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The modi ed newtonian dynam ics M OND ) paradigm of M ilgrom can boast of a num ber of
successfiil predictions regarding galactic dynam ics; these are m ade w ithout the assum ption that
dark m atter plays a signi cant role. M OND requires gravitation to depart from N ew tonian theory
in the extragalactic regin e where dynam ical accelerations are sm all. So far relativistic gravitation
theories proposed to underpin M OND have either clashed w ith the post-N ew tonian tests of general
relativity, or failed to provide signi cant gravitational lensing, or violated hallowed principles by
exhbiting superlim inal scalar waves or an a priori vector eld. W e develop a relativistic M OND
Inspired theory which resolves these problem s. In it gravitation is m ediated by m etric, a scalar

eld and a 4-vector eld, all three dynam ical. For a sin ple choice of its free fiinction, the theory
has a Newtonian lin it for nonrelativistic dynam icsw ith signi cant acceleration, buta M OND Il it
when accelerations are small. W e calculate the and PPN coe cients show ing them to agree
w ih solar system m easurem ents. The gravitational light de ection by nonrelativistic system s is
govemed by the sam e potential responsible for dynam ics of particles. To the extent that M OND
successfiilly describes dynam icsofa system , the new theory’spredictions for lensing by that system ’s
visble m atter w ill agree as well w ith observations as general relativity’s predictions m ade with a
dynam ically successfiildark halo m odel. C oan ologicalm odels based on the theory are quite sim ilar
to those based on general relativity; they predict slow evolution of the scalar eld. For a range
of initial conditions, this last resul m akes it easy to rule out superlum inal propagation of m etric,
scalar and vector w aves.

PACS numbers: 95.354d,95.30.8f, 98.62.5b, 04.80Cc

I. NTRODUCTION

In the extragalactic regin €, where N ew tonian gravitational theory would have been expected to be an excellent
description, accelerations of stars and gas, as estin ated from D oppler velocities and geom etric considerations, are asa
rulemuch larger than those due to the New tonian eld generated by the visblem atter in the system l,l]. Thisisthe
\m issing m ass" problem l] or \acceleration discrepancy" l]. It is fashionable to Infer from it the existence ofm uch
dark m atter in system s ranging from dwarf spheroidalgalaxieswith masses 1M  to great clusters of galaxies in
the 10°M  regine I,l]. And agaln, galaxies and clusters of galaxies are found to gravitationally lense background
sources. W hen interpreted w ithin general relativity (GR), this lensing is anom alously large unless one assum es the
presence of dark m atter In quantities and w ith distrdbution sin ilar to those required to explain the accelerations of
stars and gas. T hus extragalactic lensing has naturally been regarded as con m ing the presence of the dark m atter
suggested by the dynam ics.

But the putative dark m atter has never been identi ed despie much experin ental and observational e ort l].
T his raises the possbility that the acceleration discrepancy as well as the gravitational lensing anom aly m ay re ect
departures from Newtonian graviy and GR on galactic and larger scales. Now altematives to GR are traditionally
required to possess a N ew tonian lim it for am all velocities and potentials; thus the acceleration discrepancy also raises
the possibility that the correct relativistic gravitational theory m ay be of a kind not generally considered hitherto.

In the Jast two decadesM ilgrom ‘sm odi ed N ew tonian dynam ics M OND ) paradigm I,I, lhas gained recognition
as a successfiil schem e for unifying m uch of extragalactic dynam ics phenom enology w ithout invoking \dark m atter".
In contrast with earlier suggested m odi cations of Newton’s law of universal gravitation ., .,(i, .], M OND
is characterized by an acceleration scale ag, not a distance scale, and its departure from New tonian predictions is
acceleration dependent:

~(BFala= r y: (@)

Here y isthe usualNewtonian potential of the visble m atter, whilke ~ (x) x forx land ~x) ! 1 forx 1.
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M ilgrom estin ated ag 1 10% an s 2 from the empiricaldata. In the laboratory and the solar system where
accelerations are strong com pared to ap, ormula M) goesoverto the Newtonian law a= r y.

M ilgrom constructed form ula W) to agree w ith the fact that rotation curves ofdisk galaxiesbecom e at outside their
centralparts. That far out a galaxy ofm assM exhibits an approxin ately sohericalN ew tonian potential. T he scales
aresuchthat¥ yxj GM r? ay hthisregion,and soEq. B wih ~x) xgiveshj GM g)'?r ! which has
the r dependence appropriate or the centripetal acceleration v§=r of a radiis Independent rotational velocity v | an
asym ptotically at rotation curve. In fact one obtains the relation M = Gag) 've? which Jeads to the prediction
that for any class of galaxies w ith a constant m ass to lum inosity ratio in a speci ed spectralband, the um inosity
in that band should scale as vc4 . And Indeed, there exists an em pirical law of just this form : the Tully {F isher lJaw [1]
(TFL) relating near infrared # {band) lum inosity Ly ofa spiraldisk galaxy to its rotation velocity, Ly / v.?, with
the proportionality factor being constant w ithin each galactic m orphology class.

T his version ofthe TFL was established only affer M OND was enunciated []. It is in ham ony w ith the M OND
prediction in two ways. F irst, the nfrared light ofa galaxy com esm ostly from cooldw arfstarswhich m ake up m ost of
itsmass thence giving a tight correlation between M of the predicted relation and Ly ofthe em pirical law ). Second,
the proportionality coe cient vardes from class to class as would be expected from the cbserved correlation betw een

of a galaxy and ism orphology.

In the altemative dark m atter paradigm Which casts no doubt on standard graviy theory), at rotation curves
are explained by assum ing that every disk galaxy is nested inside a roundish sphericalhalo ofdark m atter [}] whose
m ass density drops approxin ately ke r 2. The hal is supposed to dom inate the gravitational el i the outer
parts of the galaxy. This m akes the New tonian potential approxin ately logarithm ic w th radius in those regions,
thereby leading to an asym ptotically at rotation curve. In practice the dark halo resolution works only affer ne
tuning. It is an observational fact that for bright spiral galaxies the rotation curve In the optically bright region is
wellexplained In N ew tonian gravity by the observed m atter [1]. But, asm entioned, in the outer regions the visble
m atter’s contrbution m ust be dwarfed by the halo’s. So ne tuning is needed between the dark halo param eters
(velocity dispersion and core radius) and the visble disk ones [, 0]

This ne tuning problm is exacerbated by the TFL Ly / v.'. Because the hfrared im inosity com es from the
visble m atter In the galaxy, but the rotation velocity is m ostly set by the halo, the TFL also requires ne tuning
betw een halo and disk param eters. T he standard dark m atter explanation ofthe r ? pro ke ofan halo is that it arises
naturally from prin ordial coan ological perturbations [1]. T he visble galaxy is regarded as form ing by dissipational
collapse of gas into the potential well of the halo. The ne tuning m entioned is then viewed as resulting from the
adjustm ent of the halo to the gravitation of the inclpient disk [, E01]. But the TFL is cbservationally a very sharp
correlation; In fact, it is the basis for one of the m ost reliable m ethods for gauging distances to spiral galaxies.
Such sharpness is hardly to be expected from statistical processes of the kind envisaged in galaxy form ation, a point
em phasized by Sanders []]. So In the dark m atter picture the TFL is som ething of a m ystery.

There are other M OND successes. M ilgrom predicted early that in galaxies w ith surface m ass density well below
apG 1, the acceleration discrepancy should be especially large [1]. In dwarf spirals this property was established em —
pircally years lJater 1], and it isnow known to be exhibited by a large num ber of low surface brightness galaxies [11].
Anotherexam ple: M OND successfully predicts the detailed shape ofa rotation curve from the observed m atter (stars
and gas) distrdbution on the basis ofa single free param eter, , down to correlating features In the velocity eld w ith
those seen in the light distrbution [, B, B, ]. This is especially true in the case of Iow surface m ass density
disk galaxies for which M OND ’s predictions are independent of the speci ¢ choice of ~ (x) 1], and these M OND
theoretical rotation curves t the observed curves of a num ber of low surface brightness dw arf galaxies [, B, 0]
very well. By contrast, the dark halo paradigm requires one or two free param eters apart from  to approxim ate
the success of the M OND predictions [1]. In fact, even when the em pirical data is analyzed w ithin the dark halo
paradigm , i displays the preferred acceleration scale ag ofM OND [].

O ccasionally doubt hasbeen cast on M OND ’s ability to describe clusters of galaxies properly 1]. M any of these
exhibit accelerations not small on scale ag, yet conventional analysis suggests they contain much dark m atter in
opposition to what M OND would suggest. Sanders has recently reanalyzed the problem [[1] with the conclusion
that these clusters m ay contain much as yet undiscovered baryonic m atter in the core which should be classed as
\visible" in connection with M OND .0 therM OND successes, outside the province ofdisk galaxies, have been review ed
elseswhere |, 0, 001].

So the smple MOND fomula W) is very successfiil. But it is not a theory. Literally taken the M OND recipe
for acceleration violates the conservation ofm om entum (and of energy and of angularm om entum ) [{]. And M OND
entails a paradox: why does the center of m ass of a star orbit In is galaxy with anom alously large acceleration
given by Eq. ) wih ~ 1, while each parcel of gas com posing it is subct to such high acceleration that is
should, by the sam e formula, be accelerated Newtonially ? [[1]. In short, the M OND fomula is not a consistent
theoretical schem e. Neither isM OND , as nitially stated, com plete. For exam ple, i does not specify how to calculate
graviational lensing by galaxies and clusters ofgalaxies. A s iswellknown, in standard gravity theory light de ection



iswelldescribed only by relativistic theory (GR).And whereas N ew tonian cosn ologicalm odels w ork well for part of
the coan ologicalevolution, M OND coan ologicalm odels built in analogy w ith their N ew tonian counterparts, though
som etin esagreeing w ith phenom enology (1], can yield peculiarpredictions []] but seeRef.lll) . In short, a com plete,
consistent theoreticalunderpinning oftheM OND paradigm which accordsw ith observed facts, and is also relativistic,
hasbeen lacking.

This Jack is being resolved in m easured steps. A rst step was the lagrangian reform ulation of M OND [1] called
AQUAL (sce Sec.l) . AQUAL cures the nonconservation problem s and resolves the paradox of the galacticm otion
of an ob fct whose parts accelerate strongly relative to one another; it does so in accordance w ith a concture of
M ilgrom [1]. And fr system s with high symm etry AQ UA L reduces exactly to the M OND omula Wl).

A relativistic generalization ofAQ UA L iseasy to construct w ith help ofa scalar eld which togetherw ith them etric
describes gravity 1] (see Sec. ]l below ). Tt reduces to M OND approxin ately in the weak acceleration regin e, to
N ew tonian gravity for strong accelerations, and can be m ade consistent w ith the post-N ew tonian solar system tests
for GR.But relativistic AQUAL is acausal: waves of the scalar eld can propagate superlim inally in the M OND
regin e (see the appendix ofR ef.lf or A ppendix [l here) . The problem can be traced to the aquadratic kinetic part of
the lagrangian ofthe theory which m In ics that in the original AQUA L .A theory nvolwing a second scalar eld,PCG,
was thus developed to bypass the problem [, L, L] (see Sec.lllll below ). PCG m ay be better behaved causally
than relativistic AQUAL 1], but it bringswoes of tsown. It ism argihally In con ict w ith the observed perihelion
precession ofM ercury 1], and In comm on w ith relativistic AQUAL, PCG predicts extragalactic gravitational lensing
which is too weak if there is indeed no dark m atter. This last problem is traceable to a feature common to PCG and
relativistic AQ UA L : the physicalm etric is conform alto the m etric appearing in the E instein-H ibert action [1].

O ne way to sidestep this problem w ithout discarding the M OND features is to exploit the direction de ned by the
gradient ofthe st scalar eld to relate the physicalm etric to the E instein m etric by a disform al transform ation (see
Ref. [] or Sec. M below ). But it tums out that w ith this relation the requirem ent of causal propagation acts
to depress gravitational lensing 1], rather than enhancing it as is observationally required. T he persistence of the
lensing problem In m odi ed gravitationaltheories has engendered a folk theorem to the e ect that it is In possbl for
a relativistic theory to sin ultaneously incorporate the M OND dynam ics, observed gravitational lensing and correct
postN ew tonian behavior w thout calling on dark m atter [0, 0, B0, B ].

N eedlessto say, thistheorem cannotbeproved [1]. Indeed, by the sin ple device of relating the physicaland E instein
m etrics via a disform al transform ation based on a constant tim e directed 4-vector, Sanders [[1]] has constructed an
AQUAL like \strati ed" relativistic theory which gives the correct lensing whilk ostensbly retaining the M OND
phenom enology and consistency w ith the postN ew tonian tests. A dm ittedly Sanders’ strati ed theory is a preferred
fram e theory, and as such outside the traditional fram ew ork for gravitational theories. But it does point out a trail
to further progress.

T he present paper ntroduces T eV e S, a new relativistic gravitationaltheory devoid ofa priori elds, whose nonrel-
ativistic weak acceleration lim it accordsw th M O ND while its nonrelativistic strong acceleration regin e isN ew tonian.
TeVeS isbased on am etric, and dynam ic scalar and 4-vector elds (one each); it naturally nvolves one free function,
a length scale, and tw o positive din ensionless param eters, k and K . TeV e S passes the usualsolar system testsofGR,
predicts gravitational lensing in agreem ent w ith the observations W ithout requiring dark m atter), does not exhbi
superlum inal propagation, and provides a speci ¢ form alisn for constructing cosn ologicalm odels.

In Sec.lll we summ arize the undations on which a workabl relativistic form ulation of M OND must stand. W e
follow this wih a brief critical review of relativistic AQUAL, PCG and disform al m etric theories, som e of whose
elem ents we borrow . Sec. lll builds the action Hr TeVeS whilke Sec. lllll derives the equations for the m etric,
scalar and vector elds. T Sec. Ml we dem onstrate that TeVeS hasa GR lin it for a range of snallk and K .
T his is shown explicitly r cosm ology (Sec. ) and fr quasistatic situations ke galaxies (Sec. ) . 2 11 the
above applies fr any choice of the free fiinction; in Sec.llll we m ake a sin ple choice for it which facilitates fiurther
elaboration. For spherically symm etric system s the nonrelativistic M OND lim it is derived in Sec. M, while the
N ew tonian lin it is recovered form odestly sm allk in Sec.Hlll. T he above conclusions are extended to nonspherical
system s in Sec. M. Sec. show s that the theory passes the usual post-N ew tonian solar system tests. Sec.lll
dem onstrates that or given dynam ics, TeVe S gives the sam e gravitational lensing as does a dynam ically successfiil
dark halom odelw ithin GR . In Sec. Il we discuss T eV e S coan ologicalm odelsw ith  at spaces show ing that they are
very sin ilar to the corresponding GR m odels (apart from the question of coam ologicaldark m atter w hich is left open),
and dem onstrating that the scalar eld evolves little, and so can be taken to be an alland positive. A s discussed next
in Sec. M, this last conclusion serves to rule out superlum inal propagation in TevVeSs.



