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Abstract. What if physics is just the way we perceive geometry? Thatligt if geometry and physics will one day become
one and the same discipline? | believe that will mean we wilhst really understand physics, without postulates atffen
those defining the particular space where the physics plagrfsrmed. In this paper | use 5-dimensional spacetime aga p

of departure and make a very peculiar assignment betweedinates and physical distances and time. | assume there is a
hyperspherical symmetry which is made apparent by asgighia hypersphere radius to proper time and distances on the
hypersphere to usual 3-dimensional distances. Time, orpBamtime to distinguish from cosmic time is the Oth coortina
and | am able to project everything into 4-dimensions by isipg a null displacement condition.

Surprisingly nothing else is needed to explain Hubble’'samgion law without any appeal to dark matter; an empty
Universe will expand naturally at a flat rate in this way. Inhdiscuss the perturbative effects of a small mass density in
the expansion rate in a qualitative way; quantitative tsstall for the solution of equations that sometimes haveemen
been clearly formulated and so are deferred to later workriéf butlook of the consequences an hyperspherical synymetr
has for galaxy dynamics allows the derivation of constatation velocity curves, again without appealing to darkterat

An appendix explains how electromagnetism is made comsistith this geometric approach and justifies the fact that
photons must travel on hypersphere circles, to be normaiojoegp time.

1. INTRODUCTION

The validity of any theory and its usefulness stem from theeminess of the predictions it allows; this is an
unquestionable truth for all physicists and for the publiggeneral. The elegance of a theory, however, is usually
associated to a small number of principles or postulates@admall set of mathematical equations, even if these turn
out mathematically intricate and difficult to solve. Thisleen the case with General Relativity (GR) for many years,
a theory which many physicists see as the paradigm of elegémspite of the unescapable validity of GR in celestial
mechanics and laboratory experiments, the situation iasotear in cosmology. The frustration of all known attempts
to unify GR with Quantum Mechanics and the Standard Modelasfige physics is another motivation for many
serious people to burn their eyelashes in the search for siter@ative way of formulating a new all encompassing
theory.

In this work we will discuss geometry under the assumptiat ¢hwell chosen geometry will allow, one day, the
derivation of all the equations of physics from purely getnel relations. This is, to a great extent, a question
of the author’s personal faith without too much evidenceupp®rt it at the present time, but enough to motivate
his continued search. If the assumption that physics is batmof geometry is true, then what we have to do is
start off with the appropriate space, make the correct asségts between coordinates and physical entities and
formulate the equations resulting from space symmetridémer space properties; these equations shall be the same
as we encounter in physics. In previous wark [1] it was shomat hyperbolic 5-dimensional space, also known as
5-dimensional spacetime, can generate 4-dimensionatspiiicout a metric by the condition of null displacement.
This 4D space acquires a metric by promoting one of the coatés to interval; depending on the choice of coordinate
one can obtain either the usual GR space or an Euclidean 4ie gigasignated as 4-Dimensional Optics (4DO) in view
of the similarities with standard 3-dimensional optics.gdieng of geodesics between the two spaces can be done for
all static metrics, as we will show below; it is not clear aggent if the same operation is possible in some cases for
non-static metrics, although it seems very likely that ihdg. However, many interesting cases in GR are governed
by a static metric and we can easily analyse these in 4DO togydifferent perspective. Einstein’s equations cannot
be applied in 4DO and a suitable replacement was proposée icited paper, which leads to similar results in many
cases but not in extreme ones.

The purpose of this paper is to show how 4DO can be used toiex@lat rate expansion of the Universe under
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TABLE 1. Standards for non-
dimensional units used in the text,—
Planck constant divided bym2 G —
gravitational constant, — speed of light
ande — proton charge.

Length Time Mass Charge
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zero mass density. When one of the coordinates of 4DO is iassdavith the radius of an hypersphere this coordinate
takes the physical meaning of proper time and flat rate expafgcomes a direct consequence of geometry. The
basic principles involved have been explained in anothpep3’] but the formulation is now cleaner than the original
one. The usual 3 spatial coordinates are then associathdavdgtiengths on the hypersphere surface. The metric of
Euclidean 4-space in hyperspherical coordinates is degmetioch the hypersphere radius (proper time) which precludes
its direct mapping into a GR metric; mapping would be possiiy resorting to Cartesian coordinates at the expense
of a difficult interpretation of their significance. We willsa discuss the influence of non-zero mass density to show
that small curvature and cosmological constants are eg@ethis conclusion can be reached independently of the set
of equations used to find the metric of space with uniform noesssity. Schwarzschild’s metric is PPN equivalent to
the exponential metric proposed in both cited papers angazprently it is irrelevant which one is chosen if only first
order approximation is envisaged.

