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Abstract: Two-field mimetic gravity was recently realized by looking at the singular
limit of the conformal transformation between the auxiliary metric and the physical metric
with two scalar fields involved. In this paper, we reanalyze the singular conformal limit and
find a more general solution for the conformal factor A, which greatly broadens the form
of two-field mimetic constraint and thus extends the two-field mimetic gravity. We find
the general setup still mimics the role of dark matter at the cosmological background level.
Moreover, we extend the action by introducing extra possible term for phenomenological
interests. Surprisingly, some special cases are found to be equivalent to general relativity,
k-essence theory and Galileon theory. Finally, we further extend the theory by allowing the
expression of mimetic constraint to be arbitrary without imposed condition, and show that
the dark matter-like behavior is unaffected even in this extension.
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1 Introduction

Theories of modified gravity [1–4] have attracted considerable attention in the last few
years as possible solutions for the dark energy, dark mater, the singularity problem [5–8]
and so on. Mimetic scenario was first proposed by Chamseddine and Mukhanov [9] as
a modification of Einstein’s general relativity where the scalar field play the role of dark
matter. The idea is to express the physical metric gµν in the Einstein-Hilbert action in
terms of an auxiliary metric g̃µν and a scalar field φ, as follows

gµν =
(
g̃αβφαφβ

)
g̃µν , (1.1)
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in which φα = ∇αφ is the covariant derivative of the scalar field with respect to spacetime,
so that the physical metric is invariant under Weyl rescalings of g̃µν . The above relation
then leads to a constraint equation

gµνφµφν = 1 . (1.2)

The gravitational equations by varying the Einstein-Hilbert action, which is constructed
from the physical metric gµν , contains an extra scalar mode which can mimic the cold dark
matter. Alternatively, one can impose the above constraint by employing a Lagrange mul-
tiplier [10] in the action. The mimetic gravity written in the Lagrange multiplier formalism
takes the following form

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
R+

λ

2
(gµνφµφν − 1) + Lm

]
, (1.3)

where we have used the unit reduced Planck massM2
p = 1/(8πG) = 1 and the most negative

signature for the metric.
For phenomenological applications, the mimetic model was generalized in Ref. [11,

12] by introducing a potential term V (φ). With appropriate choice of the potential, the
generalized model can provide inflation, bounce, dark energy, and so on. This has stimulated
extensive cosmological and astrophysical interests [13–30], and mimetic scenario has also
been applied in various modified gravity theories [31–44]. The Hamiltonian analysis of
different kinds of mimetic models were investigated in Refs. [45–52]. There are also some
other theoretic developments [53–57]. See Ref. [58] for a review.

Although the original mimetic gravity is free of pathologies, it is shown that the scalar
perturbation is non-propagating due to the mimetic constraint even being offered a po-
tential, thus can’t be quantized in a usual way. Besides, this may also lead to caustic
singularities. To remedy these issues, higher derivative terms of the mimetic field (2φ)2 are
introduced [11] to promote the scalar mode to be propagating. The equation of motion for
the scalar perturbation indeed has the wave-like form by choosing appropriate coefficient.
However, the detailed analysis in the action formalism indicates that the mimetic model
with higher derivatives always suffer from ghost or gradient instability at the level of linear
perturbations [59, 60]. Then it was suggested [61–63] to circumvent this difficulty by con-
sidering the direct couplings of the higher derivatives of the mimetic field to the spacetime
curvature.

Another interesting aspect of mimetic gravity is its close relation with non-invertible
disformal transformation. It is pointed out in Refs. [64–66] that mimetic gravity can be
realized through a non-invertible disformal transformation [67] where the number of degrees
of freedom (DOFs) is no longer preserved between the two frames [68] and the additional
DOF plays the role of dark matter. In this regard, the two-field extension of the mimetic
scenario [69, 70] was recently proposed by looking at the singular limit in the special case
of conformal transformation

gµν = A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃)g̃µν , (1.4)
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where X̃ ≡ g̃µνφµφν , Ỹ ≡ g̃µνψµψν , Z̃ ≡ g̃µνφµψν , and the conformal factor A is the
function of φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , and Z̃. Note that the notations used in this paper are slightly
different from those of Ref. [69]. The condition for singular limit is derived to be

