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Abstract. We consider scalar-vector-tensor (SVT) theories with second-order equations of
motion and tensor propagation speed equivalent to the speed of light. Under the sub-horizon
and the quasi-static approximations we find analytical formulae for an effective dark energy
fluid, i.e., sound speed, anisotropic stress as well as energy density and pressure. We took
advantage of our general, analytical fluid description and showed that it is possible to design
SVT cosmological models which are degenerate with ACDM at the background level while
having gravity strength Ge.g < GN at late-times as well as non-vanishing dark energy pertur-
bations. We implemented SVT designer models in the widely used Boltzmann solver CLASS
thus making it possible to test SVT models against astrophysical observations. Our effec-
tive fluid approach to SVT models reveals non trivial behaviour in the sound speed and the
anisotropic stress well worth an investigation in light of current discrepancies in cosmological
parameters such as Hy and osg.
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1 Introduction

Pretty interesting discrepancies in cosmological parameters are challenging the standard
model of cosmology ACDM [1, 2]. Low red-shift measurements of pulsating (Cepheid vari-
ables) and exploding stars (Supernovae type Ia) allow a determination of the Hubble constant
Hj which disagrees (=~ 50) with the value inferred by the Planck Collaboration in the context
of the ACDM model [3-5]. A similar situation involves the strength of matter clustering pa-
rameterized as Sg. The ACDM value obtained from Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
anisotropies differs (2 — 30) when compared to Sg values determined by probes such as weak
lensing and galaxy clustering [6-19]. Although Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) is a key
ingredient in the standard cosmological model, there is a factor of &~ 3.5 discrepancy between
the theoretically expected abundance of lithium-7 and the observationally inferred abundance
obtained from absorption spectroscopy of metal-poor stars in the galactic halo [20-25]. By
measuring the sky-averaged 21 cm brightness temperature at red-shift z ~ 20, the EDGES
experiment indicates a value for the baryon temperature cooler than expected in ACDM
[26, 27]. However, a recent analysis bears out earlier concerns and shows no evidence for
non-standard cosmology [28].

These exemplifying discordances could be due to unaccounted for systematic errors in
analyses of current data sets, but thus far different analyses do not show a preference for
this explanation. There exists also the very interesting possibility that the lack of agreement
in some cosmological parameters measured by different experiments could also be due to a
misunderstanding of the underlying physics. In other words, data would be hinting at new
physics not taken into consideration within the standard cosmological model [29-31]. For
instance, a configuration of vector fields leading to an effective Early Dark Energy (EDE)
fluid with equation of state wgpg(z), sound speed ciEDE, and non-vanishing anisotropic
stress mgpg(2) could simultaneously soften Hy and Sg tensions [32].

The concordance cosmological model ACDM is not only a good fit for most astrophysical
measurements. Being relatively simple (i.e., it is described by six cosmological parameters),
the ACDM model is preferred over its alternatives in analyses performing Bayesian model
comparison [33]. However, we must bear in mind that, despite of its success explaining
observations, ACDM is just a pretty good Universe’s phenomenological description resting
upon elements yet to be understood, e.g., the cosmological constant [34, 35], the nature
of dark matter [36-43], inflation [44-48]. Unravelling the nature of dark matter as well
as deciphering the reason why the Universe is speeding up from fundamental physics has
motivated a considerable amount of research over the past decades.

In order to address the problem of the Universe late-time accelerating expansion two
paths are usually followed in alternative models to ACDM. On the one hand, it is expected
that new kinds of matter with the right properties (e.g., a negative equation of state w <
—1/3) will be discovered in laboratories. For instance, new particles in more complete theories
of fundamental interactions could dominate the energy content at late times, avoid fine-tuning
issues and be the reason why the Universe is speeding up [49-51]. These exotic matter
fields are collectively known as dark energy (DE). On the other hand, General Relativity
(GR) might require modifications despite its success [52, 53], making plausible to consider



modified gravity (MG) theories (for a review on DE and MG models see, for instance, [54]).
Nevertheless, thus far several tests performed up to extra-galactic and cosmological scales
agree very well with GR [55-57].

A number of popular DE and MG models (e.g., f(R), Brans-Dicke, kinetic gravity
braiding, quintessence, K-essence, etc.) can be nicely encompassed in a unified framework
put forward by G. W. Horndeski in 1974 [58]. The generalisation of covariant Galileons
led to the rediscovery of Horndeski’s theory which ever since got a lot of attention [59-61].
The theory constitutes the most general Lorentz-invariant extension of GR in four dimensions
considering non-minimal couplings between the metric tensor and a scalar field, restricting the
equations of motion to being second order in the derivatives of the field functions. Although
recent measurements of the propagation speed for gravitational waves severely reduced the
Horndeski Lagrangian [62-70], remaining degrees of freedom are well worth an investigation.

Construction of cosmological models is as important as model testing because in this
way we can decide about plausibility of different theories for describing nature. Testing
cosmological models is not a trivial task and besides the huge effort dealing with astrophys-
ical measurements (e.g., instruments design, data pipelines), it also requires development of
software to compute theoretical predictions for a given model. Boltzmann solvers are codes
widely used in cosmology nowadays and they have become fundamental for model testing.
These codes allow to not only compute the background evolution of a cosmological model,
they also solve the involved differential equations governing the evolution of perturbations.
CAMB [71] and CLASS [72] are two popular Boltzmann codes which focus on linear order pertur-
bations! and compute observables such as the CMB angular power spectrum and the matter
power spectrum, and thus make possible testing cosmological models against data sets.

There are in the literature a number of works where CLASS and CAMB were modified
to include cosmological models differing from ACDM. For instance, MG models have been
implemented by using functions parameterizing deviations from GR (i.e., p(a, k), v(a, k)) in
MGCAMB [74-76]; by solving the full system of differential equations for a given model as in
FRCAMB [77, 78]; by exploiting an Effective Field Theory approach as in EFTCAMB [79, 80]; by
using to good advantage a gauge invariant formalism in the framework of an equation of state
(EoS) approach for perturbations in CLASS [81, 82]. A remarkable step for the investigation
of alternative cosmological models was the development of Hi-CLASS [83] which implements
Horndeski theories and, without using neither sub-horizon nor quasi-static approximations,
solves differential equations for linear order perturbations. This was indeed not a trivial task
due to the high number of degrees of freedom in the theory.

It turns out that by using an Effective Fluid Approach? things can become easier when
implementing f(R) and Horndeski theories in Boltzmann solvers [86, 87]. Quasi-static and
sub-horizon approximations can be applied to these kinds of theories so that a fluid de-
scription is achieved for the effective DE fluid. Fairly general analytical expressions for the
equation of state wpg(z), sound speed ciDE (2, k), and anisotropic stress mpg(z, k) enable a
relatively easy implementation of these kinds of theories in CLASS. Interestingly, this effective
fluid approach leads to no significant loss of accuracy when compared to the exact compu-
tation of observables in Hi-CLASS and agrees pretty well with other approaches such as the
EoS [87-89].

Vector fields are also present in nature and it is plausible that they might be related to a
late-time accelerating universe [90-111]. After a successful construction of consistent theories

!Non-linear corrections are usually taken into consideration via fitting functions such as HALOFIT [73].
2For an effective fluid description of MG see, for instance, Refs. [84, 85].



for general scalar-tensor interactions, it was shown that a similar procedure can be worked
out for vector-tensor interactions, known as generalised Proca theories [112-116]. It turns
out that more general theories having second-order equations of motion and simultaneously
including a scalar field and a vector field, namely Scalar-Vector-Tensor (SVT) theories, were
also found [117-119]. Although SVT theories encompass both Horndeski and generalised
Proca theories, and therefore might have an interesting, new, richer phenomenology, they
have received little attention thus far in the literature. In fact, as far as we know, there is no
public Boltzmann code where SVT theories be fully implemented so that their phenomenol-
ogy can be investigated in detail [120]. This is a major disadvantage for model testing because
we cannot compare theoretical predictions against astrophysical measurements, hence seri-
ously decide about viability of alternative cosmological models. In this work we show that
SVT theories can be mapped into an effective fluid so that their phenomenology can be in-
vestigated through Boltzmann solvers such as CLASS. We apply quasi-static and sub-horizon
approximations to SVT theories and find fairly general analytical expressions for the quanti-
ties defining the effective fluid, that is, wpg(z), C?,DE (2,k), and mpE(z, k).> Our approach can
be useful to carry out further investigations, for instance, on general EDE and Relativistic
Modified Newtonian Dynamics (RMOND) models [32, 94].

The paper is organised as follows. Our notation is set in Section 2. We discuss SVT
theories in Section 3, and in Section 4 we explain the effective fluid description. Then we
show that our approach allows designing cosmological models having a behaviour in good
agreement with observations (Section 5). We give our concluding remarks in Section 6 and
provide details of our computations in Appendices A-E.

2 Perturbations in a general dark energy model

A popular approach to explain the current accelerated expansion of the universe, as well as
other observations, is to assume the existence of yet undetected matter fields generally called
as dark energy. In general, these new fields are treated as fluids having equation of state
w, sound speed c2, and anisotropic stress o [122]. Since we are interested in the late-time
dynamics, we consider the existence of a DE fluid aside non-relativistic matter (baryon and
dark matter). In addition, we take into consideration the gravitational field through the
FEinstein-Hilbert action so that

sz/d‘lx\/fg B{LRJrEerE], (2.1)

where g is the determinant of the metric g,,, R is the Ricci scalar, k = SWCEN , L is the
matter Lagrangian, and £ is the Lagrangian of an arbitrary fluid, which we will later identify
as dark energy.* From Eq. (2.1), as it is well-known, we can obtain the Einstein field

equations through the principle of least action

G = K (T,g;w + TW) : (2.2)

3While in this work we focus on DE, SVT theories have also been studied in inflation (see, for instance,
[121]).

4Definitions throughout the paper: speed of light ¢ = 1; K = 87Gx with Gy being the bare Newton’s
constant; (— 4 ++) for the metric signature; the Riemann and Ricci tensors are denoted respectively as R, g,
and Ry, = RO‘MW.



where G, is the Einstein tensor, T,E,T,n) and T}, are the energy-momentum tensors for matter
and arbitrary fluid, respectively. Since field equations (2.2) are rather general it is usual to
make a few assumptions. Recent analyses [2, 123] show that the standard cosmological model
ACDM is in very good agreement with observations. The model assumes a flat, linearly per-
turbed Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric that in the Newtonian gauge
reads

ds? = a(n)? [-{1 + 2¥(z,n)}dn? + {1 + 2®(z,n)}é;;da’da’] , (2.3)

which takes into account the existence of tiny inhomogeneities in the energy distribution of the
universe. In Eq. (2.3) a is the scale factor,  indicates spatial coordinates, 7 is the conformal
time, and ¥ and ¢ are the gravitational potentials. Observations and simulations indeed
support the assumption that on large enough scales the universe is statistically homogeneous
and isotropic [124-126]. Throughout the paper we assume the metric in Eq. (2.3), unless
otherwise specified.

We regard that our DE fluid is an ideal fluid also having tiny perturbations, so that its
energy-momentum tensor is given by

ThH = P&t + (p+ P)U*U,, (2.4)

where P, p, and U* = o' (1 — ¥, u) are respectively the pressure, the energy density, the
velocity four-vector, and w = ’. The linearised energy-momentum tensor then reads

Th = —(p+p), (2.5)
T = (p+ P)u;,
T' = (P +6P); + %1,

where p(n) and P(n) are the background energy density and pressure of the fluid, while
dp(x,n) and §P(x,n) are their respective perturbations, and Zij (x,n) = Tij - (5ikak/3 is its

anisotropic stress tensor.”

2.1 Background and linear perturbations
For the FLRW metric (2.3) the unperturbed Einstein field equations (2.2) read

W =20 (pu+p),  H =—2a (putp+3P), (2.8)
and describe the background evolution. In Egs. (2.8), H = %/ is the conformal Hubble
parameter, p,, is the background density of matter, and we have assumed that matter is
pressure-less.’

Now, we regard linear perturbations to the Einstein field equations (2.2) and work on
the Newtonian gauge (2.3). We find

3H (MU — @) — k2@ = Za? (07" + 0T (2.9)

K2 (MO — @) = S0 [pnbin + (5 + P) 6] (2.10)

5In our notation, a prime denotes derivative with respect to the conformal time. In addition, Greek indices
run from 0 to 3 whereas Latin indices take on values from 1 to 3.
5Note that H and the Hubble parameter H are related through H = aH.



k2

— o (@) (2H H) W H (V- 20) — 9 = ga%T@, (2.11)

R ACER I 3§a2(ﬁ + P)o, (2.12)

where 6 = ikJu; is the velocity divergence, 0, is the velocity divergence for matter, k is
the wavenumber, and we write the anisotropic stress as (p + P)o = —(l%il;’j — %&j)Eij.
We have assumed that matter has no anisotropic stress, o, = 0, and that its pressure
perturbation also vanishes, 07", 1M — 0. Conservation laws for energy and momentum lead
to a couple of differential equatlons governing the evolution of linear perturbations. If the

energy-momentum tensor for our general fluid is conserved, it satisfies V, T, = 0, specifically,

& =—1+w) (0 +39) —3H (- w) 0, (2.13)
/ 2

0 = —H(1—3w)0 — ——0 + — k25 — k20 + k>0, (2.14)
14w 1+w

where the equation of state parameter is defined as w = 1; , and the sound speed as c? = ‘;—1;
From Egs. (2.13)-(2.14), it becomes clear that when the equation of state crosses —1, prob-
lems emerge because there is a singularity. The trouble can be solved by a variable trans-
formation: we use the scalar velocity perturbation V = ik’ Toj /p = (1 + w)0 instead of the

velocity divergence 6. In terms of this new variable the evolution equations (2.13)-(2.14) are

Vo3
T=-3(1 e (o 1
) 3(1+w) y (5 —w) o, (2.15)
Vo k2 k2 2 k2
Vi=—(1=38w) -+ Sd+ (L4 w) W — oo, (2.16)

a’H ° a’H 3a?H
where we define the anisotropic stress parameter m = %(1 + w)o and a quote ’ denotes a
derivative with respect to the scale factor.

