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On the occurrence of gauge-dependent secularities in nonlinear gravitational waves
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Department of Mathematics, Physics and Electrical Engineering, Northumbria University,
Newcastle City Campus, NE1 8ST, Newcastle upon Tyne, UK and
Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica Francesco Severi, Gruppo Nazionale di Fisica Matematica,
Citta Universitaria, P. le A. Moro 5, 00185 Rome, EU

Paolo Maria Santinif
Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Roma ”La Sapienza”, 00185 Roma, EU and
Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Roma, EU.

We study the plane (not necessarily monochromatic) gravitational waves at nonlinear quadratic
order on a flat background in vacuum. We show that, in the harmonic gauge, the nonlinear waves are
unstable. We argue that, at this order, this instability can not be eliminated by means of a multiscale
approach, i.e. introducing suitable long variables, as it is often the case when secularities appear in a
perturbative scheme. However, this is a non-physical and gauge-dependent effect that disappears in
a suitable system of coordinates. In facts, we show that in a specific gauge such instability does not
occur, and that it is possible to solve exactly the second order nonlinear equations of gravitational
waves. Incidentally, we note that this gauge coincides with the one used by Belinski and Zakharov
to find exact solitonic solutions of Einstein’s equations, that is to an exactly integrable case, and this
fact makes our second order nonlinear solutions less interesting. However, the important warning
is that one must be aware of the existence of the instability reported in this paper, when studying
nonlinear gravitational waves in the harmonic gauge.

I. INTRODUCTION

The LIGO-VIRGO collaboration has recently detected two events, GW150914 [1] and GW151226 [2], relative to
the coalescence and merger of binary systems of black holes, and the formation of a final black hole. This exceptional
achievement has finally directly proven the existence of gravitational waves [17], which is one of the main predictions
of general relativity, as pointed out by Einstein in 1916 [3]. The modelling of the gravitational signal produced in the
merge of binary systems has played a crucial role in the direct detection of gravitational waves, since the comparison
between the data and the theoretically predicted signal allows to discriminate between different types of sources, and
to estimate the physical parameters involved, e.g. the black holes masses, spins and distances. This has been achieved
combining two (quite different) approaches, which are used together to construct a model of the gravitational signal
at different space scales (for instance in the ”"near-zone” and ”far-zone” with respect to the source) and for different
parts of the waveform (inspiral phase, merger and ringdown). The first approach consists in the numerical solution
of the Einstein’s equations, see [7] and references therein for a review of numerical relativity results, which gives
an useful description of the merger of the black holes after the insipiral phase. The second approach makes use of
a perturbative expansion of the Einstein’s equations. The two most popular realizations of this approach are the
Post-Newtonian (PN) expansion [8], and the Effective One Body (EOB) formalism [9], which are successful to model
the inspiral phase, when the two black holes are well separated.

In this paper we are interested in the stability of the perturbative approach. We consider the Einstein’s equations
in vacuum for small perturbations h of the Minkowski metric at second order h? in the perturbative expansion in
powers of h, and we show that plane waves are unstable in the harmonic gauge, which is commonly used to study
gravitational waves in both the PN and EOB formalisms. We discuss this instability, and show that it can not be
eliminated by means of a multi scale approach [18]. In spite of this fact, the nature of such instability is not physical,
instead it is a feature of the harmonic gauge, so it is simply a gauge effect. This conclusion is based on the observation
that, in an appropriate reference system explicitly defined, the solutions of the nonlinear quadratic perturbative
equations are stable. In facts, in this gauge the second order nonlinear equations are easily integrated, and their
explicit solution shows that the quadratic nonlinearities do not change in any significant respect the picture of the
gravitational waves obtained from the linearized Einstein’s equations. However, the relevance of these perturbative
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solutions is diminished by the fact that the reference system in which they have been found, is the same used in
the famous result of Zakharov and Belinski on gravitational solitons [10], so that this gauge choice corresponds to a
situation in which the full Einstein’s equations in vacuum (and in electro-vacuum) are integrable.

The relevant point here is the existence of such gauge-induced instability of plane waves in vacuum in the harmonic
reference system. This fact should be a warning for those who want to study nonlinear gravitational waves using the
harmonic gauge in various contexts. In facts, in some cases the choice of the harmonic gauge might not be convenient,
due to the secular instability of the perturbation h. For instance, in the PN and EOB formalisms which make use of
the harmonic gauge on a flat background, this instability might appear if one studies the evolution of gravitational
waves far from the source using the plane wave approximation. We mention that an analysis of this instability for
more general wavefronts and for different backgrounds is currently under study, and will be reported elsewhere.

A further interesting question is whether this kind of instability is still present in alternative gravitational models.
For instance, in [11] it has been reported an instability of gravitational waves in the bigravity model, which might be
due essentially to the same mechanism discussed in this paper. Furthermore, a study of this instability in the case
of modified gravity [12] and of nonlocal gravitational models [13] would be also interesting, but it goes beyond the
purposes of this paper and will be discussed separately.

In what follows, unless explicitly stated, we will use the following notations: Greeks indices run from zero to
three, i.e. a,8,7... =0,1,2,3, Latin indices run from 2 to 3 4,5, k... = 2,3, capital Latin indices run from 1 to 3
A, B,C...=1,2,3, and underlined indices run from 0 to 1 a,b,c... = 0,1. Moreover we rise and lower indices with
the Minkowski metric with signature 1, —1, —1, —1. The Ricci tensor is defined as in [16] as R;; = 8kffj +...

