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We revisit the problem of building the Lagrangian of a large class of metric theories that respect
spatial covariance, which propagate at most two degrees of freedom and in particular no scalar
mode. The Lagrangians are polynomials built of the spatially covariant geometric quantities. By
expanding the Lagrangian around a cosmological background and focusing on the scalar modes only,
we find the conditions for the coefficients of the monomials in order to eliminate the scalar mode at
the linear order in perturbations. We find the conditions up to d = 4 with d the total number of
derivatives in the monomials and determine the explicit Lagrangians for the cases of d = 2, d = 3 as
well as the combination of d = 2 and d = 3. We also expand the Lagrangian of d = 2 to the cubic
order in perturbations, and find additional conditions for the coefficients such that the scalar mode
is eliminated up to the cubic order. This perturbative analysis can be performed order by order, and
one expects to determine the final Lagrangian at some finite order such that the scalar mode is fully
eliminated. Our analysis provides an alternative and complimentary approach to building spatially
covariant gravity with only tensorial degrees of freedom. The resulting theories can be used as
alternatives to the general relativity to describe the tensorial gravitational waves in a cosmological
setting.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there is revival of the interest of questioning the uniqueness of general relativity (GR) as the theory of
two tensorial degrees of freedom (TTDOF’s). The Lovelock’s theorem [1] is an answer to this question, which claims
that GR is the unique four dimensional theory for the spacetime metric with the second order equations of motion,
which obeys the general covariance and locality. As a result, GR is the unique theory for the TTDOF’s if all the
assumptions of Lovelock are preserved.

From the field theoretical point of view, the idea of embedding the gravitational degrees of freedom in a field theory
of metric variables was also explored. By coupling a massless spin-2 field to the energy—momentum tensors of matter
field(s) as well as of its own, it was arguably believed that the Einstein-Hilbert action is the unique theory one will
arrive at. This approach can be traced back to the Fierz-Pauli theory |2] and was further widely developed in [3-17]
(see [18] for a review ).

In this work, we shall examining the conditions of propagating only TTDOF’s in a large class of metric theories
respecting spatial covariance, which we dub the spatially covariant gravity (SCG). The SCG can be traced back to
the ghost condensation [26] and was developed in the effective field theory of inflation [27, 128] as well as in the Hofava
gravity |29, 130]. It was further generalized in [31] in which a large class of SCG theories was proposed and was
extended in [32] by including the dynamical lapse function and in [33] with an auxiliary scalar field.

Theories different from GR while propagating only TTDOF’s firstly arose in the so-called “cuscuton” theory [34, 35]
and in a sub-class of Hofava gravity |36, 137]. In |38] a class of SCG theories with only TTDOF’s was proposed
as the minimal modification of the GR (MMG). The cuscuton and MMG theories have been further extended [39-
45] and their applications on cosmology and black holes have been widely studied [46-454]. A class of 4-dimension
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity was also proposed recently as an arguable TTDOF theory [55].

We shall employ the framework of SCG due to the following reasons.

e The Lagrangians of SCG theories are automatically written in the spacetime-split form, which are convenient
for analysing the time evolution and the degrees of freedom using either the equations of motion or Hamiltonian
constraint analysis.

e The SCG can be viewed as the gauge fixed version of the scalar-tensor theory with a single timelike scalar
field. By choosing the time coordinate as the scalar field ¢ = ¢(¢), which is dubbed the unitary gauge in
the literature, the generally covariant single field scalar-tensor theory can be naturally recast in the form of
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a SCG theory. Therefore the SCG can be used as a “generator” of the scalar-tensor theory, especially when
the higher derivatives are present. The generally covariant scalar-tensor monomials and SCG monomials have
been classified and their correspondence has been investigated in [56758]3. This may help to build well-behaved
higher derivative scalar-tensor theories after the (re)construction of the theory of Horndeski [60] in its modern
form [61-63] and the degenerate higher order derivative scalar-tensor theory [64-67| (see |68, 69| for reviews and
references therein).

e Thanks to the spacetime-splitting nature of the SCG, the construction of SCG with only a single scalar degree
of freedom becomes virtually trivial. Indeed, as being shown in [70-H72], the SCG without the dynamical
lapse function automatically propagates at most three degrees of freedom. When the lapse function becomes
dynamical, more conditions must be imposed [32].

Counting the number of degrees of freedom can be well-performed through Dirac’s Hamiltonian constraint analysis
(see [73] for a comprehensive review). In the framework of SCG, there are in principle two approaches to finding the
conditions of propagating at most two degrees of freedom.

e The traditional and conservative approach, is to start from the Lagrangian and perform the Legendre transfor-
mation to derive the Hamiltonian, then to find the conditions for the Lagrangian by performing the Hamiltonian
constraint analysis. In [74], starting from a general local Lagrangian of SCG, conditions of propagating at most
two degrees of freedom have been derived. The analysis was also generalized in [75] with a dynamical lapse
function.

e The other approach is to start with the Hamiltonian directly, and to determine the conditions for the Hamiltonian
instead of the Lagrangian. Indeed, simplified structure and condition(s) are found at the level of Hamiltonian
in [42] in a class of SCG theories. This approach can be made even more “trivial” by imposing additional
constraint(s) in the phase space through auxiliary variable(s) |76].

Both approaches have their merits and shortcomings. For the “Lagrangian” approach, it is more convenient to deal with
the local Lagrangian, while the conditions are functional differential equations for the Lagrangian and mathematically
complicated to be solved. For the “Hamiltonian” approach, one is able to determine the Hamiltonian in a simple
manner, while the corresponding Lagrangian is involved and typically non-local due to the presence of extra auxiliary
variables.

In view of the above considerations, in this work we employ an alternative approach to constructing the SCG with
only TTDOF’s. We shall deal with the Lagrangian directly and determine the conditions at the level of equations
of motion. In fact, constraint analysis as well as counting the number of degrees of freedom can be equivalently
performed at the level of the Lagrangian and the equations of motion |77, [7§].

The idea is based on the fact that if the Lagrangian propagates at most two DOF’s — and in particular, no scalar
mode — at the non-perturbative level, the scalar mode must not show up at any finite order in the perturbative
expansion around a spatially homogeneous and isotropic background. In particular, the conditions can be determined
order by order in a perturbative analysis, which may be relatively easier to be managed. This is also the approach in
[40] to building the so-called “extended cuscuton” theory. The same idea was also employed in [79] to find conditions
for the SCG Lagrangians quadratic in the extrinsic curvature and in the velocity of the lapse function to propagate
at most three degrees of freedom.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. [l we briefly review the spatially covariant gravity and the general
conditions to have at most two degrees of freedom. In Sec. [[IT] we describe our perturbative approach and derive the
degeneracy condition, in order to eliminate the scalar mode at linear order in perturbations. In Sec. [V] we use the
degeneracy condition to find the conditions for the Lagrangians up to d = 4 and give the explicit Lagrangians for
d =2, d =3 as well as the combination of d = 2,3. In Sec. [V] we use the Lagrangian of d = 2 as an illustrative
example to show how to eliminate the scalar mode at the next order in perturbations. We summarize our results in

Sec. V1

II. SPATIALLY COVARIANT GRAVITY WITH 2 DEGREES OF FREEDOM

In this section, we make a brief review of the framework of spatially covariant gravity (SCG) theory, and in particular
the classification of the SCG polynomials. We also briefly summarize the conditions of having only two degrees of
freedom, which are derived in [74].

2 The correspondence is subtle when the unitary gauge is not accessible, see [59] for a discussion.



The action of the spatially covariant gravity theories takes the general form
S: /dtd;fN\/Eﬁ (t,N, hij,Kij,Rij,Vi,sijk), (1)

where IV is the lapse function, h;; is the 3-dimensional spatial metric, K;; is the extrinsic curvature defined by

1

Kij =
2N

(Bihi; — £5hij) (2)

with £ the Lie derivative with respect to the shift vector N . R;; is the 3-dimensional spatial Ricci tensor, V; is

the covariant derivative compatible with the spatial metric h;;. The spatial Levi-Civita tensor €;;;, = \/Eﬁijk with
€123 = 1 is allowed, thus the parity-violating terms can be constructed by those building blocks with sij;E. Note in
principle the lapse function NV may also acquire a kinetic term through % ((%N — N'V;N ), which has been considered
in [32]. The shift vector N; by itself is not a genuine geometric quantity of the spacetime foliation structure, which
merely encodes the gauge freedom of choosing the spatial coordinates.

