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The nature of gravity can be tested by how gravitational waves (GWs) are emitted, detected,
and propagate through the universe. Propagation tests are powerful, as small deviations compound
over cosmological distances. However, GW propagation tests of theories beyond Einstein’s general
relativity (GR) are limited by the high degree of symmetry of the average cosmological spacetime.
Deviations from homogeneity, i.e. gravitational lenses, allow for new interactions, e.g., between
standard GW polarization and new scalar or vector fields, with different spin. Therefore, GW lensing
beyond GR offers novel tests of cosmological gravity. Here we present the theory of GW propagation
beyond GR in the short-wave expansion, including corrections to the leading-order amplitude and
phase for the first time. As an example, we compute the dispersive (frequency-dependent) corrections
to all metric and scalar field perturbations in Brans-Dicke, the simplest modified theory exhibiting
GW dispersion. GW lensing effects are too small to observe in Brans-Dicke theories compatible with
solar system and binary pulsar limits. Nevertheless, our formalism opens the possibility of novel
tests of gravity, including dark-energy theories and screening mechanisms.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s General Relativity (GR) has been remark-
ably successful in describing gravitational phenomena on
a wide range of systems, across vastly different scales.
However, open questions remain on both extremely small
and large scales. Small-scale/high-energy problems of
GR include the nature of spacetime singularities and
the quantum completion of the theory. On cosmologi-
cal scales, GR has led to the need to include dark matter
and dark energy, accounting for 95% of the universe’s
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content today [1–4]. In particular dark energy, respon-
sible for cosmic acceleration [5–11], could be interpreted
as a breakdown of the attractive nature of gravity on
the largest scales. This hypothesis has resulted in a
widespread investigation of alternative theories [12–14],
as well as an ambitious observational program to test
them using cosmological observations [15–23].

The detection of GWs [24] opened a new frontier in
the study of gravitational physics, both illuminating the
foundations of GR and casting away alternative theories
to the shadows. Observed GW signals are emitted by
relativistic compact objects, thus probing the regime of
strong-field and dynamical gravity [25–27]. In addition to
emission, GW propagation across the universe are highly
sensitive to other properties of gravity, such as the GW
speed [28] and the graviton mass [29]. GW propaga-
tion tests probe gravitational interactions directly and
can achieve high sensitivity, as anomalous effects accu-
mulate over cosmological distances. Most crucially, they
apply directly to theories that modify cosmological dy-
namics, constraining many dark-energy theories [30–41].
Many GW propagation tests, including measuring the
anomalous speed and amplitude, are limited by require
an electromagnetic counterpart or otherwise determin-
ing the redshift of the source. Moreover, only a hand-
ful of effects exist on the homogeneous and isotropic
Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW) cosmological back-
ground [42, 43] that describes the average universe.

GW propagation over inhomogeneous spacetimes, i.e.
GW lensing, drastically extend the range of phenomena
that can be used to test gravity. The basic principle is
that lenses/inhomogeneities break the FRW symmetries,
allowing interactions between fields of different spin. In
alternative theories, this means that the GR standard de-
grees of freedom (d.o.f.), the +,× metric polarizations,
mix with new fields such as scalars or vectors. In addi-
tion to the many gravitational lensing effects in GR [44–
57], lens-induced effects provide a powerful discriminant
between theories through novel wave-optic pheonomena.
Interactions with new fields involving two derivatives
cause lens-induced birefringence (LIB), a difference in
speed between the + and × components of GWs [58].
The absence of birefringence in GW data provided con-
straints on cosmological theories of gravity comparable
to those based on the GW speed [59]. Related birefrin-
gent effects are predicted in strong gravitational fields in
GR [52, 53, 60], as well as in parity-violating theories [61].
Although progress has been made to characterize GW

lensing beyond GR [58, 62–66], computational difficul-
ties and the wide landscape of theories have prevented a
systematic characterization of these phenomena.

One of the ways in which the theory of GW lens-
ing beyond GR needs to be developed is by including
frequency-dependent propagation effects. Most analy-
ses rely on the geometric optics (GO) approximation
[60, 62, 63, 67–71], which holds when the signal’s wave-
length is significantly smaller than the local curvature
scale, the i.e. short-wave approximation. In this regime,
GWs travel along null geodesics, and their polarization is
parallel-transported along them [51, 60, 69]. Corrections
beyond geometric optics (bGO) [55, 72–76] include lens-
induced dispersion (LID) on GW signals. Such modifica-
tions, by the nature of the short-wave approximation, are
frequency-dependent and can be probed by GW interfer-
ometers.The characterization of the bGO regime beyond
GR remains an open problem. A significant step forward
was the first explicit computation of bGO corrections in
GR [72, 73], showing how bGO effects modify the ampli-
tude and phase of GWs and discussing the emergence of
apparent additional scalar polarizations modes, absent in
the geometric optics limit. GW lensing beyond GR offers
potential for even richer phenomena due to the presence
of additional degrees of freecom [77].

In this work, we extend the study of GW lensing be-
yond GR, developing a formalism that incorporates bGO
corrections that describe dispersive phenomena. For sim-
plicity, we focus on the Brans-Dicke theory as an exam-
ple of scalar-tensor models [78, 79]. Using the short-wave
expansion approximation, we compute the bGO correc-
tions to the leading-order scalar observables for tensor
and scalar waves passing through a point-like gravita-
tional lens.

The work is organized as follows:
In Sec. II we will introduce a general framework describ-
ing the full-propagation of the gravitational and scalar ra-
diation. By employing the short-wave approximation we
will show the general equations, order by order in the ex-
pansion parameter, the equations governing the geomet-
ric optics regime and the first corrections to it. Sec. III
will be devoted to review calculations for GR, thus intro-
ducing the null-tetrad formalism and thereby presenting
the geometric and beyond geometric optics equations and
the respective formal solutions for the gravitational ra-
diation. In Sec. IV we will present the full propagation
in the BD theory and show the solution in the geomet-
ric optics regime of the leading-order scalar and tensor
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amplitude. Then we will present, for the first time up
to our knowledge, the general expression describing be-
yond geometric optics (bGO) corrections. In Sec. V, we
will explicitly evaluate the dispersive bGO corrections,
analytically, in the special case of a point-like lens, re-
viewing the GR case shown in Ref. [73] and subsequently
extending to BD.

Notation. Table. I sumarizes the main definitions that
we will use throughout the work. Note that we will em-
ploy two equivalent descriptions of the theory, the Jor-
dan (JF) and Einstein frame (EF). We will work with
c = ℏ = 1. Symmetrized and anti-symmetrized in-
dices will be denoted as T(µν) ≡ (Tµν + Tνµ)/2 and
T[µν] ≡ (Tµν − Tνµ)/2.

Fields Amplitude decomposition

GR h̃µν , Eqs. (21) h̃
(n)
µν ≡ α̃

(n)
ABΘ

AB
µν , Eq. (36)

EF (h̃µν , δϕ̃), Eqs. (60) h̃
(n)
µν ≡ α̃

(n)
ABΘ

AB
µν , Eq. (36)

JF (hµν , δϕ) h
(n)
µν ≡ α

(n)
ABΘ

AB
µν

TABLE I: Notation used in the work.

II. GENERAL THEORY FOR GW
PROPAGATION

In any theory of gravity, the propagation of GWs is de-
termined by the equations of motion (EoM) for linearized
perturbations, obtained by expanding around the back-
ground metric

gtot
µν = gµν + hµν . (1)

Scalar-tensor theories of gravity include an additional
scalar field which can be similarly expanded around the
background solution as

ϕtot = ϕ̄+ δϕ. (2)

The evolution of both gravitational and scalar waves can
be then described by a set of coupled differential equa-
tions, which can be compactly written as

DIJV
J = 0, (3)

with

DIJ ≡ Kαβ
IJ ∇α∇β +Aα

IJ∇α +MIJ , (4)

where ∇µ identifies the covariant derivative compatible
with the background metric tensor. V J ≡ (hµν , δϕ) is a

vector whose components are the dynamical field pertur-
bations of the metric and the scalar field, after impos-
ing the constraints on the non-dynamical components of
hµν , e.g., [58, Sec. V-B]. Here, Latin capital indices de-
note components of the field perturbation, while Greek
indices denote spacetime components.

The propagation equation (4) is naturally split into
three parts: the kinetic matrix, Kαβ

IJ encodes the second-
order differential operator that acts on field perturba-
tions. Amplitude matrix, Aα

IJ , contains terms with first-
order derivatives. Finally, the mass matrix, MIJ , in-
volves the contributions of zeroth-order derivative terms.
More precisely, the vector V J formally has 11 compo-
nents (the usual 10 components of the metric plus one
of the scalar field), and the respective matrices will be
11× 11.

The propagating d.o.f. are determined by diagonal-
izing the kinetic matrix, and are known as propagation
eigenstates. The diagonalization is position-dependent
and can be quite involved in general. For the scalar-
tensor theories of interest in this work, the i.e. BD theory,
diagonalization can be performed covariantly [58, 63].
Moreover, the transformation that achieves the diago-
nalization is equivalent to the well-known mapping be-
tween the Jordan and Einstein frames [80–86]. Once the
kinetic matrix has been diagonalized, the eigenvectors of
the evolving system correspond to the propagating eigen-
states. The eigenvalues provide the dispersion relations
which determine the propagation speed for each propa-
gating d.o.f. . Hence, one can formally write

Kαβ
IJ e

I = Gαβ
I eI , (5)

where eI as an eigenstate (or polarization vector) of the
kinetic matrix satisfying eIeJ = δIJ and Gαβ

I is the ef-
fective metric of the I-th propagating eigenstate.

A. Short wave Expansion

As a working hypothesis, we focus on the case in which
the GW wavelength λ is much smaller than the scale
over which the spacetime varies significantly, Rback. In
such conditions, we can perform the short-wave expan-
sion (also known as WKB approximation) by expanding
the perturbation fields as

V I = eiθ
I/ϵ
∑
n

ϵnA(n)I , (6)

where ϵ ≡ 2λ/Rback is a dimensioneless book-keeping pa-
rameter and θI is the wave’s phase related to the prop-
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Modified Geometric optics Wave optics

GW lensing O(f2) O(f0) O(f−2) Arbitrary f

Effect speed amplitude phase all

Observable birefringence oscillations dispersion diffraction

Interactions Tested 2 derivatives 1 derivatives 0 derivatives all

Developed in Refs. [58, 59] this work (for Brans-Dicke) future work

TABLE II: Novel effects allowed by lens-induced interactions between h+, h× and additional fields. “Interactions
tested” refers to the number of derivatives in the couplings between GW polarizations (h+, h×) and additional fields:
lower (higher) numbers are more generic (restricted).

agating d.o.f. . The quantity A(n)I contains information
on both the amplitude and the polarization, and can be
splitted as

A(n)I ≡ a(n)eI , (7)

where a(n) is a complex amplitude and eI the polarization
vector. Moreover, the short-wave expansion naturally
defines the scalar and tensor wavevectors, respectively

kIµ ≡ ∇µθ
I . (8)

By inserting the ansatz (6) into Eq. (4) and retaining
terms of equal order in ϵ, we obtain the evolution equa-
tions for the phase and amplitude in the geometric optics
regime, as well as the correction for these quantities in
the bGO limit.

1. Geometric optics

The leading and next-to-leading order (NLO) equa-
tions in the short-wave expansion describe the geometric
optic limit. The leading order equation is

Gαβ
I kIαk

I
β = 0 . (9)

It determines the evolution of the phase, and the speed
of the propagation eigenstates, which in turn determine
the theory’s causal structure.

The diagonalization procedure (5) might lead to the
case in which the resulting eigenvalues exhibit the
same dispersion relation for each propagating eigenstate,

thereby defining the theory as fully luminal.1 In this work
we choose to focus on fully luminal theories.

