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Gravitomagnetic tidal response of relativistic stars in partially screened scalar-tensor
theories
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In scalar-tensor theories beyond Horndeski, the Vainshtein screening mechanism is only partially
effective inside astrophysical bodies. We investigate the potential to detect this partial breaking
of Vainshtein screening through the tidal response of fluid bodies. Specifically, we calculate the
gravitomagnetic tidal Love numbers and analyze how deviations from general relativity depend on
parameters governing the breaking of Vainshtein screening in the weak-gravity regime. For fixed
parameter values, the relative deviations increase with higher multipoles and larger compactness.
However, we demonstrate that these parameters alone are insufficient to fully characterize the tidal
response of relativistic bodies in scalar-tensor theories beyond Horndeski.

I. INTRODUCTION

The response of a self-gravitating body to an applied
external field depends on its internal structure and the
gravitational theory, which is characterized by a set of
tidal Love numbers [1]. Love numbers were first intro-
duced in Newtonian gravity [2]. The extension of Love
numbers to general relativity (GR) was initiated by [3, 4]
and their notion was made more precise in [5, 6]. For non-
rotating bodies, the relativistic Love numbers are classi-
fied into two types based on parity: gravitoelectric Love
numbers associated with an even-parity tidal field and
gravitomagnetic Love numbers associated with an odd-
parity tidal field, with the latter emerging as a purely
relativistic effect. The relativistic tidal Love numbers
lay the foundation for probing the equation of state of
nuclear matter in neutron stars with gravitational waves
from compact binaries [7, 8].

The tidal response is also sensitive to the underlying
gravitational theory, potentially enabling us to test GR
through the tidal deformability of neutron stars. Among
various possibilities, scalar-tensor theories have the sim-
plest field content consisting of one scalar and two tensor
degrees of freedom and offer us a theoretically consis-
tent and physically well-motivated framework to explore
deviations from GR. Of particular interest are theories
that incorporate a mechanism to screen the effects of the
scalar degree of freedom near a matter source, thereby
evading existing tests of gravity within the solar system.
The tidal response of neutron stars in scalar-tensor the-
ories has been discussed in Refs. [9–14]. However, to the
best of our knowledge, no analysis in that direction has
been carried out so far for scalar-tensor theories equipped
with the Vainshtein screening mechanism. (See Ref. [15]
for a review of the Vainshtein mechanism.) Scalar-tensor
theories in the Horndeski family [16–18], though not all,
typically feature this mechanism due to nonlinear deriva-
tive interactions of the scalar field [19–21].1 This screen-
ing mechanism operates so efficiently in the Horndeski

∗ Email: tsutomu@rikkyo.ac.jp
1 The very recent work on the tidal deformability of neutron stars

family that practically no deviations from GR are ex-
pected in the Vainshtein regime, i.e. inside the Vain-
shtein radius. However, in scalar-tensor theories beyond
Horndeski [22, 23], Vainshtein screening is only partially
effective inside a region filled with matter, although it
is complete outside [24], leading to astrophysical tests of
gravity within this class through the modified internal
structure of astrophysical bodies [25, 26]. This moti-
vates us to study the tidal deformability of relativistic
stars in partially screened scalar-tensor theories, given
that the tidal response is sensitive to both the internal
structure of objects and the underlying theory of grav-
ity. See Ref. [27] for related work exploring a somewhat
similar direction in the Newtonian limit.
Scalar-tensor theories beyond Horndeski have been sys-

tematically constructed and classified under the name
of degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor (DHOST) theo-
ries [28–30]. See [31, 32] for reviews. The breaking of
Vainshtein screening generically occurs in DHOST the-
ories [33–35]. The Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV)
system for the relativistic stellar structure in DHOST
theories has been considered in Refs. [36–39]. In this pa-
per, we study the gravitomagnetic tidal response of rela-
tivistic stars in the Vainshtein regime of DHOST theories
and calculate the associated tidal Love numbers, illus-
trating how they depend on the parameters of the un-
derlying theory of modified gravity governing the partial
breaking of Vainshtein screening. Enriching our under-
standing of the tidal response of relativistic stars in mod-
ified gravity would help us develop accurate waveform
models and break the degeneracy between uncertainties
in the nuclear equation of state and gravity beyond GR.
The paper is organized as follows. In the next sec-

tion, we provide the basic equations that determine our
unperturbed configuration, following closely the previ-
ous work [39]. We also see how the Newtonian limit can
differ from the standard behavior inside a fluid body.
Section III details the derivation of the equation for the
odd-parity perturbations in the static limit and the basic

in the Horndeski theory [14] has considered concrete models with-
out the Vainshtein mechanism.
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procedure to compute the gravitomagnetic Love numbers
in DHOST theories. In Sec. IV, we give a family of con-
crete DHOST models that we use in calculating the Love
numbers. Some discussions on the unperturbed configu-
rations are also provided. Our main results are presented
in Sec. V, clarifying how the gravitomagnetic Love num-
bers depend on the modified gravity parameters. Finally,
we draw our conclusions in Sec VI.