In this work, instead of analysing a general Lagrangian as in (), we concentrat on polynomial-type Lagrangians,
which are linear combinations of the SCG monomials. The irreducible SCG monomials are exhausted and classified
up to d =4 in |57] with d the total number of derivatives in the monomials. Here we briefly describe the construction
with improved notations following [58]. We assign each SCG model by a set of integers (co; da, d3) according to their
corresponding monomials in the scalar-tensor theories after the Stueckelberg mapping. Precisely, ¢y is the number of
spacetime Riemann curvature tensor, da, ds are numbers of the second, the third order generally covariant derivatives
of the scalar field ¢, respectively. In fact we have the simple correspondences

Kij ~a; ~ (0;1,0), (3)
ViKij ~ Via; ~(0;0,1), (5)
and thus d can be expressed by
d=> [(n+2)cn+ (n+1)dnya]. (6)
n=0

We thus classify the various SCG monomials with d and then with the categories labelled by (co; da, d3).
Up to d = 4, the Lagrangian built of the irreducible SCG monomials is

L=LO LD 4O 4 £O) 4 @ 4 £O) 4 £ (7)

where the parity-preserving terms are

E(O) = 050;070), (8)
£ 010 )
£ — C§O;Q’O)Kinij + c§0;2’0)aiai + cg0;2’0)K2 + cgl;O’O)R, (10)

r® — 050;3,0)K—invjkl(liC + c;O;S,O)Kijaiaj + CgO;B,O)Kinin + cio;g’O)Kaiai + CéO;B,O)KS
—|—C§O;1’1)Kijviaj + CgO;l,l)Kviai
—|—C§1;1’0)Rinij n Cél;l,O)RK, (11)

3 The spatially covariant parity violating terms and their cosmological implications have been widely investigated, see (e.g.) [80-87].



LW = O Khatal + O K R KR + O Kaidl Ko+ 0 (K K)
+cq (054 O)K K”aka + c(O 40) (ala ) (0’4’0)K- -K”K2 + 6(0’4’0)a-aiK2 + cg0;4’0)K4
+c§0’2"1)KijkV1aJ + PV KIIVLEE + PPV KV K + PV Vi K
(0;2"1)K» SKIN Lk 4 c(0 21 4.a'V ja + 0(70 2D 2y, g8
+e VK VKT + PO KK + 0PV KT I
+c40’0’2)ViKVlK + céo’o’z)viajvzaj + céO’O’Q) (Viai)2
+ PO R KK 4 PO Ryatal + PV R KK + PO RE K 4 Y Raal + oY RK?
+C§2;O,O)Rinij + C§2;0,0)R2
+A" Y RV, (12)
and the parity-violating terms are

LO = &M Ve, KIVIKH, (13)

LW ="V KKy, KE 4 &7 Ve KK VI KE + 80 e Kia Vil + 60 Ve KivI KM K
+& 0 RIKI b + &0V e RIVI KM, (14)
In the above, a; = V;In N is the acceleration. The coefficients clgoidzds) g gleoid2ds) gre generally functions of ¢
and N w1thout spatial derivatives. Note the spatial derivatives of Ricci tensor, hke ViR, are not included in our
model as they are higher order in d.

Without any specific fine tuning of the coefficients, in [31] it has been shown through a Hamiltonian analysis that
the action () propagates 3 DOF’s in general, of which one is a scalar mode and two are tensor modedd. Therefore,
in order to eliminate one of the three DOF’S, in particular, the scalar mode, additional conditions must be imposed.

For the action in (), the general conditions of propagating at most two tensorial degrees of freedom (TTDOF’s)
have been derived in [74], which can be written as

where
528 ) 1 0S
)= = d3 / d3 /N = 1
s@0= a7 [N e (v, @) 1o
) 1 58
Xgi/'/ 2 f’,ﬂl N (¥ e ( -y -y ), 17
with G;; ki (&, 7) the inverse of the Hessian with respect to K;; satisfying
528 1
ds i'mnﬂa =3 kl‘ lk S@—-q 1
[ 26 @2 s = 3 (040 + 018 8 @ = ), (1)
and
/dB //dB //dS ///dS " ]( / gz’g/ B (ﬂ/ {EW)
, 8C (7))
N o/ , =/ =
N i 9 D)
50’ i:' 3C () .
d3 ’ d3 / : 7YN (7)) —2_ _ (¢ 1
- [ [ @y TG )N ) 5 s~ (@ ). (19)
with
65 1 05
C (%) =— + K;; (%). (20)

SN (Z) N (Z) 0K (2)

4 In [31] only the parity-preserving Lagrangian is considered. While from the analysis it is clear that the presence of €4;% would not change
the constraint structure and thus the number of DOF’s.



These two TTDOF conditions, which are dubbed the degenerate condition and the consistency condition, are the
necessary and sufficient conditions for the action ([Il) to propagate at most two DOF’s. When the lapse function
becomes dynamical, the generalized conditions have also been derived in |75].

Although these TTDOF conditions are general and conceptually simple, they are mathematically involved to be
solved to yield concrete Lagrangians. This is one of the motivations of this work to look for an alternative and more
practical approach.

III. THE PERTURBATIVE APPROACH AND DEGENERACY CONDITION

The unwanted degree of freedom, if not contained in the theory, will never show up at any order in perturbations
around some background. Thus one may tune the coefficients in the Lagrangian such that the unwanted scalar mode
is eliminated order by order in perturbations. Since there is a finite number of conditions in the non-perturbative
sense, one will stop at some finite order and get the final Lagrangian in which the scalar mode is fully eliminated.
The perturbative approach can be a possible candidate method to bypass the mathematical difficulties in deal with
the non-perturbative conditions got in a Hamiltonian analysis. For a class of SCG theories with the dynamical lapse
function, this perturbative analysis has been used to reduce the number of DOF’s from four to three [79]. It was
interesting that even at the cubic order in perturbations around a cosmological background, one could re-produce the
fully non-perturbative conditions to eliminate the unwanted mode.

We consider perturbations around a Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) background. For our purpose, we focus
on the scalar perturbations only. After fixing the gauge freedom of the spatial diffeomorphism, the usual Arnowitt-
Deser-Misner (ADM) variables correspond to

N = NeA, (21)
hij = CLQGQC(SZ'J', (23)

where a = a(t) is the scale factor, N = N(t) is background value of the lapse function.

Contrary to what one usually did in generally covariant theories, here we do not set N = 1, since there is no
time-reparametrization symmetry in our theory in general. In particular, we assume that the Lagrangian depends
on the lapse function N explicitly while not on the time. As a result, generally the lapse function N has a non-
unity background value N(t). On the other hand, setting N = 1 implicitly redefines the time parameter ¢, which
re-introduces the time-dependence of the Lagrangian.

The quadratic action for the scalar perturbations takes the form (we follow the notation in [79])

Sy [¢, A, B] = / dtd3z Na3Ls. (24)
The quadratic Lagrangian can be split into two parts
Lo=2rP 4+ M (25)
in which Eél) stands for terms relevant to counting the number of DOF’s,
Eg) = CéCCC + C(féAA + éééBB + ACanA+ ACapB + BCppB, (26)
and Eén) stands for terms irrelevant to counting the number of DOF’s.
LD = ¢Cec¢ + ¢CeaA+ (CepB. (27)

In the above C}--,(f ., etc. are time-dependent operators which may contain spatial derivatives. Following [8§],
throughout this paper we shall use the shorthand

19X g

7 fI: AT 2 a2f
N ot’ ON|y_§'

X f"=N? —= .
ONZ|,_y

(28)

At this point, note the quadratic Lagrangian for the scalar modes contain no parity-violating term. In other words,
the parity-violating terms in (I3 and (I4) do not contribute to the quadratic order Lagrangian for the scalar modes
and have nothing to do with eliminating the scalar modes at least at the linear order in perturbations. Mathematically,



this is simply because it is not possible to build a term quadratic in the scalar modes with €;;;. If we go to higher
order, the parity-violating terms do contribute to the scalar modes.

It is clear that in the quadratic action (24), A and B act as the auxiliary variables (i.e., without the time derivatives).
We may solve A and B formally from their equations of motion

1 A s 1 A 1 N . . R
2=01 (a%Cel) + 00 (6*CepA) + 00 (a°CsB) = 20°CcC — a*Cead — a*CepB =0, (29)
Q(fAAA—l-CAABB—I—CAg:AQL—I—(ngC:O, (30)
éABA—I—QéBBB-I—éC'Bé-FégBC:O. (31)

The solutions for A and B can be formally written as

B (%CAABC}B — (fBB(f¢A) é-ﬁ- (%éABégB - éBBéCA) ¢ (32)
2CaaCpp — 2CapCas ,

and

o (BCanCes = CanCip) O+ (BCanCea — Canlen) ¢ (3)
QéAA(fBB — %CAABCAAB ,

with 2(?,4,4(?33 — %(fABéAB # 0. Since CAQ:C‘, C}A etc. may contain spatial derivatives, the above solutions may be better
understood in the Fourier space. Plugging the above solutions into ([29) yields the equation of motion for the single
variable (. If in the equation of motion ( acquires a second derivative term C , ¢ is dynamical. Therefore in order to
have no scalar mode propagating at the linear order, we have to “kill” the coefficient of ( in its equation of motion.
After some manipulations, one find that this implies

. L 1. A, . L
A = QCC'C' (2CAACBB — 561243) —I—CABCC'ACC'B _CBBC?'A _CAACCZB =0. (34)

We may refer to ([34) the degeneracy condition. The main task in this work is thus to use (34) as our starting
point to find the conditions for the various coefficients cSﬁmdmda) and E%O;d%d‘%) such that such that no scalar mode is
propagating at the linear order in perturbations.

In the above, we derive the degeneracy condition (24)) by solving the auxiliary variables and looking at the coefficient
of the kinetic term in the effective Lagrangian for the single variable ¢, which is the standard operation in calculating
the cosmological perturbations. We emphasize that it is not trivial to count the number of dynamical degree of
freedom even for the quadratic Lagrangian in (24). In the appendix [A] we make a thorough analysis of a point
particle model.

