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ABSTRACT

MOG as a modified gravity theory is designed to be replaced with dark matter. In this theory, in addition to the
metric tensor, a massive vector is a gravity field where each particle has a charge proportional to the inertial mass and
couples to the vector field through the four-velocity of a particle. In this work, we present the Hamiltonian formalism
for the dynamics of particles in this theory. The advantage of Hamiltonian formalism is a better understanding and
analyzing the dynamics of massive and massless particles. The massive particles deviate from the geodesics of space-
time and photons follow the geodesics. We also study the dynamics of particles in the Newtonian and post-Newtonian
regimes for observational purposes. An important result of Hamiltonian formalism is that while lensing on large
scales is compatible with the observations, however the deflection angle from stellar size lensing is larger than General
Relativity. This result can rule out this theory unless we introduce a screening mechanism to change the effective

gravitational constant near compact objects like stars.

1 INTRODUCTION

The dynamics of galaxies and large-scale structures of the
Universe show that a significant amount of matter in the
Universe is dark (Bertone et al. 2005). The observational
evidence for the existence of dark matter started with
the measurement of the rotation curve of spiral galaxies
(Rubin & Ford 1970). We have a list of candidates for the
dark matter, however, observations in recent years ruled out
some of these candidates. For instance, the microlensing ob-
servations in the direction of Large and Small Magellanic
clouds ruled out the Massive Astrophysical Compact Halo
Objects (MACHOs) as the dark matter candidates (Milsztajn
2002; Tisserand et al. 2007; Wyrzykowski et al. 2011).

There are also experiments for the detection of non-
baryonic candidates for the dark matter as axions, sterile neu-
trinos, weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) and su-
persymmetric particles (Overduin & Wesson 2004) where un-
til now no evidence for the dark matter particles is reported.
The other candidate of dark matter is the Primordial Black
Holes (PBHs) which could be formed in the early universe
as a result of quantum fluctuations (Zel’dovich & Novikov
1966; Hawking 1971). Various observations exclude them as
the dark matter candidate except for the two narrow windows
of lunar mass and tens of solar masses (Carr & Kiihnel 2020).
On the other hand, the PBHs might be the sources of large
mass black holes (m > 50m) where in the gravitational wave
events they have been detected by LIGO (Khalouei et al.
2021). Also, the lunar mass black holes may collide with the
earth, however considering hundred percent of the halo is
made of PBHs, their collision rate is one per billion year and
has a weak signature on the earth (Rahvar 2021). So the
PBHs could be a possible candidate for dark matter.

In recent years, the lack of detection of dark matter candi-
dates motivated the study of modification to the gravity law
such as MOND (Milgrom 1983; Skordis & Zlo$nik 2021). One
of the modified theory models is so-called MOdified Gravity
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(MOG) (Moffat 2006) where in addition to metric as a gravity
field there is also a vector and scalar sectors to the gravity. In
this theory, each object in addition to the gravitational mass
has a gravitational charge, proportional to the inertial mass
that couples with a massive vector field. The result is that
for the long distances from a point-like source of gravity the
massive vector field fade and we recover the Einstein general
relativity. In this case, the gravitational constant (i.e. G) is
tuned to be large at large scales to compensate for the dark
matter and on the small scales the repulsive vector field weak-
ens the gravitational strength and we will have an effective
gravity with a smaller gravitational constant of G .

The observational tests of this theory in the weak field ap-
proximation for the dynamics of galaxies (Moffat & Rahvar
2013) and the cluster of galaxies (Moffat & Rahvar 2014)
have been investigated. The comparison of data from observa-
tion with the prediction of MOG shows that the dynamics of
these structures can be interpreted without the need for dark
matter even in the cosmological scales (Davari & Rahvar
2020, 2021). One of the challenging problems to test the
modified gravity models is the gravitational lensing from
the large-scale structures. Since the mass of photons is zero,
on the other hand, massive particles follow the modified
geodesic world lines, it is confusing how to deal photons cou-
ples with the vector field. The wave optics approach of elec-
tromagnetic propagation has been used to study this prob-
lem (Rahvar & Moffat 2019). The observational comparison
of the gravitational lensing on the large scales confirms that
strong lensing by galaxies can be interpreted without the need
for the dark matter (Moffat et al. 2018).

