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“ One must be sure that one has enabled science to make a great advance
if one is to burden it with many new terms and require that readers follow
research that offers them so much that is stmnge ” A. L. Cauchy. -

“I think therefére Iam, is a statement of an intellectual who underrates
toothaches.” - Milan Kundera :

“The CMB is the cleanest cosmological observable ... The anisotropy in the
CMB is the Rosetta stone for models of structure formation. Any mechanism
that produces gravitationally bounded. objects, like clusters of galazies, will
produce fluctuations in the temperature of the CMB ... 7 - Lyman Page.

PROLOGUE

The questions I ask myself are generally all along the lines of "so where did all this
structure come from ?”. I hoped that work in the CMB and its cosmological implications
would give me insight into this. It is an adventure that is still young.

I began my PhD with an investigation of some formal aspects of Ehlers-Ellis Rel-
ativistic Kinetic Theory in mind — the implications of the truncation conditions found
in the exact theory. I ended up trying to calculate CMB anisotropies as an applica-
tion of this beautiful and somewhat purist formalism. The Ehler-Ellis (1+3) Lagrangian
approach to General Relativity (GR) and Relativistic Kinetic Theory (RKT) are appar-
ently not well known nor well used and have only recently. begun to show advantages over
the more usual ADM and Bardeen perturbative approaches to astrophysical cosmology
when combined with the Ellis-Bruni perturbation theory.

The CMB, for me, represents an opening move in bettering our understanding
of the restrictions on our knowledge of the geometry of our universe, the development
of structure in it, and the assumptions required in order-to make theoretical statements
workable. A feel for what we really know about the universe, about the implications that
general relativity and kinetic theory have for explaining the way it is. The large scale
CBR. imprint may tell us more about the very early universe and spacetime topology,
while the small and intermediate scales hold the imprint of local physxcs and structure
as well as the perturbations seeded in the early universe.

This piece of work focuses on the reasons for being able to use linear-FRW models
in the context of CMB studies, and how to get them from the exact theory. Behind it
are four assumptions : Gaussianity of the perturbations; the Copernican principle (cos-
mological principle), and a trust in General Relativity and Relativistic Kinetic Theory.

I have been asked many times “So, what is new ?”: I find (I) new non-linear
(non-perturbative) corrections to the canonical linear-FRW treatment of temperature



formalism, using timelike integrations, for the study of temperature anisotropies, as
developed here, not only recovers the canonical linear treatment, but highlights where
the canonical treatment could go wrong (for example, the need to locate null-geodesics)
and how one could address these shortcomings.

One of the most obvious missing components in this work, in the almost-FLRW
part of the thesis, has been the omission of (A) a discussion of tensor perturbations [78].
This is for two reasons: (i) formally a shear-free threading does not admit gravitational
waves [180], (ii) the focus here is on the CMB imprint due to structure and structure
formation. This is the essence of the Newtonian-like description. (B) That of vector
perturbations, once again there is an ambiguity in their definition unless the u®-frame is
totally fixed - these do not seem to have a manifestly gauge invariant meaning.

Although in the exact equations everything that is admitted by GR is accounted
for, in reducing the exact theory to the canonical treatment, focusing on the Newtonian
like threading, it was expedient to avoid these two issues. The canonical approach
investigates the scalar induced temperature anisotropies within the Newtonian frame,
the matter kinematics and dynamics in the total frame, and the gravitational wave
effects in the total frame. In order to facilitate the jump between these two frames one
needs knowledge of the potentials ($4 and ®5) and the peculiar velocities (v, between
the total and Newtonian frames). In the exact theory the total frame coincides with the
preferred Lagrangian threading while the Newtonian frame (0,5 ~ 0 = w*®) is an Eulerian
choice that is only appropriate at linear order.

The thesis itself is based on original work written up in six papers that I have
had the privilege to work on during the 3 year research period of my PhD related to
temperature anisotropies and the calculation thereof in the 1+3 Lagrangian threading
formalism : [66, 120, 167, 67, 40, 68]. Each chapter is based on the key results of the
respective papers.

The thesis is arranged into six chapters, these are put into a form that is as free-
standing as possible, the idea being that the individual chapters can be read without the
requirement of detailed knowledge of the contents of the prior chapters. Each chapter is
introduced by a brief summary with an indication of the key results pertaining to that
chapter. These italicized summaries should not be viewed as formal abstracts; they were
included to give the reader an idea of what terms and equations to expect, as well as
outlining the key results of the respective chapters. Formal summaries are provided at
the end of the thesis (see chapter 7).

On preconceptions
In order to place my preconceptions in context I quote Feyerabend as [abridged] by
myself:

“IT do not claim] to possess special knowledge about what is good and what
1s bad in science and that I want to impose this knowledge upon my readers.
Everyone can read the terms in his own way and in accordance with the
tradition to which he belongs ... [It must be remembered that] some of the
most important formal properties of a theory are found by contrast, and not by
analysis ... [For the cosmologist needing to mazimize the empirical content] of
the views he holds and who wants to understand them as clearly as he possibly
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can must therefore introduce other views ... each single theory, each fairy
tale, each myth that is part of the collection forcing the others into greaier
articulation and all of them contributing, via this process of competition ... #

This brings across the point clearly. I view the mathematics and the models encoded
therein, and these models along with the explanations, the narratives and stories: The
Theories, as nothing more than representations of reality, not realities in themselves.
Such a world is pluralistic, where different ways of doing things and the contrasts be-
tween these bring out the interesting explanations, the interesting features and better
our understanding.

“We need dreamworlds in order to discover the features of the realworld we
think we inhabit”,

in this regard
“prejudices are found by contrast, not analysis”.

However, at the end of the day one should consult nature.

It is then important to understand the problem of where to hide what I do not
know. To assign a probability to a property of the universe is only possible if we are
dealing with an ensemble; this allows the existence of relative frequencies of different
outcomes. Since only one universe is known, arguments about the prior probabilities
are inevitable. If this is neglected entirely then in the Bayesian case, where probabilities
are like odds, the probability of an outcome given the data becomes proportional to the
probability of getting the data given the particular outcome. One needs to be careful
with such maximum likelihood assumptions.

“It is actually quite difficult to construct a theory where everything we see is
all there is 7 — A. Albrecht

The notion of ensembles is slightly more problematic, it is a concept used everytime we
apply a probability to an event -~ we imagine an infinite sequence of repeated trails. Here
the actual field found in a given member of the ensemble is a realization of the statistical
process. It is common sense to treat the volume average over realizations in all parts of
space as equivalent to the ensemble average. It is interesting to note that we are only
able to observe one realization - so how then is the variance measured 7 and we have no
_evidence supporting the existence of the ensemble itself.

“Unamity of opinion may be fitting for a church, for the frightened or greedy
[acolytes] of some (ancient or modern) myth, of for the weak and willing
followers of some tyrant. Variely of opinion is necessary for objective knowl-
edge. And a method that encourages variety is also the only method that is
compatible with ¢ humaniterian outlook. 7 — P. Feyerabend
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NOTATION and CONVENTIONS
I follow the notation and conventions of Ellis [50, 58, 62] with the improvements of
Maartens [113]. The units are geometrical : ¢ = 8xG = k; = +1 (unless otherwise
stated). The signature is (—1,+1,-+1,+1). Spacetime indices are early Latin (abc...),
spatial indices are early Greek (af...), and are indicative of either tetrad or coordinate
basis. The Coordinate basis indices will be late Latin for the spacetime (ijk...).

The curvature tensor is R%q = —€gl"c + ..., the Ricci identity is 2V, Vyu, =
Ruabeati®, the Ricci tensor Ry = R and R = R%,. The connection in terms of a tetrad
€, is Tape = €4 + Ve, € (different from [51]) and the vorticity differs in sign from the
convention in [51]. A, denotes the index string aia3...as. Indices on tensors that are
PSTF are denoted by {Ag), symmetric by (4,), antisymmetric indices by [A,] and will
denote screenspace PSTF {4,}.

We will normalize the scale factor here and now : ag = +1 (so that we can use
that g, = 3HZa™3). We will use 7, to denote the conformal time at the surface of last
scattering, and 7o, that here and now. We will then use An, =79 ~— 7+ and Anp =1y — 7
(following [82]). Furthermore, we will also introduce én = -7/, dn = n — 7. and
dng =1 — 1o-

Within the text: I have used italics to emphasize what I consider important state-
ments or observations, boldface to highlight the introduction or definition of important
terminology, and have Capitalized (C) terms where I introduce acronyms.

| Acronym | Comments
[ CBR | Cosmic Background Radiation
CDM | Cold Dark Matter:
CMB | Cosmic Microwave Background {CMBR)
EFE | Einstein Field Equations
FL | Friedmann-Lemaitre dynamics
GR | General Relativity
GW | Gravity Waves, typically Ha, # 0 and excluding tidal gravitational forces.
GRF | Gaussian Random Fields
IBE | energy Integrated Boltzmann Equation
MDE | Multipole Divergence Equations
PSTF | Projected, Symmetric & Trace Free tensors {e.g. Fra,)).
RKT | Relativistic Kinetic Theory {Israel-Stewart)
BW | Robertson-Walker geometry
linear FRW | The linearization about a Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric in the context
of Bardeen's Gauge Invariant variables (Bardeen 1980); typically expressed in
terms of gauge invariant potentials.
almost FLEW | A linearization of the exact field equations to those linear about Fl-dynamics
and consistent with EW-geometries in the context of the 1+3 Covariant ap-
proach of Ellis (Ellis & Bruni 1989); using geometric quantities. 7
GI | 3+1 Gauge Invariant perturbative foliation of the spacetime about FEW sur-
faces of homogeneity {al lg Bardeen 1980).
CGI | 1+3 Covariant and Gauge Invariant perturbative threading of the spacetime
{al la Ellis & Bruni 1989).
EGS | Ehlers Geren and Sachs theorem
almost EGS | The CGI generalization of the Ehlers Geren and Sachs Theorem.
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0.1 An overview of the CMB

I attempt to outline, first, the history of the development of our understanding of tem-
perature anisotropies, second, the standard view of the thermal history of the CMB,
and third, where the relativistic cosmology approach to the CMB fits into the canonical

treatment.

0.1.1 The CMB, a social history

The first theoretical estimates of the radiation temperature were based on a theory of ele-
ment synthesis in the early universe worked out by George Gamow in the 1940’s [64]. The
first observational detection leading to the calculation of the background temperature
seems to have been made by Andrew McKellar in 1940 at the Dominion Observatory!,
British Columbia [134]. It is unlikely that he had any idea of the cosmological impli-
cations of what he had uncovered, he was however able to quote an average bolometric
temperature of Tgo = 2.3° K — based on the study of interstellar absorption lines. He
was prompted to try and find the average temperature of the interstellar medium given
the then recent spectral work of Adams from the Mount Wilson Observatory. He com-
puted “a temperature for molecules in interstellar space”, the “rotational” or “effective”
temperature that governed the population of the lowest states of the molecules giving
rise to the “interstellar molecular lines” (see for instance Weinberg [185] pg 514). This
was nevertheless a remarkable and sophisticated achievement.

In the 1950’s a somewhat more detailed theoretical analysis of present radiation
temperature as an artifact of some early hot era were undertaken by Ralph Alpher and
Robert Herman [5]. The idea was that the individual photons arising from an era with
temperatures of the order of 10° K would have been absorbed long before today. It was
realized that because the photon entropy per baryon is very large the matter temperature
would relax as a~1, leading one to the idea that the photons emitted as the universe was
becoming transparent would have the same value of Tgra as found during the element
synthesis; a consequence of an expanding FRW cosmology. The remarkable prediction
of a 5K black-body radiation was attained. These results were allowed to sink into
obscurity.

It was only in the mid sixties that the problem of determining the radiation tem-
perature was once again taken up.

It seems that two Russians; Andrei Doroshkevich and Igor Novikov, consulted
the Bell Laboratories Technical Journal in 1963, to see if there were any interesting
microwave background measurements. They found a paper by Ed Ohm in the Bell
Systems Technical Journal, dating back to 1961, which reported an excess of noise at
the level of 3°K from measurements using Bell Laboratories 20-foot antenna. The same
instrument later used by Penzias and Wilson. Not only was Ohm unable to rule out
static due to instrument noise [159], there was some confusion by the Russians over what
Ohm’s sky temperature meant [159, 186]. Ya. B. Zeldovich had carried out the correct
calculation in 1964, but thought that the measurement by Ohm gave a temperature less
than a degree Kelvin. This in tandem with low estimates of cosmic element abundance

*Copies are available from the DAO library, | am thankful for their belpfulness.
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led the Russians to abandon the idea of a hot big bang. Doroshkevich and Novikov
published their work in 1964. ‘

In 1965 the argument of Robert Dicke and Jim Peebles was that the early universe
was hotter than 10'%° K because it either expanded from a singularity with a = 0,
or there were cyclic oscillations between finite values of a; it would get hot enough to
dissociate the heavy elements left over from previous cycles. They suggested that the
energy density of the CMB would be such that Trp is somewhere less than or close to 40
K: the predictions of the previous decade had been significantly better. At last the CMB
was again being taken seriously. An experiment by Roll and Wilkinson was prepared
to measure the radiation temperature. In order to detect the temperature a radiometer
designed by Dicke in the mid forties was to be used ~ the Dicke switching radiometer
which jumped between two receivers a hundred times per second; one pointed at the
sky, the other at a liquid Helium bath. Before Roll and Wilkinson could complete a
measurement of the radiation temperature they learned that Penzias and Wilson had
already made the observations. »

Penzias and Wilson observed a weak background signal from a Horn antenna at
Holmdel, New Jersey. Though McKellar actually had the additional a priori intent of
calculating this temperature from observations he did not have anyone to tell him about
its cosmological source. For Penzias and Wilson it was a truly serendipitous, well placed
and beautifully timed discovery; a temperature detection of T, =~ 3.5 & 1°K resulting
from an antenna intended to track the Echo satellite. It was at one frequency only, so
made very little impact with regards to the expectation of a blackbody spectrum. The
impact on cosmology and the public perception of cosmology was immense.

This observation, published in 1965 [146], along with the work of Dicke, Peebles,
Roll and Wilkinson [35] was to hail the beginning of modern CMB physics in cosmology.
The key point was that at wavelengths in the range of centimeters to millimeters the
extraterrestrial electromagnetic radiation is dominated by a nearly isotropic component,
the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB). The closeness to isotropy suggests that the
CMB uniformly fills space, meaning that an observer in another galaxy would see almost
the same intensity of radiation — this is consistent with the Copernican principle. The
spectrum is close to black-body, in fact the best example of a black body known. It has a
thermal Planckian form at a temperature near 3°K. This suggests that the radiation has
almost completely relaxed to thermodynamic equilibrium. This could not have happened
recently as the universe is currently optically thin to radiation - we can see distant
galaxies and stars. The CMB can move across the present universe on scale of the
Hubble length with little change beyond that caused by expansion.

The interpretation is that the CMB is left over from an earlier time when the
expanding universe was so dense and hot that interaction rates between particles were
rapid enough to have allowed a relaxation to thermal equilibrium, thus filling space with
a sea of black-body radiation. Furthermore, when interaction are negligible, cooling is
due to expansion, preserving the thermal spectrum. When the radiation interacts with
the matter, because the heat capacity of the radiation is very much larger than that of
the matter, the spectrum will still tend to remain close to blackbody. A nearly thermal
spectrum of blackbody radiation is thus an expected signature of an expanding universe
in which the radiation is that left over from a early hot dense era.
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There is however structure in the universe, we see galaxies and super-cluster of
galaxies, stars and other interesting objects and phenomena, including the Earth. If the
CMB was perfectly isotropic one would have expected there to have been no deviations
from isotropy and homogeneity in the early universe, where then would the structure
come from?

In the Big Bang Model, complex structures arise from primordial perturbations,
the perturbations grow by gravitational instability as modified by the expansion. Even
though the CMB was expected to be an artifact of an earlier less structurally complex
phase, the fluctuations should be between the 1075 to the 107" level in order to be
consistent with the simplest gravitational instability models.

The detection of anisotropies in the CMB, by the COBE team, in 1992, was thus
a most auspicious moment in the history of cosmology. It brought into play an era
of precision cosmology, both on the theoretical and observational fronts. It vindicated
the idea that there should be small fluctuations in the early universe that would seed
the formation of structure and promised to provide a testing ground for the physics
describing the nature of the primordial fluctuations and hence large scale structure of
the observable universe.

Launched on November 18, 1989, the COBE satellite carried three experiments:
the Far Infrared Absolute Spectrophotometer (FIRAS) to compare the spectrum of the
CMB with a precise blackbody, a Differential Microwave Radiometer (DMR) to create
an all-sky map of the cosmic radiation, and a Diffuse Infrared Background Experiment
(DIRBE) to search for the Cosmic Infrared Background Radiation. The COBE satellite
revealed the CMB to have an almost perfect thermal spectrum (from the FIRAS exper-
iment) of a temperature T, = 2.726 £ 0.010K(95%CL) with a maximum deviation of
3x107* [131] and noise weighted deviations of its peak intensity of under 5x 1075, It was
also to show that the CMB had temperature anisotropies (from the DMR experiment)
near to one part in 10° [160] (after subtraction of the 10~% dipole).
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0.1.2 The CMB, a thermal history

The general idea of the thermal history of the CMB is worthwhile keeping in mind -
the canonical picture is as follows [139]. Spectral decoupling, when the last new photons
comprising the CMB were produced, ended near a redshift z ~ 3 x 108 (or about after 2
months of Einstein de Sitter (EdS) bang-time). Departures from the Planckian form of
the CMB are a result of energy transfer to the CMB.

e Before z ~ 3 x 10° double Compton scattering and free-free emission easily re-
establish the thermal equilibrium of the CMB with its surroundings by the creation
of photons. This then means that inputs of energy into the CMB merely relax into
a hotter CMB - the black-body spectrum is maintained.

o Between 10° < z < 3 x 108 single Compton scattering dominates the interaction of
the photons and its surroundings. Single Compton scattering conserves the number
of photons. The CMB is thus in statistical equilibrium with its surroundings and
has distortions which can be characterized by a chemical potential u, here with a
photon fluz: 8,(T,p) ~ 2hv3[(exp[(hv/kTomB) + 1] = 1).

e Hot electrons begin to interact more readily with the CMB from 2 < 10°. The hot
electrons are in neither thermal nor statistical equilibrium with the CMB. They
can inverse Compton scatter the CMB photons to induce Compton-y distortions:
y ~ 1/mec? [(k(Te — T,,,;5))dke. Here k. is the optical depth and 7, the electron
temperature. This distortion can be thought of as the fractional energy change per
scattering event times the number of scatterings, when there are a small number
of events.

e For relatively recent times, z < 10%, that is since the CMB has decoupled, if
the universe is still ionized, there may be enough free-free emission from the
plasma to increase the photon occupation numbers at low frequencies : thus in-
creasing the CMB temperature there. This distortion is parametrized by Y, =
(h /KT [Tp{v) — Topsn)/Torss- Here Ty is the plasma temperature.

The FIRAS limits on these distortions give :
[yl < 1.5 x 107°, and |u| < 9 x 1075, (1)
while low frequency fits find [139]
-5
}; ;< 1.9 x 1077,

These lend the Big-Bang story much credibility. It also supports the adiabatic models of
structure formation; in which the spectrum of primordial fluctuations in the gravitational
potential is described well by P(k) = Ak™*!. The idea is then that oscillations in the
primordial photon-baryon fluid, in response to these fluctuations, are damped; this leads
to energy being transfered to the CMB. This results in distortions — larger n implies
larger distortions in ||, this makes n > 1.5 seem infeasible. ‘

It is know from the Gunn-Peterson test [75] that the nearby universe is well ionized;
when or how the universe became ionized is not clear. The history of the ionized electrons
can be constrained by knowledge of Yys and y.
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0.1.3 Developments in CMB studies

It is because of these developments that the careful calculation of temperature anisotropies
as arising from primordial perturbations has become an important aspect of modern cos-
mology. It is only since April 1992 that CMB anisotropies have taken up their place with
spectral distortions, BBN element abundances and large scale structure constraints. The
DMR experiment made a map of the sky with a resolution set by a 7° FWHM beam which
meant that only low-order multipoles were accessible to the experiment (£ ~ 1...20);
DMR probes the pure Sachs-Wolfe effect. This makes it straight-forward to relate the
DMR detection limits to those of the power spectrum [45]. It also provides sufficient
data (the dipole, quadrupole and octopole limits) in order to place observational limits
directly on the geometry using the almost-EGS theorem [166, 117, 118], the so called
COBE-Copernican limits [167].

The future of the subject is anticipated to be rich given that the American Mi-
crowave Anisotropy Probe (MAP)? promises to obtain precision all-sky small-scale and
polarization maps of the CMB by 2002 (it should be launched in Fall 2000), and the
European PLANCK satellite will give even higher precision maps by the end of the next
decade. In this regard the two outstanding issues in astrophysical cosmology are those of
the foregrounds and nonlinearity, while the issues of astrofundamental cosmology, those
pertaining to the nature and formation of the primordial anisotropies, are still open. I
would recommend the wonderful PhD thesis of Wayne Hu for details of the canonical
treatment of theoretical CMB anisotropies [80].

The canonical calculation of temperature anisotropies in universes with small de-
viations from perfect isotropy and homogeneity can be divided into the study of, first :
primary sources (projected) and secondary sources (integrated), and second : the devel-
opment of gauge-invariant perturbation theory.

The primary sources arise due to effects at the time of recombination, there are
three important contributions. First, the Sachs-Wolfe effect, where photons climb out of
potential wells which induce a redshift (Sachs-Wolfe 1967 [152]). Second, the intrinsic
photon temperature at last scattering due to acoustic oscillations, where the photons
have been glued to the baryons by Thompson scattering off electrons such that the cou-
pled radiation-baryon fluid can compress the radiation leading to a higher temperature.
Below the horizon but above the photon diffusion scale the radiation-baryon fluid evolves
adiabatically leading to acoustic oscillations as the photon pressure resists gravitational
compression (Peebles-Yu 1970 [143]). Third, the plasma has a non-zero velocity at re-
combination which leads to Doppler shifts in the frequency and hence becomes brighter
(Sunyaev-Zel’dovich 1970 [170]).

The secondary sources are generated by scattering along the line of sight. These
are characterized by differential gravitational redshifts the Integrated Sachs-Wolfe effects
(Sachs-Wolfe 1967 {152]). Additionally it was realized that diffusion damps out the
intrinsic temperature fluctuations, meaning that the acoustic oscillation will be damped
in strongly re-ionized models as well as during an era of slow decoupling (Kaiser 1984
[95]). In the re-ionized case other sources arising from fluctuations in the matter are
important. These sources can yield strong contributions if last scattering occurs after

*See appendix C for the http addresses for some important CMB experiments
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the matter has been released from Compton drag (Vishniac 1987 [183]). A good code,
CMBFAST? (Seljak-Zaldariagga 1996 [155]), is available for the calculation of linear-
FRW temperature anisotropies. Software, HEALPix?, is available with which to create,
display and statistically analyze discrete full sky-maps on a sphere, at a high angular
resolution.

The gauge-invariant perturbation theory, in the canonical approach, uses the
developments of Bardeen 1980 [6, 7] and Kodama-Sasaki 1984 [98] (building on the work

" of Lifshitz [104]).

The canonical approach to the CMB, the Astrophysical cosmology programme,
is focussed on the sophisticated predictions arising from the linear-FRW models and the
comparison of these to observations. Although these papers provide an almost exhaustive
treatment of many of the issues involved in CMB physics it is limited to a perturbative
analysis — see [194, 193, 110, 82, 83, 155, 198, 42, 93]. They also have the tendency to
draw heavily from Newtonian analogues, place the emphasis on the use of coordinates
and mode functions.

The approach of Sachs-Wolfe was that of integrating the photons down the null-
cone. This was appropriate when the photons were either free-streaming or tightly-
coupled to the matter. In the situation of interest, particularly for the primary sources,
the photons are not perfectly coupled to the matter, nor is decoupling instantaneous.
A kinetic theory description of the physics of temperature anisotropies, being more fun-
damental than the fluid approach, became necessary, particularly when dealing with
re-ionization and other foreground physics. The line-of-sight code, CMBFAST, is a com-
promise between these two approaches and is only relevant to the linear regime. The
Sachs-Wolfe approach forms a literature of its own®. It is however the kinetic theory
approach that is of interest here — being physically more interesting.

The Relativistic cosmology approach to the CMB draws on the (i} covariant
Lagrangian dynamics of Ehlers [48] and Ellis [50] (ii) the perturbation theory of Hawking
[78] and Ellis-Bruni [52] (iii}) The Relativistic Kinetic Theory of Ellis-Matravers-Treciokas
[58, 62] and Thorne [172, 173] and; (iv) COBE-Copernican approach of Maartens-Ellis-
Stoeger [166, 117, 118]. By its very nature the 143 Lagrangian threading approach
to CMB studies incorporates nonlinearity — it is exact, while its reduction to the lin-
ear theory, the 143 covariant and gauge invariant formalism, is complementary to the
canonical one, particularly when reduced to a linear theory about a FRW background,
the almost-FLRW theory. Here the emphasis is on manifest covariance — the equations
are developed for any tetrad or coordinate choice.

This thesis is concerned primarily with the second tradition and subsequently with
the contrasting of this with the prior. The idea is that they both have much to offer one
another, particularly in better understanding the consistency of various approximations
schemes used in astrophysical cosmology and ensuring that key non-perturbative effects
have not been dropped in an ad-hoc fashion.

Lastly, the nature of the primordial perturbations is an issue of Astrofunda-

3o be found at http://www.sns,ias.edu/ matiasz/CHMBFAST/cmbfast.html

4From http://www.tac.dk/ healpix/

5Ome important application of the test-field null-cone approach within relativistic cosmology has been
that for Bianchi cosmologies, see for example {137]
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mental physics, although there are of course overlaps between this and relativistic
cosmology. I do not deal with those issues at all. However, much of the canonical linear-
FRW programme (and hence the precision cosmology programme) is deeply tied into the
inflationary paradigm, a central theme of Astrofundamental physics. This is essential
inasmuch as any research into cosmology must at some time deal with initial conditions,
first causes in some sense. None of these issues are dealt with here beyond the use of
a primordial power spectrum for the perturbations; in fact we emphasize the use of the
matter power spectrum now. We would like to emphasize the integration of the tempera-
ture anisotropies down the matter worldlines to last scattering and the integration of the
matter variables forward to now; with the intention of comparing both today without a
priori primordial assumptions. The primordial spectrum must come from some process,
which must have some explanation, and that explanation must be sufficiently rich, robust
and constrained to be able to generate the rich structures we see today. Physics is more
a collection of calculations, explanations and observable histories woven together so as
to create the illusion of a whole, than a formally complete and self-consistent mathe-
matically description of reality that can be developed bottom up in a seemless manner.
I think it is naive, though not impossible, to expect one to be able to find a formally
complete description of the universe about us, when there are no examples of complete
theories. But that should not stop us from asking questions about the nature of things
under the assumption that such a description is possible.

“... if you really feel, Look, its too hard to deal with real problems, there are
lots of ways to avoid doing so. One of them is to go off on wild goose chases
that don’t matter. Another is to get involved in academic cults that are very
diworced from any reality and that provide a defense against dealing with the
world as it really is. There is plenty of that going around ...”

- Noam Chomsky 1994



Chapter 1

Algebraic relations

Algebraic relations for mode and multipole representations : The approach rep-
resents radiation anisotropies by projected symmeiric and trace-free tensors, T(z,e) =
2oe>1 TA; 04, Given that we use the Gaussian assumption, the angular correlation func-
tions for the mode coefficients are found in terms of multipole coefficients, following the
Wilson-Silk approach for the mode representation, but derived and deall with in 1+3
covariant and gauge invariant (CGI) form :

2 oo
Ce= gzﬁ%ﬁfo LRk, mP and (4, = L+ 1ATC
The covariant multipole and mode-ezpanded angular correlation functions are related to
the usual treatments in the literature. The CGI mode expansion, T(T,e) = 3o g, Te(2)Ge[Q)
with Go[Q] = O4Q 4, (where Ta,(z) = S ya Te(k, t)Qa,(z, k)) is related to the coordinate
approach by linking the Legendre functions to the projected symmeiric trace-free repre-
sentation, using a covariant addition theorem, O4,0'At = ByP(e%e,), for the tensors to

generate the Legendre Polynomial recursion relation.

1.1 Introduction

Ellis, Treciokas and Matravers (ETM) [58, 62] introduced a covariant kinetic theory
formalism in which an irreducible representation of the rotation group based on Pro-
jected Symmetric and Trace-Free (PSTF) tensors, orthogonal to a physically defined 4-
velocity u®, gives a covariant representation of the Cosmic Background Radiation (CBR)
anisotropies, which is gauge-invariant when the geometry is an almost-Robertson Walker
{(RW) geometry. This Covariant and Gauge-Invariant (CGI) formalism has been used in a
series of papers [166, 117, 118, 167] to look at the local generation of CBR anisotropies by
matter and spacetime inhomogeneities and anisotropies in an almost-Friedmann Lemaitre
(FL) universe model !. By contrast, the present work ? uses this formalism to investigate

'Here ‘Robertson-Walker’ refers to the geometry, whatever the field equations; ‘Friedman-Lemaitre’
assumes that the Einstein gravitational field equations with a perfect fluid matter source are imposed on
such a geometry.

*The series of papers developed by Gebbie, Ellis, Dunsby and Maartens [66, 120, 167, 67, 40, 68]; a
series by Challinor and Lasenby [27, 28] is similar in method at the linear level, but different in detail
and focus.
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CBR anisotropies in the non-local context of emission of radiation near the surface of last
scattering in the early universe and its reception here and now (the Sachs-Wolfe (SW)
effect and its further developments).

There is of course a vast literature investigating these anisotropies both from a
photon viewpoint, developing further the methods of the original Sachs-Wolfe paper
[152], and from a kinetic theory viewpoint, so it is useful to comment on why the co-
variant and gauge invariant philosophy and programme {78, 52] make the present work
worthwhile. Rather than beginning with a background described in particular coordi-
‘nates and perturbing away from this background, this approach centres on covariantly
defined geometric quantities, and develops exact nonlinear equations for their evolution.
These equations are then systematically linearized about a Friedmann-Lemaitre (FL)
background universe with a Robertson-Walker (RW) geometry resulting in description
by gauge-invariant variables and equations [52]. Because the definitions and equations
used are coordinate-independent, one can adopt any suitable coordinate or tetrad system
to specialize the tensor equations to specific circumstances when carrying out detailed
calculations; a harmonic or mode analysis can be carried out at that stage, if desired.

‘This approach is arguably (see [27, 28]) geometrically transparent because of the
CGI variable definitions used. In contrast to the various gauge dependent approaches to
perturbations in cosmology (see for example [6, 7, 19, 163]), the differential equations are
of just the right order needed to describe the true physical degrees of freedom; no non-
physical gauge modes occur. In many cases the variables used are gauge-dependent, so
non-physical gauge modes result from differential equations that are of higher order than
is needed to describe the true physical degrees of freedom. Some coordinate-dependent
gauge-invariant approaches have been used to analyze density contrasts and the CBR
anisotropy, notably Bardeen’s non-local GI approach [6]; the present variables provide a
description that is equivalent when a harmonic decomposition is introduced in the linear
case [20], but have a more transparent meaning than those used in that approach, and
do not imply linearization of the equations from the outset, as occurs in that formalism.

Thus the advantage of the present formalism is precisely its 143 covariant and
gauge invariant nature, together with the fact that we are able to write down the exact
non-linear equations governing the growth of structure and the propagation of the ra-
diation, and then linearize them in a transparent way in an almost-BW situation — the
formal basis of both the recovery of linear-FRW equations (based on a 3+1 foliation as
opposed to the almost-FLRW theory) and the Newtonian like equations (using the New-
tonian like u®-frame threading). This means it can be extended to non-linear analyses
in a straightforward way, which will be essential in developing the theory of finer CBR
anisotropy structure as reliable small-angle observations become available. Some of the
successes of the covariant and gauge invariant approach with respect to the CMB are
the almost-EGS Theorem [166], related model-independent limits on inhomogeneity and
isotropy [117, 118, 119, 167], and derivation of exact anisotropic solutions of the Liouville
equation in a RW geometry ([132], see also [59]).

This chapter deals with algebraic issues, developing further the formalism of ETM:
namely an irreducible representation of radiation anisotropies based on PSTF tensors
[172, 147]. It considers this irreducible representation and its relation to observable
quantities, both generically and in the context of models linearized about RW geome-
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tries [166]. In section 1.2 and 1.3, the underlying 1+3 decomposition is outlined and
the basic CGI harmonic formalism for anisotropies developed. The angular correlation
functions are constructed from 1 + 3 Lagrangian threading variables which make the re-
sults relevant both to the exact variables (described in chapter 2) and the CGI variables
(described in detail in chapter 5), assuming that the multipole coefficients are generated
by superpositions of homogeneous and isotropic Gaussian random fields. The multipole
expansion is discussed in detail, extending the results of ETM, giving the construction
of the multipole coefficient mean-square and developing its link to the angular correla-
tion function. In section 1.4, the mode coefficients are found following the Wilson-Silk
approach, but derived and dealt with in the CGI form; the covariant and gauge invari-
ant multipole and mode expanded angular correlation functions are related to the usual
treatments used in the literature [194, 70, 82, 83, 45]. In this discussion, the covariant
and gauge invariant mode expansion is related to the coordinate approach by linking
the Legendre Tensors to the PSTF representation, using a covariant addition theorem to
generate the Legendre Polynomial recursion relation. The key result is the construction
of the angular correlation functions in the covariant and gauge invariant variables, and
their link to the (non-local) GI Mode functions [70].

The following chapters look at the Boltzmann equation and multipole divergence
relations, solution of the resulting mode equations, and relation of the kinetic theory
approach to the photon based formalism of the original Sachs-Wolfe paper. Exact non-
linear equations are obtained and then linearized, allowing a transparent linearization
process from the non-linear equations that is free from ambiguities and gauge modes.

1.2 Temperature anisotropies

A radiation temperature measurement is associated with an antenna temperature,
T(z, e), measured by an observer moving with 4-velocity u® at position z* in a direction
e® on the unit sphere (ee, = 1, e®u, = 0). We assume u® can be uniquely define
in the cosmological situation, corresponding to the motion of ‘fundamental observers’
in cosmology [50] 3. The direction e® can be given in terms of an orthonormal tetrad
frame?*, for example by :

e®(8,¢) = (0, sin #sin ¢, sin 6 cos ¢, cos §) . (1.1)

The temperature T'(z,e) can be unambiguously decomposed into the all-sky average
bolometric temperature ° T'(z) at position z*, given by

T(z) = Zl;; A T(z,e)d0. (1.2)

3In the early universe, when matter and radiation average velocities differ, there may be several
competing possibilities for covariant definition of u*; however once a choice has been made between these
possibilities, this vector field is uniquely defined.

“The description of such a tetrad frame is briefly discussed in appendix, A.4

®Note that this is not the same as the background temperature, for that quantity varies only with
cosmic time £, whereas the true isotropic component of the temperature varies with spatial position as
well as time.
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where § is the solid angle on the sky, and the anisotropic temperature perturbatlon
8T (z,e) (the difference from the average over the unit sphere surrounding z* [117]), can

be defined :
T(z,e) = T(z) + 6T (x,e). (1.3)

From the Stefan-Boltzmann law it follows — if the radiation is almost black-body, which

we assume - that the radiation energy density is given in terms of the average bolo-

metric temperature by p,(z) = k; T*(z). (k; is Stefan-Boltzmann constant). Both the

quantities T(z) and §T(z,e) are covariant and gauge invariant, for 7(x) is defined in

a physically unique frame in the real universe (because u® is assumed o be uniquely

defined), and ¢7'(z, e) vanishes in any background without temperature anisotropies.
We can define the fractional temperature variation 7(z,e) by [166, 117]

§T(z, e)

[t b R 1.4
T(xi 6) v T(ﬂ:) 3 ( )

and take a covariant (angular) harmonic expansion of this,
7(z,€) Zfalazas 0, (T) €M1 e%e™, Mte™ = Z"'AséA‘~ (1.5)

1

We introduce the shorthand notation using the compound index Ay = @1a2...a¢. Here
Tayazas...q; (&) are trace-free symmetric tensors orthogonal to u® :

ThA:s & 7{A£) s TAtabhab = 0, TAtau". (16)

Round brackets “(..)” denote the symmetric part of a set of indices, angle brackets
“(..y" the (orthogonally-) Projected Symmetric Trace-Free (PSTF) part of the indices :
The = T (Ae)

Because of (1.1), this expansion is entirely equivalent to a more usual expansion
in terms of spherical harmonics:

r(s,6) = 3 AP @Y(6, ) (1.7)
I=1
(see [58] for details), but is more closely related to a tensor description, and so results in
more transparent relations to physical quantities. ’
We wish to measure the temperature in two different directions to find the tem-
perature difference associated with the directions ¢ and ¢’ such that (using 1.2) :

AT(z;e,€') = T(z,e) -~ T(z,€') = AT(x;e, €)= T(x,e) — §T(z,€). (1.8)

It follows from (1.8), (1.4) and (1.5) that AT (z;e,¢') =T(z) s 74, (eAt - e’Ae) , where
AT/T represents the real fractional temperature difference on the current sky. Due to
the covariant and gauge invariant nature of T'(z) we may relate this directly to the real
temperature perturbations (no background model is involved in these definitions).

The relation between the two directions e® and e'® at z* is characterized by

e%e'y = cos(f) =: X. (1.9)
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i.e. they are an angular distance 3 apart . If analogous to (1.1) we write e(¢',¢') =
¢'® = (0,sin @' sin ¢',sin &' cos ¢', cos §'), then it can be shown from (1.9) that

cos B = sin@sin @’ cos(¢ — ¢') + cosf cos . (1.10)

In later applications, it is important to relate the different terms of the harmonic expan-
sion to angular scales on the observers sky. A useful approximation is [ = é, where 8 is
in radians.

1.2.1 The angular correlation function

The two-point correlations are an indication of the fraction of temperature measurements,
T(z,e), that are the same for a given angular separation. This corresponds to the
correlation between §T(z,e) and 67 (x,¢') or equivalently between 7(z,€) and 7(z,€),
given by the angular position correlation function

Cle,e) = {r(z,e),7(z,€")}, (1.11)

where the angular brackets representing an angular average over the complete sky. Note
this is a function in the sky. If we write 7(z,¢e) and 7(z,e’) in terms of the angular
harmonic expansion (1.5), we can also define correlation functions Cy for the anisotropy
coefficients 74,(z,e),74,(z,€) by

Cole,e’) = (204 1)1 A, <7At(93,e)7"4‘(x,e’)> . (1.12)

Here the right-hand side term in brackets is the all-sky mean-square value of the £-
th temperature coefficient 74,(x,e), and the coefficient A; is defined in (A.19). The
numerical factor (2¢ + 1)71A, is included in order to agree with definitions normally
used in the literature (see later). This can be thought of as the momentum space version
of (1.11), as we have taken an angular Fourier series of the quantities in that equation; it
says, for each choice of e*, €’%, how much power there is in that expression for that angular
separation as contributed by a particular £-th valued multipole moment on average.

1.2.2 The Central-Limit Theorem

We consider an ensemble of temperature anisotropies, where a sequence of repeated
trials is replaced by a complete ensemble of outcomes. The temperature anisotropy, 74,
7, found in a given member of the ensemble is a realization of the statistical process
represented by the ensemble.

The physically measure anisotropy is taken to be one such realization. The variance
of the ensemble, for example {74,74¢), is in principle found by averaging over a sufficiently
large number of experiments, where we assume the results will approach the true ensemble
variance — this is the assumption of ergodicity.

51t should be pointed out that ¢'® is distinct from %, the first denotes a direction vector different
from &% in a given tetrad frame, while the second means the same direction vector in a different tetrad
frame.

"We could use T14, here, i.e. the generalized anisotropy (see chapter 2). However, we have in mind
the situation where the anisotropies are small “here-and-now”.
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On Fourier transforming, we make the assumption that to a good approximation
the phases of the various multipole moments are uncorrelated and random. This cor-
responds to treating the anisotropies as a form of random noise. The random phase
assumption has a useful consequence: the sum of a large number of independent random
variables will tend to be normally distributed. By the central-limit theorem (Kendall-
Stuart), this is true for all quantities that are derived from linear sums over waves. The
end result is that one ends up with a Gaussian Random Field (GRF) which is charac-
terized by a power spectrum. The central limit theorem holds as long as there exists a
finite second moment, i.e. a finite variance.

We will assume that the angular variance (74,74¢) is independent of position; this is
the assumption of statistical homogeneity. Its plausibility lies in the underlying use of the
weak Copernican assumption. Additionally (in the context of almost-FLRW models) it is
convenient to assume that the power spectrum will have no directional dependence, that
it will be isotropic : P(k®) = P(|k*|). Together these imply the statistical distribution
respects the symmetries of the RW background geometry. '

One needs to be careful in using the central limit theorem to motivate Gaussian
Random Fields, particularly in the presence of nonlinearity, which could result in the ele-
ments of the ensemble no longer being independent. While the assumption of primordial
homogeneous and isotropic GRF’s is plausible, because the perturbations are made up
of a sufficiently large number of independent random variables, the key point is to realize
that these are assumptions that should be tested if possible [72, 125, 156, 109, 63].

The simplest possible test of weak non-Gaussianity is looking for a three-point
angular or spatial correlation, for the Gaussian assumption ensures that all the odd
higher moments are zero and the even ones can be expressed in terms of the variance
alone. If the primordial perturbations are made up of GRF’s, then non-Gaussianity of the
CBR anisotropy spectrum should arise primarily from foreground contamination due to
local physical processes. If the non-Gaussian effects due to these later physical processes
or evolutionary effects are small enough, one can attempt to determine a cosmological
primordial signature.

1.2.3 Gaussian perturbations

A general Gaussian perturbation [109, 4], 7(z, ), will be a superposition of functions, 74,,
i.e. (1.5) is satisfied, where the probability, P, of finding a particular valued temperature
coefficient is given by (07 = (14,74¢)) :

1 ~T A The
Plrya,) = exp{ g } . (1.13)
‘ \/ 2?1”0% 20}

Note that 74, is both the amplitude of the #-th component, and determines the proba-
bility of that amplitude. The probability of a temperature perturbation, 7, is given by
the sum of the Gaussian probability distributions (1.13) weighting the various angular
scales, given by £, of the general perturbation (1.5).

Considering isotropic {and homogeneous in the context of linear-FRW models)
Gaussian random fields, the angular position correlation function C'e,¢) is a function
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only of the angular separation 3 of the two temperature measurements. We then write
(1.11) as

(r-7) =C(B) =W(X), (1.14)

where the expression on the left is shorthand for (7(z,€), 7(z, €')) g » the 2-point angular
correlation function for a given angular separation 8 between the on-sky temperature
measurements, and X = e%’, = cos 8. This expression is now independent of position
in the sky. Gaussian Fields are completely specified by the angular power spectrum
coefficients Cy (1.12), which are now just constants, because £ is uniquely related to 8,
so the power spectrum is a function of the modulus of the wavenumber only. One thus
expects the temperature perturbations in this case to be fully specified by the mean
squares, <7‘A!TA‘ , when (1.5) is substituted in (1.14). Equivalently they are uniquely
determined by the angular Fourier transform of the 2-point angular correlation function.

1.3 Multipole expansions

In this section we examine the anisotropy properties of radiation described in terms of the
covariant multipole formalism (1.5), which is equivalent to the usual angular harmonic
formalism but much more directly related to space-time tensors. Note that the relations
in this section hold at any point in the space-time, and in particular at the event z,
(“here-and-now”) where observations take place. Here we consider the PSTF part of,
eAt; some useful properties of e are listed in appendix A.2.

1.3.1 The PSTF part of e’

Because the coefficients in (1.5) are symmetric and trace-free, the important directional
quantities defined by directions e® at a position z* are the PSTF quantities

OAl = lA) = glargoagas  gr-10e) o (1.15)
for clearly
T(z,e) = ZTA,(:L- A9, ¢) = zm ()04 (8, ¢). (1.16)
£=1 £=1

Indeed the standard spherical harmonic properties are contained in these quantities.
Now the symrmetric trace-free (STF) part of a 3-tensor is given in general by Pirani
[147],

[¢/2]
(=1)"81(2¢ — 2n — 1)!!
FM‘}-EUB P(ayaz--Pasm-1azm Faznss..ar) With Ben = (= )32 = i) -(1.17)

Here [£/2] means the largest integer part less than or equal to £/2. The following defini-
tions have also been used : £! = £(£ — 1)(€ — 2)(£ — 3)...(1), and £ = £(¢ — 2)(£ — 4)(£ -
6)...(2 or 1).
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We take the PSTF part of {42 [147, 172, 173, 58] to find

[£/2]
04t = olAl) = Z Bih(Azkghr-2k) (1.18)
k=0
where h{AzkgAt-2k) = pa102  pozk-192¢ gb2k+1¢02k+2 ¢80 and By are given by (1.17).
From [58] we can now construct recursion relations that play a key role later on.
First,

OfAegoest) = OfAtg - 16“%404(‘4"1&“‘“3*1). v (1.19)
From (1.19), (1.15), and using
¢ A
- -1 1.20
ealo {2£ — 1) O 3 ( )
it can then be shown that
OA‘“ — e(ag.HOAg} - £ h(ac+1azoAs~1} (1,21)

(20+1)(2¢ = 1)

relates the (£ + 1)-th term to the Z-th term and the (€ — 1)-th term.

The orthogonality, addition theorem and double integral relations of O4¢ are listed
in appendix A.2. Using the orthogonality relations we obtain the inversion of the har-
monic expansion :

o0
7(z,€) = ngt(:c} oM & 74,(z) = AE_I/ d204, 7(z,€). (1.22)
£=0 4m

The polynomial L, = 040y, = 235‘3;’32) m X% (see (A.24)) is the natural
polynomial that arises in the PSTF tensor approach (equivalent to the Legendre polyno-
mials, see below), where the coefficients By, are defined by (1.17). It follows from this

that

A 42 , (£1)22¢ o
Li(1) = 0M0,, = ;OBM =: 8, with B = ehT ) = oD (1.23)
The B;’s satisfy the recursive relations
(2t+1) Be+1 £(¢+1)
o , , = . 1.24

Any function W{X) can be expanded in terms of the polynomials L¢(X) ® and
then upon combining (A.24) and expansion in terms of Ly(X) one finds the expansion
in terms of OA¢ :

o0 o0
=S CLe(X) and W(X) =3 C,0%"0,,. (1.25)

==l

®We include the dipole, £ = 1, however the monopole is dropped as we will only be considering the
expansion of the covariant and gauge invariant perturbations (1.5} where the isotropic part has been
factored out according to (1.4). We must beware that this does not cause problems later by omitting the
spatial gradients of the isotropic term.
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When W(X) is the angular correlation function, the C; are the corresponding angular
power spectrum coefficients (see below).

Relationship to Legendre polynomials

A Legendre polynomial Py(X) is given by re-normalizing the polynomials Ly(X) defined
in (A.24) so that Pp(1) = 1. By (1.23), this implies

Py(X) = (B) " Le(X) = Po(1) =1; (1.26)
consequently from (A.24),
O*0' 4, = BePU(X), (1.27)

where f; are given by (1.23). It follows from (1.27) that

[¢/2] k
_ t-2m o (=1)%(2¢ — 2k)!
Pp(X) = Z; A X , with Ag = 2£k§{£ ZRE = 2! {1.28)
m=0
are related to the By in (A.23) by
(e1y22f
R 1.2
By ( 0] Ay (1.29)

Any function W(X) can be expanded in terms of both sets of polynomials - see
(1.25) and the corresponding expression

W(X) = iz‘:}“cepg(x*). (1.30)
f=1

These two expansions can then be related as follows: equating (1.25) and (1.30), and
using (1.28) and (1.18), gives

fo o3 [8/2] o [a o] 8/2 (ZE—{-—}.)

2D CeBamX T =33

£==] me=( =1 =0

(2¢ + 1)

CrApm X4 " = CyBpm = CeAem,  (1.31)

from (1.29) this gives the relation between the expansion coefficients :

. [(ze+ 1)(2¢)!

. A1
Ce= | “Trzap ]cg_.Ag Ce. (1.32)

1.3.2 The mean square of PSTF coefficients : (F,,F'4)

It is known as before, from evaluating [ dS2f? and constructing the orthogonahty condi-
tions on Oy,, that inversion

Fa, =4 [dQOAgf(:c 0 o flae) =3 Fa0h, (1.33)
=0
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can be constructed. From this we can build

Fu, FBm = A7IAC] / dQ04, f(z,€) L dQVO' B f(z, €', (1.34)
47 T

to find

Fa, FPm = A7IAZE / / dQdY 0 4,05 f(z,€) f (3, €'®) . (1.35)
Taking the ensemble average [109, 193] then gives
(Fa,FPmy = A7AG) f / d0dQ'04,0'Pm(f - 1) (1.36)

where (...) indicates an ensemble average over sufficiently many realizations of the angular
correlation function.

In order to evaluate this further we assume that the correlations between the
function f(z,e), i.e. , {f(z,e)f(z,€')) are a function of the angular separation between
the two directions only,

(f - f)) =W(ea) = W(X). (1.37)

This is a consequence of the Gaussian assumption (1.14), which allows one to evaluate
the angular correlation functions (1.11) in a straightforward way . With this assumption
(1.36) becomes

(Fa, FBmy = A7 AL / f 4 04,0 B W (X) . (1.38)
Substituting (1.25) into (1.38), we find -
o0
(Fa,FBm) = A7'A;) / [ Y 04,087 3 G040/ 4, . (1.39)
n=]

Rearranging terms,
o0
(Fa FPmy = A7051 S G, { dQOgeOA“} { / dQ’O'BmO'A,,} o (L40)
=1 4 4

where the integrals can be evaluated using the orthogonality conditions on the Og,’s,
(A.19),

)
<F‘4,’FB”‘} == Ag_lA,—nl Z én {6EnAgh{At}<A"}} {5mnA$1h(Bm><A")}

n==1

)
= Z (jnz;znfsmnh(At){A“}h{Bm)(An}. (1.41)

na=l

*Ideally one would prefer to evaluate the angular correlation function without using the Gaussian
assumption, as this is one of the features one should test rather than assume.
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Thus X
(Fa, FPm) = Gt hip B to find (Fa, FA) = Crhiayt?, (1.42)

so using hy A£><Af) (A.21) the mean-square is found to be
(Fa, FA) = Cy (20 + 1) (1.43)

giving the angular power spectrum coefficients C; in terms of the ensemble-averages of
the harmonic coefficients 1. If we use the Legendre expansion (1.30) instead of the
covariant expansion coefficients (1.25), then from (1.43) and (1.32) the relation is

(Fa, FAt)y = (20 + )A;YCy, (1.44)

where Cy are the usual Legendre angular power spectrum coefficients.

1.3.3 The covariant and gauge invariant angular correlation function

We can now gather the results above in terms of the application we have in mind, namely
anisotropy of the CBR. Consider on-sky perturbations made of Gaussian Random Fields:
The angular correlation function C{8) = W(X) is given by (1.14); the angular
power spectrum coefficients Cy are given by the mean-square of the £—th temperature
coefficient through (1.44):

(ra,7%) = (20 + 1)A;IC, (1.45)
where the constants A, are given by (A.19). These quantities are related by (1.30):
o Im+1)
wx) =Y onE2 U p, x) (1.46)
m=1

where the P, {X) are given by (1.26) from (1.30) and (1.23).

Cosmic variance

The observations are in fact of af (which is Y%, |asy,|?/47 in the usual notation). This

is what is effectively found from experiments, such as the COBE-DMR experiment. This
is a single realization of the angular power spectrum Cp. The finite sampling of events
generated by random processes (in this case GRF’s) leads to an intrinsic uncertainty
in the variance even in exactly perfect experiments - this is sample variance, or in
the cosmological setting, cosmic variance. We are measuring a single realization of a
process that is assumed to be random; there is an error associated with how we fit the
single realization to the averaged angular power spectrum.

The quantities (74,7¢) represent the averaged (over the entire ensemble of possible
Cy’s) angular power spectrum, this is what one is in fact dealing with in the theory as
the reductions are done in terms of Gaussian Random Fields, where the entire ensemble
is considered, not a single experimental realization. The a§ are a sum of the 2¢ + 1

1®This corrects an error in [167), removing a spurious factor of 3 = hiﬁ which follows from the
orthogonality conditions in [58] which are corrected here.
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Gaussian Random Variables agn,, this is taken to be x? distributed with 2£ + 1 degrees
of freedom. Each multipole has 2¢ + 1 samples'!.

