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France.

Abstract.

We consider the emergence of large-scale cosmological expansion in scalar-tensor theories of

gravity. This is achieved by modelling sub-horizon regions of space-time as weak-field expansions

around Minkowski space, and then subsequently joining many such regions together to create a

statistically homogeneous and isotropic cosmology. We find that when the scalar field can be treated

perturbatively, the cosmological behaviour that emerges is well modelled by the Friedmann solutions

of the theory. When non-perturbative screening mechanisms occur this result no longer holds, and

in the case of scalar fields subject to the chameleon mechanism we find significant deviations from

the expected Friedmann behaviour. In particular, the screened mass no longer contributes to the

Klein-Gordon equation, suppressing deviations from general relativistic behaviour.

1. Introduction

The large-scale properties of the Universe are most usually modelled using a homogeneous

and isotropic Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) cosmological model, with linear

perturbation theory describing structures within it. While this approach is highly successful at

interpreting a wide range of observable phenomena, it does come with certain drawbacks. In

particular, it does not allow one to model non-linear structures without appealing to Newtonian

gravity, and it does not allow the effects of non-linear structure formation to back-react onto the

large-scale cosmology. Addressing these points is the purpose of the post-Newtonian cosmologies

created in Refs. [1–3].

In the post-Newtonian approach to cosmological modelling one takes small (sub-horizon)

regions of space-time to be approximated by a post-Newtonian expansion of Minkowski space-

time, and then joins these regions together using appropriate junction conditions in order to

obtain a cosmological model. This approach very naturally allows for non-linear structures to

be included in a self-consistent way, as almost all structures are readily modelled using post-

Newtonian expansions (with the notable exceptions of black holes and neutron stars) [4]. These

types of models also allow the cosmological expansion to emerge as a natural consequence of the

gravitational fields of the bodies that exist within them, thereby allowing the back-reaction of
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structure on the large-scale properties of the Universe to emerge without having to pre-suppose

the validity of modelling averages using homogeneous and isotropic perfect fluids [5].

This approach has been well-studied in the context of Einstein’s theory of General

Relativity (GR), where it has been shown that reflection symmetric boundary conditions

between neighbouring regions of post-Newtonian expanded space-time give dust-dominated FLRW

behaviour at leading-order [1], and radiation-like terms at next-to-leading order [2,3]. Within GR,

the behaviour of perturbations on very large scales has also been investigated [15–17], as has

the gauge problem [18], the consequences for the bispectra of the matter distributions [19, 20],

and the resultant Hubble diagrams [21]. It has even been applied to f(R) theories [22, 23], and

to parameterizations of theories of gravity [24–27]. In the present work we wish to extend the

application of this treatment to scalar-tensor theories of gravity, which are some of the most

widely studied in the literature on alternatives to Einstein’s theory [28,29].

In Section 2 of this paper we introduce the class of scalar-tensor theories we wish to study,

along with the Friedmann and scalar field equations that govern homogeneous and isotropic space-

times within them. In Section 3 we then introduce the post-Newtonian expansions, and the way

that we will build cosmological models by applying them. This includes, in particular, a discussion

of the conditions on the geometry and the scalar field at the junction between neighbouring regions

of post-Newtonian expanded Minkowski space. Section 4 then gives a derivation of the large-scale

properties of a lattice construction built from many such regions of space, assuming that the metric

is post-Newtonian expanded, but making no restrictions on the scalar field. This is then specialized

in Section 5 to the case where the scalar field can be treated as being perturbatively expanded.

We show that in this case the Friedmann solutions of the theory are precisely recovered.

We then consider non-perturbative screening mechanisms in Section 6, where we show using

the Chameleon mechanism [9] that screened mass is removed from the scalar field equation obeyed

by the large-scale cosmology. The regions of space within a screened body also do not contribute

to the emergent Friedmann equations in the usual way, when one tallies up the total energy density

in the scalar field, as the scalar is forced to a fixed value defined by the density of mass in its local

environment. This shows that non-linear screening mechanisms can have a strong back-reaction

effect on the large-scale cosmological expansion, and that the Friedmann equations of a theory

may not be valid when screening occurs. We conclude in Section 7.

