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1 Introduction

The accelerated expansion of the Universe was discovered by the observations of type Ia
supernovae in late 1990s [1, 2], and it is now also supported by the other observations:
cosmic microwave background (CMB) radiation [3-5], baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO)
[6-10], and so on. To realize the accelerated expansion in the homogeneous and isotropic
Universe, it is necessary to introduce some energy components with the equation of state
parameter w = p/p which is less than —1/3 in the Einstein equations. Dark energy is a
hypothetical energy which has such a property. The most famous model of dark energy is
the cosmological constant A, and the A cold dark matter (ACDM) model is known as the
standard model in cosmology. The ACDM model is a simple model but it is consistent with
almost all of the astronomical observations. While, there are also the other candidates of dark
energy; the quintessence model [11-14], scalar-tensor theory [15-18], F(R) modified gravity
[19-23], and so on. Horndeski’s theory [24] is known as a general theory of scalar-tensor
theory including quintessence model as a special case.

At the background level, the quintessence model, scalar-tensor theory, and F(R) mod-
ified gravity can describe same expansion history of the Universe as in the ACDM model
(e.g. the way of reconstructing quintessence potential from the expanding rate can be seen
in Refs. [25, 26]). Therefore, it is necessary to consider perturbative behavior of the models
in order to distinguish the models of dark energy. The matter density contrast defined by
d = dp/p describes the perturbative behavior of the matter distribution, and the growth rate
function f = dInd/dIna is usually used as the indicator of the matter density contrast. The
evolution of the growth rate function, in general, depends on the property of the dark energy.
For example, it is known that there is a scale dependence in the growth rate function in F(R)
modified gravity [27, 28] and the Newtonian constant in Poisson’s equation is modified in
Horndeski’s theory [29]. These results are obtained by assuming quasi-static approximation,



which treats time derivatives of the perturbation quantities as the same order as the expand-
ing speed of the Universe. While, there is another mode of the matter density perturbation
“oscillating mode” [30, 31], which is caused by extra degrees of freedom, e.g. perturbation
of the scalar field ¢. Oscillating behavior of the perturbation quantity in Horndeski’s theory
is, for example, seen in Fig. 8 in Ref. [32]. Although it is natural to consider oscillating
mode because scalar field perturbation usually has non-zero sound speed, it has not been
enough studied. There are two reasons why it has not been enough studied; mixing between
perturbation quantities has not been carefully considered, and second leading order terms are
necessary to be taken into account for the oscillating mode. In this paper, we will construct
the method to obtain oscillating solutions in Horndeski’s theory. The contents of the pa-
per are as follows: general background equations and perturbation equations in Horndeski’s
theory are given in Sec. 2, oscillating solutions of the matter density contrast are derived
in Sec. 3, some examples of quasi-static solutions and oscillating solutions are expressed in
Sec. 4, and concluding remarks are in Sec. 5. We use natural units, A = ¢ = kg = 1,
and the gravitational constant 87G is denoted by k2 = 8w/ Mp;? with the Planck mass of
Mpy = G712 = 1.2 x 10"GeV in the following.

2 Horndeski’s theory

The action in the Horndeski’s theory is given by [24, 33, 34]

5
Sy = Z/d4m\/jg£i, (2.1)
=2

where
Ly = K(¢,X), (2.2)
£3 = _G3(¢a X)D(b: (23)
Ly =Ga(¢, X)R+ Gux [(06)* = (V. V,0)*] (24)
L5 = G5(6, X) G V'V" - ng [(09)° = 3(06)(V,uVu$)* + 2ViVue)’] . (25)
Here, K, G3, G4, and G5 are generic functions of ¢ and X = —0,¢0"¢/2, and the subscript

X means derivative with respect to X. The total action we will consider is the sum of Sy
and the action of matter fluid Smatter, Which contain baryons and cold dark matter. The
background equations of the Universe are given by assuming homogeneity and isotropy of
the metric. Substituting ¢ = ¢(¢) and the metric ds?> = —N?(t)dt?> +a?(t)dz? into the action,
and subsequently varying the action with respect to N (t) gives [34]

5
Pumatter + Y _ & =0, (2.6)
=2
where
& =2XKx — K, (2.7)
&3 = 6XPHG3x — 2X Gy, (2.8)
E4 = —6H>Gy + 24H*X (Gax + XGuxx) — 12HX $Gupx — 6HdGyy, (2.9)



&5 = 203X H(5Gsx + 2X Gsxx) — 6H> X (3G54 + 2X Gs4x), (2.10)

and pmatter is the energy density of matter. Here, H = a/a is the Hubble rate function and
the dot means derivative with respect to time. Variation with respect to a(t) yields

5
Pmatter + sz = 07 (211)
=2
where
Py = K. (2.12)
Py = —2X (G3¢ n &ng), (2.13)
. X H

_ 2 2
Py = 2(3H + 2H)G4 —4H X<3 + ﬁ + 2H,2>G4X

~8HXXGyxx +2(¢ +2H)Guy + 4X Gupp + 4X (6 — 2H)Gayx, (2.14)
Ps = —2X(2H?¢ 4+ 2HH$ + 3H?¢)Gsx — AH X *¢Gsx x

