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Effective speed of gravitational waves
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We derive an effective equation and action for the propagation of gravitational waves (GW), en-
coding the effects of interaction and self-interaction in a time, frequency and polarization dependent
effective speed. In terms of an appropriately defined effective metric, the effective action takes the
form a massless Klein-Gordon action.

This effective approach predicts that for theories with matter coupled to the Einstein frame
metric the ratio between gravitational and electromagnetic (EM) luminosity distance depends on
the effective speed, while for Jordan frame matter coupling it depends on the effective Planck mass.
We discuss how the frequency and polarization dependence of the GW-EM distance ratio provides
a new test of general relativity and its modifications, and more in general of the interaction of GWs
with other fields.

Introduction: The detection of gravitational waves
[1] by the Laser Interferometer Gravitational Wave
Observatory (LIGO) and Virgo has opened a new win-
dow on the Universe. While these observations are
compatible with general relativity predictions, they
also allow to put constraints on modified gravity the-
ories (MGT) and dark energy models. The observa-
tion of electromagnetic counterparts [2] is particularly
useful to test MGTs [3–7], since they allow to set strin-
gent constraints on the difference between the speed
of light c and the GW speed cT .
In order to establish model independent constraints

on dark energy models and MGTs it can be useful
to introduce a model independent equation based on
using an effective stress-energy-momentum tensor ap-
proach, [8, 9]. This approach consists in encoding in
an appropriately defined sound speed the effects due
to the source terms in the perturbation equations, as-
sociated to the interaction with other fields or self-
interaction. It has been successfully applied to multi-
fields systems [10] and MGTs [11], giving the correct
definition of the momentum dependent sound speed
and friction term able to account for the effects of the
entropy. In this paper we show that it can also be ap-
plied to GWs, allowing to find the model independent
relation between the friction term and effective GW
speed.
For any theory whose field equations can be

put in an ”Einstein-like” form we derive a general
model independent equation for GW propagation in a
Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW) Universe, based
on appropriately defining an effective speed encod-
ing the effects of the source term associated to the
anisotropic part of the EST. This effective descrip-
tion also involves the modification of the friction term,
which induces a frequency dependent difference be-
tween electromagnetic waves and GW luminosity dis-
tance d(z)GW

L and dEM
L (z).

Previous calculations of the GW propagation equa-
tion for MGTs [12, 13] based on the quadratic ac-

tion were not including the momentum and polar-
ization dependency of the effective GW speed, be-
cause they are due to source terms which arise only at
higher order, such as in the cubic action. The effec-
tive approach is in agreement and generalizes results
obtained in the effective fields theory of dark energy
[14, 15]. The momentum dependency of the GW ef-
fective speed is consistent with including higher order
terms in the EFT of dark energy [16–18].
Perturbations of the field equations: Let’s con-
sider dark energy models or MGTs for which the vari-
ation of the action with respect to the metric gives
’Einstein like’ field equations

Gµν = TDE
µν + Tmat

µν = T eff
µν , (1)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor, TDE
µν and Tmat

µν

are respectively the effective dark energy and matter
ESTs, and we are using units in which 8πG = c = 1.
In this notation the effective Planck mass which can
arise in MGTs is included in the T eff

µν . Eq.(1) is true
for a large class of theories, for example for Horn-
deski’s theories [19] and nonlocal theories [20]. The
calculation of T eff

µν can be cumbersome, and for this
reason an action approach is often preferred, but if
we treat its components as effective quantities we can
derive model independent equations.
The advantage of perturbing the field equations is

that the perturbations of T eff
µν can be treated as effec-

tive model independent quantities, under the assump-
tion that they are compatible with the structure of
the Einstein tensor, and satisfy the energy conditions
and the conservation equations implied by the Bianchi
identities. Since the field equations have the same
structure that in general relativity, the field equations
of these theories can be written in a ”Einstein-like”
form, and this must apply also to perturbations.
The scalar-vector-tensor (SVT) decomposition for

metric and EST perturbations allows to derive model
independent equations valid for an arbitrary number