3 Scalar-Vector-Tensor theories

Although plausible, SVT theories have not gotten too much attention over the past years.
These theories can accommodate Horndeski as well as generalised Proca theories and might
have interesting phenomenology for the late-time universe [117]. In this section, we introduce
the most general SVT Lagrangian. Let us consider

6 5
L= V> L+ L, (3.1)
=2 =2

where terms EZ-ST represent the scalar-tensor interactions, and terms EiSVT denote the scalar-
vector-tensor interactions.

A scalar field ¢, a vector field A, and the gravitational field g, interact with each
other through the Lagrangians £§VT taking into account interactions with a broken U(1)



gauge symmetry. The Lagrangians for SVT interactions read

LVT = fo(p, X1, X2, X3, F, Y1, Y5, Y3), (3.2)
L3V = fa(p, X3)g" Sy + f3(¢, X3) A* AV S, (3:3)

£5VT = falp, X) R+ fax, (i, X) { (7, 4) = V, 4,97 40}, (3.4)
LVT = f5(<p X3)G"'V Ay + ME'N Voo + NEY S,

6f5X3(<,0, X3) {(VuA“) — 3(V, A"V, A,V AP + 2VPAUVTAPV"AT} . (3.5)
LT = folp, X1) L' P F, Fop + fo(p, X3) L' P Fy Fog
+ MEPG T 0oV, Vo 4+ NP S,08,5, (3.6)

where we have used the simplified notation g = g—g, for the derivative of any free function
g with respect to a scalar £. Let us define the different terms involved in Eqs. (3.2)-(3.6).
Firstly, note that the kinetic term of the scalar field ¢, the coupling between ¢ and the vector
field A,, and the quadratic term of A, are defined respectively by

1 1 1
X = —ivﬂww, Xy = —§A#V“g0, X3 = —§A#A“. (3.7)

Secondly, the antisymmetric strength tensor F),,, and its dual F1 are constructed from Ay

as
- 1
F,=V,A, ~V,A, F"= 55“’“5}7&5, (3.8)

where e#vof = M, "B is the Levi-Civita symbol. Thirdly, using F,, we can construct

the Lorentz invariant quantities

= _ZFMVFMV
Y1 = VoV, pFHYFY Yo = VA, FFYFT Y3 = A, A FFYFY, (3.9)
which vanish in the scalar limit when A, — V,7, 7 being a scalar field. Note that quantities

in Egs. (3.9) carry the intrinsic vector modes in the Lagrangian ESVT. Fourthly, in L’%VT we
find a symmetric tensor constructed from A, as

Sw =V, A, +V, A, (3.10)
Fifthly, note that the intrinsic vector modes in Lagrangians £§VT and E%VT are carried by
the tensors M and N given by
MEY = Ghs Ffve B = ghs foue oo, (3.11)
v - r- v 1z r- r-
ME™? = 2fox (o, XOFWEP - NE" = 3 foxa (o, XOPWER, - (3.12)

where

g,’;g = hs1(p, Xi)gpo + hs2(p, Xi) VoV + hsz(@, Xi) ApAs + hsa(p, Xi)ApVoep,  (3.13)
g,’}a = h51(, Xi)gpo + hs2(0, Xi)V ooV + hss(0, Xi) ApAg + hsa(p, Xi)ApVop, (3.14)



are effective metrics containing possible combinations of g,s, 4,, and V5, and X; is a short-
hand notation for the set {X, X2, X3}. Finally, the double dual Riemann tensor is defined
as

1
el — Zgwpvgaﬂ’YJRpmé. (3.15)

Scalar-tensor interactions are taken into consideration in Eq. (3.1) through the Horn-
deski theory

L5T = Ga(p, X1), (3.16)
L5" = —G3(p, X1)Og, (3.17)
£57 = Galw, X)R + Gax, (¢, X1) { (D) = VW,V Vi } (3.18)
L57 = G5(0, X1)G"' VY,V (3.19)

1
— 50, (0. X1) {(00)° = 3(00) VuVup V" Vo 4 2VH V0 V7V oV Vo

In Egs. (3.2)-(3.6), Egs. (3.13)-(3.14), and Egs. (3.16)-(3.19), all the f;, fi, hsq, hsi, and G;
denote free functions.

Although in its most general form the theory (3.1) has several free functions, it got
significantly constrained by the discovery of gravitational waves [62-68, 70, 127-132]. In the
next subsection we explain it with more details.

3.1 Remaining SVT theories

An anisotropic expansion of the Universe is strongly disfavoured [133], hence in this paper
we restrict ourselves to the FLRW metric in Eq. (2.3). Our matter fields will also respect
constraints on homogeneity and isotropy, thus we will regard a scalar field and a vector field
with the following configurations

p=pn) +op(xn),  Au=(Ao(n) +54o(z,n),dA4i(z,n)). (3.20)

By using definitions in Eqgs. (3.7)-(3.15), it is relatively easy to show that up to first order

in perturbation theory 3
F., =0, F =0, (3.21)

which implies
F=Y;=0, MY = NI =0, MHed = \rmwaB — o [l R g = 0. (3.22)

As aresult, Lagrangians (3.2)-(3.6) get reduced. In particular, £3VT becomes fa (¢, X1, X2, X3),
in chT the terms involving the matrices M and A vanish, while the Lagrangian E(S;VT fully
disappears.

3.1.1 Speed of gravitational waves

Taking into consideration the full Lagrangian of Horndeski theory (see Eqgs. (3.16)-(3.19))
and the remaining parts of the Lagrangians (3.2)-(3.6), we can obtain the propagation speed
of gravitational waves through the computation of the evolution equation for tensor modes.
For this calculation, the perturbed metric reads

ds? = a*(n) [—dn2 + {dij + hij(x, n)}dxidxj] , (3.23)



where h;; are the tensor modes. Using the metric (3.23), and the configuration for the fields
in Eq. (3.20), we compute the gravitational field equations for the tensor modes up to first
order. We get
i\ i L 27127
(R)" + (2H + 1) (b)) + Gkhi =0, (3.24)
where 7 is a drag term due to the expansionary dynamics and

/2 1

£y — A3 Aof5X3 LG+ ABfsxaM  Aofspy’ G + Gsx, He®  Gsx, o

2 = 2a* 2a? 2a? 2a% 2a4 (3 25)
T fy— ()f4X3 + Gy — Adfsx,H + Aofspe!  Gax, ¥ + Gso9?  Gsx  He®
4 2a% 2a2 a? 2a2 2a%

is the speed of gravitational waves, which agrees with the result presented in Ref. [119]. As
previously mentioned, observations indicate that the propagation speed of gravitational waves
is practically the speed of light. If we want general SVT theories to satisfy the constraint
c%, = 1 without fine-tuning,” the following free functions in the general Lagrangian have to
fulfill®

fa= fa(y), fs=constant, G4 = G4(p), G5 = constant. (3.26)

Consequently, the remaining SVT theories are given by
L3V = folp, X1, Xa, Xs),
L3V = f3(p, X3)g" S + fa(p, X5)AFAVS,,,
L5T = ~Ga(p, X1)Og,
L3t = Gu(p)R,

and the complete Lagrangian reads

L£=L3VT 4 VT 4 25T 4 8T (3.31)

ST SvVT SvVT
[:2 ‘C2 ‘C4

Note that the Lagrangian is contained in , while is taken into account in
[&T. Since G5 and f5 are constants, the Lagrangians [,§VT and EET are total derivatives.
As aresult £8VT and £5T are disregarded in (3.31); they do not contribute to the dynamics.
In the next sections, we focus on the cosmological implications of the Lagrangian (3.31). In
order to avoid very long expressions within the main text, we provide our results in terms of
coefficients defined in the appendices.

3.2 Equations of motion

Varying the action for the Lagrangian in Eq. (3.31) with respect to the metric g"¥, we obtain
the gravitational field equations

3
> gl + Z%ﬂ(l =3 l];”, (3.32)
i=2
while varying with respect to the scalar field ¢, and the vector field A, we get
3 4 3
, _ meoo_
Z;$+2;KZ—O, Z;A(“_O’ (3.33)

"In Bayesian statistics models that have to be finely tuned to fit the data are penalised by the Occam
factor [134].

8For the choice (3.26), the drag term 7 vanishes, and we get the usual wave equation for a mass-less field
hi; propagating at the speed of light A =1.



respectively. The terms gij, J;, and A" (7)» are associated with the SVT Lagrangians E;SVT

(i = 2,3), while %’p@ and C; are associated to EZ-ST (i = 3,4). The expressions for these
terms can be found in the appendices A.1, A.2, and A.3.

The background equations of motion are obtained after replacing the unperturbed
FLRW metric (2.3), and the zeroth-order part of the scalar field and the vector field [see
Egs. (3.20)] in Eqgs. (3.32) and (3.33). For the gravitational field equations, due to rotational
invariance, only the “time-time” equation and one of the diagonal “space-space” equations
are needed, i.e.

3 4 3 4
i i 1 (m 1 5_ i) i 1 _m

DG+ Y = 5T = 5a%m D_Gh + DAY = ST =0, (3.34)

=2 =3 i=2 i=3

where T’ ﬂn) = 0 since we have assumed that matter is a pressure-less fluid. For the scalar
field and the vector field we obtain

3 4 3
YNTi+> Ki=0, > Ai=0, (3.35)

where Ao(i) = A;, since only the time component of the vector field has dynamics at the
background level. The expressions for g(()f)) and %(Oi) are found in Appendix B.1, g{? and
%ﬁl(f) in Appendix B.2, those for J;, K; and A; in Appendix B.3.

Before discussing the linear perturbations of the model, we want to mention that our
results differ from those in Ref. [119] due to the choice of the vector field profile. In Ref.

[119], the homogeneous vector field is chosen as
A, = (N(t)Ap(t),0,0,0), (3.36)
where N(t) is the lapse function, which is defined in the background metric as
ds® = —N?(t)dt* + a*(t)d;;dx'da?. (3.37)

The choice (3.37) implies that X3 = A2/2, and thus the variation of £5VT with respect to N
will yield no terms with fax,. Furthermore, the Lagrangian EgVT will not contribute to the
first Friedman equation. In our case, these terms do appear in the first Friedman equation, as
can be seen in Appendix B.1, where fax, can be found and gég) is not zero. Having clarified
this aspect, let us discuss the first order perturbations of the theory.

Since we are only interested in scalar perturbations, we take just the scalar part of
the perturbed spatial component of the vector field in Eq. (3.20), namely, dA4;(x,n) =
0ip(x,m), where ¥ (x,n) is a scalar field. Having this in mind, the linear perturbations of the

~10 -



gravitational equations are given by

/

P ) k2 k2 0Ag k2
0:A1;+A (p + Az— <I>+A4\I/+<A5 5 u@>5¢+A6+A7 — % = 6pm, (3.38)

@l 6 ! 5A _me
oz01;+027@+03w+c45¢+0570+06¢— “ka : (3.39)
o ) P’ ) A k2 k2
0=Bi + B~ *0 +B3—+B4i+B5—+B6 SO+ <B7 ~ 3u¢> S (3.40)
;2 5A’ 5A
(Bg 5 +Bg> W+ Bio— +Bn—0
0= Gy (U + D) + Gy, (3.41)

corresponding to the “time-time”, longitudinal “time-space”, trace “space-space”, and longi-
tudinal trace-less “space-space” parts of the gravitational field equations (3.32), respectively.
Here, dp,, and V,,, are the density perturbation and the scalar velocity of matter, respectively.

The evolution of linear perturbations for the scalar field, for the temporal component,
and for the spatial component of the vector field are obtained from (3.33), respectively giving

CI)” 0 o’ 1) p/ k2
0= (‘D —‘r D4i + D5* <l)72 + Dg) o (3.42)

k2 k2 6A’ A
+ (Dga2 —m )5@+ <D10 . +D11> U+ Do~ +D13—0+D14 21/),

o 6g W 4 5A k2
0=F 5+ B2 4 +F3—+F4£+F5—0+F6—% (3.43)

S 5A ¢

v
OZHlﬁ-i—HQ +H3 +H4 (3.44)

All the coefficients in the first-order equations (3.38)-(3.44) can be found in Appendix C.

