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Abstract. We consider the relational approach to construct gauge-invariant
observables in cosmological perturbation theory using synchronous coordinates. We
construct dynamical synchronous coordinates as non-local scalar functionals of the
metric perturbation in the fully non-linear theory in an arbitrary gauge. We show that
the observables defined in this dynamical coordinate system are gauge-independent,
and that the full perturbed metric has the expected form in these coordinates. Our
construction generalises the familiar synchronous gauge in linearised gravity, widely
used in cosmological perturbation theory, to the non-linear theory. We also work out the
expressions for the gauge-invariant Einstein equations, sourced either by an ideal fluid
or a scalar field up to second order in perturbation theory, and give explicit expressions
for the Hubble rate — as measured by synchronous observers or by observers co-
moving with the matter field — up to that order. Finally, we consider quantised linear
perturbations around Minkowski and de Sitter backgrounds, and compute the two-
point function of the gauge-invariant metric perturbation in synchronous coordinates,
starting with two-point function in a general linear covariant gauge. Although the
gauge-fixed two-point function contains gauge modes, we show that the resulting gauge-
invariant two-point function only contains the physical tensor modes and it is thus
positive, 4. e., it has a spectral representation.
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1. Introduction

A foundational problem in any theory of gravity is the construction of observables cor-
responding as closely as possible to experimental measurements. Since diffeomorphisms
are symmetries of gravity, any local field defined at a fixed point of the background
manifold is not invariant, and can therefore not correspond to an observable. To obtain
quantities invariant under diffeomorphisms, one has to use the relational formalism (see,
e. g., Refs. [1-6] or [7, 8] for reviews), where observables are defined by the state of fields
with respect to a dynamical coordinate system, which itself is constructed from (a sub-
set of) the fields of the theory, the clocks or reference fields. Relational observables have
a long history, and have been used in canonical and Loop Quantum Gravity (see, e. g.,
Refs. [9-16]), Group Field Theory [17] and the Asymptotic Safety Programme [18].

The question remains how one has to choose the dynamical coordinate system. In
the earliest works, it was proposed to use curvature scalars, which clearly only works
if the spacetime is sufficiently inhomogeneous such that one can discriminate points by
the values of these scalars. This is a problem in perturbative quantum gravity on highly
symmetric backgrounds, since points related by a symmetry transformation cannot be
distinguished by curvature scalars, which take the same value on the whole orbit of any
such transformation. A way out is to explicitly add material reference systems such as
dust [19-21], but these change the dynamics of the theory [22, 23]. Another possibility is
to construct the required dynamical coordinate scalars from the gauge-dependent parts
of the metric, which has the advantage that it works for an arbitrary spacetime. Without
explicitly using the relational formalism, this is the way that suitable observables at
linear order have been constructed in cosmology long time ago, such as the Bardeen
variables [24] and the Sasaki-Mukhanov variable 25, 26]. However, the extension to
higher orders is difficult and often not systematic; see, e. g., Refs. [27-35] for second-
and higher-order constructions.

A practical and systematic way to construct dynamical coordinate systems for
highly symmetric spacetimes was determined recently in Ref. [36]. Their idea was
to choose the dynamical coordinates as solutions of some set of scalar (differential)
equations which are identically fulfilled on the background, which then can be explicitly
solved order by order in perturbation theory around the highly symmetric background.
The equations defining the dynamical coordinates must be chosen such as to reflect the
experimental situation that should be modelled. It was shown in Ref. [36] that for a
cosmological background one can recover the Bardeen variables by making a suitable
choice of time coordinate (depending on the perturbed inflaton and the scalar curvature
of the constant-inflaton hypersurfaces), and using the Laplacian of the constant-inflaton
hypersurfaces to define the spatial coordinates. This method has been further extended
by us to other backgrounds [37-39], and we have shown how to impose causality in
this framework, such that the invariant observables only depend on the dynamics of the
coordinates in their past light cone. However, the so-defined dynamical coordinates
(which we call “generalised harmonic coordinates”) do not have a straightforward
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interpretation, unlike, e. g., the geodesic light cone coordinates [40-43]. Unfortunately,
actual computations using geodesic light cone coordinates are extremely complicated,
in particular after quantisation.

To remedy the situation, in this article we construct the dynamical synchronous
coordinate system and the corresponding gauge-invariant relational observables in
perturbation theory. These coordinates are defined by the proper time of a congruence
of free-falling observers, and spatial coordinates that are orthogonal to the observers’
four-velocity. At linear order, the relational observables constructed in this dynamical
coordinate system agree with fields in the well-known synchronous gauge [44]. Our
results thus show how to extend this to arbitrary orders in perturbation theory. The
paper is organised as follows: After a more detailed introduction to relational observables
in Sec. 2, we explicitly construct the dynamical coordinates and the relationally defined
gauge-invariant metric to second order in Sec. 3. We then determine the perturbed
Einstein’s equations for both an ideal fluid and an inflaton field as source in Sec. 4, and
as a further example of relational gauge-invariant observables we construct the invariant
Hubble rate (the local expansion rate of the universe) in Sec. 5. Lastly, in Sec. 6 we
quantise the metric perturbations around Minkowski and de Sitter backgrounds, and
show explicitly that the correlator of the gauge-invariant relational metric perturbation
in synchronous coordinates is independent of the gauge fixing. It turns out that for both
backgrounds, the invariant correlator only contains the propagating tensor modes, and
thus captures exactly the dynamical content of the theory. We conclude in Sec. 7, and
leave a detailed comparison between the perturbed Einstein’s equations for the ideal
fluid and the inflaton field to Appendix A.

Conventions: We use the “+ + +” convention of [45] for the metric and curvature
tensors, work in a n-dimensional spacetime and set ¢ = h = 1 and % = 167Gxy.

2. Relational observables

As mentioned in the introduction, the idea of relational observables in gravity (or in any
theory invariant under diffeomorphisms) assumes that one can fix points by the values
that dynamical fields assume at those points. Diffeomorphism-invariant quantities —
observables — can then be obtained by measuring any tensor field with respect to these
dynamical fields.

To make these ideas more concrete, let us consider a gravitational system formed by
a spacetime with metric g, (covered by coordinates z*) and matter fields that we will
collectively denote by 1. Let us assume that we can find n scalar fields X® = X ® (g, v]
that are functionals of the spacetime metric and matter fields.f We further assume
that the the map x# — X®(z) defines a diffeomorphism in our spacetime, and then
can view the dynamical fields X as a field-dependent reference frame or dynamical

I We keep the index p in X ) within parentheses to stress that these are a collection of scalar fields.
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coordinate system. We can then measure any tensor field with components T} 4 (z)
42

in this dynamical coordinate system by performing the coordinate transformation

oX ) gx(um) grh s
Ghbm (X)) = T X 1
" (X) Oz Oxem QX 1) OX (vp) " Pr-Bp [=(X)], (1)

where 2# = 2#(X) denotes the inverse of X# = X (x).

To convince ourselves that Eq. (1) produces fields that are invariant under
diffeomorphisms, let us consider the simpler case of a scalar field S(z). In that case,
Eq. (1) reduces to

S(X) = Sfe(X)]. (2)

Now, consider an arbitrary diffeomorphism f: z# — 2/# = f#(z). Since X and S are
scalar fields, they transform under f as

X0 — X0 (') = X0 () = XV ()] (32)
S(x) = §'(a’) = S(x) = S[f~(2")], (3b)
such that
(5X(“)(:c) — X’(“)(:c) — x® (z) = X (W) [f‘l(a:)] — xW (z), (4a)
0S(x) = S'(x) — S(z) = S[f(z)] - S(x), (4b)

i.e., the scalar field S and the field-dependent frame X® both change under
diffeomorphisms when evaluated at a point of the background manifold. Now let us
hold instead the value of the amplitude of the scalar fields X® fixed, i. e., let us take
2# and 2™ such that X (2') = X (z). Then it follows straightforwardly that

§'(X) = S (X)) = S[z(X)] = §(X) (5)

where we have used Eq. (3b) in the second equality. Hence, the quantity 8§ (2) is
defined in such a way that the changes of the field-dependent frame and the scalar
field compensate each other, leaving the final expression invariant.

For many situations, such as the ones found in cosmology, it is a good approximation
to assume that the spacetime metric and the matter fields can be written as a fixed
background plus perturbations. Hence, let us write the full metric g,, and matter fields
Y as

G = G + Kl and =+ M. (6)

In this case, it is reasonable to assume that we can write the field-dependent frame as
a power series in the perturbations. Furthermore, we assume that the coordinates X
are chosen in such a way that they agree with the background coordinates x* at zeroth
order. Hence, we write

XW(z) =" + /{X((f))(a:) - /{2X((5)) (z) + O(x?) . (7)
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The power series for the inverse of X can be obtained from Eq. (7) by first isolating
the zero-order terms, substituting it into the argument of the power-series coefficients
and then expanding the result up to the desired order. The result up to second order
reads

(X)) = X0 — kX — K2 [XY (X)) - X ()0, X1 (X)] + 0. (8)

As an illustration of the perturbative expansion for observables defined by Eq. (1), let
us consider the example of the full metric. We can produce an invariant metric tensor
¢, by defining

r B
) = O g e, )

Substituting Eqs. (6) and (8) into Eq. (9), we obtain the following perturbative expansion
of the invariant metric up to second order:

Guv = G + ’ig;(}u) + “2QL?/) + O<’€3) (10)
with
g;(;/) = M — X((f))apguv - gupaVX((f)) - gvr)aﬂX((f)) = hyw — EX(l) Guw (11a)
_ o ) 1 o
91 = = |X&) = X006 XD | Ougr + 5 X0 X7 0 = X0 Ophy

= X0 [ = X7/ 0090] = 0K [ = X3} Ou ] + QX OX() 9o

( o ) o
= [ XE) = X0 X0 90 = [ X(E) = X702 X (| 9
1 ., 1

= EX(?.) G — EX(U h#l/ + 9 ‘CX(U Guv + 9 Ex((f))ap)((l) Guw (11b)
where Ly is the Lie derivative with respect to X*. We can also define a invariant metric
perturbation by taking

P (X) = 57 g (X) = g (X)), (12)
which leads to
P = gl) + rglh) + O(K?). (13)

For latter use, we also record the perturbative expansion for observables constructed
from scalar and co-vector fields. We consider the perturbed co-vector and scalar fields
W, and S, and assume they can be expanded as

()

V., W, (x) + /’QW;ED(.T) + HZWf) (z) + O(x%), (14a)
S(x)

S(x) + kS (z) + k25 () + O(K?). (14b)

The co-vector observable is defined as

W,[z(X)]. (15)
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Its perturbative expansion reads

W, =W, + WD + &*W> + O(k*) (16)
with
O”/u(l) = W;SI) o X((f))aqu - QMX((f))Wp - WAED - EX(l) Wy, (17a)
2) _ 2 (p) 1 (o) (p)
1

L) @ m _ x )
+ 5 X0 X () 0,06 W, — 0, X (wl X(l)apwa) -
(0) (p) (o)
— Oy (X(g) = X190 Xy )Wa
1 1
) 1 2
= W;E ) — Lixy Wi — Lxg, WF(L '+ B Lxoy Wut 2 £X<(f>)3px<1> W

The scalar observable was defined in Eq. (2) and its perturbative expansion is given by

8§ =8+ r8W + 128 + 0%, (18)
with

8V =50 - x70,8=8" - Ly, S, (19a)

1

8@ =5 — x{19,8 + - X1 x{7)9,0, S+X(1)8 X{0,8 — X500,

2

(19b)
2 1 2
:SU—E%¢%JQW§)+§£ S+ cngms

We shall also write down the expression for the covariant derivative V,, compatible
with the invariant metric g,, as observables often involve derivatives of tensors.
Furthermore, since we are interested in perturbation theory around a given background
metric g,,, it is convenient to express V, in terms of the background covariant derivative
V.. A simple way to find this expression is to recall that the action of any two covariant
derivatives differs by a tensor field [46]. Hence, for example in the case of a co-vector
field W,, we have

v.w,=vVv,wW,-¢E, W,, (20)
where the tensor €/, reads
o 1 oo
6= 59" (Vithoo + Vollyr = Vo). (21)
In Eq. (21), g" denotes the invariant inverse metric, which is defined from the inverse
metric by
OXW gx )
(X)) = G [x(X 22

and fulfills g*g,, = o5.
At this point is natural to ask how one defines the field-dependent frame X®
Ultimately, one has to choose it such that it describes the system in which the
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measurement is performed, and, thus, it is an integral part of the definition of the
observables one is considering. Nevertheless, as discussed in the introduction, there are
different ways to model X as scalar fields. For the case of perturbation theory around
highly symmetric backgrounds, as is needed for cosmological perturbation theory, one
can choose X (* as solutions of some set of scalar differential equations [36]

D

(x) =0, (23)
where Dé’f % are (possibly non-linear) differential operators involving the perturbed metric
and/or matter fields. The differential operator then needs to be chosen such as to reflect
the experimental situation. Since the X® are solutions of differential equations with
coefficients involving §,, and ¥, they will be (in general non-local) functionals of the
metric and matter field perturbations. To obtain a sensible solution of Eqs. (23), we
require them (i) to reduce to Dé’f qz(x) = 0 at the background level and (ii) to be causal,
i. e., the X (z) should only depend on perturbations within the past lightcone of the
observation point z. Condition (i) realises our assumption that the field-dependent and
background frames coincide in the absence of perturbations, see Eq. (7), while condition
(ii) avoids the observables to display unphysical effects coming from arbitrary large
spacelike separations.

