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Apparent dark matter as a non-local manifestation of emergent gravity
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We disclose a close correspondence between Verlinde’s Emergent Gravity (VEG) theory and the
non-local gravity theories. Such non-local effects can play crucial role at small distances as well as in
large scale structures. In particular, we argue that the emergent gravity effectively is a manifestation
of the entanglement entropy and can modify Newton’s law of gravity as well as address the flat
rotation curves of spiral galaxies. In the cosmological setup, we have considered three different
models for the apparent dark matter density. In the first model, we have found that Friedmann
equations get modified due to the presence of the apparent dark matter (DM) in such a way that
Newton’s constant of gravity shifts as G → GN = G (1 + ζ), where ζ is a dimensionless small
parameter. This modification basically coincides with the modified gravity (MOG) theory. Using
the flat rotating curves we estimate ζ ∼ 10−7. Interestingly enough, for such a model, we find out
that by rescaling the radial coordinate, r, the curvature space constant, k, and the scale factor of
the universe, a, the effect of apparent DM can change the geometry of the universe and can shift the
curvature space constant as k⋆ = k(1− ζ). Finally, we study a more realistic model applied to the
whole universe with evolving densities and we address the Hubble tension problem in the context
of Verlindes emergent gravity using the look-back time quantity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Thermodynamics of black holes implies that there
should be a deep connection between gravity and ther-
modynamics. In 1995, Jacobson [1] claimed that the Ein-
stein field equations of general relativity is nothing but
an equation of state for the spacetime. Starting from fun-
damental relation δQ = TδS, together with the area law
of entropy, S ∼ A/4, he derived the hyperbolic second
order partial differential equations of general relativity
in its covariant form. Soon after Jacobson, many inves-
tigations have confirmed that there is indeed a deeper
connection between gravitational field equations and the
laws of thermodynamics [2–11]. The deep connection be-
tween the gravitational equation describing the gravity
in the bulk and the first law of thermodynamics on the
boundary of spacetime reflects some deep ideas of holog-
raphy. Although Jacobson’s derivation is logically clear
and theoretically sound, the statistical mechanical ori-
gin of the thermodynamic nature of general relativity re-
mains obscure.

The next step towards understanding the nature and
origin of gravity put forward by Verlinde [12] who sug-
gested that gravity is not a fundamental force and can
be regarded as an emergent phenomena. He claimed that
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the laws of gravity emerge as an entropic force caused by
the changes in the information associated with the posi-
tions of material bodies. According to Verlinde argument
when a test particle moves apart from the holographic
screen, the magnitude of the entropic force on this body
has the form

F△x = T△S, (1)

where △x is the displacement of the particle from the
holographic screen, while T and △S are, respectively, the
temperature and the entropy change of the screen. Using
the entropic force scenario as well as the equipartition law
of energy and the holographic principle, Verlinde derived
Newton’s law of gravitation, the Poisson equation and
in the relativistic regime, the Einstein field equations of
general relativity [12]. The Verlinde’s viewpoint on the
nature of gravity opened a new window to understand
gravity from the first principles. The study on the en-
tropic force has raised a lot of attention in the literature
(see [13–20] and references therein).
On the other side, the DM puzzle has been one the

most important challenges of the modern astrophysics.
The problem originates from the fact that observations
confirm that the rotational velocity curves of all spiral
galaxies tend to some constant value [21–24]. These ob-
servations are in contradiction with the prediction of
Newtonian theory because Newtonian theory predicts
that objects that are far from the galaxy center have
lower velocities. The most widely adopted way to resolve
these difficulties is the DM hypothesis. It is assumed
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that all visible stars are surrounded by massive nonlumi-
nous matters. Another approach is the Modified Newto-
nian dynamics (MOND) theory which was proposed by
Milgrom in 1983 [25]. The MOND theory has been suc-
cessful for explaining the observed anomalous rotational-
velocity. Although MOND theory can explain the flat
rotational curve, however its theoretical origin remains
un-known. Inspired by the Debye model for the equipar-
tition law of energy in statistical thermodynamics and
adopting the viewpoint that gravitational systems can
be regarded as a thermodynamical system, it was argued
that the Debye entropic gravity can explain the theoret-
ical origin of the MOND theory [26]. Many authors have
tried to explain the flat rotation curves through modifi-
cation of Einstein gravity [27–33].
Following the theoretical progress which indicates that

