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1 Introduction

CurrentobservationsofTypeIa supernovaelum inosity distancesindicatethatour

Universe is in a phase ofaccelerated expansion [1]. Variousproposalshave been

putforward to explain the presentacceleration ofthe Universe. One can roughly

distinguish two classes.On theonehand,theacceleration m ightbecaused by the

presenceofdarkenergy,a
uid with negativeequation ofstatew.Thism aybepro-

vided by atiny cosm ologicalconstantwhich ischaracterized by w = � 1orby som e

ultralightscalar�eld whose potentialispresently dom inating the energy density

oftheUniverse. Thisisusually dubbed quintessence [2](see [3]fora com prehen-

sive review). On the otherhand,the acceleration m ightbe due to a m odi�cation

ofstandard gravity atlarge distances. This happens in f(R)theories [4]and in

extra-dim ension inspired m odels,likeDGP [5].Understanding which classofm od-

els Nature has chosen willrepresent not only a breakthrough in cosm ology,but

also in the�eld ofhigh energy physics.

M apping theexpansion ofcosm icscalesand thegrowth oflargescalestructure

in tandem can provide insights to distinguish between the two possible origins

ofthe present acceleration. For such reason,there has been increasing interest

in analysing the tim e evolution ofthe dark m atter perturbation. Severalrecent

worksdealwith characterizingthegrowth ofdark m atterperturbationsin di�erent

fram eworks[6{20].

The evolution ofthe growth function ofdark m atter perturbations g = �c=a,

which istheratio between theperturbation �c and thescalefactoroftheUniverse

a,can be param eterized in a usefulway using the growth index 
 [21],de�ned in

Eq.19.In a purem atter-dom inated Universe,g doesnotevolve in tim e(rem ains

equaltoone)and 
iszero.However,in thepresenceofadark energy background,

g changesin tim e,
 isdi�erentfrom zero and itsvaluecan beapproxim ated by


= 0:55+ 0:05[1+ w(z= 1)]; (1)

which providesa �tto the evolution ofg to betterthan 0.2% for� 1 . w and a

broad range ofinitialconditions for the dark m atter abundance [21]. Typically,

thegrowth index in m odi�ed gravity m odelsturnsoutto besigni�cantly di�erent

(forinstance
’ 0:68 forDGP [21])and thereforeitisin principledistinguishable

from theonepredicted fordark energy m odelsy.Theavailabledata on thegrowth

ofstructuresarestillpoorand thereisa long way to go beforewecan talk about

precision cosm ology in thisrespect.Them ethodsdeveloped tostudy thegrowth of

structure involve baryon acoustic oscillations,weak lensing,observationsofX-ray

lum inous clusters, large scale galaxy surveys, Lym an-� power spectra and the

integrated Sachs-W olfee�ect on the Cosm ic M icrowave Background. There are

howevervariousworksthatusethesekind oftechniquestoplaceconstraintson the

growth index (and som e also on the equation ofstate ofdark energy) aswellas

yHowever,see[9]and [20].
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forecastsforitsdeterm ination based on futureobservations[22{31].In particular,

it is found in [30]using Bayesian m ethods that a next generation weak lensing

survey likeDUNE [32]can strongly distinguish between two valuesof
 thatdi�er

by approxim ately 0:05. The authors of[23]m ade a forecast for the sam e kind

ofsatellite proposaland concluded thatitwillbe possible to m easure the growth

indexwith an absoluteerrorofabout0.04at68% con�dencelevel.In [24]aslightly

biggererror of0.06 atthe sam e con�dence levelis given fora forecast based on

baryon acousticoscillations.Finally,foracom bination ofweak lensing,supernovae

and Cosm icM icrowaveBackground dataan errorofabout0.04 isestim ated in [22]

afterm arginalizingovertheothercosm ologicalparam eters.Sincethegrowth index

isapproxim ately equalto 0.55,the nearestfuture observationsshould be able to

determ ineitwith a relativeerrorofaround 8% .

