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Abstract

Recently, the Effective Field Theory (EFT) of perturbations on an arbitrary background
metric with a timelike scalar profile was formulated in the context of scalar-tensor theories.
Here, we generalize the dictionary between the coefficients in the EFT action and those in
covariant theories to accommodate shift- and reflection-symmetric quadratic higher-order
scalar-tensor theories, including DHOST as well as U-DHOST. We then use the EFT action
to study the dynamics of odd-parity perturbations on a static and spherically symmetric
black hole background with a timelike scalar profile. As a result, we find that the sound
speed in the radial direction has a non-trivial dependence on the multipole index in general,
which also characterizes the deviation from the sound speed in angular directions. Finally,
we obtain the generalized Regge-Wheeler equation that can be used, e.g., to determine the
spectrum of quasinormal modes and tidal Love numbers.
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Introduction

Scalar-tensor gravity is a prototype of modified gravity theories and has a relatively long history,
starting with Jordan in 1955 [1] and Brans-Dicke in 1961 [2]. Further developments include discoveries of Horndeski’s theory in 1974 [3] (and its rediscovery in the context of generalized Galileons
in 2011 [4, 5]), Degenerate Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor (DHOST) theories in 2015–2016 [6–8] (for
comprehensive reviews, see [9, 10] and references therein), and U-DHOST theories in 2018 [11] (see
also [12, 13]).*1 Scalar-tensor gravity appears also as the low-energy limit of higher-dimensional theories such as string theory. Upon either compactifying extra dimension(s) or confining matter field(s) on
a lower-dimensional brane, effective four-dimensional gravity can emerge at low energy under suitable
conditions. Such effective four-dimensional gravity is often described by scalar-tensor theories with
scalar field(s) stemming from the shape/size of extra dimensions or/and the position/bending of the
brane in extra dimensions.
In [21], the effective field theory (EFT) of scalar-tensor gravity with a single scalar field was
formulated on an arbitrary background with a timelike scalar profile, by extending the EFT of ghost
condensation [22, 23] and that of inflation/dark energy [24–26]. Once a background with a timelike
scalar profile is specified, this EFT can universally describe perturbations in all scalar-tensor theories
including (but not restricted to) the above mentioned known theories. This EFT indeed is motivated
by many cosmological models such as inflation and dark energy, where the scalar field has a timelike
gradient. Moreover, if one hopes to learn something about scalar-field dark energy or cosmological
*1

Also, one can use the so-called (invertible) disformal transformation [14–16] or its higher-derivative extension [17] to
generate new scalar-tensor theories from known ones [17–20].

2

scalar-tensor gravity from astrophysical black holes, then one needs to consider black hole solutions
with a timelike scalar profile.*2 Of course, one could consider two independent EFTs: one valid on
cosmological scales and the other on black hole scales. However, in this case, there is no known
relation between parameters of one EFT and those of the other EFT (unless a suitable UV completion
is found). This fact motivated two of the authors to formulate the EFT of perturbations [21] that can
be applied to both black holes and cosmology. With this formulation, we hope to extract knowledge
about scalar-field dark energy or cosmological scalar-tensor gravity from observations of astrophysical
black holes. Furthermore, once a concrete theory is given, one can easily find the dictionary between
the coefficients in the EFT action and the theory parameters, as explicitly shown in [21] for the case
of Horndeski’s theory. Therefore, this EFT is expected to play as important a role in the context of
black hole physics in scalar-tensor gravity as the parameterized post-Newtonian formalism [29] did in
the context of solar system experiments of gravity.
The main purposes of the present paper is to demonstrate a simple application of the general EFT
developed in [21] to a black hole background. In particular, we shall study odd-parity perturbations
around a static and spherically symmetric black hole with a timelike scalar profile and obtain the
generalized Regge-Wheeler equation. There have been extensive studies on perturbations of black
holes with a timelike scalar profile in Horndeski/DHOST theories [30–46], and our EFT framework
encompasses and extends*3 these works in principle. Another purpose of the paper is to extend the
dictionary between the EFT coefficients and parameters in concrete covariant theories to general
quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories including DHOST and U-DHOST theories, under the
assumption of shift and reflection symmetries.
The rest of the present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief review on
the construction of the EFT of perturbations on an arbitrary background metric with a timelike
scalar profile, following [21]. In Section 3, we report a dictionary between the EFT and the shiftand Z2 -symmetric higher-order scalar-tensor theories. In Section 4, we restrict ourselves to the class
of static and spherically symmetric background geometries, and find the background equations of
motion derived from the EFT action. In Section 5, we use the EFT action to analyze the dynamics
of odd-parity perturbations. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section 6.

2

Overview of the EFT

In this Section, we briefly review the construction of the EFT of perturbations on an arbitrary background metric with a timelike scalar profile, following [21]. The basic idea is that one chooses the
background of the scalar field, Φ̄, to be time-dependent which spontaneously breaks the time diffeomorphism. On top of that, it is important to make sure that such a time-dependent scalar field defines
a proper 3 + 1 foliation of a spacetime manifold i.e. the background of Φ determines the time direction. Therefore, the unbroken symmetries on a constant-Φ hypersurface are the 3d diffeomorphism.
*2

There are also earlier works on EFTs of perturbations on black holes with a spacelike scalar profile [27, 28].
The EFT includes the so-called scordatura terms [47] that are absent in DHOST theories but that are present in
ghost condensation [48, 49].
*3
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We denote the time coordinate by τ and then define a unit vector normal to the hypersurface,
δµτ
∂µ Φ
nµ ≡ − √
→ − √ ττ ,
−g
−X

(2.1)

ds2 = −N 2 dτ 2 + hij (dxi + N i dτ )(dxj + N j dτ ) ,

(2.2)

where gτ τ denotes the (τ τ )-component of the inverse metric, X = gµν ∂µ Φ∂ν Φ < 0, and the vector nµ
√
satisfies nµ nµ = −1 and nµ ∂µ Φ = −X > 0. The arrow refers to the expression in the unitary gauge
where Φ = Φ̄(τ ). It is convenient to work with the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) decomposition in
which the metric is written in the form,

where N is the lapse function, N i is the shift vector, and hµν = gµν + nµ nν is the induced metric. On
a constant-Φ hypersurface, the extrinsic curvature is defined by
Kµν ≡ hαµ ∇α nν ,