spacetime and gravity can be emerged, in another paper
[34] Verlinde argued that the volume law contribution
to the entanglement entropy, associated with the posi-
tive dark energy, turns the otherwise “stiff” geometry of
spacetime into an elastic medium. It was shown that
the elastic response of this “dark energy” medium takes
the form of an extra “dark” gravitational force called ap-
parent DM [34]. In this paper, by taking into account
the zero-point length correction to the gravitational po-
tential, we modify the apparent DM hypothesis as well
as Newton’s law of gravity. We also address the corre-
spondence between Verlinde’s gravity and the nonlocal
gravity. Finally, we extend our study to the cosmological
setup. Through this paper we shall set c = ~ = 1.
This paper is structured as follows. In the next section

we present an expression for apparent DM in the context
of VEG theory. In section III, we investigate the con-
sequences of the apparent DM on the cosmological field
equations. We shall then obtain the modified Friedmann
equations based on apparent DM scenario in section IV.
We finish our paper with conclusions which appear in
section V.

II. MODIFIED APPARENT DM FROM

EMERGENT GRAVITY

A wide range of observational data indicate that the
rotational velocity curves of all spiral galaxies are propor-
tional to the distance from the center v ∝ r, for inside
the galaxy, and remain almost flat at large distance from
the galaxy center, namely at the galaxy out skirt, typi-
cally beyond 30−40 kpc [21–24]. While inside the galaxy,
these observations consist with Newtonian gravity, how-
ever, for outside a galaxy, Newton’s law fails to explain
the rotational curves. In fact, Newton’s law of gravita-
tion predicts that objects that are far from the galaxy
center have lower velocities v ∝ 1/

√
r, in contradiction

with observations which indicate, v ≃ constant for out-
side of galaxy. It is a general belief that the baryonic
matter of galaxies does not provide sufficient gravitation
to explain the observed dynamics of the systems. In this

section, by modifying Newton’s law of gravity, we ad-
dress the puzzle of flat rotation curves via apparent DM
hypothesis through emergent gravity theory.
According to Verlinde’s argument, by assuming a

spherical symmetry, the amount of apparent DM,MD(r),
is related to the amount of baryonic matter MB(r) [34].
To see this, we can write the integral relation for the sur-
face mass density σD of the apparent DM in terms of the
Newtonian potential for the baryonic matter as [34]

∫

B

(

8πG

a0
σD

)2

dV =
d− 2

d− 1

∮

∂B

ΦB

a0
nidAi, (2)

where a0 is the acceleration scale and plays an important
role in Verlinde’s emergent theory and is related to the
Hubble parameter with a0 = cH0. Furthermore, ΦB is
the Newtonian potential due to the baryonic matter, ni

and dAi are the unit vector and area element yielding
dA = nidAi. For a spherically symmetric situation this
relation, the surface mass density is defined as

σD(r) =
MD(r)

A(r)
. (3)

In addition, we use the regularized expression for the
gravitational potential [35–37]

ΦB = − GM
√

r2 + l20
, (4)

where M is the bare mass of the baryonic mass in the
system and l0 is the zero-point length and its value is of
order of Planck length [35]. Inserting relation (4) into
Eq. (2), for d = 4, we find

∫ r

0

GM2
D(r′)

r′2
dr′ =

cH0M

6

r2
√

r2 + l20
, (5)

which reduces to the Verlinde’s formula [34] in the limit
l0 → 0, namely

∫ r

0

GM2
D(r′)

r′2
dr′ = r

cH0M

6
, (6)

provided we have a constant point-like mass M = MB

and H0 is the Hubble parameter, Λ is the cosmological
constant G = 6.674 × 10−11 m3/(kgs2) is the Newton’s
constant, c ≈ 3 × 108 m/s is the speed of light. We can
also rewrite Eq. (5) as follows

∫ r

0

GM2
D(r′)dr′

r′2
=

a0M

6

r2
√

r2 + l20
. (7)

Furthermore, one can express this relation as

M2
D(r) =

a0r
2

6G

d

dr

[

r2
√

r2 + l20
M

]

. (8)

Hereinafter we will also use [34]

aM =
a0
6
, (9)
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where a0 = 5.4×10−10m/s
2
comes from observations (see

also [25]). Since M is a constant, we can introduce ξ =√
aMMG, The most natural regular black hole solution

with stringy effects can be found by using the potential
(3) and solve the Poisson’s equation

∇2ΦB(r) = 4πGρB(r). (10)

This leads to the following mass function

MB(r) = 4π

∫ r

0

r′2ρB(r
′)dr′ =

M r3

(r2 + l20)
3/2

. (11)

Using this equation, we can also express the relation be-
tween apparent DM mass and the baryonic mass as fol-
lows

