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Abstract

The remarkable properties of the recently proposed geodesic light-cone (GLC) gauge allow to
explicitly solve the geodesic-deviation equation, and thus to derive an exact expression for the
Jacobi map J ’g(s, 0) connecting a generic source s to a geodesic observer o in a generic space time.
In this gauge Jg factorizes into the product of a local quantity at s times one at o, implying
similarly factorized expressions for the area and luminosity distance. In any other coordinate
system .J g is simply given by expressing the GLC quantities in terms of the corresponding ones
in the new coordinates. This is explicitly done, at first and second order, respectively, for the
synchronous and Poisson gauge-fixing of a perturbed, spatially-flat cosmological background, and
the consistency of the two outcomes is checked. Our results slightly amend previous calculations
of the luminosity-redshift relation and suggest a possible non-perturbative way for computing the
effects of inhomogeneities on observations based on light-like signals.
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1 Introduction

Most cosmological observations (cosmic rays and massive neutrinos being worthy exceptions) are
based on light-like signals received by an observer moving on his/her own world-line. The signals
thus travel on the past light cones with tips on the aforementioned worldline. It is clear that a
coordinate system adapted to the observer and to his/her past light cones can greatly simplify
the computation of the expected signals within a specific theoretical framework. The geodesic
light-cone (GLC) gauge was indeed introduced in [I] in order to cope in a most efficient way with
this class of problems, and was later applied, in particular, to the study of the luminosity /redshift
relation in the presence of inhomogeneities [2], Bl [4, [5].

Although in [I] it was superficially stated that the GLC gauge is a complete gauge fixing of the
so-called observational coordinates defined in [6] [7] (see also [8]), this is actually incorrect. Indeed,
the GLC coordinates consist of a timelike coordinate 7 (which can always be identified with the
proper time of the synchronous gauge [2]), of a null coordinate w and of two angular coordinates
0* (a = 1,2). The timelike coordinate 7 thus replaces the spacelike coordinate y of [@] [7], leading
to important qualitative differences.

The line-element of the GLC metric takes the form:

ds? = T2dw? — 2V dwdr + Y4 (d6® — Udw)(d6® — Uldw) ,  a,b=1,2 , (1.1)

and thus depends on six arbitrary functions (T, U® and 7,5 = Ype). In matrix form:

0 - 0 ~1 -r-t —Ub/r
gw=| -T Y2402 —U, ;9= -1 0 0 o (12)
0" U —@e)r/r or 7

where 7,45 and its inverse v lower and raise the two-dimensional indices.
In analogy with the synchronous gauge also the GLC gauge has some residual gauge freedom. An
interesting example, that we shall be using later, consists of the (finite) coordinate transformation:

ToT 5 o w—w ;0% — 0%0% w). (1.3)

This preserves the GLC gauge, changing both v, and U®, and leaving T unchanged.

The condition w = constant defines a null hypersurface (since 0,wO*w = 0), corresponding
to the past light-cone of a particular observer (in practice chosen to be ourselves). The vector
uy, = —0,7 describes a geodesic flow, since (0V7) V,, (0,7) = 0, and, as mentioned, is associated to
geodesic observers which are static in the synchronous gauge [2] . Let us also recall that, in the GLC
gauge, the null geodesics connecting sources and observer are characterized by the simple tangent
vector k# = —wg"o,w = —wgl’ = wY16¥ (where w is an arbitrary normalization constant),
meaning that photons travel at constant values of w and 6. This makes this gauge particularly
adapted to the computation of the redshift z and of the area distance d4 [I, 4], and also simplifies
the task of computing the light-cone averag and dispersion of various observables connected to
the luminosity-redshift relation [2], B [5].

"ntroduced in [1] by extending to null hypersurfaces the gauge invariant procedure for space-like domains defined

in [9 [10].



In this paper we shall extend those results to the construction of the fully non-perturbative
Jacobi map (JM) linking a generic source to a geodesic observer in a generic inhomogeneous and
anisotropic cosmological setup. As we shall see, this more rigorous treatment slightly amends the
starting expression for the luminosity distance used in [2] [4]: the dependence of the result on the
source is exactly the same, while the dependence on the variables at the observer needs a little
qualification. In essence, depending on the gauge considered, there is an additional contribution
that can be interpreted in terms of the relativistic change of the solid angle due to the observer’s
peculiar velocity and/or to some anisotropy at the observer as measured in that gauge. Namely, in
terms of its dependence on the above quantities, J ‘é‘ will look different in different gauges, even if
the full expression is actually the same.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. [2] we recall the definition of the JM and the basic
coordinate-independent equations it should satisfy. In Sect. Bl we derive our main result: an exact
expression for the JM and for the area/luminosity distance in the GLC gauge. We find that the
expression used in previous work emerges after using the residual gauge symmetry in Eq. (L3).
In Sect. [ considering the case of a static geodesic observer, we shall express the area distance in
terms of synchronous gauge (SG) quantities, by using its first-order relation with the GLC gauge.
No relativistic (Doppler) correction at the observer emerges (consistently with the fact that the
observer is static in the SG); we find, rather, an “anisotropy correction” that can be “gauged-
away” by an appropriate redefinition of the coordinates around the observer, which is allowed by
the residual gauge freedom of the SG. In Sect. [}l we use the first-order coordinate transformation
between the Poisson gauge (PG) and the GLC gauge in order to write the area distance in terms of
PG quantities: we notice the emergence of new terms (calculated also to second-order) that we can
interpret as relativistic corrections due to the peculiar velocity of the geodesic observer in the PG.
In Sect. [6] we compare the SG and PG results at first order and show that there is full agreement
between them provided, once more, the residual gauge freedom of the SG is appropriately fixed.
In Sect. [0 we summarize our main results and draw a few conclusions. In Appendix A we give, for
convenience, some useful formulae pertaining to the GLC gauge and discuss how one can impose a
property of the two-dimensional Sachs basis used in this paper. Finally, in Appendix B, we give, for
completeness (and also in view of possible phenomenological applications), the (slightly amended
with respect to [4]) explicit second-order expression for the luminosity distance as a function of the
observed redshift in the PG, showing how to recover agreement with the first-order results available
in the literature.