+4HX (X — HX)Gssx +2H*X (3 + 2%{ + 2;) Gy + 4H X G50, (2.15)

and pmatter 1S the pressure of matter. The above two Egs. (2.6) and (2.11) correspond to
the Friedmann equations. The equation of motion of the scalar field is given by varying the

action with respect to ¢(t):
1d

E%(a?’n}) = Py, (2.16)

where

J =pKx + 6HXGsx — 20G3y + 6H?3(Gax + 2XGaxx) — 12HX Guyx
+2H3X(3G5x+2XG5X)() —6H2¢(G5¢+XG5¢X), (2.17)

Py =Ky — 2X(G3pp + $Gagx) + 6(2H? + H)Gag + 6H(X + 2HX)Gapx
— 6H X Gspp + 2H* X §Gsgx. (2.18)
Equations (2.6), (2.11), and (2.16) control the background evolution of the Universe. In the

same manner as the quintessence model, Egs. (2.11) and (2.16) are equivalent when Eq. (2.6)
holds. Equations (2.6) and (2.11) can be rewritten in the well-known form

3H2 = HZ(Pmatter + p¢)7 (219)
—~3H? - 2H = £ (pmatter + Do), (2.20)
if we define py and py as
5 5
3H? 1 .
i=2 i=2

We will use Eq. (2.21) as the definitions of effective energy density and effective pressure. In
the following, we will only consider the matter dominant era onwards and treat the pressure
of matter as pmatter = 0.



While, the recent observation of gravitational wave GW170817 [36] and its electromag-
negic counterparts [37-39] showed that the speed of gravitational waves should satisfy

7 -1 <1077 (2.22)

in the relatively recent Universe. This bound means that the speed of gravitational waves
should be almost the same as that of an electromagnetic wave not only around stellar objects
but also in the void region. In Horndeski’s theory, the sound speed for tensor perturbations
is expressed as [34]

A2 = G = XG5y — XCrx9 . (2.23)

Gy —2XGux — X(Gsx9H — Gsy)

Equation (2.23) shows that the sound speed for tensor perturbations is independent from
the functions K (¢, X), G3(¢, X), and matter components. If the terms XGsy, XGux, - -
are relevant for the evolution of the Universe, then they should be the same order as G4
as seen from Egs. (2.6) and (2.11). In this case, c% deviates from 1 except for some special
cases. Therefore, it is natural to think that the terms proportional to G4x, G54, and Gsx are
not relevant for the current accelerated expansion of the Universe. In the following, we treat
G4(¢, X) and G5(¢, X) as G4(¢), which is a generic function only depends on the field ¢, and
G5(¢, X) = 0. Here, G5(¢, X) is not expressed as constant but as 0 because constant G5 does
not contribute to Egs. (2.6), (2.11), and (2.16). Further discussions for the constraints from
gravitational wave detection GW170817 for Horndeski’s theory are given in Refs. [40-47].
Then, effective energy density and effective pressure are explicitly written by

. . . 1 .
pp = *’Kx — K +3¢0°HG3x — ¢*°G3y + 3H? </<2 — 2G4> — 6H Gy, (2.24)

Py = K — ¢2<G3¢ + éng) — (3H2 + 2H) <’32 — 2G4> =+ 2(¢ + 2H¢)G4¢ + 2¢2G4¢¢.
(2.25)

Equation of motion of the scalar field Eq. (2.16) is rewritten as

ag(g&KX + 3H(;.52G3X — 2¢5G3¢)} — Ky + (&2(G3¢¢ + (igGgqu) — 6(2H2 + H)G4¢ =0.
(2.26)
The perturbation equations are given by substituting flat FLRW metric with Newtonian
gauge metric perturbation ds? = —(1+2¥(¢, z))dt? +a?(t)(1+2®(t, z)) Z?,j:l Sijdxtda? into
the linear order Einstein equation (6G4G " + G40G M + -+ — 5T(m2f//2 = 0) as follows:

addt

. X k2 k.?
A1@+A25¢+A3?¢+A4\I’—|— <A6a2 —/,L) 5¢—pm5:0, (227)

B1® + Byd¢ + B3P + Byoop + B5V + BG?CI)

k> k2
+ (372 + 3l/> (5¢ + <Bg2 + Bg) U = 0, (2.28)
a a
C1® + C26p + C3V + C46¢ — pmdu = 0, (2.29)
G4V + ) + G4¢5¢ =0, (2.30)



where the coefficients Ay, As, ---, By, -+, C1, ---, and v are the functions composed from
H, K(¢,X), G3(¢, X), and G4(¢), and k expresses the wave number which appears from the
derivative with respect to the spacial coordinates (k* = —;0;) by the Fourier transformation.
The concrete expressions of the coefficients are given in Appendix A. Equations (2.27), (2.28),
(2.29), and (2.30) correspond to (0,0), (i,4), (0,4), and (i,7), ¢ # j components of the
Einstein equations, respectively, and are consistent with the equations derived in Ref. [29].
We have adopted §pm = pmd, 0pm = 0, and du; = 0;6u as the descriptions of (5T(m)y =
6[pm6,; + (pm + pm)uuu”] because we are now interested in the scalar perturbations from
nonrelativistic matter fluids. While, the linearized scalar field equation and the linearized
equations of continuity of fluid matter are expressed by

