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R elativistic gravitation theory for the M O N D paradigm
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The m odi� ed newtonian dynam ics (M O ND ) paradigm of M ilgrom can boast of a num ber of

successfulpredictions regarding galactic dynam ics; these are m ade without the assum ption that

dark m atterplaysa signi� cantrole. M O ND requiresgravitation to departfrom Newtonian theory

in the extragalactic regim e where dynam icalaccelerations are sm all. So farrelativistic gravitation

theoriesproposed to underpin M O ND haveeitherclashed with thepost-Newtonian testsofgeneral

relativity,or failed to provide signi� cant gravitationallensing,or violated hallowed principles by

exhibiting superlum inalscalar waves or an a priori vector� eld. W e develop a relativistic M O ND

inspired theory which resolves these problem s. In it gravitation is m ediated by m etric,a scalar

� eld and a 4-vector � eld,allthree dynam ical. For a sim ple choice ofits free function,the theory

hasa Newtonian lim itfornonrelativistic dynam icswith signi� cantacceleration,buta M O ND lim it

when accelerations are sm all. W e calculate the � and  PPN coe� cients showing them to agree

with solar system m easurem ents. The gravitationallight de ection by nonrelativistic system s is

governed by the sam e potentialresponsible for dynam ics ofparticles. To the extent that M O ND

successfully describesdynam icsofasystem ,thenew theory’spredictionsforlensing by thatsystem ’s

visible m atter willagree as wellwith observations as generalrelativity’s predictions m ade with a

dynam ically successfuldark halo m odel.Cosm ologicalm odelsbased on thetheory arequitesim ilar

to those based on generalrelativity;they predict slow evolution ofthe scalar � eld. For a range

ofinitialconditions,this last result m akes it easy to rule outsuperlum inalpropagation ofm etric,

scalarand vectorwaves.

PACS num bers:95.35.+ d,95.30.Sf,98.62.Sb,04.80.Cc

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the extragalactic regim e,where Newtonian gravitationaltheory would have been expected to be an excellent
description,accelerationsofstarsand gas,asestim ated from Dopplervelocitiesand geom etricconsiderations,areasa
rulem uch largerthan thoseduetotheNewtonian �eld generated by thevisiblem atterin thesystem [1,2].Thisisthe
\m issing m ass" problem [3]or\acceleration discrepancy" [4].Itisfashionableto inferfrom itthe existence ofm uch
dark m atterin system sranging from dwarfspheroidalgalaxieswith m asses� 106M � to greatclustersofgalaxiesin
the 1013M � regim e[3,5].And again,galaxiesand clustersofgalaxiesarefound to gravitationally lense background
sources. W hen interpreted within generalrelativity (G R),this lensing isanom alously large unlessone assum esthe
presence ofdark m atterin quantitiesand with distribution sim ilarto those required to explain the accelerationsof
starsand gas.Thusextragalacticlensing hasnaturally been regarded ascon�rm ing the presenceofthe dark m atter
suggested by the dynam ics.
But the putative dark m atter has never been identi�ed despite m uch experim entaland observationale�ort [6].

Thisraisesthe possibility thatthe acceleration discrepancy aswellasthe gravitationallensing anom aly m ay reect
departuresfrom Newtonian gravity and G R on galactic and largerscales. Now alternativesto G R are traditionally
required to possessa Newtonian lim itforsm allvelocitiesand potentials;thustheacceleration discrepancy also raises
the possibility thatthe correctrelativisticgravitationaltheory m ay be ofa kind notgenerally considered hitherto.
In thelasttwodecadesM ilgrom ’sm odi�ed Newtonian dynam ics(M O ND)paradigm [7,8,9]hasgained recognition

asa successfulschem eforunifying m uch ofextragalacticdynam icsphenom enology withoutinvoking \dark m atter".
In contrast with earlier suggested m odi�cations ofNewton’s law ofuniversalgravitation [10,11,12,13],M O ND
is characterized by an acceleration scale a0,not a distance scale,and its departure from Newtonian predictions is
acceleration dependent:

~�(jaj=a0)a = � r �N : (1)

Here �N isthe usualNewtonian potentialofthe visible m atter,while ~�(x)� x forx � 1 and ~�(x)! 1 forx � 1.
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M ilgrom estim ated a0 � 1� 10� 8 cm s� 2 from the em piricaldata. In the laboratory and the solar system where
accelerationsarestrong com pared to a0,form ula (1)goesoverto the Newtonian law a = � r �N .
M ilgrom constructed form ula(1)toagreewith thefactthatrotation curvesofdiskgalaxiesbecom eatoutsidetheir

centralparts.Thatfarouta galaxy ofm assM exhibitsan approxim ately sphericalNewtonian potential.Thescales
aresuch thatjr �N j� G M r� 2 � a0 in thisregion,and soEq.(1)with ~�(x)� x givesjaj� (G M a0)1=2r� 1 which has
ther dependenceappropriateforthecentripetalacceleration v2c=r ofa radiusindependentrotationalvelocity vc| an
asym ptotically at rotation curve. In fact one obtains the relation M = (G a0)� 1vc4 which leads to the prediction
thatforany classofgalaxieswith a constantm assto lum inosity ratio � in a speci�ed spectralband,the lum inosity
in thatband should scaleasvc4.And indeed,thereexistsan em piricallaw ofjustthisform :theTully{Fisherlaw [14]
(TFL)relating nearinfrared (H{band)lum inosity LH ofa spiraldisk galaxy to itsrotation velocity,LH / vc

4,with
the proportionality factorbeing constantwithin each galacticm orphology class.
Thisversion ofthe TFL wasestablished only afterM O ND wasenunciated [15].Itisin harm ony with the M O ND

prediction in twoways.First,theinfrared lightofagalaxy com esm ostly from cooldwarfstarswhich m akeup m ostof
itsm ass(hencegiving a tightcorrelation between M ofthepredicted relation and LH oftheem piricallaw).Second,
the proportionality coe�cientvariesfrom classto classaswould be expected from the observed correlation between
� ofa galaxy and itsm orphology.
In the alternative dark m atter paradigm (which casts no doubton standard gravity theory),atrotation curves

areexplained by assum ing thatevery disk galaxy isnested insidea roundish sphericalhalo ofdark m atter[16]whose
m ass density drops approxim ately like r� 2. The halo is supposed to dom inate the gravitational�eld in the outer
parts ofthe galaxy. This m akes the Newtonian potentialapproxim ately logarithm ic with radius in those regions,
thereby leading to an asym ptotically atrotation curve. In practice the dark halo resolution worksonly after �ne
tuning. Itisan observationalfactthatforbrightspiralgalaxiesthe rotation curve in the optically brightregion is
wellexplained in Newtonian gravity by the observed m atter[17].But,asm entioned,in the outerregionsthe visible
m atter’s contribution m ust be dwarfed by the halo’s. So �ne tuning is needed between the dark halo param eters
(velocity dispersion and coreradius)and the visible disk ones[18,19].
This �ne tuning problem isexacerbated by the TFL L H / vc

4. Because the infrared lum inosity com esfrom the
visible m atter in the galaxy,but the rotation velocity is m ostly set by the halo,the TFL also requires �ne tuning
between haloand disk param eters.Thestandard dark m atterexplanation ofther� 2 pro�leofan halo isthatitarises
naturally from prim ordialcosm ologicalperturbations[20].Thevisiblegalaxy isregarded asform ing by dissipational
collapse ofgas into the potentialwellofthe halo. The �ne tuning m entioned is then viewed as resulting from the
adjustm entofthe halo to the gravitation ofthe incipientdisk [19,21]. Butthe TFL isobservationally a very sharp
correlation; in fact, it is the basis for one ofthe m ost reliable m ethods for gauging distances to spiralgalaxies.
Such sharpnessishardly to be expected from statisticalprocessesofthe kind envisaged in galaxy form ation,a point
em phasized by Sanders[22].So in the dark m atterpicturethe TFL issom ething ofa m ystery.
There are otherM O ND successes. M ilgrom predicted early thatin galaxieswith surface m assdensity wellbelow

a0G
� 1,theacceleration discrepancy should beespecially large[8].In dwarfspiralsthisproperty wasestablished em -

pirically yearslater[23],and itisnow known to beexhibited by a largenum beroflow surfacebrightnessgalaxies[24].
Anotherexam ple:M O ND successfully predictsthedetailed shapeofa rotation curvefrom theobserved m atter(stars
and gas)distribution on thebasisofa singlefreeparam eter,�,down to correlating featuresin thevelocity �eld with
those seen in the light distribution [25,26,27,28]. This is especially true in the case oflow surface m ass density
disk galaxies for which M O ND’s predictions are independent ofthe speci�c choice of ~�(x) [29],and these M O ND
theoreticalrotation curves�tthe observed curvesofa num beroflow surface brightnessdwarfgalaxies[27,30,31]
very well. By contrast,the dark halo paradigm requires one or two free param etersapart from � to approxim ate
the successofthe M O ND predictions [32]. In fact,even when the em piricaldata is analyzed within the dark halo
paradigm ,itdisplaysthe preferred acceleration scalea0 ofM O ND [33].
O ccasionally doubthasbeen caston M O ND’sability to describe clustersofgalaxiesproperly [34].M any ofthese

exhibit accelerations not sm allon scale a0,yet conventionalanalysis suggests they contain m uch dark m atter in
opposition to what M O ND would suggest. Sanders has recently reanalyzed the problem [35]with the conclusion
that these clusters m ay contain m uch as yet undiscovered baryonic m atter in the core which should be classed as
\visible"in connection with M O ND.O therM O ND successes,outsidetheprovinceofdisk galaxies,havebeen reviewed
elsewhere[22,32,36].
So the sim ple M O ND form ula (1) is very successful. But it is not a theory. Literally taken the M O ND recipe

foracceleration violatesthe conservation ofm om entum (and ofenergy and ofangularm om entum )[7].And M O ND
entails a paradox: why does the center ofm ass ofa star orbit in its galaxy with anom alously large acceleration
given by Eq.(1) with ~� � 1,while each parcelofgas com posing it is subject to such high acceleration that is
should,by the sam e form ula,be accelerated Newtonially ? [7]. In short,the M O ND form ula is not a consistent
theoreticalschem e.NeitherisM O ND,asinitially stated,com plete.Forexam ple,itdoesnotspecify how to calculate
gravitationallensing by galaxiesand clustersofgalaxies.Asiswellknown,in standard gravity theory lightdeection
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iswelldescribed only by relativistictheory (G R).And whereasNewtonian cosm ologicalm odelswork wellforpartof
the cosm ologicalevolution,M O ND cosm ologicalm odelsbuiltin analogy with theirNewtonian counterparts,though
som etim esagreeingwith phenom enology[34],can yield peculiarpredictions[37](butseeRef.38).In short,acom plete,
consistenttheoreticalunderpinning oftheM O ND paradigm which accordswith observed facts,and isalsorelativistic,
hasbeen lacking.
Thislack isbeing resolved in m easured steps. A �rststep wasthe lagrangian reform ulation ofM O ND [39]called

AQ UAL (seeSec.IIA).AQ UAL curesthenonconservation problem sand resolvestheparadox ofthegalacticm otion
ofan object whose parts accelerate strongly relative to one another;it does so in accordance with a conjecture of
M ilgrom [7].And forsystem swith high sym m etry AQ UAL reducesexactly to the M O ND form ula (1).
A relativisticgeneralization ofAQ UAL iseasy toconstructwith help ofascalar�eld which togetherwith them etric

describesgravity [39](seeSec.IIC 1 below).Itreducesto M O ND approxim ately in theweak acceleration regim e,to
Newtonian gravity forstrong accelerations,and can be m ade consistentwith the post-Newtonian solarsystem tests
for G R.But relativistic AQ UAL is acausal: waves ofthe scalar �eld can propagate superlum inally in the M O ND
regim e(seetheappendix ofRef.39 orAppendix A here).Theproblem can betraced to theaquadratickineticpartof
thelagrangian ofthetheory which m im icsthatin theoriginalAQ UAL.A theory involvingasecond scalar�eld,PCG ,
wasthusdeveloped to bypassthe problem [4,40,41](see Sec.IIC 2 below). PCG m ay be betterbehaved causally
than relativisticAQ UAL [42],butitbringswoesofitsown.Itism arginally in conictwith the observed perihelion
precession ofM ercury [4],and in com m on with relativisticAQ UAL,PCG predictsextragalacticgravitationallensing
which istoo weak ifthereisindeed no dark m atter.Thislastproblem istraceableto a featurecom m on to PCG and
relativisticAQ UAL:the physicalm etric isconform alto the m etric appearing in the Einstein-Hilbertaction [43].
O neway to sidestep thisproblem withoutdiscarding theM O ND featuresisto exploitthedirection de�ned by the

gradientofthe�rstscalar�eld to relatethephysicalm etricto theEinstein m etricby a disform altransform ation (see
Ref.[43]or Sec.IIC 3 below). But it turns out that with this relation the requirem entofcausalpropagation acts
to depressgravitationallensing [44],ratherthan enhancing itasisobservationally required. The persistence ofthe
lensing problem in m odi�ed gravitationaltheorieshasengendered a folk theorem to thee�ectthatitisim possiblefor
a relativistic theory to sim ultaneously incorporate the M O ND dynam ics,observed gravitationallensing and correct
post-Newtonian behaviorwithoutcalling on dark m atter[45,46,47,48].
Needlesstosay,thistheorem cannotbeproved[49].Indeed,bythesim pledeviceofrelatingthephysicalandEinstein

m etricsvia a disform altransform ation based on a constant tim e directed 4-vector,Sanders[50]hasconstructed an
AQ UAL like \strati�ed" relativistic theory which gives the correct lensing while ostensibly retaining the M O ND
phenom enology and consistency with the post-Newtonian tests. Adm ittedly Sanders’strati�ed theory isa preferred
fram e theory,and assuch outside the traditionalfram ework forgravitationaltheories. Butitdoespointouta trail
to furtherprogress.
ThepresentpaperintroducesTeVeS,a new relativisticgravitationaltheory devoid ofa priori�elds,whosenonrel-

ativisticweak acceleration lim itaccordswith M O ND whileitsnonrelativisticstrongacceleration regim eisNewtonian.
TeVeS isbased on a m etric,and dynam icscalarand 4-vector�elds(oneeach);itnaturally involvesonefreefunction,
alength scale,and twopositivedim ensionlessparam eters,k and K .TeVeS passestheusualsolarsystem testsofG R,
predictsgravitationallensing in agreem entwith the observations(withoutrequiring dark m atter),doesnotexhibit
superlum inalpropagation,and providesa speci�c form alism forconstructing cosm ologicalm odels.
In Sec.IIwe sum m arize the foundationson which a workable relativistic form ulation ofM O ND m uststand. W e

follow this with a briefcriticalreview ofrelativistic AQ UAL,PCG and disform alm etric theories,som e ofwhose
elem ents we borrow. Sec.IIIA builds the action for TeVeS while Sec.IIIB derives the equations for the m etric,
scalar and vector �elds. In Sec.IIIC we dem onstrate that TeVeS has a G R lim it for a range ofsm allk and K .
Thisisshown explicitly forcosm ology (Sec.IIIC 1)and forquasistatic situationslike galaxies(Sec.IIIC 2).Allthe
aboveappliesforany choiceofthefree function;in Sec.IIIE wem akea sim plechoiceforitwhich facilitatesfurther
elaboration. For spherically sym m etric system s the nonrelativistic M O ND lim it is derived in Sec.IV B,while the
Newtonian lim itisrecovered form odestly sm allk in Sec.IV C.The aboveconclusionsare extended to nonspherical
system s in Sec.IV D. Sec.V shows that the theory passes the usualpost-Newtonian solar system tests. Sec.VI
dem onstratesthatforgiven dynam ics,TeVeS givesthe sam e gravitationallensing asdoesa dynam ically successful
dark halom odelwithin G R.In Sec.VIIwediscussTeVeS cosm ologicalm odelswith atspacesshowingthatthey are
very sim ilarto thecorrespondingG R m odels(apartfrom thequestion ofcosm ologicaldark m atterwhich isleftopen),
and dem onstrating thatthescalar�eld evolveslittle,and so can betaken to besm alland positive.Asdiscussed next
in Sec.VIII,thislastconclusion servesto rule outsuperlum inalpropagation in TeVeS.
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II. T H EO R ET IC A L FO U N D A T IO N S FO R T H E M O N D PA R A D IG M

A . A Q U A L:nonrelativistic �eld reform ulation ofM O N D

However successfulem pirically when describing m otions of test particles e.g. stars in the collective �eld of a
galaxy,form ula (1) is not fully correct. It is easily checked that a pair ofparticles accelerating one in the �eld of
the other according to (1) does not conserve m om entum . Thus the M O ND form ula by itselfis not a theory. It
is,however,a sim ple m atter to constructa fully satisfactory nonrelativistic theory for M O ND ( [39]). Suppose we
retain the G alilean and rotationalinvarianceofthe Lagrangian density which givesPoisson’sequation,butdrop the
requirem entoflinearity oftheequation.Then wecom eup with

L = �
a
2
0

8�G
f

�
jr �j2

a
2
0

�

� ��: (2)

Here� isthem assdensity,a0 isa scaleofacceleration introduced fordim ensionalconsistency,and f issom efunction.
Newtonian theory (Poisson’sequation)correspondsto the choice f(y)= y. From Eq.(2) follows the gravitational
�eld equation

r � [~�(jr �j=a0)r �]= 4�G �; (3)

where ~�(
p
y)� df(y)=dy.BecauseofitsAQ UAdraticLagrangian,the theory hasbeen called AQ UAL [4].The form

off and the value ofa0 m ustbe supplied by phenom enology.W e assum e

f(y)� !

