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The disformal transformation of metric g, — Q2(#)gu + (¢, X)0u 60, ¢, where ¢ is a scalar
field with the kinetic energy X = 0,¢0"¢/2, preserves the Lagrangian structure of Gleyzes-Langlois-
Piazza-Vernizzi (GLPV) theories (which is the minimum extension of Horndeski theories). In the
presence of matter, this transformation gives rise to a kinetic-type coupling between the scalar field ¢
and matter. We consider the Einstein frame in which the second-order action of tensor perturbations
on the isotropic cosmological background is of the same form as that in General Relativity and
study the role of couplings at the levels of both background and linear perturbations. We show
that the effective gravitational potential felt by matter perturbations in the Einstein frame can be
conveniently expressed in terms of the sum of a General Relativistic contribution and couplings
induced by the modification of gravity. For the theories in which the transformed action belongs
to a class of Horndeski theories, there is no anisotropic stress between two gravitational potentials
in the Einstein frame due to a gravitational de-mixing. We propose a concrete dark energy model
encompassing Brans-Dicke theories as well as theories with the tensor propagation speed ¢, different
from 1. We clarify the correspondence between physical quantities in the Jordan/Einstein frames and
study the evolution of gravitational potentials and matter perturbations from the matter-dominated

epoch to today in both analytic and numerical approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

The large-distance modification of gravity has been un-
der active study in connection to the dark energy prob-
lem [, [2]. Modifications of the Einstein-Hilbert term
R/(167@) in the Lagrangian of General Relativity (GR),
where R is the Ricci scalar and G is the Newton gravi-
tational constant, generally give rise to a radiative scalar
degree of freedom ¢ [3,4]. Provided that the fifth force
mediated by this new degree of freedom is suppressed in
the solar system through Vainshtein [5] or chameleon [6]
mechanisms, the same scalar field can potentially be the
source for the late-time cosmic acceleration.

Horndeski theories ﬂ] are known as the most general
scalar-tensor theories with one scalar degree of freedom
whose equations of motion are kept up to second-order
in time and spatial derivatives (see also Refs. |§]). Many
of dark energy models proposed in the literature— such
as f(R) gravity [9,[10], Brans-Dicke (BD) theory [11,[12],
kinetic braidings [13], and Galileons Nj [15]- belong to
a sub-class of Horndeski theories. In the presence of ad-
ditional matter, the authors in Ref. HE] derived linear
perturbation equations of motion on the flat Friedmann-
Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background to con-
front dark energy models in the framework of Horndeski
theories with the observations of large-scale structures,
weak lensing, and Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
(see also Refs. [17-22]).

In BD theories, a scalar degree of freedom ¢ is coupled
to the Ricci scalar R of the form ¢R ] The frame in
which matter fields are minimally coupled to the metric is
dubbed the Jordan frame (JF). The standard interpreta-
tion of measurements is usually performed in this frame.
In the JF of BD theories, the scalar field ¢ mediates a

fifth force with matter through its gravitational inter-
action with the metric. This interaction can be clearly
seen in the Einstein frame (EF) where the Lagrangian is
described by the Einstein-Hilbert term plus a canonical
scalar field ]. In the EF, matter fields feel a metric
9w conformally related to the EF metric g, of the form
Guv = 2(¢)gw, where Q(¢) is a conformal factor that
depends on ¢ @, 6, ]

For the theories in which field derivatives are cou-
pled to the metric, the conformal transformation can
be extended to a more general mapping of the metric—
dubbed the disformal transformation ﬂ%] In fact, the
structure of the Lagrangian in Horndeski theories is
preserved under the so-called disformal transformation
G = 2(9) g + ()00, ¢, where  and T are func-
tions of ¢ ﬂ%, ]. In the presence of matter fields,
the disformal transformation helps us to understand the
physical content of mixing between ¢ and matter m& .

Gleyzes, Langlois, Piazza, and Vernizzi (GLPV) @]
proposed a generalized version of Horndeski theories by
expressing the Horndeski Lagrangian in terms of the
Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) decomposition of space-
time @] with the choice of the unitary gauge. This gen-
erally generates derivatives higher than second order, but
there is only one radiative scalar degree of freedom on the
FLRW background , ] The Lagrangian structure of
GLPYV theories is preserved under the disformal transfor-
mation of the form

g,uu = Q2(¢)g,uu + F(¢7X)8u¢au¢v (1'1)
where T" depends on ¢ and its kinetic energy X =
000" ¢/2 [A3).

In the single field system, it was shown that the invari-
ance of curvature perturbations ¢ and tensor perturba-
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tions +y;; holds under the disformal transformation (L)
(see also Refs. [35, 47 [50] for related works). For

appropriate choices of €2 and T, it is possible to trans-
form the action to that in the EF where the second-order
action of tensor perturbations is of the same form as that
in GR @, 51, é] This property is useful for the com-
putation of primordial scalar and tensor power spectra
generated during inflation M] Since the leading-order
tensor power spectrum in GLPV theories is proportional
to the Hubble parameter squared H? in the EF, the de-
tection of primordial gravitational waves can determine
the energy scale H during inflation.

In GLPV theories, even though matter is minimally
coupled to gravity in the JF, there is a mixture between
the propagation speeds of the scalar field ¢ and matter
@, @] This comes from a kinetic-type mixing asso-
ciated with the presence of higher-order derivatives be-
yond the Horndeski domain, which is weighed by a pa-
rameter ay characterizing the deviation from Horndeski
theories [39, 54, [55]. The disformal transformation (),
which contains higher-order derivatives, is helpful to un-
derstand the origin of such a kinetic mixing affecting the
scalar and matter sound speeds ﬂﬁ]

If the scalar degree of freedom ¢ in Horndeski theo-
ries is responsible for dark energy, the tensor propagation
speed c¢; is typically close to 1 during the early cosmolog-
ical epoch |56]. This is not the case for GLPV theories,
in which the deviation from ¢; = 1 is allowed due to the
absence of extra conditions Horndeski theories obey. Re-
cently, dark energy models with constant ¢ @] and vary-
ing ¢ @] have been proposed in the framework of GLPV
theories. In particular, the latter provides an interesting
possibility of realizing weak gravity for the perturbations
relevant to redshift-space distortions m, @]

In GLPV theories with ¢; different from 1, the dis-
formal transformation (ILII) to the EF should allow us
to understand the structure of the matter-scalar cou-
plings mentioned above. For the models proposed in
Refs. @, @] the anisotropy parameter n = —®/¥ be-
tween two gravitational potentials ¥ and ® deviates from
1 in the JF, but we will see that it is possible to de-mix
the gravitational potentials and the scalar field in such a
way that there is no anisotropic stress between ¥ and ¢
in the EF. Moreover, we will show that the effective grav-
itational coupling with matter can be well understood in
the EF due to the separation of a GR-like contribution
and modifications arising from ay.

In this paper we obtain relations of physical quanti-
ties between the JF and the EF under the disformal
transformation (ILI)) and study roles of gravitational cou-
plings with matter at the levels of both background and
linear perturbations. A similar prescription was taken
in Ref. [38 with the disformal transformation §,, =
() gy + T(4)9,00, ¢, but our treatment is more gen-
eral in that it is not restricted to the transformation
between Horndeski theories alone. We employ the ap-
proach of effective field theory of cosmological perturba-
tions @—@], allowing to encompass GLPV theories as

a specific case. We propose a new dark energy model in
the framework of GLPV theories, which accommodates
models with ¢ # 1 as well as models based on BD the-
ories (which lead to “coupled quintessence” models @]
in the EF).

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [l we briefly
review GLPV theories and in Sec. [Tl we show how the
GLPYV action is transformed under the disformal trans-
formation (ILT) in the presence of matter. In Sec. [V] we
present linear perturbation equations of motion on the
flat FLRW background in both the JF and the EF. In
Sec. [Vl we consider the transformation to the EF and
discuss the matter-scalar coupling in the EF. In Sec. [V]]
we propose a new dark energy model belonging to GLPV
theories and study the correspondence of physical quan-
tities between the JF and the EF in detail. Section [VII]
is devoted to conclusions.

II. GLPV THEORIES IN THE PRESENCE OF
MATTER

GLPV theories [39] are the generalizations of Horn-
deski theories written in terms of ADM scalar quantities
defined below [68]. We begin with the line element

ds® = uvdxdx”
= —N2dt?* + hyj(dx’ + N'dt)(da? + N7dt), (2.1)
where N is the lapse function, N? is the shift vector,
and h;; is the three-dimensional spatial metric. We
express the three-dimensional Ricci tensor on the con-
stant time hyper-surfaces ¥;, as R, = (3)RW. The
extrinsic curvature is defined by K, = hl);n,,; x, Where

n, = (—N,0,0,0) is a unit vector orthogonal to ¥;. We

introduce a number of geometric scalar quantities, as
K=K",, §=K,K",
R=R'y, U=RuK". (2.2)

Horndeski theories, which have one scalar degree of
freedom ¢, can be reformulated by using the above geo-
metric scalars with the choice of unitary gauge

¢ =o(t),
under which ¢ depends on the cosmic time ¢ alone. On
the flat FLRW background with the scale factor a(t), the
Lagrangian of Horndeski theories can be expressed in the
form [6§]
L = A3(N,t) + As(N,t) K
+A4(N,t)(K? = 8) + B4(N,t)R

(2.3)

+A5(N, t)Kg +B5(N, t) <L{ — %K'R) , (2.4)

where K3 = K — 3K K, KM + 2K, KM K", and A;,
B; are functions of N and ¢ satisfying the two conditions

[39)

1
A4 = 2XB47X — B4, A5 = _gXB&X s (2.5)



where B; x = 0B;/0X with X = ¢"0,¢00,¢. In the
unitary gauge we have X = —@2(t)/N?, where a dot
represents a derivative with respect to t. Hence the de-
pendence on N and t translates to that on X and ¢.

