On The Gravitodynamics of Moving Bodies

A. W. Mol’
Universidade Estadual de Santa CIDZET-CPqCTR 45662-900 Ilhéus, Brasil.
Universidade do Porto, Centro de Fisica do Port694007 Porto, Portugal.

Universidade de Aveiro, Departamento de Fisild, 3816-193 Aveiro, Portugal.

Key words Mach'’s principle, equivalence principle, inertiarde number hypothesis, MOND, dark matter,
dark energy, gravitational waves.

Abstract

It is known that Einstein’s General Theory of Reldyi, as usually understood at the present timeckvhad
started from a profound but simple physical conctiyg equivalence principle, when applied to thivense
through the standard FL cosmology with its curreatticeptedACDM model introduced a increasing list of
freely specifiable parameters. Though they becomeenand more precise these realizations have been
achieved at the expense of simplicity. In the preseork we propose a generalization of Newton’s
gravitational theory from the original works of Heside and Sciama that encompasses both approandes
accomplishes in a simpler way than the standardnclugjical approach. The established formulation
describes the local gravitational field relatedtie observables and effectively implements the Réach
principle in a quantitative form that retakes thigaD's large number hypothesis. As a consequendaeof
equivalence principle and the application of thasnfulation to the observable universe, we obtairamas
immediate result tha&® = 2. We construct a dynamic model for a galaxy withdartk matter, which fits well
with the recent observational data, in terms ofaaable effective inertial mass that reflects threspnt
dynamic state of the universe and that replicatem ffirst principles, the phenomenology proposed in
MOND. The remarkable aspect of these results isctmmection of the effect dubbed dark matter wiité t
dark energy field, which makes us possible to pretrit as longitudinal gravitational waves.

1 Introduction

Newton’s laws of motion and the theory of univergelvitation constitute, even today, the epistemickl
base of our understanding of physical science. B®zaf the spectacular success of Newtonian Mechani
for a long period of time, it was generally felathlihe laws and theonceptual basis in which it rests needed
not to be reinterpreted or submitted to any ciitteaiew. This status perdured until the beginnifghe last
century, when it was widely recognized that the M&ian Mechanics needed to be replaced by quantum
mechanics and relativistic mechanics, dependingvlogther the size of objects considered are toolsinal
the speeds involved are comparable to that of Agldfor the intensity of the gravitational fieldd® strong.
But when we are absent of these conditions, i.ehédomain of classical physics, Newton's laws are
believed to represent in high degree of accuraeyithits of these theories. One of them is in théctic
scale where the speeds of the objects, i.e. starsnterstellar clouds of gases and dust, are atativistic
and the gravitational fields are extremely weakdémnthese conditions we would expect that the idaks
dynamics and gravitation were extremely well sude€e but they aren’t! One such problem that arises
represented by the galaxy’s flat rotation curveisTinoblem could be well understood if we consiadarge
amount of matter, e.g. the galaxy bulge and a athiting around it in a quasi circular orbit. Fraime
Newtonian point of view we know that if we increasgch amount of matter the rotation speed would
increase as well, to compensate. In the opposite i€onsider stars more distant from the centrevaveld
expect to observe a decrease in the orbital speadcordance on what is known as Keplerian regivhigh

is well verified in the solar system. However foetmost part of the observed galaxies this chaiatite
velocities profile is surpassedy far, beyondthat could be possibly explainedconsideringonly the total
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amount of observed baryonic matter in all its kndamm. This situation is so remarkable that the antaf
missing mass needed to be taken in account forobserved dynamical effects is up to one order of
magnitude. To preserve the classical dynamics akiegvof matter is supposed to be, in an unknowmfo
that neither emits nor reflects light. This congéis the dark matter problem. Currently the magastr of
physics endorse this approach, i.e. that this & tight answer to the riddle. As commented by
L. Smolin ([1], pg. 15):

‘The dark-matter hypothesis is preferred mostlyaosethe only other possibility — that we are
wrong about Newton’s laws, and by extensigneral relativity — is too scary to contemplate.’

Along the present work all the words and phrasesaiic are our own highlights and do not neces$gari
reflect the original intentions of the quoted autho

If we observe the universe beyond the cluster apeéreluster scale, i.e. at very large scale coomding to
billions of light-years the things becomes morezing. The results of the observations indicatet tha
expansion of the universe is speeding up, instdadlowing down owing to the mutual gravitational
attraction due to the observed matter. The equatibtthe general theory of relativity (GTR) are matisfied
even when the estimated amount of dark matter deddn. In fact as a result it should be doing the
opposite— decelerating. Perhaps when one gets to a scalpazabie to the size of the universe, GTR is
simply no longer applicable. This indicates thagréhis much more to the universe than we understand
present [2]. The leading interpretation is that timdverse is filled by something dubbed dark endimt
antigravitates. Whereas the possibility for graidgtaal repulsion does not exist in Newtonian grgyvit does
exist in general relativity. The equivalence betwewmatter and energy suggests that a new kind of
matter/energy that actuates as an energy dengitiiith a sufficiently negative-pressure can tsoarce of

a repulsive gravitational field. It has been readizhat some of the quantum fields that arise @mehtary-
particle theory allow for fluids with negative psese that will cause a repulsive gravity. The danlergy
would be thus simply the effect of a negative-puesdluid that is postulated to account for thespre
cosmic acceleration. The immediate candidate fdr daergy is the Einstein’s cosmological constatitich
designate a perfectly uniform fluid with negativegsure that is associated with the lowest eneagywm
state of the universe. However, the observationalyiired value of the cosmological constant i$"tlnes
smaller than the theoretical expectation. This ttutss the dark energy problem.

