
ar
X

iv
:a

st
ro

-p
h/

03
03

52
6v

1 
 2

4 
M

ar
 2

00
3

M on.N ot.R .A stron.Soc.000,1{18 (2002) Printed 11 A pril2024 (M N LATEX style �le v2.2)

Large scale structure in non-standard cosm ologies

Tuom asM ultam �aki1? EnriqueGazta~naga,2yM arcM anera,2z
1 D epartam entE.C.M .and C.E.R .en A stro�sica,Fisica de Particules iCosm ologia,

U niversitatde Barcelona,D iagonal647,08028 Barcelona,Spain
2 Insitutd’Estudis Espacials de Catalunya,IEEC/CSIC,G ran Capit�an 2-4,08034 Barcelona,Spain

D raftversion 21 M arch 2003

A B ST R A C T

W estudythegrowthoflargescalestructurein tworecentlyproposednon-standard

cosm ologicalm odels:the brane induced gravity m odelofDvali,G abadadze and Por-

rati(DG P)and the Cardassian m odelsofFreese and Lewis.A generalform alism for

calculating the growth of
uctuationsin m odelswith a non-standard Friedm an equa-

tion and a norm alcontinuity equation ofenergy density isdiscussed.Both linearand

non-lineargrowth arestudied,togetherwith theirobservationalsignatureson higher

order statistics and abundance ofcollapsed objects.In general,m odels which show

sim ilar cosm ic acceleration at z ’ 1,can produce quite di�erent norm alization for

large scale density 
uctuations,i.e.�8,cluster abundance or higher order statistics,

such asthenorm alized skewnessS3,which isindependentofthelinearnorm alization.

Forexam ple,fora 
atuniverse with 
m ’ 0:22,DG P and standard Cardassian cos-

m ologiespredictabout2 and 3 tim esm oreclustersrespectively than the standard �

m odelatz = 1:5.W hen norm alized to CM B 
uctuationsthe �8 am plitude turnsout

to belowerby a few tensofa percent.W ealso �nd that,fora lim ited red-shiftrange,

thelineargrowth ratecan befasterin som em odels(egm odi�ed polytropicCardassian

with q > 1)than in the Einstein-deSitter universe.The value ofthe skewness S3 is

found to haveup to ’ 10% percentvariations(up ordown)from m odelto m odel.

K ey w ords: cosm ology:theory { cosm ologicalparam eters{ large-scalestructureof

the Universe

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thesuggestion thattheuniverseisundergoing late tim eacceleration (eg Efstathiou,Sutherland & M addox 1990;Riessetal.

1998;Perlm utter et al.1999) has provoked a num berofcosm ologicalm odels thatcan reproduce the appropriate evolution.

The obvious solution is clearly to add the cosm ologicalconstantto the equations determ ining the evolution ofthe universe

(see e.g.W einberg 1989).This,as is very wellknown,is problem atic from the point ofview ofparticle physics due to the

sm allness ofthe required constant.It is then interesting to consider scenarios where instead ofthe cosm ologicalconstant,

there isa new type ofm echanism thatcan explain the acceleration ofthe universe.In particular,in thispaperwe consider

two recentsuggestions:theD vali-G abadadze-Poratti(D G P)braneinduced gravity -m odel(D vali,G abadadze& Porrati2000)

and the Cardassian m odel(s)ofFreese and Lewis (Freese & Lewis 2002).Both m odels lead to late-tim e acceleration with a

non-standard Friedm ann equation and with no explicitcosm ologicalconstant.Thetwo scenariosare,however,fundam entally

di�erentin theirproperties,dueto thefactthattheD G P-scenario isa truly higherdim ensionalscenario whiletheCardassian

isan e�ective description.

Both ofthesescenarioshavebeen studied from thepointofview ofobservationalconstraints(D e�ayetetal.2002;W ang

2003;G ondolo & Freese 2002;Sen & Sen 2002,2003;Zhu & Fujim oto 2002,2003) m ainly com ing from the SNIa (Riess et

al.1998;Perlm utter et al.1999) and CM B data.The constrains are not strong enough to exclude either ofthe m odels as
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an alternative to the standard �-cosm ology.Are they com patible with other current observations,such as the large scale

structure?

In thispaperwe study the D G P and Cardassian scenarios from the pointofview oflarge scale structure growth.Since

these scenariosm odify gravity on large scales,thegrowth isnon-standard.The lineargrowth ofperturbationsin theoriginal

Cardassian scenario was also brie
y considered in (G ondolo & Freese 2002).O urapproach is m uch like thatin (G azta~naga

& Lobo 2001),where the gravitationalgrowth was studied in a num ber ofnon-standard scenarios.However,the Einstein’s

equationsare m odi�ed on large scales,so we m ustalterourapproach accordingly.

This paper is organized as follows:In Section 2 we introduce the two scenarios and brie
y consider the experim ental

constraints.In Section 3 we introduce the form alism ofstudying gravitationalcollapse in a m atter dom inated cosm ology

where energy density ofm atter is conserved but the Friedm ann equation is arbitrary.The linear and non-linear growth of

perturbationsin a standard �-cosm ology isalso discussed in thisSection.In Sections4 and 5 we study gravitationalcollapse

in theD G P and Cardassian scenariosand presenttheresults.O bservationalconstraintscom ing from thelinearand non-linear

aspectsofstructure form ation are brie
y considered in Section 6.The paperisconcluded in Section 7.In the Appendix,the

growth ofperturbationsin the originalCardassian m odelisstudied analytically.

2 T H E T W O SC EN A R IO S

2.1 B rane induced gravity m odel

The brane induced gravity m odel(D valietal.2000)o�ersan alternative explanation to the observed acceleration by a large

scalem odi�cation ofgravity dueto thepresenceofan extra dim ension (D e�ayetetal.2002a,b).In thisscenario thereishence

no need foran explicitnon-zero cosm ologicalconstant.Atlarge enough scalesgravity seesthe fullspace-tim e,i.e.the brane

and the bulk,and istherefore m odi�ed from the standard 1=r
2
law

1
.

In the D G P-scenario the Friedm ann equation on the brane is(D e�ayetetal.2002a):

H
2
=

�
r

�2�+
1

R 2
+

1

R

�2
+
K

a2
; (1)

where H � _a=a,K = 0;� 1 is the curvature constant,a the scale factor ofthe universe and we have de�ned �
2
= (8�G )=3,

R � 2rc.The evolution ofthe scale factorisstandard aslong asthe energy density ofm atterdom inatesi.e.�
2
�� 1=(4r

2
c).

