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This study tackles the impact dark energy in different systems by a simple unifying formalism. We
introduce a parameter space to compare gravity tests across all cosmic scales, using the McVittie
spacetime (MCV), that connect spherically symmetric solutions with cosmological solutions. By
analyzing invariant scalars, the Ricci, Weyl, and Kretschmann scalars, we develop a phase-space
description that predicts the dominance of the Cosmological Constant. We explore three cases: (1)
the local Hubble flow around galaxy groups and clusters, (2) spherical density distributions and (3)
binary motion. Our results show that galaxy groups and clusters exhibit Kretschmann scalar values
consistent with the Cosmological Constant curvature, indicating where dark energy dominates.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Dark Energy (DE) is one of the most enigmatic puz-
zles in contemporary cosmology. Introduced to account
for the detected accelerated expansion of the cosmos,
DE is hypothesized to be an unidentified energy type
that pervades all of space, generating repulsive effects to
offset gravitational pull on large cosmic scales [1]. Its
identification, prompted by observations of Type Ia su-
pernovae, revolutionized our comprehension of the uni-
verse’s structure and evolutionary trajectory [2]. The
concept of DE as the principal driver of cosmic accelera-
tion has gained reinforcement from diverse observational
data, such as measurements of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) and analyses of large-scale cosmic
structures. Although DE is primarily examined in cos-
mological contexts, its impact also reaches smaller astro-
physical environments, including galaxy clusters, partic-
ularly near transitional zones like the zero-velocity sur-
face, where universal expansion shifts to localized grav-
itational collapse [3]. This interplay between local and
global DE effects provides a unique opportunity to probe
its properties across a wide range of scales.

This study examines DE phenomena across cosmolog-
ical and local scales using the MCV spacetime as a the-
oretical model. The MCV metric characterizes a spher-
ically symmetric mass embedded in an expanding uni-
verse, serving as a versatile tool to analyze DE’s interplay
between localized and cosmic regimes. By studying the
spacetime’s curvature features, we pinpoint areas where
DE’s effects dominate and assess their relevance for test-
ing gravitational theories across different scales—from
strong-field environments near dense objects to large-
scale cosmological evolution, extending the work by [4].
This methodology bridges DE’s influence on cosmic dy-
namics, connecting its behavior in compact astrophysical
settings to its role in shaping the universe’s large-scale
structure.

This paper is organized as follows: Section II discuss
the spacetime and its limiting cases. Section III discusses
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the geodesic equation for the MCV spacetime. Section IV
discusses the expansion domination in different regimes.
Section V discusses the results.

II. GENERAL SPACETIME

A general framework for describing bound systems em-
bedded in an expanding cosmological background is pro-
vided by the MCV metric [5, 6]. For a flat cosmological
background, this metric takes the form:

ds2 = −
(
1− Φ− r2H2

c2

)
c2dt2

− 2rH√
1− Φ

dt, c, dr +
dr2

1− Φ
+ r2dΩ2, (1)

where Φ ≡ 2GM/rc2 represents the gravitational poten-
tial, H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter and Ω is the
angular part of the metric. Here, M is the total mass of
the structure, G is the Newtonian gravitational constant,
and c is the speed of light. The metric reduces to the
Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric
in the absence of a local mass (Φ = 0 and M = 0), and
to the Schwarzschild metric when the Hubble parame-
ter vanishes (H = 0), corresponding to a static, isolated
mass. In the special case where H = Const and Φ = 0,
the metric simplifies to the de Sitter metric, describing a
universe dominated by a cosmological constant. In Eq.
(1), r represents the physical spatial coordinate, which is
related to the comoving coordinate by χ = r/a(t). By
setting M = 0 and using the comoving coordinate, we
recover the standard flat FLRW metric, which describes
a homogeneous and isotropic universe:

ds2 = −(c2 − r2H2) dt2 − 2rH dt dr + dr2 + r2dΩ2

= −c2dt2 + a2(dχ2 + χ2dΩ2). (2)

Similarly, setting H = 0 reduces the metric to the
Schwarzschild metric. See [7] for a further discussion.

