PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 28, NUMBER 8

15 OCTOBER 1983

Analysis of nonmetric theories of gravity. II. The weak equivalence principle

Alan A. Coley*
Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of New Brunswick,
Fredericton, New Brunswick, Canada E3B 543
(Received 31 August 1981)

A set of equations representing the (generalized) laws of electromagnetism in a gravita-
tional field for a class of nonmetric theories of gravity are written down. From these equa-
tions we calculate the center-of-mass acceleration (Kc,m.) of a composite test body, consist-
ing of electromagnetically interacting charged point particles, in an external, spherically
symmetric and static (SSS) gravitational field. Demanding that the weak equivalence princi-
ple be satisfied, so that (Kc,m,) contains no composition-dependent terms, puts severe con-
straints on the form of the original generalized equations. Indeed, the principle demands
that the laws of electromagnetism in an (SSS) gravitational field take on a “metric” form.
The observational constraints on the form of the (generalized) laws of electromagnetism

from EGtvos experiments are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

This paper is one of a series of papers involved in
a systematic analysis of nonmetric theories of gravi-
ty. The class of metric theories of gravity (MTG’s)
is well defined in the literature.! A nonmetric
theory of gravity is a theory not belonging to the
class of MTG’s. Although the techniques and ideas
used in this analysis are quite general, they are pri-
marily applied to a subclass of the class of all non-
metric theories of gravity, called metric-affine
theories of gravity! (MATG’s). An MATG is essen-
tially characterized by the following:

(a) It is a geometric theory of gravity; that is,
spacetime is characterized by a four-dimensional,
Hausdorff, differentiable manifold of signature —2.

(b) The spacetime manifold is endowed with a
connection T and a () tensor field g. The gravita-
tional field is represented (completely) by I" and g.

(c) The unique curves of freely falling test bodies
are associated with the natural geometric curves in
the spacetime manifold, called paths. That is, the
motion of freely falling particles is governed by the
(path) equation

d2x“+ . dx®dx®
d\? b dr dr

[Note: An MTG is a special case of an MATG,
where the connection I is constructed from the (9)
tensor g (which is assumed to be the metric) and is
given by the Christoffel symbol. We are specifically
interested in the case when I" and g are not related
in this way.]

0. (1.1
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In addition, an MATG must specify how other
fields should act in a gravitational field. In particu-
lar the laws of electromagnetism in a gravitational
field must be given. The laws of electromagnetism
to be used in this work are certainly general enough
to incorporate the laws of electromagnetism in a
gravitational field for MATG’s. Also, it is not
necessary (in this paper) to assume that g is the
metric; g could be a general (J) tensor (occurring in
the laws of electromagnetism). Consequently the re-
sults obtained are applicable to a larger class of
theories than MATG’s.

In this paper we shall be concerned with the weak
equivalent principle (WEP), and its relation to
modern-day EotvOs experiments. We recall that the
WEP states that there is a unique trajectory for any
test body at a given point in spacetime, and with any
initial velocity, which is composition independent.
We shall find that there are severe constraints on the
form of a theory (of gravity) in order for the theory
to satisfy the WEP.

If we consider the acceleration of a test body due
to an external gravitational field (only), we see that
for MTG’s and MATG’s (with equations of motion
of test particles given by the geodesic and path equa-
tions, respectively), the WEP is satisfied trivially.
However, the acceleration of a test particle does not
depend solely on the gravitational field, but on all
the physical forces, and the WEP states that the ac-
celeration is composition independent with respect
to all such physical forces. (Indeed, the EGtvds ex-
periments are performed on real test bodies subject
to all the laws of physics.)
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In the following we shall consider the acceleration
of a test body due to the electromagnetic nature of
that body. Other forces producing an acceleration
of the body, such as nuclear forces, are beyond the
scope of this paper. That is, we shall calculate the
center-of-mass acceleration of a composite test body,
consisting of electromagnetically interacting charged
particles, in an external gravitational field. The cal-
culation uses the techniques developed by Lightman
and Lee? and Haugan and Will.?

However, the calculation is far too difficult for a
general gravitational field. In order that the equa-
tions be manageable, we idealize the gravitational
field to be spherically symmetric and static (SSS).
This idealization does not really weaken the calcula-
tion since: (a) We shall compare the results of the
calculation to the observations of the EGtvos experi-
ments, where the gravitational field of the Sun is ap-
proximated to be SSS. (b) If we demand that the ac-
celeration be composition independent for all gravi-
tational fields, it must certainly be composition in-
dependent for SSS gravitational fields.

The general form of the connection I and the (3)
tensor g in an SSS spacetime is*

ro,,=@) 8, + @) .87+ (B), 48,y »
T0=(1).0 » (1.2)
FOO‘\I:(S),‘V’ FO;LO:(—S),;;

and

8oo=/»
8uv= “gs;w ’

(1.3)

where f, g, a, @, 3, 7, 8, and §, are arbitrary func-
tions of the Newtonian gravitational potential U
(only).

In order to proceed with the calculation we need
to establish the laws of electromagnetism in a gravi-
tational field. In particular, we want to write these
laws in a general (or generalized) form in order to
include the possible laws of electromagnetism in a
gravitational field for nonmetric theories of gravity.
We shall call these the gravitationally generalized
laws of electromagnetism (laws of GGEM), and
these laws consist of the gravitationally generalized
Maxwell equations (GGM equations) and the gravi-
tationally generalized Lorentz equations (GGL
equations). These laws of GGEM are required to
satisfy the following conditions:

(a) They should reduce to the special-relativistic
laws in the appropriate limit.

(b) The laws of electromagnetism in MTG’s are a
special case.

(c) The laws are certainly general enough to in-

clude all possible laws of GGEM for MATG’s.

