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A bstract W hiletested toahigh levelofaccuracyin theSolarsystem ,general

relativity isunderthe spotlightofboth theoreticiansand observerson larger

scales,m ainly becauseoftheneed tointroducedarkm atterand darkenergyin

the cosm ologicalm odel.Thistextreviewsthe m ain testsofgeneralrelativity

focusing on the largescalestructureand m oreparticularly weak lensing.The

com plem entarity with othertests(including thoseon Solarsystem scalesand

the equivalenceprinciple)isdiscussed.

K eyw ords G eneralRelativity � Cosm ology � W eak lensing

1 Introduction

G ravitationallensingishistorically bound tothedevelopm entsofgeneralrela-

tivity (G R)and,m oregenerally,ofthetheoriesofgravitation.Sincetheend of

the18th century,itwasthoughtthatlightcan bedeected by a gravitational

�eld,in particularwith the worksofG eorg von Soldnerthatpostulated that

lightm ustbehaveasany otherparticleorofRobertBlair,John M itchelland

PierreSim on deLaplace(see Ref.[1]foran historicaldiscussion).

Thedeection oflightby any m assivebody isa centralprediction ofG R.

In particular,theobservationsofthedeection oflightem itted bydistantstars

by the Sun during the Solareclipse on the 29th M ay 1919 by the expeditions

led by Eddington and Cottingham on Principe island and by Davidson and

Crom m elin in the Nordeste region ofBrasilisalwaysconsidered asan exper-

im entalcon�rm ation ofthe predictionsofG R.Indeed,ifsuch an observation
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was a test ofG R,it is only because the m ass ofthe Sun was supposed to

be well-determ ined at the tim e.O n the one hand,the light deection angle

predicted by G R is

��G R =
4G M �

bc2

whereG istheNewton constant,M � theSolarm ass,btheim pactparam eter

and c the speed oflight,while,on the other hand,the dynam ics ofm assive

bodies,such asplanets,arein an extrem ely good approxim ation stillgiven by

K eplerthird law,

P

2�
=

a3

G M �

;

where P is the period ofthe orbitand a its sem i-m ajoraxis.M easuring ��

and bon oneside and P and a on the othergivestwo estim atesofG M � ,

G M
lens
� =

bc2��

4
; G M

dyn

� =
2�a3

P
;

thatneeds,given theerrorbars,to beconsistent.Thisillustratesthatlensing

alone doesnotallow to constructa testofthe theory ofgravity butthatwe

need to check theconsistency between variouspredictionssuch aslensing and

dynam icsofm assivebodies.

Today,gravity,i.e.theonly longrangeforcethatcannotbescreened,isde-

scribed by G R in which itistheconsequenceofthegeom etry ofthespacetim e.

G eneralrelativity isconsistentwith allprecision experim entaltestsavailable

but m ost ofthese tests are restricted to the Solar system or to our G alaxy,

so thatthey are only local.By considering astrophysicalsystem s,we can ex-

tend the dom ain ofvalidity ofG R atlarge distance,low acceleration orlow

curvature.In particular,m ost atttem pts to construct a quantum theory of

gravity orto unify itwith otherinteractionspredictthe existenceofpartners

to the graviton,i.e.extra �elds contributing to a long range force,and thus

to gravity (e.g.thisthisthecasein allextra-dim ensionaltheorieswheresom e

com ponentsoftheextra-dim ensionalpartofthem etricbehaveasscalar�elds

from a 4-dim ensionalpointofview;string theory also predicts the existence

ofa scalar �eld,the dilaton,in the graviton superm ultiplet).It follows that

deviation from G R [2]are expected butin m any cases(such asscalar-tensor

theories),thetheory can bedynam ically attracted toward G R so thatcosm ol-

ogy can setsharperconstraintsthan thoseobtained locally.

An otherreason to testG R in these regim esisrelated to ourcurrentcos-

m ologicalm odel.Thism odel,which isconsistentwith alm ostallastrophysical

datarequirestheaddition ofboth dark m atter(auid with negligiblepressure

thatdoesnotinteractwith standard m atter)and dark energy (a uid with a

negative pressure),which represent,respectively 23% and 72% ofthe m atter

content ofthe universe.The need for these two com ponents arises from the

study ofthe dynam ics ofclusters,galaxies,large scale structuresand ofthe

cosm icexpansion undertheassum ption thatG R holdson astrophysicalscales.

Thisconclusion hasbeen challenged by invoking possiblem odi�cationsofG R
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eitherin a low acceleration regim e to explain the galaxy rotation curvesand

cluster dynam ics without introducing dark m atter and at large distance to

accountforthe latetim e acceleration ofthe cosm icexpansion.

In conclusion,the possibility to sharpen ourunderstanding ofthe validity

ofG R from astrophysicaldata and the need to understand the propertiesof

dark energy and dark m atter,which are tied to the validity ofG R,are our

two driving m otivations.The m ain di�culty is that,on astrophysicalscales,

m ostobservationsentangle the propertiesofgravity,m atter,aswellasother

hypothesissuch asthe Copernican principle.

The bottom line ofthe construction ofthese tests is sim ple.O nce G R is

assum ed valid,itdescribesthedynam icsofthecosm icexpansion,thegrowthof

largescalestructures,thepropagation oflightetc...so thatm any observables

are not independent.Such observables can be used to construct consistency

relations.Any sign ofa violation ofthese relationswillindicate the need to

extend ourdescription ofgravity,butwillnotindicate ushow.Forinstance,

in the oversim pli�ed Solarsystem exam pledescribed above,we wantthe two

estim atesofG M � to agreethatiswem usthave

bc2��

4
�
2�a3

P
= 0: (1)

This is a relation between observable quantities (b;��;P;a) that has to be

satis�ed.Actually,it was �rstproposed in Ref.[3]to perform a sim ilar test

on cosm ologicalscalesusing weak lensing and galaxy redshiftsuveys,followed

by the analysisofRef.[4].

The review isorganized asfollows.W e start,in x 2,by recalling the m ain

hypothesison which G R isbased aswellasthestandard constraintsobtained

in the Solarsystem .W e also discussthe use ofalternative theoriesand draw

the conclusionsofwhatwaslearntin the Solarsystem forconstructing tests

on astrophysicalscales.In x 3,we discussbriey testson galacticand cluster

scaleswhere the need fordark m attercan be interpreted asthe necessity to

m odify G R in a low acceleration regim e.Largerscales are considered in x 4

which focuseson the largescalestructureofthe universe.

2 R elativity and its Solar system tests

2.1 G eneralrelativity (in brief)

LetusrecallthatG R,Einstein’stheory ofgravity,relieson two independent

hypothesis.

First,thetheory restson theEinstein equivalenceprinciple,which includes

theuniversality offreefall,thelocalposition and localLorentzinvariancesin

itsweak form (asotherm etric theories)and isconjectured to satisfy itin its

strong form .W e referto Ref.[5]fora detailed description ofthese principles

and theirim plications.Theweak equivalenceprinciplecan bem athem atically

im plem ented by assum ing thatallm atter�elds,including gauge bosons,are
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m inim allycoupled toasinglem etrictensorg��.Thism etricde�nesthelengths

and tim esm easured by laboratory rodsand clocksso thatitcan becalled the

physicalm etric.Thisim pliesthatthe action forany m atter�eld, say,isof

the form

Sm [ ;g��]: (2)

Thisso-called m etric coupling ensuresin particularthevalidity oftheuniver-

sality offree-fall.

Then,theactionforthegravitationalsectorisgivenbytheEinstein-Hilbert

action

Sgravity =
c3

16�G

Z

d4x
p
� g�R �; (3)

where g��� is a m assless spin-2 �eld called the Einstein m etric.The second

hypothesisofG R statesthatboth m etricscoincide,i.e.

g�� = g���:

2.2 Testing G R

Itfollowsthatone can aim attesting both the equivalence principle and the

dynam icalequationsthatderivefrom the Einstein-Hilbertaction.

Theassum ptionofm etriccouplingiswelltested in theSolarsystem .Firstit

im pliesthatallnon-gravitationalconstantsarespacetim eindependent,which

have been tested to a very high accuracy in m any physicalsystem s and for

various fundam entalconstants [6,7,8,9],e.g.at the 10� 7 levelfor the �ne

structure constant on tim e scales ranging to 2-4 G yrs.Second,the isotropy

hasbeen tested from the constrainton the possible quadrupolarshiftofnu-

clearenergy levels[10,11,12]proving thatm attercouplesto a unique m etric

tensoratthe 10� 27 level.Third,the universality offree falloftestbodiesin

an externalgravitational�eld atthe10� 13 levelin thelaboratory [13,14].The

LunarLaserrangingexperim ent[15],which com parestherelativeacceleration

ofthe Earth and M oon in the gravitational�eld ofthe Sun,also probe the

strong equivalence principle atthe 10� 4 level.Fourth,the Einstein e�ect(or

gravitationalredshift)statesthattwo identicalclockslocated attwo di�erent

positionsin a static Newton potentialU and com pared by m eansofelectro-

m agnetic signalsshallexhibita di�erence in clock ratesof1+ [U 1 � U2]=c
2.