A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = X̃A,X̃ + Ỹ A,Ỹ + Z̃A,Z̃ , (1.5)

where a comma denotes a partial derivative with respect to the argument. Then the authors
of [69] claimed that the nontrivial solution for A is

A = αX̃ + βỸ + 2γZ̃ , (1.6)

where α and β are arbitrary functions of the scalar fields φ and ψ. After imposing shift
symmetries on both φ and ψ, it was found [69, 70] that this setup still mimics the dark
matter at the cosmological background level. Recently, mimetic gravity is extended to the
multi-field setup in [71] with a curved field space manifold.

In this paper, we will reanalyze the singular limit of conformal transformation with
two scalar fields, and then extend the two-field mimetic theory. This paper is organized
as follows. In section 2, we obtain the more general solution for the condition on the
conformal factorA in singular limit, and give several explicit forms of functionA as examples
to illustrate new possibilities. In section 3, the generalized two-field mimetic gravity is
proposed and the dark matter-like fluid is confirmed. In section 4, we extend the theory by
introducing extra possible terms and some special cases are found to be equivalent to general
relativity, k-essence theory and Galileon theory. In section 5, further possible extensions
are proposed. Section 6 is our conclusion.

2 Singular conformal limit and two-field mimetic constraint

As pointed out by Refs. [64, 65], one can find the original single field mimetic gravity
by performing a singular conformal transformation to the pure Einstein-Hilbert action.
Similarly, two-field extension of mimetic gravity can be found by looking at the singular
limit of the conformal transformation (1.4) which involves two scalar fields [69]. Requiring
the eigenvalue for the Jacobian of the transformation ∂gµν

∂g̃αβ
to be zero, the condition on A

in the singular limit (1.4) is obtained as A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = X̃A,X̃ + Ỹ A,Ỹ + Z̃A,Z̃ . In this
section, we will reanalyze the condition on the conformal factor A, and then we derive the
corresponding two-field mimetic constraint and show several forms of A to illustrate new
possibilities.

2.1 Singular conformal limit

One can write the condition (1.5) on A in a simpler way

A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃) = c A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) , (2.1)

which holds for any number or scalar field c. We will prove the equivalence between eq. (1.5)
and eq. (2.1) in the appendix A. This means A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) is a homogeneous function
of degree one with respect to X̃, Ỹ and Z̃. Writing the kinetic term X̃, Ỹ , Z̃ in term of
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the inverse metric and the covariant derivative of the scalar fields, i.e., A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) =

A(φ, ψ, φµ, ψµ, c g̃
µν), one immediately has

A(φ, ψ, φµ, ψµ, c g̃
µν) = c A(φ, ψ, φµ, ψµ, g̃

µν) , (2.2)

which means A(φ, ψ, φµ, ψµ, g̃
µν) is a linear function with respect to the inverse metric g̃µν .

The authors of [69] claimed that the nontrivial solution for A is

A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = α(φ, ψ)X̃ + β(φ, ψ)Ỹ + 2γ(φ, ψ)Z̃ . (2.3)

In the following subsection, several specific forms will be given to demonstrate that the
solution of eq. (2.1) or eq. (2.2) is actually far more general than eq. (2.3).

2.2 Two-field mimetic constraint

We now move on to derive the general two-field mimetic constraint for the singular confor-
mal transformation. According to the conformal relation between the physical metric and
auxiliary metric (1.1), one has

gµν = g̃µν/A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) , (2.4)

and

X = X̃/A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃), Y = Ỹ /A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃), Z = Z̃/A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) . (2.5)

where X ≡ gµνφµφν , Y ≡ gµνψµψν and Z ≡ gµνφµψν . Taking the value of c in equation
(2.1) to be gµν/g̃µν , i.e., c = 1/A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃), one obtains

A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃) = c A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = 1 . (2.6)

Therefore, the general two-field mimetic constraint equation is found to be

A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = 1 , (2.7)

which is the main result we get in this section.

2.3 Specific forms

In this subsection, we will present several specific forms of the conformal factor A which
satisfies the condition imposed by the singular conformal limit.

