arXiv:2303.12464v2 [gr-qc] 21 Jul 2023

Ghost Free Theory in Unitary Gauge: A New Candidate
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We propose an algebraic analysis using a 3+1 decomposition to identify conditions for a clever
cancellation of the higher derivatives, which plagued the theory with Ostrogradsky ghosts, by ex-
ploiting some existing degeneracy in the Lagrangian. We obtain these conditions as linear equations
(in terms of coefficients of the higher derivative terms) and demand that they vanish, such that
the existence of nontrivial solutions implies that the theory is degenerate. We find that, for the
theory under consideration, no such solutions exist for a general inhomogeneous scalar field, but
that the theory is degenerate in the unitary gauge. We, then, find modified FLRW equations and
narrow down conditions for which there could exist a de Sitter inflationary epoch. We further
find constraints on the coefficients of the remaining higher-derivative interaction terms, based on

power-counting renormalizability and tree-level unitarity up to the Planck scale.

I. INTRODUCTION

The scalar-tensor theories (STTs) are one of several alternatives to General Relativity (GR), that have garnered
special interest in their ability to provide a unified mathematical description for modified gravity theories. STTs
introduce an additional scalar degree of freedom (DOF) along with the two existing tensor DsOF present in GR ]
This extra degree of freedom can address numerous problems, such as dark energy, dark matter, inflation, big-bang
singularity, cosmic magnetic field, etc, for which GR proves insufficient.

Usually, STTs don’t provide a healthy DOF, and the new scalar can generally be associated with instability. When
higher derivatives appear in the non-degenerate Lagrangian, the associated instability is called the Ostrogradsky
ghost M] Mostly these theories include terms involving a curvature tensor in the linear order coupled with higher
derivatives of the scalar field. The instability can be identified either in the Lagrangian with higher-order derivatives,
or through the associated Hamiltonian with the linear momenta |. However, there exist stable theories with a
Lagrangian containing higher derivatives where the ghosts are avoided by ensuring that the higher derivatives are not
a part of the equations of motion. When a degeneracy is present in the Lagrangian, it falls under the classification
of DHOST (degenerate higher-order derivative scalar tensor theories. Common examples include Horndeski theories
B, beyond Horndeskf_ |, and others such as for a review, refer to@p]). The DHOST action has
been studied in the context of gravity and cosmology i ]. Besides these, the theories with higher-order
curvature are studied in Chern-Simons gravity M E ghost free parity violation theory |2 _ and higher derivative
metric theories|28]).

Another class of such higher derivative theories is the UDHOST theories, wherein we specifically work in the

unitary gauge. The unitary gauge is a choice for which the scalar field is taken to be spatially uniform, i.e., the
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spatial derivative of the scalar field vanishes in 3+1 decomposition. This assumption dramatically reduces the effort
of checking complex and tidal calculations for degeneracy conditions by simplifying the structure of the Lagrangian.
Recently, we put forward a ghost-free theory in unitary gauge [29] which contains, up to quadratic order, the most
general combination of curvature couplings involving, up to second order, derivatives of a scalar field.

UDHOST defines a broader class of degenerate theories than DHOST [30-32]. Also, since the unitary gauge appears
naturally in the standard cosmological background (homogeneous space-time) by assuming that the scalar field has
only a time-like gradient, it exhibits suitable features in the context of inflation [33, 134]. Recently, effective field
theory (EFT) of perturbations on an arbitrary background metric with a time-like scalar profile has been studied in
[35, 136]. Another theory studied under the unitary gauge is the spatially covariant theory of gravity (SCG)[37-46].
Some examples of SCGs include Horava Lifshitz gravity |47, [48], Cuscuton theory|49, 50], and its generalization|51, 152].
Recently, in 30, 131], 153], it was shown that in a general coordinate system, the extra mode appearing in UDHOST
theories is non-propagating, called a shadowy mode.

In this work, we modify the Lagrangian L;_g of [29]. This modified Lagrangian has two additional first derivatives
of the scalar field and the rest of the term of L;_g. We are looking for any degeneracies present in this combination,
for which, we decompose the modified Lagrangian using the 341 formalism. We obtain different relations (linear
equations) among Lagrangian coefficients to remove the higher derivative terms from the equation of motion. After
setting up a particular connection between their coefficients, we show that our theory has no instability associated
with higher-derivatives in unitary gauge. We, then, analyze the physical properties of the theory, in the context of
inflation, and provide suitable constraints, based on tree-level unitarity arguments, on the parameters introduced with
these higher-derivative modifications.

The paper is organized as follows: In section[[ll 3+1 decomposition or the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) formalism
is reviewed; Section [Tl addresses important concepts of [29], and introduces the modified Lagrangian which is further
analyzed in section [V} In section [Vl we analyze our theory in unitary gauge and discuss the ghost-free case; In
section [VI we analyze the same Lagrangian for FLRW background, before proceeding to find conditions necessary to
ensure a de Sitter inflationary phase in section [VIIt Then, we find the correction to the 2-scalar—2-scalar tree-level
scattering amplitude in section [VIII where we further impose constraints on coupling parameters using unitarity and

power-counting renormalizability arguments as constraints; Finally, we summarise our results in section [[X]

II. 341 DECOMPOSITION

Let us consider a four-dimensional space-time M with a metric gqp. This space-time can be split into three non-
intersecting spacelike surfaces, characterized by the spatial 3-dimensional metric hyp. These 3-surfaces are linked by a
normal vector n®, which satisfies the normalization condition n,n* = —1. By using this formalism, the 4-dimensional

metric can be expressed using hqp, and n® (For more details, refer to [54]),
Jab = hab — NgNp. (1)

The induced metric and the normal vector can be used to decompose any covariant tensor fields. For example, any

vector A,, can be decomposed as,

Aa = Aa - A*na7 (2)



where A, and A, are the purely spatial (n®.4, = 0) and one-normal part of the vector A,, respectively. These are

mathematically expressed as follows,
A, =hb Ay, A, = Agn®. (3)

Now, another important quantity is the time direction vector t* = %, which connects the points that have the same

spatial coordinates on neighboring slices. Its form can be given as,
t* = Nn® + N%, (4)

where N¢ is the shift vector, and N is the lapse function. Since A, = V,®, so using the property, V,A4, = Vi Ag, the
341 decomposed form of the V A, is given as,

VaAAb == DaAb - A*Kab + na(KbcAc - DbA*) + nb(I(aC-AC - DaA*) + nanb(ﬁnA* - Acac)7 (5)

where D, denotes a spatial derivative, a. = n*V,n. is the acceleration vector, and K, is extrinsic curvature tensor.

Its form is,
1 )
Kab - ﬁ (hab - DaNb - DbNa) 5 (6)
and the form of £, A, is,
1 .
L A, = N(A* — N°D A,). (7)

where a ‘77 above the variable indicates a time derivative. hab is the first-order time derivative of the metric, and A*
involves the second-order time derivative of the scalar field.

There are a lot of variables in (refmain]), so here we introduce a new set of variables {Ugp, Y3, Z.} to simplify it,
where Uy, = (Do Ap — A Kap) behaves as a symmetric spatial tensor, Y, = (Kpe A® — Dy A,) transforms like a spatial
vector, and Z, = (£, A. — A.a®) contains a second order time derivative of the scalar field. Therefore, in terms of

these new variables, (@) becomes,
1
(VaAb) = Nnaan* - Uab - naY}, - nbYa. (8)

We will use a similar methodology for separating higher derivatives with first-order and spatial derivatives of the
curvature tensors. For this, we write the 34+1 decomposed form of the curvature tensors. First, the Riemann tensor

is expressed as follows,

mubcd :Rabcd + Kachd - Kade07 (9)
Vabc :DaKbc - DbKa07

where Rgpeq 18 an intrinsic Riemann curvature tensor. The spatial (Rapeq) and one-normal (Vi) decomposed parts
are known as Gauss and Codazzi relations, respectively.