It is interesting to compare the relational approach discussed here with the more
familiar procedure of gauge fixing the metric perturbation h,,. We recall that since
the metric perturbation is arbitrary, we are free to perform coordinate transformations
that leave the background metric unchanged. On the other hand, the field-dependent
frame X is completely fixed as the solution of Eqs. (23) (with some given boundary
condition). Hence, a simple way to fix the background coordinates z* in the full
spacetime is to impose that z* = X (z). Fixing 2# this way amounts to take

D (z) =0, (24)

(
g
which are (possibly non-linear) gauge-fixing conditions on the perturbed metric and
matter fields. We see from Eq. (12) that when the perturbations satisfy the gauge
condition (24) such that z# and X (z) coincide, the invariant metric perturbation
corresponds to the gauge-fixed metric perturbation. It is clear now why Eq. (1) produces
tensor field components that are invariant under diffeomorphisms: it corresponds to the
gauge-fixed components of the tensor field in the gauge defined by X®, but expressed
in terms of an arbitrary metric. This is convenient if we need to fix different gauges
for the full metric g,, and the invariant metric g, : for example, if it is easier to solve
the equation of motion for h,, in a gauge different from Eq. (24), but the observables
of interest are measured in the frame defined by Eq. (23). The main advantage in
formulating the observables in the relational framework, however, is that it allows
us to easily obtain observables in the non-linear regime. Moreover, by reformulating
known gauge conditions in the linear theory as conditions on the dynamical frame (and
then extending these to the non-linear theory), one obtains a clear interpretation of
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these conditions, namely to which experimental setup they correspond. Examples of
field-dependent reference frames satisfying requirements (i) and (ii) have been worked
out in the case of harmonic coordinates, where Dg’g corresponds to the Laplace-
Beltrami operator of the perturbed geometry [37, 39], C(S—moving coordinates in de Sitter
spacetime [47] and geodesic lightcone coordinates [42].

3. Synchronous coordinates

3.1. Synchronous coordinates on perturbed cosmological spacetimes

Let us consider a cosmological spacetime that can be written as a FLRW metric g,,
plus perturbations as in Eq. (6). For flat spatial sections, we can write the FLRW metric
line element as

ds* = —dt* + a*(t) d=?, (25)
where a(t) is the scale factor depending on cosmic time ¢, and the z° are Cartesian

coordinates. The background coordinates are synchronous, 4. e., the four-velocity u, =
—0,t is co-moving observers is orthogonal to the spatial coordinate basis:

w9, = 0. (26)

For later use, let us compute the Christoffel symbols of the background metric in these
coordinates. Noting that
aag/u/ = —QHUQ(UMU,/ + g;w) (27)

with the Hubble parameter H = a~'a, we obtain
F;pw = H<gw/up - Uuéﬁ - Ul,éz — uuu,,u"’) . (28)

We now want to construct synchronous coordinates in the perturbed spacetime.
Hence, we pick a congruence of free-falling observers with proper time ¢, and use this
proper time to foliate the perturbed spacetime. The normal to the spatial hypersurfaces
in this foliation are the observers’ four-velocities, which satisfy

i, = —0,0 with @"a, =—1. (29)
Each hypersurface of the foliation can then be covered with coordinates #* fulfilling
@"9,7 =0, (30)

i. e., they are orthogonal to the observers’ four-velocity. Eqgs. (29) and (30) form a set of n
scalar differential equations whose solutions give us dynamical synchronous coordinates
in the perturbed spacetime, as we wrote in Eq. (23). In the following, we also write
t =X and 7 = X@. Since these equations are fulfilled on the background (26), we
can expand the solution in perturbation theory and obtain up to second order

t=1t+ Kty + H2t(2) + 0(/{3) , (31&)
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F=a'+ /ﬁxél) + /ﬁ%”@ + O(K?). (31b)

The substitution of the perturbed metric (6) and the expansion (31) into Egs. (29)
and (30) results in

-1 =g"u,u, = -1+ HJ(ZUMUE}) — h’“’uuuy) (32)
+ K2 (2u“ul(f) + uf‘l)uf}) — 2h"ull) + h“php“uuu,,) + O(K?)
and
0=a"9,i = H(u“auxél) + ufyy O’ — h“”uﬂﬁl,xi)
+ K (u“@ux&) + Ul O’ + Uy Oy (33)

— h“”uf})&,xi — W, 0,0 + h“php”uud,xi) + O(K%) .

We thus obtain the following equations for the four-velocity and spatial coordinates at
first and second order in perturbation theory:

UNU;(}) _ ;hwuuuw (34a)
wud) = _; (U‘é)“;(}) — 20w ulM) + B ”hv““u“V> (34b)
and
Pyl = il + 1,00 (@5
WDty =~y Q' =y Quaty + WD E W Doty
_ hﬂahal’uu&,xi .

To obtain explicit differential equations for the coordinate corrections produced by
the metric perturbation, we use the background coordinate basis (25). At first order,
this gives

1
8,51?(1) = _§h'tt7 (363)

These equations can be integrated after initial conditions for the perturbed coordinates
have been specified. Here we will assume that the metric perturbation is either of
compact support or falls off fast enough at past infinity. In the absence of metric
perturbations, the background and perturbed coordinates should agree. Thus, the
solution for Eqs. (36) is

1 t
toy(t, @) = —5/ hi (s, x)ds, (37a)

—00
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. t . )
Ty (t, ) = /_OO <8Zt(1) + h/) (s,x)ds
1 . rt s t . (37b)
_ —58’/ / hu(s', ) ds' s +/ hi(s, ) ds,

which agrees with the results of [16]. The differential equations for the second-order
correction to the coordinates are

1
8tt(2) = i(a“t(l)ﬁut(l) + 2ht”6“t(1) + ht”hm> , (38&)
8@22) = a,_gait(g) + 8Nt(1)aul‘é1) - hwa"t(l) + ht“ﬁux’@) - htuhiu . (38b)
Using the same initial conditions as at first order, we obtain the solutions

]_ t
L(2) (?f, :13) = 3 / w(aﬂt(l)aﬂt(l) + 2ht“8ut(1) + htuhtu) (S, :IZ) ds, (39&)

) t
vy () = |

—00

(a‘28it(2) + 6“t(1)8uxf1) — h“‘(‘)ut(l) + ht“ﬁuxél)
(39b)
- hmh“‘> (s, 2)ds.

As explained in the introduction, the diffeomorphism invariance of the full gravity
theory results in a gauge symmetry for the metric perturbation, which is thus
gauge dependent. For infinitesimal and localised diffeomorphisms that preserve the
background, x* — z# — k&#(x), the perturbed metric changes by

Ochyw = Le Guv

(40)
= 0u&y + 00€ — 2FZV5,0 + K(§P 0l — yp0uE” — hup0,E")

where Ly is the Lie derivative with respect to V#. Given the transformation of the
metric perturbation, we can now check that the perturbed coordinates X = (f, &)
indeed transform as scalar fields. At first order, we have that the correction to the time
coordinate (37a) changes by

Set o (t, @) = —; /_t Gehals, @) ds = — | (06 = T8E) (s, @) ds + O(x)

= /_too (8t§t) (s,x)ds + O(k) = &'(t, z) — sginooft(s’w) +O(k) (41)
=&t x) + O(x),

where we have used Egs. (28) and (40) and the assumption that the diffeomorphism is
localised, and thus vanishes at past infinity. The change in the first-order correction to
the spatial coordinates (37b) can be computed analogously, and the final result can be
written as

Oty = €0t and (553321) =¢ro,at. (42)

To compute the change produced by diffeomorphisms on the second-order correction to
the coordinates, we first notice that the change of the metric perturbation leaves a next-
order term at first order. Indeed, for the first-order correction to the time coordinate,
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we find in total
1 ot
ety (t, @) = —§[ Schu(s, ) ds
K t
—¢(ta)- 4 [ [0,k + 20,y (5. @) ds
As for the temporal second-order correction (39a), it changes by

t
O¢t(2) (T, ) = / (0" 3¢t () Dut(r) + SehiDut(r) + hi"Ouet(r) + Sehihyy ) (s, ) ds

t

06,0"t(1) — 20560 1) + Diuhi — 205 &k ) (5, @) ds + O (k)

t

i+ (44)

(atg 8Ht(l) — 2H€Zazt(1) + atfuht“ — 2H€thz) (S, :B) ds + O(Ii)

0" Dyt (1) + 0" hyy ) (5, ) ds + O(k)

— 00

t [a (6"0ut)) — €"0,00t (1) + 0" hy] (s, ) ds + O(k)

Il
o \\\\|

1 ot
“Butay(t,@) + 5 [ [ Ouha + 20 By (5, @) ds + O(r)
where again we have use the assumption that the diffeomorphism is localised, and we
see that the integral term exactly cancels the one from (43). The computation of the
change in the spatial coordinates again leads to similar results. In conclusion, we have
shown that the perturbed synchronous coordinates change by

et = KOet(1) + K°0et (o) + O(K°) = KE*O, T+ O(rK?), (45a)
5e7' = m&xél) + /£26§x§2) + O(k*) = K€"0,3" + O(K*) (45b)

under infinitesimal and localised diffeomorphisms that preserve the background. Hence,
we have verified that X = (f,&) transform as scalar fields up to second order.
As discussed earlier, this is a key assumption in the construction of our relational
observables.

3.2. Gauge-invariant metric

In Eqgs. (9)-(12) we have already defined the gauge-invariant metric g,,, its perturbative
expansion and the gauge-invariant metric perturbation #,,, respectively. Our aim now
is to check that the gauge-invariant metric perturbation in the dynamical synchronous
coordinate system X® = (f, &) satisifes the synchronous condition %, = 0, compare
the discussion at the end of Sec. 2. We first show this explicitly, up to second order in
perturbation theory. The correction to the invariant metric at first order (11a) can be



Synchronous coordinates and gauge-invariant observables in cosmological spacetimes 12
cast in the form
98 = ho + Aut1) — gty — giOily)
= hy + Oty — 9Oty — Giv (3it(1) + hti>
= hy + 0ty — g Oit(1) — Guu (aut(l) + ht“) + g (8tt(1) + htt)
= 9w <28tt(1) + htt) =0,

(46)

where we have used Egs. (36). For the second-order correction, Eq. (11b), we find
Qg) = —t1)0ihy, — 3321)@‘}%1/ — Ot(yhe — 31&3321) [hiu — t(l)atgiu}
— d,t(l)htt — a,,xél)hm' — 8tt(1)(9l,t(1) + 8,&:62('1)8,,1:{1)9”
— @ [t(g) — t(l)&gt(l) — le)azt(l)}gtu - 8;5 {3722) — t(l)atl'zl) — le)aj:czl)}gw
+ 8V [t(z) — t(l)att(l) — xél)ait(l)}
2
- — [28tt(2) - 6’“15(1)(9“2?(1) - 2ht“8ﬂt(1) - ht'uht# - (2@15(1) + htt)
i j i i 47
— Oit(n) <@t37(1) — 0"ty — ) - (t(l)at + $(1)3¢) (23tt(1) + htt)]gtu (47)
- |:8tl’22) - 8’25(2) - 8Ht(1)aul'é1) + hwﬁut(l) - ht“(auxél) + htuhiu
- (231;25(1) + htt) (3txz(1) - 8115(1) - h#) + 3125(1) (23tt(1) + htt)
— (8t${1) — ajt(l) - htj>8j$él) — t(l)(?t (&x’@ — ait(l) — hti)
— )05 (0xly) — 0t 1) — hti>:|giu =0,
where we have used Egs. (36) and (38). Hence, we have shown that

R, = O(K?). (48)

We can also obtain the result (48) by inspecting the form of the invariant inverse
perturbed metric defined in Eq. (22). From that definition and Eqs. (29) and (30), we
have that

ot ot
tw_ 77 SV __
= S == 1 (49)
and that o7 o3
) t Ozt )
to T T ~pv S ~1
S g = U 0,2'=0. (50)
The invariant inverse perturbed metric is thus block-diagonal, which means that the
invariant perturbed metric g,, is also block-diagonal with g, = —1 and g, = 0 since

9" g., = 8. This results in Eq. (48), not only at second but at all orders in perturbation
theory.
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4. Perturbed Einstein’s equations

We now consider Einstein’s equations for the perturbed metric when sourced by
matter perturbations around a FLRW background. Our aim here is to use the
relational approach to obtain the gauge-invariant part of these equations in synchronous
coordinates, up to second order in the metric and matter perturbations. For the matter
we will consider two popular models in the literature, namely, the ideal fluid and the
scalar field with a potential.