The key point here: cosmic variance is proportional to £71/% and is then less
significant for smaller angular scales than larger scales. Although cosmic variance is not
an issue on small scales, systematic error could be underestimated [93]. Physical process
deviations and instrument noise are expected to dominate the small scales rather than
non-Gaussian effects in the primordial perturbations (small deviations from Gaussianity),
but on large scales the uncertainty due to cosmic variance would swamp out a non-
Gaussian signature. It then seems plausible that on large and small scales the assumption
of Gaussian Perturbations is acceptable; however on intermediate scales this is not the
case, on these scales the effects of cosmic variance would be small enough to allow a
non-Gaussian signature to be apparent.

1.4 Mode expansions

We now consider spatial harmonic analysis of the angular coefficients discussed in the
previous section. Note that the relations in this section hold in space-like surfaces,
namely the background space-like surfaces in an almost-FL model. The application in
the following sections will be to the projection into these spacelike surfaces of null cone
coordinates associated with the propagation of the CBR down the null cone.

Following the Wilson-Silk approach [193, 70, 82] we consider the following CGI
expansions. Eigenfunctions @(z) are chosen to satisfy the Helmholtz equation

D°D.Q = -k, Q (1.47)

in the {background) space sections of the given space-time of interest, where the Q’s are
time-independent scalar functions with the physical wavenumber &, (t) = k/a(t), the
wave number k being independent of time 2. These define tensors Q) 4,(k",z) that are
Projected, Symmetric, and Trace-Free, and in the case of scalar perturbations are chosen
to be given by PSTF covariant derivatives of the eigenfunctions Q:

QAt = (-kphys)m€D<At)Q (148)
Using these we define functions of direction and position:
GelQl(a" e) = 0%Qa,. (1.49)

with the O4¢ defined by (1.15). Here the G, are call mode operators and the objects
G,|Q] are called mode functions!®. It follows that

GelQ] = (—k,,,) "{0*D4,Q (1.50)

11 . . AC, _ 2
The uncertainty in C; as o= 13"('27-;-1_)
Y2 The function Q will be associated with a direction vector efy) and wave vector ko = kel normal to

the surfaces @ = const, see the following subsection.
Note these are functions in phase space, not on M.
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and we can expand a given function f{z,e) in terms of these functions. In our case
this serves as a way of harmonically analyzing the coefficients 74,(z) in (1.5) and (1.16):
expanding the temperature anisotropy in terms of the mode functions,

7(z,€) = Z Z 1ot k) G4[Q)] (1.51)
£ k

where the f-summation is the angular harmonic expansion and the k-summation the
spatial harmonic expansion (in fact k will be a 3-vector because space is 3-dimensional,
see below). Using the expansion (1.5) on the left and (1.50) on the right,

z TAz(m) o4 = Z Z Te(t, k) ("kbhys)-éoAt D{At)Q (1-52)
é £k

and so

Ta(2) = 3 7elt k) (K,,,) "Diay Qa”) . (1.53)

k
which is the spatial harmonic expansion of the radiation anisotropy coefficients in terms of
the symmetric, trace-free spatial derivatives of the harmonic function ¢. The quantities
7¢(t, k) are the corresponding mode coefficients. Note that we have not as yet restricted
the geometry of the @'s: they could be either spherical or plane-wave harmonics, for
example.
By successively applying the background 3-space Ricci identity,

£
K
Data,Q ~ Dbaa, @ =+ 3 =5 (8" hana = 8 hars) D1, Q. (1.54)
n=1

where Ay = a;...0n—1bp0n41...0¢, G.e. , the sequence of £ indices with the n-th one
replaced with a contraction. First, the curvature-modified Helmholtz equation is
found '* (using A.36,A.37,A.35):

. R |
D*DaQay = ~kiQay with -k = — (Ke(e+2) - #?). (1.55)

Second, we are able to construct the mode recursion relation (using A.33, A.34 in
1.21) :

2
eaDa[Gf[Q]] = +knhys [(2£ + 1?(2€ - 1) (l - g(éﬁ - l)) GE—-I{Q] = Git1 [Q]} . (156)

The latter is the basis of the standard derivation of the linear-FRW mode hierarchy for
scalar modes. The derivation of these are given in appendix A.3 (we consider only scalar
eigenfunctions). It will be seen, in chapter 5, that this relation can be used in place of the
general divergence relations which allow the construction of generic multipole divergence
equations [58] if one restricts oneself to constant curvature space-times.

Given the recursion relation one can immediately make the connection with the
usual Legendre tensor treatment (A.29) this is shown in appendix A (A.29-A.31).

¥ This will be necessary in order to switch from the almost-FLEW multipole divergence equations in
chapter 5 to the mode representation where we use {1.20} to construct D*D,Q4,y.
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1.4.1 The mean-square, |7|%, in almost-FLRW universes

We now relate the multipole mean-squares <TA,¢A‘> of the ensemble average over the
multipole moments with that of the mode coefficient mean-squares |7,(k)|2.

In order to carry this out we relate two separate spatial harmonic expansions
(1.53) for the same function: the first is one associated with plane wave harmonics
(QF), naturally used in describing structure existin § at any time ¢, and the second, one
associated with radial and multipole harmonics (O Y Rga,), t.e. ,a spherical expansion
based at the point of observation, naturally arises W en we project the null cone angular
harmonics into a surface of constant time. These are both related to the Mode Function
formulation which becomes useful in the non-flat constant curvature cases.

Plane-waves and Mode functions

Considering flat FRW universes, each set of eigenfunctions satisfy (1.47). The tem-
perature anisotropy (1.4) can be expressed in terms of its plane-wave spatial Fourier
transform:

T(z,€) = Zr(k, t,e(k),e)QFLAT. (1.57)

ky

{For a more detailed treatment see appendix A.3.4). It can be shown that for the flat
case, K = 0, that is (A.61) holds in (A.57) and (A.58), we find from (A.60) :

Dy Qeiar = (—ik,,) eo(k)mer (1.58)

where Og are the PSTF tensors associated with the direction €(x)- Then from (1.48)
we find that

k
QFLATAe = (- 1)80( )QFLAT’ (1.59)
holds along with (1.53), to get the temperature multipole:
1)£ZTe(i k) Qe OF). (1.60)

Radial expansions and Mode functions

We use the flat, K = 0, spherical eigenfunctions centered on a point z}, with associated

radial direction vector e(x) The latter is the same as the (spherically symmetric) projec-
tion into the constant time surfaces of the tangent vector e® of the radial null geodesics,
so we need not distinguish it from that vector. In this case the ¢-th harmonic is

2
Qe(z% )y = R,;t('r)ng, Dor =e,, D, = - (1.61)

where e® = dz%/dr i is the unit radial vector. Cartesian coordinates in space are given by
r and e® through ' = re‘. Defining the projection tensor

Pab = hap — €y => pupu® =0 = Pape”, paa =2, pabpbc = paca (1'62)
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then (e® is shear and curl free)
1 1 2
Daes = ~pab = Dapoe = =~ (Pavec + Paces), D%, = -;eb (1.63)

so from (1.47) ) )
D.D*(R4,04) = ~k? (R4,0%). (1.64)

phys
To work out the Lh.s., we must first calculate D,Q, {A.64) and D,D*Q; (A.65). These
are then used to calculate : DyRa, (A.66), D°DgR 4, (A.67), DoR4¢ (A.68) and D, DO
(A.69) respectively.
Putting these in (A.65) we find (A.71) from which we get :

the spherical Bessel equation. This provides the PSTF derivation of the spherical Bessel
equation in terms of the irreducible representation.

Now consider that we can choose any basis we like for the tensor basis here,
independent of the spatial coordinates used. It is convenient to use the plane wave
decomposition to get a parallel vector basis. We do this by writing

Ra(r) =Y R$) = 3 Re(k,r)0Y, (1.66)
ka ka

this expresses the tensor eigenfunctions in terms of the monopole eigenfunctions. When
this is substituted into (A.71) we obtain the radial equation which has solutions that are
spherical Bessel funcilions in the Hat case :

9 (TQQ-R-?) + [k2 r2 -0l + 1}} Ry =0, tofind Relr) = ayjelky,,r)  (1.67)

ar\ o bhys

where k2 = k?/a® and oy are integration constants (the second set of constants for
this second order equation vanish because we choose R;{0) to be finite; the Neumann
functions are not finite at » = 0). )

From (1.61), (1.66), and (1.67} we have found that the solutions to the Helmholtz
equations give the eigenfunctions

Q=) = oY elky,OROY = ar Y jalky, (k1)) Le(X).  (1.68)
kv kv

and we can set oy = (Ap)~! s0 that [ Qed) = 1.

It is important to notice that the functions L,{X) depend both on &% and on
e®, and so for each k% is a function of (6, @), thus @ is indeed a function of all spatial
coordinates. We can pick any direction k® to find the particular eigenfunctions

Q) = (A0) ek, O[O (1.69)

associated with that direction. The general ¢-th eigenfunction is a sum of such eigen-
functions over a basis of directions k% 19:

Qe(z) =S Q. (1.70)
,‘ca

5 Many treatments choose a particular direction for k: k° = §2 or similar and omit the summation.
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Now we find 04tD4,Q (A.76) in terms of R; (as show in the appendix using PSTF
techniques, A.72-A.76} :

O?}(‘)DMt)Q (- kbhys JEO(X) (‘?RE = OA‘QAt = («—kphys)ng. (<1.?1)

Putting this in the expansion (1.53)
T4,(2) = Z'fz (8 k) (k)" DiapQa”) = D 3 melt, k)( ~kps) D(agy@n  (172)

kv on
gives the present version of (1.51)

T(z,e00) = 3 74,0% =3 1k, 1)Ge[Q] (1.73)
¢ £

directly analyzing the coefficients 74, in terms of these functions ¢} - given that we have
3-dimensions worth of variability so as to represent arbitrary spatial functions - with
purely time-dependent coefficients (parametrized by a vector k%).

Radial expansions and plane-waves

Now consider the inversion'®

eltikea®) = N" Ry, (T)ng), <=  Ra, =477 / dﬂ(x}5+£k€'xa()§i} (1.74)
7

by taking a Taylor expansion using k,z% = kéhysreg b e( ) we find

o +1
Ry, = Aflzw—--—-——( e T) &) / OBy

A-l Z (+5)™( kbh,;r)” SEFImpl(n — £+ 1N
€ (n—f+1)n+ L+

dmely) hya,y (BenBr-t) (1.75)

on using (A.27). Putting (A.20) into (1.75) we find

‘ o0 1ym £-+2m T
3 - e A ~1 ( 1) (kph 5”‘) (2m -+ 1). (k)

m=0
m kphys T.)!H-Qm

= ¢ (k)
= dn(+i)°A;" Z2mm‘(2m+2€+1}”0’h' (1.76)
. This can be re-expressed as
Ra, = 4n(+)' 07 ek, O = (+0)4 20 + 1By gelk,, )OS (177)

1 Contrast with (1.61): there the Lh.s is the spherical eigenfunction; here it is the plane one, expressed
in terms of spherical ones.



CHAPTER 1. ALGEBRAIC RELATIONS 17

Hence

oo
Qe (@, ) = ¥ = dr 3 (4+4)a (kOB 0 AT (1.78)

nk¥

links the plane-waves to the spherical expansion. This recovers, from Ly(ete'y) =
BePy(e*e’,) the more usual relation:

et ™ = 3" Ra,0%, Z(+z (20 + 1)je(k,,, ) Pe(X). (1.79)
£

|72 for K =0 (flat) almost-FLRW models

We now return to the relationship between the 74, and 7. Now from (A.60), (A.63),
(1.78) and (1.72) :

k2dk

/ de(k, ) OP Z (+6)"52 ()OO0 (2n 1), (1.80)

n=0

T4, = (+1) /

This can be reduced further (A.77-A.82), where upon using (A.78) one finds that

kiQdkf
(2m)?

where x = r/a and by using Re(k,x) = je(Mr) we can identify this with (A.77), the
equivalent of the multipole moments found using the explicit form of the plane-waves.
The radial eigenfunctions will be normalized to unity under the ensemble average, this
will introduce an additional factor of (47{) in order to correct for the solid angle part
of the average !

In order to proceed further, from (1.81) we construct the ensemble average

4, = 410 To(k', ) Re(E', x), (1.81)

k2dk! , , k2dk
‘{TA[TA‘) - (4?1.)20()()0(}() </( 'r,g{k )Rg(k,?‘)/ 2n)? ?‘g(k ) Ry(k, ?*)>

= .(%:‘)_3,3,3 / K2dk|To(k, )2 ‘ (1.82)

What has happened here is that we imagine an ensemble of universes and we use an
ensemble average rather than the space average; we have to do this because 74 is not
square-integrable, i.e., we cannot use the r.m.s value as we cannot integrate the square
over the space in general; this operation is not well defined. In order to deal with the

ensemble average over the mode coefficients, i.e. ('z"éc ,’; , we assume the perturbations

"Remembering that
. Foa . * 2 5 . oppfon s Fi 1 ¢
ek r)delkr)yn, = 4%/ rodri(k'r)jelkr) = 4x (-5) k—g-é(k ~ k.
o

this is multiplied through by the additional 47 in order to compensate for the solid angle integration.
This then gives a factor of 2%°.
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to be fairly homogeneously spread throughout the space and not confined in a particular
region, and assume that there are no correlations between perturbations with different
wavenumbers. Here the Gaussian assumption is useful, we bave that

<Tf(k7t)ff(kiat)) == (277)35(&; - k)"}"glz

which fixes the normalization, and cancels the additional factor of (27)~3.

|7¢]* for almost-FLRW models

It is useful to notice that an alternative although equivalent avenue of approach is also
possible proceeding directly from the mode expansion in Gy[Q] = Ofx‘)Q Ag; this can be
used for any K.

Notice that as before at the observer at z,

T(zg,€) = ZTAgOA‘a =  7a,(z0) = &;1 /anOAefr{a:@,e). (1.83)
¢
Now in the spatial section in general we can write '
(@ ew) = 4,08, <> 14,(z) = A7 / dO®0P (2, ). (1.84)
¢

Now the point z§ is chosen at some earlier time in a spatial section, with radial direction
vector e‘(‘x); for FRW models we can consider e?x} and e® to be equivalent and write

T(L?:g,e) == 'r(xg,e(x)) == th(wo)ogf) = Z?At(zg)OA‘
14 £

= rafee) =27 [ d000Y (a0, e (1.85)

Remember that in some spatial section (where the integral relations {A.83,A.84,A.85)
are useful)

T(z,€) = >_ Tk, )Of5Qa,- (1.86)
kv
Now from
7a,(50) = A7 / 40 Y 104, G, (1.87)
m,k®

we identify O{;‘) with O4¢, to find
TA, = Zﬁ*(k: t)QAz(k?x): (188)
o

which means that for K = 0 (R, o< 7,) (1.82).
| (ram™) = 37l (Qa, Q%) = (4m)Be 3. Imel. (1.89)
k

kv
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What is particularly useful about the last method of calculation is that for constant
K surfaces it can be shown on using relation {A.89) recursively that
4

[ 9% (G AQIGmIQI) = tnZer, with EF = [] (@)’ (1.90)
n=1
and {|...|) denotes the ensemble average of the eigenfunctions. What is useful here is to

notice that {using the normalization for K =.0),

4 2 2
=2 n B -2 2
Bl gy = = = (4 20+ 1)A;. 1.91
tlr=0 ’El(?n-{—l)(Zn—l) a1 - M TR DA (1.91)
This means that for K =0
: 2041
[ 0 (iGkaEI) = ar =A% (1.92)
Now we can extend the above to FL models with K # 0. The mean-square
for constant K is found by modifying the normalization after identifying the K = 0
normalizations in (A.85) and (1.92) :

(ra, 7)) =3 |7*(Qa, Q1) = (4m)Be 3 Imel*EF, (1.93)
k

kl/

or alternatively, keeping the form of the mean-square in (1.89), by redefining the mode
function expansion [194] by a wavelength-dependent coefficient; then

T(z,e) = Z Fo(k, )M [Q), and M[Q] = Eelk, K)Ge[Q), (1.94)
Lk

defines the new coefficients 7;(k,t) so that
|7el* = |m|°E7 . (1.95)

Because we have redefined the mode functions in (1.94), the form of the equations for
K # 0 is the same as in the case X = 0. However the coeflicients are different because
they are from a different expansion. Using the results from the K = 0 case, either (1.81)
or (A.77), we have that

i dk
(ra™) = (505 ) Be [ FRImelh P (1.96)
Hence, on using Cy = A~1Cy and {r4,74) = Cp(2¢ + 1), we now have
[s.9}
(r{zp, €)7T(zq,€')) = Z(Zfi +1)"Hra,744)0p,0" 5 (1.97)
£=0

which can now be written from (1.96) and (1.95) as

(a0, )@ é)) = 5> (@e+1) 0 [ RYFalk, D08, O
£==0

1 & 1 [Pdk o 2p
= s AT [T TRk PP (198)
=0



CHAPTER 1. ALGEBRAIC RELATIONS ' 20

In this way we reobtain the results of White [191] and Wilson (193] :

2 p2 ©dk, 3. 2
= — s —k k,t)”. 1.99

The additional factors of (2£ + 1)? will cancel out with those that will be recovered
from the integral solutions in a latter chapter. Notice that for £ > 2 we have that
©; = By7s, however things are more complex when attempting to relate the dipole (©;)
and monopole (8) to the CGI temperature perturbation and dipole, in the CGI theory
there is no monopole anisotropy as it is pure gauge. These issues are dealt with in later
chapters (see chapters 5 and 6). The Oy is only meaningful within the linear-FRW theory
— its interpretation and gauge invariance are questionable in the nonlinear extension that
the 1+3 Lagrangian approach accommodates.

This relates the amount of power in a given wavenumber, |7(k,%o)[?, at the ob-
server z}, on an angular scale £ to given the angular correlations found on the angular
scale X = e%,, i.e. , X is the separation between measurements.

The relationship between the mode wavenumbers k, and hence the angular scale
¢ at the observer, to actual scale at the surface of last scattering requires knowledge of
the nature of the past null-cone of the observer, z}, and its intersection with the real
last-scattering surface. This requires the integration of geodesic deviation equations in
general, so as to construct the area-distance relations.

The relationship between the power on a given scale now, |7s(k,%9)|?, and that at
the last scattering surface, |7e(k,%,)|?, as evolved down a given worldline, requires the
calculation of the radiation transfer functions. This is dealt with in later chapters.

We have given here a comprehensive survey of the covariant and gauge invariant
representation of CMB anisotropies, both in general and in almost-FLRW universes, and
related this formalism to the other major formalisms in use for this purpose at the present
time.

This chapter has been concerned with algebraic relations, specifically the Multi-
pole, (e.g. for 74,), and Mode, (e.g. for 7;), formalisms and the relationship between
them.



Chapter 2

Temperature Anisotropies

Temperature anisotropies in inhomogeneous and anisotropic spacetimes : 4
new approach to local nonlinear effects in CMB anisotropies is developed. Two new
effects are shown : a coupling between the radiation multipole and the baryonic velocity
via nonlinear Thompson scattering and a gravitational coupling between the radiation
multipoles and the kinematic quantities. The gqualitative features of these effects are
discussed. The covariant evolution and constraint equations are given. The nonlinear
generalization of the radiation multipole hierarchy, the Multipole Divergence Equations
(MDE)’s are given from the ezact IBE :

~[I(z,e) + e*D,II(z, €)] = 4D(x, e)II(z, €) + K(z,€).

where II{z, e} is the generalized temperature anisotropy, D(z,e€) the gravitational source
term and K{z,e} the scattering correction, i.e. , we find the evolution equations for
a,{z). The main application is to higher order effects about FLRW universes. A sec-
ondary application - using the tetrad formulation of the resulting equations, is to Bianchi
cosmologies. The equations are covariantly and gauge invariantly linearized about a Fried-
mann background recovering the almost-FLRW MDE’s.

2.1 Multipole Divergence Relations

In order to place this approach in correct context, one should have in mind the conceptual
basis of formulation : the existence of the divergence relations [58]. The Ellis-Matravers-
Treciokas integration technique can be used to construct a general (exact) multipole
hierarchy for the moments of the Integrated Boltzmann Equations in terms of a PSTF
representation. The key is the divergence identity ! for the moments [ p“¢ fdS) of the
distribution function f(z,p) (see a later chapter for a more systematic treatment) and
the Liouville operator L : namely,

/ PAC[fldQ = / PAL(F)BYEdQ = V, ( f phea fﬁ:mzadsz) (2.1)

'This follows from the identity L(m?) = gap.cp®p®p® = 0 and L{f) = C[f] [58].

21
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for (g > 0) where p* = Eu® + Ae* (where on mass-shell A — E? = —m?: relates the
mass, m, energy E, and 3-momentum Ae®) and PAL = p<A‘>. This is a set of exact space-
time relations (i.e. they are valid on the manifold M) resulting from an integral over
energy and directions of the Boltzmann equation (2.47), which holds in the on-mass shell
tangent bundle Ty, (M) over M. These will be called the Moment or Multipole Divergence
Equations (MDE’s) because on using the 1+3 splitting, in the Lagrangian threading
formulation, this is a set of divergence relations for the moments [ [ E™ et f EdEdQ)
(here £ > m > (), which are space-time tensors (the energy E and the direction vectors
e* having been integrated out). The important point is that an exact moment hierarchy
has thus been constructed for both massive and massless particles as describe by a single
particle distribution function.

These can be expressed in terms of the harmonic expansion (1.33, 2.41 and 2.42) to
find the multipole formulation. Equivalently, the PSTF parts of the MDE are relations
for the PSTF moments of the distribution function integrated over the energy. In order
to relate this to local physics and thus the local observables, closeness to equilibrium is
assumed. This then allows the construction of the closely related temperature multipole
divergence equations.

So there are three procedures for the derivation of the multipole divergence equa-
tions; the first two make use of the divergence relations, the first, actively, the second
passively, while the third procedure make use of the orthonormal tetrad - these are all
equivalent for massless particles.

1. The first, uses the divergence relations for any symmetric tensor K 4,, effectively
in the form:

L(K(ayP*) = POV K 4,3, (2.2)

the resulting equations can then be separated out into the multipole PSTF parts
by factoring off the coefficients of 04, at each order in £ (as is done in the original
papers [58, 62]).

2. The second procedure utilizes the additional conditions that photons obey, i.e.
p* = E(u® + €%); they are massless (2.40). This then allows one to directly eval-
uate d/dv[K 4 Z)eAf] using only the exact form of dE/dv (see appendix (D.1) and
section (2.4)) and then taking the PSTF part of the resulting equations to find the
multipole hierarchy (see section (2.4) and equation (2.73) - this is the approach
used in [120] as it is the least technical in the case of zero rest mass particles).

3. The third makes use of the tetrad by transforming from the tuple (z*,p%) in T(M),
to the tuple (2, E, %, m) on the mass shell part T}, (M), and then to the reduced
bundle B(M) with tuple (z*,e%), to directly find equations in terms of the gen-
eralized temperature anisotropy II{z,e) (see chapter 3 and section 3.2). This is
mentioned in the original EMT papers but not carried out; it is done here both
for completeness and to provide the link between the relativistic kinetic theory
approach and the Sachs-Wolfe one. The generalized temperature anisotropy can
then be reduced to moment form using a PSTF harmonic expansion.
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The key difference here is that the first two methods go directly to the exact multi-
pole equations and do not need the explicit use of the orthonormal tetrad, while the
third method allows one to construct equations in terms of the generalized temperature
anisotropy - not explicitly in terms of its multipole moments. We will in fact follow
the second procedure in this chapter, because it has not been done explicitly this way
before, and because in the case of massless particles it is straightforward to directly
construct the multipole hierarchy from the energy Integrated Boltzmann Equations in a
transparent manner. We do this rather than either using the full power of the divergence
relation machinery developed by Ellis-Matravers-Treciokas (that is necessary for generic
on-mass-shell particles) or the full power of the orthonormal tetrad approach (the tetrad
approach will of course be crucial for the study of Bianchi cosmologies).

These equations, which include the hydrodynamic energy and momentum equa-
tions and their higher order moment analogues, generically contain timelike deriva-
tives. They are typically integrated along timelike curves in spacetime (not along null
geodesics), even when looking at the evolution of photon distributions - as in our present
context. This timelike integration is related to the nullcone testfield integrations by mak-
ing homogeneity assumptions about the distribution of matter in (spacelike) surfaces of
constant time (see chapter 3). The relationship between spatial scales on an early hyper-
surface and angular scales in the multipole hierarchy are not contained in the MDE's.

In order to facilitate the derivation of the MDE’s we will need (i) the covariant
Lagrangian threading formalism as applied to general relativity, (ii) the covariant La-
grangian kinetic theory (which are developed next), and (iii) knowledge of the irreducible
representations of the rotation group with respect to the u®-frame as developed in chapter
1.

2.2 143 Covariant Lagrangian threading formalism

The Ehlers-Ellis 143 formalism [46, 50, 101] is a covariant Lagrangian threading approach?,
i.e. every quantity has a natural interpretation in terms of observers comoving with the
fundamental 4-velocity u® (where u%u, = —1), in the so called u®-frame. Provided this
is defined uniquely in an invariant manner, all related quantities have a direct physical
or geometric meaning, and may in principle be measured in the instantaneous rest space
of the comoving fundamental observers. Any coordinate system or tetrad can be used
when specific calculations are made. These features are a crucial part of the strengths
of the formalism and of the perturbation theory that is derived from it.

We will follow the development of the formalism given by Maartens [113], which
makes explicit use of irreducible quantities and derivatives; it develops the identities
which these quantities and derivatives obey (see also [122, 115, 180, 51]) which are com-
patible and most easily interfaced with the canonical linear-FRW approach, relativistic
kinetic theory and the techniques of relativistic cosmology.

*We are contrasting the 1+3 threading approach to the 3+1 foliation approach; the prior threads
the spacetime with respect to a preferred frame given by a four velocity u® while the latter foliates
the spacetime with respect to spatial hypersurfaces with normals n®. Additionally we use a Lagrangian
choice initially for the formulation with respect to the four velocity u* and then boost to recover the exact
Eulerian formulation ~ this is where the formalism becomes useful, when it is applied to nonperturbative
effects.
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The basic algebraic tensors are: (a) the spatial projector hsp = ggb + Uals,
where g, is the spacetime metric, which projects into the instantaneous rest space
of comoving observers; and (b) the projected alternating tensor €44 = TNabeas®, where
Naved = —/19]6°(481 60283 4 is the spacetime alternating tensor. Thus

Nabed = 2{aEtjca — 2eabictia] s Eabet ™! = Shiahyhyy” .
The projected symmetric tracefree (PSTF) parts of vectors and rank-2 tensors are
Vigy = Pa®Vo, Siapy = {h(achb)d —-%hmhab} Sea s

with higher rank formulas given in [66]. The skew part of a projected rank-2 tensor is
spatially dual to the projected vector S, = %80665[”“], and then any projected rank-2
tensor has the irreducible covariant decomposition

Sop = %Shab + €abeS® + Sapy »
where § = S.zh®? is the spatial trace. In the 143 covariant formalism, all quantities
are either scalars, projected vectors, or PSTF rank-2 tensors. The equations governing

these quantities involve a covariant vector product and its generalization to PSTF rank-2
tensors:

[Va W]a = eachch 3 [Sa Q]a = 5achbdQCd .
The covariant derivative V, defines 14-3 covariant time and spatial derivatives
Jhp = uV JAp | DJAp = hAc,hPmp h VI . (2.3)

Note that D hgy = 0 = Dgeape, while Agp = 2u(lp) and Egpe = 3u[asbc}d*&“. The projected
derivative D, further splits irreducibly into a 14-3 covariant spatial divergence and curl
[113]

divV =D%V,, (div8), = D®Sy, (2.4)
curl V, = 43DV, curl Spp = zcd(aDch)d, (2.5)
and a 1+3 covariant spatial distortion [116]
DiaVyy = DaVhy = 3 (divV) hap,
DaSse)y = DiaSte) = Ehias (div S), -

Note that div curl is not in general zero, for vectors or rank-2 tensors (see [113, 122,
180, 115] for the relevant formulae). The covariant irreducible decompositions of the
derivatives of scalars, vectors and rank-2 tensors are given in exact (nonlinear) form by
18]

Vap = —tus +Dutp, (2.6)
VeVa = —uy {V{a} - Acvcua} + Ug {%@Vb + op V' + [w, V]b}
e 31;- (divV) hgp — %—eabccurl VE+DWy, (2.7)
VeSap = —ug {S'<ag,> + Qu(aSb}dAd} + 2ug, {%@S},}c + Sb)d (0ca — scdewe)}

+ 2 (div ), heye — Sedc(acurl Sy + DiaSpey - (2.8)
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The algebraic correction terms in equations (2.7) and (2.8) arise from the relative
motion of comoving observers, as encoded in the kinematic quantities: the expansion
© = D%, the 4-acceleration A, = U, = Ay, the vorticity® w, = —%curl 1,, and the
shear ogp = D).

The irreducible parts of the Ricci identities produce commutation identities for
the irreducible derivative operators. In the simplest case of scalars:

curlDepp = 0 DIPDY = 24w, (2.9)
Dot) — ho’ (Dyh)” = —tAa + 30Da% + 00 Dyt + [w, DY, - (2.10)

Identity {2.9) refiects the relation of vorticity to non-integrability; non-zero w, implies
that there are no constant-time 3-surfaces everywhere orthogonal to «°, since the in-
stantaneous rest spaces cannot be patched together smoothly.? Identity (2.10) is the
key to deriving evolution equations for spatial gradients, which covariantly characterize
inhomogeneity [52]. Further identities are given in [55, 113, 180, 118, 122].

The kinematic quantities govern the relative motion® of neighboring fundamen-
tal worldlines, and describe the universal expansion and its local anisotropies (by Eq.

(2.7)):
Ve = —Agup + %@kab + Egpew” + Ogp - (2.11)

The dynamic quantities describe the sources of the gravitational field, and di-
rectly determine the Ricci curvature locally via Einstein’s field equations. They are the
(total) energy density p = Tyuu®, isotropic pressure p = %habT“b, energy flux ¢, =
wT{a}bub, and anisotropic stress mgy = T\gy), where Ty is the total energy-momentum
tensor

ab _ pu“ub + 2q(ﬂuﬁ) + (ph“b e ﬂ.ab) = Z T?‘b {2.12)
I

given by the sum of all the individual contributions®, labeled by I. The total energy
momentum tensor is conserved’ : V7% = 0.

The locally free gravitational field, i.e. the part of the spacetime curvature not
directly determined locally by dynamic sources, is given by the Weyl tensor Cypeg. This

*Here the irreducible vector w, is used, the vorticity tensor is wap = £opew® (DPway = curl wa). The
sign conventions, following [46, 50], are such that in the Newtonian limit, & = —1¥ x &.

“In this case, which has no Newtonian counterpart, the D, operator is not intrinsic to a 3-surface,
but it is still a well-defined spatial projection of V, in each instantaneous rest space.

*The convention used here arises historically from the use of the semi colon : u, B Vyua following
[50, 184]: where a sign problem in the vorticity will arise when comparing to the convention in [51].

%In addition to the usual fluid (as in 2.12) and gas formulations (2.44) there are two other useful
ones: the electromagnetic one : T8 = F,°F, %chFCdgab and FH = 2ur, By + €ac H°, and that for
a scalar field : T,f' = VeV = gab(3 Ve V°¢ — V(¢)) (a cosmological constant is then the case with
¢ = A =constant and V{¢) = ¢). [51]

"The partial energy-momentum tensors have current contributions : V78" = J§ where J§ = Uru® +
M7 and (in the total component frame) U; is the rate of energy density transfer and M7 the rate
of momentum density transfer. During Late tight-coupling the CDM and neutrino components are
decoupled : J& = 0 = J%. The baryon and radiation components are coupled via Thompson scattering
{via the electron plasma) J§ = —J§ = Upu® + M§ [120]
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splits irreducibly into the gravito-electric and gravito-magnetic fields
Eup = Coopatiu® = Eigpy, Hop = 200aC%ett® = Hgyy

which provide a covariant Lagrangian description of tidal forces and gravitational radi-
ation. -
The Ricci identity for 4% and the Bianchi identities V¢Cpeq = Via(— By + éRgb}c)
produce the fundamental evolution and constraint equations governing the above covari-
ant quantities [46, 50]. Einstein’s equations are incorporated® via the algebraic replace-
ment of the Ricci tensor Rgp by Tyup —~ %chgab. These equations, in exact (nonlinear)
form and for a general source of the gravitational field, are [118, 51, 120, 11}:

Evolution:
p+(p+p)O+divg = -24%, — 6%y, (2.13)
O+10%+1p+3p)—divA = —0450% + 2ww® + A,A°, (2.14)
Qo) + 5900 + (0 +p)Ag + Dap+ (divm)y = —0aq” + [, qla — A®7as, (2.15)
Wiy + %E—)wg + %curl A, = ogwb, (2.16)
Olapy + %@aak + B~ %ﬂ‘ab = DAy = —0g 0" ~ wiewy + Ay, (2.17)
Elayy + ©Fay — curl Hoy + §(p +P)oas +  Litipy + 1D(atsy + 1075 (2.18)

- A{aqw -+ EACEcd{aH{;.)d 4 3O‘C<aEb>c

- wcgcd(aEb}d - %Uc(a”?b)c - %wcfcd(aﬂb)da
H{ab} + ©Hgy + curl B,y — %curl Mah = 3O”C<aHb}c - wcscd(aHg}}d (2.19)

— 2A4% 410 ) — 3oy + 30 (0Epead®

Constraint:
divw = A%, (2.20)
(divo)e —curlws — 2De® + ¢ = —2[w, Al,, (2.21)
curlogy + Dgwyy — Hep = —2A oWy (2.22)

(div E), + %(di‘”{)a - %‘Dap+ %@‘Ia = |[o,H]s — 3Hapw” + %gabqb - %[w"ﬂm (2.23)
(divH)o + scurlgy ~ (p+p)we = —[o,Elq — 3o, e + 3Eapts® — Lmpp®(2.24)

Here we notice that there is no evolution equation for the acceleration (for 4,) nor for
anisotropic pressure (for #4). Eq. (2.13) and Eq. (2.15) are just the conservation of
energy-momentum. The generalized Gauss relation arises from the trace of 3-Ricci tensor

®Note that one constraint Einstein equation is not explicitly contained in this set - see [50, 112].
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[51], when one includes the energy momentum tensor as substituted for the Ricci tensor
it is also know as the generalized Friedmann equation:

SR=2p— geﬁ +20° — 2w (2.25)

The Gauss equation is the case when w® = 0, which then fully determines the 3-space
average curvature. The Codacci equation is included in the constraint equations for the
shear. In the Hamiltonian formulation of gravity the Gauss equation is often referred to
as the Hamiltonian constraint, while the Codacci equation, as the momentum constraint.

A FLBEW universe

A FLRW (background) universe, with its unique preferred 4-velocity u®, is covariantly
characterized as follows:

kinematics: D 0 =0,4, =0 = w,, 04, = 0, (2.26)
dynamics: Dgp=0=Dyp,q, = 0,74 = 0, By =0 = H,, (2.27)
gravito-electric/magnetic field: Egp = 0 = Hyy. (2.28)

The Hubble rate is H = %@ = a/a, where a(t) is the scale factor and ¢ is cosmic proper
time. In spatially homogeneous but anisotropic universes (Bianchi and Kantowski-Sachs
models), the quantities g, 7ap, Cap, Fop and Hyy in the preceding list may be non-zero.
There is no electromagnetic field (characterized by F, and H,, the electric and magnetic
fields) in the background FLRW universe, there can however be a background cosmic
magnetic-field, By [174]. The FLRW field equations are:

3K

p=3H%+ = (2.29)
H=-H*~Lp+3p), (2.30)
p=—3H(p+p). (2.31)

The basic parameters that characterize a FLRW universe are Hy, (g, Q4, g0 and Ky =
K/a% [51]. The existence of the big-bang in these models follows from the Raychaudhuri
equation (2.14,2.30) with the energy assumption p + 3p > 0 and that the universe is
expanding today: ©¢ > 0. The simplest FLRW models [51] are

Einstein static : a(t) = constant, K = +1,A = %(p + 3p), (everything is constant)

| de Sitter: a(t) = exp(Ht), H = constant, K = 0, (it is empty) p+ p = 0.
Milne: a(t) =t,K = -1, (itisempty), p=0, and p = 0.
Einstein-de Sitter: a(t) = at?? K =0=A, o= constant it p =0,
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An almost FLREW universe

If the universe is close to an FLRW model, then quantities that vanish in the FLRW
limit are O(¢), where € is a dimensionless smallness parameter, and the quantities are
suitably normalized (e.g. V009 /H < ¢, etc.). The Einstein Field Equations (2.13-
2.24) are covariantly and gauge-invariantly linearized [52] by dropping all terms O(e?)
(all those on the right-hand side), and by replacing scalar coefficients of O(e) terms by
their background values. In addition there are three 143 covariant and gauge invari-
ant perturbation equations which arise from taking the spatial gradients of the density
evolution equations (2.13), the expansion evolution equations (2.14) and the three cur-
vature (2.25) and linearizing as described above; this then gives the density perturbation
evolution equation, the expansion perturbation evolution equation and the curvature
perturbation respectively.

To understand why this approach is gauge invariant (see [52, 163, 164]) we need:

Theorem 1 (Stewart-Walker Lemma) ® : If a quantity T4 g, vanishes in the back-
ground, then it is gauge invariant (to all orders).

The resulting linear equations (see appendix D for some useful almost-FL relations) as
well as their implementation and implications for almost-FLRW temperature anisotropies
are discussed in chapter (5).

2.2.1 143 Covariant Eulerian threading formulation

The 14-3 Covariant Eulerian threading formulation of the theory can be recovered by
boosting the exact Lagrangian equations to another frame. The initial choice of u® is
replaced by a new choice 4% :

U = et =0, 7= (1 —ygv®)7"%, .
% = y(u® + v%) where v,u® =0, 7= (1 - vgv®)"/? {(2.33)

where v is the (covariant) velocity of the new frame relative to the original frame. The
exact transformations of all relevant quantities are given in the appendix B, these along
with a more complete description of the multi-fluid case can be found in [120].

~ The formalism described above applies for any covariant choice of ©®. Typically
one chooses 4, to be physically defined and timelike. If the physics picks out only one u?,
then that becomes the natural and obvious 4-velocity to use. In a complex multi-fluid
situation, however, there are various possible choices (see [120, 39] for a more complete
discussion of the multi-fluid case). The different particle species in cosmology will each
have distinct 4-velocities (u}); we could choose any of these as the fundamental frame,
and other choices such as the centre of mass frame are also possible. Six typical species
included as fluids (with unique four velocities, except for the cosmological constant) in

9The proof is straightforward, for T the background part of T
H T =0, then 6T =T —T"=T"_, (2.32)

making the variables manifestly independent of the point mappings from the background § to the lumpy
universe S [51, 52, 164].
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the field equations are (as measured in the respective rest frames):

baryonic matter : p, = wpp,, ¢§ =0= w;‘b , (2.34)
cold dark matter: p, =0=¢; = wé‘b , (2.35)
radiation : p, = %pg , (2.36)
neutrinos(light): py = 3oy (2.37)
cosmological constant: py = —pp, i =0=7%= VR (2.38)
electromagnetic fields: p, = 3(BE*+ H?) = ip,. (2.39)

The electromagnetic choice above is possible only if the electro-magnetic-fields are short
wavelength and statistically homogeneous'?.

This allows a variety of covariant choices of 4-velocities, each leading to a slightly
different 143 covariant description. One particularly important choice is the total fluid
or overall u®-frame'!, defining the exact relative velocity of a particular component with
respect to this frame, v}%; in the exact case (as shown in [120]) much care needs to be
taken, however, in the linear case there is no difference between the dynamic quantities
measured in the individual u$-frames and the fundamental frame except for a simple
correction to the heat flux — making a variety of additional gauge tricks available in the
linear theory [80, 7]. One can regard a choice between these different possibilities as a
partial gauge-fixing (but determined in a covariant and physical way). Any differences
between such 4-velocities will be O(e) in the almost-FLRW case and will disappear
in the FLRW limit,'? as is required in a consistent 1+3 covariant and gauge-invariant
linearization about an FLRW model (see chapter 5 and [52, 27] for further discussion). In
addition the invariance of the linear order Weyl tensor under linear frame boosts ensures
the existence of invariant potentials — such as $ 4 and &y within the Bardeen Newtonian
gauge formulation.

2.3 143 Covariant Lagrangian Kinetic Theory

Relativistic kinetic theory (see e.g. [106, 48, 162, 32, 15, 157]) provides a self-consistent
microscopically based treatment where there is a natural unifying framework in which to
deal with a gas of particles in circumstances ranging from hydrodynamic to free-streaming
behavior. The photon gas undergoes a transition from hydrodynamic tight coupling
with matter, through the process of decoupling from matter, to non-hydrodynamic free
streaming. This transition is characterized by the evolution of the photon mean free
path from (effectively) zero to infinity. The range of behavior can appropriately be
described by kinetic theory with Thomson scattering [188, 178}, and the baryonic matter

1% Generically homogeneous fields do not behave like this particularly given that the pressure anisotropy
then becomes important [10]

U Usually denoted 4*, the Lagrangian frame choice; it is denoted 4" in the linear theory for conve-
nience; this choice underlies the multifiuid formulation of the Lagrangian approach [113, 120].

12 A similar situation occurs in relativistic thermodynamics, where suitable 4-velocities are close to the
equilibrium 4-velocity, and hence to each other [89].
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with which radiation interacts can reasonably be described hydrodynamically during
these times. (The basic physics of radiation and matter and density perturbations in
cosmology was developed in the works of Sachs and Wolfe [152], Silk [158], Peebles and
Yu [143], Weinberg [187], Kaiser [95] and others, see [80]).

In the covariant Lagrangian approach of [58] (see also [47, 175]), the photon 4-
momentum p* (where p®p, = 0) is split as

p* = E(u®+e%), ee,=1, ey, =0, (2.40)

where E = —u,p® is the energy and e* = p{®/E is the direction, as measured by a
comoving {fundamental) observer. Then the photon distribution function (see 3.18) is
decomposed into covariant harmonics via the expansion [58, 173]

f(z,p) = f(z, B, €) = F + Fye® + Fype®e® +--- = 3 Fy,ef0), (2.41)
£0

where et = %% ...¢%, and el4) = QA provides a representation of the rotation
group [66] (as in 1). The covariant multipoles are irreducible since they are PSTF, i.e.

Fpy=Fay & Fay=Fay, Fpu® = 0= Fy,h%1%,

They encode the anisotropy structure of the distribution in the same way as the usual
spherical harmonic expansion

+£
f:z z fgn(x,E)Yem(é'),

{20 m=~{

but here (a) the Fy, are covariant, and thus independent of any choice of coordinates in
momentum space, unlike the f;”; (b) Fjy, is a rank-£ tensor field on spacetime for each
fixed E, and directly determines the ~-multipole of radiation anisotropy after integration
over E. The multipoles can be recovered from the distribution function via [58, 66]

(21)22¢

i+ (242)

Fa, = A7 / f(@, B e)e(aydQ, with Ag=4dr

where dQ = d? is a solid angle in momentum space. A further useful identity is [58]
(see chapter 1 for a more detailed account)

i 0 ¢ Odd,
[eA‘dQ _ (2.43)
£+1 | arazpezaa. .. hat-180) ¢ even .

The first 3 multipoles arise from the radiation energy-momentum tensor, which is
T;fb(m) = /p“pbf(x,p)d3p = pRu“ub + %pﬂh“b + 2q§“ub) -+ wgb, (2.44)

where d®p = EdEdS) is the covariant volume element on the future null cone at event z.
It follows that the dynamic quantities of the radiation (in the u®-frame) are:
4

e 3 a o 3 ma ab
;)R=4?r/(; E'FAE, ¢t =5 [" EF*dE, =

_sn

o0
= B3P dE.  (2.45)
15 Jo
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The radiation dynamic quantities are relative to the fundamental frame; we do not need
to relate them to their values in the radiation frame.
We extend these dynamic quantities to all multipole orders by defining!?® [58]

brightness anisotropy: Il4, = / E3FA€dE, (2.46)

so that IT = p, /4, I1* = 3¢5 /4n and e = 1517}‘2‘6/811'.
The Boltzmann equation is

df of - b, c 0f
=pla— py = D% 5 P
where p® = dz®/dv and C| f] is the collision term, which determines the rate of change

of f due to emission, absorption and scattering processes. This term is also decomposed
into covariant harmonics:

= c1l, (2.47)

Clf] =3 ba,(z, E)ett, (2.48)
£>0
where the multipoles bs, = b4, encode covariant irreducible properties of the particle
interactions. Then the Boltzmann equation is equivalent to an infinite hierarchy of
covariant multipole eguations

LA,(.’S,E) = bAt[FAm](xaE) 3

where L4, are the multipoles of df /dv, and will be given in the next section. These
multipole equations are tensor field equations on spacetime for each value of the photon
energy F — as discussed in the introduction (but note that energy changes along each
photon path). Given the solutions Fy,(z, E) of the equations, the relation (2.41) then
determines the full photon distribution f{z, E,e) as a scalar field over phase space.

Over the period of importance for CMB anisotropies, i.e. considerably after
electron-positron annihilation (spectral decoupling), the average photon energy is much
less than the electron rest mass and the electron thermal energy may be neglected, so
that the Compton interaction between photons and electrons (the dominant interaction
between radiation and matter) may reasonably be described in the Thomson limit. (See
[148] for refinements.) We will also neglect the effects of polarization (see e.g. [198, 29]).
For Thomson scattering

Clfl=ornzE, [f(x’fp) - flz,p)] , (2.49)

where E; = pau is the photon energy relative to the baryonic (i.e. baryon-electron)
frame uf, and f (x p) determines the number of photons scattered into the phase space
volume element at {z,p). The differential Thomson cross-section is proportional to 1 +
cos® a, where o is the angle between initial and final photon directions in the baryonic

frame; so cos« = e% e, where €, is the initial and e} is the final direction, so that

B (i +) 5= 5 (5 5. 30

3 Because photons are massless, we do not need the complexity of the moment definitions used in [58].
In [28], Jff) is used, where J (” = As0la,. From now on, all energy integrals will be understood to be
over the range 0 < F < oo,
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Here we have used E, = E,, which follows since the scattering is elastic. Here uf is
given by Eq. (2.33 thh @ = u?), where v} is the velocity of the baryonic frame relatwe
to the fundamental frame u® w1th ViU, = 0 Then f is given by [28, 148]:

Flan) = 5= [ 18 |1+ (cheha)] ast (2.51)

The exact forms of the photon energy and direction in the baryonic frame follow on using
the boost equations {2.33 to find p®u2) and (B.2 to find h;"pg, ):

E, = By, (1-vie), (2.52)

m [e“ + 'y§ (v;ea - vg) u® + q{f (vieb - 1) vg] . (2.53)
B B

€
Anisotropic scattering will source polarization, and small errors are introduced by
assuming that the radiation remains unpolarized [86]. A fully consistent and general
treatment requires the incorporation of polarization. However, for simplicity, and in line
with many previous treatments, we will neglect polarization effects here — in fact, we will
follow the canonical approach, to include the corrections in the almost-FLRW theory via
corrections to the damping scale.

2.3.1 Truncation conditions

The Ellis-Matravers-Treciokas treatment [62] makes various general statements about
exact relativistic kinetic theory in the free streaming case. Of these the most relevant
are :

1. high-{ truncation : If any four consecutive harmonics vanish, say those with
£=L+1,L+2,L+3,L+4, but those for £ = L are non-zero, then

F{Ag ={. (254)

Cappior42)

This means, as F, is non-zero, that the shear must vanish exactly, o4 = 0. The re-
sults arises from the regularity conditions: limg_,0 E"F4, = Oand limp_00 E"Fy, =
0.

2. low-{ truncation : It can also be shown that if the first 3 multipole harmonics
are zero, i.e. , £ = 1,2,3, once again the shear is necessarily zero, o, = 0 :

Tab / E58F dE = 0. (2.55)

Thus in both cases the resulting space-times are hzghly restricted, and do not include
generic perturbations.
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2.4 Multipole Divergence Equations

The full Boltzmann equation in photon phase space contains more information than
necessary to analyze radiation anisotropies in an inhomogeneous universe. For that
purpose, when the radiation is close to black-body we do not require the full spectral
behaviour of the distribution multipoles, but only the energy-integrated multipoles. The
monopole leads to the average temperature, while the higher order multipoles determine
the temperature fluctuations. The 143 covariant and gauge-invariant definition of the
average temperature T is given by [117]

Stefan-Boltzmann: p,(z) = 4«/E3F(m,E)dE =rT(z)*, (2.56)

where r is the radiation constant. If f is close to a Planck distribution, then T is the
thermal black-body average temperature to identify r with ;. But note that no notion
of background temperature is involved in this definition. There is an all-sky average
implied in (2.56). Fluctuations across the sky are measured by integrating the higher
multipoles (a precise definition is given below), i.e. the fluctuations are determined by
the I14, (£ > 1) defined in Eq. (2.46).

The form of C[f] shows that covariant equations for the temperature fluctuations
arise from decomposing the energy-integrated Boltzmann equation

/ Ez% dE = / E°C[f)dE (2.57)

into 143 covariant multipoles. We begin with the right hand side, which requires the
covariant form of the Thomson scattering term (2.51). Since the baryonic frame will
move nonrelativistically relative to the fundamental frame in all cases of physical inter-
est, it is sufficient to linearize only in v, and not in the other quantities. Thus we drop
terms in O(ev?,v? ) but do not neglect terms that are O(v%,ev,) or O(€?) relative to the
FLRW limiting background [120]. We make no restrictions on the geometric and physical
quantities that covariantly characterize the spacetime, apart from assuming a nonrela-
tivistic relative average velocity for matter. The resulting expression will in particular
be applicable for covariant second-order effects in FLRW backgrounds (recognising that
polarization effects should be included for a complete treatment), or for first-order effects
in Bianchi backgrounds.
The order-of-magnitude notation

O3] = O(ev?,v3), (2.58)

will be used, noting that this does not imply any second-order restriction on the dynamic,
kinematic and gravito-electric/magnetic quantities. It follows from equations (2.43) and
(2.51) that

4“/ngdEB = (pr)p + %(”gb)gesaeaba (2.59)
where the dynamic radiation quantities are evaluated in the baryonic frame. This ap-

proach, introduced by Maartens [120] relies on the frame-transformations given in ap-
pendix B; it allows us to evaluate the Thomson scattering integral directly. In the
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process, we are also generalizing to include nonlinear effects. We use equations (B.8) and
(B.11) (linearized in velocity) to transform back to the fundamental frame:!4

(Pr)e = pu[1+ $02] - 268050 + O],
(1) = mab + 2@Bc7r;(“ub} - 2q§“v:) + %pgvg‘v? + O[3].
Now
/ E’CIfldE = ngo, [1 +3vte. + (v;ec)2 — 32 ] / E3fdE,
—ngoy [L - vSec + 1ol ] FERE + O[3]. (2.60)

In addition, we need the following identity, valid for any projected vector v%:

241

vie,f = Z {F(At-xvdl) -+ (m) FANU&] gl | (2.61)
>0

(we use the convention that F4, = 0 for £ < 0.) This identity may be proved using Eq.
(2.43) and the identity (2.62) (see [58], p. 470):

¢

EMT Lemma 2: VibSAt) = x’f(f?SAt} i (m) VCSC(Al~th£g}) (2.62)

EMT Lemma 3: WiabSasy = WiasSa,) — 385 Weah™S(a, Par) — 5255 Wa(ar hasSa,_,)ch®
FA e &

+ HTLMH) i hIh A W Sep 4, har_yarhan), (2.63)

where Sa, = Sia,, Vo = Vigy, Wap = Wiy and £ > 0. Using the above equations, we
find that!®

4r / B2OIfIE = ngoy [$0,02 - q¥pd] (2.64)
- N0y [39;‘ —4p, vl — Swg&vab] €q
—- N0y [?gﬁ;b - —g-qé%g) —_ l—frH“bchc - 3pﬁvg"vg)] €(a€b)

- N0, [47rII"‘bc - %wﬁabvg - %ﬁwﬂ“""’d%d] e(aebeq + - + O[3].