W hilem uch e�orthasbeen putinto determ ining thevalueofthegrowth index

in dark energy and in m odi�ed gravity m odels,less attention has been devoted

to the possible e�ecton 
 ofnon{vanishing dark energy perturbations. The lat-

ter do not a�ect the background evolution,but are fundam entalin determ ining

the dark energy clustering properties. They willhave an e�ect on the evolution

of
uctuations in the m atter distribution and,consequently,on 
. W hile m ini-

m ally coupled scalar �eld (quintessence) m odels com m only have a non-adiabatic

speed ofsound close or equalto unity,and therefore dark energy perturbations

can be neglected forthem ;othernon-m inim alm odels,forinstance the adiabatic

Chaplygin gasm odel,m otivated by a rolling tachyon [33],have a speed ofsound

which isapproxim ately zero.Observationalim plicationsofdark energy perturba-

tions with a sm allspeed ofsound in a variety ofdark energy m odels have been

recently discussed in k-essence [34,35],condensation ofdark m atter[36]and the

Chaplygin gas,in term softhe m atterpowerspectrum [37,38]and com bined full

CM B and largescale structure m easurem ents[39,40].Letusalso em phasize that

dark energy perturbationsm ay notbeconsistently setto zero in perturbation the-

ory [41]even ifw = � 1.Indeed,itisunavoidable thatdark energy perturbations

aregenerated,even ifsetto zero on som einitialhypersurface,dueto thepresence

ofanon{vanishinggravitationalpotential.Therefore,theexpression (1)rigorously

holdsonly in the physicallim itin which thespeed ofsound isvery close to unity

(ifw 6= � 1)so thatdark energy perturbationsaresu�ciently suppressed.

In thisLetterwe study the e�ectofdark energy perturbationson the growth

index 
. Our m ain m otivation is to understand ifthe introduction ofthe new

degrees offreedom introduced by dark energy perturbations im ply changes in 


large com pared to the forecasted errors�
 ’ O (0:04)(at68% con�dence level).

Following the com m on lore,see forinstance [39],and to sim plify the analysis,we

willassum ethatthespeed ofsound associated with thedark energy perturbations

and theequation ofstatedo notchangeappreciably in thepropertim erangeand

thatthedark energy perturbationshavenoshear.Thisisagood approxim ation in

linearperturbation theory fordark energy m odelswith a scalar�eld.Underthese
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assum ptions,weprovidean analyticalform ulaforthegrowth index 
asafunction

ofthespeed ofsound,theequation ofstatew,thedark m atterabundanceand the

com oving scale. Aswe willsee,in the presence ofdark energy perturbations,the

growth index di�ersfrom the corresponding value withoutdark energy perturba-

tionsbyan am ountwhich iscom parabletotherealisticforecasted errors,especially

forsm allspeed ofsound and w signi�cantly di�erentfrom � 1.Thisopensup the

possibility thatthe presence ofdark energy perturbationsm ay leave a signi�cant

im printon thegrowth function ofdark m atterperturbations.

The Letterisorganized asfollows. In Section 2 we sum m arize ourfram ework

and provide the necessary equations forthe perturbationsatthe linearlevel. In

Section 3 we discuss the growth index and in Section 4 we give our results and

sum m arizeofourwork.

2 T he basic equations

In thissection weshortly describehow toobtain thesecond orderdi�erentialequa-

tionsdescribing the evolution ofthe coupled linearperturbationsofdark m atter

and darkenergyin aspatially
atFriedm ann-Lem â�tre-Robertson-W alker(FLRW )

background.W ewillclosely follow [42]and [39]and work in thesynchronousgauge

forconvenience. W ith this choice the perturbed m etric in com oving coordinates

reads

ds2 = a
2(�)

�

� d�2 + (�ij + hij)dx
idxj

�

; (2)

wherehij encodestheperturbation and can bedecom posed intoatraceparth � hii

and a tracelessone.Thebackground equationsaresim ply

3H 2 = 8�Ga2��; (3)

