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We generalize the electromagnetic duality between a massless, canonical scalar field and a 2-form
gauge field in 4-dimensional spacetime to scalar-tensor theories. We derive the action of 2-form
gauge field that is dual to two kinds of scalar-tensor theories: shift symmetric K-essence theory and
the shift symmetric Horndeski theory up to quadratic in scalar field. The former case, the dual
2-form has a nonlinear kinetic term. The latter case, the dual 2-form has non-trivial interactions
with gravity through Einstein tensor. In both case, the duality relation is modified from usual case,
that is, the dual 2-form field is not simply given by the Hodge dual of the gradient of the scalar

field.

I. INTRODUCTION

A scalar field interacting with gravity through non-
trivial coupling enables us to construct diverge scenar-
ios of both early and late-time Universe. As the first
guideline to look for possible forms of interactions, it
is important to classify interactions based on the pres-
ence/absence of Ostrogradsky’s ghost instability (see [1]
for a review). Understanding on ghost free scalar inter-
actions has been deepened especially after the re-finding
of Horndeski theory [2] as a generalized Galileon the-
ory (3, 4] (see also Ref.[5] for a recent review), which
is the most general scalar-tensor theory with second-
order derivatives in the Euler-Lagrange equations. It
was found that Horndeski theory is not the most general
theory avoiding Ostrogradsky’s ghost [6, 7]. It is pos-
sible to construct a theory which has higher derivative
terms in the Euler-Lagrange equations apparently but
these equations can be rewritten as a set of the equa-
tions up to second order time derivatives. At quadratic
order in V,V, ¢, where ¢ is a scalar field and V, is the
covariant derivative, the general scalar tensor theory is
found in Refs. [8-11], which is called extended scalar-
tensor theory [10] or degenerate higher order derivative
scalar tensor (DHOST) theory [11]. Cubic order version
of DHOST theory is investigated in Ref.[12].

Not only interactions with a scalar field, but also that
with other type of fields has been actively investigated.
For U(1) gauge field, Horndeski also found the most gen-
eral theory with second order Euler-Lagrange equations
called vector-Horndeski theory [13]. If one relax U(1)
gauge symmetry and consider massive vector field, non-
trivial interaction with gravity has been developed by an
analogy of Horndeski theory for scalar field. This is called
generalized Proca theory [14]. As similar to the scalar-
tensor theory, generalized Proca theory has its further
generalization without exciting extra degrees of freedom.
The most general theory up to quadratic in V,A4,, where
A, is a vector field, is called extended vector-tensor the-
ory [15], which is an analogy of the extended scalar-tensor
(or DHOST) theory. Even though structure of the ex-
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tended vector-tensor theory is much similar to the ex-
tended scalar-tensor theory, vector theory has important
property: It has been shown that a non-trivial branch of
the extended vector-tensor theory, that does not include
generalized Proca theory, has stable cosmological solu-
tions [16], though similar branch of DHOST theory does
not [17].

Our interest here is interactions between gravity and
2-form gauge field because 2-form gauge field is an essen-
tial ingredient of low energy limit of string theory as well
as scalar and 1-form vector field. Especially, in type-
I and heterotic string theory, 2-form field has interac-
tions through Chern-Simons term of gravity. Then it was
shown that, in 4 dimensional-spacetime, such 2-form can
be regarded as a canonical scalar field with Chern-Simons
coupling, that is axion, through the electromagnetic du-
ality [18-20]: As well known, there is a duality between
pand D —p — 2 form field in D-dimension at least when
there is no interaction. See Ref.[21] for a review of Chern-
Simons coupling to scalar field. The electromagnetic du-
ality between scalar and 2-form field is useful even in the
context of black hole hair. It was discussed that trivial-
black hole solution with vanishing scalar field can have
“axionic hair” in the dual description [22]. In the context
of cosmology, 2-form field also has much interest because
it expected to produce statistical anisotropy [23-26].

The purpose of this paper is to develop the way to ex-
tend such duality of canonical scalar field to a subclass of
Horndeski theory. As well as the resultant 2-form theory
dual theory will provide an new example of healthy inter-
actions between 2-form field and gravity in 4-dimension,
it might be a good candidate for healthy theory even in
higher dimension as for the Chern-Simons case. Note
that 2-form and scalar field duality in mimetic theory
was discussed in [27].

