arXiv:astro-ph/0306620v2 31 Oct 2003

Separate U niverse A pproach and the Evolution ofN onlinear Superhorizon
C osm ological P erturbations

G I. Rigopoulos and E P S. Shellard
D epartm ent of Applied M athem atics and T heoretical P hysics
Centre for M athem atical Sciences
University of Cam bridge
W ilerforce Road, Cambridge, CB3 OW A, UK

In this etterwe review the separate universe approach for coan ological perturbations and point out
that it is essentially the lowest order approxin ation to a gradient expansion. U sing this approach,
one can study the nonlinear evolition of inhom ogeneous spacetin es and nd the conditions under
which the Iong wavelength curvature perturbation can vary wih tin e. W hen there is one degree
of freedom or a well-de ned equation of state the nonlinear long wavelength curvature perturbation
rem ains constant. W ith m ore degrees of freedom it can vary and this variation is detem ined by
the non-adiabatic pressure perturbation, exactly as In linear theory. W e identify com binations of
spatialvectors characterizing the curvature perturbation which are invariant under a change oftin e
hypersurfaces.

I. NTRODUCTION

U ntil quite recently, a standard toolused In In ationary calculations was the conservation of the curvature pertur-
bation on superhorizon scales. Thism ade in ationary predictions insensitive to what was going on betw een horizon
crossing and horizon reentry and thus could lad to very robust predictions. H owever, i was realised ﬂ}'] that in the
presence ofm ore degrees of freedom  can vary on superhorizon scales due to the presence of a non-adiabatic pressure
perturbation. This fact was shown In a very sin ple m anner in E:] using only energy m om entum conservation. T he
rule for a varying or non-varying was derived using linear perturbation theory. The extent to which the rul is
true when nonlinearities are taken into account rem ained largely unanswered, although one would expect ntuitively
that it would stillhold. A s far as we are aw are, there are three references w here nonlinear conservation of a variable
connected to the linear has been m entioned :_E:Z,:_?»,:_M and, In all cases, their results refer to single eld In ationary
m odels.

D ealing w ith nonlinearities in general relativity is in generala very di cul issue. Yet there exists an approxin a—
tion which m akes the problem tractable and which is particularly relevant during In ation. The quasiexponential
expansion stretches m odes to vast superhorizon scales. Hence, a long wavelength approxin ation for the study of
Inhom ogeneous spacetin es am oothed on scales larger than the horizon becom es particularly relevant. T he resulting
picture of the inhom ogeneous universe is quite sin ple. Each point evolves like a separate hom ogeneous universe w ith
slightly di erent values for the Hubble rate, scalefactor, scalar eld etc. One can nd nonlihear variables describing
the inhom ogeneity which do not depend on the choice of tin e hypersurfaces and which are exactly gauge-invariant in
the perturbation theory sense. They are com binations of spatial gradients and are inm ediately connected w ith the
linear gauge invariant variables R and (see, for exam ple, :_[$] and references therein) . In this letter we would like to
derive such variables describing the long wavelength curvature perturbation and nd their evolution equations. T he
latter are essentially the sam e as those of linear perturbation theory. In the process we also elaborate on the separate
universe picture which, so far, has only been used heuristically.

II. THE LONG WAVELENGTH APPROXIM ATION AND THE SEPARATE UNIVERSE PICTURE

W e start by assum ing that we can sm ooth out all relevant quantities on scalesm uch larger than the instantaneous
com oving hubble radius  (@H ) . That is, for any quantity Q we w ill consider the quantity
Z
o R ° Ix0&mM x x"$R): 1)
W is a window fiinction rapidly decreasing or ¥ x%j> R and R is a smoothing scale larger than @H ) '. We
assum e that the E nstein equations act on the Q ’s. O f course this is not exact. Sm oothing the full equations, ie
convolring the equations w ith the w indow fliinction, is not obviously equivalent to the original equations acting on
an oothed elds in the case of nonlinear operators. For exam ple, if Q satis es
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then, In general,
ExD @ &)W (x x°$R)€D Q) @)

