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A note on the (non-)conservation of curvature perturbation

Chia-Min Lin
Fundamental General Education Center, National Chin-Yi University of Technology, Taichung 41170, Taiwan

In this note, we compare two different definitions for the cosmological perturbation ¢ which is
conserved on large scales, and study their non-conservation on small scales. We derive an equation
for the time evolution of the curvature perturbation on a uniform density slice through a calculation
solely in longitudinal (conformal-Newtonian) gauge. The result is concise and compatible with that
obtained via local conservation of energy-momentum tensor.

I. INTRODUCTION

Our universe appears to be homogeneous and isotropic on large enough scales in accordance with
cosmological principle and is described by an expanding Friedmann metric. On smaller scales,
there are inhomogeneities that can be studied by using perturbation theory. These primordial
perturbations generate isotropy of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) and are the seeds of
subsequent structure formation which eventually lead to galaxies and stars. But inhomogeneity of
what? Naively we can say it is the inhomogeneity of energy density, but in cosmological perturbation
theory, one has the freedom to choose a spatial hypersurface (or slice) where the energy density
is constant (or uniform) and there is no density perturbation at all. Instead, the hypersurface
thus chosen may have intrinsic curvature. There is a give and take between primordial density
perturbation and primordial curvature perturbation. They can be transformed into each other.
Therefore cosmological perturbation theory is complicated by the issue of coordinate (or gauge)
transformation and there are different theoretical representations for the same physics. The question
about which gauge is better has an answer up to personal taste. One popular approach is to choose a
longitudinal (conformal-Newtonian) gauge and study the time evolution of a gauge invariant quantity
® which can be regarded as a generalized Newtonian potential. Another approach is to consider a
quantity ¢ which is conserved on large scales, but not so conserved on small scales. The purpose
of this note is to consider two definitions of ¢ (we call them (; and (5) and compare their non-
conservation on small scales.

The note is organized as follows. We introduce cosmological perturbation theory in Section [[I. We
review some relevant equations which will be needed subsequently in order to work in longitudinal
gauge in Section [Tl We present the time evolution and matching conditions for ¢; in order to
compare with ( in Section [Vl We solve for the time evolution of (, and obtain a concise equation in
Section [Vl The calculations are done solely in the framework of a longitudinal (conformal-Newtonian)
gauge. The results can be compared with that of other approaches. In Section [VI, we present our

conclusions.
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II. COSMOLOGICAL PERTURBATION

We consider a spatially flat Friedmann metric (g, with first-order scalar perturbations dg,,. The
line element is given by
ds* = a® [(1 + 24)dn* + 2B ;dnda’ — (1 — 240;; — 2E,;;)dx'da’] (1)
With the coordinate transformation
i A (2)

the variation of the metric perturbation dg,, (up to first-order) is nothing but the Lie derivative of

the background metric (¥ g With respect to the vector £%, namely dg,, — 09, + £éo) 9w, Where

"520)9#1/ = gA(O)g,uu,)\ +(0) g)\ugj\i +(0) g,u)ﬁi\/' (3>
If we define £% = (€9, &) where ¢ is decomposed through Helmholtz’s theorem as
¢=8+¢" (4)

with 5’“ = 0, the gauge transformation of the metric perturbation is given by

A A @), BoB+e & vovtle BoBte )

where a dash indicates differentiation with respect to 7.

For the unperturbed background, we have the continuity equation

66 = —3?‘[(60 +p0). (6)
and the Friedmann equation
8rG
H?: = —7; a’e, (7)

where H = d’/a is the Hubble parameter®, ¢ is the unperturbed energy density, and p, is the

unperturbed pressure. These equations will be used in the following sections.
III. LONGITUDINAL (CONFORMAL-NEWTONIAN) GAUGE

From Eq. (@), it can be seen that gauge transformation can be used to set B = F = 0, and the
gauge freedom is used up?. In this particular gauge (longitudinal or conformal-Newtonian gauge),
we call A = ® and ¢ = U3, The line element is then simplified to

ds* = a® [(1+2V)dn* — (1 — 2®)d;;dx"da’ | (8)

1 This is different from H = (‘iaf‘{dt) where dt = adn.
2 Two scalar degrees of freedom &° and ¢ are used to cancel two scalar degrees of freedom B and E.
3 They are gauge-invariant quantities.



The linearized Einstein equations are
6G, = 81GoTY, (9)

where the overline symbol denotes perturbations calculated in this particular gauge and can be

defined in a gauge-invariant way. This gives [1, 2]

AT — 3H(V + HP) = 47Ga5T,, (10)

(V' + HD); = 4nGa®3T, | (11)

U+ H2U + ) + (2H + HD) D + %A(CD —0)| 6y — %((I) — W) = —4nGa®T,.  (12)

Here the symbol A denotes the Laplacian for the comoving spatial coordinates 2° = x. It corresponds
to —k? in momentum space, where k = |k| is the comoving wave number for a mode o< exp(ikx).

