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Abstract

We present de Sitter Teukolsky waves—linearised quadrupolar gravitational waves in the
transverse-traceless gauge in de Sitter spacetime. In the cosmological constant Λ going to
zero limit, our solutions match to Teukolsky solutions. For non-zero Λ, we compare our solu-
tions to the wider literature, where different authors have constructed linearised gravitational
perturbations in de Sitter spacetime with varied motivations. For de Sitter Teukolsky waves,
we compute the energy flux across future timelike infinity I+ and show that it is manifestly
positive.
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1 Introduction

Although already in 1916 Einstein showed that general relativity admits gravitational waves in
the weak field approximation, the exact nature of the gravitational waves in full non-linear theory
of general relativity was a subject of a sustained controversy [1, 2]. The controversy was settled
once and for all by the seminal works of Bondi, van der Burg, Metzner and Sachs [3, 4], who
rigorously established the physical nature of gravitational waves. The Bondi-Sachs formalism (as
it is now commonly known) describes asymptotically flat spacetimes near future null infinity and
captures all details of the asymptotic field generated by isolated self-gravitating sources.

Over the years, the Bondi-Sachs formalism has been explored from many different perspec-
tives. For example, for a better understanding of the gravitational wave generation, one needs
the connection between the asymptotic structure of the fields and explicit multipole moments of
the localised matter sources. With this motivation, the relation between the Bondi expansion and
the multipolar expansion of the gravitational field is studied by many authors; see e.g., ref. [5]
and references therein.

Another reason for wide interest in the Bondi-Sachs formalism is the fact that the Bondi
gauge is preserved under an infinite set of residual symmetries. A version of these symmetries is
called the generalised Bondi-Metzner-Sachs (BMS) symmetries. These symmetries are generated
by supertranslations and arbitrary diffeomorphisms on the two-sphere [6–9]. The Ward identities
of these symmetries are identical to Weinberg soft graviton theorem [10] and to the sub-leading
soft graviton theorem [8]; see [11] for more details and further references. This has led to the
suggestion that the generalised BMS group is a symmetry of the quantum gravity S-matrix, which
in turn led to exploration of the subject in earnest.

In parallel set of developments, related questions in the context of de Sitter spacetime have
been pursued. The subject received renewed impetus after the work of Ashtekar, Bonga, and
Kesavan (ABK) [12–15], who derived the quadrupolar formula for gravitational radiation based
on the decoupling of the linearised field equations in a generalised harmonic gauge in de Sitter
spacetime [16]. These linearised solutions have been explored further by several authors [17–25],
though it remained unclear how these solutions relate to gravitational perturbations in de Sitter
studied in other approaches (see for example refs. [26–28]).

Concurrently, there has been detailed exploration of the Bondi gauge and the associated
asymptotic expansion in de Sitter [22,29–42]. In the Bondi-Sachs framework, Bonga, Bunster, and
Pérez (BBP) [22] studied several aspects of gravitational radiation in de Sitter in both the linear
and the non-linear theory. Working in the outgoing null coordinate system as used by Bondi and
Sachs for asymptotically flat spacetimes, BBP introduced boundary conditions for asymptotically
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de Sitter to allow for gravitational radiation.1 They also discussed linearised gravitational waves
in Bondi gauge. For the study of linearised solutions they focused on solving the homogeneous
perturbation equations in a partial wave expansion. Given these developments, a natural question
to ask is how the BBP linearised gravitational solutions are related to the linearised solutions of
Ashtekar, Bonga, and Kesavan (ABK) [13–16]. A look at these papers reveals that the question
is far from trivial.

The Bondi-Sachs formalism famously clarified many subtleties in flat spacetime for the grav-
itational radiation theory. It is expected that the same would be the case for de Sitter spacetime.
In particular, to address the question raised in the previous paragraph, a good exercise would be
to map the ABK linearised solutions from the generalised harmonic gauge to Bondi gauge.2 This
was done in a tour-de-force paper by Compère, Hoque, and Kutluk (CHK) [25]. They found that
there are additional subtleties in the quadrupolar truncation considered by ABK.

Given the results of CHK, a more refined version of the question raised above can be asked:
how the CHK linearised solutions are related to the BBP linearised solutions? A main aim of
the present paper is to answer this question. An additional complication in this analysis is the
difference in the boundary conditions that BBP and CHK use. CHK use the boundary conditions
introduced by Compère, Fiorucci, and Ruzziconi [35,36], while BBP use the boundary conditions
introduced in [37, 38]. Both of these boundary conditions allow for gravitational radiation in
asymptotically de Sitter spacetimes. A crucial difference for both Compère-Fiorucci-Ruzziconi
and Bonga-Bunster-Pérez boundary conditions compared to the asymptotically flat case is that
the wave fields do not vanish at large distances. In fact, it is of the same order as the de Sitter
space. In AdS/CFT parlance, gravitational radiation in de Sitter necessarily requires turning on
non-normalisable modes in de Sitter spacetime. The fact that this must be the case has been
emphasised by a number of authors; see for example discussions in [13, 35]. The difference in
the boundary conditions used by CHK and BBP needs to be taken into account while relating
these linearised solutions. The difference is closely related to the discussion of residual symmetries
preserving the Bondi gauge.

There are other missing links. Teukolsky [43] in an earlier paper had written linearised
quadrupolar solutions in flat spacetimes. How the BBP or the CHK linearised gravitational wave
solutions relate to Teukolsky solutions in the flat spacetime limit? We also answer this question
in this paper. In answering this question, we find unity in diversity, as we explain shortly. This
is the reason we have chosen the title of our paper to be de Sitter Teukolsky waves.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we present the electric and magnetic
1These boundary conditions were first introduced in refs. [37,38] in the context of linearised perturbations around

de Sitter background.
2This exercise in flat spacetime has offered useful insight in the workings of the multipolar expansions [5].
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de Sitter Teukolsky waves

CHK waves [15,25] BBP waves [22] LS waves [44,45]

Figure 1: The organisation of this paper. In section 2, we present the electric and magnetic
parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves. In later sections, we relate de Sitter Teukolsky waves to wider
literature. We exhibit gauge transformations starting from de Sitter Teukolsky waves.

parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves. We present these solution in the transverse-traceless gauge. In
the transverse-traceless gauge, linearised Einstein equations simplify significantly. As a result,
without resorting to other detailed formalisms we are able to construct linearised quadrupolar
solutions of interest straightforwardly.3 Our presentation has the key advantage that in the
cosmological constant going to zero limit the solutions reduce to Teukolsky solutions in flat space-
time [43]. In later sections, we relate de Sitter Teukolsky solutions to the wider literature. We
exhibit gauge transformations starting from de Sitter Teukolsky solutions to other related solutions
reported in the literature.

In section 3, we show, following closely the technology of Regge-Wheeler gauge fixing [46,
Chapter 12], that our linearised solutions are equivalent to the recently reported BBP linearised
solutions in the Bondi gauge. In section 4, we show that our linearised solutions are also equivalent
de Sitter gravitational perturbations studied by Loganayagam and Sheyte [44,45] using a master
variable formalism. In section 5, we explore in detail the relation of our solutions to the CHK
solutions [25]. We show that our linearised solutions are also equivalent to their solutions, which
can be thought of as an improvement over the ABK linearised solutions. The fact that our
quadrupolar solutions precisely match with CHK solutions [25] is a highly non-trivial consistency
check not only on our calculations and but also on the arguments made in [25] in order to construct
a consistent quadrupolar truncation in the “post-de Sitter” multipolar expansion. This section is
more technical than the rest of the paper, partly because we need additional notation for relating
asymptotic fields in Bondi gauge to source moments. For ease of comparison we closely follow
the notation of [25] in section 5. In section 6, we compute the energy flux for de Sitter Teukolsky
waves across future timelike infinity and find it to be manifestly positive. We end with a brief
discussion of possible future directions in section 7.

3The construction is explained in appendix B.
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Throughout the paper, we assume familiarity with the ten Zerilli tensor harmonics. We
mostly follow the notation of Maggiore [47, Chapter 3] [46, Chapter 12]. Angular dependence
formulae are collected in appendix A. As and when we need various Zerilli tensor harmonics, we
also introduce them in the main text.

The organisation of this paper is also summarised in Figure 1.

2 de Sitter Teukolsky waves

We work in Bondi coordinates {u, r, θ, ϕ}, with de Sitter spacetime metric,

ds̄2 = ḡµνdxµdxν = −
(

1 − r2

L2

)
du2 − 2dudr + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2). (2.1)

This metric solves Einstein equations with positive cosmological constant Λ,

Rµν − 1
2Rgµν + Λgµν = 0, (2.2)

where the cosmological constant is related to the de Sitter length L as,

Λ = 3
L2 . (2.3)

It is also convenient to define the Hubble parameter H as the inverse of the de Sitter length L,
H = L−1.

Throughout the paper, we mostly focus on the r > L region in these coordinates. See Fig. 2.
In matrix form (which will be most useful in the following) de Sitter metric reads,

ḡµν =


−
(
1 − r2

L2

)
−1 0 0

−1 0 0 0
0 0 r2 0
0 0 0 r2 sin2 θ

 , ḡµν =


0 −1 0 0

−1
(
1 − r2

L2

)
0 0

0 0 1
r2 0

0 0 0 1
r2 sin2 θ

 . (2.4)

In this paper, we are interested in the linearised gravitational perturbations off de Sitter spacetime,

gµν = ḡµν + ϵ hµν . (2.5)

The Einstein’s equations for gµν expanded to first order in ϵ give the linearised Einstein equations
for hµν . In terms of the trace reversed combination h̃µν := hµν − 1

2hµν(ḡαβhαβ), the linearised
equations take the form (see, e.g., [17]),

−□̄h̃µν +
{

∇̄µBν + ∇̄νBµ − ḡµν(∇̄αBα)
}

+ 2Λ
3
(
h̃µν − h̃ḡµν

)
= 0, (2.6)
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=

0
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u = +1
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=

co
ns

t
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=

L
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r = const > L
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=

co
n
st

<
L

Figure 2: Penrose diagram of de Sitter spacetime. In Bondi coordinates {u, r, θ, ϕ}, the future
timelike infinity (a spacelike surface) is at r → ∞. The dotted curves represent constant u null
hupersurfaces. The thin solid curves are constant r surfaces. The nature of a constant r surface
depends on the value of r: for r < L it is timelike; for r > L it is spacelike. For r = L the surface
is null. The r = L null surface serves as the cosmological horizon to the de Sitter static patch
r < L. The red triangle is called the Poincaré patch. For most of this paper, we focus on the
r > L region.

where Bµ := ∇̄αh̃α
µ, □̄ = ∇̄α∇̄α, and where ∇̄ is the covariant derivative with respect to de Sitter

background metric. In the transverse traceless gauge, ∇̄µh̃µν = 0, h̃ = ḡµν h̃µν = 0, which implies

∇̄µhµν = 0, h = ḡµνhµν = 0, (2.7)

and as a result, linearised Einstein’s equations (2.6) on de Sitter background become(
∇̄ρ∇̄ρ − 2

L2

)
hµν = 0. (2.8)

2.1 Magnetic parity

A close look at the magnetic parity Teukolsky waves in flat spacetime [43] reveals that they are
based on a set of two tensor harmonics, TB1 and TB2. Magnetic parity Bonga-Bunster-Pérez
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(TBu
lm)µν


0 0 1

sin θ ∂ϕYlm − sin θ∂θYlm

0 0 0 0
1

sin θ ∂ϕYlm 0 0 0
− sin θ∂θYlm 0 0 0



(TB1
lm)µν


0 0 0 0
0 0 1

sin θ ∂ϕYlm − sin θ∂θYlm

0 1
sin θ ∂ϕYlm 0 0

0 − sin θ∂θYlm 0 0



(TB2
lm)µν


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 − 1

sin θ X(Ylm) sin θ W (Ylm)
0 0 sin θ W (Ylm) sin θ X(Ylm)


Table 1: Three magnetic parity tensor harmonics. The matrices are in coordinates {u, r, θ, ϕ}.
For more details refer to appendix A.

