
Primordial Gravitational Wave Birefringence in a
De Sitter Background with Chern-Simons Coupling

Abhishek Rout1 and Brett Altschul2

Department of Physics and Astronomy
University of South Carolina

Columbia, SC 29208

Abstract

In this work, we investigate tensor perturbations in a de Sitter background within the
framework of Chern-Simons modified gravity. We introduce transverse-traceless perturba-
tions and analyze how the Chern-Simons Cotton tensor induces parity-violating modifica-
tions to gravitational wave propagation, while the Pontryagin density vanishes at linear
order. Using a mode decomposition of the scalar background field, we derive the sub- and
super-horizon limits of the wave equations and uncover chiral corrections in the dispersion
relations of tensor modes. The resulting birefringence exhibits both amplitude and velocity
components, alternating with the phase of the scalar field. Particular solutions sourced by
the scalar background show helicity-dependent amplification and a characteristic scaling of
the radiated flux that reduces smoothly to the Minkowski limit. The accumulated phase
difference between right- and left-handed modes grows quadratically inside the horizon and
becomes frozen outside, leaving a permanent parity-violating imprint in the primordial tensor
spectrum. Finally, by promoting the Chern-Simons field to a massive dark matter candi-
date, we demonstrate how its mass-dependent dynamics connect gravitational birefringence
to axion-like dark matter phenomenology.
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1 Introduction

The study of perturbations in de Sitter spacetime occupies a central role in modern theo-
retical physics and cosmology. The de Sitter metric, first introduced as an exact solution of
Einstein’s equations with a positive cosmological constant [1], remains one of the simplest
yet most profound models of a universe dominated by vacuum energy. Historically, it pro-
vided one of the earliest connections between general relativity and cosmology, and later it
became a canonical background for understanding quantum fields in curved spacetimes and
the large-scale dynamics of the universe [2, 3].

From the perspective of studies of the early universe, inflationary cosmology posits a
period of exponential expansion driven by a scalar field vacuum energy, approximating a
quasi-de Sitter background to the extent that the energy in question remains relatively con-
stant. This idea was pioneered in the early 1980s [4, 5, 6], with subsequent work showing
how quantum fluctuations that were stretched out during inflation could seed the inhomo-
geneities that lead to observable anisotropy in the cosmic microwave background (CMB) and
the large-scale structure of the universe [7, 8, 9]. The analysis of linear perturbations in de
Sitter space therefore forms the backbone of modern cosmology, underlying predictions for
CMB polarization, primordial gravitational waves, and the formation of cosmic structures.
These predictions are now tested with exquisite precision by observational missions such as
Planck and BICEP/Keck [10, 11].

At late times, the observed accelerated expansion of the universe [12, 13] can also be effec-
tively modeled by a nearly de Sitter geometry with a small positive cosmological constant,
interpreted as dark energy. To the extent that the dark energy density remains constant
over time (like a pure cosmological constant), the universe will become more like de Sitter
space over time, because all other sources of mass energy become more rarefied in the course
of the Hubble expansion. This dual relevance—to both the very early and the very late
universe—makes perturbations of de Sitter space uniquely important for bridging between
fundamental theory and precision cosmological data.

Beyond general relativity, many modified gravity theories have been proposed to address
longstanding conceptual issues such as the cosmological constant problem, the unification of
gravitation with quantum mechanics, and the possibility of parity violation in fundamental
interactions. Among these, Chern-Simons (CS) modified gravity has attracted significant
attention. Originally emerging in the mathematical study of topological invariants in 2 + 1
dimensions [14], and later applied to (3 + 1)-dimensional gravity by Jackiw and Pi [15],
CS gravity extends the Einstein-Hilbert action by coupling a scalar field to the Pontryagin
density, thereby introducing parity-violating corrections. This framework has since been
extensively developed in astrophysics and cosmology, from black hole perturbations [16, 17]
to gravitational wave propagation [18], to possible cosmological imprints [19, 20].

Studying perturbations of de Sitter space in the CS framework provides a particularly
clean arena for probing how parity-violating terms affect cosmological stability and the dy-
namics of primordial fluctuations. Of special importance is the Pontryagin constraint, which
arises from the variation of the CS action. Recent analyses have clarified that this con-
straint vanishes at first order in linearized gravitational wave perturbations on de Sitter
backgrounds [21], ensuring the consistency of de Sitter space as a cosmological solution in
this framework. This suggests that parity-violating corrections are likely to appear at higher
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orders or in less symmetric spacetimes.
In this paper, we explicitly study linearized perturbations of the de Sitter metric within

CS-modified gravity. By deriving and analyzing the perturbed field equations, we evaluate
the Pontryagin constraint and show that it vanishes to first order. These results clarify the
precise role of possible CS terms in cosmological models, provide insight into how parity-
violating effects could manifest during inflation, and point toward possible observational
signatures in future gravitational wave and CMB experiments. The paper is organized as
follows. In sec. 2, we review the CS-modified action and the resulting field equations. In
sec. 3, we introduce tensor perturbations of the de Sitter metric and obtain the correspond-
ing perturbed field equations. The Pontryagin constraint is evaluated in sec. 4, where we
demonstrate its vanishing at linear order. In sec. 5, we solve for the scalar background field
in de Sitter spacetime and discuss its sub- and super-horizon behavior. Sec. 6 presents the
solutions to the perturbed field equations, including homogeneous and particular modes,
along with the resulting birefringence effects. The associated energy flux and its reduction
to the flat-spacetime limit are analyzed in sec. 7. In sec. 8, we calculate the accumulated
phase difference between helicity states, highlighting its distinct scaling in the two horizon
regimes. Finally, in sec. 10 we extend the framework by promoting the CS scalar to a massive
dark matter candidate, before summarizing our results and their observational implications
in sec. 11.

2 CS-Modified Gravity

The CS-modified action is given by

S =
1

16πG

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R+

ϑ

4
(⋆RR)− 1

2
(∇ϑ)2 − V (ϑ) + Lmat

]
, (1)

where the quantity ⋆RR is known as the Pontryagin density and is defined to be

⋆RR = ⋆Rσ µν
τ Rτ

σµν ; (2)

the dual of the Riemann tensor is

⋆Rσ µν
τ =

1

2
εµναβRσ

ταβ . (3)

Varying this action with respect to the CS scalar field ϑ gives us the wave equation for the
scalar,

□ϑ− V ′(ϑ) = −1

4
(⋆RR), (4)

where □ is the standard massless D’Alembertian, defined in curved spacetime to be

□ =
1√
−g

∂µ
(√

−g gµν∂ν
)
. (5)

Meanwhile, varying the action with respect to the metric tensor gµν gives us the modified
Einstein field equations,

Gµν + Cµν + Λgµν = 8πG
[
T (ϑ)
µν + T (mat)

µν

]
, (6)
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where we have introduced the Cotton tensor Cµν , defined as

Cµν = −1

2

[
(∇αϑ) ϵ

αβγ(µ∇γR
ν)
β + (∇α∇βϑ)

⋆Rβ (µν)α
]
; (7)

we have used ϵαβγµ = εαβγµ
√
−g

, with εαβγµ being the Levi-Civita symbol. As usual, parentheses
around indices indicate symmetrization.

The stress-energy tensor for the new field ϑ that modifies the theory takes the form

T (ϑ)
µν = (∇µϑ)(∇νϑ)−

1

2
gµν
[
(∇ϑ)2 + V (ϑ)

]
, (8)

typical for a scalar. In case of vacuum solutions [meaning the vanishing T
(mat)
µν = 0 of the

portion of the stress-energy tensor that refers to conventional matter], we have the field ϑ
as the only gravitational source, and the Einstein equations reduce to Gµν + Cµν + Λgµν =

8πGT
(ϑ)
µν .

3 Perturbed Field Equations

Our perturbed metric for the de Sitter space is

ds2 = α(η)2
[
−dη2 +

(
δij + hTT

ij

)
dxi dxj

]
, (9)

where α(η) is the Robertson-Walker scale factor, which for the de Sitter spacetime takes the
forms α(t) = α0e

Ht and α(η) = l/η in terms of the coordinate and conformal times, respec-
tively; and where hTT

ij contains the transverse, traceless (TT) tensor modes corresponding
to gravitational waves. A single pair of TT tensor mode are conventionally written

hTT
ij =

h+ h× 0
h× −h+ 0
0 0 0

 , (10)

describing a wave propagating in the z-direction [i.e. h+ = h+(η − z) and h× = h×(η − z)].
Using this form of the perturbation in the metric and making the assumption that our scalar
field may be chosen to be of the form ϑ = ϑ(η, z) to mimic the wave perturbations, we get
the field equations of the form

1

2
□h+ +

1

α2
C [h×] = S(η, z) (11)

1

2
□h× +

1

α2
C [h+] = S(η, z), (12)

where we have
S(η, z) = 4πG

[
(∂ηϑ)

2 − (∂zϑ)
2] , (13)

which acts as the source term for the waves, and the term C[h•] takes care of the Cotton
tensor’s effects. The form of C[h•] is

C[h•] =

[
vη
2
∂z□− vz

2
∂η□− 4vz

η
□+ vηη

(
1

2
∂z∂η

)
+ vηz

(
1

2
□

)
+ vzz

(
−1

2
∂η∂

z

)]
h•. (14)

We have used the definitions vα = ∂αϑ and vαβ = ∂α∂βϑ for the first and second derivatives of
the scalar field. The notation h• indicates that it is indeterminate which mode (and indeed,
which mode basis for the propagating tensor perturbation modes) appears.
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3.1 Operator diagonalization and decoupling of tensor modes

It is important to treat the Cotton contribution as a linear operator acting on the two
polarization components, not as an ordinary scalar coefficient. To make this explicit we
collect the two polarization equations [eqs. (11)–(12)] into a single operator equation for the
two-vector

h(η, z) ≡

(
h+(η, z)

h×(η, z)

)
.

In operator form the coupled system may be written as

1

2
□h(η, z) +

1

α2(η)
C h(η, z) = S(η, z), (15)

where S denotes the corresponding two-component source and C is the 2×2 operator matrix
whose off-diagonal structure follows from the component form of the Cotton term [cf. eq.
(14)]. From that component structure one obtains

C =

(
0 C
C 0

)
, (16)

with C the linear Cotton operator which contains derivatives and factors of the background
scalar field ϑ. (Crucially, C is an operator, not a commuting scalar.)

