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Abstract

We investigate a systematic formulation of vector-tensor theories based on the effective
field theory (EFT) approach. The input of our EFT is that the spacetime symmetry is
spontaneously broken by the existence of a preferred timelike direction in accordance with the
cosmological principle. After clarifying the difference of the symmetry breaking pattern from
the conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy, we find an EFT description of vector-tensor
theories around the cosmological background. This approach not only serves as a unified
description of vector-tensor theories but also highlights universal differences between the
scalar-tensor theories and the vector-tensor theories. The theories having different symmetry
breaking patterns are distinguished by a phenomenological function and consistency relations
between the EFT coefficients. We study the linear cosmological perturbations within our
EFT framework and discuss the characteristic properties of the vector-tensor theories in the
context of dark energy. In particular, we compute the effective gravitational coupling and
the slip parameter for the matter density contrast in terms of the EFT coefficients.
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1 Introduction and summary

According to the cosmological observations, the Universe is expanding in time and is spatially
homogeneous and isotropic on large scales. Small fluctuations on top of the homogeneous and
isotropic background characterize the observed structures in the Universe [1]. In the standard big
bang cosmology, the Universe keeps to respect these minimal requirements while evolving from the
early inflationary era to the late-time dark energy dominated era. However, there are many cosmo-
logical models for the different epochs of the Universe. The effective field theory (EFT) approach
provides a unified description of theories having the same symmetry breaking pattern which is
extremely useful to extract model-independent predictions. In the EFT framework, cosmological
models are distinguished by the way how the spacetime symmetry is broken in accordance with
the cosmological observations.

The EFT for cosmology was first developed in the context of inflation [2, 3] by generalizing
the EFT of ghost condensation [4,5] to the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) back-
grounds and later applied to the late-time cosmic acceleration [6–14] (see [15] for a review). The
conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy assumes that the spacetime symmetry is spontaneously
broken by a preferred spacelike slicing. The slicing is specified by a function t̃(x) with timelike
gradient which may be interpreted as a condensate of a time-dependent scalar field. In the uni-
tary gauge where the time coordinate is identified with t̃, the spacetime diffeomorphism invariance
is downgraded to the spatial diffeomorphism invariance. The EFT action is systematically con-
structed under the residual symmetries of the unbroken spatial diffeomorphisms (diffs). On the
other hand, there would be no a priori reason to only choose the symmetry breaking pattern
characterized by a single scalar field. The purpose of this paper is to examine another symmetry
breaking pattern and establish a systematic formulation of the corresponding EFT.

We assume the existence of a preferred direction given by a timelike vector vµ(x).1 As is well
known, there is no hypersurface orthogonal to a vector in general, so the existence of a preferred
direction is inequivalent to the existence of a preferred slicing. The difference becomes transparent
by writing the vector as vµ = ∂µt̃ + gMAµ where t̃ is the Stückelberg field associated with the
U(1) transformation of the new vector field Aµ and gM is the gauge coupling. The Stückelberg
field t̃ can be chosen to coincide with the time coordinate, and we shall call this choice of the
time coordinate the unitary gauge. Thanks to the gauge field Aµ, there exists an additional local
symmetry on top of the unbroken spatial diffs in the unitary gauge, yielding a different symmetry
breaking pattern from the conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy. This symmetry breaking
pattern was studied in gauged ghost condensation [20,21] in the maximally symmetric spacetimes
by localizing (gauging) the global shift symmetry of the ghost condensation [4, 5]. The present
paper only uses the spatial homogeneity and isotropy as the symmetry of the background spacetime
and the EFT will be formulated in generic cosmological backgrounds. Figure 1 summarizes the
relations between different EFTs.

The preferred vector can be viewed as a condensate of a vector field (but not necessary to be).
Various theories with a vector field have been proposed, namely gauged ghost condensation [20,21],

1An EFT with a timelike vector was studied in [13,14] but it is applicable only for linear perturbations. On the
other hand, the EFT formulated in the present paper is systematic, universal, valid at the fully non-linear level and
therefore is applicable to perturbations up to any order. EFTs with a spacelike vector were also studied in [16–18]
in the context of the so-called anisotropic inflation [19].

3



EFT of vector-tensor theories
[present work]

Shift-symmetric
scalar-tensor theories [22]

EFT of inflation/dark energy
[2, 3, 6–15]

Gauged ghost
condensation [20, 21]

Ghost condensation
[4, 5]

Minkowski

extension to FLRW

Minkowski or de Sitter

extension to FLRW

weak
coupling

limit

gauging
shift symmetry

soft-breaking
shift symmetry

imposing
shift symmetry

weak
coupling

limit

gauging
shift symmetry

Figure 1: The web of EFTs.

generalized Proca [23–26], beyond generalized Proca [27], Proca-Nuevo [28], extended vector-
tensor [29], framids [30], and Einstein-aether [31]. Our EFT approach may serve as a unified
description of these vector-tensor theories in the symmetry breaking background that we have
mentioned. Moreover, it includes the EFT of scalar-tensor theories and provides a clear comparison
with the conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy.

For the convenience of the reader, we summarize below the essential ingredients of our vector-
tensor EFT and the main results:

• Symmetry breaking pattern. We assume that the spacetime symmetry is spontaneously bro-
ken by a timelike preferred vector denoted by δ̃0

µ = δ0
µ + gMAµ in the unitary gauge t̃ = t.

The residual symmetries are the spatial diffs, ~x→ ~x′(t, ~x), and the combined U(1) and time
diffs,

t→ t− gMχ(x) , Aµ → Aµ + ∂µχ(x) . (1.1)

• Building blocks. Let g̃00 = δ̃0
µδ̃

0
νg

µν and ñµ = δ̃µ0 /
√
−g̃00 be the norm of the preferred

vector and the unit vector along the preferred direction, respectively, where gµν is the four-
dimensional metric and gµν is its inverse. The projection tensor is denoted by h̃µν = gµν +
ñµñν . The first derivative of ñµ is decomposed into kinematical quantities, namely the
expansion tensor K̃µν , the vorticity tensor ω̃µν , and the acceleration vector ãµ. Although ñµ

is not a vector normal to a spacelike hypersurface, we can define an object analogous to the
spatial curvature, denoted by (3)R̃µνρσ, which we call the orthogonal spatial curvature. The
expansion scalar and the orthogonal spatial Ricci scalar are defined by K̃ = K̃µνg

µν = K̃µν h̃
µν

and (3)R̃ = (3)R̃µνρσg
µρgνσ = (3)R̃µνρσh̃

µρh̃νσ, respectively. Essentially, the metric, the norm
of the preferred vector, the normalized preferred vector, the kinematical quantities, the
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orthogonal spatial curvature, and their derivatives are the building blocks of the EFT, but
it is convenient to use the field strength Fµν = 2∂[µAν] as a part of the building blocks. The

field strength can be split into the magnetic part F̃µν and the electric part F̃µ by taking the
projections, which are related to the vorticity, the acceleration, and the norm of the preferred
vector. See subsection 2.2 for the details.

• The EFT action. We find that the unitary gauge action under the present symmetry breaking
pattern is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−gLDE + Sm[ψ, g] ,

LDE =
M2
∗

2
f(t)R̃− Λ(t)− c(t)g̃00 − d(t)K̃ + L(2)

DE ,

L(2)
DE =

1

2
M4

2 (t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)2

− 1

2
M̄3

1 (t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)
δK̃ − 1

2
M̄2

2 (t)δK̃2 − 1

2
M̄2

3 (t)δK̃α
βδK̃

β
α

+
1

2
µ2

1(t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)
δ(3)R̃− 1

4
γ1(t)FαβF

αβ − 1

4
γ2(t)F̃αβF̃

αβ

+
1

2
M̄4(t)δK̃δ(3)R̃ +

1

2
λ1(t)δ(3)R̃2 + · · · , (1.2)

where the ellipsis stands for terms which are higher order in either perturbations or derivatives
and Sm is the matter action, in which the matter fields are collectively denoted by ψ. We
assume that the matter fields are minimally coupled to the spacetime metric, i.e. the weak
equivalence principle is satisfied. Here, R̃ = R+2∇µ(ãµ−K̃ñµ) is the four-dimensional Ricci
scalar with the divergence term subtracted. The subscript BG denotes the background values
of corresponding quantities and the quantities δg̃00, δK̃µν , and δ(3)R̃ are the perturbations
around their background values. Although we only focus on the lower-order terms of the
EFT action, the action can be systematically extended into higher orders. See subsection 2.5
and also subsections 2.3 and 2.4 for the details.

• Consistency relations. The EFT coefficients in (1.2) are not arbitrary functions of the time t
due to the enlarged symmetry of the EFT. We will show that the necessary and sufficient
condition for the invariance under (1.1) leads to consistency relations between the EFT
coefficients. Assuming a power-counting, as we will explain in subsections 2.4 and 2.5, the
consistency relations read

Λ̇ + 3H(ḋ+M2
∗ ḟH)− 1

2
M2
∗ ḟ

(3)R̃BG + ċg̃00
BG ' 0 , (1.3)

2M4
2

d

N̄dt
ln
(
−g̃00

BG

)
+ 3M̄3

1 Ḣ − µ2
1

d

N̄dt
(3)R̃BG + 2ċg̃00

BG ' 0 , (1.4)

ḋ+ 2M2
∗ ḟH − 3Ḣ

(
M̄2

2 +
1

3
M̄2

3

)
+

1

2
M̄3

1

d

N̄dt
ln
(
−g̃00

BG

)
' 0 , (1.5)

M2
∗ ḟ + µ2

1

d

N̄dt
ln
(
−g̃00

BG

)
' 0 , (1.6)
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where a dot denotes derivative with respect to the cosmic time, e.g. Λ̇ = dΛ/(N̄dt), and
A ' B means that A− B is suppressed by the cutoff scale of the EFT. Here, N̄ and H are
respectively the lapse function and the Hubble expansion rate of the background.

• Comparison with the conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy. Even though the ac-
tion (1.2) resembles the conventional EFT action, there are universal distinctions between
them. The difference is twofold. First, we emphasize that g̃00, K̃µν , and (3)R̃µνρσ are not
the time-time component of the metric, the extrinsic curvature, and the spatial curvature
of the constant-time slice, respectively. They are defined with respect to the preferred vec-
tor δ̃0

µ = δ0
µ + gMAµ, not the preferred slice specified by δ0

µ = ∂µt. Clearly, the parame-
ter gM characterizes the deviation and we will find that phenomenological differences between
scalar-tensor theories and vector-tensor theories are captured by a time-dependent function
associated with gM which we will denote by αV (t). Secondly, as we mentioned, the consis-
tency relations (1.3)–(1.6) are required by the residual symmetry in the vector-tensor EFT.
However, the EFT coefficients are independent functions in the conventional EFT of infla-
tion/dark energy. Based on these two criteria, we classify the different theories to the three
general categories: (i) The EFT of vector-tensor theories: αV (t) 6= 0 and the consistency
relations should hold; (ii) The EFT of shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories: αV (t) = 0 and
the consistency relations should hold; (iii) The conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy:
αV (t) = 0 and the consistency relations do not need to hold. See also Figure 1.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we provide a systematic formulation of
the EFT of vector-tensor theories. We will elaborate on the symmetry breaking pattern, the build-
ing blocks, the EFT action, and the consistency relations. In Sec. 3, as a simple demonstration,
we discuss how a subclass of the generalized Proca theory is translated into our EFT language.
We then give detailed comparisons between scalar-tensor theories and vector-tensor theories by
using our EFT formulation in Sec. 4. In particular, in Sec. 4.3, we formulate a unified description
of linear scalar (and tensor) perturbations by means of the so-called α-basis [10, 12, 32, 33]. The
vector perturbations are separately discussed in Sec. 5. We conclude in Sec. 6. In Appendix A,
we summarize technical details of the 1 + 3 decomposition with respect to a general vector with
vorticity. Finally, we briefly discuss possible new operators of the vector-tensor EFT arising from
Lie derivatives of the building blocks in Appendix B.

2 Formulation

2.1 Symmetry breaking pattern

The input of the conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy, which we call the scalar-tensor EFT
to distinguish it from the vector-tensor EFT, is the existence of a preferred slicing of spacetime
determined by a function t̃(x) with timelike gradient, which breaks a part of the spacetime sym-
metries. In the present paper, we instead assume the existence of a preferred vector vµ(x) which
is supposed to be non-vanishing and timelike. The preferred vector spontaneously breaks a part
of the spacetime symmetries.
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It would be convenient to use the Stückelberg trick in order to make a comparison between the
scalar-tensor EFT and the present vector-tensor EFT. Let us write the preferred vector as

vµ = ∂µt̃+ gMAµ; gM ≡
g

M∗
, (2.1)

where M∗ is the “Planck mass”2 and we shall call g (or gM) the gauge coupling. The preferred
vector is invariant under the residual U(1) transformation,

t̃→ t̃− gMχ , Aµ → Aµ + ∂µχ , (2.2)

with an arbitrary scalar χ(x). We then define a slicing of the spacetime by using the Stückelberg
field t̃. The time coordinate t is chosen to coincide with t̃ so that

vµ = δ̃0
µ ≡ δ0

µ + gMAµ . (2.3)

We use this time coordinate throughout the present paper. It is now transparent that the preferred
vector does not coincide with the time direction and it is not hypersurface orthogonal in general.
Therefore, we deal with a symmetry breaking pattern which is different from the one in the scalar-
tensor EFT.

We now clarify the residual symmetries of the vector-tensor EFT. Ones of the residual symme-
tries are the spatial diffs. In addition, we have the U(1) invariance due to the Stückelberg trick.
Since the Stückelberg field is identified with the time coordinate, the U(1) transformation (2.2)
also yields a change of the time coordinate. Therefore, the residual symmetries are the spatial diffs
and a combination of the U(1) and time diffs (1.1), which are exactly the same as the symmetries
of the gauged ghost condensate [20, 21].

Following the gauged ghost condensate, the preferred vector (2.1) can be identified with the
covariant derivative of the field t̃(x) where the shift symmetry of t̃(x) is gauged by the compensating
field Aµ(x). From this perspective, the vector-tensor EFT can be obtained by gauging the scalar-
tensor EFT with the global shift symmetry. (See Figure 1 for the relation between different EFTs.)

In summary, although the vector-tensor EFT we shall consider in the present paper has simi-
larities to the shift-symmetric scalar-tensor EFT, there are clear distinctions. From the geometric
point of view, the difference is whether the spacetime symmetry is broken by a preferred slicing or
a preferred vector. The difference can be also understood by whether the shift symmetry is global
or local.

2.2 EFT building blocks

The spacetime metric gµν and the curvature Rµνρσ are obviously building blocks of the EFT. In
addition, we introduce the invariant tensors to characterize the properties of the preferred vector.

