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We discuss some main aspects of theories of gravity containing non-local terms in view of cosmologi-
cal applications. In particular, we consider various extensions of General Relativity based on geometri-
cal invariants as f(R,�−1R), f(G,�−1G) and f(T,�−1T ) gravity where R is the Ricci curvature
scalar, G is the Gauss-Bonnet topological invariant, T the torsion scalar and the operator �−1 gives
rise to non-locality. After selecting their functional form by using Noether Symmetries, we find out
exact solutions in a cosmological background. It is possible to reduce the dynamics of selected models
and to find analytic solutions for the equations of motion. As a general feature of the approach, it is
possible to address the accelerated expansion of the Hubble flow at various epochs, in particular the
dark energy issues, by taking into account non-locality corrections to the gravitational Lagrangian. On
the other hand, it is possible to search for gravitational non-local effects also at astrophysical scales.
In this perspective, we search for symmetries of f(R,�−1R) gravity also in a spherically symmetric
background and constrain the free parameters, Specifically, by taking into account the S2 star orbiting
around the Galactic Centre SgrA∗, it is possible to study how non-locality affects stellar orbits around
such a massive self-gravitating object.

PACS numbers: 98.80.-k, 95.35.+d, 95.36.+x
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1. Introduction

Quantum Mechanics is the most revolutionary theory in Physics formulated in the last cen-
tury. It opened the doors to a completely new vision of Nature at any scale. The determin-
ism of Classical Mechanics was replaced by a probabilistic view of small-scale phenomena,
which seemed to be the only way to fit all the experimental results. As we gained a theory

1

ar
X

iv
:2

20
1.

04
51

2v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
2 

Ja
n 

20
22



January 13, 2022 3:6 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE Non˙Local˙Review

2 Salvatore Capozziello

capable of describing almost all the evidences provided by the Quantum World, we lost the
capability to exactly predict the time evolution of quantum systems. Soon after, Quantum
Field Theory (QFT) arose with the purpose to describe all the fundamental interactions un-
der the same standard. It was soon clear that this prescription could not be applied to the
gravitational interaction. Indeed, as Quantum Mechanics is probabilistic by nature, gravity
is, in turn, described by the Einstein General Relativity (GR), where non-local interactions
are not allowed. So far, a theory capable of describing both the large-scale structure and the
Ultraviolet (UV) scale is still missing. Moreover, neither QFT nor GR hold at the Planck
scale, where a new physics is probably needed. On the one hand, despite all the experimen-
tal confirmations of Quantum Mechanics, we still miss its deep meaning; on the other hand,
although GR is mathematically consistent and well developed, it provides some incompat-
ibilities both at large and small-scale regimes. Any attempt to merge the formalism of GR
with that of QFT failed till now. Even though QFT in curved spacetime addresses several
evidences provided by the small-scales observations (such as the Hawking Radiation, the
Unruh effect or the cosmic inflation) it suffers several shortcomings. Indeed, it turns out
that GR can be renormalized up to the second loop level,1 which means that incurable
divergences arise once adapting the same scheme as QFT to gravity. In addiction, unlike
the other fundamental interactions, GR cannot be treated under the standard of Yang-Mills
theories, due to the lack of a corresponding Hilbert space and a probabilistic interpretation
of the gravitational wave function. For these reasons, a coherent and self-consistent theory
of Quantum Gravity is one of the most studied topic nowadays.2–8 In the last few years,
the quantum formalism was adapted to cosmology, where the dynamics can be reduced
considering a minisuperspace of variables. It represents a ”toy model” which yields sev-
eral important results towards understanding the early-stages of our Universe.9–13 However,
the so-called Quantum Cosmology is far from being a comprehensive and self-consistent
Quantum Gavity theory.

At the astrophysical scales, GR soon obtained a great success after the observations
of the light deflection, followed by the Radar Echo Delay and the exact estimation of the
perihelion of Mercury precession in its orbit around the Sun. The recent discoveries of
gravitational waves and black holes confirm the relativistic picture of astrophysical phe-
nomena.

The application of GR to a homogeneous and isotropic spacetime led to trace a self-
consistent cosmic history ranging from the Big Bang to the Dust Matter Dominated Era.
Despite all these successful results, some shortcomings emerged in the recent years. For
instance, GR is not able to predict the mass-radius profile of compact objects, or the speed
of the farthest stars orbiting around the center of a given galaxy, which is experimentally
lower than that theoretically expected14, 15). To fix the latter issue, the missing matter was
addressed considering a hypothetical fluid with zero pressure, called Dark Matter, which
should account for the 26% of the Universe, but which has never experimentally detected,
at fundamental level, in the form of some new particles. On the other hand, the cosmo-
logical constant Λ was introduced to explain the today observed accelerated expansion of
the Universe, dubbed Dark Energy. The latter is supposed to represent more or less 68%

of the whole energy-matter content of the universe. The accelerated expansion cannot be
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predicted by GR without invoking the presence of Dark Energy, as the Galaxy Rotation
Curve cannot be fitted without Dark Matter. However, even introducing the cosmological
constant in the field equations, at quantum level, there is a discrepancy of 120 orders of
magnitude between the theoretical value of Λ and the today observed experimental one.

For all these reasons, in the last years, several new theories have been developed, with
the aim to address some of these issues. In most cases the starting point is a modifica-
tion of the Einstein-Hilbert gravitational action, including other curvature invariants or the
coupling between geometry and scalar fields.16–22 The simplest extension is the f(R) grav-
ity,23–27 whose action contains a function of the scalar curvature, and whose field equations
are of fourth order with respect to the metric. For some form of the function, the theory can
fit the Galaxy Rotation Curve without Dark Matter, or the exponential expansion of the uni-
verse without Dark Energy.23, 28–30 Among f(R) gravity models, one of the most famous is
the Starobinsky model, whose action differs from the Einstein-Hilbert one for a quadratic
term in the scalar curvature.31 The theory well describes the cosmic inflation according to
the experiment data. Other possible modifications of GR deal with non-minimal coupling
with one or more dynamical scalar fields. Such a class of theories was firstly proposed by
Linde and Guth.32–34 Moreover, it turns out that scalar-tensor theories can be recast into
higher-order theories by means of conformal transformations. A part from f(R) gravity,
fourth-order theories can be constructed by means of several curvature invariants, such as
RµνR

µν or RµνρσRµνρσ. In particular, the combination

G ≡ R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνpσR

µνpσ, (1)

called Gauss-Bonnet scalar, plays an important role in modified theories of gravity. It rep-
resents a topological surface term,35, 36 whose integral over the four-dimensional manifold
provides the Euler Characteristic.37 Although it does not give any contribution to the field
equations, a function of G turns out to be non-trivial in more than three dimensions; there-
fore, f(G) theory of gravity can be considered in cosmological or spherically symmetric
backgrounds to address GR inconsistencies.38, 39 The introduction of higher-order curvature
invariants into the action is also motivated by the semiclassical approach of QFT in curved
spacetime, where gravity is treated from a classical point of view, and the geometry is cou-
pled to a quantum energy-momentum tensor of the ordinary matter. The one-loop effective
action of GR exhibits high-order invariants, such that the effective matter Lagrangian con-
tains new UV divergent terms proportional to R2 and RµνRµν .40–43

Another strict hypothesis of GR is the symmetry of Christoffel connection to describe
the geodesic structure. In the case of Levi-Civita, where affine connections are derived by
the combination of metric and its derivatives, the dynamics is described by curvature and
the coincidence of metric structure with geodesic structure is guaranteed by the Equivalence
Principle. Including the anti-symmetric part of the connection, it is possible to define a non-
vanishing rank-3 tensor of the form

Tαµν ≡ Γαµν − Γανµ. (2)

In this formalism, torsion arises as a fundamental field, at the same level as curvature. The
rank-3 tensor Tαµν is the Torsion Tensor, whose main aspects are pointed out in Sec. 3.
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Starting from the torsion tensor, a specific contraction of the indexes permits to define the
Torsion Scalar T . The theory which describes the spacetime dynamics only with torsion
and without curvature is called Teleparallel Equivalent to General Relativity (TEGR). The
teleparallel Lagrangian differs from Einstein–Hilbert one only for a four-divergence, which
means that TEGR and GR are dynamically equivalent.44–47 However, the other fundamen-
tal differences with respect to GR are that tetrads haµ constitute the fundamental objects,
instead of metric, describing the gravitational field and, starting from them, it is possible
to define the Weitzenböck connection, representing the affine connection in TEGR instead
of the Levi-Civita one, as we will see below. As a natural extension of TEGR, functions of
the torsion scalar can be considered into the action, with the aim to solve the large-scale
structure and cosmic acceleration problems arising in the context of GR.48–56 The great ad-
vantage of TEGR is due to the description of the gravitational interaction in the locally flat
spacetime; in this way, TEGR can be recast as a Gauge Theory of the translation group.46, 47

Because of the general form of the above mentioned alternatives to GR, a selection
criterion aimed at constraining the starting action is needed. Testing a theory of gravity
through observational cosmology is a good starting point in order to select some consistent
theories and discard some others. However, extending GR leads to hardly solvable field
equations, so that the given theory ends up losing any predictive power. In order to reduce
the dynamics and find suitable equations, it is possible to adopt a selection criterion based
on Noether symmetries, discussed in detail in Appendix A. In few words, the existence of
Noether symmetries for a given class of models allows to select viable Lagrangians whose
dynamics is reducible and presents conserved quantities. These one are first integrals of
motion which allow to solve the related dynamical system. It is interesting to point out that
the existence of Noether symmetries is always related to physically meaningful models.57

This review paper is organized as follows: in Sec. 2 we overview some aspects of non-
locality in Physics. In Sec. 3 we introduce local and non-local theories of gravity, briefly
summarizing their main properties. Secs. 4, 5 and 6 are devoted to the study the Lagrangian
formalism of some modified non-local actions and the Noether Symmetry Approach is thus
applied in order to solve dynamics. Specifically, in Sec. 4, curvature based non-local actions
are considered, while in Secs. 5 and 6 the Gauss-Bonnet scalar and the torsion scalar are
included. In Sec. 7, a non-local function of the Ricci scalar, selected by Noether’s theorem,
is adopted to construct a spherically symmetric metric. The aim is reproducing the motion
of stars around the Galactic Centre. We constrain the parameters of the theory adopting the
observational data coming from the S2 star orbit. Finally, in Sec. 8, we summarize the main
results and conclude with some considerations on new perspectives.

2. Non-Locality in Physics

Non-locality naturally emerges in Quantum Physics and can be considered one of the main
issues arising in the attempt to merge the formalism of QFT with that of GR. As a matter
of facts, while classical theories are local theories, Quantum Mechanics is kinematically
non-local. It is important to distinguish between kinematical and dynamical locality/non-
locality: while the former refers to the states describing a theory, the latter relies to the
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interactions, so that the dynamical locality (non-locality) is only due to the local (non-local)
form of the action.

In general, any transcendental function of fields can be represented by the integral ker-
nels of differential operators, namely the operator �−1 ≡ (gµνD

µDν)−1 (with Dµ being
the covariant derivative), which accounts for long-range non-local effects. It can be written
in terms of the associated Green function G(x, x′) as:

�−1φ (x) ≡
∫
d4x′G(x, x′)φ(x′) .

