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ABSTRACT
W eak gravitational lensing provides a m eans of testing the long-range properties of gravity. Current
m easuram ents are consistent w ith standard N ew tonian gravity and inconsistent w ith substantialm od—
i cations on M pc scales. The data allow s long range gravity to deviate from a 1=r potential only on
scales where standard coan ology would use nom al graviy but be dom inated by dark m atter. Thus,

abnom algravity theories m ust lntroduce two

ne-tuning scales { an Inner scale to explain

at rotation

curves and an outer scale to force a retum to New tonian gravity on large scales { and these scalesm ust
concidently m atch the scales produced by the dark m atter theory after evolving the universe for 10
billion years starting from iniial conditionswhich are exquisitely determm ined from the cosn icm icrow ave

background.

Sub$ct headings: coan ology theory { gravitational lensing

1. NTRODUCTION

W eak Iensing of background galaxies by foreground
largescale structureo ersan opportunity to directly probe
the m ass distribution on large scales over a w ide range of
redshifts. As st pomted out by Blandford et al. (1991)
and M iralda-F scude (1_199_1) these e ects are of order a
few percent In adiabatic cold dark m atter m odels m aking
their observation challenging but feasble. Early predic—
tions forthe powerspect:rum ofthe shear and convergence
werem ade by K aiser (-1992) on the basis of Iinear pertur-
bation theory. Jain & Selpk (-_199_7) estin ated the e ect
of non-lnearities in the den:c,jg:y through analytic tting
formulae Peacock & Doddsd996) and showed they sub-
stantially increase the power in the convergence below the
degree scale. Because weak lensing can m easure the m at—
ter pow er spectrum w ithout m any of the problem s of ap—
proaches based on the distrbutions of galaxies or clusters
(eg. bias), tmay ultin ately provide as clean a coan olog—
icalprobe asthem icrow ave background. R ecently, several
observational groups have reportegi_opnvmcmg evadenc_:e of
the e ect (van_W aerbeke et aL-ZOOO Bacon et aL-ZOOO
K aiseret a]_'2000 W ittm an et al QOOO M aoliet al QOOl'
Rhodes et aL -2001 van W aerbeke et aL |2001)

A1l these theorethal and observational studies are pri-
m arily m otivated by standard theories of gravity and cos—
m ology. D espite the trem endous overall success of these
theories, there has been a recent resurgence of inter—
est In non-standard theories of graviy, lJargely m otivated
by the possbility that the standard paradigm has di -
culty matching the dynam ical st_tucture of galaxies (eg.
F]ores_&_ Prinack -1994 M oore :1994 Navarro & Stein-
m etz -2000) M ost ofthese proposed modi cationsain to
m ake graviy a longerranged force on scales com parable
to the sizes of galaxies In order to explain the at rota-—
tion curves of galaxies on scales larger than the apparent
distribution ofm atter eg. SeJonod & _Kosow sky QOOO

Sanders 'lggq_ -_1_999 .2000 M cGaugh .1999 2600 but see
Scott et al. |2001' and Agum:e et al. |2001 br an opposzlr_e
perspect:ye) Ashasbeen noted beﬁ)re (e.g K nshernl988
W aJker -1994 Bekensl:em & Sanders -1994 Zhytmkov &

Nester|1994 Edery-1999 K inney & anudova:ZOOl U zan

& Bemardeau EZE)(-_)ZE,M ortlock & Tumer :_Z-QE)_i:) any longer
ranged gravitationalforce, ift alsoa ectsphotons, should
have i plications for gravitational lensing. In particular
it should profoundly a ect the strength of weak lensing
shears on large scales. M any of the above authors, how -
ever, consider graviational lensing by isolated ob fcts. To
understand the lensinge ectsofm odifying graviy on large
scales it is necessary to use the weak lensing form alisn ,
sum m Ing over the contrbutions from all density pertur-
bations.

2. THE MODEL

We base our m odels on the discussion by Zhytnkov &
N ester @994) ofmodi ed graviy theoriesw Jtth the con—
text of linearized relativity (see also Edery .1999) This
fram ew ork provides a relativistic gravity m odelw hld’l au-—
tom atically obeys the equivalence principle and w ihin
which de nite calculations can bem ade, w hile at the sam e
tin e being as unrestrictive as possble. Further discus—
sion of the experin ental foundations for the assum ptions
can be found In Zhytnikov & Nester (1994 and In W ein—

berg (L972), M isner, Thome & W heeler (EL973 and espe—
cially w ill @993 xx2-3).