Such a set of equations representing these general-
ized laws were obtained and investigated by Coley’
(their generality was shown within). In particular,
these laws of GGEM take on a very simple form in
an SSS gravitational field in terms of the functions
f, 8 a, &, B, 7,8,8, and four arbitrary functions (of
U) o, B, P, and 2 (which represent the possible
“nonmetric” coupling of electromagnetism to gravi-
ty). The GGL equations in an SSS field are given
below by Egs. (2.1) and (2.2), and the GGM equa-
tions by Egs. (2.19) and (2.20). We note that the
laws of electromagnetism in MTG’s are a special
case of these equations, with T equal to the metric
connection, viz.,

al=al:_BI=%g s
, 1; (1.4)
S,ZS’Z&Z_— )
S 2 f

where a'=da/dU, and the four functions &/, £,
Z, and 2 are given by

v IL 18 g
2/ 2¢ (1.5)
_1r _
7= 20

We shall be interested in calculating the center-
of-mass acceleration of a test body which is
“dropped” in the gravitational field, that is, a body
which is at rest at t+=0 (which is appropriate if we
wish to compare the results to the actual E6tvos ex-
periments performed). Therefore, we choose our
coordinate system so that X, =0 and Vc.m_=0 at
t=0, and calculate the instantaneous center-of-mass
acceleration. In order for the gravitational field to
be written in the form given by (1.2) and (1.3), we
must work in the appropriate coordinate system. In
particular, the coordinate system must be at rest
with respect to the spherically symmetric mass (gen-
erating the gravitational field). This condition, in
addition to the conditions X.,, =V, =0 at =0,
determine the coordinate system in which we work
completely.

Next, let us discuss some of the details of the cal-
culation. We assume that the test body is made up
of electromagnetically interacting charged particles.
The motion of each individual particle is governed
by the gravitationally generalized Lorentz (GGL)
force law. The electromagnetic field (which is gen-
erated by the charged particles) is governed by the
gravitationally generalized Maxwell (GGM) equa-
tions. In addition, we assume that the masses of the
particles do not themselves contribute to the gravita-
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tional field, so that the gravitational field is due to
the external SSS source (only).

We shall be looking for a perturbative solution.
The first small quantity in which we expand is the
squared particle velocity V2. We set

|

(typical charge of a particle)?

Vii~v?, (1.6)

where we regard v? as a typical squared particle
velocity. From the virial theorem (see Sec. II)

62

(typical mass)(typical spatial separation of neighboring particles) ~ ms

In the calculation we shall expand in terms of this
small quantity, and we label terms in the expansion
by O (v"). Formally, we write

2 e? 2
z%zO(v ). (1.8)

Vi

A second small quantity is the size of the body
(which is typically ~s). We expand all the arbitrary
functions of the gravitational field [e.g., f(U), a(U),
2 (U), etc.] in a Taylor series about the instantane-
ous center of mass of the test body, viz.,

SO =fX)=fo+fo(EX), (1.9)

where f, and f represent f and df /dU evaluated at
the center of mass.

All the effects of the gravitational field in a small
region containing the test body can be represented
by writing the functions of the gravitational field in
the form indicated by (1.9). f, and f; are then re-
garded as constants, and all the spatial dependence
(of the gravitational field) is contained in the factor
(g:X). Moreover, g can also be regarded as con-
stant since, by the definition of a test body, we as-
sume that second derivatives of U are negligible.®
Therefore, we shall also expand in terms of (g-X),
which we shall label by O(g) [or, more precisely,
O(gs)]. However, we only expand to first order in
O (g) in this calculation.

We seek a perturbative solution to the problem,
independently expanding in terms of O(v?) and
O(g). (Note that we are not expanding in terms of
the Newtonian potential U. We want the solution to
all orders in U.) The calculation then proceeds as
follows. We solve the GGM equations perturbative-
ly [in powers of O(g) and O(v?)] for the elec-
tromagnetic potentials, and substitute these solutions
into the GGL equations to obtain an expression for
the acceleration of the kth particle (@) entirely in
terms of particle coordinates. We then define a

— ~v?. (1.7)

center of mass i(c‘m,_*for the test body and obtain
an expression for d*X_ ., /dt?, which is related to
the center-of-mass acceleration of the test body, in
terms of the constituent particle coordinates. Hav-
ing obtained an expression for the instantaneous
center-of-mass acceleration, we use the viral rela-
tions to simplify the results (and express any body
dependence of this acceleration in terms of the
body’s electromagnetic structure).

In the next section we shall calculate the center-
of-mass acceleration to second order, or post-post
Coulombian order [that is, up to and including
terms of order O (v*) and O(gv*)]. Calculating the
center-of-mass acceleration to this order ‘“com-
pletes” the calculation for all practical purposes for
the following reasons. If we were to continue the
calculation to post-post-post Coulombian order [that
is, O (v®) and O(gv®)], we would need to take into
account terms arising due to electromagnetic radia-
tion, which is far beyond the scope of the calcula-
tion. We could continue the calculation to O(g?),
but these terms represent effects such as post-
Newtonian corrections to the tidal forces, and would
consequently yield no information on the WEP
(moreover, as pointed out above, these terms would
be very small, and are really outside the approxima-
tion scheme completely). In addition, as we shall see
in Sec. III, the calculation to second order contains
all the information that the WEP could possibly
give on the structure of the GGEM equations.

In Sec. III we shall discuss the theoretical and ex-
perimental implications of the calculation with
respect to the WEP.