�
y y � 1;
2

3
y3=2 y � 1. (4)

Forsystem swith spherical,cylindricalorplanargeom etry,Eq.(3)can be integrated once im m ediately. W ith the
usualprescription forthe acceleration,

a = � r �; (5)

the solution correspondsprecisely to the M O ND form ula (1). Thisisno longertrue forlowersym m etry. However,
num ericalintegration revealsthat(1)isapproxim ately true,in m ostcasesto respectableaccuracy [51].
The m entioned inexactness ofEq.(1) for system s such as a discrete collection ofparticles is at the root ofthe

m entioned violation ofthe conservation laws. Because AQ UAL starts from a Lagrangian,it respects allthe usual
conservation laws (energy,m om entum and angular m om entum ),as can be checked directly [39]. This supplies the
appropriateperspective forthe m entioned failingsofM O ND.AQ UAL also suppliesthe toolsforshowing thatNew-
tonian behavior ofthe constituents ofa large body,e.g. a star,is consistentwith non-Newtonian dynam ics ofthe
latter’scenterofm assin the weak collective�eld ofa largersystem ,e.g.a galaxy.
To sum m arize,wheneverpartsofa system devoid ofhigh sym m etry m ovewith accelerationsweak on scalea0,the

�eld r � which de�nes their accelerations is to be calculated by solving the AQ UAL equation (3). AQ UAL then
becom esthe nonrelativistic�eld theory on which to m odelthe relativisticform ulation ofthe M O ND paradigm .

B . P rinciples for relativistic M O N D

A relativisticM O ND theory seem sessentialifgravitationallensing by extragalacticsystem sand cosm ology areto
be understood withoutreliance on dark m atter. W hatprinciplesshould the relativistic em bodim entofthe M O ND
paradigm adhere to ? The following list is culled from those suggested by Bekenstein [4, 43], Sanders [52]and
Rom atka [53].

1. Principles

� Action principle Thetheorym ustbederivablefrom anactionprinciple.Thisistheonlywayknowntoguarantee
thatthe necessary conservation lawsofenergy,linearand angularm om entum are incorporated autom atically. Itis
sim plestto take the action asan integralovera locallagrangian density. A nonlocalaction hasbeen tried [47],but
the resulting theory failson accountofgravitationallensing.
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� Relativistic invariance Innum erable elem entary particle experim ents provide directevidence for the universal
validity ofspecialrelativity. The action should thus be a relativistic scalar so that allequations ofthe theory are
relativistically invariant.Im plied in thisisthe correspondenceofthe theory with specialrelativity when gravitation
isnegligible.Thisproviso rulesoutpreferred fram etheories.
� Equivalence principle As dem onstrated with great accuracy (1 part in 1012) by the E�otv�os{Dicke experi-
m ents [54],free particles with negligible self{gravity fallin a gravitational�eld along universaltrajectories (weak
equivalence principle). Forslow m otion (the case tested by the experim ents),the equation a = � r �,which encap-
sulatestheuniversality,isequivalentto thegeodesicequation in a (curved)m etric ~g�� with ~gtt � � 1� 2�.Forlight
propagatingin astaticgravitational�eld,such am etricwould predictthatallfrequenciesasm easured with respectto
(w.r.t.) observersatrestin the �eld undergo a redshiftm easured by �.Thisisexperim entally veri�ed [55]to 1 part
in 104.Itthusappearsthata curved m etric~g�� describesthosepropertiesofspacetim ein thepresenceofgravitation
thatare sensed by m aterialobjects. According to Schi�’s conjecture [54,56],this im plies thatthe theory m ustbe
a m etric theory,i.e.,thatin orderto accountsforthe e�ectsofgravitation,allnongravitationallawsofphysics,e.g.
electrom agnetism ,weak interactions,etc.m ustbeexpressed in theirusuallaboratory form sbutwith them etric ~g��
replacing the Lorentzm etric.Thisisthe Einstein equivalenceprinciple [54].
� Causality So as not to violate causality and thereby com prom ise the logicalconsistency ofthe theory,the
equationsderiving from the action should notperm itsuperlum inalpropagation ofany m easurable�eld orofenergy
and linearand angularm om enta.Superlum inalherem eansexceeding thespeed which isinvariantundertheLorentz
transform ations.By LorentzinvarianceofM axwell’sequationsthisisalso the speed oflight.In curved space,where
curvaturecan causewavestodevelop tails,them axim alspeed isthatofwavefronts,typicallythatofthehigh frequency
com ponents.
� Positivity ofenergy Fieldsin the theory should nevercarry negative energy.From the quantum pointofview
thisisa precaution againstinstability ofthevacuum .Thisprincipleisusually taken to m ean thattheenergy density
ofeach �eld should be nonnegativeateach event(localpositivity).Thefactthatthe gravitational�eld itselfcannot
be generically assigned an energy density shows that this popular conception is overly stringent. A m ore useful
statem entofpositivity ofenergy isthatany bounded system m usthave positive energy (globalpositivity instead of
the strongerlocalpositivity).Forexam ple,the gravitational�eld can carry negativeenergy density locally (atleast
in theNewtonian conception),yetforpuregravity and in som ecasesin thepresenceofm atter,acom pletegravitating
system is subjectto the positive energy theorem s[57]. Also,there are exam plesofscalar�elds whose localenergy
density isofinde�nite sign,yeta com plete stationary system ofsuch �eldswith sourceshaspositive m ass[58]. O f
course,localpositivity im pliesglobalpositivity.
� Departures from Newtonian gravity The theory should exhibit a preferred scale ofacceleration below which
departuresfrom Newtonian gravity should setin,even atlow velocities.

2. Requirem ents

The relativistic em bodim entofM O ND should predicta num berofwellestablished phenom ena. Forexam ple,we
expectthe following.
? Agreem entwith the extragalactic phenom enology:Thenonrelativisticlim itofthetheory should m akepredictions
in agreem entwith those ofthe AQ UAL equation,which is known to subsum e m uch extragalactic phenom enology.
Thisischecked forTeVeS in Sec.IV B.
? Agreem entwith phenom enology ofgravitationallenses:Thetheory should predictcorrectly thelensing ofelectro-
m agneticradiation by extragalacticstructureswhich isresponsibleforgravitationallensesand arcs.In particular,it
should givepredictionssim ilarto thoseofG R within thedark m atterparadigm .Thispointisestablished forTeVeS
in Sec.VI.
? Concordance with the solar system : The theory should m ake predictions in agreem ent with the various solar
system testsofrelativity [54]:deection oflightrays,tim e delay ofradarsignals,precessionsofthe perihelia ofthe
inner planets,the absence ofthe Nordtvedt e�ect in the lunar orbit,the nullness ofaether drift,etc. TeVeS is
confronted with the �rstthree testsin Sec.V.
? Concordance with binary pulsartests :Thetheory should m akepredictionsin harm ony with theobserved pulse
tim esofarrivalfrom the variousbinary pulsars. These contain inform ation aboutrelativistic tim e delay,periastron
precession and the orbit’s decay due to gravitationalradiation. They thus constitute a test ofthe strong potential
lim itofthe theory.
? Harm ony with cosm ologicalfacts:Thetheory should givea pictureofcosm ology in harm ony with basicem pirical
facts such as the Hubble expansion,its tim escales for various eras,existence ofthe m icrowave background,light
elem ent abundances from prim ordialnucleosynthesis,etc. The sim ilarity ofcosm ologicalevolution in G R and in
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TeVeS isestablished in Sec.VII,though the problem ofhow to elim inate cosm ologicaldark m atterwith TeVeS is
leftopen.

C . Som e antecedent relativistic theories

Itisnow in orderto briey review som e ofthepreviousattem ptsto givea relativistictheory ofM O ND.Thiswill
introduce the conceptsto be borrowed by TeVeS,and help to establish the notation and conventionsthatwe shall
follow. A m etric signature + 2,and units with c = 1 are used throughoutthis paper. G reek indeces run overfour
coordinateswhile Latin onesrun overthe spatialcoordinatesalone.

1. Relativistic AQ UAL

Itiswellknownthattheoriesconstructed,forexam ple,byusingalocalfunction ofthescalarcurvatureasLagrangian
density,havea purely Newtonian lim itforweak potentials.So ifwesteeraway from nonlocalactions,then AQ UAL
behaviorcannotarisefrom m erely m odifying thegravitationalaction.Thetheory oneseekshasto involvedegreesof
freedom otherthan the m etric.
In the�rstrelativistictheory with M O ND aspirations,relativisticAQ UAL [39],thephysicalm etric ~g�� wastaken

asconform alto a prim itive(Einstein)m etric g��,i.e.,~g�� = e2 g�� with  a realscalar�eld.In ordernotto break
violently with G R,which iswelltested in thesolarsystem (and to som eextentin cosm ology),thegravitationalaction
wastaken as the Einstein-Hilbert’s one built outofg��. The M O ND phenom enology wasim planted by taking for
the Lagrangian density for 

L = �
1

8�G L2
~f
�
L2g�� ;�  ;�

�
; (6)

where ~f issom efunction (notknownapriori),andL isaconstantwith dim ensionsoflength introducedfordim ensional
consistency.Note thatwhen ~f(y)= y,L isjustthe lagrangian density fora linearscalar�eld,butin generalL  is
aquadratic.
To im plem ent the universality offree fall,one m ust write alllagrangians ofm atter �elds using a single m etric,

which istaken as~g�� (notg�� which choicewould m akethe theory G R).Thusforexam ple,the action fora particle
ofm assm istaken as

Sm = � m

Z

e
 (� g��dx

�
dx

�)1=2: (7)

Hence test particle m otion is nongeodesic w.r.t. g�� but,ofcourse,geodesic w.r.t. ~g��. Evidently this lastis the
m etric m easured by clocks and rods,hence the physicalm etric. Addition ofa constant to  m erely m ultiplies all
m assesby a constant(irrelevantglobalrede�nition ofunits),so thatthe theory isinsensitiveto the choiceofzero of
 .
Forslow m otion in a quasistaticsituation with nearly atm etricg��,and in a weak �eld  ,e (� g��dx

�dx�)1=2 �
(1+ �N +  � v

2=2)dt,were�N = � (gtt+ 1)=2 istheNewtonian potentialdeterm ined by them assdensity � through
the linearized Einstein equationsforg��,and v isthe velocity de�ned w.r.t.the M inkowskim etric which iscloseto
g��.Thusthe particle’slagrangian ism (v2=2� �N �  );thisleadsto the equation ofm otion

a � � r (�N +  ): (8)

How is determ ined ? Forstationary weak �eldstheLagrangian density for ,including a pointsourceofphysical
m assM atr= 0,isfrom the abovediscussion and Eqs.(6)-(7),

L = �
1

8�G L2
~f
�
L
2(r  )2

�
�  M �(r): (9)

Com paring Eqs.(9) and (2) we conclude that  here corresponds to � ofm ass M as com puted from AQ UAL’s
Eq.(3),provided wetake ~f = f and L = 1=a0.W heneverjr  j� jr �N j(�N istheNewtonian potentialofthesam e
m assdistribution),theequation ofm otion (8)reducesto (5),and weobtain M O ND likedynam ics.Forthechoiceof
M O ND function (4)the said strong inequality isautom atic in the deep M O ND regim e,jr  j� a0,because ~� � 1
there.
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In theregim ejr  j� a0,~� � 1 and f(y)� y so that reducesto �N .Itwould seem from Eq.(8)thata particle’s
acceleration is then twice the correct Newtonian value. However,this just m eans that the m easurable Newton’s
constantG N istwicethebareG appearing in L orin Einstein’sequations.Itisthusclear,regardingdynam ics,that
the relativisticAQ UAL theory hasthe appropriateM O ND and Newtonian lim itsdepending on the strength ofr  .
ButrelativisticAQ UAL hasproblem s.Early on [4,39,42]itwasrealized that wavescan propagatefasterthan

light. This acausalbehavior can be traced to the aquadratic form ofthe lagrangian,as explained in Appendix A.
A second problem [43,53]issuesfrom the conform alrelation ~g�� = e2 g��. Lightpropagateson the nullconesof
the physicalm etric;by the conform alrelation these coincide with the lightcones ofthe Einstein m etric. This last
is calculated from Einstein’s equations with the visible m atter and  �eld as sources. Thus so long as the  �eld
contributescom paratively little to the energy m om entum tensor,itcannota�ectlightdeection,which willthusbe
that due to the visible m atter alone. But in reality galaxies and clusters ofgalaxies are observed to deect light
stronger than the visible m ass in them would suggest. Thus relativistic AQ UAL fails to accurately describe light
deection in situationsin which G R requiresdark m atter.Itisthusem pirically falsi�ed.
RelativisticAQ UAL bequeathsto TeVeS theuseofa scalar�eld to connectEinstein and physicalm etrics,a �eld

which satis�esan equation rem iniscentofthe nonrelativisticAQ UAL Eq.(3).

2. Phase coupling gravitation

The Phase Coupled G ravity (PCG ) theory was proposed [4, 40, 42]in order to resolve relativistic AQ UAL’s
acausality problem .Itretainsthe two m etricsrelated by ~g�� = e2 g��,butenvisages asone ofa pairofm utually
coupled realscalar�eldswith the Lagrangian density (ourde�nitionsheredi�erslightly from thosein Ref. 4)

L ;A = �
1

2

�
g��(A ;�A ;� + �� 2A 2 ;� ;�)+ V(A 2)

�
(10)

Here � isa realparam eterand V a realvalued function. The coupling between A and  isdesigned to bring about
AQ UAL-likefeaturesforsm allj�j.Thetheory receivesitsnam ebecausem atteriscoupled to  ,which isproportional
to the phase ofthe self-interacting com plex �eld � = Ae{ =�.
Variation ofL ;A w.r.t.A leadsto (allcovariantderivativesand index raising w.r.t.g��)

A ;�
;� � �� 2A  ;� 

;� � A V0(A 2)= 0 (11)

In the variation w.r.t.  we m ustinclude the Lagrangian density ofa source,say a pointm assM atrestatr = 0
[c.f.Sm in Eq.(7)]:

�
A 2g�� ;�

�

;�
= �2e M �(r) (12)

The connection with AQ UAL isnow clear. Forsu�ciently sm allj�jthe A ;�
;� term in Eq.(11)becom esnegligible,

and the other two establish an algebraic relation between  ;� 
;� and A 2. Substituting this in Eq.(12) gives the

AQ UAL typeofequation for thatwould derivefrom L in Eq.(6).
ThePCG Lagrangian’sadvantageoverthatoftherelativisticAQ UAL’sisprecisely in thatitinvolves�rstderiva-

tives only in quadratic form . This would seem to rule out the superlum inality generating X � dependent term s
discussed in Appendix A. In practice thingsare m ore com plicated. A detailed localanalysisem ploying the eikonal
approxim ation [42]showsthattherearesuperlum inal perturbations,forexam plewhen V00< 0.However,thesam e
analysisshows that such superlum inality occurs only when the background solution is itselflocally unstable. This
m akesthe said causality violation m oot.
O ne way to obtain M O ND phenom enology from PCG is to choose V(A 2) = � 1

3
"� 2A 6 with " a constant with

dim ension ofenergy. Although with this choice V00 < 0 which m akes for unstable backgrounds,we only need this
form forsm allA;V can take di�erentform forlarge argum ent. Then in a static situation with nearly atg�� and
weak  ,Eqs.(11)-(12)reduceto

r 2
A � �

� 2
A(r  )2 + "

� 2
A
5 = 0; (13)

r � (A2r  )= �2M �(r): (14)

The spherically sym m etricsolution ofEqs.(13)-(14)is

A = (�"=r)1=2; d =dr= (�$ =4�r) (15)

$ � (�M =�"); � � 2� 3=2
�

1+
p
1+ 4$ 2

�1=2
(16)
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O nem ay evidently stilluseEq.(8):

ar = � G M =r2 � (�2M =4�"�r) (17)

Thus a 1=r force com petes with the Newtonian one. For sm allM it starts to dom inate at a �xed radius scale rc,
justasin Tohline’s[59]and K uhn-K ruglyak’s[60]non-Newtonian gravity theories.Here rc = 2�G "=�2.By contrast
for M � M c �

1

2
�"=�,� � 1

2

p
$ and the 1=r force scales as M 1=2 and begins to dom inate when the Newtonian

acceleration dropsbelow the �xed acceleration scale

a0 � �3=(4�G "): (18)

Forar � a0 thecircularvelocity whosecentripetalacceleration balancesthe1=rforceisvc = (G a0M )1=4,precisely
asin M O ND.Thusa0 here isto be identi�ed with M ilgrom ’sconstanta0.W e conclude that,with a suitable choice
ofparam eters,PCG with a sexticpotentialrecoversthe m ain featuresofM O ND:asym ptotically atrotation curves
and the TFL for disk galaxies. Speci�cally,the choice � = 10� 8 and " = 1053 erg gives a0 = 8:7� 10� 9cm s� 2,
M c = 8:7� 106M � and rc = 5:2� 1019 cm .Now sincerc islargerthan theHubblescale,theTohline-K uhn-K ruglyak
1=r force iscom paratively unim portant.Hence forM � 107M � we should have M O ND,and forlow m assesalm ost
Newtonian behavior.Thisisaboutright:globularstarclustersat104 � 105M � show no m issing m assproblem .
However,theaboveparam etersarebad from thepointofview ofthesolarsystem testsofgravity,assum m arized in

Appendix B.Butthegravestproblem with PCG isthatit,justasAQ UAL,providesinsu�cientlightdeection [43].
Here again,the conform alrelation between Einstein and physicalm etric is to blam e. TeVeS incorporates PCG ’s
Lagrangian density (10)in the lim itofsm all� in which A becom esnondynam ical.