To analyze the curvature properties of the MCV space-
time, we compute three key curvature scalars: the Ricci
scalar R, the Weyl scalar C, and the Kretschmann scalar
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K. These scalars provide a comprehensive description
of the spacetime’s geometry, capturing the interplay be-
tween local gravitational effects and cosmic expansion.
The Ricci scalar R reflects the overall curvature influ-
enced by both the local mass and the cosmological ex-
pansion. The Weyl scalar C characterizes the tidal forces
generated by the local mass, which dominate near com-
pact objects. The Kretschmann scalar K combines con-
tributions from both local and global curvature, offering
a complete measure of the spacetime’s curvature invari-
ants:

R =
12H2

c2

(
1− 3

4

1 + w√
1− Φ

)
, C = 12

(
Φ

r2

)2

,

K =
12Φ2

r4
+

24H4

c4

(
1− 3

2

1 + w√
1− Φ

+
9

8

(1 + w)
2

1− Φ

)
, (3)

where w ≡ −1− 2Ḣ/3H2 is the equation of state of the
background universe. For a dark energy-dominated uni-
verse, w = −1; for a matter-dominated universe, w = 0;
and for a radiation-dominated era, w = 1/3. To quantify
the relative strength of local gravitational effects com-
pared to cosmic expansion, we introduce the following
dimensionless parameters:

DH ≡ c

H
, rs =

2GM

c2
= rΦ,

κ ≡ Φ

r2
/
2H2

c2
=

GM

H2r3
, τ ≡ 1 + w√

1− Φ
. (4)

Using these parameters, the curvature scalars can be ex-
pressed as:

R =
12

D2
H

(
1− 3

4
τ

)
, C = 12

r2s
r6

,

K = 48
r2s
r6

+
24

D4
H

(
1− 3

2
τ +

9

8
τ2
)
. (5)

The MCV metric enables the investigation of how bound
systems, such as galaxies or galaxy clusters, evolve within
an expanding cosmological background. The dimension-
less parameter κ determines the ratio between these two
parts and as we will see from different systems has dif-
ferent interpretation.

III. TEST PARTICLE GEODESIC

To describe binary motion in the presence of dark en-
ergy, we consider the low-energy limit of the geodesic
equation over the metric (1), which gives:

r̈ = −GM

r2
+

ä

a
r = −GM

r2
− (1 + 3w)

2
H2r. (6)

The first term represents the Newtonian gravitational at-
traction, while the second term accounts for the influence
of dark energy, which acts as a repulsive force propor-
tional to the Hubble parameter.

We can solve the motion analytically only for the New-
tonian case, with the eccentricity parameter e and the
phase parameter η. These solutions describe the evo-
lution of the radial coordinate r, the radial velocity vr,
and the tangential velocity vt as functions of time t. For
bounded systems, where e ∈ [0, 1] the radial coordinate
r and time t are given by [8, 9]:

r =
rta
2

(1− e cos η) , t =
tta
π

(η − e sin η) ,

vr =
π

2

rta
tta

e sin η

1− e cos η
, vt =

π

2

rta
tta

√
1− e2

1− e cos η
, (7)

where rta and tta are the turnaround radius and
turnaround time, respectively, with e ∈ [1,∞]. For the
unbounded dwarf galaxies, the radial coordinate r and
time t are expressed as:

r =
rta
2

(e cosh η − 1) , t =
tta
π

(e sinh η − η) ,

vr =
π

2

rta
tta

e sinh η

e cosh η − 1
, vt =

π

2

rta
tta

√
1− e2

e cosh η − 1
. (8)

The enclosed mass is given by: M = π2r3ta/8Gt2ta. Since
any test particle has its own rta and tta, we use the com-
mon age of the Universe tU and the common central mass
of the object M to express the distance and velocities
with respect to e and η:

r = r0
1− e cos η

(η − e sin η)2/3
, vr =

r0
tU

e sin η
(η − e sin η)

1/3

1− e cos η
,

r = r0
e cosh η − 1

(e sinh η − η)2/3
, vr =

r0
tU

e sinh η
(e sinh η − η)

1/3

e cosh η − 1
.(9)

where r0 is related to the mass via: r30 = GMt2U .
The solutions for different values of e and η are illus-

trated in Fig. 1, which shows the velocity-distance rela-
tion for both bounded and unbounded systems and the
interplay between the gravity and the local expansion of
groups.

IV. EXPANSION DOMINATION

To evaluate the DE’s dominance, specific criteria are
utilized. These parameters identify the regimes where
dark energy’s repulsive influence overcomes gravitational
attraction, governing the evolution of cosmic systems.

A. Hubble Flow around Galaxy Groups and
Clusters

The Hubble flow describes the motion of galaxies due
to the expansion of the universe. On smaller scales, such
as within galaxy groups or clusters, gravitational interac-
tions cause deviations from this uniform expansion. [8]
introduced a method to estimate the mass of a system
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FIG. 1. The normalized velocity-distance relation from the
analytical solution (9). The solution is scaled with r0 and
r0/tU , where tU is the age of the Universe. The turnaround
r0 is related to the enclosed mass. The colored lines corre-
sponds to e = 1. For different e the area between the colored
lines is also covered. The dashed line marks the asymptotic
behavior for the unbound solution (which in the case of H ̸= 0
corresponds to the Hubble flow).

using the Hubble Flow. It is possible to jointly constrain
the mass of the bound structure and H0 from an observed
velocity-distance diagram. This approach has been ap-
plied to galaxy groups in [10–14], and to galaxy clusters
in [15, 16]. Beyond the spherical case, the domination
of DE can be determined by the turnaround of galaxy
groups and clusters, as discussed in [3, 17–19]. For a
discussion how to connect the line-of-sight velocities into
the radial velocities, see Ref. [20–22].

