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Abstract

The gravitational field h,, with spin-2 is introduced naturally by the requirement that the
Lagrangian is locally translation invariant in Minkowski spacetime. The interactions between the
hyw and spin—%, 0, 1 matter fields are obtained along with the Lagrangian for the gravitational
field including self-interactions. The deflection angle of light when it passes through the sun is
calculated with different gauge conditions as an example. Our leading-order result is the same as
that from general relativity, although the basic ideas are different. It is interesting that gravity
can be described in a similar way to other fundamental interactions in Minkowski spacetime, and

it may provide a new scenario for the Universe.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s general relativity takes gravity as a geometric property of spacetime and has
successfully described a variety of gravitational phenomena at several scales [1, 2]. Many
experiments have verified that gravitation is a phenomenon of curved spacetime, i.e., the
underlying gravitational theory should be a metric one. The great success of general relativ-
ity, however, has not stopped alternatives from being propounded. There are many modified
gravity theories, such as scalar-tensor theory [3, 4], vector-tensor theory [5], bimetric the-
ory [6, 7], tensor-vector-scalar theory [8, 9], f(R) theory [10, 11], Hofava-Lifschitz gravity
[12, 13], Galileon theory [14], and models of extra dimensions, including Kaluza-Klein [15],
Randall-Sundrum [16, 17], and Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati gravity [18]. The parameterised
post-Newtonian (PPN) formalism was proposed to compare and assess various gravity the-

ories [2]. For a theoretical review, see, for example, Ref. [19].

In contrast with gravity, the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions are all de-
scribed as gauge theories, which are related to some internal symmetries. Einstein himself
attempted to unify the electromagnetic and gravitational fields by introducing a tetrad or
vierbein field [20-22]. This is known as the teleparallel theory of gravity. Later, Moller
revived teleparallel theory when he introduced his energy-momentum complex to solve the
localization of energy and momentum in general relativity [23]. After this, Hayashi et al.
proposed the new general relativity as a teleparallel theory described by the Weitzenbock
connection obtained due to the condition of absolute parallelism [24-28]. This implies that
the new general relativity can be presented as a gauge theory of the translation group. Lo-
calizing the translation group will result in the Weitzenbock spacetime. In fact, after the
emergence of gauge concept, several authors began to attempt to derive the gravitational
interaction by gauging the Lorentz and Poincaré groups [29-31]. Applying these external
groups in Minkowski spacetime will lead to a gauge theory related to gravity [32]. Fixing
the parameters emerging from the decomposition of the Weitzenbock torsion can render a
new general relativity to the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity. In the teleparallel
equivalent of general relativity, all the effects of gravity are encoded in the torsion tensor.
Some authors established a more mathematically sound framework for new general relativity
using Cartan geometry [33, 34]. The energy—momentum distribution in the framework of

this teleparallel theory of gravity has also been discussed [35-37]. Besides the different grav-
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ity theories obtained by gauging different symmetry groups [38-40], there are several other
gauge theories of gravity, such as nonlocal translation gauge theory [41] and f(7) theories

of modified teleparallel gravity [42, 43].

In contrast with general relativity and the above gauge theories that use the geometrical
gravity approach to explain gravitation, the “field” gravity theory was constructed similarly
to other fundamental physical fields using the Lagrangian formalism of relativistic quan-
tum field theory in Minkowski spacetime [44-46]. Many authors have derived Einstein’s
field equations of general relativity from spin-2 field theory [47-50]. From the free spin-2
Lagrangian which is infinitesimally translation invariant, and the interaction between the
gravitational field and matter fields, one can obtain the equation of motion for the spin-2
field. However, it is not self-consistent because in the gauge field theory of gravity, the
spin-2 gravitational field itself should have the energy-momentum as well as other matter
fields, which is also the source of gravity. Simply adding the energy-momentum tensor of
the gravitational field to the tensor T}, of matter fields is still not consistent because the
modified Lagrangian, which includes the self-interaction of gravitational field, will generate
a new energy-momentum tensor, and this new energy-momentum tensor will again result
in a new modified Lagrangian. This is an infinite process. An iterative gravity field theory
in Minkowski spacetime was partly developed, where the theory was constructed step by
step using an iteration procedure so that at each step, all physical properties of the energy-
momentum tensor of the gravity field are under control [51-54]. Each step of iteration is
described by linear gauge-invariant field equations with fixed sources. It has been noted
that an ostensible field theory of gravity in flat spacetime is actually general relativity. All
the derivations of general relativity from spin-2 field theory are based on some additional
assumptions equivalent to the geometrization of the gravitational interaction [1, 55, 56]. It
is still an open question whether the field gravity theory is experimentally equivalent to the
geometrical general relativity. Some tests that can clarify whether the gravity is the curva-
ture of spacetime or a matter field in Minkowski spacetime, as is the case of other physical

forces, have been reviewed [57, 58].