II. TOV SYSTEM IN DHOST THEORIES

A. Quadratic DHOST theories

The action of quadratic DHOST theories is given
by [28]

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
f(X)R+

5∑
I=1

AI(X)LI

]
+ Sm, (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar, X := −ϕµϕµ/2,

L1 := ϕµνϕ
µν , L2 := (2ϕ)2, L3 := 2ϕϕµϕµνϕ

ν ,

L4 := ϕµϕµρϕ
ρνϕν , L5 := (ϕµϕµνϕ

ν)
2
, (2)

with the notations ϕµ := ∇µϕ and ϕµν := ∇µ∇νϕ, and
Sm is the action for a perfect fluid minimally coupled to
gravity. The functions f and AI must obey the degen-
eracy conditions so that the system is described by two
tensor and one scalar dynamical degrees of freedom. We
assume the shift symmetry of ϕ, and hence f and AI

are dependent only on X. One may add the terms of
the form F0(X) + F1(X)2ϕ to the Lagrangian without
changing the number of dynamical degrees of freedom.
However, in this paper, we only study the Vainshtein
regime of quadratic DHOST theories where these terms
can be ignored [33–35].

In light of the joint observation of GW170817 and GRB
170817A [40–42], we focus on the subset of DHOST the-
ories in which the speed of gravitational waves is equal
to that of light. This subset satisfies A1 = 0 [43]. The
degeneracy conditions are then given by [28]

A2 = −A1 = 0, (3)

A4 = − 1

2f

(
2fA3 − 3f2X − 2XfXA3 +X2A2

3

)
, (4)

A5 = −A3

f
(fX +XA3) , (5)

while f and A3 are free.
The field equations derived from the action (1) are of

the form

2√
−g

δS

δgµν
= Eµν − Tµν = 0, (6)

∇µJ µ = 0, (7)

where Tµν := −(2/
√
−g)δSm/δg

µν is the energy-
momentum tensor for the perfect fluid and J µ :=
(1/

√
−g)δS/δϕµ is the shift current. The energy-

momentum tensor satisfies the conservation equations
(the hydrodynamical equations)

∇νT
ν
µ = 0. (8)

The hydrodynamical equations are identical to those in
GR because the fluid is assumed to be minimally coupled
with gravity.

B. Governing equations for the TOV system

Let us consider a spherically symmetric solution in
DHOST theories, which will be used as an unperturbed
background configuration. The metric and the scalar
field are taken to be

ḡµνdx
µdxν = −eν(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2, (9)

ϕ = t+ ψ(r), (10)

with dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2. Although the metric is
assumed to be static, ϕ can depend linearly on t thanks
to the shift symmetry. Notice that ϕ has the dimension
of time in our convention. The energy-momentum tensor
is given by

T̄ ν
µ = (ρ+ p) ūµū

ν + pδνµ, (11)

with the four-velocity

ūµ =
(
e−ν/2, 0, 0, 0

)
, (12)

where ρ = ρ(r) and p = p(r) are the energy density and
the pressure, respectively. They are related through the
equation of state: p = p(ρ).
Although the field equations appear to be of higher

order in DHOST theories, the degeneracy of the system
allows one to reduce the number of derivatives by com-
bining different components of the field equations. In the
present case, the procedure was elaborated in Ref. [39],
which is reviewed in Appendix A for completeness. One
arrives in the end at the following set of equations:

eλ = Fλ(ν, ν
′, X,X ′, p), (13)

X ′ = F1(ν,X, ρ, p)ν
′ +

F2(ν,X, ρ, p)

r
, (14)

ν′ = F3(ν,X, ρ, ρ
′, p), (15)

supplemented with the radial component of the hydro-
dynamical equations (8),

p′ = −ν
′

2
(ρ+ p), (16)

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to r.
Here, it is more convenient to use X = [e−ν−e−λ(ψ′)2]/2
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rather than ψ′. Although the explicit expressions for Fλ,
F1, F2, and F3 are extremely messy, it is straightforward
to reproduce them by following the steps outlined in Ap-
pendix A with the help of Mathematica. See Ref. [39] for
the explicit expressions, but notice that our definition
of X differs by a factor of −1/2 from that in Ref. [39].
Given the equation of state p = p(ρ), we can remove p
(or ρ) from the above equations.