II. THEORETICAL FOUNDATIONSFOR THE M OND PARADIGM
A . AQUAL:nonrelativistic eld reform ulation ofM OND

However successfiil em pirically when describing m otions of test particles eg. stars In the collective eld of a
galaxy, omula W) is not fully correct. It is easily checked that a pair of particles accelerating one in the eld of
the other according to ) does not conserve m om entum . Thus the M OND fom ula by itself is not a theory. It
is, however, a sin ple m atter to construct a fully satisfactory nonrehtivistic theory for M OND ( [1]). Suppose we
retain the G alilean and rotational nvariance of the Lagrangian density which gives P oisson’s equation, but drop the
requirem ent of linearity of the equation. Then we com e up w ith

5 : )

Here isthem assdensity, & isa scale ofacceleration ntroduced for dim ensional consistency, and £ is som e function.
N ew tonian theory (P oisson’s equation) corresponds to the choice £ (y) = y. From Eq. ll) ®llows the gravitational
eld equation

r ~F Fer 1=4G ; 3)

where ~ (p y) df y)=dy. Because of its AQ UA dratic Lagrangian, the theory hasbeen called AQUAL [[]. The fom
of £ and the value of ay m ust be supplied by phenom enology. W e assum e

fy) ! 3=2 1. @)
For system s w ith spherical, cylindrical or planar geom etry, Eq. ) can be integrated once inm ediately. W ith the
usual prescription for the acceleration,

a= r ; )

the solution corresponds precisely to the M OND formula l). This is no longer true for lower symm etry. How ever,
num erical integration reveals that W) is approxim ately true, in m ost cases to respectable accuracy Lol].

The m entioned inexactness of Eq. ) or system s such as a discrete collection of particles is at the root of the
m entioned violation of the conservation laws. Because AQUAL starts from a Lagrangian, it respects all the usual
conservation law s (energy, m om entum and angular m om entum ), as can be checked directly [[1]. This supplies the
appropriate perspective for the m entioned failings of M OND .AQUAL also supplies the tools for show ing that New -
tonian behavior of the constituents of a large body, eg. a star, is consistent w ith non-N ew tonian dynam ics of the
latter’s center ofm ass In the weak collective eld of a larger system , eg. a galaxy.

To sum m arize, whenever parts of a system devoid ofhigh sym m etry m ove w ith accelerationsweak on scale ag, the

eld r which de nes their accelerations is to be calculated by solving the AQUAL equation (). AQUAL then

becom es the nonrelativistic eld theory on which to m odel the relativistic form ulation ofthe M OND paradigm .

B . Principles for relativistic M ON D

A relativisticM OND theory seem s essential if gravitational lensing by extragalactic system s and cosm ology are to
be understood w ithout reliance on dark m atter. W hat principles should the relativistic em bodin ent ofthe M OND
paradigm adhere to ? The Pllow ing list is culled from those suggested by Bekenstein [, Iil], Sanders 1] and
Rom atka [01].

1. Principls

Action principke Thetheory m ustbe derivable from an action principle. T hisisthe only way know n to guarantee
that the necessary conservation law s of energy, linear and angular m om entum are Incorporated autom atically. It is
sim plest to take the action as an integral over a local lagrangian density. A nonlocal action has been tried 1], but
the resulting theory fails on acocount of gravitational lensing.



Rehtivistic invariance Innum erable elem entary particle experim ents provide direct evidence for the universal
validity of special relativity. The action should thus be a relativistic scalar so that all equations of the theory are
relativistically invariant. In plied in this is the correspondence of the theory w ith special relativity when gravitation
isnegligble. T his proviso rules out preferred fram e theordes.

Equivalnce principke As demonstrated wih great accuracy (1 part n 1¢?) by the Eotvos{D icke experi-
ments 1], free particles w ith negligble self{gravity 2ll in a graviational eld along universal tra gctories (weak
equivalence principle). For slow m otion (the case tested by the experim ents), the equation a= r , which encap-
sulates the universality, is equivalent to the geodesic equation in a (curved) metricyg with gy 1 2 .Forlght
propagating in a static gravitational eld, such a m etric would predict that all frequencies asm easured w ith respect to
(W rt.) observersat rest In the eld undergo a redshift m easured by . This is experim entally veri ed [[]to 1 part
in 10%. T thus appearsthat a curved metricg  describes those properties of spacetin e in the presence of gravitation
that are sensed by m aterial ob fcts. A coording to Schi ’s conpcture [, 1], this iIn plies that the theory m ust be
a m etric theory, ie., that In order to account sfor the e ects of gravitation, all nongravitational law s of physics, eg.
electrom agnetism , weak interactions, etc. m ust be expressed in their usual laboratory form sbut w ith them etric g
replacing the Lorentz m etric. T his is the E Instein equivalence principle 1].

Causality So as not to violate causality and thereby com prom ise the logical consistency of the theory, the
equations deriving from the action should not pem it superlum inal propagation of any m easurable eld or of energy
and linear and angularm om enta. Superlim inalhere m eans exceeding the speed which is invariant under the Lorentz
transform ations. By Lorentz invariance of M axw ell’'s equations this is also the speed of light. In curved space, w here
curvature can cause w aves to develop tails, them axin alspeed isthat ofw avefronts, typically that ofthe high frequency
com ponents.

Positivity of energy Fields in the theory should never carry negative energy. From the quantum point of view
this is a precaution against nstability ofthe vacuum . T his principle is usually taken to m ean that the energy density
ofeach eld should be nonnegative at each event (localpositiviy). T he fact that the gravitational eld itself cannot
be generically assigned an energy density show s that this popular conception is overly stringent. A m ore usefiil
statem ent of positivity of energy is that any bounded system m ust have positive energy (globalpositivity instead of
the stronger localpositiviy). For exam ple, the gravitational eld can carry negative energy density locally (at least
In the New tonian conosption), yet for pure gravity and in som e cases in the presence ofm atter, a com plete gravitating
system is sub fct to the positive energy theorem s [1]]. A Ilso, there are exam ples of scalar elds whose local energy
density is of inde nite sign, yet a com plete stationary system of such eldswih sources has positive mass []. O f
course, ocal positivity im plies global positivity.

D gpartures from Newtonian gravity The theory should exhibit a preferred scale of accekration below which
departures from New tonian gravity should set in, even at low velocities.

2. Requirem ents

T he relativistic enbodin ent ofM OND should predict a num ber of well established phenom ena. For exam ple, we
expect the follow ing.

? Agreem entwith the extragalactic phenom enology : T he nonrelativistic 1im it ofthe theory should m ake predictions
In agreem ent w ith those of the AQUAL equation, which is known to subsum e m uch extragalactic phenom enology.
This is checked or TeVeS i Sec. M.

? Agresm entw ith phenom enology of gravitational nses: T he theory should predict correctly the lensing of electro—
m agnetic radiation by extragalactic structures which is regponsble for gravitational lenses and arcs. In particular, i
should give predictions sin ilar to those 0ofGR w ithin the dark m atter paradigm . T his point is established for TeVeS
in Sec.ll.

? Concordance with the solar system : The theory should m ake predictions in agreem ent w ith the various solar
system tests of relativity [1]: de ection of light rays, tin e delay of radar signals, precessions of the perihelia of the
Inner planets, the absence of the Nordtvedt e ect In the lunar orbit, the nullness of aether drift, etc. TeVeS is
confronted w ith the rst three tests in Sec.ll.

? Conoordance with binary pulsar tests : T he theory should m ake predictions in ham ony w ith the ocbserved pulse
tin es of arrival from the various binary pulsars. T hese contain inform ation about relativistic tin e delay, periastron
precession and the orbit's decay due to gravitational radiation. They thus constitute a test of the strong potential
lim it of the theory.

? Ham ony wih cosm olgical facts: T he theory should give a picture of coan ology in ham ony w ith basic em pirical
facts such as the Hubbl expansion, is tin escales for various eras, existence of the m icrow ave background, light
elem ent abundances from prin ordial nuckosynthesis, etc. The sin ilarity of cosn ological evolution n GR and in



TeVesS is established in Sec.lll, though the problem ofhow to elin inate cosm ological dark m atter with TeVeS is
left open.

C . Som e antecedent relativistic theories

Tt isnow in order to brie y review som e of the previous attem pts to give a relativistic theory of M OND . Thiswill
Introduce the conospts to be borrowed by TeVeS, and help to establish the notation and conventions that we shall
follow . A metric signature + 2, and units wih ¢ = 1 are used throughout this paper. G reek indeces run over four
coordinates w hile Latin ones run over the spatial coordinates alone.

1. Reltivistic AQUAL

Tt iswellknow n that theories constructed, forexam ple, by using a localfunction ofthe scalar curvature as Lagrangian
density, have a purely New tonian lim it for weak potentials. So if we steer away from nonlocalactions, then AQUAL
behavior cannot arise from m erely m odifying the gravitationalaction. T he theory one seeks has to nvolve degrees of
freedom other than the m etric.

In the st relativistic theory wih M OND aspirations, relativistic AQUAL 1], the physicalmetricyg was taken
as conom alto a prin tive Einstein) metricg ,ie,g =¢e° g with arealscalar eld. In order not to break
violently wih GR, which iswell tested In the solar system (and to som e extent in cosm ology), the gravitationalaction
was taken as the E Instein-H ibert’s one built out ofg . The M OND phenom enology was in planted by taking for
the Lagrangian density for

— 1 £ L2 . . . 6)
8 GL2 g 14 14 14

w here £ is som e function (hotknown a priori), and L isa constantw ith din ensionsoflength introduced fordin ensional
consistency. Note that when £'y) = y, L is just the lagrangian density for a linear scalar eld, but in generall, is
aquadratic.

To Im plem ent the universality of free 211, one must w rite all lJagrangians of m atter elds using a single m etric,
which istaken asg (otg which choice would m ake the theory GR). T hus for exam ple, the action for a particle
ofmassm istaken as

Z

Sm= m e ( g dx dx )™ )

Hence test particle m otion is nongeodesic w rt. g but, of course, geodesic w rt. g . Evidently this last is the
m etric m easured by clocks and rods, hence the physicalm etric. Addiion of a constant to merely muliplies all
m asses by a constant (irrelevant global rede nition ofunits), so that the theory is insensitive to the choice of zero of

For slow m otion in a quasistatic situation w ith nearly atmetricg ,and naweak ed ,e ( g dx dx )2

@+ y+ V=2)dt, were N = (@t + 1)=2 is the N ew tonian potential determm ined by them assdensity through
the linearized E instein equations forg , and v is the velocity de ned w rit. the M Inkow skim etric which is close to
g . Thus the partick’s lagrangian ism &?=2 N ); this leads to the equation ofm otion

a r (N + ): (8)

How is determm ined ? For stationary weak eldsthe Lagrangian density for , including a point source ofphysical
massM atr= 0, is from the above discussion and Eqgs. l)-l),

— L% )? M r): 9
8 GL? ( ) () ©)
Comparing Egs. ll) and W) we conclude that here corresponds to ofmassM as computed from AQUAL’s
Eq. ), provided wetake f'= f andL = 1=a9.W henever ¥ Jj ¥ yJ( y istheNewtonian potentialofthe sam e
m ass distribution), the equation ofm otion ) reducesto W), and we cbtain M OND like dynam ics. For the choice of
M OND finction [l the said strong inequality is autom atic in the desp MOND regime, ¥ J ao, because ~ 1
there.



Intheregime J ag,~ 1l and £ ) y sothat reducesto y . twould seem from Eq. ) that a partick’s
acceleration is then twice the correct Newtonian valie. However, this jist m eans that the m easurable New ton’s
constant Gy istwice thebare G appearing In L. or in E instein’s equations. It is thus clear, regarding dynam ics, that
the relativistic AQ UA L theory has the appropriate M OND and N ew tonian lim its depending on the strength ofr

But relativistic AQUAL hasproblem s. Early on [, 0, 001] it was realized that waves can propagate faster than
light. This acausalbehavior can be traced to the aquadratic orm of the lagrangian, as explained in Appendix .
A second problem [, ] issues from the conformalrelation g = e g . Light propagates on the null cones of
the physicalm etric; by the conform al relation these coincide w ith the lightoones of the E instein m etric. This last
is calculated from E instein’s equations w ith the visble m atter and eld as sources. Thus so long as the eld
contrbutes com paratively little to the energy m om entum tensor, it cannot a ect light de ection, which will thus be
that due to the visble m atter alone. But in reality galaxies and clusters of galaxies are observed to de ect light
stronger than the visble m ass in them would suggest. Thus relativistic AQUAL fails to accurately describe light
de ection In situations in which GR requires dark m atter. It is thus em pirically falsi ed.

Reltivistic AQUAL bequeaths to TeVeS the use ofa scalar eld to connect E Instein and physicalm etrics, a eld
which satis es an equation rem iniscent of the nonrelativistic AQUAL Eq. ).

2. Phase coupling gravitation

The Phase Coupld Graviy PCG) theory was proposed [, i, 1] In order to resolve relativistic AQUAL's
acausality problem . T retainsthe twometrics related by g = €® g ,but envisages as one ofa pair ofm utually
coupled realscalar eldsw ith the Lagrangian density (our de nitions here di er slightly from those in Ref. i)

1 2,2 2
La= -9 @,A;, + A, )t VEA“) 10)
2
Here isa realparameter and V a realvalied function. The coupling between A and  is designed to bring about
AQUAL-lke features foram all j . T he theory receives itsnam e because m atter iscoupled to , which isproportional
to the phase of the selfinteracting complex eld = Ael = .

Varation of L. ; w rt.A ladsto (all covarant derivatives and index raishgw xrt.g )

- ‘A, 7 Aava®H) =0 1)
In the variation w rt. we must lnclide the Lagrangian density of a source, say a point massM atrestatr= 0
Cf Sy mEq. B

A’g ;= feM (@ 12)
T he connection with AQUAL isnow clar. For su ciently snallj jtheA’ , tem i Eq. [l becom es neglighbl,
and the other two establish an algebraic relation between ; ‘ and A?. Substituting this n Eq. M) gives the
AQUAL type ofequation for that would derive from L. in Eq. ).

The PCG Lagrangian’s advantage over that of the relativistic AQ UA L's is precisely in that it involves rst deriva-
tives only In quadratic form . This would seem to rule out the superlim inality generating X  dependent temm s
discussed in Appendix . In practice things are m ore com plicated. A detailed local analysis em ploying the eikonal
approxin ation [ |] show s that there are superlum inal perturbations, for exam ple when VP < 0. H owever, the sam e
analysis show s that such superlum inality occurs only when the background solution is itself locally unstable. This
m akes the said causality violation m oot.

