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Abstract

Primordial cosmological perturbations are the seeds that were cultivated by inflation
and the succeeding dynamical processes, eventually leading to the current Universe. In this
work, we investigate the behavior of the gauge-invariant scalar and tensor perturbations
under the general extended disformal transformation, namely, g, — A(X,Y, Z2)gu+P, D0,
where X = —%(b‘“(;ﬁm,Y =¢"X,,,Z = X*X,, and @, = Co,, + DX, with C and D
being a general functional of (¢, X,Y, Z). We find that the tensor perturbation is invariant
under this transformation. On the other hand, the scalar curvature perturbation receives a
correction due the conformal term only; it is independent of the disformal term at least up to
linear order. Within the framework of the full Horndeski theory, the correction terms turn
out to depend linearly on the gauge-invariant comoving density perturbation and the first
time-derivative thereof. In the superhorizon limit, all these correction terms vanish, leaving
only the original scalar curvature perturbation. In other words, it is invariant under the
general extended disformal transformation in the superhorizon limit, in the context of full
Horndeski theory. Our work encompasses a chain of research studies on the transformation
or invariance of the primordial cosmological perturbations, generalizing their results under
our general extended disformal transformation.
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1 Introduction

It is part of our insatiable curiosity about the Uni-
verse to peek into the content of the past. In the grand
scheme of things, our knowledge of the past allows us to
connect it to the present, and when these two are com-
bined, they may enable us to predict what holds for the
future. The theory of cosmic inflation [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]—
a rapid exponential expansion of the early Universe—is
nowadays considered an integral part of modern cos-
mology dealing with the physical “history” of the Uni-
verse. While inflation could have lasted for a very short
amount of time, taking a tiny slice in the spectrum of
the past, the theory finds its relevance in solving the
relatively long standing horizon and flatness problems

that were then plaguing the standard Big Bang cosmol-
ogy [7]. Furthermore, inflation takes us to the funda-
mental level of our main interest in this work namely,
primordial cosmological perturbations—the seeds that
gave birth to what we nowadays observe as galaxies
and clusters of galaxies.

Although cosmic inflation may appear as a rather
simple phenomenon of a rapidly expanding spacetime,
considering how it could be brought about and end,
and the possible differences in the dynamics of quan-
tum field(s) involved, there is a plethora of models de-
scribing it. For single-field inflation alone, the plural-
ity may include the simplest canonical single field in-
flation [8, 9], the kinetically driven inflation involving
a “pressure” functional [10, 11], and inflation models
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with non-minimally coupled term(s) [12, 13], amongst
others. In spite of the multitude of models however,
all of them have to take into account the primordial
cosmological perturbations [14, 15] and connect them
to something that can be observed or measured; e.g.,
power spectrum, tensor-to-scalar ratio, etc. The final
arbiter of an ensemble of competing theories is always
a good set of experiments.

Having said this, we have plenty of reasons to also
look into the mathematical aspects of primordial cos-
mological perturbations as one goes from one theory to
another, perhaps with greater level of generality. One
may see for instance, that these perturbations are in-
variant under conformal transformation in dealing with
a non-minimally coupled inflation models; see for in-
stance, Ref. [16, 17, 18] . Using this knowledge may
allow one to perform calculations in the more general
model with ease and simplicity as in the derivation
of non-gaussianity [20, 19], adiabatic regularization of
power spectrum [21, 22], or the mere calculation of
power spectrum. Furthermore, knowledge of invariance
or transformation properties of primordial cosmologi-
cal perturbations may facilitate in relating one model
of inflation to another. From a generalist perspective,
it is also interesting to understand how these perturba-
tions may vary (or remain invariant) under a general
transformation within the framework of a general infla-
tion model; thus, allowing us to make general insight(s)
or conclusion(s) on a possibly wide array of inflation
theories contained within the general framework under
consideration.

The (covariantized) Galileon inflation [23, 24, 25] is
the most general single-field model of inflation with a
second-order corresponding set of equations of motion
consistent with the requirement to evade the Ostro-
gradsky instability [26]. The corresponding action is
actually a “rediscovery”[27, 28] of the Horndeski ac-
tion [29, 30] established about four decades earlier. In
Ref. [31], the authors showed that the Horndeski action
is form-invariant under the transformation [32] of the
metric g,,, that we call here special disformal trans-
formation, given by

Juv — @w = A(‘b)gw + B(‘b)éb;mb;w (1)

where ¢ is a scalar inflaton field, (A, B) are functionals
of ¢ and subject to some (physical) constraints (e.g.,
invertibility of the metric and causality), and the semi-
colon denotes covariant derivative. Interestingly, view-
ing the Horndeski theory as an inflation theory, it was
shown that the gauge-invariant scalar and tensor per-
turbations are invariant under the special case of dis-
formal transformation given above [33].

This work aims to look into the transformation

(or invariance) of the gauge-invariant primordial cos-
mological perturbations [34]—in particular, the scalar
curvature and tensor perturbations—under the general
extended disformal transformation encompassing (1),
given by

Guv — /g\ul/ = A(¢a XY, Z)guu + (I)H(I),,, (2)

where
= —39" G,
Y =9, X0,
Z=g"XuXo, (3)
with!

(I)u EC(¢5X5Y5 Z)¢,M+D(¢3X’KZ)X1H (4)

The extended disformal transformation (2) is an
umbrella transformation encompassing several impor-
tant special cases considered in the literature; see the
following paragraph. As already mentioned, we would
like to know under our general framework, the behavior
of the gauge-invariant primordial cosmological pertur-
bations. These gauge-invariant quantities, namely, the
scalar and tensor perturbations correspond to CMB
and primordial gravitational wave power spectra, re-
spectively, which are physical observables that serve as
our window into the early universe.

This study may be seen as a part of a “series”
of articles (see Table 1) with different groups of au-
thors investigating the transformation properties of the
primordial cosmological perturbations under more and
more general disformal transformation. After the pub-
lication of Ref. [33] wherein A and B are both taken as
functionals of ¢ alone, Ref. [35] showed that when B
is a functional of both (¢, X') while keeping A = A(9),
the scalar and tensor perturbations remain invariant
at least at linear order.” Following this is Ref. [37]
(see also Ref. [38]) which further generalised the re-
sult in Ref. [33] by considering a general disformal
transformation where A = A(¢, X) and B = B(¢, X).
This time the curvature perturbation is found to be no
longer invariant. However, the correction term in the
expression for the disformally transformed perturba-
tion turns out to be proportional to some slow-roll pa-
rameter. At superhorizon scales, this correction term
vanishes. Since physical observables such as power
spectrum and tensor-to-scalar ratio involve superhori-
zon modes, they remain invariant under the general
disformal transformation in Ref. [37] where both A
and B depend on (¢, X).

Along the line of these developments we would like
to show the following two facts in the present paper:

1 Note that terms Y and Z are generated in the transformation of the scalar curvature, Ricci tensor, and (O¢ — ¢#* ¢, ., ), amongst
others, under the special disformal transformation; however, they are canceled by other terms in the Horndeski action.

