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We investigate the galaxy bispectrum induced by the nonlinear gravitational evolution as a pos-
sible probe to constrain degenerate higher-order scalar tensor (DHOST) theories. We find that the
signal obtained from the leading kernel of second-order density fluctuations is partially hidden by the
uncertainty in the nonlinear galaxy bias, and that the kernel of second-order velocity fields instead
provides unbiased information on the modification of gravity theory. Based on this fact, we propose
new phenomenological time-dependent functions, written as a combination of the coefficients of the
second-order kernels, which is expected to trace the higher-order growth history. We then present
approximate expressions for these variables in terms of parameters that characterize the DHOST
theories. We also show that the resultant formulae provides new constraints on the parameter space
of the DHOST theories.

I. INTRODUCTION

The accelerating cosmic expansion could arise due to a modification of general relativity on cosmological scales.
Various theoretical scenarios have been proposed in the literature and should be carefully compared with observational
data. Among the cosmological observational data, measuring the growth history of density fluctuations is a powerful
tool to test the nature of dark energy and the modification of the theory of gravity responsible for the present cosmic
acceleration. In order to efficiently compare the observational data with theoretical predictions, it is convenient to
consider phenomenological parameters. A minimal approach to test the theory of gravity from measurements of the
growth rate of large-scale structure (LSS) is to introduce the gravitational growth index γ. This parameter is defined
by the logarithmic derivative of the growth rate f with respect to the fractional parameter of the non-relativistic
matter density Ωm as [1]

γ :=
d ln f

d ln Ωm
. (1)

In the standard cosmological model responsible for the present cosmic acceleration, i.e., Λ cold dark matter (ΛCDM)
model with general relativity, one shows γ to be nearly constant at γ ≈ 0.545. Although constraints on the growth
index have been reported in the literature [2–5], there is no evidence that they deviate from the value predicted by the
standard ΛCDM model. Nevertheless, further exploration of the cosmological model landscape requires introducing
additional parameters to capture modifications to the theory of gravity.

A possible candidate is a second-order index developed in [6] (see also [7]). Modifications to the theory of gravity
typically alter the clustering properties of LSS. Thus, the quasi-nonlinear growth of LSS can provide new insights into
the theory of gravity that would not be imprinted in the growth index of linear perturbation theory. By observing
the higher-order correlation function of LSS such as the galaxy bispectrum [8–12], we can explore the quasi-nonlinear
growth of LSS described by the nonlinear kernel of density fluctuations. We define the second-order index as the
logarithmic derivative of the time-evolving coefficient ζ = κ, λ in the second-order kernel with respect to Ωm as

ξζ :=
d ln ζ

d ln Ωm
. (2)

We expect that second-order indexes can deliver new information on the modification of gravity theories and break
the degeneracy between cosmological parameters. Therefore, the purpose of this paper is to revisit the second-order
indexes and apply them to a broad class of scalar-tensor gravity theories called degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor
theories (DHOST) [13–16] (for a review, see [17, 18]). However, as will be shown in the next section, the kernel
of the second-order density fluctuation always appears together with the nonlinear galaxy bias functions, making it
difficult to directly determine one of the second-order indexes by measuring the galaxy bispectrum. In other words,
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the features of the second-order indexes are partially hidden by the uncertainty of the nonlinear galaxy bias. To
avoid this problem, in this paper, we propose new phenomenological time-dependent functions Ef = Ωξfm, Es = Ωξsm

and Et = Ωξtm, focusing on the contributions from the second-order peculiar velocity field. We expect that Es and Et

can be used to constrain modifications to the theory of gravity without any observational uncertainties. In order to
compare observational data with theoretical predictions, we develop a formalism describing the evolution equations
for the second-order perturbations and derive their explicit expressions as functions of the effective-field-theory (EFT)
parameters describing the DHOST theories.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we first give the basic equations for the galaxy bispectrum in redshift
space and discuss the observational difficulties in the presence of the galaxy nonlinear bias. In Sec. III, following [19]
we show the effective Lagrangian describing the DHOST theories and derive the evolution equations for the first-
and second-order density fluctuations. We then evaluate the growth index and the second-order index and give their
approximate expressions in Sec. IV. We then apply the resultant formulae to the shift-symmetric DHOST cosmology
as an application. Finally, Sec. V is devoted to a summary and conclusion.

II. GALAXY BISPECTRUM IN REDSHIFT SPACE

In order to derive the galaxy density fluctuation in redshift space as an observable of galaxy redshift surveys, we
first need to describe the matter density field δ(t,x) and the peculiar velocity field v(t,x). For the pressureless
nonrelativistic matter, the evolution equation for linear density fluctuations does not depend on the wave number,
even when gravity theory is described by a broad class of modified gravity theories, in particular the DHOST theories,
as will be discussed later. Hence, the time-dependence of the linear density field can be expressed independently
of the wave number, namely δ(t,k) = D+(t)δL(k), where D+(t) and δL(k) denote the linear growth and the initial
density fluctuation. On the other hand, the linear velocity divergence field, θ(t,x) := −∂ivi(t,x)/aH is written in
terms of the logarithmic time derivative of the linear matter density fluctuation through the continuity equation,
θ(t,k) = f(t)D+(t)δL(k) with f(t) := d lnD+/d ln a. The Fourier transform of the density field and the velocity
divergence field are formally expanded in terms of the initial density field δL(k) as

δ(t,k) = D+(t)δL(k) +D2
+(t)

∫
d3p1dp2

(2π)3
δ3
D(k − p1 − p2)F2(p1,p2; t)δL(p1)δL(p2) + · · · , (3)

θ(t,k) = f(t)

[
D+(t)δL(k) +D2

+(t)

∫
d3p1dp2

(2π)3
δ3
D(k − p1 − p2)G2(p1,p2; t)δL(p1)δL(p2) + · · ·

]
, (4)

where a is the cosmic scale factor, H = ȧ/a with dot being the derivative with respect to the cosmic time.
Since the density field is indirectly related to the observables of large-scale structure, the relation between them

is needed. We assume that the galaxy density fluctuation δg(t,x) up to the second-order can be written as the
combination of the linear bias b1(t), the second-order bias b2(t), and tidal bias bs2(t) (see e.g. [20]):

δg(t,x) = b1(t)δ(t,x) +
1

2
b2(t)δ2(t,x) + bs2(t)

{[
∂i∂j
∂2

δ(t,x)

]2

− 1

3
δ2(t,x)

}
+ · · · . (5)

In redshift space, the radial position of galaxies is given by the observed radial component of its relative velocity to
an observer. The peculiar velocity field of the underlying matter density distorts the observed position of the galaxy
along the line-of-sight. The mapping of a galaxy from its position x in real space to its position s in redshift space
along the line-of-sight direction n̂ is expressed as

s(t,x) = x +
v(t,x) · n̂

aH
n̂ . (6)

We then obtain the Fourier component of the galaxy density contrast in redshift space δg,s(t,k) as

δg,s(t,k) = Z1(k; t)D+(t)δL(k) +D2
+(t)

∫
d3p1d3p2

(2π)3
δ3
D(k − p1 − p2)Z2(p1,p2; t)δL(p1)δL(p2) + · · · . (7)

Here, the linear- and second-order perturbative kernels are defined as [21]

Z1(p) = b1 + f(p̂ · n̂)2 , (8)