Thise�ecthasbeen m easured atthe 2� 10� 4 level[16].

The param eterized post-Newtonian form alism (PPN)isa generalform al-

ism that introduces 10 phenom enologicalparam eters to describe any possi-

ble deviation from G R at the �rst post-Newtonian order [5].The form alism

assum es that gravity is described by a m etric and that it does not involve

any characteristic scale.In its sim plest form ,it reduces to the two Edding-

ton param etersentering the m etric ofthe Schwartzschild m etric in isotropic

coordinates

g00 = � 1+
2G m

rc2
� 2�PPN

�
2G m

rc2

� 2

; gij =

�

1+ 2PPN
2G m

rc2

�

�ij:
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Indeed,generalrelativity predicts�PPN = PPN = 1.These two phenom eno-

logicalparam eters are constrained (1) by the shift ofthe M ercury perihe-

lion [17]which im pliesthatj2PPN � �PPN � 1j< 3� 10� 3,(2)theLunarlaser

rangingexperim ents[15]which im pliesj4�PPN � PPN � 3j= (4:4� 4:5)� 10� 4

and (3) by the deection ofelectrom agnetic signals which are allcontrolled

by PPN .Forinstance the very long baseline interferom etry [18]im pliesthat

jPPN � 1j= 4� 10� 4 while the m easurem entofthe tim e delay variation to

the Cassinispacecraft[19]setsPPN � 1 = (2:1� 2:3)� 10� 5.

The PPN form alism doesnotallow to test�nite range e�ects thatcould

be caused e.g.by a m assive degree offreedom .In that case one expects a

Yukawa-typedeviation from the Newton potential,

� = �
G m

r

h

1+ �

�

1� e� r=�
�i

;

that can be probed by \�fth force" experim entalsearches.� characterizes

the range of the Yukawa deviation while its strength � m ay also include

a com position-dependence [6].The constraints on (�;�) are sum m arized in

Ref.[20]which typically shows that � < 10� 2 on scales ranging from the

m illim eterto the Solarsystem size.

G R isalso tested with pulsars[21,22]and in the strong �eld regim e [23].

Form oredetailswereferto Refs.[5,24,25].Needlesstosay thatany extension

ofG R hastopasstheseconstraints.However,thesedeviationscan belargerin

thepast,asweshallsee,which m akescosm ology an interesting �eld to extend

these constraints.

2.3 Alternativetheoriesofgravity

Thewaysofm odifying G R areso variousand in largenum berthatwecannot

review them here.W e referto Refs.[5,26]forsom eexam ples.

Letushoweverintroduce the sim plestm odi�cation ofG R,thatisscalar-

tensortheoriesofgravity in which gravity ism ediated notonly by a m assless

spin-2 graviton but also by a spin-0 scalar �eld that couples universally to

m atter �elds (this ensures the universality offree fall).Their action can be

written as,in the so-called Einstein fram e,

S =
1

16�G�

Z

d4x
p
� g� [R � � 2g��� @�’�@�’� � 4V (’�)]

+ Sm atter[A
2(’�)g

�
��; ]; (4)

where G � is the bare gravitationalconstant.The physicalm etric,to which

m atterisuniversally coupled,g�� = A 2(’�)g
�
�� istheproductofthecoupling

function A,which characterizes the strength ofthe scalar interaction,and

the Einstein fram e m etric g���.Thistheory involvesa new degree offreedom

coupled to m atter.
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It can be used to illustrate the e�ect ofm odi�cation ofG R on lensing

(seeRef.[26]form oredetails).Considertheaction forelectrom agnetism in d

dim ensions

SM axwell=
1

4

Z
p
� g�g

��
� g

��
� F��F��d

d
x

transform sto

SM axwell=
1

4

Z
p
� gg��g��A d� 4F��F��d

dx

underthe confom altransform ation g�� = A 2(’�)g
�
��.In the relevantcase of

a d = 4 dim ensionalspacetim e,the M axwellaction isconform ally invariant.

Therefore lightisonly coupled to the spin-2 �eld g��� so thatlightdeection

by a pointm assM m ustbe the sam easin G R,i.e.

�� =
4G �M A 2

bc2
;

where A 2M is the deecting m ass in the Einstein fram e.It thus seem s that

thereisno e�ecton lensing,contrary to thestandard lorethatlightdeection

issm allerin scalar-tensortheories.Actually there isa crucialdi�erencesince

in scalar-tensortheory m assive bodiesdo feelthe scalar�eld.Itfollowsthat

thegravitionalconstantm easured in a Cavendish experim enttoday isnotG �

butG N = G �A
2
0(1+ �

2
0)with � � dlnA=d’� and whereasubscript0indicates

thatthe quantity isevaluated today.Itfollowsthatthe dynam icsofm assive

bodies,such asplanetary orbits,determ ineG N M and notG �M A 2 so that

�� =
4G �M A 2

0

bc2
=

4G N M

(1+ �20)bc
2
=

��G R

1+ �20
� ��G R ;

asexpected.Again,thisshowsthatlensingalonecannotprobeG R and thatwe

need to com paredi�erentm easurem ents.Notealso thatthegravitationalcon-

stant(orm oreprecisely the dim ensionlessnum berG m 2=�hc)varieswith tim e

so thatextending thisargum entto thecosm ologicalcontextisnotstraightfor-

ward[27].W hen thetheoreticalfram eworkisspeci�edthen thepost-Newtonian

param eters can be com puted (here PPN = � 2�2=(1 + �2) and �PPN =

�2=[2(1+ �2)2]d�=d’� aslong asthe potentialissuch thatthe �eld islight

on Solarsystem scales)so thatthePPN constraintscan betranslated to con-

straintson the param etersofthe m odel.

In conclusion,thissim pleextension ofG R illustratesthatwealwayshaveto

introducenew �eldsin thetheory sothatwehaveto specify theirnature(here

a scalar�eld)and the waysthey couple to the m atter�elds(here universally

with thestrength �).Thedistinction between a m odi�cation ofG R and dark

m atter(orenergy)isthusslightsince in both cases we need to introduce new

�elds in our theory.The m ain di�erence lies in the fact that the am ount of

dark m atterordark energy issetby initialconditions(e.g.theam ountofdark

m atter is �xed initially and determ ines the properties ofthe potentialwells

in which baryonic m atter falls to form the structure or the am ount ofdark
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energy is�xed by tuning som eparam etersand/orinitialconditionsso thatit

starts dom inating today and the fact that �� :�cdm :�b � 14 :5 :1 today

callsforan explanation).In a m odi�ed G R m odel,the way standard m atter

generates potentialwells or a�ect the dynam ics ofthe universe is changed.

Note howeverthatthe new degree offreedom are also gravitating so thatin

som em odelsthe distinction iseven m oresubtle.

Am ong the m ost studied alternative theories ofgravity,let us m ention

scalar-tensortheories discussed above,f(R) theories which are,after a �eld

rede�nition,a sub-classofscalar-tensortheories,theDG P m odel[28]and the

TeVeS [29]theory which isa relativisticversion ofthe M O ND [30]idea.

2.4 Lessonsforextending the teststo astrophysicalscales

G R isawell-de�ned theory ofgravitywith clearpredictionssothattheconsis-

tency ofthese predictionso�ersthe possibility to testthe theory in a m odel-

independent way.This im plies that we need variousobservablesrelating the

sam ephysicalquantities(such asthem assin theexam pleoftheintroduction).

In cosm ology,we can use alm ost the sam e observations as in the Solar

system .Concerning lightdeection,itcannotbe m easured (since the \unde-

ected" position ofthe sourcescannotbe determ ined;butforthe particular

case ofm icrolensing)and we willhave to use the distortion oflightbundles,

thatisstrongand weak lensing.Also,and contrarytotheSolarsystem ,wecan

haveaccessofthe evolution ofthe energy ofthe photons,related to the tim e

variations ofthe gravitationalpotentialin the case ofthe integrated Sachs-

W olfe e�ect.The dynam icsofm assivebodiescan be obtained from the large

scale structure ofthe universe,which give an inform ation ofthe growth of

thestructuresand theirvelocity.Am ong thetestsoftheequivalenceprinciple,

only the teston the constancy offundam entalconstantscan be generalized.