In this work, we introduce the Hamiltonian formalism for
the dynamic of massive and massless particles in MOG. This
approach resolves the ambiguity in the dynamics of particles,
especially for the massless particles. We show that, unlike the
massive particles, massless particles follow a different world
line in this theory. In Section (2) we provide the action for
this theory and the dynamics of particles in the Hamiltonian
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formalism. In Section (3) we introduce the field equation in
MOG. In Section (4) we derive the equation of motion of
particles in the weak field approximation and emphasis the
gravitational lensing for the massless particles. In Section (5),
we extend our calculation to the post-Newtonian limit and
consider the perihelion precession of Mercury in MOG. Sec-
tion (6) provides the conclusion.

2 FIELD EQUATION

In the simplified form of MOG theory, the gravity is given
by the metric g, and a vector field of ¢, where the overall
action for the field equation can be written as (Moffat 2006)

S=8y+ 854+ Swu, (1)

where the action associate to the metric is
4

5= s / (R + 20)y/=gd"a, @)

and the action associated to the vector field is

1
4

+ wwmﬂyﬁﬁfxf/L@hﬁzfm (3)

1 1
Sy = W[* ZBWBW + 5/12(15#(1’”

where we adapt (—,+,+,+) signature for the metric, w is
coupling constant, B, = Ou¢, — Ov¢, is Faraday tensor,
JH' = kpu! and J,¢" is the interaction term and Sas is the
matter action. The field equations are obtained by varying
the action with respect to the metric and vector fields.

On the other hand, for a test mass particle interacting with
the metric and vector part of gravity the action is given by

S = —ch/dT—&— qsw/qﬁudm”. (4)

The main assumption of this theory is that the charge of
particle in the second term is proportional to the inertial
mass of particle, i.e. gs = km. We write this action in terms
of coordinate time in curved space as follows

o 2 1 d.’E dl’ 1/2
S =—mc /( X e dt) dt + mkw ¢>u dt

The Lagrangian corresponding to this action is

()

2+ mrw(¢id’ + oc),

(6)
where the latin indices corresponds to the spatial part of met-
ric. The canonical momentum of particles from the definition
of p; = ? obtain as

L= —mc(—giji’ii’j — 290icm'i — 02900)1

me(giza’ + goic)
791,],1'.1'1'.]' — QQOiCi'i — 02900)1/2

pi = 0 + mrwe;.  (7)
According to the definition of Hamiltonian as H = p;@* — L,
the Hamiltonian of a particle is given by

gooc + goid*

H = —mc — —
(—gij&id? — 2goict’ — c2goo)t/?

— mekweoo. (8)
We simplify this equation to write the Hamiltonian in a spe-
cific coordinate by setting go; = 0, then we can write the

Hamiltonian as conventional form in terms of coordinate and
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momentum. Substituting equation (7) in (8), the Hamilto-
nian simplifies to

= vV—gooE — mcrwao, 9)

where
E= c\/(mc)2 + pipt + (kwm)2¢ip* — 2kwmpip*.  (10)
In what follows we obtain the dynamics of massive and mass-
less particles in a generic space time From the Hamilton
oH the dynamics of a test

equations py = - and #* =

particle obtain as

3177

pr = —E/—g00)k —V—900E r +merweo (11)
1 )
it = E(PjCQ — kwmc’e;)g’". (12)
where

c (1 ij i ij ij
Ex=1% (517%9 Tk + (hwm)?id’ 1k — kwmpi(dsrg” + big ],k))

(13)
In the next section we introduce the field equations, then
apply them to the Hamiltonian equations to obtain the dy-
namics of the particles.

