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Abstract. The universe’s current acceleration is a pretty recent phenomenon in cosmological
time scales. This means that the modes that have left our horizon since the beginning of
the contemporary acceleration phase, have not really reached the exact IR limit. Noting this
observation, we reconsider the possibility of having a ghost condensate as dark energy with
a sixth-order dispersion relation. Looking at the three-point function of such a theory, we
obtain the constraints on the coefficient of the sixth-order dispersion relation to avoid strong
coupling. Such a ghost condensate if coupled to the standard model fields, induces a constant
Lorentz-violating spin-dependent force, which can gravitate or anti-gravitate.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of the current acceleration of the universe took the physicist by surprise at
the end of the last century.[1] The simplest explanation for this phenomenon is considering
the cosmological constant which has to be extremely small. Even from the anthropic per-
spective, the discovered value of the cosmological constant is two orders of magnitude below
the anthropic upper bound [2]. Hence it is difficult to explain the origin of such a small
scale. Another approach to solving this problem is the modification of gravity at large scales.
Among these approaches, one can consider varieties of scalar-tensor theories [3–5] which only
modify the long-range interaction between two masses by a constant force. There are other
ways one can modify gravity in which a scalar degree of freedom, π, interacts with the mat-
ter with gravitational strength, and at scales smaller than the length scale of Infrared (IR)
modification, the theory reduces to a scalar-tensor theory rather than general relativity. One
of these theories is DGP braneworld model [6] and the other one is the Fierz-Pauli theory of
massive gravity [7]. In these theories, the additional scalar degree of freedom π only becomes
healthy and obtains a kinetic term due to coupling with gravity. The price one pays is that
the theory becomes strongly coupled at Ultraviolet (UV) cutoff ΛUV.

Contrary to the above classes of modifications of gravity, [8, 9] suggested a “ghost
condensate” theory in which there is no strong coupling for the scalar π at ΛUV, even in
the absence of coupling to the gravity. The theory resembles the cosmological constant, but
unlike that, it has physical excitations around a spontaneously Lorentz-breaking background
〈φ̇〉 = M2 that breaks the time-translation invariance too. This is like the Higgs mechanism
in gauge theories, but here instead of getting massive gravitons with five polarizations, due to
the Lorentz-breaking nature of the theory, one would get only one additional scalar field with
modified dispersion relation. Unlike the gauge theories, where endowing them with mass,
one would get an exponential Yukawa-like suppression, here one would get an oscillatory
modulation of the potential. The kinetic term for the ghost field appears with a sign opposite
to the standard model fields 1.

L = −1

2
∂µφ∂µφ+ · · · . (1.1)

1Spacetime metric signature is mostly-negative (+ − − −).
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Like how in the Higgs mechanism the quartic correction stabilizes the quantum instability in
φ = 0, we can envisage that higher order terms like (∂φ)4 stabilize the theory. Of course, the
analogy is not complete, since the (∂φ)4 term is nonrenormalizable. Still, such a description is
viable for a systematic low-energy expansion of the fluctuations around the ghost background.

One point that [8] emphasized is that going beyond the quartic dispersion relation,
ω2 ∝ k4 causes strong coupling in the IR limit. The argument goes as this: if one assumes
that E → sE and consider for example a dispersion relation like ω2 ∝ k6, the scaling
dimension of t, x and π would be as follow:

t → s−1t

x → s−1/3x

π → s0π

Therefore the interacting operators∫
d3x dt M4π̇(∇π)2 , (1.2)

scales like s−1/3. This means that the interacting operator becomes relevant, and the theory
becomes strongly coupled at low energies. This certainly invalidates the Lorentz-violating
EFT with ω2 ∝ k6 for describing the inflation as during inflation there are modes that ap-
proach the superhorizon limit in the mathematical sense, k/aH → 0.2 Even during inflation
if before the EFT before the mode with ω2 ∝ k6 makes a transition to ω2 ∝ k4 or ω2 ∝ k2,
before it makes becomes strongly coupled at the scale ΛIR

6 , one can have a consistent EFT for
describing inflation [11–13]. The question now arises is that what happens if such an EFT is
to describe the late time acceleration of the universe. Late-time acceleration of the universe
is a recent event in today’s cosmological time scales, so it might be that one can describe
the current acceleration of the universe with a ghost dark energy with pure ω2 ∝ k6. In this
work, we entertain this idea and try to see to what extent our theory is fine-tuned. We find
out that such a theory can describe late-time acceleration without that much fine-tuning.

