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Abstract
We propose an extension of General Relativity (GR) based on a space-time foliation by three-

dimensional space-like hypersurfaces labeled by the Khronon scalar field τ . We show that this

theory (i) leads to modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND) at galactic scales for stationary systems;

(ii) recovers GR plus a cosmological constant in the strong field regime; (iii) is in agreement with

the standard cosmological model and the observed cosmic microwave background anisotropies at

linear cosmological scales, where the theory reduces to a subset of the generalized dark matter

(GDM) model. We compute the second order action on a Minkowski background and show that

it contains the usual tensor modes of GR and a scalar degree of freedom with dispersion relation

ω = 0. We find that the deconstrained Hamiltonian is bounded from below for wavenumbers larger

than ∼ 10−31 eV and unbounded for smaller wavenumbers.
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I. INTRODUCTION

More than forty years ago Milgrom [1–3] proposed an empirical formula, dubbed MOND
for “MOdified Newtonian Dynamics”, able to fit with astonishing precision the rotation
curves of galaxies and the Tully-Fisher relation between the baryonic mass and the asymp-
totic rotation velocity of galaxies. The MOND formula permits to resolve a number of
challenges faced by the standard cosmological model Λ-CDM (Cold Dark Matter plus a
cosmological constant Λ) at galactic scales [4]. It suggests a modification of fundamental
physics, notably the gravitational sector described by general relativity (GR), in a regime
of low accelerations, below a certain critical acceleration scale a0, empirically measured at
the value a0 ≃ 1.2 10−10m/s2.

The MOND formula has prompted the construction of several extensions of GR [5, 6],
which purport to fit cosmological observations without the need of dark matter. A well-
studied example is the Tensor-Vector-Scalar (TeVeS) theory of Bekenstein and Sanders [7–
9], which extends GR with a time-like vector field (akin to Einstein-Aether theory [10, 11])
and a scalar field; see [12] for a review. Einstein-Aether theories, originally motivated by
the phenomenology of local Lorentz invariance violation [10, 11], were extended to lead
to the MOND formula at the regime of galaxies [13, 14]. Further GR extensions with a
MOND limit were proposed in [15–28] and the cosmological and astrophysical predictions
of several of these theories have been extensively studied [29–38]. The recent Aether-Scalar-
Tensor (AeST) theory proposed by Skordis and Zlosnik [39] based on [40], has been the first
example of a GR extension reproducing the MOND formula in galaxies and simultaneously
being in agreement with the standard cosmological model Λ-CDM, i.e. predicting the full
spectrum of anisotropies of the cosmic microwave background (CMB).1

A simple extension of GR leading to MOND behaviour in galaxies was proposed by
Blanchet and Marsat [18], hereafter BM theory, as well as an independent variant by
Sanders [19], based on only two dynamical fields, the metric gµν and a scalar field τ called the
Khronon, and labeling a family of space-like three-dimensional hypersurfaces. All ordinary
matter fields in this theory are universally coupled to the metric. However, in the local freely
falling frame associated with the matter fields, the presence of the Khronon field induces
an effective violation of the local Lorentz invariance (LLI). The BM theory was inspired
by the Hořava-Lifshitz approach [43–45] for a possible violation of LLI and a completion of
GR in a (power-counting) renormalizable theory at high energy. However, its motivation
is quite different from that of [43–45], as it is not concerned with the problem of quantum
gravity, and postulates the violation of LLI at low energy, in the MOND regime for weak
gravitational fields. This idea has been generalized by Bonetti and Barausse [46] and the
BM theory has recently been further discussed by Flanagan [47].

The main drawback of the BM theory, that concerns us here, is that it does not explain
the effects commonly attributed to dark matter, which occur at large scales in cosmological
perturbations. We therefore extend the BM theory by adding, in a quite natural way, a
kinetic term for the Khronon scalar field. Following [48–50] we know that a large class of
kinetic k-essence terms are able to mimic dark matter in perturbations around an homo-
geneous and isotropic Friedman-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background. Hence,
we shall prove that with this crucial addition the model, for an appropriate choice of the
Khronon kinetic term, is in agreement with the standard cosmological model at large scales

1 A different class of MOND theories attempt to modify the properties of dark matter itself, rather than

the gravitational law. An example is the dipolar dark matter model [41, 42] which is also in agreement

with the standard cosmological model Λ-CDM in first order cosmological perturbations.
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(to first order in cosmological perturbation), and in particular retrieves the full observed
spectrum of anisotropies of the CMB, while still providing the relevant MOND limit.

More precisely, we show that the Khronon equations can be recast into the framework
of the generalized dark matter (GDM) model [51, 52]. The Khronon behaves like a GDM
fluid with time-dependent equation of state in the background, and with zero viscosity and
non-zero, k-dependent sound speed in linear perturbations. Using the GDM framework we
investigate the allowed constraints on cosmology and the CMB (namely the cosmological
dark matter which should be close enough to a “pure dust” model) which are consistent with
recovering the MOND phenomenology at galactic scales. In particular we find that a kinetic
term for the Khronon based on the Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) form of the action reproduces
in a natural way all observations.

Finally, we also show that the theory recovers GR plus a cosmological constant in the
strong field, high acceleration regime, and in particular has the same parametrized post-
Newtonian (PPN) parameters as GR for tests in the Solar System.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II we describe the covariant action of the
theory and derive the field equations. We also discuss an equivalent formulation of the
theory in the coordinate system adapted to the Khronon, that is, when the time coordinate
is identified with the Khronon field itself. In section III we construct the nonrelativistic
slow motion limit of the theory and discuss how Newtonian behaviour at high-acceleration
(and GR in the strong-field high-acceleration limit) is reached and how MOND behaviour
at the low-acceleration limit is obtained. In section IV we show how some specific choices
for the new term in the action that we propose in the present work leads to cosmology in
agreement with observations of large scale structure and the CMB radiation. In section V we
expand the action to second order in perturbations on a Minkowski background, determine
the normal modes and compute the deconstrained Hamiltonian (in particular we find that
the theory has the same tensorial modes as GR). Section VI ends with a short discussion of
the Hořava khronometric theory and presents our conclusions.

We use a (−+++) metric signature convention and curvature convention of MTW [53].
We denote general coordinates by xµ which are taken to have dimensions of length, such
that, for a time coordinate t we have x0 = ct with c being the speed of light. Partial ∂µ and
covariant derivatives ∇µ are with respect to xµ and have dimensions of inverse length. We
denote by γij the Euclidean metric in general coordinates (reserving δij for the Kronecker

symbol in cartesian coordinates), and by ∇⃗i the covariant derivative associated with γij.

We use the vector calculus notation ∇⃗i ↔ ∇⃗ and ∇⃗u · ∇⃗v ≡ ∇⃗iu∇⃗iv = γij∇⃗iu∇⃗jv for
any scalars u and v. In cosmology we denote by γκij a spatially homogeneous and isotropic
metric of spatial curvature κ, hence κ = 0 corresponds to a spatially flat Universe, so that
γ0ij = γij, and κ > 0 (κ < 0) to a positively (negatively) spatially curved Universe. We have

γκij = γij(1 +
κ
4
|x⃗|2)−2 in a spherical coordinate system.

II. ACTION AND FIELD EQUATIONS

A. General definitions

The dynamical degrees of freedom of the theory comprise the metric gµν , the Khronon
scalar field τ which is assumed to have units of time, and the ordinary matter fields Ψ. The
Khronon defines a spatial foliation through the orthonormal unit-timelike vector field nµ
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defined via

nµ = − c

Q
∇µτ , (2.1)

with the useful scalar quantity

Q ≡ c
√

−gµν∇µτ∇ντ . (2.2)

Both nµ and Q are dimensionless. By construction one can see that nµnµ = −1 and that
nµ is future pointing, n0 > 0. The vector nµ serves to define the (covariant) spacelike
acceleration of the congruence as2

Aµ = c2nν∇νnµ = −c2q ν
µ ∇ν lnQ , (2.3)

where the factor of c2 ensures that it has units of acceleration, and where the projector onto
the family of spatial hypersurfaces is denoted as

q ν
µ ≡ δνµ + nµn

ν , (2.4)

so that nµAµ = 0. Note that the spatial foliation (2.1)–(2.3) is invariant by arbitrary
reparametrization of the Khronon field: τ → τ ′ = F (τ). However the kinetic term for the
Khronon, Eq. (2.7) below, will break the reparametrization invariance of the model.

Both in the BM theory [18] and in the Sanders variant [19], the acceleration (2.3) is
used to lead to MOND behaviour in the nonrelativistic and low acceleration regime. This
is achieved through a function J (Y) of the covariant acceleration (2.3) squared denoted

Y ≡ AµA
µ

c4
, (2.5)

that appears in the action functional of the theory. The function J has the dimension of
an inverse squared length and is chosen such that when Y is large (the high acceleration
limit) GR is recovered, while when Y is small (the low acceleration limit) and in addition we
assume slow-motion quasi stationary systems, MOND behaviour is reproduced. We discuss
the details of how this happens, as well as choices of J (Y) which have this property, in
section III.

B. Covariant action and field equations

The covariant action of the theory is

S =
c3

16πG

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R− 2J (Y) + 2K(Q)

]
+ Sm [Ψ, g] , (2.6)

where R is the four-dimensional Ricci scalar, g is the metric determinant and G the grav-
itational coupling strength. The matter fields Ψ are universally coupled to the metric gµν
and as such the Einstein equivalence principle holds (we regard the Khronon field as part
of the gravitational sector). Moreover, in the high acceleration limit GR is recovered and as

2 In [18, 19] the acceleration is denoted aµ; however, here we reserve a for the scale factor in cosmology.
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such, the strong equivalence principle (SEP) holds there, however, it does not hold at the
low acceleration limit which includes MOND and the µ-domination regime.