3 SOLUTION OF FIELD EQUATIONS

In this section, we review the field equations in MOG. Varying
action in equation (1) with respect to the metric results in

G

Gw = — (T + 1), (14)

where G = Ry — %ng is the Einstein tensor and energy
momentum tensor is defined by

2 9l(Lu +Lo)V=g]

TMM) 4 plé) 1
v + pnv H 69”” ( 5)
where the energy momentum tensor of vector field is
w o 1 “
bef) = E(B/L BWX‘ZQWB BB@B) (d’ud’u guv¢a¢ )
(16)

The first and second terms of the energy-momentum tensor
are in the order of ~ (9¢)? and ~ p?¢*. For the weak field ap-
proximation, the vector field and Newtonian gravitational po-
tential are proportional as |¢| oc ®x/v/G. So ~ (d¢)* would
be in the order of energy density of gravitational potential or
~ pv? (Moffat & Rahvar 2013). We can ignore this term com-
pared to the matter rest mass energy density (i.e. T° = pc?).

So in the right hand side of modified grav1t%/ equation we
ignore the energy momentum of vector field, 7}, compare to
the energy momentum of matter T‘Ey)

Now, we vary the action in equation (3) with respect to
¢”. The result is

ot — it =~ (17)
w
In this work we study the static gravitational field where the
time derivation of ¢” is zero. In cosmology where the all the
fields are changing by time this argument is not valid and due
to isotropy of the Universe, the spatial derivatives are zero.
For static metric equation (17) simplifies to

i e iy -t == )

Now we discuss the solutions of equations (14) and (18)
around the flat space.
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4 DYNAMICS IN THE WEAK FIELD
APPROXIMATION

Let us assume the metric of weak field approximation up to
the order of g, ~ (v/c)? as

2(1))0 dt* + (1 -

ds® = —(1+ ?)&jd:vidxj. (19)
Here, the 2®/c? term is a perturbation around the flat space-
time. Also, we assume ¢, as the vector sector of the gravity
is also a perturbation around the flat space. In order to keep
only the first order perturbations we ignore the higher order
terms contains g2, g¢ and ¢? in our calculations. Then the
modified Einstein equation simplifies to the Poisson equation
as

V2® = 4rGp (20)
and equation (18) simplifies to

v v 47r v
V2¢Y — pPe” = - (21)

The solution of this differential equation is

1 e*#\x*x'\
M) == [ ———J"(x")d’’ 22
v =1 [ e )
where for a distribution of matter we have non-zero source of
current as J° = kpc and J* = kpu'.

4.1 Equation of motion for massive particles

We substitute the metric components in the Hamiltonian
equation of (11), the result is

pr = m(—% + Rt gd’; 5 + g¢2). (23)
Here we assume that particles are moving with non-
relativistic velocity (e.g v/c < 1). On the other hand the
velocity of a particle from the Hamilton equation is

C= 0 ), (24)

substituting the derivative of equation (24) in (23), we ob-
tain the dynamics of a test mass particle in the Newtonian
approximation as follows:

aak (® + rwee’) — Hw% + kwli x (V x @)k, (25)
where we replace ¢o with the contravariant vector of ¢°
the first term. We can define the effective potential of ¢ess; =
® + kweg? which is also derived in Moffat & Rahvar (2013).

In the Hamiltonian approach, we derived the additional
magneto-gravity terms in MOG. Let us define —kw0ipr as
the ” Emog term” where it is similar to an induced electric
field due to time variation of the magnetic field. The third
term on the right-hand side of this equation, kw@ x (V X @)
is similar to the Lorentz-force due to a magnetic term. Let
us recall this term also ” Bmog term”.

We note that in equation (25) , we recover the Newtonian
equation of £ = —V®y plus the term of V¢° where the
later term plays the role of dark matter in the large scale
structures. These two terms are in the order of v?/r. On the
other hand, the EMog and BMog terms are in the order of
(%) which is in the post-Newtonian correction terms. We
will discuss the contribution of these terms to the dynamics

Tp = —

of a test particle around small structures such as stars and
large structures such as galaxies.