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section,
we review the derivation of the electromagnetic duality
between a canonical scalar field and a 2-form field with
including Chern-Simons coupling. After that, we gen-
eralize this procedure to so called K-essence theory and
the shift symmetric Horndeski theory up to quadratic
in ¢ in section IIT and IV respectively. In section V,
we briefly see that our method cannot apply directly to
more general class of Horndeski theory. The final section
is devoted by summary and discussions.
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II. DUALITY BETWEEN CANONICAL
SCALAR FIELD AND 2-FORM FIELD

Let us begin with reviewing well known duality be-
tween a massless scalar field with Chern-Simons coupling
and a 2-form field [18-20]. Let us consider the following
action [28],

S? = /d4:v\/_

PlR_ = Muaﬂ¢ay¢+ﬁ¢ICS] ,
(1)

where 1°¢ is Chern-Simon term for gravity given by
ICS _ 1R Ruupa
- Z pvpo : (2)

Here Ruvm are components of Hodge dual of Riemann
2-form,

1

Ryvpo == EEW

“’ Rapo- (3)
etvP? is Levi-Civita tensor associated with g,

HvpPo —

—\/%—g[uvpff], Cprps = V= gliwpol,  (4)

where [prpo] is the complete antisymmetric tensor with
[0123] = 1. Here « is a dimensionless constant. Note
that our analysis can apply even when « is a function
of other field; o = a(x!) with some fields x!. & is a
constant of mass dimension —1. The simplest example
of electromagnetic duality, that is duality between free
scalar and free 2-form field, can be obtained by setting
k = 0 in the following analysis. To treat a 2-form field,
it would be useful to write the action by differential form
language. However, since our purpose is to extend du-
ality relation to more general scalar-tensor theory and
scalar-tensor theory is usually written in terms of compo-
nent notations, we will examine electromagnetic duality
in component notation.

As well known, Chern-Simons term can be written as
total derivative form,

199 = =V, Jts, (5)

where J£ ¢ is the Chern-Simon current?.

1A concrete expression for Jog* can be written in terms of spin
connection w%y,

2
Jgsdm“ = % (w“b Adwbe + gwab Awble A wca) .
Note that vierbein which define this spin connection is nothing

to do with our coordinate basis dx* and one can freely choose
the basis to represent the Chen-Simons current.

Then after integrating by part, the action can be writ-
ten as
Mﬁl & i
TR — 59 6M¢ay¢ + K/aﬂ(bJCS
(6)

A technically important step to derive the dual action
is to introduce the intermediate action S4Z which is de-
fined as follows:

¢ — / iy =g

SAP /d%\/_ My SApA" + KA

1
+ 3¢ BV, A | (7)

The first line is the original action S?® where 9,6 is re-
placed with A,. SAB is equivalent with the original
scalar action S? because the equation

AB

L 05 - lewpdvag -0

V=g dBr 2
guarantees the presence of a scalar potential for A,,. Thus
Euler-Lagrange equation (8) ensures that A, can be writ-
ten as A, = 0,¢ at least locally and, by plugging this
relation into S4B, one can recover original action S¢.

The dual 2-form action can be obtained by eliminat-
ing A, from the intermediate action SAB, A, can be
eliminated by using the equation,

(& dA=0) (8)

1 6SAB o CSs 1 nvpo
—_gm = —aA’ + KZJ# — 56 VPBIJ,U = 07 (9)
which means
1
A== ((+H) + %), (10)

where we introduced the field strength 3-form H of 2-
form field B which is given by H = dB and * represents
the Hodge dual. In component notation, it can be ex-
pressed as

1

Hypp =3V By, 31

(xH), = =€, Hypo.  (11)

By plugging above expression into S4Z, we obtain the

action of 2-form dual to canonical free scalar field,

1 - ~
5B /d4x\/ ”R— T BB | (12)
where
Hypp = Hyuwp + £(3J5) . (13)

The action (12) is nothing but 4-dimensional analogy
of interaction between gravity and 2-form gauge field in



type I or heterotic supergravity. To summarize, we have
examined the well known equivalence between scalar ac-
tion S (1) and 2-form gauge theory SZ (12). The impor-
tant step of derivation is to introduce the intermediate
action S4B, We will apply this method to more general
scalar-tensor theory in the following sections. Note that
remembering the relation of A to ¢, (10) can be regarded
as the duality relation between the original scalar field
and 2-form gauge field,

sdp = éH (14)

III. DUAL OF SHIFT SYMMETRIC
K-ESSENCE THEORY

A. 2-form dual action of K-essence theory

Here we would like to extend above analysis to shift
symmetric subclass of K-essence theory [29-31] given by,

S = /d4:17\/
where X = ¢""0,,¢0,¢.