(BBP) solutions [22] in Bondi-Sachs gauge in de Sitter are also based on a set of two tensor
harmonics, but this set is different from that used by Teukolsky. BBP solutions are based on TBu

and TB2. Given this difference, it is natural to construct Teukolsky waves in de Sitter using all
three magnetic parity tensor harmonics:

TBu, TB1, TB2. (2.9)

For ready reference, we list the three magnetic parity tensor harmonics in Table 1. More details
are in appendix A.

We consider the general linear combination of all three magnetic tensor harmonics,

hµν =
l∑

m=−l

(
fBu

lm (u, r)(TBu
lm)µν + fB1

lm (u, r)(TB1
lm)µν + fB2

lm (u, r)(TB2
lm)µν

)
, (2.10)

with l = 2, where fBu
2m(u, r), fB1

2m(u, r), fB2
2m(u, r) are functions to be determined. Note that since

the three tensor harmonics (2.9) are traceless, hµν is traceless as well. The functions

fB1
2m = 4

r
B̈m + 12

r2

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Ḃm + 12

r3

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Bm, (2.11)

fB2
2m = rB(3)

m + 2
(

1 + r2

2L2

)
B̈m + 3

r

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Ḃm + 3

r2

(
1 + 2r2

3L2 + r4

L4

)
Bm, (2.12)

fBu
2m = − 4

L2

[
rB̈m +

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Ḃm

]
, (2.13)

solve the transversality condition (2.7) and linearised Einstein equations (2.8) for arbitrary func-
tions Bm(u). Here Ḃm and B̈m denote respectively the first and the second derivative of the
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function Bm(u) with respect to u. B
(k)
m denotes k-th derivative with respect to u. In the L → ∞

limit, the solutions reduce to the magnetic parity Teukolsky solutions [43],

fB1
2m = 4B̈m

r
+ 12Ḃm

r2 + 12Bm

r3 , (2.14)

fB2
2m = rB(3)

m + 2B̈m + 3Ḃm

r
+ 3Bm

r2 , (2.15)

fBu
2m = 0. (2.16)

Some comments on how we constructed this solution are presented in appendix B. Some further
aspects of the original Teukolsky solutions [43] are studied in appendix C.

2.2 Electric parity

For the electric parity Teukolsky waves in flat spacetime we need three tensor harmonics, TS0,
TE1 and TE2. For BBP solutions in Bondi-Sachs gauge in de Sitter spacetime we also need three
tensor harmonics, but they are not the same as the one used by Teukolsky. BBP use Tuu, TEu,
and TE2. Therefore, it is natural to guess that to construct Teukolsky waves in de Sitter we need
all six traceless tensor harmonics. At this stage it is easiest to work with the following set:

Tuu, Tur, TEu, TS0, TE1, TE2. (2.17)

For ready reference we list these six traceless electric parity tensor harmonics in Table 2. For
more details, we refer the reader to appendix A.

The linear combination,

hµν =
2∑

m=−2

(
Auu

m (u, r)(Tuu
2m)µν + Aur

m(Tur
2m)µν + AEu

m (u, r)(TEu
2m)µν

+AS0
m (u, r)(TS0

2m)µν + AE1
m (u, r)(TE1

2m)µν + AE2
m (u, r)(TE2

2m)µν

)
, (2.18)

with the functions,

Auu
m = 1

L2

[
−1

r

(
1 − r2

L2

)
Äm − 3

r2

(
1 − 2r2

3L2 − r4

3L4

)
Ȧm − 3

r3

(
1 − r2

L2

)
Am

]
, (2.19)

Aur
m = 1

L2

[
−1

r
Äm − 3

r2

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Ȧm − 3

r3 Am

]
, (2.20)

AEu
m = 1

L2

[
r

6A(3)
m + 1

2

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Äm + 1

2r
Ȧm

]
, (2.21)

AS0
m = 1

r3

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Äm + 3

r4

(
1 + 4r2

3L2 + r4

3L4

)
Ȧm + 3

r5

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Am, (2.22)

AE1
m = −A

(3)
m

6r
− 1

2r2

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Äm − 1

r3

(
1 − r2

6L2

)
Ȧm − Am

r4 , (2.23)
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(Tuu
lm)µν


1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm

(Tur
lm)µν


0 1 0 0

1 2
(

1 − r2

L2

)−1
0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm

(TEu
lm)µν


0 0 ∂θYlm ∂ϕYlm

0 0 0 0
∂θYlm 0 0 0
∂ϕYlm 0 0 0



(TS0
lm)µν


0 0 0 0

0
(

1 − r2

L2

)−1
0 0

0 0 − 1
2 r2 0

0 0 0 − 1
2 r2 sin2 θ

Ylm

(TE1
lm)µν


0 0 0 0
0 0 ∂θYlm ∂ϕYlm

0 ∂θYlm 0 0
0 ∂ϕYlm 0 0



(TE2
lm)µν


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 W (Ylm) X(Ylm)
0 0 X(Ylm) − sin2 θ W (Ylm)


Table 2: Six traceless electric parity tensor harmonics. The matrices are in coordinates {u, r, θ, ϕ}.
The trace is with respect to the background metric ḡµν (2.4): h = ḡµνhµν . For more details refer
to appendix A.

AE2
m = 1

24rA(4)
m + 1

12

(
1 + r2

2L2

)
A(3)

m + 1
8r

(
1 − 2r2

L2

)
Äm + 1

8r2

(
1 − 8r2

3L2 − 2r4

L4

)
Ȧm

+ 1
8r3

(
1 − 3r2

L2

)
Am (2.24)

solve the transversality condition (2.7) and linearised Einstein equations (2.8) for arbitrary func-
tions Am(u). As before, Ȧm and Äm denote respectively the first and the second derivative of
the function Am(u) with respect to u and A

(k)
m denotes k-th derivative with respect to u. In the

L → ∞ limit, the solutions reduce to the electric parity Teukolsky solutions [43],

Auu
m = 0, (2.25)
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Aur
m = 0, (2.26)

AEu
m = 0, (2.27)

AS0
m = Äm

r3 + 3Ȧm

r4 + 3Am

r5 , (2.28)

AE1
m = −A

(3)
m

6r
− Äm

2r2 − Ȧm

r3 − Am

r4 , (2.29)

AE2
m = A

(4)
m

24 r + A
(3)
m

12 + Äm

8r
+ Ȧm

8r2 + Am

8r3 . (2.30)

3 Relation to Bonga-Bunster-Pérez waves

Bonga, Bunster, and Pérez [22] studied several aspects of gravitational radiation in de Sitter
spacetime in both the linear and the non-linear theory. Working in the null coordinate system as
used by Bondi and Sachs for asymptotically flat case, they introduced boundary conditions for
asymptotically de Sitter to allow for gravitational radiation.

In the Bondi-Sachs framework adapted to asymptotically de Sitter context, BBP also studied
explicit solutions to the linearised Einstein’s equation. They focused on solving the homogeneous
perturbation equations in a partial wave expansion. Since the background de Sitter spacetime is
spherically symmetric, they used techniques similar to Regge and Wheeler [48]4 (more precisely,
they used techniques from [49]) but did not impose the Regge-Wheeler gauge. In particular, they
also introduced the scalar, vector, and tensor harmonics to separate the angular part from the
radial part of the perturbations. In such a spherical harmonic decomposition, they constructed
magnetic and electric parity solutions with l = 2 tensor harmonics. We call these solutions the
BBP waves.

Let Ylm(xA) be the usual scalar spherical-harmonic functions. Following [49], let the even-
parity (also known as electric) vector harmonics be Y lm

A and odd-parity (also known as magnetic)
vector harmonics be X lm

A . They are related to the scalar harmonics through the covariant deriva-
tive operator compatible with the round metric γAB on the unit two-sphere (γABdxAdxB =
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2) as,

Y lm
A = DAYlm, X lm

A = −ϵA
BDBYlm. (3.1)

Similarly, the electric and magnetic tensor harmonics are,

Y lm
AB := D(AY lm

B) − 1
2γABDCY C

lm, X lm
AB := −ϵ(A

CDB)Y
lm

C , (3.2)

where for an arbitrary tensor TAB, T(AB) = 1
2(TAB + TBA), and ϵAB is the Levi-Civita tensor on

the unit two-sphere, ϵθϕ = sin θ.
4For a concise review of the Regge-Wheeler gauge fixing we refer the reader to [46, Chapter 12].
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In terms of these harmonics, the magnetic5 (odd) and electric (even) parity BBP waves take
the form,

h(B)
uu = 0, (3.3)

h(B)
ur = 0, (3.4)

h
(B)
uA = −

2∑
m=−2

[
1
2

(
b̈m − 1

L2 bm

)
r2

L2 +
(

b̈m − 1
L2 bm

)
+ 2

r
ḃm + 3

2r2 bm

]
X2m

A , (3.5)

h
(B)
AB =

2∑
m=−2

[
r

(
b̈m − 1

L2 bm

)
− 1

r
bm

]
X2m

AB, (3.6)

and

h(E)
uu =

2∑
m=−2

[
3
(

äm − 4
L2 am

)
r

L2 + 6
(

äm − 1
L2 am

) 1
r

+ 6
r2 ȧm + 3

r3 am

]
Y2m, (3.7)

h(E)
ur = 0, (3.8)

h
(E)
uA =

2∑
m=−2

[( 2
L2 am − 1

2 äm

)
r2

L2 +
( 4

L2 am − äm

)
+ 2

r
ȧm + 3

2r2 am

]
Y 2m

A , (3.9)

h
(E)
AB =

2∑
m=−2

[
r

(
äm − 4

L2 am

)
+ 1

r
am

]
Y 2m

AB , (3.10)

respectively. In these equations, am and bm are arbitrary functions of u for each integer m between
−2 to 2, and dots denote derivatives with respect to u. In the notation of tensor harmonics
introduced in section 2, the BBP magnetic parity solution (3.3)–(3.6) is

h(B)
µν =

2∑
m=−2

1
2

[
r

(
b̈m − 1

L2 bm

)
− 1

r
bm

]
(TB2

2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[
1
2

(
b̈m − 1

L2 bm

)
r2

L2 +
(

b̈m − 1
L2 bm

)
+ 2

r
ḃm + 3

2r2 bm

]
(TBu

2m)µν . (3.11)

In our conventions,

(TBu
lm)uA = −X lm

A , (TB2
lm)AB = 2X lm

AB. (3.12)

The BBP electric parity solution (3.7)–(3.10) is,

h(E)
µν =

2∑
m=−2

[
3
(

äm − 4
L2 am

)
r

L2 + 6
(

äm − 1
L2 am

) 1
r

+ 6
r2 ȧm + 3

r3 am

]
(Tuu

2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[( 2
L2 am − 1

2 äm

)
r2

L2 +
( 4

L2 am − äm

)
+ 2

r
ȧm + 3

2r2 am

]
(TEu

2m)µν

5We have corrected the typo of an overall minus sign in the h
(B)
uA term in [22].

