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Abstract.
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the framework of f(T) gravity. In particular, we use the 14 3 covariant formalism and present the
covariant linearised evolution and constraint equations describing such models. We then derive
the integrability conditions describing a consistent evolution of the linearised field equations of
these quasi-Newtonian universes in the f(T) gravitational theory. Finally, we derive the evolution
equations for the density and velocity perturbations of the quasi-Newtonian universe. We explore
the behaviour of the matter density contrast for two models - f(T') = pTo(T/Tp)™ and the more
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1. Introduction

In 1998 [1,2], observational evidence for an accelerating universe was discovered within
the framework of a Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) cosmology. The
only way to explain this phenomenon is to introduce an additional dark component
to the total energy density [3]. However, the physical properties of Dark Energy
(DE) is still not well understood. Moreover, there are many problems that need to
be explained such as the inhomogeneity problem and how the primordial fluctuations
seeded the formation of structure on large-scales. There are exist several approaches to
the theoretical description of these problems. One of these is a modified gravity theories,
which provide the very natural gravitational alternative for dark energy and they are
extremely attractive in the applications for late-time acceleration [4]. One of these
modified gravity theories is f(7") gravity [5-10]. In the simple case f(7T) = T', where T is
the torsion scalar. The f(7T) theory can be directly reduced to the teleparallel equivalent
of general relativity (TEGR) [11]. The idea of the teleparallel gravity (T'G) was originally
proposed in 1928 by Einstein after the formulation of general relativity (GR) to address
the unification of gravity with electromagnetism by introducing the notion of tetrad
(vierbin) field together with the suggestion of absolute parallelism [12-15]. In this theory,
a set of tetrad fields e,(z)"* are considered to be the dynamical object instead of the
metric g,5. While (GR) uses the well-known torsionless Levi-Civita connection, TG uses
Weitzenbdckconnection [16,17] that has no curvature but instead torsion. From Einstein-
Cartan-Kibble-Sciama theory of gravitation [18], torsion is an alternative to curvature to
describe the gravitational interaction [19,20]. From this view, the TG description of the
gravitational interaction is completely equivalent to that of GR in some respects [21]. In
(GR), curvature is used to geometrize the gravitational interaction, in other words, the
gravitational force is replaced by geometry and particle trajectories are determined by
geodesics, rather than the force equation [22]. In (TG), there is no notion of geodesics
and the torsion yields a true gravitational force which quite similar to the Lorentz
force of electrodynamics [17,23]. Although at the background and perturbation levels
TG is completely equivalent to (GR). f(T') gravity has various cosmological solutions
which are consistent with the observational data [24-26], especially at the cosmological
background. According to these features, f(7') gravity is assumed as a viable theory
both at cosmological and at astrophysical scales. One of the significant advantages of
f(T) gravity is that its field equations are always of second-order in contrast with f(R)
gravity, where the field equations are governed by fourth-order equations. In [27], it was
shown that T is not a local Lorentz scalar but the lack of this local Lorentz symmetry
appears to be of little importance in (TG) when the Lagrangian is just 7. However, it is
not the case for the f(7') generalisation of the (T'G). If T" is not a local Lorentz invariant
then f(7') cannot be either, and this is considered to be one of the disadvantages of the
f(T) gravity.

In this paper, we consider the covariant form of the field equations of f(7') gravity
to study linear cosmological perturbations [28]. There are two approaches to study the
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cosmological perturbations namely, the metric based approach [29-38] and the 1 + 3
covariant approach [39,40]. In the 1 + 3 covariant approach, the perturbations are
formulated using variables that are covariantly defined in the real universe, and are
exactly gauge-invariant by construction [41]. This approach has been used recently
to study the cosmological perturbations for different contexts of modified gravity and
GR [34,40,42].

This paper is organised as follows: in Sections 2, 3 and 4 respectively, we review
the 1 + 3 covariant approach, kinematics quantities in the presence of torsion and we
provide the covariant form of the field equations in f(7) gravity which are required to
study the cosmological perturbations. In Sections 5 and 6 respectively, we study the
quasi-Newtonian models in the f(T') gravity and we derive the integrability conditions
that describes a consistent evolution of the linearised field equations of the quasi-
Newtonian universes. In Section 7, we define the gradient variables that describe the
cosmological perturbations and derive the linear evolution equations for matter and
torsion perturbations. In Section 8, we analyse the growth of the matter density
contrast by considering the power-law f(T') theory where f(T) = pTo(T/To)" and
the more generalised case, where f(T) = T + uTy(T/Tp)" 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 9 is devoted
for discussions and conclusions.

2. The 1 + 3 covariant approach in f(7') gravity

In this approach, space-time is split into space and time, where 1+ 3 refers to the number
of dimensions involved in each slice to investigate the deviation from homogeneity and
isotropy of the Universe. The 4-velocity field vector of the observer u* associated with
the worldlines is defined as

_dx®
odr’

where ¢ is the worldline in terms of local coordinates and 7 is proper time measured

ua

uu, = —1, (1)

along the worldlines. In this approach the metric g, is decomposed into the projected
tensor h,p as follows:

Gap = hap — Uguy , with h® A = h%, h® =3, hugu®=0. (2)

We consider the covariant form of f(7T') gravity to clearly show the equivalence
between teleparallel gravity and General Relativity. This form of field equation is very
advisable to define the covariant variables in a gauge-invariant formalism for the study of
the cosmological perturbations. Instead of using the torsionless Levi-Civita connection
I'Y, in general relativity, we use the curvature-less Weitzenbockconnection connection
I'¢, in TG . The torsion tensor has different symmetry properties from the curvature
case and it can be expressed as [22,43]

ab = €u(Oacy — Opeyy) - (3)
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Each vector e, is described by its components e# = 0,1, 2, 3, in a coordinate basis. The
contorsion tensor is expressed as [22]

ab = NZb —Ta - (4)

The teleparallel Lagrangian density is described by the torsion scalar as follows [22]

T= Sng;lb , (5)
where the super-potential term is given as [6,22,43]

8§ = K + 05T — 6415 (6)
and the contortion tensor can be rewritten as

Kif = 3 (1~ T~ T3") 7
The modified teleparallel action for f(T) is given by [22,25]

Symy = 5 [ dhre [F(T) + 2L ®)

where e is the determinant of the tetrad field e/ i.e., (e = det|e#| = \/—g), and the
coupling constant k = 87G/c* §. Varying the action in Eq. (8) with respect to the
vierbein vector field e#, we obtain

1 / a ! a " 1 a a
“0y(eS)f'T = XTSI S (1) + SEON(T) (1) + €4 (T) = k65 (9)

where f’ and f” denote the differentiation with respect to 7' and ©9% is the matter
energy momentum tensor, and all aindices on the manifold run over 0,1, 2, 3. From the
relation between the Weitzenbockconnection and Levi-Civita connection in Eq. (4), one
can write the Riemann tensor associated with the Levi-Civita connection and contorsion
tensor as [22)]

RZb = aﬂrgb - abrga + F?arfb - Fgfrga = vﬂKt(:ib - vaga + K}laKg;) - K?nga ) (10)
and the Ricci scalar is given as
R =T +2V°T}, = —T +2V°T, . (11)
The field equations can be written as
1
Gab - _égabT - chbca - SgCchb ) (]-2)

1
where Gy, = Ry, — 3 Jap R is the Einstein tensor and g, is the metric tensor. From Eq.