C. External solution, boundary conditions at the
center, and matching at the surface

Setting p = ρ = 0 in the external region, Eqs. (13)–(15)
are simplified to

eλ = 1 + rν′, X ′ = 0, ν′ = −1

r
+
e−ν

2rX
. (17)

By requiring that ψ′(r) → 0 and ν(r) → 0 as r → ∞, we
find [39]

eν = e−λ = 1− 2µ

r
, (18)

X =
1

2
. (19)

Here, µ is an integration constant that is determined by
matching the external and internal solutions at the stel-
lar surface r = R. The external solution is thus given
by the Schwarzschild solution, which manifests complete
Vainshtein screening in the external region.

In order to integrate the equations in the internal re-
gion, let us provide the boundary conditions imposed at
the center. In the vicinity of the center, we have a series
expansion of the form,

ν = νc +
ν2
2
r2 + . . . , (20)

X =
e−νc

2

(
1 +

X2

2
r2 + . . .

)
, (21)

ρ = ρc +
ρ2
2
r2 + . . . , (22)

p = pc +
p2
2
r2 + . . . , (23)

where ψ′(0) = 0 is assumed. Expanding Eq. (13) around
r = 0, we see that

λ =
λ2
2
r2 + . . . , (24)

where λ2 can be expressed in terms of ρc, pc, νc, ν2, and
X2. Expanding then Eqs. (14), (15), and (16) around
r = 0, one finds the expressions for ν2, X2, and p2 in
terms of ρc, pc, and νc. The results are summarized as

follows:

ν2 = 8πGc

[
ρc + 3pc

3
− (α̃H + β̃1)

2

α̃H + 2β̃1
ρc

− (2α̃H + β̃1)(α̃H + 3β̃1)

α̃H + 2β̃1
pc

]
, (25)

X2 = − 8πGc

α̃H + 2β̃1

[
(2α̃H + 3β̃1)ρc + 3(α̃H + 3β̃1)pc

]
,

(26)

λ2 = − pc
f(e−νc/2)

+ 2ν2 − 2α̃HX2, (27)

p2 = −ν2
2
(ρc + pc), (28)

with

α̃H := −2XfX
f

∣∣∣∣
X=e−νc/2

, (29)

β̃1 :=
X

f
(fX +XA3)

∣∣∣∣
X=e−νc/2

, (30)

8πGc :=
1

2f(e−νc/2)(1− α̃H − 3β̃1)
. (31)

It is interesting to compare these expressions with
Eqs. (35) and (37).

For given (ρc, νc), one can integrate Eqs. (14)–(16)
from the center to the surface of the star, r = R, de-
fined by p(R) = 0. At r = R, the internal solution is
matched smoothly to the external solution described by
Eqs. (18) and (19). We require that ρ(R) = ρ′(R) = 0
and exclude the case where ρ′ is discontinuous across the
surface. In order forX to satisfy X(R) = 1/2, νc must be
adjusted to a suitable value. The value of the integration
constant µ is then determined from eν(R) = 1 − 2µ/R.
One can thus obtain a family of unperturbed configura-
tions parametrized by the single parameter ρc. Note that
suitable νc does not necessarily exit, depending on ρc.

D. Weak-field limit

In this paper, we will solve the field equations for the
unperturbed background fully numerically to obtain re-
sults valid even in the strong-field regime. However, it
is instructive to see analytically the case of weak gravi-
tational fields sourced by a nonrelativistic fluid body, as
our TOV system is greatly simplified. To do so, let us
assume that

ν = δν ≪ 1, X − 1

2
= δX ≪ 1. (32)
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We also ignore the pressure p. To first order in δν, δX,
and ρ, Eqs. (14) and (15) reduce to

δX ′ =
δν′ + (δν + 2δX)/r

2(αH + β1)
+

rρ

4M2(αH + 2β1)
, (33)

δν′ = −δν + 2δX

r

− r(αH + β1)[(1 + 3αH + 3β1)ρ+ (αH + β1)rρ
′]

2M2(αH + 2β1)(1− αH − 3β1)
.

(34)

Here we introduced the convenient parametrization [44],

M2 := 2f(1/2), αH := −2XfX
f

∣∣∣∣
X=1/2

,

β1 :=
X

f
(fX +XA3)

∣∣∣∣
X=1/2

, (35)

which is conventionally used in the context of the ef-
fective field theory of dark energy and modified gravity.
Combining Eqs. (33) and (34), we obtain

(
r2δν′

)′
= 2GN

[
M+ γ1r

2M′′]′ , (36)

where we defined

8πGN :=
1

M2(1− αH − 3β1)
, (37)

γ1 := − (αH + β1)
2

2(αH + 2β1)
, (38)

and

M(r) := 4π

∫ r

0

ρ(r̃)r̃2dr̃. (39)

This immediately leads to

δν′ = 2GN

(
M
r2

+ γ1M′′
)
, (40)

which reproduces the Newtonian limit of DHOST theo-
ries [24, 33–35]. The second term in the right-hand side
of Eq. (40) is nonvanishing only inside a fluid body, and
hence it tells us how the breaking of Vainshtein screening
occurs in the Newtonian regime. The deviation from the
standard Newtonian result is parametrized by αH and
β1.