We also find out that if such a ghost condensate, with ω2 ∝ k6 dispersion relation, has
direct coupling to the standard model fields through a derivative coupling of the ghost to
the axial vector currents, a constant spin-dependent force mediated by the Nambu-Goldstone
boson exchange is induced. On the other hand, if the ghost sector does not have any direct
coupling to the standard model fields and only couples gravitationally to them, the length
and time scale it takes for a gravitational phenomenon to propagate are

rc ∼
MPl

M2
, tc ∼

M3
Pl

M4
. (1.3)

For example, if a cloud of dust collapses to form a star, the modification of gravity takes
place at scales rc, only after the time tc. Please note that for a ghost sector with ω2 ∝ k4,
although the length scale rc is given by MPl

M2 , the time scale for the change to happen is given

by tc ∼
M3

Pl
M4 . However, like the case with ω2 ∝ k4, the modification to Newton’s potential is

oscillatory at distances of order rc. For the ghost condensate to describe the contemporary

2a(t) stands for the scale factor of the FLRW background and H = ȧ/a is called the Hubble parameter,
H0 stands for today’s value of the Hubble parameter. Also, the dot ˙ denotes the derivative w.r.t. the physical
time t.
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acceleration M ∼ 10−3 eV. Although this means that modification of gravity happens at
rc ∼ H−1

0 , the time scale for seeing the oscillatory modification is tc ∼ 1070 years. So no
cosmological experiment can tell apart the ghost condensate dark energy and the cosmological
constant.

The structure of the paper is as follows: First, we spell out the structure of the ghost
condensate with a sextic dispersion relation. We study the ghost condensate with the sixth-
order dispersion relation in the absence of gravity. Then we show that the theory makes sense
to describe the late-time acceleration of the universe if some constraints are assumed on the
coefficient of the dispersion relation. Then we discuss the possibility of the interaction of
the ghost condensate with the sixth-order dispersion relation with the standard model fields
and show that this will lead to spin-dependent but distance-independent force between the
particle. Finally, we discuss the possibility of such a ghost condensate coupled to gravity.

2 Ghost Condensate with the Sextic Dispersion Relation

Let us consider the following action, which is dependent on φ only through its derivatives,

S = S0 + ∆S , (2.1)

where

S0 =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M4P (X)

]
, (2.2)

∆S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2

(
S1(�φ)2 + S2(∂µ∂νφ)2

)
+ S3 (∂µ�φ)2 + S4 (∂µ∂ν∂ρφ)2 + · · ·

]
.

(2.3)

gµν denotes the spacetime metric with the determinant g. The coefficients Si , i = 1 · · · 4
are also dependent only on X = ∂µφ∂

µφ. The above action is written assuming φ → −φ
symmetry for simplicity. This prevents terms with odd numbers of φ in the action.

The action S0 provides terms, including the ghost part of the theory. It contains the
higher order terms like (∂φ)4 that stabilize the theory. Such terms are non-renormalizable,
and it seems that the description of the ghost condensate in terms of an effective field theory
is not possible in this way, but it can be shown that one can still have a meaningful theory
of fluctuations, π, around the ghost condensate background. As we will see, the additional
terms proportional to Si provide higher-order derivatives of π.

For now, varying just the action (2.2), one finds the equation of motion (EOM)

∂µ
[
P ′(X)∂µφ

]
= 0 , (2.4)

which yields a solution ∂µφ = constant, when gravity is ignored. A time-like Lorentz-violating
solution to the above EOM is φ = ct where c is an arbitrary dimensionless constant. Such a
solution breaks the φ shift symmetry and time translation symmetry to an unbroken diagonal
shift symmetry. Let us look at small fluctuations around this solution,

φ = ct+ π, (2.5)

where π is the Nambu-Goldstone mode of the broken symmetry. The second (and higher)
order action for the fluctuation around this solution is

S0 = M4

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
π̇2(P ′(c2) + 2c2P ′′(c2))− P ′(c2)(∂iπ)2 − 2P ′′(c2)cπ̇(∂iπ)2

+
1

2
P ′′(c2)(∂iπ)4 + · · ·

]
.