2. Scalar-tensor theories of gravity

The gravitational theories we wish to consider in this work are mediated by a metric tensor field

gµν and a scalar field ϕ. They are defined by the following action:

S[gµν , ϕ, ψ] =
1

16πG

∫
d4x

√
−g (R−2Λ)−

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ+ V (ϕ)

]
+Sm[ψ;C

2(ϕ)gµν ] , (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar constructed from gµν , Λ is the cosmological constant, V (ϕ) is a potential

describing the self-interactions of the scalar field, and Sm denotes the action of all matter fields ψ.

The conformal factor C(ϕ) expresses a universal coupling between the scalar field and the matter

fields, and shows that our action has been constructed in the “Einstein frame” [29]. This coupling

could be removed by defining a new metric g̃µν ≡ C2(ϕ)gµν , at the expense of complicating the
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coupling between ϕ and gµν in the rest of the action. We choose not to do this here, as it would

complicate the form of the corresponding field equations, and because the chameleon mechanism

that we study is usually defined in the Einstein frame.

Extremizing the action (1) with respect to the metric gµν results in the following field

equations:

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν + Λ gµν = 8πG

[
|C(ϕ)|Tm

µν + T ϕ
µν

]
(2)

where we have assumed C(ϕ) > 0, and where the energy-momentum tensors of scalar and matter

fields are defined by

T ϕ
µν ≡ ∂µϕ∂νϕ− gµν [∂

σϕ∂σϕ+ V (ϕ)] , Tm
µν ≡ − 2

C(ϕ)
√
−g

δS

δgµν
.

Specified in this way, the quantity ρ ≡ Tm
µνu

µuν satisfies the usual conservation equation for energy

(though one may note that the gravitational energy in the Einstein frame is then |C(ϕ)| ρ).
Extremizing (1) with respect to the scalar field ϕ gives

□ϕ = V ′(ϕ) + C ′(ϕ)Tm , (3)

where Tm = gµνTm
µν is the trace of the energy-momentum tensor of matter. In this theory the

equation of motion of a spin-free test particle with four-velocity uµ is given by

uν∇ν [|C(ϕ)|uµ] = −|C(ϕ)|′∂µϕ . (4)

We can see from these equations that C(ϕ) controls the degree to which matter gravitates, and

that for non-constant C(ϕ) we have both a source in the scalar field equation (3) and a fifth-force

acting in the equation of motion of test particles (4).

Within this class of theories, the Friedmann equations governing the expansion of homogeneous

and isotropic cosmologies can be written as(
ȧ

a

)2

=
8πGC

3
ρ− κ

a2
+

Λ

3
+

8πG

3

(
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V

)
, (5)

and

ä

a
= −4πGC

3
(ρ+ 3p) +

Λ

3
− 8πG

3

(
ϕ̇2 − V

)
, (6)

where a = a(t) is the scale factor of the cosmology, and κ is the unit curvature scalar of spatial

sections. The energy density ρ is defined as above, and p ≡ 1
3
Tm
µν(g

µν + uµuν) is the isotropic

pressure of the matter fields. The corresponding equation for the scalar field is

ϕ̈+ 3
ȧ

a
ϕ̇+ V ′ + C ′(ρ− 3p) = 0 , (7)

where throughout we have taken ϕ = ϕ(t), consistent with the symmetries of the space-time.

Equations (5)–(7) are widely taken to represent the large-scale behaviour of cosmologies in these

theories, up to the addition of small perturbations in order to account for inhomogeneities. It is

our goal in what follows to test this assumption in the presence of non-linear structures.
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Figure 1: Two cubic cells of side length L being joined together at a common boundary B, whose
union constitutes a solution to the field equations of the theory (1), with no boundary layer, if

Eq. (8) is satisfied.

3. Post-Newtonian cosmology

We wish to pursue the post-Newtonian approach to cosmological modelling, as expounded in

Ref. [2]. The goal here is to link the large-scale cosmological expansion to the weak gravitational

fields of objects that exist within the space-time, through a patchwork structure in which many

sub-horizon-sized cells are joined together to create a global cosmological space-time. This concept

is illustrated in Fig. 1, where two cubic cells are being joined together at a common boundary B,
in order to form a larger spatial volume that is also a solution of the theory.