Thus, let us consider Einstein’s equations for the perturbed spacetime in the form

Em/ = 2éuv — /<;2T~W =0, (51)

where GW is the perturbed Einstein tensor and TW, is the perturbed stress tensor for
the matter. We can then expand both the Einstein and the stress tensors up to second

order in k:
G = G + kG + G + O(K?), (52a)
Tyw =Ty + KT, ) + KT + O(K?) . (52b)

Assuming the FLRW metric (25) for the background, we obtain for the perturbed
Einstein tensor the following:

1
G = —i(n —2)(n—1-2€)H?g,, + (n — 2)H?eu,u,, (53a)
1 1 1 1
Gl = VoV (e — §V2h,w - §g,wvavﬂhaﬁ —5VaVih+ 5g,wv% s3b)
1 1
- §(n — 1)(n — 2¢)H?h,,, + §H2[(n —1—)h+ (n—2)euu’has|gu ,

]‘ [e% 1 « 1 o 1 o
G = = VeVl + 5V hoV ghe — P VeV sh by Sh VRV

1 1 1
+ 5h#,,vﬁvﬁ’h — a®h*V V(s — 5V ol VPR, + fvﬁhmvﬂh @

1
+ 5 VahVihiy® = Vihe O by + 2a2h°‘5V Vihas + 7 v h*PN hes

1
+ G (fﬂﬂvﬂvma7 — h*PV  Vsh + Zvﬂhvﬁh + Voh®V g (53¢)

1
— V*hVsho" + h**V. VYV sh, — h*V?h,s + ivghmvvmﬁ

- ivvth”’ho‘ﬁ —(n—1—€)H?hoph® — (n — 2)6H2uo‘uﬂha7hm>

1
+ §H2[(n —1—eh+ (n—2)euu’haglhu, ,

where V2 = V*V,, h = ¢"h,, and e = —H~ 2H is the deceleration parameter. We will
leave the matter stress tensor unspecified for the time being. The perturbative expansion
of Einstein’s equations (51) then reads

Eu = E, + KE)) + K2EQ) + O(K?), (54)

pv
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with £, = 0 being Einstein’s equation for the background and

1) 1 2 1

Efw) = 2G§“} — K ng , (55a)
2) 2 2 2

Ef“) = ng,) — K T}U) . (55b)

To obtain the gauge-invariant part of FEinstein’s equations, we perform the
transformation (1) for the tensor E,,. This results in
_0x%(X) 02°(X) -
EuX) = 3% axwm Lt (56)

= kB +k2(ER - X(0)0,E5) — 0,X (1 ES) — 0,X {7 E)) + O,

where we have used Eq. (8), and that the background metric satisfies the background
Einstein’s equations £, = 0. We see that expressing Einstein’s equations in a relational
way just corresponds to a rearrangement of the terms in the perturbative series, 7. e., if
we have a solution E’W = 0 order by order in perturbation theory, also 6,, = 0 order
by order. In this sense, Einstein’s equations are already gauge-invariant, in contrast to
a general field (which does not vanish). However, the right-hand side of Eqgs. (56) is
still expressed in terms of the gauge-dependent metric and matter field perturbations.
To express Eqs. (56) in an explicitly gauge-invariant way, we need to replace the
gauge-dependent fields by their gauge-independent parts. We will do exactly this in
the following.

For later convenience we also perform the (3+1)-decomposition of the metric tensor
and write the induced background spatial metric as

G = Uty + G - (57)

We denote the covariant derivative associated with g, as O, and the projected part of
a vector v, as
Uy = g, vy (58)

4.1. Ideal fluid model

In the case of an ideal fluid, the perturbed stress tensor reads

T/w = (:5 + ﬁ)vuvu + ﬁguu ) (59)

where p is the perturbed energy density, p = f(p) is the perturbed pressure, f gives
the equation of state and V* is the perturbed four-velocity of the fluid. To perform the
perturbative expansion for the fluid, it is convenient express these fields as

p=p(l+kd), (60a)

de? , 3
1 A+ O(k?), (60b)

V=, + Ky, (60c)

) 1
b= flp(1 + rd)] = p+ rcSpd + S%p*



Synchronous coordinates and gauge-invariant observables in cosmological spacetimes 15

where p and p are the background energy density and pressure of the fluid, d is the
fractional density perturbation, ¢ = f/(p) is the square of the speed of sound in the
fluid and v, is the four-velocity perturbation. The normalisation of the fluid’s four-
velocity constrains vy, the time component of the four-velocity perturbation. Indeed, we

obtain
—1=g"V,V, (61)
= —1+ k(2ufv, — K" u,u,) + K2 (v, — 2R v, + PR, ) + O(K?) .
As a result, we have to express v; as a power series,
v = oM + kol + O(?), (62)
and then substitute this expansion back into Eq. (61). The result is
1
Ugl) = *htt, (63&)
2
1/ . . . 1
’UIEQ) = —5 (UZUi — 2htl1)i + htlhti — 4h?t> . (63b)
The perturbative expansion for the fluid’s stress tensor results in
Tw/ = puyly + pgw/ ) (64&)
Tﬁ) = pdu,u, + (p+ p)(Vuu, + uuv,) + 2 pdG + phy (64Db)
1 ,dc?
Tﬁ) = (p+p)vuv, + p(1 + )d(u,v, + u,v,) + §p2 d; d*G, + Epdhy, (64c)

where we have used Egs. (60), and we recall that g,, is the background spatial metric
defined in Eq. (57).
To work out the expansion of the fluid’s equation of motion, we now consider the

divergence
F, = @“Tw, ) (65)
Its perturbative expansion reads
F,=F, +rFEY + *FP + Ok, (66)
where 1 1
FO = veTW) _ ey T, — (v hee — V”h)T VT, (67)
v nv P~ pv M 2 pv 2 v 224
and

) 1 1
F® = Vi) — pogy T 4 hoh, 0T — (v#hﬂﬂ - 2VPh> T — SV T
1 1
e (vﬂh,;’ - QV"hW> T+ SH7 (Vi + Vohy” = V) Ty (68)

1 1
+ o (vﬂm - 2vm> Ty + ST hon + Vi3 = VA, T,
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As mentioned earlier, to make the gauge invariance of Eq. (56) explicit, we
have to express it in terms of the gauge-invariant parts of the perturbed fields. The
invariant metric perturbation was defined in Eq. (12). For the matter perturbations, it
is convenient to start with the invariant energy density for the fluid. The perturbative
expansion of a scalar observable was given in Eqs. (19), and in the case of the invariant
energy density it reads

p(X) = ple(X)] = p(1 + wd (X))
=p+ m(pd —pt 1)) —K {pt nd + pt(l)d + p:v 10id — ;t(l),b (69)
— ta)ditp — Ty ditwp +te)p| + O(K?)
—p+/<ap(1)+/s P2y + O(K%).

Above, d denotes the invariant fractional density perturbation and we have defined the
expansion of the invariant density perturbation
P = pd - pt(l) ) (70&)

1 1. . )
Pe) = —pt d— pt d— p33 8 d+ pt 1~ §pt(1)htt + px(l)&-t(l) — pt(g) , (70b)

where we have used Egs. (36) to eliminate the time derivative of the coordinate
corrections. The invariant fractional density perturbation then reads

d:i)(()—l—/{p ) +O(K?). (71)

The invariant scalar corresponding to the pressure in the fluid is obtained from the
equation of state of the fluid evaluated for the invariant energy density defined in
Eq. (69). The result is

n(X) = pla(X)] = flp(X)] = flo(1 + rkd)] + O(x’)

1 .dc? 72
=p+ rcpd + ~K? % (pd)* + O(xK®). ™)
2 dp
We define the invariant four-velocity as the co-vector observable
_ 02"(X) - 1) | 2007 (2) 3
TV.(X) = X0 Vo[2(X)] = w, + k7,7 + &°V,7 + O(x7) . (73)

The perturbative expansion of a co-vector observable was given in Eqs. (17). After
eliminating the time derivatives of the coordinate corrections using Egs. (36) and (38),
we obtain the following expressions for the first- and second-order corrections to the
temporal and spatial components of the invariant four-velocity:

v =) — —htt , (74a)
%(1) = v; + Oitqy (74Db)
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‘ , 1 1. . 1.,
U P = @ — (8215(1) + ht’)vi - ghft + ihtlhti - 53175(1)31'15(1) ; (74c)
. - 1
°I/i(2) = —t1)0v; — le)ajvi - ait(l)vt(l) - 31'55%1)%' + Oit(2) + 581‘ (t(l)htt> (74d)
—0; (:E‘Zl)ajt(l)) ,

and we recall that the power series for the temporal components of the four-velocity
perturbation was given in Egs. (63). We then define the invariant four-velocity
perturbation as

0u(X) = 87 [Tu(X) = w] = T + KT,2 + O(). (75)

In passing, we note that the normalisation of the 4-velocity ¥/, with the invariant metric
¢, implies that

1
v = §fbtt =0, (76a)

) . . 1 1_ .
01/75(2) _ (o[/(zl)cyi(l) + Qﬁtm%(l) . ﬁ/mﬁ/ti . 4fbt2t> _ _501/(3)0%(1) . (76b)

1
2
Furthermore, Eqgs. (76) can also be obtained by substituting Eqgs. (63) into Eqgs. (74a)
and (74c).

Finally, we can obtain the relational version of the fluid equation of motion by
transforming the divergence (65) as

OX () (77)

)+ {5 - XG0 R~ 0,5 R0) 4 00,

where again we have used Eq. (8) to obtain the perturbative expansion and that the
equation of motion is satisfied on the background, F,, = 0. We see again that as for
Einstein’s equations (56) the fluid equation of motion is already gauge-invariant, in the
sense that the relational version just corresponds to a rearrangement of the terms in the
perturbative series, such that %, = 0 and F » = 0 are equivalent.

4.1.1. Background At the background level, the trace and the time-time and space-
space components of Einstein’s equations give Friedmann’s equations

(n—1)(n—2)H? = k%p, (78a)

—(n—=2)(n—1-2¢)H* = K’p. (78b)

The equation of motion of the fluid is obtained by taking the divergence of its stress

tensor, assuming that it is in a homogeneous and isotropic state such that p and p only
depend on time. The result is

p+(n—1H(p+p)=0, (79)
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and we recall that we are given an equation of state p = f(p) which determines the
pressure in terms of the energy density.

