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Abstract

A self-consistent gravitational quantum field theory, with gravitational force treated on the same footing as the other three funda-

mental interactions, was established recently. The gravidynamics predicted by such a theory could lead to important implications,

and the comparisons with experimental results may provide us opportunities to test such new approach of gravity based on the

framework of the quantum field theory of gauge interactions. In this work, we start with the effective field equation of the gravita-

tional quantum field theory, and then solve the perturbative gravigauge field order by order up to the 1st post-Newtonian level under

the assumption of a simplified energy-momentum tensor of perfect fluids. Having the constraints on the related post-Newtonian

parameters from the most up-to-date observational data, the new bound on the combined coupling in the gravitational quantum field

theory |γG(αG−αW/2)| ≤ (2.4±30)×10−6 is obtained. Under such bound, we found that the new gravitational quantum field theory

successfully passed and found no conflict with the contemporary keynote Solar system experiments of gravity.
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1. Introduction

Einstein’s General theory of Relativity (GR) with his revo-

lutionary perspective of geometrization of fundamental forces

and the Quantum Field Theory (QFT) of gauge interactions can

be viewed as the two cornerstones of modern physics, while,

the union of these two basic frameworks remains an unfin-

ished journey in today’s theoretical investigations. GR, since

its beginning in the early 20th century, had passed, systemati-

cally, many stringent experimental tests mainly within the weak

field limit, especially after the establishments of the so called

Dicke-framework of experimental relativity and the Parame-

terized Post-Newtonian (PPN) formalism since the late 1960s

[1, 2, 3, 4]. Today, confronted even with the gravitational

wave observations of strong field dynamics of curved space-

time from the LIGO-VIRGO-KAGRA collaborations [5, 6, 7],

GR remains the best fitted theory among all the alternatives

of classical theory of gravitation [8, 9, 10]. However, chal-

lenges in theoretical concerns such as the unification of fun-

damental forces, information paradoxes and the final fate of

black holes, the enigma of spacetime singularities and so on

had inevitably led us into the uncharted realm of quantum

theory of gravity. On the other hand, relativistic QFTs in

Minkowski spacetime had been verified, with more and more

precise experiments, as a successful theoretical framework for
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the other three fundamental forces. The electromagnetic, weak

and strong interactions are described by the standard model and

are treated as relativistic gauge fields in Minkowski spacetime

[11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. Such success had

strongly motived one to consider the possibility that gravita-

tional force may be treated on the same footing as the other

three fundamental interactions and the long-sought quantum

theory of gravity could be constructed as a QFT of gauge in-

teraction defined in a flat base spacetime.

However, such approach is different from the main stream

studies of QFTs of gauge theory of gravity in the past half

century, see [21, 22, 23] for detailed reviews, which were

generally built, following Einstein’s ideal of general covari-

ance, based on Riemannian geometry on curved spacetime.

Considering the critical meaning of the global Poincare group

P(1, 3) = S O(1, 3) ⋊ T 1,3 in the successful QFT description

of the standard model, it has been pointed out that such a

global symmetry of the reference or coordinate Minkowski

spacetime together with localized internal symmetries, espe-

cially the internal translation-like symmetry in relating to T 1,3,

should be essential in the construction of the QFT of gravity

[24, 25, 26, 27]. Such a new approach to the QFT of grav-

ity gauge theory is distinguished from the ideas of general co-

variance suggested by Einstein, since the general linear group

GL(1, 3,R) for general coordinates transformations on curved

spacetime manifolds does not contain the translation symme-

try T 1,3 as a subgroup. Having this in mind, the main postu-
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lates for this new approach of QFT of gravity had been sum-

marized firstly in refs.[24, 25], (i) a bi-frame spacetime is pro-

posed to describe the QFT of gravity; (ii) The kinematics of

all quantum fields obeys the principles of special relativity and

quantum mechanics; (iii) The dynamics of all quantum fields is

characterized by basic interactions governed by the gauge sym-

metries; (iv) The action of quantum gravity is to be expressed

in the spin-related intrinsic gravigauge spacetime to be coordi-

nate independent and gauge invariant; (v) The theory is invari-

ant not only under the local spin and scaling gauge transfor-

mations of quantum fields defined in the gravigauge spacetime,

but also under the global Lorentz and scaling as well as trans-

lational transformations of coordinates in the flat Minkowski

spacetime. Based on such postulates, a self-consistent gravi-

tational quantum field theory (GQFT) in a bi-frame spacetime

bearing with both the global Poincare symmetry P(1, 3) of the

flat reference or coordinate spacetime (as the base spacetime)