if D is a nonlinear operator. Here we assume that D Q) = 0 is an adequate description of the physics at long
wavelengths. Then i is a reasonable approxin ation to say that we can drop those tem s in the equations which
contain m ore than one spatial gradient ij]. T hey are expected to be an all com pared w ith tin e derivatives. T his w i1l
be the m ain approxin ation and w ill kead to a picture where di erent points of the universe evolve independently *
An interesting picture em ergesw hen one also considersthe quantum uctuations ofthe variousphysical eldsduring
an In ationary era. In such an era the com oving horizon decreases rap:d]y and the variousm odes that are exposed as
they exit the horizon can be treated as classical stochastic elds 23 A ssum ing that the equations hold when acting
on the Q ’s and w riting the relevant E instein equations as rst order In tin e one sees that a tin e dependent w Indow
function results in extra temm s in the equations. Indeed the tin e derivative of Q now hastwo tem s,
@Q @Q 3 0 o0 @ . 0.
ot @t+ dXQ(X)@tW (x xFR) )
The integration in (4) is restricted over m odes close to horizon exit so Q (x%) can be taken to be the quantum short
wavlngth eld which has tumed classical. Hence all evolution equations get augm ented by a stochastic term . This
is what has been used in the past to derive an e ective langevin equation for the evolution of the In aton eld. In
this letter we are concemed w ith the evolution of the spacetin e after the inhom ogeneiy has been set up by quntum
uctuations. W e develop a stochastic fram ework that takes Into account gravitational perturbations and is gauge
invariant in the long wavelength lin it in 24]
Now, consider the ADM param etrisation of the m etric i_é, :_8]. O ne Im agines spacetin e to be foliated by spacelike
hypersurfaces w ith a nom al vector

0 1 i

ng= N;n;=0;n =N ;r1=Nl

N i )
Here, N is called the lapse function and N i the chift vector. The latter m easures the deviation of the tim elike lines
which de ne the spatial coordinates from the integral curves of the nom alto the tin e hypersurfaces. The m etric
takes the form

Joo= NZ+ ijNiNj;go‘1= Nij; gy= 137 (6)
w ith the inverse

= N 2;g%= N Ni;g¥= B N NiNT; )

where i5 is the metric on the spatial hypersurfaces. The four functions N and N + param etrize the gauge freedom
of general relativity and are arbirary. The choice of gauge In the conventional language of perturbation theory is
essentially the choice of N and N ! for linearized perturbations. T he way the spatial hypersurfaces are em bedded in
the 4D geom etry is param etrised by the extrinsic curvature tensor

- i @®)

Here a vertical bar denotes a covariant derivative w xrt ;j. From now on we willuse coordinate system s with shift
vector N = 0. Form atter described by the energy m om entum tensor T we have the energy density
E nnT =N ?Tg; ©)

the m om entum density

J; nT; ;= N 'Tgy; (10)

1 pParticular solutions for long w avelength equations as well as an iteration schem e based on a gradient expansion has been considered by
various authors in the past, see eg. t9] A separate universe picture has also been discussed in EO in the context of perturbing solutions
of the hom ogeneous equations w .rt the constants that appear in them . Here, we are interested not in particular solutions but general
properties of the nonlinear evolution of the long wavelength inhom ogeneity codi ed by variables like (52).



and the stress tensor

Sij Tij: (ll)
A bar above a tensor w ill denote its traceless part
1 . iy
Kij= Kij EK ij; K = Ki= leij: (12)

W e can now w rite the E Instein equations for the above variables, dropping all tem s w hich explicitely contain second
order spatial derivatives and setting N = 0. The 00 and 0iE nsteln equations are
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The rstwilltum out to be equivalent to the Friedm ann equation of the FRW coan ology and the second is usually
refered to as them om entum constraint. T he dynam ical equations are

dK 3 oo 12 1
— = N-KyyK 7+ —4N E+ =S ; (15)
dt 2 m?, 3
Py
a 8
= N KK5 —5si ; (16)
dat mo,

where S;; = Sj; $S jj with pressureS = S{ = ¥s;; and R} isthe R iccitensor ofthe spatial hypersurfaces. M atter

w ill obey the continuity equationsT ; = 0 which take the form
de _ 1 i3 1o 2ody . 17
E—NKCE+§S)+NK Siy+ N (NJ)jj_, @7
dJd;