In order for the union of these two cells to constitute a solution of the field equations (2) and

(3) we require the following junction conditions to be satisfied [6]:

[gµν − nµnν ]
+
− = [Kµν ]

+
− = 0 and [ϕ]+− = nµ[∂µϕ]

+
− = 0 , (8)

where we have assumed that there is no surface layer of energy-momentum on the boundary,

as appropriate for a sensible cosmological model. The notation [. . .]+− means the difference in

the quantity contained in brackets when evaluated on either side of the boundary, and where it

is assumed that a common set of coordinates is constructed on the boundary when evaluating

tensorial objects. The vector components nµ, in these expressions, correspond to the space-like

unit normal to the boundary, and Kµν is the extrinsic curvature of the boundary.

The first set of equations in (8) give the conditions that the first and second fundamental

forms of the boundary are the same on either side, and the second set tell us the scalar field and

its normal derivative must be continuous. These conditions are required for the Ricci scalar R

and the d’Alembertian □ϕ to remain finite at the boundary, such that no divergences occur in

the field equations (2) and (3). With these conditions satisfied, we can treat the geometry of

space-time within each cell as being described by a post-Newtonian expansion, while building a

global cosmological space-time. This approach is expected to be valid as long as the size of each

cell is small compared to the horizon, such that the motion of its boundary satisfies v/c≪ 1 (i.e.

that it is sub-horizon-sized), and as long as we are not trying to model the geometry of space-time
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in the vicinity of compact objects such as black holes and neutron stars. In what follows, we will

assume for simplicity that the boundary is reflection symmetric, such that Kµν = 0 = nµ∂µϕ at B.
The post-Newtonian expansion is a weak-field and slow-motion expansion about Minkowski

space, meaning that at leading-order the metric is described by

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + (1− 2Ψ)δijdx
idxj +O(ϵ3) , (9)

where Φ,Ψ ∼ ϵ2 are the (post-)Newtonian gravitational potentials, and where the smallness

parameter ϵ ∼ v/c ≪ 1. Provided that the length scales under consideration are sufficiently

small, the slow-motion requirement means that time derivatives of objects are much smaller than

their spatial derivatives, such that

∂

∂t
∼ ϵ

∂

∂xi
. (10)

We will also make the standard assumption that matter in the Universe is well-described as dust, so

that p ∼ ϵ2ρ ∼ ϵ4. Applying this type of expansion allows us to describe the near-zone gravitational

fields of almost all structures in the Universe, even deep into the non-linear regime [4].

The consequences of the first and second fundamental forms matching smoothly at the

boundary has already been investigated in Ref. [2], and plays out similarly here. The conditions

that the scalar field ϕ should be continuous and have a C1 smooth normal derivative is, however,

new. In order to understand the consequences of this latter condition under reflection symmetry,

let us write

0 = nµ∂µϕ = ntϕ̇+ n⃗ · ∇⃗ϕ , (11)

where arrows indicate 3-vectors. Now, the space-like normal nµ has (by definition) no time-like

component in the frame of reference of an observer that is comoving with the boundary. The

difference between quantities measured by this observer, and a second observer who is stationary

in the coordinates {t, xi} of (9), is then given by a Lorentz transformation, which tells us that

nt = v +O(v3) and |n⃗| = 1 +O(v2). We therefore have that on the boundary, at leading order,

n⃗ · ∇⃗ϕ = −v ϕ̇ = −1

2
H L ϕ̇ , (12)

where H is the Hubble rate of expansion of the cosmology, L is the width of one cell, and where

we have assumed that the global cosmology is expanding at equal rates in every direction.

The geometric picture of what is happening at the boundary is illustrated in Fig. 2, where

a cell C1 is joined to a cell C2 at a boundary B. As the boundary has a non-zero velocity in the

coordinates of the weak-field expansion (9), it is not orthogonal to a surface of constant t on either

side. Instead, the two background spaces described by surfaces of constant t intersect at B, but
do not overlap. This is required in order for the space-time to be smooth when the boundary is

in motion [2]. It also explains why we do not have n⃗ · ∇⃗ϕ = 0 at a reflection symmetric boundary,

as the spatial derivatives in such an expression would be evaluated on spatial surfaces that do not

overlap on either side of B, and hence would not be directly comparable.
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Figure 2: The spatial sections of constant t from two neighbouring cells, C1 and C2, meeting at

their common boundary B. The surfaces do not overlap, and are not orthogonal to the boundary.