Any classical theory can be localized at any time of its evolution, so that it is possible to
perform a measure with arbitrary precision without perturbing the state. Thus, any classical
field theory is kinematically local.

On the contrary, Quantum Mechanics is non-local by construction. According to the
Heisenberg Principle, a given particle cannot be localized with arbitrary precision. Due to
this property, a particle starting its motion from a given position x1 and moving towards
a final position x2 follows any possible path linking the two points. Unlike what happens
in Classical Mechanics, where the actual path between two fixed endpoints is uniquely
selected by the initial conditions, in Quantum Mechanics all paths are simultaneously al-
lowed.

It is worth pointing out that the kinematical non-locality of the theory does not neces-
sarily imply dynamical non-locality: in order for a theory to be dynamically non-local, the
action must have a non-local form as well. Another manifestation of non-locality in Quan-
tum Mechanics is given by the entanglement, which exhibits a kinematical non-locality due
to the interaction at a distance between particles.

In general, in the formalism of QFT, all the fundamental interactions exhibit dynamical
non-locality as soon as their one-loop effective actions are considered.58 This is the case,
e.g, of the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian:

LEH = −1

4
F2− e2

32π2

∫ ∞
0

ds

s
eiεse−m

2s

[
Re cosh(esX)

Im cosh(esX)
FµνF̃µν−

4

e2s2
− 2

3
F2

]
, (3)

where Fµν is the electromagnetic tensor, defined through the potential Aµ as Fµν =

∂µAν − ∂νAµ. The scalars F and X are defined respectively as F = 1
2

(
|E|2 − |B|2

)
and X = F + iE ·B, while the constant e and m are the charge and the mass, respectively.
The above Lagrangian is the renormalized one-loop effective Lagrangian which arises after
integrating out a massive fermion from the quantum electrodynamics full Lagrangian. Eq.
(3) is of particular interest, since the non-locality is due to the intrinsic non-local nature of
an integration, which can be understood as the inverse of a differential operator.

Another example is given by the low-energy limit of the Yukawa theory with a massive
scalar field φ, whose effective Lagrangian reads

LY = iψ̄/∂ψ − 1

2
φ(� +m2)φ+ λφψ̄ψ → Leff = iψ̄/∂ψ +

λ2

2
ψ̄ψ(� +m2)−1ψ̄ψ .

The non-locality here is provided by the operator (�+m2)−1. After performing a straight-
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forward Taylor expansion, the Lagrangian can be written as

Leff = iψ̄/∂ψ +
λ2

2m2
ψ̄ψψ̄ψ − λ2

2m4
ψ̄ψ�ψ̄ψ + . . . ,

which coincides with the 4-Fermi theory when the scalar field φ accounts for the W and Z
bosons. In the next section we focus on the application of non-locality to gravity theories
classifying them in two main categories.

3. Modified and Extended Theories of Gravity

3.1. Local Theories of Gravity

As briefly discussed in the introduction, several assumptions of GR are not motivated by ex-
perimental observations. For instance, the action is supposed to be linearly dependent on the
scalar curvature, so that second-order field equations occur from its variation with respect
to the metric, in close analogy with Maxwell equations. Moreover, the affine connection is
assumed to be symmetric with respect to the lowest indexes, yielding a torsionless space-
time. The reason of this assumption is the Equivalence Principle which is fully compatible
with the Levi-Civita connection. On the other hand, in the Einstein-Cartan formalism, the
antisymmetric part of the connection is included in the curvature tensor and the spacetime
turns out to be described by both curvature and torsion.59

If one relaxes the constraint of second-order field equations, the Einstein-Hilbert La-
grangian can be extended by introducing other curvature invariant terms. One of the most
studied extended Lagrangian is the f(R) gravity, given by the Lagrangian

L =

√
−g

2κ

[
f(R) + L(m)

]
, (4)

where f(R) is a generic function of the Ricci scalar, L(m) is the matter Lagrangian and κ
is the gravitational coupling defined as κ = 8πGN , with GN being the Newton constant.
The above Lagrangian leads to the following fourth-order field equations with respect to
the metric tensor:

fR(R)Rµν −
1

2
f(R)gµν + [gµν�−DµDν ] fR(R) = κTµν , (5)

where fR is the first derivative of f(R) with respect toR and Tµν is the energy-momentum
tensor of matter fields. These theories, under given limits, are able to solve most of the
inconsistencies provided by GR at the astrophysical scales, but Einstein’s gravity is restored
as a particular case of them.60–64

The higher-order derivatives of the metric can be recast as an effective geometric stress-
energy tensor, which can mimic the role of Dark Matter and Dark Energy.65 A famous
example, mostly used to describe the early-universe evolution, is given by Starobinsky’s
gravity,31 whose action reads

SStarobinsky =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R+ αR2

]
+ S(m),

where S(m) is the ordinary matter action. The quadratic term R2 can give rise to the accel-
eration of the early universe giving rise to an inflationary behavior.
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Other modified actions can be constructed by including combinations of the Riemann,
Ricci and Weyl tensors. In this framework, the most general action containing the scalars
R, RµνRµν and RµνpσRµνpσ is

S =

∫ √
−gf(R,RµνRµν , R

µνpσRµνpσ) d4x. (6)

By defining

P ≡ gµpRνσRµνpσ, Q ≡ RµνpσRµνpσ, (7)

the variation of the action (6) provides:

fR(R,P,Q)Gµν =

[
1

2
gµνf(R,P,Q)−RfR(R,P,Q)

]
− (gµν�−DµDν) fR(R,P,Q)

− 2
[
fP (R,P,Q)RαµRαν + fQ(R,P,Q)RpσαµR

pσα
ν

]
− gµνDpDσ [fP (R,P,Q)Rpσ]−� [fP (R,P,Q)Rµν ]

+ 2DσDp

[
fP (R,P,Q)Rp{µ δ

σ
ν } + 2fQ(R,P,Q)Rp σ

{µν}

]
, (8)

where {} is the anti-commutator. The action (6) admits as a subcase the so-called Stelle’s
gravity,3, 66 namely

SStelle =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R+ αR2 + βRµνRµν

]
+ S(m) ,

which is renormalizable at the quantum level. By properly combining P,Q and R2, it is
possible to construct a topological surface term, called the Gauss-Bonnet invariant:

G = R2 − 4RµνRµν +RµνpσRµνpσ. (9)

Being a surface term, the integration over the manifold results into a topological invariant;
specifically, according to the generalized Gauss-Bonnet theorem, in four dimensions G is
the Euler density, while its integration over the four-volume gives the Euler Characteristic.
As an action linearly depending on G does not provide any contribution to the equations of
motion in four dimensions (or less), a function of the Gauss-Bonnet term f(G) turns out to
be non-trivial even in 3+1 dimensions. Due to the presence of the topological term, f(G)

gravity yields a reduced dynamics with respect to other modified theories. Moreover, it fits
cosmological observations even in four dimensions38 and provides generalizations of the
Newtonian potential in the weak field limit.39 The variation of the action

S =
1

2κ

∫ √
−gf(G) d4x+ S(m), (10)

with respect to the metric tensor yields

2RDµDνfG(G)− 2gµνR�fG(G)− 4RλµDλDνfG(G) + 4Rµν�fG(G)

+ 4gµνR
pσDpDσfG(G) + 4RµνpσD

pDσfG(G) +
1

2
gµν [f(G)− GfG(G)] = κTµν .

(11)
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The Gauss–Bonnet invariant naturally arises in gauge theories of gravity such as the Love-
lock67, 68 or the Chern-Simons gravity.69, 70 Often the Ricci scalar is additively included into
the action (10), so that GR can be safely recovered as soon as the function f(G) vanishes or
is negligible. However, as pointed out in,38 the action (10) yields physically relevant results
provided by the standard cosmology even without imposing the GR limit as a requirement.
In other words, GR dynamics can be recovered also from a pure f(G) action.

Another class of extensions takes into account higher-order curvature invariants into
the action. It is introduced to consider higher loop corrections in QFT formulated in curved
spacetimes.71 The action is

S =

∫ √
−g f(R,�R,�2R...�kR) d4x, (12)

the variational principle provides the following field equations20

Gµν =
1

M

{
1

2
gµν(F −MR) + (gµλgνσ − gµνgλσ)M;λ;σ

+
1

2

k∑
i=1

i∑
j=1

(gµνgλσ + gµλgνσ)(�j−1R);σ

(
�i−j

∂F

∂�iR

)
;λ

−gµνgλσ
[
(�j−1R);σ

(
�i−j

∂F

∂�iR

)]
;λ

}
, (13)

beingM defined as

M≡
k∑
j=0

(
�j

∂F

∂�jR

)
. (14)

It can be showed that, under conformal transformations of the form gµν → g̃µν =

e2ωgµν , the (2k+4)th order action (12) is formally equivalent to a (2k+2)th-order theory
where geometry is non-minimally coupled to scalar field φ.71–74

The most general second-order scalar-tensor theory was proposed by Horndeski in75

and the corresponding action reads76–79

SHorndeski =

5∑
i=2

∫
d4x
√
−gLi , (15)

with the definitions

L2 ≡ G2(φ,X) ,

L3 ≡ −G3(φ,X)�φ ,

L4 ≡ G4(φ,X)R+G4X

[
(�φ)2 − (DµDνφ)2

]
,

L5 ≡ G5(φ,X)GµνD
µDνφ− 1

6
G5X

[
(�φ)3 − 3�φ (DµDνφ)2 + 2 (DµDνφ)3

]
.

The functions Gi(φ,X) are arbitrary functions of the scalar field and of the kinetic term:

X ≡ 1
2g
µνDµφDνφ , GiX ≡

∂Gi
∂X

.
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As an example, by setting G2 = ω
φX, G3 = 0, G4 = φ,G5 = 0 the Brans-Dicke

theory is recovered, while for G2 = X − V (φ), G3 = 0, G4 = F (φ), G5 = 0, one
recovers the standard scalar-tensor theory of gravity with coupling function F (φ) and po-
tential V (φ). The above examples represent most of extended theories of gravity where,
with this terminology, we intend theories which, in some way, extend GR by improving the
Hilbert-Einstein action by geometric invariants or scalar fields. In all these cases, dynamics
is curvature based and the metric gµν represents the gravitational field.

Besides the standard description, GR can be described by two other equivalent for-
malisms, which yield the same dynamics as Einstein gravity. One of them is the above
mentioned TEGR, where the gravitational interaction is represented by means of torsion
instead of curvature. The other is the so called Symetric Teleparallel Equivalent to General
Relativity (STEGR), where the spacetime is ruled by the so called non-metricity.

In purely metric theories, such as GR, the causal structure and the geodesic structure
are uniquely determined by the metric gµν only. In particular, the Levi-Civita connection is
based on two main assumptions:

• it is metric-compatible, namely requires Dρ gµν = 0 ;
• it is symmetric, i.e. Γ ρ

µν = Γ ρ
νµ .

