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ABSTRACT

Dark matter or modifications of the Newtonian inverse-squaw in the solar system are
studied with accurate planetary astrometric data. Fromagperihelion precession and possi-
ble changes in the third Kepler’s law, we get an upper limitlomlocal dark matter density,
ppoum < 3x10716 kg/m*® at the 2¢ confidence level. Variations in the'2 behavior are con-
sidered in the form of either a possible Yukawa-like intéicator a modification of gravity

of MOND type. Up to scales of0!! m, scale-dependent deviations in the gravitational accel-
eration are really small. We examined the MOND interpotafanctiony in the regime of
strong gravity. Gradually varying suggested by fits of rotation curves are excluded, whereas
the standard formu(x) = x/(1 + 22)'/? is still compatible with data. In combination with
constraints from galactic rotation curves and theoreticalsiderations on the external field
effect, the absence of any significant deviation from ineeguare attraction in the solar sys-
tem makes the range of acceptable interpolating functigmsfieantly narrow. Future radio
ranging observations of outer planets with an accuracywftémths of a meter could either
give positive evidence of dark matter or disprove modifmadiof gravity.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Gravitational inverse-square law and its relativistic gratization
have passed significant tests on very different length- and-t
scales. Precision tests from laboratory and from measunsnie
the solar system and binary pulsars provide a quite impessidy
of evidence, considering the extrapolation from the erogitbasis
(Adelberger et al._2003; Will 20D06). First incongruencesrnseo
show up only on galactic scales with the observed discrgpbec
tween the Newtonian dynamical mass and the directly obbkrva
luminous mass and they are still in order for even largeritgav
tional systems. Two obvious explanations have been propese
ther large quantities of unseen ‘dark’ matter (DM) domirthedy-
namics of large systems (Zwicky 1933) or gravity is not disat
by Newtonian theory on every scale (Fihzi 1963). Dark mastatfl
the general theory of relativity needs to overcome appakoit-
comings and provides a coherent picture for gravitatiohahpm-
ena from the laboratory to the cosmological context. Thagigm
of cold DM when complemented with a positive cosmologicai-co
stant (the so called CDM scenario) is successful in explaining the
whole range of galactic and extra-galactic body of evidefroen
flat rotation curves in spiral galaxies to large scale stmgcforma-
tion and evolutionl(Peacdck 1999).

The ACDM paradigm could be regarded as the definitive pic-
ture apart from that the presumed existence of DM relies B8g lo
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only on its putative global gravitational effect, whereact de-
tection by any independent mean is still lacking. This makesn

to alternative proposals based on modifications of Newtogiav-

ity. In general, such proposals do not extend the inversersjaw

to a regime in which it has never before been tested and they do
not introduce any exotic component. Proposals are vergrdifit
from each other. Some of them can make gravity stronger dasca
of galaxies and explain flat rotation curves without dark terat
(Milgrom [1983); others realize a mechanism for the cosmeehc
eration without dark energy, for example as a result of gydeak-

ing on scales comparable to the horizon (Dvali ¢ al. 200@)p T
main alternative proposals have been discussed. In thefiesthe
gravitational potential deviates from the usual form agéadis-
tances. A classical example is the inclusion of a Yukawe-lérm

in the gravitational potential. This is strictly related wore fun-
damental theories where these additional contributiopeapas
the static limit of interactions due to the exchange of \attonas-
sive bosond (Adelberger eflal. 2003). According to the secaain
choice, Newton’s law fails when the gravitational accdierais
small rather than when the distance is large. The prototgdestll
one of the most empirically successful alternative to DM ig-M
grom’s modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND)_(Milgrbm 1983;
Sanders & McGaugh 2002). With some basis in sensible physics
MOND can provide an efficient description of the phenomenol-
ogy on scales ranging from dwarf spheroidal galaxies totetus
of galaxies but its cosmological extension is still in thédtood
(Bekenstein 2004).
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High precision solar system tests could provide model inde-

