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Gravitational waves offer a potent mean to test the underlying theory of gravity. In general

theories of gravity, such as scalar-tensor theories, one expects modifications in the friction

term and the sound speed in the gravitational wave equation. In that case, rapid oscillations

in such coefficients, e.g. due to an oscillating scalar field, may lead to narrow parametric

resonances in the gravitational wave strain. We perform a general analysis of such possibility

within DHOST theories. We use disformal transformations to find the theory space with

larger resonances, within an effective field theory approach. We then apply our formalism

to a non-minimally coupled ultra-light dark matter scalar field, assuming the presence of a

primordial gravitational wave background, e.g., from inflation. We find that the resonant

peaks in the spectral density may be detectable by forthcoming detectors such as LISA,

Taiji, Einstein Telescope and Cosmic Explorer.

I. INTRODUCTION

While General Relativity (GR) has been extraordinarily successful as the prevailing theory of

gravity and has thus far passed every experimental test on local scales, it remains crucial to explore

how we can probe new physics beyond GR. It is plausible that departures of GR may be significant

on cosmological scales and at the high energies of the early universe. And, Gravitational Waves

(GWs) provide a new opportunity to test GR in such parameter range currently unexplored. This
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is because, at linear order, gravitational waves barely interact with matter and traverse the universe

relatively unchanged. Thus, GWs serve as an excellent probe for new physics at extremely high

energies in the early universe, such as modifications to GR. In fact, as far as we know, the universe

may be filled with a cosmic GW Background (GWB), just like it is permeated with electromagnetic

waves. Interestingly, several pulsar-timing array detectors have reported hints of an isotropic GWB

[1–5], which could well have a primordial origin [6].

One plausible component of the cosmic GWB are primordial GWs generated during inflation.

For a review on GWs from inflation see Ref. [7] and references therein. See also Ref. [8] for an

overview of GWs and the polarization of the cosmic microwave background. However, the GW

spectral density predicted from the simplest models of inflation has an amplitude too low to be

detected by GW interferometers. Significantly, a resonant heavy field can amplify GW on the

cosmic microwave background (CMB) scale while maintaining scale invariance in the curvature

perturbation [9]. Additionally, modifications to GR during inflation may give rise to a detectable

blue-tilted GW spectrum, as investigated in relevant studies [10–12]. And, after inflation, modifi-

cations of GR could lead to a resonant amplification of GWs [13–16]. Such resonances occur, e.g.,

if modifications of GR introduce oscillatory modulations in the linear GW equation.

In this paper, our aim is to carry out a general analysis on how modifications of GR may enhance

a primordial GW signal due to the presence of narrow resonances. While there is a vast array of

modified gravity theories, we focus on quadratic Degenerate Higher Order Scalar Tensor (DHOST)

theories [17–20], which provide a general framework for scalar-tensor theories without the presence

of the Ostrogradski ghost [21, 22]. In general, in this class of models the GW equation may be

modified either directly by altering the friction term, the propagation speed of the GWs and/or

indirectly by changing the background evolution due to the modified Friedmann equations. Note

that all modifications depend on the background evolution of the scalar field.

A logical source of oscillatory modulations of the GW equations are background oscillations of

the scalar field, e.g., if such scalar field is the dark matter. Then, the oscillations of the scalar field

at the bottom of the potential, may lead to a parametric resonance resulting in an exponential

enhancement of the GW strain. Since GWs travel cosmological distances, even minor periodic

fluctuations can leave a significant imprints on the GW spectrum. For example, in Ref. [15] it

has been discussed how oscillations in the propagation speed of GWs amplify a primordial wave

to a detectable level by upcoming or current gravitational wave detectors. The concept of sound

speed resonance (SSR) encompasses various phenomenological manifestations, as elucidated in

prior works [23–26]. Analogous investigations with a specific focus on induced oscillations atop the

conventional Hubble evolution or modifications to the friction term have been conducted [16, 27].

This form of parametric resonance effect finds application within the context of early cosmological



3

scenarios, as explored in relevant studies [28–31].

As a new approach to parametric resonances, we reduce the functional freedom of DHOST

theories by use of disformal transformations [32] to work in the “GW frame”, i.e. the DHOST

frame in which the tensor modes propagate as in GR [33]. In this frame, parametric resonances

originating from the oscillations in the friction or propagation speed can all be associated to

oscillations in the scale factor of the GW frame, aiding us in identifying potential cancellation

effects. For simplicity, we then take an Effective Field Theory (EFT) approach to DHOST and

require that the modifications are subdominant, i.e. below the cut-off scale of the EFT. Focusing

on the radiation dominated universe, we then show that:

(1) parametric resonances are suppressed in modified gravity theory that contain an Einstein

frame, i.e., they can be mapped to GR via a metric transformation, and,

(2) resonances can be sufficiently strong to enhance the primordial GW to detectable levels if

there is no such Einstein frame.

We also apply our formalism to an ultra-light scalar field non-minimally coupled to gravity.

Ultralight scalar fields has been extensively studied in the literature as a potential candidate for

Ultralight Dark Matter (ULDM) [34–37] (see Refs. [38, 39] for recent reviews). Recently, it has

been shown that locally the ULDM can enhance the gravitational waves due to the oscillating grav-

itational potential [40]. We demonstrate that in case of a simple non-minimal coupling, primordial

gravitational waves can be significantly amplified on cosmological scales such that they could be

detected by LISA, Einstein Telescope or Cosmic Explorer.

This paper is organized as follows. In § II, we will recap the formulation of the DHOST

theory and discuss how we can analyze these models in the GW frame by performing a disformal

transformation. Further, we discuss the implications of the non-minimally coupled matter sector

in the new gravitational wave frame. In § III we discuss how the parametric resonances in DHOST

vary with the existence of an Einstein frame. Finally, in § IV, we apply our formalism to a specific

example of an ultralight scalar field non-minimally coupled to gravity.