First we would like to introduce the intermediate ac-
tion S4B by

gAB / By =g

pl “—PR4yK(X )1 (15)

l 1 vpo
p — R+ K(Y)+ 25# P BV pAq

(16)

where Y = g"” A, A,. The original action is recovered by
plugging A, = 9,¢. This replacement is guaranteed by
dng: 0, which can be derived from the B,,, variation of
S4E.

Similar to the analysis in the previous section, the du-
ality relation can be obtained from the A, variation of
the intermediate action,

1 5848
V—g 0A,
By using relation A = d¢, duality relation between orig-
inal scalar and 2-form field can be understood as,

—2K'(X)d¢ = =H, (18)

1
= 2K (Y)A” 4 e, = 0. (17)

which now includes non-linear dependence of X;

In order to obtain 2-form action, we need to solve Eq.
(17) for A,. We can obtain equation written by ¥ and
|H|? := H,,,H"" by squaring Eq.(17),

1
4K (Y)Y = —§|H|2. (19)
By solving this equation for Y, Y can be written as a

function of |H|? implicitly; Y = Y (|H|?).2

2 Here we assume
QCK"(Y)Y + K'(Y)K'(Y) #0

Now (17) can be regarded as

1 1
Ag = —— ¢ mrp

R (Ep) F e 20

and one can safely eliminate A* from the intermediate
action S4Z. Finally we obtain

SB = SAB|(20) = /d CL'\/_

”l R+ F(|H| )]
(21)
with

F(H?) = K(Y) 2K (Y)Y, (22)
where Y = Y (|H|?) is a function of |H|? given by (19).
Thus the dual of K-essence theory is described by a 2-
form field with non-linear kinetic term. We would like to
emphasize that our analysis hold even if K depends on
other field x!, K = K(x!, X).

B. Derivation of the original equations of motion

For a complementary check, let us see the equivalence
at the level of equations of motion. First full set of equa-
tions of motion in the original system S¢ is given by

—2
53° 2
=G — —5 T, = 2
/=g (Sguu G“ M2 0, ( 33“)
¢
L2 avr(K(X)0,6) =0, (23b)

V=39 66
where the energy momentum tensor T;f’,/ is given by
1
T}, = —K'(X)0,00,¢ + 9 K (X). (24)

We will check if we can derive same equations from dual
action SB. The equations of motion from 2-form action
SB can be derived as,

\/_L_: (‘;9—5 =Gu — ]\52 Tn, =0, (25a)

\/L__g% — _6VA(F'H,™) =0,  (25b)
where Tf; is now given by

TF = —3F'H,,cH,” + %ng. (26)

so that (19) has inverse at least locally. Our assumption is not
valid for cuscuton theory[32], K (X) o< v+X.



First let us focus on the Eq. (25b). By introducing 3-
form
1
F'H := 5F’(|H|2)prdx# Adz” A dx”, (27)

it can be written as

1
wdx (F'H) = VO (F'H," )dat Nda¥ = 0. (28)

Thus Eq.(25b) ensures that we can introduce scalar po-
tential ¢ for *F'H,

1
+F'H = ——do, (29)

where a coeflicient is determined so that above relation
reproduce H = xd¢ for free 2-form field F = —|H|?/12.
Let us define a function K(Y) and Y (|H|?) by (22) and
(19). Then we can show the relation,

dy
F'(H?) = —(K'(Y) +2YK"(Y)) =5
(H?) = ~('(V) + 2 K" (V) gz
1 d
= 4K'(Y)*Y
4K’( )d|H|2( (Y)? )
1
CAK(Y) (30)
Then we can rewrite duality relation (29) as
H = S x do
-~ 12F/(|HP?)
= —2K'(Y(|H|*)) * d¢, (31)
or in component notation, by
Hyp = —2K'€,,,7 05 . (32)

By squaring Eq. (32), we obtain

SlHP = —a(K V()0 0,00,6.  (33)