IV. ELIMINATE THE SCALAR MODE AT THE LINEAR ORDER

In this section, we shall find the conditions for the coefficients in the Lagrangian such that the degeneracy condition
@4)) is satisfied, and thus no scalar mode propagates at the linear order in perturbations.

A. d=2

We consider the model constructed by all the terms of d = 2:
S = / dtd3z NvVh (,c<2> - A) , (35)

where £?) is given in (I0). We have introduced a positive cosmological constant A > 0 in order to have an expanding
background solution. Equivalently, the above Lagrangian can be regarded as the linear combination of £() and £(?)
with 000 _ A,

Expanding the action to the first order in perturbations yields

Sl = /dtdg,fﬁl, (36)



with
El >~ NCLB [—3H2 (bQ - bé) — A] A

4%Nﬁ{—@ﬂ2+ﬂﬂbT—A—ﬂM49

where we define

bg = 05072,0) + 301()'0,2,0)7

for short. The background equations of motion are determined by requiring S; = 0, which are

—A=0,

—3H? (by — b))

—(Mﬂ+2Hﬁm—A—2H@:0,

(37)

(38)

(39)
(40)

for A and (, respectlvely At thls point, keep in mind that f and f’ are defined as in [28). The Hubble parameter is
defined to be H = ¢ = =<2, From (BY) it is transparent that we get a generally expanding background only with

a Na Bt
a non-vanishing cosmological constant A.

Expanding the action to the second order in perturbations yields
SQ = /dtd3I N@BLQ.

According to (24)), the relevant coefficients are

é§2.) — 3bs,
cgi? = GH (b — by),
. 52
C? — _op, 2
(B 2 a 9

3

622:5H2®g—2%+2®)—~

. 92
CP) = 2H (—bly + by) —,

a
N 1 4
2
Chp = 5 (w2 +b2) =
where we denote
by 50,2,0)
and
(0,2,0)

for short. For later convenience, we also have

62

CA&) = —4(hl + hy) 2

with
hy i 100

for short, and

c =o.

2
s

(41)

(42)
(43)
(44)
(45)

(46)

(51)

In the above we have made use of the background equations of motion ([B9) and Q) to eliminate A and to simplify

the expressions of the coefficients. From (B2) and [33)), the solutions for A and B are

4m%ﬂ@_%mx+am+%x@+mqu

 3a2H?2 [—2(b))2 + by (26} + ) + 2 (2by — 2B, +

bY) wo] — 2by (by + 2w2)H2’

(52)



and

3a {4H(b2 — ) (ha + hy)B2C — Ba2H? (—2(b)? + ba(2b) + b)) ¢ + 2b2z3252g'}

B= — . (53)
{—3a2H2 [—2(b5)2 + by (204 + bY) + 2 (2by — 2b), + b)) wa] + 2ba (b + 2w2)82} 0?
By plugging the above results in ([B4]), we get the degeneracy condition
(2) 2 12 / " o 7 9°
A® = 122w, [—2 (b5)° + bz (205 + 1) | =5 — 8babywn—. (54)

At this point, note we need to require that wy # 0, otherwise there will be no kinetic term for the gravitational waves
[87]. In order to have A®®) =0 so that there is no scalar mode propagating, one special solution is

by = "2 43020 — g (55)

However, this choice is conflict with the background equation of motion ([B9). Therefore we must have by # 0, which
is also the case of GR. Then first we have to require that

g0,2,0) —0, (56)

BQEC

so that ~ 9% term in (54)) vanishes, since we have assumed ws # 0. This indicates that the acceleration a; should not
appear explicitly. We also need to require

—2(bh)” + by (26}, + bY) = 0. (57)

Note (57) must hold for any value of N. Therefore (57) is regarded as a homogeneous differential equation for by as
a function of N, in which b}, and bf are defined as in (28). For later convenience, the solutions for A and B (52)) in
(B3) under the conditions (B6]) and (BT) get simplified to be

bo . ba(ho + hlz)(bz + 2w2)

A =
H (by — b) 3a2H?2 (by — b)) wy

9%¢, (58)

and

by (ho 4 hj)

B=——22""2
aH (bg — b’2)w2

G (59)

which involves no ¢. In (58) and (5J) we have made use of (57) to replace b4 in terms of by and bj.
The general solution for by to ([B7) is

CiN

by = —
2 1+O2N7

(60)
where C1,Cs are two constants. This solution is also consistent with the analysis in |74] (see egs. (110)-(111)
therein). Obviously, bo = const. is a trivial solution, which corresponds to the limit C7,Cy — oo by keeping % finite.
To conclude, the Lagrangian

1 C1N

£ — R R 4 L
w2l AT ST aN

K? + haR, (61)
with wy and hg being general functions of N, contains no dynamical scalar degree of freedom at linear order in a
cosmological background. Here Kj;; is the traceless part of K;; defined by

- 1
With the form of the Lagrangian (€1)), GR is a special case with the choice

(05200 (10.0) (63)

and thus corresponds to

|Cy],|Ca] = oo, keeping % =-2. (64)
2



Next we consider

S = / atd*z NvVh (,c<3> - A) ,

(65)

where £3) is given in (D, and again we include a positive cosmological constant A in order to have a non-vanishing

H. Expanding the action to the first order in perturbations yields
Sl = /dtds,f El,

with
L1 =Na® [3H? (b —2b3) — A] A
+3Nd3 [—GH (H2 + H) by — A — 3H2bs) ¢,
where we define
by = cgo,&o) n 3cg0,3,0) n 905-)0’3’0),
for short. Thus the background equations of motion are

—3H3 (2b3 — b)) — A =0,
—6H (H2 n H) by — A — 3H%bs = 0,

for A and (, respectively. Note we must have b3 # 0 in order to make (69]) consistent with a non-vanishing A.
Expanding the action to the second order in perturbations yields

SQ :/dtdgzNCLBLQ.

According to (24)), the relevant coefficients are

5(3) _
CCC = 9Hb3,
2
5(3) _ 2 0
CéA =-9H (—b/3 + 2b3) + fgﬁ,
2
5(3) _ 9
C(’B = —6Hb3;,
5(3 3 -\ 0?
CY) = §H3 (b5 — 4bs + 6bs) + H (fé - bg) per
. 82 _ 84
(o = BH? (—bj + 2bs) — — 3=,
a a
A(3 84
C(B])B = H(2’LU3 + bg) ﬁ’
where we denote
fy = C50,1,1) i 3620,1,1)
B e Céo,s,o) 4_364(10,3,0)
fg - Cgo,l,l) i Céo,l,l)
Wa — Cgo,s,o) +Cg0,3,0),

(68)

(69)
(70)

(71)

78
79
80

(
(
(
(81

)
)
)
)

for shorthand. We have made use of the background equations of motion (G9) and (Z0) to simply the coeflicients.
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After some manipulations, the degeneracy condition ([B84) now becomes

4
A®) = 545, [—3 (b4)? + 2bs (20, + bg)] ‘9—2
a
_\1 98
+36H3w3 [—bgfg + 2b3 (f3 + fé — bB)} pry
-\ 2 o8
_H |:b3 (fg — 3f3) —|— 2 (f3)2 ’w3:| E (82)

Similar to the case of d = 2, we require ws # 0, otherwise there will be no gravitational waves [87]. Thus the
degeneracy condition A®) = 0 yields a set of three equations

—3(by)” + 2b3 (204 + b)) = 0, (83)
—bly f3 + 2b3 (fs + f3— 53) =0, (84)
b (f3—3f3)2+2(f3)2w3:0. (85)

Recall that there are nine free coefficients in the original Lagrangian £() (), which are subject to the above three
equations in order to eliminate the scalar degree of freedom at the linear order. We can solve b3 from (B3] to be

D;N?

(1+ DyN)?*’ (86)

3 =

with Dy, D2 being two constants. At this point, note in order to make the background equation of motion (69)
consistent, which now reads

D1DyN?
HP 22 A =0, (87)
(14 DyN)
we have to require that (since N > 0)

D1 D,

By using the solution (6], we then solve bs from (&4) to be

~ DyN

_ DN 89
8= TN T (89)

As for the last equation (8], according to f5 is vanishing or not, we discuss two cases.

1. Case 1

If f3 =0, since we assume bz # 0, from (85]) we must also have f3 = 0, which implies that
A =9, ) =, (90)
and w3 can be chosen freely (but non-vanishing) in general. In this case, there is no Va term in the Lagrangian. As

a result, bs = 0 and thus we may solve

03,0 1 (03,0
cfl ) = —gcg ), (91)

In this case, the Lagrangian is given by
B3.0) A An A £ 1  DiN?
LO = L3R RIFR 4wy Ky KK + ———2_K®
9 (14 DyN)
+ P3O Kaled + PO R + PYYRK, (92)

where the coefficients c§0;3’0), w3 etc. are generally functions of N.
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2. Case 2

If f3 # 0, we can solve ws or more conveniently 030;3’0) from (85)) to be

_ 2
(03.0) _ _ (033,0) DN? (Y
[ =—q -2 5 ) (93)
(14 DyN) E
As a result, by making use of ([G8) and (86), we may solve
_ 2
03,0 _ 2 30 2 DiN? c§0*1’1) 1 D;N?
cs =—c + = 5 t o (94)
9 3(1+ D2N) f3 9(1+ D2N)
In this case the Lagrangian reduces to be
3.0) 5 sikei 1 DIN?
£ _ cgo,s,o)KinJkKk 4o 1 K
9(1+ DyN)
2
D N2 (0;1,1) R .
SR A Ky KK
(14 DyN) f3
03,0 5 i 5, 1 Dy N i
+ey VK jatal + 3 <1 —|—D2Nf3 + f§> Ka;a
. N o 1 )
+c§0‘1’1)KijVZa3 + gngViaZ
-i-cgl;l’O)Rinij + 051;170)RK, (95)

which contains the spatial derivative terms of the acceleration Va.
We thus conclude that ([@2) and (@3] are two viable Lagrangians that do not propagate any scalar mode at the
linear order in a cosmological background.