Violation of the conditions (23]) can generally give rise
to derivatives higher than second order, but it was shown
in Refs. @, ,] that there is only one scalar propa-
gating degree of freedom on the flat FLRW background.
GLPYV theories are described by the Lagrangian (24)
without having the two conditions ([Z5]). In this paper we
focus on GLPYV theories in the presence of a matter field
W, described by the Lagrangian L,,. Then, we consider
the following action

S = /d4x\/_—gL(N, K,S,R,U;t)

+/d433v —g Lm(guw \Pm) s

where g is the determinant of metric g,,, and L is given
by Eq. Z4)). The matter field ¥,, is assumed to be a
barotropic perfect fluid, which can be modeled by a k-
essence Lagrangian P(Y) depending on the kinetic term
Y = g""0,x0,x of a scalar field x m, 53, @] The term
K3 in Eq. (Z4) can be expressed as K3 = 3H(2H? —
2K H + K? —S) up to second order in the perturbations
@], where H is the Hubble parameter defined later in
Eq. (IJ). Hence the Lagrangian (24) of GLPV theories
depends on N, K, S, R, U, and ¢ up to linear order in the
perturbations.

We assume that, in the JF, the matter field ¥,, is
minimally coupled to the metric g,,,. The matter energy-
momentum tensor following from L,, is given by

2 0(y/=gLm)
V=9  0guw

We can derive the background and linear perturbation
equations of motion by varying the action (2.6 up to
first and second orders in the perturbations, respectively

53, 68, [zq].

(2.6)

T =

. (2.7)

III. DISFORMAL TRANSFORMATIONS

In this section we discuss how background/perturbed
quantities and the action (2.6) are mapped under the
disformal transformation (I]).

A. Transformation of background and perturbed
quantities

In the unitary gauge ([Z3), the line element d3? =
Juvdxtdx” in the transformed frame reads (35, [44]

ds* = —N2dt* + hij(dz’ + N'dt)(dz? + N7dt), (3.1)

where

N = Na, ]Alij = Qthj ) (3.2)

with
a=+vV02+TX.

In the JF, let us consider the linearly perturbed line
element on the flat FLRW background,

(3.3)

ds® = —(N? + 24)dt* + 24y,dtda’
+£L2(t)[(1 +2¢)6;; + 2E);; + 'yij]dxid:zj , (3.4)

where N is the background value of the lapse; A,,¢, E
are the scalar metric perturbations; 7;; is the tensor per-
turbation, and the lower index “|;” denotes the covariant
derivative with respect to the three-dimensional metric
hij. Comparing Eq. 1) with Eq. 4), we have the
relations 24 = N? — hi;N'N7 — N2, 4, = hi; N7, and
Introducing the scale factor a(t) in the transformed
frame, as

(3.6)

the three-dimensional metric ﬁij in Eq. (32) reduces to

hiy = a2(t) (1 +20)05 + 2By + 3], (37)

where

(=¢,

In what follows we use an over-hat for quantities in the
transformed frame. From Eq. (8], the perturbations ¢,
E, and v;; are invariant under the disformal transforma-
tion (LI) [44]. From Eq. 32) and the relation N = N*
we also obtain

1
B

where an over-bar represents background quantities, and

024+ TX
gz YEFIX (3.10)
02— X7

SN = =6N, o =0%, (3.9)

Since ¢ = ¢(t) and X = —¢?(t)/N? in the unitary gauge,
the quantities I" and X in Eq. (3I0) contain the infor-
mation of perturbations through the lapse function N.

B. Transformation of the action

The disformal transformation of the action S, =
[ d*z\/=g L, where L is the Lagrangian ([2.4) of GLPV
theories, was already discussed in Refs. ] First of
all, the volume element /—g transforms as

V—i=v=gQPa. (3.11)



In the unitary gauge, the intrinsic and extrinsic curva-
tures obey the transformation laws

2

= % (Kij + %hij) ;o (312)

Rij = Rij » Kij
where
Q
Q-
The action in the transformed frame S, = [ d*z\/—gL

preserves the structure of original GLPV action, such
that

w (3.13)

= Ay(N, )+A3(N,t)f<
+AL(N,)(K? = 8) + Ba(N, )R
1 .
( )K3 —|—B5(N t) (L{ §K’R) , (3.14)
where

A 1 3w 6w 6w3
A2 = m <A2 - WAg WA;; - mAgj) 5 (315)
" 1 4w 6uw?
Az = m (Ag - N Ag+ WA{,) , (3.16)
A o 3w
Ay = RE <A4 - WA5) ; (3.17)
. 1 w
B4 = m (B4 + WB5) ) (318)
~ a2
As = §A5, (3.19)
. 1
Bs = 535. (3.20)

The matter action in the transformed frame is given

by Sy, = f d*x\/=7 f/m, where
Ly, = —1 L (3.21)
m QB m M

where L,, depends on the JF metric g,,, and the matter
field W,,. By expressing g,, in terms of the metric g,
in the transformed frame from Eq. (), it contains the
contribution of ¢ and its derivative. Hence the scalar field
¢ is (kinetically) coupled to matter in the transformed
frame.

From Eq. 1) the transformation law of T}, is given
by

TH — vy I 59’YP TP .
V- 59,“,

On using Eqs. (LI) and @I, it follows that [3]
T = T30 Q261457 — T x 060" 60, 60,0) -

The transformed metric with upper indices is given by

(3.22)

(3.23)

1

ALV v ]‘—‘ v

From Eqs. @23) and (B24), the mixed energy-

momentum tensor obeys the transformation law:
7 o r o
TV =T)Qa [9255 <5X - —0 ¢6,\¢)

s FX Vqsawawaw] (3.25)

For the choice of the unitary gauge (Z3]), we obtain the
relations

N QX N ) .
) = T(?F , T =10, T, =T,Qa. (3.26)
We decompose the energy-momentum tensor into the
background and perturbed parts, as Ty = —p — dp,
TP = 9;0q, and T} = (P + 0P)d}, where T} is a per-
turbed quantity itself. The background energy density p
and the pressure P are subject to the transformations

1

p= gt P:QTP (3.27)
For the linear perturbations, we have
- B v
op = @6 p+ —3p(5N, (3.28)
oq = Qg —4q, (3.29)
~ 1
0P = Ta (0P — uP6N) , (3.30)
where
10 0
p= -2 , 98 . (3.31)
a ON N=N 5N
The quantity p is related to @ and 3, as
N (3.32)
uN =5 :

In summary, the action in the transformed frame reads
5= / dha/ G LN, K8 R.U: 1)
b [ 0/ Lon(§00(0.0,6). W) . (339

where L and L,, are given, respectively, by Eqs. (314)

and @2I).

IV. EQUATIONS OF MOTION IN THE JF AND
THE TRANSFORMED FRAME

In this section we present linear perturbation equations
of motion on the flat FLRW background for the theo-
ries described by the action ([2:6). We then study how
they are transformed under the disformal transformation

(@I).



A. Equations of motion in the JF

The equations of motion in the JF were already derived
in Refs. 1_ 43,153 55] for the action ([2G). We consider the
background line element ds? = —N?dt* + a?(t)d;;dz’ dz?
without setting NV = 1. Defining the Hubble parameter
H=%

. (4.1)

the background values of extrinsic and intrinsic curva-
tures are given, respectively, by

Ky = Hhy,, Ruw =0, (4.2)

and hence K =3H, S =3H? and R =U = 0.

The background and perturbation equations of motion
follow from first-order and second-order Lagrangians, re-
spectively, derived by expanding the action (2.6 up to
quadratic order in perturbations. The perturbations of
N,K,S are given by 6N = N — N, 6K = K — 3H,
and 6§ = 2HOK + dK[JK;. We write the intrin-
sic curvature as R = 01R + 02 R, where 61 R and 6oR
are first-order and second-order perturbations, respec-
tively. For the perturbation U/, we have the relation
Jdrzy/=g ) U = [d'z\/=g\t)RK/2 + /\( YR/(2N)]
up to a boundary term, where A(t) is an arbitrary func-
tion with respect to ¢ ﬂ@]

We consider the perturbed metric (84) with the choice
of unitary gauge

5p=0, E=0, (4.3)

under which the temporal and spatial coordinate trans-
formation vectors are fixed, respectively.

1. Background equations

Expanding the gravitational action Sy = [ diz/—g L
up to first order in the scalar perturbamons it follows

that [43)]

65, = / d'z [a?’ (L+NL N —3HF)6N

+3a%’N E—£—3H]-‘ dal, (4.4
N

where

F=Lg+2HLg, (4.5)

and we dropped a boundary term irrelevant to the dy-
namics. Here and in the following, the coefficients in front
of perturbed quantities [such as those in front of §N and
da in Eq. [@4)] should be evaluated on the background.

Variation of the matter energy-momentum tensor

6Sm = [d*a/=gT" 69, /2 reads

S = /d4:v (—a’p SN +3a®>NPsa) . (4.6)

From the variational principle 654 + 6.5, = 0, we obtain

the background equations of motion
(4.7)

(4.8)

Since the matter component is not directly coupled to
the field ¢ in the JF, it obeys the standard continuity
equation

L 4 3H(p+ P)=0. (4.9)

2. Perturbation equations

Expanding the action (Z.6]) with the Lagrangian (24))
up to second order in scalar perturbations and taking
the variation with respect to 6N, 924, ¢, and the field
perturbation dx associated with the matter Lagrangian
P(Y), the resulting perturbation equations of motion in
the presence of a barotropic perfect fluid are given, re-
spectively, by [43, 53155

(2NL n + N’L ny — 6HNW + 12L sH?) %N
Y 9*¢
(3< — —> W —4(ND + €)= =dp,  (4.10)
SN 4L5
— =—0 4.11
W —5-( = —4q, (4.11)
1 d, 5 . 825N 4€
—_ N 4(ND
a3th(a V) +4(ND +€)—= =5 T a<
N
—3(p+ P)% = 35P, (4.12)
op
— +3H (0p+ 6P
& T 3H (0p+6P)
3¢ 0% 0%4q
—(p+ P) (N -5 - N = (4.13)
where
D=L Lu |y (4.14)
= L NR 2N ,NU .
Ly 3
L — HL 4.1
E=Lr+ on g Llu (4.15)
4HL
W= LKN+2HL SN + S (4.16)
4L s 0%y
The momentum perturbation dg obeys
1d - ON
——(N$§ 3HNbOqg = — P)— —46P. (4.18
7 7 (Voa) + ¢=—(p+P)% (4.18)



Substituting Eq. (@I17) into Eq. (@I2) and using
Eq. (@I9), it follows that

Ls N W V)
HLs— —Lg| 2 4+ L g
<N+ ST N2 S>N+ SN2

ON

+(ND+ €)= +E¢ =0, (4.19)

where we set the integration constant 0. We define the
gauge-invariant Bardeen potentials ﬂﬂ]

ON 1.d (9 )
V=" q_— (= D= H—-= 4.20
N * N dt <N> ’ ¢+ N’ ( )
and the anisotropy parameter
)
=——. 4.21
n=-3 (4.21)

The effective gravitational potential associated with the
deviation of light rays in CMB and weak lensing obser-
vations is given by [72]

%(xp-cp):

One can write Eq. (19) in the form

Dogp = (1+n)T. (4.22)

N =

Ls C? 5N
Vo = T ((-0) - (5~ 1) Cmany . (429

where ¢ = N2E/L s is the tensor propagation speed
squared discussed later in Sec. [V] and

ND+ €& 1 cf 1+ND
o= ——"— —1 = —= -
H Ls N2 Ls

(4.24)
The parameter ay characterizes the deviation from Horn-
deski theories. Provided that one of the conditions
Ls#0,c2# N? and ay # 0 is satisfied, the anisotropic
stress does not generally vanish (n # 1).

