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The imprint of primordial gravitational waves on the CMB intensity profile
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We use the induced geometry on the two dimensional transverse cross section of a photon beam
propagating on a perturbed Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) spacetime to find the Cosmic
Microwave Background (CMB) photon distribution over a telescope’s collecting area today. It turns
out that at each line of sight the photons are diluted along a transverse direction due to gravitational
shearing. The effect can be characterized by two spin-weight-two variables, which are reminiscent of
the Stokes polarization parameters. Similar to that case, one can construct a scalar and a pseudo-
scalar function where the latter only gets contributions from the tensor modes. We analytically
determine the power spectrum of the pseudo-scalar at superhorizon scales in a simple inflationary
model and briefly discuss possible observational consequences.

I. INTRODUCTION

After they decouple from the plasma at recombination,
the CMB photons move freely along the null geodesics of
the curved spacetime. Obviously, the exact geodesic lines
are slightly modified by cosmological perturbations as
compared to the unperturbed geodesics. In general, this
small change can be decomposed into a component along
the line of sight causing a redshift in the frequency and
a displacement perpendicular to the line of sight yielding
lensing effects. The gravitational lensing of CMB pho-
tons is well studied, for a review see [1], and the effect
has also precise observational signatures [2, 3].

Previous studies mostly focus on how the CMB tem-
perature map on the sky is modified by the lensed an-
gular positions of the CMB photons. The deflection an-
gle caused by lensing becomes a pure gradient and the
corresponding potential is introduced as the main statis-
tical variable. There is also some work on the lensing
shear effect that modifies the so called hot and cold spot
CMB ellipticity distribution [4-6]. Since the background
temperature map is uniform, these are nonlinear effects
that appear at the second order. Moreover, they are
also dominated by the density perturbations; the influ-
ence of the tensor modes is completely negligible. Yet,
it is also possible to extract a rotational component of
the shear which have contributions only from the grav-
itational waves [7, 8] (this is similar to the B-mode of
the CMB polarization) but unfortunately the presumed
signal is very small and below the noise level [8-10].

The gravitational lensing effects can also be studied us-
ing the geodesic deviation equation. In that framework,
one calculates the expansion, shear and rotation parame-
ters as the basic geometrical variables of the congruence.
In a recent work [11], we have instead determined the
induced two dimensional metric on the transverse cross
section of a null geodesic beam in a perturbed FRW back-
ground. We have shown that the transverse metric does
not depend on the slicing and its derivative along the
geodesic flow can be decomposed to yield the expansion,

shear and rotation. Clearly, the induced metric offers a
direct geometrical description of a photon congruence.
Consider the evolution of a CMB photon beam back
in time from the moment of its capture by a telescope
today to the time of decoupling. The transverse slice
corresponding to the telescope collection area is mapped
to another slice of the beam at decoupling. The distribu-
tion of the trajectories on the initial surface is expected
to be uniform since the photons are in local thermal equi-
librium. However, the distribution of the photons hitting
the telescope surface today would in general be nonuni-
form because of the gravitational shearing. Each photon
trajectory marks a point on a transverse slice of the beam
and we call the distribution of these points the intensity
profile of the congruence. In [11] we have shown that
the CMB intensity profile is characterized by two vari-
ables that are reminiscent of the Stokes polarization pa-
rameters. In this work, we will elaborate more on these
variables; specifically we will construct a pseudo scalar
quantity which is only generated by the primordial grav-
itational waves, similar to the B-mode of polarization.

II. NULL GEODESICS ON PERTURBED FRW

Let us look at the null geodesics on the following per-
turbed FRW spacetime

ds* = a(n)® [—=(1 + 2¥)dn® + [(1 + 2®)4;; + ;;]da’da’] .
(1)
By definition the tensor mode is traceless §“/~,;; = 0 and
at the moment we do not impose any gauge fixing con-
ditions. In the present study, we will only work in the
linear theory, therefore all equations written below must
be assumed to be valid up to the first order in perturba-
tions.
To determine the null geodesic trajectories, one can
first solve for the tangent vector field on the spacetime
obeying

PPVup” =0, p'p.=0. (2)



Defining the perturbations around the unperturbed field
by
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one can fix §p° from p*p, = 0 as
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and solve for dp’ so that
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where 79 is the present conformal time and we intro-
duce z;hm to be the spatial position on an unperturbed
geodesic path

xjhnz =a'+ li(fh —12). (6)
This is the unique solution obeying the condition
8p' (,m0) = 0 (7)

hence p‘(z,m9) = 1*/a(no)? = I°, where we also set
a(n) = 1. As a result, [° defines the present direc-
tion of propagation and the actual line of sight including
the lensing effects. Note that the time argument of the
fields in the last line in (5) is the present time 7g. These
terms arise since we demand (7) and they vanish when
the derivative operator along the unperturbed geodesic
O, +1'0; is applied.

