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G auge Invariant quintessence perturbations in the quintessence and cold dark m atter QCD M )
m odelare investigated. For three cases of constant equation-ofstate (EO S) param eter, linear scalar
eld potential, and supergravity scalar eld potential, their perturbation evolitions have a sim ilar
dependence on EO S param eter and scale, but they have di erent sensitivity to the iniial conditions
due to the di erent shapes of the quintessence potential. They have am inore ect on prin ary CM B
anisotropies, but change the secondary CM B e ect in di erent ways. The rst case is lnsensitive to
Initial quintessence perturbations and only m odi es the Integrated SachsW olfe (ISW ) e ect within
a factor of 2. The other two cases are sensitive to initial conditions at large scales and could a ect
the secondary CM B anisotropies drastically depending on how sm ooth the initial perturbations
are. Thism akes it possbl for future cosn ological probes to provide constraints on quintessence
properties.

I. NTRODUCTION

R ecent observationsofan accelerating universe [1,12,13] In ply the existence ofdark energy characterized by a negative
pressure to density ratio, also known as the EO S param eter w. There have been discussions of the coan ological
constant, the dark energy evolving according to a speci ¢ EO S param eter [@, 1], and the dark energy consisting of
a dynam ical coam ic scalar eld, the quintessence [1(,111]. In contrast to the coan ological constant, the quintessence
com ponent in Q CD M m odelhaskinem aticbehaviorand can develop perturbations. Tt has in portant features oftim e—
evoluting EO S param eter and scale-dependent e ective sound speed [13,114]. O ne signi cant issue is the sensitivity
to niial perturbation conditions, which attractsmuch attention.

Forsome QCDM m odels, the quintessence potentials can be approxin ated w ith constant EO S param eter, and the
perturbations evolutions are Insensitive to the iniial quintessence perturbations, with m inor e ect on cbservations
14,14, 24]. For exponential potentialV Q) = Ve ©™ )2 [g,]d,[1d], although quintessence perturbationsm ay stay
non-zero at som e tin e ordi erent background attractor solutions, they die out in m atter-dom inant tim e for physically
reasonable m odels [12], which show s the Insensitivity again. For the tracking quintessence m odels 2(], large-scale
non-adiabatic perturbations can grow or stay constant before entering tracker regin e, but have to get suppressed
afterwards 21]. However, the rstorder m atrix form ulation developed latter [22] applies to general quintessence
potentialcases on all linear scales and indicates the possibility ofnon-vanishing entropy perturbations. R ecently som e
otherQCD M m odelsw ith special quintessence potentials, such as linearV Q) R6] and supergraviy V Q) Ri], lead
to special background evolutions. So it will be Interesting to see the perturbations behavior and their sensitivity to
Iniial conditions in these m odels, as well as their e ects on coam ic m icrow ave background (CM B) [4] and baryon
m ass power soectrum  [H] In the universe.

In this paper, we describe the universeby a smple QCD M m odelw ith the conform alN ew tonian m etric in section
2. The coan ological perturbations are solved for constant w cases In section 3, for linearV Q) cases In section 4,
and for supergraviy-V (Q ) cases in section 5. T he resuls are analyzed by the m atrix form ulation and their e ectson
coam ological observations are discussed in section 6.

II. QUINTESSENCE AND COLD DARK MATTER (QCDM ) UNIVERSE

Here we consider the uniform m atter and quintessence eld background w ith sm all perturbations in a perturoed
at FRW m etric. Focusing on scalar perturbations, we can use the at conform alN ew tonian m etric for the gauge
nvariant approach 2§,129]:

ds’ = a’() @+2 (;xNd 2+ @ 2 (;r) ;dxidxd Q)

where istheconformaltineand j ( ;%)j 1 isthegravitationalpotential. W ede ne ° @i,H %0 asthe \Hubblk

param eter" In the conform alN ew tonian version, o as today’s conform al tine, and a ;((0)) as the nom alized

scale factor. For the quintessence scalar eld, we assum e the standard Lagrangian Lo = %Q; Q7 V Q) and
decom pose the quintessence eld asuniform background w ith sm all spatialperturbations: Q ( ;x) Qo ( )+ Q ( ;x),
JOJ Do3jhQ (;x)i= 0,wherehimeansglobalspatialaverage. W e assum e that the quintessence part and m atter
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part only interact w ith each other gravitationally. So the w ave equation ofthe quintessence eld Q’, + @V=@Q = 0
gives its background and perturbative com ponents:

QY+ 2HQQ+ &’V Qo) =0 @)
0%+ 28 0% r?Q+a’Voo Q 40 Y+ 22V, = 0: 3)

The energy-m om entum tensor of this quintessence ed isT, = Qi Q7 + ( %Q; Q7 V)g
For the m atter part, we assum e its energy-m om entum tensor has the form of the perfect uid: T (m +
Pn)U U +png ,whereU dx =d = [( )=a;V '=a] isthe 4-wvelocity ofthe uild,V* dx=d = adx'=dt 1

is its 3welocity, n ( ;%) hpi()L+ o (;2)],and Jn (;%)] 1. Ifwe neglect allpressure e ect (Pm ( ;7%)J
n (%), X Punld nm ¥ J on scaleswhich are not too amall (> 10 M pc), the energy-m om entum -conservation law
gives background and perturbation com ponents after som e m anipulation:

hmi=M; @)

il 3% 3w °% ¢ =0: G)

The m atter perturbation , can be form ally cbtained in term sofa and (k; ) ih k-space, where k is the com oving
w ave-vector ( ri = k?).

To com plete this system , we consider the Oth-order 0-0 com ponent and the lst-order i= j com ponent ofthe E instein
equations:

3H° hni(o) Q¢

= -8 %1204y ; 6

= = ootV Qo) ®)
02 0 0

®+ 33 %+ eH+ H?) =4Ga? Q—g + QOZQ Vo Q : )
a a

G iven the initial conditions, V Q ), and other param eters, eq.[d,[@) give the background Q¢ ( ) and a( ), and eq.@3,
[ give the perturbations Q and . D ue to the convenient conform al-N ew tonian m etric, the m atter perturbation
drops out and can be found later via eq.[3).

ITII. CONSTANT w CASE

Herewe follow the EO S param eterization in [L3] to study the general properties of the quintessence eld instead of
som e speci ¢ quintessence eld potentialV Q).

02

i 3% VQo)
hoi %H;(QO)'
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T hen we have

O
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N
=
+
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V Qo) =

hoi: 9
a? 1 w et ©)

By m anipulating eq.[d,[@), we can expressV,, and Vo In term softhe EO S param eterw ( ):

0 0
v = 230w a0)
a’Vgo = E(l w)io Hz(Z+§w) ! W w—m+wOH(3w+2) : 1)
! 2 a 2 2 1+w 40+ w) 2
W ith eq.[[d,[) and de nitions
L —
Q7 al(p) @+wheil(o) %  %o0)=1; 12)
q

Q a(o) @+w)hoi(oe) 7 13)



we can put the quintessence wave equations eq.[2,[3) n a m ore convenient om :

1+ 3w
o, g ©°

= 0; 14
> (14)
0 3 a® 7 3
P4 @H + i )y %+ r’ @1 w)— H*(+ —w) + 38w’
1+ w 2 a 2 2
wO
4°°% 33 a1 w)+ ° = 0: (15)
1+ w

In this form ulation, any function V Q) is equivalently described by the corresponding EO S param eter w ( ), which
can be much m ore easily speci ed and com pared w ith other dark energy m odels. One sinpl exam pl would be
w = constant, which has the exponentiallike potentialV Q) shown in Figure[l.
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FIG .1l: Scalar eld potentialV (Q) for constant-w cases. The curved line is forw = 2=3. The scalar eld rolls from top-left
comer down to the today’s value indicated by the dot. The horizontal line isforw = 1 (CDM ).