3. Theories with disform ally related m etrics

Thelightdeection problem can besolved only by giving up therelation ~g�� = e� 2 g��.Itwasthussuggested [43]
to replacethisconform alrelation by a disform alone,nam ely

~g�� = e
� 2 (A g�� + BL2

 ;� ;�); (19)

with A and B functionsofthe invariantg�� ;� ;� and L a constantlength unrelated,ofcourse,to thatin Eq.(6).
Thisrelation already allows to deectlightvia the  ;� ;� term in the physicalm etric.However,itwasfound [44]
thatifone insistson causalpropagation ofboth lightand gravitationalwavesw.r.t. the lightconesofthe physical
m etric,then the sign required ofB isopposite thatrequired to enhance the lightdeection com ing from the m etric
g�� alone.Thusthe cited disform alrelation between m etrics,ifrespecting causality,willgiveweakerlightdeection
than would g�� wereitthe physicalm etric.
This last observation ofRef.44 has given rise to a folk beliefthat relativistic gravity theories which attem pt to

supplantdark m atter’sdynam icale�ectsnecessarily reducelightdeection ratherthan enhancing it[34,46,47,48].
However,asrem arked by Sanders,the m entioned problem disappearsifthe term  ;� ;� isreplaced by U�U�,where
U� is a constant4-vectorwhich,atleastin the solarsystem and within galaxies,points in the tim e direction [50].
Speci�cally Sanderstakes~g�� = e� 2 g�� � 2U�U� sinh(2 ).
This \strati�ed" gravitation theory is reported to do wellin the confrontation with the solar system tests,and

to possess the right properties to explain the coincidence between a0 ofM O ND and the Hubble scale [7]. But its
vectorU� isan a priorinondynam icalelem entwhosedirection isselected in an unspeci�ed way by the cosm ological
background.Thism eansthetheory isapreferred fram etheory (although itisreported tobeprotected on thisaccount
againstfalsi�cation in the solarsystem and otherstrong acceleration system sby itsAQ UAL behavior[50]). Thisis
obviously a conceptualshortcom ing which TeVeS rem oves,but the latter’s debt to the strati�ed theory should be
underlined.

III. FU N D A M EN TA LS O F T eV eS

A . Fields and actions

TeVeS isbased on three dynam icalgravitational�elds:an Einstein m etric g�� with a wellde�ned inverse g��,a
tim elike 4-vector�eld U� such that

g��U�U� = � 1; (20)
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and a scalar �eld �;there is also a nondynam icalscalar �eld � (the acronym TeVeS recalls the theory’s Tensor-
Vector-Scalarcontent).Thephysicalm etricin TeVeS,justasin Sanders’strati�ed theory,isobtained by stretching
theEinstein m etricin thespacetim edirectionsorthogonalto U� � g��U� by a factore� 2�,whileshrinking itby the
sam efactorin the direction parallelto U�:

~g�� = e� 2�(g�� + U�U�)� e2�U�U� (21)

= e
� 2�

g�� � 2U�U� sinh(2�) (22)

Itiseasy to verify thatthe inversephysicalm etric is

~g�� = e2�g�� + 2U�U� sinh(2�) (23)

whereU� willalwaysm ean g��U�.
The geom etricpartofthe action,Sg,isform ed from the RiccitensorR �� ofg�� justasin G R:

Sg = (16�G )� 1
Z

g��R ��(� g)1=2d4x: (24)

Hereg m eansthe determ inantofm etricg��.Thischoiceism adein orderto keep TeVeS closeto G R in som esense
to be clari�ed below.
In term softwoconstantpositiveparam eters,k and ‘,theaction forthepairofscalar�eldsistaken to beofroughly

PCG form ,

Ss = �
1

2

Z
�
�
2
h
��
�;��;� +

1

2
G ‘

� 2
�
4
F (kG �2)

�
(� g)1=2d4x; (25)

where h�� � g�� � U
�
U
� and F is a free dim ensionless function (it is related to PCG ’s potentialV). No overall

coe�cientisrequired forthe kineticterm ;wereitincluded,itcould be absorbed into a rede�nition of� and thereby
in k and ‘. Because � isobviously dim ensionless,the dim ensionsof�2 are those ofG � 1. Thusk isa dim ensionless
constant(itcould be absorbed into the de�nition ofF ,butwechooseto exhibitit),while ‘isa constantlength.
Becauseno kinetic� term sappear,the\equation ofm otion" of� takestheform ofan algebraicrelation between it

and theinvarianth���;��;�,and when thisissubstituted for� in Ss,thephenom enologically successfulAQ UAL type
action for� appears.W ecould,ofcourse,havewritten thislastaction directly.Thepresentrouteism oresuggestive
ofthe possible origin ofthe action;for exam ple,Ss resem bles the action for a com plex self-interacting scalar �eld
�� exp({�=�)in the lim itofsm all�.The term � �2U�U��;��;� hereincluded in the scalar’saction isnew;itsroleis
to elim inate superlum inalpropagation ofthe � �eld,a recalcitrantproblem in AQ UAL typetheories.
The action ofthe vectorU� istaken to havethe form

Sv = �
K

32�G

Z
�
g��g��U[�;�]U[�;�]� 2(�=K )(g��U�U� + 1)

�
(� g)1=2d4x; (26)

where antisym m etrization in a pairofindeces is indicated by surrounding them by square brackets,e.g. A [�B �]=
A �B � � A�B �. In Eq.(26) � is a spacetim e dependent Lagrange m ultiplier enforcing the norm alization Eq.(20)
(we shallcalculate � later),while K is a dim ensionless constant since U� is dim ensionless. Thus TeVeS has two
dim ensionlessparam eters,k and K ,in addition tothedim ensionalconstantsG and ‘.Thekineticterm sin Eq.(26)are
chosen antisym m etricnotbecauseofanydesireforgaugesym m etry,which isbroken by theform ofthephysicalm etric
anyway,butbecausethischoiceprecludesappearanceofsecond derivativesofU� in theenergy{m om entum tensorof
TeVeS (see nextsubsection). The action Sv isa specialcase ofthatin Jacobson and M attingly’sgeneralization of
G R with a preferred fram e[61].
In accordance with the equivalence principle,the m atter action in TeVeS is obtained by transcribing the at

spacetim elagrangian L(���;f�;@�f�;� � � )for�eldswritten schem atically f� as

Sm =

Z

L(~g��;f
�;f� j�;� � � )(� ~g)1=2d4x; (27)

where the covariantderivativesdenoted by j are taken w.r.t. ~g��. Thishasthe e�ectthatthe spacetim e delineated
by m atterdynam icshasthem etric ~g��.Theappearanceof(� ~g)1=2 hererequiresusto specify itsrelation to (� g)1=2.
In Appendix C weshow that

(� ~g)1=2 = e� 2�(� g)1=2 (28)

By coupling to m atter only through ~g��, the �eld U� is totally di�erent from the Lee-Yang 4-vector �eld with
gravitation strength interaction [66],whose existence is ruled out by the equivalence principle tests as wellas by
cosm ologicalsym m etry argum ents[66,67].
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B . B asic equations

W e shallobtain the basic equationsby varying the totalaction S = Sg + Ss + Sv + Sm wth respectto the basic
�eldsg��,�,� and U�.To thisend we m ustbe explicitabouthow ~g��,which entersinto Sm ,varieswith the basic
�elds.Taking increm entsofEq.(23)weget

�~g�� = e2��g�� + 2sinh(2�)U��g
�(�

U
�)+ 2

�
e2�g�� + 2U�U� cosh(2�)

�
�� + 2sinh(2�)U(�g�)��U� (29)

where sym m etrization in a pair ofindeces is indicated by surrounding them by round brackets,e.g. A (�B �) =
A �B � + A �B �.

1. Equations for the m etric

W hen varying S w.r.t. g�� we recallthat �Sg = (16�G )� 1G ��(� g)1=2�g�� (G �� denotes the Einstein tensor of
g��)while

�Sm = �
1

2

~T��(� ~g)1=2�~g�� + ::: (30)

wheretheellipsisdenotesvariationsofthef� �elds,and ~T�� standsforthephysicalenergy{m om entum tensorde�ned
with the m etric ~g��.W e get

G �� = 8�G
h
~T�� + (1� e� 4�)U� ~T�(�U�)+ ���

i

+ � �� (31)

where

��� � �2
h

�;��;� �
1

2
g���;��;� g�� � U

��;�
�
U(��;�)�

1

2
U
��;� g��

�i

�
1

4
G ‘

� 2
�
4
F (kG �2)g�� (32)

� �� � K

�

g��U[�;�]U[�;�]�
1

4
g��g��U[�;�]U[�;�]g��

�

� �U�U� (33)

W hen varying g�� in Sv wehaveused Eq.(20)to drop a term proportionalto g��.

2. Scalar equation

Variation of� in Ss givesthe relation between � and �;� (F 0� dF (�)=d�),

� kG �
2
F � 1=2(kG �2)2F 0= k‘

2
h
��
�;��;� (34)

In carrying outthevariation w.r.t.� itm ustberem em bered thatthisquantity entersin Sm exclusively through ~g��,
so thatusem ustbe m adeofEqs.(29)-(30):

�
�2h���;�

�

;�
=
�
g�� + (1+ e� 4�)U�U�

�
~T�� (35)

In view ofEq.(34)thisisan equation for� only,with ~T�� assource.
Suppose wede�ne a function �(y)by

� �F (�)�
1

2

�
2
F
0(�)= y: (36)

so thatkG �2 = �(k‘2h���;��;�).W e m ay now recastEq.(35)as
�
�
�
k‘

2
h
��
�;��;�

�
h
��
�;�

�

;�
= kG

�
g
�� + (1+ e

� 4�)U�U�
�
~T��: (37)

Thisequation isrem iniscentofthe relativistic AQ UAL scalarequation [see Appendix A,Eq.(A1)],albeitwith the
replacem entg�� 7! h�� in the l.h.s. In quasistatic situations we m ay replace h�� by g�� so that Eq.(37)has the
sam estructureasthe AQ UAL equation.
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3. Vector equation

Variation ofS w.r.t.U� and use ofEq.(29)givesthe vectorequation

K U
[�;�]

;� + �U
� + 8�G �2U��;�g

�
�; = 8�G (1� e

� 4�)g��U� ~T�� (38)

As m entioned,� here is a Lagrange m ultiplier. It can be solved for by contracting the previousequation with U�.
Substituting itback gives

K

�

U
[�;�]

;� + U
�
UU

[;�]
;�

�

+ 8�G �2
�
U
��;� g

��; + U
�(U��;�)

2
�

= 8�G (1� e� 4�)
�
g��U� ~T�� + U

�
U
�
U
 ~T�

�
(39)

Thisequation hasonly threeindependentcom ponentssinceboth sidesofitareorthogonalto U�.Itthusdeterm ines
threecom ponentsofU� with thefourth beingdeterm ined by thenorm alization (20).Likeanyotherpartialdi�erential
equation,the vectorequation doesnotby itselfdeterm ineU� uniquely.

C . G eneralrelativity lim it

TeVeS has three param eters: k;‘ and K . Here we show �rst that in severalfam iliar contexts the lim it k ! 0,
‘/ k� 3=2,K / k ofitcorrespondsto standard G R forany form ofthefunction F .M any oftheinterm ediateresults
willbeusefulin Sec.V and VII. W e then expand on a rem ark by M ilgrom thatthe G R lim itactually followsunder
m oregeneralcircum stances:K ! 0 and ‘! 1 .
W heneveraspeci�cm attercontentisneeded,weshallassum ethem attertobean idealuid.Itsenergy-m om entum

tensorhasthe fam iliarform

~T�� = ~�~u� ~u� + ~p(~g�� + ~u� ~u�); (40)

where ~� isthe properenergy density,~p the pressureand ~u� the 4-velocity,allthreeexpressed in the physicalm etric.
W e m ay pro�tably sim plify Eq.(37)in any case when forsym m etry reasons ~u� iscollinearwith U�. In orderthat
the velocity be norm alized w.r.t.~g��,we m usttakein thatcase ~u� = e� U� from which follows

~g�� + ~u� ~u� = e� 2�(g�� + U�U�): (41)

Substituting thisin ~T�� allowsusto rewriteEq.(37)as
�
�
�
k‘2h���;��;�

�
h���;�

�

;�
= kG (~� + 3~p)e� 2�: (42)

Thisform issuitable forthe analysisofcosm ology aswellasstatic system s.

1. Cosm ology

Notonlyim portantin itself,cosm ologyisrelevantforsettingboundaryconditionsin thestudyofTeVeS in thesolar
system and other localized weak gravity situations. W e shallcon�ne ourrem arksto Friedm ann-Robertson{W alker
(FRW )cosm ologies,forwhich the m etriccan be given the form

g�� dx
�dx� = � dt2 + a(t)2[d�2 + f(�)2(d�2 + sin2 � d’2)]: (43)

Heref(�)� sin�;�;sinh� forclosed,atand open spaces,respectively.
In applying Eq.(37)weshallassum ethatthe�elds�,� and U� partakeofthesym m etriesoftheFRW spacetim e.

Thuswe take these �eldsto depend solely on t. Also since there are no preferred spatialdirections,U� m ustpoint
in the cosm ologicaltim e direction:U� = �t

� (thatthisispossible distinguishesU� from the Lee-Yang �eld which is
ruled outin FRW cosm ology [67]).O bviously thisisa casewhere ~u� = e� U�;thescalarequation then takestheform

a� 3@t[a
3�(� 2k‘2 _�2)_�]= �

1

2

kG (~� + 3~p)e� 2�; (44)

wherean overdotsigni�es@=@t.The �rstintegralis

�(� 2k‘2 _�2)_� =
� k

2a3

Z t

0

G (~� + 3~p)e� 2�a3dt: (45)
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As is custom ary in scalar{tensortheories,we have dropped an additive integration constant;this has the e�ect of
am eliorating any divergence of _� as a ! 0. In fact we can see that the r.h.s. ofthe equation behaves there as
k(~�+ 3~p)e� 2�t.W eobservethatask ! 0 with ‘/ k� 3=2, _� willbehaveask with theargum entof� stayingconstant.
Thusregardlessofthe form of�,we have _� � k. Itisthusconsistentto assum e that� itselfisofO (k)throughout
cosm ologicalhistory.Thisdespite the possible divergenceof _� atthe cosm ologicalsingularity,since the rate ofthat
divergenceisalso proportionalto k,aswehavejustseen.Recalling thatkG �2 = �,weconcludethat�2 isofO (k� 1)
in the cosm ologicalsolutions(otherwise� would vary with k whereasitsargum entstayed constant).
Letuscheck whetherourassum ption thatU� = �t

� isconsistentwith thevectorequation (38).ThechoiceU� = �t
�

m akesU[�;�]= 0.Fora com oving idealuid U� ~T�� = � e2� ~� U�.Thusthespatialcom ponentsofthevectorequation
(38)vanish identically,while the tem poraloneinform susthat

� = 8�G
�
�2 _�2 � 2~� sinh(2�)

�
: (46)

O urpreviouscom m entsm akeitclearthat� isofO (k).
Turning to the gravitationalequations(31)-(33)we �rst note thatin the lim it fk ! 0,‘ / k� 3=2,K / kg,���

and � �� are both O (k). It follows that G �� = 8�G ~T�� + O (k). Since the di�erence between ~g�� and g�� is also
ofO (k),itisobviousthat ~G �� = 8�G ~T�� + O (k)so thatany cosm ologicalm odelbased on TeVeS di�ersfrom the
corresponding one in G R only by term sofO (k). In FRW cosm ology TeVeS hasG R asitslim itwhen k ! 0 with
‘/ k� 3=2 and K / k.