Now it is clear from equations {2.59) and (2.60) that the first four multipoles are affected
by Thomson scattering differently than the higher multipoles. This is confirmed by the
form of equation (2.64). Defining the energy-integrated scattering multipoles

K, = / E%b,,dE,

1 As noted in Section III, we retain the O(v} ) term in (g, ), since pg is zero-order.
¥ A. Challinor has independently derived the same result [26].
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we find from Eq. {2.64) that

K = ngo, [$I2 = i) + O[3], (2.65)
K* = —nyoy [l1* - dllv? - 2%, + O3], (2.66)
K® = —ngo, [ST1% - 1) — Sy, - 3SMufo?)| + O3], (267)
K% = —ngyop 1% - $T(D) — dmivtedy, 4] + O[3, (2.68)
and, for £ > 3:
KAt = —p o [TTA¢ - TTHAe-19%0 _ (“—1) T4y ] + 0J3]. (2.69)
EOT B \2£+3 8¢

Equations (2.65)-{2.69) are a nonlinear generalization of the linear results [28, 82].
They show the new coupling of baryonic bulk velocity to the radiation multipoles, arising
from local nonlinear effects in Thomson scattering. If we linearize fully, i.e. neglect all
terms containing v, except the p,v% term in the dipole K, which is first-order, then
our equations reduce to those in [28]. The generalized nonlinear equations apply to
the analysis of second-order effects on an FLRW background, to first-order effects on a
spatially homogeneous but anisotropic background, and more generally, to any situation
where the baryonic frame is non-relativistic relative to the fundamental u®-frame.

Next we require the multipoles of df/dv. These can be read directly (with a
little algebra) from the general expressions first derived in [58], which are exact, 1+3
covariant and also include the case of massive particles. For clarity (as pointed out in the
introduction), we outline an alternative, 1+3 covariant derivation [120] (the derivation
in [58] uses the divergence relations in an ONT-tetrad). We require the identity [47, 175]

E
% = —F? [%@ + Age® + aag,e“eb] , - {2.70)

which follows directly from (energy) E = —p®u,, (geodesic equation) p®Vyp® = 0 and
(kinematics) Vyug = ~Azup + Dytg. Then'®

% [FAs(x,E)sA‘} = %[E'EFAt(x,E)PA‘]

= F { [%8 + Ape® + chebeﬂ] (EFp, — EQ[Fa,)) et

(€)oo (u o+ e) [Fy, + VP ]}

% The relationship to the divergence relations can be seen from -
£(Fa, PAty = & (Fa, B (u?t + M) = £(Fs, E'0%)

and '
oF
£(Fa Pty = PA1V, Py, + 4EPA 250
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where a “8,” denotes 8/8E. The first term is readily put into irreducible PSTF form
using the 1dent1ty (2.62) with V, = A,, and its extension to the case when V; is replaced
by a rank-2 PSTF tensor Wy (2.63), with Wy, = 0. In the second term, when the
round brackets are expanded, only those terms with at most one u® survive, and

Wy, = —A%Fa,, uVFy, =~ (JOh% 4+ 0% = 0w, ) Fy, . (2.71)

Thus the covariant multipoles ba, of df/dv are

b b
%{ = Fiay — %@EQS[FAJ + Do, Fapny +

(£+1)

& 2.72

e+1 -
((22+ 3))}3 e+ g [Ef+2FaA]Aa E's, [51 ngA,_l]Am

A+ 1) +2)
(20 + 3)(2¢ + 5)

— b0, Fa, ) - Bt (B3 Fypy,| 0
2
T (20+3)

This regains the result of [58] [equation (4.12)] in the massless case, with minor
corrections. The form given here benefits from the streamlined 143 covariant formalism
of Maartens [113]. We reiterate that this result is exact and holds for any photon or
(massless) neutrino distribution in any spacetime. We now multiply Eq. (2.72) by E?®
and integrate over all energies, using integration by parts and the fact that E"Fy4, — 0
as E — oo for any positive n. We obtain the multipole divergence equations that
determine the brightness multipoles I14,:

E-l"’za&’? {ES/ZFMA: 1] aac) Ef-laa [32—155'(’4‘—2] Tor-1as) -

(+1)

K, =Tl(a, + 5OIa, + Do I, ) + I 3)D"ng (2.73)
(C+1)(0-2) \
- (2¢+ 3) Al + (£+ 3)A<“£ HA(—I) —{w Ebcla; HAz—l)c

(£-1)(C+1)(t+2) 50
SRy O et gy el ~ €+ Do Tacy)

For photons undergoing Thomson scattering, the left hand side of Eq. {2.73) is given by
Eq. (2.69), which is exact in the kinematic and dynamic quantities, but first order in the
relative baryonic velocity. The equations (2.69) and (2.73) thus constitute a nonlinear
generalization of the FLRW-linearized case [28, 82].

These equations describe evolution along the timelike world-lines of fundamental
observers, not along the lightlike geodesics of photon motion. The timelike integration
is related to light cone integrations by making homogeneity assumptions about the dis-
tribution of matter in {spacelike) surfaces of constant time, as is discussed in chapter 3
and [40].

The monopole and dipole of equation (2.73) give the evolution equations of energy
and momentum density:

K = I+ %61+ 1D, + 24°TL, + 201y, (2.74)
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K® = I 4 $OI1° + D°II + ZD,I1%
+2 AT + 4I1A° — [w, TT]° + 0T, . (2.75)

For photons, K and K° are given by equations (2.65) and (2.66) and determine the
Thomson rates of transfer between the baryons and radiation 7.

Finally, we return to the definition of temperature anisotropies. As noted above,
these are determined by the II4,. Generalizing the linearized 1+3 covariant approach in
[166, 117], we define the temperature fluctuation 7(z, ) via the directional bolometric
brightness:

/
T()[1 + 7(z,¢)] = [4?"" f B3 f(z, B, e)dE]l L (2.76)

This is a 1+3 covariant and gauge-invariant definition which is also exact. We can rewrite
it explicitly in terms of the Il 4,:

R/ p>1

1/4
T(z,€) = [1 + (-4—”) ZIIA,eA‘} -1. (2.77)

In principle, we can extract the irreducible PSTF temperature fluctuation multi-
poles by using the inversion in Eq. (2.42):

ra(z) = A7 / 7(, €)eqa,yd9. (2.78)

In the almost-FLRW case, when 7 is O(e), we regain from Eq. (2.77) the linearized
definition given in [166, 117]: ‘
A, & (i) T4, (2.79)
Pr
where £ > 1. In particular, the dipole and quadrupole are related to the hydrodynamic
variables:

a 1 ab
o 3B apg ot BT (2.80)
4px 205

2.5 Temperature Multipole Divergence Equations
We can normalize the radiation dynamic multipoles II*¢ to define the dimensionless

generalized temperature anisotropies (£ > 1)

TA = (:_T’—“) A ~ r4c

Thus the multipoles 74¢ are equal to the temperature anisotropy multipoles plus non-
linear corrections. In terms of these quantities, the hierarchy of radiation multipoles

'"Total energy-momentum conservation has that J¢ = —J2 = U u® + M? where the energy transfer
is Up = 4w K and the momentum transfer is M? = 4L K*®
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becomes:
% = -le-1lp,1"
s7aDeT 3, ra_ 2, a1 a _ 72} + 0[3], (2.81)
- 3T o £AT" — {50ab + gNg0rVa (”3 ) A
] f Der
T = —4 (;- 4 %@) T — T A® - 2D bT% + ngop ( Ta)
DT
+ 2,0, T %0, — 0% T — 2AsT™ + [w, T]* — %Tﬂb% + O[3}, (2.82)
TFeb = 4 (; + 31'@) T — g% — DTt — 3p T — Sn 0, T
+ nEaT (%T(a’vg) —{»— %Tabcﬂat: "}“ ‘%’ng’og}) - 544{&?-&} - %ochaéCé
+ e O - 10 (e _ ;;Tabc% + o[, (2.83)
and, for £ > 3:
. T (£+1)
At — 412 4 1 A . plecrAe) bAe _ At 2.84
T 4(T+3@)7‘ DieeT T neor T (2:84)

0+1 @+1)(¢-2)
(Agmiyae) Agb,, M AT A bA,
+nelr [T Vs ¥ (2€+3)T ] i+a T

— (04 3) AT A 4 gbey (e At)e (g 4 9)plaete-1 T Ar2)

(£~1)(£+1)(£+2) . o arpheyy 4 L+ 1) SD,,T
Gty ze+3)"< TA by T OB

For ¢ = 3, the Thomson term 7{4¢-142) must be multiplied by 3.

The nonlinear multipole equations given in this form show more clearly the evo-
lution of temperature anisotropies (including the monopole, i.e. the average temper-
ature 7). Althought the 74¢ only determine the actual temperature fluctuations 74¢
to linear order, they are a useful dimensionless measure of anisotropy. Furthermore,
equations (2.81)—(2.84) apply as the evolution equations for temperature anisotropies
when the radiation anisotropy is small (i.e. 74¢ = r4¢), but the spacetime inhomogene-
ity and anisotropy are mot restricted. This includes the particular case of small CMB
anisotropies in general Bianchi universes (in which the ONT-tetrad formulation is of
particular interest), or in perturbed Bianchi universes.

2.5.1 Almost-FLRW temperature MDE

FLRW-linearization, i.e. the case when only first order effects relative to the FLEW limit
are considered, reduces the above equations to:

= N -—%‘@ - %D,{r“ , (2.85)
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a
7 -DTT — A% — %Dbf"i’ + N0, (vg - 'r“) , (2.86)
7o oy g% plaghl _ %Dc’rabc - nEaT?'“b , (2.87)
and, for £ > 3:
- A {ag . Ar-1) (’g + 1) bA; Ay 2.88
M o Dy - WD{;T = el T 5. ( . )

These are the 143 covariant and gauge-invariant multipole generalizations of the Fourier
mode formulation of the integrated Boltzmann equations used in the standard literature
(see e.g. [82] and the references therein). Equations (2.85)-(2.87) were given in [117] in
the free-streaming case n, = 0. The set of equations here (2.85)-(2.87) (which describes
the gravitational sources and scattering sources coupling to the anisotropies) and (2.88)
(which gives the recursion relations that will be used to find the radiation transfer func-
tion) will be the focus of chapter 5, where explicit solutions of these equations will be
constructed in a manifestly gauge invariant way. In practice we will drop the factor flﬁ
correction due to anisotropic scattering (as we now have in Eq. (2.87) } — and include it
as a correction to the damping scale (see chapter 5).

As noted before, there is still a gauge freedom here associated with the choice of
4-velocity u®. Given any physical choice for this 4-velocity which tends to the preferred
4-velocity in the FLRW limit, the £ > 1 equations are gauge-invariant.

Truncation

A simplistic approach to linearization will suggest that the truncation relations in section
2.3.1 and their implications can be ignored in (linear-FRW) almost-FL universes, because
the equations leading to these results are second-order relations and so can be dropped
when linearizing. However that argument is not correct; both statements (2.54 and 2.55)
will hold in almost-FL universes too. This can be seen as follows: although both F4, and
Oap are at most O[1] (or Ofe, v)) in the almost-EGS sense [166], there are no zero or first
order terms in the relevant equations leading to the above results, to explicitly linearize
with respect to. Thus they cannot be dropped relative to larger (first order) terms in
these equations, as there are no such terms; the first non-zero terms are second-order,
and hence these equations with these terms must be obeyed even if we carrying out a
(first-order) linearization. Thus they are both at most (O(¢?) equations, but are both still
valid in the almost-FL universes!®. What this means is that one must be very careful
about any form of ad-hoc truncation in the multipole hierarchy, even in the almost-FL
universes - this includes not only the Free-Streaming case but the case with a generalized
Krook equation for the scattering term [62].

In the matter dominated almost-FL models with scalar perturbations, any trun-
cation leading to zero shear would suppress the perturbations, reducing the dynamics
to that of ezactly FL. This doesn’t mean that one cannot consistently damp the higher

18 Although O(e*) « O(¢), this doesn’t mean that O(¢?) = 0 on its own, even though formally the
notation ({e®) =~ 0 is often adopted. These are not equivalent.
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moments out, it just means that they cannot be formally truncated — when higher mo-
ments are ignored the consistency condition in the exact theory should still be taken into
account.

Where this does seem to make a difference, as one example, is on the intermediate
scale where one is tempted to drop everything with £ > 3, ¢.e. , when one is close to tight- '
coupling. However, this is, strictly speaking a truncation and hence problematic. This is
why a perturbative analysis in the Thompson scattering time is important; one can in this
way consistently, without truncation, build up the entire Multipole Divergence Equation
hierarchy perturbatively - provided one has a meaningful sense of smallness, in this case
the relaxation time (we do this for small scales in chapter 5). There one is decoupling
a subset of the hierarchy from the full set of Multipole Divergence Equations, as in the
Gauge Invariant formulation of Hu-Sugiyama [82, 83]. This suggests that one needs to
be extremely careful when approximating relativistic gas effects in terms of truncated
theories in generic geometries or even almost-FL. Such truncations may not always be
consistent with gravity to the order of the calculation. The use of the Newtonian frame,
at linear order, is one way of trying to get around this problem - but is in itself highly
restrictive with application limited to anisotropies due to gravitational tidal forces only.

2.6 Tetrad Multipole Divergence Equations

In order to contrast the 143 Lagrangian threading formulation using a covariant choice
of u®-frame we outline the tetrad formulation of the MDE’s. Why?, because nonpertur-
bative temperature anisotropies can be investigated within the context of the tetrad for-
mulation of the Multipole Divergence Equations following the approach of [58] given that
the angular correlation functions can be constructed for generic temperature anisotropies
[66] (see E.25 and chapter 1). The 1+3 Lagrangian formulation is valid for any tetrad
or coordinate system as it is formulated in a general basis.

The ONT tetrad formalism used in cosmology is as outlined in [51] , however, the
conventions of [68, 62, 50] are used, second, the MDE’s are put explicitly into the tetrad.

2.6.1 Tetrad formalism in cosmology

A tetrad is a set of four orthogonal unit basis vector fields {e,} which can be writ-
ten in terms of a local coordinate basis using the tetrad components : E:(z') =
{uqa(2'), el (z*)} as in [58] (See appendix A.4)

e = B'(z7) 5% = eu(z) = Ei(zd). (2.89)

Here the notation is as : e,(f) = E,*(z7)8f/8z*. The metric tensor components in this
tetrad are as :

Gab = gianiEbj =€ €p = Tgb (2.90)

where 1, =diag(—1,+1,+1,+1) is the Minkowski metric. The coordinate form of the
metric are constructed from the tetrad as : gi;(z¥) = 7, E%(z*)E®;(z*). The commu-
tators defined by a tetrad give the structure functions v%,,(z") :

[eq, €3] = 75, (2" ec. (2.91)
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This means that the structure functions are antisymmetric in their lower indices a and
b. The connection components I'%. for the tetrad® are

Cope = €4 - Ve,€c = EaiEbJVjEczv

Now all the covariant derivatives in the 1+3 Lagrangian threading approach can be
written out in tetrad components. The useful point here is that for g, = 74 we have
that e,(gn.) = 0 giving us torsion free connections such that

’Yabc = +(Fabc - I-_m'cb)-

Finally, the tetrad must satisfy the integrability conditions (from the Jacobi identi-
ties) : e{a('ydbc}) = "’)’e[ab'ch}e’

For cosmology we choose eg to be the unit tangent of the matter flow, u®. We will
thread the spacetime with respect to eg. This reduces the freedom in the tetrad down to
three-parameter rotations of the spatial frame e, with triad components e%;. As in [58]
we then have

%, = A, (2.92)
1

FV}J»O _— G’yu + 585;1# + fuuawa, (2_93)

Cpov = » f;onU y (2.94)

I‘&“y e 5 (G‘U‘v«rnnf + enuq’nu’r — 6;;&7?%;'&7) ’+’ 5[/“035 — (5#‘,;69. (2.95)

Here the rotation coefficients are in terms of the 3-dimensional quantities : A,, 0, wy,
0, ¥, n,, and a,. These are the acceleration, shear, vorticity, expansion, the rotation
of the basis and the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of v, €’ which give the
space-like connection.

2.6.2 Temperature anisotropies in a tetrad

One can then construct the conversion from the 1+3 Lagrangian threading formalism
(Lh.s. is on the manifold M) to that in terms of the tetrad (r.h.s. is in the tangent
bundle T'(M)) [58, 62] (2.73), where 14, is PSTF with respect to a u®-frame:

DMy = h%%a(llia,pe) + 20ona, €0y e — 28 + 1)a’Tlpa,y,  (2.96)
May = eolllia,) — Mlaa, ,e%epC, (2.97)
Do g,y = e,(a,_yy) — (€= D4, ,na,,"€ape
=(€ = 1)aTya,_,00, 10 + (€ = D4, a4, {2.98)
Using these in the 143 MDE Eq. (2.73) we find the MDE in the tetrad :

eo(llia,y) + €(a, (Ta,_py) + ea(l1%4,) + 50114,

*The convention in [51] is : I'ape = €4 - Ve, €.
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"end(fle-xedaz)cﬂc -{¢- UH(Az-—zﬁae—lceéaz}c - (€~ l)adnd(!iz-zéazuzaz)
+(€ ~ I)H(Azmxaat) -+ QEHQ,C(At_leat}bdncd - 2(¢+ I)anb{Ag}

= Ka, + EHED A0, - (4 8) A TLa,_y + bepoga TTa,y° (2:99)

£ 1M+ 1)(84-2 £
+ P D 0" e, — a0 (o Mo + (€ + 20000, Tappy- (2:100)

This is not pursued further here, these are however the equations that would need to be
solved in order to recover the anisotropies in the context of Bianchi models.

2.7 Qualitative analysis of Nonlinearity

The generalized equations are given first, and can form the basis for investigating the
implications of nonlinear dynamical effects in general. The linearized equations are then
briefly given in hydrodynamic form - together these can be used to investigate second-
order effects against a FLRW background. More quantitative and detailed investigations
along these lines are taken up in chapter 6. Here we will confine ourselves to a qualita-
tive analysis: first, effects on the kinematics, gravitational and dynamic quantities, and
second, nonlinear effects on the radiation multipoles.

2.7.1 generalized equations

For photons, the equations follow from the previous Section (2.2) as:
fr + 500, + Dagf +24ag2 + o’ = nyo, (%ﬂﬂvi - q,‘;vga) +0[3], (2.101)
4 + 3042 + $p,4° + D%, + Dyrd 2102
+o%ql — [w, G+ Ar® = ngo, (%pﬁvg - g+ ﬁ:bvgb) + O[3].

The nonlinear dynamical equations are completed by the integrated Boltzmann multipole
equations — (see 2.73).
The quadrupole evolution equation is

70 fon® + Ep 0% + %D(“qf;} + i—ngH“b

32

abcd
375 Cedll

+ 2A{“q:> - Ew‘scd(“wg)d + %a‘c{“ﬂ;}“ -

- Lglah %nm vge — 20,0300 | + O[3].  (2.103)

9
= =Nplr | 167, R
In the free-streaming case n, = 0, equation (2.103) reduces to the result first given in
[166]. This quadrupole evolution equation is central to the proof that almost-isotropy
of the CMB after last scattering implies almost-homogeneity of the universe [166] (see
chapter 4).
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The higher multipoles (£ > 3) evolve according to

Al o derTAe (e pAe-1) w]) TIbA
- W{%HM{ + (£ + 3)AlarAe-1) ey (2 TIA-1)e
_ (Z (—2;?:83;;;2% '5{')2) O,bcnbc/ig + (Z%Ub{atnAt“l>b - (2 + 2)0.(0.;0‘(_11'[.4(,,3}
. :
= —n_0, [IIAt — [IAe-1q00) (%) nAf%Ba] +0[3]. (2.104)

For ¢ = 3, the second term in square brackets on the right of Eq. (2.104) must be
multiplied by % The temperature fluctuation multipoles 74, are determined in principle
from the radiation dynamic multipoles IT4, via equations (2.77) and (2.78).

These equations show precisely which physical effects are directly responsible for
the evolution of CMB anisotropies in an inhomogeneous universe. They show how the
matter content of the universe generates anisotropies. This happens directly through the
interaction of matter with the radiation, as encoded in the Thompson scattering terms
on the right of equations (2.101), (2.102), (2.103) and (2.104). It happens indirectly, as
matter generates inhomogeneities in the gravitational field via the field equations (2.13)-
(2.24) and the evolution equation (2.13) and for the baryons in the overall frame [120],
for the baryonic 2% velocity v§. This in turn feeds back into the multipole equations via
the kinematic quantities, the baryonic velocity v}, and the spatial gradient D,p, in the
dipole equation (2.102). The coupling of the multipole equations themselves provides an
up and down cascade of effects, shown in general by equation (2.104).

Power is transmitted to the f-multipole by lower multipoles through the domi-
nant (linear) distortion term, D{®¢IT4¢-1)| as well as through nonlinear terms coupled
to the {-acceleration (A'%IT14:-1) — to generate couplings to non-geodesic effects), bary-
onic velocity (vg‘f 141} — to generate couplings to the peculiar velocities and nonlinear
kinetic-SZ effects), and shear (c{@¢®-1114¢-2) — to generate, not only, nonlinear coupling
to.gravitational tidal forces by also to gravitational radiation). Power cascades down
from higher multipoles through the linear divergence term, (divI1)”¢ (which is how the
lower multipoles see the spatial curvature in the almost-FLRW linearization), and the
nonlinear terms coupled to A%, v and 0%, The vorticity coupling does not transmit
across multipole levels.

2.7.2 Linearized hydrodynamic equations

The equations for the radiation {and neutrino) multipoles generalize the equations in the
literature [28, 82], to which they reduce when we remove all terms O(ev,) and O(e?). In
this case, i.e. the FLRW-linearization, there is major simplification of the equations (in
the hydrodynamics variables) :

fr + 30p, +divg, = 0, (2.105)

204t i important to realize that the ¢? = pp/pp osly holds to linear order
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G0+ AHGE + 4p, A% + ID%, + (dive,)® = myo; (3008 - gt) {2.106)

Br .,
7% 4 aH7® + £p.0% + 2DEG + 35 (div m* =~ —Znyo.12, (2.107)

and for £ > 3 (where the hydrodynamic multipole variable is J4, = Agll4,)

(£+1)

EE) (divIDA x —ngo, 04, (2.108)

144 4+ 4HTTA 4 DloeqTAe-1) 4

These linearized equations, together with the linearized equations governing the kine-
matic and free gravitational quantities, given by equations (2.13)-(2.24) with zero right
hand sides, may be covariantly split into scalar, vector and tensor modes, as described
in [20, 39, 6, 81]. The modes can then be expanded in covariant eigentensors of the
comoving Laplacian (to give a Helmholtz equation), and the Fourier coefficients obey
ordinary differential equations, facilitating numerical integration (using the CMBFAST
code) [155] or [28] (using a modified CMBFAST code in the CDM frame). The canonical
analytic treatment can be found from [82, 83] with the 14-3 covariant and gauge invariant
formulation in chapter 5 (and [67]).

However, in the nonlinear case, it is no longer possible to split into scalar, vector
and tensor modes [150, 133, 21]. An example of this arises in dust spacetimes - a
simplified model after last scattering in which we neglect the dynamical effects of baryons,
radiation and other components. If one attempts to carry over the linearized scalar-
mode conditions [20, 28], w, = 0 = Hg (no vorticity and no gravitational waves),
into the nonlinear regime, it turns out that a non-terminating chain of integrability
conditions must be satisfied, so that the models are in general inconsistent unless they
have high symmetry [182, 121] or additional physical restrictions (such as the use of
perturbative assumptions). In particular, gravitational radiation, with curl Hy, s 0
(see [38, 79, 116]), must in general be present. Even in this simplest case it is not
possible to locate exact scalar modes. In the case of the linearized perturbative treatment
(we = 0 & Hgp) — the almost-FLRW Newtonian frame formalism, we show in chapter 6
that even with additional weak (or mildly nonlinear) assumptions, that it is not possible
on small scales to expect non-trivial nonlinearity in the multipole divergence equations
for the temperature anisotropies.

2.7.3 Nonlinear effects on kinematic, gravitational and dynamic quan-
tities
Evolution of the expansion of the universe ©, given by equation (2.14), is retarded by the
nonlinear shear term —o4,0%, and accelerated by the nonlinear vector terms +A4, 4% and
+2wqw® (see also [50]). The vorticity evolution equation (2.16) has a nonlinear coupling
oapw® of vorticity to shear, whose effect will depend on the alignment of vorticity relative
to the shear eigendirections. The shear evolution equation (2.17) has tensor-tensor and
vector-vector type couplings, which are the tensor counterpart of similar terms in the
expansion evolution. Relative velocity effects enter via the total anisotropic stress term
[120]. Baryonic and cold dark matter contributions of the form pv{%v® to the shear
evolution arise at the nonlinear level. The constraint equations (2.20) and {2.21) show
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that acceleration and vorticity provide scalar (A%wv,) and vector ([w, A],) nonlinear source
terms for respectively the vorticity and shear.

The free gravitational fields, which 1+3 covariantly describe tidal forces and grav-
itational radiation (see [50, 78, 38, 79, 116]), and therefore in particular control the
tensor contribution to CMB anisotropies, are governed by the Maxwell-like equations
(2.18), (2.19), (2.23) and (2.24). This is the foundation for the electromagnetic analogy.
The role of nonlinear coupling terms in these equations is more complicated — see [115]
for a full discussion. Here we note that nonlinear couplings of the shear and vorticity to
the energy flux and gravito-magnetic field act as source terms for the gravito-electric field
- see Eq. (2.23), while nonlinear couplings of the shear and vorticity to the anisotropic
stress and gravito-electric field act as source terms for the gravito-magnetic field — see
Eq. (2.24). This leads one to suspect that low-£ nonlinear pathologies in the muitipole
hierarchy are influenced by nonlinear gravitational couplings between gravitational waves
and the gravitational tidal forces.

The linear parts of the baryonic (perfect fluid) and cold dark matter (dust) energy
and relative velocity equations have nonlinear relative velocity terms acting as sources.
While the 4-acceleration A, is involved in correction terms in all these equations, the
vorticity w, and shear o4 only enter nonlinear corrections of the velocity equations,
and not the energy density equations. This reflects the fact that vorticity and shear are
volume-preserving.

The kinematic corrections to the evolution of matter relative velocity are of the
form Aqv%, [w,v], and oapv®. For the massless species the same form of corrections arises
in the energy flux evolution [120], since energy flux is of the form pv® when the photon
and neutrino frames are chosen as the energy frame. Vorticity also does not affect energy
density, but shear does, owing to the intrinsic anisotropic stress of photons and neutrinos,
which couples with the shear.

Baryonic and radiation conservation equations are both affected by nonlinear
Thomson correction terms, which involve a coupling of the baryonic relative velocity
v% to the radiation energy density, momentum density and anisotropic stress. In partic-
ular, we note that there is a nonzero energy density transfer due to Thomson scattering at
second-order - that is a pathology of corrections due to the nonlinear kinetic-SZ effects.

2.7.4 Nonlinear effects on radiation multipoles

Nonlinear Thomson scattering corrections also affect the evolution of the radiation quadrupole
rgb, as shown by equation (2.103). In this case, the baryonic relative velocity couples to
the radiation dipole ¢* and octopole I1%%¢;

The general evolution equation (2.104) for the radiation dynamic multipoles IT4¢
shows that five successive multipoles, i.e. for £~ 2, -+, £ + 2, are linked together in the
nonlinear case. Furthermore, the 4-acceleration A, couples to the £ + 1 multipoles, the
vorticity w, couples to the £ multipole, and the shear o, couples to the £+ 2 and ¢
multipoles. All of these couplings are nonlinear, except for £ = 1 in the case of A,, and
£ = 2 in the case of o4. These latter couplings that survive linearization are shown in
the dipole equation (2.102) (i.e. p, A%) and the quadrupole equation (2.103) (i.e. p,0%).
The latter term drives diffusion damping during the decoupling process, for example, it
determines the anisotropic pressure within the tight-coupling approximation (5.135) -
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nonlinear matter shear breaks the tight-coupling approximation (see [123]). Nonlinear
corrections introduce additional acceleration and shear terms. Vorticity corrections are
purely nonlinear, i.e. vorticity has no effect at the linear level, and a linear approach could
produce the false impression that vorticity has no direct effect at all on the evolution
of CMB anisotropies. However, for very high ¢, i.e. on very small angular scales, the
nonlinear vorticity term could in principle be non-negligible.

The disappearance of most of the kinematic terms upon linearization is further
reflected in the fact that the linearized equations link only three successive moments, i.e.
¢, ¢+ 1. This is clearly seen in equation (2.108).

In addition to A, and w,, there is a further vector coupling at the nonlinear level,
ie. the coupling of the baryonic velocity v2 to the £+ 1 multipoles in the Thomson
scattering source term of the evolution equation {2.104). In fact these nonlinear velocity
corrections are of precisely the same tensorial form as the acceleration corrections on
the left hand side, only with different weighting factors. Linearization, by removing
these terms, also has the effect of removing the nonlinear contribution of the radiation
multipoles 14! to the collision multipole K4,

High-/ nonlinear effects

One notable feature of the nonlinear terms is that some of them scale like £ for large ¢, as
already noted in the case of vorticity. There are no purely linear terms with this property,
which has an important consequence, i.e. that for very high £ multipoles {corresponding
to very small angular scales in CMB observations), certain nonlinear terms can reach
the same order of magnitude as the linear coniributions. (Note that the same effect
applies to the neutrino background.) The relevant nonlinear terms in Eq. (2.104) are
{for £ > 1):

—¢ (%O»bcnbcf‘ic + glecae-1rAe-2) _ glaqae) 4 %Aanbﬁiz + wbgbc(aznﬁe-z}@) .

The observable imprint of this effect will be made after last scattering. In the free-
streaming era, it is reasonable to neglect the vorticity relative to the shear. We can
remove the acceleration term by choosing u® as the dynamically dominant cold dark
matter frame (i.e. choosing v¢ = 0), as in [28]. It follows from equations (2.79) and
(2.104) that the nonlinear correction to the rate of change of the linearized temperature
fluctuation multipoles is

(5}?}‘})) ~f (%abc'réc‘é‘ + o<“‘“€~1rA‘-?>) for £ 1. (2.109)

We write 74, instead of II4, as the nonlinear feedback is implicitly excluded ~ we are
interested in the weak (or mildly) nonlinear effect. The linear solutions for 74, and
oqb can be used on the right hand side to estimate the correction. This correction is
essentially non-perturbative and so should not be confused with a second or higher order
perturbative approach. Nonlinear effects due to structure formation and evolution will
generate mildly nonlinear corrections to the shear which are investigated in chapter 6.
The point here is that nonperturbative high-¢ effects can be investigated in the context
of weakly nonlinear corrections to an almost-FLRW model.
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The new nonlinear effect on observed anisotropies will be estimated by integrating
§(74¢) from last scattering to now. (See chapter 1 [66] for the relation between the 74,
and the angular correlations). In the case of scalar perturbations, these solutions are
given in the manifestly gauge invariant form and reduced to the Newtonian frame?! in
chapter 5 [67]. , :

Finally, we note that the well-known Vishniac (or higher order kinetic-SZ effects)
and Rees-Sciama second-order effects also become significant at high ¢, and can even-
tually dominate the linear contributions to CMB anisotropies on small enough angular
scales (typically £ > 10% or more) [82]. These will provide weak (or mildly nonlinear)
source terims to either the shear or scattering correction (in the total frame) which will
then couple to the anisotropies. These too can be investigated within a similar weakly
nonlinear almost-FLRW framework.

Low-f nonlinear corrections

The important exclusion in this thesis is that of the low-£ nonlinear corrections (typi-
cally #=1...30). These can be seen, from Eq. (2.104), as being due to shear, vorticity
and acceleration couplings to anisotropies. This would be a pathology of large scale
anisotropies with respect to a backgrouﬁd that has intrinsic weak gravitational nonlin-
earity. For this reason low-£ nonlinear effects are beyond the scope of this thesis — it
requires the explicit application of the 143 covariant and gauge invariant perturbation
theory to backgrounds that have at least non-vanishing shear. The simplest such case is
‘that of almost-Bianchi I. This would result in the inclusion of weak couplings between
gravitational waves and the matter and radiation dynamics in the CDM models. This is
discussed further in chapter 7; in the context of important loose ends.

H'This has H,p =~ 0 and E,; as being sourced by gravitational tidal forces as a result of the choice
of frame as ; u* = n® for Djonyy = 0 and curln, = 0. Which means that the frame has no shear nor
vorticity; this is Newtonian-like because gravitational waves are not admitted and well define surfaces of
constant cosmic time can be found. Such a frame is only consistent for small relative velocities between
the total and Newtonian frame [180]. ‘
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The EFE then provide the energy density conservation equations for the radiation, this

can be put into the form

31 /., ' V
O = _ZP_ ( )+ Daqg + 29;:14(1 + ”aboab) . (3.4)

R
Here we are using the hydrodynamical variables. N
A key point here is that the mean energy (E) should not be confused with the
energy E(v) = —ugp® One needs to evoke the Stefan-Boltzmann law relating the energy
density to the temperature, pr(z) o T{z)*; such that the number density np(z) o T(z)?
to find that the mean energy over a photon bundle is

(E(2)) = pp(2)/np(z) x T(2). (3.5)

The use of such an averaging argument essentially excludes most lensing effects beyond
the most basic weak corrections (a limited smoothing of the angular correlation functions
for example). It is quite difficult to convince oneself that de®/dv can be anything but
vanishly small. This means that (3.3) can now be written, after switching the parameter-
ization from v to ¢ (dt = Edv), substituting for the expansion from (3.4) and integrating
from an initial emission point z. {or z,) to the point of reception zy (or z;), as (see [37]

for example)
Eo dE o[ 1
L F=+/ [;1;3 {Dagt +2q2 Ao + 100} - oasete’ - Aaea] dt.  (38)

Upon using the definition

*

1Dagy  mah0®  guA®

4 pr 405 20,
this construction of the mean energy allows the Sachs-Wolfe equation for temperature to
be obtained on first noticing that g, = u®V,p, = %& — e*Dyp, and using (3.5):

+ ogpe®e® + Age?, (3.7)

T(xme)) 1 (p (2‘!0)) to
In (...._, —=In| ) =~ Dz, e)dt. 3.8
Ty )~ 1" lan) =S PO (88
Then following the covariant definition of temperature anisotropies
. T(z,e) =T(z) + dT(z,e) = T(z){1 + 7(z,€)) (3.9)
one is able to show that
T(mo,e)) 1 (p (me))
ln(—— - ~In{ =22} = In(1 + 7(zg, €)). 3.10
ey )~ 1 (2 =1 + ) (3.10)

The general Sachs-Wolfe equation can then be written out in covariant integral form:
iy
In(l + 7(zg,€e)) = — | D(z(t),e(t))dt. (3.11)
ts
This is then inverted into differential form, either directly in terms of the null derivative

i.e. p®Vg, or in terms of the 143 threading, which is what we do here so as to make the
identification the with IBE easier in the next section :

~{T+e®D,7) = (1 + 7)D(z, ). (3.12)

The important point here is the we are on the spacetime manifold M, near event z°,
where the direction vector e is essentially a function of the coordinate: ¢%(z).
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3.1.1 Almost-FLRW Sachs-Wolfe equation
The almost-FLRW Sachs-Wolfe equation is a null integration of the form

o 1 dv
7{zg,e) = +[ Pe"Da Inpr — =Da7® + ogpe’e® + Aqge®| E(z)—ds. (3.13)
so L4 3 ds

(from [152, 1, 51, 124] and using that dz®/dv = p°, k® = p®/E). This can be written in
terms of the Weyl sourced effect (found by using the constraint equations) and matter
sourced effect when the radiation is tightly coupled to the matter (or the radiation is
a test field over the matter geometry — A, =~ 0, as in a CDM universe). The CDM
almost-FLRW Sachs-Wolfe equation is:

e 3
7{zg,€) = +% [ZeaDa lnpgr ~ D“ra] E(v)dv
w0

-2 L : {(%—”) —curl (%ﬂ e’ E(v)dv. (3.14)

For adiabatic scalar perturbations this can be further simplified to find an adiabatic
CDM scalar almost-FLRW Sachs-Wolfe equation:

e Ue ‘
7{z0,€) = +1/ [e°DgInpg — D%, Edv — 2/ [%] ee’ Edv. (3.15)
3 0 (4] pB

‘ Usi‘ng the constraint equation for the divergence of the electric part of the Weyl tensor
2.23, in this situation, one finds

Us (' E M
r{zg,e) = +1 / [3,91;1@0;3”3@ - D“Ta] Edv -2 / [-i"’-] e®®Edv.  (3.16)
3 g g PB

The interesting point is that we need only know the gravitational tidal forces and the
radiation dipole to fully determine the temperature anisotropies. If decoupling was in-
stantaneous, which is necessary if one is using a consistent multi-fluid approach — one
jumps from an exactly tight-coupled situation to a free-streaming one. Then one can ar-
gue that D%r, = 0 before and after last scattering and write the temperature anisotropy
directly in terms of the gravitational tidal forces alone. This is of course a gross ap-
proximation but is illustrative of how one can reduce, in the Sachs-Wolfe situation, to
equations that are quite simple! :

e .
(0, €) & 3HZ ™ f (E(v)dv) [aSe“De’D@Db}@E — 2¢%" (a*D(Dy®5) | . (3.17)
Vo

The physically more realistic almost-FLRW temperature anisotropies are given by the
more sophisticated kinetic theory treatment in chapter 5 (see Eq. 5.185).

Yusing g, = a"3po = a~3{3HIN)
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3.2 The phase space : The Boltzmann equation

Suppose dN is the number of photons seen by the observer in the rest space volume dv
about event z', with four momentum in the range dP around p® Then we can define
the single particle distribution function f(z,p), with respect to the future light cone, as
giving dN by :

dN = f(z,p)(~uap®)dV dP. (3.18)

We begin with the Boltzmann equation in the frame bundle T'(M) over M with tuple
(z*,p%) (see section 2.6 and appendix A.4):

L(f) = peaf — r%cp*’pcg—;a - o), (3.19)

where we consider free-streaming only, such that C[f] = 0 (the Einstein-Liouville equa-
tion). This contains sufficient information to deal with the photon anisotropies once we
put this on the reduced bundle B(M) over M with local co-ordinates (z*,e®) which is
obtained from the zero-rest mass bundle To(M)} by integrating out the energy :

o0 v a @ bcaf
[0 E*dE {p*eaf ~ T’ 5z | =0, (3.20)

This is done as follows. :

First, consider the the change of variables from f(z,p) = f(z, E,e,m) where we
are now in the on mass-shell bundle T,,,(M) (having used p®p, = —m?). This is then
put in To(M) the zero-mass bundle with the tuple (z%,e?, E) (having used m = 0 <=
A = E); notice that we are still using —~u®p, = E.

Second, we energy integrate the Boltzmann equation over the forward light cone
(ugp® < 0) to find the (energy)-Integrated Boltzmann Equation now explicitly in terms
of the tuple (z, e, E). Using the orthonormal tetrad basis [58, 120] we find

[ * E%E {eo f—eaf - D B 4+ co(s e)if-} =0 (3.21)
0 v OF 7 Bes '
where the following definitions have been used (arising from the use of the orthonormal
tetrad (ONT) — see appendix A.4) :
C%z,e) = Age®e’ — A% — (0% + g5’ + %5, Q7)eP + (0pse™ — T%p5)ePe{3.22)
I‘“géeﬁeg = e"g,;négeﬂeé +a% - egage“, (3.23)
Diz,e) = %—@ e orc,;;;e"‘efiir + Aqe”. (3.24)

Here the relationship between the time-like partial derivative, eg = u®E:(z)8/dz' and
the space-like partial derivatives 8, in B(M) (on the righthand side} and the partial
derivatives on M (on the lefthand side) are given by

f: = egf — [Guaﬁﬂﬁea - AY +A5868”} g—i, | (3.25)

e*(z)Dof = eteuf - [F”af;e“eﬁ +{(oug + e"ﬂé)eﬁwé - aage“eﬁe”} —ég;. (3.26)
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For massless particle the energy integration only affects the third term in the IBE (3.21),
so we could effectively carry everything out without needing the ONT explicitly [120].
It is however instructive to carry the calculation out in its full generality particularly if
one is interested in extending the treatment to include massive relativistic particles.
Third, in the relativistic kinetic theory one can still arrive at the IBE without
needing to explicitly invoke a temperature or the almost blackbody assumption which is
necessary for the Sachs-Wolfe equation, one need only use the variable Il(z,e) :

Ti(z,e) = /0 * E3dEf(z,¢, E). (3.27)

Once again we use the EFE to replace the expansion, i.e. use (3.4), carry out the inte-
gration by parts and use the regularity conditions to pick up the term 4E3dE f replacing
E4(8F/3E) and then use (3.31) to obtain an equation in terms of the temperature
anisotropy. This can then be written covariantly on the manifold by changing from the
tuple (z*,e?) in B(M) (on the lefthand side) to (%, e%(z)) on M (on the righthand side) :

oIl

det
Fourth, with the aim of pulling out a temperature, at this point it is useful to be

reminded that the energy momentum tensor due to the radiation is now (as in 2.44):

4DII + eoll + e%e,JI + C%2— =0 <« — (1 +¢e°D,II) = 4D(z,e)Il.  (3.28)

Ta(z) = [ 9rf(z.e. B)p (3.29)

where? d*p = EdEdQ is the (p®p, = 0, u®p, < 0) tangent space volume element. The
energy density of the radiation is then’

s »]
pa(@) = TPuquy = [ B*f(s,e, E)ep = 4 [ E%Efo(s, E) (3.30)
0

where the isotropic temperature Ty(z) arise from the isotropic part fo(z, E) of f(z,e, E).
This allows a covariant definition of the fractional temperature anisotropy 7(z,e) for
almost black body radiation in the direction e® in terms of T'(z,e), the directionally
dependent temperature measurement in direction e around event z*:

T(z,e) = To(z)(1 + 7(z,¢)) = [4"" / B3 (s, Ee)dE’] = [T, e)r (3.31)

{471
Hence we make the identification

4rTl(z,e) = rT%(z,e), (3.32)
to then find from (3.28)

~(T +e®Dy7) = D(z,e)(1 + 7). (3.33)

This in itself is not particularly surprising, given the assumptions we have made along the
way. What may be surprising is that upon taking a harmonic expansion we can without

*In the notation of [58], the volume element, 7, is as 7 = d®p
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Joss of generality turn these into equations that are in general timelike integrations, not
nullcone ones. As a passing comment, although the procedure above, the energy inte-
gration, is straightforward for mass-less particles, it is problematic for massive particles,
however the massive particles can be energy integrated with ease, on-mass shell, using
the divergence relations [58].

On linearizing D(z, e) with respect to the FLRW background using the 1+3 co-
variant and gauge invariant perturbative approach we then have:

D(z,e) = B(z,e) = ~1D%, + (Do InT + Ag)e® + oape’el. (3.34)

Here we have demonstrated the essential equivalence of the Sachs-Wolfe and Integrated
Boltzmann equations in the covariant theory, given that one has the a prior: definition
of the brightness temperature, a situation where a test-field approach along with some
sort of averaging procedure over the photon-bundles is realistic. What we will notice
in the multipole formulation is that the resulting equations will be on the spacetime
manifold M, i.e. , there will be no need to replace the phase space derivatives in the
tangent bundle with the covariant ones on M as the resulting moment equations will be
space-time equations on M. There are two key points to be aware of when considering
the issue of the relationship between the timelike and nullcone approaches.

First, one needs to explicitly deal with the null-integrations in order to extract
information about physical scales, as one is dealing with the intersection of the past
light-cone of “here-and-now” with the covariantly defined last scattering surface (the
latter is defined by its ionization fraction). This is in fact precisely the information that
is lost when one uses the timelike integration approach arising naturally from relativistic
kinetic theory — there is no scale information.

Second, one does not need any prior knowledge of the null-geodesics in order to
extract temperatures — the kinetic theory integrates volume averaged information down
time-like worldlines, this is possible because of the divergence relations that follow from
using the on-mass shell part of the tangent bundle. There is however a computational
advantage of using the fact that in the FRW background the relationship between the
data on the intersection of the past light-cone and the last scattering surface is a simple
projection into spherical coordinates; the conformal time-like integration parameter can
be easily related to the radial distances, turning the time-like integrations into null ones®.
This is possible because g priori assumptions about the nature of the global structure
of the space-time have been made using the almost-Copernican principle (see chapter
4) thus putting direct limits on the statistical nature of the temperature anisotropies as
averaged over the intersection of the past null-cone and the surface of last scattering.

One may integrate the temperature, T'(z,e), down a null-geodesic, and then de-
compose it “here-and-now” into its moments ATy (by taking a spherical decomposition).
This is the essence of the Sachs-Wolfe approach. In order to correctly reconstruct the
observations “here-and-now” one needs to integrate T(z,e) up at least £ distinct null-
geodesics when considering the £-th order moment, AT, (as found from 74,(z0)), while
in the timelike approach, one is integrating up one worldline. However, one is then
integrating, in general, £ distinct moments 74,(z).

3dy = 7o — % can be used once the null cone has been fixed by choosing the space-time point of
reception zj



Chapter 4

COBE-Copernican limits

COBE-Copernican limits : Upon assuming that the weak Copernican principle holds
(the cosmological principle) a detailed scheme linking anisotropies in the CMB with
anisotropies and inhomogeneities in the large scale structure of the universe has been
constructed by Maartens-Ellis-Stoeger. The MES scheme is briefly discussed, showing
the connection between the multipole moments of the temperature anisotropies and the
guadrupole and octopole limits from COBE using the Gaussian assumption.

All anisotropy measures are shown be less than 10~ when unaffected by the expan-
sion rate. Those influence by the ezpansion rate are shown to be less than 1078 Mpc~!.
This demonstrates that the observable universe is indeed close to FLRW on scales probed
by COBE, the largest scales accessible to observations, given that the universe has been
dominated by pressure-free dust since last scattering.

4.1 Almost-EGS Theorem

It has been shown that after last scattering in a CDM universe, if all comoving observers
see an almost isotropic CMB, then the universe is almost-FLRW [117]. This result has
become known as the almost-EGS Theorem. Starting with a generically lumpy universe
Stoeger, Maartens and Ellis were able to show that the surfaces of constant matter density
are almost homogeneous; the three-curvature is that of an almost-FLRW universe {Eq.
49 [166])
3R ~ K

The average scale factor is given by the expansion of the normals to the surface. The
Ellis-Bruni (1+3) Lagrangian perturbation theory provides a precise meaning for the
almost-FLRW linearization [117, 120, 67] (see chapter 2). The point is that one cannot
change the limiting background curvatures since only small corrections can be made
to the dominant term — this is stable, the corrections vanish in the limit. Although
the theorem makes no assumption about the universes’ geometry to start with, it does
require the input of matter-energy that is present. It is important to realize that the
almost-EGS result means that one cannot mistake a curvature varying FLRW universe
for a linearly perturbed one, given the assumption of the dominant pressure free dust.

54
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Theorem 4.1.1 (almost-EGS Theorem) If the Einstein-Liouville equations are sat-
isfied in an ezpanding universe, where there is present pressure-free matter with four ve-
locity u®, and that freely propagating background radiation is everywhere almost-isotropic
relative to u® in some domain, then, the spacetime is almost-FLRW in that region

[166, 51].

This theorem provides the basis for putting observational limits on the inhomo-
geneity and anisotropy of the universe, by using the following two conditions:

e (A1) All fundamental observers measure the CMB to be almost isotropic in some
domain (almost Copernican assumption).

» {A2) The space-time geometry is almost-FLRW.

We know that (A2) follows from (A1), from the almost-EGS theorem. The result is a
local one. It has no implications for the global topology — it says nothing about small
universes [61, 102]. The size of the region in which one deduces that the integrated
deviation from FLRW is small depends on the details of the estimation procedure of the
spatial homogeneity gradients in the local region. That almost isotropy implies almost
homogeneity seems to have been first discussed in the 1983 Cargese lectures of Barrow [9].
One should note a technical point: in practice one needs to assume that the derivatives
of the temperature multipoles are small. There are two ways that one can do this, and
they are both elaborated in the discussion that follows; it is these two approaches that
make the almost-EGS approach of Maartens-Ellis-Stoeger novel.

These assumptions underly the usual Sachs-Wolfe analysis and provides the start-
ing point needed to set up the Sachs-Wolfe equations; in their usual form this requires spe-
cial homogeneity and isotropy conditions in order to correctly (i) do the null-integrations
(ii) and match these to the surface of last scattering, i.e. , to match the past-null cone
to the surface of last scattering in an unambiguous way. Using the almost-EGS theorem
one can demonstrate the self-consistency of the use of almost-FLRW models given the
known data and assumption (A1).

The Ehler-Ellis-Bruni (143) Lagrangian formalism has been used in this way to
place limits on the geometric, dynamical and kinematic deviations from FLRW in terms
of the CMB anisotropy multipoles [118]. These give the Maartens-Ellis-Stoeger (MES)
equations so setting limits on the anisotropy and inhomogeneity. These arise in two
flavours, the first uses the assumption that :

scheme 1: |64] < a@|oa), [Dappe| < BO|Dep|, and that |DyEp| < vyO|En| (4.2)

for @, B and, <y constants less than ome [117]; these are essentially non-observational
assumptions, the second, (and improved scheme) uses in principle observational assump-
tions alone [118]:

scheme 2: [Dy7a,| ~ |74,] < a|74,]0. (4.3)

These results have become know as the COBE-Copernican Theorem (it is outlined in
more depth below). This has been contrasted with assumption of a priori homogeneity
relaced now with the emphasis on the weak Copernican principle — all observers see
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almost isotropic CMB in some statistical sense [119]. The weak Copernican assumption
can in principle be tested using the SZ -effect as discussed by Goodman [69] and in the
guise of cosmic variance, by Kamionkowski-Loeb [96].

4.2 MES equations

Essentially the Maartens-Ellis-Stoeger (MES) equations provide the framework to find
limits on inhomogeneity and anisotropy, and give the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2.1 (COBE-Copernican) If we accept the strong form of the almost-
Copernican assumption (A1) then the COBE limits on the CMB temperature anisotropy
(of at least 1073) are consistent with the use of an almost-FLRW universe where pressure
free dust dominates the background. [118, 51].

The COBE-Copernican theorem! embodies the weak-Copernican (or almost-Copernican)
principle : that all fundamental observers in the relevant spacetime domain measure at
most the same level of CMB anisotropy (the strong-Copernican principle asserts that all
observations are precisely the same everywhere).

The basis of the argument is that we observe the limits on the temperature
anisotropy multipoles, 74,(zg), “here-and-now”, zj :

here-and-now: |74,(z0)] < €. (4.9)

By the almost-Copernican assumption (A1) we can extend this to all observers, first,
to all observers at the same comoving time-difference along their respective worldlines
since last scattering (weak almost-Copernican assumption):

weak almost-Copernican:  |74,(fs, z)| < €. (4.5)

If the anisotropies are of the order ¢ since last scattering we can then extend this gener-
ically (strong almost-Copernican assumption): ‘

strong almost-Copernican:  |74,(z)| < €. (4.6)

In addition we need to make the following three assumptions (these are in principle
observational and are implications of the strong almost-Copernican assumption): we
assume that there exist smallness parameters, ¢; of at least order e such that:

|74, (z%)] < €*¢O(z*),
(B1) < |74,(z%)] < e*O(z*) (4.7)
{7;4‘{ {z®)] < €***O(z?)

D74, (z%)] < € :0(z®),
(B2) ¢ |Das7a,(z?)] < €',0(z%) (4.8)
IDapeTa, (2%)] < 5T??£®($G)
t Although “COBE-Copernican” theorem is perhaps not a good name; as the idea could just as well be

applied to ground based experiments, where “*CMB-Copernican” theorem could then be more appropriate.
The application and use of the theorem here is explicitly in the context of the COBE data.
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[(Da74,) (2°)] < €14O(2?),
(B3) < |(Das7a,) (z%)] < €**46(z) (4.9)
l(DabcT}i}(ma)l < Eﬁ*fe(xa)

Here one realizes that €}, e;, ey and e;* are, in practice, not known from observations.
Hence they are estimated [118], the idea being that the spatial gradients of the temper-
ature multipoles are not greater than their time derivatives:

s

(c1) e;,ez* <¢t | (4.10)
eeﬁ,ez”, ey* < €.
The bounds on the time derivatives are then estimated in terms of the characteristic
CMB length and time scales : dp = T/|D,T| and tg = T/|T| where dr » tr (from the
radiation conservation equations) [117, 118]:

O¢; = ;/tr,
(C2)< O%* ~epfth, (4.11)
@362** o Eg/t%.

