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Classical evolution and quantum generation in generalized gravity theories including string
corrections and tachyons: Unified analyses
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We present cosmological perturbation theory based on generalized gravity theories including string
theory correction terms and a tachyonic complication. The classical evolution as well as the quantum
generation processes in these varieties of gravity theories are presented in unified forms. These apply both
to the scalar- and tensor-type perturbations. Analyses are made based on the curvature variable in two
different gauge conditions often used in the literature in Einstein’s gravity; these are the curvature
variables in the comoving (or uniform-field) gauge and the zero-shear gauge. Applications to generalized
slow-roll inflation and its consequent power spectra are derived in unified forms which include a wide
range of inflationary scenarios based on Einstein’s gravity and others.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmological linear perturbation theory [1] has central
importance in the current cosmological investigations of
the large-scale structure and the cosmic microwave back-
ground radiation. A rather successful scenario can be made
based on Einstein’s gravity with varying use of the diverse
(but ordinary) fluids and fields as the energy-momentum
content. Relativistic gravity theories more general than
Einstein’s gravity are ubiquitous in the literature; some
are variants of Einstein’s gravity, while others are more
generalized forms with natural correction terms arising in
the quantum corrections or in the attempt of unified theo-
ries such as string/M-theory program. Thus, it would be
interesting to formulate corresponding cosmological per-
turbation analyses in these generalized forms of relativistic
gravity theories. It would be naturally more interesting if
we could make a unified formulation of handling the
perturbations in the context of generalized theories includ-
ing Einstein’s theory as a case. This is our purpose of the
presentation. We consider generalized forms of gravity
theories expressed as actions in Egs. (31), (45), (74),
(92), and (110).

In the literature, equations in two different gauge con-
ditions are popularly used. In terms of the three-space
curvature perturbation ¢, the two gauges are the comoving
gauge v = 0 (or, equivalently, in the minimally coupled
scalar field, the uniform-field gauge 6 » = 0) and the zero-
shear gauge y = 0 conditions. As each of these two gauge
conditions fixes the temporal gauge mode completely, the
variables are equivalently gauge invariant and correspond
to the combinations ¢,, (or ¢54) and ¢, in Eq. (10). In the
presence of background curvature, we need generalization
of ¢,,, which we call ®, to have the unified form, and in the
case of the generalized gravity we also need generalization
of ¢,, which we call P, to have the unified form; see
Eqgs. (22), (38), (57), (84), and (100). In all the gravity
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theories we are considering, we can successfully present
the perturbation equations in exactly the same form as in
Einstein’s gravity. Thus, we can present the consequent
classical evolution and quantum generation processes in
unified forms. Such unified analyses are practically useful
to handle the structure evolution because it allows one to
handle situations when one type of gravity theory switches
to another type in the early universe.

In Sec. II we present our notation, summary of the gauge
issue, and the fundamental equations in a gauge-ready
form. In Sec. III we present the closed form equations
using ¢ and W, which are generalizations of ¢, and ¢,,
respectively, in the cases of the fluid, field, and generalized
forms of gravity theories. In Sec. IV we present the unified
form equations for all the gravity theories considered in
this work and present a variety of exact and asymptotic
solutions available. In Sec. V we present the quantum
generation process in unified form starting from the action
formulation. An exact form of inflation generated power
spectrum is derived under an assumption of the back-
ground, which is quite general so that it includes various
inflation scenarios suggested in the literature as cases.
Thus, we present the final inflationary spectra in unified
forms which can be compared with the cosmic microwave
background radiation (CMB) and the large-scale structure
observations. Our classical evolution and the quantum
generation processes are presented for both the scalar-
type and the tensor-type perturbations in unified forms.
In Sec. VI we summarize the new discoveries in our
presentation and provide a discussion.

II. STRATEGY AND BASIC EQUATIONS
A. Notation

As the metric we consider the Robertson-Walker space-
time with the scalar- and tensor-type perturbations
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ds* = —d*(1 + 2a)dn* — 24*B, ,dndx®
+a2(g%) + 2085 + 2y 415 + 2C,p)dxdxP, (1)

where a(n) is the cosmic scale factor and 7 is the confor-
mal time defined as cdt = adn. We set c =1 = h. The
Greek indices «, 3, v, ... indicate the space, and the Latin
indices a, b, c, ... indicate the spacetime. The spacetime
dependent variables «, 8, ¥, and ¢ are scalar-type per-
turbed order variables and C,g is a (transverse-tracefree)

tensor-type variable. Indices of C, 5 are based on g(j}; and a

vertical bar indicates a covariant derivative based on g%

The three-space metric g(;}), indicates the background co-

moving three-space part of the Robertson-Walker metric
which is spatially homogeneous and isotropic; some of its
specific representations are
dr?
———— + r2(d#* + sin’0d ¢
1—Kr? a %)
_ 1
- K 72)2
(1+57)

gggdx“dxﬁ =
(dx* + dy* + dz?)

—d + [\/1? sin(\/E)'()T(dBZ + sin20d ),

2

where we have

3
_ j’ rodr <)
X= | 77—
V1 — Kr?
The K is the sign of the three-space curvature.
We ignore the vector-type perturbation (rotation) in this
paper; see Sec. VI for a summary. Our metric convention
follows Bardeen’s [2]. Our perturbation variables have

some kinematic interpretations. The kinematic quantities
in the normal frame are [3]

0 =3H—« Oap = Xalg — %g(j};AX + a2C’g)ﬂ,
G =a,  RW= %[61( —4a +3K)e], @
where we introduced
. . A
x=alB+ay),  k=5K=3Ha-3¢-—x
&)

An overdot denotes time derivative based on ¢, H = %, and

A is a Laplacian operator based on gS)ﬁ The 6, o, and a,
are the expansion scalar, shear tensor, and the acceleration
vector, respectively; in the normal frame we have the
vanishing rotation tensor w,g = 0 based on the frame
vector [4]. From these we can interpret y, k, and ¢ as
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the perturbed shear, the perturbed expansion, and the per-
turbed curvature of the normal-frame vector.

As the energy-momentum tensor we consider an
imperfect-fluid form including the scalar- and tensor-type
perturbations

Ty = —(in + 8u), TS = —(u+ plv,,

o — 9 @ a (6)
Tg = (p + 6p)og + 113,

where H;‘; is a tracefree anisotropic stress; H;‘; is based on

8(5;); An overbar indicates the background order quantities;
we ignore it unless necessary. The cosmological constant
A can be included by adding TSV = —g2-58¢ to the
energy-momentum tensor; thus, A can be included by
adding up = —pp = % to the background fluid quanti-
ties w and p. The entropic perturbation e is defined as

e=0dp—cbdu, A= p/p (7)
We decompose the anisotropic stress as
1 1
I, = E(nﬂw - ggg;;m> Y, ®

where Hg)ﬁ is transverse and tracefree. In an ideal fluid we
have ¢ = 0 and II =0=Hg38'