M2
D(r) =

aM
G

r2
d

dr

[

r2 + l20
r

MB(r)

]

. (12)

When l0 → 0, we obtain the Verlinde’s formula for the
apparent DM. Using Eq. (10), we obtain the correspond-
ing apparent DM mass as

MD(r) ≃ ξ r

G

(

1 +
l20
4 r2

)

+ .... (13)

where we have kept only terms up to order l20/r
2. Using

the mass of the apparent DM, we can get the apparent
DM density

ρD(r) =
1

4πr2
dMD(r)

dr
≃ ξ

4πGr2
+ .... (14)

For astrophysical purposes, only the first term is impor-
tant as l0 is of the Planck order length. Substituting
ρD(r) in the Poisson’s equation,

∇2ΦD(r) = 4πGρD(r), (15)

and solving for the gravitational potential, we reach

ΦD = ξ ln(r) − ξ l20
8r2

− c1
r

+ c2. (16)

where c1 and c2 are integration constants. Since as ξ → 0,
we require to have ΦD = 0 = MD, thus c1 = c2 = 0.
The total force acting on a test particle with mass m

is therefore given by

F = FB + FD, (17)

here FD is the force acting on the particle due to the dark
companion. In particular we have

FB = −m∇ΦB(r) = − GMmr

(r2 + l20)
3/2

, (18)

and

FD = −m∇ΦD(r) ≃ −ξm

r

(

1 +
l20
4r2

)

. (19)

For the total force we obtain

F = − GMmr

(r2 + l20)
3/2

− ξm

r

(

1 +
l20
4r2

)

. (20)

Since l0 is very small, we can approximate the above force
in leading order terms

F ≃ −
[

GMm

r2

(

1− 3l20
2r2

)

+
ξm

r

(

1 +
l20
4r2

)]

. (21)

Therefore, the Newtonian dynamics get modified due to
the zero-point length corrections as well as apparent DM.
One can easily check that the modified Newtonian dy-
namics obtained in Eq. (21) can explain the flat rotation
curves of galaxies. Using the fact that |F | = mv2/r, we
can rewrite the circular speed of an orbiting test object
as

v2 ≃
[

GM

r

(

1− 3l20
2r2

)

+ ξ

(

1 +
l20
4r2

)]

. (22)

As a result, for large values of r, namely out of galaxies,
v2 ≈ ξ =

√
aMMG = constant, which implies that the

rotation curves of galaxies are flat, which confirm by ob-
servations [21]. It is important to note that zero-point
length corrections to the Newton’s law of gravity, do not
play significant role at large distance, while apparent DM
term, ξ =

√
aMMG, plays crucial role at large distances.

III. CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN

VERLINDE’S GRAVITY AND NONLOCAL

GRAVITY

For large distance (l0 ≪ r), we can only consider the
logarithmic correction in Eq. (16) to the gravitational
potential and write

ΦD ≃ ξ ln r. (23)

On the other hand, for the gravitational potential due to
the baryonic matter from Eq. (4), we get

ΦB ≃ −GM

r
. (24)

Again, we have neglected the quantum correction term
due to l0. For the total gravitational potential, we get

Φ ≃ −GM

r
+ ξ ln

r

C . (25)

where C is introduced to obtain a dimensionless quantity
for r/C. It is interesting to point out that such logarith-
mic corrections are characteristic a non-local theory of
gravities [40–42]. One might ask now if the correspon-
dence between Verlinde’s emergent gravity and non-local
gravity signals a deep connection between the nature of
gravity and nonlocality. To quote Verlinde [34] ”...DM is

consequence of the emergent nature of gravity and caused
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by an elastic response due to the volume law contribution

to the entanglement entropy in our universe”. If appar-
ent DM is described by entanglement entropy in our uni-
verse as Verlinde says, we know that entanglement is a
non-local behavior of quantum mechanics, then there is
no surprise to say Verlinde’s theory is a non-local gravity
theory too.
We will argue that there are two typos of non-localities

in the present paper.

• Short-range nonlocality

It has to do with the fact that the point-like nature of
particles is not accurate and we need to replace it with
a smeared matter distribution. The short range non-
locality is encoded in the zero-point length parameter l0
which has the length of Planck length order. One way
to see this is rewrite Eq. (11) by restoring the Newton
constant

MB(r) = G(r)M, (26)

whereG(r) incorporates all the effects of non-locality and
it is given by (see [35])

G(r) =
r3

(r2 + l20)
3/2

, (27)

which is a feature of non-locality due to the smeared mat-
ter distribution.

