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Abstract. Gravitational waves (GWs) may be produced by various mechanisms in the early
universe. In particular, if parity is violated, it may lead to the production of parity-violating
GWs. In this paper, we focus on GWs on the scale of the large-scale structure. Since GWs
induce tidal deformations of the shape of galaxies, one can extract such GW signals by
observing images of galaxies in galaxy surveys. Conventionally the detection of such signals
is discussed by considering the three-dimensional power spectra of the E/B-modes. Here,
we develop a complementary new technique to estimate the contribution of GWs to the tidal
force tensor field projected on the celestial sphere, which is a directly observable quantity.
We introduce two two-dimensional vector fields constructed by taking the divergence and curl
of the projected tidal field in three dimensions. Their auto-correlation functions naturally
contain contributions of the scalar-type tidal field. However, we find that the divergence of
the curl of the projected tidal field, which is a pseudo-scalar quantity, is free from the scalar
contribution and thus enables us to extract GW signals. We also find that we can detect
parity-violating signals in the GWs by observing the nonzero cross-correlation between the
divergence of the projected tidal field and the curl of it. It roughly corresponds to measuring
the cross-power spectrum of E and B-modes, but these are complementary to each other in
the sense that our estimator can be naturally defined locally in position space. Finally we
present expressions of the correlation functions in the form of Fourier integrals, and discuss
the properties of the kernels specific to the GW case, which we call the overlap reduction
function, borrowing the terminology used in the pulsar timing array experiments.
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1 Introduction

Detecting cosmological gravitational wave (GW) backgrounds has become one of the hot
topics in cosmology. On very large scales, ∼ Gpc, the primordial GWs originating from the
vacuum fluctuations during inflation [1] can be probed by measuring the B-mode signal in
the polarization of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [2, 3]. On very small scales,
∼ 108−1013cm (∼ 10−3−102Hz), interferometric gravitational wave detectors, either ground-
based or space-based, may be able to detect a cosmological GW background in the near future
[4–7]. Recently, several pulsar time array (PTA) collaborations announced the detection of
a GW background on pc scales (∼ 10−8Hz) [8–10]. On the other hand, a vast range of
wavelengths corresponding to the large-scale structure of the universe, ∼ 1 − 100Mpc, has
not been explored well, though a number of theoretical considerations have been given, as
GWs on these scales may be encoded in the large-scale structure as dynamical and projection
effects on the galaxy clustering and weak gravitational lensing by GWs [11–20].

In all these studies, one of the intriguing questions asked is if there exists parity violation
in a GW background. There is a growing interest in finding parity asymmetry in cosmological
observations, e.g., birefringence [21–23], galaxy spins [24–28], and galaxy/CMB four-point
correlation functions [29–32]. If parity is violated in the early universe, it may source the
tensor perturbation of the metric, leading to the production of parity-violating GWs [33–44].
It was pointed out that astrometry can be used to detect parity violation on pc scales [45].
In this paper, we focus on GWs with wavelengths ∼ 10− 100Mpc.

The galaxy shapes are intrinsically aligned with the surrounding large-scale dark matter
distribution, known as intrinsic alignment (IA) [46–49]. Orientations of the major axis of
galaxies were shown to be linearly aligned with the surrounding tidal field in both simula-
tions and observations [50–52], which led to the possibility of IA of galaxy shapes being a
powerful probe of various cosmological effects [53–57]. Recent studies have developed ac-
curate theoretical models for statistics of galaxy IA in full three dimensions [58–65]. Thus,
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the cosmological information encoded in the IA of galaxies can be maximized by measuring
galaxy shapes in galaxy redshift surveys [66–72].

Ref. [73] proposed that GWs directly affect shapes of galaxies as the instantaneous
response effect, similarly to the scalar tidal field case above. Ref. [74] extended the work and
investigated the possible upper limit on the parity-violating GWs, but they still considered
angular statistics. Ref. [75] utilized a separate universe technique and confirmed using N -
body simulations the ansatz between the effects of GWs and scalar tidal field on galaxy
shapes proposed by Ref. [73]. Refs. [75–77] computed the auto-power spectra of the E-
and B-modes as well as their cross-power spectrum in three dimensions. The latter can be
particularly used to search for the parity-violation signals. These three-dimensional power
spectra are observables in galaxy redshift surveys, since the projected shapes of galaxies
on the celestial sphere are measured via imaging observations and the distances to them
are via spectroscopic observations [58, 66, 78, 79]. This is opposed to the power spectra
of CMB which provides angular (two-dimensional) modes. Furthermore, a galaxy survey
targets different scales, and thus it is complimentary to the CMB surveys. One difficulty of
measuring the effect of GWs on galaxy shapes in this way is that it requires a large survey
volume because the E-/B-modes are quantities defined in Fourier space hence global in real
space. Thus, it is not straightforward to estimate the effects of GWs locally in a small region
of the universe.

In this paper, we develop and present a new technique to extract gravitational wave
signals from the projected tidal force field in three dimensions. We introduce two two-
dimensional vector fields constructed by taking the divergence and curl of the projected tidal
field. We show that taking their auto-correlations enables us to extract signals of the GWs.
Furthermore, we show that cross-correlating the divergence of the projected tidal field and
the curl of it allows us to extract parity-violating signals in the GWs. These new estimators
are complementary to the power spectra of the E- and B-mode fields in the sense that
our estimator can be naturally defined locally in position space. It is thus straightforward
to present the expressions of the correlation functions. Our formalism is admittedly quite
fundamental in the sense that it assumes an ideal observational situation. Nevertheless, we
hope it will eventually lead to a unique method for detecting an extremely low frequency
GW background, with the corresponding wavelengths of 10 - 100 Mpc, that may or may not
contain parity-violating components.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we give a review on the decomposi-
tion of GWs into the polarizations and power spectra. In section 3, we present the formalism
for extracting the GW power spectrum from the projected tidal force field in three dimen-
sions. Our conclusions are given in section 4. Appendix A provides the relation between our
formalism and the E-/B-mode decomposition. In Appendix B we present the power spectra
of the projected tidal field before the trace part is subtracted.