By comparing it with Eq. (19) Then we obtain

Y([HP) = 9,00,6 = X, (34)

and duality relation can be written as

) * do, (35)

which is equivalent with (18). The equations of motion
for ¢ (23b) can be obtained from Bianchi identity dH = 0
as

H=—2K'(X

0 = *dH = *d(—2K'(X) * dp)
= 2VH (K'(X)V,.0) . (36)

Finally the equivalence of the energy-momentum tensor
can be confirmed just by substituting (18) into (26) as

follows:
B / po 1
T, =—3F Hypo H,” + ng,F

3
T A

1
= KI (gHVX - au(bal/(b) + §guuF

1
= a¢8ﬁ¢ + g;wF
1
=—K'0,00,¢ + 5gw(2K’X +F)
1
= —K'0,60,6 + S K = T3, (37)
IV. DUAL OF A SUBCLASS OF SHIFT
SYMMETRIC HORNDESKI THEORY

A. 2-form dual action of Horndeski theory

Next let us includes non-trivial interaction through
Einstein tensor,

S¢ = / d%\/_ (R 2A) — —gwamayqﬁ

(38)
where effective metric G, is defined by
Guv = agu + BG . (39)

Here « is a dimension less constant and 8 has mass di-
mension —2. We note that following analysis can apply
even when « and [ depends on other fields. This action
is free of ghost instability due to higher derivative be-
cause it is included by Horndeski theory. The action of
Horndeski theory is given by

4
st — [atey=g Y- gl ()
n=2
where L,, are defined by

LI = Ga(¢, X), (41a)
LI = G3(¢, X)0g, (41b)
LT = Ga(¢, X)R — 2G4 x(X)(D¢* — (VW)?(), )
1lc

LE™ = G5(p, X)GM'V V¢

+ %G&X(ng?’ —30¢(VVe)? +2(VVe)?).

(41d)

Then our action S? corresponds to the following choice
of the arbitrary functions,

Ga(h, X) = M2A — & “; “x, (42a)
G X) = c16), (42D)
Ga(h, X) = MT’% _8 J; X, (42¢)
Gs(d, X) = ca (42d)



Here ¢; and ¢y describe redundancy of arbitrary func-
tions and we can set ¢; = ¢ = 0 without loss of gener-
ality. Note also that (38) is the most general subclass of
Horndeski theory that contains terms up to quadratic in
¢ and has shift symmetry.

The intermediate action S4Z

can be obtained as
M? 1
SAB — /d%«/—g [TPZ(R —2A) — QQ””AHAU

1
+ 5" BV A | (43)

To remove auxiliary field A4,,, we vary S AB by A, and
obtain equation

1 0548 " L oo
Vg 5A, 9 e g Vb

1
= G Ayt e P Hyy = 0. (44)

Contrary to the case of K-essence theory, this can be
easily solved for A,, provided that G has the inverse
matrix,

1 — OuY, — g
Aa = 51Gad ™ Hyrp = G7'a" (H)o. (43)
Since A can be understood as d¢, it means the duality
relation between scalar and 2-form field depends on Ein-
stein tensor G,

dp =G 17 (xH) dz®. (46)

The dual 2-form action S” can be obtained by elim-
inating A, from the intermediate action SAB by using
Eq. (45):

SB = SAB|(45)
M2
= /d4x\/—g [TZ)I(R —2A)

1 oT IJOt
+ 539 ST PV Heapy | (47)

Thus, 2-form fields interact with gravity through not only
metric but also Einstein tensor G\, as similar with the
original scalar-tensor theory. We assumed that G,” has
inverse matrix G~',”, this condition generally depends
on spacetime metric. For example, if we consider theory
with a = 0, then 2-form description can be defined only
for the spacetime R, # 0.

It is useful to derive the expression without inverse
matrix G~!. It can be achieved by using relation,

_ _ _ _ 1
g luug lpLg laﬁg lTkeupaT: EVLH)\,

det (G.")

where det G.” represents the determinant of a matrix G,”.
Actually 2- form action can be evaluated as

-1 v oT «
g m eh'f EVO[B’YHP(TTH el

1 A p
= ver va 2 HU "H GTHQIBV
Jot (g,~)6 €vapyG."G:°G\"H,
3!
T det(G.)

Finally we obtain 2-form action which is dual to (38) as

ga gﬁag'yTHpa'TH 'BV (48)

§E — / d4:c\/—_g[M—3l(R—2A)
1
12 det(g )

gpag“ﬂg“HpaxHam]
(49)

This is the main result of this paper. We found a ghost
free non-trivial interaction between 2-form field and cur-
vature of spacetime.

