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Recently, as a generalization of general relativity, a gravity theory has been proposed in which
gravitational field equations are described by the Cotton tensor. That theory allows an additional
contribution to the gravitational potential of a point mass that rises linearly with radius as ® =
—GM/r + vr/2, where G is the Newton constant. The coefficients M and 7 are the constants
of integration and should be determined individually for each physical system. When applied to
galaxies, the coefficient 7, which has the dimension of acceleration, should be determined for each
galaxy. This is the same as having to determine the mass M for each galaxy. If v is small enough, the
linear potential term is negligible at short distances, but can become significant at large distances.
In fact, it may contribute to the extragalactic systems. In this paper, we derive the effective
field equation for Cotton gravity applicable to extragalactic systems. We then use the effective field
equation to numerically compute the gravitational potential of a sample of 84 rotating galaxies. The
84 galaxies span a wide range, from stellar disk-dominated spirals to gas-dominated dwarf galaxies.
We do not assume the radial density profile of the stellar disk, bulge, or gas; we use only the observed
data. We find that the rotation curves of 84 galaxies can be explained by the observed distribution
of baryons. This is due to the flexibility of Cotton gravity to allow the integration constant ~y for
each galaxy. In the context of Cotton gravity, “dark matter” is in some sense automatically included
as a curvature of spacetime. Consequently, even galaxies that have been assumed to be dominated

by dark matter do not need dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

The missing gravity problem in extragalactic systems
appears when gravity is extremely weak. Empirically,
the typical magnitude of gravitational acceleration is
1km? s72 pc™t ~ 107" m s72 or less. If gravity is much
stronger than that scale, no acceleration discrepancy has
been observed. For understanding the missing gravity
problem, it is necessary to test the laws of gravity at
the extremely weak regimes. To date, no gravity theory
has been experimentally established applicable to such
extremely weak regimes.

Recently, a new gravity theory has been proposed [1],
in which gravitational field equations are described by the
Cotton tensor (named after mathematician, Emile Cot-
ton) [2]. Here, the theory is called Cotton gravity. Cot-
ton gravity is a generalization of general relativity. The
field equations of Cotton gravity have solutions that are
not solutions of Einstein equations. In particular, Cotton
gravity allows an extra contribution to the gravitational
potential of a point mass that rises linearly with radius,
® = —GM/r +~r/2. Thus, Cotton gravity may give the
extra contributions at large distances, which cannot be
explained by general relativity.

The purpose of this paper is to report that in Cotton
gravity, the galaxy rotation curves can be explained by
the observed distribution of baryons. We investigate 84
rotating galaxies with very different properties; galaxies
extend a wide range from largest galaxies known to the
smallest, low mass to high mass, low surface brightness

* jharada@hoku-iryo-u.ac.jp

to high surface brightness, and low gas fraction to high.

In this paper, we do not assume a radial density profile
for the stellar disk, bulge, or gas—only the data is used.
We also do not assume any profiles for the dark matter
halo. As we will see, the observed baryonic mass and the
gravitational field equation of Cotton gravity alone can
explain galaxy rotation curves.

Before beginning this work, it should be mentioned
about Milgromian dynamics (MOND) [3]. MOND is
one of the most extensively studied modified gravity ap-
proaches to the missing gravity problem. The very de-
tailed recent review of MOND (and its applications) is
given in [4], and the detailed fits to the galaxy rotation
curves without an extra free parameter per galaxy was
given in [5]. The comparison between MOND and dark
matter approach was presented in [6].

It may be also mentioned about conformal gravity.
Conformal gravity also allows the linear term in the po-
tential of a point mass [7]. Applications of conformal
gravity to galaxy rotation curves were reviewed in [8],
but some severe problems have been reported in [9-11].
Although a spherically symmetric exact solution of con-
formal gravity is approximately equivalent to that of Cot-
ton gravity, it should be noted that Cotton gravity is a
different theory from conformal gravity [1].

This paper is organized as follows. Section II briefly
summarizes Cotton gravity. In Sec. III, the effective field
equation of Cotton gravity is derived. Section IV plots
the rotation velocities of 84 galaxies. Section V is devoted
to discussion and conclusions. The appendix shows the
details of the calculations. The signature of metric is
(—,+,+,+) throughout the paper.
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II. COTTON GRAVITY

In Cotton gravity, the field equations are given by [1]
Cypo = 167GV, T", 5, (1)

where C),,, is the Cotton tensor, G is the Newton con-
stant, V,, is a covariant derivative associated with the
Levi-Civita connection, and T},,,, is defined by Eq. (3).

Equation (1) is a generalization of Einstein equations
of general relativity. Indeed, Eq. (1) has all solutions of
FEinstein equations—with or without the nonzero cosmo-
logical constant—and other solutions that are not solu-
tions of Einstein equations [1]. This means the following;
if the Einstein equations (G, = 87GT),, ) are satisfied,
then Eq. (1) is also satisfied. Furthermore, if the Ein-
stein equations with the nonzero cosmological constant
(Guv +Agu = 87GT)y,,) are satisfied, then Eq. (1) is still
satisfied (note that Eq. (1) does not include the cosmo-
logical constant A). Most importantly, even if Einstein
equations are not satisfied, Eq. (1) can be satisfied.

Cotton gravity is more general than general relativity
in that sense. Since Eq. (1) has solutions that are not
solutions of Einstein equations, it may describe physics
that cannot be explained by general relativity. This pa-
per shows that galaxies may be typical systems, in which
deviations from general relativity are significant.

In Eq. (1), the Cotton tensor C,,, is defined by [2]

1
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where R, is the Ricci tensor and R is the Ricci scalar.
Here and hereafter, we denote the Ricci scalar with R—
following the convention in astronomy, we will denote the
radial distance in a cylindrical coordinate system with R.
The tensor T}, in Eq. (1) is defined by [1]

1
T/,wpa = i(gupTua - gupr,a - g,u(rTup + guan,p)
1
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where T' := ¢"*T},,,, and ¢"7T},ps = T} holds.
Multiplying Eq. (1) by ¢"?, we find that the conserva-
tion law V,T", = 0 is a consequence of Eq. (1) as

9" Cype = 160GV, T, = 0, (4)

where the Bianchi identity ¢“?C,,, = 0 has been used.
With V,T#, = 0, the right-hand side of Eq. (1) is

1 1
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In the next section, we will derive the effective field equa-
tion of Eq. (1) applicable to galaxies.