= NKJ; @ J+S)Ny Nsl: @18)

dt i °
In the case of m atter com posed of several scalar elds

m om entum tensor is

A, as is relevant in scalar eld driven in ation, the energy

1
T = Gap @ A@ B g EGAB@ A@ B+V H @9)
so that

1
E’ —Gs 22 +v ; 20
oN2CRB () (20)
Ji=  —Gas 2E % (1)

N
Siy ' i L Gag = 2 VvV (22)

2N 2

where we have dropped second order spatial gradients. So in the case of a collection of scalar elds in the long
wavelength approxin ation N 2Ji)jj " 0and Si5 * 0, up to second order spatial gradients. A ctually, for a general
perfect uid

T = E+puu +pg : (23)

So, In the absence of pure vector perturbations on superH ubbl scales, u; = @;f and the long wavelength approxi-
mation glves S*y/ p 5,53’ 0and J;355 " 0. The set of relevant evolution equations then becom e

dK 3 Lo 12 1
— = N_KyK7+ —5N E+ =S ; (24)
dt 2 m2, 3
i
i T @5)
dt J
dE 1
— = NK E+ =S ; (26)
dt 3
dJ; . . .
- = NKJ; € +S))Ny Nsl; @7)
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w hich, along w ith the constraints

i 2, 16
K ;5K K+ —E=0; @8)
3 mo,
K J ’k  5i=0 @9)
s - jl - 5 i=
B 3 m2,

form the basis of this approach. ,
It willnow be convenient to w rite the spatialm etric as [_6]

= Ty 30)
where is the determ inant of the spatialm etric, taking D et(~3) 1.Now since T r(mlj) = 0, we have
1,5
J 2N 4 G
and
K = 1 —: (32)
2N

The detemm inant (x;t) contains what In linear theory is usually called a scalar perturbation m ode of the m etric.
~i5 (x;t) contains another scalar, the vector and tensorperturbations. From (32) we seethatK (x;t) can be Interpreted
as a Jocally-de ned Hubble param eter since 173 (x;t)  a(x;t) is a Jocally de ned scalefactor. Tt can be explicitly
shown that the system (24-29), a truncated form ofE Instein’s equations, form s a consistent set of equations, by which
we m ean that the evolution preserves the constraints. So an initial inhom ogeneous con guration which respects the
constraint (29), can be evolved w ith the evolution equations and the constraint alwaysw illbe satis ed. Now observe
that the only equation where spatial derivatives appear is the constraint 29) (@nd egqn (7) but this tums out to be
irrelevant) . Hence, after nitial data which respect it have been speci ed, each point can be evolved individually. T he
relevant equations are essentially those of the hom ogeneous FRW cosm ology, valid locally, m odulo the K ij tem s.
T his is exactly what has been tem ed in the past as the “eparate universe approach’ (see, or exam ple, EI_:]) . twas
explicitly stated in E_Z] In the context of general relativistic H am ilton-Jacobitheory. W e see that such an approach is
equivalent to the rst order ofa spatial gradient expansion.

A though we can solve the equations num erically retaining the K ij tem s, we can readily see that they are not
expected to be in portant dynam ically E_Z]. Usihg (32) we can solve (25) to get

K ij =C ij (X) 1:2: (33)

So, in the absence of sources, in an expanding universe (particularly for quasiexponential expansion), the traceless
part of the extrinsic curvature K ij decays rapidly. In m ost cases, therefore, it willbe safe to ignore the K temm s.
O foourse, In the presence of quantum uctuations K is sourced m ostly by the uctuating (see (31)). Ignoring K ,
equations (24-29) becom e

dK 12 A B
— = N Gasp (34)
d 2
t mz,
d A _ A A B C AB @V
= = NK N he N G 7o 35)
24 1
K? = — ZGaz © P4V (36)
mo, 2
12
@K = —Gas ey By 37)
mgy
w here
_A
Sl B (38)

and Q ¢ istheConnection form ed from G5 . Eqns (34-37) are exactly the sam e as those ofa hom ogeneous coan ology
apart from them om entum constraint (37). Hence, the long w avelength universe looks like a collection ofhom ogeneous



universes, each evolving according to the equat'jons Oof FRW coam ology. The only inform ation about inhom ogeneity
is contained in the m om entum constraint (37) Q‘].