D1® + D35 + D3® + Dydp + DV + <D7a2 + D8> o

k2 k2
+ <D92 — M2> 5 + <D102 + DH) U =0, (2.31)

a a

. . k2

5+ 30— Z56u=0, (2.32)
Su+ U =0, (2.33)
where the coefficients Dy, Ds, ---, and M? are the functions of background quantities H (),
K(o(t), X (1)), Gs(o(t), X (t)), and G4(4(t)) and their definitions are given in Appendix A.
Usually, we treat the coefficients HDy, H?D>, - --, and M? as the same order, for example,

H?D; ~ HD3 ~ H?D7 ~ Dg, because the coefficients are related with the background evolu-
tion of the Universe. Therefore, we can ignore the term proportional to Dg in the subhorizon
limit k?/(a®H?) > 1. However, in some special cases, e.g. in the case of f(R) gravity,
function M? should be treated as much important as k%Dg/a?, because the observational
constraints on the function f(R); |[Rof”(Ro)| < 1, enhances the value of M? [29].

3 Evolution equation of the matter density contrast

3.1 Quasi-static solutions

Before considering the general solutions of Eqgs. (2.27) — (2.33), let us investigate quasi-static
solutions of the system, because quasi-static solutions are simple and easy to treat. Here,
quasi-static means that the perturbation quantities, e.g. ®, ¥, and ¢, vary in the same way
as the Hubble rate, namely, & ~ H®, ¥ ~ HU, and 6¢ ~ H 6¢ One can easily imagine
that there is such a solution, because the coefficients Ay, Ao, -+, By, -+-, Cy, -+-, Dy, -+ -,
and so on are described by background quantities which vary in the same way as the Hubble
rate. Whereas, a hierarchy between the coefficients caused by the factor k%/(a?H?) implies
the existence of fast varying solutions, which is oscillating mode that we will consider in the
next subsection. Under the quasi-static conditions, Eqgs. (2.27) — (2.33) are rewritten as

k2 k2
A3 D+ ALV + A6 (5¢ Pmd =~ 0, (31)
2 2 2
C1d + 025¢ + C50 + 045¢ — pm5u =0, (3.3)

Gy(U + D)+ G4¢5¢ =0,



2 Ko k2
D772(I) + Dng — M=) oo+ D10—2\I/ ~ (), (35)
a a a

) . k2
5+ 3P — géu =0, (3.6)

Su+ ¥ =0. (3.7)

Here, we have kept the term M? by taking into account the case of f(R) gravity. The reason
why M? should be kept is mentioned in the last part of the previous section. In this paper, we
will not use gauge-invariant density contrast defined by §,, = § — 3H du because the relation
|0] > H|éu| holds not only in quasi-static solutions but also in oscillating solutions as shown
later. Therefore, there is no difference in the prediction of the growth rate function between
0, and J at the leading order.

The so-called effective gravitational constant Geg defined by k2 / a? = —4AmGeg pmd is
given by eliminating the terms proportional to ® or d¢ from Eq. (3.1). The explicit expression
of Geg 18

1

Gott = 167G4p

{04 [Kx — 2G34 + ¢(2G3x + $*Gsxx) + ¢*Gagx + 4HPG3x]
2 a? 2

. . ) i 1.
B=Gy[Kx — 2G34 + ¢(2G3x + ¢*Gaxx) + $*Gapx + 4HpG3x] — Z¢4G§X

2
2 2 a 2
Equation (3.8) shows that if there is an X dependence in G5 function or a ¢ dependence in
G4 function, then Geg can deviate from the Newtonian constant even if we ignore the term
proportional to M2. The evolution equation of the matter density contrast, which is given
by combining Egs. (3.6) and (3.7), is expressed as

0+ 2H8 — 471G e prd ~ 0. (3.10)

Equation (3.10) shows that the modification of the evolution equation is only the change of
the Newtonian gravitational constant. While, o parameter defined by ¥ + & = a®, which
describes the modification of the lensing effect, is written as

a = —G44(2G44 + €£)2G3X)/{G4[KX — 2G4 + (2G3x + $*Gaxx) + P*Gagx

a2

+4HpG3x] + Gup(—9*Gax + 2Gag) + 12

G4M2}. (3.11)
Unlike in the case of Geg, o can deviates from o = 0 (GR) only if G4y # 0. Therefore, for
the case Gax # 0 and Gyy = 0, there is a modification for the growth rate function but is
no change in the lensing effect. In this subsection, we have respected the possibility that M?
can be comparable with k?/a?, however, for simplicity, we will assume a?M?/k? < 1 in the
following. Oscillating solutions in f(R) modified gravity are investigated in Ref. [31].