Therearehoweverlim itationsspeci�cto cosm ology.In particular,thecos-

m ologicalstructures evolve with tim e and this contains an inform ation on

gravity butalso on the propertiesofm atterwhich aredi�cultto disantangle

(for instance,our prediction on the shape ofthe galaxy powerspectrum are

di�erentwhetherthere existm assive neutrinosornot).Thisalso m eansthat

we m ay have to take evolution e�ects into account.Also,cosm ologicaldata

have to be interpreted in a statisticalway so that we always have a depen-

denceoftheinitialconditionsthatcannotbeforgotten.Then,thedescription

ofthe dynam icsofthe universeinvolvesthe Copernican principle so thatthe

interpretation ofourtestswilldepend on such a hypothesis.

Itfollowsthattheteststhatwillbedesigned areindeed testsofG R butalso

dependson m any otherhypothesissothatthey should probably beconsidered

�rstastestsofthe �CDM m odel.
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3 G alaxy and C luster scales

The �rstinteresting system sfor testing G R in astrophysicsare galaxiesand

clusters.Itis now well-established that,aslong asone assum esG R to hold,

theirdynam icscan only beunderstood by invoking theexistenceofdark m at-

ter.

Thevisiblem assofspiralgalaxiesisratherconcentrated sothatNewtonian

gravity predicts that the rotation curves should drop as r� 1=2 outside the

brightpartofthesegalaxies.Butthishasnotbeen con�rm ed by m orethan a

hundred rotation curve m easurem ents[31].Actually,in m ostspiralgalaxies,

and m oreparticularly thosewith ahigh surfacebrightness,therotation curves

atten atlargedistancefrom thecenter,v1 ! const.M oreover,thisvelocity

is correlated to the lum inosity ofthe galaxy.This correlation,known as the

Tully-Fisherlaw,statesthatthelum inosity ofthegalaxy scalesasv41 ,so that

one expects that v41 / M ,for the totalstellar m ass.This has provided the

basisofthe dark m atterexplanation:ifthe velocity isconstantin the outer

region ofthe galaxy,this m eans that the centripetalacceleration scales as

ar / r� 1 and Newton’slaw im pliesthatthe gravitationalpotentialscalesas

lnr.In the case ofsphericalsym m etry,the Poisson equation im plies that it

should besourced by am atterwhosedensity pro�lescalesas�(r)/ r� 2,asfor

an isotherm alspherem odel.Thus,each spiralgalaxy m ustcontain a spherical

dark m atterhalo with a density pro�le scaling asr� 2 atlargedistance.This

reects the discrepancy between two estim ations ofthe m ass:the lum inous

m assand the dynam icalm ass.

To avoid such an hypothesis,M ilgrom [30]proposed a phenom enological

m odi�cation,called M O ND,thatwasable to accountforthe galaxy rotation

curves [32],and m ore particularly to recover the Tully-Fisher law.M O ND

introducesa fundam entalacceleration a0,ofthe orderof1:2� 10� 10m � s� 2,

such thatthe acceleration ofany m assivebody is

a = aN ; if a > a0; a =
p
aN a0; if a < a0

so that,atlargedistance,theNewtonian acceleration being G M =r2,the cen-

tripetalacceleration is
p
G M a0=r.Since itisalso given by v

2=r,onededuces

thatv(r)! (G M a0)
1=4.In thisregim e,thegravitationalpotentialbehavesas

p
G M a0 lnr instead ofthe standard Newtonian potential� G M =r.Itfollows

thatthe deection angleatlargedistancefrom the centerofthe galaxy is

��M O N D =
2�
p
G M a0

c2
:

This value is the sam e as the one expected from G R,as long as one is in

the halo.Indeed,ifinterpreted within G R,the presence ofdark m attersug-

gested by the rotation curvesiscon�rm ed by lensing observations.Therefore

in M O ND,an in any m odi�cation ofG R,onem ustpredictthata given m ass

generatesa largerpotentialand a largerdeection anglethan in G R.

It follows that,one needs to estim ate the m ass ofthe galaxy,in a given

theory ofgravity.by di�erentm ethodsin ordertocheck theircom patibility.In
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particular,di�erentnotionsofm assneedstobedistinguished [26]:thebaryonic

m ass M b assum ed to be proportionalto the lum inous m ass,or stellar m ass

M �;the totaldynam icalm assM
dyn

tot ,estim ated from the rotation curves;and

the totallensing m assM
dyn

tot determ ined by lensing observations.In the dark

m atterinterpretation,and aswellestablished by lensingobservations,wehave

Dark M atter: M b < M
dyn

tot � M
lens
tot :

In particular,such m assestim ateswereperform ed in Ref.[33]using six strong

lensing galaxiesfrom the CASTLES database.The totalm asswasestim ated

from lensing while the stellarm asswasestim ated from a com parison ofpho-

tom etry and stellarpopulation synthesis.Itdem onstratesthatdark m atteris

stillneeded (and thatitisdetected even in region where a > a0).In partic-

ularthisdark m attercom ponentcannotbe explained by 2 eV neutrinos(see

below).

Ifoneassum esthatthelightdeection isgiven asin G R,then theprevious

equivalences told us thatM O ND predicts the sam e lensing as in G R within

the dark m atterhalo.In particularthe convergence atdistance r isgiven by

�(r)= rE =2r,wherethe Einstein radiusis

rE = 2�

�
v1

c

�2 D ls

D s

(M O ND) rE = 4�

�
�v

c

�2 D ls

D s

(DM );

where the latterholdsfora singularisotherm alsphere with line-of-sightvel-

city dispertion �v.W hile form ally sim ilar,these expressionshavehoweveran

interesting di�erence [34]since �2v scalesasM tot while v
2
1 scalesas

p
M � so

that

rE /
p
M � (M O ND) rE / M (DM ):

The scaling ofthe Einstein radius with the stellar m ass was m easured [34]

using the RCS and SDSS surveysto show thatrE � M 0:74� 0:08
� .Thisseem s

in contradiction with the M O ND prediction butthe data used m easurem ents

ofthe shearatdistancesofsom e hundred ofkpc,atwhich the environm ent

e�ects can change the M O ND prediction.It sets no constraintand the cold

dark m atterm odelsincethe fraction M �=M isnotknown.

Indeed,M O ND is a phenom enologicaldescription but not a �eld theory.

As,wehaveseen earlier,thelightdeection in scalar-tensortheoriesin sm aller

than in G R.This m eans that a M O ND cannot derive from a sim ple scalar-

tensor theory.It was realized (see Ref.[26]for m ore details) that this can

be solved by coupling m atternotto the m etric g�� butratherto a \physical

m etric" involving both a scalarand a vector�eld

~g�� = e� 2�g�� � 2U�U� sinh2�:

The�rstterm issim ilarto whatisperform ed in scalar-tensortheoriesand the

second term ,involving the vector�eld U �,allowsto reconcile lightdeection

with the G R prediction.This theory isknown asthe TeVeS (Tensor-Vector-

Scalar)theory [29].Ref.[35]com parestheTeVeS predictionstoalargesam ple
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ofgalaxy strong lensesfrom the CASTLES sam ple.Recently,Ref.[36]com -

paresthepredictionsofTeVeS forboth galaxyrotation curvesand stronglens-

ing (forhigh and low surfacebrightnessgalaxies)concluding thatTeVes,in its

sim plest form ,cannot reproduce these data consistenly.The analysis [37]of

galaxy-scalestronglensingfrom theSloan ACS (SLACS)surveyindicatesthat

jPPN � 1j< 5� 10� 2.Howeverthiswork em phasizesthatsetting constraints

with such system srequiresto know thepropertiesofthelensing galaxieswith

a greataccuracy,m uch greaterthan atpresent.Thecom parison ofthestellar

velocity dispertion to m easurem entsoftheEinstein radiusallowsto constrain

PPN ,reaching [38]PPN = 0:88� 0:05on kiloparsecscalesat68% C.L.while

an early analysisbased on 14 system sonly gave[39]PPN = 0:93� 0:1.

O n clusterscales,variousestim atesofthem asscan beobtained by lensing

(strong and weak),X-ray em ission that characterizesthe intracluster (bary-

onic) m edium ,and the SZ e�ect which gives an inform ation ofthe electron

distribution.By com paring these distributions,one can com parethe location

ofthe gasand the gravitationaliso-potential.Earlieranalysisused the com -

parison ofX-ray and strong lensing [40]and then weak lensing [41]leading to

theconclusion thatthePoisson equation should bevalid,within a factor2,up

to scalesof2 M pc [42].