IIT. EFFECTIVE FIELD EQUATION

When gravity is weak, a metric can be written as

Guv = Nuv + h;u/: (6)

where 7, is the Minkowski metric, and h,, is small.
For galaxies studied in this work, the energy-momentum
tensor T, is approximately given by

Too=p, T;5=0, To;=0, T =—p, (7)
where p is a mass density. We assume that h,, and p are
time independent (or assume that their time dependence
sufficiently small so that time derivative can be ignored).

Forv=0=0and p=1,2,3 in Eq. (1), we have

1 167G
V (Roo+ =R ) = —2=vp, (8)
6 3
or equivalently
1 167G
Royo + 673 = ;T p + const. (9)

The constant in Eq. (9) is the cosmological constant—
recall that in Cotton gravity, the cosmological constant
is a constant of integration [1]. We assume that the con-
tributions of the cosmological constant are negligible at
galactic scales. In that case, Eq. (9) reduces to
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5P

1
Roo + ER = (10)

Let us calculate Ry and R in Eq. (10). At far from a
center, a metric can be approximately written by

ds? = —(1+20)dt? + (1 — 20)dr? + r2dQ?, (1)

where dQ? = df? + sin® 0d¢?, and ® is the potential.
Transforming from spherical to Cartesian coordinates, we
find that

hOO — 72(:[), hij = 72@”{12‘7‘%, hOi = 0; (12)

where n :=r/|r|, and h :=n""hy, =29 —2dn -n = 0.
At a linear order in hy,,, the Ricci tensor is given by

1
R, = 3 (=00 h + 0,0°hy, + 0,0°h,, — Ohyy) .

(13)
Plugging Eq. (12) into Eq. (13), we obtain

1
Roo = —§V2h00 = V?®. (14)
If Einstein equations are satisfied, then the field equa-

tion (10) just reduces to the usual Poisson equation as

1
G;TGp - %ﬁ = 4rGp, (15)
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where the Ricci scalar R = 87Gp has been used. In
Cotton gravity, however, Einstein equations are mot nec-
essarily satisfied [1]. In that case, the field equation (10)
does not reduce to the Poisson equation as follows.

At a linear order in hy,, the Ricci scalar is given by

R = 0"0"hy,, — Oh. (16)
Plugging Eq. (12) into Eq. (16), we find that
2
R = e (r-V)?+4(r-V)+2)@,  (17)
and the field equation (10) reduces to
2 1
3Jr?

167G
(r-V)?+4(r-V)+2)| @ = ;r p-
(18)
This is the effective field equation of Eq. (1). Thus, op-
erators other than V? are necessary to determine ®.
Equation (18) yields a crucial difference from the Pois-
son equation (15) at large distances. To see it, in the
spherically symmetric system for example, we have
10 29’
Ry =V?® = —— (r?’®') =" + — 19
00 2 (r*e’) + p (19)
where the primes denote the derivative with respect to
the radial coordinates r. From Eq. (17), we also have
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Therefore, the left-hand side of Eq. (18) is given by
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Then, Eq. (18) is given in a simple form as,

g [7”3;« (‘fﬂ — 87 Grp(r). (22)

For the mass density p(r) = 0 (r > a) and p(r) #
0 (r < a), the solution of Eq. (22) is given by

O(r>a) = —g + gr, M = /0 Ame2p(€)d,
G T a
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(23)

where 7 is an integration constant(1/2 is a convention).
While the mass M is determined by p(r), v is arbitrary
unless the boundary condition will be determined. The
linear potential term +r/2—which cannot be obtained
from general relativity—is significant at large r.

In Sec. IV, it is shown that Eq. (18) can explain galaxy
rotation curves from the distribution of baryons. In the
context of Cotton gravity, the missing gravity problem
is originated from the Ricci curvature (17), rather than
dark matter.

IV. GALAXY ROTATION CURVE
A. Data and galaxy sample

We use the SPARC database [12] (Spitzer Photometry
and Accurate Rotation Curves). SPARC includes near-
infrared (3.6 pm) observations that trace the distribution
of stellar mass. The surface density profiles of the stellar
disk and bulge are available from the database. SPARC
also includes the observed rotation velocity Vops(R).

In this work, we investigate 84 galaxies listed in Table I.
The list includes galaxies with the morphologies from S0
to Im, baryonic masses 4 x 107 < Mypay /Mg < 5 X 1011,
gas fraction 0.03 < fgas = Mgas/Mpar < 0.94, and
rotation velocities 30 < Via/(kms™!) < 330. This
range extends from the largest galaxies known to the
smallest. Of 84 galaxies, 53 galaxies are disk-dominated
(faisk = Maisk/Mpar > 0.5), 30 galaxies are gas-
dominated (fgas > 0.5), and only 1 galaxy—NGC 7814—
is bulge-dominated (fpuige = Mpulge/Mpar > 0.5). Only
11 of 84 galaxies have the central bulge. The radial H 1
(atomic hydrogen) surface density profiles are not avail-
able from the SPARC database. We collect them from
the references listed in column (11) of Table I.

B. Gravitational potential

We solve the effective field equation (18) numerically
to determine the gravitational potential ®—we also solve
the Poisson equation (15) for comparison. The appendix
presents the formulas and the details of calculations. The
mass density is totally from the stellar disk, bulge, and
gas. In particular, we do not assume a radial profile
for the stellar disk, bulge, or gas—we use only the data.
For the vertical distributions from the galactic planes, we
assume the finite thickness for the stellar disk and gas.
We assume that bulge is spherical as an approximation.
These details are shown in the appendix.

When we solve Eq. (18), following the solution (23),
we adopt the boundary condition at far from the center,

