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Abstract: In this paper, we investigate the possible parameter space of Palatini-Horndeski

theory with gravitational waves in a spatially flat Universe. We find that if the theory satisfies

the following condition: in any spatially flat cosmological background, the tensor gravita-

tional wave speed is the speed of light c, then only S =
∫

d4x
√−g

[

K(φ,X)−G3(φ,X)�̃φ+

G4(φ)R̃
]

is left as the possible action in Palatini-Horndeski theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The successful detection of gravitational waves made up the last puzzle missing in

the experimental verification of general relativity [1–5]. Therefore, general relativity has

become the most successful theory of gravity so far.

However, there are still many theoretical problems that can not be explained by gen-

eral relativity, such as how to explain the hierarchy between the Planck scale and the

electroweak scale [6–8] and how to quantize gravity [9]. In addition, the phenomena ob-

served in experiments, such as the accelerated expansion of the Universe [10] and the

flat rotation curves of galaxies [11], can not be explained by general relativity. For these

reasons, many modified theories of gravity were considered [6–8, 12–16] in the hope of

answering the problems that general relativity could not answer.
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A well-defined modified theory of gravity should be stable. Ostrogradsky’s research

pointed out that when a Lagrangian contains higher-order (second order or higher) time

derivatives of dynamical variables, its corresponding Hamiltonian is usually bilateral un-

bounded [17, 18]. It is generally believed that this unbounded Hamiltonian will lead to an

instability of the theory called the Ostrogradsky instability [18–20]. Therefore, a modified

gravity theory with the Ostrogradsky instability is generally considered to be pathological

and should be avoided.

Adding additional scalar field is one way to modify gravity. Theories obtained in

this way are called scalar-tensor theories. In Ref. [21], a tentative indication for scalar

transverse gravitational waves was reported. If this is further confirmed in the future,

it will strongly suggest that the gravity theory describing our world should have a scalar

degree of freedom. In order to avoid the Ostrogradsky instability, we expect to give priority

to those theories that can derive second-order field equations. In the metric formalism, the

most general scalar-tensor theory that can derive second-order field equations is Horndeski

theory [13].

However, Refs. [22–24] pointed out that the observation of the speed of tensor gravi-

tational waves in the Universe by the gravitational wave event GW170817 together with

the gamma ray burst GRB170817A would severely constrain the possible parameter space

of metric Horndeski theory. Specifically, GW170817 and GRB170817A require the tensor

gravitational wave speed cg to meet [25, 26]

−3 × 10−15 ≤ cg
c
− 1 ≤ 7 × 10−16. (1)

This shows that in a very high precision, we can say that the tensor gravitational wave

speed in the Universe is equal to the basic constant c (speed of light). Considering that

the cosmic background is also evolving during gravitational wave propagation, the most

economic and natural assumption made by this observation result for the theory seems to

be that: in any cosmological background, tensor gravitational waves always propagate at

the speed of light. However, the possible subclasses of metric Horndeski theory satisfying

this assumption only remain [22, 27]

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

[

K(φ,X) −G3(φ,X)�φ + G4(φ)R
]

. (2)
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This constraint limits the application of scalar-tensor theories. Therefore, We expect to

find scalar-tensor theories beyond the metric Horndeski framework. There are also many

studies using GW170817 to constrain modify gravity theories [28–34].

Further analysis shows that not all higher derivative theories have the Ostrogradsky

instability. The higher derivative theory without the Ostrogradsky instability is required

to satisfy the degeneracy condition [20, 35, 36]. In the metric formalism, the scalar-

tensor theory with higher derivative but without the Ostrogradsky instability is called

degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor (DHOST) theory [36–41]. In addition to DHOST

theory, considering the teleparallel framework is another way to go beyond the metric

Horndeski framework. In teleparallel Horndeski theory established by Bahamonde et al.,

metric Horndeski theory is included in the teleparallel framework as one of many subclasses

[42, 43].

Considering the scalar-tensor theory in the Palatini formalism may be another way to

go beyond metric Horndeski framework. There have been some works on scalar-tensor

gravity in the Palatini formalism [44–57]. Cosmology in Palatini-Horndeski theory is

different from that in metric Horndeski theory and their stability properties are different

[54]. Different from metric Horndeski theory, under some parameter spaces, the connection

of Palatini-Horndeski theory will introduce some new degrees of freedom [54]. In addition,

the polarization modes of gravitational waves in Palatini-Horndeski theory are different

from that in metric Horndeski theory [57]. Thus, it seems that Palatini-Horndeski theory

may be different from metric Horndeski. However, it is necessary to further investigate

the possible parameter space of Palatini-Horndeski theory.

In this paper, we will find possible subclasses of Palatini-Horndeski theory that satisfied

the following condition: the speed of tensor gravitational waves is the speed of light in

any spatially flat cosmological background. In Sec. II, we will review Palatini-Horndeski

theory. In Sec. III, we will discuss the Ostrogradsky instability in Palatini-Horndeski

theory for the evolution of a spatially flat Universe. In Sec. IV, we will obtain the speed

of tensor gravitational waves in the spatially flat cosmological background and constrain

the parameter space. The conclusion will be given in Sec. V.