Using Eqs. (34) and (40), we obtain

δX = −δν
2

− GNM
r

− (αH + β1)(1 + αH + β1)

2(αH + 2β1)
GNM′. (41)

To first order in the small quantities, Eq. (13) yields

eλ = 1 + r (δν′ − 2αHδX
′) . (42)

Substituting Eqs. (40) and (41) to this, we obtain

eλ = 1 + 2GN

(
M
r

+ αHM′ + γ3rM′′
)
, (43)

where

γ3 := −β1(αH + β1)

2(αH + 2β1)
. (44)

This also reproduces the previous result for the Vain-
shtein regime in the weak-field approximation [24, 33–
35]. The deviation from standard gravity is parametrized
again by αH and β1.
The observational constraints on αH and β1 are found

to be [35]

−0.05 < αH < 0.26, −0.08 < β1 < 0.02, (45)

which come from the combination of the Hulse-Taylor
pulsar [45] and stellar structure physics [46].

III. ODD-PARITY PERTURBATIONS

For the calculation of the tidal Love numbers, we con-
sider the linear metric perturbations:

gµν = ḡµν + hµν . (46)

In this paper, we only study the gravitomagnetic Love
numbers, which are obtained from the odd-parity sector
of perturbations [5, 6, 47]. Note that there is no odd-
parity perturbation in the scalar field. The nonvanishing
components of the odd-parity metric perturbations in the
Regge-Wheeler gauge are [48]

htθ = − 1

sin θ

∑
ℓ,m

h
(ℓm)
0 (t, r)∂φYℓm, (47)

htφ = sin θ
∑
ℓ,m

h
(ℓm)
0 (t, r)∂θYℓm, (48)

hrθ = − 1

sin θ

∑
ℓ,m

h
(ℓm)
1 (t, r)∂φYℓm, (49)

hrφ = sin θ
∑
ℓ,m

h
(ℓm)
1 (t, r)∂θYℓm, (50)

with Yℓm(θ, φ) being the spherical harmonics. It is
straightforward to compute the nonvanishing compo-
nents of the perturbed Eν

µ :
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δEt
φ =

∑
ℓ,m

{
e−ν/2−λ/2

r2

[
r2e−ν/2−λ/2f

(
h′0 −

2

r
h0 − ḣ1

)]′
− (ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2)

r2
e−νfh0

}
sin θ∂θYℓm, (51)

δEr
φ =

∑
ℓ,m

e−ν−λf

[
ḧ1 − ḣ′0 +

2

r
ḣ0 +

(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2)

r2
eνh1

]
sin θ∂θYℓm, (52)

δEθ
φ =

∑
ℓ,m

{
−e

−ν/2−λ/2

r2

[
eν/2−λ/2fh1

]′
+
e−ν

r2
fḣ0

}
(cos θ∂θYℓm − sin θ∂θ∂θYℓm) , (53)

where a dot stands for differentiation with respect to t.
Here and hereafter, we omit the labels (ℓm) for notational
simplicity.

The odd-parity sector of the fluid perturbations arises
from the perturbed four-velocity,

δuµ =
∑
ℓ,m

e−ν/2U(t, r)

r2(ρ+ p)

(
0, 0,

∂φYℓm
sin θ

,
∂θYℓm
sin θ

)
. (54)

As clarified in Ref. [49], there are two approaches to
the calculation of the gravitomagnetic Love numbers de-
pending on the assumptions made on the fluid pertur-
bations. In this paper, we follow the irrotational fluid
approach of [5, 47], in which the zero-frequency limit of
the Regge-Wheeler equation is taken at the end instead
of setting U = 0 from the beginning. The perturbed
energy-momentum tensor is then given by

δT t
φ =

∑
ℓ,m

e−ν [(ρ+ p)h0 + U ] sin θ∂θYℓm, (55)

δT r
φ = δT θ

φ = 0. (56)

The φ-component of the hydrodynamical equations gives

δ
(
∇µT

µ
φ

)
= ∂tδT

t
φ = 0. (57)

We assume the time dependence of the perturbations
as h0(t, r) = h0(r)e

−iωt, h1(t, r) = h1(r)e
−iωt, and

U(t, r) = U(r)e−iωt. It follows from Eqs. (55) and (57)
that

−iω [(ρ+ p)h0 + U ] = 0. (58)

To derive a single master equation for the odd-parity
perturbations, it is convenient to introduce [50, 51]

χ(r) := f

(
h′0 −

2

r
h0 + iωh1

)
. (59)

Using this variable, one can write the perturbed
gravitational-field equations δEν