Once that such assumptions are relaxed, it is possible to define a Non-Metricity Tensor
Qρµν ≡ Dρ gµν 6= 0 and a Torsion Tensor Tαµν = 2Γα[µν], which can be included in the
most general connection

Γρµν =
◦
Γ ρ

µν +Kρ
µν + Lρµν . (16)

In the above equation
◦
Γ ρ

µν is the Levi-Civita connection, Kρ
µν is the so-called contorsion

tensor

Kρ
µν ≡

1

2
gρλ
(
Tµλν + Tνλµ + Tλµν

)
= −Kρ

νµ , (17)

and Lρµν is the so-called disformation tensor

Lρµν ≡
1

2
gρλ
(
−Qµνλ −Qνµλ +Qλµν

)
= Lρ νµ . (18)

As the Levi-Civita connection is related to curvature, the contorsion and disformation ten-
sor can be addressed to torsion and non-metricity, respectively. In the context of GR, both
Lρµν and Kρ

µν vanish. Specifically, we have:

GR→ Lρµν = Kρ
µν = 0 ,

TEGR→
◦
Γ ρ

µν , K
ρ
µν 6= 0, Lρµν = 0 ,

STEGR→
◦
Γ ρ

µν , L
ρ
µν 6= 0, Kρ

µν = 0 .

(19)

From a physical point of view, the presence of curvature in the spacetime means that the
final orientation of a given vector parallel transported along a closed path is different than
the initial one. The presence of torsion leads in turn to a shift of the vector after performing
a closed path. Finally, when the spacetime is labeled by non-metricity, the length of the
vector changes during the path.
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Figure 1: Difference between initial and final position of a vector after a parallel transport
in different spacetimes. Fig. A describes a spacetime with curvature and without torsion

and non-metricity; Fig. B relies to a spacetime only labeled by torsion; in Fig. C the
spacetime is only characterized by the presence of non-metricity.

In STEGR it is possible to choose the so called coincident gauge, where the total connection
is trivialized, namely Γρµν = 0. In this gauge, by defining the Superpotential, the Torsion
Scalar and the Non-Metricity Scalar respectively as:

Spµν ≡ Kµνp − gpνTσµσ + gpµTσνσ, (20)

T ≡ TpµνSpµν , (21)

Q ≡ −1

4
Qαµν

[
−2Lαµν + gµν

(
Qα − Q̃α

)
− 1

2
(gαµQν + gανQµ)

]
, (22)

with

Qµ ≡ Q λ
µ λ, (23)

Q̃µ ≡ Q α
αµ , (24)

the GR, TEGR and STEGR actions

SGR ≡
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g

◦
R+ S(m) , (25)

STEGR ≡
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g T + S(m) , (26)

SSTEGR ≡
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g Q+ S(m) , (27)

only differ for a boundary term. Here
◦
R is the scalar curvature written in terms of the

Levi-Civita connection. From the above result it follows that the three theories are dynam-
ically equivalent and physically indistinguishable at the level of equations. For this reason,
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they are usually thought as parts of the same structure, the so called Geometric Trinity of
Gravity.80, 81 While STEGR cannot be recast in terms of a gauge theory in a locally flat
spacetime, GR and TEGR can be treated as gauge theories of the local Lorentz group and
the translation group, respectively. The gauge-invariance of TEGR, can be investigated by
defining the tetrad fields haµ as

gµν = haµh
b
νηab, (28)

where Latin indexes label the flat spacetime and Greek indexes the curved spacetime. Tetrad
fields are a mathematical tool capable of linking the curved spacetime with the locally flat
spacetime point by point. It is possible to show (see46, 47 for further details) that in the
reference frame in which the spin connection vanishes, TEGR connection can be written in
terms of tetrad fields as

Γρµν = hρa∂µh
a
ν , (29)

and is called Weitzenböck connection. In this way, the explicit expression of the torsion
tensor is

T ρµν = hρa∂µh
a
ν − hρa∂νhaµ, (30)

so that the relation between torsion scalar T and scalar curvature
◦
R can be written as

◦
R− 2

h
∂µ (hT νµν) = −T, (31)

with h being the determinant of the tetrad fields. In particular, by means of the definition

B ≡ 2

h
∂µ (hT νµν), the relation (31) takes the simple form

◦
R = −T +B. (32)

The field equations coming from Eq. (26) can be found by varying the action with respect
to the tetrads. They read:

4

h
∂µ
(
hS µβ

a

)
− 4TσµaS

βµ
σ − Thβa = 0, (33)

and are formally equivalent to Einstein field equations. It is worth noticing that the theory
is invariant under the local translation group by construction. In this way, the torsion scalar
accounts for the gauge field related to the invariance under translations. As a consequence,
the Equivalence Principle is not assumed as a requirement a priori. This means that some
aspects of the theory might hold even beyond the Planck scale, where the Equivalence
Principle and Lorentz invariance could be violated.

In the large-scale regime, TEGR and STEGR suffer same shortcomings as GR. For
this reason, in analogy to GR modifications, extended teleparallel actions started being
considered as viable modifications of TEGR. The teleparallel equivalent of f(R) gravity
can be addressed by introducing into the action a function of the torsion scalar, that is:

S =

∫
h f(T ) d4x. (34)
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By varying the action with respect to the tetrad fields, one gets the following field equa-
tions48

1

h
∂µ(h hpaS

µν
p )fT (T )− hλaT

p
µλS

νµ
p fT (T ) + hpaS

µν
p (∂µT )fTT (T ) +

1

4
hνaf(T ) = 0,

(35)
which reduce to those in Eq. (33) when f(T ) = T .

Several teleparallel modified theories of gravity have been considered so far in the
literature, as well as the coupling between torsion and scalar fields82, 83 or the Teleparallel
equivalent of Gauss-Bonnet theory.84–86 In this paper (Sec. 6), we consider a non-local
action including the torsion scalar and the boundary term and, after selecting viable models
by Noether symmetry approach, we find out exact cosmological solutions.

It is worth noticing that, although TEGR and GR are dynamically equivalent, the above
mentioned extensions of TEGR do not provide the same dynamics as GR extensions. As an
example, the f(R) theory leads to fourth-order field equations, while the field equations of
f(T ) gravity are of the second-order. Moreover, as well as standard TEGR, f(T ) gravity
is invariant under infinitesimal translations, instead of Lorentz transformations (like f(R)

gravity). This is due to the fact that curvature can be recast as the gauge field related to the
Lorentz group, while torsion is the gauge field coming from the translation group.

However, though several modified theories of gravity (involving curvature, torsion or
non-metricity) are power-counting renormalizable, in most cases they are not unitary as
other interactions, and cannot be treated under the Yang-Mills standard. So far a compre-
hensive and self-consistent unitary theory of gravity, also capable of solving the cosmologi-
cal and astrophysical problems, is still missing. In this regard, non-local theories of gravity
can represent valuable candidates towards the construction of a self-consistent theory of
gravity, also fitting the cosmological and astrophysical observations.87, 88 A further discus-
sion is relied to the next section, where the main properties of non-local theories of gravity
are summarized.

3.2. Non-Locality in Theories of Gravity

Let us briefly introduce the principal features of non-local theories of gravity. The main dif-
ference with respect to the corresponding local theories, is that the effective action contains
non-local operators of different form, which aim to merge the gravitational interaction with
the quantum formalism.

Depending on the type of non-locality, non-local theories of gravity can be classified
in two main classes: Infinite Derivative Theories of Gravity (IDGs) and Integral Kernel
Theories of Gravity (IKGs).

The former involve analytic transcendental functions of the covariant d’Alembert op-
erator �. An example is given by the model proposed in Ref.,89 which provides a solution
for classical black hole and Big Bang singularities.90, 91

On the other hand, IKGs mainly adopt the inverse operator �−1. They were firstly con-
sidered in,92 where it is shown that the application of the non-local operator �−1 to the
scalar curvature R, gives rise to the late-time cosmic expansion of the universe without in-
voking any Dark Energy contribution. In view of merging gravity with the other fundamen-
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tal interactions, IDGs provide renormalizable and unitary quantum gravity theories,93 while
IKGs deal with infrared (IR) quantum corrections coming from the formulation of QFT in
curved spacetime.58 Despite these nice features, no local and non-local theory capable of
solving all the large-scale structure issues and fitting all the today available observations
occurred so far.

3.2.1. Infinite Derivative Theories of Gravity

In order to introduce the main aspects of IDGs, let us consider the following infinite-
derivatives Lorentz-invariant action:

S =
1

2

∫
d4xd4yφ(x)K(x− y)φ(y)−

∫
d4xV (φ), (36)

where φ is a scalar field depending on the coordinates andK(x−y), an operator depending
on the distance x− y through a generic function of the d’Alembert operator �, as

K(x− y) = F (�)δ(4)(x− y). (37)

A straightforward factorization of F (�), yields

F (�) = e−γ(�)
N∏
i=1

(
�−m2

i

)
, (38)

with γ(�) being an entire function. By means of a Fourier transformation, it is possi-
ble to show that ghosts appear when N > 1. For this reason, hereafter we focus on the
N = 1 choice, where unitarity is preserved. The most general action made of functions of
the d’Alembert operator, which is ghost-free and quadratic in the curvature, must contain
infinite covariant derivatives. It reads:93–96

S =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R+ α

(
RF1(�s)R+RµνF2(�s)R

µν +RµνρσF3(�s)R
µνρσ

)]
,

(39)
where Fi(�s) is a transcendental analytic functions of �s ≡ �/M2

s , with Ms being a
mass/lenght scale introduced to make the d’Alembert operator dimensionless. Ghosts are
prevented by the nature of the function, which manifests no pole on the whole complex
plane.

In Ref.89 a subcase of Eq. (39) is proposed, which provides GR at the zero order:

S =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
R−Gµν

eH(−�s) − 1

�
Rµν

)
, (40)

where H(−�s) is an analytic function of �s. The field equations, up to the order O(R2),
reads

Gµν +O(R2) = κ e−H(−�s) T (m)
µν . (41)

Notice that, at the lowest order of the Taylor expansion, the field equations are equivalent to
those of GR. In spherical symmetry, Eq. (41) provides regular black holes without singular-
ities,90 while in an homogeneous and isotropic universe, it admits bouncing cosmological
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solutions.91 The mechanism aimed at avoiding classical singularities is discussed in details
in Refs.97, 98 It basically consists in a non-local smearing of the point-like source of the
Schwarzschild background, which automatically implies that the metric can no longer be
considered as a vacuum solution. In the non-local region, where r < 2/Ms, the effects
of non-locality start being relevant, while, as soon as the radius start to increase, the solu-
tion approaches the Schwarzschild one. As mentioned above, the theory does not contain
singularities for any value of r, there including r = 0.

Another example is provided in Ref.99 This theory turns out to be unitary and renor-
malizable and represents the maximal UV-completion for the Starobinsky gravity. The cor-
responding action reads as:

S =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R−Gµν

V −1
2 − 1

�
Rµν +

1

2
R
V −1

0 − V −1
2

�
R

]
, (42)

where

V −1
2 ≡ eH2(−�s)p(n2)(−�s) , V −1

0 − V −1
2 ≡ 1

3

[
eH0(−�s)(1 + �s)− eH2(−�s)

]
,

with Hi and p(n2) being analytic functions. The cosmological applications are extremely
interesting because the related effective lengths can be useful for large scale structure as
well as IR behavior.