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.05760v6


2

of fields, since the SVT decomposition is purely geo-
metrical, and applies to any metric and EST.
For the perturbed field equations δGµν = δT eff

µν the
SVT decomposition gives [21]

h′′

A + 2Hh′

A +∇2hA = a2Πeff
A , (2)

where A stands for the polarizations, the prime de-
notes the derivative with respect to conformal time η,
a(η) is the scale factor, H = a′/a, and ΠA is related
to the traceless transverse anisotropic part of T eff

µν .
The l.h.s. of the above equation is obtained by ex-

panding the Einstein tensor to first order in perturba-
tions, and for this reason we get a linear differential
operator, while the r.h.s. is not obtained by a per-
turbative expansion, but by treating the components
of δT eff

µν as effective quantities, respecting the struc-
ture of the Einstein equations. This implies that the
source term in eq.(2) is effectively including higher or-
der terms in perturbations, which would require to go
beyond the quadratic action. This point will be very
important when comparing to previous results.
Effective speed of gravitational waves: For co-
moving curvature perturbations it has been shown
[8, 9] that is possible to introduce an effective sound
speed encoding the effects of entropy perturbations in
multi-fields systems [10], and in MGTs [11]. We will
show that a similar effective speed can be defined for
GWs. Let’s assume that ĥA is a solution of eq.(2).
We can rewrite the equation as

(ĥ′

Aa
2)′

a2
− (ĝAa

2)′

a2
−∇2ĥA = 0 , (3)

where we have defined

ĝA =
1

a2

∫

a4Π̂eff
A dη , (4)

and the hat denotes quantities obtained by substitut-
ing the solutions of the equations of motion. Note
that ΠA is related to the coupling of GWs with other
fields, so in general a system of coupled differential
equations has to be solved to obtain Π̂A.
After introducing the space dependent effective GW

speed cT,A (SEGS) and the effective scale factor αA

c2T,A(η, x
i) =

(

1− ĝA

ĥ′

A

)

−1

, αA =
a

cT,A
, (5)

we can rewrite eq.(3) as

1

a2
(α2

Aĥ
′

A)
′ −∇2ĥA = 0 . (6)

Note that the effective speed cT,A for a given physical
system is obtained by substituting the solutions of the
equations of motion, and as such it is a function of
space and time, not a functional of hA. Taking this
into account from eq.(6) we obtain

ĥ′′

A + 2
α′

A

αA
ĥ′

A − c2T,A∇2ĥA = 0 , (7)

showing that the SEGS is the correct definition of ef-
fective speed, since it is the coefficient of the Lapla-
cian.
We have shown that any solution of eq.(2) can be

obtained by solving eq.(7) with an appropriately cho-
sen cT,A, but the opposite is not guaranteed, i.e. not
all solutions of the effective equation (7) are also so-
lutions of eq.(2). In fact the source term ΠA is not
arbitrary, since it is related to the EST, which has
to satisfy the energy and conservation conditions, and
consequently not all forms of cT,A are physically ac-
ceptable. These constraints on cT,A will be studied
in a separate work. Eq.(7) can be used as a general
model independent equation, which can be used for
phenomenological analysis, treating cT,A as a function
to be determined by analyzing observational data.
Using eq.(5) and dropping the hat, we obtain

h′′

A + 2H
(

1−
c′T,A

HcT,A

)

h′

A − c2T,A∇2hA = 0 , (8)

showing that the friction term cannot be modified un-
less the the effective speed is time dependent. We have
dropped the hat because for phenomenological appli-
cations hA in eq.(8) is an unknown function which
can be determined by solving the effective equation
for different forms of the effective speed cT,A. For a
given model the effective speed is given by eq.(5), ob-
tained by substituting the solutions of the equations of
motion, but for model independent phenomenological
applications cT,A is a free function to be constrained
by observational data.
The advantage of the EST approach is that it al-

