arXiv:2110.14623v4 [hep-th] 27 Jun 2022

PI/UAN-2021-704FT

Towards the extended SU(2) Proca theory

Alexander Gallego Cadavid^∗ Instituto de Física y Astronomía, Universidad de Valparaíso, Avenida Gran Bretaña 1111, Valparaíso 2360102, Chile

Carlos M. Nieto^† Escuela de Física, Universidad Industrial de Santander, Ciudad Universitaria, Bucaramanga 680002, Colombia

Yeinzon Rodríguez^‡ Centro de Investigaciones en Ciencias Básicas y Aplicadas, Universidad Antonio Nariño, Cra 3 Este # 47A-15, Bogotá D.C. 110231, Colombia and Escuela de Física, Universidad Industrial de Santander, Ciudad Universitaria, Bucaramanga 680002, Colombia

In this work, we explore the construction of the most general vector-tensor theory with an SU(2) global symmetry in the vector sector as a proposal for a modified theory of gravity. We start with a general Lagrangian containing terms involving symmetric and/or antisymmetric combinations of the covariant derivative of the vector field plus an arbitrary function of the vector field times the Ricci scalar. Then, we study the degeneracy of the full theory to determine whether it can be healthy or not. We find relations among some of the free functions in the Lagrangian that are necessary for the healthiness of the theory in correspondence with the several ways in which the kinetic matrix can be turned degenerate. Finally, we take the decoupling limit of the theory and find additional conditions on the free functions that are necessary for the healthiness of the longitudinal modes.

Keywords: modified gravity theories, non-Abelian vector fields, degenerate theories.

∗ alexander.gallego@uv.cl † caniegue@correo.uis.edu.co ‡ yeinzon.rodriguez@uan.edu.co

I. INTRODUCTION

It is the common wisdom in science that, at the end, all theories are effective. In their purpose of describing Nature in the most faithful way, each scientific theory comes with its own built-in range of applicability, and General Relativity (GR) is not the exception. Perhaps, the most emblematic phenomenon in GR that signals the breakdown of the theory is the existence of singularities. Whether a consistent quantum gravity theory or just a modification of the classical gravitational theory is needed to bypass the failures of GR, it is something unknown at the moment. Therefore, the quest for advancement in the understanding of the gravitational interaction calls for an exploration of both alternatives.

In the world of the (classical) modified gravity theories, Lovelock’s theorem [1, 2] in the early 70’s gave the community a strong lesson: there is no way to modify GR in four dimensions if the action is to be constructed with the metric and its first- and second-order derivatives and the field equations are to be of second order. Thus, one of the most reasonable ways to proceed is to add more gravitational degrees of freedom, for example, a scalar field. This is the realm of the Horndeski-inspired gravity theories.

The family of Horndeski-inspired theories of modified gravity is growing. The story began in 1974 when Gregory W. Horndeski constructed the most general scalar-tensor theory that gives rise to second-order field equations [3]. Two years later, he exported the ideas of his previous work to the case of a vector-tensor theory with a U(1) gauge invariance [4]. These pioneer works slept well under the dust of time until his scalar-tensor theory was rediscovered in 2009 as the Galileon theory [5–9]. They being just the next step to extend the Lovelock’s results on gravity theories, it is quite surprising that the modified gravity community took almost forty years to pay appropriate attention to Horndeski’s efforts.

Much has been done since 2009 in the study of the theoretical, astrophysical, and cosmological consequences of these theories (see the following interesting reviews and references therein: [10–13]). Multi-Galileon theories have been constructed [14–23], the p-form Galileons have been too [24–26], so has been the generalization to the Proca theory^1 [28–32], as well as has been the generalization of the SU(2) Yang-Mills theory^2 [33–36] (see also Ref. [37]). Even more, the generalized scalar-vector-tensor theory that merges the Horndeski theory with the generalized Proca theory (GP) has been built quite recently [38]. It was later recognized that the Ostrogradski-ghost-free theories space^3 is much wider. Having second-order field equations for the purely scalar, vector, and tensor sectors of these theories, as well as for the mixed sectors, is desirable, very convenient indeed, but unnecessary to avoid the hateful Ostrogradski’s ghost as long as the respective Lagrangians are degenerate. Thus, several new terms were added to the original Lagrangians, terms that give rise to higher-order field equations without spoiling the healthiness of the theories. Such new terms were collectively called “beyond”: beyond Horndeski terms [42, 43], beyond Proca terms [44, 45], and beyond SU(2) Proca terms [34, 35].

The complete set of Lagrangian pieces that preserve the healthiness of the scalar-tensor theory no matter if the field equations are second order or not gives shape to what is called the extended scalar-tensor theory or the degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor theory (DHOST) [46–49]. The degeneracy of the kinetic matrix corresponds to the primary constraint-enforcing relation required for the propagation of the right number of degrees of freedom. This is not enough, in general, but it is for DHOST [50]. In the similar fashion, the complete set of Lagrangian pieces that preserve the healthiness of the vector-tensor theory was intended to be obtained in Ref. [51], its authors having reached partial success. This is because there is no proof yet that the primary constraint-enforcing relation is enough to close the constraint algebra [52–54]. Moreover, the authors did not investigate whether the mixed and non-mixed sectors of the theory are healthy or not. Something similar happened with the construction of the GSU2P^4: in Ref. [33], the action was built having in mind just the primary constraint-enforcing relation which turned out not to be sufficient because a secondary constraint-enforcing relation was unveiled in Refs. [52, 53]. Several terms were discarded in the original GSU2P because they were equivalent to others in the Lagrangian up to total derivatives; unfortunately, those total derivatives did not satisfy the secondary constraint-enforcing relation, forcing the reconstruction of the GSU2P from scratch, a task that was carried out successfully in Refs. [34, 35].

1 This is the extension of the 1976 Horndeski’s vector-tensor theory to the case of broken gauge invariance. The reason for the explicit breaking of the invariance under local U(1) transformations comes from the severe restrictions the latter imposes when trying to implement a vector field as a new gravitational degree of freedom. Horndeski’s 1976 construction gives faith of this circumstance. The respective no-go theorem in flat spacetime is presented in Ref. [27].

2 This is also known as the generalized SU(2) Proca theory (GSU2P).

3 Ostrogradski’s ghost is responsible for a Hamiltonian unbounded from below [39], see also Refs. [40, 41]. 4 As with the GP, the construction of a gauge-invariant GSU2P is highly restrictive and actually not necessary: the GSU2P pretends just to be an effective theory without any connection to the gauge theories that describe the electromagnetic and nuclear fundamental interactions. The global invariance of this theory under SU(2) internal transformations has actually to do with the natural realization of the cosmological principle (see Refs. [34, 55]). On the other hand, the invariance under global transformations presents quite frequently in Nature; for instance, Special Relativity, as an effective theory of space and time, is a theory invariant under global Poincaré transformations.

It is the purpose of this paper to give a step ahead in the construction of the extended version of the GSU2P. To this end, we follow the techniques of Refs. [46, 51] to build the version of the GSU2P that implements the primary constraint-enforcing relation in the most general possible way^5. To make it less difficult, although it is already difficult enough, we concentrate just in the sector of the theory that involves two first-order derivatives of the vector field with the addition of a non-minimal coupling to the Ricci scalar via an arbitrary function of the vector field. We impose additional restrictions to the obtained theory coming from the requirement that the decoupling limit of the Lagrangian is degenerate as well. We expect to complete our task in the future by investigating the addition of more terms to the Lagrangian that exhibit non-minimal couplings to the curvature^6, the constraint algebra of the theory, and the other mixed and non-mixed sectors of it. Interesting astrophysical and cosmological applications surely await us, such as those already explored for the EVT [58] and the GSU2P [55, 59]^7.

The layout of the paper is as follows: in Section II, we introduce the extended SU(2) Proca action, split conveniently into four pieces. The 3+1 decomposition of this action is performed in Section III. In Section IV, a clever change of basis is carried out so that it is much less difficult to obtain the conditions for the degeneracy of the kinetic matrix. The latter is performed in Section V. The same recipe is followed for the decoupling limit of the theory in Section VI. Finally, the conclusions are presented in Section VII.

Throughout the text, Greek indices are space-time indices and run from 0 to 3, while Latin indices, the first of the alphabet, label both internal SU(2) group indices and the vectors in the two bases introduced in the text. These Latin indices run from 1 to 3. The sign convention is the (+++) according to Misner, Thorne, and Wheeler [61].

II. THE EXTENDED SU(2) PROCA ACTION

In this section, we present part of the action of the new Extended SU(2) Proca theory. To some degree, we follow the seminal works in Refs. [46] and [51] (scalar-tensor and vector-tensor degenerate theories, respectively). Nonetheless, we extend the procedure in those papers to the case of non-Abelian vector-tensor theories.

First, in order to simplify the discussion, we split the action into four pieces, three of them being S_A, S_S , and the mixed term S_{AS} , corresponding to terms proportional to the antisymmetric tensor A^a_{μν} ≡ ∇_μB^a_ν − ∇_ν B^a_μ, the symmetric tensor S^a_{μν} ≡ ∇_μB^a_ν + ∇_ν B^a_μ, and the combinations between A^a_{μν} and S^a_{μν} , respectively. In the previous definitions, ∇_μ is the space-time covariant derivative, and B^a_μ is the vector field that belongs to the Lie algebra of the SU(2) group of global transformations under which the action is made invariant. The fourth piece corresponds to a non-minimal coupling of B^a_μ to gravity via the Ricci scalar.

We begin with the most general action constructed from two powers of the antisymmetric tensor A^a_{μν} and that is invariant under global SU(2) transformations:

S_A = � d^4x √ −g � C^{μνρσ}_{ab} A^a_{μν} A^b_{ρσ} � , (1)

where g is the determinant of the space-time metric g_{μν} . In this expression, the tensor C^{μνρσ}_{ab} is built up out of g^{μν} , the orientability 4-form ε^{μνρσ} in the space-time manifold, the vector field B^a_μ, the metric of the SU(2) Lie group (which is proportional to the Kronecker delta), and the orientability 3-form ε_{abc} in the SU(2) manifold. Since the numbers of combinations of tensors that can be included in C^{μνρσ}_{ab} is quite large, we restrict ourselves to the case where there is at most a second power of A^a_{μν} . We can write the tensor C^{μνρσ}_{ab} as follows:

C^{μνρσ}_{ab} ≡ E^{μνρσ} δ_{ab} + H^{μνρσ}_{ab} , (2)

where

E^{μνρσ} ≡ α_1 g^{μρ}g^{νσ} + α_2 ε^{μνρσ} + α_3 ε^{μρσβ} B^ν_c B^c_β + α_4 g^{μβ}g^{νσ} g^{ρα}B_{αc}B^c_β , (3)

5 The GP and the GSU2P implement the primary constraint-enforcing relation so that the temporal component of the vector field is the one that does not propagate. In the extended vector-tensor theory (EVT) [51] as well as in the extended version of the GSU2P we want to start building in this paper, the non-propagating degree of freedom can be any linear combination of components of the vector field, see also Refs. [56, 57].