12



+
2∑

m=−2

1
2

[
r

(
äm − 4

L2 am

)
+ 1

r
am

]
(TE2

2m)µν , (3.13)

where in our conventions,

(Tuu
2m)uu = Y lm (TEu

lm)uA = Y lm
A , (TE2

lm)AB = 2Y lm
AB. (3.14)

We now show that via an infinitesimal diffeomorphism,

h′
µν(x) = hµν(x) −

(
∇̄µξν + ∇̄νξµ

)
, (3.15)

we can relate the magnetic and electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves to BBP waves.
Observe that a general vector field ξµ(x) can be expanded in scalar and vector spherical

harmonics as follows [46, Chapter 12]

ξu(x) =
∞∑

l=0

l∑
m=−l

ξ
(u)
lm (u, r)Ylm(xA), (3.16)

ξr(x) =
∞∑

l=0

l∑
m=−l

ξ
(R)
lm (u, r)Ylm(xA), (3.17)

ξA(x) =
∞∑

l=1

l∑
m=−l

ξ
(E)
lm (u, r)Y lm

A (xB) +
∞∑

l=1

l∑
m=−l

ξ
(B)
lm (u, r)X lm

A (xB). (3.18)

The functions ξ
(u)
lm , ξ

(R)
lm , and ξ

(E)
lm generate electric parity terms whereas the function ξ

(B)
lm generates

magnetic parity terms. It is convenient to consider the magnetic and the electric parity solutions
separately. We consider these transformations on the de Sitter Teukolsky waves (2.10) and (2.18).

3.1 Magnetic parity

We first consider the magnetic parity gauge transformations (3.15) for l = 2. We have,

ξu(x) = 0, (3.19)

ξr(x) = 0, (3.20)

ξA(x) =
2∑

m=−2
ξ

(B)
2m (u, r)X lm

A (xB). (3.21)

We can now easily compute covariant derivatives needed to implement (3.15). In the basis of
tensor harmonics given in appendix A, we get

(
∇̄µξν + ∇̄νξµ

)
=

2∑
m=−2

[
ξ

(B)
2m (TB2

2m)µν − 1
r

(
r∂rξ

(B)
2m − 2ξ

(B)
2m

)
(TB1

2m)µν − ∂uξ
(B)
2m (TBu

2m)µν

]
. (3.22)
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From this equation, we see that the coefficients of various magnetic parity tensor harmonics
transform as

fB2
2m → fB2

2m − ξ
(B)
2m , (3.23)

fB1
2m → fB1

2m + 1
r

(
r∂rξ

(B)
2m − 2ξ

(B)
2m

)
, (3.24)

fBu
2m → fBu

2m + ∂uξ
(B)
2m . (3.25)

In particular, starting with the magnetic parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves (2.10) we can get
rid of the coefficient of (TB1

2m)µν by appropriately choosing ξ
(B)
2m (u, r). Note that the coefficient of

(TB1
2m)µν is zero in the BBP magnetic parity solution (5.60). Setting the coefficient of (TB1

2m)µν to
zero we have

1
r

(
r∂rξ

(B)
2m − 2ξ

(B)
2m

)
+ 4

r
B̈m + 12

r2

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Ḃm + 12

r3

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Bm = 0. (3.26)

This is a differential equation in the radial coordinate. Integration of this equation gives,

ξ
(B)
2m = 2B̈m(u) + 4

r

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Ḃm(u) + 3

r2

(
1 + 2r2

3L2

)
Bm(u) + r2Cm(u), (3.27)

where Cm(u) is an integration ‘constant’. The choice

Cm(u) = 3
L4 Bm(u) + 1

L2 B̈m(u), (3.28)

with the identification
Bm(u) = 1

2

∫ u

bm(u′)du′, (3.29)

maps the magnetic parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves to the magnetic parity BBP waves.

3.2 Electric parity

For the electric parity case, the discussion is almost identical, but a little more involved. For
the implementation of the general electric parity diffeomorphism (3.15), it is more convenient to
work with a set of tensor harmonics slightly different from the one used in writing the de Sitter
Teukolsky solution (2.18). We introduce,

(TRu
lm)µν =


0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm, (TL0
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm, (3.30)
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(TT0
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 sin2 θ

Ylm, (3.31)

For more details, we refer the reader to appendix A. The seven electric parity tensor harmonics
are,

Tuu, TRu, TEu, TL0, TT0, TE1, TE2. (3.32)

In this set, we have essentially replaced TS0 and Tur in favour of three tensor harmonics TRu,TL0,

and TT0. The tracefree combinations TS0 and Tur are related to TRu, TL0, TT0 as

(TS0
lm)µν =

(
1 − r2

L2

)−1

(TL0
lm)µν − 1

2r2(TT0
lm)µν , (3.33)

and

(Tur
lm)µν = (TRu

lm)µν + 2
(

1 − r2

L2

)−1

(TL0
lm)µν . (3.34)

The electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky solution (2.18) can now be written as

hµν =
2∑

m=−2

[
Auu

m (u, r)(Tuu
2m)µν + ARu

m (TRu
2m)µν + AL0

m (TL0
2m)µν + AEu

m (u, r)(TEu
2m)µν

+AT0
m (u, r)(TT0

2m)µν + AE1
m (u, r)(TE1

2m)µν + AE2
m (u, r)(TE2

2m)µν

]
, (3.35)

where via equations (3.33)–(3.34), we have,

ARu
m = Aur

m , (3.36)

AL0
m = 2

(
1 − r2

L2

)−1

Aur
m +

(
1 − r2

L2

)−1

AS0
m , (3.37)

AT0
m = −1

2r2AS0
m , (3.38)

The set of six functions for each m, Auu
m , AEu

m , Aur
m , AS0

m , AE1
m , AE2

m are given above (2.19)–(2.24).
Under the diffeomorphism (3.15) the choice

ξu(x) =
∞∑

l=0

l∑
m=−l

ξ
(u)
lm (u, r)Ylm(xA), (3.39)

ξr(x) =
∞∑

l=0

l∑
m=−l

ξ
(R)
lm (u, r)Ylm(xA), (3.40)

ξA(x) =
∞∑

l=1

l∑
m=−l

ξ
(E)
lm (u, r)Y lm

A (xB), (3.41)
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generates electric parity terms alone. Our aim is to exhibit that starting with the electric parity
de Sitter Teukolsky waves (3.35), we get BBP electric parity waves in the form (3.13). Restricting
ourselves to l = 2 harmonics, a calculation shows that under (3.15) the coefficients of various
electric parity tensor harmonics transform as

Auu
m → Auu

m − 2 r

L2 ξ
(R)
2m + 2 r3

L4 ξ
(R)
2m + 2 r

L2 ξ
(u)
2m − 2∂uξ

(u)
2m, (3.42)

ARu
m → ARu

m − 2 r

L2 ξ
(R)
2m − ∂rξ

(u)
2m − ∂uξ

(R)
2m , (3.43)

AL0
m → AL0

m − 2 ∂rξ
(R)
2m , (3.44)

AEu
m → AEu

m − ξ
(u)
2m − ∂uξ

(E)
2m , (3.45)

AT0
m → AT0

m + 6 ξ
(E)
2m + 2 r ξ

(u)
2m − 2r

(
1 − r2

L2

)
ξ

(R)
2m , (3.46)

AE1
m → AE1

m + 2
r

ξ
(E)
2m − ξ

(R)
2m − ∂rξ

(E)
2m , (3.47)

AE2
m → AE2

m − ξ
(E)
2m . (3.48)

In the BBP electric parity solution (3.13) there are no TRu, TL0, TT0, TE1 tensor harmonic
terms. Thus, we need to set the coefficients of these four tensor harmonics to zero after the general
diffeomorphism starting with the electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves. Setting the coefficient
of TL0 to zero, we get a differential equation that determines ξ

(R)
2m upto an integration ‘constant’

c1(u) as,

ξ
(R)
2m = c1 − 3Am

8r4 − 1
2r3

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Ȧm − Äm

4r2 . (3.49)

Next, upon setting the coefficient of TE1 to zero, we get another differential equation. This
equation determines ξ

(E)
2m upto an integration ‘constant’ c2(u) as,

ξ
(E)
2m = rc1 + r2c2 + Am

8r3 + 1
8r2

(
1 − 8r2

3L2

)
Ȧm + 1

12r

(
1 + 2r2

L2

)
Äm + 1

12A(3)
m r. (3.50)

Next, upon setting the coefficient of TRu to zero, we get yet another differential equation. This
equation determines ξ

(u)
2m upto an integration ‘constant’ c3(u) as,

ξ
(u)
2m = c3 − rċ1 − r2c1

L2 + 9
8L2r2 Am − 1

8r3

(
1 − 16r2

L2

)
Ȧm − Äm

4r2 − A
(3)
m

4r
. (3.51)

Finally, upon setting the coefficient of TT0 to zero, we get two algebraic relations involving different
powers of r. One of these relations determines c3 and the other determines c2. We have,

c3 = − 2c1, (3.52)

c2 = Ȧm

4L4 + 1
3 ċ1. (3.53)
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In the end, we are left with only one function c1 after setting the coefficients of TL0, TE1, TRu, TT0

tensor harmonics to zero. Choosing c1 as

c1 = −3Am

2L4 + Äm

8L2 , (3.54)

and identifying the combination −3Am
4L2 + Äm

12 as am, i.e.,

am = −3Am

4L2 + Äm

12 , (3.55)

the electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves gets mapped to electric parity BBP waves. Note
that in the presentation of the BBP electric parity waves only two derivatives of the functions am

appear whereas in the presentation of the electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves four-derivatives
of the functions Am appear. Identification (3.55) also explains this observation.

