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We provide a proof that all polynomial higher-derivative effective field theories of vacuum gravity admit a
well-posed initial value formulation when augmented by suitable regularising terms. These regularising terms
can be obtained by field redefinitions and allow to rewrite the resulting equations of motion as a system of
second-order nonlinear wave equations. For instance, our result applies to the quadratic, cubic, and quartic
truncations of the effective field theory of gravity that have previously appeared in the literature. The regularising
terms correspond to fiducial massive modes, however, their masses can be chosen to be non-tachyonic and
heavier than the cutoff scale and hence these modes should not affect the dynamics in the regime of validity of
effective field theory. Our well-posed formulation is not limited to the weakly coupled regime of these theories,
is manifestly covariant and does neither require fine tuning of free parameters nor involves prescribing arbitrary
equations.

Introduction.—The detections of gravitational waves pro-
duced in mergers of compact objects have offered the possi-
bility of testing general relativity (GR) in a new highly dy-
namical and strong field regime of the theory [1–4]. Whilst
up to now GR has passed all tests, the latter will become
more stringent in the coming years as the sensitivity of the
current detectors increases and new generations of detectors
are incorporated to the network. Current tests are consistency
tests which assume that the underlying theory of gravity is
given by GR. Clearly, it would be desirable to also compare
with predictions that account for possible deviations.

Without much reason to prefer a specific alternative theory
of gravity, effective field theory (EFT) provides a systematic
and agnostic framework to test for potential modifications.
EFT is a powerful tool that is widely used in many different
areas of physics (see for instance [5]). In this approach, one
parametrises the low-energy effects of the (unknown) high-
energy degrees of freedom as a derivative expansion of the
low-energy fields, allowing for all possible terms that are
compatible with the symmetries, typically up to field redef-
initions. The higher order terms in the expansion are sup-
pressed by the ultraviolet (UV) length scale at which new
physics is expected to appear and the unknown coefficients
can in principle be determined (or constrained) from obser-
vation [6]. In the case of gravity, the Einstein-Hilbert La-
grangian is thought of as the leading order term in a series
expansion in derivatives of the metric, which are typically
packaged in scalars of the curvature tensor and its covari-
ant derivatives. In cases where a UV completion of GR is
known, the derivative expansion can be calculated, from first
principles, in a suitable low energy limit of the UV theory.
The precise values of the EFT coefficients reflect the details
of the UV completion.

In general, the equations of motion that arise in trunca-
tions of the EFT are higher than second order and it is not
immediately obvious how to find a well-posed initial value
formulation. The latter, however, is crucial to extract strong-
field predictions of the theory. Two generic but approximate
approaches have been proposed in the literature. In a first
approach, commonly referred to as the ‘order-by-order’ ap-
proach, one bypasses any well-posedness issues by iterating
in a perturbative expansion at the level of the equations of

motion [7–9]. It turns out that the accuracy of the order-
by-order approach does not only depend on the smallness of
the EFT couplings but also on secular effects which accumu-
late over time [10, 11]. In a second approach, inspired by
the Müller-Israel-Stewart formulation of relativistic viscous
hydrodynamics [12–14] and commonly known as the ‘fix-
ing of the equations’ approach, one modifies the theory by
introducing auxiliary variables and corresponding (ad-hoc)
evolution equations, to improve the UV behavior of the the-
ory [15, 16], see [17–20] for respective strong-field simu-
lations and [21, 22] for related approaches. The auxiliary
variables are introduced for certain derivatives of the met-
ric, thus reducing the order of the equations. Then their pre-
scribed evolution equations drive the auxiliary variables to-
wards their ‘physical’ values on a timescale that, ideally, is
much shorter than any other physical timescale in the prob-
lem. However, the ‘fixing of the equations’ method still suf-
fers from some drawbacks. For instance, it is not covariant
and it is unclear what class of modifications of the equa-
tions leaves the physical content of the theory intact. (See
[23, 24] for the corresponding conditions in fluid dynam-
ics.) Moreover, the ‘fixing of the equations’ approach in-
volves some free parameters that have to be tuned, adding
to the computational costs of the simulations. In contrast to
the above two generic but approximate approaches, for cer-
tain classes of theories, it has been possible to find a well-
posed initial value formulation [25–29], and subsequently
extract the strong field predictions of the theory with numer-
ical simulations [18, 30, 31]. In these cases, one can solve
the full equations of motion without further approximation.
A recent comparison [20] of the generic but approximate ap-
proaches to the full evolution of shift-symmetric Einstein-
scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity quantifies potential sources of
error. Clearly, it is highly desirable to extend the class of the-
ories for which one can evolve the full equations of motion,
i.e., for which there exists a well-posed formulation without
further approximation.

In this letter we present a systematic approach to ‘regu-
larise’ any polynomial truncation of the EFT such that the
full equations of motion are well-posed. We do so by means
of suitable field redefinitions and prove that the resulting ini-
tial value problem is well posed. Our approach does neither

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

08
77

5v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
1 

Ju
l 2

02
4



require the ad-hoc introduction of arbitrary equations nor
fine-tuning of free parameters. Moreover, it is manifestly co-
variant. The equations of motion propagate a fiducial tower
of massive modes, similar to the case of well-posed evolu-
tion in quadratic gravity [25, 32]. At the end of this letter we
argue that the masses of these modes can always be chosen
to be heavier than the cutoff scale.

We use the notation and conventions as in Wald’s book
[33]. Latin letters a,b,c, . . . denote abstract indices while we
use Greek letters µ,ν , . . . to denote spacetime coordinate in-
dices and they run from 0 to D−1 in a D-dimensional space-
time; Latin letters i, j, . . . denote indices along a spacelike
hypersurface. We use geometric units G = c = 1 and the
mostly-plus sign convention for the spacetime metric.