Z2(p1,p2) = b1F2(p1,p2) + f(k̂ · n̂)2G2(p1,p2) +
f(k · n̂)

2

[
(p̂1 · n̂)Z1(p2) + (p̂2 · n̂)Z1(p1)

]
+

1

2
b2 + bs2T (p1,p2) , (9)
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where p̂ ≡ p/p, k = p1 + p2 and T (p1,p2) represents the scale-dependent function corresponding to the tidal force:

T (p1,p2) = (p̂1 · p̂2)
2 − 1

3
. (10)

Assuming that the initial density field δL(k) obeys the Gaussian statistics with the power spectrum PL(k) defined
through 〈δL(k)δL(k′)〉 = (2π)3δ3

D(k+k′)PL(k), the power spectrum and bispectrum of galaxy fluctuations in redshift
space at the leading order of perturbation are given by

P (k; t) = Z2
1 (k; t)D2

+(t)PL(k) , (11)

B(k1,k2,k3; t) = 2Z1(k1; t)Z1(k2; t)Z2(k1,k2; t)D4
+(t)PL(k1)PL(k2) + (2 perms) , (12)

where k1 + k2 + k3 = 0.
The modification of gravity theory alters the clustering properties of nonlinear structures and peculiar velocity

fields. In particular, the time-dependence of the second-order perturbative kernels F2 and G2 yields a powerful probe
of modified gravity theories. In this paper, we only focus on the DHOST theories, while there is a wide variety of
gravity theories that yield different signatures to the nonlinear kernels. In the case of the type-I DHOST theories, the
second-order kernels can be written in the form [19, 22–25]:

F2(p1,p2; t) = κ(t)αs(p1,p2)− 2

7
λ(t)γ(p1,p2) , (13)

G2(p1,p2; t) = κθ(t)αs(p1,p2)− 4

7
λθ(t)γ(p1,p2) , (14)

where αs(p1,p2) and γ(p1,p2) represent the kernel characterizing the second-order mode coupling

αs(p1,p2) = 1 +
1

2
(p̂1 · p̂2)

(
p1

p2
+
p2

p1

)
, (15)

γ(p1,p2) = 1− (p̂1 · p̂2)2 . (16)

Here, when assuming that the matter sector is minimally coupled with gravity, the continuity and Euler equations
for the matter give the relation between the coefficients of F2 and G2 kernels as

κθ = 2κ− 1 +
κ̇

fH
, (17)

λθ = λ+
λ̇

2fH
. (18)

In the Einstein-de Sitter Universe with general relativity, κ = κθ = λ = λθ = 1. In the case of the ΛCDM Universe,
one shows κ = κθ = 1, but λ and λθ deviate slightly from unity, with λ ≈ 1− 3

572 (1− Ωm) [6, 26, 27]. If the gravity
theory is described by the Horndeski scalar-tensor theories [28–30], then κ and κθ still take the standard values, but
the time-dependence of λ and λθ contains information from the underlying theory of gravity [6, 22]. In the DHOST
scalar-tensor theories beyond Horndeski, not only λ and λθ, but also κ and κθ can deviate from unity [24, 25, 31].

Hereafter, based on these variables let us discuss the degeneracy between the parameters by using the observation
data from galaxy redshift surveys. To account for the uncertainty of the amplitude of the power spectrum, it is
convenient to introduce σ8 as the root-mean-square of the matter fluctuations averaged over 8h−1Mpc. Using this
parameter and Eq. (11), one finds that the galaxy power spectrum can only constrain the combinations Z1(k)σ8.
In other words, the growth rate f measured using the redshift-space distortion (RSD) cannot be independently
determined and is always degenerate with σ8 by galaxy power spectrum alone. As for the galaxy bispectrum, the
situation is slightly changed because the shape dependence should be taken into account. To describe the shape
dependence of the galaxy bispectrum induced by the quasi-nonlinear growth, we need to introduce the scale-dependent
function related to the shift, which is defined as

S(p1,p2) =
1

2
(p̂1 · p̂2)

(
p1

p2
+
p2

p1

)
, (19)

in addition to the tidal term Eq. (10) and the scale-independent growth term. Moreover, since the galaxy bispectrum
shown in Eq. (12) is in proportion to the square of the matter power spectrum, the Z2 term is always measured by
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the combination with σ2
8 . When taking into account such observational effects, the measured Z2 term from the galaxy

bispectrum (12) can be rewritten as

Z2(k1,k2)σ2
8 =(b1σ8)σ8

[
κS(k1,k2) +

(
κ− 4

21
λ− b2

2b1

)
+

(
2

7
λ+

bs2

b1

)
T (k1,k2)

]
+ (fσ8)(k̂3 · n̂)2σ8

[
κθS(k1,k2) +

(
κθ −

8

21
λθ

)
+

4

7
λθT (k1,k2)

]
− (fσ8)(k3 · n̂)

2

[
(k̂1 · n̂)Z1(k2)σ8 + (k̂2 · n̂)Z1(k1)σ8

]
. (20)

From this expression, we found that it is quite challenging to determine one of the coefficients of the second-order
kernels, λ, from the measurement of the galaxy bispectrum, because λ always appears with the nonlinear galaxy bias
functions in the growth and the tidal terms, as shown in the first line of (20). Namely, there is a strong degeneracy
between λ, b2, and bs2 , and the signal of the gravity theory existing in the λ term would be hidden by the uncertainty
of the nonlinear galaxy bias. Moreover, since the shift term in the first line of (20) is measured by the combination
of κσ8, κ itself would not be suitable for extracting the information on the modified gravity. On the other hand, as
for the term corresponding to the second-order peculiar velocity field, one finds there appear no bias contributions.
Hence, we conclude that the second-order peculiar velocity field can be used to constrain the modification of gravity
theory without suffering the uncertainty of the galaxy bias.

To avoid the degeneracy between σ8 and other parameters related to the modified gravity theory, we propose new
parametrizations:

Ef =
fσ8

κσ8
, Es =

κθσ8

κσ8
, Et =

λθσ8

κσ8
. (21)

Using these parameters, we expect to easily extract meaningful information for gravity theory from the galaxy bis-
pectrum without suffering from the parameter degeneracy of σ8. Since κ = κθ = 1 in the case of general relativity
and Horndeski scalar-tensor theories, Ef and Et can be treated as f and λθ inferred from observational data. With
these variables, (20) can be rewritten as

Z2(k1,k2)σ2
8 =(b1σ8)(fσ8)E−1

f

[
S(k1,k2) +

(
1− 4λ

21κ
− b2

2b1κ

)
+

(
2λ

7κ
+
bs2

b1κ

)
T (k1,k2)

]
+ (fσ8)2E−1

f (k̂3 · n̂)2

[
EsS(k1,k2) +

(
Es −

8

21
Et

)
+

4

7
EtT (k1,k2)

]
− (fσ8)(k3 · n̂)

2

[
(k̂1 · n̂)Z1(k2)σ8 + (k̂2 · n̂)Z1(k1)σ8

]
. (22)

This is one of the main results in this paper. Each term in Eq. (22) can be observed independently by taking
advantage of the different wave number dependence. Since the linear bias function b1σ8 and the linear growth rate
fσ8 are severely restricted by the observed galaxy power spectrum, we can use the galaxy bispectrum to extract the
unbiased information of the parameters Ef , Es, and Et from the shift term in the first line, the shift-RSD and the
tidal-RSD contributions in the second line of Eq. (22), respectively. As will be shown in the later sections, these three
parameters allow us to trace the history of nonlinear growth and encompass the deviations within a broad theoretical
framework. In the following section, we present theoretical predictions for the above parameters based on modified
gravity theories, specifically the DHOST theories, and demonstrate the implications of these parameters for current
and future galaxy redshift surveys.

