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Obtaining the metric of our Universe
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We formulate a method for solving the gravitational field equations for perturbations to a
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric, which does not depend on any kind of averaging procedure or
make any a priori assumptions about the magnitude of fluctuations in the matter variables. We
present a Green function for obtaining the eff'ective potential which characterizes the metric perturba-
tions directly from the (possibly large) density fiuctuations, and describe the application to astrophysi-
cal observations, for example, the angular-diameter distance-versus-redshift relation. The results do
not assume a particular model for the formation of structure in the matter distribution, and are valid
everywhere in our Universe outside of strong-field regions (e.g. , black holes).
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I. INTRODUCTION

The cosmological model that most simply describes the
largest-scale properties of our Universe (its observed
isotropy, assumed homogeneity, and evolution) is the
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) model. However,
it is clear that there is indeed structure in the Universe
continually observed on larger and larger scales. One
question, then, is how well the ideal, perfectly smooth and
symmetric FRW model approximates our cosmology.

The principle of equivalence tells us that all the infor-
mation about a spacetime is in its metric, so the question
becomes how close is the FRW metric to the realistic one.
In general relativity, though, there is no general good-
ness-of-fit criterion for this problem. We employ a
modified post-Newtonian formalism, analogous to that
used for perturbations around Schwarzschild spacetime in

neutron-star astrophysics, for example, that is able to gen-
erate a realistic metric along with a criterion showing the
limits of validity of the FRW model.

The approach is like that of Futamase [1], but differs
by solving the field equations through the use of scalar
harmonics as spatial basis functions, while avoiding the
use of any averaging procedure for the metric perturba-
tions. The analysis is restricted to scalar perturbations be-
cause of their apparent dominance, and the results are val-
id assuming only that the metric perturbations are small,
in the sense described below in Sec. II. No a priori re-

strictions are placed on the size of perburbations to the
matter variables; in particular, the density fluctuations
may be large. We do assume that the matter distribution
and its evolution are given by theory and/or observation;
i.e., we study the effects of structure but not its formation.
Thus the results apply in conjunction with any model of
structure consistent with our assumptions. This paper
outlines the formalism and presents illustrative results and
astrophysical applications, giving order-of-magnitude esti-
mates for observational effects of the inhomogeneities.
Complete and detailed treatments of the problem will ap-
pear in a future paper by Jacobs, Linder, and Wagoner
(JLW) [21.

II. THE METRIC

The metric describing a homogeneous and isotropic
Universe has the Robertson-Walker form

dsgw =aF yab dx'dx

=aF(ri)[ —dr) +(1+ 4 kr ) (dx +dy +dz )],

where aF is the Friedmann expansion factor, g the confor-
mal time (dri =dt/a), r =x +y +z, and k =0, ~ I the
spatial curvature parameter. (All variables except the ex-
pansion factor are dimensionless. ) To include inhomo-

geneities in the cosmology we adopt the form

ds =a (ri)[y,b+h, b]dx'dx (2)
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where h,b are the metric perturbations representing the
inhomogeneities and where a is not assumed to be the
Friedmann form initially.

The procedure is now straightforward. We write out
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the Einstein field equations, expanding in an infinite series
of powers and derivatives of the metric perturbations.
Following Futamase [I] we denote the typical magnitude
of the metric perturbations h,b by a small quantity e (in
the manner of the post-Newtonian formalism —see Will
[3] for a comprehensive discussion), and the ratio of their
scale length to that of the FRW particle horizon by ir (a
two-length-scale separation). We then truncate the ex-
pansion of the field equations by retaining only terms
O(e ) or larger. (The next set of terms are O(e x ) [or
O(e x ') for the time-space components], known as the
pseudotensor order [4]. Retaining these terms would in-
clude the energy density of the perturbations as well as
their nonlinear interactions and back reactions on the
FRW component. We neglect these for reasons men-
tioned below. ) The consistency conditions for this trunca-
tion are simply e «1, ~'&&~.