(12), we consider a covariant version of the field equations of f(7") gravity with a clear
analogy to Einstein’s field equations as [5,22, 28]

1
f'Gay + 59ablf = F'T) = f"Se °VeT = 6*Tap (13)
where 7,;, denotes the usual energy-momentum tensor of the matter fluid expressed as
7;{; _ lé(eLm) ]

b
e deb

§ From here on-wards, the geometric units convention where 87G = ¢ = 1.
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3. Kinematics quantities in the presence of torsion

All the kinematic quantities which describe all the kinematic features of the fluid flow
can be obtained from irreducible parts of the decomposed V,up as [36,44]

1~ ~
vaub - gehab + 5-ab + (Dab - uaub ; (14)

where tilde terms here are referring to the torsion contribution. The volume rate of
expansion of the fluid in the presence of torsion is given as

0=6—20"T, . (15)
The rate of distortion of the matter flow is given as

Gap = Oap + 2h°, 04 K e (16)
and the skew-symmetric vorticity tensor

Qb = Wap + 2h°, A4 K e (17)

describes the rotation of the fluid relative to a non-rotating frame. The relativistic
acceleration vector is given as

U = Utg + UK, . (18)
The general expression for the Raychaudhuri equation is given by

|
0 = Ve, — 592 — 564 — 00 — Rauu® — 2uPT4 (3h00 55— @5 — u‘ty) . (19)
We = 0 = 04 in the case of non-rotational and shear free fluids and from the covariant
approach of the field equation, Rgu‘u® = 1/2 (p + 3p) for relativistic fluid [45,46]. Then
the Raychaudhuri Eq.(19) is rewritten as

3 ~ . 1 1 2 ~

0=V, —=0°— - 3p) — Zu'Th0 . 20

Ua = 507 =5 (p+3p) — gu'Th (20)

The inner product of the torsion and four-velocity vectors of the fluid u’7} is vanished
identically For a space-like torsion vector [47]. Therefore, Eq. (15) and Eq. (18) become
6 = 6 and G, = 1, respectively. Then, from the result of Eq. (20), we obtain

. 1 1 .
0= —592 — 5 (p+3p) + Vi, (21)

and this equation is the same as the usual Raychaudhuri equation which is presented
in [28,35,45,48]. Now we consider the perturbations evolution in Friedmann universe,
the torsion scalar

202

T = —T - —QV“Ua . (22)
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The linearised thermodynamic quantities in the presence of torsion are the energy

T

density pr, the pressure pr, the energy flux ¢! and the anisotropic pressure w1,

respectively given by

17 1
pr =5 |7~ Dow +5(f = FT)] (23)
pr = =5 [ = D= 50 = 1] + 2L 04 90 24
Lr / m 2 v
(U VAR ov.T| (25)
== [ = D = o+ T (26)

The total effective energy density, isotropic pressure, anisotropic pressure and heat flux
of standard matter and torsion combination are defined as

pEpm+pT7 pEpm+pT> 7Tab57T32+7T£,, QaEq(T_FQZ' (27)
From Eq. (13), the Freiedmann equations of the effective fluid are presented as follows:

_ Pm 1 ' : _ m i — ! 4f”HT
H2_3_f’_6_f’(f_Tf)’ 2H+3H2_f/+2f/(f Tf)+ f ’

One can directly obtain the corresponding thermodynamics quantities such as the

Pm

(28)

effective energy density and the effective pressure of the fluid

pm 1 / pm 1 / QfNHT
_Pm =& _ _Z (f_T 29
p f/ 2f/ (.f f ) ? p f/ 2f/ (f f ) + f/ ? ( )
therefore, the Friedmann Eqs. (28) can be expressed as
~ H 3 3w~ 3
1=0,+X, —==(-—+—==Q,—=-X .
+ B ( R 5 +3y) (30)
For simplicity, we have introduced the following dimensionless variables as presented
in [10] are
Tf — - m 21" 1"
PYPE it S ST LU (31)
6H2f/ 3H2f/ f/ ng/

Here (,, is the fractional energy density of effective matter like fluid, €2, is the normal-
ized energy density parameter of standard matter fluid and X is the fractional energy
density of torsion fluid.

In the FLRW spacetime universe, the Raychaudhuri Eq. (21) that governs the ex-
pansion history of the Universe can be written as follows due to the resulting non-trivial
field equations [49]:

1

. 1 / " . ", s = =
6’:—502—2—f,[pm+f—Tf L of 0T + 2f TV, + VoA, | (32)



Covariant density and velocity perturbations of the quasi-Newtonian cosmological model in f(T') gravity7?

4. Covariant equations

Given a choice of 4-velocity field u®, the Ehlers-Ellis approach [40,50] employs only fully
covariant quantities and equations with transparent physical and geometric meaning
[51]. In such a treatment for any scalar quantity X in the background we have

V. X =0,

thus, by virtue of the Stewart-Walker Lemma [52], 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 [53]:

@ap:():?ap:@aea AazozwaZQaa 7TULb:OZO'ab:Ewabz[—Iaby (33)

where E,, and H,, are the gravito-electromagnetic fields responsible for tidal forces and
gravitational waves. They are the “gravito-electric” and “gravito-magnetic” components
of the Weyl tensor Cypeq defined from the Riemann tensor Rf, as

R
Cabcd = Rabcd - QQ[Q[CRb]d] + gg[a[cgb}d} ) (34)
1
Eab = C1a,gbhuguh ; Hab = §naeghoghbdueud . (35)
The covariant linearised evolution equations in the general case are given by [51,53, 54]
. 1 1 . .
b= =207 = Lo+ 3p) + VA" = —pn = V0 (36)
o 4 ) 2 1 ~
4y = _geqa - pmAa y Oab = _geo—ab - Eab + §7Tab + v(aAb> 5 (37)
2 1 ~
-<a):__0 a _ — abc A
w 3 w 277 ViA. (38)
. - 1 1~ 1
E(ab) — ncd(aVCHgb . eEab . §#ab . §v<aqb> . 6971_ab ’ (39)
. ~ 1 ~
H = —H™ — "N By + o0 Vem) (40)

These evolution equations propagate consistent initial data on some initial (¢t = o)
hypersurface Sy uniquely along the reference time-like consistency [55]. They are
constrained by the following linearised equations [51,53,54]:

i 1 . . 2.
Ogb = Eab . v(aAb> . _ﬂ_ab -0 7 Cf = vbo_ab . nabcvbwc . gvae + qa =0 7 (41)

2

Cy =V, =0, Cgb = ncd(?ca;j) + Vit — g = | (42)
- 1~ 1~ 1

Ce = VB + §vb7rab — gvap + §9qa =0, (43)
- 1 -

Cf = Vo H™ + (p+ p)w® + 5n‘“’cqua =0. (44)

These constraints restrict the initial data to be specified and they must remain satisfied
on any hypersurface S; for all comoving time ¢.
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5. Quasi-Newtonian spacetimes

There being no proper Newtonian limit for GR on cosmological scales, recent works on
so-called quasi-Newtonian cosmologies [51,56,57] have shown that gravitational physics
can be studied to a good approximation [36]. The importance of investigating the New-
tonian 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 [57]. In [57],
a covariant approach to cold matter universes in quasi-Newton has been developed and
it has been applied and extended in [56] 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 u® is chosen such that, in the linearised form
1 =u 4+ 0%, wvu® =0, vt <<1, (45)

the dynamical, kinematic and gravito-electromagnetic quantities Eq. (33) undergo
transformation.

