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F (Q) gravity with Gauss-Bonnet corrections:
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We show that in the f(Q) gravity with a non-metricity scalar Q, the curvatures in Einstein’s grav-
ity, that is, the Riemann curvature constructed from the standard Levi-Civita connection, could not
be excluded or naturally appear. The first observation is that even in f(Q) gravity, the conser-
vation of the matter energy-momentum tensor is not described by the covariant derivatives in the
non-metricity gravity but that is given by the Levi-Civita connection. The commutator of the
covariant derivatives in Einstein’s gravity inevitably induces the Riemann curvature. There is no
symmetry nor principle which prohibits the Riemann curvature in non-metricity gravity. Based on
this observation, we propose and investigate f (Q,G) gravity with the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G

and its generalisations. We show how f (Q,G) models realising any given the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetime can be reconstructed. We apply the reconstruction formalism
to cosmology. Explicitly, the gravity models which realise slow roll or constant roll inflation, dark
energy epoch as well as the unification of the inflation and dark energy are found. The dynamical
autonomous system and the gravitational wave in the theory under investigation are discussed. It
is found the condition that the de Sitter spacetime becomes the (stable) fixed point of the system.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently different versions of modified gravity theories have been very actively studied (see reviews [1–5]). Indeed,
there appear more and more indications that there should be a more fundamental gravity theory beyond Einstein’s
general relativity, which so far is a rather successful candidate for classical gravity. In the framework of general
relativity, we find many unsolved problems like a dark energy problem and H0-tension. Especially when we consider
quantum aspects of gravity, the information loss problem is caused by a black hole. So far we have not succeeded in
constructing a realistic theory of renormalisable quantum gravity. Modified gravities are not the final theory but they
may provide useful hints for the final fundamental theory of gravity.
One important question is whether gravity should be formulated in terms of the Riemann curvatures, that is, the

curvature given by the Levi-Civita connection. Gravity with the torsion T [6–9] instead of the Riemann curvature
and its recent variant f(T ) gravity [3, 10–13] have been actively studied.
More recently, the theories based on non-metricity tensors have been widely discussed [14–17]. In this theory, a

fundamental geometrical quantity is the non-metricity scalar Q and the connection is another independent variable.
By imposing conditions that the Riemann tensor and torsion tensor vanish, the connection is written by the four scalar
fields [18–21]. For the general covariance, it is often chosen the gauge condition that the connection vanishes, which
is called the coincident gauge. When the action is linear in Q, the theory is equivalent to Einstein’s general relativity.
This is because the difference between Q and the scalar curvature in Einstein’s gravity is the total derivative.
One may consider an analogue of f(R) gravity or f(T ) gravity for the symmetric teleparallel theory, that is, f(Q)

gravity, where f(Q) is a Lagrangian density and a function of Q. Especially, the studies on the dynamical degrees of
freedom (DOF) have been thoroughly done [22–27]. The problem has not been completely solved although the only
propagating mode in the flat background is a graviton [28], whose situation has not changed from Einstein’s gravity
and is similar to f(T ) gravity [29]. This state-of-the-art can also be compared with the f(R) gravity, where extra
scalar mode propagates. The corresponding scalar mode in the f(Q) gravity does not propagate due to the constraint
[27]. This result is consistent with that in [28].
In [30], it has been proposed to define f(Q) gravity theory by using the metric and four scalar fields as independent
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fields. Although the number of on-shell dynamical degrees of freedom is still not clear, the equations given by the
variation of the action with respect to these fields become consistent. Note that all the equations given by the variation
of the action with respect to the connection are not valid and they often conflict with each other. This is because
the connections are constrained by the curvature-free and torsion-free conditions. This problem is avoided by the
formulation presented in [30].
In this paper, we show that the symmetric teleparallel theory does not exclude the Riemann curvature constructed

from the standard Levi-Civita connection. This idea is not new, of course. In [31], a model called f(Q,C) gravity

is proposed, where C is the difference between Q and the scalar curvature R̃ in Einstein’s gravity, C = R̃ − Q. We
should note that C is a total derivative. The action of f(Q,C) gravity is given by a function f(Q,C) of Q and C.

Even if we consider the f(Q, R̃) gravity, whose action is given by a function f(Q, R̃), because f(Q, R̃) = f(Q,Q+C),
the model can be regarded as the f(Q,C) gravity. One reason why the symmetric teleparallel theory can include
the curvature in Einstein’s gravity is that the conservation law is usually given in terms of the covariant derivative
defined by the Levi-Civita connection. The commutator of two covariant derivatives inevitably induces the curvature
in Einstein’s gravity. In this paper, we propose to consider f (Q,G) gravity, where G is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant.
We apply this model to the cosmology and give an explicit formulation for the cosmological reconstruction. It is
proposed a systematic way to construct such a theory which realises any given geometry.
The paper is composed as follows: After the brief review of f(Q) gravity in the next section II, Section III is

devoted to the explanation of why one can/should include the curvatures in Einstein’s gravity into f(Q) gravity.
After that, we concentrate on f (Q,G) gravity and derive the field equations. After mentioning the ghost problem
in the theory in Section IV, we present the explicit forms of the field equations in the spatially flat Friedmann-
Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetime in Section V. In this section, we also investigate the formalism of the
cosmological reconstruction, which realises an arbitrary given FLRW spacetime. In this formalism, we are interested
in finding a model that realises the geometry desired from the theoretical and/or observational viewpoints. If the
model can consistently realise the spacetime, the model can be realistic gravity theory. In Section VI, we apply
the formalism of the cosmological reconstruction and construct models which mimic the ΛCDM model, describe the
slow-roll or constant-roll inflation, unify inflation and dark energy. Finally, we consider a dynamical autonomous
system in the model. Some remarks on the gravitational wave in f (Q,G) are also made. After that, in Section VII,

we briefly note possible generalisation of the model like f
(

Q, R̃,G
)

theory. The last section is devoted to Summary

and Discussions.

II. BRIEF REVIEW OF f(Q) GRAVITY

As is mentioned in [30], the treatment of the f(Q) gravity is often not well-defined. This comes from the problem
of the dynamical degrees of freedom. One cannot use all the equations given by the variation of the action with
respect to the connection because the connection is very restricted by requiring that the torsion and the Riemann
tensor should vanish. Therefore all the components of the connection are not independent. In [30], we defined the
f(Q) model only by using the metric and four scalar fields ξa. As a result, the model under consideration becomes
well-defined and the inconsistency in choosing the so-called coincident gauge in the FLRW spacetime becomes clear.
The general affine connection can be decomposed into three parts,

Γσ
µν = Γ̃σ

µν +Kσ
µν + Lσ

µν . (1)

Here Γ̃σ
µν is the standard Levi-Civita connection in the Einstein gravity,

Γ̃σ
µν =

1

2
gσρ (∂µgρν + ∂νgρµ − ∂ρgµν) , (2)

Kσ
µν is called contortion and given by the anti-symmetric part of the connection, that is, torsion tensor, T σ

µν =
Γσ

µν − Γσ
νµ,

Kσ
µν =

1

2

(

T σ
µν + T σ

µ ν + T σ
ν µ

)

