arXiv:2503.01975v1 [gr-qc] 3 Mar 2025

Gravitational wave cosmology in Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity

Jared Fier^1,^∗ Henry Han^2,^† Bowen Li^1,^‡ Kai Lin^3,^§ Shinji Mukohyama^{4,5},^¶ and Anzhong Wang^{1∗∗} 1 GCAP-CASPER, Department of Physics, Baylor University, One Bear Place #97316, Waco, Texas, 76798-7316, USA 2 The Laboratory of Data Science and Artificial Intelligence Innovation, Department of Computer Science, School of Engineering and Computer Science, Baylor University, Waco, TX 76798 USA 3 Universidade Federal de Campina Grande, Campina Grande, PB 58429-900, Brasil 4 Center for Gravitational Physics and Quantum Information, Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto University, 606-8502, Kyoto, Japan 5 Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (WPI), The University of Tokyo Institutes for Advanced Study, The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8583, Japan (Dated: March 7, 2025)

In the framework of Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet (EsGB) gravity, we systematically study gravitational waves (GWs), first produced by remote compact astrophysical sources and then propagating through the flat homogeneous and isotropic Universe at cosmic distances before arriving at detectors. Assuming that the speed cT of the spin-2 graviton is the same as that of photons, we find explicitly the stability conditions of the theory and then obtain the severest observational constraint found so far. In particular, all these conditions and constraints are satisfied, provided that 0 ≤ αḟ (ϕ0) ≲ 8.97 × 10^{−24} (km), where αf(ϕ) denotes the coupling strength between the scalar field ϕ and the Gauss-Bonnet term, an over-dot represents the derivative with respect to the cosmic time, and ϕ0 is the present value of ϕ. The trajectories for both spin-2 and spin-0 gravitons and the amplitudes of GWs along the trajectories are explicitly obtained. The amplitude of a spin-2 GW is practically indistinguishable from that of GR, while the spin-0 GWs remain almost constant during radiation- and matter-dominated epochs, and in the dark energy-dominated epoch it is proportional to the physical distance between the source and the observer. A careful analysis shows that the latter is due to the assumption cT = 1. When cT ≠ 1 to the extent that is consistent with the stability conditions and observational constraints, the above behavior disappears.

YITP-25-29, IPMU25-0008

I. INTRODUCTION

The first detection of the gravitational wave (GW) from the coalescence of two massive black holes (BHs) by the advanced Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (aLIGO) marked the beginning of a new era, the GW astronomy [1]. Following this observation, soon more than 90 GW events were detected by the LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA scientific collaboration [2–4], and many more are expected to come after the Run O4 mission is completed [5]. The outbreak of interest on GWs and BHs has further gained momenta after the detection of the shadows of the M87^∗ and Sgr A^∗ supermassive BHs [6, 7].

One of the remarkable observational results is the discovery that the mass of an individual BH in these binary systems can be much larger than what was previously expected, both theoretically and observationally [8–10], leading to the proposal and refinement of various formation scenarios, see, for example, [11–14], and references

∗ Jared Fier@baylor.edu † Henry Han@baylor.edu ‡ Bowen Li@baylor.edu § lk314159@hotmail.com ¶ shinji.mukohyama@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp ∗∗ Anzhong Wang@baylor.edu; corresponding author

therein. A consequence of this discovery is that the early inspiral phase may also be detectable by space-based observatories, such as LISA [15], TianQin [16], Taiji [17], and DECIGO [18], for several years prior to their coalescence [19, 20]. Multiple observations with different detectors at different frequencies of signals from the same source can provide excellent opportunities to study the evolution of the binary in detail. Since different detectors observe at disjoint frequency bands, together they cover different evolutionary stages of a binary system. Each stage of the evolution carries information about different physical aspects of the source. As a result, multi-band GW detections will provide an unprecedented opportunity to test different theories of gravity in the strong field regime [21] and open a completely new window to study cosmology - GW cosmology [22].

It is remarkable to note that the space-based detectors mentioned above, together with the current and forthcoming ground-based ones, such as Voyager [23], the Einstein Telescope (ET) [24] and Cosmic Explorer (CE) [25], are able to detect GWs emitted from such systems as far as the redshift is about z ≃ 100 [26], which will result in a variety of profound scientific consequences. In particular, GWs propagating over such long cosmic distances will carry valuable information not only about their sources, but also about the detail of the cosmological expansion and inhomogeneities of the universe, whereby a completely new window to explore the universe by using GWs is opened, as so far our understanding of the universe almost all comes from observations of electromagnetic waves only (possibly with the important exceptions of cosmic rays and neutrinos) [27].

Recently, in the framework of GR we studied GWs first produced by remote compact astrophysical sources and then propagating through the inhomogeneous universe at cosmic distances, and found the conditions that the back-reactions of GWs to the background can be negligible, so the linear perturbations are valid [28]. To simplify the field equations, we showed that the spatial, traceless, and Lorentz gauge conditions can be imposed simultaneously, even when the background is not vacuum. Applying the general formulas together with the geometrical optics approximation to such GWs, we found that they still move along null geodesics and its polarization bi-vector is parallel-transported, even when both the cosmological scalar and tensor perturbations are present. In addition, we also calculated the gravitational integrated Sachs-Wolfe effects, whereby the dependence of the amplitude, phase and luminosity distances of the GWs on these two kinds of perturbations are read out explicitly. This generalized the results obtained previously by Laguna et al [29], in which only cosmological scalar perturbations were assumed to be present.

In this paper we shall consider Einstein-scalar-Gauss- Bonnet (EsGB) gravity and, as a first step, systematically study the propagation of GWs in the flat homogeneous and isotropic universe through cosmic distances before arriving at detectors. In comparison with GR, a distinguishable feature of EsGB gravity is that it contains both spin-0 and spin-2 gravitons. Therefore, by studying their propagation through the universe, we seek observational evidences for EsGB gravity.

Specifically, the rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section II, after briefly reviewing EsGB gravity, we study the stability conditions of the theory and its observational constraints. In the case c_T = 1, we find that the stability conditions hold in all epochs of the evolution of the universe, provided that the condition (2.19) is satisfied. Where c_T denotes the speed of the spin-2 gravitons. In the same section, we also consider the observational constraints and obtained the condition (2.34), which represents the severest constraints obtained so far.

In Section III we first decompose the perturbations of h_{μν} , which represent GWs propagating over the homogeneous and isotropic universe into scalar and tensor perturbations, and then study the propagation of the spin-0 and spin-2 modes by using the geometrical optics approximation. To carry out the studies analytically, we impose the condition c_T = 1 over the whole evolution of the universe, including the radiation-, matter- and dark energy-dominated epochs, and are able to integrate the trajectories of both spin-2 and spin-0 gravitons explicitly, so are the amplitudes of GWs along the trajectories. We find that the amplitude of the spin-2 GW is practically indistinguishable from that of GR, while the spin-0 GWs remain almost constant during radiation- and matterdominated epochs, and in the dark energy-dominated epoch it is proportional to the physical distance between the source and observer.

In Section IV, we study the propagation of the spin-0 graviton carefully without imposing the condition c_T = 1 in the dark energy-dominated epoch, but still assuming that the stability conditions and observational constraints are satisfied. Then, we show that the above behavior disappears, and instead the amplitude of the spin-0 GWs is given by Eq.(4.10), which is proportional to ḟ(t) ( = f_{,ϕ}ϕ̇ ) ≪ 1.