Here v* is the relative velocity of the comoving frame with respect to the observer 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 [51,53]:

P =0, @' =pme, o =0, wa=0, 04 =0. (46)
Therefore, the evolution equations (36) - (40) for this class of spacetimes can be written
as

) 1 2 1 v a . Sa,m

O=—30" = S(p+3p) + VoA, pm = —pmb = Vq;" (47)

4 . ~ 1 1~ 1

0= =300 — puda, BV = OV H) — 0B — S — SV — Zon (48)

. ~ 1 ~

H = —H® — "NV By + o0 Ver) (49)

Due to the vanishing of the shear in the quasi-Newtonian frame, Eq. (37) is turned into
a new constraint

1 .
Eab = 571-3{) + v<aAAb> ) (50)

and using the identity in Eq. (A.1) for any scalar ¢, Eq. (38) can be simplified as
N"V,A. = 0= A, = Va0, (51)

where ¢ is the covariant relativistic generalisation of the Newtonian potential.
The shear-free o, = 0 and irrotational condition w = 0 and the gravito
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electromagnetic(GEM) constraint Eq. (42) result in the silent constraint Hy,, = 0. Thus
there is no gravitational radiation, which further justifies the term ‘quasi — Newtonian'.
And Eq.(44) show that ¢, is irrotational and thus v,

1 ~ 1 ~
577‘”’@%% =0= §n“b0pmqua : (52)

it follows that for a vanishing vorticity, there exists a velocity potential ¢ such that

Vg = @aw.

6. Integrability conditions

A constraint equation C'y = 0 evolves consistently with the evolution equations in the
sense that [51,53,56,58]

Ca = FjCP + G4,DCP | (53)

where F' and G depend on the kinematic, dynamical and gravito-electromagnetic quan-
tities but not their derivatives [51,53,59]. It has been shown that the non-linear models
are generally inconsistent if the silent constraint H,, = 0 is imposed, but that the lin-
ear models are consistent. Thus, so 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 linearized silent models.

This can happen by using the transformation between the quasi-Newtonian and comov-
ing frames.

The transformed linearised kinematics, dynamics and gravito-electromagnetic quantities
from the quasi-Newtonian frame to the comoving frame are given as follows [51,53,59,60]:

~ - - 1 1 ~

O =0+ Vi, A=Ayt 0u+ 300, Do=wa— SNV, (54)
Oab = Ogp + @(a@b) ) ﬁ =P D=1D, Tab = Tap, QE - qg ) (55)
QZL = qgn - (pm +pm)va 5 Eab = Ealn Hab = Hab . (56)

The first and second integrability conditions

From Eq. (50), we need to ensure its consistent propagation at all epochs and in all
spatial hypersurfaces. The differentiating this equation with respect to a cosmic time t
and and together with Eqs. (26), (41) and (48) the identity of (A.2), one we obtain

f///TQ f”T f//2T2 0 f//T B . ) 1
< T R R Y A V.Vt 50) (57)
' 1 %N
—<§0+§0+f7>vavb90:0

This equation is the first integrability condition for quasi- Newtonian cosmologies in
f(T) gravity and it is a generalisation of the one obtained in [56]. Eq. (57) reduces to
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an identity for the generalized van Elst-Ellis condition [51,53,57,59] as

1 T
S g
From Eq. (47) with the time evolution of the modified van Elst-Ellis condition Eq. (58),
we obtain the covariant modified Poisson equation in f(7') gravity as follows as

(f Tf + 207 (59)
f//QTQ
f/
For the case of f = T, Eq. (59) reduces to the one obtained in [51]. By taking the

gradient of Eq. (58), one gets

(58)

- 1
Vip + 30+ 0¢ _2f”0 2

+ QfI/T@ava . 6f//T2 . 6f”T +

+2 f”TH) .

. 1~ B f//T
Vot = =5 Vb - va< ; ) , (60)
using the identity (A.3), the above Eq. (60) can be written as
. PN 1o
<va90> - __Vae - va( f, > - g@Vago + QOACL ) (61)

using Eq. (51) together with the shear-free constraint Eq. (41), one can obtain the
evolution equation of the 4-acceleration A, as

. U aq ///T //2T " .
Aa_—p2;i —(‘gf,+ff, ff )VT—%VT (%e—q))Aa, (62)

and it reduces to the one obtained in [51]. To check for the consistency of the constraint

Eq. (50) on any spatial hyper-surface of constant time ¢, we take the divergence of Eq.
(50) ad by using the identity (A.4), we get
~ 1

- 1~ 1~, ~ 1~
VPE,, = §Vb7rab + 5v2(va ©) + 6v (V20) + =

1 -
3(/) - §92>va<10 ) (63)

by using the constraint Eq.(43) with the identity (A.10) it follows that:

- 1~ 1 2. 5
—V7t + =Vap — =0q, = =V, (V> Z(p—=60HV,0 . 64
7Tb+3 P 3q 3 ( 90)+3(:0 3 ) 2 ( )

By using Eqs. (26), (27) and (41), one obtains
- 1 4 -
Vap™ —2 (pm + 5(f ~Tf") — f§92> Vap

S pmf// f//f -
= 3" TV (Vo) + ( T VT,
which is the second integrability condition, The left and right hand sides of Eq. (65) refer
to GR and non-GR contributions. For GR, the right hand side vanishes when f =T

2 1

f'ev 0= 2V (V20) (65)
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and this matches the result obtained in [54] for the second integrability condition. By
taking the gradient of Eq. (58) and using Eq. (41), one can obtain the peculiar velocity:

2 [~ f///T f”2T B "no_
Vg = ~ [Vago + ( e V.T + FVGT : (66)
which evolves according to
. 1
Vg + =0v, = —A, . (67)

3
7. Cosmological perturbations

In Section 6, we showed how imposing special restrictions to the linearised perturbations
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
f(T) gravity. In this section, we obtain the velocity and density perturbations via these
propagation equations, thus generalizing GR results obtained in [51].

7.1. Definition of vector gradient variables

The covariant vector gradient variable D" for the total matter fluid and the volume
expansion of the fluid can be defined respectively as follows

pr= Yol 750 (68)
Pm

Those two gradient variables are the key to examine the evolution equation for the

matter density perturbations.

Now we define an extra key variables resulting from the spatial gradient of gauge-
invariant quantities which are connected with torsion fluid for f(T') gravity, we define
F, for the torsion density fluid and B, for the torsion momentum density respectively
as follow.