To diagonalize C, we perform the orthogonal basis change

T =
1√
2

(
1 1

1 −1

)
, hs ≡ T h =

(
h
(s)
+

h
(s)
−

)
=

1√
2

(
h+ + h×

h+ − h×

)
. (17)

Conjugating C by T yields the diagonal operator matrix

T C T−1 =

(
C 0

0 −C

)
. (18)

Because the diagonal entries are ±C, the basis hs is an eigen-basis of the operator matrix
C in the operator sense: the symmetric combination h

(s)
+ is an eigenvector with eigen-operator

+C, while the antisymmetric combination h
(s)
− is an eigenvector with eigen-operator −C.

Applying the same basis change to the full wave equation (15) (and defining Ss ≡ TS)
produces the decoupled operator equations

1

2
□h

(s)
+ +

1

α2
C
[
h
(s)
+

]
= S

(s)
+ ,

1

2
□h

(s)
− − 1

α2
C
[
h
(s)
−
]
= S

(s)
− . (19)

These two operator equations are manifestly decoupled: each equation involves a single field
and a single action of the Cotton operator (with opposite signs for the two modes).

For completeness (and to connect with the usual circular-polarization combinations) we
recall the helicity definitions

hR =
1√
2
(h+ + ih×), hL =

1√
2
(h+ − ih×). (20)
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This transformation to the complex helicity basis is a simple unitary rotation of the real
linear polarizations, but it does not diagonalize the Cotton operator in the present phase

convention. The operator matrix C =

(
0 C
C 0

)
is diagonalized only by the real symmet-

ric/antisymmetric combinations (h
(s)
+ and h

(s)
− , which correspond to eigen-operators with

eigenvalues +C and −C, respectively. The helicity states hR and hL are related to these by
a further unitary rotation and therefore mix the two eigenmodes algebraically, though the
physical content is the same. Once C is evaluated on plane-wave modes [so that it reduces
to a scalar prefactor f(ω, q, k, η)], the two decoupled operator equations in the symmet-
ric/antisymmetric basis [Eq. (19)] give the scalar wave equations with opposite-sign Cotton
contributions. These are then used in Sec. 6 to derive the dispersion relations.

3.2 Source terms in the symmetric/antisymmetric basis

For completeness, it is useful to also examine how the scalar source term appearing in
eqs. (11)–(12) transforms under the change of basis that diagonalizes the Cotton operator.
In the (+,×) basis, both polarizations couple to the same scalar source amplitude S(η, z),
so that the source vector reads

S(η, z) =

(
S(η, z)
S(η, z)

)
. (21)

Applying the orthogonal transformation T defined in eq. (19), the symmetric/antisymmetric
source vector becomes

S(s) = T S =
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)(
S
S

)
=

(√
2S
0

)
. (22)

Thus, in the decoupled system only the symmetric mode h
(s)
+ receives a direct driving term

from the scalar background,

S+(η, z) =
√
2S(η, z), S−(η, z) = 0. (23)

This shows that the antisymmetric mode evolves homogeneously in the absence of any direct
scalar forcing, while the symmetric mode carries all the inhomogeneous contribution from the
scalar background. In the helicity basis the same result manifests as identical scalar-source
amplitudes on the right-hand side of both helicity equations.

4 Pontryagin Constraint

The Pontryagin density for the curvature is given by

⋆RR = ⋆Rσ µν
τ Rτ

σµν , (24)

where the relevant dual of the Riemann tensor is

⋆Rσ µν
τ =

1

2
εµναβRσ

ταβ . (25)
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Using this definition, we get

⋆RR =
1

2
εµναβRσ

ταβR
τ
σµν . (26)

To evaluate this, we shall start by considering σ = η (meaning the de Sitter time coordinate).
Then the expression takes the form

⋆RR ⊃ 1

2
εµναβRη

ταβR
τ
ηµν . (27)

The notation means that the full expression for ⋆RR contains terms of this form. Now we
see that for a contribution to be potentially nonzero, τ has to be spatial—because the only
η component in the metric is gηη, meaning we may lower the first index of the first Riemann
tensor and make use of its antisymmetry in the first two indices when all indices are lowered.
Using this fact, we get

⋆RR ⊃ 1

2
εµναβRη

iαβR
i
ηµν . (28)

Using all the possible permutations of the rest of the indices that we can take for the terms
to be nonzero we similarly find

⋆RR ⊃ εηjzmRη
izmR

i
ηηj . (29)

If we alternativel assume that σ = i (spatial), performing the same calculations yields

⋆RR ⊃ εηjzmRi
zzmR

z
iηj . (30)

So the entire form of the Pontryagin density comes out to be

⋆RR = εηjzm
(
Rη

izmR
i
ηηj +Ri

zzmR
z
iηj

)
. (31)

Upon calculating the products of the Riemann tensor components involved, we get

⋆RR = εηjzm

[
1

2η2
∂z∂ηhjm − α′

η2α
∂zhjm +

1

2

(
α′

α

)2

∂η∂zhmj

]
+O(h2). (32)

In the Levi-Civita tensor we may have either: j = x and m = y, or j = y and m = x. Using
both of these possibilities and the fact that hxy = hyx, we see that the Pontryagin constraint
is satisfied; that is, the density vanishes at first order in the perturbations: ⋆RR = 0+O(h2).

5 Form of the Scalar Field for the De Sitter Metric

The equation of motion (4) was derived from the Lagrangian. For a massless scalar field
ϑ(η, z) with no self-interactions, the equation of motion takes the form

□ϑ ≡ 1√
−g

∂µ
(√

−g gµν∂νϑ
)
= 0. (33)
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5.1 Mode decomposition

Writing the Fourier decomposition

ϑ(η, x⃗ ) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
ϑk(η)e

ik⃗·x⃗, (34)

the scalar wave equation reduces to an equation for each Fourier coefficient,

ϑ′′
k + 2

α′

α
ϑ′
k + k2ϑk = 0, (35)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to the conformal time η. These individual
Fourier modes of ϑ represent precisely the kind of scalar we anticipated to accompany indi-
vidual propagating gravitational waves. The single-mode wave equation for a scalar field in
curved spacetime encodes how fluctuations propagate against the background geometry. In
the de Sitter case, conformal flatness allows us to recast the equation into a form resembling
that of a harmonic oscillator with a time-dependent frequency. Crucially, the competition
between the momentum term k2 and the geometric contribution from the scale factor deter-
mines whether a given mode behaves like a freely oscillating wave or whether its dynamics
become frozen out.

5.2 Rescaling

Define the rescaled variable
µk(η) = α(η)ϑk(η); (36)

then the equation becomes

µ′′
k +

(
k2 − α′′

α

)
µk = 0, (37)

which has the general form of the equation of motion for a parametric oscillator. For the de
Sitter metric,

α(η) =
l

η
,

α′′

α
=

2

η2
, (38)

and thus the mode equation reads

µ′′
k +

(
k2 − 2

η2

)
µk = 0. (39)

5.3 Solution

This equation has the general solution

µk(η) = Ak

(
1− i

kη

)
e−ikη +Bk

(
1 +

i

kη

)
e+ikη. (40)

Restoring ϑk = µk/α with α(η) = l/η, we find

ϑk(η) =
η

l

[
Ak

(
1− i

kη

)
e−ikη +Bk

(
1 +

i

kη

)
e+ikη

]
. (41)
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Imposing the Bunch-Davies vacuum condition (i.e. matching to flat-space positive-frequency
modes in the far past η → −∞) [22] selects Bk = 0. The mode function then reduces to

ϑk(η) =
η

l

(
1− i

kη

)
e−ikη. (42)

Reassembling the Fourier expansion, a mode traveling in the +z-direction is

ϑ(η, z) = ϑ0
η

l

(
1− i

kη

)
e−ik(η−z). (43)

This is the relevant form of the solution of the massless scalar field equation □ϑ = 0 in de
Sitter space.

There are two key limits to be explored. For sub-horizon fluctuations (meaning |kη| ≫ 1),
ϑ ≈ ϑ0

η
l
e−ik(η−z), which is an oscillatory solution with amplitude decaying as 1/α(η). For

the super-horizon case (|kη| ≪ 1), ϑ ≈ −ϑ0
i
kl
e−ik(η−z), the field becomes frozen at a nearly

constant value.
The physical behavior of the solutions depends strongly on whether one wavelength of

a given mode lies inside or outside the Hubble radius. When a mode is deep inside the
horizon (|kη| ≫ 1), its wavelength is much smaller than the spacetime curvature scale,
and it behaves like a standard Minkowski-space wave, oscillating with a decaying amplitude
the only evidence of the de Sitter expansion. In contrast, once the mode crosses outside
the Hubble volume (|kη| ≪ 1), the expansion stretches its wavelength beyond the causal
horizon, freezing its amplitude in place. This dichotomy between sub-horizon oscillations
and super-horizon freeze-out is a cornerstone of inflationary cosmology, as it explains how
quantum fluctuations can be converted into the classical seeds of large-scale structure.

6 Specific Solutions to the Field Equations

6.1 Sub-horizon limit (|kη| ≫ 1)

When we consider the sub-horizon limit, we can find the general form of the Cotton tensor
elements. The derivatives of the scalar field are

vη = ϑ0

(
1− ikη

l

)
e−ik(η−z) (44)

vz = ϑ0

(
ikη

l

)
e−ik(η−z) (45)

vηη = ϑ0

(
−k2η − 2ik

l

)
e−ik(η−z) (46)

vηz = ϑ0

(
k2η + ik

l

)
e−ik(η−z) (47)

vzz = ϑ0

(
−k2η

l

)
e−ik(η−z). (48)
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Using these forms we get the expression for the Cotton tensor,

C[h] =
ϑ0e

−ik(η−z)

l

[(
1− ikη

2

)
∂z□−

(
ikη

2

)
∂η□+

(
−7ik

2
+

k2η

2

)
□− (ik) ∂z∂η

]
h.