B. Gauge issue

Here we summarize the behaviors of our perturbation
variables under the gauge transformation and our strategy
of how to handle and use such degrees of freedom as an

advantage. Under the gauge transformation x¢ =
x* 4+ £9(x¢) we have [2,3]
. ~ 1 :
a=a-g p=porera’),
a a
. 1 . <
y=y-—-§ ¢=e¢-H{ x=x-—¢&,
R = —1—31'-'I+A ! Sp=0u— &'
k=K o &' A =308u— pe 9)
1 N
op = 6p — pé&, v=v—-£&, II =1I,
a
A= i et A 70— @
6 =8¢ — P&, Cop = Cups H;B = H;B,

where we used ¢% =1¢"and £, = £, ¢ and 8¢ are the
background and perturbed part of a scalar field ¢(x, 7).
Thus, using y instead of B and 7y individually, all our
perturbation variables are spatially gauge invariant.
However, all our scalar-type perturbation variables depend
on the temporal gauge transformation which will be used
as an advantage in our gauge-ready strategy [3]. Temporal
gauge fixing condition, fixing &', applies only to the scalar-
type perturbation. To the linear order, we can impose any
one of the following temporal gauge conditions to be valid
at any spacetime point: the synchronous gauge (a0 = 0),
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the comoving gauge (v = 0), the zero-shear gauge (y =
0), the uniform-expansion gauge (x = 0), the uniform-
curvature gauge (¢ = 0), the uniform-density gauge
(6 =0), the uniform-pressure gauge (6p =0), the
uniform-field gauge (6¢ = 0). Any linear combination
of these gauge conditions which can give a constraint on
&' can be regarded as a suitable temporal gauge condition;
thus, we have an infinite number of temporal gauge con-
ditions available. In the synchronous gauge we set « = 0
in all coordinate systems which leave nonvanishing £'(x)
with general dependence on the spatial coordinate [see
Eq. (9)], whereas in the other gauge conditions mentioned
above we have &' = 0 after imposing any of the temporal
gauge condition in all coordinate systems, thus removing
the gauge mode completely. Thus, except for the synchro-
nous gauge condition, each of the other temporal gauge
fixing conditions completely removes the temporal gauge
mode. Later, we will present our fundamental set of scalar-
type perturbation equations in a naturally spatially gauge-
invariant form but without fixing the temporal gauge con-
ditions. The equations will be arranged so that we can
impose any of our fundamental gauge conditions easily
depending on the specific problems we encounter; thus, we
suggestively call our approach a gauge-ready formulation
[3].

We introduce several gauge-invariant combinations:

py=¢ —Hy,

¢, = ¢ —aHv,

5v55—aﬁv,

f; (10)

5¢¢E‘S¢_E¢E_E§DS¢’

o | O |

V, =V ——Y=——X,

% aX aXv

where 6 = 6u/u. The gauge-invariant combination d¢,
is equivalent to d¢ in the uniform-curvature gauge which
takes ¢ = 0 as the gauge condition, etc. Using our notation
for the gauge-invariant combinations, we can systemati-
cally construct and trace various gauge-invariant combina-
tions for a given variable [3]. As in the last two examples in
Eq. (10), our notation of gauge-invariant variables allows
algebra connecting different expressions of the same
gauge-invariant combinations. Compared with the notation
used by Bardeen in 1980 [5], ignoring the harmonic func-
tions, we have:

(I)H = qD,\/’ q)A = a/)(’ ¢m = @y €En = 51}!
A
v§°> = kv,, pﬂf) = §p, p’iT(TO) = —;H. (11)

Later we will use ¢, (or ¢54) and ¢, as the main varia-
bles. Considering Egs. (4) and (6), we may regard the
gauge-invariant combinations ¢,, and ¢, as the perturbed
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three-space curvature (¢) in the comoving gauge (v = 0)
and the zero-shear gauge (y), respectively, based on the
normal-frame vector field.

C. Basic equations

The background evolution is governed by

877G K A ) K
H=——p——+=, H=—47G(u + p) + —.
3 Tt 7G(u + p) 2

(12)

To the perturbed order, the scalar-type perturbations are
described by [2,3]

A
k=3(-¢+Ha)——x, (13)
a
A3 o bk = —4nGop, (14)
a
A +3K
K+ o x = 12aGa(u + p)v, (15)
X+t Hy—a— ¢ =38nGIl, (16)

. A
k+2Hk + <3H + —2>a =47G(6u + 36p), (A7)
a

Sp+3H(Ou + 6p) = (u + p)<K —3Ha + %v),
(18)

[a*(w + pv] 1 Sp 2A+3K 1I
—— =—(a+ + = .
a*(p + p) a( mwtp 3 M+p)

19)

These follow from Einstein’s equations and the energy and
momentum-conservation equations; Eq. (13) is a definition
of «, Egs. (14)~(17) follow from G§, G, G§ — 584G,
and G§ — G8 components of Einstein’s equation, respec-
tively, and Egs. (18) and (19) follow from Tg;h =0 and
T";; » = 0, respectively. These equations are presented with-
out fixing the temporal gauge condition and using the
spatially gauge-invariant variables only. Thus, these are
presented in a gauge-ready form which allows us to choose
the temporal gauge condition depending on the situation as
an advantage in handling the problem. This set of equations
was first presented by Bardeen in Ref. [2]. As we are
considering the most general imperfect fluid, the above
equations are valid even in the context of generalized
gravity theories we are considering: the fluid quantities
M, p, 6, 8p, (u + p)v, and II can be reinterpreted as
the effective fluid quantities; see Eq. (21) below and
Refs. [3,6].
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In the case of the gravitational wave, we have

A -2K
——C% =87GIIY*.  (20)

C%+3HCH — -

In Egs. (12)—(20) we presented the complete sets of
background and perturbed equations for a general imper-
fect fluid. In the case of fluid we include the most general
type of imperfect-fluid contributions for both the back-
ground and perturbation. In such forms the equations are
generally valid for the case of a scalar field and the other
generalized gravity theories, by reinterpreting the fluid
quantities as the effective fluid quantities. That is, by
arranging the gravitational field equation in the following
form:

G4 = 87GTY, 1)

we reinterpret T} as the effective energy-momentum tensor
[6]. Thus, in those generalized theories we will present
only the effective fluid quantities which together with the
general equations derived in the fluid in Eqs. (12)—(20)
provide a complete set of equations.

III. EQUATIONS IN TWO GAUGES

A. Fluid
We introduce the Field-Shepley combination [7]

K/a?
o= - .. 22
@y 47rG(,u+p)‘PX (22)
We can derive [8]
H c2A H +2 A H
= @ —— e+ =11}
4mGlu + p) @@ X ,u+p( 3a? )
(23)

H(“ X) _ATCE P g gaoHt )

a\u? H

Equation (23) follows from taking a time derivative of
Eq. (22) and using Eqgs. (13)—(16) and (19); we also need
v, = — % X» in Eq. (10). Equation (24) follows from
Egq. (13) and using Egs. (15) and (16) withv, = v — 1 y =
— 1= (¢, — @,), which follows from Eq. (10). We can
combine Egs. (23) and (24) to make closed form second-
order differential equations for both ® and ¢ :

el R G|

aAlu+p | H m+p 3a?
A H?
- c§_2<cb ) H), (25)
a M+ p
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+ HZ . HZ .
pTP 2o, +87G I
H [a(p+ p)\H mt+p

A 2 A
— ey - 477G<e +2 ?H) (26)

In an ideal fluid we have ¢ = 0 = II. For a pressureless
medium we have c% = 0; thus, instead of Egs. (23) and
(25), we have

d=0. 27)

Equations (23)—(26) show basic forms of equations valid
even in the scalar field and generalized gravity theories to
be considered in this paper. Unified forms will be presented
in Sec. IV.

In the fluid context it is often convenient to have an
equation for density perturbation. The most convenient
(i.e., similar to the Newtonian) form is available in the
comoving gauge, thus equivalently using a gauge-invariant
combination §,, [9]. Using Poisson’s relation

A + 3K

5— ¢y = 4mGupo,, (28)
a

which follows from Egs. (14) and (15), Eq. (26) gives [9]

+ H2 3 . HZ .
£P THhs) -2 (A + 3K)T1
a’Hu | alp + p)\ H mtp

A A+3K 1 2 A
=256, + —(e+==1II). (29
G0, (er i nl) @)
For the tensor mode Eq. (20) gives
1 . .. A-2K 0
;(cﬁcaﬁ) -0 Cop = 87GII ;ﬁ. (30)

The fluid perturbation and the gravitational wave were
studied in the context of the synchronous gauge (a = 0)
by Lifshitz [1]. The zero-shear gauge (y = 0) to handle the
gravitational potential (¢) and the comoving gauge (v =
0) for the density perturbation (§) were first studied by
Harrison [10] and Nariai [11], respectively.