This, finally, allows one to write the bounds on the time-derivatives of the anisotropies
in terms of those on the anisotropies themselves:
1 1 1

€ =~ 3¢ € = e €T o~ T (4.12)
The upper bounds are then put into the Einstein Field Equations to find that the geo-
metric measures of anisotropy and inhomogeneity can be written in terms of ¢;, €; and e3.
Using the strong observational assumptions (assumptions B1-B2 and C1 - C2) on the
spatial gradients and time-derivatives of the temperature harmonics, the observational
limit equations on various kinematic, dynamic and geometric indicators of anisotropy
and inhomogeneity are found [118] (The MES equations):

% = 4IPT1 ;,Tl < H(12e1 + Zey), (4.13)
N U@ab | < Se, + 3es + des, (4.14)
I w{;a | - W, 4 2, (4.15)
l D‘g"" l < 2He + (ﬁ%)[ﬁ()el + 134en + €3] + ( 2.) H([16€; + e,  (4.16)
| Dé@ < H{#e + 8e2) +b 4(20p + Qu)Hey, (4.17)
| Bab | < H(Ze + e+ Leg) + A(11Qp + 15Q4 ) Heo, (4.18)
S}
| Has | < H(¥e + Zer + Lea). (4.19)
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Here p, and p,, are the radiation and matter densities, respectively, and g and Qs are
the ratios of the radiation energy density and the matter densities, respectively, to the
critical density of the universe. Here ¢; gives the limits on the dipole components, € on
the quadrupole components, €3 on the octopole moment.

One can then show that given an anisotropy measure of ¢ and taking:

€= ma,x(el, 62363)} and, (QR)O <1, (420)

the COBE-Copernican Theorem can be used to support claims that the universe is nearly
homogeneous on large enough scales given that anisotropies are at least € ~ 1075 once the
dipole anistropy has been removed by the appropriate velocity choice. The assumption
being that the dipole anisotropy & ~ 1073 is due primarily to local peculiar motions.

By using the COBE-Copernican Theorem along with the COBE quadrupole and
octopole limits directly one can compute more precise limits - this is the essence of this
chapter, this is carried out here using the actual data rather than an upper bound. These
more precise limits support the use of the almost-FLRW universe under the assumptions:
the (1) universe is dominated by cold dark matter, (2) the weak almost-Copernican prin-
ciple holds and (3) the Gaussian assumption is good enough. The latter can be motivated
by a combination of arguments that the perturbations are linearly independent and suf-
ficiently dense in the region of spacetime of interest in order to make use of the central
limit theorem - which implies that the perturbations in that region can then be well
described by Gaussian random fields at linear order. This is needed for the construction
and interpretation of the angular correlation function, the crucial link to the COBE-DMR
observations.

We can determine €, €3 and €3 from CMB measurements, and have observational
estimates of H, g and {2 from other observations. So we can determine limits on all
these anisotropy and inhomogeneity indicators. However, first, we need to discuss the
relationship between the | 74, | given in the equations and the multipole moment results
determined by the COBE Differential Microwave Radiometers (DMR) and other CMB
anisotropy detectors.

4.3 CMB multipole anisotropy data

We have mentioned above that the harmonic decomposition represented by the |r4,] is
equivalent to that in terms of spherical harmonics. The multipole results recovered from
COBE-DMR data cannot be simply substituted into the MES-equations equations. The
multipole results presented in the COBE papers can be used as measurements of the
mean squares of the moments |74,|, as used in our limit equations, as long as we use
the real rms dipole, quadrupole, octopole moments that they obtain. We cannot use
those associated with obtaining the power spectrum, which are often the focus of their
reported results. Finding the first three multipoles is then the essence of this section.
The numerical factors relating the dipole, quadrupole and octopole moments, de-
fined in terms of Legendre polynomials, to the those in the PSTF representation |7,, g,
[66] of chapter 1 are given below (4.23). In addition, it should be realized that the
moments are usually given as the squarercot of the sum of the squares of the (2¢ + 1)
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components of the £-pole, the rms £-pole — not as values of each separate component of
the multipole in question.

Furthermore, in the COBE data the multipoles are quoted for 7T, instead of 55%
{or 7), for which our |74, 4,] are the multipoles. The COBE rms values published are
all in units of K, therefore. To translate these values into what we need we must thus
divide them by T, the average CMB background temperature over the sky.

From four years of data the COBE workers give us a best fit quadrupole value of
[160, 167]

COBE-quadrupole:  Qpms = 10.7 £ 7uK  [95%CI]. (4.21)

We can modify this result for use in the MES-equations (4.13-4.19). This quantity is
to be carefully distinguished in the COBE results from Q,ms—ps which is often referred
to and which is not the true best fit value of the quadrupole, but rather the value of
the quadrupole derived from a power-spectrum fit {when a power law is assumed) of the
other higher-order multipole moments.

The dipole moment can be neglected, assuming that it is all due to our peculiar
motion with respect to the rest frame of the microwave background. This is in fact what
is done in the COBE anisotropy analysis [13]. We should be aware that there could in
principle be a small non-Doppler contribution to the CMB dipole (see [118, 119]). In our
calculations below we shall set ¢; = 0.

The COBE workers have informed us that the rms octopole results from COBE
are {see [167] too):

COBE-octopole: O = 16 £ 8uK. (4.22)

This is consistent with Wright et ol [196].

There are several important observational and data-reduction issues, and one theo-
retical issue, which we should be briefly mention here, to provide the background against
which we can understand and appreciate these COBE multipole results : (1) the COBE-
DMR experiment does not directly measure the dipole, quadrupole nor octopole mo-
ments, but rather the two -point correlation function of the temperature anisotropies,
(2) there is a great deal of contamination by experimental systematic errors, galactic
emission, and the entire region containing the galaxy is removed from the data sets and
(3) the theoretical-observational issue of cosmic variance. Points (1) and (2) need to be
kept in mind, point (3) will not effect our conclusions here (for a more detailed discussion
of these see the appendix [167] C ).

Our concern here, however, is not to compare the observed power spectrum of
CMB anisotropies with the theoretical spectrum of density perturbations generated by
an inflationary scenario. It is merely to use the best values of the CMB multipole
moments we have available — however they are generated and whatever their spectrum ~
to set definite limits on the large scale anisotropy and inhomogeneity of the observable
universe itself. Thus, cosmic variance falls outside those issues which we need to consider
in arriving at those limits.
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4.4 COBE-Copernican limits on homogeneity and isotropy

We now use the values for the rms dipole, quadrupole and octupole the COBE team
have so far obtained to determine the anisotropy and inhomogeneity of the universe on
very large scales. We set the dipole equal to zero — equation (12). Thus, we shall set
€1 = 0 in the MES equations (4.13-4.19). In order to transform quadrupole and octupole
equations, (4.21) and (4.22) into values of |7,5| and |7/, respectively, we need to divide
the results by T = 2.73K, since our multipoles are for §7/T. We do not need to divide
them by (2¢+1)'/2, since our multipole quantities are given as the absolute values, which
we defined as the squareroot of the sum of the squares of the components.

Finally, we relate the AT?, the coefficients in the usual Legendre polynomial ex-
pansion, to the |7, /. The numerical relationship between the multipole moments and
the angular correlations in the temperature anisotropies (see chapter 1 section 1.3.2)

(4, 7) = (20 + 1)B; ' ATY. (4.23)

Assuming Gaussian fluctuations, and dropping the factor (4w)~! (as they have been
included in the measurement definitions), the explicit value of the normalization is 8, =
(2€)1/2¢(£1)%. This gives the quadrupole and octupole mean squares respectively :

|Tas)? = 7.5 @2, |Tapel® = 17.5 O, . (4.24)

Here, Qrms = 10.7 £ TuK and Opps = 16 + 8uK, the values of the quadrupole and
octupole, are divided through by the average bolometric temperature, T = 2.73 K, to
find Qs and Opms, the temperature normalized quadrupole and octupole respectively.
We then obtain that

{e2) = 1.1(£0.8) x 107°,  {e3) = 2.5(£1.3) x 1075, (4.25)

The dipole is set to zero; €; = 0. Using H = 100 h km s~! Mpc™! and 0.4 < h < 1.0
where we are neglecting terms containing the factor Qg since this is presently so small
(g = 4.11~72 x 1073) we obtain (after having inserted c~! where H are found in order
to get the correct units and order of magnitude):

loasl) < 4.4 x 1075,

el < 1.5 x 1079,

%91> < 3.0h x 10~ %Mpc~1,

L lAal = { dominant CDM assumption

[ ({Be2al) < 1.8 10-8MpcT,

[Tl =0  dipole assumption,

|7ap] = 1.1(£0.8) x 1075,

|Tabc| = 2.5(£1.3) x 1073,

(Baprl) < (0.02 + 05405} )k x 10~Mpc™?,

| q; = ) = ?T;b dominant CDM assumption

kinematics: ¢ (4.26)

dynamics: X (4.27)

Basl\ « (1.5 + 48 Qp)h x 10-"Mpe™!

gravito-electro/magnetic:
[mag { gl%ﬂi < 1.6h x 10~8Mpc~!
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The above are found by substituting the r.m.s values of €1, €2 and €3 into (4.13-4.19)
[167, 118].

What is important about this scheme is that we have not assumed exact homo-
geneity, or even that the inhomogeneities and anisotropies are small. They are small
because the CMB anisotropies are small "here-and-now”. The principle assumption is
(A1) as used in its strong form, the sense of the COBE-Copernican Theorem - or to
put it another equivalent way the strong form of the weak-Copernican principle. Other
groups have placed limits on these quantities — they have assumed exact spatial homo-
geneity in order to do so (See [167] for additional references). We do not. This approach
provides limits on the full range of possible measures of inhomogeneity and anisotropy
including the electric and magnetic parts of the Weyl tensor. The Weyl tensor compo-
nents measure those parts of the gravitational curvature that are not determined by local
mass-energy distributions. Specifically, the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor measures
the amount of gravitational radiation in the spacetime, while the electric part measures
tidal and shear inducing forces of the global gravitational field : it introduces a shearing
in the timelike (and null) congruences. A final point is that one may expect a significant
cosmological constant : py = —pa and ¢§ = 7% = v% = 0. The only contribution to the
matter geodesics would be via the Raychaudhuri equations (a term like —3A). The point
is that there is no such contribution in the null Raychaudhuri equations ~ so one does
not expect the almost-EGS result to be affected, although one could expect marginally
different figures for the COBE-Copernican limits. This has been discussed to a limited
degree in the exact situation [31].

Two final caveats. First, on the issue of averaging [200, 25]: (i) these limits
only provide plausibility of an almost-FLEW universe on the scales probed by COBE
and (i) we assume that the effective theory of gravity on cosmological scales is general
relativity. Second, on the issue of the dipole, if the dipole is not due primarily to local
peculiar motions these limits are questionable (the MES equations show the dependence
of the results on our interpretation of the cosmological dipole, €, being small). In the
almost FLRW CDM models cosmological vorticity is at least second order making it
unlikely to contribute to the dipole. While the shear is first order, it could not provide
cosmological relative velocity sources of the order of magnitude of the measured dipole
without violating the smallness limits imposed by the almost-FLRW assumptions. It
is thus plausible, and self-consistent, to assume that the dipole is mostly due to local
peculiar motions that are astrophysical rather than cosmological.

In order to get the above limits from the weak-Copernican assumption we have
made explicit use of : (1) the almost-EGS result, used to give (2) the COBE-Copernican
result and (3) the Gaussian assumption. The Gaussian assumption may be regarded as
more questionable than the first two; given that it is included here by construction. At a
pragmatic level, the plausibility of using the Gaussian assumption, at least at the level of
the primordial signature, is mainly because most models in the inflationary family seem
to predict it.

An obvious question should be asked:

“When is the COBE-Copernican result inappropriate?”

Two cases of interest have arisen, as regarding the validity of the COBE-Copernican
result. Neither function as counter examples, but they do question the nature of the geo-
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metric and kinematic assumptions underlying the theory: whether the weak Copernican
principle in either its strong form, Eq. (4.6}, or its weaker form, Eq. (4.5), are viable, in
a physical sense.

The first, that of Wainwright and co-workers [137], is a Bianchi example where the
quadrupole anisotropy is small but there is large Weyl curvature. These are anisotropic
models with no inhomogeneities. They have not checked that the higher multipoles are
small - in fact these will most likely be large given that the large Weyl effects will lead to
large shear oscillations. Their models will probably at most work at a given time instant
~ the point is that under evolution the oscillating shear will produce a big quadrupole.
Their example is very special. Furthermore, these authors also ignore the important
contributions made by collisionless particles [11]. Shear oscillations in Bianchi type VII
were first investigated by Barrow and Sonoda [12]. This is a class of models that should
be better understood in the relativistic kinetic theory setting which models the large scale
implications of gravitational waves that are not limited by the almost-FLRW restrictions.

The second, tha of Clarkson-Barrett [31], gives a counter example based on Stephani
universes - these conformally flat models reduce to the FRW case when the acceleration
vanishes. These are inhomogeneous models that are isotropic at the observer. They
exploit the almost-EGS assumption that pressure gradients are not permitted in the
background — essentially they are challenging the assumption of a CDM dominated uni-
verse after last-scattering. This can be seen as unreasonable given that exotic forms of
matter are required — an unrealistic equation of state is needed. However, if Quintessence
does become fashionable, this could be an important model. In that instance one needs
to question the philosophical formulation and empirical evidence supporting an almost-
FLRW universe, as well as most of the canonical paradigm of anisotropy formation.

A more significant question then arises:

“When does the almost-FLRW model become inapplicable when considering realis-
tic scenarios?”,

where we take realistic scenarios as models that have both inhomogeneity and
anisotropies. Towards answering that question, we need a good understanding of the
nature of anisotropy formation within the canonical linear-FRW paradigm; the simplest
model with generic linear order inhomogeneity and anisotropy.

- The obvious omission in the COBE-Copernican limits is that of the important
higher multipoles : |r4,]2 for £ > 2. We can now proceed to flesh out the finer details of
implications of the COBE-Copernican theorem on anisotropy formation and development
in the preferred model, the almost-FLRW universe: that, as we have argued, given our
assumptions, best explains and is consistent with the known CMB observations.

The next chapter provides the explicit 1+3 Lagrangian threading formulation of
temperature anisotropies, 74,, as reduced using the 143 covariant and gauge invariant
perturbation theory to an almost-FLRW universe.



Chapter 5

Scalar almost-FLRW universes

Temperature anisotropies in almost-FLRW universe : The covariant and gauge
invariant treatment is extended using kinetic theory to ezamine the CMB temperature
anisotropies arising from inhomogeneities in the early universe. The Mode form of the
Integrated Boltzmann Eguations are derived, giving a covariant version of the standard
derivation using the mode recursion relations. This then links the mode IBE to the MDE.
Analytic methods of solving the resulting equations are discussed. A general manifestly
gauge invariant integral form of solution is obtained for the equations with Thomson
scattering. The covariant FL multipole form of the transport eguations are found near
tight-coupling using the CGI generclization of the Peebles-Yu expansion in Thompson
scattering time. The dispersion relations and damping scale are then found from the
covariant approach. The equations are integrated to give the covariant and gauge in-
variant equivalent of the standard (non-local) treatment of the expected primary-source
anisotropies in the K = 0 (flat background) case. A simple treatment of the matter
dominated free-streaming projection, slow decoupling, and tight-coupling are carried out.
The covariant and gauge invariant temperature anisotropy multipole coefficients are then
recovered in the Newtonian frame for the flat case:

Ta(@o) & Y (20+ 18 Qay(mo, k) {[6T + @al(k,m.)je(kAn.)
. ko

0 1
+ , dnve—(k/kp}2 [gn(k,n) + [&'0s + &"5p](k, :»7)] je(kAn)

v [P e ®iko) (18], — @]k, m) + aHIST + 30 4)(k, )] jg(kA;';)} (5.1)
b/

The aim is both providing a unified transparent derivation of this range of results and
clarifying the connection between the more usual approaches (for example that of Hu-
Sugiyama) and the CGI treatment for scalar perturbations.

5.1 Introduction

The previous three chapters have done the following: First, chapter 1) established the
link between the angular correlation functions in the mode representation, for almost-
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FLRW models, and the angular correlation functions for generalized (exact) temperature
anisotropies in the multipole representation, using GRF's. Second, chapter 2, established
the exact form of the multipole divergence equations describing temperature anisotropies
and their reduction to almost-FLRW temperature multipole divergence equations using
the 1+3 covariant and gauge invariant approach to cosmological perturbations. Third,
chapter 4) has established the nature of the assumptions necessary to interpret the cur-
rent low-£ temperature anisotropy data (such as that from the COBE-DMR experiment)
as supporting the use of an almost-FLRW universe on large scales.

Having established the link between exact relativistic kinetic theory and exact gen-
eral relativity with the linear-FRW models and the current large scale CMB observations
(low-£); we now proceed to recover the detailed implications of almost-FLRW universes
on measurements of temperature anisotropies from the 143 covariant and gauge invari-
ant perspective (for arbitrary-£), to so recover the canonical treatment of primary and
secondary sourced anisotropies using the adiabatic CDM linear-FRW paradigm (see sec-
tion 0.1.3 for an overview). We will need this to understand the implications of the
small-scale (high-£) non-perturbative corrections, that we uncovered in chapter 2 as an
extension to the linear-FRW paradigm.

Once again we recall that the ETM papers introduced a covariant kinetic theory
formalism based on a 143 covariant representation of temperature anisotropies in terms
of Projected Symmetric Trace-Free (PSTF) tensors orthogonal to a preferred time-like
vector field u® [172, 147]. The benefits of the approach have been briefly summarized in
chapter 1. In essence, it provides :

1. Clarity of definition of variables used (chapter 1, 2 and 4).
2. 143 Covariant and Gauge-Invariant (CGI) variables and equations (chapter 2).
3. A sound basis from which to proceed to non-linear calculations (chapter 2 and 6).

4. The possibility of using any desired coordinate and tetrad system for evaluating the
variables and solving the equations in specific cases (section 2.6 (the ONT tetrad
example} and section 5.2.4 and 5.7.1 (the conformal Newtonian gauge example)).

This chapter will draw strongly on the algebraic relations given in chapter 1,
which dealt with the covariant and gauge invariant irreducible representation of CMB
anisotropies by PSTF tensors, and their relation to observable quantities (specifically,
the angular correlation functions). Particularly it dealt with the reduction from the
general framework to that specialized to almost-FL universe models ! [166, 117], as well
as dealing with multipole and mode expansions and the relation to the usual formalisms
in the literature [194, 70, 82, 83, 45].

In this chapter we use the CGI formalism to study CMB anisotropies in almost-
FL models in an analytic manner by timelike integration of the almost-FL differential
relations. Our emphasis is on the canonical linearized model for CMB anisotropies [152,
193, 1, 161, 70, 82, 83, 190}, systematically developing the CGI approach (also considered

'In order to be clear on the use of these acronyms, RW refers to the Robertson-Walker geometry

whatever the dynamics, while FL refers to such a geometry which additionally obeys the Friedmann-
Lemitre dynamics implied by imposing the Einstein Field Equations (EFE).
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by Challinor and Lasenby [27, 28]) and providing a comprehensive and transparent link to
the alternative analytic GI treatments based on Bardeen’s GI variables. We develop these
results both in mode and multipole form from within the CGI approach, emphasizing
the different physical processes and assumptions and demonstrating how these are dealt
with in the CGI context. This requires the covariant mode form of the IBE, based on the
recursion relations for almost-FL mode functions (see chapter 1 [66]), enabling a direct
mirroring of standard treatments based on Wilson’s seminal paper [193, 70, 82, 83, 190],
but carried out in a CGI fashion, thus forming a sound basis for extension to non-linear
effects.

One of the advantages of the CGI approach, in the context of the generic multi-
pole divergence equations, is the ability to include non-linear corrections to the almost-FL
treatment (this is explicitly done in chapter 6). Towards this end, the relationship be-
tween the covariant mode formulations and the almost-FL covariant multipole treatment
are given (see also the linear-FRW CDM frame formulation of Challinor and Lasenby
[28]), based on the results in chapter 1. These will be necessary for a non-linear ex-
tension of the almost-FL treatment given here in the context of the possible non-linear
effects outlined in chapter 2 [120]. We emphasize here that in our treatment, (TAITAt')
{the multipole form of the angular correlation function) is given for small temperature
anisotropies irrespective of the form of the geometry [120], making it the natural repre-
sentation for the inclusion of non-linear dynamic effects, while the analysis for |74/2 (the
mode coefficient mean square) is specifically for almost-FL models [66]. The non-linear
extension of the almost-FL treatment given here will be based on the multipole-to-mode
relations, leaving the use of mode expansion to the latest possible stage.

Our focus is on the era following spectral decoupling {near 500 eV) - as discussed
briefly in section 0.1. A complex series of interactions take place at the various epochs of
the expansion of the universe. The kinetic equations developed in chapter 2 can represent
almost any such interactions provided we use appropriate interaction (‘collision’) terms;
the issue is how to obtain simplified models that are reasonably accurate in the various
epochs. We will consider only two kinds of representation here: namely

1. Thomson scattering, valid at late times when particle and photon numbers are
conserved and the matter is non-relativistic (during decoupling an alternative ap-
proach is to use a visibility function);

2. an effective two-fluid description, obtained by truncation of the hierarchy and
valid at earlier times when strong interactions take place establishing equilibrium or
close to equilibrium conditions between the components, i.e. when the interaction
time-scale is much less than the expansion time-scale; an alternative description is
to use a single imperfect fluid [122]. These descriptions can be used even when the
matter is relativistic. The detailed form of interactions does not need to be repre-
sented in this case, because the state of the matter depends only on its equilibrium
condition, characterized by its equation of state.

At some times either form is valid and they can then be related to each other. We
do not attempt here to give a description of earlier non-equilibrium eras when processes
such as pair production, nucleosynthesis, etc, occur, nor do we consider issues such as
inflation and reheating after inflation, and the differences between the inflation sourced
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perturbations as opposed to those based on other phase transitions. Thus our models
will be valid after the end of any period of inflation that may have occurred and after
strong non-equilibrium processes have ceased. During this era the processes occurring
determine the final CBR anisotropy that occurs as a result of initial fluctuations left over
from the earlier non-equilibrium epochs.

Specifically, we deal with four eras of interest. Going backwards in time from
the present, they are, firstly, free streaming from last scattering to here and now, in
the matter dominated almost-FL context; secondly, slow decoupling during a matter
dominated era, during which the CMB spectrum freezes out; thirdly, the late tight-
coupling era after matter-radiation equality, during which structure formation begins;
and fourthly, the main tight coupling era after any inflationary epoch and before matter-
radiation equality, during which acoustic modes occur in the tightly-coupled fluid, the
initial matter perturbations having been seeded by earlier conditions and processes (for
example, by inflation). We then show how to put these CGI results together to determine
the major features of the expected anisotropy spectrum. We develop sound models
of the dominant effects in each of the eras we consider, but there will always be a
need for refinement of these models by taking into account further effects (in particular
polarization).

In more detail:

e Free-Streaming: We find the CGI integral solutions to the almost-FL MDE with
no collision term, and use them to project the initial data from decoupling to the
current sky. We explicitly do this for instant decoupling. Neither the Vishniac,
Rees-Sciama, thermal Sunyaev-Zel’dovich nor lensing effects are considered here -
we are emphasizing the CGI model of the dominant processes, and these further
effects will introduce detailed modifications. However a comprehensive understand-
ing of such secondary higher order effects relies on a derivation of the anisotropy
effects given here.

e Slow-Decoupling : Here we consider modification of the previous results when
slow decoupling of the interactions due to Thomson scattering is taken into ac-
count. We consider the damped integral solution for slow recombination, and as
an alternative description modify the integral solutions appropriately with a visi-
bility function carrying the functional dependence of the varying electron fraction,
in a matter dominated context. Effectively, recombination is complete before the
radiation decouples. This means that the surface of last scattering is found a little
after the end of recombination 2. It is during this era that photon diffusion damp-
ing scale effects become important — the damping scale is affected by the duration
of this era. This will be investigated in the context of almost-FL universes after
matter radiation equality.

A note on nomenclature: By decoupling we have in mind the situation when the interaction rate
per particle becomes less that the expansion rate. By last scattering surface we mean the surface
upon which the diffusion scale is equal to the horizon scale, after which it is larger than that scale and
the free-streaming approximation is sufficient. The photons will decouple from the thermal plasma near
0.2 €V, and from the matter after recombination has effectively ended, near 0.3 eV. Free-streaming is
considered to be a good approximation from about 0.26 eV.
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® Tight-coupling: This is the key to the entire treatment,  We give the CGI version

_ of-the tight-coupling approximation of Hu et al [82, 83, 85]. In the almost-FL treat-
ment, the slow decoupling and free-streaming era’s will only “damp” and “project”
the spectrum formed at the end of tight-coupling onto the current sky 3.

We consxder two different tlght -coiipling reglmes

1. The late tlght couplmg era is separated, conceptually, from the ea.rly txght
coupling era by matter-radiation equality, after. which time the matter per-
turbations have effectively decoupled and (CDM-based) structure formation
begins. In this era, strong interactions have ceased and a Thomson scattering
description can be used. We first carry out the near tight-coupling treatment
of this era based on Peebles & Yu [143, 94, 95], and then reduce these equa-
tions to the covariant tight-coupling equations equivalent to those of Hu et al
} [82 83, 85]. This provides the basis for ‘understanding the acoustic signatures
in the tempera.ture anisotropies thhm the CGI approach

2. The early tight coupling era occurs between the matter-radiation equal-
- ity and spectral decoupling (after strong interactions have ceased), when the
Thomson scattering description will also'be sufficient.This era is characterized
by acoustic-oscillations in a tightly coupled fluid; for calculation convenience
this can be represented as a single dissipative fluid {122}, or for a slightly more
sophisticated treatment by tightly coupled two-fluid models [39, 37]. We give
a CGI derivation of the harmonic oscillator equation providing the primary
source terms in the standard model of acoustic and Doppler peak formation
by acoustic oscillations.. ’ :

We put these results together in sections 7 and 8, where the equations are in-
tegrated to give the CGI treatment in the K = 0 {flat background) case in terms of
an integral solution. The primary sources of the temperature anisotropies (the acous-
tic and Doppler contributions near last scattering resulting in “Acoustic Peaks” today)
are demonstrated . This recovers the Sachs-Wolfe family of effects for flat background
RW geometries, but derived from a CGI kinetic theory viewpoint as opposed to the
photon-propagation description used in the original Sachs-Wolfe paper.

‘The form of the angular correlat:on function is determined for the primary effects
(although not given explicitly i in terms of the matter power ‘spectrum). The normaliza-
tion to standard CDM (adiabatic CDM) is.presented in terms of CGI vanables This
demonstrates the basic effects in the CGI formalism, and links our approach to the stan-
dard literature, see for example [190] and references therein, Where further detaxls of thls
era are given. ’

It is important to note that the integrations consxdered here are ca,rrled out along
txmehke curves, even though the CBR radiation reaches us along null curves. These
are alternative approaches that are equivalent in the context of linearization about FL
models dxﬁerences will however occur in ‘the context of non-linear correctlons Briefly,

3Th1s useful feature of the almost-FL models is due to the homogeneity and isotropy conditions in
the background FL universe and is not generic [120].
*following the analytic treatment of Hu & Sugiyama [82, 83]
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This then allows us to write the shear and acceleration in terms of the scalar potentials
and perturbation variables:

L(p+p)oa = (D(uDyy®u) + 3HD Dy @y — HD( Dy (P + 04) + {%D(aqé>§5o32)
(p+ p)Aa = ~Dap — D’D(uDyy(®n + ®4) — {do + 4Hga} - (5.33)

5.2.4 Frame transformations and Gauge fixing

There is freedom associated with the choice of reference velocity u®, which we call a
frame choice!®. This is to be distinguished from the choice of coordinates in the realis-
tic universe model, which can be done independently of the choice of u®. It is equivalent
to the choice of timelike world lines mapped into each other by the perturbation gauge
chosen, but is independent of the choice of time surfaces in that mapping. Given a par-
ticular covariantly defined choice for this velocity, the frame choice is physically specified
and the equations are covariantly determined and gauge invariant under the remaining
gauge freedom. Gauge fixing requires in addition a specification of correspondence of
time surfaces in the realistic and background models (effectively specified by determin-
ing the choice of surfaces of constant time in the realistic universe model) and of points
in initial spacelike surfaces (i.e. the point-to-point mappings between the background
model and the realistic lumpy universe model, see for example Ellis and Bruni [52, 21}).
In simple situations this choice will be unique, however in more complex situations several
choices of this velocity are possible, each leading to a somewhat different CGI description
~ essentially specified by fixing the relative velocity between the 1+3 Lagrangian choice
(total frame typically) and the various 1+3 Eulerian frames ~ as discussed generally in
chapter 2.

When we restrict ourselves to a particular frame in order to simplify calculations,
we can straightforwardly make the appropriate simplifications in the general equations
to see what the implications are (for example setting ¢* = 0 for the energy frame, the
quantities in the braces in equations (5.32,5.33) above vanish). However it is also useful
to explicitly transform from one frame to another and examine the resulting effect on
dynamic and kinematic quantities.

Under a frame transformation 4% = u® + v*, |[v%| < 1 (restricting our analysis to
non-relativistic relative velocities 1°), the following relations [120] hold:

Gab = Oap + Digupy, (5.34)
Ay = A+, + Hu,, (5.35)
6 =~ ©+divy, (5.36)
G ~ qa—(p+D)va, (5.37)
Do & wg— %cuﬂva . (5.38)

'*In the general basis we have in mind a preferred family of fluid flow aligned frames; see appendix
A.4 for the ONT formulation.

1814 is important to recall that gauge invariance is only guaranteed if the choice of velocity u. coincides
ezactly with its value in the background spacetime. This is not difficalt in practice, as appropriate
physically defined frames 4, will necessarily obey this condition because of the BW symmetries.



CHAPTER 5. SCALAR ALMOST-FLRW UNIVERSES 74

The quantities p, p, Tap, Eap and Hygp, remain unchanged to linear order in almost FL
universes (e.g. fqp = Mgy and E,, = E,), and the temperature anisotropies (74,) for
¢ > 1 are similarly invariant for the small velocity transformations considered. The
baryon and radiation (dipole) relative velocities change according to:

32 =P — v, (5.39),

Ty Ty — Vg . (5.40)

Also, the projection tensor hgy changes if we boost to the frame i, giving hap, hence
any spatial gradients need to be modified and D, will be the totally projected derivative
in that frame. The consequence is that the perturbation variables change accordingly:
Thus for any species I, (using the transformation equations — appendix B [120])

Delnpr ~ Dolnpr — 3Hua(p' +9')/p" . (5.41)

For example I = R and I = B give the equations for radiation and baryons respectively,
implying:

D,InT ~D,InT —v,H, D, Inpg = Dylnpp — 3Hvy, . (5.42)

These equations allow us to determine the required transformation to obtain desired
properties of a particular choice %*. The almost-FL MDE (5.19-5.18) are valid in any
frame; in particular, if a frame transformation is performed as above, they can be given
in terms of the resulting variables in the new frame, #,, with whatever restrictions result.

While various choices of 4% are available in a multi-fluid description of the early
universe [120], there are seven particularly useful choices.

1. The zero acceleration frame (or CDM frame): @, = u$ = u, + v$¢. From
the CDM velocity equation [28, 120] and (5.35) we then find: 9 + HovS + A4, ~
0 = A, ~0][110, 28, 120]. This choice is particularly useful in multi-species situ-
ations, as this frame will be geodesic right through tight-coupling, slow decoupling
and into the free-streaming era.

2. The Newtonian frame: @, = n, in which the vorticity and shear of the reference
frame vanishes: Gqp = Dy,nyy = 0, when such a frame can be found. This frame is
only consistent in restricted cases [180], but is particularly useful in making com-
parisons with much of the analytic literature [82, 83, 70] and in making connections
with the local physics in terms of Newtonian analogues via Eulerian coordinates,
for example, the matter shear can be then thought of in terms of distortion due to
the relative velocities (5.34): og & -«D(avb> This frame is the most convenient one
in which to consider the photon physics - to calculate scalar almost-FLRW temper-
ature anisotropies, and the evolution equations for the temperature perturbations
and dipole near tight-coupling.

3. The constant expansion frame: D,© = 0. This choice is sometimes useful when
discussing perturbations on small scales.
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4. The CMB-frame: 7, = 0, is useful when dealing with the temperature anisotropies
in a manner which excludes the need to consider sources of peculiar velocity-like

effects.

5. The total frame (also know as the overall frame, or fundamental frame) is the most
convenient for the nonlinear extension [120] because the conservation equations for
individual components are best given in the overall u®-frame (denote by u** in the
perturbative setting). This is simply because this frame can be defined irrespective
of the types and number of different particle species included [120] and which is
easily given in terms of the individual relative velocities v§; as discussed in depth
in chapter 2. The total energy momentum tensor is defined in terms of overall
u®-frame while the individual contributions, T}‘b, are with respect to the individual
ud-frame velocities (G, = u$) for the individual frame (u** = yr(uf + v;®)). This
frame is that in which it is very convenient to treat the almost-FLRW matter
kinematics, matter dynamics and gravitational wave effects — it coincides with the
energy frame in the case of a CDM dominated model.

6. The energy frame (or Landau-Lifshitz): §, = 0 is preferred when dealing with
two coupled particle species, as in the two fluid scenario [37]. This is useful as
the EFE are simplified to a form which takes on a similar structure to the matter
dominated equations, and even in the strong interaction case may be expected to
be unaffected by collisions because of energy-momentum conservation during such
collisions {this choice is dealt with in more detail below in the context of scalar
perturbations).

7. The particle frame (or Eckart): j, = 0, where the number current is N® =
nu® + 7 (j%u, = 0). This is in general distinct from the energy frame in which
the energy flux vanishes. For a single fluid in equilibrium the energy and particle
frames will coincide!”.

These various choices will simplify the equations in significant ways, and enable us
~ to recover many of the standard results. It should be noted however, that the covariant
equations we have given above are general and do not require either gauge or coordinate
restrictions to be meaningful, and the covariant quantities have in them a natural invari-
ant geometric meaning. We will retain the covariant form and not restricted ourselves
to any particular frame nor gauge choice for most of this thesis; we retain the freedom
to make such a choice however when useful. If and when we do pick a particular frame
this will be explicitly stated along with the reason for doing so.

The Newtonian Frame link to the Bardeen variables

Here we demonstrate the direct link between our variables in the scalar case, and those
used in the Newtonian gauge, in terms of the Bardeen variables. From (5.34) and (5.35)

'"The energy momentum tensor and particle 4-current are respectively : T°* = [p°p®fdP and N® =
f p* fdP, for f a single particle distribution function and p® the four momentum with respect to the
u®-frame.
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we find easily that for 4* = n® where D(,ny) = 0, o = tg + v (the consistency of this
choice is discussed in [180]):

0 = oa— Dy, (5.43)
A, = Ag+oY + Hol, (5.44)
D.InT =~ D,InT - HuY, (5.45)
Fom T vl (5.46)
6 =~ ©+divo®, (547)
G ~ - (p+p)l. (5.48)

The effect of this frame transformation is to modify the £ = 1 and 2 MDE (5.18-5.20):
—Fe ™ DyInT+ A, + %Dc?ag, — orne(vE — 1), (5.49)
“—%ab = D(a%b> -+ %Dcfaﬁc + oTneTab . (5.50)

The ¢ > 2 equations (5.21) remain unchanged, however the field equations as well the
perturbation equations need to modified, if necessary using the transformation relations
(5.35 -5.40). For example, (5.18) becomes

(Do InT) + HD,InT + A,) = —1D,6 — 1Do (D7), (5.51)

which can easily be checked to be invariant under the frame transformations 4, = 1, +v,.
From the shear evolution equation (2.17) :

DAy = Eqy — 37, = Ay~ D04, (5.52)

From the momentum constraint (2.21) and the propagation equation for the electric part
of the Weyl tensor (2.18) one finds respectively that:

ID(Dy0 ~ —1Dydy, 1D(DyO ~ DDydy — HD(Dy 4 . (5.53)
This then gives one the scalar monopole equation for the temperature perturbation:
D(,Dy(InT) ~ =D Dy ® g — 1D Dyy (D7) . (5.54)

The important point to note here is that in the shear-free frame we can interpret the
acceleration directly in terms of the @ 4 potential; that is in terms of its Newtonian analog,
while @y can be interpreted as a curvature perturbation. In terms of the potentials used
by [82, 41] one can identify ¥ = &4 and & = D y.

The above formulation is useful in linking the covariant work to the usual GI
treatments. When we take the mode expansion of the potentials, one finds on dropping
the k-index on the right,

?
Aa = (Byq+ Vi + HVgo) = (VEO + %VS“’) — k®4)YL, (5.55)

Gap ® a(DEDgyVs) = —akVOY, (5.56)
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where the prime (') denotes the time-derivative with respect to the conformal time, ¥
are the eigenfunctions of Y""ta = —k?Y and following Kodama and Sasaki [98, 20], the
bar (o) denotes spatial derivatives with respect to surfaces of constant curvature in the
background. Furthermore, one can identify Vs as a relative velocity.

The Energy Frame

In order to be clear on the consequences and subtleties involved in fixing the frame, here
we give the source terms in the energy frame (4% = uZ such that g, = 0) for scalar
perturbations. The important point is that this is a physical frame, uniquely defined by
the local physics. The equations (5.32) and (5.33) then take on the form :

(p+p)3as =~ 2(D(Dpy@g) +4HD Dypy®y — 2HD(,Dyy® 4 + Dyovy,  (5.57)

(0+p)Ae =~ —Dgp—DPD(,Dy (@ + &) +9F + Ho?. (5.58)

Many CGI treatments use this frame [37], and have the advantage that the equations
take on a form which is similar to that for the matter dominated case, but can still be
used near to matter-radiation equality.

Matter Domination

During matter domination (we have in mind the CDM dominated case) there is a unique
physically relevant frame defined by the matter 4-velocity, hence without restricting the
almost-FL universe further there is natural frame, »®, in which the variables will be
gauge invariant and the above relations hold ~ in matter domination the energy frame,
total frame and matter frame coincide. The equations in the matter dominated scenario
are thus considered to be total-frame equations.

In this frame, equations (5.32) and (5.33) become

a®py b = —2(a®D(Dyy®py), and A, =~ 0. (5.59)

{(where ®g(z) = —Pg(z)). Here p = p,, is now the density of the matter content only.
The key point is that to retain a consistent linearization scheme as well as retaining
gauge invariance, we now have three smallness parameters: v (non-relativistic relative
velocities), 7 (radiation-baryon ratio is at least 1072), ¢ (the universe is almost FL given
that € is at least 1075) [117, 120]. It follows that g, (the radiation energy density) is now
O{n) and we can drop all terms at least O(ne), O(¢?) and O(n?) such as, for example,
poay = 0 or % PaTab = Tgp ~ 0. This is how the anisotropic pressure is eliminated to the
order of the calculation in this scheme.

The link to the matter distribution in the space-time comes through the mode
coeflicients o(k,t) (of the shear), A(k,t) (of the acceleration), and §T'(k,t) (of the tem-
perature perturbation). A mode analysis leads to a particular solution of the linearized
EFE due to scalar modes as in (D.41 - D.44):

" k2
Eab =~ QQaé = ‘C?(I’H(ts k)Qabs (5'60)

gab = —3(H§ Q) 'k (a@m (k, 1)) Qab, (5.61)
D, lnp, ~ 2k(HZQ)'@n(k,t) [k — 3K] Q, . (5.62)
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For a matter dominated open model (K # 0) where ap = +1 we have HE =~ K/(Sp-1).
Notice that the factor 2/3 in the shear equation arises from the factor (3H28)) while
that for the matter density gradients from a term D?Q.s.

If we add the adiabatic assumption (see append D.5.1) we find

D,InT = +iD,Inpp, (5.63)

where we have used that p, ~ 3HZQpa~2 in the background. One can then put the mode
coefficients, in the matter dominated scalar adiabatic almost-FLRW models into

the form :

STk, t) = %(Hgszo)-l(a@;;) 22 -3m)], (5.64)
Ak, t) = 0 = vy (k,1), (5.65)
ok, t) = -2(5390)—1(@;;)‘ [k?] . (5.66)

The first expression gives the direct effect of the gravitational potential on the CBR
anisotropies (Sachs-Wolfe effect), and the third the effect of the time variation of the
potential on these anisotropies. These are investigated in detail in later sections. The
matter dominated EFE are at least O{en) and fix the form of the shear, the acceleration
and the temperature perturbations D, InT as they enter the IBE (which is how the
geometry enters into these equations). The hierarchy itself is O(e) and although the
radiation variables do not enter the almost-FL (matter) EFE, they remain non-zero, and
therefore there are still temperature anisotropies, 74,. This is an important but subtle
point — matter domination implies the radiation moves as a test field over the geometry.

5.2.5 Some Newtonian like equations

Within the matter dominated almost-FLRW models there are two useful relations (i) the
relationship between the gravitational tidal forces and the matter perturbations, and (ii)
the relationship between the shearing of the comoving volumes and gravitational effects;
from (2.17) and (2.23) (respectively) we construct the matter dominated almost-FLRW
equations:

D’Ey = +iDup, — {1Hq.}, (5.67)

3oy +Py)0as = Eup+3HEy — curl Hy + {Dagsy }- (5.68)

Here, in the total (u*?) and matter frames (u?), g, = 0; this is not the case in general
u®-frame equations. This is important when we boost to the Newtonian frame from the
total (or matter frame); we will pick up an additional flux term as pointed out in (5.37),
(5.48) and chapter 2.

In the (implicitly scalar) Newtonian-like formulation the two useful relations (5.67)
and (5.68) will be reduced to (i) the relationship between the gravitational tidal forces and
the matter perturbations, and (ii) the relationship between the relative velocity difference
between the Newtonian frame and the total frame, and the gravitational tidal forces :

D*Eop = +5Dapy, + $H (0 + Py e,

5.69
Eopp +3HE ) ~ '(JGM + pM)D(avb}' ( )

Newtonian frame: {
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Here Egp = DDy @ and A, = D,®4. We also have that in the total frame u** with
respect to the Newtonian frame (5.43) Dyvpy = —0gap. The Newtonian frame equations
give one a physical interpretation of the relative velocities and the potentials. The point
of the exercise is that in the total frame »** (and matter frame) we have in fact that:

DPEs = +1Dapy, (5.70)

total frame: :
total fram { Egp + 3HEq =~ +3(py + Py )DaVs)

Although Egy = DDy ®4, we cannot now interpret ®4 as an acceleration potential.
This last set of equations are then the almost-FLRW equivalent of the usual equations
describing the link between the gravitational tidal forces and the matter over densities
and the relative velocities. To get the usual constants in the CDM case, use ag = 1 so
that g, = 3HZQpa~% and p, = 0. To understand where this has taken us, we need the
evolution equation for the relative velocities; consider (5.44), where in the total frame
u™® A% = (O

Ag = Do®4 & g + Hug (5.71)

which can also be obtained from (2.14) in the almost-FLRW situation - in the generic case
it is found from (B.5). In the Newtonian frame we think of the relative velocity, v°, as that
of the matter: the peculiar velocity field associated with a mass density distribution 18,
Notationally whenever v* or v(k, t) are encountered we have in mind this peculiar velocity
(as opposed to v$ the baryon relative velocity with respect to the u®-frame). In the matter
dominated situation the baryon relative velocity that appears in the Newtonian frame
temperature anisotropy equations can be identified with the peculiar velocity.

We have recovered the canonical Newtonian-like equations from the 143 La-
grangian perspective. By Lagrangian we mean the total frame equations [120] (see
chapter 2) - in which the energy momentum tensor takes on its most general form;
and by Eulerian, we mean any other physically defined frames — typically the Newtonian
choice in the almost-FLRW theory. For explicit solutions to these equations for the CDM
dominated flat almost-FLRW case, see appendix D.6.1. The important point here - the
temperature anisotropies, the temperature perturbations and dipole near tight-coupling
— will be investigated in the Newtonian frame, while the matter dynamics and kinematics
will be investigated in the total frame.

5.2.6 Linearizations, approximations and scales

In this section we discuss the various linearization and approximations (already men-
tioned in the last section), that will be used in this chapter.

Almost-FLREW linearization

Here we drop all terms that are at least (3(e?), the implication of this is that one can
only consider small velocity boosts, large ones would break the linearity about the FLRW

0One may then speculate upon being able to recover the Zel’dovich approximation from (B.5), Eq.
(5.71}; upon setting w® = @ = A° linearizing in terms of v* in (B.5}, and substituting back into the
exact field equations. To then recover the difference in the distortions in the energy density between the
Bulerian and Lagrangian frames at linear order.
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background. Hence we include v? = |v%v,| € 1 as an almost-FLRW limit, dropping the
additional terms that are at least O(ve, v?).

The important subtlety here is that €, is in fact the temperature anisotropy small-
ness parameter as related to the temperature moment mean squares |T4,| o< €z. The
almost-FLRW limits on the geometry, ¢, (which define o4, A, and D,©, for example, as
O(e), in appropriate dimensionless units [166, 167]) is related to € via the almost-EGS
theorem (see chapter 4). In other words, limits on the temperature anisotropies, ¢, put
bounds on the size of the smallness parameter ¢, given that a weak Copernican principle
holds. Furthermore, the limits on € in turn place consistency limits on the size of the v/c
boosts that are applicable (here in units of ¢ = 1). Thus almost-FLRW means keeping

terms that are at most :
almost-FLRW = Ofe, v). (5.72)

Matter dominated linearization

This is based on the radiation-baryon ratio, 77 o fﬁ. We keep every term that is O(n)
but in the almost-FLRW case of matter domination we then drop everything that is at
least O(nu,ne, ev,n?, €%,v%). We then have that matter dominated almost-FLRW
(almost-FL) means keeping terms that are at most :

almost-FL & O(e,v,7). (5.73)

Expansion in Thompson scattering time

We will introduce a perturbative scheme in the Thompson scattering time, . = (orn.) ™!,

and will consider terms up to O(t3) during the tight-coupling calculation — such an
expansion will be used to generate equations near to tight-coupling, the limiting case
being when #, = 0. Additionally an equivalent scheme can be constructed in terms of
the differential optical depth '. This scheme is useful in the slow-decoupling era, i.e.
in expansions where s” and (x')? are sufficiently small to be ignored when compared to
terms of order x. This approximation allows one to additionally consider the case when
Ke™® L e ",

Small and large scales

We will find it convenient to introduce the notion of small and large scales. We will do
this in two heuristically equivalent ways. The first scheme is based on the parameter
€y, where the Hubble expansion is of order ez, and is used when considering situations
outside the Hubble flow; thus in the almost-FLRW small-scale case one would ignore
all terms at least O(e%,€%,v%, vey, ve, ceg). This scheme is useful since it can be used
without a mode expansion. It is ideal for making qualitative statements without the
details which arise when introducing mode functions; specifically avoiding the complexity
of mode-mode coupling in the small scale non-linear situation. By small-scale almost-FL
we have in mind keeping only terms that are at most:

small-scale almost-FLRW = Oleg, €,v) . (5.74)
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A second and more precise scheme is based on the Hubble scale Ay = a./ky defined
near the time of last scatter (say), allowing one to use k/ky > 1 and k/kg < 1 as
characterizing large and small scales respectively.

5.3 143 covariant integral solutions

This section has three aims: (i) Reproducing the integral solution of the free-streaming
mode equations and modifying them in order to take into account Thomson scattering,
using the CGI variables [83, 155]. We carry out a timelike integration, instead of a
null-cone integration corresponding to the original Sachs-Wolfe paper [152], restricting
ourselves to scalar perturbations with adiabatic modes only and assuming for the most
part a K = 0 almost-FL background universe. (ii) Showing in the CGI formulation
how fluctuations at last scattering time result in measurable CBR anisotropies. (iii)
Demonstrating how the solution can be related to standard formalisms by choosing spe-
cific frames; in particular we consider the Newtonian-like frame based on a shear free
congruence.

The basic equation we are concerned with in this section is the IBE (5.5). In
covariant form it is given by

7(z,e) + e"Dor(z, €) + B(z,€) ~ Cz,€] , - (5.75)

where the gravitational source term, B, and Thompson source term, C, for damp-
ing by Thompson scattering are respectively represented by:

B=—1D%, + (D InT + Ag)e® + ogpe®e®, Clz,€] ~ i(e®vP — 1), (5.76)
and in the almost-FL situation in mind!®, the EFE give:
3p};1(div E)e = Dolnp,, ogp= —2[({3‘;15’0{;)' — curl (p;IHab)] . (5.77)

The mode expanded form of this equation for the flat case (K = 0) can be written in
the compact form as follows:

2+1)2
';'é +k (25:' 1)(23? + 3) Te41 — T 4 K"Tf = SB ] (5?8)
where
Sp=— [08051?0 + (aB; + E'?)B)éﬂ + C&Bgégg] . (5.79)

This combines (5.14)-(5.16) in a single equation for 74(n, k) (see [66, 120]), where 7 =
> TeG4[Q] is written in terms of conformal time n (dt = adn), rather than proper time t.
It is valid for all £ > 0, with 79 = 0 a solution as required, consistent with the definitions
we introduced above (Bp cancels the dipole term on the right in this case).

*One can compare this to the formulation of Durrer [41, 43] {eqns 3.5 and 18). To see how this is
linked to the Bardeen potentials ¥ and &, we can use Eqp = $D Dy, (¥ — &) [43]. Notice that Durrer’s
integral solutions take on the Sachs-Wolfe form and can be compared with the treatments in [37, 124],
while ours follow the form of {193, 155]
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H

In what follows, we will deal with the integral solutions to (5.78) given the source
terms — as in (5.79). The paradigm is that of matching an (almost-FL) era of free-
streaming to one of tight-coupling. We will construct the homogeneous solution (that
without inhomogeneous gravity or scattering) first, then include the gravitational effects
to construct the free-streaming solution (i.e. after decoupling to the present day) and
finally include the Thompson damping to find the integral solution including scattering
(which can be used during slow decoupling or to include effects of reionization). Diffusion
damping is included in this full solution with Thompson scattering, which in general has
to be solved numerically. However it is helpful to introduce various analytical approxi-
mations for the different stages described by the solution; this will be done later, where
the visibility function approximation is used and the damping scale derived. Additional
effects, such as the anisotropic correction and polarization correction, have to be dealt
with separately.

5.3.1 Integral solutions (flat almost-FL case)

Here we wish to find the general solution to (5.78) without collision terms, i.e. with &’ =
0, integrating along timelike curves using conformal variables. In order to do this we find,
first, the solution to the homogeneous version of the equations (i.e. for no inhomogeneous
gravity and no scattering), second, an integral solution of the inhomogeneous equation
with inhomogeneous gravity taken into account from the homogeneous solution, and
third, the general solution for free-streaming. In the next sections we consider the effect
of Thompson scattering (x # 0), and the transition from tight coupling to free-streaming.

The approach here is similar to the Seljak-Zaldariagga treatment {155, 198], how-
ever, they have taken the Sachs-Wolfe like formulation of the IBE, which is an integration
down the null cone, and integrated out the angular dependence over Legendre polynomi-
als (angular averaging) in order to construct the mode coefficients; then the conformal
radial distance, x, is written in terms of the conformal time 7, leading to an integral
solution dependent only on the conformal time. Thus, formally they have carried out
a null-integration. By contrast, what is carried out here is in effect an integration of
the IBE down the matter world-lines, thus this is a time-like integration, onto an ini-
tial surface (‘last scattering’); the corresponding initial data near our past world line on
that surface can then be related to that on the intersection of the past null-cone and
the surface by means of a suitable homogeneity assumption. The timelike nature of the
integration is often not made particularly clear in the literature, but solutions of the
generic multipole divergence equations {from which the almost-FL mode hierarchy of
temperature anisotropies are derived) are usually based on timelike integrations in the
relativistic kinetic theory [120].

Finding the homogeneous solution

The £ = 0,1 and 2 MDE and hence mode form of the IBE are exceptional, given that
7o = 0. The point of the integral solutions is to cast the exceptional equations £ = 0,1,2
into a form that allows analytic investigation. We now find the covariant homogeneous
solutions.
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Consider the homogeneous equation (valid for £ > 1) :

©)' e+1? @ __ | _, 5.80
o Tk 20+ 1)(20 + 3) &1~ e ’ (5.80)

for the background K = 0 case?® and without damping. The functions

73 (k,m) = (20 + 1)B; " je(kn) (5.81)
are solutions of (5.94), if the coefficients B; obey the recursion relations [66]:
(£+1)Be = (28 + 1)1, Be26— 1) = £fg-1 . (5.82)

This can be shown by multiplying (5.80) through by ap = B¢(2¢ + 1)~ and comparing
with the recursion relation for the spherical Bessel function. If the function jo(k7) satisfies
the equation (5.80) for £ = 0 (there are of course no terms with £ < 1) then the rest of
the equations (£ > 1) will be satisfied because of the recursion relations :

—(23 -+ 1)(&57‘2)' jnd k[(f 3 1)(ag+1T£+1) o e(ag._l’rg_l)] . (5.83)

The freedom in B¢(k) is in By(k) and Bi(k). Given that the Bessel function is finite
at the origin: 7p(0) = &g, these can be chosen to satisfy Sy = B = +1, the rest are
generated through the recursion relations on f; and then determine the solution 'rf{o) (k,m).
The arbitrarily specifiable initial data are later fixed by introducing an integral solution
((5.87) below) containing arbitrary functions C4(7n) (see (5.88)) which are determined
by the EFE through B;(n).