To express the speed of sound in the fluid in terms of the background geometry
parameters, we take a time derivative of Eqs. (78) and use the fact that p = cZp to
replace p, while p is given by Eq. (79). The result is

€e—0

2
— 142
% + n—1"

(80)
where § = é/(2¢H ) is the second slow-roll parameter. In what follows, we will also need
the derivative of ¢? with respect to the background energy density p. That derivative can
be easily related to the background geometry parameters by taking the time derivative
of ¢ (80):

de?2  dc?
2= —2p. 81
T (81)
Then, by taking the time derivative of Eq. (80) and Friedmann’s equation for p (78a),
we obtain )
d 20 3
i R—— 1- . (82)
dp (n—1)%(n—2)H? 2¢0H
For later use, we also calculate
2 4e0H
v=Po 14 2 and »=27 (83)
0 n— n—1

4.1.2. First order As we can see from Egs. (56), the assumption that Einstein’s
equations are satisfied by the background implies that the first-order correction to
Einstein’s equation El(j) is gauge invariant, which is an instance of the Stewart—Walker
lemma [48]. Therefore, we can simply replace all the perturbed fields by their gauge-
invariant parts, since we know that the gauge-dependent parts will cancel out. This
amounts to taking

hpw = P, Vi = 04, vt(l)—>0 and d— d, (84)

and we recall that u*#,, = 0 at all orders (48) and that owM=0 (76a). After performing
these substitutions, we can write down the constraint and dynamical equations for the
gauge-invariant part of the perturbations at linear order. (Of course, one can also
substitute the full expressions and check explicitly that the gauge-dependent parts
cancel.)

The constraint equations are obtained by computing the contraction

E,=E,u" = /-@E/(j,)u” +O(x%) = /fE/(}) + O(K?). (85)
This results in
(9tc§aﬁ/a# - atéufb + 2(71 — 2>€H2‘(_}#

e ) (86)
—u,[(n = 2)HO b — 060" + 0a0sh™ — (n— 1)(n — 2)H?d | = 0,
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where we have defined o = ¢*”#f,,. The temporal and spatial components of Eq. (86)
are

—(n—2)HOh +a > Ah + 0,0, — (n —1)(n — 2)H*d =0, (87a)
Btc‘?jfbij - alatfl/ + Q(Tl - 2)€H21}i = O, (87b)

where the indices were raised with the induced background metric g,,, and A is the
usual Laplace operator in Euclidean space.

On the other hand, the dynamical equation is obtained by projecting both indices
of EE) with the induced background spatial metric. The trace of Efj) with respect to
the background metric g, gives

—O02h — nHOh + 0,0"h — 0a05h" + (n — 1)(n — 2¢ + 20)H*d =0, (88)

and we can use this equation to eliminate 2% from the dynamical equation, which then
reads

Oftuyy + (n = 5)HObu, — 2(n — 3 — €)H* Ry — a2 Ay,

_ L ) (89)
+20°0tye — 0u0,h + Gy |[HOh — 2(n — 1 — e+ 6)H*d| = 0.

We note that the trace of Eq. (89) does not obviously reduce to Eq. (88), but they agree
taking into account that the background metric g, is time-dependent.

The assumption that the equation of motion for the fluid is satisfied at the
background level also implies that the first-order perturbation of the divergence of the
fluid’s stress tensor is gauge invariant. The linearised equation of motion for the fluid
was given in Eq. (67). After performing the substitutions indicated in Eq. (84) in that
equation, we obtain

X+ 10, — (n—Dv(v+1)Ho, + 20,d
_ 90
+ ;Uu [&fb(y +1)=2(n—DdH(v —c) +2(v + 1)0,0* + 28,561,} =0, 50

where the parameter v was defined in Eq. (83). The temporal and spatial components
of Eq. (90) read

Od + (n —1)(2 — v)Hd + (v + 1) (&vi + ;a@ —0,  (9la)
(9t[(v + 1)1}21 + v+ 12— (n—1)v]Ho'+a220d =0. (91b)

To further simplify the linearised invariant Einstein’s equation and the
fluid’s equation of motion, it is convenient to use the scalar-vector-tensor (SVT)
decomposition [44] and express the invariant metric perturbation and the spatial part of
the fluid 4-velocity perturbation in terms of irreducible spatial tensors. Hence, we write

hij = 5" + 200U, + 0:0;8 + 65T (92a)
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where the spatial tensor and vectors above satisfy

6”%5T =0, 5“&%5; =0 and 5”&%? = 5ij8i°VjT =0. (93)
In particular, we have
h=a?[AS + (n—1)T] (94)
and
A =a P A(UT+ 08+ A710T ), (95)

where A™! denotes the Green’s function of the Laplace operator /. The substitution
of the decomposition (92) into the constraints (87a) and (87b) results in

AT — a*HOAS + (n — )T ]+ 2a°H* [AS + (n — )T | + (n — 1)a*H?*d =0 (96)

and
0| (n—2)a?0FT — a > AU| = 2(n — 2)eH* (V" + 0W) = 0. (97)
We can now separate the scalar and transverse parts of Eq. (97) into
0T —2HT — 2ca®H*W =0 (98)
and
QU — 2HUS + 2(n — 2)ea’ H* A'U,T = 0. (99)

We can then use Friedmann’s equations (78) and Eq. (98) to simplify the temporal
component (96) of the constraint equations. We obtain

AT —a®’H NO,S — 2HS) + (n — 1)a*H?*(d — 2¢HW) = 0 (100)

after using Eq. (83). The constraint equations (98)—(100) completely determine the
scalars § and J and the transverse spatial vector U;. To obtain the equation for the
transverse traceless spatial tensor 7;;, we substitute the SVT decomposition (92) into
the dynamical equation (89). This substitution results in

FHS" + (n—5HOH, " —a > A" —2(n—e—3)H*H;" =0, (101)

which is the dynamical part of the metric perturbation, and
NRUT + (n —5)HO,UT —2(n — e —3)H*UT =0, (102a)
028+ (n—5)HOS —2(n —e —3)H*S —a*(n —3)T =0, (102b)

BT —2(n—3)HOT —a > AT +2(2n — 4 — e)H*T

) ) (102¢)
+H A0S —2HAS) —2a*(n—1—€e+d)Hd =0.
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Egs. (102) are not independent from the constraint equations (98)—(100) and can be
obtained from them if the matter perturbations satisfy their equation of motion. The
SVT decomposition for the fluid’s equation of motion (91) gives

€

ord —26Hd + — 1a_2{2 AW + (0, —2H)[AS + (n —1)T]} =0, (103)
8t°ﬂf+n_1_22€+25(2eH°W—d):0, (104)
€
and
OV,T +(n—1—2¢+20)HY," =0, (105)

after we have expressed the fluid background parameters in terms of the background
geometry parameters.

The equations for the metric and fluid perturbations in synchronous gauge were
previously studied in Ref. [28], assuming an irrotational co-moving fluid and a power-law
expansion of the spacetime. We have compared their results for the SVT decomposition
at linear order with the ones obtained in this section. Using the dictionary

%g — a2xé1)T, (’lLlT — aZX(SI)L , S§— a2xé1)” ,

1 (106)
T — —a? (2@5&” + 3 Axél)”> , 1v; =0,

and expressing everything in conformal time, it is not difficult to show that their
equations for the perturbations in the SVT decomposition exactly match ours. This
is an example of the fact that, as explained in Sec. 2, for the gauge-fixing condition (24)
the dynamical coordinates X (z) coincide with the background coordinates z*, and
thus the invariant fields coincide with the gauge-fixed ones.

4.1.8. Second order Our task now is to express the second-order correction to the
invariant Einstein’s equations (56) in terms of the gauge-invariant perturbation fields
oy, v, and d. In order to do that, we first need to express the gauge-variant
perturbation fields h,,, v, and d as power series in their invariant parts, up to first
order in perturbation theory.
For h,,, we express Eq. (13) as

My = Py + LX) G — 54.) bty i O(k?), (107)
where we have used Eq. (11a) and indicated the replacement of h,, in all instances
it appears explicitly in Eq. (11b) by its zeroth order expression. For the four-velocity
perturbation v, we express its temporal and spatial components in terms of the spatial
components of the invariant four-velocity perturbation. The expressions for the temporal
component are obtained by substituting v; = v; — 9;t(1) — see Eqgs. (74b) and (75) —
into Eqgs. (63), and they read

1
v = ihtt ; (108a)
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1 1 (108b)
+ gh?t - ihtlhti + O(KZ) .
The expression for the spatial components is obtained by expressing Eq. (75) as
v = v — Oty — KU +O(K?)
’Ui:vi—ait(l) (109)

= 1V; — (‘it(l) -+ H(t(l)aﬂ}i -+ x{l)ﬁjvi -+ 81'%{1)1}j — azt(z)) + O(/i2) ,

where we have used Eq. (74c) and replaced v; by its zeroth-order expression in all
instances it appears explicitly in <>I/Z-(Z). Finally, we use Egs. (69)—(71) to express the
gauge-variant fractional density perturbation d as

P(2)

d:d—i-gt(l)—/ﬁi
)

p + O(k?)

d*)dﬁi’%t(l)

(110)

. : A 1
=d + Zt(l) + /-i(t(l)atd + Zt(l)d +a()0id + 2275(21) t Zt(2)> +O(x%),

and as in previous cases we replace all d appearing in the expression for p(s) by its
zeroth-order expression.

Our next step is to substitute Egs. (107)—(110) into the perturbative expansion for
the invariant Einstein’s equations (56). The second-order terms in x are produced by
the substitution of the zeroth-order terms in Egs. (107)—(110) into El(fy) - X((lp))ﬁpEE) —
0, X ((f)) E)—-0,X ((f)) E() and by the substitution of their first-order terms into Ef}). The
tensor algebra involved in the simplifications of the resulting expression is best handled
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with the help of the tensor algebra package XAcT [49]. The final expression reads
82 = —0, " Ofuya + ;atmyatn + 4H b, "0ty — AH P "Ry

— S0ur 0 O P Dt — Qa0+ DR+ O Ry
— 205t Doy + SO0, s + A0 DsP — Db
A5, s + 2ugs [&fby)"‘@ﬁfbaﬁ L had e+ B8,00,,
- ;atﬁaﬁa‘y)ﬁag — 100,)0fap + H(Fya0h — 2P Oghra” — 20Ot )0
+ 3R Dy huag) + 2(n — 2)(0 — e)HQEV)d] + E(atﬁf - iatﬁaﬁatﬁaﬁ
ARG+ DRI — DB — DR B R
+ 70,05k — 20030, h0" + AP O s — (n — 3) HA PO, rag
+ (2n — 5)H*hggh ™’ — 2(n — 2)EH25aaa] —2(n — 2)eH*3,0,

“h [afﬁ + nHO + 0u0sh — Db — (n — 2)(n — 1 — 2e + 26)H2d,

+ g;w [iatﬁaﬂatﬁ/aﬁ - i(atﬁ/)Z + ﬁ/aﬁatzﬁaﬁ + leéafbéaﬁ - 5aﬁ/55fba’3
_ _ 1= _ _ _ _ _
+ 0 h %0 P + 58/379%877%“5 — Zawﬁaﬂa%aﬂ — 10,05 + 2h°P D30, Py

— AP0 Ps + (n — 8)HA PO hns — (2n — 9 — 2€) H* Prsh ™

5
-2)(1- SH?d?
b= (1 o o), (1)
and we recall that g,, is the induced spatial metric and v, is the projection of the
four-velocity perturbation on the background spatial section, see Egs. (57) and (58).
We can now obtain the second-order correction to the invariant constraint equation.
To do so, we first define the invariant part of the observer’s 4-velocity in the perturbed

(n)
uh(X) = (8;;} ﬁ”) [z(X)]. (112)

We then notice that Egs. (29) and (30) imply that

spacetime:

i, =-1 and u'=4"9,i' =0, (113)

so ut = wut. The invariant constraint equation at second order can now be obtained
from the expansion of

€, = ut8,, = u'E, =8N + *E + O(x?) . (114)
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The temporal and spatial components of the second-order correction to the invariant
constraint equation are

8% = iatﬁuatfﬁ (8th)2 - iama% + 0RO — ORI O — ;ajmka’%if
+ 200 4RI, — 2RI0,00 "+ Y My — (0 — AT R
+ (2n — 5)H?*hijh" — 2(n — 2)eH* v (115)
and
g% = fatﬁ”afﬁ, Hbvi ;b — Ok Ophi® + 2HA 0" + 2HAT* O by — hI*0,0,
+ 5@7"’# Ot — SRI"HO 1 + RI*0;0: i + 2(n — 2)(e — 0) H?vidl . (116)