3.2 k-essence model

k-essence model [48-50] corresponds to the case G3(¢,X) = 0 and G4(¢) = 1/(2x?) in
Horndeski’s theory, so there is only one generic function K (¢, X). In k-essence model, it is
shown that the general solution of the matter density contrast is given in the following form
[30]

S1ot(N) = 84s(N) + 6o(N),  (3.12)

2

=

So(N) = c1¢(N)[4K x (N) + ¢*(N) K x x (N)] K (N)[Kx (N) + ¢*(N) K x x (N)]

C

N , ¢k‘
i dN'—— .14
><sm[/ aH+02]’ (3.14)

where c¢; and cp are arbitrary constants, N, weg, {d, and c4 are defined by N = Ina,
weg = —1 — 2H/(3H?), O = k2pw/(3H?), and cé = Kx/(Kx + ¢*Kxx), respectively.
One may think the oscillation term can be ignored by assuming ¢; = 0. However, there is
no guiding principle which supports |c;| < 1. In other words, assuming ¢; = 0 is realized
only if we introduce fine-tunings of the initial conditions. Therefore, if we choose ¢; = 0 it
will introduce another fine-tuning problem of dark energy. The explicit expression of ¢; will
be given in Eq. (3.28). In the paper [30], the fourth order evolution equation of the matter
density contrast is derived without using approximations, that’s why, not only well known
quasi-static equation (3.13) but also oscillating solutions (3.14) appear. The reason why
there is an oscillating mode is that there are extra degrees of freedom, which correspond to
the perturbation of dynamical scalar field d¢ and its derivatives with non-zero sound speed,
compared to General Relativity. Evaluation of the oscillating mode is much more difficult
than that of the quasi-static mode, because not only the leading terms of the linearized
equations but also the sub-leading terms should be taken into account in order to obtain
the effective growth rate of the oscillating solutions. One way to evaluate the behavior of
the oscillating solution is to derive the fourth order evolution equation of the matter density
contrast as shown in [30]. This way is correct, but it costs so much time. We will construct
the other way to derive Eq. (3.14) in the following, and will apply it to whole Horndeski’s
theory in the next subsection.

The oscillating mode of the matter density contrast is generated by the mixing between
0 and d¢ in the linearized equations, and the oscillating interval is determined by the sound
speed. By taking into account k/(aH) > 1, we can write the solution of the oscillating mode
in the following form:

5,(N) = C5(N) {Cos [/N dN’ZjS + w] +0 (‘f) } , (3.15)

where w is an arbitrary constant and Cs(N) is an arbitrary function which satisfies |dCs/dN| <
|Cs|, namely,

ddo
dN

N ek
~ C5(N)—— cos {/ dN T —l—w} . (3.16)

Equation (3.15) is, in fact, an WKB approximated solution. The WKB approximation is
valid only if |csk/(aH)| > 1. In a typical dark energy model “quintessence model”, the sound



speed c; is always 1, therefore, the condition |csk/(aH )| > 1 becomes same as small-scale
approximation |k/(aH)| > 1. The deviation from the exact solution is given by the order of
|aH /k|. If we consider the model which has a little |cs|, then the WKB approximation breaks
down. However, the fine-tunings of the model parameters are necessary to realize c? < 1.
The purpose of this paper is to investigate general perturbation behavior in Horndeski’s
theory, therefore, investigating the case ¢? < 1 is beyond the scope of this paper. In the
same way, we will describe the oscillating solution of d¢ and & as

560(N) = 05¢(N)¢{sm [/N dN’Zﬁ —i—w] +0 (‘f)} (3.17)
B,(N) = Cp(N) {Cos [/N dN’Zi; —|—w] +0 (f)} (3.18)

Equations (3.15)—(3.18) give the relations 0, ~ —c2k2d,/a?, 66, ~ —c2k*5¢,/a?, and @, ~
—c2k?®,/a®. The reason why sin and cos are assigned for §¢ and ®, respectively, will be
shown in the following considerations. In the case of k-essence model, Eq. (2.30) gives
VU = —, therefore, we will write ¥ as —® in this subsection.

Equation of motion of the scalar field (2.31) yields

2

. d . . c¢k:2
S+ (3H + —In|Kx + ¢’ Kxx| | 6o + p 5+

40K x + P> Kxx -
7 P ~

Kx + ¢*Kxx

0, (3.19)

where cé = Kx/(Kx +¢*Kxx), which is the sound speed squared in k-essence model. Here,
the symbol ~ means that O(H?§¢) terms have been ignored. While, Eq. (2.28) gives

.. . 2 . .
b+ 4HD - %qubéqb ~ 0. (3.20)

At the leading order, we have
2
. K .
|D| ~ ?KXQS&;S . (3.21)

By taking Egs. (3.17) and (3.18) into account, we have

. 2 .
|[®f ~ %qub&qb : (3.22)

The relations (3.21) and (3.22) show that if ¢ is given by sinusoidal function, then ® should
be described by cosine function, and imply that the last term in Eq. (3.19) is O(H?§¢).
Then we can solve Eq. (3.19) by using the WKB approximation. The coefficient Cs4(N) in
Eq. (3.17) is expressed as

-1
CM)(N) = Mgy |:a¢\/0¢(KX + éQKXX) s (3.23)

where m;sg4 is an arbitrary constant. While, the relation (3.21) or (3.22) gives

a
2cyk

Co(N) = K2pPK x Csp(N). (3.24)

Note that the expression (3.24) is determined only by the leading terms in Eq. (3.20), and
whole equation (3.20) is completed by taking O(aH/k) terms in Eq. (3.18) into account. To



obtain the relation between Cg and Cj, we can use Egs. (2.32) and (2.33). Eliminating du
from Egs. (2.32) and (2.33) yields