Dark matter has been postulated not only to explain the faggansion in the Universe but also to account for the
incredible orbital velocities found in spiral galaxies.igts a subject which cannot be properly addressed in thig sho
presentation; galaxy dynamics is a difficult subject whiol author did not investigate properly but, also in this case
the postulate of 4DO in connection with an hypersphericavehse seems to provide a qualitative explanation for the
observations. We will give a brief indication of what may bewe an interesting subject for further work.

2. DYNAMICSIN 5D SPACETIME

In this section we characterize 5-dimensional spacetinteirmnoduce the pertinent geometric algeb@,. For a
comprehensive introduction to geometric algebra readersedierred to the two excellent books [3, 4]; here we will
assume some familiarity with this tool.

This paper is about geometry and its relation to physicschvpioses a problem with units right from the start.
Geometry only cares about distances and angles, whileqggyses a plethora of different units. Any parallel between
the two fields must solve the units question right from thetsile note that, at least for the macroscopic world,
physical units can all be reduced to four fundamental ones;am, for instance, choose length, time, mass and electric
charge as fundamental, as we could just as well have chokensoMeasurements are then made by comparison
with standards; of course we need four standards, one fdr feamclamental unit. But now note that there are four
fundamental constants: Planck consi@m gravitational constar{), speed of light in vacuurft) and proton electric
charge(e), with which we can build four standards for the fundamenteiau TableL lists the standards of this units’
system, frequently called Planck units, which the authefgrs to designate by non-dimensional units. In this system
all the fundamental constants G, c, e, become unity, a particle’s Compton frequency, defined Bymc/h, becomes
equal to the particle’s mass and the frequent t&/(c?r) is simplified toM/r. We can, in fact, take all measures
to be non-dimensional, since the standards are defined gdthurse to universal constants; this will be our posture.
Geometry and physics become relations between pure nupMeetsrs, bivectors, etc., but the geometric concept of
distance is needed only for graphical representation.

Another problem we have to tackle is one of notation. Sincemwek in 5 dimensions but need also to consider
4-dimensional and 3-dimensional subspaces, we introdocedexing convention which allows us to recognize
immediately to which space or subspace each index refeesfollowing diagram shows the index naming convention
used in this paper.



Indices in the rang€0, 4} will be denoted with Greek lettersk, A. Indices in the rang€0, 3} will also receive Greek
letters but chosen from, v, £. For indices in the ranggl, 4} we will use Latin letters, j, k and finally for indices in
the rang€ 1, 3} we will use also Latin letters chosen framn, 0. Einstein’s summation convention will be adopted, as
well as the compact notation for partial derivatidgs= d/dx'. When convenient we will also make the assignments
justified in Almeidal[l1]:x° =t andx* = 1. The squares of coordinates will be denoted by enclosingrienthesis, to
avoid confusion with superscript indices, but the sameguiace will not be needed fort and spherical coordinates.

The geometric algebi@, 1 of the hyperbolic 5-dimensional space we want to considgeigrated by the frame of
orthonormal vectors;, verifying the relations

(00)? = -1, (1)
000; + 0i0g = 0, (2
0i0j + 0j0; = 25;j. 3

We will simplify the notation for basis vector products ugsimultiple indices, i.eo0,0x = g,«. The algebra is 32-
dimensional and is spanned by the basis

- 1scalar, 1,

- 5vectors, g,

- 10 bivectors (area)g «,

« 10 trivectors (volume) g, 4,

- 5 tetravectors (4-volume)aj,

« 1 pseudoscalar (5-volume) = 0p1234

Several elements of this basis square to unity:
(01)% = (001)% = (0uij)> = (i00)* = 1; (4)
and the remaining square tel :
(00)% = (01j)? = (Gijk)* = (ig7)? =% = —1. (5)

Note that the pseudoscalar i commutes with all the othesskedsiments, while being a square root-df, and plays
the role of the scalar imaginary in complex algebra.
The geometric product of any two vectars- a' g, andb = b¥ gk is evaluated making use of the distributive property

ab= (—a0b0+ Zaibi> + ; a'bXoix; (6)
I | #K

and we notice it can be decomposed into a symmetric part,larszled the inner or interior product, and an anti-
symmetric part, a bivector called the outer or exterior picid

ab=a-b+anb, ba=ab-anb. @)
Reversing the definition one can write inner and outer prtsias
1
5

ab= %(ab+ba), anb= 5 ab— ba). (8)

When a vector is operated with a multivector the inner prodetuces the grade of each element by one unit and the
outer product increases the grade by one. By conventiomtter product of a vector and a scalar produces a vector.