2H 0 = � H2(1+ 3w
x); (4)

where G denotesNewton’s constant,�� = ��c + ��x isthe totalenergy density,the

com ovingHubbleparam eterisH � a0=a,prim esdenotederivativeswith respectto

the com oving tim e � and we de�ne the tim e varying relative dark energy density

as 
x = ��x=��. The bars indicate hom ogeneous background quantities and the

subindexes‘c’and ‘x’refertodarkm atterand darkenergy respectively.W eassum e

thattheequation ofstateofdark energy,w,isaconstantand thatthedark energy

and the dark m atterdo notinteract. The divergence ofthe dark m attervelocity

in itsown restfram eiszero by de�nition and thereforein Fourierspacewehave

�
0
c +

1

2
h
0= 0; (5)

where

��c � ��c �c ; (6)
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isthe energy density perturbation ofdark m atter. The speed ofsound ofa 
uid

can bede�ned astheratio [39]

c
2

s �
�P

��
; (7)

wherewehaveintroduced �P,thepressureperturbationofthe
uid.Itisim portant

torecallthatthespeed ofsound de�ned in thisway isagaugedependentquantity.

However,the speed ofsound isgauge invariantwhen m easured in the restfram e

ofthe
uid.Thepressureperturbation ofa dark energy com ponentwith constant

equation ofstate can be written in any reference fram e in term sofitsrestfram e

speed ofsound ĉs asfollows

�Px = ĉ
2

s��x + 3H (1+ w)
�

ĉ
2

s � w
�

�x
�x

k2
; (8)

where�x isthedark energy velocity perturbation and k theinverse distance scale

com ingfrom theFouriertransform ation.Then,takingintoaccountthisexpression

and therelation

h
00+ H h0= 8�Ga2

�

�T
0

0
� �T

i
i

�

; (9)

whereT�
� istheenergy-m om entum tensor,onecan di�erentiate(5)with respectto

� and m ake use ofthe background evolution (3),(4)to �nd the equation forthe

dark m atterenergy density perturbation [39]

�
00
c + H �0c�

3

2
H 2
c�c =

3

2
H 2
x

�
�

1+ 3ĉ2s
�

�x + 9(1+ w)H
�

ĉ
2

s � w
��x

k2

�

: (10)

The tim e derivative ofthe dark energy density perturbation in the dark m atter

restfram eis[39]

�
0
x = � (1+ w)

�
�

k
2 + 9

�

ĉ
2

s � w
�

H 2
��x

k2
� �

0
c

�

� 3H (̂c2s � w)�x (11)

and thetim ederivativeofthedivergenceofthedark energy velocity perturbation

in thecaseofno anisotropicstressperturbation is

�0x

k2
= �

�

1� 3ĉ2s
�

H
�x

k2
+

ĉ2s

1+ w
�x : (12)

Di�erentiating(11)with respecttothecom ovingtim eand com bining(11)and (12)

with thebackground equationsinto theresulting expression onegets

�
00
x +

�

3
�

ĉ
2

s � w
�

H � F
�

�
0
x

+

�

ĉ
2

sk
2 �

3

2

�

ĉ
2

s � w
�

H
��

1+ 3w
x � 6ĉ2s
�

H + 2F
�
�

�x

= (1+ w)�00c � (1+ w)F �0c ; (13)

where

F � � 9(1+ 3w
x)
ĉ2s � w

k2 + 9(̂c2s � w)H2
H 3 � (1� 3ĉ2s)H : (14)
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Equations (10),(11),(13) and (14) allow us to describe the evolution oflinear

perturbations ofdark m atter and dark energy as functions oftim e in a FLRW

background.Initialconditionsaregiven attheredshiftzm r = 3200,which approx-

im ately corresponds to the tim e ofm atter-radiation equality. Since we consider

non{interacting 
uids to describe the dark m atterand dark energy,their energy

densitiessatisfy:

��c
0+ 3H ��c = 0; (15)

��x
0+ 3(1+ w)H ��x = 0: (16)

W echooseadiabaticinitialconditions

�x(m r) = (1+ w)�c(m r) : (17)

Furtherm ore,weassum ezeroinitialtim ederivativesofthem atterand dark energy

perturbations. This is consistent with the fact that at early tim es (both in the

radiation and m atterdom inated periods)theequationsoftheperturbationsadm it

the solution �x / (1+ w)�c / �2 [39]ascan be checked with (10),(11),(13)and

(14)and and wehavesettheinitialconform altim etozero.In factwecan even use

non{zeroinitialvelocitiesand considernon{adiabaticinitialconditions;ourresults

on thegrowth index arerobustunderthesem odi�cations.Forthebackground we

considerthepresent(i.e.atz0 = 0;a0 � 1)valueoftherelative energy density of

dark m atterin the range (0:25;0:30)and 
0
x = 1� 
0c. In ourcom putations we

do notinclude a speci�c baryon com ponent. W e have checked thatthe e�ect of

adding baryonson thegrowth index can beatm ostasbig as0.2% ,which ism uch

sm allerthan the8% accuracy forecasted forthenearfutureexperim ents.

