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In modified gravity, the one-loop matter power spectrum exhibits an ultraviolet divergence as
shown in the framework of the degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor theory. To address this problem,
we extend the effective field theory of large scale structure to modified gravity theories. We find
that new counterterms appear and renormalize the ultraviolet divergence as a natural consequence of
non-linearity in the modified Poisson equation. The renormalized one-loop matter power spectrum
is useful to test modified gravity theories by comparing to observations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of the accelerating expansion of the Uni-
verse is one of the outstanding puzzles of modern physics.
Modified gravity is an interesting candidate for its origin
without the cosmological constant. From this perspec-
tive, it is important to test modifications of gravity on
cosmological scales by comparing theoretical predictions
and observations.

The extensions of general relativity (GR) have various
directions. One of the simplest possibilities is adding
a scalar degree of freedom to GR outside the Love-
lock theorem [1] (see recent review [2, 3]). Such scalar-
tensor theories have been intensively investigated. A typ-
ical model is the Horndeski theory [4–6]. The Horn-
deski theory is the most general scalar-tensor theory
with second-order equations of motion with respect to
the scalar field and the metric tensor. Its extension is
the Degenerate Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor theory [7–
9] (DHOST), whose Euler-Lagrange equations include
higher-order derivatives, while its system keeps second
order. Further extensions have been studied in Refs. [10–
14]. The Horndeski theory and DHOST theory have non-
linear derivative scalar self-interactions. Thanks to these
interactions, so-called k-mouflage/kinetic screening [15]
or Vainshtein screening [16] works, i.e., the scalar field
does not propagate on small scales, and Newtonian grav-
ity is recovered around the solar system.

Large scale structure (LSS) is useful for testing modi-
fied gravity theories on cosmological scales. Many galaxy
survey projects such as DESI, PFS, and Euclid are ongo-
ing and upcoming [17–19]. These new observations will
probe the properties of dark energy and soon achieve,
for instance, a percent-level accuracy of its equation of
state parameter. Provided that unprecedented amount of
observational data with greatest accuracy will be avail-
able, it is crucial to make strict theoretical predictions
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of observables in modified gravity models and clarifies
the differences from those in GR. In GR, the evolution
of the density fluctuation is determined by the Einstein
and fluid equations (continuity and Euler equations) in-
side the horizon. In modified gravity, however, the Ein-
stein equations are modified at both linear and non-linear
levels. In the DHOST theory, the linear growth of the
density fluctuation is modified [20–24], and higher-order
correlation functions have different signatures from those
in GR and the Horndeski theory [25–29]. It is particularly
remarkable that the one-loop correction of the matter
power spectrum has a logarithmic ultraviolet (UV) diver-
gence in the DHOST theory according to a perturbative
calculation [30]. If this divergent matter power spectrum
was a solid prediction, some parts of the DHOST theory
would be excluded by a serious tension with the non-
divergent observed power spectrum.

Despite its success on large scales, the perturbative
treatment of the density fluctuation is broken down on
small scales (. O(Mpc)) because its perturbative quan-
tity exceeds unity there. It is known that the pertur-
bative expansion is broken down at three-loop even in
GR [31]. Toward valid predictions, the effective field
theory of large scale structure (EFTofLSS) [32–34] has
been developed. The EFTofLSS takes into account the
effects of small-scale physics in a fashion inspired by ef-
fective field theory approach. The effective fluid is in-
troduced to incorporate the small-scale physics, and it
provides counterterms and eliminates a problematic UV
sensitivity, which otherwise picks up the breakdown of
the perturbative approach. As a result, the perturbative
expansion is converged. As a price to pay, the so-called
EFT parameters appear, and it is necessary to fix them
by observations or simulations.

In this paper, we extend the EFTofLSS to modified
gravity and demonstrate our framework in the DHOST
theory. The essence is that new counterterms appear
in modified gravity and they renormalize the UV diver-
gence. In the EFTofLSS in GR, non-linear interactions
exist only in the Euler equation and the counterterms
arise from them. In modified gravity, however, non-linear
interactions also exist in the equations of motion for the
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scalar field and the gravity potentials. Thus we need
to introduce new effective terms in the modified Poisson
equation, which leads to novel counterterms. As we show
later, these new counterterms exactly cancel the UV di-
vergence in the one-loop corrections to the matter power
spectrum and the prediction of the DHOST theory be-
comes convergent.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec II, we shortly

review the EFTofLSS in GR and illustrate that the ap-
propriate counterterms appear from the effective fluid in-
duced by non-linear interactions in the Euler equation.
In Sec. III, we extend the framework of the EFTofLSS in
GR to modified gravity theories and show that the appro-
priate new counterterms appear from the non-linearity
in the modified Poisson equation. Applying it to the
DHOST theory, we also demonstrate the cancellation
of the UV divergence in the one-loop power spectrum.
Sec. IV is devoted to our conclusion.

II. REVIEW OF EFTOFLSS IN GR

In this section, we briefly review the EFTofLSS in the
case of GR, before extending it in the next section. We
refer the interested reader to a recent review and the
references therein [35].