We will use the natural system of units in this paper. Greek alphabet indices (µ, ν, λ, ρ)
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and Latin alphabet indices (i, j, k, l) range over spacetime indices (0, 1, 2, 3) and space

indices (1, 2, 3), respectively.

II. PALATINI-HORNDESKI THEORY

In the Palatini formalism, the connection is independent of the metric. Therefore, it is

necessary to take the variations of the action with respect to the metric and the connection

independently. The Riemann tensor R̃µ
νρσ and Ricci tensor R̃µν in the Palatini formalism

are defined as

R̃ρ
µλν = ∂λΓρ

µν − ∂νΓρ
µλ + Γρ

σλΓσ
µν − Γρ

σνΓσ
µλ, (3)

R̃µν = ∂λΓλ
µν − ∂νΓλ

µλ + Γλ
σλΓσ

µν − Γλ
σνΓσ

µλ. (4)

Furthermore, we assume that the connection is nontorsion: Γλ
µν = Γλ

νµ.

The action of Palatini-Horndeski theory is defined as follows:

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

(

L2 + L3 + L4 + L5

)

, (5)

where

L2 = K(φ,X), (6)

L3 = −G3(φ,X)�̃φ, (7)

L4 = G4(φ,X)R̃ + G4,X(φ,X)
[

(

�̃φ
)2 −

(

∇̃µ∇̃νφ
)(

∇̃µ∇̃νφ
)]

, (8)

L5 = G5(φ,X)

(

R̃µν −
1

2
gµνR̃

)

∇̃µ∇̃νφ

− 1

6
G5,X(φ,X)

[

(

�̃φ
)3 − 3�̃φ

(

∇̃µ∇̃νφ
)(

∇̃µ∇̃νφ
)

+ 2
(

∇̃λ∇̃ρφ
)(

∇̃ρ∇̃σφ
)(

∇̃σ∇̃λφ
)]

. (9)

Here, �̃ = ∇̃µ∇̃µ, X = −1
2∂µφ∂

µφ, and K,G3, G4 and G5 are real analytic functions of

the variables φ and X. To distinguish the quantities in the metric formalism, we add tilde

to represent the corresponding quantities defined in the Palatini formalism. A comma in

subscript means partial derivative, e.g., G4,X ≡ ∂G4/∂X.

In the Palatini formalism, the compatibility condition ∇̃λgµν = 0 is generally no longer

valid. Therefore, the definition of �̃φ, ∇̃µ∇̃νφ and ∇̃µ∇̃νφ in the action (5) in the Palatini
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formalism is not unique [54, 56]. In this paper, we take the definition in Ref. [57]:

�̃φ = gµν∇̃µ∇̃νφ,

∇̃µ∇̃νφ = gµρ∇̃ρ(gνσ∇̃σφ), (10)

∇̃µ∇̃νφ = gµρ∇̃ρ∇̃νφ.

III. THE OSTROGRADSKY INSTABILITY

Since the action (5) of Palatini-Horndeski theory contains the second order time deriva-

tives of the scalar field φ, one may think that Palatini-Horndeski theory has the Ostro-

gradsky instability. However, in this section, the analysis of the degeneracy condition in

the case of the evolution of a spatially flat Universe shows that it can not be taken for

granted that Palatini-Horndeski theory must have the Ostrogradsky instability.

If a theory is Ostrogradsky stable, then it must be Ostrogradsky stable in the special

case of the evolution of a spatially flat Universe. For a spatially flat Universe, the metric

gµν is the spatially flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric, and the connection

Γλ
µν and scalar field φ are only functions of time:

ds2 = −N(t)2dt2 + a(t)2δijdx
idxj , Γλ

µν = Γλ
µν(t), φ = φ(t). (11)

We consider that the connection has spatial isotropy, that is, under the spatial rotation

transformation, the components of the connection Γλ
µν are invariant. This condition further

limits the value of the connection. Specifically, under the spatial rotation transformation,

the transformation law of the components of the connection is the same as that of the

third-order tensor, which requires that the connection Γλ
µν satisfies [58, 59]

Γ0
0i = Γi

00 = 0, Γ0
ij = Γ0

11δij , Γi
0j = Γ1

01δ
i
j ,

Γi
jk = Γ1

23δ
ilεljk = Γ1

23δ
ilεl(jk) = 0. (12)

Here, δij is the Kronecker delta, and εijk is the Levi-Civita tensor. It can be seen that for

the components of the connection, only Γ0
00,Γ

0
11 = Γ0

22 = Γ0
33 and Γ1

01 = Γ2
02 = Γ3

03 may

not be zero.
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One may want to set N(t) = 1 at the level of action, and then obtain the evolution

equations by varying the variables
(

a, φ,Γ0
00,Γ

0
11,Γ

1
01

)

. However, this will miss one equa-

tion [60]. Thus, in order to obtain complete evolution equations, N should be kept in the

action.