We will encounter exponentials with multivector exponemg particular cases of exponentiation are specially
important. Ifu is such that® = —1 and®@ is a scalar
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93

+u6—u§+...{:usin6}

=cos8 + usinf.

Conversely ith is such thah? = 1
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+h6+h% +...{=hsinh6}

=coshf + hsinhf.

The exponential of bivectors is useful for defining rotatipa rotation of vectoa by anglef on the g, plane is
performed by
a = e7219/25e9120/2 — RaR (10)

the tilde denotes reversion and reverses the order of allyats. As a check we make= o1

6 0 0 6
—0120/2 5 ~0120/2  _ S i Y in_
e 01€ (cos2 012Sin 2) o1 <c032 + 012Sin 2>
= cosf0y+sinboy. (12)

Similarly, if we had mada = o>, the result would have beensin601 + cosfo». .
If we useB to represent a bivector belonging to Euclidean 4-space afidedits norm byB| = (BB)Y/?, a general
rotation is represented by the rotor

R= eB/chos(%) _ B sin (%) (12)

The rotation angle i$B| and the rotation plane is defined By A rotor is defined as a unitary even multivector (a
multivector with even grade components only) which squéoasnity; we are particularly interested in rotors with
bivector components. It is more general to define a rotatjoa plane (bivector) then by an axis (vector) because the
latter only works in 3D while the former is applicable in arignénsion.

The space spanned by frame vectords flat; its geodesics are straight lines and we can defineanegitary
displacement on a geodesic by the vector

dx = g,dx' = gpdx® + gidx. (13)

Collapsing 5-dimensional space into 4 dimensions can bieath by a projection; we choose to make this transition
by imposing a null displacement condition, that is, the nofrthe displacement vector must be null;

(dx)? = dx-dx = 0. (14)
Introducing [IB) above we verify immediately that

(AX%)? = (dx)* =0; (15)



and this is equivalent to either of the relations

(AX%)? =5 (dx)?; (16)
(dx*)? =(ax’)? = 5 (ax™)?. (17)

The former of these relations defines an Euclidean 4-spaeseyitix’)? is taken as interval and the latter defines
Minkowski spacetime with(dx*)? as interval. We see by this construction that Euclidean aimkdivski 4-spaces
can be taken as belonging to the null subspace of 5D spagetienean obtain one or the other, depending on the
coordinate that we choose for interval. Remember thoughreealy considering displacements along geodesics,
i.e. straight lines. A very different approach to the samigjextt was used in [5] and the first author to notice this
equivalence was probably Montanusl[6, 7].

Everything that was said above is true in geometry and hamptidations for physics until we decide to assign
some of the coordinates to physical entities. Some of thesigmaments are carried over from previous work; for
instance we have already established that coordifai®to be taken as time and coordinafeas proper timel[1];
accordingly we will frequently represextt with the lettert andx* with the letterr. We will also simplify the notation
for time and proper time derivatives by writingf ddt = f; df /dr = f.

Dividing both members of{13) bytane defines a 4-dimensional velocity vectpr

X=0p+GiX = agp+V. (18)
If we are in the null displacement subspdg§ is necessarily null and we recognize thas unitary
vv=S(X)?=1. (19)

The velocity vector can then be obtained by rotation of arifamyvector and it is particularly interesting to note that
it can be expressed as a rotation of theframe vector.

v=RaoR (20)

The rotation angle is a measure of the 3-dimensional, phlsielocity. A null angle corresponds tovairected along

o, and null physical velocity, while &/2 angle corresponds to the maximum physical velocity. Tka ttiat physical

velocity can be seen as the 3D component of a unitary 4D vee®been explored in several papers butisee [8].
Instead of dividing[(TI3) by twe can divide by d, obtaining

X = X0 4 Oy X™ + 0y (21)
squaring the second member and noting that it must be nulbtgro
(%2 =y (X2 =1. (22)
We then define a bivector, called relativistic 4-velocity, b
U = 00X + OaX™, (23)

such thatw? = vu = 1. The relativistic 4-velocity is a bivector in this spacelarot a vector as in special relativity
but it represents the same physical concept; in particuanate that any 4-velocity can be obtained by a Lorentz
transformation of bivectooy,.