The NLO contribution provides a differential equation
for the evolution of the leading order amplitude[

Kαβ
IJ

(
2kJα∇β +∇βk

J
α

)
+Aα

IJk
J
α

]
A(0)J = 0. (10)

2. Beyond geometric optics

Let us now discuss the NLO corrections to the ampli-
tude. This contribution is given by the equation at order
ϵ0,[

Kαβ
IJ

(
2kJα∇β +∇βk

J
α

)
+Aα

IJk
J
α

]
A(1)J = iDIJA

(0)J .

(11)
The LHS of the above equation is identical to that of
Eq. (10). The RHS, instead, is given by the full prop-
agation equation acting on the leading order quantities.
In other words, the failure of the leading order to satisfy
the full propagation equation sources the NLO ampli-
tude. Higher-order corrections follow the same equation,
by simply substituting A(1)J , A(0)J for A(n)J , A(n−1)J .

The leading bGO term describes a correction to the sig-
nal’s phase. This interpretation follows from having an
imaginary correction, iA(1)J , to a real amplitude A(0)J ,
i.e. the imaginary unit in Eq. (11). This motivates rewrit-

1 The term luminal commonly denotes the speed at which a tensor
wave propagates, on FRW, is equal to the speed of light.
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ing Eq. (6) as

V J = eiθ
I/ϵA(0)J

(
1 + iϵ

A(1)J

A(0)J

)
≈ (12)

≈ eiθ
I/ϵA(0)Jeiϵ(A

(1)J/A(0)J ) (13)

≡ eiθ
I/ϵA(0)J exp

(
i

βJ

GMf

)
, (14)

where the second line follows from A(1)J ≪ A(0)J . The
last line defines the dimensionless LID phasing parameter
βJ , where the signal frequency f and lens’ scale M have
been factored out [52, 53].

LID produces a frequency- and polarization-dependent
modulation of the waveform. Fig. 1 shows the effect on a
typical source for positive/negative phasing, and assum-
ing equal values for both polarizations, β+ = β×. De-
viations are stronger in the inspiral phase, which corre-
sponds to lower frequencies. The frequency-dependence
of LID allows the effect to be tested on any GW signal,
without the need of a electromagnetic counterpart. On a
given event, the correction is similar to a specific modified
dispersion relation, i.e. an apparent violation of Lorentz
invariance. This deviation from GR is routinely tested
on GW catalogs [25–27], and for βJ > 0 also equiva-
lent to an effective graviton mass [29, 87] (see Ref. [52,
Sec. IV-A] for details).

Two key differences allow one to distinguish LID from
other deviations from GR. First, a violation of Lorentz
invariance or graviton mass is universal: it will appear in
all GW events, rather than on the fraction that is affected
by a gravitational lens. Second, LID is polarization-
dependent in general, βI ̸= βJ . LID effects in GR appear
when GWs propagating in strong curvature regions, i.e.
a massive or intermediate-mass black hole acting as a
lens [52–54]. LID due to strong-field GR effects can be
distinguished by the detection of multiple images [88, 89]
and the fact that the polarization dependence in GR (be-
tween the left-right polarized GW components) is sup-
pressed by two additional powers of the frequency [52].

In this work we will focus on gravity theories with a
single additional scalar degree of freedom. However the
framework can be generalized to any type of theory, re-
gardless of the number and type of degrees of freedom. In
the following sections, we will specialize the calculations
to GR and BD theory.

3. Fully-luminal theories

Note that Eqs. (10) and (11) can be re-written by em-
ploying Eq. (5). Specifically, in certain scalar-tensor the-
ories, the structure of Gαβ

I depends only on the back-
ground metric tensor; in this case, using Eq. (9) along
with Eq. (5), the resulting eigenvalues yield the same
dispersion relation for each propagating eigenstate, thus
defining the theory as fully luminal. In other words, such
a definition states that scalar and tensor waves will prop-
agate at the same speed. To this purpose, Eq. (9) sim-
plifies to

gµνkIµk
I
ν = 0, ∀I. (15)

Further, Eqs. (10) and (11), respectively, take the follow-
ing form [

2kJα∇α +∇αkJα +Aα
IJk

J
α

]
A(0)J = 0, (16)

[
2kJα∇α +∇αkJα +Aα

IJk
J
α

]
A(1)J = iDIJA

(0)J . (17)

In this work, we choose to focus on fully luminal theories.

III. GENERAL RELATIVITY

Let us start by describing the standard case of GR. We
consider the perturbation on the Einstein tensor Gµν ≡
Rµν−gµνR/2 providing the following linearized equation

δGµν = Kαβ
µνhαβ + Kµνh+

1

2
gµνR

αβhαβ − 1

2
hµνR = 0,

(18)
where h ≡ gαβhαβ , Rµν and R are the trace, the Ricci
tensor and scalar, respectively. Moreover, Kαβ

µν , Kµν are
the component of the kinetic matrix2 containing second
order covariant derivative contribution

Kαβ
µν = −1

2
□δαµδ

β
ν +∇α∇(µδ

β
ν) −

1

2
gµν∇α∇β , (19)

Kµν =
1

2
□− 1

2
∇ν∇µ. (20)

Following the standard lore, the GWs propagation equa-
tion in vacuum is usually simplified by introducing the

2 We will denote all terms contributing to the kinetic matrix as K:
different terms are uniquely specified by the number of spacetime
indices, cf. Eqs. (19), (20). A similar notation will be applied to
A, M.
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FIG. 1: Dispersive effects on GW signals. The plots show the LID corrections for positive (left) and negative (right)
values of the phasing parameter β, and assuming that the effect is equal for both polarizations, β+ = β×.
Deviations are most apparent in the inspiral phase, corresponding to lower frequencies. The signals correspond to a
30 + 30M⊙, non-spinning quasi-circular binary system.

well-known trace-reversed metric perturbation and im-
posing the transverse and traceless (TT) gauge condi-
tions on the latter [90, 91], namely

h̃µν ≡ hµν − 1

2
gµνh, (21)

∇µh̃µν = 0, (22)

h̃ = 0. (23)

By plugging the above relations into Eq. (18) and using
the background Einstein field equation, one recovers the
usual form of the wave equation

1

2
□h̃µν −Rαµνβh̃

αβ = 0, (24)

with Rαµνβ as the Riemann tensor.

Note that Eq. (24) does not contain the trace h, which
is removed by redefining the field as given by Eq. (21).
As we will see later, similar redefinitions will help sim-
plify the analysis of GW propagation in theories beyond
GR.The introduction of the trace-reversed perturbation
metric, indeed, is essentially the field transformation
leading to the kinetic matrix diagonalization discussed
in Sec. II A, thereby formally decoupling the evolution of
the perturbation tensor field and the additional degree of
freedom, specifically the trace in this case. Regardless of
this, when working in vacuum (without the presence of
matter), the trace can always be set to zero [91].

A. Short-wave expansion

Let us now expand the field h̃µν using the WKB ap-
proximation as

h̃µν =
(
h̃(0)
µν + ϵh̃(1)

µν + ...
)
eiθ

T /ϵ . (25)

Here {h̃(0)
µν , h̃

(1)
µν , ...} are the tensor amplitudes that can be

further decomposed into a scalar coefficient and a polar-
ization tensor, and θT is the phase related to the tensor
wavevector kTµ , according to Eq. (8). In the following we
will denote kTµ ≡ kµ for simplicity.

1. Geometric optics

By plugging the ansatz (25) into Eq. (24) one gets, at
the leading order in ϵ

kµkµ = 0 . (26)

This determines that kµ is a null-vector and GWs prop-
agate at the speed of light.

The NLO equation provides

Dh̃(0)
µν = 0, (27)

where

D ≡ (2kα∇α +∇αk
α) , (28)
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is the differential transport operator along the null ray,
tangent to kα. Further, plugging Eq. (25) into the trans-
verse gauge condition (22) and keeping the leading-order
terms, one obtains

kµh̃(0)
µν = 0 . (29)

This indicates that the polarizations contained in h̃
(0)
µν

are orthogonal to the wavevector, and thus to the GWs
propagation direction.

2. Beyond geometric optics

The equation describing the first order correction to
the geometric optics is

Dh̃(1)
µν = i

(
□h̃(0)

µν − 2Rαµνβh̃
(0)αβ

)
. (30)

Moreover, the transverse condition, at such an order,
translates to

kµh̃(1)
µν = i∇µh̃(0)

µν . (31)

From the aforementioned equation it can be observed
that bGO corrections are sourced from the leading-order
amplitudes, which implies a deviation from orthogonal-
ity between polarizations, encoded in the bGO correction
h
(1)
µν , and the propagation direction.

B. Tetrad decomposition

In general, it is possible to decompose the amplitude in
Eq. (25) by introducing a tetrad of null vectors adapted
to kµ, where adapted means that every vector is parallely
transported along the geodesic associated to kµ. The
tetrad basis is given by

eµA ≡ {kµ,mµ, lµ, nµ}, (32)

where nµ is real, mµ and lµ are complex such that

lµ = m̄µ, gµνm
µlν = −gµνk

µnν = 1, (33)

with all the other contraction vanishing. The dual tetrad
basis êµA can be defined as

k̂µ ≡ −nµ, n̂µ ≡ −kµ, m̂µ ≡ lµ, l̂µ ≡ mµ, (34)

such that eµAê
B
ν = δBAδµν . Further, the background metric

is decomposed as

ḡµν = 2m(µlν) − 2n(µkν). (35)

Generally, a rank-2 symmetric tensor can be decom-
posed along the null tetrad basis: in such a context, in-
deed, it is possible to split each tensor amplitude compo-
nent (at any order n of the short-wave expansion) as

h̃(n)
µν ≡ α̃

(n)
ABΘ

AB
µν , (36)

where α̃
(n)
AB are the complex coefficients and ΘAB

µν are the
polarization tensors, constructed from the null tetrads
and constituting the basis of the decomposition, defined
as

ΘAB
µν ≡ 1

2

(
eAµ e

B
ν + eAν e

B
µ

)
. (37)

The expression in Eq. (36) can be simplified by con-
straining some of the expansion coefficients using the TT
gauge conditions.

1. Geometric optics

Specifically, by decomposing the leading order tensor
amplitude h̃

(0)
µν according to Eq. (36) and plugging it into

the leading order transversality condition (29), one can
readily verify that

α̃
(0)
nk = α̃(0)

nn = α̃(0)
nm = α̃

(0)
nl = 0. (38)

The traceless condition (23), further provides

α̃
(0)
ml = 0. (39)

Still, we retain the freedom to fully fix the gauge. It
is reasonable to expect that the spacetime is asymptot-
ically flat, as the effect from the inhomogeneity is only
localized around the lens and does not extend to infinity.
Consequently, one can transform the amplitude tensor to
ensure the equation remains fully gauge invariant [72], as
follows

h̃µν → h̃µν + 2C(µkν), (40)

where Cµ is an arbitrary complex vector orthogonal to
kµ.

Such a requirement is satisfied by imposing nµh̃
(0)
µν = 0,

which, along with Eq. (36), provides

α̃
(0)
kk = α̃

(0)
km = α̃

(0)
kl = 0. (41)

After this process, the only unconstrained contributions
are α̃

(0)
mm and α̃

(0)
ll , thus yielding

h̃(0)
µν = α̃(0)

mmmµmν + α̃
(0)
ll lµlν . (42)
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These coefficients are the amplitudes associated with
the two independent left-handed and right-handed he-
licity polarizations, typical for a massless spin-2 field, ex-
pressed in the null tetrad basis. The latter can be directly
related to the usual GW amplitude polarizations h+ and
h×.