B. Field

We consider an action for a minimally coupled scalar
field [12-14]

s— | d‘%ﬁ[ﬁlf S V(¢>} G1)

The gravitational field equation and the equation of motion
are

Gab = 877G(¢a¢b - %d’ycd),cgab - Vgab)’ (32)

O¢ — Vg =0. (33)

Equations (12)—(20) remain valid with the following back-
ground and perturbed order fluid quantities:
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p=1p*+V, p=id> -V, (34)
bu=$dd — $la+ V450,
. . 02 . 1 5¢
op=¢ép — ¢ a =V 469, v=5€n (35)

— 0 = TTWe
H—O—Hﬁ s

where we expanded ¢ (x,1) = ¢(1) + p(x,1). Ad-
ditionally, from Eq. (33) we have the background and
perturbed equation of motion

¢ +3Hp + V=0, (36)

. . A
0 +3HSp ——06¢p +V 4400
a
= d(k+ @) + 2¢ + 3Hd)a. (37)
As 8¢ =0 implies v =0, the uniform-field gauge

(6¢ = 0) is equivalent to the comoving gauge (v = 0);
thus, ¢, = @s4. Thus, Eq. (22) becomes

K/a?
D= g5y — WGDX- (38)
We have
H A
= W%%(, (39)
Hfa \ 47G¢*
Ll A @, 40
a (H ¢X> H (40)
where
) 23
A =1+3(1-cHKA!, c§E£=—l—7¢..
2 3H¢
(4D

Equation (39) follows from taking a time derivative of
Eq. (38) and using Eqgs. (13)—(16); we also need dusy4 =
—gﬁza(w, which follows from Eq. (35). Equation (40)
follows from Eq. (13) and using Egs. (15) and (16) with
od, =8¢ — dx = %(—gpad, + ¢,), which follows from
Eq. (10). Equations (39) and (40) also follow from
Egs. (23) and (24) using the effective fluid quantities in
Egs. (34) and (35): from Egs. (34) and (35) we have

A+ 3K
47Ga? Ox
where we used Eq. (28), and du 54 = O p,. Using Eq. (42)
and IT = 0 in Egs. (23) and (24), we can derive Egs. (39)
and (40). By combining Egs. (39) and (40), we have
H*CGAra*d? . 7 A
pEpe [Hch\ CID} =} ?(I), (43)

e=(1—c5)8psy = —(1 —c3) (42)
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27 H? (a ik A
Flalae) | ~daee @

which can be compared with the ideal fluid (thus sets e =
0 = II) equations in Egs. (25) and (26). Thus, we have an
interesting conclusion: Compared with an ideal fluid, the
minimally coupled scalar field effectively has c2 replaced
by c%, which becomes 1 for K = 0. The c, has the role of
wave speed of the perturbed field and the simultaneously
excited metric; interpretation of c, as the wave speed is
properly valid only for K = 0. Thus, for K = 0 the wave
propagation speed becomes 1. In the minimally coupled
scalar field ¢, cannot be interpreted as the wave propaga-
tion speed. This is because the scalar field has a nonvanish-
ing entropic perturbation as in Eq. (42), and thus cannot be
interpreted as an ideal fluid.

For the tensor mode, Eq. (30) remains valid in the field

situation with Hg)ﬁ = 0. That is, the presence of a mini-

mally coupled scalar field (or fields) does not directly
affect the equation of tensor-type perturbation.

C. Generalized f(db, R) gravity
We consider an action [3,6,15-17]

s= [dxy=H 56,0 ~30(@d . ~ V(®)

+Mm+Lm} (45)

where L, represents additional correction terms to be
considered in Secs. IIIF and IIIG. This action without
L. includes the following gravity theories as a subset:
f(R) gravity which includes R? gravity, the scalar-tensor
theory which includes the Jordan-Brans-Dicke theory, the
nonminimally coupled scalar field, the induced gravity, the
low-energy effective action of string theory, etc.; see
Ref. [17]. Although this generalized action by itself does
not have much physical meaning, there are some advan-
tages by analyzing perturbations in this general context: for
example, our results will be valid considering transitions
from one type of gravity theory to the other. The gravita-
tional field equation and the equation of motion are

17 0 1
Gab =4 T((;b) tw d’,ad),b - _¢’C¢,cgab
F 2
1
+ E(f —RF = 2V)gap + F oy —UOFga + T((lch)}

(46)

1 1
Ue + %(w,qs(ﬁ’ bt fgp—2Vy) = ZT( ), (47)
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where F = %. ‘We have

8(=8Lwy) = 53/= 8T 88 aps

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 063536 (2005)

8(J=8L() = 38T 880 (48)

Equations (12)—(20) remain valid with the following effective fluid quantities:

8TGu = — >

1/l ., RF—f+2V
z L= J =7
F( wé 2

. . 1,1
—3HF — T(()L)()), 87Gp = f<§a)d)2 -

+ F+2HF + =T
2 3

(49)

RF — f+2V 1 (L.)a)

Ir oL . . A
87Gop = ;[quaqs 420087 — [ +2V,5)06 — 3HOF + <3H 3+ F>5F

+ BHF — w¢p?a + Fx — (6Téc)0 —

()0
F o ﬂ’

| . 3 . . 2A+3K
87Goép = F[wqbc?qb + E(w,¢¢2 +f4—2Vy)8h + OF + 2HSF + <—H —3H? — 3 23 >5F
a
. . . . 2. 1 v OF .
— Fa—(0¢?+2F + 2HF)a — = Fr + - ( 8TV — =1 |,
3 3 F
1Tl . . .
87GTO = F[—(—wcﬁ&l) — 8F + HSF + Fa), + TEPO}
a
srGTIe — L[ L (vev, — Lsan\oF = Fy) — £éa + o707 = L sasyion 50
7GIg = 21 5\ V*Ve = 3 05A )(OF = Fy) = FCh + 0T " — 20501y |, (50)
[
where we have (u + pv = _A—IVaTl())“
. K I = 3a2A~1(A + 3K) /(1147 ),
R=6(2H2+H+—2>, 51 2 i ) (lﬁ ) )
a (N _ a _ a _ o
g =11 - —(vev, §6ﬁA)H,
a — Ta _ 1sa
g =Tg - 18a77.

a2

=6u — 30p. (52)

. +
5R=2[—k—4HK—<A2+3H>a—2A 3K¢}
a

We have set TL(I’,')’) = 0. The scalar- and tensor-type fluid
quantities can be read from Egs. (6) and (8) as
|

The comoving gauge (v = 0) differs from the uniform-
field gauge (8¢ = 0); thus, @54 # ¢,. The equation of
motion gives

1

.. . 1 .

2

8¢ + <3H + %&)&{; + [—A + (ﬂ) . <7_f’¢ J;ZV"’S),JM = ¢a +<2;’5 +3H + %cV)a + dx

a [ ng?

1 1 w
+ —F,6R——(6T© — 22 54T,
20 ¢ 2w< 1) ¢

(55)

We have additionally located TL(IZ) and 7' terms for later consideration of the string theory correction terms in Secs. III F
and I G. In this subsection we ignore these correction terms. From Egs. (6), (50), and (53) we have

1 . . .
87G(u + p)v = —F(a)¢8¢ + 0F — HOF — Fa),
a

1 .
8wGI = - (8F — Fy)

F
87GIIE" = ——Cj. (56)

Instead of Eq. (38), we introduce a more generalized form
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K F oF
q)_§05¢ 5 T, am WEQDX+—X.
wd? +% 2F
(57)

From Egs. (13)—(15) and Egs. (13), (15), and (16), respec-
tively, we can derive

2HF + F A3A

et Ea o

; . 2 3F2
H+ %<_"F A w) @ e (59)

aF \H+ £ 2HF + F

where
28 _3ELE
T <6 N M>ma
H+ L

2F (60)

3F?
[+ 37)

In order to derive Egs. (58) and (59) we follow the same
algebraic procedure as needed in the scalar field. By com-
bining Egs. (58) and (59), we have

H+ 1202 43 2 4 3F2

(3 22F) :2 |: (w ;2 ) :| _ C%Az(b, 61)
a(wd” +355)| (H+ 2F) a

2+ 2T (1 + Ly .t
0f (A *ap) (_aF )| a2
HF +1 F alwd? + 3F H + a

(62)

We notice that ¢4 can be interpreted as a wave speed of the
perturbed field as well as the simultaneously excited met-
ric; for K = 0 we have

ca =1, (63)

and only in this case can we properly interpret c, as the
wave speed; ¢ clearly differs from ¢ = p/p.