• Long-range non-locality

As we pointed out, according to the nonlocal gravity
theory, non-locality persists in the Newtonian regime as
well. Indeed, the Poisson’s equation of Newtonian the-
ory of gravitation is linearly modified as was argued in
Refs. [40–42]. In this case, the nonlocal gravitational
field equations reduce to [40–42]

Gµν(x) +

∫

K(x, y)Gµν (y)d
4y = κTµν , (28)

in which Gµν is the linear Einstein tensor and Tµν is the
energy-momentum tensor of matter. One can fursther
introduce the reciprocal kernel R(x, y) via

−R(x, y) =

∞
∑

n=1

Kn(x, y) . (29)

and rewrite Eq. (28) as follows

Gµν(x) = κ

[

Tµν(x) +

∫

R(x, y)Tµν(y)d
4y

]

, (30)

and we end up with an interesting consequence that that
the nonlocal theory in this approximation is equivalent
to GR but with an additional source term. It was argued
that each iterated kernel is proportional to δ(x0−y0) and
in particular [40–42]

R(x, y) = δ(x0 − y0)q(x − y) , (31)

where q is the spatial convolution kernel. Using this lim-
iting form of the kernel in Eq. (30), we find in the New-
tonian limit the nonlocal Poisson equation [40–42]

∇2Φ = 4πG [ρ(t,x) + ρD(t,x)] , (32)

where the “density of DM” ρD is given by

ρD(t,x) =

∫

q(x− y)ρ(t,y)d3y . (33)

In the last equation q is a universal function that is inde-
pendent of the nature of the source. It was argued that
the nonlocal aspect of the gravitational interaction acts
like DM of density ρD that is linearly related to the ac-
tual matter density via the kernel q as in equation. For
the case of circular motion of stars we can explain the
observed flat rotation curves in galaxies using the kernel
[40–42]

q(x− y) =
1

4πλ

1

|x− y|2 , (34)

where λ = GM/v2. The universality of the nonlocal
kernel implies that λ must be a constant and hence M ∝
v2. In particular, the force of gravity per unit test mass
is given by

Φ = −GM

r
+

GM

λ
ln(

r

λ
). (35)

which coincides with the results obtained from Verlinde’s
emergent gravity for ξ = GMλ−1. Now one is capable to
explain the flat rotation curves at large distances, namely
out of galaxies. For the circular speed of an orbiting test
object is given by (see also [27])

v2 =
GM

r
+ ξ. (36)

By Tully-Fisher relation, the asymptotic speed of a test
particle, becomes v ∼

√
ξ, which is consistent with ob-

servations. We can therefore say that non-local gravity
can act both at UV and IR scales and this fact is ex-
tremely relevant in order to fix the issue of a relation
between general relativity and quantum mechanics. The
main point here might be that as soon as we ”localize”
the non-linear gravity, corrections immediately arise and
we have the effect of a scalar field ruling the gravitational
interaction. This scalar tensor picture can rule gravita-
tional interaction at various scales ranging from clusters
of galaxies [44, 45] and cosmology [46, 47]. Let us men-
tion here that cosmology in non-local gravity has been
studied also in [48]. Besides, the large scale structure
with logarithmic effects in non-linear gravity theory are
studied in [52]. These effects they are related to the exis-
tence of some Noether symmetry as shown in [49] and, as
we pointed out strictly related to the amount of dark mat-
ter [50]. This could mean that the that emergent gravity
effectively can be viewed as non-linear gravity and they
are strictly related in some sense about the prediction
of dark matter. Like so, the MOND could be related to
f(R). and non-linear gravity can be always represented
as f(R, φ) which supports the above arguments.
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IV. MODIFIED FRIEDMANN EQUATIONS

Let us now extend our discussion to the cosmologi-
cal setup. Assuming the background spacetime is spa-
tially homogeneous and isotropic which is described by
the FRW metric,

ds2 = hµνdx
µdxν +R2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (37)

where R = a(t)r, x0 = t, x1 = r, and the two dimensional
metric is

hµν = diag(−1, a2/(1− kr2)). (38)

In this equation k denotes the curvature of space with
k = 0, 1,−1 corresponding to flat, closed, and open uni-
verses, respectively. The dynamical apparent horizon, a
marginally trapped surface with vanishing expansion, is
determined by the relation

hµν∂µR∂νR = 0. (39)

A simple calculation gives the apparent horizon radius
for the FRW universe

R = ar =
1

√

H2 + k/a2
. (40)

For the matter source in the FRW universe we shall as-
sume a perfect fluid described by the stress-energy tensor