6 We already know from Ref. [34] that couplings to both the Riemann tensor and the Einstein tensor are non trivial. 7 The cosmological inflationary application of the GSU2P [55] is indeed very interesting: constant-roll inflation is realized as an attractor curve whose attraction basin covers most of the available phase space. This contributes significantly to the solution of the inflationary initial conditions problem. In addition, the scenario is free of Big-Bang singularities, and can help with the production of primordial black holes that might serve as dark matter as described in Ref. [60].

and H^{μνρσ}_{ab} ≡ β_1 g^{νρ}ε^{μσαβ} B_{αa}B_{βb} + β_2 ε^{μρσβ} B^ν_a B_{βb} + β_3 ε^{μρσβ} B^ν_b B_{βa} + β_4 ε^{μνρσ} B_{αa}B^α_b + β_5 g^{μβ}g^{νσ} g^{ρα}B_{αa}B_{βb} +β_6 g^{μβ} g^{νσ}g^{ρα}B_{αb}B_{βa} + β_7 g^{μσ} g^{νρ}B_{αa}B^α_b . (4) The couplings in Eqs. (3) and (4) are functions of X ≡ B^a_μB^μ_a , i.e., α_i = α_i(X) and β_i = β_i(X). Nonetheless, we omit the argument of these coupling functions, and similar ones later introduced, throughout the paper.

Similarly, we use the symmetric tensor S^a_{μν} to build the action

S_S = � d^4x √ −g �~ C^{μνρσ}_{ab} S^a_{μν} S^b_{ρσ} � . (5)

As before, we split the tensor C̃^{μνρσ}_{ab} into two pieces:

C̃^{μνρσ}_{ab} ≡ Ẽ^{μνρσ} δ_{ab} + H̃^{μνρσ}_{ab} , (6)

where Ẽ^{μνρσ} = γ_1 g^{μν} g^{ρσ} + γ_2 g^{μρ}g^{νσ} + γ_3 g^{μν} B^ρ_c B^{σc} + γ_4 g^{μρ}B^ν_c B^{σc} , (7) and H̃^{μνρσ}_{ab} ≡ ω_1 g^{μν} g^{ρσ} B^α_a B_{αb} + ω_2 g^{μν} B^ρ_a B^σ_b + ω_3 g^{μρ}g^{νσ}B^α_a B_{αb} + ω_4 g^{μρ}B^ν_a B^σ_b + ω_5 g^{μρ}B^σ_a B^ν_b + ω_6 g^{νρ}ε^{μσαβ} B_{αa}B_{βb} . (8) Now, we construct an action containing the tensor product of A^a_{μν} and S^a_{μν} as

S_{AS} = � d^4x √ −g � Ĉ^{μνρσ}_{ab} A^a_{μν} S^b_{ρσ} � . (9)

Here, the tensor Ĉ^{μνρσ}_{ab} is written as Ĉ^{μνρσ}_{ab} ≡ Ê^{μνρσ} δ_{ab} + Ĥ^{μνρσ}_{ab} , (10)

where Ê^{μνρσ} ≡ χ_1 g^{μρ}B^ν_c B^{σc} + χ_2 ε^{μνσβ} B^ρ_c B^c_β , (11) and Ĥ^{μνρσ}_{ab} ≡ κ_1 g^{μρ}B^ν_a B^σ_b + κ_2 g^{μρ}B^σ_a B^ν_b + κ_3 g^{ρσ} B^μ_a B^ν_b

+κ_4 g^{νρ}ε^{μσαβ} B_{αa}B_{βb} + κ_5 g^{ρσ} ε^{μναβ} B_{αa}B_{βb} + κ_6 ε^{μνσβ} B^ρ_a B_{βb} + κ_7 ε^{μνσβ} B^ρ_b B_{βa} . (12) Finally, collecting all the contributions from Eqs. (1), (5), and (9), we have that part of the most general non-Abelian vector-tensor theory containing up to first-order derivatives of the vector field B^a_μ is given by S = � d^4x √ −g [f(X)R] + S_A + S_S + S_{AS} , (13)

where, for simplicity, we have restricted to two powers of the first-order derivatives of the vector field, up to two powers of the vector field itself before multiplying each derivative term by the respective coupling function, and to a non-minimal coupling of the vector field with the Ricci scalar^8. Notice that, for f = 1, the first term in the previous expression is simply the Einstein-Hilbert action (in suitable units).

In the following sections, we study the degeneracy of the extended SU(2) Proca theory given by the action in

8 There certainly exist non-minimal couplings to gravity involving either the Riemann tensor or the Einstein tensor (see Ref. [34]). We expect us to consider them in a future publication.

Eq. (13). In order to achieve this, we look for some algebraic relations between the coupling functions, α_i, β_i, γ_i, ω_i, χ_i and κ_i, such that the kinetic matrix of the theory is degenerate (i.e., it has a zero determinant). Thus, our first step in the next section is to decompose the Lagrangian of the theory using the 3 + 1 ADM formalism [62].

III. 3+1 DECOMPOSITION

In this section, we rewrite the Lagrangian using the 3 + 1 decomposition. This procedure is crucial when we want to understand the evolution of a theory for a quite general form of the metric tensor (for instance, when one wants to study the degeneracy properties of a Lagrangian). Following Refs. [46, 51], we first split the time derivatives from the spatial ones using a covariant 3+1 decomposition of the spacetime; i.e., we do not introduce a coordinate system. Instead, we work with tensors that are decomposed into time-like and space-like components.

We assume the existence of a space-time foliation with 3-dimensional space-like hypersurfaces Σ_t. Then, we introduce a unit vector n^μ which is both normal to the hypersurfaces and timelike (i.e., it satisfies the normalization condition n_μn^μ = −1) . This foliation induces a three-dimensional metric h_{μν} on the spatial hypersurfaces Σ_t which is defined by: [46, 51, 62]

h_{μν} ≡ g_{μν} + n_μn_ν . (14)

The SU(2) Proca field B^a_μ can be decomposed using this induced metric and the normal vector n^μ as

B^a_μ = −n_μB^a_∗ + B̂^a_μ , (15)

where B^a_∗ ≡ n^μB^a_μ and B̂^a_μ ≡ h^ν_μB^a_ν are the normal and spatial projections of B^a_μ, respectively.

The time direction vector t^μ ≡ ∂/∂t, associated with a time coordinate t that labels the slicing of space-like hypersurfaces, can also be decomposed as

t^μ = Nn^μ + N^μ , (16)

where N and N^μ are the lapse function and the shift vector (which is orthogonal to n^μ). We also define the “time derivative” of any spatial tensor as the spatial projection of its Lie derivative with respect to t^μ and which we denote by a dot. Thus, in our case, we have Ḃ^a_∗ ≡ t^μ∇_μB^a_∗ , (17) ^̇Ba_μ ≡ hν_μL_tB̂a_ν = hν_μ (tρ∇_ρB̂a_ν + B̂a_ρ ∇_ν tρ) . (18)

The covariant derivative of the normal vector can be decomposed into the extrinsic curvature K_{μν} and acceleration vector a_μ:

∇_μn_ν = −n_μa_ν + K_{μν} , (19)

where

a^μ ≡ n^ν ∇_ν n^μ , (20)

K_{μν} ≡ h^ρ_μh^σ_ν ∇_ρn_σ = 1 2N �˙ h_{μν} − D_μN_ν − D_ν N_μ � , (21)

where D_μ denotes the 3-dimensional covariant derivative associated with the spatial metric h_{μν} .

Using the above definitions, the covariant derivative of the vector field reads [46, 51]

∇_μB^a_ν = n_μn_ν (Ḃ^a_∗ − a^ρB̂^a_ρ ) + n_μ(− ^̇B^a_ν + K_ν^ρB̂^a_ρ + a_ν B^a_∗ ) + n_ν (K_μ^ρB̂^a_ρ − D_μB^a_∗ ) + D_μB̂^a_ν − K_{μν} B^a_∗ , (22)

such that the only relevant terms for the kinetic part of the Lagrangian (i.e., the ones with the “time derivative”) are (∇_μB^a_ν )_{kin} = n_μn_νḂ^a_∗ + n_μ(− ^̇B^a_ν + K_ν^ρB̂^a_ρ ) + n_ν K_μ^ρB̂^a_ρ − K_{μν} B^a_∗ . (23)

Thus, the kinetic part of the Lagrangian in Eq. (13), quadratic in ∇_μB^a_ν , can be written as

L_{kin} = A_{ab}Ḃ^a_∗ Ḃ^b_∗ + 2B^σ_{ab}Ḃ^a_∗ ^̇B^b_σ + 2C^{αβ}_a Ḃ^a_∗ K_{αβ} + D^{νσ}_{ab} ^̇B^a_ν ^̇B^b_σ + 2E^{ναβ}_a ^̇B^a_ν K_{αβ} + F^{αβρσ} K_{αβ} K_{ρσ} , (24)

where the expressions for the coefficients are given in Appendix A. In these expressions, we have also considered the contribution of the Ricci scalar given by: [46, 51, 62]

R =^{(3)}R + K_{μν} K^{μν} − K^2 − 2∇_μ(a^μ − Kn^μ) , (25)

where^{(3)}R is the three-dimensional Ricci scalar constructed with h_{μν} and K ≡ γ^{μν} K_{μν} .

Using the previous definitions, the kinetic Lagrangian can be written in terms of a matrix (which is called the kinetic matrix) as

L_{kin} = � Ḃa_∗ ^̇Ba_ν K_{ρδ} � � � A_{ab} B^σ_{ab} C^{αβ}_a B^ν_{ab} D^{νσ}_{ab} E^{ναβ}_a C^{ρδ}_b E^{σρδ}_b F^{αβρδ}

� � � � Ḃ^b_∗ ^̇B_{bσ} K_{αβ}

� � . (26)

It is hard to study the degeneracy properties of the kinetic matrix in its present form. Therefore, in the next section we propose a suitable vector-tensor basis in order to have a matrix whose entries are scalars [46, 51]. In fact, we will see that such a basis will lead us to a block-diagonal matrix.

IV. CHANGE OF BASIS

In this section, we perform a change of bases on the hypersurfaces Σ_t and the internal space of SU(2) in order to determine the degeneracy properties of the kinetic matrix in Eq. (26).

For the internal space, we propose a basis with three orthonormal vectors {W^a_i }. These vectors are chosen such that W^a_1 coincides with the direction of B^a_∗ and the other two normal and orthogonal vectors being arbitrary in the vector subspace orthogonal to W^a_1 :

{W^a_i } = � W^a_1 ≡

B^a_∗ |B_∗|

, W^a_2 , W^a_3 � . (27)

In the previous expression, |B_∗| ≡ √ B_{∗a}B_∗^a. Thus, the orthonormality relation reads

W^a_i W_{j a} = δ_{ij} . (28)

Notice that the i, j, k indices label in this case the vectors in the basis.

Similarly, we propose an orthonormal basis with three vectors {V^i_μ} for the three-dimensional hypersurfaces. These vectors are chosen such that V^1_μ lies along the direction of B̂^1_μ and the other two normal and orthogonal vectors being arbitrary in the vector subspace orthogonal to V^1_μ :

{V^i_μ} = � � � V^1_μ ≡

B̂1_μ � B̂1_νB̂ν_1

, V^2_μ , V^3_μ � � � . (29)

These three vectors fulfil the relations

V^i_μ V^{μj} = δ^{ij} and n^μV^i_μ = 0 . (30)

Therefore, all three vectors V^i_μ are orthogonal to n^μ. Notice that the super-index “1” in the left-hand side of the definition of V^1_μ corresponds to the labeling “1” of the three vectors of the basis, while the one on the right-hand side corresponds to a = 1 of B̂^a_μ.