Throughout this paper, we use the Einstein summation convention, i.e., the summation
is assumed when the same letters appear in the upper and lower indices simultaneously.

2 Gravitational waves in tidal force field

Let us start by defining GWs in the cosmological background. We define GWs by the
transverse and traceless tensor perturbation, hTT

ij (η,x), of the metric. Together with the
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scalar perturbation, the perturbed metric is expressed as

ds2 = −a2(η)
(
[1 + 2Ψ(η,x)]dη2 +

{
[1− 2Ψ(η,x)]δij + hTT

ij (η,x)
}
dxidxj

)
, (2.1)

where η is the conformal time, Ψ(η,x) the Newton potential, a(η) the scale factor and δij is
Kronecker’s delta, and we assumed that the anisotropic stress is negligible. In the following,
we omit the superscript “TT” from hTT

ij .
The tidal force is described by the geodesic deviation equation, with the force given

in terms of the Riemann tensor. At linear order in cosmological perturbation theory, it is
expressed in terms of the perturbative components δRk0j0. For the metric (2.1), it is given
by

δRk0j0(η,x) =

[
Ψ′′(η,x) + 2H(η)Ψ′(η,x) +

1

3
∇2Ψ(η,x)

]
δkj + δkiFij(η,x) , (2.2)

where H ≡ aH is the conformal Hubble parameter and Fij(η,x) is the traceless part that
defines the tidal field and given by

Fij(η,x) ≡
(
∂i∂j −

1

3
δij∇2

)
Ψ(η,x)− 1

2

[
h′′ij(η,x) +H(η)h′ij(η,x)

]
. (2.3)

Below we focus on the traceless components. To evaluate the cosmological tidal effect, it is
convenient to introduce a dimensionless tidal field, defined by

fij(η,x) ≡
Fij(η,x)

4πGρ̄(η)a2
= sij(η,x) + tij(η,x) , (2.4)

where

sij(η,x) ≡
1

4πGρ̄a2

(
∂i∂j −

1

3
δij∇2

)
Ψ(η,x) =

(
∂i∂j
∇2

− 1

3
δij

)
δm(η,x), (2.5)

tij(η,x) ≡ − 1

8πGρ̄a2
[
h′′ij(η,x) +H(η)h′ij(η,x)

]
, (2.6)

with ρ̄ being the background energy density and δm(η,x) the matter density contrast. Note
that we have assumed the scale of our interest to be small enough so that the Newtonian
approximation is valid. In the real Universe, this should be valid on scales ≲ 500Mpc.

Due to the scalar potential term, it is hard to extract the tensor part, GWs, from
observations because it is subdominant, as estimated below. One of the goals of this paper
is to formulate a method to extract the tensor part from the tidal field based solely on
observables. As we intend to develop the basic formalism, in this paper we assume an ideal
situation for observation and ignore all possible observational errors.

2.1 Polarizations of gravitational waves

We consider GWs in Fourier space, hij(η,k) =
∫
d3xhij(η,x)e

−ik·x. We decompose GWs in
Fourier space into the right-handed (R) and left-handed (L) polarizations (e.g., [80, 81]),

hij(η,k) = e
(R)
ij (k̂)h(R)(η,k) + e

(L)
ij (k̂)h(L)(η,k), (2.7)

e
(R,L)
ij (k̂) =

1√
2

(
e
(+)
ij (k̂)± i e

(×)
ij (k̂)

)
, (2.8)

– 3 –



where hat denotes a unit vector, for instance k̂ = k/k, and e
(+)
ij = 1√

2

(
e
(1)
i e

(1)
j − e

(2)
i e

(2)
j

)
and e

(×)
ij = 1√

2

(
e
(1)
i e

(2)
j + e

(2)
i e

(1)
j

)
, with e(1) and e(2) being arbitrary orthonormal vectors

spanning two-dimensional space orthogonal to k̂. We assume the set (e(1), e(2), k̂) forms
a right-handed Cartesian basis. All the polarization tensors are defined to be orthonormal,

e
(p)
ij e

ij
(p′) = δpp′ for p, p

′ = {+,×}, and e(p)ij ēij(p′) = δpp′ for p, p
′ = {R,L}, where a bar stands for

the complex conjugate.

In passing, we note that it is useful to express the Fourier component of the dimensionless
tidal field tij given by (2.6) in terms of hij . Assuming k ≫ H, we have tij ∝ h′′ij = −k2hij .
Hence

tij(η,k) =
k2

3H2
hij(η,k) , (2.9)

where we have used the background Friedmann equation for a spatially flat universe, 8πGρ̄a2 =
3H2. Noting that sij = O(δm), the tensor contribution can be comparable to the scalar one
only when hij ∼ (H2/k2)δm. On 10 Mpc scale, which is approximately the scale of our
interest, we have δm = O(1). This means we need hij ∼ 10−4 to dominate over the scalar
contribution on that scale, which seems practically impossible to attain. Conversely, we need
a method to cleanly separate out the scalar contribution if we are to detect the tensor part
in the tidal field.