(2.3)

where ∇µ is the 4d covariant derivative. In terms of the ADM variables introduced in (2.2), the
extrinsic curvature and its trace are given by
1
(ḣij − Di Nj − Dj Ni ) , K = hij Kij ,
(2.4)
2N
where Di is the covariant derivative associated with the induced metric hij and a dot denotes the
derivative with respect to τ . Furthermore, one can straightforwardly construct the 3d Ricci tensor (3)Rij and its trace (3)R using the induced metric and the 3d Christoffel symbol.
Following the same procedure as it has been done for the EFT of dark energy/inflation [25, 26],
one can write down an EFT action in the unitary gauge Φ = Φ̄(τ ) which contains terms invariant
under the 3d diffeomorphism,
Z
√
S = d4 x −g F (R̃µναβ , gτ τ , Kµν , ∇ν , τ ) .
(2.5)
Kij =

Here, R̃µναβ is the 4d Riemann tensor and F is a scalar function under the 3d diffeomorphism made
out of geometrical quantities. We see that this action can contain not only terms that are invariant
under the 4d diffeomorphism such as the 4d Ricci scalar R̃ but also terms built out of, for instance,
N , Kµν , and (3)R that are manifestly invariant only under the 3d diffeomorphism. Furthermore, the
fact that the τ -diffeomorphism is spontaneously broken by Φ̄(τ ) allows the action to contain explicitly
τ -dependent functions.
Although the action (2.5) in general can be applied to generic background geometries without
assuming any symmetries, it is not yet the EFT of perturbations we wanted to achieve. As we will see
below, we will expand the action (2.5) in terms of perturbations and we will impose a set of consistency
relations on the expansion coefficients to make sure that the 3d diffeomorphism invariance is preserved
as a whole.
Let us now define the perturbations of gτ τ , the extrinsic curvature, and the 3d Ricci tensor as
follows:
δgτ τ ≡ gτ τ − ḡτ τ (τ, ~x) ,

δKνµ ≡ Kνµ − K̄νµ (τ, ~x) ,
4

δ(3)Rνµ ≡ (3)Rνµ − (3)R̄νµ (τ, ~x) ,

(2.6)

where the background values are denoted with a bar and ~x refers to spatial coordinates. Notice that
the background quantities as defined above can generically depend on the spatial coordinates.
As pointed out in [21], the naive EFT action which is written in terms of the building blocks such
as δgτ τ and δK is not invariant under the 3d diffeomorphism due to the presence of the background
quantities, e.g., ḡ τ τ , K̄, and (3)R̄ that are in general functions of spatial coordinates. In order to
achieve a consistent EFT action, one then Taylor expands the unitary gauge action (2.5), that is
manifestly invariant under the 3d diffeomorphism, in terms of perturbations defined in (2.6),
S=

Z


√
d x −g F̄ + F̄gτ τ δgτ τ + F̄K δK + F̄σνµ δσνµ + F̄(3)R δ(3)R + F̄rνµ δrνµ + F̄nν ∂ν gτ τ n̄µ ∂µ δgτ τ
4

1
+ F̄gτ τ gτ τ (δgτ τ )2 + F̄gτ τ K δgτ τ δK + F̄gτ τ σνµ δσνµ δgτ τ + F̄gτ τ rνµ δrνµ δgτ τ
2
1
+ F̄gτ τ (3)R δgτ τ δ(3)R + F̄KK δK 2 + F̄Kσνµ δKδσνµ + F̄K (3)R δKδ(3)R + F̄Krνµ δKδrνµ
2
1
1
+ F̄(3)R(3)R δ(3)R2 + F̄(3)Rσνµ δ(3)Rδσνµ + F̄(3)Rrνµ δ(3)Rδrνµ + F̄r2 δrνµ δrµν
2
2
1
1
µ
ν
µ ν
µ
ττ 2
+ F̄σ2 δσν δσµ + F̄σr δσν δrµ + F̄(nν ∂ν gτ τ )2 (n̄ ∂µ δg ) + F̄Knµ ∂µ gτ τ δK(n̄µ ∂µ δgτ τ )
2
2

1
µν
τ
τ
τ
τ
(2.7)
+ F̄hµν ∂µ gτ τ ∂ν gτ τ h̄ ∂µ δg ∂ν δg + · · · ,
2

where σµν ≡ Kµν − Khµν /3, rµν ≡ (3)Rµν − (3)Rhµν /3, and we have expanded the action up to second
order in perturbations. We use F̄ ≡ (∂F/∂X)BG etc. to denote the Taylor coefficients evaluated on
the background. Clearly, we see that each term of the action above breaks 3d diffeomorphism due to
the spatial dependence of the background quantities. However, since the full action must be invariant
under the 3d diffeomorphism, there must be a set of consistency relations that guarantees the 3d
diffeomorphism invariance of the action as a whole.
As shown in [21], a set of consistency relations can be simply obtained by applying the chain rule to
each term of the expansion. For example, the chain rule associated with spatial derivatives of F̄ (τ, ~x)
is
d
∂
F̄ (τ, ~x) = i F (gτ τ , K, (3)R, τ )
i
∂x
dx
= F̄gτ τ

∂ḡ τ τ
∂xi

+ F̄K

BG

∂(n̄µ ∂µ ḡτ τ )
∂ K̄
∂ σ̄νµ
∂r̄νµ
∂ (3)R̄
µ
µ
ν ∂ gτ τ
+
F̄
+
F̄
+
F̄
+
F̄
, (2.8)
(3)R
n
ν
σ
r
ν
ν
∂xi
∂xi
∂xi
∂xi
∂xi

where we have omitted terms of higher order in derivatives. In principle, there are infinitely many
consistency relations which can be obtained by applying the chain rule to other terms in (2.7) such as
F̄gτ τ and F̄K (see [21] for more detail). Notice that the chain rule associated to τ -derivative does not
lead to non-trivial relations among the EFT coefficients since the chain rule in this case involves Fτ ,
which does not show up as an EFT coefficient. In addition, as expected, such consistency relations
are automatically satisfied in covariant theories, for example, Horndeski and (U-)DHOST theories (see
also Section 3).
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We now write down the EFT action in the unitary gauge, up to second order in perturbations,
 2
Z
M⋆
4 √
S = d x −g
f (y)R − Λ(y) − c(y)gτ τ − β(y)K − αµν (y)σµν − γνµ (y)rµν − ζ(y)n̄µ ∂µ gτ τ
2
1
1
1
1
+ m42 (y)(δgτ τ )2 + M13 (y)δgτ τ δK + M22 (y)δK 2 + M32 (y)δKνµ δKµν
2
2
2
2
1
1
1 2
1
(3)
µ (3) ν
τ τ (3)
+ M4 (y)δKδ R + M5 (y)δKν δ Rµ + µ1 (y)δg δ R + µ2 (y)δ(3)R2
2
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
+ µ3 (y)δ(3)Rνµ δ(3)Rµν + λ1 (y)νµ δgτ τ δKνµ + λ2 (y)νµ δgτ τ δ(3)Rνµ + λ3 (y)νµ δKδKνµ
2
2
2
2
1
1
1 2
1
ν
(3) µ
ν (3)
µ
ν (3)
(3) µ
+ λ4 (y)µ δKδ Rν + λ5 (y)µ δ RδKν + λ6 (y)µ δ Rδ Rν + M1 (y)(n̄µ ∂µ δgτ τ )2
2
2
2
2