A. EFT of long modes

Let us consider the dynamics of the density fluctuation
of the matter field inside horizon. The metric perturba-
tion around a spatially flat homogeneous and isotropic
universe is defined by

ds2 = −[1 + 2Φ(t,x)]dt2 + a2(t)[1 − 2Ψ(t,x)]dx2. (1)

The fluctuations of the matter field is characterized by
the density fluctuation δ and the scalar component of the
velocity field θ defined as

δ(t,x) ≡
ρ(t,x)− ρ̄(t)

ρ̄(t)
, θ(t,x) ≡

∂iv
i(t,x)

aH
, (2)

where ρ is the energy density of the matter, ρ̄ is its mean
value, the velocity field of the matter denotes vi, and we
ignore its vectotial component. In GR, the dynamics of
gravitational potentials are given by Einstein equations
inside the cosmological horizon, i.e., Poisson equation. δ
and θ are governed by the continuity and Euler equations.
These equations form a closed, coupled and non-linear
system,

∂2Φ =
3

2
a2H2Ωmδ, (3)

δ̇ +
1

a
∂i[(1 + δ)vi] = 0, (4)

v̇i +Hvi +
1

a
vj∂jv

i +
1

a
∂iΦ = 0, (5)

where H = ȧ/a and Ωm = 8πGNρ̄/3H
2. An overdot

denotes the derivative with respective to the time coor-
dinate, and GN is the gravitational constant. It should
be stressed that the gravitational equation is still Poisson
equation even if we consider the non-linear density fluctu-
ation. Non-linearity arises only from the Euler equation
in the large scale structure in GR.
In the so-called standard perturbation theory (SPT),

one solves Eqs. (3)-(5) in perturbation with respect to
δ and θ in Fourier space [36]. On small scales, how-
ever, these perturbative variables exceed unity and the
perturbation theory breaks down, which propagates to
larger scales through loop corrections and hinders the
correct convergence [31]. To address this problem, the
EFTofLSS has been developed [32–34]. The original per-
turbative variables are split into short mode and long
mode as

δ(t,x) = δs(t,x) + δl(t,x), (6)

vi(t,x) = vis(t,x) + vil (t,x), (7)

Φ(t,x) = Φs(t,x) + Φl(t,x), (8)

where the long-mode variables are defined by a smooth-
ing with an appropriate window function WΛ,

Xl(t,x) =

∫

d3x′ WΛ(|x− x′|)X(t,x′), (9)

with X = δ,Φ and ρvi. Here, Λ is a coarse-grained (cut-
off) scale with a hierarchy, H ≪ ∂/a ≪ Λ.
The EFTofLSS describes the dynamics of the smoothed

long-mode variables Xl which are sufficiently small and
hence enable a valid perturbation. The short modes af-
fect the long-mode dynamics only through the non-linear
term in the Euler equation (5) [32],

vj∂jv
i = vjl ∂jv

i
l +

1

ρl
∂jτ

ij
Λ , (10)

where τ ijΛ is the energy momentum tensor of the short
modes,

τ ijΛ = ρlv
i
sv

j
s −

1

8πGN
[(∂kΦs)

2δij − 2∂iΦs∂
jΦs]. (11)

Here higher order derivative terms O
(

∂2/(aΛ)2
)

have

been ignored. The EFTofLSS rewrites τ ijΛ in terms of
the long modes not by solving the short modes but by
introducing an effective fluid expression,1

ρ−1
l 〈τ ijΛ 〉δl =

[

c2sδl −
c2bv
aH

∂kv
k
l

]

δij +∆τ ij

−
3

4

c2sv
aH

(

∂ivjl + ∂jvil −
2

3
∂kv

k
l δ

ij

)

, (12)

1 〈...〉δl denotes the ensemble average over the short modes under

the influence of the long wavelength background δl. This proce-

dure corresponds to writing down all possible terms in the EFT

of QFT.
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which includes all possible linear terms of the long modes
that respect the symmetry i ↔ j. The coefficients
ci (i = s, cv, sv) are undetermined functions of time
and the cutoff scale at this point. ∆τ is the stochas-
tic term representing the stochastic noise of short modes
to long modes [37]. For the above EFT terms to be sig-
nificant from the one-loop corrections, their perturba-
tive order are assigned as ci = O(δ2l ) (i = s, cv, sv) and
∆τ = O(δ3l ).

B. Proper counterterms

In what follows, we shall see that the effective fluid
terms (12) lead to additional contributions which can-
cel the UV sensitivity of the SPT solution. We send the
detailed calculations to App. A and concisely explain es-
sential points. Putting the above equations altogether,
one obtains a closed system of equations for the long
modes (see Eqs. (A1) and (A2)). To solve this system
perturbatively, we expand the long modes as

Φl =
∑

n=1

Φ
(n)
l , δl =

∑

n=1

δ
(n)
l , θl =

∑

n=1

θ
(n)
l , (13)

where Φ
(n)
l , δ

(n)
l , θ

(n)
l are n-th order quantities in δ

(1)
l .

Substituting them into the coupled equations, we can
determine n-th order solutions order by order. Up to
second order, the solutions are the same as the SPT.
One finds the linear solution as

δ
(1)
l (t,p) = D+(t)δL(p), (14)

where δL(p) is the initial density field and D+ is the
growth factor. The second-order solution is given by

δ
(2)
l (t,p) =

D2
+(t)

(2π)3

∫ Λ

d3k F2(p,k)δl(p− k)δl(k), (15)

where the standard second-order kernel F2 can be found
in Eq. (A11). The third-order solution acquires addi-
tional contributions from the effective fluid (12),

δ
(3)
l (t,p) = δ

(3)
SPT(t,p) + δ

(3)
EFT1(t,p) + δ

(3)
EFT2(t,p), (16)

where the second term in the right hand side, which arises
from the terms with ci in Eq. (12), reads

δ
(3)
EFT1(t,p) = −p2

∫ t

dτ G(t, τ)c2combH
2δ

(1)
l (τ,p), (17)

Here, G is the Green function in Eq. (A9) and c2comb ≡

c2s +(c2sv + c2bv)f is a new coefficient. δ
(3)
EFT2 and δ

(3)
SPT are

given in Eqs. (A14) and (A15), respectively.
The one-loop matter power spectrum is written as

P1loop(t, p) = P11(t, p) + P22(t, p) + 2P13(t, p), (18)

with

〈δ(1)(t,p)δ(1)(t,p′)〉 = (2π)3δD(p+ p′)P11(t, p), (19)

〈δ(2)(t,p)δ(2)(t,p′)〉 = (2π)3δD(p+ p′)P22(t, p), (20)

〈δ(1)(t,p)δ(3)(t,p′)〉 = (2π)3δD(p+ p′)P13(t, p). (21)

The linear power spectrum P11(t, p) = D+(t)
2PL(p) is

related to the initial linear power spectrum PL(p) defined
by 〈δL(p)δL(p

′)〉 = (2π)3δD(p+ p′)PL(p).