4 The effective fluid approach

In this section, we show that it is possible to rearrange the equations previously obtained,
in order to define an effective dark energy fluid.? First, note that an equation similar to the
gravitational field equations

Guw = (10 + 727, (1)

can be obtained in SVT theories if we define the energy-momentum tensor of dark energy as

1
T(0B = Gy —2 (Z G\ + Z A ) : (4.2)

9Effective quantities are also studied in Ref. [135].
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Then, we can extract an effective dark energy density and pressure as

7(PF) 1
poe = 00—, PDE_g—trT(DE), (4.3)

2 / 2 / 3 /F 2
_ O fox, | Ao fox, | Ajfoxs 2409 f3, 2459 f3,  ¢*Gay
PDE = —f2 + ) -+ ) : + P 4+ P - o T2
AfsxH  6ALH | 3¢°GaxH Op'GupH  6GiH* | 3K 4
a?t at at a? a? ka2’ ’
B 2A3A6f3X3 2404 f3 2A§A6f3 ©"0"%Gsx,  ¢*Gsy
DE = f2 + pr a2 ot P} T2
2(,0//G4<p 2¢/2G4@@ 2Aof3X3H 2A8f37’[ 90/3G3X1,H 2(,0/G4¢,H
+ a2 + a2 B at B at + at + a2
2G, 1> HP | AGyH! 2H
4.5
+ a2 ka? + a? ka2’ (4.5)

which allows us to characterize the effective dark energy fluid by its equation of state parame-
ter wpg = Ppg /ppE. The background evolution is governed by the usual Friedman equations
in Eq. (2.8).

First-order variables may also be extracted from the energy-momentum tensor in Eq.
(4.2). In general, we obtain expressions with the following structure:

6pD = ()0 + ()0 + ()W A ()@ 4 ()@ ()0 Ao+ ()i, (4.6)
= ()00 4 ()0  + (- )0" + (- )W+ ()W 4 ()@

+( @ 4 ()@ ()0 A0 + (- )6 Ay, (4.7)

Vo = (- )0@ + (- )0@" + (- )W 4 ()" 4 ()0 A0 + ()¢ (4.8)

However, the expressions in (---) are cumbersome and it is worthwhile to look for ways to
simplify them. Firstly, the quasi-static approximation (QSA) allows us to consider the grav-
itational potentials ® and ¥ as nearly time-independent functions during the matter dom-
inated epoch, in such a way that any time derivative of these potentials can be neglected.
Secondly, we assume the so-called sub-horizon approximation (SHA) where only modes deep
inside the Hubble horizon are physically interesting, i.e., k% > H?. Under these approxima-
tions time derivatives acting on perturbations variables and terms of order H xperturbation
can also be neglected.!® For example, applying the SHA in Eq. (3.42) we may simplify the
coefficient Dg as

2 IIG " /2G /2G 2 /G
DQ(SQO — (_fQXl - ¥ 23X1 . 24 43X1X1 +2G3<p . @ gchl . "2 :;XIH
a a a a
/SG
L ¥ 3)21)(17'[)5@
a
9 //G " /2G /QG
~ (—fle - PY RN 96, - £k ag%) 50, (4.9)

19See the appendix in Ref. [99] for a detailed explanation of QSA and SHA approximations.
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where we neglected terms of order Hdp. We apply the QSA and the SHA to the linear
gravitational field and scalar field equations [Egs. (3.38), (3.40), and (3.42)] to obtain

k‘2 2 k‘2

0=A43—5P+ As—5dp + Ar—5v — 6pm, (4.10)
a a a
k? k2 k2

O—Bﬁ (I)—|-B7 590+Bg 2\I’ (411)
k:Q k2 k2 k2

0= D7 CI)—i- (DQCLQ ) (5g0+D10 \I’+D14 2¢, (4.12)

where we had into account that in some models the mass m, of the scalar field may play
a significant role in the past, given that m, > H (e.g., quintessence). For the perturbed
vector field equations of motion (3.43)-(3.44), we only apply the QSA and neglect derivatives
of the fields obtaining

v 6 §A k?

0= Fg— + F4f(’p + F570 + Fe— 2 a 7/J (4.13)
v Se oAy

0= Hi— + HyZ + Hy=3 +H4w (4.14)

If we also applied the SHA to Eq. (3.43), we would obtain that the only relevant term would
be S—;w, yielding the trivial solution ¢ = 0. In that case, the gravitational field equations and
the scalar field equation will not be affected by the presence of the vector field; the system
would be reduced to that of Horndeski theory which was already studied in Ref. [87]. Note
however that our set of equations (4.10)-(4.12) agrees with results in Ref. [87] [see their Egs.
(91)-(93)] when the vector field vanishes.

Applying the approximations as explained above, we get five algebraic equations (4.10)-
(4.14) that we solve for the five perturbation variables ¥, ®, dp, 6 Ag, and ». We obtain

5 EWi + W, 5
¥ = Pm,
%Wg + %W4 + Ws
0Ag _ W6 —l— W7 + Wg b= ag Wg + Wio

a W3-|- 4W4-|- W5 Wg-l— W4—|— W5
k2 %Wu + me + Wis k2 aTW14 + ;QW15 + Wi
72(1) - kA k2 6pm7 72\:[] - - k4 k2 6107717 (415)
a aWs+ Wi+ Ws a aWs+ SWy+ Ws

where we took into account that some of the perturbations coefficients are related (see Ap-
pendix C),

A3 =Bg=Bg, Dig=A4s, D;=DB;, Dyy=Hy, A;=H,, FIs=Hs. (4.16)

The coefficients W; (i = 1,...,15) are given in Appendix D. Actually, we could have four
dynamical degrees of freedom. From Eq. (4.14), we could retrieve § Ay and insert it in the
approximated linear equations, thus reducing one dynamical degree of freedom. Nonetheless,
the procedure we follow might be clearer since the mentioned reduction yields results for @,
W, ¢, and ¥ much more complicated to handle.
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From the expressions for the potentials in Eq. (4.15), we can characterize deviations
from GR by defining the gravitational slip parameters

U+d %(Wu — Wha) + g(Wu — Wis) (4.17)
o %Wn + %Ww + Wi ’ '

4 2
O EWi A+ EWi+ Wi

vT=—3 = )
U EWi A+ W+ W

Ui

(4.18)

where the GR case corresponds to 7 = 0 and v = 1. Note that the expressions of the
gravitational potentials can be written as Poisson-like equations if we define parameters Gog

and Qe such that ) )
%\IJ = _;éjjfépma %(I) = %Qefffspm‘ (4'19)

These parameters also characterize modifications to gravity. The GR case corresponds to
Get/Gn = 1, and Qe = Gy, with ® = —U. In the case of SVT theories, as shown in
Eq. (3.41), the presence of the scalar field prevents both potential to be opposite. Hence,
anisotropic stress in SVT theories is sourced solely by the scalar field whenever the function
G4(p) is not a constant. Note that, under this scheme, generalised Proca theories do not
admit anisotropic stress.

As we will show below, the parameter Geg largely determines the evolution of the growth
of matter perturbations. Using the QSA and the SHA in the Egs. (2.15) and (2.16) for matter
(Wm = €3, = T = 0), we get

Vin Vin k2
Vo ~——— Vip~——+4+ —==V. 4.20
" a?H’ " a + a?H (4.20)
Therefore, differentiating the equation for §’,,, inserting V', in that derivative, and using
the Poisson equation for ¥ in Eq. (4.19), the evolution equation for §,, will be given by

g 3, H(a)) 3 QoGett/Gn
@)+ (24 ) oma)

Hence, by solving Eq. (4.21), we can determine the growth factor. We will work out a fully
numerical solution of Eq. (4.21) in the Sec. 5.3 for a specific Gog obtained from our designer
SVT model, which we will describe in Sec. 5.

In what follows we will consider perturbations to the effective dark energy under QSA
and SHA in two cases: i) non-vanishing anisotropic stress mpg; ii) G4 = constant and hence
vanishing anisotropic stress mpg = 0.

2m5m(a) = 0. (4.21)

4.1 SVT theories with non-vanishing anisotropic stress

Now, we apply the QSA and the SHA to the quantities in Eqgs. (4.6)-(4.8). We proceed
as follows. Since the QSA breaks down due to rapid oscillations of the scalar field [87],
we use the trace-less “space-space” equation (3.41) in order to solve for dp in terms of the
gravitational potentials. By differentiating (3.41), we can also solve for the derivatives of dyp,
also applying the QSA and the SHA at the end of the differentiation. For instance, for the
first derivative we get

G
§¢' = —%gp'&p — (U + D). (4.22)
)
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This is the reason why we discriminate models with and without anisotropic stress: since
G4 = constant when anisotropic stress vanishes, Eq. (4.22) would diverge. When we deal
with models having a non-vanishing anisotropic stress we can then replace the potentials
using the Poisson equations in Eq. (4.19), leaving all the expressions in terms of dp,,. We
obtain

5 Z1 + a4 Z2 -l- Z3 + Z4(S 5P — 1 Zg + Zg + Zl() + Z11
e T e i + 2y OPm OTDE=ag Zg, +k Kz + ez T
appE Vop — ﬁZla + EZM + Zl5 ) POETDE = k2 (W14 - Wn) (Wis — Wl2)5p
ke BZs+ 5Z+ 57 @ By w4 W "
1 Z —|— Z —I— Z +Z
8 9 10 + 211 (4.23)

2
C =
PP 3Zl2 Zl + Ly + K Zs+ Zy

The coefficients Z; (i = 1,...,15) are presented in Appendix E.1. Due to the presence of
the anisotropic stress, the sound speed in Eq. (4.23) does not fully determine the stability
of sub-horizon perturbations. This can be seen by solving Eq. (2.13) for § and substituting
the result (and its derivative) into (2.14). Doing so, we obtain the following second-order
equation for §

5P
op

oP

/
8"+ (1 — 6w)HS + 3H ( ) +3[(1—3w)H* + ] (ﬁ — w5> — 3HW'$

opP

I/H> %(p,} 2 [(Hw)\p+ﬁ _ ;W] o (4.24)

1+

—3(1+w) [‘b" + <1 — 3w +

where we have used the relation 7 = %(1 +w)o. For sub-horizon modes, the last term factor-
ized by k? in Eq. (4.24) is the relevant term which determines the stability of perturbations.
Since the potential scales as U ~ 1/k? for these modes, therefore, the stability of sub-horizon
perturbations is driven mainly by an effective sound speed defined as [136]

c2 _ 62 2 PDETDE
s,eff = “s,DE = o
3 OppE

(4.25)

Thus far the discussion has been quite general, providing analytical expressions for the
field perturbations dp, 0 Ay, 1, and the potentials ® and ¥ in Egs. (4.15). Now we want to
test our equations against known results in literature, namely: f(R) theories, quintessence,
and generalised Proca. We also indicate some possible, minimal modifications in the context
of SVT theories.

e f(R) Theories

Through a conformal transformation, f(R) theories can be seen as a theory for a scalar field
non-minimally coupled to R. This theory will be contained in SVT theories if we do the
following identification

RF — f R 1 F 1

fQZ_Ta f2¢:_§7 f2ww:_ﬁa G4:5, G490:§7 (4.26)
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where F' = fr = \/kp, Fr = frr; unspecified derivatives and free-functions are set to zero,
and we have assumed x = 1. Replacing (4.26) in Eqgs. (4.4)-(4.5), we get the well-known
expressions for the density and pressure of DE in f(R) theories:

2
a’poE = —% +3H? + 3FH' — 3HF, (4.27)
25 a*f 2
a”Ppp = —= — (L+2F)H” — (2+ FYH'+HF + F". (4.28)

Under the QSA and the SHA, replacing the above functions [Eq. (4.26)] in Eqgs. (4.15) we
get for the perturbation variables

F
6S0 = 7Rk:26pm7 5A0 - 07 w - 07
F+35Fr
F + 4% Fp F 428 Fp

- Sp
2B F2 L 65 Py

9

= 5pm. (4.29)
2B F2 L 65 Py

Since ® # —V, the slip parameters are not constants and Eqs. (4.17) and (4.18) become

2B F Frok
n=-——2F y="Tat (4.30)

F + 20,72FR F+4a72FR

The effective DE perturbed quantities in Eq. (4.23) take on
(1 - F)F +(2-3F)% Fg 1 25 Fp + 155 Fpp? L1
5PDE = 2 5pm7 5PDE =5 14 12 5Pm7
F(F + 35 Fg) 3F 3G Fp+ S F
1 (F + 65 Fp)F’ L Fr
PpEVDE = 55 N Pm, PDETDE = —*—5——0pm. (4.31)
2F Fi3BE, F2 435 FFg

These results are in perfect agreement with those reported in Refs. [86, 87, 137].
¢ f(R) 4+ Cubic Vector Interactions

We can have minimal modifications to f(R) theories by adding cubic interactions coming
from the vector sector in SVT theories. If we assume f3 = constant, we see that in order
to get non trivial solutions, fg must depend at least on . Assuming Eqgs. (4.26), f3 = 0,
f3 = fg(«p), and x = 1, from the background equation of motion for the scalar and vector
fields (3.35), we obtain

A2 - , AL _
20 fap (A — HA) =0, —23 (FooF' +31f5) =0, (4.32)

and therefore, ) )
3Hf3 = —f3,F', Ay =HA. (4.33)

Note that the right-hand side expression in the last equation can be recast as (%)’ = 0.
In generalised Proca theories, a vector field fulfilling this condition characterizes de Sitter
solutions [99], which is not the case in this vector f(R) theory. Using Eq. (4.26) and Eq.
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(4.33) in Eqgs. (4.4)-(4.5), we get the same density and pressure given in Egs. (4.27) and
(4.28), meaning that the background evolution of this new model is not modified by the
inclusion of the vector field. However, perturbations do get a contribution from the vector
field. Replacing the new configuration in Eqgs. (4.26) and (4.33) in the expressions in Eq.
(4.23), we get

FFA
(1— F)F + (2 — 3F)5 g + 272 fg“’(l—l—ﬁi%)

5PDE = 2 F' A3 Pms
F{F+3?FR_2FR |:4( +4k2F )f330+Ff35050i| a4FO}
4 2 7 z FFA3 2
5Py — L _2a PRt 55 FRF” + 56 — 2fa,= (L 458
= 1 2 F' A3 Fr k2 2 ~ ~ m»
3F 3K pp 4 B p — 20l R [4 (1 + —4§;k2) f3p + Ffzw]
_ 1 (F + 6% Fr)F’
PDEVDE = 5F e FRF 2 - ——=0pm,
F+3 Fr—2 |:4<1+4F k2>f3ap+Ff390go]
_ & Fr
PDETDE =

FAFR

— ——0pm. (4.34)
F2+3k FFrp—2 [4 (1+4F kg)f3¢+Ff3W]

The phenomenology of these kinds of models could therefore add new features or help
addressing current discrepancies in cosmological parameters as discussed, for instance, in Ref.
[32].