2 Definition of the Jacobi Map

In the following we shall basically use the notations and conventions of [11] (see also [12] 13]). Let
us consider the geodesic deviation equation:

V3EH = Rop MkOkVEP (2.1)

where )\ is the affine parameter along the geodesics, and V) = k*V,. This equation concerns
displacements & which are orthogonal to k*. However, since the equation for the component of &
along k# (which obeys the orthogonality conditions as k* is a null vector) is trivially satisfied, we



are left with only two components of £* satisfying non-trivial equations. Therefore, without any
lack of generality, we can project £ along the so-called Sachs basis {s’}} [14] [I5], namely along two
parallely transported 4-vectors sy (A =1,2) defined by the conditions [I1] [16]:

guyslj;s% =04RB, (2.2)
shau, =0 , shk, =0, (2.3)
kHk, kHu, + vk,
[MEVash =0 ith II¢ =68 — — 2.4
v VASa . v (utky)? uky (24)

where I1} is a projector on the two-dimensional space orthogonal to u, and to n, = u,+(u“ks) 'k,
with n%n, = 1 and n®k, = 0. In other words, neglecting terms proportional to k¥, we can write
&M in the form

g = g4k (2.5)
with (the height of the flat A, B, ... indices is irrelevant)

SA = f”sﬁ = gu"sh . (2.6)
We thus obtailﬂz
et RALB A _ng (2.7)
e B ’ dx — ’
where we have defined
RA = Ropu kK shysh (2.8)

in agreement with eq. (3.7) of [11].
The Jacobi map [17] J ﬁ()\s, Ao), connecting an observer o to a source s, is the solution of Eq.
(Z7) expressed in the form:

(2.9)

gA()\s) _ Jg()\s’)\o) (k‘”augB>

kYu,
(hereafter we denote by a suffix o quantities defined at the observer position, identified with the
origin of the geodesic bundle, and by a suffix s quantities defined at the source position). Here u,,
is the observer’s 4-velocity, and the 2x2 matrix J ’g satisfies:

d2
WJE(A, Xo) = RGJf (2.10)
with the initial conditions
d
TNy Xo) =0 ; ﬁjg‘uo, No) = 0 (K ), - (2.11)

Knowledge of J jé allows to compute, among other things, the area distance d4 defined by [I§]

dSs
an,’

= (2.12)

2Note that derivatives now act on a spacetime scalar.



where df2, is the infinitesimal solid angle subtending the source at the observer position, and dS
is the cross-sectional area element perpendicular to the light ray at the source position. This is
connected to the determinant of J by the following well-known relation [17]

d% = det JH (Mg, Ao). (2.13)

Quite often (see e.g. [I1]) one normalizes k* by imposing (k¥ u, ), = 1. We prefer to use the more
general form in Eq. (2.9 which shows explicitly that J is invariant under general transformations
of the coordinates at the observer and under a rescaling of w (i.e. of k*) but, unlike Eq. (27,
depends explicitly upon the observer’s velocity. This latter point will be discussed in the next
section.

In general, solving the Eqs. (ZI0) and (2.1 is a highly non trivial task which can only be done
at some low order in perturbation theory, around a particularly symmetric background. Instead,
as we shall see below, exact non-perturbative solutions can be obtained by using the GLC gauge,
i.e. coordinates that are adapted to observations taking place over the past light-cone of a geodesic
observer.

3 An exact Jacobi map in the GLC gauge
In the GLC gauge we have k* ~ 5 and therefore Eq. (23] becomes, in general:
1) = T (e M) (ur10,67), . (3.1)
From the condition sk, = 0 (see Eq. (23)) we obtain
st = (s7,0,5%), (3.2)

where a = 1,2 refers to the indices of 74. The remaining conditions in Eqs. ([2.2]) and [24) lead
to identify s with some conveniently chosen zweibeins for 4. Indeed, from Egs. (Z2) and 32)),
and using the form of the GLC metric, we find:
Sy sh = ’yabs%s% =0aB , (3.3)
and therefore the inverse 2x2 matrices s2 satisfy:
sAsit = g . (3.4)
Consequently, we also find that
Sf} = guwsy = (0, s 4y (3.5)

Finally, the last condition to be satisfied, Eq. (24]), can be easily shown to reduce, in the GLC
gauge to:
k'V,s4 =0. (3.6)

This condition can be easily implemented by using a residual local U(1) rotation of the zweibeins
(see Appendix A).



Let us now show that, with the £% constant along the null geodesics, the geodesic deviation
equation is automatically satisfied, and the exact JM can be explicitly given. Using the results of
Appendix A (in particular, I';,” = Y='9,T6? and I';,* = 0) we can show, first of all, that, for a
constant £%, the L.h.s. of Eq. (Z1]) reads

2 ¢b w2 b ep b by—1 a
Vg = <T) (aTrm FDyolTre — Db Y am)g . (3.7)
On the other hand, an explicit calculation of the only component of the Riemann tensor that
contributes to the r.h.s. of Eq. 1)) gives:

Rrarb = a'rr'rab + Fracrrcb - FrabT_larT . (38)

Contracting now this identity with £%, and using Eq. B.1), we clearly reproduce Eq. (21]) for
u=b. In a similar way, we can easily show that the same geodesic deviation equation is satisfied
for a constant £" (in our case, from Eqgs. (Z3]) and B.2]), ¥ = 0).

As in the general case (see Section 2), the fact that s2 are covariantly constant also implies Eq.
(D) for the £4. At this point, using £ = £%s4 + ¢¥sA = €254 and the fact that £ is a arbitrary
constant vector, we can also easily prove that:

d?sA
d\?

= R(mgjk:o‘k:ﬁ,%-4 = Raagbk‘o‘kﬁsf, j=(w,a), (3.9)

where we have taken into account that the term with j = w does not contribute (using again the
affine connections given in Appendix A). The basic result in Eq. ([3.9) allows us to construct the
JM using the following ansatz:

THAA) = 54(N) O, (3.10)

where C'fy is a A-independent matrix. Inserting it in Eq. (2.I0) one easily finds that the latter is
satisfied as a consequence of Eq. ([89). Furthermore, the first initial condition in Eq. (2II]) is also
satisfied since, by the definition of the origin of the bundle, s2()\,) = 0. We are then left with fixing
the constant C% matrix. To this purpose we impose the second initial condition of Eq. (ZIII), and
obtain:

-n\B -1 B N k“@usf
(C7), = (ur'0rsq),_y, = < B, )y (3.11)

In conclusion, the final exact expression for the Jacobi map in the GLC gauge can be written in
the form:

THOAo) = sA(N) { [(Z%j)j a } — A { [(u;laTs)‘l}‘;}A:AO , (3.12)
BJ) A=),

which is the main result of this paper H

3We stress that all the properties of the GLC gauge have been used in our derivation. Whether a similar exact
formula for the JM can be derived using the observational coordinate of [6l [7] (see Sect. 1) remains an interesting
and non-trivial open question.