4 Relation to Loganayagam-Shetye waves

The positive cosmological constant has presented difficulties in thinking about the relation between
gravity and quantum mechanics. The standard holographic picture inspired by the AdS/CFT
correspondence that certain gravitational theories in the bulk of AdS are equivalent to certain non-
gravitational quantum theories at the timelike boundary, does not seem to work straightforwardly.
In asymptotically de Sitter spacetimes, the natural boundary is spacelike. There are many ideas on
de Sitter holography. For the purposes of the present paper, linearised gravitational perturbations
studied by Loganayagam and Shetye (LS) [44,45] are of interest. A few words on the motivation
behind their work are in order here.

The work of LS is motivated by the idea of “solipsistic” holography [50, 51] for static patch
observers. In this approach, one considers an observer probing de Sitter spacetime. The worldline
of such an observer is thought of as a timelike boundary on which one hopes to make precise
a holographic dictionary. Such an observer influences and is influenced by its surroundings. In
such a context, a gravitational observer can be thought of as an open quantum system constantly
interacting with the rest of the spacetime. In an attempt to make such ideas precise, LS consider
linearised gravitational waves in four-dimensional de Sitter spacetime building upon the earlier
works [26,52,53]. We are not concerned with the interpretation of their results or for that matter
with the general idea of “solipsistic” holography, but rather with the linearised gravitational
perturbations by themselves that they construct. They work in the same set of coordinates as
we work in, except that the ranges of the radial coordinate are different. It turns out that the
difference is only formal. The boundary conditions for the linearised perturbations they consider
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are purely outgoing at the de Sitter horizon. These boundary conditions are naturally adapted
to the set-ups we are interested in.

In their framework, de Sitter spacetime metric written in the outgoing Eddington-Finkelstein
coordinates takes the form,

ds2
dS = −

(
1 − r2

L2

)
du2 − 2dudr + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (4.1)

This form is the same as the Bondi form. The only difference is that Loganayagam and Shetye
(LS) focus on the r < L region whereas we are interested in the r > L region. See Fig. 2. However,
the continuation from r < L to r > L is immediate as they do not necessarily require smoothness
at the origin. They only demand outgoing boundary conditions at the de Sitter horizon.

Outside the sources, using the master-variable framework of [26,52,53], they map the metric
components for gravitational perturbations to two potentials ΦE(r, ω, l, m) and ΦB(r, ω, l, m),

ds2 = ds2
dS +

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

∫
dω

2π
e−i ω

L
u
[
Ψuudu2 + 2Ψurdudr + Ψrrdr2 + 2r2ΨsγAB dxAdxB

]
Ylm

+ 2
∞∑

l=0

l∑
m=−l

∫
dω

2π
e−i ω

L
u
( 1

L
du D+ + dr ∂r

)
ΦB (r⃗ × ∇⃗)AYlmdxA , (4.2)

where
D+ =

(
1 − r2

L2

)
L∂r + iω, (4.3)

and Ψ’s are written in terms of the electric potential ΦE(r, ω, l, m) in the following.
Note that in this notation ω is dimensionless. The differential operator (r⃗ ×∇⃗)A is a standard

notation used, e.g., in electrodynamics [54]. In terms of angular coordinates

(r⃗ × ∇⃗)A =
{

− 1
sin θ

∂ϕ, ∂θ

}
. (4.4)

The magnetic potential ΦB(r, ω, l, m) terms come together with the (r⃗ × ∇⃗)AYlm vector har-
monics in (4.2). The magnetic potential ΦB(r, ω, l, m) satisfies the following second order differ-
ential equation in r,

r2

L2

(
r2D+

(
r−2D+ΦB

)
+ ω2ΦB

)
−
(

1 − r2

L2

)
(l − 1)(l + 2)ΦB = 0. (4.5)

The terms that come together with the scalar spherical harmonics in equation (4.2) are written
in terms of the electric potential ΦE(r, ω, l, m),

Ψuu = D+ΦE − ω2 r

L
ΦE + l(l + 1)L

2r

(
1 − r2

L2

)
ΦE , (4.6)
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Ψur =
(

1 − r2

L2

)−1 {
−iω

r

L

(
D+ΦE + L

r
ΦE

)
+ Ψuu

}
, (4.7)

Ψrr = 2
(

1 − r2

L2

)−1

Ψur, (4.8)

Ψs = 1
2D+ΦE + l(l + 1)L

4r
ΦE , (4.9)

where ΦE satisfies the following second order differential equation in r,

r2

L2

(
D+ (D+ΦE) + ω2ΦE

)
−
(

1 − r2

L2

)
l(l + 1)ΦE = 0. (4.10)

Using (4.10) expressions for Ψrr and Ψur can be simplified,

Ψrr = L

r
∂r

(
r2∂rΦE

)
, (4.11)

Ψur = L

2r

(
1 − r2

L2

)
∂r

(
r2∂rΦE

)
. (4.12)

Linearised Einstein’s equations with outgoing boundary conditions are satisfied for equation
(4.2) provided,

ΦE(r, ω, l, m) = GE(r, ω, l) ẽlm(ω), (4.13)

ΦB(r, ω, l, m) = GB(r, ω, l) d̃lm(ω), (4.14)

where ẽlm(ω), d̃lm(ω) are arbitrary functions of ω and functions GE and GB are given as,

GE =
(

r

L

)l+1 (
1 + r

L

)−iω Γ
(

l+2−iω
2

)
Γ
(

l+1−iω
2

)
Γ (1 − iω) Γ

(
l + 1

2

) 2F1

(
l + 1 − iω

2 ,
l + 2 − iω

2 ; 1 − iω; 1 − r2

L2

)
,

(4.15)

GB =
(

r

L

)l+2 (
1 + r

L

)−iω Γ
(

l+1−iω
2

)
Γ
(

l+2−iω
2

)
Γ (1 − iω) Γ

(
l + 1

2

) 2F1

(
l + 1 − iω

2 ,
l + 2 − iω

2 ; 1 − iω; 1 − r2

L2

)
,

(4.16)
where 2F1(a, b; c; z) is the Gauss hypergeometric function. Functions ẽlm(ω), d̃lm(ω) are related
to the (time-dependent) multipole moments for the potentials ΦE and ΦB.

Note that the hypergeometric functions appearing in (4.15) and (4.16) are the same. More-
over, note that the arguments a, b, c in (4.15) for the hypergeometric function 2F1(a, b; c; z) are
such that

a − b = 1
2 . (4.17)

In such cases there exist “quadratic transformation formulas” [55]. Using formula 15.3.32 (page
561) of [55] we have,

2F1 (a, 1 − a; c; z) = (1 − z)c−1(1 − 2z)a−c
2F1

(
1
2c − 1

2a, 1
2c − 1

2a + 1
2 ; c; 4z2 − 4z

(1 − 2z)2

)
. (4.18)
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With the identification

a = −l, c = 1 − iω, z = r − L

2r
, (4.19)

the arguments for 2F1 function on the right hand side of identity (4.18) match with the arguments
for 2F1 function appearing in (4.15) and (4.16). The key point to note is that via identity
(4.18), the first argument of 2F1 function on the left hand side is a negative integer. As a result,
the hypergeometric series for 2F1 function on the left hand side of identity (4.18) reduces to a
polynomial of degree l.

Since we are only interested in the quadrupolar perturbations, we set l = 2 in the above
expressions. Upon using the “duplication formula” for the Gamma function Γ(z) [55, eq. 6.1.18,
page 256]

Γ(2z) = (2π)− 1
2 22z− 1

2 Γ(z)Γ
(

z + 1
2

)
, (4.20)

with z = 3
2 − i

2ω, functions GE and GB simplify to

GE(r, ω, 2) = −1
3(1 + ω2) − iωL

r
+ L2

r2 , (4.21)

GB(r, ω, 2) = r

L

(
−1

3(1 + ω2) − iωL

r
+ L2

r2

)
. (4.22)

It is quite remarkable that these functions reduce to polynomials in r. Next, we define the
functions dlm(u) and elm(u) as the Fourier transforms of d̃lm(ω) and ẽlm(ω), respectively,

dlm(u) =
∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−i ω

L
uL d̃lm(ω), elm(u) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−i ω

L
uL3 ẽlm(ω). (4.23)

The functions {d̃lm(ω), ẽlm(ω)} and {dlm(u), elm(u)} do not have the same dimensions. Differ-
ent powers of L are inserted in going from {d̃lm(ω), ẽlm(ω)} to {dlm(u), elm(u)} so that we can
straightforwardly take the L → ∞ limit in the final solutions. To further simplify the notation,
dlm(u) and elm(u) functions with l = 2, namely d2m(u) and e2m(u), are simply denoted as dm(u)
and em(u).

With these simplifications, the l = 2 magnetic parity solution obtained from (4.2) can be
written as,

h(B)
µν =

2∑
m=−2

[
1
r2

(
1 − 2r2

3L2 − r4

3L4

)
dm + 1

r

(
1 − r2

3L2

)
ḋm + 2

3

(
1 + r2

2L2

)
d̈m + r d

(3)
m

3

]
(TBu

2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[
1
r2

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
dm − d̈m

3

]
(TB1

2m)µν , (4.24)

where we have used the magnetic parity tensor harmonics introduced in section 2. As before, the
first and the second u derivatives of the functions dm(u) are denoted as ḋm and d̈m and the higher
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derivatives are denoted with superscripts, e.g., d
(3)
m . The l = 2 electric parity solution obtained

from (4.2) can similarly be written as,

h(E)
µν =

2∑
m=−2

 1
r3

(
1 − r2

L2

)2

em + 1
r2

(
1 − 5r2

3L2

)
ėm + 1

r

(
1 − 4r2

3L2

)
ëm + 2

3e(3)
m + 1

3re(4)
m

 (Tuu
2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[
1
r

(
1 + r2

L2

)
em +

(
1 + 4r2

3L2

)
ėm − 1

3r2e(3)
m

]
(TT0

2m)µν +
2∑

m=−2

2em

r3 (TL0
2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[
1
r3

(
1 − r2

L2

)
em

]
(TRu

2m)µν . (4.25)

Both the electric and magnetic parity solutions are written in a gauge similar to the Regge-
Wheeler gauge, where the terms involving the (TE2

2m)µν and (TB2
2m)µν tensor harmonics do not

appear. To compare with de Sitter Teukolsky waves from sections 2.1 and 2.2, we need to perform
a gauge transformation as before.