2 The result in Ref. [36] wherein the cosmological perturbations are found to be invariant under pure disformal transformation
namely, gy — guv + B(¢, X)d;u¢;0, may be considered as intermediate between those in Refs. [33, 35]



References Disformal Transformation (g, )
Ref. [33] A(D)guw + B(@)d,ud,

Ref. [36] Gy + B(d, X)d,p 00

Ref. [35)] A(D)guw + B(d, X)),y

Ref. [37] Ald, X) g + B(¢, X)o,u0,

current work  A(¢, X,Y, Z)g,. +

(¢,
(Céyu + DX,,,)(Co, + DX,,)

Table 1: Series of researches leading to the current work on disformal transformation and primordial cosmological

perturbations.

(a) Under the transformation (2), the gauge invari-
ant curvature perturbation receives corrections,
to linear order, only due to the conformal term
A. In other words, the corrections do not depend
on the disformal part of (2) in spite of its rather
involved form.

(b) The corrections in the curvature perturbation can
be expressed in terms of the comoving density
perturbation and its time-derivative which dis-
appear on the superhorizon scale.

These two findings, (a) and (b), give us a strong im-
petus to look for a more general class of scalar-tensor
theories with the aid of (2) than those considered in
literatures for future studies. The form of the gen-
eral extended disformal transformation given 6by (2)
can be somewhat badly intriguing. For one thing, this
transformation will certainly “push” the Horndeski ac-
tion outside the set of possible Horndeski forms (with
second order equations of motion). Nonetheless, it is
apparent in Ref. [31] that even the slightest addition
of dependency of either A or B on X will make the
transformed Horndeski action no longer of the original
Horndeski form. And we find somewhat of an excuse in
Refs. [35, 37] wherein the X dependence is considered
in the investigation of the disformal transformation of
primordial cosmological perturbations. We now know
that the addition of X-dependence in the transforma-
tion of the Horndeski action is not necessarily a bad
thing even if the equations of motion can exceed second
order, as long as there are suitable constraints, as in the
GLPV theory [40, 39] (see also Refs. [41, 42, 43, 44]),
that can be imposed to prevent the existence of ghosts.

For the case at hand, the existence of
ghost/Ostrogradsky instability in the transformed
Horndeski action is apparent in the absence of suit-
able constraints or conditions and it is beyond the
scope of the present paper to get rid of the insta-
bilities; although see the appendix for some insights.
The main focus is on our modest objective to look
into the transformation of the primordial cosmological

perturbations—the gauge-invariant scalar and tensor
perturbations in particular—under the general disfor-
mal transformation stated above, as discussed in Sec.
2. We argue in Sec. 3 that to linear order, only the
conformal part A affects the curvature perturbation.
Furthermore, the corrections are expressed in terms of
the comoving density perturbation and its time deriva-
tive. In Sec. 4, we present a short discussion on the
invertibility of the general extended disformal trans-
formation. Our conclusions and remarks are stated
in Sect. 5. This is then followed by a rather lengthy
appendix where the transformation formulas of some
important terms in the Horndeski action are collected.

2 Transformation of the
Gauge-Invariant Scalar and

Tensor Perturbations
We start the calculation® of the possible transfor-
mation of the primordial cosmological perturbations,
under the general extended disformal transformation
given by (2), by considering a perturbed metric (in-
volving SVT-decomposed perturbations) about the
Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) back-
ground spacetime, given by*

ds® = —(1+ 2¢)dt* + 2a(a; + B;)dt da’ (5)
a? [(1—2¢)8i5 +vij +2E,5 + 2F(i,j)]d$id$j,

where a = a(t) is the scale factor, (¢, «, 1, E) are scalar
perturbations, and the vector (5;, F;) and tensor per-
turbations (v;;) satisfy the following conditions:
Glﬁl = 6iFi =0 and ’yii = ai%j =0. (6)
The comma in the expression for the perturbed metric
above signifies partial differentiation.
Under the general extended disformal transforma-
tion given by (2), the transformed metric that we write

3 Our calculation here follows the same logic by Motohashi and White presented in Ref. [37].

4 We are using the metric signature (—, +,+, +).



here with a “hat”, becomes

ds? = g, dz"dz”,
ds? = (Agoo + ®3)dt* + 2(Ago; + Po®;)dtda’

The field ¢ in the functional A can be expressed to
linear order as a sum of its background value (de-
noted with a bar) and a perturbation about it, namely,
B(t, T) = ¢(t) + 6¢(t, T). By virtue of the definition for
X, this has as a consequence,
_ -2 -2 A
X=X+6X=3¢ — (¢ o—09). (8)
Furthermore, ®; = ®¢ 4 6Py, with @ being a first-
order perturbation, while ®; is already first order. The
quantity A in the disformal transformation can also be
written in the same way as A = A+§A. Consequently,
the transformed metric becomes

ds? = —(A+5A + 240 — B2 — 28 6Dp)dt?
+ 2042 [f_l% (a;+ Bi) + (iotbi/(a/_lé)]dtdxi
+a?A [(1 — 29+ 5A//I)5w + Yij

+ 2E;j + 2F; j)]da*da’. (9)

If we switch off the perturbations, the hatted metric
becomes ds? = —(A — ®2)dt? + a?A §;; dz'da?, which,
following the form of the background FLRW metric, is
suggestive of coordinate time and scale factor scaling.
Following the idea for pure conformal transformation
as in Ref. [19], we then define the hatted time coordi-
nate and scale factor as

=(A—®2)d? and a=adz,  (10)
With these definitions, together with the hatted per-
turbation variables, we may alternatively write the

transformed metric as
ds? =

(11)

+ @2[(1— 20)8,; +Fij + 2E.4; + 2F,; ;)] dada.

—(1+20)dE? + 26(G,; + Bi)dE da

Comparing the two equations above for the trans-
formed metric will allow us to find the relationships be-
tween the transformed perturbation variables and the
original ones.

For the 00-component we find

o SA  ®, 2\ 7!
(P((PﬁLﬁj(s(I)o)( 77 . (12)
For the 0i-components we have
s 26[Az (i + By) + Bo®i/(aAs
i@, + B - BAHO 8+ B/ @AD]

-5

Noting that ®; can be expressed to linear order as
®; = C¢;+D X ;, where C and D are the background
values of C and D respectively, we can decompose the
above equation for & and j; as

" D0 s I AN
= — DsX)[(1——
a [a—l—aA(C(Sqﬁ—i— § )]( A) ,

B\ ?
YO N

Lastly, for the ij-components, comparison of the (spa-
tial parts of the) two hatted metrics yield

(14)

-~ §A

b=v-o7.

'/7\ij:'7ija

E=E,

F=F (15)

We thus, find that of the two perturbations we are
mainly interested in, namely, the gauge-invariant scalar
and tensor perturbations, the latter is invariant under
the general extended disformal transformation, at least
up to linear order. Needless to say, this translates to
invariance of the tensor power spectrum, graviton non-
gaussianity [45], etc., under the general extended dis-
formal transformation given by (2).