Interesting conclusionsarisefrom thestudy ofthecolliding galaxy clusters

1E0657-56 (z = 0:296).In thissystem a sm allercluster,known asthe \bullet

cluster",hascrashed through a largeroneand theirintraclustergashasbeen

stripped by the collision.O n one hand,weak lensing shows that the lensing

m ass is concentrated in the two regions containing the galaxies rather than

in the stripescontaining the baryonic m atter[43].A sim ilarobservation [44]

wasm adewith them erginggalaxy clusterM ACS J0025.4-1222(z = 0:586)for

which theem ittinggas,tracedfrom itsX-em ission,isclearlydisplacedfrom the

distribution ofgalaxies(from lensing).The rich clusterAbell520 (z = 0:201)

also exhibits the sam e properties [45]and contains a m assive dark core,as

deduced from lensing m assreconstruction,thatcoincideswith the centralX-

ray em ission peak.Theanalysis[46]oftheclusterAbel478dem onstratesthat

theX-ray,SZ and weak lensing data perfectly agreewith a dark m atterm odel

(butdoesnotprovethey cannotbe reproduced by a M O ND m odel).

Thisseem sto be a proofoftheneed ofdark m attersince,being collision-

less,it continues to be located around the bullet,contrary to the baryonic

gas.This was con�rm ed [47]by the reconstruction ofthe m ass distribution

from both strong and weak lensing.However,it seem s that M O ND could

accom odate these observationsin particularbecause the originalTeVeS ver-

sionsm akedi�erentprediction when thesystem isnotspherically sym m etric.

Ref.[48]showed thatitwaspossibletodesign am ulti-centred baryonicsystem

eproducing the weak-lensing signalof1E0657-56 with a buller-like light dis-

tribution.Thesam eauthors[49]then realized thata purely baryonicM O ND

m odelcannotaccom odatethedata and thatthebulletclusterwasdom inated

by dark m atterwhetherone usesG R orM O ND.In the lattercase,itwould

requirem assiveneutrinoswith m � = 2 eV.
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Theexistenceofsuch neutrinosseem showeverproblem atic.From thestudy

weak lensing for3 Abellclustersand 42 SDSS clusters,itwasconcluded that

M O ND cannot explain the data unless som e dark m atter is added and this

dark m attercannotbeaccounted forby m assiveneutrinos[50].Thiswascon-

�rm ed [51]by the confrontation ofstrong and weak lensing from the HST

W ide-Field Cam era,excluding the dark m atterto be neutrinoswith m assin

the range2-7 eV.

In conclusion,itseem sthatM O ND and TeVeS have di�cultiesto repro-

duce the observationsofthe distribution ofdynam ical,baryonic and lensing

m asses.Indeed noneoftheabovem entioned resultsdem onstratethatM O ND

is ruled out.They are analysis that show that the data can be consistently

interpreted assum ing G R and theexistenceand dark m atter.O neofthem ain

di�culty to use these observationsasa directtestofG R isthe com plex ge-

om etry ofthe system sthatareused.

4 C osm ologicalscales

The construction ofa cosm ologicalm odelrelies on the choice ofthe theory

ofgravity as wellas on our understanding ofthe fundam entalinteractions

ofnature.Howeveritalso involvesotherhypothesis,such asthe Copernican

principle which statesthatwe arenotseating in a priviledged placeofspace.

Undersuch an hypothesis,and whateverthetheory ofgravity,theuniverseon

largescalescan bedescribed by a Friedm ann-Lem â�trespacetim ewith m etric

ds2 = � dt2 + a2(t)ijdx
idxj; (5)

where tis the cosm ic tim e,a the scale factor and ij the spatialm etric on

constant t hypersurfaces.Ifone assum es that G R is a good description of

gravitythen thedynam icalequationsofsuch am odelderivesfrom theEinstein

and the conservation equations

G �� = 8�G T��; r �T
�� = 0; (6)

whereG �� istheEinstein tenorand T�� thetotalstress-energytensor.Am ong

thisclassofm odelsourreferencem odelisthe�CDM m odelwhich includesa

cosm ologicalconstantand cold dark m atterand assum ethatinitialconditions

areconsistentwith theprediction ofslow-rollination.Such am odelisin very

good agreem entwith m ostofthe astrophysicaldata and itisself-consistent.

Butthe factthatthedark sectorrepresents95% ofthem attercontentofthe

universeand thecosm ologicalconstantproblem driveustotestthehypothesis

ofour m odel,and in the �rst place the Copernican principle and G R.It is

indeed di�cultto anbandon thesetwo hypothesisatthesam etim eso thatall

the studies aim ing attesting G R in thatcontextassum e thatthe spacetim e

m etric rem ainsofthe form (5).Also m ost ofthem stillinclude dark m atter

and aim atreplacing dark energy by a m odi�cation ofG R.

Tworoadscan befollowed.Eitheronede�nesaclassofgravitym odelsthat

containsG R in som e lim itand then confrontsitto cosm ologicaldata to see



12

how close from G R,in thisparticularspace oftheories,the theory ofgravity

should seat.As an exam ple,this was perform ed in depth for scalar-tensor

theories (4) for which the im plications ofthe background dynam ics [52],of

the cosm ic m icrowavebackground [52],prim ordialnucleosynthesis[53],weak

lensing [27],and localconstraints[54],even allowing forextensionsto a non-

universalcouplingofdarkm atter[55],wereallstudied.O ronetriestoquantify

the allowed deviationsfrom the reference m odelwhile being asm uch ascan

be m odel-independent.The strategy is then to exhibitconsistency relations,

analogous to Eq.(1),betwen di�erent observables,which m ust hold in our

�CDM referencem odel,as�rstproposed on theparticularcaseofthePoisson

equation in Ref.[3].Asexplained in Ref.[56],them odi�cation ofourreference

fram ework can beclassi�ed in universaltiy classeswho havespeci�csignatures

and di�erenttestscan favourordisfavoursom eclassesofm odi�cation.

4.1 Background dynam ics

Thedynam icsofthebackground spacetim eisdictated by theFriedm ann equa-

tions

H 2 =
8�G

3
� �

K

a2
+
�

3
;

�a

a
= �

4�G

3
(� + 3P )+

�

3
(7)

where H = _a=a isthe Hubble function and K = 0;� 1 isthe curvature ofthe

spatialsections.From the lastequation,the recentacceleration ofthe cosm ic

expansion im pliesthat(� + 3P )< 0 ifG R isa good description ofgravity.

At the background level,a m odi�cation ofG R or the introduction ofa

dark energy com ponentinstead ofthe cosm ologicalconstantwillchange the

Friedm ann equation and can be taken into accountin a e�ective way sim ply

in term son an e�ectiveuid

H 2 =
8�G

3
(� + �de)�

K

a2
;

�a

a
= �

4�G

3
(� + 3P + �de + 3Pde); (8)

where�de and Pde can depend on H and itsderivatives,ase.g.forscalar-tensor

theoriesorDG P.Thisallowsto de�netheequation ofstateofthedark energy

from H (seeRef.[54]).

Indeed,without an explicit m odel,the extra-term s �de and Pde are not

known.Besideswe known that,since they arise from the existence ofa new

degree offreedom ,there m ustexistan associated equation ofevolution [57].

Thestandard approach isto postulatethatthey arerelated by an equation of

state,�de = wdePde,and the m ostcom m only used ansatzis[58,59]

wde(z)= w0 +
z

1+ z
wa; (9)

with w0 and wa constant.Itisthusclearthatthebackground dynam icscannot

distinguish between a m odi�cation ofG R and a properly tuned dark energy

m odel.Thisliesin the factthatthe only quantity athand isH (z)and m ost

ofthe m odels ofthe literature can be tuned to reproduce the sam e function

(see Ref.[56]for explicit exam ples).No nulltest ofG R can be constructed

with background data sincethey allarefunctionsofH (z).
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4.2 Linearperturbation theory

4.2.1 Standard �CDM

As long as one assum es G R to hold and consider an alm ost Friedm ann-

Lem â�trespacetim e,theevolution ofperturbationsiswellunderstood,seee.g.

Ref.[60].O n sub-Hubble scales,focusing only on scalarperturbationswhich

aredom inantatlate tim e,the space-tim em etriccan be written as

ds2 = � (1+ 2�)dt2 + (1� 2	)a2(t)ijdx
idxj; (10)

where� and 	 arethe two gravitationalpotentials.

