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This speculative argument proposes that within a physical, ponderable model of space-time, anti-gravity may

naturally arise. The central concept involves a paradigm shift from ‘adding stuff’ to ‘thinning out,’ wherein the

local geometry of space-time, as perceived by embedded observers, plays a crucial role. In this context, the

equivalence principle holds, emphasizing the focus on the intrinsic structure of space-time rather than interac-

tions among individual particles or quanta.
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I. INTUITIVE IMAGES ON FRACTAL GRAVITY

In this speculative paper we try to answer the following

question: How would an embedded [1], intrinsic [2] observer

experience a fractal substratum which supports motion? In

particular, what would be the intrinsic physics of a Menger

Sponge?

The Menger Sponge is a three-(exterior)dimensional gen-

eralization of the two-(exterior)dimensional Sierpinski carpet,

which in turn is an extension of a one-(exterior)dimensional

Cantor set. It is generated by beginning with a cube, and di-

viding every face of the cube into nine squares, then removing

or ‘cutting out’ the smaller cube in the middle of each face, as

well as removing the smaller cube in the center of the original

cube; and by recursively repeating these steps for each of the

remaining smaller cubes.

One issue that comes to mind (among many others) is

the apparent ‘discontinuity’ of the ‘disjoint’, although path-

connected, parts of this construction—which nevertheless

forms a set theoretic continuum. Stated pointedly: how can an

embedded, intrinsic observer ‘experience’ continuous motion

if the underlying substratum is disjoined, disconnected, dis-

continuous and discrete? We propose that this is an old ques-

tion that was already put forward by the Eleatics in Zeno’s ‘ar-

row paradox’. We will not propose any ‘(re)solution’ of this

paradox here, but just observe that the canonical information

of evolution or ‘movement’ is not only about space but about

the (information encoded in the) velocity (momentum/inertia).

Another issue is the possible operational constructions [3]

of entities such as dimensional [4] and metric spaces allowing

the definition of metrics and distances [5, 6]. In the context of

fractals, this may be seen as the projection of fractal objects [7,

8] in terms of dimensional shadowing [9].

What follows will be a generalization of relativity on geo-

metric structures such as fractals. Thereby, these geometric

structures can be interpreted by abstract forms of ‘ether’. Rel-

ativity did not abandon the ether, but rather redefined it as a

property of space-time itself. According to Einstein [10, 11],

ether is not the same as the classical ‘mechanical, ponder-

able’ Hertzian ether that was assumed to be a mechanical

substrate consisting of microscopic constituents that served
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as a medium for electromagnetic waves. While Maxwell and

Lorentz had already succeeded in eliminating certain mechan-

ical attributes associated with the Hertzian ether, they still re-

tained its immobility. The ether of Einstein is not an immobile

mechanical substance or a kind of ponderable entity, but a ge-

ometrical structure, devoid of any definite state of (mechani-

cal) motion, that can be curved by the presence of matter and

energy. Therefore, one may say that relativity did not abandon

the ether, but transformed it into a more abstract and general

concept.

It is most instructive to consider Einstein’s metaphor for

this situation: Consider waves on the surface of water. Two

distinct aspects can be described in this process. Firstly, one

can observe how the wavelike interface between water and air

changes over time. Alternatively, using small floating bod-

ies, one can track the shifting positions of individual water

particles over time. However, without any means to opera-

tionalize such floating entities to trace fluid particle motion

fundamentally, and if only the temporally changing position

of the space occupied by water were noticeable, intrinsic, em-

bedded observers would have no reason to assume that water

consists of moving particles. Nevertheless, we could still re-

fer to it as a medium—or ether. It is this nonmechanical ether,

devoid of any (operational) microphysical property that Ein-

stein promotes for the propagation of electromagnetic waves.