One way to obtain M OND phenom enology from PCG is to choose V@A?) = 1" *A° with " a constant w ith
dim ension of energy. A though with this choice V® < 0 which m akes for unstable backgrounds, we only need this
form oranallA; V can take di erent form for large argum ent. Then in a static situation with nearly atg and
weak ,Egs. ll)-ll) reduce to

A )+ "32a5=0; 13)
r @G )= M @: (14)
T he spherically symm etric solution of Eqgs. [ll)-l) is

A= ("=0)2%; d =dr= ( $=4 1) (15)

P
$ (M="; 252 14+ 1+ 482 (16)



Onem ay evidently stilluseEq.
ar= GM=F (°M=4 " r) a7

Thus a 1=r force com petes w ith the Newtonian one. For asnallM it starts to dom lnate at a xed radius scale r.,
Just as in Tohlne'’s 1] and Kulgm—K ruglyak’s |] non-N ew tonian gravity theories. Here r, = 2 G "= 2. By contrast
orM M. "=, 17'$ and the 1=r foroe scaks asM '™ and begins to dom inate when the New tonian
acceleration dropsbelow the xed acceleration scale

ag =4 g"): (18)

Fora, ag the circularvelocity whose centripetalacceleration balances the 1=r force isve = G agM )1, precisely
asn MOND .Thus ag here is to be identi ed with M ilgrom ’s constant ap. W e conclude that, w ith a suitable choice
of param eters, PCG w ih a sextic potential recovers the m ain features of M OND : asym ptotically at rotation curves
and the TFL for disk galaxies. Speci cally, the choice = 10 ® and "= 103 erg givesay = 8:7 10 °am s ?,
Mc.= 87 1M andr.= 52 10° an.Now shce r. is Jarger than the Hubblk scale, the TohlineK uhn-K ruglyak
1=r force is com paratively unin portant. Hence for M 10’M we should have M OND, and for Iow m asses aln ost
N ew tonian behavior. This is about right: globular star clusters at 10°  10M  show nom issing m ass problem .

H ow ever, the above param eters arebad from the point ofview ofthe solar system tests ofgravity, as summ arized in
Appendix . But the gravest problem with PCG isthat i, jist asAQUAL, provides insu cient light de ection [L1].
Here again, the confom al relation between E instein and physicalm etric is to blame. TeVeS nncorporates PCG’'s
Lagrangian density ) in the lim it of snall in which A becom es nondynam ical.

3. Theories with disform ally related m etrics

T he light de ection problem can be solved only by giving up therelationg = e 2 g . X was thus suggested [1]
to replace this conform al relation by a disform alone, nam ely

g =e? @g +BL®, ,); 19)
wih A and B functions of the nvariant g . and L a constant lngth unrelated, of course, to that n Eq. ).
This relation already allows to de ect light via the ; , tem in the physicalm etric. However, i was found 1]
that if one insists on causal propagation ofboth light and gravitationalwaves w xrit. the light cones of the physical
m etric, then the sign required of B is opposite that required to enhance the light de ection com ing from the m etric
g alne. Thus the cited disform al relation betw een m etrics, if respecting causality, w ill give weaker light de ection
than would g were it the physicalm etric.

T his last observation of Ref. has given rise to a ok belief that relativistic gravity theories which attem pt to
supplant dark m atter’s dynam icale ects necessarily reduce light de ection rather than enhancing it [0, B, B0, B ].
H ow ever, as rem arked by Sanders, the m entioned problem disappears ifthetermm ; ; isreplacedby U U , where
U is a constant 4-vector which, at least in the solar system and w ithin galaxies, points in the tim e direction [1].

Speci cally Sanderstakesg = e ? g 20U shh@ ).
This \strati ed" gravitation theory is reported to do well n the confrontation w ith the solar system tests, and
to possess the right properties to explain the coincidence between a; of M OND and the Hubbl scale [I]. But is

vector U is an a priori nondynam icalelem ent whose direction is selected in an unspeci ed way by the coan ological
background. T hism eans the theory is a preferred fram e theory (@lthough it is reported to be protected on this account
against 2lsi cation in the solar system and other strong acceleration system sby s AQUAL behavior [1]). This is
obviously a conogptual shortcom ing which TeVeS rem oves, but the latter’s debt to the strati ed theory should be
underlined.

IIT. FUNDAMENTALSOF TeVeS
A . Fields and actions

TeVeS isbased on three dynam ical gravitational elds: an Einstein metricg wih a wellde ned nverseg , a
tin elke 4-ector eld U such that

g UU = 1; ©0)



and a scalar eld ; there is also a nondynam ical scalar eld (the acronym Te&VeS recalls the theory’s Tensor—
Vector-Scalar content) . T he physicalm etric in TeVe S, jist as In Sanders’ strati ed theory, is obtained by stretching
the E Instein m etric In the spacetin e directions orthogonalto U g U bya factore ? , whik shrinking it by the
sam e factor in the direction parallelto U

g =e? @ +UU) UU 1)

= e?g 20U shhQ@ ) ©2)
Tt is easy to verify that the inverse physicalm etric is
g =€ g +2U0U shhQ@ ) 23)

whereU willaWwaysmeang U
T he geom etric part of the action, Sy, is form ed from the R iccitensor R ofg Justasin GR:
Z

Sg= 16 G) ' g R ( gf?d'x: (24)

Here g m eans the determ lnant ofmetricg . This choice ism ade In order to keep TeVeS close to GR in som e sense
to be clari ed below .

In term s oftw o constant positive param eters, k and ', the action forthe pairofscalar elds istaken to be ofroughly
PCG fom,

Se= - h, o+ ge V2R kG ?) ( giTidtx; @5)
where h g UU andF is a free dimensionless function (it is related to PCG ’'s potential V). No overall
coe cient is required for the kinetic term ; were i included, it could be absorbed into a rede nition of and thereby
in k and ‘. Because is obviously din ensionless, the dim ensions of 2 are those ofG !. Thusk is a dim ensionless
constant (it could be absorbed into the de nition ofF , but we choose to exhbit i), whilk " is a constant length.

Because no kinetic  tem s appear, the \equation ofm otion" of takesthe form ofan algebraic relation between it
and the invariant h ; ; rand when this is substituted for in Sg, the phenom enologically successulAQUA L type
action for appears. W e could, of course, have w ritten this last action directly. T he present route ism ore suggestive
of the possble origin of the action; for exam ple, Ss resam bles the action for a com plex selfinteracting scalar eld

exp({ = ) inthelimitofsmall .Theterm 2U U , , here included in the scalar’s action is new ; its role is
to elin inate superlum inal propagation of the eld, a recalcitrant problem in AQUAL type theories.

The action ofthe vectorU is takzen to have the fom

Si= o= 9 9 UL, U 20K)G U U+ D) (gt @6)

w here antisym m etrization in a pair of indeces is indicated by surrounding them by square brackets, eg. A B ;=
A B AB . hEq. ) isa spacetine dependent Lagrange m ultiplier enforcing the nom alization Eq. [l
we shall calculate  later), while K is a dim ensionless constant since U  is dim ensionless. Thus TeVeS has two
din ensionlessparam eters, k and K , in addition to the dim ensionalconstantsG and . Thekineticterm sin Eq. [ll) are
chosen antisym m etric not because ofany desire for gauge sym m etry, which isbroken by the form ofthe physicalm etric
anyw ay, but because this choice preclides appearance of second derivatives ofU in the energy{m om entum tensor of
TeVeS (see next subsection). The action S, is a special case of that in Jacobson and M attingly’s generalization of
GR wih a preferred frame [1].

In accordance w ith the equivalence principle, the m atter action in TeVeS is obtained by transcrbing the at
spacetin e lagrangian L ( ;£ ;@ £ ) or eldsw ritten schem aticallas

Z

Sm = Ll £ ;f 53 )T s @7)

w here the covariant derivatives denoted by ; are taken w rt. g . Thishasthe e ect that the spacetin e delineated
by m atter dynam icshasthemetricg . The appearance of ( g}~2 here requires us to specify its relation to ( g}=2.
In Appendix [l we show that

(g 7P=e? ( g ©8)

By ocoupling to m atter only through g , the eld U is totally di erent from the LeeYang 4-vector eld wih
gravitation strength interaction 1], whose existence is ruled out by the equivalence principle tests as well as by
cogan ological sym m etry argum ents [, E].
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B . Basic equations

W e shall cbtain the basic equations by varying the totalaction S = Sy + Sg+ Sy + Sy wth respect to the basic
edsg , , andU . Tothisend wemustbe explicit about how g , which enters into S, , varies w ith the basic
elds. Taking increm ents of Eq. {l) we get

g =¢ g +2shh@ W g'U’+2e g +2U0 U cosh2 ) +2sihh@ U g’ U 29)

where symm etrization in a pair of indeces is indicated by surrounding them by round brackets, eg. A(B ) =

A B +AB

1. Equations for the m etric

W hen varying S w rt. g werecallthat S = (16 G) 'G ( gf? g (G  denotes the E instein tensor of
g ) whik

S, = ET ( gf? g + ::: 30)

w here the ellipsis denotes variationsofthe f elds,and T" stands for the physicalenergy {m om entum tensorde ned
wih themetricg .Weget

h i
G =8GT +@0 e®)UT U,+ + 31)
w here
2h 1 1 *
P -9 ; ;9 g ; U ,;y -U ;9
2 2
1
-G ? 'F kG ?)g 32)
4
1
K g U;; U, S99 U, Ur; 9 Uvu (33)

W hen varyingg in S, wehaveused Eq. [lll) to drop a term proportionalto g

2. Scalar equation

Variation of i Sg gives the relation between and , F° dF ()=d ),

kG 2F 122 kG 2)’F°= kx¥h (34)

In carrying out the variation w xrt. i mustbe rem embered that this quantity enters in S, exclusively through g ,
so that usemust bem ade of Egs. [ll)-IH) :
‘h , =g +Q+tetwu T (35)
h view of Eq. ) this is an equation or only, with T" as source.
Suppose we de ne a function (y) by

F() - 2F%)=y: (36)

so that kG 2= (¥h ).Wemay now recast Eq. [l as

i i

kYh , ., h ., =kGg + Q+e’

7 7 7
7

wu T o (37)

T his equation is rem iniscent of the relativistic AQUAL scalar equation [see Appendix ll, Eq. Il ], abei w ith the
replacement g 7 h  in the lhs. In quasistatic situations wemay replaceh by g so that Eq. [l has the
sam e structure asthe AQUAL equation.
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3. Vector equation

Vardation of S w rt.U and use ofEq. ) gives the vector equation

kul/)l + U +8¢6 U ;g =8G(@ e‘)g UT (38)

Asmentioned, here isa Lagrange muliplier. It can be solved for by contracting the previous equation w ih U
Substituting it back gives

2

kK ulil +uvuulil +8G6%U ,g ,+U @

= 8G@1 e?')g UT +UUUT (39)

T his equation has only three independent com ponents since both sides of it are orthogonalto U . It thus determ nes
three com ponents ofU  w ith the fourth being determ ined by the norm alization ll). Like any otherpartialdi erential
equation, the vector equation does not by itself determ ine U  unigquely.

C . G eneralrelativity lim it

TeVeS has three param eters: k; Y and K . Here we show rst that in several fam iliar contexts the Imit k ! O,
‘/ k 32,K / k of i corresponds to standard GR forany form ofthe fiinction F . M any of the interm ediate resuls
willbeusefiil in Sec.lll and M. W e then expand on a rem ark by M ilgrom that the GR lin i actually ©llow s under
m ore generalcircum stances: K ! Oand ‘! 1 .

W henever a speci cm atter content isneeded, we shallassum e them atterto be an ideal uid. Itsenergy-m om entum
tensor has the fam iliar form

T =~auw +plg +uwu); (40)

where ~ is the proper energy density, p the pressure and v the 4-velociy, all three expressed in the physicalm etric.
Wemay pro tably sinplify Eq. () ih any case when for symm etry reasons & is collinear with U . In order that
the velocity be nom alized w rt. g ,wemusttake in thatcasew = e U from which follows

§ +twuw =e? (@ +UU): @1)

Substituting thisin T allbwsusto rewrite Eq. [lll) as
k¥n ., , h , =kG(~+ 3ple? : 42)

7 7 7
7

This form is suitable for the analysis of cosm ology as well as static system s.

1. Cosmolbgy

Notonly in portant in itself, cosm ology is relevant for setting boundary conditions in the study ofT Ve S in the solar
system and other localized weak gravity situations. W e shall con ne our rem arks to Friedm ann-R ocbertson {W alker
FRW ) coan ologies, for which the m etric can be given the form

g dge dx = df+am’B i+ £()Y@?+sn® d'H]: @3)

Here £ () sinh ; ;sihh forclosed, at and open spaces, respectively.
In applying Eq. ) we shallassume that the elds , andU partake ofthe symm etries ofthe FRW spacetim e.
Thus we take these elds to depend sokly on t. A Iso since there are no preferred spatial directions, U must point

In the coan ologicaltim e direction: U =  (that this ispossbl distinguishesU from the LeeYang eld which is
ruled out in FRW ocoan ology 1)) . O bviously thisisa casewherenw = e U ;the scalarequation then takesthe form
a leB’ ( 2k*2)d= kG (~+ 3ple ? ; (a4)
2
where an overdot signi es @=Q@t. The rst ntegralis
Z t
k

( 2k*2)_= — G (~+ 3ple ? aldt: 45)

3
2a°
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A's is custom ary In scalar{tensor theories, we have dropped an additive Integration constant; this has the e ect of
am eliorating any divergence of —asa ! 0. In fact we can see that the rh.s. of the equation behaves there as
k(~+ 3p)e > t.W eobservethatask ! Owih ‘/ k 32, —willbehave ask with the argum ent of  staying constant.
T hus regardless of the form of ,we have — k. It is thus consistent to assum e that iself is of O (k) throughout
cogan ological history. T his despite the possible divergence of —at the coan ological sinqularity, since the rate of that
divergence is also proportionalto k, aswe have jist seen. Recalling that kG 2 = ,we conclude that 2 isofO k ')
In the coam olbgical solutions (otherw ise  would vary w ih k whereas its argum ent stayed constant).

Let us check whetherourassum ption thatU = . isconsistentw ith the vectorequation ). The choiceU =
makesUl 7 = 0.Foracomovingideal uidU T = & ~U . Thus the spatial com ponents of the vector equation
) vanish identically, while the tem poralone inform s us that

=8G 22 2~shh@): (46)

Ourprevious comm entsm ake it clear that isofO ().

Tuming to the gravitational equations [ll)-ll) we 1st note that in the Iimit fk ! 0, */ k 32, K / kg,
and are both O k). It ollows that G =8 GT + O (). Since the di erence between g and g isalso
0of0 (), it isocbviousthat G = 8 GT + O (k) so that any coan ologicalm odelbased on TeVeS di ers from the
corresponding one n GR only by tetm s 0of 0 (k). In FRW cosnology TeVeS hasGR as its lm it when k ! 0 wih
‘/ k ¥%2 andK / k.

