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Since their domestication at the dawn of civilization, cats have been known for their uncanny
ability to seemingly defy gravity. We conjecture that this innate ability of cats is real: uniquely in
the animal kingdom, felis catus, possibly along with a few closely related species, are indeed capable
of manipulating their passive gravitational mass. We explore this idea in the context of both general
relativity and quantum physics. We reach the intriguing conclusion that a close study of the behavior
of cats in a gravitational field might shed light not only on the mechanism of neutrino mass mixing
but perhaps even on the most fundamental question in theoretical physics: a satisfactory unification
of the theory of gravitation and quantum field theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1922, the renowned British explorer Sir Archibald
Whiskerton-Paws made a startling discovery in the long-
lost city of Mau-nekhet-ra. Hidden deep in the tomb of
the enigmatic Pharaoh Felinhotep III, Whiskerton-Paws
uncovered a series of remarkably preserved murals de-
picting cats in flight. These images, dating back to the
20th Dynasty (circa 1100 BCE), indeed the reverence of
cats throughout the history of ancient Egyptian society,
puzzled Egyptologists for decades [1].

The uncanny abilities of cats have not escaped the at-
tention of modern authors either. Of particular note is
Heinlein’s remarkable monograph [2], which not only pro-
vides details on the gravitational capabilities of cats but
also hints at a possible quantum mechanical connection,
exhibited especially by younger felines.

Our contention, which we explore in this paper, is that
these startling observations, evidenced across the ages in
the form of both ancient Egyptian depictions (Fig. 1) and
modern accounts, are not merely illusory. Cats indeed,
uniquely in the animal kingdom, possess the ability to
manipulate gravity.

More specifically, we conjecture that felines manipu-
late their effective gravitational mass between 0 and 2m
where m is their nominal mass.

To this end, we propose a theoretical model, which we
tentatively call Modified Feline Gravitational Dynamics
or MOFEGD. As we demonstrate below, it is possible
to formulate MOFEGD in the context of general relativ-
ity, as a profound yet self-consistent modification of Ein-
stein’s theory of gravitation. Moreover, we find strong
evidence that MOFEGD is a quantum theory. In addi-
tion to providing a mechanism that explains other as-
pects of startling feline behavior, our findings also pro-
vide a potential connection, thus insight, into the origin
of the neutrino mass mixing mechanism.

We begin our study in Section II by briefly reviewing
the key relevant aspects of gravitation and the nature of
inertial and gravitational mass. Next, we review avail-
able evidence of the observed dynamics of cat behavior
and postulate a nonrelativistic, phenomenological model
of feline-gravity interaction in Section III. Going beyond

simple phenomenology, we propose a generally covariant
modification of Einstein’s theory of gravitation in Sec-
tion IV. Available evidence of the quantum nature of fe-
line dynamics and a possible connection to neutrino mass
mixing in the Standard Model are discussed in Section V.
We present our conclusions in Section VI.

II. BACKGROUND

Our modern theories of gravitation, including general
relativity and its Newtonian approximation in the limit
of weak fields and low velocities, are based in part on the
weak equivalence principle. The principle equates the in-
ertia of a body, determined by its energy-content, with its
effective “gravitational charge”, its passive gravitational
mass. As a key consequence, the body’s mass cancels out
in its equations of motion, leading to the conclusion that
all bodies accelerate in a gravitational field at the same
rate.

To see how this works, we can consider the context
of Newtonian gravitation in conjunction with Newton’s
second law. The gravitational force F accelerating a body
of mass m in a gravitational potential U is given by

F = −m∇U. (1)

Newton’s second law, in turn, tells us that force is a prod-
uct of mass and acceleration,

F = ma. (2)

Consequently, from (1)–(2), we have

ma = −m∇U → a = −∇U. (3)

As we can see, the acceleration vector does not depend
on the accelerating body’s mass (or indeed, on any par-
ticular material property of the accelerating body).