We focus on the following two contributions which

come from 〈δ(1)δ
(3)
SPT〉 and 〈δ(1)δ

(3)
EFT1〉, respectively:

P SPT
13 (t, p) =

2D4
+(t)

(2π)3
PL(p)

∫ Λ

d3k F3(p,k,−k)PL(k),

(22)

PEFT1
13 (t, p) = Ccomb(t,Λ) p

2PL(p), (23)

where F3 can be found in Eq. (A16) and Ccomb(t,Λ) ≡

−D+(t)
∫ t

dτG(t, τ)c2combH
2D+(τ) is the final form of

the undetermined coefficient. Ccomb depends on the cut-
off scale Λ, which characterizes the long mode through
Eq. (9). After all, Eq. (23) is the contribution from the
EFT terms with ci in Eq. (12) to the power spectrum
that is p2PL(p) multiplied by an undetermined time-
dependent function.

In the SPT, P SPT
13 has a UV sensitivity (i.e. depen-

dence on short scale physics), because the upper limit of
the integral is originally infinity, although it is replaced
by the cutoff scale Λ in the EFTofLSS. The loop integral
can potentially pick up the breakdown of the perturba-
tion theory on short scales. Nevertheless, in the UV limit
of the loop integral, P SPT

13 behaves as

P SPT
13 ≈ −

61D4
+(t)

315(2π)2
p2PL(p)

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk PL(k). (24)

For concreteness, the Einstein–de Sitter universe is as-
sumed only in Eq. (24). We find P SPT

13 ∝ p2PL(p) and it
has the same dependence on the external momentum as
the EFT contribution PEFT1

13 . The potential UV sensitiv-
ity of P SPT

13 can be cancelled by PEFT1
13 using the freedom

of its undetermined coefficient Ccomb. In other words,
PEFT1
13 works as a proper counterterm with the correct

momentum dependence. It is also shown in App. A that

δ
(3)
EFT2 has the same momentum dependence as the UV
limit of P SPT

22 and hence serves as another proper coun-
terterm.

Fortunately, since the standard linear power spectrum
quickly decays on short scales PL ∝ k−3 (k ≫ keq), the
loop integrals of P SPT

13 and P SPT
22 do not possess signif-

icant UV sensitivity in our Universe. However, if the
decay is slower PL ∝ kn (n > −1), the loop integral of
P SPT
13 exhibits UV divergence even in GR. Even in such

an extreme case, the leading UV divergence from P SPT
13

can be renormalized by PEFT1
13 .
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C. Renormalization and fixing EFT parameter

The renormarlized one-loop power spectrum in the
EFTofLSS in GR is given by

PEFT
1loop = P11 + P SPT

22 + 2P SPT
13 + 2PEFT1

13 , (25)

where the undertermined parameter Ccomb is still in-
cluded in the last term (23) and we ignored PEFT2

13 as
a small contribution. To fix the EFT parameter Ccomb,
we need to use a reference value Pobs at a certain wavenu-
mer pren(< Λ) from observation or simulation as

Ccomb(t,Λ) =
Pobs − P11 − P SPT

22 − 2P SPT
13

2p2PL

∣

∣

∣

∣

p=pren

.

(26)
Plugging it into PEFT

1loop, we can make a prediction of the
matter power spectrum for p 6= pren. Note that the above
equation also gives the running of Ccomb as the renormal-
ization scale pren changes.
One may wonder how the UV sensitivity of P SPT

13 was
cancelled in the above treatment. To explicitly see that,
we divide the coefficient Ccomb into two parts,

Ccomb(t,Λ) = Cren(t) + Cctr(t,Λ). (27)

The second term Cctr cancels the leading UV behavior
of P SPT

13 , and the first term remains as the renormalized
part of PEFT1

13 . Using Eq. (24), the concellation condition
is written as

Cctr(t,Λ)−
61D4

+(t)

315(2π)2

∫ Λ

p≪k

dp PL(k) = 0. (28)

Under this condition, the leading Λ dependence vanishes
from PEFT

1loop.

III. EFTOFLSS IN MODIFIED GRAVITY

Now we consider a modification of gravity theory from
GR. A typical example of modified gravity is a scalar-
tensor theory. The Horndeski theory [4–6] is the most
general scalar-tensor theory whose equations of motion
are second order. As a further extension, the Degener-
ate Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor (DHOST) theory [7–9] is
known as a more general theory including higher deriva-
tive operators, but its system is still second order. The
DHOST theory provides a powerful framework including
many concrete models of scalar-tensor theories.
The one-loop matter power spectrum in the DHOST

theory has been derived in the SPT manner [30]. In-
terestingly, it was pointed out that the one-loop power
spectrum has the logarithmic divergence even with the
standard linear power spectrum. In the present paper,
we develop the EFTofLSS in modified gravity and show
that new counterterms cancelling the logarithmic diver-
gence arises as a natural consequence of novel non-linear
dynamics introduced by the modification of the Poisson
equation.