2. Q uasistatic localized system

W e now turn to system s such as the solar system ,or a neutron star,which m ay be thought ofas quasistatic
situations in asym ptotically at spacetim e (at least up to sub{cosm ologicaldistances). W e shallidealize them as
truly static system swith tim e independentm etricsofthe form

g�� dx
�
dx

� = gtt(x
k)dt2 + gij(x

k)dxidxj (47)

and no energy ow.Thescalarand vectorequationshavea variety ofjointsolutions.W eshallsingleoutthephysical
one by requiring the boundary condition that� ! const. atspatialin�nity,the constantbeing justthe value of�
from thecosm ologicalm odelin which ourlocalized system isem bedded.Likewise,weshallrequirethatU� ! �t

� so
thatthe vector�eld m atchesthe cosm ological�eld at\spatialin�nity".
W e �rst show that U� = N ��, with �� = �t

� the K illing vector associated with the static character of the
spacetim e,is an acceptable solution (with N � (� g���

���)� 1=2,U� is properly norm alized). Let us consider the
expression g��U� ~T�� + U

�
U
�
U
 ~T� appearing in thesourceofthevectorequation (39)forthischoiceofU�.Its� = t

com ponent is N
�
~T t

t+ UtU
t~T t

t

�

= 0,while the � = icom ponent is N
�

gij ~Tjt+ U
i(Ut)2 ~Ttt

�

which also vanishes

because ~Tjt = 0 (no energy ow). Turn now to the l.h.s. ofEq.(39). Because U� has only a (tim e{independent)
tem poralcom ponent,U��;� = 0,and the only nonvanishing com ponentsofU[�;�] are the jtones,and they depend
only on the xj. Hence U[i;�];� = 0 so thatthe � = icom ponents ofthe l.h.s. ofthe equation vanish. W hatis left
ofthe � = tcom ponentis K (U[t;�];� + U

t
UtU

[t;�]
;�) which vanishesby the norm alization ofU�. Hence U� = N ��

satis�esthevectorequation forany k and K .W ehavenotsucceeded in proving thatthisistheuniquesolution,but
thisseem sto be a reasonablesupposition.
Now,as k ! 0,the scalar equation (37) reduces to (�h���;�);� = 0. M ultiplying this by �(� g)1=2,discarding

alltim e derivatives,and integrating overspace gives,afteran integration by partsand application ofthe boundary
condition atin�nity,that

R
� g���;��;�(� g)1=2d3x = 0. Because forany static m etric,gij ispositive de�nite and,

when de�ned,� > 0,thisequation issatis�ed only by � = const.throughout.Butfork ! 0,thecosm ologicalm odel
has� ! 0.Hence ask ! 0,� ! 0 in allthe space.
Returning to the fullscalarequation (37)and recalling that ‘/ k� 3=2,itis easy to see thatfor sm allbut �nite

k the gradient of� scales as k. From the last paragraph it then follows that � = O (k). These last conclusions
are actually independentofthe form of� because itsargum entgoesto a nonzero constantin the lim itk ! 0. W e
recall[see Eq.(34)]that as k ! 0,�2 / k� 1. Thus the scalars’energy-m om entum tensor ��� is ofO (k) (recall
‘ / k� 3=2). From the � = tcom ponent ofEq.(38) we see that � = O (k)+ O (K ). Hence � �� = O (k)+ O (K ).
In addition,the term in the gravitationalequations (31) proportionalto 1� e� 4� is itselfofO (k);hence we have
G �� = 8�G ~T�� + O (k)+ O (K ).Sincethedi�erencebetween ~g�� and g�� isofO (�),nam ely O (k),itisobviousthat
~G �� = 8�G ~T�� + O (k)+ O (K ). Thusforquasistatic situationsalso,TeVeS hasG R asitslim itwhen k ! 0 with
‘/ k� 3=2 and K / k.
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In conclusion,thelim itfk ! 0,‘/ k� 3=2,K / kg ofTeVeS isG R,both in cosm ology and in quasistaticlocalized
system s.

D . G eneric generalrelativity lim it

M ilgrom (private com m unication)has rem arked thatG R actually followsfrom TeVeS in the m ore generallim it
K ! 0 and ‘! 1 with k arbitrary.Thisiseasily seen afterthe change ofvariables� 7! �� � ‘�,� 7! �� �

p
k�,

whereby only ~g�� and Ss arechanged:

~g�� = e� 2��=‘g�� � 2U�U� sinh(2��=‘) (48)

Ss = �
1

2k2‘2

Z
�
k��

2h���� ;��� ;�+
1

2
G ��

4F (G ��
2)
�
(� g)1=2d4x; (49)

Thusas‘! 1 thescalaraction disappearsand �� decouplesfrom thetheory.In addition,with K ! 0,thevector’s
action Sv disappearsapartfrom theterm with �.Allthism eansthatther.h.s.oftheEinstein equations(31)retains
only the ~T�� and �U�U� term s.Butaccording to the vectorequation (38),from which the term swith di�erentiated
�� and U� have dropped out,� ! 0 because (1� e� 4��=‘)! 0. Accordingly,we getthe usualEinstein equations.
Since g�� and ~g�� coincideas‘! 1 ,we getexactG R.
In this paper we shallassum e that k � 1 and K � 1 without restricting ‘. Em piricalbounds on k and K are

discussed in Secs.IV C and V.

E. T he choice ofF

Because we haveno theory forthe functionsF (�)ory(�),there isgreatfreedom in choosing them .In thispaper
weshalladopt,asan exam ple,the form

y =
3

4

�2(� � 2)2

1� �
(50)

plotted in Fig.1.Asy rangesfrom 0 to 1 ,�(y)increasesm onotonically from 0 to unity;forsm ally,�(y)�
p
y=3.

Fornegative y the function �(y)isdouble-valued. Asy decreasesfrom 0,one branch decreasesm onotonically from
� = 2 and tendsto unity asy ! � 1 ,whilethesecond increasesm onotonically from � = 2 and divergesasy ! � 1 .
W e adoptthe second (farright)branch asthe physicalone.

1 2 3 4
m

-30

-20

-10

10

20

30

y

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

W hatfeaturesofthe abovey(�)areessentialforthe following sections? The denom inatorin Eq.(50)isincluded
so that� shallasym ptote to unity fory ! 1 (the Newtonian lim it,c.f. Sec.IV C). The factor�2 ensuresthatthe
M O ND lim itiscontained in thetheory (seeSec.IV B),whilethefactor(� � 2)2 ensuresthereexistsa m onotonically
decreasing branch of�(y)which coversthewhole ofthe rangey 2 [0;� 1 )(relevantto cosm ology,c.f.Sec.VII)and
only it.
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1 2 3 4
m

-8

-6

-4

-2

F

FIG .2:T he function F (�) as relevant for quasistationary system s,0 < � < 1,and for cosm ology,2 < � < 1 .

Integrating Eq.(36)with y(�)weobtain (see Fig.2)

F =
3

8

�
�
4+ 2� � 4�2 + �3

�
+ 2 ln[(1� �)2]

�2
; (51)

whereweignorea possibleintegration constant(which will,however,beusefulin Sec.VIIF below).O bviously F < 0
in the range � 2 (0;1)(relevantforquasistationary system s)butF > 0 for� > 2 (the cosm ologicalrange). W here
negative,F contributesnegativeenergy density in theenergy m om entum tensor(32).Despite thisthereseem sto be
no collision with the requirem entofpositive overallenergy density (seeSecs.V and VIIA).

IV . N O N R ELA T IV IST IC LIM IT O F T eV eS

Sec.IIIC 2 showsthatin quasistaticsystem sTeVeS approachesG R in the lim itfk ! 0,‘� k� 3=2,K � kg.But
in whatlim itdo werecoverstandard Newtonian gravity ? And whereisM O ND,which isantagonisticto Newtonian
gravity,in allthis? Thissection showsthatwith ourchoice ofF ,both Newtonian and M O ND lim itsem erge from
TeVeS for sm allgravitationalpotentials,but that M O ND requires in addition sm allgravitational�elds, just as
expected from M ilgrom ’soriginalschem e.

A . Q uasistatic system s

W e are here concerned with a quasistatic,weak potentialand slow m otion situation,such asa galaxy orthe solar
system .Asin Sec.IIIC 2,quasistaticm eanswecan neglecttim e derivativesin com parison with spatialones.Letus
assum ethatthe m etricg�� isnearly atand thatj�j� 1.Then linearization ofEq.(31)in term softheNewtonian
potentialV generated by theenergy contenton itsr.h.s.givesgtt = � (1+ 2V )+ O (V2).From theprescription given
in Sec.IIIC 2,U� = � [1+ V + O (V2)]�t�. Itfollowsfrom Eq.(22)thatto O (�)and O (V ),~gtt = � (1+ 2V + 2�).
Thus in TeVeS the totalpotentialgoverning allnonrelativistic m otion is � = V + �. W e should rem ark that if
asym ptotically � ! �c 6= 0,the ~gtt doesnotthere correspond to a M inkowskim etric. Thisisrem edied by rescaling
the tim e (orspatial)coordinatesby factorse�c (ore� �c ). W ith respectto the new coordinatesthe m etric isthen
asym ptotically M inkowskian. In this paper we assum e throughoutthat j�cj� 1;Sec.VIIshowsthis is consistent
with cosm ologicalevolution of�.
How is � related to � N ,the Newtonian gravitationalpotentialgenerated by the m ass density ~� according to

Poisson’sequation with gravitationalconstantG ? To relate� to �N we�rstsettem poralderivativesin Eq.(42)to
zero which m eansreplacing h���;� ! g���;�:

�
�
�
k‘2g���;��;�

�
g���;�

�

;�
= kG (~� + 3~p)e� 2�: (52)

Thisequation isstillexact.Nextwereplaceg�� ! ��� aswellase� 2� ! 1.Thisisthenonrelativisticapproxim ation.
Further,to be consistentwe m ust neglect ~p com pared to ~�;keeping the form er would be tantam ountto accepting
thatV isnotsm all.Thus

r �

h

�

�

k‘2(r �)2
�

r �

i

= kG ~�: (53)
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ThisisjusttheAQ UAL equation (3)with a suitablereinterpretation ofthefunction �.Now com paringEq.(53)with
Poisson’sequation we seethat

k� 1�jr �j= O (jr �N j) (54)

Thiswillbe m ade m oreprecisebelow in situationswith sym m etry.
W e now show that it is consistent to take V = C �N , with C a constant close to unity (to be determ ined).

The starting point are the m odi�ed Einstein equations (31). W ith F as in (51), F < 0 sim ultaneously with
F 0 < 0 for 0 < � < 1; it follows from Eq.(36) that �jF j < y. Now the F term on the r.h.s. ofEq.(31) is
� 2�G2‘� 2�4F (kG �2)g�� = � 2�k� 2‘� 2�2F (�)g��. Sim ilarly,since �;t = 0 here,the term s on the r.h.s. involving
�;� areoforder8�G �2h��;�;� g�� = 8�k� 2‘� 2�y(�)g��.Thusby ourearlierrem ark the� derivativeterm sin ���
dom inatetheF term ,and by Eq.(54)they areoforder8�k�� 1(r �N )2.But(r �N )2 isprecisely thetypeofsource
(Newtonian gravitationalenergy orstressdensity)needed to com putethe�rstnonlinearorO (� N

2)contributionsto
them etric.Asweshallseein Sec.VII,weneed k � 10� 2,so thatifallwedesireisto com putethem etricto O (�N ),
and � isnotvery sm all,then allof��� m ay be neglected.
Further,since U� = � [1+ V + O (V2)]�t�,the U[�;�]

2 term s in � �� have the form (C r �N )2;we drop them for
the sam e reason thatwe dropped the O (�N

2)term in ���. Itfollowsthatin the weak potentialapproxim ation the
spatio-tem poraland spatial-spatialcom ponents ofEinstein’s equations are exactly the sam e as in G R because the
term proportionalto 1� e� 4� can be dropped by virtue ofthe slow m otion condition which suppressesthe spatio-
tem poralcom ponentsofT��. The tem poral-tem poralcom ponentofEinstein’sequationsdependson �,and isthus
anotherstory.From Eqs.(38)and (40)and the observation thatU��;� = 0,

� = K U�U
[�;�]

;� � 16�G ~� sinh(2�): (55)

W ith ourU� the�rstterm isK UtU
[t;�]

;� = � K C r2�N + K C 2O (r �N
2),wherebyPoisson’sequation r 2�N = 4�G ~�.

Further,asweshallseein Sec.V,� isalwaysvery closeto itsaforem entioned asym ptoticvalue�c (which isjust�’s
very slowly varying cosm ologicalvalue).Dropping the C 2O (r �N

2)contribution forthe sam ereason asabovegives

� � � 8�G [K C=2+ 2sinh(2�c)]~�: (56)

Substituting thisin Eq.(33)and com biningtheresultwith the(1� e� 4�c)term in theG tt equation Eq.(31),wesee
that(e� 2�c + K C=2)~� replacesthe source ~� appropriate in the weak potentialapproxim ation to G R.By linearizing
the G tt equation asdone in G R,we concludethat

V = (e� 2�c + K C=2)�N (57)

which veri�estheclaim thatV isproportionalto� N .Indeed,sincetheproportionalityconstantherem ustbeidentical
with C ,wehaveC = (1� K =2)� 1e� 2�c.Sinceweshallshow in Sec.VIIthatitisconsistentto assum ej�cj� 1,and
assum ethatK � 1,weshallreplaceC everywhereby � � 1+ K =2� 2�c.In particular

� = �� N + �: (58)

In sum m ary,Eq.(58),which is subject to corrections ofO (�N
2),quanti�es the di�erence at the nonrelativistic

levelbetween TeVeS and G R,a di�erence which is in harm ony with our conclusion in Sec.IIIC 2. W e shalluse
ituntilwe turn to post-Newtonian corrections. The condition \� isnotvery sm all" which we im posed above to be
able to neglect the ��� contribution to the gravitationalequations is not restrictive. For the Newtonian lim it we
shallseethat� � 1.And when � � 1 (extrem e M O ND lim itrelevantforextragalacticphenom ena),the consequent
correctionsofO (�N

2)(with largecoe�cient)to V areentirely ignorablebecausethispotentialisthen dom inated by
� in the expression for�,c.f.Eq.(59).

B . T he M O N D lim it: sphericalsym m etry

Firstfororientation weassum easphericallysym m etricsituation.Then from Eq.(53)togetherwith G auss’theorem
weinferthat

r � = (k=4��)r �N : (59)

In view ofEq.(58)wehave

~�r � = r � N : (60)
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with

~� � (�+ k=4��)� 1: (61)

Consider the case � � 1 for which �
�
k‘2(jr �j)2

�
� (k=3)1=2‘jr �j(see Sec.IIIE). Elim inating r �N between

Eqs.(59)and (60)and de�ning

a0 �
(3k)1=2

4��‘
(62)

weobtain a quadraticequation for� with positiveroot

� = (k=8��)
�
� 1+

p
1+ 4jr �j=a0

�
(63)

Thisisobviously valid only when jr �j� (4�=k)2a0 since otherwise � isnotsm all. From Eq.(61)we now deduce
the M O ND function

~� =
1

�

� 1+
p
1+ 4jr �j=a0

1+
p
1+ 4jr �j=a0

(64)

Forjr �j� a0 (which isconsistentwith the aboverestriction since k � 1)thisequation givesto lowestorderin K

and �c

~� � jr �j=a0: (65)

Thusifweidentify oura0 with M ilgrom ’sconstant,Eq.(60)with this ~� coincideswith theM O ND form ula (1)in the
extrem e low acceleration regim e. Therefore,TeVeS recoversM O ND’ssuccessesin regard to low surface brightness
disk galaxies,dwarfspheroidalgalaxies,and the outer regionsofspiralgalaxies. For allthese the low acceleration
lim itofEq.(1)isknown to sum m arizethe phenom enology correctly.
Now suppose jr �jvariesfrom an orderbelow a0 up to a couple ofordersabove it. This respects the condition

jr �j� (4�=k)2a0.Then Eq.(64)shows ~� to grow m onotonically from about0:1 to 0:9.Then Eq.(60)isessentially
form ula (1)in the interm ediate M O ND regim e. Thisregim e isrelevantforthe disksofm assive spiralgalaxieswell
outside the centralbulges but notquite in their outer reaches. It is known thatthe precise form of~� m akeslittle
di�erence forthe task ofpredicting detailed rotation curvesfrom surfacephotom etry.
W e see thatTeVeS reproducesthe M O ND paradigm encapsulated in Eq.(1)fornottoo largevaluesofjr �j=a0.

W hathappensforvery largejr �j=a0 ?