Fo=aV,T, B,=aV,T. (69)

We also define the comoving acceleration A, and the covariant vector gradient variable
Vo for the velocity inhomogeneity of the matter as follows

A, =ad,, V" =av,. (70)

a

7.2. Linear evolution equations

In the following we derive the linear evolution for each covariant variables. The system
of equations governing the evolution of the variables defined in the previous subsection
are given as follows
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- % ﬂ 1 f// f//f B f///Te f//QTe)

" (3 7 )Z“ sonPi + (dgaom + gn = L+ L )7
f”e 1 / 1y fHT m
"B + V2 A, +(——92—2—f,( (f—Tf)+2fT9))A 5 =2y
D" =7, — GAa - Vivm, (72)

f”@ f///T B f/lQT) f//
Ao = p A, — 2f’ (3f’ + 7 Iz Fa— 7 — B, (73)
Fo=By—TA, =0, (74)
B, — —J-" A, =0, (75)
v Aa =0. (76)

7.3. Definition of scalar gradient variables

The vector gradient variables we have defined so far contain both a scalar and a vector
parts. However, the formation of structures on large scales follows a spherical clustering
mechanism, and this could only be studied through the scalar parts. Therefore, we
extract the scalar parts of the perturbation vectorial gradients of these quantities by
applying a local decomposition [61]

i 1
aVaX = Xap = ghaX + 50 + Xiay (77)

where Eéi = X(ap) — 3hap X describes shear whereas X4y describes the vorticity. When
extracting the scalar contribution the vorticity term vanishes.
Based on the above decomposition, by applying the comoving differential operator aV,
to Egs. (68)-(70), our scalar variables can be given to linear order as
- 2y/2 - - - -
Ap=aveDpm=2YPm g NV Z, =V, V™ = aVV™ = oV, |
Prm
F=aV'F,=a’V’T, A=aV°A, =a’V°4,, B=aV'B,=ad*V’T
(78)

7.4. first- and second- order evolution equations

Due to the above definitions of the scalar gradient variables, here we present first-
and second-order evolution equations to demonstrate the growth of perturbations with
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cosmological red shift as

//T 1 " " ///Te NQTG
s (2 g e (g £ L0, 220,

f 2f’ Pm 2f/2 m f/ f/2
f//g f//T B 2V e
B SV, - VA
1 :
—(——02—2—f,(m—l—(f—Tf’)+2f”T9>)A:O, (79)
Am+z+aA+v%%:0 (80)
f//T Pm f”@ f///T B f//QT) f//
A+( f)A+2fV<+<wv+ 7 23 i B=0, (81)
F-B-TA=0, (82)
B——f TA=0, (83)
vm+A=o (84)
/T 1 i, L

B epm B 2]”/9 f// f//f f”92 2f”/T(9 2f”2T(9 B

2f/ Vm f/ ‘F + ( f/2pm + f/2 3f’ f/ + f/2 )‘7: =0 ’ (85)

f//T f”TQ f///Tz f//2T2 T
F+ f! F+( 3f f! o 1 _?)F
To T

4-<2T-?;>‘41 2f,v¢——o (36)
. 1 . f// f//e f///T f”2T B
‘@+§M%—2ﬂv-—ﬂf <3ﬂ+ ﬂ-—fﬂ>f_0. (87)

7.5. Harmonic decomposition

The above evolution Eq. (79) - (97) can be thought of as a coupled system of harmonic
oscillator differential equations of the form [36,62]

X 4+ Ai + BX =C(Y,Y), (88)

where A, B and C are independent of X and they represent friction (damping), restoring
and source forcing terms respectively. To solve Eq. (88), a separation of variables is
applied such that

X(z,t) = X(D)X(t),  Y(x.t)=Y(@Y().

Since the evolution equations obtained so far are complicated to be solved, the harmonic
decomposition approach is applied to these equations using the eigenfunctions and the
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corresponding wave number for these equations, therefore we write

X=Y X'Qu@), Y= YHQu.

where Q(z) are the eigenfunctions of the covariantly defined spatial Laplace-Beltrami
operator [36,62], such that

k’2
V2Q — ——2
a
2
The order of the harmonic (wave number) is given by k = %a , where X is the physical

wavelength of the mode. The eigenfunctions () are covariantly constant, ie Qk(f) =0.
Therefore, the first-order evolution Eqgs. (79) - (97) become

. //T 1 " . " " ///Te //2T0
Zk‘l—(—‘l'f )Zk‘f‘ f/ mAm f fk (f 1% ff f +f )fk

3 7 T T T
1 , k2 - f//TkQ m
+<__92_2_f,(m+(f_Tf)>_?)‘/k —CLQ—f,Vk =0, (89)
AT Z), — OV — k—zvk =0, (90)
f// f//g f///T f//2T " B
Ak o TDAc v (g T - T R s
fk—gsf@—TAk:o, (92)
By, — %]-‘k —TA, =0, (93)
Vkm + A, =0, (94)
. 20 T . 1 L1
A+ (g + %) Ay — 2f,PmAm ( 7 o+ [=Tf ))
Q,Om . f/lg f// f//f f”02 2f/”T9 f//2T9

_ 2 Vit — [ JT"k + (2f,2pm + 2f/2 3/ - 7 + n )fk =0, (95)

f//T f”T@ f///TZ f//2T2 T
i f+<3f’ L _?)f’“

. T0 T
+<2T— 3>Vk Qf,v,c =0, (96)
. 1 . " "o ///T //2T
Vkm+§0V,€m 2f/‘/;€ —%fk— (];f/ +ff/ _ff/2 )]:kzo. (97)

Then, we will study the growth of the matter density contrast with cosmological redshift.
To do this we applied the transformation technique to make the redshift dependent
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instead of cosmic time. Therefore, our evolution equations can be written as follow:

) 1 20 f'T 1 &
T HIT ) <€+7>Z‘WPmAm+ i
f// f//f f”’T@ N fuzT@)}_

+H(1+Z) (2f/2pm+2f/2 o f! 1
1~ 1 k2 f'Tk?
— _Hh2 - — / - — ! e — =
’ 1 ’ k? _
R R L SV
A =30V~ st Vet T
1 f//9 f///T f//2T )
_ — = 1
H(I+2) (3f’ o) (100)
F L' By T A=0 101)
+H(1+z) H(l1+2)" 77 (
B+ = F A=0, 102
+TH(1+Z) THI+2) (102)
/ 1 _
V., — ﬁfl =0, (103)
. LT N o P
B (2 * f’H> T SRl e
1~ 1 0pm
_ - | = 12
H(l—irz)( f +f’(pm+f Tf)) m H2(1+z)2<2f’>vm
1 2f/l€ , 1 f// f//f f”92
Faaral g )T mae <2f'2pm Tae ey

I f?
JT:” N 1 (§ B f”T) f/ N . ( 1 (f”T9 N f///T2 B f//2T2 B Z)I;

2 ///T@ 92 "2T19
2T 2f )f 0,

(I+2)\2 fH 2(1+2)2\ 3f f T
1 . 0T omT
—— |27 - eV, = 1
H(1+2) ( 3>V 2f H2(1 4+ 2)2 Ym =0, (105)
1 pm f//
// r !
Ym P sV T apma e T a

JH(1+ z)

1 f//@ f///T f”2T B
_H2(1+Z)2(3f’+ f/ B f/2 )‘F_O' (106)
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For more simplicity, we introduce here some quantities such as:

f// f f///T@ f”T@ f// f H2 2f///T9 2f”T9
TP P e O

f/ 2f/ f// f/ f/ 2f/ 3 f// f/
C: <f”T9 N f///TQ B f//2T2 B T) _ (f//g f///T B f/IQT)

3f f! fr ? 3f + f! fr2

By using the Friedmann Eq. (28) and the introduced dimensionless variables from Eq.