We now define the symmetric curl field of a given tensor field Xij [82] by putting the
asterisk on the left-hand side of the symbol, ∗Xij , as

∗Xij(η,x) ≡
1

2

(
ϵ mni ∂mXnj + ϵ mnj ∂mXni

)
, (2.10)

where ϵi
mn = δijϵ

jmn and ϵjmn is the totally anti-symmetric unit tensor with ϵ123 = 1. By
taking the spatial derivative of Eq. (2.7), we get

∂mhnj(η,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
i km

[
e
(R)
ij (k̂)h(R)(η,x) + e

(L)
ij (k̂)h(L)(η,x)

]
eik·x. (2.11)

Then the curl of the tidal field reads

∗hij(η,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
∗hij(η,k)e

ik·x, (2.12)

where
∗hij(η,k) = k

[
e
(R)
ij (k̂)h(R)(η,k)− e

(L)
ij (k̂)h(L)(η,k)

]
. (2.13)

In the above we used the identities, i ϵ mni kme
(R,L)
nj = ± k e

(R,L)
ij [83]. Note that apart from

the flip of sign of the L-mode, ∗hij is essentially equivalent to the spatial derivative of hij .
Since the curl of the scalar component is identically zero, the above equation states that if
we detect the non-zero curl component of the tidal force field at large scales where linearized
theory give an accurate prediction, it provides a direct evidence of the signal of gravitational
waves.
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2.2 Power spectra of tidal force field

The auto-power spectra of the gravitational waves hij and their curl field ∗hij are given by〈
hij(η,k)hij(η

′,k′)
〉
= k−2

〈∗hij(η,k)∗hij(η′,k′)
〉

= (2π)3δD(k+ k′)Ph(η, η
′, k) , (2.14)

The (dimensionless) tidal field fij consists of the scalar and tensor components as given by
(2.4). We mention again that since the scalar component is curl-free, ∗sij = 0, measuring
∗fij enables us to extract the signal of GWs tij out of the tidal field fij .

The power spectra of each polarization is defined similarly as〈
h(λ)(η,k)h(λ)(η

′,k′)
〉
= k−2

〈∗h(λ)(η,k)∗h(λ)(η′,k′)
〉

= (2π)3δD(k+ k′)P(λ)(η, η
′, k), (2.15)

where λ = {R,L} and P(R) = P(L) = Ph/2 for unpolarized GWs. The cross-power spectra of
the curl field ∗hij and the original field hij are given by〈∗hij(η,k)hij(η′,k′)

〉
= (2π)3δD(k+ k′)k χ(η, η′, k)Ph(η, η

′, k), (2.16)〈∗h(λ)(η,k)h(λ)(η′,k′)
〉
= (2π)3δD(k+ k′)k χ(η, η′, k)P(λ)(η, η

′, k), (2.17)

where we introduced the chiral parameter χ(η, k) to quantify parity violation in GWs,

χ(η, η′, k) ≡
P(R)(η, η

′, k)− P(L)(η, η
′, k)

Ph(η, η′, k)
. (2.18)

Namely, taking the cross correlation enables us to extract a signal of parity violation [42].
Let us now turn to the general properties of the power spectrum. First we formally

write the total tensor field, h
(total)
(λ) , as a sum of the contributions of primordial GWs, denoted

by h(λ), and that generated by a source S(λ) at some epoch in the early universe, denoted

by H(λ). Thus h
(total)
(λ) = h(λ) + H(λ), where □h(λ) = 0 and □H(λ) = S(λ). To compute

H(λ), we assume the wavenumbers are much larger than the Hubble parameter at the time
of generation, k ≫ H, which is reasonable from causality. Let us introduce g(λ)(η,k) by
H(λ)(η,k) = g(λ)(η,k)/a(η). The green function at the kη ≫ 1 limit is given by (e.g., [84])

G(η − η′) = Θ(η − η′) sin [k(η − η′)]/k, (2.19)

where Θ(η) is the step function. Assuming that GWs are generated during an epoch, ηi <
η < ηi +∆η, the solution g(λ) is given by

g(λ)(η,k) =

∫ ηi+∆η

ηi

dη′
sin [k(η − η′)]

k
a(η′)S(λ)(η

′,k), (2.20)

where S(λ)(η,k) is the Fourier component of S(λ)(η,x). Regardless of the form of S(λ), g(λ)
has the form of g(λ)(η,k) = g0(η,k) cos (kη + ϕk) at η > ηi +∆η. Taking the product with
itself and ensemble average, the ϕk term vanishes and we obtain

PS(λ)(η, η
′, k) =

〈
|g0(k)|2

〉
a(η)a(η′)

cos [k(η − η′)], (2.21)
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where the superscript S indicates its the spectrum of GWs generated by a source. As for the
primordial GWs, the corresponding power spectrum can be expressed as

PP(λ)(η, η
′, k) = T (η, k)T (η′, k)P ini

(λ)(k), (2.22)

where the superscript P denotes its primordial and T (η, k) is the transfer function of GWs.
For k ≫ H, we have T (η, k) ≃ cos [kη + φk]/a(η) where φk is not random now but determined
by the history of the equation of state of the early universe (for example, if the universe were
radiation-dominated for the entire history, φk = 0). Nevertheless, taking into account the
effect of inhomogeneities in the universe, it is expected that the phase ϕk will acquire an
uncontrollable random noise after the wave has propagated over a distance much larger than
the wavelength [85]. Therefore, for the modes of our interest, i.e., kη ≫ 1, the power spectrum
PP(λ)(η, η

′, k) reduces to the form same as PS(λ)(η, η
′, k) in (2.21).