and internal Poincare-type gauge group referred to as inhomo-

geneous spin gauge symmetry WS (1, 3) = S P(1, 3) ⋊ W1,3 of

locally non-coordinate gravigauge spacetime (as the fibers) was

established in refs.[25, 26], where S P(1, 3) ≡ S O(1, 3) and

W1,3 correspond to the internal spin gauge symmetry and chiral-

type translation-like spin gauge symmetry of fermion fields. In

such a new theory, a bicovariant gravigauge field is identified as

the massless graviton within the bi-frame spacetime framework.

Notably, the gravitational interactions involving basic fermion

fields and spin gauge fields occur primarily via the spin-related

gravigauge field rather than the composite gravimetric field.

The detailed gravidynamics and spinodynamics of the GQFT

were derived and carefully investigated in ref.[27], where GR

can be found as the classical limit of such gravidynamics within

the framework of GQFT in the low energy limit. As energy

scale µG grows, new effects in gravidynamics predicted by such

a theory will gradually deviate from GR, which will become

significant important when the energy scale is comparable with

the Planck mass scale µG ∼ MP, please see [27] for details. This

may lead to important implications and shed some new light

upon variance exciting topics like the quantum modifications

of singularity theorem, quantum inflation in early Universe, the

fate of black holes etc., while, on the other hand, the new gravi-

dynamics in this theory will also provide us important clues and

opportunities to test such new approach of quantum theory of

gravity based on the basic framework of the QFT of gauge inter-

actions. Therefore, it is meaningful to systematically compare

the predictions of the GQFT with today’s experimental results

from the precision Solar system tests and the astronomical ob-

servations.

For such a task, the well-known PPN formalism established

by Nordtvedt, Will and et al. in the 1970s can serve as a basic

but powerful tool [8, 9]. In the PPN formalism, the perturbative

metric of a gravitational theory is expanded by orders in terms

of linear combinations of the so-called Post-Newtonian (PN)

potentials, which are determined by the properties of matter

distributions. The differences in the matter dynamics in gravi-

tational fields predicted by different theories are encoded in the

coefficients (the PN parameters) of these post-Newtonian po-

tentials in the corresponding metrics, which can be compared

with the most up-to-date observation data. In this work, the

PPN metric solution of the GQFT in the weak field and slow

motion limits is derived, and, confronted with today’s Solar sys-

tem experiments, a most up-to-date constraint on the combined

key parameter γW ≡ γG(αG − αW/2) of the GQFT is obtained.

It is found that the new GQFT successfully passed and found

no conflict with the contemporary keynote Solar system exper-

iments of gravity.

2. PN metric solution of GQFT

2.1. Field equation

Limited by the length of this work, we will not repeat the

detailed derivation of the effective field equation of the GQFT,

which can be found in [27]. Here, we summarize the effective

field equation that extends Einstein’s GR in the large scale and

low energy regime of the GQFT and the related definitions used

in this work

Rµν −
1

2
χµνR + γGR̃µν = −8πGTµν, (1)

here Rµν denotes the Ricci tensor, R the scalar curvature, χµν
serves as the metric, and Tµν the energy-momentum tensor of

the matter field. The sigh differences (−,+,+,+) and units with

c = 1 are adopted. The new correction term R̃µν in GQFT is

defined as follows [27]:

R̃µν = ∇̄ρF̄
ρ
(µν)
+

[1

2

(
χµλη

ρ
ν + χνλη

ρ
µ

)
χ̄

[λσ]ρ′σ′

aa′

−1

4
χ̂µνχ̄

[ρσ]ρ′σ′

aa′

]
Fa
ρσFa′

ρ′σ′ ,

∇̄ρF̄
ρ

(µν)
≡ ∂ρF̄

ρ

(µν)
− ΓρρλF̄λ

(µν) −
1

2

(
ΓλρµF̄

ρ
λν + Γ

λ
ρνF̄

ρ
λµ

)
,

F̄
ρ
µν ≡ χµσχ

a
νχ̄

[ρσ]ρ′σ′

aa′ Fa′

ρ′σ′ ,

Fa
ρσ = ∂ρχ

a
σ − ∂σχa

ρ,

χ̄
ρσρ′σ′

aa′ ≡ χ̂
ρ
c χ̂

σ
d χ̂

ρ′

c′ χ̂
σ′

d′ η̄
cdc′d′

aa′ ,

η̄cdc′d′

aa′ ≡ αGη
cc′ηdd′ηaa′ −

1

2
αW

(
ηcc′ηd

a′η
d′

a + η
dd′ηc

a′η
c′

a

)
.