By substituting Eqs. (11) and (12) into the action (5), we obtain the action that

describes the evolution of a spatially flat Universe:

S =

∫

dt

∫

d3x L
(

φ̈, φ̇, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

, (13)

where

L

a3N
= K +

3G3Γ0
11φ̇

a2
− G3

N2

(

Γ0
00φ̇− φ̈

)

+
3G4

a2

(

Γ0
00Γ

0
11 + Γ0

11Γ1
01 + Γ̇0

11

)

− 3G4

N2

(

Γ0
00Γ1

01 − Γ1
01

2 − Γ̇1
01

)

+
3G5Γ1

01φ̇

2a2N4

[

N2
(

Γ0
00Γ0

11 + Γ0
11Γ1

01 + Γ̇0
11

)

+ 3a2
(

−Γ0
00Γ

1
01 + Γ1

01
2

+ Γ̇1
01

)]

+
3G5

2a2N5

[

N2
(

Γ0
00Γ0

11 + Γ0
11Γ

1
01 + Γ̇0

11

)

+ a2
(

Γ0
00Γ

1
01 − Γ1

01
2 − Γ̇1

01

)]

×
[

−2Ṅ φ̇ + N
(

Γ0
00φ̇ + φ̈

)]

+
G4,X φ̇

a4N5

[

9N5Γ0
11

2
φ̇

− 3a2N3Γ0
11

(

2Γ0
00φ̇ + Γ1

01φ̇− 2φ̈
)

+ 2a4
(

NΓ0
00 − Ṅ

)(

Γ0
00φ̇− φ̈

)]

− G5,X

2a6N7
φ̇
[

−11N7Γ0
11

3
φ̇2 − 3a4N2Γ0

11

(

N
(

2Γ0
00 + Γ1

01

)

− 2Ṅ
)

φ̇
(

Γ0
00φ̇− φ̈

)

+ 9a2N5Γ0
11

2
φ̇
(

Γ0
00φ̇ + Γ1

01φ̇− φ̈
)

+ 2a6
(

NΓ0
00 − Ṅ

)(

−Γ0
00φ̇ + φ̈

)2
]

. (14)

Here and below, the dot on the letter represents the derivative of the corresponding quan-

tity with respect to time, K,G3, G4, G5, G4,X , and G5,X are functions of (φ, φ̇2

2N2 ). Because

L is only a function of t in current case, we can now omit
∫

d3x and consider L itself as a

Lagrangian.

By using a Lagrangian multiplier π to impose the constraint φ̇ = s, the Lagrangian

L in (14) can be equivalent to the following Lagrangian L̃, which only includes dynamic

variables and the first order time derivative of dynamic variables:

L̃
(

ṡ, s, φ̇, φ, Ṅ ,N, a, π,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

= L
(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

+ π
(

φ̇− s
)

. (15)
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By varying the Lagrangian (15), two kinds of equations can be obtained. The first kind

of equations include

∂L̃

∂π
= φ̇− s = 0, (16)

∂L̃

∂a
=

∂L

∂a

(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

= 0, (17)

∂L̃

∂Γ0
00

=
∂L

∂Γ0
00

(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

= 0. (18)

They are constraints between variables
(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

. The sec-

ond kind of equations are

d

dt

∂L̃

∂Ṅ
− ∂L̃

∂N
= 0,

d

dt

∂L̃

∂ṡ
− ∂L̃

∂s
= 0,

d

dt

∂L̃

∂φ̇
− ∂L̃

∂φ
= 0, (19)

d

dt

∂L̃

∂Γ̇0
11

− ∂L̃

∂Γ0
11

= 0,
d

dt

∂L̃

∂Γ̇1
01

− ∂L̃

∂Γ1
01

= 0. (20)

They are Euler-Lagrange equations. In addition, canonical momentums are defined as

Pφ =
∂L̃

∂φ̇
= π, (21)

PN =
∂L̃

∂Ṅ
=

∂L

∂Ṅ

(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

, (22)

Ps =
∂L̃

∂ṡ
=

∂L

∂ṡ

(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

, (23)

PΓ0
11

=
∂L̃

∂Γ̇0
11

=
∂L

∂Γ̇0
11

(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

, (24)

PΓ1
01

=
∂L̃

∂Γ̇1
01

=
∂L

∂Γ̇1
01

(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

. (25)

In order to analyze the Ostrogradsky stability, it is necessary to introduce the Hamil-

tonian formalism of the theory. For this, take the total differential of L̃

dL̃ =
∂L̃

∂ṡ
dṡ +

∂L̃

∂s
ds +

∂L̃

∂φ̇
dφ̇ +

∂L̃

∂φ
dφ +

∂L̃

∂Ṅ
dṄ +

∂L̃

∂N
dN +

∂L̃

∂Γ̇0
11

dΓ̇0
11

+
∂L̃

∂Γ0
11

dΓ0
11 +

∂L̃

∂Γ̇1
01

dΓ̇1
01 +

∂L̃

∂Γ1
01

dΓ1
01 +

∂L̃

∂π
dπ +

∂L̃

∂a
da +

∂L̃

∂Γ0
00

dΓ0
00. (26)