III. NONLINEAR GRAVITATIONAL GROWTH IN DEGENERATE HIGHER-ORDER
SCALAR-TENSOR THEORIES

A. Small-scale effective theory

In order to describe the perturbations for metric and matter around a spatially flat FLRW solution, it is convenient
to use the time-dependent parameters of effective-field-theory (EFT) of dark energy to specify the perturbations fully.
For the DHOST theories, these for linear perturbations have been introduced in [32] and extended to nonlinear order
in [33]. In the context of the EFT, the metric is written in the ADM form:

ds2 = −N2dt2 + hij
(
dxi +N idt

) (
dxj +N jdt

)
. (23)
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Choosing the time as to coincide with the uniform scalar-field hypersurface, as the perturbed variable, we consider the
δN = N − 1, the extrinsic curvature δKi

j = Ki
j −Hδij the three-dimensional spatial curvature (3)R, with H = ȧ/a.

With these variables, the effective Lagrangian is expressed as [32, 33]

LEFT =
√
h
M2

2

[
− (1 + δN) δK2 + (1 + αT) (3)R+H2αKδN

2 + 4HαBδKδN + (1 + αH) (3)RδN

+ 4β1δKV + β2V
2 + β3aia

i + αVδNδK2

]
, (24)

where δK2 = δK2 − δKi
jδK

j
i, V = (Ṅ − N i∂iN)/N , and ai = ∂iN/N . In the EFT language, the degeneracy

condition of the type-I DHOST theories to ensure the propagation of a single scalar degree of freedom reduces to

β2 = −6β2
1 , β3 = −2β1

[
2 (1 + αH) + β1 (1 + αT)

]
. (25)

For later convenience, we introduce another time-dependent function:

αM :=
d ln(M2)

d ln a
. (26)

The minimum set to fully specify the total amount of cosmological perturbations up to the linear order in the type-I
DHOST theories is six independent functions of time that are labelled αT, αK, αB, αM, αH, and β1 in addition to
the Hubble parameter H and the effective Planck mass M . To take into account the second-order perturbations, we
need to consider the additional time-dependent function αV, which is originally introduced in [6, 34] in the context
of the Horndeski scalar-tensor theories.

In order to study cosmological perturbations, it is convenient to change the gauge to compare the standard results.
To do so, we need to recover the scalar degree of freedom. In this section, we perform a time coordinate transformation
t→ t+ π(t,x) and consider the Newtonian gauge given by

ds2 = −
[
1 + 2Φ(t,x)

]
dt2 + a2(t)

[
1− 2Ψ(t,x)

]
δijdx

idxj . (27)

We then introduce a dimensionless variable Q(t,x) = Hπ(t,x). The nonrelativistic matter energy is given by

ρ(t,x) = ρm(t)
[
1 + δ(t,x)

]
. (28)

To study the quasi-static behaviour deep inside the horizon, we expand the action in terms of the metric and the
scalar field perturbations [33, 35–37]. In the quasi-static regime, the time derivatives of those perturbations are of
order Hubble and much smaller than their spatial derivatives. Moreover, the Lagrangian is dominated by terms with
2(n+ 1) spatial derivatives for n+ 2 fields. Namely, we will keep the terms of the form of (∂ε)2(∂2ε)n in the action,
where ε stands for any of Φ, Ψ, Q and their time derivatives. The matter overdensity δ is assumed to be of O(∂2ε).

We note that we should keep the mixed derivative terms such as ∂2Q̇/H, which cannot be simply ignored, as shown
in [35]. By expanding the action following the above rule, we obtain the small-scale effective Lagrangian of the form

LEFT = L2 + L3 + · · · , (29)

where Ln denote the n-th order terms, which are explicitly given by

L2 =
M2a

2

[
4 (1 + αH) Ψ∂2Φ− 2 (1 + αT) Ψ∂2Ψ− β3Φ∂2Φ

+ 4

{
αM − αT +

(aM2αH)·

aM2H

}
Ψ∂2Q− 4

{
αB − αH +

(aM2β3)·

2aM2H

}
Φ∂2Q+ cQQQ∂

2Q

+

{
4αH

Ψ̇

H
− 2 (2β1 + β3)

Φ̇

H
+ (4β1 + β3)

Q̈

H2

}
∂2Q

]
− a3ρmΦδ , (30)

and

L3 =
M2

2aH2

[
−1

2
cQQQ(∂Q)2∂2Q+

{
(αV − αH − 4β1) Φ + αTΨ

}{
(∂2Q)2 − (∂i∂jQ)2

}
+

{
−4αH∂iΨ + 2 (2β1 + β3) ∂iΦ− 2 (4β1 + β3)

∂iQ̇

H

}
∂jQ∂i∂jQ

]
. (31)
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Here, the explicit forms of cQQ and cQQQ are given

cQQ = −2

{
Ḣ

H2
+

3

2
Ωm + αT − αM +

[aM2H(αB − αH)]·

aM2H2
+

(aM2β3)··

4aM2H2
− Ḣ

2H2

(
aM2(4β1 + β3)

H

)·}
, (32)

cQQQ = −

[
αV + 3(αH − αT)− 4αB + αM(2− αV + αH + 8β1) + 2(4β1 + β3)

Ḣ

H2
− α̇V − α̇H − 8β̇1

H

]
, (33)

with Ωm = ρm/3M
2H2. The coefficients and the time-dependent functions related to the scalar-tensor theories and

should be evaluated on the background.

B. Evolution equation for density fluctuations

By varying the Lagrangian with respect to Φ, Ψ, and Q, and solving them in terms of δ and its time derivatives,
we can formally write the effective Poisson equation valid up to the second-order [19, 22, 23]

− k2

a2H2
Φ(t,k) = κΦ(t)δ(t,k) + νΦ(t)

δ̇(t,k)

H
+ µΦ(t)

δ̈(t,k)

H2

+

∫
d3p1d3p2

(2π)3
δ3
D(k − p1 − p2)

[
τΦ,α(t)αs(p1,p2) + τΦ,γ(t)γ(p1,p2)

]
δ(t,p1)δ(t,p2) + · · · , (34)

where the second-order mode coupling functions αs(p1,p2) and γ(p1,p2) were defined in Eqs. (15) and (16). Here,
the time-dependent functions κΦ, νΦ, µΦ, τΦ,α and τΦ,γ are related to the EFT parameters αi (i = T,B,M,H,V) and
β1,2,3 appearing in Eq. (24). Their relations are shown in Appendix A.