The recent measurements from the spacecraft Wdkihdicrowave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) as currently
interpreted reveal a universe consisting mostlyhef unknown. In terms of their contribution to timean
energy density, the contents of the universe apeoxpmately 72% dark energy, 24% dark matter and 4%
ordinary baryonic matter, with smaller contribusoinom photons and neutrinos. So an amount of tero
96% of the whole universe is at present absolutaknown.

These numbers could be interpreted too from angikespective, i.e. as an exact measure of our déck
knowledge about the true nature of gravitation.

After all is too hard to admit, past more than ¢éhreindred years of success in gravitational physieg
presently we face the prospect that we do not kyetwvhat gravity actually is!

2 Mach’s principle

The question whether the space is an independéity &ith its own reality expression or only a mere
subjective perception, being nothing more than whaspecified: the distance between the experientia
bodies, has been since the ancient Greeks a ladgi®¢n in the western philosophical reasoning alibe
true nature of space and time and is probably doteour common and immediate perception about the
distinction between the objects and the empty spaweng them. From these historical roots two distin
views about the nature of space and time emerggsidering them either as absolute or relative. The
absolute view identifies the space as a contaiokdlirig all material objects in which the bodies caove,

but which exists independently of its content, whtie relative view considers space merely as asginal
abstraction of the storage of the individual bodieg consequently looses its meaning without tf&m

The origin of this divergence in our modern scigmthought about the nature of space and timeeta?3



years after Newton published in 1687 his theoryneftia in Principia, when it was strongly attacked on
philosophical bases, by the famous philosopher &k&ey [4]. Berkeley pointed that motion had megni
only when referenced to nearby objects and thattheuld not be such metaphysical absolute space as
proposed by Newton. Berkeley supported his pointviefv reanalyzing an experiment performed by
Newton, a suspended rotating bucket.

This experiment consists of a bucket of water sodpé by a rope, which is twisted so that upon seldhe
bucket rapidly acquires rotation. This motion ims@ommunicated to the water that subsequentiyanta
forming a concave surface. Then the bucket is mateously stopped and held motionless, however the
water continues to rotate for a while, keepingcdacave surface. Progressively it comes back toarebits
surface becomes gradually flat again.

Newton performed this experiment in an attemptetsolve a basic difficulty in his second law of roati
This law states that the acceleration experienged body is equal to the force acting on it dividadits
mass, or expressing it in standard form, that ¢ineefis equal to the mass times the acceleratioa.tfbuble
that follows immediately is: How shall we measuceealeration and to respect to which reference?h€o t
earth itself? To the moon or to the sun? Despitefdat that both are accelerated with respect tangsto
each other. Thus to avoid the previous difficultidewton interpreted his experiment on the bastheffact
that the relative motion of the water and the bticiparently did not affect the surface of the weaded so
he postulated that there was such thing as absshatee and that his second law of motion apmlity to
absolute mation. This leaves us with the paradox that acceleralias an intrinsic relative nature or a
relational feature as exposed by A. K. T. Assis [5], sinceiaty one can observe only relative motions.

The critic of E. Mach [6] does not differ in itssefice from that of Berkeley's, its main merit besitheing
more physically detailed than Berkeley’s, residestloe fact that it was important in a moment the t
Newton’s authority was unquestionable and startpmbaess of rediscussion of the foundations of raeids
that leaded to the revolution in physics in thélfooming years. Mach'’s criticism to the Newton’s/&ain
what concerns the inertial forces is summarizetthénfollowing quotation ([7], pg. 330):

‘Obviously it does not matter if we think of therthaas turning round on its axis, or at rest while
the fixed stars revolve round it. Geometricallyshare exactly the same case of a relative rotation
of the earth and the fixed stars with respect te amother. But if we think of the earth at rest and
the fixed stars revolving round it, there is ndtéang of the earth, no Foucault's experiment and
so on-at least according to our usual conception of the of inertia. Now one can solve the
difficulty in two ways. Either all motion is absa&y or our law of inertia is wrongly expressed. |
prefer the second wayhe law of inertia must be so conceived that exactly the same thing results

from the second supposition as from the first. By this it will be evident that in its expressjon
regard must be paid to thmasses of the universe... All bodies, each with its share, are of
importance for the law of inertia.

Then, according to Machhere would not be any preferential frame of reference, i.e. the laws of dynamics
would be the same for inertial and non-inertiahfes showing the same results. If Mach’s concepewer
right, and Newton’s calculations were also corregt would have to propose a re-formulation of the
gravitation that effectively encompasses both aspepialitative and quantitative, to take in acdote
effects of the distant masses and yet more importarexplain conceptually how that could be sowé
have to consider a finite velocity for the propawatf the gravitational interaction and its cotesiey with
the established relativistic principles.