The second-order correction to the dynamical equation is again obtained by projecting
both indices of Eq. (111) on the background spatial section. The result is

€ = —9ih 0y + (9th133th + 4HAG Ok gy, — AH R Ry, — akﬁ,ijakf;,
+ 0 i Ok’ — akﬁ/ila fui* + Ophyd it + 8kﬁ,a(iﬁj)k — 28kﬁ,lk6?(iftj)l
1
+ iaiﬁ/klajfbkl + ﬁ/klakalfbij - beklaka(lfb])l —|— fbklaiajﬁ/kl - Q(TL - 2)€H2{}i{}j
— R [@Qﬂ +nHOR + OOh™M — a2 Nh — (n —2)(n — 1 — 2¢ + 25)H2d]
1 1
+ gij [38tftk18tfakl — f(ﬁtft)z + AMOH Ry + Zakﬁakﬁ — Oph ORI + O MO, ™

28kfl/lmamfl/kl - —8 fbklamfbkl ftklﬁkﬁlﬁ -+ Qﬁ/klakamfblm — a’Qkal Afbkl

B
+ (n — 8)HAM O gy — (2n — 9 — 26) H* PR + (n — 2) (1 ~ 3 H)(SH%F] :

(117)

To obtain the gauge-invariant part of the fluid’s equation of motion in terms of the
invariant perturbation fields, we must perform the same substitutions as in the case of
Einstein’s equations. Thus, we use Eqgs. (107)—(110) to eliminate the variant fields Ay,
v, and d in Eq. (77). The second order terms are again produced by substituting the
zeroth-order terms of Egs. (107)—(110) 1nto F? 8 £V —8 X U)F and the first-
order terms in those equations into F ), where F (1) and F were glven in Egs. (67)
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and (68). The result is

9&2):(71—2)}[ #[ (€ 5)3td+63tﬁ+2<(n—1—26)( 5)+265—£I>Hd,

_ _ 2
+ 2(—:8,11_}’11 + Mu# [(1 + 2 — 26)0hd — 2eR“% (0, — 2H ) hnp
- . o
_ N Bo _ _ 2
+4(e — 0)d 0,0 — 4eh 3’ v —2(n — 1) (1 256H>5Hd

—+4va(2azva%—01—2-+25—-2@€Hﬂa4—;d%ﬁ’—(5“@5wd"d%ﬁ“ﬁ>]
s

+%n—ﬁHﬂ@—&&%d+aﬂ@mf—O S5

>5d8 d] (118)

The equations that we have obtained in this section extend the second-order analysis
of Ref. [28] to arbitrary cosmological backgrounds and a general flow of the fluid.
At this point, we could again use the SVT decomposition (92) to express the
invariant perturbation fields in terms of irreducible spatial tensors. Unfortunately, this
decomposition does not lead to any major simplifications in the second-order corrected
invariant Einstein’s equations nor in the fluid’s equation of motion. It is possible that
reparametrisations of the invariant fields, such as the ones performed in Ref. [50] in the
case of a non-minimally coupled scalar field in the Jordan frame, could simplify our
equations. Pursuing this reparametrisation, however, is beyond the scope of this paper.

4.2. Scalar field model

Now, let us consider the perturbed Einstein’s equations sourced by a perturbed scalar
field

¢ = ¢+ rpW . (119)

The scalar field’s stress tensor is given by
Ty = V0906 — 500 V0¥00 — L5V (3) (120)
where V' is the scalar potential. The perturbative expansion of TW in this case reads
T = wd? + 500 [ = V(6)]. (121a)
T80 = ~9(10,0) +0,0,6) 4 g (300,60 + 5t a = 5V (0)00)
b ohuld V(o).

. 1. 1
T = 8,600,6 + hy, [¢upap¢<1> + S Ohgulue — 2v’(¢)¢<l>}

(121b)

(121c)

1 . _ 1
= S| 90,6 + 260 w,0,01) + G agutu” + SV (9002
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Next, we consider the perturbed scalar field equation

F=-§"V,V,o+ ;V’(gz?) . (122)

The perturbative expansion of this field equation is
F=F+xFY+xF® 4+ Ok (123)
with
Y = w2 4 'V, V, 6 + <Vph’”’ + ;V%) Voo + ;V”((b)qﬁ(l) , (124a)
F® = ;hﬁvvahmvw — ;vahvw(” + VeIV h,” + ;ho‘ﬁvaqﬁvgh
+ hPV V30 — BV has — WPV 40V hs" — hoThPV . Ve (124D)
1
+ ZV”’<¢)¢>(”2 :

As in the ideal-fluid example, here we also need the invariant part of the scalar
field. Since it is a scalar, we define the invariant part of ¢ as

O(X) = gle(X)] = ¢+ kb = ¢ + £®V + K20 + O(x%), (125)

where ¢ is the invariant scalar field perturbation and the coefficients of the expansion
of the invariant full scalar field are

oM = ¢V — i, (126a)

, 1. v 1

where we have used Eqgs. (19) and (36) to eliminate the time derivatives of the coordinate
corrections. Similarly, the gauge-invariant part of the scalar field equation is

F(X) = Fla(X)] = xFY + &2 (F@ - X()0,FV) + O(x*), (127)

where we have assumed that the background field equation F' = 0 is satisfied.

4.2.1. Background Friedmann’s equations for the scalar fields can be written as

—2(n—2)(n—1-20)H* = *[* — V(¢)], (128a)
2(n — 2)eH? = K2)* . (128b)

The equation of motion for the background scalar field ¢ can be obtained from Eqgs. (128)
simply by taking the derivative of the second equation with respect to time. The result
is

b+ (c—8Hd=0. (129)
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For later use, we also record the equations satisfied by the scalar potential and its
derivatives. We have

V(p) =2k2(n —2)(n —1—€e)H?, (130a)
V(p)=—-2n—1—e+6)Ho, (130b)
V(@) = 2| (n— 1 — e + 6)(2€ — 6) + 265 — I‘; H?. (130¢)

4.2.2. First order As for the fluid case, to obtain the invariant Einstein’s equation at
first order it is enough to make the substitutions

B — P and ¢ — ¢ (131)

into E{}) given in Eqgs. (55), with the stress tensor expansion (121). We can then write
down the constraint and dynamical equations for the perturbations.
In the scalar field case, the constraint equation (85) reduces to

0,0 Pra, — 0,0, 0 — K20, b
—u,|(n = 2)HOh — 0,0h + 0a05h™ — k2G(0sp — (n — 1 — e+ 6)H)| =0,
(132)

where we have used that u*#,, = 0 and the (3 4+ 1)-decomposition of tensors using the
induced spatial metric (57). Its temporal and spatial components are

—(n—2)HOh + a2 Ah — 0,0,A7 + K*P[0,p — (n —1 — e+ Hd] =0  (133)
and
0,0 hi; — 0,0,k — K*PO;p = 0. (134)

The dynamical equation is again obtained by projecting both indices of E()) on the

pv

spatial section. The result is

R hy + (1 — 5)HO oy — 21 — 3 — ) H2Fopy — ad Py + 20y — BB
+ G |~ OPh — (n = DHO R + 0a0°h — 050a 0" — k2G(0dp + (n — 1 — e + 0)H)]
=0. (135)

Taking the trace of this equation and then using it to eliminate 9?A reduces Eq. (136)
to

837”% + (n - 5)H8tfbw — 2(71 -3 - G)HQfLij — (172 Aﬁzm + 28k8(2ﬁ])k

" _ (136)
— 0,0 + gij [ HO + 1% (n = 2)0(0b + (n — 1 — e + ) H)| = 0,

where we also used the constraint equation (133). To obtain the invariant field equation
at first order, we perform the substitutions (131) in the first-order correction to the field
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equation F(V given in Eq. (124). The invariant scalar field perturbation ¢ then satisfies

b+ (n—1DHOP —a? Ad
61,0, 1, (137)
+ (n—1—6+5)(26—5)+265—ﬁ H d)+§gz58tf”b =0.
To further simplify the constraint and dynamical equations, we again perform
the SVT decomposition (92) for the invariant metric perturbation. For the spatial
components of the constraint equations (134), we obtain

2
8T —2HT + %a%d) —0 (138)
n j—
and
U —2HUT =0, (139)
and for the temporal component (133) we find
2

AT — Ha® A6S + 2HS) + %a%[@td) t(e—0)HP] =0 (140)

after using Eq. (138). The SVT decomposition of the dynamical equation (136) gives
again Eqgs. (101)—(102b), while the scalar field equation of motion reads

Ro+(n—1+e)HOp —a > Ad

/ 141
¢ AT =0, (141)

)
—1—€+0)(e—0)+2e5 — —|H?
+ |[(n e+ 0)(e—09)+2€ 7 ¢+2Ha4
after using the constraint equations (138) and (140).

Note that if we take a time derivative of the constraint equation (140), the resulting
equation holds by virtue of the other equations of motion. On the other hand, if we
express ¢ in terms of I using Eq. (138), this equation turns into a dynamical equation
for I

NT —22—€e+HOT —a > AT +2(2—e+26)H*T + H N (9,S — 2HS) =0, (142)

and we could use this equation of motion to replace the equation of motion for ¢.
Moreover, the combination

2H
Q="b—-a*F (143)
¢
satisfies the source-free equation
Q+(n—1+20)H0,Q —a>/AQ =0, (144)

and we can identify @ as the Sasaki-Mukhanov variable [25, 26].
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4.2.3. Second order We again replace the gauge-variant perturbations h,, and oM by
their gauge-invariant parts using Eq. (107) and

¢ = ¢ + oty — k®® O(x?) (145)

dM = b+t (1)
in Eq. (56), where ®®) was given in Eq. (126b). Similarly to the ideal-fluid example, the
second-order terms in x are produced by making the substitutions h,, — f,, +L Xy v
and ¢V — ¢ + ¢t (1) in the combination E — X(70,EY) — 0, X EY) — 0,X({) EY
and the substitutions h,, — —g2) and ¢(!) — —®® in E(). The resulting expression
is
1
%ﬁ) = =0, " Ofuya + 5875&“,,&57% — PO f + 2H P, " Opfusye — nH P, O
1- _ _ _ _ _ _ _
— AH?*R, Py — iaaﬁwa% + 0P Optee” — Outoys0° R, + Ogha0 o,
_ _ _ 1- _ _ _
+ 0ROy feyye — Optea” 0ty + 58#7"’1/“681,%&5 — 20050, oy + 1700, Fus
_ _ _ _ 1 _
— R 000" + B 00050 0 + Py, 0" O + 2y, [atfby)“(?ﬁfbaﬁ - Eatm)aa%
+ H(foya0™h — 2 Oghia” — 207 0shsp0 + 3070y Prag) + R Tp0ites o
1 = = 3 1
- iatﬁﬂﬂay)ﬁag - ﬁ,aﬂ&,)ﬁtfbag] + G Latﬁaﬂatﬁ,aﬂ - Z(ﬁtﬁ/)Q + AP0 R gs
1- - o
+ (n — 8)HA P9 fns — (2n — 9 — 2€) H*hooph ™ + 10ae 0" — "R dgh,”
_ _ 1- _ 3 - _ _ _
+ 0 R0 R + iagfbw(?”fb“ﬁ - Z@JLWOWLW — R 0,050 + 2R 050, Fue”
g 1 s 1 ) »
- a’ya»yfl/aﬁ —+ U#UV — Zatﬁaﬂatﬁ/ + Z(atﬁ/> — (n - 3>Hfl/ 3tfba5
1. - o _ _
+ (2n — 5) H* b ™’ — Z@JL@“?"L + 0%h0she" — 0RO R

1_ _ _ _ _ _ _
— 505an TR 4 iavﬁagmﬁaﬁ + 0,05k — 2P D50, Py + ﬁaﬁmamaﬂl

= {8,600~ 200006 + 5|0 - 0070 + (11— 461

0 1 5 A
—2n—1—€e+d)e— 26(5(1 - 2€5H>>H2¢2] + Uty [(8,5(1))2 + 0adO0“d

- <(n—1—6—}—5)(5—2(”—1—6-}-5)6—265(1—26(5.51_[>>H2d)2‘|
+ o [&cb +(n—1- e+6)H¢} } (146)