lows to derive a general equation for GWs, valid for
any dark energy model or MGT, including the effects
of higher order terms of the anisotropic part of the
EST. This is particularly useful for phenomenological
studies, since it gives a general equation which can be
used for model independent analyses.
Momentum effective speed: In momentum space
eq.(2) takes the form

h̃′′

A + 2Hh̃′

A + k2h̃A = a2Π̃eff
A , (9)

where we are denoting with h̃A(η, k) and Π̃A(η, k) the
Fourier transform of hA and ΠA. Following a similar
procedure to the one used to derive eq.(8) we obtain

h̃′′

A + 2
α̃A

′

α̃A
h̃′

A + c̃2T,Ak
2h̃A = 0 , (10)

h̃′′

A + 2H
(

1−
c̃′T,A

Hc̃T,A

)

h̃′

A + c̃2T,Ak
2h̃A = 0 , (11)

where we have defined the momentum effective GW
speed (MEGS) according to
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c̃2T,A(η, k) =
(

1− g̃A

h̃′

A

)

−1

, (12)

g̃A =
1

a2

∫

a4Π̃eff
A dη , (13)

and α̃2
A = a2/c̃2T,A. Note that the MEGS c̃T (η, k) de-

fined in eq.(13) is not the Fourier transform of the
SEGS cT (η, x

i) defined in eq.(5), since the Fourier
transform of the terms cT∇2hA and h′

Ac
′

T /cT in eq.(8)
are a convolution, not a product, of their transform.
The definition of MEGS is mathematically convenient
since it involves a minimal modification of eq.(2).
Frequency dependency of the GW luminosity

distance: In general relativity the amplitude of GWs
is inversely proportional to the electromagnetic lumi-
nosity distance dEM

L (z), but a modification of the fric-
tion term of the GW propagation equation induces
a difference [22] with respect to the GW luminosity
distance dGW

L . In order to find the effects on the lu-
minosity distance it is convenient to rewrite eq.(11)
as

χ̃′′

A +
(

c̃T,Ak
2 − α̃′′

A

α̃A

)

χ̃A = 0 , (14)

where we have defined h̃A = χ̃A/α̃A. On sub-horizon
scale α′′/α can be neglected, and since the amplitude
h̃A is proportional to 1/α̃ instead of 1/a, we get that

dGW
L

dEM
L

(z) =
a(z)

α̃A(z)

α̃A(0)

a(0)
=

c̃T,A(z, k)

c̃T,A(0, k)
, (15)

where we have defined α̃A(z) = a(z)/c̃T,A(η(z), k) =
a(z)/c̃T,A(z), and used dGW

L = r α̃(0)/α̃(z), dEM
L =

r a(0)/a(z), assuming (1 + z) = a(0)/a(z), i.e. that
matter is minimally coupled to the Einstein frame
metric. Eq.(15) generalizes the result obtained in
[23] using the EFT. In general relativity c̃T,A = 1,
α̃(z) = a(z), and we recover the well known result
that dGW

L (z) = dEM
L (z). Neglecting higher order in-

teraction effects the effective speed c̃T,A reduces to cT ,
and we recover the results obtained in [23] using the
EFT of dark energy.
Effective Lagrangian and metric: The La-
grangian density for which the Lagrange’s equation
gives eq.(6) is

Leff
h =

a2

c2T,A

[

h′2
A − c2T,A(∇hA)

2
]

, (16)

in agreement, and generalizing, the EFT calculations
in the Einstein frame [15].
The effective Lagrangian can be obtained from the

general relativity Lagrangian density

LGR
h = a2

[

h′2
A − c2(∇hA)

2
]

=
√
−g(∂µhA∂

µhA) ,

(17)

via the transformation

a → αA =
a

cT,A
, c → cT,A , (18)

where we have denoted with c the speed of light, to
avoid ambiguity. This in agreement with eq.(7), which
shows that αA can be regarded as an effective scale
factor. The effective action can be written as

