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In this document, we introduce a novel formalism for any field theory and apply it to the effective field theories
of large-scale structure. The new formalism is based on functors of actions composing those theories. This
new formalism predicts the actionic fields. We discuss our findings in a cosmological gravitology framework.
We present these results with a cosmological inference approach and give guidelines on how we can choose
the best candidate between those models with some latest understanding of model selection using Bayesian
inference.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The standard cosmological model (SMC), best de-
scribed by ΛCDM parametrization, provides a satisfac-
tory agreement with current observations53. Modified
gravity (MG) is an important step in understanding mod-
els beyond the SMC19,28,55. Recently, effective theories of
dark energy (DE) and MG within the Hordenksi frame-
work have been studied by Perenon, Marinoni, and Pi-
azza 49 . Akrami et al. 3 have studied a doubly coupled
bigravity cosmology, where the model was constrained
using the detection of gravitational waves from a binary
neutron star merger. These theories can been studied
within a framework which we call cosmological gravitol-
ogy42.

At the core of these theories lies the most successful
theory of gravity, general relativity (GR)24. This theory
assumes a four-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifold
with a local interacting metric background that satisfies
Lorentz invariance. The standard gravity action (or GR
action, that contains the Einstein-Hilbert action) is given
by:

SGR = c4
∫
d4x
√
−g
[

R

16πGN
+ Lm

]
, (1)

where c is the speed of light, g is the determinant of lo-
cal the background metric gµν(x) of a massless graviton,
R(gµν) is the Ricci Scalar, GN is the Newtonian gravi-
tational constant and Lm is the Lagrangian density that
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describes the matter content of our universe. This La-
grangian defines the energy-momentum tensor via Tµν =
−2√
−g

δSm
δgµν , where Sm[gµν , ...] = c4

∫
d4xLm[gµν(x), ...].

This field theory (FT) describes very well the large-scale
structure of the universe (LSS).

In this work, we review some important MG models
in a general framework and present some interesting al-
ternative ways of thinking about the actions of effective
field theories (EFTs) and, in particular, the effective field
theories of large-scale structure (EFTofLSS)15.

As Porto 55 reminds us, any theory of physics attempts
to describe, if possible, as many observed phenomena as
possible in simple mathematical laws or mathematical
relationships in a unified framework. In particular, we
consider field theories which do not attempt to be valid
at all scales, often named EFTs. There are several ways
one can apply EFT to LSS and obtain either a description
of novel physics or a description of the non-linear physics.

Following Ezquiaga and Zumalacárregui 28 , we de-
scribe the way we build the theoretical framework of an
EFT of DE and MG using the equation:

SDE,MG = c4
∫
d4x
√
−g
[
f(R)

16πGN
+ Lm (gµν , ψm)

]
,

(2)
where f(R) ≡ f [R(gµν)] is the functional which has sev-
eral functional forms of the Ricci scalar, namely f(R) cos-
mologies. In the standard case, the matter Lagrangian
matter density Lm (gµν) contains any functional of the
metric and the matter field, ψm, which includes a sub-
set of the standard model of particle physics, namely the
matter fields, and the electromagnetic interaction, at first
order approximation. The parameter space of the func-
tional forms of f(R) is large and under investigation by
the community in order to effectively describe DE and
gravity. Furthermore, there is substantial effort to model
best the Lagrangian matter density, in order to express
at best the matter of the Universe. Most theories, were
investigated by experimenting with the right-hand side
of Eq. 2. In this work we experiment with the left-hand
side.

The main motivation of these theories is to explain
the current physical phenomena and possibly produce
explanations of current unknown issues in the standard
paradigm. Additionally, these theories usually predict a
new observable that has to be tested with current or fu-
ture experiments so that it can be empirically confirmed.
Along these lines, we propose a novel idea: we note that
these theories can be reformulated, and novel formula-
tions might lead to new understanding of the current
paradigm and possibly see beyond it. The main idea dis-
cussed here is the generalization of the possible functors
of actions (FA), which generalise any FT, by introduc-
ing the set of all possible actions using functors of action.
Symbolically, we define this set as SFA.

Note that so far the known actions were built simply by
adding several actions which have different ingredients in
their integrand part, such as the following: the different

Lagrangians built with different fields and symmetries;
the type of the infinitesimal element of the spacetime it-
self; the domain of integration. In this work, we propose
that we can study actions which can have different func-
tional forms, in which there are actions which are com-
posed by multiplications of two or more actions or even
other kinds of functional form of two or more actions,
such as the contraction of tensor of actions, or an integral
of actions, or otherwise. As long as, we have proposed
these ideas, we explore particular examples which find
application in pertubation theory, and we find several
models which describes new sets of equations of motions
of physical systems, such as the Einstein Field Equations
which describe the basic equations of motions for our
Universe. This new set of Einstein Field Equations are
derived from the aforementioned changes of the actions.
The modifications of the actions lead also to perturba-
tions of the actions considered for a physical system.
These perturbations can be considered and interpreted
as "actionic" fields.

This paper is organised as follows. In section II, we
present the philosophical framework and the main new
idea in which we build these theories, in a cosmological
gravitology context. We discuss the limits of these theo-
ries, using known studied actions. In section III we build
novel actions, and in some of them we build the result-
ing modified EFEs, according to these novel functors of
actions theories. In section IV, we describe interpreta-
tions of these mathematical entities. In section V, we
discuss novel open questions which can be deduced with
this study. Finally we conclude in section VI.

II. COSMOLOGICAL GRAVITOLOGY

Here we give a brief summary of EFTs which at-
tempt to explain the LSS and introduce the FA frame-
work. For a comprehensive summary of EFTs and MG in
cosmology,19,28,55. Here, we reintroduce some of the con-
cepts, and the interested reader can see the notation in
Ezquiaga and Zumalacárregui 28 . We reintroduce most
of these theories with an extended schematic diagram as
shown in Fig. 1. In this diagram, the different classes
of theories are represented with different colors, and the
subsequent classes are represented with ligher colors of
the same kind. Further, we present the constraints from
observational data, with different borderlines, which are
represented in the right up side of this diagram.

Standard GR is modeled with a local background met-
ric gµν(x) of a massless graviton24, where x describes the
location of the Minkowski spacetime. This theory is de-
noted in Fig. 1 by a black shape, and we also show how
this theory is extended by several ways.

The red shapes in Fig. 1 present models that break
most of the assumptions of GR, such as compactification
of dimensions8,47,57, non-local models, ekpyrotic mod-
els denoted with ΘCDM, extra dimensions5,56, Lorentz
violations11, Einstein aether models, Horava models34.
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FIG. 1. Cosmological gravitology: in this simplified schematic, we attempt to capture the interconnections of different effective
field theories and their main constraints from different observables. Diagram adapted from Ezquiaga and Zumalacárregui 28

(see section II).