3 T he grow th index

Thegrowth ofm atterperturbationshasbeen studied neglecting thee�ectofdark

energy perturbationsthrough thebehaviourofthegrowth function [43]

g �
�c

a
(18)

as a function ofthe naturallogarithm ofthe scale factor. It is possible to �t g

using a sim ple param eterization thatde�nesthe growth index 
 and dependson

therelativeenergy density ofdark m atter

g(a)= g(ai)exp

Z a

ai

(
c(~a)

 � 1)

d~a

~a
: (19)

Thegrowth function dependson thescalek,thesound speed ĉ2s and theequation of

statew.Thisdependenceisem bedded in thegrowth index 
which thereforefrom

now on hasto beunderstood asa function oftheseparam eters.Thegrowth factor
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g can be norm alized to unity at som e ai > a(m r) deep in the m atter dom inated

epoch where �c � a. The growth index 
 is norm ally taken to be a (m odel{

dependent)num berwhosebest�ttingvalueforstandardgravityandnodarkenergy

perturbations is around 0.55,see equation (1). This result is obtained from the

equation

�
00
c + H �0c�

3

2
H 2
c�c = 0; (20)

with nodarkenergyperturbations,instead ofthesystem ofsecond orderdi�erential

equationsthatincludes�x .

Itisim portanttorem ark thatitisnotpossibletoreducethesystem (10),(11),

(13)and (14)to(20)by setting�x = 0orwith any particularchoiceoftheparam e-

ters.Thoseequationsshow thateven ifthedark energy perturbation issetto zero

initially itwillbegenerated atlatertim es.Thee�ectofdark energy perturbations

should beincluded in theanalysisofthegrowth historyforconsistency.Thegrowth

ofdark m atterperturbationsdependsnotonly on w (which already entersin (20)

through 
c and H )butalso on the othertwo param etersappearing explicitly in

the di�erentialequations that controlthe evolution ofthe perturbations,i.e. k

and ĉ2s. The reason forthe dependence ofthe dark m atterperturbationson the

sound speed ofdark energy isclearfrom thepreviousdiscussion and thede�nition

(7).In contrasttoequation (20),thedependenceon thecom ovingm om entum now

appearsexplicitly asan e�ectofa non{vanishing speed ofsound.

Given the num ericalsolution forthe dark m atterperturbation evolution,the

de�nition (19)ofthegrowth index can beused to com pute
 exactly:


= (ln
 c)
� 1
ln

�

a

�c

d�c

da

�

: (21)

In thenextsection wewillusethisequation togetherwith (10),(11),(13)and (14)

forobtaining ourresults.Obviously 
willbea function ofa and itwilldepend on

k,ĉ2s,w and 
0
c aswell.

In ouranalysis we consider w in the reasonably broad range (� 1;� 0:7). W e

choosenotto allow thepossibility thattheequation ofstateofdark energy can be

sm allerthan � 1.Asfork,thevaluesofinterestaretheonesforwhich thereislarge

scale structure data on them atterpowerspectrum [44].Thisgoesapproxim ately

from 0:01h M pc� 1 to 0:2h M pc� 1,including the nonlinear part ofthe spectrum

which becom es so at roughly 0:09h M pc� 1. The scale that corresponds to the

Hubblesizetoday is2:410� 4 M pc� 1 and ifwenorm alizeittoH 0 = 1,therangeof

k wewillfocuson (discardingthenonlinearpartofthespectrum )isapproxim ately

(30;270)in unitsofH 0.Noticethatthelowerk valueroughly givestheposition of

the baryon acoustic oscillation peak thatcan be used forconstraining the growth

index [24]. Finally,regarding the sound speed ofdark energy,we restrict ĉ2s to

be positive and sm aller orequalthan unity ascurrently the bound isvery weak

[39,45{49].
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(z
=
1
)

w

Figure 1: 
(z = 1) as a function of w is shown for four values of ĉs. Red curves

correspond to k = 0:050hM pc� 1 and bluedashed onesto k = 0:078hM pc� 1.