Throughout this paper, we assume that the matter is minimally coupled to gravity. The continuity and Euler
equations for the pressureless nonrelativistic matter are given by

δ̇ +
1

a
∂i
[
(1 + δ)vi

]
= 0 , (35)

v̇i +Hvi +
1

a
vj∂jv

i = −1

a
∂iΦ . (36)

Although these fluid equation are same as the standard ones in general relativity, there appears the effect of the
modification of gravity theory through the effective Poisson equation (34). Combining these with Eq. (34) to eliminate
the gravitational potential Φ, we derive the closed-form equation for the linear growth of the density fluctuation, D+(t),
in the form

D̈+ + (2 + ς)HḊ+ −
3

2
ΩmΞH2D+ = 0 , (37)

where ς := (2µΦ − νΦ)/(1 − µΦ), (3/2)ΩmΞ := κΦ/(1 − µΦ). Once the time-dependent coefficients ς and Ξ are
given, one can solve this equation with the boundary condition given by D+ ∝ a at a � 1. This equation can be
reinterpreted as the evolution equation for the linear growth rate f = d lnD+/d ln a as

df

d ln a
+

(
2 + ς +

d lnH

d ln a

)
f + f2 − 3

2
ΩmΞ = 0 . (38)

This means that the precise measurement of the linear growth rate from the redshift space distortion can provide the
information captured in ς and Ξ. To investigate the second-order nonlinear growth of structure, we need to take into
account the nonlinear mode coupling terms as the source term. The equation to solve is written as

δ̈(t,k) + (2 + ς)Hδ̇(t,k)− 3

2
ΩmΞH2δ(t,k)

= H2D2
+

∫
d3p1d3p2

(2π)3
δ3
D(k − p1 − p2)

[
Sκ(t)αs(p1,p2) + Sλ(t)γ(p1,p2)

]
δL(p1)δL(p2) , (39)

where the nonlinear coefficients are given by [19]

Sκ =
1

1− µΦ

(
2f2 +

3

2
ΩmΞ− ςf + τΦ,α

)
, (40)

Sλ =
7

2(1− µΦ)

(
−f2 + τΦ,γ

)
. (41)
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Reminding Eqs. (3) and (13), we can rewrite Eq. (39) as the equation of ζ = κ , λ:

d2ζ

d ln a2
+

(
2 + ς +

d lnH

d ln a
+ 4f

)
dζ

d ln a
+

(
2f2 +

3

2
ΩmΞ

)
ζ = Sζ . (42)

The second-order kernels F2 and G2 should coincide with the well-known results in the Einstein-de Sitter Universe in
the deep matter-dominated era. Hence, we impose the boundary conditions: κ = 1 and λ = 1 at a� 1. This shows
that the time-dependent coefficients in the second-order F2 kernel, κ and λ, can carry the information not only about
ς and Ξ but also about the nonlinear interaction terms τΦ,α and τΦ,γ . Given the solutions of κ and λ by solving the
above evolution equation, we can obtain the second-order coefficients of the peculiar velocity field κθ and λθ from
Eqs. (17) and (18).

IV. APPROXIMATE EXPRESSION

A. Setup

In this section, we consider the approximate expression of the nonlinear growth functions κ, λ, κθ, and λθ in order
to derive the analytic formulae of the second-order variables Ef , Es, and Et [Eq. (21)] in addition to the linear growth
rate. To do so, we need to specify the background expansion history of the Universe. First, we write down the
Friedmann and the matter conservation equation in terms of Ωm as

ρDE

3M2H2
= 1− Ωm , (43)

d lnH

d ln a
= −3

2

[
1 + w (1− Ωm)

]
, (44)

d ln Ωm

d ln a
= 3w (1− Ωm)− αM , (45)

where w denotes a dark-energy effective equation-of-state parameter w = PDE/ρDE for the dark energy component,
whose energy density and pressure are defined in terms of the Hubble parameter and effective Planck mass through
ρDE := 3M2H2 − ρm, PDE := −M2(3H2 + 2Ḣ).

In order to solve Eqs. (38) and (42) analytically, we assume that the Universe can be well described by the ΛCDM
model and the excitation of the scalar field is sufficiently suppressed in the deep matter dominated era, and we focus
only on the matter dominated era and the early stage of the dark energy dominated era. During the era of interest,
we can treat ε = 1−Ωm as a expansion parameter 1. Hence, the equation-of-state parameter w, the EFT parameters
αi (i = T,B,M,H,V) and β1 can be expanded as a series expansion form in terms of ε as

w = w(0) +O (ε) , (46)

αi = ciε+O(ε2) , (47)

β1 = βε+O(ε2) , (48)

where w(0), ci, and β are constant parameters, which should be evaluated at the deep matter dominated era. Since the
equation-of-motions for the linear- and second-order growth of the density fluctuation Eqs. (37) and (39) at the deep
matter dominated era is also assumed to be consistent with the standard one in the ΛCDM model, their deviation
should be suppressed by the factor ε. Therefore, it is expected that the early-time asymptotes of µΦ, ς, Ξ, and τΦ,Π
for ε→ 0 are µΦ → 0, ς → 0, Ξ→ 1, and τΦ,Π → 0. These variables during the era of interest can be written as

µΦ = µ
(1)
Φ ε+O(ε2) , (49)

ς = ς(1)ε+O(ε2) , (50)

Ξ = 1 + Ξ(1)ε+O(ε2) , (51)

τΦ,Π = τ
(1)
Φ,Πε+O(ε2) . (52)

1 In this treatment, we treat Ωm as a time variable. However, when one applies our formalism to observational data, the redshift-
dependence of Ωm would be needed. Our definition of Ωm depends on not only the background evolution but also the effective Planck
mass running, as seen in Eq. (45). The difference between the standard Ωm defined in the ΛCDM Universe with general relativity and
ours is discussed in Appendix C.
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Here, the first-order coefficients µ
(1)
Φ , ς(1), Ξ(1), and τ

(1)
Φ,Π can be written in terms of the expansion parameters defined

in Eqs. (46)–(48). The explicit form of these are presented in Appendix B.

B. First-order

Let us first solve the first order equation (38) to express the growth rate f , following Ref. [38]. Based on the
assumption described in the previous subsection, the equation for the growth rate f can reduce to(

cM − 3w(0)
)
ε

df

dε
+

[
1

2
+

(
ς(1) − 3

2
w(0)

)
ε

]
f + f2 − 3

2

[
1−

(
1− Ξ(1)

)
ε

]
+O(ε2) = 0 . (53)

Since the growth rate f approaches to unity at the deep matter dominated era, we can solve the above equation to
obtain the next-leading order solution of f in terms of ε as

f = 1−
[

3(1− w(0)) + 2ς(1) − 3Ξ(1)

5− 6w(0) + 2cM

]
ε+O(ε2) , (54)

which immediately implies that the corresponding growth index γ, which was defined in Eq. (1), is given by

γ =
3(1− w(0)) + 2ς(1) − 3Ξ(1)

5− 6w(0) + 2cM
+O(ε) . (55)

Substituting the explicit expressions of ς(1) [Eq. (B7)] and Ξ(1) [Eq. (B8)] into Eq. (55), we obtain

γ =
3[(1− w(0))− cT + 2(cH + β)]

5− 6w(0) + 2cM
− 2ρ2

Σ

− cH + β

Σ

{(
3 + 2cM − 6w(0)

)
ρ+

(
2− cM + 3w(0)

)
(cH + β)

}
+O(ε) , (56)

where

ρ = cB − cM + cT − β
(
cM − 3w(0)

)
, (57)

Σ =
1

6

(
5− 6w(0) + 2cM

)
Z(1) . (58)

with

Z(1) = 2

{
3
(

1 + w(0)
)