D = Yealaxy V R2 + 22/2, (24)

where R is the radius in a cylindrical coordinate system, z
is the vertical coordinate, and 7Ygalaxy is a constant. The
values of 7galaxy should be determined for each galaxy.
This is the same as the mass M should be determined
for each galaxy. The constant vgalaxy is just an integra-
tion constant rather than a fundamental parameter of the
theory—the field equations (1) does not include Ygataxy-
We determine the value of Ygalaxy as a fitting parameter
for each galaxy. We find that many galaxies have typi-
cally Ygalaxy ~ 1 km? s72 pc™! (column (5) in Table I).
The flexibility to allow the individual values Ygalaxy for
each galaxy is a significant advantage of Eq. (1).
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FIG. 1. Examples of rotation curves for galaxies. The points with error bars are the observed rotation velocity Vops(R), which
are available from the SPARC database [12]. Four thin lines (solid, dashed, dotted, dash-dotted) represent the calculated
rotation velocity V(R) = v/ RO®/IOR, where ® is determined by solving the Poisson equation (15). Each baryonic component
is represented: dotted lines for the gas, dashed lines for the stellar disk, dash-dotted lines for the bulge when present, and thin
solid lines for the sum of these components. In all galaxies, the observed data exceed the thin solid lines, indicating the need for
dark matter. Thick solid lines represent the calculated rotation velocity V(R) = 1/ RO® /IR, where ® is determined by solving
the effective field equation (18), rather than the Poisson equation. In all galaxies, the observed data are consistent with the
thick solid lines. NGC 3109 has been assumed that dark matter dominates. Nevertheless, in the context of Cotton gravity, the
rotation velocities can be explained without the need for dark matter. UGC 2885 (Rubin’s galaxy, named after Vera Rubin)
is one of the largest known. Even for such largest galaxies, the calculated velocities are in agreement with the observed data.
Some galaxies have large mass density at small radii. In those cases, the surface brightness profiles are very sensitive to the
results at small radii, and lines are not shown near the center (NGC 5907). Further investigations are required for those cases.

C. Rotation curves D. Radial acceleration relation

Figure 3 shows the radial acceleration relation [43] for
the present study. Here, the radial acceleration relation
is a relation between the observed acceleration (gons) and
the calculated acceleration (gpa,) for the baryons, where

VO2bS(R) a(b

YJobs = Ta and Gbar = @

The potential ® is determined by solving the Poisson
equation and the field equation (18) of Cotton gravity.
Figure 3 shows two cases: (a) for the Poisson equation,
and (b) for Cotton gravity.

In Cotton gravity, the observed rotation curves can
be explained by the distributions of baryons (Fig. 1).
The flat shape of rotation curves (NGC 5907, UGC
2885, UGC 2487, and NGC7331 in Fig. 1) and the non-
flat /rising shape (NGC 3109 and NGC 100 in Fig. 1) can
be obtained in the same context without assumptions.
In the context of Cotton gravity, the calculated shape
of rotation curves are essentially determined by the dis-
tributions of baryons. This is in agreement with one of
the most important observations: “For any feature in the

(25)

luminosity profile there is a corresponding feature in the
rotation curve and vise verse” [40].

In Cotton gravity, both large galaxies (UGC 2885 and
UGC 2487 in Fig. 1) and small galaxies (NGC 3109 and
NGC 100 in Fig. 1) can be explained. Figure 2 shows the
rotation curves of 84 galaxies. The 84 galaxies are very
different in morphologies, luminosities, masses, sizes, and
gas fractions. Nevertheless, 84 galaxy rotation curves can
be explained by the single field equation (18).

For the case of the Poisson equation, the calculated
acceleration gy, is smaller than the observed acceleration
Gobs for gops ~ 1 km? s72 pc™! or less [(a) in Fig 3]. It
indicates the need for dark matter.

For the case of Cotton gravity, the calculated acceler-
ation gpar is in agreement with the observed acceleration
Jobs €ven for gops ~ 1 km? s72 pc™! or less [(b) in Fig 3].
Thus, in Cotton gravity, the gops can be explained by the
baryons without the need for dark matter.



TABLE I. Parameters for galaxies. Column (1) gives the galaxy name. Column (2) gives the numerical Hubble type adopting
the following scheme: 0 = S0, 1 = Sa, 2 = Sab, 3 = Sb, 4 = Sbc, 5 = Sc¢, 6 = Scd, 7 = Sd, 8 = Sdm, 9 = Sm, 10 = Im.
Column (3) gives the assumed distance. Column (4) gives the assumed inclination angle (7). The parenthesis shows the
error. Columns (3) and (4) are obtained from the SPARC [12]. Column (5) gives the constant in Eq. (24). Column (6) gives
the mass-to-light ratio at 3.6 pm band (Y,) of the stellar disk. Column (7) gives the baryonic mass (Mpar). The baryonic
mass is a sum of the stellar mass M, and the gas mass Mgas. The stellar mass is a sum of the masses of the stellar disk
Magisx and the central bulge Myyge. Column (8) gives the disk fraction (faisk = Maisk/Mbar). Column (9) gives the bulge
fraction (fouige = Mbuige/Mpbar). The mass-to-light ratio for the bulge is assumed to be 1.4, for all galaxies with the bulge.
Column (10) gives the gas fraction (fgas = Mgas/Mbar). Gas mass is estimated by Mgas = 1.33Mu1, where Myug is the H 1 mass
and 1.33 represents an enhancement factor to account for the cosmic abundance of helium. Columns (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), and
(10) are obtained in this work. Column (11) gives the references for the radial H I surface density profiles (Xur) used in this
work: Al15 [13], An22 [14], Ba05 [15], Ba06 [16], BCO4 [17], BW94 [18], Ca90 [19], CB89 [20], Co91 [21], Co00 [22], CPY0 [23],
Fr02 [24], Fr11 [25], Ga02 [26], Ge04 [27], Hald [28], HoO1 [29], JC90 [30], Ke07 [31], Lel4 [32], MC94 [33], NoO5 [34], Rh96 [35],
SGO06 [36], Sw02 [37], VHI3 [38], VS01 [39].

Name Type D i Yealaxy /2 T, Mpar Saisk Soulge Seas Ref.
Mpe) () (am’sPpel)  (Mo/Lo)  (10°Mo)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11)

DDO064 10 6.80 60(5) 0.75 0.50 0.391 0.208 0.000 0.792 Sw02
DDO154 10 4.04 64(3) 0.39 0.65 0.385 0.084 0.000 0.916 CB89
DDO161 10 7.50 70(10) 0.28 0.34 2.778 0.066 0.000 0.934 Co00
DDO168 10 4.25 63(6) 0.67 0.50 0.432 0.212 0.000 0.788 HoO1
DDO170 10 15.40 66(7) 0.31 0.50 1.033 0.244 0.000 0.756 HoO1
ESO079-G014 4 28.70 79(5) 1.38 0.67 37.932 0.886 0.000 0.114 Ge04
ESO116-G012 7 13.00 74(3) 1.15 0.77 4.837 0.683 0.000 0.317 Ge04
ES0O444-G084 10 4.83 32(6) 1.20 0.50 0.209 0.168 0.000 0.832 Co00
1C2574 9 3.91 75(7) 0.37 0.20 1.595 0.142 0.000 0.858 MC94
KK98-251 10 6.80 59(5) 0.26 0.55 0.197 0.222 0.000 0.778 BC04
NGC0055 9 2.11 77(3) 0.51 0.55 4.108 0.571 0.000 0.429 HoO1
NGC0100 6 13.50 89(1) 0.83 0.57 4.574 0.405 0.000 0.595 Rh96
NGC0247 7 3.70 74(3) 0.53 1.10 10.065 0.772 0.000 0.228 CP90
NGC0300 7 2.08 42(10) 0.75 1.20 4.386 0.773 0.000 0.227 HoO1
NGC0801 5 80.70 80(1) 0.39 0.57 212.118 0.882 0.000 0.118 HoO1
NGC0891 3 9.91 90(1) 1.50 0.38 61.876 0.728 0.179 0.093 Fri1