It is possible to express the above equation in terms of
the usual tetrad basis [92, 93], upon which the standard
GWs polarizations h+ and h× are defined, by performing
a transformation on the tetrads

ε+µν ≡ mµmν + lµlν√
2

, (43)

ε×µν ≡ i
mµmν − lµlν√

2
, (44)

where ε±µν are the usual polarization tensors. Simultane-
ously, the coefficients change as follows

α̃(0)
mm ≡ h̃

(0)
+ − ih̃

(0)
×√

2
, (45)

α̃
(0)
ll ≡ h̃

(0)
+ + ih̃

(0)
×√

2
. (46)

The evolution of α̃(0)
mm and α̃

(0)
ll is obtained by inserting

Eq. (42) into Eq. (27) and subsequently projecting along
the dual tetrad basis êµAê

ν
B , yielding a scalar equation

D
(
α̃(0)
mm

)
= D

(
α̃
(0)
ll

)
= 0. (47)

By recalling kµ∇µ ≡ d/dξ as the directional derivative
along kµ, with ξ being an affine parameter, and using
the relation ∇µk

µ = 2d lnD/dξ where D is the comoving
distance along the geodesic (see Refs. [46, 94, 95] for a
complete discussion on optical scalars), one can express
Eq. (47) as a first order differential equation in the affine
parameter

d

dξ

[
α̃
(0)
◦ D

]
= 0. (48)

The aforementioned equation can be easily integrated
from the source point, labeled as ξs, to a generic point
ξ (i.e. the observation point ξo) on the geodesic, thus
providing

α̃
(0)
◦ (ξ) =

D(ξs)

D(ξ)
α̃
(0)
◦ (ξs), (49)

where we can observe the standard evolution of the am-
plitudes decaying with increasing distance. By plugging
the above solution into Eq. (42), one can finally obtain

the evolution, in the affine parameter, of the leading or-
der tensor amplitude

h̃(0)
µν (ξ) =

D(ξs)

D(ξ)

(
α̃(0)
mm(ξs)mµmν + α̃

(0)
ll (ξs)lµlν

)
. (50)

2. Beyond geometric optics

The evolution for the bGO coefficients α̃(1)
AB of the ten-

sor amplitude h
(1)
µν (Eq. (36)) can be computed with a

similar approach. An important difference is that some
steps in the computation of h̃

(0)
µν do not apply to h

(1)
µν .

Specifically, the transversality gauge condition in the
bGO regime is determined by Eq. (31), which accounts
for an orthogonality deviation between the polarizations
of h(1)

µν and the propagation direction. By inserting the
decomposition given by Eq. (36) for h

(1)
µν into Eq. (31),

one gets

2α̃(1)
nnnµ + α̃

(1)
nl lµ + α̃(1)

mnmµ + α̃
(1)
nk kµ = −2i∇ν h̃(0)

µν , (51)

which means that the above coefficients cannot be
straightforwardly constrained to zero as it happens in
Eq. (38) for h̃(0)

µν . Moreover, the residual gauge condition
nµh̃

(1)
µν = 0 and traceless one, h̃ = 0, provide

α̃
(1)
kk = α̃

(1)
km = α̃

(1)
kl = α̃

(1)
kn = α̃

(1)
ml = 0, (52)

ending up with

h̃(1)
µν = α̃(1)

mmmµmν + α̃
(1)
ll lµlν + α̃(1)

nnnµnν+

+ α̃(1)
nmn(µmν) + α̃

(1)
nl n(µlν).

(53)

The coefficients α̃
(1)
nn , α̃(1)

nm, and α̃
(1)
nl are not constrained

by the gauge conditions, unlike the leading-order am-
plitude in Eq. (38). This suggests these non-vanishing
elements due to bGO/dispersive effects appear as novel
polarizations spreading the gravitational radiation.

The evolution of the remaining α̃
(1)
AB coefficients is de-

rived by inserting Eq. (36) into Eq. (30) and projecting
along the dual tetrad basis êµAê

ν
B , it is possible to de-

rive and subsequently integrate the equation for the α̃
(1)
AB

modes contributing to the leading order correction in the
bGO regime, thus obtaining

α̃
(1)
AB(ξ) =

D(ξs)

D(ξ)
α̃
(1)
AB(ξs)+

+
i

D(ξ)

∫ ξ

ξs

dξêµAê
ν
BD(ξ)

[
□h̃(0)

µν − 2Rαµνβh̃
(0)αβ

]
.

(54)
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The first term describes the usual behavior of the mode
propagating as 1/D, while the second contribution en-
codes the dispersive, frequency-dependent corrections (as
it will be explicitly evaluated later in Sec. V). It is sourced
by the background curvature, which can induce novel ef-
fects in the polarization tensor along the geodesic path.
Further, the imaginary unit preceding the above integral
indicates that the bGO corrections represent a modifi-
cation of the GWs phase, rather than the (real-valued)
leading-order amplitude (Eq. (14)). This causes GW dis-
persive phenomena, i.e. spectrum frequency decomposi-
tion analog to the phenomenon observed when a light
ray passes through an optical prism.

IV. BRANS-DICKE

The BD theory of gravity is arguably the simplest
among scalar-tensor theories, featuring a scalar field non-
minimally coupled to the Ricci scalar. Assuming no in-
teractions with any other matter fields, the theory is de-
scribed by the action

S =
1

16πG

∫
d4x

√−g

(
ϕR− ω

ϕ
ϕµϕ

µ

)
+

∫
d4x

√−gLm,

(55)
where g is the determinant of the metric tensor gµν , Lm

the matter Lagrangian, ϕ the scalar field coupled to grav-
ity and ω the Brans-Dicke constant. Further, ϕµ ≡ ∇µϕ.
The field equations are easily obtained by varying the
action w.r.t. the metric tensor and the scalar field, thus

yielding

ϕ

(
Rµν − 1

2
gµνR

)
− ω

ϕ
ϕµϕν − ϕµν+

+ gµν

(
□ϕ+

ω

2
ϕαϕ

α
)
= 8πGTµν ,

(56)

R+
2ω

ϕ
□ϕ− ω

ϕ2
ϕαϕ

α = 0, (57)

where

Tµν ≡ −2√−g

δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν
, (58)

is the energy-momentum tensor and T ≡ gµνTµν its
trace [84]. By plugging Eq. (56) and its contraction into
Eq. (57), the scalar field equation simply reduces to

□ϕ =
8πG

3 + 2ω
T. (59)

In this work we will specialize to vacuum propagation
Tµν = 0.

The study of GWs propagation can be performed by
perturbing the background metric and scalar field, as
shown in Eqs. (1) and (2) and linearizing the above field
equations, thus finding a coupled system of second-order
differential equations governing the dynamics of the fields
(hµν , δϕ). In such a context, the diagonalization process
of the kinetic matrix is feasible and can be performed
covariantly by re-defining the metric perturbation as

h̃αβ ≡ hµν − 1

2
gµνh− gµν

δϕ

ϕ̄
, (60)

δϕ̃ = δϕ. (61)

This redefinition is the linearized version of Einstein-
frame metric, in which the scalar couples to matter,
rather than curvature.

Moreover, having thus mapped the theory to the Ein-
stein frame with this transformation, the TT gauge con-
ditions, on h̃µν , hold (See Ref. [96]). The diagonalized
propagation equation of perturbation fields in the Brans-
Dicke theory, has the following structure


K̃ αβγρ

µν 0

0 K̃γρ

∇γ∇ρ +

Ã αβγ
µν Ã γ

µν

0 Ãγ

∇γ +

M̃ αβ
µν M̃h

µν

M̃αβ
ϕ M̃



h̃αβ

δϕ

 = 0 . (62)

We present the full expressions for the different K,A,M tensors in Appendix B.
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A. Short-wave expansion

Similarly to the short-wave metric expansion, Eq. (25),
the perturbation of the scalar field can be also expanded
as

δϕ ≡
(
δϕ(0) + ϵδϕ(1) + ...

)
eiθ

S/ϵ, (63)

where {δϕ(0), δϕ(1), ...} are a set of scalar amplitudes and
θS is the scalar phase. One can define kSµ as the wavevec-
tor related to θS following Eq. (8). Recalling the discus-
sion in Sec. II A, BD theory is classified as a fully luminal
theory, which means that the scalar and tensor sectors
share the same causal structure; once the gauge is fixed,
the components of the diagonalized kinetic matrix, i.e.

K̃ αβγρ
µν and K̃γρ, are built only using the metric tensor.

This leads to the same dispersion relation for scalar and
tensor waves, resulting in the same propagation speed for
all propagating eigenstates. As a consequence, the scalar
and tensor waves will share the same phase, and therefore
we can set θT = θS = θ, implying kTµ = kSµ = kµ.

In the following paragraphs, by inserting Eqs. (25)
and (63) into Eq. (62), we will analyze in detail the equa-
tions for both the scalar and tensor sectors, order by or-
der in ϵ.

1. Geometric optics

Let us start by studying the scalar wave propagation
equation at the leading and next-to-leading order in ϵ.
The relation at leading order is

K̃αβkαkβ = kαk
α = 0, (64)

where in the second equality we used (B2). As discussed
in Sec III, Eq. (64) ensures that kµ is a null vector prop-
agating at the speed of light.

The NLO contribution describes the evolution of the
leading order scalar amplitude and provides a differential
equation for δϕ(0)[

K̃αβ (2kα∇β +∇αkβ)− kαÃ
α
]
δϕ(0) = 0. (65)

Using Eqs. (B2) and (B5), the above equation can be
re-written in a more compact form

D
(
δϕ(0)√

ϕ̄

)
= 0. (66)

Following the same procedure shown in Sec. III B, the
latter can be expressed as

d

dξ

(
δϕ(0)D√

ϕ̄

)
= 0, (67)

which, in turn, can be easily integrated from the source
of the wave ξs to a generic point ξ, thus providing

δϕ(0)(ξ) = δϕ(0)(ξs)
D(ξs)√
ϕ̄(ξs)

(√
ϕ̄(ξ)

D(ξ)

)
. (68)

Let us now describe the geometric optics regime for the
gravitational sector. The leading-order equation provides
the usual dispersion relation kµk

µ = 0.
The equation describing the evolution of the leading

order tensor amplitude has a richer structure[
K ρσαβ
µν (2kα∇β +∇αkα)− 2kαÃ

αβγ
µν δρβδ

σ
γ

]
h̃(0)
ρσ =

= 2Ã α
µν kαδϕ

(0).

(69)

By plugging the tensor decomposition (36) into the above
relation along with Eqs. (B1), (B3) and (B4), and sube-
sequently contracting the result with êµAê

ν
B , one easily

obtains

D
(√

ϕ̄α̃
(0)
AB

)
=

d

dξ

[√
ϕ̄Dα̃

(0)
AB

]
= 0. (70)

It is worth stressing that each amplitude evolves indepen-
dently and the evolution can be obtained by integrating
from the source of the waves to a generic point, ξ, thus
yielding

α̃
(0)
AB(ξ) = α̃

(0)
AB(ξs)

√
ϕ̄(ξs)D(ξs)√
ϕ̄(ξ)D(ξ)

. (71)

Being the TT gauge conditions valid in such a theory, the
constraints on the coefficients α̃

(0)
AB and α̃

(1)
AB are identi-

cally the same as those discussed for GR in Sec. III B: in
the GO limit only the mm and ll components are non-
zero, cf. Eqs. (42) and (53) hold. Specifically, by insert-
ing the solution (71) in Eq. (42), one gets the evolution
of the leading order tensor amplitude for the Brans-Dicke
theory

h̃(0)
µν (ξ) =

√
ϕ̄(ξs)D(ξs)√
ϕ̄(ξ)D(ξ)

[
α̃(0)
mm(ξs)mµmν + α̃

(0)
ll (ξs)lµlν

]
.