A. SPT in modified gravity

We quickly review the results of the SPT calculations
in the DHOST theory. The linear evolution equation of
the density contrast is modified as [24]

δ̈
(1)
l + [2 + ς(t)]Hδ̇

(1)
l −

3

2
ΩmΞΦ(t)H

2δ
(1)
l = 0. (29)

ς and ΞΦ represent the effects of the modification of the
gravity (in GR, ς = 0 and ΞΦ = 1). Within the Horndeski
theory, ς = 0 and ΞΦ 6= 1. In the DHOST theory, ς 6=
0 and ΞΦ 6= 1. While the coefficients of the evolution
equation are different from those in GR, the form of the
linear solution is same as that in GR, Eq. (14). The
linear effect of modification of gravity is encoded into
the growth factor, D+.
In the DHOST theory, the kernel functions in the sec-

ond and third-order solutions are generalized as

F2(t,p1,p2) = κ(t)αs(p1,p2)−
2

7
λ(t) γ(p1,p2), (30)

F3(t,p1,p2,p3) = dαα(t)αα(p1,p2,p3) (31)

−
4

7
dαγ(t)αγ(p1,p2,p3)−

2

21
dγγ(t) γγ(p1,p2,p3)

+
1

9
dξ(t) ξc(p1,p2,p3) + dαα⊖(t)αα⊖(p1,p2,p3)

+ dαγ⊖(t)αγ⊖(p1,p2,p3) + dζ(t) ζc(p1,p2,p3).

The explicit formulae of these third-order shape func-
tions, αα⊖, αγ⊖, ζc, are given in App B. The modifica-
tion of gravity is encoded into the coefficients, κ, λ, and
ds (these explicit forms in the DHOST theory were shown
in [30]). In GR, κ = λ = dαα = dαγ = dγγ = ξc = 1 and
dαα⊖ = dαγ⊖ = dζ = 0 (see Eq. (A11) and Eq. (A16)).
Within the Horndeski theory, κ = dαα = 1, λ, dαγ , dγγ ,
dξ can deviate from unity, and dαα⊖ = dαγ⊖ = dζ = 0.
In the DHOST theory, all coefficients can deviate from
standard ones, in particular, dαα⊖, dαγ⊖, and dζ can take
non-zero values.
Using these kernel functions, one obtains the one-loop

corrections to the matter power spectrum. In the UV
limit, the leading behaviour of the one-loop corrections
are [30]

P SPT
13 (t, p) ≈ Q13(t)PL(p)

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk k2 PL(k)

+ Q̃13(t) p
2PL(p)

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk PL(k), (32)

P SPT
22 (t, p) ≈ Q22(t) p

4

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk k−2 P 2
L(k), (33)

where Q13 ≡ −D4
+ (dαα⊖ + dζ) /(6π

2), Q̃13 ≡ D4
+

×[147dαα − 144dαγ − 64dγγ − 357dαα⊖ − 252dαγ⊖ −
210dζ]/(1260π

2), and Q22 ≡ D4
+(343κ

2 − 336κλ +

128λ2)/(2940π2). Note that Q13 vanishes and Q̃13 be-
comes the leading term in the Horndeski. Furthermore,
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the Q̃13 term reproduces Eq. (22) in the GR limit. The
momentum dependence of P SPT

22 remains the same as the
GR case (see Eq. (A20)). However, the integrand of the
Q13 term gains an extra factor of k2 compared to the
GR case in Eq. (24). Since the standard linear power
spectrum is PL ∝ k−3 in the UV regime, this loop in-
tegral leads to a logarithmic divergence [30]. Thus the
matter power spectrum in the DHOST theory exhibits a
serious UV sensitivity. To cancel this stronger UV sensi-
tivity, we need an additional counterterm on top of the
effective fluid terms in the previous section, because the
dependence on the external momentum is also changed
from Eq. (24).

B. New counterterms

It is important to remember that the counterterms
arises from the non-linear interactions in the Euler equa-
tion (10) in the EFTofLSS in GR. This is because the
short modes can affect the long mode dynamics only
through non-linear interactions. Of course, one can con-
sider the EFT terms caused by the same origin in dark
energy and modified gravity models [25]. However, in
modified gravity, there exist the other non-linear interac-
tions which induce new counterterms.
In scalar-tensor modified gravity, the scalar field and

gravitational potentials interact at not only linear level
but also non-linear level in contrast to GR. As a result,
the Poisson equation changes and includes non-linear in-
teractions of gravitational potentials as well as the mod-
ified gravitational constant and the extra friction term.
Schematically, the modified Poisson equation can be writ-
ten as (see App. C for derivation)

1

a2H2
∂2Φ+

1

a4H4
TNL = µΦδ +

νΦ
H

δ̇ +
κΦ

H2
δ̈, (34)

with non-linear terms

TNL =τ̃
(2)
Φ,α(t)

[

(∂2Φ)2 + ∂iΦ∂i∂
2Φ
]

+ τ̃
(2)
Φ,γ(t)

[

(∂2Φ)2 − (∂i∂jΦ)
2
]

, (35)

where the coefficients, µΦ, νΦ, κΦ, τ̃s, are written by the
growth rate and the background variables. µΦ, νΦ, and

τ̃
(2)
Φ,α vanish in the Horndeski theory while these can be
non-zero in the DHOST theory. The higher-order terms
O(Φ3) are neglected. Smoothing out the above equation,
these non-linear interactions yields quadratic terms of the
short modes in the same way as Eq. (10). Following
the procedure of the EFTofLSS in GR (see Eq. (12)),
in rewriting the non-linear terms of the short modes in
terms of the long mode, we consider all possible linear
term of Φl as an effective description,