The energy-momentum tensor is written as
0 — =0 1 — i —
6T, = de, 0T, = E(EO + po)(uy), 0T; = —6pd;. (13)
Here we define ou; = du; for a scalar function du| and 4
E”i = 5U||Z- — CL(B — E,),i. (14)

From Eq. (I3), ﬁ; = 0 for i # j therefore ¥ = & from Eq. (I2). By using these results, Egs. (10),
(1), and (I2) are simplified to

AD — 3H(D' + HP) = dnGa*de, (15)
((I), + 7‘[@)72 = 47TGG(€0 + po)@”,, (16)
" + 3HP + (2H' + H*)P = 4w Ga’dp. (17)

The pressure is a function of energy density € and entropy S, hence the perturbation is
0p = c2de + 7685, (18)
where ¢2 = (0p/0¢)s and 7 = (Op/dS).. From Eqs. ([H) and (7)), we have

D" +3(1 + AHDY — AAD + (2H' + (1 + 3P = 47Ga*70S. (19)

4 We ignore another component du | ; with the property (6u_;)* = 0 because it does not affect scalar perturbation.
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We will consider adiabatic perturbations where §S = 0 in the following discussion. The first deriva-
tive term in the above equation can be eliminated if we define
o

u= o po)i (20)
and
1 ~1/2
ez—<y+@) . (21)
a €0
By using u and 6, Eq. (I9) becomes
9//
u’ — EAu— —u =0, (22)

7

which can be further rearranged into

(3] =aea(y). )

Let us define the quantity (; as

1/
ngﬂfiJQ (24)
This definition is used in modern textbooks and reviews such as |[IH5]. By using Eqs. (20) and (21),
we can obtain
2 (8xG\ '/ 5 (U’

@:§<?r) *(5) (25)

From Eq. (23)), the time derivative of ( is given by
-3(59) "ersty)

For large scales (or the comoving wavenumber k — 0 or A® — 0), ¢’ = 0 and it is a useful conserved

quantity. We would like to study the effect of non-zero k in the following.
IV. (VIOLATION OF) THE CONSERVATION OF (

For a mode with wavenumber k, Eq. (22) can be rewritten as

d/r/ 9 n ﬁ 9 B 1 B
ur(n) = G160+ Cob [ -5 — k0 cSOurdn | Gy i (27)
From Eq. (28), we have®

—1/2 —-1/2 n
Q:§<§E) @_2(&£) H/C@Wm. (28)

3 3\ 3

5 s .
° This appears as an exercise in [1].
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The first term is just a constant and the second term depends on 7 and explicitly shows the violation
of the otherwise conserved quantity ;. It can also be obtained by integrating Eq. (20)).
If the pressure p(e) is discontinuous on the hypersurface ¥, matching conditions [1, 6] can be

developed by integrating Eq. (23)) near 3 as

()], = L s () &

+

where [X]+ = X, — X_. By using the relation (which is derived in the appendix)

1 ' €
S ( ) - 30
° 3a*H \ € + po a?(eo + po) (30)
and continuity of a, €, and u/6 one obtains the matching conditions
2 Ad
bl =0 - =0 31
ol =0, [a- gaiy ). 31

where w = pg/€y. Only for long-wavelength perturbations when A® can be neglected, we have
[Ci]+ = 0. (32)
V. (VIOLATION OF) THE CONSERVATION OF (;

The curvature perturbation on a uniform density slice is defined as®

G = Hé—f + 1, (33)

€o
which can be calculated in any gauge due to its gauge invariance. Note that de is the energy
perturbation in any gauge. The relation between de and de is de = de — e4(B — E’). We have
0¢ = de in the longitudinal gauge where B = E = 0. If one chooses a gauge where de = 0
(uniform density slice), (s is given by the v (curvature perturbation”) at this gauge hence it is called
curvature perturbation in uniform density slice. In particular, we can calculate ¢, in the longitudinal

(conformal-Newtonian) gauge as
de

C2 = 7‘[6—, + . (34)
0

By using Egs. (@), (@), and (I5]), we obtain®

C2HTY 4 @ 2 A 2 A®

e Bt 22" = =7 35
< 5 11w 9H21 + w G 9H21 +w (35)

6 This quantity is originated in [7] defined in the uniform expansion gauge. There could be a minus sign difference in the definitions. A
comparison of ¢; and (2 is discussed in [§] where they are called ¢ and (st

7 It is called curvature perturbation because 1) determines the intrinsic spatial curvature on hypersurfaces of constant 7.

8 This appears as the definition of ¢ in [d, [1d].



We find that Eq. ([B1I]) is immediately simplified to
[@]+ =0, [, =0 (36)

The condition for long-wavelength perturbations is immaterial for ;. How about the violation of

conservation? By using Eqs. ([20), 1) and (B0), we write the integrand of the second term in

Eq. 28) as

1 "aAD € aAD X 1 ! 1
o ()= i () 57 st =on (k) ¥ (i)
©s 0 3a?H \ €y + po 6(1)/ 2 a?(eo + po) 6(1)/ 2 3H \ eo + po €0 + Do (37)

where we have defined

to simplify the calculation. The equality is obtained by using Eq. (7).