Preliminaries.—We consider an EFT of vacuum gravity
with a Lagrangian of the form

L = εεε L , L =
[
R+ ∑

m≥2
ℓmLm

]
, (1)

where εεε is the volume form, Lm is a local covariant scalar
of dimension m + 2 depending only on the metric and its
derivatives (and εεε in parity-violating theories), and ℓ is a
length scale associated with UV physics [34]. The initial
value problem for generic theories of the form (1) is not ex-
pected to be locally well-posed. However, we will show that
we can make progress within the regime of validity of EFT.

Let L be the shortest characteristic length scale associated
to a solution of (1). Such a solution is expected to be ac-
curately described by EFT when ℓ/L ≪ 1 [35]. At low en-
ergies, we may truncate the infinite series (1) at some finite
order N and work with the truncated theory, L

(tr)
N . Local

well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for a system of PDEs
generically depends on the highest order derivatives in the
system. However, as we shall see, for some PDE systems
local well-posedness may also be sensitive to some (but not
all) of the lower order derivative terms. Hence, to solve the
initial value problem for the truncated theory we employ the
following strategy. We will show that by adding a sum of
suitable operators Lreg,m to the truncated Lagrangian (with
m ≤ mmax and a sufficiently large mmax > N), the modified
(augmented) theory admits a locally well-posed initial value
problem. At the same time, it is expected that the augmented
theory makes the same physical predictions as the original
truncated theory up to order N.

In particular, we consider adding to L
(tr)

N regularising La-
grangians of the form

Lreg ≡
n

∑
k=0

Lreg,k =
n

∑
k=0

ℓ2k+2
(

αk Rab2kRab −βk R2kR
)
(2)

for some n and where αk, βk are constants. These terms in the
Lagrangian can be generated by field redefinitions propor-
tional to (derivatives of) the zeroth order equations of motion
[36]. Therefore, we will consider the initial value problem in
the augmented theory

Laug = L
(tr)

N +Lreg . (3)

In the next section we will show that well-posedness of the
Cauchy problem for the augmented theory will only depend

on the highest order term in the regularising Lagrangian, i.e.,
the piece corresponding to k = n in (2), provided that n is
large enough. The lower order terms in the regularising La-
grangian are included only to have better control over the
particle content of the augmented theory [37]. In the Sup-
plemental Material we illustrate these ideas in the case of the
toy problem 2nu = F .

Main results.— In this section we show that (for large
enough n) the equation of motion that result from varying
the augmented Lagrangian, Laug = εεε Laug, with respect to
the metric can be written as a system of second order non-
linear wave equations, and hence local well-posedness of the
Cauchy problem is manifest. This is our main result and it
is expressed in Theorem 1; the intermediate technical results
are relegated to the Supplemental Material.

We begin by introducing a set of tensor fields R(p,q) and
G(p,q), which are of type (0, p+2), R̄(p,q), which are of type
(0, p), and W (k), which are of type (0,k+4), defined as fol-
lows

R(p,q)
abc1...cp

≡ ∇c1 . . .∇cp2
qRab , (4)

G(p,q)
abc1...cp

≡ ∇c1 . . .∇cp2
qGab , (5)

R̄(p,q)
c1...cp ≡ ∇c1 . . .∇cp2

qR , (6)

W (k)
abcde1...ek

≡ ∇e1 . . .∇ekWabcd , (7)

where Rab, Gab and Wabcd are the Ricci, Einstein and Weyl
tensors respectively associated to the spacetime metric gab
(and R the Ricci scalar). Our main result can be stated as
follows:

Theorem 1. Assume that there exists a non-negative inte-
ger n such that the equation of motion E ab

N of the truncated
theory L

(tr)
N can be written as

E ab
N = Fab

N , (8)

where Fab
N is a sum of monomials such that each monomial is

a product of an appropriate power of ℓ, a coupling constant
and contractions of the metric, the volume form (in case of a
parity-violating theory) and a subset of the following tensor
fields

• W (k) with 0 ≤ k ≤ n,

• R(p,q) with p+q ≤ n+1 and q ≤ n−1.

Suppose further that we employ the regularising theory with
αn = 2βn. Then the augmented theory Laug admits a well-
posed initial value formulation.

Note that the assumptions of Theorem 1 are not too restric-
tive since the equations of motion of any theory with a La-
grangian of the form (1) can be written as in (8) provided that
n is sufficiently large. For example, in D = 4 spacetime di-
mensions Theorem 1 applies to the most general 6-derivative
vacuum EFT after field redefinitions (see e.g., equation (2.5)
of [38]) with n= 1 and it applies to the 8-derivative theory af-
ter field redefinitions (e.g., equation (1.1) of [38]) with n= 2.
In D > 4 dimensions Theorem 1 applies to the most general
4-derivative vacuum EFT after field redefinitions (Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet theory) with n = 0.
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Proof. Geometric identities. We start by stating two sets of
useful geometric identities involving the tensor fields W (k)

and R(p,q). The first set of identities are wave equations of
the form

2W (k) = F(k)
W , (9)

2R(p,q) = R(p,q+1)+F(p,q)
R , (10)

such that FW
(k) is a type (0,k) tensor-valued polynomial in the

variables W (l) with 0 ≤ l ≤ k, and R(s,0) with 0 ≤ s ≤ k +
2; FR

(p,q) is a type (0, p+ 2) tensor-valued polynomial in the

variables W (l) with 0≤ l ≤ p−1, and R(s,t) with s+t ≤ p+q,
t ≤ q. The second set of identities can be stated as follows.
Let n be a positive integer; then

