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Thermal origin of the attractor-to-general-relativity in scalar-tensor gravity
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The convergence of scalar-tensor gravity to general relativity, or the departure from it, are de-
scribed in a new analogy with heat dissipation in a viscous fluid. This new thermal picture is
applied to cosmology, shedding light on whether gravity deviates from general relativity early on
and approaches it later in the cosmic history.

Introduction—General relativity (GR) is quite successful
but has its problems. First, it predicts spacetime singu-
larities in cosmology and inside black holes, where physi-
cal quantities diverge, i.e., it predicts its own failure. It is
believed that quantum mechanics, at or below the Planck
energy scale, will cure these singularities. However, no
quantum gravity model is satisfactory and there is vir-
tually no experiment to guide theory development. The
lowest-order quantum corrections to GR inevitably mod-
ify it by introducing extra degrees of freedom or higher
order field equations. Therefore, from the point of view
of theoretical physics, GR cannot be the ultimate theory
of gravity. Second, the standard cosmological model, the
GR-based Λ-Cold Dark Matter model described by the
Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) geome-
try, is plagued by various tensions. Moreover, in order to
explain the present acceleration of the cosmic expansion
discovered in 1998 with Type Ia supernovae, one must in-
troduce an ad hoc dark energy of mysterious origin akin
to a fudge factor. Hence researchers have turned to the
alternative of modifying gravity at the largest (cosmo-
logical) scales while giving up dark energy entirely. The
most popular alternative to GR is f(R) gravity (where R
is the Ricci scalar curvature and f is a non-linear func-
tion). A proof of principle was given that f(R) gravity
can explain the cosmic acceleration without dark energy
(see [1–3] for reviews).

The simplest class of theories extending GR is scalar-
tensor (ST) gravity, which only adds an extra scalar prop-
agating degree of freedom φ to the GR degrees of freedom
(the two massless, spin two modes appearing as gravi-
tational wave polarizations). This extra scalar field φ
corresponds, roughly speaking, to the inverse of the ef-
fective gravitational coupling strength Geff ≃ φ−1. That
is, in ST gravity Newton’s constant G becomes a dynam-
ical field. This was the original Brans-Dicke proposal [4],
later extended to more general theories [5–8]. Notably,
f(R) gravity is a subclass of ST gravity. The quest for
the most general ST theory with field equations of order
not higher than two has led to the rediscovery of Horn-
deski gravity [9] and to its DHOST generalization which
are the subject of a large literature.
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Solar System tests constrain severely ST gravity and
there are also stringent constraints from Big Bang nu-
cleosynthesis. It was proposed long ago by Damour and
Nordvedt that ST gravity was quite different from GR
early in the history of the universe and that an attractor-
to-GR mechanism brought it to GR during the radiation
era, by making the scalar φ constant through an effective
damping in its equation of motion [10, 11]. This idea has
generated a large literature with mixed conclusions about
the presence and effectiveness of this attractor mecha-
nism in the radiation, matter or inflationary eras. The
emerging picture is more involved than originally envis-
aged: the attractor-to-GR mechanism competes with a
repellor mechanism [12] and it is clear that whether the
final universe is a GR or a ST one depends heavily on the
initial conditions, the scalar field potential V (φ) [13], and
its matter content. The analysis of the approach of ST
gravity to GR is complicated by the non-linearity of the
field equations. Unfortunately, one must make assump-
tions on the solutions themselves to draw conclusions on
the dynamics of ST gravity. Essentially, no new result
has been obtained for several years.

We revisit this subject in the light of a new “thermal”
view consisting of an analogy between ST gravity and
a dissipative fluid. The approach of ST gravity to GR
is analogous to the relaxation of a viscous fluid to its
“zero temperature” equilibrium state corresponding to
GR. Configurations in which the extra degree of freedom
φ is excited correspond to positive temperature states.
This new formalism introduces a notion of “temperature
of gravity” and an explicit equation describing the ap-
proach to the GR equilibrium or its departure from it,
which makes it ideally suited to address the issue of the
attractor-to-GR mechanism in cosmology. This formal-
ism, however, is not restricted to cosmology and we first
discuss it in full generality.