C . T he N ew tonian lim it: sphericalsym m etry

According to ourchoice ofy(�),Eq.(50),the lim it� ! 1 correspondsto y ! 1 ,thatisto say jr �j! 1 . By
Eqs.(59){(61) we sim ultaneously have jr �j! 1 and ~� ! (� + k=4�)� 1. De�ning the Newtonian gravitational
constantby

G N = (�+ k=4�)G ; (66)

we see from Eq.(60) that r � is obtained from r � N by just replacing G ! G N in it. In other words,in the
nonrelativisticand arbitrarilylargejr �jregim e,TeVeS isequivalenttoNewtonian gravity,butwith a\renorm alized"
value ofthe gravitationalconstant. Now � isreally a surrogate ofC = (1� K =2)� 1e� 2�c;hence forK < 2,G N is
positive.Asm entioned,wehereassum eK � 1.
Buthow close are dynam icsto Newtonian forlarge but�nite jr �j=a0 ? Expanding the r.h.s. ofEq.(50)in the

neighborhood of� = 1 gives

y =
3=4

1� �
+ O (1� �): (67)

W e also have by Eqs.(59) and (60)that y � k‘2jr �j2 � (k3‘2=16�2)jr �j2 where we have dropped correctionsof
higherorderin (k=4�).Dropping the O (1� �)term in y(�)and elim inating ‘in favorofa0 (with � = 1)weget

� � 1�
64�4

k4

a0
2

jr �j2
(68)
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Thus to trust the approxim ation � � 1 we m ust have jr �j=a0 � 8�2k� 2. Using Eqs.(68) and (61) we obtain,
again afterdropping higherorderterm sin k,that

~� �
G

G N

�

1�
16�3

k3

a0
2

jr �j2

�

: (69)

Here the factor (G =G N ) just reects the m entioned \renorm alization" ofthe gravitationalconstant;it is the next
factorwhich interestsusasa m easureofdeparturesfrom strictNewtonian behavior.Forexam ple,ifk = 0:03 thereis
a 5:3� 10� 9 fractionalenhancem entofthe sun’sNewtonian �eld atEarth’sorbitwherejr �j= 0:59cm s� 2.Thisis
probably unobservable today.AtSaturn’sorbitwhere jr �j= 0:0065cm s� 2 the fractionalcorrection is4:3� 10� 5,
corresponding to an excessacceleration 2:8� 10� 7 cm s� 2 (atthispoint� departsfrom unity by only 0:018 so that
Eq.(68)isstillreliable).Although thisdeparturefrom Newtonian predictionsseem sserious,itshould berem em bered
thatnavigationaldata from the Pioneer10 and 11 spacecraftsseem to disclose a constantacceleration in excessof
Newtonian ofabout8� 10� 8 cm s� 2 between Uranus’orbitand thetrans-Plutonian region [63].Itis,however,unclear
whetherthecorrection in Eq.(69),sensitiveasitistothechoiceofF ,hasanythingtodowith the\Pioneeranom aly".

D . N onsphericalsystem s

W e now considergenerically asym m etricsystem s.Since any system hasa region where� di�ersfrom unity and is
variable,Eq.(59)isnotthe generalsolution ofEq.(53)and m ustbe replaced by

r � = (k=4��)(r �N + r � h); (70)

whereh issom eregularvector�eld which isdeterm ined up to a gradientby the condition thatthe curlofthe r.h.s.
ofEq.(70)vanish.
Thefreedom inherentin h allowsitto bem adedivergenceless.Then by G auss’theorem h m ustfallo� fasterthan

1=r2 and r � h fasterthan 1=r3 atlargedistances.O n physicalgroundsjr � hjisexpected to beofthesam eorder
asjr �N jwellinsidethem atter.Butsincethelatterquantity fallso� as1=r2 welloutsidethem atter,thecurlterm
in Eq.(70) m ustrapidly becom e negligible welloutside the system . W e thus expect the discussion in Sec.IV B to
apply welloutside any nonsphericalgalaxy justasitappliesanywhere inside a sphericalone. The interiorand near
exteriorofsuch a galaxy,where r � h isstillim portant,m ustbe treated by num ericalm ethodswhich would be no
di�erentthan those developed by M ilgrom within the old AQ UAL theory [51].
Needlessto say,an asym m etricsystem so densethatthe Newtonian regim e(� approxim ately constant)obtainsin

its interior,e.g. an oblate globular cluster like ! Centauri,can be described everywhere without an h. For in the
interior h is not needed since even in its absence the curlofthe r.h.s. ofEq.(70) vanishes (approxim ately). And
� beginsto di�ersubstantially from unity only welloutside the system where we know from ourpreviousargum ent
thatany h isbecom ing negligible.Hence both Newtonian and M O ND regim esofthe system m ay be described asin
Secs.IV B and IV C.
In sum m ary,weseethattheextragalacticpredictionsoftheM O ND equation (1)arerecovered from TeVeS;atthe

sam e tim e TeVeS hintsatnon-Newtonian behaviorin the reachesofthe solarsystem ,though the e�ectissensitive
to the choiceofF in the theory.

V . T H E P O ST -N EW T O N IA N C O R R EC T IO N S

Theupshotofthediscussion attheend ofSec.IIIC 2 isthatin thesolarsystem (regarded asa staticsystem | with
rotation neglected| em bedded in aFRW cosm ologicalbackground),~G �� = 8�G ~T�� + O (k)+ O (K ).Herewecom pute
the consequentO (k)+ O (K )correctionsto the Schwarzschild m etric

g�� dx
�dx� = �

(1� G m =2%)2

(1+ G m =2%)2
dt2 + (1+ G m =2%)4[d%2 + %2(d�2 + sin2 �d’2)] (71)

thatdescribesthe exteriorofa spherically m assm ,and determ ine the post-Newtonian param etersofTeVeS which
wecom parewith thoseofG R.
Ratherthan justextending theNewtonian lim itcalculation ofSec.IV C,westartfrom scratch.Firstwewritethe

spherically sym m etric and static m etricofthe sun (inside and outsideit)as

g�� dx
�dx� = � e�dt2 + e&[d%2 + %2(d�2 + sin2 �d’2)] (72)
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with � = �(%)and &= &(%).Justasform etric(71),outsidethe sun these functionsshould adm itthe expansions(�i
and �i aredim ensionlessconstants)

e
� = 1� rg=%+ �2(rg=%)

2 + � � � (73)

e& = 1+ �1rg=%+ �2(rg=%)
2 + � � � ; (74)

where rg isa lengthscale to be determ ined (see Appendix D). The m agnitude ofthe coe�cientofthe r g=% term in
Eq.(73)hasbeen absorbed into rg;itssign m ustbe negative,asshown,because gravity isattractive.From the fact
thatTeVeS approachesG R forsm allk and K ,we m ay infer that rg is close to 2G tim es the system ’sNewtonian
m ass.Thisism ade precisebelow.
Taking � = �(%)and ~T�� from Eq.(40),wem ay writethe scalarequation (42)as

%� 2e� (�+ 3&)=2[�e(�+ &)=2%2�0]0= kG e� 2�(~� + 3~p): (75)

Here 0 standsford=d%.The �rstintegralofEq.(75)is

�0=
kG e� (�+ &)=2

�%2

Z %

0

(~� + 3~p)e�=2+ 3&=2� 2�%2d%; (76)

wherethe integration constanthasbeen chosen so that� isregularat% = 0.
Supposing the m atter’sboundary isat% = R,we de�nethe (positive)\scalarm ass"

m s � 4�

Z R

0

(~� + 3~p)e�=2+ 3&=2� 2�%2d%: (77)

Becausefora nonrelativisticuid ~p � ~�,m s m ustbecloseto theNewtonian m ass.In fact,asshown in Appendix D,
m s and an appropriately de�ned gravitationalm assm g di�eronly by a fraction ofO (G m g=R)which am ountsto 10� 5

forthe innersolarsystem .For% > R wem ay expand �0 as

�
0=

kG m s

4��

h 1

�2
+
(1� �1)rg

2%3
+ O (%� 4)

i

: (78)

It is obvious from this that � decreases inward. Its asym ptotic value,as willbe explained in Sec.VII,is positive
and ofO (k). The decrem ent in � down to \radius" % is,according to Eq.(76),or its integralEq.(92) below,of
O (kG m s=4�%). In any weakly gravitating system ,G m s=% � 1 and forstrongly gravitating system slike a neutron
star,G m s=% is stillwellbelow unity (black holes require a specialdiscussion which we defer to another occasion).
Thus� rem ainspositiveand sm allthroughoutspaceforallsystem s,and forthesolarsystem in particular.Thiswill
haverepercussionsforthe causality question exam ined in Sec.VIII.
Since we are not here interested in purely M O ND corrections,we shalltake � = 1 in Eq.(78) as wellas in the

term sin ���,Eq.(32),which explicitly involve� derivatives.The� in the F term of��� isnotso easily disposed of
becausewith ourchoiceofF ,and indeed with any viableone,F m ustbesingularat� = 1.Ifneglecting theF term
in 8�G ��� can be justi�ed,then using Eq.(78)wem ay com pute from Eq.(32)thatfor% > R

8�G �tt = 8�G �%% =
kG 2m 2

s

4�%4
+ O (%� 5): (79)

Now by the approxim ation (68)the ratio ofthe F term in 8�G ��� to these lastterm sis

8�2�2jF (�)j%4

k3‘2G 2m s
2

=
128�4a02�2jF (�)j

3k4jr �N j
2

�
2

3
(1� �)jF (�)j (80)

which num erically does not exceed 0.04 for � > 0:99. This justi�es Eq.(79) in any region where M O ND e�ects
are totally negligible. However,aspointed outin Sec.IV C,atSaturn’sorbit� already departsfrom unity by two
percent. In such cases the contribution ofthe F term to ��� m ust be taken into account,and its post-Newtonian
e�ectscom pared with the M O ND departure from strictNewtonian behaviorcalculated in Sec.IV C. Here we shall
only be concerned with innersolarsystem dynam icswhere � isvery close to unity.Because�tt isdom inated by the
derivativeterm s,the energy density contributed by the scalar�eldsisevidently positive.
Clearly in oursituation (seeSec.IIIC 2)

U
� = fe� �=2;0;0;0g: (81)
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Using thisin Eqs.(33)and (38)we�nd for% > R that

� =
K (2+ �1 � 4�2)rg2

4%4
+ O (%� 5) (82)

� tt =
K (� 2�1 � 3+ 8�2)rg2

8%4
+ O (%� 5) (83)

� %% = �
K rg

2

8%4
+ O (%� 5) (84)

W ith thiswenow turn to Einstein’sequations(31)forall%.By virtueofU�’sform here,thettand %% com ponents
sim plify to

� e�� &
�

&00+
1

4
&02 + 2&0=%

�

= 8�G
�
(2e� 4� � 1)~Ttt+ �tt

�
+ � tt (85)

1

4
&02 +

1

2
&0�0+ (&0+ �0)=% = 8�G

�
~T%% + �%%

�
+ � %% (86)

Firstwe solvethese for% > R where ~T�� = 0.From Eqs.(73)and (74)itfollowsthat

�
0 = rg=%

2 + (1� 2�2)rg
2
=%

3 + � � � (87)

&0 = � �1rg=%
2 + (�1

2 � 2�2)rg
2=%3 + � � � (88)

Substituting these togetherwith Eqs.(73),(74),(79)and (83)in Eqs.(85)-(86),m atching coe�cientsoflike powers
of1=%,and solving the three resulting algebraicconditionsgivesto lowestorderin k and K

�1 = 1 (89)

�2 =
1

2
(90)

�2 =
3

8
+

1

16
K �

kG 2m s
2

8�rg2
(91)

Usingtheseresultsweshow in AppendixD thatrg = 2G m g[1+ O (kG m g=R)+ O (K G m g=R)]with m g,thegravitational
m ass,de�ned by Eq.(D4). The relative correction here is� 10� 5 forthe innersolarsystem . W e also rem ark that
with the values(89)-(91)the energy density contributed by � tt ispositive (seeEq.(83)).
For solarsystem tests ofTeVeS we m ust know the physicalm etric ~g��. According to Eqs.(22)and (81),~gtt =

� e2�+ �,~g%% = ~g��=%2 = g’’=%
2 sin2 � = e� 2�+ &,so we need �.Integration ofEq.(78)in lightofEq.(89)gives

�(%)= �c �
kG m s

4�%
+ O (%� 3); (92)

whereupon

e� 2� = e� 2�c

�

1�
kG m s

2�%
+
k2G 2m 2

s

8�2%2
+ O (%� 3)

�

: (93)

The integration constant �c is evidently the cosm ologicalvalue of� at the epoch in question. This value changes
slowly oversolarsystem tim escales,so we can ignore its driftfor m ostpurposes. Thus by taking the advantage of
the isotropicform ofthe m etric (72),and rescaling the tand % coordinatesappropriately,we absorb the factorse2�c

and e� 2�c thatwould otherwiseappearin ~g�� so thatitcan asym ptoteto M inkowskian form asexpected.W ith this
precaution onecan calculateasif�c vanished.Itm ustbestressed thatthisstrategyworksataparticularcosm ological
era.
Accordingly

~gtt = � 1+ 2GN m %
� 1 � 2�GN

2
m

2
%
� 2 + O (%� 3) (94)

~g%% = 1+ 2GN m %� 1 + O (%� 2) (95)

G N m � rg=2+ (kG m s=4�) (96)

� = 1 (97)

 = 1 (98)
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Aspreviously,G N isde�ned by Eq.(66).Recalling therelationsbetween rg,m g and m s (Appendix D),we�nd that
m = m g[1+ O (kG m g=R)]+ O (K G m g=R)],i.e.,in the innersolarsystem m and m g di�erfractionally by � 10� 5.
Setting rg = 2G m g = 2G m givesthesecond form of�.O urresultsfor� and  areconsistentwith thoseobtained by
Eiling and Jacobson [62]forthe relevantcaseofthe Jacobson-M attingly theory.
The � and  are the standard post-Newtonian coe�cientsm easurableby the classicaltestsofgravity theory [54].

They areboth unity in TeVeS,exactly asin G R (for� thiswas�rstnoticed by G iannios).Consequently theclassical
tests(perihelion precession,lightdeection and radartim e delay)cannotdistinguish between the two theorieswith
presentexperim entalprecision.
The � and  are not the only PPN coe�cients. Future work should look atthose coe�cients having to do with

preferred fram ee�ects,aswellasatthe Nortvedte�ect,which should notbe nullin TeVeS.

V I. G R AV ITA T IO N A L LEN SIN G IN T eV eS

In Sec.V wetouched upon gravitationallensingin theNewtonian regim e.Hereweshow thatin thelow acceleration
regim e,TeVeS predicts gravitationallensing ofthe correct m agnitude to explain the observations ofintergalactic
lensing without any dark m atter. First by following the essentially exact m ethod ofRef.44,we show this for a
spherically sym m etricstructure;in naturem any ellipticalgalaxiesand galaxy clustersarewellm odelled asspherically
sym m etric. W e then use linearized theory to give a short proofofthe sam e result for asym m etric system s. O ur
discussionreferstolensingofboth raysthatpassthrough thesystem and thosethatskirtit,and isthusageneralization
ofthe im plicitresultaboutlightdeection in Sec.V in m orethan oneway.

A . Spherically sym m etric system s

W e adoptthe Einstein m etric (72);the physicalm etric isobtained by replacing e� ! e�+ 2� and e& ! e&� 2� in it.
Considera lightray which propagatesin the equatorialplane ofthe m etric (which m ay,ofcourse,be chosen to suit
any lightray).The 4-velocity _x� ofthe ray (derivativetaken with respectto som esuitableparam eter)m ustsatisfy

� e
�+ 2� _t2 + e

&� 2�(_%2 + %
2 _’2)= 0: (99)

From the m etric’s stationarity followsthe conservation law e�+ 2�_t= E where E is a constantcharacteristic ofthe
ray.From sphericalsym m etry itfollowsthate&� 2�%2 _’ = L where L isanotherconstantproperty ofthe ray.Letus
write _% = (d%=d’)_’.Now elim inating _tand _’ from Eq.(99)in favorofE and L,and dividing by E 2 yields

� e� �� 2� + (b=%)2e� &+ 2�[%� 2(d%=d’)2 + 1]= 0; (100)

whereb� L=E .By going to in�nity wherethem etric factorsapproach unity oneseesthatbisjustthe ray’sim pact
param eterwith respectto the m atterdistribution’scenterat% = 0.Thislastequation hasthe quadrature

’ =

Z % h

e&� �� 4’
�
%

b

�2
� 1

i� 1=2d%

%
: (101)

W ere the physicalm etric exactly at,thisrelation would describe a line with ’ varying from 0 to � as% decreased
from in�nity to itsvalue%turn attheturning point,and then returned to in�nity.Hencethedeection oftheray due
to gravity is

�’ = 2

Z 1

%tu rn

h

e&� �� 4’
�
%

b

�2
� 1

i� 1=2d%

%
� �: (102)

This last integralis di�cult. So let us take advantage ofthe weakness ofextragalactic �elds which allow us to
assum ethat�,&and � areallsm allcom pared to unity.Then the aboveresultisclosely approxim ated by

�’ = � 4
@

@�

Z 1

%tu rn

h

(1+ &� � � 4’)
�
%

b

�2
� �

i1=2d%

%

�
�
�
�= 1

� �: (103)

The rewriting in term s ofan � derivative allows us to Taylorexpand the radicalin the sm allquantity &� � � 4’
withoutincurringa divergenceoftheintegralatitslowerlim it.Thezeroth orderoftheexpansion yieldsa wellknown
integralwhich cancelsthe �.Thus,to �rstorderin sm allquantities

�’ = �
2

b

@

@�

Z 1

b
p
�

(&� � � 4�)%d%

(%2 � �b2)1=2

�
�
�
�= 1

: (104)
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Atthispointitpaysto integrateby parts:

�’ = �
2

b

@

@�

h

lim
%! 1

(&� � � 4�)(%2 � �b2)1=2 �

Z 1

b
p
�

(&0� �0� 4�0)(%2 � �b2)1=2d%
i�
�
�
�= 1

(105)

