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G auge invariantquintessence perturbationsin the quintessence and cold dark m atter(Q C D M )

m odelareinvestigated.Forthreecasesofconstantequation-of-state(EO S)param eter,linearscalar

�eld potential,and supergravity scalar �eld potential,theirperturbation evolutionshave a sim ilar

dependenceon EO S param eterand scale,butthey havedi�erentsensitivity to theinitialconditions

dueto thedi�erentshapesofthequintessencepotential.They havea m inore�ecton prim ary CM B

anisotropies,butchange thesecondary CM B e�ectin di�erentways.The�rstcase isinsensitiveto

initialquintessenceperturbationsand only m odi�estheIntegrated Sachs-W olfe(ISW )e�ectwithin

a factorof2.The othertwo casesare sensitive to initialconditionsatlarge scalesand could a�ect

the secondary CM B anisotropies drastically depending on how sm ooth the initialperturbations

are. This m akes it possible for future cosm ologicalprobes to provide constraints on quintessence

properties.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recentobservationsofanacceleratinguniverse[1,2,3]im plytheexistenceofdarkenergycharacterizedbyanegative

pressure to density ratio,also known as the EO S param eter w. There have been discussions ofthe cosm ological

constant,the dark energy evolving according to a speci�c EO S param eter[6,7],and the dark energy consisting of

a dynam icalcosm ic scalar�eld,the quintessence [10,11].In contrastto the cosm ologicalconstant,the quintessence

com ponentin Q C D M m odelhaskinem aticbehaviorand can develop perturbations.Ithasim portantfeaturesoftim e-

evoluting EO S param eterand scale-dependente�ective sound speed [13,14]. O ne signi�cantissue isthe sensitivity

to initialperturbation conditions,which attractsm uch attention.

Forsom eQ C D M m odels,thequintessencepotentialscan beapproxim ated with constantEO S param eter,and the

perturbations evolutions are insensitive to the initialquintessence perturbations,with m inor e�ect on observations

[15,16,24]. ForexponentialpotentialV (Q )= V̂ e� (c=M )Q [8,9,10],although quintessence perturbationsm ay stay

non-zeroatsom etim efordi�erentbackground attractorsolutions,they dieoutin m atter-dom inanttim eforphysically

reasonable m odels [12],which shows the insensitivity again. For the tracking quintessence m odels [20],large-scale

non-adiabatic perturbations can grow or stay constant before entering tracker regim e,but have to get suppressed

afterwards [21]. However,the �rst-order m atrix form ulation developed latter [22]applies to generalquintessence

potentialcaseson alllinearscalesand indicatesthepossibility ofnon-vanishingentropy perturbations.Recently som e

otherQ C D M m odelswith specialquintessencepotentials,such aslinearV (Q )[26]and supergravity V (Q )[25],lead

to specialbackground evolutions. So itwillbe interesting to see the perturbationsbehaviorand theirsensitivity to

initialconditions in these m odels,as wellas their e�ects on cosm ic m icrowave background (CM B) [4]and baryon

m asspowerspectrum [5]in the universe.

In thispaper,wedescribetheuniverseby a sim pleQ C D M m odelwith theconform al-Newtonian m etricin section

2. The cosm ologicalperturbations are solved for constantw cases in section 3,for linear-V (Q ) cases in section 4,

and forsupergravity-V(Q )casesin section 5.Theresultsareanalyzed by them atrix form ulation and theire�ectson

cosm ologicalobservationsarediscussed in section 6.

II. Q U IN T ESSEN C E A N D C O LD D A R K M A T T ER (Q C D M ) U N IV ER SE

Here we considerthe uniform m atter and quintessence �eld background with sm allperturbationsin a perturbed


at FRW m etric. Focusing on scalarperturbations,we can use the 
at conform al-Newtonian m etric for the gauge

invariantapproach [28,29]:

ds
2 = a

2(�)
�
� (1+ 2�(�;~x))d�2 + (1� 2�(�;~x))�ijdx

i
dx

j
�

(1)

where�istheconform altim eand j�(�;~x)j� 1isthegravitationalpotential.W ede�ne 0� @

@�
,H � a

0

a
asthe\Hubble

param eter" in the conform al-Newtonian version,�0 as today’s conform altim e, and �a �
a(�)

a(�0)
as the norm alized

scale factor. For the quintessence scalar �eld,we assum e the standard Lagrangian L Q = � 1