In particular, one has to abstain ascribing a state of motion to

(constituents of) the ether. Moreover, in Einstein’s general

theory of relativity, space possesses physical qualities, im-

plying the existence of a certain type of ether. Without this

ether, there would be no light propagation, measures, clocks,

or spatial-temporal distances. However, this ether differs from

ponderable media, lacking traceable parts through time (such

as floating bodies on water) and not subject to the concept of

motion.

Quantum field theory challenged this view insofar as it as-

cribed a certain ‘ponderability’ to the vacuum state. In 1948,

Casimir and Polder suggested that London-Van der Waals in-

teractions could give rise to forces between electrically neutral

objects, particularly between a neutral atom and a conducting

plane, or two neutral atoms [12], or between parallel conduct-

ing planes [13]. Such dispersion forces have an alternative

characterization in terms of quantum (vacuum) fluctuations,

using the methods of zero-point energy [14–18].

Independently, Dirac [19] pointed out that the quantum vac-

uum “is no longer a trivial state, but needs elaborate mathe-
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matics for its description.” (In 1982, I had the opportunity to

inquire personally with Dirac about this issue. At that time,

Dirac was emphasizing that all he cared about was the elec-

tron equation.)

Subsequently, Sakharov observed that in general relativ-

ity, spacetime action is postulated to depend on curvature,

resulting in ‘metrical elasticity’ that generates forces resist-

ing space curvature [20–25]. He suggests that this action can

be linked to changes in quantum vacuum fluctuations when

space is curved, viewing metrical elasticity as a level displace-

ment effect. Beyond the Casimir-Polder forces, Sakharov

proposes that gravitation—that is, the apparent curvature of

space-time—arises from the elasticity of the vacuum, orig-

inating from the quantum vacuum fluctuations of interact-

ing electromagnetic and other fields. Therefore, gravity is a

secondary, ‘emergent’ interaction, akin to how hydrodynam-

ics or continuum elasticity theory emerges from molecular

physics [26]. Indeed, recent indirect [27] methods, as well

as direct comparisons [28] of the propagation speeds of elec-

tromagnetic and gravitational waves, consistently indicate that

this speed is identical to the speed of light in a vacuum, sug-

gesting a common origin.

From the onset the elasticity theory of solids has been

linked to the formalism of the general theory of relativ-

ity [29, 30]. A geometrical approach to the theory of struc-

tural defects in solids by (four-dimensional) continuum me-

chanics [31–47] effectively [48] encodes defects in terms of

elastoplasticity. This formalism is tensor based. The op-

erational, intrinsic viewpoint of embedded observers is em-

phasized. For instance, Kröner states [38] that “lengths are

measured and atoms identified by counting lattice steps in

the three crystallographic directions, then applying Pythago-

ras’ theorem ds2 = gkl dxkdxl , where ds is the distance of two

atoms with relative position dxk. . . . ds . . . is not the distance

obtained by an external observer by means of a constant scale,

but is, rather, the distance found by an internal observer with

the help of the counting procedure.”

The aforementioned analogy between general relativity and

the elasticity theory of solids has lead to speculations that dark

matter is a solid [49]. Kleinert even suggested that a general

relativity-type ‘crystal gravity’ can be derived for a ‘world

crystal’ with defects [40, 50–52]. In this analogy, the con-

served defect tensor can be identified with the Einstein cur-

vature tensor. The fourth (time) dimension enters because of

the dynamics: the movement of defects and the change of the

crystal’s plastic state [41].

For the sake of demonstrating the analogy between geom-

etry and solid-state defects [30], suppose you are given a flat

paper representing a two-dimensional spatial manifold, with a

circle on it. If you cut out a section of the paper and fold the

remaining paper into a cone, this folding introduces curvature,

thereby reducing the circle’s circumference. We can also ex-

pect that any geodesics (for a flat paper, it is just a straight line)

between two points (remaining and not inside the section that

has been cut out) will shrink with decreasing opening angle of

the cone.

This folding operation takes place in, or requires, a third

dimension. Any attempt to force or crush the paper cone onto

a surface confined to a flat two-dimensional plane will exert

a force on the paper cone, eventually tearing apart the paper

fabric due to its flatness.