II. DHOST THEORY AND THE GW FRAME

We first briefly review the theory under study and then we present a convenient frame to study

resonances in the GW equation. We work within the DHOST theory up to quadratic order as

proposed in [17, 20]. The general action is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
[
P̃ (ϕ, X̃) + Q̃(ϕ, X̃)□̃ϕ+ F̃ (ϕ, X̃)R̃+

∑
i

ai(ϕ, X̃)L̃i

]
+ Sm(g̃µν , χ) , (2.1)



4

where X̃ = −∇̃µϕ∇̃µϕ and L̃i are defined as

L̃1 = ∇̃µ∇̃νϕ∇̃µ∇̃νϕ , L̃2 = (□̃ϕ)2 , L̃3 = (□̃ϕ)∇̃µϕ∇̃µ∇̃νϕ∇̃νϕ , (2.2)

L̃4 = ∇̃µ∇̃νϕ∇̃µϕ∇̃ν∇̃ρϕ∇̃ρϕ , L̃5 = (∇̃µ∇̃νϕ∇̃µ∇̃νϕ)2 . (2.3)

Note that out of the six free functions F̃ and ãi, only three are independent. The others are

constrained by the DHOST degeneracy conditions. In the following we focus on Class I of the

quadratic DHOST models [20], which includes Horndeski and GR as a subclass and is not plagued

by pathologies [41], where

ã1 =− ã2 , (2.4)

ã4 =
1

8(F̃ − X̃ã2)2

[
− 16X̃2ã32 + 4(3F̃ + 16F̃X̃X̃)ã22 + (−16X̃2F̃X̃ + 12X̃F̃ )ã2ã3 − X̃2F̃ ã23

− 16F̃X̃(3F̃ + 4F̃X̃X̃)ã2 + 8F̃ (X̃F̃X̃ − F̃ )ã3 + 48F̃ F̃ 2
X̃

]
, (2.5)

ã5 =
(−4F̃X̃ + 2ã2 − X̃ã3)(−2ã22 − 3X̃ã2ã3 + 4F̃X̃ ã2 + 4F̃ ã3)

8(F̃ − X̃ã2)2
. (2.6)

We then consider the perturbed Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric given

by

ds̃2 = −ã2dτ2 + ã2(eh̃)ijdx
idxj , (2.7)

where h̃ij are the tensor perturbations, or alternatively the transverse-traceless degrees of freedom.

Note that for simplicity we only focus on the tensor perturbations. The quadratic action for tensor

perturbations reads

S
(2)
T =

∫
d3xdτã2

M̃2

2

[
h̃′2ij − (1 + α̃T)(∂h̃ij)

2
]
, (2.8)

where

M̃2

2
= F̃ − ã1X̃ ,

M̃2

2
(1 + α̃T) = F̃ . (2.9)

From now on we work in Fourier space, where in our convention we have

h̃ij(x, τ) =

∫
d3keikxh̃λk(τ)ϵ

λ
ij(k̂) . (2.10)

Then, introducing the canonical normalized variable ṽ = ãM̃ h̃λk , the equation of motion for both

of the tensor modes is given by

ṽ′′ +

(
(1 + α̃T )k

2 − (ãM̃)′′

ãM̃

)
ṽ = 0 . (2.11)
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From Eq. (2.11) we see that, general speaking, modified gravity influences the evolution of the

tensor modes in two distinct ways. Firstly, it can alter the sound speed via α̃T and the mass term via

M̃ (which is equivalent to the friction for the non-canonical normalized tensor modes). Secondly, it

affects the evolution of the Hubble parameter/scale factor ã via the modified Friedmann equation.

However, as is the case of a simple non-minimal coupling like f(ϕ)R̃, the effects from ã and M̃ may

cancel each other (see, e.g., App. A). We find that to simplify the discussion, it is more convenient

to perform the calculations in what we call the “GW frame”, where the tensor modes propagate

as in GR, i.e. M = 0 and αT = 0. Note that hereon we drop the tildes for quantities in the GW

frame. In that frame, all the modified gravity effects are solely encoded in the modifications of

the scale factor. Note that a similar approach has been used in [33, 42] to show that inflationary

predictions of the tensor power spectrum are directly given by the quantities in the GW frame.

A. The GW frame

As we shall see, it is convenient to rewrite the starting DHOST theory to its GW frame by

employing a general disformal transformation given by

g̃µν = C(ϕ,X)gµν +D(ϕ,X)∇µϕ∇νϕ , (2.12)

where C and D are functions fixed by the condition of the GW frame, as we shall shortly see. We

also impose the condition that C − DX > 0 to have a well-defined signature of the metric g̃µν .

The functions F̃ and ã1 in Eq. (2.1) are related to F and a1 after the transformation (2.12) via

the formulas provided in Refs. [20, 41], namely

F =
√
C
√
C −DXF̃ , a1 = C3/2

√
C −DX

(
D

C(C −DX)
F̃ +

1

(C −DX)2
ã1

)
. (2.13)

By definition, the GW frame has M2 = 1 and αT = 0, which implies

F =
M2

2
(1 + αT) , a1 =

M2

2

αT

X
⇒ F =

1

2
, a1 = 0 . (2.14)

This also means that in the GW frame the equations of motion for the canonical tensor modes are

given by

v′′ +

(
k2 − a′′

a

)
v = 0 . (2.15)

As is apparent, all the modifications must be encoded in the scale factor.