+ 2 (cM − cT) +
[
1− 2

(
cM − 3w(0)

)][
cB − cH − β

(
cM − 3w(0) + 1

)]}
. (59)

C. Second-order

We next derive the solution of the second-order equation-of-motion for the density fluctuation under the assumptions
discussed in Sec. IV A. We can formally solve the equations for the second-order coefficients κ and λ, Eq. (42). The
corresponding solutions are then written as

κ = 1−
[ −2τ

(1)
Φ,α + 2ς(1) − 7µ

(1)
Φ

(7− 6w(0) + 2cM)(1− 3w(0) + cM)

]
ε+O(ε2) , (60)

λ = 1−
[ −3 + 6γ − 7τ

(1)
Φ,γ + 3Ξ(1) − 7µ

(1)
Φ

(7− 6w(0) + 2cM)(1− 3w(0) + cM)

]
ε+O(ε2) . (61)

The corresponding second-order indexes Eq. (2) are expressed as

ξκ =
−2τ

(1)
Φ,α + 2ς(1) − 7µ

(1)
Φ

(7− 6w(0) + 2cM)(1− 3w(0) + cM)
+O(ε) , (62)

ξλ =
−3 + 6γ − 7τ

(1)
Φ,γ + 3Ξ(1) − 7µ

(1)
Φ

(7− 6w(0) + 2cM)(1− 3w(0) + cM)
+O(ε) . (63)
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With the use of the explicit expression of µ
(1)
Φ and τ

(1)
Φ,Π given in Eqs. (B3) and (B15), in addition to µ(1), ς(1), and

Ξ(1), we obtain the approximate solutions of the second-order index ξκ and ξλ during the matter dominated era and
the early stage of the dark energy dominated era. We first show the explicit expression of ξκ as

ξκ =
6(cH + β)2(1−K(0)

Q )

(1 + cM − 3w(0))Z(1)
+O(ε) , (64)

where Z(1) was defined in Eq. (59), and K
(0)
Q denotes the leading order solution of the scalar-field perturbation (see

Eqs. (A21) and (B9)), which is explicitly given by

K
(0)
Q =

6
[
ρ− (cH + β)

(
2 + cM − 3w(0)

)]
Z(1)

. (65)

The new parameters Ef and Es defined in Eq. (21) can be rewritten in terms of γ and ξκ as

Ef = 1 + (ξκ − γ) ε+O(ε2) , (66)

Es = 1−
(

1 + cM − 3w(0)
)
ξκ ε+O(ε2) , (67)

which immediately lead to

ξf :=
d lnEf

d ln Ωm
= γ −

6(cH + β)2(1−K(0)
Q )

(1 + cM − 3w(0))Z(1)
+O(ε) , (68)

ξs :=
d lnEs

d ln Ωm
=

6(cH + β)2(1−K(0)
Q )

Z(1)
+O(ε) . (69)

We found that the nontrivial time-dependence can capture the information of the modification of the gravity theory.
An important observation is that in the case of the general relativity and the Horndeski scalar-tensor theories, that
is cH = β = 0, one can easily show ξf = γ and ξs = 0. Therefore, we conclude that any nonvanishing value of ξs can
be treated as the clear signal of the existence of the gravity theory beyond the Horndeski scalar-tensor theories.

Next, let us evaluate ξλ in terms of the EFT parameters. We rewrite Eq. (63) by using Eqs. (55), (B3), and (B7):

ξλ =
(1− 2cM + 6w(0))γ − 3w(0) − 7τ

(1)
Φ,γ

(7 + 2cM − 6w(0))(1 + cM − 3w(0))
+

6(cH + β)2

(1 + cM − 3w(0))Z(1)
+O(ε) . (70)

The leading term of the nonlinear mode-coupling, τ
(1)
Φ,γ , is given by

τ
(1)
Φ,γ =− 1

4

(
K

(0)
Q

)2

(cT + cV − 5cH − 12β)−
K

(0)
Q

Z(1)

[
ρ+

3

2
(cH + β)

][
3 (cT + cV − cH − 4β) + c

(1)
QQQK

(0)
Q

]
, (71)

with

c
(1)
QQQ = 4cB − 2cM + 3cT − 3cH − cV + (cV − cH − 8β)

(
cM − 3w(0)

)
. (72)

We then translate the second-order index ξκ and ξλ derived here into the new variable Et [Eq. (21)]:

Et = 1 +

[
ξκ −

1

2

(
2 + cM − 3w(0)

)
ξλ

]
ε+O(ε2) . (73)

Substituting Eqs. (64), (70), and (71) into Eq. (73), Et can be obtained in terms of constant parameters
{w(0), cB, cM, cT, cH, β} and cV, but its explicit expression is complicated. Moreover, the corresponding index ξt
can be defined in the same way as Es through the logarithmic derivative of Et with respect to Ωm. Given the ΛCDM
Universe with general relativity, i.e. w(0) = −1 and ci = β = 0, we can reproduce the standard result ξλ = 3

572 [26, 27],

which corresponds to ξt = 15
1144 . Unlike ξs, ξt can deviate from the standard value even when cH = β = 0. Therefore,

we can use the time-dependence of Et to constrain the Horndeski scalar-tensor theories.
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D. Constraining DHOST cosmology with growth and second-order peculiar velocity field

In this subsection, as an application, we apply the resultant formula derived in the previous subsection to the
shift-symmetric DHOST model developed in Ref. [38]. This model allows us to consistently solve the equations for
the evolution of both the background and perturbation during the matter-dominated era and the early stage of dark
energy-dominated era, and to rewrite the EFT parameters that characterize the DHOST theories in terms of four
constant parameters. To proceed with analysis, we focus on the specific type of the DHOST Lagrangian. We assume
that the k-essence term in the DHOST theories is in proportion to Xp, where p is a constant model parameter.
Furthermore, we consider a tracker solution whose scalar field satisfies the condition Hφ̇2q = const with q being
another constant parameter. For instance, in the DHOST cosmological model proposed in [39], there is a cosmological
solution that exhibits the late-time self-acceleration regime, corresponding to the case p = 1 and q = 1/2. Under
these assumptions and considering that the cosmological solution is well described by an attractor solution, the leading
order coefficients of the equation-of-state parameter w(0) and the braiding parameter cB are shown to be written in
terms of p, q, cH, and β as

w(0) = −1 +
cH + 2p

4q
, (74)

cB = −p− cH
3
− 3β(2q − 1)

4q
. (75)

We further consider that the gravitational wave event GW170817 [40] and its optical counterpart GRB170817A [41]
were detected almost simultaneously, providing the stringent constraint on the deviation of the speed of gravitational
waves from that of light. This measurement strongly implies that the speed of gravitational waves is in exact
agreement with the speed of light. Even with this condition imposed, a certain subclass of type-I DHOST theories
survived [42, 43]. The gravitational waves travel at the same speed as light, unaffected by slight changes in the
background, when [33]

αT = 0 , αV = −αH , (76)

which corresponds to

cT = 0 , cV = −cH . (77)

When imposing the above conditions, the explicit forms of αM and αH in this setup implies the additional relation:

cM =
3

4q
cH . (78)