General relativity is constructed in curved Riemann spacetime, while the gauge theory
of gravity usually deforms the underlying Minkowski spacetime and leads to new geometry.
In these gauge theories, the gravitational field is represented by the metric tensor. The field

theory of gravity applies the iteration process starting from the free spin-2 field. The interac-



tion Lagrangian has been introduced as a principle of universality to replace the equivalence
principle used in the geometrical approach [53]. However, in this study, the gravitational
tensor field h,, is introduced naturally to guarantee the local translation invariance of the
Lagrangian, and it has nothing to do with the metric. The spacetime is always flat, as in
the field gravity theory. However, our translation gauge group in not infinitesimal. In addi-
tion, the principle of universality, i.e., the interaction between the gravitational and matter
fields, is derived from gauge invariance rather than introduced as an assumption. In Sec. II,
the gravitational interactions between the tensor field h,, and matter field with spin-0, 1/2
and 1, and the self-interactions for h,, are all obtained with the same requirement that the
Lagrangian is locally translation invariant. We discuss the deflection of light when it passes

through the sun as an example in Sec. III. Finally, Sec. IV presents a summary.

II. TRANSLATION INVARIANT LAGRANGIAN

The free Lagrangian £ = ¢(iy"d, —m) for a quark or lepton field is invariant under the
global U(1) transformation ¢ (z) — e*“*¢(x), where « is a constant. With the Nother theory,
the electromagnetic current J#(z) can be obtained as J*(z) = ey(x)y*1)(x). The interaction
between the quark/lepton field and photon field A,(z) can then be expressed as J*(x)A,(x).
The photon field can be naturally introduced with the proper transformation property, and
the interaction between the quark/lepton and photon fields can be automatically obtained
if we assume that the total Lagrangian is locally U(1) invariant, which means « is spacetime
dependent. The standard model for strong and electroweak interactions is established in the
similar way. One may wonder whether the gravitational interaction can also be constructed
in this way. For gravity, the current is related to the energy-momentum tensor, which is
generated from the translation invariance of the Lagrangian. In this section, we discuss
the interactions between gravitational field and matter fields, including Fermion and Boson

fields, and the self-interactions of gravitational field.
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A. Lagrangian for Fermion field

Under the local translation, a Dirac field transforms as

() = P'(x) = ¥(), (1)

where 2/* = z# + 0*(z). The free Lagrangian £% transforms as

£3(x) = & B0 () — @)y (e!)] — mia ()
= LB o) — @) 0la)] — miau()
L [0 () — (05 ) (a')] 0,6,(x), (2)

where the first line on the right hand side is the same as the original Lagrangian, except
the argument x is replaced by «’. To cancel the second line, the tensor field A, () must be
introduced to the Lagrangian as gi(z)iy*h,, (2)0"(z) — g(hy, (2)0d(x))y* () with the

transformation property
N1 /
hw ()05 = | Iy (2) — E&LHV(:C) 9, (3)

where g is the coupling constant. Therefore, the total Lagrangian Lg(x) is locally translation

invariant, which is expressed as

Le@) = 50+ ghu(@)) [H)" 0 6(a) — (@ D) v(w)] - mi(a)b(e)
= L3(@) + ghyu (2 T (2)
= 5 [P Db(a) = (D)7 b(@)] — mib ) (), (4)

where Tlé‘ “(x) is the asymmetric tensor for the Dirac field, expressed as

T§ (z) = W( N (@) — (0" (@) ()] - (5)

l\')l®

D, is the covariant derivative D, = 0, + ghu(2)0”, and 7, = diag{+1,—-1,—-1,—1} is
the metric tensor of Minkowski spacetime. Because 0, = (07 + 0,07 ())d,, when 0,0, () is
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small, the transformation property of h,, () can be obtained order by order. For example,

at leading order, h,, (z) transforms as
, 1
Bu(2) = ) = 0,0, (). (6)
At next-to-leading order, it transforms as
/ 1 / 1 0
Py () = Py () — gaﬁu(fﬁ) = (@) = gﬁ;ﬂp(x) 070, (). (7)

