
ar
X

iv
:a

st
ro

-p
h/

95
01

11
3v

1 
 3

1 
Ja

n 
19

95

LANC-TH9512 astro-ph/9501113

T H E G R ISH C H U K -ZELD O V IC H EFFEC T

IN T H E O PEN U N IV ER SE

David H.Lyth

SchoolofPhysicsand Chem istry,

University ofLancaster,Lancaster LA1 4YB. U.K.

Introduction

W hen considering perturbationsin an open universe,cosm ologistsretain only sub-

curvaturem odes(de� ned aseigenfunctionsoftheLaplacian whoseeigenvalueisless

than � 1 in unitsofthecurvaturescale,in contrastwith thesuper-curvaturem odes

whoseeigenvalueisbetween � 1 and 0).M athem aticianshaveknown foralm osthalf

acentury thatallm odesm ustbeincluded togeneratethem ostgeneralhom ogeneous

Gaussian random �eld,despite the factthatany square integrable function can be

generated using only the sub-curvature m odes. The form er m athem aticalobject,

notthelatter,istherelevantoneforphysicalapplications.Thisarticlesum m arizes

recentwork with A.W oszczyna.Them athem aticsisbrie y explained in a language

accessible to physicists. Then the e� ecton the cm b ofany super-curvature contri-

bution isconsidered,which generalizes to 
0 < 1 the analysis given by G rishchuk

and Zeldovich in 1978.

T he m ode expansion

According to the Einstein � eld equation,the energy density 
 ofthe universe is

given by

1� 
 = �
K

(aH )2
(1)

HereK isaconstant,H = _a=a istheHubbleparam eter,and 
 istheenergy density

m easured in unitsofthe criticaldensity 3H 2=8�G . The spatialcurvature scalaris

R (3) = 6K =a2 and we setK = � 1 so thata isthe curvature scale. Then the case


 = 1 correspondsto the lim ita ! 1 ,with physicaldistanceslike H �1 rem aining

constant.

W eareinterested in thestochasticpropertiesoftheperturbations,at� xed tim e.

To de� ne them we willtake the approach ofconsidering an ensem ble ofuniverses

ofwhich ours is supposed to be one. If,in som e region ofspace,a perturbation

f can be written as a sum ofterm s,with the coe� cient ofeach term having an

independentG aussian probability distribution,it is a Gaussian random �eld,and

itsstochasticpropertiesarecom pletelydeterm ined byitscorrelation function.There

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9501113v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9501113


isno requirem entthatthe region ofspace bein� nite,orthatthe term sbelinearly

independent. If the correlation function depends only on the geodesic distance

between the points,the � eld is said to be hom ogeneous with respectto the group

oftransform ations that preserve this distance. W e assum e thateach cosm ological

perturbation in theobservableuniverseisatypicalrealization ofsom ehom ogeneous

G aussian random � eld.

Sphericalcoordinatesare de� ned by theline elem ent

dl2 = a
2[dr2 + sinh2r(d�2 + sin2�d�2)] (2)

Any hom ogeneous G aussian random � eld can be generated1;2;3 by expanding itin

eigenfunctionsofthe Laplacian with eigenvalue (k=a)2 < 0,

f(r;�;�;t)=

Z
1

0

dk
X

lm

~fklm (t)Zklm (r;�;�) (3)

Here q2 = k2 � 1,and the m ode functionsare Zklm = � kl(r)Ylm (�;�). Forq
2 > 0

the radialfunctionsare

� kl � Nkl
~� kl (4)

~� kl � jqj�2 (sinhr)l
�

� 1

sinhr

d

dr

�l+ 1

cos(qr) (5)

N kl �

r
2

�
jqj

"
lY

n= 1

(q2 + n
2)

#�1=2

(l> 0) (6)

with N k0 �
p
2=�jqj. For � 1 < q2 < 0,cos(qr) is replaced by cosh(jqjr). The

spectrum Pf isde� ned by

h~f�klm
~fk0l0m 0i=

2�2

kjq2j
Pf(k)�(k � k

0)�ll0�m m 0 (7)

and thecorrelation function is

�f(r)=

Z
1

0

dk

k
Pf(k)

sin(qr)

qsinhr
(8)

Forr� 1,thecontribution tothecorrelation function from am odewith k2 � 1

is�f(r)/ exp(� k2r)Thusthe correlation length,in unitsofthe curvature scale a,

isoforderk�2 .Thisisin contrastwith the  at-space case,wherethe contribution

from a m odewith k � 1 givesa correlation length oforder1=k.