Combining these relations, we finally have independent parameters (p, q, cH, β) to model the shift-symmetric DHOST
cosmology during the matter dominated era and the early stage of the dark energy dominated era. 2 The growth
index γ, the second-order growth index ξs can be written in terms of (p, q, cH, β) as

γ =
3

2(−3 + 6p+ 10q)(3p+ 11q)

{[
(p+ 4q) (−3 + 6p+ 10q)− 8pq2

]
+

1

2

[
(−3 + 6p+ 10q) + 8q (3p+ 2q)

]
cH +

3q(1 + 2q)(−3 + 6p+ 16q)(cH + β)2

2pq + 3qcH + (3p+ 5q)β

}
+O(ε) , (79)

ξs =
12(3− 6p− 16q)(2pq + 6qcH + (3p+ 8q)β)(cH + β)2

(3− 6p− 10q)2(2pq + 3qcH + (3p+ 5q)β)2
+O(ε) . (80)

We can also express ξt in terms of the four constant parameters (p, q, cH, β), while its explicit form is not shown here.
Based on the resultant formulae, we now investigate expected constraints on the DHOST cosmology using current

and future observations of large-scale structure. As discussed in Sec. I, the constraints on the growth index from the

2 Recently, the constraint from the stability of gravitons against decay into dark energy and the gradient instability induced by gravitational
waves are discussed in the literature [44, 45]. However, the case with these conditions is shown to be the special class, in which for
instance the screening mechanism works only when the parameter fine-tuning is imposed [36, 46]. Hence, it is beyond the scope of this
paper and we simply neglect these possibilities. See also [47, 48] for other possibilities.
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FIG. 1: The allowed parameter region in the (β, cH) plane obtained from the condition |ξs| ≤ 0.2 in the shift-symmetric
DHOST cosmology. The parameters are given by (p, q) = (1, 1/2) (red), (1, 3/4) (blue), and (3, 1) (green).

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

β

c
H

FIG. 2: Same as Fig. 1 but the condition |ξt − 15/1144| ≤ 0.2.

current observations have been already reported. The typical value of the observational error of the growth index in
the current status is roughly estimated as . 0.1. Therefore, let us employ γ = 6/11±0.1 as a conservative constraint.
On the other hand, to the best of our knowledge, no one puts the constraints on Ef , Es and Et (or ξf , ξs and ξt)
from observational data. In this paper, as an empirical test, we assume that the error of the second-order indices is
≈ 0.2. Namely, we consider ξs = 0.0 ± 0.2 and ξt = 15/1144 ± 0.2. As for ξf , it would be difficult to put a tighter
constraint than that of γ itself, since ξf = γ − ξκ [see Eq. (66)]. Hence, we focus only on ξs and ξt hereafter. Given
the parameter set (p, q), we can translate the constraints on (cH, β) using Eqs. (79) and (80).

The parameter regions in the (β, cH) plane allowed by the constraints |ξs| . 0.2 an |ξt − 15/1144| . 0.2 for the
various values of (p, q): (1, 1/2) (red), (1, 3/4) (blue), (3, 1) (green) are plotted in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. These
figures show that small changes in the parameters (p, q) affect the details of the contour of the constant-ξs and
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FIG. 3: The allowed parameter region in (β, cH) plane from the gravitational growth index |γ − 6/11| . 0.1 (green), the
second-order index |ξs| . 0.2 (blue), and |ξt − 15/1144| . 0.2 (red). The parameters used here are given by p = 1 and q = 1/2.

constant-ξt curves, though generic features seem to remain unchanged. Hereafter, we focus on the specific parameter
set (p, q) = (1, 1/2), corresponding to the model proposed in [39]. We show in Fig. 3 the allowed parameter region in
the (β, cH) plane obtained from the constraints on the growth index |γ − 6/11| . 0.1 (red), the second-order index
|ξs| . 0.2 (blue) and |ξt − 15/1144| . 0.2 (green). We found from Fig. 3 that the overlap region, where all these
constraints are satisfied, is smaller than the individual allowed region. Therefore, the combined analysis is expected
to provide tighter constraints on the DHOST cosmology only from the cosmological observations.

Before closing this section, we briefly discuss present-time observational bounds on the EFT parameters. The New-
ton potential Φ controls the stellar structure and is characterized by a combination of Υ1 = 4[αH + (1 +αT)β1]2/[(1 +
αT)(1 + αV − 4β1) − αH − 1] [33] (See also [42] for the case after GW170817). The lower bound has been obtained
from the existence condition for stars in hydrostatic equilibrium Υ1 > −2/3 [49], while the upper bound comes from
the comparison between the minimum mass of hydrogen-burning stars and the observed minimum red dwarf star
Υ1 < 1.6 [50]. It is difficult to compare our results directly with these constraints since the leading order expression of
γ, ξs, and ξt are not necessarily valid all the way to the present time. Furthermore, assuming that αH = cH(1−Ωm),
β1 = β(1− Ωm), we can compare our results with the present-time bounds.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have revisited the galaxy bispectrum as a possible probe to test the theory of gravity beyond
linear-order perturbations and have discussed the potential impact of the second-order peculiar velocity field. We
have derived the redshift-space galaxy bispectrum with the second-order kernels that include the effect of the modified
gravity, and have shown that the signature of the modified gravity obtained from the kernel of the second-order density
fluctuations is partially hidden by the uncertainty in the nonlinear galaxy bias functions. We also have pointed out
that the contribution from the second-order peculiar velocity field in the galaxy bispectrum can be used to extract
the higher-order properties of modified gravity without suffering from the uncertainty of the nonlinear galaxy bias
function. Based on this fact, we have proposed the novel phenomenological parameters Ef = Ωξfm, Es = Ωξsm and
Et = Ωξtm [Eq. (21)] to trace the nonlinear growth history. We then have applied the formulae to the DHOST
cosmology and found that the combined analysis of the growth rate and the second-order indices can provide a tight
constraint on the DHOST cosmology.

We have developed the formulation of the time evolution for the first- and second-order density fluctuations in
the framework of the DHOST theories. By expanding the background and perturbed equations for the density
fluctuations in terms of ε = 1−Ωm, we have analytically obtained the expression of ξf , ξs and ξt using the parameters
that characterize the DHOST theories [Eqs. (69) and (73)], as well as the gravitational growth index γ [Eq. (56)]. In
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particular, we have shown that the deviation of Es from unity can be treated as a clear signal of the gravity theory
describing the beyond-Horndeski theories.

Finally, as an application we have applied the resultant expressions to a specific cosmological model of the shift-
symmetric DHOST theories, which has the observational constraint on the speed of gravitational waves. We then
have obtained the new constraint on the parameter space and found that the analysis combined with the information
obtained from γ, ξs, and ξt provides stringent constraints on the DHOST theories only from cosmological observations.

In this paper, we have considered only the leading term of f , Ef , Es and Et as the asymptotic values in high redshifts.
This assumption is expected to be valid for a wide class of modified gravity theories, and it would be interesting to
investigate their time-evolution numerically. In addition, evaluating the galaxy bias function is important for the use
of the galaxy bispectrum since the bias function may deviate from that of general relativity due to the modification
of gravity theory. The information essentially required to constrain the parameters of Es and Et is the anisotropic
component of the bispectrum in redshift space, which appears through the second-order velocity field. Therefore, the
analysis of the anisotropic component will become more crucial in future bispectrum studies [11, 12].
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Appendix A: Coefficients of first- and second-order solutions

In this Appendix, we briefly review the procedure used in Ref. [19].

