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ABSTRACT

W eak gravitationallensing provides a m eans oftesting the long-range properties ofgravity. Current

m easurem entsare consistentwith standard Newtonian gravity and inconsistentwith substantialm od-

i� cations on M pc scales. The data allows long range gravity to deviate from a 1=r potentialonly on

scales where standard cosm ology would use norm algravity but be dom inated by dark m atter. Thus,

abnorm algravity theoriesm ustintroducetwo � ne-tuning scales{ an innerscaleto explain  atrotation

curvesand an outerscaleto forcea return to Newtonian gravity on largescales{ and thesescalesm ust

coincidently m atch the scales produced by the dark m atter theory after evolving the universe for 10

billion yearsstartingfrom initialconditionswhich areexquisitely determ ined from thecosm icm icrowave

background.

Subjectheadings: cosm ology:theory { gravitationallensing

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

W eak lensing of background galaxies by foreground

large-scalestructureo� ersanopportunitytodirectlyprobe

the m assdistribution on largescalesovera wide rangeof

redshifts. As� rstpointed outby Blandford etal.(1991)

and M iralda-Escude (1991),these e� ects are oforder a

few percentin adiabatic cold dark m atterm odelsm aking

their observation challenging but feasible. Early predic-

tionsforthepowerspectrum oftheshearand convergence

werem ade by K aiser(1992)on the basisoflinearpertur-

bation theory. Jain & Seljak (1997)estim ated the e� ect

ofnon-linearities in the density through analytic � tting

form ulae (Peacock & Dodds 1996)and showed they sub-

stantially increasethepowerin theconvergencebelow the

degree scale.Becauseweak lensing can m easurethe m at-

terpowerspectrum withoutm any ofthe problem sofap-

proachesbased on thedistributionsofgalaxiesorclusters

(e.g.bias),itm ay ultim ately provideasclean a cosm olog-

icalprobeasthem icrowavebackground.Recently,several

observationalgroupshavereported convincing evidenceof

the e� ect (van W aerbeke et al.2000;Bacon et al.2000;

K aiseretal.2000;W ittm an etal.2000;M aolietal.2001;

Rhodesetal.2001;van W aerbekeetal.2001)

Allthese theoreticaland observationalstudies are pri-

m arily m otivated by standard theoriesofgravity and cos-

m ology. Despite the trem endous overallsuccess ofthese

theories, there has been a recent resurgence of inter-

estin non-standard theoriesofgravity,largely m otivated

by the possibility that the standard paradigm has di� -

culty m atching the dynam icalstructure ofgalaxies (e.g.

Flores & Prim ack 1994; M oore 1994; Navarro & Stein-

m etz 2000).M ostofthese proposed m odi� cationsaim to

m ake gravity a longer-ranged force on scales com parable

to the sizes ofgalaxies in order to explain the  at rota-

tion curvesofgalaxieson scaleslargerthan the apparent

distribution ofm atter (e.g. Sellwood & K osowsky 2000,

Sanders 1998,1999,2000;M cG augh 1999,2000,but see

Scott et al.2001 and Aguirre et al.2001 for an opposite

perspective).Ashasbeen noted before(e.g.K risher1988;

W alker 1994; Bekenstein & Sanders 1994; Zhytnikov &

Nester1994;Edery 1999;K inney & Brisudova 2001;Uzan

& Bernardeau 2001;M ortlock & Turner2001)any longer

ranged gravitationalforce,ifitalsoa� ectsphotons,should

have im plications for gravitationallensing. In particular

it should profoundly a� ect the strength ofweak lensing

shearson large scales. M any ofthe above authors,how-

ever,considergravitationallensingby isolated objects.To

understandthelensinge� ectsofm odifyinggravityonlarge

scales it is necessary to use the weak lensing form alism ,

sum m ing over the contributions from alldensity pertur-

bations.

