arXiv:2212.12494v2 [gr-qc] 16 Feb 2024

Building cubic gravity with healthy and viable scalar and tensor perturbations

Petros Asimakis,^1 Spyros Basilakos,^{2, 3, 4} and Emmanuel N. Saridakis^{2, 5, 6} 1Department of Physics, National Technical University of Athens, Zografou Campus GR 157 73, Athens, Greece 2National Observatory of Athens, Lofos Nymfon, 11852 Athens, Greece 3Academy of Athens, Research Center for Astronomy and Applied Mathematics, Soranou Efesiou 4, 11527, Athens, Greece 4School of Sciences, European University Cyprus, Diogenes Street, Engomi, 1516 Nicosia, Cyprus 5CAS Key Laboratory for Researches in Galaxies and Cosmology, Department of Astronomy, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, P.R. China 6Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad Católica del Norte, Avda. Angamos 0610, Casilla 1280 Antofagasta, Chile

We investigate sufficient conditions under which cubic gravity is healthy and viable at the perturbation level. We perform a detailed analysis of the scalar and tensor perturbations. We impose the requirement that the two scalar potentials, whose ratio is the post-Newtonian parameter γ, should deviate only minimally form general relativity. Additionally, concerning tensor perturbations we impose satisfaction of the LIGO-VIRGO and Fermi Gamma-ray Burst observations, and thus we result to a gravitational-wave equation with gravitational-wave speed equal to the speed of light, and where the only deviation from general relativity appears in the dispersion relation. Furthermore, we show that cubic gravity exhibits an effective Newton’s constant that depends on the model parameter, on the background evolution, and on the wavenumber scale. Hence, by requiring its deviation from the standard Newton’s constant to be within observational bounds we extract the constraints on the single coupling parameter β.

I. INTRODUCTION

Theories of gravity with higher-order invariants arise naturally as an effective description of a complete String Theory [1], and since they can improve the renormalizability properties of general relativity [2] they have attracted the interest of the literature [3]. On the other hand, one may have an additional motivation of cosmological origin [4–6], since when applied at a cosmological framework such theories may lead to new effective sectors of gravitational origin, that can drive inflation or late-time acceleration, or alleviate the H_0 and S_8 cosmological tensions [7, 8].

In order to construct higher-order theories of gravity one starts from the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian and includes extra higher-order terms, such as in f(R) gravity [9–11], in f(G) gravity [12, 13], in Lovelock gravity [14, 15], etc. Alternatively, but not equivalently, one can construct higher-order theories of gravity in the torsional formulation, resulting in f(T ) gravity [16–18], in f(T, T_G) gravity [19, 20], in f(T, B) gravity [21, 22], etc.

In general such gravitational constructions involve extra degrees of freedom, which may be problematic, giving rise to various pathologies, such as ghost and Laplacian instabilities. Hence, one needs to focus on subclasses of these theories that are free from pathologies. We stress here that this has to hold around all backgrounds, and at all orders in perturbation theory, since a wellbehaved background evolution does not necessarily guarantee well-behaved perturbations (as for instance was the case in the initial versions of Hořava-Lifshitz [23, 24], of new nonlinear massive gravity[25], of entropic-force dark energy [26], etc).

Nevertheless, theoretical consistency is a necessary but not sufficient condition for the acceptance of a particular theory, since observational and experimental viability should also be obtained. Therefore, every theory should satisfy the bounds acquired by Solar System experiments [27], as well as be in agreement with various datasets of cosmological observations, such as Supernovae Type I (SNIa), Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations (BAO), direct Hubble constant measurements with cosmic chronometers (CC), Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) shift temperature and polarization, redshift space distortion (fσ_8) and Large Scale Structure measurements [28], etc. Finally, since modified theories of gravity may predict gravitational wave speed c_{GW} different than the speed of light c, one must guarantee that she can satisfy the LIGO-VIRGO [29] and Fermi Gamma-ray Burst Monitor [30] observations, which require |c_{GW} /c−1| ≤ 4.5×10^{−16} [31].

One interesting class of higher-order gravity is the one that contains as a Lagrangian the cubic combination of curvature terms P [32], which was then extended to f(P ) gravity [33]. In [34–37] the authors reduced the possible coefficients in order to obtain second-order field equations that allow for spherically symmetric black hole solutions, while in [38] an extra cubic correction, which is trivial for a spherically symmetric metric, was added in order to lead to second-order field equations in a cosmological background too. The resulting cubic and f(P ) gravities prove to have interesting cosmological applications, and thus they have attracted extensive investigation [32, 33, 39–56].

However, despite the significant research on cubic gravity, the scalar and tensor perturbation analysis has not been performed. Thus, in the present work we are interested in performing such an analysis, and additionally we desire to extract conditions on the model parameters that allow for healthy and viable theories at the perturbation level. The plan of the work is as follows: In Section II we present cubic gravity and we provide the basic requirement in order to have well-defined cosmological behavior at the background level. Then in Section III we perform a detailed scalar and tensor perturbation analysis, extracting the conditions corresponding to absence of instabilities as well as to gravitational-wave speed equal to the speed of light. Finally, in Section IV we summarize and conclude.

II. CUBIC GRAVITY

In this section we briefly review cubic modified gravity. This theory of gravity is based on adding corrections to the action of General Relativity, constructed from cubic combinations of the Riemann tensor. A general such combination is [14]

P = β_1R_μ^ρ_ν^σR_ρ^γ_σ^δ R_γ^μ_δ^ν + β_2R^{ρσ}_{μν} R^{γδ}_{ρσ} R^{μν}_{γδ} +β_3R^{σγ} R_{μνρσ} R^{μνρ}_γ + β_4RR_{μνρσ} R^{μνρσ} +β_5R_{μνρσ} R^{μρ}R^{νσ} + β_6R^ν_μR^ρ_ν R^μ_ρ +β_7R_{μν} R^{μν} R + β_8R^3, (1)

where β_i’s are eight coefficients. Adding the above invariant in the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, we can write the action S = ∫ d^4x √ −g [ 1 2κ (R − 2Λ) + αP + L_m ] , (2)

where α is a possible coupling parameter, κ = 8πG is the gravitational constant, and where for completeness we have also added the cosmological constant Λ, as well as the matter Lagrangian L_m.

Varying the action with respect to the metric g_{μν} we obtain the general field equations, namely [33].

G_{μν} + Λg_{μν} = κ (T_{μν} + αH_{μν} ) , (3)

with T_{μν} = −^{2√}_{−g}^{δ(√−gLm)}_{δgμν} the usual energy-momentum tensor, and where the form of H_{μν} is presented in Appendix A.