We define the gauge-invariant matter density contrast,
as

S =0 — 3V, (4.25)

where 0 = 0p/p and V,, = NH&q/p. Taking the time
derivative of Eq. (13) and using Eq. (I8) in Fourier
space, we obtain

.. . k2 .. .
Om +2Hém + 5V =-3B—-6HB, (4.26)
a
where B = ( 4+ V,,,, and k is a coming wave number. We
define the effective gravitational coupling Geg, as
k2
—\If = —4A7Geg pOm (4.27)
The gravitational potential ¥ contains the information
of gravitational coupling with the scalar field ¢. The
modified gravitational interaction affects the evolution of

matter perturbations through Eq. (£26). The evolution
of U and G.g is known by solving the coupled Egs. ([EI0)-
E13) with Eq. (£I8).

On using Eqs. (@I0) and (@IT), the second-order ac-
tion of scalar perturbations can be expressed in terms
of ¢, dx, and its derivatives. Assuming that the matter
sector does not correspond to a ghost mode, the scalar
ghost is absent under the condition @ @]

2L 3(4L SWs + 3N2W2)
qs = S
where wy = 2NL y + N2L ny — 6HNW + 12L sH>.

In GLPYV theories there is a mixing between the scalar
propagation speed cs and the matter sound speed c;,.
For non-relativistic matter characterized by P = 40 and
dP = 40, we have ¢2, = +0 in the small-scale limit, while

c? is given by @, Bﬁ, @]

>0,  (4.28)

ON | M 4L2
2
Cg = % W + HM-¢& — N2W2 (1 + 2aH) s
(4.29)
where
4L s(ND + €)
= 7 4.30
M o (4.30)

This shows that the deviation from Horndeski theories
(am # 0) modifies the scalar sound speed. We require
¢ > 0 to avoid Laplacian instabilities.

B. Equations of motion in the transformed frame

In the transformed frame described by the action
B33), we also derive the background and perturbation
equations of motion. The cosmic time f in the trans-
formed frame is related to t in the JF, as

f:/ﬁdt.

1. Background equations

(4.31)

Following the same procedure as that in the JF, we
obtain the background equations of motion

L+NL g —30F =), (4.32)
L-L _saF-—p, (4.33)
N
where 7 = L p +2HL g and
p=_4 _1da (4.34)
N&a adt

The relations of the quantities N H F, L L N with those
in the JF are given in Appendix A (see also Ref. m



Using these relations as well as the background equations
)-8 in the JF and the correspondence ([B27), we
can also derive Eqs. ([A32)-(Z33).

The continuity equation (3] in the JF can be ex-
pressed in terms of p and P on account of Eq. (B27).
Then, the corresponding equation in the transformed
frame is given by

fg +3H(p+P)=Q, (4.35)

where
1dB .
O=5u’

The rhs of Eq. ([@33]) describes the coupling between mat-
ter and the scalar degree of freedom.

p+3|H(1—aB) +afs (4.36)
N

2. Perturbation equations

In the transformed frame, the perturbation equations
following from the variations with respect to 6N, 9%,
and ( are given, respectively, by

SN
=

(2NL g + NL g5 — 6HNW + 120 5 11%)

+< 5 aw) NW — 4(1\7f>+£)82< =6p, (4.37)

dt 2N a

6N 4L )

5TN _Sdc —éq, (4.38)

N N dt
1d (g0 c L 0PN 4E .
3d—£(aNy)+4(ND+5) LS
—3([)4—]5)5]:] = 36P (4.39)

N

where ZA),c‘f,VAV,)AJ are defined in the same way as
Eqs. @IA)-EIM) with the over-hat for background
quantities. We can also derive Eqs. (£37)-(@39) from

Eqs. @I0)-@TI2) in the JF by using the relations ([B.8]),
B.9), (A1) and (A2).

The equation of motion for the momentum perturba-
tion dg can be derived by employing Eqs. (3.9), (327),
B29), @.32), @II), and (A, as

d EEON A DA
Z(N§q) +3HNSq =
dt( q) + q

EPOLA (4.40)

This is of the same form as Eq. ({I8) in the JF.
Similarly, the density perturbation dp obeys

(5p— Vp5N) < L df) (5p— Vp5N)
+3a8 ( - > 5P + uﬂPdN)

¢ a?w) N

w

=

BO2N 8%5q
a &z

+ (p + aBP) 0, (4.41)

3_ - =
dt 2N

the form of which is modified relative to Eq. ([@I3]) in the
JF. This modification comes from an explicit coupling
between matter and the scalar degree of freedom in the
transformed frame.

From Eqs. (£39) and (£40) it follows that

di/ N o o . ~ ~
Soghg-~Np )Ly Ledv
dt ’ Ndt °) N N dt
a 57\] .
+(ND + &)= N &= (4.42)

We introduce the gauge-invariant Bardeen potentials in
the transformed frame, as

0= 5N+i <w> : &>55+Hi. (4.43)
dt

From Eq. [@42) we obtain the relation similar to
Eq. (23] with additional over-hats to each quantity. As
we see in Sec. [V] it is possible to find a metric frame in
which some of the terms generating the anisotropic stress
vanish.

We also introduce the gauge-invariant matter density
contrast, as

Om

§5—3V,,

(4.44)

where § = 6p/p and V,, = ]\folé(j/ﬁ. From Egs. (Z40)
and ([@ZI) we can derive the second-order equation for

bm analogous to Eq. (@20) in the JF. If we transform to
the EF, the effective gravitational coupling with matter
becomes particularly transparent. We shall address this
issue in Sec. [}

V. EINSTEIN FRAME

We define the EF in which the second-order action of
tensor perturbations ;; is of the same form as that in
GR @ In the following we discuss the transformation
of the action in the JF frame to that in the EF.

A. Transformation to the EF

Expanding the action (Z6]) with the Lagrangian (2]
in terms of tensor perturbations <;;, the resulting
quadratic action of v;; in the JF is given by

oo c2
sS4 = /d4xa3qt5““5ﬂ (%ﬂkz - a—ga%'ja%l) , (5.1)

where

_Ls . N2¢
lon —L15 .

(5.2)



In Eq. (50) the quantities ¢, and ¢? should be evaluated
on the background, such that the kinetic term X appear-
ingin Ls =—Ay —3HAs and € = By + Bs/(2N) cor-
responds to the time derivative X (t) = —¢2(t)/(2N?).
We require the conditions ¢, > 0 and ¢ > 0 to avoid
ghosts and Laplacian instabilities. In GR we have L =
M2R/2 = —(M2/2)(K?—S8) + (M}/2)R, in which case
g = Mgl/(SN) and ¢2 = N? (where My is the reduced
Planck mass).

Under the disformal transformation (1)) the tensor
perturbation is invariant, see Eq. (8). Hence the
second-order tensor action in the transformed frame
reads

e é2
SiM = / d*z a®g, 6™ 57" (%ﬂkz - d—ga%'ja%l) ; (5:3)

where ¢ = ZALS/(4]§7) and ¢2 = N2E/L & Comparing
Eq. (B3) with Eq. (&I) and using the relation 34, it
follows that

N 1 R
gt = @%a Cf = 9203-

(5.4)
The EF corresponds to a frame in which both §; and ¢?
are of the same forms as those in GR, i.e., §; = Mgl/(8N)

and ¢2 = N2. The tensor action (EI) in the JF can be
transformed to that in the EF for the choice

8qrc c? 1
r——t (&)=

M3\ N X
The quantities ¢, and ¢Z in the action (5.) depend on
the time ¢ alone. Then, the factor I' in Eq. (55) has
the dependence I'(¢, X') = 7(¢)/X in the unitary gauge,
where v(¢) = (8gice/M2)(c] /N? = 1).

For the choices (B3] the terms o and § in Eqs. (83)
and (BI0) are given by

8qscy
0= ,
M}fl

(5.5)

(5.6)

Since both « and g are functions of ¢, we have y =0 =v
from Eq. (831)). Then, the coupling ([438]) reduces to

w /. . C. .
Q=-=(p-3P) - ==, (5.7)
N NG,
where
== (5.8)
t = N . .

Ife, =N, then T =0 and Q = —(w/N)(p — 3P). This
case corresponds to the well-known conformal transfor-
mation arising e.g., in BD theory ﬂ@] For radiation

(p= 316) the coupling ) vanishes, but for non-relativistic

matter (P = 0), we have that @ = —(w/ﬁ)ﬁ. If C varies
in time, the last term on the rhs of Eq. (B7) does not
vanish even for radiation.

B. Background equations in the EF

The choice (&3] corresponds to the conditions

. . PN M?2
Lg=—Ay—3HA; = Tpl : (5.9)
.~ 1dBs M3
E=By+-—= =2
e T2
Using the relation (59), the background Eqgs. (£32) and
(#33) in the EF can be written in the following forms:

(5.10)

SMZAH? = ppE + p, (5.11)

dH R .
—2M§1E =ppe+ Pop+p+ P, (5.12)

where

[)DE = —AQ — 6ﬁ3A5

N (Ay 5 + 30 A, 5 - 120%4; ), (5.13)
PDE = AQ + 6H3A5

(94 ot g, gprdds ) (5.14)
di di di

From Eqs. (327) and (&.6]), the matter equation of state
w = P/p is invariant under the transformation to the
EF, ie., P/p = P/ﬁ The energy density ppg and the
pressure Pog obey the equation of motion

dppE
dt

where @ is given by Eq. (B1). Comparing Eq. ([Z35)
with Eq. (B15)), the scalar field and matter interact with
each other in the EF.