4.1.1 The case for spherical symmetry

Let us assume a point mass object like a star as the source of
gravity. From the Poisson equation (20) and equation (21),
in the Newtonian regime the potentials are

B(r) = _Gi”, (26)
#r) = HeMeT (21)

where M is the mass of central star and r is the distance
from the star. The poisson term is an attractive force while
the second term produces a repulsive force. For a star with
relative velocity to the coordinate system we may also con-
sider the magnetic component ¢‘. For the case of J* = 0
in equation (21), for the spherically symmetry we have the
following solution of

1 cge™#"

()=

w ”

ér, (28)

where g is a charge for the magnetic monopole and we can
take it to be proportional to the inertial mass as g = kM. The
solution for the dynamics of a point mass particle in equation
(25) up to (v/c)? terms and ignoring the post-Newtonian or-
ders results in an attractive force as 1/r? and a Yukawa type
repulsive force. The repulsive force at large distances fades
to zero and at the distance of r < u~' weakens the effective
gravity. Now we substitute the potentials in the equation of
motion of a test particle in equation (25),

2 2
= _GM (1 - %67HT(1 + /n’)) . (29)

r

In equation (29) at the large distances the exponential
terms goes to zero and dynamics of a test particle converge

to @' = —GM/r. On the other hand, for the closer dis-
tances r < p !, the dynamics of a test particle is given
by &' = —(G — k*c*)M /r. Since for the closer dlstance we

should recover the Newtonian gravity then Gy = G — k2c?.
This means that the gravitational constant of theory (e.g.
G) is larger than Gn (defined at the smaller scales). Us-
ing the convention of k?c?> = aGy, we can rewrite G as
G = Gn(1+4«) where the best fit to the spiral galaxies results
in o = 8.89£0.34 (Moffat & Rahvar 2013). For the extended
spherical structure as an elliptical galaxy we can obtain the
effective potential of this structure as

<Z>eff=—GN/ |;(iv)

4.2 Equation of motion of massless particles

a— ae_“m_x,‘)dgm/ (30)

For the dynamics of massless particles as photons and neu-
trinos we start with the Hamiltonian in equation (9) and let
m =0,

=V =goo(pip;g" )'>. (31)

From the Hamiltonian equations in (11) and (12), the time

derivation of momentum and position obtain as

R T N T

7] oo o (32
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i = %gjk\/—gooc. (33)

The main difference between the massive and massless par-
ticles is that the unlike to the massive particles that interact
with ¢, field and deviate from the geodesics of the space-
time, massless particles decouple from the vector field and
follows the geodesics of metric. We substitute the weak field
approximation of metric from equation (19) in equations (32)
and (33) which results in the equation of motion of

Pk 2 0P

W = oo (34)

K K ¢
¥ = a1+ C—Q)C, (35)

where 7% = p¥/|p| is the unit vector along the light ray.
Equation (34) represents the deflection of light while pass-
ing close to a gravitational potential. The change in the trans-
verse component of the momentum of photon to the initial
momentum represents the deflection angle of light where in-
tegrating along a light ray passing close to a mass with the

impact factor of b results in the deflection angle of § = 4%6) .
For a single lens the deflection angle would be
AGNM(1+ «
onmog = % (36)

If we compare this deflection angle with the deflection angle
from the Einstein gravity (i.e. agr), we have enhancement in
the deflection angle with the amount of dpoc = (1 + a)dgr-
We note that this result is independent of the mass of the lens
and impact factor of the light. One of the solutions to solve
this problem might be the screening mechanism where close
to the compact object the effective G becomes smaller. The
screening mechanism is practical for the scalar fields (Khoury
2010) and one may take G as in the Brans-Dick theory to hide
the enhancement of G in the solar system scales.

For a spherical symmetry-static space-time, taking into G
as the scalar field in this theory, the solution of the field equa-
tion results in a distance dependent value for the o parameter
as (Moffat & Toth 2009)

M G

(VA 167 Gn

where £2 > M. So for the stellar mass object the a param-
eter would be zero and we recover the gravitational lensing
as in General Relativity.

-1), (37)

5 MOG DYNAMICS IN POST-NEWTONIAN
APPROXIMATION

In this section we extend the approximation for the dynamics
of particles (e.g v/c) in MOG to the higher orders and inves-
tigate the observational effects in the astronomical systems.