1
1 2
(2.9)
+ M2 (y)δK(n̄µ ∂µ δgτ τ ) + M23 (y)h̄µν ∂µ δgτ τ ∂ν δgτ τ + · · · ,
2
2
where y = {τ, ~x} and the ellipsis refers to higher-order operators. The terms in the first line are
tadpole terms and (a part of) the functions f (y), Λ(y), c(y), β(y), αµν (y), γνµ (y), and ζ(y) will be fixed
by the background equations of motion (see Section 4 for the case of static and spherically symmetric
background metric). Here and in what follows, for simplicity, we work with the 4d Ricci scalar with
the boundary term subtracted,
R ≡ (3)R + Kµν K µν − K 2 = R̃ − 2∇µ (Knµ − nν ∇ν nµ ) .

(2.10)

Notice that, compared with Eq. (2.21) of [21], there are four additional terms that contain the derivative of δg τ τ . As we will see in Section 3, these extra terms in fact correspond to the functions characterizing quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories. Here, we only report the relations between the
extra parameters in (2.9) and the Taylor coefficients in (2.7):
ζ(y) = −F̄nµ ∂µ gτ τ ,

M21 = F̄(nµ ∂µ gτ τ )2 ,

M22 = 2F̄Knµ ∂µ gτ τ ,

M23 = F̄∂µ gτ τ ∂ µ gτ τ .

(2.11)

The other relations between the EFT parameters and the Taylor coefficients are the same as Eq. (2.23)
of [21], except there is an extra contribution F̄nν ∂ν gτ τ n̄µ ∂µ ḡ τ τ to the expression of Λ(y). Moreover,
the consistency relations in terms of the EFT parameters can be easily obtained using (2.11) above
and Eq. (2.23) of [21]. For instance, from (2.8), we have
1
1
1
∂i Λ + ḡτ τ ∂i c − M⋆2 (3)R̄∂i f + K̄(M⋆2 K̄∂i f + 3∂i β) − σ̄νµ (M⋆2 σ̄µν ∂i f − 2∂i ανµ )
2
3
2
+ r̄νµ ∂i γµν + n̄µ ∂µ ḡτ τ ∂i ζ ≃ 0 ,

(2.12)

where the symbol ≃ means that we have omitted subleading terms suppressed under an appropriate scaling (see the discussion below). Note that the last term in the equation above is due to the
operator ζ(y)n̄µ ∂µ gτ τ in the EFT action (2.9), which is newly introduced in the present paper. Additionally, the other consistency relations can be straightforwardly obtained following the same method
as explained above.
Before ending this Section, let us comment on the relevant scales of the four extra terms in (2.9).
As usual, we define an energy scale E that captures relevant scales of the background geometry:
E ≡ max{|(3)R̄|1/2 , |(3)R̄νµ (3)R̄µν |1/4 , |K̄|, |K̄νµ K̄µν |1/2 , |(3)R̄νµ K̄µν |1/3 } .
6

(2.13)

Also, we introduce the energy scales µ and Λ⋆ to be a Lorentz breaking scale [energy scale for Φ̄(τ )]
and the cutoff of the EFT, respectively. Note that it is reasonable to assume that µ ≫ Λ⋆ and E < Λ⋆ .
Therefore, in terms of the relevant energy scales, we can define the scales associated with the four
additional EFT coefficients as
ζ ∼ O(M⋆2 E 2 Λ−1
⋆ ),

M21 ∼ M23 ∼ O(M⋆2 E 2 Λ−2
⋆ ),

M22 ∼ O(M⋆2 EΛ−1
⋆ ).

(2.14)

In the next Section, we will give a dictionary between the EFT coefficients defined in (2.9) and the
functions in the covariant action of (shift- and reflection-symmetric) quadratic higher-order scalartensor theories.

3

Dictionary

In this section, we discuss how the shift- and reflection-symmetric subclass of quadratic higher-order
scalar-tensor theories described by the action

Z
4 √
S = d x −g P (X) + F (X)R̃ + A1 (X)∇µ ∇ν Φ∇µ ∇ν Φ + A2 (X)(Φ)2

1
1
1
µ
µ
µ
2
+ A3 (X)∇ Φ∇µ XΦ + A4 (X)∇ X∇µ X + A5 (X)(∇ Φ∇µ X) ,
(3.1)
2
4
4
where the second derivative of Φ is contained up to the quadratic order, is embedded in our EFT.
(See [50] for a similar discussion in the case of EFT of inflation.) Here, Ai ’s are arbitrary functions of
the kinetic term of the scalar field X = ∇µ Φ∇µ Φ. We do not impose any particular relation between
the coefficient functions in (3.1) unless otherwise stated.
We use Eqs. (2.1)–(2.3) and the acceleration vector given by
aµ ≡ n α ∇ α n µ = −

1 α
h ∂α X ,
2X µ

(3.2)

which enable us to express the second covariant derivative of the scalar field as
√
 nα ∂α X
nµ nν .
∇µ ∇ν Φ = − −X Kµν − 2n(µ aν) − √
2 −X

Hence, the action (3.1) takes the form
Z

√ 
S = d4 x −g P + F R + f1 Kνµ Kµν + f2 K 2 + f3 (nµ ∂µ X)2 + f4 Knµ ∂µ X + f5 aµ aµ ,

(3.3)

(3.4)

where K ≡ gµν Kµν and
f1 = −XA1 ,

f2 = −XA2 ,

1
f4 = − (2A2 + XA3 + 4FX ) ,
2

f3 = −

1
(A1 + A2 + XA3 + XA4 + X 2 A5 ) ,
4X

f5 = X(2A1 + XA4 − 4FX ) .