U= -|:004T, (24)

whereT is of the formT = exp(B) andB is a bivector whose plane is normal éa. Note thatT is a pure rotation
when the bivector plane is normal to bath andagy.
In order to study dynamics we must introduce bent space bwail{y for non-orthonormed frame vectors;

g =n, ok, (25)

g, is called theefractive index framandn¥, therefractive index tensaor simply therefractive indexThe designation
is borrowed from 3D optics and the refractive index tensortmaseen as the 5D generalization of a dielectric refractive
index. The definition of frame vectors with recourse to thh@normed frame can only be applied to bent spaces and



not to general curved ones but we believe this is sufficienefpressing all dynamics; most of the derivations that
follow, however, would apply equally well to spaces of geeurvature. We introduce now the reciprocal fraghe
such thatl[3]

9 gk =0'k. (26)

In non-orthonormed frames we define the elementatical displacementector
ds=g,dx'. (27)

The designation is again borrowed from 3D optics and catlff® optical path length. For simplicity we will consider
only those cases where _

do = Oy, gi:nliaj; (28)
to get ;= ogpdt + gidx'. That is, we are considering only spaces where the refeaitilex is a 4-rank tensor and does
not modify the zeroth frame vector. A further simplificatioesults from imposing that the refractive index depends
only on the 3 spatiat™ coordinates We now replace the null displacement condition by a sinttardition applied
to optical displacement. Fronstd= 0 we write immediately

dt? = gij dxdx!; (29)

wheregi; = gi-g;. This is interpreted as the metric of 4D space with Euclidggnature, or 4DO space.
Multiplying the optical displacemenE{R7) on the right amutbe left byg?, simultaneously replacing by T we
obtain

dsg* = gog’dt + gmg*dx™+ gag*dr; (30)
g*ds = g*opdt + g*gmdx™ + g*gadr. (31)

Multiplying the two equations member by member, the first rnenbecomeg**ds® and must therefore be null. We
have then
0= g* (—dt? + gmndX™dx" + gasd7?) . (32)

Note that non-scalar terms in the second member cancel meaissarily, so that the first member can be null.
Rearranging the equation we can write
ar2— L (dt? — grmrdx™dx") . (33)
Jaa
This is clearly a GR metric if the second member depends anthex™ coordinates, that is, if the metric is static. We
have thus established a metric conversion method betweesn@RDO applicable to static metrics. The importance
of this conclusion cannot be overstressed; we have contlindé¢ geodesics of 4DO and GR spaces can be mapped to
each other when the refractive index is a function only of3tspatial coordinates. When this happens any dynamics
which can be studied as free fall in GR can also be studiedeaddil in 4DO, providing a different angle of approach
to the same problem.
The geodesics of 4DO space can be found, as in any other spacensideration of the Lagrangié [9]

ginin 1 .
L= == 34
=3 (34)
from the Lagrangian one derives immediately the conjugatmenta
oL i
Vi = Fri gijx!. (35)

Note the use of the lower index;) to represent conjugate momenta while velocity comporfeaie an upper index
(V). The conjugate momenta are the components of the conjogatentum vectov = g'v;, which can be written in
two alternative forms . o .

v=gvi=ggjx =gv. (36)

1 This restriction is not applied in the appendix.



We conclude that conjugate momentum and velocity are thes saator but their components are referred to the
reciprocal and refractive index frames, respectively. §bedesic equations can now be written in the form of Euler-
Lagrange equations

Vi = diL; (37)

Space is isotropic if the refractive index does not dependii@ttion, and so the threg, vectors must be related to
Om by a common scale factor, which may be a function of posifidre scale coefficient fay, does not need to be the
same as for the other frame vectors and hence we will chaizetm isotropic space by the refractive index frame

Om=NOm, 0a=Ny0;4. (38)

In problems with spherical symmetry we use spherical coatgis and it must be

Or =ne oy, (39)
g = NI ap, (40)
gy =N rsinfoy, (42)
04 = N407; (42)

with bothn, andny functions ofr.
We will now look at Schwarzschild’s metric to see how it cantlasposed to 4D optics. The usual form of the
metric is

-1
dr2 = (1_ 27”‘) dt? — (1— 27”‘) dx? — x? (d6?+ sir? 6d?) ; (43)

wherem is a spherical mass andis a radial coordinate, not the distance to the sphericathcastre. This form is
non-isotropic but a change of coordinates can be made ttuahssan isotropic form, see D’Inverrio [10, section 14.7].