〈TNL〉δl
a4H4

= c1Φl + c2
∂2

a2H2
Φl + c3

∂2

a2H2

∂2

a2Λ2
Φl, (36)

where higher derivative terms are omitted. We regard
these terms as O(δ3l ) such that they contribute to the

one-loop power spectrum. We expect that c1, c2, and c3
are small parameters including power laws of H/Λ in the
analogy of EFT in quantum field theory (i.e. integrating
out heavy degrees of freedom, then one obtain countert-
erms for couplings).
In the perturbative analysis of the DHOST theory, the

quasi-static approximation is applied in which the time
dependence of both background variables and perturba-
tions are assumed to be the order of the Hubble param-
eter and hence negligible for the sub-horizon dynamics.
Then the gravitational potential always appears as ∂2Φ
in the modified Poisson equation accompanied by squared
spatial derivative. In this paper, therefore, we exclude
the c1 term and consider only the c2 and c3 terms as the
leading corrections. Note that an important exception of
the above argument is the Chameleon gravity [38]. In the
Chameleon case, the mass of the scalar field m provides
a relevant time scale for background variables, and the
time derivatives are not necessarily negligible. Indeed,
its modified Poisson equation is known to acquire a mass
term, m2Φ. Thus, the c1 term would be included as a
correction term to the mass term.
The EFT terms (36) are regarded as source terms in

the evolution equation for δ(3). Using the linear solu-
tion (14) and modified Poisson equation with the EFT
terms (34) and (36), we obtain the third-order evolution
equations

δ̈
(3)
l + [2 + ς(t)]Hδ̇

(3)
l −

3

2
ΩmΞΦ(t)H

2δ
(3)
l

=

(

c̃2 − c̃3
p2

a2Λ2

)

δ
(1)
l + (SPT parts), (37)

where

c̃2 = c2
κΦ + νΦf + µΦ

[

(fH)·/H2 + f2
]

1− µΦ
, (38)

c̃3 = c3
κΦ + νΦf + µΦ

[

(fH)·/H2 + f2
]

1− µΦ
. (39)

The contributions to the third-order solution from the
EFT corrections read

δ(3)c2
(t, p) =

∫ t

dτ G̃(t, τ) c̃2(τ)δ
(1)
l (τ, p), (40)

δ(3)c3
(t, p) = −

p2

Λ2

∫ t

dτ
G̃(t, τ)

a2(τ)
c̃3(τ)δ

(1)
l (τ, p). (41)

where G̃ is the Green function of Eq. (37). The one-loop
corrections from these counterterms are

P c2
13 (t, p) = PL(p)D+(t)

∫ t

dτG̃(t, τ)c̃2(τ)D+(τ),

≡ C2(t,Λ)PL(p), (42)

P c3
13 (t, p) = −

p2

Λ2
PL(p)D+(t)

∫ t

dτ
G̃(t, τ)

a2(τ)
c̃3(τ)D+(τ),

≡ C3(t,Λ)p
2PL(p). (43)
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These momentum dependences correspond to those of the
leading and sub-leading terms of P SPT

13 , Eq. (32). P c2
13

plays the role of the counterterm to the leading term
in P SPT

13 while P c3
13 does that to the sub-leading term.

Even in modified gravity, the EFT fluid argument for
the Euler equation in Sec. II applies and the counter term
PEFT1
13 in Eq. (23) emerges [25]. However, its momentum

dependence is the same as P c3
13 and thus Ccomb can be

absorbed in C3. Therefore, we have two undertemined
coefficients, C2 and C3, in the DHOST case.

C. Renormalized power spectrum

The renoamarlized one-loop power spectrum in the
EFTofLSS in the DHOST reads

PEFT
1loop = P11 + P SPT

22 + 2P SPT
13 + 2P c2

13 + 2P c3
13 , (44)

where P SPT
13 is divergent as we saw in Sec. III A and the

EFT parameters, C2 and C3, are included in the last two
terms. We ensure the cancellation of the UV sensitivities
in the same way as Sec. II C. Splitting the EFT parame-
ters into two parts, respectively,

Ci(t,Λ) := Cren
i (t) + Cctr

i (t,Λ), (45)

we require the cancellation between the leading and sub-
leading terms in Eq. (32) and the counterterms Eqs. (42)
and (43) as

Cctr
2 (t,Λ) +Q13(t)

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk k2 PL(k) = 0, (46)

Cctr
3 (t,Λ) + Q̃13(t)

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk PL(k) = 0. (47)

After these cancellations, the divergent P SPT
13 is renor-

malized as

P ren
13 (p) ≡ P SPT

13 (p)−Q13(t)PL(p)

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk k2 PL(k)

− Q̃13(t) p
2PL(p)

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk PL(k). (48)

The loop integral of P ren
13 is convergent. With this renor-

malized P13, the one-loop power spectrum is rewritten
as

PEFT
1loop = P11 + P SPT

22 + 2P ren
13 + 2P̃ c2

13 + 2P̃ c3
13 , (49)

where P̃ ci
13 is P ci

13 with the replacement of Ci by Cren
i .

To fix Cren
i , we need reference values Pobs at two dif-

ferent wave-numbers, pren1 and pren2 . Solving

PEFT
1loop(p

ren
1 ) = Pobs(p

ren
1 ), PEFT

1loop(p
ren
2 ) = Pobs(p

ren
2 ),

with respect to Cren
2 and Cren

3 , we obtain

Cren
2 =

(pren1 )2P
(1)
L ∆P (2) − (pren2 )2P

(2)
L ∆P (1)

2[(pren1 )2 − (pren2 )2]P
(1)
L P

(2)
L

, (50)

Cren
3 =

P
(2)
L ∆P (1) − P

(1)
L ∆P (2)

2[(pren1 )2 − (pren2 )2]P
(1)
L P

(2)
L

, (51)

where we defined P (i) ≡ P (preni ) and ∆P ≡ Pobs −P11 −
P SPT
22 − 2P ren

13 . Combining Eqs. (48)-(51), we find the
one-loop matter power spectrum, which can be used to
test the DHOST theory. Contrary to GR, the two EFT
parameters depend on the two renormalization scales.
Thus, the running of EFT parameters are more compli-
cated than that in GR.