These equations are worked out for a photon having
“unit” energy and the general case can be obtained by
scaling p* — Ep*. Our results below do not depend
on the parameter E and therefore we are not going to
introduce it.

It is possible to obtain the Sachs-Wolfe effect using the
above equations. The 4-velocity vector of a comoving

observer in (1) (obeying u#u, = —1) can be found as
o_1 i
u :E(l—\ll), u'=0 (8)

and the energy of a photon as measured by this observer
is given by

w=—ulp,. (9)

One can see that
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where

P =1/9ip'p’. (11)

As it was first observed in [12], (10) encodes the Sachs-
Wolfe effect if one defines T' «c w. Indeed, by applying
the derivative along the geodesic trajectory p*0,, one can
see
0 , oT , 1 o
<877 + l]8j> ? = 7@/ — 1281\11 — 5’)/1{/jlllj, (12)
which exactly gives the evolution of the temperature fluc-
tuations along the unperturbed geodesic lines. In [11] we
have shown that (12) is valid for any (and not necessar-
ily thermal) distribution function provided one reads the
temperature from the average intensity by 7% o I.
One can obtain the geodesic path z#(\) by integrating

dx*

=P ), (13)

where A is an affine parameter. The zeroth component
of the above equation can be used to relate A and the
conformal time as
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— == —. 14
X (a2+6p>d77 (14)
Defining the perturbed geodesic
@' (n) = +1'(n — no) + 0a' (n), (15)
(13) implies
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After using (4), one can integrate to obtain
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where 6p is found in (5) and the spatial argument of the
functions oy, stands for g, = f + I'(n" = no), as
in (6). Note that (17) obeys dz*(n9) = 0 and thus (15)
yields the unique null geodesic path which passes from
the spatial position xf, at time 7y along the direction I°.

III. THE GEOMETRY OF THE PHOTON
BEAM AND GRAVITATIONAL SHEARING

Eq. (15), where §z is given in (17), actually describes
a family of geodesics parametrized by the constants z
and I°. A photon beam observed at 71y along direction
I* corresponds to a (small) subset in that family. Let
Az{ denote the coordinate difference between two nearby



geodesic lines at 79. The time evolution of this interval
can be found from the solution (15)

Azi(n) = Axf + Adz'(n), (18)

where Adz'(n) is obtained by varying (17) with respect
xf. The corresponding physical length is given by the
metric

|Aa (n)] = [g:5(m) A () Aa? ()] 2.

At the time of observation, the transverse cross section
of the beam can be specified by the vectors m! and n’,
where (I, m?,n') forms an orthonormal set with respect
to 0;; (the impact of the metric perturbations at that
instant is completely negligible). The evolution of the
transverse beam cross section can be found by choosing
Azl = Lm® or Az}, = Ln' in (18), where L is the tele-
scope size. We have checked that the two dimensional
metric obtained from (19) (involving the displacements
Azl = Lm' and Az} = Ln') exactly agrees with the
slicing independent transverse metric obtained from the
geodesic deviation equation in [11] (I* had been chosen as
the geodesic cotangent at the time of decoupling in [11]).

We now compare the physical lengths of the two trans-
verse directions Lm’ and Ln' at the time of recombina-
tion .. Their difference equals La(,.)Q, where we define

(19)

1 , o
Q= [ 3010 + 0,000 | ' = ).
(20)
One can also determine the size difference between /4
rotated directions (m’+n?)/v/2 and (m®—n?)/+/2, which
can be found as La(n,)U, where

1 ) . L
U= [%j (Ton, o) + g w(nr)] (min? +n'm?).

2

(21)
The two parameters () and U, which depend on the di-
rections (I¢,m?, n?), identify the shape of the initial trans-
verse surface at the time of recombination, which has a
uniform photon distribution over it. Obviously, while this
initial surface evolves to become the (circular) cross sec-
tion today, the photons are diluted in the direction that
expands more compared to the other, see Fig 1.

The phase space volume element along a geodesic flow
does not change by Liouville’s theorem and this leads
to the standard rule that gravitational lensing does not
modify specific intensity, see e.g. [13]. For the variables
@ and U, this result is avoided since these do not directly
measure the intensity; instead they are related to the dis-
tribution of photons over a transverse surface (which we
call the intensity profile of the beam). Obviously, the
validity of the particle description is crucial for the ob-
servability of this effect. Relying on the photon picture,
one can quantify the surface distribution by measuring
the energy flux over narrow slits instead of the whole
area. For a given wavelength, the slit width must be
small enough so that the usual concept of intensity fails

FIG. 1: CMB photons hitting a detector. On the left there
is a uniform distribution over the area but on the right the
photons are diluted along the z-axis as compared to the y-axis
due to gravitational lensing.
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FIG. 2: The lensed photons impinging on two narrow slits
instead of the whole detector area. The observed “intensi-
ties” are not equal because the number of incident photons is
different for each case.