. . .. . k2
0+2H)+3P+6HP — 5P =0. (3.25)
a

At the leading order in Eq. (3.25), we have

d .
%(a%) ~ k*(1+ 3¢;)® (3.26)
14 3c2
~ 9. (3.27)
C
%
Therefore,
1+ 3c2
Cs(N) = —— 2 Cp(N)
€
msek? - . _s3 )
— 0% B4k x + P Kxx) Kyt (Kx + 62 Kxx)1. (3.28)

2k

The expression of Cs(NN) (3.28) is consistent with Eq. (3.14). Note that Egs. (3.24) and
(3.28) show that |Cs| ~ |Co| ~ |aHCs4/k| if cg # 0. Therefore, Eq. (2.33) shows that
|Hou/d| ~ aH/k < 1. The effective growth factor of the matter density perturbation can be
defined as

d
for = = In|C5(N) (3.29)

by comparing it with the usual growth factor f = dIn[d4s(N)|/dN. The usual growth factor
express the growing speed of the matter density perturbation, while, the effective growth
factor express the growing speed of the amplitude of the matter density perturbation in
oscillating mode. The effective growth factor is only expressed by background quantities
H(t) and é(t), and H(t) as seen from Egs. (3.28) and (3.29), therefore, the behavior of
the effective growth factor is independent from the initial conditions of the perturbation
quantities. Interestingly, it is also seen that the effective growth factor does not explicitly
depend on the potential form of the scalar field. If f.g is same order as the usual growth
factor f, then the amplitude Cs(IV) is same order as the absolute value of the density contrast
of the quasi-static mode if there is no hierarchy in the initial conditions of them. In this case,
we cannot neglect the term 6, in Eq. (3.12). In observations, the power spectrum of the
density contrast of galaxies, which is approximately proportional to the power spectrum of
the density contrast of matter, is measured. Therefore, comparing the evolution of f.g with
that of f is crucial. Even if it is shown that fe.g is much less than f, this comparison gives
us a confirmation that the quasi-static approximation is good enough.

The features of the procedure above are the following; we have assumed the WKB
approximated solution because of non-zero sound speed, not only the leading terms but
also the sub-leading terms are evaluated, the coefficient Cs5(N) is uniquely determined by
considering the large/small relation between the perturbation variables. We will apply this
procedure to the other case in the next subsection.



3.3 The case Gzx #0 or Gyp #0

The case Gzx = G4y = 0 is equivalent to the case of k-essence, so we will investigate
the case G3x # 0 or Gyy # 0 in this subsection. The relations between the perturbation
variables are quite different from those in the case of k-essence model. As seen in Eq. (2.28),
function By does not vanish and ® becomes same order as d¢, because Bs is expressed as
—302Gsx +6G4e. Therefore, we cannot ignore the terms proportional to ¥, ®, and derivatives
of them in Eq. (2.33), and cannot solve Eq. (2.28) or Eq. (2.33), independently. In this case,
we should take into account the sub-leading terms in Eqgs. (3.17) and (3.18), because there
is a possibility that the sub-leading terms change the expressions of Csg, Cp, and Cs.
In the following, we will use Eq. (2.30) to erace ¥, and express ® and J¢ as

. N ,Csk N ,Ccsk
o = Cq)l Sin / dN m +w| + C<I>2 COS / dN E +w s (330)
. N ,csk N ,csk
d¢p = Csg1 sin dN i +w| + Csga cos dN i +w|. (3.31)

where Cg2/Cp1 ~ O(aH/k) and Csga/Csp1 ~ O(aH/k) have been assumed. Equations
(2.28) and (2.33) give

Byo® 4 Bf1® + Byadp + Bg1dh ~ 0, (3.32)
. ) k2 . . k2
Dp® + Dy ® + Dfo;‘I> + Dg20¢ + Dg10¢ + Ddoa75¢ ~ 0, (3.33)

where Bfg = Bl, Bf1 = Bg - B5, Bdg = BQ, Bdl = B4 - B5 . G4¢/G4, ng = Dl, Df1 =
D3 —Ds, Dy = D7—D1g, Dgz = D2, Dg1 = Dy—Ds5-G4¢/Gy, and Dgg = Dg— D19~ G4g/Ga.
Here, the symbol ~ means that O(H?®) terms and O(H?§¢) terms have been ignored. The
leading order terms, which are the terms proportional to k2/a?, in Eq. (3.32) yield the ratio
between Cg1 and Csg1 as

Ca1 Baz  2Gug — $*Gax
C&z,l Bfg 4Gy '

(3.34)

v

On the other hand, cancellation of the leading terms in Eq. (3.33) induces the following
expression of sound speed:

o Dygoy+ Dao
==
Doy + Dag

o [G4(KX — 2G5y + 20G3x + *Gasx + 9*9Gaxx + 4HPG3x)
. 1.
E=Gy |:KX + ¢2KXX — 2G3¢ — d.)QGg(pX + 3H(b(2G3X + ¢2ngx)

1 S\ 2
+3 <G4¢, - 2G3X¢2> . (3.36)

Note that ¢ > 0 is imposed by no-ghost condition and ¢2 should not be negative to keep the
validity of the perturbation theory. While, at the sub-leading order, Egs. (3.32) and (3.33)
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are written as

csk .
Bya(Caz — ’VCMQ)ST = (2Bf27 + Bf1y + Ba1)Cisg1, (3.37)
1 (s g 2D >y + D1y + Dan
Cog1—In |20, | = - C
dpl dt n a 9ol Df2’7 + Dd2 ool
4 (Co2 = 7Cs2)(D2Dao — DyoDan) k- (3.38)
(Dy2v + Da2)? cs’ |