Finally, we shall make a few brief comments on
the notation to be used. We shall use latin indices
(a,b,c) to range from O to 3 and greek indices
(u,v,0) to range from 1 to 3 (alternatively, we shall
use three-vector notation). We shall also use latin
subscripts (i,j,k) to range over the number of parti-
cles; that is, i=1 to n, where n=the number of par-
ticles constituting the test body. This double use of
latin index notation should not cause any confusion
since it will be clear from the context which nota-
tion is employed.
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II. CALCULATION OF THE CENTER-OF-MASS ACCELERATION OF A TEST PARTICLE, MADE
UP OF ELECTROMAGNETICALLY INTERACTING CHARGED POINT PARTICLES,
IN AN EXTERNAL, SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC, STATIC GRAVITATIONAL FIELD,
TO POST-POST-COULOMBIAN ORDER

A. Equations of motion for the kth particle
First we establish the equations of motion for the kth particle (of the composite body made up of elec-

tromagnetically interacting charged particles), under the action of the electromagnetic and SSS gravitational
fields. This is given by the GGL equations’

73

(X)) =— V() —[Via+a—8—8)V; ¥k — V(B 2+ ——L(U (%), U ,, V) é&(i’,{H?AL(m)

mok

(2.1

where all functions (f,g,a, etc.) are evaluated at Xy, _Mox is the rest mass of the kth particle, ¢, its charge, X
its three-position, and V its three-velocity. A; and A; are defined by

A, —— %+€¢—€(vk-x>+<v-€)x (2.2a)
and
A, — %’-;‘—+\7’¢ i |V (2.26)

[where ¢ and A are related to the electromagnetic four-potential A, by A, =( —¢,K)], and represent elec-
tromagnetic contributions to the acceleration. (They are, of course, generalizations of the “usual” Lorentz
force.) We wish to expand the right-hand side of (2.1) in powers of O(g) and O (v?). We recall that functions
depending on the gravitational field can be written according to (1.9). The gradients of these functions can
therefore be written as

ViE)=f0Z . 2.3)

We can use (1.9) and (2.3) to expand (2.1) in powers of O (g). Also, we must expand L (U,U ,,v;") appropriate-
ly. The correct expansion is found to be

- . 18_ , 82 P
L(%3, V) =f ‘/2{1+@ (8 xk)—E—g—vkz——uf;,;(vkz)(g'xk)dt
1820 8020 1 8&/0 1 80
—= + += — === (X )V | +0(gH+0 WY, (2.4)
2 fo fo 2 fo? 2 fo B XKk &

where we have only expanded L to O(gv?) in order
for @) to remain O(gv*). The expansion of L is in
terms of two arbitrary functions (of U) & and 2.
These two functions can be thought of as arbitrary
multiplying factors for the (g-X) and (-X)V" terms
in L. (The V" term is fixed in order to obtain the
correct special-relativistic limit.)

To see that the expansion for L given by (2.4) is
appropriate, we consider two examples of possible
GGL equations, and hence two examples of possible
L ’s, and see how the L ’s expand in these two cases.

In the first example we consider the GGL equa-
tions in an MTG (written in terms of the coordinate
time t) given by
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(the validity of this equation is discussed in Ref. 1).

d>x* () dx® dx¢ o, dx* dx® dx° For a=0 this equation becomes
di? " g dar T dr At dr 22 dx® dx® 2
t x° dx
FO
e |dt dx" 0dx" dx* dxr b dr dr |dn ]
=— F,# —F, 2.5
m | dt "odt " odt dt @) e
€ 04X " X dt
In this example L is given by + F" dt di’ (2.10)
172
L(X,V)=%= Sab d;t d;t (2.6) ?nd ft'())r a =p (written in terms of the coordinate
ime
In an SSS gravitational field this becomes d’xt L, 9 bdxt o dx* dx® dx‘
R 2aun dr? b dr dr b ar dt dr
L(X,V)=(f—gV)'/~. (2.7
) n
Expanding f and g according to (1.9), and using =< dr F,,"d —F,,de dx
the binomial theorem to expand (2.7) in terms of m | dt dt dt dt
O(g) and O (v?), we find that L expands according 2.11)
to (2.4) with 2, and 2 given by )
L fh In this second example
.@():_i_j'o— ’ dA
0 (2.8) L(Y,V)=I . (2.12)
.Qo‘——_——'o .

We wish to calculate the value of dA/dt along the
trajectory defined by Eq. (2.9). Calculating F,‘%" by
evaluating (d /dt)(V-V) and using (2.11), and using

In the second example we take the GGL equa-
tions in the form

d’x*® a ax b dx¢ e . gdx”" the forms of g and " in an SSS gravitational field,
+19, = (2.9)
dz? “dr dr m™ " dA Eq. (2.10) becomes
|
d’t g g2 |7 s d ,  dt = dt _2
_#:_*5 — 1—=— —8 b—a—a—B)——V
Ty (+8)dk+f 7 2d)»( ) d)»()d)» k(+ a—a B)dkv
(2.13)
Expanding the right-hand side of this equation in terms of O (g) and O (v?) to O (gv?) yields
d’ _d | |80 o | 18 _2 . 8o%o 2| dt
L= —8)—B |(F)+ 2 2 8+ By — tty— &y — By — Sx)v” | 4L
d)\? dA fo 07— %0 2 fo fo 0+80—ao—ado—Bo 2 (X" |
d 2 dt
Dy(g-X)— 2 2.14
+Pp(g X)dk(v )d?» +0(@gH+0wY, (2.14)
where
8 |18 1So = , 80%o
) ——+8y+8y—ap—ag—By——— .
o= fo 280 2f0+0+0 %~ —Fo fo 2.13)
Integrating Eq. (2.14) yields
dt 1 80%0 o x|y 1 80_2
FTRAL [1+ o —8p—6¢ |(E x)+2 0v
1 80 | 800 =~ | 8o % _ 800 ||, o2
= —8y5—8 — |86+ 8¢ —ayg—ap— By — (g-X)V
2 o | fo 0— 0o X 01 Op 0 0 0 fo g
+q>0f VIE Xt [+0(g2)+0 W), (2.16)
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where the “arbitrary constant of integration” has been chosen as f,~!/? in order for (2.16) to reduce to its

“metric” form in the appropriate limit.
Finally, using dA/dt =(dt/d)\)~!, we find that in this second example (with L =dA/dt), L expands accord-

ing to (2.4) with £ and 2 defined by

Po=b+ By~ 00,
fo
18 1f¢ 8ot 217
2 :-—O- 270 6 — - __02 .
0="7 20 2 fo +80+80—ap—ao—Bo fo