4.2 SVT theories with vanishing anisotropic stress

If the DE anisotropic stress vanishes, then ® = —W¥ and from Eq. (3.41) G4 does not depend
on the scalar field. For the sake of simplicity, we assume G4 = 1/2x so that £5T in Eq. (3.30)
equals the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian. Applying these assumptions in Eqs. (4.6)-(4.8) as
well as the QSA and the SHA, we get

6 4 2
EVi+ 5+ 554y, 1 4Y8+ 2Y9+Y10
5/0DE = 16 14 52 5pm7 0PpE = 3 k6
$Y5 + anG + aﬁY’? Y5 + }/6 + Y7
4 2 4 2
APDE { BV 4+ 5 Y1 + Yis ) 2 1 EYs+5Y+ v (4.35)
DE = 75 s DE — 5 . .
K @Vt aYot e T BV et YY)

The coefficients Y;, (i = 1,...,14) are presented in Appendix E.2. Next we present a few
examples of SVT theories with vanishing DE anisotropic stress.

¢ Quintessence

The typical Lagrangian of a quintessence scalar field can be recovered by defining

fo=X1 - V(C,O), f2<p = - <p7 f2<p<p = _V<p<p7 Gy = (4-36)

~—

while any other function vanishes, and x = 1. Using the definitions (4.36) in Eqgs. (4.4) and

(4.5) we get the usual density and pressure

poE=X1+V, Pop=X1-V. (4.37)
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The full perturbations in Eqgs. (4.6)-(4.8) are simply given by

/ / 12 / / /2

1)
dpom = £ 4 Voo = ow oPos = EO5 —Vodp - Low, (4.38)
) 0P
PDEVDE = k%tilM, Cz DE = DE. (4.39)
a ’ dpDE

Note however that, under the SHA and the QSA, Eqgs. (4.35) provide simplified expressions
/2

%2 2 0pm, PoEVDE =0, cipp=1. (4.40)

dppE = 0Ppg =
These results agree with those reported in Refs. [87].
e Quintessence + Cubic Vector Interactions

The phenomenology in the previous example can become more interesting by introducing
a vector field, as we did for f(R) theories in Subsection 4.1. Replacing the quintessence
functions (4.36) in the background equation of motion for the scalar and vector fields in Eq.
(3.35), and assuming that f3 = 0 and f3 = f3(¢), we get

A2 A2 /- "
@+ 2HY +a?V, — 2fa, 0 (A~ HAg) =0, —20 (fgq,go, n 3Hf3) —0.  (4.41)

We see that the usual Klein-Gordon equation for a scalar field is recovered when the vector
field fulfills Aj = HAp. Using the expression in the right-hand side of Eq. (4.41) and the
functions (4.36) in Eqgs. (4.4)-(4.5), we get that the background density and pressure are
_ 2 A%, -
ppE=X1+V, Ppp=X; -V — g%fsw(flf) —HA). (4.42)
Under the QSA and the SHA, the sound speed is now more involved due to non trivial
contributions to the pressure perturbation in Eq. (4.35)

1) 3o fs r  AABALY fs
) Ag ® _ 24549 ®
Sppp = ® sy Py = SH__ 5, (4.43)
2]{32 _4143@0 f3<p 2]{72 414%%0 f3<p
. 2A/ lfS
1 9242 ! A 12 AARAYY [
PoeVbs = — 0l J0 5, 2P T e (4.44)

2 A3/ A3 s .
ak k2 -9 0%22f3¢> 4,0/2-1—2 0922f3v
Note that in this case the velocity perturbation does not vanish and the sound speed in
general ¢? [y # 1.

e Generalised Proca

Generalised Proca theories are obtained from the SVT Lagrangian (3.31) by assuming

that
1

1
f2=f(X3), fs = 5fs(Xs), Ga=g, (4.45)
while all the other unspecified functions vanish, due to the constraint coming from the speed
of gravitational waves, namely ¢z = 1[99], and we have assumed x = 1. The second Friedman
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equation and the vector field equation of motion obtained from Egs. (3.34) and (3.35), using
(4.45), are the following constraints

Alfax, HE M AoApfox A 3HAZ
o olt p A0fes o Lo SR~ 14
3a? + a? + a? + 202H 0, a? Joxs at Joxs =0 (4.46)

Using the equation in the right-hand side of Eqs. (4.46) to eliminate fsx,, the corresponding
background density and pressure for generalised Proca model [see Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5)] are
given by

fa—

Ao(Af — HA)
WfQXS' (4.47)

The full perturbations in Eqgs. (4.6)-(4.8) for the effective DE fluid read

ppE = —f2, Ppg = fo—

Sppi = (Agfflf?’x'“‘ - 2ol SAgffé?’X'“‘H) g - 2l
N A((Qg;_fgql, N <3A(2()1];2X3 B Aéf;fng?, N 3A8f:jz)égxg7'l> v, (4.48)
PpEVDE = :z@% (A0 — AgV¥), (4.49)
4
6 Por = élézﬁ 04 + (A8A6£’X3X3 2?2{2(3 ~ Aol 3;(;)(3%) 840
N (A%éfzxg _ A6A6£X3X3 _ 4Agjzg7{l2xs Aéfgjgxgﬂ> . éﬁa?;f V. (4.50)

These results are very similar to those reported in Ref. [138], but they are not equal since
differences arise due to a different choice for the vector field profile. Under the QSA and the
SHA, these perturbed quantities take the following simple form

A3 fox Ap fax, A
SppE = — 0= ——6pm,  PDEVDE = —5 iy HOpm ~ 0,
PDE A% f2X3 pYE: Ag P PDE VDE Ag f2X3 1) P
2 A2 fox, — 3a’fs 2 2d%f,
§Ppp = — —0-=23 8pms Crpp = —= , 4.51
DE 3 A(Q)f2X3 + 2]{?2 P s,DE 3 A(2)f2X3 ( )

where we have used the equation in the left-hand side of Egs. (4.46) to eliminate A{,. Then,
under these approximations, DE in generalised Proca theories is on its rest-frame, and the
sound speed cg pg is different from 1.

In Refs. [790, 99], authors investigated a particular model where the free functions are
given by

fo = bXI,  fy = %cxg,}, Gy = % (4.52)

where b, ¢, m, n, are constants. This power law Proca model has a phantom equation of state
of dark energy when A oc H ~1, with p = 2(n—m) +1. Because in the next example we want
to show how the introduction of a scalar field can change the dynamics of the generalised
Proca model (4.52), we will assume b=c= -1, m=1n=>5/2.

From the second Friedman equation and the equation of motion for the vector field in

Egs. (4.46), and using (4.52), we get

Aj 2243 HAy, 4V2d? 9 ,
@ 54 e A (7 + 27

A 95/8,41/4
a  1pl/AN1/4

(4.53)
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Under these assumptions, the approximated perturbations (4.51) read

5 91/4,5/2 5 5P 1 91/4,5/2 5 ) 1
PDE = —21/4a5/2 NV TTE Pmis DE = —§21/4a5/2 EVTTE Pms CsDE = 3
(4.54)

e Generalised Proca + Scalar Interactions

We modify the generalised Proca model (4.52) in the following way

fo=bXM + X]. (4.55)
Taking the same powers, namely, b = ¢ = —1, m = 1, n = 5/2, from Eqgs. (4.35) the
approximated perturbations in Eqgs. (4.51) are modified as
25/45/2 4 \/T5H " ) 1 95/445/2

o = — =3

PPE = " os/ig52 — o /ispk2 ™ DB T 395/465/2 4 \/i5H
while 0 Ppg, is the same given in Eq. (4.54). Therefore, in this case the sound speed of scalar
perturbations ciDE is in general time-dependent.

5 Designer SVT

For the SVT theories regarded in this work, Egs. (4.23) and (4.35) represent analytical
expressions for the effective DE perturbations under the QSA and the SHA. General SVT
theories have several free functions (i.e., fa(¢, X1, X2, X3), f3(p, X3), f3(p, X3), Gs(p, X1),
and G4(p)) which could be useful for unravelling conundrums in the standard cosmological
model. In this section, we will show an example of how our effective fluid approach to SVT
theories makes it possible to design a cosmological model matching the background evolution
in the ACDM model while having non-vanishing DE perturbations. We will designate this
model as SVTDES.

5.1 Designer procedure

To begin with, note that using the Leibniz rule, the general equation of motion for the scalar
field in the left-hand side of Eq. (3.33) can be recast as

Vi, =K, (5.1)
where

Ju = (—fox, + Gsx,Op + 2G3¢) Ve + Gsx, VX1

1 N

+ <_2f2X2 —2f35 + 4X3f3g0> Ay, (5.2)
Ky = fap — 24,V s, — 2fa, (A, VHAY + AVVHFA,) A, + 4X3A, V! f3,

+ VHG3,V 0 + Ga,R, (5.3)

where [ = V,V” is the usual Laplacian operator. Substituting the background configuration
for the fields [see Eq. (3.20)] in the Eq. (5.2), we find that only the temporal component of
the current J, does not vanish

_ HSD/ / 1 A% x
Jo=J(n) = ( —fox; — 35 Gaxy +2Gsp | 91+ | =5 foxs = 230 + 25 f ) Ao, (5.4)
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and satisfies the differential equation

J + 21T + a*K, = 0. (5.5)
When K, = 0, the solution of Eq. (5.5) is simply
J,
T(n) ===, (5.6)

where J. is a constant. If J. = 0, then the system is on the attractor solution. If J. # 0,
then the system is out of the attractor and interesting phenomenology might emerge. We
will assume that J. is small, and as we will see later, it will serve as a parameter tracking

deviations from ACDM.
Avoiding fine-tuning of the functions, the term K, can be zero if we demand

f2<,0 = 07 f350 = 07 f~3tp = 07 G3<p = 07 G4QD = O) (57)

which implies that the remaining SVT free-functions must be of the form

fo= fo(X1, X2, X3), fs=f3(X3), fs=f3(X3), Gs=Gs(X1), Gi= constant.
(5.8)
From now on we will assume G4 = 1/2 and x = 1. Note that conditions (5.7)-(5.8) on the
effective DE density (4.4) and pressure (4.5) yield an effective DE equation of state

fo + ) (942 41 9 433 1 (o9 — ) Ea

wpp = : e (59)
A A 383G H
ot 4 f2x1 4 Osoagw(g 4 0£§X3 _ 643 H(f?,X; +f3) @ aZX1
Since G4 is a constant, Eq. (3.41) implies ® = —W, or in other words, we are designing a

model with no anisotropic stress. Note that using the conditions (5.8), we can rewrite the
Friedman equation [left-hand side of (3.34)], the equation of motion for the scalar field [Egs.
(5.4) and (5.6)], and the equation of motion for the vector field [right-hand side of (3.35)],
respectively as

7—[2 2mo 1 2 2 2
0=——5 +Hi—5 —fot+ X X = X3 fox.
7 tHo— 5 — gt 3Xifexy + 3 X fox, + 5 X3f2x,
3/2 3/27‘[ ~
+ 2\/§X1 EG3X1 - 4\/§X3 o (f3X3 + f3) ) (5.10)
J. H V3
0= "% —6X1—Gax, — V2X, " fox, = X5 faxe, (5.11)
H ~ V2
—V2X;" fax, + 12X3— <f3X3 + f3> - TXll/zfgxz, (5.12)

where we have defined the density parameter of matter 0,0 = pmo /3Hg ~ 0.3; pmo is the
density of matter today and Hj is the Hubble constant. In Eqs. (5.10)-(5.12) we replaced
the fields ¢’ and A by the variables

" ¢'Ag A3

2w 2= 5a %= (5:13)

We are interested in a particular model in SVT theories whose background evolution matches
identically that of ACDM, where the Hubble parameter is given by

X =

H? = a®HZ (Qmoa ™ + Qno), (5.14)
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where Qa9 &~ 0.7 is the density parameter of dark energy today. From Eq. (5.9) we can
see that f3x, + fz =0, Gsx, = 0, and fa = constant imply wpg = —1 as in the standard
cosmological model. In this case, the vector field equation of motion (5.12) is trivially satisfied
while from Eq. (5.11) we see that the scalar field is on the attractor solution J, = 0.
Furthermore, the Friedman equation (5.10) and its solution for ACDM (5.14) allow us to
determine fy = —3H§Q A0- Such a model has vanishing DE perturbations. Next we will show
that there exists a SVT model matching ACDM background while having non-vanishing DE
perturbations.