This unified result is valid for the gravities in the forms
either (i) F = F(¢) or (ii) F = F(R). In the case of f =
f(R) without the field, the results in the above remain valid
with the following prescription: we remove ¢ (w as well);
thus, we have E = 3 F?, and set @54 = @5 In the general
case with F = F(¢, R), the situation corresponds to the
two component medium; see Sec. III D.

Using

F
oF, = —(¢,

x= g — ®s¢), (64)
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we have

Ja

. (65)
H+

¢y =

As we are considering the linear theory, if the solution of
one variable is known in any one gauge, solutions of all the
other variables in the same gauge as well as in any other
gauge can be derived easily through linear algebra; our
gauge-ready form equations in Egs. (13)—(19) and our
convention of the gauge-invariant variables in Eq. (10)
are useful to derive the remaining variables systematically.
For the tensor mode we have

A —2K

| BT
——(a@°FC,g) — Cup =0. 66
(@ FC,p) s (66)
This equation is valid for general algebraic function of
f(é, R). In the context of fluid formulation in Eq. (30),
the F term in Eq. (66) comes from the nonvanishing

effective anisotropic stress of our generalized gravity the-
ory in Eq. (56).

D. Conformal transformation

Although direct derivation of Egs. (58) and (59) is not
complicated, there is another simple way. The gravity
theory in Eq. (45) can be transformed to Einstein’s gravity
through a conformal rescaling of the metric and rescaling
of the field. The end result is Einstein’s gravity with
complications appearing only in the modified form of the
field potential. Thus, using such transformation properties
we can derive the equations in generalized gravity from
equations in Sec. III B.

We have studied the conformal transformation proper-
ties in Refs. [6,18] and in a most general form in
Appendix A of Ref. [15]. Under the conformal transforma-
tion,

8. = 0%, Q = /87GF = e¥/V®, 67)
with
dé = \/ ! ( dgp? + d¢2>. (68)

Equation (45) transforms to Einstein’s gravity with a modi-
fied potential

1

Ve -
(167GF)?

2V — f + RF). (69)

The form of d¢ implies that, in order to have Einstein’s
gravity with one minimally coupled scalar field, we need a
certain condition on the form of f(¢, R). We need either
f = F(¢)R or a pure f(R) gravity without the field; if we
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have f a nonlinear function of R with a field involved, we
will have Einstein’s gravity with two scalar fields.

Under such a transformation, with Q = Q(1 + 8Q), we
have to the background order

L1 Q
a=aQl, = (ds, H= §<H + §>,
(70)
X l (o ,, 3F?
= |— = + =
¢ \/87TG (Fd) 2F2>’
and to the perturbed order
o= ¢+ 6Q, & =a+ 6Q, xX=Qx
56 _ 50 _oF an
b e
where
OF
F Q=— 2
87GF, 5 2F (72)

The following variables are invariant under the conformal
transformation:

H

dm, A, K, 0= " o Cops
(73)
where k is the comoving wave number with A = —k? in

the Fourier space. It would be a trivial exercise to derive
Egs. (58) and (59) from Egs. (39) and (40) using Egs. (70)—
(73). We can also show that under the conformal trans-
formation we have ® = ® and ¢; = W. Notice that ¢,

and C,g are invariant under the conformal transformation.
J
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From this result we can draw an important conclusion that
the power spectra (both amplitudes and spectral slopes)
based on @54 and C,g derived in the context of any given
frame is valid in any other frame.

However, for the two other types of gravity theories to be
considered in the following subsections, we have no such
transformation property available. We have to derive the
equations directly from the gravity theories and equations
of motion. The same algebraic procedures needed for the
scalar field also apply to these gravity theories in a rather
exact manner.

E. Tachyonic generalization

‘We consider an action [19]

1
= [d“x\/—_g[if(R, ¢, X) + L(m) + L(C):|, (74)

where X = %qﬁ"’d)yc, and L, includes additional correc-
tion terms to be considered in Secs. III F and I G. This
action includes the generalized f(¢, R) gravity in Eq. (45)
as a case. The gravitational field equation and the equation
of motion are

1T o 1
Gab = F|: ((lb) + _(f - RF)gab + F,a;b - DFgab
- —fx¢ b+ Tf;,,} (75)
(fx®©).e = f g — T (76)

Equations (12)—(20) remain valid with the following
effective fluid quantities:

| FR — L 1/ FR—f . 1,
87Gu = F(fyXX + f s - T(()‘)()), 87Gp = F(_ f v FvoHr + §T£;>“>, (77)

o . o .

8wGou = ;[— S48 + [x8X) = S B FxOR + fxs3 + [ xx8X) = [ x$d — 3HOF
g » A ; ; i2 @0 _ OF (0

4 <3H +3H? + ;>6F + Fr+ GHE + f yd?)a — <6TO oy )}

171 2443 2
87Gop = 1| 3036 + £x0X) + OF + 2HOF + ( H—3H — >5F —SFk—Fa=2F+ HP)a

+_<5T5:>a -]

F

7 |

87GTY = ( Fudd — 5F + HSF + Fa) + T&”‘)}
a_1:1 @ a ” el (c)a 1 a (c)

376G = (v V- §(SBA)((SF — Fx) — FCG + 5T — < 5307 7} (78)
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where we have
X=-1¢2  6X=—¢sp+ P%a, (79

and R and &R are given in Egs. (51) and (52). The equation
of motion gives

%(a%f,x)' + [y =T, (80)

f,X[aqs + <3H + %)&;5 ~ L5

. A 1 .
+ ¢(3¢ ot _Xﬂ P2 yat—(@hof )
+8f4=206TC, (8

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 063536 (2005)

We have located Técb) and 7' terms for later consideration
of the string theory correction terms. In the following, we
ignore the correction terms. From Egs. (6), (50), and (53)
we have

1
87G(1 + pv = — —
7G(u + p)v F

1 . .

<§f,x¢5¢ — SF + HSF + Fa>,
i .

$7GI1 = - (5F = Fy),

o F
8aGIIg" = — - Cp. (83)

We assume F = F(¢). From Eq. (83) we notice that the
uniform-field gauge differs from the comoving gauge.
Instead of Eq. (38), we introduce a more generalized form

K 2F
=095~V (84)
where @ Xfx+5F
where W is the same as in Eq. (5§7). From Egs. (13)—(15)
Of =f40¢ + fx6X + frOR. (82) and Egs. (13), (15), and (16), respectively, we can derive
|
2HF + F 2A
e 4 (85)
Xfy+3 a
£( aF Xfx +3E
H+5 ar Mq), (86)
aF \H+ % 2HF + F
where

Xfx +3 XU+ 2Xf ) + 3 £_3E4E
2 = f"z it [ (x f’f;z (3 +X F )}m-l , (87)
Xfx +2X°fxx + 35 Xfx+ 357 H+ 55

E= F Xf 3F2 (88)

) ( x T oF )

Equation (65) remains valid. By combining Eqgs. (85) and (86), we have
(H + F) 2 3(XfX 3F2 (I) . — 6‘2 Aq) (89)

S(Xfx 3F2 (H + 2F)2 A2

(H + &P

352
HF +1F

H+

aXfx + 3F2)

v (90)
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c} differs clearly from ¢2 = p/ . Contrary to the minimally coupled scalar field and the generalized f(¢, R) gravity
theory, the wave speed is nontrivial even for K = 0. For K = 0 we have

2
g-_ Mxt o 1)
Xfx+2X2f xx + 3£

For the tensor mode, Eq. (66) remains valid exactly.

