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Abstract

In this contribution, we consider the equivalence between f(R) gravity and scalar-tensor theo-
ries to study the evolution of scalar cosmological perturbations in the 1+3 covariant formalism
for the classes of shear-free cosmological dust models with irrotational fluid flows. The f(R)
gravity is considered to be a subclass of Brans-Dicke models, we gave an overview on the
equivalence between f(R) gravity and scalar-tensor theories. We use the 1 + 3 covariant for-
malism to present the covariant linearised evolution and constraint equations. We then derive
the integrability conditions describing a consistent evolution of the linearised field equations of
quasi-Newtonian universes in the scalar- tensor theories of gravity. Finally, we derive the evolu-
tion equations for the density and velocity perturbations of the quasi-Newtonian universe. We
apply the harmonic decomposition and we explore the behaviour of the matter density contrast
by considering Rn models. We introduce the so-called quasi-static approximation to study the
approximated solutions on small scales. The growth of the matter density contrast for both
short- and long -wavelength modes has been examined by applying certain assumptions of the
initial conditions.

keywords : f(R) gravity, scalar field, quasi-Newtonian cosmologies, perturbations.
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1 Introduction

In the late 1990s, astronomical observations indicated that the Universe is expanding in an
accelerating way and these observations entirely changed our way of thinking and it revived
theories containing a cosmological constant. Dark energy closely resemble a cosmological con-
stant, and there is a belief that the dark energy with negative pressure are responsible for this
late-time acceleration however, the dark energy is probably the most extensively speculated
candidate in recent years, but it is merely a phenomenological addendum whose existence has
not been predicted from the Big Bang/ inflationary cosmology [1, 2]. Its dynamical nature is
hardly understood, and none of the variant models put forward have been convincingly viable
so far. The late-time accelerating phase comes to be added up to an early-time accelerated
epoch which known as the inflationary epoch. This epoch is required to solve the flatness,
horizon and the inhomogeneity problems and how the primordial fluctuations seeded the for-
mation of structure on large-scales. These problems could not be explained by the ΛCDM
model, consequently, there are exist several approaches to the theoretical description of these
problems, one of the most common such approaches comes in the form of the introduction of
new matter or scalar field contributions to the action of general relativity. The second comes
in the form of modifications to the theory of gravity. The modified gravity theories provide
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the very natural gravitational alternative for dark energy and they are extremely attractive
in the applications for late-time acceleration. There are different alternatives to GR, namely
modified theories of gravity such as f(R) theories of gravity, Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati gravity
[3], Braneworld gravity, the Einstein-ether theory, f(R) theories of gravity and scalar-tensor
theory which are the best-known alternative to general relativity. Among these gravitational
theories, in this paper we present the f(R) theory as scalar-tensor theory of gravitation. f(R)
theories were first proposed by Buchdal [4] in 1970, They are fourth-order theories of gravity
which considered to be one of the most studied alternative theories.They are based on the mod-
ification of the gravitational action and they are generally obtained by including higher-order
curvature invariants in the Einstein-Hilbert action, or by making the action non-linear in the
Ricci curvature R and/or contain terms involving combinations of derivatives of R [5]. The
scalar-tensor theory of gravity is one of the most accepted alternatives to Einstein’s theory
of general relativity [6]. It was invented first by Jordan [7] in 1955 and then taken over by
Brans and Dicke [8] to try to explain the gravitational interaction through both a scalar field
and a tensor field. It is a higher-order theory, where degrees of freedom to explain different
scenarios are present. Some of those degrees of freedom are scalar field, the coupling constant
and cosmological constant as well [9, 10]. The way the scalar field enters the arena of the
scalar–tensor theory is not simple. It does so through what is known as a non-minimal cou-
pling term. The Brans-Dicke theory [8] is one of the special classes of the scalar-tensor theory,
where the coupling parameter ω(φ) is considered to be constant, the coupling parameter ω(φ) is
supposed to be independent of the scalar field φ. In this paper, we present f(R) gravity theory
as a subclass of scalar-tensor theory. We consider the covariant form of the field equations
of f(R) gravity as a subclass of scalar-tensor to study the linear cosmological perturbations.
There are two approaches to study the cosmological perturbations namely, the metric based
approach [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 5, 17, 18] and the 1+3 covariant approach [19, 20]. In the 1+3
covariant approach, the perturbations defined describes true physical degree of freedom, it is
formulated at the level of variables that are covariantly defined in the real universe, and are
exactly gauge-invariant by construction [21]. This approach has been used recently to study
the cosmological perturbations for different contexts of modified gravity and GR [15, 20].

This paper is organised as follows: in Sections 2 and 3 respectively, we review the 1+3 covariant
approach, Kinematics quantities and the field equations in f(R) theory of gravity and we review
f(R) theory as a subclass of scalar-tensor theory. In Sections 4 and 5 respectively, we study
the quasi-Newtonian models in scalar-tensor theory and we derive the integrability conditions
that describes a consistent evolution of the linearised field equations of the quasi-Newtonian
universes. In Section 6, we define the gradient variables that describe the cosmological per-
turbations and derive the linear evolution equations for matter and scalar field perturbations
and the harmonic decomposition approach is applied to these equations. In Section 7, we anal-
yse the growth of the matter density contrast by considering Rn models and by solving the
whole system of perturbation equations numerically. We introduce the so-called quasi-static
approximation to admit the approximated solutions on small scales. Section 8 is devoted for
discussions and conclusions.
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2 The 1 + 3 covariant formalism

In the 1 + 3 covariant approach, space-time is split into space and time; it is divided into per-
pendicular 4-velocity field vector ua and foliated hyper-surfaces. The vector field ua is given as
[20, 21]

ua =
dxa

dτ
, uaua = −1 , (1)

where τ is proper time measured along the worldlines. In this approach the metric gab is
decomposed into the projected tensor hab as follows:

gab = hab − uaub , with hach
c
b = hab , haa = 3 , habu

b = 0 . (2)

In this approach, the kinematic quantities which describe all the kinematic features of the fluid
flow can be obtained from irreducible parts of the decomposed ∇aub as [5, 22]

∇aub = ∇̃aub − uau̇b =
1

3
θhab + σab + ωab − uau̇b , (3)

where the volume rate of expansion of the fluid is given as θ = 3H(t) where H(t) = ȧ/a is
the Hubble which represents the rate of expansion at any time. The rate of distortion of the
matter flow is given as σab = ∇̃〈aub〉 and it is the trace-free symmetric rate of the shear tensor
(σab = σ(ab), σabu

b = 0, σaa = 0). The relativistic acceleration vector is given as u̇a = ub∇bu
a

and the skew-symmetric vorticity tensor that describes the rotation of the fluid relative to a
non-rotating frame ωab = ∇̃[aub]. The energy-momentum tensor Tab is decomposed using the
1 + 3 covariant approach and it is given as [5]

Tab = ρuaub + qaub + uaqb + phab + πab , (4)

where qa and πab are the heat flux and anisotropic pressure, respectively.