2
Q ;�Q

;� � V (Q ) and

decom posethequintessence�eld asuniform background with sm allspatialperturbations:Q (�;~x)� Q0(�)+ �Q (�;~x),

j�Q j� jQ 0j,h�Q (�;~x)i= 0,wherehim eansglobalspatialaverage.W eassum ethatthequintessencepartand m atter
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partonly interactwith each othergravitationally.So thewaveequation ofthequintessence�eld � Q;�;� + @V=@Q = 0

givesitsbackground and perturbativecom ponents:

Q
00

0 + 2H Q 0

0 + a
2
V;Q (Q 0)= 0 ; (2)

�Q
00+ 2H �Q 0� r2�Q + a

2
V;Q Q �Q � 4Q00�

0+ 2a2V;Q � = 0 : (3)

The energy-m om entum tensorofthisquintessence�eld isT
��

Q
= Q ;�Q ;� + (� 1

2
Q ;�Q

;� � V )g��.

For the m atter part,we assum e its energy-m om entum tensor has the form ofthe perfect 
uid: T �� � (�m +

pm )U
�U � + pm g��,whereU � � dx�=d� = [(1� �)=a;V i=a]isthe4-velocity ofthe
uid,V i � dxi=d�= adxi=dt� 1

isits3-velocity,�m (�;~x)� h�m i(�)[1+ �m (�;~x)],and j�m (�;~x)j� 1. Ifwe neglectallpressure e�ect(jpm (�;~x)j�

�m (�;~x),jr �pm j� �m jr �j)on scaleswhich arenottoo sm all(> 10 M pc),the energy-m om entum -conservation law

givesbackground and perturbation com ponentsaftersom em anipulation:

h�m i=
h�m i(�0)

�a3
; (4)

�
00

m + H �0m � 3�00� 3H �0� r2� = 0: (5)

The m atterperturbation �m can be form ally obtained in term sofa and �(k;�)in k-space,wherek isthe com oving

wave-vector(� r2
~x
= k2).

To com pletethissystem ,weconsiderthe0th-order0-0com ponentand the1st-orderi= jcom ponentoftheEinstein

equations:

3H 2

a2
= 8�G

�
h�m i(�0)

�a3
+
Q 02
0

2a2
+ V (Q 0)

�

; (6)

�00+ 3H �0+ (2H 0+ H 2)� = 4�G a 2

�

�
Q 02
0

a2
�+

Q 0

0�Q
0

a2
� V;Q �Q

�

: (7)

G iven the initialconditions,V (Q ),and otherparam eters,eq.(2,6)give the background Q 0(�)and a(�),and eq.(3,

7)givetheperturbations�Q and �.Dueto theconvenientconform al-Newtonian m etric,them atterperturbation �m
dropsoutand can be found latervia eq.(5).

III. C O N STA N T w C A SE

Herewefollow theEO S param eterization in [15]to study thegeneralpropertiesofthequintessence�eld instead of

som especi�c quintessence�eld potentialV (Q ).

w(�)�
hpQ i

h�Q i
=

Q
02

0

2a2
� V (Q0)

Q 02

0

2a2
+ V (Q 0)

: (8)

Then wehave

Q 02
0

2a2
=
1+ w

1� w
V (Q 0)=

1+ w

2
h�Q i: (9)

By m anipulating eq.(2,9),wecan expressV;Q and V;Q Q in term softhe EO S param eterw(�):

a
2
V;Q = �

Q 0

0

2

�

3(1� w)H +
w 0

1+ w

�

; (10)

a
2
V;Q Q = �

3

2
(1� w)

�
a00

a
� H2(

7

2
+
3

2
w)

�

+
1

1+ w

�
w 02

4(1+ w)
�
w 00

2
+ w

0H (3w + 2)

�

: (11)

W ith eq.(10,11)and de�nitions

Q
0

0 � a(�0)

q

(1+ w)h�Q i(�0) 
0
;  

0(�0)= 1; (12)

�Q � a(�0)

q

(1+ w)h�Q i(�0)� ; (13)
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wecan putthe quintessencewaveequationseq.(2,3)in a m oreconvenientform :

 
00+

1+ 3w

2
H  

0= 0; (14)

� 
00+ (2H +

w 0

1+ w
)� 0+

�

� r2 �
3

2
(1� w)

�
a00

a
� H2(

7

2
+
3w

2
)

�

+ 3H w 0

�

� 

� 4 0�0�

�

3H (1� w)+
w 0

1+ w

�

 
0� = 0: (15)

In this form ulation,any function V (Q )is equivalently described by the corresponding EO S param eterw(�),which

can be m uch m ore easily speci�ed and com pared with other dark energy m odels. O ne sim ple exam ple would be

w = constant,which hasthe exponential-likepotentialV (Q )shown in Figure1.