II. EINSTEIN’S EQUATIONS

In this section we will write the Einstein’s equations at second order of perturbations. It is well known [15, 16] that
the components G° of the Einstein’s tensor do not contain second time derivatives §,s of the metric tensor, but they
contain only the first time derivative g4 and no derivatives goq, so that

G = G°5(9ap, 9B, O gap, OcODgas)- (1)

Moreover the derivatives go, do not appear at all and one has

G, = G (gap, Goa> AB, §aB, OcGap, 0cODGas)- (2)

Therefore the equations Goﬁ = 0 are involutive: if the equations G5 = 0 are verified at any time and if G°, = 0
at the initial time to, then G, = 0 at any time ¢. Thus, the equations G°, = 0 can be viewed as a constraint for
initial data. As a consequence, instead of 10 evolutionary equations for the 10 independent components of the metric
tensor one has 6 evolutionary equations + 4 constraints on the initial data, which leaves 4 of the 10 components of the
metric arbitrary: this arbitrariness corresponds to the arbitrariness in the choice of the reference system [19]. These
considerations will be helpful in what follows, when we will discuss the perturbative equations.

Since we want to study the propagation of nonlinear gravitational waves in vacuum, we consider small perturbations
h of the flat spacetime metric, that is a metric tensor g,,, = 1, 4y with 7, the Minkowski tensor and |k, | = O(e),
with 0 < ¢ < 1. From this definition it is possible to expand the Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar as well as the
Einstein’s tensor in powers of h, see Appendix B.

For the Ricci tensor one has

R, = R() + R+ 0(h%) (3)

where Rf},,) and RLQ,,) are respectively the linear and quadratic part of the Ricci tensor, and are given by

R = 3 [~Oh + 00008 + 0,060%] = 5 [~ ™ o — B + 1% 00 + 1%, 0] (4)
and
2
R/(W) = %{_wap,a (hup,l/ + hlfp,u - hulap) + hoP (huwcw + hap,;w - th,au - humal’) +

+% [hafjuhapvu + (h,u,a,p - hMP,OC) (hu%p - hl/pﬂ)] }7



where we have defined

62— [ 1 (63
5 = ht — 5h*,0% (6)
see for instance [15]. The Ricci scalar is given by
R =" R0} +n*"RY) — h*’R) + O(h°) (7)

and the Einstein’s tensor up to second order in h is given by
«@ o' 1 a 1o 2)a
BERﬁ_i%R:G“ﬁ+G”ﬁ+om% (8)
where G(l)aﬁ and G(z)aﬁ are respectively the linear and quadratic parts of the Einstein’s tensor, and are given by

Wa _ pMa _ Lana
GV =R 5—5%R0u (9)

and

(2o _ p(2)a ao (1) 1 « 2 ur (1
¢ = RO — o R, - o5 (R, = R®),, ) (10)

In this work we limit our analysis to plane waves and, without loss of generality, we consider waves travelling along
the 2! axis, so that

hag = ha5<$0,$1). (11)
Moreover, we choose h as
hoo hip 0 0
hio h 0 O
0 1y _ 10
h(z®,x") = 0 0 hy hos (12)
0 0 hog hss

We stress that the choice hg; = 0 corresponds to a gauge choice, and therefore it does not affect the generality of the
solution, while setting hy; = 0 is in facts a constraint on the form of the gravitational wave.
The waveform (12) is compatible with the Einstein’s equations, up to the order h%. In facts, the equations R;, =

R(l)m + R(Z)m = 0 are identically satisfied for h;, = 0, see (A5) and (A8). Therefore one has that G*, = g2* G,; =
(7799— hﬁb) (Rgi —gQiR/2) = 0% R/2 = 0, where we have used h%* = 0 and (1799— h@Q) gpi = 0% 4. Thus, the
equations G*, = 0 are identically satisfied for h,; = 0 and one is left with the four dynamical equations G* ;=0and
G', = 0 plus the two constrains G = 0 and G°; = 0 for the six nonzero variables h;; and hgp. Thus, the solution
(12) still contains two arbitrary functions, corresponding to the residual gauge freedom, that can be used to fix the
gauge. Henceforth we will always set to zero the components h;, of the metric.

A. Einstein’s equations at first order

We start with the Einstein’s equations in vacuum, at first linear perturbative order, and we refer the reader to
the Appendix B for explicit calculations. Let us define the following variables which will be useful in the following
discussions

B = hgy + h33; ) = hog — hog; A = hoo,11 + 11,00 — 2ho1,01 (13)



Using these definitions, the linearized Einstein’s equations for the metric (12) read

G(l)oo = %B 11 — 0; G(l)ol = %B 01 — O; G(l)ll = —%3700 = O; G(1)23 = %Dhgg, =0

(14)
GV, =1 (Ohy—A-0OB)=0;  GW% =1 (Ohss — A—0B) =0.
It is convenient to write the Einstein’s equations by means of linear combinations of (14) as follows
G(1)00 n G(l)ll _ —%DB —0, G(1)22 + G(1)33 . (G(l)oo + G(1)11) — _A=0,
(15)
¢ =10hym =0, G2, -c¢"?, =10y =0,
together with the two constrains
¢ =5Bn=0 G =§Bu=0 (16)

From equations (15-16) one has B g9 = B g1 = B,11 =0, so that B = cox®+crzt +¢, where ¢, ¢1, ¢ are constants. Since
we limit our attention to bounded nonconstant solutions, we set ¢g = ¢; = ¢ = 0, thus we have B = hyy + hgz = 0.
Moreover, since hog and 1) satisfy the wave equation, the components h;; are a linear wave, that is h;;(z° £ z1).
Furthermore, one can always perform an infinitesimal gauge transformation