Eliminating the terms Cg2 — 7Csg2 by combining Eqgs. (3.37) and (3.38) yields

2D¢oy+ Dp1y+ Dar (DgaDao — DyoDa2)(2Bg2 + Bf1y + Ba)

1
—1In
Doy + Dg2 Byo(Dgoy + Dao)(Dsay + Da2)

dt

Cs 9

70 ‘ [

a dpl
(3.39)

Equation (3.39) shows that the expression of Cs41 does not depend on the forms of Csgo
and Cgs and is uniquely determined except for the integration constant. Substituting the
expressions of By, Byg, --- and Dy, Dy, -+ into Eq. (3.39) gives

2

= 29 3.40
6(;51 4CSCL2£ ? ( )

where mg o1 is an integration constant. Whereas, we can obtain the relation between Cjsg1
and Cj from Egs. (2.32) and (2.33) as follows:

1d, 5 .. R
- =—3b—6Hd -~V
2 dt<a J) 3 6 3
2 G
~ = |(1432)® + —26 3.41
C avae+ Sosg). (3.1
therefore,
1 Gagy |
Cs = —— [(1 + 3c§)’y + ~4¢ Cse1, (3.42)
2 Gy |

where we have assumed the form of §, as

So(N) = Cs(N) {sin [/N dN’% + w: +0 <‘f> } : (3.43)

By substituting Eq. (3.40) into Eq. (3.42), we finally obtain

mese1
8a~/ fCSG4

Note that the expression (3.44) is only valid for the case G4y # 0 or Gazx # 0, because
we treat ® same order as d¢ in the very begging of this subsection by taking G4y # 0 or
Gsx # 0 into account. This relation between ® and ¢ is seriously changed from that in
the case G4y = G3zx = 0. It means that the sub-leading terms in the case G4y = G3x = 0
can be the leading terms in the case G4y # 0 or G3x # 0. Therefore, we cannot connect the
expression (3.44) with (3.28). Expression of the effective growth rate function is obtained by
using Egs. (3.29) and (3.44). The effective growth rate function is expressed by background
quantities ¢(t), (t), d(t), ¢(t), H(t), and H(t) and does not depend on initial conditions of
perturbation quantities.

Cs=F [c;z(é2G3X +2Gyy) + 3((132G3X — 2G4¢>)} . (3.44)
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4 Examples

As we have seen in the previous section, the expression of the effective growth rate func-
tion highly depends on the types of models. Therefore, we will consider three examples in
this section; the quintessence model, kinetic gravity braiding model, and the case G4(¢) =
exp[A¢/My]/(262), as the peculiar cases of k-essence model, Gsx # 0 model, and Gy # 0
model, respectively.

4.1 Quintessence model
In the case of quintessence model, i.e. K(¢, X) =X —V(¢), G3 =0, and G4 = 1/(2k?), the
effective growth rate function is described by

é

feff = Hi(ﬁ

(4.1)

If we assume the slow-roll accelerated expansion, the conditions |¢| < 3H|¢| ~ |V,| and
3H? ~ k?V are fulfilled. Then f.g can be rewritten as

|2

(4.2)

Equation (4.2) shows that the positive power law potential induces feg < 0 and the negative
power law potential yields feg > 0. While, the quasi-static mode (3.10) usually has a growing
solution, in other words, it has a positive growth factor. Therefore, we can ignore oscillating
mode in the case of positive power law potential, on the other hand, in the case of negative
power law potential, we should be careful with the behavior of the oscillating solutions. In
Figs. 1 and 2, the behaviors of the background evolution and the growth rate functions in
the case of negative power law potential are expressed. The background evolution is almost
same as that of the ACDM model if we consider V(¢) = M*(¢/M,)~" with small n. The
reason why only the cases n < 2 are plotted is that the astronomical observations and the
experiments in solar system severely constrain the value of n [51, 52]. While, the behavior of
the growth rate function f almost equivalents to that in the ACDM model for all n as seen
in Fig. 2 (left). Figure 2 (right) shows the effective growth rate function feg is always much
smaller than the growth rate function f in the case n < 2, so we can justify to ignore the
oscillating solutions.

In the paper [30], the case of an exponential potential is investigated. In that case,
the effective growth rate function becomes positive and can influence the total evolution of
the matter density perturbation. In particular, foy = 3/2 > 1 = f is obtained for the limit
t — 0, therefore, we should take into account the behavior of the oscillating solutions.

