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We present a complete method for the initialisation and extraction of first-order inflationary
tensor perturbations for fully relativistic simulations which incorporate gravitational backreaction.
We outline a correspondence between the Cosmological Perturbation Theory (CPT) framework and
the numerical relativity BSSN variables in the appropriate limit. We describe a generation method
for stochastic tensoral initial conditions, inspired by the standard scalar initial condition used from
inflation and implemented in lattice cosmology. We discuss the implementation of this procedure in
the GRChombo/GRTeclyn code, and demonstrate the detailed quantitative correspondence between
the linearised and fully-nonlinear solutions in the perturbative limit, through the evolution of the
background and the tensor power spectrum. We also validate the methodology by showing that
energy and momentum constraints are introduced and preserved to second-order or better. We
provide some preliminary indicative results probing tensoral non-Gaussianity using the skewness
and kurtosis. The computational pipeline presented here will be used to study the emergence of a
primordial tensor bispectra and cross-spectra that incorporate the effect of nonlinear gravitational
couplings with the metric, which has potential applications for the analysis of next-generation CMB
surveys.

I. INTRODUCTION

Single-field slow-roll inflation, when added to the
ΛCDM model, explains many properties of the CMB sig-
nal, such as its phase coherence and Gaussianity. How-
ever, the most standard single-field models has been
heavily constrained by the combined BiCEP/Planck ex-
periments (see Refs. [1–3], among others). This result
has renewed interest in the investigation of non-standard
models of inflation, particularly into their distinguishing
observable signals.

A primordial stochastic gravitational wave background
(PGWB) is expected to be produced by most inflation-
ary models, whether minimally via slow-roll inflation
(Ref. [4]), or through nonlinear mechanisms such as pre-
heating (Ref. [5]). These primordial tensoral perturba-
tions are model-dependent, and therefore carry informa-
tion about the evolution of inflaton that is complemen-
tary to scalar perturbations. A stochastic gravitational
wave background (SGWB) has already been detected
by the NANOGrav collaboration (Ref. [6]). Although
its origins remain unclear, this signal could have been
generated by early Universe processes (see for example
Refs. [7–10]).

The PGWB, if detected, would provide key hints about
the nature of the inflationary epoch. For instance, the
amplitude of the primordial tensor power spectrum is di-
rectly related the Hubble factorH during the inflationary
period, and would serve as a measure of the energy scale
of inflation (Ref. [11]). To date, the most robust con-
straint on the amplitude of PGWB produced by stan-
dard inflation was measured by the Planck 2018 data re-

∗ eaf49@cam.ac.uk
† eps1@cam.ac.uk

lease and the BiCEP experiment. Combined, these data
sets were able to constrain the error in the tensor-to-
scalar ratio, δr, to less than 0.03 at a 95% confidence
level (Ref. [12]). The BiCEP collaboration has now re-
leased data which gives an uncertainty of σ(r) < 0.009
(Ref. [13]), and the Simons Observatory, which saw its
first light this year, is projected to measure σ(r) on the
order of 10−4 (Ref. [14]). Additionally, the LiteBIRD
experiment, set to launch in 2028, will be able to push
current measurements of the scalar to tensor ratio below
0.002 at 95% confidence level (Ref. [15]).

In addition to the SGWB, higher-order statistics in
scalar (and potentially in tensor) fields are also promis-
ing observables which can drastically constrain the space
of inflationary models, if they are detected. Here we fo-
cus on the primordial bispectrum, which is expected to be
generated for all but the simplest models of inflation. The
bispectrum can theoretically be measured in the scalar
field alone, using the three-point scalar correlator ⟨ζζζ⟩;
in the scalar and tensor field together, via for example
⟨ζζγ⟩; or in the tensor field alone, via ⟨γγγ⟩. The primor-
dial bispectrum is particularly useful in distinguishing
multi-field models [16], which can provide a high-quality
power spectrum fit while introducing a unique bispec-
trum signature.

Both the PGWB and the primordial bispectrum have
the potential to constrain the current parameter space
of inflationary models, but only if we have developed
robust predictions for their spectral shapes in advance.
Historically, these spectra have computed using the lin-
earised equations of motion as the sources for the inflaton
field and the metric (for example, Ref. [17]), or using lat-
tice simulations which resolve the nonlinear dynamics of
the matter sector, but assume the gravitational sector
evolves according to linear theory (Ref. [18–22]). How-
ever, when perturbations to the metric couple at beyond
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leading order, as can happen in multi-field inflation (see
Ref. [23] for example), it is reasonable to expect that
beyond-linear-order dynamics in both the matter sector
and the metric may become important in the final shape
of these spectra.

Many numerical algorithms have been developed re-
cently which can fully capture all aspects of these non-
linear signals. This new discipline of lattice cosmol-
ogy has produced a variety of codes (Refs. [24–28]),
which have been employed most often to study (p)re-
heating scenarios (see for example Refs. [25, 29–31]) and
phase transitions (for example, Ref. [32]). Some lattice
codes focus on parametric resonance in the matter sector,
generated during multi-particle inflation and preheating
(Refs. [31, 33–35]). In this case, nonlinear interactions
between the various matter fields are all well-resolved,
however the back-reaction onto the metric is assumed to
be negligible. In a few cases, a fully-nonlinear evolution
of both the metric and the matter fields has been em-
ployed, for instance to study primordial black hole for-
mation during preheating scenarios (Refs. [36–38]).

However, the use of fully-relativistic lattice simulations
to make predictions from the inflationary epoch itself has
been limited. This is in part due to the great success
of linear theory in describing dynamics during inflation.
However, multi-field models are known to produce poten-
tially large non-Gaussian signals where there is a strong
bend in the field-space trajectory (Ref. [16, 17, 39]), a
scenario which numerical tools are well-suited to study.
Additionally, second-order coupling between scalar and
tensor perturbations has been shown to produce unique
spectral shapes in the PGWB (Ref. [40]).

In this work, we use the Numerical Relativity (NR)
code GRChombo to fully evaluate the dynamics of the
metric and the inflaton during inflation. GRChombo
has previously been used to show that inflating patches
are generically generated from large scalar field fluc-
tuations (Ref. [41, 42]) and various potential shapes
(Ref. [37, 43, 44]). We will focus here on a detailed,
quantitative study of the inflationary epoch itself, both
incorporating and improving similar tools developed by
others in the lattice cosmology community (see for exam-
ple Ref. [45]) to connect our numerical results with per-
turbative methods arising from the quantum treatment
of the inflationary problem (Refs. [46, 47]). We have
developed a distinct example of GRChombo specifically
designed to study the deep inflationary regime, which we
are actively porting to the GRTeclyn code.

This work is organised as follows. In Sec. II, we review
the relevant theory of gravitational waves propagation
on Minkowski and FLRW backgrounds, as well as the
quantisation of these perturbations. In Sec. III, present
a gauge-agnostic dictionary which can be used to trans-
late first-order cosmological perturbations to and from
the fully-relativistic BSSN variables in the linear regime.
In Sec. IV, we describe our particular numerical imple-

mentation in GRChombo,1 including our choice of gauge
and the initial conditions for the background spacetime
and perturbations. In Sec. V, we present validation re-
sults for the evolution of the background in the super-
horizon and horizon-crossing regimes, and of the evolu-
tion of the tensor power spectrum. We demonstrate the
constraint-satisfying properties of our initial data, and
provide an improvement to the standard stochastic ini-
tialisation used in the lattice cosmology literature. We
show convergence test results, and give a first look into
how this program could capture the dynamic emergence
of higher-order correlators. In Sec. VI, we summarise
our results and outline the immediate next steps of our
research program.
Throughout this work we use the mostly-plus signa-

ture of the metric, ηµν = diag(−1,+1,+1,+1), and nat-

ural units2 c = ℏ = 1, giving G = m−2
pl . When translat-

ing the background equations of motion into the GR-
Chombo/GRTeclyn program, we will define “program
units” which absorb this factor of mpl into our physical
quantities, making them unitless.3

II. PRIMORDIAL GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

A. Gravitational waves in Minkowski spacetime

Gravitational waves represent two free, propagating
degrees of freedom in the metric. They are traditionally
formulated in terms of a perturbation on the Minkowski
metric,

gµν = ηµν + hµν ,

where the evolution equations of the perturbations hµν

follow from Einstein’s equations. In order to simplify the
evolution equations, it is common to consider the trace-
reversed metric perturbation (Ref. [49]), given by

h̃µν = hµν − 1

2
ηµνh.

One must also choose a gauge, which fixes the degrees
of freedom associated with the choice of coordinates. The
typical gauge choice in Minkowski space involves first
taking the partial gauge-fixing known as the de-Donder
gauge (Ref. [49]), where

∂µhµν − 1

2
∂νh = 0 (1)

1 We expect our implementation in GRTeclyn will follow this im-
plementation closely.

2 For more information on how mpl is used to set the scale of
spacetime in GRChombo, see Appendix A in Ref. [48].

3 For instance, in QFT units the background inflaton field ϕ̄ has
units of mass, and so the corresponding “program” field given
by ϕ̄pr ≡ ϕ̄/mpl.
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Decomposing onto plane-wave solutions, one can then
show that the remaining degrees of freedom can be elim-
inated by prescribing certain components of the plane-
wave solution. The typical choice here is the transverse-
traceless (TT) condition (Ref. [49]), which sets

h0µ = hµ
µ = 0. (2)

In this gauge, the metric perturbation is fully spatial and
the full metric can be simplified to

ds2 = −dt2 + (δij + hij)dx
idxj . (3)

The spatial metric perturbation hij is traceless and trans-
verse in spatial derivatives, meaning hi

i = ∂ihij = 0. Un-
der these gauge conditions, it can then be shown that in
vacuum Einstein’s equations reduce to the massless wave
equation for h̃µν (Ref. [49]):

□h̃µν = 0.

