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The dynamical realisation of the equation of state p+ρ = 0 is studied. A non-pathological

dynamics for the perturbations of such a system mimicking a dynamical cosmological con-

stant (DCC) requires to go beyond the perfect fluid paradigm. It is shown that an anisotropic

stress must be always present. The Hamiltonian of the system in isolation resembles the one

of a Pais-Uhlenbeck oscillator and linear stability requires that it cannot be positive definite.

The dynamics of linear cosmological perturbations in a DCC dominated Universe is studied

in detail showing that when DCC is minimally coupled to gravity no dramatic instability is

present. In contrast to what happens in a cosmological constant dominated Universe, the

non-relativistic matter contrast is no longer constant and exhibits an oscillator behaviour at

small scales while it grows weakly at large scales. In the gravitational waves sector, at small

scales, the amplitude is still suppressed as the inverse power of the scale factor while it grows

logarithmically at large scales. Also the vector modes propagate, though no growing mode

is found.

I. INTRODUCTION

We still do not know the nature of dark energy that is driving the present acceleration of

our Universe, recent observations (see for instance [1]) are consistent with the LCDM model that

represents the simplest option. The motivations to go beyond a cosmological constant are two

fold: from a phenomenological point of view, it is important to keep our options open in the case

observations show any sizeable deviation from the “vanilla” scenario; from a theoretical perspective,

it is rather challenging to come up with a dynamical dark energy model. In a Friedman-Robertson-

Walker (FRW) geometry to get into an accelerated expansion regime, the strong energy condition

(SEC) must be violated and the equation of state corresponding to a cosmological constant already

saturates the null energy condition (NEC), the weakest of all energy conditions. If one pushes

past NEC in the region w < −1, the scale factor explodes at a finite time and generically small

perturbations will trigger instabilities [2]. In the present paper we will focus on the case w = −1,

studying what are the constraints on a general self-gravitating medium that saturates the NEC
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(w = −1) in order that the dynamics of its elementary excitations are healthy. It turns out that

more degrees of freedom of the ones present in a perfect fluid are needed. The approach that we

follow is to effectively describe the dark energy medium by four scalar fields minimally coupled

with gravity fluctuating around a non-trivial background. Such phonon-like fluctuations can be

interpreted as the Goldstone bosons for the spontaneously broken translations; as a consequence,

the low energy dynamics of the fluctuations is dictated by the symmetry breaking pattern. The

bottom line is that, given the most general non-dissipative medium with w = −1, the requirement

of a healthy dynamics for its elementary excitations selects a supersolid that will be our model

for a dynamical cosmological constant (DCC). In a FRW Universe dominated by such a DCC, the

dynamics of perturbation is rather different from LCDM and will be studied in detail.

The outline of the paper is the following. In section II, starting from the issues of k-essence,

we study the dynamical and stabilities properties of a generic self-gravitating medium described

in terms of four scalar fields that corresponds to the four independent phonon-like modes. Section

III is devoted to cosmological perturbations in Universe dominated by a DCC. The impact of dark

energy on structure formation at linear order in perturbation theory is discussed in section IV.

The propagation of gravitational waves is described in section V, while section VI is devoted to

the study of vector modes. The conclusions are drawn in section VII.

II. DYNAMICAL COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT AS A SELF-GRAVITATING

MEDIUM

In cosmology the description of matter as some sort of fluid has been rather successful and it

is natural to follow the same approach also for dark energy. In its simplest form, dark energy can

be defined as a component that, in the contest of a homogeneous FRW Universe, contributes with

an energy momentum tensor (EMT) of a perfect fluid [3]

Tµν = (p+ ρ)uµuν + p gµν ; (1)

where p is the pressure and ρ is the energy density, such that p = w ρ with w < −1/3, see [4, 5]

for a recent discussion. In the case of a cosmological constant Λ: no additional degrees of freedom

are present, w is −1 and the EMT is proportional to the metric with ρ = Λ. Actually, if one

sets w = −1 in (1), the conservation of the EMT tensor gives automatically ρ = constant. In the

following we will focus on the case w = −1, the most challenging to realize dynamically.

A better physical insight can be obtained by considering a generic k-essence [6, 7] scalar field

theory with Lagrangian [8] K(X, Φ), where X = −1
2g

µν∂µΦ∂νΦ and with an EMT of the form (1).
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In a standard homogeneous and isotropic FRW cosmology, at the background level, denoting by a

the scale factor, the k-essence field has a profile of the form

Φ = ϕ(t) , X = X̄ =
1

2
ϕ̇2 ; (2)

with

ρ̄ = 2 X̄ K̄X − K̄ , p̄ = K̄ ; (3)

where t is the physical time, the bar stands for the background value, while KX , KΦ denote the

partial derivative of K with respect to X and Φ respectively. The time derivative with respect

to physical time is denoted by a dot. Cosmological perturbations in FRW Universe dominated by

k-essence are discussed in appendix A. Imposing w = −1 gives

X̄ K̄X = 0 . (4)

Consider the following shift transformation

Φ → Φ+ constant . (5)

Unless K is invariant under (5) and then it depends only on X, eq. (4) and the equation of motion

require that ϕ̇ = 0. However, as it is shown in appendix A, when ϕ̇ = 0 the dynamics of linear

perturbations is pathological: both the kinetic and mass terms vanish signalling strong coupling;

in addition, both δp and δρ also vanish. In the case K is shift symmetric, the kinetic term for

the scalar field perturbation is not identically zero, however this time the speed of sound is zero

unless higher derivative terms are introduced [9]. A possibility that will be not discussed here

is to consider a scalar tensor theory where the scalar field is not minimally coupled to gravity

(see for instance [10–12]); we just note that passing solar system tests [13] requires some sort of

screening mechanism and the measurement of the propagation speed of gravitational waves [14]

put significant constraints [15–17] on such theories.

Before proceeding further, one might argue that focusing on a background that saturates the

null energy condition is not terribly important phenomenologically. After all, though our Universe

is dominated by dark energy, different subdominant components are present and thus w is not

exactly one. The point is that if the equation of state of dark energy is w = −1, the total energy

density ρ̄tot and the total pressure p̄tot are such that the value of ρ̄tot+ p̄tot will get closer and closer

to zero as times goes by. The only case where the present discussion is not phenomenologically

relevant is when w ̸= −1. In such a case a simple scalar field theory provides a compelling and

simple viable model of dynamical dark energy.
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A different avenue is to consider dark energy with w = −1 as a self-gravitating medium more

general than a perfect fluid. In general, a perfect fluid (see [18, 19] for recent reviews) can be

described in terms of three degrees of freedom (DoF) obtained from the decomposition of the fluid

velocity into a longitudinal and transverse part. All the fluid properties can be derived from an

action principle based on three scalar fields {Φa , a = 1, 2, 3} [20–22] that can be interpreted as

the Eulerian coordinates of a fluid element; for a recent discussion see [23, 24]. The Lagrangian U

can be taken as a function of

b = (Det[Bab])1/2 , Bab = gµν ∂µΦ
a ∂νΦ

b , a, b = 1, 2, 3 . (6)