(49)
The source term takes the form

S(η, z) = 4πGϑ2
0

(
1− 2ikη

2l2

)
e−2ik(η−z). (50)

Moreover, in the deep sub-horizon limit, the damping term in the d’Alembertian can be ig-
nored. It becomes negligible, and only the oscillatory terms are important. So that simplifies
the form of the Cotton tensor further, as shown in the following equations. The next step is
to assume a plane wave ansatz for each tensor mode h•, defined as

h• = A•e
i(ωη−qz). (51)

Using this form and the approximations made for the □ operator, we see that

□h• = (−ω2 + q2)h•, (52)

∂z□h• = (iqω2 − iq3)h•, (53)

∂η□h• = (−iω3 + iωq2)h•. (54)

So the Cotton tensor takes the form

C[h•] =
ϑ0e

−ik(η−z)

l

[(
1− ikη

2

)
(−iqω2 + iq3)−

(
ikη

2

)
(−iω3 + iωq2)

+

(
−7ik

2
+

k2η

2

)
(−ω2 + q2)− (ik) (ωq)

]
h•. (55)

We denote this Cotton tensor prefactor by

C[h•] = f(ω, q, k, η)h•. (56)

The first step in finding the sub-horizon gravitational wave solutions is to examine the
homogeneous solutions of the applicable wave equations. We may then proceed to finding
the solutions with proper source terms. The complete solution will follow the standard
pattern for linear systems, being the simple sum of a general homogeneous solution and one
particular sourced solution. For the homogeneous solution we have the dispersion relations
for h

(hom)
• set up as

(−ω2 + q2)h
(s)(hom)
± ± 2

α2
f(ω, q, k, η)h

(s)(hom)
± = 0. (57)

This shows that both helicities satisfy complex dispersion relations of the form ω2 = q2 ±
(2/α2)f(ω, q, k, η). Assuming that the CS correction is small and expanding around ω ≈ q,
we get the relation

ω± ≈ q ± 1

qα2
f(q, q, k, η). (58)
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When we substitute ω = q in f(ω, q, k, η), all but one term drops out, leaving the surviving
leading term,

f(q, q, k, η) = − iϑ0k

l
q2 e−ik(η−z). (59)

So the corrected frequencies in the deep sub-horizon limit become

ω± ≈ q

[
1∓ ikϑ0

α2l
e−ik(η−z)

]
. (60)

Expanding the exponential e−ik(η−z) = cosϕ− i sinϕ, with ϕ = k(η − z), we obtain

ω± = q ∓ kϑ0q

α2l
[sinϕ+ i cosϕ] . (61)

Thus, the correction has both real and imaginary parts:

ℜ{ω±} = q ∓ kϑ0q

α2l
sinϕ, ℑ{ω±} = ∓kϑ0q

α2l
cosϕ. (62)

The real part introduces a small phase-velocity shift, corresponding to velocity (phase) bire-
fringence, while the imaginary part introduces a helicity-dependent damping or amplifica-
tion, corresponding to amplitude birefringence. Depending on the phase ϕ of the background
scalar field, one of these effects dominates.

• For ϕ ≈ 0 (scalar and gravitational wave in phase), cosϕ ≈ 1, and the correction is
mostly imaginary—producing amplitude birefringence.

• For ϕ ≈ π/2, sinϕ ≈ 1, the correction is mostly real—producing velocity birefringence.

• For general ϕ, both amplitude and velocity birefringence coexist.

Physically, this means that the CS background alternately modulates the amplitude and
phase of each helicity as the scalar field and the gravitational wave move through each other,
transferring energy between the two helicities depending on their relative phase.

In terms of conformal time, α(η) = l/η implies 1/(α2l) = η2/l3, so the envelope of both
effects grows as η2 in the sub-horizon regime, while oscillating with ϕ = k(η − z). Since
η = −e−Ht/H, this means both phase and amplitude birefringence are strongest in the early
universe (|η| ≫ 1) and decay exponentially in cosmic time.

It is important to emphasize the different roles played by the two wave numbers that
appear in our formulas. The symbol q denotes the spatial momentum of the gravitational
wave perturbation, which enters through the plane-wave ansatz h ∼ ei(ωη−qz). In contrast,
k is the wave number associated with the Chern-Simons scalar background ϑ(η, z), which
we have taken to oscillate as ϑ ∼ ϑ0f(η) e

−ik(η−z). Both q and k therefore appear in the
Cotton tensor, because derivatives act on both the tensor mode and the scalar background
simultaneously. Physically, the two wave numbers need not be equal; a gravitational wave
with wavelength 2π/q may propagate in a background scalar field oscillating with a different
wavelength 2π/k. Only in special limits, such as a spatially homogeneous scalar background
(k = 0), would one of these drop out. Throughout this section we therefore keep q and
k distinct, with q governing the propagation of the tensor perturbations and k setting the
modulation scale of the parity-violating background. The simultaneous presence of both real
and imaginary parts in eq. (60) shows that the birefringence manifests as a combined phase
and amplitude effect, whose relative strength oscillates with the scalar phase ϕ = k(η − z).
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6.2 Particular solution

The next step is to find a single inhomogeneous (or particular) solution for the equation
including the source term. Since the source is proportional to e−2ik(η−z) [see eq. (50)], we
assume the same functional form for the particular solution. However, because in the sym-
metric/antisymmetric basis only the symmetric mode h

(s)
+ is sourced (cf. sec. 3.1), the Ansatz

applies only to h
(s)
+ :

h
(s) (part)
+ = A+(η) e

−2ik(η−z). (63)

Here A+(η) is a slowly varying amplitude that can be treated as nearly constant in the deep
sub-horizon limit. Applying □ on this form of the Ansatz shows that the leading oscillatory
pieces cancel, as the exponential is a solution of the free wave equation. Physically, this
reflects that the contributing sources lie on the past light cone. The surviving contribution
comes from the Cotton tensor terms. Algebraically we obtain[

2

α2
f(2k, 2k, k, η)

]
h
(s) (part)
+ =

√
2S(η, z) = 4πGϑ2

0

(
1− 2ikη√

2l2

)
e−2ik(η−z). (64)

So the particular solution is

h
(s) (part)
+ = 4πGϑ2

0

(
1− 2ikη√

2l2

)
e−2ik(η−z)

2
α2f(2k, 2k, k, η)

. (65)

The Cotton prefactor at (ω, q) = (2k, 2k) simplifies to

f(2k, 2k, k, η) ≈ −4iϑ0k
3

l
e−ik(η−z). (66)

Plugging this back in, the particular solution reduces to

h
(s) (part)
+ =

iπGϑ0l

2
√
2η2k3

(1− 2ikη) e−ik(η−z). (67)

In the deep sub-horizon regime |kη| ≫ 1 this further simplifies to

h
(s) (part)
+ ≈ πGϑ0l√

2k2η
e−ik(η−z). (68)

Thus the particular solution is another oscillatory wave at frequency k sourced by the
scalar field background. Its amplitude decays as 1/η in conformal time, corresponding to
an exponential growth ∼ eHt in cosmic time. Although at first sight such growth may ap-
pear unphysical for gravitational waves, it is expected here; the inhomogeneous solution
is continuously driven by the scalar field source through the CS coupling. Physically, the
scalar background acts as a persistent pump field that transfers energy into the tensor sector,
leading to amplification of the symmetric mode. This growth therefore does not indicate a
pathology but is a known feature of CS-modified gravity. In realistic scenarios the amplifi-
cation would eventually be regulated by back-reaction once the tensor modes become strong
enough to drain energy from the scalar background.
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It is also important to note that in the deep sub-horizon regime (|kη| ≫ 1), the particular
solution is suppressed by the prefactor ∼ (k2η)−1, so for large |kη| the sourced contribution is
negligible compared to the homogeneous oscillatory modes. Only as the mode approaches the
horizon (|kη| ∼ 1) does this suppression weaken, and in the super-horizon regime (|kη| ≪
1) the amplitude grows, reflecting the continuous pumping of tensor modes by the scalar
background through the CS coupling.

6.3 Super-horizon limit (|kη| ≪ 1)

Turning to the super-horizon limit (|kη| << 1), we have a form for the field that is frozen
with a constant amplitude,

ϑ ≈ − iϑ0

kl
e−ik(η−z). (69)

In this limit we can once again get the Cotton tensor elements, starting with the first and
second derivatives of the scalar,

vη = −ϑ0

l
e−ik(η−z) (70)

vz =
ϑ0

l
e−ik(η−z) (71)

vηη =
ikϑ0

l
e−ik(η−z) (72)

vηz = − iϑ0k

l
e−ik(η−z) (73)

vzz =
iϑ0k

l
e−ik(η−z). (74)

Using these, we get that the Cotton tensor in the presence of the tensor fluctuations takes
the form

C[h•] =
ϑ0e

−ik(η−z)

l

[
−1

2
∂z□− 1

2
∂η□−

(
4

η
+

ik

2

)
□

]
h•. (75)

However, quite importantly, in this limit the source term S(η, z) vanishes identically at
leading order, S(η, z) = 0. There will consequently be no particular solution to find.

However, there is a different source of complexity in the solutions. In the super-horizon
limit we cannot ignore the damping term that arises from the action of the d’Alembertian;
the damping appears at leading order. So again assuming a plane wave Ansatz, we get

□h• =

(
−ω2 + q2 − 2iω

η

)
h• (76)

∂z□h• =

(
iqω2 − iq3 − 2qω

η

)
h• (77)

∂η□h• =

(
−iω3 + iωq2 +

2ω2

η
+

2iω

η2

)
h•. (78)

Plugging these into the Cotton tensor term and extracting the prefactor, we get another
function, of the form

C[h•] = g(ω, q, k, η)h•, (79)
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where

g(ω, q, k, η) =
ϑ0e

−ik(η−z)

l

[
−iqω2

2
+

iq3

2
+

ωq

η
+

iω3

2
− iωq2

2
+

3ω2

η

+
7iω

η2
− 4q2

η
+

ikω2

2
− ikq2

2
− ωk

η

]
; (80)

and using this explicit form in the wave equations we get the dispersion relation,

ω2
± = q2 − 2iω

η
± 2

α2
g(ω, q, k, η). (81)

Again perturbing around ω ≈ q, we get a simplified version of the prefactor,

g(q, q, k, η) =

[
7iq

η2
− qk

η

]
ϑ0e

−ik(η−z)

l
=

q

η2
(7i− kη)

ϑ0e
−ik(η−z)

l
. (82)

In the super-horizon limit we have |kη| ≪ 1, so kη may be ignored compared with 7i, and
we get a finite birefringence independent of η, as follows

ω2
± = q2 − 2iω

η
± i

14qϑ0

l3
e−ik(η−z). (83)

Conveniently, we can get a clean expression the frequency itself (rather than its square),

ω± ≈ q − i

η
± i

7ϑ0

l3
e−ik(η−z). (84)

Again on expanding the exponential e−ik(η−z) = cosϕ − i sinϕ with ϕ = k(η − z) we get a
real and imaginary part for the correction as:

ℜ{ω±} = q ± 7ϑ0

l3
sinϕ, ℑ{ω±)} = −1

η
± 7ϑ0

l3
cosϕ. (85)

The term −1/η encodes the usual Hubble friction, which damps both helicities equally, while
the cosϕ and sinϕ components produce helicity-dependent amplification and phase shifts.