Since �,& and � alldecrease asym ptotically as%� 1,the integrated term ,being � independent,contributesnothing.
Carrying outthe � derivative,and introducing the usualCartesian x coordinatealong the initialray by x � � (%2 �
b2)1=2,wehave

�’ =
b

2

Z 1

� 1

�0� &0+ 4�0

%
dx: (106)

A factor1=2 appearsbecause we have included the integralin Eq.(105)twice,once with % decreasing to,and once
with % increasing from b.Theintegralisnow perform ed overan in�nite straightline following the originalray.
The di�erence between G R with dark m atterand TeVeS in thisrespectisthatwith dark m atterone would have

� = 0 and would com pute� and &from Einstein’sequationsincluding dark m atterassource,whereasin TeVeS one
hasa nontrivial�,and com putes� and & on the basisofthe visible m atteralone.
W e m ay sim plify the above result by m eans ofEinstein’s equation (86). W e shallneglectthe &02 and &0�0 term s

becausethey areofsecond order,and thussm allerthan �0=% by a factorG � m ass=% which am ountsto v2,with v the
typicalorbitalvelocity in the system .Using the residualterm swe elim inate&0 from Eq.(106):

�’ = b

Z 1

� 1

�0+ 2�0

%
dx � 4�G b

Z 1

� 1

�
~T%% + �%% + � %%=8�G

�
dx: (107)

Now by Sec.IV A,� = 2V + O (V2)and � = V + �.Hencewith fractionalcorrectionsofO (V 2),

�’ = 2b

Z 1

� 1

�0

%
dx � 4�G b

Z 1

� 1

�
~T%% + �%% + � %%=8�G

�
dx: (108)

The �rstintegralhere dependsexclusively on the potential� which determ inesnonrelativistic m otion. Thatis,the
observed stellarorgalacticdynam icswilluniquely �x thispartof�’.Forthisreason the�rstterm m akesthesam e
predictionsforlensing by nonrelativistic system sin TeVeS asin G R (where � = � N ,the lastcalculated assum ing
dark m atter).W e nextshow thatfornonrelativisticsystem sthe second integralisnegligible.
In astrophysicalm atterthe radialpressure ~T%% isoforder ~� tim esthelocalsquared random velocity ofthem atter

particles(stars,gasclouds,galaxies).Thus
R
~T%% dx = hv2i

R
~� dx with hv2ia suitably averaged v2.Butby Poisson’s

equation 4�G ~� = r � r �N � �N 0=% = ~��0=% where we have also used Eq.(60). Thus the term with the integral
over ~T%% issm allerthan the �rstterm in Eq.(108)by a factorofO (~�hv2i).In G R (forwhich e�ectively ~� = 1)this
factorisno largerthan 10� 5 forallextragalactic system swhich have a m issing m assproblem ;in TeVeS itiseven
sm allerbecausetypically ~� � 1 forsuch system s.
Turning now to �%% werecallfrom Sec.IV A thatin the quasistaticsituation in question,the F partisdom inated

by the term quadraticin � derivatives.Using Eqs.(59)-(60)wework outthat4�G �%% � (k~�=8��)�0�N
0.Evidently

�0 � �=%,and since � = O (v 2) and (k~�=8��)< 1

2
,the contribution of�%% to the second term ofEq.(108) is no

largerthan thatcom ing from ~T%%.
Finally we note thatthe � term in � %% vanishesin a quasistatic situation because then U� � � (1+ �N )��t.And

from this last form ula we estim ate j� %%j�
1

2
K (�N

0)2 � K ~�2j�� 0j=%. Since ~� < 1 and by Sec.V we m ust take

K < 10� 2,itisclearthatthecontribution of� %% ism uch sm allerthan thatcom ing from ~T%%.From alltheabovethe
lightray deection in TeVeS is

�’ = 2b
�
1+ O (~�v2)

�
Z 1

� 1

�0

%
dx: (109)

In G R with dark m atterthesam eform ula isvalid with O (~�v2)replaced by O (v2).Sincethesecorrectionsarebeyond
foreseeable accuracy ofextragalactic astronom y,itisclearthatforgiven dynam ics(given �),both theoriespredict
identicallensing.W e shallelaborateon thisstatem entshortly.

B . A sym m etric system s

W enow turn to system swith no particularspatialsym m etry.Theweaknessofthegravitationalpotentialstypical
ofnonrelativisticsystem sentitlesusto uselinearized theory [64]in which them etricisviewed asa perturbed Lorentz
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m etric:

g�� = ��� + �h�� �
1

2

��� �
��h� (110)

with j�h��j� 1.By sm allcoordinatetransform ationsoneenforcesthegaugeconditions����h� ;� = 0;asaconsequence
to �rstorderin the �h �elds

G �� = �
1

2

�
�
@@� �h��; (111)

so thatEinstein’sequationstake the form ofwaveequationsin atspacetim e with the r.h.s.ofEq.(31)assources.
O fcoursetherearem otionsand changesin galaxiesand clustersofgalaxies,buttheassociated changesin them etric
arem ostly very slow.Thuswecon�neourselvesto quasistationary situationswherewecan drop tim ederivatives(but
notyetthe gti com ponentssincegalaxiesdo rotate).Thistellsusthat

G tt = �
1

2

r 2 �htt = 8�G
h
~Ttt+ 2(1� e� 4�)U� ~T�tUt+ �tt

i

+ � tt: (112)

The variouspartsofthe sourceherewereexplored in Sec.IV A;from thatdiscussion itfollowsthat

�htt = � 4V = � 4��N : (113)

In regard to the spatio-tem poralsource com ponents ofEq.(31),we observe that the ~Tit is an O (v) below ~Ttt
(m om entum density isvelocity tim esm assdensity).Further,the dom inantcontributionsto �ti are �hti m ultiplied by
�2�jk�;j�;k and by (G =‘2)�4F . O fthese the �rstdom inates(see Sec.IV A),and itissm allon the scale of~� both
because itis ofsecond order(c.f. Sec.V),and because j�htij� 1. W e can guessthatUi isatm ostoforder�hti (it
would vanish in a truly static situation),and since by Eq.(56)� isbelow 8�G ~� by factorsofO (K )and O (�c),we
see thatthe �UtUi term contribution to � ti issm allcom pared to 8�G ~�. Sim ilarly,the K g��U[�;t]U[�;i]contribution
to � ti,being ofsecond orderin V;i and �rstorderin �hti,or�rstorderin V;i and �rstorderin �hti;j (asideofcarrying
the sm allcoe�cientK ),m ustbe very sm all. W e conclude thatthe source ofthe spatio-tem poralEinstein equation
can be neglected,so thatto the accuracy ofEq.(113),�hti � 0.
Thingsare sim ilarforthe spatial-spatialcom ponents. W e have already rem arked that ~Tij isan O (v2)below ~Ttt.

The �ij consistsofa term quadratic in �;i and one with a F factorwhich hasbeen argued to be sm aller. Hence �ij
issm all.Again the K g��U[�;i]U[�;j]contributionsto � ij arequadraticin V;i and suppressed by the K coe�cient,so
they arealso sm all.And the �,which werem arked aboveto be sm all,ism ultiplied by two factors�hti,and so isalso
sm all.So by the sam elogic asabovewe neglectthe sourcesofthe spatial-spatialcom ponents�hij and conclude that
�hij � 0.
Substituting alltheseresultsin Eq.(110)weobtain

g�� = (1� 2V )��� � 4V ��t��t: (114)

Theabsenceofgti in thisapproxim ation m akesthesituation truly static(ratherthan juststationary);henceU� = ��t .
Calculating the physicalm etric from Eq.(22)with e� 2� � 1� 2� wehave

~g�� = (1� 2V � 2�)��� � 4(V + �)��t��t (115)

which isequivalentto

~g��dx
�dx� = � (1+ 2�)dt2 + (1� 2�)�ijdx

idxj (116)

with � = V + � asin Sec. IV A.
M etric (116)hasthe sam e form asthe G R m etric forweak gravity [64]. Thusin TeVeS justasin G R the sam e

potentialgovernsdynam icsand gravitationallensing.Thisaccordswith theconclusion ofSec.VIA forthespherically
sym m etry case.W hatdoesthism ean in practice ? In G R �’srole isplayed by the Newtonian potentialdue to the
visiblem attertogetherwith theputativedark m atter;in TeVeS � isthesum ofthescalar�eld and therenorm alized
Newtonian potentialgenerated by the visible m atter alone. These two prescriptionsfor � need notagree a priori,
butaswe argued in Sec.IV B,nonrelativistic dynam icsin TeVeS are approxim ately ofM O ND form ,and M O ND’s
predictions have been found to agree with m uch of galaxy dynam ics phenom enology. W e thus expect TeVeS’s
predictions for gravitationallensing by galaxies and som e clusters ofgalaxies to be as good as those ofdark halo
m odelswithin G R.But,ofcourse,theearly M O ND form ula (1),and TeVeS with ourchoice(51)forF (�)both claim
thatasym ptotically the potential� ofan isolated galaxy growslogarithm ically with distance inde�nitely.Dark halo
m odelsdo not. So TeVeS fora speci�c choice ofF isin principle falsi�able. Dark m atterislessfalsi�able because
ofthe essentially unlim ited choice ofhalo m odels and choices oftheir free param eters. O ne should also rem em ber
thatgravitationallensing a�ordsthe opportunity to m ap the � to greaterdistances than can dynam ics;forunlike
the latter,lensing can be m easured outside the gasorgalaxy distribution.Using this� both G R and TeVeS would
predictthe sam edynam icsforstarsorgalaxies,while disagreeing on the im plied distribution ofm ass.
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V II. C O SM O LO G IC A L EV O LU T IO N O F �

A . Persistence ofcosm ologicalexpansion

This section (where we write � rather than �c) shows that for a range ofinitialconditions,FRW cosm ological
m odels with at spacesin TeVeS expand forever,have 0 � � � 1 throughout,and their law ofexpansion is very
sim ilarto thatin G R.The second pointiscrucialforourdiscussion ofcausality in Sec.VIII.
Firstusing Eq.(22)wetransform m etric(43)to the physicalm etric

~g�� dx
�
dx

� = � d~t2 + ~a(~t)2
�
d�

2 + f(�)2(d�2 + sin2 � d’2)
�
; (117)

d~t = e
�
dt; ~a = e

� �
a: (118)

In whatfollowswetaketheinitialm om ent,conventionally written as~t= 0,attheend ofthequantum era with ~a(0)
a very sm allscale;furtherm ore we take the zero oftto coincide with ~t= 0. For illustration we assum e the initial
conditions _�(0)= 0 (an overdotalwaysdenotes@=@t)and 0 < �0 � �(0)� 1. Hence a also startso� from a very
sm allscale,a0,and can only increaseinitially.
W enow show thatthespatially at(f(�)� �)FRW m odelsin TeVeS persistand cannotrecollapse,i.e.~a hasno

�nitem axim um .Asin Sec.IIIC 1 wehaveU� = �t
� which causesU[�;�] to vanish.Asa consequence� �� = � ��t��

t
�

with � given by Eq.(46).Since� = �(t),Eq.(32)gives�tt = 2�2 _�2 + G (4‘2)� 1�4F (�).Asm entioned in Sec.IIIC 1,
U
� ~T�� = � ~�e2�U�.Using g��U�U� = � 1 givesus~Ttt+ (1� e� 4�)U� ~T�(tUt) = (2e� 4� � 1)~�e2�.Substituting allthe

abovein the ttcom ponentofEq.(31),wegetthe following analog ofFriedm ann’sequation:

_a2

a2
=

8�G

3
~�e� 2� +

8�G �2 _�2

3
+

2�

3k2‘2
�
2
F (�)

=
8�G

3
~�e� 2� +

4�

3k2‘2
�
� �y(�)+

1

2
�
2
F (�)

�
(119)

W ith thechoice(50)fory(�)wehave� > 0,y(�)< 0 and F > 0 in thecosm ologicaldom ain.Thusthescalar�elds
contribute positive energy density and the r.h.s. ofEq.(119)ispositive de�nite (~� < 0 isphysically unacceptable).
Itfollowsthat _a cannotvanish forany t,so thatby ourearlierrem ark itm ustalwaysbepositive.Now therelations
(118)im ply that

d~a=d~t= e� 2�(_a� a_�): (120)

W e shallshow in the sequelthatalthough _� can be positive,itisalwaysthe case thatj_�j� _a=a.Asa consequence
d~a=d~tisalwaysstrictly positive:in TeVeS a FRW m odelwith atspacescannotrecollapse.
Thefactthat _� isgiven by an integralovertim e[seeEq.(45)]m eansthatin a cosm ologicalphasetransition,where

~� m ay changesuddenly,_� (and ofcourse�)willneverthelessevolvecontinuously in tim e.ItfollowsthatF willalso
evolve continuously in tim e [see Eq.(36)]. A consequence ofEq.(119) is that any jum p in ~� willbe reected in a
sim ilarjum p in (_a=a)2 orin the squareofthe Hubble function ~H � ~a� 1 d~a=d~t.

B . T he proto-radiation era

Contem porary cosm ology regardsthe inationary era aspreceded by a briefradiation dom inated era,the proto-
radiation era,in which thephysicalscalefactor~a expandsby justa few ordersfollowing thequantum gravity regim e.
As in any radiation dom inated regim e,here the equation ofstate is ~� = 3~p with both ~p and ~� varying as ~a� 4. It
followsfrom Eq.(45)thatthroughoutthe era

� _� = �
k

a3

Z t

0

G ~�e� 2�a3dt; (121)

Because in the cosm ologicalregim e � > 2,we have _� < 0 throughoutthisera.Thusasprom ised d~a=d~tin Eq.(120)
ispositive.Using the constancy of(G ~�)1=2a2e� 2� wecan now write

� _� = �
k(G ~�)1=2e� 2�

a

Z t

0

(G ~�)1=2adt: (122)
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Tentatively assum ing that j�j� 1 throughout the era we m ay,according to Eq.(119),bound both instances of
(G ~�)1=2 from aboveby (3=8�)1=2_a=a.Theconsequentintegralisthen trivial,and since a0 isessentially zero weget

�j_�j< (3k=8�)(_a=a): (123)

Thusj_�j< (3k=16�)(_a=a);sincek � 1,wehaveby Eq.(120)thatd~a=d~t� _a.
W ecan now show thatthecosm ologicalevolution during theproto-radiation era isvery sim ilarto thatwithin G R.

Forthe choice(51)both F and F 0 arepositivein the cosm ologicaldom ain (seeFig.2).Itfollowsfrom Eq.(36)that
�2F < � �y (recallthaty < 0),so the lastterm on the r.h.s.ofthe Friedm ann equation islessthan halfthe second.
Nextweuse y = � 2k‘2 _�2 to inferfrom Eq.(123)that

4�

3k2‘2
�jyj<

3k

8��

�_a

a

�2
(124)

Butthism eansthatthescalar�eld contributionsto theFriedm ann equation aresm allcom pared to itsl.h.s.Speci�-
cally,to within a fractionalcorrection ofO (k=16)(actually sm allerthan thisbecause� willturn outto belarge),the
relation between ~H and ~� isthe sam easin G R.
The factthatthe scalar�eld contributionsto the Friedm ann equation aresm allcom pared to itsl.h.s.also m eans

thatinequality (123)isnearly saturated,asm ustbe itskin (124).Then

�2jy(�)j�
1

6
(3k=4�)4(_a=a)2 a0

� 2: (125)

But a=_a is a very short scale (in standard cosm ologicalm odels ~H � 1 � 10� 35 s in the proto-radiation era) while
a0

� 1 � 3� 1018 s. Thus�2y(�)� 1. Since by Eq.(50)thisispossible only for� � 1,we can sharpen ourearlier
conclusion from Eq.(123):j_�j� (3k=8�)_a=a.Now itiseven clearerthata and ~a (aswellastand ~t)areessentially
equal,so thatthe expansion in thisera proceedsjustasin G R.Further,integrating thislastinequality gives

j�pr � �0j� (3k=8�)ln(apr=a0); (126)

where the subscript\pr" standsforthe end ofthe proto-radiation era. Since thisera spansjusta few e-foldingsof
the scale a,the logarithm here isoforderunity.Hence � isalm ostfrozen atitsinitialvalue �0,provided thislastis
notextrem ely sm all.By choosing asinitialcondition 0 < �0 � 1,aswe proposed,butavoiding extrem ely sm all�0,
weget0< � � 1 throughoutthe proto-radiation era,asassum ed earlier.Thusourassum ption wasconsistent.