We now move on to the gauge-invariant scalar cur-
vature perturbation. It is defined as
H
R. =t — =30, (16)
¢
where H is the Hubble parameter given by H = a/a,
with the dot indicating ordinary time derivative. Cor-

responding to this is the disformally transformed (hat-
ted) curvature perturbation given by

7/—\;@ = 712)\7 *i/\éd)a

dg/dt (a7)

where H = (da/d?)/a. Observe that H expressed in re-
lation to H, involves the (background) disformal term
Oy, by virtue of (10) relating d¢ and dt.

. 21 1
H=(H+—)(A-&}) .
On the other hand, ’L//J\ by virtue of (15), carries the de-

pendence on the conformal term. However, for H be-
cause R, involves the ratio of H and d¢/dt, the second

(18)

factor on the right hand side of (18) cancels. Conse-
quently,

_ SA A 5o

Re=R¢+ 24 24§ (19)



The gauge-invariant curvature perturbation Re ex-
pressed in relation to R., does not explicitly depend
on the disformal term in the general extended disfor-
mal transformation (2); the added term to R. de-
pends only on the conformal term A, field ¢, and
its variation. The absence of the disformal term ap-
pears as a sort of general characteristic of the disfor-
mally transformed gauge-invariant curvature perturba-
tion (at least up to linear order) expressed in terms
of the original perturbation. With the assumption of
FLRW background spacetime and the inflaton decom-
position ¢(t,¥) = ¢(t) + d¢(t, &), we can make our
general extended disformal transformation even more
general by modifying the disformal term, say, including
dependence of C' and D on X?#** X, ,,; the consequence
will nonetheless not affect the transformation of RC at
least at the linear level. The correction term, as what
we find, is mainly anchored on the conformal part of
the general extended disformal transformation.

Ref. [36] emphasized that pure disformal transfor-
mation, one wherein A = 1, may be interpreted as a
sort of time rescaling. This interpretation can be car-
ried over to our more general treatment with a slight
modification; that is, accompanying time rescaling is
the rescaling of the scale factor by the conformal fac-
tor (see (10)). This is apparent at the background level
wherein the transformed metric may be written as

ds? = dt? + a2 6,;da’da?, (20)
following the form of the original background FLRW
metric. Now, looking at the definition of the gauge-
invariant scalar perturbation given by (16), we find
that the second term is time-rescaling invariant at the
first order. On the other hand, the first term, being
a perturbation in the spatial part of the metric, re-
ceives a correction due to the conformal factor; see (9).
The overall effect then of disformal transformation on
R, seen as a disformal time and conformal scale factor
rescalings, is a transformed perturbation with a correc-
tion that depends only on the conformal factor, at the
linear level.

3 Correction Terms in the
Gauge-Invariant Curvature
Perturbation

Looking at the equation for R, given by (19), we see
that the only term that requires our attention for sim-
plification is the second term on the right hand side
involving the variation of conformal factor §A. Since
A is a functional of (¢, X,Y, Z), this variation divided
by A can be “spelled out” as

0A A¢ AX 7)7 AZ
= —= X + = §Y = 0.
T A(S A6 +A6 + 1)

o+ “Zoz. ()

For the first term on the right hand side, from the
equation for the ordinary derivative of A with respect
to time, we can write the equation for A 5/A as

The variations of X, Y, and Z in the last three terms in
(21) can be computed following their definitions given
by (3). With the equation for X already given by (8),
we have for Y and Z to linear order,

Y =Y +4Y, (23)

22 e 22 . -3 KR TN =2 .
=—0¢ ¢+ (40 o+ b ¢ — 20000 — ¢ 69),
Z =747,

2222 22 22 23 Ln2 S2. .
=0 ¢ + (60 ¢ p+20 0p — 200 3p—2¢ ¢39).

Using the background values of X, Y, and Z to com-
pute for X, Y, and Z, in the equation for 14_1,(;,//_1 above,
we find
6+

(2¢ +éd)

m.‘ Un

Ax:
yi

:B"é\ |
S

121 Z o, u2 ERXY)
+ 25700 +¢9). (24)
Performing substitution from this equation, and (8)
and (23) for 60X and (0Y,dZ) respectively, in (21) for
dA, we find upon using the result in the equation for
R given by (19)

Re=Re— (<z> 0+ $06— $5d)

p N
i ;’N‘ S

426 +68)60

_|_
\

[¢ (40 + d¢) +

o
SN

ERET =2 .
— 2006¢ — ¢ 9]

N

Z -

5[0 Bbp+60) + (6 +6 )0

m\

— $(656 + $69)].

In the limit where the conformal factor does not
depend on both (Y, Z), the general extended disformal
transformation given by (2) reduces to

X)g;w + (I),uq)w [q),u = C(¢a

(25)

X)bu + D(6,
(26)

Guv — auv = A(d)a

which is still an effective “superset” of the general dis-
formal transformation in Ref. [37] where D = 0. As
mentioned above however, the presence of D does not
affect the transformation of R. (and the tensor per-
turbation ~;;) at least up to linear order. With the

X)X



special case given by (26), the equation for the curva-
ture transformation reduces to
A —

Re Rf—(¢sa+¢5¢ $89),

oy (27)

which is the same result in Ref. [37] wherein D = 0.
Furthermore, it is apparent that when the conformal
factor has no dependence on X, the curvature pertur-
bation is disformally invariant within the special con-
texts in Refs. [33, 35] which are effectively special cases
of Ref. [37].

In their study of adiabatic and entropy perturba-
tions within the framework of multi-field scalar field
inflation, the authors of Ref. [46] with respect to the
original formulation of gauge-invariant variables in Ref.
[34] , identified the negative of the expression inside the
pair of parentheses in (27) as a gauge-invariant comov-
ing density perturbation, namely,

em = 066 — ¢ 0 — 350,

Within the inflation framework they investigated, they
showed that based on energy and momentum con-
straints, €, ~ k?/a%?, where k is the comoving
wavenumber. It follows that in the same framework,
for superhorizon modes, ¢,, ~ 0. This is consistent

(28)

with later work in Ref. [47] tackling adiabatic modes
in canonical single-field inflation and multi-field infla-
tion. Within the framework of full Horndeski theory
in the context of cosmic inflation, Ref. [37] showed
that €, ~ k*/a®H?, as in the canonical inflation (see
Eq. (2.29) in the mentioned reference); consequently,
€mn vanishes in the superhorizon limit. Alternatively,
the authors found that based on momentum constraint,
€m ~ TQC, indicating that an alternative sufficient con-
dition for €, to vanish, and hence, for the relation
R. = R. to hold, is for R, to remain constant. This is
consistent with the first condition since R, approaches
a constant value in the superhorizon limit.