3.2.2. Integral Kernel Theories of Gravity

The other family of non-local theories of gravity is represented by IDGs. They bring UV
quantum corrections by the expansion around s = 0 of a Schwinger proper time integral.41

On the other hand, IR corrections need an expansion around s→∞, which may represent
a problem for several reasons. First, the Schwinger proper time integral can be settled
only when masses of matter fields are greater than the potential; second, in the massless
limit, the proper time integration starts increasing for late times, up to infinity. These issues
come directly from the perturbative approach used to calculate the Schwinger proper time
integral, thus a non-perturbative technique is needed in order to obtain both UV (s = 0) and
IR (s→∞) corrections. The quantum effective action coming from such non-perturbative
technique reads58

W0 = −
∫
d4x
√
−g
[
V (x) + V (x)(�− V )−1V (x)

]
+

1

6
Σ , (43)

where V (x) is a generic potential and Σ is a surface term defined through the inverse of
d’Alembert operator as58

Σ =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g
{
R−Rµν �−1Gµν + 2−1R

(
�−1Rµν

)
�−1Rµν

−Rµν
(
�−1Rµν

)
�−1R+

(
�−1Rαβ

)(
Dα�

−1R
)
Dβ �

−1R

− 2
(
Dµ�−1Rνα

)(
Dν �

−1Rµα
)
�−1R

− 2
(
�−1Rµν

)(
Dµ�

−1Rαβ
)
Dν �

−1Rαβ +O
[
R 4
µν

]}
.

(44)
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In this case, the non-locality is due to the integral operator �−1, which is responsible
for the quantum corrections. However, the action (43) provides non-linear higher-order
field equations, which may represent an obstacle towards the search for exact solutions.
For this reasons, several subcases have been treated in the literature, among which the
straightforward correction to GR92

S =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g R

[
1 + F

(
�−1R

)]
+ S(m) , (45)

with F
(
�−1R

)
being an arbitrary function of the non-local term �−1R. The variation of

the above action with respect to the metric tensor yields:

Gµν + ∆Gµν = κT (m)
µν , (46)

with the definitions

∆Gµν =
(
Gµν + gµν �−DµDν

){
F + �−1

[
RF ′

]}
+

[
δ (ρ
µ δ σ)

ν − 1

2
gµνg

ρσ

]
∂ρ

(
�−1R

)
∂σ

(
�−1

[
RF ′

])
, (47)

F ≡ F
(
�−1R

)
, F ′ ≡ ∂F

∂
(
�−1R

) . (48)

It is possible to show that the presence of the operator �−1 naturally explains late-time
cosmic acceleration of the universe. To this purpose, let t0 ∼ 1010y be the present time,
teq ∼ 105y the time of the equivalence and assume a matter dominated era between t0 and
teq . In a spatially-flat homogeneous and isotropic universe, simple computations show that
the contribution of non-local causal effects, acting within the interval considered, are of the
order of (

�−1R
)
(t0) ∼ 14.0 , (49)

which is the large number required by the current cosmic acceleration to avoid the fine
tuning of parameters.

In next sections we will focus on higher-order IKGs, where non-locality is induced
by the operator �−1. More precisely, they are generalizations of the IKGs considered e.g.
in92, 100–102 . Even though we will not discuss in details the UV quantum corrections of these
theories, we expect that the presence of non-local operators is somehow useful in order to
recover renormalizability and unitarity. In view of obtaining exact cosmological solutions,
we reduce the dynamics by the search of Noether symmetries, a useful approach developed
to select viable models, whose main aspects are outlined in Appendix A.

4. Curvature-based Non-Local Gravity: The Case F (R,�−1R)

As an example of the above considerations, let us study the metric non-local IKG gravity
given by the action

S =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g F

(
R,�−1R

)
. (50)
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It is a straightforward extension of both f(R) gravity and action (45). In order to construct a
point-like Lagrangian useful for cosmological considerations, we define an auxiliary local
scalar field φ defined as

φ ≡ �−1R, so that R ≡ �φ . (51)

By means of this definition, the theory reduces to a class of higher-order scalar-tensor
models with action

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g F (R,φ), (52)

where the constant 1/2κ is included into the function F . The action in Eq. (52) repre-
sents a generalization of that considered in Ref.,100 where the authors start from the Deser-
Woodard action to find exact cosmological solutions. From this point of view, the advantage
of Noether Symmetry Approach is to select the action by a physical criterion, among sev-
eral possible choices. Though the Deser-Woodard action is contained in Eq. (52), several
other models can be selected by symmetries. In any case, the related conserved quantities
allow to reduce the dynamics and to find out analytic solutions. By using the cosmological
expression of R and �R in a Friedmann-Lemaı̂tre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetime,
the action can be written as:

S =
π2

κ

∫
dt a3

{
F (R,φ)− λ1(R− φ̈− 3Hφ̇)− λ2

[
R+ 6

(
ä

a
+
( ȧ
a

)2)]}
, (53)

where λ1 and λ2 are Lagrange multipliers. The relation between λ1 and λ2 can be found
by varying the action with respect to R: it reads

λ2 =
∂F (R,φ)

∂R
− λ1. (54)

Following the same procedure e.g. as,100, 103 the constant λ1 can be promoted to a time-
depending scalar field by setting λ1 ≡ ε(t). In this way, Eq. (53) can be recast as:

S =
π2

κ

∫
dt a3

{
F (R,φ)− ε(R− φ̈−3Hφ̇)−

(
∂F (R,φ)

∂R
− ε
)[
R+6

(
ä

a
+
( ȧ
a

)2)]}
.

(55)
As standard when dealing with Lagrange multipliers method, we consider φ and R as
independent fields. Furthermore, the variation of the action with respect to the scalar fields
φ and ε, provide the Klein-Gordon equations

�ε(t) = Fφ(R,φ), �φ = R, (56)

respectively. Integrating out the second derivatives of the scalar fields, the point-like La-
grangian written in the configuration space Q ≡ {a(t), R(t), φ(t), ε(t)}, reads as:

L = a3F−a3φ̇ε̇−a3R∂RF+6aȧ2∂RF −6aȧ2ε+6a2ȧṘ ∂RRF+6a2ȧφ̇ ∂RφF−6a2ȧε̇.

(57)
Notice that not all the Euler-Lagrange equations provide contributions to the dynamics.
The equations with respect to ε and φ give back the Klein-Gordon equations (56). The
equation with respect to the scalar curvature provides the cosmological expression of R by
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construction. The Euler-Lagrange equation with respect to the scale factor together with the
energy condition are the only dynamical equations of motion, by means of which analytic
solutions can be found. They correspond to the ”0,0” and ”1,1” components of the field
equations.

In the related configuration space (the minisuperspace), the symmetry generator is

X = ξ(t, a, φ,R, ε)
∂

∂t
+ α(t, a,R, φ, ε)

∂

∂a
+ β(t, a,R, φ, ε)

∂

∂R

+ γ(t, a,R, φ, ε)
∂

∂φ
+ δ(t, a,R, φ, ε)

∂

∂ε
. (58)

Therefore, by applying the Noether symmetry existence condition (A.3) to the La-
grangian (57), we get a system of 28 differential equations. Only six of them are linearly
independent, namely

α∂RF − αε+ aβ ∂RRF + aγ ∂RφF − aδ + 2a ∂RF ∂aα− 2aε ∂aα

+ a2∂RRF ∂aβ + a2∂RφF ∂aγ − a2∂aδ − a ∂RF ∂tξ + aε ∂tξ = 0,

2α∂RRF + aβ ∂RRRF + aγ ∂RRφF + a ∂aα∂RRF

+ a ∂Rβ ∂RRF − a ∂tξ ∂RRF = 0,

12α∂RφF + 6aβ ∂RRφF + 6aγ ∂RφφF + 6a ∂aα∂RφF

+ 6a ∂φβ ∂RRF + 6a ∂φγ ∂RφF − a2∂aδ − 6a ∂RφF ∂tξ = 0,

−12α− 6a ∂aα+ 6a ∂εβ ∂RRF − a2∂aγ − 6a ∂εδ + 6a ∂tξ = 0,

−3α− a ∂φγ − a ∂εδ + a ∂tξ = 0,

3αF − 3αR∂RF − aRβ ∂RRF + aγ ∂φF − aRγ ∂RφF
+ aF ∂tξ − aR∂RF ∂tξ = 0.

(59)

A possible solution of the above system admits the following generator

X = (ξ0t+ ξ1) ∂t +
ξ0
3

(2n− 1)∂a − 2ξ0R∂R +
2ξ0(1− `)

n
∂φ + (2ξ0(1− n)ε+ δ1) ∂ε,

(60)
and the two functions

FI(R,φ) =
δ1

2ξ0(n− 1)
R+ [2ξ0R]

n F
(
φ+

(1− n)

`
log [2ξ0R]

)
,

FII(R,φ) =
δ1

2ξ0(n− 1)
R+G(R)ekφ,

(61)

where F
(
φ +

(1− n)

`
log[2ξ0R]

)
is an arbitrary integra-

tion function of
(
φ+

(1− n)

`
log[2ξ0R]

)
, G(R) a function of the scalar curvature and

ξ0, ξ1, `, δ1n, k constants of integration. However, the latter function can be related to the
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former one by an appropriate choice of G(R). Specifically, by choosing G(R) = G0R
m,

the second function becomes

FII(R,φ) =
δ1

2ξ0(n− 1)
R+G0R

mekφ. (62)

Also notice that Eq. (62) is a generalization of the third function of the below system (104).
Let us focus on the function FI , in order to find out exact cosmological solutions. For the
sake of simplicity, we assume the function to be linearly dependent on its argument, namely

F1

(
φ+

(1− n)

`
log [2ξ0R]

)
≡ φ+

(1− n)

`
log [2ξ0R] + q, (63)

so that

F1(R,φ) =
δ1

2ξ0(n− 1)
R+ (2ξ0R)

n
(q + φ) + (2ξ0R)

n (1− n)

`
log [2ξ0R] , (64)

with q constant. Let us note that by choosing n = 2, the Starobinsky gravity, non-minimally
coupled to a scalar field φ, is recovered. The solution of the equations of motion, for arbi-
trary n, yields three different scale factors. The first one describes a de Sitter-like expansion,
which only holds for n = 3:

a(t) = a0e
Λt, R(t) = −12Λ2, φ(t) = −1

3
(40 + 3q)− 4Λt,

ε(t) = 576 (2ξ0)
3

Λ5t− C3e
−3Λt

3Λ
+

δ1
4ξ0

,
(65)

with the constraint

Λ =

√
− 1

24ξ0e
(ξ0 < 0) . (66)

In this case the function is further constrained by Euler-Lagrange equations, so that it re-
duces to

F
(1)
1 (R,φ) =

δ1
4ξ0

R+ (φ+ q) (2ξ0R)
3 − 16ξ3

0

`
R3 log [2ξ0R] . (67)

The second solution occurs for vanishing scalar curvature and leads to a power-law scale
factor of the form:

a(t) = a0t
1
2 , R(t) = 0, φ(t) = C2, ε(t) =

δ1
2ξ0(n− 1)

− 2C3√
t
. (68)

Because of the vanishing Ricci scalar, in this case, the theory turns out to be equivalent to
GR minimally coupled to a scalar field, described by the function

F
(2)
1 (R,φ) =

δ1
2ξ0(n− 1)

R+ φ. (69)

Finally, in the last case, we obtain:

a(t) = a0t
−10, R(t) ∼ t−2, φ(t) ∼ C2 + log(t),

ε(t) =
δ1

2ξ0(n− 1)
+ C3t

31 + c4 (2ξ0)
3
t−4,

(70)
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where the corresponding function is constrained with respect to the general one in Eq. (64)
to

F
(3)
1 (R,φ) =

δ1
2ξ0(n− 1)

R+ (φ+ q) (2ξ0R)
3 − 16ξ3

0

`
R3 log [2ξ0R] . (71)

Notice that, regardless of the restriction induced by the Euler-Lagrange equation solutions,
the above function is still a generalization of F (1)

1 .
The models described in this section contain both higher order curvature invariants and

local scalar fields capable of triggering both an inflationary phase and a late-time cosmic
acceleration. Respectively, it depends on the energy regime we are considering. In order
to investigate in details whether some of these solutions fit cosmological and astrophysical
observations, a complete analysis is needed. Here we only provided a starting point aimed
at selecting reliable non-local gravity models to solve both UV and IR issues suffered by
GR and, consequently, to trace back a self-consistent cosmic history.