D. Screening mechanism

Here we discuss the relation between the apparent UV
divergence and screening mechanism in the DHOST the-
ory. In modified gravity, the standard gravitational law
should be reproduced by a screening mechanism which
shields the propagation of the scalar field on small scales.
In the Horndeski and DHOST theories, non-linear deriva-
tive self-interactions of the scalar field shield its propa-
gation, which is referred as “k-mouflage/ kinetic screen-
ing” [15] or “Vainshtein screening” [16]. The screening
mechanisms seem to be related to the UV divergence
in the one-loop matter power spectrum as we argue be-
low. However, to the best of our knowledge, no rigorous
perturbative calculation of LSS taking into account the
screening mechanism has been done. In Ref. [39], the
authors have discussed the screening effects on the mat-
ter power spectrum in perturbative approaches, while the
effects were phenomenologically introduced.
The great advantage of the EFTofLSS is that it auto-

matically incorporates the screening effects in the coun-
terterms as long as the cutoff Λ corresponds to a longer
scale than the screening scale kscr. This hierarchy Λ <
kscr usually holds. On one hand, Λ is taken smaller than
the non-linear scale, knl, at which non-perturbative ef-
fects is significant PL(knl)k

2
nl ∼ 1. On the other hand,

for the screening mechanism to work, the non-linear ef-
fects have to be effective and the density fluctuation is
typically larger than unity, which leads to knl < kscr. As
a result, we have Λ < knl < kscr. Therefore, in prac-
tice, we do not need to be concerned about the screen-
ing mechanisms in calculating the LSS observables in the
EFTofLSS.
Still, the relation between the apparent UV divergence

and the screening mechanism is of interest. Our specula-
tive comments are in order. On scales where the screen-
ing mechanism works, the prediction of GR is restored
and the Q13 terms causing the UV divergence is supposed
to vanish. It may imply that the screening scale provides
a built-in UV cutoff of the divergence in Eq. (32) and
the apparently divergent loop integral remains finite even
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without the EFTofLSS framework. Based on this obser-
vation, we suppose that at least one of the origins of the
EFT counterterms is the screen mechanism. It would be
fascinating to explore their relationship in the first prin-
ciple. To this end, however, we need another approach
which somehow deals with the full non-linear dynamics
and the screening mechanism because the EFTofLSS is
agnostic to the origin of the counterterms.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have extended the framework of the
effective field theory of large scale structure (EFTofLSS)
in general relativity (GR) to modified gravity. After that,
we applied our framework to the degenerate higher-order
scalar-tensor (DHOST) theory. It is shown that the ul-
traviolet (UV) divergence in the one-loop power spec-
trum is precisely canceled out thanks to the new coun-
terterms, and we obtain a convergent matter power spec-
trum, which can be compared to observations for testing
the DHOST theory.

In the procedure of the EFTofLSS in GR, the effec-
tive fluid is introduced to represent the effect of the non-
linearity in the Euler equation. The effective fluid plays
the role of counterterms and cancels out the UV sensi-
tivity in the one-loop power spectrum. In modified grav-
ity theories, not only the Euler equation has non-linear
terms, but also the Poisson equation is modified and have
non-linearity. We introduced the new three EFT terms in
the field equation for Φ (36). In the Horndeski theory and
the DHOST theory, the quasi-static approximation is as-
sumed for both background variables and perturbations.
Hence we need not consider the c1 term. The contribu-
tion of the c2 term has a higher momentum dependence
than that in GR in the one-loop power spectrum, while
that of the c3 term has the same momentum dependence
as in GR. We demonstrated the application of our frame-
work to the DHOST theory, and we can require that the
logarithmic divergence in the one-loop power spectrum
is precisely canceled out. In order to fix the new EFT
parameters, it is necessary to use reference values of the
power spectrum at two different wave numbers.
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Appendix A: SPT calculations in EFTofLSS in GR

Using the procedure of the EFTofLSS, we obtain the
basic equations in Fourier space. The Poisson equation
does not change from the standard one. The continuity
and Euler equations read

1

H
δ̇l(t,p) + θl(t,p)

= −
1

(2π)3

∫ Λ

d3k α(p,k)θl(t,p− k)δl(t,p), (A1)

1

H
θ̇l(t,p) +

(

2 +
Ḣ

H2

)

θl(t,p) +
3

2
Ωmδl(t,p)

= −
1

(2π)3

∫ Λ

d3k [αs(p,k)− γ(p,k)]θl(t,p− k)θl(t,p)

+ c2s
p2

a2H2
δl(t,p)− c2v

p2

a2H2
θl(t,p) +

pipj
a2H2

∆τ ij(t,p),

(A2)

where we contracted ∂i to Eq. (5) and used the definition
of θ, Eq. (2), and the Poisson Eq. (3) with c2v = c2sv+ c2bv.
We also have defined the quantities

α(k1,k2) = 1 +
k1 · k2

k21
, (A3)

αs(k1,k2) =
1

2
[α(k1,k2) + α(k2,k1)], (A4)

γ(k1,k2) = 1−
(k1 · k2)

2

k21k
2
2

. (A5)