Here, a subscript X denotes the derivative with respect to X.
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(3.5)

Assuming Φ̄(τ ) = µ2 τ and ḡ τ τ = −1 for simplicity (so that X̄ = const.) and expanding the
action (3.4) up to second order in perturbations, we have
 2
Z
M⋆
4 √
f (y)R − Λ(y) − c(y)gτ τ − β̃(y)K − α(y)K̄νµ Kµν − ζ(y)nµ ∂µ gτ τ
S = d x −g
2
1
1
1
1
+ m42 (y)(δgτ τ )2 + M̃13 (y)δgτ τ δK + M22 (y)δK 2 + M32 (y)δKνµ δKµν
2
2
2
2
1 2
1
1 2
τ τ (3)
µ ττ
ν
µ
+ µ1 (y)δg δ R + λ1 (y)ν δg δKµ + M1 (y)(n̄ ∂µ δgτ τ )2
2
2
2

1 2
1
µ
ττ
2
µν
ττ
ττ
+ M2 (y)δK(n̄ ∂µ δg ) + M3 (y)h̄ ∂µ δg ∂ν δg + · · · ,
(3.6)
2
2

with

M⋆2 f = 2F̄ ,
Λ = −P̄ + X̄ P̄X + X̄ F̄X (3)R̄ + (X̄ F̄X + f¯1 + X̄ f¯1X )K̄νµ K̄µν − (X̄ F̄X − f¯2 − X̄ f¯2X )K̄ 2 ,
c = X̄ P̄X + X̄ F̄X (3)R̄ + X̄(F̄X + f¯1X )K̄ µ K̄ ν − X̄(F̄X − f¯2X )K̄ 2 ,
ν

β̃ = −2f¯2 K̄ ,

m42 = X̄ 2 P̄XX

µ

α = −2f¯1 ,

ζ = X̄ f¯4 K̄ ,
+ X̄ 2 F̄XX (3)R̄ + X̄ 2 (F̄XX + f¯1XX )K̄νµ K̄µν − X̄ 2 (F̄XX − f¯2XX )K̄ 2

(3.7)

¯ µ (n̄µ K̄) ,
− X̄ f¯4X ∇
M̃13 = 4X̄(F̄X − f¯2X )K̄ ,
2

µ21 = −2X̄ F̄X ,

λ1 µν

M22 = 2f¯2 ,
M32 = 2f¯1 ,
= −4X̄(F̄X + f¯1X )K̄ µ ,
ν

1
M23 = f¯5 .
2
Note that the action (3.6) is a special case of the original EFT action (2.9). Here, for later convenience,
we have employed a slightly different parameterization compared to the one in (2.9): The tadpole
term αµν (y)σµν in (2.9) is now replaced by α(y)K̄νµ Kµν with a new EFT coefficient α(y), and we express
R in terms of Kµν instead of σµν . Hence, we put a tilde on the coefficients which are modified due to
this change (i.e., β̃ = β − αK̄/3 and M̃13 = 3M13 /2). Additionally, the consistency relations mentioned
in Section 2 are automatically satisfied for the above choice of EFT coefficients.
It should be noted that so far we have not assumed any degeneracy condition on the higherderivative terms in (3.1), but the above dictionary of course applies to theories with degenerate higherderivative terms, i.e., Horndeski theories [3–5], DHOST theories [6,7], and U-DHOST theories [11–13].
In such specific theories, the degeneracy conditions impose some constraints on the EFT coefficients.
In particular, the shift- and reflection-symmetric subclass of Horndeski theories up to the quadratic
order in ∇µ ∇ν Φ amounts to
M21 = 2X̄ 2 f¯3 ,

M22 = −2X̄ f¯4 ,

A1 = −A2 = 2FX ,

A3 = A4 = A5 = 0 ,

(3.8)

for which f1 = −f2 = −2XFX and f3 = f4 = f5 = 0. This means that some of the EFT coefficients
are related to each other and some of them vanish, e.g.,
K̄α + β̃ = 0 ,

α = M22 = −M32 ,

ζ = M21 = M22 = M23 = 0 .

In this case, the expression (3.7) of the EFT coefficients is consistent with the one in [21].
8

(3.9)

4

Static and spherically symmetric background

In the last two Sections, we have reviewed a general construction of the EFT and reported a dictionary
between the coefficients in the EFT action and the corresponding functions that specify the covariant
action of the shift- and Z2 -symmetric quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories. In this Section, we
consider a static and spherically symmetric background geometry based on the EFT. For simplicity,
instead of (2.9), we choose the simpler EFT action (3.6) that includes quadratic higher-order scalartensor theories without imposing (3.7) as a starting point.
Let us first specify the background metric which is static and spherically symmetric,
ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +

dr 2
+ r 2 dΩ2 ,
B(r)

(4.1)

where dΩ2 = dθ 2 + sin2 θdφ2 , and A(r) and B(r) are functions of the areal radius r. Note that,
throughout this paper, we do not necessarily impose the condition A(r) = B(r). The metric above
can be brought to the so-called Lemaı̂tre coordinates [40, 44, 49, 51],
ds2 = −dτ 2 + [1 − A(r)]dρ2 + r 2 dΩ2 ,

(4.2)

with the transformations being
dτ = dt +

r

1−A
dr ,
AB

dρ = dt + p

dr
AB(1 − A)

.

(4.3)

Additionally, using the transformations above, we see that the areal radius r is a function of ρ − τ and
r
B(1 − A)
,
(4.4)
∂ρ r = −ṙ =
A
where a dot denotes the derivative with respect to τ . As is clear in this expression, the ρ- and
τ -derivatives of r are functions of r.
In what follows, for simplicity, we set the EFT coefficient f in front of the Ricci scalar to be unity
and assume Φ̄(τ ) = µ2 τ and ḡ τ τ = −1, so that X̄ = const.*4 Also, we assume the symmetries under
Φ → Φ + const. and Φ → −Φ. With all these assumptions, one can show that the corresponding EFT
up to second order on the background (4.2) is given by
S=

*4

Z

 2
√
M⋆
R − Λ(r) − c(r)gτ τ − β̃(r)K − α(r)K̄νµ Kµν − ζ(r)nµ ∂µ gτ τ
d x −g
2
1
1
1
1
+ m42 (r)(δgτ τ )2 + M̃13 (r)δgτ τ δK + M22 (r)δK 2 + M32 (r)δKνµ δKµν
2
2
2
2
1
1
1 2
+ µ1 (r)δgτ τ δ(3)R + λ1 (r)µν δgτ τ δKµν + M21 (r)(n̄µ ∂µ δgτ τ )2
2
2
2

1 2
1
µ
ττ
2
µν
ττ
ττ
+ M2 (r)δK(n̄ ∂µ δg ) + M3 (r)h̄ ∂µ δg ∂ν δg
,
2
2
4

Or equivalently, we assume the existence of the Einstein frame which is compatible with X̄ = const.
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(4.5)

where the EFT coefficients are now functions of the areal radius r = r(ρ − τ ) only, respecting the
staticity and the spherical symmetry of the background metric. It is now straightforward to write
down the background equations of motion. Only the terms in the first line of (4.5) contribute to the
background equations, and we obtain
M⋆2 Ḡµν = T̄µν ,