The paper is ended in Section V, whereby we summarize our main conclusions. An appendix is also included, in which the field equations for the homogeneous and isotropic flat universe are provided.

Before proceeding to the next section, we would like to note that in EsGB gravity GWs produced by astrophysical sources have been studied by various authors [30–39]. However, to our best knowledge, this is the first time in the literature to work out the condition (2.19) for the theory to be free from ghosts and Laplacian instability, and obtain the severest observational constraint (2.34) for c_T = 1 in all epochs of the evolution of the universe. It is also the first time to obtain the explicit expressions of the amplitudes of the spin-0 and spin-2 gravitons along their trajectories in the homogeneous and isotropic flat universe.

In this paper we shall adopt the conventions, in which the signature of the metric is (−, +, +, +), while the Christoffel symbols, Riemann and Ricci tensors, as well as the Ricci scalar, are defined, respectively, by Γ^α_{μν} ≡ 1 2 g^{αβ} (g_{βν,μ} + g_{βμ,ν} − g_{μν,β} ) , (D_αD_β − D_β D_α) X^μ = R^μ_{ναβ} X^ν , R_{μν} ≡ R^α_{μαν} , R ≡ g^{μν} R_{μν} , (1.1) where D_α denotes the covariant derivative with respect to metric g_{μν} , and g_{μν,λ} ≡ ∂g_{μν} /∂x^λ, and

R^α_{μνλ} = Γ^α_{μλ,ν} − Γ^α_{μν,λ} + Γ^α_{βν} Γ^β_{μλ} − Γ^α_{βλ}Γ^β_{μν} . (1.2)

II. EINSTEIN SCALAR GAUSS BONNET GRAVITY AND OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

In this section, we shall first give a very brief introduction to EsGB gravity, and then find the conditions for which the theory is absent of ghosts and Laplacian instability [40], and meanwhile it is consistent with all observations carried out so far, as in the literature there still exist some mutually contradicting statements.

A. EsGB Gravity

The EsGB gravity is described by the action [41–43]

S_{EsGB} = 1 2κ ∫ dx^4 √ −g [ R − 2Λ + αf(ϕ)G + L_ϕ (ϕ) + 2κL_m (g_{μν} ; ψ) ] , (2.1)

where κ ≡ 8πG/c^4, G is the Newtonian constant, c the speed of light, and g [≡ det(g_{μν} )] is the determinant of g_{μν} . The scalar field ϕ is non-minimally coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet term G G ≡ R^2 − 4R_{μν} R^{μν} + R_{μνρσ} R^{μνρσ} , (2.2) through the arbitrary function f(ϕ) with a coupling constant α, and R and Λ denote the Ricci scalar and the cosmological constant, respectively. L_ϕ is the Lagrangian density for the scalar field with

L_ϕ = − 1 2 (∂^μϕ) (∂_μϕ) − V (ϕ) , (2.3)

where V (ϕ) is the potential of the scalar field and ∂^μ = g^{μν} ∂_ν . The Lagrangian density L_m represents both the matter fields that produce our inhomogeneous universe and the astrophysical sources that produce GWs, such as binary systems of compact astrophysical objects, to be studied in this paper. To avoid the fifth force, we assume that only the metric g_{μν} is minimally coupled with matter, collectively denoted by ψ.

From the above action, one can derive the equations of motion for both g_{μν} and ϕ,

G_{μν} + Λg_{μν} = αT^{GB}_{μν} + T^ϕ_{μν} + κT^m_{μν} , (2.4) D^2ϕ − V_{,ϕ} = −αf_{,ϕ}G , (2.5) where f_{,ϕ} ≡ df(ϕ)/dϕ, G_{μν} ( ≡ R_{μν} −^1_2 g_{μν} R ) denotes the Einstein tensor, D^2 ≡ g^{μν} D_μD_ν , D_μ is the covariant derivative with respect to metric g_{μν} as in (1.1), V_{,ϕ} ≡ dV (ϕ)/dϕ, and T^{GB}_{μν} ≡ 2 (D_μD_ν f) R − 2g_{μν} (D_ρD^ρf) R −4 (D^ρD_ν f) R_{μρ} − 4 (D^ρD_μf) R_{νρ} +4 (D^ρD_ρf) R_{μν} + 4g_{μν} (D^ρD^σ f) R_{ρσ} −4 (D^ρD^σ f) R_{μρνσ} , T^ϕ_{μν} ≡ 1 2 (D_μϕ) D_ν ϕ − 1 4 g_{μν} [ (D^αϕ) D_αϕ + 2V (ϕ) ] , T^m_{μν} ≡ − 2 √ −g δ ( √ −g L_m) δg^{μν} . (2.6)

Note that the matter field does not couple with the scalar field ϕ directly, so we have the conservation law,

D^ν T^m_{μν} = 0 . (2.7)

Then, the contracted Bianchi identities D^ν G_{μν} = 0 lead to D^ν ( T^ϕ_{μν} + αT^{GB}_{μν} ) = 0 . (2.8)

It should be also noted that in general D^ν T^ϕ_{μν} ≠ 0, due to the coupling between the scalar field and the Gauss- Bonnet term G.

B. Stability Conditions and Observational Constraints

To consider the conditions for EsGB gravity to be physically viable, let us consider the flat FLRW universe

ds^2 = −dt^2 + a^2(t) ( dx^2 + dy^2 + dz^2 ) , (2.9)

where t denotes the cosmic time of the universe and x^μ = (t, x, y, z). Then, the corresponding field equations of EsGB gravity are presented in Appendix A. In this background, the kinetic coefficients q_T and q_S of the tensor and scalar modes as well as their speeds c_T and c_S are given respectively by [40]^1

q_T = 1 + 4αHḟ, q_S = q_T + 48α^2H^4f^2_{,ϕ} ,

c^2_T = 1 + α ( f̈ − Hḟ ) q_T , c^2_S = 1 q_S [ q_T − 16 ( 2 + c^2_T + 6w_{eff} ) α^2H^4f^2_{,ϕ} ] , (2.10) where ḟ ≡ df/dt = f_{,ϕ}ϕ̇, ϕ̇ = dϕ/dt, and w_{eff} ≡ −1 + 2 3 ϵ_H , ϵ_H ≡ − Ḣ H^2

. (2.11)

The conditions to be free from ghosts and Laplacian instability require

q_T , q_S , c^2_T , c^2_S > 0 . (2.12)

To satisfy these conditions, the following conditions are usually requested [40] {| |αf,ϕHϕ̇ | | | , | | |αf,ϕϕ̈ | | | , | | |αf,ϕϕϕ̇^2 | | | } ≪ 1 , (2.13) where H ≡ ȧ/a. In addition, the constraint from the observation of the gravitational wave event GW170817 [44]

− 3 × 10^{−15} ≲ c_T − 1 ≲ 7 × 10^{−16} , (2.14)

requires | | |αf,ϕϕ̈ + αf,ϕϕϕ̇^2 − αf,ϕHϕ̇ | | | ≲ 10^{−15} . (2.15)

It can be shown that with the above conditions we have c_T ≃ 1. In the rest of this section, we shall set

c_T = 1 . (2.16)

1 It can be shown that the relations between (q̃_t, q̃_s) used in [40] and the ones (q_T , q_S ) used in this paper are given by q̃_t = q_T /κ, q̃_s = q_S /κ^2.