F. String corrections

We consider an action in Eq. (45) with the following additional corrections in the action [20,21]:

Ly = —3&(@)ciR2p + G b, + cs0hdp e . + culpceh )], (92)

where RZ; = R“/R ., — 4R’R,;, + R?. Corrections to the gravitational field equation and the equation of motion are'

T3 = —c|[GR2p8ap + 4RucRG + 4RR g — 2R, Ryege = 2RR )€ = 4R epg — DéRyy + 2£, RS
— 3 4pR) + 2(2€ 4R — OER)g ] — co{éCGRup b . + IRD 1 )y — 2R{, b pd.c) — 0 . )
— WP D) + (€D D)y THECD by — (€D PD)ca + DD D g} — 3l (€ b o) wdn)
—é0¢pd by — HEDCD ) ad8up) — sl (=26 by + 30D 4., (93)

T = c1€ 4yRGp = 2G (€ 4 b ay + 26 an) + c3[€,400 P h o + T(ED“ ¢ ) — 2600 %), ]
+ o€ s —HéED DDl (94)

The first five terms in the first line in the right-hand side of Eq. (93) vanish because we have & [ /= gRZpd*x = 0.
Equations (12)—(20) remain valid with the same effective fluid quantities in Eqgs. (49) and (50) and the following
correction terms. To the background order, we have

T = —12c1H<H2 + a—K2>§ + %c2<3H2 + ;)wz — %Q(g — 6HE) P + %c4§q’54,
o —12c1[<H2 + %g +2H(H + H2)§} + %czé[(zfl +3H? — g)f‘ﬁ +4HED + 2H§'¢}

3 . .. .. 3 .
+ §C3¢2(2§¢ + &) — §C4f¢4, 95)

T = 24¢ (H + H2)<H2 + §>§¢ + 3(;2[—(}12 + %)(5’ b +26h) — 2H<2H +3H? + %)gq's}
+c3h[E p +3Eh—6£(H b +2HP + 3H> )] + cyp* (=3¢ b — 126 — 12HE (). (96)

To the perturbed order, assuming K = 0, we have?

! Another form can be found in Egs. (5—7) of Ref. [21] with a couple of minor typos in Eq. (5): these are the fourth term in the fourth
line (¢,, — ¢.,,) and the sixth term in the fifth line (£8) — 67).

2Although Egs. (97) and (98) were not presented in Ref. [21], these were derived together with Cyril Cartier while preparing
Ref. [21].
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(c)a
5Tﬁ

STV = —4CIH[3H25§' —3Hé(k + Ha) — %(Héf + 25@)} + czqs[gmd)(sg +9H2E8 ¢
- 2H§%8¢ — §¢<3HK +9H?a + %g0>i| - %c3q§2[3(§' — 6HE)S + 25%&;5
+ (0 — 6HBE) + 26k~ 20(2E — M| + Seud g3 + bog — agda)
STV = 4c1[—3H25$ — 6H(H + H?)8¢ + 2(H + H2)%5§ +2HER+2HE + HE+3HE)x
+3HRE G +OH(HE + 20 €+ E)a+2 5 (Fp + Hf'a)} n cz{wg(z,aqs 1 30HES
+DHED + HED + 2HE P3G + SHFSE +1 GQH +4H + IHH)E — £k
— $(Ed+26¢ + 3HED)k — OHED @ — IP(HED + 2HED + HPéEQ + HE d)a
- BEG+Ed  HEDOD — B0¢ — (%0 — ] + S eidl26d0d + OE b +a£dI00
4§58 + 20 b & — 26020 — AEP + 269 Plal — e, (€8 + ¢ — 4£da)
ST = éva{g CIH[3H8§ —3H2S¢ - 2§'<K 4 %X> - 3H§a} 4 c2¢5[—2H§5¢; +3H2ES ¢
~ Hb3¢ + 3w+ 6+ %xﬂ — Serd2Esh + (€~ 6HESS + po¢ — 2 al
+2eitd 50,

1 . 1/ 1, - . . . . ,
— - 8487y = ?<v Vs — g(<5BA>{4CI[1L1§X +(HE+ HEVH )y — €@ — Héa — (H + HY)SE]

~ 5000t~ 2Ed b+ HEDOS + £d e — a+ 0) + b(Ed 4266 + HED)

y e 2 A L o A
+ 4c1[(H§C;;)' +3H?¢CY — gazcg} - ;cz[(fgszg,)' +3HECH + §¢202cg} (97)

8T = ¢ (£ 4y REp0 ¢ + € 46RYy) + cz{—[6H2§5d§ + 3H(4HE + HE + 6H*¢)6¢p — 2(2H + 3H2)§526¢}

where

—3H{HGSE + 2H$ + 2H & +3H2$)5E] + 25 [2HEDa + (¢ b +26¢ + 2HED)g)

a

+2£2H¢ k+(2H + 2H ¢ +9H?p)k] + 2HE d(k + 3Ha) + 6HE[Hd & +(2H P + 4H ¢ +3H2<;5)a]}

+ c3{3<i>(§' —4HE)SP + 28§ +3Eh —126GH? G + H +HP)16 + [€ b +4£(¢ + 2¢H)]%8¢

+ (;/3[4555 +3G8E — 6QHG + H § +3H2 )¢ — ¢'>;‘25§} + 26l ik +2u(d + 3H)]

— 4¢2a(¢ — 3¢H) — 4éPa — 126 da + 2545[9(211(5 +H$+2H2 ) + (ﬁ%}a}

+ c4{—¢[12§q§5¢' + 3036 P +8Ed + 12HED) S — 4§¢%5¢} + 4¢3 (k + 3a)

~ 3 (doé + 4(b + HAOE] + 12ad[é b+ + 3H), ©8)
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R%p = 24H*(H + H?),

o A 99)
SR, = 4H2SR — 16H<HK + gp),

and R and OR are given in Egs. (51) and (52).

In this and the next subsections, for simplicity, we
assume K = 0; we believe it is possible, though perhaps
tedious, to derive corresponding equations for general K in
similar forms. We introduce
|

(F+0,) F+0, F+0,\2
2F+Q, O +04+ 2F+Q, Q.+ (2F+Qb) Qf o

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 063536 (2005)
F+Q, 6F,

P = + .
“xToFvo, F

D = sy, (100)

From Egs. (13)—(15) and Egs. (13), (15), and (16), respec-
tively, we have

NG TB)F+10)) A

; F+0,)° 2
w¢2 + 3—(2F+QQ37 +Q, 4

v, (101)

H+§2% |:a(F + %Q,,)\P} _ 10 +3

H+% 2

I
a(F +504) 2FT0,

where

0, = —4c|EH? + 20,E¢4*H + 3£ ¢°,

Q. = —3P°H? + 26,43 (€ — 3¢H) — 646,

By combining Egs. (101) and (102), we have

F+Q,\2
(H + m)

: (102)

(H + 358) (F + 30p)

0, = =8¢ €H + €42,

0= 20 6P?H = 2c3d%(E p +Ed — EPH) + 4y €,
Q. = —16¢,EH +20, (€ § +2éh — 26GH) — deséd’,

. - 2
a(wd? + 355" + Qc)[

2F+Q, 2F+Q, 2F+Q,

Q; =8¢ (§ — £H) + 2c €% (103)
lod® + 35400 T _ LAy 104
(H"‘ F+Qa)2 _CAZ ’ ( )
2F+Q,
F a
(H + 372 )?

w¢2 + 3(F+Qa)2 +Q.+0,+ F+Q, 0, + (F+sz)2Qf[

(H + ZI;T:QQZ,,)(F +10)

where

F+0, F+0,\2
n Qq 2F+Q, Q.+ (2F+Qb) Qf

P2 (F+0,)
wp”+3 o, T 0,

2 _
c; =1

(106)

A closed form second-order equation in terms of ® was
derived in Refs. [20,21]. Using Eq. (64), we have

F+0,

F+Q,
H+ 2F+0,

¢y (107)

Notice that the presence of any c; terms affects c, in
nontrivial ways.
For the tensor mode, we have [20,21]

1 . A
ag—Ql(a3thaﬁ) - C%‘?Caﬁ =0, (108)
where
1 Oy
=F+= I=1-—7r
0, =F 2Qb, cr =1 F+0, (109)

alwd® + 3GEEE+ 0.+ Qu + 57i% 0o + G970/

2F+Q, 2F+Q, 2F+Q,

l 2]
x[M\p:H :C,%%\P’
[

H+ 3%
This equation is valid for general algebraic function of
f(¢é, R). From this wave equation we can read that ¢y
has a role of the gravitational wave propagation speed.
cr is affected by the presence of the ¢ and ¢, correction
terms only.