(72)
The result is similar to that of GR, where the leading-
order modes evolve inversely with the distance. How-
ever, one can observe a novel modulation factor,

√
ϕ̄(ξ),
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due to the presence of the scalar field. This is related
to the background scalar value modulating the effective
Planck’s mass, and hence the amplitude of GWs. These
results are in complete agreement with Refs. [62, 63, 67].

2. Beyond geometric optics

The bGO equations are significantly more intricate
than that of GR due to additional terms and interactions
between the scalar and tensor sectors. This differences
lead to novel effects and require a detailed treatment.

For the scalar wave, the NNLO equation captures the

bGO correction to the scalar wave, namely[
K̃αβ (2kα∇β +∇βkα)− kγÃ

γ
]
δϕ(1) =

= i
[(

K̃αβ∇α∇β + Ãγ∇γ + M̃
)
δϕ(0) + M̃αβ

ϕ h̃
(0)
αβ

]
.

(73)

The LHS of the above equation has the same structure of
the NLO propagation, Eq. (65), and can be re-written as
Eq. (66). The main difference is that the RHS introduces
a source term, given by the full propagation equation
acting on the leading-order scalar amplitude. In other
words, the bGO correction is sourced by the failure of the
GO prediction to satisfy the full equation, as expected
from the general framework discussed in Sec II A. The
general solution for δϕ(1) can therefore be expressed as

δϕ(1)(ξ) = δϕ(1)(ξs)
D(ξs)√
ϕ̄(ξs)

(√
ϕ̄(ξ)

D(ξ)

)
+ i

√
ϕ̄(ξ)

D(ξ)

∫ ξ

ξs

dξ
D(ξ)

ϕ̄3/2

[(
K̃αβ∇α∇β + Ãγ∇γ + M̃

)
δϕ(0) + M̃αβ

ϕ h̃
(0)
αβ

]
. (74)

The result clearly shows how tensor polarizations inter-
act with the scalar sector due to mass-like terms with
zero derivatives, M̃αβh̃

(0)
αβ . These interactions will source

the scalar polarization, even if only tensor modes were
emitted.

The tensor equation, at order ϵ0 reads[
K ρσαβ
µν (2kα∇β +∇αkα)− 2kαÃ

αβγ
µν δρβδ

σ
γ

]
h̃(1)
ρσ = iFµν ,

(75)
where

Fµν ≡ M̃h
µνδϕ

(0) − kγM̃
γ

µν δϕ(1)+

+

[
−1

2
K̃ ρσαβ
µν ∇α∇β + δραδ

σ
β Ã

αβγ
µν ∇γ + M̃ ρσ

µν

]
h̃(0)
ρσ .

(76)

The structure of the LHS of Eq. (75) is identical to that
of the GO, Eq. (69), and can be re-written as Eq. (70).
Further, the evolution of the coefficients α(1)

AB , is obtained
by plugging Eq. (36) into Eq. (75) and projecting the
result along the dual tetrads basis êµAê

ν
B , leading to

d

dξ

(
α̃
(1)
ABD

√
ϕ̄

)
= iD(ξ)êµAê

ν
BFµν . (77)

By integrating the above equation, one obtains

α̃
(1)
AB(ξ) = α̃

(1)
AB(ξs)

√
ϕ̄(ξs)D(ξs)√
ϕ̄(ξ)D(ξ)

+

+
i√

ϕ̄(ξ)D(ξ)

∫ ξ

ξs

dξ′
D(ξ′)√

ϕ̄
(êµAê

ν
BFµν) ,

(78)

Note that the F tensor includes both leading order metric
amplitudes and scalar field perturbations, cf. Eq. (76).

At this point, we can set without loss of generality
α̃
(1)
AB(ξs) = α̃

(1)
AB(ξo) = δϕ(1)(ξs) = δϕ(1)(ξo) = 0. It

is also reasonable to assume that bGO corrections trig-
gering novel (either apparent or additional) polarizations
forbidden in the GO limit do not contribute either at the
source or at the observation point, as the lens-induced
effects are entirely negligible asymptotically.

In any theory of gravity, mass-like terms, which in-
volve zero-order derivatives, inevitably contribute to
wave propagation, making them universal features re-
gardless of the specific framework. In the bGO regime,
in particular, the propagating perturbation fields gain a
dispersive nature, thus leading to frequency-dependent
modifications in the GW signal. Such dispersive effects
introduce modifications to both the phase and amplitude
of the signal, thus producing corrections that vary with
frequency and providing a potential signature that may
be detectable across cosmological distances. Importantly,
the interactions between the scalar and tensor sectors rely
on the presence of an inhomogeneous background; if the
propagation medium were homogeneous, such as in a cos-
mological setting, the interactions would effectively van-
ish. Consequently, the presence of a gravitational lens or
a similar inhomogeneous structure is necessary for these
effects to manifest.
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V. POINT-LIKE LENS

In this section, we apply the formalism to the point-like
lens case, discussing the bGO dispersive corrections to
the scalar and tensor amplitudes in Brans-Dicke theory.
In presence of a point-like lens, the line element reads

ds2 = −(1 + 2Ψ)dt2 + (1− 2Ψ)(dx2 + dy2 + dz2), (79)

where Ψ ≡ −Rs/2R is the gravitational potential such
that Ψ ≪ 1, Rs ≡ 2GML is the Schwarzchild radius with
ML as the lens’ mass and R ≡

√
x2 + y2 + z2 the ra-

dial distance from the origin of the coordinate system, in
which the lens is located (See Fig. 2). We will follow the
perturbative approach, up to linear order in Ψ, presented
in Ref. [73]. The first step is to expand the tensor ampli-
tude (36) to the first order in the gravitational potential,
yielding

h̃(n)
µν = ¯̃α

(n)
AB ē

A
(µē

B
ν) + 2¯̃α

(n)
ABδe

A
(µe

B
ν) + δα̃

(n)
AB ē

A
(µē

B
ν), (80)

where the bar identifies the background quantities con-
structed on the Minkowski metric, and the variations en-
code the effects of the gravitational potential character-
izing the lens.

We will consider propagation along the ẑ-axis in the
(x− z)-plane, i.e. y = 0. Specifically, given that Ψ ≪ 1,
the expected deflection angle between the lens-perturbed
trajectory.Therefore, we can compute the deflection as
leading-order corrections to the unperturbed trajectory
(Born approximation) and choose the affine parameter to
be dξ = dz/Ω, where Ω ≡ 2π/λ is a constant amplitude
for the 4−vector momentum and λ is the signal’s wave-
lenght (see Refs. [72, 73]). The background tetrads can
be constructed to be constants

k̄µ ≡ Ω(1, 0, 0, 1), (81)

n̄µ ≡ 1

2Ω
(1, 0, 0,−1), (82)

m̄µ ≡ 1√
2
(0, 1, i, 0), (83)

l̄µ ≡ 1√
2
(0, 1,−i, 0). (84)

Further, it is also straightforward to verify that this
construction fulfills all the properties highlighted in
Sec. III B. The perturbation to the tedrads at the first
order in Ψ can be explicitly evaluated by integrating the
linearized geodesic equation given by [97]

δeµA = −
∫ zo

zs

dz

Ω
δΓµ

αβ ē
α
Ak̄

β = −
∫ +∞

−∞

dz

Ω
δΓµ

αβ ē
α
Ak̄

β ,

(85)

ẑ

x̂

b

zs zo
⋆⋆

FIG. 2: Schematic visualization of the (x, z) plane
illustrating the propagation process along the z-axis of
scalar and tensor waves. In the presence of a lens
located at the origin (black star) and a background
scalar field around it (ideally represented by a halo
around the lens), the waves trajectory is weakly
deflected (solid purple line). The points zs and zo
identify the source and observer, respectively. In our
case of interest, zs → −∞ and zo → +∞.

where, in the second equality, we restricted to the special
case in which the lens is far away from both the source
and the observer zs → −∞, zo → +∞. Here δΓµ

αβ

are the linerized Christoffel symbols, evaluated using
Eq. (79) (whose expressions are shown in Appendix A),
up to the first order in Ψ. The subscripts s and o de-
note the points in which the source and the observer are
located, respectively. By plugging Eqs. (81–84) into the
above integral, one gets

kµ = k̄µ + δkµ = Ω

(
1,−2Rs

b
,−2Rs

b
, 1

)
, (86)

nµ = n̄µ + δnµ =
1

2Ω
(1, 0, 0,−1) , (87)

mµ = m̄µ + δmµ =
1√
2

(
−Rs

b
, 1, i,

Rs

b

)
, (88)

lµ = l̄µ + δlµ =
1√
2

(
−Rs

b
, 1,−i,

Rs

b

)
, (89)

where b ≡
√
x2 + z2 is the impact parameter.
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A. General relativity

Let us first analyze how the GO amplitude (50) is mod-
ified at first order in Ψ. In particular, one has

h̃(0)
µν (zo) =

D̄(zs)

D̄(zo)

[
α̃(0)
mm(zs)m̄µm̄ν + α̃

(0)
ll (zs)l̄µ l̄ν

]
∆(zo)+

+
D̄(zs)

D̄(zo)

[
2α̃(0)

mm(zs)m̄(µδmν) + 2α̃
(0)
ll (zs)l̄(µδlν)

]
,

(90)

with

∆(zo) ≡
(
1− δD(zo)

D̄(zo)

)
, (91)

where δD represents the first-order perturbation in the
comoving distance along the geodesic [98]; the latter can
be neglected at the first order in Ψ (as shown in Ref. [73],
Appendix A). Moreover, for simplicity, we assumed a Eu-
clidean distance parameterized as D̄(z) = z− zs. Recall-
ing Eq. (80), the correction to the tensor amplitude h̃

(1)
µν ,

at the linear order in Ψ, is

h̃(1)
µν (zo) = δα̃(1)

nm(zo)n̄(µm̄ν) + δα̃
(1)
nl (zo)n̄(µ l̄ν)+

+ δα̃(1)
mm(zo)m̄µm̄ν + δα̃

(1)
ll (zo)l̄µ l̄ν+

+ δα̃(1)
nn(zo)n̄µn̄ν .

(92)

In GR, the only coefficient surviving is δα̃(1)
nn , discussed

in Ref. [73], thus providing

h̃(1)
µν (zo) = −i

D̄(zs)

D̄(zo)

4ΩRs

b2
ζ̃
(0)
+ (zs)n̄µn̄ν , (93)

where we defined the quantities

ζ̃
(0)
+ (zs) ≡ α̃(0)

mm(zs) + α̃
(0)
ll (zs), (94)

ζ̃
(0)
− (zs) ≡ α̃(0)

mm(zs)− α̃
(0)
ll (zs). (95)

The latter are nothing but symmetric and antisymmetric
combinations of the left- and right-handed modes con-
tributing to the GO tensor amplitude. The above defini-
tions can be further related to standard GW polarization
via Eqs. (45) and (46), thus yielding

ζ̃
(0)
+ (zs) =

√
2h̃

(0)
+ (zs), (96)

ζ̃
(0)
− (zs) = −i

√
2h̃

(0)
× (zs). (97)

Note that Eq. (93) does not have components along
mµmν and lµlν , implying that there are no dispersive
corrections affecting the left- and right-handed polariza-
tions. However, the coupling between GWs and the back-
ground curvature induced by the lens triggers the exis-
tence of a new apparent polarization. In particular, this

effect actually arises from the failure of the left- and right-
handed polarizations to remain orthogonal to the wave’s
propagation direction.

Recalling also Eq. (82), Eq. (93) shows an overall factor
of 1/Ω, thus suggesting an explicit frequency dependence,
which scales as 1/f as expected for bGO corrections lead-
ing to LID. In the high-frequency limit, Ω → ∞, these
corrections vanish identically.