A. Vector decomposition

Using the two bases {W^a_i } and {V^i_μ}, we can decompose B^a_∗ and B̂^a_μ as

B^a_∗ = B̃_∗^i W^a_i and B̂^a_μ = ^̃B^k_i W^a_k V^i_μ , (31)

where B̃_∗^i and ^̃B^k_i are the components of B^a_∗ and B̂^a_μ in the bases {W^a_i } and {V^i_μ}. Combining Eq. (27) with the first equation of the previous expression, we get

B^a_∗ = |B_∗|W^a_1 = B̃_∗^1W^a_1 + B̃_∗^2W^a_2 + B̃_∗^3W^a_3 . (32)

Thus, we see that B̃_∗^2 = B̃_∗^3 = 0. Similarly, using Eq. (29), we observe that

B̂^1_μ = � B̂1_νB̂ν_1 V^1_μ = V^1_μ (W^1_k ^̃B^k_1 ) + V^2_μ (W^1_k ^̃B^k_2 ) + V^3_μ (W^1_k ^̃B^k_3 ) . (33)

Then, we have W^1_k ^̃B^k_1 = � B̂1_νB̂ν_1 and W 2_k ^̃Bk_2 = W 3_k ^̃Bk_3 = 0. Here, we can make a further assumption and set ^̃B_{k2} = ^̃B_{k3} = 0.

B. Tensor decomposition

Finally, using the {V^i_μ} vector basis, we can define six independent symmetric matrices (U^I_{μν} , I = 1, ..., 6):

U^1_{μν} ≡ V^1_μ V^1_ν , U^2_{μν} ≡ 1 √ 2 (γ_{μν} − U^1_{μν} ) , U^3_{μν} ≡ 1 √ 2 (V^2_μ V^2_ν − V^3_μ V^3_ν ) ,

U^4_{μν} ≡ 1 √ 2 (V^2_μ V^3_ν + V^2_ν V^3_μ ) , U^5_{μν} ≡ 1 √ 2 (V^2_μ V^1_ν + V^2_ν V^1_μ ) , U^6_{μν} ≡ 1 √ 2 (V^3_μ V^1_ν + V^3_ν V^1_μ ) , (34)

which satisfy the relations^9

U^I_{μν} U^{J μν} = δ^{IJ} and γ^μ_{(ρ}γ^ν_{σ)} = δ_{IJ} U^{I μν} U^J_{ρσ} . (35)

In other words, the basis {U^I_{μν} } spans the space of symmetric tensors on Σ_t. Then, we can decompose K_{μν} using this tensor basis as

K_{μν} = K_I U^I_{μν} . (36)

Introducing the decomposition of Ḃ_∗^a, ^̇B^a_μ, and K_{μν} in Eq. (24), we obtain the following Lagrangian containing

9 The symmetrization and antisymmetrization operations are normalized.

only scalar quantities:

L_{kin} = A_1( ˙B̃^1_∗ )^2 + A_2( ˙B̃^2_∗ )^2 + A_3( ˙B̃^3_∗ )^2 + 2A_4( ˙B̃^1_∗ )( ˙B̃^2_∗ ) + 2A_5( ˙B̃^1_∗ )( ˙B̃^3_∗ ) + 2A_6( ˙B̃^2_∗ )( ˙B̃^3_∗ )

+2B_1( ˙B̃^1_∗ )( ^̇~ B^1 ) + 2B_2( ˙B̃^1_∗ )( ^̇~ B^2_1 ) + 2B_3( ˙B̃^1_∗ )( ^̇~ B^3_1 ) + 2B_4( ˙B̃^2_∗ )( ^̇~ B^1 ) + 2B_5( ˙B̃^3_∗ )( ^̇~ B^1 )

+2B_6( ˙B̃^2_∗ )( ^̇~ B^2_1 ) + B_6( ˙B̃^3_∗ )( ^̇~ B^3_1 )

+2C_1K_1( ˙B̃^1_∗ ) + 2C_2K_2( ˙B̃^1_∗ ) + 2C_3K_1( ˙B̃^2_∗ ) + 2C_4K_2( ˙B̃^2_∗ ) + 2C_5K_1( ˙B̃^3_∗ ) + 2C_6K_2( ˙B̃^3_∗ )

+D_1( ^̇~ B^1 )^2 + D_2( ^̇~ B^2_1 )^2 + D_3( ^̇~ B^3_1 )^2 + D_4( ^̇~ B^1 )( ^̇~ B^2_1 ) + D_5( ^̇~ B^1 )( ^̇~ B^3_1 ) + D_6( ^̇~ B^2_1 )( ^̇~ B^3_1 )

+D_7( ^̇~ B^1_2 )^2 + D_8( ^̇~ B^2 )^2 + D_9( ^̇~ B^3_2 )^2 + D_{10}( ^̇~ B^1_3 )^2 + D_{11}( ^̇~ B^2_3 )^2 + D_{12}( ^̇~ B^3 )^2

+D_{13}( ^̇~ B^1_2 )( ^̇~ B^2 ) + D_{14}( ^̇~ B^1_2 )( ^̇~ B^3_2 ) + D_{15}( ^̇~ B^1_2 )( ^̇~ B^2_3 ) + D_{16}( ^̇~ B^1_2 )( ^̇~ B^3 ) + D_{17}( ^̇~ B^2 )( ^̇~ B^3_2 )

+D_{18}( ^̇~ B^2 )( ^̇~ B^1_3 ) + D_{19}( ^̇~ B^3_2 )( ^̇~ B^1_3 ) + D_{20}( ^̇~ B^1_3 )( ^̇~ B^2_3 ) + D_{21}( ^̇~ B^1_3 )( ^̇~ B^3 ) + D_{22}( ^̇~ B^2_3 )( ^̇~ B^3 )

+2E_1K_1( ^̇~ B^1 ) + 2E_2K_2( ^̇~ B^1 ) + 2E_3K_1( ^̇~ B^2_1 ) + 2E_4K_2( ^̇~ B^2_1 ) + 2E_5K_1( ^̇~ B^3_1 ) + 2E_6K_2( ^̇~ B^3_1 )

+2E_7K_5( ^̇~ B^1_2 ) + 2E_8K_6( ^̇~ B^1_2 ) + 2E_9K_5( ^̇~ B^2 ) + 2E_{10}K_6( ^̇~ B^2 ) + 2E_{11}K_1( ^̇~ B^3_2 ) + 2E_{12}K_2( ^̇~ B^3_2 )

+2E_{13}K_5( ^̇~ B^1_3 ) + 2E_{14}K_6( ^̇~ B^1_3 ) + 2E_{15}K_5( ^̇~ B^2_3 ) + 2E_{16}K_6( ^̇~ B^2_3 ) + 2E_{17}K_5( ^̇~ B^3 ) + 2E_{18}K_6( ^̇~ B^3 )

+F_1K^2_1 + F_2K^2_2 + 2F_3K_1K_2 + F_5(K^2_3 + K^2_4 ) + F_4(K^2_5 + K^2_6 ) , (37)

where the coefficients are given in Appendix B. We can rewrite this kinetic Lagrangian using two 8 × 8 matrices

and one 2 × 2 matrix as follows:

L_{kin} = � m^T m^T_1 m^T_2 � � � M 0 0

0 M_1 0

0 0 M_2 � � � � m m_1

m_2 � � , (38)

where we have introduced the vectors^{10} m ≡ { ˙B̃_∗^1, ˙B̃_∗^2, ˙B̃_∗^3, ^̇~ B^1_1 , ^̇~ B^2_1 , ^̇~ B^3_1 , K_1, K_2},

m_1 ≡ { ^̇~ B^1_2 , ^̇~ B^2_2 , ^̇~ B^3_2 , ^̇~ B^1_3 , ^̇~ B^2_3 , ^̇~ B^3_3 , K_5, K_6}, and m_2 ≡ {K_3, K_4}, and the matrices M, M_1, and M_2 have the

following structures:

M ≡

� � � � � � � � � �

A_1 A_4 A_5 B_1 B_2 B_3 C_1 C_2

A_4 A_2 A_6 B_4 B_6 0 C_3 C_4

A_5 A_6 A_3 B_5 0 B_6 C_5 C_6

B_1 B_4 B_5 D_1 D_4 D_5 E_1 E_2

B_2 B_6 0 D_4 D_2 D_6 E_3 E_4

B_3 0 B_6 D_5 D_6 D_3 E_5 E_6

C_1 C_3 C_5 E_1 E_3 E_5 F_1 F_3

C_2 C_4 C_6 E_2 E_4 E_6 F_3 F_2

� � � � � � � � � � , M_1 ≡

� � � � � � � � � �

D_7 D_{13} D_{14} 0 D_{15} D_{16} E_7 E_8

D_{13} D_8 D_{17} D_{18} 0 0 E_9 E_{10}

D_{14} D_{17} D_9 D_{19} 0 0 E_{11} E_{12}

0 D_{18} D_{19} D_{10} D_{20} D_{21} E_{13} E_{14}

D_{15} 0 0 D_{20} D_{11} D_{22} E_{15} E_{16}

D_{16} 0 0 D_{21} D_{22} D_{12} E_{17} E_{18}

E_7 E_9 E_{11} E_{13} E_{15} E_{17} F_4 0

E_8 E_{10} E_{12} E_{14} E_{16} E_{18} 0 F_4

� � � � � � � � � � , (39)

M_2 ≡ � F_5 0

0 F_5 � . (40)

These matrices correspond to the scalar, vector, and tensor sectors of the kinetic matrix respectively.

V. DEGENERACY OF THE SCALAR, VECTOR, AND TENSOR SECTORS

In this section, we investigate the conditions under which the full kinetic matrix is degenerate. Given the structure

of this matrix, it being block-diagonal, we see that there are three possible ways of setting the determinant equal

10 It is worth recalling that we are using the notation introduced in Eq. (31).

to zero (the determinant of each submatrix equal to zero independently). In this paper, we focus on the scalar and the vector sectors. Regarding M_2, and according to its structure (see Eq. (40)), the degeneracy of the tensor sector would lead to a condition which is basis dependent; hence, we do not consider the tensor sector in this paper.

1. Degeneracy of the scalar sector.

We start with the degeneracy of M. In this case, a sufficient condition for its degeneracy is given by

γ_1 + γ_2 = 0 , γ_3 + γ_4 = 0 , and χ_1 = 0 . (41)

Other conditions are possible, of course, but they are quite difficult to obtain because of the high dimension of M and the complexity of the matrix entries presented in Appendix B.

The constraints in Eq. (41) produce one zero eigenvalue in M which corresponds to a second-class primary constraint in the language of Dirac’s algorithm [63] (see an interesting description of this algorithm applied to Maxwell and Proca vector fields in Ref. [53]). This relation removes half a degree of freedom in the scalar sector.

2. Degeneracy of the vector sector.

A sufficient condition for the degeneracy of M_1 is given by

α_4 = 0 , γ_2 + α_1 = 0 , and χ_1 − γ_4 = 0 . (42)

As in the previous case, other solutions are possible but are quite difficult to obtain because of the same reasons.

The constraints in Eq. (42) produce two zero eigenvalues which correspond to two second-class primary constraints that remove one degree of freedom in the vector sector.