In single eld hom ogeneous cosn ology, it is very convenient to param etrize the Hubble rate H in temm s of the
value ofthe scalar eld lkading to what is called the H am ilton Jacobi form ulation. A sin ilar thing can be done here.

O bserve that (37) is satis ed ifK = K ( ) and

m 2 @K
A pl . AB
= —G : 39
12 @&® 69

Substituting this nto the Friedm ann equation (36) gives the Ham ilton Jacobiequation for a system of scalar elds
2

2 mglGAB GK @K 24

K = —V: (40)
12 ere® m?
So, K isa function ofthe scalar eldsonly. N ote that this is consistent w ith equation (34) which can now be w ritten
@K
K-= @ c <. 41)

Hence, given appropriate boundary conditions, a solution to equation (40) determ ines the state of the system ocom —
pltely In tem sofisposition in the con guration space ofthe scalar elds. Thisresultnow holds foran inhom ogeneous
universe an oothed on superhorizon scales.

Soling (40) analytically is not straightforward for a general potential. Explicit solutions for the case of an ex—
ponential potential have been given in E_Z]. During in ation, it is usually a very good approxin ation to consider a
slow -rollbehaviour w here the derivative term s can be neglected. Then (40) becom es the usual slow —roll relation

, 24
K= —V: 42)
mo,
In this case them om entum constraint is equivalent to (36). A nother case w here an approxin ate solution can be found
is the study of deviations of the scalar eld about som e stable point which are sn all com pared to m 3 ij]. In any
case, a solution to equation (40) describes the long wavelength system com pletely. An interesting point noted in E_Z],
is the attractor property of solutions of (40). T he Jatter contain a num ber of arbitrary param eters C? , re ecting the
freedom to choose initial conditions of the eld m om enta (to specify the m otion one m ust assign not only an iniial
value for butalso —at each point). Neglecting the K termm sm eans that these param eters are spatially independent.
O fcourse, when assigning initial conditions the m om enta need not be strictly detem ined by the eld values. So, in
principle these constant param eters should be spatially dependent too. So suppose one considersa fiinction K ( #;C),
then
2

p 8K _ Mprgap @K@ @K
@C 6 @?*@ B @
m 2 @K @ @K
K = —2IgAB -
) 12 @A@?8B @cC
1 K
N @t Qc
where we have used (38) and (39). From (43) and (32) we see that
@K 3
R . 44
ac / a (44)

T hus the freedom to choose the m om entum independently at each point, re ected In the freedom to choose constants
in the solution of (40), becom es irrelevant very quickk? .
From now on we will also be using the m ore fam iliar notation

K ©x) = 3H Gx);
tix) = & Ex); @5)
where a and H are the locally de ned values of the scale factor and the Hubble rate.

2 This is intin ately connected to the fact that perturbation m odes freeze w hen they exit the horizon



III. THE LONG WAVELENGTH CURVATURE PETURBATION

In linear perturbation theory, a com m on variable used to characterize the perturbations is de ned as

E H H
S T g2 @6)
B H- H-
where  is the scalar perturbation of the spatial part of themetric, = a;x)=a@®). The quantity is gauge
nvariant and corresponds to the curvature perturbation in a tin e slicing that sets E = 0. In the case of single
eld in ation, where there is one degree of freedom , on long wavelengths, —= 0. W hen there arem any scalar elds
present t_]:]
H @)
—= =T Rad/
E+p)

where 1 aq is the non-adiabatic pressure perturbation. In general, when there is a well de ned equation of state
pP=PE), Bae=0.W ewillnow derive a nonlinear generalisation of and egqn (47) forthe nonlinear long wavelength
case.