As we anticipated, the GW frame condition Eq. (2.14) fixes the functions in the disformal

transformation (2.12). After solving Eq. (2.13) using Eq. (2.14) we find that

D̂ = −4F̃ ã1C , C3 +
1

4F̃ ã1X
C2 − 1

16F̃ 3ã1X
= 0 , (2.16)
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where for later convenience we introduced D̂ = D/C. Note that F̃ should be understood as

F̃ = F̃ (ϕ,X/(C(1− D̂X))). With Eq. (2.16), we obtain that the general action in the GW frame

is given by

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[1
2
R+ P +Q□ϕ+ a3L3 + a4L4 + a5L5

]
+ SM (g̃µν , χ) , (2.17)

where note that matter is coupled to the original metric g̃µν . Also note that the classes of DHOST

are invariant under disformal transformations and, therefore, using the condition for Class I (2.4)

we obtain a1 = a2 = 0. In the GW frame the original functions F̃ , ã2 and ã3 are replaced by a3,

C and D. The specific form of the functions ai, Q and P in terms of the old functions are not

relevant for our purpose and we refer the interested reader to Ref. [20]. The degeneracy conditions

for a4 and a5 simplify to

a4 = −1

4

(
4a3 + a23X

2
)
, a5 = −a23X . (2.18)

At this point it is important to clarify the meaning and usefulness of the disformal transforma-

tion (2.12). This is clear if we expand the perturbed FLRW metric (2.7) in conformal coordinates

and compare the scale factors and the tensor perturbations at leading order, which yields

ã = C1/2a , (2.19)

h̃ij = hij + D̂(ϕ,X) (∂iδϕ∂jδϕ)TT , (2.20)

where TT refers to the transverse-traceless component. Note that we considered perturbations of

the scalar field, namely ϕ→ ϕ+ δϕ, to illustrate in Eq. (2.20) that the effects of the function D̂ to

h̃ij only appear at second order in perturbation theory.1 Thus, we see that leading order h̃ij = hij .

This is also consistent with the fact that GW luminosity distance depends on the scale factor of

the GW frame [44, 45], since on subhorizon scales we have that h̃ij = hij ∝ 1/a.

One may wonder whether fast oscillatory modulations of the scale factor would also appear in

GW detectors, since matter fields would effectively see the combination ã2(δij + h̃ij), e.g., that ap-

pears in the volume element. However, the oscillatory modulations must yield small corrections to

the expansion rate and are therefore negligible for local measurements. In any case, we eventually

require that the effects of modified gravity are only present at early times and that these modifica-

tions vanish today. Namely we impose C(t0) = 1 and D(t0) = 0, t0 refers to today. Consequently,

the two frames (i.e. the matter frame and the GW frame) coincide at present. Thus, in summary,

resonant amplifications of h̃ij can be fully understood by studying resonant amplifications of hij .

1 This effect might be interesting for secondary GWs (see, e.g., Ref. [43] for a review) but it is out of the scope of

this paper. We will investigate this possibility in future works.
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B. Matter fields in the GW frame

For completeness we study the equations for matter fields in the GW frame before moving on

to the GW resonances. As an example for the matter sector, we model radiation as a k-essence

fluid whose action is given by

Sm =

∫
d4x

√
−g̃
(
−1

2
g̃µν∂µχ∂νχ

)2

≡
∫

d4x
√
−gỸ 2 . (2.21)

Working in variables of the GW frame we have that

Sm =

∫
d4x

√
−g
√
1− D̂X

(
Y +

1

2

D̂

1− D̂X
(∂µϕ∂µχ)

2

)2

. (2.22)

Note that in the GW frame, matter depends only on D̂ since radiation is conformal invariant. The

equation of motion for the matter field χ can be written as

∇αJ
α = 0 . (2.23)

Since we later take an EFT expansion, let us assume that the leading order contribution to D̂ is

independent of X, namely D̂ = d0(ϕ)/Λ
2. Then, at the background level, we obtain for radiation

at leading order

Jα ≃ −δα0 χ̇3

(
1− 3ϕ̇2

2Λ2
d0

)
, (2.24)

which yields

ρ̇r + 3H(ρr + pr) =

(
1− 3d0ϕ̇

2

2Λ2

)−1

12pr

(
d0ϕ̇ϕ̈

Λ2
+ ḋ0

ϕ̇2

2Λ2

)

≃pr

(
12
d0ϕ̇ϕ̈

Λ2
+ 6ḋ0

ϕ̇2

Λ2

)
, (2.25)

where pr and ρr are the pressure and energy density of radiation respectively, and pr =
ρr
3 = χ̇4

4 .

The energy momentum tensor Tm
µν at the FLRW background can be expressed as

Tm
αβ =δ0αδ

0
β

(
ρr +

11

2
d0pr

ϕ̇2

Λ2

)
+ δαiδβja

2pr

(
1 +

3

2

ϕ̇2

Λ2

)
. (2.26)

Later on, we will show that the coupling of the scalar field to the matter sector is suppressed and

will not lead to sizeable resonances.
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III. GW RESONANCES IN DHOST

Let us explore the general possibilities for parametric resonances in the GW equation in DHOST.

As a general setup, and for analytical viability, we assume that the background evolution is domi-

nated by radiation and the modifications stemming from DHOST are subdominant. We start with

the simplest case of minimally coupled scalar fields and show that resonances are in general sup-

pressed. We then investigate two different classes of models of DHOST: (1) those with an Einstein

frame (that is ai = Q = 0) and (2) those without (i.e. ai ̸= 0 and Q ̸= 0). We find that in the

former resonances are suppressed, as in the minimally coupled case, while, in the latter, there may

be sizable resonances in the GW strain.

From now on and for simplicity, we take an EFT approach and assume that we one can expand

the free functions in powers of X/Λ2, where Λ is the cutoff scale of our theory. In this case, the

leading order terms scale as

C = c0(ϕ) + c1(ϕ)
X

Λ2
, D̂ =

d0(ϕ)

Λ2
, a3 =

a3,0(ϕ)

Λ4
,

P =
1

2
P0(ϕ)X − V (ϕ) + P1(ϕ)

X2

Λ2
, Q = Q1(ϕ)

X

Λ2
. (3.1)

Note that we can always redefine the scalar field to set P0(ϕ) = 1.