Let us now focus on a cosmological background, namely we consider a flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) background spacetime metric of the form

ds^2 = −dt^2 + a(t)^2δ_{ij} dx^idx^j , (4)

where a(t) is the scale factor. In this case, the cubic invariant takes the simple form [33]

P = 6β̃H^4 ( 2H^2 + 3Ḣ ) , (5)

where H =^ȧ is the Hubble parameter and with dots denoting time derivatives, since under the assumptions of being neither topological nor trivial and to lead to second-order field equations, it has only one free parameter, namely

β̃ = −β_1 + 4β_2 + 2β_3 + 8β_4, (6)

(note that the four β_i in (6) can still be chosen arbitrarily). Moreover, for the matter sector we consider the standard perfect fluid, whose energy-momentum tensor is T_{μν} = (ρ_m + p_m)u_μu_ν − p_mg_{μν} .

The two Friedmann equations of cubic gravity in the case of FRW metric become

3H^2 = κ (ρ_m + ρ_{cub}) , (7)

3H^2 + 2Ḣ = −κ (p_m + p_{cub}) , (8)

where we have defined

ρ_{cub} ≡ 6βH^6 + Λ κ , (9)

p_{cub} ≡ −6βH^4(H^2 + 2Ḣ) − Λ κ , (10)

and where we have merged α and β̃ in the sole parameter β ≡ αβ̃. Hence, the cubic terms give rise to an effective sector of geometric origin with the above energy density and pressure, and with effective equation-of-state parameter w_{cub} ≡ p_{cub} ρ_{cub} . (11)

III. PERTURBATION ANALYSIS

In the previous section we presented cubic gravity and we extracted the general field equations. Additionally, we applied them in a cosmological framework, and we provided the background Friedmann equations. Although the Friedmann equations do not contain higher-order time-derivatives and thus the theory is well-defined at the background level, this does not guarantee that instabilities and contradictions with observations will not appear at the perturbation level. Hence, in this section we proceed to a detailed investigation of the perturbations around a cosmological background. As usual, we will investigate the scalar and tensor perturbations separately, however we will do that simultaneously since this will give rise to the necessary constraints on the model parameters.

A. Scalar perturbations

Let us start by the examination of scalar perturbations. We consider the usual perturbed metric of isentropic perturbations in the Newtonian gauge [57–63]

ds^2 = −a (η)^2 (1 + 2ϕ) dη^2 + a (η)^2 δ_{ij} (1 − 2ψ) dx^idx^j ,

where for convenience we use the conformal time η (with dt = adη), with a(η) the corresponding scale factor, and with ϕ,ψ the first-order scalar perturbations. Furthermore, concerning the perturbations of the matter sector, we write

δT^0_0 = −δρ, (12)

δT^i_j = δpδ^i_j . (13)

Inserting the above into the general field equations (3), and transforming as usual to Fourier space, we find that the time-time component of (3) is

2ψ + καk^2 a^4 {[ (8β_3 + 48β_4 + 8β_5 + 12β_6

+40β_7 + 144β_8) H^2 + (48β_2 + 32β_3 + 80β_4 + 20β_5

+24β_6 + 56β_7 + 144β_8) H^′ ] ϕ − [ (8β_3 + 32β_4 + 12β_5 + 24β_6

+72β_7 + 288β_8) H^2 + (12β_1 + 8β_3 + 32β_4 + 24β_5 + 12β_6

+72β_7 + 288β_8) H^′ ] ψ } = − κa^2δρ k^2

, (14)

with k the wavenumber and where H = a^′/a is the conformal Hubble function, with primes denoting conformaltime derivatives. We mention that since we are interested in calculating the corrections to the gravitational potential, we have kept only the leading terms in the k ≫ H regime.

Additionally, the non-diagonal space-space component equation is found to be ϕ − ψ − καk^2 a^4 {[ (4β_3 + 16β_4 + 6β_5

+12β_6 + 36β_7 + 144β_8) H^2 + (6β_1 + 4β_3 + 16β_4 + 12β_5

+6β_6 + 36β_7 + 144β_8) H^′ ] ϕ − [ (6β_1 + 48β_2 + 40β_3 + 112β_4

+34β_5 + 36β_6 + 100β_7 + 288β_8) H^2 + (8β_3 + 48β_4 + 12β_5 + 18β_6

+68β_7 + 288β_8) H^′ ] ψ } = 0. (15)

B. Tensor perturbations

We continue with the consideration of tensor perturbations around a flat FRW metric, namely we consider

ds^2 = −a (η)^2 dη^2 + a (η)^2 ( δ_{ij} + h_{ij} ) dx^idx^j . (16) As usual, the tensor h_{ij} is divergenceless (∂^ih_{ij} = 0) and traceless (h^i_i = 0). The general equation for the tensor perturbations around a flat FRW background, in the case of cubic gravity, whose general field equations are given in (3), is given in Eq. (B1) in Appendix B.

C. Viability conditions

In the above subsections we examined the scalar and tensor perturbations in cubic gravity. Thus, we can now use them in order to extract conditions on the model parameters in order for the theory to be healthy and viable. In particular, we know that every viable modified gravity is a correction on top of general relativity, since the latter must always be recovered at a particular limit of the parameters of the modified gravity (in our case general relativity is recovered for α = 0 or equivalently β = 0). Obviously, β = 0 is a sufficient condition that no problematic features are present, however the goal of the present work is to obtain non-trivial versions of the theory, i.e. with non-zero β_i parameters, that still satisfy the desired requirements, namely we want to find minimal non-zero deviations from general relativity that are viable.

A first requirement comes from the correction in the Poisson’s law. In the case of general relativity we have Φ_{ef f} ≡^{ϕ+ψ}_2 = −^{κa2δρ}_{2k2} , which is the quantity that determines the light bending [64, 65], with ϕ = ψ = −^{κa2δρ}_{2k2} . Nevertheless, in general in a modified gravity theory the post-Newtonian parameter γ ≡ ψ/ϕ is different than 1, however this deviation should be quite small in order to pass the observational tests [27].

A second requirement is that the tensor perturbations, namely the gravitational waves, should propagate at the speed of light c, in order to be in agreement with LIGO- VIRGO [29] and Fermi Gamma-ray Burst Monitor [30] observations, which require |c_{GW} /c − 1| ≤ 4.5 × 10^{−16} [31].