, (3)

and Lσ
µν is named as deformation and given by,

Lσ
µν =

1

2

(

Qσ
µν −Q σ

µ ν −Q σ
ν µ

)

. (4)
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We call Qσ
µν non-metricity tensor and define it by,

Qσµν = ∇σgµν = ∂σgµν − Γρ
σµgνρ − Γρ

σνgµρ . (5)

The tensor Qσµν is used for the construction of the f(Q) gravity.
We only consider the case without torsion and assume Γσ

µν is symmetric under the exchange of µ and ν, Γσ
µν =

Γσ
νµ. By requiring the Riemann tensor to vanish,

Rλ
µρν ≡ Γλ

µν,ρ − Γλ
µρ,ν + Γη

µνΓ
λ
ρη − Γη

µρΓ
λ
νη = 0 , (6)

we obtain symmetric teleparallel theories of gravity. A solution of Eq. (6) is given by using four fields ξa (a = 0, 1, 2, 3)
as follows,

Γρ
µν =

∂xρ

∂ξa
∂µ∂νξ

a . (7)

In the Levi-Civita connection (2), this connection (7) corresponds to the pure gauge, that is, the connection is given

by the coordinate transformation xa → ξa from the flat spacetime, whose metric is given by ηab =

(

−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

)

,

gµν = ∂ξa

∂xµ

∂ξb

∂xν ηab. As the curvature is covariant under the coordinate transformation, the obtained curvature vanishes
because the curvature vanishes in the flat spacetime.
As we see later, ξa’s should not be vector fields but scalar fields. By using gauge degrees of freedom coming from the

general covariance, one may choose the gauge condition Γρ
µν = 0, which is called the coincident gauge and realised by

choosing ξa = xa. The gauge condition contradicts the FLRW universe and the spherically symmetric spacetime, in
general, because the assumption of the FLRW universe or the spherically symmetric spacetime is another coordinate
choice.
Under the infinitesimal transformation of ξa,

ξa → ξa + δξa . (8)

the connection in (7) transforms as follows,

Γρ
µν → Γρ

µν + δΓρ
µν ≡ Γρ

µν − ∂xρ

∂ξa
∂σδξ

a ∂x
σ

∂ξb
∂µ∂νξ

b +
∂xρ

∂ξa
∂µ∂νδξ

a . (9)

If we regard ξa’s as scalar fields, we obtain δξa = ǫµ∂µξ
a under the coordinate transformation xµ → xµ + ǫµ with

infinitesimally small functions ǫµ. This shows,

δΓρ
µν = ǫσ∂σΓ

ρ
µν − ∂σǫ

ρΓσ
µν + ∂µǫ

ηΓρ
ην + ∂νǫ

ηΓρ
µη + ∂µ∂νǫ

ρ . (10)

The last term in (10) is the inhomogeneous term, by which the general covariance of the covariant derivative is
guaranteed. This is approved because ξa’s are scalar fields.
The symmetric teleparallel theory is given by the scalar of the non-metricity, which is defined as follows,

Q ≡ gµν
(

Lα
βνL

β
µα − Lβ

αβL
α
µν

)

−QσµνP
σµν , (11)

with the following definitions of Lσ
µν and P σµν ,

Lσ
µν ≡ 1

2

(

Qσ
µν −Q σ

µ ν −Q σ
ν µ

)

, (12)

P σ
µν ≡ 1

4

{

−Qσ
µν +Q σ

µ ν +Q σ
ν µ +Qσgµν − Q̃σgµν −

1

2
(δσµQν + δσνQµ)

}

,

Qσ ≡Q µ
σ µ , Q̃σ = Qµ

σµ , (13)

Then

Q = − 1

4
gαµgβνgγρ∇αgβγ∇µgνρ +

1

2
gαµgβνgγρ∇αgβγ∇ρgνµ +

1

4
gαµgβγgνρ∇αgβγ∇µgνρ

− 1

2
gαµgβγgνρ∇αgβγ∇νgµρ . (14)
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The f(Q) gravity is given by the following action,

S =

∫

d4x
√−gf(Q) . (15)

There is a problem with the number of degrees of freedom in f(Q) gravity. Although the functional degrees of freedom
in the connection are restricted by the curvature-free and torsion-free conditions, it is not so clear which could be
valid in the equations given by the variation with respect to the connection. In order to avoid this problem, we regard
the metric gµν and ξa as independent fields as in [30].

III. QG GRAVITY

In this section, we show that non-metricity gravity does not exclude the Riemann curvatures given by the Levi-
Civita connection in (2). First, we show that the covariant derivative defined in the Levi-Civita connection (2) must
appear even in the f(Q) gravity when we include matter.
One should remember that the conservation of matter is obtained only by using the matter equation of motion.

Even if we consider other kind of gravity theories, we find the conservation law of the matter energy-momentum tensor
Tµν . Therefore the conservation should be described by the Levi-Civita connection Γ̃σ

µν in (2) for Einstein’s gravity
even if one considers the f(Q) gravity theory,

0 = ∇̃µTµν = gρµ
(

∂ρTµν − Γ̃σ
ρµTσν − Γ̃σ

ρνTσµ

)

. (16)

Because the equation corresponding to the Einstein equation is given by

0 = Gµν + Tµν , Gµν ≡ 1√−g
gµρgνσ

δS

δgρσ
, (17)

by the consistency of the Lagrangian theory, which is a condition of functional integrability, one gets,

0 = ∇̃µGµν , (18)

This is the generalised Bianchi identity in f(Q) gravity theory.

Therefore the covariant derivative given by only the Levi-Civita connection Γ̃σ
µν appears even in the f(Q) gravity.

The commutator of the Levi-Civita covariant derivatives gives the Riemann curvature in the Einstein gravity. The
curvatures do not, of course, conflict with the general covariance. Therefore one may consider the model of f(Q)
gravity including the curvatures in the Einstein gravity, where the Lagrangian density is given by the function of Q
and the scalar curvature in the Einstein gravity R̃, that is, f(Q, R̃), or even the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G, f(Q, R̃,G),
where

G = R̃2 − 4R̃µνR̃
µν + R̃µνξσR̃

µνξσ . (19)

The f(Q, R̃) gravity is equivalent to f(Q,C) gravity proposed in [31] because C is the difference between Q and the

scalar curvature R̃, C = R̃−Q.
In the following, we consider QG gravity, where the Lagrangian density is a function of Q and G, f(Q,G):

SQG =

∫

d4x
√−gf . (20)

Then by the variation of the action with respect to the metric, one obtains

0 =Tµν +
1

2
gµνf − fQg

αβgγρ
{

−1

4
∇µgαγ∇νgβρ −

1

2
∇αgµγ∇βgνρ

+
1

2
(∇µgαγ∇ρgβν +∇νgαγ∇ρgβµ) +

1

2
∇αgµγ∇ρgνβ +

1

4
∇µgαβ∇νgγρ +

1

2
∇αgµν∇βgγρ

−1

4
(∇µgαβ∇γgνρ +∇νgαβ∇γgµρ)−

1

2
∇αgµν∇γgβρ −

1

4
(∇αgγρ∇µgβν +∇αgγρ∇νgβµ)