Forany such m odel, the In portant change In the form al-
isn for the propagation of light through such aweak eld
m etric is to change the P oisson equation relating the den-
sity to the potentialw hose derivative is used to determ ine
the bend anglk of photons. T he angular power soectrum
of the convergence, , can be written as an integral over
the line-ofsight of the pow er spectrum ofthe density uc-
tuations K ajserilggg) . For sources at a distance D g,
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equivalently m ultipole) ‘. The only change from the stan—
dard resul isthat the P oisson equation relating the poten—
tialto the densiy perturbationsism odi ed from f k) =
to a functional form determm ined by the P oisson equation
ofthem odi ed theory ofgravity. O n sm allphysical scales
(large wavenum ber k), £ k) = 1 is required to be consis-
tent w ith the known properties of gravity.

If the sources have a range of redshifts then one simply
Integrates the above expression over the redshift distrdbu-—
tion of the sources. W e shall assum e throughout that

* D )* 2
D exp[ © )71 @)
and x D by the requirem ent that hzg,ci = 1. In eval-
uating Eg. _@'), we will use the method of Peacock &
D odds @99_6}) to com pute the non-linear pow er soectrum
as a function of scale-factor. T hroughout we shalluse the
concordance cosm ology of O striker & Steinhardt (1995)
since it provides a reasonable t to recent CM B, weak
lensing and large-scale structure data. For this choice of
param eters the lensing kemelpeaksat z /7 043 ata (co—
m oving) angular diam eter distance of1150h * M pc.

In our calculation we only consider the propagation of
rays through a known density distribution, and we m odel
that known density distrdbution using a standard cosm o—
logicalm odelviewed as a m eans to Interpolate the evolu—
tion of structure w ith redshift. W e do not attem pt to self-
consistently form the observed structures using the m odi-

ed gravjtatjonalpotentja;_:‘l: . Ifwe assum e that alltheories
must m atch the localdensity distrbution, the only conse—
quence ofthis assum ption isthat the evolution of structure

1In the m odel described below, a linear uctuation analysis sug—
gests that long-w avelength m odes would grow m ore slow Iy than the
standard m odelwould predict. T hus neglect of this e ect is conser—
vative if we start from an initially scale-invariant spectrum .
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Fig. l.\ T he angular power spectrum , *(*+ 1)C =2 ), vs.mul-

tipolemoment * ormodelswih = 10 andm = 0,03, 1.0 and
3:0hM pc !. The sources are assum ed to have hzgrci = 1. Spectra
forother valuesof can be roughly obtained by averaging them = 0
spectrum and the appropriate = 1 spectrum (plotted here) w ith
the relevant weights.

Inplicit n Eqg. @') uses the standard grow th rates rather
than those ofthem odi ed graviy.

Exam Ining the e ects of modi ed graviy sinply be-
com es a question of considering di erent structures for the
function f (k). In 4D, the m etric, being sym m etric, con—
tains 10 functions. T he 4 constraints ofenergy-m om entum
conservation reduce the number of free functions to 6.
T hese 6 free finctions can be decom posed under rotations
as 2 scalar (density perturbations), 2 vector (vorticalm o-—
tions) and 2 tensor (graviy wave) m odes. W ithin the lin—
earized theory there are a num ber of propagating m odes,
w hich have the form ofYukawa (exponential) potentials
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Under a variety of reasonable assum ptions Zhytnikov &
N ester {_1994I ) conclude that the m ost generalm etric de—
scribes forcesm ediated by m assive and m assless sca_]a_r_and
tensor particles. W e ollow Zhytnikov & Nester (-1994)
neglecting the vector m odes, however we will allow arbi-

trary couplings forthe scalarand tensorm odes. In general

relativity in theweak eld lim it
Joo = ( 1+ 20) (4)
gy = (1+20) g4 ©)

where U is the usual N ewtonian potential. T he m etric of
Zhytnikov & Nester 1994) has the sam e form , but w ith
Yukaw a potentials n addition to the N ew tonian one.

For test particles with v cor uildswih p é
only the tim e-tin e part of the m etric is relevant, the con—
trbution of the gi; tem s being suppressed by O (*=¢?).
H owever, for light, the bend angle due to the potential is
actually the arithm etic m ean ofthe coe cients in gy and
gij . Though the extra scalar and tensor m odes can enter
into the space—space and tim e-tin e part of the m etric dif-
ferently, we shallconsiderthe 1 param eter fam ily ofm odels
w here these coe cients are equal. As Kinney & Brisu—
dova (200],) discuss, the requirem ent that cluster m ass
estin ates from galaxy dynam ics, pressure equilbrium of
the X ray gas and gravitational lensing agree m eans that
any modi ed gravity Jaw must a ect photon propagation
In roughly the same was as it a ects particlke orbits. A
modi ed gravity which di erentially a ects particles and
photons w ill aln ost always lead to a discrepancy betw een
these three clusterm ass estim ates.