2. Quasistatic localized system

W e now tum to system s such as the solar system , or a neutron star, which m ay be thought of as quasistatic
situations in asym ptotically at spacetin e (at least up to sub{cosmn ological distances). W e shall idealize them as
truly static system sw ith tin e independent m etrics of the form

g dx dx = g.&")df + gy &°)dxidx’ @7)

and no energy ow . T he scalar and vector equations have a variety of pint solutions. W e shall single out the physical
one by requiring the boundary condition that ! oonst. at spatial In nity, the constant being jist the valie of
from the coan ologicalm odel in which our localized system isembedded. Likew ise, we shallrequirethatU ! o
that the vector eld m atches the cosm ological eld at \spatialin nity".

We st show that U = N , wih =  the Killing vector associated w ith the static character of the
Spacetin e, is an acoeptable solution W ith N (g ) 172, U is properly nom alized). Let us consider the
expressiong U T +U U U T appearing in the source of the vector equation [ll) orthis choiceofU . ks =t

component isN T% + UU'TY = 0, while the = icomponent isN g T + U*@U")?T, which also vanishes

because T5: = 0 (no energy ow). Tum now to the lhs. ofEqQ. ). Because U  has only a (tin e{Independent)
tem poralcom ponent, U ; = 0, and the only nonvanishing com ponents of Ul ! are the jt ones, and they depend
only on the x7. Hence UY || = 0 so that the = i com ponents of the 1hs. of the equation vanish. W hat is left
ofthe = tcomponentisK UY ! + UU.UY 1. ) which vanishes by the nom alization of U . Hence U = N
satis es the vector equation for any k and K . W e have not succeeded In proving that this is the unique solution, but
this seem s to be a reasonable supposition.

Now,ask ! 0, the scalar equation lll) reducesto (h , ); = 0. Muliblying thisby ( g}~2, discarding
all tin e derivatives, and Ifegrating over space gives, after an integration by parts and application of the boundary
condition at in nity, that g , ; ( gF?d®x = 0. Because fr any static m etric, g'J is positive de nite and,
when de ned, > 0,thisequation is satis ed only by = oconst. throughout. But fork ! 0, the coan ologicalm odel

has ! 0.Henceask! 0, ! 0 In allthe space.
Retuming to the fill scalar equation [l and recalling that “/ k 372, it is easy to see that for smallbut nite
k the gradient of scales as k. From the last paragraph it then follows that = O (k). These last conclusions

are actually independent of the form of because is argum ent goes to a nonzero constant in the Imitk ! 0. W e
recall fee Eq. )] that ask ! 0, 2 / k !. Thus the scalars’ energy-m om entum tensor isof O k) (recall

Y/ k *2). From the = tcomponent ofEq. [l weseethat = 0 k)+ O K ). Hence =0k)+0®).
Th addition, the term in the gravitational equations M) proportionalto 1 e? is iself of O (k); hence we have
G =8 GT +0k)+0 K).Shhcethedi erencebetweeng andg isofO ( ), namely O k), it is obviousthat
G =8GT + 0 k)+ O (K). Thus for quasistatic situations also, TeVeS hasGR asitslmitwhen k ! 0 wih

‘/ k *? andK / k.
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In conclusion, thelimit fk ! 0, '/ k 32,K / kgofTeVeS isGR,both In cosn ology and in quasistatic localized
system s.

D . G eneric general relativity lim it

M ilgrom (orivate com m unication) has rem arked that GR actually follows from TeVeS in the more generalf;.m it
K ! Oand ‘! 1 wih k arbitrary. This is easily seen after the change of variables 7 Y, T ’
whereby only g and Sg are changed:

g = e? =‘gZ 20U shh@ =Y 48)
1

Ss= —— k *n .+ G

2 =2 4.
TR ;v -6 PG Y gidx @9

Thusas ‘! 1 the scalaraction disappears and decouples from the theory. In addition, wih K ! 0, the vector’s
action S, disappears apart from the term with . A llthism eans that the rh s. of the E instein equations ll) retains
onlytheT and U U tem s.But according to the vector equation [l), from which the term s w ith di erentiated
and U have dropped out, ! Obecause I e? =') ! 0. Accordingly, we get the usualE instelh equations.
Shceg andg ooincideas ‘! 1 ,wegetexactGR.
In this paper we shall assum e that k 1l and K 1 w ithout restricting ‘. Em pirical bounds on k and K are
discussed in Secs. Il and .

E. The choice ofF

Because we have no theory for the functionsF ( ) ory ( ), there is great freedom in choosing them . In this paper
we shall adopt, as an exam ple, the form

(50)

_ 3% 2F
Y7 g

1

plotted in Fig.l. Asy ranges from 0 to 1 , (y) increasesm onotonically from O to unity; oramally, () P E&
For negative y the finction (y) is doublevalied. A sy decreases from 0, one branch decreases m onotonically from

= 2 and tendsto uniy asy ! 1 , while the second Increasesm onotonically from = 2 and divergesasy ! 1.
W e adopt the second (far right) branch as the physicalone.

30
20

10

1.2 4 "
-10 ;

-20

-30

FIG.1l: The function y( ) as relevant for quasistationary system s, 0< < 1, and for cosm ology, 2< < 1 .

W hat features of the above y ( ) are essential for the ollow ing sections ? The denom inator in Eq. [l is included
so that shallasym ptote to unity ory ! 1 (the Newtonian lin i, c.f. Sec.llll) . The factor ? ensures that the
M OND Iim i is contained in the theory (see Sec.lHll), w hike the factor ( 2¥ ensures there existsam onotonically
decreasing branch of (y) which covers the whok ofthe rangey 2 D; 1 ) (relevant to cosm ology, c.f. Sec ll) and
only it.
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FIG .2: The function F ( ) as relevant for quasistationary system s, 0< < 1, and for cosm ology, 2< < 1 .

Thtegrating Eq. ) with y( ) we cbtain (see Fig.l)

4+ 2 42+ 3 +2mia 1

F = 2 7

1)

ol w

where we ignore a possible integration constant @ hich w ill, however, be usefiill in Sec. il below ). Obviously F < 0
In the range 2 (0;1) (relevant for quasistationary system s) but F > 0 for > 2 (the coan ological range). W here
negative, F contrdbutes negative energy density in the energy m om entum tensor [l . D espite this there seem s to be
no collision w ith the requirem ent of positive overall energy density (see Secs.ll and ) .

IV. NONRELATIVISTIC LIM IT OF TeVeS

Sec. Il shov s that in quasistatic system s TeVeS approachesGR In the lmit fk ! 0, ' k °?,K  kg.But
In what lin i do we recover standard N ew tonian gravity ? And where isM OND , which is antagonistic to N ew tonian
graviy, in allthis ? This section show s that w ith our choice ofF , both New tonian and M OND lim is em erge from
TeVeS for small gravitational potentials, but that M OND requires n addition an all gravitational elds, just as
expected from M ilgrom ’s original schem e.

A . Quasistatic system s

W e are here concemed w ith a quasistatic, weak potential and sow m otion situation, such as a galaxy or the solar
system . As in Sec. M, quasistatic m eans we can neglect tin e derivatives .n com parison w ith spatialones. Let us
assum e that themetricg isnearly atand that j j 1. Then linearization ofEq. [l in tem s of the N ew tonian
potentialV generated by the energy content on its rh .s. gives gy = (L+ 2V)+ O (V). From the prescription gizen
hSec.HU = [L1+V+0@E)]:.Eblowsfom Eq. [l thattoO ( ) and O V), e = AL+ 2V + 2 ).
Thus in TeVeS the total potential goveming all nonrelativistic motion is = V + . W e should rem ark that if
asym ptotically ! .6 0, the g does not there correspond to a M inkow skim etric. This is rem edied by rescaling
the tim e (or spatial) coordinates by factorse < (ore < ). W ih respect to the new coordinates the m etric is then
asym ptotically M inkow skian. In this paper we assum e throughout that j .j 1; Sec. [l show s this is consistent
w ith cosn ologicalevolution of

How is related to y , the Newtonian graviational potential generated by the m ass density ~ according to
P oisson’s equation w ith gravitationalconstant G ? To relate to y we Ist set tem poralderivatives n Eq. {ll) to
zero w hich m eans replacing h ;g

i

k¥%g g , . =kG(~+3pe?: (52)
Thisequation is stillexact. Next we replaceg ! aswellase 2 ! 1. Thisisthe nonrelatiristic approxin ation.
Further, to be consistent we m ust neglect p com pared to ~; kegping the form er would be tantam ount to accepting
that V isnot an all. Thus
h i
r k¥@® ¥ r =kG-~: (53)
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Thisis jist the AQUAL equation M) wih a suitable reinterpretation ofthe function .Now com paring Eq. [l) w ith
P oisson’s equation we see that

k' ¥ 3=0@F ) (54)

Thiswillbe m ade m ore precise below in situations w ith sym m etry.

W e now show that it is consistent to take V. = C y, wih C a constant close to uniy (o be detem ined).
The starting point are the modi ed E instein equations . wihfrF asnh ), F < 0 sin ultaneously w ih
F< 0 droc< < 1; it ®llows from Eq. ) that ¥ j< y. Now the F temm on the rhs. of Eq. [l is

2 Y2 %F kG %)g = 2k?'22F ()g .Sinilarl, sihce , = 0 here, the term s on the rhs. nvolving

. areoforder8 G h , .,g =8k ?'? y()g .Thusbyourearlierremark the derivative tem s in
dom inate the F tem , and by Eq. [ll) they areoforder8 k (@ y)?.But (r y )? isprecisly the type of source
(N ew tonian gravitationalenergy or stress density) needed to com pute the rst nonlinear orO ( y 2) contrioutions to
them etric. Aswe shallsee in Sec.llll, weneed k10 ?, so that ifallwe desire is to com pute them etricto O ( y ),
and isnot very small, then allof m ay be neglected.

Further, shceU = [l+V + 0 (V?¥)]. ,theU, * temsh have the orm (Cr y )?; we drop them for
the sam e reason that we dropped the O ( y 2) term in . It ollow s that in the weak potential approxin ation the
spatio-tem poral and spatialspatial com ponents of E instein’s equations are exactly the sam e as In GR because the
tem proportionalto 1 e ? can be dropped by virtue of the slow m otion condition which suppresses the spatio—
tem poral com ponents of T . T he tem poraltem poral com ponent of E instein’s equations depends on , and is thus

another story. From Eqgs. [lll) and ) and the observation thatU , = 0,
=kvuul/l 16 G~shh@ ): (55)
W ith ourU the rstterm isKUUN 1 = KCr? (+KC2?0 (r y?),wherebyPoisson’sequationr? y = 4 G ~.

Further, aswe shallsee in Sec.lll, isalways very close to its aforem entioned asym ptotic valuie . @which is jast ’s
very slow Iy varying cosn ologicalvalue). D ropping the C20 (¢ y 2) contribution for the sam e reason as above gives

8 GKC=2+ 2sinh@2.)]~: (56)

Substituting this in Eq. [l and combining the result wih the (I e * ©) term i the G« equation Eq. [ll), we see
that 2 ¢ + K C=2)~ replaces the source ~ appropriate in the weak potential approxin ation to GR . By linearizing
the G+ equation as done n GR, we conclide that

2

V=(°“°“+KC=2) y (57)

which veri esthe clain thatV isproportionalto y . Indeed, sihce the proportionality constant herem ust be identical
wih C,wehaveC = (I K=2) 'e ? ¢.Sincewe shallshow in Sec.llll that i is consistent to assume j .3 1, and
assum e that K 1, we shallreplace C everyw here by 1+ K=2 2..In particular

= N t (58)

Th summ ary, Eq. ), which is subfct to corrections of O ( 2y, quanti es the di erence at the nonrelativistic
levelbetween TeVeS and GR, a di erence which is n ham ony with our conclusion in Sec. M. W e shall use
it untilwe tum to postN ew tonian corrections. The condition \ is not very an all" which we in posed above to be
able to neglect the contrbution to the gravitational equations is not restrictive. For the Newtonian lm it we
shall see that 1. And when 1 (extreme M OND Il i relevant for extragalactic phenom ena), the consequent
corrections of O ( y ?) wih large coe cient) to V are entirely ignorable because this potential is then dom inated by

in the expression or ,cf.Eq. ().

B. TheM OND lim it: spherical sym m etry

F irst or ordentation we assum e a spherically sym m etric situation. Then from Eq. [l togetherw ith G auss’ theorem
we infer that

r = k=4 )r y: (69)

I view of Eq. [l we have

~r =1r y: (60)
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w ih
~  (+k=4 )*%t: (61)
C onsider the case 1 Prwhich k% (¥ I &=3}"2'r 7 (see Sec.HHl). Elim nating r y between
Egs. ) and ) and de ning
(3k)1=2 62)
a
0 I
we obtain a quadratic equation for w ih positive root
P
= k=8 ) 1+ 1+ 4 Fao (63)
This is obviously valid only when T j (@ =k)2a, since otherwise isnot small From Eq. [lll) we now deduce

the M OND fiunction

r -
1 1+ 1+ 4F Fa,

P — (64)
1+ 1+ 4 Fao

Forx¥ Jj ao which is consistent w ith the above restriction since k 1) this equation gives to lowest order In K
and

~ ¥ Fao: (65)

T hus ifwe identify our ap w ith M ilgrom ’s constant, Eq. [ll) w ith this ~ coincidesw ith theM OND formula W) in the
extrem e low acceleration regin e. Therefore, TeVeS recoversM OND ’s successes iIn regard to low surface brightness
disk galaxies, dwarf spheroidal galaxies, and the outer regions of spiral galaxies. For all these the Iow acceleration
lin it of Eq. ) is known to sum m arize the phenom enology correctly.

Now suppose ¥ Jjvaries from an order below ao up to a couple of orders above i. This regpects the condition
¥ § @& =k)%ay.Then Eq. ) shows ~ to grow m onotonically from about 0:1 to 0:9. Then Eq. [l) is essentially
omula W) ih the ntem ediate M OND regim e. T his regin e is relevant or the disks of m assive spiral galaxies well
outside the central bulges but not quite in their outer reaches. It is known that the precise form of ~ m akes little
di erence for the task of predicting detailed rotation curves from surface photom etry.

W e see that TeVeS reproduces theM OND paradigm encapsulated in Eq. ) rnot too large valuesof ¥ Fay.
W hat happens forvery large * Fag ?