Observing the forms of (14) and (15) one sufficient condition to achieve γ close to one is to choose the model parameters in order to make all new terms apart from one equal to zero (making all of them zero gives back general relativity). Furthermore, concerning tensor perturbations, starting from (B1) we make the standard approximation k^2 ∼ H^2, while we consider H^′ ∼ H^2 and h^{(4)}_{ij} ∼ H^3h^{(1)}_{ij} , up to h^{(1)}_{ij} term, and we impose the same approximations for the h_{ij} term. Under the above considerations we result to

β_1 = 14 39 β_3 + 8β_4 − 34 39 β_5

β_2 = − 11 78 β_3 − 1 26 β_5

β_6 = 2 39 β_3 + 8β_4 − 1 13 β_5

β_7 = −β_3 − 8β_4 − 1 2 β_5,

β_8 = 199 936 β_3 + 11 9 β_4 + 121 1404 β_5. (17)

Note that (6) under (17) gives β̃ =^{14}_{13} β_3 +^{28}_{39} β_5. Hence, a theory with (17), plus the background constraint (6), corresponds to a viable non-trivial minimal deviation from general relativity.

One can clearly see that under conditions (17), equations (14) and (15) provide the potentials ϕ and ψ as

ϕ = [ −2 +^{7a4}

14a^4+3k^2 κβ(5H^2−7H^′ ) ] κa^2δρ 3k^2 ψ = − [ 1 +^{7a4}

14a^4 +3k^2 κβ(5H^2−7H^′) ] κa^2δρ 3k^2

. (18)

Thus, we do verify that the corrections to the gravitational potentials due to cubic terms depend on the single parameter β and are minimal, satisfying the observed bounds [27]. Hence, the post-Newtonian parameter γ mentioned above becomes γ ≡ ψ ϕ = 1 2 + 1 2 −^4_7 μ ( 2H^2 + 7Ḣ

), (19)

where we have introduced the quantity μ ≡^{8πGk2β}_{a2} for convenience. In the limit β → 0 we obtain γ → 1 as expected.

Additionally, we can immediately see that under these conditions the gravitational-wave propagation equation becomes

h^{′′}_{ij} + 2H (1 + β_P ) h^′_{ij} + k^2h_{ij} = 0, (20)

where

β_P = − 3κβ ( 153H^4 − 488H^2H^′ + 235H^{′2} ) 14a^4

. (21)

As we observe, under conditions (17), the gravitational waves in cubic gravity propagate at the speed of light, and thus the theory is viable. However, the cubic terms affect the dispersion relation through the term β_P , a feature that appears in other viable modified theories of gravity too [66–69]. Lastly, we mention that (20) can be re-written in terms of cosmic time, using H = aH, H^′ = a^2(H^2 + Ḣ) (note that this will bring coefficient changes between (21) and (23) below) as

ḧ_{ij} + 3H (1 + β_P ) ḣ_{ij} + k^2 a^2 h_{ij} = 0, (22)

where now

β_P = 1 7 ( 100H^4 + 18H^2Ḣ − 235Ḣ^2 ) κβ. (23) We proceed by focusing on the scalar perturbations.

As we showed, in cubic gravity the Poisson’s law is modified according to (18), which implies that we obtain an effective gravitational constant. Using that κ = 8πG, with G the Newton’s constant, we find that the effective Newton’s constant is given as G_{ef f} ≡ 1 3 G [ 4 − 7a^4 7a^4 + 12πGk^2β (5H^2 − 7H^′) ] , (24) in which case one recovers ϕ = −4πG_{ef f} a^2δρ/k^2. Note that in terms of cosmic time we have

G_{ef f} ≡ 1 3 G 4 + 1

12k^2 πGβ(2H^2 +7Ḣ) 7a^2 − 1 . (25)

Hence, in cubic gravity, as it is typical in modified gravity theories, we obtain an effective Newton’s constant G_{ef f} that is in general different than G, and the deviation depends on the model parameter β as well as on the specific background Hubble function evolution, namely on H(t). For β = 0, in which case cubic gravity recovers General Relativity, we obtain G_{ef f} = G as expected. Note that although the time-dependence of the effective Newton’s constant is typical in modified gravity, the scaledependence appears only in subclasses of them [16, 61]. According to observations we obtain G_{ef f} /G = 1.09±0.2 at 1σ confidence level [70–73], and thus this deviation should satisfy 0.89 ≲ G_{ef f} G ≲ 1.29. (26)

Now the quantity μ ≡^{8πGk2 β}_{a2} defined above, using the redshift 1 + z = a_0/a (with the present scale factor set to a_0 = 1) becomes

μ (z) = 8πGβk^2 (1 + z)^2 . (27)

Thus, we can express the effective Newton’s constant as G_{ef f} =^1_3 G { 4 + [^3_{14} μ(2H^2 + 7Ḣ) − 1]^{−1} } . Therefore,

we conclude that if 0 < μ(2H^2 + 7Ḣ) < 14/3 then we obtain G_{ef f} < G, otherwise G_{ef f} > G, while for μ = 0, i.e. β = 0, we recover G_{ef f} = G.

In Fig. 1 we depict the late-time evolution of the normalized effective gravitational constant G_{ef f} /G as a function of the redshift, in the scenario at hand for various choices of β in units 8πG = 1 and H_0 = 1 (the subscript “0” marks the value of a quantity at present), at a reference scale k = 10^{−3}Mpc^{−1}, on top of the observational bounds. For completeness, in Fig. 2 we depict | |^{ΔG}_G | |, where ΔG ≡ G_{ef f} − G, as a function of the model parameter β, at k = 10^{−3}Mpc^{−1} at present time (where a_0 = 1 and Ḣ(z = 0) ≈ −H^2_0 (1 + q_0) with q_0 ≈ −0.503 the current deceleration parameter [75]). From these figures we deduce that a viable theory should have −0.01 ≲ β ≲ 0.1. Restoring natural units (where G ≈ 6.7 × 10^{−39}GeV, k = 10^{−3}Mpc^{−1} ≈ 6.4 × 10^{−42} GeV, and H_0 = 1.4 × 10^{−42}GeV) we obtain that −10^{200}GeV^{−2} ≲ β ≲ 10^{201}GeV^{−2}. Note that this window is in agreement with the bounds obtained in higher-order corrections to Einstein gravity through causality and unitarity considerations on the graviton scattering [76]. Lastly, note also that there is a specific value of β in which G_{ef f} diverges, as expected from the form of (25). Finally, we have checked that changing the reference scale k leads to the same qualitative features.

FIG. 1: The evolution of the normalized effective gravitational constant G_{ef f} /G as a function of the redshift, at a scale k = 10^{−3}Mpc^{−1}, and for β = −0.0001 (black solid), β = −0.005 (green dashed), and β = 0.5 (blue dotted) in units where 8πG = 1 and H0 = 1, where we have set the present matter density parameter Ωm0 ≡ 8πGρm0/(3H^2_0 ) ≈ 0.31 [74]. The horizontal red dotted lines mark the observational bounds on G_{ef f} /G [70–73] given in (26).

Note that a varying G_{ef f} (of course inside the observational bounds), and in particular a G_{ef f} smaller than G by a suitable amount, is known to be one of the mechanisms that can alleviate the H_0 and σ_8 cosmological tensions, since “weaker” gravity can lead to faster expansion and smaller matter clustering (see [7] for various models with this property). Thus, the aforementioned property in the scenario at hand could be useful towards the tensions alleviation too.

