ȧ6/48 < 0. When we consider the boundaries

represented by the limits |~k| → ∞ and κ → ±∞, we find Ȳ (λ̄) → −∞ in all cases.

Therefore, we can say that Ȳ (µ1)Ȳ (µ2) ≤ 0 and that all solutions of Ȳ (λ̄) = 0 are real.

In the case where f(λ̄) ≡ |~k|2 − 3λ̄2a2 − 15λ̄aȧ− 18ȧ2 in (59) is 0, the solutions of

(59) should satisfy Y (λ̄) = 0 and f(λ̄) = 0. However, when substituting the solutions of
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f(λ̄) = 0 into Y (λ̄), we obtain (−15ȧ±
√

9ȧ2 + 12|~k|2)/(6a). These do not become zero

except when |~k|2 = 0. Therefore, when |~k|2 is not equal to 0, we do not need to consider

the situation where f(λ̄) = 0. Furthermore, when |~k|2 = 0, the solutions of Ȳ (λ̄) = 0

are κ,−2ȧ/a,−3ȧ/a. The first of these solutions decreases monotonically with respect

to κ.

In the case where f(λ̄) 6= 0, we can rewrite Ȳ (λ̄) = 0 as

κ =
3a3λ̄3 + 15a2ȧλ̄2 + 18aȧ2λ̄− 3|~k|2aλ̄− 4|~k|2ȧ

a
(

3a2λ̄2 + 15aȧλ̄+ 18ȧ2 − |~k|2
) . (62)

Then, we obtain

dκ

dλ̄
= 1 +

2
(

3|~k|2(aλ+ 2ȧ)2 + |~k|4
)

(

|~k|2 − 3(aλ+ 2ȧ) (aλ+ 3ȧ)
)2 > 0. (63)

Thus, by selecting κ < 0, we obtain smaller solutions of Ȳ (λ̄) = 0. In conclusion, if we

modify the evolution equation of Λ̄i as (54) with κ < 0, we obtain smaller real CAFs

than the original system. Therefore, we expect to obtain a smaller constraint error if

we set κ < 0 than if we use the original system.

6. Numerical results

We conduct numerical calculations under the following conditions: We set the

background spacetime as the matter-dominated universe. We define the energy-

momentum tensor Tµν = (ρ + P )uµuν + Pgµν, where uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) and ρ and P

are the energy density and the pressure of the fluid, respectively. We introduce the

equation of state of the matter in the universe. This equation can be written as

P = wρ. (64)

Here, w is a constant, which determines a model of the universe. The matter-dominated

model corresponds to the case where w = 0. From the Einstein equations or the

Friedmann equation and the equation of state (64), we can set the line element as

ds2 = −dt2 + 9t4/9
(

dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2
)

. (65)

and the energy-momentum tensor Tµν as

T00 =
1

6πt2
, (66)

others = 0, (67)

which we use as the initial conditions. These initial conditions can be specified in the

variables in the cBSSN formulation as follows:

W =
1

3t
2/3
0

, (68)

γ̃ij = diag(1, r2, r2 sin2 θ), (69)

K = − 2

t0
, (70)
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Ãij = 0, (71)

λ̄i = 0, (72)

ρH =
1

6πt20
, (73)

Ji = 0. (74)

Here, t0 denotes the initial time. We use the iterative Crank–Nicolson method with two

iterations [29] and utilize the exact solution for the boundary in the r- and θ-directions

and the periodic boundary condition in the φ-direction. We set 5 ≤ r ≤ 15, π/6 ≤
θ ≤ 5π/6, 0 ≤ φ ≤ 2π, and ∆t = 0.0125. The numbers of grid points are 120 in the

r-direction, 40 in the θ-direction, and 80 in the φ-direction, and the initial time t0 = 1

and the termination time is 100. We define the constraint error C as

C =
∫

√

H2 + γ̃ijMiMj + γ̃ijGiGj +A2 + S2 dV, (75)

where dV = r2 sin θdrdθdφ. We conduct numerical calculations for κ = 0.1, 0,−0.1, the

Figure 1. The horizontal axis represents time and the vertical axis represents the

value of log
10

C. The value with κ = −0.1 is the smallest of the three.

results of which are shown in figure 1. The κ < 0 case has the smallest constraint error

and the κ > 0 case has the largest constraint error. These results are consistent with the

expected outcomes from section 5. Therefore, it is found that the adjustment (54) with

a negative damping parameter κ helps suppress the constraint violations and improve

the numerical stability.

The numerical calculation results corresponding to the vacuum-dominated universe

and radiation-dominated universes are shown in Appendix A and Appendix B,

respectively. In any calculations, we obtain the smallest constraint error when κ < 0

and the largest constraint error when κ > 0. This is consistent with the fact that,

regardless of the cosmological model a, CAF becomes smaller when κ < 0.
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7. Summary

We investigated the numerical stability of the covariant Baumgarte–Shapiro–Shibata–

Nakamura (cBSSN) formulation against the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker

(FLRW) spacetime. To estimate the numerical stability, we performed the eigenvalue

analysis of the constraint propagation equations (CPEs), which describe the time

evolution of constraint variables. The results of this eigenvalue analysis yield the

constraint amplification factors (CAFs), which are the eigenvalues of the coefficient

matrix of CPEs and serve as indicators of numerical stability. If there are positive real

parts of the CAFs, the systems have unstable modes that can cause constraint violation.