Let us first define the norm of the preferred vector,

g̃00 ≡ δ̃0
αδ̃

0
βg

αβ = g00 + 2gMA
0 + g2

MAαA
α , (2.4)

2We use M∗ to denote the Planck mass rather than the usual notation MPl because the observed Planck mass
will be different from M∗.
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which is supposed to be negative. Then, we find the unit timelike vector,

ñµ ≡ −
δ̃0
µ√
−g̃00

, ñαñ
α = −1 . (2.5)

As we already mentioned, ñµ is not the vector normal to the surfaces of constant t due to the
existence of the transverse degrees of freedom of the gauge field Aµ. Nonetheless, we can define
the projection tensor,

h̃µν ≡ gµν + ñµñν , (2.6)

which satisfies h̃µ
αh̃α

ν = h̃µ
ν and h̃µ

αñα = 0. By the use of ñµ and h̃µν , we can define parallel
and orthogonal objects with respect to the preferred vector. We have summarized the 1 + 3
decomposition with respect to the general unit vector ñµ in Appendix A.

The first derivative of the preferred vector ∇µδ̃
0
ν is decomposed into two invariant blocks,

∂µg̃
00 , ∇µñν , (2.7)

via the relation ∇µδ̃
0
ν = ∂µg̃

00ñν/(2
√
−g̃00)−

√
−g̃00∇µñν where ñν∇µñν = 0. The second piece

is further decomposed into the expansion tensor, the vorticity tensor, and the acceleration vector
which are defined as

K̃µν ≡ h̃(µ|
α∇αñ|ν) , (2.8)

ω̃µν ≡ h̃[µ|
α∇αñ|ν] , (2.9)

ãµ ≡ ñα∇αñµ , (2.10)

respectively. The tensors (2.8)–(2.10) specify the geometric properties of the preferred vector. On
the other hand, the field strength of the gauge field Aµ,

Fµν ≡ ∂µAν − ∂νAµ , (2.11)

can be decomposed into two invariant blocks

Fµν = −2F̃[µñν] + F̃µν , (2.12)

where

F̃µ ≡ ñαFµα , F̃µν ≡ h̃αµh̃
β
νFαβ , (2.13)

are respectively the “electric” and “magnetic” parts of the field strength. Clearly, only two of Fµν ,
F̃µ, F̃µν are independent. Moreover, one can also find the following relations

ω̃µν = − gM

2
√
−g̃00

F̃µν , (2.14)

ãµ =
gM√
−g̃00

F̃µ −
h̃αµ∂αg̃

00

2g̃00
, (2.15)
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meaning that there are redundant operators. Since we will discuss the limit gM → 0 to make
a comparison with the scalar-tensor EFT later, we shall adopt the field strength and omit the
vorticity and the acceleration from the independent building blocks of the EFT action.

It is useful to introduce objects analogous to the spatial covariant derivative and the spatial
curvature. As summarized in Appendix A, although there is no preferred spatial hypersurface,
we can define the analogous objects associated with the preferred vector, which we shall call the
orthogonal spatial covariant derivative and the orthogonal spatial curvature, respectively. The
orthogonal spatial derivatives D̃µ is defined by

D̃µT̃
ν···

ρ··· ≡ h̃αµh̃
ν
β · · · h̃γρ · · · ∇αT̃

β···
γ··· , (2.16)

for a projected tensor T̃ ν···ρ··· which satisfies T̃ ν···ρ···ñν = T̃ ν···ρ···ñ
ρ = 0. Note that the derivative D̃µ

is defined only in the tangent hyperplane at each point and not on a 3-manifold when the vorticity
does not vanish (see e.g. [34, 35]). The orthogonal spatial curvature may be defined through the
commutator of the orthogonal spatial covariant derivative [35]. In practice, the orthogonal spatial
curvature (3)R̃µνρσ can be computed by the use of the Gauss equation,

h̃αµh̃
β
ν h̃

γ
ρh̃

δ
σRαβγδ = (3)R̃µνρσ + 2B̃[ρ|µB̃|σ]ν , (2.17)

where B̃µν = K̃µν + ω̃µν . We also define

(3)R̃µν ≡ (3)R̃α
µαν ,

(3)R̃ ≡ (3)R̃µ
µ = (3)R̃µν

µν . (2.18)

All the components of the four-dimensional curvature can be written in terms of the orthogonal
spatial curvature and the kinematical quantities [see (A.22) and (A.23)], so we can use either Rµνρσ

or (3)R̃µνρσ as an independent building block. In particular, the four-dimensional Ricci scalar is
written as

R = (3)R̃ + B̃µνB̃
νµ − K̃2 − 2∇µ(ãµ − K̃ñµ) . (2.19)

The choice is totally a matter of the EFT formulation. In the present context, the orthogonal
spatial curvature (3)R̃µνρσ would be more useful since Rµνρσ includes time derivatives, leading to an
additional would-be ghostly state when we consider higher-order terms of the curvature. In fact,
the Lagrangian of the generalized Proca theory [23], a ghost-free vector-tensor theory, is written
in a simpler form by the use of (3)R̃µνρσ as we see in Sec. 3. We thus adopt (3)R̃µνρσ as the building
block of our EFT formulation.

The four-dimensional covariant derivative ∇µ is decomposed into the Lie derivative £ñ along
ñµ and the orthogonal spatial derivatives D̃µ. Our EFT building blocks are

g̃00, (3)R̃µνρσ, F̃µν , F̃µ, K̃µν , £ñ, D̃µ , (2.20)

and the metric gµν . Then, all the tensors in (2.20) have no components parallel to ñµ, so one
can use either gµν or h̃µν to contract indices. The most general EFT action of the vector-tensor
theories is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−gLDE + Sm[ψ, g] , (2.21)

LDE = LDE(g̃00, (3)R̃µνρσ, F̃µν , F̃µ, K̃µν ,£ñ, D̃µ) , (2.22)

9



where the indices are contracted by gµν (or equivalently by h̃µν) and Sm is the action for matter
fields, collectively denoted by ψ, which are minimally coupled to the spacetime metric.

The tensors K̃µν and (3)R̃µνρσ should be distinguished from the extrinsic curvature of the

constant-time hypersurface Kµν = h(µ|
α∇αn|ν) with nµ = −δ0

µ/
√
−g00 and the intrinsic cur-

vature of the constant-time hypersurface (3)Rµνρσ since the preferred vector is not orthogonal to
the constant-time hypersurface. Nonetheless, it is worth mentioning that they agree when we con-
sider irrotational solutions, i.e. those without transverse degrees of freedom. In this case, ω̃µν = 0
and we can write the vector field components as3

Aµ = (A0, ∂iA) . (2.23)

We can set A = 0 by using the residual gauge freedom of the combined U(1) and time diffs.
In this gauge choice, the time coordinate is completely fixed except the freedom of the time
reparametrization, t → t′(t). Then, the vector ñµ coincides with the vector orthogonal to the
constant-time hypersurfaces, nµ. Hence, we have

ñµ = nµ , (2.24)

D̃µ = Dµ , (2.25)

K̃µν = Kµν , (2.26)
(3)R̃µνρσ = (3)Rµνρσ , (2.27)

under the irrotational ansatz (2.23) and the gauge choice, A = 0, where Dµ is the spatial covariant
derivative on the constant-time hypersurface. These relations are practically useful to compute
cosmological perturbations.

2.3 Classifications of building blocks

A crucial difference between the vector-tensor EFT and the scalar-tensor EFT is the absence of
t in the building blocks. In the scalar-tensor EFT, the background parts of the building blocks
can be subtracted without breaking the residual gauge freedom; for instance, δK ≡ K − 3H(t) is
invariant under the residual gauge freedom of the scalar-tensor EFT, where H(t) is the Hubble
expansion rate. On the other hand, the similar quantity δK̃ ≡ K̃ − 3H(t) is not an invariant
quantity in the present setup. This fact requires a formulation different from the scalar-tensor
EFT. As a next step of our EFT formulation, we shall classify the building blocks into those that
contribute to the background dynamics and those that do not.

Let us first discuss the background dynamics of the FLRW universe with the preferred vector.
Thanks to the homogeneity and the isotropy, at any points, the FLRW spacetime and the back-
ground preferred vector are characterized by the spatial curvature, the Hubble expansion rate, the
norm of the preferred vector, and their time derivatives. All these quantities can be read by the
background values of the building blocks

g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃, £ñ, (2.28)

3Alternatively, we can work with the covariant irrotational ansatz Aµ = φ1∂µφ2 and use the residual U(1)
transformation (2.2) to make the preferred vector orthogonal to the constant-time hypersurfaces. However, the
ansatz (2.23) takes the form Aµ = A0δ

0
µ in the gauge A = 0 which is more suitable to discuss the cosmological

perturbations later.
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where K̃ ≡ K̃µ
µ is the expansion scalar and £ñ is the Lie derivative with respect to ñµ. The

quantities in (2.28) are the essential building blocks to determine the background.
We then subtract the background parts from the other building blocks by the use of (2.28). The

building blocks F̃µν , F̃µ, and D̃µ have no background part and there is no need for the subtraction.
The subtraction is needed for the expansion tensor, yielding the shear tensor,

σ̃µν ≡ K̃µν −
1

3
K̃h̃µν . (2.29)

Similarly, the symmetric trace-free part of the curvature, defined by

(3)R̃T
µν ≡ (3)R̃(µν) −

1

3
h̃µν

(3)R̃ , (2.30)

starts linear in perturbations around the FLRW background. As detailed in Appendix A, the
orthogonal spatial curvature (3)R̃µνρσ is decomposed into three irreducible pieces, (3)R̃, (3)R̃T

µν , and
(3)R̃V

µ ≡ (3)R̃µνρσ ε̃
νρσ with ε̃νρσ ≡ ñµε

µνρσ, where the last piece is expressed in terms of B̃µν (see

(2.17)). Since B̃µν = K̃µν + ω̃µν and ω̃µν ∝ F̃µν , we only need to use (3)R̃ and (3)R̃T
µν as independent

building blocks of the EFT. As a result, the independent EFT building blocks that start at the
linear or higher order in perturbations around the FLRW background are

F̃µν , F̃µ , σ̃µν ,
(3)R̃T

µν , D̃µ . (2.31)

The EFT Lagrangian (2.22) can be written as

LDE = L0(g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃,£ñ) + L2(g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃,£ñ, F̃µν , F̃µ, σ̃µν ,
(3)R̃T

µν , D̃µ) . (2.32)

We can assume that L2 starts at the quadratic or higher order in perturbations around the FLRW
background without loss of generality since (2.31) cannot form a scalar at the linear order by
themselves. We can also assume L2 does not contain the terms of the forms

F (g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃,£ñ)£ñT̃ = F (g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃,£ñ)ñµ∇µT̃ , (2.33)

F (g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃,£ñ)D̃µT̃
µ = F (g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃,£ñ)h̃µν∇µT̃ν , (2.34)

without loss of generality, where F is a function of (2.28), T̃ is a scalar, and T̃ µ is an orthogonal
vector constructed from the building blocks satisfying T̃ µñµ = 0. Indeed, performing integration
by parts, (2.33) and (2.34) become∫

d4x
√
−gF ñµ∇µT̃ = −

∫
d4x
√
−g(£ñF + K̃F )T̃ , (2.35)∫

d4x
√
−gF h̃µν∇µT̃ν = −

∫
d4x
√
−g(D̃µF + ãµF )T̃ µ , (2.36)

meaning that (2.33) and (2.34) can be absorbed into other terms.
So far, we have explicitly preserved the residual symmetries of the EFT. The Lagrangian (2.32)

is the most general Lagrangian of the vector-tensor EFT. However, (2.32) is not as useful as that
of the scalar-tensor EFT because the Lagrangian is a non-linear function of the building blocks.
We need an additional step to bring our general EFT formulation to a more useful form.
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2.4 Expansion around cosmological background

We introduce the quantities

δg̃00 ≡ g̃00 − g̃00
BG(t) , δK̃ ≡ K̃ − K̃BG(t) , δ(3)R̃ ≡ (3)R̃− (3)R̃BG(t) , (2.37)

where g̃00
BG(t), K̃BG(t), and (3)R̃BG(t) are the background values of the norm of the preferred vector,

the expansion scalar, and the orthogonal spatial curvature, respectively. We then perform a Taylor
expansion of the Lagrangian to the power of (2.37). Note that the residual symmetries of the EFT
become implicit after the Taylor expansion since the quantities in (2.37) are not invariant under
the combined U(1) and time diffs (1.1). The symmetry is implemented as consistency relations
between the Taylor coefficients as we will see below.

We also perform the derivative expansion of the EFT Lagrangian on top of the perturbative
expansion around the FLRW background. The leading-order Lagrangian up to the quadratic order
in perturbations is given by

L0 = L̄0 + L̄g̃00δg̃00 + L̄K̃δK̃ + L̄(3)R̃δ
(3)R̃

+
1

2
L̄g̃00g̃00(δg̃00)2 + L̄g̃00K̃δg̃

00δK̃ +
1

2
L̄K̃K̃δK̃

2

+ L̄g̃00(3)R̃δg̃
00δ(3)R̃ + L̄K̃(3)R̃δK̃δ

(3)R̃ +
1

2
L̄(3)R̃(3)R̃δ

(3)R̃2 + · · · , (2.38)

and

L2 = LF̃ 2
∗
F̃µF̃

µ + LF̃ 2
∗∗
F̃µνF̃

µν + Lσ̃2
∗∗σ̃µν σ̃

µν + · · ·
= L̄F̃ 2

∗
F̃µF̃

µ + L̄F̃ 2
∗∗
F̃µνF̃

µν + L̄σ̃2
∗∗σ̃µν σ̃

µν + · · · , (2.39)

where L0, LF̃ 2
∗
, LF̃ 2

∗∗
, and Lσ̃2

∗∗ are functions of (2.28) while the barred quantities are coefficients
of the Taylor series. The Taylor coefficients are functions of the background values of (2.28) and
then are implicit functions of the time.