With the above condition, we shall show that Conditions (2.13) and (2.15) are satisfied, provided that the condition (2.19) to be given below holds. To prove the above claim, let us first note that the condition (2.16) implies

αḟ = α̂a , (2.17)

as can be seen from Eq.(2.10), where α̂ is a constant. Then, we find

q_T = 1 + 4α̂ȧ . (2.18)

Therefore, in an expanding universe, the condition q_T > 0 holds, provided that

α̂ ≥ 0 . (2.19)

This condition also leads to q_S > 0, as can be seen from Eq.(2.10). Therefore, we conclude that the condition (2.19) guarantees that the EsGB gravity is free from ghost instability, when (2.16) is imposed.

On the other hand, since now c_T = 1, the Laplacian instability is also absent for the spin-2 gravitons. To show that this is also the case for the spin-0 gravitons, let us first note that f^′(ϕ) = ḟ/ϕ̇, so that c^2_S can be cast in the form

c^2_S = D q_Sϕ̇^2 , D ≡ q_T ϕ̇^2 + 48α̂^2a^2H^4 ( 1 − 4 3 ϵ_H ) . (2.20)

Then, in the inflationary or current (dark-energy dominated) epoch, we have |ϵ_H | ≪ 1, so the function D defined above is always positive. As a result, c^2_S ≥ 0.

In the radiation-dominated epoch, we have

a(t) = a_{eq} ( t t_{eq} )_{1/2} , ρ ≃ ρ_R = ρ^0_R a^4

, (2.21)

where a_{eq} ≡ a(t_{eq}), t_{eq} denotes the time when the radiation energy density was equal to the matter energy density, and ρ^0_R is a constant. Then, we find

q_T (t) = 1 + ( t_{Rc} t )_{1/2} , t_{Rc} ≡ ( 2α̂a_{eq} t^{1/2}_{eq}

)_2

. (2.22)

Combining the above expressions with the field equation (A.5) presented in Appendix A, we find that

ϕ̇^2(t) = 2 t^2 { (1 − ϵ_R) + ( t_{Rc} t )_{1/2}} , (2.23)

for which Eq.(2.20) yields D(t) = 1 κ^2t^2ϕ̇^2 { (1 − ϵ_R) + (2 − ϵ_R) ( t_{Rc} t )_{1/2}

+ 3 8 ( t_{Rc} t )} , (2.24) where ϵ_R ≡ 64κα̂^4ρ^0_R 3t^2_{Rc} = 4H^2_0 Ω^{(0)}_R ( t_{eq} a^2_{eq}

)_2

. (2.25)

Then, for [45]

a_{eq} = 1 2.4 × 10^4Ω_0h^2

, t_{eq} =

3.4 × 10^3 (Ω_0h^2)^{3/2}

(yrs) ,

H_0 = h 9.77 × 10^9

(yrs)^{−1} , (2.26)

we obtain

ϵ_R ≃ 1.614 × 10^5 ( Ω_0h^2 ) ( Ω^{(0)}_R h^2 ) ≃ 0.586 , (2.27)

for Ω^{(0)}_R h^2 ≃ 2.47 × 10^{−5}, Ω_0h^2 ≃ 0.147 [45]. Thus, from Eq.(2.23) we find that the condition D(t) > 0 in the radiation-dominated epoch holds, so does the condition c^2_S > 0.

In the matter-dominated epoch, we have a(t) = a_D ( t t_D )_{2/3} , ρ ≃ ρ_M = ρ^0_M a^3

, (2.28)

where a_D ≡ a(t_D ), t_D denotes the transition time from the matter-dominated epoch to the DE-dominated one, and ρ^0_M is a constant. Then, we find

q_T (t) = 1 + ( t_{Dc} t )_{1/3} , t_{Dc} ≡ ( 8α̂a_D 3t^{2/3}_D

)_3

. (2.29)

Hence, we obtain

ϕ̇^2(t) = 8 3t^2 { (1 − ϵ_D) + ( t_{Dc} t )_{1/3}} ,

D(t) = 4 3κ^2t^2ϕ̇^2 { (1 − ϵ_D) + (2 − ϵ_D) ( t_{Dc} t )_{1/3}

+ 1 2 ( t_{Dc} t )_{2/3}} , (2.30)

where ϵ_D ≡ 3κρ^0_M t^2_D 4a^3_D

≃ 2.357 × 10^{−20} ( Ω^{(0)}_{DE}h^2 ) t2_D (yrs)^2

. (2.31)

Thus, for Ω^{(0)}_{DE}h^2 ≃ 0.343, t_D ≃ 9 × 10^9 yrs [45], we have ϵ_D ≃ 0.65484. Then, Eq.(2.30) tells us that the condition D(t) > 0 also holds in the matter-dominated epoch.

Therefore, we conclude that when c_T = 1 the conditions (2.12) hold in all epochs of the evolution of the Universe, provided that the condition (2.19) is true^2.

2 It must be noted that the observation of GW170817 happened in the very low redshift. In the high redshift epoch, the constraint (2.14) may not be applicable. Then, it is not necessary to set c_T = 1, meaning that the parameter space where (2.12) holds is even larger.

In addition, solar system tests lead to the following constraint [46]

|αf_{,ϕ}(ϕ_0)| ≲ 1.6 × 10^{14} (km)^2 , (2.32)

but the observations of low-mass x-ray binary and gravitational waves imposed much severer constraint [35, 39]

|αf_{,ϕ}(ϕ_0)| ≲ 1.18 (km)^2 , (2.33)

where ϕ_0 is the current value of the scalar field ϕ, and αf_{,ϕ}(ϕ_0) = αḟ(t_0)/ϕ̇(t_0) = α̂a_0/ϕ̇(t_0). Considering the field equation (A.4) we find that | |ϕ̇(t0) | | ≃ O (H0). So, Eq.(2.33) implies

|α̂| ≲ 1.18 × H_0 (km)^2 ≃ 8.97 × 10^{−24} (km) . (2.34)

This represents the severest observational constraint found so far for EsGB gravity.

III. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES PROPAGATING IN THE HOMOGENEOUS UNIVERSE

In this section, we consider GWs propagating in the homogeneous and isotropic background for a long time, before reaching to the Earth for us to detect. The flat FLRW universe is described by the metric (2.9). Adding the perturbation h_{μν} and in terms of the conformal time η ≡ ∫ dt/a(t), it reads

g_{μν} = γ_{μν} + h_{μν} , (3.1)

where

γ_{μν} dx^μdx^ν = a^2(η) ( −dη^2 + dx^2 + dy^2 + dz^2 ) . (3.2)

The basic field equations for the flat FLRW background are presented in Appendix A.

A. Scalar and Tensor Decomposition of Gravitational Waves

Let us consider GWs produced by remote astrophysical sources in the flat FLRW Universe, and then propagating long distances before arriving to us. In such a background, the GWs can be uniquely decomposed into scalar and tensor modes [47, 48]^3

h_{μν} = a^2 [ −2ωδ^0_μδ^0_ν + (δ^0_μδ^i_ν + δ^i_μδ^0_ν )∂_iS + 2ϖδ^i_μδ^j_ν

+ 2∂_i∂_j Eδ^i_μδ^j_ν + H_{ij} δ^i_μδ^j_ν ] , (3.3)

where x^μ ≡ (η, x^i), and

δ^{ij} H_{ij} = 0, δ^{ij} ∂_iH_{jk} = 0 . (3.4)

3 Similarly to GR, the vector perturbations in EsGB gravity can be set to zero identically [49].

The advantage of the decomposition is that the linearized field equations will be decoupled between the scalar and tensor modes [47, 48]. The tensor mode H_{ij} is gauge invariant, while for the scalar modes, we can construct the following gauge invariants

Φ_B ≡ ω + H (S − E^′) + (S − E^′)^′ , Ψ_B ≡ ϖ + H (S − E^′) , Φ ≡ ϖ − H ϕ̄′ φ . (3.5)

It is clear that Φ_B and Ψ_B are directly related to the metric perturbations, while Φ to the scalar field perturbation.