20 =% + 92" £ 2, ot =gt a0 £ a2t), (17)

under which the components h,p transform as

ho = hoo — 20,0 + O(€2); Ry = hip — 2611 + O(€2); hyy = ho1 — €01 — €10 + O(€), (18)

2

and choose &9 and ¢! in such a way that in the new coordinates one has h!, ~ €, so that the gravitational wave

reduces to the two well know polarizations

00 O 0 00 0 O
, (o0 0 o , (o000 o
he=loow, o |° ™Tloo o n (19)
00 0 —h, 00H, 0
up to quadratic ~ €? corrections, where k!, and h/, are solutions of the wave equation (see [15, 16] for review).
B. Einstein’s equations at second order
The Einstein’s equations in vacuum at second perturbative order are
o Do 2)a 3
Gy =GV + G+ o(h®) = . (20)

Using equations (7-10) and rearranging the Einstein’s equations in the same form as in (15-16), one obtains (see
Appendix B) the four dynamical equations for the metric perturbation (12)

G+ G| = ${-0B + Byohoo + B.11h11 — 2B o1hor + 3B,0 (hoo,o + hi1,0 — 2ho1,1) +
+4 B (hoo,1 + h11,1 — 2ho1,0) — h2aDhgo — hazOhgs — 2hasThog (21a)

4 [ = (00)] +2 [(hs.1)” = (h2s0)]} = 0,



G+ G5 — (G +G) =
= 1{=2A4+ (hoo,1)? — (h11,0)? + (h23,0)? — (h23,1)* + 5 [(B.1)* = (B)* + (¥,0)* — (¥,1)%] + (21b)

+2 (hoo — h11) A+ hoo,o (R11,0 — 2ho1,1) — ha1,1 (hoo,1 — 2ho1,0)} = 0,

G? 3 = L{Ohas — hoohas,o0 — hi1has a1 + 2ho1haeso1 + hoz(hes,oo — hasa1) + hos(has,o — hasa1)+

(21c)
+3 [—hz:a,o {(hoo +hi1 = B) - 2ho1,1} — ha31 {(hoo +hi+B), — 2h0170H} =0,
G?5 — G? 3 = ${0(haz — has) + hoo (haz — ha2) g + 2ho1 (haz — has) oy + hi1 (has — ha2) 11 +
— 2 (ho2 — h33) o (hoo,0 + hi1,0 — Bo — 2ho1,1) — 1 (hoa — h33) 1 (hooa + hi1,1 + B1 — 2ho10) (21d)
+hoo0hge — haz[hss} =0,
and the two constrains on initial data
G = %{3,11 +hi1Bi1 — hoi B + %B,o (h11,0 — 2ho1,1) + %B,1h11,1+
+3 [(h22,1)? = (ha2,0)% + 3(h23,1)* — (h23,0)? + ha2,0Bo + has1(hssy — haz1)]| + (21e)
+haohas 11 + hashas 11 + 2haszhas 11} = 0,
G = H{B o1 + ho1Ba1 — hooB o1 + $hi1,0B1 — $hoo,1 Bo+
(21f)

+1 [hoo,0hoo,1 + hasohas,1 + 2hosohos] + haohao o1 + hsshasor + 2hashas 1} = 0.

Let us discuss the properties of the solutions of the system (21). First of all note that (21a, 21e,21f) imply that
Boo~ Bo1~ B~ h?, so that B = ¢+ coz® +c12' + O(h?). Again, since we are interested in bounded nonconstant
waves, we choose ¢ = ¢; = ¢p = 0, and therefore B ~ h2.

Also note that Ohos ~ O ~ A ~ h2. That implies that, since we are doing an analysis at second quadratic order
h?, we must neglect all the terms Bh ~ hoz[Oh ~ Ah... ~ h3 in the system (21), so that the dynamical equations
reduce to the simplified form

Ohas = hoohas,oo + hi1hesi1 — 2ho1haso1 + $heso (hoo,o + hi1,0 — 2ho1,1) +

(22a)
+3ha31 (hoot + hi1,1 — 2ho1,0)
O = hoot,00 + h11%,11 — 201,01 + 3,0 (hoo,o + R11,0 — 2ho1,1) +
(22D)
+39.1 (hoo,t + h11,1 — 2ho1,0)
OB =3 [(1/’,1)2 - (1/),0)2} +2 [(h23,1)2 - (hzs,o)z} , (22¢)
A =1 [(hoo,1)* = (h11,0)* + (h23,0)* = (h231)?] + & [(¥,0)% — (¥,1)%] +
(22d)

+2h00,0 (h11,0 — 2ho1,1) — 2h11,1 (hoo,1 — 2ho1,0) -



In the same way, the two constraints on the initial data reduce to

B+ % [(h22,1)2 — (h22,0)* + 3(h231)? — (ha3,0)* + ha31(has — h22,1)] +
(22e)
+hoohoo 11 + hashas 11 + 2hoshas 11 = 0,

Byo1 + 3 [hoa,0ha21 + hasohss1 + 2has ohes 1] + hoshao o1 + hashss,or + 2hoshaser = 0. (22f)

Note that the constraints (22e,22f) depend only on the components h;;, which are the physical degrees of freedom of
the gravitational wave.

At this point we must fix the gauge, in order to discuss the properties of the solutions of the second order Einstein’s
equations in the corresponding reference system. In facts, as discussed in section II, due to the residual gauge
invariance, the waveform (12) still contains two arbitrary functions, that can be used to impose two constraints on
the components of the perturbations hqg.