The function J (Y) appearing in (2.6), where Y is defined by (2.5), has already been
postulated in [18] and [19] and is part of the original BM theory. Our new addition is the
function K(Q) which depends on the scalar field Q defined in (2.1) and serves as a kinetic
term for the Khronon field τ . Following [39], our main assumption about this function is
that it admits a Taylor expansion around the value Q = 1. For definiteness we specifically
adopt in this section

K(Q) = µ2 (Q− 1)2 , (2.7)

and leave more general functions having such a Taylor expansion investigated in Sec. IVC.
Here the constant µ has dimensions of inverse length, and such a term in the action plays a
vital role in the success of AeST theory in fitting cosmological observations [39]. A similar
term appears in the case of ghost condensation, which is an extension of GR associated with
the breaking of time diffeomorphisms [49] and in the case of shift-symmetric k-essence [48].
In both of these last two cases the relevant term appearing in the function K is, rather,
K(X ) = µ2(X + 1)2 with X = c2∇µΦ∇µΦ for a scalar Φ (using our metric signature
conventions).

By varying the action with respect to the metric we obtain the following generalized
Einstein field equations

Gµν + (J −K) gµν − 2

c4
JYA

µAν +

[
2

c2
∇ρ (JYA

ρ)−QKQ

]
nµnν =

8πG

c4
T µν , (2.8)

where Gµν = Rµν − 1
2
Rgµν is the Einstein tensor, T µν = 2√

−g δSm/δgµν is the matter stress-

energy tensor, and where JY ≡ dJ /dY and KQ ≡ dK/dQ denote the derivatives with
respect to the arguments Y and Q. Taking the space-time trace of Eq. (2.8) we obtain

−R + 4J − 2YJY − 4K +QKQ − 2

c2
∇µ (JYA

µ) =
8πG

c4
T . (2.9)

We define the stress-energy tensor T µν of the Khronon field to be such that (by definition)

Gµν =
8πG

c4

[
T µν + T µν

]
, (2.10)

and we read directly from Eq. (2.8)

T µν =
c4

8πG

{
− (J −K) gµν +

2

c4
JYA

µAν +

[
− 2

c2
∇ρ (JYA

ρ) +QKQ

]
nµnν

}
. (2.11)

From the contracted Bianchi identity ∇νG
µν ≡ 0 and the equations of motion satisfied by

the matter fields Ψ, which imply the covariant conservation of the matter tensor T µν , we
infer that the stress-energy tensor of the Khronon must also be covariantly conserved,

∇νT µν = 0 . (2.12)

Finally we vary with respect to the Khronon field and obtain the covariant conservation law
∇µSµ = 0 where the current vector Sµ reads as3

Sµ =
2

Q
JY A

µ nν∇ν lnQ+

[
2

Q
∇ν (JY A

ν)− c2KQ

]
nµ . (2.13)

3 The Khronon equation ∇µSµ = 0 reduces to Eq. (2.8) in the BM model [18] when K = 0.
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As a check of the consistency of the formalism, we can derive the conservation equation
of the Khronon stress-energy tensor (2.12) without reference to the Bianchi identity, i.e.
directly from the explicit expression (2.11) and the Khronon equation ∇µSµ = 0.

C. Formulation in adapted coordinates

It is always possible to adopt a coordinate system for which the coordinate time t ≡ x0/c
is equal to the Khronon field: t = τ(x). Hence in this coordinate system Q = 1/N where
N = (−g00)−1/2 is the lapse. The unit vector is nµ = (−N,0). Introducing the shift Ni = g0i
and the spatial metric qij = gij, we have the usual 3+1 form for the metric,

ds2 = −c2N2dt2 + qij
(
dxi + cN idt

)(
dxj + cN jdt

)
. (2.14)

The acceleration takes the 3-dimensional expression (with A0 = 0)

Ai = c2Di lnN , (2.15a)

Y =
AiA

i

c4
= Di lnND

i lnN , (2.15b)

where Di = qijDj (acting here on a scalar) denotes the covariant derivative compatible with
the spatial metric, i.e. Diqjk = 0. The covariant action (2.6) becomes, after discarding a
total divergence (with

√
−g = N

√
q)

S =
c4

16πG

∫
dt d3x

√
qN

[
R+KijK

ij −K2 − 2J (Y) + 2K(Q)
]
+ Sm

[
Ψ, N,Ni, qij

]
, (2.16)

where R is the 3-dimensional scalar curvature of the 3-metric qij and Kij is the extrinsic
curvature

Kij =
1

2N

(
1

c
∂tqij −DiNj −DjNi

)
. (2.17)

In such adapted coordinates the Khronon field has disappeared and the independent dy-
namical degrees of freedom are geometrical: N , Ni and qij (and the matter fields Ψ). See
Sec. VIA for a generalization of the action inspired by Hořava gravity.

For the variation of the minimally and universally coupled matter action we adopt a
notation similar to that in [18]

ρ ≡ − 1

c2
√
q

δSm
δN

, J i ≡ 1

c
√
q

δSm
δNi

, T ij ≡ 2

N
√
q

δSm
δqij

, (2.18)

where ρ, J i and T ij reduce to the usual notions of mass density, current density and spatial
stresses in the case of a perfect fluid. The variation with respect to the lapse N gives

R+K2 −KijK
ij − 2J + 4Y JY + 2K − 2QKQ +

4

c2
Di

(
JYA

i
)
=

16πG

c2
ρ . (2.19)

Next, the variation with respect to Ni yields the momentum constraint equation as in GR,

Dj

(
Kij − qijK

)
= −8πG

c3
J i . (2.20)
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Varying with respect to the spatial metric qij gives

1

cN
Dt

(
Kij − qijK

)
+

2

N
Dk

[
N (i(Kj)k − qj)kK)

]
+ 2KikKj

k −KKij − 1

2
qij

(
KklKkl +K2

)
+ Gij − 1

N

(
DiDjN − qijDkD

kN
)
− 2

c4
JY A

iAj + (J −K) qij =
8πG

c4
T ij , (2.21)

where Gij = Rij − 1
2
qijR is the 3-dimensional Einstein tensor, and we use the convenient

notation Dt ≡ ∂t − cNkDk. The trace of Eq. (2.21), combined with the constraint equa-
tion (2.20), gives

− 4

cN
DtK − 3KijK

ij −K2 −R+
4

N
DiD

iN − 4Y JY + 6 (J −K) =
16πG

c4

(
T ii +

2c

N
NiJ

i
)
.

(2.22)
Finally, by eliminating R between (2.19) and (2.22) we obtain the following Poisson-like
equation,

1

c2
Di

[
(1 + JY)A

i
]
+J +Y −K− 1

2
QKQ − DtK

cN
−KijKij =

4πG

c2

(
ρ+

2

cN
NiJ

i+
1

c2
T ii

)
,

(2.23)
which is the generalization of Eq. (3.13) in the BM theory.

III. NONRELATIVISTIC LIMIT

A. Post Newtonian expansions for the fields

We investigate the nonrelativistic (or slow motion) limit of the model, in the case of an
isolated matter system (e.g. the Milky Way galaxy), and determine under which condi-
tions we can recover the MOND phenomenology in the weak acceleration regime. In this
approximation, we introduce two a priori different scalar potentials ϕ and ψ, as well as the
“gravitomagnetic” vector potential ζi, and make the usual post-Newtonian (PN) ansatz on
the metric components generated by the isolated system, using the ADM form (2.14),

N = 1 +
ϕ

c2
+O(c−4) , (3.1a)

Ni =
4

c3
ζi +O(c−5) , (3.1b)

qij = γij

(
1− 2ψ

c2

)
+O(c−4) , (3.1c)

where γij is a Euclidean metric in general coordinates, and with usual notation for the PN
remainder terms O(c−n). The PN ansatz (3.1) is standard in GR and follows from the
leading PN order of the stress-energy tensor T µν for ordinary matter fields, namely

T 00 = ρmc
2 +O(c0) , (3.2a)

T 0i = ρmv
i
mc+O(c−1) , (3.2b)

T ij = ρmv
i
mv

j
m + pm γ

ij +O(c−2) , (3.2c)
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where ρm, pm and vim are the mass density, pressure and coordinate velocity of the matter
field in the Newtonian approximation. Here ρm is the coordinate density, to which ρ [see
Eqs. (2.18)] reduces in the Newtonian limit, and obeys the ordinary continuity equation

ρ̇m + ∇⃗i(ρmv
i
m) = 0 . (3.2d)

The dot denotes the time derivative and ∇⃗i is the covariant derivative associated with γij.
In order to justify the PN ansatz (3.1) for the present theory we must also take into

account the Khronon field equation. In particular, we must ensure that the stress-energy
tensor T µν of the Khronon field given by Eq. (2.11), admits the same leading PN behaviour
as for the ordinary matter in (3.2). As shown by Flanagan [47] this will be satisfied if we
assume that the expansion of the Khronon field is of the type

τ = t+
σ(x, t)

c2
+O(c−4) , (3.3)

where σ is the leading order perturbation. We shall check this point in Eq. (3.14) below.
Inserting (3.3) into (2.1) we obtain the PN expansion of the scalar field Q and the

foliation’s unit vector nµ as

Q = 1− Ξ

c2
+O(c−4) , (3.4a)

n0 = −1− 1

c2
(
Ξ + σ̇

)
+O(c−4) , (3.4b)

ni = −1

c

(
1 +

Ξ

c2

)
∇⃗iσ +O(c−5) , (3.4c)

where we have defined (following the notation in [47])

Ξ ≡ ϕ− σ̇ +
1

2
|∇⃗σ|2 . (3.5)

We obtain in turn the acceleration vector Aµ defined by (2.3) as

A0 =
1

c
∇⃗σ · ∇⃗Ξ +O(c−3) , (3.6a)

Ai = ∇⃗iΞ +O(c−2) . (3.6b)

To fully determine the slow motion limit, we need to know the PN order of the functions
J and K in the action. We find that

Y =
1

c4
|∇⃗Ξ|2 +O(c−5), (3.7)

and as we show in (3.23) below, in the deep MOND limit J ∼ Λ−Y + c2a−1
0 Y3/2 +O(Y2),

hence, the PN order of this function is J = O(c−4). This is consistent with the fact that
the cosmological constant scales with the MOND acceleration constant a0 like Λ ∼ a20/c

4

and is thus formally O(c−4).
The PN order of the function K is similarly determined by appealing to the definition (2.7)

with the constant µ having a non-zero finite limit in the PN expansion, i.e. µ = O(c0). In
particular, with Eq. (3.4a) this implies the following leading PN orders

K =
µ2Ξ2

c4
+O(c−6) , (3.8a)
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KQ = −2µ2Ξ

c2
+O(c−4) , (3.8b)

QKQ = −2µ2Ξ

c2
+O(c−4) . (3.8c)

The above PN orders hold for the choice we have made for the function K in the action,
i.e. the (Q− 1)2 case. But obviously, if we include in K higher powers of Q− 1 as we do in
Sec. IVC this will not change the leading PN limit (3.8).