The above expression clearly includes possible aberration effects due to the dependence of the
solid angle d2, on the observer’s peculiar velocity [I7]. Indeed, if u, and w, are the 4-velocities of
two different observers, the corresponding solid angles df2 and df2 are related by:

dﬁ_ K u# 2
2 <kuﬂﬂ> 7 (3.13)

and the results for d% (see Eq. (ZI2))) consequently differ by the factor (k,u”/k,u*)">. On the
other hand, from the result in Eq. (312]), we have Ef,

kta,) o

TAOu Aoi ) = L2803 i), (3.14)

(kY uy)o

implying that d% changes exactly as prescribed by the aberration effect (see Eq. (ZI3)).
Let us now give the explicit expression for the area distance dg through Eq. [ZI3):
7(As)

d% = det (JA(\s, \o)) = , = det v, - 3.15
e ( B( )) det (U;laerB))\:)\o Y €l Yab ( )

Recalling the relation between the luminosity and area distance through the redshift z [23], and
using the fact that the redshift itself factorizes in the GLC gauge [1], we also find the following
closed expression for dy:

di = (14 2)'d% = — T V](AS) . (3.16)
YT, * det (uT_ 8735))\:)\0
We can also rewrite the denominators of Eqs. [B.I5]) and [B.I6]) as follows:

—1
det (u;laTsf))\:/\o = i [W] ) (3.17)

from which we arrive at the useful relation
1
det (u;lﬁTsf))\:/\o =1 [det <u;187’y“b> 73/2} . (3.18)

From Egs. B8.12)), (BI5) and (3:I6]) we see that, in the GLC gauge, Jacobi map, area and luminosity
distance neatly factorize into a local contribution at the source times a local contribution at the
observer. Note that their expressions are not general covariant and, as such, cannot be used in
other coordinate systems (where they will take, in general, very complicated, non-local forms).
Nevertheless, as we will show in the following sections, since the starting definitions are generally
covariant, their actual values computed in the GLC gauge can be used in any other coordinate
system (after expressing the GLC metric in terms of the coordinates and of the metric of the
chosen system).

We note that the expressions in Eqs. (B.15]) and (B10) differ from the ones claimed in previous

work [2 [3] [, [5] by the presence of a factor det (u; 19, sB ) instead of a simple sinf,, the

A=Xo

“The JM depends on u, only through the k*u,, factor, as the condition stu, = 0 only affects the s); component
of s';, which does not contribute to the JM.



value it takes in the FLRW case. We shall now argue that this discrepancy can be eliminated by
an appropriate choice of the angular coordinates along the observer’s geodesic using the residual
gauge freedom in Eq. (L3]). Indeed, we can always write:

det (u;laTsf))\:)\o = C(r,0%) sinb, = C(w,H*)sin b, (3.19)

where the correction, being computed on the observer’s world-line, depends only on three variables:
the angles and the proper time 7 or, equivalently, the angles and the light-cone label w. Under the
T-independent transformation in Eq. (L3]):
det (u;lﬁTsf) — det (8—0~a> C(w,0)sin 0, (3.20)
A=A 00b ’ ’
where we noticed that the operator u-10, transforms trivially under Eq. (I3). The same result
follows from the invariance of di under Eq. ([[3]), implying that both numerator and denominator
in Eq. (BI5) must change by the same factor. Given the way /7v()s) transforms, and that the
angles are the same at the source and the observer, the transformation in Eq. ([8.20]) follows. It is
clear that, by an appropriate choice of the residual gauge transformation, the determinant of the
transformation can cancel at all w the factor C' and recover the result sin 8, claimed in [2] 3, 4 [5].
In the following sections we will express (in the simplest case of a static observer) the above
result in terms of perturbations in two more familiar gauges: the so-called synchronous and longi-
tudinal (or Poisson) gauges, and compare the corresponding outcomes. In appendix B, we will also
compute the luminosity distance dj, as a function of the redshift, in the PG, up to second order in
perturbation theory, and we will make connection with the existing literature.

4 First-order Jacobi map in the synchronous gauge

As we have already stressed, the SG carries quite some affinity with the GLC gauge, in particular
the two gauges share the same proper-time coordinate 7 = ¢ [2]. It is therefore natural to first
check the expression of the JM in the SG.

At first order, the perturbed FLRW metric written in the SG, in the absence of vector and tensor
perturbations, takes the well-known form (we use a bar to distinguish the SG scalar perturbations
from those of the PG used in the next section):

dS%G = —dt2 + a2(t) [(1 - 21/;)(51']' + DUE] dxidxj N Dij = &aj — %&]'Ag s (4.1)

where A3 = V? is the usual Laplacian operator in 3-dimensional Euclidean space. In order to
connect the SG perturbations to those of the GLC gauge we first transform the metric in Eq. (4.1
to standard spherical coordinates (r,0, ¢), writing it in the form:

dste = —dt? + a2(t) [(1 —22)dr? — 2S,drd® + habdeadeb} . (4.2)
A direct calculation then gives
- 1/0% 1 _ 1 _
Z = — = _— —A E ; a — — T aE7
/l/} 2 <57‘2 3 3> ) S <8 7"> 8
- 1 1 _ _
hay = 7% [1 — 2 — <§A3 — ;ar> E} + VO E, (4.3)



where 79, = r? diag(1, sin? @) and V, represents the covariant angular derivative. In matrix form
we then have

-1 0 0
gdie=1 0 a2(1+22) a 298, | . (4.4)
0 0_2’7817511 a—2hab
where 73* = r~2 diag(1,sin"26) and
ab ab n 1 1 I ac,. bd n

It is now quite straightforward to find the first-order coordinate transformation connecting the
SG to the GLC gauge, and to derive the relation between the corresponding first-order perturba-
tions. We introduce the useful (zeroth-order) light-cone variables n+ = n £ r, with corresponding
partial derivatives:

9 _1

877:8++8— 9 87”:8—‘,-_8— 5 8:|::@ 5

(Op £0,) (4.6)
and impose the boundary conditions that i) the transformation is non singular around r = 0, and
that 4i) the two-dimensional spatial section r = const are locally parametrized at the observer
position (for any t) by standard spherical coordinates. In this way we find:

T = t, (4.7)
1 ("=
w = 7‘+77+—/ dx Z(ny,x,0%), (4.8)
2 J,
_ 1 [
0 = 6%+ = / dx x*(n+,x,0%), (4.9)
2 I,
where: ) 0
X" =5+ —fng/ dx 0:.Z(ny,x,0%). (4.10)
2 N
We then get
1 -
T = a(n) [1 - 5(8.!,— +3_)/ de(nJr,a;,H“)] , (4.11)
U
1 - '
ue = 5(8+ + a—) / dx Xa(n-i-a Y, 90,) s (412)
N
1 n-
ay® = pt oy [5780/ dz 9. (e, z,0%) + a & b} , (4.13)
N

and we also have the following useful relation

_ _ n-
771 = det 4 = (a?r? sin §) 2 [4w - % (Az — 38,2,) E+ aa/ dx x*(n4,, 9“)] . (4.14)
U

+

®These transformations were found in unpublished work done in collaboration with I. Ben Dayan and F. Nugier.