The two-normal (| Ranpn) decomposition of Riemann tensor is given as,
LRanbn :KauKl? - LnKab + D(aab) + aqap, (10)
where £, K is the Lie derivative of extrinsic curvature tensor,

1 .
LK = N(Kab—ﬁﬁKab). (11)
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Where L 5 is the Lie derivative w.r.t the shift vector, Kab contains second order time derivative of the induced metric

hap. We now introduce Fgp,
Fab = Kau Ky + Dqap) + aaas, (12)
takes care of the first derivative of the metric and spatial derivative part. Thus, (I0) becomes,

LRanbn = ]:ab - fcnKab- (13)

To obtain the 34+1 decomposed form of the Ricci tensor, Ry, = ngRacbd, one can use the aforementioned relation of

the Riemann tensor. The purely spatial part of the decomposed Ricci tensor is,

LRab = 7?fab + KabK - 2KasKlf + LnKab - D(aab) — Qq0p

(14)
= LnKab + Fab7
where F; contains first order derivatives of hy, and purely spatial terms,
Fop = Rap + Kip KK — 2KasKlf - ’D(aab) — 2a4ap. (15)
Next, the one-normal projection of Ricci tensor denoted by a vector notation Vj, is,
1Ry =D Kj — Do K = V. (16)
Finally, two-normal projections of the Ricci tensor can be expressed as,
L Rpn = KKt — b L, K + Dea® + asa’ an
17

- FQ - hSt,CnKst.

Similarly, F5 is introduced to separate notation for showing first-order derivatives of hy, and purely spatial terms,
Fo = KK + Dya® + asa’. (18)
Now the full expression of Ricci tensor by combining eq.([d)), eq.([I8) and eq.(T7) becomes,
Rap = LoKap + Fap — 2naVy) + nanp(Fo — ¥ L K1), (19)
and the 341 decomposition of Ricci scalar R = g*’R,;, takes the form,
R=R+ K? - 3K, K%+ 2h%L, K., — 2Dya’ — 2aya’. (20)
Further, we introduce a scalar Fi,
Fi =R+ K?—-3K,K® - 2Dya’ — 2a4a®, (21)

which takes care of the first-order derivative of spatial metric h,p, and purely spatial terms, using which eq.(20) can

be simplified to,
R=2h"L, Ku + Fi. (22)

This form and the previously derived compact form of decomposed relations are beneficial for identifying higher-order

derivative terms of the metric and scalar field. In the next section, we shall apply these relations.



IIT. DEGENERATE THEORY IN UNITARY GAUGE

In this section, we discuss the conditions needed to ensure the absence of ghosts in the higher derivative theory

presented in [29] by using the 341 decomposition.

A. The Action

Let us consider the action,
S = / d*a/—g H"*P PV Ro5 5V V6V, V0, (23)
where, the tensor Huvpoabs jg given as,

HIPrem® = (D1ghPg"” + Dagh?g"?)g™" 9" + (D3g"Pg" g°% + Dag"®g°Pg"7) g™

+Dgg"*g7P 9779, (24)

where, Dis (i € {1,2,3,4,6}) are functions of ¢ and X = V,¢V*¢. There should be another term in Eq.(24)) of the

form Dsgt"¢¥8 g7 ¢%7 [29] which is not considered here due to antisymmetry properties of the Riemann tensor.

The form of H#P7aB0 in Eq.(24) is derived by considering the symmetricity properties of the Riemann tensor and

scalar field derivatives (V,A, = V,A,). By introducing a Lagrange multiplier, the Eq.(23]) becomes,
5= / d'zy/=g H"P7*9° RogysV Ay VAo + N (Vo — Ay), (25)
which further can be written as,
S:/d4:17\/—_g (L1 +4 Lo+ Ly + Ly + Lg) + M(V,6 — Ay), (26)
where L;s (i=1,2,3,4,6) are defined as,

Ly = D1Rg*“g¥V A4V Af,

Ly = DaRg“g*/V AV Ay,

Ly = D3g°°g" g Ry V. AaV Ay, (27)
Ly = Dyg"g°'¢" Ry V. AaV Ay,

Lo = Dsg“97°9" g™ Rapim Ve AaVe Ay

1. 3+1 Decomposition of Lagrangian Li_e

Now, we decompose Lagrangians L; to Lg, by using the 34+1 decomposed relations of V.A; in eq.(8), and the
curvature tensor provided in Eq.[@ (I3, [22) ). Then we separate the higher derivative of the metric and scalar



field with the corresponding coefficient, which yields,
Li_g = (2L, Koy + F1) Z2 (D1 + D2) + (KL Kap + F2) Z2 (D3 + Da)
+hL, KoY. YC (—4Dy — D3) + h® L, Koy, Z,U (—4D5 — Dy)
+ Lo KayY*Y? (=D3 — 2Dg) + (20 L, Ko, + F1) (D1UUcq + D2U?)
+ Ly Koy Z U™ (—Dy + 2Dg) + (Lo Kap + Fap) (DsUSU + DyUU) (28)
+ YUy (=2D1Fy + DsFy) + Z,U (—2D3yFy + D4 JF>)
+ 2V, [2.Y" (D3 + Dy) — D3ULY®™ — DyUY?] + Y*Y*(—~Fo D3 + 2DsFup
+ ZU(=FDy — 2D6Fap) — DsRapeal “U + DedU YV, 0p,.

In this expression, problematic terms are,
e 72 the second order quadratic derivative of scalar field(QSDS),
e 7., linear second order derivative of scalar field (LSDS)
e L, K., linear second order derivative of metric (LSDM)
o 72 L, K., mix term of QSDS and LSDM
e 7, L,K,, mix term of LSDS and LSDM

It is easy to see from Eq.(28) that we can tune the coefficients D1 — Dg in such a way that some problematic terms
(QSDS or its mixed term with LSDM, the mixed term of LSDM and LSDS) vanish. Consequently, we obtain the
following conditions,

D;+ Dy =0, D3+ Dy=0,
—4Dy — D3 =0, 4Dy + Dy =0, (29)
—D3 —2Dg =0, D4—2Dg=0.

After solving these equations, we get

D3 Dy Dg
Di=-Dy=—7=-"7==2. (30)
After applying these conditions, L;_g becomes,
Li—g =D | (U g — U?) (20 L Kop + F1) +4 (UU = USUP) (L1 Kap + Fap)
+ 22U (Fi + 2F) — AZ U (Fo, + Fup) — 2V, (F1 + 2F2) (31)

+ 8V, (ULY* —UY?) + 4V Y (Fop + Fup) — 2RapcalU " U + 8UY “Vogp |-

2. Ghost Free Lagrangian in Unitary Gauge

Note that by virtue of Eq.([30), the LSDS and LSDM are the only existing problematic terms in the L;_g with the
Lagrangian coefficient D;. In order to remove LSDS and LSDM, the only option is the D; = 0 [55], a trivial choice.



This theory can also be checked in the unitary gauge to eliminate problematic terms, but there are no other options
besides a trivial one.