1 2 Q�$%%%%%%%%%%%%%Ñ c
�����������
8 ΠG

1

2

3

4

VHQL� 3 H02 WQ
�������������������
8 ΠG

FIG .1:Scalar�eld potentialV (Q )forconstant-w cases. The curved line isforw = � 2=3. The scalar�eld rollsfrom top-left

cornerdown to the today’svalue indicated by the dot.The horizontalline isforw = � 1 (�C D M ).

In thisspecialcase,eq.(9,12,14)givethe solution forthe quintessence�eld background:

 
0= �a� (1+ 3w )=2 ; (16)

h�Q i=
h�Q (�0)i

�a3(1+ w )
: (17)

Then the previousclosed system ofa,Q 0

0,� and �Q can be reduced to a system ofa,� and � in k-space:

H 2

�a2
= (H 0a0)

2

�

m

�a3
+


Q

�a3(1+ w )

�

; (18)

�00+ 3H �0+ (2H 0+ H 2)� =
3

2
(H 0a0)

2(1+ w)
Q

�

�
�

�a1+ 3w
+

� 0

�a(1+ 3w )=2
+
3

2
H (1� w)

� 

�a(1+ 3w )=2

�

; (19)

� 
00+ 2H � 0+

�

k
2 �

3

2
(1� w)

�
a00

a
� H2(

7

2
+
3w

2
)

��

� � 4
�0

�a(1+ 3w )2
� 3H (1� w)

�

�a(1+ 3w )=2
= 0; (20)

where 
m and 
Q are the density param etersde�ned asusual.Ifw = � 1,the quintessence perturbationsvanish in

eq.(19)and only itsbackground contributes.Thisspecialcasethusreducesto the�C D M m odel.Atearly tim es,this

m odelcan be wellapproxim ated by the 
atC D M m odel(Einstein-DeSitter space). Then eq.(18)gives�a(�)/ �2,

H ’ 2

�
,and eq.(19)gives� independentoftim e forthe growing m odesofm atterperturbations�m / �a(�),asusual.

Atlatertim es,the quintessence partbeginsto becom e im portantand the solution of�a(�)from eq.(18)willdeviate

from �2 m ore and m ore astim e goeson. So the coe�cient2H 0+ H 2 in eq.(19)isnotzero any m ore and m akes�

decay.Thisiswhatcausesthe ISW e�ectin low-lm ultipolesofthe CM B powerspectrum .

Recent cosm ologicalobservation ofthe accelerating universe requires w(�0) < � 1=3. The w < � 1 cases would

correspond to negative kinetic term in the standard quintessence Lagrangian or other m ore com plicated m odels,

which wewon’tdiscusshere.So from now on wejustconsider� 1� w < � 1=3 in allourQ C D M m odels.Theinitial

conditionsare a(0)�= 0,j�(0)j� 10� 5 and �0(0)= 0 form odesoutside horizon,based on in
ation theory [33]. For

the sam e reason,j� (0)j� j�(0)j. Because in eq.(20) the restoring term (V;Q Q / H 2) is biggerthan the dam ping

term (/ H )which isbiggerthan thedriving term (/ H �a� (1+ 3w )=2)atearly tim es,� with any initialvaluewhich is

nottoo big (j� (0)=�(0)j� 104)willoscillate and getdam ped quickly withouta�ecting the � evolution before the

last-scattering epoch. So the prim ary e�ectson the CM B won’tgetm odi�ed m uch and are insensitive to the initial
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condition on thequintessenceperturbations.Thisisoneim portantresultwithin m any Q C D M m odels[15,16].Here

we can see thatitism ainly due to the huge V;Q Q ,i.e.,the huge quintessence m assatearly tim es. Fornow we just

take the sm ooth initialcondition � (0)= � 0(0)= 0 forconvenience. Letuslook atthe behaviorofthissystem at

variousspatialscales.

Atsm allscales(k � 1),by eq.(20)the growth of� isstrongly suppressed and staysnegligiblecom pared with �.

Thee�ectivesound speed ofthequintessenceperturbationsapproaches1 (c2s � �pQ =��Q ’ 1).Then wecan drop the

� term sin the abovesystem and the evolution of� only com esfrom background e�ectwithouta dependence on k

in thisregion:

�00+ 3H �0+ (2H 0+ H 2)� = �
3

2
(H 0a0)

2(1+ w)

Q

�a1+ 3w
� :

Thissystem behaveslikethe�C D M m odelwith a di�erentEO S param eterw and theadditionalr:h:s term .Ifw is

biggerthe dark energy takesoverdom inance earlierand �a deviatesfrom �2 earliertoo,which m akes� decay m ore.