Let us calculate

2 A ] 2 /8xG\ V*, u 2 AD |
=0 = =z | — PA(=) - | —=——-] .
¢ =G [9%21+w] 3( 3 ) K (9) {9%21+w] (39)
We can use the equality (obtained from Eq. ()
2 A 2/8rG\VPePAR 1\ _2/87G\TP X [ 1 (10)
OH21+w 3\ 3 3aH \e+po) 3\ 3 3H \eo+po)’
to obtain
2 A 2/8G\P [/ X\ [ 1 (X IR (1)
9H21+w| 3\ 3 3H €0 + Po 3H ) \ eo + po ’
where direct calculation shows
X\ AP 2
— | =X —— . 42
(37{) (3A<I>H 3) (42)
By substituting Eqs. (37) and (41]) into Eq. (9), we obtain
2 (87G\? X
== — AD AD 4
@ 3<3> Tag AT THAD) (43)
Finally, by using Egs. (I6]) and (38]), we obtain
<0
or,” J 1
f=—t—— = —Aduy = —A(buy —a(B — £’ 44
G ot ) 300U = 3 (Ouy — af ) (44)

where the third equality is from Eq. (I4]). This is the main result of this note?. This concise equation

simply shows that in the case of adiabatic perturbations, (5 is conserved whenever we can neglect

9 There is a similar expression for the time derivative of ¢ in [L1] obtained via a different approach using only the local conservation of
energy-momentum tensor without assumption of Einstein gravity.
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the right-hand side of the equation. The last equality allows us to calculate () in any gauge. For
example, in comoving gauge where duy = B = 0, we have ¢, = AE'/3. If we define™ a velocity

divergence © as 5Tio’i = (€0 + po)O, Eq. (44) can be written more succinctly as

G = (45)

This shows the time evolution of (5 is governed by the velocity divergence in the longitudinal

w| @

(conformal-Newtonian) gauge.
The equation can be applied to various models. For example, consider a single-field inflation model

with a scalar field as the inflaton field ¢. The action is given by

s [ Gg%m - V) V=gds. (46)

The scalar field is a quantum field with quantum fluctuation which results in a small perturbation

0¢. The corresponding perturbation of the relevant component of the energy-momentum tensor is

0 1
5T = —(6450).¢ (47)
By using Eq. (44]), this immediately gives the equation of motion for ¢, as
1 ASD
C/ o ¢0 ¢ (48)

2 3a%(eo + po)
On large scales, the Laplacian for §¢ is small and (, is a conserved quantity, in this case, Eq. @)
would be useful to let us estimate how large the scale needs to be in order to ignore the evolution
of (5. On the other hand, it is also useful when we consider the case of small-scale fluctuations. It
may also be useful in the study of reheating after inflation.

As another example, let us consider k-inflation [13] with the action

5 - / P(X, 6)v—gd'X, (49)

where X = (1/2)g"¢,¢, and € = 2Xp x —p. Similar to the previous case, consider the perturbation

of the inflaton field ¢ and the corresponding perturbation of the energy-momentum tensor, we would

have
T~ e+ () - (50)
%/
Therefore from Eq. (@S],
,_ A
C2 - 3a2¢6’ (51)

By applying this result, we can clearly know under what condition the time evolution of (5, can be

ignored.

10 Velocity divergence is considered for example in [12] where it is called 6.



VI. CONCLUSION

In this note, we compare two definitions of (; and (. We show that the matching condition for
(9 is simpler than that of (;. In particular, we derive the time evolution equation for (5 solely in
the framework of the longitudinal (conformal-Newtonian) gauge. The result is very concise and can
be compared with that obtained through a different approach in the literature. We present two
categories of inflation models as examples, but the application of this result is very broad, especially
when one is working on their model in the longitudinal (conformal-Newtonian) gauge.

Of course, if we are only interested in large scales where the comoving wave number & — 0, then
(1 = (3 and we could just call them ¢ and it is conserved (for adiabatic perturbations). However,
when discussing situations where k # 0, it is not always clear which definition is used in the literatures
and it is good to know when we could neglect those small-scale corrections. For (; the condition
is whether A® can be neglected. On the hand for (5, the condition is whether A@” /3a can be
neglected. We believe this note could help to unify the ideas from different approaches.

Appendix A: a useful relation

We derive Eq. ([B0) here. Let us start by calculating

1 " & _ €t+Py € (A1)
€0+ po/) 3a*H (60 + p0)2 3a?H
/ [
B _60 (1 + a) €0 (A2)
(0 + po)? 3a’*H
37‘[(60 +p0) (1 + f—fl)) €0
= ; (A3)
3H (€0 + po)?a?
€0 P6 €0
_ 0y, 2 A4
a?(eo + po) (66) a®(eg + po) (A4)
= 6% + L. A5
s a?(€eo + po) (A5)

Here in the third equality, we have used Eq. (@]). In the last equality, we have used c¢s = (Opo/0€q) =
py/ €, and the definition of 6 from Eqs. (I8) and (21I]). Therefore

1 ! €
292 — _<0 ( ) . U A6
s 3a?H \ €y + po a?(eg + po) (AG)
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