Γ
ρ
µν is the Christoffel symbol, ηµν is the Minkowski metric of

the global flat base spacetime, γG, αG and αW are coupling

constants. Here µ, ν, ρ, λ = 1, 2, 3, 4 are spacetime indices and

a, b, c, d = 1, 2, 3, 4 the indices for spin-related internal gravi-

gauge spacetime. χa
µ is the gravigauge bicovariant vector field

defined on the global flat Minkowski spacetime and valued in

the vector representation of the S P(1, 3) symmetry of the local

gravigauge spacetime, and χ̂
µ
a denotes its inverse. The relation

between the metric and the bicovariant vector field reads [27]

χµν = χ
a
µχ

b
νηab (2)

Without loss of generality, we assume the energy-momentum

tensor to take the general form of perfect fluids [28, 8, 9]

T
µν
f
= (ρ + ρΠ + p)uµuν + pχ̂µν, (3)

2



where ρ and p is the mass density and pressure as measured in

a local, freely falling, comoving frame, Π is the internal energy

per unit rest mass, uµ is 4-velocity of the fluid element

uµ =

(
1

√
1 − v2

,
vi

√
1 − v2

)
, (4)

with vi (i = 1, 2, 3) the 3-velocity. For Solar system experi-

ments within the weak field and slow motion limits, concern-

ing mainly precision measurement techniques like rangings be-

tween satellites or between satellites and ground stations, Lu-

nar rangings, clock comparisons in space, satellite gradiometry,

VLBI (Very-Long-Baseline radio Interferometry) and so on, the

matter sources of stars and planets could generally be modeled

as stationary, slowly rotating and almost spherically symmet-

ric compact objects. Therefore, in this work, we could simplify

the model of the energy-momentum tensor of the matter source,

and ignore the internal energy and pressure

T µν = ρuµuν. (5)

2.2. PN expansions

We rewrite the field equation (1) into an equivalent form

Rµν = −8πGS µν − γGR̃µν +
1

2
χµνγGR̃, (6)

with

R̃ = χ̂µνR̃µν,

S µν ≡ Tµν −
1

2
χµνT, T = χµνT

µν.

This is the basic equation in this work that is to be solved order

by order. To obtain the 1PN metric solution, one need to expand

all the related quantities in the above field equation in a self-

consistent and balanced way and solve perturbatively the metric

components χµν. According to the Virial theorem for the self-

gravitating system, one has

O(U) ∼ O(v2),

where U denotes the Newtonian potential, and from the motions

of the matter sources one also has

∂/∂t ∼ ~v · ∇.

Therefore, the bookkeeping of the order of “smallness” in the

PN expansions can be based on the powers of velocity vi. Ac-

cording to the PN formalism, to obtain the balanced orders of

the 1PN equation of motions for massive objects

I =

ˆ √
χ00 + 2χ0ivi + χi jviv jdt,

one needs to solve the metric up to the following orders

χ00 = −1 + χ00(2) + χ00(4) + ...,

χ0i = χ0i(3) + ...,

χi j = δi j + χi j(2) + ...,

here, similar to Weinberg’s notation [28], we use the numbers

in parentheses to label the powers of the velocity.

The Ricci tensor and the tensor S µν should be expanded to

the following orders [28]

R00 = R00(2) + R00(4) + ...,

R0i = R0i(3) + ...,

Ri j = Ri j(2) + ...,

S 00 = S 00(0) + S 00(2) + ...,

S 0i = S 0i(1) + ...,

S i j = S i j(0) + S i j(2) + ...,

therefore, for Γi
00

, Γ0
0i

and Γi
jk

, we have [28]

Γ
µ
νλ
= Γ

µ
νλ(2)
+ Γ

µ
νλ(4)
+ ...,

and for Γi
0 j

, Γ0
00

and Γ0
i j

, we have

Γ
µ
νλ = Γ

µ
νλ(3)
+ ....