∇
bG(0,n)

ab = I(n)a , (11)

where I(n)a can be expressed as a sum of monomials built
from contractions of the metric and the tensor fields W (k)

with 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, R(p,q) with p+ q ≤ n and q < n. These
identities are straightforward to verify by induction and us-
ing the Bianchi and Ricci identities, see the Supplemental
Material.
Equation of motion of Lreg.. Consider first the theory
Lreg.,n with αn = 2βn. We claim that the equation of mo-
tion of this theory has the form

Eab
(n) ≡2G(0,n)

ab +gab∇
c
∇

dG(0,n)
cd −2∇

c
∇(aG(0,n)

b)c + . . . (12)

where the ellipsis stands for a sum of monomials built out
of contractions of the metric and exactly two factors of the
form R(p,q) with p ≤ 2 and q ≤ n−1. This statement can be
verified by using induction on n, see Supplemental Material.
The principal terms explicitly displayed in (12) have a non-
diagonal structure. However, by using the identity (11), it is
possible to remove the second and third term on the RHS of
(12) in favor of terms containing lower order derivatives of
the curvature tensors. Equation (12) then reduces to (after
trace-reversing)

2R(0,n)
ab = Fab , (13)

where Fab is a sum of monomials built out of factors of the
metric, W (l) with 0 ≤ l ≤ n, and R(p,q) with p+q ≤ n+1 and
q ≤ n−1.
Consider now the theory Lreg.,k with αk = 0 and βk ̸= 0. One
can verify by induction on k (see Supplemental Material) that
the equation of motion of this theory can be written as

Ēab
(k) ≡ 2∇

a
∇

bR̄(0,k)−22R̄(0,k)gab + . . . (14)

where the ellipsis stands for a sum of monomials such that
each monomial contains (in addition to contractions w.r.t. the
metric) exactly two factors of the form R̄(p,q) with p ≤ 2 and
q ≤ k−1.
Next, we observe that the equation of motion of the regular-
ising Lagrangian (2) with αn = 2βn (and αk, βk with k < n
left unspecified) can be written as a linear combination of the
equations Eab

(k) with k ≤ n and Ēab
(k) with k ≤ n−1. Moreover,

it follows from the structure of Eab
(k) and Ēab

(k) that the inclusion
of the lower order regularising terms retains the same struc-
ture as (13). Finally, consider a theory whose equation of
motion has the structure described in the theorem and modify
its Lagrangian by adding (2) with αn = 2βn. Then the equa-
tion of motion of the augmented theory can be expressed in
the form (13) (Fab will also depend on εεε in a parity-violating
theory).
Proof of well-posedness. Now we are in the position to
consider the initial value problem for PDEs of the form
(13). Note that well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for
(13) is not immediately obvious because PDEs of the form
2nu=F are only weakly hyperbolic, which means that well-
posedness depends on some of the lower order derivatives,
see the Supplemental Material. Nevertheless, we shall show
that the structure of (13) described above is such that it ad-
mits a well-posed Cauchy problem. We prove this in two
steps. First, we demonstrate that an equation of the form
(13) can be reduced to a diagonal system of second order
wave equations. Second, we show that the constraints result-
ing from such order reduction are propagated, i.e., solutions
to the order-reduced system solve (13).
Let Σ be a codimension 1 spacelike manifold and let
us introduce coordinates xi on it. An initial data set
(corresponding to x0 = 0) consists of the (2n + 5)-tuple
(Σ,γi j,Ki j,ρ

(0)
i j , . . .ρ

(2n+1)
i j ) where γi j is a Riemannian metric

on Σ, Ki j and ρ
(m)
i j (0 ≤ m ≤ 2n+ 1) are symmetric tensors

on Σ corresponding to the extrinsic curvature and (£n)
mRi j

respectively, where £n denotes de Lie derivative along the
vector nµ . Next, we make an arbitrary choice for the initial
value of the lapse function α and the shift vector β i (which
fixes the unit normal nµ on Σ) and choose gi j and ∂0gi j on
Σ so that the induced metric and the extrinsic curvature of
Σ are given by γi j and Ki j respectively. The first order time
derivatives of α and β i can be fixed by assuming that the
harmonic gauge condition holds on Σ. Initial data for the
Ricci tensor is prescribed by setting Ri j = ρ

(0)
i j on Σ and by

requiring that R0µ matches its coordinate expression written
in terms of γi j, Ki j (and their derivatives parallel to Σ). For
later convenience, we note that the Weyl tensor can also be
computed on Σ from gµν , ∂0gµν , their derivatives parallel to
Σ, and Rµν . Similarly, (£n)

kW |Σ can be expressed in terms
of the initial values of gµν , ∂0gµν and (£n)

mRµν with m ≤ k
and their derivatives parallel to Σ. The initial values of time
derivatives of Rµν are chosen as follows. For µν = i j, we set
(£n)

mRi j = ρ
(m)
i j . Initial data for (£n)

mR0µ can then be de-
termined inductively. Requiring that the contracted Bianchi
identity ∇ν Gµν = 0 holds on Σ uniquely fixes the first or-
der time derivative of R0µ in terms of the data for the metric
and the Ricci tensor (and derivatives parallel to Σ). Similarly,
the second order time derivative of R0µ is obtained using the
time derivative of the contracted Bianchi identity

£n(∇
ν Gµν) = 0 . (15)

Now suppose we have already obtained data for (£n)
mR0µ

with m ≤ 2l and 1 ≤ l ≤ n an integer. Consider the identity
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(cf. (11)).