3 Field equations

The Einstein Field Equations (EFEs) can be derived from the Riemann geometry (Ricci tensor,
Ricci scalar and Einstein tensor) or from the Lagrangian in the Einstein-Hilbert action and it
is given as [1, 23]

SEH =
1

2

∫ √
−g
(
R + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

)
d4x , (5)

where Lm is the matter Lagrangian, g is the determinant of the metric tensor gµν and ψ is
the matter field. By replacing the Ricci scalar R with a function f(R) in the Einstein-Hilbert
action in Eq. (5), we will get the action of f(R) gravity as [24, 5]

Sf(R) =
1

2κ

∫ √
−g
(
f(R) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

)
d4x . (6)

One can apply different variational principles to the Einstein-Hilbert action Eq. (5) in order
to derive Einstein’s field equations. They can be divided into three formalisms based on which
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variational principle is used, the metric, Palatini and metric-affine f(R) formalisms. In the
metric (or second-order) formalism, the action is varied with respect to the metric gab [2, 25,
26, 27, 28]. In the Palatini (or first-order) formalism, the metric and the connection are assumed
to be independent variables and the action varies with respect to both of them. In the metric-
affine formalism, the metric and the connection are independent, as in the case of the Palatini
formalism. However, in this metric-affine theories of gravity there is a direct coupling between
matter and connection [29, 30]. The action varies with respect to the metric and the affine
connection neglecting the assumption that the matter action is independent of the connection.
Here, we will be interested in metric-formalism. The field equations coming from the action in
Eq. (6) are given as [2, 25, 26, 27, 28]

TRµν = f
′
(R)Rµν −

1

2
f(R)gµν −

(
∇µ∇ν − gµν∇µ∇µ

)
f
′
(R) , (7)

where f = f(R) and f
′

=
df

dR
, and the energy-momentum tensor of matter is given as Tmµν =

−2δ (
√
−gLm)√
−gδgµν

. From the last two terms of Eqs. (7), we notice that the field equations obtained

in f(R) are of fourth-order partial differential equations in the metric. However, the fourth-
order terms vanish when f

′
is a constant, i.e. for an action which is linear in R. Thus, it is

straightforward for these equations to reduce to the Einstein equations once f(R) = R [25].

3.1 f(R) theory as scalar-tensor theory of gravitation

Scalar-tensor theories have been considered as the best-known alternative to GR. The general
form of the action of the scalar-tensor theory is given as follows:

SST =
1

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
f(φ)R− g(φ)∇µφ∇µφ− 2Λ(φ) + Lm(gµνψ)

]
, (8)

where f , g and Λ are some arbitrary functions of the scalar field φ [26, 31, 32, 33]. By a
redefinition of the scalar field φ we can now set f(φ) → φ, without loss of generality. The
Lagrangian density in Eq. (8) can then be written as [26]

SST =
1

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
φR− ω(φ)

φ
∇µφ∇µφ− 2Λ(φ) + Lm(gµνψ)

]
, (9)

where ω(φ) is an arbitrary function, often referred to as the coupling parameter. The variation
of the action in Eq. (9) with respect to the metric gµν gives the field equations as

φGµν +
[
�φ+

1

2

ω

φ
(∇φ)2 + Λ

]
gµν −∇µ∇νφ−

ω

φ
∇µφ∇νφ = Tµν . (10)

Now, as well as the metric tensor gµν , these theories also contain the dynamical scalar field φ,
and so we must vary the action derived from Eq. (9) with respect to this additional degree of
freedom. After eliminating R with the trace of Eq. (10), this yields [26]

(2ω + 3)�φ+ ω
′
(∇φ)2 + 4Λ− 2φΛ

′
= T , (11)

where primes here denote differentiation with respect to φ. These are the field equations of the
scalar-tensor theories of gravity. The Brans-Dicke theory [8] is one of the special classes of the
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scalar-tensor theory, by setting ω(φ) to be a constant and dropping the cosmological constant
in the action given in Eq. (9), we write the BD action as

SBD =
1

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
φR− ω

φ
∇µφ∇µφ+ 2Lm

]
. (12)

The Brans-Dicke theory is based on certain assumptions. The matter Lagrangian Lm is assumed
not to contain the scalar field φ and the scalar field is also assumed to be cosmic time dependent
only [6].
When a homogeneous and isotropic universe is assumed, the Einstein-Hilbert fundamental
constant of gravitational G is related to the gravitation constant G1 in the BD theory by [34]

G1 =
4 + 2ω

3 + 2ω
G . (13)

When the coupling constant ω tends to infinity in Eq. (13), the BD theory is reduced to
Einstein gravity [34]. A clear illustration of how f(R) theories are classified as a subclass of a
scalar-tensor theory is in the Brans-Dicke theory for the case of the coupling constant ω = 0 in
Eq. (12). f(R) theory is related to scalar-tensor theory by defining the scalar field φ to be a
function of Ricci scalar R, by which each f(R) has a potential U(φ). This work makes use of
the equivalence between f(R) theory in its metric formalism and the scalar-tensor theories of
gravity. In this equivalence the scalar-tensor action takes the form [5, 35, 36]

Sf(φ) =
1

2κ

∫ √
−g
(
f(φ(R)) + 2Lm(gµν , ψ)

)
d4x , (14)

where f(φ(R)) is now a function of φ(R) and we define the scalar field φ to be

φ = f
′ − 1 . (15)

Here the prime indicates differentiation with respect to R and the scalar field φ should be
invertible [23, 26, 37]. This definition allows φ to be an extra degree of freedom that vanishes
in GR. Therefore, by comparing the scalar-tensor action in Eq. (14) to that action of the BD
in Equation (12) for the case of vanishing coupling constant ω = 0, we see that the action of
the BD results in generalized field equations that describe the same cosmological dynamics as
the action of the scalar-tensor in Eq. (14). These two actions are dynamically equivalent, thus
f(R) theory is a special case of the scalar-tensor theory. The field equations of the action in
Eq. (15) can be now written as [5]

Gab =
Tmab

(φ+ 1)
+

1

(φ+ 1)

(
1

2
gab (f − (φ+ 1)R) +∇a∇bφ− gab∇c∇cφ

)
. (16)

By decomposing the right hand side of Eq. (16) into two cosmological fluids (the standard
matter and scalar field), Eq. (16) can be rewritten as

Gab = T̃mab + T φab , (17)

where T̃mab =
Tmab

(φ+ 1)
is the energy-momentum tensor for the effective matter fluid and

T φab =
1

(φ+ 1)

[
1

2
gab (f − (φ+ 1)R) +∇a∇bφ− gab∇c∇cφ

]
, (18)

is the energy momentum tensor for the scalar field.
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3.2 Background thermodynamics of scalar-tensor gravity

The linearised thermodynamic quantities for the scalar field are the energy density ρφ, the

pressure pφ, the energy flux qφa and the anisotropic pressure πφab, respectively given by

ρφ =
1

(φ+ 1)

[1

2

(
R(φ+ 1)− f

)
− θφ̇+ ∇̃2φ

]
, (19)

pφ =
1

(φ+ 1)

[1

2

(
f −R(φ+ 1)

)
+ φ̈− φ̇φ′·

φ′
+
φ
′′
φ̇2

φ′2
+

2

3
(θφ̇− ∇̃2φ)

]
, (20)

qφa = − 1

(φ+ 1)

[ φ̇′
φ′
− 1

3
θ
]
∇̃aφ , (21)

πφab =
φ
′

(φ+ 1)

[
∇̃〈a∇̃b〉R− σab

( φ̇
φ′

)]
. (22)

The total (effective) energy density, isotropic pressure, anisotropic pressure and heat flux of
standard matter and scalar field combination are given by

ρ ≡ ρm
(φ+ 1)

+ ρφ, p ≡ pm
(φ+ 1)

+ pφ , πab ≡
πmab

(φ+ 1)
+ πφab, qa ≡

qma
(φ+ 1)

+ qφa .