From Eq. (4), we can see that the locally translation invariant Lagrangian is obtained from
the free Lagrangian via the replacement of 9, with D,. It is equivalent to replace 7, with
Nuw + ghu (). Tt is interesting that the tensor 7" (x) is not exactly the same as the energy-
momentum tensor obtained by the Néther theory from the global translation symmetry.
This is different from the electromagnetic case, where the electromagnetic current in the
interaction A, (x)J*(x) obtained from the local U(1) symmetry is the same as that obtained
from the global U(1) symmetry. Owing to the derivative in the tensor current T4 (z), it is

not invariant under the local translation, i.e. ,
T (x) — T (2')(5), + 8"6,(x)). (8)

This is similar to the color current in the QCD case, where the current is not invariant under
the local SU(3). transformation. However, because the derivative in the tensor current
transforms together with the gravitational field h,, according to Eq. (3), the interaction

By () TE () transforms as
bl T (@) = | byule') = 0,000 T80, )
This is comparable to the U(1) transformation of the electromagnetic interaction A,,(z).J*(z)
A(2) T (z) = {Au(x) - %aue(x)] T (x). (10)

The tensor h,,(z) describes the gravitational field of spin-2 with gauge freedoms owing

to the invariance of translation. It is convenient to set h,,(x) as symmetric, traceless, and
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divergence free [59], i.e.,
hy(®) = hop(@), 1P () = 0, 9By (&) = 0. (11)
With the above constraints, the Lagrangian Lr(x) can be written as
Ly (z) = Ly(x) + ghy (2)TE" (2), (12)

where 71" (x) is the symmetric Belinfante-Rosenfeld energy—momentum tensor of the Dirac
field, expressed as

L@+ @)~ Ly (1)

v Lo 14 oAV
Te"(2) = F(7"0") + 47" 0"y)
Neither the asymmetric part of T, ¥ (x) nor the term n* L has contributions to the gravi-

tational interaction ghy, (x)TH"(x) when h,,(x) is symmetric and traceless. Under the local

translation, the Lagrangian of Eq. (12) will generate an additional term,

Le(x) — Le(a') + %(@L%(fﬁ) = 0,0,(w)) [V(2" )"0 P(a") — (0" P(a"))y"(2')]

#0040 { 5 [0, 0(e) = @I 6] = mi(ayote) . (10

In other words, the Lagrangian (12) is only invariant under the symmetric and traceless
translation with

0,0, (x) = 8,0,(x), 0,0"(x) = 0. (15)

We should mention that, in general, the gravitational field and tensor current of the matter
field do not have to be symmetric. Eq. (11) is the gauge condition rather than the equation
of motion for the gravitational field h,, (z). This is just one specified choice. The translation

invariance gives the field h,, (z) have gauge freedoms.



B. Lagrangian for Boson field

For the spin-0 case, the free Lagrangian is written as
0o _ 1 L9
L8 = 50,000 — Zm?¢” (16)

In the above and most of the following equations, the argument x is omitted for convenience.
Under the transformation of translation, ¢(z) is changed to be ¢(x +6(x)). By replacing 0,
with the covariant derivative D,,, the free Lagrangian £3 can be transformed into the locally
translation invariant Lagrangian

1

292huph“08p¢8cr¢a (17)

1 1 -
Ls = 5DupD"6 = §m2¢2 = L3+ gh TE" +
where T4” is the tensor current for the spin-0 field, expressed as
T = 0" $d” ¢. (18)

Unlike the spin—% case, in the spin-0 case, the tensor current T &, which couples with the
gravitational field h,,,, is symmetric without requirement that h,, is symmetric. In the
spin-0 case, besides the leading order interaction ghﬂ,,TS“ Y, there is a high order interaction
%g%uph”"ap(ﬁ&,(ﬁ Certainly, as in the spin—% case, we can also choose the symmetric and
traceless gauge. The leading interaction term can then be expressed as gh,,, T§", where T§"”

is the canonical energy-momentum tensor
T = 0" ¢ — n L3, (19)

It should be noted that for the matter fields with any spin, they transform in the manner
of Eq. (1), which is different from Refs. [59, 60], where the scalar, fermion, and vector fields
have different transformation properties. As a result, there was no interaction between h,,
and the scalar fields [60]. However, in our method, D, is the same for all matter fields with

any spin.