4. General behaviour

In order to determine the equations describing the large-scale expansion of our model it will be

useful to define averages over the volume of a cell, and over the surface area of a cell, as

⟨X⟩C :=
1

L3

∫
C
XdV and ⟨X⟩∂C :=

1

6L2

∫
∂C
XdA , (13)

where ∂C is boundary of the cell C. We will also need Reynold’s transport theorem:

d

dt

∫
C
XdV =

∫
C

∂X

∂t
dV +

∫
∂C
Xv · dA , (14)

where v is the velocity of the boundary of the cell, such that v · dA = 1
2
HL dA. Applying this to

the average over a cell gives

d

dt
⟨X⟩C = ⟨∂tX⟩C − 3H∆⟨X⟩ (15)

where we have defined ∆⟨X⟩ ≡ ⟨X⟩C − ⟨X⟩∂C (i.e. the difference between the average over the

volume and the surface area of a cell). Finally, let us define the covariance of any two quantities

X and Y as

Cov(X, Y ) ≡ ⟨(X − ⟨X⟩C)(Y − ⟨Y ⟩C)⟩C = ⟨XY ⟩C − ⟨X⟩C⟨Y ⟩C , (16)

and the variance as Var(X) ≡ Cov(X,X). These are all of the ingredients we will need to determine

the cosmological evolution of our construction.

First, we wish to determine the equivalent of the first Friedmann equation. This follows from

the Gauss embedding equation, which we can write as

2uµuνGµν = (3)R+ K̃2 − K̃µνK̃
µν , (17)

where uµ = (1, Hxi) +O(ϵ2) is a congruence that is uniformly expanding, and comoving with the

boundary. The quantities (3)R and K̃µν are the Ricci curvature scalar and extrinsic curvature of
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a surface of constant t, respectively. Using this equation, together with the field equations of the

theory, and integrating over a cell, gives(
ȧ

a

)2

=
8πG

3
⟨C⟩C⟨ρ⟩C −

κ

a2
+

Λ

3
+

8πG

3

[
1

2
⟨Π⟩2C + ⟨V ⟩C

]
+

8πG

3
Cov(C, ρ) +

4πG

3
Var(Π) , (18)

where we have made use of the definitions in Eq. (16), and where we have defined κ ≡ 1
6
a2⟨(3)R⟩C

and Π ≡ ∂tϕ. The scale factor a = a(t) should be understood to be proportional to the cell size

L(t), such that the Hubble rate can be defined as H ≡ ȧ/a. This equation is recognisable as

a generalization of the first Friedmann equation (5). Here it should be considered an emergent

equation, from the post-Newtonian treatment of gravity within one of our cells.

Let us now derive the analogue of the second Friedmann equation (6), in our inhomogeneous

construction. The junction condition Kµν = 0 implies that a point on the boundary can be taken

to be following a geodesic [2]. This is a necessary condition for any reflection symmetric surface,

which are all necessarily extremal, and therefore totally geodesic [7]. We therefore need to consider

the equation of motion of a test particle on the boundary, which is given by (4), and which to

leading order is

C(ϕ)
dv⃗

dt
+ C ′(ϕ)ϕ̇ v⃗ = −C(ϕ)∇⃗Φ− C ′(ϕ)∇⃗ϕ . (19)

We interpret the second term on the left-hand side of this equation as a friction term, due to the

time variation of the effective inertial mass C(ϕ) of test particles on the boundary. It can be seen

from the junction condition on the scalar field (12) that this term exactly cancels with the second

term on the right-hand side. This would appear to have been hard to predict, as it corresponds to

a perfect cancellation between the change in the particle’s inertial mass and the fifth force due to

the scalar field. These are two separate phenomena, which conspire to cancel due to the junction

condition (12), which seems remarkable.

After removing the cancelling terms, integrating over the boundary of the cell, and dividing

by C(ϕ) and the cell’s volume V , we are left with

ä

a
= − 1

3V

∫
∂C

dA n⃗ · ∇⃗Φ , (20)

where we have again written v = 1
2
HL. Using Gauss’s theorem on the right-hand side of this

equation, and using the post-Newtonian equation for ∇2Φ from Eq. (2), then gives

1

V

∫
∂C

dA n⃗ · ∇⃗Φ = ⟨∇2Φ⟩C = 4πG
[
⟨C(ϕ)ρ⟩C + 2⟨Π2⟩C − 2⟨V (ϕ)⟩C

]
− Λ , (21)

which results in

ä

a
= −4πG

3
⟨C⟩C⟨ρ⟩C +

Λ

3
− 8πG

3

[
⟨Π⟩2C − ⟨V ⟩C

]
− 4πG

3
Cov(C, ρ)− 8πG

3
Var(Π) . (22)

This is again strikingly similar to the second Friedmann equation (6), but here has emerged from

our patchwork construction of post-Newtonian cells.