• Form I: A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = α(φ, ψ)X̃ + β(φ, ψ)Ỹ + γ(φ, ψ)Z̃ , where α and β are
arbitrary functions of the scalar fields φ and ψ. This means A is a linear function of
X̃, Ỹ and Ỹ at the same time. The associated mimetic constraint is

A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = α(φ, ψ)X + β(φ, ψ)Y + γ(φ, ψ)Z = 1 . (2.8)

This form has been obtained and discussed in [69].
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– Subform Ia: α = 1, β = γ = 0. This case corresponds to the original single field
mimetic scenario [9], where the conformal factor is taken to be A(φ, X̃) = X̃ and
the associated mimetic constraint is

A(φ,X) = X = 1 . (2.9)

– Subform Ib: γ = 0. For this case, the cross term is vanishing. Actually, one
can always remove the cross term in (2.8) through the linear transformation of
the field space. Then the conformal factor takes the form A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) =

α(φ, ψ)X̃ + β(φ, ψ)Ỹ , and the associated mimetic constraint is

A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = α(φ, ψ)X + β(φ, ψ)Y = 1 . (2.10)

If one further impose the shift symmetries on both scalar fields, the associated
mimetic constraint becomes

A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = αX + βY = 1 , (2.11)

where α and β are constants. Cosmological implication of such case is discussed
in detail in Refs. [69, 70]

• Form II: A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = α(φ, ψ)X̃pỸ qZ̃1−p−q , where p and q are contants. Note
the conformal factor A is not a linear function of X̃, Ỹ and Ỹ any more. The associated
mimetic constraint is

A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = α(φ, ψ)XpY qZ1−p−q = 1 . (2.12)

This form hasn’t been discussed yet in the literature, and we hope to come back to
study its cosmology soon.

– Subform IIa: p + q = 1 and α(φ, ψ) = 1. The conformal factor takes the
form A(φ, X̃) = X̃pỸ 1−p and the associated mimetic constraint is A(φ,X) =

XpY 1−p = 1. One interesting possibility is to choose p = 1/(m + 1) and q =

m/(m + 1) where m is an positive integer. The mimetic constraint then reads
X1/(m+1)Y m/(1+m) = 1, which yields

XY m = 1 . (2.13)

For instance, choosing m = 1 leads to the mimetic constraint XY = 1. Another
interesting choose is to take p = n+1 and q = −n (n is also an positive integer),
which gives the conformal factor A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = X̃n+1/Ỹ n and the mimetic
constraint

Xn+1/Y n = 1 . (2.14)

Fox instance, choosing n = 1 gives the mimetic constraint equation X2/Y = 1.

– Subform IIb: p+q 6= 1. For instance, choosing p = q = 1 the mimetic constraint
equation becomes

XY/Z = 1 . (2.15)
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• Form III: A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = Σi αi(φ, ψ)Ai(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃), where αi are arbitrary
functions of φ and ψ, and Ai satisfy the condition imposed by singular conformal
limit. This means that any linear combination of the conformal factors satisfying the
singular limit condition (1.5) still safisfies (1.5), which is a natural result of the fact
that equation (1.5) is a linear equation of A. To show new possibilities of this form,
here we give a concrete example where the constraint equation is taken to be

A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = X + Y + αX2/Y = 1 . (2.16)

Actually, one can prove all the solution of A in the singular conformal limit can be
written in the general form:

A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = X̃θ(φ, ψ, Ỹ /X̃, Z̃/X̃) , (2.17)

where θ is an arbitrary function of φ, ψ, Y/X, and Z/X. For this general form of A, the
mimetic constraint equation reads

Xθ(φ, ψ, Y/X,Z/X) = 1 . (2.18)

For example, one can rewrite form I and form II as

A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = X̃

(
α(φ, ψ) + β(φ, ψ)

Ỹ

X̃
+ γ(φ, ψ)

Z̃

X̃

)
, (2.19)

and

A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) = X̃

α(φ, ψ)

(
Ỹ

X̃

)q (
Z̃

X̃

)1−p−q
 , (2.20)

which obviously satisfy the form (2.17). To illustrate how general the form of two-field
mimetic constraint can be, let us show three more explicit cases:

Xe−Y/X = 1 ,
X

sin (Y/X)
= 1 ,

X

sin (Y/X)e−φ
= 1 . (2.21)

3 General two-field mimetic gravity

Similar to the original mimetic scenario, the action for two-field mimetic gravity can be
written as

S[g̃µν , φ, ψ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g(g̃µν , φ, ψ)

R(gµν(g̃µν , φ, ψ))

2
, (3.1)

where the relation between the physical metric and the auxiliary metric is (1.4) and the
physical metric is invariant under the Weyl rescalings of the auxiliary metric. The conformal
factor A in the singular limit satisfies the condition (1.5), or equivalently, (2.1), and the
associated mimetic constraint is given by (2.7). It is convenient to rewrite the action in the
Lagrange multiplier formalism and we have

S[g, φ, ψ, λ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2

(
A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)− 1

)]
, (3.2)
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where λ is a Lagrange multiplier which enforces the mimetic constraint. Recall that function
A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) satisfies the condition

A = XA,X + Y A,Y + ZA,Z , (3.3)

or
A(φ, ψ, cX, cY, cZ) = c A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) , (3.4)

in which we have replaced the auxiliary metric in (1.5) and (2.1) by physical metric. Several
allowed forms of A have been shown in the previous section.

3.1 Equations of motion

This subsection is devoted to the equations of motion for general two-field mimetic gravity
(3.2). Varying the action with respect to the metric gives the gravitational equations

Gµν = −Tµν , (3.5)

where the effective energy-momentum tensor for the double mimetic fields is

Tµν = λ

(
A,Xφµφν +A,Y ψµψν +

A,Z
2

(φµψν + φνψµ)

)
. (3.6)

The divergence of the gravitational equations leads to

∇µTµν = 0 , (3.7)

which represents the conservation of energy and momentum. Varying the action with
respect to the scalar fields yields

∇µ
[
λ(A,Xφ

µ +
A,Z
2
ψµ)

]
− λ

2
A,φ = 0 ,∇µ

[
λ(A,Y ψ

µ +
A,Z
2
φµ)

]
− λ

2
A,ψ = 0 . (3.8)

In addition, the mimetic constraint equation A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = 1 is imposed by the La-
grangian multiplier.

3.2 Cosmological implications

In this subsection, we consider the cosmological implications of general two-field mimetic
gravity (3.2) at the background level. For a spatially flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker
(FRW) background, the metric is given by

ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2δijdx
idxj , (3.9)

where a(t) is the scale factor and t is the cosmic time. The energy density is

ρ = λ(A,X φ̇
2 +A,Y ψ̇

2 +A,Z φ̇ψ̇) , (3.10)

and pressure is
p = 0 , (3.11)
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by computing the diagonal components of the energy-momentum tensor (3.6). Using the
condition on A

A = XA,X + Y A,Y + ZA,Z = (A,X φ̇
2 +A,Y ψ̇

2 +A,Z φ̇ψ̇) , (3.12)

together with the mimetic constraint equation

A = 1 , (3.13)

we find ρ = λ and p = 0. The conservation of energy yields

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0 , (3.14)

in which H = ˙a(t)/a(t) is the Hubble expansion rate. As the pressure is zero, one get

ρ = λ = c/a3 , (3.15)

where c is constant of integration. This result can also be derived from the scalar equations
(3.8) at the cosmological background.

In Ref. [69], the authors found that the two-field mimetic setup after imposing the
shift symmetries on both φ and ψ mimics the dark matter at the cosmological background
level. Here we have greatly generalized their results. Although the functional form of
A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) in our more general setup (3.2) could be very diverse as shown in the
subsection 2.3, the model still describes a dark matter-like fluid at the cosmological back-
ground. This means the dark matter nature is independent of the explicit form of A, and
it is not necessary to assume shift symmetry to obtain the dark matter-like behavior. Note
that there is an exceptional case: λ = 0, where the mimetic scalars field don’t contribute
at all and the setup reduces to general relativity. We will encounter and study such case
in the next section. The two-field mimetic action (3.2) at the perturbation level will be
studied in detail in future work.