For the massive spin-1 field, the naive free Lagrangian can be written as

Naive

0 1 B AV m? H
Llaive = —5 A" A" + =~ A, A%, (20)

With the same approach, the locally translation invariant Lagrangian can be written as

1 m? - 1
LNaive = —§DMAVD”A” + TA“AM = LRaive T 9 TEY o — §g2huphwap,4ya,14u, (21)
where T, Koive 1s the symmetric tensor current for the above naive Lagrangian, expressed as

=
TNaive

— _QrAPYA,, (22)

Again, besides the leading order interaction, the high order interaction appears. The vector
A, () has four degrees of freedom, whereas the massive vector particle has three degrees
of freedom. To describe the massive vector particle, the correct Lagrangian is the so-called
Proca Lagrangian L£p constructed by the strength tensor F),, [61]. In the massless limit, for

example, for a photon field, the free Lagrangian is locally U(1) gauge invariant and expressed

as
1
L) = —ZFWF‘“’, (23)
where
F., =0,A,—0,A,. (24)

The interaction between the photon and gravitational fields can be obtained via the require-
ment of translation invariance. The locally translation invariant Lagrangian for the photon
field is written as

Ly = —%(DMA,, — D,A,)(DMA” — DY A", (25)

After the expansion of the above Lagrangian, we can get
1 N 1
Ly = _ZFWF“V + gh T — 592(huph“08pAyaoAu — hy,h? 07 A, 0, AY), (26)

where TV is expressed as

TH = —Freor A, (27)



If b, is gauged to be symmetric and traceless, the interaction ghu,,T{,“' can be changed into
2ghu (TG +T3"), where T is the energy-momentum tensor of the photon field, expressed

as

1
T = —F"9" Ayt 1 Fpo 7. (28)

The n*” term in 73" has no contribution to the interaction $gh,., (T + Ty") because h,, is
traceless. As in the fermion field case, with the symmetric tensor current, the corresponding

Lagrangian is locally invariant only under the symmetric and traceless translation.

With the replacement of the derivative 0, with D,,, the locally U(1) invariant Lagrangian
LY is transformed into a translation invariant one Ly. As a result, the Lagrangian of
Eq. (26) is no longer U(1) invariant. This is acceptable because the gravitational interaction
is translation invariant rather than U(1) invariant. By replacing F), with F,, + gh,,F? —

ghy,F!, we can obtain the U(1) invariant Lagrangian

1
Lv =~ (Fu + ghuFE = ghu FY)(F™ + ght" F — gl FY)

]‘ v v ]‘ o 14 o 14
= —ZFWF“ + gh TEy — 592(@,)}# FP Fp, — hy B FUEY), (29)

where Tjy; is the symmetric Belinfante-Rosenfeld tensor of the electromagnetic field, ex-
pressed as

1
Th = PR + ip Fy PP = T + 0,7 A7), (30)

The difference between the symmetric Belinfante-Rosenfeld tensor T}y, and the asymmetric
energy-momentum tensor 7Y, which corresponds to the conserved tensor directly obtained
from Nother theory, is the total derivative term d,(F*?A”). We should mention that though
the interaction gh,, T}y is recognized as the interaction between the photon and gravita-
tional fields, the Lagrangian of Eq. (29) is not locally translation invariant. In fact, in the
fermion field case, the situation is the same. The spin—% Lagrangian with the gravitational
field cannot be locally U(1) gauge invariant. For example, with minimal substitution, if we

change the Lagrangian Ly to be
L = 0y (N + ghu ) (8 + ie AV ) — mapip, (31)

the Lagrangian L will be locally U(1) invariant. However it will no longer be locally
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translation invariant. For the gravitational interaction, we should have translation invariance
instead of U(1) invariance. In this sense, the Lagrangian Eq. (26) is more reasonable than
that of Eq. (29). This is different from the standard model, where the total Lagrangian is
invariant under the local SU(3)c x SU(2), x U(1)y transformation. The QCD Lagrangian is
SU(3)¢ invariant, and the electroweak Lagrangian is SU(2), x U(1)y invariant. Because the
currents in the standard model interactions have no derivatives, their sum is both SU(3)¢
and SU(2), x U(1)y invariant. However, if gravity is included, we cannot make the total
Lagrangian invariant under the 7'(4) x SU(3)c x SU(2), x U(1)y transformation. The
tensor current for the gravitational interaction includes the derivative. As a result, the total
Lagrangian including the gravitational field will destroy the internal local gauge symmetry,
although the other parts without gravitational field ars still invariant under the internal

gauge transformations.