III. OCCURRENCE OF THE SECULARITY IN THE HARMONIC GAUGE

In this section we show that, in the harmonic gauge, the plane waves of the form (19) are unstable. The harmonic
gauge is defined by the four conditions ].“O‘Bygﬂ”f = I'* = 0, and it is commonly used to study the generation and

propagation of gravitational waves, e.g. in the PN and EOB formalisms [8, 9]. Expanding the equations T* = 0 at
second order in i one has

1

A=t =M — kP (hka,ﬁ - 2haﬁ’A> +O0(h%) =0, (23)

which gives

1
P =T+ b (h*a,g - Qhaa’k> ~ e @9

Since the perturbation hqg is in the form (12), equation (24) gives

a a hoo + hi1 + haa + has
(9(”/} 0 _ 80{1/) 0= ( 9 . — h1071 , (258,)
h hi1 — hag — ha:
Bat)®! = —90%, = ( 00 + 11 - 22 33) ~ o 7 (25b)
1
Do) = h&i,g =0; i1=2,3; a=0,1 (25¢)

Note that equations (25¢), corresponding to the conditions I' = 0, are identically satisfied since h,; = 0 for (12).
Moreover, equations (25a-25b), which correspond to the conditions I'¢ = 0, take the form

h h 1 1 1 ..
hoi,1 — (00;—11> = 5370 — h&%hg. g + ihgdhgg,o + ih”hij,o , (26)
0

)

and

hoo + h 1 . 1. L i
hOl,O - (00211> = 7§B71 —+ h*dhlgd — ih*dhng — ih ]hij,l R (27)
1



Note that the right hand sides of (26-27) are of order h? since, as discussed in the previous section, we have B ~ h?.
For our purposes, it is more convenient to write the Einstein’s equations in terms of the Ricci tensor in the form
R, =0, that, through equations (3-5), gives at the second perturbative order in h

Ohuw = 0,0a1%, + 0,040, + 2R). (28)

Assuming again that h;, = 0 and using equations (A11) and (A13), equation (28) gives up to quadratic terms

Dhij = hgghij,gb (29&)

1 ..
Dhag = —§h”& hij,g + M(h)gg (29b)

where

+hed (hgb»gd +hedab = hachd — hbg,gd) + (30)

+% [hgd@hgd’b + (hgg,d - hgd,g) (h;’d - hgdvg)]

Equations (29) imply that, at the linear leading order ~ ¢, all the components h,g are solutions of the d’Alembert
equation. Therefore can write a plane nonlinear wave travelling along the z! axis in the form

has = ehJ(2® — t) + @ hC) (2%, 1) + O(e%), (31)

where for simplicity we choose waves travelling only in one direction, and where hsﬁ), hgg ~ 1. By means of (31), the
system (29) is identically satisfied at linear € order, while at quadratic order one has

Oh? = h<1>@bh§;}g y= (hég O +2h511>> Ao (320)
1 .
OB = =5h 05 4 B+ M)y = (<12 4 M(A D),y (32b)
where we have defined
1 1 2 1 2 1 2
k=1 [(hgz{o) (1) +2 (ki) } | (33)

Note that, equations (26-27,31) imply that h&) + hﬁ) + 2h511) = ¢ with ¢ constant, and since we are not interested
in constant solutions, we set ¢ = 0. Therefore, having h(%) + h(lll) + Qhéll) = 0, equation (32a) reads th(?) =0, so that
also the second order components hg)(xo — 1) are plane waves, and therefore they are stable.

In order to study the behavior or the second order components h(;b) , and without loss of generality, in what follows
we consider nonlinear gravitational waves of the form

00 O 0
00 O 0

00 )
00 1 iy

+€e2h?), (34)



In facts, it is always possible to use the coordinate transformation (17) to cancel the contribution of the functions
A b) in (31), so that hyp ~ € as long as h((fb) ~ 1 [20]. Therefore, assuming that the gravitational wave is in the form

(34), which implies that M (h(1)) = 0, the equation (32b) for the components h( ) becomes

OhY) = (—1)2tetl k. (35)

o2

(2
a

Note that, equation(33) implies that £ > 0 in presence of the gravitational wave (34). Moreover, from (35) one
immediately recognizes that k is a resonant forcing for the components hi 2 , since form equation (33) follows that x
is a function of (2% — '), and therefore a solution of the equation Ok = 0. In conclusion, equation (35) contains
the resonant forcing x and it is secular, so that the components h( grow with time, thus the perturbative expansion
in h loses its asymptotic character in the long time regime. That means that, in the harmonic gauge, the linearized

gravitational waves of the form (19) are unstable, when second order nonhnearltles are considered.
Incidentally we also note that equation (35) implies that

O (ng) + RS +20) =0, (36)

thus the quantity hog + h11 + 2ho1 is a solution of the d’Alembert equation and it remains always finite.

Sometimes in perturbation theory, the presence of secularities is due to a wrong perturbative approach, in problems
in which the solutions depend simultaneously on widely different scales. In such cases, the secularities can be eliminated
introducing suitable long variables; i.e., dealing with multiscale expansions. However, our example is not curable in
this way, and this seems to be related to the fact that the instability found here is a feature of the harmonic gauge,
and the right way to treat it, is to change the reference system.