A. Parametric resonances for minimally coupled fields

To gain an understanding of potential parametric resonances, we begin with the simplest case

of a minimally coupled canonical scalar field oscillating around the bottom of the potential, which

corresponds to ai = Q = P1 = C = D̂ = 0 and P0(ϕ) = 1 in Eqs. (2.17) and (3.1). In simpler

terms, the GW frame coincides with the matter frame, which is GR plus a canonical scalar field.

This leads to minor oscillations on top of the standard evolution of the Hubble parameter. This

scenario has been extensively examined in existing literature, as seen in [16, 27, 46], hence we will

just concentrate on the key points.

Given the scalar field oscillates at the bottom of the potential, we parameterize it as

ϕ = ϕ̄(τ)f(ωτ) , (3.2)

where ϕ̄ is the slowly varying amplitude and |f(ωτ)| ≤ 1 corresponds to rapid oscillations. Addi-

tionally, we assume that ω ≫ H, with H = a′/a being the conformal Hubble parameter. Utilizing

this, we can approximate the equation of motion as

d2ṽ

dx2
+

(
k2 +

ϕ̄2

6ã2
f ′2 − 2Ṽ

3ω2

)
ṽ = 0 , (3.3)
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where x = ωτ . For instance, for a quartic potential V (ϕ) = λϕ4, the scalar field frequency is given

by ω =
√
λϕ̄2a2/2 and f(ωτ) = sn(ωτ,−1), with sn being the Jacobian elliptic function (refer to

section IV for more details). For ω ≫ H, we can neglect the time dependence of ϕ̄ and a compared

to the rapid oscillation in f ′(x) or f(x), resulting in a Hill’s equation. The parametric resonance

is, however, suppressed by the amplitude of the scalar field ϕ̄2. It is important to note that we

are working in units where the Planck mass is set to one. Therefore, in this case the resonance

is large only if the the scalar field amplitude is near to the Planck scale, otherwise it may yield

subdominant modulations to the GW spectrum.

In what follows, we use the oscillating, minimally coupled, canonical scalar field as a reference

to check whether resonances can be enhanced by modified gravity or not with respect to such

benchmark.

B. Resonances in DHOST models with Einstein Frame

As a next step, let us consider the case where the modified gravity model has an Einstein frame,

i.e., after performing the disformal transformation we have that ai = 0 and Q = 0. Recall that,

however, the matter sector is disformally coupled to the scalar field. The total action then reads

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[1
2
R+ P (ϕ,X)

]
+ SM (g̃µν , χ) . (3.4)

In this case, the EOM takes the schematic form:

Gαβ = TP
αβ + Tm

αβ , (3.5)

where TP
αβ is the energy momentum tensors of the scalar field. At the FLRW background, it is

given by

TP
αβ = δ0αδ

0
βρϕ + δαiδβja

2pϕ = δ0αδ
0
β

(
1

2
X + V + 3P1

X2

Λ

)
+ δαiδβja

2

(
1

2
X − V + P1

X2

Λ2

)
, (3.6)

where in the second step we have used the expansion of P (ϕ,X) given by Eq. (3.1). Using the

background equation of motions in conformal time we obtain

−2
a′′

a
=

(
pϕ − 1

3
ρϕ

)
a2 − 1

3
d0pra

2 ϕ̇
2

Λ2
, (3.7)

resulting in

v′′ +

(
k2 +

1

2

(
pϕ − 1

3
ρϕ

)
a2 − 1

6
d0pa

2 ϕ̇
2

Λ2

)
v ≃ 0 . (3.8)

Firstly, note that if the original model is related to GR via a pure conformal transformation (i.e.

D = 0), such as the Brans-Dicke model studied in App. A, the last term vanishes and there is no
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direct dependence on the matter sector due to the conformal invariance of radiation. The structure

of the equation of motion is essentially the same as in (3.3) and the resonance is highly suppressed

for ϕ̄≪ 1.

Now we consider two different regimes: deep in radiation domination where ρϕ ≪ prϕ̇
2/Λ2, and

the scalar field domination where prϕ̇
2/Λ2 ≪ ρϕ.

1. Radiation domination

In the deep radiation domination epoch, we can approximate prϕ̇
2/Λ2 ≫ ρϕ, pϕ, rendering

only the last term significant. Given that term is already suppressed by ϕ̇2/Λ2, we only consider

the leading order solution of ϕ and pr. As before, we model the background solution of ϕ as

ϕ = ϕ̄(τ)f(ωτ). Then, the EOM can be approximated as

dv

dx2
+

(
k2

ω2
− 1

6
d0

H2ϕ̄2

a2Λ2
f ′2(x)

)
v ≃ 0 , (3.9)

where x = ωτ and we have used that pra
2 ≃ H2 from the background EOM. The equation of

motion again takes the form of a Hill’s equation. However, the parametric resonance is suppressed

by H2ϕ̄2

a2Λ2 . To maintain a consistent expansion in orders of X/Λ2, we must require that X/Λ2 =

ϕ̄2ω2/(a2Λ2) ≪ 1. Therefore, at best, the resonance is suppressed by H2/ω2. However, to neglect

the time dependency of H and ϕ̄, we need to require that ω ≫ H, which shows that the resonance

is highly suppressed.

2. Scalar field domination

The other possibility is that the energy density of the scalar field is not subdominant, so that

we cannot neglect pϕ − ρϕ/3. Using the form of P (ϕ,X) (3.1), we obtain

pϕ − 1

3
ρϕ =

1

3
X − 4

3
V , (3.10)

which takes the same form as for the canonical scalar field in (3.3), since the leading contribution

proportional to P1(ϕ) cancels each other. Therefore, the parametric resonance is suppressed by ϕ̄2

(see discussion in the previous section IIIA).