C. Lagrangian for gravitational field

Now, we discuss the Lagrangian for the spin-2 gravitational field. For the spin-2 field

hu, its free Lagrangian is [59]
o _ 1 o v v 1

Lo = iﬁuhm@”hp — 0,h*" 0 hyy, + 0,hO, M"Y — §8uh8”h, (32)

where h is the trace of the field h,,. The above Lagrangian is the same as the linear

approximation of general relativity, where h,, is a weak field [1]. The Lagrangian £, is only

invariant under the infinitesimal local translation. To make the Lagrangian invariant under

the general local translation, we must change the derivative d, to D,. For example, for

0,hy,(x), we must change it to be D, D, V,(z), where V,(z) is an arbitrary vector field. This

“background” vector is introduced together with the derivative because of the transformation

property of the gravitational field h,, Eq. (3). Under the local translation D,D,V,(x)

transforms as

D,D,V,(z) — {@ +yg {h,w(:):’) — é@,ﬂg(x)} 8"’} { [(9,, +g (hw(x’) — 58,,97(:5)) 8’7] Vp(x’)}

_ {au g [W') - é&ﬂa(z)} a"’} {10 + ghor ()71, (o))
= {9+ gl (@107} {10 + g ()7 V(')

11



= D, D,V,(z').

Therefore, the Lagrangian for the gravitational field can be constructed by D,D,V,(x).
The simplest choice is to choose V,(z) = %xp. 0,V,(z) turns into é‘ﬁ,,p(a:), where N,,(z)
transforms as

N, (x) = Nyp(2') +0,0,(z). (34)

In Minkowski spacetime, N,,(z) = N,,(2') = 1,,. In this case, éDﬂD,,xp(:c) = D,h,,(z).

Consequently, the locally translation invariant Lagrangian can then be written as

1 1
Lo = §DuhpgD“hpo — Duh'uprh’pu + DuhDuhuV - §DﬂhDuh

~ 2
= L9+ gh TH + % (Bagh™ 0" 177 0, By — T 0" hD, h
—20" hyg Oplya 07 W + 2Ny, O° W 07 h), (35)

where T4" is expressed as
TH = 0"h e 0" B — O"hd”h — 20" PO hy, + 0" RHP,h + D" hd,h"". (36)

With the requirement of translation invariance, the self-interactions of the gravitational field
can be obtained, which include the leading order interaction ghWT & and higher order terms

proportional to g2.

We obtained the interactions between the gravitational field and other matter fields and
its self-interactions based on the translation invariance. In the next section, we study the
bending of light when it passes through the sun as an example. The total related Lagrangian

can be written as

Lror = (@) (0 + ieAu(w))(x) + ghy (@) TE — mi(z)y(z)
1 _ 2
—Fu P+ ghu T %(huphwapA”a"A” — Ryphye 0P AV AM)

+%8uhp08“hp" — 0,1 0 h,, + D, hD, I — %auhaﬂh + ghy, T

2
+% (Rauh®™ 1% 0,y — Boh® OBy h — 2000 OB

20, PRV R), (37)
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where the other gauge fields for the strong and weak interactions are not included. They
can be easily added to the above Lagrangian. With the Lagrangian, the equation of motion

for the gravitational field can be obtained as
HYY + gHY" + *H = g (T +T0") = (WP P + by FPOF*), (38)
where

HY = 0Oh" —pOh — 019,k — 0" 0,h"" + 0"0"h + 1" 0,0,h"°, (39)
HIY = 20,h*7 0, W™ + 2h#7 0,0, b — 20" 0,h"° D.h — 20" h*? ,0, h

— 20,h" 0y hY — 2071 0,0,hY — 20" R, P — 2, 0" O R

+ 0phPH 0" h + B 0,0" h + 0" 0phag O’ K + 1M hopd,0° hP

+ O"WP D, h A+ WP DD h A 0" DphtT 0% hae + 1M R 0,0% hay — TH (40)
HY = h9Pha,05 (B — 0" h) + hap0®h O (WY — 7" B) 4 hopyh® 00y (R* — 7 h)