The background equations of motion in the JF do not
contain the terms By and Bs. The theories with same
values of Aj 3 4 5 but with different B, 5 cannot be distin-
guished from each other at the background level ﬂﬂ, @]
In other words, two theories with different values of ¢?
lead to the same background dynamics for given As 3 4 5.

+3H (ﬁDE + pDE) =-Q, (5.15)

This implies that the coupling —C; /(NC:)p appearing
in Eq. (51) does not essentially modify the background
physics even for the theories in which C; varies in time.
In Sec. [VIl we shall confirm this property for a concrete
dark energy model.

C. Perturbations in the EF

Substituting the relations is =€ = M3 /2 into
Eqs. (@310)-(@42), we obtain the perturbation equations
of motion in the EF. From Eq. (£42)) the gauge-invariant
Bardeen potentials obey the relation

L 6N
qj—’—(b:_éifl‘l a9
N

(5.16)



where g = 2N ﬁ/Mgl is the parameter characterizing
Since L s=0

and ¢2 = N2, the first and second terms present on the
rhs of Eq. (£23) in the JF vanish in the EF.

The full GLPV action cannot be mapped to the full
Horndeski action under the disformal transformation
[43, [44), so the parameter dg in Eq. (510) does not gen-
erally vanish. It is, however, possible to transform part of
the GLPV action to the action belonging to Horndeski
theories, in which case ag = 0 and hence there is no
anisotropic stress in the EF.

Let us consider perturbations of non-relativistic mat-
ter characterized by P = 0 and P = 0. In the EF,

Eqgs. (IMII) and ([@41) reduce, respectively, to

(uu@) A
N

the departure from Horndeski theories.

i ai Hpdi [ di

d 1 K2V,
P LS ik L (5.18)

dt dt  a®>N Cia®> H
where we used the background Eq. (£30). Taking the

t derivative of Eq. (5.I8) and employing Eq. (5.17), the
matter density contrast (L44) obeys

d26,, . 1dQ 1 dCt) k2 .
oy (2H - ==+ = LR
di? ( Codi ) di a2 ?

1dQ 1 dG

Qdi
d2
3— -3 + , (5.19
di? < CQdi Ctdt)dt (5.19)

where B = é—l— Vi, and

. . (1dQ 1dC Y 1 oN
V=0 (—— - =) 4 (551
=i-(5daw) i@ )5

(5.20)

The effective potential \If characterizes the strength of
gravitational coupling Wlth matter. In the EF, it is clear
that \I/g is expressed in terms of the sum of the gravita-
tional potential U and contributions from the variations
of 2 and C; as well as the difference of C; from 1. For
the theories with C; = 1, which is the case for BD the-
ories, the variation of the conformal factor Q gives rise
to the modification to W. The deviation of C; from 1
and the variation of C; occur for the theories studied in
Refs. ﬂﬁ, @], in which case the gravitational interaction
is modified as well. o

On using the correspondence 6N/N = §N/N and

1/3/]@ = p/(NC;), the gravitational potential ¥ can be
expressed by using ¥ in the JF. Then, we obtain the
simple relation

. v

v, = C_f . (5.21)
This shows that the effective potential \i!q is directly
related to W appearing in the matter perturbation
Eq. (£20) in the JF. Once we find the evolution of ¥,
in the EF, the potential ¥ and the effective gravitational
coupling Geg in the JF are known accordingly.

D. Model belonging to Horndeski theories in the
EF

One example of realizing & = 0 in the EF is the model
described by the JF Lagrangian
L= Ay(N,t) + A3(N,t) K + A4 (t)(K? — S) + B4a(t)R..
(5 22)
In this case the tensor propagation speed squared ¢ di-
vided by N? reads

(5.23)

In Horndeski theories we have —A4 = By from the first
condition of Eq. (21, but in GLPV theories there is no
such restriction and hence C? generally differs from 1.
Since D = 0 and ag = C? — 1 for the model (522), it
follows that

‘I’+@_N§A4(< ®)— (€2 1) (c+%N),(5.24)

from Eq. @23). For A4 depending on ¢ and for C? dif-
ferent from 1, the anisotropic stress is present in the JF.
Under the disformal transformation with the factors

2/ —A4B4

02 = i (5.25)
2v—A, B, 1
I = )= 2
gy < - ) LR

the Lagrangian (5:22) is transformed to

2
2 ($-K*+R),
(5.27)
where Ay = (Ay—3wAs/N+6w?A,/N?)/(Q3a) and Az =
(A3 —4wAy4/N)/Q3 with a = (v2/My)(—B3/A4)Y* and
w = (A4/A4 + By/B,)/4. The last term of Eq. (5.27)
corresponds to the Einstein-Hilbert term M}flR/ 2, where

R is the four-dimensional Ricci scalar. Since ag = 0 for
the Lagrangian (5.27), it follows that

L= Ay(N,t) + A3(N,t)K +

U+d=0. (5.28)
Thus, for the Lagrangian (5.22)), the disformal transfor-
mation allows one to de-mix the gravitational potentials
in the EF, such that the anisotropy parameter 7 = ) / 0
is equlvalent to 1.

While the gravitational potentials are de-mixed in the
EF, the matter perturbation &, is subject to gravita-
tional mixing described by the effective potential (520
mgdiated by the scalar field ¢. Multiplying the term
3NH for Eq. (38) and taking the sum with Eq. [@37),
one can relate §,, with metric perturbations. Let us

employ the sub-horizon approximation ﬂﬂ] under which
the dominant contributions to the lhs of Egs. ([@37)



and ([@3R) are those involving 821p/a? and 02¢/a2. In
the EF the terms £ and W are given, respectively, by
£ =M?2/2 and W = 2HM? /N + A, ;. Provided that
QHMI%]/N > |A3,1\7|= we obtain the Poisson equation

k2 . 1 -
—O~ —— 50, . 5.29
R VA (5.29)
On using Eq. (&28) and introducing the gravitational
constant as G' = (87 M2) ™", it follows that

k2 . -
ﬁlll ~ —4rGpoy, .

(5.30)
This shows that the gravitational coupling associated
with ¥ is simply given by G under the condition
2ﬁM§1/N > |/A13N|E| Hence, the modified gravitational
interaction from GR arises from the terms on the rhs of
Eq. (B20) other than V.

In Sec. [VIl we consider a concrete model belonging to
the Lagrangian (.22 and study the correspondence of
physical quantities between the JF and the EF in detail.

VI. CONCRETE MODEL

We study a dark energy model described by the action
24, where the Lagrangian L is given by Eq. (2.22]). We
consider the following functions

A= —2e@)X ~V(9), A= -MAIV-XF,
1 1
A= -3MIF(9), Bi= s MAF:(®), (6.1)

where €(¢), V(¢), Fi(¢), and Fy(¢) are functions that
depend on ¢, i.e., on ¢ in the unitary gauge. The de-
pendence of Ay and Az on N arises in the kinetic term
X = —¢?*/N?. To accommodate BD theory [23] as well
as theories recently proposed in Refs. @, é], we choose
the functions

Fi(g) = e 2a0/Met,
e(¢) = (1 - 6¢})F1(¢)

where ¢1, g2, c; are positive constants. We assume that
q1,q2 < 1 for the compatibility with observations ﬂ@,
[75]. In Horndeski theories, the first condition of Eq. (2.3
demands that Fy(¢) is equivalent to Fy(¢). The original
BD theory without the field potential corresponds to the
case V(¢) = 0 and Fs(¢) = F1(¢) with the BD parameter

wep = (1 —6¢?)/(44?) [12].

Fy(¢) = cfye200/Mon,
(6.2)

1 There are some models like kinetic braidings [13] in which the
dependence of As on N modifies the gravitational coupling; see

Refs. [16, [74].
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Let us first consider theoretical consistent conditions
in the JF. In the following we set the background value
of the lapse N to be 1. From Egs. (5.2)) and ([28) the
conditions for avoiding tensor and scalar ghosts are given,
respectively, by

1
gt =3

) §IF1>05

(6.3)
M2 Fy

QS - = > 07 (6'4)
2(MpH — q19)?

which are satisfied for F} > 0. The tensor and scalar
propagation speed squares are given, respectively, by

2= 2 2 2a—asnty (6.5)
'3
2 2 (1=c)Qm | 2(q1 — q2)F (V6 — 6q121)
s 222 3y ’
(6.6)
where
¢ p
T = —, Oy = ——5—— . 6.7
YT VeH M, BMZH2F, (6.7)

Under the no-ghost condition F; > 0, the condition
(63 is satisfied for F» > 0. For the theories with ¢1 = ¢a,
c? is constant (¢Z = cZ). Since ¢2 = 2+ (1—c?)Q,,/(223)
in this case, ¢Z is positive for 0 < ¢? < 1, while ¢2 can
be negative for ¢ > 1. In Ref. @] the authors studied
the cosmology for the specific case with ¢ = ¢o = 0. If
q1 # q2, then ¢? varies in time. The variation of ¢Z gives
rise to a contribution to ¢Z, i.e., the last term on the rhs
of Eq. (6:6). The cosmology with ¢; = 0 and g2 # 0 was
recently studied in Ref. |56] as a model of realizing weak
gravity on scales relevant to large-scale structures.

For dark energy models in which the ratio ,,/2? de-
creases with time, c2 grows to be very much larger than 1
as we go back to the past. This behavior can be avoided
for the scaling model characterized by the potential HE]

V(@) = Vie Mo/ 4 Ve~ N M (6.5
where Vi, Vo, A1, Ay are positive constants. Provided the
first potential on the rhs of Eq. (G.8]) dominates over the
second one, the scaling solution with the constant ratio
O /2% is realized during radiation and matter eras ﬂﬂ]
The solution exits from the scaling regime to the epoch
of cosmic acceleration due to the existence of the second
potential. We shall consider the situation in which the
slopes A1 and A5 are in the range

(6.9)
for consistency with the big-bang nucleosynthesis @]

and the late-time cosmic acceleration @] There are seven
free parameters (q1, g2, ¢, V1, V2, A1, A2) in our model.