Th this special case, eq.[3,[03,[[4) give the solution for the quintessence eld background:

0_ a (1+ 3w )=2 ; (16)
. ho (o)
h 0 1= W : (17)

T hen the previous closed system ofa, Q 8, and Q can be reduced to a system ofa, and in k-space:

H? 2 m 0 .
=z - H oap) ?*' Sarw 18)
P+r3m %+ @+ H?) = E(H ag)? @+ w) + i +§H @ wy——; 19
o 00 Q g1+ 3w a1+ 3w)=2 2 q0+3w)=2 '
R G S b WA w———=0; 0
5( W) .y (E 7) L+ 30 )2 ( wa(1+3w)=2 - ©0)
where , and ( are the density param eters de ned asusual Ifw = 1, the quintessence perturbations vanish in

eq.[[d) and only its background contributes. T his special case thus reducesto the CDM m odel. At early tin es, this
m odel can be well approxin ated by the at CDM m odel & instein-D eSitter space). Then eq.{I8) givesa() / 2,
H ’ 2,and eq.[[@) gives idependent of tin e ©r the grow ng m odes of m atter perturbations , / a( ), asusual
At later tim es, the quintessence part begins to becom e in portant and the solution ofa( ) from eq.{[8) will deviate
from 2 more and m ore as tin e goes on. So the coe cient 2H °+ H? in eq.[[d) is not zero any m ore and m akes
decay. This iswhat causes the ISW e ect in low-1m ulipoles ofthe CM B power spectrum .

R ecent coan ological observation of the accelerating universe requires w ( o) < 1=3. Thew < 1 cases would
correspond to negative kinetic term in the standard quintessence Lagrangian or other m ore com plicated m odels,
which wewon’t discuss here. So from now on we just consider 1 w < 1=31n allourQCDM models. The initial
conditionsarea(0) = 0, (0)j 10 % and °(0) = 0 form odes outside horizon, based on in ation theory [33]. For
the sam e reason, 3 (0)J j (0)3. Because In eq.[Z0) the restoring temn V,0o / H 2) is bigger than the dam ping
tem (/ H) which isbigger than thedrivingterm (/ H a ¢ 3")72) at early tines,  with any initialvalue which is
not toobig (3 (0)= (0)F 10%) will oscillate and get dam ped quickly w ithout a ecting the evolution before the
last—scattering epoch. So the prin ary e ects on the CM B won’t get m odi ed m uch and are Insensitive to the initial



condition on the quintessence perturbations. T his isone in portant resut withinmany QCDM m odels [15,11€]. Here
we can see that it ism ainly due to the huge V,5 o , ie., the huge quintessence m ass at early tin es. For now we Jjust
take the sm ooth initial condition ) = %©0) = 0 or convenience. Let us look at the behavior of this system at
various spatial scales.
At anallscales k 1), by eq.20) the growth of is strongly suppressed and stays negligble com pared w ith
T he e ective sound speed of the quintessence perturbations approaches 1 (cﬁ = o " 1). Then we can drop the
term s In the above system and the evolution of only com es from background e ect w ithout a dependence on k

In this region:

© 0

+ 3H

3
0 2 _ 2 Q
+ RGH "+ H®) = E(Hoao) 1+ w)a1+—3w

This system behaves lkkethe CDM modelwih a di erent EO S param eterw and the additionalrh:s temm . Ifw is
bigger the dark energy takes over dom inance earlier and a deviates from 2 earlier too, which m akes decay m ore.
In addition, the negative rh:s bringsdown more. So compared wih the CDM m odel, an allscale quintessence
perturbations in the QCD M m odeldo not grow and only the background e ect contrbutes, which drags down the
gravitational potentialm ore and corresponds to a bigger ISW e ect.

At scales com parabl to or larger than horizon size (k 1), the quintessence perturbations can grow to the
order of the gravitational potential by egq.(E20) w ith sm aller e ective sound speed (cﬁ < 1). Then it willback-react
on the evolution via eq.([d). Because of the positive coe cient, the quintessence perturbations tend to raise the
graviationally potential to m ake it decay lss. This is di erent from the k 1 case, and agrees w ith the result
of a phenom enological approach R23]. Thus in thisQCD M m odel the evolution of perturbations and gravitational
potential depends on scale.

W ih de nition on horizon scale ag % ,hum ericalcalculation gives () and () oncew e specify the param eters
k and w . C orresponding to the assum ptions we m ade before for this linearized system , we only consider k < 800. For
w = 05 and k = £0:01;5;500g, the timn e evolution () is shown com pared w ith thew = 1 case in Figureld.
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FIG. 2: Tine evolution of the gravitational potential ( ) for the constant-w case. The three thin lines correspond to

k = £0:01;5;500g from top to bottom forthew = 035 case. The thick line is the scale-independentw = lcase (CDM ).