Overall, the sufficient conditions in Eqs. (41) and (42) remove one and a half degrees of freedom. The imposition of second-class secondary constraints will remove another one and a half degrees of freedom leading to a total of three degrees of freedom, one in the scalar sector and the other two in the vector sector. Hence, no comparison is possible between the theory developed here and the GSU2P [34] as the latter was constructed so that the unphysical three degrees of freedom are all removed from the scalar sector. Obtaining the second-class secondary constraints is a non-trivial task as can be deduced from Ref. [53], and its application to the specific theory is not either (see, for instance, Ref. [34] for the case of the GSU2P). As such, this is beyond the scope of this paper.

Hence, a sufficient condition to remove three degrees of freedom is given by the combination of the constraints in Eqs. (41) and (42), i.e.,

α_1 = γ_1 = −γ_2 and α_4 = γ_3 = γ_4 = χ_1 = 0 . (43)

VI. DECOUPLING LIMIT OF THE THEORY

In this section, we study the decoupling limit of the constructed theory. Our goal is to check whether the resulting theory is also degenerate. If the decoupling limit is not degenerate, the longitudinal modes of the vector fields considered in the original theory of Eq. (13) are not healthy. The action of the decoupling limit is found by using the replacement B^a_μ → ∇_μϕ^a. Given the structure of A^a_{μν} , we realize that both S_A and S_{AS} vanish in the decoupling limit. Thus, we find that the action associated to the decoupling limit comes from the first and the third terms in Eq. (13):

S_{d.l.} = � d^4x √ −g 4 � 1 4 f(∇^μϕ^a∇_μϕ_a) R + γ_1∇^μ∇_μϕ_a∇^ρ∇_ρϕ^a + γ_2∇_μ∇_ν ϕ_a∇^μ∇^ν ϕ^a

+ γ_3(∇^ρϕ_c∇^σ ϕ^c)∇^μ∇_μϕ_a∇_ρ∇_σ ϕ^a + γ_4(∇^ν ϕ_c∇^σ ϕ^c)∇_μ∇_ν ϕ_a∇^μ∇_σ ϕ^a + ω_1(∇^αϕ_a∇_αϕ_b)∇^μ∇_μϕ^a∇^ρ∇_ρϕ^b + ω_2(∇^ρϕ_a∇^σ ϕ_b)∇^μ∇_μϕ^a∇_ρ∇_σ ϕ^b + ω_3(∇^αϕ_a∇_αϕ_b)∇_μ∇_ν ϕ^a∇^μ∇^ν ϕ^b + ω_4(∇^ν ϕ_a∇^σ ϕ_b)∇_μ∇_ν ϕ^a∇^μ∇_σ ϕ^b

+ω_5(∇^σ ϕ_a∇^ν ϕ_b)∇_μ∇_ν ϕ^a∇^μ∇_σϕ^b + ω_6(∇_αϕ_a∇_β ϕ_b)ε^{μσαβ} ∇_μ∇_ν ϕ^a∇^ν ∇_σ ϕ^b � . (44)

We see that this action contains second-order derivatives of ϕ^a. Therefore, it corresponds to a scalar multiple-field higher-order theory. In order to study the degeneracy properties of this action, we introduce an auxiliary field which leads to an action with first derivatives only (as is done in Ref. [46]). Therefore, we write Z^a_μ = ∇_μϕ^a in order not to confuse the auxiliary field with the original field B^a_μ. By doing so, we obtain the action

S_{d.l.} = � d^4x √ −g 4 � 1 4 f(Z^μ_a Z^a_μ) R + γ_1∇^μZ_{μa}∇^ρZ^a_ρ + γ_2∇_μZ_{νa}∇^μZ^{νa}

+ γ_3(Z^ρ_c Z^{σc})∇^μZ_{μa}∇_ρZ^a_σ + γ_4(Z^ν_c Z^{σc})∇_μZ_{νa}∇^μZ^a_σ + ω_1(Z^α_a Z_{αb})∇^μZ^a_μ∇^ρZ^b_ρ + ω_2(Z^ρ_a Z^σ_b )∇^μZ^a_μ∇_ρZ^b_σ + ω_3(Z^α_a Z_{αb})∇_μZ^a_ν ∇^μZ^{νb}

+ω_4(Z^ν_a Z^σ_b )∇_μZ^a_ν ∇^μZ^b_σ + ω_5(Z^σ_a Z^ν_b )∇_μZ^a_ν ∇^μZ^b_σ + ω_6(Z_{αa}Z_{βb})ε^{μσαβ} ∇_μZ^a_ν ∇^ν Z^b_σ � . (45)

As we did before, we use the 3 + 1 formalism to rewrite the covariant derivative of the auxiliary field. Then, we first express the vector field Z^a_μ using its parallel and orthogonal components with respect to the hypersurfaces: Z^a_μ = −Z^a_∗ n_μ + Ẑ^a_μ. Following what we did in the vector-tensor theory, we write the covariant derivative of Z^a_μ using the “temporal” and the “spatial” components. Since ∇_μZ^a_ν = ∇_ν Z^a_μ, the temporal derivative of Ẑ^a_μ can be written in terms of quantities associated to the foliation itself; therefore, it can be removed from the covariant derivative. Thus, the kinetic Lagrangian can be written in terms of Ż^a_∗ and K_{μν} only:

L_{kin} = Ã_{ab}Ż^a_∗ Ż^b_∗ + F̃^{αβρσ} K_{αβ} K_{ρσ} + 2C̃^{αβ}_a Ż^a_∗ K_{αβ} . (46)

We can rewrite this action in a matrix form as follows:

L_{kin} = �˙ Z^a_∗ K_{ρσ} � �~ A_{ab} C̃^{αβ}_a C̃^{ρσ}_b F̃ αβρσ � � Żb_∗ K_{αβ} � , (47)

where the entries of the kinetic matrix are given in Appendix C.

Following the methodology outlined for the vector-tensor theory, we introduce two vector bases: one on the hypersurface and one in the internal SU(2) space. For the internal space, we have the set of vectors

{W^a_j } = � W^a_1 ≡

Z^a_∗ |Z_∗|

, W^a_2 , W^a_3 � such that W^a_k W^l_a = δ^l_k . (48)

On the hypersurfaces, we have

{V^j_μ } = � � � V^1_μ ≡

Ẑ1_μ � Ẑ1_μẐ^μ_1

, V^2_μ , V^3_μ � � � such that V^i_μ V^μ_j = δ^i_j . (49)

Using the two bases in Eqs. (48) and (49), we write the components of the vector field as follows:

Z^a_∗ = Z̃_∗^iW^a_i , Ẑ^a_μ = ^̃Z^k_i W^a_k V^i_μ . (50)

According to the choice of basis vectors, Eqs. (48) and (49), we have

Z^a_∗ = |Z_∗|W^a_1 = Z̃_∗^1W^a_1 + Z̃_∗^2W^a_2 + Z̃_∗^3W^a_3 , (51) and Ẑ^1_μ = � Ẑ1_μẐ^μ_1 V^1_μ = V^1_μ (W^1_k ^̃Z^k_1 ) + V^2_μ (W^1_k ^̃Z^k_2 ) + V^3_μ (W^1_k ^̃Z^k_3 ) . (52)

Without loss of generality, we can make the following assumptions: Z̃_∗^2 = Z̃_∗^3 = 0, W^1_k ^̃Z^k_2 = 0, and W^1_k ^̃Z^k_3 = 0, where, from the last two expressions, we can make ^̃Z^k_2 = ^̃Z^k_3 = 0. Thus, after employing these assumptions, we write the kinetic Lagrangian as

L_{kin} = � ũ^T_1 ũ^T_2 � �~ M_1 0 0 M̃_2 � � ũ_1 ũ_2 � , (53)

where the vector components are ũ_1 ≡ ( ˙Z̃^1_∗ , ˙Z̃^2_∗ , ˙Z̃^3_∗ , K_1, K_2) and ũ_2 ≡ (K_5, K_6, K_3, K_4). On the other hand, each entry of the block-diagonal matrix in Eq. (53) has the structure

M̃_1 = � � � � � �

Ã_1 Ã_2 Ã_3 C̃_1 C̃_2 Ã_2 Ã_4 Ã_5 C̃_3 C̃_4 Ã_3 Ã_5 Ã_6 C̃_5 C̃_6 C̃_1 C̃_3 C̃_5 F̃_1 F̃_2 C̃_2 C̃_4 C̃_6 F̃_2 F̃_3

� � � � � � , (54)

M̃_2 = � � � � F̃_4 0 0 0 0 F̃_4 0 0 0 0 F̃_5 0 0 0 0 F̃_5

� � � � , (55)

where the entries of M̃_1 and M̃_2 are given in Appendix D.

Since the kinetic matrix in Eq. (53) is a block-diagonal matrix, we have two options for setting the full matrix degenerate.

A sufficient condition to get det M̃_1 = 0 is given by

γ_1 + γ_2 = 0 and γ_3 + γ_4 = 0 , (56)

which corresponds to the vanishing of just one eigenvalue. There exist more possibilities to make det M̃_1 = 0, but the dimension of the matrix and the complexity of the expressions in Appendix D allowed us to find out just this condition.

On the other hand, if we impose det M̃_2 = 0, we obtain the necessary and sufficient condition

ω_3 = 0 , γ_2 = 1 4X f , and γ_4 = ω_5 , (57)

where, in this case, X ≡ Z^μ_a Z^a_μ since we are considering the decoupling limit and we have used X = −Z^2_∗ + Ẑ^2. This condition corresponds to the vanishing of two eigenvalues.

Since there exist three longitudinal modes in the decoupling limit that experience higher-order field equations, it is necessary to remove three ghost degrees of freedom. The conditions in Eqs. (56) and (57) correspond to secondclass primary constraints that, therefore, remove one and a half degrees of freedom. The conservation in time of these primary constraints will lead to other three, secondary and second-class, constraints that remove another one and a half degrees of freedom. However, the respective Hamiltonian analysis and the obtaining and application of the secondary constraint-enforcing relation are beyond the scope of this paper.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

What we have done in this paper is to give a step forward in our intention of building the extended SU(2) vector-tensor theory that implements all the requirements to be considered a healthy theory. We have written all the possible simultaneously diffeomorphism- and group-invariant terms that can be written with a product of two first-order derivatives of the vector field B^a_μ and a coupling function of X ≡ B^a_μB^μ_a , and we have added them up to the non-minimal coupling of an arbitrary funcion of X to the Ricci scalar. We have found out the conditions for the degeneracy of the kinetic matrix that guarantee the implementation of the primary constraint-enforcing relation [46, 51] which, in turn, is a necessary condition for the propagation of the right number of degrees of freedom. We have also checked under which conditions the decoupling limit of this theory also has a degenerate kinetic matrix. Bringing together Eqs. (41), (42), (56), and (57), we conclude there exist at least one class of theories that satisfy our requirements and that is given by the combination of Eqs. (43), (56), and (57):

α_1 = γ_1 = −γ_2 = − 1 4X f , and α_4 = γ_3 = γ_4 = χ_1 = ω_3 = ω_5 = 0 . (58)

It is clear that this is not the end of the story. The constraint algebra must be studied for this class of theories and its respective decoupling limit. Only that way, as was done for the DHOST in Ref. [50] and for the complete Maxwell-Proca theory in Refs. [52, 53], we could be sure the constructed theories do propagate the right number of degrees of freedom and, therefore, are free of the Ostrogradski’s instability. We expect us to address this issue in a future publication. We also expect us to address the rich astrophysical and cosmological consequences of this theory and compare them with those of the EVT [58] and the GSU2P [55].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We acknowledge the anonymous referee for their crucial questioning that made us improve this paper in a fundamental way. A. G. C. was funded by Agencia Nacional de Investigación y Desarrollo ANID through the FONDECYT postdoctoral Grant No. 3210512. C. M. N. was supported by Vicerrectoría de Investigación y Extensión – Universidad Industrial de Santander Postdoctoral Fellowship Programme No. 2021000126. Y. R. has received funding/support from the Patrimonio Autónomo - Fondo Nacional de Financiamiento para la Ciencia, la Tecnología y la Innovación Francisco José de Caldas (MINCIENCIAS - COLOMBIA) Grant No. 110685269447 RC-80740-465-2020, project 69553 as well as from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement No 860881-HIDDeN. Some calculations were crosschecked with the Mathematica package xAct (www.xact.es).