Using Eqs. (16)-(20) and the definitions of canonical momentums (21)-(25), the expression

(26) will be equivalent to

d
(

Psṡ + Pφφ̇ + PN Ṅ + PΓ0
11

Γ̇0
11 + PΓ1

01
Γ̇1
01 − L̃

)

= ṡdPs − Ṗsds + φ̇dPφ − Ṗφdφ + ṄdPN − ṖNdN

+ Γ̇0
11dPΓ0

11
− ṖΓ0

11
dΓ0

11 + Γ̇1
01dPΓ1

01
− ṖΓ1

01
dΓ1

01. (27)
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It allows that the Hamiltonian of the theory is defined as

H = Psṡ + Pφφ̇ + PN Ṅ + PΓ0
11

Γ̇0
11 + PΓ1

01
Γ̇1
01 − L̃. (28)

If we can use the first kind of equations (16)-(18) and the definitions of canonical momen-

tums (21)-(25) to express variables
(

ṡ, φ̇, Ṅ , Γ̇0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

0
00, a, π

)

as functions of independent

variables
(

s, Ps, φ, Pφ, N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

, so as to express the Hamiltonian H as

a function of independent variables
(

s, Ps, φ, Pφ, N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

, then using

(27), we can obtain the Hamilton’s equations equivalent to the Euler-Lagrange equations

(19)(20):

ṡ =
∂H

∂Ps
, Ṗs = −∂H

∂s
;

φ̇ =
∂H

∂Pφ
, Ṗφ = −∂H

∂φ
;

Ṅ =
∂H

∂PN
, ṖN = −∂H

∂N
;

Γ̇0
11 =

∂H

∂PΓ0
11

, ṖΓ0
11

= − ∂H

∂Γ0
11

;

Γ̇1
01 =

∂H

∂PΓ1
01

, ṖΓ1
01

= − ∂H

∂Γ1
01

.

(29)

The implicit function theorem gives a sufficient condition for the following

proposition: variables
(

ṡ, φ̇, Ṅ , Γ̇0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

0
00, a, π

)

can be represented by variables
(

s, Ps, φ, Pφ, N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

locally. We mark all the set of variables
(

ṡ, Γ̇0
11, Γ̇

1
01, Ṅ ,Γ0

00, a, s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

as X . This theorem points out

that for a solution x0 ∈ X of the variables satisfying Eqs. (17), (18), and (22)-(25), if the

value of K
(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

is not zero at x0, where

K =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2L
∂a2

∂2L
∂a∂ṡ

∂2L
∂a∂Γ̇0

11

∂2L
∂a∂Γ̇1

01

∂2L
∂a∂Γ0

00

∂2L
∂a∂Ṅ

∂2L
∂ṡ∂a

∂2L
∂ṡ2

∂2L
∂ṡ∂Γ̇0

11

∂2L
∂ṡ∂Γ̇1

01

∂2L
∂ṡ∂Γ0

00

∂2L
∂ṡ∂Ṅ

∂2L
∂Γ̇0

11
∂a

∂2L
∂Γ̇0

11
∂ṡ

∂2L

∂Γ̇0
11

2

∂2L
∂Γ̇0

11
∂Γ̇1

01

∂2L
∂Γ̇0

11
∂Γ0

00

∂2L
∂Γ̇0

11
∂Ṅ

∂2L
∂Γ̇1

01
∂a

∂2L
∂Γ̇1

01
∂ṡ

∂2L
∂Γ̇1

01
∂Γ̇0

11

∂2L

∂Γ̇1

01

2

∂2L
∂Γ̇1

01
∂Γ0

00

∂2L
∂Γ̇1

01
∂Ṅ

∂2L
∂Γ0

00
∂a

∂2L
∂Γ0

00
∂ṡ

∂2L
∂Γ0

00
∂Γ̇0

11

∂2L
∂Γ0

00
∂Γ̇1

01

∂2L

∂Γ0
00

2

∂2L
∂Γ0

00
∂Ṅ

∂2L
∂Ṅ∂a

∂2L
∂Ṅ∂ṡ

∂2L
∂Ṅ∂Γ̇0

11

∂2L
∂Ṅ∂Γ̇1

01

∂2L
∂Ṅ∂Γ0

00

∂2L
∂Ṅ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (30)
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then there exists a neighbourhood O ⊆ X of x0, such that the following relationships can

be solved for all points in O that satisfy Eqs. (17), (18), and (23)-(25):

ṡ = ṡ
(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

,

a = a
(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

,

Ṅ = Ṅ
(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

,

Γ0
00 = Γ0

00

(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

, (31)

Γ̇0
11 = Γ̇0

11

(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

,

Γ̇1
01 = Γ̇1

01

(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

.