For the case at hand, the conformal factor has Y-
and Z- dependencies in addition to (¢, X) and needless
to say, we have a more general and more complicated
relationship given by (25). With the explanations in
the preceding paragraphs, the first correction term is
no longer a problem as it is guaranteed to vanish in
the superhorizon limit at least in the full Horndeski
theory. For the second and third correction terms, we
are fortunate for the last two terms in (19) involving
0A to “conspire” with the definitions of their depen-
dencies on (X, Y, Z) given by (3). As it turns out, with
reference to the definition of €, given by (28), we can
rewrite the equation for R, given by (25) as

~ 22X (2e,,

N |

+ b)) — —q’s(qéem + Gbm). (29)

NI

The terms accompanying R. on the right hand side
all involves €, or time-derivative thereof! As such, fol-
lowing the reasoning in Ref. [37], in the full Horndeski
theory, all the terms involving €, above vanishes in the
superhorizon limit. On the other hand, for terms in-
volving é,,, because in this theory, €, ~ (k/aH)?, we
find after a short calculation that é,, ~ (k/aH)?
well. Physically, if ¢, is to vanish in the superhorizon
limit (during which primordial cosmological perturba-
tions are “outside” the horizon) and if it is to hold
for sufficiently long amount of time, its time derivative
should be nearly zero if not vanishing as well. It is
worth noting that the relation above between R, and
R. holds for any gauge. We conclude that under the
general extended disformal transformation given by (2)
yielding the transformed equation (29) for the gauge-
invariant curvature perturbation to linear order, within
the framework of the full Horndeski theory, R. = R,
in the superhorizon limit.

4 Limitation: Invertibility of
the General Extended
Disformal Transformation

The usefulness of the formula (29) involving the cur-
vature perturbation ﬁc in relation to R, hinges upon
whether the transformation (2) is invertible or not.
The idea is that the transformation properties of the
perturbations may be captured within the framework
of the original theory if the transformed action is effec-
tively “equivalent” (in terms of the number of physical
degrees of freedom) under some conditions, to the for-
mer; for this, the disformal transformation has to be
invertible. In this section, we would like to investigate
the condition for invertibility of the transformation (2).

We recall that the Horndeski action is form-
invariant under the special disformal transformation
wherein both the conformal and disformal factors
(A, B) are functions of ¢ alone. When the dependence
on X is included in these factors, the resulting action
leads to equations of motion that go beyond second
order in the derivatives. Nevertheless, the number of
the true propagating degrees of freedom remains the
same as in the original theory [40, 39]. We now know



that this holds when the disformal transformation is
invertible [44].

Let us revisit the disformal transformation involv-
ing A(¢, X) and B(¢, X), to see how introducing addi-
tional dependency can affect its invertibility. We have

:q\ul/ = A(qﬁ,X)g,“, + B(¢5X)¢;u¢;u- (30)
The equation relating X toX given by
- X
X=—— 31
A—-2BX’ (31)

tells us that X = X (¢, X) and that we can express X
in terms of (¢, X) if

X A—AxX +2BxX?
oxX (A—-2BX)?2

£0. (32)

If this condition holds, we can express g, in terms of

the hatted quantities namely, g, X , and QAﬁ = ¢; that
is, we can invert the disformal transformation above as

Guv = A\(qﬁ, )?)/g\;w + §(¢a )?)Qﬁ;u(b;ua (33)
where
~ 1
Ao, X) = A6, %)’
~ PN B(o, X
Blo. %) = -3 (31)

Now, suppose we add an additional dependency
in the form ¥ = ¢“X,, in both (A, B). The form
X is exactly of the same form as in the previous
one above. But because of the added dependency,
X = X(¢,X,Y). For the hatted Y we have

Y =3¢, X,
=R 1 Bt g X
— 2 g _
Y A<g A—QBX)¢“<A—QBX)_V' (35)

When the covariant derivative with respect to x* hits
A or B on the right hand most factor, in combination
with other quantities in the equation above, the follow-
ing dependencies are generated namely,

Z=X"X, and Z;=¢ "¢ ¢ daum; (36)
these are in addition to (¢, X,Y).

Because of these extra dependencies, the disformal
transformation involving A(¢, X,Y) and B(¢, X,Y) is
invertible only when these extra dependencies are neg-
ligibly small®. In fact, if for some energy scale, we may

neglect Z and Zs, then we may express Y = }A/(gb, X,Y)
as
2X%(Ap — 2By X)+Y(A— AxX +2BxX?)

Y =
(A—2BX)?

(37)

In combination with the equation for X = )A(((,b, X,Y),

we may solve for
X =X(¢,X,Y) and Y =Y(¢$,X,Y), (38)

provided the determinant of the Jacobian does not van-
ish:

OxX Oy X

~ ~ | #0. 39
oxY ovY (39)

In this case, the disformal transformation given by

g,uu = A(¢7 X, Y)g,uu + B(¢7 X, Y)Qb;u‘b;u (40)
may be inverted as before, namely,
uv = A\((b,f,}/})@w JFB(‘bv)?ai})‘b;ud);m (41)
where
~ o~ 1
A0, X, Y) = ———
D= g Xy
S oy B, X)Y)

For the general extended disformal transformation
given by (2) we have a dependency on Z, in addition
to (¢, X,Y);

?]\,Lw = A(gb, XY, Z)g,ul/ + 02(¢, XY, Z)¢;,u¢;v

+ CD(¢uXov + ¢ Xip)
+ D*(, X,Y, 2) X, X 0. (43)

Needless to say, owing to its more general yet more
complex nature, the transformation is, in general, not
invertible. We find from their respective definitions
given by (3) and the metric inverse given by

N gNV PHPY 1
w 97 = _lgwd &), (44
that

(45)

2oy 9 2y, XY, X2, YUY, YR 2y, Z;#Z;u)-

The extra dependencies above (underlined) are gener-
ated due to the dependence of Y and Z on the covariant

5 Even in the limit when B = 0, the “conformal” transformation, g., — A(¢, X,Y)guv, is no longer invertible unless the terms

involving Z and Zs in the expression for Y are negligible.



derivative of X. Because of this, their hatted versions
involve the derivative of X, which as we see above,
involves (¢, X,Y, Z). The derivatives of the last two
functions in this dependency list, namely, (Y, Z), re-
sults in the extra dependencies. See B for the explicit
forms of X Y and Z.

Admittedly, part of the limitation of this work is
the non-invertibility of the general extended disfor-
mal transformation under the most general framework
wherein the factors (A4,C, D) depend on (¢, X,Y, Z).
However, we may notice that the extra terms in (45)
all involve third order derivatives of ¢. This is in ad-
dition to combinations involving first and second order
derivatives. For instance,

X;MZ;M — _2¢;a¢;ﬂ¢;au¢;ﬁu ((b;pqu;py 4 ¢;p¢;pw)_
(46)

If we assume that there exists an energy scale wherein
the third order derivatives (45) are effectively negligi-
ble, then we will be left with the extra terms contain-
ing only up to second order derivatives; for instance,
Xz, ~ —2q§;a¢;5q§;a”q§;ﬂ”¢;pu¢;py. If these remain-
ing terms can be neglected, then the transformation
may be inverted.