}

− gµρgνσ√−g
∂α

[√−gfQ

{

−1

2
gαβgγρgστ∇βgγτ +

1

2
gαβgγρgστ (∇τgγβ +∇γgτβ)



5

+
1

2
gαβgρσgγτ∇βgγτ −

1

2
gαβgρσgγτ∇γgβτ −

1

4

(

gασgγτgβρ + gαρgγτgβσ
)

∇βgγτ

}]

− gµρgνσ√−g
Γρ

αη

[√−gfQ

{

−1

2
gαβgγηgστ∇βgγτ +

1

2
gαβgγηgστ (∇τgγβ +∇γgτβ)

+
1

2
gαβgησgγτ∇βgγτ −

1

2
gαβgησgγτ∇γgβτ −

1

4

(

gασgγτgβη + gαηgγτgβσ
)

∇βgγτ

}]

− gµρgνσ√−g
Γσ

αη

[√−gfQ

{

−1

2
gαβgγρgητ∇βgγτ +

1

2
gαβgγρgητ (∇τgγβ +∇γgτβ)

+
1

2
gαβgρηgγτ∇βgγτ −

1

2
gαβgρηgγτ∇γgβτ −

1

4

(

gαηgγτgβρ + gαρgγτgβη
)

∇βgγτ

}]

− 2fGR̃R̃µν + 4fGR̃µρR̃
ρ
ν − 2fGR̃

ρστ
µ R̃νρστ

− 4fGR̃µρσν R̃
ρσ + 2

(

∇̃µ∇̃νfG

)

R̃

− 2gµν

(

∇̃2fG

)

R̃ − 4
(

∇̃ρ∇̃µfG

)

R̃νρ − 4
(

∇̃ρ∇̃νfG

)

R̃µρ

+ 4
(

∇̃2fG

)

R̃µν + 4gµν

(

∇̃ρ∇̃σfG

)

R̃ρσ − 4
(

∇̃ρ∇̃σfG

)

R̃µρνσ . (21)

Here fQ ≡ ∂f
∂Q

and fG ≡ ∂f
∂G

.

We assume the non-metricity connection in (7) or four scalar fields ξa do not couple directly with the matter. Then
the variation of the action with respect to ξa is given by

0 =Xa ≡ 1√−g

δS

δξa
= ∂σ

{

∂xη

∂ξa
∂xσ

∂ξb
∂ξ∂ζξ

b
(√−gHξζ

η

)

}

+ ∂ξ∂ζ

{

∂xη

∂ξa

(√−gHξζ
η

)

}

= − ∂σ

[

∂xη

∂ξa
∂xσ

∂ξb
∂ξ∂ζξ

b

{√
−gfQ

(

−1

2
gξρgζνgγµ − 1

2
gξρgγνgζµ + 4gξµgζνgγρ

+
1

4
gξµgζγgνρ − gξνgζγgµρ − gµζgνρgξγ − gµγgνρgξζ

)

gηγ∇µgνρ

}]

− ∂ξ∂ζ

[

∂xη

∂ξa

{√−gfQ

(

−1

2
gξρgζνgγµ − 1

2
gξρgγνgζµ + 4gξµgζνgγρ

+
1

4
gξµgζγgνρ − gξνgζγgµρ − gµζgνρgξγ − gµγgνρgξζ

)

gηγ∇µgνρ

}]

. (22)

Here

Hξζ
η ≡ 1√−g

δS

δΓη
ξζ

= − fQ

(

−1

2
gξρgζνgγµ − 1

2
gξρgγνgζµ + 2gξµgζνgγρ

+
1

4
gξµgζγgνρ − gξνgζγgµρ − 1

2
gµζgνρgξγ − 1

2
gµγgνρgξζ

)

gηγ∇µgνρ . (23)

Therefore we obtained the closed set of the equations which we should solve. Note that one cannot put Hξζ
η = 0

because all the components of the connections are not valid due to the constraints of the absence of curvatures (6)
and the torsionless T σ

µν = 0.

IV. GHOST PROBLEM

Let us remark that the Einstein-f (G) gravity includes ghosts in general. Nevertheless, some ghost-free models were

proposed in [32]. In f(Q, R̃) or G, f(Q, R̃,G), there could appear the ghost. First, we briefly review the ghost problem
in the Einstein-f (G) gravity.
The action of the Einstein-f (G) gravity [33–38] is given by

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

(

1

2κ2
R+ f(G) + Lmatter

)

. (24)
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This model is motivated by the scalar-Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity theory [39, 40], whose action is given by,

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

(

1

2κ2
R− 1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ+ h (χ)G − V (χ) + Lmatter

)

. (25)

Here χ is a scalar field, h(χ) is a scalar potential coupling with the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G, and V (χ) is the potential
of the scalar field χ. The action of the Einstein-f (G) gravity (24) can be obtained by dropping the kinetic term of
the scalar field χ,

S =

∫

d4x
√
−g

(

1

2κ2
R+ h (χ)G − V (χ) + Lmatter

)

. (26)

By the variation of the action (26) with respect to the auxiliary field χ, we obtain the following equation,

0 = h′ (χ)G − V ′ (χ) , (27)

which can be solved with respect to χ as a function of the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G, χ = χ (G). By substituting the
obtained expression into Eq. (27), one reobtains the action of Eq. (24) with f (G) being equal to,

f (G) = h (χ (G))G − V (χ (G)) . (28)

This may also indicate that Einstein-f (G) gravity could be also obtained in some limit of the scalar-Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet gravity which is often regarded as string-inspired gravity.

In [32], it has been shown that under the perturbation gµν = g
(0)
µν + δgµν , the field equation includes the fourth

derivative of the metric gµν with respect to the time coordinate, and therefore the perturbed equation generates a
ghost mode, which is a scalar. On the other hand, we can easily find that the scalar-Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity
(25) does not include ghosts.
In the model of Eq. (25), there appears one more dynamical degree of freedom, namely χ, compared with the

Einstein-f (G) gravity (24). In order to reduce the dynamical degrees of freedom, a constraint as in the mimetic
gravity case [41–43] is imposed in [32], by using the Lagrange multiplier field λ,

S =

∫

d4x
√
−g

{

1

2κ2
R + λ

(

1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ+
µ4

2

)

− 1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ+ h (χ)G − V (χ) + Lmatter

}

. (29)

Here µ is a constant with mass dimension. By the variation of the above action (29) with respect to λ, the following
constraint is obtained,

0 =
1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ+
µ4

2
. (30)

It has been shown that due to this constraint, the scalar field χ becomes non-dynamical, that is, χ does not propagate,
in addition to the absence of ghosts. Even in the case of QG gravity (20), the ghosts coming from G sector could be
eliminated by using the formulation similar to the case of the Einstein-f (G) gravity. In fact, even for f (Q,G) gravity,
it is not difficult to consider analogous models including a scalar field,

S =

∫

d4x
√−g (f(Q) + h (χ)G − V (χ) + Lmatter) , (31)

which is a scalar–f(Q)–Gauss-Bonnet gravity. As in (29), we may introduce the Lagrange multiplier field,

S =

∫

d4x
√−g

{

f(Q) + λ

(

1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ+
µ4

2

)

− 1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ+ h (χ)G − V (χ) + Lmatter

}

. (32)

In these models (31) and (32), the ghosts related to the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G do not appear.