(107)

(31), then we rewrite the more generalised form of the evolution equations as follows:

+3H2(—1—QTW+X—3HIC—;2> / %vmzo, (108)
S St L T (109)
H(l+2)" a?H(1 + 2)

A — HV! — 2??2";) Vn? + %f’ - ﬁ]—" ~0, (110)
F' + H(11+Z)B+ H(1T+"Z)AZO’ (111)
B’+T.H(?+2)}"+H(1T+Z>A:O, (112)
vng—mft:o? (113)
Al — o 1+ 3 (1+3Y)A], — 25?";)2% - (13fz) <1 + Q — 22()) v

- 2?&”;2 '+ T?f?z)ﬁ* H2(1”3+ 2)2]:: 0, (114)
F' — ﬁ()f ~1)F + HQ(li Z)Qf— H(11+ 3 <2T - T;) Vi

. —Qéﬁfgzvm o, (115)
Ve Ly My Y p T __r-o. (116)

21+2) ™ 2(1+2)? 2(1+z)T'JT C H2(1+ 2)?
For further analysis, in this part we are going to apply the quasi-static approximation
to our evolution equations (114) - (116). In this approximation, we assume very slow
temporal fluctuations in the perturbations of both the torsion energy density and its
momentum compared with the fluctuations of the matter energy density. Therefore,
terms involving time derivatives for torsion fluid are neglected, i.e., F = F ~ 0.Then ,
the second-order evolution equations (114) - (116) for quasi-static approximations yield
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as

FoH1£2) “; 2 oF L THWV + —39”;?]2 — (117)
; 1 20 [ , 30, nT B
Vm+2(1+z)(1—H—<<2T—TH)>Vm—m(1—?>Vm_O, (118)
" , 3Qm 3H _
Am—m(1+3y)Am—2(1+z)2Am—(1+Z)<(1+Qm—22()

s L . 30.,.H BT B
_@(QT—TH))Vm—mGJrH—C)Vm_o. (119)

In the above evolution equations (108) - (116) , we have to note that the k dependence
appears in the first- order evolution equations and disappeasr in the second-order
equations and this exactly the same as the work presented in [63] for GR. The GR
can be recovered for the case of f(T') =T, and we have

Z/_(liz) —2??2”;)Am+3ﬂ2(—1—%m—3Hk—za2>%=0, (120)
A mZ—WTH#fH)Vm 0, (121)
A~ HV! — ;Ef—f’z)vm —0, (122)
Vin — mAZO, (123)
AT ﬁ% - 2(5’51";)2 - (13fz) (1+0,)V - %vm — 0 (124)
TS . LTV (125)

mT oMtz ™ 2142 "

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

8. Solutions

In this section we will solve the whole system of perturbations equations we obtained
so far Egs. (108) - (116) to explore the growth of the matter density contrast in the
GR context and for f(T') gravity approach for non-quasi-static approximations and
quasi-static approximation from Eqs. (117) - (119). 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. To find those
solutions, we consider the power-law f(7') model where f(T) = pTo(T/T,)" and the
more generalized model where f(T) = T + pTo(T/Ty)". These models produce the
accelerating expansion of the Universe without invoking the cosmological constant. The
cosmological and spherical solutions in f(7') gravity lead to various viable models that
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support cosmological observations along with the solar system tests. In this section we
investigate the matter density contrast and the velocity contrasts for non-quasi static and
quasi-static approximations. We also show how these f(T") gravity respond to the linear
cosmological perturbations and formation of large-scale. We defined the normalized
energy density for matter fluid as presented in [10]

m(2)

sy = & 126
=37, (126)
where A, is the initial value of A,,(2) at z; = 1100, since the variation of CMB

temperature detected observationally in the order of 107 [64] at z &~ 1100. In the same
manner, we define normalized velocity contrast as

v(z) = ' (127)

8.1. The growth of matter and velocity-density fluctuations in GR limits

Here, we analyse the growth of matter energy density contrasts d(z) and the velocity
contrast v(z) with cosmic-time. We notice that, the second-order evolution equation
(124) is an opened system. While, the evolution equation for velocity Eq. (125) is a
closed system, and easy to construct the exact solution of the velocity contrast. Then
the exact solutions of the velocity contrast yields as

N

Vi(2) =1 (1+2) " e (1+2) (128)

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

¢ = %2(1 +2) (1 20) V(i) — ng(zm)> ,
= 5 <Vm( w1 +Zm)> . (129)

Consequently, the second-order evolution equation of the matter density equation (124)
becomes a closed system by substituting the solutions of the velocity contrast Eq. (128)
and it’s first order derivative. Then, the exact solution is given as

1
A= ger(L42)"2 4 3ea(1+2)° + es(1 4 2) VD ey (14 2) VD (130)

where c3 and ¢4 are the integration constants and they are given as

= 34 V33
C3,4 = :Ffl m) {Am(zm) — %f_—;gAm(zm)
(14 zpp)\ 7 2 in
_ Ce (?1 + @) _ 9 @ 2
2O 3eq <4 ¥ )(1 + Zin) } . (131)
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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 V;,, =

V(2 ~ 1100) = 1075 and Vj,, = V(z, = 1100) = 0 and Ay = Ay (2 ~ 1100) = 1075

and A, = A, (2, = 1100) = 0. For the case when f(T) = T, §(z) = dgr(2)
which coincides with TEGR and the results are exactly the same as GR. From this

6004

5004

w(z) 400 Biz)

3004

0 I 2 3 4 0 | 2 3 H
z

Figure 1: The growth of the velocity Figure 2: The growth of the density
contrast for Eq. (128) (GR limits). contrast for Eq. (130) (GR limits).

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. In the
following section we will consider two paradigmatic f(7') gravity models to clearly see
the contributions of both (dust and torsion) fluids for the growth of the fluctuations as

well.

8.2. The growth of matter and velocity-density contrasts in f(T) gravity models

For more simplicity, we first find the following parameters in f(7') gravity models as

3V (Qn 3Y
:—@(7—1—X—2(n—2)¢+7), (132)
Y (3,
b==3 (T—3X—6—12(n—2)w+9y) : (133)
c= 8 (290 -2y 42t - 20) - 12¢2) , (134)
y 3
= 5y (1 =5V +2n - 2)1/;) , (135)
T=—12HH = —12H%) | (136)

3 dwx 3
Y= <—§ + 7Qm - 5)( + 337) : (137)
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Consequently, the evolution Eqgs. (108)- (116) for f(T") gravity model are given as
1 HQ
/ ( 3y ) 7 3HSY, A 3y

2+ 2 F

(1+2) 2 21+2)" " SYH
3Y Qi 3y
() k> 3Vk?
21 1 _ ""m v ! S _
+3H ( -+ 3H2a2>vm+ 2&2(1+z)vm 0, (138)

/ 1 ! kQ o
Am——H(1+Z)Z—3va+—QQH(HZ)Vm—O, (139)

. . 3HQ, y
A= 1Y, = 21 +2) " SH%f
+L 1—§y+2( — DY) F=0 (140)

SH2(1 + 2) 2 " -
1 12H%)

/ _ — 141
FraasaP  arat=Y (141)

. 12H? 36 H31)?