Since � decreaseswith tim e due to the expansion ofthe universe,the r� 2
c -term becom esdom inantatsom e point,and acting

asan e�ective cosm ologicalconstant,itleadsto an accelerating universe.Atlate tim esthe scale factorgrowsexponentially,

a � exp(t=rc).The continuity equation isunchanged,

_�+ 3H (�+ p)= 0: (2)

W e are interested in the growth oflarge scale structure which takesplace in a m atterdom inated universe and hence we

assum e that�� p and therefore the continuity equation tells usthat�� a
� 3.W e can view the D G P-scenario asstandard

cosm ology with a perfect
uid with the norm alproperties.The only di�erence isthe non-standard Friedm ann equation.

W e de�ne the cosm ologicalquantitiesasusual


 M �
�
2
�0

H 2
0

(3)


 R �
1

R 2H 2
0

(4)


 K �
K

H 2
0

; (5)

whereH 0 isthecurrentHubblerate and �0 thecurrentdensity ofm atter.Sinceweare interested in cosm ology in them atter

dom inated universe,we can relate 
 M to � by (we take a0 � 1)


 M =
�
2
�0

H 2
0

=
�a

3

H 2
0

: (6)

The Friedm ann equation,(1),can then be written as

H
2
= H

2

0

�

(

r

 M

a3
+ 
 R +

p

 R )

2
+

 K

a2
): (7)

1 It was later realized that in the D G P scenario gravity is m odi�ed also on sm allscales and m ay be detected in anom alous precession

oforbiting bodies in the SolarSystem (Lue & Starkm an 2002;D vali,G ruzinov & Zaldarriaga 2002)
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Note thatthe norm alization condition di�ersfrom the usualone,

1 =

�p

 M + 
 R +

p

 R

�2

+ 
 K : (8)

From now on we assum e thatwe live in a 
atuniverse,K = 0,so thatFriedm ann equation can be written as:

H
2
= H

2

0

�

 M

a3
+ 2
 R (1+

r

1+

 M


 R a3
)

�

: (9)

The norm alization condition sim pli�esto


 M + 2
p

 R = 1; (10)

from where itisclearthatin orderto have 
 M > 0,
 R m ustbe restricted to the range

0 6 
 R <
1

4
: (11)

In (D e�ayetetal.2002a)thism odelwastested with SNIaand theCM B data.Itwasfound thatthem odelisin agreem ent

with data
2
and the preferred param etervaluesfora 
atuniverse are


 M = 0:18
+ 0:07

� 0:06; 
 R = 0:17
+ 0:03

� 0:02: (12)

2.2 C ardassian m odels

In the Cardassian
3
m odels(Freese & Lewis2002;G ondolo & Freese 2002)the Friedm ann equation hasthe generalform

H
2
= g(�M ); (13)

where the �M is the energy density ofordinary m atter and radiation.The universe is assum ed to be 
at and that there is

no new type ofm atternora non-zero cosm ologicalconstant.The function g isassum ed to approach the standard form ,�
2
�

atearly tim es,including nucleosynthesis,and atlate tim es,z < O (1),to give accelerated expansion in accordance with the

supernova observations (19).Since the behavior ofthe function is di�erent at di�erent values of� M ,there is an associated

scale,�C ,orred-shift,zeq,in thefunction g thatdeterm ineswhen theevolution isstandard and when thenon-standard term s

begin to dom inate.The exactform ofthe m odelcan hence vary,aslong asitsatis�esthe aforem entioned constraints.Som e

alternative form softhe Friedm an equation are presented in (Freese 2002).

Asan exam ple,considerthe following (originalCardassian) form ofg(�)(Freese & Lewis 2002) (we om itthe subscript

M from now on):

H
2
= �

2
�+ B �

n
; n <

2

3
: (14)

Atearly tim es the universe is dom inated by the �
2
�-term (provided that B is sm allenough at the tim e ofinterest)and at

latetim esthe�n-term becom essigni�cant,providing acceleration com pared to thestandard case.Theterm oftheform �
n in

the Friedm ann equation,and hence the Cardassian m odel(s),ism otivated by considering ouruniverse asa brane em bedded

in extra dim ensions(Chung & Freese 2000)(thisidea was,however,critically reviewed in (Cline & Vinet2002)).In term sof

the scale �C ,Eq.(14)can be written as

H
2
= �

2
�[1+ (

�

�C
)
n� 1

]; (15)

henceB = �
2
�
1� n

C
.In a m atterdom inated universethisisconveniently param etrized by thered-shiftatwhich thetwo term s

are equal,zeq,

H
2
= �

2
�[1+ (1+ zeq)

3(1� n)
(
�

�0
)
n� 1

]; (16)

where �0 isthe currentenergy density ofm atter.

Therequirem entthatn <
2

3
isactually m oreuniversalasonecan seefrom considering theacceleration ofthescalefactor

from the generalCardassian form ,Eq.(13):

�a

a
= g(�)�

3

2
�g

0
(�); (17)

whereithasbeen assum ed thattheenergy density ofordinary m atterisconserved and hasno pressurei.e. _�+ 3H �= 0.Ifwe

wish to have late tim e acceleration,�a=a m ustbe greaterthan zero atlate tim es(when the assum ption thatP = 0 becom es

m ore and m ore exact)and hence atlate tim esthe inequality

2 Thisresultwas,however,disputed by A velino & M artins(2002) who argued that this scenario isalready strongly disfavored.
3 H um anoid-like race from Star Trek,see e.g.www.startrek.com
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g(�)late < B �
2

3 (18)

m usthold.Therefore,in orderto have late tim e acceleration,the Cardassian function,g(�),m ustgrow m ore slowly than �
2

3

atlate tim es.

Recently,anotherCardassian m odelhasbeen studied in m oredetailwith respectto thefutureSNIa observations(W ang

etal.2003).In the M odi�ed Polytropic Cardassian (M PC)m odel,the Friedm an equation is

H
2
= �

2
�[1+

�
�

�C

�q(n� 1)

]
1=q

; (19)

where�C isagain theenergy density ofm atteratwhich thenon-standard term sbegin to dom inateand q> 0 isa param eter4.