NGC1003 6 11.40 67(5) 0.38 0.75 25.349 0.191 0.000 0.809 BWO94
NGC1090 4 37.00 64(3) 0.60 0.60 72.626 0.791 0.000 0.209 Ge04
NGC2366 10 3.27 68(5) 0.43 0.90 1.030 0.204 0.000 0.796 Lel4
NGC2403 6 3.16 63(3) 0.82 1.00 14.418 0.696 0.000 0.304 Fro2

NGC2841 3 14.10 76(10) 1.20 1.00 234.347 0.608 0.296 0.096 HoO1
NGC2903 4 6.60 66(3) 1.40 0.45 37.783 0.933 0.000 0.067 Ho01
NGC2998 5 68.10 58(2) 0.89 0.60 118.241 0.788 0.000 0.212 Ho01
NGC3109 9 1.33 70(5) 0.68 0.60 0.651 0.174 0.000 0.826 JC90
NGC3198 5 13.80 73(3) 0.42 1.00 49.745 0.763 0.000 0.237 Ho01
NGC3726 5 18.00 53(2) 0.72 0.50 42.923 0.770 0.000 0.230 VS01
NGC3741 10 3.21 70(4) 0.42 1.00 0.238 0.102 0.000 0.898 An22
NGC3769 3 18.00 70(2) 0.35 0.75 17.697 0.635 0.000 0.365 VS01
NGC3893 5 18.00 49(2) 1.07 0.62 39.662 0.808 0.000 0.192 VS01
NGC3972 4 18.00 77(1) 1.64 0.59 9.851 0.840 0.000 0.160 VS01
NGC4010 7 18.00 89(1) 1.10 0.45 12.257 0.623 0.000 0.377 VS01
NGC4068 10 4.37 44(6) 0.43 0.50 0.362 0.324 0.000 0.676 Lel4
NGC4085 5 18.00 82(2) 1.75 0.30 7.948 0.781 0.000 0.219 VS01
NGC4088 4 18.00 69(2) 1.00 0.32 43.415 0.757 0.000 0.243 VS01
NGC4100 4 18.00 73(2) 0.90 0.48 29.897 0.864 0.000 0.136 VS01
NGC4157 3 18.00 82(3) 0.80 0.45 57.581 0.785 0.024 0.191 VS01

NGC4214 10 2.87  15(10) 1.05 1.05 1.746 0.664 0.000  0.336 Lel4




TABLE 1. (continued).

Name Type D 1 Ygalaxy /2 T, Mypar faisk Sfoulge faas Ref.
Mpe) () (m®s?pc’)  (Mo/Le)  (10°Mg)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (M) (8) 9) (10) (11)

NGC4559 6 9.00 67(1) 0.41 0.70 22.080 0.605 0.000 0.395 Ba05
NGC5055 4 9.90 55(6) 0.55 0.50 82.099 0.894 0.000 0.106 Ba06
NGC5585 7 7.06 51(2) 0.65 0.82 4.253 0.563 0.000 0.437 Co91
NGC5907 5 17.30 88(2) 0.70 0.59 125.032 0.838 0.000 0.162 All5
NGC6195 3 127.80 62(5) 0.50 0.55 278.553 0.568 0.309 0.123 SGO06
NGC6503 6 6.26 74(2) 0.60 0.75 11.367 0.822 0.000 0.178 HoO1
NGC6674 3 51.20 54(6) 0.55 1.00 255.953 0.775 0.117 0.108 HoO1
NGCT7331 3 14.70 75(2) 1.10 0.40 114.914 0.827 0.061 0.112 HoO1
NGC7793 7 3.61 47(9) 0.35 0.90 7.658 0.821 0.000 0.179 Ca90
NGC7814 2 14.40 90(1) 1.90 0.55 56.548 0.233 0.741 0.026 Frll