= (x-ms e —amy) 2 (44)

m-. 2

and the new form of the metric is

02 = [~ | o (14 20) [0 12 (d6° + sir? 09 (45)
145
2r

This corresponds to the refractive index coefficients

3
Lz e
n4: 1—n|;7 nr:17r|;17 (46)
2 o

which can then be used in 4DO Euclidean space.

We analyse now the constraints on the refractive index soetkizerimental data on light bending and perihelium
advance in closed orbits can be predicted; this will allovicugropose another set of refractive indices which will be
more convenient than those just obtained. Light rays areacherized by d = 0 both in 4DO and in general relativity;
the effective refractive index for light is then

1

sz ™ “n
For compatibility with experimental observatiomsmust be expanded in series as (seé [11])
n = 1+27m+0(1/r)2. (48)

This is the bending predicted by Schwarzschild’s metriclaagibeen confirmed by observations.



For the analysis of orbits its best to rewrifel(34) for sptarcoordinates. Since we know that orbits are flat we can
makef = /2

n3t2 4 n2(i% +r2¢?) = 1. (49)
The metric depends only anand we get two conservation equations
.1
nat = v n?reg = Jy. (50)
Replacing in[(4B)
1 2:2 ‘]d2>
yznﬁ +npre+ er? =1 (51)
The solution of this equation calls for a change of variabtel/b; as a result it is also = ¢dr /d¢; replacing in the
equation and rearranging
2 2 2
(@) SL AL S (52)
d¢ J5  Jgyeng

To account for light bending we have established that 1+ 2mb. Forn, we need 2nd order approximationl[11], so
we makeng ~ 1+ amb-+ BnPb?. We can also assume that velocities are lowy sol

do\? 2am [ _ 8am? 3a?m? 2Bn?) ,
<%> ~ 3 b+< 1+ 7 7 + % )b. (53)

For compatibility with Kepler's 1st order predictiores = 1; then, for compatibility with observed planet orbits,
B =1/2. Together with the constraint fop, these are the conditions that must be verified by the réfeaictdices to
be in agreement with experimental data; any refractivecesliverifying such conditions are then perfectly legitienat
in terms of predictions for those two observations.

We know, of course, that the refractive indices correspagth Schwarzschild’s metric verify the constraints above,
however that is not the only possibility. Schwarzschild'strit is a consequence of Einstein’s equations when one
postulates that vacuum is empty of mass and energy, but the daes not necessarily apply in 4DO. In [1] we
proposed a counterpart to Einstein equations in 4DO whoseicus are in full agreement with observations; the
resulting refractive index is

2m
=M a1t (54)
m n?
=" ~1l+— 4 —. 55
4 + r + 2r2 ( )
Montanus|[i7] arrives at the same solutions with a differeaspning; the same metric is also due to Yilmaz [12, 13,

14,115].

These refractive index coefficients are as effective asetidesived from Schwarzschild’s metric for light bending
and perihelium advance prediction for smalir; there is one singularity far= 0 which is not a physical difficulty
since before that stage quantum phenomena have to be causaled the metric ceases to be applicable; in other
words, we must change from geometric to wave optics approach

3. HYPERSPHERICAL COORDINATES

Deriving physical equations and predictions from purelgmgetrical equations is an exercise whose success depends
on the correct assignment of coordinates to physical estithe same space will produce different predictions if
different options are taken for coordinate assignmentcésthe birth of special relativity it has been usual to assign
three coordinates to orthogonal directions in physicatsmnd a zeroth coordinate to time. This is a totally arbyjtrar
assignment, which has gained acceptance by the corredttioed it originates in many circumstances. We discussed
above that it is also perfectly legitimate to replace thegassent of coordinate zero to time by an assignment of
coordinate four with proper time. Geodesic (straight lim&vement can be predicted equally well in both cases. In
terms of curvature, flat space is usually associated witblatesemptiness in a physical sense.



We are now going to experiment with a different assignmenfiaifspace coordinates, which will explore the
possibility that physics and the Universe have an inbuitdrgpherical symmetry. The exercise consists on assigning
coordinate¢* = 1 to the radius of an hypersphere and the thféeoordinates to distances measured on the hypersphere
surface. If the hypersphere radius is very large we will reoaible to notice the curvature on everyday phenomena, in
the same way as everyday displacements on Earth don’t seweddo us; but the Universe as a whole will manifest
the consequences of its hyperspherical symmetry. Usingdnéh as a 3-dimensional analogue of an hyperspherical
Universe, although our everyday life is greatly unaffedigd=arth’s curvature the atmosphere senses this curvature
and shows manifestations of it in winds and climate. What m@gpse here is an exercise; it is an arbitrary assignment
between coordinates and physical entities; the validiguzh exercise can only be judged by the predictions it allows
and how well they conform with observations.