B. Massless Brans-Dicke

In this section, we discuss the bGO corrections for the
massless Brans-Dicke theory. For transparency, we will
restrict our analysis to a simple spherically symmetric
background scalar field configuration: [99]

ϕ̄(R) ≡ ϕ̄∞ + q
GML

R
, (98)

where ϕ̄∞ is an asymptotic costant value as R → ∞
and q a dimensionless parameter. Furthermore, given its
constant nature, we can set ϕ∞ = 1, thus recovering GR
at the asymptotic limit when R is large.

Let us now start by analyzing the contribution of bGO
arising from the scalar sector. By evaluating Eq. (74)
using the BD matrices coefficients shown in Appendix B
along with Eqs. (68), (90), and (98), the scalar amplitude
correction can be re-written in a more compact form as

δϕ(1)(zo) =i

√
ϕ̄(zo)

D̄(zo)

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

Ω

[
fϕ
∞(b, τ ; z)δϕ(0)(zs) +

+f+
∞(b, τ ; z)ζ̃

(0)
+ (zs) + f−

∞(b, τ ; z)ζ̃
(0)
− (zs)

]
,

(99)

where τ ≡ qML and the subscript ∞ refers to the form
of the functions when the limit zs → −∞ is performed.3

Moreover, the superscript denotes the GO variable to
which the function is associated (e.g., fϕ is the function
associated with δϕ(0), f± to ζ̃

(0)
± (ξs), respectively). The

functions fϕ,±
∞ (b, τ ; z) are presented in the Appendix C.

The result shows that the dispersive scalar correction
is sourced by GO amplitudes, δϕ(0)(zs) and ζ̃

(0)
± (zs), thus

encoding α̃
(0)
mm(zs) and α̃

(0)
ll (zs). The integration of the

3 In general, fϕ,± show an explicit dependence on zs as well (refer
to Appendix C) Note because the limit zs → −∞ and zo → +∞,
affects not only the integration range, but also the integrand
fϕ,±(b, zs, τ ; z) → fϕ,±

∞ (b, τ ; z). It can be verified that the limit
is well behaved.
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aforementioned equation can be performed analytically,
thus obtaining

δϕ(1)(zo) =
i

Ω

√
ϕ̄(zo)

D̄(zo)

[
Fϕ(b, τ)δϕ(0)(ξs)+

+F+(b, τ)ζ̃
(0)
+ (zs) + F−(b, τ)ζ̃(0)− (zs)

]
,

(100)

where Fϕ,±(b, τ) are the resulting integrals of the cor-
responding functions fϕ,±

∞ (b, τ ; z) whose explicit form is
shown in the Appendix C 1. It can be easily observed
that such a correction is a frequency-dependent quan-

tity, due to the presence of Ω, which behaves as 1/f and
contributes as a modification to the phase of the scalar
wave, due to the presence of the imaginary unit. The
high-frequency limit causes this correction to vanish.

Let us derive the bGO corrections to the leading-order
tensor amplitude by computing the coefficients appearing
in Eq. (92). By perturbing Eq. (78) at the first order in
Ψ along with the BD matrix coefficients appearing in
Appendix B to make Fµν explicit in terms of the metric
and the scalar field, one gets

δα̃
(1)
AB(zo) =

i√
ϕ̄(zo)D̄(zo)

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

Ω
êαAê

β
B

D̄(z)√
ϕ̄

{
−2(δRαβ)δϕ

(0) − 2δh̃
(0)
αβ□ϕ̄+

2ωXδh̃
(0)
αβ

ϕ̄
−

2(δΓγ
αβ)ϕ̄γδϕ

(0)

ϕ̄
+

+2δΓρ
αβh̃

(0)
γρ ϕ̄

γ + 2δΓρ
γ[βh̃

(0)
α]ρϕ̄

γ − 2h̃
(0)
αβδΓ

ρ
γρϕ̄

γ − 2∂β(δh̃
(0)
αγ )ϕ̄

γ+

+∂γ(δh̃
(0)
αβ)ϕ̄

γ + ϕ̄
[
(δR)h̃

(0)
αβ − 2(δRγ

β)h̃
(0)
αγ − 2(δRγαβρ)h̃

(0)γρ+

+□(δh̃
(0)
αβ)− 4δΓγ

ρ(α∂
ρh̃

(0)
β)γ − 2∂ρ(δΓγ

ρ(α)h̃
(0)
β)γ + δΓγ

γρ∂
ρh̃

(0)
αβ ]} .

(101)

Subsequently plugging Eqs. (68), (90), and (98) into
the above relation, each perturbed mode in the null
tetrad basis can be expressed as

δα̃
(1)
AB(zo) =

i√
ϕ̄(zo)D̄(zo)

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

Ω
×

×
[
fϕ
AB∞

(b, τ ; z)δϕ(0)(zs)+

+f+
AB∞

(b, τ ; z)ζ̃
(0)
+ (zs) +

+f−
AB∞

(b, τ ; z)ζ̃
(0)
− (zs)

]
,

(102)

where we refer to Appendix C for fϕ,±
AB∞

(b, τ ; z). The
subscript AB indicates that these functions contain, in
their definition, the contraction with the appropriate
dual tetrad êαAê

β
B . Similarly to the scalar case, the result

can be written in terms of leading-order scalar amplitude
and tensor modes


δα̃

(1)
mm(zo)

δα̃
(1)
ll (zo)

δα̃
(1)
nn(zo)

 =
i√

ϕ̄(zo)D̄(zo)


Fϕ
mm(b, τ) F+

mm(b, τ) F−
mm(b, τ)

Fϕ
ll (b, τ) F+

ll (b, τ) F−
ll (b, τ)

Fϕ
nn(b, τ) F+

nn(b, τ) 0



δϕ(0)(zs)

ζ̃
(0)
+ (zs)

ζ̃
(0)
− (zs).

 , (103)

δα̃(1)
nm(zo) = δα̃

(1)
nl (zo) = 0. (104)

where the functions Fϕ,±
AB (b, τ) are shown in Ap-

pendix C 1. The above equation, together with (100),
describes the bGO corrections in the massless BD the-
ory.
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The existence of scalar radiation and the non-minimal
coupling of the scalar field with curvature trigger, from
Eq. (101), δα̃(1)

mm and δα̃
(1)
ll to become new non-zero co-

efficients. Note that these terms arise exclusively in the
BD scenario and are completely absent in the GR case
(refer to table III for a summary). Recalling that the mm

and ll modes are related to the + and × polarizations, it
is important to emphasize that these corrections have a
direct impact on the GW polarizations.

Secondly, the δα̃
(1)
nn-mode emerge as an apparent scalar

polarization, and while it is also predicted by GR, it ex-
hibits distinct differences in comparison. In the GR case,
one can verify that most of the integrals in Eq. (101)
vanish and the only term yielding a non-zero outcome
is (δRγαβρ)h̃

(0)γρ, thus providing the result shown in
Eq. (93).4 In BD instead, it can be observed that there
are two additional contributions from Eq. (101), namely
(δΓγ

αβ)ϕ̄γδϕ
(0)/ϕ̄ and δΓρ

αβh̃
(0)
γρ ϕ̄γ .

The first term is related to the existence of scalar waves
that influence the evolution of tensor amplitude, whereas
the second one pertains to the coupling between scalar
fields and the gravitational dynamics. Essentially, this
means that even if we disregard scalar waves and focus
exclusively on how the background scalar field impacts
the propagation of tensor waves, there would nevertheless
appear a discrepancy from what GR results predict. Note
that δα̃

(1)
nm(zo) and δα̃

(1)
nl (zo) are vanishing even for BD.

In general, the limit to GR is straightforward to perform
by setting δϕ(0), τ, β → 0.

In BD, the bGO regime not only induces a new ap-
parent polarization (with novel contributions due to the
existence of the scalar wave and scalar-gravitational cou-
pling) but also leads to corrections along the left- and
right-handed polarizations, thus producing additional
phase modifications to the GWs phase. LID corrections
to standard GW polarizations are a smoking gun of BD:
Detecting a non-zero δα̃

(1)
mm and δα̃

(1)
ll would be a clear

signature of deviations from GR.
Finally, once all coefficients are plugged into Eq. (92),

along with Eqs. (81–84), the result will account for an
overall bGO dispersive correction / LID scaling as 1/Ω,
thus as 1/f .

4 To study the GR case from Eq. (101), one simply needs to dis-
card the contributions from the scalar field and the scalar wave
by setting ϕ̄ = constant. Consequently, the derivatives of the
field will vanish, and the amplitudes at every order of the WKB
expansion will be zero.

Summarizing, we derived analytical expressions for the
LID corrections for a point-like lens. We considered a
spherically symmetric background scalar field, perform-
ing the calculation perturbatively up to the first order in
the gravitational potential, assuming a Euclidean comov-
ing distance on the geodesic. We restricted the analysis
to the special case in which source and observation points
are pushed to infinity, i.e. zs → −∞, zo → +∞. This
situation in BD triggers the nn component, similarly to
GR but with a different amplitude and dependence on
the parameters. This can be interpreted as an apparent
polarization caused by the fact that, in the bGO regime,
the polarizations are no longer orthogonal to the prop-
agation direction. Additionally, there are corrections to
the mm and ll components, which directly impact the
standard GW polarizations: these corrections are absent
in GR and provide a smoking gun for BD or other alter-
native theories.

C. Jordan frame

The above results were obtained in the Einstein frame,
in which the dynamical variables decouple. To connect
with observables, we need to rewrite them in the Jordan
frame, in which matter couples minimally to the metric
perturbation. In order to do that, we need to reverse
Eq. (60) by obtaining

hµν = h̃µν − 1

2
gµν h̃− gµν

δϕ

ϕ̄
. (105)

By recalling h̃ = 0, the above equation reduces to

hµν = h̃µν − gµν
δϕ

ϕ̄
. (106)

We note that the short-wave approximation (25) holds
for hµν as well. By plugging the latter ansatz into the
above equation, the relation on the amplitude, at any
order n, yields

h(n)
µν = h̃(n)

µν − gµν
δϕ(n)

ϕ̄
. (107)

Applying the general rank-2 tensor decomposition (36)
on both sides of Eq. (107), one gets the general transfor-
mation of the expansion coefficients between the Einstein
and Jordan frames

α
(n)
CDΘAB

µν = α̃
(n)
ABΘ

AB
µν − gµν

δϕ(n)

ϕ̄
. (108)
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At the leading order in the short-wave expansion, by
using Eq. (35), employing the appropriate gauge condi-
tions, in both Jordan and Einstein frames, and subse-
quently contracting the above result with dual tetrads,
one gets

α(0)
mm = α̃(0)

mm, (109)

α
(0)
ll = α̃

(0)
ll , (110)

α
(0)
ml = −δϕ(0)

ϕ̄
, (111)

with all the other coefficients vanishing.
Coefficients describing bGO corrections are evaluated

in the same way. The nonzero LID terms read

α(1)
mm = α̃(1)

mm, (112)

α
(1)
ll = α̃

(1)
ll , (113)

α(1)
nn = α̃(1)

nn , (114)

α
(1)
ml = −δϕ(1)

ϕ̄
, (115)

while α
(1)
nm = α̃

(1)
nm and α

(1)
nl = α̃

(1)
nl vanish identically.

Moreover, as the bGO corrections are derived at first or-
der in the gravitational potential Ψ, the aforementioned
relations apply to the terms δα̃(1)

AB by replacing α̃
(1)
AB with

δα̃
(1)
AB .
From the above equations, it can be observed that

the scalar field perturbation excites the ml-mode, while
mm, ll, and nn coefficients remain invariant under the
mapping between the Einstein and Jordan frames. Ulti-
mately, we can express the GO and bGO tensor ampli-
tudes in the Jordan frame as

h(0)
µν = α(0)

mmm̄µm̄ν + α
(0)
ll l̄µ l̄ν − δϕ(0)

ϕ̄
m̄(µ l̄ν), (116)

h(1)
µν = δα(1)

mmm̄µm̄ν + δα
(1)
ll l̄µ l̄ν + δα(1)

nnn̄µn̄ν − δϕ(1)

ϕ̄
m̄(µ l̄ν).