As already mentioned, we assume our observer to be static in the SG, so that his/her worldline
can be identified with » = 0 by construction. Indeed, u, = —0,7 = —0,t implies :tng =u¥ 8,,:17§G =
8. This velocity field also gives

it o= (LT YUYy, (4.15)

Furthermore, let us show that, by having appropriately chosen the lower limits of integration in
Eq. [@I2), we were able to impose §% — 0% for r — 0.

To this purpose note first that the quantity x® of Eq. (£I0) remains finite as r — 0. To see
this, and for later use, let’s expand £ around the observer position. Choosing for simplicity 7, = 0,
we obtain, up to second order,

o1 1 o .
E(r,n,0) = Ey + E'n+ Ex’ + 5E”772 + EEiijx] + Elz'n+ ... (4.16)

where 2! = (rsinf cos ¢, rsinfsin¢,rcosf) and all coefficients are constant. Using Eq.(&I8]),
and applying the useful relations Asx? = —22% and Ag(xfa’) = 2r26% — 62’2/, where Ay is the
2-dimensional angular Laplacian related to Ag by

1 2
Ag =0+ (92 + ~0r), (4.17)
we obtain, for r — 0:
a 1/7((]117 i, 1 ab K a 1 W(L)lb t,.]
S =—=—-0 [Eijx x]] +Cy = dx hZ (g, x,0%) = =——0, [Eijx x]] +C5. (4.18)
2 r 2 N 2 r

Here C; and Cy are r-independent constant terms, and we have used that 9,1 ~ O(r) for r — 0.
Therefore the integrand in Eq. (£9) is finite at » = 0 and, since the integration range goes to zero,
it follows that 6% — #%. This also implies, through Eq. @IZ), that U* = 0 = #* on the observer’s
worldline, consistently with the fact that the angles coincide in the two coordinate systems (and
that those of the synchronous gauge are obviously constant).

We now compute d4 by applying Eqs. (8.15]) and ([BI8]) for the free-falling static observer of the
SG. Considering that /2 goes like @ (7’6) for r — 0, the only non zero contribution to Eq.(3I8)
will be the one obtained by applying 9 to the terms in 4% that are O (7’_2) for r — 0. Defining
Aab = T 2yqp we find:

ar\? . . .
det (873{73()\0)) = <§> L2 o = det(Fap)o - (4.19)

We thus need to evaluate 4, and the 7-derivative of r at the origin. This can be done by inverting
the 2 x 2 matrix of the derivatives of the GLC coordinates 7 and w with respect to n and r (being
6% = §° at the origin, the further contributions coming from inverting the full 4 x 4 Jacobian matrix
is negligible for our purpose). The result is

or\? L _ 1 2 2 5\ -
E = (IO (1 + 2Z0) = ao 1 + 2¢0 + ﬁAQ + garr — ga,,. EO 5 (420)

10



and we also have

- 1 /A 1 _
L1/2 2 _ s 2 _ 924 =
5 a;sinf, [1 20 + 3 <2r2 o0r + T8T> EO] , (4.21)
where we have used Eqs.([@I4]) and (£I7]). We then easily find:
sin 0 1 JAD
— 2 = 1--(A3-30)E,=1—< (= —20? 28 4.22
det (0rsF(Xo)) 2 (A ) 2 ( 72 i > (422)

The above general expression appears to imply a correction to the simplest formula di =
V7s/ sinb,, used e.g. in ﬂﬁ In fact, by using the expansion in Eq. (£I0), we obtain the following
r-independent resul

det (8Tsf()\o)) = sinf, [ PECTAY) ( Ejja’ :133>]
_ o ij 3 5 i
= sinf, |1+ 5 0 By — ﬁEijaj x , (4.23)

instead of the simple result sind,,.
As in the case of the GLC gauge, we can try to use the residual gauge symmetry of the SG to
remove the correction. Taking indeed the time-independent coordinate transformation:

. . 1
=T =2+ gL;-x] , (4.24)

we can choose the constant matrix L;- as to make the new D;; E vanish at a given time. This can
be chosen to be the present observer’s time 7, = 0, which clearly corresponds to setting E;; = 0.
Therefore, the gauge freedom in the SG is weaker than the one in the GLC, where we were able to
remove the correction all along the observer’s world-line. Actually, this is what we should expect
since the GLC transformation involves a change both in 7,, and in U® Hence, in general, this
residual gauge fixing implies non-vanishing U% and thus prevents identifying the GLC angles with
those in the SG all along the observer’s geodesic. This is why in the SG we cannot remove the
correction at all times.

We finally combine together numerator and denominator of Eq. ([BI%]), and get for the area
distance the following SG result:

2 .
2 _agr;sinfg 3., 1 1 9
(@) s = W{l + (5@ - §A3> — 2 + ( 3— —5

1 & ab 1 = 1 & ab 1 2
—1-5/773+ dxy 8[181)(6?—;) E_Z " dxyg - dy8 8b[¢+ (6 3——8 > ] } (4.25)

Actually, previous calculations of d4 in the SG are available in the literature. Namely, in [19] the
area (and luminosity) distance is given in the SG up to second order, but only for a dust-dominated
Universe. So far, we were not able to prove that our general first-order result agrees with theirs up
to a residual gauge fixing.

SHowever, such a possible correction trivially disappears if one computes (as in [5]) the angular average of the
flux.

"We stress that z'-independent or linear terms in the z* do not contribute to any physical quantity in the SG since
the SG metric itself is insensitive to such terms. Furthermore, higher-order terms in the expansion of Eq. ([{IG]) also
give vanishing contributions at the observer.
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5 First- (and second-) order Jacobi map in the Poisson gauge

Let us now consider another interesting gauge where our free-falling observer is no longer static:
the so-called Poisson gauge (PG) [20], which represents a generalization of the Newtonian (or
longitudinal) gauge beyond first order. Neglecting vector and tensor contributions (see [5] for the
motivations), the PG metric takes the following form:

dspg = da*(n) [~(1+2®)dn® + (1 — 20)d;;dz" da’ |
= a*(n) [ (1 +2®)dn* + (1 — 2¥)(dr® + r’d*Q)] (5.1)

where ® and W are scalar perturbations defined, up to second order, as:
— b4 Lo® e
<I>:¢—|—§<b , \P:zﬁ—l—;[) ) (5.2)

and, in principle, we don’t need to make any assumption about their possible dynamical sources.