Thus the two-point correlation function can be generically expressed as

ξ(λ)(η, η
′,x− x′) =

∫
k2dk

(2π)3

∫
dΩkP(λ)(η, η

′, k)eik·(x−x′) , (2.23)

where

P(λ)(η, η
′, k) = PP(λ)(η, η

′, k) + PS(λ)(η, η
′, k)

=
a20

a(η)a(η′)
cos[k(η − η′)]P(λ)(k) . (2.24)

The cos[k(η − η′)]/
(
a(η)a(η′)

)
dependence of the two-point function is the characteristic

feature of cosmological GWs, either primordial or generated by a transitional source, in
contrast to the case of the two-point function of the density contrast, ⟨δm(k, η)δm(k, η′)⟩ ∝
a(η)a(η′). Finally, we note that because the time dependence of P(λ) is independent of
the polarization λ, the chiral parameter defined in (2.18) reduces to a function of only k,
χ = χ(k).

3 Projected tidal force field in three dimensions

In the previous section, we saw how the two-point correlation functions of GWs behave and
how the parity-violating component shows up. However, they cannot be constructed solely
from observables because we can observe only the past lightcone, which is a three-dimensional
surface, while the quantities discussed in the previous section assume that we can observe
hij in the whole four-dimensional spacetime. In this section, to overcome this difficulty, we
develop a formalism that uses only the observable quantities. Galaxy morphologies, such as
the spins and ellipticities of galaxies, are projected onto the celestial place in observation.
Analogously, we deal only with the tensor perturbation projected on the celestial sphere,
with the line of sight direction identified as the time toward the past.

For this purpose, in this section we need to be more specific about the coordinates we
adopt. We choose the direction along observer’s line of sight as ẑ, where the hat means it is a
unit vector. Since the direction of propagation of GWs is arbitrary, we set the angle between
the direction and the line of sight to θk and the directional cosine, k̂·ẑ = cos θk ≡ µk. The po-
larization tensor lies on the surface perpendicular to k̂, spanned by e(1) and e(2). The celestial
sphere is locally spanned by two orthonormal basis vectors, say, x̂′ and ŷ′. In this coordinate
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Figure 1. Illustration of the coordinates adopted in the text. The direction of ẑ is the observer’s line
of sight, and the orthonormal vectors x̂, ŷ and ẑ form a right-handed Cartesian basis. The direction
of propagation of a GW is specified by e(3) = k̂, tilted from the line of sight by an angle θk, and
e(1), e(2) and e(3) form another right-handed Cartesian basis. Here e(1) and x̂ are chosen to coincide
with each other, e(1) = x̂. The components of the basis vectors projected onto the celestial sphere

are denoted by capital letters such as e
(1)
A .

system, the components of k̂ may be expressed as k̂ = (sin θk cosϕk, sin θk sinϕk, cos θk). For
convenience, one can rotate the axes by π/2 − ϕk to make the new basis vector x̂ coincide
with e(1). Namely, we choose the x-axis such that x̂ = e(1). Then the components, e(1), e(2)

and k̂, respectively, have in the Cartesian coordinates,

e
(1)
i = (1, 0, 0), e

(2)
i = (0, cos θk,− sin θk), k̂i = (0, sin θk, cos θk). (3.1)

Then the components of the basis vectors defined/projected on the celestial sphere in two
dimensions are given by

e
(1)
A = x̂A = (1, 0), e

(2)
A = ŷA cos θk = (0, cos θk), k̂A = ŷA sin θk = (0, sin θk). (3.2)

where the capital Latin indices denote quantities on the two-dimensional celestial sphere.
Figure 1 is an illustration of the coordinate system.

Note that the tidal force field is characterized by the second time derivative, a−1(ah′ij)
′,

rather than hij itself, as shown in Eq. (2.2). For the scale of our interest, k2 ≫ H2, we can
approximate it by h′′ij . Thus, the power spectra relevant to observations are those of the
second time derivative of GWs, and for instance the power spectrum of given fields X and Y ,
⟨XijYij⟩ = (2π)3δD(k+k′)PXY (k), should be replaced by ⟨X̃ij Ỹij⟩ = (2π)3δD(k+k′)P̃XY (k),

where X̃ = X ′′ and P̃XY = k4PXY (k). In the following, however, we consider hij itself. This
means all the resulting formulas should be multiplied by k4 when they are to be considered
as the tidal force field.
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3.1 Power spectra of projected tidal force field

Since only the tidal field projected on the sphere perpendicular to the line of sight is observ-
able, we consider the projected field of GWs, hAB(η,x) in real space or hAB(η,k) in Fourier
space. Note that the vectors x and k are in three dimensions. We assume that we can mea-
sure the three-dimensional positions of galaxies via, say, measuring redshifts in spectroscopic
galaxy surveys. The main purpose of this section is to derive formulas that can be used to
identify the GW contribution in the tidal field solely from the projected field hAB.

Let us first note that the tidal force field relevant to observables is a traceless part in
two dimensions,

fTAB(η,x) = sTAB(η,x) + tTAB(η,x) , (3.3)

where a quantity X with the superscript T stands for XT
AB = XAB− 1

2δABX
C
C . In appendix

B we present the power spectra of the projected field before the trace part is subtracted.
It is straightforward to compute the power spectrum of the projected scalar tidal field.