1. First-order solutions

To solve the perturbation equations, we first express the variables as a perturbative series:

δ =
∑
n=1

δn , Φ =
∑
n=1

Φn , · · · (A1)

where δn,Φn, · · · [= O(δn1 )] denotes the n-th order quantities. The equations-of-motion for the first-order Φ and Ψ are
schematically written as

M

(
Ψ1

Φ1

)
= N

(
Q1

Q̇1/H

)
− a2ρm

2M2k2

(
0
δ1

)
, (A2)

where M and N are 2× 2 matrix, which are explicitly defined as

M = (M)ab =

(
MΨΨ MΨΦ

MΦΨ MΦΦ

)
=

(
1 + αT −(1 + αH)
1 + αH −β3/2

)
, (A3)

N =

(
NΨQ NΨQ̇

NΦQ NΦQ̇

)
=

(
αM − αT + Ḣ

H2αH −αH

αB − αH − 1
aM2

(
aM2β1

H

)·
+ Ḣ

H2 β3 −(2β1 + β3)/2

)
, (A4)

where the index a, b stands for Ψ and Φ. Moreover, when varying the effective Lagrangian with respect to Q, the
equation-of-motion for the first-order scalar field perturbation is also schematically written as

RQ̈
Q̈1

H2
+ RQ̇

Q̇1

H
+ RQQ1 + RΨ̇

Ψ̇1

H
+ RΨΨ1 + RΦ̇

Φ̇1

H
+ RΦΦ1 = 0 . (A5)
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The coefficients are given as

RΨ = 4

[
αM − αT +

(aM2αH)·

aM2H

]
, (A6)

RΦ = 4

[
αB − αH +

(aM2β3)·

2aM2H

]
, (A7)

RΨ̇ = 4αH , (A8)

RΦ̇ = −2 (2β1 + β3) , (A9)

RQ = 2cQQ +
1

aM2

(
aM2(4β1 + β3)

H

)··
, (A10)

RQ̇ =
2H

aM2

(
aM2(4β1 + β3)

H2

)·
, (A11)

RQ̈ = 2 (4β1 + β3) . (A12)

Let us solve Eqs. (A2) and (A5) to express Φ1, Ψ1, and Q1 in terms of δ1 and its time derivatives. Solving Eq. (A2)

for Φ1 and Φ1, and substituting into Eq. (A5), one finds that the coefficients of Q̈1 and Q̇1 become zero thanks to
the degeneracy condition. Hence, the first-order scalar perturbation Q1 can be written in the form

1

a2H2
∂2Q1 = κQδ1 + νQ

δ̇1
H
, (A13)

where the coefficients can be written schematically as

νQ = −3

2

Ωm

Z

[
RΨ̇(M−1)ΨΦ + RΦ̇(M−1)ΦΦ

]
, (A14)

κQ = −3

2

Ωm

Z

[
RΨ(M−1)ΨΦ + RΦ(M−1)ΦΦ +

aM2

H
RΨ̇

[
1

aM2
(M−1)ΨΦ

]·
+
aM2

H
RΦ̇

[
1

aM2
(M−1)ΦΦ

]·]
. (A15)

The denominator Z is defined as

Z = RQ + RΨ(M−1N)ΨQ + RΦ(M−1N)ΦQ +
1

H
RΨ̇

[
(M−1N)ΨQ

]·
+

1

H
RΦ̇

[
(M−1N)ΦQ

]·
. (A16)

Finally, substituting this back into Eq. (A2), the first-order solutions of the gravitational potentials x1,a = {Ψ1,Φ1}
can be expressed in terms of δ1, δ̇1, and δ̈1 as

1

a2H2
∂2x1,a = κaδ1 + νa

δ̇1
H

+ µa
δ̈1
H2

, (A17)

where the coefficients are written in terms of κQ and νQ as well as the components of the matrices M and N by

µa = (M−1N)aQ̇ νQ , (A18)

νa = (M−1N)aQ νQ + (M−1N)aQ̇

[
κQ +

(a2HνQ)·

a2H2

]
, (A19)

κa =
3

2
Ωm(M−1)aΦ + (M−1N)aQ κQ + (M−1N)aQ̇

(a2H2κQ)·

a2H3
. (A20)

2. Second-order solutions

At the second-order, we need to take into account the contributions from the nonlinear mode-couplings. To derive
the second-order mode-couplings, it would be convenient to introduce the first-order solutions as

Ka :=
∂2x1,a

a2H2δ1
, KQ :=

∂2Q1

a2H2δ1
, KQ̇ :=

∂2Q̇1

a2H3δ1
. (A21)
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Using the coefficients defined in the previous subsection, these can be rewritten as

KΦ =
κΦ + f(νΦ − 2µΦ)

1− µΦ
=

3

2
ΩmΞ− fς , (A22)

KΨ = κΨ +
µΨκΦ

1− µΦ
+ f

(
νΨ −

µΨ(2− νΦ)

1− µΦ

)
, (A23)

KQ = κQ + fνQ , (A24)

KQ̇ =
(a2H2D+KQ)·

a2H3D+
. (A25)

Then, the equations-of-motion for the second-order variables Ψ2, Φ2, and Q2 are schematically written as

M

(
Ψ2

Φ2

)
= N

(
Q2

Q̇2/H

)
− a2ρm

2M2k2

(
0
δ2

)
− a2H2

k2
O

(
Wαs

Wγ

)
, (A26)

RQ̈
Q̈2

H2
+ RQ̇

Q̇2

H
+ RQQ2 + RΨ̇

Ψ̇2

H
+ RΨΨ2 + RΦ̇

Φ̇2

H
+ RΦΦ2 = −a

2H2

k2

{
OQ,αWαs

+ OQ,γWγ

}
. (A27)

where O denotes the 2× 2 matrix characterizing the amplitude of the nonlinear mode-couplings for the gravitational
potentials, and OQ,Π represents the corresponding coefficient for Q with Π representing the scale-dependence of the
nonlinear mode-coupling. We have defined WΠ as

WΠ(k) :=

∫
d3p1d3p2

(2π)3
δ3
D(k − p1 − p2)Π(p1,p2)δL(p1)δL(p2) . (A28)

Since Ψ(2) and Φ(2) are generated by the scalar-scalar nonlinear interactions, as clearly seen in the effective Lagrangian
Eq. (31), the mode-coupling coefficients O can be expressed in terms of the first-order solution of the scalar field
perturbation Eq. (A21) as

O =

(
OΨ,α OΨ,γ

OΦ,α OΦ,γ

)
=

1

4
D2

+K
2
Q

(
4αH αT − 4αH

2(2β1 + β3) −αV − αH − 2β3

)
. (A29)

On the other hand, the scalar-gravitational potential nonlinear interactions in addition to the scalar-scalar nonlinear
interactions can produce the nonlinear scalar perturbation Q2. Hence, OQ,Π is written as

OQ,α = D2
+KQ

{
4αHKΨ − 2(2β1 + β3)KΦ + RQ̇KQ + 6(4β1 + β3)KQ̇

}
, (A30)

OQ,γ = −D2
+KQ

{
2αTKΨ + 2(αV − αH − 4β1)KΦ +

(
cQQQ + RQ̇

)
KQ + 4(4β1 + β3)KQ̇

}
. (A31)