The originalCardassian m odelis a specialcase ofthe M PC m odelwith q= 1 and hence we shallconcentrate on this m ore

generalm odelin thispaper.The Friedm ann equation in the M PC-scenario in a m atterdom inated universe can equally well

be written in term softhe red-shiftatwhich the Cardassian term sstartto dom inate:

H
2
= �

2
�

�

1+ (1+ zeq)
3 (1� n)q

(
�

�0
)
(n� 1)q

� 1

q

= H
2

0


 M

a3

�

1+ (1+ zeq)
3(1� n)q

a
3(1� n)q

� 1

q

; (20)

where �0 isthe energy density ofm attertoday.

In a 
atuniverse,which we assum e to the be case throughoutthispaper,the observed m atter density ofthe universe,


 obs
M ,can be related to zeq by (W ang etal.2003)by

1+ zeq = [(

obs
M )

� q
� 1]

1=(3q(1� n))
: (21)

The M PC-m odelis constrained by the supernova observations as wellas the CM B (W ang et al.2003).The experim entally

allowed (n;q)param eterspace islarge and there isa degeneracy along the q axisatforq >� 10 (when 

obs
M = 0:3)(W ang et

al.2003).

The originalCardassian m odelhas also been constrained in other works:in (Zhu & Fujim oto 2002) the angular size

ofcom pact radio sources at di�erent red-shifts was considered and in (Sen & Sen 2002) by the SNIa,as wellas in (Zhu &

Fujim oto 2003),and CM B data.

3 G R AV ITA T IO N A L G R O W T H

Beforestudying thegravitationalgrowth ofstructuresin thetwo aforem entioned scenarios,we�rstbrie
y introducetheusual

form alism .

Raychaudhuri’sequation fora shearfree 
uid with four-velocity u�,is

_�+
1

3
�

2
= R �� u

�
u
�

(22)

where

� � r �u
�
: (23)

Choosing the coordinate system such thatthe four-velocity ofthe 
uid,u
�
,is

u
�
= (1;_ax + v); (24)

where v isthe peculiarvelocity.Hence,

� = 3
_a

a
+
�

a
; (25)

wherewehavede�ned �� r � v.Assum ingthatthegeom etry oftheuniverseisofthestandard FRW -form ,theRaychaudhuri’s

equation sim pli�esto

_�+
1

3
�

2
= 3( _H + H

2
): (26)

Note,thatin orderto study thegrowth ofperturbations,on theLHS ofEq.(26),weareusing thebackground quantitiesand

on the RHS the local,perturbed quantities.Hence,using (25),we get

_�

a
+
�

a
H +

1

3

�
2

a2
= 3( _H + H

2
)� 3(

_
H + H

2

): (27)

4 Incidentally,the Q -continuum isanother race from Star Trek,existing in extra dim ensions(www.startrek.com )
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Up to this point,we have not assum ed anything but that we live in a FRW universe �lled with a perfect 
uid and hence

Eq.(27)appliesboth to theD G P-and Cardassian-scenarios.In particular,we havenotassum ed any connection between the

geom etry and theenergy contentbutsim ply rewritten theRaychaudhuri’sequation in term softhescalefactor.Thisisuseful

since now we can study the evolution ofthe density perturbations arm ed with the Friedm ann equation and the continuity

equation,without having to concern us with the Einstein’s equations.O bviously,these considerations m ake only sense on

large scaleswhere the e�ectsofthe non-standard cosm ology can be seen.

In orderto have a deeperunderstanding ofthe di�erentscenarios,we recallthegrowth ofperturbationsin the standard

scenario with a non-zero cosm ologicalconstant.

3.1 Standard scenario w ith � 6= 0

In the standard scenario,we know the Einstein’s equations so it is instructive to see how one arrives to the sam e result by

using them and Eq.(27)directly.

From the Einstein’sequations

R �� �
1

2
g��R = � �

2
T�� + �g�� (28)

and the energy-m om entum tensorofan ideal
uid

T�� = P g�� + (P + �)u�u�; (29)

itcan be veri�ed thatin the FRW -m etric

R �� u
�
u
�
= �

3

2
�
2
(�+ 3P )+ �: (30)

O n the otherhand,by using the Friedm ann equation

H
2
= �

2
�+

�

3
(31)

and the continuity equation

_�+ 3H (�+ P )= 0; (32)

we see that

3(_H + H
2
)= �

3

2
�
2
(�+ 3P )+ � (33)

i.e.we arrive to the sam e equation using only the Friedm ann and the continuity equations.The Raychaudhuri’sequation in

the standard case hence takesthe form

_�

a
+
�

a
H +

1

3

�
2

a2
= �

3

2
�
2
(�� �+ 3(P � P )): (34)

In a m atter dom inated universe,the continuity equation for a non-relativistic (� � p) 
uid can be written as (Peebles

1993)

d�

d�
+ (1+ �)�= 0; (35)

where

�(�;x)=
�(�;x)

��(�)
� 1 (36)

isthelocaldensity contrastand wehaveswitched to conform altim edt= ad�.Using (35),(36)and (34)wesee thatin term s

ofthe conform altim e we get:

d
2
�

d�2
+ H

d�

d�
�
4

3

1

1+ �
(
d�

d�
)
2
=

3

2
�
2
(1+ �)��a

2
; (37)

where H � d(ln a)=d�.Rescaling the tim e variable once m ore,�= ln(a),we arrive at

d
2
�

d�2
+ (2+

_
H

H
2
)
d�

d�
�
4

3

1

1+ �
(
d�

d�
)
2
=

3

2
�
2
(1+ �)�

�

H
2
: (38)

Using the notations(3),and recalling thatin the m atterdom inated regim e itfollows from the continuity equation,Eq.