To study the propagation of GWs over the homogeneous and isotropic universe further, let us consider the tensor and scalar modes separately. Furthermore, it is convenient to Fourier transform all perturbation variables w.r.t. the comoving spatial coordinates x^i. Thanks to the homogeneity of the background, different Fourier modes are decoupled from each other at the level of the linear perturbations.

B. Tensor Modes

In the tensor sector we have only H_{ij} and we denote its Fourier transformation as H̃_{ij} . Then, we find that H̃_{ij} satisfies the equation [50] 1 a^2q_T ∂_η ( a^2q_T ∂_ηH̃_{ij} ) + c^2_T δ^{ij} k_ik_j ϵ^2

H̃_{ij} = 0 , (3.6)

where q_T and c_T are given in Eq.(2.10), k_i/ϵ is the comoving wave vector and ϵ is a small bookkeeping parameter introduced in order implement the geometrical optics approximation

We then adopt the WKB-type ansatz

H̃_{ij} = A_T e_{ij} e^{iΘ}T^{/ϵ} , (3.7)

where Θ_T /ϵ and e_{ij} denote respectively the phase of the tensor mode and a constant polarization tensor satisfying

δ^{ij} e_{ij} = 0 , δ^{ij} k_ie_{jk} = 0 , δ^{ik}δ^{jl}e_{ij} e_{kl} = 1 . (3.8)

We then have

∂_ηH̃_{ij} = ( A^′_T − iω_T ϵ A_T ) e_{ij} e^{iΘT /ϵ} , ∂^2_ηH̃_{ij} = [ A^{′′}_T − i ϵ (2ω_T A^′_T + ω^′_T A_T ) − ω^2_T ϵ^2 A_T ]

×e_{ij} e^{iΘT /ϵ} , (3.9) where ω_T = −∂_ηΘ_T . Thus, to the leading order ϵ^{−2}, from Eq.(3.6) we find ( ω^2_T − c^2_T δ^{ij} k_ik_j ) A_T = 0. Since A_T ≠ 0, we must have

ϵ^{−2} : ω^2_T − c^2_T δ^{ij} k_ik_j = 0 . (3.10)

On the other hand, to the order of ϵ^{−1}, Eq.(3.6) yields

ϵ^{−1} : 2ω_T A^′_T + ω^′_T A_T + ω_T A_T ∂_η ln(a^2q_T ) = 0 .(3.11)

To study further the propagation of the spin-2 gravitons in EsGB gravity, let us consider the case c_T = 1. When c_T = 1, Eq.(3.10) reduces to

γ^{μν} k_μk_ν = 0 , (3.12)

where k_μ ≡ (−ω_T , k_i) = ∂_μ(−Θ_T + k_ix^i). Hence, similarly to the GR case [28], the spin-2 gravitons in EsGB gravity with c_T = 1 are also moving along null geodesics. This is not surprise, as we already assumed c_T = 1. Introducing the null trajectories defined by dx^μ(λ) dλ = k^μ , (3.13)

where k^μ ≡ γ^{μν} k_ν = (ω_T /a^2, δ^{ij} k_j /a^2) and λ denotes the affine parameter along the null geodesics, we find that Dk_μ Dλ = k^α∇_αk_μ = 1 2 ∂_μ(k^αk_α) = 0 . (3.14)

Here, we have used the fact that ∇_αk_μ = ∇_α∇_μ(−Θ_T + k_ix^i) = ∇_μk_α.

With c_T = 1, the propagation equation in EsGB theory to the order of ϵ^{−1}, given by (3.11), can be written as ∂_η (aA_T √ q_T ) = 0 . (3.15)

On the other hand, in GR we have ∂_η ( aA^{(GR)}_T ) = 0 . (3.16)

Thus, integrating Eq.(3.15) and (3.16), we obtain

A_T = A^{(GR)}_T ( q_{te} q_T (t) )_{1/2} , A^{(GR)}_T ≡ A_e ( R_e R(t) ) , (3.17) where R(t) (≡ r_ea(t)) denotes the physical distance between the source and observer measured in the flat FLRW spacetime, and r_e ( ≡ √ x^2_e + y^2_e + z^2_e ) is the comoving

distance between the observer at x^i = 0 and the source at x^i = (x_e, y_e, z_e). The constants R_e (≡ r_ea(t_e)), q_{T e} and A_e are the values of R, q_T and A_T (or A^{(GR)}_T ) at the emission time t_e. On the other hand, from Eq.(2.18) we find that

q_T (t) = 1 + 4α̂ȧ = 1 + (_{tRc} t )_{1/2} , RD , 1 + (_{tDc} t )_{1/3} , MD , 1 + 4α̂H_0e^{H0(t−t0 )}, ΛD ,

(3.18)

where t_{Rc} and t_{Dc} are given in Eqs.(2.22) and (2.29), H_0 and t_0 are respectively the current Hubble parameter and time. It is interesting to note that q_T (t) is decreasing as t increases in both of the radiation and matter dominated epochs, while it is increasing during the DE dominated epoch.

To see the specific effects of the EsGB theory on the propagation of GWs, let us first recall the theoretical and observational constraints on α̂, given by Eqs.(2.19) and (2.34), respectively. We then show that the deviation from GR is negligible. For this purpose we consider a situation which is astrophysically/cosmologically unrealistic but which gives a rather conservative upper bound on the deviation from GR. We suppose that a GW was emitted at the beginning of the radiation epoch, e.g. at the time of reheating after inflation t = t_{reh}, and estimate the deviation from GR accumulated till the end of radiation dominated epoch, i.e. the matter-radiation equality t = t_{eq}. We then find that

q_{Te}(t_{reh}) q_T (t_{eq}) = t^{1/2}_{reh} + t^{1/2}_{Rc}

t^{1/2}_{eq} + t^{1/2}_{Rc} ( t_{eq} t_{reh} )_{1/2} , (3.19)

where

t_{Rc} = ( 2α̂a_{eq}

t^{1/2}eq

)_2

≃ 5.3 × 10^{−12} ( α̂^2 yrs )

≲ 4.78 × 10^{−84} (yrs) ≪ t_{reh} ≪ t_{eq} . (3.20)

Therefore, we find that

q_{Te}(t_{reh}) q_T (t_{eq})

− 1 = t^{1/2}_{reh} + t^{1/2}_{Rc}

t^{1/2}_{eq} + t^{1/2}_{Rc} ( t_{eq} t_{reh} )_{1/2} − 1

≃ O ( t^{1/2}_{Rc}

t^{1/2}_{reh} ) ≲ O ( 10^{−22} ) , (3.21)

that is, the modifications of the propagation of GWs in the radiation-dominated epoch are negligible in EsGB theory in comparing them with those given in GR. Here, we have supposed the lower bound on the time of reheating as t_{reh} ≳ 3.2 × 10^{−40} (yrs).