The point to note here is that the amplitude of the correction terms are independent of
η. Physically, this means that even after horizon crossing, when the scalar field becomes
nearly frozen, the CS term continues to imprint a residual parity-violating birefringence.
The real component slightly shifts the propagation phase between left and right helicities
(a velocity birefringence), while the imaginary component introduces differential damping
(amplitude birefringence). As the universe expands (η → 0−), both helicities undergo the
common exponential damping e−Ht due to Hubble friction, while the relative birefringence
imprint remains as a frozen parity-violating signature in the primordial tensor spectrum.

6.4 Birefringence effects in sub- and super-horizon regimes

In the sub-horizon regime (|kη| ≫ 1), the dispersion relation takes the form

ω± ≈ q ∓ i
kϑ0q

α2l
e−ik(η−z), (86)
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so that the birefringence (frequency splitting between the two helicities) is

∆ω ≡ ω+ − ω− ≈ − i
2kϑ0q

α2l
e−ik(η−z). (87)

Using α(η) = l/η, this becomes

∆ω = −i
2kϑ0qη

2

l3
e−ik(η−z). (88)

Thus the birefringence amplitude grows quadratically with conformal time.

Figure 1: The birefringence effect (∆ω) versus conformal time (η) in the sub-horizon limit. The red
line shows the imaginary part, and the blue line shows the real part for the calculated birefringence.
The dashed line is the absolute value for ∆ω, which envelops the real and imaginary parts.

In the sub-horizon regime, the birefringence splitting ∆ω(η) exhibits a rich oscillatory
structure, with real and imaginary parts alternating in dominance as conformal time evolves.
The real component corresponds to phase differences between the two helicities, while the
imaginary component encodes the Hubble damping effect on their amplitudes. As shown
in fig. 1, the overall magnitude |∆ω| decays with time, indicating that the parity-violating
birefringence is strongest in the early universe. This behavior highlights the transient yet
potentially observable nature of CS-induced chiral effect in the primordial gravitational wave
spectrum.

On the other hand, in the super-horizon regime (|kη| ≪ 1) where the scalar source
vanishes, the birefringence splitting is given by

∆ω = ω+ − ω− ≈ i
14ϑ0

l3
e−ik(η−z), (89)

for which the magnitude is independent of η. This shows that while both helicities are
damped by expansion, the relative splitting remains constant in amplitude. In cosmic time,
this birefringence survives as a frozen parity-violating imprint in the super-horizon regime.

In the super-horizon regime, the birefringence splitting ∆ω(η) approaches a frozen ampli-
tude, as seen from the constant |∆ω|. While the real and imaginary parts oscillate with con-
formal time, their envelope remains bounded, reflecting the fact that Hubble friction damps
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Figure 2: The amplitude birefringence ∆ω versus conformal time in the super-horizon limit. The
red line again shows the imaginary part and the blue the real part, with the dashed line indicating
the constant total magnitude.

the overall growth of tensor perturbations. Unlike the sub-horizon case, where birefringence
decays away with time, the super-horizon splitting stabilizes to a constant value that is inde-
pendent of η. This frozen birefringence imprint persists even as the modes are stretched far
beyond the causal horizon, potentially leaving behind a permanent parity-violating signature
in the primordial gravitational wave spectrum.

So in the sub-horizon regime, the birefringence rate oscillates with the scalar phase and
decays exponentially in cosmic time. Once the super-horizon regime is reached, the bire-
fringence amplitude becomes constant (independent of η), while both helicities undergo
exponential Hubble damping. This distinction highlights that CS-induced parity violation
is an early-universe effect that nonetheless may leave persistent imprints on super-horizon
tensor modes while becoming negligible for sub-horizon modes at late times.

7 Particular Solution and Flat-Spacetime Limit

In the presence of a scalar background ϑ(η, z), the inhomogeneous part of the gravitational
wave equation admits a nontrivial particular solution. From our analysis [see eqs. (63–67)],
the sub-horizon particular solution (the sourced helicity) takes the form

h
(s)(part)
+ (η, z) ≈ πGϑ0 l√

2 k2 η
e−ik(η−z), (90)

while the h− mode has no inhomogeneous source and therefore contains only the homoge-
neous solution. (Hence we take its sourced amplitude to vanish for the particular-solution
flux computation.) The particular solution decays with conformal time as 1/η, reflecting
the redshifting of the source in the expanding de Sitter background; it is also suppressed
by 1/k2, consistent with the intuitive expectation that short-wavelength modes are less effi-
ciently sourced.

15



7.1 Flux in the sub-horizon regime

The Isaacson energy flux [23, 24] along the propagation direction (with ω ≈ k) is

F =
ω2

32πG

[
|h(s)

+ |2 + |h(s)
− |2

]
≈ k2

32πG
|h(s)

+ |2, (91)

where in the last step we have used that the sourced contribution comes only from h
(s)
+ .

Using (90) we obtain

|h(s)
+ |2 =

π2G2ϑ2
0l

2

2 k4η2
, (92)

so the flux contributed by the particular solution is

F =
k2

32πG

π2G2ϑ2
0l

2

2 k4η2
=

πG

64

l2

k2η2
ϑ2
0. (93)

This expression exhibits the expected scalings:

• F ∝ ϑ2
0: There is a quadratic dependence on the scalar amplitude.

• F ∝ 1/k2: Short wavelength modes radiate less efficiently.

• F ∝ 1/η2: The particular-solution flux grows as conformal time approaches 0−, equiv-
alently as cosmic time increases (because the sourced amplitude redshifts like 1/η).

• F ∝ l2: The expression has an explicit dependence on the de Sitter radius.

7.2 Flat-spacetime limit

The Minkowski (flat-spacetime) limit corresponds to the scale factor approaching unity,
α(η) = l

η
→ 1 (equivalently H → 0). It is therefore appropriate to take the limit l

η
→ 1 in

the expression for the amplitude rather than setting η = l as both may vanish. In this limit
the particular-solution amplitude becomes

h
(s)(part)
+

∣∣
α→1

≈ πGϑ0√
2 k2

e−ik(η−z), (94)

and h− remains unsourced. (Only its homogeneous piece survives.) The corresponding flux
in the flat limit is given by setting l/η → 1 in (93),

FMinkowski =
πG

64

1

k2
ϑ2
0. (95)

Thus the de Sitter particular-solution result reduces smoothly to the expected Minkowski
scaling F ∝ ϑ2

0/k
2 [with the numerical coefficient above determined by our conventions and

the
√
2 normalization used in (90)].
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7.3 Flux in the super-horizon regime

Outside the horizon the source vanishes, S(η, z) = 0, so no net pumping of energy into
tensor modes occurs. The tensor modes evolve according to homogeneous evolution and are
damped by expansion:

h
(s)
± ∼ e−Ht = e−t/l, (96)

so the Isaacson flux (which scales as |∂th|2 ∝ h2 for these modes) decays as

F ∝ e−2Ht. (97)

At late times the radiated flux therefore vanishes, although a frozen birefringent frequency
splitting can remain imprinted in the primordial tensor spectrum. The key point for the
present paper is that the sourced radiative flux originates only from the h

(s)
+ helicity in our

setup; the h
(s)
− helicity receives no source contribution and only carries whatever homogeneous

(unsourced) amplitude was present.

8 Phase Difference Between Helicity States

A key observable manifestation of birefringence is the accumulated phase difference between
the right- and left-handed helicity states of the tensor perturbations. It quantifies the relative
propagation speed of the two circular polarizations and is defined as

∆ϕ(k, η) =

∫ η

dη′ ℜ{∆ω(η′)}, (98)

where ∆ω(η) = ω+ − ω− is the instantaneous frequency splitting between the two helici-
ties. As discussed in sec. 6, this splitting is a complex, oscillatory quantity whose real part
induces velocity (phase) birefringence, while the imaginary part controls helicity-dependent
amplitude modulation.

It is important to specify the lower integration limit in eq. (98). Physically, the phase dif-
ference should begin accumulating only after the tensor modes become well-defined, coherent
oscillations. For sub-horizon modes (|kη| ≫ 1), this condition is satisfied in the far past,
when the modes behave as free plane waves in the Bunch-Davies vacuum; hence we choose
ηin → −∞, ensuring that early-time oscillations contribute a vanishing net phase shift. In
contrast, for super-horizon modes (|kη| ≪ 1), the wave behavior ceases once the mode crosses
the horizon. The relevant lower limit is then the horizon-crossing time ηin = −1/k, when the
wavelength first equals the Hubble radius. Earlier contributions are exponentially suppressed
by Hubble damping and do not affect the observable phase offset. Accordingly, we write

∆ϕ(k, η) =

∫ η

ηin

dη′ ∆ω(η′), (99)

with ηin chosen as −∞ for sub-horizon and −1/k for super-horizon analyses.
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8.1 Sub-horizon regime

Using the dispersion relation (60) valid for |kη| ≫ 1, the instantaneous frequency splitting
is

ℜ{∆ω(η)} = −2kϑ0q

l3
η2 sin k(η − z). (100)

Integrating gives

∆ϕsub(k, η) = −2kϑ0q

l3

∫ η

ηin

dη′ η′2 sin k(η′ − z). (101)

Here ηin denotes the time when the mode is initialized in the Bunch–Davies vacuum. For
calculations one may keep ηin finite (e.g. when a source turns on) or take the formal limit
ηin→−∞ with the usual iϵ Tauberian regulator, which suppresses early oscillations.