Iv. LINEAR V Q) CASE

Linear scalar eld potential was looked by Andrei [32] In In ation theory long ago. Recently it is reviewed by
D in opoulos and Thom as R€] as a quintessence eld wihin a quantum m echanically stable action. D ue to the large
Z-m oduli of the wave function factor, the higher order potential derivatives d*V=dQ " (n > 1) can be neglected and
only the linear term rem ains. A fter shifting the origin and considering the symm etry ofQ $ Q , the typicalV Q)
can be w ritten as:

V)= Vi Q; V; = constant> O: 21)

T his linear potentialm ay eventually lead to negative totalenergy density and result in a rapid crunch. Let us consider
the closed system de ned in x2 to study the behavior ofboth background and perturbations for thism odel in detail. In
orderofm agnitude, Eq.B) givesQ ) & oVi aVi=Hy andeq.[@) givesQ ?=2a® 3403 hoi_ 3HZ (=8 G Pr
1+w 1l.Combiingthesetwo,wewillhavey HZ 3 (=8 G HZm, (~=c= 1)andQ 3,-8G mp.
So this sin ple analysis sets the range of m agniude for the quintessence eld quantities. Now we can rede ne the

quintessence eld for later convenience:

r r
2 3oy, oo 294, v, o 1;% = constant> 0: ©2)
0 s G 1r 8 G ’ 1 r Vi1 :

V]_:H



T he closed system ofequations can then be rew ritten as:

0P+ 2H Qg; HaZa’Vy = 0; . @3)
20 3 . QOZ :

—-H 0aot =t o nga@ ViQo (4)
0%+ 20 Q% x* 0 &) ° 2HZaiA*V, =0; @5)
©y 38 %+ EH+H?) = g o 09 + 07 0%+ Hiaja’vi O ; 26)

w here the perturbation equations are in k-gpace. For the background, we take the iniial condition as a () = 0
and QS 0) = 0 based on In ation theory. The Q' (0) value is chosen by requiring that today’s quintessence energy
density tsthe observation, ¢ ()= 3H{ =8 G,orequivalently, 0'0?=2H a2 V100 (o) = 1. Then this descrbbes
an nitially static eld rolling down a potential slope. Its e ective EO S param eter evolves from -1 to som e value

1< w(g) < O today. D1i erent slope values V; corresoond to di erent Qo (0) and EO S param eter w ( ), but the
sam e energy density ¢ ( o) today. T he correspondence is listed In Tablk[d. The detail has been worked out in the
\doom sday" m odel R7]. Forthew ( o) = 05 case, the potentialV Q) is shown in F igure[3.

TABLE I:Quintessence potential slope and starting position corresponding to w ( o)

Vi Q0(0) w(o)
2.138 0.635 05
2424 0.657 0.6
2077 0.696 0.7
1677 0774 08
1172 0980 0.9
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FIG.3: Linear scalar eld potentialV Q) forthew (o) = 05 case shown as the slope. The two dots are the starting and

today’s positions of the eld variable from left to right. The horizontal line isthew = 1l case (CDM ).

For the perturbations, again we take the initial condition as ¢°0) = °(0) = 0 and j (0)j 10 >, based on
in ation theory. Eq.[2H) describes the oscillation of an intitially static quintessence perturbation eld driven by the
graviational potential. At am all scales k 1) the quintessence perturbations stay sm all. So the evolution only
depends on the background. T he behavior of the perturbations is not sensitive to k or Q (0), as in the constant-w
case. However, at scales com parable or bigger than the horizon size (k 1), due to the zero quintessence m ass
Voo = 0) In the restoring tem , the quintessence perturbation will stay near its initial value with a shift driven
by the gravitational potential. Then the whole system becom es sensitive to the iniial condition of quintessence
perturbations, which is quite di erent from the constantw case. Forthew ( o) = 0:5 goecial case, the dependence
onk and Q (0) is indicated in Tablke[d.