Indeed, one can use a multiscale expansion

hij = thjl') + 62h§§) +O(€"),  hap = Eh(l) + ezhab + O(€"), (37)
with r > 2, introducing the slow variable 7 as follows

1 1
hgj) = hz(‘j)(gv’r)a h£7 (QQ (’57 )
(38)
E=20 — gl 7 =eNgO
We do so, since we are interested in studying the solutions in the longtime regime £ = O(1) and 7 = O(1). With this
assumptions, equation (29a) reads

On) + eOny = () + ) + 206 ) 0207 + O(e¥) + 26N (nlf) + n(Y) e nly. (39)

We have previously shown that the gauge conditions (26-27,31) imply hé})) + h(lll) + 2h(()11) = O(e), thus the first term
n (39) is O(e®). The second term in (39) is resonant, but we can avoid it imposing N > 0, so that (39) reduces to
(32a). Let us stress that, doing so, the 7 dependence of the components hgjl) (&,7), and consequently the 7 dependence
of k(&,7), is not determined at order ¢2. We also emphasize that (32a) does not need a multiscale expansion, indeed
the components h;; are not secular, even in the standard perturbative expansion. Instead, the appearance of the
second resonant term in (39) is related to the introduction of the slow variable 7, so that it can be avoided if 7 is not
introduced at all. However, let us continue to use our multiscale approach, to show that it is not useful to cure the
secularities in the components hy,.
Let us consider the equation (29b), which at O(e?) reads

26N+18587h((£ & 7))+ ezDhg) = ¢ [(—1)9+9+1m(§77) + Mgy (h(l)(f, T))} ) (40)

For the principle of maximum balance one has N = 1, and using the fact that Mg, (h(l)(f , 7')) = 0 for the waveform
(34), one has

Oh%) = —20:0.h}) (¢, 7) + (~1)=+k(e, 7). (41)



Since the r.h.s. of this equation is a secular forcing for hﬁ), we should set it to 0 in order to avoid the secularity, also

defining in that way the 7 dependence of h(? through the equation

200, h}) (€,7) = (~1)% k(g 7), (42)

valid in the longtime regime £ = O(1) and 7 = ex® = O(1). However, since the 7 dependence of x(£,7) is not defined
by (39), it is not possible to obtain the 7 dependence of hg;) (&, 7) through the equation (42). Therefore, the multiscale

method does not fix the dependence of hy, on the slow variable 7 at order €2, and we conclude that, at this order,
the secularity in the components hgy, can not be eliminated by means of a multiscale perturbative expansion.

IV. STABILITY OF THE PERTURBATIVE SCHEME IN A DIFFERENT GAUGE

In order to prove that the instability discussed in the previous section is gauge dependent, in what follows we show
that, in an opportune gauge, the evolution of gravitational waves at second perturbative order is stable. Therefore, we
come back to the waveform (12), which contains two arbitrary functions, and we fix such functions imposing different
gauge conditions from (23), which characterize the harmonic gauge. Since we want to exploit the properties of the
d’Alembert equation, we impose the following gauge conditions

hoo = —hiz; ho1 =0 (43)

which imply that

A = hoo,11 + 11,00 — 2ho1,01 = Ol (44)

Using (43) and neglecting the terms O(h3), the equations (22a) and (22b) reduce to the homogeneous wave equations

Ohgs =0, Oy =0. (45)

Since hoz and 1 are plane waves solutions of the d’Alembert equation, it is immediate to recognize that the right
hand side of equation (22c¢) is null, so that also B is solution of the homogeneous wave equation

OB = 0. (46)

Therefore the functions hgs, B and 1 are plane waves travelling along the x' axis

hay = hay (20 — @) + hos(a® + ') ~ h
=9t =)+ (a® +at) ~ R (47)
B=B"(2%—2Y + B (2° + 2') ~ h?,

and are such that they satisfy the constraints (22e,22f) on their initial values. Moreover, evaluating equation(22d)
over the solutions (47) in the gauge (43) one has

Ohyy = (’111,1)2 - (hll,o)2 (48)

whose general solution is given by

hiy =In (14 a(2® — zt) + B(a® + 21)) (49)
where a(z° — 2') ~ € and B(z° + 2') ~ € so that hq; ~ € (see Appendix C for the solution of the equation (48) ). We
conclude that equations (47,49) gives the general solution of the Einstein’s equations in vacuum, at second order of
perturbations h?, in the gauge (43).
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At this point it is worth to notice that our gauge choice (43) coincides with the one introduced by Zakharov and
Belinski in their studies on gravitational solitons [10], in which the metric tensor is in the form

ds* = f(2°,2") ((da®)? — (dz")?) + g;;da’da’ . (50)

Therefore, in the gauge (43), the Einstein’s equations can be resolved exactly with the inverse scattering technique,
so that our solution is just a perturbative result in an exactly integrable context. However, here we were interested in
showing that the secularity discussed in section III is gauge-dependent, and it is a feature of the harmonic reference
system.

To conclude this section, let us show that the solution (47,49) can be recast to coincide with (19) at linear order
~ €. Since a ~ 8 ~ ¢, from (49) one has

hoo = a(z® — zb) + B(2° + 1) + O(€?) (51)

Under an infinitesimal change of coordinates of the type 2’0 = 20 + £%(2%, 1), 2t = 21 + ¢1(2°, 21), the components
hep transform as

hoo = hoo — 2600 +O(€%); oo = hin =261+ O(€%);  hyy = hot — €01 — &0 + O(2). (52)

Choosing &, and &; as

b= € @0 —a) +E (O, & =0 —ah) — € (2 +a)
Et(r) = % "a(r') dr', & (s) = % °B(s") ds’,

from (52) one has h{, = O(e?), and h}; = O(€?). Moreover, using (53) and the fact that ho; = 0, one has h{; =
—&o1 — &1,0 + O(e?) = O(€?), therefore all the components h/,, are of order ~ €2, and they can be always neglected

at the dominant order e. For the components h;;, using (47) one has

(53)

hij=hfi (2% —at +60— &) + hi; (2% + 2t + 04+ ¢1) =
(54)