The DGP models23,41 are within this category, studying
a 4D gravity in a 5D Minkowski space23. Note that any
model which predicts extra dimension belongs in this cat-
egory, such as string theory57, Anti-de Sitter space and
holography18,64 models.

In brown, we present themassive gravity models,mg >
0, including the dRGT model, namely the resummation
of massive gravity21.

Blue shapes denote all the models which add an ad-
ditional field. These are grouped by the properties of
the new field. In dark blue are models with a ten-
sor field, Tµν . These are models such as bigravity and
multigravity, which are constrained from GW oscilla-
tions. Models in light blue are the ones with a vector
field Vµ, such as Proca mV > 0, General Proca and
TeVeS (MOND) models. In green-blue shapes, there
are models with an additional scalar field, φ. The most
simple extensions of these models have been described
by Horndeski, which we re-introduce in section IIA.
These models include Love–Lock, quintessence, Brans–
Dicke, f(R)13,16,35, KGB, Gauss-Bonnet, Galileon and

the Galileon of unified dark energy and dark matter (UD-
EDM) models. The Galileon UDEDM were recently con-
strained by type-Ia supernovae 38, therefore it is given a
green background in the diagram. Most of these models
are constrained by LSS observables as indicated by the
style of fuzzy grey border. The beyond-Horndeski mod-
els can by classified as the ones that have different metric
within the Horndeski framework, such as C(X), D(X),
E(X), which are basically modifications of the metric.
These models are not yet tested against observational
data.

Carrasco, Hertzberg, and Senatore 15 have introduced
the notion of EFTofLSS. These theories have been suc-
cessful on predicting some aspects of the LSS10,48. Bau-
mann et al. 9 , Piazza and Vernizzi 52 have studied the
LSS from the period of inflation to the late-time uni-
verse, using EFT. They have named these theories EFT
of cosmological perturbations (EFTofCP). These theories
fall under EFTofLSS since they are applied to LSS and
describe physics at large scales.

Last but not least, we introduce the newly proposed
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ideas to this diagram. These ideas are some basic ma-
nipulations of the action, where we introduce with a new
set of any functors of actions. These manipulations may
potentially produce several novel actions and potentially
novel theories which include and extend current theories
in which we consider only generic mathematical manip-
ulations of the Lagrangian densities. The name we give
for these theories is the functors of actions, or FA for
short. Note that this name is a basic one, and we try to
give the most general name for such theories according
to our understanding43. These theories are represented
with orange. A possible first application is the actions
of EFT or AofEFT for short, represented with light or-
ange in this diagram. A second possible application is the
one to LSS, i.e. AofEFTofLSS, which we represent with
light orange in the diagram. We describe AofEFTofLSS
in section II B.

A. Recap of Horndeski theory

In 1974, Horndeski 33 formulated a generalized 4D(=
3 space + 1 time) theory of gravity. Horndeski’s the-

ory finds several applications in physics in general. From
explanation of gravitational waves6 to black hole mod-
els6,7,17. There are several recent efforts to explain
LSS using the Horndeski framework. This theory was
also reformulated to contain several other paradigms,
such as that of inflation, as Kobayashi, Yamaguchi, and
Yokoyama 37 have showed.

Modern Horndeski theories are built using the action
principle:

SH [gµν , φ, ψm] =

∫
d4x
√
−gLH [gµν , φ, ψm] , (3)

where SH is the Horndeski action, and g is the determi-
nant of the Jordan frame metric gµν .

Recently, Charmousis 17 , Ezquiaga and Zumalacár-
regui 27 , Kobayashi, Yamaguchi, and Yokoyama 37 refor-
mulated theses class of theories, which can be consider
the set of Hordenski actions, SH , which have up-to-
second-order equations of motion. This simple Hordenski
action is part of the class of Hordenski actions, and we
can write symbolically SH ∈ SH . This Hordenski action
is defined as,

SH =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
5∑
i=2

1

8πGN
Li[gµν , φ] + Lm [gµν , ψm]

]
, (4)

with the Lagrangian densities given by:

L2 = G2(φ,X) , (5)
L3 = −G3(φ,X)�φ , (6)

L4 = G4(φ,X)R+G4,X(φ,X)
[
(�φ)2 − φ;µνφ

;µν
]
,

(7)
L5 = G5(φ,X)Gµνφ

;µν

− 1

6
G5,X(φ,X)

[
(�φ)3

+ 2φ;µνφ
;ναφ;µ

;α − 3, φ;µνφ
;µν�φ

]
. (8)

Here, GN is Newton’s constant, Lm represents the mat-
ter Lagrangian, ψm are the matter fields, Gi, i ∈ [2 − 5]

are generic functions of a scalar field, φ, and the kinetic
term, X = gµνφ;µφ;ν . R is the the Ricci scalar and Gµν
is the Einstein tensor. Repeated indices are summed over
following Einstein’s convention. Here, semicolon, “;”, de-
notes the usual covariant derivative62 φ;µ = ∇µφ, and
comma “,” indicates partial derivatives �φ = gµνφ;µν .
The free parameters of this theory, in particular the ones
from L4 and L5, are strongly constrained by direct mea-
surements of the speed of GWs, (see Lombriser and Tay-
lor 40). Note that ψm is some simple matter field in this
case.

The generic functions classify different modern Horn-
deski models, symbolically, as follows:

LH − Lm ∝ G2−G3�φ+G4R−G4,X {∇∇φ}2+G5Gµνφ
;µν −G5,X {∇∇φ}3, (9)

where the physical interpretation of each functor is:

• G2: quintessence, k-essence (minimal coupling),

• G3: kinetic gravity braiding (derivative interac-
tions),

• G4: generalized Brans–Dicke, f(R) (non-minimal
coupling),

• G4,X : covariant Galileon (non-minimal derivative
coupling),
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• G5: Gauss-Bonnet (non-minimal 2nd derivative
coupling).

These models are constrained by current observations
from LSS surveys as well as GW observables. There are
several beyond-Horndeski schemes, among which Gleyzes
et al. 30 have added some more Lagrangians to the afore-
mentioned system, and Ezquiaga and Zumalacárregui 28
have added modifications to the metric using the compo-
nents C(X), D(X), E(X).