C. d=2withd=3

In the above we have determined the viable Lagrangians when only d = 2 or d = 3 terms are present. It should
not be surprising that although the scalar mode is eliminated for d = 2 and d = 3 individually, the scalar mode will
reappear if we naively combine them. This also happens in the investigation of degenerate higher order scalar-tensor
theories [66, 168, 189]. Fortunately in our case, viable Lagrangians with the combination of d = 2 and d = 3 terms do
exist, after imposing additional conditions on the coeflicients.

We consider the combined Lagrangian

S= / atd®s NVE (L2 4+ £~ A) (96)

in which £ and £®) are given in (I0) and (L), respectively.
The analysis is completely parallel to the above. Expanding the action to the first order in perturbations yields

Sy = / dtd3z L4, (97)
where it follows from (B17) and (67)) that

L1 = Na® [=3H? (by — by) + 3H> (b — 2b5) — A] A
+3NG® [— (?,H2 n 2H) by — 2Hby — 6H (H2 n H) by — A — 3H253} C. (98)
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The coefficients in the quadratic Lagrangian for the scalar modes read

COT = ¢ + Y

(¢
5(2)+(3) (2 (3)
CET® =8 + P, (99)
5(2)+(3) (2 (3)
Cop ) =Cp +Cys (100)
¢ é +C¥), (101)
CELH® 0(2 +¢%), (102)
éggr(s = 05323 CSB' (103)
The degeneracy condition thus becomes
AP+E) — {12H2 [—2(b5)? + ba(2bh + bY)]| wo + HAH® [—3(bh)? + 2b5(20% + b3)] w3
+H? [12 (3bs (b + 2b%) + ba (2b% + bY) — 6b4b%) wa + 36 (—2(bh) + ba (205 + b3)) ws)
84
+H* [18 (=3(85)? + 2by (26 + b5)) wa + 36 (3ba (85 -+ 255) + ba (205 + b5) — 65555 ws] }=
+{ — 8b2i)2’(02 + 36H> |:—b/3f3 + 2b3(f3 + fé — 53)} ws
+H {8 (—blzf3 — 3bsby + ba(f3 + f5 — 53)) wy — 24b21~)2w3}
2 7 ~ - o8
+H2 (12 (<0 fs + 2b9(fs + f3 = bs) ) wa + 24 (= fa — 3baby + balfa + f5 = bo) ) wa | =
_1 b _ £ \2 2 _ b _ N2 2 8_8
+9 g (02(fs = 3£3) +2(fs) w2 ) — H |bs(fs = 3f5)" +2(fs) ws | ¢ —5. (104)

Note we have used the background equations of motion to simply the expressions for the coefficients. We require that
the degeneracy condition should be satisfied for any power of 0 and H, thus we get the set of constraints

—2(bh)? + by (20 4 by) =0, (105)

—3(b%)? + 20b3 (2b5 + b3) =0, (106)

3bs (bl + 2b%) + by (2b% + bY) — 6b4b, = 0, (107)
by =0, (108)

—bh f3 + 2bs(fs + f5 — bs) =0, (109)

—blf3 — 3bsby + ba(fs + f§ — bs) =0, (110)
ba(fs — 3f3)% + 2(f3)*wa =0, (111)

bs(fs — 3f3)” +2(f3)*ws = 0. (112)

Compared with the constraints in d = 2 and d = 3 respectively, we find that additional constraints should be imposed
in the combined case to ensure the degeneracy.

First of all, (I05) and (I00) are exactly (B1) and (B3]) in the case of d = 2 and d = 3 individually. The general
solutions for by and b3 are given in (G0) and (8], respectively, from which we may solve

020 _ 1 (0 200, 1 C1N
Z Z 113
C3 39 T3TRaN (113)
and
: 1 1 (o 1 DN?
Céo,s,o) 1 (03 0) _ cg073,0) 2 1 - (114)
T90 3 9(1+ DyN)
If both (I07) and (I06) are satisfied, (I0T) reduces to be
3
(2b3b, — bobl)” = 0, (115)

babs
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which yields a constraint between bs and b3. By plugging the solutions (60) and (86]), we may solve

Csy = Da, (116)
which implies that b3 is determined by b through
Dy ,
bs = C_%b2' (117)

As a result, (IT4)) reduces to be
. 1 (o 1 D;N?
(080 _ _Loso) 1 030 + 1N

118
9t 3% 9(1+CoN)* (18)
(I08)) implies
020 — . (119)
With (IIT), the left-hand-side of (I09) becomes

LHS_2C2 [ b’2f3+b2(f3+f3—b3)} (120)

while due to ([I08), the left-hand-side of (10 becomes
LH.S. = by fs + ba (fs + f3— 133) ; (121)

which is proportional to (I09)). Generally, we look for solutions with by # 0 (since GR belongs to the case), thus (I09)
and (II0Q) are satisfied only if

— by f3 + by (f3+f9/, —133) = 0. (122)
We thus solve 133 to be
~ CoN
b3 1+ C Nf3 + f37

which also implies

. 1 (o 1 N
0510‘3’0) __Loso 1 ( Ca

o S ). (123)

In order to make (III) and (IIZ) have solutions, fs and f3 — 3f3 must be either non-vanishing or vanishing
simultaneously. Therefore we have two cases.

1. Case 1

If f3 =0 and f3 — 3f3 = 0 (and thus f3 = 0), both (III) and (II2) are automatically satisfied. There is no
restriction on bs, b3, wo, w3. In this case, since f3 = f3 = 0 we have

Cgo;l,l) —0, C50;171) —0. (124)
As a result, (I23) reduces to be
. 1 (o
Cflo,g,o) _ _5050,3,0)_ (125)

In this case, the Lagrangian is given by

0;2,0 i 1 CiN 1;0,0
LTI _ >KWKJ+_ CzNK2+c§ 'R

L DN
9 (1+ CoN)?
—I—ch;g’O)Kijaiaj + cgl;l’O)Rinij + cél’l’O)RK, (126)

ey VK KV s Ky KYK + 5

which contains no spatial derivative of the acceleration Va.
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2. Case 2
If f3# 0 and f3 — 3f3 # 0, from (III) we solve
) N
ie.,
(0,2,0) Ci1N 050;1’1) ’
20 = 2 128
“ 1+CN\"f | (128)
and from ([I12) we solve
) N 2
ie.,
2 (031,1) \ 2
(0:3,0) _ __(053,0) DN g
Ccs =—q -2 5 . (130)
(14 C32N) f3
As a result, (II8)) reduces to be
0:1,1)\ ?
(030 _ 2 (030, L DiN? €
c =—c +-——5 |1+6 . 131
° 91 9(1+CyN)? s (131)

In this case, the Lagrangian is given by

2
ON  (ASEDNT 1 N .
£(2)+(3),H - _9 1 1 K K9 - 1 K2 (1»070)R
17N\ /5 s reNT Ta

2
30) A i Dy N? OLDNT .1 DyN?
+ PO R RIRG oL (4 KKK + 2———
(1+ CyN) f3 9(1+C2N)
03,0 5 i g, 1 CoN i
+e* VK a aJ+§ <1+C2Nf3+f§ Kaia

. . | ;
+c§0’1’1)KileaJ + gngViCLZ
+C§1;1,O)Rinij + Cél;l’O)RK, (132)

which contains spatial derivatives of the acceleration Va.
We conclude that (I26) and ([I32)) are two viable Lagrangians in which both d = 2 and d = 3 terms are present,
and propagate no scalar mode at the linear order in perturbations around a cosmological background.