Hyperspherical coordinates are characterized by onendisteoordinater and three angles, 6, ¢; following the
usual procedure we will associate with these coordinate$réftme vectord o, 0p, 0g, 0y }. The position vector for
one point in 5D space is quite simply

X=1t0p+ 104. (56)

In order to write an elementary displacemexrtek must consider the rotation of frame vectors, but we dogétthto
think hard about it because we can extend what is known fratimary spherical coordinates [16].

dx = godt + 04d7 + 10,dp + TSiNPTedO + TSiNP SINB Ty dg. (57)
Just as before, we consider only null displacements to mkitae intervals;
dt? = dr? + 12 [dp? + sir? p (d6? + sir? 6d¢?)] . (58)
The velocity vectory = x— dp, can be immediately obtained from the displacement vedwidtidg by dt
V= 0pT + Topp+Tsinpogé+rsinpsin60¢¢. (59)

Geodesics of flat space are naturally straight lines, nocamattich coordinate system we use, however it is useful to
derive geodesic equations from a Lagrangian of the f&rit (84)yperspherical coordinates the Lagrangian becomes

2L =V =124+ 12 [p? +sirfp (02 + i 09?)] . (60)
Because de Lagrangian is independen afe can establish a conserved quantity
Jy = T%sir? psin’ 8¢. (61)

It may seem strange that any physically meaningful relatEnmbe derived from the simple coordinate assignment
that we have made, that is, proper time is associated witlerspbere radius and the three usual space coordinates
are assigned to distances on the hypersphere radius. Taxpected fact results from the possibility offered by
hyperspherical coordinates to explore a symmetry in thevéfae that becomes hidden when we use Cartesian
coordinates. In the real world we measure distances betalgents, namely cosmological objects, rather than angles;
we have therefore to define a distance coordinate, whichvimoslyr = 1p. It does not matter where in the Universe
we place the origin for and we find it convenient to place ourselves on the origin.

Radial velocities measure movementin a radial direction from our observatgnt; we are particularly interested
in this type of movement in order to find a link to the Hubbleatin. Applying the chain rule and then replacjmg

f:pt+pr=£r+pr. (62)

We expect objects that have not suffered any interaction awemalongo;; from (&9) we see that this implies
p = 6 = ¢ =0 and therr becomes unity. Replacing in the equation above and redangang

P11

= 63

i (63)
What this equation tells us is exactly what is expressed dyilibble relation. The value afcan be taken as constant
for any given observation because the distance informatioarried by photons and these preserve propertiiiee

2 In order to preserve proper time photons must travel on tipetsphere surface and thus don’t follow geodesics; the waghich this is made
compatible with electromagnetism is briefly discussed mappendix.



first member of the equation is the definition of the Hubbleapzeter and we can then write= 1/1. In this way we
find the physical meaning of coordinates being the Universe’s age.

How does the use of hyperspherical coordinates affect digzaim our laboratory experiments? We would like to
know if these coordinates need only be considered in prableihtosmological scale or, on the contrary, there are
implications for everyday experiments. The answer impiegiting (&) with distance rather than angle coordinates
replacingp,

dx = godt + (04— ; Gy ) dT + G0 +1(0d8 + SinBTy ). (64)

Evaluating time intervals from the null displacement caiodi, as before
2 2| 2 f 2 20402 1 o 2
dt? — 1+(;) d? — 2 drdr +dr? + (467 + sir? 69?). (65)

This would be a version of{16) in spherical coordinates,entnot for the extra terms with powers oft in the
second member. The coefficientr implies a comparison between the distance from the objettie@bserver and
the size of the Universe; remember timas both time and distance in non-dimensional units. We cgrhsgt ordinary
special relativity will apply for objects which are near bst distant objects will show in their movement an effect of
the Universe’s hyperspherical nature.

We have established the refractive indicegb4) andn, (&H) to account for the dynamics near a massive sphere
using Cartesian coordinates; since this is frequentlyiagpdn a cosmological scale, we must find out how the
dynamics is modified by the use of hyperspherical coordmdtksing the refractive indices and hyperspherical
coordinates, noting thak = nZ, the optical displacemerf{27) becomes

ds= Oodt +Ny0adT + N (T0pdp + TSINPTEAO + TSINPSINOTEdP) . (66)
In radial displacements we can &t ¢ = 0; introducing this and dividing bytd
$= 0p+Ny04T + N5T0pP. (67)
Squaringsand invoking null displacement condition
nat? +njr2p? =1. (68)
and replacingp byr —r7/1

ngt%+ng

)2 r
i+ (—) r2—2if—] =1 (69)
T T

Dividing both members byjr? and rearranging results in the equation

f 1 7 1 T 13
DREEERORE
ng ng/r T r
As a further step we expand the second member in seriesaofd take the two first terms, in order to get an equation
that allows comparison to those used in cosmology.