B. Functors of actions

Here we touch on one of the fundamentals of the theo-
retical arguments that most field theories are built upon.
Let us consider the set, SFA, of all possible actions that
can be built by any functor of actions. Now, instead of
formulating the right-hand side of Eq. 2, we construct
one basic action of field theory, namely the functors of
actions, i.e. SFA, by reformulating the left hand side of
Eq. 2. Normally an action can be decomposed in a sum
of a set of actions. Therefore it is easy to generalise this
notion to an integral of actions according to the path
integral formulation, see Peskin and Schroeder 51 . This
means that for any integral, we can promote the infinites-
imal element of a real number to an infinitesimal element
of real number mapped from a functional, such as the one
from an action. Therefore, a new set of actions can be
constructed as

SFA 3 SFA =

∫
ΩS

dS′ , (10)

where
∫

ΩS
dS′ is an integral over all possible set of these

kind of actions, according to a path integral formalism.
In this integral we have introduced the integral domain,
ΩS , and dS′ which is the differential of a variable action
S′. Note that the action is a functional which takes sev-
eral functions and assigns them to a real number, with
units the units of an action. Therefore the actions can
be used to define an integral of a set of actions. The in-
tegral described by Eq. 10 can take any form, but we can
assume also that this is the standard Riemann integral
for the rest of this analysis. We stress here that the above
expression means that the infinitesimal element dS′ con-
sists of a infinitesimal action, which can be built upon any
metric from any manifold. Note that in the limit where
this integral becomes a sum of series of actions then we
can retrieve the standard method in which we build the
action, which is the sum of individual actions, describing
topology and matter, i.e. the GR action, described by
Eq. 1. What is left to define is the structure of the domain
of the integral. This can take several forms. It can have
an infinite set and a finite set of actions already studied
in the literature, and/or an infinite set or finite set of
exotic actions which are not yet studied in the literature.
In a simple case, we can build this domain from several
known studied action, with the following two lower and

upper bounds: the upper bound element is the action of a
known system, SK ; the lower bound element is the action
of an exotic system with a negative sign, −SE ; while we
have a number of known and exotic actions in between
the two bounds. Therefore, the integral domain struc-
ture is a simple one and we write ΩS = [−SE , ..., SK ].
The integral becomes simpler with this domain, and we
can write:

SSimple,1
FA =

∫
ΩS

dS′ =

∫ SK

−SE
dS′ = SK + SE . (11)

This means that by specifying the domain and the inte-
grand of the integral of actions, we can rebuild the action
of known and unknown new models. This method basi-
cally generalizes the way we construct the actions, and
therefore we can build other actions than the ones we
have used so far. Depending on the domain and the in-
tegrand of the integral of actions, we can build several
possible functors of actions.

Note that SFA set can contain any action which is used
to build a FT or an EFT or other, i.e. SFA ⊃ SFT ⊃
SEFT etc. For example, we can imagine some simple
functional forms that the action of an EFT, SEFT, can
have, such that of a simple integral:

SEFT 3 SEFT = aS

∫
ΩSS

dS′S′ , (12)

where ΩSS integral domain is a subset of ΩS , i.e. ΩS ⊃
ΩSS , describing all the actions resulting from Eq. 12 and
aS is a proportionality constant which makes the result-
ing object to have units of the action. Eq. 12 describes
the actions of EFT, which is a subset of the FA theories
set, SFA, see Eq. 10. Now, we play a bit further, and
we assume that there are different functionals of these
actions which are written as:

SFA 3
∫

ΩF+L
S

dS′ {F [S′] + L[S′]} . (13)

where F [S′] and L[S′] are some generic functionals of
the elements S′ of the action set defined by the integral
domain, ΩF+L

S , another subset of ΩS , i.e. ΩS ⊃ ΩF+L
S .

Some of these terms might also include terms of the form
of:

SFA 3
∫

ΩS

dS′S′µ1 ... µrS
′µ1 ... µr , (14)

where S′µ1 ... µr can be as simple as a tensor with rank r of
some action element S′, or as complicated as some kind
of a Riemannian tensor of some action element S′, which
has some topological structure.

Now we simplify one of the actions as expressed by
Eq. 13 as:

SSimple,2
FA =

∫
ΩS

dS′
[
α(S′)S′ + β(S′) + γ(S′)(S′)3

]
.

(15)
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where α(S′), β(S′), γ(S′) is a parametrization of one of
the functionals, i.e. the functional F , each one attached
to the corresponding element S′. We omit the functional
L for simplification.

In the sections II B 1 and IIB 10) we discuss the limits

of these theories, i.e. the theories governed by Eq. 10, us-
ing known studied actions. In section III we build novel
actions, and in some of them we build the resulting mod-
ified EFEs, according to these novel functors of actions
theories.

1. GR limit

Note that in the limit that the integral over the set of actions becomes a sum of a discrete number of actions, we
recover the simple theory of GR. In particular, we have that Eq. 10 reduces to Eq. 1 if we assume that the integral
of possible actions,

∫
ΩS
dS′, reduces to a simple sum of actions,

∑
i=1,2 Si, and therefore we write:

SFA 3
∫

ΩS

dS′ →
∫ S

0

dS′
GR limit
−− →

∫ SGR

0

dS′ =
∑
i=1,2

Si = SR + Sm

= c4
∫ √
−g R

16πGN
d4x+ c4

∫ √
−gLm (gµν) d4x ,

SGR ≡ c4
∫ √
−g
[

R

16πGN
+ Lm (gµν)

]
d4x . (16)

2. Limit of f(R) models

Buchdahl 13 has introduced the f(R) models, which are simple modifications of gravity. The FA described by Eq. 10
has also those f(R) models as a particular limit as follows:

SFA ⊃ SEFT 3
∫ S

0

dS′
f(R) limit
−−−− →

∫ SMG,1

0

dS′ =

2∑
i=1

Si = SR+f(R) + Sm ,

SMG,1 ≡
∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R+ f(R)

16πGN
+ Lm [gµν , ψm]

]
. (17)

These models are also within the subcategory of AofEFT. Note that for realistic applications, we consider here the
subset of viable low curvature f(R) models, such as the one proposed by Carroll et al. 16 , Hu and Sawicki 35 .

3. Structure of integration domain of action of f(R) models

In order to define the structure of the domain of the integration, we proceed as follows. When we would like
to define the action of f(R) models, we can build this model with an integral of actions, which have as a domain,
Ω
GR,f(R)
S =

{
−SGR, ..., Sf(R)

}
. This means that Eq. 10 reduces to

SFA 3
∫

Ω
GR,f(R)
S

dS′ =

∫ Sf(R)

−SGR

dS′ (18)

= [S]
Sf(R)

−SGR
(19)

= SGR + Sf(R) (20)

=

∫ √
−g
[

R

16πGN
+ Lm

]
d4x+

∫ √
−g f(R)

16πGN
d4x (21)

=

∫ √
−g
[
R+ f(R)

16πGN
+ Lm

]
d4x (22)

= SR+f(R)+Lm ≡ SMG,1 (23)
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Therefore, specifying the domain and the integrand of the integral of actions we can rebuild the action of f(R) models.
This method basically generalizes the way we construct the actions, and therefore we can build other actions than
the ones we have used so far.