Consider a generic tin e slicing and som e inftialtine ty. W e can integrate the localm etric determ inant up to a
surface of constant energy density using (32)

7T
hatg;x)= ha@Ex) N x)H %x)d; (48)
tr

where T E (x)) is the value of t at the poInt x for E (x) = const. Taking the spatial derivative and using (32) once
m ore we see that

A
. . _ . @_T . . 0. 0. 0
@1 Dna(tlrx)] @1 @Xi@t ]na(t,X) @1 E\] (t IX)H (t IX)]dt
tr
Zr
QT 0 0
= Q; @Xi@t n (Ex) Qi@ Mha(;x)]dt 49)
tr
which can be w ritten
QT
@iMma(T;x)]= @iMna(t;x)] @_xiN tix)H Ex); (50)
or
N H
x B =x; ——eE; (1)

dE=dT

wherewehavede ned X; (@ihaandT = T E). Note that the gradient of the 1h s of (50) is evaluated along the
hypersurface E = const. W e see that w ith any choice 0ofN , the particular com bination of gradients appearing on the
rhsof 61) always equals the gradient of na on a surface where E = const. So we are led to exam ine the variable

N H
i= X —G@E; (52)
E-

as a coordinate independent m easure ofthe nonlinear curvature perturbation. Let us rst see how thisvariable evolves
w ith tin e. Taking the tin e derivative of (52) and using (26) we arrive at

1 1
+= -——— E@&S S&E ; (53)
3E+ s
or, by using (26) once m ore
I
1 NH S-
+= = : €S —@E : (54)
3 E+ 55 E-



This should be com pared wih (47). It is easy to see that if there is a well de ned equation of state S = S E), then
the rh s of (53) is zero. T herefore, the long w avelength curvature perturbation, described by the vector ;, can evolve
on superhorizon scales if and only if there exists a non-adiabatic pressure perturbation. T his wasproved in 'E_:] for the
case of linear perturbation theory by m aking use only ofenergy conservation. T he sam e applied here. H ence equation
(28) show s that this resul extends to the nonlinear case ifwe use the vector ; to describe the perturbation.

The connection with the usual linearized gauge Invariant variable  is obvious from (52). W ritlhg X = In( ),

E=E®+ E, = @©+ and dropping tem s quadratic in the perturbations, we see that
i ! @i ’
a N H
"= — (ixo) E+C 1) (55)
a E-

with C (t) the background num ber of e-folds.
The quantity ; wasde ned w ith respect to the energy densiy. A Iso the way we arrived at i was at best heuristic.
W ewillnow show that for any Inhom ogeneous spacetin e scalar (t;x), the variable

N H
Ri=X; —Q (56)

is gauge Invariant in the long wavelength approximn ation under m ild conditions regarding the allowed coordinate
transform ations. C onsider the transfom ation

tx) ! T Gx);X Gx)): (67)
T hen, it can be shown that [_2]

T;j

X3I=fIxh+
TOT,

dT; (58)

where fJ is an arbitrary function independent of time. One can choose i for convenience to be Jx’ g1 but one
can also attach a physicalm eaning to such a choice as can be seen In gure 1. Related considerations in m atching
perturbed and hom ogeneous spacetim es are discussed in f_l]_:‘] W e note that the transform ation (58) holds between
gauges w ith the shift N; = 0. A ssum ing that the new tin e coordinate T is non-singular, that is, that the new time
hypersurfaces do not get too W rinkly’, we can discard the gradient of the Integralas second order In spatialgradients.
W e then have

@x 3

e It (59)

Consider now a gauge w ith coordinatesx where @; = 0 and a transformm ation to a di erent gauge w ith coordinates
X ".Then

_oexTex-
k1 @xk @xl SERS
T THTaNF+ Rt
, Ek Il oy (60)
and so
tx) " ~(T;X): (61)
Taking the spatial derivative w rit x* we get
QT ex 3 @
-In = -@r n~ + - - ~
@x* @x?* @x* @X 3
@
" QTR mh~+ — In~: 62
i T @Xl ( )
Forthe scalar (t;x) wehave @; = 0, so in the new coordinates
QTR “(T;X )+ ~(T;X)= 0: 63)

@x t



FIG.1l: Two di erent slicings of an Inhom ogeneous spacetin e based on two di erent tim e variables, T and T, have di erent
nom alcurves de ning the spatial coordinates. A particular patch of spacetin e during in ation starts its life inside the horizon
where it can be considered as hom ogeneous. C lassical perturbations are generated when m odes cross the horizon and freeze In.
W hile subhorizon and hom ogeneous, there is a preferred tin e slicing in the patch to which all slicings and spatial coordinate
choices should m atch. This xes £7 (x') = fxl T his choice separates changes In the tim e slicing { which we want to consider

as a gauge choice { from possible coordinate transform ations of the hom ogeneous spacetin e.