Concerning to the previous arguments and the présenwledge of the physical theories we are invited
reflect on a simple example to illustrate how Machptinciple works and its compatibility with the Mwe
known physical principles. To proceed with suchlgsia let us consider the solar system, with i@nplts
turning around its centre under the influence ef $kin’s gravitational field, and considering tha earth
rotates around it at a distance that a beam of §ghnds approximately 8 min 20" to cross, to igenous

this is the minimum time interval required by a pioal sign to traverse such a distance at a maximum
possible physical speed Let us perform a gedanken experiment in whichaveeowner of a remote control
that enables us to switch-off the sureuery respect: If we go on with and point the control toward then

to completely turn it off, after this time intervidde electromagnetic wave sign would have achi¢hedun,



and again after the elapse of the same periodnef tihe sun’s light will have disappeared to uslieitly the
earth will be in darkness. What to say about th@ssgravity? After the GTR we have good argumeats t
presume that the same will be true for gravity,aféer the same period of time and not before gtrgh will

be liberated of its orbit to follow in a straighhé to the outer space. The argument that justifiés
reasoning is our knowledge that gravitation propegyas well through gravitational waves at the same
maximum speed, and for that reason it takes time to happers itatinstantaneous! Therefore we would
observe that the sunlight turns off at the same tilhat the sun’s gravitational field liscally extinguished,
freeing the planet of its bound trajectory. The aekable fact is that throughout this time intenthk earth
revolved around a centre of force where presumé#idysun wasn’t supposed to be any longer, and the
immediate conclusion is that would existed to sspbservers on earth,lacal gravitational field that yet
corresponded to the existence of the sun in theedém which the earth was under its influence wiiiie
changing information of this physical conditionnigt observed for us. If we lead the previous casioluto

the utmost extension, we can assume that thisbiltrue for the whol®ebservable universe, i.e. for the
closest stars of our own galaxy to the proto-galsvand quasars on the edge of the cosmic horiawe s
each of them contribute with its share to this Idiedd, determining our observed physical effedtserefore
this implies thathe physical reality is truly determined in every respect by what we observe locally in our
present time instead of what we anticipate to be. It doesn’t matter which is the dynamical stateeath
material body in its own time, what is physicallgamingful to us now is what we observe here froemtin

our present time. Under this aspect the Mach’scipla becomes understandable and fully compatilifie w
the notion of absolute space and the moving battiesiselves, i.e. the space is completely filledthmy
correspondingdynamic field of each distant material bodgom the past, and we accelerate in effect with
respect to this present local field originated fromem ever since they become observable to us. The
simultaneity of the physical events to us is ndiyanere images of the distant past actions butptioper
physical reality that achieves us determining owun objective reality with its physical laws, properties and
effects. Under this point of view we are interagtinstantaneously, i.e. suffering locally the influence of
these distant material bodies through space arg thithout therefore violating the causality priplei

A. Einstein gave an address [8] on May 5, 192BG@t.tniversity of Leiden. He chose as his theme iEhd
the Theory of Relativity. He lectured in Germant lue present below an English translation of twiefor
guotes that summarize his change of view aboutrtieenature of space:

‘If we consider the gravitational field and the élemagnetic field from the standpoint of the ether
hypothesis, we find a remarkable difference betwiberntwo. There can be no space nor any part
of space without gravitational potentials; for taesnfer upon space its metrical qualities, without
which it cannot be imagined at allhe existence of the gravitational field is inseparably bound up
with the existence of space. On the other hand a part of space may very welhtagined without

an electromagnetic field; thus in contrast with tiravitational field, the electromagnetic field
seems to be only secondarily linked to the ethwes,formal nature of the electromagnetic field
being as yet in no way determined by that of gedidihal ether. From the present state of theory it
looks as if the electromagnetic field, as opposethe gravitational field, rests upon an entirely
new formal motif,as though nature might just as well have endowed the gravitational ether with
fields of quite another type, for example, with fields of a scalar potential, instead of fields of the
electromagnetic type.

...Recapitulating, we may say thatcording to the general theory of relativity space is endowed
with physical qualities; in this sense, therefore, there exists an ether. According to the general
theory of relativity space without ether is unthinkable; for in such space there not only would be no
propagation of light, but also no possibility ofigience for standards of space and time
(measuring-rods and clocks), nor therefore anyespiate intervals in the physical sense. But this
ether may not be thought of as endowed with thditgueharacteristic of ponderable media, as
consistingof partswhichmaybetrackedthroughtime. Theidea of motion may not be applied td it

Therefore we have to comment that the notion otspndowed with some physical quality is not new in
physics, we must be aware in the light of new olsénal data that we need to look carefully and
thoughtfully to this concept and not to rejechitidvance by prejudice.



3 Review of the seminal papers

Our generalization of Newton’s gravitational thedsybased in some extent on the original works of
O. Heaviside [9], and D. W. Sciama [10]. Althoudtistimportant article of Heaviside was published in
1893, since then it appears to have been genégalbyed (L. Brillouin [11], pp. 103-104 cites a rép of
this article), and his theory and results are peally unknown even today. The entire article hagrb
recently reproduced, in modern notation, by O.ndefiko ([12], pp.189-202), in appendix 8. As pointed

by Jefimenko the Heaviside’s gravitational theowsvibased on equations practically identical to Maksv
curl equations for electric and magnetic fieldse3é equations were universally believed to desdtibe
phenomenon of electromagnetic induction. But attiime it was almost impossible to imagine that ¢her
could be anything similar in the domain of gravdat There was nothing known in gravitation thatiido
resemble, even remotely, electromagnetic inducthorother possibility of why the work of Heavisidé&dd
not call attention can be attributed to the faett thwas not fully developed, and soon it was exesimed
by the GTR.