If we take the sn ooth iniial condition Q (0) = 0, then In tem s of di erent k the perturbation evolution result
is shown in Figure[d. A gain we see that the scale dependence of perturbations evolutions is sin ilar to the constant—
w case In the last section. The quintessence perturbations stay suppressed, corresponding to m ore decay of the
gravitationalpotentialat sn all scales, but grow to the order of the gravitationalpotential accounting for less decay of
the gravitational potential, w ith the transition scale around k = 5. Besides, the decay of the gravitational potential



TABLE II: Dependence on initial perturbations in the linearV Q) case, orw ( o)

0:5

k=01 k=1 k=10
Q0= 0] 9(a= O] (o)= 0] 9(o)= O] ()= O] Q)= O] ()= O
10 12.077 3.862 9411 3262 0.147 0.741
1 1.752 1116 1469 1.054 0.108 0.730
0 0.605 0811 0.586 0.808 0.104 0.729
-1 -0.542 0.506 0296 0.563 0.099 0.728
-10 -10.867 2240 8240 -1.646 0.060 0.717

is an aller than the constant-w case because is quintessence EO S param eter stays close to -1 at early tim es and only
risesto w ( o) recently, so that the dark energy em erges later.
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FIG.4: Tine evolution of the gravitational potential ( ) for the lnhearV Q) case with w ( o) 0:55 and gn ooth initial

condition. T he three curves correspond to k = £0:01;5;500g from top to bottom .

V. SUPERGRAVITY V (Q) CASE

The scalar eld potential can also com e from extended gauged supergravity, w hich has a close relation to M /string
theory and extra din ensions. M asses of ultra-light scalars in these m odels 23] are quantized by the H ubble constant:
m? = n?H?. Ifthe deSitter solution corresponds to a m ininum of the e ectire potential, the universe eventually
becom es de-Sitter space. If the de-Sitter solution corresponds to a maxinum or a saddle point, which is the case
In all known m odels based on N 8 supergraviy, the at universe eventually stops accelerating and collapses
to a shgularity. For exam ple, all known potentials of the gauged N 8 supergraviy have the universal feature
n?= f 6;4;129. A long the tachyon direction rf = 6, the scalar potential can be w ritten as:

3Hy oVo 5
v = 1 ; 27
Q) 8 G x g @7)
r
Q ~C
Vo = constant> 0; Q@ —; m, 5 G

where Vy and Q" are dim ensionless and in the orderofl. Again we apply the closed system de ned in x2 to thism odel.
T he background and perturbations equations are:

O+ 2HQY  6HZaZ oVoa’Qo= 0; ©8)
S

aO H 2a2 Q«OZ
2= Ttz tHEE oV 07 29)
0%+ 20 Q%+ k* 6HZaZa® (Vo) @ 40 ° 12HZala® oVeQo = 0; (30)

1 1

P+ 3 %+ @H+H?) = Eggz + Egg 0%+ 3HZala® (Vo0 Q : (31)
For the background, we again take the initial condition as a(©) = 0 and Q”g Q) = 0. We choose Qg (0) =

£0;02;0:3;032gand adjust V; so that today’squintessence energy density tstheobservation, ¢ ( o) = 3H§ 0=8 G,



orequivalently, 09%=6H a3 o + VoL Q32()]= 1.Then thisdescrbesan initially static eld rolling down a curved
potential slope. Tts e ective EO S param eter evolves from -1 to somevaluie 1< w (o) < 0 today. D i erent initial
positions Q' (0) correspond to di erent Vy and EO S param eterw ( ), but the sam e energy density o ( o) today. The
correspondence is listed in Table[I. For the O (0) = 0:3 case, the potentialV Q) is shown in Figure[d.

TABLE III:Quintessence initial position corresponding to Vo and w ( o)

Qo) Vo w (o)
0 1 -1
02 1124 -0.92
03 1441 -0.67
032 1.645 047
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FIG .5: Scalar el potentialV Q) from supergravity for Qo (0) = 0:3 shown as the curve. The two dots are the starting and
today’s positions of the eld variable, from left to right. The horizontal line isthew = 1l case (CDM ).