T herefore

n ~
e . Ghn- e

@iIn = - -
@x? @ @x i

(64)
N ow , since the transform ation we used was arbitrary (Up to considerations for the sm ooth behaviour of the new tim e
T ), and noting that

1

H = @r n~ 65
Ny T (65)

and X ; = @; na, we conclude that the variable
R;=X; —@ ; (66)

equals the gradient of the spatialm etric determ inant in a gauge where the scalar is hom ogeneous; it is, therefore,
a nonlinear gauge invariant m easure of the perturbations. W hen the scalar is taken to be the energy density E we
recover ; ofegn (52).

W e would like to rem ark here that the use of spatial gradients to describe perturbations in a gauge invariant
mannerwas rst advocated In [;L-g:] T here, the use of the word Yauge'’ refers to a choice of a corregpondence betw een
a ctitious background hom ogeneous spacetim e and the realperturbed universe. So a gauge invariant quantity is one
that does not change when this correspondence is altered, which is achieved when the quantity either vanishes or is
a trivial tensor in the background [_l:j, :_lé] In this sense, any gradient is gauge invariant since it m ust vanish on the
hom ogeneous background. Here, however, by a choice of gauge we m ean a choice of the lapse function N and the
shift vector N ; E], so we ook for quantities such as (66) that are invariant under a change of tim e slicing aswell.

E xam ples

W hen the scalar 1in (56) istaken to be the in aton it can be easily veri eld that R ; is also conserved. U sing egns
(34{37) one can show that

Ry=0: ©67)

W hen there is m ore than one scalar eld present, however, the siuation is di erent. It is well known in lnear

perturbation theory E}, :_[5, :_[é] that perturbations n m ultiscalar eld m odels can source the curvature perturbation
on long wavelengths, m aking the tin e evolution of the latter possible. Let us see how thise ect is very easily seen

In the form alisn developed in the previous section w ithout the need to resort to linear perturbation theory. C onsider

hypersurfacesw ith @;E = 0. From (28) with the K tem s om itted we see that

E;=0) Hy;=0) J;=0) Gag @ ° =0: (68)

i

The fact that E;; = 0 also m eans that

S;i= 2Gap @ P: (69)



So, ifthere isa single eld,

E;=0) Hsy=0) @ =0) S,.=0; (70)
sihce @; = 0. Hence ; rem ains constant. On the other hand, form any elds, we have

E;j=0) H,;=0) Gag 2@ ° =0: (71)

So, generally in this case, wemay have @; *» 6 0. Therefore, from (69) @;S 6 0 in generaland ; can evolve on
superhorizon scales, +46 0.
In general, for a system of scalar elds govemed by the Lagrangian

1
L= Gas@ Be B ov; (72)
the variation of ; from (54) is given by
d 1 1
=V — ——M— @; * 2 — 73
I A at GBC B C i i GBC B C ( )
In themuli eld case it is convenient to consider the variables
of = *x; HeE P (74)

which are also Invariant under changes of tim e hypersurfaces in the long wavelength lin . They are not conserved
even in the case ofa shgle eld. In particular
ot = ArY+ PREY; (75)

1 1

where no summ ation is In plied. It shou]d]_pe noted here that it ispossble to de ne conserved variables oreach eld
if and only if the potential is of the form V 2 orifone eld dom inates com pltely over the other. In term s of

the Q ZJT} 's the curvature perturbation is given by
Gas 20 }13

i= BB <1 76
G T (76)

Considernow the follow Ing sin ple tw o— eld exam ple which can be considered a toy m odel forhybrid In ation. hitially
the rst eld isstuck slightly displaced from thebottom ofa valley while the other eld evolvesand drivesin ation.