Let us show that the operators presented in (2.38) and (2.39) are indeed leading operators of
the EFT. We are interested in vector-tensor theories having 1 + 2 + 2 degrees of freedom: 1 is the
longitudinal mode of the preferred vector, 2 are the transverse modes of the vector, and the last
2 are the gravitational tensor degrees of freedom. The kinetic term and the gradient term of the
tensor modes are governed by the following operators

σ̃µν σ̃
µν , δ(3)R̃ , (2.40)

respectively, which are the leading ones. We identify leading operators associated with the scalar
and vector degrees of freedom under the decoupling limit of gravity (or the test-field limit of the
preferred vector), where the metric fluctuations may be ignored while the Hubble scale of the
background metric is kept finite. In the decoupling limit, the metric and the preferred vector are
given by

gµνdx
µdxν = −N̄2(t)dt2 + a2(t)δijdx

idxj , (2.41)

δ̃0
µ = δ0

µ + gMAµ , (2.42)
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where, without loss of generality, we can assume Aµ has no background part by using the freedom
of the time reparametrization. We then obtain

δ1g̃
00 = −2gMA0

N̄2
, (2.43)

δ1K̃ = −gM
N̄

a2
∂iA

i , (2.44)

δ1
(3)R̃ = 4gMH

N̄

a2
∂iA

i , (2.45)

δ1F̃µν =

(
0 0
0 2∂[iAj]

)
, (2.46)

δ1F̃µ =

(
0,
∂iA0

N̄
− d

N̄dt
Ai

)
, (2.47)

δ1σ̃µν = −gMN̄
(

0 0
0 ∂(iAj) − 1

3
δij∂kA

k

)
, (2.48)

where δ1Q denotes the part of Q linear in Aµ = (A0, Ai) and H = da
N̄dt

/a is the Hubble expansion
rate. The EFT Lagrangian (2.38) contains the operators starting at the linear order in pertur-
bations, i.e. δg̃00, δK̃, and δ(3)R̃. Whereas the linear parts of δK̃ and δ(3)R̃ are total divergences,
the linear part of δg̃00 leads to a tadpole term for A0, meaning that the background equation of
motion imposes

L̄g̃00 = 0 , (2.49)

provided g̃00
BG 6= 0. (See subsection 4.1 for the argument showing the same conclusion without

relying on the decoupling limit.) To discuss the quadratic Lagrangian, we also need quadratic
parts of δK̃ and δ(3)R̃ which are given by

δ2K̃ = g2
M

[
1

2N̄a3
∂t
(
N̄2aAiA

i
)

+
N̄

a2
∂i(A0A

i)

]
, (2.50)

δ2
(3)R̃ = g2

M

[
−2

N̄a3H
∂t
(
H2N̄2aAiA

i
)

+
N̄2

a4
∂i
(
Aj∂

jAi − Ai∂jAj
)
− 4H

N̄

a2
∂i(A0A

i)

]
. (2.51)

It is convenient to introduce the Stückelberg field π according to

A0 → A0 + g−1
M ∂tπ , Ai → Ai + g−1

M ∂iπ , (2.52)

and set the gauge ∂iA
i = 0.4 Then, the longitudinal mode is represented by π while Ai corresponds

to the transverse degrees of freedom. The additional variable A0 is non-dynamical. The kinetic
terms of π and Ai correspond to the operators

(δg̃00)2 ∼ (A0 + ∂tπ)2 , F̃µF̃
µ ∼ (∂tAi)

2 + (∂iA0)2 , (2.53)

4We have used t̃ to denote the Stückelberg field which has a time-dependent expectation value. Here, the field π
has no expectation value and can be regarded as the perturbation of t̃.
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where the coefficients are omitted for simplicity of the notation. The gradient term of Ai is
generated by

F̃µνF̃
µν ∼ (∂iAj)

2 , (2.54)

while the operators of the order of (∂iπ)2 can be obtained from

δK̃ , δ(3)R̃ ∼ ∂t[(∂iπ)2 + A2
i ] , (2.55)

δg̃00δK̃ , δg̃00δ(3)R̃ ∼ A0∂
2
i π + ∂t(π∂

2
i π) . (2.56)

In addition, we have

σ̃µν σ̃
µν − 2

3
δK̃2 ∼ (∂iAj)

2 , (2.57)

δK̃2 , δK̃δ(3)R̃ , δ(3)R̃2 ∼ (∂2
i π)2 , (2.58)

where the former contributes to the gradient term of the transverse modes (and the kinetic term of
the tensor modes) while the latter provide higher-order gradient terms of the longitudinal mode.
Note that the operators δK̃ and δ(3)R̃ may be comparable around the cosmological background
despite the fact that K̃ is a first derivative term while (3)R̃ is a second derivative. For instance, let
us consider the following terms

K̃2 , (3)R̃ , (2.59)

both of which contain two derivatives. Perturbing the cosmological background, we obtain

K̃BG(t)δK̃ , δ(3)R̃ , (2.60)

where the first one is linear in the apparently “first-order” derivative term δK̃ while the second
one is the apparently “second-order” derivative term δ(3)R̃. However, as clearly seen from (2.44)–
(2.45) and (2.50)–(2.51), these operators are of the same order. Since the EFT is a theory for the
perturbations around a given background, one should count the number of the derivatives acting
on the perturbations. Then, we should equally treat δK̃ and δ(3)R̃ around a general cosmolog-
ical background. The operators in (2.53), (2.54), (2.55), and (2.56) are regarded as the leading
operators for the longitudinal and transverse modes of the EFT.

It is important to notice that the bare operator (∂iπ)2 is prohibited in the present symmetry
breaking pattern although ∂t[(∂iπ)2] and A0∂

2
i π are allowed. In the scalar-tensor EFT, the oper-

ator δg00 is allowed and provides (∂iπ)2. On the other hand, in the present case the background
equation of motion imposes L̄g̃00 = 0 and thus the term linear in δg̃00 is forbidden. The gradi-
ent term of the longitudinal mode (∂iπ)2 appears through integration by parts if the coefficient
of ∂t[(∂iπ)2] is time-dependent or integrating out the non-dynamical variable A0 when δg̃00δK̃
or δg̃00δ(3)R̃ is present; that is why we have regarded (2.55) and (2.56) as the leading operators.
However, there is a special case where (∂iπ)2 is totally prohibited, called the gauged ghost con-
densate [20,21]. Let us consider the Minkowski background, H = 0, in which δ(3)R̃ is irrelevant for
the longitudinal mode. The operator δK̃ ∼ ∂t[(∂iπ)2 +A2

i ] is total derivative because the transla-
tion invariance of the Minkowski background requires a time-independent Taylor coefficient. The
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operator δg̃00δK̃ is prohibited when we additionally impose the time-reversal symmetry. As a
result, we do not have (2.55) or (2.56), concluding the absence of (∂iπ)2. In this case, the leading
operator for the gradient term of the longitudinal mode is given by δK̃2 ∼ (∂2

i π)2.5 Note that δ(3)R̃
is comparable to δK̃ around the background with H 6= 0, meaning that the operators δK̃δ(3)R̃ and
δ(3)R̃2 are also the leading operators in the gauged ghost condensate with H 6= 0.

Other operators are sub-leading and/or non-linear in perturbations: the operators σ̃µν (3)R̃T
µν and

(3)R̃T
µν

(3)R̃T µν lead to higher-derivative terms for the tensor modes and inclusion of the derivatives £ñ

or D̃µ increases the number of the derivatives. It is important to stress that we have assumed
the decoupling limit in the analysis. In general, the metric perturbations cannot be ignored
in the context of dark energy and, in such a situation, there can be additional operators as
discussed in Appendix B. Furthermore, in generic degenerate theories, called extended vector-
tensor theories [29], the eigenstate of the longitudinal mode must be a mixture of the perturbations
of the preferred vector and the metric, implying that the metric perturbations play an important
role to identify the leading operators. In that case, we should first define the eigenstate and
then count derivatives acting on it. For simplicity, however, we do not consider such generic
degenerate theories in this paper.6 Then, the operators presented in (2.38) and (2.39) cover all the
leading operators of the EFT around the general cosmological background and the gauged ghost
condensate phase, at least under the decoupling limit of gravity.

To be more explicit in counting the order of the operators, we assume the following typical
orders for the Taylor coefficients

L̄0 = O(M2
∗H

2) , L̄K̃ = O(M2
∗H) , L̄(3)R̃ = O(M2

∗ ) , L̄g̃00g̃00 = O(M2
∗H

2) ,

L̄g̃00K̃ = O(M2
∗H) , L̄K̃K̃ = O(M2

∗ ) , L̄σ̃2
∗∗ = O(M2

∗ ) , L̄g̃00(3)R̃ = O(M2
∗ ) ,

L̄F̃ 2
∗

= O(1) , L̄F̃ 2
∗∗

= O(1) ,

(2.61)

and

L̄K̃K̃ +
4

3
L̄σ̃2

∗∗ = O(M2
∗H

2Λ−2
∗ ) , L̄K̃(3)R̃ = O(M2

∗HΛ−2
∗ ) , L̄(3)R̃(3)R̃ = O(M2

∗Λ
−2
∗ ) , (2.62)

where M∗ is the Planck mass and Λ∗ is the cutoff scale of the EFT. One can easily confirm
that, under the scaling (2.61), the leading operators equally contribute around the cosmological
background. We assume that the higher-derivative operators are suppressed by the use of Λ∗; for
instance, the coefficients of σ̃µν (3)R̃T

µν and (3)R̃T
µν

(3)R̃T µν are supposed to be of the order of M2
∗Λ
−1
∗

and M2
∗Λ
−2
∗ , respectively. Then, the higher-derivative operators can be ignored in the scales much

lower than Λ∗. In the gauged ghost condensate, the operator (∂iπ)2 is absent; then, the operators
corresponding to (2.62) give the leading gradient terms of the order of 1

Λ2
∗
(∂2
i π)2.

The functions L0, LF̃ 2
∗
, LF̃ 2

∗∗
, and Lσ̃2

∗∗ are invariant under the residual symmetries of the EFT
while the Taylor coefficients, the functions with the bar, are not invariant due to the absence of t

5Nonetheless, the dispersion relation of the gauge ghost condensate takes the form ω2 = c2sk
2 + αk4/Λ2

∗, rather
than ω2 = αk4/Λ2

∗ [20, 21]. The appearance of the k2 term becomes manifest only after integrating out the
non-dynamical variable A0. For details, see Sec. 4.2.

6By generic degenerate theories, we mean those in which the Euler-Lagrange equations contain third- or higher-
order derivatives but can be recomposed to yield second-order equations, and this recomposition amounts to the
definition of the eigenstate for the longitudinal mode. Therefore, the generalized Proca theory [23], for which the
Euler-Lagrange equations are intrinsically second order, is within the scope of this paper.
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in the building blocks. The functions with the bar are functions of the background part of (2.37)
and thus implicit functions of the time. Using the chain rule, we obtain

d

dt
L̄0(t) =

d

dt
L0(g̃00, K̃, (3)R̃,£ñ)

∣∣∣∣
BG

= L̄g̃00(t)
d

dt
g̃00

BG(t) + L̄K̃(t)
d

dt
K̃BG(t) + L̄(3)R̃(t)

d

dt
(3)R̃BG(t) + · · · , (2.63)

and

d

dt
L̄g̃00(t) = L̄g̃00g̃00(t)

d

dt
g̃00

BG(t) + L̄g̃00K̃(t)
d

dt
K̃BG(t) + L̄g̃00(3)R̃(t)

d

dt
(3)R̃BG(t) + · · · , (2.64)

d

dt
L̄K̃(t) = L̄g̃00K̃(t)

d

dt
g̃00

BG(t) + L̄K̃K̃(t)
d

dt
K̃BG(t) + · · · , (2.65)

d

dt
L̄(3)R̃(t) = L̄g̃00(3)R̃(t)

d

dt
g̃00

BG(t) + · · · , (2.66)

where the ellipses stand for the terms suppressed by Λ∗. Here, (2.61) and (2.62) are used and
the Lie derivatives are supposed to be suppressed by Λ∗. Equations (2.63)–(2.66) provide the
consistency relations between the Taylor coefficients through the background dynamics. One can
also derive more consistency relations between higher-order coefficients.

2.5 EFT action

We have introduced the essential ingredients for the formulation of the vector-tensor EFT in
subsections 2.1–2.4. In this subsection, we reorganize the Lagrangian to be more compatible with
the conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy.

Let us formulate the EFT action in terms of the perturbations around the homogeneous and
isotropic background configuration

ḡµνdx
µdxν = −N̄2(t)dt2 + a2(t)γijdx

idxj , Āµ = (Ā0(t), 0) , (2.67)

where γij is the spatial metric for the maximally symmetric space. Although there is a freedom of
the time reparametrization, t → t′(t), which can be used to set either N̄ = 1 or Ā0 = 0, we keep
the general expressions for the background quantities. Based on the discussions in the previous
subsections, the leading-order action of the EFT can be rewritten as

S =

∫
d4x
√
−gLDE + Sm ,

LDE =
M2
∗

2
f(t)R̃− Λ(t)− c(t)g̃00 − d(t)K̃ + L(2)

DE ,

L(2)
DE =

1

2
M4

2 (t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)2

− 1

2
M̄3

1 (t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)
δK̃ − 1

2
M̄2

2 (t)δK̃2 − 1

2
M̄2

3 (t)δK̃α
βδK̃

β
α

+
1

2
µ2

1(t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)
δ(3)R̃− 1

4
γ1(t)FαβF

αβ − 1

4
γ2(t)F̃αβF̃

αβ

+
1

2
M̄4(t)δK̃δ(3)R̃ +

1

2
λ1(t)δ(3)R̃2 + · · · , (2.68)
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where

R̃ ≡ (3)R̃ + K̃µνK̃
µν − ω̃µνω̃µν − K̃2 = R + 2∇µ(ãµ − K̃ñµ) , (2.69)

δK̃µν ≡ σ̃µν +
1

3
δK̃h̃µν = K̃µν −

1

3
K̃BG(t)h̃µν , (2.70)

which are the four-dimensional Ricci scalar with the divergence term subtracted and the pertur-
bation of the expansion tensor, respectively. The Lagrangian (2.68) takes a similar form as the
conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy [3, 7] and a comparison will be discussed shortly.

The coefficients in (2.68) and the Taylor coefficients appearing in (2.38) and (2.39) are related
via

M2
∗ f = 2L̄(3)R̃ , Λ = −L̄0 + L̄g̃00 g̃00

BG + L̄K̃K̃BG + L̄(3)R̃

(
2

3
K̃2

BG + (3)R̃BG

)
,

c = −L̄g̃00 , d = −L̄K̃ −
4

3
L̄(3)R̃K̃BG , M4

2 = L̄g̃00g̃00(g̃00
BG)2 ,

M̄3
1 = 2L̄g̃00K̃ g̃

00
BG , M̄2

2 = −2L̄(3)R̃ − L̄K̃K̃ +
2

3
L̄σ̃2

∗∗ , M̄2
3 = 2(L̄(3)R̃ − L̄σ̃2

∗∗) ,

µ2
1 = −2L̄g̃00(3)R̃g̃

00
BG , γ1 = 2L̄F̃ 2

∗
, γ2 = −4L̄F̃ 2

∗∗
− 2L̄F̃ 2

∗
+ L̄(3)R̃

g2
M

g̃00
BG

,

M̄4 = 2L̄K̃(3)R̃ , λ1 = L̄(3)R̃(3)R̃ .