Theevolution equationson Hubblescalesaregiven by theconservation of

the m atterstress-energy tensor(continuity and Eulerequations)

_�m = �
�m

a
; _�m + H �m = �

1

a
��; (11)

which leadsto the standard second orderevolution equation

��m + 2H _�m �
1

a2
�� = 0: (12)

Am ong the Einstein equations,wecan keep only the Poisson equation

�	 = 4�G �m a
2�m (13)

and

� � 	 = 0 (14)

thatarisesfrom the factthatthe m atteranisotropicstressisnegligible.This

showsthatthe two gravitationalpotentialshaveto coincide,which isrelated

to the fact that PPN = 0 in G R,their spectrum has to be proportionalto

them atterpowerspectrum ,as�rtpointed outin Ref.[3]and Eq.(11)im plies

that

�m = � f�m ; with f =
dlnD

dlna
; (15)

where we have decom posed the density contrast as �m = D (t)�(x) where �

encodesthe initialconditions.Itwasshown [61]that,fora atCDM m odel,

f � 
 0:6
m (16)

wasagood �t.Theim portantfeaturehereisthatifG R holds,then thegrowth

ofstructuresiscom pletely determ ined by H (z).W eforseethatonecan check

the com patibility ofbackground data (such a distance-redshiftrelations,e.g.

from SNIa)and large scale structure data,whateverthe param etersentering

the equation ofstate(9)orany otherparam eterisation (seebelow).
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4.2.2 Extension

In orderto constructtests ofG R in this regim e,one needs to constructthe

m ostgeneralextension ofthissetofevolution equations,stillassum ing weare

dealing with a m etric theory ofgravity.

In the case ofdark energy alone,one needs to consider the e�ect ofits

stress-energy tensor,which can havenon-vanishinganisotropicstressand den-

sity contrast,contrary to a pure cosm ologicalconstant but the equations of

evolution ofthe otheruidsare notm odi�ed,since otherwise thisnew com -

ponentwould be coupled to thestandard m atternon m inim ally.In G R m od-

i�cations,there exists a new long range force and the evolution equation of

m atter willbe ofthe form r �T
��

i
= f�i ,where f

� is a force term between

thestandard m atter�eldsand thenew degreeoffreedom .Theway such force

term appearsin the equation and itsrelation to the Einstein equation isnot

obvious to describe in fullgenerality while being m odel-independent.As an

exam ple,consider scalar-tensortheoriesofgravity.In the Jordan fram e,the

equations ofm otion ofthe standard m atter �elds are not m odi�ed so that

f
�

i = 0 but,perform ing a conform altransform ation,the sam etheory,written

in theEinstein fram e,involvesaforcefi� = �(’�)Ti@�’� thatwillappeareven

atthebackground levelin thecontinuity equation.In thisparticularcase,itis

wellunderstood thatthem odi�cation ofgravity appearsasa tim e-dependent

m odi�cation oftheNewton constantin theJordan fram ewhileitisseen asa

universaltim e-dependentm odi�cation ofm assesin theEinstein fram e.Indeed,

ifthe new forceisnotuniversal,itprobably involvesthatm assratioswillbe

tim e-dependent,which can betested [6].Thus,weassum ethatweareworking

in theequivalentoftheJordan fram eso thatweassum ethatf0i = 0 and that

there is no creation ofm atter.The spatialcom ponentofthe force can how-

everbe non vanishing and entersthe Eulerequation.Letusstressthatwhile

im portantfrom a physicalpointofview [62,63],this isnotdram atic from a

phenom enologicalpointofview since only the source term ofEq.(18)below

willbe changed.O n the other hand,we shallhave an equation ofevolution

forthe new degreeoffreedom thatshallalso havea sourceterm proportional

to the m atterstress-energy tensor[62].Unfortunately,thisequation rem ains

unkown untilwespecify the m odel.

Aslong aswestick to linearperturbations,theseextensionscan beim ple-

m ented by m odifying the previousequationsas

_�m = �
�m

a
; _�m + H �m = �

1

a
�� + S de; (17)

which leadsto the standard second orderevolution equation

��m + 2H _�m �
1

a2
�� = S de: (18)

The term Sde(k;a)encodesthe new long-rangeforcebetween the new degree

offreedom and the standarm atter(and dark m atter!).
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Then,we need to write down the Einstein equations.First,we can gener-

alizethe Poisson equation,written in Fourierspace,as

� k2	 = 4�G F (k;H )�m a
2�m + � de: (19)

The �rst term F (k;H ) accounts for a scale dependence ofthe gravitational

interaction while � de accountsfora possible clustering ofthe new degree of

freedom ,and in particular ofdark energy ifthere is no m odi�cation ofG R

(thisshowsatthisstage,thatthe Poisson equation can be m odi�ed without

m odi�cation ofG R ifdark energy can cluster;also care needsto be taken in

the case ofm assive neutrinos which can enter on the r.h.s.ofthis equation,

see e.g.[64];Ref.[65,66]proposed a interesting exam ple ofa clustering dark

energy m odelm im icking the DG P m odel).Then,there is the possibility to

havean e�ectiveanisotropicstressso that

�(� � 	)= � de: (20)

Itfollowsthatthedeviation from G R isencoded in thefourfunctions(Sde;F;

� de;� de)which,in thecaseofthe�CDM m odel,reducesto (0;1;0;0)and,in

thecaseofdark energy to (0;1;� de;� de),even though in m ostcases� de and

� de are negligible.Theirexpression forquintessence,scalar-tensorand DG P

m odels can be found in Ref.[56].Forthe sam e reason that,in the case ofa

G R m odi�cation,atthebackground levelPde and �de can depend on H ,Sde,

� de and � de can depend on � and 	,whileF isa function ofthebackground

quantitiesonly.

Equations(17-19)im ply thatthe m atterdensity evolvesas

��m + 2H _�m � 4�G F (k;a)�m a
2�m = Cde (21)

with Cde = (� de + � de)=a
2 � Sde=a so that the m atter power spectrum is

expected to bedeform ed in shape,m ainly becauseofthek-dependencearising

from F and from the sourceterm Cde.

Thisidea to constructsuch a post-�CDM param eterisation on sub-Hubble

scales was �rst proposed in Ref.[56],following the analysis ofthe particu-

larcase ofscalar-tensortheory by Ref.[27].Severalsim ilarapproacheswere

then designed in Refs[66,67,68,69,70,71,72,73,74,75,76]which wentfurther

in determ ining therelationswith observationaldata (seediscussion below).In

particularRef.[67]uses,instead of� de,a param eter� de�ned by

� = (1+ �)	;

so thatitisa generalisation ofthe post-Newtonian param eterPPN ,as�rst

proposed in the particularcase ofscalar-tensortheoriesin Ref.[27].(� 6= 	

in the Solar system is an indication ofa m odi�cation ofG R because one is

dealingwith vacuum solution ofEinstein equation;again,thisisnotthecasein

cosm ology sincedark energy can havean anisotropicstress).Instead ofusing

the the set (f;� de),m ost analysis,including Refs.[66,67,73,74,75],assum e

thatthe Poisson equation ism odi�ed to

� k2	 = 4�G Q (k;a)�m a
2�m
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involving only one new function Q .In m ostcasesathand,thisisa good ap-

proxim ation,butin fullgenerality we shoud distinguish the large-scalem odi-

�cation ofG R and the clustering ofpossible new degreesoffreedom (see e.g.

Ref.[65,66]).In particular� de could bean independentrandom variable,not

proportionalto �m .The lim it � de = 0 corresponds to pure m odi�cation of

G R with negligible e�ectofthe new degree to the totalstress-energy tensor

while F = 1;� de 6= 0 correspondsto m odels ofclustering dark energy (and

m ay also incorporate the e�ectofm assive neutrinos;see e.g.[77]fora study

ofthisdegeneracy).

Assuch,thisdescription isnotcom pletesincewehaveno equation to de-

scribe the evolution ofthe new degreesoffreedom .Atthe background level,

this gap is often �lled by assum ing a param eterisation ofthe dark energy

equation ofstate.Asweshallsee,two roadsm ay befollowed from thispoint:

eitherone param eterized the unkwon functionsthatappearhere orone con-

structnull-tests.

4.3 Cosm ologicaldata

Thepreviousanalysisshowsthatin orderto constrain thedeviation from G R

with the large scale structure ofthe universe we need to be able to extract

inform ation on the distribution ofthe fourvariables(�;	;�m ;�m )which are

notdirectly observable.Letussum m arizebriey som eoftheobservationsthat

turn to beuseful.W ecallPX Y (k;z)the3-dim ensionalpowerspectrum ofthe

�elds X and X at redshift z (or equivalently tim e t or distance �) de�ned

by hX (k;z)Y (k0;z)�i = (2�)3PX Y (k;z)�
(3)(k � k0) and CX Y (‘;z) their 2-

dim ensional(orangular)powerspectra.

4.3.1 Background data

Background datausually includethelum inosity distance-redshiftrelation pro-

bed by SNIa which provides a handle on H (z) up to z � 1:5,the angular

diam eterdistancem ainlyfrom thetangentialcom ponentoftheBAO m easured

by theirim printon galaxy distribution.