These fundamental laws are tested at high accuracy
in terrestrial laboratory experiments. We recognize of
course that the Newtonian gravitational potential is just
a useful approximation of the tensor field of gravitation
in general relativity, but the principle remains the same:
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FIG. 1. One of the best preserved depictions of a flying cat
from the burial chamber of Felinhotep III, circa 1100 BCE.
[Image courtesy of M. Journey.]

a test particle’s mass cancels out even in the geodesic
equations of motion.

On the other hand, ever since the 1930s there has been
growing evidence [3, 4] that, on the scale of galaxies and
beyond, Newton’s (and therefore, of course, Einstein’s)
law of gravitation requires revision.

As a matter of fact, the model that is arguably the
best known is not even relativistic. Mordechai Milgrom’s
Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) [5] is an ad hoc

modification of Newton’s second law:

F = ma → F = maµ(a/a0), (4)

where µ(a/a0) is an interpolating function that is char-
acterized by the limits µ(a/a0) → 1 for a ≫ a0, and
µ(a/a0) → a0/a for a . a0, where a0 ∼ 1.2× 10−10 m/s2

is the MOND acceleration scale. MOND correctly repro-
duces the rotation and dynamics of spiral galaxies “by
design”, and it may be testable here in the solar system
[6]. On the other hand, MOND lacks a robust generally
covariant theoretical foundation, and it is challenged by
cosmological data.

Several other modified theories of gravitation involve
fields with a nonzero rest mass and consequently, finite
range. At the Newtonian level of approximation, such
theories are characterized by a Yukawa-type modification
of Newton’s gravitational potential [7]. We represent the
Yukawa-potential and its gradient (the acceleration) as

follows:

Φ = −GM⊙

r

[

1 + α(1 − e−µr)
]

, (5)

a = ∇Φ = −GM⊙

r3
[

1 + α
(

1− (1 + µr)e−µr
)]

r, (6)

with α and µ characterizing the strength and range of the
Yukawa-interaction, respectively. This representation of-
fers the advantage that in the r → 0 limit it reduces
to Newton’s law of gravitation with G being Newton’s
constant. Otherwise it is equivalent to the more popu-
lar Φ = −(GM⊙/r)(1 + αe−µr), after the substitutions
G ⇔ (1 + α)G, α ⇔ −α/(1 + α). Yukawa gravity may
also be testable in solar system experiments [6].
A common trait in MOND, Yukawa-gravity and many

other proposed modifications of Newtonian dynamics,
is the assumption that a body’s passive gravitational
mass (which determines how it responds to a gravita-
tional field) and inertial mass are equal. In other words,
Galileo’s principle of gravitation—namely that the grav-
itational acceleration is independent of a falling body’s
mass or material composition [8, 9]—is assumed valid.
It is this principle that is put to the test by the studied
behavior of feline dynamics.

III. THE MOTION OF CATS – BRIEF REVIEW

How do cats move? Throughout human history, most
civilizations made note of our feline companions’ unique
ability to move with grace and survive the seemingly un-
surviveable, such as falls from great height. “Cats al-
ways land on their feet,” goes the common wisdom in the
English language. Other languages offer similar expres-
sions. Cat-like behavior is often associated with grace
and agility.
Did cats acquire such reputation merely as a result of

their unique physiology, an agile body, good reflexes, a
brain that is especially adept at swift, precise movement?
Or is there more to the observed behavior of cats?
These questions have fascinated generations of re-

searchers, among them physicists, over the ages. And
the interest did not wane. One recent study [10] con-
sidered free-falling cats in the presence of air resistance.
Although they even performed actual experiments, the
use of an inanimate model (a “plush toy”) raises ques-
tions about the validity of results: If cats indeed have
unique abilities, how can we expect a simple mechanical
simulacrum to exhibit similar behavior? Another, more
recent study [11] utilized an oversimplified model that
considered only two fundamental forces (gravity and air
resistance) when calculating a cat’s motion through the
air. We know that even unpowered (glider) aeroplanes
cannot be modeled this simplistically, and powered flight
requires the modeling of at least four forces (weight, lift,
thrust and drag) even when the object – be it an aero-
plane or a cat – is modeled as a point particle.
Needless to say, cats are not point particles and their
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FIG. 2. Rare mid-flight image, taken using a Polaroid instant
camera ca. 1999, of Marzipan, the author’s former cat, exer-
cising his ability to levitate by effectively reducing his passive
gravitational mass to zero. [Image courtesy of I. Czako.]