It now remains to determine an emergent equation for the evolution of the scalar field ϕ, which

we can compare to the FLRW equation (7). Taking the leading-order part of the Klein-Gordon

equation (3) gives

−ϕ̈+∇2ϕ = V ′(ϕ) + C ′(ϕ)ρ . (23)



Emergent Cosmological Expansion in Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity 8

In order to find the evolution of the large-scale part of ϕ we integrate the above equation over C,
and divide by its volume V , to find

⟨ϕ̈⟩C + ⟨V ′(ϕ)⟩C + ⟨C ′(ϕ)ρ⟩C =
1

V

∫
∂C

dA n⃗ · ∇⃗ϕ . (24)

The right-hand side of this equation can now be dealt with using the boundary conditions at C,
as specified in Eq. (12):

1

V

∫
∂C

dA n⃗ · ∇⃗ϕ = − 1

2V

∫
∂C

dA HL ϕ̇ = − 1

2L3
6L2HL⟨ϕ̇⟩∂C = −3H⟨ϕ̇⟩∂C , (25)

where we have assumed that the cell is cubic. Commuting averaging and derivative operators using

Eq. (15), and performing manipulations, then gives

d

dt
⟨Π⟩C + 3H⟨Π⟩C + ⟨V ′⟩C + ⟨C ′⟩C⟨ρ⟩C = −Cov(C ′, ρ) , (26)

where
d

dt
⟨ϕ⟩C = ⟨Π⟩C − 3H∆⟨ϕ⟩ .

These equations can be seen to be very similar to the FLRW equation for the scalar field (3).

To complement the equations above, we can also derive evolution equations for the source

terms in each of these equations, as follows:

d

dt
⟨ρ⟩C = − 3H⟨ρ⟩C (27)

d

dt
⟨C⟩C = ⟨C ′⟩C⟨Π⟩C + Cov(C ′,Π)− 3H∆⟨C⟩ (28)

d

dt
⟨V ⟩C = ⟨V ′⟩C⟨Π⟩C + Cov(V ′,Π)− 3H∆⟨V ⟩ . (29)

The Var, Cov and ∆ terms in the equations derived in this section are not present in the

homogeneous and isotropic FLRW cosmologies of these theories. They are back-reaction terms,

which can change the large-scale evolution that emerges in a universe containing non-linear

structures. In what follows, we will evaluate them in the case where the scalar field can be

expanded perturbatively, as well as when a non-linear screening mechanism occurs.

5. Perturbed scalar fields

In many cases it is a good approximation to expand the scalar field ϕ around a background, such

that

ϕ = ϕ̄(t) + δϕ+O(ϵ4) , (30)

where ϕ̄(t) ∼ ϵ0 is the homogeneous background value, and δϕ ∼ ϵ2 is the inhomogeneous

perturbation around that background, which carries the fifth force. These orders of smallness

are chosen so that leading-order contribution from ϕ appears in the leading-order parts of the field

equations (2) and (3).

In this section we will choose to identify the background part of ϕ with the spatial average,

so that

⟨ϕ⟩C = ϕ̄+O(ϵ4) or, equivalently, ⟨δϕ⟩C = 0 +O(ϵ4) . (31)
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While the background value of a scalar field does not normally need to be specified in this way,

we will find that in the present case it is essential. Failure to do so would mean that we would not

recover the FLRW equations (5)–(7).