4.3.2 Large scale structure

Theclusteringofgalaxiesisoneoftheoldestm easuresofthepropertiesofthe

largescalestructure.Thegalaxypowerspectrum Pgg isthesim plestm easureof

thecorrelationsin thegalaxy num berdensity ng.In generalthedistribution of

galaxiesisbiased with respectto them assdistribution and itisoften assum ed

thatthey can be related by

�g �
�ng

ng
= b1�m +

b2

2
�2m ; (22)
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where b1 and b2 are biaisparam eters.Itisexpected thatthe biaisisa com -

plicated function oftim e and ofthe m asses ofthe halo hosting the galax-

ies [78],since it encodes in som e way allthe process of galaxy form ation.

W e shallassum e here,forsim plicity,thatwe restrictto a linearbiaisso that

Pgg(k;z)= b21(z)P�m �m (k;z).Im agingdata with photom etricredshiftprovides

a m easurem entofthe angularpowerspectrum ofgalaxies,which isa sim ple

projection ofthe three-dim ensionalpowerspectrum

Cgg(‘)=

Z
W 2

g(�)

SK (�)
2
Pgg

�

k =
‘

SK (�)
;�

�

d�; (23)

SK being the com oving angular distance and where W g is the norm alized

redshiftdistribution ofgalaxiesin the sam ple.

However,theredshift-spaceposition ofanygalaxydi�ersfrom itsrealspace

position dueto itspeculiarvelocity.Thedensity contrastin redshiftspace,�sg,

and in realspace,�g,can be related by im posing m ass conservation [79].In

the linear regim e,this leads to �sg = �g + �2�g=aH ,where � isthe cosine of

the line-of-sightangleso thatthe redshift-spacepowerspectrum is

P s
gg(k;�)= Pgg(k)+ 2

�2

aH
Pg�g(k)+

�4

a2H 2
P�g�g(k): (24)

Itisthuscom m only m odelled as[78,79]

P s
gg(k;�)=

�

Pgg(k)+ 2
�2

aH
Pg�g(k)+

�4

a2H 2
P�g�g(k)

�

F

�
k2�2�2v

H 2(z)

�

; (25)

where F isa sm oothing function and �v isthe 1-dim ensionalvelocity disper-

sion.Theangulardependenceenablestoseparatethedi�erentcom ponents[80]

to getam easurem entofthethreespectraPgg(k;z),Pg�g (k;z)and P�g�g(k;z),

in particularfrom the SDSS [81]and 2dF [82]galaxy redshiftsurveys.These

low redshiftanalysiswereextended toz � 1in Ref.[83]usingtheVIM O S-VLT

Deep Survey (VVDS)[84].

Indeed,in the standard �CDM ,and in the linear regim e,we have that

�g = � a_�m so thatitsgrowth rateisD �g = � a _D so that�g = aH f�m .In that

lim it Pg�g = aH �Pgg and P�g�g = a2H 2�2Pgg with � = f=b,and the three

spectra arenotindependent.

4.3.3 W eak lensing

G ravitationallensing o�ersvariousposibilities.Aspreviously,we restrictour

analysisto m etrictheoriesofgravity.

First,eitherin thestrong orweak regim e,itcan probethesum ofthetwo

Bardeen potentials,� + 	.W eak lensing surveysusetheobserved ellipticities

ofbackgroung galaxies(and m oreparticularly thecorrelation oftheirshapes)

toreconstructam ap ofthecosm icshear,which can then beused todeterm ine

the convergence � [85].As long as photons travelon nullgeodesics and the
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geodesic deviation equation holds,the distortion ofthe shape ofbackground

galaxiescan be com puted from the Sachsequation [86]leading to

�(�;�i)=
1

2

Z

W (�;�i)� 2(� + 	);d� (26)

forsourceslocated in a bin centered round a redshiftzi and with �i = �(zi)

with

W (�;�i)=
SK (�)SK (�i� �)

SK (�i)
:

The convergence powerspectrum fortwo setsofgalaxiescentered around zi
and zj,ascan be obtained by a tom ographicsurvey,isthus

C��(‘;zi;zj)=
‘4

4

Z

W (�;�i)W (�;�j)P�+ 	

�

k =
‘

SK (�)
;�

�

d�: (27)

Untilwehavedata allowing fortheuseoftom ography,wehaveonly accessto

theshearpowerspectrum averaged on thesourceredshiftdistribution,P��(‘)

which isgiven by the sam eexpression butwith the window function

W (�)= SK (�)

Z

�

W g(�
0)
SK (�

0� �)

SK (�
0)

d�0:

In conclusion,this allowsto constrain the powerspectrum P�+ 	 (k;z).Note

thattheanalysisofweak lensing requiresin factto know thenon-linearpower

spectrum butthelatestdata from theCFHTLS [87]reach largeangularscales

(� > 30 arcm in.),which allows to work in the (quasi) linear regim e,where

theoreticalpredictionsforthetim eevolution ofthepowerspectrum arem ore

reliable.Note also thatthe convergencepowerspectrum isoften expressed in

term softhe m atterpowerspectrum ,m aking use both ofthe Friedm ann and

Poisson equations.Indeed,the goalhere is to relate the observablesto their

prim ary perturbation variableswithoutusing any equations.

Second,one can use galaxy-galaxy lensing,which ariseswhen the deect-

ing and source galaxies are aligned,giving rise to a m ean tangentialshear

around foreground galaxies.This willthusgive an inform ation on the corre-

lation between the galaxy distribution and � + 	 through the angularpower

spectrum

Cg�(‘;zi;zj)=
‘2

2

Z

W g(�;�i)W (�;�j)Pg;�+ 	

�

k =
‘

SK (�)
;�

�

d�: (28)

Thiswasforinstance m easured from the SDSS galaxy survey.Note thatthe

m agni�cation biais[78]can also help to extractsom ecorrelationssince

�g = b�m + (5s� 2)�

wheres= dlogN =dm isthelogarythm icslopeofthenum bercount-m agnitude

function.This induces distortions [88,89]that can also be used to test G R.

Note that it was also proposed that the weak lensing of standard candles

(SNIa,orG W sirens)can beused tom easurethecrosscorrelation between the

m agni�cation� and �g [90,91].In particularC
�� and C g� containinform ations

sim ilarto C �� and C g� respectively.Thishasnotbeen investigated yet.



19

4.3.4 Integrated Sachs-W olfe e�ect

Theobservationofthecosm icm icrowavebackgroundtem peratureanisotropies

gives num erous im portant inform ations for our cosm ologicalm odel,am ong

which the initialpower spectrum for the perturbations.W hile propagating

from the lastscattering surface to us,the energy ofthe photonschangesdue

to the fact that they crossstructures in form ation,and thus propagate in a

spacetim ewhere� and 	 arenotconstant.Thisinducesadirection-dependent

tem peraturechange,known asthe integrated Sachs-W olfee�ect[60]

�T

T
=

Z

(_� + _	)a(�)d�;

wherethe integralisperform ed along the photon geodesic.ThisISW e�ectis

correlated with the galaxy distribution with angularpowerspectrum

Cg;ISW (‘)=

Z

P
g;(_�+ _	 )

�

k =
‘

SK (�)
;�

�
a2(�)

�2
d�: (29)

This has been detected [92] by cross-correlating the CM B anisotropies to

galaxy m aps.

4.3.5 Conclusions

W e see that astrophysicalobservations allow to m easure m any correlations

between the perturbation variables.In order to construct tests ofG R,one

needsto relate�g to �m and thusunderstand thebiais(and m ostim portantly

contrain itsscaledependence).Theexam plegiven abovearethem ostprom is-

ing to im plem entthetestsofG R but,indeed,thereexistm any otherwaysto

m easurethesequantities.

W e also need to keep in m ind that each ofthis m ethod has its own sys-

tem aticsand lim its.W e cannotdiscussthisissue here,butitiscentralwhen

actually deriving constraints.

4.4 G rowth ofm atterperturbations

The �rst e�ect ofa m odi�cation ofG R is to change the growth ofdensity

perturbation.In the �CDM m odel,Eqs.(11-12)im ply thatthe growth rate

D evolvesas

�D + 2H _D � 4�G �m D = 0: (30)

Thisequation can be recastin term sofa astim e variable[60]as

D
00+

�
dlnH

da
+
3

a

�

D
0=

3

2


 m 0

a5
D ; (31)
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from which it can be checked thatD = H is a solution so that the growing

m ode can be obtained as

D =
5

2

H

H 0


 m 0

Z a

0

du

[uH (u)=H 0]
3
; (32)

which im plies that ifH (z) is known from background observations,such as

SNIa,then D (z) is �xed.There is a rigidity between the expansion history

and the growth rate.