(117)

VI. CONCLUSION

This work presents a novel framework to describe
frequency-dependent corrections to the propagation of
gravitational waves (GWs) in theories beyond Einstein’s
General Relativity (GR). These represent dispersive phe-
nomena, analog to how a prism splits light into its com-
ponent frequencies. The role of the prism is played by
a gravitational lens, which allows the standard GW po-
larizations (+,×) to interact with fields with lower spin

δα
(1)
nn δα

(1)
mm δα

(1)
ll δα

(1)
ml δα

(1)
nl δα

(1)
nm

GR ! % % % % %

BD ! ! ! ! % %

TABLE III: Schematic summary of the zero (%) vs non-zero
(!) bGO corrections in Einstein’s GR and Brans-Dicke (BD), in
the Jordan frame. In addition to introducing dispersive effects in
the standard GW polarizations (δα(1)

ll , δα
(1)
mm ̸= 0), BD modifies

the δα
(1)
nn. Moreover, the scalar field perturbation excites δα

(1)
ml .

(e.g., a scalar). Lens-induced dispersion (LID) phenom-
ena appear beyond geometric optics (bGO) and can be
tested on any GW signal, not requiring an electromag-
netic counterpart.

We begin presenting a general, model-independent de-
scription of linearized GW propagation in inhomogeneous
spacetime, relying only on a short-wave expansion. For
simplicity, we focus on scalar-tensor theories, which in-
clude an additional scalar field. The propagation of the
radiative d.o.f. is described by a system of tensorial dif-
ferential equations, coupled due to the interaction be-
tween gravity and the scalar field. We express this sys-
tem compactly in matrix form and introduce the kinetic,
amplitude and mixing matrices, which respectively en-
code interactions with two, one and zero derivatives of
the perturbations, and whose coefficients are functions
of the background quantities. We then describe how to
define propagation eigenstates, for which the kinetic ma-
trix is diagonal [58, 63], and present the general structure
of the equations in the short-wave expansion. The anal-
ogy here is similar to the way neutrinos change states
as they travel. In the realm of beyond GR theories, the
shift from interaction to propagation eigenstates involves
interactions involving two derivatives, rather than zero.

We present the computation of bGO corrections in GR
before addressing scalar-tensor theories (Sec. III). This
also serves as an introduction of the tetrad decomposi-
tion, affine parameter and luminosity distance. We re-
view how bGO corrections introduce an apparent new
polarization, the nn mode, via dispersive corrections. We
then apply the same concepts to Brans-Dicke (BD) the-
ory (Sec. IV), presenting for the first time the structure of
the equations that describe dispersive phenomena in GW
propagation beyond GR. Although complex, two impor-
tant properties of BD make these computations feasible:
First, the diagonalization of the kinetic matrix is sim-
ple (60), and equivalent to the well-known definition of
the Einstein frame metric. Second, BD is a fully-luminal



17

theory, with all excitations sharing the same propagation
speed, wavevector and geodesics (Sec IV A).

We then present an explicit computation of lens-
induced diffraction (LID) in BD in the presence of a point
lens (Sec V). Additional, well-motivated approximations
allow us to present analytical results: we assume the lens
to be isolated and that deviations w.r.t. flat spacetime
are small for the trajectories (Born approximation) and
negligible at large separations from the lens.As expected,
all corrections reduce to GR results when the scalar field
is constant, and LID vanish as 1/f at high frequencies,
recovering the GO limit. To facilitate the interpretation
of data in the context of BD theory, we rewrite our results
in terms of the minimally-coupled Jordan frame metric,
Eqs. (116) and (117).

Our results exemplify how LID provides a smoking gun
for deviations from GR:

• Additional physical polarizations are present and
receive dispersive corrections, which depend on the
theory parameters. For BD, the scalar field per-
turbation sources the ml component, additional
breathing mode which is not present in GR.

• Like in GR, apparent new polarizations (nn) are
sourced by bGO corrections. The amplitude of this
correction depends on the BD parameter.

• The standard metric polarizations (+,×) receive
novel frequency-dependent corrections. These are
absent in GR and would be a clear signature of new
gravitational dynamics.

This rich structure emerges even for the relatively simple
case of BD, despite important simplifications like full-
luminality and the absence of kinetic interactions. More
complex theories of gravity will lead to more and/or
stronger observational signatures.

Three important aspects of LID make them promis-
ing for testing gravity. First, the frequency-dependent
corrections can be tested on all GW sources (irrespec-
tive of their intrinsic properties, electromagnetic counter-
part, etc.). Second, they stem from inhomogeneous back-
grounds, which distinguish between the standard GW po-
larizations (+,×). Finally, they arise from interactions
with zero derivatives, which are expected in any mod-
ified theory. LID phenomena are therefore a universal
prediction in theories beyond GR.

This work bridges important gaps in the theoretical
understanding of GWs propagation beyond GR. Future
research should address more complex gravity theories,

including different speeds for scalar and tensor waves,
screening mechanisms, or non-trivial cosmological dy-
namics, likely leading to enhanced dispersive effects on
the gravitational wave signal. Because dispersive effects
are stronger at low frequencies, this program needs to
not only consider ground detectors, but also space-borne
observatories and ultra-low frequency GWs observable
through pulsar-timing arrays. This program will enable
novel tests of gravity and dark energy theories, leveraging
the full potential of the GW spectrum.
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Appendix A: Weak field limit

Given the line element of Eq. (79), one gets the
Christoffel symbols up to first order in Ψ

δΓ0
00 = δΓ0

ij = δΓi
j0 = 0, (A1)

δΓ0
i0 = ∂iΨ, (A2)

δΓi
jk = δjk∂

iΨ− δik∂jΨ− δij∂kΨ, (A3)

where δij is the Kronecker delta. Further, the linearized
Riemann and Ricci tensors and scalar, respectively, are
then provided

δRρ
µλν = ∂λδΓ

ρ
µν − ∂νδΓ

ρ
µλ, (A4)

δRµν = δλρ δR
ρ
µλν , (A5)

δR = gµνδRµν . (A6)

Appendix B: Brans-Dicke background functions

Here we present the non-zero components of the
kinetic, amplitude, and mass matrices, appearing in
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Eq. (62), which constitute the system of differential equa-
tions describing the propagation of GWs and scalar waves
in the TT gauge. In particular, we have

K̃ αβγρ
µν ≡ −1

2
ϕ̄δαµδ

β
ν g

γρ, (B1)

K̃γρ ≡ −ϕ̄gγρ, (B2)

Ã αβγ
µν ≡ 1

2

(
2ϕ̄αδβ(µδ

γ
ν) − ϕ̄γδαµδ

β
ν

)
, (B3)

Ã γ
µν ≡ 3 + 2ω

2ϕ̄

(
gµν ϕ̄

γ − 2ϕ̄(µδ
γ
ν)

)
, (B4)

Ãγ ≡ ϕ̄γ , (B5)

M̃ αβ
µν ≡ ϕ̄

2

(
gµνR

αβ + 2R α
(µ δ

β

ν) − δαµδ
β
νR+ 2Rα

µν
β
)
+

+ δαµδ
β
ν

(
□ϕ̄− ωX

ϕ̄

)
− gµν

(
ϕ̄βα +

1

2
ϕ̄αϕ̄β

)
,

(B6)

M̃h
µν ≡ Rµν − gµν

[
1

2
R− □ϕ̄

ϕ̄
− (3 + ω)X

ϕ̄2

]
+

+
(3 + ω)

ϕ̄2
ϕ̄µϕ̄ν − ϕ̄νµ

ϕ̄
,

(B7)

M̃αβ
ϕ ≡ ϕ̄(ϕ̄αβ), (B8)

M̃ ≡ 2X

ϕ̄
, (B9)

where X ≡ −∇µϕ̄∇µϕ̄/2 is the canonical kinetic term of
the scalar field.

Appendix C: Functions for bGO corrections

Here, we present the functions to be integrated, along
the z-axis, to obtain the bGO corrections. For clarity, we
have set ϕ̄∞ = 1, as discussed in Sec. V B. Let us start
by showing the functions of Eq. (99)

fϕ(b, zs, τ ; z) =
D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

p(b, zs, τ ; z)

q(b, zs, τ ; z)
, (C1)

with

p(b, zs, τ ; z) ≡ τ2
(
8b2 + 9z2 − 2zzs + z2s

)
+

+ 16τ(b2 + z2)3/2 + 8
(
b2 + z2

)2
,

(C2)

q(b, zs, τ ; z)] ≡ 4
(
b2 + z2

)
(z − zs)

2×

×
[(
b2 + z2

)
+ 2τ(b2 + z2)1/2 + τ2

]
.

(C3)

The functions multiplying ζ̃
(0)
+ and ζ̃

(0)
− , respectively, are

f+(b, zs, τ ; z) = −D̄(zs)
√

ϕ̄(zs)
3τ(b2 + 2zRs)

2g(b, τ ; z)
, (C4)

f−(b, zs, τ ; z) = 0, (C5)

with

g(b, τ ; z) ≡
(
b2 + z2

)2 [
τ + (b2 + z2)1/2

]
. (C6)

We proceed by presenting the elements that compose
Eq. (102), only considering the coefficients appearing in
Eq. (92). The quantity δα

(1)
nn is build up by

fϕ
nn(b, τ ; z) = 2Ω2Rs

D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

×

×
[

b2τ

(b2 + z2)1/2g(b, τ ; z)
−
(
b2 − 2z2

)
(b2 + z2)

5/2

]
,

(C7)

f+
nn(b, τ ; z) = −b2Ω2RsD̄(zs)

√
ϕ̄(zs)×

×
[

τ

(b2 + z2)1/2g(b, τ ; z)
+

3

(b2 + z2)
5/2

]
,

(C8)

f−
nn(b, τ ; z) = 0. (C9)

Proceeding with δα
(1)
mm, we have

fϕ
mm(b, zs, τ ; z) = b2Rs

D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

×

×
[
− τ

(b2 + z2)1/2g(b, τ ; z)
+

3

(b2 + z2)
5/2

]
,

(C10)

f+
mm(b, zs, τ ; z) = f−

mm(b, zs, τ ; z) =

= RsD̄(zs)
√

ϕ̄(zs)

{
5
(
b2 − 2z2

)
2 (b2 + z2)

5/2
− τ(b2 + z2)1/2

g(b, τ ; z)
+

+
zτ2

(
b2 + z2

)2
4g(b, τ ; z)2

+
b2τ

2(b2 + z2)1/2g(b, τ ; z)

}
,

(C11)

Given that the tetrads mµ and lµ differ only by a complex
conjugation, the functions characterizing fϕ,±

ll (b, zs, τ ; z)

exhibit the same functional dependence as those of
δα

(1)
mm, following

fϕ
mm(b, zs, τ ; z) =fϕ

ll (b, zs, τ ; z),

f+
mm(b, zs, τ ; z) =f+

ll (b, zs, τ ; z),

f−
mm(b, zs, τ ; z) =− f−

ll (b, zs, τ ; z).

(C12)

The functions for δα
(1)
nm are instead

fϕ
nm(b, zs, τ ; z) =

√
2ΩbzRs

D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

×

×
[

τ

(b2 + z2)1/2g(b, τ ; z)
− 3

(b2 + z2)5/2

]
.