Magnetic Parity. Starting with the magnetic parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves (2.10) we can
get rid of the coefficient of (TB2

2m)µν by appropriately choosing ξ
(B)
2m (u, r) via (3.23),

ξ
(B)
2m = 3

r2

(
1 + 2r2

3L2 + r4

L4

)
Bm + 3

r

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Ḃm + 2

(
1 + r2

2L2

)
B̈m + rB(3)

m . (4.26)

Furthermore, identifying,
Bm(u) = 1

3

∫ u

dm(u′)du′, (4.27)

we get the magnetic parity solution in the form of equation (4.24).

Electric parity. Once again, for the electric parity case, the discussion is almost identical, but
a little more involved. Starting with the electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves (2.18) we can
get rid of the coefficient of (TE2

2m)µν by appropriately choosing ξ
(E)
2m (u, r) via equation (3.48),

ξ
(E)
2m = 1

8r3

(
1 − 3r2

L2

)
Am + 1

8r2

(
1 − 8r2

3L2 − 2r4

L4

)
Ȧm + 1

8r

(
1 − 2r2

L2

)
Äm

+ 1
12

(
1 + r2

2L2

)
A(3)

m + 1
24rA(4)

m . (4.28)

Next, we can get rid of the coefficient of (TE1
2m)µν by appropriately choosing ξ

(R)
2m (u, r) via equation

(3.47),

ξ
(R)
2m = − 3

8r4

(
1 + 3r2

L2

)
Am − 1

2r3

(
1 − r2

L2

)
Ȧm − 1

8r2

(
1 + 10r2

3L2

)
Äm + 1

24A(4)
m . (4.29)
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Then, we can get rid of the coefficient of (TEu
2m)µν by appropriately choosing ξ

(u)
2m(u, r) via equa-

tion (3.45),

ξ
(u)
2m = − 1

8r3

(
1 − 7r2

L2

)
Ȧm − 1

8r2

(
1 − 20r2

3L2 − 10r4

3L4

)
Äm − 1

8r

(
1 − 10r2

3L2

)
A(3)

m

− 1
12

(
1 + r2

2L2

)
A(4)

m − 1
24rA(5)

m . (4.30)

Finally, identification of the combination −1
4

(
9

L2 Am − Äm

)
as em, i.e.,

em = −1
4

( 9
L2 Am − Äm

)
, (4.31)

maps the electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves to electric parity waves in the form (4.25).

5 Relation to Compère-Hoque-Kutluk waves

Expanding on the work of Ashtekar, Bonga, and Kesavan (ABK) [13–16], Compère, Hoque, and
Kutluk (CHK) [25] obtained expressions for the metric perturbations in Bondi gauge around de
Sitter spacetime generated by localised sources. They also made more precise the meaning of
quadrupolar truncation in the multipolar expansion. The aim of this section is to show that in
the purely quadrupolar truncation, the CHK solutions are equivalent to the de Sitter Teukolsky
solutions of section 2.

To explain CHK solutions in Bondi gauge, we need to first consider linearised gravity in the
future Poincaré patch. We need to introduce a significant notation before we can write the CHK
solutions. In Poincaré patch, the background de Sitter metric is

ds2 = a(η)2(−dη2 + dxidxi), (5.1)

where
a(η) = − 1

Hη
, (5.2)

with H = 1
L =

√
Λ
3 . The coordinates xi are in the range (−∞, ∞) and the coordinate η is in the

range (−∞, 0), with η = 0 at the future infinity and η → −∞ at the cosmological horizon (the
boundary of the Poincaré patch).

In refs. [13–16], ABK considered solving inhomogeneous equations in the Poincaré patch. In
order to discuss the solutions, we need to briefly discuss definitions and some properties of the
moments of the source stress tensor. The following definitions for source moments turn out to be
convenient to work with [15,17,25]. We introduce moments of the energy density,

Q(ρ)(η) =
∫

d3x a(η)T00, (5.3)
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Q
(ρ)
i (η) =

∫
d3x a2(η)T00xi, (5.4)

Q
(ρ)
ij (η) =

∫
d3x a3(η)T00xixj , (5.5)

of the momentum density,

Pi(η) =
∫

d3x a(η)T0i, (5.6)

Pi|j(η) =
∫

d3x a2(η)T0ixj (5.7)

Pi|jk(η) =
∫

d3x a3(η)T0ixjxk, (5.8)

of the spatial part of the stress tensor,

Sij(η) =
∫

d3x a(η)Tij , (5.9)

Sij|k(η) =
∫

d3x a2(η)Tijxk, (5.10)

and of the spatial trace of the stress tensor,

Q(p)(η) =
∫

d3x a(η)δklTkl, (5.11)

Q
(p)
i (η) =

∫
d3x a2(η)δklTklxi, (5.12)

Q
(p)
ij (η) =

∫
d3x a3(η)δklTklxixj . (5.13)

In these equations, T00(η, xi) and T0i(η, xi) are the ηη and the ηi components the stress tensor
respectively. Raising and lowering of i, j indices are done with the three-dimensional flat cartesian
metric δij . We define angular momentum Ji as the odd parity dipole moment of the momentum
density

Ji = ϵijkPj|k. (5.14)

We define symmetric and trace-free odd parity quadrupole moments Jij and Kij as

Jij = 4
3Pk|l(iϵj)kl, Kij = 4

3ϵkl(iSj)k|l. (5.15)

The conservation of the source stress tensor relate these moments. For non-zero cosmological
constant Λ, coordinates {η, xi} give rise to a good differential structure, but in order to consider
Λ → 0 limit, we need to switch to another differential structure. A convenient choice is proper
time t and xi. At fixed xi,

dt2 = a(η)2dη2 =⇒ η = − 1
H

e−Ht. (5.16)

It follows that ∂η = eHt∂t. The resulting equations from the conservation of the stress tensor
relating various moments introduced above in the {t, xi} coordinates are carefully explained in
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refs. [15, 17, 25]; we do not repeat them here. Instead, equations relating various moments in the
{u, xi} coordinates are most useful to us.

The coordinate transformation from Poincaré patch coordinates {η, xi} to Bondi coordinates
{u, r, θ, ϕ} is

u = − 1
H

ln
(

H(ρ − η)
)

, r = − ρ

Hη
, (5.17)

where ρ := √
xixi. Linearised fields are generated by sources at the retarded time tret. The

retarded time is related to the Poincaré patch coordinates as, ηret := η − ρ = − 1
H e−Htret . It

then follows that ∂tret = ∂u. As a result, in terms of the u derivatives the equations relating
various moments of the stress tensor take the same form as they take in terms of the t derivatives.
Therefore, we have [25],

∂uQ(ρ) = −HQ(p), Q(p) = δijSij , (5.18)

∂uPi = −HPi, ∂uQ
(ρ)
i = −Pi + HQ

(ρ)
i − HQ

(p)
i , (5.19)

∂uJi = ϵijk∂uPj|k = 0, ∂uPi|j = −Sij , (5.20)

Sij|j = −1
2Sjj|i = −1

2Q
(p)
i , ∂uPi|jk = HPi|jk − Sij|k − Sik|j , (5.21)

2P(i|j) = −∂uQ
(ρ)
ij + 2HQ

(ρ)
ij − HQ

(p)
ij , Sij = 1

2∂u(∂uQ
(ρ)
ij − 2HQ

(ρ)
ij + HQ

(p)
ij ). (5.22)

We are now in a position to write the CHK solution in Bondi gauge. Following CHK, we
write the background plus the linear perturbation on it: gµν = ḡµν + Hµν . Components gAB are,

gAB = ḡAB + HAB = r2qAB + rCAB + 1
r

EAB + O
( 1

r2

)
, (5.23)

where qAB, CAB and EAB tensors are

qAB = q̊AB + ei
⟨Aej

B⟩

(
∂uζij + 2H2∂uQ

(ρ+p)
ij + 2H2ϵiklnk(Kjl + H

∫ u

du′Kjl(u′))
)

, (5.24)

CAB = ei
⟨Aej

B⟩

(
3ζij + 2(∂2

u − H2)Q(ρ+p)
ij + 2ϵiklnk(∂u + H)Klj

)
, (5.25)

EAB = 2ei
⟨Aej

B⟩

(
Q

(ρ+p)
ij + ϵiklnkJlj

)
, (5.26)

and where q̊AB is the round metric on the unit two-sphere and ni is the unit vector in the radial
direction ni = {sin θ cos ϕ, sin θ sin ϕ, cos θ} . The angular bracket expression ei

⟨Aej
B⟩ stands for,

ei
⟨Aej

B⟩ = 1
2
(
ei

Aej
B + ei

Bej
A − q̊AB(δij − ninj)

)
, (5.27)

where ei
A = ∂Ani. Moreover, ζij is related to Q

(ρ+p)
ij via the relation

∂2
uζij − 3H2ζij = −2H4Q

(ρ+p)
ij , (5.28)
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where Q
(ρ+p)
ij are moments of the combination T00 + δijTij , cf. (5.5)–(5.13).

The component guu = ḡuu + Huu reads

guu = −1 + H2r2 + (δij − 3ninj)∂u(ζij + 2H2Q
(ρ+p)
ij ) + 2M

r
+ 2N

r2 +
(3ninj − δij)Q(ρ+p)

ij

r3 ,

(5.29)

where

M = Q(ρ) − 2Q(p) − 3ni(Pi − HQ
(ρ)
i − H2Pi|kk) + 3ninj(2Sij − HPi|j)

+ (δij − 3ninj)(3HPi|j − 3H2Q
(ρ)
ij + 3H2Q

(p)
ij + H∂uQ

(p)
ij − ∂2

uQ
(p)
ij ), (5.30)

N = ni(Q(ρ)
i + HPi|kk) − (δij − 3ninj)∂uQ

(ρ+p)
ij . (5.31)

Finally, HuA components are given as

HuA = − ei
Anj(H−2∂2

uζij + 2∂2
uQ

(ρ+p)
ij + 2ϵiklnk(∂u + H)Kjl)

+ 2ei
ANi

r
+

3ei
Anj(Q(ρ+p)

ij + ϵiklnkJlj)
r2 , (5.32)

where,

Ni = Q
(ρ)
i + HPi|kk + nj(ϵijkJk + 2∂uQ

(ρ+p)
ij ) − 2ϵijknjnl(Kkl − HJkl). (5.33)

Compared to equations (3.45)–(3.53) of [25], we have set ξ̊u and ξ̊A terms to zero. These terms
represent the Λ-BMS asymptotic symmetries, which obey the equations,

∂uξ̊u − 1
2D̊Aξ̊A = 0, ∂uξ̊A + H2q̊AB∂B ξ̊u = 0. (5.34)

It is consistent to set ξ̊u and ξ̊A to zero. Solutions with zero ξ̊u and ξ̊A versus non-zero ξ̊u and
ξ̊A are related by Λ-BMS asymptotic symmetries.