On the other hand, we also have

t_{Dc} = ( 8α̂a_D 3t^{2/3}_D

)_3

≃ 6.96 × 10^{−20} ( α̂^3 (yrs)^2 )

≲ 5.96 × 10^{−128} (yrs) ≪ t_{eq} ≪ t_D , α̂H_0 ≲ 6.8 × 10^{−47}. (3.22)

Again, we consider a situation that is unrealistic from astrophysical/cosmological viewpoints but that gives a rather conservative upper bound on the deviation from GR, in order to show that the deviation is negligible also in the matter dominated epoch. To maximize the deviation from GR, we suppose that a GW is emitted at the beginning of the matter dominated epoch, i.e. the matter-radiation equality t = t_{eq}, and then observed at the end of the matter dominated epoch, i.e. the transition time from the matter-dominated epoch to the DEdominated one t = t_D. Then, we find that the maximum deviation from GR during the matter dominated epoch is q_{Te}(t_{eq}) q_T (t_D )

− 1 = t^{1/3}_{eq} + t^{1/3}_{Dc} t^{1/3}_D + t^{1/3}_{Dc} ( t_D t_{eq} )_{1/3} − 1

≃ O ( t^{1/3}_{Dc} t^{1/3}eq ) ≲ O ( 10^{−44} ) . (3.23)

Similarly, the maximum deviation from GR during the DE dominated epoch is

q_{Te}(t_D) q_T (t_0)

− 1 =

1 + 4α̂H_0e^{−H0 (t0−tD )} 1 + 4α̂H_0 − 1 ≃ O (α̂H_0) ≲ O ( 10^{−46} ) . (3.24)

Thus, we conclude that in the whole history of the evolution of the homogeneous and isotropic Universe from the onset of the radiation dominated epoch, the deviations of the propagation of GWs between EsGB gravity and GR are negligible.

C. Scalar Modes

In the scalar sector, there are three gauge invariant variables (3.5), that are constructed from five perturbation variables by eliminating two gauge degrees of freedom. Needless to say, working with the gauge-invariant variables is equivalent to working with variables remaining after gauge fixing. For example, one can set

S = E = 0 , (Newtonian gauge) , (3.25)

for which Eq.(3.5) yields

Φ_B = ω , Ψ_B = ϖ , Φ = ϖ − H ϕ̄′ φ . (3.26)

There are five equations of motion corresponding to variations of the action w.r.t. the five perturbation variables but two among them are dependent of the others due to two components of the Bianchi identity in the scalar sector, resulting in three independent equations of motion. By using two among three independent equation of motion, Φ_B and Φ can be expressed in terms of Ψ_B and its derivative. The remaining independent equation of motion leads to the field equation for Ψ_B of the form [50] I JK [ J^2 aI ( aK J Ψ_B ) ,t ] ,t = c^2_S a^2 δ^{ij} ∂_i∂_j Ψ_B , (3.27)

where I ≡ D 2κq_T , J ≡ H q_T (1 + 6α̂aH) , K ≡ q_T κ , Δ ≡ q_T ϕ̇^2 + 48α̂^2a^2H^4,

c^2_S ≡ 1 − α_S , α_S ≡

64α̂^2 Δ a^2H^4ϵ_H . (3.28)

Here, D and q_T are given by Eqs.(2.20) and (2.18), and ϕ̇2 is given by Eq.(A.5), from which we find

ϕ̇^2 = −2 [ 2q_T Ḣ + κ (ρ + p) ] . (3.29)

Recall that ρ and p denote the energy density and pressure of the cosmic fluid. Setting Ψ̂_B ≡ aK J Ψ_B, q̂_s ≡

J^2 a^4I

, (3.30)

we find that Eq.(3.27) can be cast in the form 1 a^2q̂_s ∂_η ( a^2q̂_s∂_η ^̃Ψ_B ) + c^2_S δ^{ij} k_ik_j ^̃Ψ_B = 0 , (3.31)

in terms of the conformal time η, where ^̃Ψ_B is the Fourier transformation of Ψ̂_B . This is in the same form as Eq.(3.6) for tensor perturbations. Therefore, we can follow the analysis given in the last subsection to carry out the analysis of the propagation of the scalar GWs in EsGB gravity.

Writing ^̃Ψ_B in the form

^̃Ψ_B = Â_S eiΘ_S /ϵ , (3.32)

where Θ_S /ϵ denotes the phase of the scalar GW, which in general is different from that of the tensor modes introduced in the last subsection. From Eq.(3.31) we find

ϵ^{−2} : ω^2_S − c^2_S δ^{ij} k_ik_j = 0 , (3.33) and ϵ^{−1} : 2ω_SÂ^′_S + ω^′_SÂ_S + ω_SÂ_S ∂_η ln(a^2q̂_S ) = 0 , (3.34)

where ω_S ≡ −∂_η Θ_S and k_i/ϵ is the comoving wavevector.

To proceed further, let us first show that c_S ≃ 1 in all epochs of the evolution of the Universe. To this goal, we first note that in the radiation-dominated epoch we have

α_S = 1 Δ̃ ( t_{Rc} t ) , Δ̃ ≡ (1 − ϵ_R) + (2 − ϵ_R) ( t_{Rc} t )_{1/2}

+ 11 8 ( t_{Rc} t ) , (3.35)

where t_{Rc} and ϵ_R are defined by Eqs.(2.22) and (2.25) respectively. From these definitions we find ϵ_R ≃ 0.586, ( t_{Rc} t_{reh} )_{1/2} ≲ 1.24 × 10^{−21} . (3.36)

Therefore, we find that |α_S (t)| ≲ O ( t_{Rc} t_{reh} ) ≲ O ( 10^{−42} ) . (3.37)

In the matter-dominated epoch, it can be shown that

α_S = 1 Δ̃ ( t_{Dc} t )_{2/3} , Δ̃ ≡ (1 − ϵ_D) + (2 − ϵ_D) ( t_{Dc} t )_{1/3}

+ 3 2 ( t_{Dc} t )_{2/3} , (3.38)

where t_{Dc} and ϵ_D are defined by Eqs.(2.29) and (2.31) respectively. From these definitions we find

ϵ_D ≃ 0.655 , ( t_{Rc} t_{eq} )_{1/3} . ≲ 10^{−44}. (3.39)

Hence, we obtain |α_S (t)| ≲ O ( t_{Dc} t_{eq} )_{2/3} ≲ O ( 10^{−88} ) . (3.40)

On the other hand, in the Λ-dominated epoch, we have

|α_S (t)| ∝ ϵ_H ≃ 0 . (3.41)

Therefore, in all epochs we have

|α_S (t)| ≪ 1, c^2_S = 1 − α_S (t) ≃ 1 . (3.42)

Then, Eq.(3.33) yields

|ω^2_S − δ^{ij} k_ik_j | ≪ δ^{ij} k_ik_j , (3.43)

that is, the trajectories of the scalar modes can be well approximated by null geodesics, defined by dx^μ(λ) dλ = k^μ . (3.44)

Thus, following what we did in the last subsection, we find that ∂_η ( aÂ_S √ q̂_s ) = 0 . (3.45)

Eq.(3.45) has the general solution

Â_S = Â^{(e)}_S ( R_e R ) ( q̂_{se} q̂_s(t) )_{1/2} , (3.46)

where R_e ≡ R(t_e) = r_ea(t_e) and q̂_{se} ≡ q̂_s(t_e) with t_e being the mission time of the scalar GWs. Then, from Eqs.(3.30) and (3.32) we find that

Ψ̃_B = A_S e^{iΘ}S^{/ϵ} , (3.47)

where Ψ̃_B is the Fourier transformation of Ψ_B , A_S (t) ≡ κH (1 + 6α̂aH) aq^2_T Â_S = A^{(0)}_S ( D q^3_T )_{1/2} , (3.48) and A^{(0)}_S ≡ √ κq_{se}/2 a_eÂ^{(e)}_S .