(2.6)
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The time and spatial kinetic sign of the fluctuations π appear with the standard sign if c is
such that

P ′(c2) > 0, P ′(c2) + 2c2P ′′(c2) > 0. (2.7)

Any value of c that satisfies the relation (2.7) is allowed. Nevertheless, it can be shown
that in an expanding background that P ′(φ̇2) ∝ a(t)−3. This means that for the special value
c∗, where φ̇2 = c2

∗, the coefficient of the spatial quadratic term, (∂iπ)2 vanishes.
Considering the additional contributions to the action, (2.3) higher order spatial deriva-

tive terms for π appear. When one considers just the terms S1,2, the low-energy dispersion
relation of π will be given as ω2 ∼ k4 in the absence of gravity. This is the original ghost
condensate with quartic dispersion relation proposed in [8]. However, we are intended to find
a sextic low-energy dispersion relation. So we have added the terms proportional to S3,4.
One can expand the action around c2

∗ to obtain such an effective low-energy action. If we
put P ′′(c2

∗) = 1
4c2∗

by rescaling P and M4, then the action (2.1) is obtained

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
M4π̇2 − 1

2
M̄2(∂i∂jπ)2 − 1

2
S̄(∂i∂j∂kπ)2 + · · ·

]
, (2.8)

where M̄2 = −2M2(S1(c2
∗) + S2(c2

∗)) and S̄ = −2(S3(c2
∗) + S4(c2

∗)). It is assumed that
S1(c2

∗) + S2(c2
∗) < 0 and S3(c2

∗) + S4(c2
∗) < 0 to stabilize the fluctuations around φ = c∗t .

The canonical π mode will obtain the following low-energy dispersion relation

ω2 =
M̄2

M4
k4 +

S̄

M4
k6 . (2.9)

In expanding spacetime, the action (2.8) takes the form

S =

∫
a3

[
1

2
M4π̇2 − 1

2
M̄2

(
∇2

a2
π

)2

− 1

2
S̄

(
∇3

a3
π

)2

+ · · ·

]
(2.10)

The low-energy dispersion relation in expanding background will be dominant by the k6

dispersion relation if

S̄
k6

a6
� M̄2k

4

a4
=⇒ k2

a2
� M̄2

S̄
(2.11)

Noting that the onset of domination of dark energy is zc ' 0.3,[14] the minimum value of the

left-hand side of the above inequality is H2

1.69 and thus

S̄ � M̄2

H2(z + 1)2
=⇒ S̄ � M̄2

1.69H2
. (2.12)

Under this condition, the action (2.9) effectively becomes

S '
∫
a3

[
1

2
M4π̇2 − 1

2
S̄

(
∇3

a3
π

)2

+ · · ·

]
, (2.13)

and the corresponding dispersion relation is

ω2 ' S̄

M4

k6

a6
. (2.14)

As we mentioned in section 1, the energy scaling implies that the above effective field theory
breaks down when k → 0. However, applying the theory to the current acceleration of the
universe, the smallest k that has exited the horizon in the latest acceleration phase is ' H

1.3 .
We will investigate under what conditions the strong coupling would have not occurred for
such a theory.
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3 Viability of ω2 ∼ k6 Dispersion Relation

In this section, we compute the three-point function for the Nambu-Goldstone boson, π, and
demand that it does not lead to strong coupling for the modes that have exited the horizon
during the recent acceleration. The smallest k-mode that has exited the horizon currently
has the wavenumber k ' H/(1 + zc), where zc is the redshift of domination of the dark
energy. Like inflation, one can quantify the avoidance of strong coupling as

|fNL| � |ζ|−1, (3.1)

where ζ = −Hπ, and the fNL is defined as follows

fNL ∼
B(k1, k2, k3)

∆4
ζ(k)

. (3.2)

Above,

∆2
ζ(k) =

k3

2π2
〈ζζ〉 (3.3)

First, we compute the two-point function of the curvature perturbation ζ = −Hπ. For
this purpose, we introduce the conformal time η =