The Lagrangian U(b) has a large internal symmetry corresponding to volume preserving internal

diffeomorphisms

Φa → Ψa(Φb), Det

(
∂Ψa

∂Φb

)
= 1 , (7)

and it describes a perfect barotropic fluid with 4-velocity

uµ = − ϵµναβ

6 b
√
−g

ϵabc ∂νΦ
a ∂αΦ

b ∂βΦ
c , u2 = −1 , (8)

and uµ∂µΦ
a = 0. The EMT is given by (1) with

p = U − b Ub , ρ = −U . (9)

The volume preserving reparametrization symmetry (7) implies that only the volume of fluid ele-

ments matters in a physical configuration. A more general fluid system can be obtained by adding

a superfluid component whose velocity is the gradient of an additional scalar field Φ0. As a re-

sult, two new operators with a single derivative acting on the scalar fields and invariant under the

volume preserving reparametrization symmetry (7) exist

y = uµ∂µΦ
0 , χ = (−gµν∂µΦ0∂νΦ

0)1/2 . (10)

The velocity of the superfluid component has zero vorticity and is given by

vµ = χ−1 ∂µΦ
0 . (11)

The Lagrangian of the form U(b, y, χ) describes a fluid-superfluid system. The most general non-

dissipative self-gravitating medium can be described by the same four scalar fields by giving up

the large symmetry (7) and requiring invariance only under internal spatial rotations

Φa → Ra
b Φ

b, a, b = 1, 2, 3 R ∈ SO(3). (12)
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The additional operators that break (7) and are invariant under (12) can be chosen as

τ1 = Tr(BBB) , τY =
Tr(BBB2)

τ21
, τZ =

Tr(BBB3)

τ31
; (13)

where BBB is the 3x3 matrix with matrix elements Bab given in (6). In the framework of effective

field theories [25–28], we arrive to the action for the most general non-dissipative self-gravitating

medium given in terms of four scalar fields {ΦA, A = 0, 1, 2, 3} of the form [29]

SDE = M2
pl

∫
d4x

√
−g U(b, y, χ, τY , τZ) . (14)

The action (14) is the leading order term in a derivative expansion and it is a sort of generalised

k-essence with the symmetries (12) and ΦA → ΦA + constant, and it will be our model for a

dynamical cosmological constant.

The energy-momentum tensor (EMT) has the form

M−2
pl Tµν = (U − b Ub)gµν + (y Uy − b Ub)uµ uν + χUχ vµ vν +Q(Y )

µν UτY +Q(Z)
µν UτZ ; (15)

with

vµ = χ−1 ∂µΦ
0 ; (16)

Q(Y )
µν = 2

(
1

τ21
∂µΦ

a ∂νΦ
bBab − τY

τ1
∂µΦ

a ∂νΦ
a

)
; (17)

Q(Z)
µν = 3

(
1

τ31
∂µΦ

a ∂νΦ
b
(
B2

)ab − τZ
τ1
∂µΦ

a ∂νΦ
a

)
. (18)

When Φa fluctuates around a background proportional to x⃗, while Φ0 has a time-dependent back-

ground, the EMT describes a medium with mechanical and thermodynamical properties determined

by the internal symmetries of the action (14), as discussed in [27, 28]. The action (14) is also related

to massive gravity [27]. In flat space or in a spatially flat FRW spacetime we have the following

background values

Φ̄a = xa , Φ̄0 = ϕ(t)

b̄ = χ̄ = ȳ = 1 ūµ = v̄µ , Q̄(Z)
µν = Q̄(Y )

µν = 0 .
(19)

Thus, the background EMT is the one of a perfect fluid with

ρ̄ = −U + χ̄ Uχ + ȳ Uy , p̄ = U − b̄ Ub . (20)

Depending on che choice of U , different equations of state for the medium can be considered; for

instance one can take

U(b, y, χ, τY , τZ) ≡ b1+w Uw(b
−w χ, b−w y, τY , τZ) , (21)
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then from (20) one gets that p̄ = w ρ̄.

In general, the linear dynamical stability in Minkowski space and in a FRW Universe is closely

related to the equation of state of the medium [2, 30, 31]. In flat space, exploiting internal and

spatial rotational invariance, the fluctuations π0 and πl of the scalar fields around their background

configurations are defined as [32]

Φ0 = t+ π0 , Φa = δai
(
xi + ∂iπl + πiT

)
, ∂iπ

i
T = 0. (22)

The dynamics of the vector modes πiT will be studied in section VI. The fields π0 and πl can be

interpreted as the Goldstone boson for broken translation.

Before digging into the study of the general case, one may wonder whether all the four scalar

fields are mandatory, namely if dealing with the most general medium is really needed. By turning

off all operators excepts χ, we get the Lagrangian U(χ) that describes a perfect irrotational fluid

and we are back to the case of a shift symmetric k-essence already discussed (see also [24]). When

only b is present, only the fields {Φa, a = 1, 2, 3} are needed; unfortunately when w = −1 both the

longitudinal πl and the transverse vector πiT do not propagate [24]. Consider next the case where

only the operators b and y are present: U(b, y) has still the large internal symmetry (7) and it

represents a non-barotropic perfect fluid; again the dynamics of transverse and longitudinal modes

is pathological when p + ρ = 0 [24]. Finally, let us consider the case of pure solid-like medium;

the internal symmetry (7) is not present, the Lagrangian is of the form U(b, τY , τZ) and only the

three scalar fields {Φa, a = 1, 2, 3} are needed. From the expansion at the quadratic level of (14)

in which y and χ are omitted we get [33]

L(2)
solid =

(p̄+ ρ̄) k2

2
π̇l

2 + k4M2
pl (M4 −M2)π

2
l ; (23)

the parameters {MA, A = 0, 1, 2, 4} can be expressed in terms of the derivatives of U whose form

can be found in appendix B. Once again, when p̄+ ρ̄ = 0 , the kinetic term vanishes. As a result, in

order to have a non-pathological dynamics for the dark energy sector perturbations, all four scalar

fields are needed and the action (14) describes a medium that is not a perfect fluid nor a perfect

solid but a combination of a solid with a superfluid component (supersolid).

Let us now consider the general case and focus on scalar modes; their dynamics at the linear level

is described by the following Lagrangian in Fourier space obtained from the quadratic expansion

of (14)

L(2) =
M2

pl

2

[
φ̇tKφ̇+ 2φtDφ̇− φtMφ

]
, φt = (k2 πl, k π0) ; (24)
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where

K =

 M1+M−2
pl (p̄+ρ̄)

k2
0

0 2M0
k2

 , D =

 0 (M1−2M0)
2k

− (M1−2M0)
2k 0

 ,

M =

 2
3 (2M2 − 3M0) 0

0 −M1

 .