In the TT gauge, the metric perturbation contains only
two degrees of freedom, which we choose to decompose
into plus and cross polarisations. Consider a gravita-
tional wave propagating along the k direction, and con-
sider two vectors m and n which form an orthonormal
basis together with k. One can then construct two po-
larisation basis tensors, given by

ϵ+ij = mimj − ninj

ϵ×ij = minj + nimj , (4)

which obey the orthonormality condition∑
i,j

ϵsijϵ
s′

ij = 2δss
′

where s, s′ ∈ {+,×}, and where the sum does not assume
symmetric indexing on i and j (Ref. [50]). The gravita-
tional wave perturbation can then be constructed from
these basis tensors as

hij = h+ϵ
+
ij + h×ϵ

×
ij =

∑
s

hsϵ
s
ij (5)

where h+ and h× represent the two true degrees of free-
dom in the metric (Ref. [11]), which we call the mode
functions of the metric. These mode functions can be re-
covered from the spatial metric using the orthonormality
condition,

hs =
1

2

∑
i,j

hijϵ
s
ij .

B. Gravitational waves in cosmological spacetimes

1. The inflationary background

Homogeneous, isotropic and flat spacetimes are de-
scribed generally by the FLRW metric,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)δijdx
idxj .

Applying this metric to Einstein’s equations, assuming
spatial flatness and linearising the time-time component
gives the Friedman equation for the metric,

H2 =
8π

3m2
pl

ρ. (6)

To generate a generic inflationary spacetime, we assume
the matter energy density ρ arises from a scalar inflaton
field ϕ, which evolves according to the simplified Klein-
Gordon equation

ϕ̈− 3Hϕ̇− dV

dϕ
= 0. (7)

The energy density of the inflaton field is given by the 00
component of the energy-momentum tensor,

ρ =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ). (8)

Deep in the inflationary regime we define an early
epoch of slow-roll, where the dimensionless slow-roll pa-
rameters (SRPs)4

ϵ ≡ − Ḣ

H2
, δ ≡ − ϕ̈

Hϕ̇
(9)

are small compared to 1. In this regime, ϕ̈ ≪ Hϕ̇ and
the Klein-Gordon equation simplifies to

3Hϕ̇+
dV

dϕ
= 0, (10)

which, together with Eqn. (6) and (8), forms a complete
set of differential equations which can be solved for the
background solution.

2. The gauge-agnostic CPT formalism

Various tools developed for the flat-space formulation
of gravitational waves will aid us in developing an under-
standing of tensoral perturbations of cosmological space-
times. Cosmological GWs propagate on a quasi-de-Sitter
background, whereas astrophysical GWs propagate on
nearly Minkowski spacetime. As de-Sitter spacetime has
an inherent preferred time direction, whereas Minkowski
does not, the formulation of the TT gauge for PGWs be
carefully considered.5 We describe PGWs using the Cos-
mological Perturbation Theory (CPT) decomposition of
the metric (see for example Ref. [11]). The CPT metric

4 Note that we do not assume that the slow-roll assumption holds
in our definition of these parameters, and instead use their most
“general” form which also applies in nonlinear regimes and at
late times during inflation.

5 For a review of how NR gauges have been adapted to study
cosmological spacetimes, see Ref. [51].
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is based on a scalar-vector-tensor decomposition of per-
turbations evolving on an FLRW background, and for-
mulates these perturbations in a gauge-agnostic manner.
We follow the notation used in Ref. [11], and begin by
perturbing each component of the metric:

ds2 = − N̄2 (1 + 2A)dt2 + 2aN̄Bidtdx
i

+ a2(δij + 2Eij)dx
idxj (11)

where N̄ chooses the time slicing of the background.6

This formulation captures all possible first-order metric
perturbations.

The perturbations Bi and Eij contain multiple types of
degrees of freedom – for instance, Bi contains an inherent
scalar (magnitude) and vector (direction) perturbation.
We decompose Bi and Eij into their inherent scalar, vec-
tor and tensor degrees of freedom (Ref. [11]):

Bi = ∂iB + B̂i

Eij = Cδij + ∂⟨i∂j⟩E + ∂(iÊj) + Êij

where |B̂i| = |Êi| = 1, where ∂⟨i∂j⟩ represents the trace-
free derivative of E,

∂⟨i∂j⟩E =

(
∂i∂j −

1

3
∇2δij

)
E,

and where Êij ≡ 1/2 hij , as given by Eqn. (3). We can
see that the CPT metric truly contains four scalar pertur-
bations (A,B,C,E), two vector perturbations (B̂i, Êi),

and one tensor perturbation, Êij .
It is well known that in inflationary spacetimes, lin-

ear vector perturbations evolve along decaying solutions
(Refs. [11, 52]). Thus we will neglect vector perturba-
tions of the metric by assuming they are vanishing on
our initial slice, and use the scalar-tensor form of the
CPT metric given by

ds2 = −N̄2(1 + 2A)dt2 + 2aN̄(∂iB)dtdxi

+a2[(1 + 2C)δij + 2∂⟨i∂j⟩E + 2Êij ]dx
idxj . (12)

The purpose of this present work is to construct a com-
plete methodology for initialising and extracting tensor
perturbations from cosmological NR simulations. As we
mention in Sec. VI, we plan to extend this work to cover
both scalar and tensoral perturbations in the near future
(see for example Ref. [10]), and will present a complete
dictionary between scalar and tensor CPT perturbations
and BSSN variables here. However, for all of the numer-
ical results presented in this work, we do not initialise
scalar perturbations, and thus the initial metric is given
simply by

ds2 = −N̄2dt2 + a2(δij + hij)dx
idxj . (13)

Note that this corresponds to the geodesic gauge choice
in NR, which is equivalent to synchronous gauge in cos-
mological perturbation theory (Ref. [51]).

6 Commonly one chooses N̄ = 1 (cosmic time) or N̄ = a (confor-
mal time)

C. Vacuum tensor perturbations

The transverse-traceless part of the spatial metric can
be thought of as a massless spin-two field – a graviton.
If we assume that the graviton field is in its ground state
and that the field was in a Minkwoskian vacuum state in
the far past, then its mode functions will evolve accord-
ing to the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation (Ref. [11]). In this
section I will briefly describe the results of the Mukhanov-
Sasaki equation, which we will use to generate a stochas-
tic realisation of the graviton field on the lattice.

1. Fourier convention

The Mukhanov-Sasaki formulation is written in
Fourier space. We write the transform from Fourier space
to configuration space as

f(x) =

∫
d3kf(k)e−ik·x

and the transform from configuration space to Fourier
space as

f(k) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d3xf(x)eik·x.

In GRChombo, we use the discrete definition for each
component of k given by:

kj =
2πj

L

where L is the length of the box in program units, and
j is the unitless index running from [0, N − 1], where
N gives the total number of points on one edge of the
lattice.

2. The Mukhanov-Sasaki solution

The Einstein-Hilbert action in natural units is given
by

S =
m2

pl

16π

∫
d4x R.

Applying the tensoral CPT line element, and writing the
tensoral perturbation as

fij =
∑
s

fsϵ
s
ij (14)

where fs ≡ ahs is the FLRW mode function analogous
to the gravitational mode functions in Minkowski space,
we can derive the first-order tensoral contribution to the
action as (Refs. [53, 54])

ST =
m2

pl

16π

∑
s∈[+,×]

∫
dτd3x

[
(f ′

s)
2 − (∇fs)

2 +
a′′

a
f2
s

]
.



5

By varying this action we arrive at the Mukhanov-Sasaki
equation, which in Fourier space reads

f ′′
s +

(
k2 − a′′

a

)
fs = 0. (15)

We note that we can transform this equation such that
it solves for hs rather than fs, and from conformal time
to cosmic time, which gives

ḧs + 3Hḣs +

(
k

a

)2

hs = 0. (16)

In the sub-horizon limit, where a′′/a ≪ k2, Eqn. (15)
becomes a wave equation for fs. Thus in this regime,
we can promote the tensoral degrees of freedom fs to
quantum operators

f̂s(k) = fs(k)âk + f∗
s (k)â

†
−k,

where the quantum mode functions fs satisfy the clas-
sical wave equation (Ref. [46]). The vacuum state for

a quantum operator f̂s satisfying this equation is the
Bunch-Davies vacuum

fs(k, τ) =
e−ikτ

mpl

√
2k

,

where we have used ω2 = k2, corresponding to a mass-
less Bunch-Davies state, and where we have chosen the
positive-frequency solution. This can be used as an ini-
tial condition for Eqn. (15). If we assume small slow-roll
parameters, we can approximate a′′/a ∼ 2/τ2, giving the
solution to Eqn. (15) in the slow-roll regime as

fs(k, τ) =
e−ikτ

mpl

√
2k

(
1− i

kτ

)
. (17)

Taking the conformal time derivative of this mode func-
tion gives the appropriate solution for the velocity field,

f ′
s(k, τ) =

e−ikτ

mpl

√
2k

(
i

kτ2
− ik − 1

τ

)
. (18)

We will use Eqns. (17) and (18) to build stochastic initial
conditions for the metric.

III. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES IN NUMERICAL
RELATIVITY

We wish to use the perturbative evolution of tensor
perturbations to inform the development of our numer-
ical simulations, where the interaction between various
metric degrees of freedom can contribute at any order.
First, we formulate the perturbative CPT variables in
terms of the non-perturbative BSSN variables, in the
regime where the two sets can be identified. This will
allow us to phrase the initial conditions of our simula-
tion in terms of a semi-classical realisation of the CPT
variables, and to create a basic extraction algorithm for
these variables.