Leff
h =

√
−gA(∂µhA∂

µhA) , (19)

in terms of the effective metric

ds2A = a2
[

cT,Adη
2 − δij

cT,A
dxidxj

]

, (20)

for which the wave eq.(8) can be written in terms of
the covariant d’Alembert operator as

�hA =
1√−gA

∂µ(
√
−gA∂

µhA) = 0 . (21)

This equation shows that the effects of the interaction
of the graviton with other fields can be effectively de-
scribed as the propagation in vacuum through a space
with the effective metric given in eq.(20). Note that
the above effective metric is only valid to describe
GWs propagation, it is not a modification of the back-
ground metric describing the full cosmological model.
For scalar perturbations for example a different effec-
tive metric and action can be defined in terms of the
momentum effective sound speed (MESS) [8, 9].
In the action approach the EST on the r.h.s. of the

Einstein equations originates from the interaction of
tensor perturbations with themselves or other fields.
Based on this we can obtain the effective action in
eq.(16) by introducing higher order interaction terms
in the Einstein frame Lagrangian as L(hA, φ

i)

Lh = a2
[

h′2
A − (∇hA)

2 + L(hA, φ
i)
]

(22)

which can be rewritten in the form of eq.(16) by in-
troducing the effective GW speed as

c2T,A =
(

1 +
L
h′2
A

)

−1

, (23)

and φi denotes abstractly all the other fields the gravi-
ton is coupled to, including itself, or another polariza-
tion. Note that effective speed is obtained by substi-
tuting in eq.(23) the solutions of the equations of mo-
tion, when possible [24]. In the effective field theory
of inflation [15, 25], denoting with δKµν the pertur-
bation of the extrinsic curvature of the spatial slices,
the leading order term for L is

L(2) ∝ M̄2(η)δKµνδK
µν ∝ M̄2(η)h

′2
A , (24)

which induces a time dependent cT (η), and an ac-
tion in agreement with eq.(16). Higher order terms
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L(i>2) can induce a space and polarization dependent
cT,A(η, x), which encodes the effects of the higher or-
der interaction terms [26]. By comparing eq.(5) and
eq.(23) we obtain the relation between the interaction
Lagrangian L and the anisotropic part of the EST
L = g2A − 2h′

AgA, which allows to relate the effective
action approach with the EST.
Jordan frame formulation: Eq.(16) should be valid
for any system satisfying eq.(1), and in particular it
can be shown that it is consistent with the Horndeski’s
theory Lagrangian density in Jordan frame [12]

LHor
h,J = ã2M2

∗

[

h′2
A − c2T (∇hA)

2
]

, (25)

where we are denoting with ã the Jordan frame scale
factor. The Lagrangian density in eq.(16) is in the
Einstein frame, since it gives the equations which were
derived from the ”Einstein like” eq.(1), while eq.(25)
is in the Jordan frame. In order to find the trans-
formation between the two frames we can note that
the non perturbed field equations for the Horndeski’s
theory can be written in the Jordan frame as [12]

Ω2GJ
µν = T eff,J

µν , Ω2 = G4 +
1

2
∇λG5∇λφ , (26)

from which we can find the conformal transformation
from the Jordan to the Einstein frame, gµν = Ω2g̃µν ,
with Ω = M∗ cT , in agreement with applications of the
EFT of dark energy [27]. The Einstein frame effective
Lagrangian can be converted to the Jordan frame by
the conformal transformation a = Ω ã

Leff
h,J =

ã2Ω2

c2T,A

[

h′2
A − c2T,A(∇hA)

2
]

=

= ã2M2
A

[

h′2
A − c2T,A(∇hA)

2
]

, (27)

where MA(η, xi) is the space and polarization depen-
dent effective Planck mass in the Jordan frame, de-
fined as

MA =
Ω

cT,A
=

M∗

1 + δA
, cT,A = cT (1 + δA) . (28)