4 Extension with introduced extra term and its relations with other
modified theories of gravity

For the original mimetic scenario, the most general term (without higher derivative) one
can introduce to the scalar field is a potential term V (φ) as the kinetic term satisfies the
mimetic constraint X = 1 and thus can be eliminated. For the two-field mimetic gravity
model (3.2), one can also introduce extra possible term for phenomenology so that the
extended action takes the following form

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2

(
A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)− 1

)
+Q(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)

]
, (4.1)

where Q is an arbitrary function of φ, ψ,X, Y and Z. We should emphasize that the above
extension, similar to the case of original mimetic scenario with extra potential term, in gen-
eral don’t mimic dark matter any more. This is because the pressure p = Q(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)

no longer vanishes at the cosmological background level.
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Based on whether one of the scalar fields can be eliminated by the mimetic constraint,
we can divide the above action into two categories. For our interest in this paper, we focus
more on the cases where one of the scalar fields can be removed and show the possible
relations with other modified theories of gravity.

4.1 Case where ψ can be eliminated

Without loss of generality, we consider the case ψ can be eliminated. If we choose A in
the action (4.1) to be X/J(φ, ψ),which obviously satisfy the condition (3.3), the mimetic
constraint becomes

A = X/J(φ, ψ) = 1 , (4.2)

or equivalently,
ψ = f(φ,X), (4.3)

where f is the inverse function of J . Note that we have assumed J(φ, ψ) explicitly depending
on ψ, i.e., Jψ is not vanishing, to ensure the existence of the inverse function. Thus the
action becomes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
R

2
+
λ̃

2

(
ψ − f(φ,X)

)
+Q(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)

]
. (4.4)

It should be mentioned that the Lagrange multiplier are redefined as the mimetic constraint
equation has been rewritten. Variation of the above action with respect to λ̃ yields the
mimetic constraint (4.3). Then substituting the constraint into the action, one can eliminate
the scalar field ψ. Therefore, this setup reduces to the scalar-tensor theory with only one
scalar filed and no mimetic constraint at all. However, higher derivative of the remaining
scalar field may comes out. We will consider some particular cases below according to the
explicit form of the term Q(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z).

4.1.1 Subcase without introducing the term Q

Considering the subcase without introducing the extra term Q, i.e., one has

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2

(
X

J(φ, ψ)
− 1

)]
, (4.5)

or equivalently

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
R

2
+
λ̃

2

(
ψ − f(φ,X)

)]
. (4.6)

The mimetic constraint ψ − f(φ,X) = 0 is enforced by the Lagrange multiplier. Then
substituting the constraint equation into the action, the action reduces to the Einstein-
Hilbert action

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g R

2
, (4.7)

and one recovers Einstein’s theory of general relativity. Therefore, we find the Weyl scaling
invariant two-field mimetic theory (3.1) with

gµν = X̃/J(φ, ψ)g̃µν (4.8)
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is equivalent to general relativity and the number of degrees of freedom in this setup is 2.
As we have concluded in section 3, the general two-field mimetic model (3.2) are ex-

pected to mimic the dark matter. The special case (4.5) obviously belongs to the action
(3.2), but no dark matter appears. This is because the setup (4.5) is actually the excep-
tional case λ = 0 we have mentioned earlier. One can verify this by varying the action with
respect to ψ.

4.1.2 Subcase with Q = Q(φ, ψ,X)

Here we consider the subcase with Q = Q(φ, ψ,X) where Q is explicitly dependent on φ, ψ
and X. One has

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
R

2
+
λ̃

2

(
ψ − f(φ,X)

)
+Q(φ, ψ,X)

]
. (4.9)

By using the two-field mimetic constraint one can reduce the action to

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+K(φ,X)

]
, (4.10)

where K(φ,X) ≡ Q(φ, f(φ,X), X). Thus this subcase of two-field mimetic gravity is
equivalent to K-essence theory [72], which exists 3 degrees of freedom and has various
phenomenological implications in astrophysics and cosmology.