(note that intensity is a coarse grained concept in the
photon picture). In that case, @ becomes proportional
to the energy flux difference between two slits extending
along m* and n’ directions, see Fig. 2. Likewise, the flux
difference between /4 rotated slits gives U.

One can simplify (20) and (21) to a very good approx-
imation by computing the leading order contributions.
From (17), the terms coming from éz%(n,) can be seen
to appear inside single or double time integrals, which
give oscillating contributions. The tensor modes in these
integrals are negligible compared to the first term in (20)
and (21). Using also ¥ ~ —® and ignoring the monopole
term, one can obtain

1 o o
Q =~ |:’7ij(x0nrnoa77r) + Kij:| (m'm? —n'n?)

2
U = [yij (Zon,mes ) + 2Ki5] m'n?, (22)
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The explicit (n, —n’) factor in K;; appears after changing
the order of a double time integral.



In (22) the scalar mode contributions involve an oscil-
lating time integral but they are still expected to domi-
nate the power spectra over gravitational waves. There-
fore, it is desirable to construct a variable which only
depends on the tensor modes. The doublet (Q,U) ro-
tates by 2« when the tangent vectors (m,n) are rotated
by a. Thus they constitute spin-weight-two objects on
the sphere. The infinitesimal variations of I* (that respect
the constraint /']’ = 1) can be parametrized like

8l = (da)ym’ + (6b)n’, (24)

where the doublet (da,db) has spin-weight —1. The
derivative operator (62/8a? — 62 /6b%, 252 /6adb) has spin-
weight 2 and by applying it on (Q,U) with Kronecker
delta and epsilon tensor contractions, one can obtain
spin-weight-zero scalar and pseudo-scalar on the sphere

52 52 262U

E@) = [52 - w} + Sadb”
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= 200 {5 5] U.
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It is easy to see that ® drops out in B which indeed
becomes

aQ’Yi'm 10 T
BO) = (=) e (26)
k.1

[mknl(mimj —n'n?) —m'n? (mPm! — nknl)] .

Just like in the polarization case, E' and B represent curl
and divergence free field lines, this time, formed by the
“eigen-directions” of (Q,U) on the sphere (the eigen-
direction at a given point can be defined from one of
the vectors of the basis (m,n) in which (Q,U) becomes
proportional to (1,0), i.e. one has U = 0).

IV. THE POWER SPECTRA

We work out the power spectra of these variables at
superhorizon scales in a simplified model having only two
epochs, inflation and radiation. The scale factor in such
a model is given by

- HlIn n<mnr,
a(n) = (27)
Ho(n —2n1) nr <,

where n; = —1/\/HrHy, and H; and Hy are the Hub-
ble parameters at inflation and today, respectively. The
form of (27) is fixed by demanding the continuity of the
scale factor and the Hubble parameter at 1;. The present
conformal time can be found from a(rny) = 1 which gives
1o = 1/Hp + 2n7. The redshift at recombination is given
by
_

Zr 28
Mr (28)
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and one may take z, ~ 103. Note the following hierarchy
no > e > |1l

The mode function of a minimally coupled massless
scalar field that is released in its Bunch-Davies vacuum
at inflation is given by

L [1 - L} e~ikn

NoT En n<mnr,

i =
I
i cos [k(n — nr)] + 5= sin[k(n —nr)] nr <,
(29)
where pl = ui(nr), k' = wj(nr) and prime denotes 1
derivative.
The tensor perturbation can be expanded in terms of
the mode functions

1 3, ik.@ s s
Yij = W /d ke yr(n) €507 + h.c.

where s = 1,2 and the creation-annihilation operators
satisfy the usual commutation relations, e.g. [a, a};,] =
§%(k — k). The polarization tensor €;; has the following
properties

kiefj =0, ¢,=0, efjef; = 26%,

Efjezl = Pikle + Pilek — Pijpkl, (30)
where Pj; = 0;; — k'k?/k2. The tensor mode function

k(1) can be determined in terms of pg(n) in (29) as

2
= 31
Vi o [k (31)

where M), is the reduced Planck mass M2 = 1/(87G).