FIG. 3. A popular Internet meme offer-
ing uncorroborated photographic evidence of
cats appearing heavier than anticipated. From
https://x.com/fuller_si/status/1388106214324662272

interactions with their environment can be very complex.
This is recognized in a yet more recent study [12] al-
though the focus here was on cat-human interactions,
with physics relegated to a secondary role.
Let us therefore focus on the physics of cat dynam-

ics. Specifically, we begin with the assumption, or pos-
tulate, that cats have the ability—be it conscious or
instinctive—to adjust their passive gravitational mass.
Our postulate is based on the observed behavior of cats
(See Figs. 2 and 3.) While their passive gravitational
mass is subject to manipulation, it appears that the in-
ertial mass of felines remains constant. This is particu-
larly evident when felines need to make a sharp turn on
a smooth surface. Often, the feline slides several ten cen-

timeters or more, trying to overcome inertia, even as their
passive gravitational mass is very obviously reduced, con-
sidering their overall trajectories. As a matter of fact,
the reduction of their passive gravitational mass may be
a contributing factor: it also implies reduced traction,
making it even harder for a cat to make a sharp turn.
This has profound implications, since this ability is a

bona fide violation of the weak equivalence principle, no-
tably the equivalence of inertial and passive gravitational
mass. It may also explain the legendary feline ability to
“always land on their feet”, albeit it is not a subject of
our current study.
Rather, we focus on the equivalence principle violat-

ing aspects of this feline ability. We do not discuss any
possible biological or biochemical mechanism that may
be behind this ability1. Our goal is to simply construct a
sensible model, a viable extension of the general theory of
relativity that would accommodate this unusual ability
routinely exhibited by one of the most graceful species
that exist in our biosphere.
In the nonrelativistic context, this ability to manip-

ulate passive gravitational mass is easily modeled phe-
nomenologically. In this representation, Newton’s second
law (2) remains intact. However, when we split the total
force acting on the cat as a sum of gravitational and non-
gravitational forces, we must introduce a modification of
Newton’s law of gravitation (1):

F = Fnongrav + Fgrav = Fnongrav − κ(ψ)mcat∇U, (7)

where mcat is the cat’s nominal passive gravitational
mass, while 0 ≤ κ(ψ) . 2 is a weight function that is
determined by the cat’s internal state ψ. What this ex-
pression asserts is that the internal state of the cat can
result in a variation of the cat’s effective gravitational
mass between 0 and ∼ 2mcat.
Expression (7) is the phenomenological representa-

tion of our Modified Feline Gravitational Dynamics or
MOFEGD, a theoretical framework representing the
gravitational behavior of felis catus.
It is important to stress that κ(ψ) modifies only the

gravitational mass of the cat; the feline’s inertial mass
is unaffected. Therefore, the combination of Newton’s
gravitational law and Newton’s second law must also be
modified:

mcata = −meff∇U, (8)

where meff = κ(ψ)mcat is the effective mass of the cat.
Canceling out mcat, we are left with the equation,

a = −κ(ψ)∇U, (9)

1 While reasonably well-versed in the subjects of gravity, quantum
field theory, or cats, I have no qualifications when it comes to
molecular biology or biomechanics, which is the main reason why
I leave these questions untouched. – VTT

https://x.com/fuller_si/status/1388106214324662272
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in clear violation of the weak equivalence principle. This
is the essential statement of MOFEGD at the Newtonian
level: κ(φ) serves as a gravitational charge-to-mass ratio,
and we assert that cats can manipulate this quantity.
A modern gravitational theory of course cannot be lim-

ited to nonrelativistic phenomenology. Consequently, we
now turn our attention towards general relativity, to see
if we can incorporate a generally covariant representation
of feline behavior in the framework of Einstein’s theory.