∇
ν G(0,l)

µν = I(l)µ . (16)

The RHS can be written in terms of gµν , ∂0gµν , (£n)
kRµν

with k≤ 2l−1 and their derivatives parallel to Σ. Hence, (16)
algebraically fixes (£n)

mR0µ on Σ in terms of data previously
obtained. For even values of m = 2l +2, i.e., 1 ≤ l ≤ n−1,
we can similarly fix (£n)

mR0µ by enforcing

£n

(
∇

ν G(0,l)
µν

)
= H(l)

µ , (17)

on Σ where H(l) ≡ £nI(l) is expressible in terms of gµν ,
∂0gµν , (£n)

kRµν with k ≤ 2l and their derivatives parallel
to Σ.
Next we show that a PDE of the form (13) can be reformu-
lated in terms of a system of second order nonlinear wave
equations. In particular, it can be written as

gαβ
∂α ∂β vA = FA(v,∂v) , (18)

where FA is a set of (tensor-valued) polynomials of its argu-
ments and v stands for the following list of variables: gµν ,
W (k) with 0 ≤ k ≤ n−1, R(p,q) with p+q ≤ n and q ≤ n. Ini-
tial data required for (18) consists of a codimension 1 space-
like surface Σ and initial values for the fields v, ∂0v. This data
can be obtained from (γi j,Ki j,ρ

(0)
i j , . . . ,ρ

(2n+1)
i j ) and deriva-

tives of these fields parallel to Σ as explained above.
In harmonic gauge the metric can be evolved using the coor-
dinate expression for the Ricci tensor

gαβ
∂α ∂β gµν = F(g)

µν (g,∂g,R(0,0)) . (19)

The wave equations for W (k) and for R(p,q) with p ≥ 1 and
q< n are given by the geometric identities in (9)–(10). These
identities are now promoted to dynamical equations for W (k)

and for R(p,q). Note that in the equations for k = n− 1 and
p = n− q+ 1 one needs to replace W (n) with ∇W (n−1) and
R(n−q+1,q) with ∇R(n−q,q). For the R(p,q) variables with p= 0
and q < n we simply have

2R(0,q) = R(0,q+1) . (20)

Finally R(0,n) can be evolved using (13). Rewriting all (1st
order) covariant derivatives in terms of partial derivatives
and the metric connection gives the desired system of di-
agonal wave equations which admits a well-posed Cauchy
problem [39].
To show that solutions of the wave system reproduce solu-
tions of (13), we have to demonstrate that the following con-
straints hold throughout the evolution:

(i) Algebraic constraints

R
(p,q)
µνσ1...σp ≡ R(p,q)

µνσ1...σp −∇σ1 . . .∇σp2
qRµν , (21)

W
(k)

µνρσα1...αk ≡W (k)
µνρσα1...αk −∇α1 . . .∇αkWµνρσ , (22)

(ii) Harmonic gauge condition

Γ
µ = 0 , (23)

(iii) Bianchi constraints (0 ≤ l ≤ n)

B
(l)
µ ≡ ∇

ν G(l)
µν − I(l)µ , (24)

C
(l)
µ ≡ (£n)(∇

ν G(l)
µν)−H(l)

µ . (25)

These constraints satisfy linear homogeneous wave equa-
tions that are straightforward to derive, see the Supplemental
Material. Now assume we set up initial data such that the
constraints Γµ , W (k), R(p,q), B(m) and C (m) vanish on the
initial data slice. Then there exists a unique solution to the
linear homogeneous system of wave equations listed above,
which must be the trivial solution. Hence Γµ , W (k), R(p,q),
B(m) will be zero everywhere and consequently, the deriva-
tives of B(m), i.e., C (m) will also be zero everywhere. Hence
the constraints are propagated and the wave equations (18)
solve equations (13).

Discussion.—We have shown how to formulate a well-
posed initial value problem for any polynomial truncation
of the EFT of gravity. The main idea is that by performing
a field redefinition of the metric, one can modify the struc-
ture of the equation of motion in a way such that they can be
cast as a system of nonlinear wave equations. In the regime
of validity of EFT, this field redefinition is expected to not
affect the predictions of the original theory.

The regularising terms that we add to the original theory
introduce fiducial heavy degrees of freedom (n+ 1 massive
spin-0 and n+1 massive spin-2 particles). We fix αn = 2βn,
and the remaining coefficients αk≤n and βk<n of the regu-
larising Lagrangian determine the masses of the respective
(fiducial) degrees of freedom in flat spacetime. The latter
are determined by the roots of two polynomials of degree
n+1 (one for the spin-0, one for the spin-2 modes) and can
be chosen such as to avoid tachyonic masses, in flat space-
time and, more generally, within the EFT regime of valid-
ity. For instance, the choice αk = 2βk and αk = α2k+2

(n+1
k+1

)
leads to equal and non-tachyonic masses m2 = (αℓ)−2. For
a natural value of α , (mL)−1 ≪ (mℓ)−1 ∼ 1 (recall that L
is the shortest characteristic length scale of the low-energy
physics) and hence, the flat space masses will dominate over
any curvature-induced mass terms. Moreover, it is thereby
guaranteed that any fiducial ghost modes propagate with
masses which are beyond the cutoff scale. We therefore ex-
pect that any potential instabilities, ghost-like or tachyonic,
can only occur once the evolution surpasses the EFT regime
of validity. These expectations are in line with the behaviour
observed in nonlinear simulations of Quadratic Gravity [31]
but will have to be confirmed in concrete implementation. In
a forthcoming publication we will show how to make such a
concrete implementation in the cases of the cubic and quar-
tic EFTs of gravity, and extract the waveforms produced in
black hole binary mergers in these theories.

A related open question is how the regularising terms af-
fect the long time behaviour of the solutions. It would be
very interesting to study this problem rigorously, even in the
context of simpler EFTs as in [40].

The augmented theory requires the prescription of more
initial data than in the truncated theory. One might wonder
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how we obtain initial data for the extra degrees of freedom.
One possibility is to apply a perturbative reduction of order
procedure [41, 42] on the initial data slice to express initial
data for higher order derivatives in terms of data for (γi j,Ki j).
This approach would solve the initial value constraints up to
an error term of order ℓ2n+2. It would be desirable, however,
to improve on the order reduction method so as to avoid sig-
nificant constraint violations in numerical simulations. We
plan to investigate this problem in the future.