(2.71)

Equations (2.61) and (2.62) then read

f = O(1) , Λ = O(M2
∗H

2) , d = O(M2
∗H) , M4

2 = O(M2
∗H

2) , M̄3
1 = O(M2

∗H) ,

M̄2
2 = O(M2

∗ ) , M̄2
3 = O(M2

∗ ) , µ2
1 = O(M2

∗ ) , γ1 = O(1) , γ2 = O(1) ,
(2.72)

and

M̄2
2 + M̄2

3 = O(M2
∗H

2Λ−2
∗ ) , M̄4 = O(M2

∗HΛ−2
∗ ) , λ1 = O(M2

∗H
2Λ−2
∗ ) . (2.73)

We also find c = O(M2
∗H

2) but we did not write it in (2.72) because, as we will see in subsection 4.1,
one of the background equations of motion imposes c = 0 without using the decoupling limit. Note
that the higher-derivative operators, δK̃δ(3)R̃ and δ(3)R̃2, are added to the leading-order Lagrangian
since they can be leading ones around the background of the gauged ghost condensate. If one is
interested in a general background away from the gauged ghost condensate, one may ignore δK̃δ(3)R̃
and δ(3)R̃2 and can assume M̄2

2 +M̄2
3 ' 0 at the leading order. In terms of the new EFT coefficients

defined in (2.68), the consistency relations (2.63)–(2.66) are rewritten as

Λ̇ + 3H(ḋ+M2
∗ ḟH)− 1

2
M2
∗ ḟ

(3)R̃BG + ċg̃00
BG ' 0 , (2.74)

2M4
2

d

N̄dt
ln
(
−g̃00

BG

)
+ 3M̄3

1 Ḣ − µ2
1

d

N̄dt
(3)R̃BG + 2ċg̃00

BG ' 0 , (2.75)

ḋ+ 2M2
∗ ḟH − 3Ḣ

(
M̄2

2 +
1

3
M̄2

3

)
+

1

2
M̄3

1

d

N̄dt
ln
(
−g̃00

BG

)
' 0 , (2.76)

M2
∗ ḟ + µ2

1

d

N̄dt
ln
(
−g̃00

BG

)
' 0 , (2.77)
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where a dot is the derivative with respect to the cosmic time and we have used K̃BG = 3H.
The consistency relations (2.74)–(2.77) are off-shell relations; that is, they have to hold without
using the equations of motion. Recall that (2.74)–(2.77) are derived by ignoring the operators
suppressed by the cutoff scale under (2.72) and (2.73), so M̄2

2 + 1
3
M̄2

3 in (2.76) should be understood
as M̄2

2 + 1
3
M̄2

3 ' 2
3
M̄2

2 .
It is straightforward to show that the EFT action (2.68) is invariant under the residual symme-

tries when the consistency relations (2.74)–(2.77) are imposed and vice versa. Since the invariance
under the spatial diffs is manifest, we only consider the invariance under the combined U(1) and
time diffs,

t→ t− gMχ , Aµ → Aµ + ∂µχ . (2.78)

The building blocks (2.28) and (2.31) are constructed so that they respect the symmetry (2.78)
while the perturbations (2.37) and the time-dependent coefficients in (2.68) are not invariant
quantities; for example, δg̃00 = g̃00 − g̃00

BG(t) is transformed as

δg̃00 → δg̃00 +
dg̃00

BG(t)

dt
gMχ , (2.79)

under the infinitesimal gauge transformation. The variation of the action under the infinitesimal
transformation is given by the form

δS =

∫
d4x
√
−g gMχ

[
δL(t) + δLδg̃00(t)δg̃00 + δLδK̃(t)δK̃ + δLδ(3)R̃(t)δ(3)R̃ + · · ·

]
, (2.80)

where the ellipsis stands for terms which are quadratic or higher order in perturbations. Since
δS = 0 has to hold for any configurations of the fields, the invariance under (2.78) requires

δL = δLδg̃00 = δLδK̃ = δLδ(3)R̃ = 0 , (2.81)

which agrees with (2.74)–(2.77) up to the terms suppressed by Λ∗.
In this way, the residual symmetry (2.78) is implemented as the consistency relations between

the coefficients. One may first regard the coefficients in (2.68) as independent time-dependent
functions during intermediate steps of calculations and impose the consistency relations (2.74)–
(2.77) at the final step. The advantage of this method becomes clear when one compares the
vector-tensor theories with the scalar-tensor theories. Let us set gM = 0 without imposing the
consistency relations (2.74)–(2.77). The EFT action (2.68) reduces to the scalar-tensor EFT
with a gauge field Aµ in which the equation of motion admits a trivial solution Aµ = 0. Then,
all predictions of the scalar-tensor EFT can be obtained if all EFT coefficients are considered
as independent functions. We next consider the continuous limit gM → 0 under the consistency
relations (2.74)–(2.77). One can easily show that imposing (2.74)–(2.77) with gM → 0 is equivalent
to demanding that the action is invariant under a global change of the time coordinate, t→ t+χ0

with a constant χ0. Since the Stückelberg field t̃ has been identified with the time coordinate, this
global symmetry is recast as the global shift symmetry of the scalar field when the Stückelberg field
is reintroduced. Physically, the parameter gM can be interpreted as the gauge coupling associated
with the shift symmetry, so the localized (gauged) shift symmetry reduces to the global shift
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symmetry in the limit gM → 0. Therefore, the action (2.68) includes three different classes of the
models depending on whether gM = 0 or gM 6= 0 and whether or not (2.74)–(2.77) are imposed.
Using the EFT action (2.68), we will elaborate a unified formalism of the linear perturbations in
Sec. 4. However, before doing that, let us clarify how a particular vector-tensor theory can be
realized in our EFT framework in the next section.

3 Dictionary

As a simple demonstration, let us consider a subclass of the generalized Proca theory [23] described
by the following action

SGP =

∫
d4x
√
−g
{
G2(X,F, Y ) +G3(X)∇µA

µ +G4(X)R +G4X

[
(∇µA

µ)2 −∇µAν∇νAµ
]}

,

(3.1)
where G2 is an arbitrary function of (X,F, Y ), G3 and G4 are arbitrary functions of X, and a
subscript X denotes the derivative with respect to X, with

X ≡ −1

2
AµA

µ , F ≡ −1

4
FµνF

µν , Y ≡ AµAνFµαFν
α . (3.2)

The U(1) gauge symmetry can be restored by introducing a Stückelberg field t̃ as Aµ → Aµ+g−1
M ∂µt̃.

We then take the unitary gauge where the time coordinate t coincides with t̃. Now, the residual
symmetries are the spatial diffs and a combination of the U(1) and time diffs, on which our
vector-tensor EFT was constructed. Since Aµ is mapped to

Aµ → g−1
M δ̃0

µ = −
√
−g̃00

gM
ñµ , (3.3)

in the unitary gauge, one can evaluate the quantities X and Y as

X = − g̃00

2g2
M

, Y = − g̃
00

g2
M

F̃µF̃
µ =

g̃00

2g2
M

(
FµνF

µν − F̃µνF̃ µν
)
. (3.4)

Note that F and Y are at least quadratic order in perturbations on a homogeneous and isotropic
background. Using ∇µAν = −∇µ(

√
2Xñν) and performing integration by parts, the action (3.1)

can be written in terms of the geometrical quantities introduced in Sec. 2.2 as follows:

SGP =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
G2 + F3K̃ +G4

(3)R̃ + (G4 − 2XG4X)
(
K̃µνK̃

µν − K̃2 − ω̃µνω̃µν
)]

=

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
G2 + F3K̃ +G4R̃− 2XG4X

(
K̃µνK̃

µν − K̃2 − ω̃µνω̃µν
)]

, (3.5)
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where we have defined the function F3(X) so that F3X = −(2X)1/2G3X . Expanding each term in
the Lagrangian around the cosmological background, we have

G2 = Ḡ2 − X̄Ḡ2X −
Ḡ2X

2g2
M

g̃00 +
Ḡ2XX

8g4
M

(
δg̃00

)2 −
(
Ḡ2F

4
+ X̄Ḡ2Y

)
FµνF

µν

+ X̄Ḡ2Y F̃µνF̃
µν + · · · ,

F3K̃ = −X̄F̄3XK̃BG −
F̄3XK̃BG

2g2
M

g̃00 + F̄3K̃ +
F̄3XXK̃BG

8g4
M

(
δg̃00

)2 − F̄3X

2g2
M

δg̃00δK̃ + · · · ,

G4R̃ = Ḡ4R̃− X̄Ḡ4XR̃BG −
Ḡ4XR̃BG

2g2
M

g̃00 +
Ḡ4XXR̃BG

8g4
M

(
δg̃00

)2
+

2Ḡ4XK̃BG

3g2
M

δg̃00δK̃

− Ḡ4X

2g2
M

δg̃00δ(3)R̃ + · · · ,

(3.6)

with R̃BG ≡ (3)R̃BG − (2/3)K̃2
BG being the background value of R̃, and

− 2XG4X

(
K̃µνK̃

µν − K̃2 − ω̃µνω̃µν
)

= −4

3
K̃2

BGX̄(2Ḡ4X + X̄Ḡ4XX)− 2K̃2
BG

3g2
M

(Ḡ4X + X̄Ḡ4XX)g̃00 +
8

3
X̄Ḡ4XK̃BGK̃

+
K̃2

BG

6g4
M

(2Ḡ4XX + X̄Ḡ4XXX)
(
δg̃00

)2 − 4K̃BG

3g2
M

(Ḡ4X + X̄Ḡ4XX)δg̃00δK̃

− 2X̄Ḡ4X

(
δK̃µνδK̃

µν − δK̃2
)

+
Ḡ4X

4
F̃µνF̃

µν + · · · , (3.7)

where the barred functions are evaluated at the background, i.e. (X,F, Y ) = (X̄, 0, 0) with X̄ ≡
−g̃00

BG(t)/2g2
M . Hence, the generalized Proca theory can be written in the form of (2.68) with the

following coefficients:

M2
∗ f = 2Ḡ4 , d = −F̄3 −

8

3
X̄Ḡ4XK̃BG ,

Λ = −Ḡ2 + X̄Ḡ2X + X̄F̄3XK̃BG + X̄Ḡ4XR̃BG +
4

3
K̃2

BGX̄(2Ḡ4X + X̄Ḡ4XX) ,

c =
X̄

−g̃00
BG

[
Ḡ2X + F̄3XK̃BG + Ḡ4XR̃BG +

4

3
K̃2

BG(Ḡ4X + X̄Ḡ4XX)

]
,

M4
2 = X̄2

[
Ḡ2XX + F̄3XXK̃BG + Ḡ4XXR̃BG +

4

3
K̃2

BG(2Ḡ4XX + X̄Ḡ4XXX)

]
,

M̄3
1 = 2X̄

[
F̄3X +

4

3
K̃BG(Ḡ4X + 2X̄Ḡ4XX)

]
, M̄2

2 = −M̄2
3 = −4X̄Ḡ4X ,

µ2
1 = −2X̄Ḡ4X , γ1 = Ḡ2F + 4X̄Ḡ2Y , γ2 = −4X̄Ḡ2Y − Ḡ4X , M̄4 = λ1 = 0 .

(3.8)

It is easy to show that the EFT coefficients (3.8) indeed satisfy the consistency relations (2.74)–
(2.77).
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4 Comparison with scalar-tensor EFT

We study the spacetime without vector-type perturbations to see the difference from the conven-
tional EFT of inflation/dark energy, namely the scalar-tensor EFT. As we explained in Sec. 2.2,
when the vector perturbations are absent, we can choose the gauge so that the vector field Aµ is
given by

Aµ = (A0, 0) , A0 = Ā0(t) + δA0(t, xi) , (4.1)

where the time coordinate is completely fixed except the freedom of the reparametrization, t→ t′ =
t′(t). In this gauge choice, as explained at the end of subsection 2.2, K̃µν and (3)R̃µνρσ coincide with
the extrinsic curvature Kµν and the intrinsic curvature (3)Rµνρσ of the constant-time hypersurface,
respectively. Moreover, F̃µν vanishes for (4.1). Then, the EFT action (2.68) is simplified to be

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
M2
∗

2
f(t)

(
(3)R +KµνK

µν −K2
)
− Λ(t)− c(t)g̃00 − d(t)K + L(2)

DE

]
+ Sm ,

L(2)
DE =

1

2
M4

2 (t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)2

− 1

2
M̄3

1 (t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)
δK − 1

2
M̄2

2 (t)δK2 − 1

2
M̄2

3 (t)δKα
βδK

β
α

+
1

2
µ2

1(t)

(
δg̃00

−g̃00
BG

)
δ(3)R− 1

4
γ1(t)FαβF

αβ +
1

2
M̄4(t)δKδ(3)R +

1

2
λ1(t)δ(3)R2 + · · · , (4.2)

where, in this particular ansatz, the norm of the preferred vector is

g̃00 = g00(1 + gMA0)2 . (4.3)

The action (4.2) can be used to study the background dynamics, the scalar perturbations, and
the tensor perturbations of the vector-tensor EFT and we shall focus on it in this section. We
emphasize that the utility of (4.2) is not limited to linear perturbations. The analysis can be
systematically extended to non-linear orders by adding necessary operators, say (δg̃00)3, and by
considering consistency conditions unless the coupling to the vector perturbations (vorticity) is
concerned. In particular, for an inflationary setup when the vector perturbations usually decay,
one can use the action (4.2) in a similar way to the one in the EFT of inflation [3] and the main
difference is that the consistency conditions (2.74)–(2.77) should be imposed. On the other hand,
one should go back to the action (2.68) to study the vector perturbations, which we will separately
discuss in Sec. 5.