In addition,the negative r:h:s bringsdown � m ore. So com pared with the �C D M m odel,sm all-scale quintessence

perturbationsin the Q C D M m odeldo notgrow and only the background e�ectcontributes,which dragsdown the

gravitationalpotentialm oreand correspondsto a biggerISW e�ect.

At scales com parable to or larger than horizon size (k � 1),the quintessence perturbations � can grow to the

orderofthe gravitationalpotential� by eq.(20)with sm allere�ective sound speed (c2s < 1).Then itwillback-react

on the � evolution via eq.(19). Because ofthe positive coe�cient,the quintessence perturbationstend to raise the

gravitationally potential� to m ake itdecay less. This isdi�erentfrom the k � 1 case,and agreeswith the result

ofa phenom enologicalapproach [23]. Thus in this Q C D M m odelthe evolution ofperturbations and gravitational

potentialdependson scale.

W ith de�nition on horizon scalea0 �
2

H 0

,num ericalcalculation gives�(�)and � (�)oncewespecifytheparam eters

k and w.Corresponding to theassum ptionswem adebeforeforthislinearized system ,weonly considerk < 800.For

w = � 0:5 and k = f0:01;5;500g,the tim e evolution �(�)isshown com pared with the w = � 1 casein Figure2.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
a�a0

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

F
�FH

0
L

FIG . 2: Tim e evolution of the gravitational potential �(�) for the constant-w case. The three thin lines correspond to

k = f0:01;5;500g from top to bottom forthe w = � 0:5 case.The thick line isthe scale-independentw = � 1 case (�C D M ).

IV . LIN EA R V (Q ) C A SE

Linear scalar �eld potentialwas looked by Andrei[32]in in
ation theory long ago. Recently it is reviewed by

Dim opoulosand Thom as[26]asa quintessence �eld within a quantum m echanically stable action.Due to the large

Z-m oduliofthe wave function factor,the higherorderpotentialderivativesdnV=dQ n (n > 1)can be neglected and

only the linearterm rem ains.Aftershifting the origin and considering the sym m etry ofQ $ � Q ,the typicalV (Q )

can be written as:

V (Q )= � V1 Q ; V1 = constant> 0: (21)

Thislinearpotentialm ay eventually lead tonegativetotalenergy density and resultin arapid crunch.Letusconsider

theclosed system de�ned in x2tostudy thebehaviorofboth background and perturbationsforthism odelin detail.In

orderofm agnitude,Eq.(2)givesQ 0

0 � a20�0V1 � a0V1=H 0 and eq.(9)givesQ
02
0 =2a

2 � jV1Q j� h�Q i� 3H2
0
Q =8�G for

1+ w � 1.Com bining thesetwo,wewillhaveV1 � H2
0

p
3
Q =8�G � H 2

0m p (~ = c= 1)and Q �
p
3
Q =8�G � m p.

So this sim ple analysis sets the range ofm agnitude for the quintessence �eld quantities. Now we can rede�ne the

quintessence�eld forlaterconvenience:

V1 = H
2
0

r
3
Q

8�G
~V1; Q =

r
3
Q

8�G
~Q ; ~V1 � ~Q � 1; ~V1 = constant> 0: (22)
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The closed system ofequationscan then be rewritten as:

~Q 00

0 + 2H ~Q 0

0 � H
2
0a

2
0�a

2 ~V1 = 0 ; (23)

�a0

�a2
= H 0a0

v
u
u
t 
m

�a3
+ 
Q

 
~Q 02
0

2H 2
0a

2
0�a

2
� ~V1 ~Q 0

!