In the radiation-dominated epoch, q_T and D are given by Eqs.(2.22) and (2.24), from which we find that

A^{(R)}_S (t) =

A^{(0)}_S √ 2κ { 1 + 2 ( t_{Rc} t )_{1/2} + O ( t_{Rc} t )} , (3.49)

where (t_{Rc}/t)^{1/2} ≲ 1.24 × 10^{−21}. Thus, if the scalar modes are produced during the radiation-dominated epoch, its amplitude remains almost constant. This is sharply in contrast to the tensor modes, which are always decaying as 1/R.

In the matter-dominated epoch, q_T and D are given by Eqs.(2.29) and (2.30), from which we find that

A^{(D)}_S (t) =

A^{(0)}_S √ 2κ { 1 + 2 ( t_{Dc} t )_{1/3}

+O (( t_{Dc} t )_{2/3})} , (3.50)

where (t_{Dc}/t)^{1/3} ≲ 10^{−44}. Thus, similarly to that in the radiation-dominated epoch, now the amplitude of the scalar modes also remains almost constant.

On the other hand, in the Λ-dominated epoch, we find Ḣ, ϕ̇ ≃ 0, D = 48α̂^2H^4_0 a^2 ,

q_T = 1 + 4α̂H_0a , (3.51)

where α̂H_0 ≲ 6.8 × 10^{−47}. Then, we obtain

A^{(Λ)}_S (t) = A^{(Λ,0)}_S ( 1 + O (α̂H_0) ) (α̂H_0a) ≃ A^{(Λ,e)}_S ( R(t) R_e ) , (3.52)

where A^{(Λ,0)}_S ≡ √ 48H_0A^{(0)}_S , R_e ≡ R(t_e), and A^{(Λ,e)}_S denotes the initial amplitude of the GW emitted at t = t_e, which vanishes when α = 0, as it is expected. This is because when α = 0 EsGB gravity reduces to GR, in which scalar GWs do not exist.

The result of Eq.(3.52) is unexpected, as it tells us that the amplitude gets increasing with the physical distance R, instead of decreasing as 1/R, as that of the spin-2 GWs. A more careful analysis shows that this is due to the assumption c_T = 1. In the following section, we shall show explicitly that this is no longer the case when c_T ≠ 1, although we still keep the observational constraint (2.14) to hold.

IV. SPIN-0 GRAVITATIONAL WAVES PRODUCED IN THE DE-DOMINATED EPOCH WITH cT ≠ 1

To consider GWs produced in the DE-dominated epoch with c_T ≠ 1, let us first note that the stability conditions (2.13) can be written as {| |αHḟ | | , | |αf̈ | | , |αH_2f_{,ϕ}|} ≪ 1 . (4.1)

Setting

c^2_T = 1 + α_T , α_T ≡ α ( f̈ − Hḟ ) q_T , (4.2)

we find that the condition (2.14) now reads

−6 × 10^{−15} ≲ α_T ≲ 1.4 × 10^{−15} . (4.3)

It can be shown that the gauge-invariant quantity Ψ_B satisfies the same equation as that given by Eq.(3.27) but now with I ≡ Δ 2κq_T , J ≡ H q_T (1 + 6α̂aH) , K ≡ q_T κ , Δ ≡ q_T ϕ̇^2 + 48α^2H^4ḟ^2 [ 1 − 1 3 (4ϵ_H + α_T ) ] , c^2_S ≡ 1 − α_S , q_T = 1 + 4αHḟ , α_S ≡ 48α^2H^4ḟ^2 q_T ϕ̇^2 + 48α^2H^4ḟ^2

(ϵ_H + α_T ) . (4.4)

Introducing Ψ̂_B as that given by Eq.(3.30), we find that Eq.(3.27) can be cast in the form 1 a^2Q_S ∂_η ( a^2Q_S∂_η ^̃Ψ_B ) + c^2_S δ^{ij} k_ik_j ^̃Ψ_B = 0 , (4.5)

where

Q_S ≡ J^2 κa^4I = 2H^2 ( 1 + 6αHḟ )_2

q_T Δa^4

. (4.6)

In the DE-dominated epoch, we have ϕ̇ ≃ 0 ≃ Ḣ. Then, from Eq.(4.4) we find

α_S ≃ α_T ⇒ |α_S | ≲ 10^{−15} . (4.7)

Thus, we have

c_S = √ 1 − α_S = 1 + O ( 10^{−15} ) . (4.8)

Therefore, the trajectories of the spin-0 gravitons can still be well approximated by null geodesics. As a result, the amplitude of Ψ̂_B will take the same form as that of Eq.(3.46) by replacing q̂_s by Q_S . Then, we find that

Ψ̃_B = H ( 1 + 6αHḟ ) aq^2_T ^̃Ψ_B = A_S eiΘ_S /ϵ , (4.9)

where

A_S (t) = A^{(e)}_s ( 3 − 4α_T (t) 3 − 4α_{T e} )_{1/2} ( q_{T e} q_T (t)

)_{3/2} (˙ f(t) ḟ(t_e) ) , (4.10)

α_{T e} ≡ α_T (t_e), q_{T e} ≡ q_T (t_e), and A^{(e)}s (∝ α) is an integration constant denoting the initial amplitude of the scalar

GWs. When α_T = 0, we have αḟ = α̂a, and the above expression reduces to that given by Eq.(3.52). However, when |αf̈| ≪ 1 , |αHf̈| ≪ 1 , (4.11) the constraint (4.3) can be easily satisfied without making |f̈/(Hḟ) − 1| small. This enables us to evade the behavior αḟ ∝ a that would result in (3.52). We thus conclude that the amplitude of the scalar GWs produced in the DE-dominated epoch is no longer proportional to R, unlike Eq.(3.52) that was obtained by assuming that c_T = 1 regorously holds.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, in the framework of EsGB gravity we studied the propagation of GWs first produced by remote compact astrophysical sources and then propagating through cosmic distances before arriving at detectors in the Universe. A distinguished feature of the theory is that it contains spin-0 gravitational modes, in addition to the spin-2 modes existing in GR. Thus, the investigation of the spin-0 modes is very interesting and important, as their observations in the current and forthcoming GW observations can place GR and EsGB gravity directly under tests. In addition, the forthcoming spaceand ground-based detectors are able to detect GWs emitted from binary systems as far as the redshift is about z ≃ 100 [26], which will result in a variety of profound scientific consequences. In particular, GWs propagating over such long cosmic distances will carry valuable information not only about their sources, but also about the detail of the cosmological expansion and inhomogeneities of the universe, whereby a completely new window to explore the universe by using GWs is opened.

With the above motivations, we first studied the stability conditions of the theory and its observational constraints, as in the literature some contradicted conclusions regarding to these questions often raise. In particular, in the case c_T = 1 we found that the stability conditions hold in all epochs of the evolution of the flat universe, provided that the condition (2.19) holds, while the severest observational constraints are given by Eq.(2.34).

In Section III, we studied the propagation of the spin-0 and spin-2 gravitational modes in the flat homogeneous and isotropic universe. When c_T = 1, we were able to integrate their trajectories explicitly, so are their amplitudes, over the whole evolution of the universe, including the radiation-, matter- and dark energy-dominated epochs. From these explicit expressions, we found that the amplitude of the spin-2 GW is indistinguishable from that of GR, while the spin-0 GWs remain almost constant during radiation- and matter-dominated epochs, and in the dark energy-dominated epoch it is proportional to the physical distance between the source and observer.