Let us start by considering the emergent equations (18) and (22) from above, which are

analogues of the first and second Friedmann equations in our inhomogeneous construction. In

these equations the conformal factor C(ϕ) occurs in terms that multiply the energy density ρ. As

ρ ∼ ϵ2 in the post-Newtonian expansion, we only require the leading order contribution to C(ϕ),

which is simply C(ϕ̄). This term is clearly homogeneous, which means that to the order we require

we have

⟨C(ϕ)⟩C = C(ϕ̄) and Cov(C, ρ) = 0 . (32)

Now, the terms that contain a factor ⟨V (ϕ)⟩C are only required up to order ϵ2, which means that

we can perform a Taylor expansion to find

⟨V (ϕ)⟩C = V (ϕ̄) + V ′(ϕ̄)⟨δϕ⟩C +O(ϵ4) = V (ϕ̄) +O(ϵ4) , (33)

where in the last equality we have used the result that ⟨δϕ⟩C = 0. Finally, equations (18) and

(22) contain terms involving Π. As time derivatives add orders of smallness in the post-Newtonian

formalism, we have to the required order that

⟨Π⟩C = ˙̄ϕ(t) +O(ϵ3) and Var(Π) = 0 +O(ϵ4) , (34)

where the second result derives from the leading-order part of Π being homogeneous.

Substituting the results above into the emergent equations (18) and (22) gives that, when the

scalar field can be expanded as in Eq. (30), the analogue of the first Friedmann equation becomes(
ȧ

a

)2

=
8πGC(ϕ̄)

3
⟨ρ⟩C −

κ

a2
+

Λ

3
+

8πG

3

[
1

2
˙̄ϕ
2
+ V (ϕ̄)

]
, (35)

while the second becomes

ä

a
= −4πGC(ϕ̄)

3
⟨ρ⟩C +

Λ

3
− 8πG

3

[
˙̄ϕ
2
− V (ϕ̄)

]
. (36)

These two equations are plainly identical in form to the FLRW equations (5) and (6), with p = 0

and with the Friedmann energy density and scalar field values being replaced by the spatial average

⟨ρ⟩C and the background value ϕ̄. Let us now consider the emergent equation for the scalar (26).

In equation (26) we have a ⟨V ′⟩C, and terms containing C ′ multiplied by the energy density ρ.

These terms can be dealt with in exactly the same way as those that contained ⟨V ⟩C and C in

Eqs. (18) and (22), just with an extra derivative with respect to ϕ in each case. This means

⟨V ′⟩C = V ′(ϕ̄) +O(ϵ4) , ⟨C ′⟩C = C ′(ϕ̄) +O(ϵ2) and Cov(C ′, ρ) = 0 . (37)

The only other terms that need to be considered are the time derivative of the average of ϕ, and

the term corresponding to the difference in averages of ϕ over the volume and the boundary of the

cell. As the leading-order part of the average of ϕ is homogeneous, these are simply

d

dt
⟨ϕ⟩C =

dϕ̄

dt
+O(ϵ3) and ∆⟨ϕ⟩ = 0 +O(ϵ2) . (38)
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Substituting these results into the emergent scalar field equation (26), and eliminating Π, gives

¨̄ϕ+ 3
ȧ

a
˙̄ϕ+ V ′(ϕ̄) + C ′(ϕ̄)⟨ρ⟩C = 0 , (39)

which is again plainly identical in form to the FLRW equation (7), with p = 0 and the relevant

quantities replaced by their averages and background values. We therefore have a clear emergence

of the expected FLRW behaviour in situations in which the scalar field can be expanded as in (30),

provided we identify the values of ϕ and ρ appropriately.

6. Non-perturbative screening mechanisms

In the preceding section we allowed the scalar field to be perturbatively expanded around a

background value, ϕ̄. While we expect such an approach to be valid in a wide range of applications

of scalar-tensor theories, there is also a substantial body of work in which non-perturbative

“screening” mechanisms play a role [8–11]. In this section we wish to study if and how such

non-linear mechanisms affect the emergent large-scale cosmological expansion.

The particular theory we wish to consider, as an illustrative example, is the one specified by

V =
V0
ϕ

and C = exp(ϕ/M) , (40)

where V0 and M are constants. This theory is known to exhibit the “Chameleon” screening

mechanism [9], which has been particularly well-studied in the literature [12]. Throughout this

section we make the usual assumption that ϕ/M ≪ 1, such that C ≃ 1 and C ′ ≃ M−1. In this

case, we can write the scalar field equation as

∇2ϕ ≃ −V0
ϕ2

+
ρ

M
+ ϕ̈ . (41)

The boundary condition (12) then allows us to solve this equation for any given distribution of

mass ρ. For this we make use of the SELCIE code, developed in Ref. [13], which we have modified

to incorporate Neumann boundary conditions.