It is suggested in [29] that to remove LSDM, we need to introduce new Lagrangians, which are quadratic in curvature
and coupled with the first derivatives of scalar fields. And to remove LSDS, we must introduce coupled Lagrangians of
quartic second-order scalar field derivatives. Finally, the following combination of the Lagrangian becomes ghost-free

in the unitary gauge,

Li_i6 = (Dlecegdf + DyRg°g% + D3g™g" g% Roy, + Dug®g°g* Ry + Dog*®g” bglegdeablm) V.AaV Af
+ (DmabgcdgefRabRcd + Dsg®g°g¥ Rap Rea + Dog*“g"'9* RapRea + D10g*g" ¥ Rap Rea
+ D119 g% g g“g"pRacbdqurs) AAs + (Dlzg“bgc‘lgef g + Dy3g““g™g* g%
+ D14g™g"gPg? + D159""g*'g"! g%° + D15g*"g“?g"! gde) VoA VeAaVeArVyAg + X% (Ve — Aa),  (32)

Now, we decompose the above Lagrangian L, to Lig by using 341 formalism and separate the higher derivatives of

the scalar field and metric with corresponding coefficient,
Li_16=Li_¢+ EnKabEand{A"Achbd(Dlo + D1y) — A2h°h4( Dy + Dyg) 4 2Dg A% A°h<4
— A2h®hed (4D + 2Dg + Do + Do) + Do A A°h*hed 4 (4D + Dg)AeAehb“th}
+ LnKab{Dg]-"lA“Ab + 2A2(=DgF® 4+ D11 F*) — FLA2h®(4D7 4 Dg) — 2D10 A% AV
+ 243 F2h®(Ds + Dy + Dio) + 2Dg A A°F® + 2D A°A"F*, — 2D AA°F°,
+ 24, AR (2D7 Fy — Do Fs) — 2A°A.h®V,.(D1g + 2Dg) + 2D11. A°A, V. + 2D8AcAchdh“b} (33)

+ Z2 (D12 + D13 + D1y + D5 + Dig) + 423U (—4D12 — 2Dy5 — Dig)

+ Z23U? (6D12 + D15) — 4Y, Y@ (—4D13 + 4D14 — 2D15 — 3D16) + 2Up U (2D14 + Di5) }
+ Z*{ — 4D 15U 4+ 4D 13U YY" 4 D15(—2UU4.U% + U Y, Y?) + D1g(—Up U U,
+3U° YY" + 3chYbYc)} + Lrpsp-

We have already identified the higher derivatives in L1_g Eq.([28) and the relation Eq.([30) among D; — Dg to remove
some of them. For the new Lagrangian with coefficient D7 — D11, the problematic terms are quadratic(L, KopLn Kcq)
and linear(L, K,;) second derivatives of the metric and for Dis — Dyg, these terms are quartic(Z%), cubic(Z3),
quadratic(Z2) and linear(Z,) second order derivatives of scalar field. Where Lrpsp contains the first and spatial
derivatives of the metric and scalar field. It can be observed that the higher derivatives Z#, Z3 and Z2 completely

vanish for the conditions,
D12+ D13+ D1a+ D15+ D1g = 0,
—4D12 — 2D15 — D1g = 0,
2D14 + D15 =0, (34)



6D12 + D15 =0,
—4D13 —4D14 — 2D15 — 3D16 = 0.

and the solution of these equations are,
Dy5 = —6D13 = Dy3 = —2D14 = —3 Dy (35)

Please note that the aforementioned conditions are obtained solely for simplicity of calculation. They may not the
only relations that could give us the desired result and there may exist a more diverse class of relations, of which
these may be a special case.

Also, notice that no sufficient conditions exist for removing Z,, £, Kq and £, Ky £, K.q. There is no nontrivial
relation between the coefficients of Lagrangian L1_14 to remove all the higher derivatives, implying that the theory
does not exhibit degeneracy(when the scalar field is the function of spacetime).

If we restrict theory to unitary gauge the nontrivial solution of equations related to higher derivatives £, K4, and

L, Kap L£,K.q is possible, they are
4D7 + 2Dg + Dg + D1 =0, Do+ D11 =0, (36)

and other equations can be related to other coeflicients of Lagrangian

3D,

2Dy = —(4D7 + Dg), 2D; = Dy, D15 = ~ (37)
After putting these conditions the finally the Lagrangian takes the form,
Li_16 = D1 |24%2L, K% (hatR — 2Rup) — 2 (hav R — 2Rap) KA (L, AL) | + Lepsp (38)

the higher derivative finally remove with the two degeneracy conditions (for more details refer to [29]),
e Conl: If the combination h**R — 2R vanishes.

e Con2: If the first condition does not hold, then D; = é
2

This theory can be considered a ghost-free theory in the unitary gauge, analogous to the class of UDHOST theories for
these particular choices. As a final comment about this theory, the Lagrangian Li_14 does not hold any degeneracy
condition for the general scalar field, indicating no nontrivial relation exists among the coefficient of Lagrangians
to remove higher derivatives. However, in the unitary gauge, a nontrivial solution exists among the coefficient of
Lagrangian, indicating the presence of degeneracy.

In the next section, we shall modify the Lagrangian Li_g by introducing additional coupling of two first-order

derivatives of the scalar field.

IV. EXTENSION OF L:_¢ WITH TWO FIRST DERIVATIVE OF SCALAR FIELD

In the previous section, we discussed how one could eliminate ghosts in the Lagrangian L;_g by following [29]. In
what follows, we derive another method of getting rid of ghosts by introducing additional coupling A, A, in Eq.(23)).

As seen here, this additional coupling does not introduce new higher derivatives but rather generates new Lagrangians.
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Mathematically, instead of the tensor H**?7*#7% of rank 8, a tensor of rank 10 has to be used, we called it H!"” Tapyone.

In this case, we consider the following action,
§= / d /=g PP R ALY A Ay A+ NV — Ay, (39)

glul/poaB%nC

where the tensor is given as,

g{wpmﬁ'véné“ _ gnC HrvpoaBys HﬁgavgﬁﬁgwgnpgoC + H7gavgﬂ5gupgnvg<74 + Hggavgﬂugtf(gw?gpn
_|_Hggavg/3ugpﬁgvngtf< + Hlogavgﬂugt?ngVCgpa + Hllgavgﬂngﬁugwgan
+H12gavgﬁngt5Cgqupa + nggavgﬂnguogupg& + H14gaugﬂpgvngVCgpa
H15gaugﬁngwg5Cgpd + Hlﬁgaugﬁng'mgécgw_
where H;’s are functions of ¢ and X. To avoid confusion from the previous section, we use the Lagrangian coefficient
H/s instead of D.s, where we have taken Hs = Dg for consistency (since the contribution from Ls was zero owing to

the antisymmetric properties of the Riemann tensor). Other terms are obtained by considering all possible couplings,

resulting in a total 16 Lagrangians. Eq.([25) can be written in the following form,

S:/d4x\/—g (LY + LY+ Ly + L)+ Ly + L+ LY, + Ly + Lo + Ly + L, + Lo

41
+Lyg + Ly + Lis + Lig) + M (Vo — Ay), "
where L;s (i=1,2...6) are defined as,
L) = HiRg*g™ g7 V. AgV . As Ay Ay
Ly = HyRg™g%gT V AqV e As Aq Ay,
Ly = Hsg"g" g% g"° Ry Vo AaV e Ay Aq As,
Ly = Hyg"g" g% g* Ry Ve AaV e A Ag Ay,
Ly = Hsgg" g% 9" " Rpgrs VeAaV e Ay Ay Ap,
L = HeRg“'g**g’" V. AqV . Af Ag Ay,
L7 = H;Rg®g™g/* V . AqgV Ay Ay Ay,
L= Hggrpgchsdgeagj»bqum VAV As Ay Ay, 42)

Lo = Hggrpgchsegdagﬂ’quTS VeAVeAr Ay A,
Lio = H109™9%g°* 9" g/ Rygrs Ve AqV e Ap Aq As,
Ly = Hi1g™ g% g° g% 6" Rygrs Ve AqV e Ap Aq As,
Ly = Hi2g™" g% g g%°g°  Rpgrs Ve AaV e Af Aq Ay,
Lis = Hi3g""g"g* g g% Rpgrs Ve AaVeAf Aq Ay,
Lh, = Hi199 9" 9" g7 Rygrs Ve AqV e Ap Aq As,
Lis = Hisg" g% g™ 9" g Rpgrs VeAaV e Af Aq Ay,