In the standard formalism of general relativity, one of the
methods to investigate the relativistic effects in the slow-
moving objects as the planets in the solar system is the post-
Newtonian approximation (Weinberg 1972). In the Newto-
nian approximation of GR the equation of motion is given by
vl = %CQ(?ihoo where the perturbation of metric is in the or-
der of ¢/c* or (v/c)?. According to the convention, we call the
perturbation of the metric by gffl\,]) where N represents its or-
der of magnitude in (v/c)". So the Newtonian approximation

MNRAS 000, 000-000 (0000)

is the perturbation theory up to N = 2. From equation (6),
the Lagrangian of particle for Post-Newtonian term would be

1 @ @, (

ij

1 1 1 o )
L= mCQ(—T/QJngoo +5900 +gO§’)171+59(?)6’6])+mcnw(¢i@’+¢o),

2 2

(38)
where 7° is the physical velocity normalized to the speed of
light. We have seen in the previous section that the ” Bmog”
and "Emog” terms also are in the order of #%, so these two
terms can be considered as the post-Newtonian terms. Using
the Lagrangian equation

d 0L oL
dtovi  9xt 0, (39)

the equation of motion of a test particle obtain as

d ¢ -

d_‘t’ = —v¢5ff—/ﬁ}(da—gf+HW[VX(VX¢)]—V(2©2+7/))
106 v v 0 v, v v
car To X (VXSG G+ (T V(]

where ¢.rp = ® + kweg?, the second and third terms at the

right hand side are Emog and Bmog terms, géi) = 28/,

gg) = —258;®/c?, g(()?) =¢; and géé) = —2(®/c*)? — 2.

For the static space-time, we can ignore the time deriva-
tives of the metric components. Also for the Bmog term since
the current is zero (i.e. J*) then for the monopole solution of
equation (21) ¢ ~ #ér where V x ¢ = 0. Then we expect
that for the precession of Mercury’s perihelion only the post-
Newtonian standard terms in GR matter and MOG has no
contribution to this effect. In another word, MOG is compat-
ible with the precession measurement of Mercury.

The effect of Emog and BMog terms in the galactic dy-
namics compare to the dominant term of —V¢ess is smaller
by the factor of (v/c)?. Assuming the velocity of stars inside
the galaxy in the order of v = 200 km/s, we expect that
post-Newtonian, as well as Emog and BMog terms, would be
six orders of magnitude smaller than the effective potential.
Since the observational accuracy is not high enough we may
ignore the contribution of these terms in studying galactic
dynamics.

6 CONCLUSION

In this work, we present the Hamiltonian formalism for the
dynamics of particles in the MOG theory. The advantage of
using the Hamiltonian formalism is that we can investigate
the dynamics of the spatial coordinate of particles in terms
of the physical time both for the massive and massless parti-
cles. For the massive particles in addition to the conventional
terms in Moffat & Rahvar (2013), we derived the Emog and
Bmog terms to represent the time variation of a vector field
and Lorentz force in the dynamics of particles. These two
terms are in the order of post-Newtonian correction.

We also derived the equation of motion of massless parti-
cles in this theory where it is shown that massless particles
unlike massive particles do not couple to the vector field. So
photons follow the geodesics equation that is given by the
metric of space-time. Hence taking into account the gravita-
tional constant of theory (G) which is almost one order of
magnitude larger than the Newtonian constant of G, the
deflection angle for the large scale structures as the galaxies

)’V o,

(40)
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and clusters of galaxies provides a stronger light deflection
which can be interpreted as the dark matter. For the stellar
mass lenses, this theory provides a stronger deflection angle
unless G is taken into account as an extra field in this theory.

We also obtained the post-Newtonian approximation of the
equation of motion in MOG. For a point mass object like the
sun in the solar system, the Emog and Bmog terms are zero
and only the standard post-Newtonian terms contribute to
the precession of Mercury’s perihelion. Also in the Galactic
scales, while Emog and Bmog are non-zero, we can ignore the
post-Newtonian terms as the accuracy of the observations is
lower than the contribution of these terms.
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