_ _ 142
B+(1—|—z) (1+2)A 0, (142)

. 1 _

Y 1 ;3 _ 3H ~ .
Am_2(1+z) (1+3Y) AL, 2(1+2)2Am ) <1+Qm 2X)>Vm
90, H 3V

2(1+2)2° " 4H2(1+ 2)
Y 30, B
_8H2¢(1+z)2< 5 —3X—6—12(n—2)¢+9y>f_0, (144)

R RS R — (§y(1 SV 2n—2)y) - 12¢2) F o (145)

2(1+ 2) (1+2)2 \2
g0 B,
Vi + 2(1 :— 2) Vin = Q(f?—mz)z "o 8¢H33(;1 +2) /
+m(1—;y+2(n—2)w)f:o. (146)

f(T) power-law model

In this subsection, we consider the paradigmatic power law model which is considered
to be the simplest and compatible with the cosmic acceleration for n > 1.5 [65], it is
given as

T

1o =t (1) (147)
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where pand n are dimensionless constants, and in background cosmology we have
T = —6H? and Ty = —6HZ is the present value of the torsion scalar. For n = 1
this model reduces to the GR limit. We assume the scale factor a(t) of the form

t\m
a=ap <—> , (148)
to
where m = 3(1110) is a positive constant with w = 0 and normalized coefficient aq and .

2
The Hubble parameter is H(z) = Hoh(z), where h(z) = 5(1 + 2)%?2 . The background
quantities X, Q,, and Y as defined in Eq. (31) become
B _ 2(n — 1)<w(2n 1) - 1)
1—-n ~ 2n —1
X = 0, = L, (n>05), V=
n n (n205), ¥ n(b —4n)

To make sure that our evolution equations are dimensionless, we redefine the following

(149)

normalized quantities as:

1
Z =Hy, F=HF, szﬁv, B=HB. (150)
0

Case I: Solving the whole system for the power- law f(T) model

In this sub-subsection, we present the numerical results of the velocity and matter den-
sity fluctuations for power-law f(T') gravity. We start by solving the whole system of
the first-order evolution equations (138) - (143). We have evaluated the numerical so-
lutions simultaneously to analyze the density fluctuations. We set the initial conditions
at Vi, = V(zim =~ 1100) = 0, Fy, = F(zim =~ 1100) = 0, B, = B(z;, ~ 1100) = 0,
Ain = A(zin = 1100) = 0, Ziy, = Z (24, =~ 1100) = 0 and A;,, = A, (24, == 1100) = 1072,
The numerical results are presented in the following Figs. 3 - 4. For the case of n = 1,
the numerical results of GR are recovered. We have noticed the growth of the density
contrast for values of n > 1.5, see Fig. 4 and what we noticed here is that only at
this specific choice of the initial conditions, the £ dependence does not make any dif-
ference in the behaviour or the amplitude of the density contrast for long- and short
wavelength (different values of k) . In the following, we will solve the whole system
of the second-order perturbation equations, we have evaluated the numerical solutions
from Eqgs. (144) - (146) simultaneously to analyze the density and velocity fluctuations
with redshift. For further analysis, we study the growth of the matter density fluctu-
ations with redshift and present the numerical results for different initial conditions as
presented in [66], to see how sensitive the results are to change the initial conditions:

I V(2 ~ 1100) = A, (25, ~ 1100) = 107° and V(zs, = 1100) = A, (25 =~ 1100) =
0,

IT V(zin ~ 1100) = Ap(zin ~ 1100) = 107 and V(z;, = 1100) = A, (2, ~ 1100) =
1075,
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Figure 4: The growth of the density
Figure 3: The growth of the density contrast contrast versus cosmological redshift for
versus cosmological redshift for the power
law f(7T) gravity model for the first order

equations (138) - (143) for n = 1.

the power law f(7T') gravity model for the
first order equations (138) - (143) for n >
1.5 and k = 10° and k = 0.

The numerical results are very sensitive to the values of n and we choose random values
of n. For the case of n = 1, the numerical results of GR are recovered as in Figs. 1 and 2.
As we mentioned in the earlier and as presented in [65] this model has an observational
valid only for the range of n > 1.5 for the background universe, However, 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 > 1.5. For instance, the numerical results for set
I of the initial conditions, we have noticed that the velocity and density contrast are
decaying for values of 0.5 < n < 0.99 and 1 < n < 2, and the decaying is faster with
increasing the values of n. For values of n > 2 we notice the growth of the velocity
and the density contrast which is realistic compared to the observational expectations.
The behaviour of the growth of density contrast is summarised in Table. 1. For set
IT of the initial conditions, we observe the growth of the velocity and density contrast
for values of n > 1.5, while we have to note that the amplitudes of the velocity and
density contrast are decreasing with increasing the values of n, we also have to point out
that we have noticed orders-of-magnitude deviations from limiting general relativistic
results. We present the behaviour of the density fluctuations in Table. 2 We evaluated

Table 1: The behavior of 6(z) for set I.

Range of n Density contarst Expected Remark
0.5 <n <0.99 decreasing decreasing realistic
1<n>2 increasing increasing realistic

the numerical results of the whole system by using the initial conditions sets I and II.
Based on these results we can conclude that the growth of the velocity and density
contrast is very sensitive to the values of n and the initial conditions. The results
obtained by using conditions I are in complete disagreement with the theoretical and
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Table 2: The behaviour of §(z) for set II.

Range of n Density contrast Expected Remark
0.5 <n <0.99 decreasing decreasing realistic
n>1 increasing increasing realistic

observational expectations. For this model we think that sets II of the initial conditions
give the best results as we can notice the growth of the velocity and the density contrast
for values of n > 1.5. However, the results obtained by using set II are highly nonlinear
compared to the GR results.

In the following we present a special case for the f(7T) power law model. By
using the definitions of the scale factor and the Hubble parameter Eq. (148), and as

we mentioned earlier in the background cosmology, we have T = —6H?2. Therefore,
. 3w ~ 3
T = 18H3, i.e., from the Friedmann Eq. (30), the term (Twﬁm — 5/1’ + 3y> = 0.

3
While ¢ = —5 and ) = —2(n—1). By choosing set I of the initial conditions, We notice
the growth of the density and velocity fluctuations increases with n but they are highly

nonlinear compared to the GR results and the GR results are recovered as shown in
Figs. 1 and 2.

Case 1I: Quasi-static approrimations

In this sub-subsection, we present the results of the velocity and density contrast in the
quasi-static approximations. We notice that Eq. (119) is an opened system and Eq.
(118) is a closed system. 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. (118) is given as

V(z)=c5s (1+2)"" +cs (14+2)" (151)
where
1
ay = R(_ 144n p® +24mp + ¢ £

\/ 20736 Pyt — 691203 + 288 (1 Qi ¢ + 576 7Y% — 2881y p2C + 24 Q, (G + 481 (1 + c%) :

where n; = Hn and (; = #C . After we computed the integration constants c; and cg
by imposing the initial conditions, the exact solution for density contrast Eq. (119) is
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given as
Ap(2) = c7 (14 2) 3 FataVOTRRAQHI850 | ) 4 o)
N 96(1 + 2)3/2
(—4a_ +6a_Y — 6a_ + 6Q,, +9V)(—4a, + 6a,.Y — 6o, + 69, +9))

(@0 o D= DU - S 30000,

3

&

3 _1./9y2124Q+18Y+9
+3 - 1/0y2 240+ 18Y+9 (152)

X

2 3 2

Fa((X = 5)G — 129(9 — 2)B))es(1 +2)°) + (153)

(@ + () + )Y = T35 — o) (((

= %)+ 3800,

+ a_((X — %)Cl — 12¢(¢p — é)ﬁ))cﬁ(l + z)o‘)) )

In the following figures we present the results of the velocity and the density contrast in
the quasi-static approximations Eqs . (151) and (152) for different n ranges. We choose
set II of the initial as it showed the most expected results for the growth of the density
fluctuations. From Fig. 6, we clearly notice the fluctuations of the matter density highly
depend on n, in Fig. 6.
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-5, % 10°7
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Figure 5: The growth of velocity contrast 16ure © BIOW ) o denst 'y con
trast versus cosmological redshift Eq.
(152) for the power law f(7T) gravity
model for quasi-static approximations

for n > 1.5.

versus cosmological redshift Eq. (151) for
the power law f(7") gravity model for quasi-
static approximations for n > 1.5.

