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Introduction

W hen considering perturbations In an open universe, cosn ologists retain only sub-
curvaturem odes ([de ned aseigenfunctions ofthe Laplacian whose eigenvalue is less
than 1 in units ofthe curvature scale, In contrast w ith the supercurvature m odes
whose eigenvalue isbetween 1 and 0). M athem aticians have known foraln ost half
a century that allm odesm ust be inclided to generate them ost generalhom ogeneous

G aussian random eld, despite the fact that any square integrable function can be

generated using only the sub-curvature m odes. The form er m athem atical cb gct,

not the latter, is the relevant one for physical applications. T his article sum m arizes

recent work with A .W oszczyna. Them athem atics isbrie y explained In a lJanguage
accessible to physicists. Then the e ect on the anb of any supercurvature contri-
bution is considered, which generalizes to ( < 1 the analysis given by G rishchuk

and Zeldovich in 1978.

The m ode expansion

A cocording to the Einstein  eld equation, the energy density of the universe is
given by
1 - K 1
(aH )?
HereK isa constant, H = a=a isthe Hubbl param eter, and isthe energy densiy
m easured in units of the critical density 3H ?=8 G . T he spatial curvature scalar is
R® = 6K =a® and we sst K = 1 so that a is the curvature scale. Then the case
= 1 corresponds to the limita ! 1 ,with physicaldistances ke H ' rem aining
constant.
W e are interested In the stochastic properties of the perturbations, at xed tim e.
To de ne them we will take the approach of considering an ensem bl of universes
of which ours is supposed to be one. If, In som e region of space, a perturbation
f can be wrtten as a sum of tem s, with the coe cient of each term having an
Independent G aussian probability distrdbution, it is a G aussian random eld, and
its stochastic properties are com pletely determm ined by its correlation function. T here
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is no requirem ent that the region of space be in nite, or that the term s be linearly
Independent. If the correlation function depends only on the geodesic distance
between the points, the eld is said to be hom ogeneous w ith respect to the group
of transform ations that preserve this distance. W e assum e that each cosm ological
perturbation in the observable universe is a typical realization of som e hom ogeneous
G aussian random  ed.

Spherical coordinates are de ned by the line elem ent

d¥ = a°@dr? + snh®rd %+ sin® d ?)] @)

Any hom ogeneous G aussian random  eld can be generated”?? by expanding i in
eigenfinctions of the Laplacian w ith eigenvalue (k=a)? < 0,

Z 1 X
f ; ;0= dk  fim ©Zxm @ ;) 3)
0 n
Here ¢ = k? 1, and the m ode fiinctions are Zgpy = x1@®)Ymw ( ; ). Ford > 0
the radial functions are
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with N g 2= Jyj For 1< § < 0, cos(gr) is replaced by cosh (37k). The
soectrum P ¢ isde ned by
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and the correlation function is
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Forr 1, the contribution to the correlation function from am ode w ith k? 1
is £(r) / exp( ¥r) Thus the correlation length, in units of the curvature scak a,
isoforderk 2 . This is .n contrast w ith the at-space case, w here the contribution
from amodewih k 1 gives a correlation length of order 1=k.

The G rishchuk-Zeldovich e ect
The an b anisotropy isgenerally ascribbed to a prim evalcurvature perturbation m ea—
sured by com oving observers), conveniently taken to be R de ned by

4%+ 3)Rp=a’= R )
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D uring m atter dom ination R is constant until breaks away from 1. For 1< 30

the m ean square multipole C; of the anb anisotropy is given by the SachsW olfe
approxin ation
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with =2@H)! andr= o the last scattering surface. In this regin e the COBE

m easurem ents give *C,’ 8 100 . W ithi the observational uncertainties this is
consistent? with a at spectrum forall 0:1 0 190, ofm agnimude Py 10° to
10 1% . The corresponding m ean square curvature perturbation IR 21 is of the sam e
order.