B. Derivation of the original equations of motion

Let us confirm the equivalence between (38) and (49)
at the level of equations of motion. First, the original
equations of motion from scalar-tensor theory can be
evaluated as,

-2
59% 2
NeXT G + NG — e —T9, =0,  (50)
1 465¢
V,. (G"'V,¢) =0. (51)

Nk i
Here T;f’,/ is given by

1 1 1
Tfy = QOMupUap(bag—(b'i_ 59;,“1 (_§gp(78p¢ao_¢> 5 (52)

where differential operator O is defined as

po ) = 1 4 5gpa( )
(O 1)) 1= s [ A0 5T 00 5
(53)

and we do not need the concrete expression for Of7.
The equations of motion of this 2-form field is given by

-2
55" 2
— g Gy + Mg — e T =0, (54)
1 688 1

—Vve (giluyfﬂpgTevaﬁ’prdT) =0,

v—90Bs, 3!

(55)
where Tﬁ, is now given by
T = 5z On Ol G Hyr o
+ %gm 5 13'29 ST P H o Hopy | . (56)



Let us define 1 form

G lxH:= %gglveymﬂmdﬂ. (57)
Then from the equation (55), we obtain
(s(G + H))y = =7 (G747 vty Hyar) = 0
(58)
That guarantees the presence of a scalar potential,
Gl H = dg, (59)

which is equivalent with (46).
Now it is clear that the Bianchi identity for H reduces
to the equations of motion (51),

1
0 = *dH = —E'U‘VPUVMHU;)(T = vu (g#VVU¢) ’ (60)

3!

and energy momentum tensor of B, coincides with that
of ¢,

1 Iy7 1 1
B _ -~ KXNo—=1p-1 [ & oT — vap
Tm)\ - 2(9%)\ gm’ug)\’v (3!6MP Hpo‘r) (3|€ ’YHOQBV)
1 1 —1 1 oT 1 vafS
+ 5‘9&)\ |:_§g#l, (geﬂp HozB'y) (55 7Hp<77'>:|

A 1 1
= -0.\" A O 0N ¢ + 5910\ |:_§gMU8#¢8U¢:|

(61)

V. ON FURTHER GENERALIZATION

We have derived 2-form dual of K-essence theory and
shift symmetric Horndeski theory up to quadratic order
in ¢. Before closing our discussion, let us investigate
more general class of shift symmetric Horndeski theory,

Gi(¢, X) = Gi(X). (62)
Even for this class of theory, we can construct an in-

termediate action S4B by the analogy of previous dis-
cussion,

4
1
GAB _ /d4:v\/—_g lz EgOTn|V¢—>A + 5GMUPUBHVVPAG '

n=2

(63)

In the 2 examples that we have investigated in this paper,
it was possible to eliminate A, from the intermediate
action S4P by using the equation from A variation. This
fact enabled us to construct the dual 2-form action in
these cases. However, this property does not hold for the
general class of shift symmetric Horndeski theory because

the equation of A, generally includes V,A,. Actually we
can derive the equation

1 0SAB
V=g 64,
+2Gyy A'R — AGyyy A" ((V,AY)? = (VL Ap)?) + -+

= 2Gay A" + 2G5y (APV,AY — A, VFAY)

+ 2G5y V,A, (AFGP — AVGPP) + - - (64)
Thus VA, terms can be avoided when
G3y =0,Gayy =0,G5y = 0. (65)

Since when G5 or G5 is constant, the corresponding £,
term becomes total derivative, we can set G3 = G5 = 0.
Then our discussion can be applied only for the subclass
of the Horndeski theory with

G2(X) = K(X), (66a)
G3(X) =0, (66b)
oy ME B
4(X)—T—§X, (66¢)
G5(X) =0, (66d)

where we introduce arbitrary function K and two inte-
gration constants of differential equations (65), which are
Mgl and . This results shows that 2-form dual action
can be obtained only for the theory we have addressed in
the previous two sections or combinations of these theo-
ries. Note that when both K (X) and G*”0,,¢0,¢ exist
at same time, it is generally difficult to solve equation

2K'(Y)A, — BG." A, + (xH),, = 0, (67)
for A,, explicitly.