4 R esults and discussion

In thissection wepresentacom bination ofnum ericalresultsand an analyticalfor-

m ula forthegrowth index 
asa function oftherelevantcosm ologicalparam eters.

In Figure 1 we plotthe growth index atz = 1 versus w forseveralvalues of

thespeed ofsound ofdark energy and two di�erentscales.Noticethatthecurves

forthe two di�erentvalues ofthe com oving m om enta coincide for ĉs = 1 and in

the lim itofvery sm allspeed ofsound. The �gure indicatesthatthe dark energy

speed ofsound and thescaledeterm inewhether
growsordecreasesasa function

w at a given redshift. This is one ofthe reasons why having a m ore com plete

param eterization than (1)isim portant.Choosing anotherredshiftwould havethe

e�ectofan overallshiftofthem ergingpointatw = � 1togetherwith m odi�cations

in thecurvaturesofthelines.

To gain som einsighton thechangeofthevalueof
 from ĉ2s = 1 to ĉ2s � 1,we

observethat,in thelim it ĉ2s ’ 0 and from Equation (12),thedark energy velocity

perturbation prom ptly decaysin tim e. One isleftwith the following solution for

�x

�x(a)= �x(m r)

�

a

a(m r)

� 3w

+ (1+ w)a3w
Z

~a� 3w � 1 _�c
�

ĉ
2

s = 1
�

d~a; (22)

where the dot stands for di�erentiation with respect to lna. As a �rst approx-

im ation,we can solve Equation (22) plugging in the dark m atter perturbation

�c (̂c
2
s = 1)obtained taking ĉ2s = 1,which forthispurpose correspondsto the case
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Figure 2: Relative error as a function of w between the exact num ericalresult for


(z = 1)with very sm alldark energy speed ofsound and the approxim ation 
ap atthe

sam e redshiftbased on Equations(22)and (10)with zero �x.The �gure hasbeen done

for ĉ2s = 10� 6,
0
c = 0:30 and k = 0:050hM pc� 1.

in which no dark energy perturbations are present. From Equation (10), it is

clearthatthedark energy perturbationsprovidean extra sourceforthedark m at-

terpertrubation growth. W e then solve num erically Equation (10)with thisnew

known sourceand �x = 0.Thedi�erencebetween thetruevalueof
 and theone

obtained with such an approxim ation isplotted in Figure2.

In Figure 3 we show the growth index at z = 1 versus log10 ĉs for di�erent

valuesoftheequation ofstateofdark energy and two scalesk.From thisplotitis

clearthatthee�ectofchanging thescaleisan overallshiftalong thelog10 ĉs axis.

Noticethattheintersecting pointsforthetwo setsoflineshavethesam evalueof

thegrowth index,
’ 0:547,which correspondsto them erging pointin Figure 1.

Theredshiftdependenceofthegrowth index hasalready been studied without

takingintoaccountdark energy perturbations[50]concluding thatd
=dz � � 0:02

at z = 0; being this value nearly independent ofz for a given 
0
c. However,

including dark energy perturbations,we �nd that it is actually the derivative of


 with respect to the scale factor a which is constant. Therefore the redshift

dependence ofthe growth index can be better m odeled with a 1=z term plus a

constant term . W e willlater see that the growth index actually has an alm ost

constantslopeasa function ofthescalefactorwhen dark energy perturbationsare

taken into account.
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(z
=
1
)

log10 ĉs
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w = � 0:9
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w = � 0:7

Figure 3: 
(z = 1) as a function oflog10 ĉs is shown forfour values ofw. Red curves

correspond to k = 0:03hM pc� 1 and bluedashed onesto k = 0:08hM pc� 1.