Appendix A: Coefficients of the kinetic Lagrangian in Eq. (24)

The coefficients of the kinetic Lagrangian in Eq. (24) involving only the vector field are given by

A_{ab} ≡ 4(γ_1 + γ_2)δ_{ab} + 4(ω_1 + ω_3)B̂^α_a B̂_{bα} − 4(ω_1 + ω_2 + ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)B_{∗a}B_{∗b} − 4(γ_3 + γ_4)B_∗^2δ_{ab} , (A1)

B^σ_{ab} ≡(κ_1 − κ_3 + ω_2 + 2ω_4)B_{∗a}B̂^σ_b + (κ_2 + κ_3 + ω_2 + 2ω_5)B_{∗b}B̂^σ_a + (2γ_3 + 2γ_4 + χ_1)B̂^σ_c B_∗^cδ_{ab}

− (κ_4 + 2κ_5 − 2ω_6)B̂^α_a B̂^{α1}_b ε_{αα1α2 α3} h^{σα3} n^{α2} , (A2)

D^{αβ}_{ab} ≡ − (2α_1 + 2γ_2)h^{αβ} δ_{ab} − (β_5 + β_6 + κ_2 + ω_5)B̂^α_b B̂^β_a − (κ_1 + ω_4)B̂^α_a B̂^β_b − (α_4 + γ_4 + χ_1)B̂^α_c B̂^{βc}δ_{ab} + 2(β_7 − ω_3)B̂^ρ_aB̂_{bρ}h^{αβ} + (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 − κ_1 − κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)B_{∗a}B_{∗b}h^{αβ} + (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B_∗^2h^{αβ} δ_{ab} + (β_1 + κ_4 − ω_6)B̂^ρ_aB̂^{α1}_b ε_{ρα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{βα3} + (β_1 − β_2 + β_3 + κ_4 − κ_6 + κ_7 − ω_6)B_{∗a}B̂^ρ_b ε_{ρα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{βα3} n^{α1} − (β_1 − β_2 + β_3 + κ_4 − κ_6 + κ_7 − ω_6)B̂^ρ_a B_{∗b}ε_{ρα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{βα3} n^{α1} . (A3)

On the other hand, the coefficients of the terms mixing the vector field with the extrinsic curvature are given by

C^{αβ}_a ≡2(γ_3 − ω_2 − 2ω_4)B̂^α_c B̂^{βc}B_{∗a} − 2(γ_3 + γ_4 + ω_5)B̂^α_c B̂^β_a B_∗^c − 2(γ_3 + γ_4 + ω_5)B̂^α_a B̂^β_c B_∗^c + 2(2γ_1 + f_X )B_{∗a}h^{αβ} − 2(γ_3 + 2ω_1 + ω_2)B_∗^2B_{∗a}h^{αβ} + 4ω_1B̂^c_ρB̂^ρ_aB_{∗c}h^{αβ} − 2ω_6B̂^ρ_aB̂^{α1}_c B̂^{βc}ε_{ρα1 α2α3} h^{αα3} n^{α2} − 2ω_6B̂^ρ_aB̂^{α1}_c B̂^{αc}ε_{ρα1 α2α3} h^{βα3} n^{α2} , (A4)

E^{ναβ}_a ≡ � γ_4 + 1 2 κ_2 + ω_5 + 1 2 χ_1 � B̂^ν_c B̂^{αc}B̂^β_a + � γ_4 + 1 2 κ_2 + ω_5 + 1 2 χ_1 � B̂^ν_c B̂^α_a B̂^{βc} + (κ_1 + 2ω_4)B̂^ν_a B̂^α_c B̂^{βc}

+ 2γ_2B̂^β_a h^{να} − � γ_4 + 1 2 κ_2 − ω_5 − 1 2 χ_1 � B_∗^2B̂^β_a h^{να}

+ 2ω_3B̂^c_λB̂^λ_a B̂^β_c h^{να} + � γ_4 + 1 2 κ_2 − 2ω_3 − ω_5 − 1 2 χ_1 � B̂^β_c B_{∗a}B_∗^ch^{να}

+ 2γ_2B̂^α_a h^{νβ} − � γ_4 + 1 2 κ_2 − ω_5 − 1 2 χ_1 � B_∗^2B̂^α_a h^{νβ}

+ 2ω_3B̂^c_λB̂^λ_a B̂^α_c h^{νβ} + � γ_4 + 1 2 κ_2 − 2ω_3 − ω_5 − 1 2 χ_1 � B̂^α_c B_{∗a}B_∗^ch^{νβ}

− (κ_3 − ω_2)B_∗^2B̂^ν_a h^{αβ} + (2γ_3 + κ_3 + ω_2)B̂^ν_c B_{∗a}B_∗^ch^{αβ} − 2f_XB̂^ν_a h^{αβ} − � 1 2 κ_4 − ω_6 � B̂^λ_a B̂^α1_c B̂^{βc}ε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{να}2 h^{αα}3 − � 1 2 κ_4 − ω_6 � B̂^λ_a B̂^α1_c B̂^{αc}ε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{να}2 h^{βα}3 − � 1 2 κ_4 − κ_6 − ω_6 + χ_2 � B̂^λ_c B̂^{βc}B_{∗a}ε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{να}2 h^{αα}3 n^α1

− (κ_6 − χ_2)B̂^λ_c B̂^β_a B_∗^cε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{να2} h^{αα3} n^{α1} + � 1 2 κ_4 − ω_6 � B̂^λ_a B̂^β_c B_∗^cε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{να}2 h^{αα}3 n^α1 − � 1 2 κ_4 − κ_6 − ω_6 + χ_2 � B̂^λ_c B̂^{αc}B_{∗a}ε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{να}2 h^{βα}3 n^α1

− (κ_6 − χ_2)B̂^λ_c B̂^α_a B_∗^cε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{να2} h^{βα3} n^{α1} + � 1 2 κ_4 − ω_6 � B̂^λ_a B̂^α_c B_∗^cε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{να}2 h^{βα}3 n^α1 + � 1 2 κ_4 + ω_6 + 2κ_5 + 1 2 κ_4 + ω_6 � B̂^λ_a B̂^α1_c B_∗^cε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{να}3 h^{αβ} n^α2 . (A5)

Finally, the coefficient of the term involving only the extrinsic curvature is given by F^{αβρσ} ≡ − 2(γ_4 + ω_5)B̂^α_c B̂^β_b B̂^{ρb}B̂^{σc} − 2(γ_4 + ω_5)B̂^α_c B̂^β_b B̂^{ρc}B̂^{σb} − 4ω_4B̂^α_c B̂^{βc}B̂^ρ_b B̂^{σb} + 2(γ_3 − ω_2)B_∗^2B̂^ρ_c B̂^σ_c h^{αβ} − 4γ_3B̂^ρ_b B_∗^bB̂^σ_c B_∗^ch^{αβ} − 2γ_2B̂^β_c B̂^{σc}h^{αρ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)B_∗^2B̂^β_c B̂^{σc}h^{αρ} − 2ω_3B̂^λ_b B̂_{λc}B̂^{βb}B̂^{σc}h^{αρ} − 2(γ_4 − ω_3 − ω_5)B̂^β_c B_∗^cB̂^σ_b B_∗^bh^{αρ} − 2γ_2B̂^β_c B̂^{ρc}h^{ασ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)B_∗^2B̂^β_c B̂^{ρc}h^{ασ} − 2ω_3B̂^b_λB̂^λ_c B̂^{βc}B̂^ρ_b h^{ασ} − (γ_4 − ω_3 + ω_5)B̂^β_c B_∗^cB̂^ρ_b B_∗^bh^{ασ} − 2γ_2B̂^α_c B̂^{σc}h^{βρ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)B_∗^2B̂^α_c B̂^{σc}h^{βρ} − 2ω_3B̂_{λb}B̂^λ_c B̂^{αc}B̂^{σb}h^{βρ} − 2(γ_4 − ω_3 − ω_5)B̂^α_c B̂^σ_b B_∗^cB_∗^bh^{βρ} + 2γ_2B_∗^2h^{ασ} h^{βρ} − 2ω_3B_∗^4h^{ασ} h^{βρ} + 2ω_3B̂_{λb}B̂^λ_c B_∗^bB_∗^ch^{ασ} h^{βρ} + 1 2 fh^{ασ}h^{βρ} − 2γ_2B̂^α_c B̂^{ρc}h^{βσ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)B_∗^2B̂^α_c B̂^{ρc}h^{βσ} − 2ω_3B̂_{λb}B̂^λ_c B̂^{αc}B̂^{ρb}h^{βσ} − 2(γ_4 − ω_3 − ω_5)B̂^α_c B̂^ρ_b B_∗^cB_∗^bh^{βσ} + 2γ_2B_∗^2h^{αρ}h^{βσ} − 2ω_3B_∗^4h^{αρ}h^{βσ} + 2ω_3B̂_{λb}B̂^λ_c B_∗^bB_∗^ch^{αρ}h^{βσ} + 1 2 fh^{αρ}h^{βσ} + 2(γ_3 − ω_2)B_∗^2B̂^α_c B̂^{βc}h^{ρσ} − 4γ_3B̂^α_c B̂^β_b B_∗^cB_∗^bh^{ρσ} + 2f_XB̂^ρ_c B̂^{σc}h^{αβ} + 2f_XB̂^α_c B̂^{βc}h^{ρσ} + 4γ_1B_∗^2h^{αβ} h^{ρσ} − 4ω_1B_∗^4h^{αβ} h^{ρσ} + 4ω_1B̂_{bλ}B̂^λ_c B_∗^bB_∗^ch^{αβ} h^{ρσ} − fh^{αβ}h^{ρσ} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{βc}B̂^{σb}ε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{ρα3} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{αc}B̂^{σb}ε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{βα2} h^{ρα3} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{βc}B̂^{ρb}ε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{αα2} h^{σα3} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{αc}B̂^{ρb}ε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{βα2} h^{σα3} − ω_6B̂^λ_b B̂^β_c B̂^{σb}B_∗^cε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{αα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} + ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{βc}B̂^σ_b B_∗^bε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{αα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} − ω_6B̂^λ_b B̂^α_c B̂^{σb}B_∗^cε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} + ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{αc}B̂^σ_b B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} − ω_6B̂^λ_b B̂^β_c B̂^{ρb}B_∗^cε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} + ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{βc}B̂^ρ_b B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{αα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} − ω_6B̂^λ_b B̂^α_c B̂^{ρb}B_∗^cε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{βα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} + ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{αc}B̂^ρ_b B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{σc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{αρ}h^{βα3} n^{α2} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{ρc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{ασ} h^{βα3} n^{α2} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{σc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{αα3} h^{βρ}n^{α2} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{ρc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{αα3} h^{βσ}n^{α2} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{βc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{ασ} h^{ρα3} n^{α2} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{αc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βσ}h^{ρα3} n^{α2} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{βc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{αρ}h^{σα3} n^{α2} − ω_6B̂^λ_c B̂^{α1}_b B̂^{αc}B_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βρ}h^{σα3} n^{α2} . (A6)