4.1 Background equations of motion

For simplicity, we consider the flat FLRW background

ds̄2 = −N̄2(t)dt2 + a2(t)δijdx
idxj . (4.4)

The background equations of motion are obtained from the action (4.2) by demanding that the

terms linear in the perturbations vanish. In (4.2), L(2)
DE is at least quadratic in the perturbations

and thus does not contribute to the background equation of motion.
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As we have mentioned, the EFT coefficient c(t) has to vanish due to the background equation.
As one can see from (4.2), the temporal component of the vector field A0 appears only through
g̃00 in the background part of the EFT action. Therefore, demanding the term linear in δA0 to
vanish, one obtains

gM(1 + gM Ā0)c(t) = 0 . (4.5)

This implies either c = 0 or 1 + gM Ā0 = 0, the latter of which contradicts our input of the EFT,
namely, the existence of the preferred vector at the level of the background. The equation c(t) =
c(g̃00

BG, K̃BG) = 0 may be understood as the constraint that determines the background value of the
norm of the preferred vector. Indeed, the tadpole cancellation condition c = 0 is consistent with
the equation of motion for the vector field on a cosmological background in the generalized Proca
theory obtained in [36]. After performing integration by parts and using c = 0, the background
part of the EFT action (4.2) is simplified to

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
M2
∗

2
f(t)

(
(3)R +KµνK

µν −K2
)
− Λ(t) + ḋ(t)

√
1− N̄2δg00 + L(2)

DE

]
+ Sm , (4.6)

where we have defined

δg00 ≡ g00 + N̄−2 . (4.7)

The functions Λ(t) and ḋ(t) are determined by

ḋ(t) = −ρ̄m − p̄m − 2M2
∗ (fḢ + ḟH) , (4.8)

Λ(t) = −ρ̄m + 3M2
∗ fH

2 , (4.9)

and the matter field is subject to the conservation equation,

˙̄ρm + 3H(ρ̄m + p̄m) = 0 . (4.10)

In terms of the Taylor coefficients, the background equations of motion (4.5) and (4.9) can be
rewritten as

L̄g̃00(g̃00
BG, K̃BG) = 0 , (4.11)

L̄0(g̃00
BG, K̃BG)− L̄K̃(g̃00

BG, K̃BG)K̃BG = ρ̄m . (4.12)

These equations can be directly derived from the covariant action (2.32) under the ansatz (4.4) at
the leading order of the derivative expansion. The solutions g̃00

BG = g̃00
BG(ρ̄(t)) and K̃BG = K̃BG(ρ̄(t))

are uniquely found at least locally if and only if

det

(
L̄g̃00g̃00 L̄g̃00K̃
L̄g̃00K̃ L̄K̃K̃

)
= L̄g̃00g̃00L̄K̃K̃ − (L̄g̃00K̃)2 6= 0 . (4.13)

This is the necessary and sufficient condition to uniquely determine the background evolution of the
universe in the vector-tensor EFT at the leading order of the derivative expansion. In particular,
the solvability condition (4.13) concludes that the vacuum solution has to be g̃00

BG = constant and
K̃BG = 3H = constant in the vector-tensor EFT.
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In the following analysis, however, we shall assume a stronger condition, L̄g̃00g̃00 6= 0, in or-
der that the background is uniquely determined even when gravity is decoupled. The condi-
tion L̄g̃00g̃00 6= 0 guarantees that the equation c = −L̄g̃00 = 0 is solvable in terms of g̃00 without
any reference to the Friedmann equation (4.12). We then correctly interpret c = −L̄g̃00 = 0 as
the equation which determines the background value of the preferred vector. In terms of the
coefficients of (4.2), the conditions L̄g̃00g̃00 6= 0 and (4.13) are written as

M4
2 6= 0 , 2M2

∗ f + 3M̄2
2 + M̄2

3 +
3M̄6

1

4M4
2

' 2M2
∗ f + 2M̄2

2 +
3M̄6

1

4M4
2

6= 0 , (4.14)

where (2.73) is assumed.
Now, we discuss consequences of the consistency conditions (2.74)–(2.77). Equations (4.8),

(4.9), and (4.10) lead to the relation

Λ̇ + 3H(ḋ+M2
∗ ḟH) = 0 , (4.15)

which coincides with (2.74) with (3)R̃BG = 0 and c = 0. Hence, (2.74) does not yield additional
information. The consistency relation (2.75) is written as

2M4
2

d

N̄dt
ln
(
−g̃00

BG

)
+ 3M̄3

1 Ḣ ' 0 , (4.16)

which determines d
N̄dt

ln(−g̃00
BG). Then, (2.76) and (2.77) are

ρ̄m + p̄m + Ḣ

(
2M2

∗ f + 2M̄2
2 +

3

4

M̄6
1

M4
2

)
' 0 , (4.17)

M2
∗ ḟ −

3

2
Ḣ
M̄3

1µ
2
1

M4
2

' 0 , (4.18)

where the background equations of motion are used. As expected, imposing condition (4.14), we
find de Sitter vacuum solution with Ḣ = 0 = ḟ in the absence of matter. The relations (4.17) and
(4.18) read the consistency relations between the background dynamics and the operators for the
perturbations. For instance, if one considers the background with ḟ = 0 and Ḣ 6= 0, either δg̃00δK̃
or δg̃00δ(3)R̃ is not allowed at the leading order.

For comparison, we consider the scalar-tensor EFT for which the action is given by

SST =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
M2
∗

2
f(t)

(
(3)R +KµνK

µν −K2
)
− Λ(t)− c(t)g00 − d(t)K

+
1

2
M4

2 (t)
(
N̄2δg00

)2
+ · · ·

]
. (4.19)

In the scalar-tensor EFT, the c-term and the d-term are not independent because the integration
by parts of d(t)K yields nµ∂µd =

√
−g00∂td. Whereas the c-term is retained in the conventional

23



formulation of the EFT, we use the d-term to describe the background part of the EFT. The action
of the scalar-tensor EFT becomes

SST =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
M2
∗

2
f(t)

(
(3)R +KµνK

µν −K2
)
− ΛST(t) + ḋST(t)

√
1− N̄2δg00

+
1

2
M4

ST,2(t)
(
N̄2δg00

)2
+ · · ·

]
, (4.20)

with

ΛST = Λ +
c

N̄2
, ḋST = ḋ+

2c

N̄2
, M4

ST,2 = M4
2 +

c

2N̄2
. (4.21)

The background equations of motion are given by

ḋST(t) = −ρ̄m − p̄m − 2M2
∗ (fḢ + ḟH) , (4.22)

ΛST(t) = −ρ̄m + 3M2
∗ fH

2 , (4.23)

and we also have the matter conservation law (4.10). The above two equations have the same forms
as (4.8) and (4.9). In the general scalar-tensor theories without the shift symmetry, φ = t is a
building block of the EFT and thus there is no consistency relations between the EFT coefficients.
The c-function is completely absorbed into other coefficients according to (4.21).

Note that the consistency relations (2.74)–(2.77) in the vector-tensor EFT arise as a result of
the absence of t in the building blocks. Hence, the same relations hold for the shift-symmetric
scalar-tensor theories [22, 37]. Equation (2.74) and the background equations (4.8), (4.9), and
(4.10) give

d

dt

(
a3c(t)

N̄

)
= 0 , (4.24)

which may be understood as the equation of motion of the scalar field in the shift-symmetric
scalar-tensor theories. The shift symmetry ensures the existence of the constant of motion a3c/N̄ .
In particular, c = 0 is the attractor solution as the universe expands. This concludes that the back-
ground solution of the vector-tensor theories agrees with the attractor solution of the corresponding
shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories. The solution to (4.24) is

c(t) = c0
N̄(t)

a3(t)
, (4.25)

where c0 is an integration constant. Then, the consistency relation (2.75) becomes

−4M4
ST,2

˙̄N

N̄
+ 3M̄3

1 Ḣ + 6H
c0

N̄a3
' 0 , (4.26)

while consistency relations (2.76) and (2.77) turn out to be

ρ̄m + p̄m +
2c0

N̄a3
+ Ḣ

(
2M2

∗ f + 2M̄2
2 +

3

4

M̄6
1

M4
ST,2

)
+H

c0

N̄a3

3M̄3
1

2M4
ST,2

' 0 , (4.27)

M2
∗ ḟ −

µ2
1

2M4
ST,2

(
3M̄3

1 Ḣ + 6H
c0

N̄a3

)
' 0 , (4.28)
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where (4.22) and (4.26) are used. Although c = c0N̄/a
3 does not appear in the action (4.20) ex-

plicitly, the c-function may affect the dynamics of perturbations through the consistency relations.
Hereafter, we shall omit the subscript ST and use the unified notation between the scalar-tensor
EFT and the vector-tensor EFT.

In summary, the background part of the action in both scalar-tensor and vector-tensor EFTs
is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
M2
∗

2
f(t)

(
(3)R +KµνK

µν −K2
)

+ ρ̄m − 3M2
∗ fH

2

−
[
ρ̄m + p̄m + 2M2

∗ (fḢ + ḟH)
]√

1− N̄2δg00 + · · ·

]
+ Sm , (4.29)

after using the background equations of motion. At this stage, there is no clear distinction be-
tween the scalar-tensor theories and the vector-tensor theories. Note that the vector field has no
dynamical mode in the homogeneous and isotropic configuration in vector-tensor theories and the
dynamics of the background vector is determined by the constraint equation, c = 0. On the other
hand, the scalar field in scalar-tensor theories is dynamical and determined by a differential equa-
tion. This point is indeed important in vacuum spacetime: as we have seen, the vacuum solution
in the vector-tensor theories has to be H = constant while there can be a non-de Sitter solution in
the scalar-tensor theories. However, in the context of EFT of dark energy, we additionally have a
matter field which causes the time evolution of the universe. We may design the constraint equa-
tion of the vector-tensor theories to mimic the background dynamics of the scalar-tensor theories.
Since we cannot replay the universe under different initial conditions, the EFT cannot distinguish
whether the field is determined by a dynamical equation or a constraint. We need to discuss the
perturbations to discriminate between the scalar-tensor EFT and the vector-tensor EFT.

4.2 Linear scalar and tensor perturbations

Having obtained the background equations, we study the linear scalar and tensor perturbations in
the vector-tensor EFT and discuss their characteristic properties. At the first order in perturba-
tions, we have

δ1g̃
00

−g̃00
= N̄2δ1g

00 − 2gM
1 + gM Ā0

δA0 , (4.30)

where δA0 is the perturbation of the vector field defined in (4.1) and δ1Q denotes the part of Q
linear in the perturbations. Similarly, we will refer δ2Q to be the part of Q which is quadratic in
the perturbations. The EFT action does not contain the time derivative of δA0. Therefore, the
variable δA0 is an auxiliary variable and can be eliminated by using its equation of motion. Since
the background part of the action (4.29) is independent of δA0, we concentrate on L(2)

DE, of which
the quadratic part is given by

δ2L(2)
DE = δ2L(2)

ST + δ2L(2)
δA , (4.31)
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where

δ2L(2)
ST =

1

2
M4

2 (N̄2δ1g
00)2 − 1

2
M̄3

1 (N̄2δ1g
00)δ1K −

1

2
M̄2

2 (δ1K)2

− 1

2
M̄2

3 δ1K
α
βδ1K

β
α +

1

2
µ2

1(N̄2δ1g
00)δ1

(3)R +
1

2
M̄4δ1Kδ1

(3)R +
1

2
λ1(δ1

(3)R)2 , (4.32)

δ2L(2)
δA =

1

2

(
g2

effM
4
2 +

k2

a2

)
δÂ2

0 +
1

2
geffδÂ0

[
−2M4

2 (N̄2δ1g
00) + M̄3

1 δ1K − µ2
1δ1

(3)R
]
, (4.33)

in the momentum space with the comoving spatial momentum k = |ki|. Here, we have defined an
effective gauge coupling geff(t), of which mass dimension is [geff ] = −1, as

geff(t) ≡ 2gMN̄√
γ1(1 + gM Ā0)

, (4.34)

and the normalized field as δÂ0 ≡
√
γ1δA0/N̄ provided γ1 > 0, respectively. As we will show in

Sec. 5, γ1 > 0 is required by the ghost-free condition of the vector perturbations; thus, geff is a
real quantity and g2

eff ≥ 0. Integrating out δÂ0, the quadratic Lagrangian of L(2)
DE becomes

δ2L(2)
DE =

1

2
M4

eff,2(t, k)(N̄2δ1g
00)2 − 1

2
M̄3

eff,1(t, k)(N̄2δ1g
00)δ1K −

1

2
M̄2

eff,2(t, k)(δ1K)2

− 1

2
M̄2

3 (t)δ1K
α
βδ1K

β
α +

1

2
µ2

eff,1(t, k)(N̄2δ1g
00)δ1

(3)R

+
1

2
M̄eff,4(t, k)δ1Kδ1

(3)R +
1

2
λeff,1(t, k)(δ1

(3)R)2 , (4.35)

with the k-dependent coefficients,

M4
eff,2(t, k) =

k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2

M4
2 = [1− G(t, k)]M4

2 (t) , (4.36)

M̄3
eff,1(t, k) =

k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2

M̄3
1 = [1− G(t, k)]M̄3

1 (t) , (4.37)

M̄2
eff,2(t, k) = M̄2

2 +
g2

effM̄
6
1

4(g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2)

= M̄2
2 (t) +

1

4

M̄6
1 (t)

M4
2 (t)
G(t, k) , (4.38)

µ2
eff,1(t, k) =

k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2

µ2
1 = [1− G(t, k)]µ2

1(t) . (4.39)

M̄eff,4(t, k) = M̄4 +
g2

effM̄
3
1µ

2
1

2(g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2)

= M̄4(t) +
1

2

M̄3
1 (t)µ2

1(t)

M4
2 (t)

G(t, k) , (4.40)

λeff,1(t, k) = λ1 −
g2

effµ
4
1

4(g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2)

= λ1(t)− 1

4

µ4
1(t)

M4
2 (t)
G(t, k) , (4.41)

where

G(t, k) ≡ g2
effM

4
2

g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2

, (4.42)
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is a dimensionless function that controls the k-dependence of the coefficients. The function G
shows the following asymptotic behaviors:

G → 0 as
k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2

→∞ and G → 1 as
k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2

→ 0 . (4.43)

After integrating out δÂ0, the Lagrangian (4.35) takes the same form as the conventional
EFT of inflation/dark energy, but the coefficients are k-dependent. An advantage of (4.35) is
that we can universally describe the scalar-tensor EFT and the vector-tensor EFT by the same
Lagrangian (4.35) with the same background part (4.29):

1. The vector-tensor EFT corresponds to g2
eff 6= 0. We have to impose the consistency rela-

tions (4.17) and (4.18) between the coefficients for perturbations and the background dy-
namics. Note, however, that the Lagrangian (4.35) is available only for irrotational solutions.
The vector perturbations have to be separately discussed (see Sec. 5).

2. The general scalar-tensor EFT is obtained by setting g2
eff = 0 without imposing the consis-

tency relations between the EFT coefficients. The k-dependence of the coefficients disappear
and one recovers the conventional EFT of inflation/dark energy.

3. The shift-symmetric scalar-tensor EFT corresponds to g2
eff = 0 under the consistency rela-

tions (4.27) and (4.28) where M4
ST,2(t) is understood as M4

2 (t) in the current notation. The
constant parameter c0 represents the deviation from the attractor solution in an expanding
universe.

Hence, three different classes of EFTs are distinguished by the function g2
eff(t) and the consistency

relations which can be used to describe inflation/dark energy models. Note that the consistency
relations in the vector-tensor theories and those in the shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories are
generically different due to the parameter c0. In the case of an expanding universe, when we
restrict our consideration to the attractor solution of the shift-symmetric theories, i.e. c0 = 0,
the consistency relations agree with each other. Then, the function g2

eff(t) is the only function to
discriminate the vector-tensor theories from the shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories.