Carrying out the integration explicitly yields

I(η) =

∫ η

ηin

dη′ η′2 sin k(η′ − z) =

(
−η2

k
+

2

k3

)
cos k(η − z) +

2η

k2
sin k(η − z)+(

η2in
k

− 2

k3

)
cos k(ηin − z)− 2ηin

k2
sin k(ηin − z). (102)

In the limit ηin→−∞ the regulated second term vanishes, leaving

I(η) =

(
−η2

k
+

2

k3

)
cos k(η − z) +

2η

k2
sin k(η − z). (103)

For |kη| ≫ 1 one may expand the expression as:

I(η) =
η2

k

{
− cos [k(η − z)] +

2

kη
sin [k(η − z)] +

2

(kη)2
cos [k(η − z)] +O[(kη)−3]

}
. (104)

The dominant contribution for large |kη| is therefore

∆ϕsub(k, η)
∣∣
leading

=
2ϑ0q

l3
η2 cos [k(η − z)], (105)

showing that the envelope of the accumulated phase difference grows as η2, which corre-
sponds to an exponential decay ∝ e−2Ht in cosmic time (η = −e−Ht/H), since |η| decreases
exponentially with t.

8.2 Super-horizon regime

In the super-horizon limit (|kη| ≪ 1), the real part of the frequency splitting between the
two helicities is

ℜ{∆ω(η)} =
14ϑ0

l3
sin [k(η − z)] . (106)

The accumulated phase difference, obtained by integrating this real part from the horizon-
crossing time ηin = −1/k to η, is

∆ϕsuper(k, η) =
14ϑ0

l3
1

k
[cos k(ηin − z)− cos k(η − z)] . (107)
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This is the exact expression for the accumulated phase in the super-horizon regime.
For modes well outside the horizon, |kη| ≪ 1, the cosine terms in eq. (107) may be

expanded as

cos k(η − z) ≃ cos(−kz)

[
1− (kη)2

2

]
− sin(−kz) kη. (108)

Taking the difference at η and ηin and simplifying gives

cos k(ηin − z)− cos k(η − z) ≃ k2

2
cos(kz) (η2 − η2in) + k sin(kz) (ηin − η). (109)

Substituting this into Eq. (107) yields

∆ϕsuper(k, η) ≃
14ϑ0

l3

[
k

2
cos(kz) (η2 − η2in) + sin(kz) (ηin − η)

]
. (110)

The first term in eq. (110) is O(k) and thus subleading; the second term dominates for
small k. Retaining only the leading-order contribution gives

∆ϕsuper(k, η)
∣∣
leading

≈ 14ϑ0

l3
sin(kz) (ηin − η). (111)

With ηin = −1/k, this becomes

∆ϕsuper(k, η) ≈ −14ϑ0

k l3
sin(kz)− 14ϑ0

l3
sin(kz) η. (112)

Since |η| ≪ 1/k for super-horizon modes, the O(1/k) term dominates. The accumulated
phase therefore saturates to a constant value after horizon exit, representing a frozen, parity-
violating offset imprinted on the tensor modes.

Figure 3: The leading order phase differences (∆ϕ) versus conformal time for both the sub- and
super-horizon limits (in arbitrary units). The plot on left for the sub-horizon limit shows the
quadratic dependence (∝ η2). The plot on right for the super-horizon limit shows the decaying
parts as conformal time reaches the far future (η → 0−).

Figure 3 illustrates the phase difference ∆ϕ between the helicity states of tensor pertur-
bations as a function of conformal time η in both the sub-horizon (left) and super-horizon
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(right) limits. In the sub-horizon regime, the phase difference grows quadratically with η,
reflecting the scaling ∆ϕsub ∝ η2. This behavior is consistent with the analytic result that
birefringence effects are strongest at early conformal times and decay exponentially in cos-
mic time as the universe expands. In contrast, the super-horizon regime shows a linear
dependence on η, modulated by oscillatory factors from the scalar background giving rise
to a frozen parity-violating phase difference persists once the modes exit the horizon. This
distinction highlights how sub- and super-horizon dynamics imprint qualitatively different
signatures on the primordial gravitational wave spectrum.

9 Amplitude Birefringence

The amplitude ratio A+/A− is another important observable that quantifies the differential
amplification or attenuation of the two polarization states of gravitational waves induced by
the CS coupling. It is calculated using the expression,

A+

A−
= exp

[∫ η

ηin

dη′ ℑ{∆ω(η′)}
]
. (113)

Since the imaginary part of the modified dispersion relation enters the wave amplitude as
an exponential factor, integrating ℑ{∆ω} directly measures the net birefringent amplifica-
tion accumulated during propagation. This ratio therefore serves as a gauge of amplitude
birefringence; a nonzero value signals that parity violation in the CS term has led to un-
equal damping or enhancement of the left- and right-handed gravitational wave modes. In
cosmological settings, this effect provides an observational handle to probe parity-violating
interactions in the early universe and can, in principle, imprint a helicity-dependent modu-
lation in the stochastic gravitational wave background [25].

9.1 Sub-horizon regime

Inside the sub-horizon regime (|kη| ≫ 1), the CS modification introduces a small imaginary
component to the frequency of each helicity mode. From eqs. (60)–(62), the imaginary parts
of the two helicity branches are

ℑ{ω±} = ∓ kϑ0 q

α2l
cos [k(η − z)], (114)

where ϑ0 characterizes the CS coupling amplitude, and α(η) = l/η for the de Sitter back-
ground. The imaginary part of the helicity frequency splitting ∆ω ≡ ω+ − ω− is then

ℑ{∆ω} = ℑ{ω+} − ℑ{ω−} = −2kϑ0 q η
2

l3
cos [k(η − z)]. (115)

The relative amplitude of the two helicity states follows from integrating the imaginary
frequency difference. To evaluate the exponent, define

I ′(η) ≡
∫ η

dη′ η′2 cos [k(η′ − z)] . (116)
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An explicit anti-derivative is given as:

I ′(η) =
η2k2 sin[k(η − z)] + 2ηk cos[k(η − z)]− 2 sin[k(η − z)]

k3
+ const. (117)

Substituting this into Eq. (114), we obtain the exact sub-horizon expression

ln
A+

A−
= − 2kϑ0q

l3

{
η2k2 sin[k(η − z)] + 2ηk cos[k(η − z)]− 2 sin[k(η − z)]

k3
(118)

− η2ink
2 sin[k(ηin − z)] + 2ηink cos[k(ηin − z)]− 2 sin[k(ηin − z)]

k3

}
.

In the deep sub-horizon limit, for a Bunch–Davies initialization in the remote past (ηin →
−∞) the oscillatory boundary term averages out, leaving the leading behavior

ln
A+

A−
≃ − 2ϑ0 q

l3
η2 sin [k(η − z)], (119)

for |kη| ≫ 1 Thus, the helicity amplitude ratio oscillates with the phase of the CS back-
ground, and its envelope scales as η2 in conformal time. Since η = −e−Ht/H in de Sitter
space, this corresponds to an exponentially decaying envelope ∝ e−2Ht in cosmic time. The
periodic sign change of the sine term indicates alternating amplification and attenuation of
opposite helicities as the gravitational wave propagates through successive CS phase regions.

9.2 Super-horizon regime

In the super-horizon regime (|kη| ≪ 1), the imaginary part of the frequency splitting ∆ω is
given by:

ℑ{∆ω} =
14ϑ0

l3
cos [k(η − z)]. (120)

Integrating over conformal time we get the relation

ln
A+

A−
=

14ϑ0

l3k
{sin [k(η − z)]− sin [k(ηin − z)]} (121)

In the limit of |kη| ≪ 1, we can use the Taylor expansion,

sin[k(η − z)] = sin(−kz) + kη cos(−kz)− 1
2
(kη)2 sin(−kz) +O[(kη)3]. (122)

Eq. (121) becomes

ln
A+

A−
=

14ϑ0

l3k
{sin(−kz)− sin[k(ηin − z)]}+ 14ϑ0

l3
η cos(−kz)− 7ϑ0

l3
kη2 sin(−kz) +O[(kη)2].

(123)

The leading term (in French brackets) is independent of η and represents a frozen amplitude
asymmetry established when the mode exits the horizon. The next term, linear in η, describes
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a small residual time dependence suppressed by kη and therefore negligible deep in the super-
horizon regime.

The physical interpretation is that On super-horizon scales, the amplitude birefringence
effectively freezes out ; the differential amplification of the two helicities reaches a constant
value once |kη| ≪ 1. This behaviour reflects the fact that outside the horizon, tensor modes
evolve as nearly constant background distortions, and further parity-violating amplification
is exponentially suppressed by cosmic expansion.

Figure 4: The ratio of the log of amplitudes in the leading order, ln (A+/A−) versus conformal
time(η) for both the sub- and super-horizon limits. The plot on left for the sub-horizon limit shows
the quadratic dependence (∝ η2) and enveloped by an oscillatory term. The plot on right for the
super-horizon limit shows the constant frozen-in amplitude difference that remains etched in the
distant future(η → 0−)

Figure 4 illustrates the logarithm of the helicity amplitude ratio ln(A+/A−) as a function
of conformal time η for both the sub-horizon and super-horizon limits. In the sub-horizon
regime, the amplitude ratio exhibits an oscillatory behavior whose envelope grows as η2, re-
flecting the alternating amplification and attenuation of opposite helicities as they propagate
through the Chern–Simons background. In contrast, the super-horizon behavior approaches
a nearly constant value with only a small η-linear correction, corresponding to the freezing of
amplitude birefringence once the mode exits the horizon. The constant offset and the weak
slope arise from the residual imaginary part of the frequency splitting, consistent with the
analytic expression derived in eq. (123). This figure thus highlights the qualitative difference
between the dynamic sub-horizon amplification and the frozen super-horizon asymmetry of
gravitational-wave amplitudes in a parity-violating background.