With careful considerations of the correspondences between

quantities with upper and lower indices under the PN approxi-

mation, we have [28]

χ00(2) = −χ̂00(2), χ00(4) = −χ̂00(4),

χi j(2) = −χ̂i j(2), χ0i(3) = χ̂
0i(3),

and

S 00(0) =
1

2
T 00(0), (7)

S 00(2) =
1

2
(T 00(2) − 2χ00(2)T

00(0) +
∑

i

T ii(2)), (8)

S 0i(1) = −T 0i(1), (9)

S i j(0) =
1

2
δi jT

00(0). (10)

For the gravigauge bicovariant vector χa
µ introduced in the

GQFT, the required PN expansions read

χ0
0 = 1 + χ0

0(2) + χ
0
0(4) + ...,

χ0
i = χ0

i(3) + ...,

χi
0 = χi

0(3) + ...,

χi
j = δi j + χ

i
j(2) + χ

i
j(4) + ...,

and the PN expansions of R̃ and the only relevant 00 component

of R̃µν are as follows

R̃ = R̃(2) + R̃(4) + ...,

R̃00 = R̃00(2) + R̃00(4) + ....

2.3. PN metric solution

Now, for clarity, we denote the metric components as

χ00(2) = h00, χ00(4) = h00(4),

χ0i(3) = h0i, χi j(2) = hi j,

3



and according to Eq. (2) and the PN expansion discussed in

the previous subsection, the relation between the gravigauge

bicovariant vector and the metric components read

−2χ0
0(2) = h00,

−2χ0
0(4) = h00(4) +

1

4
h00h00,

2χi
i(2) = hii,

−2χ0
i(3) = 2χi

0(3) = h0i.

Given the harmonic gauge condition, and after the tedious cal-

culations and simplifications, we have the PN expansions of the

left-hand side of the field equation (6).

R00(4) =
1

2
(∂i∂

ih00(4) + ∂ih00∂
ih00 − ∂0∂0h00 − hi j∂

i∂ jh00),

R00(2) =
1

2
∂i∂

ih00,

R0i(3) =
1

2
∂ j∂

jh0i,

Ri j(2) =
1

2
∂k∂

khi j,

and the curvature correction terms in the right-hand side of Eq.

(6)

γGR̃00(2) =
1

2
γW∂

i∂ih00,

γGR̃(2) =
γW (1 + γW )

2(1 − γW)
∂i∂

ih00,

γGR̃0i(3) =
γW

2
∂ j∂

jh0i,

γGR̃ii(2) =
γW

3(1 − γW)
∂i∂

ih00,

γGR̃i j(2) = − γW

2(1 − γW )
∂i∂ jh00,

γGR̃00(4) =
γW

2
∂i∂

ih00(4) +
γW

8
∂i∂

ih2
00

+
γW (6Γ − 5)

4
h00∂i∂

ih00

+
γW (10Γ2 − 2Γ − 5)

8
∂ih00∂

ih00,

−γGR̃(4) =
γW

2
∂i∂

ih00(4) +
γW

8
∂i∂

ih2
00

+γW

(
2Γ2 +

Γ

2
− 3

4

)
h00∂i∂

ih00

+γW

(
15Γ2

4
− 3Γ

4
− 1

2

)
∂ih00∂

ih00,

with

Γ ≡ 3 + γW

3 − 3γW

, γW ≡ γG(αG − αW/2).

Together with Eq. (7) - (10) and the definitions of the energy-

momentum tensor in Eq. (5)

T 00(0) = ρ∗, T 00(2) =
1

2
ρ∗v2 + (2 − 3Γ)ρ∗U,

T 0i(1) = ρ∗vi, T i j(2) = ρ∗viv j,

where

ρ∗ = ρu0 √−χ,

U = G∗
ˆ

ρ′∗

| ~x − ~x′ |d
3x′,

G∗ ≡ 2(1 − γW )

(2 − γW )(1 + γW)
G.