Thus, for variables satisfying Eqs. (16)-(18) and (22)-(25) in O, using relationships (31),

the Hamiltonian H
(

s, Ps, φ, Pφ, N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

can be locally expressed as

H = Pφs + Psṡ
(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

+ PΓ0
11

Γ̇0
11

(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

+ PΓ1
01

Γ̇1
01

(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

− L
(

s, Ps, φ,N, PN ,Γ0
11, PΓ0

11
,Γ1

01, PΓ1
01

)

. (32)

Note that Pφ can take any real value and only appear in the first term on the right hand

side of Eq. (32). Therefore, if we take the point in O that makes s 6= 0, we can see that

the Hamiltonian H is bilateral unbounded, so the theory has the Ostrogradsky instability.

According to the above discussion, it can be seen that a necessary condition which we

call degeneracy condition for Palatini-Horndeski theory to be Ostrogradsky stable is that

the value of K at any variables
(

ṡ, s, φ, Ṅ ,N, a,Γ0
00, Γ̇

0
11,Γ

0
11, Γ̇

1
01,Γ

1
01

)

satisfying Eqs. (17)

and (18) is always 0 [20].

One might want to use this degenerate condition to rule out some unstable classes

in Palatini-Horndeski theory. However, when substituting the Lagrangian (14) into the

definition of K in (30), we are surprised to find

K = 0. (33)

This shows that all parameter spaces of Palatini-Horndeski satisfy the degeneracy condi-

tion.
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Although this does not mean that all parameter spaces in the theory are Ostrogradsky

stable, it shows that Palatini-Horndeski theory is not as easy to have the Ostrogradsky

instability as expected. In fact, K = 0 means that there is at least one constraint on the

phase space in the theory [20]. It is necessary to further analyze the constraint condition

to clearly judge whether Palatini-Horndeski theory has the Ostrogradsky instability. Such

an analysis seems very complex. However, we will easily see in Sec. V that the parameter

space of Palatini-Horndeski theory compatible with GW170817 is Ostrogradsky stable.

IV. THE SPEED OF TENSOR GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

In this section, we will calculate the speed of tensor gravitational waves propagating in

a spatially flat cosmological background and find possible subclasses of Palatini-Horndeski

theory that satisfy the following condition: the speed of tensor gravitational waves is the

speed of light in any spatially flat cosmological background.

In addition to the gravitational field, the ideal fluid material field is also distributed in

the spatially flat Universe. Therefore, in addition to the gravitational field action (5), we

should also add an action Sm that describes the ideal fluid into the the total action

Stot = S + Sm. (34)

Here, S is defined by (5). In the Palatini formalism, Sm is only a function of the metric

and the material field, and it is independent of the connection. Varying the action Sm

with respect to gµν , we obtain

δSm = −1

2

∫

d4x
√−gT µνδgµν . (35)

Here, T µν is the energy-momentum tensor of the ideal fluid:

T µν = (P + ǫ)uµuν + Pgµν , (36)

where ǫ is the matter density, P is the matter pressure. The four-velocity uµ satisfies

u0 = 1
N
, ui = 0.

By substituting Eqs. (11) and (12) into the action (34), and varying the action (34)
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with respect to N, a, φ,Γ0
00,Γ

0
11 and Γ1

01, we obtain the background equations:

d
dt

∂L

∂Ṅ
− ∂L

∂N
+ a3ǫ = 0, ∂L

∂a
− 3a2P = 0, d2

dt2
∂L

∂φ̈
− d

dt
∂L

∂φ̇
+ ∂L

∂φ
= 0,

∂L
∂Γ0

00
= 0, d

dt
∂L

∂Γ̇0
11

− ∂L
∂Γ0

11
= 0, d

dt
∂L

∂Γ̇1
01

− ∂L
∂Γ1

01
= 0. (37)

Here, L is defined by (14). Because the specific expressions of the background equations

(37) are very lengthy and easy to obtain, they will not be listed in this paper. In the

following, we take N(t) = 1.

In order to study the tensor gravitational waves, we need to obtain the linear perturba-

tion equations of the tensor perturbations on the spatially flat cosmological background.

Since the metric and connection are independent in the Palatini formalism, they should

be perturbed independently:

gµν → gµν + hµν , Γλ
µν → Γλ

µν + Σλ
µν . (38)

We take the part describing tensor gravitational waves in perturbations:

h00 = h0i = 0, hij = Hij, Σ0
00 = Σ0

0i = Σi
00 = 0,

Σ0
ij = Aij , Σi

0j = Bi
j, Σi

jk = ∂iCjk + ∂(jD
i
k). (39)

Here, Hij, Aij , Bij , Cij and Dij are symmetric transverse traceless tensors. They satisfy

Hij = Hji, Aij = Aji, Bij = Bji, Cij = Cji, Dij = Dji,

H i
i = Ai

i = Bi
i = Ci

i = Di
i = 0, (40)

∂iHij = ∂iAij = ∂iBij = ∂iCij = ∂iDij = 0.

Only in this paragraph, we use δij (δij) to raise and lower the index. In Appendix A, we

give the decomposition of the connection and explain why the perturbations describing

the tensor gravitational waves are given by Eq. (39).