The Freiedmann equations are presented as follow

H2 =
1

3(φ+ 1)

(
ρm +

1

2
(R(φ+ 1)− f) + θφ̇+∇2φ

)
, (23)

2Ḣ + 3H2 =
−1

(φ+ 1)

(1

2
(f −R(φ+ 1)) + φ̈− φ̇φ′·

φ′
+
φ′′φ̇2

φ′2
+

2

3
θφ̇− 2

3
∇2φ

)
, (24)

therefore, the Friedmann Eq. (23) can be written as

1 = Ω̃m + X + Y +
∇̃2φ

3H2(φ+ 1)
. (25)

For simplicity, we have introduced the following dimensionless variables

Ω̃m =
ρm

3H2(φ+ 1)
, X =

1

6H2(φ+ 1)
(R(φ+ 1)− f), Y =

φ̇

H(φ+ 1)
. (26)

Where Ω̃m is the fractional energy density of effective matter like fluid. In the FLRW spacetime
universe, the Friedmann and Raychaudhuri equations that govern the expansion history of the
Universe can be written as follows [38]:

θ̇ +
1

3
θ2 = −1

2
(ρ+ 3p) +∇aAa , (27)

θ2 =
3

(φ+ 1)

[
ρm +

R(φ+ 1)− f
2

+ θφ̇
]
, (28)
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3.3 Covariant equations

Given a choice of 4-velocity field ua, the Ehlers-Ellis approach [20, 39] employs only fully
covariant quantities and equations with transparent physical and geometric meaning [40]. In
such a treatment for any scalar quantity X in the background we have

∇̃aX = 0 ,

thus, by virtue of the Stewart-Walker Lemma [41], any quantity is considered to be gauge-
invariant if it vanishes in the background. Therefore, the FLRW background is characterised
by the following dynamics, kinematics and gravito-electromanetics [42]:

∇̃aρ = 0 = ∇̃ap = ∇̃aθ , qa = 0 = Aa = ωa

πab = 0 = σab = Eab = 0 = Hab ,

(29)

where Eab and Hab are the gravito-electromagnetic fields responsible for tidal forces and gravi-
tational waves. They are the “gravito-electric” and “gravito-magnetic” components of the Weyl
tensor Cabcd defined from the Riemann tensor Ra

bcd as

Cab
cd = Rab

cd − 2g[a
[cR

b]
d] +

R

3
g[a

[cg
b]
d] , (30)

Eab ≡ Cagbhu
guh, Hab ≡

1

2
ηae

ghCghbdu
eud . (31)

The covariant linearised evolution equations in the general case are given by [40, 42, 43]

θ̇ = −1

3
θ2 − 1

2
(ρ+ 3p) + ∇̃aA

a , ρ̇m = −ρmθ − ∇̃aqma , (32)

q̇ma = −4

3
θqma − ρmAa , σ̇ab = −2

3
θσab − Eab +

1

2
πab + ∇̃〈aAb〉 , (33)

ω̇〈a〉 = −2

3
θωa − 1

2
ηabc∇̃bAc , (34)

Ė〈ab〉 = ηcd〈a∇̃cH
〉b
d − θE

ab − 1

2
π̇ab − 1

2
∇̃〈aqb〉 − 1

6
θπab , (35)

Ḣ〈ab〉 = −θHab − ηcd〈a∇̃cE
〉b
d +

1

2
ηcd〈a∇̃cπ

〉b
d . (36)

These evolution equations propagate consistent initial data on some initial (t = t0) hypersurface
S0 uniquely along the reference time-like consistency [44]. They are constrained by the following
linearised equations [40, 42, 43]:

Cab
0 ≡ Eab − ∇̃〈aAb〉 − 1

2
πab = 0 , Ca

1 ≡ ∇̃bσ
ab − ηabc∇̃bωc −

2

3
∇̃aθ + qa = 0 , (37)

C2 ≡ ∇̃aωa = 0 , Cab
3 ≡ ηcd(∇̃cσdb) + ∇̃〈aωb〉 −Hab = 0 , (38)

Ca
5 ≡ ∇̃bE

ab +
1

2
∇̃bπ

ab − 1

3
∇̃aρ+

1

3
θqa = 0 , (39)

Ca
b ≡ ∇̃bH

ab + (ρ+ p)ωa +
1

2
ηabc∇̃bqa = 0 . (40)

These constraints restrict the initial data to be specified and they must remain satisfied on any
hypersurface St for all comoving time t
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4 Quasi-Newtonian spacetimes

The importance of investigating the Newtonian limit for general relativity on cosmological
contexts is that, there is a viewpoint that cosmology is essentially a Newtonian affair, with
the relativistic theory only needed for examination of some observational relations. Most of
the astrophysical calculations on the formation of large-scale structure in the universe rely on
such a limit [45]. In [45], a covariant approach to cold matter universes in quasi-Newton has
been developed and it has been applied and extended in [46] in order to derive and solve the
equations governing density and velocity perturbations. This approach revealed the existence
of integrability conditions in GR.
If a comoving 4-velocity ũa is chosen such that, in the linearised form

ũa = ua + va, vau
a = 0, vav

a << 1 , (41)

the dynamics, kinematics and gravito-electromagnetics quantities Eq. (29) undergo transfor-
mation. Here va is the relative velocity of the comoving frame with respect to the observers in
the quasi-Newtonian frame, defined such that it vanishes in the background. In other words,
it is a non-relativistic peculiar velocity. Quasi-Newtonian cosmological models are irrotational,
shear-free dust spacetimes characterised by [40, 42]:

pm = 0 , qma = ρmva , πmab = 0 , ωa = 0 , σab = 0 . (42)

The gravito-magnetic constraint Eq. (38) and the shear-free and irrotational condition (42)
show that the gravito-magnetic component of the Weyl tensor automatically vanishes:

Hab = 0 . (43)

The vanishing of this quantity implies no gravitational radiation in quasi-Newtonian cosmolo-
gies, and Eq. (40) together with Eq. (42) show that qma is irrotational and thus so is va:

ηabc∇̃bqa = 0 = ηabc∇̃bva . (44)

Since the vorticity vanishes, there exists a velocity potential such that

va = ∇̃aΦ . (45)

5 Integrability conditions

A constraint equation CA = 0 is said to evolve consistently with the evolution equations[40] if

ĊA = FA
BC

B +GABa∇̃aCB , (46)

where F andG are quantities that depend on the kinematics, dynamics and gravito-electromagnetics
quantities but not their derivatives. It has been shown [47] that the non-linear models are gen-
erally inconsistent if the silent constraint Eq. (43) is imposed, but that the linear models are
consistent [40, 42]. Thus, a simple approach to the integrability conditions for quasi-Newtonian
cosmologies follows from showing that these models are in fact a sub-class of the linearised
silent models. This can happen by using the transformation between the quasi-Newtonian and
comoving frames.
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The transformed linearised kinematics, dynamics and gravito-electromagnetic quantities from
the quasi-Newtonian frame to the comoving frame are given as follows:

θ̃ = θ + ∇̃ava , Ãa = Aa + v̇a +
1

3
θva , (47)

ω̃a = ωa −
1

2
ηabc∇̃bvc , σ̃ab = σab + ∇̃〈avb〉 , (48)

ρ̃ = ρ, p̃ = p, π̃ab = πab, q̃φa = qφa , q̃ma = qma − (ρm + pm)va , (49)

Ẽab = Eab, H̃ab = Hab . (50)

It follows from the above transformation equations that

p̃m = 0 , q̃ma = 0 = Ãa = ω̃a , (51)

π̃mab = 0 = H̃ab , σ̃ab = ∇̃〈avb〉 , Ẽab = Eab .

These equations describe the linearised silent universe except that the restriction on the shear
in Eq. (51) results in the integrability conditions for the quasi-Newtonian models. Due to the
vanishing of the shear in the quasi-Newtonian frame, Eq. (33) is turned into a new constraint

Eab −
1

2
πφab − ∇̃〈aAb〉 = 0 . (52)

This can be simplified by using Eq. (34) and the identity for any scalar ϕ:

ηabc∇̃aAc = 0⇒ Aa = ∇̃aϕ . (53)

In this case ϕ is the covariant relativistic generalisation of the Newtonian potential.

5.1 First integrability condition

Since Eq. (52) is a new constraint, we need to ensure its consistent propagation at all epochs
and in all spatial hypersurfaces. Differentiating it with respect to cosmic time t and by using
Eqs. (22), (33) and (40), one obtains

∇̃〈a∇̃b〉

(
ϕ̇+

1

3
θ +

φ̇

(φ+ 1)

)
+
(
ϕ̇+

1

3
θ +

φ̇

(φ+ 1)

)
∇̃a∇̃bϕ = 0 , (54)

which is the first integrability condition for quasi-Newtonian cosmologies in scalar-tensor theory
of gravitation and it is a generalisation of the one obtained in [40], i.e., Eq.(54) reduces to an
identity for the generalized van Elst-Ellis condition [40, 42, 45]

ϕ̇+
1

3
θ = − φ̇

(φ+ 1)
. (55)

Using Eq. (32) with the time evolution of the modified van Elst-Ellis condition, we obtain the
covariant modified Poisson equation in scalar-tensor gravity as follows:

∇̃2ϕ = −(3ϕ̈+θϕ̇)+
1

2(φ+ 1)

(
ρm−

(
R(φ+1)−f

)
−θφ̇+9φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2
− 6φ̇2

(φ+ 1)
−∇̃2φ

)
.

