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Artifact D ark M atier from Uni ed Brane G raviy
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A bstract

A dopting D irac’s brane variation prescription, the energy-m om entum tensor
of a brane gets supplem ented by a geom etrical (em bedding originated) dark
com ponent. W hile the m asskessness of the graviton is preserved, and the
Newton force law is recovered, the corresponding Newton constant is nec—
essarily lower than the one which govemns FRW oogan ology. This has the
potential to puzzle out cosn ological dark m atter, a subssquent con gcture
conceming galactic dark m atter follow s.

1. Introduction

Reoently the idea that brane theordies [I] could acoom m odate the dark
m atter phenom enon was suggested [Z]. B rane theories, have recently m ade
great breakthroughs in the area of reproducing som e resuls of general rela-
tivity, on the cosn ic scale aswell as the regqular N ew ton potential [3]. Since
brane theories orignated to solve the puzzle of quantum gravity by allow—
Ing the existence of extra-dim ensions, the possibility that they can naturally
produce a solution to a seam ingly unrelated problem in gravity w ill generate
a great boost in the theory asides from being a signi cant achievem ent and
a good veri cation of the branes and extra-din ensions ideas.

D espite the recent progress, there is no natural theoretical fram ew ork for
dark m atter. W e w ill try the approach ofuni ed brane gravity (4], ©llow ing
D irac’s prescription of carefiil variation in the region of the brane [B].
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2. G eneral P erturbations and the G raviton

W e begin with the sim plest scenario of a positive tension 4-din ensional
at brane embedded in 5-din ensionalAdS buk

dsi=dy*+ e ¥ dx dx : (1)

b!= F 6= 5 denotes the AdS scale, is the 4-din ensionalM inkow ski
m etric, and the brane is conveniently located at y = 0. Before tuming to the
m aln discussion conceming perturbations of this brane, it is in perative to
understand the full potential of the unperturoed brane. In the conventional
RS RandallSundrum ), DGP (D valiG abadadzePorrati) and CH (Collins-
Holdom ) scenarios, In order to ensure is atness, the brane has to be of
positive (or negative) tension
3b
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Uni ed branegraviy UBG ), although requiresthe sam e, allow s foronem ore
degree of freedom . To see thepoint, rst recallthat the UBG  eld equations
are given by
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In addition to the fam iliar temm s (ham ely, the Israel jinction tem , the brane
surface tension, the E Instein tensor associated w ith the scalar curvature Ry,
and thephysicalenergy-m om entum tensorT = Lyager= g ofthebrane),
UBG introduces . The Jatter consists of Lagrange m ultipliers associated
w ith the fuindam ental induced m etric constraint g ®) = guy ¢ ®))Y) v, .
In the above eld equations, serves as a geom etrical (em bedding origi-
nated) contrbution to the total energy-m om entum tensor of the brane.
is furthem ore conserved, and its contraction with the extrinsic curvature
vanishes

.= 0; K =20: @)
By choosing = 0, whith is a viabl choice, one approaches the con—
ventional DGP (CH) limni. Fora at brane embedded In a 5din ensional
AdS background, which is the special cass of Interest, K = b . In



tum, eq.[4) sim ply im plies that the corresponding is tracelkess. A trace-
less and oconserved source serves as an e ective (positive or negative) ra—
diation term . The atness of the unperturbed brane can be achieved, the
conventional way, if the energy-m om entum and the em bedding tem s both
vanish, that s T = = 0. But now there exists the m ilder option
T + = 0. Follow ng the above, if (and only if) the realm atter on the
brane exclusively consists of radiation, one can choose an appropriate
to cancel it out. To be m ore speci ¢, ket our unperturbed at brane host a
constant radiation density , and choose the em bedding counter term to be
® = T%%= diag ;:;: ;3 .Re ectingthepeculiarity thata at
brane can in fact ke hot, which is unique to UBG , the perturoations are ex—
pected to be quite di erent from those around a D GP brane, thus giving rise
to new physics. Since for a general perturbation, K is not proportional
toh ,the tem
s + T = + T )

isnot necessarily zero. O ne can furthemm ore verify that s  is conserved, and
not necessarily traceless
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T he non—localized part of the perturbation equations is the sam e as the fa-
m iliarR S case, since the bulk still follow s the nom al 5-din ensionalE instein
equations
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where|4] @ @ isthe 4-dim ensional (unperturoed) d’A Jembertian. The

localized part of the equation is
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T he propagation ofm odes into thebulk rem ainsthe sam e as in allthe fam iliar

cases. Thus, we will only be focusing on the perturbations on the brane.

expanding the solution ntobuk massmodes,h = A y)h & ),wherewe
1

nom alize w ithout loss of generality A (0) = 1 and dene = 1+ 2—bAO(O) .

N ext let us ssparate the perturbation,h = h™+ h(u),tothe standard tem



h ), which follows the usual brane equation and thus adm its the fam iliar
solutions and the new temm h(u), which is a direct resul of the additional
e ective soures .Unfortunately we cannot nd a generalG reen function to
eq.[8[1), because there isno closed form to expresss in tem ofh™ . Tothat
end, the only general prescription to solve these equations is perturoatively
In . when expanding the coam ological equations around a at background
w ith positive tension and radiation density , we get the FRW equation for
the brane,

+t— ; ©)
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where = 3 and therefore, the corresponding N ew ton constant is,
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W here the ¢ stands for coan ological and Gy is the Newton constant that
corresoonds to the CH scenario,

= —+ — (L1)
where Ggrgs = 1G5.