For SVT theories assuming Eq. (5.8), in general ppg depends on X7, X», and X3, and
thus from the Friedman equation (5.10) we see that 7 might also be also a function of these
terms, i.e., H = H(X1, X2, X3). We can consider a further simplification, by noting that
X2 = X1 X3 up to first order in perturbations, therefore we can assume fo = fo(X1, X3) and
H = H (X1, X3). These assumptions imply fox, = 0 and using Egs. (5.10)-(5.12) we find

JA2XY2 2
f2(X1, X3) = —3HZQp0 + 971 [HQ - QAo} , (5.15)
m0 0
; J.H? JeQ0 2V2H J.X{*Hy, (516)
2X, = - :
b VREEX e V22X Qe H§ Qo
W2HJI. X H
foxy = v2 ool s (5.17)
H2Qmo
2 J.Hy
el = _- L 5.18
- 10X
f3X3 + f3 == 51/2172)(3, (5.19)
Xa2H2Om0

where we have used the expression for the Hubble parameter in the standard model H? =
I—Ig(Qmocf3 + Q). We can now assume that the Hubble parameter can be written in terms
of X7 and X3 as

X1\ /X"
H(X,X3)=Hy | — — 5.20
( 1 3) 0 <Hg> <Hg> ) ( )

where n and m are constants. Note that the units in the previous expression are correct,
given that [X;] = [X3] = HZ. For the sake of simplicity, we further assume f3 = 0 which in
turn defines f3 from Eq. (5.19) and keeps alive the vector interactions in the model.!! From
Egs. (5.15)-(5.20) it is possible to obtain expressions for fa, fax,, foxs, G3x,, fg in terms of
X1 and X3. In order to close the system, we assume that X; and X3 depend on H as

X10 X30

M= B e

(5.21)

where [X;0] = Hé’”, [Xs30] = H§+q, p and ¢ are constants. Thus, the problem of finding a
model in SVT theories with the same background as ACDM is reduced to find an appropriate

" Under the conditions (5.7), the cubic interactions of SV'T theories are present at the first-order level only
through the combination f3x, + f3. See Appendix A where the perturbations coefficients in Egs. (3.38)-(3.44)
are shown.
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set of parameters {n, m,p, ¢}. From the effective DE density (4.4) and Egs. (5.14)-(5.21) we
obtain

ppE = 3HEQ 0

~ (2n—1)p+2mq+2 np+mqg—1
4V2HE (m +n)J [Q, D Q, oz
| W2H(m + n) [ 0 +QA0} (1 - [a?? +QA0} ) , (5.22)

QmO a—
so that for
np +mq =1, (5.23)
the model matches the AQDM background evolution, while having non-vanishing perturba-
tions: ppg = 3H§QA0, Ppr = —ppE, wpg = —1. We choose
1
n=1, m=-2, p=2, 7= (5.24)

as a suitable set of parameters yielding manageable expressions for the perturbations in Eq.
(4.35). Then, the choice (5.24) defines our SVTDES model

X)X
Hg H02 AO| >

f3=0, f3= i (5%2) R (féy,
3X 200

1) (),

- 5.25
3H2 00 T T (5.25)

V2HJ X,

fo = —3HQn0 +
QmO

Gax, =

where J = J./Hj is dimensionless. The equations of motion for the scalar field (5.11)
and the vector field (5.12) are trivially satisfied for the SVTDES model. Having defined the
background evolution for the SVTDES model, we will focus on the evolution of perturbations
which are defined by the coefficients Y; in the Appendix E.2. The non-vanishing Y; for the
SVTDES model (5.25) are the coefficients Y7, Ys, Y3, Y5, Y5, Y3, Yo, Y11, Y12, which yield

2V2J
5PDE ~ \/a (Qmo + aggAO)
210
28a 5 96a
y 32 (2 0pm, (5.26
2900 + 20630 T <k2 8ak? + 273H{ o + 336(131{391\0)] pre (520

aH&j&pm
3V2k2Qm0/a (mo + a3Qao) (8ak? + 273 HE Qo + 336a3 HZno)
X [13Qum0 (8ak? + 615H5Qmo) + 4a®(8ak? + 3669 HG Qo) Qa0 + 5952a° HGOR]

5PDE ~

(5.27)

B 16\/§ang5pm
3Qm0(29m0 + 20a3Qn0) (8ak? + 273 HZ Q0 + 33643 HZQ0)
X (Qumo (20ak? + 1161HE Qo) + a® (8ak® + 1T9LHGQYno) Qao + 576a° HGNR)

PDEVDE ~ (5.28)
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02 _ Hg(QQQmO + 20(13QA0)
s,DE 4 (Qmo + a3QA0)
X (130 (8ak® 4+ 615HE Yno) + 4a® (8ak® + 3669 H o) Qo + 5952a° HG Q3
x [32a2k* + 396aH2 k> Qo + 16965H3 O3
+ 36a® H2 (24ak? + 905 H2Qn0) Qa0 + 144000 HIOZ ) 71, (5.29)

where we have assumed J < 1. We have replaced X; and X3 in terms of H using Egs.
(5.21) and (5.24), then H can be written in terms of a by using Eq. (5.14). It becomes clear
that dppr, dPpE, and Vpg, vanish for J = 0, therefore we recover ACDM, i.e., there are
no dark energy perturbations. In the following subsections, we will explore the cosmological
implications of the SVTDES model (5.25), always tracking deviations from ACDM through
the parameter .J.

5.2 Evolution of matter and dark energy perturbations

In this subsection, we numerically solve the differential equations in Eqgs. (2.15) and (2.16)
for matter perturbations, i.e., for §,, and V,,.

To begin with, we check the stability of DE perturbations. Since G4 is a constant for
the SVTDES model, Eq. (3.41) implies that there is no anisotropic stress, and thus we do
not have to consider an effective sound speed. The sound speed of DE perturbations in Eq.
(4.35) is the key quantity driving the stability of perturbations, and for the SVTDES model
in the Newtonian gauge it is given by the Eq. (5.29) which interestingly does not depend on
J. We show the evolution of ciDE as a function of a, for a few values of k, in the left panel of
Fig. 1. We would like to make some comments about the behaviour of ciDE. First, we can
see that the squared sound speed is positive during the whole evolution, assuring that our
SVTDES model avoids Laplacian instabilities. Second, the SHA indeed applies for modes
well within the sound horizon, i.e., for modes such that [100]

¢ ppk® > H2. (5.30)

Therefore, the SHA breaks down for ciDE ~ 0. We can make a rough estimate of how
small ci pg can be so that the SHA be justifiable. Since co-moving wavenumbers relevant to
the observations of large-scale structures lay in the range 30Hy < k < 600H, [139], and it
is reasonable to assume that during matter domination H? ~ HQmoa 3, from (5.30) and
using k ~ 300Hy we get

¢ipp 23 x 107 %, (5.31)

which provides a rough bound for modes inside the sound horizon. In Fig. 1, the solid black
line shows the relation ciDE =3x107%~'. We see that the values taken by cg’DE for the two
values considered, namely, k = 600H, and k = 300H, (blue dashed line and green dot-dashed
line, respectively), are higher than those taken in the black line, therefore, the SHA can be
safely applied. Third, note that earlier than the regime of validity of our treatment (i.e.,
matter dominance) as well as for modes k ~ Hp, DE perturbations propagate with speed
greater than the speed of light.

Now, we focus on the differential equations (2.15) and (2.16) for matter perturbations.
For pressure-less matter we have w,, = 0, m,, = 0, and cg’m = 0. Hence, matter perturbations
equations read

9

 Vin(a) , . Vin(a) k% ®(a)
m= e 2 V=T T T ey

(5.32)
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Figure 1. Left: Evolution of the DE sound speed ci pg for the modes k£ = 600H, and k = 300H,.
For the two values considered, we can see cg pE is positive during the whole evolution, and it gets
greater values than those in the black solid hne which marks a rough bound above which the SHA
can be safely applied. Right: Evolution of §,,, (5DE, Vin /K2, and Vpg/k? (their absolute values) for
J = 0.01. The other parameters used in this figure are Q,,0 = 0.3, Qo = 0.7, and k& = 300H,. The
initial conditions are obtained from Eq. (5.35).

The evolution equations for matter perturbations in Eq. (5.32) couple to the DE perturba-
tions through the gravitational potential ®. From Eqs. (2.9)-(2.10), we can eliminate &’ and
obtain

a2

_ 3ad _ 3aH
®(a) = 252 {3H09m0a 3 <5 + 2 —V > + PDE <5DE + szDE> } (5.33)

Since the background of the SVITDES model is equivalent to that of ACDM, the Hubble
parameter is given by Eq. (5.14), and the density of dark energy is ppg = 3H§QA0, hence
(5.33) is simplified to

3 H? 3aH 3aH
®(a) = 5 kog {Q <5 T2 —5 Vi ) + Qo0 (5DE + k2VDE>}. (5.34)

In order to solve Egs. (5.32), we need to determine dpg and Vpg. Our effective fluid approach
allowed us to find analytical expressions for the perturbations dppg and Vpg which for our
SVTDES model (5.25) are given by Egs. (5.26)-(5.28), respectively.
The initial conditions required to solve Egs. (5.32) are set by the following expressions
2772
5m,i = (52 a; <1 + 32}22«ll)> s Vmﬂ' = _51' H() QmO ai/Q, (535)
corresponding to the standard solutions of Egs. (5.32) for d,, and V,,, in matter dominance,
i.e., assuming that H? = Hngoa_3. The overall factor §; is set to unity, and we choose
a; = 1073, ensuring initial conditions well within the matter epoch, right after decoupling.
The evolution of d,,, Vin/k?, dpg, and Vpg/k? (their absolute values) are depicted on
the right panel of Fig. 1. Note that the velocity perturbation is u, which is defined through
u; = —0;u for scalar perturbations [see Eq. (2.6)]. The relation of the velocity perturbation
to the scalar velocity and the velocity divergence is V o« 6 = ikjuj = k?u, and then u oc V/k2.
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Figure 2. Left: Deviations of Geg from Gy from decoupling to today for different values of the
parameter .J. We can see that deviations from GR are only at late-times (occurring around the dark
energy transition at z ~ 0.3), and smaller for J =~ 0 as expected. Observe that for J = 0.5, the
difference between Geg and Gy is around 20% at the present time. Right: Evolution of fog(z ) for
the same values of J shown in the left panel. In the case J = 0.5, deviations of SVTDES from ACDM
are fairly noticeable. For the SVTDES model gravity is weaker than in the standard cosmological
model leading to a less efficient late-time matter clustering. Other parameters used in the figures are
Qmo = 0.3, Qa0 = 0.7, 05 = 0.8, and k& = 300H,.

5.3 Solution for the growth factor

As explained in Sec. 4, under the SHA and the QSA, the parameter Geg plays an important
role in the growth of structure, as can be seen in Eq. (4.21). In this subsection, we explore
possible changes in the parameter fog within the SVITDES model due to variations in the
strength of gravity which are encoded in the parameter Gg.
From Eqs. (4.15) and (4.19), we obtain the following analytical expression for Geg under
the QSA and the SHA
Gep Q%WM + ],%sz + Wis
Gy W3 + W4 + Ws

where the coefficients W; are given in the Appendlx D. Replacing the SVTDES model [Egs.
(5.25)] in the parameter Geg in Eq. (5.36), using the Hubble parameter of ACDM given in
(5.14), and assuming some values for the parameter .J, namely, J = 0.01, 0.1, 0.5, we can
numerically solve the differential equation for §,, in Eq. (4.21), where the initial conditions
are set as d,,(a;) = a; and 8y, (a;) = 1 for a value of the scale factor a; deep in the matter era
(a; ~ 1073). Other parameters used in the numerical solutions are Q,,0 = 0.3, Qxg = 0.7,
and k = 300Hy. In order to compare with observations, from this numerical solution we
compute the fog function, which is defined as

(5.36)

fos(a)=o (5.37)

ad’m(a)
Sm(a=1)"
where og ~ 0.8 is the expected RMS over-density in a sphere of co-moving radius equal to
8h~! Mpc, h being the normalized Hubble parameter. The results for the different values of
J, aside the ACDM case J = 0, are shown in Fig. 2. In the left panel of Fig. 2 we can see that
for J = 0.5, the modifications to GR, i.e., deviations of Geg from Gy, are fairly noticeable

at late-times. This difference translates to a weaker gravity when DE becomes relevant in
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the cosmic budget, which leads to a different evolution of the growth factor. In the right
panel of Fig. 2, we plot fog(z) versus the data compilation from Ref. [140]. For J = 0.5,
we can see that fog for SVITDES has a strong departure from ACDM (black solid curve)
indicating a less efficient matter clustering in comparison with the standard model. Weaker
gravity can be helpful in understanding the discrepancy in Sg between low- and high-redshift
probes. Gravity strength also decreases for smaller values of the parameter J = 0.1, 0.01,
but differences with respect to ACDM are hardly significant.