We would like to emphasize that this result does not
mean there is no 2-form dual of scalar-tensor theory be-
yond (66). Actually we can consider a coupling through
Gauss-Bonnet term,

SEB — / d*/=grpICB, (68)

where 15 is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant given by

IGB _

Ryunpo RMP7 = R® — AR, R™ + Rype R*P7.
(69)

1
4

Since integration of 1% becomes surface term in 4 di-
mension, this coupling respects shift symmetry ¢ — ¢+-c.
It was shown that the Gauss-Bonnet coupling corre-
sponds to shift symmetric Horndeski theory with the
choice of a function [4, 33]

G5 = —4\log | X|. (70)

Clearly this is not included by (66). Nonetheless, we
can construct 2-form dual because there is Gauss-Bonnet
current

198 = “Vulgp: (71)



where a concrete expression can be written by connection
1-form w,” with respect to some vierbein as [34],

2 .
JSde“ = (W™ A dw® + gwab AW AN wieapea- (72)

Since the derivation of 2-form dual action for Chern-
Simons coupling dose not need the detail of J#C 3. one
can also derive 2-form dual action with Gauss-Bonnet
coupling by the same manner.

To summarize, our method can directly apply to, in

principle, the following action of scalar-tensor theory

¢ _ 4 Mgl ﬂ Nz
+ kQIYS 4 XQICP | (73)

though it might be difficult to write down a dual 2-form
action analytically because of the non-linear dependence
of the kinetic term K(X). Note that here we include
Chern-Simons interactions though it is not included by
Horndeski theory. In a presence of other fields x?, our
analysis can directly apply even when K = K(x!, X) and

B =BK7").

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We derived 2-form theories which are dual to shift sym-
metric scalar-tensor theories included by Horndeski the-
ory. We explicitly showed the equivalence between (15)
and (21), and between (38) and (49) at the level of both
action and equations of motion. 2-form field has non-
linear kinetic term in (21) and has couplings through
Einstein tensor in (49). In both case, duality relations are
modified from standard relation d¢ = *dB, as obtained
in (18) and (46). These actions provide non-trivial exam-
ple of interaction between 2-form field and gravity. We

found that direct application of our method to general
shift symmetric scalar-tensor theory beyond (73) does
not work well.

Since our new interaction through Einstein tensor is
equivalent to Horndeski theory, it definitely free of Ostro-
gradsky’s instability in 4-dimension. Though we found
that it is difficult to generalize our analysis to more gen-
eral class of shift symmetric Horndeski theory, it might be
possible to construct dual 2-form theory in the framework
of DHOST theory. Or more generally, it would be inter-
esting to study the most general ghost free interaction
between 2-form and gravity, which might include 2-form
theory which does not have dual scalar description. Our
duality hold only for 4 dimensional spacetime. Then it is
also interesting to ask whether the ghost freeness holds
in arbitrary dimension.

Our new 2-form interaction would be interesting for
applications to inflation and black hole physics. For in-
flation, 2-form field which coupled with inflaton possibly
produces a statistical anisotropy [23-26]. It is not clear
how much our new interaction affects to it. For black hole
physics, scalar-haired black hole solution of shift symmet-
ric Horndeski theory (38) was studied in Ref. [35]. Then
it is interesting to clarify the relation of this scalar hair
to the axionic hair of black hole known in free field [22].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

D.Y. is supported by the JSPS Postdoctoral Fellow-
ships N0.201900294 . D.Y. would like to thank Jiro Soda,
Toshifumi Noumi, Kazufumi Takahashi, Ryo Namba and
Tokiro Numasawa for fruitful discussion. D.Y. is grateful
to YITP because discussion in the workshop YITP-W-18-
15 “3rd work shop on gravity and cosmology by young
researchers” was helpful to complete this work.

[1] Richard P. Woodard, “Ostrogradsky’s theorem on
Hamiltonian instability,” Scholarpedia 10, 32243 (2015),
arXiv:1506.02210 [hep-th].

[2] Gregory Walter Horndeski, “Second-order scalar-
tensor field equations in a four-dimensional space,”
Int. J. Theor. Phys. 10, 363-384 (1974).

[3] C. Deffayet, Xian Gao, D. A. Steer, and
G. Zahariade, “From k-essence to generalised
Galileons,” Phys. Rev. D84, 064039 (2011),
arXiv:1103.3260 [hep-th].

