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Abstract

It has been demonstrated that the difference between the Renormalised Brane World (RBW) model and the Lambda

Cold Dark Matter (ACDM) model occurs only at sufficiently distant times. In this paper, it is shown that for spherically
symmetric situations an analog deviation between the RBW model and Newton’s theory occurs at large distances. More
precisely, this deviation of the RBW model is nothing other than the explanation of Milgrom’s hypothesis and follows
from itself. Therefore, the results of this paper explains flat rotation curves of galaxies without dark matter.

1. Introduction
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Numerous astronomical data and the application of
Newton’s theory of gravity indicate the existence of mass
(O _discrepancies in the universe. The almost constant rota-

tional speeds of stars at large distances from the galaxy

centre can only be explained by Newton’s theory of grav-
)ity with the presence of additional matter (dark matter).
j Alternatively, these observations could be explained by a
O breakdown of Newton’s theory on galactic scales.
A phenomenological explanation called Modified New-
> tonian Dynamics (MOND), which is still very successful
today, was given by [I]. However, a critical outstanding
L issue is the development of an acceptable relativistic par-
ent theory for MOND (cf. the discussions in [2]).
Attempts to connect MOND to static 3+1 brane worlds
LO were done in [3] and [4]. Here, the 34 1 coordinate for the
LO rane description and the volume of the brane were iden-
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tified with the non-relativistic gravitational potential and

the action of the potential, respectively. The extremisa-

O_ tion of this action satisfies the non-linear generalisation of

< the Laplace equation. With the addition of non-relativistic

© matter actions, the MOND behavior can be reproduced.
The extension to relativistic effests is still an open issue.

Moreover, 4 + 1 brane models have been intensively

> studied for more than two decades. The weak gravita-

>< tional field in the Randall-Sundrum brane world has been

well understood (see [5] for an overview) and yields the

R ordinary Newton potential for a small curvature radius of

the Anti de Sitter (AdS) space-time. However, the energy-

momentum tensor of the Randall-Sundrum model, which

is defined by the extrinsic curvature (compare e.g. [6]),

diverges if the brane is moved to the conformal bound-

ary (see [7]). In contrast, the RBW model is based on a
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renormalised variational principle and identifies the renor-
malised and therefore finite energy-momentum tensor on
the brane with the variation of the matter action (cf. [§]).
In that work two things have been shown: First, a five di-
mensional AdS space-time follows from the renormalised
variational principle and second, the RBW model agrees
with the exception of the first epoch to an effective ACDM
model. This agreement can only be achieved if the four di-
mensional brane of our universe is near the boundary of
the AdS space-time.

The novelty of this work is to demonstrate that the
identification of the renormalised energy-momentum ten-
sor with the variation of the matter action provides a nat-
ural explanation for dark matter and can be formulated
with the MOND model.

In the recent paper [9], a relativistic gravitational the-
ory was proposed which includes the MOND hypothe-
sis and agrees with the observed cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB). While [9] adds new fields resp. new sub-
stances to the action, the RBW model doesn’t use any
additional fields. Moreover, [9] examines the fluctuations
around the cosmological background metric, it does not
investigate the higher order terms a™°,s > 3 of the scale
factor @ in the modified Friedmann equations. In particu-
lar, the dynamics in the early universe can cause deviations
from the ACDM model. On the other hand, the study of
the linear fluctuations of the RBW model is still open.

The remainder of the paper is organised as follows. In
section 2 we investigate the RBW model for static spher-
ically symmetric branes. The next section discusses the
non-relativistic limit and the connections to the MOND
hypothesis. Finally, section 4 is devoted to concluding re-
marks. The general formalism of a 4 + 1 decomposition
of a five-dimensional bulk space-time can be found in the
appendix.



2. Static spherically symmetric branes

Let G be the metric of the bulk space-time M = M, x
(Ybr, 00) with a boundary OM = Mg X {yp, }. Using Gaus-
sian normal coordinates any asymptotically AdS metric
can be written in the form

ds? = Gp dz?da® = Vv (T, y) detdx” + dy?,

where the capital Latin letters are used for bulk indices
and the Greek alphabet for d space-time indices. The bulk
space-time can be seen as a family of foliated timelike hy-
persurfaces which are labeled by their coordinate y. In this
paper five-dimensional metrics of the form

d82 - _n(ra y)dtz + a(ra y)d?"2 + b2 (7“, y)dQ2 + dyQ’ (1)

where the line element of the 2-sphere is given by dQ? =
df? + sin?(0)d¢?, are considered.
According to [10] the following tensor

s 2

T;w = (K,uu - K'Y/M/) ) K= Kuﬂ’“/a (2)