5.4 CMB angular power spectrum and matter power spectrum

Having studied the evolution of matter perturbations in the previous subsections, here we
present our results for the CMB power spectrum and the linear matter power spectrum. The
advantage of the effective fluid approach is that it allows a relatively easy implementation of
the SVIDES model in Boltzmann solvers. In its default version, Boltzmann codes usually
have already a DE fluid implemented and parameterised by an equation of state w, sound
speed in the fluid rest-frame ¢2, and vanishing anisotropic stress 7 = 0. In this work, we
have computed the effective fluid quantities describing fairly general SVT theories.

We chose to carry out the implementation of the SVIDES model in the Boltzmann
solver CLASS.'? Since our model matches the ACDM background evolution (wpg = —1)
and has vanishing anisotropic stress (mpg = 0), we decided to perform the smallest num-
ber of modifications in the code. It turns out that only one modification in the module
perturbations.c is required: i) the scalar velocity Vpg (5.28) modifies the equation for &’
in the function perturbations_einstein.

The CMB temperature power spectrum and the linear matter power spectrum are shown
in Fig. 3. Perturbation equations were solved by using the cosmological parameters from the
2018 Planck baseline result [2]: scalar spectrum power-law index ngs = 0.9649, Log power of
the primordial curvature perturbations In10'°A,; = 3.044, reduced Hubble parameter h =
0.6736, baryon density today wy, = 0.02237, cold dark matter density today weqm = 0.1200,
Thomson scattering optical depth due to reionization 7 = 0.0544, sum of neutrino masses in
eV > m, = 0.06, and some values of the SVTDES parameter J. We also plot the standard
ACDM results for reference. As it can be seen in the left panel of Fig. 3, the match in the
TT CMB angular power spectrum between SVIDES and ACDM is almost perfect. In the
right panel of Fig. 3 we can see that the agreement in the linear matter power spectrum is
also quite good for SVTDES and ACDM models. Nonetheless, for modes k ~ 1074 — 1073 h
Mpc~! there is a departure from ACDM. Since we are working under the SHA and QSA,
a big deviation is expected on large scales and late-times where the approximations are not
valid.

5.4.1 Sound speed in the rest-frame

When implementing DE fluids in CLASS, it is important to bear in mind that the code uses
the co-moving sound speed ¢2, i.e., the sound speed in the rest-frame of the fluid, which, in
general, is given by
§pP¢

A2

Cs = (S’T’ (538)
where 6P¢ and §p® are the pressure and density perturbations computed in the co-moving
gauge. These quantities are related to quantities in the Newtonian gauge (the gauge where

12V/ersion v3.2.0
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Figure 3. Left: TT CMB angular power spectrum for the SVTDES model (dashed lines), and ACDM
(dotted, red line). Right: Linear matter power spectrum at z = 0 for the SVTDES model (dashed
lines), and ACDM (dotted, red line). While the CMB angular power spectrum is almost identical
in SVTDES and ACDM for small .J, the matter power spectrum differs on very large scales where
SHA cannot be applied: for late-times and modes as large as k ~ 10~*h Mpc~! QSA and SHA
cease to be valid. These plots were generated by slightly modifying CLASS, assuming n, = 0.9649,
In10'0A, = 3.044, h = 0.6736, wy, = 0.02237, weam = 0.1200, 7 = 0.0544, 3 m, = 0.06eV and J as
indicated in the legend.

our main results were derived) through the following transformation rules [141]

N
5PC —opN 4 P (5.39)

0p" =0p" + 1/~ E

where the superscript NV denotes a quantity computed in the Newtonian gauge. Therefore,

the sound speed in the rest frame will be given by

2 _ 0PN 4 PO /R
S opN + pON k2

(5.40)

Since the background pressure and density of our SVIDES model are constants, we see from
the last equations that the sound speed in Eq. (5.29) is actually equivalent to the sound
speed in the rest frame. However, this is not the case in general. Let us take the quintessence
field as an example. Replacing the full perturbations (4.38)-(4.39) in Eq. (5.40), computing
the derivatives of ppg and Ppg in Egs. (4.37), and using the relation " = —2Hy' — CLQV@,
we find that

&2 =1. (5.41)

In this case, the result is equal to ciDE computed under the QSA and SHA [see Eq. (4.40)]
since Vpg = 0 for this particular model, but it is substantially different to C?,DE given in Eq.
(4.39) in the Newtonian gauge. Another interesting example concerns f(R) theories where,
in general, DE sound speed might depend on both time and scale. For instance, in Ref. [86]
we can find expressions [see their Eqgs. (61)— (68)] under QSA and SHA for the Hu & Sawicki
model that allow us to obtain ¢ # ¢2 .

In summary, CLASS uses in their’computations the sound speed in the co-moving gauge
which is related to the Newtonian gauge by Eq. (5.40). Therefore, for a specific SVT model,
we have to replace dppg, Pbr, VbE = (1+wpg)fpk from Eq. (4.23) or Eq. (4.35) depending
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whether or not the model has a vanishing DE anisotropic stress, and compute the derivatives
of the background density and pressure in Eqgs. (4.4) and (4.5).

6 Conclusions

Both scalar and vector fields are present in nature and it is reasonable that they might pro-
vide explanations for shortcomings in the standard cosmological model ACDM . In this work
we investigated fairly general scalar-vector-tensor theories having second order equations of
motion: SVT theories encompass both Horndeski and generalised Proca Lagrangians. Al-
though these kinds of theories might provide new, interesting phenomenology for cosmology,
they have been overlooked in the literature. SVT theories have various free functions tak-
ing in all relevant interactions, hence possibly richer phenomenology than in the standard
model. Nevertheless, more degrees of freedom come along with more complicate equations
of motion. Even though complexity in SVT theories is reduced thanks to the constraint in
the propagation speed of gravitational waves C% = 1, equations of motion remain intricate
enough to find general analytical or numerical solutions.

Here, we applied an effective fluid approach to SVT theories satisfying c% =1 In
order to decrease the complexity in the equations of motion, we carefully performed both
sub-horizon and quasi-static approximations. As a result, we obtained analytical expressions
describing the effective dark energy fluid, namely, equation of state w(a), squared sound
speed c2(a,k), and anisotropic stress 7(a, k). Equations (4.23) and (4.35) summarise our
main results for the behaviour of perturbations, while from Eqs. (4.4)-(4.5) the equation of
state is obtained.

Our analytical expressions allowed us to retrieve well known results (e.g., quintessence
and f(R)). Moreover, we also proposed extensions to these popular theories which exemplify
possible, new phenomenology, for instance, changes in quantities driving the perturbations
such as the sound speed and anisotropic stress.

An interesting aspect of our investigation is that it makes it possible to design cosmo-
logical models satisfying certain conditions. As an example, we found a SVT model (dubbed
SVTDES in the main text) exactly matching the background behaviour in the standard cos-
mological model ACDM, while having non-vanishing dark energy perturbations. Our effective
fluid approach and the analytical solutions for the effective dark energy perturbations made it
possible a relatively easy implementation of SVIDES in the Boltzmann solver CLASS. Hav-
ing a code computing numerical solutions for perturbation equations in SVT cosmological
models is relevant because it allows testing against measurements, e.g., CMB angular power
spectra, matter power spectrum. There is however no public Boltzmann solver including a
fully numerical implementation of SVT models, that is, using neither QSA nor SHA. There-
fore, our results might be helpful as a reference for future exact computations testing the
limitations of QSA and SHA. Since our SVTDES model has one additional parameter with
respect to ACDM, in a model comparison it would be penalised by the Bayesian evidence.
However, our example also shows that exploring the construction of cosmological models
satisfying additional conditions might be well worth an investigation. Given the current
discrepancies in cosmological parameters such as Hy and og, theories providing non trivial
behaviour for m and ¢? could alleviate the tensions while not being affected by the Occam’s
razor [32].
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Numerical codes

Modified CLASS code reproducing results in this work can be found in the GitHub branch
svt of the repository EFCLASS. A large part of the calculations in this paper were carried out
using several Mathematica packages, like xPand. The notebooks showing these computations
can be found in the GitHub repository SVT.

A General equations of motion

A.1 Gravitational field equations

Coefficients in Eq.(3.32):

1 1 1 1 1
G = — 5 Iaxs Audy = 5 oy = Fox, AV o = L fax, AV = 5 Fox, Vg Ve, (A1)
g;(;)y) = _f?upAaApAuVa(P + f3<pAag,vaa90 - fSXgA,uAuvaAa - f3AuAuvaAa
- f3X3AaABguyvﬁAa - f3AaA6guuvﬁAa - f3<pAuvu90 + f3X3AaAuv,uAa

+ f3AaAVvquz - f3<pAqu§0 + f3X3AaAMVI/AOL + fSAaAuvI/Aav (A2)
1 1 1
t%i(g’) = —§G3<pg,uyva()0va80 + §G3X1guuva§0vﬁva(ﬂvﬁ§0 - §G3X1 vflvl’(pvagpv#@
1 1
= 53 VaViupVIoVp + GV upVip + 5 Gaxi Va V0V Vi, (A.3)
jf‘u(j) = G4Guu + G4<pg,uuvava90 + G4gpg09uuVa§0vaS0 - G4apapvu¢vu@ - G4cpvyvu90-
(A4)
A.2 Scalar field equation of motion
Coefficients on left-hand side of Egs.(3.33):
1 1
J2 = fap + §f2¢X2Aavo¢Q@ + §f2X2vaAa + fox: VaVe + fapx, VoV
1 o P 1 a 48 1 a 48
- Zf?XzXzA VoA Ve — §f2X2X3A A V/D’Aa - ZfQXngA A VgVayp
— fox1 3, AV sV V0 — fox, x, V9V 5Va V0 — fox, x, A*V VP Ag
1
— 5 F2x1x:,Vap VeV A%, (A-5)
Tz = 2f3,Va A% 4+ 2f3,A% APV 5 A, (A.6)
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K3 = —2G3,Va V% — G35,V ap V%% — Gax, VoV VPOV — Gx, Vo VeV VP

— G355, Vap V¥V VP00 + Gax, VOV VPV 00 4 2G3,x, ViV 5 Vap VP

+ Gsx, VVap VIV % + Gsx, x, VOV VapV oV, Vg

— G3x,x, VVP oV V50V IV 40, (A7)
K4 = GapR. (A.8)

A.3 Vector field equation of motion

Coefficients on right-hand side of Egs.(3.33):

1
AM(Q) = _f2X3A'LL - §f2X2vus07 (Ag)
Al = =2f3, A" APV op — 2 fax, APV o A% = 23 AFV o A% — 2 f3,VH
+ 2f3x, AYVH A, + 2f3 AVHA,,. (A.10)

B Background equations of motion

B.1 “Time-Time” equation

Coefficients on the left-hand side of Eq. (3.34):

1 1 1 1
g(%) = §a2f2 B Egolzﬁxl - 5A0¢/f2X2 — 5Agfzxg, (B.1)
A3e' fap | BAYfsx, M | BAZfsH
G = — Aoy fap + Tl s S0 (B.2)
@ _ 1 p 3¢ G3x, H
Moo = 590’ G3p — Tzlv (B.3)
Ay = BH(¢ Gap + GaH). (B.4)
B.2 “Space-Space” equation
Coefficients on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.34):
@ _ 1,
Gir =—50" fa, (B.5)
3 AZAG f3x. A2AN s ABfax H  A3faH
Gly = — VU — Ao fy, - TP 4 TRy SO0 (B.6)
@ _ ¢'9"Gx, 1 p ©BGax, M
Ay = Tl + 5%0/ Gsp — T217 (B.7)
‘%pl(fl) = _S0/2G4gpgp - G4gp(80” + QD/H) - G4<H2 + 2Hl> (B8)
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B.3 Background equation of motion for the scalar and vector fields

Coefficients on the left-hand side of Eq. (3.35):