Having found the required general expansion of L, we can now write down the equations of motion for the
kth particle to O (gv*). Substituting the value of L given by Eq. (2.4) into Eq. (2.1), we obtain

ak(szk)=—yz)g—<ag,+ag)_a;)—sg,xg-vkwk
1 gO_, 2

= 2— 1/2
— Sk 1+2 S0
oV g+ — { { + P (g Xk)— 27 Vi

_lgo-@o+gogo+igof6__l_§'g (8%, )V
2 fo fo T2 f2 21 KTk
8020 d _ , 1 80 -
— —— | (Vg Xg)dt — | 1——(2-Xy) |AL(X})
fo f dr 'k g Xk Hgo 2 g Xk L\ Xk
1 fo -
— |1 ———(gX) |[AL(X})
fo [ fo & LRk }
0(g*))+0w") . (2.18)

B. Solution of the GGM equations

The GGM equations in an SSS gravitational field, for a source consisting of electromagnetic point particles,

are given by’

— 172
R0 898 i |y |ar [ s awieso
k
and
N 1/2
— 2 — —  — — —_—
VA=E34 L(GA)T |8 |+ TxB)xg—4r |8 | Sevid'x—%0), (2.20)
f ot g S x

where ./ and & are arbitrary functions of the gravitational field.
We expand (2.19) and (2.20) in powers of O (g) and O (v?), and look for a perturbation solution for A and ¢.

A and ¢ expand according to
¢~0(g)[0 W) +0(v* 140 @[O0 WH+0WH 4+ - ]+ -+, 2.21)
K~o<g°)[0(v3>+0(u5)+ 140 @O WHH+O W)+ ]+
Formally, we write
d=do+¢1+d1+dr+ ",
> S S (2.22)
A=Ap+A+ -,

where
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$o~O0 (v°), $;~O0 (gv %), ¢1~ (%), ¢2~O(gv4) > (2.23)
Ay~0(3), Aj~0(gvd)+0 (%) .
Since we only wish to calculate @, [from Eq. (2.18)] to O (gv*), we need only calculate KO, KI, b0, &1, ¢1, and

¢2.
First we calculate AO From (2.20) the equation for Ao is
172
VZAO__.4qrfol/2 ze,v 8(X—X;), (2.24)
which has the solution
N
Ao(Xp)= E (2.25)
f 2 | Xki |

where Xj; =X —X;, and the summation is assumed to exclude the case i =k.
Therefore, from Eq. (2.20) the equation for A is
- 3%A,
V2A1 — _g_o_ 20 + .[g
fo ot

172
8o

f01/2

g0 f'
2 e V(X)X —%;),
8o fo ]2

6:’10)6 +-@0(€XKO)X§—27T

~Fe

(2.26)
where we retain terms up to O (gv3) and O (v®), and A, is given by (2.25). The solution of Eq. (2.26) is given by

172 { 4 V(5% '
- 1 8o 8o X;) 8082 g Jol| oo
A(Xg)=—= — (V-W)E+B(VXY)XE
PEETT2 10172 | g0 ‘2 Xii | f ar? g fo & ° &
(2.27)
[where we retain O (gv?) and O (v°) terms only], in terms of the vector “superpotential” v given by
172
= 1 8o
V(X )= WAL ze, N Xk | s (2.28)
where, to O (gv) and O (v3),
Ro=V2V . (2.29)
From (2.19) the equation for ¢, is
fol72
Vo= _47r;m gei83(i’~i’,~) , (2.30)
which has the solution
fol”2
¢0(i’k)— RE 2 (2.31)
i kl I )
Therefore, the equation for ¢, is
%o = fo'”? [ fo g0
Vi, = A8 Vo) —2m—— | == — =2 |(E- NF_F
¢1= f a2 THo(E Vo T | o 2o (g X)Ze,ﬁ (2.32)
which has the solution,
1 fo“2 fo 8 | @(B%) g Y '
$1(Xp)= RAL Sl LA (0 S A D 4 0 (2.33
o7 | fo g0 | > ENR I )

[where we keep O (gvz) terms only], in terms of the “superpotential” Y defined by
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1 /o'
Y(Xp)=— 2y 172 XeilXul (2.34)
1
where
do=V>Y . (2.35)
Next, the equation for ¢, is
go %
V2, = fO » 20 , (2.36)
which has the solution
_ 2
(Zp)= jgro E;tT (2.37)
0
Finally, the equation for ¢, is
az¢o go 9 (3 ¢1 a;‘:0
Vi, =£ ANEVE)+ o |E— | . :
() f o +fo 32 +f0 312 + A E V) +H o ar (2.38)
The solution of this equation is given by
- g _8g (8 Sfo||. &]d%A
(Xp)==%—- — Y
P X S or? fo |8 fo & ar?
g0 %0 80" 3*A . Lo = | 32A 32
+—= +— +——AH|EV |—5 | |+« , (2.39)
fo a2 £ at foo ° & at? 0 a2
where we retain O (gv*) terms only. The “superpotentials” A and Q are defined by
R 1 fol/Z
A(Xk)= 4 g, 12 2e1|xkl ’
- lfol/ 8070 N fl/2 fo 86 oy =
Q(Xk)_'g‘gol/z f() +J{0 gei(g‘xk, ka1|+ 1/2 f() 20 ;ei(g'xi)lxk,»l s (2.40)
so that C. The center-of-mass acceleration
VIA=T, (2.41) Having obtained an expression for the accelera-
V20 =¢, ) tion of a single particle, we now define a center of

Consequently the solutions for ¢ and A to the ap-
propriate order are given by Egs. (2.25), (2.27),
(2.31), (2.33), (2.37), and (2.39). Substituting these
solutions into Eq. (2.18) [using (2.2)] gives us an ex-
pression for the kth particle’s acceleration @ up to
O(gv*). In order to write this expression explicitly
in terms of particle coordinates we must evaluate the
(appropriate) derivatives of the superpotentials in
the solution. The time derivatives of the superpo-
tentials will give rise to terms containing the single-
particle acceleration; therefore, in order to obtain a
consistent approximation for @ to O (gv*) we must
iterate the equations for ¢ and A and the expression
for @, [given by (2.2) and (2.18)].

mass X.n, and calculate the instantaneous center-
of-mass acceleration A, , of the body. To some ex-
tent the definition of the center of mass to be used is
unimportant, so long as it remains within the body.
Indeed, since ultimately we shall be interested in a
time-averaged acceleration, any point (representing
X.m.) that remains within the body will yield the
same numerical result on average.