Appendix B: Coefficients of the kinetic Lagrangian in Eq. (37)

The coefficients of the kinetic Lagrangian in Eq. (37) are given by

A_1 ≡ 4 � γ_1 + γ_2 − (γ_3 + γ_4 + ω_1 + ω_2 + ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)B_∗^2 + (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 � , (B1a)

A_2 ≡ 4 � γ_1 + γ_2 − (γ_3 + γ_4)B_∗^2 + (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃B^2_1 )^2 � , (B1b)

A_3 ≡ 4 � γ_1 + γ_2 − (γ_3 + γ_4)B_∗^2 + (ω_1 + ω_3)B̂^2 − (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 − (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃B^2_1 )^2 � , (B1c)

A_4 ≡ 4(ω_1 + ω_3) ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 , (B1d)

A_5 ≡ 4(ω_1 + ω_3) ^̃B^1_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B1e)

A_6 ≡ 4(ω_1 + ω_3) ^̃B^2_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B1f)

B_1 ≡ (2γ_3 + 2γ_4 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_2 + 2ω_4 + 2ω_5 + χ_1) ^̃B^1_1 � B_∗^2 , (B1g)

B_2 ≡ (κ_1 − κ_3 + ω_2 + 2ω_4) ^̃B^2_1 � B_∗^2 , (B1h)

B_3 ≡ (κ_1 − κ_3 + ω_2 + 2ω_4) � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 � B_∗^2 , (B1i)

B_4 ≡ (κ_2 + κ_3 + ω_2 + 2ω_5) ^̃B^2_1 � B_∗^2 , (B1j)

B_5 ≡ (κ_2 + κ_3 + ω_2 + 2ω_5) � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 � B_∗^2 , (B1k)

B_6 ≡ (2γ_3 + 2γ_4 + χ_1) ^̃B^1_1 � B_∗^2 , (B1l)

C_1 ≡ 2 � 2γ_1 + (γ_3 − ω_2 − 2ω_4)B̂^2 − 2(γ_3 + γ_4 − ω_1 + ω_5)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 − (γ_3 + 2ω_1 + ω_2)B_∗^2 + f_X � � B_∗^2 , (B1m)

C_2 ≡ 2 � 2γ_1 − (γ_3 + 2ω_1 + ω_2)B_∗^2 + 2ω_1( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 + f_X � � 2B_∗^2 , (B1n)

C_3 ≡ −4(γ_3 + γ_4 − ω_1 + ω_5) ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 � B_∗^2 , (B1o)

C_4 ≡ 4ω_1 ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 � 2B_∗^2 , (B1p)

C_5 ≡ −4(γ_3 + γ_4 − ω_1 + ω_5) ^̃B^1_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 � B_∗^2 , (B1q)

C_6 ≡ 4ω_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 � 2B_∗^2 , (B1r)

D_1 ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + γ_4 − κ_1 − κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5 − χ_1)B_∗^2 − (α_4 + γ_4 + χ_1)B̂^2 − (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 , (B2a) D_2 ≡ −2(α_1 − γ_1) + (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B_∗^2 − (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B̂^2

− (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)( ^̃B^2_1 )^2 , (B2b) D_3 ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B_∗^2 − (α_4 + β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + γ_4 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5 + χ_1)B̂^2 + (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 + (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)( ^̃B^2_1 )^2 , (B2c) D_4 ≡ (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5) ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 , (B2d) D_5 ≡ (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5) ^̃B^1_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B2e) D_6 ≡ − (β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5) ^̃B^2_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B2f) D_7 ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + γ_4 − κ_1 − κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5 − χ_1) B_∗^2 + 2(β_7 − ω_3)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 , (B2g) D_8 ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B_∗^2 + 2(β_7 − ω_3)( ^̃B^2_1 )^2 , (B2h) D_9 ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B_∗^2 + 2(β_7 − ω_3) � B̂^2 − ( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 − ( ^̃B^2_1 )^2 � , (B2i) D_{10} ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + β_5 + β_6 − 2β_7 + γ_4 − κ_1 − κ_2 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5 − χ_1)B_∗^2 + 2(β_7 − ω_3)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 , (B2j) D_{11} ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B_∗^2 + 2(β_7 − ω_3)( ^̃B^2_1 )^2, (B2k) D_{12} ≡ −2(α_1 + γ_2) + (α_4 + γ_4 − χ_1)B_∗^2 + 2(β_7 − ω_3) � B̂^2 − ( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 − ( ^̃B^2_1 )^2 � , (B2l) D_{13} ≡ 2(β_7 − ω_3) ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 , (B2m) D_{14} ≡ 2(β_7 − ω_3) ^̃B^1_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B2n) D_{15} ≡ −(β_1 − β_2 + β_3 + κ_4 − κ_6 + κ_7 − ω_6) ^̃B^2_1 � B_∗^2 , (B2o) D_{16} ≡ −(β_1 − β_2 + β_3 + κ_4 − κ_6 + κ_7 − ω_6) � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 � B_∗^2 , (B2p) D_{17} ≡ 2(β_7 − ω_3) ^̃B^2_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B2q) D_{18} ≡ (β_1 − β_2 + β_3 + κ_4 − κ_6 + κ_7 − ω_6) ^̃B^2_1 � B_∗^2 , (B2r) D_{19} ≡ (β_1 − β_2 + β_3 + κ_4 − κ_6 + κ_7 − ω_6) � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 � B_∗^2 , (B2s) D_{20} ≡ 2(β_7 − ω_3) ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 , (B2t) D_{21} ≡ 2(β_7 − ω_3) ^̃B^1_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B2u) D_{22} ≡ 2(β_7 − ω_3) ^̃B^2_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B2v)

E_1 ≡ � 4γ_2 + 2(γ_3 + ω_2 − 4ω_3)B_∗^2 + (2γ_4 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 4ω_3 + 2ω_4 + 2ω_5 + χ_1)B̂^2 − 2f_X � ^̃B 1_1 , (B3a)

E_2 ≡ 2 √ 2 � (γ_3 + ω_2)B_∗^2 − f_X � ^̃ B^1_1 , (B3b)

E_3 ≡ � 4γ_2 + (−2γ_4 − κ_2 − κ_3 + ω_2 + 2ω_5 + χ_1)B_∗^2 + (2γ_4 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 4ω_3 + 2ω_4 + 2ω_5 + χ_1)B̂^2 − 2f_X � ^̃B 2_1 ,

(B3c)

E_4 ≡ − √ 2 � (κ_3 − ω_2)B_∗^2 + 2f_X � ^̃ B^2_1 , (B3d)

E_5 ≡ � 4γ_2 − (2γ_4 + κ_2 + κ_3 − ω_2 − 2ω_5 − χ_1)B_∗^2+

(2γ_4 + κ_1 + κ_2 + 4ω_3 + 2ω_4 + 2ω_5 + χ_1)B̂^2 − 2f_X � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B3e)

E_6 ≡ � (ω_2 − κ_3)B_∗^2 − 2f_X � � 2 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 � , (B3f)

E_7 ≡ 2 √ 2 � γ_2 + ω_3B̂^2 − ω_3B_∗^2 � ^̃B 1_1 , (B3g)

E_8 ≡ 1 √ 2 (κ_4 − 2κ_6 − 2ω_6 + 2χ_2) � B_∗^2 � B̂^2 − ( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 � , (B3h)

E_9 ≡ 1 √ 2 � 4γ_2 + 4ω_3B̂^2 − (2γ_4 + κ_2 − 2ω_5 − χ_1)B_∗^2 � ( ^̃B^2_1 ) , (B3i)

E_{10} ≡ − 1 √ 2 (κ_4 − 2κ_6 − 2ω_6 + 2χ_2) ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 � B_∗^2 , (B3j)

E_{11} ≡ 1 √ 2 � 4γ_2 + 4ω_3B̂^2 − (2γ_4 + κ_2 − 2ω_5 − χ_1)B_∗^2 � � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B3k)

E_{12} ≡ − 1 √ 2 (κ_4 − 2κ_6 − 2ω_6 + 2χ_2) ^̃B^1_1 � B_∗^2 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B3l)

E_{13} ≡ − 1 √ 2 (κ_4 − 2κ_6 − 2ω_6 + 2χ_2) � B̂^2 − ( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 � � B_∗^2 , (B3m)

E_{14} ≡ 2 √ 2 � γ_2 + ω_3B̂^2 − ω_3B_∗^2 � ^̃B 1_1 , (B3n)

E_{15} ≡ 1 √ 2 (κ_4 − 2κ_6 − 2ω_6 + 2χ_2) ^̃B^1_1 ^̃B^2_1 � B_∗^2 , (B3o)

E_{16} ≡ 1 √ 2 � 4γ_2 + 4ω_3B̂^2 − (2γ_4 + κ_2 − 2ω_5 − χ_1)B_∗^2 � ^̃B 2_1 , (B3p)

E_{17} ≡ 1 √ 2 (κ_4 − 2κ_6 − 2ω_6 + 2χ_2) ^̃B^1_1 � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 � B_∗^2 , (B3q)

E_{18} ≡ 1 √ 2 � 4γ_2 + 4ω_3B̂^2 − (2γ_4 + κ_2 − 2ω_5 − χ_1)B_∗^2 � � B̂2 − ( ^̃B 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃B 2_1 )2 , (B3r)

F_1 ≡ 4 � γ_1 + γ_2 − (2γ_2 − γ_3 − 2γ_4 + ω_2 + 2ω_5)B̂^2 − (2γ_3 + 2γ_4 − ω_1 − 3ω_3 − 2ω_5)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2

−(ω_1 + ω_3)B_∗^4 − (γ_4 + ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)B̂^4 + f_XB̂^2 � , (B3s)

F_2 ≡ 4 � 2γ_1 + γ_2 + (2ω_1 + ω_3) � 2( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 − B_∗^2 � B_∗^2 − f(X) , (B3t)

F_3 ≡ √ 2 � 2 � 2γ_1 − 2 � (γ_3 − ω_1)( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 + ω_1B_∗^2 � + (γ_3 − ω_2)B̂^2 � B_∗^2 − f + 2f_XB̂^2 � , (B3u)

F_4 ≡ 4 � (γ_2 − ω_3)B̂^2 + � γ_2 − ω_3B_∗^2 − (γ_4 − 2ω_3 − ω_5)( ^̃B^1_1)^2 + (γ_4 − ω_5)B̂^2 � B_∗^2 � + f , (B3v)

F_5 ≡ � γ_2 + ω_3( ^̃B^1_1 )^2 − ω_3B_∗^2 � B_∗^2 + f . (B3w)

Appendix C: Coefficients of the kinetic Lagrangian in Eq. (47)

The kinetic matrix entries in Eq. (47) are given by

Ã_{ab} ≡ 4 � (γ_1 + γ_2)δ_{ab} + (ω_1 + ω_3)Ẑ^α_a Ẑ_{αb} − (ω_1 + ω_2 + ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)Z_{∗a}Z_{∗b} − (γ_3 + γ_4)Z_∗^2δ_{ab} � , (C1)