The terms in the last line of Eq. (A2) are additional terms
from the EFT argument, while the other terms are the
same as the SPT case, except for the index l and the
coarse-grained scale Λ appearing at the upper limit of the
integrals. These EFT terms are treated as source terms
in order to play a role of the counterterms. Solving the
system for the coarse-grained fields perturbatively, we
obtain solutions by using the same procedure as the SPT
way.
Truncating non-linear terms in the fluid equations, the

linearized equations are given by

1

H
δ̇
(1)
l (t,p) + θ

(1)
l (t,p) = 0, (A6)

1

H
θ̇
(1)
l (t,p) +

(

2 +
Ḣ

H2

)

θ
(1)
l (t,p)−

3

2
Ωmδ

(1)
l (t,p) = 0,

(A7)

Combining these equations, we obtain the linear evolu-
tion equation,

δ̈
(1)
l (t,p) + 2Hδ̇

(1)
l (t,p)−

3

2
H2Ωmδ

(1)
l (t,p) = 0. (A8)

This equation is a second-order ordinary differential
equation such that we have growing and decaying so-
lutions, D+(t) and D−(t) respectively. Neglecting the
decaying solution, we obtain the first-order solution (14).
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At non-linear level, the convolutions and the EFT
terms in the right hand side of Eqs. (A1) and (A2) be-
come relevant. In contrast to these fluid equations, the
Poisson equation always remains in the original linear
form even at non-linear level in GR. Using the second-
order equations and substituting the first-order solutions,
the second-order evolution equation is given by

δ̈
(2)
l (t,p) + 2Hδ̇

(2)
l (t,p)−

3

2
H2Ωmδ

(2)
l (t,p)

=
H2

(2π)3

∫ Λ

d3k

[

(a2H2D3
+f)

·

a2H2D+
αs(p,k)−D2

+f
2γ(p,k)

]

× δL(p− k)δL(p). (A9)

We assumed the density fluctuations do not initially have
non-linearity, so that non-linear solutions are given by the
inhomogeneous one. The second-order solution is given
by

δ
(2)
l (t,p) =

D2
+(t)

(2π)3

∫ Λ

d3k F2(p,k)δl(p− k)δl(k),

(A10)

where

F2(t,p,k) = κ(t)αs(p,k)−
2

7
λ(t)γ(p,k),

κ(t) :=
1

D2
+

L

[

(a2H2D3
+f)

·

a2D+

]

, (A11)

λ(t) := −
7

2D2
+

L
[

D2
+H

2f2
]

, (A12)

and we defined the operator L which acts on a function
of time s(t) as

L[s] :=

∫ t

0

dT
D+(T )D−(t)−D+(t)D−(T )

D+(T )Ḋ−(T )− Ḋ+(T )D−(T )
s(T ).

(A13)

In the matter dominance (Einstein de-Sitter universe) in
GR, we have κ = λ = 1 exactly. Even after the mat-
ter dominance, f starts to evolve but the growth of f is
slower than H . So, κ and λ still are close to unity. In this
App. A, we regard κ and λ as unity for simplicity. Using
the same procedure at third order, we can also obtain the
third-order solution as Eq. (17) and

δ
(3)
EFT2(t,p) = −

∫ t

dτ G(t, τ)H2kikj∆τ ij , (A14)

δ
(3)
SPT(t,p) =

2D4
+(t)

(2π)3
PL(p)

∫ Λ

d3k F3(p,k,−k)PL(k),

(A15)

with

F3(k1,k2,k3) = αα(k1,k2,k3)−
4

7
αγ(k1,k2,k3)

−
2

21
γγ(k1,k2,k3) +

1

9
ξc(k1,k2,k3).

(A16)

The explicit definitions of the third-order shape func-
tions, αα, αγ, γγ, ξc, are written in App. B.

Using the solutions up to third order, we obtain the
one-loop corrections as Eqs. (22), (23), and

P SPT
22 (t, p) =

2D4
+(t)

(2π)3

∫ Λ

d3k F 2
2 (k,p− k)PL(k)PL(|p− k|),

(A17)

PEFT2
13 (t, p) = −

1

(2π)3

∫ t

dτG(t, τ)pipj〈δ
(1)
l ∆τ ij〉.

(A18)

It the UV limit of the loop integrals, the SPT contri-
butions behave as

P SPT
13 (t, p) ≈ −

61D4
+(t)

315(2π)2
p2PL(p)

×

∫ Λ

p≪k

dk PL(k)

[

1 +O

(

p2

k2

)]

.

(A19)

P SPT
22 (t, p) ≈

135D4
+(t)

735(2π)2
p4
∫ Λ

p≪k

dk
P 2
L(k)

k2

[

1 +O

(

p2

k2

)]

,

(A20)

They should be compared to the external momentum de-
pendence of the EFT contributions,

PEFT1
13 (t, p) ∝ p2PL(p), (A21)

PEFT2
13 (t, p) ∝ p4, (A22)

where we used the result for the stochastic terms in
Ref. [37]. These external momentum dependence are ex-
actly the same. Thus the EFT terms can work as coun-
terterms in one-loop corrections.2

Appendix B: 3rd-order shape functions

The 3rd-order solution for the density contrast has the
several momentum dependence in GR and modified grav-
ity. Here we explicitly write them. The kernels that are

2 Note that of course these effective terms can cancel out lead-

ing parts of loop integrals. If one consider Λ-dependence of this

renormalization method, one need to introduce sub-leading parts

in an effective fluid, then one will see the cancellation of diver-

gence in loop integrals at higher order.
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generated by αs and γ are

αα(k1,k2,k3) =
1

3

[

αs(k1,k2 + k3)αs(k2,k3) + 2 perms.
]

,

(B1)

αγ(k1,k2,k3) =
1

3

[

αs(k1,k2 + k3)γ(k2,k3) + 2 perms.
]

,

(B2)

γα(k1,k2,k3) =
1

3

[

γ(k1,k2 + k3)αs(k2,k3) + 2 perms
]

,

(B3)

γγ(k1,k2,k3) =
1

3

[

γ(k1,k2 + k3)γ(k2,k3) + 2 perms.
]

.