It would be useful to mention general features of perturbations before performing the detailed
analysis. First of all, the operators δg00, δK, and δ1

(3)R are unperturbed by the tensor perturba-
tions. The EFT coefficient M̄2

3 is the only relevant parameter for the modification of the tensor
perturbations which has no k-dependence. Hence, there is no essential difference from the scalar-
tensor EFT in the linear tensor perturbations. We need to study the scalar perturbations (and the
vector perturbations) to see differences between the scalar-tensor theories and the vector-tensor
theories.

We have assumed (2.72) and (2.73), that is, M̄2
2 +M̄2

3 , M̄4, and λ1 are supposed to be suppressed
by the cutoff scale Λ∗. The functions with “eff” read

M̄2
eff,2 + M̄2

eff,3 ∼M2
∗

(
H2

Λ2
∗

+ G
)
, M̄eff,4 ∼M2

∗H
−1

(
H2

Λ2
∗

+ G
)
, λeff,1 ∼M2

∗H
−2

(
H2

Λ2
∗

+ G
)
,

(4.44)
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which do not vanish even if we take the limit Λ∗ → ∞. The “higher-derivative” operators
should be kept in the vector-tensor EFT. However, we should carefully look at the operators
corresponding to (4.44). For instance, assuming H2 . g2

effM
4
2 , let us consider (δ1

(3)R)2 in the
scales g2

effM
4
2 � k2/a2 � Λ2

∗. The term suppressed by Λ∗ can be ignored and G is approximated
as G ≈ a2g2

effM
4
2/k

2 ∝ k−2. We then obtain

λeff,1(δ1
(3)R)2 ∝ k2 , (4.45)

where we have used δ1
(3)R = O(k2). Therefore, in this regime, the operator (δ1

(3)R)2 is not a higher-
derivative term due to the non-local k-dependence of the coefficient. On the other hand, the k-
dependence of the other coefficients, say M4

eff,2, may be ignored in the regime g2
effM

4
2 � k2/a2 � Λ2

∗
because M4

eff,2 = M4
2 +O(k−2). This observation implies that the deviation from the scalar-tensor

EFT on small scales may be caused by the operators corresponding to (4.44) and the non-local
k-dependence of G.

The non-local k-dependence also plays an important role on large scales, k2/a2 � g2
effM

4
2 , for

which we have

M4
eff,2, M̄

3
eff,1, µ

2
eff,1 ∝ k2 → 0 , as

k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2

→ 0 . (4.46)

The operators associated with δg00 vanish in the limit k → 0. This property can be understood
as follows: the variable δA0 appears only through δg̃00 = O(δA0) or Fµν = O(∂iδA0). At suffi-
ciently large scales, we can ignore contributions from Fµν = O(∂iδA0) in comparison with the ones
from δg̃00. We then use δg̃00 as an independent variable instead of δA0. The invertibility of the
transformation is guaranteed by the non-vanishing norm of the preferred vector. Since Fµν can be
ignored, the variation with respect to δg̃00 determines δg̃00 as a function of other building blocks.
As a result, the action on large scales does not explicitly depend on δg00, in agreement with the
behavior of coefficients in (4.46).

The operators involving δg00 yield the kinetic term of the scalar mode. Hence, there is no
dynamical degree of freedom exactly at k = 0, consistently with the fact that the vector field
is non-dynamical in the homogeneous and isotropic ansatz. One needs to retain the finite k-
dependence to study the dynamics of the scalar perturbations in vector-tensor EFT. As a simple
but non-trivial example, we consider the gauged ghost condensate only with M4

2 and M̄2
2 :

δ2L(2)
DE =

1

2
M4

eff,2(t, k)(N̄2δ1g
00)2 − 1

2
M̄2

eff,2(t, k)(δ1K)2 + · · ·

∼ k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2

M4
2 π̇

2 − M̄2
2

k4

a4
π2

∼ k2/a2

g2
effM

4
2 + k2/a2

[
M4

2 π̇
2 − M̄2

2

(
g2

effM
4
2 +

k2

a2

)
k2

a2
π2

]
, (4.47)

where π is the scalar mode and we have used N̄2δ1g
00 ∼ π̇ and δ1K ∼ k2

a2
π. Compared with the

ghost condensate where g2
eff = 0, the dispersion relation acquires the k2 term due to the non-local

k-dependence of the kinetic term. The large scale behavior of the perturbations is changed by the
operators associated with δg00.
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4.3 Phenomenological predictions

4.3.1 Phenomenological parameterization

We now discuss the phenomenological implications of the vector-tensor EFT in the context of
dark energy. An alternative parameterization, dubbed the α-basis, has been commonly used for
the phenomenological study of dark energy [10,12,32,33]. We define the following functions:

α̃B(t, k) ≡ −
M̄3

eff,1

2HM2
, αT (t) ≡ M̄2

3

M2
, α̃K(t, k) ≡

4M4
eff,2

H2M2
,

α̃H(t, k) ≡
2µ2

eff,1 + M̄2
3

M2
, α̃GLPV

B (t, k) ≡
M̄2

3 + M̄2
eff,2

M2
,

α̃GC
M (t, k) ≡ λeff,1H

2

M2
, α̃GC

B (t, k) ≡ M̄eff,4H

M2
,

(4.48)

where

M2(t) ≡M2
∗ f − M̄2

3 , (4.49)

is the effective Planck mass for the tensor perturbations.7 By means of the functions defined by
(4.48), the quadratic action for the scalar and tensor perturbations in the momentum space is
given by

δ2S =

∫
dtd3k

(2π)3
N̄a3M

2

2

×

[
(1 + α̃H)

δN

N̄
δ1

(3)R + 4Hα̃B
δN

N̄
δ1K + δ1K

α
βδ1K

β
α − (1 + α̃GLPV

B )(δ1K)2

+ α̃KH
2

(
δN

N̄

)2

+ (1 + αT )δ2

(
(3)R

√
h

a3

)
+
α̃GC
M

H2
(δ1

(3)R)2 +
α̃GC
B

H
δ1Kδ1

(3)R

]
+δ2Sm + · · · ,

(4.50)

where δN ≡ N − N̄ is the perturbation of the lapse and the ellipsis represents contributions from
the higher-order operators which are suppressed by the cutoff Λ∗. It is convenient to introduce the
parameter representing the evolution rate of the effective Planck mass,

αM(t) ≡ 1

H

d lnM2(t)

N̄dt
. (4.51)

We also introduce the functions without the tilde which are defined through the relations analogous
to (4.48) by the use of the EFT coefficients without “eff”, e.g. αB(t) ≡ −M̄3

1/(2HM
2). The

functions with the tilde depend on k while the functions without the tilde do not. The α-functions

7The definitions of α̃B and α̃K are apparently different from those in [10,12,32,33], but they are equivalent in the
scalar-tensor limit (we follow the convention of [10,33]). Recall that the background part of our EFT action (4.29)
is different from the conventional parameterization of the scalar-tensor EFT.
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are dimensionless and characterize the various effects of modification of gravity. In terms of the
α-functions, the consistency relations (4.17) and (4.18) read

ρ̄m + p̄m + 2M2Ḣ
αK + 6α2

B

αK
' 0 , (4.52)

M2
∗ ḟ + 6M2 Ḣ

H

αB(αH − αT )

αK
' 0 , (4.53)

with

M2
∗ ḟ = M2[HαM(1 + αT ) + α̇T ] . (4.54)

As discussed in subsection 4.2, the signature of the vector-tensor EFT is embedded in the non-
local k-dependence of the EFT coefficients and the behavior of the system changes qualitatively
at the critical scale g2

effM
4
2 . The dependence on k are encoded in G(t, k) which is defined in (4.42).

In terms of the α-functions, we find

G(t, k) =
αV αK

αV αK + k2/(a2H2)
, (4.55)

where we have defined a new dimensionless α-function

αV ≡
1

4
g2

effM
2 . (4.56)

Then, the α-functions with the tilde can be written in terms of the α-functions without the tilde
as follows

α̃B(t, k) = [1− G(t, k)]αB(t) ,

α̃K(t, k) = [1− G(t, k)]αK(t) ,

α̃H(t, k) = [1− G(t, k)]αH(t) + G(t, k)αT (t) ,

α̃GLPV
B (t, k) = αGLPV

B (t) + 4G(t, k)
α2
B(t)

αK(t)
,

α̃GC
M (t, k) = αGC

M (t)− 1

4
G(t, k)

[αH(t)− αT (t)]2

αK(t)
,

α̃GC
B (t, k) = αGC

B (t)− 2G(t, k)
αB(t)[αH(t)− αT (t)]

αK(t)
.

(4.57)

The relations (4.57) provide the mapping between the vector-tensor EFT and the scalar-tensor
EFT in the α-basis. The scalar-tensor EFT is recovered for G(t, k) = 0 or αV = 0. The ghost-free
conditions conclude αV > 0 as we will see, so we need to consider only the positive region for the
phenomenological purpose. Then, the general theories of dark energy, including not only scalar-
tensor theories but also vector-tensor theories, are characterized by the 4 + 3 + 1 time-dependent
functions,

αK(t) , αB(t) , αT (t) , αH(t) ,

αGLPV
B (t) , αGC

M (t) , αGC
B (t) ,

αV (t) ,

(4.58)
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in addition to the background EFT coefficients. In particular, the generalized Proca theory corre-
sponds to

αK , αB, αT , αV 6= 0 , αH = αGLPV
B = αGC

M = αGC
B = 0 . (4.59)

The function αH represents the deviation from the Horndeski theory in the scalar-tensor case (αV =
0) and from the generalized Proca theory (αV 6= 0) in the vector-tensor case. The functions αGLPV

B ,
αGC
M , αGC

B ∝ Λ−2
∗ are those for the (gauged) ghost condensate which can be discarded at the leading

order of the derivative expansion when we are interested in backgrounds away from the (gauged)
ghost condensate.

4.3.2 Stability conditions

The stability conditions for the tensor perturbations can be immediately found from the ac-
tion (4.50) as

M2 > 0 , 1 + αT > 0 , (4.60)

while the vector perturbations will be explored in the next section.
We thus concentrate on the scalar perturbations in which the metric perturbations are given

by

δg00 = −2N̄2α , δg0i = N̄a∂iβ , δgij = 2a2ζδij . (4.61)

Here, the spatial diffs are used to diagonalize the spatial metric and the combined time diffs and
U(1) has been used to eliminate the spatial components of the vector field Aµ.

As for the matter action, we consider the k-essence

Sm =

∫
d4x
√
−gP (Xσ) , Xσ = −1

2
(∂σ)2 , (4.62)

to represent the irrotational perfect fluid. The scalar field σ is decomposed into

σ(t, xi) = σ̄(t) + δσ(t, xi) , δσ(t, xi) ≡
˙̄σ

H
δσ̂(t, xi) , (4.63)

where the perturbation δσ̂ is normalized to be dimensionless. We recall that a dot represents
the derivative with respect to the cosmic time, ˙̄σ = dσ̄/(N̄dt). The background energy density,
pressure, and the squared sound speed are given by

ρ̄m = 2X̄P̄X − P̄ , p̄m = P̄ , c2
m =

P̄X
P̄X + 2X̄P̄XX

, (4.64)

respectively, where the quantities with the bar are the background quantities and the subscript X
represents the derivative with respect to Xσ, e.g. PX = dP/dXσ.

The quadratic action is a functional of four variables, α, β, ζ, and δσ̂. The perturbations of
the lapse and the shift, α and β, are non-dynamical and can be integrated out. As a result, the
quadratic action takes the form

δ2S =

∫
dtd3k

(2π)3
N̄a3

[
1

2
ξ̇tKS ξ̇ + ξtMS ξ̇ −

1

2
ξtVSξ

]
, ξ =

(
ζ
δσ̂

)
, (4.65)
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where KS and VS are symmetric matrices while MS is an antisymmetric matrix. The absence
of ghost and gradient instabilities at small scales requires the boundedness of the Hamiltonian in
the high-momentum limit which is guaranteed by the positive definiteness of the matrices KS and
VS in the high-momentum limit. In order to justify the derivative expansion, we consider the
high-momentum modes satisfying

k2

a2
� H2 ,

k2

a2
� g2

effM
4
2 = αV αKH

2 , with
k2

a2
� Λ2

∗ . (4.66)

The asymptotic forms of the matrices are then given by

KS = K0 +O(k−2) , MS =
k2

a2
M2 +O(k0) , VS =

k4

a4
V4 +

k2

a2
V2 +O(k0) . (4.67)

The high-energy limit dispersion relation is given by roots of

det

[
ω2K0 + iω

k2

a2
(M2 −Mt

2)− k4

a4
V4 −

k2

a2
V2

]
= 0 . (4.68)

The higher-derivative terms, M2 and V4, are generated by αGLPV
B , αGC

M , and αGC
B , meaning that

M2, V4 ∝ Λ−2
∗ , (4.69)

under the assumption (2.73). Hence, we may ignore the higher-derivative corrections as for theories
with O(V2)/O(K0) = O(1). We first consider the theories with O(V2)/O(K0) = O(1) for which
we can practically set αGLPV

B = αGC
M = αGC

B = 0. Then, we find the relativistic dispersion relations
for the dark energy field and the matter field. The stability conditions, K0 > 0 and V2 > 0, yield

KS > 0 , VS > 0 , (4.70)

on top of the stability conditions of the matter field ρ̄m + p̄m > 0 and c2
m > 0, where

KS ≡ det [K0] = αK + 6α2
B , (4.71)

VS ≡ det [V2] = 4αVA2 + 2(1 + αB)A

− 2(1 + αH)2

[
ρ̄m + p̄m

2M2H2
+

1 + αB
1 + αH

(
Ḣ

H2
− αM

)
+

1

H

d

N̄dt

(
1 + αB
1 + αH

)]
, (4.72)

with

A ≡ αH − αT − αB(1 + αT ) . (4.73)

The function αV enters the stability condition VS > 0 and change the sound speed of dark energy.
The dispersion relations are roots of(

ω2 − c2
m

k2

a2

)(
KSω

2 − VS
k2

a2

)
− α2

H

ρ̄m + p̄m

M2H2

ω2k2

a2
= 0 . (4.74)
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In particular, when αH = 0, which is the case of generalized Proca theories, the sound speed of
dark energy is simply given by c2

S = VS/KS.
In the context of degenerate scalar-tensor theories, it is known that the perturbations about

the stealth solutions generically do not yield the k2 term, which signals strong coupling [38,39]. In
this case, one needs to take into account the scordatura effect, i.e. weak and controlled violation
of the degeneracy condition [38]. The scordatura introduces the k4 term in the dispersion relation
as in ghost condensate [4, 5], which can cure the strong coupling issue while keeping the ghost-
free nature below the EFT cutoff scale. In our EFT framework, there are also theories like
ghost condensate or scordatura [4, 5, 38, 40–42] in which O(V2)/O(K0) � O(1). In that case,
the higher-order operators labeled by αGLPV

B , αGC
M , and αGC

B become dominant and, therefore, we
have to take into account their roles. To be more concrete, let us consider the de Sitter limit
for which the second line of (4.72) vanishes due to the time translation invariance. Imposing the
condition A = αH − αT − αB(1 + αT ) = 0, the sound speed of the dark energy field vanishes
at the leading order in the derivative expansion. Then, the originally sub-leading terms M2 and
V4 become the dominant terms. The dispersion relation of dark energy in the (gauged) ghost
condensate phase is given by

ω2 =
αGLPV
B (1 + αH)2 + 4αGC

B (1 + αH)(1 + αB)− 16αGC
M (1 + αB)2

H2(αK + 6α2
B)

k4

a4
+O

(
k2H2

Λ2
∗

)
, (4.75)

where we have used αGLPV
B , αGC

M , αGC
B = O(H2/Λ2

∗)� 1. The stability condition is guaranteed by
KS > 0 and the positivity of the k4 coefficient in the above dispersion relation.