In order to compute the area distance in terms of standard PG perturbations we have to
transform the GLC gauge quantities appearing in Eq. (B3] to quantities of the PG. This has
already been done in [2] 4] for the particular case of no-anisotropic stress (where ¢ = ). Here we
extend the analysis to the more general case (but only for the first order) and take care of a small,
inconsistency present in those analysis. The point is that we have to impose suitable boundary
conditions and, as in the previous section, we impose that i) the transformation is non singular
around r = 0, and that éi) the two-dimensional spatial section r = const are locally parametrized
at the observer position by standard spherical coordinates. However, unlike the case of the SG,
for the PG these conditions can only be imposed at the observer’s space-time position (defined as
17 =1, and r = 0) since, as a consequence of the dynamical motion of the PG free-falling observer,
the observer is no longer at the origin (r = 0) of our coordinates system for 1 # 7,.

By considering such a physical property of the PG we obtain slightly different results with
respect to those in [2 4] [, where such condition was imposed improperly at any 7. To first order,
in particular, we find (see Appendix B for the full second order transformation):

n
= 00— [t + )P 0) (5.3)
MNin
w = w(0)+w(1):77++Q(77+777—79a) ) (54)
_ _ _ 1 [n-
0" = 00 o0 =00 4 o / dx [fygbabQ} (4, 2,0%) (5.5)
To

where we have defined:

T an) |

P8t = [ a5 o o) o Q-89 = [ de 30+ 0) (emt?) (50
Nin a(n) Mo 2

and where the superscripts (0), (1) denote, respectively, the background and first-order values of

the given quantity. Finally, 7, represents an early enough time when the perturbation (or better

the integrand) was negligible: this means that the integrals over all relevant perturbation scales

8In practice, all the integrals between 74 and 77—, present in [21 4], become integrals between 7, and n—. The same
applies to the vector and tensor perturbations considered in [4].
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are insensitive to the actual value of 7;,,. To first order we can then use Eqs. (B.3]), (54]) and (&.50)
to compute the non-trivial entries of the GLC metric of Eq. ([2]), and obtain:

1

Tl = ﬂ(1+6+Q o, P) , (5.7)
Ut = 9,00 - - “babTU (5.8)
7 = @ g (14 20) + [fygcacébﬂ) +(ao b)} } . (5.9)

We now follow the same procedure as in the previous section. On one hand we need to evaluate
the determinant of 7. From Eq. (5.9) we obtain:

1= dety® = (a*r%sin6)” [1 + 49 + 2(%5“(1)] . (5.10)

The other missing quantity is (9r/07),_,, which can be evaluated by exactly the same method as
the one followed in Sect. 4. At first order we find:

or _ 1
<E>r:0 aln,) (Lt 9o+0:F) 1

Combining Eqs. (5.10) and (5.11) we arrive at the simple result:

sin @,

_smbe 4 _99.p, . 5.12
3ot (3,52 0)) (5.12)

We finally combine together numerator and denominator in Eq. ([BI3) to get:

9 B a2 2sm9$ ,a(n) “
(B)pe = W{”/md a2 (708 =

Ns
oy~ 2 [T e [y S0 [0y, 0°) + 69,6 p - (513)
2

This result will be compared to the corresponding one in the SG (see Eq. ([@2H])) in Sect. 6.

Restricting now ourselves to the case of no anisotropic stress we set ¢ = 1. Furthermore, using
the results given in Appendix B where the coordinate transformation between the GLC gauge and
the PG is given up to second order in perturbation theory for this case, we can generalize the
previous results for d4. In particular, Eq. (5III) becomes:

(@) = —i{1+wo+8P+ ¢2+2¢Oap+ (ap) 11/}(()2)
or o 3
1 /a(n/) (2) 2 ab , "
+2 Nin d77 a(no) o [@ v P ) +670 P@bP} (77 ;0,0 ) . (5.14)

Considering also the expression for v generalized up to second order (see Eq.(B.9) in Appendix B),
after a straightforward calculation we obtain

sin @,

= 14| —20,P+2(0,P)2 +~%9,Po,P — 20, P
det (0rsF (o)) +[ 0P+ 20, P)" + 75" 0y v :|o

Mo /
a4y, (6 — 42+ (0, P)? + 73°0.PO,P| . (5.15)
Nin 0(770)
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This result can also be rewritten in the convenient form:

sin 0, : o a(n') ;
— 0 —|(1-0,P)?+V;PV'P — 2,0, P —/ dn' =129, (¢ —? + VvV, PV'P),
dct (058 (0)) [ o vl P, o o) (09 -0+ )
(5.16)

where V; is the gradient operator in polar coordinates.

This contribution to d4 can be matched, following [I7] and Sect. 3, to the kinematic correction
dQ/dSY, where df2 is the infinitesimal solid angle measured at o by our free-falling observer, while df2
is the infinitesimal solid angle measured at o by another observer which is static in the considered
gauge. Indeed, considering that our observer has a peculiar velocity ¢, we find that the infinitesimal
solid angle df) transforms under a Lorentz boost as follows:

1—? ~
dd= ————=df) 5.17
where 7 is the unit vector along the direction connecting the source to the observer. We then
expect that the effect of the velocity on di can be factorized (up to second order) as:

& = [(1_5"7)2]0 ( \/7_> = [1+v2—2a-ﬁ+(a-ﬁ)2}o ( \/7_> . (5.18)

1—2? sin 0, sin @,

On the other hand, since 7 plays the role of the effective gauge-invariant velocity potential, we can
expand the spatial components of the perturbed velocity v, of the PG (geodesic) observer as:

v = =87 - gir? i — {aiT(l) L@ 4 QwaiT(l)} 7 (5.19)

1

a2
where 7 and 72 denote, respectively, the first- and second-order part of the coordinate transfor-
mation 7 = 7(n,r,0%) between PG and GLC gauge (see Eq.(B.I)) in Appendix B for their explicit
expressions). We can also expand the unit vector n,, in polar coordinates and to first order (which
is enough), as:

nt = <0, —2(1 + w),o,o> = (0,—a(1—),0,0). (5.20)

Inserting the above expressions for ¥ and 7 into Eq. (5.I8]) we get, up to second order:

[1+v2—26.ﬁ+(6.ﬁ)2} -

o

- [(1 — 8,P)? + V;PV'P — 2¢arp] - / " gy 2 (qs(?) — % 4 vipvip) . (5.21)
o Nin a(%)
This shows that the perturbative corrections to the background relation det(@Ts{,B (X)) = sinb,,
appearing in Eq. (B.I0]), can be exactly interpreted (to second order) as the effect of the peculiar
velocity of our free-falling observer in the PG. More generally, such velocity coincides with the
so-called gauge-invariant velocity perturbation [21].