Except for the expression for the mass aspect function M(u, xA), all other terms cleanly
separate into monopole, dipole, and quadrupole terms. We can achieve the same for the mass
aspect function M(u, xA), using identities (5.18)–(5.22). We can write,

M = Q(ρ) − HδijPi|j − 3ni(Pi − HQ
(ρ)
i − H2Pi|kk) + (3ninj − δij)(∂2

uQ
(ρ+p)
ij − H2Q

(ρ+p)
ij ). (5.35)

The solution is very cumbersome. Let us separately analyse the monopole, dipole and
quadrupole terms.
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5.1 Monopole and dipole truncations

The monopole truncation Hµν

∣∣
l=0 of the CHK solution is simply,

Huu

∣∣
l=0 = 2

r

(
Q(ρ) − HδijPi|j

)
, (5.36)

with all other components of Hµν

∣∣
l=0 zero. The mass aspect is independent of u, i.e.,

∂u

(
Q(ρ) − HδijPi|j

)
= 0, (5.37)

which follows from identities (5.18) and (5.20). This truncation of Hµν satisfies linearised Ein-
stein’s equation.

The magnetic parity dipole truncation H
(B)
µν

∣∣
l=1 of the CHK solution is,

H
(B)
uA

∣∣
l=1 = 2ei

Anjϵijk

r
Jk, (5.38)

where Ji = ϵijkPj|k, cf. (5.14), and all other components of H
(B)
µν

∣∣
l=1 are zero. In terms of the

magnetic parity tensor harmonics, the perturbation is,

H(B)
µν

∣∣
l=1 =

1∑
m=−1

2jm

r

(
TBu

1m

)
µν

, (5.39)

with the identification

j1 =
√

2π

3 (J1 − iJ2), j−1 = −
√

2π

3 (J1 + iJ2), j0 = −2
√

π

3 J3. (5.40)

From equation (5.20) we note that ∂uJi = 0. This perturbation satisfies linearised Einstein’s
equation.

The electric parity dipole truncation H
(E)
µν

∣∣
l=1 of the CHK solution has H

(E)
uu

∣∣
l=1 and H

(E)
uA

∣∣
l=1

components non-zero,

H(E)
uu

∣∣
l=1 = −6

r
(Pi − HQ

(ρ)
i − H2Pi|kk)ni + 2

r2 (Q(ρ)
i + HPi|kk)ni, (5.41)

H
(E)
uA

∣∣
l=1 = 2ei

A

r
(Q(ρ)

i + HPi|kk), (5.42)

and all other components of H
(E)
µν

∣∣
l=1 are zero. This perturbation can be written more simply by

introducing
vi = Q

(ρ)
i + HPi|kk. (5.43)

We note from identities (5.19) and (5.21) that,

∂uvi = ∂uQ
(ρ)
i + H∂uPi|kk (5.44)
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= −Pi + HQ
(ρ)
i − HQ

(p)
i + H2Pi|kk − HSik|k − HSik|k (5.45)

= −Pi + HQ
(ρ)
i + H2Pi|kk. (5.46)

Using this identity in equation (5.41), we see that the perturbation simplifies as,

H(E)
uu

∣∣
l=1 = 6

r
(∂uvi)ni + 2

r2 vin
i, (5.47)

H
(E)
uA

∣∣
l=1 = 2ei

A

r
vi, (5.48)

In terms of the electric parity tensor harmonics, it takes the form,

H(E)
µν

∣∣
l=1 =

1∑
m=−1

(
2km

r2 + 6k̇m

r

)
(Tuu

1m)µν +
1∑

m=−1

2km

r

(
TEu

1m

)
µν

, (5.49)

where

k1 = −
√

2π

3 (v1 − iv2), k−1 =
√

2π

3 (v1 + iv2), k0 = 2
√

π

3 v3. (5.50)

This perturbation satisfies linearised Einstein’s equations provided −km + L2k̈m = 0. Via (5.50),
this relation is equivalent to −vi + L2v̈i = 0, which follows from (5.18), (5.19) and (5.21).

5.2 Magnetic parity quadrupole truncation

Having identified the monopole and the dipole parts, in this section we analyse the purely
quadrupolar truncation of the CHK solution. The aim is to illustrate that starting from the
de Sitter Teukolsky waves we can get the CHK wave solutions. Let us start with the magnetic
parity waves.

The magnetic parity CHK quadrupole solution H
(B)
µν

∣∣
l=2is,

H(B)
uu

∣∣
l=2 = 0, (5.51)

H
(B)
uA

∣∣
l=2 = ei

Anjnkϵikl

(
−2(∂u + H)Kjl − 4

r
(Kjl − HJjl) + 3

r2 Jlj

)
, (5.52)

H
(B)
AB

∣∣
l=2 = ei

⟨Aej
B⟩nkϵikl

(
2r2H2

(
Kjl + H

∫ u

du′Kjl(u′)
)

+ 2r(∂u + H)Klj + 2
r

Jlj

)
, (5.53)

where Jij and Kij are the symmetric and trace-free magnetic parity quadrupole moments intro-
duced in (5.15). They are related as

(∂u − H)Jij = −Kij . (5.54)

Substituting for Kij we get a form of the magnetic parity CHK quadrupole solution written only
in terms of Jij(u).
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In order to write this perturbation in terms of the magnetic parity tensor harmonics, we start
by considering the combinations ei

AnjϵiklnkJlj and ei
⟨Aej

B⟩ϵiklnkJlj . A calculation shows that,

2ei
AnjϵiklnkJlj =

2∑
m=−2

pm(TBu
2m)uA, (5.55)

2ei
⟨Aej

B⟩ϵiklnkJlj = −1
2

2∑
m=−2

pm(TB2
2m)AB, (5.56)

where coefficients pm are identified as,

p2 = (p−2)∗ =
√

2π

30 (J22 − J11 + 2iJ12) , (5.57)

p1 = −(p−1)∗ = 2
√

2π

15 (J13 − iJ23) , (5.58)

p0 = 2
√

π

5 (J11 + J22) . (5.59)

In terms of the magnetic parity tensor harmonics, the perturbation is therefore,

H(B)
µν

∣∣
l=2 =

2∑
m=−2

1
2

[
− r2

L4

∫ u

pm(u′)du′ − 1
r

(
1 + r2

L2

)
pm + r2

L2 ṗm + rp̈m

]
(TB2

2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[
3

2r2

(
1 − 2r2

3L2

)
pm + 2

r
ṗm + p̈m

]
(TBu

2m)µν , (5.60)

which satisfies linearised Einstein’s equations.
To get to the form of CHK solution (5.60) from dS Teukolsky solutions (2.10), we need to

do a gauge transformation (3.15). Specifically, via the gauge transformation we need to set the
coefficient of (TB1

2m) tensor harmonics to zero. Via (3.24) we have

1
r

(
r∂rξ

(B)
2m − 2ξ

(B)
2m

)
+ 4

r
B̈m + 12

r2

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Ḃm + 12

r3

(
1 + r2

3L2

)
Bm = 0. (5.61)

Integration of this equation gives,

ξ
(B)
2m = 2B̈m(u) + 4

r

(
1 + r2

L2

)
Ḃm(u) + 3

r2

(
1 + 2r2

3L2

)
Bm(u) + r2cm(u), (5.62)

where cm(u) is an integration ‘constant’. The choice

cm(u) = 4Bm

L4 , (5.63)

with the identification
Bm(u) = 1

2

∫ u

pm(u′)du′, (5.64)

maps de Sitter Teukolsky waves (2.10) to CHK solution (5.60).
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5.3 Electric parity quadrupole truncation

The electric parity case is similar but more involved. The electric parity CHK quadrupolar
solution is,

H(E)
uu

∣∣
l=2 = (δij − 3ninj)∂u(ζij + 2H2Q

(ρ+p)
ij ) + 2M

r
+ 2N

r2 −
(δij − 3ninj)Q(ρ+p)

ij

r3 , (5.65)

H
(E)
uA

∣∣
l=2 = ei

Anj

−(H−2∂2
uζij + 2∂2

uQ
(ρ+p)
ij ) +

4∂uQ
(ρ+p)
ij

r
+

3Q
(ρ+p)
ij

r2

 , (5.66)

H
(E)
AB

∣∣
l=2 = ei

⟨Aej
B⟩

(
r2
(
∂uζij + 2H2∂uQ

(ρ+p)
ij

)
+ r

(
3ζij + 2(∂2

u − H2)Q(ρ+p)
ij

)
+ 2

r
Q

(ρ+p)
ij

)
,

(5.67)

where

N = −(δij − 3ninj)∂uQ
(ρ+p)
ij , (5.68)

M = −(δij − 3ninj)(∂2
uQ

(ρ+p)
ij − H2Q

(ρ+p)
ij ). (5.69)

In order to write the electric parity CHK perturbation in terms of the electric parity tensor
harmonics, let us consider the three combinations of angular coordinates (δij−3ninj), ei

Anj , ei
⟨Aej

B⟩

that appear in (5.65)–(5.67). These three combinations can be written in terms of electric parity
tensor harmonics. For an arbitrary symmetric cartesian tensor χij we have,

(δij − 3ninj)χij =
2∑

m=−2
qm(Tuu

2m)uu, (5.70)

ei
Anjχij = −1

6

2∑
m=−2

qm(TEu
2m)uA, (5.71)

ei
⟨Aej

B⟩χij = − 1
12

2∑
m=−2

qm(TE2
2m)AB, (5.72)

where the coefficients qm are identified as

q2 = (q−2)∗ =
√

6π

5 (χ22 − χ11 + 2iχ12) , (5.73)

q1 = (q−1)∗ = 2
√

6π

15 (χ13 − iχ23) , (5.74)

q0 = 2
√

π

5 (χ11 + χ22 − 2χ33) . (5.75)

As the next step, we consider replacing Q
(ρ+p)
ij in favour of ζij via (5.28). Then, the solution

(5.65)–(5.67) is written only in terms of ζij(u) alone. We identify

χij = −L4ζij = −H−4ζij . (5.76)
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Then, the CHK form of the perturbation is,

H(E)
µν

∣∣
l=2 =

2∑
m=−2

[
3

2L2r3

(
1 − 2r2

L2

)
qm + 3

L2r2

(
1 − 4r2

3L2

)
q̇m − 1

2r3

(
1 − 8r2

L2

)
q̈m

− 1
r2

(
1 − r2

L2

)
q(3)

m − q
(4)
m

r

]
(Tuu

2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[
3qm

4L2r2 + q̇m

L2r
− 1

4r2

(
1 + 8r2

3L2

)
q̈m − q

(3)
m

3r
+ 1

6q(4)
m

]
(TEu

2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[
qm

4L2r
+ r2q̇m

3L4 − 1
12r

(
1 − 4r2

L2

)
q̈m − r2q

(3)
m

12L2 − 1
12rq(4)

m

]
(TE2

2m)µν , (5.77)

which satisfies linearised Einstein’s equations. The use of the appropriate powers of L in equation
(5.76) allows us to take the L → ∞ limit straightforwardly in (5.77).