C. The Newtonian Ilim it: spherical sym m etry

A ccording to our choice of y( ), Eq. ), thelimi ! 1 correspondstoy ! 1 ,thatistosay ¥ j! 1 .By
Egs. l){ ) we sinultaneocusly have ¥ Jj! 1 and ~! ( + k=4 ) !. De ning the Newtonian gravitational
constant by

Gy = ( + k=4 )G; (66)

we see from Eq. ) that r is obtained from r y by just replacing G ! Gy in it. Tnh other words, in the
nonrelativistic and arbitrarily large ¥ Jregin e, TeV e S isequivalent to N ew tonian gravity, but w ith a \renom alized"
value of the gravitational constant. Now  is really a surrogate ofC = (I K =2) 'e 2 ¢;hence orK < 2,Gy is
positive. A sm entioned, we here assum e K 1.

But how close are dynam ics to Newtonian for large but nite ¥ Fa, ? Expanding the rhs. ofEq. [lll) in the
neighborhood of = 1 gives

3=4

y= 1 +0 (1 ): ©7)
Wealohaveby Egs. [l and ) thaty k*1 7 (¢ ¥=16 2) J° where we have dropped corrections of
higher order in k=4 ). D ropping the O (1 ) term in y( ) and elin nating ' In favorofa wWih = 1) weget

64 4 a02

12

— (68)
ki ¥ 7
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Thus to trust the approxin ation 1 wemust have ¥ Fay 8 ’k 2. Ushg Egs. ) and [l we cbtain,
again after dropping higher order term s in k, that

Gy kK x ¥

G 16 3 a02
1 (69)

Here the factor (G=Gy ) just re ects the m entioned \renom alization" of the gravitational constant; it is the next
factor which interestsus as am easure ofdepartures from strict N ew tonian behavior. For exam ple, ifk = 0:03 there is
a53 10 ° fractionalenhancem ent ofthe sun’sNewtonian eld at Earth’sorbitwhere ¥ j= 0:59am s 2. Thisis
probably unobservable today. At Satum’s orbit where ¥ j= 00065an s ? the fractional correction is4:3 10 3,
corresponding to an excess acceleration 28 10 “am s ? (at thispoint departs from unity by only 0:018 so that
Eq. [l is still reliable) . A Ithough this departure from N ew tonian predictions seem s serdous, it should be rem em bered
that navigational data from the P ioneer 10 and 11 spacecrafts seem to disclose a constant acceleration in excess of
New tonian ofabout 8 10 ®an s 2 between U ranus’ orbit and the transP litonian region [11]. It is, how ever, unclear
w hether the correction in Eq. ), sensitive as it is to the choice ofF , has anything to do w ith the \P ioneeranom aly".

D . N onspherical system s

W e now consider generically asym m etric system s. Since any system has a region where di ers from unity and is
variabl, Eq. [l is not the general solution of Eq. ) and m ust be replaced by

r = k=4 )x y+rT h); (70)

where h is som e reqular vector eld which is determ ined up to a gradient by the condition that the curlofthe rh s.
ofEq. [l vanish.

T he freedom inherent in h allow s it to be m ade divergenceless. T hen by G auss’ theorem h must 2llo faster than
1=r’ and r h fasterthan 1=r at large distances. O n physicalgrounds ¥  h jis expected to be ofthe sam e order
as ¥ y jwell inside the m atter. But shce the Jatter quantity fallso as 1=r? well outside the m atter, the curl tem
in Eq. Il must rapidly becom e neglighble well outside the system . W e thus expect the discussion n Sec. I to
apply well outside any nonspherical galaxy just as it applies anyw here inside a spherical one. T he interior and near
exterior of such a galaxy, where r h is still In portant, m ust be treated by num erical m ethods which would be no
di erent than those developed by M ilgrom w ithin the old AQUAL theory [1].

N eedless to say, an asym m etric system so dense that the Newtonian regin e ( approxim ately constant) obtains in
its interior, eg. an oblate globular cluster lke ! Centauri, can be described everyw here w ithout an h. For In the
Interior h is not needed since even in its absence the curl of the rhs. ofEqg. ) vanishes (@approxin ately). And

begins to di er substantially from unity only well outside the system where we know from our previous argum ent
that any h is becom ing negligble. Hence both Newtonian and M OND regin es of the system m ay be described as In
Secs. M anc .

Th summ ary, we see that the extragalactic predictions oftheM OND equation ) are recovered from TeVeS; at the
sam e tin e TeVe S hints at non-N ew tonian behavior in the reaches of the solar system , though the e ect is sensitive
to the choice of F in the theory.

V. THE POSTNEW TONIAN CORRECTIONS

T he upshot of the discussion at the end of Sec. Il is that in the solar system (regarded as a static system | with
rotation neg]ected| aenbedded in a FRW cosn ologicalbackground), G =8 GT +0 (k)+ 0O K ).Herewe com pute
the consequent O (k) + O K ) corrections to the Schw arzschild m etric

1 Gm =2%
g dx dx = 7E1+G 20))zdt2+ A+ cem=2%)s* + $2@d 2+ sh® d&?)] 71)
m =2%

that describes the exterior of a spherically m assm , and determ ine the postN ew tonian param eters of TeVeS which
we com pare w ith those ofGR.

Rather than jist extending the N ew tonian lin it calculation of Sec.Jll, we start from scratch. F irst we w rite the
spherically sym m etric and static m etric of the sun (inside and outside i) as

g dx dx = edf+ &+ %%d?+ sin® d'?)) (72)
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wih = (%) and &= &(%). Just as orm etric ), outside the sun these filnctions should adm it the expansions ( ;
and ; are dim ensionless constants)

e =1 =%+ ,@=3"+

=1+ 1r=%+ ,(@=3%°"+ ;

where ry is a lengthscale to be determ ined (see A ppendix ). The m agnitude of the coe cient of the r g=% term in
Eq. [l hasbeen absorbed into Iy; its sign m ust be negative, as shown, because gravity is attractive. From the fact
that TeVeS approaches GR for amallk and K , we may infer that r; is close to 2G tin es the system ’s N ew tonian
m ass. This ism ade precise below .

Taking = &) andT from Eq. ), wem ay w rite the scalar equation [ll) as
§ Ze [ 73972l T2 0= kGe ? (~+ 3p): (75)

Here ° stands for d=d%. The rst integralofEq. {l) is

Z
( +&)=2 s
0 kG e

= — (~+ 3p)e =2+ 3&=2 2 %Zd%; (76)
0

oP°

w here the integration constant hasbeen chosen so that isregularat %= 0.
Supposing the m atter’s boundary isat $ = R, we de ne the (positive) \scalarm ass"

Z g

m, 4 (~+ 3p)e ~27 3872 2 924q. 77)
0

Because for a nonrelativistic uid p ~,m g must be close to the N ew tonian m ass. In fact, as shown in Appendjx.,
m s and an appropriately de ned gravitationalm assm 4 di eronly by a fraction ofO (Gm 4=R) which am ountsto 10 5

fr the nner solar system . For $ > R wemay expand °as

h i
It is cbvious from this that decreases inward. Its asym ptotic value, as w ill be explained n Sec. |, is positive
and of O k). The decrement n  down to \radius" % is, according to Eq. [l), or its ntegral Eq. M) below, of
O kGm =4 %). In any weakly gravitating system , Gm ;=% 1 and for strongly graviating system s like a neutron
star, Gm =% is stillwell below unity (plack holes require a special discussion which we defer to another occasion).
Thus rem ainsposiive and sn all throughout space for all system s, and for the solar system in particular. Thiswill
have repercussions ©r the causality question exam ned in Sec. .

Since we are not here interested in purely M OND corrections, we shalltake = 1 in Eq. ) aswellas in the
term s in ,Eq. ), which explicttly involve derivatives. The in theF tem of is not so easily disposed of
because w ith our choice of F , and indeed w ith any viable one, F must be singularat = 1. Ifneglcting the F tem
n8 G can be justi ed, then using Eq. ) wem ay compute from Eq. [ll) that ©r%> R

——=2+0@¢ °): 79)

Now by the approxin ation [l the ratio oftheF term in 8 G to these last tem s is

8 2 2 04 128 4 2 2 . 2
FOR 2" TF I 2o 35 ()3 ©0)
K3 G 2p 2 Air o 7 3

which num erically does not exceed 004 for > 0:99. This justi es Eq. ) in any region where M OND e ects
are totally negliglble. However, as ponted out in Sec.ll, at Satum’s orbit  already departs from unity by two
percent. In such cases the contribution of the F term to must be taken into account, and is post-N ew tonian
e ects com pared with the M OND departure from strict N ew tonian behavior calculated in Sec. M. Here we shall
only be concemed w ith inner solar system dynam icswhere is very close to unity. Because i is dom inated by the
derivative term s, the energy density contributed by the scalar elds is evidently positive.

C Jearly 1n our situation (see Sec. G

U = fe ~%0;0;0q: (81)

(73)
(74)
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Using this in Eqgs. [ll) and ) we nd ©r$> R that

K Q2+ 1 42

— o 5
= 251 +0 & ) 82)
K 2 3+ 8
wo 221 SP8AE ®3)
8%
K rg2 o 5
45 = Y +0 % ) (84)

W ith thiswenow tum to E instein’s equations [lll) rall$. By virtue of U ’s orm here, the tt and $% com ponents
sin plify to

&

e & &%

1
+ 262 +28=% = 8G e’ I+ o + @®3)
4

1 1
gy Le00

+ &+ 9=% = 8 G Tes+ 33 + 33 (86)
4 2

First we solve these ©r%$> R where T = 0.From Egs. [lll) and Il i ©lows that

0 2

= =+ 1 2,5, =%+

(
0 1=+ (42 3

&

2 z)rg =%~ +
Substituting these together w ith Egs. [l), ), ) and ) in Egs. [l -, m atching coe cients of like powers

of 1=%, and solving the three resulting algebraic conditions gives to lowest order in k and K

1 =1 B89)
1

, = - (90)
2
3 1 kG ?m 42

, = -+ —kK — = 1)
8 16 8 1y

U sing these resultsw e show J'nAppendjx.thatrg = 26m4[1+0 kGm4=R)+ 0 K Gm 4=R)]wihm 4, thegravitational
m ass, de ned by Eq. . The relative correction here is 10 ° for the inner solar system . W e also rem ark that
w ith the values [ll)-l) the energy density contributed by ¢ is positive (sce Eq. ).

For solar system tests of TeVeS we must know the physicalmetricg . According to Egs. [ll) and ), & =

€T ,pa=g =%° =g, =%*sin® =e? "% soweneed . Integration ofEq. ) i light ofEq. Il gives
. kGm ¢ o 3
&)= ¢ 4 s +0 & 7); 92)
w heresupon
kGm k?G?%m?
2 _ 2. s s o 3y .
e =e 1 2%+ g 252 +0 & 7) : (93)

T he integration constant . is evidently the cosn ologicalvalue of at the epoch In question. This value changes
slow Iy over solar system tim escales, so we can ignore its drift for m ost purposes. Thus by taking the advantage of
the isotropic form ofthem etric [ll), and rescaling the t and % coordinates appropriately, we absorb the factors e* ©

and e ? ¢ that would otherw ise appear in §  so that it can asym ptote to M inkow skian form as expected. W ith this

precaution one can calculate asif . vanished. Tt m ust be stressed that this strategy works at a particular cosm ological
era.

A cocordingly
Ge = 1+26yms’t 2 G‘m?% ?+0 @) (94)
Gs = 1+2 Gyms *+0@E ?) (95)
Gy m =2+ KGm =4 ) (96)
= 1 (97)

= 1 (98)

@®7)
(88)
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Aspreviously, Gy isde ned by Eq. ) . Recalling the relationsbetween 1y, m 4 and m ¢ @ppendix ), we nd that
m=mgll+ O kKGmy=R)]+ O K Gm 4=R)]J, ie.,, in the inner solar system m and m 4 di er fractionally by 10 °.
Setting ry = 2Gm g = 2Gm gives the second form of .Ourresults for and are consistent w ith those obtained by
E iling and Jacobson [1] for the relevant case of the Jacobson-M attingly theory.

The and are the standard postNewtonian coe cients m easurable by the classical tests of gravity theory [F].
They areboth unity In TeVeS, exactly asin GR (for thiswas rstnoticed by G iannios). C onsequently the classical
tests (perdhelion precession, light de ection and radar tin e delay) cannot distinguish between the two theories w ith
present experin ental precision.

The and arenot the only PPN coe cients. Future work should look at those coe cients having to do w ith
preferred fram e e ects, aswellas at the Nortvedt e ect, which should not benullin TeVeS.

VI. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING IN TeVeS

In Sec.llw e touched upon gravitationallensing in the N ew tonian regin e. Herewe show that in the low acceleration
regin e, TeVeS predicts gravitational lensing of the correct m agniude to explain the observations of intergalactic
lensing w ithout any dark m atter. First by follow ing the essentially exact m ethod of Ref. ], we show this for a
spherically sym m etric structure; in naturem any elliptical galaxies and galaxy clusters are wellm odelled as spherically
symm etric. W e then use linearized theory to give a short proof of the sam e result for asymm etric system s. Our
discussion refersto lensing ofboth raysthat passthrough the system and those that skirt it, and isthusa generalization
of the in plictt result about light de ection in Sec.lll in m ore than one way.

A . Spherically sym m etric system s

W e adopt the E instein m etric [lM); the physicalm etric is obtained by replachge ! e *? ande&* ! & 2 i i.
Consider a light ray which propagates in the equatorial plane of the m etric which m ay, of course, be chosen to suit
any light ray). The 4-velocity x ofthe ray (derivative taken w ith respect to som e suitable param eter) m ust satisfy

et? 24+ 2 g2+ %% %)= 0: (99)

From the m etric’s stationarity follow s the conservation law e *? t= E where E is a constant characteristic of the
ray. From spherical symm etry it ©llow s that € 2 %%/ = L where L is another constant property of the ray. Let us
write $ = (d%=d’ )’_. Now elin nating tand ’_from Eq. [ll) ih &vor of E and L, and dividing by E ? yiels

e 4+ (=% ¥? B fde=d')*+ 1]1= 0; (100)

whereb L=E .By going to In nity where the m etric factors approach unity one sees that b is just the ray’s in pact
param eter w ith respect to the m atter distrbution’s center at $ = 0. T his last equation has the quadrature

Zsh g 2 i 1=2 d4g
- &8 a2 - (101)
b %

W ere the physicalm etric exactly at, this relation would descrbe a line with / varying from 0 to as % decreased
from In niy to itsvalie %y, at the tuming point, and then retumed to in niy. Hence the de ection ofthe ray due
to graviy is

2 1 1=24¢
1

(102)

o'l oe

S
o °
Sturn

This last integral is di cul. So ket us take advantage of the weakness of extragalactic elds which allow us to
assum e that , & and are all sm all com pared to unity. T hen the above resul is closely approxin ated by

@ 21 b s 2 higy
= 4— 1+ & 4" )— — (103)
- b 5 =1
The rewriting In tem s of an  derivative allow s us to Taylor expand the radical in the sn all quantity & 47

w ithout incurring a divergence ofthe Integralat its lower lim it. T he zeroth order of the expansion yields a wellknown
Integralwhich cancelsthe . Thus, to rst order in am all quantities
Z
2@ "' @& 4 )%ds
"= -—— —_—— : (104)
be p (%2 B)=2 -1
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At this point it pays to integrate by parts:
Z .
2@ h 1 i

r= Z— Iim 4)& BT 0 0 49? B)=2ds 105
L ) & ) . ) € ) N (105)

Since , & and alldecrease asym ptotically as % !, the integrated tem , belhg  idependent, contributes nothing.
Carrying out the derivative, and introducing the usualC artesian x coordinate along the nitial ray by x é
)2, we have

O @+4 0
dx: (106)

o

A factor 1=2 appears because we have included the integral in Eq. [l tw ice, once w ith % decreasing to, and once
w ith % Increasing from b. The integral is now perform ed over an in nite straight line ollow Ing the origihal ray.