UGC00128 8 64.50 57(10) 0.25 2.30 38.381 0.716 0.000 0.284 VH93
UGC01281 8 5.27 90(1) 0.75 0.38 0.533 0.264 0.000 0.736 Sw02
UGC02487 0 69.10 36(5) 0.95 1.00 564.712 0.667 0.298 0.035 No05
UGC02885 5 80.60 64(4) 0.75 0.80 404.295 0.698 0.146 0.155 HoO1
UGC03546 1 28.70 55(5) 1.05 0.43 52.426 0.607 0.342 0.051 No05
UGC04278 7 9.51 90(3) 1.05 0.45 2.142 0.275 0.000 0.725 Sw02
UGC04483 10 3.34 58(3) 0.42 0.65 0.045 0.184 0.000 0.816 Lel4
UGC04499 8 12.50 50(3) 0.60 0.60 2.511 0.339 0.000 0.661 Sw02
UGC05414 10 9.40 55(3) 0.72 0.50 1.539 0.402 0.000 0.598 Sw02
UGC05829 10 8.64 34(10) 0.52 0.65 1.813 0.209 0.000 0.791 Sw02
UGC05986 9 8.63 90(3) 1.15 1.00 7.904 0.583 0.000 0.417 Sw02
UGC06399 9 18.00 75(2) 1.00 0.50 2.187 0.571 0.000 0.429 VSo1
UGC06446 7 12.00 51(3) 0.55 3.00 4.666 0.612 0.000 0.388 VSo1
UGC06917 9 18.00 56(2) 0.57 1.37 11.685 0.782 0.000 0.218 VSo01
UGC06923 10 18.00 65(2) 0.75 0.70 2.880 0.651 0.000 0.349 VSo1
UGC06973 2 18.00 71(3) 3.00 0.20 12.632 0.668 0.175 0.157 VSo1
UGC06983 6 18.00 49(1) 0.37 2.20 14.421 0.731 0.000 0.269 VSo01
UGCO07089 8 18.00 80(3) 0.58 0.32 2.979 0.393 0.000 0.607 Ga02
UGCO07151 6 6.87 90(3) 0.72 0.80 2.804 0.707 0.000 0.293 Sw02
UGC07261 8 13.10 30(10) 0.70 0.75 3.256 0.377 0.000 0.623 Sw02
UGC07323 8 8.00 47(3) 0.96 0.35 2.467 0.604 0.000 0.396 Sw02
UGC07399 8 8.43 55(3) 1.55 2.00 3.379 0.700 0.000 0.300 Sw02
UGC07559 10 4.97 61(3) 0.29 0.60 0.309 0.207 0.000 0.793 Sw02
UGCO07603 7 4.70 78(3) 0.78 1.20 0.761 0.576 0.000 0.424 Sw02
UGCO07608 10 8.21 25(10) 0.94 0.70 0.949 0.235 0.000 0.765 Sw02
UGC07690 10 8.11 41(5) 0.26 1.20 1.509 0.613 0.000 0.387 Sw02
UGCO07866 10 4.57 44(5) 0.35 0.50 0.243 0.265 0.000 0.735 Sw02
UGC08490 9 4.65 50(3) 0.45 2.20 3.111 0.696 0.000 0.304 Sw02
UGC08550 7 6.70 90(3) 0.55 0.70 0.613 0.325 0.000 0.675 Sw02
UGC08837 10 7.21 80(5) 0.38 0.30 0.603 0.249 0.000 0.751 Sw02
UGC09037 6 83.60 65(5) 0.55 0.50 58.087 0.520 0.000 0.480 Hal4
UGC11455 6 78.60 90(1) 1.00 0.65 373.377 0.918 0.000 0.082 SG06
UGC11557 8 24.20 30(10) 0.28 0.40 8.554 0.571 0.000 0.429 Sw02
UGC12506 6 100.60 86(4) 0.48 1.50 250.494 0.811 0.000 0.189 Hal4
UGC12732 9 13.20 39(6) 0.55 2.20 8.785 0.410 0.000 0.590 Sw02
UGCA442 9 4.35 64(7) 0.55 0.50 0.489 0.137 0.000 0.863 Co00
UGCA444 10 0.98 78(4) 0.51 0.50 0.107 0.056 0.000 0.944 Ke07
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All galaxies except DDO 154 show the observed rotation velocity obtained from SPARC database [12]; only DDO 154 shows

the observed rotation velocity obtained from THINGS [41, 42] (The H I Nearby Galaxy Survey).
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FIG. 3. Radial acceleration relation [43]: the observed gravitational acceleration, gobs = 2 <(R)/R, is plotted against that
calculated for the observed distributions of baryons, gbar = 0®/JR, where the gravitational potential ® is determined by solving
(al) the Poisson equation (15), and (b1l) the effective field equation (18) in Cotton gravity. 1388 data points for 84 galaxies
are shown in both panels. The data points in the most inner regions are rejected to minimize the affects of regularization in
numerical computations (see, the appendix). The dashed line is the line of unity (al and b1). The middle panels (a2) and (b2)
show the same as those of the top panels, but the horizontal axis is replaced by log;q(gbar/gobs). The bottom panels (a3) and
(b3) show the distribution of log,(gbar/gobs), Where the horizontal axis is the same as that of the middle panel. The (a3) shows
that 1239 data points (89%) are distributed in the range of log;q(gbar/gobs) < —0.07 (gbar/gobs < 0.85). It indicates the need
for dark matter. The (b3) shows that 1179 data points (85%) are distributed in the range of —0.07 < log,,(gbar/gobs) < 0.07
(0.85 < gbar/gobs < 1.17). The distribution of (b3) is very tight—indeed, it is not even the Gaussian (it is described by the
Cauchy distribution with the location —0.008 and the scale 0.024). It indicates that dark matter is unnecessary.
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mass Mypar as a function of the flat rotation speed Vaat. The
baryonic mass Myay, a sum of the stellar mass (M, = Mgisk +
Miuige) and the mass of gas (Mgas), is listed in column (7) of
Table 1. The flat rotation speed Vgat are available from the
SPARC database [12]. The dashed line represents a linear fit
in the log-log plot: the slope is 3.72.

E. Baryonic Tully-Fisher relation

The baryonic Tully-Fisher relation is an empirical re-
lation between the total baryonic mass M., and the flat
rotation speed Vi, [44]. Figure 4 shows the baryonic

Tully-Fisher relation for the present study. From the
data, we find that
Vi 3.72
Myar /Mg = 10357 | 2 26
b / © km/s ) ( )

or equivalently

3.72
Vﬂat ) , (27)

My /(10°Ms) = 6.5 | —— 2t
bar/ (10°Mo) 65(100km/s

for 1 x 10% < Mya /Mg < 6 x 10'. Equation (27) is a
convenient form, because the coefficient is dimensionless
and has a value of O(1). In Cotton gravity, this relation is
obtained as a consequence of the field equations. Here, it
should be noted that Vg,; is just an effective concept—
the rotation velocities should not be necessarily flat in
Cotton gravity (Fig. 2). In general, the exponent is not
exactly equals to 4 in the context of Cotton gravity.
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F. Distribution of vgaiaxy

The parameter Ygalaxy should be determined for each
galaxy. In Cotton gravity, it is theoretically unnatural to
assume that ygalaxy takes a single value for all galaxies.
The particular value of Ygalaxy per galaxy is allowed, and
it is a significant advantage of Cotton gravity.

There is no correlation between the baryonic mass
My,: and the value of Ygalaxy (Fig. 5). We find that
76 of 84 galaxies have the values in the range 0.2 <
Vaalaxy/2 < 1.3 km? s72 pcfl(Fig. 5). We also find that
UGC 6973 has an exceptionally large value, Ygalaxy/2 =
3.0 km? s72 pc L.
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of Ygalaxy /2 by 50% from the best fit values; dashed lines for the 50% larger case, and dotted lines for the 50% smaller. Changing
the values of Ygalaxy does not affect the whole shape of the curves.

G. Changing VYgalaxy

Figure 6 shows the rotation velocities when changing
the values of Ygalaxy/2 by 50% from the best fit values.
We find that changing the values of vgalaxy/2 does not
affect the whole shape of the curves.