5. Gauss-Bonnet Non-Local Gravity: The Case f(G,�−1G)

Considering the same approach as the above section, let us now take into account a non-
local IKG with action

S =
1

2κ

∫ √
−gf(G,�−1h(G))d4x . (72)

Eq. (72) depends on the Gauss-Bonnet term only and it is a generalization of the action
considered in Ref.104 Other non-local theories of gravity, containing the Gauss–Bonnet
invariant, are present in the literature, but most of them start from a well defined function
which satisfies some small-scale requirements. For instance, in Ref.103 the authors consider
an action depending on the term Gn1�−n2Gn3 and find cosmological solutions for some
selected ni. Also here, the advantage of the Noether approach is to find the functional
forms of those models containing symmetries, starting from the most general action. As
we will show, the Noether point symmetry condition selects five different models, and
each of them leads to exact dynamics. The model in Ref.,104 for example, represents a
subcase of Eq. (72), naturally provided by the Noether Symmetry Approach without any
further requirement. Starting from this general approach, it is possible to show that the Ricci
curvature scalar, and then the Hilbert-Einstein action, can be recovered, in some particular
cases, as a limit of f(G) gravity. As mentioned in the introduction, in a FLRW background,
the function f(G) =

√
G is capable of providing the same dynamics as Einstein’s GR. This

is directly related to the cosmological expression of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar, namely

G = 24
ȧ2ä

a3
. (73)

For this reason, the propagator �−1h(G) can be compared to �−1R when h(G) =
√
G.

The localization procedure can be pursued by introducing a local scalar field φ(t), defined
as:

�−1h(G) := φ(t), so that h(G) = �φ(t) . (74)
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A new scalar field ε(t) can be introduced after recasting the action in terms of Lagrange
multipliers, as we did in the previous case. In this way, the action (72) can be written as

S =
1

2κ

∫ √
−g {f(G, φ) + ε(t)(�φ− h(G))} d4x . (75)

Notice that, though φ and G are linked through the relation (74), in order to write the
cosmological Lagrangian and perform the Noether Symmetry Approach, they must be
treated as separated fields. The minisuperspace of variables therefore turns out to be
Q ≡ {a(t),G(t), φ(t), ε(t)}. Replacing the form of G in (73) into the action (75), we
get

S =
π2

κ

∫ {
a3f(G, φ) + a3ε(t)

[
φ̈+ 3

ȧ

a
φ̇− h(G)

]
− λ

(
G − 24

ȧ2ä

a3

)}
dt . (76)

The variation of the above action with respect to the scalar fields φ and ε provide the
following Klein-Gordon equations

�ε(t) = fφ(G, φ), �φ− h(G) = 0, (77)

respectively. The Lagrange multiplier λ can be found in turn from the variation with respect
to G. After integrating out the second-derivatives carried by the d’Alembert operator, the
cosmological point-like Lagrangian turns out to be

L = a3 [f(G, φ)− GfG(G, φ)− εh(G) + εGhG(G)]− a3φ̇ε̇− 8ȧ3ĠfGG(G, φ)

+ 8ȧ3ε̇hG(G) + 8εȧ3ĠhGG(G)− 8ȧ3φ̇fGφ(G, φ) , (78)

where fG and fφ denote the derivatives of f(G, φ) with respect to G and φ, respectively.
Also here, the only equations of motion providing a new contribution to the dynamics are
the energy condition and the Euler-Lagrange equation with respect to the scale factor, i.e.

E.C.→ ȧ
∂L
∂ȧ

+ Ġ ∂L
∂Ġ

+ φ̇
∂L
∂φ̇

+ ε̇
∂L
∂ε̇
− L = 0, (79)

E-L→ d

dt

∂L
∂ȧ
− ∂L
∂a

= 0. (80)

They correspond to the 0, 0 and 1, 1 components of the field equations. The other three
Euler-Lagrange equations yield the Klein-Gordon equations in Eq. (77) and the cosmolog-
ical expression of G. Specifically, the entire set of equations of motion reads as:

8ȧ
[
2ä
(
−ĠfGG(G, φ)− φ̇fGφ(G, φ) + εĠhGG(G)

)
+ ȧ

(
−G̈fGG(G, φ)− 2Ġφ̇fGGφ(G, φ)

−Ġ2fGGG(G, φ)− φ̈fGφ(G, φ)− φ̇2fGφφ(G, φ) + ε̈hG(G) + εG̈hGG(G) + εĠ2hGGG(G)
)

+2ε̇
(
ähG(G) + ȧĠhGG(G)

)]
+ a2

[
GfG(G, φ)− f(G, φ) + ε̇φ̇+ ε (h(G)− GhG(G))

]
= 0,

�ε = fφ(G, φ),

G = 24
ȧ2ä

a3
,
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�φ = h(G),

−a3
(
f(G, φ)− εh(G) + εGhG(G) + φ̇ε̇− GfG(G, φ)

)
+24ȧ3

(
ε̇hG(G) + εĠhGG(G)− φ̇fGφ(G, φ)− ĠfGG(G, φ)

)
= 0 . (81)

Clearly, some of them are constraints. Specifically, the first equation is the Euler-Lagrange
equation with respect to a(t) and correspond to the (1, 1) component of the field equa-
tions; the second, third and fourth equations provide the Klein-Gordon equations and the
cosmological expression of the Gauss-Bonnet invariant; the last equation is the energy con-
dition and accounts for the (0,0) component of the field equations. Let us now apply the
Noether Symmetry Approach to select the form of the two functions f(G, φ) and h(G). In
the minisuperspace considered here, the generator of the symmetry is

X = ξ(t, a, φ,G, ε) ∂
∂t

+ α(t, a,G, φ, ε) ∂
∂a

+ β(t, a,G, φ, ε) ∂
∂G

+ γ(t, a,G, φ, ε) ∂
∂φ

+ δ(t, a,G, φ, ε) ∂
∂ε
, (82)

where α, β, γ and δ are the components of the vector ηi: ηi = {α, β, γ, δ}. From the
identity (A.3), a system of 37 differential equations arises, though it can be reduced to five
equations after neglecting linear combinations. It is:105



3αa2f(G, φ)− δa3 − 3αa2εh(G) + δa3GhG(G) + 3αa2εGhG(G) + γa3GεhGG(G)

+βa3fφ(G, φ)− 3αa2GfG(G, φ)− βa3GfGφ(G, φ)− γa3GfGG(G, φ)− ∂tg
+a3∂tξ (f(G, φ)− εh(G) + εGhG(G)− GfG(G, φ)) = 0

γhGG(G)− 3∂tξhG(G) + ∂εδ hG(G)

+∂εγ (εhGG(G)− fGG(G, φ)) + 3∂aαhG(G) = 0

fGφ(G, φ) (3∂tξ − ∂φβ) + ∂φγ (εhGG(G)− fGG(G, φ))

−3∂aαfGφ(G, φ)− βfGφφ − γfGGφ(G, φ) = 0

βfGGφ(G, φ)− δhGG(G) + γfGGG(G, φ)− 3∂tξfGG(G, φ) + ∂GγfGG(G, φ)

+3∂aαfGG(G, φ)− γεhGGG(G) + 3∂tξεhGG − ∂GγεhGG(G)− 3∂aαεhGG(G) = 0

3α− a (∂tξ − ∂εδ − ∂φβ) = 0

α ≡ α(a), β ≡ β(φ), γ ≡ γ(φ,G, ε), δ ≡ δ(ε), ξ ≡ ξ(t), g ≡ g(t) .

(83)
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By solving the above system, we get five solutions:

I : X = (ξ0t+ ξ1)∂t + α0a∂a + (β0φ+ β1)∂φ − 4ξ0G∂G + δ0ε∂ε,

h(G) = h0G
1
2 +n

k , f(G, φ) = f0Gn + f1G + f2

(
β0 + β1�−1G 1

2 +n
k

)k
II : X = (ξ0t+ ξ1)∂t + α0a∂a + (β0φ+ β1)∂φ − 4ξ0G∂G + (δ0ε+ δ1)∂ε,

h(G) = h0G, f(G, φ) = f0Gn + f1G + f2(β0�−1G + β1)2n

III : X = (ξ0t+ ξ1)∂t + α0a∂a + (β0φ+ β1)∂φ − 4ξ0G∂G + δ0ε∂ε,

h(G) = h0Gz, f(G, φ) = f0Gn(β0�−1Gz + β1)k

IV : X = (ξ0t+ ξ1)∂t + α0a∂a + (β0φ+ β1)∂φ − 4ξ0G∂G + (δ0ε+ δ1)∂ε,

h(G) = h0G, f(G, φ) = f0Gn(β0�−1G + β1)k

V : X = (ξ0t+ ξ1)∂t + α0a∂a + β1∂φ − 4ξ0G∂G + δ0ε∂ε,

h(G) = h0

√
G, f(G, φ) = f0Gnek�

−1
√
G k ≡ δ0 + 4nξ0

β1
(84)

where ξ0, ξ1, α0, β0, β1, δ0, h0, f0, f1, f2, n, k are integration constants. Some of these
free parameters will be constrained by the solution of field equations. In particular, solu-
tions II and IV do not admit any exact cosmological expression of a(t), φ(t), ε(t) for any
value of the free parameters; solutions I and III can be solved by setting β1 = 0. After this
imposition, the corresponding Lagrangians read

LI = a3

[
f0(1− n)Gn − h0

(
n

k
− 1

2

)
εG nk+ 1

2 + ε̇φ̇

]
− 8h0

(
n

k
+

1

2

)
ȧ3ε̇G nk− 1

2

+8f0n(n− 1)ȧ3ĠĠn−2 − 8h0

(
n2

k2
− 1

4

)
εȧ3ĠG nk− 3

2 + 8f1kȧ
3φ̇φk−1, (85)

LIII = a3
[
f0(1− n)Gnφk + h0(z − 1)εGz

]
+ 8h0z(z − 1)εȧ3ĠGz−2

+8h0zȧ
3ε̇Gz−1 − 8f0n(n− 1)ȧ3ĠGn−2φk − 8f0knȧ

3φ̇Gn−1φk−1 − a3ε̇φ̇.