However we have to point out the importance of sk in what concerns to the fact that by thet firme
the Newtonian theory of gravitation was conductethe realm of time domain ([12], pg. 91), i.e. system
that depends on the propagation time of the gramital interaction, yielding results that were ddesed
heretofore exclusive of the GTR.

—

In his article, Heaviside obtained the equationd®elocity dependent gravitational field, ¢ as seen by an
observer (Fig. 1), of a uniformly moving point massin terms of itsretarded position 7 respect to this
observer taken as a reference. In modern notdtisretjuation is:

i=a R

v
2 .2
1——sin"y
c

—

where, G is the universal gravitational constantjs the speed of light, :%, and is the angle
between the vectorg and .

He noted that according to this equation, with éasing velocity of the point mass, its gravitatiofield
along the line of sight of the observer to the mgwpoint,as perceived by the observer, becomes stronger
with the component of this velocity normal to thise (v = n/2) and weaker with the velocity along this
line. This effect is just like the electric field @ uniformly moving point charge, and is usualhyp®n by the
density of field lines, see for example J. D. Jaock§13], pp. 553-556), but it could well be sekrotigh the
length of the field vectors, as is exposed by Jefiko ([12], pp. 181-184), that makes a detailedyarsmof
this effect and the field maps that represent libthtime-independent gravitational field and thellye
important dynamic gravitational field map that agie stationary observer would detect as the mamsges
past the observer.

The ideas of Sciama, originally published in 1958em to be more recognized although his approag¢h an
contributions to cosmology were soon abandoned. 4] focused mainly on the question of the correct
interpretation of the physical foundations of GTES] and the fundamental role played by the Mach’'s
principle on it, having proposed a quantitative liempentation of this principle in which the value@fis not
anymore an arbitrary constant and somewhat mys&ygiconnected to the whole universe.

His proposal takes in account the Mach’'s princigtel develops on a constructed analogy between the
classical electromagnetic induction theory and thertial induction field from which the standard
gravitation constitutes thetatic component, and the other component would belagal acceleration
dependent field. Sciama spent part of his efforts trying to elat&dthe key role played by acceleration and
arguing that the velocity wouldn’t have any perdaptcontribution to inertia.
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Figure 1: The general case of an inertial induction field, § of a
moving point mass m with velocity v and acceleration a , as seen
by the observer at origin.

As exposed by him one advantage of Mach’s prinaipier the Newtonian concept of absolute spaceais th
it gives us the opportunity to understand why @dseleration andnot velocity that can be detected locally,
and the inertia itself would be the result of tloely acceleration with respect to this local in¢itauction
field, originated frondistant stars, which induces the inertial force on the bodyfake stars would be truly
accelerated opposite to the body. In our pointiefnthis statement of Sciama is the announcemeatnaw
symmetry law of nature.

This change of view supplied by Mach’s principladbes us thathe laws of dynamics may hold in all
frames of reference, even non-inertial ones. The inertial forces that arise in a non-inertiame would be so,
physicallocal effects from the distant stars.

Although Sciama didn’t propose an explicit depermgeof the induction field on the radial componeinthe
accelerationa respect to the observer, it is implicit on hislgsia and on the conclusions that he achieved.
So we will assume that this is the correct desonpfor the field dependence, and we will discuss t
assumption later. Then for our purposes, the figddiced by an accelerated masst some distancefrom

the observer would take the provisional form:
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whered is a coupling constrain parameter and= (a4, ), .

Notwithstanding Sciama’s considerations againstcigl dependence, we have to comment that in oint po
of view his conclusion is partially correct and vik true only when we considerperfectly homogeneous
and isotropic universe as a whole. For each indalidnteraction the contribution of the relativdoeity to
the field must be considered. Therefore the inr@uction field of a moving point mass as expecied by
an observer would be the contribution of both congrus:



To determineb, we consider the particular case of radial dispaent,

=10 =r4u,, and a =71u,.

Thus,
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To get the force induced by the field interactioe, settle a test mass, on the origin of the reference frame
in which will actuate such a resulting forée, wherek= G m m, , i.e.:

.k
F=—
.

.2 .
T —®rr

2
Cc

1- i (1)

r

If we consider the system as a whole and we impghseconservative condition to it, that the total
gravitational energy flux in the system is balandedtween kinetic, potential anchdiated, explicitly:
Etotal = Exinetic T Epotential + Eradgiare » this implies necessarily = 2, since for such a value this interaction can be
derived from &Generalized Potential U(r,7) ([16], pp. 227-228) or Schering’s poten{ia¥].

To verify this, we take for the potential functithre form:

k -2
Ulr,i) = |14+ |.

T C

Consequently,
7,-,2

—U(r,r)=——|14+—],
or r ¢
O iy =2k d[aU] 2k<7’“’r—7’“2>
—U(r,r)=2——7 E— —— = -_—
or rc dt\ or r?

By the definition of generalized force:

U d [8U]
F=———+—|—|,
or dt\ or

follows,
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From the expressions (1) and (2), we identifys 2
These results show us the possibility to write greagian, for this interaction field in this patctiar case.