(25)

When w > −1, e.g. ρ̄ + p̄ > 0, stability is rather standard and the Hamiltonian is positive

definite [30]. However this is not the case when w = −1; the condition for K > 0 conflicts with

M > 0. The best one can do is to reduce the dynamics to independent “normal modes” of the form

exp
(
cs1/2t

)
and require that the sound speeds cs1/2 are real, avoiding instabilities. As discussed

in detail in [34], the procedure is the following: by a suitable field redefinition, one can always put

the Lagrangian (24) in the standard form in which K and M are diagonal

D → D =

 0 d

−d 0

 , M →M =

m2
1 0

0 m2
2

 ; (26)

with

d =
k (M1 − 2M0)

2
√
2
√
M0

√
M1

, m2
1 =

2k2 (2M2 − 3M0)

3M1
, m2

2 = −k
2M1

2M0
. (27)

The system (24), studied in [34], is rather peculiar due to the presence of the antisymmetric matrix

D that mixes φ with its time derivative and falls under the class of gyroscopic systems [35]. By

using a suitable canonical transformation (Π, φ) → (Πc, φc), the Hamiltonian H associated to (24)

can be diagonalized, however its form crucially depends on the signs of m2
1 and m2

2. The standard

case of a positive definite energy is realised when m2
1/2 > 0 and the diagonal form of H is the sum

of two harmonic oscillators. Unfortunately, this is impossible when w = −1; indeed, taking K > 0

which is equivalent to M1, M0 > 0, leads to m2
1/2 < 0. The Hamiltonian can be written as the

difference of two harmonic oscillators [36]

H =
ω1

2

(
Π2

c1 + φ2
c1

)
− ω2

2

(
Π2

c2 + φ2
c2

)
, (28)

where

ω2
1,2 =

1

2

(
4d2 +m2

1 +m2
2 ±

√(
m2

1 +m2
2 + 4d2

)2 − 4m2
1m

2
2

)
. (29)

When the Hamiltonian is not positive definite, linear stability requires that [37] ω1/2 > 0 and leads

to

m2
1,2 < 0, d2 ≥

(√
−m2

1 +
√
−m2

2

)2

4
; (30)
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By considering (27), from (30) one gets

M0 >
2

3
M2 , M1 > 0, M1 +

√
M2

0 − 2M0M2

3
< M0 . (31)

When w = −1, necessary conditions for stability are:

• the dynamical cosmological constant must have a non-trivial anisotropic stress [38] M2 ̸= 0;

• the total Hamiltonian cannot be positive definite.

An alternative equivalent form of the above inequalities is obtained by setting [39]

ω2
1 = k2 c2s1 , ω2

2 = k2 c2s2 ; (32)

then

0 < c2s1 , c
2
s2 < 1 , M2 > 0 , M1 > 0 . (33)

Once (31) or (33) are satisfied, the solutions of the equations of motion show the standard oscillator-

like behaviour for both π0 and πl. Let us point out that taking the limit of zero anisotropic stress,

namely M2 → 0, one gets

lim
M2→0

ω2
1/2 = −k2 , (34)

which leads to an exponential instability. Such a limit is naturally obtained by taking the La-

grangian for the medium of the form U(b, y, χ); the symmetry (7) associated with a perfect fluid

is present and the Lagrangian describes a coupled system of a fluid and a superfluid. It follows

that the solid component is essential to avoid exponential instability. The results are summarised

in table I.

It is worth to point out that the Hamiltonian (28) is closely related to the one of the Pais-

Uhlenbeck oscillator [40]. Originally, Pais and Uhlenbeck studied a higher derivative system as

a model, trying to improve the high energy behaviour of interacting relativistic quantum field

theories. The fate of system like (28) at the classical and quantum level when interactions are

introduced has become a subject of a number of recent studies. In the present investigation we

are interested to the classical behaviour of a system with an Hamiltonian of the form (28). The

question is what happens to the perfectly stable system like (24) when it is coupled with other

degrees of freedom. The fear is that exponentially fast instabilities can develop by turning on a

small interaction that allows energy exchange with a system that has an unbounded from bellow
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TABLE I. The dynamical properties of fluctuation of the various media considered when the background

pressure and density satisfy p̄+ ρ̄ = 0. The number of degrees of freedom is split into scalar and transverse

vector modes.

Lagrangian Medium Type DoF Properties

U(χ) superfluid 1 zero kinetic term

U(b) perfect barotropic fluid 2+1 zero kinetic term

U(b, y) perfect fluid 2+1 zero kinetic term

U(b, y, χ) fluid/superfluid 2+2 zero kinetic term

U(b, τY , τZ) solid 2+1 zero kinetic term

U(b, y, χ, τY , τZ) supersolid 2+2 healthy dynamics

Hamiltonian; however such instabilities are not necessarily present [41–43]. In the contest of

dark energy, gravity naturally provides an indirect interaction between dark energy and standard

matter. Actually gravitational (Jeans) instability triggers structures formation; in particular such

mechanism is very efficient during matter domination while it stops when the Universe enters in

a phase of cosmological constant domination. The natural question is what happens when the

cosmological constant is replaced by the dynamical model of dark energy described by (14) with

w = −1. The rest of the paper is devoted to answer this question by using linear cosmological

perturbations to study the impact of DCC on structure formation and on the propagation of

gravitational waves and vector modes.

III. COSMOLOGICAL PERTURBATIONS: DARK ENERGY DOMINATION

Consider now the evolution of cosmological perturbations in a Universe dominated by the dark

energy component described by (14) with w = −1; standard matter and radiation will give a

subdominant contribution that will be neglected here. By using the Newtonian gauge and the

conformal time tc for the scale factor a, the scalar part of the metric perturbations can be written

as

ds2 = a2
[
−(1 + 2Ψ)dt2c + (1− 2Φ)δij dx

idxj
]
, (35)

while the scalar perturbations of the dark energy sector read

Φi = xi + ∂iπl , Φ0 = ϕ(tc) + π0 . (36)

In the scalar sector there are two independent modes that can be taken to be πl and π0. When

w = −1 is set in (21), the parameters {MA , A = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4} are time independent and moreover
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they satisfy the following relations [44]

M4

M0
= 1 , M2 − 3(M3 −M4) = 0 . (37)

The Einstein equations are given by

Gµν = 8πGTµν , (38)

where the RHS is given by (15). At the linear level, the EMT can be written as

T (DE)
µν = T̄ (DE)

µν + T 1(DE)
µν ; (39)

where T̄
(DE)
µν is the EMT of perfect fluid with background pressure and energy density given by (20);

for a dark energy dominated era Tµν ≈ T
(DE)
µν . The explicit form of the linear order perturbation

T
1(DE)
µν of T

(DE)
µν can be found in appendix C. We stress again that, when perturbations are taken

into account, T
(DE)
µν has not the form of a perturbed perfect fluid. The presence of the operator χ

built out Φ0 breaks the internal symmetry: Φ0 → Φ0 + f(Φa); when this is the case M1 ̸= 0 and

then the two scalar perturbations πl and π0 both propagate. Notice that, when M1 ̸= 0, even if

w = −1, still T
1(DE)
0i ̸= 0 and the medium has a non-trivial velocity. Moreover T