A. The BSSN formalism

The BSSN formalism (Refs. [55, 56]) is a particular
decomposition of the ADM (Ref. [57]) form of Einstein’s
equations, which casts Einstein’s equations into a Cauchy
problem for the spatial metric on a set of hypersurfaces
Σt. The BSSN equations are found by plugging the ADM
form of the metric,

ds2 = −α2dt2 + γij(dx
i + βidt)(dxj + βjdt) (19)

or, equivalently,

ds2 = (−α2 + βiβ
i)dt2 + 2βidx

idt+ γijdx
idxj . (20)

into Einstein’s equations. Note that γij , the spatial met-
ric, is typically chosen to represent all physical degrees of
freedom, and α (the lapse) and βi (the shift) represent
the gauge degrees of freedom.
We also need the definition of the extrinsic curvature,

which takes the form

Kij = − 1

2α
(∂tγij −D(iβj)) (21)

on the hypersurface Σt, where Di is the covariant 4-
derivative projected onto the hypersurface by γij . This
is the first ADM equation. Applying Eqn. (19) and (21)
to Einstein’s equations gives the second ADM equation,

∂tKij = α(Rij − 2KikK
k
j +KKij)

− DiDjα+ βk∂kKij +Kk(i∂j)β
k

− 8πα

m2
pl

(Sij − 1
2γij(S − ρ)), (22)

where Rij are the components of the Ricci tensor on the
spatial hypersurface, and Sij , S and ρ are derived from
the stress-energy tensor (Refs. [58, 59]). These equations
of motion are accompanied by a set of constraint equa-
tions, which must be satisfied on every hypersurface, and
are given by

R+K2 +KijK
ij = 16πGρ (23)

Dj(K
ij − γijK) = 8πGSi. (24)

The BSSN decomposition defines a separate “scalar”
and “tensor” component for the γij and Kij vari-
ables, and reformulates Eqns. (21) and (22) in terms of
these new components. This reformulation transforms
the ADM equations into a well-posed system of PDEs
(Ref. [58]). The spatial metric is decomposed into a
conformal factor χ ≡ (det[γij ])

−1/3 and a conformally-
rescaled metric γ̃ij such that

γij =
1

χ
γ̃ij (25)

and det[γ̃ij ] = 1 (Ref. [59]). The extrinsic curvature is
decomposed onto a trace K ≡ Ki

i and traceless metric

Ãij such that

Kij = χ

(
Ãij −

1

3
γ̃ijK

)
(26)
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and Ãi
i = 0 (Ref. [59]). Applying this decomposition to

Eqns. (21) and (22) yields a set of four coupled first-order
PDEs, called the BSSN equations:

∂tχ = βk∂kχ+
2

3
χ(αK − ∂kβ

k)

∂tγ̃ij = βk∂kγ̃ij + γ̃k(i∂j)β
k − 2αÃij −

2

3
γ̃ij∂kβ

k

∂tK = βk∂kK + α(R+K2)− γklDkDlα

+
4πα

m2
pl

(S − 3ρ)

∂tÃij = βk∂kÃij + χ
(
−DiDjα+ α(Rij − 8π

m2
pl
Sij)

)TF

+ Ãij

(
αK − 2

3
∂kβ

k

)
+ 2Ãk(i∂j)β

k − 2αγ̃klÃikÃjl

where (−)TF represents the trace-free part of the quan-
tity in brackets, and where R = γijRij (Ref. [59]). The
variables which must be specified on the initial slice of
the simulation are: {χ, γ̃ij ,K, Ãij , α, β

i}. The lapse and
the shift will be initialised according to our gauge choice,
but the remainder will require physically-motivated ini-
tial data.

The constraint equations (23) and (24) can be re-
written in terms of these BSSN variables as

H ≡ R+
2

3
K2 − ÃijÃ

ij − 16πGρ = 0 (27)

Mi ≡ γ̃kl

(
∂kÃil − 2Γ̃m

l(iÃk)m − 3Ãik
∂lχ

2χ

)
−2

3
∂iK − 8πGSi = 0, (28)

where I have introduced the BSSN constraint-tracking
variables H,Mi (Ref. [59]).

7

B. The CPT-BSSN correspondence

We present here a complete correspondence between
the BSSN and CPT variables in the linear regime. This
correspondence has been noted previously for specific
gauge choices, for example in Ref. [36] for the Newto-
nian gauge. However, we have developed this correspon-
dence in a gauge-agnostic manner, such that any particu-
lar gauge choice can be applied directly to the correspon-
dence equations. We anticipate that this dictionary may
facilitate comparisons between the results of lattice cal-
culations which have been formulated in separate gauges.

This correspondence was made by comparing the per-
turbative metric, Eqn. (12), to the fully-relativistic met-
ric, Eqn. (20), and by calculating the extrinsic curvature

7 Note that in this work, H does not refer to the conformal-time
Hubble parameter.

to first order in perturbative variables. First, we can as-
sign the shift term according to the dtdxi component of
Eqn. (12),

βi = 2aN̄∂iB.

Then the βiβi term in Eqn. (20) is second order in per-
turbations, and can be ignored. We assign the lapse to
be

α = N̄
√
1 + 2A ≈ N̄(1 +A).

where the approximation denotes a Taylor expansion
truncated at first order. The spatial metric is assigned
simply as

γij = a2[(1 + 2C)δij + 2∂⟨i∂j⟩E + 2Êij ]. (29)

The extrinsic curvature can now be calculated according
to Eqn. (21), where we note that at zeroth order the
Christoffel coefficients vanish, and as βi is strictly first-
order in perturbations, we can replace Di → ∂i. This
gives

Kij = a2
[
H

(
Aδij −

γij
a2

)
+

1

N̄

(
∂t

γij
a2

)
− 1

a
∂i∂jB

]
= a2

[
H

(
(A− 2C − 1)δij − 2∂<i∂j>E − 2Êij

)
+

1

N̄
(Ċδij + ∂<i∂j>Ė + ˆ̇Eij)−

1

a
B,ij

]
.(30)

We can now calculate the BSSN variables. Using the
fact that ∂⟨i∂j⟩E and Êij are traceless, the conformal
factor becomes

χ =
1

a2
(1 + 6C)−

1
3 ≈ 1

a2
(1− 2C). (31)

Then the conformally rescaled metric is

γ̃ij = χγij ≈ δij + 2∂<i∂j>E + 2Êij . (32)

The trace of the extrinsic curvature is calculated by find-
ing γij to first order, raising the index of Kij , and then
taking the trace. This gives

K ≈ −3H(1−A)− 3
Ċ

N̄
− 1

a
∇2B, (33)

where we have again used the fact that ∂⟨i∂j⟩E and Êij

are trace free. The trace-free extrinsic curvature follows
simply:

Ãij =
1

χ
Kij +

1

3
γ̃ijK

≈ 1

N̄

[
∂<i∂j>

(
Ė +

B

a

)
− ˆ̇Eij

]
. (34)

Equations (31), (32), (33) and (34) represent the full
translation between CPT and BSSN variables, in the case
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where scalar and tensor perturbations are included. We
note also that this work is compatible with the work pre-
sented in Ref. [10] for the case of stochastic evolution
of scalar perturbations during inflation. However, as we
will be concerned primarily with tensoral perturbations
in this work, we neglect scalar perturbations, giving the
tensor-only correspondence:

χ =
1

a2

γ̃ij = δij + 2Êij = δij + hij

K = −3H

Ãij = − 1

N̄
ˆ̇Eij = − 1

2N̄
ḣij . (35)

Thus any method for prescribing the cosmological vari-
ables {a,H, hij , ḣij} is sufficient to initialise the BSSN
variables in the linear regime.

If we apply the correspondence Eqn. (35) to the Hamil-
tonian constraint, Eqn. (27), we find

H = R(h) + 6H2 − 1

4
ḣklḣ

kl − 16πGρ = O(h2),

since R and ÃijÃij only receive contributions at second
order and above. Applying (35) to (28) gives

Mi = −1

2
δkl

(
∂kḣli − 2Γ̃m

l(iḣk)m

)
− 8πGSi,

and given that Γ̃i
jk is first-order in perturbations, that

Si = 0 and that ḣij is transverse, this gives Mi = O(h2).
Thus as long as we detect constraint violations that are
suppressed to second-order, we can be confident in our
first-order results.

IV. NUMERICAL METHODS AND
IMPLEMENTATION

In this section, we will provide details for how our ini-
tial data was constructed, and how the tensorial pertur-
bations were extracted from GRChombo.

A. Gauge choice

The gauge choice in GRChombo is written in the gen-
eral Bona-Masso family of slicing conditions, first formu-
lated in Ref. [60], and is represented by an initial con-
dition and first-order equation of motion for the gauge
variables α and βi. We write the Bona-Masso condition
as

∂tα = a1β
k∂kα− a2α

a3K

∂tβ
i = b1β

k∂kβ
i + b2B

i

∂tB
i = b1(β

k∂kB
i − βk∂kΓ̃

i) + ∂tΓ̃
i − ηBi.

where Γ̃i ≡ γ̃jkΓ̃i
jk are the contracted Christoffel coef-

ficients on the rescaled spatial metric, and where η is

a new gauge parameter controlling the damping of Bi

(Ref. [59]).
A particular gauge within the Bona-Masso family is

selected by choosing {ai, a2, a3, b1, b2, η}. In this work,
we must use geodesic gauge in either cosmic or conformal
time, as this is required by our initial metric, Eqn. (13).
We chose to use cosmic time, and set α = 1 and βi = 0 on
the initial slice, and choose all Bona-Masso coefficients to
be zero so that the lapse and the shift should not evolve
off of these values.8

We may wish to move to conformal time, where N̄ =
a(τ) rather than 1. This can be accomplished in the
Bona-Masso family by setting α = a2(0) on the initial
slice, and choosing a1 = 0, a2 = 2/3 and a3 = 1. This
ensures

∂τα = −2

3
αK ∼ 2a2H

as expected, where α(τ) = a2(τ).