10 Dark Matter Relations and Modifications

The preceding analysis has treated the CS field ϑ as a massless scalar. However, from a
phenomenological standpoint, it is compelling to consider that ϑ may itself constitute the
dark matter, or a significant portion of it. Well-motivated candidates for dark matter, such
as axions or axion-like particles (ALPs), are light pseudoscalar fields, and the curvature
coupling for ϑ has the same discrete symmetries as an ALP coupling. In this section, we
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promote ϑ to a massive field and analyze how its identity as a dark matter component
modifies the gravitational birefringence effects calculated in the massless case.

Building on this idea, it was demonstrated that generalized gravity theories, including
scalar-tensor and string-inspired models, yield distinctive gravitational-wave spectra (typi-
cally with a blue tilt, nT ≃ 3) during pole-like inflation, differing fundamentally from the
scale-invariant case in Einstein gravity [26]. It was also shown that the string-theoretic axion
coupling to ⋆RR induces parity-violating, polarization-dependent evolution of tensor pertur-
bations, leading to potentially observable gravitational-wave birefringence imprinted in the
CMB [27].

10.1 Massive Chern-Simons dark matter field

We now consider a massive scalar field with a potential:

V (ϑ) =
1

2
m2ϑ2, (124)

where m is the mass of the dark matter particle. The action from eq. (1) remains unchanged,
but the equation of motion for the ϑ field (4) gains a mass term:

□ϑ−m2ϑ = −1

4
(⋆RR). (125)

For the homogeneous background field in a de Sitter universe, and neglecting the Pontryagin
density source term at zeroth order, this equation becomes

ϑ′′ + 2
α′

α
ϑ′ +m2α2ϑ = 0, (126)

which is another parametric oscillator equation. Substituting the scale factor α = l/η yields

ϑ′′ − 2

η
ϑ′ +

m2l2

η2
ϑ = 0. (127)

The general solution to this equation is a linear combination of Hankel functions,

ϑ(η) = (−η)3/2
[
C1H

(1)
ν (−kη) + C2H

(2)
ν (−kη)

]
, (128)

where

ν =

√
9

4
− (ml)2. (129)

The Bunch-Davies vacuum condition selects C2 = 0. The key difference from the massless
case is the order of the Hankel function, ν, which now depends on the product ml.

10.2 Modifications in the sub-horizon limit

The mass term introduces a new scale that competes with the Hubble parameter. The
behavior of the field, and consequently all derived quantities, changes significantly.
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In the sub-horizon limit, the asymptotic form of the solution is a modulated plane wave.
However, the functional form of the amplitude is more complicated than the simple η/l decay
of the massless case. The solution can be approximated as:

ϑk(η) ≈ ϑ0F(ml, kη)e−ikη, (130)

where F(ml, kη) is a function that reduces to η/l for m = 0 but deviates from this simple
form for m > 0. This altered time dependence propagates into the coefficients that define
the Cotton tensor and the source term. The derivatives vµ = ∇µϑ become

vη = ∂ηϑ ≈ ϑ0(∂ηF − ikF)e−ikη (131)

vz = ∂zϑ ≈ ϑ0(ikF)e−ikη. (132)

The second derivatives (vηη, vηz, and vzz) are modified similarly. This means the Cotton
tensor prefactor f(ω, q, k, η) from (55) is no longer a simple polynomial in η but a more
complex function

f(ω, q, k, η) → ϑ0

l
f̃(ml, ω, q, k, η). (133)

The dispersion relation correction in the sub-horizon regime is consequently modified.
The frequency splitting between helicities will become

∆ω = ω+ − ω− ≈ 2

α2

∣∣∣f̃(ml, q, q, k, η)
∣∣∣ . (134)

The explicit time dependence ∆ω ∝ η2 is replaced by a mass-dependent function f̃ . The
strength of the birefringence effect in the early universe now explicitly depends on the dark
matter mass m. For a very light field (m ≪ H), we recover the massless result. For a heavier
field, the effect can be either suppressed or enhanced, providing a potential observational
link between the parity-violating imprint on primordial gravitational waves and the mass of
the dark matter particle.

The particular solution for the sourced gravitational waves is also altered. The source
term S(η, z) scales as (∇ϑ)2. Its new functional form is

S(η, z) ∝ ϑ2
0

l2
|F(ml, kη)|2. (135)

Following the same analysis the amplitude of the particular solution becomes

h
(part)
± ∝ ±πGϑ0l

k2η
|F(ml, kη)|2. (136)

This result indicates that the efficiency of gravitational wave production by the CS dark
matter field is mass dependent. A field with some specific mass could potentially be a more
efficient generator of primordial gravitational waves than a massless one.
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10.3 Late-time behavior and consistency

A crucial feature of this model is its consistency with the standard cosmological model at late
times. In the frozen regime (H ≫ m), ϑ is nearly constant and maximally sources parity-
violating birefringence. When the Hubble parameter drops below the mass scale (H < m),
the field ϑ begins to oscillate, and its energy density redshifts as pressureless dust, ρϑ ∝ a−3,
behaving as standard cold dark matter [28, 29, 30]. Furthermore, the amplitude of oscillation
decays as ⟨ϑ⟩ ∝ a−3/2. Since the CS effects are driven by derivatives of ϑ, they become
exponentially suppressed at late times. This ensures that the intense parity-violating effects
are confined to the early universe, evading constraints from solar system tests, binary pulsar
observations, and direct gravitational wave detections by LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA [31, 32].

The model leaves behind a permanent, frozen record of this early-era physics in the
form of a chiral, blue-tilted primordial gravitational wave spectrum, without affecting late-
time gravity. This connects naturally with studies of parity violation in the early universe
and its possible observational imprints on the CMB and stochastic gravitational wave back-
ground [33]. In this way, the birefringence scaling can act as a probe of the dark matter
mass, interpolating smoothly between the massless axion-like case and the standard cold
dark matter regime.

Promoting the CS field ϑ to a massive dark matter candidate introduces a potentially
rich layer of phenomenology. The simple, power-law time dependencies found in the massless
case are replaced by more complex, mass-dependent functions. This establishes a direct
theoretical link between the properties of dark matter (its mass m) and the characteristics
of primordial gravitational birefringence and wave generation. This model could provide a
compelling framework for seeking dark matter signatures in the polarization of the cosmic
microwave background and the stochastic gravitational wave background.

11 Conclusion

In this work, we have carried out a detailed analysis of tensor perturbations in de Sitter
spacetime within the framework of Chern–Simons modified gravity. Beginning from the
conformally flat form of the metric, we computed the curvature tensors and perturbed field
equations, showing explicitly that the Pontryagin density vanishes at linear order while
the Cotton tensor introduces parity-violating corrections to gravitational wave propagation.
The decoupled helicity modes reveal birefringence in both sub- and super-horizon regimes:
oscillatory and exponentially suppressed inside the horizon, but frozen to a constant splitting
once the modes cross the horizon. We also derived particular solutions sourced by the
scalar background, demonstrating the amplification of one helicity due to the Chern–Simons
coupling, together with explicit expressions for the radiated flux and its smooth reduction
to the flat-space limit.

A key observable studied here is the accumulated phase difference between right- and
left-handed tensor modes. We showed that in the sub-horizon limit, this phase difference
grows quadratically with conformal time, whereas in the super-horizon regime it approaches
a frozen value that survives as a persistent parity-violating imprint in the primordial ten-
sor spectrum. This provides a clear physical mechanism for how Chern–Simons modifica-
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tions can be encoded in the polarization of relic gravitational waves, consistent with earlier
suggestions that such parity-violating effects could leave observable imprints on the CMB
and stochastic backgrounds. Notably, the birefringence effect exhibits a continuous transi-
tion from amplitude modulation to velocity (phase) birefringence as the scalar field phase
evolves—indicating that the dominant observable shifts from differential damping to dif-
ferential propagation speed depending on the relative phase between the gravitational and
scalar fields.

Finally, we extended the analysis by promoting the CS scalar to a massive dark matter
candidate. The introduction of a mass modifies both the time dependence of the background
field and the efficiency of gravitational wave sourcing, leading to a direct link between dark
matter phenomenology and parity-violating gravitational imprints. Importantly, the CS
effects are naturally suppressed at late times, ensuring consistency with astrophysical and
gravitational wave constraints, while leaving unique signatures in the early universe.

In summary, our results demonstrate that Chern-Simons modified gravity in a de Sit-
ter background produces distinctive birefringence and phase-shift signatures in primordial
tensor modes, potentially accessible to future cosmic microwave background polarization
measurements and gravitational wave observatories. Future work should address higher-
order effects, nonlinear backreaction, and realistic reheating scenarios to refine these pre-
dictions and strengthen the observational connection between parity-violating gravity and
early-universe cosmology.
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A Appendix: Background Metric Calculations

For completeness, we provide the detailed calculations of the background de Sitter metric
used in the main text.

The conformal form of the de Sitter metric is

ds2 = α(η)2
(
−dη2 + δij dx

idxj
)
, (137)

with α(η) = l/η. The metric elements are thus

gµν = α2 diag(−1, 1, 1, 1), gµν = α−2 diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). (138)

From the definition
Γλ
µν = 1

2
gλσ (∂νgµσ + ∂µgνσ − ∂σgµν) , (139)

the non-vanishing Christoffel symbols are

Γη
ηη =

α′

α
= −1

η
, (140)

Γη
ij =

α′

α
δij = −1

η
δij, (141)

Γi
ηj =

α′

α
δij = −1

η
δij. (142)

The Riemann tensor components are

Rη
iηj =

(
α′′

α
− α′2

α2

)
δij, (143)

Ri
jkl =

(
α′

α

)2 (
δikδjl − δilδjk

)
. (144)

From this, the Ricci tensor becomes

Rηη = −d

(
α′′

α
− α′2

α2

)
= − d

η2
, (145)

Rij =

(
α′′

α
− α′2

α2
+ (d− 1)

α′2

α2

)
δij =

d

η2
δij. (146)

The Ricci scalar is

R =
d(d+ 1)

l2
. (147)

Finally, the Einstein tensor in d+ 1 dimensions is

Gηη =
d(d− 1)

2η2
, (148)

Gij = −d(d− 1)

2η2
δij, (149)

Gηi = 0. (150)

These results confirm the maximally symmetric nature of the de Sitter spacetime and
serve as the background quantities for the perturbative analysis in the main text.