B. PN expansion of the field equations

1. The ij components of the Einstein equation

Considering first the ij components of the field equation (2.8), using the facts that J
and K are small quantities O(c−4) together with ni = O(c−1), we obtain4

∆(ϕ− ψ) γij − ∇⃗i∇⃗j (ϕ− ψ) = O(c−2) . (3.9)

where ∆ ≡ γij∇⃗i∇⃗j is the Laplace operator. The previous equation yields, in the case of
regular isolated matter systems,

ϕ = ψ +O(c−2) . (3.10)

The equality of the two potentials ϕ and ψ in the nonrelativistic limit is very important
for the viability of the theory as an alternative to dark matter, as it implies that the light
deflection and the gravitational lensing is given by the same formula as in GR. That is, for
any nonrelativistic baryonic distribution of matter for which the forces ∇⃗ϕ are in harmony
with observations as if dark matter was present, the same matter distribution will also lead
to the correct gravitational lensing signal, again as if dark matter was present. This fact
is actually true for the general class of modified Einstein-Aether theories (in particular the
AeST theory) and was first noticed in [13].

2. The 00 Einstein equation

Next we investigate the equation satisfied by the potential ϕ. This follows from the 00
component of the Einstein field equations (2.8). In this case we find that the Khronon kinetic
term K in the action contributes to the nonrelativistic limit through the term ∝ c2QKQ.
Using Eq. (3.8c) and ψ = ϕ we obtain

∆ϕ+ ∇⃗ ·
(
JY ∇⃗Ξ

)
+ µ2 Ξ = 4πGρm +O(c−2) . (3.11)

4 We note for reference the leading PN behaviour of the components of the Einstein tensor:

G00 =
2

c2
∆ψ + O(c−4) ,

G0i =
2

c3

[
∆ζi − ∇⃗i∇⃗jζ

j + ∇⃗iψ̇
]

+ O(c−5) ,

Gij =
1

c2

[
∆ (ϕ− ψ) γij − ∇⃗i∇⃗j (ϕ− ψ)

]
+ O(c−4) .
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3. The 0i Einstein equation

The equation for the gravitomagnetic potential ζi is found using the 0i Einstein equa-
tion (2.8), and to leading PN order it gives

∆ζ i − ∇⃗i∇⃗jζ
j − ∇⃗iϕ̇−

[
∇⃗ ·

(
JY ∇⃗Ξ

)
+ µ2Ξ

]
∇⃗iσ = 4πGρmv

i
m +O(c−2) , (3.12)

where once again we have used the equality of the potentials ϕ and ψ through (3.10).

4. Consistency of the PN field equations

In analogy with the matter equations (3.2) and following [47], we define the Khronon
“mass density”

ρτ ≡ − 1

4πG

[
∇⃗ ·

(
JY∇⃗Ξ

)
+ µ2Ξ

]
, (3.13a)

and the Khronon “velocity” field
viτ ≡ −∇⃗iσ . (3.13b)

Such definitions are motivated by the fact that the components of the Khronon stress-energy
tensor (2.11) in leading PN order take the same form as for ordinary matter, i.e.

T 00 = ρτc
2 +O(c0) , (3.14a)

T 0i = ρτv
i
τc+O(c−1) , (3.14b)

T ij = O(c0) . (3.14c)

The above PN scaling of the Khronon tensor justifies the PN expansion we have adopted
for the metric (3.1) and Khronon field (3.3).

With the previous definitions, we may rewrite the Einstein field equations (3.11) and (3.12)
in the useful form

∆ϕ = 4πG
(
ρm + ρτ

)
+O(c−2) , (3.15a)

∆ζ i − ∇⃗i∇⃗jζ
j − ∇⃗iϕ̇ = 4πG

(
ρmv

i
m + ρτv

i
τ

)
+O(c−2) , (3.15b)

which shows that the Einstein field equations, together with the continuity equation (3.2d)
for matter, imply the continuity equation for the Khronon quantities (3.13), i.e.

ρ̇τ + ∇⃗i

(
ρτv

i
τ

)
= O(c−2) . (3.16)

The latter equation is nothing but the slow motion approximation of the Khronon field
equation ∇µSµ = 0 since from Eq. (2.13) we have

S0 = −4πGρτ +O(c−2) , (3.17a)

S i = −4πG
ρτv

i
τ

c
+O(c−3) . (3.17b)

and the Kronon equation reduces to Ṡ0 + c ∂iS i = O(c−2). This shows the consistency of
the Khronon equation with the Einstein field equations in the slow motion approximation.
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5. Check in adapted coordinates

By performing a coordinate transformation {xµ} −→ {x̄µ} such that t̄ ≡ x̄0/c = t+ σ/c2

and x̄i = xi, one obtains coordinates adapted to the foliation — the so-called unitary gauge
as used in Sec. II C. Indeed the Khronon field becomes

τ̄ = t̄+O(c−4) , (3.18)

while the ADM form of the metric in these coordinates reads

N̄ = 1 +
Ξ

c2
+O(c−4) , (3.19a)

N̄i =
1

c
∇⃗iσ +

1

c3

[
4ζi + 2ϕ∇⃗iσ − σ∇⃗iσ̇

]
+O(c−5) , (3.19b)

q̄ij = γij

(
1− 2ψ

c2

)
− 1

c2
∇⃗iσ∇⃗jσ +O(c−4) , (3.19c)

where we recall that Ξ = ϕ− σ̇ + 1
2
|∇⃗σ|2. With adapted coordinates (to leading PN order)

we can directly insert (3.19) into the variational equations for the lapse, shift and spatial
metric in Sec. II C. In particular we find that the momentum constraint equation (2.20)
is identically satisfied to leading order (∝ 1/c) while the Hamiltonian equation (2.19) and
evolution equation (2.21) are equivalent to the equality of potentials (3.10) together with
the equation (3.11). More work should also permit to confirm Eq. (3.12) by working out the
momentum constraint equation (2.20) to next-to-leading order ∝ 1/c3.

As stressed in [47], the PN ansatz we have adopted for the metric in (3.1) is no longer sat-

isfied in adapted coordinates as the shift vector N̄i acquires the term ∇⃗iσ/c which dominates
over the usual ζi/c

3 assumed in Eq. (3.1b). Hence, the unitary gauge is incompatible with the
standard PN ansatz (3.1). This point has been overlooked in the BM theory [18]. However,
Flanagan [47] shows that the BM theory still recovers in the nonrelativistic approximation
the MOND phenomenology, but only in the case of stationary systems.

6. Stationary configurations

We now consider the case where the system is, in addition, stationary. This means that
ϕ̇ = σ̇ = 0 for the fields and ˙ρm = v̇im = 0 for the matter, thus, the continuity equation for

matter reduces to the constraint ∇⃗i (ρmv
i
m) = 0. Furthermore, the Khronon equation (3.16)

reduces to ∇⃗ · (ρτ∇⃗σ) = 0 which we can solve by choosing σ = 0. This is the unitary gauge,
where the Khronon field has no perturbation and it is given by the time coordinate exactly.
The choice of the unitary gauge then leads to Ξ = ϕ and the acceleration vector (3.6)
becomes

A0 = O(c−3) , (3.20a)

Ai = ∇⃗iϕ+O(c−2) . (3.20b)

Thus the acceleration of the congruence of unit vector field nµ reduces to the physical
Newtonian acceleration, and from (3.11) the equation for the Newtonian potential ϕ becomes
the modified Poisson (or modified Helmholtz) equation

∇⃗ ·
[
(1 + JY) ∇⃗ϕ

]
+ µ2ϕ = 4πGρm +O(c−2) . (3.21)
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7. Choice of function J (Y)

The equation (3.21) is still too general as we have not yet specified the function J (Y).
Indeed, one can get a wide variety of solutions through such a choice, many of which may not
necessarily lead to either Newtonian nor MONDian dynamics and may not fit observations
altogether. Our goal is to specify the conditions that J needs to satisfy in order that both
Newtonian and MONDian regimes emerge under appropriate conditions. The fact that we
shall recover the MOND regime only for stationary systems is still satisfying because most
tests of MOND (rotation curves of galaxies, Tully-Fisher relation, etc.) are performed in
stationary situations.

From the first term in (3.21) we readily identify the MOND interpolating function f(y),
where y ≡ |∇ϕ|/a0, as5

f(y) = 1 + JY(Y) , (3.22)

and from (3.20) we can just take Y = AµA
µ/c4 to be Y ≃ a20y

2/c4 in the nonrelativistic
limit. Admissible functions J (Y) are those for which the MOND function is linear, f(y) ≃ y,
for low accelerations y ≪ 1, while it tends to a constant in the strong field regime when
y ≫ 1. The latter constant can be set to be 1 so that G represents the measured Newton’s
gravitational constant.