' foxi P Phxixi  Aw'¢ faxixa AW faxixa | AoApe faxixs

J2 == a? at a* 2a* at
Apfox, A" foxoxs  AcAlY foxaxy  A§Abf2xax, r ¢ faox,
o 2a2 4at B 4at B 2a* + 2 - a?
_Aop fapxy, 20 faxi M n ¢" faxix, H n 340" foxixo H N A3e faxi xsH
2a2 a? a* 2a4 a*
Aofox, M AR faxoxoM Abfoxox, H
— B.
a? + 2a4 + 2a4 ’ (B.9)
_ 24, f3, 242ALfs, 4Aofs,H 243 f3,H
Js =~ 2 T at a2 a7 (B.10)
_ WGy 9 Gapxy | P05, 6PCaxH 30" Caxx M
3 a? a* a? a* ab
n 4p'Gap M 4P Gapx H . 3" Gaxy, x, H® 3¢ Gax, H' (B.11)
a? a* ab a* ’ '
_ 6Gu,(H>+H
Ky = 1 = ). (B.12)
Coefficients on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.35):
_ / A
Ay = 30222;(2 + OC]:;XS, (B.13)
o Xl 2480 s, 6ARfaxH GAGSSH (B.14)
37T T2 at a* a* '
C Linear perturbations: coefficients
C.1 “Time-Time” equation
Coefficients in Eq. (3.38):
6A8f3X3 6A8f3 3(,0/303)(1 6g0/G450 12G4H
Al = e + P e + a + P (C.1)
A — Yhxi  ¢Phxixi 34 faxixa  Af¢ faxixs  Aofax,
a a? 2a3 a’ 2a
. A(Q)(P,fZXzXz . Agf?XQXS . 2A0f3eo + 2A8f3so + 2‘PIG3AO + 90’3G3s0X1
2a3 2a3 a a3 a a3
9(,0/2G3X1H 380/4G3X1X1H 6G4<p/H C 9
- CL3 - CL5 + a ) ( . )
Az = 4Gy, (C.3)
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Ay = ©" fax, n o axix, 2409 f2x,x, n 2420 fox,xs . Ao¢ fax,

a? at + at at + a?
4 A3 fox,x, 4 2436 fox,x, 4 A fox, N A} foxsxs N 4A0¢’ f3
at at a? at a?
4 2450 fapx,  8AV fap  20°Ga,  ¢Gapx, 2439 fapx,
at at a? at af
_ 24A%f3X3H . 6A8f3X3X3H o 24A8f3H + 1290/3G3X1H + 390I5GSX1X1;L[
at al at at al
6A3 fax, H  120/GapM  12G4H> o
B ab B a? a2 (C4)
/2G
As = _P e a,23X1 + 2G4lp, (C5)
A — PP hxix, A faxixs  faxs  Avp”faxaxs  3AY faxaxs
6 2a3 a3 2a 2a3 2a3
CAofaxs  Abfoxsxs 20 fzp  248¢ fapxs 4 6A5¢' f30
a a’ a a’ ad
2480 fapxs  18A%fax,H  6ANfax,xoH  18AZfaH  6ALfax,H
+ 5 + 3 + 5 + 3 + 5 , (C.G)
a a a a a
2A%fax, | 2A%f5
A7 = (;2 3 —+ a% , (C?)
12 / 2 /
_ O foox, | Ao fopx, | Abfoeoxs | 2409 300
po=—frp+—o— +— 5+ — 5 3
_ 2A8‘10/f3g0g0 . (P/QG?)gogo _ 6A%f3g0X3H _ 6A8f3g07'[ + 390/3G3<pX1/H
at a? at at at
6¢'GapoH  6G4,H?
— a2w — 0:; . (C.8)
C.2 Longitudinal “Time-Space” equation
Coefficients in Eq. (3.39):
C1 = 4Gy, (C.9)
/2G
Cy = _¥ T a23X1 + 2G4y, (C.10)
2A3 2A3 f. BaG 20'G 4G4H
Cy— 0];3X3 _ %fs L ¥ 33X1 _2Gay  AGTH (C.11)
a a a a a
/ A 2A 20'G 20'G 3p”G3x,H  2G4,.H
o= Jax, n 02f2X2 n 0f3p  2¢'Gap L 200Gy | 30 ;Xl _ 26 M o)
a a a a a a a
2A2 fay.  2A2F.
Cs = (;J;?’ 3 4 a%f?’, (C.13)
/ / 2 If 2 2 r
O fox,  Aofoxs | 20 f3p 2459 fa,  6AGfsxsH  6AGfsH
_ _ _ _ , 14
Co 2a + a + a ad a3 a3 (C.14)
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C.3 Trace “Space-Space” equation

Coefficients in Eq. (3.40):

By = 12Gy, (C.15)
302G
By = _2¥ ek a23X1 + 6Gyy, (C.16)
120/Gay 24G4H
Bs = id
3 a + P (C.l?)
B, = 3¢ fax, N 340 f2x, N 640f3, 69"¢'Gax,  3¢"¢PGaxx,  6¢'Gayp
a 2a a a3 ad a
3(,0/3(;330)(1 12(,0/G4%p 990/2G3X H 390/4G3X X H 6G4 H
— e + - + = L+ a51 1+ a“’ , (C.18)
6A3 6A3fs 303G 6¢'G 12G4H
By — 0£3X3 _ %fs L3 33X1 _ 07Gay  12GuH (C.19)
a a a a a
Bg = 4G, (C.20)
Br = 4Gy, (C.21)
Bs = 4Gy, (C.22)
3¢ fox,  3AgY fox, 3A%fax, 24A%A[f3x, 6ASALf3xsx,
Bo — — _
97 a? a? a2 B at B al
_1240d fa,  6AT fapx, | 24A8A0fs 1266 Gax, | 3¢"¢"Gaxix,
a? ) at at a* ab
6A3AYfax,  602G3,  30Gaox,  12¢0"Gap  12¢02Gayy
B ab + a? + at B a? B a?
24A8f3X37‘[ 6A8f3X3X37-[ 24A%f37‘[ 12(,0/3G3X1/H 3(,0/5G3X1X1/H
+ 1 + 6 + 1 B 1 o 6
a a a a a
6A2 fax,H  12¢/GaoM  12G4H?2  24GH/
y Dol ettt BOGE 2O (C.23)
6A2 6A2 -
By = 0£3X3 + gf3, (C.24)
a a
3¢ fax,  3Aofoxs | 1240A(f3x,  6AJALfaxsxs 69 f3p
Bu = 2a + a + a3 + 5 = a
n 645" fapxs N 1240 A} f3 n 6A3A fax,  18A3fax, M 6A% faxax, M
a~3 ) a3 ad® a3 B ad
18A2f3H  6ALfx,H
e L Ly (C.25)
a a
Vo = faw + 2A%A6f390X3 4 2A090/f3<p<p + 2A3A6f34p . 90,/90,2G350X1 . @/2G390<P
v = J2 at a2 al at a2
N 20" Gap N 20%Cuppp 243 f3,xsH  24A%f3,H  ¢PGaux,H
a? a? B at B at + at
20 GurosH  2G1H?  AGuH'
g S Teplt | SApTE | TaeTt (C.26)
a? a? a?

34 —



We also found the coefficient

12A3A6f3X3 n 12A0(p/f3(p 4 12A3A6]F3 . 6g0”g0/2G3X1 . 6g0/2G3§0
a4 a2 4

By =6f>+

a at a?
12¢"Gap 122Gy 12A3fsx, 1 12A3fsH N 60" Gax, H
a? a? at at at
120'GaoH 12G4H?  24G4H'
el T TR (C.27)
a a a

accompanying ® in Eq. (3.40). However, it vanishes when using the equation in the right-
hand side of Eq. (3.34) to eliminate Gy.

C.4 Scalar field equation of motion

Coefficients in Eq. (3.42)

12
D, = —&OG# + 6Gu, (C.28)

12 ! 2 2
e foxixi Ao foxixs  Ajfaxaxs 0" G3px,

Do ==fox, = a? a? aa? 2+ a?
6@/G3X1,H 3(70/3G3X1X1,H C.29
- a2 - CL4 ) ( : )
.- 3¢ 3Acfax, 6Avfsy  60"¢'Gax, 3¢" ¢ Gaxi x, n 6¢'Gsy
3 a 2a a al ad a
_ 3@/3G3@X1 B 9()0’2G3X1,H n 3(,0/4G3X1X1H " 18G4¢H (C 30)
a3 a3 a® a '
Dy = _3¢II¢,f2X1X1 _ 90”90/3f2X1X1X1 _ 3A0¢/,@/2f2X1X1X2 N AE)@/?)fQXleXQ
n al ad 2a® 2a®
_ A0A6(Pl2f2X1X1X3 _ 3A0(P//f2X1X2 _ 3A6$0/f2X1X2 _ 3A(2)80/I<p/f2X1X2X2
ad 2a3 2a3 4a®
A A faxixoxs | ABAW faxixaxs | AoAbfoxixs  AoAbfaxox,
2a’ ad® asd 2a3
AN faxoxox,  AFAY faxaxoxs  ARALFxoxoxs  Phexi PP hexix
8a?® 8a?® 4a® a al
_ A fopxixy Al faexaxs | 4970 Gaox, | "0 Gaexixy | 20/ Gge
al 4a3 al ad a
LGy 20 M Phxix i x| 2400 faxixixa M
al a a3 ad ad
n A20"” foxixixo H n Aoy fax, x, ” n 5420 fox, xax,H n A3 fox, xox5H
ad al 4a® ad
+ A%@If2X2X2X2’H + AéfQXQXszH _ 6¢/IG3X1H _ 15(PI/(P/2G3X1X1H
4a® 4a® a3 ad
B 3@//@/4G3X1X1X1'H n 4G3(’9/H B 8(,0/2G3¢X1/H B 4@’4G3¢X1X1H n 1290/3G3X1X1H2
a’ a a3 a® a®
3Gy M 6¢'Gax, H' 3¢°Gax x\H' | Affoxix, M
+ a’ a3 a® + a3 ’ (C.31)
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_ ¢ fax, n B axix, | 34 faxix, | A3¢ faxixs . Aofox, A3 faxoxs
a a3 2a3 a3 2a 2a3
A} f2x,x5 n 200f30  2A%fsp  2¢/Gap  ¢PGapx, L 90"%Gsx, H
2a3 a a’ a a3 al
301G 6G
+ 14 2§1X1/H _ :PH7 (C.32)
D+ = 4G4y, (C.33)

290/,G3X1 90,/90/2G3X1 X1 ¢/2G3<PX1 290,G3X1/H
2 4 +2G3p — 2 -
a a a

: (C.34)

D5 + +

Dg = —fox, —

/3
©"”Gs3x,x, H
pY

©?Gsx
Tl + 2G4<p7 <C35)

a?

+

Dy = —

Doy — _80,2f2X1X2 Ao foxixs lf _ Ao¥ faxyxs A2 fax, x4
2 2a? a? 972X
242 f3,
a?
PP hxixix, A" faxixixs 39" faxixa Ao faxixaxs
2a° ad 2a3 2a®
A, /3 AQ ", ./ A A/ 12 A 1
Agp faxixex,  AGPTP faxixoxs  AcApe foxixexs Aoy faxixs
4ad ad ad a’
A faxaxs | ABAW faxixaxs  Aop"foxoxs AW faxexs | ATE"Y faxaxaxo
asd ad 2a3 2a3 8ad
o AOAB‘P/QfQXzXzXz . Ag@/,f2X2X2X3 i A%A6@/f2X2X2X3 _ 3A0A6f2X2X3
8a® 4ad 2a° 2a3
_ A8A6f2X2X3X3 . 90/3f2<pX1X2 . A0wl2f2¢X1X3 . Ao(pl2f2¢X2X2 _ A%(plf&P)QXB
2ad 2a3 al 4a3 2a3
Aofopxs  24A0AL[3pxs  4A0AY 3 | 2A3A0 faoxs P faxixixoH
o 3 + 3 + 5 + 5
a a a a 2a
A foxixixsH P faxixo™ 340 foxixaxo M 24307 faxi xoxs H
+ + +
ad 2a3 4a? ad
n A faxixsxsH o fax, M N Ao foxax, H n AGe” faxs xax0 M
ad a 2a3 4ab
n 343 fox,xaxs H n A2 fox,xsH N Al foxoxsxsH A 4A% fapx, H
4a® 2a3 2a® a al
6A2f3,H 248 fspoxsH
B a3 - ad®

1
Dyy = _§f2X2 — 2 f30, (C.38)

4a2 2a2

D13 = —

+

_|_

, (C.37)
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2%0”f2X 5 ", 12 ", 14
LA " hxixi ¢ foxixixs | 2409”9 faxixi xs

D =
11 A + PG + 6
A690/4f2X X1 X A2 ", 12 3 ¢
+ 2a61 1Xo 0P ¥ a];2X1X1X3 + AOA()SO/ J;2X1X1X3 + 5A080//80,f2X1X2
5A6§0/2f2X X 5A2 ", 12 p CL4
© ! 13
n I 1 X2 0 ¢4GJ;2X1X2X2 N 3A0A0904 J;2X1X2X2 n A30" ¢ fax, XX
2 ¢ ’
n 243400 fax, Xoxs | A3 faxixs | 4A0AYy f A3 AL \
= + g X5 0(104 2X1X3 + OAOSO Jox1 X5X5
a 6
N A6f2X2 14(2)()0//.]02)(2)(2 3AOA/ Splf A3 "o a
2 E + 0¥ J2X2Xo 24 Jox,X2X0
AQAI (ple “ A4 " 2a4 3 4a6
0 2X
n 0 L 2XoXp | Ag® iz)ézXsz 3A0A6<i'fgxzxzxg 5AFAG fax, x5
A4A’ f2X 2 /4 . 2a4
+ 0 02a62X3X3 + @ 22290X1 + 4 f2<zX1X1 + 3A090/3f2§0X1X2
a 2a4
A2 12 2, .12 c
+ OQO Zi&leX;g + AOSD 2f2:fX2X2 Ag@/f&ngXg A(%fQ(ng,
a 2a4 B 2
44’ 2 A/ r ¢
i (;)2f3¢ 1 2A0A053¢X3 _ 8A%A6f3@ . 4(,0//G3<p
a 4
6@”(,0/2(;3 " /4G ¢ 4 21 ~a2
_ = X, PP §¢X1X1 . 2A0A0f3<pX3 2<P/2G3<p<p
a ab o 2
@/4G3 4 / 13 “
o afng1 + ' f25(1% N 2(10 f2§1X1/H o (10/5f2X1X1X17'l
a a ab
_ 5A0(p/4f2X1X1X2'H 214%()0/3.]02)(1)(1)(( 7‘[ 3A0g0/2f H 2A2 3
o B A M 2007 0" fax i xax, M
3A3¢/2f X 7_[ 2 ./ 4 “ a6
_ 34% Z61X2XS 2459 f24X1X37{ A faxaxsxo H L 2A0fox, M
a 6
AQ(pI H A3 12 4 ¢ a*
_ 70 f;iQXz N 0¥ f;X§X2X2H N A090/f2X62X2X3H _ A8f2X2X3H
a
p a at
~ AofoxoxsxsH | 8Aof3pH . A4 fapxs M 249" 0 Gax, H
2a6 a? at + 4 :
24(,0// /SG " 15 3F y
. @ a63X1X17'l L 30 G3§(1X1X1H n 8A fap M 8¢ Ga,H
a G4 2
12083Gs,x, 1 4¢PG 2 f. :
N gty % ?nglxl}l N 2A0f3%0X3H  18¢"Gax, x, H?
a 6
3(pl6G3X X1 X HZ 12G 2 /2 ¢
. a18 1X1 . 4;07‘[ + 12(p G3X17'[/ + 390/4G3X1X1H/ 12G4<PIH/
. i G — 2 (C.39)
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" ", .12 ", .1 ! 12
o Y fooxs | P faoxixs | Ao Y fooxix, | Ao fapxix,

m

Ao ALe fapx, X

+ + + +

® a? at at 2a4 at
Al fopxs A2 fouxaxs  AoANY fooxaxs | ABAY fouxaxs B " fovpx,y
+ 2a? + 4at + 4at + 2a4 Fapp +

+

AO‘P/f&pchz + 2A/0f3<p<p _ 2A3A6f3<p<p _ Q@HG&O@ . SOHSOIZG&pgoXl _ 30/2G3<p<p<p

2a? a? at a? at a?

n 20 fapxi M % fooxixiH 340 fapxixaM  AJY fapxix, M n Ao fapx, H

a? at 2a4 at a?
B A3Y fopxyxo, H B A3 fopxoxs M n 4Ao f3ppM . 6¢"¢'Gapx, H n 3¢" 0B Gapx, x, H
2a4 2a4 a? at ab
n 2A‘8f3<p<p'H _ 490/G3%0'H n 490’3G3¢¢X1'H B 3¢/4G3@X1X1'H2 B 6G4(p(p7'[2
at a? at ab a?
302G, H' 6GapH
+ a’ B a?