4. Inflation limit

In a similar limit where the integral of actions becomes a sum of actions, we can also recover the simplest inflationary
paradigm which is described generally via the inflation action, SI ,53,59. In particular, we have that Eq. 10 reduces to:

SFA 3
∫

ΩS

dS′
Inflation limit
−−−− →

∫ SI

0

dS′ =

2∑
i=1

Si = S1 + S2 ,

SI ≡
∫
d4x
√
−g 1

16πGN

[
R+

R2

6M2

]
. (24)

5. Horndeski limit

In a similar limit where the integral of actions becomes a sum of some actions, we can also recover the simple theory
of Horndeski. In particular, we have that Eq. 10 reduces to the Eq. 4. This is shown simply as:

SFA 3
∫ SH

0

dS′ =

6∑
i=2

Si =

(
5∑
i=2

Si

)
+ Sm ,

SH ≡
∫
d4x
√
−g

[
5∑
i=2

1

8πGN
Li[gµν , φ] + Lm [gµν , ψm]

]
. (25)

6. Actions of EFTofCP limits

The FA theories can be also reduced to the action of EFTofCP. This relation can be modeled simply as,

SFA 3
∫ S

0

dS′
EFTofCP limit
−−−− →

∫ SEFTofCP

0

dS′ ≡ SEFTofCP (26)

Note that the EFTofCP is built as:

SEFTofCP = Sm [gµν ,Ψi] +

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2
∗

2
f(t)R− Λ(t)− c(t)g00

+
M4

2 (t)

2

(
δg00

)2 −m3
3(t)δKδg00 −m2

4(t)

(
δK2 − δKµ

νδK
ν
µ +

m̃2
4(t)

2

(3)

Rδg00

)

−m̄2
4(t)δK2 +

m̄5(t)

2

(3)

RδK +
λ̄(t)

2

(3)

R2 + ...+
M4

3 (t)

3!

(
δg00

)3 − m̄3
2(t)

2
δK + ...

]
, (27)

where f(t),Λ(t), c(t) are generic functions of time,M∗ is the bare Planck mass, δg00 = g00+1, δKµν is the perturbation
of the extrinsic curvature of the constant time slices, t, δK is its trace, and (3)R is the three-dimensional Ricci scalar.
See Piazza and Vernizzi 52 for more details. Note that this action is even more general than the Hordenksi action and
also yields second-order equations of motions, as shown in the same reference.

7. Actions of EFTofLSS limits

Here we give an example of how the FA theories contain the EFTofLSS as expressed in Baumann et al. 10 . The
authors have shown that the EFTofLSS is basically expressed via an “effective stress-energy via Einstein” deduc-
tive approach. Using this approach, one defines the UV-IR coupling of cosmological fluctuations as arising from a
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reorganization of the Einstein field equations (EFE). In particular, the Einstein tensor is decomposed in a homoge-
neous background (denoted by a bar) and terms that are linear (L) and non-linear (NL) in the metric perturbations,
collectively denoted by δX(t, ~x) = XL(t, ~x)− X̄(t). The EFE are rewritten as:

Ḡµν
[
X̄
]

+ (Gµν)
L

[δX] + (Gµν)
NL [

δX2
]

=
8πGN

c4
Tµν . (28)

Note that the linear background equation, i.e. Ḡµν
[
X̄
]

= 8πGN

c4 T̄µν and the linearized EFE, (Gµν)
L

[δX] =
8πGN

c4 (Tµν)
L are defined in the standard way. While the non-linear EFE can be written in a form which is simi-

lar to the linear EFE, i.e.:

Ḡµν
[
X̄
]

=
8πGN

c4
(
τµν − T̄µν

)
, (29)

where they have defined the effective stress-energy pseudo-tensor:

τµν ≡ Tµν −
c4 (Gµν)

NL

8πGN
. (30)

Therefore, we can deduce the above formalism in a modification of the Einstein-Hilbert action as:

SEFTofLSS = c4
∫
d4x
√
−g
[

R

16πGN
+ fL(R) + fNL(R) + Lm (gµν , ...)

]
. (31)

From the Eq. 31, one can perform a variational principle, i.e.

δSEFTofLSS = 0⇔ δSEFTofLSS

δgµν
= 0 , (32)

from which the following mathematical correspondence is inferred:

1√
−g

δ

δgµν

[√
−gR

16πGN

]
= Ḡµν

[
X̄
]

(33)

1√
−g

δ

δgµν

[√
−gfL(R)

]
= (Gµν)

L
[δX] (34)

1√
−g

δ

δgµν

[√
−gfNL(R)

]
= (Gµν)

NL [
δX2

]
(35)

1√
−g

δ [
√
−gLm]

δgµν
= −Tµν/2 . (36)

Therefore, our new formalism basically contains the EFTofLSS in the following way.

SFA 3
∫ SEFTofLSS

0

dS′ =

4∑
i=1

Si (37)

= SR + SfL(R) + SfNL(R) + Sm. (38)

SEFTofLSS ≡ c4
∫
d4x
√
−g
[

R

16πGN
+ fL(R) + fNL(R) + Lm (gµν , ...)

]
. (39)

Note that in practice the EFTofLSS has been formulated by adding additional terms to the standard power spectrum
which correct the theoretical prediction according to 1-loop and 2-loop order for the non-linear physics predicted and
motivated by EFTofLSS20.

8. Strings limits

Polyakov 54 has studied the action of string-theory dynamics12,22 and successfully quantized string theory. Here we
show that FA is also reduced to the one of the actions of string theory, simply as:

SFA 3
∫ S

0

dS′
Strings limit
−−−− →

∫ Sstring

0

dS′ = Sstring =
T

2

∫
d2σ
√
−hhabgµν(x)∂ax

µ(σ)∂bx
ν(σ) , (40)
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where T is the string tension, gµν is the metric of any targeted manifold of a D-dimensional space and xµ(σ) is the
coordinate of the targeted manifold. Moreover, hab is the worldsheet metric, (hab is its inverse), and h is, as usual,
the determinant of hab. The signatures of the metrics are chosen so that the timelike directions are positive while the
spacelike directions are negative. The spacelike coordinate is denoted with σ, while the timelike coordinate is denoted
with τ .