L/16 = HIGQCpgqagrenggdepqrs chdveAf Aa Ab,
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3+1 Decomposition of Lagrangian L} _4

Now, we decompose the above Lagrangian L} to L} by 3+1 formalism,

Li_16 = Losps + Lisps + Lispm + Lrpsps (43)

where Liyg g contains QSDS and its mixed term with LSDM, L7 g contains LSDS and its mixed term with LSDM,
L', g pas containg LSDM, and L'z, contains the first derivative of the metric and scalar field, and spatial derivative
terms. The full 341 decomposition of the Lagrangians (L} to Lig) is given in Appendix B. Here, we write the higher
derivative step by step. First, the Lbs HS

/ _ 72
QSDS — Z*

Ai{ (Hs + Hy + Hg + Ho + Hyg + Hyy + Hyo + Hy3)Fo — (Hy + Hy + He + Hy)Fy

—habEnKab (2Hy +2Hy + Hs + Hy + 2Hg + 2H7 + Hg + Hg + H10 + H11 + Hi2 + H13)}
+AaAb{(H12 + Hi3)Fap + (His + Hig) Fap + (Hiz + Hiz + Hyis + Hlﬁ)ﬁnKab} (44)

+A. AV, (Hio + Hi1 + 2Hi2 + 2Hi3) + A, A” {(Hl + Hy)F

—(Hs + Hy4)F2 + (2H1 + 2Hy + Hs + Hy) (habEnKab)}]

It can be observed from the above to Eq.([44) to eliminate QSDS, the following condition on the coefficient of La-
grangian is obtained,
Hs+Hy+ Hs+ Ho+ Hio+ Hi1 + Hi2 + Hi3 =0,
H,+ Hy+ Ho+ Hy =0,
2H1 +2Ho+ Hs + Hy +2Hg + 2H7 + Hs + Hg + H19o + H11 + Hi2 + Hi3 = 0,
His + Hi3 =0,
Hy5 + Hig =0,
(45)
Hio + Hiz + His + Hi6 = 0,
Hyo+ Hi1 +2H12+2H13 =0,
H,+ Hy =0,
Hs+ Hy =0,
2H, +2Hy,+ Hs+ Hy = 0.

The solution to these equations is,
Hy=—-Hy, H3y=-H,, H;=-Hs, Ho=—Hs, Hy=—Hy, Hiz=—Hpa, Hyge=-Hy (46)

The existence of a solution indicates the presence of a degeneracy for removing QSDS for the set of simultaneous
linear equations above. Using these relations, we can remove QSDS and its mixed term with LSDM for the general
case (for any metric and space-time function of the scalar field). From now, the independent coefficients in the full

Lagrangian are { Hy, Hy, Hg, Hg, H10, H12, H14, H15}. Next, we plan to remove LSDS and its mixed term with LSDM.
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/ _
LsDs = Zx

Ai{(Hzl + Hg)F®Uyy, + (Hyg + Hys + 2H35)F Unp + (—2H, + He) FiU — (Hyo + 2Hyo + Hy) FoU
+ (—Hyy+ Hi5 + Hy — 2H5 + Hg) UYL, Ko — (4H, — Hyg — 2Hy5 — Hy — 2Hg)h*U L, K o }
+ A" A, { (Hyo — 2Hg)V'Uap — (Hia + 2H15)Va"Upe + (Hio + 4H12)VoU + 2H14fabe}

+ AGAQ{(zﬂlﬂ + HyFo)U — (HyF¥ + 2H5 F*) Uy, — (Hy — 2H5)U L, Ky + (4H; — H4)thC£nKbc}
+ -AaAb{(Uab(_Hﬁj:l + HgFo) — (HioFo© + H14F o )Upe — (2H12Fap + FapHis)U

— Hi5Rac0aU — (Hio — H14)Uo L0 Kpe — (2Hy2 + Hi5) UL, Ko — (2Hg + H8>Uabh°d£and}] (47)

Similar to the previous case, we obtain the following linear equations to remove LSDS,

Hy+ Hg =0,
Hys+ Hi5 +2H5 =0,

—2H1+ Hg =0
Hyy+2H12+ Hy =0, (48)
Hyo—2Hg =0,
Hyy+2H5 =0,
Hyo +4Hq2 = 0,

and to remove mixed terms of LSDM and LSDS,

—Hyy+ Hys + Hy — 2Hs + Hg = 0,
4H, — Hy9p —2H5 — Hy — 2Hg = 0,

Hy — 2Hs = 0,
4H, — Hy =0, (49)
Hyg— Hi4 =0,

2H15 + Hi5 = 0,

2Hg + Hg = 0.

No nontrivial solution exists for the Eq’s [@8H49), i.e., no relation exists among the H!s to switch off LSDS. Here, the
only possible solution is the trivial one, that all the H/s = 0. Since all equations are simultaneous, the number of

independent equations is more than the number of variables.

To conclude, for any general space-time and scalar field, we cannot remove the LSDS and its mixed term with
LSDM, implying that no degeneracy condition exists. Therefore, we are not looking at the possibility of eliminating

LSDM. In the next section, we will check whether any degeneracy condition exists in the unitary gauge.
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V. ANALYSIS IN UNITARY GAUGE
Following our analysis of the previous section, we note that for any case, the number of independent equations

can be reduced, then the Eq’s (48149) have nontrivial solutions. For this, the unitary gauge is the best choice. The

following condition characterizes a unitary gauge,

¢, 1) = ¢olt)- (50)

For more details about unitary gauge, refer to [13-15]. Since the scalar field only has time-dependence in this gauge,

it is clear that A% vanishes here, and the other variables that appeared in eq.(]) now become,
Uw=—-AKs, Yy=0, Z,=L,A.. (51)

Using these relations, Eq.([@T)becomes in unitary gauge,
Lsps = —LnAx A | (Hy+ Hs)F* Koy + (H1a + Hip +2H35) F Koy + (—2Hy + He) F1 K — (Hio +2Hio + Hy) Fo K

+ (=Hyy+ His + Hy — 2Hs + H)) KL, Ko, — (4H, — Hyg — 2Hy9 — Hy — 2Hg)W’ KL, Ko | (52)

To remove L, A,, we need following relations,
4Hy — Hyg—2H1o — Hy — 2Hg = 0,

—Hyy+ Hiys +Hy —2Hs + Hg = 0,

Hy+ Hg =0,
(53)
Hiy + His +2H5 = 0,
—2H, 4+ Hg = 0,
Hyg+2H15+ Hy = 0.
The solution to these equations is,
Hy=—Hs, H¢=2Hy, Hio=—2Hi12+ Hs, His=—2H;, Hy5=0. (54)

After imposing Eq (54, L} gpy and L pgp remain in the total Lagrangian L] _ ;¢ in Eq.@3l In unitary gauge, we
obtain the following form:
Tspam + Lepsp = Al {Hl]'—l(K2 — Koy K®) — HsF** (K, Keq + KKpe) + HipFo(K? — Ko K®)
- HsRapea KK+ LoKea (=2H1 + Hiz) hUKo K + (2 — Hio)h™ K? — Hy(Ky'K™ — KK*) | (55)
In this expression, one can see that from the three independent variables { H1, Hs, Hg, H12}, only the LSDM is present

with Hy, Hg and Hyz (second line). If we impose Hg = 0 and Hy2 = 2H7, then the final form of action becomes

independent of any higher derivative term,
L = AY HsR g KP K9 + Hy (K2 — Ko K®)(Fy + 25)] (56)

Where L{, stands for ghost-free Lagrangian. The calculations above indicate that the full Lagrangian L}_;4 can

be made free from any instability in the unitary gauge. The above-derived condition for removing higher derivative
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terms are not a necessary condition, because the first solution set Eq.( 8] for ¢(x,t), and other solution set Eq.(54)
and, Hg = 0 and Hi2 = 2H; is derived in unitary gauge.