∫
dt/a(t) and the new variable u(η) =

a(η)πc(η) defined in terms of the canonical variable πc/M
2 = π. During the late-time ac-

celerating phase of the universe, the background could be approximated with the de Sitter
metric,

ds2 = a2(η)(dη2 − δijdxidxj) (3.4)

where a(η) = −1/(Hη). We assume that today a(η0) = 1, therefore η0 = −1/H. With
these considerations, we obtain the equation of motion for uk(η), the Fourier transform of
the variable u(η) to be (

−a
′′(η)

a(η)
+

S̄

M4

k6

a(η)4

)
u(η) + u′′(η) = 0. (3.5)

which in the de-Sitter spacetime has the solution,

u(η, k) = aπ = −
√

3

2

M

S̄1/4k3/2Hη
exp

(
−i
√
S̄

3

(
H

M

)2

(kη)3

)
. (3.6)

The dimensionless two-point function is obtained to be

∆2
ζ(k) =

3π√
S̄

(
H

M

)2

. (3.7)

We now exploit the in-in formalism to compute the three-point function [15]

〈ζ(k1)ζ(k2)ζ(k3)〉 = −H
3

M6
Re

{
−2i〈πc(η̃, ~k1)πc(η̃, ~k2)πc(η̃, ~k3)

∫
d3q1

(2π)3

d3q2

(2π)3

d3q3

(2π)3

×
∫

d3x

∫ η0

η1

dη′ a(η′)4 Hinte
−i(~q1+~q2+~q3)·~x〉

}
,

(3.8)

where the corresponding interaction term with the most negative scaling dimension could
be read off from (2.6). It is Hint = −Lint = 1

2c∗M2 π̇c (∂iπc)
2. The era of dominance of the
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late dark energy occurs around zc ∼ 0.3 [14]. As before, we can approximate this late-time
acceleration with a quasi-de Sitter phase, and thus the integration upper and lower bounds
will be respectively η0 = − 1

H and η1 = −1+zc
H . Using the solution (3.6), one can do the

integrations explicitly. One obtains

〈ζ(k1)ζ(k2)ζ(k3)〉 =

38/3(2π)3δ
(

Σ3
i=1
~ki

)
16c∗S̄4/3

(
H

M

)8/3

× Re

Γ

(
2

3
,
i
√
S̄

3

(
H

M

)2 (
Σ3
i=1k

3
i

)
η3

)−1
H

−(1+zc)
H


×
[
k3

1(k2
1 − k2

2 − k2
3)

(k3
1 + k3

2 + k3
3)2/3

1

(k1k2k3)3
+ perm.

]
.

(3.9)

Defining two new parameters, K3 ≡
∑3

i=1 k
3
i and K ≡ k1k2k3, we have

B(k1, k2, k3) =

(
3HM
)8/3

4(2π)4c∗S̄4/3
Re

Γ

(
2

3
,
i
√
S̄

3

(
H

M

)2

K3η3

)−1
H

−(1+zc)
H


×
(
k3

1(k2
1 − k2

2 − k2
3)

K2K
+ perm.

) (3.10)

If one chooses the configuration in which all the modes are equal to the smallest mode that
has left the horizon since the beginning of the acceleration, k1 = k2 = k3 = H/1.3, and
replaces in the (3.10), the inequality (3.1) takes the form

3
(
H
M

)−4/3

(2π)6c∗S̄1/3

∣∣∣∣∣∣Re

Γ

(
2

3
,
i
√
S̄

3(1.3)3

(
H

M

)2

H3η3

)−1
H

−(1+zc)
H


∣∣∣∣∣∣� S̄1/4

√
3π

(
H

M

)−1

. (3.11)

Noting that Hubble parameter today is H ∼ 10−33 eV and M ∼ 10−3 eV it is reasonable to
assume H

M � 1. Then one can expand the left-hand side of the above inequality to obtain

c∗S̄
1/4 � 9α√

(2π)11

H

M
. (3.12)

where α = 1− (1 + zc)
−3. For the current acceleration of the universe, zc ∼ 0.3, H ∼ 10−33

eV and M ∼ 10−3 eV, we will obtain the loose bound

c∗S̄
1/4 � 10−34 , (3.13)

which can easily be satisfied for c∗ and S̄ of order one. This shows that strong coupling can
easily be avoided for the ω2 ∝ k6 dispersion relation for the ghost dark energy.