In summary, as long as the modified gravity model can be expressed in terms of a K-essence

fluid, whose scalar amplitude is much smaller than the Planck scale, and a non-minimally coupled

radiation fluid, the resonances are highly suppressed. Note that this might change if we consider

a different matter sector which is not conformal invariant (see for instance [16]).
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C. Resonances in DHOST models with No Einstein Frame

As a final step, we consider the general case where it is not possible to eliminate all higher

derivative terms in the action via the disformal transformation. The Einstein Equations can now

be schematically written as

Gαβ = TP
αβ + Tm

αβ + TQ
αβ + T a

αβ , (3.11)

where TQ
αβ and T a

αβ denote the contributions from the non-minimally coupled scalar field. At the

background level, they are explicitly given by

TQ
αβ =δ0αδ

0
β

(
−6HQ1

ϕ̇3

Λ2
+Q′

1

ϕ̇4

Λ2

)
+ δαiδβia

2

(
2Q1

ϕ̇2ϕ̈

Λ2
+Q′

1

ϕ̇4

Λ2

)
, (3.12)

T a
αβ =δ0αδ

0
β

(
a0

(
(9H2 + 3Ḣ)

ϕ̇4

Λ4
− 3H

ϕ̇3ϕ̈

Λ4

)
+ 3a′0H

ϕ̇5

Λ4

)

+ δαiδβia
2

(
a0

3ϕ̇2ϕ̈2 + ϕ̇3
...
ϕ

Λ4
+ a′0

ϕ̇4ϕ̈

Λ4

)
. (3.13)

Assuming that ω ≫ H, ϕ≪ 1 and using the ansatz ϕ = ϕ̄(τ)f(ωτ) we obtain

d2v

dx2
+

(
k2

ω2
+Q1

ω2ϕ̄3

a2Λ2
f ′2f ′′ +

1

2
a0
ϕ̄4ω4

a4Λ4
(3f ′2(f ′′)2 + f ′3f ′′′)

)
v ≃ 0 . (3.14)

We see that the leading order terms relevant for the resonances are suppressed by Q1X/Λ
2ϕ̄ ∼

Q1ω
2ϕ̄2/(a2Λ2)ϕ̄ or a0X

2/Λ4 ∼ ω4ϕ̄4/(a4Λ4). These terms are dominant in comparison to a

standard canonical scalar field if X/Λ2 ∼ ϕ̄2ω2/(a2Λ2) ≥ ϕ̄.

Therefore, for a very small amplitude of the scalar field, the dominant contributions will come

from ai and then Q, but they are suppressed by X2/Λ4 or (X/Λ2)ϕ, instead of just X/Λ2 as one

might expect. This is interesting since in the original frame, the modifications of the sound speed

or the friction term scale at leading order as X̃/Λ2. However, as we can see from the gravitational

wave frame, these modifications each other at leading order so that the final resonance is suppressed

by X̃2/Λ4 or ϕX̃/Λ2.

IV. NON-MINIMALLY COUPLED ULTRA-LIGHT DARK MATTER

Let us turn to an interesting application of our formalism. We consider ULDM with a non-

minimal coupling to gravity, where the total action reads

S =

∫
d4 x

√
−g̃
[1
2
R̃+

1

2
X̃ − 1

2
m2ϕ2 − λ

4
ϕ4 + G̃µν ϕµϕν

Λ2

]
+ Sm(g̃µν , ψ) , (4.1)
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Interestingly, this specific form of the non-minimal coupling has been discussed in the literature

in the context of galaxy clustering [47].2 As we argued in § III, it is more convenient to work in

the GW frame. In the present case, the GW frame is obtained from Eq. (4.1) after performing a

disformal transformation (2.12) with

C =−
1 + s−

√
2 X
Λ2 c

8 X
Λ2

≃ 1− 6X

Λ2
, (4.3)

D̂ =
1

Λ2

8 +
√
2(−1 + s)c

16 X
Λ2

≃ − 2

Λ2
+

8X

Λ4
, (4.4)

where we defined

c =

√√√√1 + s+ 4 X
Λ2

(
1 + 2s− 4(3 + s) X

Λ2

)
X2

Λ4

, s =

√
1− 8

X

Λ2
, (4.5)

and in the last step of Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4) we expanded at leading order in X/Λ2. After the

disformal transformation we find in the GW frame that

P (ϕ,X) =

√
1− D̂XC2

[
1

2

X

C(1− D̂X)
− V (ϕ)

]
≃ 1

2
X − V +

X

Λ2

(
11V − 7

2
X

)
, (4.6)

a3(ϕ,X) ≃ 1

Λ4

(
40 + 328

X

Λ2

)
. (4.7)

We have Q = 0 since except for the potential, the free functions are shift symmetric.

Since we are interested in small oscillatory modulations, we may only consider the leading order

solution of the background equation of motion for ϕ, which is given by

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+m2ϕ+ λϕ3 =O(
X

Λ2
) . (4.8)

In the regime where the self-interaction term dominates λϕ2 ≫ m2, which we expect to be the case

in the early universe for light scalar fields, we obtain

ϕ ≃ ϕ0
a

sn(x,−1) , X ≃ ϕ20ω
2

2a4

(
cn(x,−1)dn(x,−1)− H

ω
sn(x,−1)

)2

, (4.9)

where

x = ω(τ − τ⋆) , ω =
√
λϕ20/2 , (4.10)

and sn(x,−1), dn(x,−1) and cn(x,−1) are the Jacobi elliptic functions and τ⋆ is the conformal

time at the start of the resonance period. As an abuse of notation, we will use sn(x,−1) ≡ sn(x)

2 We can also rewrite the action into a more standard form after integration by parts, namely

S =

∫
d4 x

√
−g̃

[1
2

(
1 +

2X̃

Λ2

)
R̃+

1

2
X̃ − 1

2
m2ϕ2 − λ

4
ϕ4 − 1

Λ2

(
∇̃µ∇̃νϕ∇̃µ∇̃νϕ− (□̃ϕ)2

) ]
+ Sm(g̃µν , ψ) . (4.2)
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and similarly for cn(x) and dn(x). In terms of our previous notation this solution corresponds to

ϕ̄(τ) = ϕ0/a and f(ωτ) = sn(x). Note, that while the self-interaction dominates the scalar field

behaves as radiation. Only after the mass term dominates at τ ≥ τt, where τt is defined through

m2a(τt)
2 = λϕ20, the scalar field mimics dark matter, i.e. ϕ̄ ∝ 1/a3/2. We use the subscript “t” in

τt to denote the transition to the time when m2ϕ2 dominates the potential. Of course, we require

this to occur before matter-radiation equality, namely τt < τeq. Requiring that the scalar field is

responsible for all dark matter at radiation-matter equality we find the amplitude ϕ0 to be roughly

ϕ0 ∼ Heq

m

√
aeq
a(τt)

.