K
can be introduced as a surface energy-momentum tensor,
where k2 = 87G5 and K, denotes the extrinsic curvature
tensor (see the definition (A4.2) in the Appendix). More-
over, the intrinsic curvature of v,, is described by the
Riemann tensor

R,  =—(0.I,,"+ FMQFW'Y —pv),

nyo

and R, = R, ° R:Rﬁ.

pov )

On the boundary hypersurface y,, the following Ein-
stein equations are satisfied (cf. equations (A4.14) and
(A.17)) of the Appendix)

1
Ruu - A5’Y,LLV = a4-[(#1/ + §7pya4K
1
+ KKy = 2K Koy + 570 Kap K (3)
= A/,LV,

and, if the Bach tensor of the conformal boundary metric
is small or vanishing,

1
R;w - A5’Y,LLV = /@21 (T;w - ’Y;wT>

2
fi(m 1 (4)
-+ ? Tuu — i’yﬂyT
= B,
where A5 = — 2, k3 = 2xZ/l and 9, is the differentiation

w.r.t. y. Here, | denotes the length scale of the AdS space-
time and 7),,, is the renormalised energy-momentum tensor
for space-time and matter (cf. the notations of equation

(A.12)) in the Appendix).

Remark 1. If the Bach tensor is not small, then one
can arque with the asymptotic expansion near the confor-
mal boundary: The closer the brane model is to the con-
formal boundary, the larger E,, — l%%w 18 compared to
4r3 log (r3,) hiayu (cf- ) Moreover, the closer the
brane model is to the conformal boundary, the more sim-
ilar the brane model and the standard model of cosmology
are (cf. [§]). Therefore, one can neglect h),, which is
proportional to the Bach tensor of g(o)-

From the equation A,, = B,, at y = yp. and the
identity (A.4)), equations for p and p can be obtained by

considering

A A A B B B
fﬂ+i+£7f&+i+£7
2%0 2711 Y22 2700 2711 7Ye2
Aoo = Boo,
which is equivalent to the Ricatti differential equations
K2 2 4
=252 _Z25_2
4 3 P lp lpa
S KE 2 4
0 (3p+p) = = (3p+p)° — T@p+p) — 7 Bp+p).

(5)

Since it is widely believed that the theory of quantum grav-
ity would have a minimal length scale, the effects of brane
thickness should be included. To analyse these equations,
it is assumed that a homogeneous brane is localised be-
tween y = —yo/2 and y = yo/2 (see e.g. [11]). Conse-
quently, this density profile specifies d4p = 0 inside the
brane. Therefore, the well-known transformation of the
Ricatti differential equations to a second order linear equa-
tion yields

~ 6 6121>\1 + CQZQ)\Q

p= Ik3  c121 + 229

where \j o = —1/1 £ +/1/1? + 2k3p/3, 212 = exp(A1.2Ybr)
and c; 2 are arbitrary constants. The solution

- - 12 d121>\1 —+ d222>\2
W+p=rg——FF—
ll£4 di1z1 + dazo

of the second Ricatti equation follows in an analog manner
and introduces the additional constants d; and ds.

Consequently, equation can be written without p
and p. The analysis of this equation in the non-relativistic
case is the aim of the next section.

Before that, the setting yn, = 0 is taken for the rest of
this work because the agreement between the RBW model
and the ACDM model was shown for branes at y,, = 0,
(cf. [8]). In order to ensure a static spherically symmetric
space-time in that case, the constraint

2

B (r,y) = W( v), (6)

is considered in the following. Now, equation leads to

Ry Ru R
Roo | B | Ra

22 4 >
o % + 2 8TGyp + 4G yp,



and therefore

r\’ K2 .
(a) =1—Asr® — r2pr? — ?4/)7”2. (7)
The integration of leads to

As 5 2G4M  GuM

?T r r (8)

al=1-

where M (r) = 4r [ p(€)€2 d€ and M (r) = 4r [ p(€)&2 d€.
Reinserting equation in gives

n' G4M
o v 2 (9)
where
9 = 1- 36{‘\45M7’3+%+4ﬁﬁp7’3+2ﬁﬂf’7‘3 10
N 1— As,2 _ 2GsM _ GuM (10)

3 T I

Using the setting ®(r) = In(n(r))/2, equation (9) leads
to the non-linear generalisation of the Newtonian Poisson
equation

1 1d (r*d

3. Non-relativistic gravity on the brane

In the non-relativistic case and for sufficient small val-
ues of I, the assumptions p < p < k; 2172 = r;2|A5|/6
and G4 M /r < 1 are valid.