Consider first-generation ST gravity [14] described by
the Jordan frame action

SST =

∫

d4x

16π

√−g
[

φR − ω

φ
∇cφ∇cφ− V

]

+ S(m) , (1)

where g is the determinant of the spacetime metric gab
with Ricci scalar R, the “Brans-Dicke coupling” ω >
−3/2 to avoid φ being a phantom field, and S(m) is the
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matter action. The Jordan frame field equations are

Rab −
R

2
gab =

8π

φ
T

(m)
ab + T

(φ)
ab , (2)

T
(φ)
ab :=

ω

φ2

(

∇aφ∇bφ− 1

2
gab∇cφ∇cφ

)

+
1

φ
(∇a∇bφ− gab�φ)−

V

2φ
gab ,

(2ω + 3)�φ = 8πT (m) + φV ′ − 2V − ω′ ∇cφ∇cφ ,

(3)

where Rab is the Ricci tensor, T
(m)
ab is the matter stress-

energy tensor, T (m) := gabT
(m)
ab , ∇ is the Levi-Civita

connection, � := gab∇a∇b, T
(φ)
ab is an effective stress-

energy tensor of φ, and a prime denotes differentiation
with respect to φ.

When the gradient ∇cφ is timelike and future-oriented,
the effective stress-energy tensor of φ describes an effec-
tive dissipative fluid with 4-velocity ua := ∇aφ/

√
2X,

with 2X = −∇eφ∇eφ. The general form of a dissipative
imperfect fluid of 4-velocity ua reads

Tab = ρuaub + Phab + πab + 2 q(aub) , (4)

where ρ, P , πab and qa are, respectively, an effec-

tive energy density, effective isotropic pressure, effec-
tive anisotropic stress tensor, effective heat flux density,
hab := gab + uaub, and the parentheses denote the sym-
metrized product of qa and ua. We shall denote the fluid

quantities associated with T
(φ)
ab by ρ(φ), P (φ), π

(φ)
ab and

q
(φ)
a . Miraculously, the Eckart-Fourier constitutive law

for dissipative fluids [15] qa = −K (∇aT + T u̇a) (where
K is the thermal conductivity, T is the temperature,
and u̇a := uc∇cu

a is the fluid acceleration) is obeyed by
this effective fluid. In fact, a direct computation yields

q
(φ)
a = −KT u̇a and [16–20]

KT =

√
−∇cφ∇cφ

8πφ
. (5)

ST gravity reduces to GR in the limit φ → const., in
which KT → 0. The approach/departure of ST gravity
to/from GR is described by [16–20]

d (KT )

dτ
= 8π (KT )

2 −ΘKT +
�φ

8πφ
, (6)

where τ is the proper time along the effective fluid lines
and Θ := ∇cu

c is its expansion scalar. Equation (3)
yields

d (KT )

dτ
= 8π (KT )

2 −ΘKT +
T (m)

(2ω + 3)φ
+

1

8π (2ω + 3)

(

V ′ − 2V

φ
− ω′

φ
∇cφ∇cφ

)

. (7)

Gravity is “heated” (d (KT ) /dτ > 0) by positive terms
in the right-hand side and is “cooled” (d (KT ) /dτ <
0) by negative ones. We examine the combination
KT (8πKT −Θ) for electrovacuum Brans-Dicke gravity
later in this Letter. The sign of the matter contribu-
tion coincides with that of T (m). Assuming matter to
be an imperfect (i.e., with energy-momentum tensor of
the form (4), see [15]) or a perfect (corresponding to

π
(m)
ab = 0, q

(m)
a = 0 and zero viscous pressure) fluid, then

the trace is T (m) = −ρ(m) + 3P (m), which is negative if
P (m) < ρ(m)/3, as guaranteed by the strong energy con-
dition: then matter “cools” gravity. In particular, every-
thing else equal, during the matter-dominated era with
T (m) = −ρ(m) it is easier for gravity to converge to GR.

Conformal matter has T (m) = 0 and includes pure
electromagnetic fields, a radiation fluid with equation of
state P (m) = ρ(m)/3 (e.g., in the cosmic radiation era)
and a scalar field ψ conformally coupled to the Ricci
scalar R with quartic potential U(ψ) = λψ4. Next, the
combination (V ′ − 2V/φ) gives a positive contribution,
“heating” gravity if V ′ − 2V/φ > 0 or (since V > 0)
V ′

V
− 2

φ
= d

dφ
ln
(

V
φ2

)

> 0. Since the logarithm is

monotonically increasing, this condition means that V (φ)

grows faster than φ2. Potentials slower than φ2 “cool”
ST gravity, a quadratic potential does not affect it, and
potentials faster than quadratic “heat” gravity, which is
particularly relevant during inflation driven by φ when
matter is negligible. Since ∇eφ∇eφ < 0 in our formal-
ism, the last term in the right-hand side of Eq. (7) “heats”
gravity when ω(φ) is an increasing function and “cools” it
when it is decreasing. Of course, for arbitrary functions
ω(φ) the sign of this contribution depends on the value
of φ, but the scarce literature on ST theories with vary-
ing ω focuses on monotonic functions ω(φ) and then this
contribution has a well-defined sign. Using the definition
(5) of KT , this term is seen to be proportional to (KT )

2

and Eq. (7) can be rewritten as

d (KT )

dτ
= 8π

[

1 +
φ

2

d ln(2ω + 3)

dφ

]

(KT )
2 −ΘKT

+
T (m)

(2ω + 3)φ
+
V ′ − 2V/φ

8π (2ω + 3)
.