(32),that�� a
� 3
,the Friedm ann equation can be written as

H
2
= H

2

0[

 M

a3
+ 
 � ]: (39)
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Using thisin Eq.(38)givesusthe wellknown result

d
2
�

d�2
+

h

2�
3

2


 M


 M + a3
 �

i
d�

d�
�
4

3

1

1+ �

�
d�

d�

�2
=

3

2
(1+ �)�


 M


 M + a3
 �

: (40)

In orderto determ ine how a sm allperturbation growswith tim e atdi�erentordersin perturbation theory,we expand �

as:

�=

1X

i= 1

�i =

1X

i= 1

D i(�)

i!
�
i
0; (41)

where �0 isthe sm allperturbation (and the expansion param eter).Using the expansion,we getthe linearequation

D
00

1 + (2�
3

2


 M


 M + a3
 �

)D
0

1 �
3

2


 M


 M + a3
 �

D 1 = 0; (42)

which in an Einstein-deSitter(EdS)universe (
 M = 1; 
 � = 0)hasthe wellknown solution

D 1(�)= c1e
�
+ c2e

� 3�=2
: (43)

The solution to the linear equation in the generalcase with non-zero �,can be expressed in term s ofthe hyper-geom etric

function as

D 1 = c1

q

1+

 �


 M
a3

a3=2
+ c2 F12

h

1;
1

3
;
11

6
;�


 �


 M

a
3

i

a: (44)

The second orderequation is

D
00

2 + (2�
3

2


 M


 M + a3
 �

)D
0

2 �
3

2


 M


 M + a3
 �

D 2 �
8

3
(D

0

1)
2
� 3D

2

1


 M


 M + a3
 �

= 0; (45)

where itisunderstood thatthe linearsolution issubstituted.Sim ilarly one can recursively go on to arbitrary order.

Thesecond orderequation determ ineshow G aussian initialconditionsdevelop non-G aussian featuresand can berelated

to theskewnessofthedensity �eld atlargescale.Theq-orderm om entsofthe
uctuating �eld arerelated to theperturbations

by (Bernardeau etal.2002)

m q � h�
q
i; (46)

which in term can berelated totheconnected m om ents,orcum ulants,��q.Thenorm alized skewnessisgiven by(Bernardeau etal.2002)

S3 =
��3
��2
2

=
m 3

m 2
2

; (47)

which can be written in term softhe �rstand second orderperturbations.Forexam ple atleading order:

m 3 = h�
3
i’ h�

3

1i+ 3h�2 �
2

1i+ ::: (48)

ForG aussian perturbationsh�31i= 0,so thatwe get:

S3 = 3
D 2

D 2

1

: (49)

In an Einstein-deSitteruniverse thiscoe�cientcan be calculated exactly and itisS
E dS
3 = 34=7 � 4:86.

To illustrate the e�ect ofthe cosm ologicalconstant,we have solved the linear and second order equations num erically.

The linearevolution and the evolution ofS3 are shown in Figs1 and 2.

W eseethatthee�ecton thelineargrowth factorissigni�cantasperturbationsgrow lesswhen thecosm ologicalconstant

islargecom pared to theenergy density ofm atter.Thee�ectofthecosm ologicalconstanton lineargrowth iswellrepresented

by theother�gurewherefutureevolution isshown.W ith a non-zero 
 � ,�l freezesand structuresstop growing in thefuture.

The e�ecton S 3 isvery sm all,asexpected,so thateven when 
 M = 0:3,�S 3 < 1% .Such a sm allchange isclearly out

ofreach ofpresentday observationsasisdiscussed in m ore detailin Section 6.

3.2 G ravitationalgrow th w ith a generalFriedm ann equation

In a generalcase with the Raychaudhuri’sequation given by Eq.(27),the equation governing large scale structure growth in

the m atterdom inated universe can be derived following sim ilarstepslike in the standard case.The resultis

d
2
�

d�2
+ (2+

_
H

H
2
)
d�

d�
�
4

3

1

1+ �
(
d�

d�
)
2
= � 3

1+ �

H
2

�

( _H + H
2
)� (

_
H + H

2

)

�

; (50)
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Figure 2.N on-lineargrowth fordi�erent values of
 M

where again � = ln(a).O bviously one cannot progress further unless the continuity equation is known so that _H can be

calculated.W ith thecontinuity equation onecan then express�in term sof��and � using Eq.(36).Theresulting equation can

be expressed in term sofcosm ologicalquantities,
 M ; 
 � ;...,by writing the Friedm ann equation in term sof
sand noting

thatfrom Eq.(6)we get

��=
H

2

0

�2a3

 M : (51)

W ethen havean equation determ ining thegrowth ofdensity 
uctuations,�,in term sof
s.W ecan expand the _H + H
2
-term

in term sof� and then the whole RHS ofEq.(50)as

3
1+ �

H
2

�

(_H + H
2
)� (

_
H + H

2

)

�

� 3(1+ �)
X

n= 1

cn�
n
: (52)

Note thatthere isno constantterm in the expansion.

Expanding the perturbation according to Eq.(41)the linearequation isthen

D
00

1 + (2+

_
H

H
2
)D

0

1 + 3c1D 1 = 0; (53)

the second orderequation
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D
00

2 + (2+

_
H

H
2
)D

0

2 �
8

3
(D

0

1)
2
+ 3c1D 2 + 6(c1 + c2)D

2

1 = 0 (54)

and furtherordersare easily found.Forexam ple,in the standard case we see that

c1 = �
1

2

�
2
�M

H
2

= �
1

2


 M


 M + a3
 �

(55)

ci = 0; i= 2;3;:::: (56)

Using these,the linearand second orderequations,Eqs(42)and (45)are easily reproduced.

Notethattheseexpressionsm akeonly senseon largescaleswherethenon-standard evolution oftheuniversecan beseen.

O n sm allscalesthe evolution obviously m ustbe according to the standard Einstein’sequations.

4 D G P

As we have seen,the two equations that determ ine how density perturbations grow are the Friedm ann equation and the

continuity equation.In the D G P-scenario these are:

0 = _�+ 3H (�+ p) (57)

H
2

= H
2

0

�

 M

a3
+ 
 R (2+

r

1+

 M


 R a3
)

�

: (58)

In the D G P-case we cannot use Eq.(30) since the Einstein’s equations on the brane are m odi�ed from the standard

four-dim ensionalequationsasisapparentfrom the non-standard Friedm ann equation.Anotherway ofseeing thesam e thing

isto considerin the D G P scenario the quantity appearing on the RHS ofthe Raychaudhuri’sequation,Eq.(26),

_H + H
2
= �

3

2
�
2
(1+

1

R
p
�2�+ 1

R 2

)(�+ p)+ �
2
�+

2

R

r

�2�+
1

R 2
+

2

R 2
: (59)

Thisisdi�erentfrom the resultthatone getsin the standard case,� 3

2
�
2
(�+ 3p),with the standard Einstein’sequations.In

theD G P-scenario theRaychaudhuri’sequation henceneedsto becalculated directly using thegeneralapproach described in

the previoussubsection.