The resulting spectrum is obtained as〈
sT,AB(η,k)sTAB(η

′,k′)
〉
=

1

2
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)k4(1− µ2k)

2Pψ(η, η
′, k), (3.4)

where µk = k̂·ẑ and ⟨ψ(η,k)ψ(η′,k′)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k+k′)Pψ(η, η
′, k) with ψ(η,k) ≡ Ψ(η,k)/4πGρ̄a2.

Let us then compute the power spectra of the projected GWs. Those with subtracting the
trace part are given by〈

hT,AB(η,k)hTAB(η
′,k′)

〉
=

1

8
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)(1 + 6µ2k + µ4k)Ph(η, η

′, k), (3.5)

where we used the relation,
∑

λ=R,L e
(λ)
AB ē

AB
(λ) = (1+µ2k)

2/2. Taking the average over µk leads

to the monopole component, 7
15Ph(η, η

′, k). However, it is hard to extract the GW signals
via these expressions as the scalar potential term,

〈
sT,AB(η,k)sTAB(η

′,k′)
〉
, dominates the

signal, which prevent us to extract out the GW contribution directly. In practice the scalar
contribution is the one commonly measured in the analysis of intrinsic alignment of galaxy
shapes (see discussion in section 4 below). In appendix A we show how they are related to
the power spectra of E- and B-modes.

3.2 Power spectra of divergence and curl of projected tidal force field

We now consider to isolate the GW contribution from the observed projected tidal force field.
We introduce the two-dimensional vector fields, XA and ∗XA, constructed respectively by
taking the divergence and curl of the original projected field XAB(η,x) (X = {s, t (or h)})
as

XA(η,x) ≡ ∂BXBA(η,x),
∗XA(η,x) ≡ ϵBC∂BXCA(η,x), (3.6)

where ϵBC is the Levi-Civita symbol defined in two dimensions. Similarly, the two-dimensional
vector fields after subtracting the trace part, XT

A and ∗XT
A , are obtained from XT

AB(η,x) as

XT
A(η,x) ≡ ∂BXT

BA(η,x),
∗XT

A(η,x) ≡ ϵBC∂BX
T
CA(η,x). (3.7)

Note that ∗sA = 0 but ∗sTA ̸= 0. That is, unlike the three-dimensional case, the curl of the
scalar component does not vanish unless one can accurately identify the trace part of sAB.

– 8 –



Taking the curl of the projected tidal force field therefore does not immediately remove the
scalar contribution.

In Fourier space, the divergence and curl of the field fAB are expressed as

fTA (η,k) = i kBfTBA(η,k) = fA(η,k) +
i

2
kA

[
tzz(η,k)− kCkC ψ(η,k)

]
, (3.8)

∗fTA (η,k) = i kBϵ
BCfTCA(η,k) =

∗fA(η,k) +
i

2
kBϵ

B
A

[
tzz(η,k) + kCkC ψ(η,k)

]
. (3.9)

Nonzero power spectra for the divergence and curl of the projected scalar tidal field with or
without the trace part subtracted have the same form, and are given by〈

sT,A(η,k)sTA(η
′,k′)

〉
=

〈∗sT,A(η,k)∗sTA(η′,k′)
〉

=
1

4
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)k6(1− µ2k)

3Pψ(η, η
′, k). (3.10)

They are also related to the power spectrum of the original projected scalar tidal field via
a simple relation,

〈
sT,A(η,k)sTA(η

′,k′)
〉
= 1

2k
2(1 − µ2k)

〈
sT,AB(η,k)sTAB(η

′,k′)
〉
. Below we

intend to formulate two-point statistics of ∗tTA, or equivalently
∗hTA as given by (2.9).

We can also derive the auto-power spectra for the divergence and curl of the traceless
projected field. They are given by〈

hT,A(η,k)hTA(η
′,k′)

〉
=

〈∗hT,A(η,k)∗hTA(η′,k′)
〉

=
1

16
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)k2(1− µ2k)(1 + 6µ2k + µ4k)Ph(η, η

′, k)

=
1

2
k2(1− µ2k)

〈
hT,AB(η,k)hTAB(η

′,k′)
〉
. (3.11)

By taking an average over angle µk, we may extract out the monopole component ∝ k2Ph(k).
We can similarly obtain the quadrupole and hexadecapole moments. As mentioned above
and similarly to equation (3.5), this contribution of GWs cannot be separated from that of
the scalar potential term,

〈
sT,A(η,k)sTA(η

′,k′)
〉
.

Since ∗sT,A ∝ ϵBA∂Bψ, we cannot isolate the GW signals by computing the auto correla-
tion of the curl of the projected field. However, if we take the divergence of the projected field,
the scalar component vanishes, ∂A

∗sT,A ≡ 0. Thus, similarly to the full three-dimensional
case, Eq. (2.14), we can extract out GWs from the projected tidal force field. Specifically,
let us introduce the symbols,

∗XT (η,x) = ∂A ∗XT
A(η,x),

∗XT (η,k) = ikA ∗XT
A(η,k). (3.12)

By setting XT = hT , we obtain a direct probe of a GW signal. The power spectrum is given
by 〈∗hT (η,k)∗hT (η′,k′)

〉
=

1

4
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)k2µ2k(1− µ2k)

2Ph(η, η
′, k)

=
1

2
k2(1− µ2k)

〈
hT,AB(η,k)hTAB(η

′,k′)
〉
. (3.13)

We emphasize that measuring the above requires only the observable quantities.
Now we consider the possibility to detect a signal of parity violation from the projected

two-dimensional field of GWs, similar to the three-dimensional case given by Eq. (2.16). Our
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basic assumption is that we can only measure the projected tidal field, but in three dimen-
sions. In section 2.2 we have seen that the parity violation appears in the cross correlation
of hij and

∗hij . Our goal here is to derive a similar equation in terms of the projected field.
A straightforward choice for this purpose is to consider the cross-correlation of hTA and ∗hTA.
We obtain〈∗hT,A(η,k)hTA(η′,k′)

〉
=
i

4
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)k2µk(1− µ4k)χ(η, η

′, k)Ph(η, η
′, k). (3.14)

This is one of the main results of this paper. This power spectrum becomes nonzero if and
only if parity is violated and the effect appears in the odd multipole moments. This cross
power corresponds to the cross power spectrum of the E- and B-modes. The relation to the
E/B decomposition is discussed in Appendix A.