(C13)
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f+
nm(b, zs, τ ; z) = f−

nm(b, zs, τ ; z) =

− ΩRsb

2
√
2
D̄(zs)

√
ϕ̄(zs)

[
3z

(b2 + z2)5/2
+

+
1

(b2 + z2)3/2(z − zs)
+

zτ

(b2 + z2)1/2g(b, τ ; z)

]
,

(C14)

Analogously, the functions fϕ,±
nm (b, zs, τ ; z) follows

fϕ
nl(b, zs, τ ; z) =fϕ

nl(b, zs, τ ; z),

f+
nl(b, zs, τ ; z) =f+

ll (b, zs, τ ; z),

f−
nl(b, zs, τ ; z) =− f−

nl(b, zs, τ ; z).

(C15)

We now consider the case where zs → −∞ and zo →
+∞: apart from the integration boundaries, this oper-
ation also applies to the functions fϕ,±(b, zs, τ ; b) and
fϕ,±
AB (b, zs, τ ; b). In particular, we observe that the func-

tional dependence on zs appears only in the functions
fϕ(b, zs, τ ; b) and f±

nm(b, zs, τ ; b). Performing the afore-
mentioned limit on these two, we obtain

fϕ
∞(b, τ ; z) =

D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

τ2(b2 + z2)

4g(b, τ ; z)2
, (C16)

f±
nm∞

(b, τ ; z) =− ΩRsb

2
√
2
D̄(zs)

√
ϕ̄(zs)×

×
[

3z

(b2 + z2)5/2
+

zτ

(b2 + z2)1/2g(b, τ ; z)

]
.

(C17)

1. Results from analytic integration

We define Fϕ,±(b, τ) and Fϕ,±
AB (b, τ) as

Fϕ,±(b, τ) ≡
∫ +∞

−∞

dz

Ω
fϕ,±
∞ (b, τ ; z), (C18)

Fϕ,±
AB (b, τ) ≡

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

Ω
fϕ,±
AB∞

(b, τ ; z). (C19)

The scalar bGO correction δϕ(1) is obtained by em-
ploying the definition (C18) along with Eqs. (C4), (C5)
and (C16), thus obtaining

Fϕ(b, τ) ≡ D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

[
πb2 − 2bτ − πτ2

4b(b2 − τ2)
+

b2 − 2τ2

(b2 − τ2)
u(b, τ)

]
,

(C20)

F+(b, τ) ≡− D̄(zs)
√

ϕ̄(zs)×

× 3b2

4τ2

[
2πb2 − 4bτ + πτ2

b3
+ 8u(b, τ)

]
,

(C21)

F−(b, τ) ≡ 0, (C22)

with

u(b, τ) ≡ 1

(b2 − τ2)1/2
×

×
[
tan−1

(
τ√

b2 − τ2

)
− cot−1

(√
b− τ

b+ τ

)]
.

(C23)

The limit to GR is achieved by setting τ → 0, which leads
Fϕ(b, τ) and F+(b, τ) to identically vanish. This result
is consistent since, in GR, the scalar wave does not exist.

The results regarding the coefficients δα̃
(1)
AB compos-

ing the tensor bGO correction h
(1)
µν are derived by using

Eq. (C19). By starting from the δα̃
(1)
nn , the result is

Fϕ
nn(b, τ) =

D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

ΩRs

τ3
×

×
{
8τ3

3b2
− πτ2

b
+ 4τ − 2b [π + 4bu(b, τ)]

}
,

(C24)

F+
nn(b, τ) =− D̄(zs)

√
ϕ̄(zs)

4ΩRs

b2
×

×
{
4

3
− πb

8τ
+

b2

2τ2
− πb3

4τ3
− b4

τ3
u(b, τ)

}
,

(C25)

F−
nn(b, τ) = 0. (C26)

The τ → 0 limit makes Fϕ
nn(b, τ) and F−

nn(b, τ) vanish but
not F+

nn(b, τ) whose terms in the parenthesis resemble to
provide the result in Eq. (93), with ϕ̄(zs) → 1.

The result for the mm and ll components acts as

Fϕ
mm(b, τ) =Fϕ

ll (b, τ) =
D̄(zs)√
ϕ̄(zs)

Rs

Ω
×

×
[

8

3b2
+

π

2bτ
− 2

τ2
+

πb

τ3
− 4b2u(b, τ)

τ3

]
,

(C27)

F+
mm(b, τ) = F−

mm(b, τ) = F+
ll (b, τ) = −F−

ll (b, τ) =

= D̄(zs)
√

ϕ̄(zs)
Rs

Ω
×

×
[
− 4

3b2
+

3π

4bτ
+

1

τ2
− πb

2τ3
− 2(b2 − 2τ2)u(b, τ)

τ3

]
.

(C28)

To conclude, the integration of Eqs. (C13) and (C14)
vanishes identically, thus providing δα̃

(1)
nm = δα̃

(1)
nl = 0.



20

[1] N. Aghanim et al. (Planck), Astron. Astrophys. 641, A6
(2020), [Erratum: Astron.Astrophys. 652, C4 (2021)],
arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO].

[2] E. Oks, New Astron. Rev. 93, 101632 (2021),
arXiv:2111.00363 [astro-ph.CO].

[3] A. K. Drukier, K. Freese, and D. N. Spergel, Phys. Rev.
D 33, 3495 (1986).

[4] K. Arun, S. B. Gudennavar, and C. Sivaram, Advances
in Space Research 60, 166 (2017), arXiv:1704.06155
[physics.gen-ph].

[5] A. G. Riess et al. (Supernova Search Team), Astron. J.
116, 1009 (1998), arXiv:astro-ph/9805201.

[6] S. Perlmutter et al. (Supernova Cosmology Project), As-
trophys. J. 517, 565 (1999), arXiv:astro-ph/9812133.

[7] M. Li, X.-D. Li, S. Wang, and Y. Wang, Front. Phys.
(Beijing) 8, 828 (2013), arXiv:1209.0922 [astro-ph.CO].

[8] M. Li, X.-D. Li, S. Wang, and Y. Wang, Commun. Theor.
Phys. 56, 525 (2011), arXiv:1103.5870 [astro-ph.CO].

[9] J. Frieman, M. Turner, and D. Huterer, Ann. Rev. As-
tron. Astrophys. 46, 385 (2008), arXiv:0803.0982 [astro-
ph].

[10] D. H. Weinberg, M. J. Mortonson, D. J. Eisenstein, C. Hi-
rata, A. G. Riess, and E. Rozo, Phys. Rep. 530, 87
(2013), arXiv:1201.2434 [astro-ph.CO].

[11] E. J. Copeland, M. Sami, and S. Tsujikawa, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. D 15, 1753 (2006), arXiv:hep-th/0603057.

[12] T. Clifton, P. G. Ferreira, A. Padilla, and C. Sko-
rdis, Phys. Rept. 513, 1 (2012), arXiv:1106.2476 [astro-
ph.CO].

[13] S. Capozziello and M. De Laurentis, Phys. Rept. 509,
167 (2011), arXiv:1108.6266 [gr-qc].

[14] A. Joyce, B. Jain, J. Khoury, and M. Trodden, Phys.
Rept. 568, 1 (2015), arXiv:1407.0059 [astro-ph.CO].

[15] D. H. Weinberg, M. J. Mortonson, D. J. Eisenstein, C. Hi-
rata, A. G. Riess, and E. Rozo, Phys. Rept. 530, 87
(2013), arXiv:1201.2434 [astro-ph.CO].

[16] P. A. R. Ade et al. (Planck), Astron. Astrophys. 594,
A14 (2016), arXiv:1502.01590 [astro-ph.CO].

[17] Y. Mellier et al. (Euclid), (2024), arXiv:2405.13491
[astro-ph.CO].

[18] G. Cusin, M. Lewandowski, and F. Vernizzi, JCAP 04,
061, arXiv:1712.02782 [astro-ph.CO].

[19] G. Cusin, M. Lewandowski, and F. Vernizzi, JCAP 04,
005, arXiv:1712.02783 [astro-ph.CO].

[20] E. Bellini and I. Sawicki, JCAP 07, 050, arXiv:1404.3713
[astro-ph.CO].

[21] M. Zumalacárregui, E. Bellini, I. Sawicki, J. Lesgour-
gues, and P. G. Ferreira, JCAP 08, 019, arXiv:1605.06102
[astro-ph.CO].

[22] M. Ishak, Living Rev. Rel. 22, 1 (2019), arXiv:1806.10122
[astro-ph.CO].

[23] E. Abdalla et al., JHEAp 34, 49 (2022), arXiv:2203.06142
[astro-ph.CO].

[24] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 116, 061102 (2016), arXiv:1602.03837 [gr-qc].

[25] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Phys. Rev.
D 100, 104036 (2019), arXiv:1903.04467 [gr-qc].

[26] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Physical Re-
view D 103, 122002 (2021).

[27] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, VIRGO, KAGRA),
(2021), arXiv:2112.06861 [gr-qc].

[28] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo, Fermi-GBM,
INTEGRAL), Astrophys. J. Lett. 848, L13 (2017),
arXiv:1710.05834 [astro-ph.HE].

[29] C. de Rham, J. T. Deskins, A. J. Tolley, and S.-Y. Zhou,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 025004 (2017), arXiv:1606.08462
[astro-ph.CO].

[30] J. M. Ezquiaga and M. Zumalacárregui, Phys. Rev. Lett.
119, 251304 (2017), arXiv:1710.05901 [astro-ph.CO].

[31] P. Creminelli and F. Vernizzi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
251302 (2017), arXiv:1710.05877 [astro-ph.CO].

[32] T. Baker, E. Bellini, P. G. Ferreira, M. Lagos, J. Noller,
and I. Sawicki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 251301 (2017),
arXiv:1710.06394 [astro-ph.CO].

[33] L. Lombriser and A. Taylor, JCAP 03, 031,
arXiv:1509.08458 [astro-ph.CO].

[34] D. Bettoni, J. M. Ezquiaga, K. Hinterbichler, and
M. Zumalacárregui, Phys. Rev. D 95, 084029 (2017),
arXiv:1608.01982 [gr-qc].

[35] K. Bamba, S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri, and S. D. Odintsov,
Astrophys. Space Sci. 342, 155 (2012), arXiv:1205.3421
[gr-qc].

[36] J. Sakstein and B. Jain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 251303
(2017), arXiv:1710.05893 [astro-ph.CO].

[37] P. Creminelli, M. Lewandowski, G. Tambalo, and
F. Vernizzi, JCAP 12, 025, arXiv:1809.03484 [astro-
ph.CO].

[38] P. Creminelli, G. Tambalo, F. Vernizzi, and
V. Yingcharoenrat, JCAP 05, 002, arXiv:1910.14035
[gr-qc].

[39] P. Creminelli, G. Tambalo, F. Vernizzi, and
V. Yingcharoenrat, JCAP 10, 072, arXiv:1906.07015
[gr-qc].

[40] M. Lagos, L. Jenks, M. Isi, K. Hotokezaka, B. D. Met-
zger, E. Burns, W. M. Farr, S. Perkins, K. W. K.
Wong, and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev. D 109, 124003 (2024),
arXiv:2402.05316 [gr-qc].

[41] I. D. Saltas, I. Sawicki, L. Amendola, and M. Kunz, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 113, 191101 (2014), arXiv:1406.7139 [astro-
ph.CO].

[42] J. M. Ezquiaga and M. Zumalacárregui, Front. Astron.
Space Sci. 5, 44 (2018), arXiv:1807.09241 [astro-ph.CO].