We can get the solution (5.77) by applying a diffeomorphism (3.15) on the electric parity
de Sitter Teukolsky wave. It turns out that this calculation is rather straightforward given our
presentation above. We note that the CHK electric parity solution (5.77) has the same set of
tensor harmonics as the BBP electric parity solution (3.13). As a result, we can simply follow the
computation of section 3.2 up to equation (3.53) without any change.

As in section 3.2, in the end, we are left with only one function c1 after setting the coefficients
of TRu, TL0, TT0, TE1 tensor harmonics to zero. Choosing c1 as

c1 = 1
8L4

(
2L2q̈m − 8qm + L2Äm − 12Am

)
, (5.78)

and identifying the combination −
(
9Am − L2Äm

)
as 6qm − 2L2q̈m, i.e.,

6qm − 2L2q̈m = −
(
9Am − L2Äm

)
, (5.79)

maps the electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves to electric parity CHK waves.

6 Energy flux for de Sitter Teukolsky waves

In this section, we compute the energy flux across future timelike infinity for linearised de Sitter
Teukolsky waves. An expression for the energy flux for linearised perturbation is given as (see
eq. (30) of [39] and eq. (4.10) of [15]),

E = L

16πG

∫
I+

d3x
√

q(0)E(0)
ab (L2∂uh

(0)
cd )q(0)acq(0)bd, (6.1)

where q
(0)
ab is the metric on I+ induced from the de Sitter background. In coordinates {u, r, θ, ϕ},

the background de Sitter spacetime metric has the form (2.1). The induced metric q
(0)
ab is therefore

q
(0)
ab dxadxb := lim

r→∞
(r−2ds2)

∣∣∣∣
r=const

= 1
L2 du2 + dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2. (6.2)
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In equation (6.1), h
(0)
ab is

h
(0)
ab := lim

r→∞
(r−2hab)

∣∣∣∣
r=const

, with a, b ∈ {u, θ, ϕ}, (6.3)

where hµν is the linearised perturbation. E(0)
ab is the rescaled electric part of the linearised Weyl

tensor at the boundary,
E(0)

ab := lim
r→∞

rCaρbσnρnσ, (6.4)

where nµ is6

nµ =
{

1, − 1
L2 , 0, 0

}
. (6.5)

We can easily compute various pieces required to evaluate equation (6.1) for the magnetic
and electric parity de Sitter Teukolsky waves. A calculation shows that for the magnetic parity
de Sitter Teukolsky waves,

E(0)
ab dxadxb =

2∑
m=−2

[ 2
L4 ∂2

u

(
4Bm − L2B̈m

)
X2m

A dudxA + 1
L2 ∂3

u

(
4Bm − L2B̈m

)
X2m

ABdxAdxB
]

.(6.6)

The non-vanishing h
(0)
ab components are h

(0)
uA and h

(0)
AB. From (2.10), we have

h
(0)
uA := lim

r→∞
(r−2huA) = 4

L4

2∑
m=−2

ḂmX2m
A , (6.7)

h
(0)
AB := lim

r→∞
(r−2hAB) = 2

L2

2∑
m=−2

(
B̈m + 3

L2 Bm

)
X2m

AB. (6.8)

Upon substituting (6.6)–(6.8) in (6.1), we obtain the energy flux to be,

E(B) = 3
2πG

2∑
m=−2

∫ ∞

−∞
du

[
(B(4)

m )2 + 5
L2 (B(3)

m )2 + 4
L4 (B̈m)2

]
. (6.9)

In the intermediate steps, we have dropped certain total derivative terms, and have used various
properties of the vector and tensor spherical harmonics. We note that our result (6.9) matches
with that of BBP [22] with the identification Ḃm = 1

2bm, cf. (3.29). The fact that our energy flux
expression matches with that of BBP is no surprise (but still non-trivial). This is because the
Stewart–Walker lemma ensures that the linearised Weyl tensor is gauge-invariant. We already
established in section 3 that de Sitter Teukolsky waves are related to BBP waves via a gauge
transformation.

6There is a minor typo in the expression of nµ in appendix A of [22]. Throughout this section we only work with
{u, r, θ, ϕ} coordinates. For the convenience of the reader, we simply translate relevant formulae from [15,22,39,56]
into the coordinate-based language without introducing the conformally compactified spacetime.
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A similar but somewhat lengthy calculation gives the energy flux for the electric parity Teukol-
sky waves,

E(E) = 3
2πG

2∑
m=−2

∫ ∞

−∞
du

(A
(5)
m

24 − 3
8L2 A(3)

m

)2

+ 5
L2

(
A

(4)
m

24 − 3
8L2 Äm

)2

+ 4
L4

(
A

(3)
m

24 − 3
8L2 Ȧm

)2 .(6.10)

Once again, this result matches with that of [22] with the identification am = −3Am
4L2 + Äm

12 ,
cf. (3.55). For both the electric and magnetic parity waves, the energy flux across future timelike
infinity I+ is manifestly positive. Note that the energy flux is positive for any infinitesimal portion
of future timelike infinity.

7 Conclusions

In this paper, we presented a detailed study of linearised quadrupole gravitational waves in de
Sitter spacetime. There were already several results in the literature, but the interrelations
between them were not clear. An important aim of our paper was to bring together various
results and establish interrelations between them. In doing so, we found it most coherent to
discuss de Sitter Teukolsky waves and relate these solutions to other results. de Sitter Teukolsky
waves are linearised quadrupole gravitational waves (solutions to homogeneous linearised Einstein
equations) in the transverse-traceless gauge in de Sitter spacetime. We presented these solutions
in section 2. A key feature of our presentation is that in the cosmological constant going to zero
limit, our solutions reduce to Teukolsky solutions in flat spacetime [43]. In order to find these
solutions, we do not need to resort to other formalisms. As in Teukolsky’s work [43], using the
tensor harmonic decomposition and making appropriate ansatz for the functions appearing as
coefficients of various tensor harmonics, we could solve linearised Einstein equations.

In later sections, we exhibited gauge transformations starting from de Sitter Teukolsky so-
lutions that related our solutions to other de Sitter gravitational wave solutions reported in the
literature. Specifically, in section 3, we showed that our linearised solutions are equivalent to the
recently reported Bonga, Bunster, and Pérez [22] linearised solutions in Bondi gauge. In section
4, we showed that our linearised solutions are also equivalent to quadrupolar gravitational per-
turbations constructed by Loganayagam and Sheyte [44, 45]. In section 5, we explored in detail
the relation of our solutions to the recent paper of Compère, Hoque, and Kutluk (CHK) [25].
Expanding on the work of Ashtekar, Bonga, and Kesavan (ABK) [13–16], CHK obtained expres-
sions for the metric perturbations around de Sitter generated by localised sources. They also
made more precise the meaning of the quadrupolar truncation in the multipolar expansion. In
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section 5, we showed that our linearised solutions are equivalent to their solutions. The fact that
our quadrupolar solutions precisely match with CHK solutions, is a highly non-trivial consistency
check not only on our calculations and but also on the arguments made in [25] for a consistent
quadrupolar truncation. These results are small steps towards a complete theory of “post-de Sit-
ter” multipolar expansion. Finally, in section 6, we computed energy flux for de Sitter Teukolsky
waves.

The results presented in the current paper offer several opportunities for future research. An
important feature of our quadrupolar solutions in section 2 is that each metric function in the
{u, r, θ, ϕ} coordinates has only a finite number of terms when expanded in powers of r. Given
our discussion in section 4, it is clear that this feature continues to be true at higher multipolar
order. It will be a useful exercise to explicitly write de Sitter Teukolsky solutions for general l,
such that on one hand they have a limit to Rinne solutions [57] in the cosmological constant going
to zero limit and on the other hand they are related to gravitational perturbations of section 4
via a linearised diffeomorphism.

Our results also suggest that as far as linearised solutions are concerned, Bonga-Bunster-Pérez
[22,37,38] boundary conditions and Compère-Fiorucci-Ruzziconi [35,36] boundary conditions are
equally good to work with. We wonder whether a study of non-linear solutions can shine additional
light on the issue of which boundary conditions are more physical to work with. In related
studies, Fernández-Álvarez and Senovilla [58–61] have focused on how to identify the presence of
gravitational radiation in de Sitter spacetime using geometric tools only. Their criterion is based
on the super-Poynting vector at future timelike infinity. We wonder if such ideas can help in
clarifying the issue of the boundary conditions. In the same vein, it is timely to explore how the
asymptotic symmetries of refs. [35, 36] are to be understood in the framework of refs. [22, 37, 38]
and vice-versa. We hope to contribute to this discussion in our future work.
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A Zerilli tensor harmonics

Out of the ten Zerilli tensor harmonics, three are magnetic parity and seven are electric parity. In
this paper, the normalisation of these tensor harmonics does not play an important role. We use
them to capture the angular dependence in a convenient manner. Rinne [57] in his generalisation
of Teukolsky solutions to higher multipoles uses spin-weighted harmonics, which are closely related
to Zerilli tensor harmonics [62, Section 2]. Define,

X(f) = 2∂θ∂ϕf − 2 cot θ∂ϕf, (A.1)

W (f) = ∂2
θ f − cot θ∂θf − 1

sin2 θ
∂2

ϕf. (A.2)

We use {u, r, θ, ϕ} coordinates. Then, the three magnetic parity tensor harmonics are [47, Chapter
3] [46, Chapter 12]:

(TBu
lm)µν =


0 0 1

sin θ ∂ϕYlm − sin θ∂θYlm

0 0 0 0
1

sin θ ∂ϕYlm 0 0 0
− sin θ∂θYlm 0 0 0

 , (A.3)

(TB1
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 0 1

sin θ ∂ϕYlm − sin θ∂θYlm

0 1
sin θ ∂ϕYlm 0 0

0 − sin θ∂θYlm 0 0

 , (A.4)

(TB2
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 − 1

sin θ X(Ylm) sin θ W (Ylm)
0 0 sin θ W (Ylm) sin θ X(Ylm)

 . (A.5)

The seven electric parity ones are:

(Tuu
lm)µν =


1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm, (TRu
lm)µν =


0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm, (A.6)

(TL0
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm, (TT0
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 sin2 θ

Ylm, (A.7)
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(TEu
lm)µν =


0 0 ∂θYlm ∂ϕYlm

0 0 0 0
∂θYlm 0 0 0
∂ϕYlm 0 0 0

 , (TE1
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 0 ∂θYlm ∂ϕYlm

0 ∂θYlm 0 0
0 ∂ϕYlm 0 0

 , (A.8)

(TE2
lm)µν =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 W (Ylm) X(Ylm)
0 0 X(Ylm) − sin2 θ W (Ylm)

 . (A.9)

We work with the following trace-free linear combinations,

(TS0
lm)µν =

(
1 − r2

L2

)−1

(TL0
lm)µν − 1

2r2(TT0
lm)µν (A.10)

=


0 0 0 0

0
(
1 − r2

L2

)−1
0 0

0 0 −1
2r2 0

0 0 0 −1
2r2 sin2 θ

Ylm, (A.11)

and

(Tur
lm)µν = (TRu

lm)µν + 2
(

1 − r2

L2

)−1

(TL0
lm)µν (A.12)

=


0 1 0 0

1 2
(
1 − r2

L2

)−1
0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Ylm. (A.13)

The trace is with respect to the background metric ḡµν (2.4): h = ḡµνhµν .