(B4)

In the DHOST theory, the new kernels appear, which are
generated by the antisymmetric part of α as well as αs

and γ,

αα⊖(k1,k2,k3) =
1

6

{

[

α(k1,k2 + k3)− α(k2 + k3,k1)
]

× αs(k2,k3) + 2 perms.
}

, (B5)

αγ⊖(k1,k2,k3) =
1

6

{

[

α(k1,k2 + k3)− α(k2 + k3,k1)
]

× γ(k2,k3) + 2 perms.
}

. (B6)

In addition to these six kernels, we need to consider two
extra momentum dependence related to scalar non-linear
self-interactions (see Ref. [30]),

ξ(k1,k2,k3) = 1− 3
(k2 · k3)

2

k22k
2
3

+ 2
(k1 · k2)(k2 · k3)(k3 · k1)

k21k
2
2k

2
3

, (B7)

ζ(k1,k2,k3) =
(k2 · k3)

2

k22k
2
3

+ 2
(k1 · k3)(k2 · k3)

2

k21k
2
2k

2
3

+
k2 · k3

k22
+

(k1 · k2 + k3 · k1)(k2 · k3)

k21k
2
2

.

(B8)

We used those functions symmetrized cyclically,

ξc(k1,k2,k3) =
1

3

{

ξ(k1,k2,k3) + 2 perms.
}

, (B9)

ζc(k1,k2,k3) =
1

3

{

ζ(k1,k2,k3) + 2 perms.
}

. (B10)

Appendix C: Derivation of the schematic modified

Poisson equation

In this section, we derive the schematic modified Pois-
son equation, Eq. (34). In scalar-tensor theories, the
gravitational fields and scalar field are minimally coupled
to matter in the Jordan frame. In this situation, grav-
itational potentials and the scalar field fluctuations are

coupled in equations of motion at both linear and non-
linear levels while the fluid equations are still standard
ones. It is important to note that the equations of mo-
tion contain both non-linear scalar self-interactions and
non-linear interactions between the scalar field and the
gravitational potentials (see Eqs. (7)–(9) in Ref. [30]).

We solve the system perturbatively. Solving equations
of motion for the gravitational potentials and the scalar
field fluctuation algebraically at each order, substituting
the solution for Φ into the fluid equations, we finally ob-
tain the evolution equation for the density fluctuation.
Furthermore, to obtain the modified Poisson equation,
we need to solve the evolution equation for the density
fluctuation at each order, and substitute solutions into
the Euler-Lagrange equation for Φ, and sum up each or-
der solutions.

In the DHOST theory, the first-order solution is given
by [24, 27, 28]

∂2

a2H2
Φ(1)(t,x) = κΦ(t)δ

(1)(t, x) + νΦ(t)
δ̇(1)(t,x)

H

+ µΦ(t)
δ̈(1)(t,x)

H2
, (C1)

where κΦ, νΦ, and µΦ are determined by solving linearl-
ized equations of motion for gravitational potentials and
scalar field. The explicit forms are written in Ref. [24, 30].
At second order, non-linear terms exists in equations of
motion. The solution is given by [27, 28, 30]

∂2

a2H2
Φ(2) = κΦδ

(2) + νΦ
δ̇(2)

H
+ µΦ

δ̈(2)

H2

+
τ
(2)
Φ,α

D2
+

(

δ(1)δ(1) +
∂iδ

(1)

∂2
∂iδ

(1)

)

+
τ
(2)
Φ,γ

D2
+

{

δ(1)δ(1) −

(

∂i∂jδ
(1)

∂2

)2
}

. (C2)

where the coefficients, τ
(2)
Φ,i (i = α, γ), are written by

the grow rate and background variables in each modified
gravity model (the explicit forms are given by Eq. (B9)

in Ref. [30]). We can rewrite δ̇(1) and δ̈(1) to δ(1) in the
right hand side of Eq. (C1) by using the linear solution
for the density fluctuation (14). Substituting Eq. (C1)
into Eq. (C2), we obtain

∂2

a2H2
Φ(2) = κΦδ

(2) + νΦ
δ̇(2)

H
+ µΦ

δ̈(2)

H2

−
1

a4H4
τ̃
(2)
Φ,α

{

(

∂2Φ(1)
)2

+ ∂iΦ
(1)∂i∂

2Φ(1)

}

−
1

a4H4
τ̃
(2)
Φ,γ

{

(

∂2Φ(1)
)2

−
(

∂i∂jΦ
(1)
)2
}

,

(C3)
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where

τ̃
(2)
Φ,i = −

τ
(2)
Φ,i/D

2
+

κΦ + νΦf + µΦ

[

(fH)·/H2 + f2
] (i = α, γ).

(C4)

Using the same procedure, we can also obtain higher-
order solutions. Summing up these perturbative solu-
tions, we obtain the schematic modified Poisson equa-
tion (34), i. e. ,

1

a2H2
∂2Φ +

1

a4H4
TNL + · · · = κΦδ + νΦ

δ̇

H
+ µΦ

δ̈

H2
,

(C5)

with

TNL = τ̃
(2)
Φ,α

{

(∂2Φ)2 + ∂iΦ∂i∂
2Φ
}

+ τ̃
(2)
Φ,γ

{

(∂2Φ)2 − (∂i∂jΦ)
2
}

. (C6)

The ellipses denotes higher-order terms for Φ, namely
O(Φ3), because otherwise another quadratic term would
have appeared in Eq. (C3).
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