Let us also investigate when the unitary bound is saturated, i.e. when the the three-
point function becomes comparable with the two-point function squared. Assuming the
dominance of dark energy, the matter energy density redshifts. Thus, the Hubble parameter
will reach an asymptotic value of around 56 Km/s/Mpc in the future, which still has the
same order of magnitude as the Hubble parameter today. One can show that the unitary
bounds will break down in the far future when the redshift of the dark energy dominance is
of order z∗c ≥ 6× 1033, which is about 77 e-folds from now.
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4 Coupling of the Ghost Field to the Standard Model Particles

Although the standard model fields can avoid coupling to the ghost field, it would be inter-
esting if such coupling exists. The story for the ghost with sextic dispersion relation is the
same as the ghost with quartic dispersion relation: As it is shown in [8, 16] such a coupling
would have to respect the shift-symmetry of the ghost field. If for the fermionic field the
symmetry ψ → eicψφ/Fψ is broken by a mass term mDψψ̄, the vector coupling

cψ
F
ψ̄γµψ∂µφ (4.1)

could be removed but the axial coupling

cψ
F
ψ̄γµγ5ψ∂µφ (4.2)

give rise to a different dispersion relation for the particles and anti-particles through the
term, meff ψ̄γ

0γ5,

ω =
√

(|p| ±meff)2 +m2
D (4.3)

where meff ≡ M2/F . Above, plus and negative signs are, respectively for the left helicity
particle and right-helicity antiparticles. If the earth is moving with respect to the background
in which the ghost field is isotropic by the velocity ~vearth ∼ 10−3, the interaction becomes

meff ψ̄~γγ
5ψ · ~vearth ∼ µ~S · ~vearth , (4.4)

where there are experimental bounds on the parameter meff. For example, for electrons
meff . 10−25 GeV and for protons and neutrons meff . 10−24 [17–20].

A new spin-dependent long-range force is expected from the exchanges of π Goldstone
boson. In the non-relativistic limit, π has derivative coupling to the spin,

∆L ∼ 1

F
~S · ∇π, (4.5)

where ~S is the spin operator.The potential for such an interaction with a ω2 ∝ k6 dispersion
relation could be computed via the prescription [21]

V = coupling constant

∫
d3k

(2π)3
(vertex1)(propagator)(vertex2). (4.6)

The vertex form here is −i~k · ~S that arises from (4.5) Lagrangian. In the ω → 0 limit, the
potential that arises from the dispersion relation (2.11) will be (more details in Appendix A)

V =
M4

S̄F 2
(~S1 · ∇)(~S2 · ∇)

∫
d3k

(2π)3

ei
~k·~r

k6
=

M4

32πS̄F 2

[
~S1 · ~S2 + (~S1 · r̂)(~S2 · r̂)

]
r . (4.7)

This gives rise to a spin-dependent but distance-independent force. Above, it has been
assumed that the sources are static in the time scale longer than

τ ∼ ω−1 ∼M2r3 , (4.8)

where r is the separation of the sources.
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5 Coupling the Ghost Condensate to Gravity

Although one can consider the Lagrangian for the ghost field minimally coupled to gravity, it
is useful to work in the unitary gauge where the modification of the gravity is explicit. One
can break the time-diffeomorphism by choosing the gauge where

φ(t, x) = t (5.1)

which breaks the 4d diffeomorphisms into spatial diffeomorphisms. One can write down the
unitary gauge action with the terms that respect the residual symmetry,

t′ = t ,

x′i = xi + ξi(t, x) . (5.2)

Looking at infinitesimal deviations around the flat spacetime, gµν = ηµν+hµν , one of the
invariants is h00. One can restore the full diffeomorphisms by performing the Stueckelberg
trick, i.e. by performing a broken ξ0 and then promoting it to the field π,

h00 → h00 − 2∂0π , h0i → h0i − ∂iπ , hij → hij (5.3)

As pointed out in [8], the kinetic term proportional to

1

8

∫
M4h2

00 (5.4)

generates the kinetic term for π, i.e. π̇2. The extrinsic curvature terms proportional to K2
ii

and Kij generate the (∇2π)2, since

Kij → Kij + ∂i∂jπ (5.5)