D. d=14
Now we consider the most involved case of d = 4. The action is
S= / ard®s NVE (L@ 4 A), (133)
with £ given in (I2). Expanding the action to the first order in perturbations yields

Sy = / dtd®z L4, (134)



with
ﬁl = ]\7a3 [—9H4 (_bil + 3b4) + A} A
+3Nd? [—QH2 (3H2 + 4H) by + A — 12H354} ¢,
where we denote

by = 050,4,0) + 0510,4,0) + 30(70,4,0) + 905)0,4,0)7

for short. The background equations of motion are

—9H* (=) +3bs) + A =0,
—9H? (3H2 + 4H) by + A — 12H%, = 0,

for A and (, respectively.
The relevant coefficients in the quadratic Lagrangian for the scalar modes are

A o2
cé‘é’ — 54H%b, — di.
CW = —36H3 (~b, + 3by) + H (2d4 +2f — f4) o
CA (L2 )
2 4
5(4) _ anp2y 00 o500
CéB_ 36H b4a —|—2d4a3,
4 9
Cith = H" (b — 6V} +12by)
~ _ 62 B 64
+H2 (fi = ds = by~ fu+ fi) o +das,
a a
N 2 ~ ~\ 04
(= 12H% (<, +3b0) & + H (=2 — fu) =,
5 ot . 0S
Cgl])g =2H? (w4 + 3b4) E - d4¥,
where we denote
dy = 3050’0’2) + 050’0’2) + 3050’0’2) + 90510’0’2),
= 050,2,1) n 30510,2,1) n 3020,2,1) n 90(70,2,1)7
fa = céO’Q’l) + 3cé0’2’1).
dy = "0 4+ 0P 4200 4 3002,
by = 050’4’0) + 3050’4’0) + 3020’4’0) + 9c§30’4’0)7
dy = Céo,o,z) i c((ao,o,z)'
o 2c§0’2’1) . c§0’2’1) _ c§0’2’1) n 40510’2’1) i 2céo,z@) n 6c(70’2’1).

wy = 3c§0’4’0) + 20510’4’0) + 30(70’4’0),

624 — C5070,2) + CéO,O,Q) + Cg),0,072) + C510,072)

3

for shorthand.
After some manipulation, the degeneracy condition (34]) is found to be

a° ot

at

84

8
AW = AN HOALY QL
a

4 A (
+ H Ag e

where

ALY = 648 [~4 (44)” + 3ba (26, + )| ws,

A A
10 ag

12
@9
12 alov

15

(135)

(136)

(137)
(138)

(139)
(140)

(141)
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ALY = 36 [ (20 + ) da + 1204 (fu o+ f1 = Ba) + 0 (<201 + o) s

+36 [4(b,)2 — 3b4 (20} + b)) (d4 +9d, — 6J4) : (156)

AL = —18 (2, + ) (d )2+24d BT AETAA
8 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4J4
” -\ 2 ~ ~ N -
—6by (—2f4 +3fs+ f4) + 24dy [654 (f4 + fi— b4) + b (—2f4 —3fat f4)}
18y (20, + 0) da 12y (fa+ fi = Ba) = 40 (=2fu+ o)

42 {—4514 (f4 T 54) + 216bydy — (—2f4 n f;)z] wa, (157)

@) SR AVSAS () 7 7o f ;
Al = —4 (f4 + fi— b4) (d4) +dy | —24bads + (f4) + 2dy {7254614 + fa (—2f4 + f4)}
~ ~ _ ~\ 2 _
+d {4514 (F1+ £ = 1) = 216bidi + (=2f1 + f1) ] — 8dadywa, (158)
and
AY = 44, {d@ - (J4)2} . (159)
It is interesting that by always arises in terms of ( fat+ f1— 54), and f4 always arises in terms of (—2 fa+ f4>.

Following the analysis in the above, we may solve the coefficients such that A = 0. For example, from [I55) and
([I56) we have two constraints

—4(b,)” + 3bs (20, + b)) =0, (160)
and
— (2B + b)) da + 1260 (fa+ f1 = ba) + 40, (=2fa+ fi) =0, (161)
combining which yields
— (V) ds +9 (ba)? (f4 +fi— 54) + 3bab)y (—2f4 + f4) =0. (162)

The full treatment of the case of d = 4, however, is involved and out of the scope of the present work.

V. ELIMINATE THE SCALAR MODE AT THE SECOND ORDER: d =2

In the previous section, we have eliminate the scalar mode at linear order in perturbations by making use of
the degeneracy condition ([34)). Clearly the conditions for the coefficients derived in the above are merely necessary
conditions, which means that the scalar mode will reappear if we go to higher orders. Thus one need to find the
conditions for the coefficients such that the scalar mode is eliminated order by order. In this section we take the case
of d = 2 as an illustrative example.
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Expanding the action (B8] to the cubic order in perturbations yields
L3 =9INa®by¢(? — Na®?Hby(20° B — 2Nahy(P0%C + aNby(0;AD' A — 20> HNbo(9;CO' B
_ . 1 _ 9 _ _

—2aNh2C8iC81C + gaN (—bz + '(UQ) C (82B)2 + gCLN (b2 + 211}2) (%C(?ZB(?QB

—2an26i6jB(9iB@jC — 2an28iBaj6iBajC — a]\_fwgg‘ajaiB@jaiB

+27TNa® Hbo (% — 2a2b5C0* BO,C — 2N a?b20;C9" BC + 2a*HN (by — b)) ACH*B

+2a°HN (by — by) A0;(0' B — 18a® HACOC (by — by) + 2Na? (by — by) AD* B¢

27 _ _ ) . _
—77Na3H2 (=2 + ) €3 + 3Na® (—by + by) AC? + aN (b2 + b’2) AD; AD'A
_ _ . 1 _

—4aN (hg + hb) ACO*C — 2aN (hy + hb) AD;CO'¢ + saN (—=ba +wo + by —wh) A (823)2

_ o 9 _
+aN (—wy + wh) AD;0; B&?0'B + 51\]@31{2 (205 — 2bh + bly) A*C
—Na?H (by — by + b)) A20°B + 3Na*H (by — by + bly) A*(

_ 1 -

—2Na (hy + 3k, + b)) A29%C + 5Na315l2b§>A?>, (163)
where we have used the background equations of motion to simply the coefficients. No integration by parts has been
performed at this point.

By making use of the degeneracy conditions (B6) and (G7)), and plugging the solutions for A and B in (&8) and G,
after some manipulations, we get the induced cubic action S3[(] for the single variable (. We tend not to present the

full and explicit expression of S3[¢] due to its length. We pay special attention to the terms which are relevant to
eliminating the scalar mode (i.e., ¢), and have the following observations.

e First, we found that there is no §.3, i.e., there is no terms with 3 time derivatives.

e Second, there is one “dangerous” term with two time derivatives:
— b3 (2hh +hY)
— 2Na2(27+2g§262§, (164)
H? (by — 1)
thus we need to require (since by # 0)
2k + hy = 0, (165)
with by — by # 0. The general solution for hsy is
Cy

hQ(N):OB+N

(166)
where C3, C4 are constants.
e Third, there is one “dangerous” term with one time derivative:

by (hy + hb)* [—2baw3 + 2w3bh + b3 (—w2 + wh)]

N¢(9%¢)7, (167)
3aH3w3 (by — b)° (&%)
which implies that wy must be related to by by
1 1
" (w2 — wp) = —2@ (b2 — b)) (168)
With the solution for by in (60]), the general solution for ws is
CsC1N
=" 169
YT T 00N (169)

where C5 is another constant.
By combining (G6]), (60), (I66) and (I69), the Lagrangian (61)) is further reduced to be

N . ... 1 CN
o= GG LK2+(03+%> R. (170)

T 1-205CyN

We conclude that the Lagrangian (I70) propagates no scalar degree of freedom up to the second order in perturbations
on a cosmological background.

KiK' + =



18
VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we revisited the problem of propagating at most two tensorial degrees of freedom in a large class of
spatially covariant gravity theories, of which the Lagrangian are polynomials built of spatial geometric quantities.
Although the general conditions have been derived in [74, [75], these conditions are mathematically involved to be
solved to yield concrete Lagrangians.

We thus take an alternative and complimentary approach in this work based on a perturbative analysis. The idea is
simple: if the Lagrangian has no scalar degree of freedom in a fully nonlinear sense, the scalar mode must not show up
at any finite order if we perturbatively expand the Lagrangian around a cosmological background. This perturbative
analysis allows us to determine the coefficients in the Lagrangian order by order. Since at the fully nonlinear level,
there are finite number of conditions imposed on the functional form of the Lagrangian, this perturbative analysis
must stop at some finite order. In other words, there must be a finite order up to which we “kill” the scalar mode,
and then the scalar mode is eliminated at fully nonlinear order. In fact, as being shown in [79] in a specific example,
it is sufficient to tune the coeflicients up to the cubic order in the Lagrangian such that the unwanted scalar mode is
fully removed.

In this work, we mainly focus on the linear cosmological perturbations. In Sec. [II] we shown that in order to
eliminate the unwanted scalar mode at the linear order, the degeneracy condition (34]) must be imposed. This is also
supported by a more rigorous Lagrangian constraint analysis in Appendix[Al We then use (34]) as the starting point to
determine the coefficients of the Lagrangians for d = 2, 3,4 in Sec. [[V] where d is the total number of derivatives in a
SCG monomial. In particular, we have determined the concrete form of the Lagrangians for d = 2 in (G1l) and for d = 3
in ([@2) in the absence of Va terms and in (93] in the presence of Va terms, respectively. We thus conclude that (GI),
@2) and (@) propagate no scalar mode at the linear order in perturbations around the cosmological background.
The scalar mode will re-arise in the naive combination of the scalar-mode-free Lagrangians for d = 2 and d = 3.
Therefore one needs more restrictions on the coefficients in order to eliminate the scalar mode, if d = 2 and d = 3
Lagrangians are present simultaneously. The final results are given in (I26]) in the absence of Va terms and in (I32)
in the presence of Va terms, respectively.