(105)

G. String-axionic correction
We consider an action in Eq. (45) with the following
additional correction term [22]:

L) = tv(#)RR, (110)

where RR = n*“dR /R 4,; with n¢ a totally anti-
symmetric Levi-Civita tensor density. Corrections to the
gravitational field equation and the equation of motion are

Tt(zcb) = 10"V e R oy = 2V, Rpc:a)s (111)

T = ~1y 4RR. (112)

Assuming K = 0, the only nonvanishing contribution is
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T};)“ - éewé[(ﬁ — Hi)Cpgys + #Dgy 5] + (e = ),
(113)
7 — 0, (114)
where
Dop = Cop +3HCop — %Cag, (115)

and we introduced €*fY = g*#%#Y which is based on
g(sl); Thus, the string-axion correction term ¥RR does not

affect the background equations nor the scalar-type pertur-
bation. Thus, Egs. (57)—(65) in the generalized f(¢, R)
gravity remain valid. It affects, however, the tensor mode,
and the (a, B) component of the field equation, or
Egs. (20), (50), and (53), give

A 2
CaB - a—FE(a

+ I.}Dﬁ)y],ﬁ = 0.

1 N " g
a3—F(a3FCa5) - Z 75[(7/ - HV)CB)Y
(116)

This equation is more general than the one derived in
Ref. [22]; it includes our generalized gravity coupling
f(é, R) in its most general algebraic form. We expand
[23,24]

Cop(x, 1) = Mf(z 2 ze“) (K)hg (De®x,  (117)

()

where e, is the circular polarization tensor ({ = L, R)
with the property ik, €, Ve (€) = k)\ge(e) (A, = —1 and
Ar = +1). We have
. k2
0, (a*Qhe) + ?hﬂ( =0, (118)
where
0, =F + 2A0k/a. (119)

To make this equation similar to the other gravity theories,
we may set @ = hg.. We notice that the presence of a
string-axionic correction term leads to asymmetric genera-
tion and evolution of the two polarization states of gravi-
tational wave. However, the wave propagation speed
remains ¢4, = 1.

IV. CLASSICAL EVOLUTION: UNIFIED FORM
A. Equations

All the basic scalar-type perturbation equations consid-
ered in Secs. III A, III B, IIIC, III D, IITE, IIF, and III G
can be written in the following forms:

. A
(I) = 2X1—2‘I’, (120)
a

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 063536 (2005)

1

1 .
x—z(XZ\I,) ZEXS(I)' (]21)

Notice that in these forms the normalization of x, is
arbitrary. In order to be consistent in unified form in the
action formulation in Eq. (138), we fix the normalization in
the following way: we read x, directly from Egs. (59), (86),
and (102), whereas from Egs. (24) and (40) we read x, =

4. In Einstein’s gravity limit we have F = gl-.

87G H*
Introducing
I = CpZ = (Jaxyxs, Cp = JX1X3;
] (122)
v =7, u=x,-",
Z
we have
2 o\’
7 =" (zu), A 1z (3> (123)
CAZ Ca\Z

where a prime indicates a time derivative based on n with
dt = adm. Thus, we have

N Z// _ 1 -~ A
v — (ciA + ?>v = azz[a—zz(azzq)) — c%?q)} =0,
(124)

(1/2"7 _a’x (2 [a i

Py S
! [C (1/@} z {axz[zz(’” )}
, A

—cA;qf}= (125)

In these forms of the wave equation, c4 has the role of wave
speed of the fluctuating fluid or field and the simulta-
neously excited metric. For convenience, we summarize
various coefficients in Table 1.

For the tensor mode, using

7, = a0,

with ® = C,z or hg, we have

v, = z7,P, (126)

1 1 A
vl — <c2TA +u )Ut =g zt|:—(az, d) — 3 Z(D} =0.
az? a

t t

(127)

Thus, it can be absorbed to Eq. (124) as a unified form. We
summarize various coefficients in the gravitational wave in
Table II.

Equations (124) and (127) in the context of Einstein’s
gravity are the starting point of diverse analyses in the
context of inflationary structure generation based on quan-
tum fluctuations. In this work we have shown that these
equations are generally valid in a wide variety of gravity
theories we are considering.

063536-13



JAI-CHAN HWANG AND HYERIM NOH
TABLE 1.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 063536 (2005)

Scalar-type perturbation: We present the coefficients and definitions used in our unified formulations of the scalar-type

perturbation in Secs. IV and V. We introduce x, = wd? + 3[(F + 0,)%/QQF + Q,)]+ Q. + Q, + [(F + 0,)/2F + 0,)]0, +
[(F+0Q,)/QF + Q,,)]ZQf. Except for the string corrections in the last column, the other situations are valid considering general

K; for ¢% we present results assuming K = 0.

Fluid Field f(¢, R) gravity Tachyonic String corrections
b= ¢, (K/d?) ¢, — (K/@®) @54 — (K/a®) ¢sp — (K/a®) ®s
X[1/47G(u + p)le, X(1/47Gd*) @, X{2F /[ dp* + BF2/2F)Y¥ X{2F/[Xfx + 3F2/2F)]}¥ , _
V= o, @y ®y + (8F,/2F) ¢y + (8F,/2F) oy TL(F+ 0,)/2F + Q,)I(8F,/F)
x = [H/87G(u + p)ld  (H/87GH)c;  {(HF +3F)/[wd*+ {(HF + 3 F)/[Xf x+ {{H + (F + Q,)/2F + Q,)I(F
(BF2/2F)]}c3 (B3F2/2F)]}c3 +10 M wd? + 3[(F + Q,)%/
(QF + 0,)]1+ 0.}
x, = (1/87G)(a/H) (1/8wG)(a/H) aF/[H + (F/2F)] aF/[H + (F/2F)] a(F +30,)/{H
+[(F+ Q,)/QF + 0,1}
x3 = 87G[(n + p)/H] 87wG(p*/H) [wd? + (3F?/2F)]/ [Xfx + 3F?/2F)]/ (/{H + [(F + Q,)/@2F + Q)]
(HF +1F) (HF +1F) X(F +10,)0)x,
G = G(=p/i) 1 1 [Xfx + GF/2F)]/ u{wd? +3[(F + 0,)?/
[Xfx +2X2f xx+ (2F + 0,1+ 0.}
‘ (3F2/2F)]
7= (a/H)Ju +p (a/H)$ {a/[H + (F/2F)]} {a/[H + (F/2F)]} a/{H +[(F + Q,)/2F + Qp)}/xa
X+Jwd? + (3F2/2F) XA/Xfx + BF2/2F)
u= [1/@nGJu+pIV (1/87GHY  [F/\Jod®> + GF2/2PY  [F/\|Xfx + BF/2F)1¥  [(F+10,)/Jxa]¥

B. Solutions

We have the following general solutions. We introduce
the Fourier transformations of perturbation variables. Since
we are considering linear-order perturbation, the equations
of the Fourier transformed variables satisfy the same equa-
tions as in the original configuration space with A = —k2.
Thus, we do not distinguish explicitly the Fourier variables
from the original ones.