; (24)

�~Q 00+ 2H �~Q 0+ k
2
�~Q � 4~Q 0

0�
0� 2H2

0a
2
0�a

2 ~V1� = 0; (25)

�00+ 3H �0+ (2H 0+ H 2)� =
3

2

Q

�

� ~Q 02
0 �+

~Q 0

0�
~Q 0+ H

2
0a

2
0�a

2 ~V1�~Q

�

; (26)

where the perturbation equations are in k-space. For the background,we take the initialcondition as �a(0) = 0

and ~Q 0

0(0)= 0 based on in
ation theory. The ~Q 0(0)value is chosen by requiring that today’s quintessence energy

density �tsthe observation,�Q (�0)= 3H 2
0
Q =8�G ,orequivalently, ~Q 02

0 =2H
2
0a

2
0 �

~V1 ~Q 0(�0)= 1.Then thisdescribes

an initially static �eld rolling down a potentialslope. Its e�ective EO S param eter evolves from -1 to som e value

� 1 < w(�0)< 0 today. Di�erent slope values ~V1 correspond to di�erent ~Q 0(0) and EO S param eterw(�),but the

sam e energy density �Q (�0)today. The correspondence is listed in Table I. The detailhasbeen worked outin the

\doom sday" m odel[27].Forthe w(�0)= � 0:5 case,the potentialV (Q )isshown in Figure3.

TABLE I:Q uintessence potentialslope and starting position corresponding to w(�0)

~V1 ~Q 0(0) w(�0)

2.738 -0.635 -0.5

2.424 -0.657 -0.6

2.077 -0.696 -0.7

1.677 -0.774 -0.8

1.172 -0.980 -0.9

-1 -0.5 Q�$%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%3 WQ Ñ c
�������������������
8 ΠG

1

2

VHQL� 3 H02 WQ
�������������������
8 ΠG

FIG .3: Linear scalar �eld potentialV (Q )for the w(�0)= � 0:5 case shown as the slope. The two dots are the starting and

today’spositionsofthe �eld variable from leftto right.The horizontalline isthe w = � 1 case (�C D M ).

For the perturbations,again we take the initialcondition as �~Q 0(0) = �0(0) = 0 and j�(0)j� 10� 5,based on

in
ation theory. Eq.(25)describesthe oscillation ofan intitially static quintessence perturbation �eld driven by the

gravitationalpotential. Atsm allscales(k � 1)the quintessence perturbationsstay sm all. So the � evolution only

dependson the background. The behaviorofthe perturbationsisnotsensitive to k or�~Q (0),asin the constant-w

case. However,at scales com parable or bigger than the horizon size (k � 1),due to the zero quintessence m ass

(V;Q Q = 0) in the restoring term ,the quintessence perturbation willstay near its initialvalue with a shift driven

by the gravitationalpotential. Then the whole system becom es sensitive to the initialcondition ofquintessence

perturbations,which isquite di�erentfrom the constant-w case.Forthe w(�0)= � 0:5 specialcase,the dependence

on k and �~Q (0)isindicated in TableII.

Ifwe take the sm ooth initialcondition �~Q (0)= 0,then in term s ofdi�erent k the perturbation evolution result

isshown in Figure 4.Again we see thatthe scale dependence ofperturbationsevolutionsissim ilarto the constant-

w case in the last section. The quintessence perturbations stay suppressed,corresponding to m ore decay ofthe

gravitationalpotentialatsm allscales,butgrow to theorderofthegravitationalpotentialaccounting forlessdecay of

the gravitationalpotential,with the transition scale around k = 5. Besides,the decay ofthe gravitationalpotential
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TABLE II: D ependence on initialperturbationsin the linear-V (Q )case,forw(�0)= � 0:5

k = 0:1 k = 1 k = 10

�~Q (0)=�(0) � ~Q (�0)=�(0) �(� 0)=�(0) � ~Q (�0)=�(0) �(� 0)=�(0) � ~Q (�0)=�(0) �(� 0)=�(0)

10 12.077 3.862 9.411 3.262 0.147 0.741

1 1.752 1.116 1.469 1.054 0.108 0.730

0 0.605 0.811 0.586 0.808 0.104 0.729

-1 -0.542 0.506 -0.296 0.563 0.099 0.728

-10 -10.867 -2.240 -8.240 -1.646 0.060 0.717

issm allerthan theconstant-w casebecauseitsquintessenceEO S param eterstayscloseto -1 atearly tim esand only

risesto w(�0)recently,so thatthe dark energy em ergeslater.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
a�a0

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1
F
�FH

0
L

FIG .4: Tim e evolution ofthe gravitationalpotential�(�) for the linear-V (Q ) case with w(�0) = � 0:5 and sm ooth initial

condition.The three curvescorrespond to k = f0:01;5;500g from top to bottom .