We can now obtain the second-order correction to the invariant constraint equation.
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It reads
O = 0 Dshe + 0ol he — Hhodh 4 2R, D+ 2HA 5P
_ 1 _ _ _
— P50 e+ SO Dy — BHR D, Py + 50, 0rHras
1 1
+ uy, [4@&&5@%3 - 1(atfz,)Q + (n = 3)HA Oyhas — (2n — 5)H2hogh
1- - _ _ _ 1- - _
+ 100y = ROk + 00, s + S Dshran TR — iamaﬁa%aﬁ

R0,k + 2R 0,0 P — ﬁaﬂmmaﬁ] _ Fﬂ{atq)aﬂcp —— [aaq)aaq)

+ (9,0)* — ((n —1—€e+8)0—2n—1—e+d)e— 2e5<1 — 26§H>>H2¢21 } .
(147)

In terms of its components, the second-order corrections to the invariant constraint
equation read

) = 0RO 4 L(OR) — (n — Q) HRYD s + (20— 5)H A Y

1
4

1 ) . . . 1 . .
— ORI+ RO — ORI — S0hud R + Zakmjaw

, g y ) 148
+ RYI8,0,h — 2070;0uh;" + AU O R — ;fﬁ [(8tc|))2 + 0:p0 (148)
5 2 4.2
+ ((n—1—6+5)(26—5)+265—H>H [0) ]
and
) 1 ) ) ) .
€Y = —0,hOh;" + G Oifuij0'h — b0+ 2H A O + 2HR O b )

— hI* OO + ;atﬁjkaiﬁjk — 3HA®OF i, + R0, — K200 .
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Finally, the second-order correction to the equation of motion reads
1
Céi(j?) = —0hi" O + iatﬁijatﬁ — hi;OMh + QHﬁ/(ikathj)k —nHh,;;O0h
1
— 4H2fbikﬂjk — 58;91”%8’% + 8kfoij8lﬁkl — 8kfbjlﬁlfbik + &ﬂjké)lﬁik
1
+ 0kf08(lﬁ/])k — 8lfak18(iﬁj)k -+ iaifbklajfbkl — 2fokl(918(,fb])k + fbkl@ajfz,kl
— PO O R + B0 Oy + Ry OF OB + gij li@tﬁklﬁtﬂkl + A Oy

— i(atﬁ,)Q + (n — 8)HAMO by — (2n — 9 — 26) H? Ay + iama’%

1
— ROy + 0RO ™ + iﬁlﬁkmﬁmfbkl - i&mfbklﬁmﬁkl + 28,0, ™

— AMGY, o — ﬁklakalﬁ] ~ 20,00, + K2, [atq; F(n—1—ert 6)H¢}

- ;m2gij [(&td))Q — PO b — ((n —1—€+0)(2¢—9) +2ed — ]f]) H2d)21 :

(150)

The second-order correction to the invariant field equation is obtained by
performing the substitutions given in Eqs. (107) and (145) in Eq. (127). Similarly to
the invariant Einstein’s equations, the second-order terms in x are produced by the
substitution of the zeroth-order terms of Egs. (107) and (145) in F® — X((f))&,F(l),
and the substitution of the first-order terms in those equations into F. The resulting
expression is

Foy = GOhOD — SOGOR + TGO, + IO, — LRI, + SETh Y

—ﬂ( —1—€e+2)(2e—3d) —2ed + ( —1+25—6)i+ 0
20 —2) " ) ‘ o VocH T 2eH?

Hp?.
(151)

5. Gauge-invariant Hubble rate

Our aim now is to obtain an observable that corresponds to a local measurement of the
expansion rate of the universe, the local Hubble rate. There are different ways to define
this rate, depending on how its measurement is performed. As a first example, let us
consider the local Hubble rate defined by the expansion of the observer’s spatial section.
This spatial section can be defined by its normal vector, the observer’s perturbed four
velocity @* defined in Eq. (29). The corresponding (gauge-dependent) local Hubble rate
is proportional to its divergence:

H,(x) Vit (x) . (152)
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So far, to obtain an invariant observable from a gauge-dependent expression, we have
been using the coordinate transformation from the background to the field-dependent
synchronous coordinates, which in the case of Eq. (152) gives the following invariant
local Hubble rate:

¥, (X) = H,[z(X))]. (153)

The explicitly gauge-invariant expression is then obtained by expanding Eq. (153) as a
power series in the gauge-dependent perturbation fields and then eliminating them in
favour of their gauge-invariant part.

In this section, however, we will take a different approach. As we are mainly
interested in the final expression for the Hubble rate, we will first transform the
tensor quantities appearing on the right-hand side of Eq. (153) to the field-dependent
synchronous coordinates, expressing them in terms of the invariant perturbed fields and
only then expand the result as a power series in the perturbations. This method will
result in the same final expression, but is somewhat easier to use in practice. Hence,
we use the invariant covariant derivative V, defined in Eq. (20) and the invariant four-
velocity (112) to express Eq. (153) as

H,(X) = nilvuu“(X). (154)

To find the perturbative expansion of Eq. (154), we first expand the derivative operator.
This yields

Vot =V, ut + 65 Ut 55)
2 155
=V, u" + gu“v,ﬁ — %U,MVM (ﬁaﬂﬂag) + O(K%),

where the invariant tensor 6/, was given in Eq. (21), and we recall that #,, is the
invariant metric perturbation defined by (12). Recalling that w* = u* (113), up to
second order in perturbation theory Eq. (154) can be cast in the form

K K2

o= H+ 5039~ 1 -1

0 (i) + O(K%) . (156)

A second possible definition for the local Hubble rate is the expansion rate measured
by the elements of fluid. This is given by

1
%\/ = mVMW“(X> s (157)
where ¥, was defined in Eq. (73). The fluid’s four-velocity can be expressed as
VH =g (u, + Kkv,) = u' + ko' — K*R" 0" + O(K), (158)

where the indices in the right-hand side of the expression were raised with the
background metric to be consistent with the perturbative expansion performed in Sec. 4.
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We can then compute the divergence of U*. It reads
1
V,V* =V, u'+ KV, 0"+ §H20”Vlfb — KV, (A", oY) + O(K?)
) 1 ) S
=V, u" + m[—@tvt + 00" — (n+ 1)Hvt} + §n2 [v’@fb — 20, <f1/jvjﬂ + O(K?)

=V, u" + k0v' + /<c [(& (n+1)H) (vivi> + 0Ok — 20; (fb"jvj)} + O(K%),
(159)

where we have used Eq. (21) in the first equality and the expansion for the temporal
component of v, given in Eqs. (76) in the third equality. Finally, the invariant Hubble
rate defined by the expansion of the fluid elements reads

%V = % —|— 8 U
/462 . , o , (160)
Ty 9. _ X v 4]
5o (@ + (n+ D) H)(v'v:) + v'0h — 20 (A j07)] + O(k*),

which in general differs from #,. However, they agree if the fluid is non-expanding as
seen by the observer, which at lowest order is the condition that 9;v? = 0.

Finally, we can consider the local Hubble rate defined by the expansion of the
hypersurfaces on which the scalar field is constant. The normal vector field defining this
foliation in the perturbed spacetime is

_ m( )
¢ 38 ()00 ()05 ()

We recall that at the background level the observers with four-velocity u* are co-

(161)

moving with the scalar field, and hence on the background we have n, = u,. The
local Hubble rate for observers co-moving with the perturbed scalar field is then defined
by its expansion .

Hy(x) = mvuﬁ“(x) : (162)

and the corresponding invariant observable is given by
Ho(X) = Hyla(X)] (163)

As in the examples above, we now transform the normal vector field (161) to the field-
dependent synchronous coordinates X and obtain

0 (ID( )
\/ 9% (X)0.,P(X)0P(X)
where we recall that ® is the invariant scalar field defined by Eq. (125). Using the
invariant normal vector N* = g* N, we can write Eq. (163) in the form

1
n_

(164)

Hy(X) =

VLN(X). (165)
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To obtain the perturbative expansion of #, (165), we first expand the expression
for the invariant normal vector N#:

2

= = (g )V, (00 + 0@ 4 " hew o)

¢ ¢ (166)
2
K
+ 30 [u(g°7 + 3uu” ) Vo @V 500 + 2V ey, 00| 4 O(x?),
where @) and @@ were given in Eq. (126). The invariant divergence of the invariant
normal vector N'* then reads

VNt =V, ut — gvu[(g‘“’ +u'u”)V, (00 + k6]

2 1
— VA" + ) V,00 + K2V, (d)prvp@(l))

2¢
2 1
+ %Vu Lb2 (uugaﬁ 4 3ulud® + QQuQUB)Va(I)(I)VBq)(I)] +O(K%) (167)

2 2
—V,uh— ;.)A(qﬂl) + R ;ﬁa%ai@m + *;ai (V0,00

21
+ %vu Lbz (ug70,00 + zgﬂpapqﬂl)u”)ayqﬂl)] +O(K%).

Finally we insert this expression back into the expression for the invariant Hubble
rate (165), and use the background equation (129) for ¢ to simplify it. Expressing
everything in terms of the invariant scalar field perturbation ¢ defined in Eq. (125), we
then obtain

2

k k j 19 &) — A9 .-
WA¢+W[¢ai(ﬁ, ;) — $0"hOP

+ [at + (” LN 5) H} (0'¢0:0) + ;2 Ad)@td)} + O

I, = F, —
(168)

We see that the invariant Hubble parameters #,, and #; also differ from each other in
general. However, the difference vanishes whenever the spatial derivative of the invariant
scalar perturbation vanishes, 7. e., whenever the observer sees spatially homogeneous
constant scalar field hypersurfaces.

6. Linearised quantum gravity

We now consider the linearised theory in the absence of matter and quantise the metric
perturbation h,, in some suitable gauge. Our aim is to construct the two-point function

of the gauge-invariant metric perturbation f,,, starting from the gauge-fixed one. At

[ )
linear order, the invariant two-point function

Guvpo (2, 2) = =iy ()P pq (') (169)
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is given in terms of the gauge-dependent metric perturbation as

G (0,2') = G (. 2") + 219, Vi (M (@) X (2)) + 215, V5 (X (@) (a'))
— 4igyu V5 95, Vi ( X () (@) X ) () (170)
where
oo (2, 2") = =y, (@) (2')) (171)

is the gauge-fixed two-point function. In Eq. (170), we have re-expressed the derivative
terms appearing in Eq. (11a) using the covariant derivative of the background metric.
We also recall that the first-order correction to the field-dependent coordinates X ((f)) is
given by Eqgs. (37), and that they are linear functionals of the metric perturbation. For
simplicity, we restrict to four dimensions in the remainder of this section.

6.1. Minkowski spacetime

As a first concrete example, we consider a Minkowski background spacetime and use
the gauge-fixing Lagrangian

1+6
E

where a and ( are real parameters. The two-point function corresponding to the

1
L= 5 GG with Gu=0"hy, - ,h, (172)

Minkowski vacuum in the general linear gauge of Eq. (172) reads

(M) (000
Guupo(z,2") = (277#(,077‘,),, — nwnpg) Go(z,2") + 4(a — 1)MG0(ZB, ')

82
0,0, 0,0, ,
+@+6Kmy33+m032y%@w) (173)
8,0,0,0,

— (248224 8) + (e —1)(2 - B)] 07 Go(z,2')

where 17, is the Minkowski metric, 972 denotes the Green’s function of the
d’Alembertian and

, o etilple=t) wan 3D
Go(z,2") = —1/ Wep( )(27r)3 (174)
is the two-point function of a massless scalar field in Fourier space.