(4.6)

where
¯ λ (ζ n̄λ )]n̄µ n̄ν
T̄µν = −(Λ − c − n̄λ ∂λ β̃ + αK̄σλ K̄λσ )ḡµν + [2c − n̄λ ∂λ β̃ + αK̄σλ K̄λσ − 2∇
¯ λ (αK̄ λ n̄ν) ) + ∇
¯ λ (αK̄µν n̄λ ) .
− 2n̄(µ ∂ν) β̃ + 2αK̄µλ K̄λν − 2∇
(µ

(4.7)

Compared with the one in [21], we here assume f = 1 and ḡτ τ = −1, and there is a contribution from
the new tadpole term with ζ in (4.5). Due to the symmetry of the background, only four out of ten
components are independent, which are explicitly written as follows:
Λ − c = M⋆2 (Ḡτ ρ − Ḡρ ρ ) ,
r
′
2 B  2√
Λ+c+ 2
r 1 − A ζ = −M⋆2 Ḡτ τ ,
r
A
r

 ′ 
′
1−A B
AB ′
B(1 − A) ′
α +
∂ρ K̄ +
β̃ = −M⋆2 Ḡτ ρ ,
α+
r
A
2A
A
r " r 
 #′
B 4 B 1−A ′
1
r
α = M⋆2 (Ḡρ ρ − Ḡθ θ ) ,
2r 2 A
A
r2

(4.8)

with the relevant components of the (background) Einstein tensor given by
τ

Ḡ

τ

Ḡτ ρ
ρ

Ḡ

ρ

Ḡθ θ

 
[r(1 − B)]′ 1 − A B ′
+
,
=−
r2
r
A
 
1−A B ′
=−
,
r
A
 
[r(1 − B)]′ 1 B ′
−
,
=−
r2
r A
 
B(r 2 A′ )′ (r 2 A)′ B ′
=
+
.
2r 2 A
4r 2
A

(4.9)

Here and in what follows, we use a prime to denote the derivative with respect to r. These equations
provide relations among the EFT coefficients through given functions A(r) and B(r). In particular,
one can obtain conditions under which our EFT admits the stealth Schwarzschild(-de Sitter) solutions
as an exact solution (see Appendix A). Conversely, if the EFT coefficients are regarded as an input,
then one can fix the functional form of A(r) and B(r) by use of the above equations. For instance,
in (quadratic) DHOST theories where A1 + A2 = 0 [see Eq. (3.1)], the third equation in (4.8) yields
B/A = const.
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5

Odd-parity perturbations

In the previous Section, we found the background equations of motion (4.8) derived from the EFT
action (4.5) assuming the shift and Z2 symmetries. In this Section, we analyze the dynamics of
linear odd-parity perturbations around the background (4.2) based on the quadratic Lagrangian.
The analysis in this section is a generalization of the one for shift- and Z2 -symmetric quadratic
DHOST theories performed in [44], where perturbations about the stealth Schwarzschild-de Sitter
solution [37,52] were studied. We show that our results agree with those in [44] when restricted to the
stealth solution within shift- and Z2 -symmetric DHOST theories.
Let us now analyze the decomposition of metric perturbations. The fact that the metric (4.2)
admits the SO(2) invariance implies that it is useful to decompose perturbations into the odd and
even sectors in the sense of spherical harmonics. Notice that the even and odd sectors are decoupled
at the linear level in theories without parity-violating terms.*5 The details of the decomposition into
those two sectors for different fields with different spins can be found in [54].
We introduce the metric perturbations, δgµν = gµν − ḡµν , in the odd-parity sector:
δgτ τ = δgτ ρ = δgρρ = 0 ,
X
¯ b Yℓm (θ, φ) ,
r 2 h0,ℓm (τ, ρ)Ea b ∇
δgτ a =
ℓ,m

δgρa =

X
ℓ,m

δgab =

X
ℓ,m

¯ b Yℓm (θ, φ) ,
r 2 h1,ℓm (τ, ρ)Ea b ∇

(5.1)

¯ c∇
¯ |b) Yℓm (θ, φ) ,
r 2 h2,ℓm (τ, ρ)E(a| c ∇

where Yℓm is the spherical harmonics, Eab is the completely antisymmetric tensor defined on a 2¯ a refers to the covariant derivative with respect to the metric of the unit 2-sphere, and the
sphere, ∇
indices a, b, · · · refer to {θ, φ}. As is well known, the three modes h0 , h1 and h2 are not all physical
degrees of freedom due to the residual symmetries in the unitary gauge. Under an infinitesimal oddparity coordinate transformation, xµ → xµ + ǫµ , with
ǫτ = ǫρ = 0 ,

ǫa =

X
ℓ,m

¯ b Yℓm (θ, φ) ,
Ξℓm (τ, ρ)E ab ∇

(5.2)

the unitary gauge is preserved and the components h0 , h1 , and h2 transform as
h0 → h0 − Ξ̇ ,

h1 → h1 − ∂ρ Ξ ,

h2 → h2 − 2Ξ .

(5.3)

One can simplify the analysis by setting m = 0. In fact, this simplification can be justified by the
spherical symmetry of the background. Therefore, it is more convenient to work with the Legendre
polynomials Pℓ (cos θ) instead of the spherical harmonics. In what follows, we use h0 , h1 , and h2 to
denote the coefficients of Pℓ (cos θ).
*5

For a parity-violating case such as the Chern-Simons theories, see [53] and references therein.
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For general multipoles ℓ ≥ 2, one can fix h2 → 0 by choosing Ξ = h2 /2, which is a complete
gauge fixing and can be done at the Lagrangian level. In Subsection 5.1, we will see that there is
only one dynamical degree of freedom in the odd-parity sector, which corresponds to one of the two
helicity modes of gravitational waves. On the other hand, the discussion here does not apply to dipole
perturbations, which we shall discuss separately in Subsection 5.2.