[4] Tsutomu Kobayashi, Masahide Yamaguchi, and
Jun’ichi Yokoyama, “Generalized G-inflation: In-
flation with the most general second-order field
equations,” Prog. Theor. Phys. 126, 511-529 (2011),
arXiv:1105.5723 [hep-th].

[5] Tsutomu Kobayashi, “Horndeski theory and beyond: a

review,” (2019), arXiv:1901.07183 [gr-qc].

[6] Jérome Gleyzes, David Langlois, Federico Piazza,
and Filippo Vernizzi, “Healthy theories beyond
Horndeski,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 211101 (2015),
arXiv:1404.6495 [hep-th].

[7] Jérome Gleyzes, David Langlois, Federico Piazza,
and Filippo Vernizzi, “Exploring gravitational the-
ories beyond Horndeski,” JCAP 1502, 018 (2015),
arXiv:1408.1952 [astro-ph.CO].

[8] David Langlois and Karim Noui, “Degenerate higher
derivative theories beyond Horndeski: evading the
Ostrogradski  instability,”  JCAP 1602, 034 (2016),
arXiv:1510.06930 [gr-qc].

[9] David Langlois and Karim Noui, “Hamiltonian
analysis of higher derivative scalar-tensor theories,”
JCAP 1607, 016 (2016), arXiv:1512.06820 [gr-qc].


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.4249/scholarpedia.32243
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.02210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01807638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.064039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.126.511
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.5723
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07183
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.211101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.6495
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2015/02/018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.1952
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/02/034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.06930
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2016/07/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06820

(10]

(11]

[12

(13]

(14]

(15]

(16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

23]

Marco Crisostomi, Kazuya Koyama, and Gianmassimo
Tasinato, “Extended Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity,”
JCAP 1604, 044 (2016), arXiv:1602.03119 [hep-th].

Jibril Ben Achour, David Langlois, and Karim

Noui, “Degenerate  higher  order  scalar-tensor
theories beyond Horndeski and disformal trans-
formations,” Phys. Rev. D93, 124005 (2016),

arXiv:1602.08398 [gr-qc].
Jibril Ben Achour, Marco Crisostomi, Kazuya Koyama,
David Langlois, Karim Noui, and Gianmassimo

Tasinato, “Degenerate higher order scalar-tensor
theories beyond Horndeski up to cubic order,”
JHEP 12, 100 (2016), arXiv:1608.08135 [hep-th].

G. W. Horndeski, “Conservation of Charge
and the  Einstein-Maxwell Field Equations,”
J. Math. Phys. 17, 1980-1987 (1976).

Lavinia Heisenberg, “Generalization of the
Proca Action,” JCAP 1405, 015 (2014),

arXiv:1402.7026 [hep-th].

Rampei Kimura, Atsushi Naruko, and Daisuke
Yoshida, “Extended vector-tensor theories,”
JCAP 1701, 002 (2017), arXiv:1608.07066 [gr-qc].

Ryotaro Kase, Rampei Kimura, Atsushi
Naruko, and Daisuke Yoshida, “Stable cos-
mological  solutions in  degenerate  theory  of
gravity,” Phys. Lett. B783, 320-325 (2018),

arXiv:1803.10876 [gr-qc].

Claudia de Rham and Andrew Matas, “Ostrogradsky in
Theories with Multiple Fields,” JCAP 1606, 041 (2016),
arXiv:1604.08638 [hep-th].

Bruce A. Campbell, Malcolm J. Duncan, Ne-
manja Kaloper, and Keith A. Olive, “Gravita-
tional dynamics with Lorentz Chern-Simons terms,”
Nucl. Phys. B351, 778-792 (1991).

Bruce A. Campbell, Nemanja Kaloper, Richard
Madden, and Keith A. Olive, “Physical proper-
ties of four-dimensional superstring gravity black

hole  solutions,”  Nucl. Phys. B399, 137-168 (1993),
arXiv:hep-th/9301129 [hep-th].

Peter Svrecek and Edward Witten, “Ax-
ions In  String Theory,” JHEP 06, 051 (2006),
arXiv:hep-th/0605206 [hep-th].