In practice, the order-of-magnitude estimate of the
size of the extra terms in (45), sans the third order
derivative terms, are better implemented within a spe-
cific inflation model that may accommodate or contain
them, under the general Horndeski framework or exten-
sions thereof. However, it may be good to have some
insight about their size, be it a rough one, within the
general context of slow-roll inflation in which this paper
belongs. Consider for instance, X*Z, given by (46).
Given the slow-roll parameter® ¢ = —H/H? x ¢?/H?
and assuming that its time derivative is progressively
small[58] as d"e/dt" ~ O(e"*!), then in the unitary
gauge, X ~ ¢? and Z ~ X2, giving us X#Z,,, ~ O(¢%).
Following the same logic for the other extra terms we
find”

G2y~ O(€5+1/2)5 XHZy o~ O(e"), 21 2y ~ O('?)
XY, ~ O(EHY2) Yily,, ~ O(7),
Yi#tZ,, ~ O(ST/2), (47)

We find that in this approximation, the extra terms
sans the third order derivatives, are all higher order in
the slow-roll parameter than X ~ O(e), Y ~ O(e211/2)
and Z ~ O(e*). For purposes of this study, then, we
hold onto the assumption that the extra terms in (45)
can be neglected. We leave it to our future studies the
more in-depth investigation of these terms.

Under the mentioned assumption, we may write the
approximate system of equations for (X Y A ) in rela-
tion to (¢, X,Y, Z).

X = X(¢,X,Y, 2),
Y =Y(¢,X,Y,2),
Z=17(6,X,Y,2). (48)

The inverse relation may be found if the Jacobian is
not singular; that is,

IxX X 07X
OxY OyY 9zY |#0
OxZ OyZ 0y7

Consequently, the inverse general extended disformal
transformation may be written as

Juv = A\g,“, + @2%(/51, + 6ﬁ(¢uXu + ¢VXM)

+ D*X, X, (49)
where

ARV 7)o

T A9, XY, Z)
o oo CHOXV.Z
C*(¢,X,Y,Z) _—W,
~ S o5 D*(¢, XY, Z
D*(¢,X.Y,Z) =—W- (50)

To sum up, although our formula (29) looks concise
and is suggestive enough, its application is restricted to
physical circumstances in which third order derivatives
of ¢ and other combinations of the derivatives of ¢
outside the set {X,Y, Z}, are negligibly small. Fur-
thermore, the inverse transformation is given by (49).
These conditions justify the reasoning and calculation
in Sec. 2 and 3 involving the primordial cosmological
perturbations within the context of the original Horn-
deski action. Here, A, C, and D are in general, depen-
dent on (X,Y, Z) which contain at most second-order
derivatives of ¢. Needless to say, the extra derivative
terms identified in (45) are absent in the mentioned
sections. The contents of Sec. 2 and 3 have definite
meaning as a generalization of previous authors’ work
by including X, Y, and Z into A, C, and D.

6 In canonical single-field inflation, € = $2 J2H?. For general inflation within the framework of Horndeski theory, € takes a more
complicated form but e remains proportional to ¢2/H? [56, 57].
7 Zg is excluded in the list because it is third order in the derivative.



5 Summary

In the present paper we have introduced the general ex-
tended version of the disformal transformation, (2), of
the spacetime metric and have investigated its impli-
cations in the primordial cosmological perturbations.
Our new transformation is more general and looks more
involved than the special one (1) that has often been
discussed in literature. Nevertheless, we have pointed
out a very simple fact: the cosmological tensor pertur-
bation is invariant under (2) and the scalar (curvature)
perturbation receives modification that depends only
on the conformal part A to linear order, as shown in
(19). Since A is a general functional of ¢, X, Y and
Z, the modification of the scalar perturbation under
(2) looks still awkward to deal with in terms of ¢ and
d0¢. We have, however, noted that something pecu-
liar happens if we rewrite the modification in terms of
the gauge-invariant comoving density perturbation ¢,,
in (28). Equation (29) is the resulting transformation
formula of the curvature perturbation which is a com-
bination of ¢, and ¢,,. Since ¢,, and ¢,, both vanish in
the superhorizon limit we can conclude that the curva-
ture perturbation is invariant in the same limit under
(2), within the framework of the full Horndeski theory.

The usefulness of the formula (29) is ensured when
one can go freely back and forth between two frames be-
fore and after the transformation (2). In line with this,
we have examined conditions for the existence of the in-
verse of the general extended disformal transformation
(2). Tt has been made clear that the transformation (2)
is invertible when certain third order derivative terms
third order derivatives of ¢ and other combinations
of the derivatives of ¢ outside the set {X,Y,Z}, are
negligibly small. Only in such cases our claims (a) and
(b) mentioned in Section 1 are meaningful.

Under the physical situations in which the inverse
transformation (49) exists, the invariance of the curva-
ture perturbation on the superhorizon scale is so nice
a property that we cannot resist contemplating and
searching for a broader class of scalar-tensor theory
with the help of (2) beyond what has been considered
in literature. On applying the transformation (2), how-
ever, we immediately encounter higher derivative terms
of the scalar field ¢, and the central concern here is
how to avoid the Ostrogradsky instability. Although
solving the stability problem is beyond the scope of
the present paper, we have collected the transforma-
tion formula of the Ricci tensor, scalar curvature, and
the derivatives of ¢ in A in order to get a glimpse of
generalized scalar-tensor theories. As discussed there,
it is extremely curious that some of the third-order
derivative terms involving ¢, X and y = —%g‘“’@#@y,
when taken as independent fields, are put into the form
of second-order derivatives. Although we cannot say
anything definite any further at present, this gives us a

strong impetus to search for more general scalar-tensor
theories.

For our future studies, we would like to dig deeper
into the possibility of including higher order derivative
terms in the disformal transformation while preserving
invertibility. A possible area to pursue may include a
multi-field scenario, hints of which we can find in the
appendix. Furthermore, we may also consider a disfor-
mal transformation wherein there is a separate trans-
formation rule for the “scalar” field to possibly offset
the extra higher order derivative terms.
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A The Transformation of the
Horndeski Action

The concise formula (29) together with the vanishing
of ﬁc — R. in the superhorizon limit motivates us to
go further into a search for a general class of scalar-
tensor theories by using the transformation (2). Here
we examine transformation properties of the Ricci ten-
sor, scalar curvature and the derivatives of the scalar
field in order to see what the general class of theories
would look like, although the stability problem has to
be left open.

A.1 Toward a more general class of
scalar-tensor theories

The Horndeski action consists of four sub-Lagrangians
concomitant of the combinations of metric, a scalar
field, and derivatives thereof, yielding second order
equation of motion [29]. Following current literature’s
notation we may write the action as

S = /d‘{m/—g (La+ L+ Lya+L5),  (51)

where

Ly =P, L3 = —G30o9, (52)

L4 =GiR+ Gy x[(O9)* — by ™),



£5 = GS G;w d);mj

— G x((O9)° — 3(06)0u 6™ + 20,6 6",

with ¢ = ¢"¢,., Ry, is the Ricci tensor, R is
the scalar curvature, G, is the Einstein tensor, and
the functionals P, G3, G4, and G5, generally depend
on (X, ¢). In the pursuit of formulating viable theo-
ries of dark energy and addressing other unexplained
puzzles beyond what could be satisfactorily accounted
for by general relativity in cosmology, the Horndeski
action, many of its extensions, and hybrid formula-
tions, have been actively studied [28] and are still be-
ing pursued by serious researchers in the field. Nowa-
days, we know that £4 and L5 are strongly constrained
[51, 52, 53, 54, 55] based on the measurement of the
gravitational wave signal GW170817 [48, 49, 50].