Tµν = (ρ̄+ p)uµuν + pgµν , (41)

where ρ̄ = ρB + ρD + ρΛ, is the sum of baryonic matter,
apparent DM and cosmological constant energy density,
respectively. Having in mind the energy-momentum con-
servation of matter ∇µT

µν = 0, we obtain the continuity
equation

˙̄ρ+ 3H(ρ̄+ p) = 0, (42)

where H = ȧ/a being the Hubble parameter. Let us now
derive the dynamical equation for Newtonian cosmology.
Toward this goal, let us consider a compact spatial region
V with a compact boundary S, which is a sphere having
radius R = a(t)r, where r is a dimensionless quantity.
Going back and combining the second law of Newton for
the test particle m near the surface, with gravitational
force we obtain

F = mR̈ = −
{

GMBm

R2
+

ξm

R

(

1 +
l2
0

4R2

)

(

1 +
l2
0

R2

)−3/2

}

×
(

1 +
l20
R2

)−3/2

. (43)

In what follows, we shall neglect the second order correc-
tion terms, ξl20, hence from Eq. (43) we get

är = −G

[

MB +MD

a2r2

](

1 +
l20

a2r2

)−3/2

, (44)

where the apparent DM mass is given by

MD =
ξar

G
. (45)

In order to derive the Friedmann equations of FRW uni-
verse in general relativity, we can use the active gravita-
tional mass M, rather than the total mass M .

M = MB +MD = MB +
ξar

G
. (46)

It follows that, due to the entropic corrections terms via
the zero-point length, the active gravitational mass M
will be modified. Using Eq. (44) and replacing M with
M, it follows

M = − äa2

G
r3
(

1 +
l20
R2

)3/2

. (47)

In addition, for the active gravitational mass we can use
the definition

M = 2

∫

V

dV

(

Tµν − 1

2
Tgµν

)

uµuν . (48)

It is a matter of calculations to show the following result

M = (ρ̄+ 3p)
4πG

3
a3r3. (49)

Equating Eqs. (47) and (49), one gets

ä

a
= −4πG

3
(ρ̄+ 3p)

[

1 +
l20
R2

]−3/2

. (50)

This is the modified acceleration equation for the dynam-
ical evolution of the FRW universe. For the Friedmann
equation we therefore obtain

ä

a
= −

(

4πG

3

)

(ρ̄+ 3p)

[

1− 3

2

l20
r2a2

+ ...

]

. (51)

Next, by multiplying 2ȧa on both sides of Eq. (50), and
by means of continuity equation (42), we obtain

ȧ2 + k =
8πG

3

∫

d(ρ̄a2)

[

1− 3

2

l20
r2a2

]

, (52)

where k is a constant of integration and physically char-
acterizes the curvature of space. Using the expression for
density

ρ̄ = ρ0a
−3(1+w), (53)

we obtain in leading order terms It is convenient, to sim-
plify the above equation by rewriting it as

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πG

3
ρ̄ [1− Γρ̄] , (54)

where Γ is a constant defined as

Γ ≡ 4πGl20
3

(

1 + 3ω

1 + ω

)

. (55)
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Before we consider in more details how apparent dark
matter effects the Friedmann equation, let us introduce
the average mass densities ρB(r) and ρD(r) inside a
sphere of radius R by writing the integrated masses. The
total mass density profile inside the core is then given by

MB(R) =
4π

3
R3ρB(R), (56)

MD(R) =
4π

3
R3ρD(R) (57)

Following Verlinde ([34]), we can introduce the slope
parameters

β̄B(R) = −d log ρB(R)

d logR
, (58)

β̄D(R) = −d log ρD(R)

d logR
. (59)

respectively. On the other hand, from the relation be-
tween the apparent dark matter and baryonic matter (12)
one can find the relation between the densities

ρ2D(R) = (4− β̄B(R))
a0

8πGR
ρB(R) (60)

where we assumed l0 → 0 for cosmological scales.