B. Initial data construction

The background initial conditions are determined by
the choice of inflaton model, and describe precisely which
period of inflation we are evolving. The perturbation ini-
tial conditions will be generated similarly to the standard
initialisation scheme used in cosmological lattice simula-
tions, which seeks to approximate the quantum nature
of these perturbations at very large occupation number
with a semi-classical stochastic realisation (see for exam-
ple Refs. [24, 36, 45]).

1. Inflationary model choice

The initial conditions of the background arises from
the Friedman and Klein-Gordon equations. We choose
to start in a regime of slow-roll, where we can use the
slow-roll Klein-Gordon equation, as outlined in Sec. IVB.
One can combine Eqns. (6) and (10) and, together with
Eqn. (8) and a choice for the form of V (ϕ), evaluate these
on the initial slice. Taking the large-field toy model V =
1
2m

2ϕ2, we find

H2
0 =

8π

3m2
pl

(
1

2
ϕ̇2
0 +

1

2
m2ϕ2

0

)
3H0ϕ̇0 = −m2ϕ0.

In order to ensure we are deep in the inflationary
epoch, we choose ϕ0 = 4 mpl with mass parameter

8 As the Christoffel coefficients vanish to leading order for TT
tensoral perturbations, ∂tBi should remain zero as well. Any
deviation from this path could indicate a departure from perfect
TT gauge.
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m = 10−4 mpl. This choice is similar to the choice
made in Ref. [41]. The initial Hubble parameter and
scalar field velocity are found by solving the above equa-
tions, and are given by H0 ≈ 8.1934 · 10−4 mpl and

ϕ̇0 ≈ −1.6273 ·10−5 m2
pl. This set of parameters gives an

initial SRP of ϵ0 ≈ 2 · 10−3. Note that we feed these ini-
tial conditions into GRChombo with 15 decimal places of
accuracy, in order to reduce any error present in the in-
correct assignment of these values to the level of floating
point accuracy.

2. Gaussian random field generation

Inflation is most often considered to be driven by a
quantum field, the inflaton. However, parts of infla-
tion may be made amenable to the techniques of clas-
sical field theory, where a “quantum-to-classical” tran-
sition may be justifiable. This transition is usually as-
sociated with modes crossing outside the horizon (see,
e.g., Refs. [61] or [11]). For perturbations much smaller
than the horizon size, it appears to be necessary to treat
them as quantum, ensuring continuity with the Bunch-
Davies vacuum state in the far past. On the other hand,
perturbations after horizon-crossing are frozen into the
background spacetime on super-horizon scales (at least
for slow-roll single-field inflation) and then follow entirely
classical equations of motion. However, as shown explic-
itly in Ref. [62], the classical approximation has wider
application because there is an important distinction be-
tween the quantum initial conditions and the ensuing
evolution of this vacuum state, which has both quantum
and classical contributions. Predicted observables like
the power spectrum from single field inflation are repro-
duced using classical evolution on the initial BD vacuum
state (e.g. [53]), while higher-order correlators like the
bispectrum may also be dominated by evolutionary con-
tributions that are classical rather than quantum, though
this is a model-dependent statement [62].

Another previously-studied quantum-to-classical tran-
sition is the end of inflation, where τ → 0 as reheating
takes hold. As argued in Ref. [46], in this limit the mode
function of the inflaton field will become a stochastic real-
isation of the underlying quantum system, and will obey
fully-classical equations of motion. Refs. [5, 24, 36, 63]
use this fact to construct initial data for lattice simu-
lations of the preheating period. We will use a similar
method to construct stochastic initial data for tensoral
perturbations in this near-horizon regime.

Consider the quantum state whose mode functions
obey the Mukhanov-Sasaki solution, Eqn. (15). The two-
point correlator of this state is given by

⟨f̂s(k)f̂s(k′)⟩ ≡ ⟨0| f̂s(k)f̂s(k′) |0⟩ .

and inserting the decomposition onto raising/lowering
operators gives the relation to the power spectrum,

⟨f̂s(k)f̂s(k′)⟩ = (2π)2Ph(k)δ(k− k′).

In the case of reheating, oscillatory modes are most
important to the dynamics of interest, as the interaction
between these modes produces the resonance that char-
acterises the thermalisation of the post-inflationary Uni-
verse (Refs. [5, 25, 36, 64–66]). Thus in these cases, all
modes are sub-horizon on the initial slice, in which case
the power spectrum is well-approximated by the Bunch-
Davies spectrum, PBD = 1/2ωk. Here, we are interested
in modes that are very near the horizon, and that cross
the horizon within the dynamic range of our simulation.
Therefore we will base our power spectrum on the full
solution to the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation, represented
by the square of the mode function, Eqn. (17):

Ph(k) = |hk(τ)|2 =
1

a2m2
pl

|fk(τ)|2

=
1

a2m2
pl

(
1

2k
+

(aH)2

2k3

)
. (36)

Note here that we have used the slow-roll identity τ =
aH, as we know H0 on the initial slice. This power spec-
trum transitions smoothly between the expected power
spectrum for sub-horizon modes, given by a 1/k scaling,
to the spectrum for super-horizon modes, given by a 1/k3

scaling (Ref. [11]).
We will represent the tensor initial conditions as a

Gaussian random field (GRF) which follows the power
spectrum given in Eqn. (36). GRFs can be constructed
by decomposing the field at each point in Fourier space
into a magnitude and phase,

hs(k) = Mhe
iθh . (37)

Here,Mh is drawn from a Rayleigh distribution9 with size
parameter σh =

√
Ph(k), and θh represents the phase of

the quantum state. Typically, θh has been simply repre-
sented by a random variable drawn from the uniform dis-
tribution U(0, 2π). However, we have found that the in-
herent phase present in the mode function (17) is impor-
tant when seeking to accurately recover the correct spec-
tral evolution predicted by the Mukhanov-Sasaki equa-
tion 15 (see Sec. VB for more details); this is essentially
ensuring that the quantum state has the appropriate ini-
tial conditions for the classical evolution.
The configuration-space polarisation fields are found

via the inverse Fourier transform:

hs(x) =

∫
d3k hs(k)e

−ik·x ,

with the reality of the initial conditions enforced with
appropriate conditions on the complex conjugate. The

9 Note that, as C++ has no in-built function to draw from a Pois-
son distribution, we use an equivalent Poisson draw given by

R(P ) =
√

−2 ln(U)P (k).

where U ∼ U(0, 1) is a random variable drawn from the standard
uniform distribution.
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Fourier-space tensor object can be constructed from the
mode functions using the polarisation basis tensors,10

hij(k) =
∑
s

hs(k)ϵ
s
ij(k).

The appropriate initial conditions for the rescaled spatial
metric are then

hij(x) =

∫
d3k hij(k)e

−ik·x (38)

Note that hij(x) is not found by combining hs(x) and
a set of ϵij constructed in configuration space. This is
because the Fourier transform does not distribute over
the multiplication of the mode functions and the basis
tensors. In the same vein, the configuration-space mode
functions are not be found by using the orthonormal-
ity condition on hij(x). The Fourier-space tensor object
hij(k) is found first, in both cases.
We have developed a new initial condition class of GR-

Chombo which generates this random tensor perturba-
tion on the lattice.11 This program also verifies that the
tensor field is trace-free to a specified level of precision.
The polarisation fields hs are then extracted from GR-
Chombo’s output files, using a similar program to the
initial condition class but which is currently external to
GRChombo (but which shortly will be combined). An
initial polarisation field generated by this class is shown
in panel (a) of Fig. 7.

To fully initialise GRChombo we need an initial pro-
file for ḣij . In order to derive the power spectrum of ḣ,
we must translate our expression for the comoving ten-
sor perturbation fs into an expression for hs, and we
must change our time coordinate from conformal to cos-
mic time. Performing these operations, we find

ḣ(t) = 1
a2

(
f ′(τ)− a′

a f(τ)
)

= − i
a2

√
k
2 e

−ikτ

meaning that the power spectrum for the velocity field
has the same scaling with k as in Minkowski space:

Pḣ(k) = |f ′
k(τ)|2

=
1

a4m2
pl

k

2
. (39)

Note that this power spectrum also recovers the super-
horizon limit, as where k is very small, the power spec-
trum approaches zero. The random velocity field is gen-
erated by taking the exact same random amplitude and
phase draw as used in the position field, and applying
this power spectrum to that draw.

10 See Apdx. B for further details on how these polarisation basis
tensors are constructed in Fourier space.

11 We expect that this class will be made public in an upcoming re-
lease of GRChombo/GRTeclyn, however if you would like access
to this functionality before such time, please contact the authors.

3. Window function

Random initial data can have large spatial derivatives
on small length scales. However, our finite grid resolu-
tion limits the precision with which we can resolve the
derivative between two nearby points. Initial data which
is too “noisy” on small scales can introduce numerical
instabilities early, and the derivative stencil will artifi-
cially inflate power in high modes as the simulation pro-
gresses. A common method used to avoid this issue in-
volves introducing a window function on the initial data
(See Refs. [36, 64]). This suppresses the power leakage
into high modes by damping their power on the first slice.
We chose to use a tanh-like window function,

Wk∗,∆k
(k) =

1

2
[1− tanh(∆k(k − k∗))],

where k∗ is the cut-off mode and ∆k is the window width.
We measure k∗ in terms of the unit length of the isotropic
power spectrum, 2π/L, and measure ∆k in terms of L.

C. Extraction of transverse-traceless perturbations

As long as we remain in the perturbative regime, we
should be able to extract the tensor perturbations at suc-
cessive slices using the simple relation

hij(t) = γ̃ij(t)− δij . (40)

We employ this scheme for the results shown here, and
ensure that the perturbations remain at least trace-free
with the same tests as were run with the initial condition
generation class. We note that this method avoids the
complication laid out in Ref. [67], which details how the
transverse nature of a gravitational wave signal evolved
on the lattice depends on the spatial derivative stencil
used in the evolution scheme.12

However, if the metric were to develop a significant
trace or transverse part, as will be the case when we in-
clude initial scalar perturbations, we would need a more
robust extraction mechanism for tensor modes, which can
adequately separate each component of the metric and
which takes into account the derivative stencil used. We
can construct an improved extraction method by using
the decomposition, outlined clearly in Ref. [68], which ex-
plicitly removes the trace and the transverse component
of a generic metric. Let gij be a general perturbation of
the full metric γ̃ij , which may or may not be transverse-
traceless.13 We can write gij as

gij =
1

3
δijg + 2D(iV j) + hij (41)

12 We are, however, able to ensure our initial conditions are trans-
verse on the first slice, before any spatial derivative stencil has
altered them.