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.newar.2021.101632
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.00363
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.3495
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.3495
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2017.03.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2017.03.043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.06155
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.06155
https://doi.org/10.1086/300499
https://doi.org/10.1086/300499
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9805201
https://doi.org/10.1086/307221
https://doi.org/10.1086/307221
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9812133
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11467-013-0300-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11467-013-0300-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.0922
https://doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/56/3/24
https://doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/56/3/24
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.5870
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.46.060407.145243
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.46.060407.145243
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.0982
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.0982
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.05.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.2434
https://doi.org/10.1142/S021827180600942X
https://doi.org/10.1142/S021827180600942X
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2012.01.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2476
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2476
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2011.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2011.09.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.6266
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2014.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2014.12.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.0059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.05.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.2434
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525814
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525814
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.01590
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.13491
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.13491
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/061
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/061
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02782
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02783
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/07/050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.3713
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.3713
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/08/019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06102
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-018-0017-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10122
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2022.04.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06142
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06142
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03837
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104036
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04467
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.122002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.122002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.06861
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa920c
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05834
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.025004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.08462
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.08462
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251304
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05877
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06394
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/03/031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.08458
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.084029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.01982
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-012-1181-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3421
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251303
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05893
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/12/025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.03484
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.03484
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/05/002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.14035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.14035
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/10/072
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.07015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.07015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.124003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.05316
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.191101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.191101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.7139
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.7139
https://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2018.00044
https://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2018.00044
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.09241


21

[43] J. M. Ezquiaga, W. Hu, M. Lagos, and M.-X. Lin, JCAP
11 (11), 048, arXiv:2108.10872 [astro-ph.CO].

[44] M. Bartelmann, Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 233001 (2010),
arXiv:1010.3829 [astro-ph.CO].

[45] R. Takahashi, T. Suyama, and S. Michikoshi, Astron. As-
trophys. 438, L5 (2005), arXiv:astro-ph/0503343.

[46] P. Schneider, J. Ehlers, and E. E. Falco,
Gravitational Lenses, Astronomy and Astrophysics
Library (Springer, 1992).

[47] V. Bozza, S. Capozziello, G. Iovane, and G. Scarpetta,
Gen. Rel. Grav. 33, 1535 (2001), arXiv:gr-qc/0102068.

[48] B. Bonga, J. Feldbrugge, and A. Ribes Metidieri, (2024),
arXiv:2410.03828 [gr-qc].

[49] R. Takahashi and T. Nakamura, Astrophys. J. 595, 1039
(2003), arXiv:astro-ph/0305055.

[50] G. Tambalo, M. Zumalacárregui, L. Dai, and M. H.-
Y. Cheung, Phys. Rev. D 108, 043527 (2023),
arXiv:2210.05658 [gr-qc].

[51] M. A. Oancea, J. Joudioux, I. Y. Dodin, D. E. Ruiz, C. F.
Paganini, and L. Andersson, Phys. Rev. D 102, 024075
(2020), arXiv:2003.04553 [gr-qc].

[52] M. A. Oancea, R. Stiskalek, and M. Zumalacárregui,
Phys. Rev. D 109, 124045 (2024), arXiv:2209.06459 [gr-
qc].

[53] M. A. Oancea, R. Stiskalek, and M. Zumalacár-
regui, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 535, L1 (2024),
arXiv:2307.01903 [gr-qc].

[54] K.-i. Kubota, S. Arai, H. Motohashi, and S. Mukohyama,
(2024), arXiv:2408.03289 [gr-qc].

[55] G. Braga, A. Garoffolo, A. Ricciardone, N. Bartolo, and
S. Matarrese, (2024), arXiv:2405.20208 [astro-ph.CO].

[56] K.-i. Kubota, S. Arai, and S. Mukohyama, Phys. Rev. D
109, 044027 (2024), arXiv:2309.11024 [gr-qc].

[57] H. Villarrubia-Rojo, S. Savastano, M. Zumalacárregui,
L. Choi, S. Goyal, L. Dai, and G. Tambalo, (2024),
arXiv:2409.04606 [gr-qc].

[58] J. M. Ezquiaga and M. Zumalacárregui, Phys. Rev. D
102, 124048 (2020), arXiv:2009.12187 [gr-qc].

[59] S. Goyal, A. Vijaykumar, J. M. Ezquiaga, and
M. Zumalacarregui, Phys. Rev. D 108, 024052 (2023),
arXiv:2301.04826 [gr-qc].

[60] L. Andersson, J. Joudioux, M. A. Oancea, and A. Raj,
Phys. Rev. D 103, 044053 (2021), arXiv:2012.08363 [gr-
qc].

[61] Y.-F. Wang, S. M. Brown, L. Shao, and W. Zhao, Phys.
Rev. D 106, 084005 (2022), arXiv:2109.09718 [astro-
ph.HE].

[62] C. Dalang, P. Fleury, and L. Lombriser, Phys. Rev. D
102, 044036 (2020), arXiv:1912.06117 [gr-qc].

[63] C. Dalang, P. Fleury, and L. Lombriser, Phys. Rev. D
103, 064075 (2021), arXiv:2009.11827 [gr-qc].

[64] H. Takeda and T. Tanaka, (2024), arXiv:2404.10809 [gr-
qc].

[65] J. Streibert, H. O. Silva, and M. Zumalacárregui, (2024),
arXiv:2404.07782 [gr-qc].

[66] V. Faraoni and E. Gunzig, Astron. Astrophys. 332, 1154
(1998), arXiv:astro-ph/9801172.

[67] A. Garoffolo, G. Tasinato, C. Carbone, D. Bertacca, and
S. Matarrese, JCAP 11, 040, arXiv:1912.08093 [gr-qc].

[68] K.-i. Kubota, S. Arai, and S. Mukohyama, Phys. Rev. D
107, 064002 (2023), arXiv:2209.00795 [gr-qc].

[69] S. M. Koksbang and S. Räsänen, JCAP 04 (04), 030,
arXiv:2108.06163 [astro-ph.CO].

[70] G. Tasinato, A. Garoffolo, D. Bertacca, and S. Matarrese,
JCAP 06, 050, arXiv:2103.00155 [gr-qc].

[71] V. Faraoni, Astrophys. Lett. Commun. 35, 305 (1996),
arXiv:astro-ph/9602154.

[72] G. Cusin and M. Lagos, Phys. Rev. D 101, 044041 (2020),
arXiv:1910.13326 [gr-qc].

[73] C. Dalang, G. Cusin, and M. Lagos, Phys. Rev. D 105,
024005 (2022), arXiv:2104.10119 [gr-qc].

[74] A. I. Harte, Gen. Rel. Grav. 51, 14 (2019),
arXiv:1808.06203 [gr-qc].

[75] A. I. Harte, Gen. Rel. Grav. 51, 160 (2019),
arXiv:1906.10708 [gr-qc].

[76] L. T. Santana, J. a. C. Lobato, M. O. Calvão, and
R. R. R. Reis, Phys. Rev. D 110, 044031 (2024),
arXiv:2407.04627 [gr-qc].

[77] S. Goyal, K. Haris, A. K. Mehta, and P. Ajith, Phys. Rev.
D 103, 024038 (2021), arXiv:2008.07060 [gr-qc].

[78] C. Brans and R. H. Dicke, Phys. Rev. 124, 925 (1961).
[79] V. Faraoni, Phys. Rev. D 59, 084021 (1999), arXiv:gr-

qc/9902083.
[80] E. E. Flanagan, Class. Quant. Grav. 21, 3817 (2004),

arXiv:gr-qc/0403063.
[81] M. Zumalacarregui, T. S. Koivisto, and D. F. Mota,

Phys. Rev. D 87, 083010 (2013), arXiv:1210.8016 [astro-
ph.CO].

[82] D. Bettoni and S. Liberati, Phys. Rev. D 88, 084020
(2013), arXiv:1306.6724 [gr-qc].

[83] M. Zumalacárregui and J. García-Bellido, Phys. Rev. D
89, 064046 (2014), arXiv:1308.4685 [gr-qc].

[84] D. Bettoni and M. Zumalacárregui, Phys. Rev. D 91,
104009 (2015), arXiv:1502.02666 [gr-qc].

[85] S. Capozziello, R. de Ritis, and A. A. Marino, Class.
Quant. Grav. 14, 3243 (1997), arXiv:gr-qc/9612053.

[86] V. Faraoni and E. Gunzig, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38, 217
(1999), arXiv:astro-ph/9910176.

[87] C. M. Will, Physical Review D 57, 2061 (1998).
[88] L. Gondán and B. Kocsis, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc.

515, 3299 (2022), arXiv:2110.09540 [astro-ph.HE].
[89] S. H. W. Leong, J. Janquart, A. K. Sharma,

P. Martens, P. Ajith, and O. A. Hannuksela, (2024),
arXiv:2408.13144 [astro-ph.HE].

[90] M. Maggiore, (Oxford University Press, 2007)
10.1093/acprof:oso/9780198570745.001.0001.

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/11/048
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/11/048
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.10872
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/23/233001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1010.3829
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200500140
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200500140
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0503343
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-03758-4
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1012292927358
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0102068
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.03828
https://doi.org/10.1086/377430
https://doi.org/10.1086/377430
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0305055
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.043527
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.05658
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.024075
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.024075
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04553
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.124045
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.06459
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.06459
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slae084
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01903
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.03289
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.20208
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.044027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.044027
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.11024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.04606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.124048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.124048
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.12187
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.024052
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.04826
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.044053
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08363
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08363
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.084005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.084005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.09718
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.09718
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.044036
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.044036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.064075
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.064075
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11827
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.10809
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.10809
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.07782
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9801172
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/11/040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08093
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.064002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.064002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.00795
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/04/030
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/04/030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.06163
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/06/050
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.00155
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9602154
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.044041
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.13326
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.024005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.024005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.10119
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-018-2494-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.06203
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-019-2646-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.10708
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.044031
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.04627
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.024038
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.024038
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.07060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.124.925
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.084021
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9902083
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9902083
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/15/N02
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0403063
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.083010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.8016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.8016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.6724
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.064046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.064046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.4685
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.104009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.104009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.02666
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/14/12/010
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/14/12/010
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9612053
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026645510351
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026645510351
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9910176
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.2061
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1985
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1985
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.09540
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.13144
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780198570745.001.0001


22

[91] C. W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, and J. A. Wheeler,
Gravitation (W. H. Freeman, San Francisco, 1973).

[92] M. Isi, Class. Quant. Grav. 40, 203001 (2023),
arXiv:2208.03372 [gr-qc].

[93] C. M. Will, (Cambridge University Press, 2018).
[94] E. Poisson, (Cambridge University Press, 2009)

10.1017/CBO9780511606601.
[95] P. Fleury, (2015), arXiv:1511.03702 [gr-qc].
[96] J. a. C. Lobato and M. O. Calvão, Phys. Rev. D 109,

044004 (2024), arXiv:2402.02497 [gr-qc].
[97] G. Cusin, C. Pitrou, and J.-P. Uzan, Phys. Rev. D 96,

103019 (2017), arXiv:1704.06184 [astro-ph.CO].
[98] C. Bonvin, R. Durrer, and M. A. Gasparini, Phys. Rev.

D 73, 023523 (2006), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 85, 029901
(2012)], arXiv:astro-ph/0511183.

[99] V. Faraoni, Class. Quant. Grav. 26, 145014 (2009),
arXiv:0906.1901 [gr-qc].

https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acf28c
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.03372
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511606601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.03702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.044004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.044004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.02497
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.103019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.103019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.06184
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.029901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.029901
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0511183
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/14/145014
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.1901

	Gravitational wave propagation beyond General Relativity:  geometric optic expansion and lens-induced dispersion
	Abstract
	Contents
	Introduction
	General theory for GW propagation
	Short wave Expansion
	Geometric optics
	Beyond geometric optics
	Fully-luminal theories


	General Relativity
	Short-wave expansion
	Geometric optics
	Beyond geometric optics

	Tetrad decomposition
	Geometric optics
	Beyond geometric optics


	Brans-Dicke
	Short-wave expansion
	Geometric optics
	Beyond geometric optics


	Point-like lens
	General relativity
	Massless Brans-Dicke
	Jordan frame

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments

	Weak field limit
	Brans-Dicke background functions
	Functions for bGO corrections
	Results from analytic integration

	References