In the m atterdom inated D PG -scenario:

1

H 2
(_H + H

2
)=


 M

�
p

 R �

q

 M

a3
+ 
 R

�

+ 4a
3

 R

�
p

 R +

q

 M

a3
+ 
 R

�

2a3
q


 M

a3
+ 
 R

�
p

 R +

q

 M

a3
+ 
 R

� 2
: (60)

The coe�cientsc i are easily calculated and the �rsttwo are,again expressed in cosm ologicalquantities:

c1 = �

2
�

 M + 
 R a

3
� �


 M + 4
 R a
3
�
+
p

 R

q


 R +

 M

a3
a
3
�
5
 M + 8
 R a

3
�

4(
 M + 
 R a3)
2

c2 =


 2

M

p

 R

q


 R +

 M

a3

�
8
 R a

3
� 
M

�

16

�
p

 R +

q


 R +

 M

a3

� 2

(
 M + 
 R a3)
3

:

Finally,we need to calculate the term appearing in frontofthe �
0
-term in the perturbation equation (50):

2+
_H

H 2
=

1

2
+

3
p

 R

2

q


 R +

 M

a3

: (61)

Clearly,in the lim it
 R = 0,allthese expressionsreduce to the corresponding expressionsin the Einstein-deSittercase.

W e can now study the growth ofperturbationsnum erically.The initialconditionsare chosen such thatata = 10
� 3
,the

standard exponentialsolution,D 1 � exp(�),is reached.In calculating the second order perturbation,initialconditions are

chosen such thatthestandard solution,constantS3 =
34

7
� 4:86 isvalid from thebeginning.In Fig.3 thelineargrowth factor

(and the lineargrowth factornorm alized with the scale factor)for di�erentvaluesof
 R ,with 
 M then determ ined by Eq.

(10),are shown asa function ofthe scale factor.The non-lineargrowth isshown in Fig.4.

The generalform ofthe lineargrowth factorissim ilarto thecosm ologicalconstantcase buthere the e�ectiseven m ore
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Figure 4.N on-lineargrowth fordi�erentvalues of
 R

pronounced.Forthe preferred value 
 R = 0:17 (D valietal.2000),the growth oflinear
uctuationsup to now issuppressed

by a factorof0:54 com pared to the EdS-case.In the �-universe with 
 � = 0:7,the suppression is0:78.Hence,there willbe

signi�cantly less structure growth on large scales in the D G P-scenario than in a �-cosm ology.Furtherm ore,the suppression

beginsearlierin the D G P-scenario asisvisible from Fig.4.

The second order perturbation,or S3,also grows di�erently from the �-cosm ology.The value ofS 3 starts to grow at

earlier tim es and varies m ore than in the standard �-universe.However,the variation is stillobservationally insigni�cant

being atbestlessthan one percent.

5 C A R D A SSIA N M O D ELS

In thissection willconsider the growth ofgravitationalinstabilities in the M odi�ed Polytropic Cardassian m odeldescribed

by Eq.(19).The relevantequationsin a m atterdom inated universe are

0 = _�+ 3H � (62)

H
2

= �
2
�

�

1+ (1+ zeq)
3(1� n)q

(
�

�0
)
(n� 1)q

� 1

q

(63)

From these allthe relevantquantitiescan be calculated straightforwardly.

The _H + H
2
-term is
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Figure 5.Linear growth fordi�erentvalues ofn,q = 1

1

H 2
(_H + H

2
)= �

1

2

1+ (1+ zeq)
3(1� n)q

(3n � 2)(
�

�0
)
(n� 1)q

1+ (1+ zeq)3(1� n)q(
�

�0
)(n� 1)q

(64)

and the �rsttwo ci coe�cients

c1 = �
1

2

1+ (4n � 2+ 3(n � 1)
2
q)X + n(3n � 2)X

2

�

1+ X

�2
(65)

c2 =
X

4
(1+ X )

� 3
(n � 1)

h�

(1� n)q� 1

��

1+ 3(n � 1)q

�

(66)

+

�

2� 4n � (n � 1)(9n � 5)q+ 3(n � 1)
2
q
2

�

X + n(2� 3n)X
2

i

; (67)

where we have de�ned X � ((1+ zeq)a)
3(1� n)q

in orderto shorten the otherwise lengthy expressions.

In the originalCardassian case with q= 1,these expressionssim plify to

c1 =
�

1

2
+ n(1� 3

2
n)(1+ zeq)

3(1� n)
a
3(1� n)

1+ (1+ zeq)3(1� n)a3(1� n)
(68)

c2 =

1

2
n(n � 1)(1� 3

2
n)(1+ zeq)

3(1� n)
a
3(1� n)

1+ (1+ zeq)3(1� n)a3(1� n)
: (69)

Again,asa check itiseasy to see thatwith n = 0,we recoverthe standard coe�cients(55).

Finally,in orderto study the growth ofperturbations,we need the coe�cientofthe �
0
term :

2+

_
H

H 2
= 2�

3

2

1+ n(1+ zeq)
3q(1� n)

a
3q(1� n)

1+ (1+ zeq)3q(1� n)a3q(1� n)
: (70)

W e can now calculate the growth ofperturbationsin the originalCardassian scenario.Initialconditionsare chosen like

in the D G P scenario.

The solution to the linear equation in the originalCardassian m odelcan be expressed in term s ofthe hypergeom etric

function.The growing partofthe solution isfound to be

D 1(x)= e
x
F12

h

1;
2+ 3n

6(1� n)
;
11� 6n

6(1� n)
;� e

3(1� n)x

i

; n <
2

3
: (71)

Forthe generalcase,no such solution isfound.

W e have plotted the linear and non-linear growth factors for n = 0;0:1;:::;0:6 and q = 1;2;5;10 as a function ofa in

Figs5-10.The lineargrowth factorispresented both on a logarithm ic scale and scaled by the scale factor.In plotting these

�gures,we have assum ed that

obs
M = 0:3,which then setsthe value ofzeq according to Eq.(21).

From the�guresitisclearhow theCardassian scenarioisfundam entally di�erentfrom theD G P-m odeland a�-cosm ology.

Looking atthebehaviorof�l with n > 0 (sincen = 0 correspondstoa cosm ologicalconstant)thelineargrowth factoractually

begins to decrease in the future i.e.areas ofhigher density begin to rarify.This is true regardless ofthe value ofq.Near
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Figure 10.N on-lineargrowth fordi�erentvalues ofn,q = 5; 10.

the turning pointthere is som e interesting behavioras is visible from the plots of�l=a.W ith larger values ofq we see that

before the growth factor startsto decrease,structuresgrow m ore rapidly com pared to the standard case.Thiswasnotseen

in neitheroftheotherm odelsstudied in thispaper.Thevalueof�l=a atpresentisdependenton thevalueoftheparam eters

butcan again be assm allas0:5.