We have already shown in Sec. 3.2 that our gauge-invariant metric perturbation
satisfies 7oy, = 0, which is expected from the synchronous condition. For the same
reason, any temporal component of the invariant two-point function (169) must vanish.
Indeed, by using the equations of motion (36) for the coordinate corrections X((f)) in

Eq. (170), it is easy to check that
Citpo (2, 2") = G (r,2") = Gpipo(x,2") = Gri(z,2") = 0. (175)

Hence, here we can focus only on the purely spatial components of Eq. (169).
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The explicit expression for the purely spatial components of the invariant two-point
function is obtained after inserting Eqgs. (37) into Eq. (170). This results in

@ijkl (tu Z, t/7 3’5,> - szkl(ta x, t/7 $/)

t’ s’
+ / [8k81 / Gijtt(t; T, u', CI:/) du’ — QaszHﬂl)t(t? €T, S,, ZB’)] dSl
+/ [@8/ Gttklumtw)du—28Gtkl(smtw)}ds

t/
—i—@zﬁj/ / / [8@8{/ Giee(u, v, ') du' — 28£kG|ttZ)t(u,az,s’7w’)1 dudsds’

t/ t s’
- 2/_ /_ [3,28{/_ G iy (s, v, 2") du' — 20,0/ G jyuye (s, ®, 8, w')] dsds’,
(176)

where primed derivatives act on «’. It remains to insert the gauge-fixed graviton two-
point function (173) and perform the integrals. We first notice that the derivative terms
in Eq. (173) are symmetrised in the indices pr and po, and thus have the form of a
two-point function of operator-valued diffeomorphisms. Since we have already shown
that %, is gauge invariant, those terms in the gauge-fixed graviton propagator do not
contribute to Eq. (176). To check this, let us consider explicitly the term 9,7,(,05)0 >Go
of Eq. (173). Its contribution to Eq. (176) reduces to

ai e, t/ 81 NIXo)
%Go(t, x t x) — /_ %@'Go(t, z, s x')ds

t/ .
—/ 8 kal)G ofs,x, t' a ds+/ / 0504 WGO(S,CB,SI,JZ/)dst/

t’ s’ a
+866k81/ / / [/OO 52 “Go(u,z, v, ") du —ﬁGo(u x, s m)] dudsds’

o000 [ -/ oo[ ; -~

where we have traded primed for unprimed derivatives and vice versa, using the fact that

" du' — ﬁGg(s x,s ac)] dsds’, (177)

G only depends on the difference of the coordinates. Since the integrand always contains
a time derivative, the integrals are trivial, and using that the scalar propagator (174)
vanishes as one of the arguments goes to —oo, we see that all terms cancel and the whole
expression (177) vanishes. The same happens with the other gauge-dependent terms of
the two-point function (173).

We thus only need to care about the derivative-free part of the graviton two-point
function (173) involving 21, (,Ms) — NMuwMpe- Its contribution to the invariant two-point
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function (176) is
Giju(t,x,t' ') = (277z'(k771)j — Uzjﬂkz)Go(t, x,t', x')
t s’
+ nij&ﬁl / / Go(t, €T, u’, ZBI) du' ds’
t s
+ nkl@-aj / / Go(u, €T, t/, iB/) duds (178)
t t s s’
+ 8i(9j8k81/ / / / Go(u,z, v, ') du’ dudsds’
—00 J —00 J —00 J —00
t t
+ 46(i77j)(k81)/ / Go(s,x, s, x')dsds’,

where again we have changed all the primed derivatives into unprimed ones. The
integrals are easy to compute in Fourier space, introducing a convergence factor eclpls
and taking the limit ¢ — 07 after integration.§ Thus, using the explicit Fourier space
expression (174) for the scalar two-point function we obtain

e—ilpl(t=t") N dPp
G, 7) / Kiju(p) eiP(@=') , 179
jk:l jkl 2|p| (27_‘_)3 ( )
where we have defined the tensor
_ pzp bnHp; pzp] pkpl

The matrices within the square brackets are positive semi-definite (of rank 2). Moreover,
they only contain the transverse and traceless tensor modes. Indeed, contracting
Eq. (180) with §%67" to extract the tensor mode and with §%6* to extract the scalar
mode we find

5Zk5]l wkl(p) =4 and (Sij(SkZKijkl(p) = 0, (181)

respectively. That is, the invariant two-point function 6,,,,(z,2’) contains only the
propagating tensor modes. It is also positive definite (and therefore has a spectral
representation): we write [52]

Kiju(p) = [} (P)€5(p) + €} (p)e; (p)] [ ek (P)ef (p) + ek (p)ei () (182)

where e!(p) with A € {1,2,3} is a right-handed orthogonal set of real polarisation
vectors with e2(p) = p;/|p|, e; (—p) = eZ(p) and e?(—p) = e;(p). It follows that

// I (@) [1Gim(x, )] fH(2) d*z d*a’
- [ gl @)t ®) + el )] Pl 2) 5 5 (183)

+/2|1p|‘[ei(p)e}(p) —6Z(p)6?(P>}fkl(|p|’p)‘2(S;]))?’ =

§ This prescription selects the interacting vacuum of the theory [51].
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with the Fourier transform

d*p

Fitn) = [ 1o o 5 (184)

6.2. De Sitter spacetime

As a second example, let us consider quantum fluctuations of the metric for a de Sitter

Ht

background g¢,,, = a*(t)n,, with the scale factor a(t) = e”' in cosmological time. We

now follow Ref. [53] and use the gauge-fixing Lagrangian density
1 1
Lot = —§GMG“ with G, =0,h", — iauh +2HhR',, (185)

where we have expressed their gauge condition using the cosmological time. The gauge
condition (185) corresponds to the Feynman-gauge version of the harmonic gauge in four
dimensions, see for example Ref. [39]. With this choice of gauge, the graviton two-point
function in the Euclidean or Bunch—Davies vacuum assumes a particularly simple form:

Gupo(,2") = 20° ()0 (') (7upTlorw — T Tlpe ) Gl 2')
+ (@ () + 04,85 (®(#) 1o + 040%) — 4a(t)a(t )3, )00 | G (x, 2') |

(186)
where the purely spatial part of the Minkowski metric 7, is defined by
M = M + 0,6, (187)
The remaining scalar two-point functions G4(x,z’) with s = 0, 1 are given by
~ . n d3p
G&mﬂ:/@mﬁmwmw% TR (188a)
~ i iH —iH
GO(n;nlup) = _ 1 / (1 a(n) + |p|)( 1 CL( ) + |p|) —1|p| n— 'r]) (188b)
a(n)a(n’) 2|p|’
Gl p) = — L _gipln-m) (188¢)
a(n)a(n’) 2|p|
in Fourier space. In these expressions, n = —H 'ef!* is the conformal time, and using

this time coordinate the scale factor reads a(n) = —1/(Hn).
As before, all the temporal components of the invariant metric correlator vanish,
and we only need to be concerned with its purely spatial components. These are given
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by

Sgijkl(fb, :L‘/) =

t,

Gin(t,z, ' @) + Ha* () | Gijult, 2,8, a) ds’
t
+Ha2<t)77¢j/ Guu(s, @, t',x') ds
t/

t
+ H2G2(t)a2(t/>77ij77kl / Gtttt(sa x, s, x')ds' ds

2 t/ /o , ,
oo a2 (< )) |: 8 / Gz]tt t r,u,xT ) du — 6(,{G|”|l)t(z€7w, s, ):| ds
a’(t)

+/ooa2(s)[&aj/ Gum(u, x, t', ") du — 204G (s, z, ¢, m)}d

t a?

+HCL 771]/ [akﬁl/ Gtttt S, &, U, a’,’)d

00 c>oCL2

- QaszW‘l)t(S? x, 3/7 CB’)] dSl ds

t ot q2(t s
+ HCLQ(t/)nkl [ / a ( ; [&aj [ Gmt(u, T, S/, :I:/) du

—o0 a%(s

- 26(iGj)ttt(Sv x, s, w')] dsds’

t a2<t> + CL /
_2/,&, a2(s) [m a?(s [a,ﬁl/ 004Gy (s, z,u, ') du

_28 KAGG (373375/,33')] ds' ds

toa?(t) st d*(t)
+ 00, /—oo a®(s) /—oo/oo a®(s') 8k,al,/ Guee(u, @, u', ') du/

= 204Gy (u, 2, 8, w’)} ds' duds. (189)
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We now substitute Eq. (186) into Eq. (189) and obtain

a2 (t)a”*(t") Gz, ') = 2<77i(k771)j - ﬁz’jﬁkl)Go(l’, ') + nigmaGr(z, ')
t

t/
-I—an-jnkl/ Gi(t,x, s, x') ds+Hmjnkl/ Gi(s,z,t',x') ds

% v s
+ H Thﬂhzl/ G1 (s,z,s,x')ds ds+77238k81/ (12(8)/ Gi(t,z,u, ') duds

+77k133/ /S Gi(u,z,t',x’) duds

+ Hm]@kﬁl/ /OO a2 ) / Gi(s,z,u, ') duds’ ds

t s
+ Hny0;0; [00 LOO 20) [00 Gi(u,z, s, x')dudsds’

t 1 1 )
+ 40, nj(kal/ooa( / (,)G(sa:s ,x')ds'ds

+ 3,-8j8k81/ / / 2 / Gi(u,z, v, 2')du’ ds’ duds. (190)
oo @
To perform the time integrals above, it is convenient to change integration variables

to the conformal time 7. As in the Minkowski example, we also need to introduce
convergence factors e“PI” and take the limit e — 01 after integration. This results in

(1 1-— N y d3

Giju(z,2") = —1H2@2(77)a2(77/)/Kz‘jk1(P +ilplm)1 - iiplr) _l|p|(n_")elp(w_x)7p3,
2|pl’ (27)

(191)

where we have expressed the functional time-dependence of the two-point function in
terms of the conformal time 7, and the tensor Kj;j(p) was defined in Eq. (180). It is
thus clear that the invariant graviton two-point function also in the de Sitter case only
contains the propagating transverse and traceless tensor modes. Moreover, as in the flat-
space case it is positive definite (apart from the usual infrared issues of massless fields
in de Sitter space) and thus has a spectral representation. The flat-space result (179)
can in fact be easily obtained from Eq. (191), expressing the conformal time 7 in terms
of cosmological time ¢ and then taking the limit H — 0.

7. Conclusions

We have given a construction of field-dependent synchronous coordinates in the
relational approach to observables in perturbative (quantum) gravity. At linear order,
the invariant metric perturbation, constructed as a relational observable using these
coordinates, equals the gauge-fixed metric perturbation in synchronous gauge. Our
construction provides thus an extension of this widely used gauge to higher orders, and
moreover clarifies its interpretation. Namely, using it corresponds to measurements made
in the coordinate system defined by Eqgs. (29) and (30), where the time is the proper
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time of a given observer and the spatial coordinates are rectangular and orthogonal to
the observer’s four-velocity, both defined in the full perturbed geometry.

We have then considered the perturbed Einstein’s equations for a perturbed FLRW
spacetime, sourced by either a perfect fluid or a scalar field (the inflaton). Using the
relational approach, we have obtained the gauge-invariant part of these equations and
made their gauge invariance explicit by expressing them in terms of the invariant metric
and matter fields perturbations, up to second order in perturbation theory. The first-
order results (86) and (89) for the fluid as well as (132) and (135) for the scalar
field are well known [54, 55], but the second-order results (111) and (146) are (to
the best of our knowledge) new. An important point in the construction is that at
second order one obtains additional quadratic contributions from first-order terms that
arise when expressing the gauge-dependent perturbation fields in terms of the gauge-
invariant ones. Only when taking those contributions into account does one obtain a
gauge-invariant result also at second order, and at higher orders one needs to take
into account contributions from all lower orders. As a check on our results, we have
also compared the results for a fluid source and the inflaton field as source, and found
complete agreement when using the equation of state (A.23) for the inflaton.

Gauge-invariant perturbations of Einstein’s equations on cosmological backgrounds
were also studied in Ref. [31] for the ideal fluid and scalar field models, but using a
different method to produce gauge-invariant perturbation fields. In their case, X((f)) is
determined at linear order by imposing that the scalar modes correspond to the Bardeen
potentials [24] and the SVT decomposition for the gauge-invariant parts of hy; and h;;.
This leads to elliptic equations for X ((f)) The higher-order corrections X ((7‘;)) to the field-
dependent coordinates are then obtained recursively by imposing these same conditions
to the higher-order corrections g/(];) to the invariant metric and working out the gauge-
dependent terms. Although this method produces gauge-invariant perturbation fields at
every order, their relation to the gauge-dependent perturbation fields is non-causal, and
their physical meaning at higher orders is not very transparent.