For the tensor modes, we focus on the impact of the terms proportional to a0, which are

dominant for ω ≫ H and ϕ0 ≪ 1. Expanding Eq. (2.15) up to the order β = H/ω, we find

d2v

dx2
+
(
κ2 − 120α2(sn(x)2 − 4sn(x)6 + 4sn(x)10) + 120βα2cn(x)sn(x)3dn(x)(8− 11sn(x)4)

)
v ≃ 0 ,

(4.11)

where we defined for compactness

κ =
k

ω
, α =

ϕ20ω
2

a4Λ2
≡ α⋆

(1 + β⋆x)4
, β =

H
ω

≡ β⋆
1 + β⋆x

, a(x) = a⋆ (1 + β⋆x) . (4.12)

In Eq. (4.12) we evaluate the parameters around τ = τ⋆ which corresponds to the onset of the

resonance. In this way, the subscript “⋆” means evaluation at τ = τ⋆. We also introduced x =

ω(τ − τ⋆) for convenience as x ∼ 0 for τ ∼ τ⋆. Note that the leading order term in Eq. (4.11)

scales as α2
⋆, which corresponds to X2/Λ4, as we have shown in general in § III. As we will later

see, the ratio between the Hubble parameter at the start of the resonance H⋆ and the frequency

ω, i.e. β⋆ = H⋆/ω, determines how long the mode remains in the resonance band.

We proceed with the analysis of the resonances in (4.11). First, since resonances occur on short

time scales, we may neglect cosmic expansion (β⋆ = 0). Then, we solved the Eq. (4.11) numerically

and show our results in Figure 1. On the left, we plot the first instability band. On the right, we

show the maximal Floquet exponent µκ versus α⋆, which scales as µκ ≃ 5.55α2
⋆ . This indicates

that the resonance is in the first resonance band, similar to the standard Mathieu equation.

After showing the presence of the resonant bands, let us discuss the impact of cosmic expansion.

We show the numerical results in Figure 2. On the left upper panel, we plotted the evolution of v

for two different values of β⋆ for κ = 1.81. This figure shows that the cosmic expansion halts the

resonance at a certain point, and after a slight drop, it approaches a constant value. To gain a better

understanding we plotted on right upper panel the scale dependency of vmax, i.e. the maximal

value of v before the modes exit the resonance band at xmax. We compared this to evolving v

without cosmic expansion β⋆ = 0 for the same timescale xmax. Due to the cosmic expansion, the

spectrum broadens and shifts to smaller values of κ. This shift can be easily understood since due
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FIG. 1. On the left, we plotted the Floquet exponent µκ of the first instability band without cosmic

expansion (β⋆ = 0) in dependence on α⋆ and κ showing that the resonance frequency shifts towards smaller

values by decreasing α⋆. On the right, we plotted the maximal Floquet exponent µκ versus α⋆ confirming

that the resonance is in the first resonance band µκ = Aα2
⋆.

redshifting the modes traverse through the resonance band. Therefore, we obtain the maximal

amplification if the mode scans the entire band instead of starting at the center and only scanning

part of the resonance band. This also explains why without cosmic expansion at the center of the

resonance band, amplification is significant higher but falls off much more rapidly away from the

center.

On the lower panel of Figure 2, we study the impact of β⋆ on the maximal amplification by

plotting vmax vs β⋆ on the left. The fit is an exponential decay log vmax = Ae−Bβ⋆ + C with

A ≃ 22.5, B ≃ 479.9 and C ≃ 2.4. We can see that the the resonance is highly dependent on β⋆

since it determines how long a mode stays inside the resonance band (lower right panel). The fit

is given by xmax = AβB⋆ with A ≃ 0.148 and B ≃ −0.914. As a very rough estimate, we have that

xmaxβ⋆ ∼ µκ since the width of the resonance band is of the order of the Floquet exponent.

Parameter Estimate

The maximal time span xmax a mode stays inside the resonance band depends on the band

width, which is proportional to the Floquet exponent µκ, and the relative cosmological expansion

β⋆ and is at least roughly given by xmax ∼ µκ/β⋆ as discussed in the previous section. On the

other hand, the Floquet exponent in the first resonance bands scales as µκ ∼ α2
⋆. Together, we

can estimate the enhancement factor as P ∼ exmaxµκ . We can note that the enhancement is highly

sensitive to α⋆ and for a significant enhancement we need to require that xmaxµκ ∼ α4
⋆/β⋆ ≳ 1. In
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FIG. 2. Impact of cosmic expansion on the parametric resonance for α⋆ = 0.3. On the left upper panel,

we plotted the evolution of the tensor modes for two different parameters of β⋆, showing that due to the

cosmic expansion modes leave the resonance band. On the right, scale dependency for vmax is plotted and

compared without cosmic expansion up to xmax. On the left lower panel, maximal amplification vmax vs β⋆

is plotted showing the strong dependence on β⋆ since it fixes the timescale xmax how long mode stays inside

the resonance band, which we show on the right lower panel.

terms of the model parameters we can express the condition as

α4
⋆

β⋆
∼
(
H⋆

Λ

)8( at
aeq

)4 m

H⋆

a(τt)

a⋆
∼ 1021

( m
eV

)(MeV

T⋆

)(
Teq
Tt

)5(H⋆

Λ

)8

≳ 1 , (4.13)

which provides a lower bound for the mass. Further, we require our EFT to hold up to BBN

or even earlier, which means a⋆ ≤ 10−8. In a complete picture, this would entail, e.g., that the

scalar field is frozen before BBN because of a very flat potential, thus rendering the modifications

negligible. Only after a⋆ the modified gravity corrections become relevant as X/Λ2 is sizable.