In Fig.5 q = 1 and we are hence looking atthe originalCardassian m odel.This isofinterestsince in thiscase we can

understand som e ofthefeaturesby analyticalconsiderations.Forexam ple,weseethatthevalueofn thatcorrespondsto the

slowestgrowth isn � 0:4.Ifone considersthe equation determ ining lineargrowth in m ore detail,itcan be seen thatin the

lim ita ! 1 ,the slowestgrowth actually correspondsto n = 4

9
with D 1(a)� a

�
2

3 asisshown in the Appendix.

Looking at the �gures depicting the change in S3,Figs 9 and 10,we see thatin the Cardassian m odelthe evolution of

thevalueofS3 isstrongly dependenton thevalueofq.Theshapeand them agnitudeofvariation changeswith q so thatwith

largerq one seeslargervariations.

In theoriginalCardassian scenario thevaluesofS3 grow com pared to theEdS scenario.Theoverallshapeofthecurvesis

sim ilarto thatofthestandard � 6= 0 universedescribed in Sec.3.1.However,herethescaleofthechangein S 3 ism uch larger

than in the standard � 6= 0 universe.The growth ofnon-linearitiesseem sto befastestforn � 0:3.Analyticalconsiderations,

see Appendix,show thatin the large a lim it,the value ofn corresponding to fastest growth at large a isagain n = 4

9
.The

m agnitude ofchange in S3 is approxim ately two percentwith n = 0:3,which,although larger than in the D G P-scenario or

�-cosm ology,isoutofreach ofpresentday experim ents.

However,asq isincreased,also the variation ofS3 grows.Forexam ple,with q = 10,we see thatS3 can vary m ore than
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Figure 11.Value of�8 in non-standard cosm ologies,with 
 M = 0:22,relative to the value for the 
 � = 0:78,
 M = 0:22 standard

cosm ology with �8 = 1.

10 percentfrom itsEdS value.Also with q >� 2,the valuesofS3 undergo a change from valuessm aller than S
E dS
3 to values

largerthan S
E dS
3 .

6 O B SERVA T IO N A L C O N ST R A IN T S

Asm entioned in the introduction,the above non-standard m odelshave been tested m ostly againstobservationsofSNIa and

CM B.Theanalysispresented in thispaperallowsfora furthercom parison with constrainscom ing from linearand non-linear

aspectsofstructureform ation,i.e.:�8 norm alization,clusternum berdensity and skewnessofthedensity �eld.Theshapeofthe

initialspectrum of
uctuationsP (k)asa function ofwavenum berk,could also depend strongly on cosm ologicalparam eters

(see eg Efstathiou,Sutherland & M addox 1990).But this requieres additionalingredients to our m odels:ie knowledge of

the prim ordialspectrum and the m atter content.Here we concentrate only in aspects that relate to the m atter dom inated

evolution,assum ing som egiven initialshapeP (k).W ebrie
y sketch how thiscom parison can bedoneand leavea m oredirect

param eterestim ation forfuture work.

6.1 A m plitude norm alization:�8

The am plitude ofdensity 
uctuations is com m only characterized by the linear value ofthe rm s 
uctuations on a sphere of

8M pc=h.O bservationally itsvalueseem sto beoforderunity atz = 0.Form theanalysisin theprevioussectionsitisstraight

forward to predicthow di�erent�8 should befora given cosm ologicalm odel.O neway to do thisisto �x thenorm alization of

allm odelsto be equalathigh red-shiftsand see how di�erentthey are atz = 0:5.
5
Figure 11 illustratesthispoint.W e show

the value of�8 norm alized to the � m odelasa function ofred-shiftforD G P and M PC (n = 0:6 and q = 1)cosm ologies,all

with sam e value of
 m = 0:22.

Values of�8 for other param eters can readily be obtained by com paring Figure 1 with Figure 3 and Figures 5-8.Note

how forM PC with q> 1 we can also get�8 > 1.

Current observationalconstraints of�8 usually com e with severaldi�erent assum ptions.In m ost cases a shape for the

5 In principle,this is sim ilar to a CM B norm alization,but note that in generala CM B norm alization also requires som e additional

inform ation on the shape ofthe spectrum ,which m ight vary from m odelto m odel.Thus,here we choose to illustrate how �8 changes

due to the lineargrowth from a given �xed shape ofthe spectra.
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Figure 12.Bottom :Com oving volum e elem entasa function ofred-shiftnorm alized to the EdS m odel.The shortand long dashed line

shows D G P and M PC predictions for 
 M = 0:22 (
 R = 0:15) and h = 0:71.The continuous line corresponds to the � cosm ology with


 M = 0:22 (
 � = 0:78) and h = 0:71.Top:N um ber density ofpredicted clusters per square degree with m ass M > 2 � 1014M solar for

the sam e m odels.A llm odelsare norm alized to �8 = 1 atz = 0.

linearspectrum isassum ed to getan estim ation,forexam plefrom clusterabundancesornorm alization ofCM B 
uctuations.

If the prim ordialspectrum of 
uctuations is not scale invariance or a sim ple power-law,such extrapolations could yield

m isleading valuesof�8 (e.g.see (Barriga etal.2001)and referencestherein).Large scale structurein localgalaxy catalogues

also yield values �8 ’ 1,but one needs to quantify the bias b,or how wellthe selected galaxies trace the underlying m ass

distribution (see e.g.G azta~naga 1995).RecentCM B resultsfrom the W M AP (Spergeletal.2003)m ission �tto the (power-

law) �CD M cosm ology �nd:� 8 = 0:9 � 0:1 (�8 = 0:84 � 0:04 with a running index,(Spergeletal.2003)).This value has

been extrapolated from z ’ 10
3
to z = 0 by using the linear growth factor D 1(z) in Eq.(44).Signi�cantly sm aller values

(�8 ’ 0:6� 0:7)havebeen found atlow red-shiftsby weak lensing (seee.g.(Jarvisetal.2002))and velocity �elds(e.g.W illick

& Strauss 1998).This apparent discrepancy,ifreal,could be easily accounted for by using the D G P or M PC cosm ological

m odels.