An important observable in cosmology, both in inflationary cosmology and today,
is the Hubble rate, the local expansion rate of the universe. However, the status of
perturbative corrections to it is not yet fully clear. In particular, the issue of back-
reaction, . e., the effect of fluctuations on the average expansion rate has not been
completely solved. While there is a vast literature involving computations done in the
last decades (see, e. g., Refs. [56-82]), it seems to us that no conclusive result has been
obtained. We believe that one of the reasons for this is that it is difficult to find a gauge-
invariant observable that properly describes the expansion rate that is actually measured
in observations. The relational approach not only furnishes a concrete and systematic
way to construct such observables, but also gives their interpretation: they correspond
to measurements made in the coordinate system that is used to define them. We have
thus computed the invariant relational Hubble rate in synchronous coordinates to second
order. Apart from the expansion rate that the observer experiences (156), i. e., the one
defined from his four-velocity, we have also computed a) the expansion rate experienced
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by the fluid elements (160) and b) the one defined by the four-velocity obtained from
the gradient of the scalar field (168). As expected, these differ in general, but agree if a)
the fluid is non-expanding or b) the perturbed inflaton is spatially homogeneous, both
as seen in the observer’s frame.

With a proper definition of a gauge-invariant Hubble rate, the issue of back-
reaction can now be tackled anew. In previous work [38, 39, 47], we have already
computed one-loop quantum corrections to the invariant Hubble rate in generalised
harmonic coordinates. While these coordinates do not have such a clear physical
interpretation as the synchronous one that we studied in this work (or the geodesic
lightcone coordinates [40-43]), the computation done there shows that back-reaction
exists for a fully gauge-invariant observable and, thus, is not merely a gauge effect.
Moreover, the results obtained there agree with the physical intuition: the accelerated
expansion of the background spacetime creates particles and in particular gravitons,
whose mutual attraction then slows down the expansion. In the future, we would like to
compute the back-reaction also for the invariant Hubble rate in synchronous coordinates,
and verify that it persists also for measurements done in this coordinate system.

Last but not least, we have considered quantum fluctuations of the metric
around Minkowski and de Sitter spacetimes. We have shown that the invariant metric
perturbation, defined as a relational observable using synchronous coordinates, is
not only gauge-invariant as required, but also that its correlator only contains the
propagating tensor modes. That is, for both flat and de Sitter backgrounds, the
correlator of the invariant metric perturbation using synchronous coordinates captures
exactly the physical content of the metric fluctuations. It then follows that this correlator
is positive definite and consequently has a spectral representation, as it must be for a
physical observable.

While we have restricted in this work to second order, the extension of both
the coordinate system and the relational invariant observables to higher orders is
straightforward but lengthy, and best left to computer algebra (such as the tensor
algebra package XACT [49]). As discussed in the introduction, relational observables
clearly have applications in all approaches to quantum gravity, and can be used to
disentangle gauge effects from physical contributions. In particular, it would be most
interesting to evaluate the results of Refs. [83-85] regarding the renormalisation group
flow of the graviton propagator in this light, and check whether the graviton spectral
function that is found there corresponds to the physical correlator of the gauge-invariant
metric perturbations in synchronous coordinates.
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Appendix A. Comparison between the fluid and scalar field models

In this appendix, we compare the equations for the perturbations in the perfect fluid
and scalar field models, as to map them into each other.

We start by comparing the fluid’s background stress tensor with the one for the
scalar field in the full spacetime. They read

T/u/ = (ﬁ + 25)‘7;1‘71/ "—ﬁg,uu (Al)
and
5 R T -
T/u/ = au¢az/¢ - ig;w [gp ap(baa(b + V(¢)} ) (AQ)
respectively. Hence, we have the following identifications
V, i, = O —, (A.3a)
\V =977 0,00:9
. Liivon 7a 7 =
pé—r =537 0,00:6 ~ V(9)] . (A.3b)
. Lrpon 74 7 x
p < _5 [gp 8p¢aa¢ + V(QS)} . (Agc)

An important difference between perfect fluid and scalar field models is that the
former have an equation of state that relates the energy density to the pressure. In the
case of scalar fields, we can see from the expressions above that energy density and
pressure are in general independent since there is no functional relation between ¢ and
(9tgz~5, i. e., their Cauchy data can be prescribed independently. In order to compare these
models, we therefore have to assume that such functional relation exists for the scalar
field as well. That is, we shall assume that there is a function f for which

— S[#70,00,6+ v(@)] = 1(—5 (370,006 - V(3] ), (A1)

and which thus constrains the Cauchy data of ¢ and 9,¢.
We can now proceed with the expansion of the scalar field normal vector, energy
density and pressure. We find (using that ¢ < 0)

iy =y + kn) + 50 + O(k%) (A.5)
with
1 20,0 1
M _—(p btk A — 20 6W A
n, 2( w+ ¢ Uy, gb(‘?ugb s ( 6a)
11 2 3 20,61\ ”

n? =3 [éz 0.0 0°0D + by by, + ghw@%(l) +5 <htt + t(f ) ]u“

(A.6b)

1 20,0V
2 (htt + ;.5 8,0
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for the normal vector,

p=p+kpa) + K pe) + O(K) (A7)
with
1., 1
p=59"+5V(9), (A.8a)
. 1. 1,
py = 006" + S + SV (9)0, (A.8b)
1 L ] Loy
Py = =500 V00N — SR B — Shead Y + V" (0)0V? (A.8c)
for the energy density and
P =p+ Kpa) + £*pe) + O(K*) (A.9)
with
1., 1
p=5¢"-35V(9), (A.10a)
. 1, 1,
Py = 60" + S hu — SV (9)6, (A.10b)
1 L ] Lo
b2) = _58M¢(1)8u¢(1) - §¢2htahm - ¢htaaa¢(1) - ZV (¢)¢(1)2 (A.10c)

for the pressure. It is not difficult now to write down the expressions for the gauge-
invariant fields. We find

N, =u, + m./\f#(l) + RQJV#@) + O(K?) (A.11)
with
'N;El) = _;5;1(1)7 (A.12a)
1 =, =, 1 =
NP = 27.5280;])6 du,, + Eatham), (A.12b)

where 0, is the covariant derivative of the induced spatial metric G (57), and N, was
defined in Eq. (164). Egs. (A.12) agree with what we have found in Egs. (76) for the time
component of the fluid four-velocity using the fact that this four-vector is normalised.
Indeed, we see from Eqs. (A.12) that

1 ..
NP =0 and J\Q<2>:—§N(3)J\@<” (A.13)

also as a consequence of the normalisation of the scalar field’s normal vector. Moreover,
the scalar field’s invariant energy density and pressure are given by

p=p+rpa) + kP + O(K’) (A.14)
with

Py =0l0p —(n—1—e+0)HP], (A.15a)
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1 1. - 1 )
P) = 5(&th)Q - 5@@3% +3 (n—1—¢€+0)(2c—09)+2€) — o H?*$*  (A.15Db)

and
n=p+rpu+ERE +O0(K) (A.16)

with
A = o0b+ (n—1—e+0)Ho], (A.17a)

1 1=, - 1 )
ne = 5(&ed))Q — 50u$0"b — 5 (n—1—e+406)(2 —6) + 26 — i H?¢*, (A.17b)

respectively. In the expressions above, we have used Friedmann’s equations to write the
derivatives of the scalar potential in terms of the background-geometry parameters (130).
For latter use, we also compute the invariant fractional energy density for the scalar field.
It reads

d = d(l) + /ﬂ?d(g) + O(HQ) (A.18)
with
dy = (71361)&[6th —(n—1—€e+0)H], | (A.19a)
€ = . Fa 1 )
do) = M—W{(atd))g — 0,00 + 3 [(n —1—€+9)(2¢ —0) +2¢e6 — H] H2¢2} )
(A.19b)

We can now find the relation between ¢ and 9;¢ if we have an equation of state
for the scalar field given by the function f. In that case, we know from the perfect-fluid
model that invariant pressure and energy density are related by (71), (72)

) 1dc?

n=p+rcpa) + K (CSP@) + desp?n> +O(x%). (A.20)

Thus, by substituting Egs. (A.15) into Eq. (A.20), we obtain

1—c¢ 2 1—¢c2dp

S S

O = —”%m_ 1—ec+0)Hd _K;{1<1 - dcg&)(ékcbf

1= = 1+c2[1
— 50u00" — [

)
e §(n—1—e+5)(2€—5)+65—ﬁ (A.21)

1 (1 1+¢\dé .,
- s s —1 - A 2 H2 2 O 2 ]
+1+c§<2+1—c§>dp¢(n €+06) ¢ ¢ + O(r%)
To obtain an explicit expression for 0;¢, we can use its zeroth order term to eliminate
the term (9;¢)? appearing at first order. The resulting equation can then be further
simplified if we employ the following relations for the speed of sound ¢; and background
scalar field ¢:

1+ =

—~—(e—9), (A.22a)
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1-c = _1(n—1—6+5), (A.22b)
de? ., 4 b

Substituting these relations in Eq. (A.21) yields
Op=—(e—0)Hd + 2’; [@cbé“cb + <e —36 + (;[>EH2¢2] + O(K?), (A.23)
€

and the invariant fractional energy density (A.18) reads

2¢ K€
PR

We now check how these expansions imply the correspondence of the fluid and scalar

2 é 2 4,2 (2
(Tl_w[("—lﬂ—%)(%—é)—é +H]H¢ +O(K?). (A.24)

field energy-momentum tensor.

Appendiz A.1. Background

As a quick check for the background equations, let us consider the continuity equation
for the perfect fluid. The identifications (A.3) for the background fields yield

0=p+(n—DH(p+p) = [+ (- DHS+ ;V'(0)|9, (A.25)

which corresponds to the equation of motion for the background scalar field ¢.
Friedmann’s equations can also be easily checked using that identifications.

Appendixz A.2. First order

At linear order, it is interesting to establish the comparison between the perfect fluid
and scalar field models using their SVT decompositions. The identification between the
fluid’s four-velocity and the scalar field’s normal vector (A.3a) implies that

U =0 and W = —E. (A.26)

¢
Furthermore, we can relate the invariant fractional energy density d to the Sasaki-
Mukhanov variable (143). Indeed, from Eq. (A.18) we have that

d = (n—el)H 0.Q ~ (n—DH(Q+a*T)], (A.27)
where we have used Eq. (143) to eliminate ¢ and the constraint equation (98) for 7,
together with the identification (A.26). We can now check the equation of motion for
d (103). Indeed, if we substitute Eq. (A.27) into the left-hand side of Eq. (103), then
the equation of motion for < is satisfied if the equation of motion for @) (144) is fulfilled
(or, alternatively, if the equation of motion for ¢ (141) holds).
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Finally, we can also check the equation of motion for W (104). The substitution of

Egs. (A.26) and (A.27) into the left-hand side of that equation yields
—1-2 2
oW + ° 5(2€H°ﬂ/ —d)=—————=(e=9)[0d+ (e—0)HP]. (A.28)
2e (n—1)¢

The right-hand side of this equation then vanishes if the (invariant) scalar field and its

derivative are related by Eq. (A.23), i. e., if there is an equation of state that constrains
the Cauchy data for the scalar field.

Appendix A.3. Second order

At second order, it is more convenient to just compare the respective invariant stress
tensors for each model. The invariant stress tensor is defined as

_ Ox" OxP -
= aX(M) (X> 8X(V) (X)TNV ?

T (X) (A.29)

where TW is the perturbed stress tensor of the matter. In the case of a perfect fluid, the
perturbative expansion for J,, is given by

T = T + 6T + KT + O(k) (A.30)
with
T = pugu,d + 2(p + p)ug o) + Cpgud + ph (A.31a)
gﬁhz;@+pmmmﬁ%a+2aﬂA+2m1+§mwaﬁt
1 ,d2_ ., (A.31Db)
+ > dp Gud” + cipdh,, .

To obtain the second-order correction to the invariant stress tensor for the scalar
field, we perform the substitutions

Uy — J\_fél) + /i./VLP) , d— d(l) + Kd(g) (A.32)

in 7)) and the substitutions

{}M — J\Tu(l) R d — d(l) (A.33)

into T2, where the expansion of JVM is given by (A.12) and the one of d by (A.19).

U2

After performing these substitutions and using Eqs. (128), (130), (A.8a), (A.10a), (A.22)
and (A.23), we obtain

o = 00 + G [0ib + (n =1 — e+ ) HY]

(1) (2)
T + KT,

el
+ ;gﬂy{(a@)? —0°PpOud — |(n—1 — €+ 6)(2¢ — ) + 2e6 — 21 H2¢2} ,
(A.34)

which is the second-order correction to the invariant stress tensor of the scalar field.
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