The previously proposed concepts are of fundameémiabrtance in the development of the present work,
and the implications that derive from them pernsitta establish a formulation that describes thallGeld
related to thebservables, i.e. the distant points of mass, which manifesirtlocal gravitational influence in
terms of their retarded position, velocity and deadion respect to us, as we observe them in aur o
present time, i.e.:

m 1—-(v* /) a-Tl,
s +2 U . 3)

§g=G ‘
! r (1 — (0" sin’y / 02))3l2 ¢

If we consider the transversal velocity component= v sin ¢, the radial component of the acceleration:
i =a-1,, and we introduce the null term,1—1, into brackets, we can rewritg¢ in terms of the standard
static field and a dynamic field:

dynamic field

static field
——

. m, rri
gZG—ZuV-I-G—‘ l‘—1—|—2—2ur. 4)
r

— - m —
7 -1, and g, :2G—2—u .

The velocity field g, is essentially atatic field falling off as»?, in an analogy with the electrodynamics
([13], pp. 657-658), whereas the acceleration fig|ldwould be agravitational radiation field, propagating
along to the radius vector and varying=as.

4 The principle of equivalence

In accordance to what was previously establishexuiframework, let us consider now the generat cdsa
mass immersed on the average local field determimgdhe whole observable moving masses of a
homogeneous and isotropic universe under uniforpaesion. Let us apply a force on this test masssay

by means of a string, in such a way to producetaceeleration respect to a coordinate sys¥ef# fixed

on thedistant galaxies and taken as our stationary reference frame, aitlglithe test mass is being
accelerated with respect to the average local.flefdier these conditions if we assume the Machixjple,

a superimposed coordinate systegz (Fig. 2) settled on the system mass-string woelélvalid reference
frame for description of the physical situation ammhsequently the laws of dynamics must hold. Ftiois
point of view we observe a resulting acceleratibthe whole universe opposite to the test masagditition

to the radial acceleration of each distant poinssrfeom the uniform expansion.

If we suppose the applied acceleration arbitraighg the— X direction, the resulting observed acceleration
on each mass elemedt: of the universe would bei, = a, +d,, wherea, =a 1, .
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Figure 2: Accelerations of the mass element dm, as seen by the
observer at origin of the accelerated reference frame xyz.

The uniform expansion of the universe is expressathematically by the Hubble’s law:
v=H()r,

whereH(t) is the Hubble parameter.
This implies that:

dv . . .
a,:d—”:H(t)f+H(t)F:(H+H2)F.
t

From eq. (3) we have that the induced force omtassm, by the mass elementn is:

S m dm 1-(* /¢ a. -r
dF = G2 W/e) BTl

r (1 —(v* sin®y / cZ))W2 &

When we consider gerfectly homogeneous and isotropic universe, we note bystmemetry of the
distribution of the mass elements that the sumhefwhole contributions of them is effective only the
acceleration field, and vanishes for the othedf@mponents, in accordance as was argued by Sdigma

[
— m CLR'T

In spherical coordinates the resultiagomponent of the force element is:

T 2

= - mq .2 2 ' 2 .
dF, =dF-u, =2G— [asm ¢ cos 9+(H+H )rsmgbcos@ dm ,
cr



wheredm = p r* sin ¢ dr dd d¢, andp is the average mass density of the universe.

Integrating over all the space, i.e. in the linfittioe Hubble’s radiusk;; , we get the resulting force on the
massm, due to the relative acceleration of the whole olzgge universe:

T

G .
F = 2—m, prsing asin2¢cos29+<H+H2>7“sin¢cosﬂ dr df d¢ ,
c

over all
the space

or

F =

T

27 Rz pm, a. (5)

ExpressingF’, in terms of the critical density, , the density parameterand the Hubble paramet&i ¢):

B 4G
" 3H®

p.dm a.

2

By the definition of critical densityp, =
- 8nG

We getF, in its final form:

1
F :—qua.
9 f
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From the Newtonian point of view, is the test mésst is being truly accelerated with respect to the
reference framé&YZ, and reacting with an inertial fordg proportional to the inertial mass, times the
applied acceleration , i.e.: F; = m; o, and consequently both forces must be equal:

Then,

1

ma=—QQm a.
I 9

Simplifying, we obtain:

By the definition of the equivalence principle; /m, =1,
so we conclude tha®2 = 2

This is an unexpected result, when we considercthieent conviction thaf2 must bex 1. What does it
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mean concerning the present acceleration phase affiverse?

Due in part to the WMAP, which showed the densftynatter and energy in the early stages of thearsg;
most astronomers currently are confident that thigeuse is flat. But this view is now being questd by

J. Silk and his colleagues at Oxford University,ongay it is possible that the WMAP observationsehav
beeninterpreted incorrectly. In a recent article published in Monthly Noticesthe Royal Astronomical
Society [18], they took data from WMAP and othesrmmlogical experiments and analyzed them using the
Bayes’ theorem, which can be used to show how #rtaiaty associated with a particular conclusion is
affected by different initial assumptions. Using tissumptions of modern cosmology, which assumnfies
universe and thathe dark energy is a cosmological constant, they calculated the probability that the universe
is in one of three states: fla & 1), positively curved @ > 1— closed) and negatively curved
(2 < 1— open). This produced a 98% probability that theverse is indeed flat. However when they
performed the calculations again using a more apeted procedured,e. acurvature scale prior and a
relaxation of the assumption on the nature of dark energy, however, the odds changed to 6i#¥davor of
flatness, making a flat universe certainly muchs lesnvincing than was previously concluded by the
astronomers.