(56)
The evolution equation of the 4-acceleration Aa can be shown, using Eqs. (55) and (37) to be

Ȧa +
(2

3
θ +

φ̇

(1 + φ)

)
Aa +

1

2(1 + φ)

(
ρmva +

(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(1 + φ)

)
∇̃aφ

)
+

1

(φ+ 1)
∇̃aφ̇ = 0 .(57)
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5.2 Second integrability condition

There is a second integrability condition arising by checking for the consistency of the constraint
(52) on any spatial hyper-surface of constant time t. By taking the divergence of (52) and by
using the identity (A.153) which holds for any projected vector Aa, and by using Eq. (53) it
follows that:

∇̃aρm −
(
φ̇+

2

3
(φ+ 1)θ

)
∇̃aθ +

1

(φ+ 1)

(f
2
− ρm + θφ̇− ∇̃2

)
∇̃aφ

−2(φ+ 1)∇̃2(∇̃aϕ)− 2
(
ρm +

1

2

(
R(φ+ 1)f

)
− θφ̇− 1

3
θ2(φ+ 1)

)
∇̃aϕ

−3φ′∇̃a

(
∇̃b∇̃c

)
R = 0 , (58)

which is the second integrability condition and in general it appears to be independent of the
first integrability condition (54). By taking the gradient of Eq. (55) and using Eq. (37), one
can obtain the peculiar velocity:

va = − 1

ρm

[
2(φ+ 1)∇̃aϕ̇+

( φ̇′
φ′
− 1

3
θ2 +

1

(φ+ 1)

)
∇̃aφ+ 2∇̃aφ̇

]
. (59)

which evolves according to

v̇a +
1

3
θva = −Aa . (60)

6 Cosmological perturbations

In the previous section, we showed how imposing special restrictions to the linearized perturba-
tions of FLRW universes in the quasi-Newtonian setting result in the integrability conditions.
These integrability conditions imply velocity and acceleration propagation equations resulting
from the generalised van Elst-Ellis condition for the acceleration potential in scalar-tensor the-
ories. In this section, we show how one can obtain the velocity and density perturbations via
these propagation equations, thus generalizing GR results obtained in [40].

We define the variables that characterise scalar inhomogeneities the matter energy density,
expansion, peculiar velocity, acceleration as well as the scalar fluid and scalar field momentum,
respectively, as follows:

∆m =
a2∇̃2ρm
ρm

, Z = a2∇̃2θ , V m = a2∇̃ava ,

A = a2∇̃aAa , Φ = a2∇̃2φ Ψ = a2∇̃2φ̇ . (61)

6.1 First- and second- order evolution equations

Due to the above definitions of the scalar gradient variables, here we present the first- and the
second-order evolution equations to demonstrate the growth of perturbations. The system of
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equations governing the evolutions of these scalar fluctuations are given as follows

Ż +
(2

3
θ +

φ̇

2(φ+ 1)

)
Z +

ρm
2(φ+ 1)

∆m +
θ

2(φ+ 1)
Φ̇ +

1

2(φ+ 1)
∇2Φ

− 1

2(φ+ 1)2

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f)− 2θφ̇+ 3(φ+ 1)

( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇
+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2

−φ
′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3

)}
Φ (62)

−
{1

3
θ2 +

1

2(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + θφ̇+ 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
V̇ m +∇2V̇ m = 0 ,

∆̇m + Z + θA+∇2V m = 0 , (63)

Ȧ − 1

3
θV̇ m +

ρm
2(1 + φ)

V m +
1

(1 + φ)
Φ̇ +

1

2(1 + φ)

(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(1 + φ)

)
Φ = 0 , (64)

Φ̇−Ψ− φ̇A = 0 , (65)

Ψ̇−
...
φ

φ̇
Φ− φ̈A = 0 , (66)

V̇ m +A = 0 , (67)

∆̈m +
(2

3
θ +

φ̇

2(φ+ 1)

)
∆̇m − ρm

2(φ+ 1)
∆m +

φ̇

2(φ+ 1)
∇̃2V m − θρm

2(φ+ 1)
V m

+
{1

3
θ2 +

1

(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
V̇ m

− 3θ

2(φ+ 1)
Φ̇ +

1

2(φ+ 1)
∇2Φ +

1

2(φ+ 1)2

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f)

+3(φ+ 1)
( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇
+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2
− φ′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3
+
θφ̇′

3φ′
− 1

9
θ2
)}

Φ = 0 , (68)

Φ̈ +
φ̇

(φ+ 1)
Φ̇−

{ ...
φ

φ̇
− 1

2(φ+ 1)

(θφ̇
3
− φ̇φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇2

(φ+ 1)

)}
Φ (69)

+
{

2φ̈− 1

3
θφ̇
}
V̇ m +

ρmφ̇

2(φ+ 1)
V m = 0 ,

V̈ m +
1

3
θV̇ m − ρm

2(φ+ 1)
V m − 1

(1 + φ)
Φ̇− 1

2(φ+ 1)

(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(φ+ 1)

)
Φ = 0 . (70)

6.2 Harmonic decomposition

The above evolution Eqs. (62) -(70) can be thought of as a coupled system of harmonic oscillator
differential equations of the form [5, 48]

Ẍ + Aẋ+BX = C(Y, Ẏ ) , (71)

where A, B and C are independent of X and they represent friction (damping), restoring and
source forcing terms respectively. To solve Eq. (71), a separation of variables is applied such
that

X(x, t) = X(~x)X(t), Y (x, t) = Y (~x)Y (t) .
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Since the evolution equations obtained so far are complicated to be solved, the harmonic decom-
position approach is applied to these equations using the eigenfunctions and the corresponding
wave number for these equations, therefore we write

X =
∑
k

XkQk(~x) , Y =
∑
k

Y k(t)Qk(~x) ,

where Qk(x) are the eigenfunctions of the covariantly defined spatial Laplace-Beltrami operator
[5, 48], such that

∇̃2Q = −k
2

a2
Q .

The order of the harmonic (wave number) is given by k =
2πa

λ
, where λ is the physical wave-

length of the mode. The eigenfunctions Q are covariantly constant, ie Q̇k(~x) = 0 . Therefore,
Eqs. (62)-(70) become

Żk +
(2

3
θ +

φ̇

2(φ+ 1)

)
Zk +

ρm
2(φ+ 1)

∆m
k +

θ

2(φ+ 1)
Φ̇k

− 1

2(φ+ 1)2

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f)− 2θφ̇

+3(φ+ 1)
( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇
+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2
− φ′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3
− k2

3a2

)}
Φk (72)

−
{1

3
θ2 +

k2

a2
+

1

2(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + θφ̇+ 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
V̇ m
k = 0 ,

∆̇m
k + Zk − θV̇ m

k −
k2

a2
V m
k = 0 , (73)

Ȧk −
1

3
θV̇ m

k +
ρm

2(1 + φ)
V m
k +

1

(1 + φ)
Φ̇k +

1

2(1 + φ)

(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(1 + φ)

)
Φk = 0 , (74)

Φ̇k −Ψ− φ̇Ak = 0 , (75)

Ψ̇k −
...
φ

φ̇
Φk − φ̈Ak = 0 , (76)

V̇ m
k +Ak = 0 , (77)

∆̈m
k +

(2

3
θ +

φ̇

2(φ+ 1)

)
∆̇m
k −

ρm
2(φ+ 1)

∆m
k −

1

2(φ+ 1)

(
θρm +

k2φ̇

a2

)
V m
k

+
{1

3
θ2 +

1

(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
V̇ m
k −

3θ

2(φ+ 1)
Φ̇k

+
1

2(φ+ 1)2

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f) + 3(φ+ 1)

( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇
+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2

−φ
′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3
+
θφ̇′

3φ′
− 1

9
θ2 − k2

3a2

)}
Φk = 0 , (78)
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Φ̈k +
φ̇

(φ+ 1)
Φ̇k −

{ ...
φ

φ̇
− 1

2(φ+ 1)

(θφ̇
3
− φ̇φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇2

(φ+ 1)

)}
Φk (79)

+
{

2φ̈− 1

3
θφ̇
}
V̇ m
k +

ρmφ̇

2(φ+ 1)
V m
k = 0 ,

V̈ m
k +

1

3
θV̇ m

k −
ρm

2(φ+ 1)
V m
k −

1

(1 + φ)
Φ̇k −

1

2(φ+ 1)

(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(φ+ 1)

)
Φk = 0 . (80)

Then, we will study the growth of the matter density contrast with cosmological redshift. We
apply a transformation to any time derivative function f and H into a redshift derivative.
Therefore, our evolution equations can be written as follow 1:

Z ′ − 1

(1 + z)

(2

3
θ +

φ̇

2(φ+ 1)

)
Z − ρm

2H(1 + z)(φ+ 1)
∆m +

θ

2(φ+ 1)
Φ′

+
1

2H(1 + z)(φ+ 1)2

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f)− 2θφ̇+ 3(φ+ 1)

( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇

+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2
− φ′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3
− k2

3a2

)}
Φ (81)

−
{1

3
θ2 +

k2

a2
+

1

2(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + θφ̇+ 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
V ′m = 0 ,

∆′m −
1

H(1 + z)
Z − θV ′m +

k2

a2H(1 + z)
Vm = 0 , (82)

A′ − 1

3
θV ′m −

ρm
2H(1 + φ)(1 + z)

Vm +
1

(1 + φ)
Φ′

− 1

2H(1 + φ)(1 + z)

(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(1 + φ)

)
Φ = 0 , (83)

Φ′ +
1

H(1 + z)
Ψ +

φ̇

H(1 + z)
A = 0 , (84)

Ψ′ +

...
φ

Hφ̇(1 + z)
Φ +

φ̈

H(1 + z)
A = 0 , (85)

V ′m −
1

H(1 + z)
A = 0 , (86)

1The harmonic decomposition is still applied but from here onwards, k will be removed from the following
equations to avoid overcrowded notations.
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∆′′m −
1

2(1 + z)

(
1 +

φ̇

H(φ+ 1)

)
∆′m −

ρm
2H2(1 + z)2(φ+ 1)

∆m

− 1

H(1 + z)

{1

3
θ2 +

1

(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
V ′m

− 1

2H2(1 + z)2(φ+ 1)

(
θρm +

k2φ̇

a2

)
Vm

+
3θ

2H(1 + z)(φ+ 1)
Φ′ +

1

2H2(1 + z)2(φ+ 1)2

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f)

+3(φ+ 1)
( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇
+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2
− φ′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3

+
θφ̇

3φ′
− 1

9
θ2 − k2

3a2

)}
Φ = 0 , (87)

Φ′′ +
1

(1 + z)

(3

2
− φ̇

H(φ+ 1)

)
Φ′ − 1

H2(1 + z)2

{ ...
φ

φ̇
− 1

2(φ+ 1)

(θφ̇
3
− φ̇φ̇′

φ′

− 2φ̇2

(φ+ 1)

)}
Φ− 1

H(1 + z)

(
2φ̈− 1

3
θφ̇
)
V ′m +

ρmφ̇

2H2(1 + z)2(φ+ 1)
Vm = 0 , (88)

V ′′m +
1

2(1 + z)
V ′m −

ρm
2H2(φ+ 1)(1 + z)2

Vm +
1

H(1 + φ)(1 + z)
Φ′ (89)

− 1

2H2(φ+ 1)(1 + z)2

(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(φ+ 1)

)
Φ = 0 .

For more simplicity, we introduce here some quantities such as:

B1 =
1

(φ+ 1)

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f)− 2θφ̇+ 3(φ+ 1)

( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇

+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2
− φ′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3
− k2

3a2

)}
, (90)

B2 =
{1

3
θ2 +

k2

a2
+

1

2(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + θφ̇+ 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
, (91)

B3 =
{1

3
θ2 +

1

(φ+ 1)

(
ρm − (Rf ′ − f) + 3φ̈− 3φ̇φ′·

φ′
+

3φ′′φ̇2

φ′2

)}
, (92)

B4 =
1

(φ+ 1)

{
2ρm + (Rf ′ − f) + 3(φ+ 1)

( φ̈φ′·
φ′φ̇
−

...
φ

φ̇

+
φ′··

φ′
− φ′·2

φ′2
− φ′′·φ̇

φ′2
− 2φ′′φ̈

φ′2
+

2φ′′φ′·φ̇

φ′3
+
θφ̇′

3φ′
− 1

9
θ2 − k2

3a2

)}
, (93)

B5 =
{ ...
φ

φ̇
− 1

2(φ+ 1)

(θφ̇
3
− φ̇φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇2

(φ+ 1)

)}
, (94)

B6 =
(1

3
θ − φ̇′

φ′
− 2φ̇

(φ+ 1)

)
. (95)
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By using the introduced dimensionless variables from Eq. (26), then we rewrite the more
generalised form of the evolution equations as follows:

Z ′ − 1

(1 + z)

(
2 +
Y
2

)
Z − 3HΩ̃m

2(1 + z)
∆m +

3H

2(φ+ 1)
Φ′

+
B1

2H(1 + z)(φ+ 1)
Φ− B2V

′
m = 0 , (96)

∆′m −
1

H(1 + z)
Z − 3HV ′m +

k2

a2H(1 + z)
Vm = 0 , (97)

A′ −HV ′m −
3HΩ̃m

2(1 + z)
Vm +

1

(1 + φ)
Φ′ − 1

2(1 + φ)(1 + z)

(
1− φ̇′

Hφ′
− 2Y

)
Φ = 0 , (98)

Φ′ +
1

H(1 + z)
Ψ +

φ̇

H(1 + z)
A = 0 , (99)

Ψ′ +

...
φ

Hφ̇(1 + z)
Φ +

φ̈

H(1 + z)
A = 0 , (100)

V ′m −
1

H(1 + z)
A = 0 , (101)

∆′′m −
1

2(1 + z)

(
1 + Y

)
∆′m −

3Ω̃m

2(1 + z)2
∆m −

H

2(1 + z)2

(
9Ω̃m +

k2Y
a2H2

)
Vm

− B3

H(1 + z)
V ′m +

9

2(1 + z)(φ+ 1)
Φ′ +

B4

2H2(1 + z)2(φ+ 1)
Φ = 0 , (102)

Φ′′ +
1

(1 + z)

(3

2
− Y

)
Φ′ − B5

H2(1 + z)2
Φ− φ̇

(1 + z)

( 2φ̈

Hφ̇
− 1
)
V ′m

+
3Ω̃mφ̇

2(1 + z)2
Vm = 0 , (103)

V ′′m +
1

2(1 + z)
V ′m −

3Ω̃m

2(1 + z)2
Vm +

1

H(1 + φ)(1 + z)
Φ′

− B6

2H2(φ+ 1)(1 + z)2
Φ = 0 . (104)

For further analysis, in this part we are going to apply the quasi-static approximation to our
evolution equations Eqs. (102) - (104). In this approximation, terms involving time derivatives
for gravitational potential are neglected and only those terms involving density perturbation
are kept. Therefore, Φ′′ = Φ′ = 0. Eqs. (102) - (104) become

Φ = −
H2φ̇(1 + z)

(
2φ̈

Hφ̇
− 1
)

B5

V ′m +
3H2φ̇Ω̃m

2B5

Vm , (105)

V ′′m +
1

2(1 + z)

{
1 +

HYB6

(
2φ̈

Hφ̇
− 1
)