(DE)
µν features a

non-trivial anisotropic stress proportional to M2. With respect to the previous section the change

in the equations of motion for πl and π0 are due to the effect of the gravitational background

and the presence of the gravitational fluctuations. At the background level we get the standard

relations

3H2 = 8πGa2 ρ̄ , H2 + 2H′ = −8πGa2 p̄ ; (40)

where ’ denotes the derivative with respect to the conformal time tc and H = a′/a is the Hubble

parameter in conformal time. In accordance with (20), ρ̄ and p̄ are given by

ρ̄ = −aU − ϕ′ (Uy + Uχϕ
′)

8πaG
, p̄ =

a3U − Ub

8πa3G
. (41)

The conservation of the EMT at the background level gives

ϕ′′ − (M0 + 3M4)Hϕ′

M0
= 0 . (42)

In the case of w = −1, H2 − H′ = 0 and the relations (37) hold; from (42) we get

ϕ′ = a4 + constant . (43)
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From now on we will focus on the case w = −1 and thus the EMT is the dynamical generalisation

of a cosmological constant. By using the linearised Einstein equations, one can express the metric

perturbations in terms of πl and π0; in particular

2 a2M2 πl − Φ+Ψ = 0 , (44)

and

Φ =
(
2a2M0 + k2

)−1
[
a2πlM0

(
k2 − 2a2M2

)
− 3

2
a2M1Hπ′l +

3π0M1H
2a2

− M0π
′
0

a2

]
. (45)

As expected, the presence of the solid component triggers a non-vanishing anisotropic stress even

in the scalar sector; as a result, the difference between the two scalar Bardeen potentials is pro-

portional to πl, that is relevant for the propagation of CMB photons. The EMT conservation,

together with (44) and (45), can be used to get the following dynamical equations for πl and π0

π′′l + 2H
(
2− 3a2M0

2a2M0 + k2

)
π′l + 2

[
10a2M0M2 + (2M2 − 3M0)k

2
]

3M1(2a2M0 + k2)
k2 πl +

6M0H
a2 (2a2M0 + k2)

π0

+

[
k2(2M0 −M1)− 2a2M0M1

]
a4M1(2a2M0 + k2)

π′0 = 0 ; (46)

π′′0 −
(

k2

2a2M0 + k2
+ 3

)
H π′0 −

[
a2M1

(
3H2

2a2M0 + k2
+ 1

)
+
k2M1

2M0

]
π0

2a6H
[
10a2M0M2 + k2 (4M2 −M0)

]
2a2M0 + k2

πl

+

[
a4k2 (M1 − 2M0)

2M0
+ a6

(
3M1H2

2a2M0 + k2
+M1 + 2M2

)]
π′l = 0 . (47)

The presence of terms with the momentum k in the denominators is due to the eliminations of Ψ

and Φ in favor of πl and π0 using (44) and (45). The scale factor during dark energy domination,

expressed in conformal time tc, is the one of de Sitter spacetime

a(tc) =
1

1−H0tc
, tc ∈ [0, H−1

0 ) . (48)

The present epoch corresponds to an epoch of dark energy domination that starts at the conven-

tional time tc = tc0 = 0 and follows matter domination [45]. The value of the constant H0 is set to

be the present value of the Hubble parameter. To simplify the form of the scale factor is convenient

to redefine the conformal time according to: tc = τ +H−1
0 with τ ∈ [−H−1

0 , 0); then

a(τ) = − 1

H0 τ
. (49)

The form (49) for the scale factor in dS corresponds to a spatially flat section; this is the most

natural choice, given the overwhelming evidence that the spatial curvature is negligible before dark

energy domination.
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At level of linear cosmological perturbations, the effect of gravity manifests itself as non-local

modifications (in space) of the equations of motion for πl and π0 with respect to the ones founded

in the previous section. As expected, in the very small scale limit (large k) we recover the flat

space case. We refer to a large scale when the physical wavelength λph ∼ a/k is much bigger then

the dS curvature scale H−1
0 , namely x = k |τ | ≪ 1, and to a small scale when x ≫ 1. A mode k

crosses the dS “horizon” when k|τ | = 1. Basically all the modes of physical interest will cross the

dS horizon, eventually. As a reference, a comoving scale with k = keq = 1
210

2H0 ∼ 10−2 Mpc−1

that has crossed the FLRW horizon [46] at matter and radiation equality, will become superhorizon

again during the dS phase at τeq = −2H−1
0 10−2.

It is useful to define

MA = H2
0 cA , A = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 . (50)

A. Large Scales

One can decouple (46-47) by transforming them in two fourth-order independent equations for

π0 and πl. For large scales, the fourth-order independent equation for πl is Euler-like and reads

πl
(4) − 4

t
πl

(3) +
2 (c2 + 4)

t2
π′′l − 4 (3c2 + 2)

t3
π′l +

20c2
t4

πl = 0 (51)

and can be easily solved

πl = α1 (−H0 τ)
1
2(3−

√
9−8c2) + α2 (−H0 τ)

1
2(3+

√
9−8c2) + α3(H0 τ)

2 − α4(H0 τ)
5 . (52)

For typical values of c2, the only growing mode is the one proportional to the integration constant

α1. For large scales, the equation satisfied by π0 is more complicated and takes the form

π0
(4) +

16

t
π0

(3) +
2 (2c2 + 34)

t2
π′′0 +

8 (c2 + 9)

t3
π′0 −

2
(
4c22 + 7c1c2 + 42c1

)
k2

3c1t2
π0 = 0 . (53)

The solution of the above equation can be given in terms of generalised hypergeometric functions;

in the limit x≪ 1, omitting the non-growing terms, it takes the form

π0 =
γ1

(kτ)3
+

γ3

(−kτ)
1
2(7+

√
9−8c2)

+
γ4

(−kτ)
1
2(7−

√
9−8c2)

. (54)

From (45), given the growing character of the scalar field perturbations, we also get a growing

mode for Φ

Φ =
H2

0 CΦ

k2
a

1
2(

√
9−8c2+1) ; (55)
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where CΦ is a combination of k−dependent integration constants and the {cA} defined in (50); as

usual, non-growing terms have been neglected. The coupling with gravity induces a growth of the

scalar perturbation at large scales during the dS phase dominated by the DCC (14). The above

result is very different form LCDM where Φ is constant or decreasing during matter (radiation)

domination and Λ domination. Superhorizon modes suffer from gauge ambiguities, and, as dis-

cussed in the appendix D, the fields of πl, π0, Ψ and Φ in the Newtonian gauge can be extended

to gauge invariant quantities in a generic gauge and thus are physical.

B. Small scales

In the opposite limit: x ≫ 1, at the leading order, both the forth-order equations assume the

very same form as in flat space which leads to pure oscillating solutions

πa = β(1)a eics1 τ + β(2)a eics2 τ + β(3)a e−ics1 τ + β(4)a e−ics2 τ , a = 0, l . (56)

Of course of among the eight integration constants β
(i)
a , only four are independent and can be

determined from the initial conditions for π0 and πl. As expected, we recover the oscillating

behaviour of flat space for wavelengths much smaller than the dS curvature scale.