4.3.3 Effective gravitational coupling and slip parameter

In order to look for the observational consequences of the vector-tensor EFT of dark energy, we
compute the quadratic action for the scalar perturbations under the quasi-static approximation.
We define the Newtonian gauge variables:8

Ψ ≡ α + aβ̇ + aHβ , Φ ≡ −ζ − aHβ , (4.76)

and

π̂ ≡ aHβ . (4.77)

In this notation, the spacetime metric in the Newtonian gauge is written as

ds2 = −N̄2(1 + 2Ψ)dt2 + a2(t)(1− 2Φ)δijdx
idxj . (4.78)

The dimensionless variable π̂ corresponds to the spatial component of the vector field Aµ in the
Newtonian gauge, representing the scalar mode of dark energy.

Regarding the matter variable, we define the comoving density contrast ∆ as

∆ ≡ δρm

ρ̄m

+ 3H
ρ̄m + p̄m

ρ̄m

δσ
˙̄σ
, (4.79)

8Since we will focus on the sub-horizon scales, the gauge choice of the variables might be inessential. Nevertheless,
it would be convenient to introduce the Newtonian gauge variables in order to compare with other studies. Here,
we follow the convention used in [1].
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where, for a k-essence matter described by (4.62), δρm is given by

δρm =
ρ̄m + p̄m

c2
m

(
˙δσ
˙̄σ
− α

)
. (4.80)

In what follows, we consider a dust fluid with p̄m = 0 and cm = 0. The matter Lagrangian can be
derived from the k-essence Lagrangian by changing the variable from δσ to ∆ and then taking the
dust limit (see e.g. Appendix A of [43]).

The quadratic action for the scalar perturbations is given by

δ2S '
∫

dtd3k

(2π)3
N̄a3

[
L(QS)

DE + L(QS)
m

]
, (4.81)

with

L(QS)
DE =

M2

2

k2

a2

{
k2

a2H2

[
4(8α̃GC

M − α̃GC
B )Φπ̂ − (α̃GLPV

B − 16α̃GC
M + 4α̃GC

B )π̂2 + 16α̃GC
M Φ2

]
− c̃1Ψπ̂ − c̃2Φπ̂ − c̃3π̂

2 − c̃4ΦΨ− c̃5Φ2 − c̃6
Φ̇

H
π̂

}
, (4.82)

under the quasi-static approximation, where we have introduced

c̃1(t, k) ≡ 2(2α̃H − 2α̃B − 3α̃GLPV
B − 6α̃GC

B ) , (4.83)

c̃2(t, k) ≡ 4

[
α̃H(1 + αM) + αM − αT +

˙̃αH
H
− 3α̃GC

B

Ḣ

H2

]
, (4.84)

c̃3(t, k) ≡ −2

[(
1 + αM +

Ḣ

H2

)
(α̃B − α̃H) +

˙̃αB − ˙̃αH
H

+
ρ̄m

2M2H2

+ (1 + 3α̃GLPV
B + 6α̃GC

B )
Ḣ

H2
+ αT − αM

]
, (4.85)

c̃4(t, k) ≡ 4(1 + α̃H − 3α̃GC
B ) , (4.86)

c̃5(t, k) ≡ −2

[
1 + αT − 3α̃GC

B

(
1 + αM −

Ḣ

H2

)
− 3 ˙̃αGC

B

H

]
, (4.87)

c̃6(t, k) ≡ 2(2α̃H − 3α̃GLPV
B − 6α̃GC

B ) . (4.88)

As for the matter field, the quadratic Lagrangian for the comoving density contrast of the dust
fluid is given by

L(QS)
m = −ρ̄mΨ∆ +

1

2

a2ρ̄m∆̇2

k2
, (4.89)

at the sub-horizon scales, which yields the standard equation of motion of the density contrast,

∆̈ + 2H∆̇ +
k2

a2
Ψ = 0 . (4.90)
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We recall that the α-functions with the tilde are related to the α-functions without the tilde via
(4.57) through the k-dependence encoded in G(t, k). Hence, if the phenomenological functions αK
and αV are of order unity, the function G, defined in (4.55) is approximated by

G ' αV αK
a2H2

k2
, (4.91)

at the scales k2/a2H2 � 1. The quasi-static limit is, however, c2
Sk

2/a2H2 � 1 and the condi-
tion k2/a2H2 � 1 does hold for cS � 1 [or more generally for O(V2)/O(K0) � O(1)]. In this
case, the operators labeled by αGLPV

B , αGC
M , αGC

B make the quasi-static limit well-defined [41]. Here
for simplicity we consider cS = O(1) (or O(V2)/O(K0) = O(1)) so that the quasi-static limit
coincides with k2/a2H2 � 1. Then, the first line of (4.82) is

k2

a2H2

[
4(8α̃GC

M − α̃GC
B )Φπ̂ − (α̃GLPV

B − 16α̃GC
M + 4α̃GC

B )π̂2 + 16α̃GC
M Φ2

]
= − k2

a2H2

4G
αK

[(αB + αT − αH)π̂ + (αT − αH)Φ]2

' −4αV [(αB + αT − αH)π̂ + (αT − αH)Φ]2 . (4.92)

Furthermore, the coefficients c̃i(t, k) can be approximated by ci(t) where ci(t) are defined by (4.83)–
(4.88) by replacing α̃i(t, k) with αi(t). Hence, the function αV changes the coefficients of Φπ̂, π̂2,
and Φ2. The quadratic action formally takes the same form as that of the scalar-tensor EFT and
the field equations are derived by following the calculations of the scalar-tensor theories [33,44–48].
However, the explicit results are lengthy due to the presence of the coupling Φ̇π̂ and it might be
difficult to extract general features of the vector-tensor EFT. Therefore, we shall focus on special
cases here and leave the general analysis for future studies.

Assuming αH = 0 and αB, αK , αT , αV = O(1), the coupling Φ̇π̂ is absent in the sub-horizon
limit and thus the field equations of the gravitational potentials and π̂ are easily derived. In
particular, the gravitational potentials under the quasi-static approximation are determined by

k2

a2
Ψ = −µ(t)4πGρ̄m∆ , (4.93)

η(t) =
Φ

Ψ
. (4.94)

with 8πG = 1/M2(t0) where t0 is a reference time. The effective gravitational coupling and the
slip parameter are given by

µ(t) =
M2(t0)

M2(t)

[
1 + αT − 2α2

TαV +
2

VS
(αM +A− 2AαTαV )2

]
, (4.95)

η(t) =
1

µ(t)

M2(t0)

M2(t)

[
1 +

2(A+ αT )

VS(1 + αT )
(αM +A− 2AαTαV )

]
, (4.96)

where VS and A are defined by (4.72) and (4.73), respectively. Since the stability conditions
require M2 > 0, 1 + αT > 0, and VS > 0, the effective gravitational coupling is always attractive
in the scalar-tensor EFT (αV = 0). On the other hand, the function αV is positive and enters µ(t)
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with the negative sign in the third term of (4.95), implying that the vector-tensor EFT typically
weakens gravity in comparison with its scalar-tensor counterpart. A realization of weak gravity
was pointed out by [49] in the generalized Proca theory and we reproduce the same conclusion
based on our EFT framework.

However, the expression (4.95) concludes µ(t0) > 1 if we impose the constraint on the speed
of gravitational waves, c2

T ≡ 1 + αT = 1 (i.e. M̄2
3 = 0). We thus consider another case αV � 1

without assuming αH = 0 to find a characteristic modification of the vector-tensor EFT. In this
case, we cannot ignore the k-dependence of G since the scale g2

effM
4
2 = αV αKH

2 is deep inside
the horizon. Nonetheless, under αV � 1, the first line of (4.82) is always dominant regardless of
whether k2/(a2H2)� αV αK or 1� k2/(a2H2)� αV αK . Then, the approximate solution of π̂ is
found to be

π̂ = − αT − αH
αB + αT − αH

Φ +O(α−1
V ) . (4.97)

We then substitute the solution (4.97) to the Lagrangian (4.82). Interestingly, the resultant
quadratic action is independent of G at the leading order. The gravitational potentials are deter-
mined by the same equations as (4.93) and (4.94) with

η−1(t) = 1 +
αH − αT
A+ αBαT

{
αM −

αB
A

(
αM + αT

Ḣ

H2

)

+
αH − αT
A

[
ρ̄m

2M2H2
+

Ḣ

H2
− 1

H

d

N̄dt

(
αBαT

αH − αT

)]}
, (4.98)

µ(t) =
1

η(t)

M2(t0)

M2(t)

(
1 +

αBαT
A

)
, (4.99)

under the limit αV � 1. Note that the effective gravitational coupling and the slip parameter
are scale-independent under the quasi-static approximation despite the existence of the additional
scale g2

effM
4
2 (� H2). Taking the limit αV � 1, the results (4.95) and (4.96) agree with (4.99) and

(4.98) for αH = 0.
Let us discuss general properties of modification of gravity in the vector-tensor EFT under

αV � 1. First of all, the slip parameter is modified only if αH−αT ∝ µ2
1 6= 0. Hence, observational

constraints on η can read constraints on the presence of the operator δg̃00(3)R̃ in the vector-tensor
EFT with αV � 1. On the other hand, the effective gravitational coupling µ is modified either
when αH − αT ∝ µ2

1 6= 0 or αBαT 6= 0. In particular, imposing c2
T ≡ 1 + αT = 1, the effective

gravitational coupling and the slip parameter satisfy the simple relation

µ(t)η(t) =
f(t0)

f(t)
, (4.100)

in which µ(t) is simplified to be

µ(t) =
f(t0)

f(t)

[
1 +

αH
(αB − αH)2

{
αH

(
ρ̄m

2M2H2
+

Ḣ

H2

)
+ αM(αH − 2αB)

}]
. (4.101)

The vector-tensor EFT may either strengthen or weaken gravity since the stability conditions do
not constrain the sign of the second term of (4.101).
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5 Linear vector perturbations

We consider vector perturbations around the background configuration defined by the FLRW
metric (4.4) and the time-dependent temporal component for the background vector field Āµ =
Ā0(t)δ0

µ. The vector perturbations are given by

δg0i = N̄aβi , δgij = a2(∂iCj + ∂jCi) , δAµ = (0, Ai) , (5.1)

with the constraints δij∂iβj = δij∂iCj = δij∂iAj = 0. The freedom of the spatial diffs allows us
to set Ci = 0 as a gauge choice, which we adopt throughout the following calculations. Since the
vector perturbations cannot form a scalar quantity at the linear order, we find

δ1g̃
00 = δ1K̃ = δ1

(3)R̃ = 0 , (5.2)

for the vector perturbations. Therefore, the relevant action for the linear vector perturbations is
given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
M2
∗

2
f(t)R̃− Λ(t)− d(t)K̃+

− 1

2
M̄2

3 (t)δK̃α
βδK̃

β
α −

1

4
γ1(t)FαβF

αβ − 1

4
γ2(t)F̃αβF̃

αβ + · · ·

]
+ Sm , (5.3)

where Λ(t) and d(t) are determined by the background equations of motion.
As for the matter sector, we assume the perfect fluid. For the vector perturbations, the dy-

namics of the (gauge-invariant) velocity perturbations of the perfect fluid is determined by the
conservation law, independently from the metric perturbations. The dynamics of the rotational
component of perfect fluid is modified only through the modification of the background dynamics
and the velocity perturbations will decay in time at the late time. Therefore, we shall ignore the
vector-type perturbations of the matter field and use the k-essence as the matter field, similarly
to the analysis in subsection 4.3.2.

The shift perturbations βi are non-dynamical. After integrating out βi, the quadratic action
for the vector perturbations is given by

δ2S =

∫
dtd3k

(2π)3
N̄a

γ1

2

[
Ȧ2
i −

(
c2
V

k2

a2
+m2

V

)
A2
i

]
, (5.4)

with

c2
V = 1 +

γ2

γ1

+
1

2
αV αT (1 + αT ) , (5.5)

m2
V = αVH

2

[
ρ̄m + p̄m

M2H2
+ 2(1 + αT )

(
Ḣ

H2
− αM

)
− 2α̇T

H

]
, (5.6)

where M2(t), αT (t), αM(t), and αV (t) are defined by (4.49), (4.48), (4.51), and (4.56), respectively.
The ghost and gradient instabilities are absent for

γ1 > 0 , c2
V > 0 . (5.7)
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The mass of the vector perturbations can be written as

m2
V = − αV

M2

(
ḋ+ 4M2

∗ ḟH
)
, (5.8)

by the use of the background EFT coefficients, meaning that the sign of m2
V is determined by the

background (recall that the stability conditions impose αV > 0 and M2 > 0). In particular, the
theories with ḋ = ḟ = 0 yield the ΛCDM background in which the vector perturbation is massless.
Note that we do not need to exclude the presence of tachyonic instability, m2

V < 0, because the
instability exists only in low-momentum modes just like the Jeans instability. Rather, depending
on the time-dependence of γ1, the negative value of m2

V would lead to a collapse of dark energy on
large scales which could yield some observational signatures of vector-tensor EFT of dark energy.