5.1

Odd-parity perturbations with ℓ ≥ 2

Let us now turn to the EFT action relevant to the odd-parity perturbations. By construction, the
background metric (4.2) is even under parity and so are the quantities evaluated on the background.
Besides, the operators δgτ τ and δK are even so that the terms in (4.5) that contain them may be
safely omitted. Therefore, with all the considerations above, the EFT action we are going to consider
for odd-parity perturbations is
Sodd =

Z


 2
√
1 2
M⋆
ττ
µ ν
µ
ν
R − Λ(r) − c(r)g − β̃(r)K − α(r)K̄ν Kµ + M3 (r)δKν δKµ .
d x −g
2
2
4

(5.4)

Note that one advantage of considering the odd-parity sector is that one does not need to take into
account the Stueckelberg field π since it is only present in the even-parity sector. Hence, working in
the unitary gauge is sufficient to fully describe the dynamics of the odd-parity perturbations. Related
to this point, a possible extra degree of freedom due to higher derivatives of the scalar field does not
show up in the odd sector. As a result, the analysis of odd-parity perturbations in the present paper
applies to scalar-tensor theories with non-degenerate higher-derivative terms. Likewise, it also applies
to theories with a non-dynamical scalar field, e.g., the cuscuton [55] or its extension [56, 57].
From the action (5.4), the quadratic action for h0 and h1 after integrating over the angular variables
R
and a few integration by parts is given by S2 = dτ dρ L2 , with
2ℓ + 1
L2 = p1 h20 + p2 h21 + p3 [(ḣ1 − ∂ρ h0 )2 + 2p4 h1 ∂ρ h0 ] ,
2πj 2

(5.5)

with the coefficients p’s defined as*6
√
1 2
r2M 2
(j − 2)r 2 1 − A (M⋆2 + M32 ) , p2 ≡ −(j 2 − 2) √ ⋆ + (p3 p4 )· ,
2
2 1−A
s
 ′

2
4
2
(M⋆ + M3 )r
A
α + M32
1−A
B
√
p3 ≡
, p4 ≡
+
.
A(1 − A) 2
r
M⋆2 + M32
2 1−A

p1 ≡

(5.6)

Here, j 2 ≡ ℓ(ℓ + 1) and we have used the background equations of motion (4.8) to remove the tadpole
functions Λ, c, and β̃. One can in principle neglect the derivatives of M32 and α since they are typically
suppressed by the energy scale E [see Eq. (2.13)] that is assumed to be much lower than the cutoff scale
*6

Since p3 and p4 are now functions of r only, one can express the last term in p2 in terms of r-derivative by use of
(4.4). Nevertheless, we keep the τ -derivative for notational simplicity.
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of the EFT we are interested in.*7 Nevertheless, in order to accommodate more general situations, we
keep all of them in our expressions.
Before going to further analysis, let us now comment on the coefficients (5.6). First, there is one
cross term with the coefficient p4 . We will see below that there is no obstacle of showing that there
is only one physical degree of freedom even with the presence of this cross term. The coefficient p4
vanishes when one imposes α + M32 = 0, which can be realized in, for instance, the shift- and Z2 symmetric quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories [see Eq. (3.7)]. Later in Subsection 5.2, we
conjecture that p4 = const. should follow from the consistency relations outlined in Section 2. For now,
however, we consider p4 as a function of r. Furthermore, it is interesting to point out that the above
expressions of p1 , p2 , and p3 are consistent with the ones in [44] where the stealth Schwarzschild-de
Sitter solutions in the context of shift- and Z2 -symmetric quadratic DHOST theories were studied.
Let us now get back to the Lagrangian (5.5). Following the procedure introduced in [58], we
perform an integration by parts and complete the square of terms containing derivatives to obtain
2ℓ + 1
L2 = p1 h20 + p̃2 h21 + p3 (ḣ1 − ∂ρ h0 − p4 h1 )2 ,
2πj 2

(5.7)

p̃2 ≡ p2 − (p3 p4 )· − p3 p24 .

(5.8)

where we have defined
We then introduce an auxiliary variable χ (whose mass dimension is 2) such that the Lagrangian above
can be rewritten as
2ℓ + 1
L2 = p1 h20 + p̃2 h21 + p3 [−χ2 + 2χ(ḣ1 − ∂ρ h0 − p4 h1 )] .
(5.9)
2πj 2
Notice that the Lagrangian (5.7) can be recovered from (5.9) by integrating out χ. Indeed, the
equation of motion for χ yields χ = ḣ1 − ∂ρ h0 − p4 h1 , which can be substituted back into (5.9) to
recover the Lagrangian (5.7). Then, the Euler-Lagrange equations for h0 and h1 obtained from (5.9)
can be algebraically solved for h0 and h1 as
h0 = −

∂ρ (p3 χ)
,
p1

h1 =

(p3 χ)· + p3 p4 χ
.
p̃2

(5.10)

Plugging these solutions back into (5.9), we obtain the quadratic Lagrangian for the field χ only,
(j 2 − 2)(2ℓ + 1)
L2 = s1 χ̇2 − s2 (∂ρ χ)2 − s3 χ2 ,
2πj 2

(5.11)

where the parameters s1 –s3 are given by
(M⋆2 + M32 )2 r 6
j2 − 2
(j 2 − 2)p23
,
= √
p̃2
2 1 − A (j 2 − 2)M⋆2 + (M⋆2 + M32 )r 2 p24
(j 2 − 2)p23
(M⋆2 + M32 )r 6
s2 =
,
=
p1
2(1 − A)3/2


·
 · 
p3 p24
p1 + p̃2
(M⋆2 + M32 )r 4
p4
2
√
s3 = (j − 2)p3 1 +
+ O(j 0 ) .
−
ṗ3 − p3
= j2
p̃2
p1 p̃2
p̃2
2 1−A
s1 = −

*7

(5.12)

Furthermore, within the class of shift- and Z2 -symmetric quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories (3.1), the
parameters α and M32 are just functions of X̄ [see Eq. (3.7)] that is constant in our setup, so that all derivatives acting
on those parameters trivially vanish.
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From the Lagrangian (5.11), one can read off squared sound speeds as follows. The squared sound
speed c2ρ along the ρ-direction can be defined by
c2ρ =

ḡρρ s2
r 2 p2
M2
= 2 ⋆ 2+ 2 4 ,
|ḡτ τ | s1
j −2
M⋆ + M3

(5.13)

where we have inserted the factor ḡρρ /|ḡτ τ | so that the sound speed indeed represents δ(proper distance)
divided by δ(proper time). Interestingly, so long as p4 6= 0 (i.e, α + M32 6= 0 in terms of EFT coefficients), c2ρ depends on the multipole index of the mode functions. The squared sound speed c2θ along
angular directions can be defined by
r 2 s3
M⋆2
=
,
ℓ→∞ |ḡτ τ | j 2 s1
M⋆2 + M32

c2θ = lim

(5.14)

where the factor r 2 /|ḡτ τ | has been inserted for the same reason as ḡρρ /|ḡτ τ | in (5.13). Note that
c2ρ 6= c2θ in general, and the difference is characterized by p4 (i.e., α + M32 ). Therefore, in shift- and
reflection-symmetric quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories where α + M32 = 0 [see Eq. (3.7)],
the two sound speeds coincide:
c2ρ = c2θ =

M⋆2
≡ c2T ,
M⋆2 + M32

(5.15)

which is consistent with the result of [44]. Moreover, in this particular case, we see that the difference
between the sound speed c2T and unity is determined by the operator M32 of the EFT. The same
expression of c2T for cosmological backgrounds in the EFT of dark energy can be found, for example,
in [59].
We require the absence of ghost and gradient instabilities,
s1 > 0 ,

c2ρ > 0 ,

c2θ > 0 ,

(5.16)

which can be realized if our EFT parameters satisfy
M⋆2 + M32 > 0 ,

M⋆2 > 0 .