B Some details on solving linearised Einstein equations

In this appendix, we briefly explain how we constructed the magnetic parity de Sitter Teukolsky
solution. A similar consideration applies to the electric parity solution, which we do not discuss.
We begin by writing appropriate ansatzes for functions f2m

Bu (u, r), f2m
B1 (u, r), and f2m

B2 (u, r) ap-
pearing in equation (2.10). We restrict ourselves to l = 2, m = 0 and drop the (l, m) indices.
Similar considerations apply for l = 2, m ̸= 0. We take,

fBu(u, r) = f3(r)B(3)(u) + f2(r)B(2)(u) + f1(r)B(1)(u) + f0(r)B(u), (B.1)
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component µν coefficient function/constant how it is determined

uϕ B(4) f3 differential relation cf3 undetermined constant
θϕ B(4) g2 differential relation cg2 undetermined constant
uϕ B(3) f2 differential relation cf2 undetermined constant
θϕ B(3) g1 differential relation cg1 undetermined constant
uϕ B(2) f1 differential relation cf1 undetermined constant
θϕ B(2) g0 differential relation cg0 undetermined constant
uϕ B(1) f0 differential relation cf0 undetermined constant
θϕ B(1) cf3 & cf2 algebraic relations from different powers of r

uϕ B cf1 & cf0 algebraic relations from different powers of r

Table 3: The first row says that the coefficient of B(4) in the uϕ component of the Einstein
equation fixes f3 upto to a constant cf3 . This algorithm needs to be followed in the sequential
order as listed.

fB1(u, r) = g3(r)B(3)(u) + g2(r)B(2)(u) + g1(r)B(1)(u) + g0(r)B(u), (B.2)

fB2(u, r) = h3(r)B(3)(u) + h2(r)B(2)(u) + h1(r)B(1)(u) + h0(r)B(u), (B.3)

where B(k)(u) is the k-th u derivative of the function B(u). When we impose the transversality
condition ∇̄µhµν = 0 (the traceless property is automatic given the ansatz (2.10)) we get only
one non-zero component of the equation, namely the ϕ component. The highest derivative of
B(u) that appears there is B(4)(u). Since B(u) is an arbitrary function, that equation can only
be satisfied when individual coefficients of B(u) and its derivatives are all zero. In this way,
the transversality condition fixes, g3, h3, h2, h1, h0. These functions are fixed in an algebraic way.
g3 is in fact fixed to zero. h3, h2, h1, h0 are non-trivial. The list of undetermined functions are
f0, f1, f2, f3, g0, g1, g2.

Linearised Einstein equations give three independent relations from uϕ, rϕ, θϕ equations.
These equations start at B(4)(u) derivative. We use B(4)(u), B(3)(u), B(2)(u), B(1)(u), B(u)
coefficients to fix the undetermined functions. Some details are in Table 3. From this table we
see that cg0 , cg1 , cg2 are the only three undetermined constants. Choosing

cg0 = 1
L2 , cg1 = 0, cg2 = 4, (B.4)

gives a solution with the property that in the large L limit it reduces to the magnetic parity
Teukolsky wave in flat space.
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C Flat spacetime Teukolsky waves in Bondi gauge

It is instructive to discuss in detail how the Teukolsky solutions [43] in flat spacetime are related
to the quadrupolar solutions, say, as presented in refs. [5, 47]. In particular, it is useful to have
the identifications between the functions appearing in flat spacetime Teukolsky solutions and
the electric and magnetic parity quadrupole moments. These identifications help in developing
intuition for the Teukolsky solutions.

For the purpose of this appendix, the most convenient way to obtain the flat spacetime
solutions in terms of the source moments is to take the H → 0 limit of the quadrupolar Compère,
Hoque, and Kutluk (CHK) solutions discussed in section 5.7 Restricting ourselves to purely
quadrupolar truncation, we get,

huu = 2
r

(3ninj − δij)Q̈(ρ+p)
ij − 2

r2 (δij − 3ninj)Q̇(ρ+p)
ij + 1

r3 (3ninj − δij)Q(ρ+p)
ij , (C.1)

huA = −2ei
Anj(Q̈(ρ+p)

ij − ϵiklnkJ̈jl) +
4ei

A(njϵijknlJ̇kl + njQ̇
(ρ+p)
ij )

r
+

3ei
Anj(Q(ρ+p)

ij + ϵiklnkJlj)
r2 ,

(C.2)

hAB = r2
(2

r
ei

⟨Aej
B⟩(Q̈

(ρ+p)
ij − ϵiklnkJ̈lj) + 2

r3 ei
⟨Aej

B⟩(Q
(ρ+p)
ij + ϵiklnkJjl)

)
. (C.3)

To relate to Teukolsky solutions it is convenient to separate out the magnetic and electric parity
pieces. The discussion below parallel some of the discussion from section 5, but it is significantly
simpler. Since it helps in developing intuition, it deserves a separate presentation.

Magnetic parity. The magnetic parity truncation is

huu = 0, (C.4)

huA = 2ei
Anjnkϵikl

(
J̈jl + 2

r
J̇jl + 3

2r2 Jlj

)
, (C.5)

hAB = 2ei
⟨Aej

B⟩nkϵikl

(
−rJ̈lj + 1

r
Jlj

)
. (C.6)

In order to write this solution in terms of the magnetic parity tensor harmonics, we consider the
combinations ei

AnjϵiklnkJlj and ei
⟨Aej

B⟩ϵiklnkJlj . A calculation shows that,

2ei
AnjϵiklnkJlj =

2∑
m=−2

bm(TBu
2m)uA, (C.7)

2ei
⟨Aej

B⟩ϵiklnkJlj = −1
2

2∑
m=−2

bm(TB2
2m)AB, (C.8)

7The H → 0 limit is also discussed in [25], equations (3.54)–(3.56).
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where coefficients bm are identified as,

b2 = (b−2)∗ =
√

2π

30 (J22 − J11 + 2iJ12) , (C.9)

b1 = −(b−1)∗ = 2
√

2π

15 (J13 − iJ23) , (C.10)

b0 = 2
√

π

5 (J11 + J22) . (C.11)

It then follows that in terms of the magnetic parity tensor harmonics, perturbation (C.4)–(C.6)
takes the form,

h(B)
µν =

2∑
m=−2

1
2

[
rb̈m − 1

r
bm

]
(TB2

2m)µν +
2∑

m=−2

[ 3
2r2 bm + 2

r
ḃm + b̈m

]
(TBu

2m)µν . (C.12)

The choice
ξ

(B)
2m = 2B̈m(u) + 4

r
Ḃm(u) + 3

r2 Bm(u), (C.13)

in equations (3.19)–(3.21) maps the magnetic parity Teukolsky wave (2.14)–(2.16) to the form
(C.12) via (3.15) provided we make the identification

Ḃm = 1
2bm. (C.14)

Through equations (C.9)–(C.11), this identification gives us intuition behind the functions Bm

appearing in the Teukolsky wave solutions (2.14)–(2.16). We note that in the L → ∞ limit, the
BBP magnetic parity solution (3.11) also gives (C.12).

Electric parity. The electric parity truncation is

huu = 2
r

(3ninj − δij)Q̈(ρ+p)
ij − 2

r2 (δij − 3ninj)Q̇(ρ+p)
ij + 1

r3 (3ninj − δij)Q(ρ+p)
ij , (C.15)

huA = −2ei
AnjQ̈

(ρ+p)
ij +

4ei
AnjQ̇

(ρ+p)
ij )

r
+

3ei
AnjQ

(ρ+p)
ij

r2 , (C.16)

hAB = 2ei
⟨Aej

B⟩

(
rQ̈

(ρ+p)
ij + 1

r
Q

(ρ+p)
ij

)
. (C.17)

In order to write the electric parity perturbation (C.15)–(C.17) in terms of the electric parity
tensor harmonics, let us consider the three combinations of angular coordinates

(δij − 3ninj), ei
Anj , ei

⟨Aej
B⟩. (C.18)

For an arbitrary cartesian tensor χij we have,

(δij − 3ninj)χij =
2∑

m=−2
am(Tuu

2m)uu, (C.19)
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ei
Anjχij = −1

6

2∑
m=−2

am(TEu
2m)uA, (C.20)

ei
⟨Aej

B⟩χij = − 1
12

2∑
m=−2

am(TE2
2m)AB, (C.21)

where the coefficients am are identified as

a2 = (a−2)∗ =
√

6π

5 (χ22 − χ11 + 2iχ12) , (C.22)

a1 = (a−1)∗ = 2
√

6π

15 (χ13 − iχ23) , (C.23)

a0 = 2
√

π

5 (χ11 + χ22 − 2χ33) . (C.24)

It then follows that in terms of the electric parity tensor harmonics, perturbation (C.15)–(C.17)
takes the form,

h(E)
µν =

2∑
m=−2

[ 3
r3 am + 6

r2 ȧm + 6
r

äm

]
(Tuu

2m)µν +
2∑

m=−2

[ 3
2r2 am + 2

r
ȧm − äm

]
(TEu

2m)µν

+
2∑

m=−2

[1
r

am + räm

]
(TE2

2m)µν , (C.25)

where χij is −1
6Q

(ρ+p)
ij . The choice

ξ
(u)
2m = −Ȧm

8r3 − Äm

4r2 − A
(3)
m

4r
, (C.26)

ξ
(R)
2m = −3Am

8r4 − Ȧm

2r3 − Äm

4r2 , (C.27)

ξ
(E)
2m = Am

8r3 + Ȧm

8r2 + Äm

12r
+ A

(3)
m

12 r, (C.28)

in equations (3.39)–(3.41) maps the electric parity Teukolsky waves (2.25)–(2.30) to the form
(C.25) via (3.15) provided we make the identification

Äm = 12am. (C.29)

This identification is the same as in [43]; it tells us that Äm is directly related to the quadrupole
moments Q

(ρ+p)
ij . We note that in the L → ∞ limit, the BBP electric parity solution (3.13) also

gives (C.25).
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