Integrating (3.22) we obtain the required behaviour of the function J in order for MOND
to emerge in the limit y ≪ 1:

J = Λ− Y +
2c2

3a0
Y3/2 +O

(
y4/a20

)
, (3.23)

where Λ is the cosmological constant. Note that the low acceleration regime y ≪ 1 is also
the regime of linear cosmological perturbations, since the acceleration Aµ is a first order
quantity in cosmological perturbations. Thus, Y is second order in cosmology and therefore,
Λ is the cosmological constant measured in cosmological observations, e.g. the CMB.

With the above condition on the function J ,6 the equation (3.21) reduces to the usual
MOND equation, i.e., having the Bekenstein-Milgrom form [55], apart from the presence
of the “mass” term µ2ϕ. This term is absent from the BM theory, and is the result of the
function K(Q), in the same way as in AeST theory [39] (see also [56]). As such, the µ2ϕ
term is connected to having viable cosmological solutions and provides a link between the
stationary slow motion approximation and cosmology, as we discuss further in section IV.

We expect the phenomenology of spherically symmetric solutions to the Khronon theory
to be very similar to that in the case of the AeST theory, studied in [56]. The effect of
the µ2ϕ term in Eq. (3.21) is then to induce an oscillatory behaviour for the potential ϕ on
scales larger than the critical scale rC given by

rC ∼
(
rM
µ2

)1/3

with rM ∼
√
GM

a0
, (3.24)

and can be neglected when the distance r with respect to the center of the source (a typical
galaxy) is much smaller than rC . Here rM denotes the MOND transition radius (M being

5 We denote the MOND function as f(y) instead of the usual µ(y) to avoid conflict with the constant scale

µ in Eq. (3.21). We may also denote χs(y) = f(y) − 1 = JY(Y) the “gravitational susceptibility” of the

dark matter (in the sense of [54]).
6 Note that J is always of order O(c−4), and JY of order O(c0), irrespective of the expansions (3.23)

or (3.26). The constant a0 serves as a second expansion parameter, which determines corrections to

MOND or to Newton, and is independent of the PN parameter c−1.
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the mass of the source) at which the physical acceleration |∇⃗ϕ| equals a0. The result (3.24)
follows from Eq. (3.21) in the MOND regime where 1 + JY ≃ |∇⃗ϕ|/a0, by investigating the
scale at which the µ2ϕ term will dominate over the first term (“µ-domination” regime [56]).
Since the goal is to describe both the Newtonian and MOND regimes of the galaxy we must
ensure that rC ≫ rM . With a0 ≃ 1.2 10−10m/s2 the MOND critical acceleration scale and
M ∼ 1011M⊙ for the mass of the galaxy, we have rM ∼ 10 kpc and we generously choose

µ−1 ≫ 100 kpc . (3.25)

For instance we could take µ−1 ≳ 1Mpc, or even larger.
Finally, in order to recover the Newtonian law in the high acceleration regime y ≫ 1, we

impose that J behaves as

J = Λ∞ +O
(
a0
y

)
, (3.26)

where the constant Λ∞ is a priori different from Λ in (3.23), and can be seen to be the
effective cosmological constant in the strong-field (GR) regime. With (3.26) imposed the
model will in fact recover the full GR in this regime. In particular we conclude that the
theory has the same parametrized post-Newtonian (PPN) limit as GR and is therefore viable
in the Solar System and for binary pulsar tests; see Eq. (6.6) where β = λ = 0, and with
α = 0 in the high acceleration regime. Notice that for the choice we have made previously
for the constant µ−1, say µ−1 ≳ 1Mpc, the “mass” term µ2ϕ is negligible at the scale of
galaxies, and is a fortiori negligible at the much smaller scale of the Solar System, and has
no incidence on the PPN parameters.

IV. COSMOLOGY

A. Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) cosmology

1. General FLRW background

We consider first a FLRW background cosmology in the synchronous coordinate system.
For simplicity, we choose c = 1 from this section onwards. The metric is

ds2 = −dt2 + a2γκij dx
idxj , (4.1)

where t is the cosmic time and γκij is a spatially homogeneous and isotropic metric of spatial
curvature κ. The symmetries of the FLRW spacetime also require that the Khronon field is
a function of time only, that is, τ = τ(t), so that the background value of Q is

Q = τ̇ , (4.2)

with the dot denoting derivatives with respect to cosmic time t, and the overbar always
denoting the background FLRW value. Furthermore, the acceleration vanishes in the back-
ground, Aµ = 0.

Defining the Hubble parameter as H ≡ ȧ/a, the Einstein equations (2.8) lead to the
Friedmann equations

3H2 +
3κ

a2
− Λ = 8πG

∑
I ̸=K

ρI +QKQ −K , (4.3a)
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−
(
2Ḣ + 3H2 +

κ

a2

)
+ Λ = 8πG

∑
I ̸=K

P I +K , (4.3b)

where K ≡ K(Q) and KQ ≡ KQ(Q), and as indicated the index I ̸= K runs over all
types of ordinary matter species, i.e., excluding the contribution of the Khronon field. The
cosmological constant Λ is the one appearing in Eq. (3.23). The Khronon contribution makes
it possible to defining the Khronon energy density and pressure respectively as

ρK =
1

8πG

(
QKQ −K

)
, (4.4a)

PK =
K

8πG
. (4.4b)

Thus, on a FLRW background, the Khronon can be casted as a perfect fluid with time-
dependent equation of state w(t) given by

w ≡ PK

ρK
=

K
QKQ −K

. (4.5)

As the equation of state w is time-dependent, this also prompts the definition of the adiabatic
speed of sound c2ad defined as

c2ad ≡ dPK

dρK
=

KQ

QKQQ
, (4.6)

which obeys the well-known equation ẇ = 3(w − c2ad)(1 + w)H, see e.g. [52].
The above casting of the Khronon field into a perfect fluid, is consistent with the Bianchi

identities and energy conservation, ρ̇K + 3H(1 + w)ρK = 0, which can also be derived from

the Khronon equation ∇µSµ = 0, where (2.13) implies S0
= −c2KQ and S i = 0. Specifically,

these equations may be integrated once to give

KQ =
I0
a3
, (4.7)

where I0 is a constant set by initial conditions. Note that the non-integrated version of the
Khronon equation with (2.13), leads in the FLRW background to

Q̇+ 3Hc2adQ = 0 , (4.8)

a relation which can be sometimes useful in reducing formulas.

2. FLRW background in adapted coordinates

Rather than the synchronous coordinate system one can also use the adapted coordinates
of subsection IIC where t = τ . In this case, one cannot set the lapse to 1 as in the
synchronous case, and the metric must take the form

ds2 = −N2
dτ 2 + a2γκijdx

idxj , (4.9)
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where N = N(τ) = 1/Q(τ) is at this point unspecified. This leads to the Friedmann
equations

3
H2

N
2 +

3κ

a2
− Λ +K +N KN = 8πG

∑
I ̸=K

ρI , (4.10a)

− 1

N
2

[
2H′ + 3H2

(
1− 2c2ad

)]
− κ

a2
+ Λ−K = 8πG

∑
I ̸=K

P I , (4.10b)

where we pose H = a′

a
= NH, and the dependence of K on N is via the condition Q = 1/N .

The Khronon equation (2.13) in the background is equivalent to N
′
= 3Hc2adN , and yields

N
2KN = − I0

a3
, (4.11)

which becomes an algebraic relation determining N(a). This in turn, is used in (4.10)
turning it into a modified Friedmann equation and removing also the fluid interpretation of
the Khronon (recall that I runs over all types of matter species but excludes the Khronon).

3. Approximate dust solutions

Specifying a function K(Q), completely determines the form of ρK, PK, w and c2ad. In
addition, Eq. (4.7) may then be inverted to find a solution for Q(a), and equivalently (4.11)
may be inverted to find N(a). This then, when inserted into (4.4), determines the exact
dependence of the Khronon energy density and pressure in terms of the scale factor a. Thus
the form of K fully determines the type of cosmological evolution that ensues, and, indeed,
depending on this form, one can have cosmologies which are not necessarily compatible with
observations in the absence of a dark matter component. Examples are, the stiff-fluid case
where K ∝ Q2 (w = 1) and the radiation-type case K ∝ Q4 (w = 1/3).

Our interest is to determine the conditions on K(Q) that may lead to approximate dust
solutions for the Khronon, in accordance with observations. Let us first say that exact dust
solutions, i.e. w = 0, are impossible as they would imply that K = 0. A simple case emerges
following [48, 49]. In the so-called shift-symmetric k-essence model, when the action for a
scalar field τ takes the form (X + 1)2 with X = (∇τ)2 the usual canonical kinetic term,
there are approximate dust solutions in cosmology. Since X = −Q2 for the Khronon, it is
clear that approximate dust solutions exist if K(Q) is expandable as a Taylor series around
Q = 1. This was the motivation for the specific choice made in Eq. (2.7).

We first focus on this specific case, that we refer to as the “quadratic” function, which
we recall here:

K(Q) = µ2(Q− 1)2 . (4.12)

Then KQ = 2µ2(Q− 1) and Eq. (4.7) can be solved for Q to get

Q = 1 +
I0

2µ2a3
, (4.13)

where I0 is a constant. Hence we find that the energy density of the Khronon is

ρK =
µ2

8πG

(
Q2 − 1

)
=

I0
8πGa3

(
1 +

w̃0

a3

)
, (4.14)
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where we posed w̃0 =
I0
4µ2

. The constant I0 is directly related to the Khronon energy density

today ρK,0 = I0
8πG

(1 + w̃0) (i.e. when a = 1); in particular it is positive meaning also that

Q ⩾ 1. We can rewrite

ρK =
ρK,0
a3

1 + w̃0

a3

1 + w̃0

=
ρK,0
a3

(
1− w0 +

w0

a3

)
, (4.15)

where we have also introduced the value of the Khronon equation of state today w0 =
w̃0

1+w̃0
,

see (4.17). If the Khronon is to give full account of the total dark matter in this model the
Khronon energy density today should be

ρK,0 =
3H2

0

8πG
ΩK,0 , (4.16)

where H0 is the Hubble-Lemâıtre parameter and ΩK,0 ∼ 0.26 is the measured fraction of
dark matter. From (4.15), the Khronon energy density is approximately that of dust, i.e.
up to some additional correction scaling as a−6, while the equation of state evolves as

w =
Q− 1

Q+ 1
=

w̃0

w̃0 + a3
. (4.17)

In the deep past, a→ 0 and w → 1 so that the Khronon with the quadratic functional form
of K behaves as a stiff fluid. The adiabatic speed of sound is likewise given as

c2ad = 1− 1

Q
=

2w̃0

2w̃0 + a3
. (4.18)

The equation of state w for the quadratic potential will be shown in Fig. 1 together with
the results from other potentials investigated in Sec. IVC.