C̃^{ρσ}_a ≡4(γ_3 − ω_2 − 2ω_4)Ẑ^ρ_c Ẑ^{σc}Z_{∗a} − 4(γ_3 + γ_4 + ω_5)Ẑ^ρ_c Ẑ^σ_a Z_∗^c − 4(γ_3 + γ_4 + ω_5)Ẑ^ρ_aẐ^σ_c Z_∗^c + 8γ_1Z_{∗a}h^{ρσ} − 4(γ_3 + 2ω_1 + ω_2)Z_∗^2Z_{∗a}h^{ρσ} + 4f_X Z_{∗a}h^{ρσ} + 8ω_1Ẑ_{λc}Ẑ^λ_a Z_∗^ch^{ρσ} (C2) − 4ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_c Ẑ^{σc}ε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{ρα3} n^{α2} − 4ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_c Ẑ^{ρc}ε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{σα3} n^{α2} ,

F̃^{αβρσ} ≡ − 2(γ_4 + ω_5)Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^β_b Ẑ^{ρb}Ẑ^{σa} − 2(γ_4 + ω_5)Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^β_b Ẑ^{ρa}Ẑ^{σb} − 4ω_4Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^{βa}Ẑ^ρ_b Ẑ^{σb} + 2(γ_3 − ω_2)Z_∗^2Ẑ^ρ_c Ẑ^{σc}h^{αβ} − 4γ_3Ẑ^ρ_aẐ^σ_b Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{αβ} − 2γ_2Ẑ^β_c Ẑ^{σc}h^{αρ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)Z_∗^2Ẑ^β_c Ẑ^{σc}h^{αρ} − 2ω_3Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ_{λb}Ẑ^{βa}Ẑ^{σb}h^{αρ} − 2(γ_4 − ω_3 − ω_5)Ẑ^β_a Ẑ^σ_b Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{αρ} − 2γ_2Ẑ^β_c Ẑ^{ρc}h^{ασ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)Z_∗^2Ẑ^β_c Ẑ^{ρc}h^{ασ} − 2ω_3Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ_{λb}Ẑ^{βa}Ẑ^{ρb}h^{ασ} − 2(γ_4 − ω_3 − ω_5)Ẑ^β_a Ẑ^ρ_b Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{ασ} − 2γ_2Ẑ^α_c Ẑ^{σc}h^{βρ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)Z_∗^2Ẑ^α_c Ẑ^{σc}h^{βρ} − 2ω_3Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ_{λb}Ẑ^{αa}Ẑ^{σb}h^{βρ} − 2(γ_4 − ω_3 − ω_5)Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^σ_b Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{βρ} + 2γ_2Z_∗^2h^{ασ} h^{βρ} + 2(γ_4 − ω_5)Z_∗^2Ẑ^α_c Ẑ^{ρc}h^{βσ} − 2ω_3Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ_{λb}Ẑ^{αa}Ẑ^{ρb}h^{βσ} − 2(γ_4 − ω_3 − ω_5)Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^ρ_b Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{βσ} − 2γ_2Ẑ^α_c Ẑ^{ρc}h^{βσ} + 2ω_3Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ_{λb}Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{ασ} h^{βρ} − 2ω_3Z_∗^4h^{ασ} h^{βρ} + 1 2 fh^{ασ}h^{βρ} + 2γ_2Z_∗^2h^{αρ}h^{βσ}

− 2ω_3Z_∗^4h^{αρ}h^{βσ} + 2ω_3Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ_{λb}Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{αρ}h^{βσ} + 1 2 fh^{αρ}h^{βσ} + 2(γ_3 − ω_2)Z_∗^2Ẑ^α_c Ẑ^{βc}h^{ρσ} − 4γ_3Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^β_b Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{ρσ} + 4γ_1Z_∗^2h^{αβ} h^{ρσ} − 4ω_1Z_∗^2h^{αβ}h^{ρσ} + 4ω_1Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ_{λb}Z_∗^aZ_∗^bh^{αβ} h^{ρσ} + 2f_XẐ^ρ_c Ẑ^{σc}h^{αβ} + 2f_XẐ^α_c Ẑ^{βc}h^{ρσ} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{βa}Ẑ^{ρb}ε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{σα3} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{βa}Ẑ^{σb}ε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{αα2} h^{ρα3} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{αa}Ẑ^{σb}ε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βα2} h^{ρα3} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{αa}Ẑ^{ρb}ε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βα2} h^{σα3} − ω_6Ẑ^β_a Ẑ^λ_b Ẑ^{σb}Z_∗^aε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} + ω_6Ẑ^β_a Ẑ^{λa}Ẑ^σ_b Z_∗^bε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{αα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} − ω_6Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^λ_b Ẑ^{σb}Z_∗^aε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{βα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} + ω_6Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^{λa}Ẑ^σ_b Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βα2} h^{ρα3} n^{α1} − ω_6Ẑ^β_a Ẑ^λ_b Ẑ^{ρb}Z_∗^aε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} + ω_6Ẑ^β_a Ẑ^{λa}Ẑ^ρ_b Z_∗^bε_{λα1α2 α3} h^{αα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} − ω_6Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^λ_b Ẑ^{ρb}Z_∗^aε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{βα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} + ω_6Ẑ^α_a Ẑ^{λa}Ẑ^ρ_b Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βα2} h^{σα3} n^{α1} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{σa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αρ}h^{βα3} n^{α2} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{ρa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{ασ} h^{βα3} n^{α2} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{σa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αα3} h^{βρ}n^{α2} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{ρa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2 α3} h^{αα3} h^{βσ}n^{α2} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{βa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{ασ} h^{ρα3} n^{α2} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{αa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βσ}h^{ρα3} n^{α2} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{βa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{αρ}h^{σα3} n^{α2} − ω_6Ẑ^λ_a Ẑ^{α1}_b Ẑ^{αa}Z_∗^bε_{λα1 α2α3} h^{βρ}h^{σα3} n^{α2} , (C3) where X, in this case, is Z^μ_a Z^a_μ since we are considering the decoupling limit.

Appendix D: Coefficients of the kinetic Lagrangian in Eq. (53)

The elements of the matrix M̃_1 in Eq. (54) are given by

Ã_1 ≡ 4 � γ_1 + γ_2 − (γ_3 + γ_4 + ω_1 + ω_2 + ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)Z_∗^2 + (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 � , (D1a)

Ã_2 ≡ 4(ω_1 + ω_3) ^̃Z^1_1 ^̃Z^2_1 , (D1b)

Ã_3 ≡ 4 (ω_1 + ω_3) ^̃Z^1_1 � Ẑ2 − ( ^̃Z 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃Z 2_1 )2 , (D1c)

Ã_4 ≡ 4 � γ_1 + γ_2 − (γ_3 + γ_4)Z_∗^2 + (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃Z^2_1 )^2 � , (D1d)

Ã_5 ≡ 4(ω_1 + ω_3) ^̃Z^2_1 � Ẑ2 − ( ^̃Z 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃Z 2_1 )2 , (D1e)

Ã_6 ≡ 4 � γ_1 + γ_2 − (γ_3 + γ_4)Z_∗^2 + (ω_1 + ω_3)Ẑ^2 − (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 − (ω_1 + ω_3)( ^̃Z^2_1 )^2 � , (D1f)

C̃_1 ≡ 2 � 2γ_1 + (γ_3 − ω_2 − 2ω_4)Ẑ^2 − 2(γ_3 + γ_4 − ω_1 + ω_5)( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 − (γ_3 + 2ω_1 + ω_2)Z_∗^2 + f_X � � Z_∗^2 , (D1g)

C̃_2 ≡ 2 � 2γ_1 − (γ_3 + 2ω_1 + ω_2)Z_∗^2 + 2ω_1( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 + f_X � � 2Z_∗^2 , (D1h)

C̃_3 ≡ −4(γ_3 + γ_4 − ω_1 + ω_5) ^̃Z^1_1 ^̃Z^2_1 � Z_∗^2 , (D1i)

C̃_4 ≡ 4ω_1 � 2Z_∗^2 ^̃Z^1_1 ^̃Z^2_1 , (D1j)

C̃_5 ≡ −4(γ_3 + γ_4 − ω_1 + ω_5) ^̃Z^1_1 � Z_∗^2 � Ẑ2 − ( ^̃Z 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃Z 2_1 )2 � , (D1k)

C̃_6 ≡ 4ω_1 ^̃Z^1_1 � 2Z_∗^2 � Ẑ2 − ( ^̃Z 1_1 )2 − ( ^̃Z 2_1 )2 � , (D1l)

F̃_1 ≡ 4 � (γ_1 + γ_2)Z_∗^2 − (ω_1 + ω_3)Z_∗^4 − 2γ_2Ẑ^2 + f_XẐ^2 − (γ_4 + 2ω_3 + ω_4 + ω_5)Ẑ^4 + � (γ_3 + 2γ_4 − ω_2 − 2ω_5)Ẑ^2 − (2γ_3 + 2γ_4 − ω_1 − 3ω_3 − 2ω_5)( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 � Z_∗^2 � , (D1m)

F̃_2 ≡ √ 2 � 2 � 2γ_1 + (γ_3 − ω_2)Ẑ^2 − 2(γ_3 − ω_1)( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 − 2ω_1Z_∗^2 � Z_∗^2 + 2f_XẐ^2 − f � , (D1n)

F̃_3 ≡ 4 � 2γ_1 + γ_2 + (2ω_1 + ω_3) � ( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 − Z_∗^2 � Z_∗^2 − f , (D1o)

where X is as in Appendix C.

On the other hand, the two non-zero entries of M̃_2 in Eq. (55) are given by

F̃_4 ≡ 4 � γ_2Z_∗^2 − γ_2Ẑ^2 − ω_3Z_∗^4 − ω_3Ẑ^4 − (γ_4 − 2ω_3 − ω_5)Z_∗^2( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 + (γ_4 − ω_5)Z_∗^2Ẑ^2 � + f , (D2a)

F̃_5 ≡ 4 � γ_2Z_∗^2 + ω_3Z_∗^2 � ( ^̃Z^1_1 )^2 − Z_∗^2 � + f . (D2b)

[1] D. Lovelock, “The Einstein tensor and its generalizations,” J. Math. Phys. 12, 498–501 (1971). [2] D. Lovelock, “The four-dimensionality of space and the Einstein tensor,” J. Math. Phys. 13, 874–876 (1972). [3] G. W. Horndeski, “Second-order scalar-tensor field equations in a four-dimensional space,” Int. J. Theor. Phys. 10, 363–384 (1974).

[4] G. W. Horndeski, “Conservation of Charge and the Einstein-Maxwell Field Equations,” J. Math. Phys. 17, 1980–1987 (1976).

[5] A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi, and E. Trincherini, “Galileon as a local modification of gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 79, 064036 (2009), arXiv:0811.2197 [hep-th].

[6] C. Deffayet, S. Deser, and G. Esposito-Farèse, “Generalized Galileons: All scalar models whose curved background extensions maintain second-order field equations and stress-tensors,” Phys. Rev. D 80, 064015 (2009), arXiv:0906.1967 [gr-qc].

[7] C. Deffayet, X. Gao, D. A. Steer, and G. Zahariade, “From k-essence to generalised Galileons,” Phys. Rev. D 84, 064039 (2011), arXiv:1103.3260 [hep-th].

[8] C. Deffayet, G. Esposito-Farèse, and A. Vikman, “Covariant Galileon,” Phys. Rev. D 79, 084003 (2009), arXiv:0901.1314 [hep-th].