=hf (2% —at + 267 (20 —a)) + b (2" + 2t + 26 (20 +2t)) ~e,
which shows how the nonlinearity mildly changes the waveform of the plane wave. In conclusion, in the appropriate

gauge (43), the nonlinear gravitational waves will be of the usual form

00 O 0
o 00 0 0 ,
h(z? 2") = 00 hos  hos + O(€7) (55)
0 0 hos —hao

with hgo and heg given by (54).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the properties of nonlinear plane (but non necessarily monochromatic) gravitational
waves. More specifically, we have analyzed the evolution of small perturbations h of the Minkowski metric of the
form (11-12), at quadratic h? perturbative level, in vacuum. We have shown that, in the harmonic gauge, which is
usually used to study gravitational waves, the components (for a plane wave moving in the direction x') hgg, h11 and
hi1 grow with time, thus gravitational waves of the form (19) are unstable. Therefore, in some cases, the harmonic
gauge might not be the best choice to study the evolution of gravitational waves perturbatively. We mention that
the instability reported in this paper resembles that appearing in [14], where the authors have studied the effect of
quadratic nonlinearities on monochromatic gravitational waves. However, in [14] the authors do not infer that the
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growth of the components h,, represents a failure of the perturbative analysis, and they do not provide a solution or
interpretation of this fact.

Finally, we have argued that the instability found here, is characteristic of the harmonic gauge, thus it is a gauge-
dependent feature. In facts, we have shown that, in the gauge (43), the waveform (11-12) is stable, and the dynamic
and the properties of nonlinear gravitational waves are essentially the same of linear gravitational waves, given by the
two polarizations in (19).

APPENDIX A: RICCI TENSOR

In this appendix we calculate the Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar at linear and quadratic orders as defined in
equations (3-7), assuming that h,, is a plane wave travelling along the z! axis, of the form (11).

1. First order contribution to the Ricci tensor

For the linear contribution to the Ricci tensor (4) one has

1
R(()%)) = §{h00,11 + ha1,00 + (ha2 + has) oo — 210,10} (A1)
1
R{Y = 5 (h22 + has) oy (A2)
1
Rﬁ’ = 5{— (hoo,11 + h11,00) + (h22 + ha3) 11 +2h10,10} (A3)
Together with
1
R = —Ohy; (A4)
and
1 1 b
Ryl = S{-Dhyi = 1%, (A5)

Note that, if h,; vanishes, the components Rflli)

linearized Einstein’s equations. a
The Ricci scalar at first order is

are identically zero. Therefore, setting h,; = 0 is allowed by the

RWe = h1y 00 + hoo11 — 2horo1 + (haa + hs3) oo — (ho2 + has) 1y (A6)

2. Second order contribution to the Ricci tensor

Let us calculate the second order contribution to the Ricci tensor as given in (5)

a. Components ia

Let us calculate the components R(Z)ig with ¢ = 2,3 and a = 0,1. One has



12

-, (hip,g + hap,i — hig,p) =—¢ (hib,g - hig,b) - hé{g hija

)

hP (hig,ap + ha/m'g - hgpm‘ - hip,ozg) = hbe (hi&bg - higbg) - hbhhih,ég

ap (A7)
h ihapa =0
3 (hia,p = hip,a) (hf’” —hy” “) = 5 (Pich — hib,c) (hf’g - hf’g) +2hinp ha*
which gives
R® = L{—  (hiva — Piap) + 1€ (Riabe — hicba) +
1a 2 € 10,4 1a,0 1a,0c 1c0a
(A8)

3 (hice = hine) (ha® = ha™) + 2 hing ha™® = B9, hijia = B2 hin pa}

29

Note that if the components h;, are null, the Einstein’s equations for the components ia, namely R(l)ig—i— R(Q)ig =0
are identically satisfied (in facts RY.— 0 and R(z)m = 0 separately), so that the choice h;, = 0 is allowed by the

ia

Einstein’s equations. Therefore, henceforth we will keep this assumption in our equations and we will always neglect
the components h;, of the metric.

b. Components i,j

2)

7 with ¢, j = 2,3. All the derivatives with respect to z' and 27 will be zero, so

Let us calculate the components Rg

b
9 o (hip,j + jpi — hijp) = V% 0 hijp

h? (hij.op + hapiis = hjpai = Pip.aj) = h%hij ap

(A9)
hap,ihocpu’ =0
1 a,p poy _ 1 ab ba h,a
2 (hmp - hip,a) (hj - hj ) -2 (hiﬁvé - hié,g) (hj - hj ) + hih,ghj
Therefore
1 1 a a a
R = {022 s hij + h=hij + 5 (hias — hina) (B0 = 1) + hinah,"*) (A10)
Under the condition h;, = 0 one has
1 a
RE? = 5{1#@,@ hijb + h*hijap + hih,ghjh” (A11)
c. Components ab
Let us calculate the components R(Q)g b One has
_qlfap,a (hép,g + hgp,b - hbg,p) = _1/112@ (hbg,g + hacp — hbg,g)
hee (hég7ap + hambg - h@pﬂb - hbp,ag) = hijhij,gb +hed (hbg,gd + hgd&@ - hggdb - hbg,dg)
(A12)

1pap __1;cd 1347
§h ,ghap@—ih ,thd,g+§h ,ghij@

b (o = hopa) (™ = 1) = § (hpca = hpae) (e = ha)
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so that