µ = δT ν
µ as

eν/2−λ/2
(
r2e−ν/2−λ/2χ

)′
− (ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2)fh0

= r2 [(ρ+ p)h0 + U ] = 0, (60)

iωχ+
(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 2)

r2
eνfh1 = 0, (61)

eν/2−λ/2
[
eν/2−λ/2fh1

]′
+ iωfh0 = 0. (62)

Using Eqs. (60) and (61), we can remove h0 and h1 from
Eq. (59) to get

e−νω2χ+ e−λχ′′ − e−λF
′

F
χ′

−

{
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2

r2
+ f

[
1

F

(
F

f

)′
]′}

χ = 0, (63)

with F (r) := eν/2+3λ/2f/r2. This is the master equation
for the odd-parity perturbations. One can reconstruct
h0, h1, and U from χ with the help of Eqs. (58), (60),
and (61).
We are interested in the solutions in the zero-frequency

limit, ω → 0. Rather than solving the master equa-
tion (63), we derive a differential equation for h0, which
is more directly related to the Love number calculation.
Using Eqs. (60) and (63), it can be shown that h0 in the
zero-frequency limit obeys the equation

h′′0 − P(r)

r
h′0 −

Q(r)

r2
h0 = 0, (64)

where

P(r) := r

[
ν′

2
+
λ′

2
− fXX

′

f

]
, (65)

Q(r) := eλ
[
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2

(
1− e−λ

)]
− 2P(r). (66)

We can see that the effects of modified gravity appear
in two ways. First, the modification of the unperturbed
configuration appears through ν and λ. Second, the new
term fXX

′/f modifies directly the form of the equation
for h0 as compared to the corresponding equation in GR.
In the external region where the unperturbed solution

is given by Eqs. (18) and (19), Eq. (64) reduces to the
same equation as in GR, leading to the same analytic
solution [47]

h0 =
2

3(ℓ− 1)
rℓ+1

[
Aℓ(r)− 4

ℓ+ 1

ℓ
k̃ℓR

2ℓµ
Bℓ(r)

r2ℓ+1

]
, (67)

where

Aℓ(r) := 2F1(−ℓ+ 1,−ℓ− 2,−2ℓ, 2µ/r), (68)

Bℓ(r) := 2F1(ℓ− 1, ℓ+ 2, 2ℓ+ 2, 2µ/r), (69)
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with 2F1 being the hypergeometric function. Note that
Aℓ(r), Bℓ(r) = 1 + O(µ/r) for r ≫ µ. The dimension-

less coefficient k̃ℓ is the (rescaled) gravitomagnetic Love
number [47]. By requiring that h0 and h′0 are continuous
across the stellar surface r = R, we obtain

k̃ℓ =
ℓ

4(ℓ+ 1)

R

µ

RA′
ℓ − (κ− ℓ− 1)Aℓ

RB′
ℓ − (κ+ ℓ)Bℓ

∣∣∣∣
r=R

, (70)

where κ(r) := rh′0/h0. For the calculation of k̃ℓ, it is
therefore convenient to rewrite Eq. (64) in terms of κ as

rκ′ + κ2 − (1 + P)κ−Q = 0. (71)

In the vicinity of the center, ν, λ, and X are expanded as
Eqs. (20), (21), and (24), and hence P = O(r2) and Q =
ℓ(ℓ+1)+O(r2). This shows that the boundary condition
is given by h0 ∝ rℓ+1 at r = 0, which is translated to

κ(0) = ℓ+ 1. (72)

Equation (71) can be integrated numerically from r = 0
to r = R with the boundary condition (72). Since the
internal solution for κ(r) differs from that in GR due to
the modified interior structure and nonvanishing X ′, the
Love numbers k̃ℓ will also be different from the values
in GR, signaling the effects of the partial breaking of
Vainshtein screening.

IV. MODEL DESCRIPTION

A. Modified gravity model

So far we have derived the general equations governing
the unperturbed TOV system and the odd-parity pertur-
bations in DHOST theories. To proceed, we consider a
family of concrete DHOST models with the functions of
the form

f = f0 + f1X
q, A3 = a3, (73)

where f0, f1, a3, and q are constant parameters. Using
Eq. (35), one can express f0, f1, and a3 in terms of M2,
αH , and β1 to obtain the following useful expression:

f =
M2

2

[
1 +

αH

2q
− αH

2q
(2X)q

]
, (74)

A3 =
M2

4
(αH + 2β1). (75)

The deviations from the standard behavior of gravity in
the weak-field regime are parametrized completely by αH

and β1, as we have seen in Sec. IID. However, they alone
will be insufficient for the characterization of the strong-
field regime and the effects of q are expected to emerge
when gravity gets stronger. The model with q = 2 was
studied in Refs. [39, 52–54]. By comparing the results
with the same (αH , β1) but with different q, one would
be able to disclose the effects that are not captured by
the conventionally used parameters (αH , β1).
We use the DHOST theory with the functions (74)

and (75) to compute the tidal Love numbers.