Fig. 2 shows an isolated halo from the IllustrisTNG
simulations [23] with a mass of ∼ 1012 M⊙. The upper
panel illustrates the bounded and unbounded subhalos
around the turnaround. Refs. [24, 25] use different semi-
analytical solutions for the local interplay with the Hub-
ble flow, which take the form:

v(r) = αH0 r − β

√
GM

r
, (10)

with α = 1.3 and β = 1.1. The red line in the figure shows
the corresponding fit for the interplay branch. For com-
parison, we consider observational data on dwarf galaxies
in the local environment, taken from [26–29]1. The lower
panel of Fig. 2 shows the radial velocity versus distance
from the center of mass of the Local Group (LG). The
bounded area, which includes the Milky Way, M31, and
their dwarf galaxies, shows a spread up to the turnaround
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FIG. 2. Upper: The velocity vs. distance for an isolated halo
from the IllustrisTNG simulation. Lower: The radial veloc-
ity of galaxies as a function of their distance from the halo
CoM. A green dashed line illustrates the theoretical Hubble
Law with a slope of 70 km/s/Mpc, representing the expected
outward velocity for galaxies due to the universe’s expansion.

radius. Beyond this, we observe the local interplay to the
Hubble expansion.

Asymptotically, the ä/a term in Eq. (6) approaches
− (1+3w)

2 H2 = ΩΛH
2
0 , which is the value for a de-Sitter

universe. The maximal turnaround, with the condition
r̈ = 0, leads to:

rta ≤ rΛ ≡ 3

√
GM

ΩΛH2
0

. (11)

This distance represents the maximal limit for a test par-
ticle within this potential. Ref. [3] discusses systems and
their turnaround radii, showing that for bounded galaxy
groups and clusters, this is the maximal turnaround. For
instance, the LG has a maximal turnaround of 1.5Mpc
(from Eq. (11) with M = 3 · 1012 M⊙), while [24, 25]
report rta ≈ 1Mpc.

The curvature scalar K and dimensionless parameter
κ for galaxy groups and clusters are written as:

K = C(1 + 2κ), κ =

(
r

rΛ

)3

. (12)

In the context of curvature scalars, the maximal
turnaround modifies the Kretschmann scalar to: [K]ta =

https://www.cadc-ccda.hia-iha.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/en/community/nearby/
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FIG. 3. The curvature phase space for the potential Φ versus the scalar
√
K in a de-Sitter w = −1 universe. The Solar System

and S-stars around the galactic center are positioned much higher than galaxy groups and clusters, which lie at the transition
to local expansion, indicating the dominance of Λ in larger structures.

3 [K]Cos, where the cosmological Kretschmann scalar is
[K]Cos ≡ 12/D2

H . Here, spacetime curvature is dom-
inated by the background expansion, as the contribu-
tion from concentrated mass becomes negligible. If the
curvature nears the cosmological value, the expansion
dominates motion, as seen for dwarf galaxies outside the
turnaround. For the bounded region, the Kretschmann
scalar is much higher and Newtonian-dominated, indicat-
ing negligible Λ effects.

To study the dynamics of galaxy groups and clus-
ters, we analyze systems such as the CenA/M83, LG,
M81 groups, and the Virgo, Fornax, and Coma clus-
ters [29, 30]. We employ their turnaround radii and
total enclosed masses to compute curvature parame-
ters. Galaxy groups typically have masses of approxi-
mately ∼ 1012 M⊙ or greater, while clusters reside in the
∼ 1014 M⊙ or higher mass range. As illustrated in Fig. 3,
all analyzed systems align with the [K]ta line, demon-
strating that dwarf galaxies near the turnaround radius
exist at a transition zone between large-scale cosmic ex-
pansion and localized gravitational collapse.

B. Spherical Density

The curvature scalar for spherical density ρm in an
expanding ρΛ reads:

R =
32πGρΛ

c2
, C =

256π2G2ρm
c4

, K = C (1 + ∆c) ,(13)

where parameter κ (from Eq. 4) changes into ∆c is the
ratio between the densities: ∆c ≡ ρm/ρΛ, with ρΛ =
8πG/Λc2. The parameter emerges in the Kretschmann
scalar and quantifies the interplay between the local den-
sity of the object and the global cosmological density,
that highlights the connection between local gravitational
effects and the large-scale influence of dark energy.