The above action is in agreement with, and general-
izes, the results obtained in the EFT of dark energy in
the Jordan frame [14]. The corresponding GW prop-
agation equation is

h′′

A + 2H̃
(

1 +
M ′

A

H̃MA

)

h′

A − c2T,A∇2hA = 0 . (29)

The above equation is consistent with eq.(7) with
αA = ãMA. At leading order, i.e. ignoring higher or-
der interaction terms, we recover the commonly used
[28] Jordan frame action and equation.
Analogously to the Einstein frame eq.(22), eq.(27)

could also be obtained from the Lagrangian

LJ = ã2M2
∗

[

h′2
A − c2T (∇hA)

2 + Li>2
J

]

, (30)

by defining

1 + δA =
(

1 +
Li>2
J

h′2
A

)

−1/2

, (31)

where Li>2
J denotes the Jordan frame higher order in-

teraction terms. The effective metric in the Jordan
frame is the conformal transformation of that in the
Einstein frame given in eq.(20)

ds2J,A = Ω2ds2E,A . (32)

Momentum space effective Lagrangian: In mo-
mentum space the effective Lagrangian density is

Leff
h,k = α̃2

A

[

h̃′2
A + c̃2T,Ak

2h̃A

]

, (33)

which can be obtained from the general relativity ac-
tion

LGR
h,k = a2

[

h̃′2
A + c2k2h̃A

]

, (34)

by the transformation

a → α̃A =
a

c̃T,A
= ãM̃A , c → c̃T,A , (35)

c̃T,A = cT (1 + δ̃A) , M̃A =
M∗

1 + δ̃A
, (36)

where M̃A(η, k) = Ω/c̃T,A is the momentum and po-
larization dependent effective Planck mass and

(1 + δ̃A) =
(

1 +
L̃i>2
J

h̃′2
A

)

−1

. (37)

This is in agreement with eq.(11), which shows that
α̃A can be regarded as an effective scale factor, but
in this case it is momentum dependent. As previ-
ously mentioned, the quantities α̃A and δ̃A are not the
Fourier transform of αA and δA. More details about
the momentum space effective action derivation can
be found in [9].
Frame dependence and matter coupling: Phys-
ical observables of a given theory should can be com-
puted in any frame, but changing the metric to which
matter fields are minimally coupled to in the La-
grangian corresponds to introducing different theories,
which have different observable predictions, since it
changes the scale factor redshift relation [23].
Under a general conformal transformation, defined

by a = Ω ã, the Einstein frame effective Lagrangian in
eq.(16) can be written as

Ω2ã2

c2T,A

[

h′2
A − c2T,A(∇hA)

2
]

(38)

giving the propagation equation

h′′

A+2H̃
(

1−
c′T,A

H̃cT,A

+
Ω′

H̃Ω

)

h′

A−c2T,A∇2hA = 0 , (39)
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where H̃ = ã′/ã, from which we can see that while the
GW speed does not depend on the conformal trans-
formation, the friction terms does.
As expected, eq.(39) gives eq.(29) for Ω = cTM∗.

Note that, due to the conformal invariance of GWs,
eq.(7) is valid also in the new frame, since αA =
a/cT,A = Ωã/cT,A = ãMA, i.e. the apparent modi-
fication of the friction term has no real physical effect
[23] on GWs propagation.
An observable effect arises if matter is minimally

coupled to the metric g̃µν instead of gµν , in which
case the redshift is given by 1+z = ã(0)/ã(z), and we
get a different GW-EM distance ratio

dGW
L,A

dEM
L,A

(z) =
ã(z)

ã(0)

α̃A(0)

α̃A(z)
=

c̃T,A(z)

c̃T,A(0)

Ω(0)

Ω(z)
, (40)

which in the case of the Jordan frame coupling, cor-
responding to Ω = M∗ cT , gives

dGW
L,A (z) =

M̃A(0, k)