In L{, , the independent variables are Hy, and Hs. First, if we take H; = 0, in the initial Lagrangian system L] _ g,
all coefficients in the Lagrangian are set to zero, except Hs and Hi4, which are related by the relation Hy4 = —2H5
(note, once again, that Hs and Hy4 are a general functions of ¢ and X). Then, the final form of action is ghost free
in unitary gauge. Second, If we taken Hy # 0, then in the initial Lagrangian system, by virtue of Eq.( 8] and Eq.(54)
the final ghost free Lagrangian contains L}, L, Lg L, L, LYy, L, Lis.

One might notice that the theory in §III is ghost free in unitary gauge for specific cases (see Conl and Con2 in §III
C) using relations listed in Eqs.(38B1) among Lagrangian coefficients. However, our case does not require additional
conditions to be a ghost-free theory in the unitary gauge; only the relation between the Lagrangian coeflicients
is needed, indicating that the degeneracy of the Lagrangian is more general. Additionally, in §III, the ghost-free
Lagrangian in unitary gauge contains linear and quadratic curvature terms out of the combination of 16 different

Lagrangians. Still, our case contains only two Lagrangians, which are linear in curvature.

1
X7

where, Xy is value of X in unitary gauge, then Hs = Al4. In this case,

Consider a interesting case, if Hy =

Eq.(B0) takes the following form,
L = Ravea KK (57)

This equation contains only the metric derivatives that can yield two degrees of freedom, i.e., GR-like theory.

VI. CHECKING FOR FRW BACKGROUND

We will now describe the above calculation for the flat, closed, and open FLRW universes as an example, whose
metric can be expressed as,

dr?

2 _ 2 2

+r2do* + r25in29d¢2> . (58)

written in spherical polar coordinates r, 8, ¢, where K is the spatial curvature, N(¢) is the lapse function, and a(t) is
the scale factor. For FLRW metric the Eq.(B0) takes the following form,
(a* + KN?) a*¢*

L™ = 6 (6Hi(¢, Xu) + Hs(¢, Xu)) ~—— =%

(59)

where, Xy = —%. We are taking 6H; (¢, Xv) + Hs (¢, Xv) = H(¢p, Xu). The LEEW has the same mathematical
form as obtained in |29] if we choose 6H (¢, X)) = D(gzi’fl’) and K = 0, where D" = —36D; — 12Dy. The structure
of both theories is different for the general scalar field (¢(x,t)) as well as the unitary gauge (¢(t)). But in the case of

FRW background, both attend similar final forms for a particular value of Hs. Here, our action is,

R
5= [atev=g | - L0 V,0v.0- V(o) + LE ] (o)

2 _

where k% = ng, M, is the four-dimensional Planck mass, and V(¢) is the scalar potential. For the metric eq.(G9),

the action (in unitary gauge) becomes,

i-a ¢
2N? T aN?

—V(6) + 6H(6, Xo ) (61)

SFRW — /d4IQ3N [ (a2+ICN2) d2¢4] '



From this action, we obtain the following equations of motion,

HK 8H(¢7XU) 15 7
2a2><16 Xy 9708 o

8H(¢7 XU) (b5

- <H4 + f—g) H(p, Xv) ¢t + <H3 +

—32H(¢, XU>¢3¢> —24 (H2 + £) H(p, Xv)Hp*

6 a2
1. H® H K
+(z* =V ($)) +3—+2—+ —— =0,
2 K Kk a’k

5 H2K
)

6 <7 H L H?K) OH(d, Xu) .

14 4 6
)H(¢,XU)¢ +12 <H + 0

1., JH® 3K
V(@) +5¢7) +3—+ - =0,

<H5 + H3K> <3678H5(¢’ Xu ¢° — T2Hs5 (6, XU)¢3> + <H4 + HQK) <12782H5(¢’XU)¢6

3 a2 GXU a2 6¢ (9XU

O*Hs(¢, Xu) 16+ OHs5(¢, Xu) 14+ 0Hs5(¢, XU ) 1954 ;
HK OHs(¢, Xvr) +5 - 137

i (H3 * 26{2) (48 58(XU i 96100, XU)¢3H>
iy V(D)

+36H - —5 =~ $=0.

Putting K = 0, one can obtain the FLRW equations for the flat case.

VII. DE SITTER INFLATION CONDITIONS

14

(63)

In this section, we intend to find the set of conditions on the higher derivative interaction terms that may retain the

inflationary de Sitter phase as seen in the standard model of cosmology. Please note that we are not working with any

particular inflationary potential in mind. However, we assume that the potential allows for a slow-roll inflationary

period. Considering the two terms we arrived at,

Ly+Ly+ LL+ L+ L+ Lig + Ly + Lia + Liz + Ly = HiRg*g® g% V. AgV.A; A, Ay
+ HQRgabgdcgef VCAdVeAf Aa Ab

+ H5gcpg‘1fgdsg7“egabqurs chdveAf Aa Ab

+ HgRg“g° g™ V. AqV Ay Ag Ay
+ H7Rg“g™ g™ V. AqV Ay Ay Ay

+ Hi0g""9%g°* 9 9" Rpgrs Ve AaVe Ay Ag Ay
+ Hi19"Pg% g°¢ g% 6" Rygrs Ve AaVe As A Ay
+ Hi2g"™ 9 g** g% Rpgrs VeAaVe Ay Ag Ay
+ Hi3g"™ g g** g g% Rpgrs VeAaVe Ay Ag Ay

+ H14gg% g™ g% g7* Rpgrs Ve AaV e Ap Ag Ay

(65)

along with the degeneracy condition in the unitary gauge: Ho = —Hy, H;y = —Hg, H11 = —H19, H13 = —H12, Hg =

2H,, Hy = —4H,, Hy4 = —2H5, and Hy2 = 2H;. Through dimensional analysis, we can arrive at a general analytic
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expression for H,, where p € {1,2,5,6,7,10,11,12,13,14} as:

Cp¢an

H, = 2% 2
p m-+4n+8
MT

(66)

where (,, is a dimensionless coupling constant corresponding to the coefficient H,, and m, n are integers. The coefficient
H,, could also be a linear combination of any number of such coefficients. Imposing a de Sitter inflation phase, we
can constrain (, by demanding that the additional terms are perturbative additions to the Einstein-Hilbert term. A
slow-rolling de Sitter inflation phase also imposes additional constraints on the theory, like constant Hubble parameter
H — 0, small gb and gb — 0, that may be used to reduce the number of terms added to the equations of motion owing

to (B8). Applying these, we find that the correction to the Einstein equations of motion is:

Hi(¢, X)[2Rpp Rgc0a 0" $0° $0°$ + gpg Rpc RO 0" $0° $0° ) — 2R, %, RyaceDa 0 p0° 0
—20pqR." Reeap0° 90" $0°00% ¢ — 2R Rpeqa0®$9" 0° 0§ — Ryy RO.$0° $0" $0,
+2Rpace R, 0" 90" $O° $Opd — Rypp R0 p0" $Dyqh + 2 Rpace R, 0“0 p0° pdqp

—2R;, Ry, 0 90" $0y$04 ¢ + Rap RO 0" 30, $0,0] + Hs (6, X) Rpce R, [ 0ap0” 90" 90 ¢ (67)

where we have replaced V, — 9, due to the derivative acting on the scalar field. Since we have worked in the unitary
gauge (¢ = ¢(t)) so far, it makes sense to impose the same here. We can use the following relations applicable to

FLRW spacetime backgrounds:

N 2 N 2 N 2 N\ 2
a @ i @ i 0 a i

Using these relations, the terms in ([67]) become

3(40H; + H5)H4q54; for timelike indices p and ¢, and

—48H,H*¢*; for spacelike indices p and q. (69)

First, we note that Hs contributes only to the timelike part of the equations of motion, i.e. it affects only the
energy density. Also, setting H; = 0 renders the spacelike part 0, implying that in such a case there are no pressure
corrections to the energy-momentum tensor. Nevertheless, both terms are proportional to H 4¢4. Explicitly imposing
the condition that the scale of these terms must be infinitesimal compared to the Einstein tensor in order to preserve
a stable de Sitter inflation phase, we obtain the following relation:

M;L+4n+10

C < Q/)m ¢2n+4 H2

() () ()

where ( is used to represent some linear combination of (; and (5. In the last step, we have introduced the slow-roll
parameter € to eliminate (b from the final expression. From various inflationary models, the limits on H vary from
~ 1072 GeV (below which the universe is too cool for big bang nucleosynthesis) and ~ 10! (below which EW
baryogenesis is difficult to achieve) [56] to the upper limit ~ 104 GeV (set by the data [57]) compared to the Planck
scale (=~ 10 GeV).