Thus In ourm odel, In theweak eld lim i, the propaga—
tion of light is the sam e as in standard general relativity,
except that the potential is

)JU @;0)+ U @/m)+ (6)

w here represents possible other termm s of the sam e form
asthe second. W e shall further sim plify our calculation by
considering only 1 correction term in what ollow s. In such

a theory w ith one additional\ eld", the fiinction appear-
Ing In the estin ate of the weak lensing power spectrum

is

K2
fk)= @ + 7

k)= ( ) W+ m2 (7)

where = 0 for standard graviy and ’ 09 and

1

m 50kpc in order to produce at rotation curves
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w ithout dark m atter (eg.Sanders :;L-Qé_é) . The correspond-
Ingpotentialforan ob ctofm assM simpli estotheNew-
tonian result, GM =r,on anallscaleswherem r 1,and
hasa di erente ective coupling constant, GM (1 )=r
on large scales, m r 1.
Fig.l shows the anisotropy spectrum predicted for a
range ofm odels. If we lim it the range of gravity ( > 0)
then the shear uctuationson large angular scalesare sup—
pressed, and if we extend the range they are enhanced.
This should be a generic feature of any m odi cation to
1—ww/w AT T the long-range force law . To obtain lin its on the param e-
ters In ourm odelwe calculated the m s shear expected in
G aussian window swith FW HM of5° and 10° as a fiinction
of andm Fi. 'Q:) T hese predictions are consistent w ith
the m s shear m easured on these scales by van W aerbeke
etal. CZOOl) only form odelsw ith param eters close to those
of standard gravity. W e can m inin ize the m odel depen—
dence of the result by exam lning the ratio of the power
at 5% and 109 as this largely rem oves any dependence of
the resul on the m atter density and the nom alization of
the power spectrum . In Fjg.:_ﬂ, we see that the data are
consistent w ith standard gravity and a broad range of al-
temate theories. These theories are acceptable because
our altemate gravity m odel has a 1=r potential on large
I scales so that when the 5° scale corresponds to a physical
0.01 0.1 10 scale largerthanm !, the change in the coupling constant
1/m (Mpc/h) is degenerate w ith a change in the enclosed m ass. For
sources w ith a m ean redshift of unity, the 5° scale corre—
soonds to a length scale at the peak of the lensing kemel
of approxin ately 1h ' M pc.

T heordeswhich do not retum to a 1=r potentJalon large
scales are relatively easy to rule out (see W aJker-l994) As
sum Ing that the bend angle of light rem ains proportional
to the gradient of the profcted gravitational potential,
such theories predict that random lines of sight would be
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Fig.2.\ T he m s shear, sm oothed w ith a 5°FW HM gaussian (top) —05 N
oral0°FW HM gaussian (bottom ), predicted for the \concordance" ’ B
cosm ology with pat = 0:3, = 07, h = 067 and g = 09 as N
a function of and m (/M pc). Contours are spaced every 0:001 B
w ith bold contours indicating 0:005 (top), 0:01 and 0:015 (bottom ). =

The stjppled regions are consistent (@t 1 ) with the van W aerbeke -1 Lohl NI e
et al. £001) m easurem ents. 0.01 0.1 1 10
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Fig. 3.| The ratio of the m s shear on 5° and 10° scales for the
sam e cosm ology as the previous gure. Contours are spaced in steps
0of 0.05, increasing to top left. T hick contours are spaced every 0.5,
starting at 1.5. The ,stjppled region is consistent (at 1 ) with the
van W aerbeke et al. (@O_O_L) m easurem ents.
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highly sheared and (de)m agni aﬁ In contradiction with
observations. This problem can be traced to the lack of
degeneracy betw een renom alizing the m ass and adjisting
the coupling constant. For exam ple, ignoring the K inney
& Brisudova QOOl) ansatz or pem issble form s of alter—

nate graviy, we could use the force law

‘oM = L Fp(mD @®)
r? rYy

which isKeplerdan orr 1 andr m ! butisa l=r
force Jaw , producinga at rotation curve, in between. The
potential corresponding to this force law is

=GM = 1l=r+ Ei[ mr] )
where E ik ] is the exponential integral. T he corresponding
kemel for the weak lensing integral is

km ®+m?)tan ! k=m)
fk)=1 k(2 + m2) : (10)

Figure 4 show s the angular power spectrum in thism odel
for a rénge of scales ry and a large outer cuto m =

50h ' M pc. Compared to nom al gravity, the modi ed
theories have enom ously enhanced large scale power and

very di erent shapes.