At present, it is difficult to discuss the ghost problem in f(Q, R̃) or G, f(Q, R̃,G) gravity theory. This is because
the problem of the dynamical degrees of freedom (DOF) of f(Q) gravity has not been solved [22–27].Hence, we cannot
exclude the possibility that there might appear ghost in the Q-sector. The study of the propagating mode in the
flat background could tell that the only DOF could be a graviton as in Einstein’s theory [28], where the situation
is similar to f(T ) gravity [29]. Note that in f(R) gravity, there appears an extra scalar mode, which appears as a
scale of the metric of the scalar curvature, but this scalar mode is not a ghost. In the case of the f(Q) gravity, the
corresponding scalar mode seems to behave as a ghost but it has been shown that this mode does not propagate
due to the constraint [27]. This result is consistent with that in [28]. Even in the case of the f(T ) gravity, the only
propagating mode in the flat background is a graviton [29] but it is known that in the f(T ) gravity, there appear
superluminal propagating modes, which may indicate that the f(T ) gravity theory could be inconsistent [44, 45]. In
the case of the f(Q) gravity, there might be a similar mode in the higher-order perturbation. If one can separate such
an unphysical mode, the mode could be eliminated by using the constraint as in (30).
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V. FLRW SPACETIME IN f GRAVITY AND COSMOLOGICAL RECONSTRUCTION

In this section, we work in the spatially flat FLRW spacetime whose metric is given,

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
∑

i=1,2,3

(

dxi
)2

. (33)

Here t is the cosmological time and a(t) is called a scale factor. We also assume

ξ0 = b(t) , ξi = xi , (34)

which gives

Γ0
00 = γ(t) ≡ b̈(t)

ḃ(t)
, other components of the connection = 0 . (35)

The assumption (34) could be an almost unique choice which does not violate the rotational symmetry in the spatial
part. Under the assumption, Eq. (23) gives,

H00
0 =

3

2
fQ (Q,G) (γ −H) , Hij

0 = −fQ (Q,G) a−2δij (−2H + γ) , H0i
j =

fQ (Q,G)
2

δ
j

i (7H + 5γ) , (36)

and therefore Eq. (22) is

0 = X0 =
d

dt

[{

3γa3

2b′
fQ (Q,G) (γ −H)

}]

+
d2

dt2

{

a3

b′
fQ (Q,G) (γ −H)

}

. (37)

Note that Xi vanishes identically. The equations in (36) tell that one cannot put Hξζ
η = 0. As we mentioned, this is

because all the components of the connections are not valid due to the constraints R̃λ
µρν = 0 (6) and the torsionless

condition T σ
µν = 0. From Eq. (37), we find,

γ = H . (38)

Therefore the coincident gauge, where γ = 0, is not consistent with the FLRW spacetime.
On the other hand, Eq. (21) gives,

0 = − f − 12H2fQ + GfG − 24ĠfGGH3 + ρ , (39)

0 = f + 4a−3 d

dt

(

a3HfQ
)

− GfG +
2GĠ
3H

fGG + 8H2G̈fGG + 8H2Ġ2fGGG + p . (40)

Here ρ and p are the energy density and the pressure of matter, respectively. We should note that Eq. (40) can be
obtained from (39) and the conservation law of matter,

ρ̇+ 3H (ρ+ p) = 0 . (41)

This situation results from Eq. (18). Therefore one may forget Eq. (40) and only consider Eq. (39).
We now consider the formulation of the “reconstruction” of the model, which realises an arbitrary given FLRW

spacetime (33). Let us try to find a model that realises the geometry desired from the theoretical and/or observational
viewpoints. Assume f (Q,G) is given by the sum of the part including only Q and that including only G,

f = f1(Q) + f2 (G) . (42)

Then Eq. (39) is also separated into two parts and the part coming from matter,

0 = −f1 (Q)− 12H2f ′
1 (Q)− f2 (G) + Gf ′

2 (G)− 24Ġf ′′
2 (G)H3 + ρ , (43)

We should note that the FLRW spacetime (33) includes only one functional degree of freedom, that is, a(t). In
the model (42), there appear two functional degrees of freedom f1(Q) and f2 (G). Here we may choose f2 (G) as an
arbitrary function.
Let us assume the scale factor a and therefore the Hubble rate H ≡ ȧ

a
is given by a function of the cosmological

time t, a = a(t) and H = H(t). Due to Q = −6H2, Q is also given by a function ot t, Q = Q(t), which could be solved

with respect to t, t = t(Q). By using this expression, we can express G, Ġ, and ρ as the functions of Q, G = G(Q),

Ġ = Ġ(Q), and ρ = ρ(Q). Then Eq. (43) can be integrated to give,

f1(Q) =
√

−Q

∫ Q dq√−q

{

−f2 (G (q)) + G (q) f ′
2 (G (q)) +

4√
6
Ġ (q) f ′′

2 (G (q)) (−q)
3
2 + ρ (q)

}

. (44)

Therefore it is obtained the theory realising the given FLRW spacetime.
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VI. COSMOLOGICAL APPLICATIONS IN f (Q,G) GRAVITY

In this section, we apply the formalism of the reconstruction given by Eq. (44) to the cosmology and construct
models which mimic the ΛCDM model, realize the slow-roll or constant-roll inflation, and unify inflation and dark
energy. Furthermore, we formulate a dynamical autonomous system in the model and we investigate the gravitational
wave in f (Q,G).

A. Mimicking ΛCDM model

First, we consider a model mimicking the ΛCDM model, where the scale factor is given by

a(t) = a0 sinh
2
3 (αt) , (45)

where a0 and α are positive constants. Eq. (45) gives the following Hubble rate H(t) and Ḣ(t),

H(t) =
2

3
α coth (αt) . Ḣ(t) = −2

3

α2

sinh2 (αt)
=

2

3
α2 − 3

2
H(t)2 . (46)

Therefore

Q(t) = −8

3
α2 coth2 (αt) , a(t) = a0

(

Q(t) +
8

3
α2

)− 1
3

. (47)

and

G(Q) = −2

3
Q2 − 8

3
α2Q , Ġ(Q) =

32

3

(

α2 +
Q

2

)(

α2 +
3

8
Q

)

√

−Q

6
. (48)

In the ΛCDM model, matter could be the baryonic matter with the EoS parameter 1
3 and therefore the energy density

ρ is given by,

ρ = ρ0a(t)
−3 =

ρ0

a03

(

Q(t) +
8

3
α2

)

. (49)

Then Eq. (44) shows that f1(Q) is given by

f1(Q) =
√

−Q

∫ Q dq√−q

{

−f2 (G (q)) + G (q) f ′
2 (G (q)) +

4√
6
Ġ (q) f ′′

2 (G (q)) (−q)
3
2 +

ρ0

a03

(

q +
8

3
α2

)}

. (50)

In (50), G(q) and Ġ(q) are given by replacing Q with q in (48). Then we can realise the f (Q,G) gravity cosmology
just like in the ΛCDM model without the cosmological constant and the real dark matter. In (49), we assumed the
matter is only baryon but we may partially include the cold dark matter (CDM) in the matter content, which may
contribute the structure formation. If there is any discrepancy between the quantity required for the expansion of the
universe and that necessary for the structure formation, the model may contribute to the difference in an additive
way or a subtractive way.