T he G rishchuk-Zeldovich e�ect

Thecm b anisotropy isgenerally ascribed toaprim evalcurvatureperturbation (m ea-

sured by com oving observers),conveniently taken to beR de� ned by

4(k2 + 3)R klm =a
2 = �R

(3)

klm
(9)

2



In thelim it
 ! 1,

4k2R klm =a
2 = �R

(3)

klm
(10)

During m atter dom ination R is constant until
 breaks away from 1. For l�
< 30

the m ean square m ultipole Cl ofthe cm b anisotropy is given by the Sachs-W olfe

approxim ation

Cl = 2�2
Z

1

0

dk

k
PR (k)I

2
kl (11)

jqjIkl =
1

5
� kl(�0)+

6

5

Z
�0

0

dr� kl(r)F
0(�0 � r) (12)

F (�) = 5
sinh2� � 3� sinh� + 4cosh� � 4

(cosh� � 1)3
(13)

with � = 2(aH )�1 and r= �0 thelastscattering surface.In thisregim e theCO BE

m easurem entsgive l2Cl’ 8� 10�10 .W ithin the observationaluncertaintiesthisis

consistent4 with a  atspectrum forall0:1 � 
0 � 1:0,ofm agnitudePR � 10�9 to

10�10 .Thecorresponding m ean square curvatureperturbation hR 2iisofthe sam e

order.

Now suppose thatthe spectrum PR risessharply on som e very large scale kV L

but that the perturbation is stilla typicalrealization of a Gaussian random �eld

so that it can be discussed using the above form alism . W hat is the e� ect on the

cm b anisotropy? For 
0 = 1 this question was asked and essentially answered by

G rishchuk and Zeldovich5.Thelarge scale contribution can betaken to be

P V L
R

’ �(lnk� lnkV L)hR
2i (14)

In a sphere whose radius is oforder the correlation length dV L = a0=kV L,R is

roughly constantwith typicalvalue hR 2i1=2.From Eq.(10)itisoforderd2
V L
�R(3),

which isa dim ensionlessm easureofthegeom etry distortion dueto theperturbation

(recall that the background curvature R (3) vanishes for 
0 = 1). For instance

it is roughly equalto the fractionaldeparture from 4�d2
V L

of the sphere’s area.

The m axim aldistortion,corresponding to regions ofpositive curvature closing on

them selves,ishR 2i �
< 1. The quadrupole dom inatesfor dV L � H

�1

0
,and isgiven

by

C
V L
2 � (dV LH 0)

�4 hR 2i (15)

Ifthegeom etry distortion ism axim al,then dV LH 0 � (CV L2 )1=4 �
> 102.In words,the

correlation length isthen m ore than two ordersofm agnitude biggerthan the size

oftheobservable universe.

To generalize thisanalysisto 
0 < 1 one needsto take the background spatial

curvature into account,and to note that the lim it oflarge scales corresponds to

k ! 0,notq ! 0.Thishasnotbeen done to date.The only relevantpublications

ofwhich we are aware either ignore the spatialcurvature6 or take use the q !

0 lim it7;8. Consider therefore Eq.(14) with kV L � 1, and suppose that 
0 is

signi� cantly below 1sothata0H 0 � 1.In theabsenceofperturbationsthegeom etry

distortion of the observable universe is a20R
(3) � 1, and the addition distortion

caused by the perturbation is � a20�R
(3) � R . Thus,R m easures the fractional
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change in the geom etry distortion,and since the relation between �R(3) and R is

now scale independentthisrem ainstrue on largerscales. The m axim aldistortion,

corresponding to regionsofspace closing on them selves,isstillhR 2i�
< 1.