The definition that we shall use for the center of

mass is given by the following equations’:

Rem=— 3 (m%y) (2.42)
m "y
1 8o - €jer
mk=mok+5“fo mOka2+ 1/2 2 |’J" |
&1 (2.43)
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and

k

Note that we have defined m; [in Eq. (2.43)] up
to O( 2) only. If we had included terms in m; of
ow* ') and O(g), these terms would also contribute
to ( Acm ) to O(gv*). However, these additional
terms in (A, ,, ) would all cancel when use is made
of the virial relations (to be discussed in the next
subsection). A detailed calculation can be made to
prove this.!

From Eq. (2.42)

dZXcm
Xk +2 Vi
Cdr % %
+ 3 mia - (2.45)
k

In order to calculate md2X_ ,, /dt* to O(gv*) we
need to calculate dmy /dt to O(gv®) and d’my /dt?
to O (gv*), using our calculated expression for @, to
J

dr? dr?

AR om, } [ dXom, l
m + m—— -+ m—z———
o(g) O(gv?) dt

O(gv?). We need to use @ to O(gv*) to calculate
> midg to O(gv*). Collecting all terms s together
we can wnte down the expression for md 2XC m./dt?
to O(gv*). However, since this expression contains
over 100 terms, it will not be written explicitly here
but represented symbolically by

dzs’(c.m. dzs’(c.m. dzs»(c.m~
m = 3
dr? dt> o dt? o
a*X
+ | m—=== +0 %) . (2.46)
dt O(gv?)

There are no O (v2) nor O (v*) terms present since
they essentially come from the spec1a1 relativistic
contributions to md 2Xc m./dt?. (It is relatively easy
to calculate these terms and show that they do
indeed vanish.)

We wish to obtain an expression for the time-
averaged center-of-mass acceleration. Taking the
time average of Eq. (2.46), we then define the
center-of-mass acceleration (A, ) to be

d¥.m

4

>+O(v6) . (2.47)
O(gv

D. Virial relations

_In this subsection we shall establish a set of virial relations, which are relations between different terms in
(Acm ), obtained by setting {(d/dt)(®**)) equal to zero, for internal, Structure-dependent quantities ®**,
This set of virial relations can then be used to simplify the expression for (A .

(a) “Second-order” tensor virial relations.

Setting {(d /dt)(®*")) =0, where ®*" is defined by

€;ek
— My V.
T 4 R Vi" Xk i s
ik | Xk |

v

yields the virial relation

2
< fo e;ejey

3/2
go/

I v
Xk jXi k €€k
)t 2

ik Mok | Xp| | Xyl

where we have used the calculated value of @;7 to O (v?

shall use are

ik | X |

(2.48)

e;e
vﬁ)—(Z _:—k(iik'vik)vi”xkvi>=0 ’ (2.49)

ik | X |3

. Other “second-order” tensor virial relations that we

Sfo eiejekz (X Xjx )xi“kxivk> e;ex e;ex
+<2—(V--V-k)x»"kx~"k>+<2 (V;* Wit x; >
3/2 = - . i Vik XUk X; . X it x; "k
<go ik Mok Xy |? Xy |2 ik | X | bV B
ik ., ik . L
+<2 - 7 (Vi-Xik )xiykvivk>‘*3<2 "_:—S(Vik'xik)(vi'xik )xi“kxivk>=0 , (250
ik | X | ik | Xi |
Sfo eiejek2 xHix;” €;e ik .,
< 2 m o 3o > <2 = iv>”—<2_:—3(Xik'Vik)Uk“Xiv>=0, (2.51)
807" ik Mok | Xy | Y| X | k Xk! ik | X |
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N xi* dv,” eex ., _,
<§e,~ek f (Vi Xi) EME dt ot >+<§ |?'k-|?(vk-xk,~)xk"vk">——~0 , (2.52)
s ‘] » ]
fo eiejer’ (X Xk )xi'ukxiv> e;ex e;ex
+<2 ———~(7k-V~k)x-“kx~">+<z Gk (YT x-">
3/2 N = S = kX 0k
<g0 ijk Mok |"lcj|3|xki|3 Lk |xik|3 R ; |xikl3 e
e;eéy I oo e;ey —- - NN o v
H X 5 Ve Xadxi#,v") =3 2 —— (Vie Xa ) (Vi Xg i Hgex; >=0 ,  (2.53)
ik | X | ik | X
fo eiejek2 (ij'i’ik xFxr” €k .,
3/ > . = >+<2 . (Vk.x.k)xkuka>+<2 (Vie Vi IxpHx >
<g0 2i,j,k Mok ]Xik|3lxkjl3 ik Ixikl3 l ik Ixzk|3 ‘
€;€e - e;er . N
+<2 "Tl‘"{( Vi Xik )Uk“xkv> "“3< 2 -1.1—5( Xik Vi Vi X )xk“xkv> =0, (2.54)
ik | X | ik | Xa
and
2fo e;ey fo e;ex
(V-'i’-k)v-"x-">+<2m Vi tvtv ">+< > . Vi 2x# x~">=0. (2.55)
3/2 N i A i OkYk Yk Yk _ k
<go ik | Xu|? ' k g0 ik | Xucl? e
Due to the symmetry of the last virial relation (in v v;*) we obtain the virial identity
ek . . o eex _ o,
2<2__: 3(V,"X,'k)(g'V,')X,'>+<z _: 2(g ,k)X)
ik | X | ik | X l
€;er I i e;er e r s v
—_—2<2 —_:—-?(v,"x,ok)(g'x,-)v,->+<2 _: ; viz(g'xi)xik> . (2.56)
ik | Xk | ik | Xig |
(b) The “first-order” tensor virial relation with “second-order” corrections.
With
D=1 3 mexitue”, 2.57)
k
where my, is defined by Eq. (2.43), setting {(d /dt)(®**) ) =0 yields
dm
%( > dtk xk"%") +5 < > mkvk“vkv> + %( > mkxk“ak"> =0. (2.58)
k k k