B. Inflation

Let us construct a model which realises the inflation by using Eq. (44). First, we consider the slow roll inflation
and we explain how one can effectively include the matter creation at the end of the inflation. After that, we also
consider the possibility of the constant-roll inflation [46–61].

1. Slow roll inflation and creation of matter

As a model of inflation, we consider the following,

H(t) =
H0

1 + α ln
(

1 + e
2H0
α

(t−t0)
) . (51)
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This model was proposed in [30]. In (51), α is a positive constant and t0 is a constant corresponding to the time when
the inflation ends. When t ≪ t0, H goes to a constant H → H0, which corresponds to the inflation. When t ≫ t0, we
find H → 1

2(t−t0)
, whose behaviour expresses the radiation-dominated universe. In [30], it has been shown that the

constraints

ns = 0.9649± 0.0042 , r < 0.064 , (52)

which were obtained by the Planck 2018 observation, can be satisfied.
It is believed that the matter could be generated by the quantum corrections at the end of the inflation. These

effects are not included in the classical action. By following [30], we now effectively include the effects by modifying
the energy density ρ in (39) and the pressure p in (40), as follows,

ρ → ρeff ≡ ρ+ Jρ(Q) , p → peff ≡ p+ Jp(Q) . (53)

Here we assume that Jρ(Q) and Jp(Q) are functions of Q just for simplicity. Due to the identity (18), ρeff and peff
must satisfy the conservation law as in (41), which gives,

ρ̇+ 3H (ρ+ p) = J ≡ −Q̇J ′
ρ(Q)− 3H (Jρ(Q) + Jp(Q)) . (54)

Eq. (54) tells that J can be regarded as a source of matter. The source J is chosen not to vanish only just after the
inflation and to generate matter.
For the model (51), by using Q = −6H2, we obtain,

e
2H0
α

(t−t0) = e

1
α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)

− 1 or t = t0 +
α

2H0
ln



e

1
α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)

− 1



 . (55)

Therefore t is explicitly given as a function of Q.
We also find

Ḣ = − 2H2

1 + e−
2H0
α

(t−t0)
= 2H2

(

1− e−
1
α (

H0
H

−1)
)

= −Q

3



1− e
− 1

α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)



 . (56)

Therefore the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G is given by

G = 24
(

H4 +H2Ḣ
)

= G(Q) ≡ 2Q2







1− 2

3
e
− 1

α

(
√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)







. (57)

We also obtain

Ġ = 16

√

−Q5

6



1− 2

3
e
− 1

α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)

+
1

6α
e
− 1

α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)

√

−6H0
2

Q







1− e
− 1

α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)



 . (58)

The above expressions (57) and (58) are used when we calculate the r.h.s. in (44).
As mentioned around Eq. (54), the radiation could be generated at the end of the inflation t ∼ t0. The energy

density ρ of the radiation could be given as follows [30],

ρ = − Q
(

Q+ 6H0
2
)

2κ2
(

−Q+ 6H0
2
) . (59)

When t ≪ t0, we find ρ → 0 and when t ≫ t0, the behaviour of ρ is given as ρ → − 3Q
6κ2 = 3H2

κ2 , which corresponds to

the behaviour of Einstein’s gravity. Because the equation of state (EoS) parameter of the radiation is 1
3 , the pressure

p is given by

p = − Q
(

Q+ 6H0
2
)

6κ2
(

−Q+ 6H0
2
) . (60)
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The above ρ and p do not satisfy the conservation law (41) and we obtain

J = ρ̇+ 3H (ρ+ p) =
H

κ2







2Q
(

−Q2 + 12H0
2Q+ 36H0

4
)

(

−Q+ 6H0
2
)2



1− e
− 1

α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)



− Q
(

Q+ 6H0
2
)

−Q+ 6H0
2







, (61)

which vanishes at the early time t ≪ t0 and at the late time t ≫ t0, as expected.
By choosing Jρ(Q) = 0 and using Eq. (54), it follows

Jp = − 1

3κ2







2Q
(

−Q2 + 12H0
2Q+ 36H0

4
)

(

−Q+ 6H0
2
)2



1− e
− 1

α

(

√

−
6H0

2

Q
−1

)



− Q
(

Q+ 6H0
2
)

−Q+ 6H0
2







, (62)

which is expected to effectively express the quantum generation of the radiation.
By using (44), one gets

f1(Q) =
√

−Q

∫ Q dq√−q

{

−f2 (G (q)) + G (q) f ′
2 (G (q)) +

4√
6
Ġ (q) f ′′

2 (G (q)) (−q)
3
2 − q

(

q + 6H0
2
)

2κ2
(

−q + 6H0
2
)

}

. (63)

Here we use the expressions of G(q) and Ġ(q) by replacing Q in (57) and (58) with q. Therefore, the explicit version
of the theory which realises consistent inflation is found.

2. Constant roll inflation

Until now, there is not any confirmed observational evidence for the primordial non-Gaussianities. If the non-
Gaussianities are found in future observations, a simple slow roll inflation model by a single scalar field might be
excluded. As an alternative, the model of the constant-roll inflation model has been investigated. In the scalar-tensor
theory, where a single scalar field φ couples with Einstein’s gravity. the constant-roll condition is given by

φ̈ = βHφ̇ , (64)

with a constant β. A solution under the condition (64) is given by

H = −M tanh (βMt) , (65)

with a massive constant M . We now consider a model which reproduces (65). Here we neglect the contribution from
the matter because mainly matter could be generated after the inflation.
Eq. (65) gives

Q = − 6M2 tanh2 (βMt) ,

G =24M4 tanh2 (βMt)

(

tanh2 (βMt) +
β

cosh2 (βMt)

)

=
2

3
Q
{

(1− β)Q− 6βM2
}

.

Ġ = − 4
√
6

3
M2
√

−Q
{

2 (1− β)Q− 6βM2
}

(

1 +
Q

6M2

)

. (66)

Then Eq. (44) tells

f1(Q) =
√

−Q

∫ Q dq√−q

{

−f2 (G (q)) +
2

3
q
{

(1− β) q − 6βM2
}

f ′
2 (G (q))

−16

3
M2q2

{

2 (1− β) q − 6βM2
}

(

1 +
q

6M2

)

f ′′
2 (G (q))

}

. (67)

Especially when

f2 (G) = f
(0)
2 G2 , (68)



11

with a constant f
(0)
2 , we obtain

f1(Q) = f
(0)
2

{

8

81
(1− β) (7 + β) (−Q)

5
+

32

21
M2

(

4− 7β + β2
)

(−Q)
4 − 32

5
M4

(

β2 + 4β
)

(−Q)
3
+ C

√

−Q

}

. (69)

Here C is a constant of the integration. Hence we have shown that we obtain a model realising the constant-roll
inflation.
As in (51), we may consider the transition from the constant-roll inflation to the radiation-dominated universe,

instead of (65), as follows,

H = −M tanh

(

βMt−
√

β2M2t2 + 2β

2

)

, (70)

When t is negative and large, H behaves as (65). On the other hand, when t is positive and large, H behaves as
H ∼ 1

2t , which corresponds to the Hubble rate in the radiation-dominated universe. In the model (70), the inflation
may end at t = 0.