9. Higgs action limit

Note that FA is reduced also to the action of Higgs or any other matter action as follows. As26,31,32 have shown,
the action describing the Higgs field and its simple interactions with some fields is:

Sm,Higgs = c4
∫
d4x
√
ηLHiggs

[
ηµν , ~φ(η), Aµ

]
, (41)

where η is the determinant of the Minkowski metric, ηµν , which is taken as, − + ++, ~φ(η) is a vector of real scalar
fields, Aµ is a real vector field used for the interactions, and LHiggs is the Higgs Lagrangian which is constructed using
the aforementioned quantities. See appendix A for more details. Therefore, using our formalism, we have that FA
has another limiting case, the Higgs action. This can be expressed as:

SFA 3
∫

ΩS

dS′ →
∫ S

0

dS′
Higgs action limit
−−−− →

∫ Sm,Higgs

0

dS′ ≡ Sm,Higgs . (42)

10. Current universe limit

Note that since FA contains all possible actions, then ones that we have studied, as well as the exotic ones that
we have not discovered yet, ΩKES , then the full action which describes the universe as a whole, SFA,U, which will
be constucted via a space of actions of the whole universe, ΩUS = {−αexoticSexotic, ..., αHSH}, assuming that the
universe at very large scales is described by the healthy Hordenksi theories. The universe would be described by an
action which is given by the actual action which describes the universe at the very large scales and high energies to
the very small scales and low energies. Therefore it will include actions such as the Hordenski action, SH , as well
as an exotic action, Sexotic. These will be the limit of the action describing the whole universe which will include
the reduced Hordenski action as defined earlied, SH(2−5), the action of the total matter of the universe, Sm, which
includes basically the actions of the dark matter particles, Scdm, and the actions of individual galaxies at smaller
scales, Sg. The total action will also include the actions of black hole systems, SBH , actions of neutron star systems,
SNS , actions of gravitational wave sources, SGWS , actions of leptons, quarks, bosons, gluons, namely the action of
the standard model particles, Ssmp, the action of the Higgs, Sm,Higgs, the strings action, Sstrings,as well as some exotic
system that we have not discovered yet. Therefore we can write,

SFA 3 SKE =

∫
ΩKES

dS′ = SFA,U =

∫
ΩUS

dS′ =

∫ αHSH

−αexoticSexotic

dS′ = αHSH + αexoticSexotic (43)

SFA,U = αH(2−5)SH(2−5) +

∞∑
cdm=1

αcdmScdm +

∞∑
g=1

αgSg

+

∞∑
BH=1

αBHSBH +

∞∑
NS=1

αNSSNS +

∞∑
GWS=1

αGWSSGWS

+ αsmpSsmp + αm,HiggsSm,Higgs + αstringsSstrings + αexoticSexotic (44)

where each coefficient, αs with s ∈ {H, H(5− 2), cdm, g, BH, NS, GWS, smp, Higgs, strings, exotic}, depends on the
energy, E, and scale, r, applicable for each system, and it can be modelled as a step function in which it gives 1 at
the Energy and scale ranges of applicability and 0 elsewhere. The energy and scale range of applicability or the whole
form of these coefficients can be constrained by experiments. Note also that this section answers to the question on
how the integral of all possible actions have as a limit the already studied actions. It is easy to show that applying
the variational principle to Eq. 44, leads to a set of equations which describe the universe and each subsystem, with
a coefficient which shows the ranges of energy and scale of applicability.

C. Cosmological inference

In order to properly and systematically study these
theories, one would proceed as follows:

1. Compute the equations of motion using the stan-
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dard variational principle approach, δS = 0, from
these theories, and

(a) express the corresponding analogues of Fried-
mann background equations29,

(b) express analogues of GW observables,

(c) or also express GWs on these Friedmann back-
ground equations analogues.

2. To confront it with the observational data, using
the above methodology, one would express:

(a) the LSS clustering statistics from angle po-
sitions of the tracers and their correspond-
ing redshifts (θ̂, φ̂, ẑ). These clustering statis-
tics include n-order correlation functions and
their corresponding Fourier transform n-order
power spectra and the cross-correlations of dif-
ferent matter tracers. Also relations that ex-
press the angular distance, motion distance,
volume distance would also be necessary to be
computed in the analogues of these theories, ∝
{DA(z), DM (z), DV (z), H(z)}, or analogues
of MG observables such as the modifications of
Poisson equation, anisotropic stress or lensing
potentials ∝

{
µ(z, k), η(z, k) ' Ψ

Φ ,Σ(z, k)
}
53.

Telescopes that can be used here are the
SDSS25, DESI2, Euclid4.

(b) SNIa luminosity distance diagrams,
∝ DL(z)38,

(c) angular correlation functions that summa-
rize the Cosmic Microwave Background maps,
from telescopes such as the Planck53,

(d) standard sirens observables from
LIGO/VIRGO1, LISA/Einstein Telescope14.

To study those things systematically, it would be neces-
sary to build simulations of these observables for specific
surveys, test these observables in those simulations, then
apply these observables to data, using current state-of-
the-art model selection methods.

In this cosmological inference analysis, we simplify
things and proceed as follows. We start by the basics
of cosmological statistical inference39, which arises from
a generalized Bayes’ theorem:

P (θ|d,M) =
P (d|θ,M)P (θ|M)

P (d)
, (45)

where P (θ|d,M) is the posterior probability (i.e. likeli-
hood) of the parameters of physical parameters of inter-
est, θ, given some data d, and some theoryM . P (d|θ,M)
is the probability of the data, d, given some parameters,
θ and some modelM . P (θ,M) is the prior probability of
the parameters of interest, θ, of the theory M , and P (d)
is the Bayesian evidence of the data.

Note that the normalizing constant, namely the
Bayesian evidence, is defined as:

P (d) =

∫
ΩM

∫
Ωθ

P (d|θ,M) =

∫
ΩM1

· · ·
∫

ΩMn

∫
Ω ~θ1

· · ·
∫

Ω ~θn

p
[
d|M1(~θ1), . . . , Mn( ~θn)

]
, (46)

where it should be noted that we have adopted the no-
tation

∫
x
f(x) =

∫
X
f(x)dx which implies the usual Rie-

mann integration. The Bayesian evidence is irrelevant
for parameter inference. Usually, the set of parameters θ
can be divided in some physically interesting quantities
φ and a set of nuisance parameters n. The posterior ob-
tained by Eq. 45 is the joint posterior for θ = (φ, n). The
marginal posterior for the parameters of interest can now
be written as (marginalizing over the nuisance parame-
ters):

L(φ|d,M) ≡ P (φ|d,M) ∝
∫
P (d|φ, n,M)P (φ, n|M)dn .

(47)

This PDF is the final inference on φ from the joint pos-
terior likelihood. The next step, in order to apprehend
and exploit this information, is to explore the posterior.

III. CONSTRAINING AN FA MODEL

In this work, we are primarily interested in constrain-
ing the models, and selecting between them is secondary.
So if we apply the cosmological inference method, Eq. 47,
for some interesting parameters, such as the physical pa-
rameters of the model SFA, we can disentangle different
models which describe the building blocks of nature for
large-scale structures.

We could also consider that a physical quantity is the
actual action, φ = S′, (or using any general formulation
of an action Eq. 10 i.e. φ = SFA) using the method
described in Eq. 47, which is basically model-selection
among the different ways of building the action (i.e. the
different FAs). In practice, this is a somewhat large com-
putational problem and fairly abstract. In order to sim-
plify things and direct ourselves to a more realistic ap-
proach, we consider the following.