B5

}
V ′m −

3Ω̃m

2(1 + z)2

{
1 +

HYB6

2B5

}
Vm = 0 , (106)

∆′′m −
1

2(1 + z)

(
1 + Y

)
∆′m −

3Ω̃m

2(1 + z)2
∆m −

1

H(1 + z)

{
B3 +

H2YB4

(
2φ̈

Hφ̇
− 1
)

2B5

}
V ′m

− H

2(1 + z)

(
9Ω̃m +

k2Y
a2H2

− 3Ω̃mYB4

2B5

)
Vm = 0 . (107)
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The above evolution Eqs. (96) - (104) are exactly the same as the work presented in [40] for
GR. The GR can be recovered for the case of f(R) = R, therefore (φ+ 1) = 1 and we have

Z ′ − 2

(1 + z)
Z − 3HΩ̃m

2(1 + z)
∆m + 3H2

(
− 1− Ω̃m

2
− k2

3H2a2

)
V ′m = 0 , (108)

∆′m −
1

H(1 + z)
Z − θV ′m +

k2

a2H(1 + z)
Vm = 0 , (109)

A′ −HV ′m −
3HΩ̃m

2(1 + z)
Vm = 0 , (110)

V ′m −
1

H(1 + z)
A = 0 , (111)

∆′′m −
1

2(1 + z)
∆′m −

3Ω̄m

2(1 + z)2
∆m −

3H

(1 + z)

(
1 + Ω̄m

)
V ′m −

9Ω̄mH

2(1 + z)2
Vm = 0 , (112)

V ′′m +
1

2(1 + z)
V ′m −

3Ωm

2(1 + z)2
Vm = 0 . (113)

In the following section, we explore the solutions of the density and velocity contrast in GR
and one of the f(R) toy models.

7 Solutions

In this section we will solve the whole system of perturbations equations we obtained so far
Eqs. (96) - (104) to explore the growth of the matter density contrast in the GR context and for
f(R) as a scalar-tensor theory of gravity for non-quasi-static approximations and quasi-static
approximation from Eqs. (105) - (107). The exact solutions of the matter density contrast can
be found in the quasi static approximations and the numerical solution will be presented in the
non-quasi-static approximations as well. We defined the normalized energy density for matter
fluid as

δ(z) =
∆m(z)

∆(zin)
, (114)

where ∆(zin) is the initial value of ∆m(z) at zin. In the same manner, we defind normalized
velocity contrast as

ν(z) =
Vm(z)

V (zin)
, (115)

7.1 The growth of the velocity and the matter -density fluctuations
in GR limits

Here, we analyze the growth of matter energy density contrasts δ(z) Eq. (112) and the velocity
contrast ν(z) Eq. (113) with cosmic-time. The exact solutions of the velocity contrast yields
as

Vm(z) = c1 (1 + z)−1 + c2 (1 + z)
3
2 . (116)

The integration constant c1 and c2 can be determined by the imposing initial conditions for
plotting. Those constants are worthy to find the exact solution for the density contrasts, and
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we present in the following as

c1 =
−2

5
(1 + zin)

(
(1 + zin)V̇m(zin)− 3

2
Vm(zin)

)
c2 =

2

5
√

(1 + zin)

(
V̇m(zin) +

Vm(zin)

(1 + zin)

)
. (117)

Consequently, the second-order evolution equation of the matter density equation (112) becomes
a closed system by substituting the solutions of the velocity contrast Eq. (116) and it’s first
order derivative. Then, the exact solution is given as

∆m =
1

2
c1 (1 + z)1/2 + 3c2 (1 + z)3 + c3 (1 + z)(3/4−

√
33/4) + c4 (1 + z)(3/4+

√
33/4) , (118)

where c3 and c4 are the integration constants and they are given as

c3 ,4 =
∓ 2√

33

(1 + zin)

(
−1
4
−
√
33
4

){∆̇m(zin)−
(

3
4
±
√

33
4

)
(1 + zin)

∆m(zin)

−
c2
(

5
4
∓
√

33
4

)
2
√

(1 + zin)
− 3c1

(9

4
∓
√

33

4

)
(1 + zin)2

}
. (119)

In the following figures we present growth the matter density and velocity fluctuations with
cosmological redshift in the GR approach. We set the initial conditions at Vin = V (zin '
1100) = 10−5 and V̇in = V̇ (zin = 1100) = 0 and ∆in = ∆m(zin ' 1100) = 10−5 and ∆̇in =
∆̇m(zin = 1100) = 0.

Figure 1: The growth of the velocity contrast
for Eq. (116) (GR limits).

Figure 2: The growth of the density contrast for
Eq. (118) (GR limits).

From this plots, we depict clearly the contribution of dust component of the universe for
the fluctuations of matter density and velocity are growing with decreasing red shift.

7.2 The growth of the velocity and the matter -density fluctuations
in f(R) toy models

In this sub-section, we consider Rn model, one of the f(R) toy models that are considered
to be the simplest and widely studied form of higher order f(R) gravitational theories. The
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Lagrangian density of such models is given as

f(R) = βRn , (120)

where β represents the coupling parameter and an arbitrary constant n 6= 1 is considered for
exploring cosmological models. In [49], it has been shown, using the cosmological dynamical
systems approach, that the scale factor a(t) admits an exact solution of the form

a = a0(t/t0)
2n

3(1+w) , (121)

with w = 0 and normalized coefficients β and a0. One can obtain the following expressions for
the expansion, the Ricci scalar and the effective matter energy density respectively:

θ =
2n

t
, R =

4n(4n− 3)

3t2
, (122)

ρm = n
(3

4

)1−n(4n2 − 3n

t2

)n−1(−16n2 + 26n− 6

3t2

)
. (123)

Where t = t0(1 + z)−
3
2n and the Hubble parameter is H(z) =

1

H0

h(z), where H0 = t0 and

h(z) =
2n

3
(1 + z)3/2n. The definitions in Eqs. (90)-(95), become

B1 = H2
(

6Ω̃m + 6X − 6Y +
27(n− 2)(1− 2n)

2n2
− k2

a2H2

)
, (124)

B2 = H2
(

3 +
k2

a2H2
+

3Ω̃m

2
− 3X +

3

2
Y +

27(n− 1)(2n− 1)

4n2

)
, (125)

B3 = H2
(

3 + 3Ω̃m − 6X +
27(n− 1)(2n− 1)

2n2

)
, (126)

B4 = H2
(

6Ω̃m + 6X +
3(1− 2n)(5n− 9)

n2
− 1− k2

a2H2

)
, (127)

B5 =
3H2

4n2

(
32n2 − 41n+ 15

)
, (128)

B6 =
H

2n

(
20n− 15

)
. (129)

Where

Y =
−3(n− 1)

n
, X =

(n− 1)(4n− 3)

2n2
, (130)

(φ+ 1) = n
(4n(4n− 3)

3

)(n−1)

(1 + z)(
3(n−1)
n

) , (131)

φ̇ =
−2n(n− 1)

t0

(4n(42n− 3)

3

)(n−1)

(1 + z)(3−3/2n) . (132)

We redefine the following normalized quantity as:

Vm = H0vm , k2 =
1

H2
0

K2 , Z = H0Z , Ψ = H0ξ , (133)
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where H(z) =
1

H0

h(z), H0 = t0, therefore Eqs.(96) - (104) become

Z ′ − 1

(1 + z)

(
2 +
Y
2

)
Z − 3h(z)Ω̃m

2(1 + z)
∆m +

3h(z)

2(φ+ 1)
Φ′

+
h(z)

2(1 + z)(φ+ 1)

(
6Ω̃m + 6X − 6Y +

27(n− 2)(1− 2n)

2n2
− k2

a2h(z)2

)
Φ

−h(z)2
(

3 +
k2

a2h(z)2
+

3Ω̃m

2
− 3X +

3

2
Y +

27(n− 1)(2n− 1)

4n2

)
v′m = 0 , (134)

∆′m −
1

h(z)(1 + z)
Z − 3Hv′m +

k2

a2h(z)(1 + z)
vm = 0 , (135)