Ask ! 0,� k0 ! 1,buttheotherradialfunctionsareproportionaltok.De� ning

Il� limk! 0Ikl=k,

C
V L
l = I

2
lk

2
V LhR

2i (16)

Since Il is roughly oforder 1 for low m ultipoles,and also a0 � H
�1

0
� 1 we can

write this

C
V L
l � (dV LH 0)hR

2i (17)

The prefactor is not now raised to the fourth power as it is for 
0 = 1,so that

for m axim aldistortion dV L m ustnow be ten ordersofm agnitude bigger than the

size ofthe observable universe! There are two physicalreasons for the di� erence.

O ne isthatthe correlation length isa0k
�2

V L
instead ofa0k

�1

V L
.The otheristhatthe

presenceofbackground curvatureallowsthegeom etry distortion to beoforder1 in

the observableuniverse,whereasbeforeitwasatm ostoforderk2
V L

� 1.

In the case 
0 = 1, the G rishchuk-Zeldovich e� ect contributes only to the

quadrupole,and is not seen in the data (ie.,the quadrupole is not anom alously

high). In the case 
0 < 1 it contributes to allm ultipoles up to som e m axim um ,

which isprobably within the regim e ofvalidity ofthe Sachs-W olfe approxim ation.

Itwould beworth evaluating theldependenceto see whetheritisthesam e asthe

observed Cl/ l�2 forsom e range of
0.Ifso the e� ectm ightbe present,and one

could seewhetherthiswasso by looking athigherm ultipoles.(A m orebizarrepos-

sibility would be thatthe e� ectpersistseven beyond the range ofthe Sachs-W olfe

approxim ation,in which case a fullcalculation would be necessary. The form alism

isalready in place,and hasalready been used forthe sub-curvaturem odes9;10;11.)

Foreaseofvisualization wehaveused theconceptofthecorrelation length dV L,

which presupposes that the perturbation continues to be a typicalrealization of

a G aussian random � eld in a region around uswhose size is biggerthan dV L,and

thereforem uch biggerthan theobservableuniverse.Thee� ectisreally calculated on

the hypothesisthatthe perturbation isa typicalrealization ofa G aussian random

� eld within the observable universe,and can be written in term s ofkV L without

reference to a correlation length. However,ifthe hypothesisisvalid fork down to

som e m inim um value,it is reasonable to suppose that it can indeed be extended

out to a region bigger than the corresponding correlation length. Thusa positive

detection ofthe G rishchuk-Zeldovich e� ectwould suggestthatthisisthe case.O n

the other hand a failure to detect the e� ect,which seem s m ore likely,willtellus

essentially nothing!

Finally,letusask whetheroneshould expectthee� ectto bepresenteven below

the levelofdetectability. For the case 
0 = 1 the usualhypothesis is that the

curvature perturbation com es from a vacuum  uctuation ofthe in aton � eld,and

in 1990 thiswasextended13 to thecase
0 < 1.To theextentthatthisistruethere

arenosuper-curvaturem odes,which m eansthatfor
0 appreciably lessthan 1there

isno G rishchuk-Zeldovich e� ect.Likeany hypothesisin physicsthiswillbeatbest

an approxim ation,and it willfailabove som e large scale. (As we just discussed,

‘scale’strictly m eans sim ply som e large value ofk�1 ,butone can probably think
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ofita also a large correlation length.) However,the hypothesisthatthe curvature

perturbation in the observable universe is a typicalrealization ofa hom ogeneous

G aussian random � eld willalso failabove som e large scale,and thism ightwellbe

thesam easthescale on which thevacuum  uctuation hypothesisfails.Ifso,there

willbeno G rishchuk-Zeldovich e� ect.

Itwould beinstructiveto seehow allthisworksin bubblem odel13 ofthe
 < 1

universe. According to thism odelwe inhabitthe interior ofthe bubble extending

far beyond the observable universe. W ithin the bubble the perturbation is well

approxim ated by a typicalrealization ofa random G aussian � eld,which has only

sub-curvaturem odesbecauseitoriginatesasavacuum  uctuation.Astheboundary

isapproached the nature ofthe perturbation changesand itno longercorresponds

to a typicalrealization ofthe random � eld. Thus one expects in this m odelthe

coincidence ofscalesm entioned in the lastparagraph,and no G rishchuk-Zeldovich

e� ect.
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