We expect that our approach straightforwardly generalizes
to EFTs of matter fields with or without coupling to gravity.
In that case one also needs to perform field redefinitions of
the matter fields (in addition to those of the metric). In par-
ticular, when the matter is a fluid, our approach naturally
generalizes BDNK theory [43–45] to dissipative fluids of ar-
bitrary order. We will leave the details for future work.
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[28] L. Aresté Saló, K. Clough, and P. Figueras, Phys. Rev. Lett.

129, 261104 (2022), arXiv:2208.14470 [gr-qc].
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Supplemental Material

A SIMPLE EXAMPLE

In this section we illustrate some of the ideas presented in the Letter on a simple equation. Let (t,x) be coordinates in
(1+1)-dimensional Minkowski space and consider a PDE

2nu = F(u, . . . ,∂ 2n−1u) , (S1)

for a scalar field u with initial conditions

u(0,x) = f0(x), ∂tu(0,x) = f1(x), . . . , ∂
2n−1
t u(0,x) = f2n−1(x) .

Consider first F = 0. In this case one can explicitly solve the Cauchy problem by e.g., taking the Fourier transform of (S1)
w.r.t. the x coordinate. Let ξ denote the (spatial) wavenumber and let ũ(t,ξ ) denote the Fourier transform of u. Then (S1)
with F = 0 reduces to the ODE

(−∂
2
t −ξ

2)nũ(t,ξ ) = 0 ,

whose general solution can be written as

ũ(t,ξ ) = P(t)eiξ t +Q(t)e−iξ t , (S2)

where P and Q are both polynomials of degree n−1 in the time coordinate t. This means that even though a unique solution
exists for generic initial data, the solution will grow polynomially in time. This is related to the fact that equation (S1) with
F = 0 is only weakly hyperbolic and the corresponding Cauchy problem is only weakly well-posed [46]: the Hs-norm of the
solution can (generically) only be bounded by a higher order Sobolev norm of the initial data. More precisely, assume that the
initial data is such that fk ∈ Hs+n−1−k (where s ≥ 2n+2). Then for a generic choice of fk, we have

||u||Hs(t)≤C(t)
2n−1

∑
k=0

|| fk||Hs+n−1−k , (S3)

for some continuous function C. For some choices of F ̸= 0 the Cauchy problem is ill-posed. Take for example n = 2 and
F = −ε∂ 3

x u with a positive constant ε . (Of course, this equation is not Lorentz-covariant but it mimics the behaviour of
more complicated covariant equations.) In this case one can still write down an explicit solution to (S1) by taking a Fourier
transform. The general solution for the Fourier transform ũ(t,ξ ) can be written as

ũ(t,ξ ) = ∑
s1,s2=±1

f̃s1s2(ξ )e
λs1s2 (ξ )t , (S4)

where λs1s2(ξ ) are given by

λs1,s2 = s1

√
−ξ 2 + s2

√
iεξ 3 .

Note that for large wavenumbers (ξ → ∞) the asymptotic behaviour of Reλs1s2 is s1
√

ε|ξ |. Therefore, if s1 =+1 then ũ(t,ξ )
diverges as ξ → ∞, meaning that there exists no regular solution u(t,x) for any t > 0 if the initial data is such that f̃+s2 ̸= 0.

Despite the previous counterexample, there exist choices of F that are not dangerous. An obvious example is given by n = 2
and F = ε22u with a constant ε > 0. In this case the solution for the Fourier transform is simply given by

ũ(t,ξ ) = ∑
s=±1

[
f̃s(ξ )esiξ t + g̃s(ξ )esi

√
ξ 2+ε2t

]
, (S5)

i.e., a sum of a decoupled massless and a massive scalar wave. The Cauchy problem is clearly well-posed and, in fact, the
solutions have a better behaviour than in the F = 0 case since there is no polynomial growth in time.

More generally, let

u(p,q)
µ1...µp ≡ ∂µ1 . . .∂µp2

qu , (S6)

and suppose that F is a smooth function of the fields u(p,q) with p+q ≤ n and q ≤ n−2. Then it is possible to recast (S1) as
a system of second order wave equations:

2u(p,q)
µ1...µp = u(p,q+1)

µ1...µp , 0 ≤ p ≤ n−q−1, 0 ≤ q ≤ n−2 ,

2u(n−q,q)
µ1...µp = ∂µ1u(n−q−1,q+1)

µ2...µp , 0 ≤ q ≤ n−2 ,

2u(0,n−1) = F .

Hence, the Cauchy problem is locally well-posed for such choices of F .

1



TECHNICAL DETAILS OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Geometric identities

Lemma 1. Let k,q be non-negative integers and p a positive integer. Then the tensor fields W (k) and R(p,q) satisfy geometric
identities of the form

2W (k) = F(k)
W , (S7)

2R(p,q) = R(p,q+1)+F(p,q)
R , (S8)

such that FW
(k) is a type (0,k) tensor-valued polynomial in the variables W (l) with 0 ≤ l ≤ k, and R(s,0) with 0 ≤ s ≤ k+ 2;

FR
(p,q) is a type (0, p+2) tensor-valued polynomial in the variables W (l) with 0 ≤ l ≤ p−1, and R(s,t) with s+ t ≤ p+q, t ≤ q.