In order to gain intuition on these theories, we will consider specific realizations of

inhomogeneous matter distributions within our cubic lattice cells. While the SELCIE code is able

to deal with arbitrary distributions of matter, here we restrict ourselves to the simplest possible

configuration: a spherical body, with evenly distributed mass, at the centre of the cell. This is

done so that we can build intuition on the aspects of the screening mechanism that are relevant for

our problem, without having to concern ourselves with the more complex behaviour that results

from more sophisticated distributions of matter [14].

The results of our simulations are shown in Fig. 3, where spheres of different sizes (but equal

mass) are considered. In this figure the field is defined in units of ϕext, which is the field value in

the region far from the matter source. Using Eq. (41) this is

ϕext ≃

√
V0

ϕ̈
, (42)

where in this region we have assumed that ρ is negligible (i.e. we are close to vacuum outside of

the body). In the presence of strong screening, ρ dominates over ϕ̈ and so the effective potential is
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minimised when the first two terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (41) cancel. This happens when

the scalar field in the interior of the body takes the value

ϕint ≃

√
MV0
ρ

, (43)

and is indicated in Fig. 3, for each source, by a horizontal dashed line. We would not

normally expect the time-dependence of ϕ to have a noticeable effect on this behaviour, in non-

linear, gravitationally-bound structures where ρ does not change rapidly with time, and where

cosmological dynamics are largely inconsequential for the local gravitational physics. In this case

we have a solution where ϕ in the interior region is approximately constant in space and time.

Eqs. (43) and (42) then give the two field values that the screened curves in Fig. 3 approaches

in the regions interior and exterior to the screened body. The value of ϕ jumps between these

values at the edge of the body, and in the exterior we can treat the value of ϕ as being given by a

perturbative expansion about the value given in Eq. (42).

The red line in Fig. 3 corresponds to a totally unscreened mass. In this case we have

verified that ⟨V ′(ϕ)⟩ ≃ V ′(⟨ϕ⟩) to a high degree of accuracy, which demonstrates the applicability

of the perturbative approach from the previous section to unscreened masses in this theory. In

cosmologies in which all mass is unscreened, we therefore expect the large-scale expansion to be

well-represented by the FLRW solutions of the theory. In contrast, if one considers smaller and

smaller spheres, with higher and higher densities, this result no longer holds. This is shown in

Fig. 3 by the curves with the lowest central values of ϕ, in which screening is occurring, and

in which non-perturbative behaviour is being displayed. We have verified that in such cases

⟨V ′(ϕ)⟩ ̸= V ′(⟨ϕ⟩), and as such the treatment in the previous section does not apply. It is these

cases that we will focus on in the remainder of this section, in order to determine the cosmological

effects of screening.

In order to derive emergent cosmological equations we need to average each of the terms in

Eq. (41) over the volume of the cell. Integrating the ∇2ϕ term over the cell gives us the following

integrated scalar fifth-force on the boundary:∫
C
∇2ϕ dV =

∫
∂C

∇⃗ϕ · dA⃗ . (44)

In the space exterior to the body we expect to be able to use perturbation theory to obtain

∇2ϕ ≃ −V0
ϕ̄2

+
2V0
ϕ̄3

δϕ+ ¨̄ϕ , (in the exterior of the screened body) (45)

where we have defined ϕ̄ ≡ ⟨ϕ⟩ext and δϕ ≡ ⟨ϕ⟩ext− ϕ̄, and where ⟨X⟩ext means the spatial average

of X over the region exterior to the screened mass. We have assumed that ρ = 0 in the exterior

region, and neglected δϕ̈, as such a term is at higher order in our post-Newtonian expansion. In the

region of space interior to the body the potential V (ϕ) is expected to cancel the mass density at

all points, except within a thin shell near its surface [9]. Within this region the density dominates

over the potential term in Eq. (41), allowing it to be approximated as

∇2ϕ ≃ ρshell
M

, (at the surface of the screened body) (46)
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Figure 3: Scalar field profiles along a line connecting the centre of a cell and the centre of a cell

face. Curves correspond to spheres of radius 0.04 (red), 0.03 (green), 0.02 (purple) and 0.01 (blue),

and range from completely unscreened (red) to strongly screened (blue), with the screened value

shown in Eq. (43) indicated by dashed horizontal lines. Distances are given in units of the cell

length, L, and the scalar field is in units of ϕext (from Eq. (42), and as indicated by the horizontal

dashed black line).