B. Linear perturbations on a FLRW background

We now consider linear perturbations on a FLRW background and show that one can
recast the Khronon equations into the generalized dark matter (GDM) model [51, 52]. This
is a model defined only on the FLRW background and linearized perturbation level (and thus
without a unique non-linear completion), and determined by three parametric functions: the
equation of state w(t), the sound speed c2s(t, k) and viscosity c2vis(t, k); the last two parameters
appear only at the linearized perturbed level and may depend on the wavenumber k.

Keeping the synchronous coordinate system for the background FLRW dynamics, and
considering only scalar modes, the metric is

ds2 =− (1 + 2ϕ) dt2 − 2∇⃗iζ dt dx
i + a2

[
(1− 2ψ) γκij + D̂ijν

]
dxidxj , (4.19)

where D̂ij ≡ ∇⃗i∇⃗j − 1
3
γκij∇⃗2 is a traceless covariant derivative operator (∇⃗iγ

κ
jk ≡ 0). We

also perturb the Khronon field to first order as

τ = τ + σ , (4.20)
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leading to Q = τ̇ as in the previous section, and Q = Q (1− ϕ) + σ̇, while the normal nµ to
the spacetime foliation and acceleration Aµ components are found as

n0 = −1− ϕ , ni = − 1

Q
∇⃗iσ , (4.21a)

A0 = 0 , Ai = ∇⃗iΥ , (4.21b)

respectively, where we have posed

Υ ≡ ϕ− ∂t

(
σ

Q

)
= ϕ− 1

Q

(
σ̇ + 3Hc2adσ

)
. (4.22)

From the perturbation variables for both the metric and Khronon one can define in a usual
way three independent gauge invariant variables as

Ψ ≡ ψ +
1

6
∇⃗2ν +H

(
ζ +

a2

2
ν̇

)
, (4.23a)

Φ ≡ ϕ− ∂t

(
ζ +

a2

2
ν̇

)
, (4.23b)

together with Υ for the Khronon, which is directly gauge invariant since the accelera-
tion (4.21b) vanishes in the background.

With these, we determine the perturbed Khronon equation (2.13) as

∇⃗2
(
Υ̇ +HΥ

)
= 4πGa2(1 + w)ρK

{
∂t

[
1

c2ad

(
ϕ− σ̇

Q

)
+ 3ψ

]
− 1

a2
∇⃗2

(
ζ − σ

Q

)}
. (4.24)

This equation is gauge invariant, as it can be entirely expressed in terms of the gauge
invariant variables Ψ, Φ and Υ. In the case of an ordinary matter species “I ”, we find the
stress-energy tensor components as

T 0
I 0 = −ρI

(
1 + δI

)
, (4.25a)

T 0
I i = −

(
ρI + P I

)
∇⃗iθI , (4.25b)

T i
I 0 = − 1

a2
(
ρI + P I

)
∇⃗i (ζ − θI) , (4.25c)

T i
I j = ρI

(
wI +ΠI

)
δij +

(
ρI + P I

)
D̂i

jΣI , (4.25d)

where the density contrast is defined as δI ≡ δρI/ρI and where θI is the velocity divergence,
ΠI the pressure contrast and ΣI the anisotropic stress. Applying these definitions to the
stress-energy tensor (2.11) of the Khronon field,7 we find

δK =
1 + w

c2ad

(
σ̇

Q
− ϕ

)
+

∇⃗2Υ

4πGa2ρK
, (4.26a)

7 Although we can call it Tµν
K ≡ T µν to be consistent with (4.25)–(4.26), at linear order in perturbation

the Khronon stress-energy tensor also includes the contribution from the function J through the term

∝ ∇ρ (JYA
ρ) in (2.11), where we can use JK = −1 with this approximation, see Eq. (3.23).
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θK =
σ

Q
, (4.26b)

ΠK =
(
1 + w

)( σ̇

Q
− ϕ

)
, (4.26c)

ΣK = 0 . (4.26d)

Combining the above results for δK and θK with Eq. (4.22) we note that the perturbation
variable Υ for the Khronon can be obtained by solving the equation

∇⃗2Υ = 4πGρKa
2

{
1 + w

c2ad
Υ+∆K

}
, (4.27)

where we have introduced the (necessarily gauge-invariant) co-moving density contrast of
the Khronon as

∆K ≡ δK + 3H(1 + w)θK . (4.28)

From Eqs. (4.26), the Khronon fluid is no longer an adiabatic fluid in first order pertur-
bation, and we have ΠK = c2ad δK +Πnad where the non-adiabatic pressure is

Πnad = − c2ad
4πGa2ρK

∇⃗2Υ . (4.29)

Furthermore, after further calculation, one can show that

Πnad =
(
c2s − c2ad

)
∆K , (4.30)

where c2s(t, x⃗) is the speed of sound (generally a function of both time and space) and ∆K
is the co-moving density contrast (4.28). The relation (4.30) is non-trivial and does not in
general hold for any stress-energy tensor of the type (4.25); when it does (as in our case),
the stress-energy tensor takes the form of the GDM model. Specifically, the speed of sound
is found to be (in Fourier space)8

c2s(t, k) = c2ad

[
1 +

c2adk
2

4πGa2ρK(1 + w)

]−1

, (4.31)

and so as k → 0, we have c2s → c2ad, that is, the Khronon is adiabatic in the limit k → 0.
Turning to the Einstein equations (2.8), perturbed to linear order about the FLRW

background, it is convenient to define the variable η ≡ ψ + 1
6
∇⃗2ν. With the previous

definitions, they are given, see e.g. Eqs. (2.13) in [52], by the two constraint equations

−3H
(
ψ̇ +H ϕ

)
+

1

a2

[(
∇⃗2 + 3κ

)
η +H∇⃗2ζ

]
= 4πG

∑
I

ρIδI , (4.32a)

η̇ +Hϕ+
κ

2

(
ν̇ +

2

a2
ζ

)
= 4πG

∑
I

(
ρI + P I

)
θI , (4.32b)

8 From Eq. (4.27) we have Υ = − c2s
1+w∆K in Fourier space.
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that are found through the components G0
0 and G0

i of the Einstein tensor, and the two
propagation equations found by spliting Gi

j into a trace part

ψ̈ + 3Hψ̇ +Hϕ̇+
[
2Ḣ + 3H2

]
ϕ+

1

3a2
∇⃗2

[
ϕ− η − ζ̇ −Hζ

]
− κ

a2
η = 4πG

∑
I

ρIΠI ,

(4.33a)

and the traceless part

ν̈ + 3Hν̇ +
2

a2

(
η − ϕ+ ζ̇ +Hζ

)
= 16πG

∑
I

(
ρI + P I

)
ΣI . (4.33b)

In Eqs. (4.32)–(4.33) the sums over index “I ” include the Khronon field I = K through the
definitions (4.26) together with the background values in Sec. IVA3. Furthermore, switching
to the fluid variables for the Khronon, turns (4.24) into the fluid continuity equation for the
density contrast

δ̇K = 3H(w − c2s)δK − 9H2(1 + w)(c2s − c2ad)θK − 1 + w

a2
∇⃗2 (ζ − θK) + 3(1 + w)ψ̇ , (4.34)

while a fluid Euler equation is found by combining the expression (4.26a) with the time
derivative of (4.26b) as

θ̇K = c2s

(
3HθK +

δK
1 + w

)
+ ϕ = 3Hc2adθK +

ΠK

1 + w
+ ϕ . (4.35)

The above equations for δK and θK are the standard shearless fluid equations. Thus we
conclude, up to linear order around FLRW, that the Khronon behaves as a GDM fluid [51, 52]
with zero viscosity c2vis = 0, non-zero sound speed c2s in perturbations given by (4.31), and
time-dependent equation of state w = w(a). We note, however, that once second order
or higher perturbations are included, the correspondence with a perfect fluid will be lost.
Moreover, the Khronon field does not contain a vector mode perturbation (being a scalar),
thus, it does not lead to a purely vectorial velocity component even within the linearized
fluid appoximation, in sharp contrast with standard CDM.

For any function K(Q) in the action for which w → 0 and c2ad → 0, in the sense that they
are arbitrarily small throughout the history of the Universe for a ≳ 10−5 (i.e. for which
the background solution to the Khronon energy density is approximately that of dust), the
linear perturbations of the Khronon also behave as linear perturbations of dust. Thus, the
approximate dust solutions discussed in IVA3 can be extended to the linearized regime,
so that the Khronon model is expected to fit large scale structure and CMB data equally
well as the Λ-CDM concordance model. Specifically, we can conservatively use constraints
on GDM taken from [57, 58] and apply them to the Khronon model, however, due to the
k-dependent sound speed which doesn’t fall under the models studied in [57, 58], a proper
comparison of the Khronon model with data is left for a future investigation.