C. Numerics

In order to follow the evolution of perturbations at a generic scale, one can numerically integrate

the equations of motion and compare them, when it is possible, with the corresponding analytical

expressions. We use the following initial conditions:

π0(−H−1
0 ) = πl(−H−1

0 ) = 10−3, π0(−H−1
0 )′ = πl(−H−1

0 )′ = 0 , (57)

and the numerical values of the parameters:

c0 = 0.506, c1 = 0.266, c2 = 0.6 ⇒ c21s = 0.7142, c22s = 0.2933 . (58)

Figure 1 shows the scalar fields perturbations for a large scale mode, while figure 2 shows the case

of an intermediate scale.

Finally, figure 3 depicts the scalar field perturbations for a mode of the order of keq.

Moving from large to small scales, consistently with the analytical solution (56), an oscillatory

regime sets in. As we shall see, the small scale oscillation of dark energy leaves an imprint on

matter perturbations. One might have feared that any external coupling of a system with free



14

-1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2

τ

H0

0.0002

0.0004

0.0006

0.0008

0.0010

πl

-1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2

τ

H0

-5000

-4000

-3000

-2000

-1000

π0

FIG. 1. The functions πl and π0 computed numerically (dashed) and analytically (thick) for k = 10−3H0.
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FIG. 2. The functions πl and π0 computed numerically for k = 10H0.
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FIG. 3. The functions πl and π0 computed numerically for k = 102H0.

Hamiltonian (28) might trigger a catastrophic instability; however this is not the case, at least

when the system is minimally coupled to gravity: in an expanding universe is present only a

power-law growth that resembles a Jeans-like instability. This behavior differs from the standard

gravitational instability in the presence of ordinary matter, where the growth of perturbations

takes place on subhorizon scales.
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IV. STRUCTURE FORMATION AND DARK ENERGY

Once dark energy perturbations are known, the behaviour of standard matter perturbations

with a constant equation of state wm is found from the separate conservation of the matter’s EMT,

which gives

δ′m = (w + 1)
(
3Φ′ + k2 vm

)
; (59)

(wm + 1)
[
Ψ+ (1− 3wm)H vm + v′m

]
+ δmwm = 0 ; (60)

where δm = δρm/ρ̄m is the matter contrast and vm in the matter longitudinal velocity field defined

by

uµ(m) = ūµ(m) + u(1)µ(m) , ūµ(m) = (a−1, 0) , u(1)µ(m) = (−Ψ a−1, ∂ivm + vi(Tm)) ∂iv
i
(Tm) = 0 .

(61)

For structure formation in non-relativistic matter, one can set wm = 0, then

δ′′m +H δ′m + k2Ψ− 3Φ′′ − 3HΦ′ = 0 . (62)

By using the equations (44-45) to express Φ and Ψ in term of the scalar fields one gets an inho-

mogeneous equation for the matter contrast with a general solution of the form

δm(t) = δ0 + δ−2 a
−2 + δ(p)m (t) . (63)

At large scales (x≪ 1), the particular solution δ
(p)
m can be obtained analytically by using the Green

method and the analytic expressions for π0 and πl; omitting, as usual, the decreasing and constant

modes, one gets

δ(p)m =

(
H0

k

)2− 1
2
(9−8c2)1/2 β1

(−k τ)
1
2
(1+

√
9−8c2)

+ β2

(
H0

k

)4

log(a) , (64)

with β1/2 suitable constants that depend on the parameters of the medium. The exact form for the

matter contrast valid for all scales can be obtained by solving numerically equations (46-47) and

(62), taking the initial conditions (57), δm(−H0) = 10−3 and the values (58) for the parameters.

On superhorizon scales, not only δm can be hardly observed but also suffers from gauge ambiguities;

as discussed in appendix D a much better quantity in this respect is

δgi = δm − 3H vm . (65)

As expected, the form of δgi and δm are very similar for subhorizon modes, while are substantially

different for superhorizon modes. The numerical results are shown in figure 4 and figure 5.
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FIG. 4. Matter contrast for the case k = 10−3H0. On the left hand side the dashed curve represents the

numerical solution while the thick one the analytical form for δm (log plot). On the right hand side it is

shown the corresponding gauge invariant matter contrast δgi.
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FIG. 5. Matter overdensity numerical solutions. On the left hand side the case k = 10H0 with δgi represented

in a blue dashed line. On the right hand side the case k = 102H0, with δgi now in a solid blue line

.

In the LCDM model, during the cosmological constant domination, regardless of the scale, both

δm and δgi have no growing mode and the same is true for Φ and Ψ; thus the advent of a late

time dS phase marks the end of structure formation. Things are different when the Universe is

dominated by the DCC (14): at the background level we still have a cosmological constant except

that non-trivial perturbation exists. At superhorizon scales, the power-law growth of the DCC

scalar perturbations πl and π0 leads to the growth of the non relativistic matter scalar velocity

vm and matter contrast as shown in figure 4. As depicted in figure 5, the gauge invariant matter

contrast stays around 1 for large scales and eventually diverges as 1/a
1
2(

√
9−8c2+1) near τ = 0,

where a coordinates singularity is encountered. At small scales the behaviour of matter contrast

is rather benign, and though stays small, is non-constant. As soon as the oscillatory regime of the

dark energy scalar perturbations sets in, it gets imprinted in the non-relativistic matter contrast
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via eq. (62), giving a series of dark energy induced matter acoustic oscillations. As expected, no

significant difference is found between δm and δgi at small scales. Once again, near τ = 0, both δm

and δgi behave as H0
k a.

V. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

Consider now perturbations corresponding to gravitational waves, namely

ds2 = a2
(
ηµν dx

µdxν + χij dx
idxj

)
, χijδ

ij = ∂jχij = 0 . (66)

From the quadratic expansion of

S =
1

8πG

∫
d4x

√
g

[
1

2
R+ U(b, y, χ, τY , τZ)

]
(67)

one arrives at the equation of motion in Fourier space for the spin 2 perturbations

χ′′
ij + 2Hχ′

ij +
(
k2 + a2M2

)
χij = 0 , (68)

which is rather standard except for the additional mass termM2. In dS the solution is a combination

of Bessel functions of the form

χij(τ) = a−3/2 ϵij [χ0 JνT (−kτ) + χ1 YνT (−kτ)] , νT = (9− 4 c2)
1/2 . (69)

For small scales (kτ >> 1) we have an oscillatory behaviour with a decreasing amplitude of the

order a−1, the very same behaviour as in LCDM. For large scales

χij ∼ ϵij a
−3/2+νT /2 , (70)

and being c2 > 0, the amplitude grows logarithmically; a similar result was found in an inflationary

context [47, 48]. In contrast, when just a cosmological constant is present: M2 = c2 = 0 and the

amplitude is constant at large scales. Such a feature is difficult to test given the wavelength of the

wave.