Let us consider now the definition of mass densitthe universe:

3 M(/
47 Rj

p

Substituting in the eq. (5) and combining with (6% find precisely:

This is rigorously the scaling law that is a sthdigonsequence of the Dirac’s large number hypatH&9],

a coincidence that was previously noted by Eddim2®] and hypothesized, not in an explicit fornyah
earlier by Mach, as commented by Unzicker [21] Baodkhouser [22]. This remarkable relation connectin
G with three measurable physical quantities is aessary condition to be satisfied by any theory that
implements the Mach’s principle as pointed out lgia [5]

5 Modeling a Galaxy

Our next step is the construction of a dynamic rhémrea galaxy, without dark matter, and compatiith
the recent observational data.

To implement our galaxy model (Fig. 3) let us suga homogeneous universe in expansion in whicke the
is a region with a higher average density, thastitutes a local attractor centre encircled byutsaround
radiusR, , in such a way that the matter in its neighbothisomaintained captured by its gravitational field
e.g. a spiral galaxy with a mass density distrirutprofile highly concentrated on its central bulga
intermediate region with a decaying density andegternal region with a negligible matter densitheT
application of the previously developed formulattorthis simple model, permits us evaluate thalfieside
this intermediate region, specifically on any paafdng a circular orbit of radius e.g. for fields that are
comprised in the range of galaxy halo. Let us thkegalactic centre as the origin of our statiomafgrence
frameXYZ fixed on the distant galaxies, and we chooserariit the X axis coincident with the direction of
the vector7 . Thus from the eq. (4) the induced dynamic figjctie mass element on the observation point
along theX axis is:

dg, = dg,-u

r

Thus in spherical coordinates we have,
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|t~ 7| = R[1-2(r / R)sin 6 cos +(7"/R>2]1/2’

and

(R—7)-u =R (singcosf—r/R).

Figure 3: Galaxy model

Let us impose now the condition that the physicatiganingful mass elements are very distant from the
observation point, in such a way that we could @&sy = 0, i.e. the velocities are approximately radial,
and taking into account the uniform expansion ef timiverse expressed by the Hubble's law, the ieduc
dynamic field by the mass element along the direction of the vectar is:

E(HQ—FQH) (sin¢gcosf—r/R)

c [1—2(7”/3) Sind)COSQ—F(r/R)Q]I/Q

dg, =~ dm .

For the sake of simplicity in our calculations tbe wholedynamic field, we will disregard the mass density
enclosed betweefi and R, once their dynamic components, i.e. relative il and accelerations are
negligible, and consider only the average massityen$ the universep beyond R, until the limit of
Hubble’s radiusk,. Under these conditions the total dynamic fieldsgimated by the equation

R, 27 =«

R’sin ¢ (sin ¢ cos —r / R)

%(H"’+2H)p -
¢ [1—2(r/R)sin¢cos€+(r/R)]
R 0 0

g, (r) =~ > do dodrR.

1/

From the solution of the integral in the inten@l<{ » < R, < R,), the resulting dynamic field is:
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e , ‘
o (H 12 H) (R -RY).

g, (r)~—
o 3c

On this equation we observe the negative sign atuig that the resulting fieldn a first instance, points
toward to the galaxy centre. This result can beewstdod by the fact that the system is dynamically
asymmetric, i.e. considering the whole observalivarse, an observer in any point on the boundtorbi
around the galaxy centre sees the universe recedifiglly, not properly from it but from the centéthe
galaxy, this slight asymmetry produces a net rastiiynamic field.

Combining this result with the standard static 8oluwe get the total field at a distancef the galaxy
centre

M A7
anz—arja— T

pr(H +2H)(R: -R)i_,

t

where by the application of Gauss’s theorem tostiagic field, M, is the galaxy mass within the sphere of
radiusr.

The previous results can be considered for actalalxges, where?, << R,. Under this assumption and by
the definition of Hubble’s radius, it can be exmed in terms of the critical densipy , and the density
parametef?

M 4G
g(r)~=G—Fiu, ———,
r 3H

(H* +2H)4,

Or, considering again the definition @fandQ2 = 2, we get

M :
Gr)=—G—=4 —r(H +2H)4,

A test massmn, positioned at a distance from the galaxy centre would experience a graeited pull,
toward the centre, of intensity

o m M
F(r)=-G=

5 : ﬁr—qu(HQ—&—QH)@
. v

From the reference frame in the galaxy centredberhass must spin accordingly to stay on a stabié In
the reference frame settled on the test masgissible to have two distinctive views, i.e. if agsume the
Newtonian point of view this physical situationseen as airtual centrifugal force that compensates the
attractive gravitational force and from the poirftwiew of Mach this physical situation is complstel
equivalent as if the universe would be revolvinghe opposite direction and inducingeal centrifugal
force. Thus, the forces must be the same and ¢églaé force of inertia that opposes the gravitatligull,
explicitly F = —F , this is known as the dynamic equilibrium condit{s].

m,a, >~ G

M .
— +m‘(/r(H2+2H).

Taking the definition of centrifugal acceleratiap:= w’r, and rearranging the terms in the equation,

m, wzr—mgT(HQ—&—QH)’: G

2
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By the equivalence principle and factoring the esgion,

effective inertial mass

H\H| ,
1+2?—MTEG

m, 1—

2

From the previous result and assuming a dynamicrigi®n from the Newtonian point of view, we can
define areffective inertial massm,, for a revolving system with an angular speed

H\H
1- 1+2? — | - (7
w

My =m,

That is, for a gravitationally bound system in agpanding universe, a material test body under yotar
motion would exhibit a dynamical behavior that abbk interpreted as if it would have an effectivertial
massthat reflects the present dynamic state of the universe.