3.3 Correlation functions and overlap reduction functions

Here we perform the Fourier transform of the power spectra of the projected tidal force field
with the trace part subtracted, derived in the previous subsection, and present the expressions
of the corresponding correlation functions. The two-point function of the projected field hTAB
is given by 〈

hT,AB(η,x)hTAB(η
′,x′)

〉
=

∫
k2dk

(2π)3

∫
dΩkP

T
hh(η, η

′,k)eik·(x−x′), (3.15)

where P Thh is the power spectrum derived in the previous subsection,

P Thh(η, η
′,k) =

1

8
(1 + 6µ2k + µ4k)Ph(η, η

′, k) . (3.16)

To evaluate the two-point function, let us first specify the four vectors of the two points, x′α

and xα, as

x′α = (η′, x′i) = (η0 − r′, 0, 0, r′), (3.17)

xα = (η, xi) = (η0 − r, r sin θ cosϕ, r sin θ sinϕ, r cos θ), (3.18)

where the observer’s position is set to the origin, and r = |x| and xi = rx̂i. Also, we set the
components of the four wavevector kα as

kα = (−k, k sin θk cosϕk, k sin θk sinϕk, k cos θk), (3.19)

where k = |k|. Here we consider a more general coordinate system than that in Fig. 1 in
which the wavevector can point to arbitrary directions. We can then perform the ϕk integral
in equation (3.15) to obtain∫ 2π

0

dϕk
2π

eik·(x−x′) = J0(kr sin θ sin θk)e
ik(r′−r cos θ) cos θk , (3.20)

where J0 is the 0-th order Bessel function.
To proceed further, we introduce ∆η ≡ η − η′ = r′ − r. Eventually, the correlation

function is expressed as〈
hT,AB(η,x)hTAB(η

′,x′)
〉
=

a20
a(η)a(η′)

∫
k4dk

2π2
Ph(k)Γhh(kr, k∆η, θ). (3.21)
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Here, let us call the kernel Γhh an overlap reduction function (ORF), borrowing the termi-
nology used in the context of pulsar timing arrays [86–88] where the kernel for GWs is called
the Hellings-Downs curve [89]. In our case, it is given by

Γhh(kr, k∆η, θ) = cos (k∆η)

∫ 1

0
dµk

1 + 6µ2k + µ4k
8

J0

(
A
√
1− µ2k

)
cos (Bµk), (3.22)

where

A(kr, θ) = kr sin θ

B(kr, k∆η, θ) = −k∆η + 2kr sin2 (θ/2) . (3.23)

We can derive the similar expression for the correlation function of the projected scalar tidal
field,

〈
sT,AB(η,x)sTAB(η

′,x′)
〉
=

∫
k4dk

2π2
Pψ(η, η

′, k)Γs s(kr, k∆η, θ), (3.24)

where the scalar ORF is given by

Γs s(kr, k∆η, θ) =

∫ 1

0
dµk

(1− µ2k)
2

2
J0

(
A
√
1− µ2k

)
cos (Bµk). (3.25)

As clear from the above two expressions, we expect that Γhh and Γss show different θ- and
∆η-dependences, which we confirm later. This property may be useful in identifying the GW
contribution from the noisy data that contain the scalar contribution.

Finally, let us present the correlation functions that contain only the GW contribution,

〈∗hT (η,x)∗hT (η′,x′)
〉
=

a20
a(η)a(η′)

∫
k2dk

2π2
Ph(k)Γ∗h∗h(kx, k∆η, θ), (3.26)

〈∗hT,A(η,x)hTA(η′,x′)
〉
=

a20
a(η)a(η′)

∫
k2dk

2π2
Ph(k)χ(k)Γ∗hh(kx, k∆η, θ), (3.27)

where

Γ∗h∗h(kx, k∆η, θ) = cos (k∆η)

∫ 1

0
dµk

µ2k(1− µ2k)
2

4
J0

(
A
√
1− µ2k

)
cos (Bµk), (3.28)

Γ∗hh(kx, k∆η, θ) = cos (k∆η)

∫ 1

0
dµk

µk(1− µ4k)

4
J0

(
A
√
1− µ2k

)
sin (Bµk). (3.29)

Once again, we note that Γ∗hh, is the important quantity to extract parity-violating signals
from the projected tidal field in real space. Since the cross-power spectrum is purely imagi-
nary as seen in eq. (3.14), the ORF has sin (Bµk) in the integrand rather than cos (Bµk).