4.1.3 subcase with Q = G2(φ,X)− Z

We consider the case with Q = G2(φ,X) − Z where G2 is an arbitrary function of φ and
X. The action becomes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
R

2
+
λ̃

2

(
ψ − f(φ,X)

)
+G2(φ,X)− φµψµ

]
. (4.11)

By using the two-field mimetic constraint, the action reduces to

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+G2(φ,X) +G3(φ,X)2φ

]
, (4.12)

where G3(φ,X) = f(φ,X). Surprisingly, this subcase corresponds to a type of the Galileon
theory [73], which also exist 3 degrees of freedom and has numerous phenomenological
implications.

4.1.4 subcase with Q = Q(Y )

We consider the case when the function Q only depends on Y = ψµψµ. After employing
the mimetic constraint, one has Y = ∇µf(φ,X)∇µf(φ,X). Thus, the action

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
R

2
+
λ̃

2

(
ψ − f(φ,X)

)
+Q(Y )

]
. (4.13)

reduces to
S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+Q(∇µf∇µf)

]
, (4.14)
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which includes higher derivative of the scalar field φ. This case has 4 degrees of freedom
and one scalar degree of freedom suffers from Ostrogradski instability, and thus not viable
for phenomenology.

4.2 Case where neither of the fields can be eliminated

Usually one can not eliminate any scalar field by the mimetic constraint (2.7), so the form
of the action (4.1) can be very diverse and has many possibilities. Here we discuss one
special case which assumes the shift symmetry for both scalar field φ abd ψ, and the action
takes the form

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2

(
A(X,Y, Z)− 1

)
+Q(X,Y, Z)

]
, (4.15)

where only kinetic terms are relevant. If requiring A to be a linear function of X,Y and Z,
the action reduces to

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2

(
αX + βY − 1

)
+Q(X,Y, Z)

]
. (4.16)

The case with Q = 0 has been investigated in [69, 70] and it was found the adiabatic mode
is frozen in the perturbation level. Then some interesting and important question can be
asked. For instance, whether the adiabatic mode is still frozen or become propagating after
adding the extra term Q? If the adiabatic mode become propagating, does it suffer from
instabilities or not? Can inflation be realized in such case? We leave these questions for
future work.

4.3 Degrees of freedom and Ostrogradski ghost

It is important to study the degrees of freedom for the extended two-field mimetic action
(4.1). Our main purpose of this subsection is to illustrate that the number of degrees of
freedom depends on the form of both A and Q. The detailed Hamiltonian analysis is beyond
the scope of this paper and is left for future investigation.

We first consider the case with Q = 0. If choose A = X, the original one-field mimetic
gravity is recovered and the number of degrees of freedom is 3. If one choose A = X/J(φ, ψ)

where one of the scalar fields can be eliminated by the mimetic constraint equation, the
number of degrees of freedom will be 2. Or if we take A = αX + βY [69, 70] , the number
of degrees of freedom will become 4. This implies that the degrees of freedom for the
extended two-field mimetic action (4.1) depends on the form of A. The above discussion in
subsection 4.1 on the particular case (4.4), where one of the scalar fields can be eliminated
by the mimetic constraint equation, shows that the theory possess 2, 3 and 4 degrees of
freedom for the subcases (4.5), (4.9) and (4.13) respectively. Therefore, the number of
degrees of freedom also depends on the form of Q.

Now we discuss the possibility of Ostrogradski ghost. If the theory has 4 degrees of
freedom, of which two are scalar modes, then we should be careful as one of the scalar
modes may suffer from the Ostrogradski ghost. For instance, there is one Ostrogradski
ghost for the case (4.13) and no Ostrogradski ghost for the case where A = αX + βY and
Q = 0, although these two cases both have 4 degrees of freedom.
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5 Further extension

In the previous sections, we have greatly extend two-field mimetic gravity by obtaining a
more general solution for the conformal factor A in the singular limit. Moreover, possible
extra term are proposed for phenomenological interest in section 4. This section is devoted
to explore further extension.