Proof. We will derive the wave equations (9) and (10) inductively. For W (k) we do this by induction on k. For k = 0 we have
the identity [47]

2Rabcd −2Raed f R e f
b c +2Raec f R e f

b d +Rabe f Re f
cd +2Rabe[c Re

d]−2∇c∇[aRb]d +2∇d∇[aRb]c = 0 . (S9)

Writing the Riemann tensor in terms of the Weyl tensor and the Ricci tensor, (S9) expresses 2W in terms of R(2,0), R(0,0) and
W (0), confirming the statement of the lemma for k = 0. Next, we assume that W (k−1) satisfies a wave equation such that the
source term on the RHS is a polynomial in W (l) with 0 ≤ l ≤ k− 1 and R(s,0) with 0 ≤ s ≤ k+ 1. To demonstrate that W (k)

also satisfies a wave equation of the required form we consider

2∇aW (k−1) = ∇a2W (k−1)+ . . . (S10)

where we used the Ricci identity to commute the 2 operator past ∇a, and the ellipsis stands for terms of the schematic form
W (1)W (k−1), W (0)W (k), R(1,0)W (k−1), R(0,0)W (k). It follows from the induction hypothesis that the first term on the RHS of
(S10) can be expressed as a polynomial in the variables W (l) with 0 ≤ l ≤ k and R(s,0) with 0 ≤ s ≤ k+2, closing the induction
loop.

Next, we consider the case of R(p,q). Our strategy is now to obtain a wave equation for R(p,q) inductively on p. For p = 1
we have

2∇cR(0,q)
ab = ∇

d
∇c∇dR(0,q)

ab −∇
d
(

Re
adcR(0,q)

eb +Re
bdcR(0,q)

ae

)
= ∇

a2R(0,q)
ab +Re

c∇eR(0,q)
ab −2Re

adc∇
dR(0,q)

eb −2Re
bdc∇

dR(0,q)
ae

− (∇aRe
c −∇

eRac)R(0,q)
eb − (∇bRe

c −∇
eRbc)R(0,q)

ea , (S11)

where we used the Ricci identity twice and the contracted Bianchi identity in the second line. We can write (S11) schematically
as

2R(1,q) = R(1,q+1)+ terms with W (0)R(1,q), R(1,0)R(0,q), R(0,0)R(1,q) ,

in agreement with the statement of the lemma for p = 1. Assuming that R(p−1,q) satisfies a wave equation of the required
form, we seek a wave equation for R(p,q). To this end, we compute

2∇aR(p−1,q) = ∇a2R(p−1,q)+ . . . (S12)

where we employed the Ricci identity again, producing terms (denoted by the ellipsis) of the schematic form W (1)R(p−1,q),
W (0)R(p,q), R(1,0)R(p−1,q), R(0,0)R(p,q). Regarding the structure of the first term in (S12), we observe that the induction hypoth-
esis implies that it can be expressed as a sum of R(p,q+1) and a polynomial depending on W (l) with 0 ≤ l ≤ p− 1, and R(s,t)

with s+ t ≤ p+q, t ≤ q, thus completing the proof.

Lemma 2. Let n be a positive integer. Then G(0,n)
ab satisfies an identity of the form

∇
bG(0,n)

ab = I(n)a (S13)

where I(n)a can be expressed as a sum of monomials such that each monomial is a product of factors of the metric and the
tensor fields W (k) with 0 ≤ k ≤ n−1, and R(p,q) with p+q ≤ n and q < n.
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Proof. Once again, we employ induction on n. The first part of the statement can be verified for n = 1 by the following
straightforward calculation

∇
a2Gab = ∇

c
∇

a
∇cGab −Rad

∇dGab +Rcd
∇cGdb +Rb

dac
∇cGad

= 2∇
aGab +∇

c
(

Rd
cGdb −Rd

b
a

cGad

)
−Rad

∇dGab +Rcd
∇cGdb +Rb

dac
∇cGad , (S14)

where the Ricci identity was used in two steps. Due to the contracted Bianchi identity, the first term in the second line vanishes
and the third term in the second line that involves ∇cRd

b
a

c can be written in terms of R(1,0). It follows that ∇a2Gab can be
expressed in terms of R(0,0), R(1,0) and W (0) which is exactly the claim of the lemma for n = 1.

Next, we assume that ∇bG(0,n−1)
ab can be expressed in the required form. To obtain the result for ∇bG(0,n)

ab we calculate
(similarly to (S14))

∇
a2G(0,n−1)

ab = ∇
c
∇

a
∇cG(0,n−1)

ab −Rad
∇dG(0,n−1)

ab +Rcd
∇cG(0,n−1)

db +Rb
dac

∇cG(0,n−1)
ad

=2∇
aG(0,n−1)

ab + . . . , (S15)

where the ellipsis stands for terms of the schematic form R(0,0)G(1,n−1) and R(1,0)G(0,n−1), i.e., a sum of monomials consisting
of factors of R(p,q) with p+q ≤ n and q < n. Now consider the first term in (S15); using the induction hypothesis and Lemma
1 concludes the proof.

Equation of motion of the regularising theory

Next we study the structure of the equation of motion of the regularising theory. First, we have the following result.

Lemma 3. Let n be a non-negative integer and consider the theory

Sn =
∫

εεε Rab2nGab , (S16)

which is proportional to the action of Lreg,n with αn = 2βn. Variation of this action gives an equation of motion of the
following form

Eab
(n) ≡ ∑

⌈n/2⌉≤k≤n

(
Pabcd

(n,k)(∇)R(0,k)
cd +Qabcde f

(n,k) R(0,n−k)
cd R(0,k)

e f

)
= 0 , (S17)

where Pabcd
(n,k)(∇) are second order differential operators such that

P(n,n)ab
cd(∇)R(0,n)

cd =−2G(0,n)
ab −gab∇

c
∇

dG(0,n)
cd +2∇

c
∇(aG(0,n)

b)c , (S18)

and for k < n

Pabcd
(n,k)(∇) = A abcde1e2e3e4

(n,k) R(0,n−k−1)
e1e2 ∇e3∇e4 +Babcde1e2e3e4

(n,k) R(1,n−k−1)
e1e2e3 ∇e4 +C abcde1e2e3e4

(n,k) R(2,n−k−1)
e1e2e3e4 ,

and the tensors A(n,k), B(n,k), C(n,k), Q(n,k) depend only on the metric.