Let us mention here that the above analysis focuses on late times, while at very early times the constraints are typically stronger. If we want to extend the analysis up to very early times, namely up to the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) epoch (z ∼ 10^9), then we should also consider the radiation sector, which was neglected above since we focused on late times. However, we note that the BBN constraints on cubic gravity were examined in [53]. Definitely, in the end of the day, all constraints from various investigations should be used simultaneously.

In summary, we have extracted the conditions required for a healthy and viable cubic gravity, in order for scalar and tensor perturbations to be in agreement with observations, and we extracted the constraints on the single parameter β.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Cubic gravity is a higher-order modified gravity whose Lagrangian P is built by cubic curvature terms under

FIG. 2: The normalized difference of the effective gravitational constant |ΔG/G| as a function of the model parameter β, in units where 8πG = 1 and H0 = 1, at present time (a0 = 1 and Ḣ(z = 0) ≈ −H^2_0 (1 + q0) with q0 ≈ −0.503 the current deceleration parameter [75]). The horizontal red dotted line marks the observational bound |ΔG/G| ≲ 0.29 [70– 73].

the theoretical requirement to lead to second-order field equations at four dimensions. Since cubic and f(P ) gravity are known to have interesting cosmological phenomenology, in the present work we investigated the conditions under which the theory is healthy and viable at the perturbation level.

We performed a detailed analysis of the scalar and tensor perturbations. We imposed the requirement that the two scalar potentials, whose ratio is the post- Newtonian parameter γ, should deviate only minimally form the general relativity result. Additionally, concerning the tensor perturbations we imposed the condition that the obtained gravitational-wave speed should satisfy the LIGO-VIRGO and Fermi Gamma-ray Burst observations. Thus, we resulted to a gravitational-wave equation with gravitational-wave speed equal to the speed of light, and where the only deviation from general relativity appears in the dispersion relation.

Furthermore, we showed that cubic gravity exhibits an effective Newton’s constant that depends on the model parameter, on the background evolution, and on the wavenumber scale. Hence, by requiring its deviation from the standard Newton’s constant to be within observational bounds we extracted the constraints on the single coupling parameter β.

In summary, in this work we constructed non-trivial versions of cubic gravity, namely with non-zero parameters, that satisfy the viable observational requirements. This is a necessary addition to its known interesting cosmological phenomenology. Clearly, these are not the only classes of theories that have this property, since there could be more complicated theories, namely with less constraints and thus more parameters, that share this property. Thus, we extracted theories that deviate form general relativity at the level of the action, but have minimal deviations (but still non-zero) at the level of scalar and tensor perturbations.

It would be interesting to apply the results of the present work in order to study the primordial gravitational waves and the primordial black holes in the case of cubic gravity. Such an analysis could be useful in order to extract unique observational signatures of cubic gravity, and distinguish this theory from other modified theories of gravity. Additionally, we could extend the viability investigation in the case of non-linear f(P ) gravity and examine whether the extra degrees of freedom alter the results, especially those related to the gravitational wave propagation. Furthermore, although we have shown that there are no instabilities in our approximated expressions, other pathologies could be present, and thus a full stability analysis of tensor perturbations should be performed too. Finally, it would be interesting to compare the obtained cosmological constraints with constraints arising from spherically symmetric solutions. These studies lie beyond the scope of the present work and are left for future projects.

Acknowledgments

This research is co-financed by Greece and the European Union (European Social Fund-ESF) through the

Operational Programme “Human Resources Development, Education and Lifelong Learning” in the context of the project “Strengthening Human Resources Research Potential via Doctorate Research” (MIS-5000432), implemented by the State Scholarships Foundation (IKY). Additionally, it is supported by Vicerrectoría de Investigación y Desarrollo Tecnológico (Vridt) at Universidad Católica del Norte through Núcleo de Investigación Geometría Diferencial y Aplicaciones, Resolución Vridt No 096/2022. The authors would like to acknowledge the contribution of the COST Action CA21136 “Addressing observational tensions in cosmology with systematics and fundamental physics (CosmoVerse)”.

Appendix A: The general field equations of cubic gravity

Varying the action of cubic gravity (2) with respect to the metric we obtain the general field equations as [33].

G_{μν} + Λg_{μν} = κ (T_{μν} + αH_{μν} ) , (A1)

with T_{μν} = −^{2√}_{−g}^{δ(√−gLm)}_{δgμν} the energy-momentum tensor, and where the H_{μν} tensor reads as:

H_{μν} = 2 (β_1 + 4β_3 + 40β_4 − β_5 + β_6) g_{μν} R^γ_α R^{αβ} R_{βγ} + 2β_7R_{αβ} R^{αβ} R_{μν} − 2 (2β_3 + β_5) R_{αβ} R^α_μ R^β_ν − ( 9 2 β_1 + 9β_3 + 88β_4 + β_7 ) g_{μν} R_{αβ} R^{αβ}R_{μν} − 8β_4R^α_μ R_{να}R + 6β_8R_{μν} R^2 + 2β_4R_{μν} R_{αβγδ}R^{αβγδ} + ( 5 8 β_1 + 5 4 β_312β_4 − β_8 ) g_{μν} R^3 + (3β_1 + 6β_3 + 64β_4 + β_5 − 3β_6) g_{μν} R^{αγ} R^{βδ}R_{αβγδ} + ( 8 3 β_1 + 3 4 β_3 + 7β_4 ) g_{μν} RR_{αβγδ}R^{αβγδ} − 1 2 [β_1 + 2β_2 + 3 (β_3 + 8β_4)] g_{μν} R^{ϵζ}_{αβ} R^{αβγδ}R_{γδϵζ} + 4 (2β_4 + β_7) RR^{αβ} R_{μανβ} + 2 (2β_3 + 3β_6) R^{βγ} R^α_{(ν} R_{μ)βαγ}