The generalised f(T) model

In this sub-subsection, we consider the more generalised f(7") model, which is constraint
from solar system to be valid only for values of < 1 and it is given as [65]

F(T) =T + uT, (Tzo) . (154)
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From Eq. (29), the parameter p reads as
1-Q,

= — 0.5. 155

=Ty " # (155)
The background quantities X', Q,, and Y as defined in Eq. (31) become

Q= (1-X), (156)

_ (12Hn(n — 1)(1 + X)u(T/Tp)" 2
y=1{ To(L+ pn(T/Ty)" ) }

{ 2nn_1 S }. (157)
()

Case I: Solving the whole system for the generalised f(T) model

Based on the above definitions, the numerical results of this system of the first-order
equations (138) - (143) are presented in such way that we set our free parameter
Q,, = 0.32 based on the observational expectations. We set the initial conditions at
Vin = V(zin =~ 1100) = 0, Fy, = F(zi =~ 1100) = 0, By, = B(zi, ~ 1100) = 0,
Ain = A2 = 1100) = 0, Z;y, = Z(24, = 1100) = 0 and A;,, = Ay (24, = 1100) = 107°.
As we mentioned earlier only at this specific choice of the initial conditions, the k
dependence does not make any difference in the behaviour or the amplitude of the
density contrast. The numerical results of this system of Eqs. (138) - (143) are presented
in Figs. 7 - 8, For the case of n = 0, the numerical results of GR are recovered. We
have noticed the growth of the density contrast for values of n close to 0 for different
values of k£ and as we mentioned before the k£ dependence does not make any difference
in the behaviour or the amplitude of the density contrast only at this specific choice of
the initial conditions.

6004 | 18H\N
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4001
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Figure 8 The growth of the density
Figure 7: The growth of velocity contrast contrast versus cosmological redshift for the
versus cosmological redshift for the gener- generalized f(T) model for the system of
alized f(7T') model for the system of Egs. Eqs. (138) - (143) for n > 0, Q,, = 0.32
(138) - (143) for n = 0. and k = 105,

In the following we will solve the whole system of the second-order perturbation
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equations, evaluating the numerical solutions from Eqs. (144) - (146) simultaneously
to analyse the density and velocity fluctuations as a function of redshift. For further
analysis, we evaluated the numerical results for different initial conditions as we did for
the power law model. The numerical results of this system of Eqs. (144) - 146 for set I
of the initial conditions , the GR results are recovered as in Figs. 1 and 2 for n = 0 and
we noticed the growth of the matter density and velocity for very small values of n but
the results are still highly nonlinear compared to the GR results.

As we mentioned this model is tested to be valid for very small values of n < 1, we tried
set II of the initial conditions and we noticed the decay of the velocity and the density
fluctuations for values of n << 1. We can conclude based on the results obtained that
this model is viable for our study only if we choose the initial conditions for the first
derivatives of the variables A,,, V and F to be zero at the initial red-shift. In other
words, set II of the initial conditions does not provide good results for this model. We
also found that the exact solutions in the quasi-static approximations for this model
could not be evaluated.

9. Conclusions

This work presented a detailed analysis of scalar cosmological perturbations in the f(7)
gravity theory using the 1 4 3 covariant gauge-invariant approach. We explored the
integrability conditions of the so-called quasi-Newtonian cosmological models in the
context of f(T') gravity, a first such study to the best of our knowledge. We showed that
for such cosmological models to exist, they must satisfy certain integrability conditions
on the generalised 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 gauge-invariant variables and
derived the corresponding evolution equations. We derived the complete set of the first-
and the second-order evolution equations of these perturbations These results agree
with the GR results when f(T) = T. We studied the behaviour of matter energy
density perturbations with redshift for different ranges of the model-defining parameter
n by considering two of the f(7T) gravity models. We employed the so-called quasi-
static approximation technique on small scales. Some of the specific highlights of this
work are as follows: in the first model f(7T") = ,uTo(TlO)” , we presented the ranges of
values of n for which the perturbation amplitudes §(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 n > 1.5 only at one particular choice of initial conditions
and that the wave number £ has no effect on the behaviour of the density contrast (see
Fig. 4). We also found numerical solution of the whole system of second-order equations
and for different sets of initial conditions. For instance, for set I we observed unrealistic
behaviour of the density perturbations for 0.5 < n < 0.99 and for 1 < n < 2, but for
values of n > 2, we found that the growth of the density contrast was consistent with
observational expectations. The results obtained in the first model generalised existing
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GR results as it is shown in Figs. 1 and 2. We also noticed that the behaviour of
the density fluctuations is highly dependent on our choice of the initial conditions. For
instance, for set II of the initial conditions, we found results which are highly non-linear
compared to expected GR results. The results obtained using the first set of initial
conditions (Set I) are in complete disagreement with the theoretical and observational
expectations. On the other hand, applying the quasi-static approximation to his model,
the growth of the density perturbations can be explored for the range of n > 1.5 for
Set I of the initial conditions. By comparing the complete system with the quasi-static
approximation, for the same values of n and the same choice of the initial conditions,
we found that there is a big difference in the amplitudes of the density fluctuations. In
conclusion, the quasi-static approximation appears to be not applicable for this model.

In the second case: f(T) = T + pTo(T/Ty)", with the value of n constrained by
solar system tests to be in the range n < 1, we obtained a growth in the velocity
perturbations and the density contrast §(z) for 0 < n < 0.4. We considered a range
of possible initial conditions, and found that this model is only viable when the first
derivatives of the variables A,,, V and F are equal to zero. In conclusion, we have
developed a covariant framework for studying quasi-Newtonian cosmologies in the f(7')
gravity theory. Future studies in this direction using more realistic (i.e., in terms of
cosmological and astrophysical viability) models of the theory using actual astronomical
data might shed more light on whether such a framework can be a viable cosmological
alternative to late-time cosmology.
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Appendix

Some of the following linearised identities which hold for all scalars f, vectors V, and
tensors Su, = Sy, have been used in this paper:

N Viy\Vef =0, (A1)
- ) U .

(v<avb> f> = ViV f = 50V + VA (A.2)
. T )

(Vaf) = Vaf = 50Vuf + fA, . (A3)

o 1- 1o - 1, 1

VOV o Aps = 5v2Aa + EVGVCAC + g(p — 392>Aa , (A.4)
N ) T .

(V2r) =v2f - SOV VA, (A.5)

. 1/1

V[aVb]UC = g (562 — p) U[ahb}c , (AG)

TS = 2 (12— ) sen? (A7)
[a VO] - 3 3 p [a""b] > .