13 In fact, on an FLRW background gij would correspond to the
tensor perturbation Eij presented in Eqn. (11).
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FIG. 1. The evolution of the Hubble mode kaH (blue) as
a function of e-folds, in the super-horizon case. The black
dashed line shows the smallest resolvable mode, kNyq, for a
grid size N = 128.

where g ≡ gii and

V i ≡ γil∂m

(
gml −

1

3
δmlg

)
,

representing the transverse violation of the trace-free per-
turbation (Ref. [68]). Then the true transverse-traceless
signal can be extracted most generally from the rescaled
spatial metric γ̃ij by calculating

hij = γ̃ij − δij −
1

3
δijg − 2D(iV j), (42)

where Di is approximated using the same stencil which
was used in the evolution scheme. This reduces to the
simple extraction method in the case where g = V i = 0.
We expect to show further results using this improved
method of extraction in an upcoming publication.

V. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION AND
VALIDATION

Here, we provide validation of our GRChombo example
in the super-horizon horizon-crossing regime. We define
these two cases according to the size of the mode corre-
sponding to the comoving Hubble diameter, kaH ≡ πaH,
with respect to the minimum and maximum resolvable
modes in the box. Given a box length L, the smallest
resolvable mode is given by the “DC” mode14 kDC =
2π

√
3/L and the largest resolvable mode is given by the

Nyquist mode, kNyq = πN/L. For the super-horizon
case, we validate the background dynamics. For the
horizon-crossing case, we demonstrate agreement with
the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation (17) in the evolution of

14 Note that we include the volume correction
√
3 here, as this

corresponds to the largest mode propagating diagonally through
the box.
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FIG. 2. The first slow-roll parameter evolution for the super
horizon case, extracted directly from GRChombo (solid blue)
and from the Friedman equations (dashed green) using the
same background initialisation. The difference is shown in
purple.

the tensor perturbations. This comparison allows us to
validate our results against the linear solution, as well as
to uncover a more faithful representation of semi-classical
initial conditions. We also present convergence tests on
the constraints as well as the physical evolution of the
first-order tensor power at a high mode, and we show
preliminary calculations of the skewness and kurtosis of
the polarisation fields.

A. Super-horizon validation

The super-horizon run initially satisfies kNyq ∼ kaH ,
such that all modes are initialised above the horizon scale.
Given the model choice described in Sec. IVB, kaH ≈
2.57 · 10−3 mpl. We choose to use N = 128 grid points
as the standard resolution, and therefore choose L = 16 ·
104 m−1

pl , which gives a mode range

kDC ≈ 6.80 · 10−5 mpl

kNyq ≈ 2.51 · 10−3 mpl.

Fig. 1 shows the phases of evolution that the super-
horizon run passes through, characterised by the location
of the co-moving kaH with respect to kNyq. We use the
following parameters for the window function:

k∗ = 3/4 kNyq ≈ 1.88 · 10−3 mpl

∆k = L/30 ≈ 5333 m−1
pl .

However, we do note that in this case, as dynamics are
extremely suppressed on super-horizon scales, we expect
that the window will not be entirely necessary in preserv-
ing the stability of the evolution. We include it here in
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order to make contact with the horizon-crossing results
presented later.

We choose a background field which is described by the
initial conditions laid out in Sec. II B. We extract back-
ground quantities as box averages of the corresponding
BSSN quantities,

H ≈ −1

3
K̄, a ≈ 1√

χ̄
, (43)

however we do note some issues with this procedure re-
cently have been brought forward in the literature, for
instance in Ref. [51]. We suspect that this procedure is
appropriate in our case, as we do not expect perturba-
tions to become large in amplitude, and thus the space-
time should remain roughly homogeneous on the scale of
the box. We write the first slow-roll parameter under the
slow-roll approximation as

ϵ ≈ 3/2 ˙̄ϕ2

ρ̄
, (44)

since we can obtain ˙̄ϕ and ρ̄ easily from GRChombo.
Fig. 2 shows a comparison in the evolution of the

first slow-roll parameter between GRChombo and the
Friedman equations. We note that these two evolution
schemes agree to a high precision, as expected from our
model choice. We also observe that the first slow-roll
parameter remains small (∼ 10−3) over a large dynamic
range (7 e-folds), which will be sufficient to capture full
horizon-crossing behaviour.

B. Single mode validation

We now turn to the evolution of tensoral perturba-
tions in this cosmological spacetime. In order to ensure a
thorough match between our results in GRChombo and
those produced by the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation, we
performed a series of “single mode” tests, where we ini-
tialised only one plane waves in the box, and matched the
power of this mode though the course of the simulation
with the prediction from linear theory.15 We performed
this test using multiple methods of initialisation, some of
which have been employed in the literature for the study
of semi-classical perturbations in the early Universe.

We present the most insightful of these comparisons in
Fig. 3. In this test we compared the power evolution for
two initialisation methods, which we will call the deco-
herent method (a), and the mode function method (b),
for short. The decoherent method initialises the magni-
tude of each point in Fourier space in modulus/argument
form as

hs(k) =
√
Phs

(k)eiθs , (45)

15 Note that this is not the power spectrum, as the power spectrum
in this case is not continuous, but rather a delta function in
Fourier space.

where Phs
(k) is the power spectrum given by Eqn. (36),

and θs is a stochastic phase drawn from U(0, 2π). For
this example we use the standard velocity corresponding
to a free wave:

ḣs(k) = −ikhs(k).

The mode function method initialises the real and
imaginary parts of the field exactly as given by Eqn. (17)
and (18). Transforming these functions into modu-
lus/argument form, we find this method follows the struc-
ture

hs(k) =
√

Phs
(k)ei(θMS(k)+θs) (46)

where we note the addition of a k-dependent phase
coming directly from the Mukhanov-Sasaki solution.16

This θMS variable introduces a phase offset between the
real and imaginary components at a particular point in
Fourier space. However, it’s inclusion does not require
that separate points in Fourier space be phase-coherent,
and the standard procedure of assigning a random phase
to each point in Fourier space can still be used in addition
to this variable. The mode function for ḣs is similarly de-
composed, where as in the decoherent method we use the
same random draw to set the stochastic elements of the
velocity field and the position field at each point.
We note that the decoherent method is similar to the

method commonly used in lattice studies of inflation, for
example in Refs. [38, 45, 64]. In these works, the magni-
tude of hs is set using a Rayleigh distribution centred on
the power spectrum, as described in Sec. IVB. We ne-
glect this aspect of the stochastic realisation, as it only
serves to introduce a difference in the overall scale of the
GRChombo and Mukhanov-Sasaki solutions. We note,
however, that the inclusion of the Rayleigh draw does
not change our conclusion.
As shown in Fig. 3, we recover the smooth decay of the

power expected in the sub-horizon regime only for the
mode function method; or, in other words, when we take
into account the k-dependent phase difference between
the real and imaginary parts of both the initial field and
velocity profile. This is because the real and imaginary
components are both oscillatory in time, and so only with
the correct relative phase will they add in quadrature
to produce a smooth power spectrum evolution. The
oscillations in the decoherent method power evolution
appear when this relative phase is not correctly assigned
on the initial slice.

C. Horizon-crossing validation

The horizon-crossing case begins where k ≥ kaH for all
resolvable k, meaning that all modes start off dynamical.

16 The functional form of θMS is given in Apdx. A
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FIG. 3. The evolution of the power h∗
+h+ at a single mode k1 = 4π/L where L = 3000 m−1

pl . This test was performed in

GRChombo using the “decoherent” (a) and mode function (b) initialisation methods. Both GRChombo data sets (red, dotted)
are compared against the Mukhanov-Sasaki solution (blue, solid) solved using the mode function initialisation method at k1.
This mode remains sub-horizon until approximately e-fold 2.
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FIG. 4. The Hubble mode kaH as a function of e-folds, for
the horizon crossing run. The dotted black lines correspond
to the size of the lowest resolvable mode, kDC , and the highest
resolvable mode, kNyq.

The Hubble diameter then moves into the box, freez-
ing out modes from the largest to the smallest. Horizon
crossing ends where k < kaH for all resolvable k.

We choose N = 128 and L = 3 · 103 m−1
pl as the stan-

dard case. This gives a mode range of

kDC ≈ 3.63 · 10−3 mpl

kNyq ≈ 0.134 mpl.

Fig. 4 demonstrates these phases, in the same style as
Fig. 1. Horizon crossing begins at about e-fold 0.5, and
lasts until about e-fold 4. Thus we should expect to see
oscillatory behaviour in the polarisation fields initially,
and then a gradual transition to a frozen state, completed
by e-fold 4.

We use the same parameters for the window function as
were used in the super-horizon case, taking into account

the change in L:

k∗ = 3/4 kNyq ≈ 0.101 mpl

∆k = L/30 = 100 m−1
pl

This produces the initial spectral shape shown in the blue
line of Fig. 6. We set Aij according to the spectrum found
in Sec. IVB, and apply the same window function to this
spectrum.
Fig. 5 shows a comparison between a and H as calcu-

lated by GRChombo, and as calculated by the Friedman
equations with the same initial conditions. We note that
for all of these quantities, the error remains small over
the course of the simulation, reflecting the fact that we
are able to successfully recover the background solution,
even in the dynamical regime.