(86)

In the former case, a power-law solution of the form

a(t) ∼ t 2
3 (2n+2kz−k), G(t) ∼ t−4, φ(t) ∼ t2−4z, ε(t) ∼ t2k(1−2z),

f(G,�−1h(G)) = f2Gn(�−1Gz)k, (87)

occurs, which corresponds to a function h(G) = Gz where z is a real number. By setting
z = 1/2, with the purpose to recover the GR limit, Eq. (87) takes the form

a(t) ∼ t 4n
3 , G(t) ∼ t−4, φ(t) ∼ const., ε(t) ∼ const.,
f(G,�−1h(G)) = f2Gn(�−1

√
G)k . (88)
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From the imposition z = 1/2, the scalar fields φ and ε turn out to be constants and the
model reduces to that discussed in Ref.38 On the other hand, Lagrangian (86) admits a de
Sitter-like vacuum solution of the form

a(t) = a0e
qt, G(t) ∼ const., φ(t) ∼ t, ε(t) ∼ t, k = 1, n =

1

2
, (89)

f(G,�−1h(G)) = f0

√
G + f1G + f2�

−1G + f3 , (90)

with q a constant parameter. It is worth noticing that the above solution is the only exponen-
tial solution coming from the equations of motion. It can be obtained by setting n = 1/2.
This implies that the corresponding function f(G,�−1h(G)) becomes

f(G,�−1h(G)) = f0

√
G + f1G + f2�

−1G + f3. (91)

Therefore, in the case III, the only function h(G) which admits extra Noether symmetry
and leads to analytic solutions of Euler-Lagrange equations is h(G) =

√
G. Notice that this

is not an imposition but it naturally arises from the solution of the equations of motion. The
action, in turn, ends up to be a sum of the terms

√
G, �−1G and G. While

√
G can mimic

the scalar curvature in cosmology, �−1G plays the role of cosmological constant. Being a
topological surface term, the additive contribution of G does not provide any further con-
tribution to the dynamics. As a consequence, the action selected by the Noether symmetry
is dynamically equivalent to

S =

∫ √
−g
(
f0R+ f1�

−1G
)
d4x , (92)

that is GR plus a non local term.
To conclude this section, the Lagrangian coming from the fifth function of (84) can be

written as

LV = 2ȧ3
[
2G− 1

2 ε̇− εG− 3
2 Ġ − 4f0n(n− 1)Gn−2Ġekφ − 4f0knGn−1ekφφ̇

]
−1

2
G2a3

[
2ε̇φ̇+ ε

√
G + 2f0(n− 1)Gnekφ

]
(93)

and, after solving the Euler-Lagrange equations, it provides

a(t) = a0e
q t, φ(t) =

√
8

3
q t, ε(t) ∼ e

√
8
3kq t,

f(G,�−1
√
G) = f0G

12
√

6

4k−
√

6 ekφ, h(G) =
√
G. (94)

In addition, the equations of motion constrain the value of the free parameter n, imposing
a further relation between n and k, that is:

n =
12
√

6

4k −
√

6
. (95)

The function is formally equivalent to that in Eq. (62). Also here, the de Sitter vacuum
solutions are provided by the non-local terms. In other words, accelerating behaviors can
be directly related to non-locality.
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6. Teleparallel Non-Local Gravity: The Case f(T,B.�−1T,�−1B)

Final considerations can be applied to non-locality in teleparallel gravity. A modification
of TEGR action, containing non-local terms of the torsion scalar T and the boundary term
B can be aken into account. The above curvature-based non-local gravity is thus recovered
by the application of the non-local operator �−1 to the relation R = −T + B, namely
�−1R = −�−1T + �−1B. The Noether symmetry condition (A.3) can be applied after
introducing the Lagrange multipliers like in Secs. 4 and 5. Let us start from the action
considered in Ref.,101 that is

S =
1

2κ

∫
h
[
−T + (τT + χB)f(�−1T,�−1B)

]
d4x, (96)

where h is the determinant of tetrad fields and τ , χ real constants. The Ricci scalar can
be recovered by the choice τ = 1, χ = −1. On the other hand, when the non-local term
vanishes, standard TEGR is restored. So we are considering here non-local corrections to
TEGR. Notice that the action is not written in the most general form, since the contributions
of the torsion and the boundary term are not included into the function f . This ansatz
allows to reduce the dynamics and to restrict the minisuperspace to five dimensions. From
the definitions

�−1T ≡ φ(t) → T = �φ(t), �−1B ≡ ϕ(t) → B = �ϕ(t), (97)

the action can be localized and a suitable Lagrangian can be obtained. It is important to
notice that T and B are considered as two independent fields. Moreover, in analogy to the
two previous sections, the two additional scalar fields ε(t) and ζ(t) must be considered as
Lagrange multipliers. The action therefore reads:

S =
1

2κ

∫
h [−T + (τT + χB)f(φ, ϕ) + ε(�φ− T ) + ζ(�ϕ−B)] d4x. (98)

By varying with respect to ε and ζ, we get the Klein-Gordon equations

�ε = (τT + χB)fφ(φ, ϕ), (99)

�ζ = (τT + χB)fϕ(φ, ϕ). (100)

In a FLRW universe with a diagonal set of tetrad fields of the form h =

diag(1,−a(t),−a(t),−a(t)), second derivatives of the scalar fields and of the scale factor
arise into the action. Integrating out the higher-order terms, the point-like Lagrangian turns
out to be:

L = 6a2ȧ
[
χfφ(φ, ϕ)φ̇+ χfϕ(φ, ϕ)ϕ̇− ζ̇

]
+ 6aȧ2 [ε+ 1− τf(φ, ϕ)]− a3ζ̇ϕ̇− a3ε̇φ̇. (101)

The generator of the symmetry in the five-dimensional minisuperspace Q ≡ {a, φ, ϕ, ε, ζ}
reads:

X = ξ(a, φ, ϕ, ε, ζ, t)∂t + α(a, φ, ϕ, ε, ζ, t)∂a + β(a, φ, ϕ, ε, ζ, t)∂φ

+γ(a, φ, ϕ, ε, ζ, t)∂ϕ + δ(a, φ, ϕ, ε, ζ, t)∂ε + θ(a, φ, ϕ, ε, ζ, t)∂ζ .

(102)
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The application of Noether’s identity (A.3) to the above Lagrangian yields a system of 43
partial differential equations, but only 18 of them are linearly independent:101



a∂tθ − 6χfϕ∂tα = 0

a∂tδ − 6χfφ∂tα = 0

6∂tα+ a∂tγ = 0

a (∂ϕβ + ∂εθ)− 6χfϕ∂εα = 0

a (∂ζβ + ∂εγ) + 6∂εα = 0

6χfφ∂φα− a∂φδ = 0

6χfϕ∂ϕα− a∂ϕθ = 0

6∂ζα+ a∂ζϕ = 0

−6a2 (χfφ∂tβ + χfϕ∂tγ − ∂tθ) + 12a(τf − ε− 1)∂tα = 0

6a (χfϕ∂εγ − ∂εθ) + 12(ε+ 1− τf)∂εα− a2∂aβ = 0

6χ (fϕ∂ϕα+ fϕ∂φα)− a (∂ϕδ + ∂φθ) = 0

6 (χfϕ∂ζα− ∂φα)− a (∂φγ + ∂ζδ) = 0

6χfϕ∂εα− a (∂φβ + ∂εδ − ∂tξ)− 3α = 0

6χfϕ∂ζα− 6∂ϕα− 3α− a (∂ϕγ + ∂ζθ − ∂tξ) = 0

6a (χfϕ∂φβ + χfφφβ + χfφ∂aα+ χfϕ∂φγ + χfφϕγ − χ∂tξfφ − ∂φθ)
+12χfφα+ 12(ε+ 1− τf)∂φα− a2∂aδ = 0

6a (χfφ∂ζβ + χfϕ∂ζγ − ∂aα− ∂ζθ + ∂tξ)

+12(ε+ 1− τf)∂ζα− 12α− a2∂aγ = 0

6a [χfφ∂ϕβ + χfφϕβ + χfϕ (∂aα+ ∂ϕγ − ∂tξ) + χfϕϕγ − ∂ϕθ]
+12χfϕα+ 12(ε+ 1− τf)∂ϕα− a2∂aθ = 0

a [χafφ∂aβ − τfφβ + χafϕ∂aγ − τfϕγ − 2τf∂aα+ τ∂tξf + 2ε∂aα

+2∂aα+ δ − a∂aθ − (ε+ 1)∂tξ) + (ε+ 1− τf)α = 0

ξ = ξ(t), β = β(a, φ, ϕ, ζ, t).

(103)

Due to the dimension of minisuperspace, the system turns out to be over determined. There-
fore, here we outline some solutions of cosmological interest, writing the infinitesimal gen-
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erators and the corresponding functions containing symmetries. They are:

X1 = (ξ0t+ ξ1) ∂t +
α0

3
a∂a + [β0 + β1(6 ln a+ φ)] ∂φ

+ [γ0 + γ1(6 ln a+ ϕ) + γ2] ∂ϕ + (ξ0 − α0)ε∂ε + [(ξ0 − α0 − γ1) ζ − β1ε+ θ0] ∂ζ ,

f(φ, ϕ) =
1

τ
+ f0 exp {n (β1ϕ− γ1φ)} , n =

ξ0 − α0

β1γ0 − β0γ1 + β1γ2

X2 = (ξ0t+ ξ1) ∂t +
α0

3
a∂a + [β0 + β1(6 ln a+ ϕ)] ∂φ

+ γ0∂ϕ + (δ0 + δ1ε) ∂ε + (δ1ζ − β1ε+ θ0) ∂ζ ,

f(φ, ϕ) =
1

τ

(
1− δ0

δ1

)
+ f0e

δ1
γ0
ϕ

X3 = (ξ0t+ ξ1) ∂t −
α0

3
a∂a + β0∂φ + (δ0 + δ1ε) ∂ε,

f(φ) = f0e
β0
δ1
φ − β0

δ0
+ 1, with χ = 0, ζ = 0, τ = 1

X4 = (ξ0t+ ξ1) ∂t −
α0

3
a∂a + β0∂φ + δ0∂ε,

f(φ) = f1 +
β0

δ0
φ, with χ = 0, ζ = 0, τ = 1,

(104)
where ξ0, α0, α1, β0, β1, γ0, γ1, γ2, δ0, δ1, θ0, f0, f1, n are integration constants. It is worth
remarking that we neglected those solutions which do not uniquely determine the form of
f(φ, ϕ) (see101 for details). The last Noether system solution is the only one not provid-
ing exact cosmological solutions, thus, in what follows, we investigate the cosmological
implications of the first three cases.