In Section IV, we studied the propagation of the spin-0 graviton carefully without imposing the condition c_T = 1 in the dark energy-dominated epoch, but still assumed that the stability conditions and the observational constraints are satisfied. Then, we showed that the above growing behavior of the amplitude of the spin-0 GWs no longer holds, and instead the amplitude of the spin- 0 GWs is given by Eq.(4.10), which is proportional to ḟ(t) ( = f_{,ϕ}ϕ̇ ) ≪ 1.

It would be very interesting to study the effects of the inhomogeneities of the universe on the propagation of both spin-0 and spin-2 modes, and then comparing them with those obtained in GR [28, 29]. We hope to return this topic soon.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

K.L. is supported by the Brazilian agencies Fapesq- PB. S.M. is supported in part by Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) KAKENHI Grant Number JP24K07017, as well as the World Premier International Research Center Initiative (WPI), MEXT, Japan. A.W. is partially supported by the US NSF grant: PHY- 2308845.

Appendix A: Appendix A: The Homogeneous and isotropic Universe in EsGB gravity

In this Appendix, we shall provide a very brief introduction to the flat FLRW universe in the framework of the EsGB gravity. The spacetime is described by the metric ds^2 ≡ γ_{μν} dx^μdx^ν = −dt^2 + a^2(t) ( dx^2 + dy^2 + dz^2 ) , (A.1)

where t is the cosmic time. It is often to use the conformal time η defined by dη = dt/a(t), so the metric takes the form,

ds^2 = a^2(η) ( −dη^2 + dx^2 + dy^2 + dz^2 ) . (A.2)

Then, the Ricci scalar and the Gauss-Bonnet combination are

R^{(0)} = 6 ( 2H^2 + Ḣ ) , G^{(0)} = 24H^2 ( H^2 + Ḣ ) , (A.3) where H ≡ ȧ/a and an overdot represents derivative w.r.t. t. Then, the EsGB and Klein-Gordon equations with a perfect fluid yield

H^2 = 1 6 [ 2κρ + 1 2 ϕ̇^2 + V − 24αH^3ḟ ] , (A.4)

Ḣ = − 1 4 [ 2κ (ρ + p) + ϕ̇^2 + 16αHḢḟ

+ 8α ( f̈ − Hḟ ) H^2 ] , (A.5)

ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ + V_{,ϕ} = αG^{(0)}f_{,ϕ} , (A.6) where ρ and p are respectively the energy density and pressure of the perfect fluid

T^m_{μν} = (ρ + p) u_μu_ν + pγ_{μν} , (A.7)

and u_μdx^μ = −dt. Then, the conservation law ∇^ν T^m_{μν} = 0 leads to

ρ̇ + 3H (ρ + p) = 0. (A.8)

It should be noted that Eq.(A.8) is not independent and can be obtained from Eqs.(A.4) - (A.6). In fact, among the four equations, Eqs.(A.4) - (A.6) and (A.8), (A.6) can be obtained from the other three as far as ϕ̇ ≠ 0. Similarly, (A.5) can be obtained from the other three as far as H ≠ 0.

In terms of the conformal time η, we find that the above field equations read

H^2 = 1 6 [ 2κa^2ρ + 1 2 (ϕ^′)^2 + a^2V − 24αf^′ a^2

H^3 ] , (A.9)

H^′ = H^2 − 1 4 [ 2κa^2 (ρ + p) + (ϕ^′)^2 + 16αHf^′ a^2 ( H^′ − H^2 )

+ 8α a^2

(f^{′′} − 2Hf^′) H^2 ] , (A.10)

ϕ^{′′} + 2Hϕ^′ + a^2V_{,ϕ} = αa^2G^{(0)}f_{,ϕ} , (A.11) ρ^′ + 3H (ρ + p) = 0 . (A.12)

[1] B.P. Abbott, et al., [LIGO/Virgo Scientific Collaborations], Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Black Hole Merger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 061102 (2016).

[2] B.P. Abbott, et al., [LIGO/Virgo Collaborations], GWTC-1: A Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog of Compact Binary Mergers Observed by LIGO and Virgo during the First and Second Observing Runs, Phys. Rev. X9, 031040 (2019).

[3] B.P. Abbott, et al., [LIGO/Virgo Collaborations],

GWTC-2: Compact Binary Coalescences Observed by LIGO and Virgo During the First Half of the Third Observing Run, arXiv:2010.14527.

[4] R. Abbott, et al., (KAGRA, VIRGO, LIGO Scientific), ]GWTC-3: Compact Binary Coalescences Observed by LIGO and Virgo during the Second Part of the Third Observing Run, Phys. Rev. X 13, 041039 (2023), [arXiv:2111.03606 [gr-qc]].

[5] https://www.ligo.caltech.edu/

[6] K. Akiyama, et al (Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration), First M87 Event Horizon Telescope Results. I. Shadow of the Supermassive Black Hole, Astrophys. J. Lett. 875 (2019) L1 [arXiv:1906.11238].

[7] K. Akiyama, et al (Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration), First Sagittarius A^∗ Event Horizon Telescope Results. I. The Shadow of the Supermassive Black Hole in the Center of the Milky Way, Astrophys. J. Lett. 930 (2022) L12.

[8] C. L. Fryer, et al., COMPACT REMNANT MASS FUNCTION: DEPENDENCE ON THE EXPLOSION MECHANISM AND METALLICITY, Astrophys. J. 749, 91 (2012).

[9] F. Ozel, et al., THE BLACK HOLE MASS DISTRI- BUTION IN THE GALAXY, Astrophys. J. 725, 1918 (2010).

[10] W.M. Farr, et al., THE MASS DISTRIBUTION OF STELLAR-MASS BLACK HOLES, Astrophys. J. 741, 103 (2011).

[11] B.P. Abbott, et al., [LIGO/Virgo Collaborations], AS- TROPHYSICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE BINARY BLACK HOLE MERGER GW150914, Astrophys. J. Lett. 818, L22 (2016).

[12] T.-Z. Wang, L. Li, C.-H. Zhu, Z.-J. Wang, A. Wang, Q.

Wu, H.-S. Liu, G. Lu, An Alternative Channel for Highmass Binary Black Holes-Dark Matter Accretion onto Black Holes, Astrophys. J. 863, 17 (2018).

[13] M. Sasaki, T. Suyama, T. Tanaka and S. Yokoyama, Primordial black holes - perspectives in gravitational wave astronomy, Class. Quantum Grav. 35 (2018) 063001.

[14] R. Abbott et al., LIGO Scientific, Virgo collaboration, Properties and astrophysical implications of the 150 M⊙ binary black hole merger GW190521, Astrophys. J. Lett. 900 (2020) L13.

[15] P. Amaro-Seoane, et al., Laser Interferometer Space Antenna, arXiv:1702.00786v3.

[16] J. Luo, et al., TianQin: a space-borne gravitational wave detector, Class. Quantum Grav. 33, 035010 (2016).

[17] Z.-R. Luo, Z.-K. Guo, G. Jin, Y.-L. Wu, and W.-R. Hua, A brief analysis to Taiji: Science and technology, Results in Phys. 16 102918 (2020); W.-H. Ruan, Z.-K. Guo, R.- G. Cai, Y.-Z. Zhang, Taiji Program: Gravitational-Wave Sources, arXiv:1807.09495v2 [gr-qc].