Figure 2 shows the ORFs for the correlation functions of the projected scalar (Γs s)
and tensor (Γhh) tidal fields. Both functions become almost constant for varying θ at
kr ≪ 1 and fixed k∆η. At kr ≫ 1, both functions start to oscillate due to the term,
cos (Bµk) = cos([−k∆η + 2kr sin2 (θ/2)]µk). However, the ORF for the tensor tidal field
has the characteristic oscillatory feature due to the factor cos(k∆η) because GWs propagate
through spacetime, while that of the scalar tidal field does not. Thus, given an accurate
galaxy redshift survey data set, we confirm that it is in principle possible to distinguish
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Figure 2. The kernels (ORFs) in the integrands of the correlation functions for the scalar and tensor
(GW) components of the projected tidal force field. The upper and lower rows show the ORFs for
the scalar and tensor tidal fields, respectively. Different columns show the results for several different
values of kr and different lines show those for different values of k∆η = k(r′ − r).

the contributions of the scalar and tensor tidal forces by template matching applied to the
projected tidal field data in three dimensions.

Figure 3 shows the two ORFs for signals of GWs that can be directly extracted from
observation. The upper row shows the result for the divergence of the curl of the projected
tidal tensor field, Γ∗h∗h. Although the overall behavior of the kernel Γ∗h∗h is similar to that
of Γhh, GW signals can be directly extracted from this quantity since ∗s ≡ 0. The lower row
shows the ORF for parity violation signals of the tidal tensor field. It becomes zero at the
θ = 0 and k∆η = 0 limit, unlike the ORFs for the other auto-correlations.

Finally let us comment on the corresponding quantities defined in terms of the dimen-
sionless tidal force field tij ≈ (k2/3H2)hij instead of hij . Under the assumption that the
universe is matter-dominated, we have k2/H2 ∝ a(η). Hence this scale factor dependence
cancels the 1/a(η) dependence of hij . This means that the amplitude of tij at the epoch of
matter-radiation equality is equal to that of tij at any later times. In the actual universe, be-
cause of the dark energy contribution, this estimate is no longer accurate, but it nevertheless
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Figure 3. Similar with figure 2 but for the auto-correlation function of the curl of the projected
GWs (upper row) and its cross-correlation function with the divergence (lower row).

gives a fairly good estimate of the amplitude of tij .

4 Conclusions and discussion

Gravitational waves (GWs) are known to be imprinted into the tidal force field as tensor
perturbations. It can be estimated by defining E-/B-modes and computing their power
spectra. In this paper, we have developed a new technique to estimate the contribution
of GWs in the projected tidal field. We introduced two two-dimensional vector fields in
three dimensions constructed by taking the divergence and curl of the projected tidal field,
denoted by hA and ∗hA, respectively. The auto-power spectra naturally contain contributions
of the scalar-type tidal field. We found that further taking the divergence of ∗hA, which is
a pseudo-scalar quantity, enable us to remove the scalar contribution and thus to single out
the GW contribution. The cross-correlation between hA and ∗hA is free from the scalar
tidal contribution, and it is non-vanishing only if parity is violated. Thus signals of parity
violation in the GW background can be extracted from this cross-correlation, if any. It
roughly corresponds to measuring the cross-power spectrum of E and B-modes, but these
are complementary to each other in the sense that our estimator can be naturally defined
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locally in position space. We expressed the two-point functions in the Fourier integral form
where the integrand is divided to the two factors; the power spectrum and the kernel, which
we called the overlap reduction function (ORF), following the terminology used in pulsar
timing array data analysis. We pointed out that the difference between the ORF of the tensor
component and that of the scalar component may be used to identify the GW contribution
in the tidal force field.

We now discuss how the tidal force tensor studied above is imprinted into the observed
galaxy shapes. The scalar tidal field is known to be linearly related to the galaxy shape,
known as the linear alignment model [47, 49, 52, 58]. Under this model the observed projected
halo shape field, γSAB, is related to the projected tidal field sAB linearly as γSAB(η,k) =
bSK(η)sAB(η,k). We can observe only the trace-free part of the projected galaxy shape. Here
thus we omit the superscript T from all the quantities for clarity. The coefficient bSK is
called the linear shape bias for the scalar tidal field, in analogy with the linear galaxy bias,
δg(η,k) = b(η)δm(η,k). Ref. [73] proposes an ansatz that the effect of gravitational waves is
also imprinted into the shape of galaxies at linear order,

γGWAB (η,k) = bt(η, k)tAB(η,k), (4.1)

and the total shape field of galaxies is expressed as the sum of the scalar and tensor contri-
butions [73–75]

γAB(η,k) = γSAB(η,k) + γGWAB (η,k) = bSK(η)sAB(η,k) + bGW
t (η, k)tAB(η,k). (4.2)

The linear shape bias for GWs, bGW
t , is not independent of bSK . By matching the second-

order density induced by scalar and tensor tidal fields, Ref. [73] introduced the ansatz for the
relation between them as bGW

t (η, k) ∝ α(η, k)bSK(η) (see Refs. [73, 75] for the explicit form
of α). This relation has been tested and confirmed using N -body simulations [75]. Using
this relation, we can immediately obtain the power spectrum of projected shape from that of
the projected tidal field derived in section 3.1. By taking the divergence and curl operation
on the galaxy shape, we can obtain γA(η,x),

∗γA(η,x) and ∗γ(η,x) as γA = ∂BγBA,
∗γA =

ϵBC∂BγCA, and
∗γ = ∂A ∗γA, respectively. Note again that all these quantities are trace-

free and the superscript T is omitted. Since they are linearly related to the projected tidal
force field, measuring the auto-correlation of ∗γ enables us to extract GW signals. The
cross-correlation of the divergence (γA) and curl (∗γA) of the projected shape field becomes
nonzero only if there exists parity-violating signals.