From the inequality above, it is straightforward to see that in order for the condition to be satisfied for all ¢ < Mp,

the coupling constant ¢ could assume a wide range of relatively small, but relevant, values. For ¢ > Mp, the
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constraint on ¢ becomes increasingly tighter as ¢ becomes larger to the point where because of the coefficient, the
term could become irrelevant in other epochs (¢ represents the classical background of the scalar field which assumes

different values in different cosmological epochs).

VIII. UNITARITY ANALYSIS

We shall, now, try to find whether for conditions similar to the standard cosmological inflation, the theory remains
unitary up to the Planck scale. Equivalently, we can use the condition of unitarity to impose constraints on the
coupling parameter (similar to the analysis for R?®? coupling in |58]) found in the coefficient of the higher derivative
coupling term introduced in theory.

To this end, we first expand the given fields and quantize their respective perturbations. Since we’ve established
broadly the conditions for which a stable inflationary phase occurs in (70), we can expand the metric around a de

Sitter background as follows:
gab _ gab + Iihab, (71)

where g represents the de Sitter background metric and k% represents perturbations to it which shall be quantized

for scattering analysis. Similarly, we expand the scalar field as

¢(.’L‘,t) = (p(.%‘,t) + ¢I(‘T7 t)' (72)

Here, both the background field ¢ and the perturbations ¢’ to be quantized are taken initially to be functions of both
space and time. Unitary gauge conditions would later be imposed on the background field to obtain accurate results.
Quantization of fields around curved backgrounds has been laid out beautifully in [59, |60]. Our ability to use the
Bunch-Davies vacuum [59, 160] allows us the privilege of quantizing fields in a straightforward manner. Further, we
can use techniques like the local momentum space method [59-61]to perform a Fourier transform and to move the
calculations to the momentum space.

Since defining a local momentum space involves working along a geodesic where the covariant derivatives reduce
to partial derivatives along with some curvature corrections, we can obtain approximate physical momenta-based
information, though it is restricted only to the geodesic. However, considering the homogeneity of spacetime, we
could assume that the same results could very well describe physics in neighboring regions as well. Also, the curvature
corrections about the geodesic can be expressed in terms of the connection, Hubble parameter (H), and its derivatives.
Given that we’re working with a slow-roll inflationary background, and that interested in scales approaching the Planck
scale, it is feasible for us to ignore these corrections.

Expanding (68) up to the third order in perturbations while restricting to the first order in k and keeping the
slow-roll conditions in mind (¢ is small; ¢ — 0), we find that the higher-derivative terms only provide corrections to
the ¢'2hqp-vertex. Keeping in mind that we’re working in the ultraviolet limit, the correction to the aforementioned

3-vertex is given as:

Viren,, =ik[{—(2H; + Hs)(0¢ - p1)(0p - p2)(p1 - p2) + (2Hy — H3)(0 - p1)?(p1 - p2)
+ 2H1(09)*(p1 - p2)}(P1ap2. + P1.p2,) + 2{(2H1 + H5) (D¢ - p1)*(p1 - p2) + (2H1 + H5)(90)* (p1 - p2)?
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+ (Hs — 2H1) (0 - p1)(0% - p2)(p1 - p2)} (P1,D1.)
+ {(6H\ + Hs)p1 + (2Hy — Hs)pa} - dp(p1 - p2)*(Opap1. + Oepr,)

—4H 1 (p1 - p2)*0padp. — Hi{2(09)*(p1 - p2) + 4(0¢ - p1)* }de (1 - p2)?] (73)

where the momenta correspond only to the scalar field perturbations and are taken to be directed towards the vertex.
Note that the coefficients Hy, 5y don’t contribute to the perturbative expansion, given the slow-roll conditions that
we choose to work with. Therefore, in (Z3)), H1 5y = H{175}(@,X), where X = 0,00%. Now, owing to the same
arguments as before, we can use the Minkowski background propagators for both metric and scalar field perturbations,
which are as follows:

8885 + 0565) — 0" nea

2k2
)
(@) = =2 (75)

(h®heq) = i( +0(N), (74)

where A is the gauge parameter introduced to the graviton propagator by the gauge fixing term, and doesn’t contribute
on-shell, such as for scattering amplitude calculations that we’re about to perform. For a ¢? — ¢'? process, the terms
in ([G5) contribute only to the processes involving hgp-exchange in all three channels: s, ¢, and w.

Since the scattering amplitude is independent of gauge choice, we can simply work in the center of mass frame to
proceed with the calculations, while keeping the factors of the form 9,¢ and 9,p0%¢" as is. For such a case, with the
center of mass energy being E, the Mandelstam variables are s = 2p; -po = 2p3-py = 4E?, t = —2p1 -p3 = —2py-py =
—2E%(1 — cos®), and u = —2p; - py = —2pa - p3 = —2E%(1 + cos ). Once we obtain the amplitude in the center of
mass frame, we can finally impose slow-roll conditions for which 9, — ¢ and 9,00%¢" — ¢o¢’ or Duk® — Yk° in
the Fourier space. We also assume that, up to a constant factor, k° ~ E as well, and find that the correction to the

scattering amplitude is:

iMpp =i (K*¢*E'0) [(1152H] — 180H H5 — 138HZ) + (—2088H; — 744H1 H5 — 180H?) cos 6
+ (416 H} + 160H1 Hs + 260H?) cos® § + (48H7 — 16Hy Hs + 4H7) cos® 6

+ (—32H} — 44H, H5 + 6 H3) cos® 0 + (—8H} — 8H, Hs — 2H?) cos® 0] (76)
One simplifying case could be where we assume that H; = Hs = D where the amplitude correction becomes:
iMpgp =i (k*¢*E'°) D?[834 — 2962 cos 6 + 836 cos® § + 36 cos® § — 70 cos” § — 18 cos® 0] (77)

From (@) and (1), we see how the tree-level unitarity of the theory up to the Planck scale is highly dependent on
the form of the coefficients Hy; 5y. Also peculiar, is the fact that these corrections don’t introduce a correction to the

amplitude that diverges in the collinear (§ — {0, 7}) limit.

A. An Example

It is straightforward to see that if in (G6]) we set m = 0 and n = —1, the amplitude in (77) becomes,

) 5 ElO
ZMHD 08 C —Mlo (78)
P
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where we have substituted x = 2/Mp and assumed that (; 53 = ¢, in light of H; = Hs = D. We see that the
amplitude is safe from UV unitarity violations up to the scale ~ é\f—}’, up to residual violations. Besides the constraint
on the coupling paramters introduced on the basis of the requirement for a de Sitter expansion phase (Z0): ¢ < %—%;
we can now impose a constraint based on unitarity: ¢ < 1. This ensures that the tree-level unitarity violations happen
near or above the Planck scale. Note that these parameter constraints are highly dependent on the form of D and,

therefore, the aforementioned constraint should not be considered universal.