Thegrowth ratecan be param eterized phenom enologically as[93,94]

dlnD

dlna
= 
 

m : (33)

Then,ifG R is not m odi�ed,the index  can be com puted once H (z),or

equivalently thedark energy equation ofstate,isknown and itwasshown [95,

96]that

 = 0:55+ 0:05[1+ wde(z = 1)]:

W hilebeing a good testofdark-energy m odelwith a sm ooth energy distribu-

tion,itisnotclearwhetheritcan beconsidered asa testofG R.In particular,

wecan im aginethatdarkenergyhasan anisotropicstressorisclusteringwhile

G R isnotm odi�ed (i.e.F = 1,Sde = 0,� de 6= 0,� de 6= 0 so thatSde 6= 0)

so that one accom odate a value of by som e properly designed m odel.To

�nish,such a param eterisation istoo restrictive since itdoesnotinclude the

scale-dependence thatisexpected from the m odi�cation ofG R (see however

Ref.[76]).Theextensionsto includethesuper-Hubbleregim ewereconsidered

in Refs.[69,97,76].Itwasrecently proposed [98]thatgalaxy clustervelocities,

m easured from the kinetic SZ e�ect,m ay allow fora m easurem entof.

Severalstudiesconcentrateon a purem odi�cation ofthePoisson equation

so thatonly the term F (k;H )ism odi�ed.The e�ectofsuch a k-dependent

term on thepowerspectrum was�rststudied in Ref.[3]wherethefunction F

wasassum edtoreproducethee�ectofhigher-dim ensionalgravity,asdescribed

at the tim e.In that particularcase,where the only param eteris the length

scalers,itwasshown [100]thatthecosm icshear[99]3-pointfunction im plies

thatrs > 2h� 1M pc.

Sim ilaranalysisin the case ofa Yukawa type m odi�cation ofthe gravita-

tionalpotential,

�(r)= � G

Z

d3r0
�(r0)

jr� r0j

h

1+ �

�

1� e� jr� r
0
j=�
�i

werethen perform ed.W ith such a potential,thefunction F (k;a)entering the

Poisson equation isgiven by [101,102]

F (k;a)= 1+ �
(a=k�)2

1+ (a=k�)2
: (34)

Such am odi�cation causestherateofgrowthtodepend onk sothatthescale�

shallhavean im printon thepowerspectrum (seealso Ref.[103]fora general
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argum ent on the shape dependence).Interestingly,assum ing an Einstein-de

Sitter bacground cosm ology,Eq.(21) can be solved analytically in term s of

hypergeom etricfunction [101,102]to givethe growing m ode

�+ (k;a)= s2F1

�
5�

p
25+ 24�

8
;
5+

p
25+ 24�

8
;
9

4
;� s2

�

with s� a=k�.

Ref.[101]considered thecaseofa Einstein-deSitterbackground and ana-

lyzed theSDSS and 2dFG RS data up to k � 0:15h=M pc,leading respectively

to the constraints� = 0:025� 1:7 and � = � 0:35� 0:9 ata 1� level.A sim -

ilar analysis was perform ed in Ref.[102]who used the Peacock and Dodds

procedure [104]to describe the non-linear power spectrum .The analysis of

the SDSS data sets the constraints � 0:5 < � < 0:6 (resp.� 0:8 < � < 0:9)

for � = 5h� 1 M pc (resp.� = 10h� 1 M pc).The analysis was extended in

Ref.[105]by perform ing both second orderperturbationsand N-body sim ula-

tionsto constructa m ock galaxy catalog.Ref.[106]extended theseanalysisby

allowingam odi�ed expansion rate,which should bethecaseifG R ism odi�ed.

They also showed thatthe m odi�cation ofthe shape ofthe powerspectrum

isalm ostdegenerate with the e�ectofm assive neutrinos.Notice thata com -

bined analysis[107]using CFHTLS weak lensing data and the SDSS m atter

powerspectrum estim ated from lum ianousred galaxiesfound no sign ofdevi-

ation from G R on scalesranging between 0.04 and 10 M pc.Even though this

analysisused both m atterdistribution and weak lensing,itonly constrained

the shape ofthe powerspectrum withoutim plem enting the consistency chek

proposed in Ref.[3].

N-body sim ulationswith such a Yukawa m odi�cation ofthe gravitational

potentialwere perform ed in Ref.[108]who concluded that the gravitational

evolution isalm ostuniversal,atleastfor� in the 1� 20 M pc range so that

thePeacock and Doddsapproach [104]can beadapted to getan analytical�t.

Itwasextended by the sim ulationsofRef.[109]which include the possibility

ofan anisotropic stress and considered the case ofDG P m odels with rs =

(5;10;20)h� 1 M pc.To �nish,the sphericalcollapse m odeland the estim ate

ofthe abundance ofvirialized objectswasconsidered in Refs.[110,111].The

scaledependenceofthegrowth ratewasproposed [112]to bestudied in term s

of

�(k;a)= 

� 
m (a)

dlnD

dlna
� 1;

which rem ainsclose to 0 forany sm ooth dark energy m odel.In particularit

can be m easured from future redshiftsurveys.

These studies allows to understand the e�ect ofthe m odi�cation ofthe

Poisson equation,which isexpected to begenericin any deviationsfrom G R,

and absentin allm odelsofpuredarkenergy.Theyarethusveryinstructivebut

notethatthebackground cosm ology isin generalnotm odi�ed in a consistent

way.
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4.5 Testing G R on cosm ologicalscales

Therehavebeen two m ain approachesto using cosm ologicaldata to constrain

deviationsfrom G R.

4.5.1 Param eterizing our ignorance

In the�rstapproach,onetriesto usethegeneralized setofperturbation equa-

tions(17-20)in orderto com pute variouscosm ologicalobservablesand com -

pare them to astrophysicaldata.The m ain problem ,asm entioned earlier,is

that such a param eterisation cannot be com plete unless the physics ofthe

new degrees offreedom is know.W e thus have two possibilities.Either one

com puteexplicitely theseterm sin som eclassesoftheoriessuch asf(R),DG P

orscalar-tensor[56,67,68]oronespeci�essom eans�atzeforthesefunctions,in

thesam espiritasweintroduced theparam eterisation (9)forthedark energy

equation ofstate.

For instance, Refs. [67,73] assum e that the function � � Q (a;k)(1 +

�(a;k)=2) can be expanded as � = 1 + � 0a with � 0 constant.The e�ect

ofthe m odi�cation ofG R is taken into accountthrough a param eterisation

ofthe form (33),with  constantso thatone endsup with 4 constantextra-

param eters(w0;wa;;�0)besidesthe standard cosm ologicalparam eters,the

�CDM m odelcorresponding to (w 0;wa;;�0) = (� 1;0;0:55;0).Such a pa-

ram eterisation was then used to discuss the sensitivity of various probes.

Clearly,this choice m isses a possible scale-dependence ofF (or Q ) which is

generically expected ifG R ism odi�ed [103].Thisissue wasrecently adressed

in Ref.[113]which proposesto expand thetwo unknwon functionsQ and � as

X (a;k)’ X 0(a)+ X 1(a)aH =k:

Ref.[114]choosesthesam etwofunctionsasfunctionsofk and a and proposes

di�erentans�atzefortheirfunctionalform in ordertostudy thepotentialofup-

com ing and futuretom ographicsurveysto constrain them .Ref.[68]proposed

a param eterisation thatdependson the scale.O n the othersideRefs.[71,72]

focusonly on thefunction �(z),thatthey call$ (z),in orderto inferitsinu-

enceon CM B anisotropy spectrum and weak lensing.$ waschosen to scaleas

$ 0�de(z)=�m (z),assum ing a �CDM evolution forthe background cosm ology.

Notethatin the standard �CDM ,we m usthavethat	(k;a)= �(k;a)=

� 3
 m (a)(H a=k)2�m (k;a)=2 and �m (k;a)= � f�m (k;a).Thus,instead ofpa-

ram eterizing the unknown term s that enter the perturbation equations,we

m ay think to param eterizedirectly theirsolution,forinstance,as

�(k;a)= �
3

2

 m (a)(H a=k)2�m (k;a)[1+ c�(k;a)];

	(k;a)= �
3

2

 m (a)(H a=k)2�m (k;a)[1+ c	 (k;a)];

and

�m (k;a)= � f�m (k;a)[1+ c�(k;a)];
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where�m (k;a)issupposed to scaleas�m (k;a)= �m (k;ain)D (a)[1+ c�(k;a)]

and then �nding physically m otivated ans�atze for the functions ci.Such an

alternativeparam eterisation wasconsidered in Ref.[70].

In theseapproaches,thegam eisthusto replacefreeunkown functionsby

a set ofparam eters in order to be able to com pute the di�erent cosm ologi-

calobservable and then com pare them to data.This allows in particular to

understand the accuracy with which they can be constrained by forthcom ing

experim ents,them ain di�culty being to �nd them ostrelevantsetofparam e-

tersthatreproducealargeclassoftheories.Ref.[73]utilised thelargeangular

scales(� > 30arcm in.)weak lensing data from theCFHTLS (in orderto work

in the linearregim e),BAO and SNIa data to getconstraintson (
 m 0;� 0;)

consistent(e.g.related to the param etrisation ofthe equation ofstate)with

the standard �CDM .Note also thatitisim portantthatthe background and

perturbation dynam icsbe consistentsince they derive from the sam e m odi�-

cation ofG R,an issueoften overlooked.