[18] S. Kawamura, et al., Current status of space gravitational wave antenna DECIGO and B-DECIGO, arXiv:2006.13545; S. Sato, et al., The status of DECIGO, J. Phys.: Conf. Series 840, 012010 (2017).

[19] A. Sesana, Prospects for Multi-band Gravitational-Wave Astronomy after GW150914, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 231102 (2016).

[20] C.J. Moore, R. H. Cole and C.P.L. Berry, Gravitationalwave sensitivity curves, Class. Quantum Grav. 32, 015014 (2015).

[21] Z. Carson and K. Yagi, Parameterized and inspiralmerger-ringdown consistency tests of gravity with multiband gravitational wave observations, Phys. Rev. D 101, 044047 (2020).

[22] M. Bailes, et al., Gravitational-wave physics and astronomy in the 2020s and 2030s, Nature Rev. Phys. 3 (2021) 344.

[23] R.X Adhikari, et al., A Cryogenic Silicon Interferometer for Gravitational-wave Detection, Class. Quantum Grav. 37 (2020) 165003.

[24] F. Amann, et al., Site-selection criteria for the Einstein Telescope, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 91, 094504 (2020); B. Sathyaprakash et al., Corrigendum: Scientific objectives of Einstein telescope, Class. Quantum Grav. 30 (2013) 079501; M. Punturo, et al., The Einstein Telescope: a third-generation gravitational wave observatory, Class. Quantum Grav. 27, 194002 (2010); http://www.et-gw.eu.

[25] E.D. Hall, et al., Gravitational-wave physics with Cosmic Explorer: limits to low-frequency sensitivity, arXiv:2012.03608; B.P. Abbott, et al., Exploring the sensitivity of next generation gravitational wave detectors, Class. Quantum Grav. 34, 044001 (2017); S. Dwyer, D. Sigg, S.W. Ballmer, L. Barsotti, N. Mavalvala, M. Evans, Gravitational wave detector with cosmological reach, Phys. Rev. D91, 082001 (2015); https://cosmicexplorer.org.

[26] E.D. Hall and M. Evans, Metrics for next-generation gravitational-wave detectors, Class. Quantum Grav. 36 (2019) 225002.

[27] D.H. Lyth and A.R. Liddle, the primordial density perturbation, cosmology, inflation and the origin of structure (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009).

[28] J. Fier, X.-J. Fang, B.-W. Li, S. Mukohyama, A. Wang, and T. Zhu, Gravitational wave cosmology: High frequency approximation, Phys. Rev. D103, 123021 (2021).

[29] P. Laguna, S.L. Larson, D. Spergel and N.Yunes, Integrated Sachs-Wolfe Effect for Gravitational Radiation, Astrophys. J. Lett. 715 (2010) L12.

[30] T. Daniel, L. Jenks, Gravitational Waves in Chern- Simons-Gauss-Bonnet Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) 12, 124012 [arXiv:2403.09373].

[31] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, Propagation of Gravitational Waves in Einstein–Gauss-Bonnet Gravity for Cosmological and Spherically Symmetric Spacetimes, [arXiv:2311.06932].

[32] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Propagation Speed of Gravitational Wave in Scalar–Einstein–Gauss-Bonnet Gravity, Nucl. Phys. B998 (2024) 116423 [arXiv:2308.06731].

[33] T. Evstafyeva, M. Agathos, J.L. Ripley, Measuring the ringdown scalar polarization of gravitational waves in Einstein scalar Gauss-Bonnet gravity, Phys. Rev. D107, 124010 (2023) [arXiv:2212.11359].

[34] L.K. Wong, C.A.R. Herdeiro, E. Radu, Constraining spontaneous black hole scalarization in scalar-tensor-Gauss-Bonnet theories with current gravitational-wave data, Phys. Rev. D106, 024008 (2022) [arXiv:2204.09038].

[35] Z. Lyu, N. Jiang, K. Yagi, Constraints on Einsteindilaton-Gauss-Bonnet gravity from Black Hole-Neutron Star Gravitational Wave Events, Phys. Rev. D105, 064001 (2022); Erratum, Phys. Rev. D106, 069901 (2022).

[36] B. Shiralilou, T. Hinderer, S. Nissanke, N. Ortiz, H.

Witek, Post-Newtonian Gravitational and Scalar Waves in Scalar-Gauss-Bonnet Gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 39 (2022) 035002 [arXiv:2105.13972].

[37] Z. Carson, K. Yagi, Probing Einstein-dilaton Gauss- Bonnet Gravity with the inspiral and ringdown of gravitational waves, Phys. Rev. D101, 104030 (2020) [arXiv:2003.00286].

[38] J.L. Blázquez-Salcedo, C.F.B. Macedo, V. Cardoso, V. Ferrari, L. Gualtieri, F. Scen Khoo, J. Kunz, P. Pani, Perturbed black holes in Einstein-dilaton-Gauss- Bonnet gravity: Stability, ringdown, and gravitationalwave emission, Phys. Rev. D94, 104024 (2016) [arXiv:1609.01286].

[39] K. Yagi, A New constraint on scalar Gauss-Bonnet gravity and a possible explanation for the excess of the orbital decay rate in a low-mass X-ray binary, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 081504. arXiv:1204.4524.

[40] S. Tsujikawa, Cosmological stability in f(ϕ, G) gravity, Phys. Lett. B838 (2023) 137751 [arXiv2212.10022].

[41] S. Hussain, S. Arora, Y. Rana, B. Rose, A. Wang, Interacting Models of Dark Energy and Dark Matter in Einstein scalar Gauss Bonnet Gravity, JCAP 11 (2024) 042 [arXiv:2408.05484].

[42] M. Minamitsuji, S. Mukohyama, S. Tsujikawa, Angular and radial stabilities of spontaneously scalarized black holes in the presence of scalar-Gauss-Bonnet couplings, Phys. Rev. D109, 104057 (2024) [arXiv:2403.10048].

[43] S.-J. Zhang, B. Wang, A. Wang, J.F. Saavedra, Object picture of scalar field perturbation on Kerr black hole in scalar-Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, Phys. Rev. D102, 124056 (2020).

[44] B.P. Abbott, et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo, Fermi-GBM, and INTEGRAL collaboration), Gravitational Waves and Gamma-rays from a Binary Neutron Star Merger: GW170817 and GRB 170817A, Astrophys. J. Lett. 848 (2017) L13 [arXiv:1710.05834].

[45] A. Liddle, An Introduction to Modern Cosmology, third edition (John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2015).

[46] L. Amendola, C. Charmousis, and S.C. Davis, Solar System Constraints on Gauss-Bonnet Mediated Dark Energy, JCAP 10 (2007) 004 [arXiv:astro-ph:0704.0175].

[47] D. Baumann, TASI Lectures on Inflation, arXiv:0907.5424.

[48] K.-i. Kubota, S. Arai and S. Mukohyama, Propagation of scalar and tensor gravittional waves in Horndeski theory, Phys. Rev. D107, 064002 (2023) [arXiv:2209.00795].

[49] C. Cartier, J.-c. Hwang, E.J. Copeland, Evolution of cosmological perturbations in nonsingular string cosmologies, Phys. Rev. D64, 103504 (2001) [arXiv:astro-ph/0106197].

[50] J.-c. Hwang and H. Noh, Classical evolution and quantum generation in generalized gravity theories including string corrections and tachyons: Unified analyses, Phys. Rev. D71, 063536 (2005).