—20,(h*"hyo@”h™) + 0, (hP*h7 Oy h) + 0" 0 (hpahosd”h?) — W20 h*P 0, hap

+ W3 hdh + 217 0 WP 0, hap — hpe® B I — h e OPRTY DM h. (41)

With the same gauge as Eq. (11), the above equation can be simplified to

DR+ (2177 0,0, 1" — 209 hyeOPRTY — 2k 0" PR + 1" Dyhasd°h — 9 hP° O By )
192 (hap?ho O™ + haph® 00y k™ — 2078, (hyad” h) + 1" hypad” (hysd” h)
—h B Dyhas + 2007 WOy ha + WP Fp F7 + hyo F#0 )

—y (T}W + Tg”) . (42)

On the right hand side of the equation, the tensor currents are for all matter fields that
generate the gravitational field. To study the bending of light by the sun, the energy-

momentum tensor of the sun is dominant.
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III. BENDING OF LIGHT

We now discuss the bending of light caused by the sun in Minkowski spacetime with the
Lagrangian obtained in the previous section. We first obtain the solution of the gravitational
field generated by the sun. It is difficult to solve the full differential equation (38); therefore,
we solve the equation perturbatively. At leading order, where the self-interactions of the
gravitational field are neglected, the equation for leading order h‘(‘(;') is expressed as

Only — i Dhg) — 0"9,hly, — 0" 0,h0k + 00" hioy + 0 0,0.hf) = gTh,  (43)

sun?

where T*" is the tensor current for the classical object sun. For a microscopic particle, the
tensor T is different from the symmetric energy-momentum tensor 7. The difference
between them is a total differential and a term proportional to the free Lagrangian £°. For
example, for Dirac field, T — T = — 50, ({7, v, 1}) + 0" Ly, and for the scalar
field, Tg Y — T = £3. When studying gravity for an on-shell (£ = 0) classical object,
one can express the tensor current of the object as [1]

" v
L T (44)
dr dr

Ty (x) =

without specifying its spin. Here, z#(7) represents the particle’s world line, and m is the
mass of the object. In particular, the classical tensor for a static star T*” has only one

sun

non-zero component expressed as

Ton(a) = M6¥ (x), (45)
where M is the mass of the sun. Eq. (43) is comparable to the metric b,, in the linear
approximation of general relativity, where b,, = g, — 1w, and g,, is the metric tensor of
curved spacetime. In our case, the gravitational field A, is a dimensional quantity related to
b via gh,, = b,,. The coupling constant is related to Newton’s constant G via g? = 167G.
The value of ¢ is an order of magnitude similar to the Planck mass’s reciprocal. This means

that the strength of the h,, coupling to itself and other fields is weak.

We should note that when the high order terms are neglected, the equation for the

gravitational field at leading order is no longer translation invariant. The gauge condition
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of Eq. (11) cannot be completely satisfied. Instead, we can choose the gauge condition as
hyw = hyp,  0"hy = 0. (46)
Then, the equations for the non-zero components of h‘(‘é’) at leading order become

—V2h{) + Vhy = 4VrGMP (x), (47)
—V2hiyy = V27 + 0@ hgy = 0. (48)

The solutions for the above equations are

1 M 1 M . Maz'al
hoy = 5 g—, hihy = — €<—6”+ xx) (49)

2V 7 r © "4V \r 73

It is easy to check that the solutions satisfy the condition 8uh‘(‘(;') = 0.

We can also choose another type of gauge condition widely used in solving the metric b,

in the linear approximation of general relativity [1, 62]. The condition is
hyw = hyp,  20,hR" = 0"h, (50)

which is also weaker than the condition of Eq. (11). It is not required that h = 0 and
0, = 0, but there is a relationship between them. With the above gauge condition, at

leading order, the equations for the non-zero component of h,, turn into
1
-V (h?8> - 5%)) = 4V/rGM6P (x), (51)
o (i 1

The corresponding solutions are

1 |GM y 1 |GM
00 i
hoy =5\ = Mo =35\ (53)