Substituting the second-order solution of Eq. (A26) into Eq. (A27), the second-order scalar perturbation Q2 is ex-
pressed in the form

1

a2H2
∂2Q2 = κQδ2 + νQ

δ̇2
H

+D2
+ (τQ,αWαs

+ τQ,γWγ) , (A32)

where the coefficients of the nonlinear mode-couplings with the shape Π = αs, γ are given by

D2
+τQ,Π =

1

Z

[
OQ,Π − RΨ(M−1O)ΨΠ − RΦ(M−1O)ΦΠ

− 1

a2H3
RΨ̇

[
a2H2(M−1O)ΨΠ

]· − 1

a2H3
RΦ̇

[
a2H2(M−1O)ΦΠ

]·]
. (A33)

Finally, substituting the solution back into Eq. (A26), the second-order solutions of the gravitational potentials,
x2,a = {Ψ2,Φ2} are

1

a2H2
∂2x2,a = κaδ2 + νa

δ̇2
H

+ µa
δ̈2
H2

+D2
+ (τa,αWαs

+ τa,γWγ) , (A34)

with

τa,Π = (M−1O)a,Π + (M−1N)aQ τQ,Π + (M−1N)aQ̇
(a2H2D2

+τQ,Π)·

a2H3D2
+

. (A35)
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Appendix B: Explicit expression for some coefficients

In this Appendix, we summarize some coefficients under the assumptions described in Sec. IV A. We first expand
the time-dependent function Z defined in Eq. (A16) in terms of ε = 1− Ωm as

Z = Z(1)ε+O(ε2) . (B1)

The leading coefficient is given by

Z(1) = 2

{
3
(

1 + w(0)
)

+ 2 (cM − cT) +
[
1− 2

(
cM − 3w(0)

)][
cB − cH − β

(
1 + cM − 3w(0)

)]}
. (B2)

Then, the expansion coefficients for Φ(1), which are defined in Eqs. (A18)–(A20), are

µ
(1)
Φ = −6(cH + β)2

Z(1)
, (B3)

ν
(1)
Φ = −6(cH + β)2(2 + cM − 3w(0))

Z(1)
, (B4)

κ
(1)
Φ = −3

2
(1 + cT) + 3 (cH + β)− 6ρ2

Z(1)
+

3(cH + β)

Z(1)

{(
3 + 2cM − 6w(0)

)
ρ−

(
cM − 3w(0)

)
(cH + β)

}
. (B5)

with

ρ = cB − cM + cT − β
(
cM − 3w(0)

)
. (B6)

We then obtain the explicit expression of the coefficients in Eqs. (49)–(51) as

ς(1) =
6(cH + β)2(cM − 3w(0))

Z(1)
, (B7)

Ξ(1) = cT − 2(cH + β) +
4ρ2

Z(1)
− 2(cH + β)

Z(1)

{(
3 + 2cM − 6w(0)

)
ρ+

(
2− cM + 3w(0)

)
(cH + β)

}
. (B8)

To describe the nonlinear mode-coupling terms, we need to expand the first-order solutions Eq. (A21) as

KΨ =
3

2
+O(ε) , KΦ =

3

2
+O(ε) , KQ = K

(0)
Q +O(ε) , (B9)

which implies that only the first-order scalar field perturbation has the nontrivial zeroth-order contribution. We note

from the form of KQ, Eq. (A24) that K
(0)
Q can be well described by the combination of only the coefficients of the

first-order equation-of-motion for Q, Eq. (A5), as

KQ =
RΨ + RΨ̇ + RΦ + RΦ̇

RQ
+O(ε2) . (B10)

The explicit form of the leading order coefficient is given as

K
(0)
Q =

6
[
ρ− (cH + β)

(
2 + cM − 3w(0)

)]
Z(1)

. (B11)

Substituting Eqs. (A29)–(A31) into Eq. (A33) and expanding it in terms of ε, we have

τQ,α =
6(cH + β)K

(0)
Q

Z(1)
+O(ε) , (B12)

τQ,γ = −
K

(0)
Q

Z(1)

[
3 (cT + cV − cH − 4β) + c

(1)
QQQK

(0)
Q

]
+O(ε) , (B13)

with

c
(1)
QQQ = 4cB − 2cM + 3cT − 3cH − cV + (cV − cH − 8β)

(
cM − 3w(0)

)
. (B14)
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Then, substituting them into Eq. (A35), we finally obtain

τ
(1)
Φ,α =

3(cH + β)2(7 + 2cM − 6w(0))K
(0)
Q

Z(1)
, (B15)

and

τ
(1)
Φ,γ =− 1

4

(
K

(0)
Q

)2

(cT + cV − 5cH − 12β) +
[
ρ+

3

2
(cH + β)

]
τQ,γ . (B16)

Appendix C: Different parametrization of fractional nonrelativistic matter density

In this paper, we have treated the fractional nonrelativistic matter density Ωm as a time variable to evaluate the
growth rate and the second-order variables analytically. When comparing our results with actual observational data,
we need to evaluate Ωm as a function of redshift. However, in the framework of our formulation, it is not easy to
solve Ωm explicitly. In this section, we discuss a possible prescription for replacing Ωm with the one defined in the
standard ΛCDM Universe. The fractional energy density in the ΛCDM Universe is defined as

ΩGR
m =

ρm

3M2
PlH

2
GR

, (C1)

where MPl denotes the Planck mass and H2
GR is given by the sum of the nonrelativistic matter and the cosmological

constant Λ:

H2
GR =

1

3M2
Pl

ρm + Λ . (C2)

During the matter dominated era and the early stage of the dark energy dominated era, Ωm ≈ 1, we find that the
time-evolution equation (45) can reduce to

dΩm

d ln a
≈
(

3w(0) − cM
)

(1− Ωm) . (C3)

We can translate it into the equation for ε ≡ 1− Ωm as

d ln ε

d ln a
≈ 3w(0) − cM . (C4)

We then solve it to obtain

ε = ε(a∗)

(
a

a∗

)−3w(0)+cM

, (C5)

where a∗ denotes the initial time. In the case of the ΛCDM Universe, the above expression becomes

εGR ≡ 1− ΩGR
m = εGR(a∗)

(
a

a∗

)3

. (C6)

Here, we take the deep matter dominated era as the initial time a∗, a∗ � 1. At the deep matter dominated era, we
assume that the Universe can be well described by the ΛCDM Universe. Namely, ε(a∗) ≈ εGR(a∗). Therefore, the
difference between Ωm and ΩGR

m can be well approximated as

Ωm − ΩGR
m ≈

[
1−

(
a

a∗

)−3(w(0)+1)+cM
] (

1− ΩGR
m

)
, (C7)

which immediately shows that the difference between Ωm and ΩGR
m is suppressed by (1 − ΩGR

m ). During the matter
dominated era and the early stage of the dark energy dominated era, a∗ . a� 1, the difference is further suppressed

by the factor (1− (a/a∗)
−3(w(0)+1)+cM), which is expected to be much smaller than unity. Hence, we expect that Ωm

can be well approximated by ΩGR
m .
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[8] H. Gil-Maŕın, W. J. Percival, L. Verde, J. R. Brownstein, C. H. Chuang, F. S. Kitaura, S. A. Rodŕıguez-Torres and
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