C. Khronon cosmology and the MOND limit

1. Tension between the cosmology and MOND in the case of the quadratic function

As discussed above, with any choice for the function K(Q) the Khronon field behaves like
GDM on a FLRW background plus linear perturbations. Furthermore, the functional choice
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K = µ2(Q − 1)2, the “quadratic” function, leads to approximate dust solutions in the late
universe which can make the Khronon in agreement with cosmological observations, notably
the CMB and large scale structure, provided these dust solutions can be extended as far
back as the radiation-matter equality. However, the equation of state (4.17) for the quadratic
function is not exactly zero but tends to w → 1 in the Early Universe. The turning point
may be found from (4.17) and is around w̃0 ∼ a3.9 The constraints on GDM found in [57, 58]
require that w ≲ 0.0164 around a ∼ 10−4.5 at the 99% level (see the yellow shaded region
in Fig. 1) with smaller values required until a ∼ 10−2 after which the constraints become
weaker. It is thus sufficient to set

w̃0 ≈ w0 < 5.3× 10−16 (for cosmology) , (4.36)

which represents the equation of state of the Khronon today. Now, from our discussion
below (4.13), we have I0 ≈ 8πGρK,0 and w̃0 = I0/(4µ

2) so that combining the two (and
restoring the relevant factors of c) we find

w̃0 =
2πGρK,0
µ2c2

=
3H2

0 ΩK,0

4µ2c2
. (4.37)

Given that from observations H0 ∼ 70 km/s/Mpc ∼ 2.33× 10−4 c/Mpc and ΩK,0 ∼ 0.26 we
find that w̃0 ∼ 1.06× 10−8(µ−1/Mpc)2 and thus cosmology places the bound

µ−1 ≲ 0.22 kpc . (4.38)

Such a bound is incompatible with having a MOND limit in galaxies, as even for our own
galaxy, we should have MOND behaviour out to tens of kpc. Indeed, reversing the problem
and requiring

µ−1 ≳ 100 kpc , (4.39)

a very optimistic bound coming from matching the MOND phenomenology,10 leads to the
constraint

w̃0 ≳ 1.06× 10−10 (for galaxies) . (4.40)

Clearly then, these two inequalities on w̃0 given by (4.36) and (4.40) are in conflict. Hence,
the exact functional dependence for K chosen in (4.12) cannot be in simultaneous harmony
with observations of galaxies and with cosmology. Below, we investigate how different choices
of the function K(Q) may save the situation.

2. Case of functions with higher (cubic and quartic) powers

From the discussion in [48], what we generally need in order to have dust solutions in the
late Universe is that K be expandable as a Taylor series around Q = 1, that is, admissible
functions should be expandable as

K = 2µ2

+∞∑
n=1

Kn+1

n+ 1
(Q− 1)n+1 , (4.41)

9 From (4.17) the inflection point of the curve w(a) occurs at w̃0 = 2a3.
10 The requirement may in fact be even larger than (4.39) when matching to real data [see Eq. (3.25)].
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where Kn+1 are dimensionless constants and K2 = 1 to match our convention in (4.12).
To study the cosmological behaviour for a single power indexed by n, let us consider the

functional form K = 2µ2

n+1
Kn+1(Q− 1)n+1 for integer n ⩾ 2. Then from (4.7) we find that

Q =1 +

(
I0

2µ2Kn+1a3

)1/n

, (4.42)

so that the energy density and pressure are found from (4.4) to be

ρK =
I0

8πGa3

[
1 +

n

n+ 1

(
I0

2µ2Kn+1a3

)1/n
]
, (4.43)

PK =
I0

8πG(n+ 1)a3

(
I0

2µ2Kn+1a3

)1/n

, (4.44)

and the equation of state is

w =

(
I0

2µ2Kn+1 a3

)1/n
[
n+ 1 + n

(
I0

2µ2Kn+1a3

)1/n
]−1

. (4.45)

Clearly then, in the early universe, as a → ∞, the Khronon once again behaves ap-
proximately as dust, however, the next-to-leading order behaviour is different. Importantly,
for large a, the equation of state w scales as a−3/n and, hence, for n > 1, this powerlaw
is shallower than for the quadratic case, allowing us a better chance to reconcile the phe-
nomenology of galaxies (MOND) with cosmology. Moreover, in the PN limit the relevant
quantity to check (see Sec. III B) is

c2KQ =
2µ2Kn+1(−Ξ)n

c2n−2
, (4.46)

and specifically for n = 2 we get that c2KQ ∼ Ξ2/c2 — which represents a 1PN correction
negligible at the level of Eq. (3.11). Thus for any n ⩾ 2 the function K does not contribute
to the lowest PN limit and so we have more freedom to choose the coefficients Kn+1 in order
to pass the cosmological constraints (4.36). In the extreme case where we disallow the n = 1
term altogether, no conflict occurs between the MOND limit in galaxies and cosmology.

Realistically, though, it is unlikely that n = 1 can be ignored as, unless fine-tuning
is present, typical functional forms will always have the n = 1 term (i.e., the quadratic
function) in the expansion (4.41). In that case, we expect the Universe to go through
different phases where w scales initially as a−3 (the n = 1 case) and then starts to gradually
turn to different scalings until it settles to a final value in the early Universe. With this,
we can expect to reconcile galaxies with cosmology, and two specific examples are shown in
Fig. 1: one case combining n = 1 and n = 2 with K3 ∼ 103, and one case combining n = 1
and n = 3 with K4 ∼ 106 (both cases assuming µ−1 ∼ 223 kpc). Unfortunately, we find
that the required numerical values for K3 or K4 are unnaturally large. More generally, it
seems that if the expansion (4.41) terminates at a finite order, large numbers for Kn+1 are
inevitable, which warrants our next investigation below.
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FIG. 1. The Khronon equation of state parameter w(a) versus scale factor a for several models.

Displayed are two quadratic models K = µ2(Q − 1)2 (solid red curves), one with µ−1 ∼ 223 kpc

which is consistent with a MOND limit but which cannot fit the CMB, and the other with µ−1 ∼
1 kpc which can fit the CMB but is inconsistent with a MOND limit. Introducing a cubic term

with K3 ∼ 103 (green dot) or a quartic term with K4 ∼ 106 (black dash-dot) makes µ−1 ∼ 223 kpc

compatible with the CMB. The two DBI-inspired models (4.47) with µ−1 ∼ 223 kpc and λD ∼ 30,

and µ−1 ∼ 22.3Mpc and λD ∼ 1 (blue dashed) are compatible with both a MOND limit and the

CMB. The yellow shaded region is allowed by the data: it corresponds to the 99% credible regions

of the binned “var-w” model of [57, 58], using only Planck Power Spectrum data, and with the

equation of state piecewise parametrized into eight redshift bins.

3. Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) type of functions

We would like to explore a function which has a well-defined Taylor expansion at Q = 1
in order to reproduce the dust solutions we have explored in the previous sub-sections, see
Eq. (4.41), but which tends to a different behaviour when Q ≫ 1. A particular case is the
Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) inspired function [59–61] of the form

K(Q) =
2µ2

λD

[
1−

√
1− λD (Q− 1)2

]
, (4.47)
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where µ is the usual parameter as above and λD is a new dimensionless parameter. At
Q = 1 we have K = 0 and more specifically, for small Q − 1 it admits the expansion
K ∼ µ2(Q− 1)2 + · · · which matches the quadratic function (4.12) and thus reproduces the
required dust phenomenology in the late Universe; furthermore, as we have seen in (4.46),
the PN limit is still safe. More generally, using (4.7), we find that

Q = 1 +
1√

λD +
(

2µ2a3

I0

)2
. (4.48)

Hence, as a→ ∞ we have Q → 1 (late Universe) while as a→ 0 then Q → 1+ λ
−1/2
D (early

Universe). Thus Q is bounded through 1 ⩽ Q < 1 + λ
−1/2
D .

The energy density and pressure are found from (4.4) to be

ρK =
1

8πG

 I0
a3

+
2µ2

λD

−1 +

√
1 + λD

(
I0

2µ2a3

)2
 , (4.49a)

PK =
1

8πG

2µ2

λD

[
1− 1√

1 + λD

(
I0

2µ2a3

)2

]
, (4.49b)

respectively. By expanding (4.49a) we find

ρK =
I0

8πGa3
+O

(
1

a6

)
(when a→ ∞, late universe) , (4.50a)

ρK =
I0

8πGa3

(
1 + λ

−1/2
D

)
+O

(
a0
)

(when a→ 0, early universe) . (4.50b)

The constant I0 is determined by the Khronon energy density today (for given values of the
constants µ and λD), which is in turn related to the measured fraction of dark matter:

ρK,0 =
1

8πG

I0 + 2µ2

λD

−1 +

√
1 + λD

(
I0
2µ2

)2
 =

3H2
0

8πG
ΩK,0 . (4.51)

Defining the function of the scale factor

q(a) ≡ 1√
λD +

(
2µ2a3

I0

)2
, (4.52)

i.e. q = Q− 1, such that 0 ⩽ q < λ
−1/2
D , we find from Eqs. (4.49) that the exact evolution

of the equation of state and adiabatic sound speed as functions of the scale factor are

w =
λDq

2 + (1 + q)
√

1− λDq2 − 1

2 + (1 + λD)q
, (4.53a)

c2ad =
q(1− λq2)

1 + q
. (4.53b)
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Alternatively it is interesting to pose Z(a) ≡ I0
2µ2a3

= q(1 − λDq
2)−1/2 and the equation of

state and adiabatic sound speed become

w =
Z

1 + λDZ2 + (1 + Z)
√
1 + λDZ2

, (4.54a)

c2ad =
Z

(1 + λDZ2)
[√

1 + λDZ2 + Z
] . (4.54b)

The great improvement of the DBI model with respect to the previous “K2 + Kn+1”
models, in that this model behaves approximatively as dust not only today but also in the
early universe, hence it will easily pass the constraints from the CMB. In the late Universe,
when a is large, we may expand the above relations to get

w =
I0

4µ2a3
+O

(
1

a6

)
, c2ad =

I0
2µ2a3

+O
(

1

a6

)
, (4.55a)

while in the early Universe, when a is small, they expand as

w =
2µ2a3

I0
√
λD(1 +

√
λD)

+O
(
a6
)
, c2ad =

4µ4a6

I20λD(1 +
√
λD)

+O
(
a12

)
, (4.55b)

respectively. The turning point between the two regimes depends on the parameters µ
and λD. For fixed µ, increasing λD moves the turning point to later times and vice-versa.
Increasing µ, generally moves the turning point to earlier times. This behaviour may be
crudely seen by equating the early and late expansions of w(a) above as a first approximation;
the precise relations can be found numerically, leading to monotonic dependence of aturn as
a function of the parameters.