Since we are interested to constrain an FA model but
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we want to effectively apply it to a field theory, we start
by using Eq. 15 simplified a bit further as:

SFA 3 SSimplified,2
EFT = β(S1)S1 + α(S2) + S2, (48)

We make an assumption here, that S1 has some simple
Gaussian form:

S1(x;φ1, n1) = e−0.5((φ1x−0.1)/n1)2 , (49)

and

S2(x;φ2, n2) = φ2x+ n2, (50)

where x is an arbitrary variable (that can be consider
as either time, space, or energy which are ingredients
of an action) and φi, ni are some physically observed
and nuisance parameters, respectively, for the model Si,
where i = 1, 2. Now we consider that αS1 , βS1 , αS2 ,
are the variables of the model, which we assume to be in
real space

{
φi, ni, β

(S1), α(S2) ∈ R6
}
. These assumptions

mean that this model can be written in the form:

SSimplified,2
EFT = β(S1)e−0.5((φ1x−0.1)/n1)2 +α(S2)+φ2x+n2 .

(51)
In the following, we introduce a simpler theoreti-
cal model, simulated data, their uncertainty (see sec-
tion IIIA), the likelihood form (see section III B) and

the numerical results from the MCMC approach that we
use (see section III C) to constrain such model.

A. Theoretical model, simulated data and uncertainty

We make clear that the theoretical model is described
by:

mth(x; ΘAofEFT) = β(S1)e−0.5((φ1x−0.1)/n1)2+α(S2)+φ2x+n2 ,
(52)

where:

ΘAofEFT = (β(S1), φ1, n1, α
(S2), φ2, n2) , (53)

The simulated data are defined as:

dsim(x; ΘAofEFT
sim ) = e−0.5((2x−0.1))2 + 1 + 2x+ 0 , (54)

where we have chosen that

ΘAofEFT
sim = (β(S1), φ1, n1, α

(S2), φ2, n2) = (1, 2, 1, 1, 2, 0) .
(55)

The theoretical simulated uncertainty is described by a
Gaussian-approximation variance, which is model as:

σsim(x) = mth(x; 0.1ΘAofEFT
sim ). (56)

B. Gaussian simplification of the likelihood

We use a simple likelihood within the Gaussian-
approximation limit with a diagonal covariance as:

− 2 lnL '
∑
i

[
dsim(xi)−mth(xi;α

(S1), φ1, n1, β
(S2), φ2, n2)

]2
σ−2

sim(xi) . (57)

Note that this is a simplification, and an interested reader
can use more complex likelihoods. To sample the afore-
mentioned likelihood, we use a modified version of PYMC,
as it is integrated in COSMOPIT45,46.

TABLE I. Prior information on the parametrization ΘAofEFT.
See section IIIA and section III B.

Parameter name [min,max] µθi σθi Type
β(S1) [0.0,1.9] - - Uniform
φ1 [0.0,4] - - Uniform
n1 [-1,1.9] 1.3 0.1 Gaussian
α(S2) [0.1,3.0] - - Uniform
φ2 [1.1,2.9] - - Uniform
n2 [-1,1.9] 0.0 0.1 Gaussian

We assume some prior information as expressed in ta-

ble I for the sampled parameters. The first column of
this table shows the parameter name, the second column
shows the allowed range of the parameter, the third and
fourth columns shows the mean, µθi , and standard de-
viation, σθi , of the Gaussian prior of this parameter, if
any, and the last column shows the type of the prior pa-
rameter, which is either uniform or a Gaussian one. The
reason we assume such a simple model and simple model
selection is only for demonstration purposes. We leave a
more realistic investigation of these kind of simulations
for a future work.

C. Numerical results

In this section we present the numerical results of sec-
tion IIIA and section III. In Fig. 2 we show the compar-
ison of the model with the simulated data, assuming the

https://github.com/lontelis/cosmopit
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FIG. 2. The simplified AofEFT model and some simulated data, as described in sections IIIA and III C.

choice of the values for ΘAofEFT
sim . This is an interesting

and an initial way to constrain these kinds of models, in
the case in which we do not require to compute the equa-
tions of motion by hand, and we leave another algorithm
to reach the level of the FA from an observed equations
of motions of a galaxy density field, or the collision of a
number of elementary particles.

In Fig. 3, we present the results of a Markov chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling using Wilks’ theorem,
χ2 = −2 lnL63. The figure is a corner plot of the MCMC
output for the parametrization of model and the likeli-
hood L as described in section III B. In the upper right
corner-plot panel, we show the L as estimated from the
MCMC output, as well as the corresponding number of
degrees of freedom, ndf and the corresponding uncer-
tainty of the ndf , namely

√
2ndf . The diagonal of the

corner matrix plot is the marginalized probability distri-
bution of each parameter. At the top-right legend of each
diagonal element of the corner matrix plot, we present the
MCMC output result of each parameter with estimates
of the mean and standard deviation (' 68% C.L.), as
well as the mode, i.e. the value of the parameter which
corresponds to the maximum value of the correspond-
ing probability distribution function. In the off-diagonal
panels of each corner plot, we present the joint probabil-
ity density functions (JPDF) of the combinations of two
parameters for each parametrization case. These JPDFs
are described with 68% (darker area) and 95% (lighter
area) contours. In the legend of the off-diagonal panels,
we show the correlation coefficient for the combination

of the two parameters, ρ = Ckl/
√
CkkCll. We make our

code and results, namely AofEFT, publicly available44.

D. Rough constraints on FAs

Note that these action theories, modeled by SFA, are
already constrained by standard observables, such as{
DX∈{A,M,V,L}(z), H(z), µ(z, k), η(z, k) ' Ψ

Φ ,Σ(z, k)
}
as

were reviewed in section IIC. Since these observables di-
rectly give constrains on some FA theories which are in-
cluded in the reformulation of the EFTs, we therefore
expect that the extended models which the FA provides
are now constrained by these observables. Examples of
these theories can be tracked by the EFTs, such as mod-
ifications of standard GR theories, SFA ⊃ SDE,MG or the
Horndeski theories, SFA ⊃ SH, as it is shown by Ezquiaga
and Zumalacárregui 28 .

E. Relations for constraining FA models

As a simple example of a FA model we take the sim-
plified AofEFT, i.e. Eq. 48:

SFA 3 SSimplified,2
EFT = β(S1)S1 + α(S2) + S2 . (48)

Then we can substitute the S1 and S2 actions with other
actions that were already been discussed in the literature
and define several recipes for constraining these models,
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FIG. 3. MCMC corner plot of the simplified AofEFT model and some simulated data. The model described here
is a simple parametrization of AofEFT models, described by Eq. 51 with the parameters described by ΘAofEFT =
(β(S1), φ1, n1, α

(S2), φ2, n2). The parameters are described with JPDF of 68% (95%) shaded (lighted) area contours. See
sections IIIA, III B and III C.

with several examples given below. Furthermore, as in
most models, we use the cosmological perturbation the-
ory, and we vary each action in study, using the varia-
tional principle, δS = 0.