IV. THE GENERAL RELATIVISTIC CAT

The generally covariant mechanism that we choose in
order to introduce possible violations of the weak equiv-
alence principle relies on postulating a scalar field in ad-
dition to the tensor field of Einstein gravity.
The archetypal scalar field theory is Jordan–Brans–

Dicke theory [13, 14]. Although appealing, the theory
has been effectively ruled out by precision solar system
observations [15]. We nonetheless feel justified in intro-
ducing a scalar field theory, as our goal is not to seek
a modification of Einstein’s theory that still obeys the
weak equivalence principle. Rather, we specifically use
a scalar theory to introduce a deviation from the weak
equivalence principle, to account for the observed unusual
behavior of cats.
To wit, we envision a theory governed by the following

generic action:

S =
1

16πG

∫

d4x
√
−g[R − 2∇µφ∇µφ− V (φ)]

+ Scat(ψ, φ) + Sm, (10)

where G is Newton’s constant of gravitation, g is the
determinant of the spacetime metric gµν , R is the Ricci-
scalar, φ is a scalar field, V (φ) is its self-interaction po-
tential (and may be null), and Sm is the matter action.
The cat action, in turn, represented by Scat(ψ, φ), de-
pends on ψ that represents the cat’s state, interacting
with the scalar field φ.
As usual, we expect that the variation,

−2√−g
δ(Sm + Scat)

δgµν
= T µν

m + T µν
cat, (11)

yields the stress-energy tensor of matter (including cats),
while the variation,

−1√−g
δScat
δφ

= µ, (12)

yields a scalar charge that characterizes the feline-scalar
coupling as a function of the coordinates. In the case of
a single, point-like cat in state ψ following a world line
parameterized as xicat(x

0), we expect

µ = κ(ψ)δ3(xi − xicat(x
0)), (13)

where δ3 represents the three-dimensional Dirac delta
function.
Looking at the Lagrangian (10), one may have con-

cerns that the kinetic and potential terms characterizing
the scalar field might conflict with existing observations
constraining background cosmic energy density. We ad-
dress these constraints by noting that a) the scalar field
kinetic term can be arbitrarily small, and b) the scalar
field self-interaction potential, even if large, contributes
a “dark energy” type equation of state, w = p/ρ ≃ −1,
where p and ρ represent the corresponding magnitudes
of pressure and density, respectively, modeling the self-
energy contribution as an isotropic perfect fluid. Indeed,
is is even conceivable that this scalar field is responsi-
ble for the observed acceleration of the universe, its self-
energy potential playing the role of dark energy.
There is another intriguing connection between feline

gravitational behavior and general relativity. A recent
paper of ours [16] argues that rigorously constraining the
metrical tensor of gravitation to be symmetric leads to
a subtle but important modification of Einstein’s field
equations. Specifically, the stress-energy-momentum ten-
sor Tµν characterizing matter on the right-hand side
is replaced by its explicitly symmetrized version, T(µν),
whereas any nonsymmetric contribution to Tµν remains
completely unconstrained by gravity.
It is generally assumed that Tµν is always symmetric

for any “sensible” configuration of matter in classical field
theory. We argue, however, that this need not be the case
when cats are present: indeed, the frequently observed,
“uncanny” twisting and turning behavior that cats often
exhibit may be direct evidence of this. Meanwhile, it is
well known that in the quantum theory, certain forms of
matter, e.g., spinor fields, naturally lead to the presence
of a nonzero spin contribution to the stress-energy tensor,
in the form of an antisymmetric term. Customarily, these
terms are canceled out using ad hoc modifications of Tµν
but what if it is unnecessary?
To this effect, we propose the following modification of

Einstein’s field equations in the presence of cats:

Rµν − 1
2Rgµν + Λgµν = 8πG(Tµν + T cat

(µν)), (14)

where, as usual, Rµν is the Ricci-tensor of spacetime and
Λ is a cosmological constant, while T cat

µν is a nonsymmet-

ric stress-energy-momentum tensor characterizing cats.
The gravitational field equations thus leave the antisym-
metric part, T cat

[µν], unconstrained. This part of the cat

stress-energy-momentum tensor may best be described
by a quantum theory of cats, which we discuss in the
next section.