where ρshell is the unscreened energy density inside the shell, and we have assumed ϕ is not

changing in time within the body. Using (45) and (46) to evaluate the left-hand side of (44), and

the boundary condition (12) for the right-hand side, we get

α ¨̄ϕ+ 3
ȧ

a
˙̄ϕ+ αV ′(ϕ̄) +

⟨ρshell⟩C
M

= 0 , (47)

where α ≡ Vext/V is the volume of the exterior region Vext, as a fraction of the total spatial volume

of the cell V . The validity of this approach is demonstrated using our numerical simulations in

Fig. 4, where the scalar field profile outside of the central body is the same independent of the

presence or absence of screening, up to a multiplicative factor that is accurately modelled by the

ratio of the thin shell mass to the total mass.

Using the general equations for the analogue of the first and second Friedmann equations,
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Figure 4: The magnitude of the gradient of the scalar field, outside of the spherical body at the

centre of the cell. Colours correspond to the configurations from Fig. 3, with distances in units

of the cell length L, and ϕext as defined in Eq. (42). Dashed lines correspond to raw values, and

solid lines (stacked very closely together) to values rescaled by the ratio m/mshell.

(18) and (22), we find for the present case that(
ȧ

a

)2

=
8πG

3

[
⟨ρ⟩C + α

(
˙̄ϕ
2

2
+ V (ϕ̄)

)
+ (1− α)

√
ρV0
M

]
− κ

a2
+

Λ

3
, (48)

and

ä

a
= −8πG

3

[
1

2
⟨ρ⟩C + α

(
˙̄ϕ
2
− V (ϕ̄)

)
− (1− α)

√
ρV0
M

]
+

Λ

3
, (49)

where we have neglected the contribution from within the thin shell to the total energy density

and pressure of the scalar field inside the cell. We note that while it was convenient to use the

general equations (18) and (22) to find the above, we chose not do to use Eq. (26) to derive the

scalar field equation (47). This is because Eq. (26) gives an evolution equation for the average of

ϕ throughout the cell, ⟨ϕ⟩C, while for our current purposes it is convenient to derive an equation

for the average of ϕ in the unscreened region only.
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In the limit where the fractional volume occupied by the screened mass is negligibly small,

as one might expect in a universe in which all matter has collapsed into dense objects, we will

have α → 1. In such a case the equations above reduce to the Friedmann equations (5)–(7), with

the mass density in the scalar field equation being replaced by the density of the thin shell. The

scalar component of our gravitational theories will then only be apparent through the contribution

of this one term, which is generically expected to be small when the shell is thin, so that the

cosmology will effectively behave as if it were governed by general relativity in the presence of a

minimally coupled scalar field. When the value of α differs from one, we can see that the energy

density of the scalar field ρϕ, and the gravitational energy density ρϕ + 3pϕ, contribute with a

multiplicative factor of α in the Friedmann equations (48) and (49). This shows that the scalar

field in the screened region is not contributing to these terms, but is instead accounted for by the

term proportional to (1 − α). In the emergent scalar field equation (47), the factors of α act to

reduce the contribution of the terms that correspond to the derivative of the scalar field energy

density.

7. Discussion

We have considered post-Newtonian cosmological model building in the context of scalar-tensor

theories of gravity. We have shown that when the scalar field can be treated perturbatively, that

the emergent Friedmann equations that govern the large-scale cosmological expansion are identical

to those of homogeneous and isotropic cosmological models. This indicates that the presence of

non-linear structures does not have a strong back-reaction effect in such cases. In contrast, in

the presence of the non-perturbative chameleon screening mechanism the emergent cosmological

behaviour differs from the Friedmann solutions of the theory, showing that strong back-reaction

can occur when non-linear, screened structures start appearing in the Universe. In particular,

screened mass drops out of the Klein-Gordon equation for the scalar field. This behaviour is

qualitatively different from that which was obtained for f(R) models in Refs. [22,23,30], where it

was shown that cosmological evolution and the local Newtonian limit can be incompatible even in

the absense of screening.
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