T he perturbations are analyzed as before. W e take the mitial condition as Q°©0) = °%0)= 0Oand j (0)j 10 5.
Eq.[30) describes the oscillation of an initially static quintessence perturbation eld driven by the gravitational
potential. At an allscales (k 1) any Iniial quintessence perturbations get dam ped to be sn all, and the evolution
only depends on the background. This system is not sensitive to Q (0), as In the linearV Q) case. At scals
com parable to or bigger than the horizon size (k 1), due to the tachyon quintessence mass (Voo < 0) In the
restoring tem , a quintessence perturbation will stay near its initial valie and even grow, wih a shift driven by
the gravitational potential. Then this system is m ore sensitive to the Initial quintessence perturbations than the
linearV Q) case. Forthe Q' (0) = 03 case, the dependence on k and Q (0) is indicated in Tablk[l.

TABLE IV : Dependence on Initial perturbations in Supergravity-V (Q ) case, or 0o (0) = 0:3

k=01 k=1 k=10
Q= 0] 9(a= O] (o)= 0] 9(o)= O] ()= O] Q(o)= O] ()= O
10 23412 3.016 18.640 2.589 0207 0.753
1 3.018 1011 2521 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

T his potential is unbounded from below and the theory is unstable. Since the potential can rem ain positive for
j j< 1 for a tim e longer than the present age of the universe before  nally collapses, this m odel is su cient to
describe the background evolution of the universe. However, the tachyon m ass m akes the quintessence instability
develop and a ect the gravitationalpotential, and thus the system becom es sensitive to the Iniial conditions at Jarge
scales (k < 10). This putsm ore constraints on the niial quintessence conditions and this supergravity m odel iself.
For the am ooth iniial condition ¢ (0) = 0, thism odel has a sin ilar scale-dependent perturbation evolution as the
linearV Q) model n last section. For 0y (0) = 03 and k = £0:01;5;500g, the tine evolution () is shown in
Figure[d.



0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
a/a0

FIG .6: T In e evolution ofthe gravitationalpotential ( ) for the supergravity-V (Q ) case, wih Q¢ (0) = 0:3 and sn ooth mnitial
condition. T he three curves correspond to k = £0:01;5;500g from top to bottom .

VI. DISCUSSION

In another view point, we can apply the rst-orderm atrix form ulation In [22] to analyze the di erent quintessence
perturbation behaviors n above QCD M models. At large scales k 1), the relative entropy perturbation S and
Intrinsic entropy perturbation  [17,118,119] have coupled evolution equation

| | |
@ S _3 Wo W&t g e &)= £ &)= S
@ In (a=ap) =2 Wo =2

where ¢ means the perfect uid com ponent, ; 1+ w;, and ch p=_. Formost of the tine In ocur QCD M
mode]s,hCDM dom jnatesc?nd have we ’ 9, e’ g " l,and 1< wy < 1=3. Then the elgenvalues are

n =32 2w, ¢ 1 &, + 1)2 2 .Fortheconstantw case,wg = &, kadstoRe@m )= 2 @wo 1=2)< 0,

corresponding to decaying entropy perturbations. W hile for the lnearV Q) case, ch ’ 2adston = (@Bwg +

3;3wq + %), corresponding to at last one grow Ing entropy perturbation m ode. This ts our previous analysis well

In allQCD M m odels that we studied above, the quintessence perturbations have the com m on characteristic feature
of scale dependence. At an all scales the perturbations do not grow and the gravitationalpotential decaysm ore only
due to background e ects; at large scales the perturbations grow and sustain the gravitational potential. On the
other hand, because of the di erent quintessence potentials, the three QCD M m odels have di erent sensitivity to
the initial conditions on quintessence perturbations. The constant-w m odel has a large quintessence m ass at early
tin es and dam ps perturbations fast so that it is insensitive to initial conditions at all scales. In this m odel the
quintessence has no e ect before the last-scattering tim e. In contrast, the linearVv Q ) m odeland supergraviy-V Q)
m odel have zero and tachyon quintessence m ass respectively, and their perturbations rem ain near their initial value
(O 0)= (©) 10%) at large scales. Since the EO S param eter w in these two m odels approaches -1 at early tin es,
their dark energy dom nates only very recently, lke the CDM model. So the total back-reaction of dark energy
perturbations (packground tin es relative perturbations) on other perturbations rem ains negligble before the last—
scattering tin e, when the universe evolves lkkea / 2,Q0’ 000,03’ 0, 0/ Q (0),and ’ (0). So they do
not change the prim ary CM B anisotropies either. But later when the dark energy background becom e dom inant, this
back-reaction of dark energy perturbations willa ect other perturbations drastically, depending on how sn ooth the
Initial perturbations are.