Remark 2. The RBW model approximates the ACDM
model with a small effective cosmological constant which
can be inferred by cosmological observations. The 5 di-
mensional cosmological constant As does not provide an
additive contribution within the effective cosmological con-
stant because the modified Friedmann equation of the RBW
model contains the A5 dependencies essentially in different
denominator terms. In [§] it has been demonstrated, that
the greater A5, the better the approximation of the ACDM
model will be. Therefore, the assumption p < Ky >|As|/6
can easily be fulfilled.

Consequently, it follows
12 1
Pril+ 2’
24 1
12631+ %7
2r3 1
G421+ =

A~
X

3p +

Yl
Q

M

Q

Then, equation @D, the definition of ® and the setting
e1=1-—1/(1+ £) leads to the line element

ds? = —e**dt? +

[ 2Gair 51"261 dr? —l—?"deQ7 (13)
3

r

of the brane. Moreover, from the equations @, (10) and
(12) it follows that
1— A5 3y
1 3GaM E
q) = 1 _ %7‘261 N> (14)

where e = 1 —1/(1 + i—f) and &y = —G4M/r denotes
Newton’s potential. Notice, that the characteristic MOND-
scale ag doesn’t appear in equation . It is just another
name for the second degree of freedom of , which goes
back to the solution of the Ricatti equation .

Using the notations a = —®', ay = —P’y, ap = 1.2 -

1071052, ky = 2G4 Me1 /(12ag) and ky = 2v/GalMes/(12a3'?),

it follows that

1+ koy=3/2
v(y) =9(r) = lﬂjﬁ

(15)
The constants e; and e encode boundary conditions from
the galaxies to be considered and can be used for the in-
dividual fitting of the rotation curve data. The quality
of this BRAND (Brane Newtonian Dynamics) approach is
independent of the concrete value of [ or As, since it can
be compensated with e; and e;. Equation allows the
investigation of two regimes:

v(y) — 1 fory > 1,
(16)

k
v(y) — k—2y71/2 for y <« 1,

1
where the first regime specifies the usual Newtonian Dy-
namics and the second regime describes the modified New-
tonian Dynamics.

If the mass can be approximated in the second regime
where G4M (r)/ag < r? with the total mass of the galaxy
M(r) = My = lim,_,oc M(r), one can ask for the agree-
ment with the well known MOND hypothesis. That is to
say that the velocity of an object around a mass M is
in the Newtonain limit v = /G4 M /r and in the modified
Newtonian regime v = v/agG4M. According to [12], this is
the case when ks /k; = 1. Then, a short calculation yields
the equivalent relationship

€y =/ a0G4MOO€1.

Notice that this relationship between k; and ko is not a
necessary requirement of the method. The success of the
MOND model suggests that this choice can often be ob-
served for spherically symmetric galaxies with an isolated
mass.

Moreover, for e; > 0 the total mass approximation
and the integration of equation leads to the non-
relativistic potential

o CGaMs

€92 log(l — A561T2/3)
+
261

,
— v/ —Ase1/3G4 M arctan(+/—Asey /3r)



of the RBW model. The case e; < 0 gives a log-term with
a negative argument and is therefore not physical.

In more general cases, when there is no isolated mass
with a natural asymptotic mass definition M., the ex-
plicit mass distribution M can be used and the constants
e1 and ey can be determined by rotation curves of galaxies.
In these situations, the function v from does not pro-
vide a universal decription such as MOND. Future research
must show whether nature allows a universal description
at this point.