Cotton gravity is flexible in the sense that it allows an
additional parameter Ygalaxy for each galaxy. Therefore,
one may think that the observed rotation curves can be
easily explained by adjusting arbitrarily vsalaxy. Figure 6
indicates that it is not true; the changes of vgalaxy affect
only details, and does not affect the whole shape. In
fact, it is nontrivial whether Cotton gravity can explain
the observed rotation curves, even though the parameter
Vealaxy 15 allowed for each galaxy.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We found that Cotton gravity can explain the rotation
curves of 84 galaxies without the need for dark matter.
In Cotton gravity, the flat rotation curves and the non-
flat rising shape of rotation curves can be explained in
the same context without special assumptions (Fig. 2).
All we need is the data on the distribution of stars and
gas, and the gravitational field equation (18). This is
satisfactory because the observed data (surface density)
explains the observed data (rotation velocity).

Cotton gravity allows an extra linear term in the grav-
itational potential of a point mass. The coefficient of the
linear term 7galaxy is a constant of integration. Therefore,
it (and the mass M) should be determined separately
for each galaxy. Various values of ygalaxy are completely
consistent with Eq. (1). According to this flexibility of
Cotton gravity, galaxy rotation curves can be explained.

From this work, we have observed the following: the
observed potential ® and the observed mass densities of
84 galaxies does not satisfy the Poisson equation, but
(at least approximately) satisfy the effective field equa-
tion (18). This is empirical. That is, what we found is
that the effective field equation (18) has the particular so-

lution that is consistent with the observed gravitational
potential ® and the baryonic masses.

Here it should be also mentioned the following. Cotton
gravity was proposed with the pure theoretical motiva-
tion as a generalization of general relativity [1]. It was not
intended to solve a particular problem in astrophysics. In
particular, the galaxy rotation curve was not the moti-
vation for Cotton gravity. Nevertheless, Cotton gravity
can explain the rotation curves—it is just a consequence
of the field equations of Cotton gravity.

The results of this paper suggest the following:

1. When gravity is extremely weak, the law of gravity
may deviate from general relativity.

2. Galaxies are typical systems in which such devia-
tions from general relativity cannot be ignored.

3. Galaxies have no dark matter halos.

These may be alternative to the dark matter paradigm.
For understanding gravity and matter in the universe, it
is necessary to test the laws of gravity in the extremely
weak regimes. Galaxies are unique physical systems in
which the effects of very weak gravity can be precisely
observed. Investigating galaxies would help to test the
law of gravity applicable to extremely weak regimes.

This work is the first quantitative test of Cotton grav-
ity. The first test suggests that Cotton gravity is a pos-
sible candidate as a generalization of general relativity.
Further investigations would be expected.
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Appendix: NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS
1. Poisson equation

In the axially symmetric system—we assume that the
rotating galaxies have the axial symmetry—, the Poisson
equation (15) can be written in a cylindrical coordinate,

0?2 1 0 0?
st ror T o2 O(R, |2|) = 4nGp(R, |z]), (A.1)

where R is the radial distance and z is the height.

The mass density of baryons has two components,

Pbar = Pdisk T Pgas- (AQ)

For galaxies with the central bulge, ppuee should be
added (only 11 galaxies in this work). We assume that
the stellar disk and gas have a small but finite thickness—
though, we find that the results are not sensitive to finite
thickness. We assume that the bulge is spherical.

For the stellar disk, we adopt the following profile,

paisk(R, |2]) = T Eaisk(R) ———

where T, is the mass-to-light ratio (listed in column (6)
of Table I), T, X4isk(R) is the surface density, and zq4 is
the scale height. We use zq = 0.196(Rd/kpc)o‘633 kpc [12,
45], where Rq is the scale length. Consequently, we ob-
tain
4G pdisk
137.9¢ 1/ Y, S4(R)

= k 2 —2 k —2.
(Ra/kp)8% My /Lo Lojpc? 0~ °

(A4)

The values of the surface brightness gk (R) and the
scale length Rq are available from SPARC [12].
For the gas, we adopt the following profile,

sech? (z/24)

pgas(R; |Z|) = 1.332H1(R) 9
Zg

(A.5)

9

where 1.33 is a factor to account for the cosmic abun-
dance of helium, Yy (R) is the radial H 1 surface density,
and 2, is the scale height. We assume that z; = 24 for
simplicity. We collect the data of Xyr(R) from the refer-
ences in column (11) of Table I. Consequently, we have

4G pgas
183.4sech? (z/zg) Xmi(R) 9 o 9
= k 5 k .
(Ra/kpc)83 Mg /pez 0 ¢

(A.6)
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For the bulge, we adopt the mass-to-light ratio 1.47,
for all galaxies. Therefore, the bulge density is given by

147, [ dEpuge(R dR
Pbulge(r) = — / bulge ()

dR RZ — 2
(A7)

The values of the surface brightness Xpuge(R) are avail-
able from SPARC [12].

We consider the following discrete coordinates,

™

R=R; >0, |2|=% >0, ¢j=0,1,2,--- (AS)
where we set Ry = 0 and zg = 0. These coordinates are
not necessarily homogeneous as R;yo— R;+1 # Rit1— R;
and Zj4+2 — Zj41 }é Zj41 — Zj-

The central finite differences are given by

b i1 — Py

(R, |2]) = 4L imLd A9
aR ( ? |ZD Ri-i,—l _ Ri—l ? ( a)
D, o)) = 2t Z Pt (g
0z Zj+1 — Zj—1

where CI)(R“ Zj) = (I)i,j'
The second order finite difference is given by
82

_ 4
S (R 2] =

Diy1+ Pio1; — 2% ;)
(Riy1 — Ri—1)?
4(Ri+1 + R, — 2Ri)(¢i+1,j — ‘132;1,]‘)
(Riy1 — Ri—1)? ’
(A.10)

where the second term is necessary when the coordinate
R; is not homogeneous—if the coordinate R; is homoge-
neous, then the second term vanishes. Similarly we have

52 A(D; g + By g — 20, ;
72(I)(R, |z|) — ( g1 T Pij—1 . ,J)
0z (Zj+1 — zj-1)
Azt 21— 225) (i1 — Piyy-1) (A11)
(zj4+1 — 2j-1)3

The following comes from the operator (r - V)? in

Eq. (18),

32
0ROz
_ Qivirr = Pigro1 = Pica i + Picj (A.12)

(Rit1 — Ri—1)(2j41 — zj-1)

(R, |z2])

Equation (A.12) holds even if the coordinates R; and z;
are not homogeneous.
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For i,j > 0, from Eqs. (A.9a), (A.10), and (A.11), the Poisson equation (A.1) is written by
4(Pigr,y + Picry —2Piy)  A(Riv1 + Ricy — 2Ri)(Piy1y — Pic1y) | Pigry — Picay
(Riy1 — Ri—1)? (Riy1 — Ri1)? Ri(Riy1 — Ri-1)
A+ ijor = 2®iy) Az + 21— 225) (Pigar — i)
(41— 2j-1)? (241 — 25-1)°
where p(R;, zj) = pi ;-
Solving Eq. (A.13) with respect to ®; ;, we find the formula for 4, j > 0,