C . T he inationary era

The equation ofstate during ination is ~p = � ~� = const.Then (45)tellsusthat

� _� =
k

a3

Z t

tpr

G ~�e� 2�a3dt+ �pr _�pr
�
apr

a

�3
: (127)

The integration constantprefacing the lastterm is �xed by the condition that � and _� be continuousthrough the
proto-radiation ination divide. Itis clearthatafterrapid expansion hassuppressed the last(negative)term here,
_� becom espositive.Because ~� isconstant,we m ay pulla factor(G ~�)1=2 outofthe integral.Then by Eq.(119)and
assum ing everywherethate� � � 1 (which weverify below),wehave(G ~�)1=2e� 2� < (3=8�)1=2_a=a both in and outside
the integral.Thus

� _� <
3k_a

8�a4

Z t

tpr

a
2_adt+ �pr _�pr

�
apr

a

�3
(128)

=
k_a

8�a

�

1�
apr

3

a3

�

�
3k

8�

� _a

a

�

pr

�
apr

a

�3
: (129)

wherewehaveused Eq.(123)asan equality asthe end ofthe proto-radiation era.Thusduring ination

� (3k=8�)(_a=a)pr < � _� < (k=8�)(_a=a): (130)

The l.h.s. here com es from the last term in Eq.(127) in light ofinequality (123). In the passage from the proto-
radiation era,which involvesa phase transition,~� can change by a factoroforderunity,butthen settlesdown to a
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constant.Thusby Eq.(119) _a=a rem ainsatleastofthesam eorderofm agnitudeas(_a=a)pr.Hence inequality (130)
translatesinto oneofthesam eform as(123)butvalid during ination.Asin Sec.VIIB,thistellsusthatd~a=d~t� _a
also during ination. And the argum entfollowing inequality (123)can now be repeated to show thatthe � �y and
�2F term sin Friedm ann’sequation am ountto relativecorrectionsofO (k=16)(actually sm aller),so thatination in
TeVeS proceedsvery m uch likein G R.
Repeating theargum entleading to Eq.(129)in lightofthislastconclusion and theadded realization thatthea� 3

term s disappear very rapidly,we conclude that during the _� > 0 part ofination,inequality (123) is very nearly
saturated. O ne can then rederive Eq.(125) as in Sec.VIIB. Because the ination tim escale is again very short
com pared to a0

� 1,the argum entyielding Eq.(126) can be repeated with slightm odi�cations to show that during
ination � � 1,and consequently

�i� �pr � (3k=8�)ln(ai=apr); (131)

where a subscript \i" stands for the end ofination. Thus,although in standard m odels ination can span up to
70 e-foldingsofa,the r.h.s. ofthisinequality isvery sm allcom pared to unity. W e conclude thatination m anages
to raise � above its value atthe end ofthe proto-radiation era by a very sm allfraction ofunity. This justi�es our
replacem entofe� � by unity in deriving Eq.(129).
In whatfollowswe shalldenote by ~H i,�i,�i and _�i the values ofthe Hubble param eter,�(� 2k‘2 _�2),� and _�,

respectively,atthe end ofination,t= ti,wherea = ai.

D . T he radiation era

In theensuing radiation era theequation ofstateswitchesback to 3~p = ~� with both ~p and ~� varying as~a� 4.Thus
the integralin Eq.(45)is

� _� = �
k

a3

Z t

ti

G ~�e� 2�a3dt+ �i_�i
�
ai

a

�3
; (132)

with the integration constant�i_�i set so � _� at the radiation’sera outset equals that at ination’s end. Although
initially _� > 0,clearly the integralwilleventually dom inate the lastterm m aking _� negativethereafter.
Now according to Eq.(129),�i_�i < (k=8�)(_a=a)i.Dueto theapproxim atecontinuity of(_a=a)acrosstheination-

radiation erasdivide[which itselffollowsfrom theapproxim atecontinuity of~� and Eq.(119)],and from thefactthat
(_a=a)fallso� no fasterthan (ai=a)2 in the radiation era,Eq.(132)gives

� _� < (k=8�)(_a=a)i(ai=a)
3
< (k=8�)(_a=a): (133)

O n the otherhand,from ~�~a4 = const.wecan m ovea factor(G ~�)1=2a2e� 2� outofthe integralin Eq.(132).Using
again (G ~�)1=2 < (3=8�)1=2_a=a from Eq.(119) (ifwe assum e provisionally that e� � � 1) both in and outside the
integral,we have

� _� > �

� 3k_a

8�a2

�Z t

ti

(_a=a)adt+ �i_�i
�
ai

a

�3
: (134)

The integralisa(t)� ai.Hence

� _� > (� 3k=8�)(1� ai=a)(_a=a)+ �i_�i(ai=a)
3 > � (3k=8�)(_a=a) (135)

In view ofEqs.(133)and (135),inequality (123)isagain valid here.Because� > 2 wegetagain from Eq.(120)that
d~a=d~a � _a=a.W em ay now reproduceinequality (124)and show asin Sec.VIIB thatto within a fractionalcorrection
ofO (k=16),the relation between ~H and ~� isthe sam easin G R.
Becauseofthislastresult,Eq.(133)and the rapid decay ofai=a in Eq.(135),wem ay conclude thatwhen _� < 0,

inequality (123)is nearly saturated. W e m ay then rederive Eq.(125)asbefore. Now in conventionalcosm ology at
redshiftz during theradiation era ~H � 3� 10� 20(1+ z)2 s� 1,which by previousinferenceclosely approxim ates _a=a in
ourm odel.W ethusobtain �2jy(�)j� 5� 10� 6k4(1+ z)4.Taking k � 0:03on thebasisofSec.IV C weseethatatthe
end ofthe radiation era (z � 104),�2jy(�)j� 4� 104 which correspondsto � � 10.Forearliertim es� / (1+ z)4=5

so that it risesto 1019 atthe beginning ofthe era at z � 1027. G oing back to inequality (123) we see that in the
lastthree e-foldingsofthe era �(t)� �i > � 8� 10� 4 with the previous50 e-foldingscontributing an even sm aller
decrease.O urassum ption thate� � � 1 wasevidently justi�ed if�0 istaken sm allcom pared to unity,yetsu�ciently
positiveto keep �(t)positive throughoutthe era.
W e shalldenote by �r,�r and _�r the valuesof�(� 2k‘2 _�2),� and _�,respectively,atthe end ofthe radiation era,

t= tr wherea = ar.
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E. T he m atter era

In the m atterera ~p � 0 and ~� variesas~a� 3.Integrating Eq.(45)gives,c.f.Eq.(132)

� _� =
� k

2a3

Z t

tr

G ~�e� 2�a3dt+ �r _�r
�
ar

a

�3
: (136)

Itisclearthat _� continuesto benegativethroughoutthem atterera.Using ~�a3 e� 3� = const.and setting henceforth
e� = 1 (whoseconsistency willbe checked below),we explicitly perform theintegralin Eq.(136)from tr to t:

� _� = �
1

2
kG ~�(t� tr)+ �r _�r(ar=a)

3
: (137)

Integratingtheinequality (G ~�a3)1=2 < (3=8�)1=2a1=2_a com ingfrom Eq.(119)weget(G ~�)1=2(t� tr)< (2=3)(3=8�)1=2.
Both togethergiveG ~�(t� tr)< (_a=4�a),which when substituted in Eq.(137)�nally gives

� _� > (� k=8�)(_a=a)+ �r _�r(ar=a)
3
: (138)

Now according to Eq.(135)�r _�r > (� 3k=8�)(_a=a)r. Thusatthe beginning ofthe m atterera,where a = ar,the
lowerbound on the second term on the r.h.s.ofinequality (138)m aybe asm uch asthree tim eslargerin m agnitude
than the�rstterm ,yetitdecaysasa� 3 whilethe�rstterm cannotdo so fasterthan a� 3=2 [seeFriedm ann’sequation
(119)].Hencewithin aboutonee-folding ofa,the�rstterm com esto dom inatether.h.s.,and overm ostofthem atter
era

�j_�j< (k=8�)(_a=a): (139)

From thisfollowsa tighterversion ofbound (124)which again dem onstratesthatthe scalar�eld term sin Einstein’s
equationsare rathernegligible. The factthat(139)m ay be exceeded by a factorofa few early in the m atterera is
no reason to exclude thatepoch from the justm entioned conclusion: the ratherlarge � atthe end ofthe radiation
era (� � 10 )| and a bitbeyond| actsto suppressthatfactor.Using by now wellworn logicweconcludethatin the
m atterera aswell,the relation between ~H and ~� isalm ostthe sam easin G R.
Integrating inequality (139)with the use of� > 2 (the �rste-folding’srelatively largercontribution issuppressed

by the larger� which holdssway then),weget

�(t)� �r > � (k=16�)ln(a=ar): (140)

Becausethe m atterera thusfarhasspanned ninee-foldings,� hasdecreased by lessthan 0:0054 during thisera.
Note thatwe have notaddressed the cosm ologicalm atterproblem . In TeVeS the expansion isdriven by just ~�,

the visible m atter’s density,whereas the observations require that the source ofFriedm ann’s equation which falls
o� like ~a� 3 should be larger by a factor ofperhaps 6. There are at least two possible avenues for dealing with
this em barrassm ent. First,we have stuck to a particular F (�);possibly a m ore realistic F (�) would change late
cosm ologicalevolution enough to resolvetheproblem .Second,wehaveinsisted on � being sm all.Thisisa consistent
solution aswe have shown,butitisperhapsnotthe unique solution. Plainly nonegligible valuesof� can a�ectthe
Friedm ann equation signi�cantly.

F. T he accelerating expansion

Lately data from distantsupernovae indicate thatin recenttim es(z < 0:5)the cosm ologicalexpansion hasbegan
to accelerate,nam ely,thatd ~H =d~t> � ~H 2.Thedata arebestinterpreted in G R by accepting theexistencea positive
cosm ologicalconstant� � 2~H 2

today
[65].O necan incorporatesuch acceleratingepoch in theTeVeS Einstein equations

(31)by adding to �2F (�)| purely phenom enologically| a constant(�-independent)term ofm agnitude � �k2‘2=2�.
Such constantpart,which correspondstotheintegration constantinvolved in solvingEq.(36),leavesy(�)unchanged,
m erely shifting the curve for F (�) in Fig.2 up. Furtherm ore,according to Eq.(62) and the em piricalconnection
a0 � H0 [7],the added constant is � 3k3=16�2,that is very sm all. It cannot thus a�ect the discussion in earlier
sections,and in particularF continuesto m ake a positive contribution to the energy both in static system s,and in
cosm ology.
The appearance ofthe cosm ologicalconstantin F has alm ostno e�ect on the value of�. To see why note that

� doesnotdirectly a�ectthe scalarequation (42),butonly the Friedm ann equation (119). Hence Eq.(137)isstill
valid.Astheexpansion accelerates,a beginsto grow exponentially with t.Both term son ther.h.s.ofEq.(137)thus
fallo� drastically,and � becom es\stuck" atthe value ithad soon afterthe onsetofacceleration.Consolidating the
results ofSecs.VIIB-VIIE with ourconclusion we see that the range ofinitialconditions 0:007 < �0 � 1 insures
that� > 0 and e� � 1 throughoutcosm ologicalevolution.
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V III. C A U SA LIT Y IN T eV eS

TeVeS’s predecessors,AQ UAL and PCG ,perm itted superlum inalpropagation ofscalarwaveson a static back-
ground.In the caseofPCG with a convex potentialthisoccurshand in hand with an instability ofthe background,
so itisuncleariftrue causality violation occurs.How doesTeVeS handle causality issues?
Thequestion iscom plicated hereby oftheexistenceoftwo m etrics,g�� and ~g��,whosenullconesdo notcoincide

(except where � = 0). W hich ofthe two cones is the relevant one for causalconsiderations ? W e shalltake the
view thatsince com m on rodsand clocksare m aterialsystem s with negligible self-gravity,the coordinatesto which
the Lorentz transform ations ofspecialrelativity refer are those oflocalorthonorm alfram es ofthe physicalm etric
~g�� and not ofg��. It is by ascertaining that in no such physicalLorentz fram e can physicalsignals travelback
in tim e that we shallcertify the causalbehaviorofTeVeS.Now Lorentz transform ationsinvolve a param eter,the
criticalspeed \c". W e shallidentify this with the speed ofelectrom agnetic disturbancesso that,ascustom ary,the
speed oflightisthesam ein allLorentzfram es.Sincewehavebuiltspecialrelativity into TeVeS by insisting thatall
nongravitationalphysicsequations(including M axwell’sequation)take theirstandard form when written with ~g��,
thisprocedureisconsistent.In fact,allsignalsassociated with particlesofallsortsaresublum inalortravelatlight’s
speed with respectto ~g��.
There rem ains the question ofwhether gravitationalperturbations (tensor,vector or scalar) can ever exit ~g��’s

nullcone.Theanalysisgiven below isquitedi�erentfortensorand vectorperturbationson theonehand,and scalar
perturbationson theother.O nepointin com m on,however,isthatcausality isguaranteed only in spacetim eregions
forwhich � > 0.Asshown in Sec.VII,thereisgam utofreasonablecosm ologicalm odelsforwhich � isindeed positive
throughoutthe expansion.

A . P ropagation oftensor and vector disturbances is causal

Thecharacteristicsofboth Einstein’sequations(31)and thevectorequation (38)lieon thenullconeofg�� because
allterm sin them with two derivativesare the usualonesin Einstein’sand gauge �eld’sequations. Accordingly,we
do notexpectm etric and vectorperturbationsto traveloutside the nullcone ofthe Einstein m etric g��. However,
the interesting question isratherwhatisthe speed ofa waveofthisclassin term softhe physicalm etric ~g�� ?
In theeikonalapproxim ation thewavevector�� ofm etricperturbations,thatisthe4-gradientofthecharacteristic

function,willsatisfy g������ = 0.HenceEq.(23)gives

~g������ � 2(U���)
2 sinh(2�)= 0: (141)

W e considera genericsituation where U� m ay have both tem poraland spatialcom ponents.The norm alization (20)
im pliesby Eq.(22)that ~g��U�U� = � e2�. Thusin an appropriately oriented localLorentz fram e,L,ofthe m etric
~g�� wem ay param etrizeU� by

U
� = e�(1� V2)� 1=2f1;� V;0;0g (142)

with � 1 < V < 1. This V is actually the ordinary velocity (m easured by the physicalm etric) ofL w.r.t. the
privileged fram ein which them atterisatrest(whetherin cosm ology orin a localstaticcon�guration),nam ely that
in which U� = fe�;0;0;0g.Thisisevidentby considering a Lorentztransform ation from them atterrestfram eto the
coordinatesappropriateto fram eL.
In view ofthe above,Eq.(141)reducesto

0 = A!2 + 2B �k! + D �k
2 � (1� V2)�?

2 (143)

A � e
4� � V

2 (144)

B � V (e4� � 1) (145)

D � � 1+ V2e4� (146)

with ! = � �t and �k and �? the spatialcom ponents of�� collinear and norm alto Ui (the space part ofU�),
respectively. For arbitrary V (143) is an anisotropic inhom ogeneous dispersion relation (! depends on position
through � aswellason direction ofthewavevector).However,in therestfram eofthem atter(V = 0),itisisotropic
(though stillposition dependentthrough �)with group (orphase)speed equalto

v0 = e� 2�: (147)
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Thecondition fortensorand vectorperturbationsnottopropagatesuperlum inally (v0 � 1asjudged in thephysical
m etric)isthusthat� > 0,which aswesaw,issatis�ed in a widerangeofcosm ologicalm odels(seeSec.VII)aswellas
quasistaticsystem sem bedded in them (Sec.V).Norm ally thisconclusion could becarried overto allLorentzfram es
withoutfurthercalculations.ButbecauseTeVeS adm itsa locally privileged fram e,thatin which U� = e�f1;0;0;0g,
weinvestigatethisconclusion in m oredetailforany V 2 < 1.
Solving Eq.(143)for! gives

! = (� B �k � S)A� 1; (148)

S � (C �2k + A(1� V2)�2? )
1=2; (149)

C � B2 � AD = (1� V2)2e4�: (150)

Thecondition � > 0 m akesA herestrictly positive.Itispossiblefortheaboveexpression for! to changesign,so for
given � wem ustagreeto alwayschoosethebranch ofthesquarerootthatm akes! positive(negative! with opposite
sign � isthe sam e m ode,ofcourse). In whatfollowswe callthe m odeswith upper(lower)signsofthe square root
+ (� )m odes.Forthe com ponentsofgroup velocity collinearand orthogonalto Ui,respectively,wederive

vk = @!=@�k = (� B � C S� 1�k)A
� 1; (151)

v? = @!=@�? = � (1� V2)S� 1�? : (152)

Sincetheseexpressionsarehom ogeneousofdegreezero in �,thereisno dispersion,butforV 6= 0 thepropagation is
anisotropic.Forsm all� onehasanalytically

v = 1� 2(1� V cos#)2 (1� V
2)� 1� + O (�2) (153)

wherev � (v2
k
+ jv? j2)1=2 and # istheanglebetween � and Ui.Thusform oderateV thegroup speed v issublum inal,

butobviously form ula (153)becom esunreliableforV closeto unity.
For arbitrary V it is pro�table,as rem arked by M ilgrom ,to write v in term s of!. In fact a straightforward

calculation gives

1� v
2 = S

� 2
C (�2k + �

2
? � !