Ournextstep isto obtain an analyticalparam eterization ofthe growth index

asa function ofthe cosm ologicalparam eters.W e startwith the following generic

ansatz:



�


0

c;̂cs;k;w;a
�

= 
eq
�


0

c;̂cs;k;w
�

+ �
�


0

c;̂cs;k;w
� �

a� aeq
�


0

c;w
��

; (23)

whereaeq isthevalueofthescalefactoratwhich \dark equality" (
c = 
x = 1=2)

takesplace:

aeq =

�

1


0
c

� 1

� 1

3w

: (24)

W e wantto �tthe growth index fora in the interval[aeq;1]which approxim ately

correspondstoaredshiftz 2 [0;0:55]fortherangesoftheequation ofstateofdark

energy and its relative energy density that we consider. Ideally one would wish

to be ableto use (21)and the equationsfortheperturbationsto infercom pletely

theanalyticaldependence of
eq(

0
c;̂cs;k;w)and �(


0
c;̂cs;k;w)in theirvariables.

Thisturnsouttobedi�cultand we�nd ite�cienttom akeanum erical�tdirectly.

The generic form (23),which can be viewed asa �rst orderTaylor expansion in

thescalefactor,ism otivated by thenearly zero variation ofd
=da.Thechoiceof

aeq asthepointaround which wem aketheexpansion isa convenientone,butthe

�tcould in principlebedonetaking a m odelindependentvalueofa asthe�ducial

point. W e use the sam e ansatz to �t 
eq and 
0,which is the growth index at

a0 = 1,and doing so wedirectly obtain theslope� from (23):

�
�


0

c;̂cs;k;w
�

=

0 � 
eq

1� aeq
: (25)
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q
(̂c

s
;
k
;
w
)
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D

Figure4:
eq (̂cs;k;w)versuslog10 ĉs fordi�erentcom binationsofthepairfk;wg:

A = f0:08hM pc� 1;�0:95g,B = f0:02hM pc � 1;�0:7g,C = f0:04hM pc � 1;�0:87g and

D = f0:06hM pc� 1;�0:75g. Red lines are the exact num ericalresult and blue dashed

onesthe corresponding �ts.

In particular,weassum ethefollowing param eterization for
eq and 
0:


j (̂cs;k;w)= hj(w)tanh

�

(log10 ĉs � gj(k))
rj(w)

hj(w)

�

+ fj(w);j= feq;0g: (26)

Noticethatwehavetaken 
eq and 
0 to beindependentof

0
c and weincorporate

thisassum ption in ournotation,so we willreferto 
j (̂cs;k;w)from now on.The

functions fj(w),gj(k),hj(w) and rj(w) are polynom ials in their variables. It

turnsoutthatthe �tobtained with thisprocedure can be im portantly im proved

with theaddition ofa polynom ialcorrection to � thatdependson 
0
c,so �nally:



�


0

c;̂cs;k;w;a
�

= 
eq (̂cs;k;w)

+
�

�
�


0

c;̂cs;k;w
�

+ �
�


0

c

�� �

a� aeq
�


0

c;w
��

: (27)

The setofequations(25),(26)and (27)constitute the full�tting form ula for

the growth index. The resulting nine polynom ials through which the �t can be

expressed arethefollowing:

feq(w) = 4:498�10� 1 �2:176�10 � 1
w �1:041�10 � 1

w
2 + 5:287�10� 2w 3

+ 4:030�10� 2w 4
; (28)

f0(w) = 4:264�10� 1 �3:217�10 � 1
w �2:581�10 � 1

w
2 �5:512�10 � 2

w
3

+ 1:054�10� 2w 4
; (29)
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geq(k) = �5:879�10 � 1 �2:296�10 � 2
k+ 2:125�10� 4k2 �1:177�10 � 6

k
3

+ 3:357�10� 10k4 �3:801�10 � 12
k
5
; (30)

g0(k) = �6:401�10 � 1 �2:291�10 � 2
k+ 2:119�10� 4k2 �1:173�10 � 6

k
3

+ 3:344�10� 10k4 �3:787�10 � 12
k
5
; (31)

heq(w) = 1:759�10� 1 + 4:066�10� 1w + 3:254�10� 1w 2 + 9:470�10� 2w 3
; (32)

heq(w) = 2:008�10� 1 + 4:644�10� 1w + 3:713�10� 1w 2 + 1:076�10� 1w 3
; (33)

req(w) = 5:158�10� 1 + 1:203w + 9:697�10� 1w 2 + 2:827�10� 1w 3
; (34)

r0(w) = 6:093�10� 1 + 1:435w + 1:1668w 2 + 3:412�10� 1w 3
; (35)