However, suppose that the two-dimensional surface is capa-

ble of adapting to the shape of the cone. Confinement by flat-

ness can, for instance, be overcome by injecting or inserting

additional ‘surface stuff’ into the two-dimensional surface,

which might thereby reproduce the cone shape to a certain

degree (without a perfect cone dip). This ‘added stuff’ is akin

to a disclination in solid-state physics.

This metaphor can be perceived from an extrinsic, three-

dimensional perspective, as we did at first. But for flat-

landers [53] embedded in ’cone-world,’ they would experi-

ence a need to explain their world in terms of nonflat, curved

geometry.

In the next step, let us invert the question, as well as the

role of the cone and the two-dimensional surface: So far, we

have considered adding stuff to an existing flat manifold to

resolve confinement. What about removing stuff from this

manifold, thereby creating vacancies? In particular, consider

the case of the Sierpinski carpet or the Menger Sponge. What

kind of intrinsic operational phenomenology would embedded

observers experience?

An intuition can be obtained rom Kröner’s aforementioned

observation that, embedded observers measure lengths ‘by

counting lattice steps’. Indeed, if we need to ‘add’ stuff, like

in the case to accommodate the cone, then we need to ‘sub-

tract’ stuff to adapt a fractal object like Sierpinski carpet. In

the former case intrinsic observers take ‘longer’ to traverse

a region inhabited by a cone, whereas in the latter case they

seem to take a ‘shortcut’.

II. SEMI-QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS

In what follows we shall approximate space-time metrics of

fractals—or rather, approximations of fractals where scaling

has not been performed in the limit—and then construct the

associated Ricci tensor, which is a measure of how a volume in

a ‘curved’ space differs from a volume in Euclidean space. We

shall argue that, unlike normal matter and normal energy, this

gives rise to negative curvature, which is a signature for ‘anti-

gravity’ in the sense that it effectively describes a repulsive

force.

When talking about anti-gravity it needs to be acknowl-

edged that the formalism of general relativity does not out-

rightly disallow it [54]: The Einstein equations Gi j = κTi j,

where Gi j denotes the Einstein curvature tensor, Ti j the stress-

energy tensor (the source of the gravitational field), and κ

is the gravitational constant, connect energy (density) to (lo-

cal) geometry. Indeed, it is only after making some (physi-

cally motivated) assumptions regarding the stress-energy ten-

sor Ti j, that the geometry of space-time Gi j reflects an ‘attrac-

tive gravitational force’. If Ti j is ‘exotic’ this could give rise

to all sorts of ‘strange’ geometries G, including ‘anti-gravity’.

It is not totally unreasonable to speculative that quantum field

theory, in particular, vacuum fluctuations (beyond repulsive

Casimir or London-Van der Waals forces that appear not to be
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mediated by geometry [55]), may provide such ‘exotic’ states

of the vacuum or matter (density) [56–58].

The metric or geodesic distance dF(p,q) between two

points p,q on a fractal set (or geodesic mask [59, Chap-

ter 7]) of point defects F such as the Cantor set, the Sier-

pinski carpet or the Menger Sponge is the minimum of the

length L of the (therefore, ‘shortest’) path or chain [60, 61]

P = (p1, p2, . . . , pl) joining p and q and included in F , that is,

dF(p,q) = min {L(P)|p1 = p, pl = q, and P ⊂ F}.

At that point it should be emphasized that we are not

interested in ‘extrinsic’ observables such the average dis-

tance [62], or the geodesics in the Sierpinski Carpet and

Menger Sponge [60, 61, 63–65]. We will be interested in in-

trinsic metrics for imbedded observers. To this end we shall

combine ‘crystal space-time’ [41, Equation (1.6)] of vacancies

with density (vacancy per cell of a space crystal F) Nv, as well

as interstitial (additional ‘stuff’) density Ni with an idealized

metric tensor gi j in its most elementary diagonal form [39,

Equations (3,4]

g= diag
[

−1,(1−Nv+Ni)
2
3 ,(1−Nv+Ni)

2
3 ,(1−Nv +Ni)

2
3

]

.