Remark 3. This section ensures that the dynamics of
the RBW model reproduce the correct amount of ,,missing
mass“. It would be very interesting if the correct magni-
tude of ,missing mass“ is also considered from the grav-
itational lensing point of view. In order to ensure that
the RBW model explains the observations of intergalac-
tic lensing without dark matter, it is required that ¥ ~ —p
(cf. [12]), where @ and ¢ are the potentials of the isotropic
metric

ds? = —e2Pdt? + ¥ (dp® + p*dQ?) . (17)

To adopt this metric, the transformation from to
leads to the identities

1

dr? = 2¥(0) g2
1—s(r) ree re

r= ed’(p)p, (18)

where the setting s(r) = 2G4 My /7 + Asr?e1/3 is used.
Dividing both equations and satisfying p — oo for r — oo,

it follows that
1 dr _dp

1—s(r)r ra
Unfortunately, the integration of the last equation is diffi-
cult. Even an approzimate analysis with |s(r)| < 1 is not
possible in the ,deep MOND* regime, since

A
—?57’261 =kiy t>1 fory< 1.

To understand gravitational lensing phenomena further re-
search is needed for the RBW model.

4. Concluding remarks

In this paper, it has been demonstrated that the RBW
model reproduce the correct amount of ,missing mass*
and satisfies Milgrom’s law in special cases. Together with
the previous paper [§], it is shown that the RBW model
is the first approach that includes the MOND hypothesis
and the ACDM model without the cosmological constant
problem.

To ensure that the RBW model is as successful as Mil-
grom’s theory, further research should extend the RBW
model to asymmetric situations.

The “missing matter” explanation of the RBW model
requires an inhomogeneous metric. Therefore, it is not

surprising that the RBW model with the homogeneous
metric of Robertson and Walker contains no explanation
of the cosmological “missing matter“ (see [8]). However,
there is a reasonable hope that further investigations of
the RBW model with a suitable inhomogeneous metric
can explain the cosmological ” missing matter “.

Appendix A. Equations on the brane

In this section we review the basic aspects of timelike
hypersurfaces. Following the notation of [I3], we introduce
a (4 4 1) decomposition of a five dimensional bulk space-
time in the spirit of Arnowitt, Deser and Misner (ADM)
[T4]. Let X* be the coordinates of the metric G 45, A, B =
0,1,...,4 and y = y(X4) a scalar function such that
y = const describes a family of non-intersecting (3 + 1)-
dimensional hypersurfaces ¥(y). The boundary which is
denoted by ¥p = X(ypr)-

The normal vector field na of the hypersurface with
nan® = 1 can be introduced by ng = NOay, where N =
|GABOAydyy|~'/? is the lapse function.

The coordinates X4 = X4(z#,y), ;= 0,--- ,3 can be
parameterised in terms of the intrinsic hypersurface z# =
(t,z%), i =1,---,3 and the fifth coordinate y. The change
of X4 with respect to this parametrisation is given by

dXA = yidy + efdx”,

where
y? = Nn? + N“eﬁ‘

is the evolution vector into the fifth dimension and N* is
the shift vector. Then, the local frame is given by

Figure A.1: Foliation of the 4 + 1 dimensional space-time into hy-
persurfaces at constant y.

oA — x4 — 64 A=
2 Oxh wo dy Y-




Now, the metric on the hypersurface has the form

A B
YaB = GAB —NANB, Y = YABE, €, -

The ADM-like decomposition can be introduced by
(A1)

By computing the metric determinant and the inverse met-
ric, it follows that /—G = N/—v and

cAB _ (7 FNENY/NZ O —NEINE
—Nv/N? 1/N2

With these notations at hand, the unit normal vector n 4
is given by

Neo1\ T
nA:(O,O,O,O,N)T,nA:( ) .

NN

Moreover, the extrinsic curvature is defined by

K, = %(L'RGAB)e;‘ef = %(84'%” -~ VN, —V,N,),

(A.2)
where L£,, is the Lie derivative of the unit normal vector
n4 and V,, denotes the covariant derivative operator w.r.t.
the metric ,,,. Notice that the surface energy-momentum
tensor Tuu provides also a representation for the extrinsic
curvature

Ky

2 N 1 ~
K’uy = 7? <7—‘l“, - S’Y/LVT) . (A3)

Now, the usual definition of the energy-momentum tensor

ub = ((—%0)—1/2,070,0) ,

T/u/ = (p~ +ﬁ)uuuu +ﬁ’Y},Ll/7

yields

2 ~
KE (P R
K,, = —?5 (371“, +(p+0p) uuu,,> . (A4)
According to [13], the five dimensional Ricci tensor and
Ricci scalar can be split into intrinsic and extrinsic surface
terms

1
O R =Ry — = {04 — Ln) K, + V
ny v N {( 4 N) N2 + uvu} (A5)
+2K3KW -KK,,, K=+"K,,,
and

2
C)R=R— & (0K — Ly +0N) = K K" — K2, (A.6)

where U = V,V# and Ly is the Lie derivative w.r.t. the
shift vector N*.