V . SU P ER G R AV IT Y V (Q ) C A SE

Thescalar�eld potentialcan also com efrom extended gauged supergravity,which hasa closerelation to M /string

theory and extra dim ensions.M assesofultra-lightscalarsin thesem odels[25]arequantized by theHubbleconstant:

m 2 = n2H 2. Ifthe de-Sitter solution correspondsto a m inim um ofthe e�ective potential,the universe eventually

becom es de-Sitter space. Ifthe de-Sitter solution corresponds to a m axim um or a saddle point,which is the case

in allknown m odels based on N = 8 supergravity,the 
at universe eventually stops accelerating and collapses

to a singularity. For exam ple,allknown potentials ofthe gauged N = 8 supergravity have the universalfeature

n2 = f� 6;4;12g.Along the tachyon direction n2 = � 6,the scalarpotentialcan be written as:

V (Q )=
3H 2

0
Q
~V0

8�G
(1� ~Q 2); (27)

~V0 = constant> 0; ~Q �
Q

m p

; m p �

r
~c

8�G

where ~V0 and ~Q aredim ensionlessand in theorderof1.Again weapply theclosed system de�ned in x2 to thism odel.

The background and perturbationsequationsare:

~Q 00

0 + 2H ~Q 0

0 � 6H2
0a

2
0
Q

~V0�a
2 ~Q 0 = 0; (28)

�a0

�a2
=

s

H 2
0a

2
0
m

�a3
+

~Q 02
0

6�a2
+ H 2

0a
2
0
Q

~V0 ~Q 0(1� ~Q 2
0); (29)

�~Q 00+ 2H �~Q 0+ (k2 � 6H2
0a

2
0�a

2
Q
~V0)�~Q � 4~Q 0

0�
0� 12H2

0a
2
0�a

2
Q
~V0 ~Q 0� = 0 ; (30)

�00+ 3H �0+ (2H 0+ H 2)� = �
1

2
~Q 02
0 �+

1

2
~Q 0

0�
~Q 0+ 3H 2

0a
2
0�a

2
Q
~V0 ~Q 0�~Q : (31)

For the background, we again take the initial condition as �a(0) = 0 and ~Q 0

0(0) = 0. W e choose ~Q 0(0) =

f0;0:2;0:3;0:32gand adjust~V0 sothattoday’squintessenceenergydensity�tstheobservation,�Q (�0)= 3H 2
0
Q =8�G ,
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orequivalently, ~Q 02
0 =6H

2
0a

2
0
Q + ~V0[1� ~Q 2

0(�0)]= 1.Then thisdescribesan initially static�eld rolling down a curved

potentialslope. Itse�ective EO S param eterevolvesfrom -1 to som e value � 1 < w(�0)< 0 today. Di�erentinitial

positions ~Q 0(0)correspond to di�erent ~V0 and EO S param eterw(�),butthesam eenergy density �Q (�0)today.The

correspondenceislisted in TableIII.Forthe ~Q 0(0)= 0:3 case,the potentialV (Q )isshown in Figure5.

TABLE III:Q uintessence initialposition corresponding to ~V0 and w(�0)

~Q 0(0) ~V0 w(�0)

0 1 -1

0.2 1.124 -0.92

0.3 1.441 -0.67

0.32 1.645 -0.47

-1 -0.5 0.5 1 Q�$%%%%%%%%%%%%%Ñ c
�����������
8 ΠG

0.5

1

1.5

VHQL� 3 H02 WQ
�������������������
8 ΠG

FIG .5:Scalar�eld potentialV (Q )from supergravity for ~Q 0(0)= 0:3 shown asthe curve. The two dotsare the starting and

today’spositionsofthe �eld variable,from leftto right.The horizontalline isthe w = � 1 case (�C D M ).

The perturbationsareanalyzed asbefore.W e take the initialcondition as�~Q 0(0)= �0(0)= 0 and j�(0)j� 10� 5.

Eq.(30) describes the oscillation of an initially static quintessence perturbation �eld driven by the gravitational

potential.Atsm allscales(k � 1)any initialquintessenceperturbationsgetdam ped to besm all,and the� evolution

only depends on the background. This system is not sensitive to �~Q (0), as in the linear-V (Q ) case. At scales

com parable to or bigger than the horizon size (k � 1),due to the tachyon quintessence m ass (V;Q Q < 0) in the

restoring term ,a quintessence perturbation willstay near its initialvalue and even grow,with a shift driven by

the gravitationalpotential. Then this system is m ore sensitive to the initialquintessence perturbations than the

linear-V (Q )case.Forthe ~Q 0(0)= 0:3 case,the dependence on k and �~Q (0)isindicated in TableIV.