Stephon Alexander and Nicolas Yunes,
“Chern-Simons Modified General Relativity,”

Phys. Rept. 480, 1-55 (2009), arXiv:0907.2562 [hep-th].
Mark J. Bowick, Steven B. Giddings, Jeffrey A. Harvey,
Gary T. Horowitz, and Andrew Strominger, “Axionic
Black Holes and a Bohm-Aharonov Effect for Strings,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 2823 (1988).
Junko Ohashi, Jiro Soda,

and Shinji Tsu-

(24]

(25]

(26]

27]

(30]

(31]

(32

(33]

jikawa, “Anisotropic ~ Non-Gaussianity  from a
Two-Form  Field,”  Phys. Rev. D87, 083520 (2013),
arXiv:1303.7340 [astro-ph.CO].

Asuka Ito and Jiro Soda, “Designing Anisotropic Infla-
tion with Form Fields,” Phys. Rev. D92, 123533 (2015),
arXiv:1506.02450 [hep-th].

Ippei Obata and Tomohiro Fujita, “Footprint of Two-
Form Field:  Statistical Anisotropy in Primordial
Gravitational Waves,” Phys. Rev. D99, 023513 (2019),
arXiv:1808.00548 [astro-ph.CO].

Juan P. Beltran Almeida, Alejandro Guarnizo, Ryotaro
Kase, Shinji Tsujikawa, and César A. Valenzuela-
Toledo, “Anisotropic inflation with coupled p-forms,”
JCAP 1903, 025 (2019), arXiv:1901.06097 [gr-qc].
Mohammad Ali Gorji, Shinji Mukohyama, Hassan
Firouzjahi, and Seyed Ali Hosseini Mansoori, “Gauge
Field Mimetic Cosmology,” JCAP 1808, 047 (2018),
arXiv:1807.06335 [hep-th].

R. Jackiw and S. Y. Pi, “Chern-Simons modification
of general relativity,” Phys. Rev. D68, 104012 (2003),
arXiv:gr-qc/0308071 [gr-qc].

C. Armendariz-Picon, T. Damour, and
Viatcheslav F. Mukhanov, “k - infla-
tion,” Phys. Lett. B458, 209-218 (1999),
arXiv:hep-th/9904075 [hep-th].

Takeshi Chiba, Takahiro Okabe, and
Masahide Yamaguchi, “Kinetically driven
quintessence,” Phys. Rev. D62, 023511 (2000),

arXiv:astro-ph/9912463 [astro-ph].

C. Armendariz-Picon, Viatcheslav F. Mukhanov, and
Paul J. Steinhardt, “A Dynamical solution to the prob-
lem of a small cosmological constant and late time cosmic
acceleration,”  Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 4438-4441 (2000),
arXiv:astro-ph/0004134 [astro-ph].

Niayesh Afshordi, Daniel J. H. Chung, and Ghazal Gesh-
nizjani, “Cuscuton: A Causal Field Theory with an In-
finite Speed of Sound,” Phys. Rev. D75, 083513 (2007),
arXiv:hep-th/0609150 [hep-th].

Christos ~ Charmousis, Edmund  J. Copeland,
Antonio Padilla, and Paul M. Saffin, “Self-
tuning and the derivation of a class of scalar-
tensor theories,” Phys. Rev. D85, 104040 (2012),

arXiv:1112.4866 [hep-th].

Alexandre Yale and T. Padmanabhan, “Structure
of Lanczos-Lovelock Lagrangians in Critical Di-
mensions,” Gen. Rel. Grav. 43, 1549-1570 (2011),
arXiv:1008.5154 [gr-qc].

Eugeny Babichev and Christos Charmousis, “Dress-
ing a black hole with a time-dependent Galileon,”
JHEP 08, 106 (2014), arXiv:1312.3204 [gr-qc].


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2016/04/044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.124005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.08398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)100
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.08135
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.522837
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2014/05/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.7026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/01/002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.07066
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2018.07.009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10876
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2016/06/041
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.08638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(05)80045-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(93)90620-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9301129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/06/051
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0605206
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physrep.2009.07.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.2562
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.61.2823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.083520
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.7340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.123533
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.02450
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.023513
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.00548
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2019/03/025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.06097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/08/047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06335
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.68.104012
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0308071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)00603-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9904075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.023511
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9912463
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.4438
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0004134
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.75.083513
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0609150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.104040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.4866
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s10714-011-1146-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.5154
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP08(2014)106
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.3204