So a term proportional to K2
ii and K2

ij would induce the quartic dispersion relation. We adjust
the coefficients of these terms to be subdominant with respect to the sixth-order terms in the
dispersion relation. Noting how Kij transforms, Eq. (5.5), we need terms like ∇iKjk∇iKjk,
or more exactly the combination

S = −
∫

d3xdt
(σ1

2
∇iKjk∇iKjk +

σ2

2
(∇iKjj)

2 +
σ3

2
∇iKij∇lKlj +

σ4

2
∇iKij∇jKll

)
(5.6)

Reintroducing π in the above Lagrangian one obtains

S =

∫
−σ

2

[
(∇3π)2 + · · ·

]
(5.7)

where σ ≡
∑4

i=1 σi. Following [8] In a de Sitter background the effective action in the unitary
gauge will become

S =

∫
d3xdt

√
γ

(
M4

8
(X − 1)2 − σ1

2
γil∇iKjk∇lKjk − σ2

2
γil∇iKj

j∇lK
j
j −

σ3

2
∇iKij∇lKlj

− σ4

2
∇iKij∇jKll

)
. (5.8)
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It should be noted here the perpendicular unit vector nµ, the induced metric γµν and Kµν

are defined as follows,

nµ =
∂µφ√
X
→

δ0
µ√
g00

, (5.9)

γµν = gµν − nµnν , (5.10)

Kµν = γρµ∇ρnν . (5.11)

The term proportional to (X − 1)2 generates the kinetic term, π̇2 for the ghost field.

Let us now look at the modification of gravity in the ghost condensate at the linearized
level. Using the perturbed metric in the longitudinal gauge

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ(t, x))dt2 + (1− 2Ψ(t, x))δijdx
idxj , (5.12)

the Einstein-Hilbert action

SEH =
M2

Pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−gR (5.13)

up to second order in Φ and Ψ and after Fourier transform takes the form

LEH = M2
Pl

[
−3Ψ̇2 − 2k2ΨΦ + k2Ψ2

]
. (5.14)

In the Newtonian limit ω2 � k2, one obtains Φ = Ψ. Including the ghost condensate, the
Lagrangian at the quadratic level assuming Newtonian limit ω2 � k2 is

Leff =
1

2
M4 (Φ− π̇)2 − σ

2

(
k6π2 + ...

)
. (5.15)

Introducing the canonical variables, M2π → πc,
√

2MPlΦ→ Φc and setting µ ≡M2/
√

2MPl,
the kinetic matrix of the Lagrangian becomes

1

2

(
−k2 + µ2 iµω
−iµω ω2 − σ

M4k
6

)
. (5.16)

The determinant of (5.16) gives the dispersion relation

ω2 =
σ

M4

(
k6 − µ2k4

)
. (5.17)

Here, the k4 term arises due to the mixing with gravity. Contrary to the ghost condensate
with quartic dispersion relation, mixing with gravity adds a negative quartic term to the
dispersion relation. ω2 takes negative values for momenta k < µ, which means we face an
instability similar to the Jeans instability. Like the ghost with quartic dispersion relation, it
is expected that this instability is removed by Hubble friction in an expanding background.

The width of the instability in ω gives a timescale, tc, that a change in the gravitational
potential happens at length scales, ∼ µ−1. For this purpose, we should find the largest imag-
inary magnitude of ω. Minimizing the equation (5.17) gives the largest imaginary magnitude
of ω,

ωins = i
1

3

√
σ

6

M4

M3
Pl

= i
2

3

√
σ

6

µ2

MPl
≡ iΥ. (5.18)

– 9 –



Figure 1. The modification part of the gravitational potential is plotted as %A(%). Axes are rescaled.
Blue dashed line: τ = 10−2Υ. Red line: τ = 10−1Υ. Purple line: τ = Υ. Pink line: τ = 101Υ.

In order to obtain the modified gravity potential, we need to obtain the 〈ΦcΦc〉 operator,
which can be obtained by inverting the kinetic matrix (5.16). One obtains

1

k2

(
−1 +

σµ2

M4 k
4

− σ
M4k6 + σµ2

M4 k4 + ω2

)
. (5.19)

The factor in the parenthesis corresponds to the change in the Newtonian potential. De-
manding that this change is O(1) one obtains

ω2 − σ

M4
k6 .