Ve <nabcﬁbvc> =0, (A.8)

= cd{a 1 abev =

Vi (957 ) = 51V (Vase) . (A.9)

o . ) 1 . - ) -

V2(Vof) = Va(V2f) + 5(p - g92)va [+ 2 Nape Vo . (A.10)

References

[1] Riess A G et al. 1998 The Astronomical Journal 116 1009

[2] Perlmutter S et al. 1998 Nature 391 51-54

[3] Copeland E J, Sami M and Tsujikawa S 2006 International Journal of Modern Physics D 15
1753-1935

[4] Nojiri S and Odintsov S D 2007 International Journal of Geometric Methods in Modern Physics
4 115-145

[5] Liu D and Reboucas M 2012 Physical Review D 86 083515

[6] Paliathanasis A, Said J L and Barrow J D 2018 Physical Review D 97 044008

[7] Capozziello S, Lambiase G and Stornaioloi C 2001 Annalen der Physik 10 713-727

[8] Sahlu S et al. 2019 Proceedings of the International Astronomical Union 15 397-399

[9] Sahlu S et al. 2019 The European Physical Journal C 79 749

[10] Sahlu S et al. 2020 European Physical Journal C' 80 1-19

[11] Tsamparlis M 1979 Physics Letters A 75 27-28

[12] Einstein A 1925 Session Report of Prussian Acad. Sci 414-419

[13] Einstein A 1928 Sitz. Preuss. Akad. Wiss 217

[14] Einstein A 1928 Sitzungsberichte der Preussischen Akademie der Wissenschaften. Physikalisch-
Mathematische Klasse 223-227

[15] Unzicker A and Case T 2005 arXiv preprint physics/0503046

[16] Turnbull H 1924 The Mathematical Gazette 12 122-124

[17] Arcos H and Pereira J 2004 International Journal of Modern Physics D 13 2193-2240

[18] Sciama D W 1962 Recent developments in general relativity 415

[19] Hehl F W, McCrea J D, Mielke E W and Ne’eman Y 1995 Physics Reports 258 1-171



Covariant density and velocity perturbations of the quasi-Newtonian cosmological model in f(T') gravity29

[20] Carvalho de Andrade V 2004 Torsion as alternative to curvature in the description of gravitation
Mathematical Methods in Physics p 28
[21] Aldrovandi R and Pereira J G 2012 Teleparallel gravity: an introduction vol 173 (Springer Science
& Business Media)
] Darabi F, Mousavi M and Atazadeh K 2015 Physical Review D 91 084023
] Arcos H, De Andrade V and Pereira J 2004 International Journal of Modern Physics D 13 807-818
] Krssak M 2017 arXiv preprint arXiv:1705.01072
| Linder E V 2010 Physical Review D 81 127301
] Iorio L and Saridakis E N 2012 Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 427 1555-1561
] Li B, Sotiriou T P and Barrow J D 2011 Physical Review D 83 064035
] Li B, Sotiriou T P and Barrow J D 2011 Physical Review D 83 104017
| Lifshitz E M 1946 Zhurnal Eksperimentalnoi i Teoreticheskoi Fiziki 16 587-602
] Bardeen J M 1980 Physical Review D 22 1882
] Kodama H and Sasaki M 1984 Progress of Theoretical Physics Supplement 78 1-166
2] Bertschinger E 2000 arXiv preprint astro-ph/0101009
]
]
]
]
]
]
]
]
]
]

33] Bruni M, Dunsby P K and Ellis G F 1992 The Astrophysical Journal 395 34-53

34] Dunsby P K 1991 Classical and Quantum Gravity 8 1785

35] Dunsby P K, Bruni M and Ellis G F 1992 The Astrophysical Journal 395 54-74

36] Gidelew A A 2013 Beyond the concordance cosmology Ph.D. thesis University of Cape Town

37] Hwang J C 1991 The Astrophysical Journal 380 307-314

38] Mukhanov V F, Feldman H A and Brandenberger R H 1992 Physics Reports 215 203-333

39] Hawking S 1966 The Astrophysical Journal 145 544

40] Ellis G F and Bruni M 1989 Physical Review D 40 1804

41] Challinor A 2000 Classical and Quantum Gravity 17 871

42] Abebe A, Abdelwahab M, De la Cruz-Dombriz A and Dunsby P K 2012 Classical and Quantum

Gravity 29 135011
[43] Cai Y F, Capozziello S, De Laurentis M and Saridakis E N 2016 Reports on Progress in Physics
79 106901
[44] Carloni S, Elizalde E and Odintsov S 2010 General Relativity and Gravitation 42 1667-1705
[45] Ellis G F and Van Elst H 1999 Cosmological models Theoretical and Observational Cosmology
(Springer) pp 1-116
[46] Castaneda C et al. 2016 Some Aspects in Cosmological Perturbation Theory and f(R) Gravity
Ph.D. thesis Dissertation, Bonn, Rheinische Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universitat Bonn, 2016
] Pasmatsiou K, Tsagas C G and Barrow J D 2017 Physical Review D 95 104007
] Ehlers J 2007 Pramana 69 7-14
| Carloni S, Dunsby P and Troisi A 2008 Physical Review D 77 024024
0] Ehlers J 1993 General Relativity and Gravitation 25 1225-1266
] Maartens R 1998 Physical Review D 58 124006
] Stewart J M and Walker M 1974 Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. A. Mathematical
and Physical Sciences 341 49-74
[53] Abebe A, Dunsby P K S and Solomons D 2016 International Journal of Modern Physics D 26
1750054
[54] Maartens R and Triginer J 1997 Physical Review D 56 4640
[55] Abebe A and Elmardi M 2015 International Journal of Geometric Methods in Modern Physics 12
1550118
] Maartens R, Lesame W M and Ellis G F 1998 Classical and Quantum Gravity 15 1005
] Van Elst H and Ellis G F 1998 Classical and Quantum Gravity 15 3545
8] Maartens R 1997 Physical Review D 55 463
| Abdulrahman H S and Abebe A 2018 LHEP 1 21-27 (Preprint 1802.06778)
| van Elst H, Uggla C, Lesame W M, Ellis G and Maartens R 1997 Classical and Quantum Gravity
14 1151


1802.06778

Covariant density and velocity perturbations of the quasi-Newtonian cosmological model in f(T') gravity30

[61] Ellis G, Bruni M and Hwang J 1990 Physical Review D 42 1035

[62] Carloni S, Dunsby P K and Rubano C 2006 Physical Review D 74 123513

[63] Maartens R 1998 Physical Review D 58 124006

[64] Smoot G F, Bennett C L, Kogut A, Wright E, Aymon J, Boggess N, Cheng E, De Amici G, Gulkis
S, Hauser M et al. 1992 The Astrophysical Journal 396 L1-L5

[65] Wei H, Guo X J and Wang L F 2012 Physics Letters B 707 298-304

[66] Abebe A, de la Cruz-Dombriz A and Dunsby P K 2013 Physical Review D 88 044050



	1 Introduction
	2 The 1+3 covariant approach in f(T) gravity
	3 Kinematics quantities in the presence of torsion
	4 Covariant equations
	5 Quasi-Newtonian spacetimes
	6 Integrability conditions
	7 Cosmological perturbations
	7.1 Definition of vector gradient variables
	7.2 Linear evolution equations
	7.3 Definition of scalar gradient variables
	7.4 first- and second- order evolution equations
	7.5 Harmonic decomposition

	8 Solutions
	8.1 The growth of matter and velocity-density fluctuations in GR limits
	8.2 The growth of matter and velocity-density contrasts in f(T) gravity models

	9 Conclusions