The di erence between GR w ith dark m atter and TeVeS in this respect is that w ith dark m atter one would have

= 0 and would compute and & from E instein’s equations including dark m atter as source, whereas n TeVeS one
has a nontrivial , and com putes and & on the basis of the visble m atter alone.

W e m ay sin plify the above result by m eans of E instein’s equation [l). W e shall neglect the &% and & ° tem s
because they are of second order, and thus sn allerthan %% by a factorG ~ m ass=% which am ounts to%; w ith v the
typical orbital velocity 1n the system . U sing the residual tem s we elin nate &° from Eq. [Hl):

1oy p0
"=Db ——dx 4 Gb Tes + oo+ 52=8 G dx: 107)

o
°

Now by Sec.llll, =2V + 0 v?)and =V + .Hencew ith fractional corrections ofO (V 2),

0
I = 2b — dx 4 Gb T%%+ %%+ %%=8 G dx: (108)

The st integralhere depends exclusively on the potential which determm ines nonrelativistic m otion. T hat is, the
observed stellar or galactic dynam ics w illuniquely x thispart of ’ . For this reason the rsttem m akesthe same
predictions for lensing by nonrelativistic system s in TeVeS asin GR where =, the lJast calculated assum ing
dark m atter). W e next show that for nonrelativistic system s the second integral is negligble.

In astrophysicalm atter the radjalpressurﬁ Tos isof orde1é~ tim es the local squared random velocity of the m atter
particles (stars, gas clouds, galaxies). Thus T dx = Iv?1 ~dx wih hv’ia suitably averaged v2 . But by P oisson’s

equation 4 G~= r Ty N =% = ~ %=% where we have also used Eq. ). Thus the term w ith the jntegral
over Ty is am aller than the rstterm i Eq. [l by a factor of O (~hv?i). Tn GR (Brwhich e ectively ~ ) this

factor is no larger than 10 ° fr all extragalactic system s which have a m issing m ass problem ; In TeVeS :I.t is even
an aller because typically ~ 1 for such system s.
Tuming now to 35 we recall from Sec. M that in the quasistatic situation in question, the F part is dom inated

by the term quadratic in  derivatives. Using Eqs. [l)-ll) we work out that 4 G 35  k~=8 ) ° y % Evidently
=%, and shoe = O (v%) and k~=8 )< 2,the contrdbution of 5 to the second term of Eq. M) is no

larger than that com ng from Tes .
Finally we note that the tem iIn . vanishes in a quasistatic situation because then U 1+ y) t.And
from this last omula we estinate j 33§ 2K ( y 9)? K 43 %%%. Since ~ < 1 and by Sec.lll we m ust take

K < 10 ?, i is clear that the contrbution of 5. ismuch sm aller than that com ing from T%s . From allthe above the
light ray de ection In TeVeS is
Z 1 0

’'=2b 1+ 0 (~v) —dx: (109)
1

o

In GR with dark m atter the sam e form ula isvalid w ith O (~v?) replaced by O ). Since these corrections are beyond
foreseeable accuracy of extragalactic astronom y, it is clear that for given dynam ics (given ), both theories predict
dentical lensing. W e shall elaborate on this statem ent shortly.

B . A symm etric system s

W e now tum to system sw ith no particular spatial sym m etry. T he weakness of the gravitational potentials typical
of nonrelativistic system s entitles us to use linearized theory ] In which them etric is viewed as a perturbed Lorentz
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m etric:
g = +h : h (110)
2
wih 1 j 1.By snallcoordinate transform ationsone enforcesthe gauge conditions h ; = 0;asa consequence
to rstorderin theh elds
G = - eeh ; (111)

2

so that E instein’s equations take the form of wave equations in  at spacetin e w ith the rhs. of Eq. {ll) as sources.
O foourse there are m otions and changes In galaxies and clusters of galaxies, but the associated changes in the m etric
arem ostly very slow . Thuswe con ne ourselves to quasistationary situationswhere we can drop tin e derivatives (out
not yet the gy; com ponents since galaxies do rotate). T his tells us that
h i
Gue= -r’hu=8G Te+20 e )U T Ut o + wu: 112)
2

T he various parts of the source here were explored in Sec.lll; from that discussion it follow s that
hy = 4V = 4 y: (113)

In regard to the spatio-tem poral source com ponents of Eq. ), we cbserve that the Ty is an O &) below T
(m om entum density is velocity tin esm ass density) . Further, the dom inant contrbutions to ; are hyy m ultiplied by
23 4 xandby G=%) *F. O fthese the rst dom inates (see Sec.lll), and i is small on the scalke of ~ both
because it is of second order (c.f. Sec.ll), and because ;7 1. W e can guess that U; is at m ost of order hy; (it
would vanish in a truly static situation), and since by Eq. )] isbelow 8 G~ by factorsofO K ) and O (), we
see that the U U; term contrdbution to ¢ issmallcompared to 8 G ~. Similarly, the K g U ,, U ,;; contribution
to i, being of second order in V;; and rst order In hy, or rstorderin V;; and rst order in hyy;y (aside of carrying
the sm all coe cient K ), must be very sn all. W e conclude that the source of the goatio-tem poral E instein equation
can be neglected, so that to the accuracy of Eq. ), hu 0.

Things are sin ilar for the spatial-spatial com ponents. W e have already rem arked that Tiy isan O ) below Ti.
The i consists ofa temm quadratic in  ;; and one with a F factor which hasbeen argued to be sn aller. Hence
isanall. Again theK g Uy ;U ;5) contrbutionsto ;3 are quadratic in V;; and suppressed by the K coe clent, so
they are also am all. And the , which we rem arked above to be an all, ism ultiplied by two factorshi, and so is also
am all. So by the sam e logic as above w e neglect the sources of the spatialspatial com ponents h;j and conclude that

hljSubsOt;tutjng allthese results in Eq. [l we obtain
g = @0 2v) UAVARNT (114)
T he absence of gy; in this approxin ation m akes the situation truly static (ratherthan just stationary); henceU = .
C alculating the physicalm etric from Eq. [l wih e 2 1 2 wehave
g = (@1 2v 2) 4V + ) ¢ ¢ (115)
which is equivalent to
g dx dx = (@+2)df+ @ 2) yydxidx? (116)

with =V + ash Sec. HIE.

M etric [l has the sam e form as the GR m etric for weak gravity []]. Thus in TeVeS jist as in GR the same
potentialgovems dynam ics and gravitationallensing. T his accordsw ith the conclusion of Sec.llll ©r the spherically
symm etry case. W hat does thism ean In practice ? In GR ’s rol is played by the N ew tonian potential due to the
visble m atter together w ith the putative dark m atter; in TeVeS isthe sum ofthe scalar eld and the renom alized
N ew tonian potential generated by the visble m atter alone. These two prescriptions for need not agree a priori,
but as we argued in Sec.llll, nonrelativistic dynam ics n TeVeS are approxin ately ofM OND fom , and M OND ’s
predictions have been found to agree with much of galaxy dynam ics phenom enology. W e thus expect TeVeS's
predictions for gravitational lensing by galaxies and som e clusters of galaxies to be as good as those of dark halo
m odelsw ithin GR .But, of course, the early M OND formula ), and TeVeS w ith our choice [l ©rF ( ) both clain
that asym ptotically the potential ofan isolated galaxy grow s logarithm ically w ith distance inde nitely. D ark halo
m odels do not. So TeVeS for a soeci ¢ choice of F is In principle f2lsi able. D ark m atter is less falsi able because
of the essentially unlim ited choice of halo m odels and choices of their free param eters. O ne should also rem em ber
that gravitational lensing a ords the opportuniy to m ap the to greater distances than can dynam ics; for unlke
the latter, lensing can be m easured outside the gas or galaxy distribution. Using this both GR and TeVeS would
predict the sam e dynam ics for stars or galaxies, w hile disagreeing on the in plied distribution ofm ass.
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VII. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION OF
A . Persistence of cosm ological expansion

This section Where we write  rather than ) shows that for a range of initial conditions, FRW cosn ological
models wih at spaces n TeVeS expand Prever, have 0 1 throughout, and their law of expansion is very
sin ilar to that ln GR . T he second point is crucial for our discussion of causality in Sec. .

F irst using Eq. [l we transform m etric [l to the physicalm etric

g dxdx = d&+a®®d?+£()’d?+sn? a?); a17)
dt = e dg a=e a: (118)

In what ollow s we take the initialm om ent, conventionally w ritten as €= 0, at the end of the quantum era w ith a (0)
a very am all scale; furthem ore we take the zero of t to coincide with €= 0. For illustration we assum e the initial

conditions —(0) = 0 (an overdot always denotes @=@t) and 0 < ) 1. Hence a also starts o  from a very
an all scale, ag, and can only increase initially.

W enow show that the spatially at (£( ) ) FRW models in TeVeS persist and cannot recollapse, ie. & hasno
nitemaximum . Asin Sec. Il wehaveU = . which causesU! 7 ! to vanish. A s a consequence = €t
with giwvenbyEq. ll).Shce = ), Eq. ) gives «=2 2-2+G @¢¥%) ! %F (). Asmentioned in Sec. IIEGMN,
UT = ~U .Ushgg U U lgivesusTu+ I e )U T (Uy= Qe * 1)~é . Substituting allthe

above i the tt com ponent of Eq. [, we get the ©llow ing analog of Friedm ann’s equation :

2 8 G 2+8G2—2+2 20 ()
= ~e
3 3 3k2 2

oL

8 G 2 4 1,
= 5 e’ o y()+- CF () (119)

W ith the choice ) fory( )wehave > 0,y( )< O0OandF > 0 in the cosn ologicaldom ain. Thusthe scalar elds
contribute positive energy density and the rhs. of Eq. [l is positive de nite (~ < 0 is physically unacceptable).
Tt ollow s that a cannot vanish for any t, so that by our earlier rem ark i must always be positive. Now the relations
) inply that

da=dt=e 2 @ aJ: (120)

W e shall show iIn the sequelthat although —can be positive, it is always the case that 3 a=a. A s a consequence
da=dt is alw ays strictly positive: in TeVeS a FRW modelw ith at spaces cannot recollapse.

The fact that —isgiven by an integralovertim e [see Eq. [l ]m eans that in a coam ologicalphase transition, w here
~m ay change suddenly, — (and of course ) w ill nevertheless evolve continuously in tin e. It llows that F willalso
evolve continuously in tine [see Eq. M]. A consequence of Eq. M) is that any jimp in ~ willbe re ected in a
sin {lar mp i @=a)? or in the square ofthe Hubblk fiinction H©  a ! da=dt.

B. The protoradiation era

C ontem porary cosn ology regards the In ationary era as preceded by a brief radiation dom inated era, the proto-
radiation era, in which the physical scale factor a expandsby jist a few orders follow ing the quantum gravity regim e.
As in any radiation dom inated regin e, here the equation of state is ~ = 3p with both p and ~ varyhg asa . It
ollows from Eq. M) that throughout the era

k
—= —  G~e?a’dy 121)
Because in the cosm ologicalregine > 2, we have —< 0 throughout this era. T hus as prom ised da=dt' in Eq. [l
is positive. U sing the constancy of G ~)'"?a’e ? we can now w rite

7
kG~)\t2e 2 "¢ _
= kEr e’ G ~)Y2adt: (122)
a 0
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Tentatively assum ing that j J 1 throughout the era we m ay, according to Eq. ), bound both instances of
G ~)*=2 from above by (3=8 )'?a=a. T he consequent integral is then trivial, and since ay is essentially zero we get

}j< Gk=8 )(@=a): (123)

Thus j—9< (3Bk=16 ) (@=a); since k 1,wehaveby Eq. [l that da=dt a.
W e can now show that the coan ologicalevolution during the proto-radiation era is very sim ilar to that within GR.
For the choice [ll) both F and F ° are positive in the cosn ologicaldom ain (see Fig.l). It Bllow s from Eq. [l that
F < y (recallthat y < 0), so the Jast tetmm on the rh.s. of the Friedm ann equation is less than half the second.

Nextweusey= 2k¥*-2 to nfer from Eq. [l that

i< = (124)
e Y% g

o |

But thism eans that the scalar eld contributions to the Friedm ann equation are sm all com pared to is lh.s. Speci -
cally, to w ithin a fractional correction ofO (k=16) (actually an aller than thisbecause willtum out to be large), the

relation between H” and ~ isthe sameasin GR.
T he fact that the scalar eld contributions to the Friedm ann equation are sm all com pared to is lh.s. also m eans
that inequality M) is nearly saturated, asmustbe itskin [ll). T hen

29()9 > 0Gk=4 Y@=a)a 2: 125)
6

But a=a is a very short scale (in standard cosm ologicalm odels H ! 10 3% s in the protoradiation era) whike
ag ¥ 3 18%s. Thus 2y() 1. Sihceby Eq. Il this is possble only for 1, we can sharpen our earlier
conclusion from Eq. [l : 7 (Bk=8 )a=a.Now i iseven clearerthat a and a (aswellas t and ®) are essentially
equal, so that the expansion In this era proceeds just as in GR . Further, ntegrating this last inequality gives

J pr o) (Bk=8 ) In(ar=aog); (126)

w here the subscript \pr" stands for the end of the protoradiation era. Since this era spans just a few e-foldings of
the scale a, the logarithm here is of order unity. Hence is alm ost frozen at its nitialvalie o, provided this last is
not extrem ely am all. By choosing as initial condition 0 < 1, aswe proposed, but avoiding extrem ely small o,
weget 0< 1 throughout the proto-radiation era, as assum ed earlier. T hus our assum ption was consistent.