2. TH E M O D EL

W e base ourm odels on the discussion by Zhytnikov &

Nester(1994)ofm odi� ed gravity theorieswithin thecon-

text oflinearized relativity (see also Edery 1999). This

fram ework providesa relativisticgravity m odelwhich au-

tom atically obeys the equivalence principle and within

which de� nitecalculationscan bem ade,whileatthesam e

tim e being as unrestrictive as possible. Further discus-

sion ofthe experim entalfoundationsforthe assum ptions

can be found in Zhytnikov & Nester(1994)and in W ein-

berg (1972),M isner,Thorne & W heeler(1973)and espe-

cially W ill(1993,xx2-3).

Foranysuch m odel,theim portantchangein theform al-

ism forthepropagation oflightthrough such a weak � eld

m etricisto changethePoisson equation relating theden-

sity to thepotentialwhosederivativeisused to determ ine

the bend angle ofphotons. The angularpowerspectrum

ofthe convergence,�,can be written as an integralover

theline-of-sightofthepowerspectrum ofthedensity  uc-

tuations(K aiser1992).Forsourcesata distance D s,

‘(‘+ 1)C‘=(2�)=
9�

4‘

�
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where t� D =Ds,�
2
m ass(k)= k3P (k)=(2�2)isthe contri-

bution tothem assvarianceperlogarithm icintervalphysi-

calwavenum berand ‘(‘+ 1)C‘=(2�)isthecontribution to

�2rm s per logarithm ic intervalin angular wavenum ber(or
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equivalently m ultipole)‘.Theonly changefrom thestan-

dard resultisthatthePoissonequation relatingthepoten-

tialto thedensity perturbationsism odi� ed from f(k)= 1

to a functionalform determ ined by the Poisson equation

ofthem odi� ed theory ofgravity.O n sm allphysicalscales

(large wavenum berk),f(k)= 1 is required to be consis-

tentwith the known propertiesofgravity.

Ifthe sourceshavea rangeofredshiftsthen onesim ply

integratesthe aboveexpression overthe redshiftdistribu-

tion ofthe sources.W e shallassum ethroughoutthat

dn

dD
/ D exp[� (D =D�)

4] (2)

and � x D� by the requirem ent that hzsrci = 1. In eval-

uating Eq. (1), we will use the m ethod of Peacock &

Dodds(1996)to com pute the non-linearpowerspectrum

asa function ofscale-factor.Throughoutweshallusethe

concordance cosm ology ofO 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 etersthe lensing kernelpeaksatz ’ 0:43 ata (co-

m oving)angulardiam eterdistance of1150h�1 M pc.

In ourcalculation we only considerthe propagation of

raysthrough a known density distribution,and we m odel

thatknown density distribution using a standard cosm o-

logicalm odelviewed asa m eansto interpolatethe evolu-

tion ofstructurewith redshift.W edo notattem ptto self-

consistently form theobserved structuresusing the m odi-

� ed gravitationalpotential1.Ifweassum ethatalltheories

m ustm atch thelocaldensity distribution,theonly conse-

quenceofthisassum ption isthattheevolution ofstructure

1In the m odeldescribed below,a linear uctuation analysis sug-

gests that long-wavelength m odes would grow m ore slowly than the

standard m odelwould predict. Thus neglect ofthis e�ect isconser-

vative ifwe startfrom an initially scale-invariantspectrum .

Fig. 1.| The angular power spectrum ,‘(‘+ 1)C ‘=(2�),vs.m ul-

tipole m om ent ‘ for m odels with � = 1:0 and m = 0,0.3,1.0 and

3:0h M pc� 1. The sources are assum ed to have hzsrci = 1. Spectra

forothervaluesof� can beroughly obtained by averaging them = 0

spectrum and the appropriate � = 1 spectrum (plotted here) with

the relevant weights.

im plicitin Eq.(1)usesthe standard growth ratesrather

than those ofthe m odi� ed gravity.