In this paper we considered various types of correlations of the projected tidal force field
in three dimensions, which are observable in spectroscopic galaxy surveys. The positions of
galaxies are sampled by their redshifts in such galaxy surveys, and thus affected by redshift-
space distortions (RSD) [90]. We assumed the validity of linear theory. While the shape
field is not affected by RSD on linear scales, it is on nonlinear scales [91, 92]. Furthermore,
on such small scales, the linear relation between the tidal field and galaxy shapes needs to
be modulated. We thus need to consider the higher-order nonlinear shape bias effect [e.g.,
93]. To place quantitative constraints on the amplitude of GWs and the chiral parameter,
we need to consider more accurate models. It is left to our future work.
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A Relation to E/B-mode decomposition

We describe how our formalism is related to that of the E/B-modes shown in Ref. [75–77].
The 2-dimensional metric perpendicular to the line of sight, gAB, is given by

gAB = x̂Ax̂B + ŷAŷB . (A.1)

We also define the polarization tensors of the E- and B-modes, respectively as

e
(E)
AB =

1√
2
(x̂Ax̂B − ŷAŷB) , e

(B)
AB =

1√
2
(x̂AŷB + ŷAx̂B) . (A.2)

These E- and B-modes are related to the R- and L-mode polarization tensors used in the
main text as[

e
(R,L)
AB

]T
= e

(R,L)
AB − 1

2

(
gCDe

(R,L)
CD

)
δAB =

1√
2

[
1 + µ2

2
e
(E)
AB ± iµe

(B)
AB

]
, (A.3)

where µ is the directional cosine of the wavevector k with respect to the line of sight, and the
superscript T stands for the quantity with the trace subtracted. Then the traceless [hAB]

T

reads: [
hAB

]T
= h(R)

[
e
(R)
AB

]T
+ h(L)

[
e
(L)
AB

]T
=

1√
2

[
1 + µ2

2
e
(E)
AB + iµe

(B)
AB

]
h(R) −

1√
2

[
1 + µ2

2
e
(E)
AB − iµe

(B)
AB

]
h(L) (A.4)

Thus, the E- and B-modes of the projected GWs are expressed as

h(E) = hABe
AB
(E) =

1√
2

1 + µ2

2
(h(R) + h(L)), (A.5)

h(B) = hABe
AB
(B) =

i√
2
µ(h(R) − h(L)). (A.6)

Finally, the power spectra PXY defined by
〈
h(X)(η,k′)h(Y )(η

′,k′)
〉
= (2π)3δD(k+k′)PXY (η, η

′,k),
where XY = {EE,BB,EB}, are respectively given by

PEE(η, η
′,k) =

1

8
(1 + µ2)2(P(R) + P(L)) =

1

8
(1 + µ2)2Ph(η, η

′, k), (A.7)

PBB(η, η
′,k) =

1

4
µ2(P(R) + P(L)) =

1

4
µ2Ph(η, η

′, k), (A.8)

PEB(η, η
′,k) =

i

4
µ(1 + µ2)(P(R) − P(L)) =

i

4
µ(1 + µ2)χPh(η, η

′, k), (A.9)

These are the power spectra already given in Refs. [75–77].
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B Power spectra of projected field before subtracting the trace

The tidal force field corresponding to observables is the projected field with the trace part
subtracted, and the expressions of the power spectra were shown in section 3. In this ap-
pendix, for completeness, we present the power spectra of the projected field before the trace
part is subtracted, though they may not be direct observables.

The power spectrum of the projected scalar tidal field is given by〈
sAB(η,k)sAB(η

′,k′)
〉
= k4(2π)3δD(k+ k′)(1− µ2k)

2Pψ(η, η
′, k) . (B.1)

By comparing this with equation (3.4), one can see that the shape of the power spectrum for
the projected scalar tidal field is unchanged,

〈
sABsAB

〉
= 2

〈
sT,ABsTAB

〉
. The power spectrum

of the projected tensor tidal field without subtracting the trace part is given by〈
hAB(η,k)hAB(η

′,k′)
〉
=

1

4
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)(1 + µ2k)

2Ph(η, η
′, k). (B.2)

The divergence and curl of the projected field before the trace is subtracted are given
by equation (3.6). The power spectrum of the divergence is given by〈

sA(η,k)sA(η
′,k′)

〉
= (2π)3δD(k+ k′)k6(1− µ2k)

3Pψ(η, η
′, k), (B.3)

where it is related to that with the trace part subtracted via
〈
sAsA

〉
= 4

〈
sT,AsTA

〉
. Since

∗sA = 0,
〈∗sA ∗sA

〉
= 0.

The auto-power spectra of the divergence and curl of the projected tidal tensor field
are, respectively, given by

〈
hA(η,k)hA(η

′,k′)
〉
=
k2

4
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)µ2k(1− µ4k)Ph(η, η

′, k), (B.4)〈∗hA(η,k)∗hA(η′,k′)
〉
=
k2

4
(2π)3δD(k+ k′)(1− µ4k)Ph(η, η

′, k). (B.5)

These two power spectra are related to each other as
〈
hAhA

〉
= µ2k

〈∗hA∗hA
〉
.

Finally, the two power spectra, which can directly probe a GW signal and parity-
violating signals, have the same forms before and after the trace part subtracted:〈∗hT (η,k)∗hT (η′,k′)

〉
=

〈∗h(η,k)∗h(η′,k′)
〉
, (B.6)〈∗hT,A(η,k)hTA(η′,k′)

〉
=

〈∗hA(η,k)hA(η′,k′)
〉
. (B.7)
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