4.2 Kinetic gravity braiding model

Here, we consider kinetic gravity braiding model [53, 54]

2 n
p

where 7. and n are positive constants. Then amplitude Cs in Eq. (3.44) is rewritten as

1 . . . .
Cs aGg,qu’Z 8 — 24(n + 1)Gsx Ho + 3G2 d*{6n(4n + 5)H? — k%(3n + 4)$*}
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Figure 1. Redshift dependence of the Hubble rate function compared to the ACDM model (left)
and that of the effective equation of state parameter of the scalar field wy = pg/pgs (right) in the case
of K(¢,X) =X — M*(¢/My)~" , where M* = 0.7Hg M}, and Hy means that the Hubble constant
in the ACDM model, which is Hy ~ 68 (km/s)/Mpc. The initial conditions for ¢(z) and ¢(z) are
= —0.04Mp; Hp, and also Qmatter,0 = 0.31 is assumed.

assigned as ¢(10) =

growth rate f[z]

M,; and ¢(10)

0.9
0.8
0.7

0.6

ACDM model
_ n=12
n=1 b
n=2
B L L L~
0.0 1.0 15 20
redshift z

futlz]

0.10———
0.051- 4
\77\7
0.00}- —
-0.05} . n=12 i
[ n=1
n=2
—010L 0+ 1 L1 P! P Y L
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Figure 2. Comparison between the growth rate function (left) and the effective growth rate function

(right) in the case of K(¢,X) = X — M*(¢/My)~".

function f is assigned as f(z = 10) = 1.

118k%(n + 2)G§XH¢'>5} / [4 116Gy H + 2G2 9> {30H? — k2(3n + 2)¢%}

Initial condition for the usual growth rate

. .15/4
—1262(n — 2)G3  HE — 3H4G§Xd)8] o (4.4)
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Figure 3. Redshift dependence of the Hubble rate function (left) and that of equation of state
parameter (right) in the case of K(¢,X) = —X, Gs(¢, X) = My/(r2X/M2)™ with r. = Hy'. The
initial condition for each curve is given by éred(z = 10) = 0.2M, Hy, (;.Somnge(IO) = 0.62M,, Hy,
Ggreen(10) = 0.94M, Hy, or ¢piue(10) = 0.995M,,; Ho.

where we have eliminated the second derivative of ¢ and H by using Eqs. (2.11) and (2.16).
The effective growth rate function f.g is obtained by differentiating Cs with respect to N and
dividing it by Cs, however, the expression of feg is so messy that we do not explicitly show it
here. In Fig. 3, the behaviors of the background evolution in the case of Eq. (4.3) are depicted.
As shown in [54], there are two attractors in this model; one has self-accelerating solution
and another do not have self-accelerating solution. A large value of qb is usually needed
to realize the self-accelerating solution. Therefore, the results shown in Fig. 3 does not so
depend on the value of gb(z = 10) if it is enough large. In all the cases n = 2,10, 100, 1000,
the Hubble rate function is larger than that in the ACDM model in small redshift region,
therefore, smaller growth rate f than that in the ACDM model is realized as shown in Fig. 4.
The effective growth rate function f.g cannot be ignored in this case because f.g becomes
bigger than the growth rate f in the region z < 2.5 if n = 10, 100, or 1000. In the case of
n = 2, the effective growth rate function could be ignored if the initial value of f.g is much
less than that of f.

4.3 The case G4(¢) = exp[A\¢/My]/(26%) and G3(¢, X) =0
Let us consider the model

1 a2
K($,X)=X— (Vo +m?¢?) and Gu(¢) = 5.3¢ My (4.5)
K
which can realize phantom crossings without instability [55]. Here, m and Vj are positive
constants and A is a real constant. The background behavior of the model is shown in Fig. 5.
In the right panel, we can see phantom crossings, which are the crossings of wy = —1 line,
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Figure 4. Comparison between the growth rate function f and the effective growth rate function feg
in the case of K(¢, X) = =X, G3(¢, X) = My(r2X/M2)". The solid curves and the dashed curves
express f and fes, respectively. Initial condition for the usual growth rate function f is assigned as
f(z=10) =1.

are realized in the model. The effective growth function is expressed as

A 1 é
21+ ?Tge_w/Mpl Mle'

Jet = —1 (4.6)

In the slow-roll regime, |¢|/(M,H) is much smaller than 1, so fog =~ —1 is realized. In Fig. 6,
the evolution of the growth rate f and that of the effective growth rate f.g are expressed.
The behaviors of the growth rate function f do not so depend on the values of the parameters
except for the region z > 1, because constant term V) dominate over the other terms. While,
feft is almost —1 all over the regime as we expected. That’s why, the oscillation mode can
be ignored in this case.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have considered the behavior of the matter density perturbation in Horn-
deski’s theory. The behavior of the quasi-static mode of the matter density perturbation
is well known, however, that of oscillating mode has not been enough studied. Therefore,
we have constructed the method to derive the oscillating solutions and have obtained the
general expression of the solutions. In fact, oscillating solutions are the very features of dy-
namical dark energy models, because the existence of the extra degrees of freedom, which are
scalar field perturbation and its time derivative, cause oscillating mode of the matter density
perturbation. The peculiarity of the oscillating solutions are the following; the expression
completely changes depending on the functions Gs(¢, X) and G4(¢), amplitude of the solu-
tion depends not only on sound speed but also on higher derivatives of the functions, the
oscillating mode can be a growing mode. The effective growth rate function of the oscillating
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Figure 5. Redshift dependence of Hubble rate function compared to that in the ACDM model (left)
and that of effective equation of state parameter (right) in the case of K (¢, X) = X — (Vo +m?¢?),
G3(¢, X) = 0, and G4(d) = exp[Ap/Mp]/(2K?).
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Figure 6. Comparison between the growth rate function (left) and the effective growth rate function
(right) in the case of K (¢, X) = X — (Vo + m?¢?), G3(¢, X) = 0, and G4(¢) = exp[Ae/Mp]/(2K%).
Initial condition for the usual growth rate function f is assigned as f(z = 10) = 1.