The gravitational potential ¢ is determined from the
curvature perturbation ¢, which is conserved at super-
horizon scales and can be expanded like (30). The cor-
responding mode function during inflation can be taken
as

1

Cp = 7a\/iMpﬂk’

(32)

where € is the slow-roll parameter (for constant €, (i is
actually given by the first Hankel function but (32) is a
very good approximation when € < 1). The standard
gauge fixing breaks down in reheating after inflation but
there are alternative smooth gauges which would imply
the standard results [16]. The gravitational potential can
be obtained by applying a coordinate change that sets the
shift variable of the metric to zero, N* = 0. This yields

Ha? |

= — 705G (33)

where the dot denotes derivative with respect to the

proper time dt = adn and H = a/a is the Hubble pa-
rameter after inflation.

In general, a two-point function involving the vari-

ables Q, U, FE and B is specified by two distinct vector



sets (I1,m1,n1) and (Iz,ma,n2). One can conveniently
choose (I,m,n) = (f,é,g?)) so that the angular integrals
in the correlators become straightforward. The remain-
ing (radial) momentum integrals contain the usual (dis-
tributional) UV infinities, which can be cured by ie-terms
(see [17] for the implementation of the ie-prescription in
cosmology). In the following we take

0> i, (34)

2

where 6 is the angle between [; and lo; i.e. cos(d) =
Iil5. On the last scattering surface (34) corresponds to
superhorizon scales.

Although the oscillating time integrals diminish their
power, we estimate that the scalar modes still domi-
nate the expectation values (Q1Q2) and (U1Us) (one has
(Q1U3) = (Q2U1) = 0 identically) because of the slow-
roll enhancement 1/¢ coming from the curvature pertur-
bation (32). The angular integrals in momentum space
give an oscillating factor which effectively sets a (comov-
ing) cutoff scale for the remaining radial momentum in-
tegral (the cutoff is equivalent to the UV improvement
implied by the ie-prescription). This scale is roughly pro-
portional to 79 and from (23), which encodes the contri-
bution of the scalar perturbation, one sees that on dimen-
sional grounds while the two spatial derivatives yield 1/n3
the time integrals give 3. This shows that in (Q1Q2) and
(U1Us), the order of magnitude contributions of the ten-
sors and the scalars are similar to the amplitudes of the
expectation values (vy) and (®®), respectively. Hence
the tensors are suppressed by the slow-roll parameter and
only the BB-correlator is relevant for the gravitational
waves.

As usual in the two-point function (B(l1)B(l2)) the
oscillating subhorizon modes give negligible contributions
when 6 obeys (34). Thus, to a very good approximation
one can use the superhorizon spectrum (which can be
obtained from (31) and (29) when k7, < 1)

2H? 1

Il = Vgl 3 (35)
In that case, the momentum integral can be calculated
exactly without any issues (the integral is convergent at
IR as £k — 0 and its UV behavior is cured by the ie-
prescription). The result contains many terms when ie #
0, but in the limit 7¢ — 0 one gets a remarkably simple
final formula

(B(11)B(l2)) ~ fgﬁg cot?(0/2), 0> Zi (36)

Note that B(l) is not a positive operator, hence a negative
expectation value on scales (34) is conceivable.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Eq. (36) is the main result of this work. It gives a dis-
tinctive superhorizon signal that starts from zero at § = 7
and increases in magnitude with decreasing 6. Indeed,
(36) greatly enlarges as 6 approaches the subhorizon-
superhorizon border (of this simple model) at 6 = 1/z,.
Of course, one would not expect (36) to be correct up
to that order since the subhorizon corrections to (35) be-
come more and more important.

The amplitude in (36) depends directly on the scale
of inflation, which is encoded by the Hubble parameter
Hj. This is an expected feature for a power spectrum
involving gravitational waves. Using the typical upper
limit H; ~ 1075M,, which can be obtained from the
upper observational limit on the tensor-to-scalar ratio,
one finds a very small amplitude, of the order of 10710,
Of course, this is the largest estimate since H; can be
much smaller. Note that as they are defined, Q, U, F
and B are all dimensionless variables and they measure
relative magnitudes, e.g. if Iy and Iy are the intensities
corresponding to the vertical and horizontal slabs in Fig.
2, then @ = (Iv — Iy)/((Iv + Ig)/2). Therefore the
figure 10710 estimates a dimensionless signal (related to
the variations of @ and U on the sphere), which can be
compared to the usual temperature fluctuations having
relative order of magnitude 107°.

In any case, the result is encouraging for further inves-
tigations in a realistic model including small angles. Note
that (36) does not depend on the photon frequency and it
can be determined from flux measurements as discussed
above. These are technical advantages in terms of ob-
servability but detecting the corresponding signal will be
hard if not impossible. Nevertheless, it is valuable to have
an (even in principle) alternative to the CMB polariza-
tion experiments, as observing a quantum gravitational
wave effect is already expected to be quite difficult.
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