Exam ining the e� ects of m odi� ed gravity sim ply be-

com esaquestion ofconsideringdi� erentstructuresforthe

function f(k). In 4D,the m etric,being sym m etric,con-

tains10functions.The4constraintsofenergy-m om entum

conservation reduce the num ber of free functions to 6.

These6 freefunctionscan bedecom posed underrotations

as2 scalar(density perturbations),2 vector(vorticalm o-

tions)and 2 tensor(gravity wave)m odes.W ithin thelin-

earized theory there are a num berofpropagating m odes,

which havethe form ofYukawa (exponential)potentials

U (~r;m )= G

Z
�(~r0)d3r0

j~r� ~r0j
e
�m j~r�~r

0
j

: (3)

Under a variety ofreasonable assum ptions Zhytnikov &

Nester (1994)conclude that the m ost generalm etric de-

scribesforcesm ediated bym assiveand m asslessscalarand

tensorparticles. W e follow Zhytnikov & Nester(1994)in

neglecting the vector m odes,howeverwe willallow arbi-

trarycouplingsforthescalarand tensorm odes.In general

relativity in the weak � eld lim it

g00 = (� 1+ 2U ) (4)

gij = ( 1+ 2U )�ij (5)

where U isthe usualNewtonian potential.The m etric of

Zhytnikov & Nester (1994)has the sam e form ,but with

Yukawa potentialsin addition to the Newtonian one.

For test particles with v � c or  uids with p � �c2

only the tim e-tim e partofthe m etricisrelevant,thecon-

tribution ofthe gij term s being suppressed by O (v2=c2).

However,forlight,the bend angle due to the potentialis

actually thearithm eticm ean ofthecoe� cientsin g00 and

gij. Though the extra scalarand tensorm odescan enter

into the space-spaceand tim e-tim e partofthe m etricdif-

ferently,weshallconsiderthe1param eterfam ilyofm odels

where these coe� cients are equal. As K inney & Brisu-

dova (2001) discuss, the requirem ent that cluster m ass

estim ates from galaxy dynam ics,pressure equilibrium of

the X-ray gasand gravitationallensing agree m eansthat

any m odi� ed gravity law m usta� ectphoton propagation

in roughly the sam e was as it a� ects particle orbits. A

m odi� ed gravity which di� erentially a� ects particles and

photonswillalm ostalwayslead to a discrepancy between

thesethree clusterm assestim ates.

Thusin ourm odel,in theweak � eld lim it,thepropaga-

tion oflightisthe sam e asin standard generalrelativity,

exceptthatthe potentialis

U (~r)= (1� �)U (~r;0)+ �U (~r;m )+ � � � (6)

where� � � representspossibleotherterm softhesam eform

asthesecond.W eshallfurthersim plify ourcalculation by

consideringonly 1correction term in whatfollows.In such

a theory with oneadditional\� eld",the function appear-

ing in the estim ate ofthe weak lensing power spectrum

is

f(k)= (1� �)+ �
k2

k2 + m 2
; (7)

where � = 0 for standard gravity and � ’ � 0:9 and

m �1 � 50kpc in order to produce  at rotation curves
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Fig. 2.| Therm sshear,sm oothed with a50FW H M gaussian (top)

ora 100 FW H M gaussian (bottom ),predicted forthe \concordance"

cosm ology with 
 m at = 0:3,
 � = 0:7,h = 0:67 and �8 = 0:9 as

a function of� and m (h/M pc). Contours are spaced every 0:001

with bold contours indicating 0:005 (top),0:01 and 0:015 (bottom ).

The stippled regions are consistent (at 1�) with the van W aerbeke

et al.(2001) m easurem ents.

withoutdark m atter(e.g.Sanders1986).Thecorrespond-

ingpotentialforanobjectofm assM sim pli� estotheNew-

tonian result,� G M =r,on sm allscaleswherem r� 1,and

hasa di� erente� ectivecoupling constant,� G M (1� �)=r

on largescales,m r� 1.