1. GR modified, 1

We take for example the simplified AofEFT (Eq. 48)
and substitute S1 with the first part of actions of GR
theories which describe the topology, i.e. the terms which
include Rµν [gµν ], while the second one will be the part of
matter again from GR theories, i.e. the terms Lm(gµν).
Therefore we end up with:

SSimplified,2,GR,1
EFT = β(SR)SR + α(Sm) + Sm . (58)

Now performing the variational principle, i.e.
δSSimplified,2

EFT = 0, we have:

0 = δSSimplified,2,GR,1 (59)

= β(SR)δSR−2Λ + δaSm + δSm (60)

= δ

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
β(SR) c4

16πGN
(R− 2Λ) + Lm

)
(61)

=

∫
d4x

(
β(SR) c4

16πGN
δ
[√
−g(R− 2Λ)

]
+ δ

[√
−gLm

])
.

(62)

Note that as long as α(Sm) is a constant number, the
variation δα(Sm) is tautologically 0. However, we can
think of a function instead of a constant number, which
might result an interesting modification. We leave this
for a future work. Note also that we have introduced the
constant Λ in the action of GR.

Using simple GR definitions, we end up to the 1st modified Einstein field equation (EFE):

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν =

1

β(SR)

8πGN

c4
Tµν (63)

Note that this model can be interpreted as simplified f(R)13,16,35 or nGDP23,41 models, in which the Newtonian
gravitational constant, GN, takes an effective notion and is no longer the standard constant parameter but a different
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one, i.e.

Geff =
1

β(SR)
GN . (64)

Note that we have chosen to introduce the β(SR) in the effective gravitational constant, since there are possible
experiments which can falsify such theory. Possibly this rescaling can be also be introduced in the metric if there was
a possibility to build a relevant experiment.

2. GR modified, 2

We also consider an additional modification of gravity
as follows. We construct a simplified action, as before,
but we add an extra modification of GR, by introducing
an exotic action, S′3. This means that this action of EFT
takes the form of:

SSimplified,2
EFT = β(S1)S1 + α(S2) + S2 + S

′

3, (65)

and we substitute S1 with the first part of actions of GR
theories which describe the topology, i.e. the terms which

include Rµν [gµν ], and the second one will again be the
part of matter from GR theories, i.e. the terms Lm(gµν).
Therefore we end up with:

SSimplified,2,GR,2
EFT = β(SR)SR + α(Sm) + Sm + S

′

3 . (66)

Performing the variational principle and applying the
same procedure as before, we are left with:

0 = δSSimplified,2,GR,2
EFT (67)

0 =

∫
d4x
√
−gδgµν

(
β(SR) c4

16πGN

(
Rµν −

1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν

)
− Tµν/2

)
+ δS

′

3 . (68)

For simplification, we assume that:

δS
′

3 =

∫
d4x
√
−gδgµνδ [L3]µν , (69)

where δ [L3]µν is a Lagrangian tensor which describes the new physics. These new physics can be interpreted as
Lagrangian or “actionic” fluctuations, or Lagrangian (“actionic”) perturbations, or Lagrangian (“actionic”) waves or
Lagrangian (“actionic”) fields, which are basically small fluctuations around the tensor fields describing GR and
standard gravity, see section IV for a further description. Therefore this variational principle results to the 2nd
modified EFE:

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν =

1

β(SR)

8πGN

c4

(
Tµν + δ [L3]µν

)
. (70)

Simple DE equation of state models suggest that modi-
fication of the pressure and matter-energy result in the
following relation, w = −ρ/P . In our case, however, this
notion is generalized. In the case in which we assume
that:

δ [L3]µν → δL3

ρ 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 , (71)

means that the exotic Lagrangian tensor has only non-
zero element the first component, which is a simplifica-

tion. Therefore to make the connection with w, we have
that:

T (2)
µν =

ρ(1 + δL3) 0 0 0
0 −P 0 0
0 0 −P 0
0 0 0 −P

 . (72)

By constraining the standard equation of state w, we can
constrain this model of modified-GR-2 AofEFT as:

w = − (1 + δL3)
−1

, (73)

and if there is a redshift dependence in w, there is a red-
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shift dependence δL3. Therefore, this model assumes an
effective gravitational Newton constant and a particular
novel equation of state. For example, a measurement of a
constant (non-redshift-dependent) equation of state, i.e.
w ' −0.9, corresponds to an exotic AofEFT model with
δL3 ' 0.1̄.

3. GR modified, 3

Taking Eq. 48, we substitute S1 with the first part
of actions of Hordenksi theories which describe the
topology, i.e. the terms which include SH(2−5) ∝∫
d4x
√
−g
∑5
i=2 Li, while the second one will again be

the part of matter from Horndeski theories, i.e. the terms
Sm ∝

∫
d4xLm(gµν). Therefore we end up with:

SSimplified,2
EFT = β(SH(2−5))SH(2−5) + α(Sm) + Sm . (74)

Now performing the variational principle, i.e.
δSSimplified,2

EFT = 0, we have:

β(SH(2−5))δSH(2−5) + δSm = 0 (75)

which means that now the universe is governed with the
Horndeski parameters, plus the parameter which corre-
sponds to these kind of action-like universes, i.e. the
β(SH(2−5)) free parameter, which will modify the Newto-
nian gravitational constant as:

Geff =
1

β(SH(2−5))
GN . (76)

4. GR modified, 4 (quadratic)

We build an MG model as follows. We have:

SQuadratic
EFT = SR + βS2

R + Sm , (77)

where the Einstein–Hilbert action is modified by an ad-
ditional Einstein–Hilbert action in quadrature but mod-
ulated by a parameter β so that βS2

R has action units.
Therefore adopting now the action principle we have:

0 = δSQuadratic
EFT (78)

= δSR + βδ
(
S2
R

)
+ δSm (79)

= δSR (1 + 2βSR) + δSm (80)

=

∫
d4x

(
c4

16πGN
δ
[√
−gR

]) [
1 + 2β

∫
d4x
√
−g
(

c4

16πGN
R

)]
+

∫
d4xδ

[√
−gLm

]
(81)

=

∫
d4x
√
−gδgµν

{
c4

16πGN

(
Rµν −

1

2
Rgµν

)[
1 + 2β

∫
d4x
√
−g
(

c4

16πGN
R

)]
− Tµν/2

}
. (82)

The expression inside the curly brackets has to be 0 in order to minimize the action, according to the action principle
argument, therefore we have that the modified EFEs are given by:

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν =

[
1 + β

∫
d4x
√
−g
(

c4

8πGN
R

)]−1
8πGN

c4
Tµν . (83)

This means that the Geff is:

Geff = GN

[
1 + β

∫
d4x
√
−g
(

c4

8πGN
R

)]−1

. (84)

The term β
∫
d4x
√
−g
(

c4

8πGN
R
)
can be considered a fluc-

tuation of the action, or in other words an “actionic” field,
which modulates the Newtonian gravitational constant,
see section IV. As one can see, these kinds of modifica-
tions of EFE are quite different than the ones predicted
by f(R), or analogously by f(T ), or by adding fluid terms
in the Lagrangian.