Having said this, we take our freedom to present
some insights into the transformation of the Horndeski
action under our version of extended disformal trans-
formation. In so doing, the intent is not necessarily
to provide light into a new and more satisfactory the-
ory overshadowing the present content. In fact as we
shall see, the transformed Horndeski action has insta-
bility issues; in the absence of suitable constraint(s)
or conditions, the undesirable mode(s) corresponding
to the presence of ghost(s) may be inevitable. Having
established however, that the primordial cosmological
perturbations are invariant in the superhorizon limit at
least within the framework of the full Horndeski theory
(the main object of this work), we are driven by curios-
ity to at least have a peek on what this transformation
could do on this theory. We leave investigations to take
a deeper look into this matter for future studies.

A.2 The Ricci tensor under the
transformation

The Horndeski action with its generality far over-
shadows the simplicity of a single-term Lagrangian
in the Einstein-Hilbert action (excluding the matter
term). Even under the special disformal transforma-
tion, guw — Gu = A(P)guw + B(6)9,, .., under which
the Horndeski structure is preserved, the resulting ex-
pressions for the terms in this action such as the Ricci
tensor and scalar curvature can be quite messy. With
our modest aim in this section, we focus our attention
to the extended disformal transformation of the form

given by

G = Guv = A(D) g + B(8)®,, .,
(I)u = C(¢)¢u + D(¢)Xu-

This is a special case of (2) where A, B,C, and D all
depends on (¢, X,Y,Z). The inverse of the disformal
metric follows from the Sherman-Morrison formula.

(53)

where

g’mj = Egg'mj — ElEQ(I)'uq)V, (54)
Here, x = —%g“”@u@y, E, =1/(A—2x), and Ey =
1/A. The quantity x is a generalized expression for X
in the Horndeski action.

With the disformal metric and its inverse at hand,
we now proceed to derive the disformal Ricci tensor
R,,, from the expression for the disformal Riemann ten-
sor R® wsv- The latter is given by a familiar equation

involving Christoffel symbols, T . now wearing a hat.

Nz
We have
Rupy = =g, + T 5 = Tl0, + ThT0s, (55)
where
Ta L op ~ ~
L = 29 (981w + Gupu — Guv,8) -
le’ = le, + Cﬁ‘l,, (56)

with C}j, being a tensor symmetric in the two covariant

indices (u, V), defined by

a — 1
C#

v — 2

— BBy @ (A @, + Ay ®, — Ap®Pg,,)

Es (A;l,éfj + Ay — A%u)

+ (Bog™ = ErE; 000 (D, D50 + @, ()

+ Elq)a(l)(ml,). (57)
Pairs of indices inside a pair of square brackets and a
pair of parentheses indicate antisymmetric and sym-
metric combinations respectively, namely, @,
%(@u;v - ®y) and Q) = %((I)u;v + ®,,,). Sub-
stitution from the equation above for C7}, in the equa-
tion for fij and using the result in the relation for
the hatted Riemann tensor, we find upon contracting
the indices o and g a rather lengthy expression for the
Ricci tensor.

Ry = Rup + E1® ()0 ® + E1® (1) [P0’ + E1(P% Y0 — A Eax ¢ ®y,)]

+ 1B B

a;(p
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%ElEg (I)M(I)V [(I)a;ﬂq)ﬁ(q)amq)p +2x — 2AI¢;O‘) + X;ax;a - 2AI(A/X + ¢;ax;aﬂ

D, 50D + LB By ®,0 P, ®° + L B2, { By 50 52 D7



+ ElX l/a(I) + Elq)v aq)a[

+ A/ElEQ (A - X)q)v;a¢;a + El(I)a;u(A/E2X¢;a - X;a) -

+ ((I)a;l/oz - (I)V;aa)} + {(M A V)}

— A'E\Ey P ®p(A — X) + E1®* X0

A/E1¢;avq)a

+ iElES(I)a [X;u(gAq)V;a +2xPas) + X (BAPua + 2X‘I)a;u)]

+ 5 B0 { A'B19% (9,597 )i + 7 EB2(:a @) [AA" (A — 2x) —

+ 2E1E2X[AA”(A — 2X) +

+ A'E? $.,® Dy’ + A'E1¢.0 X

+ %E%quﬁ;u(b;u [QAX(?)AAN -
+ ElX;,Lw -

Here, the prime indicates differentiation with re-
spect to the field ¢. The expression on the right hand
side is symmetric with respect to the indices (p, ) con-
firming the symmetry of ﬁw- Furthermore, we have
checked® that the equation above for the hatted Ricci
tensor correctly reduces to that in Ref. [31] in the limit
where g, = A(¢)gu + B(6) ¢, 0., saved for some un-
intentional typographical errors in this reference and
slight difference in notation.

The disformally transformed Ricci tensor is a sum
of the original Ricci tensor and terms involving A and
scalar combinations of ®,, its derivatives, and other
derivative terms. Needless to say, when the disformal
term in the transformation given by (53) vanishes and
A =1, all these additional terms vanish. Note that in
the expression above for R,,,, if we assume that ¢, X
and x are all independent scalar fields, some terms on
the right hand side are suggestively third order in the
derivative indices. To check this, we isolate these terms

Er (D9 (va) + Xy

%E1E2@O‘(I) (q) (I)U&ﬁ+Xua

a
*(I) o

) =

)

1B By 099, (9% @06 + Xopa)
VR MCS
)

1B @, (B, — 0°

gt

4A/2) _

iA/ElEQ [¢;u(2¢u;a + Qo) + ¢, (22
ElEQ(A X>(I),LL aq) o +E1E2@(HX u)[
SA'ELE>(5A — X)X + 3BT B3 [7A°

ElEg(b;(H(I)V){ElEQ(b;aq)a[AAN(A — 2X) —

A?\] + A'Ey 6,0 57

}

ElEQA/(A - X>¢;uu + ElEQXq)a;V(I)a;,u -

Ey [(I)aq)ﬁRuBcw — 5P + (I)a(

—ElEg o

_%EQ (bl/SOtM;a

(A% +2x?) (244" —

e T @a;u)} O + Eo(® (I)V);a)

— A/E1E2¢ aq) (A — X) + Elq)a)(;a]

a;(p

— AX(A+ X)] Xeuxw
AP(A— X))+ A®, " + A E1 @}
AP (A - )

— A'O¢

314/2)]
1E3®,,04, 00" (58)

in the expression below and perform some simplifica-
tion.