The corresponding mode functions are

T{O) (zw e) = f: ﬁéf—l (2€ + 1) §g(k?})OA‘ QA: Ln.xr 3 . (5*84)
=1

(cf. (5.8)) and the corresponding multipole coefficients can then be found:

Tackur = B 126+ 1) je(kn)Qakir - (5.85)

Notice that this differs by a factor of i ¢ from Wilson [193] since we are using plain mode
functions instead of plane waves, although these can be easily related. Note there is no
explicit mode mixing in this approximation, but such mixing is implicitly determined by
the recursion relations (5.82). This shows that we should be careful with any truncation
procedure we propose (see chapter 2). This procedure can be easily extended to the open
case using the recursion relations for the open mode functions (see appendix D.9 ).

Construction of the integral solution.

Given that we have the solution 'Q{G) (k,n) to the homogeneous equation of the form
(5.94), now consider the equation with given gravitational source terms, but still without
damping:

e+1?
QL+ 1)(2f+3) 1T

200r for the open or closed cases by following [82] {70].

Té-}-k

= — [aB1én + aBz 6p). (5.86)
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What is important to notice here, is that this equation is valid for £ > 1, not £ > 0 as in
(5.78); indeed 7o = 0. We need to find a particular solution to this equation.

We proceed as follows. Consider the ansatz in terms of A, using that én =7 — 7,
along with the Liebnitz rule for differentiation of integrals:

7 arF 7 8
£ (n) = fo dn' Ae(n,7) = é‘?—(ﬁ)r- /0 dn’égAe(??,??’)wLAe(f},n)- (5.87)

Now we define the kernel, 4,, as in [193, 198]:

Aaln 1) = Calari® o) + Caln) i 6 + Comgs g Zoon . 689)
It can then be shown from (5.87) and (5.88) that :
P (L+1)%  p _
-+ k (2£ T 1)(22 T 3 Tg+1 ?’2,_1 == SC N (5.89)
where
L #H
Sc = Co(m)r(0) + Ci(n)r{? (0) + Ca(m)r(” (0) (5.90)

given 77 (n) as in (5.87-5.88); thus (5.86) is satisfied by our ansatz provided the coef-
ficients Cy(n), C1(n), and Ca{n) in the integral solution are found in terms of the CGI
variables By(n), Bi(n), and Bz(n) determined by the EFE. This will be ensured next,
when we put the parts of the solution together to obtain (5.98).

Inclusion of damping.

Here we extend the previous solution (5.86), where the relationship between the coeffi-
cients in the IBE (D.29) can be read off from (5.90), including damping through «'. We
notice that if 'r( ) is a solution to (5.94), then

77 () = 7O () (5.91)
will be a solution to
o (€+1)? .
¢ +k[(2£+1) 2£+3) £+1 wal "l“&’f'g-g. (592)

Similarly we find that for the integral solution (5.87), of (5.86), the expressions
7 ) n
¥ (n) = /0 d'e™ D A7) or 7P (n) = e /0 ' An,rl), (5.99)

will be particular solutions to (5.78), given the correct choice of Cy, C; and C>. Hence
we can modify the solutions of the previous section to include Thompson scattering by
simply including the damping terms as in these equations. The extended equations thus
obviously include the free streaming case too, as the special case when for some interval
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of time x = 0; thus they can extend all the way from late tight coupling to the present
day, if we include a suitably time-dependent scattering coefficient .

In more detail: we have that Téﬁ) (n.) = 0. We assume that free-streaming begins
at some 74. As before we have (now using 61" = — 7.)

.
) = Qe+ V87 delkor) = i) = [ dn' e (5.94)

where once again the initial data is now Cr(n’ — #.); notice that we do not introduce
an additional 7, as we will be using the solution of 70 already including the initial
conditions 2!, Once again we have the integral solution 7/’ (n) integrated from 0 to &n*
such that the anisotropies are now determined by 77 (o) - setting the integral from 0 to
An, (for An =mn —7'), we find

o
nm) = [ de=m [Con’ = n)rl® @)

i £
+ Ciln' =0 (Bn) + Cal = 0)7y” (Am] : (5.95)
where the damping term now enters explicitly.

The complete solution.

We can now construct the general solution to (5.78) with &’ # 0 by putting the previous
results together. The homogeneous seed solution fgo) (n) is given by (5.81). The particular
integral solution 7} (n) is given, in terms of én = 5 — 7 by (5.93). The general solution
is then given by

7o(n) = e DO () + 7P () . (5.96)

Substituting this into the general equation (5.78) and using the radial eigenfunctions
evaluated at zero (in particular j,(0) = &g along with the recursion relation) gives

: 2 1
Cadp + C4 ﬁflk&el + Cgk25,8§'1 (i'gégz -+ gégo) - [(031 4 n’vg)ég 4 0«525&] {5.97)

relating the functions determining the solution to the time-dependent coefficients in the
equation. From (5.97) the functions in the integral solution are found in terms of the
dynamical CGI variables:

1
K2
For scalar perturbations, the term O is effectively the coefficient of the shear; the term
C} will be the coefficient of the gradient of the temperature and the acceleration; the
coefficient Cy the shear contribution; see (D.40) noting that these are CGI with respect
to the u®-frame.

These functions are all evaluated at a time 7, which takes all values from 7,4, the
time of decoupling, to 7y, the time of observation. In the nullcone formulation of the

5 i
~Co(n) =~ +~2~a32, - Ci(n) = + (aB) +&'vg) , —Caln) ~+-5aB;. (5.98)

#1%We could have used *rt(o)(én} P ffa) {85-+7.) along with the original homogeneous solution unchanged.
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problem this input of new information corresponds to the way the null geodesics from
the point of emission to the observer keep crossing new matter and hence encounter
new information. Because we are integrating on a timelike curve, this information is
represented here as varying with time along that curve; and in some simple circumstances,
the values at later times are determined fully by the values at earlier times (as happens,
for example, in the original Sachs-Wolfe case: K = 0, p = 0, and only decaying scalar
modes).

5.3.2 Integration by parts

In order to deal easily with the initial data it is now useful to write the general solution
for K = 0 in terms of the present time, 79, and the initial time, 7,, by integrating with
respect to conformal time and defining An, = o — 7,22. Notice that from dr(% /dt = 0,
we have 79 (z(n), e(n)) = 79 (z(n.), e(n.)), and j4(0) = d¢g (We have chosen the solution
to be finite at origin). We choose the initial conditions 74(n.) = 0 [193] and 79(n) = 0
and using the parameter freedom in the homogeneous solution, set Gg(k) = +1 and
Bi(k) = +1. The homogeneous solution is now fixed as in (5.94), for én* = n — 7, and
this in turn sets the integral solution to (5.93) [193]:

@

=P - on —~&{r') A
7 (n) = e Agln,n')dn’ (5.99)

where we still have the freedom of setting the initial data for the integral solution from
the Cy{n)’s which are fixed by the EFE. Putting this all together it is then found that

Ane
Te(mo) = ”’e(o)(??*) + 718 (mo) = ;¥ (o) = /0 e " Ai(no,n')dn' . (5.100)

We can change the integration limits from (0,An.) to (n.,m0) 1.e. 7' — 1’ —1n,, and setting

Cr(n') = Cr{n’ — ).
On changing the integration to from 7. to 7g in (5.95), integrating by parts, and

using the initial conditions {once again ’réc} {(n.) = 0) we find :

n(m) = [Ch(m) = Cu(m)] e 7 (mo) — Calma)e™ 78 (o),

o )
+ [ e [Coln') - Cita) + G n)] 7 (me + e — 1),

1o
+ dn' (x'e™™) [C1(n') = 2Co(n)] 7V (ma + mu = ), ...

o
+ / dn ((r~:")2 - n”) e Ca(n )7 (mo +mu — 1) . (5.101)

£

The initial data for the solution ’Féo)(k, 7) is the set of constants Cr(7n.) which are de-
termined by Ba(k) = {Bg(k), Bi(k), Bz(k)}; these must be matched to the initial dis-
tribution function on an appropriate initial surface £ (for example, the ‘surface of last

#The relationship between the conformal time n and the radial distance x isdy = ~dnso x =58 — 7
which follows for the homogeneity and isotropy in the background.
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scattering’ which can be covariantly and gauge invariantly defined). This then deter-
mines the solution up to the present day (and after). We are free to chose any Q’s as
long as they solve the Helmholtz equation in the relevant background. The choice of Q
basis then explicitly determines G[Q]; we are free to choose Q in terms of the spherical
or planewave basis for example. In practice we naturally use two sets of mode functions
G¢[Q], matching those for the null-cone (given in a spherical basis) to those in some
initial surface (given in terms of a plane-wave basis). The matching of these two sets
of harmonics is then given by the relations usually written into the construction of the
mode coefficients (see (5.84)). This matching is based on mode functions G{Q)] in the
RW background, this is acceptable because of the homogeneity assumption. By using
G¢|Q] we do not actually need the explicit form of the Q’s.

Equation (5.101) shows (r.h.s. of the first line) how major parts of the CBR
anisotropy are determined directly from the initial conditions set (e.g. at last scattering,
for the freely propagating radiation). The integrated effect arises through the coefficients
Cr(n) as integrated down timelike geodesics in the remaining terms on the right hand
side. In general there is a non-linear coupling through the field equations between the
matter, the radiation and the acceleration and shear terms that arise in the integrated
part. The situation is much simpler when this back-reaction can be neglected; for this
reason it is convenient to consider the case of matter domination, the radiation considered
as a test-field propagating on a background determined by the matter content. However
we can also consider the general set of linearized field equations (2.13 -2.25) and the
coupling to the radiation via the source terms, first the gravitational source, B, and
second, the scattering source, C|7], (5.76), in (5.75). In the following sections we look at
the various approximations that can be applied at different epochs.

5.4 Free-streaming

Using the integral solution (5.101) we construct the almost-FL free-streaming projection
of the initial conditions near last scattering to here and now (the determination of these
initial conditions is demonstrated in latter sections) and the integrated secondary con-
tributions arising during the period after last-scattering until now (we have dropped the
baryon relative velocity effect using the instantaneous decoupling assumption):

TR = [LlaBil(n) - 5 gglaBal(n) = HoBal(ne) o | elkn)
= [T {FaBa - 1aB1Y + 35 (aBe)" authan). (5102

Here we used as final conditions :

[aB1]'(m0) = [aBa](n0) = 0 . (5.103)

The first term on the right, the B; term, will generate the acoustic primary effect on the
anisotropies, the second term is the Doppler contribution due to the radiation dipole (the
baryon velocity contribution which would arise through €, (5.98), the third and fourth
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terms give the effect of any shear, near last scattering (through the initial conditions of
B). The remaining terms represent the integrated Sachs-Wolfe effect.

The above equation will be modified in the following section to include slow de-
coupling, but first we demonstrate how to recover the basic Sachs-Wolfe effect.

5.4.1 The almost-FL Sachs-Wolfe effect

We will now find the solutions for matter dominated, free-streaming era, with adiabatic
modes only. Using the EFE (see e.g. in [120], appendix B and 5.62), it follows that in
the matter-dominated case (at instant last scattering and in the free-streaming era):

ally = -%—kv’l ,
Source terms: ¢ aB; = 2k~ (@p};l) (k? - 3K) ~ &4, (5.104)
aBy = ~2(8p1),

where we have used that Eg = ®Qgp 2.

In the total frame (or matter ) the dipole is vanishingly small ~ we ignore it. The
shear contribution is small on large scales - hence we ignore it too.

On substituting these into the flat almost-FL integral solution (5.101) with K =
0 in (5.104) we can find the free-streaming almost-FL solutions for the temperature
anisotropies (5.102). Using (&p,')’ ~ 0 2* we find the CGI kinetic theory equivalent of
the Sachs-Wolfe formula for CBR anisotropies in terms of matter inhomogeneities at last
scattering at various wavelengths, together with an integral term. In various cases, in
particular matter-dominated spatially flat solutions with only growing scalar modes, the
integral terms vanishes and we then obtain (in the total matter frame):

7§W(??03k)58 —~ 2

Sachs-Wolfe effect: @+ 1) N3

(@0, 1(n4)ge(kAmL). (5.105)
This gives the (approximate) projection of the large scale potential inhomogeneities at
last scattering onto the sky today in the CGI invariant framework; the mean-squares
|7¢)? can then constructed, using the results from chapter 1 [66]. The effect arises from
the terms D, InT = }Dglnp = p_'DE,, having used the adiabatic assumption in
the total frame. This recovers the standard Sachs-Wolfe result [152, 37] at large scales,
where the potential fluctuations are just due to primordial initial inhomogeneities that
are unchanged by intervening physics (they are at super-horizon scales). Additionally
it gives the anisotropy at large scales where acoustic oscillations have led to periodic
potential fluctuations at last scattering.

We discuss the origin of these fluctuations in later sections — they are given by solv-
ing the equations before decoupling, which for example implies the existence of acoustic
oscillations. These potential fluctuations are what seed structure formation through
the production of matter perturbations undergoing gravitational collapse beneath the
Jeans scale. The matter perturbations effectively decouple near matter-radiation equal-
ity, making the large scale temperature anisotropies the key link between the radiation

*This differs from the definition Eap = D(,Dyy @£ used to link to @5 and ®4 in [7] by k*/a’.

*In fact one has that for an EdS background : [®p]'}(n.) = —(3H3) 'D.[k*®4(k,0)] and
(oD /a.)? ~ QL5
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anisotropies now and the potential fluctuations then (near radiation decoupling), and so
to the matter power spectrum both on large and small scales today.

Notice that these equations will hold for any choice of 4-velocity that is close
to the matter 4-velocity, i.e. there is still a frame freedom here associated with that
freedom of choice. As has been remarked various times, there are several possible physical
choices for this 4-velocity (which will all agree at late times); the interpretation of the
physical meaning of the CBR anisotropy sources will change depending on our choice.
The important difference between the derivation of the Sachs-Wolfe effect here and other
treatments (i) is that this result is found in the total u®-frame (5.102), (ii) the integration
is explicitly timelike.

In the Lagrangian approach this corresponds in a natural way to the total frame
results — given that we have assumed a CDM dominated almost-FLRW model this also
corresponds to the matter and energy frames. If we do not assume matter domination
we could can still carry the calculation out in the generic u®-frame too. However, it then
becomes convenient to evalute the temperature anisotropies in the Newtonian threading.

We have obtained this result by a timelike integration, so it is not treated mathe-
matically as a projection along null rays but rather as the evolution of the anisotropies
of radiation in a small comoving box, as explained in the introduction. Thus the initial
data here is not at the intersection of the past light cone and the last scattering surface,
but rather at the intersection of the world line of the observer and the last scattering
surface.

This analysis can be compared to the derivation of the primary anisotropy source
term of the gauge-invariant treatment used [83]. The subtle difference between the
Bardeen variable gauge-invariant approach and the CIG approach used here is that the
Doppler source, which in their case arises through By, now enters through the integral
terms only; there is no direct Doppler contribution at last scattering from the first term
in the integrated solution.

5.5 Slow decoupling

To deal with slow-decoupling, we return to the general damped solution, (5.101), and
introduce the slow decoupling approximation

1, (W)i«l, . (5.106)

to find, on substituting in from the coefficient relations (5.98):

T e [+flaBilln) + gr5loBal (1) - FloBeln) ] lkan.

0 <[5 1 51 .
- [ ate {2aba - (6B + 255 (aBa)" | dekisn)

1 . y
+E(n’e"")v3 (ne)jelkAn,) + dn (vigx' + &"vp)e™™) %jg(kA?})
e

+ [ dnf (e [-l(azs ) + 2= (aB )} (k) (5.107)
. % 1 72 \aP2)| Je\Ran) - .
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We see that damping effects are controlled by e™ and x'e™. A further approximation
would be to take e=* 3> x’e™*, so that we need only consider the free-streaming like
solutions, which we then convolve with the damping factor, defined as a combination of
the visibility function and the diffusion damping envelope — this is done later using the
damping envelope as derived from the dispersion relations in section (5.5.2). Later we
will explicitly recover these equations in the Newtonian-like frame of section (5.2.4).

5.5.1 Silk Damping

Diffusion damping will occur and introduce a damping scale, the Silk scale, giving a
cut-off in the matter perturbations, and there will be a corresponding diffusion damping
effect in the photons. This is naturally included in our general damped solutions in
terms of the exponential envelope implied by the equations, which can be demonstrated
heuristically.

The cut-off arising through photon diffusion occurs when the term in &’ in (5.78)
dominates the other terms; that is, when for any £, k is large enough that

k Efgﬂ - Tg..l:] Ry gk'rg <K'y, (5.108)

the approximation assuming that the damped modes are roughly of the same magnitude
(independent of £ when this condition is satisfied). This then implies an exponential
decay in the relevant modes:

k<« gn' = r -kt = 71(n) = exp(—&'n)Te(0) . (5.109)
Thus small scales will be heavily damped by this process and long wavelengths unaffected,
leading to a wavelength-dependent damping envelope. The resulting cut-off in perturba-
tion amplitude at a critical wavelength at last scattering will result in a corresponding
cut-off in CBR anisotropy amplitudes observed at a critical angular scale.
A more detailed examination undertaken later will show the explicit wavelength
dependence of this cut-off effect.

5.5.2 The visibility function

An alternative approach to the slow decoupling solution (5.107), is to argue that the
dominant contribution during slow-decoupling arises from the visibility function defined
by V(k,n) = «'e™* as convolved with the free-streaming integral solution. The visibility
function gives the probability of a photon last scattering during a small time interval
dn. From Hu & Sugiyama [82] it is useful to define the damping factor (now including
diffusion damping, which will be derived from the coupled baryon-photon equations in
(5.178) ):

Wi
Do, k) = / * dqV(n, k)e~K/kp)  g=(k/kD)® (5.110)
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The visibility function will model the changing ionization fraction, this does not mclude
the diffusion damping, which is added in by hand above, through the damping scale?’

Now, we can modify the free-streaming projection by including the damping factor
D and the baryon velocity effect (which must be put in from (5.101)). In this approxi-
mation, we can effectively drop the last two lines of (5.101) except for the initial baryon
velocity contribution, to obtain:

?im(enfff = [Ch(n.) = Cu(n.)] Dlno, K)je(kAr.)

& KCxn)Dlm, k) | pgydecs (m0) = gpm e (kiim)]

+ [ e @0 (Com) - Clm) + Cm)} delkd) . (B111)
=

where the coefficients C;, Cq and Cj are given by (5.98). This has the effect of taking the
previous more general solution (5.101) and specializing it to the most important regime as
far as decoupling is concerned, thus giving a major improvement on the sharp decoupling
approximation, while avoiding the complications of the complete integral solution given
above. A similar correction is made, using the visibility function, in the integrated part
of the solution in order to best deal with a changing ionization fraction, given that we
will once again only be using almost-FL solutions that are either first order or zero-th
order in the scattering times (discussed below).

5.5.3 Slow decoupling in the conformal Newtonian frame

Here we cast the above derived solutions (5.102, 5.107, 5.111) based on the integral
solution (5.101) into the CGI Newtonian frame (the shear-free frame described in section
5.2.4) for the case of scalar perturbations, in terms of the Bardeen like scalar potentials
Py and ¢ A

The vanishing shear condition G4 = 0 implies that Cy(7) = 0 and Co(7) = 0, hence
we can use these conditions directly to find the slow-decoupling anisotropy solution for
an almost-FL model in the Newtonian frame:

T o ol Dlm, R)iekisn.) — [ dnvem 610 milkn) (5,112

Using the results from section (5.2.4) and the almost-FL relations (given in the appendix),
it can be shown that the key quantity of interest: By = DyInT + D, ® 4, in the case of
scalar perturbations, obeys the following relation in the Newtonian frame:

% . . 1 5
D{a&,} = D(aDg,}(‘I)A ~ &)~ 2HD<QD4,)§)A - §D<3Db>(DcTc) (5.113)
%1t should be realized here is that the diffusion damping is naturally included in the original almost-FL
integral solution (5.101}, however, given that we use solutions that are first-order in the scattering time
in our tight-coupling approximation, the diffusion damping factors are not included as they are second
order in scattering time, which is why we have to put this effect in by hand.
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Now we need to find the mode coefficients for B in terms of the quantities defined
in the Newtonian frame. Writing

~ k -
DoInT & =6TQq;, Da®s k$4Qa, and D@y =~ £2yQ, , (5.114)
we find that
Bom (0T +24)Q0 = By~ E(6T +®4). (5.115)

On mode expanding (5.113) 26 and transforming to the conformal time derivative we
obtain:

(aB) =~ —a’HB; + k(®)y — &) — 2Hak® 4 + Lk*7,. (5.116)
Now using (5.98) we find that:
~Cl(n) - (K'58) = +é(al§1}’. (5.117)
We can now put this all together, first, from (5.98) and (5.115) to find:
~Ci(n) = &'og + (6T + ®4), (5.118)
and second from (5.117), (5.118) and (5.116) to find:
~Ci(n) ~ (W'5p) + (¥4 — ¥y) — aH (ST + &4) — 2aHD 4 + Lkn) . (5.119)

Substituting these results into the integral solution (5.112) we obtain:

g_gff«; ~ [(6T +@4) + 555 (10, K)D (1m0, K)je(k A7)

o 1
+ dnVe~*/kp)® {(ﬁ:’{}’g + ") + §kﬁ} je(kAn)
Ta
0 -
+ dnVe(k/kp)? {(qf;, — ) — aH(6T + 38 A)} je(kAn) . (5.120)
e
Here the second order terms (both in terms of the scattering time and in the almost-
FL sense) have been dropped. We can then pull out the canonical solution when we
ignore the Doppler contribution, the initial baryon relative velocity at last scattering (it
is tightly coupled to the radiation velocity and is thus small already). We also ignore the
intermediate scale integrated effect which contributes to the early-ISW effect, the result
is:

. 70
'{;g“f% ~ [6T + @ 4] Dlmo, k)je(kAm.) + f ‘ dnve~*50)* (9!, — &l] jy(kAn). (5.121)
This completes the recovery of the standard integral solution results using the 1+3 CGI
approach at linear order, where we have notationally suppressed the k-dependence of
the temperature anisotropy (7¢(n0) = 7¢(n0, k)). It corroborates the standard anisotropy
derivations based on the 3+1 hypersurface foliation approach which uses the Bardeen
formalism in the conformal Newtonian gauge.

2We will use D(GDb}‘i>_4 o «éAD{an}Q, Dire = +§9“1Q and D(GBg,) = —%(81 -+ 2H81)D(3D5>Q.
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5.6 Late tight-coupling

Here we extend the Thomson scattering analysis of the previous sections to include a
simple model of late-tight coupling and hence of fast decoupling.

We aim to reproduce in covariant form the Peebles and Yu near-tight coupling
[143] and Hu and Sugiyama tight-coupling approzimation [83] treatments, valid for the
period of late tight-coupling, up to and including decoupling 27 Remember that we are
ignoring the anisotropic and polarization effects as these can be corrected at the level of
the damping scale.

5.6.1 Integrated Boltzmann Equation near-tight coupling

Here the almost-FL IBE is used to construct a set of MDEs that describe the radia-
tion near tight-coupling. These are the intermediate scale equations, valid in the tight-
coupling era. This is done by carrying out a CGI version of perturbation theory in terms
of the scattering time.

The scattering-strength expansion

The solutions we have considered so far are linearized through a small-parameter expan-
sion in terms of the anisotropy function 7. The basic idea now, following the method
of Peebles and Yu [143], is that additionally a second expansion is constructed in terms
of the collision parameter f, = (orn,)~!, without truncating the Boltzmann hierarchy
at the order of the calculation, and thus avoiding the problems inherent in exact trun-
cation [58] (see chapter 2). We thus find the evolution equations for the energy density,
momentum flux, and the anisotropic flux of the radiation close to tight coupling.

Consider the almost-FL IBE (5.5) and (5.75) for isotropic (in the baryon frame)
Thompson scattering (5.76) [120]; this is inverted to find :

7(z,€) = vheq — t [B+ T+ e*Dyr] . (5.122)

We now systematically approximate (5.122) in terms of the smallness parameter ¢.. The
right-hand side (the scattering term) is used to find the zero-th order collision-time cor-
rection to the total bolometric temperature, with corresponding temperature anisotropy
given by

T(0)(%, €) & vgea . (5.123)

The equation is now perturbed about the zero order velocity perturbation and one can
then recover the first and second order corrections in ¢, to the zero-th order temperature

?"Here we are explicitly making a distinction between the treatment [83] (what we call tight-coupling
approzimation) and that in [143] (what we call near-tighi coupling). By tight-coupling approximation
we mean that 47! is sufficiently small that it can be ignored (inducing a contribution of the order of
magnitude {say) of at least 107° when multiplying quantities of linear order such as the shear) The
near-tight coupling includes the radiation quadrupole in the case of isotropic Thompson scattering {in
the matter frame).
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anisotropies, to find, 7(;) and 7(g) respectively, where the n-th. order correction is
denoted by 7(,). We obtain an almost-FL perturbative expansion in £ :

T{n} ] ?3%36:1 - tc [B + %{13*1) + e“Da'r(n_l)] . (5124)

The tight-coupling limit is recovered when t. = 0. This treatment is then a consistent
(in the sense of the truncation conditions described in chapter 2) near-to-tight-coupling
treatment in almost-FL universes. (The first three temperature anisotropies for n =
1,2, 3, are given in appendix D.2).

Solid angle integration

Now the temperature anisotropy is integrated over the solid sphere to ensure the condition
that there is no contribution to the bolometric average Ty (z*),

[z 7(z,e)dQ =0. (5.125)

It should be clear why the second order correction to the temperature anisotropy is needed
even though we intend to keep the expansion only to first order in ¢.; the integrations
over term the e®v, will vanish. Now by integrating 75y (D.23) over the solid angle and
using (5.125) and orthogonality of O“¢ the gradient of the radiation flux is found (some
additional details are given the appendices, see for example D.2),

Do7® = Dgvl — o [(Davh) — (Dar®) + $D(Inp_g) + (Daiy) + (Dad?)] . (5.126)

By taking spatial gradients of the radiation flux (5.130) we find on comparing with
(5.126), that in order for there to be no contributions to scalars,

(dive)p = (divr) . (5.127)
The above equation (5.126) then becomes
(divr) ~ (dive)g — £, [inz Inpr + (Da9%) + (div A)} . (5.128)

The transport equations

Finally the individual PSTF multipoles are recovered at a given order:
T4, = Azl[i Oa,7(n)(z, €)dN2. (5.129)
x4

Here Ay is defined as before in chapter 1. The second order temperature multipoles are
now found from (5.129) integrating 7(5(z,¢) (D.22) after the combination of direction
vectors has been replaced by PSTF tensors (one can use D.24-D>.26) :

7~ v — b [DInT + A° + o) + 82 (D' InT + A% + i - ID'Dere| ,  (5.130)
7% —t, [0 + Do | + 2 [(D@o}) + D(DY InT + 4%) + D) + ] (5.131)
robe a +42 [Di%yg] (5.132)

A0 VE>3, ‘ (5.133)
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where we have dropped terms of O(t3). These are the key results of this section. They
are the appropriate transport equations for the late-tight coupling era, i.e. up to last
scattering, and are essentially equivalent to the causal transport equations given by
causal relativistic thermodynamics [122].

What we have shown here is that if we are interested in the behaviour of the photon-
baryon systems to first order in the scattering time, a dissipative fluid approximation is
sufficient to describe the radiation (cf. the papers by Israel and Stewart [89]), and will
not result in an explicit truncation of the Boltzmann multipole hierarchy, rather it gives
a systematic approximation scheme where we can, to the appropriate accuracy, ignore
the third order and higher terms. This is significant; one cannot merely drop the higher
order moments and truncate to a fluid description (see section 2.3.1), as the kinetic theory
treatment fixes the transport equations. Here we have consistently decoupled the £ < 3
multipole equations from the rest of the hierarchy and the consistency of this decoupling
is maintained through (5.126) and (5.130 - 5.133).

The solutions to these equations, which lead to acoustic oscillations during this
period (5.163), will then affect the CBR anisotropies by setting initial conditions for the
free-streaming solution discussed in the previous section (5.120). We give a derivation of
these results in the following section.

5.6.2 Late tight-coupling and the oscillator equation

Here we derive the CGI equivalent of the analytic tight-coupling approximation used by
Hu & Sugiyama [82, 83]. This approach uses the tight-coupling limit in order to get rid
of the radiation quadrupole during late tight-coupling ?® and covariantly reproduces Hu
and Sugiyama’s conclusions about the CBR anisotropy due to inhomogeneities, acoustic
and Doppler sources (what they call “primary sources”). This gives the “Sachs-Wolfe
effect” due to the Newtonian potential near last scattering, but not the “integrated
Sachs-Wolfe effect” due to changing potentials after tight coupling (resulting from more
complex matter models and/or spatial curvature).

Near tight-coupling equations

We start with the near-tight coupling equations (5.130, 5.131) and (5.133) rewritten
to first order and in terms of the optical depth so as to be closer to the notation of the
better known treatments [83]:

Ta = 08 =i [Do(InT) + Ay + 9] (5.134)
oy & ] [aa,,+1:)<ag;g§], (5.135)
7~ 0 VE> 2. (5.136)

Here we have assumed that the collisions are dominated by Thompson scattering
and is therefore isotropic in the matter frame.

81f there are any anisotropic contributions such as anisotropic scattering {in the matter frame) or
large shear {from gravitational waves} at that time this sort of approximation should be considered with
care - such phencmena would break tight-coupling.
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The relative velocity of the matter w.r.t. the preferred reference frame is v =
u® — u® Rewriting (5.135) in terms of the shear of the baryon frame, we have 74 =
—;2:“1D<auf5, so the quadrupole is given entirely by the shear of the matter. It is for this
reason that one expects the quadrupole to include a gravitational wave contribution.

Notice that mgp = p,7es = 0, as the case of matter domination. This condition
is not sufficient to ensure that 7, can be ignored in equations when it appears on its
own, even though the quadrupole is small. The key point, which was discussed in sec-
tion 2.5, is that there are four principal linearizations: the almost-FL one: at least
O(e?), the almost-FL radiation isotropy one O(en), O(n?), (implying the previous by
the almost-EGS theorem), the non-relativistic assumption O(vn), O(v?), O(ve), and the
linearization scheme based on the differential optical depth. Hence care must be taken
when approximations are made to the equations.

Tight coupling: Momentum equations

The tight-coupling calculation is now carried out, assuming (5.134-5.136) hold. Consider
once again the radiation energy & momentum conservation equations (£ = 0 and
¢{=1 MDE):

-1 1
(InT) + §8 ™~ -gdivr , (6.137)
2
—Te = Ag+De(InT) ~ ’%(?f’f - Tg) + gDcTac 3 (5.138)
and the baryon energy & momentum conservation equations 2°
(Inp)+© =~ -D%Z, (5.139)
~0 ~ +HuZ + A, + RR(0E -7 . (5.140)

Here & is the optical depth, and the radiation-baryon ratio in the real universe is given
by (using the enthalpy h = p + p) by

i he(®)  pytpy  3p(at)
R(z*) = =B 28 o B R~ HR. 141
(=) hr(z) Py +Pa 4&@ﬂ=> R (5.141)

This is related to the speed of sound ®° in the background via ¢ = (1/3(R + 1)). The
matter momentum equations, (5.140), give

R
v = 7~ = [68 + Ho2 + Ad] . (5.142)

Substituting (5.134) into (5.142) and retaining all terms up to linear order (in the relax-
ation time) we obtain

vB ~ 1, — RE7Y7, + Ag + Hr% + O(-72) . (5.143)

*This is found to O[1] by substituting the matter energy conservation equation (dust part of 2.13)
into matter momentum equation (dust part of 2.14) all to O[1].
3By speed of sound we mean adiabatic sound speed : ¢ =

Bre = L...BR - 1 i
o Pmtin ERCIYET Y] 3 {pm/bR)+1
for matter domination ¢, = 0 unless there are pressure gradients.

-1 1
T 3 (SppfdeR)T1?
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This is then substituted into (5.138) in order to remove the velocity terms, and with a
little algebra, we find

. o -1 ‘
—Fg = g + -1—D InT + R i e 1) D<au’g , (5.144)

1+R° A+R) ° 50+R)

where the last term has been written in terms of the matter shear. We can now consider
the situation where £~! becomes sufficiently small (but non-zero) so that the last term
can be ignored. This is possible as the matter shear is already at least first order. We

then find (cf [83] eqn (B2 b)):
R
tarR T aT R}

Do(InT) = —A, . (5.145)

This is the momentum flux equation for the radiation and is a key result. It can be

rewritten as )
[(1+ R)ro] + Da(InT) =~ —(1+ R)A, , (5.146)

or on taking its divergence as

[a(1 + R)(D%7)] + a(D?InT) ~ —(1 + R)a(D"4,) . (5.147)

Spatial gradients and the oscillator equation on small scales

The basis of this derivation is the “small-scale” assumption which effectively means that
on small enough scales we can ignore the expansion (see section 2.5). This is just the
statement that the scale of inhomogeneity is much less than the Hubble scale (5.74).

What we have in mind here is the situation below or near to the Jeans scale near
the relevant times so we drop all terms of O(eey ) (see section 2.5.4).

Our aim is to recover the standard oscillator equation {the source equation for the
acoustic oscillations) using the 143 CGI formalism with u® = §§. Note however that we
still have the freedom to set the relative velocity in the boost equations (which we will
do in the next section).

Taking the spatial gradient®' of the radiation energy conservation equation, (5.137),
we find

1 -1
—-gDa(Dcr") ~ (DgInT) + gDaé) + HD,InT + A}, (5.148)
and taking the divergence of the resulting equation above gives
- %(Dz(DCT") ~ (D7) +2H(D*InT) + %D"'@ + H(div A) , (5.149)
and this can be written as
1
—g(azDQ(DCTC)) ~ (a*D?InT) + %(32D2@) + H{a*div A) . (5.150)

%! Using the identity (Do f)' > Dof — HD, f + Ao f we find that (Ds InT) = Doln'T — H(Do In T + Aa)
from the almost-FL £ = 0 MDE and H = £ [120].
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This is analogous to equation (B3) in [83]. Then using (5.147) we find
[(14+R)aDc(Der®)] + H(14 R)aD(D%7,) + aDe(D?* In T} =~ —(1+ R)aD,(div A). (5.151)
Substituting (5.148) into (5.151) and using the fact that HD® A, ~ Olege), we obtain
~3[a(l + R)(aD,InT) | + a?D,(D?InT)
=~ [a{l + R)(aD.0)] - a(l + R)D,(div 4) . (5.152)
Finally, transforming to conformal time, dt = adn gives
3[(1 + R}(aD,InT)} — a’D.(D%aD, InT)) -
~ ~[a(l + R)(aD.0)] + a?(1 + R)D,(div A) . (5.153)

On using the small-scale linearization scheme described in sect:on (5.74) we find, on
dividing through by 3(1 + R), the oscillator equation:
a3

3(1 + R)

This is the covariant harmonic-oscillator equation which describes the acoustic modes 3
We can compare it to the usual gauge invariant result found in the Newtonian gauge by
transforming to the shear-free frame i, = n® where D ny = 0.

We will investigate this equation in more detail in the next section and relate our
results to those in the standard literature (which are expressed in the Newtonian gauge).

(D InT)" ~ 4+ ————D.(D*InT) - a*(D.0) + DC(D"AQ} (5.154)

The Newtonian frame oscillator equation

In this section we recover the harmonic oscillator equation of Hu and Sugiyama in the
Newtonian gauge [82] from the CGI formalism. The difference between this and the
previous section is that here we apply the small scale approximation at the very end of
the calculation.
Using the Newtonian frame choice n® ~ u® + v, Dy = 0, equations (5.145)
and {5.18) become
R _ 1

+ 1o pfet T ple(nT) m —Aux —Daa,  (5.155)

dipole:

monopole: - (D,InT) + H(DyInT + Ag) + %ﬁaé = -—-;—DG(DC'?”} . {5.156)

These can be re-written and put into the following form by using the almost-FL EFE,
together with the transformation relations given in the appendix D:

v _ R " 1 -
(Do) + H(Dg7%) = 17507 ) - m(ﬁ InT) - (D*®,4), (5.157)
- . . 1 .
D(an>(1nT) 2 —D{an>q)H - "3-D(8Db>(DcTc) . (5158)

- *This can also be obtainable from a two-fluid CGI description [37], as well as from the imperfect-fuid

description [122] - the point here is that we have derived it from a self consistent kinetic theory approach,
listing along the way the necessary physical approximations required to reduce it to the standard acoustic
oscillator form.
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Taking the time derivative of (5.158) and substitution into equation (5.157) after first
taking PSTF derivatives we obtain the full equation in DDy InT: .

(D@DyInT] + H(D(uDy@a+ 2D DynT) + H [(DwDb}@ 4) + 2(D,Dy mr)‘]

1
~ —(D(,Dyy®n) — 2HD Dy &g — 2H(D(,Dy)®) + RD<an}D21nT

~ DDyD*®4 + - 3H1 (D@D&)(m:r)‘ + D<aD,,><i>g) (5.159)

R
(1+R)

On dropping all terms O{eey ), we once again obtain the 1+3 covariant form of the small
scale Newtonian frame oscillator equation (without using a mode expansion):

DDy InT) + 7DDy (InT) + 7—=D(eDyD* In T

R
{1+ R) R

=~ -—-(D(aDg,}(I—“}{)-é- D(an)(I)H D(an}D D4. (5.160)

R
(1+R)
The techniques used to derive the above equation become useful later when dealing
with the non-linear terms as they avoid the complication of mode-mode couplings when
understanding the qualitative features of various effects [120]. These equations are also
valid for scalar, vector and tensor modes. However the mode form is necessary for
calculation of transfer functions; in this case we need to explicitly deal with mode-mode
couplings.

Upon using the mode decomposition definitions for the temperature perturbations,
radiation dipole and the scalar Newtonian and curvature perturbations respectively 33
we can write the mode decomposition of (5.157) and (5.158) as

R 1 k.- k

mode dipole: 7y TR TE RE{ST - EQA, (5.161)
5 . 1
mode monopole: 0T~ ~HO 4 — Oy + gg%l . (5.162)

Upon ignoring the expansion coupled term (i.e the small scale approximation) and in-
cluding the curvature fluctuations, since this makes the resulting equations applicable up
to the Jeans length (above which the matter would not be gravitationally bound), and
substituting the second equation (5.162) into (5.161) we obtain the well known equation
describing the acoustic oscillations in the radiation [82}:
- B - . R k2
acoustic : T + ——6T" + k*c30T = — ¥ ~ — =8y — —@ 5.163

1+R § H™1+R gPa. (5169
Here we have used conformal time (since we are now working in the conformal Newtonian
frame).

*3We use, as before, Do InT =z £6TQ, , o ~ 71Qa , Da®a = £84Q. and Dby =~ £34Qa.
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The dispersion relations and photon damping scale

In this section we derive the dispersion relations for small scale anisotropies, where the
focus is once again on developing generic covariant equations in parallel to the usual
gauge invariant treatments [94, 99, 81]. In this regard we begin by iterating the baryon
velocity equation in much the same manner as we iterated the IBE for the radiation.

We begin with the the baryon relative velocity equation (5.140) which is once again
inverted in order for it to take the form in (5.142). This is then turned in to the basis of
an iteration scheme in terms of the scittering time:

R,
Upm) ¥ Ta = [”gtn—n + Hugp_yy + A“] . (5.164)

Using this equation and the zero-th order tight-coupling approximation, tﬁ(U) R T4, the
covariant second order baryon velocity equation is found:

B R - B B R2 2
Brry— o [08 + HOE + 4] + 5 [08 + (H + HY0P + Ay + HAq +2H3E] (5.165)

0
where we have dropped terms of 0(;’4‘3). We now consider the small scale version of
this equation, by ignoring terms scaled by the Hubble parameter H and effects due to
the gravitational potentials (see 5.74):
R R?

vBxr1, - = [fa + 4o] + ’—g'ra {5.166)
Expanding the transport equation for the second order radiation quadrupole (5.131) to
first order and ignoring the shear contribution which is negligible in the almost-FL small

scale limit, we obtain
® x —,DY) &~ —&7IDEY | (5.167)

where again we retain only first order terms. We now substitute {5.166) and (5 167) into
the radiation dipole evolution equation (5.138) to find:

Ty = (Ag + DaInT) = R{7e + Ag) + R%*~1%, — -K; 1DCD<QTC> . (5.168)

which can be compared to the mode equation (A-11) in Hu & Sugiyama [81]. This is
the key equation from which we will now proceed to recover the dispersion relations and
hence standard damping scale results. The key-point here is that the diffusion damping
is second order in the scattering time, while the acoustic oscillations are first order.
We now take a covariant mode expansion of the necessary quantities: 7, = 1,
= Aplq and DyInT = (%53‘)@,2, and use the well known result (see chapter 1 for the
general case): DQgp = -%(a&:)’l(—k2 + 3K)Q,. We consider only the flat case here, so
we set K = 0. Putting these all into the second order radiation dipole equation (5.168)
we obtain:

-7 2 (A + ( 6T)) + R(1y + A) + R%717 + 15& ”%71 (5.169)

Now we use the WKDB approximation:

T X expi/(w/a)dt ) (5.170)
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and drop terms scaled by H and use a =~ R. This gives
—i(1+ R)¥n ~ [(26T) + (1 + R)A] - R34 n + &k 1m . (5.171)

Now in order to deal with the terms arising from A4, and D, InT we consider the
covariant radiation monopole perturbation equation (5.18):

) 1 A
(DaInT) + %D&@ 4 H(DuInT + Ag) = ~3Da(Der) (5.172)

We find, on taking a mode expansion and applying the WKB approximation again,
dropping terms scaled by H and the expansion gradient (the small scale approximation
described in section 2.5), that

(56T ~ 1B (—iuw)ry . (5.173)

Upon substituting (5.173) into (5.171), factoring out the dipole coefficient 7, writing the
differential optical in terms of conformal time: £7! = (ex’)~! and multiplying through
by iwa we get:

w?(1+ R) + B2 W (iw) — &6 kP (w) ~ LK (5.174)

On re-arranging terms we finally obtain

2

2 . -1 2
w & 5(%775 + k2 (qwk' ™) (ﬁ'{‘i—lﬁ + fg) . (5.175)
Splitting w up into its natural frequency wy and the diffusion damping term -y and then
solving the quadratic for the frequency w we obtain

w R g + 4, (5.176)
where
~ ko 12 (VY [ RPHEQHR)] 1000
wo = T csk, and v~k ( ) [ {1iR}2 i! = k*/kp . (5.177)

This then defines the diffusion damping scale kp, where ¢, is the baryotropic speed
of sound in the matter. We get oscillations when & < kp (see the next section}, and
diffusion damping when k > kp, leading to a damping envelope.

The above covariant result is equivalent to the analytic small scale approximation
scheme of [82, 83, 81], who have demonstrated its robustness and closeness to more
precise numerical studies.

This derivation can be easily corrected to include the effect of anisotropic scatter-
ing (which breaks the tight-coupling approximation) and polarization. This is done by
correcting the scattering terms in the calculation of the damping scale. We follow the
approach of Kaiser [94, 82, 83, 81] and include the correction f; to find the modified
damping factor:

Y 41
damping factor: * &~ k? ("61 ) [32*51§%R§§+R}] ~ k2 /K%Y, (5.178)

where, first, for the anisotropic effect, fo = 190, and second, to compensate for the
polarization, f; = 5. Equation (5.178) defines the modified damping scale kp*. Hence
we get the diffus;on dampmg envelope for m when k > kp.
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The temperature oscillations

To examine the solution when k& < kp, we take a mode expansion, using the () 4,’s defined
in chapter 1:

a(D InT)* = k(6T)Q, = aDc(D“DalnT).—-:(—%?:)(éT)Qc, o (5.179)

where the driving term is written in terms of a generic potential @5 defined by
a? a* K3
mm?:-Dc(D%p) ~ —a*(D0) + 706(1:)%46) and a®D (D*®p) = +52rQ .(5.180)

From (5.154) we find (once again working in the Newtonian frame cf [83] eqn (B3) and
our equation (5.163}), the oscillator equation.

The solution at first order must be convolved with the damping envelope, found
from the dispersion relations, in order to include the damping cut-off. We have waited
until the form of this damping is derived, so that it can be easily included by simply
replacing the natural oscillator frequency, wg, with w = wqy + ¢7, which now includes the
damping. We use equation (5.154)} in a manifestly gauge invariant form, to find upon

mode expanding :
2
(6T)" + K22 (6T) = —%—% , (5.181)

~3. This gives the well known solution

where the sound speed c; is given by [3(1 + R)]
(see for example [82, 85])

(5T)(n) = [(8T)(0) + (1 + R)@p]cos(krs) — (1 + R) @, (5.182)

where the sound -horizon scale is given by ry = [ csdn = ¢;n. This describes the source
term for the acoustic oscillations with the isocurvature term dropped 3. ;
By putting this back into the momentum flux equation (5.145) in mode form we

obtain )
(7, k) = —m(kéT) ~ak®p , (5.183)

and using the temperature anisotropy mode expansion that results when (5.135) holds,
the Doppler contribution to the temperature anisotropies at decoupling can be found.
These are given by

1{m, k) = 3[6T(0) + (1 + R)®F|c, sin(krs). (5.184)

If we restrict ourselves to the Newtonian frame from the onset (which we have not) then
this can also be found from the direct substitution of (5.182) (with ®r =~ ®4) into the
monopole evolution equation (5.162); i.e. solve (5.163) to find §7'(n, k) and substitute it
into (5.162) as in [83].

% The other part of this solution comes from sin(kr, ); this is the isocurvature part ( §7'(0) # 0), giving
the full solution:

(ET)(n) = [(kes) ™ (8T)'(0)] sin(krs) + [(§T)(0) + (1 + R)®r]cos(kra) — (1 + R)®F.

In this work we consider adiabatic perturbations only so (§7)/(0) = 0.
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5.7 Temperature anisotropies from integral solutions

In this section we derive the explicit form of the temperature anisotropies, using the
general u®-frame integral solutions and the tight-coupling approximation solutions.

Before we do this, there are two important points that need to be discussed.
Firstly, where does the high-£ cut-off come from? The natural frequency of the system is
wo and is set by the sound speed in the tight-coupled system to first order in Thompson
scattering time — the oscillator equation. The diffusion damping is a second order effect
whose correction is found by deriving the dispersion relations at second order in the
Thompson expansion for the baryon and photon momentum equations and using the
WKB approximation, finding the new oscillator frequency to be : w ~ wp + iy. The
assumption that the anisotropies are sourced by these oscillations in the radiation is the
key to the physics; the initial conditions before free-streaming are 74, ~ 0 for £ > 2
(where the anisotropic correction at £ = 2 is included as a correction to the damping
scale). The free-streaming radiation transfer function (the spherical Bessel function
in k-space) is then convolved with the initial power sourced by the oscillations in the
average temperature and the dipole (essentially a cosine and sine function in k-space
respectively). As free-streaming continues power is shifted up into the higher £'s, as the
radiation transfer functions’ maximum is near £ x kAn. (where A7, is the elapsed time
since last scattering). This maximum moves into higher £ for longer times to give one
a sense for how the power is distributed through the £ + 1 moment couplings in the
almost-FLRW IBE. Obviously at high-£ (which corresponds to high-k) the amount of
power surviving the (k/kp)? damping will be very small, and hence as time progresses
the peak in the transfer functions drops off for higher-k, thus giving the high-¢ cut-off.

Given that in free-streaming there is no diffusion damping to cut-off the high-k
power, the truncation of the hierarchy is only consistent and meaningful if the significant
anisotropy signal is sourced from the initial conditions at low-£ near to tight-coupling.

Secondly, why do we find angular variations in the temperature anisotropies that
are entirely due to oscillations in the dipole and monopole of the radiation ~ particularly
given that in relativistic kinetic theory one has timelike integrations 357

Let us first consider the issue of timelike integrations. In the almost-FLRW case,
can one think of the little box being integrated down a single timelike world line as
being equivalent to the average of all the little boxes being integrated down the null-cone
from its intersection with the surface of last scattering without some ensemble averaging
procedure, based on a more restricted form of the weak Copernican principle? If so one
could then treat a little box being integrated down a null-geodesic as equivalent to one
being integrated down a timelike world line. It then follows, since relativistic kinetic
theory is formulated with respect to timelike worldlines, that one can think of the initial
data as being projected from the intersection of the past null-cone and the surface of last
scattering onto the unit sphere here and now.

This is important for non-linear extensions of the almost-FLRW model [120], since
care should be taken when treating ensemble averaged quantities integrated down the
null-cone as being generally equivalent to those integrated down a single timelike world-

*0nly in the almost-FLRW subcase can one think of the averaged relationship between the null-
projection
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line. The issue will become even more complex once the Gaussian averaging necessary
for the construction of the angular correlation functions is relaxed. It is this, along with
the weak Copernican principle that makes possible the extension of the data here and
now, as integrated in a little box down a timelike worldline to last scattering, to global
statements.

Now we return to the issue of sourcing the temperature anisotropies from oscil-
lations in the dipole and monopole. The integral solutions give the full almost-FLRW
solution to the radiation anisotropies given the appropriate initial data. Generically it
represents the transfer of power from low-£ initial data up into high-¢, with the accom-
* panying reverse transfer of power; the £ £ 2, ¢+ 1 transfer of power where there is a
wall at £ = 0 but none at high-£. There is strictly no £mq; unless the geometry is ex-
actly FRW [62]. The tight-coupling approximation gives the monopole and dipole at the

= ( initial wall. Diffusion damping in the initial power near last scattering as well as
additional damping through slow decoupling cuts off the transfer of power. This power
is sourced by those initial conditions and therefore gives the temperature anisotropies in
terms of the dipole and monopole alone. Additional integrated effects will only modify
the primary projection, effectively leaving the cut-off unchanged.

5.7.1 Temperature anisotropies

The integral solution gives the projection of these conditions at last scattering onto the
current sky. These results are covariant.

The diffusion damping can be found from the dispersion relations arising from the
coupled baryon-photon equations using the WKB method applicable to tight-coupling,
which was described in section 5.6.2. We can now construct the primary source tem-
perature anisotropies, by first considering the acoustic and Doppler contributions in the
free-streaming projection (5.102). Our solutions for By and B; are first order in scat-
tering time expansion hence to include the second order diffusion cut off, we multiply
the solution through by expy (or exp~* if we want to include the corrections for the
anisotropic and polarization effects).

We can re-write 7y or 4* in terms of the damping scale, kp ( ¢f [83] eqn (A7)-(A8)).

Sources of temperature anisotropies

In the manifestly gauge invariant integral solution of the temperature anisotropies in
almost-FLRW spacetime, using the slow decoupling approximation with scalar perturba-
tions (5.107,5.111), there is additional complexity of having to deal with shear terms. We
therefore choose the Newtonian frame in which the shear contribution does not appear?.
We are then able to recover the canonical scalar treatment [193, 161, 70, 82, 83]. This can
be written out in terms of the scalar perturbation potentials &4 and ® g, the tempera-
ture perturbation, 67", the radiation dipole 7; (through slow decoupling) and the baryon

relative velocity, vp, all within the Ehler-Ellis-Bruni approach (including Doppler con-

3Incidently this would also remove any problems we may have with the introduction of high-£ trun-
cation as discussed in chapter 2
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tributions (5.120)):

o
Berelm) o 8ok, m)jelksme) + / dn (Sprsw + Stsw) je(kAn) . (5.185)
(26 -+ 1) " o d e .
primary sources ~ o
secondary sources
Here the source terms are given by:

Sp(n,k) = D(no,k) [(ST +@4) + m'v,rg] , (5.186)

Sprswin k) = Ve (k/kp) [Sk'rl + (6’0 + K" )] , (5.187)

Srsw(n k) = Ve *E0) (0], — 8ly](k,n) —aH[5T+3@A1(k,n>} . (5.188)

In the first line, on the RHS, we have the SW and acoustic sourced projection effects
which are the primary sources. The next term describe secondary Doppler effects during
slow decoupling. The last term models the integrated Sachs-Wolfe (ISW) effects; the
late-ISW and early-ISW respectively. We have used An, = 1y — 7. (the conformal time
difference between the surface of last scattering and the time of reception, here and now)
and An=mnp — 7

In this way we have recovered the solution from the exact equations in a system-
atic manner using the 1+3 CGI formalism, rather than recovering the solution from a
perturbation theory about a foliation of FRW surfaces of homogeneity. Note that there
is no monopole temperature anisotropy in the CGI approach, while there is one in the
canonical treatment.