1. Recovery of spectral turnover

We wish to match our solution for hs(k) to the so-
lution of the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation, Eqn. (16), as
we have chosen our model such that the slow-roll pa-
rameters are small. In order to accomplish this, we
evolved the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation using the initial
spectrum given in Eqn. (17). We do not apply randomi-
sation to this spectrum in the linearised case, but we
do apply the same window function as is used in GR-
Chombo. We note the random draw for the modulus in
the GRF formalism can cause disagreement with the re-
sults of Mukhanov-Sasaki, particularly where only a few
modes are examined. However, we choose to compare the
isotropic power spectrum from GRChombo with the re-
sults of Mukhanov-Sasaki along the same range of modes,
in which case the power from a large number of modes
with the same |k| is integrated. We find that in all but
the first bin (where cosmic variance is more powerful)
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FIG. 5. The scale factor (a) and Hubble parameter (b) evolution in the horizon-crossing case, as calculated by GRChombo
(blue, solid) and by the Friedman equations (green, dashed) for the same initial conditions. The differences between these
solutions are shown in purple.
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FIG. 6. Evolution of the power spectrum of h+(k), from e-
fold 0 (light blue) to e-fold 7 (yellow). The binned power
spectrum extracted from GRChombo is shown in dark blue
dots, and the linearised spectrum evolution is shown by the
solid lines.

this average is sufficiently well-sampled that the we can
recover the magnitude given by Mukhanov-Sasaki pre-
diction well.

Fig. 6 compares the evolution of the spectrum be-
tween the Mukhanov-Sasaki solution and the numerical
solution. The solid lines represent the Mukhanov-Sasaki
power spectrum at different time slices, from blue on the
initial slice to yellow on the final slice. Eleven slices are
shown in total, sampled evenly between e-fold 0 and 7,
meaning that one spectrum is shown for every ∼ 0.7 e-
folds. The dark blue dots represent the isotropic binned
power spectrum extracted from GRChombo at the same
time slice. We include all bins between k2 = 2 · 2π

L and

k30 = 30 · 2π
L , after which the window function domi-

nates the signal. The initial and final spectra shown in
particular demonstrate the recovery of the correct sub-
horizon and super-horizon scaling with k, as described
by Eqn. (36) . The power spectrum derived from GR-
Chombo matches the Mukhanov-Sasaki power spectrum
quite well for all modes shown, which are the modes best
protected from the numerical issues.
Fig. 7 shows the configuration-space representation of

this spectral phenomenon. Here we present four density
plots showing the amplitude of h+(x) through the course
of the simulation. We note the emergence of structure
at low modes, corresponding to the transition to a 1/k3

scaling. We find that this transition occurs quite obvi-
ously between approximately e-folds 2 and 3.5, a period
where many of the intermediate modes are frozen out.
As the skewness and kurtosis parameters are calculated
directly from the field depicted here, the transition that
this figure demonstrates will be key to understanding the
evolution of the skewness and kurtosis, presented in the
final section.

D. Constraints, stability and convergence

For a perfect solution to Einstein’s equations, H =
Mi = 0. However, numerical solutions to Einstein’s
equations can never perfectly replicate the continuum so-
lution, and so some violation of these constraint equa-
tions is expected. Stable NR simulations are charac-
terised by constraint variables which are initially small,
compared to some relevant physical scale, and which do
not grow with time at any point during the simulation.
This ensures that the numerical solution stays close to
the continuum solution surface.
In order for a realistic numerical solution to be found,
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FIG. 7. Density plots of the amplitude of h+(x), extracted from GRChombo at four points in time: the initial slice (a), the
final slice (d), and two slices during horizon crossing: where N = 2.1 (b), and where N = 2.9 (c). We have allowed the colour
scale to vary in each plot, in order to highlight the change of structure which occurs in these polarisation fields separately from
the overall scale change. Note that in our units, length is measured in units of m−1

pl .

the initial data must satisfy the constraints to an accept-
able degree. Where the initial curvature of the metric
may be large, the initial data can be found by solving
the constraints iteratively for some initial ansatz metric
and matter configuration.17 However, as we plan to stay
within perturbation theory for the sake of the follow-
ing validation, we do not expect large initial curvature
to be present. As illustrated at the end of Sec. III B,
as long as hij and ḣij remain transverse, traceless, and
small relative to the background, we expect that the con-
straints will be satisfied at first order, meaning that they

17 The recently-developed CTTK solver can accomplish this task
for GRChombo simulations, see Ref. [69] for further details.

should have a magnitude on the order of σ2
h where σh

measures the size of the tensor perturbations. We choose
the sample standard deviation of the polarisation fields
as a measure of their amplitude on the lattice, and we
can approximate this measure as

σh ≈
√

1

N3

∑
i,j,k

h2
s(i, j, k),

since the mean of the hs fields in configuration space lies
at machine precision.
NR simulations also typically utilise some form of dy-

namical constraint damping. However, as detailed in
Appendix D, dynamical constraint damping can have
a strong effect on the spectrum, which could introduce
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FIG. 8. Sample averages of the constraints in the horizon-crossing case for three box resolutions: N = 64 (blue), N = 128
(orange) and N = 256 (green). Panel (a) shows the residual Hamiltonian Hh, and panel (b) shows the co-moving momentum
constraint, Mcm.

non-physical signals in our analysis. Additionally, de-
Sitter space is naturally damping, in that it suppresses
higher-order terms in the constraints18 by a factor of a2.
Therefore we have disabled all forms of dynamical dis-
sipation for the purpose of validation. This means that
our simulation could be more prone to leaving the con-
strained surface of classical solutions. However, a robust
reproduction of linear results in this case would provide
greater evidence that numerical simulations can be used
to go beyond the linear regime safely, as they may not
require damping to stay near the true cosmological solu-
tion.

1. Constraint characterisation

Since the BSSN constraint variables H,Mi become
zero on the solution surface, rarely is there an obvious
method to compare their magnitude to some relevant
physical quantity. In fact, the appropriate comparison
for these constraints will often differ depending on the
system one is attempting to solve. In arriving at this
comparison scheme, it is important to consider what val-
ues these constraints can possibly take on. The Hamilto-
nian constraint could take on positive or negative values,
depending on the arrangement of the perturbation field.
The momentum constraint, however, is characterised in
GRChombo by its vector magnitude,

M ≡ |Mi| =
√∑

i

M2
i .

and so is always positive.

18 In other words, geodesics naturally separate in de-Sitter, and
thus their crossing becomes much less likely (Ref [51]).

GRChombo defines two alternative constraint mea-
sures which can be used to normalise H and M. These
are the “absolute” constraint variables, defined to be the
sum of the absolute values of all terms in the constraint
equations, and are given by

Habs ≡ |R+
2

3
K2 + ÃijÃ

ij + 16πGρ|

Mabs ≡ |γ̃kl

(
∂kÃil + 2Γ̃m

l(iÃk)m + 3Ãik
∂lχ

2χ

)
+
2

3
∂iK + 8πGSi|.

Note that Habs ̸= |H|, as |H| allows for the cancellation
between different terms at each point, whereas Habs does
not.
Under the CPT-BSSN correspondence, we note that

the mean of Habs should measure twice the energy den-
sity. This energy density will be made up of a back-
ground component, captured by the Friedman equation,
and a perturbative part arising from the presence of ten-
sor perturbations. Where this gravitational wave energy
density is fully accounted for in the initial matter sec-
tor (see discussion in Ref. [68]), the constraints may be
satisfied beyond second order. However, in our case, we
only wish to show that these tensors contribute to the
Hamiltonian constraint violation at second order. Thus
we define a diagnostic for the Hamiltonian constraint vi-
olation due to the presence of tensor perturbations as

Hh ≡ Habs − 12H2. (47)

This definition eliminates the homogeneous contribution
to Habs, leaving only the tensoral component, which will
go like σ2

h if the constraints are satisfied to second order.
We note that the momentum constraint does not have

a contribution from the background. Thus the raw mo-
mentum constraint should go like σ2

h. We note also that
a factor of 1/a2 multiplies the second-order tensoral con-
tributions, which arises from the background term in the
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inverse spatial metric. Thus we define the co-moving mo-
mentum constraints as

Mcm ≡ a2M.

These measure the constraint violation on co-moving
scales.

Fig. 8 shows the evolution of the sample mean of Hh

(panel a) and Mcm (panel b) as a function of e-folds,
in the horizon-crossing case. These runs were performed
with L = 3000 m−1

pl and H0 ≈ 8.2 · 10−4 mpl, which pro-

duces an initial tensor polarisation field with σh ∼ 10−5.
We note that even for the coarsest resolution, the ini-
tial Hamiltonian and momentum constraint violations lie
within an order of magnitude of σ2

h. For each resolution,
the constraints continue to either damp away with a2,
in the case of the raw constraint measure, or to remain
constant, in the case of the co-moving constraint mea-
sure, and at no point do the constraints show consistent
growth. Thus our simulations satisfy this check of nu-
merical stability.

We point out that since the raw constraints scale with
a−2, they may decrease sufficiently quickly such that they
will reach floating-point precision within the dynamical
range of the simulation. This is demonstrated in the
evolution of Hh, where we note that in modern C++
the floating-point precision for double-type variables is
10−15. This effect may produce an apparent amplifica-
tion in the constraints, particularly in the co-moving con-
straints, that is not due to an instability in the evolution
scheme itself. Parallel analysis of the raw and co-moving
constraints is therefore recommended, in order to avoid
this pitfall.