A. Case β̄B = 3 and β̄D = 2

Let us now focus on a particular example by taking:
β̄B = 3, β̄D = 2. In this way, it follows that

ρD =
C

R2
, (61)

where C is a constant. Taking the constant C = ξ/4πG,
we obtain

ρD =
ξ

4πGR2
, (62)

which is Eq.(14) in the present paper. For the Fredmann
equation then we have

H2+
k

a2
=

8πG

3
[ρB + ρΛ] [1− Γ(ρB + ρD + ρΛ)]+

8πG

3
ρD,

(63)
where

ρΛ =
Λ

8πG
. (64)

If we now use R = ra given by Eq. (40) we get

(H2+
k

a2
)(1−ζ) =

8πG

3
[ρB + ρΛ] [1− Γ(ρB + ρD + ρΛ)] ,

(65)
where ζ = 2ξ/(3c2) [here we have restored also speed of
light constant c]. Note that ζ has no dimensions and we
expect ζ to be small number. In fact we can constrain ζ
using the flat rotating curved in galaxies v2 ∼ ξ, taking

for example a typical velocity of a star in galaxy to be
v ∼ (200− 300)km/s, we find

ζ ∼ 2v2

3c2
∼ 10−7. (66)

In that case, we can rewrite equation (65) as follows

H2+
k

a2
=

8πG(1 + ζ)

3
[ρB + ρΛ] [1− Γ(ρB + ρD + ρΛ)] .

(67)
It is interesting to observe that the effect of apparent DM
in cosmological scales shifts the Newton constant

GN = G (1 + ζ). (68)

However such a shift of Newton constant is found in MOG
gravity theory [53]. Hence we can write the Friedmans
equations

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πGN

3
[ρB + ρΛ] [1− Γ(ρB + ρD + ρΛ)] .

(69)
Furthermore, it is possible to rewrite the corrected

Friedman equation (69) even in a more compact form

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πGeff

3
[ρB + ρΛ] . (70)

where we have absorbed the short and long range non-
locality effects into the Newton constant

Geff = GN G (l0, ω) , (71)

where

G(l0, ω) = 1− 4πGl20
3

(

1 + 3ω

1 + ω

)

(ρB + ρD + ρΛ). (72)

In other words, the non-locality is encoded in the New-
ton constant; the apparent DM dominates in large scale
structures by increasing the standard Newton’s constant
G → G(1 + ζ).

1. An alternative explanation: Rescaling of coordinates

There is, however, an alternative way to look at the
effect of DM in cosmology. To see this let us look more
closely in the LHS of the Friedman equation (65) which
reads

(

H2 +
k

a2

)

(1− ζ) =
(1 − ζ)

a2r2
, (73)

now if we introduce the following definitions

r⋆ =
r√
1− ζ

, (74)

k⋆ = k(1− ζ), (75)
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a⋆(t) = a(t)
√

1− ζ, (76)

then, quite remarkably, this quantity remains invariant

H2
⋆ +

k⋆
a2⋆

=
1

a2⋆r
2
⋆

, (77)

and so the FRW metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a⋆(t)
2

[

dr2⋆
1− k⋆r2⋆

+ r2⋆(dθ
2 + sin2 θdφ2)

]

.

(78)
written in these new coordinates. The metric of the FRW
universe is the same as in general relativity, however the
curvature space constant is now shifted to k⋆. We shall
elaborate the implications of this later on. This means
that we can write

H2
⋆ +

k⋆
a2⋆

= H2 +
k

a2
, (79)

and rewrite the Fredmann equation only in terms of bary-
onic matter and cosmological constant

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πG

3
ρB [1− Γ(ρB + ρD + ρΛ)] +

Λ

3
. (80)

For the case of vanishing Λ, this equation was recently
derived in [37]. This indicates that the effect of appar-
ent DM can be viewed either as a shift of the Newton
constant provided the spatial curvature constant is k, or,
equivalently, we shift the curvature constant k⋆ = k(1−ζ)
provided the Newton constant is unchanged. Let us now
see more closely the effect of apparent DM on the geom-
etry of the universe. First, if we fix the radial coordinate
r = const, and constant time t = const, we get

ds2 = a2⋆r
2
⋆(dθ

2 + sin2 θdφ2) (81)

where

a2⋆r
2
⋆ = a(t)2(1 − ζ)

[

r2

(1− ζ

]

= a(t)2r2. (82)

Now we can use the Gaussian curvature with respect to
g(2) on M and the Gauss-Bonnet theorem to show that
the topology does not change. The Gauss-Bonnet theo-
rem states that

∫∫

M

KdA = 2πχ(M), (83)

where dA is the surface line element of the 2-dimensional
surface and χ(M) is the Euler characteristic number.
It is convenient to express sometimes the above theo-
rem in terms of the Ricci scalar, in particular for the
2-dimensional surface at R|t=const,r=const = ar = const,
then using the Ricci scalar given by

R =
2

R2
, (84)

with
√

g(2) = R2 sin θ, evaluated at R, yielding the fol-
lowing from

1

4π

∫∫

M

R
√

g(2) dθdφ = χ(M). (85)

This shows that the the Euler characteristic number is
χ(M) = 2, hence the apparent DM cannot alter the
topology of the space-time manifold, but can change the
geometry of the Universe in the sense that the curvature
space scalar is modified as

k⋆ = k(1− ζ). (86)

In particular, we can specialize the discussion for three
cases: For the close universe we have k⋆ = k(1− ζ) > 0;
for the open universe k⋆ = k(ζ − 1) < 0; and finally, for
the flat universe, we get k⋆ = k(ζ−1) = 0. This all shows
that the geometry is modified for the open and the closed
universe, provided ζ 6= 0. For the perfectly flat universe
with k = 0, we get no effect of ζ. On the other hand,
the effect of ΓρB becomes important only at small scales
and can result with a bouncing universe as was shown in
[37].