C. Unification of inflation and dark energy epochs

Let us now consider a model which describes both the inflation and dark energy epochs in a unified way. Such
unification has been achieved in f(R) gravity [4, 62]. In this subsection, we use the e-folding number N defined by
a = eN instead of the cosmological time.
As proposed in [30], we assume that the energy density ρ is given by

ρ(N) =
en(N−N0)

1 + en(N−N0)

(

ρradiation0 e−4N + ρ
baryon
0 e−3N

)

, (71)

where ρradiation0 and ρ
baryon
0 are positive constants and n is also a constant larger than 4. We assume that the matter

was generated at the end of the inflation as in (59). In addition to the radiation ρradiation0 e−4N , we include the baryonic

matter rho
baryon
0 e−3N . The factor en(N−N0)

1+en(N−N0)
expresses the creation of matter and N0 corresponds to the e-folding

number when the inflation ends. When N ≪ N0, one finds en(N−N0)

1+en(N−N0)
∼ en(N−N0) → 0 and therefore ρ(N) → 0, and

when N ≫ N0,
eN−N0

1+eN−N0
→ 1 and ρ(N) → ρradiation0 e−4N + ρ

baryon
0 e−3N .

As in [30], we consider the model that Q and therefore H are given by,

Q = − 6H2 = −6H0
2
(

1 + ǫe2N−2N0
)

1 + e2N−2N0
− 2κ2ρ(N) , (72)

with positive constants H0 and ǫ. When N ≪ N0, the first term in the r.h.s. behaves as − 6H0
2(1+ǫeN−N0)
1+eN−N0

→ −6H0
2

when N ≪ N0, which corresponds to the large effective cosmological constant generating inflation. On the other hand,

when N ≫ N0, the first term behaves as − 6H0
2(1+ǫeN−N0)
1+eN−N0

→ −6ǫH0
2, which gives the small effective cosmological

constant generating the late-time accelerating expansion by choosing ǫ to be very small.
In principle, we obtain N as a function of Q, N = N(Q) by solving Eq. (72). By substituting expression N = N(Q)

into (71), ρ could be expressed as a function of Q, ρ = ρ(Q). Then by using (44), we find the form of f1 (Q).
One may consider the unification of the constant-roll inflation and the dark energy. In the case of constant-roll

inflation in (65), the scale factor a(t) is given by

a = eN−N0 = cosh−
1
β (βMt) , (73)

with a constant N0. Therefore we find

H = −M
√

1− eβ(N−N0) . (74)

Note that when t → −∞, it follows N → −∞. Instead of (72), we propose the following,

Q = − 6H2 = −6M2

{

1− eβ(N−N0)

1 + (1 + ǫ2) eβ(N−N0)

}

− 2κ2ρ(N) , (75)
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Here ǫ is a small and positive constant. When N is negative and large, −6M2
{

1− eβ(N−N0)

1+(1+ǫ2)eβ(N−N0)

}

→
−6M2

(

1− eβ(N−N0)
)

, which corresponds to the constant-roll inflation in (74). On the other hand, when N is

positive and large, −6M2
{

1− eβ(N−N0)

1+(1+ǫ2)eβ(N−N0)

}

→ −6M2ǫ2, which may correspond to the effective small cosmologi-

cal constant generating the accelerating expansion of the present universe. Hence, the unified description of early-time
inflation with late-time acceleration is constructed in the theory under consideration.

D. Autonomous dynamical system

When one neglects the matter by putting ρ = 0, by using (39) and the definition of the Gauss-Bonnet invariant

G = 24H2
(

H2 + Ḣ
)

= −4Q
(

−Q
6 + Ḣ

)

, we can rewrite the equations as an autonomous dynamical system:

dG
dN

=
3

2Q2fGG
(−f + 2QfQ + GfG) , (76)

dQ

dN
= − 12

(

− G
4Q

+
Q

6

)

. (77)

Here we have used the relation d
dt

= H d
dN

between the derivatives with respect to the cosmological time t and e-
folding number N . For the autonomous dynamical system, it is often used dimensionless quantities but because we
have not specified f (Q,G), we use the dimensional quantities like Q and G. The fixed point defined by dG

dN
= dQ

dN
= 0

corresponds to de Sitter spacetime, where the Hubble rate H is a constant H = H0. Then the conditions for the fixed
point are,

0 = −f + 2QfQ + GfG , 0 = − G
4Q

+
Q

6
. (78)

The second equation (78) gives a consistency that G = 2
3Q

2 = 24H0
4. Then the first equation has the following form,

0 = −f
(

−6H0
2, 24H0

4
)

− 12H0
2fQ

(

−6H0
2, 24H0

4
)

+ 24H0
4fG

(

−6H0
2, 24H0

4
)

. (79)

If (79) has a real and positive solution for H0
2, there exists a solution describing the de Sitter spacetime. The

autonomous equations in (76) also show the stability of the de Sitter spacetime solution.
We may also include matter whose EoS parameter is a constant w. Then the conservation law is written as

o = ρ̇+ 3H (1 + w) ρ, that is

dρ

dN
= −3 (1 + w) ρ . (80)

By including matter, Eq. (76) is modified as

dG
dN

=
3

2Q2fGG
(−f + 2QfQ + GfG + ρ) . (81)

Therefore the corresponding autonomous dynamical system is given by Eqs. (77), (80), and (81). The fixed point is
given by the de Sitter spacetime, where the equations in (78) are satisfied and ρ = 0. The inclusion of matter may
change the stability of the fixed point.
As an example, we consider the following model,

f (Q,G) = Q+ f
(0)
1 Q2 + f

(0)
2 G2 , (82)

with constants, f
(0)
1 and f

(0)
2 . Then the fixed point is given by ρ = 0 and (79), which gives,

0 = −6H0
2
(

1− 18f
(0)
1 H0

2 + 96f
(0)
2 H0

6
)

. (83)

In (83), there is a trivial solution H0 = 0 but because the denominator of (81) also vanishes there, and therefore dG
dN

diverges,

dG
dN

∣

∣

∣

∣

H=H0→0

→ 1

4f
(0)
2 H0

2
→ ∞ . (84)

Therefore H0 = 0 is not a fixed point. Besides a trivial solution H0 = 0 in (83), there may be non-trivial solutions
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• When f
(0)
1 < 0 and f

(0)
2 > 0, there is no non-trivial solution besides H0 = 0.

• When f
(0)
1 > 0 and f

(0)
2 < 0, there is one non-trivial solution besides H0 = 0.

• When f
(0)
1 > 0 and f

(0)
2 > 0,

– if 3

√

3f
(0)
1

3

f
(0)
2

> 1, there are two non-trivial solutions besides H0 = 0.