The equation of state for the DBI like function is plotted in Fig. 1 (blue dashed curves)
for the two values µ−1 ∼ 22.3Mpc and µ−1 ∼ 223 kpc that are compatible with the MOND
phenomenology, i.e. for which the constraint (4.39) is satisfied. As we see from Fig. 1 the
DBI function can be made compatible with the CMB as well, with reasonable values of the
parameter λD. For instance the DBI function with µ−1 ∼ 22.3Mpc and λD ∼ 1 fulfills well
the purpose of matching both MOND and the correct cosmology and CMB anisotropies. We
note, however, that the constraints from [57, 58] do not directly apply, as they correspond to
purely time-dependent sound speed and viscosity, while in our case the sound speed is also
k-dependent. In this sense, our choice of using the “var-w” model is the most conservative
with regards placing rough bounds on the present models. A proper comparison of the
Khronon model with data is left for a future investigation.

V. LINEAR STABILITY ON MINKOWSKI SPACE

A. The normal modes

We now turn to the question of the linear stability of small fluctuations on a Minkowski
background. We thus expand the metric as

gµν = ηµν − hµν , (5.1)
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and the Khronon field around a background value τ̄ = t, as

τ = t+ σ , (5.2)

so that Q = 1−ϕ+ σ̇. Hence, only the quadratic part of the function K in the limit Q → 1
will contribute to this order in the action, that is, one can consider only K(Q) = µ2 (ϕ− σ̇)2.

Meanwhile Ai = ∇⃗i (ϕ− σ̇) so that Y = |∇⃗ (ϕ− σ̇) |2. Hence, to lowest order the MOND
term does not contribute. In order to be general enough, let us set J = −αY + · · · where
α is a constant which in the MOND limit equals 1 and in the Newtonian limit equals 0 (in
Sec. VIA we discuss the more general case related to the khronometric Hořava gravity).
Given this, we find that the action (2.6) when expanded to second order in fluctuations
reads

S =
1

32πG

∫
d4x

{
− 1

2
∇̄µh∇̄νh

µν +
1

4
∇̄ρh∇̄ρh+

1

2
∇̄µh

µρ∇̄νh
ν
ρ −

1

4
∇̄ρhµν∇̄ρhµν

+ 2α|∇⃗ (σ̇ − ϕ) |2 + 2µ2(σ̇ − ϕ)2 + 16πGTµνh
µν

}
. (5.3)

Notice that since the only new terms compared to GR are the ones containing the term
σ̇− ϕ, that is, only a scalar mode, both tensor modes and vector modes behave exactly like
in GR. The former propagate at the speed of light while the latter are non-dynamical.

We thus focus on the scalar mode action. We take the metric from (4.19) and set a = 1
and κ = 0 for a Minkowski background as well as setting the matter source to zero (i.e.
Tµν = 0) leading to the scalar mode action as11

S =
1

32πG

∫
d4x

{
6

(
1

6
∇⃗2ν̇ − ψ̇

)(
1

6
∇⃗2ν̇ + ψ̇

)
+ 4

(
1

6
∇⃗2ν̇ + ψ̇

)
∇⃗2ζ + 2|∇⃗ψ|2 − 2

3
ψ∇⃗4ν

+ 4

(
∇⃗2ψ +

1

6
∇⃗4ν

)
ϕ+

1

18
|∇⃗(∇⃗2ν)|2 + 2α|∇⃗ (σ̇ − ϕ) |2 + 2µ2(σ̇ − ϕ)2

}
. (5.4)

Choosing the Newtonian gauge for which ζ = ν = 0 (and ψ = Ψ, ϕ = Φ) and switching to
Fourier space gives

S =
1

16πG

∫
dt d3k

(2π)3

[
−3|ψ̇k⃗|

2 + k2|ψk⃗|
2 − k2

(
ϕk⃗ψ

∗
k⃗
+ ψk⃗ϕ

∗
k⃗

)
+
(
αk2 + µ2

)
|σ̇ − ϕ|2

]
. (5.5)

To find the normal modes we let all variables be proportional to eiωt and, defining the vector
in field space through W ≡ {ψ, ϕ, σ}, the above action is written as

S =
1

16πG

∫
dt d3k

(2π)3
W†MW , (5.6)

where M is the matrix

M =

−3ω2 + k2 −k2 0
−k2 αk2 + µ2 i(αk2 + µ2)ω
0 −i(αk2 + µ2)ω (αk2 + µ2)ω2

 . (5.7)

11 In terms of the gauge-invariant variables (4.22)–(4.23) (with a = 1) we have

S =
1

16πG

∫
d4x

{
− 3Ψ̇2 + |∇⃗Ψ|2 + 2Φ∇⃗2Ψ + α|∇⃗Υ|2 + µ2Υ2

}
.
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The normal modes are determined by setting detM = 0, leading to the condition ω2 = 0.
Hence, just like GR, there are no propagating wavelike modes, that is modes which evolve
as eiωt with non-zero ω. However, there are two non-propagating modes with ω = 0, one
of which is dynamical, that is, of the form Ak⃗ + Bk⃗t. The constant mode Ak⃗ will not
lead to any instability and the linearly unstable mode Bk⃗t only leads to a mild instability
(not exponential). By considering the Hamiltonian description below, we show that this
is nothing but a Jeans instability which is only exhibed at very low momenta and is thus
harmless.

B. The Hamiltonian formulation

We start again from the scalar mode action (5.4) before fixing the gauge, and switch to
Fourier space to get

S =
1

32πG

∫
dt d3k

(2π)3

{
− 6|ψ̇k⃗|

2 +
1

6
k4|ν̇k⃗|

2 + 2k2
[(

1

6
k2ν̇k⃗ − ψ̇k⃗

)
ζ∗
k⃗
+ c.c.

]
+ 2k2|ψk⃗ −

1

6
k2νk⃗|

2 − 2k2
[(
ψk⃗ −

1

6
k2νk⃗

)
ϕ∗
k⃗
+ c.c.

]
+ 2

(
αk2 + µ2

) ∣∣σ̇k⃗ − ϕk⃗
∣∣2} , (5.8)

where c.c. means complex conjugate of the term within the square bracket. Notice that (5.8)
does not contain any time derivatives of the fields ζk⃗ and ϕk⃗, hence, we expect those to lead
to constraints. The canonical momenta are found as

P
(ψ)

k⃗
= −4

(
3ψ̇k⃗ + k2ζk⃗

)
, (5.9)

P
(ν)

k⃗
=

1

3
k4

(
ν̇k⃗ + 2ζk⃗

)
, (5.10)

P
(σ)

k⃗
= 4(αk2 + µ2)(σ̇k⃗ − ϕk⃗) , (5.11)

and, after a Legendre transformation, the Hamiltonian is found to be

H =
1

32πG

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
− 1

24

∣∣P (ψ)

k⃗

∣∣2 + 3

2k4
∣∣P (ν)

k⃗

∣∣2 + 1

8(αk2 + µ2)

∣∣P (σ)

k⃗

∣∣2
− 2k2

∣∣ψk⃗ − 1

6
k2νk⃗

∣∣2 + Cζζ
∗
k⃗
+ Cϕϕ

∗
k⃗
+ c.c.

}
, (5.12)

where Cϕ and Cζ are two constraints

Cϕ ≡
1

2
P

(σ)

k⃗
+ 2k2ψk⃗ −

k4

3
νk⃗ ≈ 0 , (5.13a)

Cζ ≡ −P (ν)

k⃗
− k2

6
P

(ψ)

k⃗
≈ 0 , (5.13b)

imposed by the non-dynamical fields ϕ and ζ, respectively. As usual we use the symbol ≈
to denote weakly vanishing constraints (those that vanish only on-shell).

We require that the constraints are preserved by time evolution according to the Hamil-
tonian H =

∫
d3k
(2π)3

H, with H being the Hamiltonian density in Fourier space. We define

the Poisson brackets on phase space as

{f, g} = (2π)3
∫

d3k

[∑
A

(
δf

δXA

δg

δP ∗
XA

− δg

δXA

δf

δP ∗
XA

)]
, (5.14)

26



where XA ≡ {ψk⃗, νk⃗, σk⃗} and PXA ≡ {P (ψ)

k⃗
, P

(ν)

k⃗
, P

(σ)

k⃗
}. The Poisson brackets define the

time evolution of a variable f via ḟ = {f,H}, and applied to the constraints (5.13) give

Ċϕ = Cζ , (5.15a)

Ċζ = 0 . (5.15b)

In other words, the constraints are preserved by time evolution on-shell. Therefore as one
might expect, the stability of the primary constraints in the absence of gauge fixing does
not create new constraints. Having ensured the stability of constraints in the Hamiltonian,
we can now simplify the system by employing gauge fixing.