Calculating dmy, /dt, using a;° to O (v*), and keeping all terms to O (v*), we obtain the virial relation

fo €;€k 1 8o 1 €jex

mOkvk”ka>+ <2 —— X'k k> —<2m0kvk vk”vkv>+ <2 = U'"Ukv>

<§ 2807 \ T | % ¥ 2 fo 2802 \iE [ Fac|®
1 < € . _ 3 ik . v o
- 2 (V-‘Vk)X'”kx-Vk>——- <2 = (v.-x.k)(vk-x.k)x.“kx."k>
4g0' 2\ 3% |Za® C 4go 2 \E 1% e
1 < ek ., _ 1 €k ., v
+ > — (vk-x-k)v-“x~"k>+ <2 = (Vi X )x;#pv; >=0 ,  (2.59)

280" 2 \ik | Ru|? e 220" \ik | % |3 A

where the ‘“second-order” virial relations in part (a) have been used to simplify this result. The first two terms

in this equation are O (v?), while the rest are O (v*).

The calculation now proceeds as follows. First we simplify the O (gv?) terms in (Ac m. ) using (2.59). This
simplification is achieved at the cost of 1ntroducmg extra O (gv*) terms into (Ac m.) [arising from the O (v*)
correction terms in (2.59)]. Then the O(gv*) terms are 51mphﬁed usmg the “second-order” tensor virial rela-
tions. After an exceedingly long calculation we find that (Ac m. ) is given by

— — — €1 —» — —
Rom )y =108+ L+ 25+ LW+ 2W, 4 Wt ;n3w4+ ;f;ws , (2.60)



28 ANALYSIS OF NONMETRIC THEORIES OF GRAVITY. II. ... 1839
where
- €€k — €€k - =
"I=g< " >’ =< (€ Xu)Xix ) »
ik | X | ik | Xk |
= _, Lo 1, 1 1 1 3,
W1='41’771+%712, Wo=501+570+503—704— 705,
\_7;’3:%772—-;-51—%&72—%%54, (2.61)
= O O Tt (O _,
Wy=3571—38+38,— 585 Ws=as,
with
N ik . I ik, o o
m=g< — Vi‘Vk)>, n2=g< — 7 (X Vi)(xkx'vk)> ,
ik | X | ik | Xix |
€€ SN — ik
51=< = k(g v,)vk>, w2=< — g Vi)V, ka)in> ,
ik | X | ik | X |
— ik L, o
603=< — g in)(Vi'in)Vk> ,
ik | Xig | (2.62)
— ik s o =
“’4:< > 3(Vi'Vk)(g°xkx)in> )
ik | Xik |
— €i€k - o oo =
co5=< = (Vi "X Vi xk,)(g'xk,)xk,> ,
ik | X |
3/2
- 8o R S
6= <2m0ivi2(g V;)Vx> >
fo \ 4
and the multiplying factors are given by
1 |87 ,
N=—"75|—F —%o+Bo |,
2% | fo
1 | 8ov 1fo 180 o = .. -
= 172 070 +M0+.@0—‘5—‘_~‘2—“——80—80+a0+a0 5
g0 | Jo Jo 2% (2.63)
1 18 1 fo 1 1o 180
€ ‘MO T |, €= .@0—‘!—__ i
0”2 [ 28 2fo | 7 gy~ [ 2 fo 2 g0
1 1o 18 o = . . 80Y0
§= — 205 +5—+8%+8—as—a—Bo———
go'”? 2fo 28 0T 1

Finally, we remark that the _Q(gv_f) terms i and
@ and the O (gv*) terms W, W,, W5, W,, and W5
are completely independent of one another.

III. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

A. Theoretical discussion

In this paper we have taken the gravitationally
generalized laws of electromagnetism (GGEM), and
obtained a (predicted) expression for the quantity

(A, ) [given by Eq. (2.60)], which is related to the
acceleration of a “real” test body. In Eq. (2.60) we
see that only the first (Newtonian-type) term is com-
position independent, all the other terms represent
accelerations depending on the internal structure of
the test body. Moreover, the composition-dependent
accelerations 7, @, W, W,, W3, W, and W; are all
independent of one another. Therefore, the only
way that the WEP can be (theoretically) satisfied, so
that (A., ) does not contain any composition-
dependent terms, is for the five multiplying factors
7, ©, €, €, and § to be independently zero, viz.,
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n=w=61:62=§=0 . (3-1)

Equation (3.1) represents conditions for the WEP to
be satisfied. These results can be thought of as
physical constraints on the original (mathematical)
equations.

Let us analyze the results given by Eq. (3.1). We
have not specified the initial location of our test
body with respect to the external gravitating source.
Since we wish the WEP to hold everywhere, Eq.
(3.1) should be satisfied at any point the test body is
deposited, and so we can remove the zero subscripts
from all quantities appearing in this equation
[through Eq. (2.63)].