(1) In the large-scale limits, with c3k* < z”/z and
(1/2)"/(1/Z), we have

O (k, ) %ﬁ
=C(k){1 +k2[ "ZQU"‘i—?)dn
_f"z2dnf"i—;7”—2d(k)k2 "
(128)
W(k, n) =Xi_2u

1 -1 1
= C(k)— f” Z2dn + d(k)—{l + kz[f’?_z
2X2 X <

(s[4

(129)

The C (d) mode is relatively growing (decaying) in the

expanding phase of the background world model.* Notice
that, to the leading order in the large-scale expansion, the C
mode of ® remains constant, whereas the one of ¥
changes its behavior according to the background evolu-
tion. Thus, ignoring the transient mode, we have
d(k, ) = C(k). (130)
It is remarkable that the constant nature of ® in the
expanding phase is valid independently of changing
(1) equation of state p(u), (ii) field potential V(¢), and
(iii) gravity theories f(¢, R, X), w(¢), &(¢), and v(¢).
(2) In the small-scale limits, with c3k*> > z"/z and
(1/2)"/(1/Z), we have

bk, m) = z® = ¢, e + ¢, emiakn, (131)

u(k, 7)) = 2W = L (—c, ek + ¢, e~ieakn), (132)
Z 2k

where we assumed ¢, = constant.

Although expressed in general forms, considering the
complications in ¢ for the field and generalized gravities,
these solutions in (1) and (2) are properly applicable for
K =0.

>The roles reverse in the collapsing phase. In a collapsing
phase the d mode rapidly grows and unambiguously becomes
singular as the background approaches a singularity [25].
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TABLE II. Tensor-type perturbation: continuation of Table I for the tensor-type perturbation
(gravitational wave). In the cases of the string corrections and the string axion, we assume K =
0; for ¢ we present results assuming K = 0.

Fluid, field f(&, R) gravity, tachyonic  String corrections String axion
z,=  a(l1/\8wG)  aF a,/F+10, aJF +2M\¢ik/a
. 2
cg= 1 1 1+[Q//QF + Qp)] 1

(3) We have exact solutions under

7 |nle, ¢} = constant. (133)
We have
1 — 1
Z_ZQ(CI2 )Eiz’ (134)
Z n Ui
and exact solutions are
Jinl
Bk, m) = Y e (HL (eaklnl)
+ cr (K HY (caklm))], (135)
Jlnl acy (1)
(k1) = — LA e (W H
(k) = X7 S ey (0L (eakl)
+ e (WHY | (cakln))] (136)
where
VE%-C]Z,M-F%. (137)

The normalization is still arbitrary; see Eq. (141) for a
normalization assuming the vacuum expectation value.

According to the prescription in Eq. (126), the above
solution for ® applies to the gravitational wave as well; see
Eq. (150) for proper normalization.

V. QUANTUM GENERATION: UNIFIED FORM

A. Quantization

The perturbed action becomes [13,26]

1 . 1
88 = 3 fazz<(l>2 - cfx—zq)'“cb,a)dtcﬁx
a

1 1
= /(ﬁ’2 — i, + %ﬁ2>dnd3x. (138)
The mode expansion is
bx = [ TE a0, (0% + a] @y (e ]
X0 = | Gy Ak kDR + g Binem ]

[af, al]1=0,
[ax, af,] = 83(k — k).
k

[ax, a1 =0, (139)

The conjugate momentum is 7 = 0.L/0®d = az2®. The

quantization condition [D(x, 1), frp(x/, 1)] = i83(x — x/)

gives [D(x, 1), D(x', 1)] = (i/az?)8*(x — x'), which leads

to the Wronskian condition

i
5 (140)

az

If the background satisfies Eq. (133), we have Egs. (135)
and (136) as exact solutions. In terms of the mode function,
we have [14,27]

O, Dy — Py D = —

Py (1) = —“;'Z”' [ (OH (caklnl) + e>(H (kI n)],

(141)
Yy(n) = - ‘/T %[cl(k)Hilll (caklml)
+ e (H Y (caklnl)] (142)
where
lex (1> = ley(R)* = 1, (143)

which follows from the quantization condition in
Eq. (140). The two-point function is defined as [14,28]

G, x") = (D)D) e

w K2dk | .
= [tk =X D) ),
(144)

where (), s a vacuum expectation value with d, |vac) = 0
for every k; x = (x, 7). Using Eq. (141) as the mode-
function solution, and assuming the simple vacuum state
¢, = 1 and ¢; = 0, we have [14,27]

_ G — v?) sec(m)

I anl 1 1

G )C/, xl/
o ) 16776‘/3_\7’] n"7'z

2A 2—A 2
xF(%-i— V,%—V;2;l+u>,

42y
(145)

which is valid for » <3 and c3An? — Ax? <0; Ap? =
(,r]/ _ 77//)2 and AXZ = (X/ _ X”)2.

B. Power spectra

The seed generation process involves three steps.
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(1) We evaluate the power spectrum based on a vacuum
expectation value introduced as

3
Py k1) = % [<CI)(X + 1, ND(X, 1))y *Tdr

k3
52 | ()] (146)

In the large-scale limit using the mode-function solution in

Eq. (141), we have

H 1 T'(v) (kln\3/2-» 1

27 aH| 7| F(3/2)< ) chz/a’
(147)

Pk, m) =

To include the general vacuum dependence, we should
multiply for the scalar-type perturbation

lea (k) — ¢ (Kk)I, (148)
where
ler(K)I? —

For v = 0 we have an additional 21n(cAk|77|) factor.
For the tensor-type perturbation, we have b= C and

ley(K)? = 1. (149)

we need an additional /2 factor [24], with ¢ replacmg Cas
thus,

2 1, ) = TorG 2L L T iy
P, m) =N16mG S r(3/2>< )

. 1/\B7G

cTz,/a (150)

To include the general vacuum dependence, we should
multiply

(151)

J%Zmu«) ~cal®P,
¢

where
lee(®)> = leq(®)> =1

€ = +, X indicate two polarization states. For » = 0 we
have an additional 2 In(c,k|7|) factor.

In the case of string-axionic correction, which will affect
only the gravitational wave, we need to handle the case
separately. We have

H 1 T(v) (klnl\3/2-» 1
167G o aHl] F(3/2>< ) o

(152)

1/2 _
P Cup (k, 77)

J S 5 Larrleat) ~ cat
(153)

(2) In the superhorizon scale we identify [29]
P4 =Py, (154)
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where

3
Palk) =5 [(@x+ 0B e s

K 5
=ﬁ|®(k, 3] (155)
is a power spectrum based on the spatial averaging.
Compare the similarity between Eqgs. (146) and (155).

(3) The growing modes of ® are conserved while in the
large-scale limit. Thus, the final classical power spectra of
the large-scale structure and the gravitational wave Py, is
the same as the P, generated from the quantum fluctua-
tions in the early universe.

Spectral indices are defined as

_ all’l’.Pq) .
ng —1,np = Ik (156)
thus,
Py oc ks~ (157)

Assuming the simplest vacuum state, i.e., c, = 1 and ¢; =
0, etc., we have

ng— lny=3—2v=2+2q. (158)

In the case of near Harrison-Zel’dovich spectra (ng — 1 =
0 = ny), the quadrupole anisotropy of the CMB becomes

(@) = (a5 + (@} = 2 P, +7.74 3 p,

5 327 Ca’

(159)
which is valid for K = 0 = A; for a general situation with

nonvanishing A we need numerical treatment; see
Ref. [30]. The ratio between two types of perturbations is

2 P
ry = 2T 3 45~ Con (160
<a2>S ?fpafb
From Eqgs. (147) and (150) we have
Pc klp\v=»T(v,) c57! 272
- aﬁ:z[( ) 25 —] (161)
P, 2 T(v) ¢} z

Therefore, if the background evolution during the quantum
generation stage satisfies Eq. (133), we can read the power
spectra (both scalar and tensor types) using Egs. (141) and
(146). In the large-scale limit we have the power spectra in
Egs. (147) and (150). The spectral indices (slopes) and the
ratio of amplitudes are presented in Eqgs. (158) and (161).
The contribution to the quadrupole angular anisotropy can
be estimated using Eq. (159). We emphasize that all our
results in Secs. IV and V are generally valid in our gener-
alized gravity theories in unified forms.