Fig.1 shows the anisotropy spectrum predicted for a

range ofm odels. Ifwe lim itthe range ofgravity (� > 0)

then theshear uctuationson largeangularscalesaresup-

pressed,and ifwe extend the range they are enhanced.

This should be a generic feature ofany m odi� cation to

thelong-rangeforcelaw.To obtain lim itson theparam e-

tersin ourm odelwecalculated therm sshearexpected in

G aussian windowswith FW HM of50and 100asa function

of� and m (Fig.2).Thesepredictionsareconsistentwith

the rm sshearm easured on these scalesby van W aerbeke

etal.(2001)onlyform odelswith param etersclosetothose

ofstandard gravity. W e can m inim ize the m odeldepen-

dence ofthe result by exam ining the ratio ofthe power

at 50 and 100,as this largely rem ovesany dependence of

the resulton the m atterdensity and the norm alization of

the powerspectrum . In Fig.3,we see thatthe data are

consistentwith standard gravity and a broad range ofal-

ternate theories. These theories are acceptable because

our alternate gravity m odelhas a 1=r potentialon large

scalesso thatwhen the 50 scalecorrespondsto a physical

scalelargerthan m �1 ,thechangein thecouplingconstant

� is degenerate with a change in the enclosed m ass. For

sourceswith a m ean redshiftofunity,the 50 scale corre-

spondsto a length scale atthe peak ofthe lensing kernel

ofapproxim ately 1h�1 M pc.

Theorieswhich do notreturn to a1=rpotentialon large

scalesarerelativelyeasytoruleout(seeW alker1994).As-

sum ing thatthe bend angle oflightrem ainsproportional

to the gradient of the projected gravitationalpotential,

such theoriespredictthatrandom linesofsightwould be

Fig. 3.| The ratio ofthe rm s shear on 50 and 100 scales for the

sam e cosm ology asthe previous�gure.Contoursare spaced in steps

of0.05,increasing to top left. Thick contours are spaced every 0.5,

starting at 1.5. The stippled region is consistent (at 1�) with the

van W aerbeke etal.(2001) m easurem ents.
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highly sheared and (de)m agni� ed2 in contradiction with

observations. This problem can be traced to the lack of

degeneracy between renorm alizingthem assand adjusting

the coupling constant. Forexam ple,ignoring the K inney

& Brisudova (2001)ansatz forperm issible form sofalter-

nate gravity,wecould use the forcelaw

� �
0(r)=G M = �

1

r2
�
exp(� m r)

rr0
(8)

which isK eplerian forr � r0 and r � m �1 butisa 1=r

forcelaw,producinga atrotation curve,in between.The

potentialcorresponding to thisforcelaw is

�=G M = � 1=r+ Ei[� m r] (9)

whereEi[x]istheexponentialintegral.Thecorresponding

kernelforthe weak lensing integralis

f(k)= 1�
km � (k2 + m 2)tan�1 (k=m )

r0k(k
2 + m 2)

: (10)

Figure4 showsthe angularpowerspectrum in thism odel

for a range ofscales r0 and a large outer cuto� m�1 =

50h�1 M pc. Com pared to norm algravity,the m odi� ed

theorieshaveenorm ously enhanced largescale powerand

very di� erentshapes.

3. D ISCU SSIO N

Currentm odi� ed gravity theoriestuned to explain the

rotation curvesofgalaxieswork in a standard cosm ology

because we m easure rotation curvesonly where there are

2For exam ple, for a logr potential and a Poisson distribution

of lenses the convergence, �, of a source at D s (assum ed to be

m uch larger than the scale, r0, beyond which gravity is logr) is

� ’ ��0

�

nr
2

0
D s

�

� 1 forany reasonable source density n.