M̃A(z, k)
dEM
L (z) , (41)

generalizing the results obtained using the EFT of
dark energy [23], or those obtained in some specific
modified gravity theories [22, 29]. The momentum
and polarization dependence is due to including the
effects of higher order interaction terms neglected in
leading order calculations.
In a frame different from the Einstein frame the fric-

tion term can be modified even if cT,A is constant, but
this is just due to the change in the Hubble parame-
ter due to the scale factor redefinition, not to a real
effect on the GW propagation, since tensor perturba-
tions are invariant under conformal transformations
[30]. In fact eq.(8) is valid in any frame, since the
friction term in different frames is the same function
of space and time α′

A/αA, written in different forms
according to αA = a2/c2T,A = Ω2ã2/c2T,A.
Observational constraints: Eq.(15) and eq.(41) al-
low to constrain the effective GW speed and the ef-
fective Planck mass for different types of theories, us-
ing the luminosity distance ratio between dGW

L (z) and
dEM
L (z). For a GW of given frequency the observation

of a single electromagnetic counterpart at redshift zct
allows to set a single constraint on c̃T,A(zct, kct), but
only observations at different frequencies and redshifts
allow to fully constrain the MEGS. Combining data
from different GW detectors, sensitive to different fre-
quency bands, such as LISA, Einstein Telescope and
Cosmic Explorer, would be particularly useful.
For dark sirens a statistical method similar to the

one employed for the estimation of the Hubble con-
stant [31] can be adopted to estimate the redshift,
allowing to constrain c̃T,A with much more data than
for bright sirens, which are in fact expected to be a
limited portion of the GWs detections. The electro-
magnetic counterpart observation of GW170817 [2] is

imposing a tight constraint on the low redshift value of
c̃T,A(z) at the frequencies probed by LIGO-Virgo, so
a possible phenomenological ansatz for theories with
Einstein frame matter coupling could be

dGW
L,A (z)

dEM
L (z)

= 1 +
γA(k)

(1 + z)nA(k)
tanh

[k − k∗A
σA(k)

]

, (42)

where k∗A is the scale at which a transition takes place,
γA controls the size of the change, and σA the sharp-
ness of the transition. Other constraints on the c̃T,A

can be obtained from the waveform [32], since stretch-
ing or squeezing is expected, and they could be com-
bined with those on the luminosity distance given in
eq.(42).
For theories with Jordan frame coupling the dis-

tance ratio can be used to constrain the effective
Planck mass, testing its possible polarization and fre-
quency dependency. A possible model independent
ansatz could be a a generalization of the parametriza-
tions studied in [33], for example

dGW
L,A (z)

dEM
L (z)

= ΞA(k) +
1− ΞA(k)

(1 + z)nA(k)
. (43)

Conclusions: We have derived effective equations
and Lagrangians for the GWs propagation in the Ein-
stein and Jordan frame, which can be used for model
independent analysis of GWs observational data. We
have provided two derivations, one based on the EST,
and the other on the effective action, generalizing the
results obtained in the EFT of dark energy [14]. The
effective description is based on two quantities: the ef-
fective GW speed and the effective Planck mass, which
can both be polarization and frequency dependent,
due to higher order interaction terms. In the Einstein
frame the effective Lagrangian depends only on the
effective GW speed. This effective approach allows to
derive model independent relations between the GW
and electromagnetic luminosity distance, which can
be tested observationally with dark or bright sirens.
While this model independent approach is useful

for phenomenological analyses of GWs observations,
it should be noted that the EST includes all the ef-
fects of matter and dark energy in a single object, and
without other observations it would not be possible
to disentangle them. For example, the observation of
the difference between the luminosity distance of the
two polarizations of a GW event could be caused ei-
ther by the propagation through an anisotropic matter
medium [34], or by a MGT. In order to test specific
dark energy models it will be important to perform
higher order perturbations calculations, in order to
compute the anisotropy effects which are not included
in the quadratic action, and in the EST approach are
treated as effective model independent quantities.
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