The angular correlation functions, Gy, for the general small temperature anisotropy
case have been derived in terms of a superposition of homogeneous and isotropic Gaus-
sian random fields with respect to the temperature anisotropy multipoles to find the
multipole mean-squares, {(74,74), in terms of the an ensemble average (see chapter 1).
The relationship between the multipole mean-squares (in the almost-FLRW case) and
the mode coefficient mean-squares |7¢|? in terms of the RW mode functions G¢[Q)] are
also given in chapter 1. We do not discuss these further here. It must be emphasized
that the multipole mean-squares are given for generic geometries, while the mode means
squares are only for almost-FL. This is why the application of the non-linear extension
is possible; where the corrections {o the almost-FL standard model are calculated using
the multipole formalism of chapter 2.

Sachs-Wolfe effect and the acoustic source

The Newtonian frame result differs from the total frame result. In the Newtonian frame
(5.186) we find that the Sachs-Wolfe effect arises from the combination D, InT" + A, ~
f;(éT—HP 4)Qs. From the solution to the oscillator equation in the Newtonian frame (Eq.
(5.163) or take Eq. 5.182 and let ®p ~ ®,4) along with r; ~ ¢s9 and ignoring the time
evolution of the potential (for the equivalent canonical version see [82]) we obtain

8T (n, k) + ® a(na, k) = [6T(0,k) + (1 + R)®4(0, k)] cos(krs) — R® a(n., k).  (5.189)
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Upon taking the matter dominated limit (R = O(€?)) and then using the adiabatic
assumption in the tight-coupling approximation 67'(0, k) ~ 3A(0,k) ~ ~284(0,k) (adi-
abatic flat CDM model) and finally taking 7} ~ 0 (by using that k7. < 0) we recover
the usual results as in [82, 84]:

67 + @ al(ns, k) =~ +184(0,K)(1 + 3R.) cos(krl) + Ru®4(0,k) ~ 184(0,k). (5.190)

Here we have used that ®4(n,, k) = $4(0,k), from the EdS result that the potential
is constant when we drop the decaying mode (see the appendix). The physics of the
Sachs-Wolfe effect as opposed to the acoustic oscillations, is then quite clear. There are
no oscillations just an imprint due to an acceleration potential. Although the adiabatic
assumption is invariant to order O(e), the relationship between the Electric part of the
Weyl tensor and the perturbations are not - so we will always use the matter perturbation
in the total frame, where it can be easily related to the Newtonian potential, and the
temperature perturbation in the Newtonian frame, where the oscillator equation takes
on a useful form. In a similar manner we find the explicit form of the radiation dipole
and acoustic oscillations in the slow decoupling era:

acoustic source: §T(k,n) ~ 184(0,k)(1 + 3R) cos(keym) + (1 + R)@4(0, k),
Doppler source: 71(k,n) =~ ®4(0,k)(1 + 3R)c, sin(kesn). (5.191)

Weak-coupling for the small scale solution

Here we briefly consider the ISW effect in connection with the weak-coupling approxima-
tion. The idea is that the anisotropies fall with £ more rapidly than a simple projection
would imply. What one has in mind is the situation where the anisotropy contributes
across many wavelengths of the fluctuation allowing cancellations on small scales; the
secondary sources, in particular the term (®'4 — @), varies slowly on small scales [84].
Specifically we consider the situation where

o ~(k/kp)? : ! . Tl o s

, dnVe™ 0T {(8y — Oy)} je(kAn) = 4] 557 (P4 — @) (An)D(k,mo) , (5.192)
where we used [5° je(kAn)dn = [/7/2k|[T((€ + 1)/2)/T((£ + 2)/2)]. The weak-coupling
solution is implied by the assumption that:

(O = Ba) < k(Py —Dy) . (5.193)

This is nothing more than a useful approximation allowing the direct construction of
analytic solutions. Some care should be taken when using the weak-coupling approxima-
tion and trying to estimate the early-ISW (the free-streaming analogue of the acoustic
driving effect) and late-ISW (due to non-vanishing curvature or cosmological constant,
which will dominate the expansion rate at latter time) effects. Ideally one should eval-
uate the slowly-varying function, which has been taken out of the integral, at the ¢-th
peak; ng = 9 — (£ + %)/k, rather than at An, = ny — ..

In the case of the early-ISW effect, since it satisfies neither the tight-coupling nor
weak-coupling criteria, our approximations schemes here are not entirely appropriate; the
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decay time and wavelength are comparable [82, 83, 84]. However we can use the weak-
coupling approximation in the case of the late-ISW effect because cancellation effects
lead to damping on small scales. The temperature perturbation decays, and hence the
potential decays on the order of the expansion time near the end of the matter dominated
era. The photons will free-stream across many wavelengths of the perturbations below
the Hubble horizon, leading to cancellation and damping effects.

The important point about the late-ISW effect is that there will be an imprint due
to the exit from the matter dominated era into a A- or curvature-dominated one. In the
context of the equations here, we can consider A-dominated effects by investigating the
evolution equations for the potentials in a A-dominated case.

In this case the effective expansion changes, given here for late-times (well after
matter-radiation equality) by:

H? = a7 3QgHE + %A (5.194)

for the g + Q4 = +1 model. This has been dealt with in depth in the literature {see for
example [84, 83]).

The mode coeflicients

The angular correlation functions, measured here and now (x?}), can then be computed
using the the mode coefficients from chapter 1 [66]:

_2_ B ®dk, 3 2
Co= e, Bkl (5.195)

The final step is to construct the temperature anisotropy solutions in terms of the matter
power spectra. We discuss this in the next section. At linear order, there is no important
difference in our solutions from those found in the canonical treatment [82, 83], however
the advantage is that we can easily relate our formulation of the temperature anisotropies
to the mean-squares of the multipoles (74,) and hence to the mean-square of general-
ized temperature anisotropies, (I14,) {120]. This was not attainable in the canonical

treatment.

The multipole coefficients

The mean-square of the multipole moments are related to the almost-FL mode coefficients
by (from chapter 1)

1
<TA£TA£> ~ %Eﬁg/kzdklrg(k, )%, (5.196)
giving the angular correlation function (see chapter 1 [66]):
Ce = Ag(20+1)7F {7a,74) . (5.197)

This relates the matter fluctuation amplitude at last scattering to the present day via the
Newtonian like potential, which in turn may be related to the matter power spectrum
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directly. A plethora of numerical studies of Doppler peak features exist in the gauge

invariant literature (see for example [87, 80] and [168}).
We will now summarize the standard picture of acoustic peak characteristics before

discussing the matter power spectrum.

5.7.2 Some “Acoustic peak” characteristics

The key features of the standard model of CBR primary sourced Doppler peaks are listed
below [82, 83, 84, 85, 190, 93]. The standard model of acoustic peak formation has been

given in its analytic form above.
1. The j — th peak positions (as given in the flat adiabatic case) is given by

Ta
Ts

JT (5.198)

£ = kjlre(n)| =

where rg is the comoving angular diameter and 7, is the sound-horizon near de-
coupling. Notice that j,{(kAn) peaks near £ ~ kAn, where free-streaming projects
this physical scale onto the angular scale 8An on the current sky. The first peak
is dependent on the driving force, which is model independent. It provides a way
of fixing the angular size distance, when using the linear-FRW assumptions. The
adiabatic CDM model makes the prediction that the position of the primary peak
is at £ ~ 1/(220/T%) [82, 83].

2. The acoustic relative peak spacings are given by

kiyy—kj=ka= Ti = Al ~Els=karg. (6.199)
8
The peak spacing is fixed by the natural frequency of the oscillator: w = ke,
which is independent of the driving force. The factor ¢, is the photon-baryon
sound speed. The adiabatic models make the prediction that the ratio of peaks
spacing is as 1:2:3:4, while the isocurvature models predict the ratios to be as
1:3:5:7 [82, 83].

3. The peak ratios arise from the angular power spectrum ratio Cj; = C;/Cy found
from Cy in terms of |7|? or (14,74¢).

4. The damping tail provides yet another angular size distance test of curvature [84]
via the damping scale kp. The peak spacings Af and the damping tail location
¢p depend only on the background quantities, they are robust to model changes,
assuming that secondary effects do not overwhelm the signal. The diffusion scale
near decoupling is the angular scale of the wavenumber kp ~ V&/An ~ Ja/Ana ~
An~!. Given that the damping tail of the acoustic oscillations takes on the form
e~/kp)’ kp can be found from (as derived previously):

1 1R +3f(1+R)
6. T (1+RZ

for no anisotropic stress {84, 94]. This can be used to find that the damping tail
location is €p = kprg.

3552 ry

(5.200)



CHAPTER 5. SCALAR ALMOST-FLRW UNIVERSES 109

5. The ratio of the damping tail position to the peak scale, £p /{4, is a good measure
of the number of peaks and gives an indication of the delay in recombination
independently of the area distance.

5.8 The matter power spectrum

In this section we relate the temperature anisotropies in the case of the Sachs-Wolfe effect
to the matter power spectrum, using the 1+3 CGI formalism. We now deal with basics
of the normalization of the CBR angular power spectrum to the matter power spectrum.

Up to this point everything we have derived has been found covariantly from
general relativity and from relativistic kinetic theory, however on small scales there is no
covariant analytic derivation of the transfer function, although it is well known for large
scales, so this is the only gap in our treatment 3.

The aim here is to try to predict the matter distribution today from the CBR
spectrum. From the CBR spectrum one finds the matter power spectrum (as fixed by
the CBR data today) from which the current distribution of matter is found (in terms
of o 3).

Briefly, in the literature there have been two methods for normalizing the CBR
data in relation to COBE: firstly the o(10%) normalization where the r.m.s temperature
fluctuation was averaged over a 10° FWHM beam, and secondly the Qpms—ps® nor-
malization which uses the best fitting amplitude for a n = 1 Harrison-Zel'dovich (HZ)
spectrum quoted for the quadrupole, (¢}). The first method had the advantage of being
a model independent way of fitting the data — it is observationally determined, however,
because of this it does not provide the most accurate normalization for a specific model
and care must be taken in order to properly deal with cosmic variance. The second
approach is model dependent and works well only for the HZ spectrum [45, 24].

Improved, more general normalization schemes have now been developed and there
currently seem to be two favoured ones, both having variations of the HZ spectrum in
mind. It is these two schemes we now briefly consider here. We emphasise the so-called
CDM-models with Qg = 1. These models have a baryon fraction Qpg, with the rest of the
matter being made up of massive Cold Dark Matter (CDM). Of these the most easily
dealt with is the so called standard-CDM model, where initial fluctuations are assumed
to have a Gaussian distribution and have adiabatic, scalar density fluctuations with a
HZ spectrum on large scales:

Plk)oc k™, n=1, Hy=>50km 'Mpc™', Qp=005. (5.201)

There are three other popular models: the ACDM model of Peebles, which is a version of
standard-CDM; the ICDM model (which is an isocurvature version of the ACDM model;
and lastly the ACMD model which is the large cosmological constant version of standard-
CDM. More recently Hu has introduce a Generalized Dark Matter model (GDM) [88].

3 There is still some hope that the almost FL Quasi-Newtonian models, will be useful in this regard
[180] providing us a covariant derivation of the Harrison-Zel'dovich spectrum.
SSQrms-f’S = 4—5,;02 and C?w -~ ,(+j,_,}02
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5.8.1 The Power Spectrum

The Power Spectrum P(k) is fully specified by a shape and normalization (see ap-
pendix D.8 for additional details and references). The normalization is fixed by the
amplitude of the temperature fluctuations in the CBR.

There are two normalization scales, large and small (see appendix D.8). On small
scales the normalization is expressed in terms of og, the ratio of the r.m.s mass fluctua-
tions to the galaxy number fluctuations - both averaged over randomly located spheres
of radius 8h~ 1Mpc, this is the variance of the density field in these spheres.

On large scales the power spectrum is found by fixing the shape function [44] which
is a measure of the horizon scale at matter radiation equality. We look at these now for
the case of a flat matter dommated almost-FL model (the open case is considered in
appendix D.9). :

In the 1+3 covariant and gauge invariant theory the emphasis is on the quantity
aDyInp,, = ab,, Q.. Hered,, = ad,, (0,k) and {4, (k,0)8, (K',0)) = (2r)*P(k)é(k—k') /k?
for |6, (k,0)> = P(k). It becomes preferable in the context here to use the variable A:
’;A(k t}) = 6, (k,£)1% . We will, however, be using the power spectrum for the gauge
invariant acceleration potential because the application in mind is the matter dominated
adiabatic one. In the general situation it is best to use ®; in the matter dominated
situation we can use that ®4 = —®y and write everything in terms of either &y or & 4.

The relationship between the power spectrum of the acceleration potential and the
power spectrum of the matter perturbation is :

|®4(k,0)]> = Py, (k), and |A(k,0)] = P(k), | (5.202)

where ﬁhese are then related to each other m the total frame via the constraints for the
electric part of the Weyl tensors (see the appendix) for the flat case :

2
Py, (k,0) = (gHgﬂgg) k4P (k). (5.203)
Here @ = —g@ A and as noted before (see appendix) :
(2o )k, ) & —(3HE0) " D()[k* @k, 0)]. (5.204)

and D = a =~ n? for a flat almost-FLRW dust model. We are also going to use that
ag = +1.

5.8.2 Relating the power spectrum to temperature anisotropies

‘We now combine the covariant and gauge invariant Sachs-Wolfe effect (due to potential
fluctuations) and the matter power spectrum to express the anisotropies in terms of the
matter power spectrum near decouplmg

3]t seems that models normalized to COBE which are fixed in hoth the amplitude at small scales and
by the shape predicted by standard-CMD, are inconsistent with observations [97, 24].

40A()'€)2 o %;’5.\4{&)'2 — %Akwﬂ
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Small scales

For small scales one can use the og normalization via (5.207)and P(k) = BT?(k)k"
(D.92) and the parametrized transfer function (D.94). This gives
k
Cy =~ %Hgng-ﬁ‘* %Bk“ﬁ(k)ﬁ(mm) . (5.211)
For example using the standard-CDM model with n = 1, h = 0.5, #p = 0.05 and
I' = 0.48 we can relate B and A to the scale of fluctuations near horizon crossing and

the quadrupole:
B = 27%A = (67%/°)(Q)/T¢ . (5.212)

To normalize to og we can choose gg ~ 1.3. This then allows us, in principle, to invert the
angular correlation function to find the matter power spectrum once the initial spectrum
is known.

We are however more concerned with normalizing the radiation angular correlation
function to CDM on horizon scales near decoupling. In this regard we once again begin
with the matter power spectrum (we set T'(k) = 1) and on using (5.208) for m = 1 we
find that:

1
200+1)°

1
CDM 1 5apT2
ciePM) = {gﬂgﬂé MB

(5.213)

Cy normalized to ACDM

Finally we normalize the angular correlation function Cp (found from 5.111) to the po-
tential fluctuations normalized to ACDM (5.213) above:

1
3

8

Dy = [Co/Ci7PM)] = {iﬂéaa%

-1
o ] 20+ 1)Cy . (5.214)

The angular correlation function Cj can be found from the primary (5.186) and secondary
(the integrated part of 5.111) source that make up the total: Cp = Cé‘p) + Cgs). This
then allows one to remove that part of the angular correlation function arising from the
standard Sachs-Wolfe potential fluctuations leaving a signal which is dominated by the
photon primary and secondary sourced physics. The convention is to use Dy rather than
Cy [93], so we have from (5.207 and 5.213) for the flat case:

ko 3\ fota In{k/ks)
)  (5.215)

dk o vy, . .
D=8+ 1)C; = [ GP Otk usivg P*(k) = (-
&
where k; is the normalization scale, @ gives the deviation from the power law, and n;
give the scalar power law index. The angular power per In? is {(£{¢ + 1)/47)Cy.



Chapter 6

Scalar Nonlinear corrections

The weakly nonlinear imprint of structure on the CMB: The prospects of re-
alistic non-perturbative relativistic effects being important in the study of temperature
anisotropies in the context of relativistic cosmology is outlined. Maartens-Gebbie-Ellis
have found, using qualitative arguments, that nonlinear terms dominate the small-scales
temperature anisotropies. These terms are not included in the canonical treatment as they
arise from the ezact equations. The two new small-scale non-perturbative corrections are
(from chapter 2):

binL m —lO, [fosrt 4 olersarhea) — (Alerden) — L A4grbA)] (6.1
5CNL = +O'TneOA£ [T{At"lv%‘> _{__ %?.Atavag] .

Here o weak nonlinear investigation of these effects are carried out with an emphasis on
Rees-Sciama like effects — the imprint of structure formation on the CMB. It is shown that
gravitational nonlinearity in the weak nonlinear extension of almost-FLRW temperature
anisotropies leads to cancellation on small-scales when threading in the Newtonian frame.
Generically this cancellation does not occur, it is unique to the shear free threading. In
the context of a flat almost-FLRW CDM model we provide a heuristic argument for
a non-perturbative small scale correction to the Rees-Sciama effect of not more than
AT/T ~ 1075 — 1075 near £ ~ 100 — 300. Weak nonlinearity cannot be ezpected to be
generically tgnorable.

6.1 Introduction

In the context of classical cosmology and CMB studies : Do we need to worry about
nonlinear effects 7 Popular wisdom tells us, No. Is the almost-FLRW geometry really
good enough on all observable cosmological scales 7 apparently, Yes. However the
evidence supporting both these statements, although being plausible and self-consistent,
is not only slim, but circumstantial; essentially it is an extension of the COBE-Copernican
theorem (See chapter 4).

The emphasis here is not on trying to overthrow the use of almost-FLRW models
but on trying to extend the usual treatment of temperature anisotropies away from
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analysis of self-consistent linear-FRW cosmologies (and their associated free parameters)
towards comparative studies between realistic alternative cosmologies and sources of
anisotropies. This would go a long way towards providing more convincing support,
using relativistic cosmology, for the high-precision linear-FRW programme that much
of the community is pursuing. In fact, we find a weakly nonlinear signature that could
discriminate between the use of almost-FLRW and more generic nonlinear geometries.

Using a non-perturbative scheme [120] to construct small-scale corrections to tem-
perature anisotropy calculations one could be able to (i) calculate angular correlation
functions for a much broader range of relativistic cosmologies with ease, (ii) verify the
stability of the almost-FLRW models, (iii} provide a scheme within which to investigate
the implications of nonlinear gravitational phenomena and the implications for the CMB.

It should be noted that when doing higher order perturbation theory about a
particular background, the very existence of the background and its use have secured two
issues: (i) the existence of the necessary averaging procedure, (ii} the convergence of the
perturbation theory itself. Without these latter two points, talking about a background,
or even closeness to a background, is meaningless. It should then not be unexpected to
find the second order corrections to a particular background to be small. Furthermore,
one may conjecture that for any convergent perturbative analysis about a high symmetry
background the back-reaction will of course be small as will higher order corrections - as
the analysis itself has the a-priori assumption of (i) and (ii). At best this means that one
can only test the self-consistency of perturbations about the background - discriminate
between small (consistent) and large (inconsistent) backreactions (say) as opposed to
realistic nonlinear corrections.

However, in many situations where fluctuations in the system are large or nonlin-
ear, where fluctuations are distinguished as spontaneous deviations in a system due to
the large number of interacting entities, one cannot find a unique average background.
One may end up, by construction, with an average that is self consistent with the systems
observables; so giving quantitative meaning to the importance of fluctuations relative to
the average, the variance, and the degree of correlation between various spatial regions,
the covariance. However, the uniqueness and physical relevance of such a construction
can be questionable, multiple means exist in many physical situations, and the situation
where the variance is of the same order of magnitude as a given mean is also possible
in nonlinear systems. One way of ensuring the validity of the use of linear models, at
least in the cosmological setting we have in mind here, is to look for and isolate specific
dominant nonlinear effects on specific scales, to add these on as corrections to the linear
theory, and to then look for these effects in the observations. This would then give a
clearer view of how and why the linear models seem to work so well and anticipate and
correct for nonlinear effects that are ubiquitous to general relativity, while still retaining
the advantages and physical sophistication possible within the linear theory.

Thus we are attempting to isolate feasible relativistic cosmological sources of
anisotropy that are due to the nonlinear nature of general relativity, features that can
be embedded within the self-consistent linear-FRW subclass ~ or alternatively carry out
direct calculations of exact anisotropies.

The key issue that are dealt with here is that the 143 Lagrangian threading
formalism gives generic equations for general temperature anisotropies. It has been
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found, using qualitative arguments, that nonlinear terms dominate on small-scales. These
terms are not included in the canonical treatment as they arise from the exact equations.
In addition the 143 Lagrangian approach, in as much as one reduces the exact theory
down to recover the perturbative one, is not plagued by the necessity of constructing
higher order gauge invariant variables when using the Stewart-Walker lemma.

An outline of the results in this chapter is now given: in the main section we
calculate the gravitational corrections induced via the weakly nonlinear corrections using
the almost-FLRW formulation of the Rees-Sciama (RS} effect over an Einstein-de Sitter
background (EdS). Section 6.5 is divided into four subsections. The first introduces
the gravitational corrections in terms of the 1+3 mode functions defined in [66], and
explicitly constructs the Fourier coefficients for the situation of aligned wavenumbers
this simplifies the mode-mode coupling considerably. In this section the correction is
written in terms of a conformal time integration from last scattering until now. It is
constructed in a manifestly covariant and gauge invariant form for scalar perturbations.
In section 6.5.1, we calculate the effect in the Newtonian frame (see [120, 67])! - the effect
is shown to be suppressed. The third subsection, section 6.5.2, gives the calculation in
the total frame (see [120, 67]). The effect is shown to be non-trivial in the total frame.
The fourth subsection, section 6.5.3, then attempts to approximate the resulting angular
correlation function for the total frame effect. This is done by reducing it to a form that
is similar to the Rees-Sciama calculation given in section 6.4.1. This then allows me to
compare the nonlinear correction to the Rees-Sciama one. A brief outline of the specific
effects and the reasoning behind them is now given in the form of a set of back-of-the-
envelope arguments.

From an order of magnitude argument using the COBE-Copernican limits [167] in
the exact anisotropy equations [120] or Eq. {6.6) one can approximate the weakly nonlin-
ear correction by finding the order of magnitude of the induced temperature anisotropy
multipole, 74,: O(74,) ~ €0((0a/O)I14,). Here we have ignored the acceleration by
assuming CDM domination, and have used the usual assumption that [74,| < ©Olra,|;
these are consistent with the almost-EGS approach [117] (see chapter 4). Three results
follow.

~ First, using 74, ~ 107>, for almost-FLRW sources (using (54/0) ~ 107%) [167]
and that the lower bound on II4, is that on 714, we find that almost-FLRW sourced
nonlinear corrections would only dominate the anisotropies at £ ~ O{|oq,/©|™1) ~ 104,
long since diffusion damping and system noise have dominated the signal.

Second, if there are nonlinear sources of shear {due to structure evolution or for-
mation), even at only 10~2 (of the order of the local dipole), one can expect an effect
near ¢ ~ 1000. If the nonlinear effects are an order of magnitude larger, then one expects
a noticable effect around ¢ ~ 100.

An important point here is then that we have entirely ignored feedback of the
anisotropy source into the correction terms, there could be an accumulation effect.

Third, we attempt to take the feedback into account by modeling the situation as
N repeated sources along the line of sight, an accumulated effect : O(I14,) ~ VNO(74,).
One then finds that £ ~ (1/V/N) x 104,

Although this line of argument leads to an unreasonably low value of £, even for

'The 1+3 covariant and gauge invariant equivalent of the Newtonian Gauge
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a moderate number of iterations {or sources along line of sight), one gets a feeling for
the situation — the universe needs to be very special for there to be no nonlinear effect.
We have excluded the effect of dissipation via mode-mode coupling, which would smooth
the effect and could also push £ up to higher values, as will any inherent cancellation
effect — as found in the Newtonian frame. However, in general, it seems that one should
still expect an observable effect. It is for this reason that I investigate the gravitational
effects in more depth in this section.

Perhaps the point is best seen as two fold: first, nonlinear sources of shear (or
&) would result in a moderately amplified correction apparently not accounted for
in the canonical treatment because of its, by construction, linearity, second, nonlinear
feedback (or, if that does not do the trick, accumulated sources) could have an even more
noticeable effect.

The general attitude towards the importance of nonlinearity in both observational
cosmology and CMB studies can be understood in the context of popular lore surrounding
the Rees-Sciama effect (see for example [127, 128]).

The two points that are usually made with regards to the Rees-Sciama effect are:
first, that numerical simulations {where nonlinear effects dominate the linear effects only
above ¢ > 5000, so that the effects are a problem near to a sensitivity of 1077) corroborate
the scaling arguments and second, that the scaling arguments indicate that the effects
are ignorable: that the effect suffers cancellation as (kdn)~! for dn being the time-scale
of change in the potential [80]. The idea is that the Poisson equation relates potentials
to densities as (kn)~* while the volume from the mode coupling introduces terms like k3
meaning that the effect scales as k% P(k) — which is ignorable, particularly when compared
with the dominant Vishniac corrections (which cannot be ignored).

The novelty of using the Rees-Sciama effect as the source of nonlinear gravitational
effects is that the peak in the nonlinear correction seems to be near to the peak in the
radiation transfer function, ¢ ~ k(no — 7,), somewhere near ¢ = 100 — 300 [154]. The
additional £ scaling from the nonlinear correction then introduces an additional k? scaling
in the angular correlation function. It is for this reason that the scalar gravitational
correction will be investigated here in substantially more depth, using the Rees-Sciama
corrections as the source term. It does not seem unreasonable to suspect that it could
dominate the acoustic effect.

The additional linear scaling in ¢ ([120] and Eq. (6.6)) may cause the scaling
argument to fail, nonlinear effects could become important well before £ > 5000. It is
the latter point that needs to be properly understood, especially given that this scaling
does not seem to arise in the perturbative analysis; it appears as a non-perturbative
feature of the exact small scale treatment.

In addition, many established treatments carry out the analysis in the linear gauges
which set the shear to zero : such as the longitudinal, Newtonian or conformal Newtonian
choices [150, 127], which have no nonlinear corrections of the form discussed here - this
will be shown here in detail.

A second-order EdS extension of Pine-Carrol [150] was carried out by Mollerach
and Matarrese [135] using the Poisson gauge, which gives the appropriate Newtonian
extension at higher order; it requires that D%G,, = 0, somewhat less restrictive than
Gap =~ 0, it is however a perturbative analysis and so will not uncover the corrections
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discussed here. The main problem with a strict perturbation theory approach is the need
to maintain gauge invariance at each order [21, 130]. In addition the strict perturbative
approach is a computational tour de force, even in the case of investigating “mildly
nonlinear effects”.

The points that are being made here are: (1) that when calculating the influence
of nonlinearity on temperature anisotropies using a Newtonian gauge choice within the
linear theory context one should view the results of such calculations with suspicion. This
is because: (i) the gauge is inconsistent at higher order [180], and (ii), suppresses the
mode-mode coupling artificially — the cancellation should not be a surprise. (2) When
using a higher order perturbation theory, one should not expect to find these effects
either; the effects discussed here are not of a perturbative nature.

Although these arguments may seem esoteric, the point at hand is understanding
the stability and validity of the use of the almost-FLRW models on all observation-
ally interesting scales to see whether or not specific features in the observations can be
explained using non-almost-FLRW corrections and addressing the question of whether
non-almost-FLRW corrections need to considered when interpreting the anisotropies.
From the perspective put forward here, this is still an open question, given the nature of
the construction of the canonical linear-FRW programme.

The situation may become even more complex if one has to worry about a signifi-
cant gravitational wave (GW) background (or other large scale effects).

A similar set of arguments can be made with regards to lensing effects. The idea
that the only lensing effects that need to be considered are those due to weak lensing,
which will smooth the acoustic peaks at a few percent, is widely accepted [80]. Not
only should one be more careful about the effects of almost-FLRW caustic and cusp
formation leading to the possibility of strong lensing effects particularly if there are non
almost-FLRW deviations on small scales, but the weak lensing argument is used in a self-
referential manner based on the idea that nonlinearity and deviations from linear-FRW
are ignorable.

There are essentially five independent but related issues that we wish to make
headway on:

‘o Is the almost-FLRW geometry (|Egp| < €©, |Hyy| < €©), applicable on all observa-
tionally meaningful scales? « '

o Is the almost-FLRW kinematics (|[Vyue — H| < €© for ¢ small) applicable on all
meaningful scales?

e Can the observed temperature anisotropies be explained by non-almost-FLRW
sources? Should one be worried about nonlinear gravitational effects? How can
one realistically attack the problem of excluding non-almost-FLRW sources when
most of the studies exclude them by construction? V

e Is weak nonlinearity important to almost-FLRW based studies of the implications
of temperature anisotropies?

e If the universes geometry and kinematics can be well modeled by the almost-FLRW
cosmologies — at least in the context of cosmology and CMB studies, what keeps it



CHAPTER 6. SCALAR NONLINEAR CORRECTIONS 118

that way? The conditions that must be satisfied for it to remain close to almost-
FLRW are those given by the set of almost-EGS assumptions — when do these fail,
can they fail in a reasonable cosmology, are there any conditions or constraints
missing?

These issues are discussed below and some methods of attack are outlined.

The scattering correction is not dealt with here, beyond being posed. One may
expect cancellation of the aligned effect. One would then expect the dominant correction
to arise as a nonlinear Ostriker-Vishniac-like effect. That is, one would need to consider
the transverse effect within the coupling between the anisotropies and the baryon relative
velocities — this is not carried out here. The sources are cast into the canonical formalism
in the final appendix of the thesis.

In brief, we attempt to show the weak nonlinearity in the temperature anisotropies
cancels out in the Newtonian frame : the frame is stable to mild nonlinearity. It is shown
that there is a small but non-negligible effect in the generic threading frame which peaks
near to the peak in the Rees-Sciama effect — which just happens to be near the acoustic
peak.

What needs to be emphasized here is that, although the main result of this thesis
is the construction of the exact MDE's (see chapter 2}, the aim has been to demonstrate
that small scale nonlinear effects due to the imprint of structure evolution and dynamics
seem to have been excluded, by construction, in the canonical linear-FRW approach.
In this regards, this chapter provides the first tentative attempts at understanding the
quantitative implications of these corrections in the language of the canomcal treatments
— as opposed to the qualitative demonstration of the chapter 2.

6.2 Stability to inhomogeneity

Why should the time derivatives and spatial gradients of the dynamicel and kinematic
guantities be small? Within this is the additional problem that one can in principle have
nonlinear matter evolution (dynamics) without breaking the linearity of the geometry.
The real issue is instability against inhomogeneity within a generic relativistic cosmology.
~ The coupling between inhomogeneity and anisotropies is subtle. For example in
the Bianchi VII; models one could think of the solution as a frozen or standing gravity
wave, a slight inhomogeneous fluctuation will unfreeze it — leading to rapid growth of
propagating GW inhomogeneity. Inhomogeneity is generic to our universe; even if it is
small, it is still there, and so needs to be taken into account. The almost-EGS assump-
tions (hence the COBE-Copernican result) seem to be the minimal set that has both
sufficient complexity to be an interesting cosmology as well as sufficiently constrained to
fit the data sets.
It is unreasonably artificial to exclude the feed-back from inhomogeneity, into the
EFE - this is, by far, stricter than the assumptions underlying the COBE-Copernican
approach, which allows for both inhomogeneity and anisotropy. Although these must
be small, one has the additional freedom of using nonlinear solutions from other exact
geometries as ansatz solutions and checking stability as well as self-consistency. Exclud-
ing inhomogeneity e priori is very unnatural and special — and at best, such models,
may provide interesting alternative backgrounds and provide the basis for more realistic



CHAPTER 6. SCALAR NONLINEAR CORRECTIONS 119

cosmologies, e.g. , almost-Bianchi I or almost-FLRW. It is for this reason that I regard
the use of Bianchi VII, as discussed in chapter 4, as very artificial — they are simply not
realistic models on cosmological scales.

6.3 Weakly nonlinear almost-FLRW

We now define the weakly nonlinear formulation of the equations describing temperature
anisotropies.

The exact equations for the total brightness temperature anisotropies were found
in chapter 2 (2.73) by Maartens-Gebbie-Ellis [120, 51, 58] along with their reduction to
the almost-FLRW case (2.85-2.88) about the FLRW background (see section 2.2). The
almost-FLRW model is expressed in terms of the 143 covariant and gauge invariant
perturbation theory. The temperature anisotropies are defined in terms of the covari-
ant total direction brightness temperature and the bolometric average in the almost-
FLRW universe : T(z,e) = T(z)(1 + 7(z,¢e)) [120, 67]. The almost-FLRW temperature
anisotropies for generic-£ {in particular £ > 2) (see Eq. 5.185) were the focus of chapter
5 while the implication of the observational constraints on the dipole, quadrupole and
octopole were the focus of chapter 4 (see section 4.4 - Eq. 4.26 - 4.28) — where the
theoretical foundations of the use of the post-decoupling CDM dominated almost-FLRW
models was established, and hence the plausibility of the use of almost-FLRW models
on large scales.

The notation used here follows [50, 120] as in the previous chapter. In summary
the temperature anisotropy 7{z, e) has been expanded in terms of a multipole expansion,
T = ¥,74,0% with 04 = e{42) forming a PSTF basis [66], while the equations are
expressed in terms of the 1+ 3 threading variables derived with respect to a preferred u®-
frame [50, 51]: Vyu, = +%}la§@+0’ab+€a§cwc — Ay, defining the expansion: D%, = ©,
the shear: D upy = 0gp, the vorticity vector: w, = —%eabcDbuc and the acceleration:
Ay = g = u*Vyu,. The dot is indicative of comoving time with respect to the u® frame,
while a prime, /, will be used to denote conformal time. The spatially projected covariant
derivative is denoted: h®V, = D®.

Here u%u, = —1, and the direction vectors e® are defined such that e®e, = -1
and e®u, = 0: the momentum is given by p® = Eu® + Ae® such that E2 = m? + )2, We
refer the reader to references [78, 50, 120, 51] and chapter 2 for further details on the
formalism.

The weakly non-linear equation for the brightness temperature anisotropy is:

7+ e"Dar & B+ Clr]+ < (67)5, + (67)y, +6Cy, ¢ - (6.2)

almost—FLRW weakly nonlinear terms

This defines the weakly nonlinear theory. The respective terms used in equation (6.2)
are: the linear order coupling between the anisotropies and the field equations, the linear
order Thompson scattering correction, the Ostriker-Vishniac (OV) correction, and the
dominant non-linear (NL) corrections :

B(z,e) ~ —iD%,+ (DoInT + Ag)e® + aapeel, (6.3)
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Clrl(z,e) = “oTne(fle“vf-i-fge“ebTab—'r), (6.4)
6oy = _UrnepabDaP@ba (6.5)

8y, = —~€04, [%gbcq-bca‘ie + glotor-1pA-2)

—(Aleerhe) - LAyrbAe) + by leerdere)] (6.6)

6C,, = +oyn,04, [T{A5"1v§> + %?‘Aiavf} . (6.7)

The important point here is that, as was shown in chapter 2, the dominant non-linear
contribution to the temperature anisotropies at high-£ will arise from term (6.6) above; if
gravitational non-linearity between decoupling and now significantly alters the small scale
angular correlations the dominant contribution will arise from this term. By considering
this term in isolation, that is, outside of the context of the exact equations and within the
context of corrections to the almost-FLRW theory, we are trying to put bounds on the
possible effects that this term may have on the small scale angular correlation functions
and hence on the acoustic peak. One notices that for almost-constant coupling one may
expect to find an effect that increases linearly in £. Furthermore, these equations are
valid for the so-called scalar, vector and tensor perturbation split — at least at linear
order where such a split is meaningful in the almost-FLRW theory.

The scattering term includes two weighting factors which are used to deal with the
anisotropic scattering correction and the polarization correction, this has been discussed
in detail elsewhere [82, 83, 94, 67].

The third and fifth terms are respectively the OV correction and an additional non-
linear scattering correction ~ these are probably the most important outstanding issues
from the perspective of the covariant and gauge invariant theory. The OV contribution 2
represents additional variations in the baryon streaming velocities, induced by gradients
in the matter energy flux that generate flows perpendicular to the line of sight e®. These
will not be investigated any further in this thesis.

A last comment on other outstanding effects is with regards to the kinetic-SZ effect,
this arises through e,v] in re-ionized re-scattering while the thermal-SZ effect arises from
including a electron-baryon pressure term. The kinetic effect is accumulative, and is due
to along-line-of-sight streaming velocity differences — this tends to cancel in much the
same manner as the baryon infall effect does during slow decoupling. These non-linear
scattering effects are important in order to fully understand the effects of patchy re-
ionization within the almost-FLRW models.

Here we are primarily interested in bettering the understanding of the gravitational
non-linear effects on the temperature anisotropies. We aim to attain two immediate goals:

“The energy flux in the Newtonian frame with respect to the total frame is : Dpds = Dyga — (Dop +
Dyplus. In the situation with dominate pressure-free dust one then has an additional scattering contri-
bution as :

2
57y (70) 2 — f (We™) {D° gy va) dn.
w1

Here, the divergence of the energy flux will vanish along the line of sight by cancellation due to falling in
and out of potential wells on small scales —~ however the transverse components of the quantities in the
brackets will not vanish generically.
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first, to demonstrate how this effect would arise as a correction to the standard gauge
invariant treatment following the work of Hu et al [82, 83] in the formalism of Bardeen
[6] and Wilson [194, 193], and second, to demonstrate how to implicitly calculate such
corrections analytically by finding the corrections to the mode coefficients of the temper-
ature anisotropies. Such a programme is necessary in order to calculate the non-linear
scattering corrections as the next step. We will investigate the scalar effect in the con-
formal Newtonian frame using weak-coupling [84] and high-£ approximation techniques,
all within the covariant and gauge invariant theory. These calculations represent new
effects that do not arise in the standard treatments.

An additional caveat here is that in the Newtonian frame, which is equivalent to
the Newtonian gauge choice used in the bulk of the literature following the Bardeen
formalism, any extension to second order must be treated with extreme care. Such a
threading is inconsistent beyond linear order [51]. We are relying on weak coupling and
sufficiently small velocity corrections in order to argue validity and hence consistency of
our treatment.

Ideally such a calculation should be carried out in a manifestly gauge invariant
manner (using the generic Lagrangian threading) or in frames that are known to be
consistent at higher order, such as the constant expansion frame or CDM frame: we do
this for a nonlinear Rees-Sciama imprint on the temperature anisotropies. With such
frame choices one then has the additional freedom to move away from weak non-linearity.

Before we can calculate the weakly nonlinear correction (with no nonlinear feed-
back) using the weak coupling approximation, that is the effect of terms of the form o,

®6T and @};2, we must review the ajmost-FLRW results.

6.4 The almost-FLRW aﬁisotropy sources

The calculation is intended to reproduce the results of Martinez-Gonzalez et ol [128] and
Seljak [154], where they use an ad-hoc nonlinear correction at second order in a pertur-
bation theory about Einstein-de Sitter (EdS). We now use the temperature anisotropy
results we have computed in chapter 5 (see 5.185).

As before the almost-FLRW primary source (5.186) (using matter domination to
get @4 = ~dy, mp is the conformal time now, and #* is that near last scattering):

55?;(’%37?0) —~ €\
(25 + 1) -~ [6T @H](k,ﬂ )Jf(k(??ﬂ - Th)) (68)
The almost-FLRW secondary source (5.188) is:

ﬁe'@%& ??0)

]
e 2 [ dnte @l etk = 7). (6.9)

Using weak-coupling and not specifying the end time (79 — 7n)the latter becomes

26+ 1 1 ‘
( - ),/;’_gg@;,(k,m)e—s, and me~ 7 — (204 1)/2k.  (6.10)

Tgwc(ka??) ~ —2
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To summarize the power spectrum definitions®, we recall that: P(k) = |A(k,n0)|?, for
- A = D(n)A(k,m0) and D(n) = (n?/n?), in addition® one has

SHEQA(, k) = —k* (a®@ (%, 0)). (6.11)
We are then able to write the primary and secondary sources as:
20+ 1 3 o (D, ny
)~ LD fom - Zagonk (22) Atk dlktn - n), 6.12)
/
vt~ ~ 2 Dogga, [T Lor (DY 5, "
Ty (ks f’?) -~ 5£ 3HOQO gk3 G(?}E) ( 3??0)' (6‘ )

We assume the standard Einstein-de-Sitter (EdS) results : D(n) = a(t)/ag from a/ay =
n? and that P(k,t) = P(k,0)D(t) along with the useful relation (0D./a.)? =~ Q!4
The intention here is to use the EdS growth factors but a nonlinear correction to A. As
pointed out before, we are modeling the effect of small-scale nonlinearity in the matter
density so as to recover the Rees-Sciama like corrections for the exact theory. In addition
one could include damping as &'/k to include cancellation and diffusion (see [84]).

We assume here that the dominate contribution will arise from the ISW terms via a
Rees-Sciama like correction, this will dominate the early-ISW, Sachs-Wolfe and acoustic
sourced primary effects, given that there was no nonlinearity near last scattering. Hence
we need only consider the secondary sourced effect.

6.4.1 The Rees-Sciama effect (RS)

In order to understand the nature of the non-perturbative corrections we need to under-
stand the Rees-Sciama effect. Here we reproduce the well known result. The Rees-Sciama
effect arises when the gravitational potential changes with time due to nonlinear evolu-
tion, typically of the matter; in models that are linear perturbations about Einstein de
Sitter, the potential does not change with conformal time, so making the Rees-Sciama
effect in these universes a nonlinear effect. When the time rate of change of the potential
is due to £ being far from unity, this would best be termed the ISW effect, being distinct
from the Rees-Sciama one. The Rees-Sciama effect is specific to the effect of nonlinear
matter evolution, via gravitational tidal forces, on photons. From the almost-FLRW
temperature anisotropies, using that ®g(k,n)’ = D'(k,n)®(k,70) ° and following [154]
but using the covariant and gauge invariant notation (6.10 and 6.9):

204+1) fw1 _
T35 (k,0) = —2~(~—5£—) T D' (k,ne)®u(k,m0), for kny > ¢. (6.14)
SNote that the definition using &, differs from that using A by k%
2
22 =% 5piy for, Plk) = ([6kdn ).

T dink

We will be using the dimensionless form; the vanance per Ink.

UDslnp, = p 'D°Ey &= D, Ian = +5A(k,7)Qe and Eup = DDy (®alz) — du(z)) =
+D{GD¢.)<I>,4(:C} = HiMo Ak, n) ~ ~k*®4(k,0).

5T his is nonlmear for the CDM dominate flat almost-FLEW models — where &5k, n) = &5k, 0) »
0. To understand the notation used here. The Rees-Sciama correction arises from (i) the term
Sylk,n) = Dk, n)®n(k,no), while the (ii) generic ISW effect arises from $5(k,0)Y which is written
as (D(m@u(k,0)/a(n))"
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This term is zero for kny < £. Now using the definition of the angular correlation function:

Cps = B /m k2dk|T8S (k,mo) |2 (6.15)
E T p2e+1)2 )y

we find the angular correlation function or the Rees-Sciama effect in terms of the power

spectrum of the potential:

o A [P 2 1 6.16
Cl NE(4ﬂ) A k*dk(D'(k,me)) P‘I’H(k)k‘;" (6.16)

The power spectrum of the time changing potential is defined as
Py (k,n) = (D'(k,n))* Pay (k) (6.17)

[154] so we find that (here we are using n¢ = g — £/k such that k = £/(no — #) for all
kno > £):

. |
Rees-Sciama: CJS % 5 (47)? f dk Py (k.m0 - L). (6.18)
£ o "

We can re-scale the integration variable from k to %, dk = [¢/(ny — 1)?](dn), and change
the integration limits (using that the integral is non-vanishing for k > £/ng) to write the
angular correlation function in terms of the area distance r = (o — 7):

crs ~aam? [T Yp, (4 6.19)
g (W) o 12 Q’H( /7',7]). (

This recovers the result of [154]. From [154] we have that

9 HZ?
Py = Zk—f(a’)QP(z)(k). (6.20)
This then give the linear Rees-Sciama effect. The nonlinear power spectrum is approxi-
mated from [128, 154] : Py, (k) o< k~4Pg)(k). The relationship between the second order

power spectrum and the linear one can be found from:
o0
Pay(k) x [ daP(k)P(1k — a) Dy (k, Ik — g) (6:21)

where D(y) is the second order growth factor, and P(k) = A(k/k} + k*)~*e=*2 for ky =
h/30Mpc, a = 8h~' Mpc such that for k < kg one has P(k) o k* and for a=} > k > ko
one finds P(k) o 1/k. In this latter region one finds then that Ppp)(k) o< k¥*P(k). With
the additional cancellation as (kén)~! one finds the usual result that the source scales
as k?P(k) in this region of interest — as pointed out in the introduction. Hence one
then finds, Py, (k) o k~2P(k), as the power spectrum of the time rate of change of the
potential in the region a™ > k > kg : leading to the usual scaling argument.

We can now investigate the nonlinear Rees-Sciama effect (NLRS) arising from the
non-perturbative small-scale corrections in the exact MDE equations (here nonlinear in
the MDE’s rather than in the sense of the second order theory breaking down for the
matter dynamics). In order to clarify our terminology, we will be using mildly nonlinear
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matter evolution (6.17), as in the construction (6.14) of the Rees-Sciama effect (6.18),
and the weakly nonlinear formulation of the temperature anisotropies (6.2) using the
non-perturbative small scale corrections (6.6) due to gravitational tidal forces; together
they will give a nonlinear Rees-Sciama effect. The key worry in this calculation is the
possibility of cancellation between the primary source feedback and the secondary source
feed back. This will be explicitly demonstrated in the Newtonian frame calculation.

6.5 Weakly nonlinear gravitational corrections

We use the usual scalar mode decomposition but now include a mode-mode coupling
between the wavenumber (assuming that the directions are all aligned along the line of
sight)8.

The non-linear correction multipole coefficient and the temperature anisotropy
multipole coefficient can be put into mode coefficient form:

srae =3 (6n)5Qf, and 4 =S 7fQ. (6.22)
ke ko

Using the Fourier convolution theorem, with a little algebra and integrating over the
solid angle, these, along with the mode form of the scalar potential [6?] using the PSTF
relations e,, , O4¢+! and an identity for the delta function, 8(2k) = 6(&), allow us to
write (6.6) as a mode coefficient for the correction in terms of those for the temperature
anisotropy and scalar potential sourced term.

We have four different cases arise in Eq. (6.6), using in addition that £ > 1 and
that e,0%4 = (£ + 1)/(2¢ + 1)04¢:

2
Aeae ~ Qe 12 [ % Ak B, (6:29
k2 k
A7on, ~ (4m) 5 Qe k) [ A (8 - K (624)
2
s ) ~ A Qu (e 2) [ o kymecah - K, (6.25)

59 (k) Teq2 (k" — KI).(6.26)

o o oy EHD)(E+2) [ Kdk
G‘b?'abAgw((iﬂ)QAt(z’k*)(2€+1)(2€+3)/ (2m)3

Our approximation scheme only holds for high-#, this then gives us:

oo L2

AwTay ~ mQu k) [ s dna (e — k), (627
oo L2

Aran, ~ (405Qa, 0K [ e AR (K ), (6.28

®We do not need to worry about the direction couphngs then (which is of course essential for the
Vishniac effect and the nonlinear scattering effect which would generate a non linear Vishaiac effect).
We therefore do not have terms as : § 3, (A(K*)M(k™® — k%) + A(k*® — k*) M (k%)).
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| oo ko) [ B ok - k) (6.29)
o{aga(_lTAg-g} ~ (4?7)@}“((5, *) ma -2 ] .

% k2dk .
o rpa, ~ (47)Qa,(z® ;ea) il @ )30{;% oo (k* — K|). (6.30)

We are dropping the vorticity from Eq. (6.6) as we are assuming matter domination for
which it becomes natural to treat vorticity effects as small. We then have the weakly
nonlinear correction on small scales as [120] (from Eq. 6.6 using Eqns. 6.27 ~ 6.30):

Iczdk

51‘-% ~ —(4m)lQa, (2 k“)/
x [olhtymea(k ~ bt) + f‘ga(k, Oresalk* - bl,0)

1 .
= Alk, ) (|67 ~ K|, 8) + 2 Ak, 1)7ep ([ — k|, 2) (6.31)

The question is how does this compare to the linear primary and secondary sources from
the canonical treatment. We are interested in finding the effect on scales : k£ > ky. The
above equations is valid for any u®-frame : we have not yet frame-fixed the theory. We
drop the mode functions:

k2dk
(@)

— ALk Oma(k® ~ Kl 8) + Ak, e (K m] . (6.32)

(k, t)?‘g+2(lk* - k], t)

%(5«-);3%#, B ~ —(4n)t /k -

ot re-a(i” ~4l,8) + 350

Finally, we can write this out in terms of the conformal time through : dt = ady, and
write the effect today in terms of a timelike integration (under the assumption that the
effects are secondary - as opposed to primary):

by (k) = —(m)e [ alnan [ T fokmdre-a( = k)

k%d
1 ko (27 )3
+ 1ok D7erak” = Bm) = A%k, mre-s (K° = bl, )+ 3G, m7esa (8 = Kl, )| 6.33)

There are two distinct effects that we wish to highlight, the first, is the result of mode-

mode coupling between the linear primary and linear secondary anisotropies (6.13) and
the linear shear and linear acceleration sources, this will most likely lead to a small

smoothing effect at high-£, and second, the effect of local nonlinear matter dynamics

coupling through into the anisotropies. It is this latter effect that we will emphasize

here, because it promises to be a dominant source of nonlinearity. The manner in which

we are going to try and find an upper bound on the effect of local nonlinearity in the

matter on the temperature anisotropies due to nonlinear couplings is to compute the

correction for the Rees-Sciama effect (6.18).
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6.5.1 Newtonian-frame correction

Given that much of the canonical literature is formulated in the Newtonian gauge, we
first carry out our treatment in the 1+3 Lagrangian threading equivalent of this for the
almost-FLRW universe; the Newtonian frame. We will show that on small-scales (at
high-£), in this restrictive frame, the effect cancels; one should not expect smoothing nor
any feedback effects in the small scale Newtonian frame. However, in the generic frame
no such cancellation can be expected. This latter point will be demonstrated by deriving
the aligned scalar-sourced shear correction in the total frame in section 6.5.2.

We now investigate the nonlinear Rees-Sciama effects (NLRS). Once again the
high-£ correction (from chapter 2), from (6.6) is:

(67)% = —¢ (%obc?{"""l + glotet-17Ae-2) . glaepAea) 4 %AbTM’ + wbébc‘:a‘TA"‘C))(ﬁ-M)

in the Newtonian frame (see chapter 5 where 4® = n® ~ u® + v® where D,npy = Gqp = 0
which if dominated by pressure free dust leads one to expect w® =~ (). First, equation
(6.34) can be written in terms of the acceleration alone [67], it can then be written, for
scalar perturbations, in terms of the Newtonian potential [67] :

574 0 (§<ae71‘*e~x> - %faﬁf*e} ~ ((D(“@A}T"“-l) - 5(Dy2 A)Tme) . (6.35)
Here we have used that : A(k) = —(|k%|/a)®4(k,n) for A ~ Da®4.

Expanding out the correction

We have changed from comoving time, (1), to conformal time, (7}, in (6.35). Invert the
resulting equation into an integral equation and now work in the conformal Newtonian
frame using the conformal time variable : df = adn. The integral inversion will only work
for weak nonlinearity as we have excluded the general feedback from the anisotropy into
the small-scale correction and back into the anisotropy:

o x:'?dk' L 1
7t )~ = [ [ T ) [rak — Km) = Jren(h - Kom)636)
It becomes convenient to rewrite this in terms of :

] 1

To(k*,n) = TF (k*, TSt m) = —L [ oy = . } .
(k) = T (K 0) + TE K ) = s a5 om) = gren (k5| (63)
where S and P denote the secondary and primary induced corrections. Essentially the
argument is that the time integration over Ty(k,n) cancels when using weak coupling,
that is for high-£ (small scales).

The Primary Sourced correction

Using the almost-FLRW integral solution [67] for the temperature anisotropies in the
mode coefficient formulation of the non-linear correction (6.36) and using (6.37):

Be)IEE o o k2dk
ey ok = [T [ @mp P2 Al TE (K, 7)6.38)
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TF(k*,n) ~ [6T + ® 4)(k* — k,7.) { (2¢- I)Jg_ll(lk* —KD _ %(28 * S)J’Zﬁik* —k I}J(§.3Q)

Notationally what is important to realize is that the Bessel functions have conformal time
arguments as 7 — 7 inside the time integration and the co-efficients inside the square
brackets are evaluated at n, while the ones outside at 1. The best way to think of this
is that the integral solution is integrated up to some arbitrary time parameter 7, this is
then convolved as in the integral above and integrated from 7, until now, .