For am ooth Initial conditions iIn allm odels the dark energy hasno prim ary CM B e ect except that its background
contrbutes to the distance to the last-scattering surface. But later on both the dark energy background and per—
turbations w ill contribute to the change of the gravitational potential, which m ay lead to a considerable secondary
CMB e ect such as the ISW e ect [30]. For the scale-invariant prin ordial spectrum P J 0;k)F = A?%=k3, the
largescale CM B power spectrum due to the SW e ect is:

SW AZ 2
C = —K 7 ;
1 36 211+ 1) 1
Z . zZ .
) dk | . ,
Ki= 211+ 1) m ik o)+ 6 df (;k)aik(o ) (32)

0 LS

where j (z) is the spherical Bessel finction and f ( ;k) is the evolution factor of the graviational potential de ned
as ( ;k) ©0;k)f ( ;k). The integral over the jf k o) tem ocorresgoonds to the prinary SW e ect on the last—
scattering surface, and the integral over the rem aining termm s corresponds to the ISW e ect. The at CDM m odel



gives £%= 0 and only the prin ary SW e ect, with K 12 = 1.The at CDM modelhasno dark energy perturbations

and gives a scale-independent evolution factor f () which lads to a positive ISW e ect in the ow-1CM B power

soectrum  [31], rising at the lowerl (1= 2;3) end. Forthe atQCDM m odel, the bigger EO S param eterw ( 1)
brings out the dark energy earlier and decreases the gravitationalpotentialm ore, corresponding to a bigger £° value for
allscalesand a ecting them agnitude ofthe CM B pow er spectrum . T he quintessence perturbationsgrow di erently at

di erent scales and give a k-dependent F°( ;k)j which isbiggerat sm allscales than at large scalesw ith the transition

around the horizon size. Thism eans that the lower-1 (1= 2;3) multipoles w ill get suppressed relative to the higher-1
ones such that the whole low -1 spectrum will get attened. These two e ects can be seen by num erical calculation

for the standard CDM model, constant-w QCDM modelwih w = 05, and lnearV Q) QCDM modelw ih

w(g)= 05 in Figure[l. This is done with eq.[3J) approxin ately for illustrative purpose. Exact resuls should

refer to m ore accurate num ericalw ork like the CM B-FA ST code. For non-sm ooth initial conditions, the perturbation

evolution can be seen in Tablk[[ and Tablk[l, and corresponds to very unusual cosn ological scenarios which we w ill
not discuss further.

FIG.7: The ow-1CM B power spectrum due to the SachsW olfe e ect In various QCDM m odels with the sn ooth initial
condition. The solid line is forthe CDM m odel, the dash line for the constant-w QCDM modelwith w = 0:6, and the dot
line for the linearV Q) QCDM modelwih w ( g) = 0:5.

T he scale dependence and sensitivity to initial perturbations can also be tested in otherways. TheCM B resultsgive
the prim ordial  spectrum , whik the gravitational lensing and other large-scale ocbservations yield  inform ation
at low redshift. The ratio of these two, the evolution of gravitational potential, can be directly com pared w ith the
theoretical plot on di erent scales shown above for variousQCD M m odels. Furthem ore, since the m atter density
perturbation is related to the gravitational potential by eq.[d), the evolution of gravitational potential can also be
Inferred from the m easurem ent of the visble m atter density spectrum (oy SD SS, etc.), and checked wih QCDM
predictions.

By considering the dark energy perturbations in these QCD M m odels, we see that they allhave a scale dependence
which is di erent from the CM D m odel, and they have di erent sensitivity to initial conditions. T hese properties
m ake the dark energy perturbations an e ective way to test these m odels. M ore precise coan ological cbservations in
the future w ill give better constraints on these QCD M m odels.
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