Remark. It is interesting to note that for a covector ξ the tensor Pabcd
(n,n)(ξ ) coincides with the principal symbol of the Einstein

equation when written in terms of the metric. This is related to the fact that the theory (S16) can be generated from GR by a
perturbative field redefinition that involves the lower order equations of motion.

Proof. We will prove the statement by induction on n. We can explicitly check the validity of the statement for n = 0. Let
gab(λ ) be a one-parameter family of metrics and let δgab ≡ (dgab/dλ )|λ=0 and similarly for all tensor fields depending on
the metric. Variation of (S16) with n = 0 gives

Eab
(0) ≡ Pabcd

(0,0)(∇)Rcd +2R(a
cGb)c −gabRcdGcd , (S19)

which is the required structure for n = 0.
Now suppose that the statement of the lemma holds for the action Sn−1. We shall show that this implies that the variation of
Sn yields an equation with the required structure.
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Consider the variation of Sn−1 and let Xab = G(0,n−1)
ab . A calculation gives

δSn−1 =
∫

εεε

{1
2

RcdXcdgab
δgab +(DRδg)abXab +Rab(DX δg)ab

}
=

∫
εεε

{1
2

RcdXcdgab +D†
RXab +D†

X Rab
}

δgab ,

where DR and DX are differential operators such that δRab = (DRδg)ab and δXab = (DX δg)ab, D†
R and D†

X denote the formal
adjoints of these differential operators. The equation of motion can then be formally written as

Eab
(n−1) =

1
2 RcdXcdgab +D†

RXab +D†
X Rab

=
[

1
2 RcdgabPcde f2n−1 +Pabe f D†

R2
n−1 +ge(agb) f D†

X

]
Re f , (S20)

where we substituted Xab = G(0,n−1)
ab in the second line and defined

Pabcd ≡ ga(cgd)b − 1
2 gabgcd . (S21)

Next we vary Sn as follows

δSn =
∫

εεε

{1
2

Rcd2Xcdgab
δgab +(DRδg)ab2Xab +Rab

δ2Xab

}
.

The variation of 2X can be computed as

δ2Xab =2δXab −∇
c
∇

dXabδgcd + . . . , (S22)

where the ellipsis stands for terms of the schematic form X∇δΓ and ∇XδΓ and δΓa
bc denotes the variation of the Christof-

fel symbols. Integrating by parts to eliminate covariant derivatives acting on δg produces terms of the same form as
Pabcd

(n,n−1)(∇)R(0,n−1)
cd in the statement of the lemma. Then we have

δSn =
∫

εεε

{1
2

Rcd2Xcdgab +D†
R2Xab +D†

X2Rab + . . .
}

δgab ,

and thus

Eab
(n) =

1
2

Rcd2Xcdgab +D†
R2Xab +D†

X2Rab + . . .

=

[
1
2

RcdgabPcde f2n−1 +Pabe f D†
R2

n−1 +ga(egb) f D†
X

]
R(0,1)

e f + . . . . (S23)

Here the ellipsis stands for terms with the same structure as Pabcd
(n,n−1)(∇)R(0,n−1)

cd as discussed above. Note that the differential

operator in the square brackets acting on R(0,1) is the same as the differential operator acting on R in (S20). It follows from the
induction hypothesis that the terms explicitly displayed in (S23) have the desired form with Pabcd

(n,k) =Pabcd
(n−1,k). This concludes

the proof.

Lemma 4. Let n be a non-negative integer and consider the theory

S̄n =
∫

εεε R2nR . (S24)

Variation of this action gives an equation of motion of the following form

Ēab
(n) ≡ ∑

⌈n/2⌉≤k≤n

(
P̄ab

(n,k)(∇)R̄(0,k)+ Q̄abcd
(n,k)R

(0,n−k)
cd R̄(0,k)

)
= 0 , (S25)

where P̄ab
(n,k)(∇) are second order differential operators such that

P̄(n,n)ab(∇) = 2
(

∇
a
∇

b −gab2

)
, (S26)

and for k < n

P̄ab
(n,k)(∇) = ¯A abcd

(n,k) R̄(0,n−k−1)
∇c∇d + B̄abcd

(n,k)R̄
(1,n−k−1)
c ∇d + C̄ abcd

(n,k) R̄(2,n−k−1)
cd ,

and the tensors ¯A(n,k), B̄(n,k), C̄(n,k), Q̄(n,k) depend only on the metric.
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Remark. Lemmas 3–4 imply that any Ricci flat metric is a solution of the regularising theory.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 3. We employ induction on n. Variation of (S24) with n = 0 gives

Ēab ≡ 2∇
a
∇

bR−2gab2R+R2 gab −2RRab , (S27)

which is the required structure for n = 0.
Next, assume that the equation of motion of S̄n−1 has the required structure. Varying S̄n−1 (and letting Y ≡ R̄(0,n−1)) gives

δ S̄n−1 =
∫

εεε

{1
2

RY gab
δgab +(DRδg)Y +R(DY δg)

}
=

∫
εεε

{1
2

RY gab +(D†
R̄Y )ab +(D†

Y R)ab
}

δgab ,

where DR̄ and DY are differential operators such that δR = (DR̄)
abδgab and δY = (DY )

abδgab, D†
R and D†

Y denotes the formal
adjoints of these differential operators. The equation of motion can then be formally written as

Ēab
(n−1) =

1
2

RY gab +(D†
R̄Y )ab +(D†

Y R)ab

=

[
1
2

Rgab2n−1 +(D†
R̄)

ab2n−1 +(D†
Y )

ab
]

R . (S28)

By the induction hypothesis this equation has the form described in the statement of the lemma. Next we vary Sn:

δSn =
∫

εεε

{1
2

R2Y gab
δgab +(DR̄)

ab
δgab2Y +Rδ2Y

}
.