28



B Appendix: Perturbed Metric Calculations

The perturbed metric of the de Sitter space is defined as

ds2 = α(η)2
[
−dη2 + (δij + hTT

ij )dxi dxj
]
, (151)

where hTT
ij is defined as the traceless-transverse (TT) tensor modes describing gravitational

waves. The particular TT-tensor mode used in this paper is

hTT
ij =

h+ h× 0
h× −h+ 0
0 0 0

 , (152)

which is a wave propagating in the z-direction [i.e. h+ = h+(η − z) and h× = h×(η − z)].
Using this we calculate the Christoffel symbols. The non-zero Christoffel symbols are

Γη
ηη =

1

2
gηη(∂ηgηη) =

α′

α
(153)

Γη
ij =

1

2
gηη(−∂ηgij) =

α′

α
δij +

1

2α2
∂η(α

2γij) (154)

Γi
ηj =

1

2
gim(∂ηgmj) =

α′

α
δij +

1

2α2
∂η(α

2γi
j) (155)

Γi
jk =

1

2
gim (gjm,k + gmk,j − gjk,m) =

1

2

(
∂kγ

i
j + ∂jγ

i
k − ∂iγjk

)
, (156)

where the spatial metric γij = hTT
ij , and we have used the fact that after perturbation the

spatial metric elements take the form

gij = α2(δij + γij) =⇒ gij = α−2δij (157)

In linearized gravity we can further simplify the Christoffel symbols as follows:

Γη
ij =

α′

α
δij +

1

2α2
∂η(α

2γij) (158)

=
α′

α
δij +

α′

α
γij +

1

2
∂ηγij. (159)

In linearized gravity, we keep only the first order terms in perturbations. (γij is of the first
order.) The term α′

α
γij is second order and is typically dropped since it is a product of the

background term and the first order perturbation leading to nonlinear back-reaction effects.
So, up to first order in the perturbation, the Christoffel symbol may be written as

Γη
ij ≈

α′

α
δij +

1

2
∂ηγij +O(γ2). (160)
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The Christoffel symbols up to the first order in the perturbation are

Γη
ηη =

α′

α
=

−1

η
(161)

Γη
ij =

α′

α
δij +

1

2
∂ηγij =

−1

η
δij +

1

2
∂ηγij (162)

Γi
ηj =

α′

α
δij +

1

2
∂ηγ

i
j =

−1

η
δij
1

2
∂ηγ

i
j (163)

Γi
jk =

1

2

(
∂kγ

i
j + ∂jγ

i
k − ∂iγjk

)
. (164)

Using the forma of the linearized Christoffel symbols, we can calculate the general Rie-
mann tensor terms. For a TT gauge, the take the forms

Rη
iηj = ∂ηΓ

η
ij + Γη

ηλΓ
λ
ij − Γη

λjΓ
λ
iη (165)

=

[
α′′

α
− (α′)2

α2

]
δij +

1

2
∂2
ηγij +

α′

2α
∂ηγij +O(γ2) (166)

Rη
ijk = ∂jΓ

η
ik − ∂kΓ

η
ij + Γη

jλΓ
λ
ik − Γη

kλΓ
λ
ij (167)

=
1

2
(∂j∂ηγik − ∂k∂ηγij) +O(γ2) (168)

Ri
jηk = ∂ηΓ

i
jk − ∂kΓ

i
jη + Γi

ηλΓ
λ
jk − Γi

kλΓ
λ
jη (169)

=
1

2
∂η
(
∂jγ

i
k − ∂iγjk

)
− α′

α
∂kγ

i
j +O(γ2) (170)

Ri
jkl = ∂kΓ

i
jl − ∂lΓ

i
jk + Γi

kλΓ
λ
jl − Γi

lλΓ
λ
jk (171)

=
1

2

(
∂k∂jγ

i
l − ∂k∂

iγjl − ∂l∂jγ
i
k + ∂l∂

iγjk
)
+

(
α′

α

)2 (
δikδjl − δilδjk

)
(172)

+
α′

2α

(
δik∂ηγjl + δjl∂ηγ

i
k − δil∂ηγjk − δjk∂ηγ

i
l

)
+O(γ2).

We know that the perturbations are only functions of η and z, the propagation direction,
and using the fact that the perturbation is traceless and transverse, we can simplify the
nonvanishing Riemann terms to get:

Rη
iηj =

[
α′′

α
− (α′)2

α2

]
δij +

1

2
∂2
ηγij +

α′

2α
∂ηγij (173)

Rη
izj =

1

2
∂z∂ηγij (174)

Ri
zηj =

1

2
∂η∂zγ

i
j (175)

Ri
jηz = −α′

α
∂zγ

i
j (176)

Ri
zzj =

1

2
∂2
zγ

i
j −

(
α′

α

)2

δij −
α′

2α
∂ηγ

i
j. (177)
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The Ricci tensor may then be calculated, starting with the time-time component,

Rηη = Rλ
ηλη =����*

0
Rη

ηηη +Ri
ηiη = −Rη

iηi (178)

= −d

{[
α′′

α
− (α′)2

α2

]
+

1

2
∂2
η��>

0
γii − α′

2α
∂η��>

0
γii

}
, (179)

= − d

η2
= R̄ηη. (180)

where we have taken advantage of the TT gauge and left the spatial dimension d (= 3)
explicit. Similarly, for the spatial components of the Ricci tensor, we find

Rij = Rλ
iλj = Rη

iηj +Rk
ikj (181)

=

[
α′′

α
− (α′)2

α2

]
δij +

1

2
∂2
ηγij +

α′

2α
∂ηγij

+

(
α′

α

)2

(d− 1)δij −
1

2
∂k∂

kγij +
α′

2α
(d− 2)∂ηγij (182)

=
d

η2
δij +

1

2

[
∂2
ηγij + (d− 1)

α′

α
∂ηγij − ∂k∂

kγij

]
(183)

= R̄ij +
1

2

[
∂2
ηγij + (d− 1)

α′

α
∂ηγij − ∂k∂

kγij

]
. (184)

The time-space components of the Ricci tensor are easily seen to vanish because of the TT
condition,

Rηi = Riη = 0. (185)

The Ricci scalar in d+ 1 dimensions is, up to first order in the perturbations,

R = gµνRµν = gηηRηη + gijRij = −α−2 Rηη + α−2δij Rij. (186)

Using the explicit forms for the diagonal components to the Ricci tensor to take the trace,

R =
d

α2η2
+

1

α2
δij
{

d

η2
δij +

1

2

[
∂2
ηγij + (d− 1)

α′

α
∂ηγij −∇2γij

]}
(187)

=
d

η2α2
+

d2

α2η2
+ δij

[
∂2
ηγij + (d− 1)

α′

α
∂ηγij −∇2γij

]
. (188)

The TT condition gives us that δijγij = 0. Using this, the second term in the relation above
becomes

α−2δij∂2
ηγij = ∂2

η(δ
ijγij) = 0. (189)

Similarly, the other terms with γij also vanish. So the Ricci scalar takes the form

R =
d(d+ 1)

η2α2
=

d(d+ 1)

l2
. (190)
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With the Ricci tensor and scalar in hand, the Einstein tensor components are straight-
forward to calculate. The time-time components is

Gηη = Rηη −
1

2
Rgηη (191)

= − d

η2
− 1

2

d(d+ 1)

η2α2
(−α2) (192)

=
d(d− 1)

2η2
= Ḡηη, (193)

and the space-space,

Gij = Rij −
1

2
Rgij (194)

=

(
d

η2

)
δij +

1

2

[
∂2
ηγij + (d− 1)

α′

α
∂ηγij −∇2γij

]
− 1

2

d(d+ 1)

η2α2
[α2(δij + γij)](195)

= Ḡij +
1

2

[
∂2
ηγij + (d− 1)

α′

α
∂ηγij −∇2γij

]
, (196)

while, obviously, the time-space components vanish,

Gηi = Giη = 0. (197)

C Appendix: Cotton Tensor Calculations

In a CS background we get an additional second-rank tensor in the field equations, now
commonly known as the Cotton tensor (representing a generalization of the original three-
dimensional Cotton tensor). The Cotton tensor has two parts associated with it—one which
is associated with the symmetries of the Ricci tensor and the other which contains the dual
of the Riemann tensor. We have denoted them as the first and second parts of the Cotton
tensor below. In terms of Riemann tensor components, we have

Cµν
(1) = −1

2
vα (ϵ

αµστ∇σR
ν
τ + ϵανστ∇σR

µ
τ ) (198)

Cµν
(2) = −1

2
vστ (

⋆Rτµσν +⋆ Rτνσµ) , (199)

where we have used vστ = ∇σvτ . Calculations of the first order perturbation forms of these
terms are shown below, beginning with the first part of the Cotton tensor,

Cµν
(1) = −1

2
vα (ϵ

αµστ∇σR
ν
τ + ϵανστ∇σR

µ
τ ) (200)

= −1

2
vα [ϵ

αµστ∇σ (R
ν
τ + δRν

τ ) + ϵανστ∇σ (R
µ
τ + δRµ

τ )] (201)

= C̄µν
(1) −

ϵ

2
[vα (ϵ

αµστ∇σδR
ν
τ + ϵανστ∇σδR

µ
τ )] . (202)
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This expresses the first part of the Cotton tensor as Cµν
(1) = C̄µν

(1) + ϵδCµν
(1), where the pertur-

bation term δCµν
(1) can be also written as

δC(1)
µν = −1

2

[
vα
(
ϵαβστ ḡµβ∇σδRντ + ϵαγστ ḡνγ∇σδRµτ

)]
. (203)

Similarly, for the second part of Cotton tensor we get

Cµν
(2) = −1

2
vστ (

⋆Rτµσν +⋆ Rτνσµ) (204)

= −1

2
vστ
(
gµλ ⋆Rτ σν

λ + gνλ ⋆Rτ σµ
λ

)
(205)

= −1

2
vστ

(
1

2
gµλϵσναβRτ

λαβ +
1

2
gνλϵσµαβRτ

λαβ

)
(206)

= −1

4
vστR

τ
λαβ

[(
ḡµλϵσναβ + ḡνλϵσµαβ

)
+ ϵ
(
hµλϵσναβ + hνλϵσµαβ

)]
. (207)

Expand the Riemann tensor terms as Rτ
λαβ = R̄τ

λαβ + ϵδRτ
λαβ , we get

Cµν
(2) = C̄µν

(2) −
ϵ

4

[
vστδR

τ
λαβ

(
ḡµλϵσναβ + ḡνλϵσµαβ

)]
+O(ϵ2). (208)

When we write the Cotton tensor as Cµν = C̄µν + ϵδCµν +O(ϵ2), this can be also written as

δC(2)
µν = −1

4
vστ
[
ḡνγϵ

σγαβδRτ
µαβ + ḡµρϵ

σραβδRτ
ναβ

]
, (209)

making the full expression for the first-order perturbation of the Cotton tensor

δCµν = −
[
1

2
vα
(
ϵαβστ ḡµβ∇σδRντ + ϵαγστ ḡνγ∇σδRµτ

)
+

1

4
vστ
(
ḡνγϵ

σγαβδRτ
µαβ + ḡµρϵ

σραβδRτ
ναβ

)]
. (210)

From this general expression, we may derive the forms of specific tensor components.