3. DISCUSSION

Current modi ed gravity theories tuned to explain the
rotation curves of galaxies work in a standard cosm ology
because we m easure rotation curves only where there are

2For exam ple, for a logr potential and a Poisson distribution
of lenses the convergence, , of a source at Ds (assumed to be
much larger than the scale, rp, beyond which gravity is logr) is

’ 0 nrgD s 1 for any reasonable source density n.

(i+1)C,/ (2m)

10% 102 10

Fig. 4.‘ T he angular power spectrum , ‘*(*+ 1)C =2 ), vs.mul-
tipole m om ent * for our second modelwithm ! = 50h 'M pc and
ro = 1,20, 10 and 5h 1Mpc. Asrg ! 1 the model becomes
standard gravity. N ote the change in shape and the enom ous en—
hancem ent in the power on large scales.

baryons. W e can see that the rotation curve is at out
to the Im it where there are no m ore baryons to m easure,
but we cannot see that it isK eplerian as we approach the
edge of the m ore extended dark m atter distribution. Iffwe
could continue to trace rotation curves on larger scaleswe
would see a grow ing di erence between standard cosm o—
logical m odels and theories using m odi ed gravitational
physics.

W eak lensing allow s us to do this experim ent, although
on such large scaleswem ust sum over the contributions of
allof the m ass rather than consider the rotation curves of
discreet ob fcts. A swewould expect qualitatively, ncreas—
Ing the strength of the graviational eld at long ranges
predicts stronger weak lensing signals on large scales than
standard cosm ologicalm odels. Current m easurem ents of
the m s shear on scales of 5°-10° rule out the theories we
consider In the param eter ranges w here they could explain
rotation curves w ithout dark m atter unless the deviation
from nom algravity is 1im ited to a restricted range of spa—
tial scales from 10h ! kpc < r < 1h ! Mpc. On larger
scales them odelsm ust retum to the r 2 force law ofnor-
m algraviy in order to be consistent w ith m easurem ents.

In standard coan ologicalm odels, once we postulate the
existence ofdark m atter, the Inner and outer scales appear
naturally. O n an all scales the cooling of the baryons con—
centrates the baryons relative to the dark m atter and ren-
ders them Ium inous and detectable. T hus, nom alm atter
com bined w ith nom algravity naturally explain dynam ics
on scales< 10h ! kpc. On interm ediate scales, dark m at—
ter provides an additional source of density, which can be
Interpreted as an abnom algravitationaltheory using only
the visble baryonsas sources. O n Jarge scales the universe
retums to hom ogeneity, and the special properties of the
1=r? Hrce law m ake the weak lensing power slow Iy din in—
ish on large scales. Abnom al, Jonger ranged theories lose
the cancellation properties of the 1=r’ force law on large
scales, despite the Increasing hom ogeneity of the densiy
on these scales, krading to enomm ous enhancem ents in the
strength of the weak lensing shear. Such strong shears
are in gross disagreem ent w ith even the st generation of
weak ]ensmgm easuram ents on these sca]es (van W aerbeke
et aL'_QQ% Bacon et aL-ZOOO Kaiseret aL-ZOOO W itm an
etal.200q; M aoJJLetaL'ZOOZLI Rhodes etaL'2OOlI van W aer—
beke et aL 2001) T hus, abnorm al grav:ty theor_les m ust
Introducetwo netuning scales { an inner scale to explain

at rotation curves and an outer scale to force a retum to
N ew tonian graviy on large scales { and these scalesm ust
coincidently m atch the scales produced by the dark m at—
ter theory after evolving the universe for 10 billion years
starting from initial conditions which are exquisitely de—
term ined from the cosm ic m icrow ave background.

Finally, although we lack a form alisn for estin ating
weak lensing in non—]?pi_:e_ntjal theories such as MOND,
M ortlock & Tumer E001) have emphasized that weak
lensing resuls should be generic, as it requires only that
photons and particles have sin ilar responses to gravia-
tional elds. This sim ilarity of behavior is ocbserved on
the relevant scales M pc) through the near equivalence
of weak lensing, dynam ical, and X -ray detem nations of
clusterm asses K Inney & B risudova 2001).
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