The variation of 2Y is given by

δ2Y =2δY − terms with Y ∇δΓ and ∇Y δΓ . (S29)

Integrating by parts to transfer derivatives from δg to R and Y produces terms of the same form as P̄ab
(n,n−1)(∇)R̄(0,n−1) in the

statement of the lemma. Then we have

δ S̄n =
∫

εεε

{1
2

R2Y gab +(D†
R̄)

ab2Y +(D†
Y )

ab2R+ . . .
}

δgab ,

and thus

Ēab
(n) =

1
2

R2Y gab +(D†
R̄)

ab2Y +(D†
Y )

ab2R+ . . .

=

[
1
2

Rgab2n−1 +(D†
R̄)2

n−1 +(D†
Y )

ab
]

R̄(0,1)+ . . . . (S30)

The terms suppressed by the ellipsis are the terms with the structure of P̄ab
(n,n−1)(∇)R̄(0,n−1) discussed above. Similarly to the

proof of Lemma 3 we notice that the differential operator in the square brackets acting on R̄(0,1) is the same as the differential
operator acting on R in (S28) and hence the explicitly displayed term has the required structure, closing the induction loop.

Constraint propagation

To complete the proof of the well-posedness part of Theorem 1, we provide details below on how to obtain a system of
homogeneous linear wave equations for the constraint variables.

The contracted Bianchi identity implies (see e.g., [33])

gαβ
∂α ∂β Γ

µ +L(g,∂ )µ
ν Γ

ν = 2B(0)µ , (S31)

where L is a first order differential operator depending on the metric and its partial derivatives up to second order.
To obtain evolution equations for R(p,q) and W (k), consider the wave equations for R(p,q) and W (k) derived in Lemma 1. On
the one hand, these equations are part of the evolution system (18) when written in terms of the fields R(p,q) and W (k). On the
other hand, these equations also hold as geometric identities when expressed in terms of derivatives of the Ricci tensor and
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the Weyl tensor. Now take the difference of the respective evolution equation and geometric identity for each of R(p,q), W (k).
These equations will have the following form:

2R(p,q) = F
(p,q)
R , (S32)

2W (k) = F
(k)
W , (S33)

where F
(p,q)
R and F

(k)
W can be written as a sum of terms of the form

Mi(T )−Mi(S ) , (S34)

where Mi is a monomial built from factors of its arguments (and contractions with respect to the metric), T stands for the
tensor fields R(p,q), W (k) and S stands for the tensor fields ∇c1 . . .∇cp2

qRab, ∇e1 . . .∇ekWabcd . We claim that any expression
of the form (S34) can be written as

Mi(T )−Mi(S ) = ∑
k

Ai,k(T ,S )(Tk −Sk) . (S35)

(Note that (Tk −Sk) is equal to one of R(p,q) or W (k).) This claim can be verfied by e.g., using induction on the number
of factors in Mi. For a monomial containing one factor, the statement is obviously true. Suppose that (S35) holds for any
monomial built from a product of r > 1 factors. Now consider a monomial M built from a product of r+1 factors. Then we
have

M(T )−M(S ) = TkNk(T )−SkNk(S )

= (Tk −Sk)Nk(T )+(Nk(T )−Nk(S ))Sk , (S36)

where Nk is a monomial expressed as a product of r factors. Due to the induction hypothesis the second term in (S36) can be
expressed in the form (S35), thus closing the induction loop. It follows that F

(p,q)
R and F

(k)
W can be written as homogeneous

linear expressions in R(p,q) and W (k).
Finally, we consider the propagation equations for the Bianchi constraints. First, we act with a 2 operator on both sides
of equations (24) (for each l). Next, we commute the 2 operator past the covariant derivatives as explained in the proof of
Lemma 2. For l < n this simply gives (noting that 2I(l)µ = I(l+1)

µ due to the evolution equations for W (k) and R(p,q))

2B
(l)
µ = B

(l+1)
µ . (S37)

For B(n), we note that the equation of motion Eab
aug of the augmented theory (obtained by varying the action) satisfies the

off-shell identity

∇ν Eµν
aug = 0 , (S38)

since Eaug comes from a diffeomorphism-invariant action. Let

Eµν ≡−2R(0,n)
µν +Fµν , (S39)

denote the evolution equation for R(0,n) used in the augmented theory. This equation is related to Eaug through

Eµν
aug +S µν = Pµναβ

(
Eαβ −∇αB

(l)
β

)
, (S40)

where P was defined in (S21) and S µν is a sum of monomials such that each monomial is a product of factors of the metric, εεε

(in parity-violating theories), R(p,q), W (k) and exactly one factor of a constraint variable such that (c.f. the argument following
(S34))

Eµν
aug[R,W,∇R,∇W, . . .]+S µν = Eµν

aug.[R(p,q),W (k)] , (S41)

i.e., the addition of Sµν converts Eµν
aug written in terms of the curvature tensors and their derivatives to Eµν

aug written in terms
of the dynamical variables R(p,q), W (k). Taking a gradient of (S40) and using (S38) then gives

2B
(n)
µ +Rµ

νB
(n)
ν = F

(n)
µ , (S42)

where F
(n)
µ =−∇νSµν is a homogeneous linear expression in the constraint variables. This concludes the derivation of the

evolution equations for the constraints.
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