On the other hand, the resonance frequency f ∼ ω is related to the mass m or the coupling of

the quartic interaction λ via ω ∼
√
λϕ0 ∼ mat which in terms of the model parameter is given by

f ∼ ω ∼ 1011
( m
eV

)( at
10−4

)
Hz , (4.14)
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or equivalently

m ∼ 10−11

(
10−4

at

)(
f

1Hz

)
eV. (4.15)

In order to get a feeling for the parameters let us now consider two different examples:

• LISA frequency fLISA ∼ 10−2Hz

m ∼ 10−13

(
10−4

at

)
eV , β⋆ ∼ 10−7

(
T⋆

10MeV

)2 ( a⋆
10−8

)
,

α4
⋆

β⋆
∼ 109

( m

10−13 eV

)(10MeV

T⋆

)(
Teq
Tt

)5(H⋆

Λ

)8

.

• LIGO/ ET frequency fET ∼ 102Hz

m ∼ 10−9

(
10−4

at

)
eV , β⋆ ∼ 10−11

(
T⋆

10MeV

)2 ( a⋆
10−8

)
,

α4
⋆

β⋆
∼ 1013

( m

10−9 eV

)(10MeV

T⋆

)(
Teq
Tt

)5(H⋆

Λ

)8

We can note that in order to have a significant enhancement in the LISA frequency range we need

that the resonance starts quite close to the cutoff scale H⋆/Λ ∼ 1. For the ET frequency range the

parameter space is significantly larger.

To shorten the computation time we solve the Eq. (4.11) for α⋆ = 0.1, κ = 1.258 and β⋆ = 4·10−4

numerically which is plotted in figure 3. A value of α⋆ = 0.1 is at the upper end to allow for a

consistent EFT expansion and requires that H⋆/Λ ∼ 1. We can see that the modes leave the

resonance band at roughly xmax ∼ 400, leading to a final amplification slightly above 2 · 104. On

the right, we plotted the spectrum of v after it approaches the plateau vp. To get an estimate

for the gravitational wave spectrum nowadays ΩGW (t0), we use that the amplification is occurring

on very short timescales in comparison to the Hubble parameter and after that, the tensor modes

evolve like in GR so that we can estimate

ΩGW (t0) = ΩGR,GW (t0)v
2
p , (4.16)

where ΩGR,GW (t0) is the spectrum in standard GR for slow-roll inflation and we used the initial

conditions v(t⋆) = 1.

On the lower panel, we plotted the spectrum ΩGW (t0) in comparison to the LISA sensitivity

curve with ω = 10−2Hz and to the Einstein telescope with ω = 30Hz for a tensor-to-scalar ratio of

r = 0.01. Since we fix β⋆, increasing ω means that for the Einstein telescope we consider resonances

which occur earlier in time. Due to the narrow resonance band, the signal is strongly peaked. We

can see that for our parameter choice, the enhancement of the gravitational wave spectrum in the
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FIG. 3. In the upper left panel, we plotted the evolution of the tensor modes for κ = 1.258. In the right

upper panel, we depicted the scale dependency of the first resonance band after the modes reach a plateau. In

the lower left panel, we illustrated the corresponding energy density ΩGW (t0) with the first three resonance

bands, compared to the sensitivity curve of LISA for ω = 10−2 Hz. In the lower right panel, we compared it

to the sensitivity curve of the Einstein Telescope for ω = 30Hz. The other parameters used in these plots

are α⋆ = 0.1 and β⋆ = 4 · 10−4.

first resonance band is sufficient to be detected by LISA or ET, while the following two bands

are below the sensitivity of these detectors. To shorten numerical computation time, we only

evaluated the amplification for the first three bands. In general, there are further smaller peaks

in the spectrum which are not shown in the plot since there are well below current and future

detector sensitivity limits.

V. DISCUSSION

We discussed how gravitational waves can be enhanced by parametric resonances due to os-

cillations at the background level in modified gravity theories. These resonances can originate

from oscillations of the Hubble parameter, as seen in standard GR [27, 46], but can also stem

from the modified friction term and a non-trivial propagation speed of the tensor modes. We

proposed evaluating the effect in what we called the GW frame, where all effects are incorporated
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into the evolution of the scale factor. Our focus was on quadratic DHOST models in Class I. We

demonstrated that if the modified gravity model can be purely expressed in terms of a minimal

coupled scalar field plus disformal coupled radiation, the resonances are highly suppressed during

the radiation domination epoch. To obtain sizeable modifications during this epoch, one needs

modifications which cannot be achieved by a disformal transformation of GR.

As a specific example, we consider ULDM with an additional non-trivial coupling between the

scalar field and gravity. The evolution of the tensor modes exhibits a structure similar to a Mathieu

equation, containing instability bands. The resonances are controlled by two parameters: the ratio

between the resonance frequency and the Hubble parameter β⋆, which controls the time span in

which the modes stay in the resonance band, and the ratio of the scalar energy density to the cutoff

scale α⋆, which controls the strength of the resonance. By tuning these parameters, the resonance

can be sufficiently strong to enhance the background of primordial tensor modes from inflation to

levels detectable by upcoming gravitational wave detectors such as LISA or the Einstein telescope.

Lastly, we would like to stress that the formalism developed in this work also applies to general

oscillating non-minimally coupled scalar fields in the early universe, not only to the case of ULDM.