(5.17)

These conditions are again consistent with those in [44]. Notice that the conditions above hold only
at the linear level, whereas the stability conditions become more complicated when non-linearities are
taken into account.*8
Let us now derive the generalized Regge-Wheeler equation from the Lagrangian (5.11). Since one
usually derives the Regge-Wheeler equation in the Schwarzschild coordinates {t, r, θ, φ}, let us perform
the inverse transformation of (4.3) by use of
r
r
1−A
B(1 − A)
B(1 − A)
1
dρ ,
dr = −
dτ +
dρ .
(5.18)
dt = dτ −
A
A
A
A
*8

One example where the perturbations on a cosmological background become pathological was studied in [60]. The
instabilities were found in a non-linear regime in the presence of gravitational wave background, taking into account the
cubic and quartic Galilean operators.
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Note also that the Jacobian determinant is given by
s
∂(τ, ρ)
A
=
.
∂(t, r)
B(1 − A)

(5.19)

Then, the Lagrangian (5.11) becomes
(j 2 − 2)(2ℓ + 1)
L2 = a1 (∂t χ)2 − a2 (∂r χ)2 + 2a3 (∂t χ)(∂r χ) − s3 χ2 ,
2πj 2

(5.20)

with
s1 − (1 − A)2 s2
,
a1 = p
A3 B(1 − A)

a2 =

r

B(1 − A)
(s2 − s1 ) ,
A

a3 =

(1 − A)s2 − s1
.
A

(5.21)

Written in terms of the Schwarzschild coordinates, all the coefficients defined above are independent of
t. The Lagrangian (5.20) contains the cross term (∂t χ)(∂r χ), and thus the “sound cone” of odd-parity
gravitational waves is tilted relative to the timelike Killing vector (∂/∂t)µ , reflecting the fact that
ḡ µν ∂ν Φ̄ is not proportional to the timelike Killing vector. As explained in [37], the cross term in (5.20)
can be removed by performing a coordinate transformation,
Z
a3
t̃ = t +
dr .
(5.22)
a2
Note that the radial coordinate remains the same. Therefore, we have

(j 2 − 2)(2ℓ + 1)
L2 = b1 (∂t̃ χ)2 − b2 (∂r χ)2 − s3 χ2 ,
2πj 2

(5.23)

where now the coefficients b’s are given by
b1 = a 1 +

a23
,
a2

b2 = a2 .

(5.24)

We now introduce the tortoise coordinate,
r∗ =
and a new variable,
√

Z

√

1
dr ,
AB

b2
Γ≡ √
.
AB
With the definitions above, the equation of motion for Ψ reads
Ψ=

Γχ ,

2
∂2Ψ
2 ∂ Ψ
−
c
+ Veff Ψ = 0 ,
r
∗
∂r∗2
∂ t̃2

where we have defined c2r∗ ≡ b2 /(ABb1 ) and the effective potential,


s3
dΓ 2
1
1
d2 Γ
Veff ≡
.
+ √
−
b1
4b1 b2 dr∗
2 AB b1 dr∗2

(5.25)

(5.26)

(5.27)

(5.28)

Solving Eq. (5.27) under appropriate boundary conditions at the sound horizon for the odd modes
and at spatial infinity gives rise to the spectrum of quasinormal modes. Note that a similar analysis of
the Regge-Wheeler equation of black hole perturbations around a stealth Schwarzschild solution can
be found in [42, 46].
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5.2

Dipole ℓ = 1

In this Subsection, we study the dynamics of dipole perturbations in the odd-parity sector, which
is related to the slow rotation of black holes. Notice that, in this case, the perturbation h2 in (5.1)
intrinsically vanishes simply due to the fact that h2 was defined with a second derivative acting on
Pℓ (cos θ) that is zero when ℓ = 1. Therefore, we still have a gauge freedom to remove either h0 or h1 .
In principle, looking at (5.3), one could simply set ∂ρ Ξ = h1 such that h1 → 0; however, this gauge
fixing is incomplete in the sense that it only fixes the ρ-derivative of the gauge parameter Ξ, which
means that one still has a freedom to change Ξ with an arbitrary function of τ . As a result, we will see
explicitly below that imposing directly the gauge condition h1 = 0 in the Lagrangian (5.5) leads to a
loss of an independent equation of motion and hence an incorrect result. (See [61] for a more detailed
discussion on this point.) Hence, we should impose such an incomplete gauge fixing after deriving the
equations of motion for h0 and h1 .
For ℓ = 1, the Lagrangian (5.5) takes the form
3
L2 = (p3 p4 )· h21 + p3 [(ḣ1 − ∂ρ h0 )2 + 2p4 h1 ∂ρ h0 ] ,
4π

(5.29)

from which the equations of motion for h0 and h1 can be derived respectively as
∂ρ [p3 (ḣ1 − ∂ρ h0 )] + ∂ρ (p3 p4 h1 ) = 0 ,
[p3 (ḣ1 − ∂ρ h0 )]· − (p3 p4 )· h1 − p4 p3 ∂ρ h0 = 0 .

(5.30)

Setting h1 = 0, we have
∂ρ (p3 ∂ρ h0 ) = 0 ,

(p3 ∂ρ h0 )· + p4 p3 ∂ρ h0 = 0 .

(5.31)

The first equation yields p3 ∂ρ h0 = C1 (τ ) with C1 (τ ) being an arbitrary function of τ . Plugging this
into the second equation, we find
Ċ1 (τ ) + p4 C1 (τ ) = 0 .