+ [4 (β_3 + β_6) − 6β_1] R^γ_α R^{αβ} R_{μβνγ} − β_3R^α_ν R_{αβγδ}R^{βγδ}_μ − 24β_2R^α_ν R_{αγβδ}R^{βγδ}_μ + (6β_1 − 4β_3 + 4β_5) R^{αβ}R_{αγβδ}R^{γ δ}_{μ ν} + 4β_4RR^{αβγ}_μ R_{ναβγ} + 6β_2R_{βγδϵ}R^{αβγ}_μ R^{δϵ}_{να} + 2 (6β_2 + β_3) R^{αβ} R^{γδ}_{μα} R_{νβγδ} + 2 (12β_2 + β_3 + β_5) R^{αβ} R^{γ δ}_{μ α} R_{νβγδ} + (β_3 − 6β_2) R_{αγδϵ}R^{αβγ}_μ R^{δϵ}_{νβ} + 9β_1R_{αδγϵ}R^{αβγ}_μ R^{δϵ}_{νβ} − β_3R^α_μ R_{αβγδ}R^{βγδ}_ν − 24β_2R^α_μ R_{αγβδ}R^{βγδ}_ν + 2 (12β_2 + β_3 + β_5) R^{αβ}R^{γδ}_{μα} R_{νγβδ} + 4β_3R^{αβ} R^{γ δ}_{μ α} R_{νγβδ} − 2 [3β_1 + 2 (β_3 + β_5)] R^{αβ} R^{γ δ}_{μ α} R_{νδβγ} + (β_3 − 6β_2) R_{βγδϵ}R^{αβγ}_μ R^{δ ϵ}_{ν α} + 3β_1R_{βδγϵ}R^{αβγ}_μ R^{δ ϵ}_{ν α} + [6β_1 + 4 (β_3 − 6β_2)] R_{αδγϵ}R^{αβγ}_μ R^{δ ϵ}_{ν β} + 6β_1R_{αϵγδ}R^{αβγ}_μ R^{δ ϵ}_{ν β} + 2 (4β_4 + β_7) R□R_{μν} + (β_5 + 2β_7) R_{μν} □R

+ (β_7 + 12β_8) g_{μν} R□R + 2 (β_3 + 8β_4 + β_5 + 2β_7) ∇_αR_{μν} ∇^αR + [ 3 4 β_6 + 2 (β_7 + 6β_8) ] g_{μν} ∇_αR_{μν} ∇^αR − 2 ( β_3 + β_5 + 3 2 β_6 + 2β_7 ) R_{α(ν} ∇^α∇_{μ)}R + 2 (2β_3 + β_5) R^{αβ} ∇_β ∇_αR_{μν} + 2(2β_3 + 3β_6)R^α_{(μ} □R_{ν)α}

+ 2 (2β_5 − 2β_3 − 3β_6) R^{αβ} ∇_β ∇_{(μ}R_{ν)α} + 2β_3R^{αβγ delta}∇_β ∇_{(μ}R_{ν)αγδ} − 2 (3β_1 + 12β_2 + 2β_3 + β_5) ∇_αR_{νβ} ∇^β R^α_μ + (24β_2 + 8β_3 + 6β_6) ∇_β R_{να}∇^β R^α_μ + (2β_7 + 3β_6 − β_5) g_{μν} R_{αβ} ∇^β ∇^αR + (8β_4 + 2β_3 − 3β_1) R_{μανβ} ∇^β ∇^αR + 2 (β_5 + 2β_7) g_{μν} R^{αβ} □R_{αβ} + 2 (3β_1 + β_5) R_{μανβ} □R^{αβ} + 2β_5R^{αβ}□R_{μανβ} + (3β_6 − 4β_5 − 2β_3) g_{μν} ∇_β R_{αγ} ∇^γ R^{αβ} − 2 (2β_3 − 6β_1) ∇_β R_{α(μν)γ} ∇^γ R^{αβ} + 2 [β_3 + 2 (β_5 + β_7)] g_{μν} ∇_γ R_{αβ} ∇^γ R^{αβ} + 4 (3β_1 + β_5) ∇_γ R_{μανβ} ∇^γ R^{αβ} − 2 (β_3 − 6β_1) ∇_β R_{α(μν)γ} ∇^γ R^{αβ} + 2 [β_3 + 2 (β_5 + β_7)] g_{μν} ∇_γ R_{αβ} ∇^γ R^{αβ} + 4 (3β_1 + β_5) ∇_γ R_{μανβ} ∇^γ R^{αβ} − 2 (β_3 − 6β_1) R_{βγα(ν} ∇^γ ∇^β R^α_{μ)} − 4 (12β_2 + β_3) R_{αγβν} ∇^γ ∇^β R^α_μ − 4 (3β_1 + β_3 + β_5) R_{βαγ(ν} ∇^γ ∇_{μ)}R^{αβ} + 6β_1R^{αβγδ}∇_δ ∇_β R_{μανγ} + 2β_3R^{αβγ}_{(ν} R_{μ)αβγ} + 12β_2∇_αR_{νδβγ} ∇^δ R^{αβγ}_μ − 6β_1∇_γ R_{νβαδ} ∇^δR^{αβγ}_μ + 2β_3∇_δ R_{ναβγ} ∇^δ R^{αβγ}_μ + 2 (2β_3 + 8β_4 + β_5) g_{μν} R_{αγβδ}∇^δ ∇^γ R^{αβ} + 1 2 (β_3 + 8β_4) g_{μν} ∇_ϵR_{αβγδ}∇^ϵR^{αβγδ} + (6β_1 − 2β_3 + 2β_5 − 3β_6) ∇^β R^α_ν ∇_μR_{αβ} − 2 ( β_3 + 8β_4 + 3 2 β_6 + 2β_7 ) ∇^αR∇_{(μ}R_{ν)α} + β_3∇^δR^{αβγ}_ν ∇_μR_{αδβγ} + 4 (β_3 + β_5) ∇^γ R^{αβ} ∇_{(μ}R_{ν)αβγ} + (6β_1 − 2β_3 + 2β_5 − 3β_6) ∇^β R^α_μ ∇_ν R_{αβ} + 2 [3β_1 + 2 (β_5 + β_7)] ∇_μR^{αβ}∇_ν R_{αβ} − [ 1 2 β_5 + 2 (β_7 + 6β_8) ] ∇_μR∇_ν R − 4β_4∇_μR^{αβγδ}∇_ν R_{αβγδ} + β_3∇^δ R^{αβγ}_μ ∇_ν R_{αδβγ} − 4 (β_5 + β_7) R^{αβ} ∇_ν ∇_μR_{αβ} − 2 (2β_4 + β_7 + 6β_8) R∇_ν ∇_μR − 4β_4R^{αβγδ}∇_ν ∇_μR_{αβγδ}. (A2)

Appendix B: The general equation of tensor perturbations

The general equation for the tensor perturbations (16) around a flat FRW background, in the case of cubic gravity whose general field equations are given by (A1), is given by

− 2ακ { [3β_1 − 4β_3 − 24β_4 + β_5 − 6 (β_6 + β_7)] H^2 − 3 (8β_2 + 4β_3 + 8β_4 + 2β_5 + β_6 + 2β_7) H^′ } h^{(4)}_{ij} − 4ακ { 2 [−3β_1 + 4β_3 + 24β_4 − β_5 + 6 (β_6 + β_7)] H^3 + 2 (3β_1 + 24β_2 + 8β_3 + 7β_5 − 3β_6) HH^′