Thus, finding very sharp peaks in the GW spectrum may be an indication of modifications of

gravity in the early universe.
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Appendix A: Conformal coupled Matter

In this appendix we explicitly show that in the case of Brans-Dicke theory, with a coupling of

the type ϕ2R, the resonances in the GW equation stemming from the non-minimal coupling are
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suppressed (or similar to the minimally coupled canonical scalar field) during radiation domination.

The analysis of this appendix is readily applicable to the general case of f(ϕ)R.

1. Jordan frame

Let us consider a simple conformal coupling of the matter sector, which in the Jordan frame is

given by

SJ =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
{
1

2

(
1 + 2ξϕ̃2

)
R̃− 1

2
g̃µν∂µϕ̃∂ν ϕ̃− Ṽ (ϕ̃)

}
+ SM (g̃µν , χ) . (A1)

The background equations of motion are given by

3H̃2 =
ã2ρ̃r +

1
2 ϕ̃

′2 + ã2Ṽ (ϕ̃)

1 + 2ξϕ̃2 + 4ξ ϕ̃
′

H̃ ϕ̃
, (A2)

and

ϕ̃′′ + 2H̃ϕ̃′ + ã2Ṽϕ̃ = 2ã2ξϕ̃R̃ . (A3)

We assume that the radiation fluid dominates, i.e., ã2ρ̃r ≫ 1
2 ϕ̃

′2 + ã2Ṽ , so that the Friedmann

equation can be approximated as

3H̃2 ≃ ã2ρ̃r

1 + 2ξϕ̃2 + 4ξ ϕ̃
′

H̃ ϕ̃
. (A4)

In that case, in the Jordan frame, R̃ = O(ξ), so that the correction to the scalar field equation

of motion are of order O(ξ2) and can be neglected. Furthermore, the Friedmann equation can be

rewritten as

3H̃2

1 +
4ξ ϕ̃

′ϕ̃

H̃
1 + 2ξϕ̃2

 ≃ ã2ρ̃r

1 + 2ξϕ̃2
, (A5)

Utilizing ρ̃r ∝ ã−4, we can identify a new scale factor and Hubble parameter as

a2 =ã2(1 + 2ξϕ̃2) , (A6)

H =H̃+
2ξϕ̃′ϕ̃

1 + 2ξϕ̃2
. (A7)

This is, indeed, the standard scale factor and Hubble parameter in the Einstein frame.

2. Einstein frame

Alternatively, by performing the conformal transformation

g̃µν = Ω2gµν Ω−2 = 1 + 2ξϕ̃2 , (A8)



20

we can rewrite the action (A1) in the Einstein frame

SE =

∫
d4x

√
g

(
1

2
R− 1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− Ω4V (ϕ)

)
+ SM (g̃µν , χ) , (A9)

where we have redefined the scalar field as

dϕ = dϕ̃

√
1 + 3

(
Ωϕ̃

Ω

)2

. (A10)

The matter sector remains unchanged due to the conformal invariance of radiation. The background

equation of motions are given by

3H2 = a2ρr +
1

2
ϕ′2 + a2V (ϕ) , (A11)

ϕ′′ + 2Hϕ′ + Vϕ = 0 , (A12)

with V (ϕ) = Ω4Ṽ . At leading order in ξ,

dϕ ≃ dϕ̃
(
1 + 3ξ2ϕ̃2

)
, (A13)

so that as a good approximation, ϕ ≃ ϕ̃ + O(ξ2), and at leading order, the dynamics of the

scalar field in both frames are the same. Using ρr ∝ a−4, the zeroth-order solution of the scale

factor is a ∼ τ . The only leading-order contribution in ξ to the Hubble parameter is inside the

potential V (ϕ) ≃ (1 + 4ξϕ2)Ṽ . However, as long as the radiation fluid is dominating, this impact

is additionally suppressed by Ṽ /ρr, i.e.

3H2 ≃ a2ρr

(
1 +

1
2ϕ

′2 + a2Ṽ (1 + 4ξϕ2)

ρr

)
. (A14)

3. Tensor modes

The action for the tensor modes in both frames is given by

SJ =

∫
d4x ã2

(
1 + 2ξϕ̃2

)(
h̃′2ij − (∂kh̃ij)

2
)
, (A15)

and

SE =

∫
d4x a2

(
h′2ij − (∂khij)

2
)
, (A16)

where

a2 = ã2(1 + 2ξϕ2) . (A17)

In the Einstein frame the equation of motion for the normalized tensor modes is given by

v′′ +

(
k2 − a′′

a

)
v ≈ v′′ +

(
k2 +

1

6

ϕ′2

a2
+

1

3
Ṽ
(
1 + 4ξϕ2

))
v = 0 , (A18)
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where in the second step we have used the background equation of motions. The leading resonant

effect due to the oscillating scalar field is the same as for a minimally coupled scalar field, while

the modified gravity effect proportional to ξ is additionally suppressed by the energy density of the

scalar field as discussed in the previous section.

In the Jordan frame the discussion is a bit more involved. Using the equation of motion

ṽ′′ +

(
k2 − ã′′

ã
− 2ξ

ϕ̃′2 + ϕ̃ϕ̃′′ + 2H̃ϕ̃ϕ̃′

1 + 2ξϕ̃2
+ 4ξ2

ϕ̃′2ϕ̃2

(1 + 2ξϕ̃2)2

)
ṽ = 0 , (A19)

we might naively guess that the third term in the bracket provides a resonance which is not

additionally suppressed by the energy density of the scalar field. However, using (A17) and ϕ̃ =

ϕ+O(ξ2) the term is exactly cancelled by ã′′/ã leading to the same conclusion as in the Einstein

frame.

Therefore, during radiation domination the non-trivial conformal coupling between the scalar

field and the curvature, ϕ̃2R̃, cannot enhance the parametric resonance since the contribution from

the modified friction term and the background equation of motions exactly cancel each other at

leading order.
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