In the Hamiltonian formulation, primary first-class constraints generate gauge transfor-
mations. The infinitesimal change of a phase space quantity f under this gauge transforma-
tion generated by the constraint Ca (with a = ζ, ϕ) is given by:

∆f = {f, C∗
a [ϵa]} , (5.16)

where we have introduced the smearing C∗
a [ϵa] of a constraint C∗

a with test function ϵa:

C∗
a [ϵa] ≡

∫
d3k

(2π)3
ϵa,⃗k C

∗
a,⃗k
. (5.17)

Consider the following gauge transformations generated by the constraints Cζ and Cϕ,

∆ν =
{
ν, C∗

ζ [ϵζ ]
}
= −ϵζ , (5.18a)

∆Pν =
{
Pν , C

∗
ϕ[ϵϕ]

}
=

1

3
k4ϵϕ . (5.18b)

Thus, we may set ν and Pν to zero by a gauge transformation by choosing ϵζ = ν and
ϵϕ = − 3

k4
Pν . We then check what constraints are placed on the Lagrange multipliers ζ, ϕ by

this gauge fixing. We invoke two new gauge fixing constraints:

Gν ≡ ν ≈ 0 , (5.19a)

GPν ≡ Pν ≈ 0 , (5.19b)

and find

{Gν ,H} =
3

k4
GPν − 2ζk⃗ , (5.20a)

{GPν ,H} =
2

3
k4

(
ϕk⃗ − ψk⃗

)
+

1

9
k6Gν . (5.20b)

Therefore the following gauge restrictions are placed on the Lagrange multipliers: ζ = 0
and ϕ = ψ. We recognize these conditions, respectively, as a restriction to the Newtonian
gauge and the content of the Einstein field equation here dictating equality between metric
potentials in this gauge. We may adopt these conditions alongside the constraints Gν , GPν

in the Hamiltonian (5.12) and the primary constraints, yielding in addition

P
(σ)

k⃗
≈ −4k2ψk⃗ , (5.21a)

P
(ψ)

k⃗
≈ 0 , (5.21b)
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so that the deconstrained Hamiltonian density is

H(dec) =
1

16πG

∫
d3k

(2π)3
k2 [(1− α)k2 − µ2]

αk2 + µ2
|ψk⃗|

2 . (5.22)

In the Newtonian case α = 0, hence, the Hamiltonian is positive for large momenta, that
is for k ⩾ µ. Thus, the linear instability discussed in the previous section is a Jeans-type
instability occuring only when k < µ.

In the MOND case α = 1 which would imply that the Hamiltonian is always negative
even as k → ∞. However, Eq. (5.22) is of the same form as the AeST Hamiltonian for the
ω = 0 mode analysed in [62]. There it was shown that including the MOND (non-linear)
term, leads once more to a Hamiltonian bounded from below for k ⩾ µ, and still unbounded
from below for k < µ. Thus, the same type of Jeans instability persists also at the MOND
limit. Taking µ−1 ∼ 22.3Mpc as in Fig. 1 the deconstrained Hamiltonian is bounded from
below for wavenumbers larger than ∼ 3× 10−31 eV.

VI. DISCUSSION

A. The Hořava Khronometric theory

The model we have proposed is reminiscent of, and indeed was inspired [18, 19] by the
Hořava-Lifshitz (HL) gravity [43–45]. In Eq. (3.23) we found that in order to account for
the MONDian low acceleration regime when Y → 0, the function J (Y) takes essentially
the form J = −Y + O(Y3/2), so that the gravitational part of the Lagrangian in adapted
coordinates is

Lg =
c4

16πG

√
qN

[
R+KijK

ij −K2 + 2Y +O(Y3/2)
]
, (6.1)

where we recall that Y = AiA
i/c4 in adapted coordinates, and we skip other terms like

K(1/N) for this discussion. The theory (6.1) is only invariant under the subgroup of diffeo-
morphisms leaving invariant the preferred time foliation. In particular the term 2Y implies
a breaking of the local Lorentz invariance (LLI).

On the other hand the HL gravity postulates a more general Lagrangian involving three
arbitrary constants λ, β and α labeling LLI-violating terms such that

LHL
g =

c4

16πG

√
qN

[
R+ (1− β)KijK

ij − (1 + λ)K2 + 2αY + · · ·
]
. (6.2)

The term 2αY was added in [44, 45] to provide stability of the scalar degree of freedom,
within the so-called “non-projectable” version of the theory for which the lapse N depends
not only on time as in the original “projectable” version [43], but also on space coordinates.
In particular the constant α must satisfy [44]

0 < α < 1 , (6.3)

while a non-zero β leads to a speed of the tensor gravitational wave different from c. In
addition to the explicit terms in (6.2), the ellipsis contain terms which are of high order
(fourth and sixth) in spatial derivatives but with no time derivatives, and which ensure the
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power-counting renormalizability of the theory at high energy; these terms are suppressed
below some high energy scale. Introducing the Khronon (which is the Stückelberg field
associated with the broken diffeomorphism invariance), the covariant version of (6.2) reads

LHL
g =

c4

16πG

√
−g

[
R− 1

3
(β + 3λ)Θ2 − βσµνσ

µν + 2αY + · · ·
]
, (6.4)

where Θ = K = ∇µn
µ is the expansion and σµν = Kµν− 1

3
Θqµν is the shear of the spacetime

congruence nµ, with qµν ≡ gµν + nµnν and the extrinsic curvature Kµν = ∇µnν + c−2nµAν
(symmetric in µν in the case of a hypersurface-orthogonal congruence). The theory (6.4) is
also recognized as a sub-class of Einstein-Aether theories [10, 11] for which the Aether nµ is
hypersurface-orthogonal.

Taking the model (6.2)–(6.4) at face, the effective Newton’s constant (as measured in a
Cavendish type experiment) in the low energy limit, i.e. setting the dots to zero, reads

GN =
G

1− α
, (6.5)

while the PPN parameters of the theory are the same as for GR, with the exception of the
preferred-frame parameters α1 and α2 given by [45, 63] (see [46] for further discussions)

α1 = −8(α− β)

1− β
, (6.6a)

α2 =
(α− β)

[
2α(1 + β + 2λ)− β(3 + β + 3λ)− λ

]
(1− α)(1− β)(β + λ)

. (6.6b)

Furthermore the cosmological equations (on a FLRW background) are

3
(
1 +

β

2
+

3λ

2

)
H2 +

3κ

a2
= 8πG

∑
I

ρI , (6.7a)

−
(
1 +

β

2
+

3λ

2

)(
2Ḣ + 3H2

)
− κ

a2
= 8πG

∑
I

P I . (6.7b)

The term 2αY ∝ AiA
i in the action corresponds to a linear perturbation of the FLRW

background and has no effect on (6.7).
The present model (6.1) looks to be a particular case of the HL gravity. However there

is the crucial difference that in the HL model the violation of local Lorentz invariance is
motivated by the completion of GR at high energy, while in (6.1) the violation of Lorentz
invariance is supposed to be active only in the low energy, weak acceleration sector of the
theory. In particular the value α = 1 which is required in Eq. (6.1) seems to be incompatible
with the measured Newton’s constant (6.5) and the PPN parameters (6.6). This is because
the term 2Y is required to cancel the Newtonian gravity in the low acceleration regime and
to replace it by the MOND gravity, thanks to the term ∼ Y3/2 in (6.1). However, there is no
contradiction, as the measured value for GN happens in the high acceleration regime, where
α = 0, following the function J (Y) given by Eq. (3.26). Since we have also β = λ = 0 we
recover GR and in particular the same PPN limit as GR.
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B. Conclusion

We have proposed (extending previous works [18, 19]) a modified gravity theory to account
for the phenomenology of dark matter at the scale of galaxies as summarized by the MOND
formula [1–3]. Although this theory cannot be considered as fundamental (there is an
arbitrary function in the action which is not explained by fundamental physics), it owns
a number of attractive features:

1. It is based on only two dynamical fields: the metric and the scalar Khronon field (plus
ordinary matter fields);

2. It recovers MOND at the scale of galaxies (in the weak acceleration regime), with
however the restriction to systems being stationary;

3. In the strong acceleration regime the theory agrees with GR and in particular has the
same PPN limit as GR for tests in the Solar System and in binary pulsars;

4. The theory has no propagating GW with helicity 0 or helicity 1, so gravitational waves
are the same as in GR;

5. Last but not least, it can be arbitrarily close to the Λ-CDM cosmological model at the
level of linear cosmological perturbations, where it retrieves the full observed spectrum
of CMB anisotropies (for a wide range of parameters λD and µ).

We hightlight that to next order in cosmological perturbations, the MOND terms will become
relevant and the correspondence with Λ-CDM will break down. In that case, it is necessary
to use N -body simulations to determine the non-linear cosmological large scale structure,
and it would be interesting to check where (and how) quasistatic MONDian sources might
emerge in such a setup. This is left for a future investigation.
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[28] C. Käding, Astronomy 2, 128 (2023), arXiv:2304.05875 [astro-ph.CO].

[29] C. Skordis, D. F. Mota, P. G. Ferreira, and C. Bœhm, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 011301 (2006),

arXiv:astro-ph/0505519.

[30] F. Bourliot, P. G. Ferreira, D. F. Mota, and C. Skordis, Phys. Rev. D75, 063508 (2007),

arXiv:astro-ph/0611255 [astro-ph].

[31] S. Dodelson and M. Liguori, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 231301 (2006), arXiv:astro-ph/0608602

[astro-ph].

[32] B. Li, J. D. Barrow, D. F. Mota, and H. S. Zhao, Phys. Rev. D 78, 064021 (2008),

arXiv:0805.4400.

[33] C. Skordis, Phys. Rev. D 77, 123502 (2008), arXiv:0801.1985 [astro-ph].

[34] J. Zuntz, T. G. Zlosnik, F. Bourliot, P. G. Ferreira, and G. D. Starkman, Phys. Rev. D 81,

104015 (2010), arXiv:1002.0849.

[35] X.-d. Xu, B. Wang, and P. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D92, 083505 (2015), arXiv:arXiv:1412.4073

[astro-ph.CO].

[36] D.-C. Dai and D. Stojkovic, Phys. Rev. D 96, 108501 (2017), arXiv:1706.07854 [gr-qc].
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