�(
 0
c)= 8:037�10� 3 + 4:676�10� 2
0

c �2:829�10
� 1

�


0
c

�2
: (36)

Thetruncationofthecoe�cientsabovehasbeendoneinsuch awaythatthe�gures

in the Letter can be reproduced and that the m axim um relative error between

the num ericalvalue of
 and the �tting form ula does not exceed 0.2% for any

com bination oftheparam eters.In fact,thiserrorturnsoutto bem uch sm allerfor

genericchoicesoftheparam eters.

In Figure4 weshow 
eq (̂cs;k;w)versusthedecim allogarithm ofĉs forseveral

com binations ofk and w. The red curves represent the exact num ericalgrowth

index and the blue dashed linesare the corresponding �ts. In Figures 5,6 and 7

we show 
(
 0
c;̂cs;k;w;a)versus the scale factor for severalvalues ofw,


0
c and

k respectively,asexplained in the captions.The otherparam etersare kept�xed.

Thecolourcode,asin Figure4,isthatthered curvesrepresenttheexactnum erical

growth index and the blue dashed linesare the corresponding �ts. These �gures

arem eantto illustratethegoodnessof�tforseveralchoicesoftheparam eters.

Equations(25)-(36)o�eran analyticalexpression forthegrowth index in term s

ofthe relevantcosm ologicalparam etersin the case in which dark energy pertur-

bationsarepresent.Thecasewithoutdark energy perturbationsisreproduced by

assum ing ĉ2s = 1.Theanalyticalparam eterization �tsthenum ericalresultsin the

assum ed rangeofparam etersto a precision of0.2% (in the worstcases)orbetter

forthegrowth index.Our�ndingsshow that
 can vary from 0.55 by an am ount

�
 as large as � 0:03. W e have checked that this result holds for any redshift

between zeq (atthetim eofdark equality)and z= 1.Thisdi�erenceisofthesam e

orderofm agnitudeofthe68% c.l.forecasted errorband.Thepredicted valueof


m ay di�erby thisam ountfrom thevaluewithoutdark energy perturbationsifthe

speed ofsound istiny and iftheequation ofstatesubstantially deviatesfrom � 1.

This opens up the possibility that a detailed future m easurem ent ofthe growth

factorm ighthelp in revealing the presence ofdark energy perturbations.Finally,

letusreiterate thatourresultshave been obtained underthe assum ption that ĉ2s
and w do notevolve in tim e,atleastform ild valuesofredshift.Furtherm ore,we

haveassum ed thatthedark energy perturbationshaveno shear.
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Figure 5: 

�


0
c;̂cs;k;w;a

�

versusa fork = 0:033hM pc� 1 ,
0
c = 0:27 and ĉ2s = 0:01.

Di�erentvaluesofw are chosen asshown in the �gure.The red linesare the num erical

resultsfrom thedi�erentialequationsand thebluedashed onesarethe �tsto them .
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Figure6:

�


0
c;̂cs;k;w;a

�

versusa fork = 0:03hM pc� 1,w = �0:92 and ĉ 2
s = 0:0036.

The value of
0
c runsbetween 0.25 and 0.30 in stepsof0.01 from top to bottom ofthe

�gure. The red lines are the num ericalresults from the di�erentialequations and the

bluedashed onesarethe �tsto them .

12



0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
0.552

0.553

0.554

0.555

0.556

0.557

0.558

a



(


0 c
;̂
c
s
;
k
;
w
;
a
)

Figure7:

�


0
c;̂cs;k;w;a

�

versusa forw = �0:80,ĉ 2
s = 0:01 and 
0

c = 0:27.Thescale

k in unitsofhM pc� 1 takesthevaluesf0:023;0:027;0:037;0:067g from bottom to top of

the�gure.Thered linesarethenum ericalresultsfrom thedi�erentialequationsand the

bluedashed onesarethe �tsto them .
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