The details of the solution are dealt with by JLW [2].
Briefly, if the perturbations are expanded in scalar har-
monics, the field equations can be solved by taking their
spatial projections against different scalar modes, without
the use of any averaging procedure. This differs from [1]
but gives the same result for the form of the metric: if the
parameters satisfy the condition

p «x' (3)

(which we like to call the shear condition, for reasons dis-
cussed in Sec. IV) then the metric (2) takes the form

ds aF(iI) [—(1+2&)diI +(1 —2$)yj dx'dxj] . (4)

We work in longitudinal gauge, where i,j run over spatial
coordinates and p(x') is the efl'ective (quasi-Newtonian)
potential of the inhomogeneities. Together, Eqs. (3) and
(4) give corrections to the FRW case along with a
goodness-of-fit criterion. In deriving this form for the
metric, one obtains field equations relating the metric per-
turbations and expansion factor to the inhomogeneous
matter variables —density, pressure, and velocity. Denot-
ing the FRW background density as p0, these have the or-
der of magnitude

, x'
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(5)

for each scalar mode. The density fluctuations may be
small or large, depending on whether e«x or e»x
(bound system). This is reflected in the pressure and ve-
locity perturbations, which take two forms corresponding-
ly, but which are always small themselves. Physically, e
and x' correspond to the gravitational potential and size of
an inhomogeneity; values for a typical galaxy (cluster) of
mass 10' Me (10' Mo) and size 30 kpc (3 Mpc) are
shown above.

Strictly speaking, the homogeneous expansion factor
a(g) is perturbed from its Friedmann value by the back-
reaction effect (pseudotensor energy density) of the inho-
mogeneities, mentioned above. By order of magnitude,
a =aF [I +0((t.' ic ))]. That is, should the shear condi-

tion e «x' be violated over a significant portion of the
Universe, the resulting cosmology will differ noticeably
from FRW even on large scales; however, observations in-
dicate that this is not the case. Thus we use the Fried-
mann expansion in Eq. (4), which should be a realistic
metric throughout most of the Universe.

du
bp(u, y)Q(u, il, x,y) a'(u)d'y

with a time-dependent Green function 9, which for k 0
has the form

4x a(u) 1

a(iI) (4Ã) Ci(u, il)

Iy-xl'
4Ci'(u, rI )

(7)

Ci2(u, iI) —=— (a/a')dw.
3&u

This result may be used in formulas for gravitational light
deflection (lensing) and other effects of the metric on the
propagation of photons, giving predictions for observa-
tional efl'ects directly in terms of the matter distribution
p0+bp, and possibly allowing one to discriminate among
various models of structure formation, as expressed in the
form of bp(rl, x).

With a/a'-rt, we find that for distances aux =—a(x —
y)

well within the horizon (hx/iI«1), the Green function
Q(u, g, x,y) peaks at a value of look-back conformal time
iI —u =Au-hx /iI « iI, with a width of the same magni-
tude hu. If the density fluctuations bp(u, y) evolve on a
conformal time scale »hu, and if the initial time g0« g,
then this Green function produces the usual Newtonian
result

y(g, x)= — "'" a'(g)d'y.(, )
~ - Ix-yl

IV. PHOTON PROPAGATION

Two basic astrophysical applications exist for the for-
malism of Secs. II and III. Either we can consider prob-
lems connected with the behavior of the inhomogeneities,
such as the growth of structure, nonlinear interactions, or
back reaction on the expansion, or we can look at the

III. GREEN FUN~ION

A particularly interesting result is that the component
of the Einstein field equations relating the metric pertur-
bations and density fluctuations resembles a diff'usion
equation. It is possible to obtain a formal solution which
can then be integrated over all scalar modes, giving a
Green-function relation between the density fluctuations
bp p(iI, x) —p0(iI) and the quasi-Newtonian potential
p(iI, x). In general, we find [with G c I and a'(g)

da/diI]