Note that as the two-field mimetic action in the Lagrange multiplier formalism (3.2)
originates from the Weyl invariant gravity (3.1), the allowed expression of mimetic con-
straint is restricted by the singular limit condition. But if we directly start with the setup
(3.2) instead of the Weyl invariant gravity, there will be no imposed condition on the ex-
plicit form of the mimetic constraint.Thus, the two-field mimetic model (3.2) can be further
generalized as

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2
M(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)

]
, (5.1)

whereM is an arbitrary function of φ, ψ,X, Y and Z. The corresponding mimetic constraint
is

M(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = 0 , (5.2)

and the Einstein equations of motion isGµν = −Tµν in which the effective energy-momentum
tensor is given by

Tµν = λ

(
M,Xφµφν +M,Y ψµψν +

M,Z

2
(φµψν + φνψµ)

)
. (5.3)

For the cosmological background, the energy density is

ρ = λ (XM,X + YM,Y + ZM,Z) , (5.4)

and the pressure is p = 0. Then the energy conservation law in an expanding universe
implies ρ ∝ a−3, which means the model (5.1) with generalized mimetic constraint still
mimics the role of dark matter at the cosmological background level.

6 Conclusion and discussions

The original mimetic scenario can be achieved by considering the conformal transformation
in the singular limit. Similarly, two-field mimetic gravity has been proposed in [69] by
looking at the singular limit of the conformal transformation between the auxiliary and the
physical metrics with two scalar fields.

In this paper, we reanalyze the singular conformal limit and obtain a more general
solution for the conformal factor A. The associated constraint equation is derived to be
A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) = 1, which extends the two-field mimetic constraint and generalize the
two-field mimetic gravity in the literature. To illustrate new possibilities, several allowed
forms of A are given and discussed. Then we consider the cosmological implications and
find our extended setup still behaves as dark matter at the background level, which means
the dark matter nature is independent of the explicit form of A. Moreover, extra possible
term Q are added to the action for phenomenological applications. Surprisingly, general
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relativity, k-essence theory and Galileon theory are recovered in some particular cases where
one of the scalar fields can be eliminated by the mimetic constraint equation. Finally, we
show that the dark matter nature is still, again, unchanged even in the further extension
of the two-field mimetic gravity which imposes no condition on the expression of mimetic
constraint. We leave the detailed investigation of the linear perturbation theory for future
work.

We have shown two different ways to extend two-field mimetic gravity (3.2), namely
(4.1) and (5.1). It is interesting to search for more possible extensions. For instance, one
may combine two extensions together, then the action becomes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2
M(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z) +Q(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)

]
. (6.1)

We may also introduce higher derivative terms of the scalar fields to the action, such as

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+
λ

2

(
A(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z)− 1

)
+Q(φ, ψ,X, Y, Z,2φ,2ψ)

]
. (6.2)

The theoretic properties and cosmological applications of these extended models deserve
detailed investigations in the future.
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A The Condition on A in the singular limit

In this appendix, our purpose is to prove that eq. (1.5) and eq. (2.1) is the equivalent
description for the condition on A in the singular limit. First, one can define

W (c) = A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃) . (A.1)

Take c = 1 and one has
W (1) = A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃) . (A.2)

The derivative of the function W with respect to c gives

W ′(c) = X̃
∂A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃)

∂(cX̃)
+Ỹ

∂A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃)

∂(cỸ )
+Z̃

∂A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃)

∂(cZ̃)
. (A.3)

Then we will deduce equation (2.1) from equation (1.5). Replacing X̃, Ỹ and Z̃ by
cX̃, cỸ and cZ̃ respectively, equation (1.5) becomes

A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃) =c X̃
∂A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃)

∂(cX̃)
+ c Ỹ

∂A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃)

∂(cỸ )

+ c Z̃
∂A(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃)

∂(cZ̃)
. (A.4)
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Employing the expression of the function W (A.2) and the its derivative (A.3), the above
equation yields

W (c) = c W ′(c) , (A.5)

which means W (c) is a linear function of c, i.e.,

W (c) = c W (1) . (A.6)

Using the definition of the functionW again, we findA(φ, ψ, cX̃, cỸ , cZ̃) = c A(φ, ψ, X̃, Ỹ , Z̃),
which is exactly equation (2.1).

Now we show how equation (1.5) can also be derived from equation (2.1). Note that
(2.1) can be rewritten with function W , i.e., W (c) = c W (1). Taking the derivative of both
sides with respect to c gives

W ′(c) = W (1) . (A.7)

Using equation (A.3) and set c to 1, we obtain equation (1.5). Thus, the equivalence of
eq. (1.5) and eq. (2.1) is proved.
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