=4nGp; ; fori,j >0, (A.13)

{ 2 N 2 } %Py (R + Ry = 2R)(Pigry — Pia )
(Riv1 — Ri—1)? (2541 —2-1)?] ™ (Rip1 — Rim1)? (Rit1 — Ri—1)?
Pit1; — i1y i, Q- j i—1 = 22j)(Pijr1 — Py .
+1,j 1, g1+ P 21 _ (2541 + 251 zi)( ,J-gl J—1) —7Gp;; fori,j>0.(A.14)
4R;(Rit1 — Ri-1) (%41 — 2j-1) (zj+1 — 2j-1)
For i > 0 and j = 0, we obtain the formula by replacing as z;_1 = —z;41 and ®; j_1 = ®; ;41 in Eq. (A.14),
2 w g, B A Picay (B Ricy = 2R0)(Pigry — Picay)
(Riy1 — Ri—1)? 2232+1 T (Rigr — Ri—1)? (Riy1 — Ri—1)3
i1 = Pic1j | i

—7nGp;; fori>0and j=0. A5

4Ri(Ri+1 — Rifl) 22]2+1 J ( )

For i = 0, the second term in Eq. (A.1) is singular. We can avoid it as follows. Consider the two dimensional case,

as example. Transforming the cylindrical coordinates (R, ¢) to the Cartesian coordinates (x,y) in two dimensions,
the central finite Laplacian at the origin is given by

(A, 0) + (~Ar,0) ~22(0,0) , 2(0,Ay) + (0, ~Ay) ~22(0,0)

2P = . Al
v (ar) (Bv) (410
When Az = Ay =6, Eq. (A.16) is given by
1 4
V20 = 57 (2(6,0) + (=5,0) + @(0,8) + @(0, =8) — 4®(0,0)) = = (®(3,0) — 2(0,0)), (A.17)
where ®(4,0) = ®(—4,0) = ®(0,9) = ®(0,—0) has been used (this holds in the axially symmetric system).
Applying Eq. (A.17) to the present case, we find that
o2 10 4(Dip1, — @i ) .
- @ — —’L 2] vJ f = 0. A.l
[8R2 + R@R] (R,|z]) R, ori=10 (A.18)

Therefore, for i = 0 and j > 0, the Poisson equation (A.1) is written by

4(Pig1y — Piy) + A(Pijy1 + Piyo1 —2%i)  Aziv1 + 21 — 22)(Piyr1 — Pij—1) _ 4 Gp; ;
_ .
R?,, (zj+1 — 2j-1)2 (zj+1—2-1)3 !

fori=0and j >0. (A.19)
Solving Eq. (A.19) with respect to ®; ;, we obtain the formula for ¢ = 0 and j > 0,

1 2 o, = Lierg | Piger t i1 (gt 2o = 22) (Rigen = Pig-1) o
R? (zj+1—2i-1)%] " R? (zj41 — 2j—1)? (zj41 — zj-1) et
i+1 Jj+1 Jj—1 i+1 Jj+1 Jj—1 Jj+1 J—1

fori=0and j >0. (A.20)
For i = j = 0, we obtain the formula by replacing as z;_1 = —z;41 and ®; j_1 = ®; ;41 in Eq. (A.20),

.1 i1y Pijn o
R2+1 + 222+11 (I)i7j = R2+1] + 222:_1 — WGpi’j fori=75=0. (A.Ql)
z J ) g

Using the formulas (A.14), (A.15), (A.20), and (A.21), we can compute the gravitational potential ® via the Poisson
equation. Following the 1/r solution of the Poisson equation, we set the boundary condition ® = 0 at far from the
center of galaxies. This boundary condition enables us to compute ® for each baryonic component: stellar disk, bulge,
and gas. (In Cotton gravity, following the solution (23), we adopt the boundary condition (24). So we can compute
® only for the sum of the baryonic components, rather than the each component.)

Our results are completely consistent with the previous ones (Fig. 7) for each baryonic component. In the previous
study [12], the potential ® was computed by using the different method. Therefore, this is a good check for our
numerical calculations.
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FIG. 7.  Examples of rotation curves of galaxies. Three lines (dashed for the stellar disk; dotted for the gas; dash-dotted
for the bulge when present) are computed by using the formulas for the Poisson equation given in the appendix. Three open
symbols (square for the stellar disk; triangle for the gas; circle for the bulge when present) represent the previous results [12].
In all cases, lines and symbols are shown for the mass-to-light ratio Y, given in Table I. Our results are completely consistent
with the previous ones [12], though different computational methods are used. For NGC 4157, a tiny deviation for the gas
component (dotted line and open triangle) is found, but it would be due to the difference of the input data for the H I surface
density.

2. Cotton gravity

For Cotton gravity, we numerically solve the effective field equation (18), rather than the field equations (1). In
the effective field equation (18), 1/|r|* term is singular at the origin. To avoid it in the numerical computations, we
introduce the functions F; and F» to regularize the effective field equation (18) as follows,

F 167G F
2 1 2 2
— . 2)| &= 1—-— A.22
s (P ae vy e o = 10C, (1) (A22)
where F; and Fy satisfy
Fi(r) =1, Fap(r) =0 for |r| — oo, (A.23a)
Fi(r)~1, Fo(r) ~0 except for |r| ~0, (A.23b)
Fi(r)/Ir|> =0, Fa(r) =1 for |r| — 0. (A.23c)

This guarantees that Eq. (A.22) reduces to Eq. (18) except near the origin; it also guarantees that Eq. (A.22) reduces
to Eq. (15) at the origin as an approximation.

Here, we adopt the following functions,

= (A.24)

R2 2
AR ) = o (55,

and Fy(R,|z]) = 1 — F1(R,|?|), where we set 1. = Rq/3 (we set 1. = Rq for some larger galaxies). The particular
choice of F; and F5 is not sensitive to the results except near the origin. To minimize the affects of regularization,
the points for R < 0.1Rj.s; (Where Rjag is the radius at the most outer data) are rejected in Fig. 3.