TABLE IV: D ependence on initialperturbationsin Supergravity-V (Q )case,for ~Q 0(0)= 0:3

k = 0:1 k = 1 k = 10

�~Q (0)=�(0) � ~Q (�0)=�(0) �(� 0)=�(0) � ~Q (�0)=�(0) �(� 0)=�(0) � ~Q (�0)=�(0) �(� 0)=�(0)

10 23.412 3.016 18.640 2.589 0.207 0.753

1 3.018 1.011 2.521 0.967 0.159 0.746

0 0.752 0.788 0.731 0.787 0.153 0.746

-1 -1.514 0.565 -1.060 0.606 0.148 0.745

-10 -21.908 -1.440 -17.179 -1.016 0.100 0.739

This potentialis unbounded from below and the theory is unstable. Since the potentialcan rem ain positive for

j�j< 1 for a tim e longerthan the presentage ofthe universe before it �nally collapses,this m odelis su�cientto

describe the background evolution ofthe universe. However,the tachyon m ass m akes the quintessence instability

develop and a�ectthegravitationalpotential,and thusthesystem becom essensitiveto theinitialconditionsatlarge

scales(k < 10).Thisputsm ore constraintson the initialquintessence conditionsand thissupergravity m odelitself.

Forthe sm ooth initialcondition �~Q (0)= 0,thism odelhasa sim ilarscale-dependentperturbation evolution asthe

linear-V (Q ) m odelin last section. For ~Q 0(0) = 0:3 and k = f0:01;5;500g,the tim e evolution �(�) is shown in

Figure6.
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0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
a�a0

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

F
�FH

0
L

FIG .6:Tim eevolution ofthegravitationalpotential�(�)forthesupergravity-V (Q )case,with ~Q 0(0)= 0:3 and sm ooth initial

condition.The three curvescorrespond to k = f0:01;5;500g from top to bottom .

V I. D ISC U SSIO N

In anotherviewpoint,we can apply the �rst-orderm atrix form ulation in [22]to analyzethe di�erentquintessence

perturbation behaviorsin above Q C D M m odels. Atlarge scales(k � 1),the relative entropy perturbation S and

intrinsicentropy perturbation � [17,18,19]havecoupled evolution equation

@

@ln(a=a0)

 

S

�

!

= 3

 

wQ � wf + 
f
f(wf � c2sQ )=
 
f
f(1� c2sQ )=


� 
=2 wQ � 
=2

!

�

 

S

�

!

where f m eans the perfect 
uid com ponent,
i � 1 + wi,and c2sQ � _p=_�. For m ost ofthe tim e in our Q C D M

m odels,C D M dom inates and have wf ’ 0,
f ’ 
f ’ 
 ’ 1,and � 1 < wQ < � 1=3. Then the eigenvalues are

n� = 3

2

h

2wQ � c2sQ � 1

2
�

q

(c2
sQ

+ 1

2
)2 � 2

i

.Fortheconstantw case,wQ = c2sQ leadsto Re(n� )=
3

2
(wQ � 1=2)< 0,

corresponding to decaying entropy perturbations. W hile forthe linearV (Q )case,c2sQ ’ � 2 leadsto n� = (3wQ +

3;3wQ + 3

2
),corresponding to atleastonegrowing entropy perturbation m ode.This�tsourpreviousanalysiswell.

In allQ C D M m odelsthatwestudied above,thequintessenceperturbationshavethecom m on characteristicfeature

ofscaledependence.Atsm allscalesthe perturbationsdo notgrow and the gravitationalpotentialdecaysm oreonly

due to background e�ects;at large scales the perturbations grow and sustain the gravitationalpotential. O n the

other hand,because ofthe di�erent quintessence potentials,the three Q C D M m odels have di�erent sensitivity to

the initialconditions on quintessence perturbations. The constant-w m odelhas a large quintessence m ass atearly

tim es and dam ps perturbations fast so that it is insensitive to initialconditions at allscales. In this m odelthe

quintessencehasno e�ectbeforethe last-scattering tim e.In contrast,thelinear-V (Q )m odeland supergravity-V(Q )

m odelhave zero and tachyon quintessence m assrespectively,and theirperturbationsrem ain neartheirinitialvalue

(�~Q (0)=�(0)� 104)atlarge scales. Since the EO S param eterw in these two m odelsapproaches-1 atearly tim es,

their dark energy dom inates only very recently,like the �C D M m odel. So the totalback-reaction ofdark energy

perturbations (background tim es relative perturbations) on other perturbations rem ains negligible before the last-

scattering tim e,when the universeevolveslike a / �2,Q 0 ’ Q 0(0),Q
0

0 ’ 0,�Q ’ �Q (0),and � ’ �(0).So they do

notchangetheprim ary CM B anisotropieseither.Butlaterwhen thedark energy background becom edom inant,this

back-reaction ofdark energy perturbationswilla�ectotherperturbationsdrastically,depending on how sm ooth the

initialperturbationsare.