The recent advances in radio astrometry with they\leng Baseline Array (VLBA) [23] have showed the
potential for precision measurements of the fundaaleparameters of the Milky Way galaxy, as the
distance to the Galactic centrig,) and the orbital speed of the local standard ef kSR @g). The first
estimates indicate a rotation speeddgf(R;) = 250 km s', some 15% faster than usually assumed and an
increase of about 50% in the estimated (dark matterss of the Milky Way. The earlier estimate, from
simulations, of the content of dark matter insile sun’s orbit was around ~ 60% of the total m#uss,
would imply from our model an equivalent actual @ese in the effective inertial mass that wouldegete

the same dynamic effect, i, /m, ~ 40%.

With these new observational data, the presenmasti of the dark matter content raises to ~ 70%hef
totality, and the new correspondent value for ttiective inertial mass s, /m, ~ 30%.

Using the standard and not yet so accurate valufe 8 kpc and the up-to-the-minute value@¥f the
orbital period of the LSR would be ~ 200 Myr, tiaplies in an angular speed~ 10 rad s'.

Considering the up to date value of the Hubble @onsl, = 2.30x10°"® s~! from WMAP, we estimate the
ratio: Hy?/w* ~ 5x10°. )

From the eq. (7) and the previously calculated es|uwe guess thaHO/H02 ~10.
Then eq. (7) can be approximated for the presemtheby

We observe from Fig. 4 that with the increasevothe quotientn,, /m, quickly converges asymptotically to
1 and that the minimum possible angular speed fotading system in the present epoch is:

w ~a2H; .
min — N

The decrease in the effective inertial massu«for 5xw,,, is just 4%, and becomes physically meaningful
only in the rangew,,, < w < 5 x w,,, . Therefore for massive galaxies, e.g. giant sgiataxies with high
density mass bulge and consequently high interngular speeds, this effect would becomes significan
only in the external regions. However from the jwes analysis we infer that féow density dwarf galaxies
with very low angular rotation speeds, within themioned range, we expect that these systems vizzuld
completely subject to this dynamic regime, i.eythdl strongly exhibit the dubbed dark mattffect along

all its extent.
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Figure 4: Effective inertial mass dependence with w.

If we consider that the less massive systems ratéte very low angular speeds closedy, , from the
Newtonian point of view this would correspond tonigimum inner mass\/,,,, inside the revolving radius,
consistent with this minimum angular speed. From tlynamic equilibrium condition applied to these
systems, this minimum gravitational accelerationldde compensated by a centrifugal acceleration:

- - 2
-7 —=a G min. — ,
min c 2 min
T
that is
9 .
M min_ .3 ~ 2 HO 3
min r Mmm - r
G G

If we consider the radiugs = 300 pc, we guess/,, ~ 10° Mo . This estimate matches exceptionally well
with the recent observational data for the Milky W¢adwarf satellite galaxies [24]. The centrifugal
acceleration correspondent to this radiusdfet 5 x w,,, , is 1a, ~ 3x10" m s

If we think about the Milky Way galaxy consideritige plot ofv x r we would not expect to observdlat
rotation curve far away from its visible extensiarstead, a increasing curve with a very low slojpse to
W, » IN such way that it exhibits a behavior that &ates a dynamic as if the galaxy would be immersed
dark matter halo of constant density within theitiof its turnaround radiug, , i.e.:

__3H,

lim p, X~
r—r "¢ 927G

These results reprodudeom first principles, the phenomenology proposed by M. Milgrom in lhisdry for
the Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) [25], specéilly that the Newtonian laws of dynamics (inertia
and/or gravity) breaks down in the limit of smatcalerations 107 m s2).

The remarkable aspect of these results is that whahisunderstood as a dark matféect, i.e. a physically
meaningful decrease in the effective inertial méss direct consequence of the fact that the uséves
expandingaccelerating, specifically whenevelH/H2 >1.

From this interpretation we are led to conclude tha same energy field thatcelerates the expansion,
explicitly the dark energy, induces tine gravitationally bound systems an additional internal fieldirected
inward.
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6 Shedding light on the dark side

As previously commented, on our assumption of teeleration field dependence on the radial componen
of the acceleration, we have to point out that thiplicit dependence is @ne qua non condition to be
satisfied by the dynamic gravitational field in bua way to explain the inertia effect of an accaied
material body in what concerns the consistencyefphysical foundations of Sciama’s ideas, andetbes

is a fundamental concept in the present framewbduoproposal.

When we take into account a dynamic gravitatioretlf namely a time varying gravitational field,daits
physical effectalong the vector radius’ between the observer and the accelerated soue@ravtruly
consideringlongitudinal gravitational waves along this radial direction of propagation, and mast call
attention that this is @hysical effect predicted by the GTR as well. However the intrditurc of this
hypothesis plays a key role in our comprehensiath@fyravitation, not only pertaining to the exgplton of
inertia itself but in what concerns also the patisjbof our understanding of the dark matter ahd tlark
energy. The effective property that results frois iroposition is that, in accordance with Mach'imgiple,