The first solution yields the Lagrangian

L = a
{

6(ε− f0τe
n(β1ϕ−γ1φ))ȧ2 − a2ε̇φ̇

+ 6aȧ
[
χf0ne

n(β1ϕ−γ1φ)(β1ϕ̇− γ1φ̇)− ζ̇
]
− a2ϕ̇ζ̇

}
,

(105)

whose cosmological solutions are

a(t) = a0e
H0t, φ(t) = −2H0t, ϕ(t) = −6H0t,

ε(t) = ε0e
−3H0t(1+c1) − ε1e−3H0t, ζ(t) = ζ0e

−3H0t(1+c1) − ζ1e−3H0t,

(106)

and

a(t) = a0t
p, φ(t) =

6p2 ln(t− 3pt)

1− 3p
, ϕ(t) = −6p ln t,

ε(t) = ε0t
2−3p + ε1t

1−3p, ζ(t) = ζ0t
2−3p + ζ1t

1−3p,

(107)
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with H0, p constants. In the former case, the following relation occurs:

ξ0 = α0 −
(3β1 − 2γ1)τ − 3γ1χ

2χ(2β1 − γ1)2
, (108)

so that n is constrained to

n = − (3β1 − 2γ1)τ − 3γ1χ

2χ(2β1 − γ1)2
. (109)

However, it is worth noticing that both exponential and power-law solutions are admitted
by the equations of motion in non-local TEGR. As a consequence, the latter can potentially
describe all the cosmic epochs, from the early to the late times. Moreover, standard local
TEGR is recovered for τ = χ = 0, namely when n = 0, while modified f(R) gravity is
restored as soon as T and B are combined through the relation in Eq. (32).

The second solution of the Noether system (104) can be related to the first one for
appropriate combinations of the free parameters. For this reason, it will not be discussed in
this section (see101 for details). A Lagrangian corresponding to the third function of (104)
can be also obtained as a limit of Lagrangian (101) and reads as:

L = −6aȧ2
(
f0e

β0
δ1
φ − ε− 1

)
− a3ε̇φ̇. (110)

According to the constraints provided by the Noether Approach, we set χ = 0, ζ = 0, τ =

1. In this way, the equations of motion can be solved analytically providing

a(t) = eH0t, φ(t) = −2H0t, ε(t) = e−3H0t

[
f0 (3H0t+ 1)− ε1

3H0

]
− 1,

f(φ, ϕ) = f0e
β0
δ1
φ, (111)

and

a(t) = tp, φ(t) =
6p2 log(t− 3pt)

1− 3p
, ε(t) = f0(1− 3p)3(1−p)t2−3p ε0t

1−3p

1− 3p
− 1,

f(φ) = f0e
(9p2−9p+2)φ

6p2 . (112)

A further constraint must be imposed in the search of exact solutions, namely δ0 = β0. By
means of this imposition, the Euler-Lagrange equations and the energy condition can be
solved analytically, yielding the exponential and power-law scale factors in Eqs. (111) and
(112).

Finally, it is worth analyzing a further solution, coming from the introduction of a new
scalar field ψ, defined as:

ψ ≡ −φ+ ϕ = −�−1T + �−1B = �−1(−T +B) = �−1R. (113)

In this way, f(R) gravity can be straightforwardly recovered and the minisuperspace can
be reduced to Q ≡ {a, ψ, ε, ζ}. As a consequence of this assumption, the Noether system
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admits two solutions, namely

X5 = (ξ0t+ ξ1) ∂t −
α0

3
a∂a − 2c0∂ψ + (δ0 + δ1ε) ∂ε,

f(ψ) = −1 +
δ0
δ1

+ f0e
− δ1β0 ψ

X6 = (ξ0t+ ξ1) ∂t −
α0

3
a∂a − 2c0∂ψ + δ0∂ε,

f(ψ) = f1 +
δ0

2β0
ψ.

(114)

Both functions arise after a redefinition of the scalar fields φ and ϕ in Eq. (113) and thus
can be obtained from solutions (104) with an appropriate change of variables.The function
therefore turns out to be equivalent to f(�−1R), so that the action (50) can be recovered.
As a consequence, also the cosmological solutions are the same as in the case of curvature
based non-local gravity discussed in Sec. 4.

Notice that in Sec. 4, three different solutions occurred after the application of the
Noether identity. This difference is due to the form of the initial actions, where the torsion
scalar and the boundary term appear linearly.

7. Spherical Symmetry in Non-local gravity. The Case of S2 Star Orbit

In the previous sections, we dealt with non-local gravity in a cosmological background.
Here we apply the same method but in a spherically symmetric spacetime given by the
interval

ds2 = eν(r,t)dt2 − eλ(r,t)dr2 − r2dΩ2. (115)

In order to get analytic solutions by the Noether symmetries and obtain a suitable set of
equations of motion, we take into account the spherically symmetric action

S =
1

2κ

∫ √
−g
{
R[1 + f(φ)] + ε(r, t)(�φ−R)

}
d4x , (116)

where the auxiliary field φ to localize the dynamics has been defined as above.
In this way, the configuration space (the minisuperspace) is (Q ≡ {ν, λ, φ, ε}) because

the scalar curvature can be written explicitly in terms of the metric potentials eν and eλ.
Notice that the imposition

ν ≡ ν(r) = −λ(r), (117)

cannot be applied a priori, since the relation between λ and ν, related to the Schwarzschild
solution, occurs after the field equations resolution.

The purpose of this section is to show that the free parameters of the point-like spher-
ically symmetric Lagrangian, selected by the existence of Noether symmetries, can be as-
tronomically constrained taking into account the data coming from the S2 star, orbiting
around SgrA∗. The constraint will be performed in the weak field limit taking into account
Newtonian potential correction related to non-locality.
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It is worth noticing that the above action is written in terms of the scalar fields ε(r, t)
and φ(r, t), by means of the same localization procedure as the previous sections. The
Klein-Gordon equations with respect to φ and ε read, respectively:

δS

δφ
= 0 → �ε = −Rfφ,

δS

δε
= 0 → �φ = R, (118)

while the variation with respect to the metric yields the field equations

[1 + f(φ)− ε]Gµν = (DµDν − gµν�) f(φ)− 1

2
gµνDαεD

αφ+DµεDνφ. (119)

Before deriving the point-like Lagrangian, it is worth noticing that the metric depends both
on the radial coordinate r and on the coordinate time t. Therefore, the infinitesimal genera-
tor ξµ turns out to be a two-vector with components ξt and ξr. Considering the form of the
d’Alembert operator in spherical symmetry and integrating out the second derivatives, the
canonical Lagrangian reads as:

L(r, ν, λ) = e−
1
2 (λ+ν)

[
−eνr2νrφrfφ(φ) + eλr2λtφtfφ(φ)

−2eνf(φ)
(
eλ + rλr − 1

)
− 2eλ+ν + 2eν + eνr2εrφr + eνr2νrεr

−eλr2εtφt − eλr2λtεt + 2eνε
(
eλ + rλr − 1

)
− 2eνrλr

]
, (120)

whose symmetry generator is

X = ξt∂t + ξr∂r + α∂ν + β∂λ + γ∂φ + δ∂ε. (121)

The application of Noether’s Theorem to the point-like Lagrangian (120) selects the two
models106

X = (ξ0t+ ξt(r))∂t − 2ξ0∂ν + (γ0 + 2ξ0)∂φ + δ0(γ0 + 2ξ0)∂ε,

f(φ) = δ0φ+ f1

X = (ξ0t+ ξr(r))∂t −
ξ1
2
r∂r − (2ξ0 + ξ1)∂ν + γ0∂φ + ξ1(ε− δ0 − 1)∂ε,

f(φ) = δ0 + f1e
γ0
ξ1
φ.

(122)

In order to investigate the weak-field limit, we restrict the space of solutions to a sub-
class where the Birkhoff theorem holds, namely where both ν and λ are independent of
time. This assumption is reasonable, as a first approximation, since in the weak-field limit
a static and spherically symmetric spacetime is a solution of the field equations and reason-
ably represents the dynamics around SgrA∗. In this perspective, let us therefore consider
the line element

ds2 = A(r)dt2 −B(r) dr2 − r2dΩ2, (123)

and study the Post-Newtonian limit of the theory, with the aim to constrain the non-local
action by the observations coming from S2 star orbit. To this purpose, let us expand the g00

component of the metric up to the sixth order and the g11 component up to the fourth:

g00 ∼ O(6), g0i ∼ O(5) and gij ∼ O(4). (124)
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The expansions provide



A(r) = 1 +
1

c2
Φ(r)(2) +

1

c4
Φ(r)(4) +

1

c6
Φ(r)(6) +O(8)

B(r) = 1 +
1

c2
Ψ(r)(2) +

1

c4
Ψ(r)(4) +O(6)

φ(r) = φ0 +
1

c2
φ(r)(2) +

1

c4
φ(r)(4) +

1

c6
φ(r)(6) +O(8)

ε(r) = ε0 +
1

c2
ε(r)(2) +

1

c4
ε(r)(4) +

1

c6
ε(r)(6) +O(8),

(125)

with Φ(r) and Ψ(r) being the Newtonian potential coming from the expansion of g00 and
g11, respectively, while φ0 and ε0 are constants. Considering the second function of (122)
and setting δ0 = f1 = 1 and γ0 = ξ1, the Klein-Gordon equations together with the field
equations yield the system:

2B2
(
−ε+ eφ + 2

)
+ rB′

(
−2ε− rε′ + reφφ′ + 2eφ + 4

)
−B

[
−2ε+ 2

(
−r2ε′′ + r2eφφ′′ + r2eφ (φ′)

2
+ 2reφφ′ + eφ + 2

)
+ rε′ (rφ′ − 4)

]
= 0,

rA′
(
−2ε− rε′ + reφφ′ + 2eφ + 4

)
−A

[
2B
(
−ε+ eφ + 2

)
+ 2ε+ r2ε′φ′ + 4rε′ − 4reφφ′ − 2eφ − 4

]
= 0,

A2
[
−4B2eφ + rB′

(
rε′ − 4eφ

)
+B

(
−2r2ε′′ − 4rε′ + 4eφ

)]
+Br2

(
−eφ

)
(A′)

2
+Ar

{
B
[
2reφA′′ +A′

(
4eφ − rε′

)]
− reφA′B′

}
= 0,

A2
[
−4B2 − rB′ (rφ′ + 4) + 2B

(
r2φ′′ + 2rφ′ + 2

)]
+B

(
−r2

)
(A′)

2

+Ar {B [2rA′′ +A′ (rφ′ + 4)]− rA′B′} = 0,

(126)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to r. The solution of the above equa-
tions can be written in terms of the effective gravitational constant Geff = GNφc, with φc
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a real constant. Replacing the perturbations (125) into the above system, we get

A(r) = 1− 2GNMφc
c2r

+
G2
NM

2

c4r2

[
14

9
φ2
c +

18rε − 11rφ
6rεrφ

r

]

−G
3
NM

3

c6r3

50rε − 7rφ
12rεrφ

φcr +
16φ3

c

27
−
r2
(

2r2
ε − r2

φ

)
r2
εr

2
φ

 ,
B(r) = 1 +

2GNMφc
3c2r

+
G2
NM

2

c4r2

[
2φ2

c

9
+

(
3

2rε
− 1

rφ

)
r

]
,

φ(r) =
4GNMφc

3c2r
− G2

NM
2

c4r2

[(
11

6rε
+

1

rφ

)
r − 2φ2

c

9

]
−G

3
NM

3

c6r3

[
r2

r2
φ

−
(

25

12rε
− 7

6rφ

)
φcr −

4φ3
c

81

]
,

ε(r) = 1 +
G2
NM

2

c4r2

[
2φ2

c

3
−
(

13

6rε
− 1

rφ

)
r

]
+
G3
NM

3

c6r3

[
20φ3

c

27
−

(
1

r2
ε

− 1

r2
φ

)
r2 −

(
131

36rε
+

1

6rφ

)
φcr

]
,

where rε and rφ are length scales, related to the scalar fields ε and φ, which can be ad-
dressed to the non-locality. The experimental observations of S2 star orbit can be used
to constrain the free parameters φc, rφ and rε. From the second-order expansion of the
potential Φ, that is

Φ(2)(r) = −2GNM

r
φc, (127)

it is possible to infer that the constant φc must be equal to 1. In this way, the Newtonian
potential can be recovered as a particular limit. The other two free parameters must be
constrained by the two-body simulation of S2, orbiting around SgrA∗.