Without losing generality, we consider the propagation direction of gravitational waves

as +z direction. At this time, it can be seen from (39) that the components of the

perturbations hµν and Σλ
µν that may not be zero are

h12, h11 = −h22, Σ0
11 = −Σ0

22, Σ0
12, Σ1

01 = −Σ2
02,

Σ1
02 = Σ2

01, Σ1
13 = −Σ2

23, Σ1
23 = Σ2

13, Σ3
11 = −Σ3

22, Σ3
12. (41)
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By expanding the second-order terms of the perturbations (41) in the action (34) and

varying the action with respect to the perturbations, we can obtain the linear perturbation

equations describing the tensor gravitational waves. These equations are very lengthy and

easy to obtain, so they are not listed here.

Now we have obtained the linear perturbation equations describing the tensor gravita-

tional waves. Next, we will use the equations to obtain the speed of the tensor gravitational

waves.

Before that, we will take metric Horndeski theory as an example to demonstrate how

to obtain the speed of tensor gravitational waves from the linear perturbation equation.

In metric Horndeski theory, the linear perturbation equation describing the tensor gravi-

tational waves is given by [27]:

ḧ + b(t)ḣ− ct
2(t)

a2(t)
∆h = 0, (42)

where h is the component h11 or h12, b and ct are functions of time, and ∆ is the Laplace

operator. For h(t, z) propagating along the +z direction, we make a Fourier transform:

h(t, z) =

∫

d3k3fk3(t)e−ik3z . (43)

By substituting Eq. (43) into Eq. (42), and using the linearity of Eq. (42), we obtain the

following equation:

f̈k3 + b(t)ḟk3 +
ct

2(t)

a2(t)
k23fk3 = 0. (44)

This allows us to consider only the case with a single spatial wave vector k3:

h = f(t)e−ik3z, (45)

where f(t) can always be expressed as

f(t) = F (t)eik0(t)t. (46)

Here, F is the norm of f(t) and k0(t)t is the argument. Therefore, F and k0 are real

numbers.

Considering that the gravitational wave is observed near time t0 and the observation

duration is ∆T , that is, the observation time t ∈ [t0 − ∆T
2 , t0 + ∆T

2 ]. The duration ∆T
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is about the same order of magnitude as the period of the gravitational wave, and during

this time, the amplitude and phase of the gravitational wave change very little:

∆T ∼ 2π

k0
∼ 1

k0
, Ḟ∆T ≪ F, k̇0∆T ≪ k0. (47)

Thus, h = F (t)ei[k0(t)t−k3z] can be approximated as a plane gravitational wave near t0:

h = F (t0)ei[k0(t0)t−k3z]. (48)

For the evolution of the cosmic background, the changes of a, b and ct in Eq. (42) during

this period are also small:

ȧ∆T ≪ a, ḃ∆T ≪ b, ċt∆T ≪ ct. (49)

So Eq. (42) near t0 can be approximated as

ḧ + b(t0)ḣ− ct
2(t0)

a2(t0)
∆h = 0. (50)

By substituting Eq. (48) into Eq. (50), we can obtain

−k0
2(t0) + ib(t0)k0(t0) +

ct
2(t0)

a2(t0)
k3

2 = 0. (51)

The gravitational waves we can observe have large k0 and k3, which makes the linear

term of wave vector component (uniformly recorded as k) in the above equation negligible

compared with the quadratic term of k. Thus, by Eq. (51), the relationship between k0

and k3 will satisfy

−k0
2(t0) +

ct
2(t0)

a2(t0)
k3

2 = 0. (52)

Just write (48) as

h = F (t0)e
ik0(t0)te

−
(

k3
a(t0)

)

(a(t0)z), (53)

and using Eq. (52), we can see that the tensor gravitational wave speed cg at time t0 is

cg(t0) =
a(t0)k0(t0)

k3
=

a(t0)

k3

ct(t0)

a(t0)
k3 = ct(t0). (54)

The speed (54) obtained by this method is the same as that of Refs. [27, 61].
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Similar to the above analysis, for Palatini-Horndeski theory near a certain time, we also

approximate the coefficients of perturbations in the linear perturbation equations to con-

stants which are independent of time. In addition, we also approximate the perturbations

(41) to the form of plane gravitational waves:

hµν = h̄µνe
i(k0t−k3z), Σλ

µν = Σ̄λ
µνe

i(k0t−k3z). (55)

Here, h̄µν and Σ̄λ
µν are amplitudes. Similar to the above example of metric Horndeski

theory, by substituting (55) into the approximated linear perturbation equations, we can

obtain the linear equations with amplitudes h̄µν and Σ̄λ
µν as the variable. This equations

can be written in matrix form:

AX = 0, (56)

where A is a 10 × 10 matrix and it depends on variables k0 and k3. X is a column vector

composed of the components of the amplitudes h̄µν and Σ̄λ
µν . The specific expression of A

is very lengthy and easy to obtain, so it is not listed in this paper.