R&) = %{*ﬂ’@@ (hbea +hach = hoae) + P4 (hyaed + hedba — hacdb = Mbeda) +

) (A13)
3 (hbea — hyac) (hfd - hgd’g) + %hgg,ghgéyg + 5h” whija + 1 hijan}
3. Explicit expressions
R(2)00 = %{ {h01,1 - (—h°°+h11§h22+h33)70} hoo,o + [hm,o - (—h00+h11§h227h33),1} (2ho1,0 — hoo,1) +
+hi1 (hoo,11 + h11,00 — 2ho1,01) — (ho1,0 — hoo.1)® + 1 [(hoo,0)? + (R11,0)* — 2(Rho1,0)%] + (A14)
+1 [(ha2,0)? + (h33,0)% 4 2(h23,0)%] + [h22ho2,00 + hashss,oo + 2hashas o]}
R(z)11 _ %{[hm,l _ (hoo+h11;h22+h33)’0} (2ho11 — h11o) + [hlo,o _ (hoo-ﬁ-hughzz—haa)’l} hiya+
+hoo (hoo11 + hi1,00 — 2ho1,01) — (hora — hi10)” + 2 [(hoo,1)?* + (R11,1)* = 2(ho1,1)?] + (A15)
+% [(h22,1)2 + (h33,1)2 + 2(h23,1)2] + [haohoo 11 + haszhas i1 + 2hashas 11]}
R(2)01 = 2{ho1 (hoo,11 + h11,00 — 2ho1,01) — (h”;&)’o hoo1 + (%)1 hi10+
(A16)
+1 [ha2,0h22,1 + hssohss,1 + 2hasohos ] + [hoshoz o1 + hashss,or + 2hoshoson]}
R(2)ij _ %{ |:(h00+h11-|2-h22+h33)70 _ h0171:| hij,O + [(h00+h11;h22—h33)’1 _ th,O} hij,l"’ (A17)

—hiz2ohjo,0 — his,ohjs,o + hiz,ihjo 1 + hig,ihjs 1 + hoohijoo + hithijin — 2horhijon}

APPENDIX B: EINSTEIN’S TENSOR

In this appendix we calculate the Einstein’s tensor at linear and second order of perturbations.
Using (A1-A5) and the definition (9), one easily obtains the formulas (14) for the Einstein’s tensor at first order.
In the same way one obtains the components of the Einstein’s tensor at second order, defined in (10) as

G(2)00 = %{huB,n — ho1B o1 + %B,O (h11,0 — 2ho1,1) + %B,1h11,1+
+1 [(ha2,1)? = (Ra2,0)* + 3(ha3,1)* — (h23,0)? + ha2,0Bo + has(hssy — haz1)] + (Bla)

+hoohoo 11 + hashss 11 + 2hoshes 11}

G(2)01 = 2{ho1B11 — hooB o1 + 3h11,0B1 — 3hoo,1Bo+

(B1b)
+1 [haz,0h22,1 + hasohss,1 + 2hasohos ] + haohao o1 + hsshasor + 2hashas o1}

! 1 = 2{hooB oo — ho1B,o1 + 2B ohoo,o + 3 B.1 (hoo,1 — 2ho1,0) +

+3 [(h3s,1)? — (hs3,0)% + (h231)? — 3(h23,0)? + hazo(hss — haz) 0 — hss1Ba| + (Blc)

—hazhaz00 — hashas,oo — 2ha3has 00 b



G2, = {hoo (A + h33,0) — ha1 (A — has 1) + hor (hes,in — haseo — 2hss01) +
+2hoo,0 (h11,0 + has,o — 2ho1,1) + 2hoo,1 (hoo,1 + hasy — haia) + hovo (i — Rss) — hor,1haso+
+2h23 (h23 11 — ha2s,00) + haz (hss,i1 — haseo) +

+1 [(h2s,1)? — (Ra3,0)% + (hss1)? — (has,0)? + (h11,1)? — (R11,0)* + ha1,0hss,0 + hat1(has — hin1)]}
G(2)23 = 1{—hooh2s,00 — h11h2s,11 + 2ho1has,01 + haa(hos 00 — has11) + has(hss00 — has,i1)+

+3 [7}123,0 {(hoo +hii—B) - 2h01»1} — hazy [(hoo thitB), - 2h01’0”}

G(2)33 = %{hoo (A + ha2.00) — 2ho1ha2,01 + hi11 (he211 — A) + %hoo,l (hoo,1 + ho2,1 — hi11) +
Jr%hoo,o (h11,0 + ho2,0 — 2ho1,1) + %hll,o (ho2,0 — h11,0—) + %hll,l (2ho1,0 + ho2,1) +
+hao (ha2,11 — ha2,00) + has (has 11 — hasoo) +

+1 [—(h23,0)* 4 (haz1)? + (ha2,1)? — (ha2,0)? — 2Rhazoho1,1 — 2ho1,0ho2,1] }

where we have used the definitions (13).

1. Einstein’s equations at second order
The Einstein’s equations at second order are given by
¢+ =0
One has
G% = B 11 +hi1Bi1 — hoaBo1 + 3B (hi1,0 — 2ho1,1) + 2 Bihiii+
+1 [(ha2,1)? — (R22,0)% + 3(ha3,1)* — (h23,0)? + ha2,0Bo + has 1 (hssy — haza)] +
+haohos 11 + hgshss 11 + 2hozhag 11} =0
G% = H{Bo1 + ho1Ba1 — hooB o1 + $hi1,0B1 — $hoo,1 Bo+
+1 [ha2,0h22,1 + hssohss,1 + 2Rhasohos ] + haohooor + hashasor + 2hashos o} =0
G'y = L{=B oo + hooB o — ho1B,o1 + 2 Bohoo,o + 3B,1 (hoo — ho1,0) +
+3 [(hs3,1)? — (h33,0)? + (has1)? — 3(ha3,0)* + hazo(hss — haz) o — has 1 B1] +
—haghaz 00 — hazhss 00 — 2hashas 00} =0
G?, = 1H{Ohgo — A — Boo + Bi1 + hoo (A + haso) — hi1 (A — hsza1) + hot (hasan — hasoo — 2has0n) +
+2hoo,0 (h11,0 + has,o — 2ho1,1) + 2hoo,1 (hoo,t + hasy — haia) + hovo (b — Rss) — hor,ihaso+
+2hos (ha3 .11 — h23.00) + has (hs3.11 — haso0) +