We found that there are three positive CAFs in the cBSSN formulation against the

FLRW spacetime. Therefore, the cBSSN formulation has unstable modes that cause

the constraint violation in the homogeneous and isotropic spacetime.

We proposed a way of adjusting the time evolution equation of the cBSSN

formulation to improve the numerical stability. We showed that using the adjusted time

evolution equation, the real parts of the CAFs are decreased. As a result, the constraint

violation is expected to be suppressed. We performed numerical experiments using

the adjusted cBSSN formulation for the FLRW spacetime in three cases: the matter-

dominated, vacuum-dominated, and radiation-dominated universes. These results are

consistent with the analytical prediction using CAFs.

Our findings contribute to the ongoing efforts in using numerical relativity to

improve the stability of simulations, particularly in the context of inhomogeneous

cosmology. In studies of inhomogeneous cosmology using numerical relativity, the

background spacetime is often described by a perturbed FLRW spacetime. However,

numerical simulations against the FLRW spacetime background can be challenging

owing to the potential for numerical instabilities. Our study, which focuses on the

numerical stability of the cBSSN formulation against the FLRW spacetime background,

provides a foundation for understanding and mitigating these instabilities. If the

cBSSN formulation is adopted, our proposed adjustment will contribute to improving

numerical stability when the spacetime is not far from the FLRW spacetime. Performing

numerical calculations and simulating astrophysical phenomena by introducing specific

perturbations to the FLRW spacetime using our proposed adjustment is future work.

Acknowledgments

TT and GY were partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant No.24K06856. TT was

partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP21K03354 and JP24K06855.

GY was partially supported by a Waseda University Grant for Special Research Projects

2024C-107, 2023C-091, and 2023Q-008.

12



Appendix A. Numerical results: vacuum-dominated universe

The vacuum-dominated universe model corresponds to the case with w = −1 in the

equation of state (64) and we set the cosmological constant as Λ = 3. We set the line

element as

ds2 = −dt2 + e2t
(

dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2
)

(A.1)

and the energy-momentum tensor as Tµν = 0 as the initial conditions. These initial

conditions can be specified in variables in the cBSSN formulation as

W = e−t0 , (A.2)

γ̃ij = diag(1, r2, r2 sin2 θ), (A.3)

K = −
√
3, (A.4)

Ãij = 0, (A.5)

Λ̄i = 0, (A.6)

ρH = 0, (A.7)

Ji = 0. (A.8)

Other settings are the same as those in section 6. We conduct numerical calculations

Figure A1. The horizontal axis represents time and the vertical axis represents the

constraint error. The error with κ = −0.1 is the smallest of the three.

for κ = 0.1, 0,−0.1, the results of which are shown in Figure A1. The κ < 0 case has

the smallest constraint error and the κ > 0 case has the largest constraint error.

Appendix B. Numerical results: radiation-dominated universe

The radiation-dominated universe model corresponds to the case with w = 1/3 in the

equation of state (64). We set the line element as

ds2 = −dt2 + t
(

dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2
)

(B.1)
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and the energy-momentum tensor Tµν as

T00 =
3

32πt2
, (B.2)

Ti0 = 0, (B.3)

Tij =
1

32πt
diag(1, r2, r2 sin2 θ), (B.4)

which we use as the initial conditions. These initial conditions can be specified in

variables in the cBSSN formulation as

W =
1√
t0
, (B.5)

γ̃ij = diag(1, r2, r2 sin2 θ), (B.6)

K = − 3

2t0
, (B.7)

Ãij = 0, (B.8)

λ̄i = 0, (B.9)

ρH =
3

32πt20
, (B.10)

Ji = 0. (B.11)

Other settings are the same as those in section 6. We conduct numerical calculations

Figure B1. The horizontal axis represents time and the vertical axis represents the

constraint error. The error with κ = −0.1 is the smallest of the three.

for κ = 0.1, 0,−0.1, the results of which are shown in figure B1. The κ < 0 case has the

smallest constraint error and the κ > 0 case has the largest constraint error.
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22 3767 URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/17/025

[8] Bernuzzi S and Hilditch D 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81(8) 084003 URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.084003

[9] Garfinkle D 2002 Phys. Rev. D 65(4) 044029URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.044029

[10] Pretorius F 2005Phys. Rev. Lett. 95(12) 121101 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.121101

[11] Pretorius F 2005 Classical and Quantum Gravity 22 425 URL

https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/2/014

[12] Yoneda G and Shinkai H a 2001 Phys. Rev. D 63(12) 124019 URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.124019

[13] Yoneda G and Shinkai H a 2002 Phys. Rev. D 66(12) 124003 URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.124003

[14] Urakawa R, Tsuchiya T and Yoneda G 2022 Classical and Quantum Gravity 39 165002 URL

https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac7e16

[15] Rekier J, Cordero-Carrión I and Füzfa A 2015 Phys. Rev. D 91(2) 024025 URL
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