L\ 2 ) -2 L2 ..
f 1-17¢ (21°—4)m T Tf
(F) S + 3 - (?) +2;. (71)
The previous equation applies to bodies moving radiallyeuride influence of mas®s located at the origin which

is, remember, the observer’s position. For comparison wigalthe corresponding equation in Cartesian coordinates;
starting with [G8) it is now

nar? 4+ njiz =1; (72)

dividing by njr? and rearranging
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If we want to apply these equations to cosmology it is eas@$fvllow the approach of Newtonian cosmology,
which produces basically the same results as the relétigipproach but presumes that the observer is at the centre of
the Universel[1d, 17]. In order to adopt a relativistic amtowe need equations that replace Einstein’s in 4DO. A set
of such equations has been proposed [1] but their applitatioosmology has not yet been tested, so we will have to
defer this more correct approach to a forthcoming paperstiagegy is to consider a general object at distarfoem
the observer, moving away from the latter under the grawitat influence of the mass included in a sphere of radius
r. If we designate by the average mass density in the Universe, then mas<{71) is 4rtur3/3; this will have to be
considered further down.

Friedman equation governs standard cosmology and can ivediboth from Newtonian and relativistic dynamics,
with different consequences in terms of the overall sizéhefniverse and the observer’s privileged position. From
the cited references we write Friedman equation as

N
f 8 ANk
(?) “EHt (74)

with A a cosmological constant atkdthe curvature constant; the gravitational constant wasnohided because it

is unity in non-dimensional units and the equation is wnitte real, not comoving, coordinates. In order to compare
(3) with Friedman equation there is a problem with the lesttbecause the Hubble parametar does not appear
isolated in the first member; we will find a way to circumverd tiroblem later on but first let us look at whafl(71) tells
us when the mass density is zeroed. In this case 1 and we find from[{88) thait is unity, unles is non-zero, for
which we can find no reasonable explanation. Replacirandt with unity in (Z3) we find that /r = 1/ 1, confirming
what had already been found [@63). Comparing with Friedewumation, this corresponds to a flat Universe with a
critical mass densityr = i; it is immediately obvious that. = 3/(87?). Let us not overlook the importance of this
conclusion because it completely removes the need foriaaritensity if the Universe is flat; remember this is one
of the main reasons to invoke dark matter in standard cogggolMotice also that this conclusion does not depend on
a privileged observer, because it is just a consequenceaocesgymmetry and not of dynamics.

Let us now see what happens when we consider a small massycdwese we are talking about matter that is
observed or measured in some way but not postulated malttemigtter density that we will consider is of the order
of 1% of the presently accepted value. It is therefore justraupbation of the flat solution that we described above
and the fact that we are presuming a privileged observerdhs taken just for this perturbation. The first thing we
note when we consider matter density is that 1, because there is now a component of the velocity vectagaip.
Ideally we should solve the Euler-Lagrange equations tiegLirom (68) in order to find andp but this is a difficult
process and we shall carry on with just a qualitative disons€onsidering that we are discussing a perturbation it is
legitimate to make /r ~ 7/1 and the two last terms in the second membe[df (71) can be cmulimto one single
term(7/1)?, the same as we encountered for the flat solution, albeitawtbmerator slightly smaller than unity. The
first term has now become slightly positive and we can see frnedman equation that this corresponds to a negative
curvature constank, and to an open Universe. Lastly the second term includesésamof a sphere with radiusand
can be simplified to & (7% — 2)/3; this has the effect of a negative cosmological consthatcombined effect of the
two terms is expected to close the Universe [9, 17]. The pressdiscussion was done in qualitative terms, making use
of several approximations, for which reason we must questione of the findings and expect that after more detailed
examination they may not be quite as anticipated; in pdetichere is concern about the refractive indices used,hwvhic
were derived in Cartesian coordinates both by the authotters that preceded him in using an exponential metric;
it may happen that the transposition to hypersphericaldinates has not been properly made, with consequences in
the perturbative analysis that was superimposed on theoflatan. The latter, however, is totally independent oftfsuc
concerns and allows us to state that the assumption of hytperisal symmetry for the Universe dispenses with dark
matter in accounting for the gross of observed expansion.