El ((I)aq),u.;(l/a) + X;;,u/) + %EIEQ (I)aq)p ((I)B (I)u;aB + X;ua)

+ 3E1E D70, (D @p0p + Xina)

= 3E2 (2% = 9%a)
- %E2 @, ((I)u;aa - (I)a;/wt)- (59)
Noting that ®, = C(¢) ¢, + D(¢) X, we find
O = Doy — Sy,
where S, = D'(¢) (¢ Xow — b0 X)) (60)

By further using the definition of the Riemann curva-
ture tensor in terms of covariant derivatives, we can
express all of the above “third-order looking” terms as

Spvier +

auwﬂ’

1
2

0, (2”Spuia — @, Ppia),

$E1 B 090, (97 Sp,0 — O, @p.0),

1 Qo o
*§E2 q),uSaV ’

(61)

8 The derivation of this equation is done by hand and checked using a Computer Algebra System.
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Hence, taking ¢, X, and x as independent scalar fields,
the disformally transformed hatted Ricci tensor is only
second-order in the tensor derivative indices.

A.3 The scalar curvature under the
transformation

The transformed scalar curvature can be obtained fol-
lowing the contraction of the hatted inverse metric and
the hatted Ricci tensor given above; i.e., R = g""R,,,.
We find

R =EyR — 2B E, @’ Rop + L1 3 01D, ©0,307 — 2B, B, @78,

+

+

The transformed scalar curvature is a sum of the
original scalar curvature multiplied by the inverse of
the conformal factor, and terms involving A and scalar
combinations of ®,,, its derivatives, and other deriva-
tive terms. It reduces to the result in Ref. [31] in
the special disformal transformation, g,, = A(¢)gu. +
B(¢)¢,,.¢,, saved for some unintentional typographi-
cal errors in this reference and slight difference in no-
tation. Similar to that of the hatted Ricci tensor, the
hatted scalar curvature is at most second-order in the
tensor derivative indices if we take ¢, X, and x as in-
dependent scalar fields.

The form of the transformed Ricci tensor and the
scalar curvature being at most second order in the ten-
sor derivative indices when (¢, X, x) are considered
as independent fields, may give us an idea about a
multi-field approach for the transformed Horndeski ac-
tion. This approach is beyond the scope of the cur-
rent work. However, it is good to think of this as one
possible way out to the problematic terms (leading to
equations of motion involving derivatives with order
higher than two) introduced by the general extended
disformal transformation in the Horndeski action. The
idea is somewhat analogous to f(R) theories wherein
the introduction of auxiliary field(s) can simplify the
action in an alternative formalism. For the case at
hand, the introduction of auxiliary fields seem to hold
some promise but the equations of motion remain with
derivative terms of order higher than two.

%(E1E2)2((I)QX;Q)(@Q;&)(5A —2x) + %A/E%ES(‘b;aq)a)(@ﬂX;ﬁ)(?’A + ).
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E1E3 O, 5x 0" + B3 0,507 — 2B, B2 $,.50%° (A — x)
A (B1Es)? Bo;5¢7*®F (A — ) — A'(E1E)?X 0P D
SELES ©4,50°0° (0%, — A1 B> (¢ ®0)(A — X) + E1 (P%X:0)]

TAE ES 0,500 (A — x) + A/ (E1E2)? @ (¢ ®5),0(24 — 3)

’

3 (E1E2) (X “X:a) (5A = 2x) — A'ETE3 (6 x:a) (A + TAX — 2X°)
4(E1E)® Xx?[AP(TA - 6x) — AA"(TA - 8x)] + F1E2(9%,0)?

AEYE3 Xx[AP(4A — x) — AA"(6A —Tx)| — A'E1E3(0¢)(3A — 4x)
LELES (67°®,)? [AP(5A — 6x) — 4AA"(A - 2X)] + 3(E1 B2)*(9°X.a)?

B} X [3A” — 24" (3A — 4x)] + A'(Ey Ea)* (6 %) (8%0)(A - 4)

A.4 The derivatives of ¢ in the
Horndeski action

The other terms in the Horndeski action involving co-
variant derivatives of ¢ are straightforward to trans-
form. For instance, we find after a short calculation
that

¢;ﬂf7 = ¢;uu - Cauu ¢;oza

Qs;ﬁ/u\ = EZQ/);HV - E1E2q)uq)a¢;au - E2CO¢MV¢;&

(63)

+ E By @M 0CP ¢,
O = By Op — By Ey® 97 ¢, — E2CH .y,
+ E1E;®H* D7 CY )¢,
G = Ey(g" — E10,0%)(Eagi# o — E1 E2®" 0P g5,
— EyCPM .5 + E1E2q)#q)ﬁcpﬁa¢;p)v

where the hat in ‘; i’ and ‘Iﬁ’, means the covariant dif-
ferentiation is taken with respect to the hatted met-
ric g,,. From this set of equations, one can easily
calculate terms involving (Iﬁqﬁ)Q — qﬁ?ﬁgqﬁ;ﬁg in £4 and
(0¢)3 — 3(0¢)p.5o ™ + 26560 ¢5 in Ls. Similar
to that of the hatted Ricci tensor and hatted scalar
curvature, these terms are at most second-order in the
tensor derivative indices if we take ¢, X, and x as in-
dependent scalar fields.



The fundamental scalar field in the original Horn-
deski action is ¢ accompanied by its corresponding
kinetic term X. Let us now hold off the assump-
tion that ¢, X, and x are independent scalar fields
and consider only ¢ as our fundamental scalar field.
Consequently, if we expand the equations above for
the hatted Ricci tensor and hatted scalar curvature
in terms of R, R,,,X, and derivatives of ¢, deriva-
tive terms involving ¢ higher than two appear. In
the special disformal transformation employed in Ref.
[31], there are also third-order derivative terms in the
intermediate steps leading to the transformed scalar
curvature and Ricci tensor, but they are assimilated
by Riemann/Ricci tensor (e.g., X, + ¢%dva ~
—Rycvg + - ). The other residual third-order deriva-
tive terms are integrated away, in combination with
other transformed terms in the Horndeski action. For
the case at hand, this is highly unlikely to happen as
even making A or B depends on X in the transforma-
tion guy — Guv = A(P)gur + B(4)¢; 0., can spoil the
Horndeski structure.

For the functional derivatives in the original Horn-
deski action, G4, x and G5 x, we hit a stumbling block
when transforming them under (53). The relationship
between X and X is no longer invertible as in the spe-
cial disformal transformation; in particular,

2AX +2D%X XX, + D*(¢* X,

X = :
2A(A —2C%X 420D ¢i*X,o + D2 X2 X ,,)

(64)

The right hand side is not a functional of (¢, X) alone

but includes their derivatives. We cannot easily com-
pute 0X /90X given this equation only without any ad-
ditional conditions or assumptions.

In addition to this, the integral measure in the ac-
tion involves derivative terms ¢*“ X, and X**X., com-
ing from the transformation of the determinant of the
metric. In particular, under (53) we have

V—gdtz = A2[A - 2(C?X — CD $“X.,

X.a)2v=gd'z.

Because the coefficient of /—gd*z on the right hand
are not functional of (¢, X) alone, employing integra-
tion by parts in an attempt to remove some derivative
terms or in dealing with residual derivative terms in
the construction of Riemann/Ricci tensor, is unwieldy.