As in the case of the SG, we may ask whether this peculiar-velocity effect can be removed by
some further gauge fixing. The answer in this case is negative. First of all, there is no residual
gauge symmetry in the PG [2I]. Also, if we fix the GLC gauge in order to recover the uncorrected
result (as explained in Sec. 3), the GLC angles will not coincide with those in the PG even at
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1n =1, and the peculiar velocity correction should now be a consequence of the modified coordinate
transformation connecting the two gauges.

An interesting property of the kinematic correction in Eq. (5I7)) is that, upon integration over
the whole solid angle, the result one obtains is always 4w quite independently of the peculiar velocity
v. Therefore, if we are only interested in the averaged energy flux (i.e. in <d22>) on constant-redshift
surfaces, all perturbative contributions to Eq. (B.I6]) (that were missed in [3] 4 [5]) simply drop out!
This is no longer true if one computes correlations functions or dispersions around averaged values,
or in case one wants to average quantities other than the flux. In those cases the contributions
of the velocity corrections are nonvanishing, but they turn out to be numerically subleading with
respect to the other contributions already considered in [3] [5].

In order to obtain the complete second-order expression of ds we need finally to combine
numerator and denominator of Eq. (B3], expressed in terms of PG quantities. The result of
this long, but straightforward calculation is reported in Appendix B, where the final form of the
luminosity distance as a function of the redshift is presented.

6 Comparison of the results in two gauges

In order to compare the previous results for d4 obtained in two different gauges, and check their
physical equivalence (up to first order), let us consider the infinitesimal gauge transformation
which connects the SG to the (first-order) PG. An “infinitesimal” coordinate transformation can

be parameterized, to first-order, by the generator 6?1) as (see, for example, [21]):

at — t =t 4+ 6’{1), (6.1)

where
0 . .
ety = (e Oty + ) - (6.2)
Under the associated gauge transformation (or local field reparametrization) — where, by definition,
old and new fields are evaluated at the same space-time position — a tensor object changes, to first

order, as

TW PO Z W 1, TO) (6.3)

where L, . is the Lie derivative performed with respect to the vector e’é). Following [22] we then

€(1)
obtain the following relations between SG and PG quantities:

a/E/ E//

b = B+ AR, (65)
(@) g = ()~ [0 ()] = [0 ()] | (6.6)

where the components of eé‘l) are given byﬁ

ak' 1_ i
€ty = 5 € =5 €1y =0, (6.7)

9We consider only scalar fluctuations and consequently put el('l) =0.
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and where we have taken into account the fact that di is a bi-scalar object.
By applying the above relations we can express the PG result completely in terms of the SG
variables as

2,2 o /
2 azrs sin O _ - a, -, 1, -
= LISTs 49— 2, — 2 F — ZAsE,
(€4) pe Sn b, [ 0, By = 2y = B = 50
1 [T T 1 _ E"
~1 / da§ / dydaOp | + ZAsE — — || . (6.8)
4 Jn, . 6 2
This has to be compared with the r.h.s of Eq.([6.6]), which is given by
2.2 .
2 2\ (0) 2\ (0)]  asrgsinds 3.0 1. -
(B~ [0, 8]~ [0, ()] = HEE 1 (e o)
— 1 1 2\ = 1 Ns ab 1 B
_2¢S + <6A3 - 587‘) Es + 5 nj dx’}/o 8[18[) <aT — ;> E

I R S D e 1 _
_Z/mT dzg . dy0,Op <¢+6A3E—§8TE> + (ﬁ cot989E>o

/
Ay =, 1. - 1 _
_—SES — T—SOTES — <w cot 069E>

as

(6.9)

s

At first sight Eq.(63) has no contributions to d% from terms in E that are linear in z' when
expanded around the observer’s position. This is in clear contrast with the PG expression of
Eq.(G8]) which, on the contrary, includes such terms (see, in particular, the contribution (9,E"),
describing the peculiar velocity of the observer). Besides this, the two expressions appears to differ
in many other respects. However, as we shall now see, the two expressions are essentially the same,
apart from a small difference that can be made to disappear (at a given value of the observer’s
time) by exploiting the residual gauge freedom of the SG.

Indeed, by using in the integral of the third line of Eq.(6.3) the identity 97 = 8,27 —40_(0,—0-),
we find that the 8% contribution exactly reproduces the corresponding terms of the double integral
of Eq. (6.8). The remaining contributions from d? can be integrated once and added to the integral
appearing in the second line of Eq. ([6.9) to give:

1 [0 1\ = B B
g [ dnga, { (ar - ;) E(1s,2,6%) + (0, — 0y) [EG1,2,6%) — E(ns,n4,6%)] } - (6.10)

These integrals can be done explicitly, giving contributions both at the source and at the observer.
In particular, we can split the total contribution in two parts: the first one, given by

— 5 (0.aE) | (6.11)

nicely combines with all remaining source terms of Eq. (69]) to reproduce all remaining source
terms of Eq. (6.8)). The second contribution, obtained when at least one lower boundary of the
various integrals is considered, is given by:

%vgbaaabE(n+m+,9“) + [(W&’b) - (mgb)o] 0a0p04 E(ny,my,60%) . (6.12)

s
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where E(ny,n,0%) is the limiting value of E approaching the observer position along the light-cone.
All these contributions have to be evaluated at the observer, except for the geometric prefactor
(rygb)s of the second term, which is referred to the source position. In order to obtain a full
agreement between the results for d4 in the two gauges (see Eq.([6.0)) we should thus verify the
following equality:

Ay

(0,E), = < 92 — —A3> Byt = <T2 E> + [(w;b)s . <mgb)o] (0.000,E), ,  (6.13)

where we recall that the second and third terms on the r.h.s. have to be evaluated along the
light-cone, while the first term does not depend on the limiting process followed to arrive at the
observer’s position, see Eqs. (£22]) and ([£.23)), and has a different physical origin.

It is convenient, at this point, to use the expansion of the SG variable E around the observer
position. Note, however, that we have to set E; = 0 since otherwise the gauge transformation in
Eq. (61) becomes singular at r = 0 (60 ~ r~2E;x7 — 00). With this proviso, using Eq.(@I8]), the
expansion of the term on the Lh.s. of Eq. (613]) gives:

(0,E"), = <El$> : (6.14)

r

while the expansion of all terms on the r.h.s. gives:

3axtad i 1 i 1 i
< R 53> - [7‘_2 (E;:E n— ZEZ'jAQJE :E]>:|
11 E;; Elzt
(1) (8 ) (00 )
Elx 1 9 9 xlad
—(ZT) 2 . BT 1
(5), -2 |(e+ mtt) (575 )L 615

To obtain the last line we have used the explicit definition of Ay and the fact that the explicit

1
PR

time-dependent contributions to the above equation, proportional to Ez'n, are generated by the
expansion of terms approaching the observer along light-cone trajectories. For such terms we can
safely replace n with —r (to first order), so that the last two contributions of the second line exactly
cancel between themselves, while the time-dependent contribution of the first line exactly matches
the result of Eq. (6.14]). The only mismatch consists of the last term appearing in Eq. (6.15).