pendent constraints on possible modifications of Newtogian-
ity. The solar system is the larger one with very well knowrssa
distribution and can offer tight confirmations of Newtonigrav-
ity and general relativity. Any deviation emerging from sdical
tests would give unique information either on dark matted an
its supposed existence or on the nature of the deviation frem
inverse-square law. Several authors have discussed tsssbity.
Talmadge et all (1988) derived limits from the analysis ofous
planetary astrometric data set on the variation inithe* behav-
ior of gravity. Experimental bounds on non luminous mattesd-
lar orbit were derived either by considering the third Kesléaw
(Anderson et al. 1989, 1995) or by studying its effect uporihge
lion precession (Gron & Soleng 1996). The influence of a figéd
due to Galactic dark matter on the motion of the planets atel-sa
lites in the solar system was further investigated by Bralqiret al.
(1992) anc_Klioner & Soffell(1993). The orbital motion of aol
system planets has been determined with higher and higkar ac
racy (Pitieve 200%a) and recent data allow to put intergdiimits
on very subtle effects, such as that of a non null cosmolbgima-
stant (Jetzer & Sereno 2006; Sereno & Jetzer|2006). In thisrpa
we discuss what state-of-art ephemerides tell us about e@rtdN
nian or DM features. In sectid 2, we review standard expiects
about Galactic dark matter at the solar circle and discuse stan-
dard frameworks for deviations from the inverse square-iava
Yukawa-like fifth force and the MOND formalism. Observat@bn
constraints from perihelion precessions and changes ihihg
Keplerian law are discussed in sect[dn 3 &hd 4, respectigely-
tion[ is devoted to some final considerations.

2 BASICS

Let us now briefly consider the main features of dark mattehén
solar system and of some alternatives to Newtonian gravity.

2.1 Dark matter

In the dark matter scenario, Milky Way is supposed to be emiéed

in a massive dark halo. Realistic models of the Milky Way blase
on adiabatic compression of cold DM haloes can be built ie@gr
ment with a full range of observational constraints (Klypiral.
2002;| Cardone & Sereno 2005). The local DM density at thersola
circle is then expected to hay ~ 0.2 x 1072 kg/mg, in ex-
cess of nearly five orders of magnitude with respect to thenmea
cosmological dark matter density.

2.2 MOND

MOND underpins the principle that gravitation departs fridew-
tonian theory if dynamical accelerations are small. It wasally
proposed either as a modification of inertia or of gravityltivtbm
1983). According to this second approach, the gravitatianeel-
erationg if related to the Newtonian gravitational acceleratipn
as

n(lgl/ao)g = gn €))

whereao is a physical parameter with units of acceleration and
u(x) is an unspecified function which runs framiz) = z atz <
1topu(xz) = 1atz > 1. Whereas the Newtonian trend is recovered
at large accelerations, in the low acceleration regime fleetere

gravitational acceleration becomgs~ ,/gna,. The asymptoti-
cally flat rotation curves of spiral galaxies and the TuligHer law

are explained by such a modification and a wide range of obser-
vations is fitted with the same value @f ~ 1.2 x 107 ms2
(Sanders & McGaugh 2002).

The u function is formally free but, as a matter of facts, fits to
rotation curves or considerations on the external fieldcedfsug-
gest a fairly narrow range: (Zhao & Famsey Z006). The standard
interpolating function proposed by Milgrorn (1983),

p(x) =/ 1+ a2, @

provides a reasonable fit to rotation curves of a wide rangelafx-

ies. Based on a detailed study of the velocity curves of thi&yMi
Way and galaxy NGC 3198, Famaey & Binnhey (Z005) found out
that interpolating functions which trigger a slower trdiasi from

the MONDian to the Newtonian regime should be preferredyThe
proposed the alternative interpolating function,

n(z) = /(1 + ). ©)

Transition between the asymptotic regimes is smoother in{@q
than in Eq.[[R). In principley could be precisely determined from
the observations of an ideal galaxy in which both the flattiota
curve and the luminosity distribution are known with higlca@cy.
Thep function that best reproduces the Milky Way's rotation @irv
rotation seems to go smoothly from EQl (2kats 1 to Eq. [3) at
z 2 10 (Eamaey & Binney 2005).