B. Renormalizability and Unitarity

We can also choose a form of D based on power-counting arguments to ensure renormalizability of the theory (up
to the order of perturbation under consideration) and, then, impose unitarity constraints on the coefficients, which
would help provide us with a well-behaved theory. Power-counting arguments, based on the mass dimensions of the
coeflicients of interaction terms, can be used to obtain a crude estimate for the renormalizability of the theory, though
more comprehensive analyses (similar to that performed in [62-66]) may be needed to ensure renormalizability.
According to this method, a theory is said to be super-renormalizable for constant coefficients of positive mass
dimensions, renormalizable for constant coefficients of zero mass dimensions, and non-renormalizable for constant
coefficients of negative mass dimensions. For reference, the example in section [VIIT Al would render the theory non-
renormalizable.

For power-counting arguments to be applicable, the fields must be quantized and of mass dimension 1. As such,
any conditions can only be put forward after we have quantized the perturbation h,, in (ZI)). Then, the condition
for renormalizability based on (66]) could be expressed as: m + 4n + 9 = 0, while that for super-renormalizability is:
m+ 4n + 9 < 0. Considering a simple example for renormalizability, assume m = —5 and n = —1, such that the

amplitude becomes:
) ElO
iMup x (? (W) (79)

i.e. whether the UV unitarity violations happen is now up to the epoch within the theory, under consideration;

specifically the magnitude of the scalar field background. The violation scale in this case is ~ Cf"/s. For a scalar

background that ranges from small, say for reheating era, to an intermediate value below the Planck scale, we’d need
¢ < 1 to avoid unitarity violations up to the Planck scale. During inflation, when the scalar background could assume
values in the trans-Planckian regime, as per the previous section, the unitarity constraints would dictate that the
coupling parameter be ¢ > 1, which doesn’t agree with the condition for de Sitter expansion, implying that there is
no overlap between unitarity and renormalizability here. Similar analysis for different combinations of m and n along

the straight line m + 4n + 9 = 0 can be performed.

Similarly for a super-renormalizable theory, we assume m = —6 and n = —1 such that:
) ) ElO
. . . . . . /
where the constant coefficient now has a mass dimension of 2. Here, the violation scale is ~ %, and the
P

condition to avoid violations is ¢ > /6 Mp. If the scalar background assumes any value below the Planck scale, we’d

need ¢ < 1. This time, however, approaching a small scalar background (reheating regime) results in ¢ — 0, meaning
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that in order to preserve unitarity, we’d need that the higher derivative coupling terms be ignored throughout, thus
eliminating small scalar background as an acceptable range for these terms to contribute to the theory. As for a
trans-Planckian background, ¢ could assume any value as long as the condition { < (Mi;)ﬁ holds.

So far, we have explicitly avoided including ¢ in the final amplitude through conscious choices of n. There may
also be cases where ¢ is retained in the final expression. Owing to slow-roll conditions, positive powers of ¢ can be
helpful in ensuring no UV unitarity violations are caused by the higher-derivative terms introduced in this paper,
while negative powers could doom the theory far below the Planck scale.

In fact, for n < —2, we note that ¢ appears in negative powers in the amplitude. To put a reasonable constraint,
we can substitute for the slow-roll parameter e, which in turn introduces negative powers of H into the expression.
¢ would effectively have to be zero in order to offset such a contribution to the scattering amplitude. So, to ensure
that the theory remains unitary, we impose the constraint that n > —1 (applicable to both renormalizable and

super-renormalizable theories).

IX. CONCLUSION

This work systematically studies existing degeneracy conditions for an action containing curvature (in linear order)
coupled with the first- and second-order derivatives of the scalar field. Considering the properties of Riemann tensors
and scalar field derivatives, we determine the 16 possible Lagrangians for such couplings. Using the 34+1 decomposition
technique, we separate the higher derivatives (QSDS, LSDS, LSDM, and coupling between them) in the 16 different
Lagrangians. Linear algebraic relations can be established between the coefficients of these terms, which can be used
as constraints to help eliminate the higher derivative terms from the equation of motion. The existence of the solution
to these equations indicates the presence of degeneracy.

There is no solution for the general space-time metric except the trivial one (the Lagrangian coefficients are all zero),
which implies that the higher derivatives are always present. In unitary gauge, a nontrivial solution to the system of
simultaneous linear algebraic equations exists. We obtain the ghost-free combination of Lagrangian in unitary gauge
as written explicitly in (GHl), subjected to the constraints on coefficients added below the equation.

Testing our formalism for the FRW universe, having imposed all the degeneracy conditions, we obtain second-order
equations of motion. This model’s background cosmology will be examined as a future project. For now, we only
look at the conditions for which a slow-rolling de Sitter inflation phase is expected. The condition on the coupling
parameter is mentioned in (70), and using that and imposing that the coupling is supposed to be small, we find that
the scalar field background for this theory could assume values up to the trans-Planckian range, provided that the
coefficient of the higher-derivative interaction term doesn’t become infinitesimal, rendering the term itself irrelevant
to the other epochs.

Further, we inspect the tree-level scattering amplitude for the theory for possible unitarity violations below the
Planck scale. This helps us narrow down the form of the coefficient function D and also helps constrain the coupling
parameter (. We also vaguely introduced renormalizability constraints based on crude power-counting techniques
and found conditions, for specific cases, for which an overlap between unitarity and perturbative renormalizability
is expected. These conditions, however, are sensitive to the nature of the theory and need to be evaluated on a

case-by-case basis.
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So far, we have only included up to second-order derivatives of the scalar field in this theory. Degeneracy conditions
involving third- and higher-order derivatives can also be verified using the analysis presented above, which we shall

leave as future work.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

A. Possible Combination

The structure of H**P7*A73 in terms of the metric depends on the symmetries of the post factor RagysV Ay VpAs Ay A¢
(see eqB9). Many possible combinations can exist for this tensor. Since the metric indices are symmetric, the anti-
symmetric property of the Riemann tensor and the symmetric property of the second-order derivatives of the scalar

field makes many of them zero or similar. Some examples include,

1. First, the combination comes with the ¢®%........... is always vanishes. The same happens with ¢7°...........

2. If the first two or last two indices of the Riemann tensor get contracted with the indices of the two second

derivatives of scalar field, it always gives a zero result.

3. For H!"P7*PYC i first two or last two indices of the Riemann tensor get contracted with indices of two

first-order derivatives of scalar field, the result vanishes.

Other than these, possible terms such that g®7¢g?® (i.e. terms involving a Ricci Scalar)

gavgmgwgpagnC
97" g g*< g ",

(81)
g7 gt g7 g,

9*79" 9" 99",
One can find all the terms of this category by exchanging n +— ¢ and u «— {v, p, o}, but only one pair of indices

at a time. Among all possible combinations, only four in eq.(®I]) give different forms; others are similar to these

four. Similar to the term with common factor g®7 (i.e. terms involving a Ricci Tensor), the terms with different 3+1
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decomposed forms are given as,
gavgﬂpguugﬁognC
ga'yguﬁg5pgwgn<
ga'ygﬁugUCQVtigpn
ga'ygﬁugpf?gvngUC
ga'ygﬁug(mgvcgpd
ga'ygﬁngf?ugpvgdn
ga'ygﬁng&gwgpd
ga'ygﬁngwgwg5<
Among all possible combinations, only 8 different forms exist after decomposition in 3+1 formalism; others are similar
to those eight. The terms with all contracted indices (i.e. terms involving a Riemann tensor)
guagdﬁg'ypg&/gnc
gaugﬁpg'mg%gpo
gaugﬁng'yvgécgpd
gaugﬁng'ypgécgov

For this case, four independent forms of Lagrangian are possible.