Let us finally exploit the already mentioned residual gauge freedom of the SG, considering the
(time independent!) gauge transformation (valid close to the observer’s position) with generator

xtad
(1) (0 o (— 1 Eij)>7 (6.16)
leading to
Blr.n,0) — Blr,n.0) = Blr,n,6) - a0 By, (617)
_ - _ 1 ..
b(rm,0) = P(rm,0) =9(r,n,0) + =67 Ei; . (6.18)
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By applying such a (partial) gauge fixing we can set Ej; to zero in the small-z, small-n expansion
of E (r,n,0) and thus eliminate all terms of Eq. (G.I5) except for the E! contribution. Within this
gauge choice we thus find full agreement for the expression of d 4 in the two gauges at one observer’s
time.

We recall that precisely the same residual gauge fixing was used (see end of Sect. 4) to remove the
anisotropy correction in the SG at one specific time, i.e. to remove anisotropy around the observer
(Eij = 0 at n = n,). Since the PG corresponds to choosing shear-free equal-time hypersurfaces,
it is hardly surprising that such a residual gauge transformation is necessary in order to recover
agreement between the two gauges.

7 Summary and conclusions

Let us briefly summarize the main results of this work.

We have shown that the equation of geodesic deviation can be solved ezactly in the GLC gauge
provided the origin of the null geodesic bundle is identified with the origin of the GLC spherical
coordinates. In principle, this can be done all along the observer’s world-line. The main results of
this paper are given in Eqs. (8:12]), (8.13) and (3.I6]) and show how, in this gauge, Jacobi map, area
and luminosity distance all factorize as products of a quantity evaluated at the observer times a
quantity evaluated at the source (such a factorization was already observed in [I] for what concerns
the redshift).

The importance of having found an exact, non-perturbative expression for these quantities can
be hardly overestimated. It can allow, for instance, for a non-perturbative approach to the back-
reaction problem (i.e. understanding how inhomogeneities may affect cosmological observables),
to the so-called redshift drift, or to the study of large scale structure via micro-lensing, one of the
main aims of the Euclid mission [24]. It can also help with precision determinations of the different
power spectra describing CMB anisotropies and large-scale structure.

The main computational obstacle for carrying out this program appears to be the present lack of
a convenient formulation of Einstein’s (constraint and evolution) equations in this gauge. Another,
more technical obstacle is that we have implicitly limited ourselves to the case of no caustics (see
e.g. [7]), although a generalization of the solution in the presence of caustics should be possible.
We plan to study both issues in the near future.

In the second part of the paper (Sects 4, 5, 6 and Appendix B) we have compared our exact
result with the perturbative ones already known in other gauges. In particular, we could find the
expression for the area (luminosity) distance to first order in cosmological perturbation theory in
the synchronous gauge and up to second order in the Poisson gauge. Comparing the results in
those two gauges reveals some subtleties about how so-called aberration effects are encoded in our
general result. Furthermore, we found that agreement between results in these two gauges demands
(partial) fixing of the residual gauge symmetry characteristic of the SG. Similarly, we recover the
already proposed GLC formula for the area/luminosity distance at the price of a further fixing of
the GLC coordinates.

The last result of this work, also presented in Appendix B, consists in a re-derivation of the
luminosity-redshift relation to second order in the PG starting directly from the JM. The result
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thus obtained differs slightly for the one proposed in [4] (and used in [3], [5]), basically because
of a refined approximation on some “integration constants” (or “integration boundaries”) and of
aberration terms which are generated in the PG. The modifications do not affect in any significant
way the physical results presented in those papers.
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Appendix A. Some useful relations

In this appendix we provide some useful technical details.
First of all we list all the Christoffel symbols that follow from the metric (L.II):

E?TT a'r"}/ab
p — T 5P wo_ wo_pw _
I'7r T_ 57 ’ ab 27 ) Frw FTa 0 ’
o afa ey o
7, =5 | = 0 (T4 U?) + == (0:Ua = 7).
10U, 9, U
FTa —5_ T + T _Taﬂ'/yab]’
1 1
'ty = B) ’7ab [0, — 0;Up ) F?’a D) ’Vbc OrYac »
1 r » T2 2 a
Dw =35 |20T+0; (T?+U?) - w + (200U, + 9a(Y? + UQ))} ,
1[0, 0T+ U?)
Pow =5 2+ 77 } ’
1 [77a
Tow =5 (7 [200T +0-(Y2 + U*)] —70,(T* + UQ)] :
1l 0.(Y2+U?) U
rr, = 5 _C%T - 0.U, — % - (OwYab — OuUp + (%Ua)] ,
w 1
re., = 5T [0, — 0:U,] ,
b 1 Ub be
Pwa = 5 T (aaT - 87'U*a) + (aw’}/ac - aaljc + 8c[]a) )
1 1 Ue
Fab = 5 87"7/ab + T (8bUa + 8w')/ab) - T (aa'ybc + 8b')/ca - ac’?/ab) )
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1[U°
I =5 |5 %%+ v (Bavod + ObYda — OaVab) | - (A1)
Second, let us show how one can always impose Eq. (24]) on the zweibein field s%. We first

note that Eq. ([24) can be written explicitly as:

1
k'V,s% =0 =54 +T%s4 =54 + §fy“f'ycbsfg. (A.2)

Expressing v, and 4% in terms of the 5% we obtain, after some trivial algebra:

$%SaB — $5San =0 = EAB$?48aB . (A.3)
Hence we get a single condition, rather than the two conditions naively expected.
Suppose now we are starting with some arbitrary zweibeins which, instead of satisfying Eq.
([AL3]) are characterized by:
ABs%s,p =X #0. (A.4)

Recalling that the zweibeins are defined up to a local 2-dimensional rotation A‘é of the flat indices,
we can always define the rotated zweibeins 5% = Aﬁs‘fg such that:

EABéjgaB =X+ EABAAQA§5CD =X — 2a, (A.5)

where « is the local rotation angle. Clearly, by solving the simple differential equation 2& = X, we
can always get rid of X and thus find a suitable set of parallel-transported zweibeins.