It is not surprising that although the scalar mode has been eliminated at linear order, it may re-appear at nonlinear
orders. In Sec. [V]we expand the Lagrangian up to the cubic order for d = 2 and find the conditions for the coefficients
to eliminate the scalar mode up to the cubic order. The result is given in (I70)). In principle this procedure can be
performed order by order, and one expects to determine the Lagrangian at some finite order, such that the scalar
mode has been fully eliminated.
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Appendix A: Classical mechanics with one dynamical and two auxiliary variables

In this appendix, we make a thorough analysis of a classical mechanics system with one dynamical and two auxiliary
variables. We shall classify various cases according to the number of DOF’s as well as the nature of constraints and
gauge identities.

The most general quadratic Lagrangian for three variables {ql,q2,q3}, of which one is dynamical and two are
auxiliary variables, takes the form

1 1 1
L= >9u (41)2 + f126" ¢ + fizdtq® + SW22 (q2)2 + JWss (q3)2 + wa3q*q®

1 2
+§w11 (ql) +w12¢" ¢ + wi1sq' ¢*. (A1)
The coefficients g11, fio etc. are assumed to be constants for simplicity. We assume g1; # 0 so that ¢! acquires an
apparent kinetic term. While ¢? and ¢ do not have explicit time derivatives and act as the auxiliary variables. Our
task is to search for cases in which there is no dynamics in the Lagrangian (ATl).

Varying the Lagrangian yields

5L~ -6, (A2)
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where the equations of motion take the form
e =wiV + vV 0, (A3)
with

1

)

g1
wO _ [ o
0

o OO
o OO
—
>
-~
=

and

© f12¢* + flng — w1t — wi2¢* — wisq?
Vit = —f12¢" — wi2q" — w22q® — wazq® : (A5)
—f13¢" — wi3q" — wa3q® — wszg®

In this appendix, for clarity we use “~” to denote on-shell equalities, i.e., those hold only when the equations of motion
are satisfied. Here and in what follows the superscript “(™” stands for “level-n”, of which the meaning will be clear
soon.

1. Level-0

Since rank (Wi(;))) = 1, there are 2 null-eigenvectors for Wi(jo):

0
uf=11], wl={0], (46)
0 1
contracting which with Ei(o) yields
ugo)i&-(o) = —f124" —wi2q" — warq® — wazq’ = 52(0)7 (A7)
ufV' e = — fi3¢" — wizg' — wasg® — wasg® = £ (A8)

According to the algorithm of detecting constraints in the Lagrangian formalism, at each level, we have to examine
whether the contractions lead to constraints or identities. We have 3 cases according to how many constraints,/identities
we get.

a. Case 1: two identities

If both contractions are vanishing identically, we get two gauge identities Ggo) = 52(0) =0 and Géo) = Eéo) =0
at “level-0”. In this appendix “=" stands for off-shell identities, i.e., which always hold no matter the equations of
motion are satisfied or not. This requires fi2 = fi13 = w12 = w1z = wey = wez = wsz = 0. This case, however, is
trivial since terms invovling ¢2, ¢® in the Lagrangian (ATl) completely drop out and the Lagrangian reduces to that of
a single variable ¢'. Then the algorithm ends. We include this case merely for completeness.

b. Case 2: one constraint and one identity

Without loss of generality, we assume at least one of { f12, w12, wo2, was} is not vanishing, and denote the constraint
at “level-0" as

0 = ugo)ié'i(o) ~ 0. (A9)
Then that ugo)igi(o) leads to an identity implies that

a7 = Ay (Vig®), (A10)

K2
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with some constant A, i.e.,

J13 = A fiz, (A11)
w13 = )\’wlg, (A12)
wa3 = )\’wzg, (Al?))
Wiz = Awag = Away. (A14)
We then get one gauge identity at “level-07:
GO =&l — el = (A15)

Note A = 0 is trivial, since in this case g>-sector completely drops out, and the original Lagrangian reduces to that of
two variables ¢! and ¢2.

c. Case 8: two constraints

This is of course the general case. As long as at least one of (AI1))-(AT4) is not satisfied, we get two constraints at
“level-07:

0. (0 ~ 0, (A16)
y) =& m 0. (A17)

2. Case 2: level-1

Using (ATI)-(ATI4) to replace { fi3, w13, waz, w3z} in terms of { fi2, wiz2, wag, w3}, the constraint ¢(©) in (AJ) becomes

¢ = — f124" — wi12¢" — w22g® — Awaag®. (A18)
According the the standard algorithm, we build the enlarged “vector” of equations of motion as
(0)
O (&) s Ly
gil = (g{)(o) ) = Wilj q’ +Vi1 ) (A19)
with
gin 00
1 0 00
Wi = 0 00 )" (A20)
—fi2 00
and

f126* + )\J§1243 - Uillql - 11;12(12 - Au§12q3
1 _ —f12G" — w12q" — wa2q” — Awaaq
Vi = —AM12d" — Mo12gt — Mvaag? — Nwaag? : (A21)
—wi2¢" — waag? — AMwaad?
(0)

1,0

There are two trivial null-eigenvectors for Wi(llj?, ugol) in (A6 augmented by zero’s. On the

other hand, there is a non-trivial null-eigenvector

which are merely u

f12
ull) = 8 : (A22)
g1

which is valid no matter fio = 0 or not. Contracting ugll) with 51-(11) yields
u(l)ilgi(ll) = —gnwi2g" + (fi — griwae) @ + A (fiz — griwe) ¢*
— fr2w11q" — frawi2¢® — A frawi2g®. (A23)

We need to check whether u(l)“é‘i(ll) leads to an identity or a new constriant. There are two sub-cases.
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a. Case 2.1: one identity

. s . 0 . . 1)i; o(1) . .
Since up to “level-17, we have only one constraint ¢(*) given in (ALS). If u' )“51-1 is not an independent constraint,
it implies that

u®Mng) oo (A24)

which puts restrictions on the coefficients. After some manipulation, the necessary and sufficient condition for (A24))
can be written as

f12 f122 A
W12 = /W ) Wo2 = —, 25
12 11 —11 22 M ( )

with f12 # 0. Note we must have fi2 # 0 since if fio = 0, (A24) implies w12 = wes = wez = 0, which is conflict with
the assumption that at least one of { fi2, w12, waz, wes} is not vanishing in order to have the constraint gb(o). Then we
get one gauge identity at “level-1":

G .= u(l)“gi(ll) — g11W11 ¢§O)
(0)

dé
= f1251(0) + 911 d2t — g11W11 52(0) =0. (A26)

Then the algorithm ends.

In this case, we have one constraint (;550) in (A9), two gauge identities G(?) and GV in (AI15) and ([A28)), respectively.
It is easy to show that in this case there is no dynamical degree of freedom.

b. Case 2.2: one constraint
s . . 1)iq (1) . s
As long as (A25) (at least one of the two equalities) is not satisfied, u()"&; " leads to a new independent constraint:

1) . ()i (D)
oM = Mg ~ 0. (A27)

Then we go to the next level.

3. Case 2.2: level-2

By appending ¢! (with ¢(!) in (AZT)) to Ei(ll), we build the enlarged vector of equations of motion:

(2) _ 17(2) 5 (2)
giz - Wizj qj + ‘/;2 ’ (A28)
with
g11 0 0
0 0 0
waZ| o 0 0 , (A29)
—f12 0 0
—guwiz fiy — guwze A ([ — griws)
and

f126% + M12¢® — wir1gt — wi2¢® — Awi2g?
@) —flgdl — wi2qt — wa2q® — Mwaag?
Vi = —AMi2d"' = dwiag! = dwzag® — Nwaag® | (A30)
—101241 - w2242 - /\w22€l3
—frow11¢" — frawi2d® — Afiawi24®

Since we have assumed A # 0, then we have two sub-cases.
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a. Case 2.2.1: wa # i

g11

In this case, Wi(f} do not possesses further non-trivial left null-eigenvector. The algorithm therefore ends.

In this case, we have two constraints ¢(®, ¢(1) and one gauge identity G(?). One can show that there is one
dynamical degree of freedom.

2
b. Case 2.2.2: way = % while wiz # \/wn ,f/fl;fl

Since w2 = &
gi1’

we have to require that the other equality in (A25) is not satisfied, i.e.,
J12

wi2 # /Wit i (A31)
In this case, Wz(f]) possesses a new non-trivial null-eigenvector
w12
0
W= 0 |. (A32)
0
1
Contracting ug) with 51-(22) yields
U(2)i25i(22) = —frowng' — wipwig" — wig® — Mwiyg®. (A33)
Recall that we have two constraints (;550) in (AI8) and ¢ in (A27), which in our case reduce to be
2 2
¢ — —f12¢" — wiaq" — @qz —A @qg, (A34)
g11 g1
oV — —griwi2g" — frawing' — frwied® — Mfrawizg®. (A35)

One can show that ()% 51-(22) is linearly independent of ¢(°) and ¢V as long as ([(A31) is satisfied. Therefore u(?)? 51-(22)
leads to a new constraint

2) . (2ize(2)
@ = u@=gY ~ 0. (A36)

4. Case 2.2.2: level-3

Appending ¢®?) (with ¢ given in (A36)) to 51-(22) yields

£ =wlli + v, (A37)
with
gu 00
0 00
oo o oo .
—gniwiz 0 0
—fi2w11 0 0
and
f126% + M12¢® — wii1gt — wi2¢® — Awi2g?
—f12¢" — wi2q" — %qz - %qg
Vi(33) _ —AMi2¢" — Aw12q12— )\%q:— )\2%(13 ' (A39)
—wipg! = R~ A

.1 “ -2 E -3
—frowi1G" — fiawi2¢” — Afiowi2g
-1 2 2 2 3
—wW11w12g — Wisg” — Awisg
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3 . .
VVZ(,g j) possesses a non-trivial null-eigenvector

frowry

0
u® = 8 , (A40)

0

g1

contracting which with Ei(:’) yields
U(S)i?’gi(j) = —gnwnwi2g' + (w11 fio — guwly) ¢ + A (win fio — guiwi,y) ¢

— frowiiq' — frowniwizg® — Afrzwiiwiag®. (A41)

Comparing with the previous constaints ¢(*), ¢(1) ¢ in ([A9), (A27) and (A36), clearly u(3)i35i(:’) leads to a new
constraint

3) . . (3)ise(3)
@ =g ~ 0, (A42)

. 2 2
since w11 fiy — gr1wiy # 0.