– if 3

√

3f
(0)
1

3

f
(0)
2

= 1, there is one non-trivial solution besides H0 = 0.

– if 3

√

3f
(0)
1

3

f
(0)
2

, 1, there is no non-trivial solution besides H0 = 0.

• When f
(0)
1 < 0 and f

(0)
2 < 0, there is one non-trivial solution besides H0 = 0.

Therefore there appear non-trivial fixed points in general.
We now investigate the stability of the fixed point(s). For this purpose, we consider the following perturbation,

Q = −6H0
2 + δQ , G = −24H0

4 + δG , ρ = δρ . (85)

Then Eqs. (77), (80), and (81) give

dδG
dN

=
1

48f
(0)
2 H0

4

{

48f
(0)
2 H0

4δG +
(

1− 36f
(0)
1 H0

2
)

δQ + δρ
}

, (86)

dδQ

dN
= − 1

2H0
2

(

δG + 8H0
2δQ

)

, (87)

dδρ

dN
= − 3 (1 + w) δρ . (88)

The eigenvalues of the matrix

M =







1
1−36f

(0)
1 H0

2

48f
(0)
2 H0

4

1

48f
(0)
2 H0

4

− 1
2H0

2 −4 0

0 0 −3 (1 + w)






, (89)

are given by

λ±

−3±
√

9 +

(

16− 1−36f
(0)
1 H0

2

24f
(0)
2 H0

6

)

2
, λ3 = −3 (1 + w) (90)

In order for the fixed point(s) to be stable, all the eigenvalues should be negative, which require

1− 36f
(0)
1 H0

2

24f
(0)
2 H0

6
> 16 , w > −1 , (91)

The second condition tells that the phantom with w < −1 makes the fixed point unstable, as expected. Eq. (83)

shows 0 = 1− 18f
(0)
1 H0

2 + 96f
(0)
2 H0

6 and by eliminating f
(0)
2 from the first equation in (91), we find

−1− 36f
(0)
1 H0

2

1− 18f
(0)
1 H0

2
> 4 , (92)

which proves that for stability, we need to require

6 > 108f
(0)
1 H0

2 > 5 . (93)

Therefore the parameter f
(0)
1 should be positive. Following this direction, the autonomous dynamical system with

more complicated matter content (including CDM or axion DM) may be studied.
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E. Gravitational wave

In the case of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theories, the models are constrained by the GW170817 neutron star
merger event [63–65]. The event indicates that the speed of the gravitational waves cGW should nearly coincide with
that of the light c in the vacuum,

∣

∣

∣

∣

cGW
2

c2
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

< 6× 10−15 , (94)

This imposed a severe constraint on the form of the scalar coupling potential for the Gauss-Bonnet invariant. Sev-
eral realistic scenarios have been proposed for GW170817-compatible Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory [66–69]. The
constraint used in these papers is valid only in the FLRW spacetime. Moreover, it cannot be satisfied around the
static and spherically symmetric spacetime [70]. In this section, we consider a similar constraint in the framework of
f (Q,G) gravity.
We now consider gravitational waves corresponding to the massless and spin-two modes although there could be a

scalar ghost in G sector. For this purpose, one may take the perturbation of the metric gµν → gµν + hµν . For the
modes which we are interested in, the following conditions should be satisfied,

htµ = hµt = 0 ,
∑

i=1,2,3

hii = 0 , ∇ihij = ∇ihji = 0 . (95)

Note that Q and G are invariant under the variation gµν → gµν + hµν with (95). We are also now interested in the
propagation speed of the gravitational wave and therefore we only investigate the terms including the second order
derivative of hµν . Then Eq. (21) tells

0 ∼ 1

2
fQ∂

2hµν

− 1

2

{

−4∂2fGδ
τ
µδ

η
ν + 4 (∂ρ∂µfG) δ

η
νg

ρτ + 4 (∂ρ∂νfG) δ
τ
µg

ρη − 4gµν∂
τ∂ηfG

}

∂2hτη

− 2 (∂ρ∂σfG) {∂ν∂ρhσµ − ∂ν∂µhσρ − ∂σ∂ρhνµ + ∂σ∂µhνρ} . (96)

Here ∂2 ≡ ∂α∂α. Eq. (96) tells that if ∂µ∂νfG is proportional to the metric gµν ,

∂µ∂νfG =
1

4
gµν∂

2fG , (97)

the speed of the gravitational wave is not changed from that of the light as found in [70] for the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
gravity coupled with only one scalar field.
In the FLRW spacetime, where Q and G only depends on the cosmological time t, the condition (97) can be satisfied

is fG is a linear function of t, fG = f0 + f1t. Here f0 and f1 are constants. The condition (97) cannot be, however,
satisfied for the static and spherically symmetric spacetime as in the case of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theories [70].

VII. QRG GRAVITY

As we mentioned, f(Q, R̃) gravity is identical to f(Q,C) gravity proposed in [31]. So far, we have discussed f

gravity in detail. In this section, we briefly discuss a generalized example, that is, f(Q, R̃,G) gravity for completeness,

SQRG =

∫

d4x
√−gf (Q,R,G) . (98)

The equation corresponding to (21) has the following form,

0 =Tµν +
1

2
gµνf − fQg

αβgγρ
{

−1

4
∇µgαγ∇νgβρ −

1

2
∇αgµγ∇βgνρ

+
1

2
(∇µgαγ∇ρgβν +∇νgαγ∇ρgβµ) +

1

2
∇αgµγ∇ρgνβ +

1

4
∇µgαβ∇νgγρ +

1

2
∇αgµν∇βgγρ

−1

4
(∇µgαβ∇γgνρ +∇νgαβ∇γgµρ)−

1

2
∇αgµν∇γgβρ −

1

4
(∇αgγρ∇µgβν +∇αgγρ∇νgβµ)

}
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− gµρgνσ√−g
∂α

[√−gfQ

{

−1

2
gαβgγρgστ∇βgγτ +

1

2
gαβgγρgστ (∇τgγβ +∇γgτβ)

+
1

2
gαβgρσgγτ∇βgγτ −

1

2
gαβgρσgγτ∇γgβτ − 1

4

(

gασgγτgβρ + gαρgγτgβσ
)

∇βgγτ

}]

− gµρgνσ√−g
Γρ

αη

[√−gfQ

{

−1

2
gαβgγηgστ∇βgγτ +

1

2
gαβgγηgστ (∇τgγβ +∇γgτβ)

+
1

2
gαβgησgγτ∇βgγτ −

1

2
gαβgησgγτ∇γgβτ −

1

4

(

gασgγτgβη + gαηgγτgβσ
)

∇βgγτ

}]

− gµρgνσ√−g
Γσ

αη

[√−gfQ

{

−1

2
gαβgγρgητ∇βgγτ +

1

2
gαβgγρgητ (∇τgγβ +∇γgτβ)

+
1

2
gαβgρηgγτ∇βgγτ −

1

2
gαβgρηgγτ∇γgβτ −

1

4

(

gαηgγτgβρ + gαρgγτgβη
)

∇βgγτ

}]