4.5.2 The artofcorrelating

A probably betteridea to obtain constraintson deviation from G R isto con-

structnulltests.Such testsarebased on thesim plefactthatoncethetheoryis

com pletely speci�ed,therem ustexistconsistency relations,between di�erent

observables,in a sim ilarway asthe Solarsystem exam pleofthe introduction

led to theconsistency relation (1).Indeed,any departurefrom such a relation

would indicatethatsom ehypothesisofourm odelarenotcorrectand thatthe

theory needsto beextended,withouttelling how.Such testsarenulltests,in

the spiritof\traditional" physicsin which a referencem odelisconfronted to

observationsin orderto determ ine the lim itsofitsvalidity.

The use ofcosm ologicaldata to perform such tests was�rstproposed in

Ref.[3]who focused on the Poisson equation (13).Ifsuch an equation holds

then thepowerspectra ofthegravitationalpotentialP� (k)and ofthem atter

distribution P�m (k)m ustbe related by

k
4
P�(k;a)=

9

4

 m 0H

2
0a

� 2
P�m (k;a);

whateverthe cosm ologicalscenario.Thism eansthatthe scaledependence of

the two pectra arerelated in a very speci�c way.In particular,ifthe Poisson

equation ism odi�ed,the change ofthe shape ofthe m atterpowerspectrum

is,aswe saw on the exam ple ofa Yukawa potentialabove,m odeldependent

butthefactthatthetwo spectra di�erisa m odelindependentconclusion.In

particular such a relation can be tested by com paring weak lensing data to

galaxy survey,ifthe scale dependence ofthe biais is m ild,asexpected from

num ericalsim ulation,sinceC�� and Pgg giveaccessto P� and P�m .Notealso

that,ithasa trivialgeneralisation ifthe�eldsareallproportionalto thesam e

stochastic variable (which is the case for adiabatic initialconditions) then

P��m =
p
P�P�m ,which again can be tested using galaxy-galaxy lensing.
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Sim ilarrigiditieswereexhibited between thebackground dynam icsand the

growth ofthe large scale structure.For instance,the growth equation (31),

valid fora �CDM ,and thuswhen G R hold,can be recast[115,116](see also

Refs.[117,118])asa �rstorderequation forH so thatH (z)can be inferred

from background data and perturbation data independently,or equivalently

the equation of state of dark energy (9) and the param eter  de�ned in

Eq.(33) are not independent when the dark energy is assum ed to rem ain

sm oothly distributed.Thiswasim plem ented in theanalysisofRefs.[119,120]

who introducetwo dark energy equationsofstate,onefortheevolution ofthe

background geom etry and theothergoverning thegrowth.Using SNLS-SNIa,

2dF and SDSS galaxy redshift survey,CM B data and CTIO -lensing survey,

they concluded that the two determ inations of
 � were consistentand that

thetwoconstantdark energy equationsofstatehavealsotoagree.Theseanal-

ysis consider only the e�ect ofthe growth factor and no other m odi�cation

isconsidered.Anotherim plem entation perform sa m odel-independentrecon-

struction ofthe growth rate from distance m easurem entsand then com pares

to growth m easurem ents[121,122].Ref.[123]proposed a sim ilarconsistency

testofthe �CDM using low and high redshiftSNIa survey by estim ating 
 m

in threedi�erentways(background geom etry,growth,and shapeofthepower

spectrum ),allagreeing with the canonicalvalue0.25.

Theoriginalidea ofRef.[3]wasextended to m ultiplecosm ologicalprobes.

Ref. [124]proposed to use the galaxy-velocity correlation and the galaxy-

galaxy lensing,which giveaccessto h�g�m i/ bfh�2m iand h�g�i/ bh�m �(� +

	)i so that the ratio ofthese two quantities is expected to be independent

ofthe biais,atleastin the regim e oflinearbiasing.An estim ator,Ê G based

on theratio ofthesetwo quantities,wasconstructed and itwasdem onstrated

that it can distinguish a large class ofm odels.Ref.[66]worked out the re-

lationsbetween the variousobservables,including a discussion ofquasilinear

e�ects.Itwasalsoshown thattheclusteringofdark energycan m im icfeatures

ofa m odi�cation ofG R and investigated the way to com bine data in order

to distinguish thetwo e�etcs.Refs.[74,75]designed consistency checksbased

on theredshift-spacepowerspectrum and weak lensing in orderto constraint

the ratio �=	 and the Poisson equation.Ref.[125]proposed an estim atorto

m easure the ratio ofthe two gravitionalpotentials,again using weak lensing

and redshift-space powerspectrum .Ref.[126]proposed a m ethod to extract

the e�ectofa m odi�ed Poisson equation and Ref.[113]analyzed the com bi-

nation ofim aging and spectroscopic surveys.Ref.[127]proposed to use the

ISW -structure correlation to constrain the growth rate ofthe density,and in

particularitsscale-dependence.

Alltheseworksarethusstartingfrom theconstitutiverelationsthatexistin

a �CDM ,and thusassum ing G R valid to constructfrom largescalestructure

survey som e tests that willindicate the violation ofone ofthese relations.

They often constructestim atorsthatareprobed by using som e extensionsof

G R (DG P,f(R),scalar-tensor)and in oderto forecastthe powerofcom ing

surveysto distinguish between them .
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5 C onclusions

This review haspresented the tests ofG R on astrophysicalscales,butm ore

generally ofthe �CDM m odel,based on the large scale structure and the

globaldynam ics ofthe universe.In particular,it is im portant to m ake the

distinction since som e supposedly tests ofG R proposed in the literature are

in factonly testsofthe�CDM m odel.M aybethe�rstanswerthesetestswill

give is whether there is a need for new physicaldegrees offreedom in our

m odeland then startto caracterizethe nature and the couplingsofthis�eld

with standard m atter(and also dark m atter).

Asexplained,futuresurveyswillallow to m ap weak lensing,galaxy distri-

bution and velocity on sub-Hubble scaleswith high accuracy.Thiswillallow

to constructm any consistency checksofourcosm ologicalm odel,and in par-

ticularofG R.A m ulti-probe approach willallow to have a better controlof

system aticswhich a�ecteach probe.

Today,data shows no deviation from the �CDM m odel,and thus from

G R on large scales.O n galactic scales,the debate between dark m atterand

M O ND-inspired m odelsisyetunsettled even though theneed ofm assiveneu-

trinos to reconcile M O ND with cluster data seem to disfavorthis latter ap-

proach.Besides,allanalysison cosm ologicalstillassum etheexistenceofdark

m atter.

It is im portant to keep in m ind that these are not the only tests ofthe

deviation from the standard �CDM thatcan be perform ed.Letusm ention

{ Testofthe weak equivalence principle.They can be perform ed on a large

band ofredshifts,up to BBN tim e,by constraining the tim e variation of

fundam entalconstants[6].

{ Test ofthe distance duality relation.In standard cosm ology the angular

and lum inosity distancesare related by D L = (1+ z)2D A (z).Thisequa-

tion holds in any m etric theory ofgravity if the num ber of photons is

conserved.By testing it[128],onecan check thevalidity ofM axwelltheory

and constrain m odelssuch a photon-axion oscillation.

{ Testofthe Copernican principle.Allthe equationsand solutionswe have

used,assum ed the existence ofa hom ogeneousand isotropic background

spacetim e.Itisonly an assum ption based on theCopernican principleand

recently m any proposalsto testitappearin the literature[129,130,131].

{ Propagation ofgravity waves.In bi-m etrictheoriesofgravity,gravitywaves

and photonsm ay notnecessary follow thegeodesicsofthesam em etricso

that there can exist a tim e delay between them [132].Confronting their

arrivaltim es (aswellasthose ofneutrinos,ifm assive)allowsto setcon-

straintson bim etric theoriesofgravity.Ifgravity propagatesslowerthan

lightthen som etightconstraintcanarisefrom theenergylossofcosm icrays

by gravitational�Cerenkovradiation [133]leadingtocG W =c� 1< 2� 10� 19.

These tests willenable to check the robustness ofthe hypothesis on which

ourcosm ologicalm odelrests.Itwilleithercon�rm the need forthe existence

ofdark m atter and dark energy (thus extending drastically the dom ain of
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validity ofG R)oro�ernew theoreticalconstructionsto explain the latetim e

acceleration ofthe cosm icexpansion.
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