σµ2

M4
k4 , (5.20)

or alternatively ∣∣∣∣ω − √σM2
k3

∣∣∣∣ . √σ µ2

MPl
=

3
√

6

2
Υ (5.21)

where above we have assumed k . µ. This suggests that there is an instability timescale, tc,
which can be characterized as the inverse of Υ. There is also a characteristic length scale,
µ−1.

rc '
MPl

M2
, tc ∼

M3
Pl√

σM4
(5.22)

The time scale in the case of sixth order dispersion relation is about a factor MPl/M larger
than the time scales in the quartic dispersion relation. Like the quartic dispersion relation,
due to the slow-down of the signal at large length scales, rc � tc.
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Now, let us consider a test mass point-like particle that appears at the origin at time
t = 0. It means that the density of the source is ρ(r, t) = δ(~r)θ(t). The inverse Fourier
transform of the Φ propagator (5.19) gives the potential of gravity in the position space. For
the Fourier integration, we define the following dimensionless variables,

κ ≡ µ−1k, Ω ≡ 2

3
√

6

ω

Υ
, % ≡ µr, τ ≡ 3

√
6

2
Υt. (5.23)

The result is made of two parts: the first one give rises to the standard gravity, ΦN,
whereas the second part arises from modifications to gravity due to the ghost condensate,
ΦMod, which means

Φ = ΦN + ΦMod, (5.24)

ΦN = −
M−2

Pl

r
, ΦMod = M−2

Pl A(r, t), (5.25)

where

A(r, t) =

∫
d3κ dΩ

(2π)4

eiΩτei~κ·~%

κ2

κ4

κ4 − κ6 + Ω2

=
1

2π2%

∫ 1

0
dκ
κ sin (κ%) sinh

(
τκ2
√

1− κ2
)

√
1− κ2

+

∫ ∞
1

dκ
κ sin (κ%) sin

(
τκ2
√
κ2 − 1

)
√
κ2 − 1

 .

(5.26)

The result of integral A(r, t) is not analytical, and we have to calculate it numerically. The
result is shown in Fig. 1. The numerics suggest that the modification will be significant only
for τ & 1, or in other words, t & tc. For larger values of τ the modulated oscillations have
a larger periodicity and amplitude. The result is indicative of the slow-varying amplitude
of rA(r, t) and so ΦMod. The effect of the modification can be observed at longer distances;
however, the larger value of this modification takes place at % & 1 (r & rc). With increasing
τ, the period of oscillations of rA(r, t) increases. Only for τ > 1, we will have substantial
modification to the Newtonian potential.

6 Discussion and Further Work

Ghost condensate can be regarded as the origin of the universe current [8] and primordial
accelerations [9]. The original work argues that the dispersion relation is at most ω2 ∼ k4, and
higher order terms like k6 is not viable because of the strong-coupling of the non-interacting
terms in the IR regime. This argument was challenged in [11] during inflation as the dispersion
relation could be supplemented with lower powers of the dispersion relation as the mode
stretches due to the cosmic expansion. Here we argue for the pure k6 dispersion relation
for the ghost dark energy, as the primordial acceleration is a relatively recent phenomenon.
Thus the IR modes have not really stretched out to infinitely large wavelengths. One can
quantify this by computing the amplitude of the three-point function and demanding it to be
sub-dominant with respect to the two-point function. It can be shown that for our universe
with the history of acceleration domination around zc ∼ 0.3, this will lead to a very mild
bound on the coefficient of the sixth-order dispersion relation. We showed that the strong
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coupling only becomes important when the redshift of the acceleration of the universe would
become ∼ 1033.

We also focused on the possibility of direct interaction between the ghost condensate
with the sextic dispersion relation and the standard model particles. As expected, we ob-
tained a spin-dependent Lorentz-violating force that has no dependency on distance. This
result is fascinating because a distance-independent force can become dominant when all
other forces and interactions weaken. Accordingly, we can even imagine a constant (non-
gravitational) force in all spacetime that competes with gravity on large scales and makes
some interesting phenomena. At the same time, we know that the ghost condensate modifies
gravity separately.