B. Constant densities: Case β̄B = 0, β̄D = 0

Here we assume a constant expression for the baryonic
mass density, i.e, ρB = const with β̄B = 0, and ρD =
const with β̄D = 0, respectively. From Eq. (60) we get

ρD =
2√
3

√
ρB ρcrit, (87)

where it has been defined

ρcrit =
3a0

8πGR
=

3H2
0

8πG
, (88)

where R is assumed to be the Hubble radius. We can
also write (see also [34])

ΩD =
2√
3

√

ΩB. (89)

If we use data from [54] with ΩB ≃ 0.05 we get ΩD ≃
0.26, which is quite remarkably. Furthermore we can
write the Friedmans equations

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πG

3
ρ [1− Γρ] . (90)

where

ρ = ρB +
2√
3

√
ρB ρcrit + ρΛ. (91)

Taking a flat universe i.e., k − 0, we can further write

H2

H2
0

= [ΩB +ΩD +ΩΛ] [1− Γ(ρB + ρD + ρΛ)], (92)
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but since ΩB +ΩD +ΩΛ ≃ 1, hence we get

H = H0[1−
Γ

2
(ρB + ρD + ρΛ)]. (93)

This shows that although the model is simplified and
based on the assumption with constant densities, we ob-
tained corrections due to the quantum gravity effect en-
coded in Γ. In large scales we can of course neglect the
quantum effects by setting Γ = 0, in that case we see
that we can identify H = H0 which is the value reported
by the Planck collaboration, H0 = 67.40 ± 0.50 km s−1

Mpc−1 [54].
There is also an interesting case of a very early universe

with a constant density where the quantum effects play
an important role. To see this and observe an interesting
result let we set ȧ = 0 (or equivalently H = 0) in the
Friedmann equation. Then, by solving the Friedmann
equation we get the equation for the critical density

ρc =
1

2Γ

(

1±
√

2Gπ(2Gπa2 − 3Γk

2Gπa

)

. (94)

This equation imposes a constraint

2Gπa2 − 3Γk ≥ 0,

and consequently leading to the minimal scale factor a =
amin, with amin = l0

√
2k [37]. But since l0 is of Planck

length order, i.e., l0 ∼ lPl, it follows that these effect
become important only in short distances. In such a case,
for the critical density that corresponds to the minimal
scale one gets ρc ∼ 1/l2Pl. This also shows that we end
up with a bound for the maximum density in nature.
There are interesting implications of such a model. For

example, the critical density suggests that the collapsing
matter can stop at some points and the initial singularity
can be avoided due to the stringy effects. This may
suggest an oscillating model for the univese as well.
Such a state is expected to be unstable and provides a
natural way of generating an early expanding universe.
The cosmological implications of such a universe using
the dynamical systems analysis depending on whether
−1 < ω ≤ −1/3 and ω ≥ −1/3, and the equilibrium
points of each system has been recently studied and
discussed in great details (see, [43]).

C. General case with evolving densities:

Addressing the Hubble tension problem with the

look-back time

In this final example we can assume a generalization
of the Eq. (87) by assuming that the densities depend
on a. In particular, following the arguments in [34], we
can write

ρD(a) =
2√
3

√

ρB(a)
3

8πG

(

ȧ

a

)2

(95)

Note also that ρB = ρM + ρR includes the matter and
also the radiation part, respectively. This equation can
be also written as

ΩD(z) =
2√
3

H

H0

√

ΩR(1 + z)4 +ΩM (1 + z)3, (96)

where we have used
a0
a(t)

= 1 + z, (97)

with a0 = 1. The Friedmans equation for the flat universe
reads
(

ȧ

a

)2

=
8πG

3
(ρB(a) + ρD(a) + ρΛ) [1− Γρ(a)] , (98)

where ρ(a) = ρB(a) + ρD(a) + ρΛ. We can write further
as

H2(z)