A. Transformation to the Einstein frame

For the theories given by the functions (G.1), the two
factors (B25) and (B20) transforming to the EF are

given, respectively, by
0 (¢) = VF(9)F2(9) = Fi(P)en(d),  (6.10)
I(6, X) = VE@ ) (F 2(0) 1) L)

We also have

(6.12)

Then the action in the EF is given by Eq. (8:33]) with the
Lagrangian (5.21), where

do= 22— V). w19)
2 — 2]\72 2 q1 q2 ) .
- My
As = ]}\3;(25(% —q), (6.14)
and the EF frame potential
V(g) = Ve __ _ V(f)e(qﬁ?’qz)d’/%l . (6.15)
R()F(¢)  c
For the JF potential (6.8) it follows that
V(p) = Vie md/Mot 4 Vpemnad/Mpr (6.16)
where V; = Vi /¢, Vo = Vo /e, and
=M —q —3q, p2=X—q—3¢. (617

For the theories with ¢1 = q2 (i.e., ¢Z =constant) the

term As vanishes, in which case the Lagrangian (5.27)
corresponds to that of the canonical scalar field ¢ coupled
to matter.

B. Background dynamics

From Eqs. [@.1)-([@39) the background equations of mo-
tion in the JF are given by
2 772 € 12 2 7
BMUH?Fy = 567 +V = 3MJHOF o +p,  (6.18)
—2M2AFH = e¢® + M3 (Fy — HFy) + p+ P, (6.19)
p+3H(p+P)=0. (6.20)

These equations depend on the function Fj(¢) but not
on Fy(¢), so the quantities g2 and cZ are irrelevant to
the background dynamics. This means that the theories
with same ¢; and different ¢o (i.e., same A4 and differ-
ent By) cannot be distinguished from each other for the
background cosmology in the JF @]
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The disformal transformation to the EF corresponds
to the change of tensor propagation speed squared 2 =
—By /A4 to ¢ = N2, so the quantity ¢o arises in the EF.
Nevertheless we are dealing with the same physics in the
two frames, so any physical condition (such as the stabil-
ity of fixed points) should not be subject to change. In
what follows we shall study the correspondence of back-
ground quantities between the EF and the JF.

1.  FEinstein frame

The background equations of motion in the EF are

given by Eqgs. (BI1)-(GE12), where

do\* T 1 .
PDE = % (d_(f> 1- g(fh — )| + V(o)
+3(q1 — q2)Mpl‘H% ; (6.21)
A do\* T R
PDE:% ((;f) _1_5(%—(12)2 - V(o)
d2
—(¢ q2)Mpl£ (6.22)

The matter fluid and the scalar field ¢ obey Eqs. (£35)
and (B.13]), respectively, with

Q=12 (5 3p) 190 0~ 00 g 93

2Mp, di My Udi

The first term on the rhs of Eq. ([@23) arises for the
standard coupled dark energy scenario characterized by
@1 = g2 and ¢ =1 [67]. The second term on the rhs of
Eq. [623) does not vanish for the theories with ¢1 # g2
(i.e. time-varying c?).

To discuss the background dynamics in the EF, it is
convenient to introduce the dimensionless quantities

) 1 do A%

Tl = —F———= =, T = —F———= »
YT VM di 2T VBMu
QDE = % s Qm = % )
3Mle 3Mp1H
P MV, R H
w=—, =, EH=——%, 6.24
5 2 7 H % ( )

where a prime represents a derivative with respect to
N =[H dt. Recall that the matter equation of state
w is invariant under the disformal transformation to the
EF. In the following we assume that w is constant. From
Eq. (&I1) there is the relation Qpg + Q,, = 1.

The variables 1 and Zs obey the differential equations



V6

=>

!

1=y
+2{3¢2 + 1 — q1(2 + 3w)}d3] + d1¢ém,

T = —TMflfz + Zoém,

3

2 2

12

= —P2qaBw—1) = 2V6{l + q1(q1 — 2)Bw — 1)}&1 + 1 {3(q1 — @2)*> — 2} (3w — 1)@}

(6.25)

(6.26)

égp=—-(14+w—i3) — §ql (1 —q2)(Bw —1) + g\/g((h —@){l —w+q(g —q)Bw—1)}i

2080 — @)~ 2H1 — w+ e — ) Bw — D} - 3w — (a1 — e Har(2+ 3w) — 362 — )33, (6.27)

2

where ép is related to the effective equation of state weg of the system, as weg = —1 4 2éx/3. The field density
parameter and the equation of state are given, respectively, by

T . .
Qpr=1-Q,, = 71 2V6(q1 — q2) + {2 — 3(q1 — q2)*}a1 | + 23,

X Por  3[2—3(q1 — q2)?]3} — 633 — 2v/6(q1 — q2) (2 — émrin)

(6.28)

WDE = — =

PDE 32 = 3(q1 — q2)%]22 + 623 + 63/6(q1 — q2)iy

If v is constant, which is the case for the exponential
potential V(¢) = Voe #¢/Me1there are five fixed points
characterized by constant #; and 2. They are summa-

¢ (3w — D[qi{4 = 3(q1 — 42)*} — 6¢2 + 3{3q1(q1 — q2)* + 2q2}w]

(6.29)

rized in Table [l
For the fixed point (a), the field density parameter
reads

QDE -

31 —w+qi(q1 — g2)(3w — 1)]? 7

so that both Qpg and #; vanish for radiation (w = 1/3).
If g2 = q1, it follows that #; = v/6q; (3w — 1)/[3(1 — w)],
et = [2¢2(1 — 3w)? + 3w(1 — w)]/[3(1 — w)], and Qpg =
243 (3w — 1)?/[3(w — 1)?] for the point (a). When w = 0,
this corresponds to the ¢g-matter-dominated era (¢MDE)
[67] characterized by e = Qpp = 2¢3/3. Provided that
w # 1/3, the point (a) is a kind of scaling solution with
a constant ratio Qm/QDE.

Since the effective equations of state weg for the points

o qi(9w? — 30w — 23) + 2¢1 81 + 3¢2{9 + w(4 + 3w)}] + 3(w + 1)[4 — 4g2p + 3¢5 (w — 3)]

(6.30)

(b1) and (b2) are 1, they are neither relevant to radia-
tion/matter eras nor the late-time cosmic acceleration.

The point (c) is the scalar-field dominated point
(QDE = 1) relevant to dark energy. When ¢ = ¢1 we
have & = /6, o = /1 — p2/6, and g = —1+p?/3,
so the cosmic acceleration occurs for p? < 2. For ¢z # q1,
Wegr is close to —1 provided that ¢1, g2, 1 are smaller than
the order of 1.

The point (d) corresponds to the scaling solution with
the field density parameter

Qpe =

When ¢» = ¢1, we have that Qpg = B(l+w)—q(Bw—
D(p+ ¢ — 3qw)]/(p + q1 — 3qw)? and deg = [pw +
q1 (3w — 1)]/[n — q1 (3w — 1)]. In this case the radiation
scaling solution corresponds to Qpgy = 4/ 1? and Weg =
1/3, whereas the matter scaling solution is characterized
by Opr = (3+qip+a?)/(utq1)? and deg = —q1/(u+q1)-
If the fixed point (d) is stable, the solutions approach it
during the radiation and matter eras.

The stability of the above fixed points can be analyzed

210 —q1 + 3q2 — 3w(qr + ¢2)]?

. (6.31)

by considering small perturbations dz; and dz2 about
each of them. The linearized version of Eqs. (G.25) and
[626) can be written in the form

53\ 5y
(55) — (i)

where M is a 2 x 2 matrix. If the two eigenvalues &1 2 of
M are negative (or imaginary with negative real parts),
then the corresponding fixed point is stable.

(6.32)
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21 @2 West QOpy
V6q1 (3w—1) 3w(1—w)+q1(3w—1)[q1 (6w+1)—3q2]

(2) ST eI 0 ) +3q (@ -g)Gu-1__ |0 B30
6

(bl) m 0 1 1

V6
(b2) T 5t 0 1 1
(©) V6(3q1—3g2—p) 2[6—(3q1—3q2—11)?] ~ 6—=(391—392—21)(3q1 —3q2—p) 1
3[(3¢1—3g2—p1) (g1 —g2)—2] 3[2—(q1—92)(3¢1 =3g2—p)]? 6—3(q1—q2)(3q1—3g2—p1)
a) VE(1+w) 2[3—3w>—2q1 (3g2+4) (Bw—1)+2¢7 (Yw? +3w—2)] 91+3g2 (w—1)+Bq1 +2p)w Eq. @30)
( 2p1—q1+3g2 —3w(q1+q2) [21—q14+3g2—3w(q1+q2)]? 2/1—q14-3q2—3(q1 +g2)w q-

Table I. The fixed points in the EF and corresponding values of weg and Qg for the system characterized by the autonomous
Egs. (625)-(626) with Eq. (627). The scaling radiation and matter points (d) are stable for 2 10 and ¢1,¢2 < 1, whereas
the accelerated point (c¢) is stable for © < 1 and g1, g2 < 1. The potential (616 allows for the transition from the matter point

(d) with g~ p1 2 10 to the point (¢) with pu~ pe < 1.

~

In the presence of radiation (w = 1/3), the eigenvalues
of the point (d) are given by

(@ _ 1= 3q1 +3q2 £ /64 —15(u — 3q1 + 3¢2)°

' 21— q1 + q2) '
(6.33)

For 2 10 and ¢1,¢q2 < 1, l%ng) are imaginary with neg-

ative real parts, so the point (d) is a stable spiral. For

non-relativistic matter (w = 0), the eigenvalues of the

point (d) read

3(p—q1+3q) £ /D
ng) _ (b= q2) (d) , (6.34)
’ 2(21 — q1 + 3g2)

where Dy = 9(u — q1 + 3¢2)? — 24[3 — 4¢f + 21 (1 +
3g2)][(11+3g2)* — 5q1 (1 +3g2) — 3+ 647]. For p 2 10 and
q1,q2 < 1, the eigenvalues ([634)) are again imaginary
with negative real parts. Thus, the first potential on the
rhs of Eq. (G.10]) leads to the scaling radiation and matter
eras driven by the fixed point (d) with g = p;.