2. Convergence tests

We have performed convergence tests on the constraint
evolution, and on the evolution of the power spectrum,
at three resolutions: Nc = 64, Nm = 128 and Nf = 256.
The initial conditions for these runs were were coarse-
grained off of the finest resolution, so that each run rep-
resent the same draw from the same statistical distribu-
tion.19 In each case we used a window function charac-
terised by

k∗ = πNc/L · 3/4,

such that increasing resolution did not add any new
modes with significant power, but only increased the
accuracy with which our initial range of modes was re-
solved. Thus the results of these tests should converge
purely on the classical dynamics, they should not con-
tain spurious noise due to the inherent stochasticity of

19 This means, for instance, that the initial conditions for Nc were
found by generating the initial conditions for Nf , and placing
every 4th point on the GRChombo grid.
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FIG. 9. The evolution of the power in h+(k) at the isotropic
bin k28, for Nc (blue), Nm (orange) and Nf (green). This is
compared with the prediction from Mukhanov-Sasaki, solved
at k28 (red). The differences |Nm−Nc| (purple) and |Nf−Nm|
(grey) are shown in the inset.

the initial conditions, and any numerical error due to the
evolution of modes close to the Nyquist frequency should
be increasingly suppressed.
Fig. 9 shows convergence on the evolution of one bin in

the power spectrum. We choose a high bin for this test,
k28 = 28

√
3 · 2π/L, as high modes are less numerically

stable and so convergent behaviour here can be clearer.
Note that for each run, k28 represents the evolution of a
mode at approximately 88% (Nc), 44% (Nm) and 22%
(Nf ) of the Nyquist frequency. As shown, we recover
strong visual convergence towards the Mukhanov-Sasaki
solution, even at this high mode. We show that our so-
lution converges at second-order with the residuals be-
tween each curve. We expect second-order convergence
in time, as in GRChombo the time-evolution algorithm
is second-order accurate (Ref. [59]). However, examin-
ing the constraint evolution in Fig. 8, we see roughly one
order of magnitude decrease in the initial value of these
constraints with increasing N , suggesting that we can
achieve first-order convergence in the constraints.

E. First look at non-Gaussianity

A key goal of this project is the explore non-
Gaussianity and, specifically, tensoral bispectra and
cross-spectra as cosmological observables which can dis-
tinguish between the predictions of a wide variety of in-
flationary scenarios. In practice, this will involve exploit-
ing the efficient MODAL bispectrum estimation pipeline
(Ref. [70, 71]), where the separable methodology has
been applied to constrain many inflation models using
Planck satellite data [72]; in this case, the 3D implemen-
tation will be applied first to extract primordial bispectra
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FIG. 10. The skewness of h+(x) and h×(x), as a function
of e-folds, extracted from GRChombo for N = 128. Here we
show the skew evolution for four runs with different random
seeds, for the amplitude values A = 1 (blue, solid), A = 100
(orange, dashed) and A = 1000 (green, dotted).

[73, 74]. However, as the purpose of the present paper is
to implement the tensor evolution equations with gravi-
tational back-reaction, together with appropriate initial
conditions, we focus on validating the two-point correla-
tor dynamics in perturbative regimes and only give some
indicative results of the emergence of small higher-point
correlators.

Here, we will identify the presence of the bispectrum
and trispectrum by simply calculating the skew and kur-
tosis parameters of each polarisation field in configura-
tion space. The skew parameter is defined as

µ3 ≡ κ3

κ
3/2
2

=
E[(hs(x)− h̄s)

3]

E[(hs(x)− h̄s)2]3/2

where κi is the i
th cumulant of the polarisation field. The

kurtosis is defined as

µ4 ≡ κ4

κ4
2

=
E[(hs(x)− h̄s)

4]

E[(hs(x)− h̄s)2]2
.

The expectation values are taken to be sample averages
on the whole grid.

We performed a series of horizon-crossing GRChombo
simulations with different random seed values, while
varying the initial tensoral amplitude A, increasing from
standard perturbative values with A = 1 in a realistic in-
flation scenario (giving σh ∼ 10−5 initially), up to much
larger quasi-nonlinear value A = 1000 (giving σh ∼ 10−2

initially). We note that even for a random Gaussian dis-
tribution, there is always a stochastic “shot noise” con-
tribution to the skewness and kurtosis, dependent on the
finite sample size used in the numerical implementation.
The kurtosis is also known to be biased, and this bias
is accentuated for the relatively small grids investigated
here. For this reason, we will analyse the small differ-
ence between the skewness and kurtosis as a function of

increasing A, i.e. ∆S3 ≡ |S3(A)−S3(1)|. We define ∆S4

similarly. Fig. 10 shows these difference measures, where
each colour corresponds to a different value of A. These
statistics are calculated from a collection of 8 indepen-
dent samples of the skew and kurtosis trajectories, as
the polarisation fields evolve independently in the linear
regime.

We note a correspondence between the behaviour of
both statistics and the expected behaviour of the polari-
sation fields, in that these statistics oscillate in the sub-
horizon regime, grow during horizon-crossing and then
freeze at a constant value afterwards. We note in par-
ticular that this apparent growth and the final freeze-
out value occurs where the super-horizon and horizon-
crossing runs overlap and at the same value for small am-
plitude A, suggesting that this process is largely caused
by linear-order dynamics; that is, the linear evolution of
the skewness by the time tf gives the same result as the
initial conditions set at the time tf for the same ran-
dom seed. Most of the growth in the stochastic skewness
signal can be understood as due to the evolution of the
power spectrum P (k) from the Bunch-Davies k−1 on sub-
horizon scales transforming to the super-horizon k−3 dur-
ing inflation. The skewness corresponds to a summation
over all the bispectrum from large to small physical scales
(normalised to the same with respect to P (k)2), where
the sum is equivalent to an integration over the measure
k2dk. This means that when the power spectrum is k−1,
there is more weight given to the highly populated large
k modes (with less “shot noise”), whereas later with k−3

there is greater weight at small k, enhancing the stochas-
tic noise contribution; hence, in linear theory, the tran-
sition shown in Fig. 10 from small to larger skewness
is a result of the power spectrum being transformed at
horizon-crossing.

The key signal revealing nonlinearity, therefore, is the
subtle growth in the skewness shown in Fig. 11 that arises
from increasing the amplitude A of the initial tensor
perturbations for an identical simulation with the same
random seed. Here, there is a discernible difference in
the skewness ∆S3 (and kurtosis ∆S4) above A > 100
which grows further with increasing amplitude A. We
note that the standard deviation σh of both measures on
the initial slice also increases. We conclude that this
a nonlinear evolutionary effect, which does not occur
for linear stochastic noise, and nor are these deviations
as obvious for the power spectrum P (k), which simply
grows with the expected A2. Finally, we note that for a
time after horizon-crossing, the tensor amplitude remains
“frozen”, indicating that it is a nonlinearly conserved
quantity, analogous to the scalar curvature perturbation
ζ which is nonlinearly conserved for single field inflation.
Note that we will undertake a quantitative study of non-
Gaussianity by estimating the tensoral bispectrum di-
rectly for a variety of inflationary scenarios in a future
publication [75].
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FIG. 11. The difference between the skew (a) and kurtosis (b) paths as a function of e-folds, for A = 25 (blue), 50 (orange),
100 (green), 250 (red), 500 (purple) and 1000 (brown), where in each case the difference is taken with respect to the A = 1
solution. For each data set, the mean (solid) and first standard deviation (filled bands) over random field configurations are
shown.

VI. SUMMARY AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Primordial non-Gaussian signals are expected to pro-
vide unique insights in the effort to uncover the true na-
ture of the inflationary epoch. In order to fully under-
stand how the coupling between different perturbations
alters the resulting spectral profile, we should include
terms at all orders in the equations of motion. Numerical
relativity allows us to solve Einstein’s equations entirely
non-perturbatively, so this enable classical gravitational
contributions at all orders to be included. Nevertheless,
inflation is expected to be a largely perturbative process,
and while nonlinear signals may allow us to distinguish
inflationary scenarios, these signals are expected to be
small relative to the background. This has necessitated
the development of a new set of tools for the use of NR
in cosmology, which are adapted to problems where non-
linear physics may play a relatively modest role and then
a significant role at different points in the evolution.

In this work, we have presented a gauge-independent
dictionary which translates between the perturbative de-
scription of inflation, and the fully-relativistic variables
of NR. We have used this dictionary with a straightfor-
ward gauge choice to develop a new version of the GR-
Chombo code which evolves tensoral perturbations on
an inflating background. We have validated the dynam-
ics of the inflationary background, in both the super-
horizon and horizon-crossing case. For tensor perturba-
tions with given inflationary initial conditions, we have
accurately matched the evolution of the two-point corre-
lator or power spectrum to the results of the Mukhanov-
Sasaki solution. Thus, we have demonstrated that our
NR simulation is able to match the evolution of gravita-
tional waves during inflation predicted by linear theory.
Furthermore, this investigation has presented a series of
tests which can be used to validate the accuracy of our
results, as well as other NR codes which evolve inflation-

ary spacetimes. Through these tests, we have uncovered
the presence of a k-dependent phase in the Mukhanov-
Sasaki solution which yields initial conditions for the lat-
tice simulations on sub-horizon scales that more closely
reproduce the power spectrum evolution from linear the-
ory.

We have analysed the behaviour of the energy and mo-
mentum constraints for a perturbative gravitational wave
background. We have found that these constraints are
initially second-order in magnitude or smaller, and re-
main stable or diminish, depending on the particular con-
straint diagnostic used. We have also demonstrated the
expected second-order convergence of the tensor power
evolution. We then gave a first look into how our pipeline
can be used to capture the emergence of non-Gaussian
signals from higher-order gravitational couplings to the
metric. We calculated the amplitude of the bispectrum,
encapsulated by the skewness parameter, for a series of
runs with different random configurations, and measured
the change in the amplitude of the bispectrum as we in-
creased the amplitude of these perturbations.

We will use this pipeline to investigate the emergence
of non-Gaussianity in models of inflation that exhibit
strong nonlinear dynamics, such as ultra slow-roll phases
(Ref. [10]). We also plan to combine our work with that
of Ref. [10], in order to create an NR program which
can evolve scalar and tensor perturbations together, in-
corporating their interaction fully into the equations of
motion. This will allow us to measure mixed bispec-
trum signals, such as ⟨ζζγ⟩, which may be dominant over
the tensor-only bispectrum in future observations. Once
this is complete, we will be able to combine our program
with the MODAL pipeline to produce full bispectrum
estimates which can be used to analyse next-generation
CMB data.
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Physical Review D 67, 104005 (2003).