2); (154)

from which itisclearthatv can becom e superlum inalonly ifthe (isotropic)phase speed !(�2
k
+ �

2
? )

� 1=2 doesthe
sam esim ultaneously.Sincethe latterwasfound sublum inalatV = 0,wehaveonly to ask ifthere issom eV < 1 for
which ! = (�2

k
+ �2

?
)1=2;wem ightthen suspectthereissuperlum inalpropagation forlargerV .Supposewesubstitute

thislastvalue of! in Eq.(143)togetherwith those ofA,B and D . Collecting term sone can putthe condition for
the transition to superlum inality in the form

(e4� � 1)
�

V �k +
q

�
2
k
+ �

2
?

�2
= 0: (155)

Aswesaw in Sec.VII,forabroad classofcosm ologicalm odels� > 0throughouttheexpansion,and asSec.V testi�es,
variation of� in the vicinity oflocalized m asses em bedded in such a cosm ology is far shortofwhat is required to
turn thesign of�.Itisthusclearthateven in thecase�k < 0,condition (155)cannotbesatis�ed forV < 1.Hence
superlum inalpropagation ofvectorand tensorperturbationsisforbidden.
How doesv vary with V ? W hen �? 6= 0,we�nd num erically thefollowing behavior.Forthe+ m odewith �k � 0,

vk < 0 forallV ,and afterexperiencing a shallow m axim um atm odestV ,v reachesa m inim um atV very nearunity,
which isthedeeperand fartherfrom V = 1 thelargerj�? =�kj.AsV growsfurther,v risesand approachesunity for
V ! 1.If�k > 0,vk startspositive forsm allV buteventually turnsnegativeata ratherlargeV which growswith
j�? =�kj.AsV growsfurther,v reachesa m inim um ,which getsshallowerwith growing j�? =�kj,and then beginsto
rise. Ata criticalV the positive �k + m ode term inates. However,the � m ode with negative �k takesoveronward
from the criticalV ;itfeaturesvk < 0,and foritv riseswith V and approachesunity asV ! 1.The � m ode with
�k > 0 isalwaysunphysical.
For�? = 0 and �k < 0 the+ m odehasvk < 0 throughout,and v risesm onotonically with V approachingunity as

V ! 1.For�k > 0 thatsam em ode hasvk > 0 and v decreasing with increasing V up to a V = Vc � e� 2� atwhich
pointboth vk and v vanish.Theterm inated sequenceiscontinued by the� m odewith �k < 0 forwhich vk < 0 and
v risesm onotonically with V from zero atV = Vc and approachesunity asV ! 1.
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B . P ropagation ofscalar perturbations is also causal

The term s with second derivatives in the scalar equation (37) have a nonstandard form rem iniscent ofthose in
relativistic AQ UAL (see Appendix A). Do scalar perturbations propagate across ~g��’s nullcone,that is do they
travelfasterthan electrom agnetic waves? W e now show thatthe answerisnegative.In the scalarequation (37)in
free space we break � into background and perturbation � = �B + ��,butignore perturbationsofg�� and U�. For
conveniencewe shallcall�B sim ply �.To �rstorderin �� weget[c.f.Eqs.(A2)-(A4)]

0 =
�
h�� + 2�H�H �

�
��;�� + � � � (156)

H � � (h���;��;�)
� 1=2h���;� (157)

� � dln�(y)=dlny (158)

wheretheellipsisdenotesterm swith �� di�erentiated only once.W ehavetem porarily assum ed thatH � isspacelike.
Using Eq.(23)wereexpress(156)in term softhe physicalm etric:

[e� 2�~g�� � (2� e
� 4�)U�U� + 2�H�

H
�]��;�� + � � � = 0 (159)

1. Q uasistatic background

For a quasistatic background,e.g. a quiescent galaxy,H � is indeed a purely space vector in coordinates that
reectthe tim e sym m etry. By (157)H � isnorm alized to unity w.r.t. m etric g�� and to e� 2� w.r.t. ~g��. In a local
Lorentzfram e of~g�� atrestw.r.t.to those coordinatesand appropriately oriented,a genericH � willhavethe form
e� �f0;s;0;

p
1� s2g,with s the cosine ofthe angle between H i and the positive x axis. Then in a Lorentz fram e

m oving w.r.t.the �rstoneatvelocity V in the positivex direction

H � = e� �(1� V2)� 1=2f� V s;s;0;
p
(1� s2)(1� V2)g (160)

In thissam efram eU� isgiven by Eq.(142).
In theeikonalapproxim ation (c.f.Appendix A)onereplacesin a Lorentzfram e��;�� 7! � ������ and drops�rst

derivatives.Again interpreting � �t as! thisgivesa generalization of(143),nam ely

0 = Â !2 + 2(B k�k + B ? �? )! + D̂ �k
2 � (1� V2)(�2b + E �2? )+ 2B ? V

� 1
�k�? (161)

Â � 2e4� � (1+ 2�s2)V 2 (162)

B k � V (2e4� � 1� 2�s2) (163)

B ? � � 2V �s
p
(1� s2)(1� V2) (164)

D̂ � 2V2e4� � (1+ 2�s2) (165)

E � 1+ 2�(1� s2); (166)

where �k isthe com ponentin the x direction,�? isthatin a direction orthogonalto x in the plane spanning the x
axisand H i,and �b isthe com ponentorthogonalto thatplane (we usevectorsym bolsforcom ponentsto keep with
previousnotation).
ForV = 0(restfram eofm atter)thereisnothingtodistinguish thex axisfrom H i’sdirection,sowithoutrestricting

generality we m ay sets = 1 and speak jointly of�? and �b asa vector �? . Then the group speed v = j@!=@�j1=2

turnsoutto be

v0 =
e� 2�
p
2

"
(1+ 2�)2�2

k
+ �

2
?

(1+ 2�)�2
k
+ �

2
?

#1=2

: (167)

From Sec.IIIE we com putethe logarithm icslope

�(�)= (� � 1)(� � 2)=(3�2 � 6� + 4) (168)

whosegraph isshown in Fig.3. In particular,� � 1

2
in a quasistaticregion.In thedeep M O ND regim e�(y)�

p
y=3

so � � 1

2
,whilein thehigh acceleration lim it�(y)� 1 so � � 0.Consequently,in thedeep M O ND regim e,v0 � e� 2�

with equality for �? = 0. In the Newtonian regim e v0 = 2� 1=2e� 2� for all�. Finally,in the interm ediate regim e
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FIG .3: T he logarithm ic slope �(�) as relevant for quasistationary system s, 0 < � < 1, and for cosm ology,

2 < � < 1 .

2� 1=2e� 2� � v0 � (1 + 2�)1=22� 1=2e� 2�, with lower and upper equality for �k = 0 and �? = 0, respectively.
Sum m arizing,scalarwavespropagate sublum inally in the fram e in which the m atterisatrest,provided,ofcourse,
� > 0.
SincethevectorU� de�nesa privileged Lorentzfram e,theform ofthewaveequation (159)isdi�erentin di�erent

fram es. Thuswe m ustcheck explicitly thatthe sublum inalpropagation ofscalarwavesrem ainsvalid in allLorentz
fram es.Since the analyticexpressionsforgeneral� arecum bersom e,wehavedone so num erically forsm allpositive
�. For sm allV the group speed starts at the value (167). If�k < 0,v for the + m ode rises with increasing V

approaching unity asV ! 1.By contrast,if�k > 0,v at�rstdecreaseswith increasing V only to reach a m inim um
which can be quite narrow and deep for�k=j�jnearunity. Beyond the m inim um is a criticalV pastwhich the +
m ode with positive �k isno longerpossible.Itisreplaced by the � m ode with opposite sign of�k,whose v risesas
V risesbeyond the criticalV ,approaching unity forV ! 1.
In sum m ary,provided � > 0 as guaranteed (see Sec.V) for the vicinity ofm asses em bedded in the cosm olo-

gies studied in Sec.VII,no case ofsuperlum inalpropagation is observed for scalar perturbations on a quasistatic
background.

2. Cosm ologicalbackground

Considernow propagationofscalarperturbationsin FRW cosm ology.HereU� rem ainspointed in thetim edirection,
and takesthe form (142)in a localLorentz fram e ofthe physicalm etric which m ovesw.r.t. the m atteratvelocity
V in the x direction. Since H � is now tim elike,one m ust change the sign ofthe argum ent ofthe square root in
de�nition (157). De�nition (158)then requiresa switch in sign ofthe � term in Eq.(156). W e m ay evidently write
�;� = �U� (with � spacetim e dependent).Itfollowsfrom de�nition (142)thatH � =

p
2U� independentof�.Using

allthisin the m odi�ed waveequation (159),we obtain in the said Lorentz fram e,afteran eikonalapproxim ation,a
dispersion relation oftheform (143)with thecoe�cientsA,B and C m odi�ed accordingtotherulee 4� ! (2+ 4�)e4�.
Thusin the fram eL wherethe m atterisatrest(V = 0)wenow �nd the isotropicgroup speed,c.f.Eq.(147),

v0 = (2+ 4�)� 1=2e� 2�; (169)

so thataccording to Fig.3,for� > 0,v0 neverexceeds1=
p
2.

ForV > 0 weusetheanalysisleading to Eqs.(154)-(155)with thesubstitution e4� ! (2+ 4�)e4� to concludethat
the passage to superlum inality isforbidden. Num ericalplotsdisclose a behaviorofv(V )very sim ilarto the one for
tensorwaves.For+ typem odeswith �k < 0,v growsm onotonically approachingunity forV ! 1.For�k > 0 m odes
thereisa m inim um ofv atsom ehigh V ,the narrowerand deeperthelarger�k=j�j.A m odeofthistypeexistsonly
up to a criticalV beyond the m inim um ,and is thereafter taken overby the � type m ode whose �k is ofopposite
sign,and forwhich v approachesunity asV ! 1.

C . C aveats

Sum m ing up,propagation ofweak perturbations ofthe tensor,vector or scalar gravitational�elds ofTeVeS is
alwayssublum inalwith respect to the physicalm etric. W e have checked this in detailonly for wavespropagating
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on pure cosm ologicalbackgroundsoron quasistaticbackgrounds.Furtherm ore,the analysislooked atperturbations
ofone �eld while keeping the others \frozen" at their background values. A m ore advanced analysis would have
exam ined propagation ofjointtensor-vector-scalarm odes. This said,no m echanism isevidentforthe form ation of
causalloops. This under the condition � > 0 which,as we have seen,is widely obeyed in at-space cosm ological
m odelsand quasistaticsystem sem bedded therein.
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A P P EN D IX A :A C A U SA LIT Y IN R ELA T IV IST IC A Q U A L

Thiscom esaboutbecause the waveequation forfree propagation of deriving from the L in Eq.(6)(covariant
derivativesarew.r.t.g��),

[~f0(L2g�� ;�  ;� )g
�� ;�];� = 0; (A1)

leadsto the following linearequation forpropagation ofsm allperturbations� on the background fg��; B g:

0 =
�
g�� + 2�X�X �

�
� ;�� + � � � (A2)

X � � (g�� B ;� B ;�)
� 1=2g�� B ;� (A3)

� � dln~f0(y)=dlny (A4)

In Eq.(A2)the ellipsisstandsforterm swhere� isdi�erentiated only once.
For a static background X � is a unit purely space vector X . In an appropriately oriented Cartesian coordinate

system in a localLorentzfram e,itwillpointin the x direction.In such fram eEq.(A2)takesthe form

0 = � � ;tt+ (1+ 2�)� ;xx + � ;yy + � ;zz + � � � (A5)

In theeikonalapproxim ation appropriateforshortwavelengths,onesets = Ae{’ and neglectsterm swith derivatives
ofA orofk� � ’;�.Then Eq.(A5)gives

! = � kt = [(1+ 2�)kx
2 + ky

2 + kz
2]1=2 (A6)

The group speed vg = j@!=@kj1=2 turnsoutto be

vg =

�
(1+ 2�)2kx2 + ky

2 + kz
2

(1+ 2�)kx2 + ky
2 + kz

2

�1=2

: (A7)

In the deep M O ND regim e [~f(y) = 2

3
y3=2],2� = 1 while in the high acceleration lim it [~f(y) � y],� � 0. Thus

whateverthechoiceof ~f,0< � < 1 oversom erangeofy (acceleration).Therevg > 1 ifk isnotexactly orthogonalto
X (distancesand tim esm easured w.r.t.m etricg��).O n theotherhand,lightwavestravelon lightconesof~g�� while
m etric wavesdo so on nullconesofg��. The two m etricsare conform ally related so theirnullconescoincide:light
and m etricwavestravelwith unitspeed.Thusm ost wavesaresuperlum inal,in violation ofthecausality principle
[seeSec.IIB].

A P P EN D IX B :P R O B LEM S FO R P C G IN SO LA R SY ST EM

The perm issible rangesof� and " are strongly constrained by the solarsystem . Itcan be shown [4]thatthe 1=r
forcein Eq.(17)causestheK epler\constant"ofplanetary orbitswith periodsP and sem im ajoraxes~a tovary slightly
with ~a:

4�2~a3=P 2 = G M � (1+ a0~a=��): (B1)
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Assum ing M � � M c,we get � = 1

2
so that as we pass from planet to planet,the \constant" varies by a fraction

� 2� 10� 15=�.TheinnerplanetperiodsP areknown to betterthan onepartin 108.Thus� > 2� 10� 7.
A strongerconstraintcom es the perihelia precessionsofthe planets. The anom alous force in Eq.(17) generates

an extra precession [4]which in M ercury’s case (excentricity 0:206 and ~a = 6� 1012 cm ) am ounts to 3� 10� 8�� 1

arcsec=century. W ith � = 2� 10� 7 thisalready am ountsto 0:35% ofthe Einstein precession,which ism easured to
aboutthataccuracy.Trying to assum e M � > M c justaggravatesthe problem .And we are notatliberty to raise �
furtherbecausefor�xed a0,M c scalesas�2.Thus,forexam ple,with � = 3� 10� 7,the M O ND lim itofPCG would
notapply to galaxieswith M < 8� 109,a range including m any dwarfspiralswith m issing m assproblem s! Hence
the perihelion precession m arginally rulesoutPCG with a sexticpotential.

A P P EN D IX C :R ELA T IO N B ET W EEN D ET ER M IN A N T S g A N D ~g

From Eqs.(22-23)itfollowsthat

~g��g�� = e2�
�
��� + (1� e� 4�)U�U�

�
(C1)

Viewing thisasm ultiplication oftwo m atrices,we takethe determ inant:

~g� 1g = e8�DetK(�;U); K(�;U)� I + (1� e� 4�)U (C2)

where I isthe unitm atrix whose com ponentsare ��� while U isa m atrix with com ponentsU�U�.Now both ~g and
g arescalardensities,so thattheirratio m ustbe a true scalar.Hence DetK(�;U)isa scalar.
In a localLorentz fram e in which the unit tim elike vector U� has com ponents f1;0;0;0g,U’s only nonvanishing

com ponentisU0
0 = � 1. Therefore,DetK = [1� (1� e� 4�)]� 1� 1� 1 = e� 4�. Substituting thisin Eq.(C2)we

recoverEq.(28).

A P P EN D IX D :R ELA T IO N S B ET W EEN m s,m g A N D rg

To determ ine rg one m ustdelve into the region % < R. Assum ing that the idealuid m odeling the m atteris at
restin the globalcoordinates,we m ay write its4-velocity as ~u� = e�U� = � e�+ �=2��

t (see Sec.IIIC).Letusreturn
to Eq.(85),substitute ~Ttt from Eq.(40)and reorganizethe lefthand sideto obtain

%� 2e�� 5&=4(%2&0e&=4)0= � 8�G P (D1)

P � ~�e�(2e� 2� � e
2�)+ �tt+ � tt=8�G (D2)

Integration givesfor% > R

&0e&=4 = �
2G m g

%2
�

1

%2

Z %

R

(8�G �tt+ � tt)e
5&=4� �%2d% (D3)

m g � 4�

Z R

0

P e5&=4� �%2d%; (D4)

wherethe integralin Eq.(D3)doesnotcontain ~� sinceitextendsonly outsidethe uid.
How m uch doesthe \gravitationalm ass" m g di�erfrom the scalarm assm s ? Fora starthe volum e integralof~p

isoforderthe random kinetic energy,which by the Newtonian virialtheorem isoforderofthe gravitationalenergy
� G mg=R. According to Eqs.(73),(74)and (92)this isalso the orderofthe fractionalcorrection to m s orto m g

com ing from the m etric factorsand e�. W e have notworked out �tt or � tt in the interior,but from Eqs (79) and
(83) we m ay estim ate thatthe �tt and � tt=8�G term s contribute to m g term s ofO (kG m s

2=R)and O (K rg
2=G R),

respectively.Because we assum e sm allk and K ,these lasttwo term sare obviously subdom inantcontributions.W e
m ay concludethatm g and m s di�erby a fraction oforderG m g=R which is10� 5 forthe solarsystem .
Letusnow calculate&0e&=4 at% = R using Eq.(74),(89)and (91)and equatetheresultto� 2G mg=R 2 asstipulated

by Eq.(D3):

rg +
K rg

2

8R
�
kG 2m s

2

4�R
+ O (rg

3=R 2)= 2G m g (D5)
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Forthe sun rg=R � G ms=R � 10� 5;weseethatrg � 2G mg with fractionalaccuracy m uch betterthan 10� 5.
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