Forsm ooth initialconditionsin allm odelsthedark energy hasno prim ary CM B e�ectexceptthatitsbackground

contributes to the distance to the last-scattering surface. But later on both the dark energy background and per-

turbationswillcontribute to the change ofthe gravitationalpotential,which m ay lead to a considerable secondary

CM B e�ect such asthe ISW e�ect[30]. For the scale-invariantprim ordialspectrum P� � j�(0;k)j2 = A 2=k3,the

large-scaleCM B powerspectrum dueto the SW e�ectis:

C
SW
l =

A 2

36�2l(l+ 1)
K

2
l ;

K
2
l = 2l(l+ 1)

Z
1

0

dk

k

�

jl(k�0)+ 6

Z �0

�L S

d�f
0(�;k)jl(k(�0 � �))

�2

; (32)

where jl(z)isthe sphericalBesselfunction and f(�;k)isthe evolution factorofthe gravitationalpotentialde�ned

as �(�;k) � �(0;k)f(�;k). The integraloverthe j 2
l(k�0) term corresponds to the prim ary SW e�ect on the last-

scattering surface,and the integraloverthe rem aining term scorrespondsto the ISW e�ect. The 
atC D M m odel
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givesf0= 0 and only theprim ary SW e�ect,with K 2
l = 1.The
at�C D M m odelhasno dark energy perturbations

and gives a scale-independent evolution factor f(�) which leads to a positive ISW e�ect in the low-lCM B power

spectrum [31],rising atthe lower-l(l= 2;3)end. Forthe 
atQ C D M m odel,the biggerEO S param eterw (� � 1)

bringsoutthedarkenergyearlierand decreasesthegravitationalpotentialm ore,correspondingtoabiggerf0valuefor

allscalesand a�ectingthem agnitudeoftheCM B powerspectrum .Thequintessenceperturbationsgrow di�erently at

di�erentscalesand giveak-dependentjf0(�;k)j,which isbiggeratsm allscalesthan atlargescaleswith thetransition

around the horizon size.Thism eansthatthe lower-l(l= 2;3)m ultipoleswillgetsuppressed relativeto the higher-l

onessuch thatthe whole low-lspectrum willget
attened. These two e�ects can be seen by num ericalcalculation

for the standard �C D M m odel,constant-w Q C D M m odelwith w = � 0:5,and linear-V (Q ) Q C D M m odelwith

w(�0) = � 0:5 in Figure7. This is done with eq.(32) approxim ately for illustrative purpose. Exact results should

referto m oreaccuratenum ericalwork liketheCM B-FAST code.Fornon-sm ooth initialconditions,theperturbation

evolution can beseen in TableIIand TableIV,and correspondsto very unusualcosm ologicalscenarioswhich wewill

notdiscussfurther.

2 3 4 5 6 7
L

1

1.5

2
K
L
2

FIG .7: The low-l CM B power spectrum due to the Sachs-W olfe e�ect in various Q C D M m odels with the sm ooth initial

condition.The solid lineisforthe�C D M m odel,thedash linefortheconstant-w Q C D M m odelwith w = � 0:6,and thedot

line forthe linear-V (Q )Q C D M m odelwith w(�0)= � 0:5.

Thescaledependenceand sensitivity toinitialperturbationscan alsobetested in otherways.TheCM B resultsgive

the prim ordial�k spectrum ,while the gravitationallensing and otherlarge-scale observationsyield �k inform ation

atlow redshift. The ratio ofthese two,the evolution ofgravitationalpotential,can be directly com pared with the

theoreticalploton di�erentscalesshown above forvariousQ C D M m odels. Furtherm ore,since the m atterdensity

perturbation is related to the gravitationalpotentialby eq.(5),the evolution ofgravitationalpotentialcan also be

inferred from the m easurem ent ofthe visible m atter density spectrum (by SDSS,etc.),and checked with Q C D M

predictions.

By consideringthedark energy perturbationsin theseQ C D M m odels,weseethatthey allhaveascaledependence

which isdi�erentfrom the �C M D m odel,and they have di�erentsensitivity to initialconditions.These properties

m akethe dark energy perturbationsan e�ectiveway to testthesem odels.M oreprecisecosm ologicalobservationsin

the future willgivebetterconstraintson these Q C D M m odels.
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