VI. VECTOR MODES

Perturbations in the vector sector can be studied starting from the following metric:

ds2 = a2(ηµνdx
µdxν + 2BT

i dx
0dxi + 2Eijdx

idxj) (71)
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with

Eij = ∂(iE
T
j) =

1

2
(∂iE

T
j + ∂jE

T
i ) , ∂iBT

i = 0 , ∂iET
i = 0 ; (72)

while for the scalar fields we have

Φ0 = ϕ(t) , Φi = xi + πiT , ∂iπ
T i = 0. (73)

As in the scalar case, there is a gauge freedom also in the vector sector and in this case, instead of

fixing a gauge, we shall use gauge invariant perturbations. As discussed in appendix D, the quantity

πigi = πT i − ET i is gauge invariant and transforms as a vector under the diagonal combination

of internal and spatial rotations and represents the vector physical degrees of freedom in DCC

medium. The dynamics of πigi can be obtained by a suitable combination of the conservation of

the medium’s EMT and the Einstein equations. Indeed, from the 0i Einstein equations is possible

to express BT i in terms of πT i and πT i
gi

′; as a result, the relevant part of the medium’s EMT turns

into a dynamical equation for πigi that, in the case w = −1 and by using the definitions (50), reads

πigi
′′ +

4H
(
a2c1H

2
0 + k2

)
2a2c1H2

0 + k2
πigi

′ +
c2

(
2a2c1H

2
0 + k2

)
c1

πigi = 0 , (74)

where the scale factor a is given by (49). The general expression valid for any equation of state can

be found in appendix E. For an ideal adiabatic fluid the classical result of vorticity conservation

(see for instance [49]) makes the dynamics of vector modes not very interesting. Such a result

stems from the large internal symmetries of the Lagrangian of an ideal adiabatic fluid of the form

U(b, y) [28] is invariant under the following field dependent shift of Φ0

Φ0 → Φ0 + f(Φa) (75)

and the volume-preserving diffeomorphisms (7). Vorticity conservation follows from the Noether

theorem (for a recent discussion see [23]). As it is clear from (B1), at the perturbative level,

the symmetries (75) and (7) lead to M1 = M2 = 0 or equivalently c1 = c2 = 0. In our case

the presence of the operator χ and τY and τZ breaks (75) and vector modes do propagate. The

dynamical equation for vector modes (74) can be easily solved for superhorizon scales, namely

when kτ ≪ 1, and it gives

πigi = qi1(−kτ)(3−
√
9−8c2)/2 + qi2(−kτ)(3+

√
9−8c2)/2 , (76)
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where qi1,2 are arbitrary transverse vectors in Fourier space satisfying kiqi1,2 = 0. In the opposite

limit (small scales), kτ ≫ 1, one has

πigi = sin

(√
c2kτ√
c1

)
√

2
π

4
√
c1 q̃

i
2

(
c2k

2τ2 − 3 c1
)

c
5/4
2

+ 3

√
2

π

(
c1
c2

)
3/4k τ q̃i1


+ cos

(√
c2k τ√
c1

)
√

2
π

4
√
c1 q̃

i
1

(
c2 k

2 τ2 − 3 c1
)

c
5/4
2

− 3

√
2

π

(
c1
c2

)
3/4k τ q̃i2

 ,

(77)

where again q̃i1,2 are arbitrary transverse vectors in Fourier space. In both regimes there is no

growing mode.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The ΛCDM model gives by far the most economical description of dark energy in terms of

a cosmological constant, no additional degrees of freedom are needed. Our analysis shows that

introducing dynamics in the dark energy sector while keeping the equation of state w = −1 is

difficult. For instance, considering a k-essence theory based on a single scalar field with a perfect

fluid EMT, inevitably leads to a pathological dynamics for perturbations when w = −1. One has

to move away from the description in terms of single scalar field minimally coupled with gravity.

We have shown that it is possible to device a classical field theory that mimics the very same

equation of state of a cosmological constant but with a non-trivial dynamics by using four scalar

fields minimally coupled with gravity, which gives an effective description of the most general

non-dissipative medium: a combination of a solid and a superfluid. The EMT deviates from the

one of a perfect fluid, in particular the existence of a non-vanishing anisotropic stress is a crucial

requirement to avoid instabilities. We have also shown that the equation of state w = −1 cannot be

achieved with a positive definite Hamiltonian. Though the “normal” diagonal scalar modes show a

perfectly healthy oscillatory behaviour with subluminal speeds of sound, the total Hamiltonian H

can be written as the difference H = Hω1 −Hω2 of two harmonic oscillators, modulo a non-trivial

canonical transformation. The fear is that adding a small interaction when the energy of a system

is unbounded from bellow, will lead to instabilities. It turns out that, when the above dynamical

cosmological constant model is minimally coupled with gravity, no fast instability is found. At large

scale, there is a mild power-like growth of scalar perturbation. The presence of small perturbation of

the non-relativistic matter contrast δm during dynamical cosmological constant domination differs

from the case of a cosmological constant dominated Universe. While in the LCDM model δm is
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constant during Λ domination, in our case at small scales δm shows small oscillations induced

by the fluctuations of the dynamical cosmological constant. Thus, phenomenologically the scalar

sector is very interesting. Also in the gravitational waves and vector sectors no instability is found.

In particular, at subhorizon scales the propagation of gravitational waves is the same as in LCDM

and the speed of propagation is not altered; differences are found at superhorizon scales where the

amplitude grows logarithmically instead of being constant. Our analysis is based only on linear

perturbation theory, it would be interesting to study the coupling with gravity in the full non-

linear regime and when self-interactions among the medium modes are considered. The presence

of propagating vector modes and the difference between the two Bardeen scalar potentials induced

by the anisotropic stress in DCC EMT can influence the polarisation and the propagation of the

CMB photons. We leave those matters for a future investigation.

Appendix A: k-Essence

In the present appendix we will study the dynamics of cosmological perturbation of a Universe

dominated by k-essence scalar field Φ described by the Lagrangian K(Φ, X) where

X = −1

2
gµν∂µΦ∂νΦ . (A1)

Consider linear perturbations around a spatially FRW Universe; the perturbed scalar field and

metric in the ζ gauge read [50]

ds2 = − (1 + 2 δN) dt2 + 2 dtdxi ∂iψ + a2 e2 ζ δijdx
idxj ;

Φ ≡ Φ̄ = ϕ(t) .
(A2)

In the ζ gauge, part of the gauge freedom is used to gauge away the scalar field perturbation.