C.5 “Time” vector field equation of motion

Coefficients in Eq. (3.43):

 6A3fax,  6AF f3

= -
1 (l2 a2 )
12 / / 2
O foxix, Ao foxix; 1 Ao faxoxs  Affaxaxs
Py = -
2 2a2 a2 tofaet T 0
2A%f3
+ 2f330 - a2 SO’
P laxix, Ao faxixs  Pfexs Ao foxax,  3ARY foxyx
F3 — _ 182 1X3 2 2X2 0 243
2a3 a3 a 2a3 2a3
C 2A0faxs  AQfaxsxs 49 fae  2A3¢ fapxs n 8A3¢' f30 n 2A5¢' fapxs
a al a al asd ad
24A%f3X37‘[ 6Aéf3X3X3H 24A%f37‘[ 6Aéf3x37'[
+ 3 + 5 + 3+ 5 )
a a a a
7 ¢ fapx, n Ao fapx, n 20" fapp 243¢ f3pp B 6A2 faox, H B 6 A2 f3,M
17 T, a a al asd ad
2 Aoy’ A2 2 A0 4 A0 f-
¥ i};zxg L Aoy ({;XQXS - ofz;(gxg n Oig”wxg _ o;é; f3e
2430 fapx,  12A0fsx,H 6ARfsxax,M 12A0fsH 6A3fax, M
at a? at a? at ’
o 240f3x;  2A0f3
6= — - .
a a
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C.6 “Space” vector field equation of motion
Coefficients in Eq. (3.44):
2A(2)f3X3 2A3f3

H = +
a? a? ’

1
Hy = _§f2X2 —2f30,

2A0fsxs  240f3
a a ’

H; =

Hy = —fox,; +

440 fsH

a? a?
D Equations with QSA and SHA: coefficients
Coefficients in Eq. (4.15):

Wy = Bs(As — Br)H3,
Wy = Bg [FsH1Hy — F3HoH3 + (By — As)FsHyl
Wiy = BG(Ag —2A5B7 + BﬁDg)Hg,

Wy = B%Hl(Fg)Hl — F5H3) + B6B7(F3H2H3 + FyH{Hy — 2FsH 1 Hy + 2A5F5H4)

240 faxs 240 f N 240¢' fp | AofaxH
2
a

a’

— BG[A§F5H4 — DgF3H{H3 + A5(F3H2H3 + FyH{Hg — 2F5H1H2)

— BgF5Hj3 + DoF5(H} + BgHy) + BsHs(FyHy + Ham?,),

W5 = Bs(FsH} — FsHyHs + BgF5Hy)my,
We = —[(B? + BsDy)H1 + Bg(B7 — As)Ha] Hs,

Wr = BfFsHy — Bg(FyH1Hy — F3H3 + DgF3Hy + (Br — As)FyHy + HiHsm?),

Wy = BgF3Hym?,

Wy = (B2 — BsDg)FsHy — Bs(B7 — As)FsHy — [(B2 — BgDg)F3

— Bg(B7 — As)F4|Hs3,
Wio = Bs(FsHy — FsH3)m?,
Wiy = (BeDg — AsBr7)H3,

Wia = BeF5(H3 — DoHy) + B7(AsFsHy + F3HoHy — F5Hy Ho)

— BgH3(FyH, + Hzm?,),
Wi3 = BFsHym?,
Wiy = (BgDg — B2)H3,

Wis = BeFs(H3 — DoHy) — BgHs(FyHy + Hsm) + B3 F5Hy.
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E Effective dark energy fluid
Here we use k = 1.

E.1 Theories with non-vanishing anisotropic stress

Coefficients in Eq. (4.23):

Zy = Gup(—AEB7Gy — (Bg — 2) B DyGuayp + AsB7(B7Ga + (Bs — 2)Gay))H3, (E.1)
Zy = —Gup(—BeGuap(As(—FsH Hy + FyH H3 + AgHy H3)

+ Do(Hs(—AgHy — F3Hy + AyHz) + F5(H{ + (Bg — 2)Hy))

— (Bs — 2)(F5H3 — H3(FyHa + Hsm?))) + Br(AsF5G4H1 Hy

— 2(Bg — 1) FsGapHy Hy + Ga(BgFyHy — 2F3Hy + Bg(Ag + F3)Hy) Hs

— A2F5G4Hy + A5(Bs — 2)FsGapHy — AsGyH3(F3Hy + Hapuy))

+ B3(Fs5(GapHi + AsGaHy) + H3(A4GapHs — AeGapHi — F3GapHi + GaHsp,)))

 Ag(As — Br)Br(Gh, — GaGuapp) Hiy'

: (E.2)

Z3 = Gup(BsF3GupHiHsm?, — BeF5Ga,Him?, + 2Bs FsGay Hym?, — B FsGapHym?,
+ AyGuy (B2 F5Hy + BeF5(H; — DoHy) — BgHs(FyHy + Hym?))
+ AsGuyp(— B3 FsHy + Bg(FyH1Hy — F3Hj + DoF3Hy + (By — As)FyHy + HiHsm?))
+ By FsGyqHy Hopy — BrF3GyHoHspy — As BrFsGaHupy + B3F5GyHypy)
N AyBr(G3, — G4Guapy)(F3HoHz — F5(H1Hz + (B — A5)H4))g0” (

a
Zy = Bs(A4F5 — AFs)G3 ,Hym?,, (

Zs = BG(A — 2A5B7 + BGDQ)G Hg, (
g = G4¢(B7H1 (F5H1 — FgHg) + B(;B7(—2F5H1H2 + FyH1Hs + F3HoHs + 2A5F5H4)
- Bﬁ(A§F5H4 — BGF5H22 — DgF3H Hs + A5(—2F5H1H2 + FyH1Hs + F3H2H3)

3)
4)
5)

SR

+ DyF5(Hf + BsHa) + BgHz(FyHz + Hym?))), (E.6)
Z7 = BGG?;¢(F5(H12 + B@H4) - F3H1H3)mi, (E?)
Zs = (As — Br)B:G3,(B1Gs — (Bs — 2)Ga,) H; (E.8)

Zy = G3,(—BsGapHs(As By Hy — Bi1DgHy + ByDoHs) + B} FsG4H,
+ B2((2 — Bo)F5GupHy + FsGa(H Hy — AsHy)
+ H3(—B11GapHy — F3G4Hy + BoGy,Hz — 3G4H3v,,))
+ B7((2 — Bg)F5Gap(H1Hy — AsHy)
+ H3(B11BsGapHa + (Bs — 2)F3Ga,Ha + 3A5G4Hzvy,)))
B4(A5 — Br)B7Guy(G3, — GaGapyp)H3Y!

a
BQ(A5 — B7)B7H§(G?MG4@@ 2G4G4cpcp + G4G4@G4<p<p<p)g0/2
- 2
a
By(As — Br)BrH3(Gap(GE, — GaGapp)¥")
£ | (E.9)
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Z1o = G3,(BsByGuy(—F5H3 + FyHyHs + DoFs Hy + Hym?)
+ B11Guy (B3 F3Hy — Bg(FyH1Hy — F3H3 + DgF3Hy + (Br — As)FyHy + HiHsm?))
— B7(3G4(—FsHyHy + F3HyH3 + AsF5Hy)vy + BrFsHy(BoGay — 3Gavy,)))
. ByB1Guy(Gh, — GaGapy) (FsHiHy — F3sHyHs + (By — As) FsHy)y/

a
N ByBy(FsH1Hy — F3HyH3 + (Br — As5)FsHy)(2G4GY,, — GG, Gupp) @
2
a
_ BoBr(FsH1Hy — F3HyHz + (Br — A5) F5 Hy)GaGapGappp”™
2
a
ByBy(FsH1Hy — F3HyH3 + (Br — As) Fs Hy)Gap (G, — GaGapy)y”
+ e , (E.10)
ZH = BG(BHF3 — B9F5)G2¢H4mi7 (Ell)
AV G4§0, (E12)

Z13 = Hs (G4§D(B6G4¢(C5D9H1 — A5Cs5Hy — CSD9H3) + B7<BGC5G4<PH2 + A5C4G4H3)
(As — Br)B7Cy(G3,, — G4G4W)H3so’>

a

— B}(C5Ga,Hy + C4GyHs — C3GupHs)) +

(E.13)
Z14 = Gap(B3(CsGap(FsHy — F3H3) + (C4F5Gy + C5F3Gyy, — C3F5Gay) Hy)

— B7(BGup(CFsHy — CsFyHs + CsFyHy)

+ C4Gy(—FsHyHy + F3HoHs + AsF5Hy))

+ BsGay(Co(— Do Fs Hy + AsFsHo + DoF3Hy — AsFyHs)

— C5(FyH\Hy — FsHj + DoFsHy — AsFyHy + HyHsm?,)

+ C3(—F5H3 + FyHyHs + DoF5Hy + H3m?)))

. BrCy(G3, — GaGagy) (FsH Hy — F3HyHs + (Br — As)FsHy)y!

a
A5 = B6G421<P(C6F5H1 — CgF3Hs + CsF3Hy — 03F5H4)mi.

—

E.14)

)

—~

E.15)
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E.2 Theories with vanishing anisotropic stress

Coefficients in Eq. (4.35):

V) = — (A2 + (Bs — 2) Dy) H3, (E.16)
Yy = A2F5Hy + Do(H3(AysHz — AgHy — F3Hy) + F5(H? + (B — 2)Hy))

— (B — 2)(F5H3 — H3(FyH, + Hym?))

+ As(H3(FyHy + AgHa + F3Hy + H3puy) — 2F5Hy Hy), (E.17)
Y3 = AyF5(H3 — DoHy) — FsHym?, + FsHyHsm?, + 2Fs Hym?, — BgF5 Hym?,

— AyH3(FyHy + Hgmi) + Ag(FyH 1 Hy — F3H3 + DoF3Hy — AsFyHy

+ HyHym?) + FsHy Hapy — F3HyHapip — As Fs Hapuy, (E.18)
Yy = (AyF5 — AgF3)Hym?,, (E.19)
Ys = (A} + BeDy) H3, (E.20)
Ys = 2A5FsHy Hy + BgFsHj + DoF3HyHz — As(FyHy + FyHo)Hs — A2F5H,

— DoF5(H} + BgH,) — BsHs(FyHa + Hsm?), (E.21)
Y7 = (F5(H} + BgHy) — FsHy Hs)m?, (E.22)
Yy = H3(B11DoHy — A5 By Hy — BoDoHs + 3A5H3v,,), (E.23)

Yy = —Bu(FyH Hy — F3H3 + DoF3Hy — AsFyHy + HiHzm?)
+ By(FyHyHs + DgF5 Hy + Hym?, — FyH3)

+ 3(F5H1H2 — F3HsHs — A5F5H4)I/¢, (E24)
Yio = (BuFs — BoF5)Hym?, (E.25)
Y11 = H3(C5DgHy — A5C5Hy + AsCyHs — C3DgHs), (E.26)

Yio = C4FsHyHy — C3F5HY — CyF3HoHy + C3FyHy H
+ Cs(AsFsHy + DgF3Hs — AsFuHs — DgFsHy) — AsCyFsHy + C3DgF5Hy

+ CsHim? — Cs5(FyH1Hy — F3H3 + DoF3Hy — AsFyHy + HiHsm?), (E.27)
Vi3 = (CFsHy — CoF3Hs + CsFsHy — CsFs Hy)m?,, (E.28)
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