C. The in ationary era

T he equation of state during in ation isp=  ~= const. Then lll) tells us that
k “ 2 _3 dpr
—= % Gre?dldtt e @27)
ad o, a

T he integration constant prefacing the last term is xed by the condition that and —be continuous through the
protoradiation In ation divide. It is clear that affer rapid expansion has suppressed the last (negative) term here,
—becom es positive. Because ~ is constant, we m ay pulla factor G ~)~? out ofthe integral. Then by Eq. [lll) and
assum ing everyw here that e 1 which we verify below ), wehave G ~}~2e 2 < (3=8 )!™2a=a both i and outside
the integral. T hus

oo A g Gpr 128)
8 at . PETPE 4
Sasr E orr e az9
where we have used Eq. ) as an equality as the end of the proto-radiation era. Thus during in ation
Bk=8 )f@=apr < —< k=8 )l@=a): (130)

The lhs. here comes from the last tertm in Eq. ) in light of inequality [lll). In the passage from the proto—
radiation era, which involves a phase transition, ~ can change by a factor of order unity, but then settles down to a
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constant. Thusby Eq. [lll) a=a rem ains at Jeast of the sam e order of m agnitude as (@=a)pr - Hence nequality )
translates into one of the sam e ©m as [l but valid during in ation. As in Sec. M, this tells us that da=dt a
also during in ation. And the argum ent ©llow ing inequality [l can now be repeated to show that the y and

°F temm s iIn Friedm ann’s equation am ount to relative corrections of O (k=16) (actually smn aller), so that in ation in
TeVeS proceeds very much lke in GR.

R epeating the argum ent keading to Eq. [ll) in light ofthis last conclusion and the added realization that thea 3
temm s disappear very rapidly, we conclude that during the —> 0 part of in ation, inequaliy [lll) is very nearly
saturated. One can then rederive Eq. ) as n Sec. M. Because the in ation tin escale is again very short
com pared to ag !, the argum ent yielding Eq. [l can be repeated w ith slight m odi cations to show that during
n ation 1, and consequently

i pr  (Bk=8 ) In(a=apy); 131)

where a subscript \i" stands for the end of In ation. Thus, although in standard m odels In ation can span up to
70 e-oldings of a, the rh s. of this inequality is very sm all com pared to unity. W e conclude that in ation m anages
to raise  above its value at the end of the protoradiation era by a very am all fraction of uniy. This jasti es our
replacem ent ofe by uniy in deriving Eq. [l .

In what ©llow s we shall denote by H';, ;, ; and — the values of the Hubblk parameter, ( 2k*-%), and —
regpectively, at the end of in ation, t= t;,wherea= a;.

D . The radiation era

In the ensuing radiation era the equation of state sw itches back to 3p= ~ with both p and ~ varyihgasa *. Thus
the integralin Eq. Il is
Z t
k 2 .3 ai 3
— = G~e © a’dt+ 14 — 132)
a’ a
w ith the Integration constant ;— set so —at the radiation’s era outset equals that at iIn ation’s end. A though
Initially —> 0, clearly the integralw ill eventually dom inate the last term m aking —negative thereafter.
Now according to Eg. ), .-< k=8 )(@=a);. Dueto the approxin ate continuiy of (@=a) across the in ation—
radiation eras divide Which itself ollow s from the approxin ate continuity of ~ and Eq. [l ], and from the fact that
@=a) fallso no fasterthan (@;=a)? in the radiation era, Eq. [l gives

—< k=8 )@=a); @=a)’< k=8 )(@=a): (133)

On the other hand, from ~a' = const. we can m ove a factor G ~)'"?a’e ? out ofthe integralin Eq. [l . Ushg

again G ~)'"? < (3=8 )'?a=a from Eq. ) (if we assum e provisionally that e 1) both in and outside the
Integral, we have

Z
3ka t a; 3
—> (@=a)adt+ ;4 — : (134)
8 a2 a
The integralisa (t) a.Hence
—> ( 3k=8 )1 @a)l=a)+ i+@=a)’> (k=8 )(@=a) (135)

I view ofEgs. [llll) and ), nequality M) is again valid here. Because > 2 we get again from Eq. [l that
da=da a=a.W emay now reproduce hequality [l and show as i Sec.lllll that to w ithin a fractional correction
of 0 (k=16), the relation between H" and ~ isthe sameasin GR.

Because of this Jast result, Eq. [lll) and the rapid decay ofa;=a in Eq. ), we m ay conclude that when —< 0,
inequaliy M) is nearly saturated. W e m ay then rederive Eq. [l as befre. Now in conventional cosm ology at
redshift z during the radiation era ' 3 102° 1+ z)? s !, which by previous inference closely approxin ates a=a in
ourmodel. W ethuscbtain 2% ( )jJ 5 10°%* @+ z)*.Takingk  0:03 on the basis of Sec Il w e see that at the
end ofthe radiation era z 1¢), 2% ()7 4 16 which corresponds to 10. Forearliertines / (1 + zf™>
so that it rises to 10%° at the beghhning ofthe era at z 1’ . G olng back to mequality [l we see that in the
last three e-oldings of the era  (t) ;> 8 10? with the previous 50 e-Hldings contrbuting an even sm aller
decrease. O ur assum ption that e 1 was evidently justi ed if ( is taken sm all com pared to unity, yet su ciently
positive to keep () positive throughout the era.

W e shalldenoteby ,, r and — thevaluesof ( 2k*®-2), and - respectively, at the end of the radiation era,
t=t wherea= a,.
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E. Them atter era

Inthemattererap 0 and ~ variesasa . Integrating Eq. [l) gives, cf. Eq. [l

Z

© 2 _3 ar 3

G~e © a’dt+ 4 — : (136)
ty a

k
2a3
It is clear that —continues to be negative throughout the m atterera. Using ~a® e ® = const. and setting henceforth
e = 1 whose consistency w illbe checked below ), we explicitly perform the integralin Eq. [l from t. to t:

= kG~ B+ r-l=a): 137)
2

Integrating the mequality G ~a®)'™? < (3=8 )'™2?a'~?a com ing from Eq. [ll) weget G ~)'2 ¢ )< (2=3)(3=8 )'72.
Both togethergive G ~(t £) < (@=4 a), which when substituted in Eq. [l nally gives

—> ( k=8 )@=a)+ ,—,=a)’: (138)

Now accordingtoEq. ) .— > ( 3k=8 )(a=a). Thus at the beginning of the m atter era, where a = a,, the
Jow er bound on the second tem on the rh.s. of nequality [ll) m aybe asmuch as three tim es Jarger in m agnitude
than the rsttem, yet it decaysasa 3 while the rsttem cannotdo so fasterthan a =2 [see Friedm ann’s equation
) . H ence w ithin about one eHlding ofa, the rstterm com esto dom inate the rh s., and overm ost ofthem atter
era

< k=8 )@a): 139)

From this ollow s a tighter version of bound ) which again dem onstrates that the scalar eld termm s in E instein’s
equations are rather negligble. The fact that [lll) m ay be exceeded by a factor of a f&w early in the m atter era is
no reason to exclide that epoch from the jist m entioned conclusion: the rather large at the end of the radiation
era ( 10) | and a bit beyond| acts to suppress that factor. U sing by now wellwom logic we conclide that in the
m atter era as well, the relation between H and ~ is alm ost the ssme asin GR.

Tntegrating inequality [l with the use of > 2 (the rst e<Hlding’s relatively Jarger contribution is suppressed
by the larger which holds sway then), we get

© > &=16 )n=a): (140)

Because the m atter era thus far has spanned nine e-foldings, has decreased by less than 0:0054 during this era.

N ote that we have not addressed the coan ologicalm atter problem . In TeVeS the expansion is driven by Jjust ~,
the visble m atter’s density, whereas the observations require that the source of Friedm ann’s equation which falls
o like a 3 should be lamger by a factor of perhaps 6. There are at last two possble avenues ©r dealing w ith
this em barrassn ent. First, we have stuck to a particular F ( ); possbly a m ore realistic F ( ) would change late
cogan ologicalevolution enough to resolve the problem . Second, we have Insisted on  being an all. T his is a consistent
solution as we have shown, but it is perhaps not the unigque solution. P lainly nonegligble values of can a ect the
Friedm ann equation signi cantly.

F. The accelerating expansion

Lately data from distant supemovae indicate that in recent times (z < 0:5) the cosn ological expansion has began
to acoekerate, nam ely, that d'=dt’> H 2. The data are best interpreted in GR by acoepting the existence a positive
coam ologicalconstant ZH"tzoday . 1. O ne can incorporate such accelerating egpoch in the T eV e S E Instein equations
M) by adding to 2F ( )| purely phenom enologically| a constant ( —independent) tem ofm agnitude )
Such constant part, which corresponds to the integration constant involved in solving Eq. [lll), leavesy ( ) unchanged,
m erely shifting the curve for ¥ ( ) in Fig.ll up. Furthem ore, according to Eq. ) and the em pirical connection
ap  Ho L], the added constant is  3K=16 ?, that is very small. Tt cannot thus a ect the discussion in earlier
sections, and In particular F continues to m ake a positive contribution to the energy both in static system s, and in
cogn ology.

T he appearance of the coam ological constant in F has alm ost no e ect on the value of . To see why note that

does not directly a ect the scalar equation (), but only the Friedm ann equation ). Hence Eq. [l is still
valid. A s the expansion accelerates, a begins to grow exponentially w ith t. Both tem son the rhs. of Eq. [llll) thus
fallo drastically, and becom es \stuck" at the value it had soon after the onset of acceleration. C onsolidating the
resuls of Secs. BN v ith cur conclusion we see that the range of initial conditions 0:007 < 1 msures
that > Oande 1 throughout cosn ologicalevolution.
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VIII. CAUSALITY IN TeVeS

TeVeS’s predecessors, AQUAL and PCG, pem ited superlum inal propagation of scalar waves on a static back—
ground. In the case of PCG w ith a convex potential this occurs hand in hand w ith an instability of the background,
so it is unclear if true causality violation occurs. How does T eVeS handle causality issues ?

T he question is com plicated here by of the existence oftwometrics,g and g , whose null cones do not coincide
(exoegpt where = 0). W hich of the two cones is the relevant one for causal considerations ? W e shall take the
view that sihce comm on rods and clocks are m aterial system s w ith negligble selfgravity, the coordinates to which
the Lorentz transfom ations of special relativity refer are those of local orthonom al fram es of the physical m etric
g and not ofg . It is by ascertaining that In no such physical Lorentz fram e can physical signals travel back
in tim e that we shall certify the causalbehavior of TeVeS.Now Lorentz transformm ations involve a param eter, the
critical speed \c". W e shall dentify this with the speed of electrom agnetic disturbances so that, as custom ary, the
speed of light is the sam e in all Lorentz fram es. Since we have built special relativity nto T eV e S by insisting that all
nongravitational physics equations (including M axwell’s equation) take their standard form when written with g ,
this procedure is consistent. In fact, all signals associated w ith particles of all sorts are sublum inalor travel at light's
speed w ith respect to g

T here ram ains the question of whether gravitational perturbations (tensor, vector or scalar) can ever exit g 's
null cone. T he analysis given below is quite di erent for tensor and vector perturbations on the one hand, and scalar
perturbations on the other. O ne point In com m on, how ever, is that causality is guaranteed only in spacetin e regions
orwhich > 0.Asshown in Sec.llll, there is gam ut of reasonable cosm ologicalm odels orwhich  is indeed positive
throughout the expansion.

A . Propagation of tensor and vector disturbances is causal

T he characteristics ofboth E instein’s equations ) and the vector equation ) 1 on the nullcone ofg because
alltermm s in them w ih two derivatives are the usualones In E instein’s and gauge eld’s equations. A cocordingly, we
do not expect m etric and vector perturbations to travel outside the null cone of the Einstein metricg . However,
the interesting question is rather what is the speed ofa wave of this class In temm s of the physicalm etricg 2

In the eikonalapproxin ation the wavevector ofm etric perturbations, that is the 4-gradient of the characteristic
function, w ill satisfy g = 0. Hence Eq. I gives

g 20  )?shh@ )= 0: 141)

W e consider a generic situation where U m ay have both tem poraland spatial com ponents. T he nom alization [l
inpliesby Eq. [l thatg U U = & . Thus in an appropriately oriented local Lorentz fram e, L, of the m etric
g wemay parametrize U by

U =e @ V% ¥2f£1; Vv;0;0g 142)

with 1< V < 1. ThisV is actually the ordinary velocity (m easured by the physicalmetric) of L w xrt. the
privileged fram e in which the m atter is at rest whether in cosn ology or in a local static con guration), nam ely that
nhwhichU = fe ;0;0;0g. This isevident by considering a Lorentz transform ation from the m atter rest fram e to the
coordinates appropriate to frame L.

In view ofthe above, Eq. [l reduces to

0= A!242B 1 +D ;2 @ V) 2 (143)
A é v (144)
B veE 1) (145)
D 1+ Ve (146)
wih ! = t and  and -, the spatial com ponents of collinear and nom al to U; (the space part ofU ),

respectively. For arbitrary V. [lll) is an anisotropic inhom ogeneous dispersion relation (! depends on position
through aswellas on direction of the wavevector) . H owever, in the rest fram e ofthem atter (Vv = 0), it is isotropic
(though still position dependent through ) wih group (or phase) speed equalto

vw=¢e % : 147)
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T he condition fortensor and vector perturbations not to propagate superlim inally (v 1 as judged in the physical
m etric) isthusthat > 0,which aswe saw, is satis ed in a w ide range of coam ologicalm odels (see Sec. ) aswellas
quasistatic system s em bedded i them (Sec.ll). Nom ally this conclusion could be carried over to all Lorentz fram es
w ithout fiurther calculations. But because TeVeS adm s a locally privileged fram e, that n which U = e £1;0;0;0qg,
we Investigate this conclusion in m ore detail orany V2 < 1.

SowingEq. [ll) or ! gives

L= ( By SKAY (148)
S Cz+aq@a Vv )% (149)
c B° AD = 1 V)% : (150)

The condiion > 0makesA here strictly positive. It is possble for the above expression for ! to change sign, so for
given wemustagree to always choose the branch ofthe square root that m akes ! positive (negative ! w ith opposite
sign  is the sam e m ode, of course). In what follow s we call the m odes w ith upper (lower) signs of the square root

+ ( ) modes. For the com ponents of group velociy collinear and orthogonalto Ui, resoectively, we derive
v = @!=@ ,=( B cCs! A 1; (151)
v, = @!=@ , = (@ V)5 ' ,: (152)

Since these expressions are hom ogeneous of degree zero In  , there is no dispersion, but forV € 0 the propagation is
anisotropic. For amall one has analytically

v=1 21 Voos#ia v3)H ! +0(? (153)

wherev £+ J; §)'™? and # istheanglebetween and U;. Thus form oderate V the group speed v is sublum inal,

but obviously Hrmula ) becom es unreliabl HrvV close to unity.
For arbitrary V it is pro table, as rem arked by M ilgrom , to write v in tetm s of ! . In fact a straightforward
calculation gives

1 ¥=8°C(i+ 2 1) (154)

from which it is clear that v can becom e superlum inalonly if the (isotropic) phase speed ! ( £+ %) '™ does the
sam e sin ultaneously. Since the latter was found sublim nalatV = 0, we have only to ask ifthere issomeV < 1 for
which ! = ( {+ 2)'7%;wem ight then suspect there is superlum inalpropagation for largerV . Suppose w e substitute
this last value of ! in Eq. [l together w ith those of A, B and D . Collecting tem s one can put the condition for
the transition to superlum nality in the form

q— 2

" + 2 =0 (155)

e 1)V o+

2
k
Aswesaw 1n Sec. B, ©ra broad class of coam ologicalm odels > 0 throughout the expansion, and as Secl testi es,
variation of In the vicihity of localized m asses embedded in such a cosn ology is far short of what is required to
tum the sign of . It is thus clear that even in the case , < 0, condition [l cannot be satis ed rv < 1. Hence
superlum inal propagation of vector and tensor perturbations is forbidden.