With the obtained gravitational field h,,, we can now calculate the deflection angle of light

when it passes through the sun.
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The action of a classical particle in the presence of a gravitational field is written as

dz" dz¥
[particle = _m/(n;w + ghuu)EEdT- (54>

With the variational principle, the equation of motion for the particle is expressed as

d?z+ dzP dz°
w77 ) 5D
dr? Podr dr ’ (59)
where
1
Tfo = 501" + gh")(0p9hvo + oghup = Dughys). (56)

This equation is similar to the geodesic equation in the general relativity case. The above
equation is not mass dependent and is suitable for a particle with any mass, including

photons. With the definition P, = (1, + gh,)p” where p” = Cilz—:, Eq. (55) yields
dP, = 29, h, pPdz° (57)
n = 50ultps '

Suppose there is a photon moving in the z—y plane (z = 0). The direction of its initial
momentum at (r = —oo,y = R,z = 0) is parallel to x axis. The trajectory of the photon
will be deflected by the sun when it passes through the sun. Because the deflection of the
photon is slight, we can assume that p® is a constant and |p¥| < p° ~ p®. With the obtained
hy in Eq. (49) for the gauge condition of Eq. (46), the equation of motion (57) for p =2 is

expressed as

3GMR 3GMaz*R
dpP, = — 3 + - = | p*dx. (58)
2vx? + R 2v/a? + R?
After the x integral we have
o 3GMR 3GMz*R AGM
P,(x = 400) = —px/ 5 + ’ = | dv = ————p". (59)
—o \2V2? + R?>"  2V2?+ R? R
The deflection angle of light is then obtained as
Y(r = P,(x = AGM
Ay = Plr=7F00)  Blw=+o0) 4GM (60)

p* p* R
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For the other gauge condition Eq. (50), the corresponding equation of motion for p = 2 is

ap, — —2CME i (61)

This equation is different from Eq. (58) owing to the different h,, obtained in the different
gauge. It is interesting that after the x integral of the above equation, we obtain the same
P,(x = +00) as

*~ 2GMR d AGM

VR g = e (62)
—00 ’/$2+R23 R

Py(z = +o00) = —p"

With the mass and radius of the sun, we can derive the deflection angle A¢ = 1.75".
Therefore, for different gauge conditions, although the corresponding A, forms are different,
the obtained deflection angle of light is the same. It is also the same as the result in general

relativity and experimental observations [2, 63].

We now estimate the deflection angle including the self-interaction of gravitational field.
For simplicity, we work in the gauge condition of Eq. (50). At next-to-leading order, the

equations for the non-zero components of the gravitational field are expressed as

1 G M?

~V? (h?% — —h(l)) = 4VTGMS® (x) — 4G = (63)

2 ot
y 1 . G M? . .

The solutions for the above equations are

hOO _ -~ il _52’]’ 752’]’ ik Y, |
W7oV \r r2 r * 72 * r o

1 G(%jLGM)’ hﬁ):; ST;(M 2G M GM ) (65)

With the same method, we obtain

Y e 2GMR 6G?M*R  AG*M?2*R
Py(x =+00) = —p dx

+ +

VET R VTR VET R
4GM N T GEM?Y

- R 2 r )V

[e.e]

(66)
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The deflection angle of light is then

_4GM+7_7TG2M2
R 2 R2

Ao (67)
where the second term on the right hand side is the next-to-leading order contribution, which
is highly suppressed by the factor %. Numerically, the correction to A¢ at next-to-leading

order is negligible, at approximately 1.0” x 1075,

For the photon, the gravitational field generated by the sun is very weak and the deflection
angle of light is small when it passes through the sun. In this case, the self-interaction of the
gravitational field is negligible. Its correction to A¢ is not visible. For both h,, and A¢, the
high order contributions are suppressed by the factor GTM. For more compatible stars, for
example, the white dwarf ZTFJ190132.9+ 145808.7, with a mass and radius of M ~ 1.35M,
and R ~ 2140 km [64], the factor €} is 9.3 x 107, which is 439 times larger than that
of the sun. As a result, at leading and next-to-leading order, the deflection angles A¢ are
12.79" and 12.83', respectively. For neutron star HESS J1731-347, with a mass and radius
of M ~ 0.77Mg and R ~ 10.4 km [65], the factor ¥ is 0.11, and the contribution from the

self-interaction of gravitational field may be as large as 30% of leading order contribution.