an accelerated material body with respect to aerwks induces a dynamic force field that pushepuin
correspondence with the radial direction of theebaration/deceleration vector of the source redativ the
observer. From this remarkable conclusion we becairle to understand for example that during the
acceleration of a material body that moves recedtiom the observer, it would experience an add#lion
attractive dynamic force toward the accelerated bedyle the body keeps accelerating, or oppositely a
repulsive dynamic force if the body deceleratepees to it. If we apply now these conclusions for a
expanding universe centered on us, and think attmupalaxies recedingccelerating from us, we would
expect that each one individually is inducing frdta radiating field, i.e. the inward longitudinal
gravitational waves, an attractive force on us toWha But if we consider that the universe is h@®oeous
and isotropic as a whole, for each galaxy at sois@mce from us there is an antipode galaxy unider t
same physical condition respect to us, i.e. acatfey oppositely and consequently inducing on us an
equivalent attractive dynamic force toward it, tithe resulting dynamic field on us vanishes if we a
positioned exactly in the centre, and will showed resulting field if we are slightly shifted frothe local
attraction centre, this would be the explanationhi present dark matter effect. Let’s go furthéhweur
analysis and focus now on the inward longitudinal/@s radiated by the galaxies, after they haveeaedi

us in the centrevith no net effect they will continue now outward, and so after thepse of the required time
interval they will reach the correspondent accéésraantipodes galaxies inducing on them now an ridwa
dynamic field, that will promote a slow decreasehaf previous acceleration state, and after theselaf an
era the reversion to a decelerated expansion #tatesubsequently will generate the next acceldrate
expansion phase and so forth. This descriptionnmbkes a stone that falls in the centre of a cincldae
with a moving margin, producing concentric wavest tmove outward and reach the margin pushing/myllin
it, depending on the waves phase, and afterwamsevheir movement again toward the centre. Atiosit
we note that the longitudinal gravitational wavesHK like pressure waves in a fluid, which would rxe
positive/negative pressure along its direction odpagation. Concerning this last reasoning if wey ma
consider the inflaton field development during timlationary era, it must have produced a lot of
longitudinal gravitational waves whose temporalletion spectra compose the dynamic gravitatioreldfi

of the universe today, i.e. a Cosmic GravitatioBatkground (CGB). Where the high frequencies and
relative low intensities longitudinal gravitationalaves were probably soon absorbed by the plasma of
elementary particles soon after the inflationaryiguk this could be a possible explanation for teeent
negative result at LIGO (Laser Interferometer Giational Wave Observatory) experiment on the ditect
of gravity waves in these high frequency ranges)aiaing mostly the stretched (10*® m) long period
longitudinal gravitational waves that continuoudiyve accelerating/decelerating the universe’s agjmn.
Thus if we look back in time we would expect to eh® signs of previous accelerated eras. Could we
interpret the harmonious patterns of the baryooauatic oscillations imprinted in the power spegtrof the
Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) as one of suclpesiod? This interpretation could supply the
necessity of dark matter in the early universe xplan the evolution of the large-scale structur@ghe
present epoch, once an accelerated expansion plesessarily induces an increase in the internal
gravitational field of the bound systems, which éates a dark matter effect intensifying the clumps
formation from the very early density fluctuatiorishe clumps so formed would stay as strongly bound
systems due to the amplification of its internal\gtational field during the accelerated expangibase. In
the subsequent deceleration era after an accelerpliase the formed clumps would suffer now antiader
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induction field directed outward due to the decatien of the expansionH{ < 0), but the clumps would
stay still as bound systems due to the fact tlautfiverse continues in expansion and now itsisibégger
than in the previous phase, this implies that thergy density carried by the gravitational wavesnsller
once they were stretched, an equivalent effect tedashift; thinking in a quantum mechanically whg
graviton is less energetic and considering too timatsize of the clumps remained almost the sante(is
cross-section) and that the gravitational wavetfrdrave now a lower intensity per unit of area tlu¢he
expansion. So we would have as consequence an rutger intensity induced inertial field than ihet
previous accelerated phase. Additionally in theekaration era, the existent plasma would be corspres
and consequently through shocks and scatteringyecting its kinetic energy into heat. This is an
irreversible thermodynamic process and consequéimysystem would lose part of its energy through t
emission of thermal photons, i.e. the observedshots in the CMB, leaving at the end the systemtasle

in a lower state of gravitational potential energierefore even if the induced inertial fields werfethe
same intensity in both eras, in the deceleratioamsphit would not be strong enough to reverse thaedd
clumps to the previous dispersed state. _

In fact, would be a coincidence of the present bpbat our estimation for the ratif,” / H, ~ 10" and
that the one-in-10variations observed in the CMB, is precisely tightr amplitude to form the large-scale
structures we see today? We don’t know!

However these explanations are consistent withpoewvious result: that the effective inertial maga dody
under rotary motion reflects the present dynamatesof the universe, i.e. that the present estirohthe
dark matter effect is a direct measure of the acagbn rate of the universe’s expansion. This ariag)
suggests us thahe main observational evidence of the existence of gravitational waves is the present
accelerated expansion phase of the universe, ékplice dark energy field. Though these considerations are
settled on a speculative basis, due yet to thedagkecision observational data, nevertheless gheyide a
possible known physical origin for dark energy,hsitit resort to any exotic energy field.

On balance, if we take into account all the presiatguments and consequently we consider the plagsib
that the WMAP data would be incorrectly interpretdebn the cosmological constantwould not be in fact
constant, and the universe could be in deed closed.

The interplay of the future theoretical developrsesahd upcoming of high precision observations psesi
to answer or at least shed new lights on the kegstipns still open in this vibrating and ever chiagg
research field.
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