C.1 Time-time Cotton tensor

Using the fact that C̄ηη = 0, we can find the perturbation in the time-time Cotton tensor
comnponent,

δCηη = −
[
vα
(
ϵαβστ ḡηβ∇σδRητ

)
+

1

2
vστ
(
ḡηγϵ

σγαβδRτ
ηαβ

)]
. (211)

For the first term on the right-hand side, we can see that the term will exist only when β = η
and also τ = η; however, if both of these indices are taken to be η then the Levi-Civita symbol
vanishes. So the first does not contribute. For the second term on the right-hand side, we see
that γ = η, which makes all the other indices σ, α, and β spatial. Therefore, the expression
becomes

δCηη = −1

2
vmτ ḡηγϵ

mγijδRτ
ηij . (212)
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The Riemann tensor has the summable index τ which can take either of the values η or a
spatial index. When we substitute τ = η the Riemann tensor Rη

ηij vanishes. So the only
potentially existent term that remains is

δCηη = −1

2
vmkḡηγϵ

mγijδRk
ηij (213)

= −1

4
vmkḡηγϵ

mγij
(
∂i∂ηγ

k
j − ∂j∂ηγ

k
i

)
, (214)

which also vanished because of the TT condition. So the final expression for the time-time
Cotton tensor component is

δCηη = 0. (215)

C.2 Mixed Cotton tensor

For the mixed time-space components in the perturbed metric, we again calculate the two
parts, starting with

δC
(1)
ηi = −1

2

[
vα
(
ϵαβστ ḡηβ∇σδRiτ + ϵαγστ ḡiγ∇σδRητ

)]
. (216)

The second term on the right-hand side demands that τ = η, and that also means that
σ = η, since as Rηη is a function of η only. That makes the Levi-Civita symbol become zero;
hence the second term makes no contribution. For the first term to exist, the only nonzero
contribution will come if τ = j, leaving the components to take the form

δC
(1)
ηi = −1

2
vα
(
ϵαβσj ḡηβ∇σδRij

)
(217)

= −α2

2
vα
(
ϵαβσjδηβ∇σδRij

)
. (218)

Since β has to be replaced by η as demanded by δηβ, this implies α and σ have to be spatial
indices, and we know that α has to be z for this to exist. Hence, the relation takes the form

δC
(1)
ηi =

α2

2
vz
(
δηβϵ

zβkj∇kδRij

)
. (219)

Again, for this to exist k has to be z, and that leads to two repeated indices in the Levi-
Civita symbol, which thus vanishes. Hence, we get that the first part of the perturbation in
the mixed Cotton tensor vanishes. For the second part of the perturbed Cotton tensor we
have the expression

C
(2)
ηi = −1

4
vστ
[
ḡiγϵ

σγαβδRτ
ηαβ + ḡηρϵ

σραβδRτ
iαβ

]
. (220)

Using the sets of indices for σ and τ that are possible, we see that this second part also
vanishes. Hence, we get another three vanishing tensor components,

δCηi = 0. (221)
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C.3 Spatial Cotton tensor

Things become more complicated with the space-space terms in the Cotton tensor. The
background Cotton tensor for the unperturbed de Sitter spacetime was calculated to vanish.
Therefore, the only contribution will be from the perturbation part of the metric. However,
unlike δCηη and δCηi, we need not have δCij be zero. We can see in the first term on the
right-hand side of eq. (210) with µ = i and ν = j that the only existent perturbation in the
Ricci tensor occurs when we have τ as another spatial index. No other Ricci tensor terms
have any perturbation. Using this we get

δC
(1)
ij = −1

2

[
vα
(
ϵαβσkḡiβ∇σδRjk + ϵαγσkḡjγ∇σδRik

)]
. (222)

There can be two possible sets of indices that keep the Levi-Civita symbol intact: α = η and
σ = z, or α = z and σ = η. Combining those two, we get

δC
(1)
ij = −1

2
(vη∇z − vz∇η)

(
ḡiρϵ

ηρzkδRjk + ḡjγϵ
ηγzkδRik

)
. (223)

We also calculate the expression for the second part of the perturbed Cotton tensor,

δC
(2)
ij = −1

4

[
vστ
(
ḡjγϵ

σγαβδRτ
iαβ + ḡiρϵ

σραβδRτ
jαβ

)]
. (224)

We see that there can be four sets of index choices for σ and τ which make these terms to
be nonzero. Using all four, we get an expression for the perturbation,

δC
(2)
ij = −1

2

[
ḡiρϵ

ηρzk
(
vηηδR

η
jzk + vηzδR

z
jzk + vzηδR

η
jηk + vzzδR

z
jηk

)]
−1

2

[
ḡjγϵ

ηγzk
(
vηηδR

η
izk + vηzδR

z
izk + vzηδR

η
iηk + vzzδR

z
iηk

)]
. (225)

The point to note here is that both the perturbations in Cotton tensor vanish when we chose
either of the indices i or j to be the direction of propagation (the z-direction). So the only
existing Cotton tensor perturbations can be in the xx, xy, or yy components, thus mirroring
the form of the perturbation introduced into the metric.

C.4 Non-vanishing Cotton tensor elements

We will conclude this appendix by calculating the three specific nonzero Cotton tensor
elements. We start with the xx component,

C(1)
xx = − (vη∇z − vz∇η)

(
ḡxρϵ

ηρzkδRxk

)
. (226)

Using the facts that ḡxρ = α2δxρ and ϵηρzk = εηρzk√
−g

, we get

C(1)
xx = − 1√

−g
(vη∇z − vz∇η)

(
α2δxρε

ηρzkδRxk

)
(227)

= − 1√
−g

(vη∇z − vz∇η)
(
α2δxρε

ηρzyδRxy

)
(228)

=
1√
−g

(vη∇z − vz∇η)
(
α2δRxy

)
(229)

= vη

[
∇z

(
1

α2
δRxy

)]
− vz

[
∇η

(
1

α2
δRxy

)]
. (230)

35



Now the covariant derivative can be calculated as

∇z

(
1

α2
δRxy

)
=

1

α2

(
∂zδRxy − Γλ

zyδRxλ − Γλ
zxδRλy

)
. (231)

The Christoffel symbols are first order in γij and hence, in the linearized theory, their con-
tractions with δRij may be neglected. So, the covariant derivative simplifies to

∇z

(
1

α2
δRxy

)
=

1

α2
(∂zδRxy) . (232)

Similarly, for the other term in eq. (230), we have

∇η (δRxy) = ∂ηδRxy.− Γλ
ηyδRxλ − Γλ

ηxδRλy (233)

Using the form of the Christoffel symbol Γi
ηj, we can see the background contribution (which

is nonzero in this term),

∇η (δRxy) = ∂ηδRxy +
2

η
δRxy. (234)

From this, we find

∇η

(
1

α2
δRxy

)
=

1

α2
∇ηδRxy + ∂η

(
1

α2

)
δRxy (235)

=
1

α2
∂ηδRxy +

(
2

ηα2

)
δRxy −

2α′

α3
δRxy (236)

=
1

α2

(
∂ηδRxy +

4

η
δRxy

)
. (237)

So the first part of the Cotton tensor becomes

C(1)
xx =

1

α2

(
vη
2
∂zδRxy −

vz
2
∂ηδRxy −

4vz
η

δRxy

)
. (238)

In a similar fashion, for the second part we get

C(2)
xx =

1√
−g

[
α2δxρε

ηρzk
(
vηηR

η
xzk + vηzR

z
xzk + vzηR

η
xηk + vzzR

z
xηk

)]
. (239)

Using the Riemann tensor components and the fact that k can only be y, we find

C(2)
xx =

1

α2

[
vηη

(
1

2
∂z∂ηγxy

)
+ vηz

(
1

2
□γxy

)
+ vzz

(
−1

2
∂η∂

zγxy

)]
. (240)

So, the xx component of Cotton tensor takes the final form

Cxx =
1

α2

[
vη
2
∂z□γxy −

vz
2
∂η□γxy −

4vz
η

□γxy

+vηη

(
1

2
∂z∂ηγxy

)
+ vηz

(
1

2
□γxy

)
+ vzz

(
−1

2
∂η∂

zγxy

)]
, (241)
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where we have used □ = (∂2
η + 2α′

α
∂η − ∂2

z ).
To get the yy component, we only need to note the facts that γyy = −γxx and γxy = γyx.

From these follow the relation
Cyy = −Cxx. (242)

Finally, for the xy cross term in Cotton tensor we get

C(1)
xy =

1

α2

[
vη
2
∂z□γxx −

vz
2
∂η□γxx −

4vz
η

□γxx

]
(243)

C(2)
xy =

1

α2

[
vηη

(
1

2
∂z∂ηγxx

)
+ vηz

(
1

2
□γxx

)
+ vzz

(
−1

2
∂η∂

zγxx

)]
. (244)
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