(5.32)

We recall that p4 is a function of r = r(ρ − τ ) in general [see Eq. (5.6)]. If p4 has a non-trivial
r-dependence, then the only solution to (5.32) is a trivial one, C1 (τ ) = 0, which suggests that a
slowly rotating black hole solution is prohibited in this case. Actually, we conjecture that p4 = const.
can be derived from consistency relations explained in Section 2. If p4 is constant, then we have
C1 (τ ) = C2 e−p4 τ with C2 being an integration constant, and hence
r
Z
Z
∂
r
A
dρ
ρ
= 2C2 e−p4 τ dρ
.
(5.33)
h0 = C2 e−p4 τ
2
2
4
p3
B
(M⋆ + M3 )r
This indicates that the explicit functional form of h0 depends on the background functions A(r) and
B(r) as well as the EFT coefficient M32 (r). If M32 is constant and A = B, then the integral can be
performed analytically to yield
e−p4 τ
2C2
h0 = −
,
(5.34)
3 (M⋆2 + M32 )r 3
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where we have used the residual gauge degree of freedom Ξ = Ξ(τ ) to fix the (τ -dependent) integration
constant. Further imposing p4 = 0, i.e., α + M32 = 0 in terms of EFT coefficients, h0 can be written
in the form
J
h0 = −
,
(5.35)
2
4π(M⋆ + M32 )r 3
where we have defined J ≡ 8πC2 /3. Interestingly, this has the same form as the (tφ)-component of
the Kerr metric expanded up to the first order in the angular momentum J. This result is consistent
with the ones found in [37, 44]. On the other hand, if A 6= B and/or M32 6= const, the solution for
h0 is not of the form (5.35), implying that a rotating black hole solution does not belong to the Kerr
family in general, even at the linear level. We leave this investigation to future work.

6

Conclusions

Recently, the Effective Field Theory (EFT) of black hole perturbations in the context of scalar-tensor
theories with a timelike scalar profile was formulated in [21]. The resulting EFT can in fact be
applied to an arbitrary spacetime geometry with or without black holes as far as the gradient of the
scalar field is timelike. It was shown that imposing a set of consistency relations associated to the
spatial coordinates guarantees that the EFT action in the unitary gauge is invariant under the 3d
diffeomorphism.
In Section 2 of the present paper, we reviewed the construction of the EFT in the unitary gauge.
We also took into account the terms that contain derivatives acting on δgτ τ to accommodate the shiftand Z2 -symmetric quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories. We then obtained the corresponding
consistency relations taking into account those additional terms in the EFT. In Section 3, we restricted
our considerations to the shift- and Z2 -symmetric quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories with
X̄ = const. and ḡτ τ = −1 and found the dictionary between our EFT parameters and the functions
of such covariant theories.
The background analysis of the EFT including the extra terms due to the shift- and Z2 -symmetric
quadratic higher-order scalar-tensor theories was performed in Section 4. There, we assumed the
background metric to be static and spherically symmetric. We thus obtained the background equations
of motion which allow us to express some coefficients in the EFT action in terms of the background
functions A(r) and B(r).
Lastly, in Section 5, we analyzed the dynamics of odd-parity perturbations at the second order. We
found that the sound speed in the radial direction has a non-trivial dependence on the multipole index ℓ
in general. In terms of EFT coefficients, the ℓ-dependent part is controlled by the quantity α + M32 .
Interestingly, a non-vanishing α + M32 also results in a deviation between the sound speeds in the
radial and angular directions. We checked that, once restricted to the stealth Schwarzschild-de Sitter
solution in shift- and Z2 -symmetric DHOST theories where α + M32 = 0, both the sound speeds turn
out to be the same as those in [44]. We also derived the generalized Regge-Wheeler equation in the
odd sector. Finally, we studied the odd-parity perturbations with ℓ = 1 which are related to the slow
rotation of a black hole.
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There are several directions we would like to explore in future work. First, an obvious application
of our current work is to determine the spectrum of quasinormal modes in the odd-parity sector using
the generalized Regge-Wheeler equation we found in Section 5. This would be a first step for our EFT
to make a connection with observations. Second, it would be nice to use our EFT to compute tidal
Love numbers of black holes. It was shown that the Love number of Schwarzschild and Kerr black
holes in GR vanishes, see e.g. [62,63], but it is generically non-zero in some classes of modified gravity
theories [64]. Also, it is worth investigating the dynamics of even-parity perturbations including the
spectrum of quasinormal modes and tidal Love numbers. In the even-parity sector, we expect that the
strong coupling problem of perturbations around stealth solutions (see e.g. [38, 44, 47, 65, 66]) is not
present in general due to the fact that the so-called scordatura effect [47]*9 is already implemented in
our EFT action. Additionally, the procedure for constructing the EFT explained briefly in Section 2
can be used to formulate the EFT of vector-tensor theories on arbitrary background metric. This also
serves as a generalization of the EFT of vector-tensor theories on a cosmological background developed
in [67]. We leave this to future work [68]. Finally, it is theoretically and phenomenologically interesting
to formulate the EFT of perturbations on a rotating black hole background accompanied by a timelike
scalar profile.*10 This would shed light on how the dynamics of perturbations gets modified due to
the presence of angular momentum of a black hole.
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A

Existence conditions for stealth solutions

Let us study under which conditions our EFT admits the stealth Schwarzschild(-de Sitter) solution as
an exact solution. The conditions are obtained by plugging the functions
A=B =1−

rs Λeff 2
−
r ,
r
3

(A.1)

into the background equations of motion (4.8). Here, rs and Λeff are constants, and the background
Einstein tensor is given by Ḡµ ν = −Λeff δµ ν . A similar strategy was employed to clarify the existence
conditions for stealth solutions, e.g., in [36,52,69,70]. After some simplifications, we have the following
conditions on tadpole functions:
Λ − c = M⋆2 Λeff ,
*9

c+

′
1  2√
r
1
−
A
ζ
=0,
r2

α′ = 0 ,

K̄ ′ α + β̃ ′ = 0 .

(A.2)

Such an effect was already known in the context of ghost condensation [48, 49].
See [28] for a formulation of the EFT on a slowly rotating black hole background with a spacelike (instead of timelike)
scalar profile.
*10
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In the case of shift- and reflection-symmetric higher-order scalar-tensor theories, the last condition
in (A.2) cannot be satisfied in general. Indeed, by use of the dictionary (3.7) as well as (3.5), we have
K̄ ′ α + β̃ ′ = −2K̄ ′ (f¯1 + f¯2 ) = 2X̄ K̄ ′ (Ā1 + Ā2 ) .

(A.3)

Here, Ā1 and Ā2 are the coefficient functions A1 (X) and A2 (X) in the action (3.1) evaluated at
the background, X = X̄. This means that theories with A1 + A2 6= 0 are incompatible with the
set of conditions (A.2) and hence do not accommodate the stealth Schwarzschild(-de Sitter) solution
as an exact solution. In particular, U-DHOST theories, for which A1 + A2 can be non-vanishing,
are incompatible with the condition K̄ ′ α + β̃ ′ = 0 in general. For DHOST theories, the last two
conditions in (A.2) are satisfied by default, and the first two conditions just fix the parameters of the
solution Λeff and X̄ in terms of the coefficient functions in the action (3.1), which is consistent with
the result of [37, 52].
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