Dark matter is also called in cosmology to account for thesgwely high rotation velocities found in spiral galaxies
[18,119] and we will now take a brief look at how hypersphdrggemmetry can help explain this phenomenon. Galaxy
dynamics is an extremely complex subject, which we do netidtto explore here due to lack of space but most of
all due to lack of author’'s competence to approach it with aggur; we will just have a very brief outlook at the
equation for flat orbits, to notice that an effect similartie familiar Coriollis effect on Earth can arise in an expagdi
hyperspherical Universe and this could explain most of th&eoved velocities on the periphery of galaxies. Let us
recall [63), divide by dand invoke null displacement to obtain the velocity

v= (cm—%ap)f—i—apf—i—r(aeé—i—sinea(pq)). (75)



If orbits are flat we can make = 71/2 and the equation simplifies to

v_t04+<f—%> Op+rpoy. (76)

Suppose now that something in the galaxy is pushing outwaligistly, so that the parenthesis is zero; this happens
if r/r = 7/1 and can be caused by a pressure gradient, for instance. Jiileisethat [7b) now accepts solutions with
constantr ¢, which is exactly what is observed in many cases; swirls béllmaintained by a radial expansion rate
which exactly matches the quotientt. In any practical situatiom will be very near unity and the quotient will be
virtually equal to the Hubble parameter; thus the expansada for sustained rotation igr ~ H. If applied to our
neighbour galaxy Andromeda, with a radial extent of 30 king the Hubble parameter value of 81 kit sMpc,

the expansion velocity is aboutdB km s1; this is to be compared with the orbital velocity of near 300 & and
probably within the error margins. An expansion of this satild be present in many galaxies and go undetected
because it needs only be of the order of 1% the orbital velocit

4. CONCLUSION

The approach to the equations that govern the Universe eweahimn this paper can be compared to the revolution
brought to 15th century geography and navigation by theiderstion of a spherical Earth, a concept as old as
Pythagoras and Aristotle but not widely accepted until tHems unimaginable today to explain any world scale
phenomenon without recourse to spherical coordinategusecthese make full exploitation of Earth’s spherical
symmetry and render equations enormously simpler thanwoeyd be if expressed in Cartesian coordinates.

Making an hypothesis that the Universe as a whole has anlitiygierspherical symmetry we were able to derive
Hubble’s law as a direct consequence of geometry in a Urevesmpletely devoid of any matter. The existence of a
minute mass density can then be seen to introduce a pertmrtiathe main picture, being responsible for a slight
curvature and a small cosmological constant. Similarlybatthappens in the Earth’s atmosphere, we were also able to
demonstrate the existence of constant rotation velociigistihiat can be the basis for understanding galaxy dynamics

Mathematically the argument was set on purely geometricaligds, with 5-dimensional spacetime as a point of
departure. This space was shown to produce both GR spacatidhen Euclidean metric 4-dimensional space, by an
imposition of null displacement. Euclidean metric 4D spa@s then used to formulate the hyperspherical symmetry
hypothesis and derive its consequences.
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A. ELECTROMAGNETISM IN 5D SPACETIME

We will treat electromagnetism as a local phenomenon, awpithe need to use hyperspherical coordinates. The
easiest way to include electromagnetism in the geometryddfriensional spacetime is to consider a non-orthonormed
frame; in terms of the reciprocal frame we make

H=o0y ¢'= %Aua“ +0o% (77)

This is used for the definition of a covariant derivative

9—4a, :a“0u+(04+%Aua“)d4. (78)

A covariant Laplacian is the defined & = 2-2 and being the square of a vector it is a scalar. It follows that
Laplacian of a vector must always be a vector and we have bgssig

J
2.4
==, 79
7t = (79)
The covariant derivative af* can have scalar and bivector parts but by choici,ofve can zero the scalar part and
thus define the Faraday bivector
F=mzng, (80)

so thatZF = J, our version of Maxwell's equations![3]. In the absence afrents we look for solutions with the
second member zero, that®g* = 0, which reduces to

P2°A=0, (81)

with A= A, o* = Atgy,. If A does not depend axf, then the Laplacian reduces t@2/dt? + 5 92/9(x™)2 and the
equation is a straightforward wave equation with plane v&letions normal t@j.

We use the argument above to sustain that electromagnet&swaust follow lines normal tay in any circum-
stance, even whexf is the radius of an hypersphere. Electromagnetic wavedallitiw geodesics in usual flat space
but they will follow great circles on the hypersphere if hyggherical symmetry is assumed.
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