− R̃µνfR + ∇̃µ∇̃νfR − gµν∇̃2fR − 2fGR̃R̃µν + 4fGR̃µρR̃
ρ
ν − 2fGR̃

ρστ
µ R̃νρστ

− 4fGR̃µρσν R̃
ρσ + 2

(

∇̃µ∇̃νfG

)

R̃− 2gµν

(

∇̃2fG

)

R̃− 4
(

∇̃ρ∇̃µfG

)

R̃νρ − 4
(

∇̃ρ∇̃νfG

)

R̃µρ

+ 4
(

∇̃2fG

)

R̃µν + 4gµν

(

∇̃ρ∇̃σfG

)

R̃ρσ − 4
(

∇̃ρ∇̃σfG

)

R̃µρνσ . (99)

Because this equation includes the fourth derivatives of the metric as in the standard f(R) gravity, we expect that
there could appear a propagating scalar mode. In the case of f(R) gravity, the action can be rewritten in the scalar-
tensor form and the scalar field corresponds to the scale of the metric. In f(Q) gravity, however, the corresponding
scalar mode becomes a ghost but due to the constraint, it does not propagate [27]. Therefore we need a more detailed
investigation by using the first class and the second class constraints in the framework of the Hamiltonian analysis.
In principle, one may consider a more general case. Because any scalar quantity including curvature is given by a

combination of the metric gµν and the Riemann curvature Rµνρσ, more general action may be given by

Sgeneral =

∫

d4x
√−gfgeneral (Q, gµν , Rµνρσ) . (100)

Here gµν expresses the metric which is not included in Q and Rµνρσ in the arguments. The equation corresponding
to (99) can be easily found by using the following formula of the variation with respect to the metric,

δR̃µνρσ =
1

2

[

∇̃ρ∇̃νδgσµ − ∇̃ρ∇̃µδgσν − ∇̃σ∇̃νδgρµ + ∇̃σ∇̃µδgρν + δgµτ R̃
τ
νρσ − δgντ R̃

τ
µρσ

]

. (101)

Therefore we may obtain the equations derived from the general action (100).
Of course, f (Q,G) gravity and f (Q,R,G) gravity are special cases of the general model (100). For example,

f (Q,R,G) corresponds to the following fgeneral (Q, gµν , Rµνρσ),

fgeneral (Q, gµν , Rµνρσ)

= f (Q,R = gµνgρσRµρνσ,

G =
1

4

(

gαµgβνgγρgδσ − gαµgβνgγσgδρ + gαµgβρgγσgδν − gαµgβρgγνgδσ + gαµgβσgγνgδρ − gαµgβσgγρgδν

− gανgβρgγσgδµ + gανgβρgγµgδσ − gανgβσgγµgδρ + gανgβσgγρgδµ − gανgβµgγρgδσ + gανgβµgγσgδρ

+ gαρgβσgγµgδν − gαρgβσgγνgδµ + gαρgβµgγνgδσ − gαρgβµgγσgδν + gαρgβνgγσgδµ − gαρgβνgγµgδσ

−gασgβµgγνgδρ + gασgβµgγρgδν − gασgβνgγρgδµ + gασgβνgγµgδρ − gασgβρgγµgδν + gασgβρgγνgδµ
)

×RαβγδRµνρσ) . (102)

If the vierbein field is used, we may also include the Chern-Simons invariant. Therefore, following to above strategy
one can propose and study F (Q) gravity with higher-order Riemann invariants up to the necessary order.

VIII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

The main result of this paper is that f(Q) gravity or the symmetric teleparallel theory does not exclude the
curvature in Einstein’s gravity, that is, the Riemann curvature constructed from the standard Levi-Civita connection.
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The first point which we notice is that the conservation law of matter is usually not given by the covariant derivative
of the symmetric teleparallel theory but the covariant derivative constructed from the Levi-Civita connection. The
commutator of the covariant derivative given by the Levi-Civita connection inevitably induces the Riemann curvature
in Einstein’s gravity. Symmetry or any fundamental principle does not exclude the curvature in Einstein’s gravity
and therefore they will also appear in the quantum corrections.
This idea to include the curvatures in Einstein’s gravity into f(Q) gravity is not new and in [31], a model including

Q and Einstein’s scalar curvature R̃ has been substantially proposed. This is one of the reasons why we concentrated
on f (Q,G) gravity with the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G. The cosmological applications of such a model are developed
and the cosmological reconstruction is done. In the formulation of the reconstruction, we give a systematic way to
construct a model which realises any given geometry.
The main results of this paper are the following:

• We have shown that the inclusion of the curvatures in Einstein’s gravity in f(Q) gravity theory is not prohibited
and might be natural.

• We gave some speculation about the ghost problem.

• By using the expressions of the field equations in the FLRW spacetime, we developed the formalism of the
cosmological reconstruction.

• We applied the obtained formalism of the reconstruction and constructed or outlined the construction of ex-
plicit models, which realise, 1) mimicking the ΛCDM model, 2) slow-roll inflation, 3) constant-roll inflation, 4)
unification of inflation and dark energy epochs. In addition, the dynamical autonomous system in the theory
under investigation is formulated. Some remarks on the gravitational wave in such a theory are made.

• We also generalized the model to f
(

Q, R̃,G
)

gravity and further generalised model.

Maybe a critical problem could be ghosts. In the case of the Einstein-f (G) gravity, it is known that there appear
ghosts but the elimination of the ghosts has been well discussed [32]. Even in the model under discussion, the ghosts
originated from the G sector could be eliminated similarly but at present, it is not clear if there appear ghosts from the
Q sector. Therefore even if the ghosts exist, we do not know how we can eliminate them. We should note that there
is the problem of the dynamical degrees of freedom (DOF) of f(Q) gravity [22–27]. Although only propagating mode
in the flat background could be a graviton [28], as in the f(T ) gravity [29], non-physical modes appear in the f(T )
gravity [44, 45]. Even in the case of the f(Q) gravity, there might be a similar mode in the higher-order perturbation.
We expect, however, that such unphysical modes could be eliminated by using the constraint as in (30). For this
purpose, first, one must check the dynamical degrees of freedom. If any unphysical modes are found, they should
be specified. There are several ways to eliminate the unphysical modes. One way is to construct a model so that
the variations of the modes become gauge symmetry. Then we may fix the gauge for the modes to vanish. This will
be considered elsewhere. Another way could be to use the constraint as in (30). Anyway, we have proposed a new
interesting class of non-metricity gravity models, whose consistency and comparison with observational bounds may
be checked in more detail in the near future.
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[15] J. Beltrán Jiménez, L. Heisenberg and T. S. Koivisto, JCAP 08 (2018), 039 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2018/08/039

[arXiv:1803.10185 [gr-qc]].
[16] M. Rünkla and O. Vilson, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.8, 084034 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.084034 [arXiv:1805.12197 [gr-

qc]].
[17] S. Capozziello and M. Shokri, Phys. Dark Univ. 37 (2022), 101113 doi:10.1016/j.dark.2022.101113 [arXiv:2209.06670 [gr-

qc]].
[18] D. Blixt, A. Golovnev, M. J. Guzman and R. Maksyutov, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) no.4, 044061

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.109.044061 [arXiv:2306.09289 [gr-qc]].
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