B. Relativistic star model

We are not attempting to determine precisely the tidal
Love numbers in realistic situations. We therefore com-
pute the Love numbers for energy polytropes, which have
the simple equation of state

p = Kρ1+1/n. (76)

The energy polytropes with n ≤ 1 result in ρ′(R) ̸= 0,
which hinders a smooth matching of the internal and ex-
ternal metrics at the surface of the star in DHOST theo-
ries. Though the form of the equation of state is different,
discontinuities essentially caused by this are found in the
previous study [39]. To avoid such discontinuities, we re-
strict our investigation to the polytropic indices n > 1
(more specifically, n = 2 and n = 3/2).
It is convenient to introduce the parameter

b := Kρ1/nc , (77)

which is a dimensionless measure of the central density.
For a given set of the model parameters (αH , β1, q) and
the polytropic index n, Eqs. (14)–(16) can be integrated
to yield a sequence of unperturbed background solutions
parametrized by b. We find that there is a maximum
value b = bmax above which one cannot find νc that ad-
mits an appropriate matching of the internal and exter-
nal solutions. The same absence of a solution above a
certain central density in DHOST theories was reported
in Ref. [39] using a different equation of state. A simi-
lar result was also found in Ref. [55] in a subset of the
Horndeski theory with the coupling between the Einstein
tensor and the first derivative of the scalar field. We also
find the following qualitative results for the unperturbed
configurations. For fixed q and β1, positive (negative) αH

makes the maximum compactness smaller (larger). Sim-
ilarly, for fixed q and αH , positive (negative) β1 makes
the maximum compactness smaller (larger). Here, the
compactness is defined as

C :=
µ

R
. (78)

V. LOVE NUMBERS

The gravitomagnetic Love numbers k̃ℓ are computed
numerically for different model parameters as functions of
the compactness C. Our results are displayed in Figs. 1–
5.
Figure 1 shows the Love numbers k̃2, k̃3, and k̃4 for

different values of αH . The other model parameters are
fixed as β1 = 0 and q = 1, and the polytropic index is
given by n = 2. We present in Fig. 2 the relative differ-
ence, (k̃ℓ − k̃GR

ℓ )/k̃GR
ℓ , where k̃GR

ℓ is the Love number in
GR. Typically, we have

k̃ℓ − k̃GR
ℓ

k̃GR
ℓ

∼ −O(10)× αH , (79)
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FIG. 1. Gravitomagnetic Love numbers k̃2 (left), k̃3 (upper right), and k̃4 (lower right) for different values of αH versus
compactness C = µ/R. The other model parameters are given by β1 = 0 and q = 1. We use the polytropic index n = 2. The
dashed lines represent the results for GR.
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FIG. 2. Relative differences between the ℓ = 2, 3, 4 gravitomagnetic Love numbers in DHOST theories and GR versus compact-
ness. The left panel shows the results for αH = ±10−2, while the right panel is for αH = ±10−3. The other model parameters
are given by β1 = 0 and q = 1. We use the polytropic index n = 2.

and it is larger by some factor for higher multipoles. We
also find that the difference increases with larger com-
pactness.

For the different choice of the polytropic index, n =
3/2, the Love numbers and their relative differences com-
pared to GR are plotted in Fig. 3. We find qualitatively
the same results as those for n = 2.

To see the effects that are not encapsulated solely in
αH and β1, we present in Fig. 4 the Love numbers for dif-
ferent q, with αH and β1 being fixed as αH = 10−2 and
β1 = 0. For small C, the Love numbers depend almost
only on αH and β1. However, the q dependence emerges
as C gets larger and one goes away from the weak-field
regime. This shows that αH and β1 alone are insuffi-
cient to capture the behavior of gravity in the strong-field

regime.
Figure 5 shows how the Love numbers depend on β1 for

selected values of αH . We find that the two parameters
αH and β1 have similar effects on the tidal response: pos-
itive (negative) αH and β1 contribute to decreasing (in-

creasing) the value of |k̃ℓ|. The magnitude of the change

in k̃ℓ caused by β1 is of the same order as that by αH .

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the gravitomagnetic tidal deformabil-
ity of relativistic stars in scalar-tensor theories beyond
Horndeski, i.e. degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor
(DHOST) theories. Though the Vainshtein mechanism
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to GR (upper right and lower right). We use the polytropic index n = 3/2. The dashed lines in the left panel represent the
results for GR.
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FIG. 4. Gravitomagnetic Love numbers in DHOST theories
with αH = 10−2 and β1 = 0 versus compactness. We compare
the results for different values of q. We use the polytropic
index n = 2. The dashed lines represent the results for GR.

operates completely outside, screening is only partially
effective in a region filled with matter in DHOST theo-
ries [24, 33–35]. We have shown that this partial break-
ing of Vainshtein screening in astrophysical bodies can
be probed by their tidal response.