−3 (8β_2 + 4β_3 + 8β_4 + 2β_5 + β_6 + 2β_7) H^{′′}} h^{(3)}_{ij} + { a^4 + 2ακ { 3β_1 − 4 (3β_2 + 2β_3 − 3β_4 + β_5 + 6β_6 + 9β_7 + 27β_8) H^4

− (3β_1 − 24β_2 + 26β_3 + 192β_4 + 22β_5 + 36β_6 + 96β_7 + 216β_8) H^2H^′

−3 (16β_2 + 8β_3 + 12β_4 + 5β_5 + 5β_6 + 12β_7 + 36β_8) H^{′2} + 2k^2 { [−3β_1 + 12β_2 + 8β_3 + 24β_4 + β_5 + 6 (β_6 + β_7)] H^2 + (12β_2 + 8β_3 + 24β_4 + 4β_5 + 3β_6 + 6β_7) H^′} − (3β_1 + 72β_2 + 26β_3 + 24β_4 + 16β_5 − 6β_6) HH^{′′}

+3 (8β_2 + 4β_3 + 8β_4 + 2β_5 + β_6 + 2β_7) H^{′′′}}} h^{′′}_{ij} + { 2a^4H − 2ακ { 6 [5β_1 − 4 (β_2 + 2β_3 + 7β_4 + 4β_6 + 5β_7 + 9β_8)] H^5

+2 [−63β_1 + 2 (−24β_2 + 7β_3 + 60β_4 − 28β_5 + 54β_6 + 30β_7)] H^3H^′

+2 (39β_1 + 72β_2 + 26β_3 + 12β_4 + 55β_5 − 36β_6 + 24β_7 + 108β_8) HH^{′2}

+ (39β_1 + 120β_2 + 62β_3 + 96β_4 + 76β_5 + 84β_7 + 216β_8) H^2H^{′′} + (−15β_1 − 24β_2 + 2β_3 + 48β_4 − 8β_5 + 36β6 + 60β_7 + 216β_8) H^′H^{′′} −k^2 { 4 [3β_1 − 12β_2 − 8β_3 − 24β_4 − β_5 − 6 (β6 + β_7)] H^3 − 12 (β_1 + β_5 − β_6) HH^′ +2 (12β_2 + 8β_3 + 24β_4 + 4β_5 + 3β6 + 06β_7) H^{′′} − [3β_1 + 2 (12β_2 + 7β_3 + 12β_4 + 5β_5 + 3β6 + 6β_7)] HH^{′′′}}}} h^′_{ij}

+ k^2 { −2ακk^2 { [3β_1 − 10β_3 − 3 [8β_4 + β_5 + 2 (β_6 + 2β_7)]] H^2 − 2 (4β_3 + 24β_4 + 2β_5 + 3β_6 + 6β_7) H^′ } + a^4 − 2ακ { 3 [3β_1 − 4 (3β_2 + 2β_3 + β_4 + 3β_6 + β_7 − 9β_8)] H^4

− [27β_1 − 2 (36β_2 + 23β_3 + 24β_4 + β_5 + 42β_6 + 48β_7 + 108β_8)] H^2H^′

+ [(12β_1 + 8β_3 + 36β_4 + 19β_5 + 3β_6 + 36 (β_7 + 3β_8)] H^{′2} + (15β_1 + 10β_3 + 24β_4 + 20β_5 + 6β_6 + 24β_7) HH^{′′} − (3β_1 + 2β_3 + 4β_5 + 3β_6 + 6β_7) H^{′′′}}} h_{ij} = 0. (B1)

[1] D. J. Gross and J. H. Sloan, The Quartic Effective Action for the Heterotic String, Nucl. Phys. B 291, 41 (1987).

[2] K. S. Stelle, Renormalization of Higher Derivative Quantum Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 16, 953 (1977).

[3] A. Addazi, J. Alvarez-Muniz, R. Alves Batista, G. Amelino-Camelia, V. Antonelli, M. Arzano, M. Asorey, J. L. Atteia, S. Bahamonde and F. Bajardi, et al. Quantum gravity phenomenology at the dawn of the multi-messenger era—A review, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 125, 103948 (2022) [arXiv:2111.05659 [hep-ph]].

[4] E. N. Saridakis et al. [CANTATA], Modified Gravity and Cosmology: An Update by the CANTATA Network, [arXiv:2105.12582 [hep-ph]].

[5] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Introduction to modified gravity and gravitational alternative for dark energy, Conf C 0602061, 06 (2006) [Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4, 115 (2007)] [arXiv:hep-th/0601213v5 ].

[6] T. Clifton, P. G. Ferreira, A. Padilla and C. Skordis, Modified Gravity and Cosmology, Phys. Rept. 513, 1 (2012) [arXiv:1106.2476 [astro-ph.CO]].

[7] E. Abdalla, G. Franco Abellán, A. Aboubrahim, A. Agnello, O. Akarsu, Y. Akrami, G. Alestas, D. Aloni, L. Amendola and L. A. Anchordoqui, et al. Cosmology intertwined: A review of the particle physics, astrophysics, and cosmology associated with the cosmological tensions and anomalies, JHEAp 34, 49-211 (2022) [arXiv:2203.06142 [astro-ph.CO]].

[8] E. Di Valentino, E. Saridakis and A. Riess, Cosmological tensions in the birthplace of the heliocentric model, [arXiv:2211.05248 [astro-ph.CO]].

[9] A. A. Starobinsky, A New Type of Isotropic Cosmological Models Without Singularity, Phys. Lett. B 91, 99 (1980).

[10] S. Capozziello, Curvature quintessence, Int. J. Mod.

Phys. D 11, 483 (2002), [arXiv:gr-qc/0201033]. [11] A. De Felice and S. Tsujikawa, f(R) theories, Living Rev.

Rel. 13, 3 (2010), [arXiv:1002.4928 [gr-qc]].

[12] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Modified Gauss-Bonnet theory as gravitational alternative for dark energy, Phys. Lett. B 631, 1 (2005), [arXiv:hep-th/0508049].

[13] A. De Felice and S. Tsujikawa, Construction of cosmologically viable f(G) dark energy models, Phys. Lett. B 675, 1 (2009), [arXiv:0810.5712 [hep-th]].

[14] D. Lovelock, The Einstein tensor and its generalizations, J. Math. Phys. 12, 498 (1971).

[15] N. Deruelle and L. Farina-Busto, The Lovelock Gravitational Field Equations in Cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 41, 3696 (1990).

[16] Y. F. Cai, S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis and E. N. Saridakis, f(T) teleparallel gravity and cosmology, Rept. Prog. Phys. 79, no.10, 106901 (2016) [arXiv:1511.07586 [gr-qc]].