A′ − h(z)v′m −
3h(z)Ω̃m

2(1 + z)
vm +

1

(1 + φ)
Φ′

− 1

2(1 + φ)(1 + z)

(
1− 3(1− 2n)

2n
− 2Y

)
Φ = 0 , (136)

Φ′ +
1

h(z)(1 + z)
ξ +
Y(φ+ 1)

(1 + z)
A = 0 , (137)

ξ′ +
9(2n− 1)h(z)

2n(1 + z)
Φ + n(−2n+ 2)(1− 2n)

(4n(42n− 3)

3

)(n−1)

(1 + z)2A = 0 , (138)

v′m −
1

h(z)(1 + z)
A = 0 , (139)

∆′′m −
1

2(1 + z)

(
1 + Y

)
∆′m

− 3Ω̃m

2(1 + z)2
∆m −

h(z)

(1 + z)

(
3 + 3Ω̃m − 6X +

27(n− 1)(2n− 1)

2n2

)
v′m

− h(z)

2(1 + z)2

(
9Ω̃m +

YK2

a2h(z)2

)
vm +

9

2(φ+ 1)(1 + z)
Φ′

+
1

2(φ+ 1)(1 + z)2

(
6Ω̃m + 6X +

3(1− 2n)(5n− 9)

n2
− 1− K2

a2h(z)2

)
Φ = 0 , (140)

Φ′′ +
1

(1 + z)

(3

2
− Y

)
Φ′ − 3(32n2 − 41n+ 15)

4n2(1 + z)2
Φ− (3− 7n)φ̇

n(1 + z)
v′m

+
3Ω̃mφ̇

2(1 + z)2
vm = 0 , (141)

v′′m +
1

2(1 + z)
v′m −

3Ω̃m

2(1 + z)2
vm +

1

h(z)(φ+ 1)(1 + z)
Φ′

− (20n− 15)

4nh(z)(φ+ 1)(1 + z)2
Φ = 0 . (142)

In the following, we will solve the whole system of perturbation equations, we start by solving
the whole system of the first-order evolution equations (134)- (138). We have evaluated the
numerical solutions simultaneously to analyze the density fluctuations for the short-wavelength
modes, i.e. large values of the wave number K and for the long-wavelength modes, i.e. small
values of the wave number K. We set the initial conditions at vin = v(zin ' 1100) = 10−5,
Φin = Φ(zin ' 1100) = 10−5 , ξin = ξ(zin ' 1100) = 10−5, Ain = A(zin ' 1100) = 10−5,
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Zin = Z(zin ' 1100) = 10−5 and ∆in = ∆m(zin ' 1100) = 10−5. Then, we evaluated
the numerical solutions from the second-order evolution Eqs.(140) - (142) simultaneously to
analyze the density and velocity fluctuations with redshift for the short-wavelength modes and
for the long-wavelength modes. For further analysis, we analyse the growth of the velocity and
the matter density fluctuations with redshift and present the numerical results for different
initial conditions as presented in [50], to see how sensitive the results are to change the initial
conditions.

I ∆in = vin = Φin = 10−5 and ∆′ = v′ = Φ′ = 10−5 .

II ∆in = vin = Φin = 10−5 and ∆′ = v′ = Φ′ = 0 .

7.2.1 Case I: Solving the whole system

The numerical results Eqs. (134)- (138) for the short- and long- wavelength modes are presented
in Figs. 3 - 7. We have tried to study the behaviour of the velocity and the density contrast
for different n ranges, i.e., for n < 1, n closes to GR and n > 1. The velocity and the density
contrast are decaying for values of n < 1 and for n ≥ 1.4. We only noticed the growth of the
velocity and the density fluctuations for values of 1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 as presented in Figs. 5 - 7. The
growth of the velocity and the density perturbation is highly nonlinear compared to the GR
results.

Figure 3: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system Eqs.
(134)- (138) for n = 1 (GR).

Figure 4: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system Eqs.
(134)- (138) for n = 1 (GR).
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Figure 5: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (134)- (138) for n > 1 for long-wavelength
(K = 0.001).

Figure 6: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (134)- (138) for n > 1 for short-wavelength
(K = 105).

Figure 7: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (134)- (138) for n > 1.

The numerical results Eqs. (140) and (142) for the short- and long- wavelength modes for
different sets of the initial conditions are presented in the following figures. For instant, the
numerical results for set I of the initial conditions as presented in Figs. 8 - 13. We have noticed
that the velocity and density contrast are decaying for values of 0.5 < n ≤ 0.99 and for the
case of n = 1, the numerical results of GR are recovered as in Figs. 8 - 9. For values of n > 1
as they are presented in Figs. 10 - 11, we can see the growth of the density contrast for both
short- and long-wavelengths and the only difference appears in the amplitudes of the density
contrast, in Fig. 10 we can see the growth of the density contrast for long-wavelength with less
amplitudes compared to the short-wavelength results as presented in Fig. 11. We also have to
mention that the growth of the velocity contrast does not depend on the wave number K. We
also presented the behaviour of the matter density contrast for n = 1.1 and different values of
the wave number K as presented in Fig. 13, and we noticed the growth of the density contrast
with increasing the values of K. We present the behaviour of the density fluctuations in Table.
1
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Figure 8: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system Eqs.
(140)- (142) for n = 1 (GR) for set I.

Figure 9: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system Eqs.
(140)- (142) for n = 1 (GR) for set I.

Figure 10: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > 1 for long-wavelength
(K = 0.001) for set I.

Figure 11: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > 1 for short-wavelength
(K = 105) for set I.

Figure 12: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > 1 for set I.

Figure 13: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (140)- (142) for n = 1.1 for set I and
different values of K.

The numerical results for set II of the initial conditions are presented in Figs. 14 - 19. We
noticed that for values of 0.5 < n ≤ 0.99 the velocity and density contrast are decaying, and
the GR are recovered for n = 1 as in Figs. 1 - 2. We also noticed the growth of the velocity
and the density contrast for 1 < n ≤ 1.3 as presented in Figs. 14, 15 and 18. For 1.4 ≤ n,
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we observe unrealistic behaviour of the density contrast for both short- and long- wavelengths
as presented in Figs. 16 - 17. We also noticed that the velocity grows at n = 1.6, and start
to decay again for values of n > 1.6. We present the behaviour of the density fluctuations in
Table. 2

Figure 14: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > 1 for long-wavelength
(K = 0.01) for set II.

Figure 15: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > 1 for short-wavelength
(K = 105) for set II.

Figure 16: The growth of the density con-
trast versus cosmological redshift for the sys-
tem of Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > .31 for long-
wavelength (K = 0.001) for set II.

Figure 17: The growth of the density con-
trast versus cosmological redshift for the sys-
tem of Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > 1.3 for short-
wavelength (K = 105) for set II.
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Figure 18: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for the system of
Eqs. (140)- (142) for n > 1 for set II.

Figure 19: The growth of the density con-
trast versus cosmological redshift for the sys-
tem of Eqs. (140)- (142) for n = 1.1 and
different values of K for set II.

Table 1: The behavior of δ(z) for set I.

Range of n Density contarst
0.5 < n ≤ 0.99 decreasing
n ≥ 1 increasing

Table 2: The behavior of δ(z) for set II.