The point (a) can be potentially relevant to radiation
and matter eras, but one of the eigenvalues is positive,
ie., /%ga) =2 for w =1/3 and /%ga) =(B3+2q1u+6¢q1q2 —
4¢2)/[2(1+ q1q2 — ¢%)] for w = 0. Hence the solutions are
attracted by the scaling solution (d) rather than the point
(a). For u smaller than the order of 1, the stable scaling
matter solution (d) with Qpg < 1 does not exist [79], in
which case the matter era is replaced by the pMDE (a)
ﬂ@] In our model, we do not consider this latter case
to avoid very large values of ¢ in the early cosmological
epoch.

After the dominance of the second potential on the rhs
of Eq. (6I4), the solutions exit from the scaling matter
era (d) to the epoch of cosmic acceleration driven by the
point (c). In the presence of non-relativistic matter, the
eigenvalues of the point (¢) are given by

6 — (1 — 3q1 + 3¢2)?

~(c)
#e = , 6.35
! 2+ (1 — q2) (1 — 3q1 + 3¢2) (6.35)
6—2(p—3 3 -2 3
f%éc) _ (1 —3aq1 +3¢2) (1 — 2q1 + 3¢2) . (6.36)

2+ (q1 — q2)(1 — 3q1 + 3q2)

For < 1 and ¢1,q2 < 1, it is clear that both mgc) and
/%gc) are negative. Hence, the solutions finally approach
the accelerated attractor (c¢) with weg close to —1 for
p2 < 1 (see Table[ll for the value of wWes).

In summary, for the potential ([6I6) with pq 2 10 and
o < 1, the background cosmological sequence in the EF
is as follows: (i) scaling radiation point (d) with w =1/3
and g = pg1, — (ii) scaling matter point (d) with w =0
and p = p1, — (iil) accelerated point (c¢) with g = po.

2. Jordan frame

The background dynamics in the JF can be known by
using relations for physical quantities between the two
frames. We define the dimensionless quantities

_ 0 _ W
Tl = —F7F777) L2 = —F——7-1""77>
V6My H V3R My H
MV p
A= -F 2 On = sogrs—,  (6.37
Vo 3M2H?Fy (6.37)

where the field density parameter is given by Qpg =

1 —Qp. On using Eqs. (27), EI0), 6I2), and (A1),

we obtain the following correspondence

r1 =1 +wa)t, xo = (1 +wp)i2,

Q= (1 4+ wy)*Q (6.38)
where
oy = & _ —@(ql + o) = — V6(q1 + g2) 31
HQ 2 2+ V6(q1 + g2)21
. (6.39)
The slow-roll parameter ey = —H /H?, which is associ-
ated with the effective equation of state weg in the JF as
wep = —1 + 2€p /3, satisfies the relation
\/6 1 de
eg = (14+w ég — — (@1 —3q)t + ——— ——
7= H) |€n 9 (@1 q2)1 A+ wn) di
(6.40)



The slope A defined in Eq. (637) is related to the slope
w1 in the EF, as

nw=XA—q1—3q. (6.41)

Using the above correspondence, one can readily trans-
late the background cosmological dynamics in the EF to
that in the JF. In the JF, the fixed point (d) in Table[l]
corresponds to

RO \/6(1 + w)
1 2\ )

3(1 —w?) +2¢1(1 — 3w)[A — 31 (1
RV e Rk T T E T I G
V2A
with
wif =w-20+w)%, (6.43)
o 31 +w)(1—4¢7) + a7+ 3w)
0l = 3 . (6.44)
The fixed point (c) translates to
2 = A= :
V6(1 — 4¢3 + 1))
(c) 1—(/\—4L]1)2/6 6.45
with

©) 3— A2 —20g7 + 91 A
) — 6.46
e 31 -4t +qN) (6.46)

o) =1. (6.47)
The quantity ¢» disappears after the transformation from
the EF to the JF, which reflects the fact that the factor
F; is absent in the background equations (6I8)-(620).
The stability of fixed points should be independent of
the values of g3. Substituting Eq. (641) into Egs. (633)-
©34), it follows that the numerators of the eigenvalues
do not contain the term ¢s. In the denominators there are
still go-dependent terms, but they are simply associated
with the transformation of the number of e-foldings, i.e.,

N V6

N =1—-—(q1 +q)r1.

5 (6.48)

The evolution of homogenous perturbations 62; oc el
(j = 1,2) in the EF translates to the JF evolution pro-
portional to e®N | where x; = &;[1 — V6(q1 + q2)1/2].
On using the index k;, the g2 dependence in the denom-
inators of 4; vanishes identically. Provided the rhs of
Eq. ([648) is positive, which is the case for ¢1,q2 < 1
and |z1] < 1, the stability conditions of fixed points are
identical to each other in the two frames.

The above discussion shows that, in the JF, the scaling
radiation fixed point (d) with w = 1/3 and A = Ay is
followed by the scaling matter point (d) with w = 0 and
A = A1, and then the solutions finally approach the point
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(¢) with A = Ay. During this sequence, the effective
equation of state and the field density parameter evolve
as (1) Weft = 1/3—8(]1/(3)\1), QDE = 4(1—4(]%4-2(]1/\1)//\%
(radiation era), — (i) weg = —2q1/A1, Qpr = [3(1 —
4q3) + Tq1 M)/ (matter era), — (iii) weg = —(3 — A3 —
20¢7 +9¢12)/[3(1 — 4¢? + (1 22)], Qpr = 1 (accelerated
era).

C. Perturbations and matter-scalar couplings

We consider the evolution of cosmological perturba-
tions and the resulting matter-scalar coupling in the
presence of non-relativistic matter satisfying P = 0 and
0P = 0. In what follows we shall focus on the case where

qQ =4 =4q, (6.49)
under which ¢? is constant. Then, at the background
level, the coupling (6:23) reduces to

qp do

Q= i (6.50)

The quantity wy in Eq. (639) reads

_h a8 4
2HF, Ha Hp HM, -

WH (6.51)
In the EF, the gauge-invariant matter density con-
trast is defined by Eq. (£44). Since 6 = 6 and V,,, =
(14w ) Vi, Om is not equivalent to d,,. For the perturba-
tion deep inside the Hubble radius the velocity potential
Vi is much smaller than 0, so the difference between §,,
and d, is small. We introduce the effective gravitational
coupling Geg in the EF, as
— U, = —47Gegrpbpm , (6.52)
where W, is given by Eq. (520). For the choice (6.49),
\ilg reduces to

. A q9" . 1 ON
v, =v - -1 - 6.53
! - Mplx+ (C% ) N ’ ( )
where
i
X = j/} . (6.54)
N

Using the relation (521 as well as the approximation

Om = 0., for the perturbations deep inside the Hubble
radius, we can rewrite Eq. (6.52) of the form (k?/a?)¥ ~

—47T(G'eff /F1)pdn,. Hence, the effective gravitational cou-
pling Geg in the JF is related to Geg, as

(6.55)



The above discussion shows that, once \Ifq is known by
solving the perturbation equations in the EF, the gravi-
tational potential ¥ and the resulting matter-scalar cou-
pling Geg in the JF are determined accordingly.

Since &g = 0 in the EF, we have the relation (528)),

ie.,

d=—0. (6.56)

On using the relations IN/N = 6N/N, { = ¢, and x =
Hy)/N = c¢2¢/(1 + wy) with N = 1, the gravitational
potentials ¥ and ® in the JF are related to ¥ and @ in
the EF, as

a d )Z wWH N
V=" o) = (&) -¢2 6.57
s (3) e 65)
3=9 <14 (6.58)
- 1+wy X '

The anisotropy parameter 7 in the JF generally differs
from 1 due to the presence of the perturbation Y.

1. FEinstein frame

Let us study the evolution of perturbations in the EF
during the scaling matter and accelerated epochs. From
Eqs. (A310)-(@42) we obtain the perturbation equations

¢ =24 20,10, (6.59)
N 2
. : ON
N
5 — 3¢ k2 <>z— ‘Z—?) , (6.61)
t
. N ON
,;1:—(@H+\/6q5:1) =2 (6.62)
N
N 806, - 2K2(3 4
ON _ 3 — 2K +6) (6.63)
N 6y
where K = k/(al). Taking the N derivative of

Eq. (662) and using other equations of motion, the ve-
locity potential V,,, obeys

K2, (6.64)
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where
C1 = [2(3¢1 — Vop) (a7 — 1)
+ Q0 {321 — 2V6 (1 + q)}]/(241) | (6.65)
Co = 3[1223 — 4V/6puit — 223(9 + 2¢% + 3qu — 6%2,,)
+321{2q1 + Qo (U — 1 = 2q(q + 1))}
—V6&3{4q — Apu + (3q + 51)Qn }
—V6(q + 1) (. — 1))/ (281). (6.66)

The general solution to Eq. (664) can be written in
the form V = V(S) + V,%h), where Véf) is the special
solution and V(h) is the homogenous solution derived by
setting the rhs of Eq. (6.64) to be zero. For the sub-
horizon perturbations satisfying K > 1, the homoge-
nous solution induces the rapid oscillation of the veloc-
ity potential with a frequency associated with the term
(1-ct) ICQ/(2Ct331)

For the theories with ¢ = 0, as long as the homogenous
solution is initially suppressed relative to the special so-
lution, it was found in Ref. [55] that the perturbations
X, ¢, and V,,, in the JF stay nearly constant during the
scaling matter epoch. As we confirm later numerically,
this is also the case for ¢ # 0. At the §caling fixed point
(d) with w = 0 and p = 1, the ratio €2, /2% is constant.
We consider the sub-horizon perturbations satisfying the
condition (1 — ¢2),,,K2/(2¢2&3) > |Ca|. Then, the spe-
cial solution to Eq. ([6:64) is given by

v ()

2c23? (6.67)

7@~ _ G
" (1— ),

Let us derive solutions along which é and X stay nearly
constant in the scaling matter era. Setting ¢’ ~ 0 and