Equation (56) has a gravitational wave solution if and only if

det(A) = 0. (57)

As in the above example, we consider k0 and k3 to be large. Thus, the lower power terms

of k in det(A) are ignored, and only the highest power terms of k are retained. We mark

the remaining quantity in det(A) as A. Therefore, according to the equation

A(k0, k3) = 0, (58)

we can know the relationship between k0 and k3, so as to solve the speed of tensor gravi-

tational waves.

Now, we will calculate the speed of tensor gravitational waves propagating in a spatially

flat cosmological background.

We divide the parameter space of Palatini-Horndeski theory into two classes.

Class I: G5(φ,X) = 0. In this class, by solving Eq. (58), we find that the tensor

gravitational wave speed cg is given by

c2g =
a2k20
k23

=

(

1 +
1

2

G4,X

G4
φ̇2

)2

. (59)
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Thus, the condition that the tensor gravitational wave speed is always the speed of light

in any spatially flat cosmological background requires

G4,X φ̇2 = 0 (60)

for any spatially flat cosmological background.

In this class, by solving the background equation (37), we find that
(

ä,
...
φ,Γ0

00,Γ
1
01,Γ

0
11

)

can be expressed as functions of
(

a, ȧ, φ, φ̇, φ̈, P, ǫ
)

. Further considering the equation of

state and the energy conservation equation of the ideal fluid, we can also use
(

P, a, ȧ
)

to express
(

Ṗ , ǫ̇
)

. Therefore, as long as we know
(

a, ȧ, φ, φ̇, φ̈, P, ǫ
)

, we can obtain
(

ä,
...
φ,Γ0

00,Γ
1
01,Γ

0
11, Ṗ , ǫ̇

)

. This determines the initial value condition of the background

equation (37). The specific expressions of these variables are very lengthy and easy to

obtain, so we have not listed them.

Considering that there are different equations of state for different types of matters, P

and ǫ can be considered as independent variables. Therefore, the condition that the tensor

gravitational wave speed is the speed of light in any spatially flat cosmological background

is equivalent to the following condition: at any values of the variables
(

a, ȧ, φ, φ̇, φ̈, P, ǫ
)

,

condition (60) is always true. This requires that G4,X is always vanishing.

In this way, we find that in Class I, only subclass

G5 = 0, G4,X = 0 (61)

satisfies the condition that the tensor gravitational wave speed is the speed of light in any

spatially flat cosmological background.

Class II: G5(φ,X) 6= 0. In this class, by solving the background equa-

tion (37), we can see that
(

ȧ,
...
φ, Γ̇0

00, Γ̇
0
11, Γ̇

1
01

)

can be expressed as the functions of
(

a, φ, φ̇, φ̈,Γ0
00,Γ

0
11,Γ

1
01, P, ǫ

)

. Further considering the state equation and the energy con-

servation equation of the ideal fluid, we can also use
(

P, a, ȧ
)

to express
(

Ṗ , ǫ̇
)

. Therefore,

as long as we know
(

a, φ, φ̇, φ̈,Γ0
00,Γ

0
11,Γ

1
01, P, ǫ

)

, we can solve
(

ȧ,
...
φ, Γ̇0

00, Γ̇
0
11, Γ̇

1
01, Ṗ , ǫ̇

)

.

This determines the initial value condition of the background equation (37). The specific

expressions of these variables are very lengthy, so we do not list them. By substituting

these expressions into Eq. (58) and solving it, we can obtain the tensor gravitational wave

speed expressed by the variables
(

a, φ, φ̇, φ̈,Γ0
00,Γ

0
11,Γ

1
01, P, ǫ

)

.
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In fact, the tensor gravitational wave speed we solved is not unique in this class, and it

has two possible solutions cg1 and cg2. These two speeds are generally different. However,

when the matter pressure P = 0, we have cg1 = cg2. The specific expressions of cg1 and

cg2 are very lengthy, so we do not list them.

The first speed c2g1 can be expressed as a fraction

c2g1 =
N
D . (62)

It can be seen that cg1 = 1 is equivalent to the numerator part N on the right side of Eq.

(62) minus the denominator part D equal to 0:

M ≡ N −D = 0. (63)

By expanding the brackets, M can be expressed as a polynomial about the variables
(

a, φ, φ̇, φ̈,Γ0
00,Γ

0
11,Γ

1
01, P, ǫ

)

. If we require the tensor gravitational wave speed cg1 to be

the speed of light under any spatially flat cosmological background, then for any values of

the variables
(

a, φ, φ̇, φ̈,Γ0
00,Γ

0
11,Γ

1
01, P, ǫ

)

, this polynomial should be 0. We notice that in

this polynomial, the term where (Γ0
00)4ǫ appears is

6a14(G5)5φ̇5
(

5G5,X φ̇2 − 2G5

)

(Γ0
00)4ǫ. (64)

Therefore, the above condition requires

G5 = 0 or G5 =
5

2
φ̇2G5,X . (65)

If substituting the condition G5 = 5
2 φ̇

2G5,X into Eq. (63), we again notice that in this

polynomial, the term where (Γ1
01)4ǫ appears is

−1171875

16
a14(G5,X)6φ̇17(Γ1

01)4ǫ. (66)

Therefore, the above condition further requires G5,X = 0. Combining with the condition

(65) we have G5 = 0. However, this is inconsistent with the assumption G5 6= 0 in this

class.