3. Static R adial Source and D ark M atter

For the radial case we can w rite the equation orh®

2
irh(u)(m+ 4 ih(u)co‘F Q + k g r h(u)0+ 2kh(u) — 4GCH7M;
T 3 3r
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where M is the m ass of the physical source, i and k .
16 G4 2 G rs

The solution for the full perturbation yieldsh = h™' + h" is therebre

1 2G oy M
htt = hrr = 4 G ’ (13)
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3

Tt is In portant to note that it is only due to the solution being independent
of that we can proceed w ithout Integrating over all the m assm odes. The




Newton potential is thus recovered, giving us further reassuring that the
graviton is indeed m assless, since am ass term In the propagator would have
to have generated an exponential decay. The Newton constant associated

w ith the solution is
. Gen
Gy = —— = (14)
4 Ggg
14+ ——=
37

where the r Index stands for radial.

Now that the m athem atics has been understood, we retum to physics.
A Ione, eq.[14) has nothing new to o er. However, ifwe com pare the coan o—
logicaland radialresul, we see that the N ew ton constantsdi erand we need
to see, how signi cant is this di erence. F irst of all since we do have bounds
on b both from particle and gravitational localization, we can clearly state
that the tem > isnegligble in both equations. ThismeansthatGy = Geuy ,

w hereas,
1 _ 1 N 4  Ggs :
Gy Gy 38 Gy
The last temm in the radial gravitational constant would have been negligble
i not Br the fctor =5

on the latter ratio. In %& the proposad self acoelerated DGP solution for
the coam ological constant, requires this quantity to be very large. If it is
large enough, then this tem can be signi cant In the calculation of the
Newton constant. Thus, In principle we have a real di erence between the
coan ologicaland the radialgravitationalconstant. T he radialconstant being
necessarily lower. H owever, historically, the N ew ton constant wasm easured
In radialsystem s (solar system ) . And thusan observer that isunfam iliar w ith
this physics, would interpret thise ective growth of the gravitational constant
asm issing coan ologicalm ass (since in general relativity, m ass is inssparable
from the gravitational constant). T hus bringing hin to the phenom enon of
coan ological dark m atter, w ithout facing dark m atter in the solar system .

W hen solving the perturbation equation in cosm ic background, one ex—
pects the two branches of the solution, one being the G;; and the other Gy
to be connected, creating som e sort of transition between them . Such tran-
sition, to an unaw are cbserver, w ill sesem as a gradual Increase ofm ass, that
may result n  at rotation curves FRC).A though the exact solution to uc-
tuations around a cosn ologicalbrane ishighly com plex. W e can give a rough
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. W e have no experim ental or theoretical bounds



estin ate to the typical scale of such a transition, thus form ulating our con-
cture. W e assum e the scale to be roughly in the region where coan ological
and radial curvatures are of the sam e order ofm agnitude, so that cosm ology

T,
and radial solutions "m ix". T he radial curvature is of the order ;s , s being

the Schwarzschild radius and the cosm ological is of the order ofH 2, H being
the Hubbl constant. T he scale of the predicted FRC is therefore

1=3 =
Trre L oge /M7 (16)

where i e is the age of the universe. W hen this scale is caloulated for the
sun, the result is 100 ly, which is way beyond the scale of the solar system .
At these distances, other stars contribute and thus the e ect isunm easurable
today. For a galactic m ass on the other hand the result is of the order of
10° light years, which is only one order of m agnitude higher than the real
galactic scale. O ne neads to ram ember that it is only a rough estin ate and
also that galaxies are com posed ofm any stars, each giving an e ect on the
scale of about 100 ly, so that the combined e ect m ay be closer that the
above result, to give the exact scale of FRC.

R eferences

L] W .Israel, Nuovo CimmentoB 44,1 (1966).T .Reggeand C . Teitelboin , in
Proc.M arelG rosan an (Treste), 77 (1975).L.Randalland R . Sundrum ,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 3370 (1999). Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4690 (1999).R.
Cordero and A .V ilenkin, PhysRev.D 65, 083519 (2002).H .Collins and
B.HoMdom ,Phys.Rev.D 62, 105009 (2000).P.B inetruy, C .De ayet, and
D . Langlois, Nucl. Phys.B 565, 269 (2000).

R] JA R.Ceanbranocs, A .Dobado and A L.M aroto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90,
241301 (2003).M K .M ak and T .Harko, Phys.Rev.D 70, 024010 (2004).

B] J.Garriga and T . Tanaka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 2778 (2000).SB .G id-
dings, E .Katz and L.Randall, J. High Energy Phys. 03, 023 (2000).G .
Dvali, G . Gabadadze and M . Porrati, Phys. Lett. B 485, 208 (2000).H .
Collinsand B .Holdom , Phys.Rev.D 62, 124008 (2000).

4] A .D avidson and I.G urmw ich,Phys.Rev.D 74, 044023 (2006).A .D avidson
and I.Gumwich JCAP 06, 001 (2008)

B]PA M .Dirac, Proc.Roy. Soc.A 268, 57 (1962).



	Introduction
	General Perturbations and the Graviton 
	Static Radial Source and Dark Matter