χ is the determinant of metric. We substitute the above PN

expansions into Eq. (6), and obtain the three equations for the

linear solutions of the metric components h00, h0i and hi j

−16πGρ∗ = (1 + γW )∂i∂
ih00 +

1

2
∂i∂

ih, (11)

16πGρ∗vi = (1 + γW )∂ j∂
jh0i, (12)

0 = (1 + γW )∂k∂
khi j −

γW

2
∂i∂ jh

−
ηi j

2
∂k∂

kh (13)

with

h ≡
∑

i

hii − h00,

and the equation for the nonlinear metric term h00(4)

2+γW

4
∂i∂

ih00(4) − 1
2
hi j∂

i∂ jh00 +
γW

16
∂i∂

ih2
00

+
(

1
2
− 3

8
γW +

1
8
γWΓ − 5

8
γWΓ

2
)
∂ih00∂

ih00

−
(
γWΓ

2 − 5γW

4
Γ + 7

8
γW +

γW

4

1+γW

1−γW

)
h00∂i∂

ih00

= −4πGρ∗
(

3
2
v2 − (2 + 3Γ)U

)
. (14)

The equations for the linear terms Eq. (11) - (13) are solved

in the first place, and then the nonlinear term can be solved

by substituting the linear metric solutions h00, h0i and hi j into

above Eq. (14). We summarize the final 1PN metric solutions

for GQFT in the form of a PPN metric [9] under harmonic

gauge,

χ00 = −1 + 2U − (2β + γ − 1)U2 + 2ψ

+(γ + σ1)Ẍ + O(v6), (15)

χ0i = −2 (γ + 1) Vi + O(v5), (16)

χi j = δi j(1 + 2γU) − (1 − γ)X,i j + O(v4), (17)

with the related PN potentials [9].

Φ1 = G∗
ˆ

ρ′∗v′2

| ~x − ~x′ |d
3x′,

Φ2 = G∗
ˆ

ρ′∗U ′

| ~x − ~x′ |d
3x′,

ψ =
1

2
(2γ + 1 + σ2)Φ1 − (2β − 3

2
+

1

2
γ +

1

2
σ2)Φ2,

Ẍ = − ∂
2

∂t2

ˆ

1

2π

U ′

| ~x − ~x′ |d
3x′,

Vi = G∗
ˆ

ρ′∗v′
i

| ~x − ~x′ |d
3x′,

X,i j = Uδi j − Ui j,

Ui j = G∗
ˆ

ρ′∗(x − x′)i(x − x′) j

| ~x − ~x′ |3 d3x′,

4



GQFT PN parameters Effects Constraints of PN parameters Constraints of γW

γ − 1 deflection of light (−0.8 ± 1.2) × 10−4 (−0.8 ± 1.2) × 10−4

γ − 1 time delay (2.1 ± 2.3) × 10−5 (2.1 ± 2.3) × 10−5

γ − 1 Mercury precession (−0.3 ± 2.5) × 10−5 (−0.3 ± 2.5) × 10−5

β − 1 Mercury precession (0.2 ± 2.5) × 10−5 (2.4 ± 30) × 10−6

Table 1: The constraints on the PN parameters for GQFT and the coupling parameter γW of GQFT.

The related non-zero PN parameters of the GQFT read,

γ =
1

1 − γW

, (18)

β =
36 − 24γW + 33γ2

W
− 41γ3

W

18(1 − γW )2(2 + γW)
, (19)

with 2 additional correction parameters

σ1 = −
γW(37γ2

W
− 66γW + 111)

9(2 + γW )(γW − 1)2
,

σ2 = −
γW(55γ2

W
− 75γW + 102)

9(2 + γW )(γW − 1)2
,

We see that only one parameter γW = γG(αG − αW/2) from the

effective GQFT appears in the PN metric solution, which is the

combination of the three coupling constants of the theory. As

expected, with γW → 0, the PPN metric of the GQFT in Eq.

(15) - (17) will return to that of GR [9].

3. Experimental constraints on GQFT

In the standard PPN formalism, the PN parameters may have

certain physical meanings or are related to specific physical

phenomenons in curved spacetime. In GQFT the conserva-

tion law of energy-momentum is preserved [25, 27]. There-

fore, in this work, the related PN parameters α3 and ζm (m =

1, 2, 3, 4) reflecting the possible violations of the conservation

of energy-momentum and the internal pressure and energy in

matter source modelings are ignored for the sake of simplicity.

The PN parameters ξ and α j ( j = 1, 2, 3) and the related PN

potentials reflecting the preferred frame effects are also ignored

here, since the GQFT satisfies the basic postulate that the theory

is independent of the choices of coordinate systems or reference

frames [25]. The formal full PPN expansion of the GQFT is out

of the scope of this letter and will be left for future works.