X'~ 0 in Eqs. (659) and (6.60), respectively, we obtain
3[1 — 2(1 — V6gin)]2 m s

o 6.68
X 2K2[3c27 + (1 - ¢})é H] o
CA N (14 ém)(1 —c2) + 221(331 + V69)]Qm gm (6.69)
2K2[3¢223 + (1 — c2)én]
A 2 - 3 N
) ~ 2#1(381 — V6qén) oo (6.70)
/C2[3Ct171 (1—¢f )EH]
5TN o 3c2dn (381 — V6gen ) m (6.71)
N 2/C2[3Ct551 (1—cP)e ]

where, in the denominators of Egs. (6.63)-(G1), we
have neglected the terms without containing K2. The
gravitational potentials ¥ and ®, which are defined by

Eq. @43), obey

3,
2K2
which is equivalent to Eq. (B30) with Eq. (528). Since
As = 0 for ¢; = ¢q, the condition 2ﬁM§1/N > |4, 5

e

s (6.72)



used for the derivation of Eq. (B.30) is automatically sat-

isfied.
©5]), @11, and @72 into

Substituting Egs.
Eq. ([€53), we obtain

. 3 . .
Wy ———Qpdm |14 2¢°
T o2 !
— 2)(VBi By — 2gé
+ (1 Ct )(\/—xl + 2q>(\/§1‘/\1 2q€H) , (673)
2{3c222 + (1 — 2)én}
where &1 = v/6/[2(1+q)] and ég = 3u/[2(p + q)] for the

fixed point (d) with w = 0. The effective gravitational
coupling Geg during the scaling matter epoch reads
écﬁ' (1

2 — @) (V6i1 + 29)(V6i1 — 2¢ém)
~ 1 + 2(] + ~ )

G 2{3c222 + (1 — )én}

(6.74)
where the term 2¢2 arises in BD theories after the con-
formal transformation to the EF [67]. The last term on
the ths of Eq. ([6.74)) does not vanish for ¢? different from
1. Since we are now considering the case where 2 is
constant, the variation of ¢Z does not appear in the ex-
pression of Eq. ([G74).

For the perturbations deep inside the Hubble radius,
the rhs of Eq. (5I9) can be neglected relative to the lhs
of it. Then, during the scaling matter era, the matter
perturbation obeys

S n—2q

O + = o O ~ 0.
2(p+q) 2

(6.75)

Provided that p > ¢, there is a growing-mode solution

to Eq. (6.75),

Om o aP, _ 2
4(p+q)

and § = (Ger/G) . For ¢/p — 0 and § — 1, the mat-
ter density contrast evolves as d,, o a. In this case, the

quantity (@H)2é,,, which appears in Eqs. (668)-(G.Z1),

remains constant, so the perturbations ¥, é , A,Sf), and

6N /N do not vary in time.

For ¢ # 0 and ¢? # 1, the quantity g is different from
1. As long as ¢ < 1 and p > ¢, the deviation of §
from 1 is small, so the analytic formulas (G.68])- (671
are approximately valid in the scaling matter era. The
perturbations x and é start to vary after the Universe
enters the epoch of cosmic acceleration, in which regime
the analytic solutions (G.68))-(671)) are no longer valid.

In Flg |I| we plot the evolut1on of perturbations C » X

Vins 5N/N and —¥ (= ®) for the model parameters
= 0.1, ¢ = 05, A\ = 10, Ay = 0.5, and V,/V; =
10—6 (ie., gy = 9.6, py = 0.1, Vo/V4 = 1076). The
background initial conditions are chosen to start from the
scaling matter fixed point (d), i.e., 21 = v6/[2(p1 + q)]
and 2 = /(34 2¢2 +2qu1)/[2(11 + ¢)2]. We choose
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Figure 1. Evolution of the perturbations C, X Vim, 5N/N
and —V in the EF versus the scale factor @ for the model
parameters ¢ = 0.1, cf =0.5, A1 =10, A2 = 0.5, and V2/V1 =
1075, We choose the initial values of #1 and Z2 to coincide
with those of the scaling fixed point (d) with w = 0 and ¢1 =
q2 = 0.1. The initial values of perturbatlons are chosen to be
¢ =6.8407 x 107°, X = —2.7513 x 10™°, V},, = 3.5537 x 107,
5 =2.5618 x 1073, and K = 30 at G = 2.0488 x 10~ 3 under
which the special solution ([6.67) is the dominant contribution
to V.

the initial value of V}, close to the special solution (G.67)
with ¢’ ~ 0 and ¥ ~ 0 for the normalized wave number
K = 30.

All the perturbations shown in Fig. [l stay nearly con-
stant during the scaling matter era. We also confirmed
that the analytic formulas ([6.68)-([6.72)) are in good agree-
ment with numerically integrated solutions in the scal-
ing regime. For sub-horizon perturbations (K > 1),
the choice of different wave numbers £ only modifies

the amplitudes of perturbatlons X, C, (S , and 5N/N
There is a simple relation 6N /N = (3Qm/2)VmS) from
Egs. (670) and (EX1). The perturbatlons 6N /N and
Vn(l) are suppressed relative to y and C because of the
conditions ;1 < 1 and ¢ < 1. The Universe finally en-
ters the epoch of cosmic acceleration driven by the fixed
point (c¢) with gs = Ag — 4¢q. As we see in Fig. [l the
perturbations start to vary after the onset of cosmic ac-
celeration.

Numerically, we also compute the gravitational poten-
tial W, and the resulting effective gravitational coupling
Gogr from the definition (652). In Fig. B the evolution of
Gesr/G is plotted for four different values of ¢ and ¢2. We
confirmed that the analytic estimation ([B74) of G is in
good agreement with the numerical result in the scaling
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Figure 2. Evolution of the effective gravitational coupling Gt
normalized by the gravitational constant G in the EF for the
four cases: (i) ¢ = 0, ¢ = 0.5, (ii) ¢ = 0.05, ¢ = 0.5, (iii)
¢=0.1, ¢ =0.5, and (iv) ¢ = 0.1, ¢ = 0.99, with the model
parameters A\; = 10, A2 = 0.5, and V2/V1 = 1078, The initial
conditions are chosen in the same way as those explained in
the caption of Fig. [l

matter regime. The growth of G starts to occur after
the scaling matter era.

If we compare the cases (ii) and (iii) with the case (i)
in Fig. 2l we find that the existence of coupling ¢ leads to
the value of Gegr/G smaller than that for ¢ = 0. Provided
c? is not close to 1, the analytic formula ([G.74]) implies
that Geg /G approaches 1 in the limit where ¢ > &1 and
#1 < 1. Hence, for a given value of ¢ different from 1,
Gt /G tends to decrease with increasing g. For larger
q, the variation of Gt /G occurs at a later cosmological
epoch.

In the limit that ¢ — 1, Eq. (6.74) reduces to the value

3[(1— e (1 +2wp) + 323 + w¥]

17

Get/G — 1+2¢%. The case (iv) in Fig. Bis close to such
an example, in which case the variation of Geg /G is small
even after the onset of cosmic acceleration. This property

can be clearly distinguished from the model with ¢ = 0
and ¢ # 1.

If we choose initial conditions where Vm is not close to

the special solution \A/n(f), the homogenous solution V,,(ih)

gives rise to the oscillation of V,,,. This oscillation con-

) decreases

tinues by the time when the amplitude of Vélh
sufficiently relative to that of \Z,(f). This situation is anal-
ogous to what was found for the case ¢ = 0 [55].

2. Jordan frame

The evolution of perturbations in the EF can translate
to that in the JF by using the correspondence

2
Ct ~ N Vm
= = V= ,
X=17 50 ¢=q, T
N . .1
sN=N -5 p=gpitwm (6.77)
Ct

where K = k/(aH) and wy = —/6q@1/(1+v6q21). The
gauge-invariant matter perturbation d,, is related to d,,,
as

|/ (6.78)

At the background level, we also have the relations (G38))
and (640). Using the analytic solutions (G.68))-([G71) in
the EF during the scaling matter era, the perturbations
X, ¢, Vin, and 0N in the JF can be expressed in terms of
Sy Ky Q, 2, 21, and epy.

_ The gravitational potentials ¥ and ® are known from
U, ®, and x by using Eqs. (6.517) and ([G.58]). Substituting
the solutions ([6.68) and (G72) into Egs. (6.51) and (G53)
in the scz}ling matter regime and employing the approx-

imation d,, ~ d,, for the perturbations deep inside the
Hubble radius, it follows that

oo 06 6.79
2K2[(1 = ¢f)(em +wm)(1 +ww) + 3cx]] o

o o B+ 20m) + (Lt wm){L+ e + 20m — 2+ e + Bwm)} + 3cad] ) (6.80)

~ 2@ — ) (en T o) (1 F wor) + 3227 m |
1— )1+ en) + 2wl — ¢ +wn(l - 2¢
nelt [( c;)( 62H) wi][l — ¢ ;‘)H( _ )] , (6.81)
ctl(1—cf)en(1 + 2wry) + 327 + w]
G e = e (Lt 20m) +308 4y G (6.:82)

where wy = —v6gz; and z1 = V6/(2\1) > |wy| for

(1—c)(eg +wn)(l +wpy) + 3c2a? R’

q < 1. The perturbation y induces the anisotropic stress
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Figure 3. The gravitational potentials —V, ¢, and —Pg =
(® — ¥)/2 in the JF versus 1 + z = 1/a for the same model
parameters and initial conditions as those given in Fig.[Il The
present epoch (z = 0) is identified by the condition £, = 0.3.
The vertical dot-dashed line represents the onset at which the
cosmic acceleration (@ > 0) sets in (z ~ 0.63). Numerically,
we integrate the background and perturbation equations in
the EF and then compute ¥ and ¢ by using the transforma-

tion laws ([6.57)) and (6.58).

in the JF, so the anisotropy parameter 7 is different from
1.

In the limit ¢Z — 1, the formulas (679)-(6.82) give ¥ ~
=3(1 + 2¢H)Qn6m /(2K2), & ~ 3(1 — 2¢%)Q0m/(2K2),
and

1—2¢>
et (6.83)
o G
Gest ~ (14+2¢°)—=. (6.84)
Iy

In the limit ¢ — 0 (i.e., wy — 0), we use the approxi-
mations ey ~ 3/2 and §2,,, ~ 1 during the scaling regime
and eliminate the term z? on account of Eq. ([6.6). This
process leads to

(1 — cf)(c2 — cf)
Bef(l+c2—cf)
1— 2

Geﬂz(u ﬁ)G,

Cs

n~1+

(6.85)

(6.86)

which match those derived in Ref. @] without referring
to the EF. Since ¢? can be much greater than 1 for ¢? < 1,
the parameter 7 exhibits the large deviation from 1. In
this case, Geg is slightly larger than G.