[17] E. V. Linder, Einstein’s Other Gravity and the Acceleration of the Universe, Phys. Rev. D 81, 127301 (2010) [erratum: Phys. Rev. D 82, 109902 (2010)] [arXiv:1005.3039 [astro-ph.CO]].

[18] S. H. Chen, J. B. Dent, S. Dutta and E. N. Saridakis, Cosmological perturbations in f(T) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 83, 023508 (2011) [arXiv:1008.1250 [astro-ph.CO]].

[19] G. Kofinas and E. N. Saridakis, Teleparallel equivalent of Gauss-Bonnet gravity and its modifications, Phys. Rev. D 90, 084044 (2014), [arXiv:1404.2249 [gr-qc]].

[20] G. Kofinas and E. N. Saridakis, Cosmological applications of F (T, TG) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 90, 084045 (2014), [arXiv:1408.0107 [gr-qc]].

[21] S. Bahamonde, C. G. Böhmer and M. Wright, Modified teleparallel theories of gravity, Phys. Rev. D 92, no.10, 104042 (2015) [arXiv:1508.05120 [gr-qc]].

[22] S. Bahamonde and S. Capozziello, Noether Symmetry Approach in f(T, B) teleparallel cosmology, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, no.2, 107 (2017) [arXiv:1612.01299 [gr-qc]].

[23] C. Charmousis, G. Niz, A. Padilla and P. M. Saffin, Strong coupling in Horava gravity, JHEP 08, 070 (2009) [arXiv:0905.2579 [hep-th]].

[24] C. Bogdanos and E. N. Saridakis, Perturbative instabilities in Horava gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 075005 (2010) [arXiv:0907.1636 [hep-th]].

[25] K. Hinterbichler, Theoretical Aspects of Massive Gravity, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 671-710 (2012) [arXiv:1105.3735 [hep-th]].

[26] S. Basilakos and J. Sola, Entropic-force dark energy reconsidered, Phys. Rev. D 90, no.2, 023008 (2014) [arXiv:1402.6594 [astro-ph.CO]].

[27] C. M. Will, The Confrontation between General Relativity and Experiment, Living Rev. Rel. 17, 4 (2014) [arXiv:1403.7377 [gr-qc]].

[28] Y. F. Cai, E. N. Saridakis, M. R. Setare and J. Q. Xia, Quintom Cosmology: Theoretical implications and observations, Phys. Rept. 493, 1-60 (2010) [arXiv:0909.2776 [hep-th]].

[29] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo], GW170817: Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Neutron Star Inspiral, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, no.16, 161101 (2017) [arXiv:1710.05832 [gr-qc]].

[30] A. Goldstein et al., An Ordinary Short Gamma-Ray Burst with Extraordinary Implications: Fermi-GBM Detection of GRB 170817A, Astrophys. J. 848, no. 2, L14 (2017) [arXiv:1710.05446 [astro-ph.HE]].

[31] B. P. Abbott et al. [LIGO Scientific and Virgo and Fermi- GBM and INTEGRAL Collaborations], Gravitational Waves and Gamma-rays from a Binary Neutron Star Merger: GW170817 and GRB 170817A, Astrophys. J. 848, no. 2, L13 (2017) [arXiv:1710.05834 [astro-ph.HE]].

[32] P. Bueno and P. A. Cano, Einsteinian cubic gravity, Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 10, 104005 (2016) [arXiv:1607.06463 [gr-qc]].

[33] C. Erices, E. Papantonopoulos and E. N. Saridakis, Cosmology in cubic and f(P ) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 99, no.12, 123527 (2019) [arXiv:1903.11128 [gr-qc]].

[34] P. Bueno and P. A. Cano, Four-dimensional black holes in Einsteinian cubic gravity, Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 12, 124051 (2016) [arXiv:1610.08019 [hep-th]].

[35] R. A. Hennigar and R. B. Mann, Black holes in Einsteinian cubic gravity, Phys. Rev. D 95, no. 6, 064055 (2017) [arXiv:1610.06675 [hep-th]].

[36] R. A. Hennigar, D. Kubizňák and R. B. Mann, Generalized quasitopological gravity, Phys. Rev. D 95, no. 10, 104042 (2017) [arXiv:1703.01631 [hep-th]].

[37] A. Ghodsi and F. Najafi, Ricci cubic gravity in d dimensions, gravitons and SAdS/Lifshitz black holes, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, no.8, 559 (2017) [arXiv:1702.06798 [hep- -th]].

[38] G. Arciniega, J. D. Edelstein and L. G. Jaime, Towards purely geometric inflation and late time acceleration, [arXiv:1810.08166 [gr-qc]].

[39] A. Cisterna, N. Grandi and J. Oliva, On four-dimensional Einsteinian gravity, quasitopological gravity, cosmology and black holes Phys. Lett. B 805, 135435 (2020) [arXiv:1811.06523 [hep-th]].

[40] G. Arciniega, P. Bueno, P. A. Cano, J. D. Edelstein, R. A. Hennigar and L. G. Jaime, Geometric Inflation, Phys. Lett. B 802, 135242 (2020) [arXiv:1812.11187 [hep- -th]].

[41] M. R. Mehdizadeh and A. H. Ziaie, Traversable wormholes in Einsteinian cubic gravity, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35, no.06, 2050017 (2019) [arXiv:1903.10907 [gr-qc]].

[42] M. Mir and R. B. Mann, On generalized quasi-topological cubic-quartic gravity: thermodynamics and holography, JHEP 07, 012 (2019) [arXiv:1902.10906 [hep-th].

[43] D. J. Burger, W. T. Emond and N. Moynihan, Rotating Black Holes in Cubic Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.8, 084009 (2020) [arXiv:1910.11618 [hep-th]].

[44] M. Kord Zangeneh and A. Kazemi, Topological Born–Infeld charged black holes in Einsteinian cubic gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, no.8, 794 (2020) [arXiv:2003.04458 [hep-th]].

[45] M. Marciu, Note on the dynamical features for the extended f(P ) cubic gravity, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.10, 103534 (2020) [arXiv:2003.06403 [gr-qc]].

[46] I. Quiros, R. García-Salcedo, T. Gonzalez, J. L. M. Martínez and U. Nucamendi, Global asymptotic dynamics of cosmological Einsteinian cubic gravity, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.4, 044018 (2020) [arXiv:2003.10516 [gr-qc]].

[47] M. Marciu, Dynamical aspects for scalar fields coupled to cubic contractions of the Riemann tensor, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.2, 023517 (2020) [arXiv:2004.07120 [gr-qc]].

[48] R. A. Konoplya, A. F. Zinhailo and Z. Stuchlik, Quasinormal modes and Hawking radiation of black holes in cubic gravity, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.4, 044023 (2020) [arXiv:2006.10462 [gr-qc]].