For example, the f(R) predicts a different modification
of the EFEs, which are given by:

df(R)

dR
Rµν−

1

2
f(R)gµν−(∇µ∇ν − gµν�)

df

dR
=

8πGN
c4

Tµν ,

(85)
as Sotiriou and Faraoni 58 have shown.

We can also use the mini-superspace assumption, to
simplify the integral. For this to work, we need to make
a further assumption about the metric in consideration.
Assuming an FLRW metric, we have that the determi-
nant of this metric is g = −c2a6(t), where a(t) is the
usual scale factor, and the Ricci scalar is computed to
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be, R = 6
c2

[
ä
a +

(
ȧ
a

)2]. Therefore the quantity of twice
the Einstein–Hilbert action can be computed as:

2SR =
c4

8πGN

∫
d4x
√
−gR (86)

=
6c3V

8πGN

[∫
dt
(
a2ä+ ȧ2a

)]
, (87)

where V is the total volume of the spatial space under
consideration. Therefore, Eq. 83 and Eq. 87, can be used
to describe a universe, with FA theory, under actionic
fluctuations modulated by β.

IV. PHYSICAL INTERPRETATION: ACTIONIC FIELDS

In sections II and II B, we have shown how we can
generalize several field theories using the functors of ac-
tions approach. In section III, we have shown how we
can expand, extend and constrain theories obtained us-
ing this method. In particular, we have shown that we
can add and consider several functors that result in dif-
ferent equations than previous authors have considered.
We have provided two concrete examples of the physical
interpretation of the additional information that is gener-
ated by these novel manipulations of the actions. In par-
ticular, we have shown that we can consider the addition
of a fluctuation of an action, i.e. δS, as we described in
sections III E 2 and III E 4, which we call “actionic fields”
arising from “actionic” fluctuations and/or perturbations.

The word “actionic” does not exist in the literature yet,
since this is a new concept that it is introduced with this
work. “Actionic fluctuation” or “actionic perturbation” is
the fluctuation or perturbation of an action. “Actionic
field” is a new compound word, which tries to capture
the new concept of fields produced by perturbations or
fluctuations of the action. These novel concepts can be
applied to most fields of physics, which are described by
equations of motions arising from an action principle,
from the very small and highly energetic scales described
best by the standard model of particle physics, to the
largest possible scales, i.e. cosmological scales, described
best by the standard model of cosmology. These results
render the functors of actions theories worth investigat-
ing further.

V. OPEN QUESTIONS

In this study, we introduced the generic set of all pos-
sible actions, SFA, and we used simple mathematical al-
gebra, i.e. the use of integrals, functionals and functors
to redefine the standard actions which have been stud-
ied in the literature. This opens the field of constructing
actions in a more abstract way, which leads to new field
theories. Along these lines, there is the question, "can
we build a space of actions, S̃FA, which has the set of all

possible actions SFA, with an added structure?" . The
use of this new set of all possible actions, introduces an
additional question, "can we build an algebraic structure
with the aforementioned set which can be developed fur-
ther?". These questions naturally lead to questions such
as, "Are there any realistic actionic fields ?", "what is the
best mathematical construct which describes the universe
better than the ways considered before ?". We leave the
answers to these questions for future work.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we briefly summarize effective field theory
(EFT) and cosmological perturbation theory within the
cosmological gravitology framework.

We propose the novel idea of reformulating the action
principle using functors of the action. This is a general
way of performing variations on EFTs, and by extension
it can be applied to the EFT of large-scale structures with
arguments that arise from the action principle, namely
functors of actions. We have shown that this method
produces mathematically several alternative and comple-
mentary models to the ΛCDM model. It is also possible
to extend these theories in a more concrete mathemat-
ical framework beyond what is presented in this paper.
We introduce the “actionic” fluctuations, perturbations
and fields, which are new concepts resulting from per-
turbations of the action quantity. We provide guidelines
for constraining these models systematically with latest
cosmological inference techniques. We demonstrate how
some simple classes of these models can be constrained
using a Gaussian approximated likelihood analysis with
some numerically simulated data and errors. We also ex-
press some relations which can be used as observables
of the functors of actions. Some of these observables are
related to the equation of state and the gravitational con-
stant, therefore current constraints of these observables
can constrain some of these models.

Theories obtained using our method may be able to
offer a viable alternative or be complementary to ΛCDM
or modified gravity, or more generally the aforementioned
effective field theories of large-scale structures. To con-
firm this statement a more detailed theoretical and nu-
merical analysis is required. We plan to present such an
analysis in a future work. Another possible route would
be to reconsider what is beyond the variational principle,
or the principle of least action, for e.g. S [δS].

Q.E .D.
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Appendix A: The Higgs matter field

As26,31,32 have shown, the matter fields have one main
component, the Higgs field, which gives mass to the other
fields of the standard model of particle physics. In par-

ticular the action for the Higgs field is the following:

Sm,Higgs = c4
∫
d4x
√
ηLHiggs

[
ηµν , ~φ(η), Aµ

]
(A1)

where η is the determinant of the Minkowski metric, ηµν ,
which is taken as, −+ ++, ~φ(η) is a vector of real scalar
fields and Aµ is a real vector field used for the interac-
tions. The Lagrangian density is composed as:

LHiggs

[
ηµν , ~φ(η), Aµ

]
= −1

2
(∇φ1)

2 − 1

2
(∇φ2)

2 − V
(
φ2

1 + φ2
2

)
− 1

4
FµνF

µν (A2)

where φi ≡ φi(ηµν), i = 1, 2 are the two real scalar
fields which interact with the Aµ field and (∇φi)2 ≡
∇µφi∇µφi ≡ ηµν∇µφi∇νφi . Note that this ∇µ is differ-
ent than the ∇µ in section IIA. Here this ∇µ is defined
as:

∇µφ1 = ∂µφ1 − eAµφ2 (A3)
∇µφ2 = ∂µφ2 − eAµφ1 (A4)
Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ (A5)

where e is a dimensionless coupling constant. Note
that LHiggs

[
ηµν , ~φ(η), Aµ

]
is invariant under simultane-

ous gauge transformation of the first kind on φ1±iφ2 and
of the second kind on Aµ . In the case where V ′(φ2

0) = 0
and V ′′(φ2

0) > 0, where φ0 is the ground state of either φi,
then spontaneous breakdown of U(1) symmetry occurs.
Note that we present a generic description of the Higgs
field, which can be applied to more specific interactions
which constitute the standard model.
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