In order to write Eq. (3.1) in full it is convenient
to split the functions «, @, 3, v, 8, and § into metric
and nonmetric parts (it is always possible to decom-
pose I' according to I'%,. ={3.} +A4%., for some
tensor A). The metric parts of these functions are
given by (1.4). We shall use the caret notation to
denote the nonmetric part of a partlcular function
(e.g., a’ can be written as a’ =-g '/g +@ '—the
prime denotes differentiation with respect to U).
Therefore, Eq. (3.1) becomes (in full)

8 | A 1/ 18 |_
+ — |7 — + =0, (3.2a)
;P [ 2712
lfl 1 I3 g ’ lfl
o — -4 |4 —?—+.@———
{ 2 f 2¢g f 2 f ]
—($'+8'—a’'—a")=0, (3.2b)
1 1g
o 2f+2g_0’ (3.2¢)
1/ 1g
9?4—2 T2 g =0, (3.2d)
and
24 &fL+Z§’ —(8'+8'—a'—a')=0

(3.2¢)

From the structure of the calculation, the most
that can be expected from the WEP is that it should
give us information on the four electromagnetic-
gravitational coupling functions </, #, Z, and
2, and .on the two quantities (gi> /f +B
and (8'+8'—&’'—a’). From (3.2) we see that the
six quantities are constrained by five equations, and
since the GGM equations are invariant under
(f,8)—(uf,ug) (“conformally invariant”) these re-
sults contain all the information that could possibly
be hoped for. Consequently, if we continued the cal-
culation of (A, ) to higher order, no further in-

formation could be obtained on the structure of the
laws of GGEM. (Moreover, the higher-order terms
[i.e., O(g? and O(v°) terms] are really outside the
scope of the approximation scheme.) Therefore, as
remarked earlier, we can regard the calculation to be
“complete.”
We can simplify (3.2) by either exploiting the
“conformal invariance” of the GGM equatlons [and
choosing a “gauge” in which (g9'/f + % — —f /f)
is zero], or by 1mp0§1ng theA constraints that
(g9'/f+B') and (8'+85'—&'—&"') are both zero.
These two constraints are theoretically justified by
(3.2) and by the desire for the equation governing
the motion of photons deduced from the optical lim-
it of the GGM equations to be equivalent to the
mass—0, speed— 1 limit of the GGL equations for
an uncharged particle. (In addition, these two con-
straints are also supported, at least to some order of
observational accuracy, by experiments that measure
the deflection of light.)

Subtracting out the conditions that (g9'/f +B")
and (8'4+8'—&'—a&’') are zero, we obtain the
following four (1ndependent) equations for .o/, &,
Z,and 2:

87" 1f_
+P ——+—=0, (3.3a)
f 2 f
1S 1g
N4 2f+2g—0’ (3.3b)
1/ 1g
—4-_—2-=0 .
.@—kz 7 2 g , (3.3¢c)
and
2=0. (3.3d)

We can rewrite the relations (3.2)/(3.3) in the fol-
lowing way:

@ +E—8 ) =B =—of
_ 1 (ug)  (uf)
2| (ug)  (up) |’
2=0, p=_1lu8
2 (ug) (3.4)
yetw) g 1w
2 (ug)’ 2 (')

where u is a scalar field defined by p'/2u=g%’'/f.
From the forms of .« and & in (3.4) we see that the
GGM equations take on a “metric”’ form with
respect to ug,, [this of course follows from Egs.
(3.2¢) and (3.2d) and the “conformal invariance” of
the GGM equations]. From the forms of & and 2
in (3.4) and Egs. (2.4), (2.7), and (2.8), we_observe
that L is of the form L=(,u,‘1f——,u_1gV2)1/2. L



28 ANALYSIS OF NONMETRIC THEORIES OF GRAVITY. 1II ... 1841

occurs in Eq. (2.1) through the terms (1/f)L and
(1/g)L, which ,can  now  be written , . as
[/ () uf —pugv)? and [1/(ug))(uf —ugv )12
From (3.4) we observe that all other terms in (2.1)
representing the gravitational field can be written as
u multiplied by the appropriate metric form. Con-
sequently, we have shown that relations (3.4) are
precisely those for which the GGL equations take
on a “metric” form with respect to ug,,. Therefore,
the WEP demands that the laws of GGEM must
take on a “metric” form with respect to a tensor
conformally related to gg,.

There are two ways to view the results above.
First, if we analyze the work outlined in this paper
in isolation, we have considered a class of relativistic
theories of gravity characterized by a set of laws of
GGEM [represented by Egs. (2.1), (2.18), (2.19), and
(2.20)], and shown that the WEP demands that these
laws of GGEM be metric with respect to ugg-
Moreover, since pug,, is the only object occurring in
the laws under investigation, it takes on the role of
“physical metric”; that is, it is ug,, that is interpret-
ed to be of physical importance in the laws under
consideration. Thus we could state the results of
this paper as follows: For the class of relativistic
theories of gravity under investigation, the WEP
demands that the laws of GGEM (in this class of
theories) must take on their metric form.

On the other hand, we could attempt to view the
results above in the context of an overall analysis of
nonmetric theories of gravity, whose structure
would include physical laws other than just the laws
of GGEM investigated here. In such an analysis,
g4 may take on a role of physical importance (for
example, g,, may be of physical significance in the
measuring process—see Ref. 4). We have not shown
that the laws of GGEM under investigation here
must take on their metric form with respect to g,.
To show this we must prove 9'=0, or, alternatively,
p=constant, results which cannot in general be ob-
tained from the WEP due to the “conformal invari-
ance” of the laws of GGEM. Further analysis must
therefore be done outside the framework of the
WEP. Immediately we see that for a nonzero %’ the
Einstein equivalence principle is broken. Evidence
to prove that %’ is zero would come from an
analysis of solar system experiments involving test
particle motions and clock measurements (which
will verify the result up to the PN order of approxi-
mation), and from an analysis involving the con-
sistency of gravitational red-shift experiments. This
analysis will be presented in a later paper.