Appendix B. The luminosity distance d; up to second order

In this appendix we first extend to second order in perturbation theory the coordinate transfor-
mation between the GLC and Poisson gauges (in the absence of sources with anisotropic stresses,
ie. with ¢ = 1). We then derive the luminosity distance/redshift relation in the latter gauge
considering a geodesic observer and a geodesic source.

Starting from the boundary condition introduced in Sec. 5, the coordinate transformation can
be generalized to second order, with self-explanatory notations, as follows:

7= 7047040

- ( / "aa)) + atPi.r.)

in

n /
+ dn’@ (62 = 02+ (9, P)? + 98" uP 0P| (o ,1,0°) . (B.1)
Min
w = w® +w® 4 w®

1 [
= e+ Q- 0% + 4 / dz [w<2>+¢<2>+4wa+Q+wgb 0aQ Q| (4, 2,0%) (B.2)
9 — éa(O)_’_éa(l)_’_éa@)

1 - n—
= 0"+ / dz [ 16'0,Q| (1+12,0%) + / dz [§°C+ 0 € + X (14,2,6%) . (B3)

20



where we have used the following shorthand notations:

1

Ce(ny,z,0%) = 3 cw® (4, z,0%)

- % /77 x du 9, [zp(?) + 0@ 4 4 0,Q + 7 8.Q an} (e, u,0%) , (B.4)
&'y, 2,0 = 9:0°W(ny,x,0%) +20,0°D (14, 2,0

- o du D8 0QU 1+ 1.0 ) + b0, .6%) (B.5)

(g, x,0%) = Gxéd(l)(mﬂx,@“) (E?déa(l)(mr,x,@“) — 5;8+Q(77+,x,9“))

— 0 0QUe ) ([ 04 10,01 (1,

Mo
5 [0-@gae] o0 (B.6)
We can then compute the non-trivial entries of the GLC metric of Eq. (), and obtain:
T = ﬁ {1 +8,Q—8,P+8uw? + %(@7 —0,)7? — 0,Q — ¢®) + 2¢?
~0,P0,Q ~ 200, P~ 7("0,POQ) , (B.7)

ge = 9,00 — lygbabfm 18,60 _ lygbam(?) - éaﬂ“)@éa(”
— <a V) 378b8b7(1)> —~ lfyoda 79,00

+(0+Q — 8,P) (-@néa“) + 578b8b7(1)> : (B.8)
N g2 {7317(1 o) + [Vgcacéb(l) (a & b)} _|_,yab <¢(2 +4¢2) ea(l)anéb(l)

10,690,640 4 2 {’y ¢9.8*M + (a ¢ b)] + 549,490 9,64

+ [ygcacéb@) Y (ao b)} } . (B.9)

We also easily obtain the useful relation:
v l=dety® = (a®2sing) 2 {1 Ao+ 20,0°0 + 25@ 4 1292 4 29,69
— 40010 O_6"D) + 89,01 + 20,61 9,6* 1) — 9,6 5,64V }.(B.w)

We start from Eq. ([BI6]) and use Eqs. (B.I6) and (B.I0). Then, following [4], we obtain the
final expression of the luminosity distance in terms of perturbations in the PG, of the observed
redshift, and of the observer’s angular coordinates 6.

We underline that the result to be obtained is valid in general, i.e. without the need of con-
sidering a particular (e.g. CDM or ACDM) cosmology. It is also an improvement with respect
to the result given in [4] in two respects: i) we now consider also the contribution coming from
the aberration effect at the observer’s position, and ii) we correct some minor errors (present in
dy, only at second order) due to the slightly different “integration constants” considered in [4] (see
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comments in Sect. 5). However, we underline that such improvements affect in a totally negligible
way the backreaction effects calculated in [3] [5].
Writing the result in the following concise form

dL(Zméa) _ dL(Zmea)

s(1 na <(2 ~a
(1 + z5)apAny  dFLRW (5~ 1+ 85 (25,0%) + 85 (25,09 (B.11)
the first order luminosity distance is given by
1 Qs

Sé'l)(z& éa) - Es (a-i-Qs - arPs) - 1/’2” - J2(1) . (B.12)

9P,
HSAna An

We then have the following straightforward physical interpretation of the above terms: ), is a
“boundary term”, while

Qs o o ! / ! pa
—A—n—2/n§0)d77¢(77,770—77,9) (B.13)

Mo ~
dn' Oy (0 ,ne — ', 0%) (B.14)

©

a+czs:wo—ws—2/n

are Sachs-Wolfe (SW) and integrated Sachs-Wolfe (ISW) effects,

T an) 5oy _ o
opP = / dn/ O, r,0%) =7 -1 B.15
e ( ) (B.15)

are Doppler effects (see also Eq.(519])), and

1 ~ - 1 - 1 Mo ;o go)
J2(1) =3 [cot@ 0 4+ aaea(l)] — §va9a(1) _ _/ ' Ui 7777/
n

/ ! Na
An Jyo T ny = Agtb(n',no —n',0%),  (B.16)

is the first order lensing effect.

Following the pioneering work of [25], d; has been already computed to first order in the
longitudinal gauge, for a CDM model in [26] and for CDM and ACDM in [27]. In particular, we
have verified that the first order result in Eq.(B.12), for the case of a CDM-dominated Universe, is
in full agreement with the result of [20].

To second order we have a much more involved result. For example, several terms arise from the
fact that some of the first order terms in Eq.(B.I2]) have now to be integrated along the perturbed
line of sight (see [4]). This gives rise to new terms which are given by the old ones multiplied by
Doppler, SW and ISW effects. As in [4] we choose to split the second order result in three different
parts:

52 () = 8+ 52 45, (517
where gl()i)th denotes terms connected to the photon path and captures all the second order result in

the absence of peculiar velocity effects; 51(,%)3 is for the terms generated by the source and observer

)

peculiar velocity and captures all the second order pure Doppler effects. Finally, nged mixes
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peculiar velocity effects with all others. Their explicit expressions are:
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The physical interpretation of the terms above is more tricky with respect to the first order
case. Let us give here only two simple examples (but see also [4]),

Ko = 1 [cot0 59 4+ 9,392 = Ly, et (B.21)

is the pure second order lensing effect, while, from Eq.(519]), we have that

(0)

_@.T(z)ni:/" i (( ')) (6 — 2+ (0, P) +0,PO,P] (o .7.6°) (B.22)
in a T]s

is the second order Doppler effect coming from the second order peculiar velocity (at the observer
or at the source). More about the physical interpretation of the second order contribution to dr,
can be also found in [28], where a summary of another second order calculation of dy, in the PG,
but only for the particular case of ACDM model, is presented.
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