We write the functions F; and Fj as
Fl(Ri,Zj) :Fli,ja FQ(Ri,Zj) :FZi,j~ (A25)

In the axially symmetric system, the regularized effective field equation (A.22) is written by
02 10 0? Fi(R,|z]) , 02 0? 02 0 0
£Yy:5) a5 : R —— +2R AR— +4z— +2 || ®(R
[3R2+R3R+322 3(R2+22)( 8R2+282+ *5Ro + 8R+ e + )} (R,|2)

_ 16;er(R7 ) (1 B F2(11|Z|)> . (A.26)
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For i, > 0, from Eqs. (A.9a), (A.9b), (A.10), (A.11), and (A.12), the field equation (A.26) is written by

4(Pit1,y + Picaj —20i5)  A(Rip1 + Rit — 2R)(Riga,; — im1yj) PN Rk RSN
(Riy1 — Ri—1)? (Riy1 — Ri—1)3 Ri(Riy1 — Ri—1)
LA (Pijp1 + Pij—1 —2Pi5)  4(zj41 +2j-1 — 22)(Pijy1 — Piyj—1)
(zj+1 = 2j-1)? (zj+1 = 2j-1)°
_ Fuy JARF (Pigiy + ®ic1y —2Pi5)  4ARF(Ripa + Rici —2R:)(Pigry — Pioiy) L AR(Pigy — éi_l,j)}
3(R; +27) | (Riy1 — Ri_1)? (Riy1 — Ri_1)? Riyn— Ry
Fr; [422 (@1 + @0 —285)  422(z0 + 251 — 22) (@1 — Pij1) | dzy(® 500 — Byj1)
- 2 2 2 o 3 +
3(R; +25) | (zj+1 = 2j-1) (241 = 2j-1) Zjt1 = Zj-1
Fu [2R; 2 (Piv1,j4+1 — Pit1,j—1 — Pic1j41 + Pic1j—1) ] 167G < F2ij) o
— - > . : > +20;, | = ——p; ;|1 ——2| fori,j >0.
3(RF+23) | (Rit1 — Ri—1)(2j4+1 — 2zj-1) N g P 4 g
(A.27)
Solving Eq. (A.27) with respect to ®; ;, we obtain the formula for ¢,j > 0,
2 2 Fui 2R? 222 1
5+ 2 21J2 - 7 T ’ 2 5 P 5
(Rit1 — Ric1)* (g1 — 2j-1)?  3(R{+27) \ (Riv1 — Ric1)®  (2j41— 7j-1)* 2
_ Qi+ Qicry  (Bivn ot Rict = 2R) (i — Pim1y) | Pigry = Ricy
(Riy1 — Ri—1)? (Riy1 — Ri—1)3 4R;(Rit1 — Ri—1)
L Qi Qi (B 2 = 225) (P — Pijr)
(241 = 2-1)° (241 — 25-1)°
_ Fuy [R}(®ig1y +Pic1y)  RI(Riga + Ricn = 2R)(Pig1y — Pic1y) L Ri(®iy - ‘I’il,j)]
3R +23) [ (Riy1 — Ri—1)? (Rix1 — Ri—1)3 Riy1— Ry
Fu; Z ( ij+1 + Pij— 1) ZJZ'(ZJ'H +zj—1 — QZj)(‘I)i,j-H - ‘I"hj—l) Zj ((I)i,jJrl - (I)i,jfl)
- 2 2 - 3 +
(R +27) | (41— 21)° (Z41 = 2j-1) Zj+1 = Zj-1
_ f;lm‘ i [Rizj (Pit1+1 — Piv1j-1 — Picaj1 + ‘I’il,jl)} B 47erZ;j (1 B Fzm‘) for i,j > 0.
(R +25) | 2(Riv1 — Rim1) (241 — 2j-1) 3"
(A.28)
For i > 0 and j = 0, we obtain the formula by replacing as zj_1 = —2j41, @i j—1 = ®; j41, and Pi11 j1 = Pit1 j41
in Eq. (A.28) and by using zo = 0,
2 N 1 Fii 2R? 1 ©
(Ri—i-l — Ri_1)2 22]2+1 3Rl2 (Ri+1 — Ri_1)2 2 J
_ Qi ®icay  (Bips o Rioa = 2R0)(Pirj = Pimny) | Pigry —Picay | P
(Riv1 — Ri—1)? (Riy1 — Ri—1)? 4R;(Rit1 — Ri—1) 2Zj+1
_Fu,j [‘I)iﬂ,j +®_q _ (Rit1+ Ri—1 — 2R;)(®ig1,; — Pic1j) " D1 —Pi1yj
3 [(Riy1— Ri—1)? (Riy1 — Ri—1)? Ri(Riy1 — Ri—1)
4 Fy; . .
fﬂTGpi_,j (1 - 24]> fori >0 and j =0. (A.29)
For i = 0 and j > 0, the field equation (A.26) can be written by
A @iy = Piy) | A(Riger + Pijor — 2%iy)  Azer + 251 — 22) (i — Pij1)
R, (2j+1 — 2j-1)? (zj+1 — 2j-1)?
B [ A Pig + Pigo1 —2Pis)  AEer + 21— 22) (Rigar — Piyo1) | AP — Pigo1) | 2Py
3 (2j+1 = 2j-1)? (zj+1 = 2j-1)3 zj(zj41 — zj-1) 23
1 Fy, . .
= 6;:sz j (1 - 24J> for i =0and j > 0. (A.30)
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Solving this equation with respect to ®; ;, we obtain the formula for i = 0 and j > 0,

1
—— ||, .
2 V)
QZjﬂ

1 2 Fiij 9
N At
Rz, (zjy1—2-1)? 3 \ (241 —2zj-1)?
Piy1; , Loy + i1 (zjp1+2zim1 — 22)(Pigr — i)

R, (241 —2j-1)?

(zj+1 — zj-1)3

(zj+1 + 2j-1 — 22;)(Pijr1 — Pij—1)

_Fij [‘I)m‘ﬂ + ®ij
3 (21— 2-1)?

(241 — 2j-1)

Piji1 = Pij-1| _ AnG
- pij |1
2j(zj+1 — zj-1) 3

for i =0 and j > 0.

I
4

(A.31)

For i = j = 0, we confirm that the field equation reduces to Eq. (A.21) by replacing as zj_1 = —zj41, P j—1 = ®; j 41
in Eq. (A.31) and by using zp =0, Fy; ; =0, and Fy; ; = 1. This is just a convenient approximation for i = j = 0.

Using the formulas (A.28), (A.29), (A.31), (A.21) and the boundary condition (24), we can numerically compute
the potential ® via the effective field equation in Cotton gravity. The results are shown in Fig. 2.
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