We should mention hat the gauge theories of gravity have been proposed with respect
to various external groups, such as the Lorentz group, translation group, and Poincaré
group in the 1960s and 1970s [24-31]. In particular, a series of papers by Hayashi et al
discussed in detail how to construct the gauge theory of gravity via the translation group
[24-27]. Compared with Ref. [24], although the basic idea of this study is similar, for
example, the gravitational field is introduced by changing the global translation symmetry
into a local one, there are several major differences. First, our Lagrangian is invariant
under the finite translation transformation, whereas the Lagrangian in Ref. [24] is invariant
under the infinitesimal transformation. As a result, the corresponding transformation of
gravitational field h,, in this study is always associated with the derivative, as shown in
Eq. (3). The transformation of h,, itself can be obtained order by order as Egs. (6) and
(7). The transformation property of the gravitational field in Ref. [24] is the same as our
leading order formula if high order terms are neglected. Second, our gravitational field h,,
has nothing to do with the metric. The metric g,, in our Lagrangian is always 7,,. The

gravitational field %, is an independent quantity. Owing to the translation invariance of
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the Lagrangian, we can choose a different “gauge” for h,,. Conversely, in Ref. [24], the
gravitational field b} was proved to be a vierbein (tetrad) field and related to the metric. As
expressed in the reference, it is necessary to define the field by, inverse to bl with b;wa = 0w
and b with b = det(by,). The metric tensor was constructed as g" = n*'bibY, and the
invariant volume element was bd*x instead of d*z. The underlying Minkowski spacetime
was deformed after localizing the translation, thus one had to reconstruct the emerging
geometry [32]. Third, based on the local translation invariance, the interactions between
the h,, and matter fields with spin 0, % and 1 are obtained. Except the interaction between
the hy,, and spin—% field, there are high-order interactions. In particular, the interaction
between h,,, and the electromagnetic field A, is not locally U(1) invariant. In addition, our
Lagrangian for the gravitational field is obtained from the free Lagrangian for the spin-2
field with the requirement of locally translation invariance. The obtained Lagrangian is also
different from that of Ref. [24]. Finally, we describe gravity in the same frame as that for
the other interactions in the standard model. The result obtained with our Lagrangian is
different from that with general relativity. While previous gauge theories of gravity lead
to the so called “new general relativity”, which is the teleparallel equivalent of Einstein’s
general relativity [27], the “vierbein” approach can be regarded as another formalism to

derive Einstein’s equation [19, 22].

IV. SUMMARY

Based on the requirement that the total Lagrangian should be locally translation invari-
ant, we obtain the interactions between the gravitational field and matter fields in Minkowski
spacetime. For the spin—% field, the tensor current, which couples to the gravitational field
hyw, is not symmetric. This differs from the well known symmetric Belinfante-Rosenfeld
energy—momentum tensor of the Dirac field. Only when the symmetric and traceless gauge
is chosen will the gravitational field couple with the conserved symmetric tensor. With
this gauge, the Lagrangian is no longer invariant under the general translation group but is
only invariant under the symmetric and traceless translation. This is also true for the spin-1
case, where the current couples to the gravitational field, which is not a symmetric conserved
energy—momentum tensor. In addition, forthe photon field, the inclusion of the gravitational

interaction will destroy the local U(1) invariance. For the spin-0 case, although the tensor
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coupled to h,, is symmetric, it is still different from the conserved energy-momentum ten-
sor because of the 7,, term. For both the spin-0 and 1 cases, besides the leading order
interaction ghWT # the local translation invariance results in high order interactions pro-
portional to g?. The translation invariance also leads to leading and next-to-leading order
self-interactions in the Lagrangian for the spin-2 gravitational field.

We discuss the deflection of light with the interaction between the photon and gravi-
tational field in Minkowski spacetime. For two different choices of gauge condition, the
obtained gravitational fields h,, are different. However, the deflection angles A¢ in the two
cases are the same. The obtained angle is also the same as that in general relativity, al-
though the basic scenario is completely different. The contribution from the self-interaction
of gravitational field is suppressed by the factor %. It is negligible and causes no visible
effect on A¢ of light when it passes through the sun. For more compact stars, for example,
a neutron star, the self-interaction may contribute as large as 30% of the leading order con-
tribution. Therefore, the difference between the gravity described in our method and that
in general relativity is significant when gravity is strong. This may provide a new scenario
for our Universe. It is also interesting that gravity can be described in a similar way to
the interactions in the standard model, which is based on local symmetry in Minkowski

spacetime.
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