[9] T. Kobayashi, M. Yamaguchi, and J. Yokoyama, “Generalized G-inflation: Inflation with the most general second-order field equations,” Prog. Theor. Phys. 126, 511–529 (2011), arXiv:1105.5723 [hep-th].

[10] C. Deffayet and D. A. Steer, “A formal introduction to Horndeski and Galileon theories and their generalizations,” Class. Quant. Grav. 30, 214006 (2013), arXiv:1307.2450 [hep-th].

[11] Y. Rodríguez and A. A. Navarro, “Scalar and vector Galileons,” J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 831, 012004 (2017), arXiv:1703.01884 [hep-th].

[12] L. Heisenberg, “A systematic approach to generalisations of General Relativity and their cosmological implications,” Phys. Rept. 796, 1–113 (2019), arXiv:1807.01725 [gr-qc].

[13] T. Kobayashi, “Horndeski theory and beyond: a review,” Rept. Prog. Phys. 82, 086901 (2019), arXiv:1901.07183 [gr-qc]. [14] K. Hinterbichler, M. Trodden, and D. Wesley, “Multi-field galileons and higher co-dimension branes,” Phys. Rev. D 82, 124018 (2010), arXiv:1008.1305 [hep-th].

[15] A. Padilla, P. M. Saffin, and S.-Y. Zhou, “Multi-galileons, solitons and Derrick’s theorem,” Phys. Rev. D 83, 045009 (2011), arXiv:1008.0745 [hep-th].

[16] A. Padilla, P. M. Saffin, and S.-Y. Zhou, “Bi-galileon theory I: Motivation and formulation,” JHEP 12, 031 (2010), arXiv:1007.5424 [hep-th].

[17] A. Padilla and V. Sivanesan, “Covariant multi-galileons and their generalisation,” JHEP 04, 032 (2013), arXiv:1210.4026 [gr-qc].

[18] V. Sivanesan, “Generalized multiple-scalar field theory in Minkowski space-time free of Ostrogradski ghosts,” Phys. Rev. D 90, 104006 (2014), arXiv:1307.8081 [gr-qc].

[19] T. Kobayashi, N. Tanahashi, and M. Yamaguchi, “Multifield extension of G inflation,” Phys. Rev. D 88, 083504 (2013), arXiv:1308.4798 [hep-th].

[20] S. Ohashi, N. Tanahashi, T. Kobayashi, and M. Yamaguchi, “The most general second-order field equations of bi-scalar-tensor theory in four dimensions,” JHEP 07, 008 (2015), arXiv:1505.06029 [gr-qc].

[21] E. Allys, “New terms for scalar multi-Galileon models and application to SO(N) and SU(N) group representations,” Phys. Rev. D 95, 064051 (2017), arXiv:1612.01972 [hep-th].

[22] S. Akama and T. Kobayashi, “Generalized multi-Galileons, covariantized new terms, and the no-go theorem for nonsingular cosmologies,” Phys. Rev. D 95, 064011 (2017), arXiv:1701.02926 [hep-th].

[23] K. Aoki, Y. Manita, and S. Mukohyama, “Shift-symmetric SO(N) multi-Galileon,” JCAP 12, 045 (2021), arXiv:2110.05510 [gr-qc].

[24] C. Deffayet, S. Deser, and G. Esposito-Farèse, “Arbitrary p-form Galileons,” Phys. Rev. D 82, 061501 (2010), arXiv:1007.5278 [gr-qc].

[25] C. Deffayet, S. Mukohyama, and V. Sivanesan, “On p-form theories with gauge invariant second order field equations,” Phys. Rev. D 93, 085027 (2016), arXiv:1601.01287 [hep-th].

[26] C. Deffayet, S. Garcia-Saenz, S. Mukohyama, and V. Sivanesan, “Classifying Galileon p-form theories,” Phys. Rev. D 96, 045014 (2017), arXiv:1704.02980 [hep-th].

[27] C. Deffayet, A. E. Gümrükçüouglu, S. Mukohyama, and Y. Wang, “A no-go theorem for generalized vector Galileons on flat spacetime,” JHEP 04, 082 (2014), arXiv:1312.6690 [hep-th].

[28] G. Tasinato, “Cosmic Acceleration from Abelian Symmetry Breaking,” JHEP 04, 067 (2014), arXiv:1402.6450 [hep-th]. [29] L. Heisenberg, “Generalization of the Proca Action,” JCAP 05, 015 (2014), arXiv:1402.7026 [hep-th]. [30] E. Allys, P. Peter, and Y. Rodríguez, “Generalized Proca action for an Abelian vector field,” JCAP 02, 004 (2016), arXiv:1511.03101 [hep-th].

[31] J. Beltrán Jiménez and L. Heisenberg, “Derivative self-interactions for a massive vector field,” Phys. Lett. B 757, 405–411 (2016), arXiv:1602.03410 [hep-th].

[32] E. Allys, J. P. Beltrán Almeida, P. Peter, and Y. Rodríguez, “On the 4D generalized Proca action for an Abelian vector field,” JCAP 09, 026 (2016), arXiv:1605.08355 [hep-th].

[33] E. Allys, P. Peter, and Y. Rodríguez, “Generalized SU(2) Proca Theory,” Phys. Rev. D 94, 084041 (2016), arXiv:1609.05870 [hep-th].

[34] A. Gallego Cadavid, Y. Rodríguez, and L. G. Gómez, “Generalized SU(2) Proca theory reconstructed and beyond,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 104066 (2020), arXiv:2009.03241 [hep-th].

[35] A. Gallego Cadavid, C. M. Nieto, and Y. Rodríguez, “Decoupling-limit consistency of the generalized SU(2) Proca theory,” Phys. Rev. D 105, 104051 (2022), arXiv:2204.04328 [hep-th].

[36] J. Beltrán Jiménez and L. Heisenberg, “Generalized multi-Proca fields,” Phys. Lett. B 770, 16–26 (2017), arXiv:1610.08960 [hep-th].

[37] G.-P. Nicosia, J. Levi Said, and V. Gakis, “Generalised Proca theories in teleparallel gravity,” Eur. Phys. J. Plus 136, 191 (2021), arXiv:2012.11959 [gr-qc].

[38] L. Heisenberg, “Scalar-Vector-Tensor Gravity Theories,” JCAP 10, 054 (2018), arXiv:1801.01523 [gr-qc]. [39] M. Ostrogradski, “Mémoires sur les équations différentielles, relatives au problème des isopérimètres,” Mem. Acad. St.

Petersbourg 6, 385–517 (1850).

[40] R. P. Woodard, “Avoiding dark energy with 1/r modifications of gravity,” Lect. Notes Phys. 720, 403–433 (2007), arXiv:astro-ph/0601672.

[41] R. P. Woodard, “Ostrogradsky’s theorem on Hamiltonian instability,” Scholarpedia 10, 32243 (2015), arXiv:1506.02210 [hep-th].

[42] J. Gleyzes, D. Langlois, F. Piazza, and F. Vernizzi, “New Class of Consistent Scalar-Tensor Theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 211101 (2015), arXiv:1404.6495 [hep-th].

[43] J. Gleyzes, D. Langlois, F. Piazza, and F. Vernizzi, “Exploring gravitational theories beyond Horndeski,” JCAP 02, 018 (2015), arXiv:1408.1952 [astro-ph.CO].

[44] L. Heisenberg, R. Kase, and S. Tsujikawa, “Beyond generalized Proca theories,” Phys. Lett. B 760, 617–626 (2016), arXiv:1605.05565 [hep-th].

[45] A. Gallego Cadavid and Y. Rodríguez, “A systematic procedure to build the beyond generalized Proca field theory,” Phys. Lett. B 798, 134958 (2019), arXiv:1905.10664 [hep-th].

[46] D. Langlois and K. Noui, “Degenerate higher derivative theories beyond Horndeski: evading the Ostrogradski instability,” JCAP 02, 034 (2016), arXiv:1510.06930 [gr-qc].

[47] J. Ben Achour, D. Langlois, and K. Noui, “Degenerate higher order scalar-tensor theories beyond Horndeski and disformal transformations,” Phys. Rev. D 93, 124005 (2016), arXiv:1602.08398 [gr-qc].

[48] J. Ben Achour et al., “Degenerate higher order scalar-tensor theories beyond Horndeski up to cubic order,” JHEP 12, 100 (2016), arXiv:1608.08135 [hep-th].

[49] M. Crisostomi, K. Koyama, and G. Tasinato, “Extended Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity,” JCAP 04, 044 (2016), arXiv:1602.03119 [hep-th].

[50] D. Langlois and K. Noui, “Hamiltonian analysis of higher derivative scalar-tensor theories,” JCAP 07, 016 (2016), arXiv:1512.06820 [gr-qc].

[51] R. Kimura, A. Naruko, and D. Yoshida, “Extended vector-tensor theories,” JCAP 01, 002 (2017), arXiv:1608.07066 [gr-qc].

[52] V. Errasti Díez, B. Gording, J. A. Méndez-Zavaleta, and A. Schmidt-May, “Complete theory of Maxwell and Proca fields,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 045008 (2020), arXiv:1905.06967 [hep-th].

[53] V. Errasti Díez, B. Gording, J. A. Méndez-Zavaleta, and A. Schmidt-May, “Maxwell-Proca theory: Definition and construction,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 045009 (2020), arXiv:1905.06968 [hep-th].

[54] V. Errasti Díez, M. Maier, J. A. Méndez-Zavaleta, and M. Taslimi Tehrani, “Lagrangian constraint analysis of first-order classical field theories with an application to gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 065015 (2020), arXiv:2007.11020 [hep-th].

[55] J. C. Garnica, L. G. Gómez, A. A. Navarro, and Y. Rodríguez, “Constant-Roll Inflation in the Generalized SU(2) Proca Theory,” Ann. Phys. (Berlin) 534, 2100453 (2022), arXiv:2109.10154 [gr-qc].

[56] J. Beltrán Jiménez, C. de Rham, and L. Heisenberg, “Generalized Proca and its Constraint Algebra,” Phys. Lett. B 802, 135244 (2020), arXiv:1906.04805 [hep-th].

[57] C. de Rham and V. Pozsgay, “New class of Proca interactions,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 083508 (2020), arXiv:2003.13773 [hep-th].

[58] R. Kase, R. Kimura, A. Naruko, and D. Yoshida, “Stable cosmological solutions in degenerate theory of gravity,” Phys. Lett. B 783, 320–325 (2018), arXiv:1803.10876 [gr-qc].

[59] Y. Rodríguez and A. A. Navarro, “Non-Abelian S-term dark energy and inflation,” Phys. Dark Univ. 19, 129–136 (2018), arXiv:1711.01935 [gr-qc].

[60] H. Motohashi, S. Mukohyama, and M. Oliosi, “Constant Roll and Primordial Black Holes,” JCAP 03, 002 (2020), arXiv:1910.13235 [gr-qc].

[61] C. W. Misner, K.S. Thorne, and J.A. Wheeler, Gravitation (W. H. Freeman, San Francisco, 1973). [62] E. Gourgoulhon, “3+1 Formalism in General Relativity: Bases of Numerical Relativity,” Lect. Notes Phys. 846, 1 (2012).

[63] P. A. M. Dirac, “Generalized Hamiltonian dynamics,” Can. J. Math. 2, 129–148 (1950).