mode is only expressed by background quantities and is independent from the initial condi-
tions of the perturbation quantities. In Sec. 4, we have considered the cases, the quintessence
model, kinetic gravity braiding model, and the case G4(¢) = exp[A\¢/My]/(2x2), and have
explicitly shown that there can be a growing and oscillating solution of the matter density
perturbation. This result implies that oscillating mode of the matter density perturbation
must be investigated for giving the true prediction of the models. The deviation between the
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quasi-static solution and the actual solution can be immediately evaluated by using Eq. (3.28)
or (3.44) if we know background behavior of the model as we seen in Sec. 4.1. While, the
considerations of the concrete models of dark energy in Sec. 4 suggest that oscillating mode
can be ignored if we assume the slow-roll accelerated expansion of the Universe. This subject
will be studied near future.

Acknowledgments

The author’s researches are supported by the Leung Center for Cosmology and Particle Astro-
physics (LeCosPA) of the National Taiwan University (NTU). This work is partly supported
by the Russian Government Program of Competitive Growth of Kazan Federal University.

A Coefficients

A =-— 3¢3G3X + 12HG4 + 6¢G4¢, (Al)
Ay = — §(Kx + ¢*Kxx) +20Gss — 3HP*(3G3x + ¢°Gaxx) + 0°Gapx +6HGay, (A.2)
Ay = 4G, (A.3)

Ay = P*(Kx + ¢*Kxx) — 20°Gay — $'Gapx + 3HP*(4G3x + ¢*Gaxx)

—12H(HG4 + $Gy), (A.4)
As = $*Gax — 4HGy — 2¢Glay, (A.5)
Ag = — ¢*Gsx + 2G4y, (A.6)
p=—Ky+ ¢*Kyx — ¢*Gagy + 3HOP Gagx — 6H>Gay — 6HPGapg, (A.7)
By = 12G4, (A.8)
By = — 3¢°G3x + 6Gly, (A.9)
B3 = 12(¢Gyy + 3HGY), (A.10)
By = 3[¢Kx — 20Gs4 — 200G3x — 6*(Gapx + ¢Gaxx) + 4HGay + 46Gss), (A.11)
Bs = 3(6°Gax — 4HGy — 2¢Gly), (A.12)
Bs = 4G4, Br=4G4,, Bs=4Gy, (A.13)
By = 3(2K — $*Kx + 20°9Gsx + ¢* Gapx + ¢ dGaxx), (A.14)
v =K4— ¢*(Gsgp + 0G3px) + 2(3H? + 2H) Gy + 2(¢ + 2HP) Gagg + 20° Gagoe,
(A.15)
C1 = 4Gy, (A.16)
Cy = — ¢*Gsx + 2G4y, (A.17)
O3 = $*Gax — 4HGy — 2¢Glay, (A.18)
C1 = §(Kx —2G3y + 2Gags) + H(3*Gx — 2Gu), (A.19)
Dy = — 3(¢*G3x — 2G4y), (A.20)
Dy = — Kx — ¢*Kxx + 2G3y — 6H¢G3x + $*Gapx — 3HP Gaxx, (A.21)
D3 = — 3(3Kx — 20Gsy + 6Hd*Gsx + 200Gsx + 6°Gapx + $°0Gsxx — 8HGuy), A2)
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d

Dy = %DQ + 3H D>, (A23)
Ds = ¢(Kx + ¢*Kxx — 2G3p — $*Gapx) + 3H(3¢*°Gax + ¢'Gaxx — 2Gay), (A.24)
D7 = 4G4y, (A.25)

Dy =9H¢ 'K + 3K, — 3(¢ + 3HO)Kx — 30> (Kyx + dKxx)
+ 3(2&5 + 3Hd.))G3¢ — 9¢(3H¢ + 3H2d.> + qu)GgX + 3Q'52G3¢¢
+3¢%(¢ — 3H)Gapx — IHG* $Gaxx + 18H$ ' (3H? + 2H)Gy

+18¢ L (H + 4H?) + H)Guy + 18H G144, (A.26)
Dy = — Kx +2G3s — 4H¢G3x — ¢(2G3x + ¢*°Gaxx) — ¢*Gapx, (A.27)
Dio = — ¢*Gax + 2G4y, (A.28)

Dy =K+ (¢ +3HP)Kx + ¢*(46 + 3HP) Kx x + ¢*(Kyxx + oK xxx)

—2(d + 3H)G3p + 9D(2Hd + 3H?d + Hd)Gax — ¢*Gaps

— $*(5¢ — 3HP)Gspx + 303 (TH + 3H?¢ + HP)Gaxx — ¢*Gagpx

— $Md — 3HP)Gspxx +3HP ¢Gaxxx — 6(2H? + H)Gyy, (A.29)
M? = — Kys + (¢ + 3HP) Kypx + $*Kppx + 00K pxx — 0[2G346 + 6*Gappx

— 3H$(2G3px + $*Gapxx)] — 6HPG346 + 3¢°(B3H? + H)Gapx — > Gpp0

+ 3H@3Gsppx — 6(2H? + H)Gap, (A.30)
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