Now, to get any further we will again use the weak-coupling approximation [84]
arguing that the variations in the temperature anisotropies are significantly more rapid
than those in potentials, this will allow us to reduce the potential term and remove the
conformal time integration down the worldline:

Be K Pirw — \/'i k .
(22+ 1) e dﬁk‘l’A(kaﬂ)Tz (k 377) ~ -+ 9 Ik* - kl [5T0 +®A](}k k!:”?*)

y [@A(k7 ek, (20— 1)B, 1 ki (284 3)Be (6.40)

Moy )= — - Qalk,n .
S (= R e KRN
We expect some cancellations to occur between the k* and —k* terms but before we can

deal with that we use that 8;/8¢-1 = £/(2€~1) and B¢/Be1 = (2¢+1)/(€+1) [66]. This
allows the following reduction :

(26+3)8 _ (20+3)(2+1) (20-18 ¢

- , and —— 0%~ 6.41
Bev/E+T) (6+1)2 Be/(E-1)  (€-1) (641

We now take the high-¢ approximation (large-k) again:
¢2e+3)/(€+ 1)} ~2vE, and &/(20+1)/e-1) ~ %\/Zz, (6.42)

to find that putting (6.41) into (6.40) and then using (6.42), upon collecting terms to
cancel factors of 1/4, we recover :

ﬁ,@ /Tm' Prrs ]. T k
@+1 )y dnk®a(k,n)T; (K%, n) =~ V2 =& (6.43)

x[To + a1 (a(k,nE %) - Balhk, 17"

Putting this back together (6.38 and 6.43) we then find (the additional ¢ in front of (6.39)
leads to the v/Z scaling below and the factor 2 cancels):

i N CT o S
20+1) R 2 Jko (272 [k* — K]

x[6Tp + @4] (0alk, 7 7%) ~ Balk,fi75)  (6.49)

First, for sufficiently high-£ (that is small scales) we could argue that the peaks of the
Bessel functions are sufficiently close that ny = 7¢41; one immediately notices that all
the relevant terms will cancel out in (6.44), we then find

3 fj 1)(&);?“-” (0, k) = 0. (6.45)
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So it would appear that in the weakly non-linear case there is no effect. The cancellation
has nothing to do with the damping factor, D(ng, k), which we can safely ignore here. We
have shown that that primary sourced effect cancels. We now show that the secondary
sourced effect cancels too. This is more important as this is how the Rees-Sciama effect

would arise in the Newtonian frame.

Secondary source correction

From (6.36)} the term of interest is:

Skt ) = Pl [k - 2k 6.46
Now from the ISW source anisotropy we have (6.13 and 6.10)
—20 41 [T [A(K*,m0) g
[T
D/D &
Siswin) = 3H3902‘ (3 - ‘(’1‘) . (6.48)
Putting (6.48) into (6.46) we find on using that B¢/fs-1 = % and that B¢/Be4q & 2 (for
£ 1):
* 20 By 7 A(K*,10) .
TP (k*,n) ~ - (@:52) 57 (W) Sisw (Mé_1)
1/ 2 B\ [m (A" m0) .
1 (@‘2@) 2 (—@3—) Ssw(mir) (6.49)
14 k*, I “ »
2 (k*:s?}e) \ 27 (stw ("??—H) - stw(ng—l)) . (6.50)
Now, using that ny) = ng41 = ng & n — £/k, we then find that:
TP (k*,m) =0, = (o))" ~0. (6.51)

Hence we have the result that acceleration sourced nonlinearity is at best small and in the
limit vanishes. This means that in the Newtonian frame there may be mild nonlinearity
(in the sense of second order perturbation theory) but there are no weakly nonlinear
effects due to the acceleration potential in the Newtonian frame - as arising from non-
perturbative small scale effects, which are the dominant gravitational effects on small
scales [120].

The important point is that this provides some indications that the effects of
weak nonlinearity are suppressed in the Newtonian frame; in some sense the Newtonian
frame calculation is stable to weakly nonlinear contamination making it an ideal first
approximation when trying to include additional non-perturbative source terms. To
contrast this consider the shear sourced effect (once again treating the case where the
wave-vectors are aligned along line of sight for simplicity}.

In the Newtonian frame one needs only include the linear Rees-Sciama effect (6.18)
which is known to be small [154]. In the CDM-frame (or any generic frame) one would
need to be more careful with the nonlinear Rees-Sciama corrections (NLRS).
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6.5.2 Total-frame correction

In the CDM dominated almost-EdS universe we have that A, = 0, one then needs to
only consider the nonlinear corrections due to the shear (given that the vorticity is small)
~ this is a nonlinear shear-sourced correction. Here we consider the nonlinear corrections
(6.34) due to the shear in the generic u®-frame (6.33):

(e ko) et [ af [ (’fd’“ o) [re-a( = D) + gemesa4” ~ kD) (650
a 1]

This will not generically vanish on small-scales: however in the case of sufficient mat-
ter domination one would expect the effect to be small at linear level. In the context
of an EdS background the ISW sourced effect will very small, because the effect of
(®g(k,n)/a) =~ (D/a)(D'/D — d'/a)®r(k,0) is vanishingly small — which sources the
ISW terms in the temperature anisotropy. We need to consider the nonlinear-ISW effect
- the Rees-Sciama effect.

The coupling between the primary sourced effect and the linear-FLRW shear could
be expected to, at best, lead to a smoothing of the acoustic peaks; this needs to be
checked in more depth. If we interpret the shear as sourced by nonlinear dynamics (which
leads to the Rees-Sciama effect — the imprint of nonlinear dynamics on the temperature
anisotropies) we can then isolate three possible effects :

1. The primary correction about the flat CDM background : due to the coupling
between the almost-FLRW shear (a term like (a'/a)® 4(k, 0)) to the primary sources
of anisotropies - the acoustic and Sachs—Wolfe effects. This may be important on
intermediate scales.

2. The primary nonlinear correction about a flat CDM background : due to the
coupling between the primary sources of temperature anisotropies and nonlinear
shear, induced by nonlinear small scale matter dynamics. This would be important
on small scales.

3. The secondary nonlinear correction (or Nonlinear Rees-Sciama effect) about

~ the flat CDM background : due to the coupling between the nonlinear-ISW effect
{Rees-Sciama effect) in the temperature anisotropies and the nonlinear corrections
to the shear (a term like (D' /a)® 4(k, 0)). This effect is expected to be the dominant
small scale correction — and is due to small scale nonlinearity in the matter dynamics
generating anisotropies which couple to the nonlinear shear.

We focus on this latter possibility with the idea of getting a feel for the form
of the angular correlation function due to this effect. The interest in the secondary
correction — a Nonlinear Rees-Sciama effect, lies in the realization that the peak in the
Rees-Sciama effect is between £ = 200 — 300; where one expects to find the peak in the
angular correlation function {apparently due to the projection of Doppler and acoustic
oscillations) [93]. We provide a simple argument demonstrating this contribution. Once
again this calculation should be viewed as the departure point towards more sophisticated
treatments — it does nothing more than demonstrate that further work is required.
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The almost-FLREW shear source

The shear, in the energy-frame (which coincides with the total-frame in the CDM dom-
inated case considered here), is given by [67] (see chapter 5 and appendix D.6.1):

1 .
i(p “+ p)"ab = (D{an)@H) + 3HD<an>(I’H — HD(an>(‘I’H + D4). (6.53)

In addition, for sufficient matter domination [67] ( A, = 0 and hence @y =~ —$4):
p(m0)0as = —2(a*D Dy @ xr). (6.54)

Now a2p(m0) = 3K Qom/Qom — 1 = 3a2HZ and p(n) = a~3p(no), which for scalar per-
turbations [66, 67] gives the mode coefficient for the shear” using a flat CDM dominated
model:

2

3 H2Q k2 ' E 52
=006k, ) Qas = (—a—gq’ff@ab) +3H (—§®HQ@) ~ ——Hex(k,0)Qu (6.55)

2 o

we then find, on using that &yx(k,n) = D(n,k)®g(k,n0) (Eq. D.67) and ®gy(k,no) =
&y (k,0) in the dust case, and changing to conformal time (dt = adn);

3 HEQ, k? D'
5otk =~ @u(k,m)- (6.56)

We have in mind &5 > H®py for dx(k,n) = D(n)®x(k,0): (small scale nonlinear
situation), where in the linear case D = a. this gives

gﬂgﬂoo(k,n) ~ ~k?* 2oy (k,0). (6.57)

Equation (6.57) gives the almost-FLRW shear in terms of the scalar potentials ® 4(k, 0) =~
~®y(k,0). However, more importantly it also shows how the nonlinear dynamics will
affect the shear in the 143 covariant and gauge invariant approach via the growth factor
D(k,n). Nonlinear source of &5 + H®py will give a weakly nonlinear shear effect.

An important point here is that we have used the shear in its total-frame formu-
lation (that natural to the Lagrangian threading), while the temperature anisotropies
have been found in the Newtonian frame (that given by an Eulerian threading in the
exact theory) — to understand why we can use these two together we recall (i) that Eg
is invariant under linear order frame boosts, (ii) 74(kn) is invariant to linear order for
£ > 1 (we have already got the source terms for the temperature perturbation, §7(k, ),
and the dipole 7 (k,n) from chapter 5 in the Newtonian frame). We can use the scalar
sourced anisotropies as found in the Newtonian frame (5.185) — we use the shear in the
total frame along, with the evolution equations for the other various dynamic quanti-
ties (the EFE are solved in the total frame, for scalar (chapter 5 and tensor [78]) and
solved these in terms of the scalar potentials (®4(k,n), @x(k,n)) and peculiar velocity

“(v{k,7n)) - which can then be substituted into the Newtonian frame solution. Of course

"Using Da®y = +585 (k,7)Qa and D(eDay®x = —55® 5 (k,7)Qus
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the dipole in the almost-FLRW Newtonian frame solution will not be that found in the
almost-FLRW total-frame solution — while it will be zero in the CMB-frame.

Notice that from the div-E equation, k*®y(k,0) ~ +3(D/a)HZQ0A(k,m0) (2p-
pendix D.6.1), now we have that A(k,n) ~ ad + @%6y, where in EdS only the sec-
ond order part contributes to the time changing potential, hence the growth factor

D ~ Dy (n) ~ a*(n) so

L D
G(k,??}N ~ a(??) &NL(kanO)a (658)

which is for sufficient matter domination on small scales.

Nonlinear RHees-Sciama effect

The nonlinear Rees-Sciama effect will take the form

ﬁg(éy)NLﬁs o kzdk NLR
(2e+£1)( 1M0) (2e+1(4’”£ / /Ic 351

Sy = ok, n) 51" - Kl,m) + SRS (k" - kl,n)] : (6-59)

with the linear Rees-Sciama source terms

2 1 D’

D,I

alk,n) =~ “E—A(k’%)z_Eﬂi’Q k@ (k, 0)— (6.60)
20+1

P ~ 22 R D e k0, vinze o)

where ng & 5 — (€ + 1)/k, as before. Substituting (6.60) and (6.61) into (6.59) we are
able to find:

Bo(d7)yrms _ 8x

. 7, _,
errn F™ * e ) (6.62)

o (27")3

1k —H) o~ [T a0 - gk (6.69

s

oo a2 2
[ o [ e — kD 1 - 4D

where we have used the high-£ assumption, which gives one the ratios of the §; coefficients:
- ~ %, and, Bf-;; ~4, VI3 1, (6.64)

and using that 72 ~ 7p42, we can show that :
Lk - k) ~16[L - 1 + 35| ~16 [ - bty ] (6.65)

We also used that the second order growth parameter is D(a) ~ a®(n) and for £ ~ k the
higher order terms will drop off faster under the k-space integration.
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6.5.3 Approximating the angular correlation function

In order to find the angular correlation function we first find the mean-square of the
correction to the temperature anisotropy.
We use that®

(@u(k® — k)@ (k)2u (K" — K)®u(K)) = (2m)°Pp,, (k* — k)P, (k)

y [é(fc* ~ k") 6(k - k) 5(k* — k") 8(k* —k — k)
k*z k2 k*2 ( k)z k4

(6.66)

to then find the mean-square of the correction to the temperature anisotropy due to the
nonlinear Rees-Sciama coupling between the local matter nonlinearities and the temper-
ature anisotropies. The basis of the argument used to construct the maximum mean
square contribution is that it will be near the peak in the radiation transfer function :
k ~ |k* — k| ~ £(no — n). This along with (D/)*F, = P,, shows

2

54’.’2 NLRS { L.# 2 8« [Tt

— _en i 87

L) I CUR Fr - T (6.67)
o . Kt

* /ko k dkP@}f (ka ??O)PQ"H (k - k’ ??2) k*QIk* - kl?

The correction to the angular correlation function due to the nonlinear Rees-Sciama terms
(6.67) is constructed from the definition of the angular correlation function [66, 67]:

2_AB
7 (204 1)2

Cpees / k*2dk* |75V (*, 10) 2. (6.68)
It is then found that the approximate maximum correction to the angular correlation
function is:

8&n

T 8k ~ tmo)
3HZ O,

e““rf /wdk* > K2dkPy (kyno)Py. (k" — k )[kzd(
A ko @, Vo) b, 1 T3¢ (tm0)?

We have approximated the time integral by using the assumption that the effect is most
prevalent near £ ~ k{(ng — ). We use that Py (k,n) =~ D'(k,n)Pg, (k). We have that :

CpLRs ~ (1672) [ } (6.69)

2
CgLRS ~ (167!‘2) [ e-n} f/kzdkpé}f (k;ﬁO)PQi,{ (k?';}o —-ffk) (6?0)

s
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Now we argue that we can approximate the result by arguing that £ ~ knp in the first
power spectrum and using that Pg: (k) o k~1P(k) (which excludes the cancellation of

(kén)~!) to give on small scales Py o k2. Then one finds that:

o0
CpIRS ~ ag(321r2)e"2""‘€/ dkPy (k.m0 — £/k). (6.71)
ko

8This arises from 8(k* — k'*) = H8(k — K')é(e® — €'®). Recall that (|&(k,0)8(',0))) =
(@m)3 B, (k)8(k® — k'°)
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Here ap = 24 [8?(/33390]2. We once again use that k =~ £(no — 5} and that r ~ (ng —n)
to then find that

%o d £
NLRS ., g2 2 U , (=
C} £4(32n )/0 2 Pq,”(r,?;). (6.72)

This can be readily compared to the Rees-Sciama calculation (where we ignore the damp-
ing):
CpLRs ~ Zszs; (6.73)

This is of course a gross approximation, however, it does go some distance to demonstrate
that if Cf*S dominates the angular correlation functions near £ ~ 5000 one can expect
the nonlinear Rees-Sciama effect to dominate on scales much larger than this.

1. If CFS gives AT, /T ~ 1077 —107° between ¢ ~ 100300 (where the Rees-Sciama
effect peaks [154]), one can naively expect, from (6.73) to find that AT, . /T ~
1075 — 10™* between £ ~ 100 — 300.

2. If we include damping and cancellation as &/k we then find : CJ'*S ~ ¢CFS. This
then gives ATy, o /T ~ 1075 — 105 between £ ~ 100 — 300. The latter is probably
more realistic. The keypoint is that it is not a negligible effect when using the
above approximation scheme,

The key point is that the primary peak height could be lifted by more than an
order of magnitude by effects that do not arise in the linear theory. This is one possible
explanation for the high peak values that current observations have found (see the ap-
pendix C). A similar result can be found from using an approximation scheme based on
the approach of Futamase [92] ~ this is not given here in as much as a similar conclusion
is found by much tedious algebra with little additional insight.

A weakness in the above approach is that the almost-FLRW anisotropies for high—
£ are found in the Newtonian frame, then boosted to the total frame. As 74, is invariant
under small frame boost the solutions are the same as those found in the Newtonian
frame. The relationship between the shear and the acceleration potentials, the potentials
and the matter perturbations and the peculiar velocities and the matter perturbations
are all found in the total frame. Such tricks are only consistent for small relative velocities
— at best this treatment is valid for mild nonlinearity.



Chapter 7

Summary and Loose Ends

Higher order formalisms and other nonlinear problems: The conclusions of var-
ious chapters are outlined. The use of the almost-FLRW models as a good description
of the imprint of structure and structure formation on the CMB is emphasised - both in
the linear and weakly nonlinear context. A brief overview of the literature for the higher-
order perturbative formalism is given - the nonlinear extension of the Bardeen theory.
The future direction of the use of the 1+8 Lagrangien threading formalism and the 1+8
covariant and gauge invariant perturbative reduction is given in the context of both the
tetrad-MDE and almost-Bianchi I approaches towards understanding the gravitational
wave effects.

7.1 Summary : chapter outlines

A broad outline of this work is given.

CHAPTER 1 Algebraic relations :

We have provided the 1-+3 Lagrangian threading formalism with the multipole
angular correlation function. Its definition is independent of geometric assumptions — it
does not require the use or existence of unique mode functions. The multipole angular
correlation function for small temperature anisotropies was reduced to the mode angu-
lar correlation functions applicable to almost-FLRW models (both in the open and flat
cases). This provides the link between the theoretical developments in chapter 2 and the
observations (see chapters 4 and 5). The Gaussian assumption underlies the development
of the multipole angular correlation function.

CHAPTER 2 Temperature Anisotropies :

We have used a covariant Lagrangian approach, in which all the relevant physical
and geometric quantities occur directly and transparently, as PSTF tensors measured
in the comoving rest space. There is no restriction on the deviation of geometric and
physical quantities from FLRW limiting values, so that arbitrary nonlinear behavior may
in principle be treated. We have derived the corresponding equations governing the gen-
eration and evolution of inhomogeneities and CMB anisotropies in nonlinear generality,
without a priori restrictions on spacetime geometry or specific assumptions about early-
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universe particle physics, structure formation history, etc. Thus we have developed a
useful approach to the analysis of local nonlinear effects in CMB anisotropies, with the
clarity and transparency arising from 143 covariance. The equations are readily lin-
earized in a gauge-invariant way, and then the methods of [66] may be used to expand
in scalar modes and regain well-known first-order results as in chapter 5 [67].

This approach allowed us to identify and qualitatively describe some of the key
local nonlinear effects. We calculated the nonlinear form of Thomson scattering mul-
tipoles (given the initial simplifying assumption of no polarization), revealing the new
effect of coupling between the baryonic bulk velocity and radiation brightness multipoles
of order £+ 1. We also found the nonlinear effects of relative velocities of particle species
on the dynamic quantities that source the gravitational field. These effects also operate
on the conservation equations, including evolution equations for the relative velocities of
baryonic and cold dark matter.

Nonlinear effects come together in the hierarchy of evolution equations for the radi-
ation dynamic (brightness) multipoles, which determine the CMB temperature anisotropies.
In addition to the nonlinear Thomson contribution, we identified nonlinear couplings of
the kinematic quantities to the multipoles of order £+ 2; £+ 1, and £. These quantities
themselves are governed by nonlinear evolution equations, which provide part of the link
between CMB anisotropies and inhomogeneities in the gravitational field and sources.
The link is also carried by the spatial gradient of radiation energy density (equivalently,
average radiation all-sky temperature), and the baryonic relative velocity. Furthermore,
there is internal up- and down-transmission of power within the multipole hierarchy,
supported by the kinematic couplings as well as by distortion and divergence derivatives
of the multipoles.

We have provided the tetrad equations that will form the basis of any realistic
kinetic theory investigation of temperature anisotropies in exact relativistic cosmologies.

We used our analysis of the radiation multipoles to identify new effects that oper-
ate at high . In particular, we showed that there is a nonlinear shear correction effect
on small angular scales, whose impact on the angular power spectrum was qualitatively
described. The quantitative analysis of this and other nonlinear effects will involve a
choice of coordinates in order to tackle the solution of partial differential equations. This
is a subject of further research (the scalar case was dealt with in chapter 6). We also
anticipate nonlinear shear effects due to couplings between gravitational tidal force in-
duced matter dynamics and gravitational waves at low-£.

CHAPTER 3 Sachs-Wolfe and Kinetic Theory:

In order to contrast the Sachs-Wolfe and Relativistic Kinetic theory both have
been used to derive equations for the temperature anisotropies, allowing a better under-
standing of the distinction between the null- and time-like integrations — crucial to the
formulation of the nonlinear (and exact) investigation of temperature anisotropies. The
missing component is the ab initic derivation of the area-distance from the null-geodesic
deviation equations — to provide the generic link between angular scales “here-and-now”
and spatial scales near decoupling.

A key feature of the Sachs-Wolfe approach in almost-FLRW models is the need to
only integrate up a single null geodesic. This gives the Sachs-Wolfe approach a computa-
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tional advantage over the timelike relativistic kinetic theory approach which integrates,
typically, Z~poles up a single matter worldline.

CHAPTER 4 COBE-Copernican limits :

The formal basis for the use of the CDM dominated almost-FLRW model is devel-
oped. The COBE-DMR limits on the quadrupole and octopole are used to motivate the
use of the almost-FLRW models. This motivation — essentially arising from the use of
the weak Copernican principle, is not only a check on the stability and self consistency
of the almost-FLRW universe, but provides the crucial CMB-based observational basis
for the use and development of the almost-FLRW models in the later chapters.

CHAPTER 5 Scalar almost-FLRW universes:

The Newtonian frame almost-FLRW temperature anisotropies are developed. They
describe the imprint of structure formation on the CMB - a scalar model describing grav-
itational tidal effects and the effect of this on the intermediate and small scale scale dy-
namics and kinematics of the matter and radiation within a CDM dominated cosmology.
This is needed so as to provide the basis for the weakly nonlinear corrections developed
in chapter 6. The total frame formulation of the matter dynamics and kinematics is
developed. The Newtonian frame formulation of the photon physics along with the total
frame formulation of the matter dynamics completely recovers the canonical formulation
(see [80]). The formulation of these results, in the 143 Lagrangian threading formalism,
is a critical component of the nonlinear extension (as used in chapters 2 and 6).

In this chapter we have carried out a covariant analytic timelike integration re-
producing the well known primary effects generating the “Acoustic Peaks” measured
here and now for CDM almost-FL universes with adiabatic scalar perturbations. We
have also demonstrated how, in the CGI formalism, the angular correlation functions are
constructed in terms of the matter power spectrum and normalized on large and small
scales for standard-CDM, given appropriate approximations for the transfer functions.

As pointed out initially, the aim of this chapter was to clarify the link between the
standard 3+1 gauge-invariant and 143 CGI treatments of CBR anisotropies, and provide
a strong basis from which to tackle non-linear and gravitational wave effects using CGI
methods. ‘

We have followed a strict time-like integration philosophy throughout chapters
1 and 2; so as to separate out the use of hidden homogeneity assumptions that make
the Sachs-Wolfe procedure seem plausible only for (i) test-field applications or (ii) in the
context of almost-FLRW universes. This has meant that we have not explicitly needed to
construct the angular diameter and area distance relations nor match the intersection of
the past null-cone with the surface of last scattering. Nor are we in principle restricted by
statistical assumptions about the perturbations; unless we wish to construct an angular
correlation function.

Some of the key outstanding issues are:

1. How does one deal with anisotropic scattering and anisotropic stresses before and
during decoupling within the covariant approach, specifically in such a manner that
consistency is maintained with general relativity, its covariant linearizations and
relativistic kinetic theory.
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2. The small anisotropy equations developed in chapter 2 with the application to
space-times with arbitrary anisotropy and inhomogeneity have yet to be properly
investigated; these become applicable when one ignores the Copernican principle
that underlies the almost-EGS theorem, which in turn provides the theoretical basis
for using almost-FL space-time dynamics. An investigation of their consequences
on the CBR may provide an alternative method of testing the Copernican principle
other than the Sunyeav-Zel’dovich effect or via the use of polarization maps.

3. There is a need to find a working non-Gaussian treatment from which one can
construct a generic characterization of observables here and now (other than the
angular power spectrum alone (see chapter 1) and, second, finding an ab initio
covariant analysis of transfer functions extending the post-Newtonian treatments
which use periodic boundary conditions.

4. An exact 143 Lagrangian formulation of the area distance and its reduction to
the almost-FLRW case has yet to reach maturity. This is the key to correctly
recovering the relationship between angular scales now and physical scales near
last scattering ~ beyond the almost-FLRW models which use FRW area distances
with weak lensing corrections (see [80, 81] and references therein).

CHAPTER 6 Scalar Nonlinear corrections:

Our results on noulinearity are by no means conclusive — they are a tentative de-
parture point, warning against having to. Much faith in the linear theory. First, we
have evidence that the Newtonian threading suppresses nonperturbative nonlinearity on
small scales. This along with the well known result that the Newtonian threading is
inconsistent beyond linear order are a strong indication that such treatments are gener-
ically inadequate for the study of relativistic cosmology unless an a priori assumption is
made; that the universe is close to almost-FLRW on all observationally relevant scales.
Although self-consistency of this assumption has been shown, such an approach is not
generic. The implication is that if one tries to calculate the weakly nonlinear imprint of
structure formation in the temperature anisotropies using the Newtonian frame form of
the anisotropies, no effect will be found beyond the Rees-Sciama effect (and in the case
of scattering ~ the Vishniac correction).

If this assumption is relaxed one discovers that there could be additional small-
scale effects that have been excluded, by definition, from the canonical treatments of
temperature anisotropies. One such small-scale effect, is the Rees-Sciama effect (we call
this the nonlinear Rees-Sciama effect to indicate that this requires a nonperturbative
small scale correction — here found in chapter 2). When included in the frame-work
of the nonperturbative small-scale corrections one is lead to the conclusion that the
contributions are of the same order of magnitude near the peak in the radiation transfer
functions as the anisotropies themselves; or at best an order of magnitude less. This
conclusion is not consistent with the canonical treatment - from which it is excluded by
construction. One is then lead to the question of whether or not the primary peak then
could be dominated by the imprint of nonlinear structure on small-scales ~ as opposed
to an acoustic sourced primary peak. The answer to this is unclear at this time. It is
certainly an interesting area for future work.
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Second, we have provided some evidence demonstrating that nonlinearity seems
to become problematic before the standard £ = 5000 limit, in the case of no feedback
between the temperature anisotropies and the nonlinearities, using an extension of the
effects of nonlinearity through a Rees-Sciama like correction — the scaling is different
from the canonical treatment inasmuch as an additional k scaling is introduced from the
exact treatment. It can be expected, when the feedback is included, that the effect will
be even more noticeable. There is probably a deep connection between the calculations
carried out in order to model active perturbations, and those needed to understand the
nonlinear effects due to gravity, as outlined here, which are also active. The connection
between the pathologies of the effects discussed in the active perturbation literature [126]
and those here need to be better understood.

7.2 Some comments on higher order formalisms

The generation of gravity waves by density perturbations at second order was considered
in Matarrese-Terranova 1996 [129], using a Lagrangian approach. Second-order pertur- -
bations applied to the CMB - using a Bardeen: like generalization of the longitudinal
and synchronous gauges, rather than a fluid-flow approach, is considered in Mollerach-
Matarrese [135]. The theory of second-order perturbations is given in Bruni-Matarrese-
Mollerach-Sonego [21]. This goes into the mathematical subtleties of gauge invariance,
and the use of Knight diffeomorphisms, which are needed in order to extend the Bardeen
gauge invariant metric approach. The Lagrangian approach does not have a higher order
gauge problem; gauge invariance here is based on the vanishing of higher order quanti-
ties in the background, in a manifestly covariant fashion, the so called ”second order”
gauge problem is only a pathology of the perturbed metric approach and not the 1+3 La-
grangian theory. The backreaction of super-Hubble Gravity Waves produced in inflation
has been considered by Abramo [3] following earlier work with Mukhanov-Brandenberger
[136].

7.3 Loose Ends : the gravitational-wave imprint

The 1+3 covariant and gauge invariant gravitational wave imprint in the CMB using the
Ehler-Ellis-Bruni approach as carried out by Maartens-Gebbie-Ellis needs to be com-
pleted. The almost-FLRW gravitational wave equations have been developed, see Hawk-
ing 1966 [78] in the vacuum case. Within the almost-FLRW theory, because there is
no mixing at linear order between the gravitational wave (trace-free transverse tensor)
part of the theory and the scalar part, and given that the electric and magnetic parts
of the \Zv’eyl tensor are invariant under small frame transformations (E,p = B, and
H,y = Hg), we can use the Newtonian frame formulation for the scalar almost-FLRW
part of the theory and retain the total frame formulation of the linear gravitational wave
part of the theory as given by Hawking 1966. In addition one needs to use the m-th
order mode functions Q7 = (-k/a)m‘fm Ames ’jm) for DA"Q"};‘m =0V n < mand
D?Qa,.) = —(k2/a®)Q(a,.): m = 2 for tensor perturbations. The almost-FLRW version
is well understood [80]. A version of this has also been formulated by Challinor using the
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original work of Hawking [78] and the total angular momentum techniques of the canon-
ical approach [82, 81, 93] it is a recovery of some canonical results which emphasizes
the astrophysical cosmology application to parameter fitting the almost-FLRW model.

However, the issue here is very different from those pursued by the canonical
and precision cosmology programmes. The almost-FLRW models are useful for the
understanding of the effect of local structures and structure formation on temperature
anisotropies — even in the weakly nonlinear situation (as shown in chapter 6). These
are essential local, or small scale (high-£), effects of nonlinear dynamics — the paradigm
being that of:

o weakly nonlinear dynamics and kinematics over a globally linear perturbed geome-
try.

One finds that the essential physics is that of understanding the scalar perturbations -
an ideal problem for the Newtonian frame (Hg, = 0 and Ey; is sourced by tidal effects
only). The global nonlinear effects cannot be tackled usefully in this approach — it is
small-scale by construction. However, given that the scalar-sourced anisotropies in the
CMB arise from local physics during and since decoupling, most likely after matter-
radiation equality, this approach is suitable for those times, particularly the Newtonian
and total-frame formulations of the linear and weakly nonlinear almost-FLRW universes.
This is not necessarily the case for gravitational waves. v

There is little reason to suspect that gravitational wave phenomena (encoded in
E,p and Hgp) need to be well described by almost-FLRW models — beyond the constraints
imposed via the COBE-Copernican limits of chapter 4. Thus an important test of the use
of almost-FLRW models (and the COBE-Copernican limits) is to understand the effect of
a globally nonlinear geometry on the local kinematics and dynamics. The imprint of this
is most likely to be important at low-£; one may expect to find an imprint of the coupling
between gravitational waves and tidal induced scalar perturbations in the form of set of
resonance peaks in the large scale angular power spectrum. The key move towards a
better theoretical understanding of this, and thus the question of the gravitational wave
imprint, is to understand the dust almost-Bianchi I cosmologies and their CMB imprint
— the paradigm being that of:

o weakly nonlinear geometry and kinematics but linearly perturbed dynamics.

Dunsby’s (unpublished) work on the dynamics of dust almost-Bianchi I is the key to this
endeavour. The important point is that there is coupling between the tidal gravitational
effects and the gravitational wave phenomena which is nontrivial ~ a feature not found
in almost-FLRW studies. As pointed out, almost-FLRW models are more suited to
studying structure formation, the evolution of structure and the imprint of this on the
CMB, on cosmological scales — loosely below the Jeans-scale at matter-radiation equality
and above the scale of gravitationally compact objects. Although Bianchi I models are
not generic, it would be a strong move forward in better understanding the gravitational
wave imprint.

The gravitational wave imprint near decoupling may become a key probe to very
early physics, given that it is sufficiently well understood theoretically — in particular
a direct probe of the era in which the gravity waves (which free-stream through the
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tight-coupled era) form to leave an imprint in the CMB (at only linear order in the
quadrupole) during the slow decoupling era, before radiation decoupling is complete.
The linear behaviour is well known [78]. The important point here is that in the linear-
FRW theory the gravitational radiation decays as at least a~! (the energy density decays
as radiation: ¢~%). Its imprint on the CMB would be very small. This would arise due
to an induced quadrupole via the shear of the matter congruences. The importance in
understanding the perturbed Bianchi models is precisely for this reason. The almost-
FLRW models may be ineffective at modeling the global geometry — which may (or may
not) be linear perturbed FRW. In addition one could expect non-almost-FLRW large
scale effects to mimic the pathologies of active perturbations (for a discussion of active
perturbations using the Hu-Sugiyama formalism see [126]).

The problem is twofold :(I) understanding weakly nonlinear gravitational wave
effects in order to have a suitable interesting and sophisticated cosmology that can be
interfaced with the knowledge of CMB effects due to structure formation (that with an
almost-FLRW geometry using the Newtonian frame formulation). This may be facilitated
by the study of almost-Bianchi models, such as those with either flat type I or VII
backgrounds (the background models need to be homogeneous to trivially ensure guage
invariance). (II}) Understanding exact cosmologies that are inherently nonlinear and
have interesting pathologies — the ON'T-tetrad-MDE approach is the key to this. In
. tandem (I) and (II} offer the possibility of better understanding the correct context for
the almost-FLRW models.

The view put forward here is as follows: first, treat the physics of the high-£
temperature anisotropies as well described by a mildly nonlinear almost-FLRW model,
second, investigate the relevance of almost-FLRW models on large scales by modeling
the low-£ anisotropy contributions by comparing it with a perturbation theory about ho-
mogeneous, but anisotropic, background models and exact homogeneous but anisotropic
models (as undertaken by Wainwright and coworkers). This approach, given by (I) and
(II) should be the key future areas of work in the 143 covariant and gauge invariant
approach to cosmological perturbations towards better understanding the implications
of the observed temperature anisotropies.

-FIN-

“To a theoretical physicist, there is no greater joy than to see this curious ac-
tivity we call calculation - the depositing of ink on paper, followed by throwing
away the paper and depositing new ink on more paper — actually tell us some-
thing about reality. ” - Alan Guth
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Appendix A

Algebraic relations

A.1 Spherical Harmonics

A.1.1 Basic relations

A Spherical Harmonic (SH) Y, (6, ¢) is related to an Associated Legendre Polynomial
(ALP) [172, 147],

Yfm = CfmeimqéPEm(COS 8)} (Al)
, [e-m)/2) | ,
= O(Hsing)" Y AM(cost)F Ym20.  (A2)
=0
Here,
2 +1)(¢ — m)! . (=1)7(2¢ — 2j)!
Cem am {1 m( Afm} p— .

O w0 2 - —m—ap A9

along with
yim = (~1ymyimlt v om <o, (A.4)

Now we can relate the SH, Y™, to the direction vettor product e,
Yo =yttt (6, ¢), (A.5)

where following [147] (from making the substitution e + ie? = e*sin6 and €3 = cos 6
into the above relation)

, . [(e—m)/2] i £-23
m .
Vi, = c Z AT H (b’ {ax +%h2(ak) H h3ﬂp
F=0 k=0 p=m+1
J
X H(h%z*q-wt_zghﬁazq-q-t-zj))‘ (A.6)
g=1
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Furthermore, it can then be shown that

Trmd-f

f= ZFAgeA‘, and Fy, = Z afmyi’j‘.
£ ma=—f
This is not unexpected.
A.1.2 Consequences
Closure
oo f=+m
S Vil @)Yen(Q) = §(Q - ).
b=} b=t
Addition
{=-+m
20+ 1
Z Yem(Q")Y%m(Q) = ( 4+ )Pf = AEIO&OAZ'
f=—m
Orthonormality

| a9t () Yen () = bt
Matching plane waves to spherical harmonics
e = ar N kX)) YemY b om = 47 Y i ATIOMO ,,
¢ ¢
e X) = N it 20+ )P = 320+ 1) OMO 4,
¢ ¢

A.2 Multipole relations

A.2.1 Properties of e

Normalization

The normalization for e’ is found from [58], for odd and even £ respectively :

1 Aztsa - 1/ Aze e ! {Aze)
%[we a2 =0, and - [ etd = ——hlx),

From this (contracting with h¢4,,)) it can be shown that

hiaggh 420 = (20 + 1),

this can also be shown algebraically [32].

151

(A7)

(A.8)

(A.9)

(A.10)

(A.11)

(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)
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Orthogonality
From [58] we also have that

/ eAteBrgQ) = — 3T p(ArBa) (A.15)

if +m is even, and is zero otherwise (this follows from the above because etefm = eAt+m
on relabeling indices: by..by, — Gg11..Gp4m.)

Addition Theorem

From (1.9) it follows that

At _ (vl o~ Ay COSﬁ A16
ete'y, = (X)) = Ee €4, E(X 5 (A.16)
L=} — o8

where X = cosf8. It may be useful to compare these to the relations for standard
spherical harmonics, which are given in the appendix A. Note that

+1
/ detney = / (%)™ = 21 / dxxr={ 0 Ymodd o n
4w 4 -1 +Hiv T even
where the integral is taken over e* with '* fixed.
Orthogonality of 04
The orthogonality conditions can be found from
S [ d0UF4,0%)(F5,0%), . (A1)
m,é

see [58]. Here Fy, are arbitrary PSTF harmonic components of some f(e?, z!). Using
(A.15), (1.18), and (1.17) we find

/ dQ0*0p,, = 6L, A0 gy with Ag:= G ;: ) 2:5)),2 (A.19)
where h{4¢) gy = h{®1 4, .. R, \ From this it follows that
eBrni4d g hp ) = A (+1)0E = 04 (A.20)
It should also be noticed that from (A.19),
hiAD 4y = (20 +1), (A.21)

can be also shown algebraically [32]'.
Using these relations we obtain the inversion of the harmonic expansion (1.5):

2% JOA & 14,(c') = A7 /hdgoAtr(xf,eﬂ). (A.22)

'Note the contrast with (A.14).



APPENDIX A. ALGEBRAIC RELATIONS 153

Addition of 04t

The addition theorem for 04, can be found from

[¢/2] 1¢/2)

OAJO'Ag = Z Z ngBg;c:h{Agkh(Azk,6’4!}6’,42}. (AQS)
k=0 k'=0
The resulting polynomial
l¢/2]
Le(X) = 040"y, = ¥ By X*7T, (A.24)
m=0

is the natural polynomial that arises in the PSTF tensor approach.

Double Integrals
First, note that

O'4,€'s, / d00A B = f d00' 4,04’ 5, B

4 nl{n — £+ 1)1
n+l+1(n—C+ 1) n+£-1)1

= B (A.25)

on integrating a Legendre polynomial, where n > [ and (n — £) is even, so we can write
n — £ = 2m for m an integer 2. Consequently, on remembering

hmt)(Bnth-g}O’Aee’B“ - O:AZE:M =B, (% 00 = 41 (A.26)

we find

ni(n — £+ 1)1
(n—2+Dl{n+£+ D

/ d00%ep = 4nsttim R g hg . (A.27)

Here m are positive integers. Also we will need
(k Bum . ) yBm k
[ 4208 [don0fy = [y [d0w0f)0fly = an [ 0,040k
= 46T Aehiay BOS(ef — ). (A.28)

A.2.2 Legendre tensors and the PSTF tensors

One can immediately make the connection between this formulation and the one usually
used in terms of Legendre tensors, and see that the Legendre tensors used in Wilson
[193] in the coordinate basis {indicated by late romans) can be related to irreducible

representation O in terms of its associated tetrad frame E? = {u € } The direction

2This can also be seen from using Fa,hl%8n) = (nl/(n — )Mn + £ — D)) Fa, hAtBepBa-0) | the
definition of O*¢ in terms of e”¢ and evaluatmg J dQF4,0%e®" for Fs, PSTF.
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vectors e® in the triad with components ef are related to ¢, the direction cosines used
in the Wilson-Silk coordinate basis treatment :

P(il})iz"'it(’fi) - (5{)_18216232~--effeoAz(ea). (A29)

This connection to the Legendre polynomials can be seen by using the relation between
spherical harmonics and the PSTF tensor along with the addition theorem for the PSTF

tensors :
0% = YYim(Q), o BiPieles) = 0404, | (A.30)

Multiply (1.21) by ﬂ;*h and use (A.29) and (1.24) to find the recursion relation for the
Wilson-Silk [194, 193] Legendre polynomials:

iy.dp (2¢+1) (¢ pta-ies1) ¢ {iriz pisedes1)
@) = Grn B Taen? e (A.31)

It is seen that the recursion relations (1.21) for the irreducible representation O can
be reduced to that of the Legendre polynomials. This links the CGI-PSTF approach to
the usual GI-Legendre tensor approach.

A.3 Mode relations

A.3.1 The curvature modified Helmholtz equation and the mode re-
cursion relation

By successively applying the background 3-space Ricci identity,
LK
DabAgQ - Dé&AgQ =+ Z 'a—§ (Jg"hana - 6‘21: hanb) DA}Q: (A‘32}
=]

where Ay = @1...a5_1bnGny1...0p, i.e. , the sequence of ¢ indices with the n-th one
replaced with a contraction, the following useful relations are found:

. . LKPE—1) .
10 t}DAH—lQ = e lOAtDAgQ" g;‘z‘moA‘ Dy, ,Q, (A.33)
a1as As , 1K{+2) _
WewpA-D, Q@ = (-k;ﬁ-;&—g- - 1))0Ae D4, ,Q, (A.34)

phys

1K
0%D,,°Q = (-&2 e+ 3)) 04D 4,0, (A.35)
04D — Ag 1K A1
CA{Q - O DAgcQ -+ §g§€(€ - I}Oc Dﬂt—lQ‘ (A36)
Now consider 04D, 4, Q. From (A.36) we find

. 1K )
OA!D CAgQ e OA{DBA{CQ + _é_agg(g . I)OcAl chAg_lQ (A37)
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where the first term on the left of the equality above, (A.37), can be reduced to one in
terms of 04D 4,Q using (A.35) while the last term can also be rewritten in terms of .
04D 4,Q. Now on dropping the O and making the identification of Q4, = (=K, )7Dya,y@
it is then shown that the @4, satisfy the curvature-modified Helmholiz equation
K
D*DaQay = (—k;,, + 2l +2))Cay, (A.38)

phys

i.e. , the Helmholtz equation with modified wavelength using as before k, . = k/a:
R = gl,;,-(mz(f +2) - k). (A.39)

On using (A.38) and taking the PSTF part of the lower indices, D*D(,Q 4,3, and
using the PSTF tensor relation (1.20) we find:

" £+1 k2 K
D*DQay = (Lzﬁ-])—) (—Eg-) [1 - e+ 2)} Qag)- (A.40)

On substituting the first two relations (A.33, A.34) into the recursion relation for
the PSTF tensors (1.21), we find

2
e Da[Ge[Q] = +K. [ T (- @ - 1) Genaldl - GM[QJ} | (A41)

A.3.2 TFourier transform conventions

In the flat space case we have followed the following conventions with respect to the
mode analysis :

f(ma) _ _l_f+°°d3k e+ikag;ﬂf(ka) (A.42)
(27)3 Jeno @ ’
400 . N
1) = ) [ e (o). (A.43)
We have that the delta function is :
400 X ‘a
f Brgetiltia=k)a® = (20)38(ke — k%), (A.44)
-

The reader is also reminded that because we are only considering Gaussian random fields,
all even moments can be written in terms of the variance (over the ensemble) and all
odd moments are zero :

(A(K)A*(K'?)) = (27)38(k® — K'*)P(k%). (A.45)

We will further restrict ourselves (as previously pointed out) to homogeneous and isotropic
random perturbations. The reality conditions hold : A*(k;) = A(—k,). We will also,
often , jump between a sum convention and an integral one : .

+00 o0 +oo Zm T
o / By - / K2dk f a0 - / K2dk / d¢ / dfsind,  (A.46)
= J-w 0 4n 0 0 0
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these are all equivalent, we will not be considering closed universes hence the loose nature

of the notation.
From the convolution theorem we have that :

W (z%) = N(z*)M(z%), (A.47)
such that
(¢ +oo d3k ) # ? }
W) =3 [ G (Vlka = KOMK) + NE)M ko —K)) . (A48

It becomes convenient when N(k%) = N(|k%]), M(k®) = M(|k*|) and the wavenumbers
are aligned in direction e to use :

o k2dk , ,
W (k) = 4r f G V)M~ k). (A.49)
A.3.3 Evaluating the mode-mode coupling terms

In the almost-flat-FLRW case with scalar perturbations we have

QAt(xa) = (—1)20,43@(]6&,2:0_), (A50)
Q"™ 2")Q(k% za) = QK" + k% 2%, (A.51)
(A.52)
and
QK" z*)Q* (k% z%) = QK" - k%, z,). (A.53)

In this instance we find that for
Wa om(2®) = Na,(z%)MBp,, (z%) (A.54)
and .
W, s, (2%) = dn(~1)¢04, /G Wi (k) (A.55)
the mode decomposition is just :

o k2dk
(2r)°

Clearly one should worry about the direction integration - we do not do that here.

Wa, 8, (k") = (47)04,08., A == Ne(k) M (& — k|). (A.56)

A.3.4 Plane waves, spherical waves and mode functions
Plane wave and mode function relations

We consider only flat, K = 0, universes at present. Each set of harmonic functions
Qx)(z®) satisfying (1.47) has associated with it k, . = k/a, the physical wavenumber, a
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variation vector field, ¢%, and a direction €? { e®e, = 1, e®u, = 0 ) determined by 3
D@ = Qgu, ga = geq, 92 = ¢, (A.57)

the first equality defining g {z*) (but not necessarily so as to factor out Q) and the second
splitting it into its magnitude and direction. It follows that

D*D,Q = Q¢* + QDgs = Q(g” + €"Dag + gD°,) (A.58)
so that (1.47) becomes

@ +eDyg+qD%, = k%, < D%, =-¢° k> . (A.59)

phys * phys
(K},

Using the K = 0 plane wave eigenfunctions with associated direction vector ea

QU efiy)l rar = exp { —ik, 2"}, (A.60)

where k, (k,t) = k/a, expresses the temperature anisotropy (1.4) in terms of its plane
wave spatial Fourier Transform (1.57). In this case

(k) (k) k? 2
m—%k;)hys 8> Degp=0= DakbhyszDa"v’}; y q “‘“—2_"‘}“ (A.61)

as phys

holds in equation (A.57) and (A.58) respectively. We find (from (A.60))
i : ¥ i
D40 Qi) stat = (=i, ) 0%) Q(a", i)l i (A.62)

where the Ogﬁ) are the PSTF tensors associated with the direction €(x) in the tangent
spaces on the spatial section. Thus from (1.48)

(QUa*, i)l f1at) a9y = (10 Q2" eyl 10t (A.63)
and from (1.53) we find (1.60).

Radial expansion and mode function relations
DaQ¢ = Do(Ra,0%) = O#D,Ry, + R4,D, 0%, (A.64)
which implies that
DoD*Q¢ = (D°D,R4,) 04 + 2(DyR4,D*0%) + R4, (Do D, 0%). (A.65)

Now we need to work out (DyRa,), D°DaRa,, DsO*t and D,D*0%, say (a), (b), (c),
(d) respectively. Calculating (a) :

ORppy _ ORa
or or v
3The vector e* defined here is in general different from that associated with the angular harmonic
expansion in (1.5). When ambiguity can arise, we explicitly put in the k-dependence : ¢y, to signify
both this dependence and the definition of € from {A.57) : thus strictly we should write, for example,
DaQuy = Q(k)qé"‘) = Q(k)q(’“)eg"). We will suppress the & when this causes no ambiguity.

DaRAz( ) (Aﬁﬁ)
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hence {b) follows:

9*R 28R
DaDaRAg ('f') == 8’?";t -+ ; 8:£ - <A'67)
Next, (c) is:
D,0% = S_pa@@&_n = *D, 04 =0 | (A.68)

which gives (d} :

4
D°D,0%4 = é(Dapa(ﬂt)OAe—l} + 5396(“: (DaOA‘*1>) - T_Q.Da(y-)pa(ato&-l},

= e LD Dptecs-sgios) - Zetpoi0Mn,

- At loa, (A.69)
7
Now put these in {A.65) to find,

*R 20R 8R )

2(24;1)014

+ Ryl e] = —k2 Ra,0%, (A.70)

which simplifies to

1 0 [ 28R4\ na, [ €<2+ 1) Ag] _
TQ&(r ar)o + Ra, 0

Now we need to find O&‘)D( 4@ in terms of Ry, then relate the resulting Rodrigues
formulae of Ry to get R, in terms of Ry and hence Q4¢ in terms of R,. In this regard,
now in (1.66), Dge;) = 0 (see (A.59)) which implies DO = 0. Thus

2 R4,0%, (A.71)
£

phys

Ry (k, B8Ry (k,
DoRa(r) =Y ‘ér ) e 0% = ‘gr De,. (A.72)
kd

We can find @4,y from (1.48) obtaining

DupQ = 3 DiugRu,0l =3 DiayRa(r,k)OF) O™ = Day Rolk, ),

m,kY m,k¥
Ry Ry 1 dRy
= D, -5Teac> = Dya,_, ( Or2 €a,y€ap) t ;pae-mz}'aT ’

3Ry 39%Ry
D(Ae-a 5r3 55 €ay_y€ap; €ay) T r Or2 55 Pag.z0e-1Cap)

2 dRy 1 aRo .
?” dr 5 Payg..yes. 1€ayy T ( .. g?")pag 135)) (A?S)
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Now we note that

2
A A A 0°Ry  10R,
OxPun@ = OpiDiayRolksr) = OpyDia,., ( a2 1 or ) Cemi%e

./ 19\
= O(X)( T) Tror Roeqay) (A.74)
which follows from pgze’ (e’ = hy 0% — e 0,0 = —0,,0'% and that
rt 1 d
Ry = ( ) Ry. (A.75)
kpiys 7 Or
Used in (A.74) this gives that
084D (4@ = (k)00 Re. (A.76)

A.3.5 Mode mean square relations

Flat relations

TA[

/ o) f 4ok, HOP Z(—m Jn(Ar)OB5 090871 (2 + 1),

n=0
( D 6o [
OA; k*dkre(k,t)je(kx). (A7)

Equivalently from .

7(ae*) =3 mQm, Qm = Renp.037 0%, and Rc,p, = R(k,7)hc,.p,,-
m ke

(A.78)
Invert the multipole expansion

e A;lfdﬂkog‘t) { Z TmRCmBmO(;;) Og{,’;‘} (A.79)

m.k®

to find, on using (A.28) that
- -1 2 B
Ta = 5l 3 [ K2 (K ) R0, 5,085 [0k SB], (A80)
and hence that
1 c
Th =53 / K2dk'ry(K, 1) Ra,c, 028 . (A.81)
Using (A.78) this becomes

T, = ——O(X?* / K2dE (K, ) Ro(K', %), (A.82)
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Constant curvature relations

We now have that

[ 49008 6ea

ShAQM, (A.83)
[ 499GdQICHIQ) = FQMQaA, (A89)

k) B k A
[ 4900GAQGmIQ = [ d0fyROK]0F5 BmOE) = 8,8308)0'c)

(20 +1)

2, A8
o R; (A.85)

= / Q) GeGrm = 04,03

Furthermore, we have from the recursion relations (1.56)

et DalGe] = +K,,[0fGe1 = Gera] (A.86)

where

£ K
‘= ‘ o G A87
(" = G =D (1 (¢ 1)) (A.87)
and using [194] 4,

/ko /dx"e?x)Da[GgGg_l] =z ) (A.88)

we find
/dﬂ(k} <1Gn]2> = (an)2/d§2(k) <IG '1[2>‘ (A.89)

Here we have defined the mean square to pick out the power spectrum which is a function
only of the absolute value of the wavelength for a Gaussian distribution (there is no
directional dependence, the modulus is only dependent on the wave number).

A.4 143 Orthonormal Tetrad relations

We use an orthonormal tetrad approach (cf. [58]). Consider an orthonormal tetrad
basis e, with components EZ(z7) relative to a coordinate basis; here indices a,b.c... ,
that is early letters, are used for the tetrad basis, while late letters i,j.k,... are used for
the coordinate basis. The differential operators e, = 0, = E.8/8z are defined by the
inverse basis components®

EfEl =68 « E!Ej=260. (A.90)

The tetrad components of a vector X* are X¢ = E?X*, and similarly for any tensor.
Tetrad indices are raised and lowered using the tetrad components of the metric

. . b
9ab = gi; ELE] = diag(—1,+1,+1,+1), ¢%gs = 42, (A.91)
“The idea is to use this to fix the normalization of [ dQ)G.[Q] = D¢ [ dﬂ(k)Q(a:‘,e‘f‘k))G&‘)O;"t).
®In the context of RKT we prefer to use the the operators 8, and 8/8p"® (this is purely a notational
choice) in T{M}
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the form of these components being the necessary and sufficient condition that the tetrad
basis vectors used are orthonormal, which we will always assume.