(8)

Let us examine physical situations in which Eq. (8) sim-
plifies substantially.

Electrovacuum Brans-Dicke gravity—In Brans-Dicke
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8π
KT

=
Θ

O’H-T ω = 1

O’H-T ω = 80

ω ր

O’H-T ω = 0

Θ

8πKT

Figure 1. The critical half-line in the (Θ,KT )-plane and lines
representing the cosmological O’Hanlon-Tupper solutions for
two values of ω. Solutions starting above this critical line
deviate forever from GR, those starting below converge to
GR. The critical line cannot be crossed.

gravity, ω = const., V (φ) = 0 and we assume electrovac-
uum or conformal matter. Relevant cosmological situ-
ations are the early universe in which φ dominates the
cosmic dynamics, and the radiation era. Then �φ = 0
and Eq. (7) reads

d

dτ
(KT ) = KT (8πKT −Θ) (9)

with KT ≥ 0. A partial analysis of this equation was
given in [17, 18] but here we provide a much more com-
pact and intuitive analysis noting that the (Θ,KT )-plane
allows for a quick visualization of the dynamics of gravity
(Fig. 1), especially in regard to the approach of ST grav-

ity to GR. Although Θ = ∇cu
c = ∇c

(

∇cφ/
√
2X

)

ulti-

mately depends on KT through φ and its gradient, this
plane is particularly convenient. It is not a phase plane
and trajectories of the system representing the evolution
of gravity in this plane can, in principle, intersect. The
Θ-axis corresponds to thermal equilibrium at KT = 0.

By the definition (5) of KT , only the half-plane KT ≥
0 is relevant. There are two, and only two, types of so-
lutions with KT = constant: KT = 0 and KT = Θ/8π.
In fact, since the left-hand side of Eq. (9) vanishes iden-
tically, it is KT (8πKT −Θ) = 0, and they all lie on the
KT = 0 axis or on the half-line KT = Θ/8π through
the origin. Since KT = const. for these solutions, also
Θ = 8πKT is constant and this entire half-line is com-
posed of points (Θ,KT ) = (Θ0, 8πΘ0) with constant Θ0.
Typical solutions of this kind are de Sitter spaces with
non-constant scalar field φ, which are impossible in GR
with a minimally coupled scalar field and are a signature
of ST gravity.

In the quadrant (Θ > 0, KT > 0) it is

d (KT )

dτ
> 0 ⇔ KT >

Θ

8π
; (10)

if a solution of the BD field equations begins above the
line KT = Θ/8π, then KT always increases (while the
nearby solution on this line has constant KT and Θ in-
stead) and KT → +∞, diverging away from GR. If a
solution instead begins below this line with KT < Θ/8π,
then KT decreases and the solution always remains below
this line, converging to the Θ-axis with KT = 0 corre-
sponding to the GR state of thermal equilibrium.

The half-line KT = Θ/8π (referred to as the criti-
cal line) is not the trajectory of a solution, it cannot be
crossed dynamically by solutions, and it separates the
(Θ > 0, KT > 0) quadrant into two dynamically distinct
regions. A new notion of “thermal stability” of gravity
emerges from this picture: if the special solutions repre-
sented by points on the critical line are displaced slightly,
their KT either diverges or goes to zero bringing them
to GR. In this sense, all these special “point-solutions”
are unstable since any displacement from the critical line
brings them away from it (more on this later).

The quadrant (Θ < 0, KT > 0) is particularly sim-
ple (and for this reason it is not depicted in Fig. 1):
here d (KT ) /dτ = KT (8πKT + |Θ|) ≥ 0 and all solu-
tions starting above the KT = 0 axis move upwards,
diverging away from GR. This is the visualization of
the sharp property of ST gravity, already enunciated in
[17, 18], that the contraction of the 3-space seen by ob-
servers comoving with the effective φ-fluid “heats” grav-
ity. Therefore it is expected that, near spacetime singu-
larities where the effective fluid lines converge, gravity
deviates strongly from GR. This is the situation, for ex-
ample, of contracting universes (which “heat” away from
GR) and have KT → +∞ near Big Crunch singularities.