5. Case 2.2.2: level-4
By appending ¢ (with ¢(® given in (A42)) to Ei(f) yields

W _ W(4)q'j + A

14 147 14

(A43)
with
g11
0
A 0
Wl-(“-) = _f12
—g11W12
— fr2wi1
—g11wW12W11 w11f122 - gllw%Q A (w11f122 - guw%z)

: (Ad4)

OO OO OO
SO OO OO

and

f12d® + Mf12¢° — wi1q' — wi2¢® — Mwi2¢®

2 2

—M 126" — Mwiagt — A2 g2 — N211243
f2 g1 2 g11

_fag2 y\fa 3

<1
i4q —_
w129 g11 q g11 q

-1 -2 -3
—frowi1G" — fiawi2¢” — Afiowi2g
-1 2 2 2 3
—wW11w12¢° — Wisg" — AWwisg
2 -1 -2 -3
—f12w11q —f12w11w12q —/\f12w11w12q

(A45)

Clearly, since w11 f& — griwiy # 0, Wz(fj) possesses no non-trivial null-eigenvector. The algorithm ends.

To summarize, in this case, we have four constraints: ¢(9), (1), ¢ ¢®) given in (A34)), (A35), (A36) and (A42),
and one gauge identity G(©) given in (A1H), respectively. As a result, there is no dynamical degree of freedom.

6. Case 3: level-1

From (AT6]) and (A17), the two independent constaints at “level-0” are:

) =~ fr2d" — wi2g" — w2d® — wasd®, (A46)
3y = — fi3G" — wizq" — wa3d® — wsad’. (A4T)
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In the “case-3”, the enlarged vector of equations of motion is

g0
&)=\ o | =wile +vi, (A48)
(0)
2
with
g1 00
0 00
wil=1 0 oo |, (A49)
—f12 00
—f13 00
and

f126% + f13¢* — wi1q" — wi2¢® — wisg?
—f12d* — wi2q" — wa2q® — wasg®
‘/;(11) = — 134" — wizq" — wa3q® — w3szq? : (A50)
—wlqu - w22q'2 - w2343
—wi3¢t — wazg® — w3zd?

In this case Wi(llj) possesses 2 non-trivial null-eigenvectors:

fiz2 f13
0 0
u&)l = 0o 1, uéfz)l = 0 1. (A51)
911 0
0 g11

Contracting u(%)

1,41

and uy} with £ yields

ugl)“&-ﬂ” = —gnwi2g" + (fi — griwa) @ + (frzfiz — griwss) ¢°

—frowi1q" — frowi2q® — frawisg’, (A52)
and
ugl)“sfl” = —gnwizd" + (fisfi2 — griwaes) ¢* + (fi3 — guiwss) ¢
— fiswi1q" — fizwi2q® — fizwizq®. (A53)

We need to check whether ugl)“&(ll) and ugl)hé‘i(ll) lead to new constraints or identities. To this end, together with

(bgo) and (béo) in (AT6) and (AT7), we write

-1
©) 4,
1 q
go) | @
Wi | = M 4 | (A54)
1 . 11 2
(1)115.(1) q
21 3
q
with the 4 x 6 matrix
—f12 0 0 —wWi2 —wWa2 —Woa3
— 0 0 —w —w —w
MO f13 13 23 33 _ A5
—g11W12 f122 — g11w22 f12f13 — g11w23 —f12w11 —f12w12 —f12w13 ( )
—guwis fi2fiz — guwes  fis— gnwss  —fiswin —fiswiz —fi3wis
Then the question is equivalent to checking the rank of M), For later convenience, we define the sub-matrix
f122 —guiwae  fi2fi3 — griwas
A = A56
( fi2f13 — guiwas  fiz — griwss (56)

of which the determinant is

det A = g1 [~ fywss + 2f12fi3was — frswas + g11 (woawss — wis)] . (A57)
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a. 2 identities (impossible)

First we shall show that it is impossible to have 2 identities. In fact, in order to have 2 new identities, we have to
require that the entries of the sub-matrix A in (A56) are vanishing identically. This can be also understood that since

(2)
2

there are neither ¢ nor ¢3 terms in (bgo), , as long as at least one of the coefficients of ¢2 or ¢* in ugl)ilc‘:i(ll) and

i1 o(1) . o . o . -
ug )“Ei(l ) is not vanishing, we get a new constraint. To conclude, the necessary conditions to have two new identities
are

2 2
Wap = @7 23 = —f12f137 w3z = @ (A58)
g11 g11 g11

On the other hand, comparing with (ATI))-(AT4]), we have to require

Jr2wiz — fiswiz # 0, (A59)
in order not to go back to “case 2”. ‘
With these considerations, ugl)“&-(ll) and ugl)“&-(ll) reduce to be

ugl)“c‘?ff) — —gnwiagt — frawi1q" — frowiag® — frawiszg®, (A60)
ué”“ﬁff’ — —gnwiz' — fiswing' — fiswiag® — fizwisg’. (A61)

In order to have two identities among the 4 equalities {(bgo), (béo), ugl)ilc‘fi(ll), uél)ilc‘:i(ll)} ~ 0 we have to make sure that
the rank of the 4 x 4 matrix

_ _ _ﬁ _ fizfi3
R
fiaf :
—hs —wis —TEE R (A62)

—guriwiz —frowin —firowiz —fiowis
—g11W13 —f13w11 —f13w12 —f13w13

is 2. However, the determinant of the above 4 x 4 matrix is
— (fiswiz — frawiz)® #0, (A63)
since we must have (A59)). Therefore it is impossible to to have two independent constraints {(bgo)’ éo)} at “level-0”,

and in the meanwhile to have two new gauge identities {Ggl), Ggl)} at “level-1".

b. Case 3.1: one constraint and one identity

The necessary condition is that the sub-matrix A defined in ([A56)]) is degenerate but not identically vanishing, i.e.,
rankA = 1. (A64)

This is because:

e if the rankA = 2, there will be 2 new constraints.

e if the rankA = 0 (then A = 0), according to the analysis in Sec. [AGal either there are still two new constraints
when ([AR9)) is satisfied, or we go back to “case 2.1”.

Without loss of generality, the sub-matrix A can be written in the form

A:w(l "), (A65)

n
with w, 7 being constants. Note we require w # 0 in order to have rankA = 1. With (AGH), MO reduces to be

_ _ w—ff nw—fis fis
fiz 0 0 w12 g}llzf N
w— 2 nw—
MO - —fis 0 0 —wiz g1112 = g1 = ) (A66)

—griwiz w wn —frown —fiowie —fiowis
—gnwiz wn wn? —fizwin —fiswiz  —fi3wis
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our question thus reduces to checking if it is possible to have rankM () = 3.
One can show that the necessary condition to have rankM ) = 3 is to require

DY = —w (fiswiz — frowis)® + w? | (qwia — wi3)? — % (nf12 — f13)*| = 0. (A67)
If
fiswiz — frawiz =0, (A68)
then we need to require
fis —=n fi2 #0, (A69)

and (AGT) yields
_ f12\/w11. (A70)

w
- V911
On the other hand, if
Jizwiz — fizwiz # 0, (A71)

(A7) also implies one constraint among the coefficients. In both cases we have rank M) = 3.
To conclude, it is possible to have rank M (") = 3 so that we get one constraint and one gauge identity on “level-1".
Without loss of generality, we may choose the new constraint to be

oM = w1 el ~ 0. (A72)
The gauge identity must be the form

GO i=agl” + by —nof +uy el

11 )

(A73)

where the constants a,b are not vanishing simultaneously. @ and b are determined by the concrete form of the
null-eigenvector of M), which we do not show here explicitly.

c. Case 8.2: two new constraints

Generally, either

1. det A # 0, or

2. rankA = 1, D) £ 0 (with DY) defined in (AGT)), or
3. A =0and fi3wis — frowiz # 0,

we have two constraints at “level-1":
gl) = ugl)ilgi(ll) ~ 0, (AT4)
and

= uie) x 0. (A75)
7. Case 3.1: level-2

By appending ¢(!) (with ¢(!) given in (AT2)) to Si(ll) we have

EP —wPg 4y (AT76)

2 i2] i2 )
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with
g11 0 0
0 0 0
(2) _ 0 0 0
Wizj = —f1 0 0 (A7)
—f13 0 0
—g11W12 f122 —guwze fi2fis — gr1was
Since

fi — griwas # 0,

Wz(f]) has no non-trivial null-eigenvector. The algorithm ends.