How doesvvarywithV ? W hen , 6 0,we nd num erically the follow ing behavior. Forthe+ modew ith 0,
vy < 0 forallV, and after experiencing a shallow m axinum atmodestV , v reachesam ininum atV very nearunity,
which is the deeper and farther from V = 1 the larger j , = Jj. AsV grow s further, v rises and approaches uniy for
v ! 1. If > 0, vy startspositive for am allV but eventually tums negative at a rather Jarge V which grow s w ith
J 2= xJ AsV grows further, v reaches a m Inin um , which gets shallower w ith grow iIng j , = | j and then begins to
rise. At a criticalV the positive , + m ode tem inates. H owever, the m ode w ith negative  takes over onward
from the criticalV ; i features vy < 0, and for i v risesw ith V and approachesuniy asV ! 1. The modewih

x > 0 isalways unphysical.

For , = 0and < 0the+ modehasvy < 0 throughout, and v risesm onotonically w th V approaching unity as
V ! 1.For > 0 that samemode hasvy > 0 and v decreasing w ith increasingV up toaV = V. e? atwhich
point both v, and v vanish. The term inated sequence is continued by the modewih | < 0 orwhich vy < 0 and

v risesm onotonically with V from zero at V = V. and approachesuniy asV ! 1.
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B . Propagation of scalar perturbations is also causal

The temm s w ith second derivatives in the scalar equation ) have a nonstandard form rem iniscent of those in
relativistic AQUAL (see Appendix ). Do scalar perturbations propagate across g ’s null cone, that is do they
travel faster than electrom agnetic waves ? W e now show that the answer is negative. In the scalar equation [l in
free space we break  into background and perturbation = 3 + , but ignore perturbationsofg and U . For
convenience we shallcall 5 sinply .To rstorderin we get .f. Egs. -]

0= h +2HH ,+ (156)
H t ; ;) Ph 157)
dn ()=dhy (158)

w here the ellipsis denotes term s w ith di erentiated only once. W e have tem porarily assum ed that H is spacelike.
Usinhg Eq. ) we reexpress [lll) in tem s of the physicalm etric:
E?g e e*WU +2HH ], + =0 159)

7

1. Quasistatic background

For a quasistatic background, eg. a quiescent galaxy, H is Indeed a purely space vector in coordinates that
re ect thetine symmetry. By ) H isnom alized to unity w rt. metricg andtoe ? wrt.g . Tn a lcal
Lorentz frame ofg at rest w rit. to those coordinates and appropriately oriented, a genericH  w ill have the form

e f0;s;0; 1 £g, wih s the cosine of the angle between H ; and the positive x axis. Then in a Lorentz fram e
moving w rt. the st one at velocity V in the positive x direction

|
H =e @ V%) ¥2f vsisi0; @ £)@A  V2)g (160)
Ih thissame frame U isgiven by Eq. ).

In the ekonal approxin ation (c.f. A ppendix ) one replaces in a Lorentz fram e ;7 and drops rst
derivatives. Again interpreting . as ! this gives a generalization of [lll), nam ely

0=K124+2B, (+B: ) +D0 2 @ VW)(Z+E 2)+2B,V ', , 161)
b4 2& a+2 8v? 162)
B v @2d 1 2% 163)
B 2V psm (164)
) 2vie! a+2 8) (165)
E 1+2 @ %; (166)

where | isthe com ponent in the x direction, - isthat in a direction orthogonalto x In the plane spanning the x
axisand H;, and i, is the com ponent orthogonalto that plane We use vector sym bols for com ponents to keep w ith
previous notation).

ForV = 0 (rest fram e ofm atter) there isnothing to distinguish the x axis from H ;’sdirection, so w thout restricting
generality wem ay set s = 1 and speak Ppintly of , and , asa vector - . Then the group speed v= R!=@ 72
tums out to be

" # _
e? Q+2 F 2+ 277 e
Vo= P :
T2 Tav2y 2+ 2
From Sec. M we com pute the logarithm ic slope
()= D 2=F 6 +4) (168)

P —
whose graph is shown in Fig.ll. n particular, % In a quasistatic region. In thedeep M OND regine (y) y=3

0 %,whﬂejnthehjgh acceleration lim it () 1o 0. Consequently, in the desp M OND regine,yv e ?
with equality or , = 0. In the Newtonian regine vy = 2 ™2e 2 frall . Fiall, in the intem ediate regin e
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FIG. 3: The logarithm ic slope () as relevant for quasistationary system s, 0 < < 1, and for cosm ology,
2< < 1.

2 1=2¢ 2 % L+ 2 322 ¥2e 2 , with lower and upper equalty or , = 0 and -, = 0, respectively.
Sum m arizing, scalar waves propagate sublim nally in the fram e In which the m atter is at rest, provided, of course,

> 0.

Since the vector U de nes a privilkged Lorentz fram e, the orm of the wave equation {l) is di erent in di erent
fram es. Thus we m ust check explicitly that the sublum inal propagation of scalar waves rem ains valid in all Lorentz
fram es. Since the analytic expressions for general are cum bersom e, we have done so num erically for am all positive

. For anallV the group speed starts at the value [ll). If , < 0, v for the + m ode rises with increasing v
approaching unity asV ! 1.By contrast, if | > 0, v at st decreases w ith increasing V only to reach a m inin um
which can be quite narrow and deep for ,=j jnear unity. Beyond the m inimum is a critical V past which the +
m ode w ith positive y isno longer possble. It is replaced by the  m ode w ith opposie sign of ,, whose v rises as
V risesbeyond the critical V , approaching unity forv ! 1.

In summ ary, provided > 0 as guaranteed (see Sec.l) Hr the vichity of m asses enbedded in the cosm olo—
gies studied in Sec. M, no case of superlum inal propagation is cbserved for scalar perturbations on a quasistatic
background.

2. Coam olgical background

Considernow propagation ofscalarperturbationsin FRW coan ology. HereU rem ainspointed in the tin e direction,
and takes the ©m [ll) 1 a Jocal Lorentz fram e of the physicalm etric which m oves w rt. the m atter at velocity
V in the x direction. Since H is now tin elke, one must change the sign of the argum ent of the square root In
de nition (). De nition [l then requires a switch in sign ofthe tem in Eq. ). W em ay evidently w rite

; = U Wih  spacetin e dependent). Ik ollow s from de nition Bl thatH =" 2U independent of . Using
allthis in the m odi ed wave equation @), we obtain in the said Lorentz fram e, after an eikonal approxin ation, a
dispersion relation ofthe orm [l w ith the coe cientsA ,B and C modi ed accordingto theruke * ! @2+ 4 )&
Thus in the frame L. where them atter isat rest Vv = 0) wenow nd the isotropic group speed, c.f. Eq. ),

Vo= @+ 4 ) 1%e 2 (169)

so that according to Fig.ll, or > 0, vy never exceeds 1=p 2.

ForV > 0 we use the analysis leading to Eqs. [lll)-lll) w ith the substitution e ! @+ 4 )¢ to conclude that
the passage to superlum inality is forbidden. Num erical plots disclose a behavior of v (V) very sim ilar to the one for
tensorwaves. For+ typemodeswith , < 0, v growsm onotonically approachinguniy forv ! 1.For , > Omodes
there isam nimum ofv at som e high V , the narrower and deeper the larger =7 j. A m ode ofthis type exists only
up to a critical V. beyond the m inim um , and is thereafter taken over by the type m ode whose | is of opposie
sign, and for which v approachesuniy asVvV ! 1.

C . Caveats

Summ Ing up, propagation of weak perturbations of the tensor, vector or scalar gravitational elds of TeVeS is
always sublum inal w ith respect to the physicalm etric. W e have checked this in detail only for waves propagating
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on pure cogm ologicalbackgrounds or on quasistatic backgrounds. Furthem ore, the analysis looked at perturbations
of one eld whike keeping the others \frozen" at their background valies. A m ore advanced analysis would have
exam Ined propagation of pint tensorwector-scalarm odes. This said, no m echanisn is evident for the form ation of
causal loops. This under the condition > 0 which, as we have seen, is widely obeyed In at-space cosn ological
m odels and quasistatic system s em bedded therein.
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APPENDIX A:ACAUSALITY IN RELATIVISTIC AQUAL

T his com es about because the wave equation for free propagation of deriving from the L. in Eq. ) (covarant
derivativesarew xrt.g ),

e’y 5 ;)9 ;L =0; @1)

Jeads to the ollow Ing linear equation for propagation of am all perturbations on the background fg ; zg:

0= g +2 X X .o @2)
X @ = 8;) 9 s @3)
drf’y)=dhny @ 4)

In Eq. ) the ellpsis stands for tem swhere  is di erentiated only once.
For a static background X is a uni purely space vector X . In an appropriately oriented C artesian coordinate
system 1 a localLorentz fram e, it w ill point in the x direction. In such frame Eq. ) takes the ©m

0= At 1+ 2) xx T ;yy+ izz T @A 5)

In the eikonalapproxin ation appropriate or short wavelengths, one sets = Ae! and neglects term sw ith derivatives
ofA orofk ’. .Then Eq. ll) gives

= k= [0+ 2 )k*+k7+ kT2 @ 6)
T he group speed vy = R ! =Rk F~2 tums out to be

bl 0r2 PRI kIrk? T &
‘ 0L+ 2 )2+ kg2 + k,2 )

In the deep MOND regine [fly) = 2y°?], 2 = 1 whil in the high acceleration lim it F(y) vl 0. Thus
w hatever the choice of £,0< < 1 over som e range ofy (acceleration). There > 1 ifk isnot exactly orthogonalto
X (distancesand tinesmeasured w rt. metricg ). On the otherhand, light waves travelon light conesofyg whilke
m etric waves do so on null cones ofg . The two m etrics are conform ally related so their null cones coincide: light

and m etric waves travelw ith uni speed. Thusmost waves are superlum inal, in violation of the causality principle
eee Sec. .

APPENDIX B:PROBLEM S FOR PCG IN SOLAR SYSTEM

The pem issble ranges of and " are strongly constrained by the solar system . It can be shown [[] that the 1=r
force in Eq. [l causesthe K epler \constant” ofplanetary orbitsw ith periodsP and sem in a praxes a to vary slightly
wih a:

4 ?8°=P?=GM 1+ aa= ): ®1)



32

A ssum ing M M. weget = § so that as we pass from planet to planet, the \constant" varies by a fraction
2 10%®= . The hner planet periods P are known to better than onepart in 1. Thus > 2 107.

A stronger constraint com es the perihelia precessions of the planets. The anom alous force in Eq. [l generates
an extra precession ||] which in M ercury’s case (excentricity 0206 and a= 6 102 an) amountsto 3 108 !
arcsec=century. W ith = 2 107 this already am ounts to 0:35% of the E instein precession, which is m easured to
about that accuracy. Trying to assumeM > M . jast aggravates the problem . And we are not at lberty to raise
fiirther because for xed ag, M . scalesas 2. Thus, Drexampl,with =3 107,theMOND ln it of PCG would
not apply to galaxieswith M < 8 1, a range ncluding m any dwarf spirals w ith m issing m ass problem s ! Hence
the perihelion precession m arghhally rules out PCG w ith a sextic potential.

APPENDIX C:RELATION BETW EEN DETERM INANTS gAND g

From Eqgs. ) it ©low s that

g g =¢& + 1 e*yywu Cc1)

V iew Ing this asm ultiplication of tw o m atrices, we take the determ inant:
g 'g=&® DetK ( ;U); K(;U) I+ @ e')w c2)

where T is the unit m atrix whose com ponents are while U isamatrix wih componentsU U .Now both g and
g are scalar densities, so that their ratio m ust be a true scalar. Hence DetK ( ;U) isa scalar.

In a local Lorentz fram e n which the unit tin elike vector U has com ponents £1;0;0;0g, U’s only nonvanishing
component isU% = 1. TherePre,DetKk =1 @ &' )] 1 1 1=¢&' . Substiuthgthisih Eq. Il we
recoverEq. [l .

APPENDIX D:RELATIONS BETW EEN ms, mg AND 14

To determm ne ry one must delve into the region % < R . A ssum ing that the ideal uid m odeling the m atter is at
rest in the global coordinates, wem ay w rite its 4velocity ast = e U = et 2 © (see SecHll) . Let us retum
to Eq. ), substitute Ty from Eqg. M) and reorganize the left hand side to obtain

s Ze e )= g Gp O 1)
P ~eRe? &)+ 4+ w8 G ©2)
Integration gives for $ > R
Z
0_s=4 2Gm g 1 i 56=4 o2 1o

&e = -2 ) B8 G wt+t w)e %°ds © 3)

Z g a
m 4 4 P &% $%dy; D 4)

where the integral .n Eq. [l does not contain ~ since it extends only outside the uid.

How much does the \gravitationalm ass" m 4 di er from the scalarmassm s ? For a star the volum e integralofp
is of order the random kinetic energy, which by the New tonian virial theorem is of order of the gravitational energy

Gmg=R . Acocording to Egs. [l), Il and MMl this is also the order of the fractional correction tom s or to m 4
com ing from the m etric factors and e . W e have not worked out  or  in the interior, but from Eqgs [l and
) we may estin ate that the  and =8 G tem s contrbute tom4 tem s of O kGm s°=R) and O K r,°=GR),
regpectively. Because we assum e smallk and K , these last two tem s are obviously subdom nant contributions. W e
m ay conclude thatm 4 and m ¢ di erby a fraction of order Gm 4g=R which is 10 5 for the solar system .

Letusnow calculate §%°* at $ = R usingEq. [l), Il and Ml and equate the result to  2Gmy=R ? as stipulated
by Eq. ) :

K rq2 kG ?m 42

+0 °=R?)= 26 S
R Y (g ) mg © 5)

rg+
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Forthe sun ;=R Gmg=R 10 °;weseethatr, 2Gmy with fractionalaccuracy much better than 10 °.
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