If ¢2 # 1 and ¢ # 0, the difference between the gravita-
tional potentials —W¥ and ® depends on the magnitudes of
the terms 1 — ¢? and wy. Provided |1 —¢?| < {|wg|, 23},
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Figure 4. Evolution of f(z)os(z) versus the redshift z in the
JF for A\1 = 10, A2 = 0.5, and V2/V; = 107%. From the top
to the bottom, each curve corresponds to (i) ¢ = 0, 2 =0.5,
(ii) ¢ = 0.05, ¢ = 0.5, (iii) ¢ = 0.1, ¢¢ = 0.5, and (iv)
g = 0.1, ¢ = 0.99, respectively. The initial conditions are
chosen in the similar way to those explained in the caption of
Fig. M For a given value of ¢f (# 1), the growth rate of mat-
ter perturbations tends to be smaller with increasing g due to
the decrease of Geg. The black points with error bars corre-
spond to the data from the recent observations of f(z)os(z)
by 2dFGRS [80], 6dFGRS [81], WiggleZ [83], SDSSLRG (8],
BOSSCMASS [84], and VIPERS [58] surveys.

the parameter 1 of Eq. ([68]]) is close to the value ([G.83]),
whereas, for |1 — cZ| > {Jwn|, 22}, n is close to the value

In Fig. Bl we illustrate the evolution of —W¥, ®, and
—Per = (P — U)/2 versus the redshift z in the JF for
c2 =0.5,¢=0.1,and A\; = 10. During the scaling matter
epoch, the gravitational potentials stay nearly constant.
Since |1 —c| > {|wg|, 2%} for the model parameters used
in the simulation of Fig. Bl we have that n ~ 2.6 from
Eq. (G85). This is in good agreement with the numer-
ical result of Fig. B in the scaling matter regime. The
gravitational potentials start to decrease after the onset
of cosmic acceleration, but —W¥ shows temporal growth
in the future because of the increase of Geg (see the case
(iil) in Fig. 2)). Finally, the Universe enters the attractor
regime in which all of =¥, &, and —®.g decrease in a
similar way.

In Fig. [ we plot the evolution of f(z)og(z) in the
low-redshift regime for four different values of ¢ and ¢?
(corresponding to those used in Fig. ), where f(z) =
bm/(Hb,,) and og(z) is the rms amplitude of over-density
at the comoving 8h~! Mpc scale (h is the normalized
Hubble parameter Hy = 100k kmsec™' Mpc™'). This
quantity is associated with the observations of red-space



distortions in galaxy clusterings. Note that the growth
rate f(z)os(z) can be also measured by using only the
peculiar motions of galaxies in the low redshift [85, ]
The initial condition of §,, is chosen such that its am-
plitude today is equivalent to og(0) = 0.82 [87]. During
the scaling matter era, we have numerically checked that
Gegr 1s well described by Eq. (682). When ¢ = 0 and
c2 = 0.5 we have Geg ~ 1.03G from Eq. (6.886]), whereas,
for ¢ = 0.1 and ¢? ~ 1, Geg ~ 1.02G/F; from Eq. (6.34).

For larger ¢ with a given value of ¢? (# 1), the onset
of growth of G.g occurs at later cosmological epochs. In
fact, Fig. @lshows that the values of f(2)og(z) for ¢2 = 0.5
tend to be smaller with increasing ¢ in the low-redshift
regime. For cf close to 1, the variation of Geg is small
by the present epoch (see Fig. ). In this case, Geg is
approximately given by Eq. (84 even around today.

In Fig. @ we also plot the recent data of f(z)og(z)
constrained by the redshift-space distortion (RSD) mea-
surements. Using the bound on o5(0) from the Planck
data [87], the RSD data tend to favor the growth rate of
Om lower than that predicted by GR [57]. In Fig. H such
a property can be also observed in our model where Gog
is slightly larger than G. The recent 6dF galaxy surveys
using only the peculiar motions of galaxies provided the
constraint f(0)os(0) = 0.415 £ 0.065, which is consistent
with the four cases shown in Fig. @ It remains to see
how future RSD and peculiar velocity measurements will
pin down the error bars of f(z)os(2).

We have thus clarified the evolution of observables as-
sociated with the measurements of CMB, redshift-space
distortions, and weak lensing by transforming back from
the EF to the JF. Since the EFTCAMB code [8§] for
modified gravity theories is written in the JF, our re-
sults in this section can be used to place observational
constraints on the model ([£.22]) with the functions (G.1I).
Since the staring point of coupled scalar-field models (in-
cluding coupled quintessencﬁ(é__lr@, chameleons ﬂa], and
disformally coupled models ]—Eﬂ]) is usually assumed
to be the EF, our analysis in the EF is also useful to con-
strain coupled dark energy models with ¢? different from
1. We leave observational constraints on such models for
a future work.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In the presence of matter, we have studied cosmological
disformal transformations in a generalized class of Horn-
deski theories (GLPV theories). In these theories there
is one propagating scalar degree of freedom ¢ coupled to
the metric g, in the JF on the flat FLRW background.
Even if matter is minimally coupled to gravity in the
JF, the matter sector feels the modification of gravity
through the change of gravitational potentials mediated
by the field ¢.

The structure of the Lagrangian in GLPV theories,
which is given by Eq. (Z4) in the unitary gauge, is pre-
served under the disformal transformation (1), while
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the matter Lagrangian contains a coupling with the field
¢ and its derivatives in the transformed frame. Thus,
the matter-scalar interaction becomes explicit after the
disformal transformation. In Sec. [l we clarified how
the energy-momentum tensor of matter and associated
background/perturbed quantities are mapped under the
disformal transformation.

In Sec. [[V] we have derived the background and lin-
ear perturbation equations of motion in both the JF and
the transformed frame. In the transformed frame, the
coupling @ in Eq. [36) arises for the matter continuity
Eq. (£38) at the background level. The matter perturba-
tion Eq. (AI3)) in the JF is also transformed to the more
involved Eq. (ZA41]) due to the matter-scalar interaction,
while the structure of other perturbation equations is not
subject to change.

In Sec.[V] we discussed the transformation from the JF
to the EF in which the second-order action of tensor per-
turbations is of the same form as that in GR. Under the
choice ([&.3) of the factors  and T, the Bardeen poten-
tials ¥ and & in the EF obey the “de-mixed” relation
(GI6). If the action in the EF belongs to a class of Horn-
deski theories (& = 0), there is no anisotropic stress
between ¥ and .

The non-relativistic matter density contrast §m obeys
the differential Eq. (519) in the EF, where U, is the
effective gravitational potential given by Eq. (B20). In
the EF, it becomes transparent that the variations of
Q and C; as well as the deviation of C? from 1 lead to
the modification of gravitational interactions with matter
perturbations. The gravitational potential ¥ in the JF
is simply related to W,, as ¥ = C2W,,.

In Sec. [VI we proposed a concrete model of dark en-
ergy in which the coupling between matter and the scalar
degree of freedom ¢ is manifest after the disformal trans-
formation to the EF. For the field potential (G.8]) with
A1 2 10 and Ay < 1, there exist scaling solutions corre-
sponding to radiation and matter eras followed by an at-
tractor with the cosmic acceleration. At the background
level, the disformal transformation to the EF gives rise
to the term g9 associated with the function By, but we
showed that the stability of fixed points is independent of
g2- This reflects the fact that the background equations
in the JF do not contain the function Bjy.

We also studied the evolution of linear cosmological
perturbations from the matter era to today for the case
q1 = g2 In the EF we derived the second-order equation
of the velocity potential V,,, and identified the special so-
lution Véf) on scales deep inside the Hubble radius. For
the initial conditions satisfying |V;] > |V;{")|, we ob-
tained analytic solutions of perturbations where f and y
stay nearly constant. On using these solutions, we de-
rived the effective gravitational potential ¥, of the form
673) during the scaling matter era. The coupling ¢ and
the deviation of ¢? from 1 lead to the gravitational cou-
pling Geg modified from that in GR.

Once the evolution of perturbations is known in the



EF, it is straightforward to transform it back to that
in the JF by using the correspondence (6.57)-([E58) and
@©77)-@78). While & = —¥ in the EF for the La-
grangian (£.27), the field x generates the anisotropic
stress in the JF such that n = —®/¥ # 1. For sub-
horizon perturbations the effective gravitational coupling
Qcﬁ- in the JF is related to Geg in the EF as Geg ~
Ger/F1, so the growth rate of matter perturbations in
the JF is known accordingly.

We have analytically estimated n and G.g during the
scaling matter era and confirmed that they are in good
agreement with numerical results before the onset of cos-
mic acceleration. We also numerically computed the evo-
lution of f(z)os(z) by transforming back from the EF to
the JF. As we see in Fig. [ it is possible to distinguish
between the models with different values of ¢ and ¢? ob-
servationally.

We have thus shown that the disformal transformation
is useful for understanding gravitational interactions with
matter mediated by the scalar field. After transforming
to the EF, the background and perturbation dynamics
in the JF are readily known by using the correspondence
of physical quantities between the two frames. We can
apply our results to observational constraints on dark en-
ergy models in the framework of GLPV theories. More-
over, our analysis in the EF is useful for constraining
coupled dark energy models in which the starting point
is the EF Lagrangian with matter-scalar couplings.

While we focused on the cosmological set up, it is of
interest to extend the disformal transformation to gen-
eral space-time including the spherically symmetric back-
ground. This should help us to understand the nature of
matter-scalar couplings in local regions of the Universe.
In particular, the derivation of the effective gravitational
coupling around a compact body (like the Sun) will be
important to place constraints on theories beyond Horn-
deski from local gravity experiments.
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Appendix A: Correspondence between the two
frames

We show relations for the quantities connected through
the disformal transformation. The background quantities
are transformed as

S — A 1 w
N=aN, #=2(d+5).
. F - 1 -
T Tamh

. 3. -

_aiﬁ_ (L— 3HF — %)] . (A1)

For the quantities associated with perturbations, we have
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