V. QUANTUM CAT THEORY

As we explored the classical gravitational behavior of
cats in the context of both Newtonian and relativistic
physics, we left open the key question: How do cats ac-
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complish the seemingly impossible, manipulating their
passive gravitational mass? To seek plausible answers, we
now turn to the quantum theory. Specifically we draw,
for inspiration, from the currently prevailing model of
neutrino masses.

The puzzling discovery of a deficit in the observed den-
sity of electron neutrinos of solar origin, combined with
the later realization that these neutrinos “oscillate” into
a muon neutrino state en route, led to a daring conclu-
sion. This behavior is now seen as evidence that neutri-
nos not only have masses, but that their mass and flavor
eigenstates do not coincide: determining the (electron,
muon, tau) flavor of a neutrino introduces a mass un-
certainty and conversely, measuring the neutrino energy
may change their observed flavor [17]. Phenomenologi-
cally, this behavior can be represented by supplementing
the Lagrangian of the Standard Model with a mass mix-
ing term:

L = LSM − 1
2 (m

ij ν̄iPLνj + c.c.), (15)

where νi is the i-th (i = 1..3) neutrino field and mij is an
arbitrary 3×3 symmetric matrix, the Pontecorvo–Maki–
Nakagawa–Sagata (PMNS) mass mixing matrix. (The
projection operator PL is included in this expression to
account for neutrino handedness; c.c. stands as usual for
complex conjugate.)

If mij is diagonal, its three nonzero elements just rep-
resent the respective neutrino masses. However, if off-
diagonal terms are present, they represent interactions
between different neutrino species, which allow neutri-
nos to change flavor between source and detection. It
is this mechanism that is believed to be at the root of
the observed solar electron neutrino deficit and the cor-
responding observation of excess muon neutrinos.

Could something similar govern the quantum behavior
of cats? To this end, let us entertain the idea of three cat
states. In addition to the normal cat state, a cat may be
in a “fat cat” state when its passive gravitational mass
doubles, and a “cheshire cat” state in which its passive
gravitational mass vanishes.

Clearly though, this cannot be the full story. Cats do
not behave like neutrinos. As we noted earlier, the iner-
tial mass of cats does not appear variable. This leads us
to realize that a mass mixing term for cats must necessar-
ily govern not the free cat field but the coupling between
cats and the scalar field φ that we postulated earlier.
Again representing the cat state using ψ, we therefore
write down the interaction term,

V (ψ, φ) = −φ(mij ψ̂iψj + c.c.), (16)

with i = [C, S, F ] representing the cheshire, standard,
and fat cat states, and mij serving as the feline mass
mixing matrix, analogous to the PMNS neutrino mass
mixing matrix. The theory is completed by including a
term representing the cat’s inertial mass (modeling the
cat as a perfect fluid appears an especially suitable rep-

FIG. 4. Capturing the author’s cat Rigby while quantum
tunneling from the bottom to the top floor of a cat house, in
early 2025. Note the tail. [Image courtesy of I. Czako.]