Expanding the total action, gravity plus scalar field, at the linear order in the fields’ perturbations

gives the background equations of motion

3H2 + 8πG
(
K̄ + 2ϕ̇ F̄X

)
= 0 , (A3)

3H2 + 2 Ḣ + 8πG F̄ = 0 , (A4)

where H = ȧ/a. In the case w = −1, namely de Sitter spacetime, we have H ≡ H0 is constant and

we get

K̄ ≡ K(ϕ, X̄) = constant , ϕ̇ K̄X = 0 . (A5)
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In the quadric action it turns out that both δN and ψ have algebraic equations of motion and thus

the only perturbation with non-trivial dynamics is ζ and we get, up to total derivatives terms, the

following quadratic Lagrangian in Fourier space

L
(2)
ζ = Aζ ζ̇

2 +Bζ ζ
2 , (A6)

with both Aζ and Bζ such that

Aζ |ϕ̇=0 = 0 , Bζ |ϕ̇=0 = 0 . (A7)

If no shift symmetry is present, K̄ can be constant only if ϕ is constant and then ϕ̇ = 0; as a direct

consequence of (A7), L
(2)
ζ = 0 and the dynamics of the ζ is pathological. If a shift symmetry is

indeed present, then H = H0 can be obtained with ϕ̇ = constant and K̄X = 0 with

Aζ =
2 a3KXX ϕ̇

4

H2
0

(A8)

that is non-vanishing and can be easily made positive providing a healthy kinetic term for ζ.

Unfortunately Bζ is also zero when ϕ̇ is constant and K does not depend on Φ and then the speed

of sound of ζ is zero.

Appendix B: Parameters

The parameters {MA, A = 0, 1, 2, 4} entering in (24) have the following expression in terms of

the derivatives of U in a spatially flat FRW background

M0 =
ϕ′2 (Uχχ + 2Uyχ + Uyy)

2 a2
, M1 = −Uχ ϕ

′

a
, M2 = −4 (UτY + UτZ)

9
,

M3 =
27 a−6 Ubb − 8 (UτY + UτZ)

54
, M4 =

ϕ′
{
−
[
a3 (Uχ + Uy)

]
+ Ubχ + Uby

}
2 a4

.

(B1)

In the case of Minkowski background one simply sets the scalar factor a to 1 and ϕ′ = 1.

Appendix C: Perturbed EMT

The perturbation of the dark energy EMT at the linear order reads

M−2 T
1(DE)
00 =

2
(
a2M4 +H2 −H′)∆πl +Ψ

(
6H2 − 2a2M0

)
+ 6Φ

(
4a2M4 +H2 −H′)+ 2a2M0 π

′
0

ϕ̄′
(C1)

M−2 T
1(DE)
0i = ∂iπ

′
l

(
a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′)− a2M1

ϕ′
∂iπ0 (C2)

M−2 T
1(DE)
ij = δij

[
2a2

(
M3∆πl −

M4

ϕ′
π′0

)
+ 2a2M4Ψ+ 2Φ

(
a2 (M2 − 3M3) +H2 + 2H′)]

+2M2 a
2 ∂i∂jπl . (C3)
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The above expression holds for any equation of state; when w = −1 and the background is a

portion of dS space, T
1(DE)
µν reduces to

M−2 T
1(DE)
00 w=−1 = 2 a2M0∆πl + 6a2M0Φ+Ψ

(
6H2 − 2a2M0

)
+

2M0π
′
0

a2
; (C4)

M−2 T
1(DE)
0i w=−1 =M1

(
a2∂iπ

′
l − a−2 ∂iπ0

)
; (C5)

M−2 T
1(DE)
ij w=−1 = δij

[
2Φ

(
3H2 − 2a2M0

)
− 2M0π

′
0

a2
− 2

(
1

3
a2k2 (3M0 +M2)− 2a4M0M2

)
∆πl

]
+2M2 a

2 ∂i∂jπl (C6)

and cannot be described as a perturbed perfect fluid. Notice that the EMT of the dark energy is

linear in the perturbations as a consequence of the spontaneous symmetry breaking of translations.

Appendix D: Gauge Invariant Perturbations

Let us consider the metric

ds2 = a2
[
−(1 + 2A)dt2 + 2Bi dx

idt+ (δij2Eij) dx
idxj

]
≡

(
a2 ηµν + hµν

)
dxµdxν ; (D1)

with

Bi = ∂iB +BT
i Eij = Cδij +

(
∂i∂j −

1

3
∇
)
E +

1

2

(
∂iE

T
j + ∂jE

T
i

)
+ χij ;

∂iB
T
i = ∂iE

T
i = 0 , ∂jχij = δijχij = 0 , ∇ = δij∂i∂j .

(D2)

The linear perturbations can be decomposed into: 4 scalars (A, B, C, E), 2 transverse vector (BT
i ,

ET
i ) and a transverse and traceless tensor (χij) according to 3D rotational group, for a total of

4+4+2 = 10 components. Under an infinitesimal coordinate transformation: xµ → x′µ = xµ−ξµ,

the metric transforms at the linear order as

δgµν(x) = g′µν(x)− gµν(x) ≡ a2 δhµν(x) = ξα∂α
(
a2 ηµν

)
+ a2 (ηµα ∂νξ

α + ηνα ∂µξ
α) . (D3)

Decomposing ξi as ξi = ∂iξ+ ξT i, with ∂iξ
T i = 0, one gets the following transformation properties

for the perturbations

δC = H ξ0 +
1

3
∇ξ , δA = H ξ0 + ∂tξ

0 , δB = ∂tξ − ξ0 , δE = ξ (D4)

δBT i = ∂tξ
T i , δET i = ξT i . (D5)

δχij = 0 . (D6)

Because of the redundancy induced by ξ0 and ξT i, only two scalars and a single transverse vector

are physical. The identification of such physical perturbation can be made by identifying special
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“gauge invariant” combination of the perturbations that remain unchanged under an infinitesimal

coordinate transformation. A possible choice is given by the Bardeen potentials [51]

Φ = −C +H(∂tE −B) +
1

3
∇E , Ψ = A+ ∂t (B − ∂tB) +H (B − ∂tE) ; (D7)

with δΦ = δΨ = 0. In the Newtonian gauge used in (35) ξ0 and ξ are chosen in such a way that

ENewt = BNewt = 0, then

Ψ = ΨNewt = A , Φ = ΦNewt = −C . (D8)

For a scalar field f = f̄ + f1 + · · · with a non-vanishing background value, its linear perturbation

transforms as

δf1 = ξµ∂µf̄ . (D9)

The three scalar fields {Φ1, Φ2, Φ2} transform as a vector under “internal” rotations and once they

get the background value (36) they also transform as a vector under spatial rotation, namely

SO(3)I : Φa → Φ′a = Ra
b Φ

b , xa → xa ;

SO(3)S : Φa → Φa , , xa → x′a = Ra
b x

b , a, b = 1, 2, 3 .
(D10)

Thus the original symmetry of the action SO(3)I ×SO(3)S is broken down a diagonal SO(3) that

leaves invariant the background configuration xa. We can decompose the perturbations πa in a

vector and a scalar part according to

πi = πT i + ∂iπl , ∂iπ
T i = 0 . (D11)

From (D9) we deduce that

δπl = ξ , δπT i = ξiT , i = 1, 2, 3 .