As we mentioned above, in general no further in-
formation can be obtained from the above analysis.
However, if we investigate some particular cases
(that is, theories in which the laws of GGEM are

more specific than the general case considered up to
now), additional, more specialized information may
be obtained. From Egs. (3.3) we observe that .o,
#, and 2 must take on their metric form with
respect to g,5, while, due to the presence of the '
term, & need not. We could interpret Eq. (3.3a) in
other ways. First, in the context of MTG’s, with
GGL equations of the form

d’x*H (£ dx® dx°® o, dx* dx® dx°®
ar Tl e

dx" _F odx* dx"
dt "odt dt |’

L(X,V) |F,*

(3.5)

—£
T m
we could calculate the conditions the WEP imposes
on L. In this case »'=0, and so .@=%f’/f.
Therefore, for MTG’s equations (3.3) imply that the
laws of GGEM take on their metric form. Indeed
for any class of theories with ’=0, the WEP im-
plies the laws of GGEM take on their metric form.

Second, for a theory with given GGL equations
(that is, with L, and thus & and 2, specified), we
could calculate the conditions the WEP then im-
poses on the remaining nonmetric coupling func-
tions. That is, we regard (3.3a) as an equation for
?’, in terms of the given function £, viz.,

17

i .
? - 2 f ‘@glven

g

(3.6)

In Sec. IT A, we considered two examples of possible
GGL equations (which, in fact, we regard as the two
most “reasonable” possibilities). What information
does Eq. (3.6) yield in these two examples?

(a) In the first example L =d7/dt. In this case Z
is given by [from Eq. (2.8)]

17

g’(a)=”2‘7 ’ (3.7)
so that Eq. (3.6) yields
P=0. (3.8)

(b) In the second example L =dA /dt. In this case
Z is given by [from Eq. (2.17)]

~ ja r 1 ’
-@(b)zs(b)+8(b)_§7/(b)+ 7f7 , (3.9)
and Eq. (3.6) yields
8i5)+86)=0 . (3.10)

Equations (3.8) and (3.10) represent “strong” con-
straints on the possible form of T".

We have shown that the WEP (theoretically) im-
plies that the GGEM equations take on a metric
form in an SSS gravitational field. However, it is
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theoretically conceivable (for a particular theory of
gravity), that the GGEM equations are metric in the
SSS approximation, but nonmetric in other, more
general, cases. Therefore, we cannot conclude that
the GGEM equations must be metric in general.
Nonetheless, the calculation does represent a very
severe constraint on the form of the most general
GGEM equations.

In our calculation we have considered only “elec-
tromagnetic” test bodies. Since we wish to apply
our results to real test bodies consisting of actual
atoms, subject to nuclear interactions as well as the
laws of electromagnetism, we should include in
(ACm ) terms which involve nuclear energies. We
should then ask whether it is theoretically possible
for the nuclear terms to cancel the electromagnetic
terms. Lightman and Lee? considered this question,
and concluded that there is no credible mechanism
that could lead to such a cancellation. (If nuclear
energies were included in the calculation, the WEP
could then be used to constrain the possible form of
gravitational-nuclear interactions.)

B. Experimental implications

Experimental support for the WEP comes from
the so-called EGtvos experiments, which measure the
relative acceleration toward the Sun of two different
substances. The two experiments of highest pre-
cision were performed in Princeton® and Moscow.’
In the Princeton experiment, gold and aluminum
were used as the test substances, with the (null) re-
sult

<Kc.m. >Al_' <Kc.m. >Au
(Aem.)

| <Kc.m. >Al_<Kc‘m.>Aut
| €|

<1071, (3.11)

]

m(1)
m

— = Ee 1 — E E
(Ac.m.>=_7’g+7n*[2(7l+§w)]g+—(n+ so+75 62)g+—m—("q+ To+ 1€ +26)E

From this equation we can now interpret E, as the
electrostatic self-energy of the body, and the E,,’s as
related to the magnetostatic self-energy of the body
Since (Ac m.) has been calculated to all orders in
U, in order to compare (3.14) with experiment all
functions of the gravitational field must be expand-
ed in powers of U. Using the numerical values for
the differences between the electrostatic and magne-
tostatic self-energies of aluminum and platinum es-

In the Moscow version of the experiment, platinum
and aluminum were used to obtain the result

I <Kc.m. >A1_' <Kc.m. >Pt l
[(Aem) |

<1012, (3.12)

Let us investigate to what order the EGtvis exper-
iments test the GGEM equations.!® We note that
the composition dependent accelerations 7, @, 7,
Ny B @By B3, Bay a)5, and @ [defined by (2.61)
and (2.62)] occurring in (Acm ) [as given by Eq.
(2.60)] are, in general, completely independent of one
another. But in any given experiment they may be
related in some way. In particular, the bodies used
in the aforementioned EGtvGs experiments were ap-
proximately spherical (at least in the time-averaged
sense), so that the above composition-dependent ac-
celerations satisfy the following conditions:

(3.13)

where Ee’ Em(l)’ Em(2), and Em(3) are defined in the
above relations. Using (3.13), we can then write
(Acm. ) as

(3.14)

[

timated in Refs. 2 and 3 and a numerical estimate
for U (for Earth-bound experiments), we can now
use (3.12) and (3.14) to calculate the experimental
limits [on the arbitrary functions of the gravitational
field in (3.14)] by demanding that each
composition-dependent term (to each power of U)
must separately satisfy the experimental lower limit
obtained from the Moscow version of the experi-
ment.
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The actual experimental constraints obtained are
rather complicated and will not be reproduced here
(although the results are available). The results
essentially amount to the following. Equations
(3.3a), (3.3b), (3.3¢), and (3.3d), for £, o/, #, and
2, respectively, are experimentally verified to first
order in U (very strongly). & is weakly constrained
to second order in U. EOtvOs experiments must im-
prove in accuracy by three orders of magnitude to
significantly constrain .o/, #, and 2 to second or-
der in U. We conclude that experimental evidence

supports the postulate that the GGEM equations are
of a metric form.
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