This transition is formalized in the Spherical Collapse
Model [31, 32], which outlines the growth of a small
initial density perturbation. The overdensity gradually
detaches from the Hubble flow, expands to a maximum
turnaround radius and begins to collapse. Collisionless
dynamics arrest the collapse, leading to virialization at a
final radius which is half of the turnaround radius. The
critical overdensity ∆c quantifies the contrast between
the virialized density and the background density at col-
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lapse time in a matter-dominated universe. This yields:

∆c ≈ 18π2 ≈ 178, (14)

implying virialized halos are approximately 178 times
denser than their cosmological surroundings or ∆c ≈ 200.
ΛCDM cosmology predicts marginally smaller values ow-
ing to dark energy’s influence [33].

C. Binary Motion

In the context of binary motion [34, 35], the curvature
scalars for binary systems can be expressed as:

C =
12ω2

kep

c4
, K =

12ω2
kep + 24H4

c4
= C(1 + 2κ), (15)

where ωkep is the Keplerian orbital frequency. The ratio
κ naturally emerges from K, highlighting the interplay
between orbital dynamics and dark energy:

κ =

(
TKep

TH

)2

, (16)

where TKep = 2π
√
r3/GM is the Keplerian orbital pe-

riod, and TH ≡ 2π/H0 ≈ 27.6Gyr is the Hubble time,
calculated from the measured Planck values [36]. To
probe the effect of Λ, one must identify systems with
orbital periods close to TH . Notably, TH is much larger
than the age of the Universe (∼ 13.7Gyr), indicating that
dark energy’s influence on binary systems is subtle and
becomes significant only over cosmological timescales.

The LG has the longest orbital period among bounded
binary systems discussed in this paper. Since the orbital
period of the LG is about ≈ 0.62TH , the upper bound
on Λ is expected to be tighter than those derived from
the solar system or the S2 star. Ref. [35] finds the up-
per bound on Λ to be 5 times larger than the Planck
value [37]. Ref. [35] shows that two main characteristics
determine the effect of Λ: the accuracy of the measure-
ments and the period of the system. Although the solar
system provides more accurate measurements than the
LG, the upper limit on Λ derived from the solar system
is about 10−46 m−2, which is approximately 10 orders
of magnitude larger than the actual value. In contrast,
the LG’s longer orbital period results in a tighter upper
limit, demonstrating the importance of system timescales
in constraining dark energy.

V. CURVATURE PHASE SPACE AND
DISCUSSION

This research explores the dominance of DE across
various astrophysical systems by analyzing curvature

scalars. We unify the description of gravitational effects
from small-scale systems, such as the Solar System, to
large-scale structures like galaxy clusters, using the MCV
spacetime as a theoretical framework. By examining the
interplay between local gravitational dynamics and cos-
mological expansion, we identify regions where DE dom-
inates using the scalar invariant from General Relativity.

For spherically symmetric objects, binary motion, and
dwarf galaxies orbiting main halos, dimensionless param-
eters quantify the ratio between the curvature arising
from mass attraction and the curvature arising from the
expansion of the universe. These parameters include the
spherical density ∆c, which represents the ratio between
the enclosed matter density and the cosmological den-
sity; the binary system parameter κ, defined as the ratio
of the orbital period squared to the Hubble parameter
squared; and the galaxy group and cluster parameter κ,
which is the ratio of the turnaround radius to the dis-
tance determined by Λ. These dimensionless constants
emerge naturally in the curvature scalars and character-
ize the interplay between local gravitational attraction
and the expansion of the universe.

The curvature scalars serve as key indicators of this
transition, emerging naturally from fundamental theory
and providing a unified framework for understanding the
influence of dark energy. Fig. (3) illustrates the curvature
phase space for the potential Φ versus the scalar

√
K in a

de-Sitter universe. The Solar System and S-stars are po-
sitioned much higher in the phase space, reflecting strong
local gravitational effects, while galaxy groups and clus-
ters lie at the transition to local expansion, where DE
dominates. This contrast highlights the scale-dependent
influence of dark energy: smaller systems remain domi-
nated by local gravity, whereas larger structures exhibit
curvature scalars that approach their cosmological val-
ues, indicating the dominance of DE. By comparing sys-
tems of varying sizes, we have shown that DE dominates
in larger structures, such as galaxy groups and clusters,
where the curvature scalars align with cosmological pre-
dictions. This phase-space analysis provides a clear and
unified framework for understanding the interplay be-
tween local gravitational dynamics and the large-scale
expansion of the universe driven by dark energy.

The cases studied in this research are based on ideal-
ized cases. To probe the changes in galaxy groups and
cluster with more complicated environment, we use N-
body simulations. In that way, the upper panel of Fig (2)
shows that the theoretical model fit to the simulation.
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