H2
0

=
(

ΩRa
−4 +ΩMa−3 +ΩD(a) + ΩΛ

)

[1− Γρ(a)] ,

(99)
In terms of redshift z, and using the expression for Γ, we
can write as follows

H2(z)

H2
0

=
(

ΩR(1 + z)4 +ΩM (1 + z)3 +ΩD(z) + ΩΛ

)

× [1− Γρ(a)] . (100)

We can neglect the quantum gravity effect and set Γ ∼
l20 ∼ 0 (as they are expected to be small effects in large
scales), we can finally write the last equation in terms of
baryonic matter

E2(z) =
2√
3
E(z)

√

ΩR(1 + z)4 + ΩM (1 + z)3

+ ΩR(1 + z)4 +ΩM (1 + z)3 +ΩΛ. (101)

where it has been defined

E(z) =
H(z)

H0
. (102)

As we shall argue bellow, this equation can have rel-
evance to the Hubble tension problem. If we identify
H0 with the value reported by the Planck collaboration,
H0 = 67.40± 0.50 km s−1 Mpc−1 [54], and further take:

ΩM ≃ 0.05, ΩR ≃ 9 × 10−5, ΩΛ ≃ 0.69. (103)

In order to compute the value reported by the Hubble
Space Telescope (HST), H = 74.03±1.42 km s−1 Mpc−1

[55], we shall use the so-called look-back time quantity
at a given redshift (see for details [56]), so that we can
infer the value of the Hubble parameter

H =
1 + z

T0z

∫ z

0

dz′

(1 + z′)E(z′)
. (104)

Using T0 ≃ 13.79 Gyr and a fixed redshift z = 0.15,
we get

H ≃ 74.21 km s−1Mpc−1. (105)

From the last equation we see that the obtained value is
in a very good agreement with the result reported in [55].
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V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have reported several new aspects of
Verlinde’s Emergent Gravity (VEG) theory. First, we im-
proved the formula of the apparent DM in VEG theory by
including the zero-point length which encodes stringy ef-
fects. Importantly, we pointed out a close correspondence
between Verlinde’s theory and non-local gravity. This is
inspired by the fact that the apparent DM is described
by entanglement entropy in VEG theory, however entan-
glement is a non-local behavior of quantum mechanics,
therefore there is no surprise to say Verlinde’s theory is
a non-local gravity theory, too. Next, we explored three
different models for the apparent dark matter densities.
In the first model we studied a power law ρD ∼ R−2, ans
we showed that the apparent DM modifies the classical
Friedmann equations in general relativity, in particular
it shifts the Newton constant of gravity in an interesting
way coincides with the MOG theory. Such a modification
leads to important results which play crucial role at small
distances, for example to cure the Big Bang singularities
due to the minimal length and large scale structures due
to the apparent DM. Remarkably, we showed that by

rescaling the radial coordinate, the curvature space con-
stant, and the scale factor, then the classical relativistic
form of Friedmann equations and the FRW universe met-
ric remains invariant in terms of these new coordinates
provided the energy-momentum tensor has only baryonic
matter. Thus, since the curvature space constant is mod-
ified, it implies that apparent DM can change the geome-
try of the universe since it shift the curvature space con-
stant k⋆ = k(1 − ζ). In our second model, we consider
constant densities from where it is possible to estimate
the amount of apparent dark matter from the amount of
baryonic matter and the modified Friedmann equations.
In the final part, we study a more realistic model applied
to the whole universe with evolving densities. By identi-
fying H0 with the value reported by the Planck collabo-
ration, H0 = 67.40±0.50 km s−1 Mpc−1 [54], an then by
using the look-back time quantity at a given redshift we
argued that it is possible to address the problem of Hub-
ble tension in the context of Verlindes emergent gravity
since we can obtain a goof value for H reported by the
Hubble Space Telescope (HST), H = 74.03±1.42 km s−1

Mpc−1 [55] .
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[45] F. Bouchè, S. Capozziello, V. Salzano and K. Umetsu,

Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.7, 652
[46] S. Capozziello and F. Bajardi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 31

(2022) no.06, 2230009
[47] S. Capozziello, R. D’Agostino and O. Luongo, Phys. Lett.

B 834 (2022), 137475
[48] G. Calcagni, L. Modesto and P. Nicolini, Eur. Phys. J. C

74 (2014) no.8, 2999
[49] S. Capozziello and F. Bajardi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 31

(2022) no.06, 2230009
[50] S. Capozziello and G. Lambiase, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 137

(2022) no.6, 735
[51] S. Capozziello, P. Jovanović, V. B. Jovanović and
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