3
y(il, x) - y(r10, y)S'(iIp, g, x,y)d'y
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effects of the inhomogeneities on observations, through
their influence on photon propagation. Photon propaga-
tion is particularly interesting for two reasons. For one,
the vast majority of our observations of the Universe come
to us via photons traveling over cosmological distances, so
it behooves us to understand their propagation in order to
be able to interpret their information correctly. Second,
light probes many scales of the Universe, from its total
path length to its closest impact parameter. In this sense
light propagation gives many one-dimensional samples of
the Universe, as opposed to the volume sampling of inho-

mogeneity evolution.
In investigating the effects of the matter distribution on

light we simply apply the usual machinery of general rela-
tivity to the metric (4). Since the geodesic equation, geo-
desic deviation equation, etc. , are well known, here we just
summarize the results in terms of the order-of-magnitude
parametrization of e and a.. Further details are available
in the work of JLW [2]. Quantities of interest include the
perturbations to the point expansion (area change) and

shear (distortion) of a bundle of rays (see Sachs [5] for
general-relativistic geometric optics), changes in the
distance-redshift relation, and the ray deflection angle on

the sky (gravitational lensing). For instance, in a spatially
flat Universe with nonrelativistic matter an integral equa-
tion for the angular-diameter distance versus redshift
(with y I+z) is [6]

hy

r(y) rFRw(y) —
z

du u ' (V P)r(u)rFaw(u, y),
Ho

(9)
where rFRw(u, y) is just the angular-diameter distance re-
lation generalized to an observer at redshift u and p(g, x)
is the quasi-Newtonian potential of Eq. (6). Spatially, p
can be represented as a sum of plane waves, and their os-
cillation over the path length will dilute the seemingly
dominant second term (-e /x ) 1 in the nonlinear den-

sity regime). Indeed, calculation shows that the fractional
deviation from the FRW result is reduced to order
e /x « 1 at appreciable redshifts and to c «1 at
z (~&&1. So the integration along the line of sight
effectively provides an averaging procedure that produces
the FRW result.

All of these changes (to expansion, shear, etc.) from the
FRW values work out to be of order e x '—another
reason why we say that if the "shear condition" were
violated, we would see a Universe very different from the
FRW one. Larger effects include image distortion and
amplification and the related ray crossing or Jacobian pa-
rameter, which is the ratio of the differential deflection be-
tween two rays relative to their separation. (The latter
also controls the creation of multiple images of a single
source and photon mixing of the micro~ave background
radiation, for example. See Linder [7] for a further gen-
eral discussion of these effects. ) These effects are found to
be of order e N.",where we have assumed r ' indepen-
dent fluctuations along the line of sight, and so are possi-
bly observable for nonlinear density fluctuations. One can
generally write these variables in terms of the density
power spectrum and calculate their numerical values ei-
ther by appropriate integration or by numerical simula-

tion.
Now, in fact, we have been a trifle quick with our

order-of-magnitude estimates since there is no unique t. or
x-, rather these will depend on the impact parameter of the
light ray. The values we have been using merely corre-
spond to the fiducial case of the impact parameter being
of the order of the inhomogeneity size. In reality, we
should integrate our results over the probability of en-
countering a given impact parameter. This then depends
on the nature of the inhomogeneities and their distribution
and so cannot generally be treated analytically. For the
case of many randomly distributed point masses near the
line of sight, however, we find a reduction in the estimated
order of magnitudes by a., coverting e x effects into
e a. ' ones, for example. This could explain why gravita-
tional lensing effects are not observed everywhere there is
a nonlinear density concentration; rather the probability
of lensing would be a more reasonable 10 for cluster
scales, using the numbers of Sec. II.

V. CONCLUSION

The method outlined here can include realistic inhomo-
geneities in a cosmological model while avoiding the use
of what may be problematic averaging procedures. In this
way the simple post-Newtonian form of the metric
emerges naturally from the field equations. We use
Futamase's [1] parameterization of the strength of the
gravitational potential of the inhomogeneities by a small
quantity e and their scale length by x, providing a
goodness-of-fit criterion relative to the FRW model.

Investigating the properties of photon propagation in

such a Universe, we derive statistical measures of imaging
effects such as amplification and distortion (gravitational
lensing) in a convenient order-of-magnitude form. De-
tailed predictions can now be developed in two ways. Ei-
ther an analytically amenable inhomogeneity field is used
to give statistical results or an arbitrary mass distribution
is treated by numerical simulation. Both have been car-
ried out, the former by Linder [7] and the latter by Tomi-
ta and Watanabe [8,9], for example.

Most promising, however, is the development of the
Green-function solution for the inhomogeneity potential.
This allows us to take an arbitrary density field from any
structure formation scenario and translate it directly into
observables.
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