Now suppose that the spectrum Py rises sharply on som e very large scale ky 1,
but that the perturbation is still a typical ralization of a G aussian random eld
so that it can be discussed using the above formm alism . W hat is the e ect on the
anb anisotropy? For o = 1 this question was asked and essentially answered by
G rishchuk and Zeldovich®. The large scale contrbution can be taken to be

PYY7  (nk hkp)RZ 14)

In a sphere whose radius is of order the correlation length dyi = ap=kyin, R is
roughly constant w ith typical valie IR 2i'™?. From Eq. @Q) it is ofomlercl\z,L R®,
which isa din ensionlessm easure of the geom etry distortion due to the perturbation
(recall that the badkground curvature R @ vanishes for o = 1). For instance
it is roughly equal to the fractional departure from 4 d\z,L of the sphere’s area.
The m axin al distortion, corresoonding to regions of positive curvature closing on
them selves, is IR 21 < 1. The quadrupole dom inates or dy1, H 01 , and is given
by

C;®  @rHo) R (15)

Ifthe geom etry distortion ism axin al, then dyH €Yyt > 10%. m words, the
correlation length is then m ore than two orders of m agniude bigger than the size
of the observable universe.

To generalize this analysisto o < 1 one needs to take the background spatial
curvature Into account, and to note that the Iim it of large scales corresponds to
k! 0,notg! 0. Thishasnotbeen done to date. The only relevant publications
of which we are aware either ignore the spatial curvature® or take use the q !

0 lm i’®. Consider therefore Eq. é_l-fﬁ) wih kyr, 1, and suppose that ¢ is
signi cantly below 1 sothatgH o 1. In the absence of perturbations the geom etry
distortion of the cbservable universe is aiR © 1, and the addition distortion
caused by the perturbation is :% R® R . Thus, R measures the fractional



change in the geom etry distortion, and since the relation between R® and R is
now scale ndependent this rem ains true on larger scales. The m axim al distortion,
corresponding to regions of space closing on them selves, is stillFR i< 1.
Ask ! 0, xo! 1,buttheotherradialfunctionsareproportionaltok.De ning
I, Iy o Lk,
cyt=1ik3 R4 16)

Since I is roughly of order 1 for low multipoles, and also ag HO:L 1 we can
w rite this

cYt  @rHomR?i 7
T he prefactor is not now raised to the fourth power as it is or ¢ = 1, so that
for m axim al distortion dy i, must now be ten orders of m agniude bigger than the
size of the observable universe! There are two physical reasons for the di erence.
O ne is that the correlation length is aokvzL nstead of aokvlL . The other is that the
presence of background curvature allow s the geom etry distortion to be of order 1 in
the cbservable universe, w hereas before it was at m ost of order k\Z,L 1.

In the case ¢ = 1, the GrishchukZeldovich e ect contrbutes only to the
quadrupole, and is not seen In the data (. the quadrupol is not anom alously
high). In the case (¢ < 1 i contrbutes to allmultipoles up to som e m axinum ,
which is probably w ithin the regim e of validiy of the SachsW olfe approxin ation.
It would be worth evaluating the 1 dependence to see whether it is the sam e as the
observed C;/ 12 for some range of . Ifso thee ect m ight be present, and one
could see whether thiswas so by looking at higherm ultipoles. A m ore bizarre pos-
sbility would be that the e ect persists even beyond the range of the SachsW olfe
approxin ation, n which case a full calculation would be necessary. T he form alisn
is already i place, and has already been used for the sub-curvature m odes’011 )

For ease of visualization we have used the conospt of the correlation length dy1,,
which presupposes that the perturbation continues to be a typical realization of
a Gaussian random eld In a region around us whose size is bigger than &, and
thereforem uch bigger than the observable universe. Thee ect isreally calculated on
the hypothesis that the perturbation is a typical realization of a G aussian random

eld within the ocbservablk universe, and can be written In tem s of k1, w ithout
reference to a correlation length. However, if the hypothesis is valid for k down to
some m ninum value, it is reasonable to suppose that it can indeed be extended
out to a region bigger than the corresponding correlation length. Thus a positive
detection of the G rishchuk~Zeldovich e ect would suggest that this is the case. On
the other hand a failure to detect the e ect, which seem s m ore lkely, will tell us
essentially nothing!