The four-year Cosmic Background Explorer [31] data
with a n = 1 power-law fit give
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Omms_ps,, =18+ 1.6 uK, T =2725+0.020K,

(a2)y = m (M

- (162)

) ~1.1x1071°

The observed quadrupole amplitude is Qs = 1077 uK,
which is lower than the above fitted value. The first-year
Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) [32]
data show an even lower value of Q,,, =8 =2 uK and
the temperature 7 = 2.725 = 0.002 K. WMAP data also
provided a constraint on ry: r = 4P¢, /P,, , < 0.90 with

95% confidence and ng = 0.99 = 0.04 [32].

C. Slow roll

In the context of f(¢, R) gravity, we have introduced the
following parameters [17]:

H

F
' HF

HF’

=, €3 =

| =

€1 =
(163)
1 E

€4 ==—

* 2 HE

€, and €, are the slow-roll parameters used in the mini-
mally coupled scalar field [33,34]. The two additional
functional degrees of freedom in F(¢) and w(¢) are
reflected in €3 and €,4. In the context of string correction,
we have an additional functional degree of freedom in

&(¢). In order to consider its effect, we introduce the
following additional parameters:

F+0, _ 9
“THer+o) T2 %Y
with
= F 12 (F + Qa)2

In the f(¢, R) gravity we have €5 = €5 = €3, and E in
Eq. (165) becomes the one in Eq. (60). In the case of
tachyonic corrections, we introduce

E

)
3 ) (166)

F
Xfx +2X? +
( fx foxx oF

X

and take €5 = €5 = €3.
Using the above definitions and Eq. (122), assuming
K =0, z and z; can be written in unified forms

ap/H |E
¢ 1+65 F’

Thus, we can derive

3 = a\[Q_z~

(167)
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!
z - az[Hz(l —€ te— €3+ €)2+ e — €5+ €)
<

FH(—€& + & — &+ &)

3 és &
—2[=—€ +e — e+ €, |H —
<2 €1 € €3 64) 1+ €5 1+ €5
€
+2—=2 | 168
1+ 65)2} (168)
z 21 1,
L =a°H [(1 +€)2 + € + €g) + Eeﬁ} (169)
2y

Although we have introduced €; as an extension of slow-
roll parameters, it is far from certain that these parameters
can be properly called the slow-roll parameters. Thus, it is
better to regard €; as new definitions of the fundamental
parameters V(¢), w(), f(d, R), etc. If €, = 0, we have

1 1
=—-— . 170
K aH 1 + € (170)
Thus, for ¢; = 0, Egs. (168) and (169) become
Z 1 1
= _(l-te—€+
2 772 a1+ 61)2( €+t 6—€6+e
XQ2+e -6+ €)= n_z) (171)
n
Z_;IZLZ(1+€6)(2+621+66)E}’L_,2. (172)
M (1+€) n
The spectral indices become®
ng—1=3-2v=3—,/4n, +1
=22€1 _62+E3_€4’ (173)
1 + €]
np=3—2v,=3—JAn, +1 =215 (174

1+El.

If €534 <1 we have the Harrison-Zel’dovich spec-
trum for the scalar-type perturbation, and if €, < 1 we
have the corresponding one for the tensor-type perturba-
tion. In this case Eqgs. (147) and (150) become

H
'sz(k, n) = 2—{1 +e + Q€ —€ + €3 €)
T
1
X [In(k|n]) =2 +1n2 + ')’E]},,— s
chz/a
(175)

“In order to lift the square root, we have assumed 3 = €; —
262 + 263 - 264 and 3 = —€; — 263.
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H
P (k) = |V2—{1 + € + (e — €g)In(kInl)
B 27

1
—2+ 2+ yelb5—7+ |, (176)
Cc

T %t

where yrp = 0.57722 is Euler’s constant. Thus,

ny =2(e; — ‘56),
(177

ng — 1 =2(261 _€2+€3_E4),

P LAY
Pt = 2(%{ 5) . (178)
oz

Psp

The spectral indices are generally valid in all gravity
theories we are considering in this work. In the generalized
f($, R) gravity, we have r; = 4|e; — ;| = 2|ny|. Thus,
r; = 4l€;| = 2|ny| in the minimally coupled scalar field.
The relation r; = 2|ny| in the minimally coupled scalar
field is known as a “‘consistency relation.” We notice that
this relation is more generally valid in generalized f(¢, R)
gravity. However, in the tachyonic correction we have r; =
4|le, — €3lcy = 2|nylc, [19]; in a simpler case this result
was presented in Ref. [35]. In the case of string correction
terms, we can derive

—4
1 4F

{61 —e - i%(zgc +0) =30, + Qf}}

1 3
x — <C—A> (179)
1+ SENCT
In the string-axionic correction term, we have
4| | 1271 (180)
rp=4le; — &l = —
! TS+ 2k

Therefore, in the slow-roll limit €; << 1 we have the tensor-
type perturbation suppressed compared with the scalar-
type perturbation. In the string corrections and the ta-
chyonic correction we have nontrivial wave propagation
speed c, (see Table I; in the string correction case we have
nontrivial ¢y as well; see Table IT) and the resulting scalar
to tensor ratio r; could depend on the specific realization of
the background evolution during the quantum generation
stage. The result can be read from Eq. (178) in the slow-roll
limit, or Eq. (161) in the more general situation satisfying
only Eq. (133).

VI. DISCUSSION

Considering our own publications on the subject, per-
haps it would be useful to make clear the new points made
in this work. Equations in terms of ® and ¥ for the
generalized gravity theories in Egs. (58), (59), (85), (86),
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(101), and (102) and the corresponding second-order equa-
tions in terms of W in Egs. (62), (90), and (105) are new.
We have extended results in Secs. IIIC and IIIE to the
situation with general background curvature. Also,
Sec. III G is more general by considering general coupling
of the field with gravity. We stress that the analyses in
Secs. IV and V are made in unified forms applicable to all
the generalized gravity theories we have considered.

Notice that our f(¢, R) gravity includes R? gravity as a
simple case. Although the R? term in the action leads to a
higher-order gravity theory, we have shown that we can
derive second-order perturbation equations for the scalar-
and tensor-type perturbations in the context of f(R) grav-
ity. We have investigated the roles of the R?’R ,;, correction
term separately in Ref. [36]; in four-dimensional space-
time, due to the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, R? and R*R,,
terms are complete fourth-order contributions by the pure
curvature corrections to quadratic order. Contrary to R?
gravity, the R%’R,;, term leads to fourth-order differential
equations for both scalar- and tensor-type perturbations;
see [36].

No rotational mode (vector-type perturbation) is directly
excited by the presence of generalized forms of the scalar
field and the scalar curvature; this is true even in the case of
RR,;, gravity [36]. This is because the evolution of rota-
tional perturbation is simply described by the momentum-
conservation equation of the additional fluid part energy-
momentum tensor, Tf’m)a; , = 0.

In this work, we have considered only a single-
component situation. In the multicomponent situation,
our basic set of equations in Egs. (12)—(19) remains valid,
with the fluid quantities interpreted as the sum over the
individual fluid quantities including fields. In order to
describe the dynamics of the individual fluid or field com-
ponent, we additionally need the conservation equations of
the individual energy-momentum tensor or the equation of
motion. Such equations in Einstein’s gravity limit and
in the generalized f(¢, R) gravity are presented in
Refs. [3,15,37], respectively. Extensions to more general
situations with L, can be made similarly by considering

the multiple fluids and fields in 7" in Egs. (46) and (75).

We emphasize that most of our equations and analyses
made in this work are independent of the specific scenarios
of the universe and, thus, can be applied to the spatially
homogenous and isotropic Friedmann world models based
on our gravity theories. In a classic paper on the CMB
anisotropies Sachs and Wolfe [38] mentioned that ‘“‘the
linear perturbations are so surprisingly simple that a per-
turbation analysis accurate to second order may be feasible
... Considering our unified formulation of perturbations
in such a wide variety of gravity theories, the linear per-
turbations can perhaps be described as “‘surprisingly sim-
ple” indeed. Related to the second part of the statement, an
accurate result in second-order perturbation can be found
in our recent work in Ref. [39].
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