[79] D. Alic, C. Bona-Casas, C. Bona, L. Rezzolla, and
C. Palenzuela, Physical Review D 85, 064040 (2012).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.023509
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/065
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/065
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/065
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07352
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07352
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aad7f0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aad7f0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10719
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/05/030
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/05/030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12547
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12547
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.023504
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.07604
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.07604
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/035
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.15122
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.219
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.219
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/013
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/013
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-92672-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-92672-8
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/9712019
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9712019
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.03372
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2409.01939
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2409.01939
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.01939
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.01939
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.103524
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.103524
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.2977
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.2977
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(92)90044-Z
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.78.1
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.78.1
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/9810065
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/9810065
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9810065
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.5428
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/0405109
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.gr-qc/0405109
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0405109
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139193344
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139193344
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac6fa9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac6fa9
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10567
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10567
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.600
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.600
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/13/3/006
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/13/3/006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.16143
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.023501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.023501
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.01673
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.01673
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1305.7226
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.7226
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.123510
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.123510
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/11/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/11/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/11/015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.063521
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.063521
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09163
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09163
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acb883
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03125
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/12/032
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/12/032
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/12/032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.1642
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083523
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083523
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833887
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833887
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06211
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.063511
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.1730
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.1730
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01830
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01830
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01830
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01830
https://arxiv.org/abs/in preparation
https://doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2004.840301
https://doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2004.840301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.104005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.064040


21

Appendix A: Modulus/argument decomposition of
the MS solutions

In order to properly use the GRF generation method
described in Sec. IVB, we must first break Eqns. (17)
and (18) into modulus-argument form:

hs(k) = Mhe
iθh ,

ḣs(k) = Mḣe
iθḣ .

The moduli Mh and Mḣ can be used as the basis for the
Rayleigh draw. These moduli are given simply by the
square root of the corresponding power spectrum. The
argument can be found by splitting the complex expo-
nential into sines and cosines using Euler’s formula. Let
k′ = k/H0. Then

θh = arctan
(

cos(k′)+k′ sin(k′)
k′ cos(k′)−sin(k′)

)
θḣ = − arctan

(
cos(k′)
sin(k′)

)
.

Note that one must use the arctan which takes into ac-
count the sign of the numerator and denominator.

Appendix B: Construction of plus/cross basis in
Fourier space

Since we will be generating the perturbation field hij

on the lattice, we will need a method of determining ϵsij
at each point in the box, as a function of k, the three-
dimensional wavenumber. For each point in the box,
let k = (i, j, k) represent the propagation of a particu-
lar gravitational wave, where i, j, and k are integers in
the interval (0, N − 1).20 We now choose m̂ and n̂ such

that they are orthogonal to k̂ and to each other. Note
that there exists a degeneracy in the choice of m̂ and n̂,
and therefore we must choose a particular construction
of these vectors.

Let m̂ = k̂× (0, 0, k). Then m̂ and n̂ can be expressed
in terms of the integer coordinates as

m̂ =
(j,−i, 0)√
i2 + j2

n̂ =
(i k, j k, i2 + j2)√

k2(i2 + j2) + (i2 + j2)2
, (B1)

using the fact that n̂ = k̂ × m̂. Note that this choice
is only valid where i, j, k > 0, which I will call region
1. There are three other regions in which we will need
to choose a different set of m̂ and n̂ : (2) k > 0 but

20 In order to avoid confusion, I will denote the unit distance along
the third axis in k space as k, and write the magnitude of k as
|k|.

i = j = 0; (3) k = 0 but j > 0; and (4) k = j = 0 but
i > 0. In two of these regions, the choice can be made

trivially: for region 2, k̂ = (0, 0, 1) and thus,

m̂ = (1, 0, 0), n̂ = (0, 1, 0). (B2)

In region 4, k̂ = (1, 0, 0) and thus

m̂ = (0, 1, 0), n̂ = (0, 0, 1). (B3)

Now we simply choose a construction for region 3. In this

case, let m̂ = k̂× (i+ j, 0, 0). Then

m̂ = (0, 0,−1), n̂ = (−j,i,0)√
i2+j2

. (B4)

Note that we can generate a new choice of decomposi-
tion by rotating m̂ and n̂. Let α ∈ (0, 2π). Then the new
basis

m̂′ = cos(α)m̂+ sin(α)n̂, n̂′ = − sin(α)m̂+ cos(α)n̂

can also be used to construct a valid set of basis tensors
ϵ+ij and ϵ×ij .

Appendix C: Fourier conventions in FFTW

The Fourier conventions given in Sec. II C represent
the standard QFT normalisation of the Fourier trans-
form. We implemented our Fourier transform with the
FFTW package (Ref. [76]), which is designed to trans-
form “unitless” grids. This appendix lays out how we
can transform to and from the FFTW conventions and
the QFT conventions.
As we require that the perturbation field hij(x) be real,

we use the “r2c” and “c2r” Fourier transforms available
in the FFTW package. These functions neatly take care
of the Hermitian symmetry necessary to form a real field.
As an example, the 1-dimensional “c2r” Fourier trans-
form calculates

Yl =

N−1∑
j=0

∆j Xje
2π(jl)

√
−1/N , (C1)

where j ∈ [0, N − 1] and l ∈ [0, N − 1] are the unitless
Fourier and configuration space axes, respectively. We
want to find a way to transform this into the standard
discrete QFT transform,

Yxl
=

N−1∑
j=0

∆kj Xkj eikjxl (C2)

where kj = 2πj/L and xl = l · D for D = L/N. This
will require two normalisations, one for the change of
variables j → k in the IFT, and one for the change of
variables x → l in the FT.
We start with the IFT, Eqn. (C1). We will change

variables in the integral into the QFT unitful variables,
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then use the resulting norm as a multiplicative constant
on the output of the FFTW algorithm.

First, note that we can transform j → k using

k =
2πj

L
=

2πj

N ·D
= Kj

1

D

where we’ve defined the intermediate unitless mode mag-
nitude to be Kj = 2πj/N. Thus

Y(l) =
N−1∑
j=0

∆j Xje
2π(jl)

√
−1/N =

N

2π

N−1∑
j=0

∆Kj XKj
eiKj l.

where the pre-factor comes from the discrete measure.
Now we use

∆kj =
1

D
∆Kj and l =

xl

D

to convert to a unitful mode integrand:

N

2π

N−1∑
j=0

∆Kj XKj
eiKj l = D

N

2π

N−1∑
j=0

∆kj Xkj
eiKjxl/D

=
L

2π

N−1∑
j=0

∆kj Xkj
eikjxl .

This gives

Yxl
≡

N−1∑
j=0

∆kj Xkj
eikjxl =

2π

L
Yl

where we’ve just moved the conversion factor to the LHS
of the above set of equations.21

We can repeat this process for the “r2c” FT,

Xj =

N−1∑
l=0

∆l Yle
−i(2πlj)/N .

Using ∆l = ∆xl/D gives

Xj =
1

D

N−1∑
l=0

∆xl Yxl
e−ixl(2πj/ND) =

1

D

N−1∑
l=0

∆xl Yxl
e−ixlkj

which means

Xkj
= Xj ·D.

We can generalise this easily to three dimensions by
raising the transformation factor to the power of the
number of dimensions:

Yxl
=

(
2π

L

)3

Yl (C3)

Xkj
=

(
L

N

)3

· Xj. (C4)

21 Recall that Y(l) is the output of the “c2r” algorithm acting on a
field given with a unitless argument.

Appendix D: The effect of KO dissipation on spectra

NR simulations of highly curved spacetimes often use
constraint damping to stay close to the desired solution
surface. This can come in the form of Kreiss-Oliger dis-
sipation (see Ref. [77]) or from the damping terms built
into the CCZ4 formalism, another formulation of the
ADM equations which is also used in GRChombo (see
Refs. [59, 78, 79] for reviews).
However, dissipation can leave non-physical markers

on perturbative systems, where precision in the solu-
tion is essential. To demonstrate this effect, we ran the
horizon-crossing case with various levels of KO dissipa-
tion, encapsulated by the unitless parameter σKO. We
performed this run with a very light window, given by
the window parameters

k∗ = 50 · 2π
L

≈ 0.1 mpl, ϵ = 100,

where N = 64, in order to best illustrate the effects of
damping on high modes.
Fig. 12 shows the spectrum on the final slice, for pa-

rameter choices σKO = 0.3, 0.1 and 0.05. We began by
testing σKO = 0.3, as this window value is typical of black
hole simulations. We note the distinct behaviour at high
k, where a relatively high value of σKO can strongly sup-
press some modes below the Nyquist bump, appearing
here at k ∼ 0.08 mpl.
Lower values of σKO may be useful in damping power

near the Nyquist frequency, as long as the parameter
choice is appropriate for the physical spectrum evolved.
This parameter must be chosen carefully, however; KO
dissipation is dynamical, and thus it’s impact on the re-
sulting signal would be more difficult to disentangle from
the physical dynamical processes one has set out to study,
compared to “static” damping techniques such as apply-

0.005 0.010 0.050 0.100

10-8

10-4

1

k mp l

P
h

FIG. 12. Comparison of the plus (solid) and cross (dashed)
power spectra on the final slice, for σKO = 0.3 (green/red),
σKO = 0.1 (purple/brown), and σKO = 0.05 (light
blue/yellow), compared to a run where KO dissipation was
not used (dark blue/yellow).
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ing a window function on the initial data. This consider-
ation is often unnecessary for black hole simulations, as

the modes of interest tend to be significantly lower than
the range of KO dissipation.
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