We have derived the odd-parity perturbation equations
for the Love number calculation in the zero-frequency
limit, adopting the irrotational fluid approach of [5, 47].
The key equation is given by Eq. (64), in conjunction
with the definitions (65) and (66), where Vainshtein-
breaking effects arise from the nonvanishing gradient of
the scalar-field kinetic term as well as from the modi-
fied internal structure of the fluid body. We numerically
calculated the gravitomagnetic Love numbers, k̃ℓ, for dif-
ferent parameters of the DHOST model defined by the
functions (74) and (75). Two of the model parameters,
αH and β1, are conventionally used in the context of
effective field theory of dark energy and modified grav-
ity to characterize deviations from GR in the weak-field
regime and linear cosmology. We have found that the
relative differences of the Love numbers compared to GR
are roughly∼ O(10)×αH , β1. The differences increase by
some factor with higher multipoles and larger compact-
ness. Qualitatively, positive (negative) αH and β1 con-

tribute to decreasing (increasing) the value of |k̃ℓ|. These
two parameters are however insufficient to fully charac-
terize the deviations from GR away from the weak-field
limit, which we have demonstrated by changing the third
parameter of the model, q. Indeed, the effect of this pa-
rameter is more clearly seen for larger compactness.

In this paper, we have focused on the gravitomagnetic
(odd-parity) Love numbers and postponed the analysis
of the gravitoelectric (even-parity) ones, even though the
latter have a larger contribution than the former to the
phase of the gravitational-wave signal from a binary in-
spiral. The reason for this limitation is mostly techni-
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FIG. 5. ℓ = 2 gravitomagnetic Love number k̃2 for different values of β1 versus compactness. The left panel shows the results
for αH = 5 × 10−3, while the right panel is for αH = −5 × 10−3. We use q = 1 and the polytropic index n = 2. The dashed
lines represent the results for GR.

cal. The even-parity sector of the linear perturbations
of a spherically symmetric solution in DHOST theories
is even more involved than that in the Horndeski theory.
The reduction of the number of derivatives in the degen-
erate system and the derivation of master variables have
been successfully achieved only for a specific background
solution in vacuum DHOST theories [56], and at this mo-
ment it seems challenging to extend the procedure of [56]
to the present setup for the Love number calculation. We
hope to come back to this issue in the future.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the equations in Sec. II B

In this appendix, we outline the derivation of the basic
equation governing the TOV system in DHOST theories,
following closely the previous work [39].

The first step is to notice that J r ∝ Etr, and hence
the gravitational field equation Etr = 0 implies

J r = 0. (A1)

The scalar-field equation (7) is then automatically satis-
fied.

Using X = [e−ν − e−λ(ψ′)2]/2 in place of ψ′, we see,
from explicit calculations, that the field equations are of

the form

Et
t = b1ν

′′ + b2X
′′ + b3λ

′ + Ẽt(ν, ν′, λ,X,X ′)

= −ρ, (A2)

Er
r = c1ν

′′ + c2X
′′ + c3λ

′ + Ẽr(ν, ν′, λ,X,X ′)

= p, (A3)

ψ′J r = c1ν
′′ + c2X

′′ + c3λ
′ + J̃ (ν, ν′, λ,X,X ′)

= 0, (A4)

where b1, b2, c1, c2 are expressed in terms of ν, λ, and X,
while b3 and c3 depend also on ν′ and X ′. The point is
that Er

r and ψ′J r share the same coefficients c1, c2, and
c3. This fact allows us to solve the equation Er

r −ψ′J r =
p for λ to obtain

eλ = Fλ(ν, ν
′, X,X ′, p). (A5)

Equation (A5) can be used to remove λ and λ′ from
Eq. (A4), yielding

ψ′J r = η1ν
′′ + η2X

′′ + Ẽ1(ν, ν′, X,X ′, ρ, p) = 0, (A6)

where η1,2 = η1,2(ν, ν
′, X,X ′, p). Here we used the hy-

drodynamical equation (16) to replace p′ with ρ, p, and
ν′. Similar manipulations show that Eq. (A2) can also
be rewritten in the form

η1ν
′′ + η2X

′′ + Ẽ2(ν, ν′, X,X ′, ρ, p) = 0, (A7)

which shares the same coefficient η1 and η2 with Eq. (A6).