Following Ref. [21], we introduce a typical length scale
ℓ so that Θ = 3

ℓ
dℓ
dτ

, then ℓ3 is the proper volume of a
region of 3-space with unit comoving volume and Eq. (9)
reads

d

dτ
ln
(

ℓ3KT
)

= 8πKT > 0 ; (11)

ℓ3KT cannot decrease in time, both in τ -time and in
coordinate time t because their direction coincide since
the 4-velocity ua of the effective φ-fluid is future-oriented,
u0 = dt/dτ > 0. Hence, if ℓ decreases (i.e., in the Θ < 0
quadrant), KT increases and gravity departs from GR;
KT can only decrease if the 3-space expands (i.e., Θ > 0).

Let us study now special solutions of ST gravity that
have already attracted attention in the thermal view of
scalar-tensor gravity [22]: stealth solutions and de Sitter
spaces with non-constant scalar field. Placing the analy-
sis in the context of the (Θ,KT )-plane greatly elucidates
their role in this formalism.

Stealth solutions—Stealth solutions of ST gravity are
vacuum solutions with Minkowski geometry and non-
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constant scalar φ, for which terms in the effective stress-

energy tensor T
(φ)
ab conspire to cancel out, but do not

vanish identically. We restrict to stealth solutions for
which ∇aφ is timelike and future-oriented and, in this
section, we further require that �φ = 0 [23], which is

satisfied if φ = φ(t) and φ̇ < 0.
In Minkowski space Θ = 0 and �φ = 0 imply that

∇aφ∇bφ∇a∇bφ =
φ̈

|φ̇|
= 0 . (12)

Thus, the Brans-Dicke scalar field must be linear [24],
φ(t) = −|φ0|t+ φ1 with φ0,1 constants and φ0 < 0, φ1 >
0. To keep φ > 0, only the semi-infinite time interval
t < φ1/|φ0| ≡ t∗ is possible. As t → t−∗ , the scalar field
vanishes and the effective gravitational coupling Geff =
1/φ→ +∞. Even though the geometry is always exactly
flat, a singularity of the gravitational coupling strength
can rightly be regarded as a singularity of gravity.

In the (Θ,KT )-plane, stealth solutions live on the ver-
tical KT -axis and can only move upward in time because
d (KT ) /dτ = 8π (KT )2 > 0. This equation has the pole-
like solution

KT =
1

8π |τ0 − τ | (13)

exploding in a finite time τ0 (only the increasing branch
has physical meaning). All these stealth solutions run
infinitely far away from GR in a finite time.
de Sitter solutions with non-static scalar field—A signa-
ture of ST gravity is the existence of vacuum de Sitter
solutions with non-constant scalar field. By contrast, in
GR sourced by a minimally coupled scalar field, de Sitter
spaces necessarily have constant scalar field.

In the (Θ,KT )-plane, these de Sitter solutions corre-
spond to points on the critical line with Θ = 3H = const.,
where H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble function of the FLRW line
element

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
(

dx2 + dy2 + dz2
)

. (14)

If H = 0 the de Sitter geometry degenerates into the
Minkowski one and we recover the Θ = 0 stealth solu-

tion (12), (13). The equation �φ = −
(

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇
)

= 0

admits the first integral φ̇ = C/a3, where C is a neg-
ative constant (for future-orientation), therefore φ =

(|C|a0/Θ) e−Θ t and KT = |φ̇|/(8πφ) = Θ/8π, so these
de Sitter spaces are points lying on the critical line of
the (Θ,KT )-plane (most of the de Sitter solutions with
non-static φ in [22] have �φ 6= 0). No other de Sitter so-
lutions with non-static φ are found under the restrictions
discussed so far.