The important non-zero Eddington-Robertson-Schiff param-

eters γ and β are derived for the GQFT in this work, please

see Eq. (18) and (19), where γ measures the amount of curva-

ture of space produced by mass and β measure the amount of

nonlinearity ∼ U2 in superposition of gravity. There are 3 ad-

ditional correction parameters σ1, σ2 in this theory that modify

slightly the (relative) magnitudes of the corresponding metric

terms, that can not be restored into the standard form of the

PPN metric.

The strongest constraints on these parameters base on the up-

to-date experimental results are summarized in Table 1. In the

weak field and slow motion limits, null geodesics are more sen-

sitive to curvature of space. Through the classical test of de-

flections of light rays carried out firstly by Eddington a cen-

tury ago [29], the value of γ could be directly determined

[9]. Today, with the help of modern technologies and meth-

ods in precision measurements, especially the VLBI method

[30], the resolution in measuring light deflection angles had

been greatly improved. In recent years, VLBI observations of

quasars and radio galaxies had established a precision reference

frame for astrometry, which had improved the measurements

of light deflection angles to milliarcsecond level. The careful

analyses of the VLBI data through 2010 had yielded the con-

straint γ − 1 = (−0.8 ± 1.2) × 10−4 [31, 32]. Measurements of

the Shapiro time delay of light, another classical test in experi-

mental relativity, can also put constraints on γ. A strong result

γ−1 = (2.1±2.3)×10−5 was reported in [33] from the Doppler

tracking data of the Cassini spacecraft while it was on its way to

Saturn. On the other hand, observations of motions of massive

objects could set constraints on other PN parameters. As the

third classical test in experimental relativity, the explanation of

the anomalous perihelion shift of Mercury’s orbit [34] provided

an estimate for the combination (2 + 2γ − β)/3 [9]. Combining

the results from all the other available data, the even stronger

bounds γ−1 = (−0.3±2.5)×10−5 and β−1 = (0.2±2.5)×10−5

were obtained [35, 36, 37]. At last but not least, the test of

Lense-Thirring effect or frame-dragging effect through obser-

vations of satellite laser rangings [38, 39, 40] and GP-B mission

[41, 42] could set the rather weaker constraints on γ.

From the above discussions, the experimental constraints on

the key Eddington-Robertson-Schiff parameters γ and β will

further set bounds on the combined coupling parameter γW of

GQFT in the weak field and slow motion limit. The strongest

bound is from the studies of anomalous perihelion shift of Mer-

cury’s orbit, which gives |γW | = |γG(αG −αW/2)| ≤ (2.4± 30)×
10−6, which improves a former constraint |γW ≤ O(10−5)| [43].

Such a bound implies that the mass scale of spin gauge field

should be around or below the energy scale of grand unification

theory. Moreover, one can further conclude that, under such

bound, the new GQFT had successfully passed today’s most

stringent and keynote tests in experimental relativity, including

precision measurements of light deflection, Shapiro time de-

lay, perihelion shift of Mercury’s orbit, Lense-Thirring effect of

satellite orbit, frame-dragging precession of orbiting gyroscope

etc.
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4. Concluding remarks

In this work, we start with the effective field equation of

the GQFT, which can be viewed as an generalization of Ein-

stein’s gravidynamics in the large scale and low energy regime

of GQFT. Then, the perturbative metric of the GQFT is care-

fully solved order by order up to the 1st PN level, under the

assumption of a simplified energy-momentum tensor of perfect

fluids. Having this result, one can directly compare with the ex-

perimental constraints on the related PN parameters, and then

set the new and stringent bound on the combined coupling in

the GQFT |γG(αG − αW/2)| ≤ (2.4 ± 30) × 10−6 in the large

scale and low energy regime. Satisfying such bound, the GQFT

successfully passes and finds no conflict with today’s keynote

Solar system experiments of gravitational theories, including

precision measurements of light deflection, Shapiro time de-

lay, perihelion shift of Mercury’s orbit, Lense-Thirring effect of

satellite orbit, frame-dragging precession of orbiting gyroscope

etc. Moreover, with future improvements in the precisions of

these experiments, the PPN approximation and expansion of the

GQFT developed in this work may provide us potential clues

and opportunities to tests such new approach of quantum theory

of gravity based on the basic framework of the QFT of gauge

interactions.
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