6.2 T he num ber counts ofgalaxies

Press& Schechterform alism (Press& Schechter1974)and itsextensions(seee.g.Bond etal.1991;Lacey & Cole1993)predict

the evolution ofthe m ass function ofcollapse objects.These predictions are based on assum ing G aussian initialconditions

and the sphericalcollapse m odel(which is closely related to the shear-free approxim ation used in Eq.(22)).D espite the

apparent lim itations ofthese assum ptions,com parison with realistic sim ulations show good agreem ent (see a recent review

by Cooray & Sheth (2002)).In the standard Press-Schechter form alism ,the com oving num ber density ofcollapsed objects

(halosorclusters)ofm assM is

n(M )dM = �

r
2

�

�
�c

�

�
dln�

dlnM
exp

�

�
�
2
c

2�2

�
��dM

M 2
(72)

where � = �(R ;z)isthe linear rm s
uctuation atthe scale R corresponding to the m ass M = 4=3�R 3��,and �� isthe m ean

background.Thevalueof�c correspondsto thevalueofthelinearover-density atthetim eofcollapse,i.e.when thenon-linear

over-density becom esvery large �! 1 .Thisvaluecan befound by solving Eq.(37).Forthestandard Einstein-deSittercase

wehave�c ’ 1:686.W e�nd littledi�erencein �c forthenon-standard cosm ologies,so forsim plicity wewillusetheEdS value

in allcases.
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To translate the above predictions into observable quantities,such as the num berdensity ofclusters perunitred-shift,

above a certain m ass,we need to integrate overthe com oving volum e elem entdV=dz,which isalso a strong function ofthe

cosm ology.Bottom panelofFigure 12 shows the com oving volum e elem ent (norm alized to EdS case) in the D G P (dashed

line),M PC (long dashed line)and � cosm ology (continuousline).As can be seen in the �gure,the � cosm ology has about

4 tim es m ore com oving volum e by z ’ 1:5 than the EdS case,while D G P and M PC are only 3 and 2 tim es larger.D espite

the sm aller volum es,D G P and M PC predicts 2 and 4 tim es m ore clusters at z ’ 1:5 than the � cosm ology because ofthe

strongerfreeze in the lineargrowth factor,which can be seem by com paring Figure 1 to Figure 3.

Note thatthere are four im portant factors in the PS predictions:i) 
 M ,which relates a given cluster m ass M to R in

�(R )value,ii)theshapeofthepowerspectrum ,which determ inesthe�(R )curve,iii)thevolum eelem ent,and iv)thegrowth

factorD 1(z)which givesthe red-shiftvariation of�.In ouranalysiswe �xed i)and ii)to the � cosm ology with 
 M ’ 0:22.

Thus alldi�erences in Figure 12 are due to di�erences in volum e and growth factors,which m ark the distinction between

standard and non-standard cosm ologies.

6.3 T he skew ness S3

W ehavealready shown thepredictionsforthenorm alized skewness,S3 in Eq.(47),in Figures2,4,9 and 10 (seealso Eq.(A8)

in the appendix).These are the unsm oothed values ofthe skewness at a single point.In practice,to relate to observations,

one needs to take into account sm oothing e�ects.For a top-hat window ofa given radius R ,sm oothing results in a sim ple

linearcorrection thatisgiven by the slope 
 ofthe variance sm oothed ata radiusR (Juskiewicz,Bouchet& Colom bi1993).

In thestandard cosm ology:S3 = 34=7+ 
 (eg see (Bernardeau etal.2002)and referencestherein).Thesm oothing correction

should be the sam e for non-standard cosm ologies,as long as we work within the sphericalcollapse m odel(ie the shear-free

approxim ation in Eq.(22)),which gives the exact leading order contribution to S3 for a top hat window (see e.g.Fosalba

& G azta~naga 1998;Bernardeau etal.2002).Thus,the di�erence between the standard predictionsand the predictionsfrom

non-standard cosm ologies should notbe a�ected by these sm oothing e�ects.Besidessm oothing e�ects,S 3 isalso a�ected by

system atic uncertaintiesofbiasing (see x7.1 in Bernardeau etal.2002).

Current estim ations for S3 (see x8 in (Bernardeau etal.2002)) agree with the standard predictions but with large un-

certainties,oforder 20% � 30% .Thus current observations on S3 can not be used to separate the di�erent m odels.Next

generation catalogues,such as the Sloan D igitalSky Survey,are expected to reduce the sam pling variance uncertainties to

5% (see e.g.Szapudi,Colom bi& Bernardeau 1999;Verde et al.2000).Thus,after rem oving biasing uncertainties,future

m easurem entson S3 could be used to constraintsom e ofthe M PC param eters(e.g.see Figs.9 and 10).

7 C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have studied the growth oflarge scale structure in non-standard cosm ologicalscenarios that can undergo

acceleration withouthaving an explicit cosm ologicalconstant.In order to do this,we have extended the standard spherical

collapseform alism toaccountforthenon-standard equations.Allthatisneeded istheFriedm ann equation and theassum ption

thattheenergy density ofm atterisconserved.Theapplicability ofourapproach islim ited tovery largescales,whereEinstein’s

equationscan bem odi�ed.O fthetwo studied scenarios,theD G P-m odelism oreattractivesinceitisbased on physicscom ing

from brane cosm ology whereasthe M PC-m odelisa m ore phenom enologicalapproach.In a 
atuniverse the D G P-m odelhas

only a single free param eter,
 M ,but this m odelis stillfound to be in accordance with the current observations on large

scale structure.The M PC m odelhastwo additionalparam eters so thatitis less surprising thatobservations on large scale

structure do notrule outsuch a m odel.

In the D G P-and M PC-m odelsitwasfound thatlineargrowth isinhibited dueto the accelerated expansion,like in the

standard �-cosm ology.D epending on the valuesoftheparam eters,the suppression atpresentcom pared to the EdS-case can

beasm uch as50% .Thenon-lineargrowth wasstudied by considering thevalueoftheskewness.ForD G P,thedeviation from

theEdS-valueislargerthan in the �-case butstillonly ofthe orderofone percent.In the M PC-scenario,however,the story

isquite di�erentand the value ofskewnesscan vary up to 10 percent.