In this case, we have essentially a single eld modeland ; is conserved. W ith " 0, we have
&) H G
=Xy — @ + G—@i : (77)

W hen the eld reaches a critical value, the tra ctory tums abruptly in the direction of vardations in  which can
now dom nate until in ation ends. For the period of rolling in the -direction we have an extra contrbution to ;

H G
Mox, — e to e (78)

1

Note that for a non-diagonalm etric Gap the isocurvature - eld can contrbute to the curvature perturbation even

Pra straight trafctory [16,,17], in contrast to what happenswhen Gas = ap [L3]. Also, ifduring the rolling along

the direction we have a second period of in ation, the eld can contrbute to the curvature perturbation since
= Py 9)

Inthecasewith Gap = ap,Wecan easily nd the ollow Ing evolution equations for theR ;’s In the case oftwo elds

4
Ry = —N @; —@Q; (80)
m2;
and
4
Ry = —N @ —0Q; : (81)
m
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Form any general uids one can w rite the curvature perturbation as a weighted sum over com ponents f_2§']
1= —p— (82)

If the com ponents are non interacting, each will obey an evolution equation lke (26), so each » is separately
conserved. Hence one can see that the tin e evolution of the total curvature perturbation is determ ined by the ratio
of the energy densities of the various com ponents. For exam ple, starting w ith f = 0Oweget

__ B s
C Bn t B

T his evolution ofthe long wavelength curvature perturbation in m ulti eld m odels is one ofthe possible m echanian s
that could potentially produce signi cant non gaussianity. Perturbations from the  direction can be signi cantly
non-gaussian and now there is the possbility that these uctuations can contrbute to the curvature perturbation
at Jater tin es [_l-§‘, :_1-9', :_2-9'] This can be seen for exam ple from gquatjons (80) and (82). O ther m echanisn s relating
non-gaussianity with a second scalar eld have been proposed !_2;:] W e will retum on the issue w ith m ore details in
b4l.

" One can also easily see that there is a particular form ofa m ultiscalar eld potentialwhich will conserve ;. W ih
H,;= OwehaveGas @ ® = 0,s0togetS;;= 0weneed (see (69) and (39))

®3)

2

m QH
GAB A@j_ BZEplGAB A@j_ GBC@ c =0: (84)
T hus, if
QH QH
e gE T Car T 85)
pl pl
with some din ensionless number, then S;; = 0. From (40)
m21 @H @H 8
H?= 262 ———+ — Vv (): (86)
12 @ @ Smpl
So, with
H = —}G A By ; 37
- m 12 AB mpll ( )
p
we get
V()= }MZA +M 2 1a + gn? 2- 88)
2 . m2, 2 ° pL !

with g another din ensionless param eter and M ? can have either sign. So, for a general potential containing both
quartic and quadratic temm sw ith the various constants related as In (76), the long w avelength curvature perturbation
does not evolve in tin e. O ne should keep In m ind that the above results only apply when anisotropic stresses are
negligble on superhorizon scales and therefore one can safely neglect the K jl tem s.

W e emphasise again that for the derivation of all of the above no linear approxim ation has been made. The
equations are exact and hold at every point o'f_‘fhe Inhom ogeneous spacetim e in the long wavelength lim it. Form ore
uses of this form alisn we refer the reader to 24].

Iv. SUMMARY

W e have shown that particular com binations of spatial gradients are good variables to describe the curvature
perturbation in a long wavelength lim i. W e also elaborated on the intuitive picture ofthe separate universe approach’
where, given Iniial data which respect the energy and m om entum constraints, one can view the long wavelength
universe as a ocollection of universes each evolving independently. Such a picture is a sinple way to understand
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nonlinear evolution on large scales and, in particular, to determm ine the conditions under which the long wavelength
curvature perturbation can vary. W e believe this is a ram arkably straightforward and physically intuitive approach
which should nd much wider application.

Note added: W hile this paper was undergoing nal revision, Independent work by Lyth and W ands appeared on the
archive f_Z!j]. T his addresses som e related issues on -conservation using linear perturbation m ethods.
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