+1 [(h2s,1)? — (Ra3,0)* + (hss1)? — (haso)? + (R11,1)% — (h11,0)* + ha1,0hsso + hir,a(hasy — hina)]} =0
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(B1d)

(Ble)

(B1f)

(B3a)

(B3b)

(B3c)

(B3d)



G? 3 = 1{0Oha3 — hoohas,o0 — hi1has 1 + 2ho1has o1 + hoa(haso — hasat) + hos(hss,o — hasa1)+

+1 {—hzs,o [(hoo +hi—B),— 2ho1,1} — has {(hoo +hiu+B), - 2h0170”} =0

G35 = 1{0Ohs3 — A — Boo + B11 + hoo (A + ha2,00) — 2ho1ho2,01 + hi1 (ha2,11 — A) +
+2hoo,1 (hoo + ho2a — h11,1) + 3hoo,o (ha1,0 + h22,0 — 2Ro1,1) + $hi1,0 (he2,o — hai1o—) +
+%h11,1 (2ho1,0 + h22,1) + hoa (ha2,11 — ha2,00) + 23 (hes 11 — ha3,00) +

+% [—(h23,0)2 + (h231)? + (ha2,1)? — (h22,0)? — 2hasoho1 1 — 2h01,0h22,1]} =0

and the following relations

G?5 — G5 = 3{0(haa — has) + hoo (has — ha2) g + 2ho1 (haz — has) oy + hi1 (has — ha) 11 +

1 (hoa — h33) o (hoo,o + hi1,0 — Bo — 2ho1,1) — 3 (hoa — h33) 1 (hoo + hi1,1 + B — 2ho10)

+hgo0hgy — hasOhss} =0

G2y + G35 = {24 — OB + hoo,0 (hoo,0 — 2ho1,1) — ha1,1 (hoo,1 — 2ho1,0) + h11,0 (hoo,o — ha1,0) +

+1 B (hoo,o0 + h11,0 — 2ho1,1) + 3B1 (hoo,1 + hi1,1 — 2ho1,0) + hoo (B,oo + 2A) + hay (Bay — 2A)

—2h01B,01 — h2a0has — hasOhas — 2ha30has + (hoo1)? — (hoo,0)? + (has1)? — (haso0)?+

42 [(ho2,1)? = (h22,0)* + (hs3,1)* — (hss0)?]} =

1
2

{—=2A — OB + hgo,0 (hoo,0 — 2ho1,1) — h11,1 (hoo,1 — 2ho1,0) + R11.0 (hoo,0 — h11,0) +

—|—%B,0 (hoo,0 + h11,0 — 2ho1,1) + %B,l (hoo,1 + h11,1 — 2ho1,0) + hoo (Boo + 24) + hi1 (B11 — 24)

—2ho1B,01 — h2a0Ohos — hasOhss — 2ho30has + (hoo,1)? — (hoo,0)? + (has1)? — (has,o)?+

+

N

[(B1)? = (Bo)* + (¥.1)* = (¥0)*]} =0
G + G| = ${-0B + Byohoo + B.11h11 — 2B o1hor + 3B,0 (hoo,0 + h11,0 — 2ho1,1) +
+2 B (hoo,1 + h11,1 — 2ho1,0) — h2aDhoo — hazOhgs — 2hasThog
1 2 2 2 2
4 @) = 0)] +2 [(h2s1)? = (haso)*[} = 0
G2+ G — (GO +GYy) =

= 1{-24+ (hoo1)* = (h11,0)® + (h23,0)® — (h23,1)* + 7 [(B1)* = (Bo)? + (¥0)* — (¥,1)?] +

+2 (hoo — h11) A+ hoo,o (R11,0 — 2ho1,1) — h11,1 (hoo,1 — 2ho1,0)} =0
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(B3e)

(B3f)

(B3h)

(B3i)
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APPENDIX C: SOLUTION OF THE EQUATION (49)
The equation (49), which governs the evolution of hjy, is of the type

QU = U2 — U? (C1)

This equation is obtained by the following lagrangian

L= (U} -U2)exp(2U) (C2)

and the corresponding hamiltonian is

H = (U} +U2)exp(2U) (C3)

Equation (C1) is solved by plane waves of the type U = U(t — x) or U = U(t 4+ x), but a linear combination of these
two solutions is not a solution itself.
The general solution of (C1) is obtained by the simple observation that, defining

¢ =exp(U) (C4)
the lagrangian (C2) becomes
L= (4)" — () (C5)
which gives the standard wave equation
Oy =0 (C6)
whose general solution is
(20, 2') = A(2® + 2') + B(a® — 21) (CT)
Therefore the solution of (C1) is
Uz, 2') =In (A(z° + 2') + B(z" — 2")) (C8)

Since, in the case of equation (48), one has hq; ~ €, one has

hiy (20, 2') = In (1+a(z0+x1)+ﬂ(x0 fxl)) (C9)

with a(2? + 2!) ~ B(z" — 21) ~ e
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