In order to evaluate the signi�cance ofthe non-standard evolution oflarge scale perturbations,one obviously needs to

relate the predictions ofthe linear and non-linear growth rate to observations.As was discussed in Section 6,the linear

norm alization oflarge scale density �elds can vary greatly.The value of�8 can be m uch sm aller in the M PC- and D G P-

scenarios when com pared to the standard �-cosm ology with the sam e norm alization at high redshift.Intriguingly,there is

already som eobservationalindication ofa sm allvalueof�8 atlow red-shiftsbutm oreobservationaldata isneeded in orderto

determ ine whetherthise�ectisreal.W e also �nd thatin theM PC-scenario,thelineargrowth can actually befasterthan in

theEdS universefora lim ited rangeofred-shift.Thisisan interesting property sincem odelsthathavelatetim eacceleration

typically lead to lesslineargrowth atalltim es.In any case,observationsof�8 atlow red-shifts,com bined with theprecision
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CM B data com ing from theW M AP (and in thefuturePlanck)m ission,willbea powerfulprobeofnon-standard cosm ological

evolution.

Another quantity that is strongly a�ected by the non-standard linear evolution is the num ber counts ofobjects.As it

was shown in Section 6,using the Press-Schechter form alism gives strong predictions for the num ber ofclusters that di�er

signi�cantly from one expects in a �-cosm ology.Again,studying the num bercounts ofclusters at di�erent red-shifts gives

anotherway to constrain non-standard cosm ologicalm odelssuch asthe D G P-and M PC-scenarios.

The higher order statistics can also be m odi�ed by the non-standard e�ects. In this paper we have considered the

norm alized skewness,S3,whose evolution can be straightforwardly extracted in each m odel.The skewness gives another

probeofpossibleatypicalcosm ologicalevolution.Typically,thee�ecton theskewnessofdi�erentcosm ologicalscenarios,e.g.

�-cosm ology and quintessence (Benabed & Bernardeau 2001),is very sm alland totally unobservable.However,as we have

seen here (see also G azta~naga & Lobo 2001),the e�ectcan be m uch larger and can possibly be detected in the nearfuture

experim entssuch asthe Sloan D igitalSky Survey.

The growth oflarge scale structure istightly bound to the overallevolution ofthe universe and hence to the particular

cosm ological m odel. As such,along with the SNIa and CM B data, it is a powerful tool to probe the space of possible

cosm ologies.Currentlarge scale structuredata agreeswellwith thetwo proposalsthatexplain latetim eacceleration without

a cosm ologicalconstant.Thisagreem entisnottrivialin thecase ofD G P,asthereareno additionalfree param eters,oncewe

�tto the SNIa data orthe value of
 M .W e have shown here how upcom ing surveysoflarge scale structure can be used to

furtherconstrain these non-standard m odelsand di�erentiate then from the now standard � m odel.
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A P P EN D IX A : G R O W T H O F LIN EA R A N D SEC O N D O R D ER P ER T U R B A T IO N S IN T H E

C A R D A SSIA N M O D EL

In thisappendix,we considerthe growth oflinearand second order
uctuationsin the originalCardassian m odel,q = 1,by

analyticalm eans.

A 1 Linear grow th

The equation determ ining lineargrowth,Eq.(53),in the Cardassian m odelin a scaled form is

d
2
D 1

dx2
+

�

2�
3

2

1+ ne
3(1� n)x

1+ e3(1� n)x

�
dD 1

dx
+
3

2

2n(1� 3

2
n)e

3(1� n)x
� 1

e3(1� n)x + 1
D 1 = 0; (A1)

where x � ln(a=aC )= �� �C .

Itisnow interesting to look atthe large jxjlim its.Since we are interested in the range ofvalueswhere 0 < n <
2

3
,itis

clearthatat,depending on thesign ofx,the exponentialterm sin Eq.(A1)willeitherdom inate orbe negligible in the large

x lim it.W hen x islarge and negative,i.e.when a=aC � 1,Eq.(A1)takesthe form

d
2
D 1

dx2
+
1

2

dD 1

dx
�
3

2
D 1 = 0; (A2)

i.e.the standard form ,which hasthe usualsolution

D
�

1 (x)= A 1e
x
+ A 2e

�
3

2
x
: (A3)

In the large positive x-lim it,i.e.when a=aC � 1,itisobviousthatthe exponentialterm swilldom inate and so thatEq.

(A1)can be written as

d
2
D 1

dx2
+ (2�

3

2
n)
dD 1

dx
+ 3n(1�

3

2
n)D 1 = 0: (A4)

The solution to thisequation iseasily found and readsas

D
+

1 (x)= B 1e
�

3

2
nx

+ B 2e
(3n� 2)x

; (A5)

where B i are constants.Looking atthe solutions,we see thatwith n = 1,the two solutionsagree asexpected.Ifn <
2

3
,the

lineargrowth ofperturbationswillatsom e pointstop and perturbationsstartto shrink.

Theslowestgrowth rateatlargea=aC iseasily deduced from D
+

1
(x)and occurswhen � 3

2
n = 3n� 2 i.e.when n = 4

9
and

hence D
+

1
(x)� e

�
2

3
x
.

A 2 Second order perturbations

The equation determ ining the growth ofsecond order perturbations in the large x lim it,in the negative large x lim it we

obviously reproduce the standard scenario again,isfrom Eq.(54),

d
2
D 2

dx2
+ (2�

3

2
n)
dD 2

dx
+ 3n(1�

3

2
n)D 2 �

8

3

�
dD 1

dx
)
2
+ 3n(n + 1)(1�

3

2
n)D

2

1 = 0: (A6)

The part that willdom inate the linear solution D 1 depends on n,ifn <
4

9
,D 1 � exp(�3

2
nx),where as if 4

9
< n < 1,

D 1 � exp((3n � 2)x).Letus�rstassum e thatn < 4

9
,in which case by substituting the appropriate solution ofD 1 into Eq.

(A6)and solving the resulting equation,we get

D 2(x)=
1

2
(2+ n)e

� 3nx
+ C 1e

�
3

2
nx

+ C 2e
(3n� 2)x

: (A7)

Hence,since n < 4

9
,we see thatin the large x lim it,D 2 � e

�
3

2
nx
.Therefore,we expectthatin thislim it,

S3 � e
3

2
nx
: (A8)

Ifwe instead look atthevaluesof 4

9
< n < 1,we see thatS3 � e

(2� 3n)x
,and hencethevalueofn thatgivesthelargeste�ect

rate ofchange ofS3 is,again,atn = 4

9
with S3 � e

2

3
x
.