Fig. 4.| The angular power spectrum ,‘(‘+ 1)C ‘=(2�),vs.m ul-

tipole m om ent ‘ for our second m odelwith m
� 1 = 50h� 1 M pc and

r0 = 1 , 20, 10 and 5h� 1 M pc. A s r0 ! 1 the m odel becom es

standard gravity. N ote the change in shape and the enorm ous en-

hancem ent in the power on large scales.

baryons. W e can see that the rotation curve is  at out

to the lim itwherethere areno m orebaryonsto m easure,

butwecannotseethatitisK eplerian asweapproach the

edgeofthem oreextended dark m atterdistribution.Ifwe

could continueto tracerotation curveson largerscaleswe

would see a growing di� erence between standard cosm o-

logicalm odels and theories using m odi� ed gravitational

physics.

W eak lensing allowsusto do thisexperim ent,although

on such largescaleswem ustsum overthecontributionsof

allofthem assratherthan considertherotation curvesof

discreetobjects.Aswewouldexpectqualitatively,increas-

ing the strength ofthe gravitational� eld at long ranges

predictsstrongerweak lensing signalson largescalesthan

standard cosm ologicalm odels. Currentm easurem entsof

the rm sshearon scalesof50-100 rule outthe theorieswe

considerin theparam eterrangeswherethey could explain

rotation curveswithoutdark m atterunlessthe deviation

from norm algravity islim ited to arestricted rangeofspa-

tialscales from 10h�1 kpc �< r �< 1h�1 M pc. O n larger

scalesthem odelsm ustreturn to ther�2 forcelaw ofnor-

m algravity in orderto be consistentwith m easurem ents.

In standard cosm ologicalm odels,oncewepostulatethe

existenceofdarkm atter,theinnerand outerscalesappear

naturally.O n sm allscalesthecooling ofthebaryonscon-

centratesthebaryonsrelativeto thedark m atterand ren-

dersthem lum inousand detectable.Thus,norm alm atter

com bined with norm algravity naturally explain dynam ics

on scales�< 10h�1 kpc.O n interm ediatescales,dark m at-

terprovidesan additionalsourceofdensity,which can be

interpreted asan abnorm algravitationaltheory usingonly

thevisiblebaryonsassources.O n largescalestheuniverse

returnsto hom ogeneity,and the specialpropertiesofthe

1=r2 forcelaw m aketheweak lensing powerslowly dim in-

ish on largescales.Abnorm al,longerranged theorieslose

the cancellation propertiesofthe 1=r2 force law on large

scales,despite the increasing hom ogeneity ofthe density

on these scales,leading to enorm ousenhancem entsin the

strength ofthe weak lensing shear. Such strong shears

arein grossdisagreem entwith even the� rstgeneration of

weak lensingm easurem entson thesescales(van W aerbeke

etal.2000;Bacon etal.2000;K aiseretal.2000;W ittm an

etal.2000;M aolietal.2001;Rhodesetal.2001;van W aer-

beke et al.2001). Thus,abnorm algravity theories m ust

introducetwo� ne-tuning scales{ an innerscaleto explain

 atrotation curvesand an outerscaleto forcea return to

Newtonian gravity on largescales{ and thesescalesm ust

coincidently m atch the scalesproduced by the dark m at-

tertheory afterevolving the universe for10 billion years

starting from initialconditions which are exquisitely de-

term ined from the cosm icm icrowavebackground.

Finally, although we lack a form alism for estim ating

weak lensing in non-potential theories such as M O ND,

M ortlock & Turner (2001) have em phasized that weak

lensing resultsshould be generic,asitrequiresonly that

photons and particles have sim ilar responses to gravita-

tional� elds. This sim ilarity ofbehavior is observed on

the relevant scales (M pc) through the near equivalence

ofweak lensing,dynam ical,and X-ray determ inationsof

clusterm asses(K inney & Brisudova 2001).

W ewould liketothank L.V.van W aerbekeforproviding
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