For the second solution cg2, using the same analysis method as that used to analyze

the first solution cg1, we find that the condition of cg2 = 1 also requires G5 = 0.

To sum up, for Palatini-Horndeski theory, the parameter space satisfying the condition

that the tensor gravitational wave speed is the speed of light under any spatially flat

cosmological background is only G4,X = 0 and G5 = 0.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we calculated the speed of tensor gravitational waves in the spatially flat

cosmological background. It is worth noting that we found that there are two possible

speeds of tensor gravitational waves in Class II. This is due to the additional degrees of

freedom introduced by the tensor perturbations of the connection. It seems to imply that

if we observe two tensor gravitational waves with different speeds in the future, the theory

of gravitation describing our world may be described by the Palatini formalism.

However, if we further require the tensor gravitational wave speed to be the speed of

light c in any spatially flat cosmological background, then only

S (g,Γ, φ) =

∫

d4x
√−g

[

K(φ,X) −G3(φ,X)�̃φ + G4(φ)R̃
]

(67)

is left as the possible action in the above two subclasses of Palatini-Horndeski theory. Ref-

erence [54] pointed out that the action (67) in the Palatini formalism is actually equivalent

to the following action in the metric formalism:

S (g, φ) =

∫

d4x
√−g

[

K̄(φ,X) −G3(φ,X)�φ + G4(φ)R
]

. (68)

Here,

K̄ = K +

(

−2G3G4,φ + 3G2
4,φ − 2

3
G2

3

)

X

G4
. (69)

It can be seen that the action (67) in the Palatini formalism actually still belongs to metric

Horndeski theory. Therefore, the parameter space of Palatini-Horndeski theory compatible

with GW170817 does not have the Ostrogradsky instability. It should be noted that the

action (68) is the only subclass of metric Horndeski theory that is compatible with the

condition that the tensor gravitational wave speed is the speed of light c in any spatially

flat cosmological background.

Finally, it should be pointed out that this does not mean that the scalar-tensor gravity

in the Palatini formalism must not beyond the framework of metric Horndeski theory.

It is because Palatini-Horndeski theory considered in this paper is not the most general

theory of scalar-tensor gravity in the Palatini formalism. A more general discussion needs

to study more general action, which needs to be studied in future work.
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Appendix A: Decomposition of connection

In this appendix, we use δij (δij) to raise and lower the index. Therefore, it will not

cause ambiguity if the upper and lower indices of a tensor are not distinguished.

We can decompose the perturbation of the connection Σλ
µν into the following forms:

Σ0
00 = Σ0

00. (A1)

Σi
00 = ∂iF + Gi, Σ0

0i = ∂iM + Ni. (A2)

Σ0
ij = Aδij + ∂i∂jB + ∂iCj + ∂jCi + Sij ,

Σi
0j = Āδij + ∂i∂jB̄ + ∂iC̄j + ∂jD̄i + Uij + Vij . (A3)

Σi
jk = Bi

jk + ∂iCjk + ∂(jDk)i + ∂(jEk)i + ∂i∂(jfk) + ∂j∂kgi

+ ∂i∂j∂kl + hiδjk + q(jδk)i + (∂im) δjk +
(

∂(jn
)

δk)i. (A4)

Here,

∂iG
i = ∂iN

i = ∂iC
i = ∂iC̄

i = ∂iD̄
i = ∂if

i = ∂ig
i = ∂ih

i = ∂iq
i = 0. (A5)

Si
i = U i

i = V i
i = Ci

i = Di
i = Ei

i = 0;

∂iS
i
j = ∂iU

i
j = ∂iV

i
j = ∂iC

i
j = ∂iD

i
j = ∂iE

i
j = 0;

Sij = Sji, Uij = Uji, Cij = Cji,

Dij = Dji, Vij = −Vji, Eij = −Eji. (A6)
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Bi
jk = Bi

kj, Bi
ik = Bi

jkδ
jk = 0, ∂iB

i
jk = ∂jBi

jk = 0. (A7)

The notations used in the appendix are not related to those in the text and should not be

confused. The method to prove that the perturbation of the connection Σλ
µν can always

be decomposed into the above form is the same as the method for the perturbation of the

metric hµν .

Similarly, we can decompose the linear perturbation equations into several sets of cou-

pled equations. The perturbation describing the tensor gravitational waves is the trans-

verse traceless tensor part of the metric perturbation hTT
µν . Consider that each term in the

linear perturbation equations is a combination of δij, ∂i, a time dependent function and a

perturbation, and since hTT
µν is a transverse traceless symmetric tensor, only Sij, Uij , Cij

and Dij are coupled with hTT
µν in the perturbations of the connection (A1-A4). It is the

reason why we take the perturbations (39) in the text.
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