[49] J. Beltrán Jiménez and A. Jiménez-Cano, On the strong coupling of Einsteinian Cubic Gravity and its generalisations, JCAP 01, 069 (2021) [arXiv:2009.08197 [gr-qc]].

[50] S. Bhattacharjee, Energy conditions in f(P) gravity, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 31, no.03, 2250014 (2022) [arXiv:2103.08444 [gr-qc]].

[51] K. Giri and P. Rudra, Constraints on cubic and f(P) gravity from the cosmic chronometers, BAO & CMB datasets: Use of machine learning algorithms, Nucl. Phys. B 978, 115746 (2022) [arXiv:2107.12417 [astro-ph.CO]].

[52] A. Sardar and U. Debnath, Reconstruction of extended f(P) cubic gravity from other modified gravity models, Phys. Dark Univ. 35, 100926 (2022) [53] P. Asimakis, S. Basilakos, N. E. Mavromatos and E. N. Saridakis, Big bang nucleosynthesis constraints on higher-order modified gravities, Phys. Rev. D 105, no.8,

8 (2022) [arXiv:2112.10863 [astro-ph.CO]].

[54] M. Marciu, Tachyonic cosmology with cubic contractions of the Riemann tensor, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, no.11, 1069 (2022) [arXiv:2203.00598 [gr-qc]].

[55] P. Bueno, P. A. Cano, R. A. Hennigar, M. Lu and J. Moreno, Generalized quasi-topological gravities: the whole shebang, Class. Quant. Grav. 40, no.1, 015004 (2023) [arXiv:2203.05589 [hep-th]].

[56] G. Anastasiou, I. J. Araya, A. Argandoña and R. Olea, CFT correlators from shape deformations in Cubic Curvature Gravity, JHEP 11, 031 (2022) [arXiv:2208.00093 [hep-th]].

[57] S. Tsujikawa, Matter density perturbations and effective gravitational constant in modified gravity models of dark energy, Phys. Rev. D 76, 023514 (2007) [arXiv:0705.1032 [astro-ph]].

[58] J. c. Hwang and H. r. Noh, Gauge ready formulation of the cosmological kinetic theory in generalized gravity theories, Phys. Rev. D 65, 023512 (2002) [arXiv:astro-ph/0102005].

[59] A. De Felice, T. Kobayashi and S. Tsujikawa, Effective gravitational couplings for cosmological perturbations in the most general scalar-tensor theories with secondorder field equations, Phys. Lett. B 706, 123-133 (2011) [arXiv:1108.4242 [gr-qc]].

[60] S. F. Flender and D. J. Schwarz, Newtonian versus relativistic cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 86, 063527 (2012) [arXiv:1207.2035 [astro-ph.CO]].

[61] S. Basilakos, S. Nesseris and L. Perivolaropoulos, Observational constraints on viable f(R) parametrizations with geometrical and dynamical probes, Phys. Rev. D 87, no.12, 123529 (2013) [arXiv:1302.6051 [astro-ph.CO]].

[62] J. Matsumoto, Cosmological perturbations in F(R) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 87, no.10, 104002 (2013) [arXiv:1303.6828 [hep-th]].

[63] C. Fidler, T. Tram, C. Rampf, R. Crittenden, K. Koyama and D. Wands, General relativistic weak-field limit and Newtonian N-body simulations, JCAP 12, 022 (2017) [arXiv:1708.07769[astro-ph]].

[64] C. R. Keeton and A. O. Petters, Formalism for testing theories of gravity using lensing by compact objects. I. Static, spherically symmetric case, Phys. Rev. D 72, 104006 (2005) [arXiv:gr-qc/0511019].

[65] X. Ren, Y. Zhao, E. N. Saridakis and Y. F. Cai, Deflection angle and lensing signature of covariant f(T) gravity, JCAP 10, 062 (2021) [arXiv:2105.04578[astro-ph.CO]].

[66] J. M. Ezquiaga and M. Zumalacárregui, Dark Energy After GW170817: Dead Ends and the Road Ahead,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, no. 25, 251304 (2017) [arXiv:1710.05901[astro-ph.CO]].

[67] Y. F. Cai, C. Li, E. N. Saridakis and L. Xue, f(T) gravity after GW170817 and GRB170817A,” Phys. Rev. D 97, no.10, 103513 (2018) [arXiv:1801.05827[gr-qc]].

[68] S. Bahamonde, M. Caruana, K. F. Dialektopoulos, V. Gakis, M. Hohmann, J. Levi Said, E. N. Saridakis and J. Sultana, Gravitational-wave propagation and polarizations in the teleparallel analog of Horndeski gravity, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.8, 084082 (2021) [arXiv:2105.13243 [gr-qc]].

[69] M. Zhu, A. Ilyas, Y. Zheng, Y. F. Cai and E. N. Saridakis, Scalar and tensor perturbations in DHOST bounce cosmology, JCAP 11, no.11, 045 (2021) [arXiv:2108.01339[gr-qc]].

[70] K. i. Umezu, K. Ichiki and M. Yahiro, Cosmological constraints on Newton’s constant, Phys. Rev. D 72, 044010 (2005) [arXiv:astro-ph/0503578].

[71] S. Nesseris and L. Perivolaropoulos, Evolving newton’s constant, extended gravity theories and snia data analysis, Phys. Rev. D 73, 103511 (2006) [arXiv:astro-ph/0602053].

[72] J. P. W. Verbiest, M. Bailes, W. van Straten, G. B. Hobbs, R. T. Edwards, R. N. Manchester, N. D. R. Bhat, J. M. Sarkissian, B. A. Jacoby and S. R. Kulkarni, Precision timing of PSR J0437- 4715: an accurate pulsar distance, a high pulsar mass and a limit on the variation of Newton’s gravitational constant, Astrophys. J. 679, 675-680 (2008) [arXiv:0801.2589[astro-ph]].

[73] S. Nesseris, G. Pantazis and L. Perivolaropoulos, Tension and constraints on modified gravity parametrizations of G_{eff}(z) from growth rate and Planck data, Phys. Rev. D 96, no.2, 023542 (2017) [arXiv:1703.10538[astro-ph]].

[74] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck], Planck 2018 results. VI.

Cosmological parameters, Astron. Astrophys. 641, A6 (2020) [erratum: Astron. Astrophys. 652, C4 (2021)]. [ arXiv:1807.06209].

[75] A. Al Mamon and K. Bamba, Observational constraints on the jerk parameter with the data of the Hubble parameter, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, no.10, 862 (2018) [arXiv:1805.02854 [gr-qc]].

[76] S. Caron-Huot, Y. Z. Li, J. Parra-Martinez and D. Simmons-Duffin, Causality constraints on corrections to Einstein gravity, [arXiv:2201.06602 [hep-th]].