In this work, the direct mixing between the ghost sector and gravity in the IR shows that
the Newtonian potential receives modifications with oscillatory behaviors at large distances
and especially at late times, similar to what the standard ghost with quartic dispersion
exhibits in [8]. Compared to the ghost condensate theory with the quartic dispersion relation,
here, the fall-off of the amplitude of oscillations happens at much later times.

With the assumption of the maximally quartic dispersion relation, effective field theory
of dark energy has been founded [22]. It would be interesting to investigate the ghost dark
energy with the sixth-order dispersion relation in de Sitter space. Also, it is interesting to
assess the possibility of the ghost field with the sextic dispersion relation as dark matter [23].
The phenomenology of the ghost sector near a black hole [24–26] is another avenue to pursue.
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A Appendix

We would like to compute

(~S1 · ∇)(~S2 · ∇)f(r), (A.1)

where

f(r) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

ei
~k·~r

kn
. (A.2)

The following two vector identities will be used

∇( ~A · ~B) = ( ~A · ∇) ~B + ( ~B · ∇) ~A+ ~A× (∇× ~B) + ~B × (∇× ~A) (A.3)

(~a · ∇)[r̂f(r)] =
f(r)[~a− r̂(~a · r̂)]

r
+ r̂(~a · r̂)∂rf(r) (A.4)

where ~a is an arbitrary vector that is not dependent on r. ~A and ~B are two arbitrary vector
functions [27]. In the first step, we note that

(~S1 · ∇)(~S2 · ∇)f(r) = ~S1 ·
[
∇[~S2 · (∇f(r))]

]
(A.5)
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Using (A.3), we obtain

(~S1 · ∇)(~S2 · ∇)f(r) = ~S1·
[
(S2 · ∇)∇f(r) + (∇f(r) · ∇)~S2 + ~S2 × (∇×∇f(r))

+∇f(r)× (∇× ~S2)
]
.

(A.6)

Since ~S1,2 are not dependent on r and ∇×∇f(r) = 0, only the first term is non-zero in the
RHS of equation (A.6). Also as f is a function of |~r|, ∇f(r) reduces to r̂∂rf(r) and we can
now utilize (A.3) identity. Hence

(~S1 · ∇)(~S2 · ∇)f(r) = ~S1 · [(S2 · ∇)r̂∂rf(r)]

= ~S1 ·
[
∂rf(r)

r

(
~S2 − (~S2 · r̂)r̂

)
+ (~S2 · r̂)r̂∂2

rf(r)

]
=

(~S1 · r̂)(~S2 · r̂)
r

[r∂2
r − ∂r]f(r) +

~S1 · ~S2

r
∂rf(r).

(A.7)

Now we compute f(r) =
∫

d3k
(2π)3

ei
~k·~r

kn . In the spherical coordinate,

∫
d3k

(2π)3

ei
~k·~r

kn
=

1

(2π)3

∫ ∞
0

∫ 1

−1

∫ 2π

0
dk d(cos(θ)) dφ k2 e

ikrcos(θ)

kn
. (A.8)

One first integrate over φ and cos(θ),∫
d3k

(2π)3

ei
~k·~r

kn
=

1

(2π)3

2π

ir

∫ ∞
0

dk
k2

kn

(
eikr

k
+
e−ikr

−k

)
. (A.9)

Using the change of parameter k → −k in the second half of the integrand,∫
d3k

(2π)3

ei
~k·~r

kn
=

1

(2π)2

1

ir

∫ ∞
−∞

dk
eikr

kn−1
. (A.10)

Afterward, the Cauchy integral theorem

∂mg(z)

∂zm

∣∣∣
z=u

=
m!

2πi

∮
dz

g(z)

(z − u)m+1
, (A.11)

can be used, where u is a simple pole [27]. Using this theorem, the result of the integration
(A.9) will become∫

d3k

(2π)3

ei
~k·~r

kn
=

1

(2π)2

1

ir

∫ ∞
−∞

dk
eikr

kn−1
=

1

(n− 2)!

1

4πr

∂n−2

∂kn−2
eikr
∣∣∣
k=0

. (A.12)
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