B. 341 decomposed Lagrangian

Here, the full expression of the 3+1 decomposition of all 16 Lagrangians is given. These expressions are written in
such a way that, in the first bracket, we write the QSDS term and its coupling with LSDM; in the second bracket,
we write the LSDQ term and its coupling with LSDM; and in the third bracket, we write the LSDM term alone.

Ly = Hy | Z2(Fy AcA® — FL A2 + =220 L, Koy + 2AcA° h* Ly, Kap)

+ Ly Ko (2 AcA® UeqU = 242 UgU +4 A2 VY — 4 A A° YY)

+ Py (AcA® UegU — A2 UegU 4 2A2 Y. Y — 24, A° YY) | (84)
Ly =Hy | Z(-F1A2 + Fy AcA° — 2420 L, Koy + 2 AcAh™ L, K )
+ ZU(2F A7 — 2F) AcA° + 4AZR L, Koy — AAAC WL Kop)
+ WL, Koy (—2A2U° + 2A.A° U?) — FLAZU? + Fy A A°U?| (85)

Ly = H3 | Z2(A2F5 — Ap AP Fy — A2RPL, Ky + Ay APRP L, K gp) + Z. (240 APV Y, — 242V0Y7)
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+ Lo Kea(AZY Y+ AZRIY Y'Y — A20, U — A AY Y + A, AUUY — A APREYY,Y )
— A2FYUPU, + A AP FPUL Uy, — AZFYYP + A2FPY, Yy + 2A2V0U,, Y

+ A A FY Y — A AP FPY,Y, — 24, AV AU, YP | (86)

L) = Hy | Z2(A2Fy — ApAPFy — A2RP L, Kpe + ApAPRP L, K y) + Z*{Abecch - A2FRU
— Ay APFPU, + Ay A FoU — 2A2VPY, 4+ 2A,A°VEY, + L, Koy (A2UP + AZRPU
— A A UP — AbAth”U)} + Lo K opUUP (Ap A — A2) — A2F°U,U

+ A AP FPU,, U + 2A2V0UY, — 24,A° VEUY,|  (87)

LY = H5 | Z,(2A2F Uy, — 24, AP FP1U,g — 2A2U L, Ky + 24, AU L, K q)
+ Lo Kpg (2A2Y VP — 24, A°YPY9) 4+ A2 RapeaUPUT — ApA® RapeaUP? U

+4A2VPIU, Y + 2A2FP VY, — A4 APV, T UL YP — 2 AbAb}'ququ] (88)

Ly =Hg|Z2( — F1A2 = 2A2h*° L Kop) + Zo (FLA2U — FLA AUy + 2F1A%A, Y, + 2A2UR L, Koy
+ 4AAY R L, Kpg — 2A° A Uaph®™ LK ge) + L Kae(2A* AU U — 44 A, h4UY,)

+ FLA AU LU — 2F1 AAU Ya] (89)

L = Hy [Zf(—flAi —2A2R L, Kop) + Z, (2F1 A ALY, + 4A A hY, L, Kie)
+ 0L, Kea(2A2Y,Y " + 247 AU, Upe — 2A°APY, Y, — 4A°A U Y")

+ FLA AU, Upe + FLA%Y, Y — FLAAYY,Y), — 2F1AA U Y? | (90)

Ly = Hg | Z2(A2F, — AZh°Ly Keq) + Z. {AtidUcd + A°ANFoUeg — 2A°A oY, — 2A2V°Y,
+ L Kep (A2U +2A°A 0T ¢Y, — A°AReT Ucd)} + Lo Ko fUT (A°AWeqg — 2 A°ALY,)

+ A AP U Uy — 2A°AF Uy, Yo + 4A°A VY, Y, — 2A° AV C Uche] (91)

Ly = Hy|Z2(A2F; — A2h° Ly Kea) 422, (A°AV WUeq — A°ATRY, — A2VEY, + A°AK Y L0 K ge)
+ Lo Koy (A2YYT —2A°AULYT + A AU — ACARTY YY) + AATFIU Uy

—2A°ANV U Y, — ACA FU, Y+ A2FUY, Y, + ACACF Y. Yy + 2A°A VY, Y, — ACA*FdeUche] (92)
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%wHwﬁmﬁfwﬂmfﬁwﬂmmhﬁ{ﬁmerAﬁw—wﬂﬂﬂw
+ AAVU — A°AFoYe — A2VEY, + A°AF Yy + AAWV Yy + Lo, Ky (A2RY U
+ ATAY T — AAUS + ACA*hdec)} + L Ko (A°AUSU — ATAUY? — A°ARYUY,)

— AAV WU + AAFT UgyU + AAFUY, + A2VEUY, — AAFUYy — AAWVUY, | (93)

Y= Hu | Z2(A2F — A°AV, — A2h°LoKeq) + Zo (ACAFY, — AA Y, — A2VEY,

+ AAVYy + AAY UL, Keq) + LoKep (AZRTY. Y — ATAULFY? — A°ATY Y
+ A AU U — A°ARTUGY ) — AAV U Uge + A°AYE UL Uey
— A2FY.YC + AAVIYYy + AAFoU Y + A2VeU Y+ AA VY, Y0

— ACAYEY Y, — ACAF U Y€ — ACAWV UG Y| (94)

Ly =Hio|Z2(AA Fop + A2F> — 2A°AV, + AAT L, Koy — AZR L, K op)
+ Z,(4A°AVU = 2A2F5U — 2A°ATF U — 2A°ATU L, K op + 2A20T UL, K of)

+ UL, Ko (ACAS — A2RT) + A2ZFU% — 2A°AVU? + AATF U (95)

Ly =Hyz| Z2(A A Fop + A2Fs — 2A°A Ve + A°A Lo Koy — A2RT L, Kop) + A2ZFoU U
+ Lo Koy (A AT UL U — A2hT U, UT — 2A°ATY, Y9+ 24207 Y, Y 9) — 2A4°A V.U U'?

+ AATF U U — 2A2F,Y, Ve + 4A°A VY YT — 2A°ATF Y, Y| (96)

Ly = Hi4 | Z, (A2FWUeq — A°AFC Uge + AAV Uy + 2A°AFYy — A2UL, K g

+ AAUEL K ge) + LonKae (A2YY+ A°AUYY, — A°AULY T — A°AYY,Y0)
— ACA VU qU s — ACAMR 5 apUCUTP — ACAFCU Y, — ACAVT UL Y,
+ A2V U4 Y + AZFY, Yy + A°ARaecs UTY? — A°AF*UqYe

—ﬁMFMM+AW%ﬂwW—ﬁﬁ%uww—ﬁmeWﬂ(%

Ly =Hs | Z2(AAYFoqg + A°AL K oq) + Z., {Azfchcd —2A°A VI Uy — ACAYFqU — A AR apUIP
+ AAF Yy + AATF Yy + 2A°AV pqY T+ L Ko (A2U — A°AU — 2ACA*Yd)}

+ Lo Kea(2A°AUY T — A2UUY) — A2FU U + 2A°A V.5 Uy U + A° AR o UUP
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— ACAFAUYy — AAFAUYy — 24 ANV qUY T (98)

Lig=Hig| Z2(AA Foq+ A°ALy Kea) + 2o (ACATF Yy + ACATF Y+ 2A°ANW0qY ¢ — 2A°AY L, Ke)
+ Lo Kea(A2Y Y — A°AYY, Y 4+ 24°A, U — A2U.°UY) — A2F°U Uge + 2A°A VU, Uy
+ ACAR apyULUT + A2FUY, Yy — ACAFULY S — ACAF UG Y — 24 ANV U Y °

— 2A°A Ve YV — ACATF gV Y — ACAR g YOV (99)
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