(1)

The exponent 2/3 can be motivated by noticing that the vol-

ume of an infinitesimal parallelepiped can be written in terms

of the modulus of the Jacobian determinant, which in turn

can be written as the square root (the positive inverse of the

square) of the modulus of the determinant of the metric ten-

sor. Thererfore, integration over these infinitesimal paral-

lelepipeds yield an intrinsic volume that is proportional to the

density 1−Nv+Ni.

At the lowest scale resolution, for the Menger Sponge,

Ni = 0 and Nv = 20/33 ≈ 0.74. This vacancy density gets

larger as the resolution increases, and in the limit approaches

unity: ‘almost all stuff is lacking’. Let us, for the sake of the

argument, suppose that we are not dealing with ‘added inter-

stitial stuff’, so from now on, Ni = 0.

If the metric is not modelled by a uniform continuum of

vacancies as in (1) but by a ‘one off’ localized vacancy, we

could, in spherical coordinates {t,r,θ,ϕ}, make the Ansatz

g = diag
[

−1,(1−Nv)
2
3 e−r2

,r2,r2 sin2 θ

]

. (2)

The metric tensor gi j in Equation (2) determines the geom-

etry, and also the Einstein curvature scalar G = gi jGi j via the

Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar. This computation yields the

Ricci scalar R

G = R =−
2e−r2

[

(1−Nv)
2
3 er2

+ 2r2 − 1
]

(1−Nv)
2
3 r2

, (3)

which, for small r ≪ 1, is of the order of

G = O

[

1− (1−Nv)
2
3

(1−Nv)
2
3 r2

]

. (4)

With respect to a frame aligned with the motion of perfect

fluids or massive scalar fields the stress-energy tensor T i j is of

the form

T =







ρ 0 0 0

0 p 0 0

0 0 p 0

0 0 0 p






, (5)

and thus

T i
j = gk jT

ik ≡











−ρ 0 0 0

0 (1−Nv)
2
3 p 0 0

0 0 (1−Nv)
2
3 p 0

0 0 0 (1−Nv)
2
3 p











,

(6)

where ρ is a density and p is a pressure. Tracing this out, and

inserting both G and T = T i
i into the (traced-out) Einstein

equation yields

T =−ρ+ 3(1−Nv)
2
3 p =

1

κ
O

[

1− (1−Nv)
2
3

(1−Nv)
2
3 r2

]

. (7)

For a particle of mass m at rest, ρ can be identified with m and

p vanishes, so that Equation (7), with (1−Nv)
2
3 ≈ 1−2Nv/3,

reduces to

m =−
1

κ
O

[

1− (1−Nv)
2
3

(1−Nv)
2
3 r2

]

≈−
1

κ
O

[

Nv

(1− 2
3
Nv)r2

]

, (8)

which is negative for 0 < Nv < 1.

III. DISCUSSION

This estimation does not propose any physically feasible

method to induce vacancies in the vacuum. As mentioned

earlier, considerations related to Casimir-type quantum field

effects may be relevant in this context.

Furthermore, the analysis has not leveraged the Menger

Sponge’s analytic structure in the limit where, metaphorically

speaking, space becomes ‘thinned out’ to an extent that ren-

ders it transparent to motion. In such a scenario, distances

measured in terms of Lebesgue measures may approach van-

ishing values.

Nevertheless, the argument presented here aims to suggest

that, in a physical—even ponderable, to use Einstein’s termi-

nology of the time—model or representation of space-time,

anti-gravity may emerge quite naturally. This conceptual-

ization revolves around the notion of ‘thinning out’ rather

than ‘adding stuff’. Consequently, the equivalence princi-

ple remains applicable, as we are not referring to interactions

among individual particles or quanta, but rather to the local

geometry of space-time as inherently perceived by embedded

observers.
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