δπ0 = ξ0 ϕ′ .
(D12)

As a result one can construct the gauge invariant generalisation of πl and π0, namely

π0gi = π0 −
1

ϕ′
(∂tE −B) , πlgi = πl − E . (D13)

Thus, in the Newtonian gauge, πl and π0 and their gauge invariant generalisation coincide and

do not suffer from gauge ambiguities. For structure formation an important quantity is the non-

relativistic matter overdensity δm = ρ̄−1δρm which is not gauge invariant. In general, the density
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ρw of a perfect fluid with equation of state w, being a scalar, is such that the density perturbation

ρ
(1)
w transforms as

δρ(1)w = ρ̄w ξ
0 . (D14)

Considering the corresponding 4-velocity uµ of the fluid one has

uµ = ūµ + u(1)µ , ūµ = δµ0 a
−1 ,

u(1)µ = −δµ0 A+ δµi
(
vw

T i
+∂ivw

)
, ∂ivw

T i = 0 ;
(D15)

with

δvm = −∂tξ , δvm
T i = −ξT i . (D16)

Exploiting (D14) and (D16) one can easily construct the following gauge invariant generalisation

of the density perturbation

δwgi =
ρ
(1)
w

ρ̄w
− 3(1 + w)H (B + vw) . (D17)

For vector modes, one can form out of the metric perturbations a single independent gauge invariant

combination

Ei
Tgi = ET i − ∂tB

T i . (D18)

For the vector part of πa one can easily define the following gauge invariant vector perturbation

πigi = πT i − ET i . (D19)

Appendix E: Perturbations: generic equation of state

In the main text we have studied the special case w = −1 which leads at the background level

to de Sitter spacetime during dark energy domination. In the appendix we report the general

expressions valid for any equation of state.

For a generic equation of state the relations (37) do not hold anymore and it is convenient to

define

c2b = −M4

M0
; (E1)

when w = −1, c2b = −1 and then from (42) one gets by integration ϕ′ = a4; moreover

w = − 2H′

3H2
− 1

3
, (E2)
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and in general for w ̸= −1, w can be time-dependent.

Let us consider scalar modes first. From the spatial part of the perturbed Einstein equations

one expresses Ψ and Φ in terms of the π0 and πl; eq. (44) holds for any equation of state while from

the 00 component of perturbed Einstein equations one finds the generalisation of (45), namely

Φ =
πl

[
k2

(
H2 −H′)− 2a4M0M2

]
Q

−
3Hπ′l

(
a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′)

2Q
+

3π0a
2M1H

2Qϕ′
− a2M0π

′
0

Qϕ′
,

Q = k2 −
[
a2M0

(
3c2b + 1

)]
+ 3H2 − 3H′ ;

(E3)

The dynamical equations for πl and π0 that follow from the EMT conservation are more involved

π′′l + π′l

{
a2

[
H

(
3M1 − 2M2 + 6M3 − 6c4bM0

)
+M ′

1

]
a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′ +

H
[
a2 (M0 + 3M2 − 9M3)− k2

]
Q

+ 2H

}
+

a2
{
M0

[
3a2 c4bM0 + a2 (M2 − 3M3)− c2b

(
k2 + 3H2 − 3H′)+H2 −H′]−M1Q

}
Qϕ′ (a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′)

π′0+

F4 k
4 + F2 k

2 + F0

Q (a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′)
πl +

a2
(
G2 k

2 + G0

)
Qϕ′ (a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′)

π0 = 0 ;

π′′0 +
3a2M2

0

(
3Hc4b +Hc2b − c′b

2
)
− 2M0H

(
3c2b + 1

) (
k2 + 3H2 − 3H′)−M ′

0

(
k2 + 3H2 − 3H′)

M0Q
π′0+

ϕ′
(
A4 k

4 +A2 k
2 +A0

)
2M0Q

π′l −
M1

(
k4 + B2 k

2 + B0

)
2M0Q

π0 +
ϕ′

(
C4 k4 + C2 k2 + C0

)
M0Q

πl = 0 ,

(E4)

where

F4 = 2a2 (M2 −M3) ,

F2 = 8a2M2

(
H2 −H′)− 2

(
H2 −H′)2 + 2a2M0

{
2 c2b(H2 −H′)−

[
a2

(
c4bM0 +

(
4c2b + 1

)
M2 −M3

)]}
,

F0 = 12a6M2
0M2c

4
b + 12a2M2

(
H2 −H′)2 + 4a4M0M2

[
a2 (M2 − 3M3) + 6c2b

(
H′ −H2

)]
(E5)
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and

G2 = −3
(
1 + c2b

)
M1H

G0 = 3M1H
[
a2

(
3 c4b + 5 c2b + 1

)
M0 − a2 (M2 − 3M3)−

(
3 c2b + 4

) (
H2 −H′)]−QM ′

1 ,

A4 = 2M0c
2
b +M1,

A2 = −2M0

(
a2

(
M1

(
3c2b + 1

)
− 2M2

)
+H2 −H′)− 2a2M2

0 c
2
b

(
3c2b + 1

)
+ 3M1

(
H2 −H′) ,

A0 = 3M0

[
9H2c4b

(
a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′)+ 3c2b

(
2H2 +H′) (a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′)+ a2M1

(
3Hc′b2 +H2 +H′)

+ 2
(
H2 −H′) (2a2M2 + 3H

(
c′b
)
2 +H2 +H′) ]+ 3H

(
3c2b + 1

)
M ′

0

(
a2M1 + 2H2 − 2H′) ,

B2 = 3
(
H2 −H′)− 2a2M0

(
3c2b + 1

)
,

B0 = a2
(
M2

0

(
3ac2b + a

)
2 + 3M0

[(
3c2b + 1

) (
3H2c2b +H2 +H′)+ 3Hc′b2

]
+ 3H

(
3c2b + 1

)
M ′

0

)
,

C4 =M0

[
3H

(
c2b + 1

)
c2b + c′b

2
]
+ c2bM

′
0,

C2 = −a2M2
0

(
3Hc4b +Hc2b + c′b

2
)
+ 2M0

(
4a2M2H+ a2M ′

2 −H3 +HH′)+M ′
0

(
2a2M2 −H2 +H′) ,

C0 = 2a2
{
a2M2

0

[
M2

(
H

(
9c4b − 3c2b − 2

)
+ 3c′b

2
)
−
(
3c2b + 1

)
M ′

2

]
+ 3M0

(
H2 −H′) (4M2H+M ′

2

)
+ 3M2M

′
0

(
H2 −H′)} .

(E6)

For vector modes, the dynamical equations can be obtained from the 0i component of Einstein

equations and from the conservation of the EMT; the result is

πigi
′′ + 22a2M2

(
k2

2a2M1 + 4H2 − 4H′ + 1

)
πigi

+
{
4a4M1H

(
−3M0c

2
b +M1 − 2M2 + 3M3

)
+ a2

[
− 6M0Hc2b

(
k2 + 4H2 − 4H′)

+ 4M1

[
H

(
k2 + 3H2 − 5H′)+H′′]

− 2k2M2H+ 6k2M3H+ k2M ′
1 − 8M2H3 + 24M3H3 + 8 (M2 − 3M3)HH′]

+ 2
(
H2 −H′) (H (

k2 − 12H′)+ 4H3 + 4H′′)}πigi′ = 0 .

(E7)

For what concerns tensor modes, (68) holds for any equation of state.
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