Finally, ket us ask whether one should expect thee ect to be present even below
the level of detectability. For the case ( = 1 the usual hypothesis is that the
curvature perturbation com es from a vacuum  uctuation ofthe in aton eld, and
in 1990 thiswas extended!® to the case o < 1. To the extent that this is true there
are no supercurvaturem odes, which m eansthat for ¢ appreciably lessthan 1 there
isno G rishchukZeldovich e ect. Like any hypothesis in physics thisw illbe at best
an approxin ation, and it will fail above som e large scale. @A s we Just discussed,
“cale’ strictly m eans sin ply som e large value of k !, but one can probably think



of it a also a large correlation length.) However, the hypothesis that the curvature
perturbation In the observabl universe is a typical realization of a hom ogeneous
G aussian random el will also fail above som e large scale, and thism ight wellbe
the sam e as the scale on which the vacuum  uctuation hypothesis fails. If so, there
w illbe no G rdshchuk~Zeldovich e ect.

T would be instructive to see how allthisworks n bubblem odel’® ofthe < 1
universe. A ccording to this m odel we inhabit the interior of the bubbl extending
far beyond the ocbservable universe. W ithin the bubbl the perturbation is well
approxin ated by a typical realization of a random Gaussian eld, which has only
sub-curvaturem odesbecause it originatesasa vacuum uctuation. A stheboundary
is approached the nature of the perturbation changes and it no longer corresponds
to a typical realization of the random  eld. Thus one expects in this m odel the
coincidence of scales m entioned in the last paragraph, and no G rishchuk-Zeldovich
e ect.

ACKNOW LEDGEMENTS

T hiswork was started w ith thehelp of EU research grant ERB 3519P 1.920782 (10835) .
One ofus O HL) thanks the Isaac New ton Institute for a visiting Fellow ship whilke
the work wasbeing com pleted, and B ruce A llen, Robert Caldwell, M isao Sasakiand
Neil Turok for usefiil discussions.

REFERENCES

1. YAGLOM , M . 1961 in Proceedings of the Fourth Berkelky Sym posium Volume II, J.
Neym an, Ed. University of C alifomia P ress, B erkeley.

2.KREIN,M .G .1949.Ukrain.M at. Z2.1,No. 1, 64; ibid 1950 2, No. 1, 10.
3.LYTH,D.H.& A.W OSZCZYNA . preprint astro-ph/9501044, subm itted to Phys. Rev.
D.

4, KAM ONKOW SKI,M ,D.N.SPERGEL & N.SUGIYAMA .1994. A strophys. J.426,
L57;GORSKIL,K.M ,H.RATRA,N.SUGIYAMA & A.J.BANDAY, preprint.
5.GRISHCHUK,L.P.& Ya.B.ZELDOVICH.1978. Astron. Zh. 55, 209 [Sov. A stron.
22,125 (1978)].

6. TURNER,M .S..1991.PhysRev D 44,12.

7.KAM ONKOW SKY,M .& D.N SPERGEL.1994. A strophys. J.432, 7.
8.KASHLINSKY,A ., I.TKACHEV & J.FRIEDMAN.1994. Phys. Rev. Lett., 73, 1582.
9.SUGIYAMA,N.& J.Sik. 1994. Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 509.

10.KAM ONKOW SKI,M . D.N.SPERGEL & N.SUGIYAMA .1994. A strophys. J. 426,
L57.

11.GORSKL,K.M.,H.RATRA,N.SUGIYAMA & A.J.BANDAY, preprint.
12.LYTH,D.H.& E.D.STEWART.1990. PhysLett. B 252, 336.

13. COLEMAN, S.& F.DE LUCCIA.1980. Phys. Rev. D 21, 3305; GOTT, J.R..
1982. Nature 295 , 304; GUTH,A.H.& E.J. W EINBERG.1983. Nucl Phys. B212,
321; GOTT,J.R.& T.S.STATLER.1984. Phys. Lett. B136, 157; SASAKI M ., T.
TANAKA,K.YAMAMOTO & J.YOKOYAMA .1993.Phys. Lett. B 317, 510; SASAKT,
M., T.TANAKA,K.YAMAMOTO & J.YOKOYAMA.1993. Prog. Theor. Phys. 90,
1019; BUCHER,M , A.GOLDHABER & N.TUROK.199%. preprint; TANAKA, T. &
M .SASAKI.199%4. two preprints; YAMAMOTO,K ., T.TANAKA, & M .SASAKTI. 1994.

preprint.


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9501044