Range of n Density contarst
0.5 < n ≤ 0.99 decreasing
1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 increasing
n ≥ 1.4 decreasing

7.2.2 Case II: Quasi-static approximations

In this sub-subsection, we present the results of the velocity and density contrast in the quasi-
static approximations Eqs. (106)-(107) We apply the same technique as GR limits and we find
first the exact solution of velocity contrast and then the density contrast. So, the exact solution
of Eq. (106) is given as

V (z) = c5 (1 + z)α+ + c6 (1 + z)α− , (143)

where

α± =
Yη1

4
+

1

4
±

√
η2

1Y2 − 24η2YΩ̃m + 2η1Y + 24Ω̃m + 1

4
, (144)

η1 =
2(20n− 15)(3− 7n)

3
(

32n2 − 41n+ 15
) , η2 =

n(20n− 15)

3
(

32n2 − 41n+ 15
) . (145)
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After we computed the integration constants c5 and c6 by imposing the initial conditions, the
exact solution for density contrast Eq. (107) for K = 0 is given as

∆m(z) = c7 (1 + z)α1 + c8 (1 + z)α2

− 2n3

3

(
− 9

2
+n2
(
Yα+−2α2

++3Ω̃m+3α+

)
+n
(

3Y
2
−6α++ 9

2

))(
− 9

2
+n2
(
Yα−−2α2

−+3Ω̃m+3α−

)
+n
(

3Y
2
−6α−+ 9

2

)) ×{(
Yη3(Ω̃mη4 − η5α+) + 2α+ + η6 + 9Ω̃m

)((
− 9

2
+ n2

(
Yα− − 2α2

− + 3Ω̃m + 3α−
)

+n
(

3Y
2
− 6α− + 9

2

))
c5 (1 + z)

(2α+n+3)

2n

)
+
(
Yη3(Ω̃mη4 − η5α−) + 2α− + η6 + 9Ω̃m

)((
− 9

2
+ n2

(
Yα+ − 2α2

+ + 3Ω̃m + 3α+

)
+n
(

3Y
2
− 6α+ + 9

2

))
c6 (1 + z)

(2α−n+3)

2n

)}
, (146)

where

α1,2 =
Y
4

+
3

4
±
√
Y2 + 24Ω̃m + 6Y + 9

4
(147)

η3 =
(

6Ω̃m + 6X +
(96n− 27− 31n2)

n2

)
, η4 =

2n2

(32n2 − 41n+ 15)
, (148)

η5 =
2n(3− 7n)

3(32n2 − 41n+ 15)
, η6 =

(
3 + 3Ω̃m − 6X +

27(n− 1)(2n− 1)

2n2

)
. (149)

In the following figures we present the results of the velocity and the density contrast in the
quasi-static approximations Eqs. (143) and (146) for different n ranges. For instant, for set I of
the initial conditions, the GR results are recovered as presented in Figs. 8 - 9. The velocity is
decaying and for values of 1 ≤ n ≤ 1.5 as they are presented in Fig. 20, and we see the growth
of the velocity contrast only for values of 1.6 ≤ n ≤ 1.9 as presented in Fig. 21. We could
only evaluate the results for the density contrast only for long-wavelength (K = 0) , we see the
growth of the density contrast only at values of 1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 as in Fig. 22. We also presented
the results for set II of the initial conditions in Figs. 23 - 25, and we noticed the growth of the
velocity contrast and the decaying of the density contrasrt for 1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 . By comparing
these results with the results obtained by solving the full system at the same choice of initial
conditions (sets I and II), we can conclude that the quasi-static approximation does not seem
to be applicable in the quasi-Newonian framework.
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Figure 20: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for Eq. 143 for 1 ≤
n ≤ 1.5 for set I.

Figure 21: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for Eq. (143) for
1.6 ≤ n for set I.

Figure 22: The growth of the density contrast
versus cosmological redshift for Eq. (146) for
1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 for set I.

Figure 23: The growth of density contrast ver-
sus cosmological redshift for Eq. (146) for
1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 for set II.

Figure 24: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for Eq. (143) for
1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 for set II.

Figure 25: The growth of the velocity contrast
versus cosmological redshift for Eq. (143) for
n ≥ 1.4 for set II.
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8 Conclusions

This work presented a detailed analysis of scalar cosmological perturbations in f(R) as a scalar-
tensor theory of gravity theory using the 1+3 covariant gauge-invariant approach. We explored
the integrability conditions of the so-called quasi-Newtonian cosmological models in the context
of f(R) as scaler-tensor theory of gravity. We showed that for such cosmological models to exist,
they must satisfy certain integrability conditions on the generalized Einstein field equations.
The two integrability conditions derived and presented here allow us to describe a consistent
evolution of the linearised field equations of quasi-Newtonian universes. We defined the scalar
gradient variables and derived the corresponding evolution equations. We derived the complete
set of the first- and the second-order evolution equations of these perturbations. The harmonic
decomposition approach is applied to these equations in order to solve this complicated system
of differential equations. After getting a complete set of the perturbation equations, We studied
the behaviour of matter energy density perturbations with redshift for different ranges of n
by considering Rn models. We introduced the so-called quasi-static approximation to study
the approximated solutions on small scales. We have shown the ranges of n for which the
perturbation amplitudes δ(z) grow or decay. For instance, the numerical solution of the first-
order perturbation equations shows the growth of the density contrast for values of 1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3
vin = v(zin ' 1100) = 10−5, Φin = Φ(zin ' 1100) = 10−5 , ξin = ξ(zin ' 1100) = 10−5,
Ain = A(zin ' 1100) = 10−5, Zin = Z(zin ' 1100) = 10−5 and ∆in = ∆m(zin ' 1100) = 10−5.
We also found the numerical solution of the whole system of second-order equations and we
escalated our analysis for different sets of initial conditions for the short- and long- wavelength
modes. For instant, for set I as presented in Figs. 8 - 13. We have noticed that the velocity
and density contrast are decaying for values of 0.5 < n ≤ 0.99 and for the case of n = 1,
the numerical results of GR are recovered as in Figs. 8 - 9. For values of n > 1 as they are
presented in Figs. 10 - 11, we can see the growth of the density contrast for both short- and
long-wavelengths. We also presented the behaviour of the matter density contrast for n = 1.1
and different values of the wave number K as presented in Fig.13, and we noticed the growth
of the density contrast with increasing the values of K. for set II We noticed the growth of
the velocity and the density contrast for 1 < n ≤ 1.3 as presented in Figs. 14, 15 and 18.
For 1.4 ≤ n, we observe unrealistic behaviour of the density contrast for both short- and long-
wavelengths as presented in Figs. 16 - 17. While On-the other hand, based on the quasi-static
approximation, we could only evaluate the exact solutions for the density contrast at K = 0.
For instant, for set I of the initial conditions, we see the growth of the density contrast only at
values of 1 ≤ n ≤ 1.3 as in Fig. 22, while we noticed a decaying behaviour at the same values
of n or set II of the initial conditions as in Fig. 25. By comparing these results with the results
obtained by solving the full system at the same choice of initial conditions (sets I and II), we
can conclude that the quasi-static approximation does not seem to be applicable here.
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Appendix

Some of the following linearised identities which hold for all scalars f , vectors Va and tensors
Sab = S〈ab〉, have been used in this paper:

ηabc∇̃b∇̃cf = 0 , (A.150)(
∇̃〈a∇̃b〉f

)·
= ∇̃〈a∇̃b〉ḟ −

2

3
θ∇̃〈a∇̃b〉f + ḟ∇̃〈aAb〉 , (A.151)(

∇̃af
)·

= ∇̃aḟ −
1

3
θ∇̃af + ḟAa , (A.152)

∇̃b∇̃<aAb> =
1

2
∇̃2Aa +

1

6
∇̃a∇̃cAc +

1

3
(ρ− 1

3
θ2)Aa , (A.153)(

∇̃2f
)·

= ∇̃2ḟ − 2

3
θ∇̃2f + ḟ∇̃aAa , (A.154)

∇̃[a∇̃b]vc =
1

3

(
1

3
θ2 − ρ

)
v[ahb]c , (A.155)

∇̃[a∇̃b]S
cd =

2

3

(
1

3
θ2 − ρ

)
S

(c
[ah

d)
b] , (A.156)

∇̃a
(
ηabc∇̃bvc

)
= 0 , (A.157)

∇̃b

(
ηcd〈a∇̃cS

b〉
d

)
=

1

2
ηabc∇̃b

(
∇̃dS

d
c

)
, (A.158)

∇̃2(∇̃af) = ∇̃a(∇̃2f) +
2

3
(ρ− 1

3
θ2)∇̃af + 2ḟηabc∇̃bωc . (A.159)
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