In this case, we have three constraints ¢§0),¢é0) and ¢(M) given in (A1), (AT7) and (AT2), one gauge identity G
given in (AT3)), respectively. Therefore there is no dynamical degree of freedom.

8. Case 3.2: level-2

From (A74) and (A7), by appending ¢(1) and ¢ to Ei(ll) we get

@) _ @i, @
51-2 = Wizj q + Vi, (AT8)
with
g11 0 0
0 0 0
) 0 0 0
wE = —f 0 0 : (A79)
—f13 0 0
—g11W12 f122 — g11w22 f12f13 — g11w23
—gnwiz fizfiz — griwas f123 — g11Wws33
and

J12d® + f13¢ — wi1q' — wi2¢® — wisd®
—f12q'1 - wlqu - w22q2 - w23q3
@ —fi3¢" — ?Ul3q1 - @23q2 - @33(13
V., = —w12G" — waag® — wazd? : (A80)
—w13¢" — wa3d? — w3zd?
— frawi1d" — frowi2¢® — frowisd®
— fiswi1d" — fizwi2¢® — fizwisd®

We have to examine whether Wz(22_]) possesses new non-trivial null-eigenvectors. According to the rank of the matrix
A in ([A56]), we have to discuss three sub-cases.

a. Case 3.2.1: det A #£0

In this case, clearly there is no non-trivial eigenvectors of Wl(f]) The algorithm ends.
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b. Case 3.2.2: rankA =1 and DV £0

In this case det A = 0 but A # 0. Similar to the discussion in Sec. [A6D] we make use of the form (A65) and keep

2)

in mind that w # 0. Then Wi(zj redueces to

g1t 0 0
0 0 0
) 0 0 0
W | ~fiz 00 (A81)
—fiz 0 0
—gnwiz w wn
—grwiz wn wn?
Wifj) possesses a single non-trivial null-eigenvector, which can be chosen to be
—nwiz2 + w13
0
0
uw? = 0 . (A82)
1o
0
-
1
Contracting uz(:) with Ei(f) yields
u(2)i25i(22) = (n frzwi1 — fiswi1) ¢ + (frzwis — fiswiz) ¢° + 0 (frawis — fizwiz) ¢°
+wir (Nwi2 — wis) ¢" 4 wiz (Nwi2 — wis) ¢* + wiz (Nwi2 — wis) ¢°. (A83)

Comparing with ¢§0), éo) in (AT6)-(ATD) and qﬁgl),qﬁél) in (A74)-([ATH), after some manipulations, one find that in
this case u(?? 51-(22) always leads to a new constraint at “level-2":

2) ., (22 e(2)
@ = @2 ~ 0. (A84)

c. Case 3.2.8: A=0

In this case clearly there are two new non-trivial null-eigenvectors for Wz(fj)

w12 w13
0 0
(2) 0 (2) 0
Uiy = 8 , 2y — 8 (A85)
1 0
0 1
Contracting uﬁ)z and u§222 with 51-(22) yields
u§2)i25i(22) = —f12wuq'1 + (w12f13 - f12w13) 43 - w12w11q1 - w%z‘]? - w12w13q3, (A86)
and
u$PPER) = — frswn g + (wisfr2 — fswiz) ¢ — wiswing! — wiswiag® — wise. (A87)

Since we have already assumed A = 0, (A59) must be satisfied, i.e., w12 f13 — fi2w1z # 0.
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Comparing with the constraints ¢\”, ¢\ in (AI6) and AL, ¢\", 6" in (AT) and (ATH), since the determinant
)

of the 6 x 6 matrix (after making use of

2
—fi2 0 0 —wW12 —% ——ffngils
—f13 0 0 —w13 ——ﬁ;ﬁm —%
—gd11wW12 0 0 _f12w11 _f12w12 _f12w13
—gd11wW13 0 0 _f13w11 _f13w12 _f13w13
_f12w11 0 ’LU12f13 - f12w13 —wWi12W11 _w%Q —wWi12W13
—fiawir wizfi2 — fizwiz 0 —wizwy —WizwWi2  —Wig

is
- (w12f13 - f12w13)5 75 0,
u§2)i2 51'(22) and u§2)i2 51'(22) lead to two new constraints at “level-2":
oD = P 0,
4D = DD

9. Case 3.2.2: level-3

From (A84]), we have
51(3) _ W»(3»)(jj + 7ASY

23] 3 7
with
gi1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
(3) _ —f12 0 0
Wigj - _f13 0 0 9
—g11W12 w wn
—g11wW13 wmn ‘*”72
nfiawir — fiswir frowiz — fiswiz 7 (f12w13 - f13w12)
and

J12d® + f13¢3 — wi1q' — wi2¢® — wi3¢?

*(w=F%) | POw—fiafis) -1 1
gii + gii N fl2q T2

2 (j— ¢ (nPw—f7 .
q (nwglflzfls) + ( = ) . f13q1 _w13q1
5 2
(3) _ 4 (w_fl2) @ (mw—Ffiafis) -1
Viej = g11 + LA w129
@ (nw—f12f13) 4+ 4 (nPw—its) wizgt

gi1 g1
— fr2w11¢" — frawi2d® — frawizg®
—fiswi1¢' — fiswi2¢® — fizwizg®
wi1¢" (Mwia — wi3) + wi2d? (w12 — wis) — wi13¢> (w1 — Nw12)

There is one non-trivial null-eigenvector for Wz(fj), which can be chosen to be

0
0
0

Z(;’») _ gl}% (frowiz — fizwi2) + wnw ( - Q—z)
0

fiswiz — frawis
0

w

(A88)

(A89)

(A90)
(A91)

(A92)

(A93)

(A94)

(A95)
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for f12 # 0, and to be

o OO

3) _ 0
i3 911% (fiowiz — fizwiz) + w% (nfiz — fi3)
fizwiz — frawig

0

w

(A96)

for fi3 # 0, and to be

w
&
coocococoo

1

for f12 = f13 = 0. In all cases, the contraction of ug’) with 51'(3) can be shown to be a new constraint at “level-3”

¢ = @il ~ 0, (A98)
since the 6 x 6 matrix M®) defined by
0
g : gt
Q L
o) P
S VCN (A99)
(2) Q3
w®is 51_(33) q

always possesses a non-vanishing determinant.

10. Case 3.2.2: level-4

There is no non-trivial null-eigenvector of Wi(z). The algorithm ends.

To summarize, we have six constraints: go)j go),¢§1),¢él),¢(2),¢(3), and thus there is no dynamical degree of
freedom.

11. Case 3.2.3: level-3

From (A9Q) and (A9T)), by appending ¢§2) and ¢§2) to Ei(f), we get
£ - Wi 41, o

with (we have used (A5]) to replace waz, we3 and ws3)

g11
0

0
—fi2
Wz(j;) = —fi3
—g11W12
—g11W13 0
—fr2wn 0 w2 f13 — fiawis
—fiswir w1z fi2 — fizwie 0

, (A101)

OO OO O OO
SO OO OO
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and

J12d® + f13¢3 — wi1q' — wi2¢® — wi3¢?

2
—f12ql _ 1U12q1 _ %qZ _ flgzl.lils q3
2
—f13¢* — wizq' — —flgi{m ¢ — gﬁq?’
2
V(Q) _wlzq.l o %QQ o flgzl‘il3 q.g A102
i _ -1 _ fi2fiz 52 i -3 ( )
wlgq gi1 q gi1 q
— frow11d* — frawi2¢? — frawisg?
—fiswi1d' — fiswi2¢® — fizwizg®
_w12wllql - wf2q'2 - w12w13€l3

-1 -2 2 +3
—Wi13Wi11q° — WizwWi2q~ — Wizq

Since wia f13 — fi2wis # 0, there is no non-trivial eigenvector for Wz(j]) The algorithm ends.
To summarize, in this case, we have six constraints: (;550), go) in (AT6) and (AT7), (bgl),(bél) in (A7) and (ATH),
¢§2), 52) in (A90)-(A9T)), respectively. Therefore there is no dynamical degree of freedom.

12. Summary

The classification of Lagrangians with one dynamical and two auxiliary variables is summarized in Tab. [l According
to the types of constraints/identities as well as to that at which level these constraints/identities arise, there are in
total 8 cases (in some sense 8 types of theories). Counting the number of degrees of freedom in the Lagrangian
approach is discussed in [90-93], which is given by the simple formula [94]

1
#p.or. =N — 5(1 +g+e), (A103)

in which N, [ and g are the total numbers of the variables, the Lagrangian constraints and the gauge identities,
respectively. e is the total number of the gauge parameters plus its successive derivatives.

level-0 level-1 level-2 |(level-3|#p.o.F.
case 1 G§0)7 G;O) - - - 1
case 2.1 GW - - 0
case 2.2.1| ¢ G 50 - - I
case 2.2.2 s ¢ 0
case 3.1 oM, GD - - 0
case 3.2.1| ,(0) ,(0) - - 1
case 3.2.2| 7t 72 ;l), él) ™ o 0
case 3.2.3 IR 2l 0

TABLE I. Classification of the quadratic Lagrangians with one dynamical and two auxiliary variables.

With this classification, it is transparent that the linear scalar perturbations in GR belong to “case 3.17. While
what we explored in this work corresponds to “case 3.2.2” and “case 3.2.3” (together with “case 3.1”).
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