In an attempt to make progress, let us suppose that
we can perform series expansions for X and \/_g and
decompose them as

(65)

71D2

i [en(&° Xoa)" + d (X X,0)"),

J_—J—_gs+z[ (¢ X.a)

13

where ¢, dy,, pn, and ¢, are functionals of (¢,
and

X) only,

s X
* A—2BX’
V=g, = A3(A—2BX)?\/=g. (67)

The two terms X s and g, are the special disformal limit
when @, = C¢,, + DX, — \/Eqﬁm. The decompo-
sition (66) rests on the assumption that the summa-
tions involving ¢**X., and X'**X,, are small correc-

tions X, and +/ —gs. With this decomposition we may
also decompose the transform functionals ]3, @3,é4
and G5, and the derivatives G4, x and G5, x, into their
respective special disformal limit plus terms involving
0, X, 90X, X’*X,,, and other higher-order deriva-
tive terms. We may then express the transformed
Horndeski action as a sum of actions of Horndeski form
S#, and another one Sg (beyond Horndeski), involving
derivative terms higher than two. The latter has the
general dependencies given by

S =8p{¢, X, X0, X'*X,a, R, R, R},

nBvs

higher order derivative terms}. (68)
Following (66), Sp contains powers of ¢**X., and
Xi*X.o. The problematic terms include (but not lim-
ited to)
f(9,

X)(¢*X.a)" and h(9,

X)X
where f and h are coefficient functions in the expansion
in terms of powers of ¢"*X,, and X*X,,. Computing
the Euler-Lagrange equations for these two, we find

“Xa)" (69)

0 0 o n
(8_¢ — v“% + vuvum) [f((b7 X;a) ]

= — 7’L(7’L - 1)f((b;aX;a)n_2¢;ﬂ¢m¢;uX§ﬂHV’

0 0 0 ‘o n
<6_¢ - vu% + vuvl/M> [h’((b, XQQ) ]

c—dn(n — DX X, )" 2XP XY X 5,

— 2nh( X X,0)" PP OX (70)
where we have only written the highest order deriva-
tive terms. In this case, for the two equations above,
the order of derivative goes up to four for ¢. And
generalizing A and B in (53) to have an additional de-
pendence on (Y, Z) will only make matters worse both
for the equation of motion and the transformation of
the Horndeski action. In Ref. [44], the authors pre-
sented all degenerate higher order scalar tensor theories
beyond Horndeski up to cubic powers of second-order
derivative of ¢ in the action. Following the expansion



given by (66) and its consequence on the transformed
Horndeski action, we find upon performing integration
by parts powers of second-order derivative of ¢ higher
than three. Moreover, degeneracy analysis following
the logic in Ref. [42] is indicative that the transformed
Horndeski sub-Lagrangians are non-degenerate. At the
moment there is no easy solution in sight for the result-

B Equations for X , 1/}, and 7

ing Ostrogradsky instability and ghost(s) in the field
quantization. We leave it for future work to look into
the possibility of finding constraints to remove unde-
sirable modes in the transformed Horndeski action. In
addition to this, there may be some special forms of the
functionals P, G3,Gy4, and G5 so that the transformed
Horndeski action is degenerate in nature.

In this appendix, we list down the full equations for the hatted quantities ()? , }A/, A ) in terms (¢, X,Y, Z) and

derivatives thereof.

By definition, X = — é g ¢.,, ... Its transformation under the general extended disformal transformation is

given by

~

D? (2XZ +Y?) +2AX

- 24 (D2Z +20DY — 202X + A)’

(71)

By definition, Y = ¢g"¢,,X,,. Its transformation under the general extended disformal transformation is
given by
Y = (AH,)™'[ = H1H: X" Zy + Hi1He"" Z,, — HioH7 XY, — HigHe Z>
— (H7yHg +2H 0H¢) Z + (H¢H9 — H7Hg) Y — 2H6H8X], (72)
where
H, = D?>Z +20DY —20?X + A,
Hy=D?(2XZ+Y?) +24X,
Hy=2D (2XZ +Y?),
Hy=2(DZ+CY),
Hs =2(DY — 2CX),
Hg¢ = D*Z +CDY + A,
H; =D (DY —2CX),
. Ao (QAH\X — HyHy — AHy) — ACyHyHs + Dy (AH\Hs — AHyHa)
o 2A%H,” ’
1
Hy= 5 [2A (D*H\Z + C*?Hy + AH,) + Ax (2AH, X — H\Hy — AHy)
1
— ACXH2H5 — ADX (H2H4 — H1H3) ],
1
Hig= ——— [2AD (DH\Y — CH,) + Ay (2AH, X — H,Hy — AH>)
2A%H,
— ACy HyHy — ADy (HyHy — Hi Hs) |,
1
Hy = ———[Az 2AH\X — HiHy — AH,) + AD? (2H1 X — Hj)
2A%H,
— ACyHsHs — ADy (HyHy — HiH3) |. (73)

The subscript of (4, B, C) denotes derivative; e.g., Ay = 0A/9Y.
By definition, Z = ¢g"X,,X,,. Its transformation under the general extended disformal transformation is

given by
1

Z:
AH,
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[- D*H\\*X*Z,, X" Z, — CDH}, ¢" Z,, X" Z,,y — D* HioH1 X 'Y, XV Z,



— CDH}L X2, 2., — CPHY oM 2., 7.y — CDH1gH11 X MY, 7.,
— D*HyH\ X*Z,X"Y,, — CDHy0H116*Z.,, XY, — D*H{y X*"Y,, XY,

+ H\HLY ZM 7, + 2H HioHy Y Z,y + Hio XM Z,,, + Hi3¢ " Z,, (74)
+ HyHY)Y*Y,, + Hiu XY, + His (Z2 + 27) — HiHyoHg (Zo + 27)
+ CDHy0HyZZy + C*HygHgY Zy + CDH 0 HgY Zo — 2C*HgHs X Z>
— HoZ (D*HyZ — 2CDHy0Z + CDHyY + D*HgY — 2CDHsX — HiHy)
— HsY (D*HgZ — 2CDH10Z + CDHoY + D*HgY — 2CDHgX — HyHy)
— HoY (CDHyZ — 2C°Hy0Z + C*HoY + CDHsY — 2C*HgX — H1 Hs)
+ 2HgX (CDHoZ —2C*Hy0Z + C*HyY + CDHgY — 2C°Hs X — H, Hg)],
where
His =2Hy, (CDHy0Z> — D*HoZ + 2CDH10Z — CDHogY — D*HgY (75)
+2CDHgX + HHy),
Hy3 = 2Hy, (C*Hy0Z> — CDHoZ +2C*Hy0Z — C*HyY — CDHgY
+2C°Hs X + H Hg) ,
Hyy =2H,o (CDHy0Z; — D*HoZ + 2CDH0Z — CDHogY — D*HgY
+2CDHgX + H1Hy),
His5 = Hio (CDH9Z — 2C°H10Z + C*HyY + CDHgY — 2C°Hy X — H: Hg) .
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