Solving the five dimensional Einstein equation in a vac-
uum region

Glrap =0, in M,

where
1
®rap = Rap — §GAB(5)R + AsG aB,

leads to an asymptotic AdS space-time with A5 = —6/1>
and ®)R = —20/I2. In order to obtain an asymptotic ex-
pansion of G4p near the conformal boundary, the coordi-
nates of Fefferman-Graham

l2
ds® = - (9 (2, 7) datda” + dr2) . or=1eYl (AT)
r
with the associated expansion
z,7) = g0y (®) + 1°9(2) + g0 (z
9(@,7) = g(0)(x) + r°g(2) + 77 g(4)(2) (A8)

+rt log(rz)h(4) (z) + (’)(7"6)

are used. Notice that the metric of the boundary g is
only defined up to a conformal transformation.

With the help of this asymptotic expansion (cf. [15])
one can isolate a finite number of terms that diverge on
the conformal boundary. The subtraction of these coun-
terterms is called renormalisation and can be written as

S = Ser + St
where
Sy = oo (R - 285) V=G dx
2:‘{5 M (A 9)
1 .
) K\/j’yd4l’7
K5 Jom

is the usual Einstein-Hilbert action including the Gibbons-
Hawking boundary term and

l 6 R
_ — 4+ ) =gt
2“E2>/8M<l2+2> e
1
/ a(4)r,43r log (rﬁr) V=" d4:1:,
oM

B 21/{%

Sct =

is the counterterm which cancels the divergent terms in
Sgr. The logarithmic term originates from the integration
of the bulk integral fM co-d®in Sgr and leads to the coef-
ficient

1 /4 2 1 2
ag) = 5t (9(0)9(2)> ot [9(0)9@)} :

Notice, that the last term of S.; makes explicit reference
to the cut-off r,, = le¥»/!. Due to the expansion ,
the cut-off should be close to the conformal boundary at
r=0.

The finiteness of §.5 defines a valid variational principle

1

69 = —= / T 69" /= d*z, (A.10)
2 oM

where

2 0Sn,

TJ.I/ = T T =
! N o e



and

Sm = / Lmatter V=7 d4.’IJ
oM

are the matter terms with the Lagrangian density Luyatter-
Now, standard calculations of equation (4.10) gives the

equivalent formulation

1
P / Ol apdGAPV -G d°x
5 1M (A.11)
+ - / T 0y /=y d*z = 0.
2r5 Jom
Here, the following notations have been adopted
Ty = ) E. — ﬁ'ﬁw — 4rp, log (rbr) h(4);w
Ty
- (Pl g, (A12)
1
Euw = R/w[”)/] - §R[’Y]’Y/w-

If one applies dynamical metrices 6+, # 0, equation (A.11)
is satisfied by

Olrap =0, in M,
Ty =0, in OM.

Using the equations (A.5)) and (A.6), the first equation
of (A.13) can be written as

(A.13)

1
E,uu + AS'YMV + N (’Y/AVD - vuvu) N

:% {(84 - [/N) (KMV - ’Y/,LVK)} (A14)

1
+3K K — 2K Koy — 3V (K2 + Ko K*P).

Moreover, to fulfil the five dimensional Einstein equation,
the following constraints has to be satisfied

1
-5 (R— K+ KopK*?) + A5 =0,
VKl -V, K =0,

(A.15)

whereas the second equation implies the covariant conser-
vation of T},

V¥, = 0. (A.16)

Now, it is supposed that the boundary metric g has
a vanishing Bach tensor. Then, using the property that
the Bach tensor is proportional to h(4),, (see [16]), the
following Einstein equation

1~
Ep.l/ + A5'7,u1/ = /@21 (Tp.l/ + 2Tpu> y /@21 = 7

is equivalent to the second equation of (A.13).

Suppose from now on that the shift vector N, vanishes.

Applying the definition (A.2) and the identity (A.4]), the

following constraints follows for 7,j = 1,2, 3.

2
3

)

W™

d1Invp0 = Nk2 ( /3+15> , Oslnvy;; = —Nk?

where the last equation implies the metric constraints (cf.
also the constraint (])

Yoz (2, y) = Co(a)y11 (2", y),

Y33(2t,y) = Cs(a" )y (2", y). (A.18)
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