6 Concluding remarks

We have investigated the effective field theory (EFT) of vector-tensor theories. The spacetime dif-
feomorphism invariance is assumed to be spontaneously broken by the existence of a preferred time-
like direction, in which the residual symmetries are the spatial diffeomorphism invariance and the
combined U(1) and time diffeomorphism invariance (1.1). The structure of the EFT action (2.68)
has been determined by the symmetry breaking pattern, the perturbative expansion around the
cosmological background, and the derivative expansion. In comparison with the conventional EFT
of inflation/dark energy, the residual symmetry is enlarged thanks to the gauge field. The ad-
ditional symmetry gives rise to a series of consistency relations between the otherwise arbitrary
EFT coefficients. In the weak coupling limit of the gauge field (gM → 0), the additional symmetry
recasts as the global shift symmetry of the scalar field (see Figure 1). We have clarified that three
classes of models, i.e. the general scalar-tensor theories, the shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories,
and the vector-tensor theories, are distinguished by the consistency relations and the phenomeno-
logical function αV (t). As an application of our EFT, we have established a unified description of
the linear cosmological perturbations. The previously developed techniques for the scalar-tensor
theories can be extended to the vector-tensor theories by replacing the time-dependent functions
according to (4.36)–(4.41) or (4.57). The phenomenological function αV typically weakens gravity
(in accordance with the result of [49]) and determines the mass of the vector perturbations.

There are various directions for future studies. The biggest advantage of our EFT formulation
is that one can treat the vector-tensor theories on an equal footing with the scalar-tensor theories
with a clear boundary. One may then systematically obtain observational constraints on both
scalar-tensor and vector-tensor theories in a single framework. From the theoretical point of view,
one may clarify the relations between our EFT formulation and the proposed vector-tensor theories
and may generalize the EFT to include (to be more precise, stop ignoring) additional operators,
say operators relevant for generic degenerate theories called extended vector-tensor theories [29].
It would be also interesting to understand the connection between the EFT and underlying UV
physics, e.g. following the idea of [20, 21]. In the scalar-tensor case, recent studies discuss the
consistency conditions with its underlying UV physics in the broken spacetime symmetry from
bottom-up [50,51] and top-down [52] perspectives along the line of positivity bounds [53].9 These

9Currently, the bottom-up arguments and the top-down arguments suggest different constraints on EFT without
the Lorentz symmetry. See [52] for more discussions.
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consistency conditions can put additional constraints/boundaries on the EFT coefficients. In the
era of precision cosmology, we may test underlying assumptions of dark energy/modified gravity
models by understanding the boundaries of the theory space of the EFT.
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A The 1 + 3 decomposition with vorticity

In this appendix, we summarize the relations between four-dimensional tensors and their parallel
and orthogonal objects with respect to a unit timelike vector ñµ in the presence of vorticity.
Although there is no global hypersurface orthogonal to ñµ, we can define several geometrical
objects in the tangent hyperplane at each point. The projection tensor is defined as

h̃µν ≡ gµν + ñµñν . (A.1)

The derivative of ñµ is decomposed into

∇µñν = B̃µν − ñµãν , (A.2)

with

B̃µν ≡ h̃αµ∇αñν , (A.3)

ãµ ≡ ñα∇αñµ . (A.4)

The tensor B̃µν is further decomposed into the kinematical quantities, namely the expansion, the
shear, and the vorticity, as

B̃µν = K̃µν + ω̃µν =
1

3
K̃h̃µν + σ̃µν + ω̃µν , (A.5)

where

K̃µν ≡ B̃(µν) , (A.6)

ω̃µν ≡ B̃[µν] , (A.7)

K̃ ≡ K̃µ
µ = B̃µ

µ , (A.8)

σ̃µν ≡ K̃µν −
1

3
K̃h̃µν . (A.9)
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Let T̃ µ···ν··· be a projected object of a four-dimensional tensor Tα···β···, that is,

T̃ µ···ν··· ≡ h̃µα · · · h̃βν · · ·Tα···β··· . (A.10)

We then define the orthogonal spatial derivative D̃µ as

D̃µT̃
ν···

ρ··· ≡ h̃αµh̃
ν
β · · · h̃γρ · · · ∇αT̃

β···
γ··· . (A.11)

The orthogonal spatial derivative can be represented by

D̃µT̃
ν···

ρ··· = ∂̃µT̃
ν···

ρ··· + Γ̃ναµT̃
α···

ρ··· + · · · − Γ̃αρµT̃
ν···

α··· − · · · , (A.12)

where ∂̃µ and Γ̃µνρ are the orthogonal spatial partial derivative and the projected connection defined
by

∂̃µT̃
ν···

ρ··· ≡ h̃αµh̃
ν
β · · · h̃γρ · · · ∂αT̃ β···γ··· , (A.13)

Γ̃µνρ ≡ h̃µαh̃
β
ν h̃

γ
ρΓ

α
βγ . (A.14)

Here, Γαβγ is the four-dimensional Levi-Civita connection. Note that the orthogonal spatial partial
derivative is defined not only for a projected object of some four-dimensional tensor but also for any
three-dimensional object, e.g. Γ̃µνρ. One can easily confirm that the orthogonal spatial covariant
derivative is compatible with the projection tensor,

D̃µh̃νρ = 0 . (A.15)

The objects analogous to the curvature and the torsion associated with D̃µ may be defined
as [35]

(3)R̃µ
νρσ ≡ 2

(
∂̃[ρ|Γ̃

µ
ν|σ] + Γ̃µλ[ρ|Γ̃

λ
ν|σ]

)
+ h̃µβh̃

γ
νT̃

α
ρσΓβγα − 2h̃µαh̃

β
ν h̃

γ
[ρh̃

δ
σ](∂γñ

α)∂δñβ , (A.16)

T̃α
µν ≡ −2ñαω̃µν , (A.17)

by which the commutators of the orthogonal spatial derivatives are written as

2D̃[µD̃ν]f = −T̃α
µν∇αf , (A.18)

2D̃[µD̃ν]Ṽ
ρ = (3)R̃ρ

σµνṼ
σ − h̃ρβT̃α

µν∇αṼ
β , (A.19)

for a scalar f and a projected vector Ṽ µ, respectively. The relation (A.14) immediately concludes
Γ̃µ[νρ] = 0 while the non-commutativity of ∂̃µ, namely ∂̃[µ∂̃ν] 6= 0, leads to the non-vanishing
commutation relation even for a scalar. The commutators are reminiscent of those of the Riemann-
Cartan space. However, we emphasize that the superscript of the “torsion” tensor T̃α

µν is parallel
to the vector ñα, meaning that T̃α

µν is not a three-dimensional object. Since the derivative
operator D̃µ is defined in the tangent hyperplane at each point and not on a three-manifold, we
need a reference to the four-dimensional spacetime to define the objects (3)R̃µ

νρσ and T̃α
µν .

We shall refer to (3)R̃µ
νρσ as the orthogonal spatial curvature. The orthogonal spatial Ricci

tensor and scalar are defined by

(3)R̃µν ≡ (3)R̃α
µαν ,

(3)R̃ ≡ (3)R̃µ
µ , (A.20)
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where we note that (3)R̃µν is not symmetric in its indices. The orthogonal spatial curvature and
the four-dimensional curvature is related via the Gauss equation,

h̃αµh̃
β
ν h̃

γ
ρh̃

δ
σRαβγδ = (3)R̃µνρσ + 2B̃[ρ|µB̃|σ]ν . (A.21)

In addition, the Codazzi equation and the Ricci equation are

h̃αµñ
βh̃γρh̃

δ
σRαβγδ = 2D̃[ρB̃σ]µ − 2ãµω̃ρσ , (A.22)

h̃αµñ
βh̃γρñ

δRαβγδ = −£ñB̃ρµ + B̃µλB̃ρ
λ + D̃ρãµ + ãµãρ , (A.23)

respectively. Therefore, all the components of the four-dimensional curvature are written in
terms of the kinematical quantities and the orthogonal spatial curvature. In particular, the four-
dimensional Ricci scalar and the Raychaudhuri equation are

R = (3)R̃ + 2£ñK̃ + B̃µνB̃
νµ + K̃2 − 2D̃µã

µ − 2ãµã
µ

= (3)R̃ + K̃µνK̃
µν − K̃2 − ω̃µνω̃µν − 2∇µ(ãµ − K̃ñµ) , (A.24)

and

Rµνñµñν = −£ñK̃ − B̃µνB̃
νµ + D̃µã

µ + ãµã
µ

= K̃2 − K̃µνK̃
µν + ω̃µνω̃

µν +∇µ(ãµ − K̃ñµ) , (A.25)

respectively.
Let us show that the orthogonal spatial curvature is decomposed into three irreducible pieces.

The indices of the orthogonal spatial curvature satisfy the same symmetry as the curvature in the
Riemann-Cartan space:

(3)R̃[µν]ρσ = (3)R̃µν[ρσ] = (3)R̃µνρσ , (A.26)

and

(3)R̃µ[νρσ] = −2B̃[ν|µB̃|ρσ] = −2B̃[ν|µω̃|ρσ] 6= 0 . (A.27)

Thus, the orthogonal spatial curvature is decomposed into three independent blocks without using
the metric, which is represented by

⊗ = ⊕ ⊕ (A.28)

by means of the Young diagrams. The Young diagram of shape (2, 2) [the first term in the right-
hand side of (A.28)] is the piece that has the same symmetry group as the Riemann curvature,
so it can be further decomposed into three irreducible pieces by the use of the metric, namely the
Ricci scalar, the symmetric trace-free part of the Ricci tensor, and the Weyl tensor. Recall that
(3)R̃µνρσ is a three-dimensional object in the sense that (3)R̃µνρσ is orthogonal to ñα. Since the Weyl
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piece vanishes identically in three dimensions, we only have two irreducible pieces from the first
term in the right-hand side of (A.28), which are

(3)R̃ and (3)R̃T
µν ≡ (3)R̃(µν) −

1

3
h̃µν

(3)R̃ . (A.29)

In addition, tensors with more than three antisymmetric indices vanish in three dimensions, mean-
ing that

⊕ = , (A.30)

where we have used

= 1 , = 0 . (A.31)

Hence, the second and third terms in the right-hand side of (A.28) give one irreducible piece which
is given by (A.27) or

(3)R̃V
µ ≡ (3)R̃µνρσ ε̃

νρσ , (A.32)

in the vector representation, where ε̃νρσ ≡ ñµε
µνρσ and εµνρσ is the four-dimensional Levi-Civita

tensor. In summary, all the components of the orthogonal spatial curvature are represented by
three irreducible pieces,

(3)R̃ , (3)R̃T
µν ,

(3)R̃V
µ . (A.33)

The irreducible decomposition of the orthogonal spatial curvature is explicitly given by

(3)R̃µνρσ =
1

3
(3)R̃ h̃µ[ρh̃σ]ν + 2

(
(3)R̃T

µ[ρh̃σ]ν − (3)R̃T
ν[ρh̃σ]µ

)
+

1

2
(3)R̃V

[µε̃ν]ρσ . (A.34)

When the vorticity vanishes, the Frobenius theorem concludes that the vector ñµ is hypersurface
orthogonal. We then denote the unit vector orthogonal to hypersurfaces by nµ. The quantities D̃µ

and (3)R̃µνρσ are reduced to the spatial covariant derivative Dµ and the spatial curvature (3)Rµνρσ

associated with the spatial metric hµν ≡ gµν + nµnν on the three-manifold.

B Operators with Lie derivative

When the EFT Lagrangian contains the Lie derivative, the Lagrangian should be also expanded
in terms of the Lie derivatives of the building blocks. We define

δ£ñg̃
00 ≡ £ñg̃

00 − (£ñg̃
00)BG(t) , (B1)

and so on, where (£ñg̃
00)BG(t) is the background part of £ñg̃

00. Terms non-linear in perturbations
of the Lie derivatives give new operators in the Lagrangian (2.68), say (δ£ñg̃

00)2. In this Appendix,
we particularly focus on terms which are linear in Lie derivatives.
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The Taylor expansion of L0 may have an additional linear terms

L0 3 L̄£ñg̃00(t)δ£ñg̃
00 = L̄£ñg̃00(t)£ñg̃

00 − L̄£ñg̃00(t)(£ñg̃
00)BG(t) , (B2)

with the Taylor coefficient L̄£ñg̃00(t). In general, we have the Lie derivatives of the other building
blocks of (2.28) and higher-order Lie derivatives which we write as £ñT collectively where T =
{g̃00, K̃, · · · } is an invariant scalar. Note that L2 does not provide the terms of the form f(t)£ñT
because we have eliminated (2.33) by using integration by parts. The linear term takes the form∫

d4x
√
−gf(t)£ñT = −

∫
d4x
√
−g(ñµ∂µf(t) + K̃f(t))T , (B3)

by performing integration by parts where f(t) is the corresponding Taylor coefficient. In the
scalar-tensor EFT, the quantity nµ∂µf =

√
−g00∂tf can be absorbed into other terms. In the

vector-tensor case, on the other hand, because of ñµ∂µf(t) 6=
√
−g̃00∂tf , the quantity ñµ∂µf(t) is

not given by the building blocks, providing a new operator of the EFT action.
Let us split T into the background and the perturbation parts, T = TBG(t) + δT . The

term ñµ∂µf(t)TBG(t) can be absorbed to the term
∫

d4x
√
−gd(t)K̃ = −

∫
d4x
√
−gñµ∂µd(t). We

then consider the residual component∫
d4x
√
−gñµ∂µf(t)δT =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
(ñµ∂µf)BG(t)δT + ∂tfδñ

0δT
]
, (B4)

where (ñµ∂µf)BG(t) is the background part of ñµ∂µf(t) and δñ0 = ñ0 − ñ0
BG(t). The first term

starts at the linear order in perturbations but it can be absorbed into the operator g(t)T . When
T (t) is either g̃00, K̃, or (3)R̃, it is already present in the EFT action (2.68). On the other hand,
we need to continue the same calculation if T is given by the Lie derivative of a scalar. In either
case, the term (ñµ∂µf)BG(t)δT can be handled systematically and then the background dynamics
of the EFT is determined by f(t), Λ(t), d(t), and c(t). On the other hand, the second term δñ0δT
provides a new contribution to the perturbations.

As a result, the general EFT of vector-tensor theories may have the following operators:

δñ0δg̃00 , δñ0δK̃ , δñ0δ(3)R̃ , · · · . (B5)

Since we have δ1ñ
0 = 0 under the decoupling limit of gravity, i.e. under the ansatz (2.41) and

(2.42), the additional operators are irrelevant for linear perturbations if the metric perturbations
are completely decoupled from the perturbations of the preferred vector. On the other hand, the
coupling cannot be ignored in the context of dark energy. In particular, the irrotational ansatz
leads to δ1ñ

0 = δ1n
0 = − N̄

2
δ1g

00 in the gauge Aµ = A0δ
0
µ, meaning that the quadratic action

additionally has

δ1g
00δ1g̃

00 , δ1g
00δ1K , δ1g

00δ1
(3)R , · · · , (B6)

from the Lie derivatives. Although we have assumed that the Lie derivative is suppressed by Λ∗
in the main text, the operators (B6) are not higher-derivative ones and can be added to the EFT
action even at the leading order.
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