For an observer with 4-velocity u®, there is a preferred family of orthonormal
tetrads associated with u® i.e. a frame for which the timelike tetrad basis Fy is parallel
to the velocity u®. In such a tetrad basis

u® = &f ' (A.92)
hop = diag(0,+1,+1,+1) (A.93)

All our work is based on such a tetrad, which leads to a preferred set of associated
rotation coefficients. The issue for the present is that we have a preferred family of
local orthonormal frames at each point (usually matter flow aligned), and carry out our
algebraic analysis of observational quantities relative to that orthonormal frame.
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The 143 Eulerian threading
relations

The exact relative velocity equations are now given from [120, 113]. From a change in
4-velocity :

g = ¥(uq + Vo) where = (1 — v3)"Y2 | yut =0. (B.1)

Change in fundamental algebraic tensors:
hap = hap +7° [vzuaub + 2ugup) + vgvb} , (B.2)
Eabe = “YEabe +7 {zu{asb}cd + uceaéd} v, (B.3)

Transformed kinematic quantities are defined by
Voila = §Ohas + Fab + Eabed — Ay,

which implies, using V,v = 430"V, vy, and Eq. (2.7), the following kinematic transfor-
mations [114]:

® = 0+ (dive+ A%y,) + ¥*W, (B.4)

A, = YA+ +? {13(@) + %@va + o — [w,v]a + (%@‘uQ + Abyy, + abcvbvc) Ug

+3(div o)y, + 3, curlv], + v*’D(bva‘)} + YW (ug + v,) (B.5)
@ = ¥ {(1 - %vg) we — scurlvg + Sup (2&;” - curlv”) Ug + %vbwbua

+ 314, 9]0 + 3o, v]e + ésabcabdvcvd} . (B.6)
= _ 2 ¢ 2 2
Tgb = "YOgb + '}’(1 + oy )‘Ut(a(f};}c?} + 7y A(Q [’i)g,} + v ub)]

+ 'YD(an} - %hab [AC'UC + '}‘2 (W - ":'c"o’c)]
+ Yuguy [ocdvcvd pe %ngcvc - vcvdi)(cvd) pe (74 - -;;*0272 - 1) W]

162
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+ Y ugauy) [Acvc + ooy — D,0¢ + 297 (,},2 - %—) W]

+ I7%vam [dive — Ao + 97 (342 = 1) W] + 7Pty + v uiaiy
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+ Pvopr” — 1w, v {‘0:;) + ‘vzub)} + 27%0°D () {’vb) + ‘ub)} , (B.7)

where

W =00+ %’o2divv + vcvdD(cvd} .

Transformed dynamic quantities are [114]:

p

=11

P+ [‘vg(p +p) — 2g,0° + vraw"v"] ,

p+ 37 [v2(p +p) - 200" + Tap®o?]

Vqa — yTasv® = 7 [(p +p) — 2q0° + frg,ﬁv(’vc} Ug
~* [0?(0 + p) = (1 + 6%)gs® + mactv"]

Tab + 2720 Mo {ub) + ‘8&)} ~ 202 q o) — 272 Up)

¢, d

—192 [03(p + ) + Teav*v"] hao

+ %74 [21}4{;? + p) — 4v%qv° + (3 — vz)ﬂcdvcvd] UgUp
+-§'y4 [21;2(;) - p) — (1 4 3v2)gev® + Qﬂadvcvd] U(aVh)

+%'y4 [(3 - 92)(,0 +p) — 4gq.0° + 2chvcvd] UV .

For the gravito-electric/magnetic field: using [113]

Cade

we find the transformation [114]:

’)’2 {(1 + vz)Eab + v° [25w(aHb)d + QEc(aub)

This may be compared with the electromagnetic transformation

4 {u[au[" + by {C} Eb]d] + 2egpeultHAE 4 2u[aﬂb}e£"ée

4 {ligal® + higl*} By + 220petl HA® + 20, Hy 8™,

+ (ugup + hab)Ecdvd - EEc{avb) + 2u(aah)cdﬂdeve] } )
’}fg {(1 -+ vz)Hab + ¢ ["25cd(aEb)d -+ 2Hc(aub)

+ (uqup + hag,)ffcdvd - QHC{avé} - Zu(aab)chdeve] } .

E, =

H,

¥ {Ea + [v, H]o + vibua} ,

¥ {Ha = [v, Bla + vabua} )

(B.8)

(B.9)

(B.10)

(B.11)

(B.12)

(B.13)
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where . N
F‘g == 2?,&[0.5‘5] + Eabch = 2ﬂ[aEb] + é:aéch .

&

All the transformations above are given explicitly in terms of irreducible quantities (i.e.
irreducible in the original u®-frame).
The second order (or n-th order — in the relative velocities) theory can be easily

constructed using that :
1 1
v (L+ 2-,92), Vg (1-v%), ¥ an(l- ~2-'t}2), vy (1-22%). (B.14)

These, when used in the exact relative velocity equations, will allow us to recover a
class of second order frames that can be used to do second order covariant and gauge
invariant perturbation theory. Once such extension of interest would be carrying out
the nonlinear extension in this manner along with the condition that De®R = 0 (to the
order of the extension). This would recover higher order equations that would could well
model nonlinear effects on small scales when the curvature perturbations are small - as
in structure formation models.



Appendix C

Some observational CMB issues

C.1 Key observational COBE-DMR issues

There are three pivotal issue pertaining to the COBE-DMR experiment. (as in [167]).
First, that the COBE DMR experiment does not directly measure the dipole,

quadrupole, octopole moments of the temperature anisotropy, but rather the two-point

correlation function of the temperature anisotropy [160, 140] (see chapter 1)

C(a)‘:-— (S(e1)S(eq)) = i&TgW(ﬁ)ng[cos al, (C.1)
=}

where « is the angle between the two points, e; and ey are unit vectors denoting the two
different directions, so that cos a = e; - e, and the averaging brackets signify the average
over all pairs of points on the sky with separation angle a. Furthermore, S(e;) = §T(e1),
the temperature anisotropy in a given direction e; on the plane of the sky. The AT?
(with £ = L) are the squares of the rotationally invariant rms multipole moments (thus,
ATL? = Q%ms - see [13])

1
ATE = =3 | aem I, (c2)
[ 4 m m
where the agy are the coefficients of the expansion of the temperature anisotropy in
spherical harmonics, i. e.

S(e1) = 8(6,9) = Y aem¥em(9, ¢), (C.3)

£Zm

8 and ¢ being, of course, the angular coordinates of the direction at which the tem-
perature anisotropy is being measured. In equation (C.1), finally, Pylcosa] is just the
Legendre polynomial of degree ¢ given as a function of cose, and W(£) is the win-
dow function, which describes the smoothing properties of the instruments beam. For
detectors measuring large-angle CMB anisotropies it essentially weights the multipole
moments in such a way that the higher multipoles are smoothed over — that is, the in-
strument is insensitive to anisotropies on angular scales less than a certain £-pole, and
W (£) describes that insensitivity and resulting transfer of power in the measurement
from higher multipoles to lower ones. Thus, when the actual quadrupole or octopole is

165
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determined from the data, AT; must be de-convolved from W (£). When the rms dipole,
quadrupole, octopole results are given by the COBE researchers, this de-convolution has
already been performed. This is one of the procedures which must be effected to give us
the real rms multipole moments.

Second, a major observational and data-reduction problem is that in the COBE
measurements there is a great deal of contamination by experimental systematic errors,
including Galactic emission [13, 160]. The lower multipole moments are the most sus-
ceptible to these distortions. Furthermore, when the data is processed, the entire region
containing the Galaxy is removed from the data set. This “Galactic cut” destroys the
orthogonality of the spherical harmonics and leads to further aliasing of higher order
multipole power onto the lower multipoles (dipole, quadrupole, octopole, etc.}). Correc-
tions for this are estimated on the basis of Monte Carlo simulations [13] and included in
the published values for the rms multipoles. There are a number of other complex issues
which it has been necessary to resolve in arriving at these values — see [13, 160, 196].

Finally, there is the theoretical-observational issue of “cosmic variance”. Cosmic
variance does not affect our concerns with the COBE-Copernican result. It is impor-
tant to realize why it does not. It may explain why the multipoles we measure have
the values they have relative to theoretical models of the perturbation spectrum, but
it does not lead to observational errors, which would have to be corrected for. It does
affect the comparison of the measured multipole power spectrum with the theoretical
power spectrum predicted from, say, inflationary models [2]. If the primordial perturba-
tion spectrum originated due to fluctuations in the inflaton field then the values of the
temperature anisotropy multipoles they induce will be random variables with a certain
distribution, probably Gaussian with zero mean, and thus with a certain variance. Our
observable universe is only one realization of that ensemble of universes represented by
the probability distribution. Therefore, the value for each multipole we obtain from our
observations will give us just one point of the distribution, which, in general, will not
reflect the ensemble averaged value. It will deviate from it by a certain amount, which
can be theoretically estimated by the variance [103]. This variance goes as 2/(2¢ + 1)
and so will be more significant for the lower multipoles [2, 160, 93].
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C.2 Some other CMB Experiments

Although the thesis has emphasized the theoretical aspects of the high-Z temperature
anisotropies and the COBE-DMR data there are variety of complete and ongoing CMB
experiments. The more significant ones can be found at the following www sites {a
more complete table summarizing the anisotropy data can be found in [8] using the com-
pilations of Tegmark (http://www.sns.ias.edu/ max/cmb/experiments.ps)). Some
CMB experiments :

ARGO: http://oberon.romal.infn.it/argo.htm

BAM: http://cmbr.physics.ubc.ca/experimental .html

CAT: http://wuw.mrao.cam.ac.uk/telescopes/cat/index.html
COBE: http://www.gsfc.nasa.gov/astro/cobe/cobe home.html
FIRS: http://pupgg.princeton.edu/cmb/ rs. html

(upcoming) MAP: http://map.gsfc.nasa.gov

MAT: http://imogen.princeton.edu/page/matdir/www/index. html
MSAM: http://topweb.gsfc.nasa.gov/

OVRO: http://wuww.cco.caltech.edu/emleitch/ovro/ovro.cmb.html

{upcoming) Planck: http://astro.estec.esa.nl/Planck

PYTHON: http://cmbr.phys.cmu.edu/pyth.html

QMAP: http://pupgg.princeton.edu/cmb/gmap/qmap . html
Saskatoon: http://pupgg.princeton.edu/cmb/skintro/sask intro.html
SPort: http://tonno.tesre.bo.cnr.it/stefanc/sp.draft.html
Tenerife:  http://clarin.ll.iac.es/
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Figure C.1: Anisotropy detections in the CBR with the error bars showing the 95%
confidence level. The solid line corresponds to predicted CMB anistropy angular power
spectrum for a flat standard CDM linear-FRW model.
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Appendix D

Almost-FL relations

Some useful covariant linearized differential identities are given below [122]:

curlDeyp = —2¢w, , (D.1)
D?(D,¥) ~ Do (D) +3(p—3H?)Dyy + 2curlw, , (D.2)
(Do¥) =~ Dot — HDo + $Aa (D.3)
(aDgJ B A,)' ~ aDgJBm g, , (D.4)
(D%) =~ D% - 2HD?*p + 4D%4,, (D.5)
DDyVe ~ }(3H? - p) Viohy, (D.6)
DEDyS* ~ 2(3H?-p) S, Chy?, I(D.?’)
D%urlV, =~ 0, (D.8)
Dbcurl S; = $eurl (D'Sy) (D.9)
curleurlV, ~ Dq (D) - DV, +% (p—3H?)V,, (D.10)
curleurl Sy = §D(uDShye = D*Sus + (p ~ 3H?) Sap (D.11)
D°D’D, Vi) = §D2divV + (pp — 3H*)divV _ (D.12)

where the vectors and tensors are O(e) and Sy = Siaby-

D.1 Integrated Boltzmann Equation (IBE) relations

Here we repeat some useful results from [120]. The integrated Boltzmann equation is :

of

/Oeo L(P)EPdE = /Ow E24E [pa f - Fabcpbpc@} = fo - C[fIE*dE. (D.13)

168
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Here f is the single particle distribution function, C[f] the scattering correction. The
Liouvile operator for the photons, L({f) = % and d/dv = p®V, is the null derivative. .
Hence we find

‘ df dE 8f .
L0y = L B RASESE. .
L(f(Etx s € )) - dv b vaf + dv 8E 3 (D 14)
as in [120], so that given the identity (see [120])
Y o Pllo+ A touc] , and p=E@+e?),  (D15)

we have covariant derivation of the almost-FL IBE. The IBE is covariant on M after we
have integrated out the energy dependence for the photons.

In order to consider the effect of electromagnetic fields in the almost-FLRW uni-
verses a test-field procedure is more appropriate (as opposed to the usual weak-field
approach which puts the electromagnetic fields into the background (see for example
[174]) — which leaves one wondering about the gauge invariance and consistency). That
is one would need to introduce another dimensionless smallness parameter, say g (where
E, and H, are now of this order):

O(E.H®) = O(ny) = O(E?) = O(H?), and Fy = O(ny). (D.16)

This allows one to compare the electromagnetic effects to the gravitational ones {once
the appropriate units have been chosen). An additional correction to the scattering term
in the Einstein-Boltzmann equation is required :

Coml (", € [ P 9 prap. (D.17)

We then choose to set 7% = € : to construct an almost-FLRW linearization scheme
dropping everything of the order €, en, n};, ev, v? and vn%. The advantage of this
scheme over the usual weak field schemes is that it is gauge invariant to all orders
and easily extended to allow for nonlinear gravito-magnetic couplings. In addition it is
important to differentiate between cosmological magnetic fields and those due to local
physics, associated with photons [174].

D.2 Scattering strength expansion

The almost-FL IBE for Thompson scattering is
B+ 7+ e*Dyr = t71 [vte, — 7] . (D.18)

. This enables us to find

r(z,€) = vy — t. [B+ 7 + €*D,71] . . (D19)
We now systematically approximate (D.19) in terms of the smallness parameter i,:

T(n) & vhe, ~ 1, [B +F(n — 1)+ eaDaT(n—l}] . (DZO)
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Up to second order the following anisotropies are recovered:
To)(z,€) = vle, (D.21)
Ty(z,e) = vien — 1. [B + e, + e“ebDavb] , (D.22)
Toy(z,e) & vies — 1. [B + €%y, + e“ebDavb] + ¢2 [5’ + €20,
+ e’ (Dowp) + DB + e’ Dty + ece“echDavb] . (D.23)

In order to carry out the solid angle integration over the sky (5.125), the following
results will be useful. From the normalization of the direction vectors, e®, along with the
recursive definition of O, it can be demonstrated that

1
%' D,u, = O®D,up+ %habnm = 0"Dyuy + 3Dar” (D.24)
Doty = O%Dyip+ %Dae}“, (D.25)

etebetDyDyve = O%D,Dyv, — % ( 0°D(EDyr? +0*D, D) . (D.26)

Using the orthogonality conditions we find, first, from (5.76):
4w 47 (1
dQ0A R ~ §¢ [___ ] i [_ (._Dal al)} £ [ awz] )
o g 3D + &y 3 \7 Inp, + A + &5 15 , (D.27)

and second,

/ €*DoBd) = 42T (ED“DQ In g, + DGA“> . (D.28)
4 3 4

The integration over the solid angle can now carried out finding the equation for the
gradient of the radiation flux.

D.3 Integral solutions
Beginning with an integral ansatz of the form (here * =7 — 7'):
P T 7O (0) . n % @, .
o) = [ ar | Qo) + Ol ¥ ) + Calo g )| (D29
where n* = 5 — 7. Using the Leibnitz rule for differentiation of integrals we obtain:

Do = [ar 2 [ )+ i ) + Cotat® o)

+ [ + i ©) + ot 0] (D.30)

If we hold n’ constant in the partial derivatives, it follows from (5.94) and (D.29) that

k ;:(gg iﬁl—;—(;)g+3) e+1("'? )= Ts 1{n* )} = —%Tf(n*) . (D.31)
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This then gives us

2
¢ { (2t —ifl-;(g’ T30 - fe"il(n*)]

a *
= [t [eotr) ot + el gt ) + ) ™" o] 032

Putting (D.29), (D.30) and (D.32) together, we find :

Tk [(2;3 fﬂéﬁ 3 The1 = Th ] Co()2(0) + C1 () (0) + Coln)r{®" (0]D.33)

D.4 Linking a number of different expansions

The gauge invariant and covariant mode expansion (5.7) and (5.8) [66, 28] in the almost-
flat-FL case (K = 0) give the mode coefficient recursion relations for £ > 2:

k[ (et
= [(22+3)(2£+1) e Tf'l}' (34

Multiplying through by 5, one finds

[ £+ 1)

~(Beme) = T

£
Ty (Bes17e41) — 2r-1) (ﬂe~1’fe-—1)] . (D.35)
Changing from the proper time derivative in (D.35) to the conformal time derivative '
using dt = adn we find

(£+1) 14

—(Bere) ~ [( (ﬁe+1fe+1)*m(ﬁz-1’f£—1)] . (D.36)

20+ 3)
This can be immediately seen to be the same mode equation for £ > 2 as in Hu &
Sugiyama [82] and Wilson & Silk [193] {eqn 7).

If now f3 is replaced with a; '(2¢ + l) Be, we find that (D.36) can be rewritten
(on first multiplying through by (22 +1)71) as

—(2+1)(a; ) = k [(e + Doz mee) = 5(&;_1173_1)] : (D.37)

This can be recognized as the form of the £ > 2 free-streaming Integrated Boltzmann
Equation of Ma & Bertschinger [110] (¢f. ¢-th mode equation, 49 or 50) or Seljak &
Zaldarriaga [155] equation 3d. Once again, it may be useful to remind the reader of our
nomenclature, 7, are the mode coefficients (from the mode expansion) while 74, are the
multipole coefficients (from the multipole expansion). This distinction is not made in
the Bardeen-variable Gauge Invariant treatments based on the FL mode expansion.

The solution to the mode coeficients with respect to the timelike integration in
the flat (K = 0) almost-FL case, are spherical Bessel functions. This should not be
surprising given that the recursion relation in the linear FL case is merely a projection
from an initial section onto a sphere around here and now, modified as a result of RW
expansion.
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D.5 Almost-FL source terms B(z)

D.5.1 The adiabatic condition

The entropy perturbation S,, for a radiation-dust almost-FL universe, is given by

S, =~ 1D, Inp, ~ 1D, Inp,, ,  (D.3%)
and this gives the relation used in [37]: |

D By, (;}:D{2 Ing, — Sa) P - (D.39)

The adiabatic condition is then characterized by S, = 0 !. This can either be written as
Dap, = RDup,;, £6TD°Q, = +36MD®Q, and that 6T(k,t) = 1A(k, ).

D.5.2 Source terms

From [120] we have that the source terms in the almost-FLRW MDE are (see chapter 2
and chapter 5):

By(z) = ~1D%7,(z) ,
IBE source terms: Bu(z) =D, InT(x) + As(z) , (D.40)
Bab(x) = Uai?(m) s

for the case of scalar perturbations in a matter-dominated almost-FL universe [120].
Using the mode expansion [66], the electric part of the Weyl tensor E,, (gravitational
tidal effects), the acceleration A, and anisotropic pressure ,, can be related to their
corresponding potentials:

Egp = é(kat)Qab: Ay = "I)u(ka t)Qas Top = ‘I)?,(k, t)Qatx . (D-4-1)

Using the Mode functions Q, Q. and Q(g, taking care of the additional wavenumber
factors? now introduced [66], the following mode decomposition will be used:

(DbEab)k = ‘I)(k, i)Danb 3 (Dbﬁab)k = Qﬂ‘Danb ? (D'42)
(Dalnp,)* = 84 (k, )Qu = +2 Ak, 1)Qa (D.43)
(DgIn pﬁ)k = 4§5T(ks t)Qas (D.44)

It then follows that3

1By adiabatic we mean that the comoving entropy density is constant.

*Once again one should not confuse the Fourier coefficients of the potentials here with those defined
from Egp = D(a&)q’(xi}s Ag =D P, {z:) and g = D(ab) q’ﬂ(xi}'

*To see where these factors come from notice that a’D°DacQ = (~k? + 2K)DaQ = a?DDyery @ =
%(—k3+3K )DaQ (after removing the trace) for the general I—th order relations see [66]. (—A)"'D(4,,Q =
Qa, to find that D*Qap = — 3(ak) ™' (~k* +3K)Q.. Where as before D°DoQ = ~A’Q and A = £ (20, 66).
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Bo(k,t) = —3Er(k,1)
mode 1BE source terms: Bilk,t) = %(p“‘(t)@(k,t})% (Eﬁ-fi) , (D.45)
Ba(k,t) = =2~ ()@ (k, 1)]° .
In the case of matter domination (without using the adiabatic assumption - it makes

no difference whether or not it is used here) we then find the relationship between the
Newtonian potential and the matter density gradients:

22 (K2 — 3K)B(k, 1) = (a%p, ) ~ —2(a2pM)A{k, ). (D.46)

Replacing a?p,, in terms of the density parameter and the curvature constant from the
Freidmann equation (See Appendix A) for both the K = 0 (f = +1) and K < 0
{Q < 1) matter dominated cases respectively, we obtain

flat: B(k,8) ~ g(ggng)gm)z_\(k, ) (D.47)
n 380
. o3[ 1 K%
open: ®(k,t) = 5 [(kQ —3R) [ = 1)] D(m)A(k,no) (D.48)

~ 3k 1 K ™
T 2a(k%-3K) (% -1)
These are then the equations that will be used through the slow decoupling and free-

streaming eras.
D.5.3 The temperature monopole

Using the energy conservation equations (£ = 0 MDE), *.

(DolnT) + H(D,InT + A,) + %—Da@ ~ +%DG(D“'Q) , (D.49)

and taking another spatial covariant derivative, we obtain one of key equations in the
primary source calculation:

(D?InT) + 2H(D? InT) — %DQ(DCTC) ~ -—é (DaDso® ~ Dag®) — H(D*A,) . (D.50)

D.6 Almost—FL scalar perturbations

In the case of scalar perturbations, the almost-FL. EFE for matter domination reduce to
the following CGI perturbation equations:

Gap+2Hog +Egyy = 0 <= (aloy) = —a’Ey (D.51)

. 1 - . 1

“Notice that D,(InT) =~ (D, ln'f.’)‘+H(Da(lx}T) + Aq) where Dg = by V® and 1, (InT) o~ Hi,. It
is also well known that D*(D,InT) =~ (D?InT) + H(D*InT)
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Taking the time derivative of the above equations, we obtain

. . 1
(azoab) + H(azaab) = +'2'G2PMo'ab s (D.53)

. - - 1
(P;lgab) + 2H(PM1Eab) ~ ‘2'Eab . (D°54)

To see how these relate to evolution equations for the density gradient, we take the

spatial divergence of (D.54) [20].
A useful consequence of the above relations is that for matter domination®, the
monopole equations from the MDE take on a simple form:

1 1
(Do InT) + H(D, InT) + 3Da(D°re) » = -iDbaab ‘ (D.55)

To summarize, the matter dominated limit leads to the following simple relationships
between the dynamical variables and the electric part of the Weyl tensor:

Ay = 0, (D.56)
o _g H2 -1, ¢ 3
Oap = 3( 0820) T uV, (a Eab) , (D.57)
Dalnp ~ (HiQ0)D®(a*Ea) (D.58)
2 2 :
;D0 ~ —3(H}O0)! [(a3D§E“b) +H(a3DbE“")] , (D.59)

using (for the electric part of the Weyl tensor)

Ep=3Y ®Qu =D ,Dyd,(z) and D,®,(z) = >k k@ -k, 8)Q,  (D.60)
k

k
= Bk, t) ~ 5o, (k1) (D.61)
Note that in [37], By = 3 (k?/a®)®,Qup which is based on the notation of Kodama and

Sasaki [98]. The relatxonsh;p between @, and the potential used here is & = (k?/a?)®;.
The evolution equation for the Newtonian-like potential follows from (D.54) [54,
55):

(p;'®) +2H(p,'®) ~ 10 ,. (D.62)
In terms of the conformal time derivative (d¢ = adn) which we denote by a prime “” we
have:
: (p;'®)" + H(p;'®) ~ Lad. (D.63)
On rearranging (D.62) using (D.61) and (2.29-2.31) we find the evolution equation for

the potential
(8. +4HS,| ~ [1o, - H - 307 0, ~ (%) 2,, (D.64)

%A further consequence of (a®Eg) = —30°pogay and p = 3HZN0a? for ag = +1; is that (a®E) &~
"'Hgﬁooab




APPENDIX D. ALMOST-FL RELATIONS 175

which is just
(a®,)"(t, k) + 2H(ad, ) (¢, k) = $HEQ0a ™28, (¢, k). (D.65)

Notice that for X = 0 one recovers the well known ('155 o —4H (i'g for dust used in
[37]; for dust this means that (a*®g(k,t))" = 0 (which gives the well known &, (k,t) =
P (k,0) + & (k, t))8. Considering the growing mode only, we then have :

(®p7") = (3HEN0) ta[k?®, (k,0)] = (3H{ Q) a[k?® 4(k, 0)]. (D.66)

We have that (@p”l) ~ k?g and that &/, ~ —®; =~ 0. Here we are recovering the
standard result” of that the “potential ﬂuctuations” @, is time independent for a K =0
matter dominated dust scenario.

We can write a® 4(k,0) = D/a(a®4(k,0)) = (D/a)®4(k,t); for the linear growth
factor D, where the flat dust case is recovered using D = a:

(B07") ~ (3H30) " DK@k, )], (D.67)

D.6.1 Newtonian like equations

From the total frame equations (5.70) for the evolution and constraint for the electric
part of the Weyl tensor in a CDM dominated flat almost-FLLRW model with respect to
the Newtonian frame we have the following definitions:

peculiar velocity: Eu+3HEy, =~ a 3 (a®Ey) =~ +%,0MD<&1:;,>, (D.68)
matter over-density: +3DoInp, = 71D Ey. (D.69)

We now use that with v, = vQ,,
Do = £84(k,00Qa, Dutyy ~ —Ev(k,n)Qus Dalnp, = EAKMQa, (D.70)

to find, first, from (D.68) and v = —u, (here v is the relative velocity of the Newtonian
frame with respect to the total frame, and v, is the relative velocity of the matter with
respect to the Newtonian frame):

ugvg (k,t) ~ gv(k‘,?}) ~ a(n) [3(HE) " K20 a(k,0)]] (D.71)

and, second , from (D.69):

A(k,n) = D(n)A(k, m0) = —3(HS) a(n)[k*@4(k,0)]. (D.72)

®For dust p,, ~a"% and a ~ #2/% to then find that & ~ %% and &} ~ constant

"In the notation of [20] A+2HA - tpoA=0for A= 32D2 In p with two solutions {growing mode) & ~
t%/® and (decaying mode) A& ~ ¢~ for dust, and from the constraint equations 1A = (a’p;!)D*D® E.s.
To get this in the form of that used in [54] in the variable X} use po = 3H? + 2% from the Hamiltonian
constraint and notice that X, = oD, ln p, such that A = aD%X,. It is in order to avoid such notational
problems we have adopted the middle ground of using the variables that the general covariant EFE (2.13
-2.24} are expressed in following historical conventions and notation [50, 48, 78, 113, 58, 184], these seem
the most straight forward to deal with in the context of the Kinetic Theory equations.
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Hence we are able to recover the canonical results from (Eq.D.72 ~ noting that ®4(k,n) =
D(n)® 4(k,0) = a(n)@(k,0)) and (Eq. D.71 - using that ¢ = (a'/a) and that A(k,n)-=
D(n)A(k,mo)):

matter peculiar velocity: kug(k,n) = a'A(k,0) = A'(k,n). (D.73)
matter over-density: E2®a(k,n) ~ —3HZQoA(k, ), (D.74)

The shear in the total frame can then be found from the peculiar velocity,
shear: o4 = —D,vp (D.75)

giving (5.43) on using o4 = o(k, 1)@ — this is an equivalent but altematwe derivation
to that in section 6.5.2 which starts with Eq. (6.53) :

o(k,t) =~ gv(k,t) ~ —Alk,t) = —-‘?-'A(k o), (D.76)

such that
-1D'(n)

o) =LK2P 4 (K, 0)]. (D.77)

2
G(k) ?7) == +§<H§ )
D.6.2 On relating a?p to the curvature and
The Friedmann equation in a FL universe is
K 1 1
H 4+ = == 2H? =-da’p. .
+a2 3p:::>aB’ + K 30P (D.78)

Using the definition of the density parameters:

_ P
Q= —-—--3H2 , and €, Yok (D.79)
we can show that
a’p =~ 3a’H), and o%p, ~ 3a’H2Q,. (D.80)

Eq. (D.78) and Eq.(D.80) can be used to deduce that

K
©@-1)

a®H? + K = a’H?Q, = ®H? = (D.81)
Using this and (D.80) we obtain

(D.82)
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D.6.3 Relating D%, to DO

Furthermore, by considering the almost-FL momentum constraint equation (2.21) for
matter domination ¢, = qém) = ( in the physical frames (either matter, particle or
energy) we find

Dyo® = +2D%) + curlw®. (D.83)

Taking the curl of the constraint equation for the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor,
we find that for scalar perturbations (Hg, = 0) and matter domination in the physical
frames :

—p (Dbaab - %D“é) ~0. (D.84)

Here we have used (D.83) and that D%, =~ D?¢, ~ ¢, =~ 0 which follows from matter
domination g, = qgm), and carryied out the calculation in the physical frames g, =~ 0
(matter, particle or energy). The identity curl curl gg & Dg(D%gs) — D2gq + 2(1p — H?)qq
has been used too.

In passing it is worthwhile to notice that in a general frame, from the constraint
equations, curl (Dyo??) ~ curl(%D“@) + curlcurlw®, D%w, =~ 0 and Db(curlcrab) ~
%curl(Dba@) and then from the propagation equation for the vorticity vector it can
be respectively shown that :

DD wyy & +icurl(Dof) — 1D%w, + (3pg — HY)we,  @o =~ —2Hw,.  (D.85)

What is important about (D.84) is that the expansion perturbation is determined in
terms of the gravitational tidal forces for the scalar perturbation matter dominated
almost-FL universe.

D.7 The Correlation Function

If {{(§N/N)2) is the square of the variance in the number of objects in a volume V,
then the correlation function, the excess probability over a random variable of finding
an object within a distance x of a given object [144], is given by

€00 = 57 [VO( (57 )veo) - (D.56)

where V(x) is the volume enclosed with a radius x for flat universe (K = 0). The power
spectrum P(k) is related ® to the correlation function for a given distribution [97]:

1 ink ink
€00 = 53 f kzdk?i’(k)s%% s  P(k)=4r ] X%Xﬁ(x)m:xx* (D.87)

In an open universe the definition for the correlation function can still be retained. To
see how, one first notices that in a flat universe ((§N/N)?)y(y) ~ (N )t ~ V™2, where
(N)y is the average number of objects in a volume V. In a space of constant negative

8Care should be taken with the normalization convention.
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curvature the volumn enclosed by a sphere of radius x is V(x) = =(sinh(2y) — 2x) so
that
: ¢(x) ~ V™% ~ (sinh(2x) — 2x)™*. (D.88)
The power spectrum for a power law correlation function in the volume in an open
universe is then
sinky 1

ksinhy (sinh(2y) — 2X)a ? (D.SQ}

1
Plk) = 5B / sinh?ydy

where B is the normalization constant. This diverges for small x so a small-scale cut-off
is necessary [97]. To relate this to the power spectrum today on scales measured by
galaxy surveys, the power spectrum is multiplied by the square of a transfer function
T?%(k). The power spectrum can then be normalized to os.

D.8 Power Spectrum Normalization

There are two possibly normalization schemes to follow.

Large Scales

On considering a power spectrum of the form
P(k) = A(kno)™ (D.90)

where ng = 3tg >~ 2Hj Lfor g =1 gives the conformal time today, the scale factor can
be normalized and A is one way of expressing the amplitude of scalar perturbations since
it is related to the dimensionless scale of matter fluctuations at horizon crossing, dg, by

[142, 2, 17, 192):
=24, (D.91)
s

Here A?(k) =~ 6% (k/H)™*> (using ag = ¢ = +1). As before, |§(k)|? o k?H1,
Small Scales
The alternative scheme is to consider a power spectrum of the form
P(k) = BE"T?(k) , (D.92)

where the transfer function T'(k) ~ +1 on large scales. This means that if the fluctuations
arise purely from the SW effect caused by potential fluctuations near decoupling, the B
and A can be related at n = +1 [192]:

P(k) = 27%ng AKT% (k). (D.93)

For standard CMD it is the convention to use the parametrized transfer function [18]:

T e

T(k) = [1+ (ak + (b8)F + (ck)?)"]" (D.94)
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where
a =641 "Mpc, b=3.00"‘h"'Mpc, c¢=17T"'A"'Mpc, v=113. (D.95)

Now the shape function I can be given as approximately I' 2 Qoh (by choosing h = 0.5
and §p = 0.05 the shape function is given as I' = 0.48).

Large scale flows provide a measure of the power spectrum in as much as the
variance of the velocity field sphere of radius 5, v2,,,(z) can be expressed as an integral
over the power spectrum. On small scales (clusters of galaxies) the power spectrum is
normalize to og, the variance of the galaxy distribution on scales of z f 8h~Mpc [34]:

2 _ * 2 2 2
A== f K2dkP(k)T? (k)W (kzy) | (D.96)
where b, is the z scale “bias” such that of* = 0g/b, and the appropriate variance and
W (z) = 3(sinz — z cos z)1/23 is the top-hat function. It should also be pointed out that
it is more convenient to use the form

B I

The variance of galaxies possibly biased to the matter (6401 = bd,) is roughly unity
on the scale of 84~ Mpc. Interestingly enough the standard-CDM normalization from
COBE seems to give og =~ 1.3 which is seems to imply that it is not correct to assume
a pure SW-HZ power spectrum or even a n = 1.15 SW one. An appropriate table of
standard-CDM normalizations is provided in [24].

D.9 The open almost-FLRW case

D.9.1 Extending the integral solution to the open case

In the main body of this paper we keep to the almost-flat-FL case for clarity; the ex-
tension to the open case is straight forward. The point is that we have shown that the
standard results can be recovered from the CGI approach without anything particularly
new beyond some important differences in the formalism. Given that the generic linear
FRW is well treated in the standard literature, we provide only an outline for the open
case. The essence of the open solution is is given via:

! {f + 1)2 ( _ _}E 2 _ ) -
o+ k[(2£+3)(ze+1) 1= 5((E+1? = 1)) 7241 = 7es
~  —k'1y — [aBodgg + (aBy + K'vg )01 + aBadp] . (D.98)

The left hand side, the homogeneous case, is solved in very much that same way as for
the flat case.
The flat radial eigenfunctions are found from (D.100):

d +1
o kX = Gk ki (kx )‘(2e+1)

ki (kx) (D.99)
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where Qi = jg(kx)ygftOAf. For the general almost-FL (linearized FL) models [82, 70,
198] o

4 se ¢ -1 (£+1) [ K ] 41
. S - kil —£(f+2)— ] X7 . D.100

A T I Lo U ) (€425 Xo (D-100)
Thus, in order to construct the open solution, we just replace the homogeneous solution
for 1?2 +1 = k?/(—K) [70, 193] after reading off the solution using the recursion relation:

O (k,n) = (20 + )8, X(n) - (D.101)

Of course one needs to be careful to redefine the wavenumber. The integral solution
(5.95) is then used in (D.98), i.e. , the solutions (D.101) are substituted into (5.101) to
recover the open integral solutions.

One carries out the same treatment as for K = 0 but using {D.100) and (5.14-5.16).
Alternatively one can re-define the mode expansion M,[Q)] [66].

All that remains is to solve the evolution equations for the scalar perturbations,
the coefficients Cr{(n, k) now include curvature terms when written out in terms of the
B terms (one uses the open recursion relation instead of the flat). In turn, these terms,
B, will also pick up curvature terms when written out in terms of the perturbation
variables. When the curvature starts to dominate the evolution, one gets an additional
ISW contribution (which will be similar to the late ISW effect for a A dominated flat
model}.

D.9.2 Extending the power spectrum to the open matter dominated
case

We consider the primary anisotropy term:

TSW

W ~ SprcX{(An.), (D.102)
Spec = +%B1(?3*), (D.103)
Bulne) = +a(ak)™ (Bk,np™) (2 - 3K) (D.104)

This gives the SW effect in the open case,
For spaces of constant negative curvature in an almost-FL model:

(B(k*)D(K)) = [(%)3% 3 Kff_ P (Qoﬂj 1)] P(k) . (D.105)
Using (D.102-D.104) with K < 0 we find
2; 1
i) 7 gﬁ j 5y~ ~32k n)ps 5 (3K = k)XY (&) . (D.106)

“Notice that (#? + (£ + 1)%)/(v* + 1) = (1 — £(£ + 2)(K/Ek*)).
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It follows that (noticing that An, = x)

2
]Tflgﬁz? 3 palK A ;
L N TN Pk) . D.107
s~ TE mop TW (D-107)
Then we can use
2 - .
(ra,7%) = —Be / K2 dkE] |el57 (kx) » (D.108)
for
£ 2
=t = . ~ K2 ] D.109
“‘",g(zn—}-l)(?:n-—l) [1 g ) (D-109)

and (5.207) to find the angular correlation function. It is more straight forward to
redefine the mode function G;[@] in the mode function expansion, that is we use M,[Q] =
(E¢)"1G¢[Q] instead of G¢[Q]. This then allows us to retain the flat-like form for the
angular correlation function (5.207), however we must retain the flat mode eigenfunction
normalization:

2

K Qn d ,

Cy = 16n? [—p—l i 1)] /;;—??(z/)y?(vx) , (D.110)
1] ¥

where v? = k% — 1.

The angular power spectrum can then be normalized to some structure forma-
tion theory such as standard-CDM. It would seem that the favoured model (by current
observational limits) is the A CDM [107].

Also, in the open case from (D.110 and 5.213):

2 .

Here P* (5.215) is defined as before, while the mode expansion has been carried out in
terms of M,[Q] rather than G,[Q)] [66].
D.10 Additional comments on approximations

Given an integral of the form

Se(n, k) = /

; S(k, 1 )ie(k(ne — 7))drf, (D.112)

we can find the following approximations : First, when 8 is slowly varying when compared
with the transfer function S’ <« kS) :

7}0 . w 2
[ dnS(k,m)je ~ S(ne) [0 dnje. (D.113)

-
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Second, when the transfer function is slowly varying with respect to 8 (8§’ >> kS):

(] o0
dnSie ~ je(k(no — m) L dnS(k, 7). (D.114)
T

We are then, in addition, able to construct the Early-Times (ET) and Late-Time
(LT) approximations for the integral. Third, if the contribution of 8 is mostly at early
times :

g 0
[ siedn = jethm) [ S(k,npan (D.115)
s e
Fourth, and last, if the contribution is mostly at late times : ‘
o0
[ siedn = ktno =) [ S m)an (D.116)

An example of where these are used, is in the estimation of the ISW effect, which
can be approximated by using :

= [ @ - Wik — n)an = (% ~ B el (D.117)



Appendix E

Nonlinear extension

E.1 The scattering correction in the canonical formalism

Here I give the weakly nonlinear scattering correction (6.7) in terms of the canonical
formalism for flat almost-FLRW models. The primary and secondary sourced corrections
are given using the standard ansatz for primary and secondary anisotropies. These
corrections do not arise in the canonical treatment.

E.1.1 Summary of the canonical adiabatic results

Ignoring the isocurvature and Doppler effects from Hu-Sugiyama PRD 1995 :

Oulm) (B0 + V) (m)je(kAn.) 20 +1) + @€ +1) [ (¥ - #)je(kAn)dn,  (E.1)

Tt

for which we have used : An, = 1y — 7, and An = 1y — . Now using the WKB method,
from HS95-PRD, we include the photon diffusion damping by making the replacement :

- 00
(O + ¥)(n) = (B0 + ¥)(n.)D(k), for, D(k) = / dy'e~re= kR0l (B.2)
0
Here kp is the diffusion wavelength, and » the optical depth. We now consider the case
for adiabatic perturbations only, this allows the following initial conditions to be used

in the solutions to the tight-coupling (approximation) equations, the explanation being
that photons are overdense in the potential wells :

. 1
B0(0) = m:?-\l"(()) (E.3)
where the solution close to tight-coupling are:
(6o + ¥)(n.) = (84(0) + (1 + R)T(0)) cos(kr?) — RU(k, 7). (E.4)

This then describes the acoustic oscillations where, r? 2 ¢574, and ¢2 = 31;( 1 / 1+ R) while
the normalized scale factor (% at photon-baryon equality) is just, R = (3p,/4pr).

183
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The manner in which we intend to deal with the non-linearity, in the intermediate
scale, will once again rely upon the use of weak-coupling :

[ @0 + 1k m)ie R = 1)) = 4 22 Wk e)Bo + W, 2 )D(E), (B9

where: qg=ng— €+ % /k. This is how we will deal with the SW and acoustic oscillation
contributions : the primary contributions.

E.1.2 Canonical primary and secondary effects

The primary effect will take the form

oF (k,mo) [ 31 _ o ] .
e 25 - =—HEQo Aplk, ns k(o — ns))- E.6
It is convenient to then write the secondary effects following [84] (we now also include
the Doppler effect along with the ISW effects) where it is written out in terms of the
baryon perturbations using the adiabatic matter dominated CDM model :

@e‘?(k,m) I A "o iy Y, 2 2 J
2+ k'/7;d [(D“*"‘G D")Ap(k,m) + (D'r) A — 3k—Hy Qg

x e *je(k(no — n))dn. (E.7)

where 1 have used that (k, = ef) (see D.6.1 for an alternative derivation using 1+3
covariant techniques)

3D

KU (kn) = —5—HiQAw(k,m), (E.8)

kv (kym) =~ Agka. (E.9)

Furthermore in the Newtonian frame we can identify ® 4{k,7n) and ¥{k,7) as being the
same potentials, we also have in mind the situation of matter domination such that
&g ~ —& 4 (hence the factor of 2). We can then substitute (E.7) into (6.7) using (E.10),
where the sum is replaced by an integral.

The idea of introducing the A g here is that this will be replaced by the quasi-linear
and non-linear perturbations, Ay, following the usual HKLM procedure (see Peacocks
book for a nice summary [141]). The relationship between the 1+ 3 covariant and gauge
invariant theory is given by :

TR~ Y OFBQY, (E.10)
£>1

where m = 0,1,2 for scalar, vector and tensor mode respectively. In the instance of
scalar perturbations we then have that :

Bere(n, k) = Oplk,n) VE€>2. (E.11)

using this we can the construct the nonlinear corrections to the canonical theory.
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E.1.3 The scattering correction in canonical notation

From equation (6.7) we have that the source term takes the form
SnrLs ~ (‘UB(/G“ — K871 0p-1(K) +vp(K'™) B O (|K° - kmi))
‘ 1 - - ,
2 (oK — KB Ousa () + v (KB O (K7 = K°)) . (E12)
Here the nonlinear correction takes the form

o
(BC)VES (k) = | df Ve ®50) S Snps(k®, k'S, mo, 7). (E.13)
s Lo

The canonical source term can be simplified by multiplying through by 8¢ and using
the high-¢ approximations : fBp/Be—y = £/20 — 1 ~ 5 and B¢/Bpyy = 2 +1/0 =1~ 2.
Doing this we find that from (E.12) we are able to get :

Swis = op(k® = K) [0 () + Oesa (K]

+op(k) [ 3001k - Ko + Ok - K. (1)

We can further split the source term into the primary and secondary source anisotropy
terms : Syrs ~ Skps + S¥Ls. We do this below by first calculating the secondary
sourced corrections and the primary sourced corrections.

Primary sourced corrections

The contribution arising from the Primary effect, using (E.14) and (E.6) is

A' ka kla # 3 1
SfILS(ka? kma’?*%’?ﬂ) = ((llka kial )n ) [(@0 2 krz HQQGABUG”W )) (Els)

X

(-1 'm0 = ) + desa (W o = ) ) |

A 31
+ ""((gjg‘)“ [(@0 - §mggﬂaﬁs(lka - k"‘i:'f}’))

< (g1 = Bl = 1) + desa (6 = K)o = 1) |

Secondary sourced corrections

Now we substitute in the almost-FLRW adiabatic temperature anisotropy ansatz (E.7)
for the secondary effects :

3 Ap(lkt — K"
S%LS‘(kaﬁkm’ 0, 7dy s 2 B}ia Lta kln ) / dﬂ[(D”K” + K’”D’)&B (k,an’)
l ] na
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D ., (1. .
+ (D's) A (K ) - 33;’-‘;3390&3{&’,??‘)]6 * (ﬁgz-l(k’(a' =) + jerr (K'(n' - n)))
3 Zﬁlg(k',ﬂ') " wor oy a _ pfa) o
il - ASGER/ dnl(D DHYAp(Jk* - k',
3l o Jy, W0+ DI As(E k)
D
+ (D) AR — K2 7) - (1K - KD T HIQAB(IK® ~ k|, 7))

x e (B = Kl = m) + e (8 = Kl =) ) (E.16)

We can then substitute this into the integral solution for the correction (E.13) to find the
correction in terms of the density contrasts due to the secondary effects as integrated from
the last scattering surface until now. From this one can then construct the mean-squares
to write the effect in terms of the matter power spectrum.

Correction to angular correlation functions

We use the weakly nonlinear ansatz — which excludes integrated feedback to source the
calculation of the correction to the angular correlation function:

2 > dk
6CyHE == A — k10055 (k, m) . (E.17)

(no = nr and g = 7).

In order to understand why what we have done is so convenient, recalling that
Aplk,n) = D(n)Ag(k,mp), where in the linear theory D(n) = (n/m)? from D
H [da(aH)™®. The power spectrum is defined by P(|k|) = |Ap(k,70)|?>. In order to
include nonlinear matter evolution one would modify the power spectrum by using a
nonlinear extension of usual matter perturbation variable A, — A, perhaps using the
HKLM procedure.

E.2 Towards a nonlinear theory

Moving towards a nonlinear theory of small-scale non-perturbative correction, one would
like a systematic algorithm for the inclusion of non-perturbative sources within a per-
turbed cosmology. Ideally one would like to have a less restrictive situation that includes
mode-mode coupling. In this regard one possible recipe is outlined - but not developed
further.

The next level of complexity would be to carry such a calculation out, either in the
CDM frame - where the shear and vorticity would then become the interesting sources
of dynamical nonlinearity or in the manifestly gauge invariant (the relative velocity free
or frame unfixed) version of the theory.

That is, given a nonlinear source term, its small scale effects on the CMB would
be approximated by substituting the corrections both into the general almost-FLRW
solutions (the ungauged or frame fixed version as in [67]) along with the additional
nonlinear shear effect so as to include the mode-mode coupling. The source term would
be of the form of a mode coefficient, with a time and wavenumber dependence. The



APPENDIX E. NONLINEAR EXTENSION ' 187

calculation of these would in themselves be quite tricky — unless one has flat surfaces of
homogeneity or similar symmetries that would allow the use of known mode functions.
The scheme is as follows, one begins with the linear ansatz :

7O xrf 75, (E.18)

The small scale non-perturbative correction is then constructed:
0
'rfi? x 74,9 + 674, [*rie}, Oaby Ag;s Wa), (E.19)
(as we have done for the Rees-Sciama in the CDM almost-Eds case : with a nonlinear
Rs and A, &~ 0 =~ w,). To find the weakly nonlinear small-scale corrections, one can
extend this scheme to test stability, we extend it iteratively as a small scale scheme for
general temperature anisotropies Il,4, :

to tn

mG) ~ nf+ [T [T danGY, (E.20)
13} ty

ng) ~ ) +oralry) ol AVE W), (E.21)

The subtle point here is that if one us picking ad hoc sources of nonlinearity, the issue
of correctly modeling their backreaction through the Einstein Field Equations becomes
a problem. One simplistic remedy to this problem is to use the initial almost-FLRW
ansatz as restricted to the Newtonian frame (N denotes Newtonian frame almost-FLRW
anisotropies):

*rjz(o} ~ 'rANcl), (E.22)
using (E.19) and (E.18); as we have shown for the Newtonian threading. Hence we
modify (E.21) such that :

to tn

Hf;? = H(Q) dtl...dtnnf‘;‘;l}, (E.23)
&y to

Hg}z} ~ (0) + 674 [TAe(O) oML ANL, w‘}l\’L]. (E.24)

Here aab , ANL and wlNT are found as in a fixed u®frame, in the exact theory, but
with the hnear part removed in terms of the linear relative velocity difference between
the general u®-frame and the linear Newtonian frame : o’ = Dyug + og, AV =
o + Hv, + Ag and wl'l & w, — 2curly,. In the almost-FLRW case o}{f ~ 0 ~ w¥L
and ANT will cancel on small scales so as to recover the canonical Newtonian-like results
(E.22).

The angular correlation function can be generically constructed using the PSTF
basis and the assumption of I14, being an element of an ensemble made up of Gaussian
Random Fields [66] :

Cp = (Tl 4,114¢). (E.25)

(22 + 1

This makes the use of exact relativistic kinetic theory plausible in the context of compar-
ison with the observed angular correlation functions. One can in principle use the exact
Multipole Divergence Equations (MDE’s) in a tetrad to compute I14,: the generalized
temperature anisotropies.
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E.3 Related Issues

In addition to the key question about the nature of the global geometry in the context
of the gravitational wave imprint (as outlined in chapter (7)) there are other loose ends
that could be interesting to understand better.

Mode-Mode couplings : A good understanding of generic mode-mode coupling
pathologies has yet to be obtained. The issue of the dissipative and dispersive effects
that such couplings have on coherent behaviour found in the linearized systems is a
key point. Not only is there a generic breaking of the linear independence between
different modes, but resonance effects as well as the washing out of preceding
structure needs to be understood within the context of GR. The key here is to
understand the effects of generic smoothing due to mode-mode couplings.

Nonlinear Foregrounds and Integrated effects: This still needs much work.
The issue of the relevance and approximation of nonlinear astrophysical foreground
effects, nonlinear general relativistic foreground effects, and the integrated nature
of these effects has yet to reach the mature clarity that would be necessary in order
to claim that these effects are irrelevant to modern cosmology. More importantly,
if one is to take the precision cosmology programme seriously these need to be very
carefully scrutinized. A key-point towards resolution of this is the understanding
of generic area distance and diameter distance relations.

Gaussian Assumption : A better formulation of the statistics of near linear
systems in a way so as to provide a better foundations for the use of the Gaus-
sian Assumption (See Ferriera-Mageujio [63]). Perhaps a better understanding of
the process of primordial perturbation formation would provide reasons for the
statistics being so close to superpositions of GRF’s — leaving non-Gaussianity as a
foreground issue.

Weak Copernican Principle : Explicit tests of the weak Copernican principle
should be carried out, not only as an excercise of getting around cosmic variance but
also as an attempt to falsify the COBE-Copernican Theorem. This could be carried
out using a combination of SZ, polarization and X-ray maps (see [96, 69, 119]).

Area-distance and Angular diameter-distance: The exact formulation of the
area distance and angular diameter distance relations from the geodesic deviation
equations have not been sufficiently well developed within the 143 Lagrangian
approach — the almost-FLRW case is well understood.

Nonlinear Polarization: The Ehlers-Ellis-Theory does not yet have a non-
perturbative formulation of polarization. This linear formulation is well described
in the canonical literature (see Kosowsky [99] for a description of the linear theory)
and has been put into 143 CGI almost-FLRW form by Challinor [29].

Spatial boundary conditions: If the universe were only almost-FLRW in a
small region of space-time, rather than the entire space-time, the surface terms
on the boundary need to be understood and taken into account. One way of
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doing this would be to treat the background as globally FRW but a subregion’ of
this as almost-FLRW (a small subset). Additionally one could attempt to match
the perturbations across the boundary of this region in order to investigate the
implication of nontrivial topologies within the the threading approach [61, 102].
That is, to construct a (more sophisticated) realistic Swiss-Cheese approach.

o Passive and Active perturbations : Is there a link between non-perturbative
relativistic effects and active perturbations [126] — can nonlinear gravitational cor-
rections from relativistic cosmology be well modeled by techniques from linear
response theory [126] or other tricks utilized in the study of active/passive and
coherent/incoherent perturbations 7

'One could consider normals to the boundary of some region U, n%, they will be curl free and timelike.
Using the projection tensor p®, = 8§ ~ n®ny forall 6%, = —u®u, + k*;. The boundary equations are then
linearized the along with the idea that nou® 2 0 (close to FRW) at the boundary:

0= (Gas — Tat)n’n®, 0= (Goe — Toe)n"s%,, 0= (VoT ), 0= (V.T")p°,.

The point is then that one can have a space-time region that is almost-FLRW as opposed to the space-
time being globally almost-FLRW and impose the boundary conditions by specifying the symmetries in
n® = Vo F(z). Henk van Elst humoured my discussion of this and help clarify its practicality.