Let µ = M ·ms/(M +ms) be the reduced mass, with M being the mass of SgrA∗ and
mS the mass of S2.

According to the numeric data provided in Ref.,107 we vary the values of rε and rφ,
searching for those solutions which provides a lower χ2 than the Keplerian orbit (χ2 ∼
1.89). Following Refs.,106, 108 the reduced χ2 can be written as:

χ2 =
1

2N − ν

N∑
i=1

[(
xoi − xci
σxi

)2

+

(
yoi − yci
σyi

)2
]
, (128)

where (xoi , y
o
i ) and (xci , y

c
i ) are the observed and the theoretical apparent positions, respec-

tively. N is the number of observations, ν the number of initial conditions, σxi and σyi
the uncertainties of the observed positions. The graphs in Fig. 2 shows the χ2 in different
regions of the parameter space rφ − rε.
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Figure 2: Maps of the reduced χ2 in different regions of the parameter space. Figures
report the lengths rφ and rε in AU for all those simulated orbits of S2 star giving a lower
χ2 than the Keplerian orbit. The colors are darker when the fit is better, namely when the

χ2 is lower.

From the above graphs, we notice that the best value for rφ is comprehended in the
range rφ ∼ 0.1 − 2.5 AU. However, the analysis of the reduced χ2 can only constrain the
length rφ, since the parameter rε is related to the non-dynamical scalar field ε, which is
just a mathematical tool aimed at localizing the theory.

The potential energy in the weak-field limit can be calculated by means of the expansion
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of the potential Φ:

Φ(2)(r) = −2GNM

r
φc,

Φ(4)(r) =
G2
NM

2

r2

[
14

9
φ2
c +

18rε − 11rφ
6rεrφ

r

]
,

Φ(6)(r) =
G3
NM

3

r3

[
7rφ − 50rε

12rεrφ
φcr −

16φ3
c

27
+

2r2
ε − r2

φ

r2
εr

2
φ

r2

]
, (129)

so that the energy reads

UNL =− GNM

r
φc +

G2
NM

2

2c2r2

[
14

9
φ2
c +

18rε − 11rφ
6rεrφ

r

]
+
G3
NM

3

2c4r3

[
7rφ − 50rε

12rεrφ
φcr −

16φ3
c

27
+

2r2
ε − r2

φ

r2
εr

2
φ

r2

]
.

(130)

Eq. (130) contains non-local corrections related to the function f(φ), from which it is
possible to compute the precession per orbital period (see Fig. 3).

Figure 3: Precession per orbital period in two different regions of the parameter space.
Darker colors refer to lower values of the precession angles.

Finally, considering the values rφ ∼ 1.2 AU and rε ∼ 1.1 AU, which correspond to
χ2 ∼ 1.72, the comparison between the Kelplerian orbit of S2 star and the non-local orbit
yields the plot in Figs. 4-5.
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Figure 4: The Figure shows the comparison between the Keplerian and the non-local
orbit. Specifically, the red dashed line represents the Keplerian orbit, while the blue solid

line represents the orbit obtained in the non-local theory. The values of the parameters are
those providing the lowest χ2. ∆α and ∆δ are the coordinates of S2 star.

Figure 5: The Figure shows the best fit orbit in non-local gravity, with parameters rφ and
rε minimizing the χ2: rφ ∼ 1.2 AU and rε ∼ 1.1 AU. The fitted orbit is compared to the

data provided by NTT/VLT observations. ∆α and ∆δ are the coordinates of S2 star.

Figs. 4 and 5 show that some regions are in agreement with observations even more
than the Keplerian case. The selected non-local action is then reduced such that the scalar
degrees of freedom rφ and rε perfectly fit astrometric data. The results point out that cor-
rections coming from non-local gravity effects can be compared with data. This is just an
example but, in principle, other astrophysical scales can be fitted against data to highlight
possible non-local effects. See also.109

8. Conclusions and Perspectives

We examined some features of non-locality in Physics, mainly focusing on non-local the-
ories of gravity. Specifically, we considered three different classes of IKGs and selected
the corresponding actions by the Noether Symmetry Approach. In Sec. 4 a curvature based
non-local action F (R,�−1R) is considered. The existence of symmetries allows to find out
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exact cosmological solutions that naturally address accelerated behavior without any fine
tuning of parameters. It is worth noticing that the models selected by symmetries agree with
prescriptions of unitarity and super-renormalizability of some effective theory of quantum
gravity (see87–91 for details). This fact indicates that Noether Symmetry Approach could be
a criterion to select physically motivated theories (see also110).

From this point of view, a future perspective for cosmology coming from non-local the-
ories of gravity is to constrain free parameters by observation. An example in this research
line is reported in.111

In Secs. 5 and 6 non-local theories of gravity containing the Gauss-Bonnet term and the
torsion scalar are considered, respectively. Also in these cases, after localizing the theory
by means of an additional scalar field, we adopted Noether Symmetry Approach to select
viable models. The resulting scale factors turn out to present exponential and power-law
behavior. This means that non-local terms can not only reproduce all the main cosmic
epochs but also play the role of cosmological constant even without introducing any dark
energy. It is worth noticing that curvature, Gauss-Bonnet and torsion representations can
be always related each other giving a comprehensive approach to the possible extensions
of GR. In all particular representations of exteded gravity, non-locality plays an important
role with respect to the issues of Dark Energy, Dark Matter and Large Scale Structure.

As an example of this statement, in Sec. 7, we considered a minimal non-local extension
of GR in spherical symmetry. The related model can be constrained by astrometric data of
S2 star orbit. This analysis can be pursued by varying the length scales which minimize
the reduced χ2, until the latter fits the experimental observations better than the standard
Keplerian orbits. This fact, in our opinion, is particularly relevant because points out that
non-local effects can be directly investigated by observations at galactic scales. The spher-
ically symmetric analysis, however, is pursued only in f(R,�−1R) gravity. Nevertheless,
under given limits, both f(T,B,�−1T,�−1B) and f(G,�−1G) can reproduce similar re-
sults, in the sense that the free parameters coming from the Noether Symmetry Approach
can be constrained by the S2 star orbit. In the former case, we expect to recover exactly
the same results as in f(R,�−1R) gravity, if the torsion and the boundary term are com-
bined according to Eq. (32). This is due to the fact that the action in Eq. (98) is formally
equivalent to the Deser-Woodard action (116). However, if the boundary term is not con-
sidered, symmetries provided by f(T,�−1T ) are generally different and the spherically
symmetric analysis may not provide the same solutions. Nonetheless, GR is still recovered
in the absence of the non-local term and the free parameters arising from the Noether ap-
proach can be constrained to fit the astrometric data. Similar considerations also hold in the
case of f(G,�−1G) gravity, since, in some backgrounds, the Gauss–Bonnet invariant can
reproduce the dynamical behavior of the scalar curvature even without imposing the GR
limit.38, 39 In future works, we aim to study these non-local theories in a spherically sym-
metric space-time, comparing the results with those provided in Sec. 7 and constraining the
free parameters by observations.
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Appendix A. The Noether Symmetry Approach

Let us briefly summarize the main aspects of Noether Symmetry Approach, adopted in
Secs. 4, 5, 6 and 7. Basic foundations and applications of the general prescription can be
found e.g. in.57, 112–116 Besides the ordinary application of the well known Noether theorem,
we start by assuming that the Lagrangian is invariant under some transformation involving
coordinates xµ and fields φi, namely:{

x̃µ = xµ + εξµ
(
xµ, φi

)
+O

(
ε2
)

φ̃i = φi + εηi
(
xµ, φi

)
+O

(
ε2
)
,

(A.1)

with ξµ and ηi being the infinitesimal generators of the symmetry transformation. The total
generator of the transformation is therefore

X = ξµ∂µ + ηi
∂

∂φi
, (A.2)

and it is possible to show that if the condition[
ξµ∂µ + ηi

∂

∂φi
+
(
∂µη

i − ∂µφi∂νξν
) ∂

∂ (∂µφi)
+ ∂µξ

µ

]
L = ∂µg

µ, (A.3)

holds, then the quantity

jµ = − ∂L

∂ (∂µφi)
ηi +

∂L

∂ (∂µφi)
∂νφ

iξν −L ξµ + gµ, (A.4)

is a first integral of motion. Here gµ stands for a generic function of coordinates and fields,
called Gauge Function. By the definition

X [1] = ξµ∂µ + ηi
∂

∂φi
+
(
∂µη

i − ∂µφi∂νξν
) ∂

∂ (∂µφi)
, (A.5)

the identity (A.3) can be written as

X [1]L + ∂µξ
µL = ∂µg

µ. (A.6)

The vector X [1] is called first prolongation of Noether’s vector. In cosmology, where the
variables are only time-dependent, the definition (A.5) and the identity (A.6) take the form

X [1] = ξ
∂

∂t
+ ηi

∂

∂φi
+ ηi[1] ∂

∂φ̇i
= ξ

∂

∂t
+ ηi

∂

∂φi
+
(
η̇i − φ̇iξ̇

) ∂

∂φ̇i
, (A.7)

and

X [1]L+ ξ̇L = ġ
(
t, φi

)
, (A.8)
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respectively. If the variables in the Lagrangian are only a functions of the radius, the above
equations become

X [1] = ξ
(
r, φi

)
∂r + ηi

(
r, φi

) ∂

∂φi
+
[
∂rη

i
(
r, φi

)
− ∂rφi∂rξ

(
r, φi

)] ∂

∂ (∂rφi)
, (A.9)

and

X [1]L+ ∂rξ
(
r, φi

)
L = ∂rg

(
r, φi

)
. (A.10)

For internal symmetries, where the infinitesimal generator ξµ vanishes, the condition (A.3)
takes the form [

ηi
∂

∂φi
+ ∂µη

i ∂

∂ (∂µφi)

]
L = ∂µg

µ. (A.11)

By arbitrarily setting gµ = 0, the above equation can be recast in terms of the vanishing Lie
derivative of the Lagrangian along the flux of the generator X . Clearly, Eq.(A.11) gives rise
to a first integral into the Euler-Lagrange equations. This fact allows to reduce the dynamics
and, eventually, solve it. In all cases presented above, the procedure allows also to find out
physically motivated models.
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