We thus obtain Ẽ1 = Ẽ2, which can be rearranged to give
the equation of the form

X ′ = F1(ν,X, ρ, p)ν
′ +

F2(ν,X, ρ, p)

r
. (A8)
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We then substitute Eq. (A8) to Eq. (A6) to eliminate X ′

and X ′′. It turns out that this procedure also removes
ν′′ in Eq. (A6) (thanks to the degeneracy of the system),
leading to the equation of the form

ν′ = F3(ν,X, ρ, ρ
′, p). (A9)

It is not particularly illuminating to replicate here the
explicit expressions for Fλ, F1, F2, and F3, which are
extremely messy.

One can thus reduce the number of derivatives of the
TOV system in DHOST theories. For given central val-

ues ρc and νc, one can integrate Eqs. (A8), (A9), and the
hydrodynamical equation (16), equipped with the equa-
tion of state, to determine ν(r), X(r), ρ(r), and p(r).
The remaining metric function λ can then be determined
from Eq. (A5). The resultant metric and X are required
to be matched smoothly to the external solution at the
surface r = R of the fluid body, where p(R) = 0. In order
for this to be possible, νc must be adjusted to a suitable
value. As a result, one finds a sequence of solutions pa-
rameterized by ρc.

[1] E. Poisson and C.M. Will, Gravity: Newtonian,
Post-Newtonian, Relativistic, Cambridge University
Press (2014), 10.1017/CBO9781139507486. 1

[2] A.E.H. Love, The yielding of the earth to disturbing
forces, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 82 (1909) 73. 1

[3] E.E. Flanagan and T. Hinderer, Constraining neutron
star tidal Love numbers with gravitational wave
detectors, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 021502 [0709.1915].
1

[4] T. Hinderer, Tidal Love numbers of neutron stars,
Astrophys. J. 677 (2008) 1216 [0711.2420]. 1

[5] T. Damour and A. Nagar, Relativistic tidal properties of
neutron stars, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 084035
[0906.0096]. 1, 4, 5, 8

[6] T. Binnington and E. Poisson, Relativistic theory of
tidal Love numbers, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 084018
[0906.1366]. 1, 4

[7] T. Hinderer, B.D. Lackey, R.N. Lang and J.S. Read,
Tidal deformability of neutron stars with realistic
equations of state and their gravitational wave
signatures in binary inspiral, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010)
123016 [0911.3535]. 1

[8] LIGO Scientific, Virgo collaboration, GW170817:
Measurements of neutron star radii and equation of
state, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) 161101 [1805.11581].
1

[9] P. Pani and E. Berti, Slowly rotating neutron stars in
scalar-tensor theories, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 024025
[1405.4547]. 1

[10] S.S. Yazadjiev, D.D. Doneva and K.D. Kokkotas, Tidal
Love numbers of neutron stars in f(R) gravity, Eur.
Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 818 [1803.09534].

[11] A. Saffer and K. Yagi, Tidal deformabilities of neutron
stars in scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity and their
applications to multimessenger tests of gravity, Phys.
Rev. D 104 (2021) 124052 [2110.02997].

[12] S.M. Brown, Tidal Deformability of Neutron Stars in
Scalar-tensor Theories of Gravity, Astrophys. J. 958
(2023) 125 [2210.14025].

[13] G. Creci, T. Hinderer and J. Steinhoff, Tidal properties
of neutron stars in scalar-tensor theories of gravity,
Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 124073 [2308.11323].

[14] R.F. Diedrichs, S. Tsujikawa and K. Yagi, Tidal Love
Numbers of Neutron Stars in Horndeski Theories,
2501.07998. 1

[15] E. Babichev and C. Deffayet, An introduction to the
Vainshtein mechanism, Class. Quant. Grav. 30 (2013)

184001 [1304.7240]. 1
[16] G.W. Horndeski, Second-order scalar-tensor field

equations in a four-dimensional space, Int. J. Theor.
Phys. 10 (1974) 363. 1

[17] C. Deffayet, X. Gao, D.A. Steer and G. Zahariade,
From k-essence to generalised Galileons, Phys. Rev. D
84 (2011) 064039 [1103.3260].

[18] T. Kobayashi, M. Yamaguchi and J. Yokoyama,
Generalized G-inflation: Inflation with the most general
second-order field equations, Prog. Theor. Phys. 126
(2011) 511 [1105.5723]. 1

[19] R. Kimura, T. Kobayashi and K. Yamamoto,
Vainshtein screening in a cosmological background in
the most general second-order scalar-tensor theory,
Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 024023 [1111.6749]. 1

[20] T. Narikawa, T. Kobayashi, D. Yamauchi and R. Saito,
Testing general scalar-tensor gravity and massive
gravity with cluster lensing, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013)
124006 [1302.2311].

[21] K. Koyama, G. Niz and G. Tasinato, Effective theory
for the Vainshtein mechanism from the Horndeski
action, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 021502 [1305.0279]. 1

[22] M. Zumalacárregui and J. Garćıa-Bellido, Transforming
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