resentation, as cats are known to exhibit perfect fluid
behavior [18]) along with a suitable free field term for
the scalar field φ.
Another potential concern arises considering the na-

ture of cats. Cats are obviously not elementary parti-
cles. How is it possible, then, to represent them using a
mass mixing mechanism designed for quantum fields? We
propose that altough in general, cats are non-coherent
many-particle systems, they are, in fact, coherent with
respect to species and passive gravitational mass. There-
fore, with respect to the operators Ŝ (species) or M̂ (pas-
sive gravitational mass) cats indeed behave like fermions.
The quantum behavior of cats was, in fact, already

noted in the literature. In his celebrated (but ultimately,
cruel) thought experiment, Schrödinger of course implic-
itly assumed that his cat is in a coherent state when it
is enclosed in a box that may bring about the poor ani-
mal’s demise [19]. More recently, Heinlein [2] made the
explicit observation that cats, especially younger felines
that do not yet know that they are not supposed to do so,
can quantum tunnel through solid walls2. The seminal
work of these authors encourages us to view the coherent
quantum behavior of cats as a serious proposal.

2 Similar quantum tunneling behavior was demonstrated by the
author’s cat Rigby, who successfully tunneled from the bottom
to the top of a cat house, and was fortuitously observed while
doing so (Fig. 4).
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A fermionic representation of cats also leads to the ob-
servation that the feline field may have a nonzero macro-
scopic spin tensor, i.e., a corresponding stress-energy-
momentum tensor that is nonsymmetric. However, as we
indicated in the preceding section, the gravitational field
may be indifferent to any antisymmetric contribution to
the stress-energy-momentum tensor due to a nonzero spin
density.
The quantum nature of cats may be tested experimen-

tally. In addition to quantum tunneling, noted by Hein-
lein, it may be possible to observe feline species oscilla-
tions. The dynamical behavior of cats may be measur-
able. Observing feline dynamics, e.g., felines falling in
a gravitational field, may allow for precision reconstruc-
tion of their stress-energy-momentum tensor, explicitly
demonstrating its lack of symmetry.
Finally, we note that the assumed massless nature of

the “cheshire cat” state is reminiscent of the possibility
that one of the three neutrino mass states may in fact be
a massless state. Systematic study of feline behavior in
a gravitational field may offer further insight and take us
closer to a robust determination of neutrino masses.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this study, we discussed the passive gravitational
mass as being manipulated by felines. This was done on
purpose, in an abundance of caution. While it is possible,
perhaps even likely, that passive and active gravitational
mass are really the same, to measure the latter would
require measuring the gravitational field of a cat in mo-
tion. Such fields are much too weak, and subject to far
too much unpredictable noise to be measurable in prac-
tice.
Assuming that the behavior we observed applies to the

entire family of felidae, perhaps in the future it will be
possible to carry out similar experiments with a large
cat species, such as a lion or tiger. Considerably more
massive than felis catus, perhaps the gravitational field
of these large cats is independently observable, confirm-
ing the equivalence of passive and active gravitational
mass. However, such experiments are obviously not with-
out danger, and unfortunately, the present author neither
has access to such large felines for experimental purposes,

nor has the requisite training to deal with such animals
safely.
Although we assumed that the observed quantity is

the gravitational mass of the animal, what is actually
measured is mass times Newton’s gravitational coupling
parameter G, i.e., Gm, not m. In Einstein’s field equa-
tions, more precisely the Einstein–Hilbert Lagrangian,
the quantity G determines the strength of the gravita-
tional field. Cats do not appear to influence G, as it
would have an impact on the gravitational behavior of
other, nearby objects, an effect that we do not see. How-
ever, it is perhaps possible that a future modified the-
ory of gravitation introduces instead a bona fide cou-
pling term, one that appears on the “matter” side of
the Einstein–Hilbert Lagrangian. In that case, another
physical interpretation becomes possible: Perhaps what
cats manipulate is not their gravitational mass but the
coupling between their mass and the gravitational field.
This would also offer a natural explanation as to why the
observed behavior affects only the cats’ gravitational, not
inertial, mass.
As we have seen, the fascinating dynamical behavior of

cats, along with its apparent quantum mechanical nature
opens up several possible avenues for further research. It
is our intention to continue our investigation. Results,
when obtained, will be reported elsewhere.
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