O’Hanlon and Tupper (O’H-T) solution.—As an explicit
example, let us consider the O’H-T solution of ST cosmol-

ogy [25], corresponding to the theory with V = 0, T
(m)
ab =

0, ω > −3/2 and ω 6= −4/3. The solution is represented

by power laws for the scale factor and scalar field, a ∼ tq±

and φ ∼ ts± , with q± = ω/[3(ω + 1)∓
√

3(2ω + 3)] and
s± = 1− 3q±. Requiring φ > 0 and ∇aφ future-oriented
let us select the (+) solution, for which we have [26]
8πKT = |s+|/t. Furthermore, since Θ = 3H = 3q+/t,
the O’H-T solution corresponds to the straight line

8πKT =
|s+|
3q+

Θ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

3q+
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

Θ ,

which implies that 8πKT < Θ for all ω > −3/2, ω 6=
−4/3 , 0. Hence, based on our argument, gravity in the
O’H-T solution, with ω > −3/2, ω 6= −4/3 , 0, must
relax to GR, which is exactly what happens at late times.
Furthermore, the case ω = 0 corresponds to a ∼ 1 and
φ ∼ −t with t < 0. Then Θ = 0 and 8πKT = 1/|t|
is above the critical line. Hence, as t increases, gravity
diverges away from GR. These scenarios are represented
in Fig. 1, where the arrows denote the behavior of KT
as t increases.
Attractor-to-GR mechanism—With the assumptions
made in this section, we are able to assess the attractor-
to-GR mechanism found by Damour and Nordvedt [10,
11] and discussed by many authors, including i) an early
epoch in which a free Brans-Dicke field φ dominates the
cosmic dynamics and matter is irrelevant; ii) the radia-
tion epoch in which T (m) = 0 and φ is massless (which is
the original situation of [10, 11]).

In both cases we assume a spatially flat FLRW universe
with line element (14) [27] and Brans-Dicke field φ(t). In

both situations φ̈ + 3Hφ̇ = 0 and the comoving time t
coincides with the proper time τ of the effective φ-fluid.

In the light of the previous discussion, the attractor-
to-GR mechanism operates if and only if KT < Θ/(8π)

initially. In a FLRW universe Θ = 3H = 3ℓ̇/ℓ and ℓ = a
for a unit comoving volume. Using the definition (5) of
KT , this criterion reads

√

−∇eφ∇eφ < 3Hφ , (15)

which is never satisfied in a contracting universe with
H < 0. In an expanding universe, this criterion becomes
|φ̇|/φ < 3H , which reads as: there is an attractor-to-
GR mechanism if and only if the scale of variation of the
scalar field τφ ≡ φ/|φ̇| (equivalently, the scale of variation

τG = τφ := Geff/|Ġeff |) satisfies

τφ >
τH
3

≡ 1

3H
. (16)

The physical interpretation is that if φ varies too fast
(KT above the critical line), GR is never approached
while, if it varies sufficiently slowly, GR is always ap-
proached. The effective strength of gravity is precisely
the extra degree of freedom added to the two massless
spin-2 modes of GR. When the variation of φ is “fast”, the
scalar mode dominates over the two GR modes while the
opposite is true when φ and Geff vary slowly and the GR
modes dominate, in a way made precise by Eq. (16) or by
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the thermal criterion KT < Θ/8π. Keep in mind that the
scenario applies to the cosmic radiation era even though
the scalar field is not dominant. Thus, the thermal view
of scalar-tensor gravity provides insight on the attractor-
to-GR problem in the restricted context of Brans-Dicke
gravity with �φ = 0. The results can be extended im-
mediately to the case V (φ) = m2φ2/2, the potential that
does not contribute to �φ (it does, however, contribute
to sourcing gab, therefore the simple stealth and de Sitter
solutions already discussed are no longer valid).
Conclusions—For an expanding 3-space (i.e., Θ > 0) and
�φ = 0, Brans-Dicke gravity “cools” and converges to GR
if it starts sufficiently close to it (i.e., below the critical
line), while it “heats up” and runs away from GR if it
is sufficiently “hot” (i.e., above the critical line, therefore
sufficiently far away from GR) initially. These conclu-
sions hold, in particular, in FLRW cosmology and ex-
plain the attractor-to-GR mechanism and the repellor
mechanism discovered in previous literature, without as-
suming anything on the solutions themselves, apart from
the initial position in the (Θ,KT )-plane. A clear physical
interpretation of why the scalar degree of freedom dom-
inates over the two tensor ones emerges naturally from
this description.

Contrary to Refs. [10, 11] and to most authors, who
work in the Einstein conformal frame, we have performed
our analysis entirely in the Jordan frame. However, the
thermal analogy of scalar-tensor gravity has an equiva-
lent description in the Einstein frame, in which one trades
temperature (which is always zero) with chemical poten-
tial µ and an evolution equation for µ analogous to (6)
is present [28].

Here we have covered the original scenario of [10, 11].
More involved situations in which �φ 6= 0 and the extra
terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (8) play a role will be
discussed in future work, in the context of scenarios pro-
posed in the literature and involving specific potentials,
matter fluids and φ-dependent Brans-Dicke couplings.
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