In the Newtonian regime, departures strongly depend on the
way . approaches 1 asymptotically. For a quite general class of
interpolating functions, we can write (Milgrom 1983)

() = 1 — ko(1/2)™, @

which leads to the modified gravitational field (Talmadgelat a
1988)

g~ gn [1+ ko(ao/Ign])™] . (5)

Forz > 1, Eq. [@) and Eq.[13) can be recovered {éin, m} =
{1/2,2} and{1, 1}, respectively.

Any viable relativistic theory embodying the MOND
paradigm, such as Bekentein’s TeVelS_(Bekensiein |12004) or
Sanders’ BSTVI(Sandérs 2005), seems to require scalar atal ve
rial fields in addition to the usual tensor field. MOND phenaoivie
ogy emerges as an effective fifth force associated with asfiald.
The interpolating function: is related to an auxiliary function of
the scalar field strength. The parameterized post-NewtdifRN)
formalism has been very effective in confronting metricatties of
gravity with the results of solar-system experiments_(Y20D6).
Unfortunately, for the relativistic generalizations of MO, the
presence of both a scalar and a vector field, together witffr¢iee
function in the Lagrangian that yields the expected dynaniic
the low-acceleration limit, makes it problematic to derikie cor-
responding PPN parameters. To date, preliminary derivatimly
concern the very inner solar system, whgris very close to unity
(Bekenstein 2004), so that the very accurate determinafi@PN
parameters can not be directly used to test MOND.

2.3 Yukawa-like fifth force

Many long-range deviations can be characterized by an ardpli
and a length scale. Let us consider additional contribattonthe
gravitational potential in the form of a Yukawa-like termhese
astrophysical consequences have been explored from tledfca



the solar systemi (Adelberger etlal. 2003) to the large staletsre

of the universe (White & Kochanek 2001; Amendola & Quercelli
2004;| Sealfon et al._200%;_Shirata etlal._2005; Sereno & R&aco
2006). The weak field limit of the gravitational potential, can

be written as a sum of a Newtonian and a Yukawa-like potential
for a point mass\/,

GO:M {l—l—ay exp{—%” , (6)

whereay is a dimensionless strength parameter ands a length
cutoff. The potential in Eq.[]6) goes as 1/r both on a small
scale ¢ < Ay), with an effective coupling constatite. (1 + ary ),
and on a very large scale, where the effective gravitatiooastant
IS Goo. We will take Goo = Gn/(1 + ay), so that the value of
the coupling constant on a very small scale matches the \aaber
laboratory value(Gn. The total gravitational acceleration felt by a
planet embedded in the potenti@d (6) can be written as,

R ) e ia ]
W) TP U

g=-T—173
Foray < 0(> 0), gravity is enhanced (suppressed) on a large
scale. The potential in EJ](6) can be derived in a relativigtav-

ity model that obeys the equivalence principle (ZhytnikowWa&stelr
1994). A Yukawa-like contribution to the potential can bscaton-
nected to very-specific mass terms which appear in additidhet
field theoretical analog of the usual Hilbert-Einstein Laggian
(Babak & Grishchuk 2003).

d):_

[1 Fay (1 n )

3 PERIHELION PRECESSION

As well known, a test body moving under the influence of the New
tonian potential of a central madd will describe an ellipse with
constant orbital elements. Due to a small, entirely radatyrba-
tion, the argument of pericentte, will precess according to (see
Soffell198D, chapter 4)

(1 _ e2)1/2

nae

wheren = /GnxM/a? is the mean motion of the unperturbed
orbit, a the semimajor axis; the eccentricity,f the true anomaly
counted from the pericentre adtr the radial component of the
perturbing acceleration. The longitude of the ascendirgns not
affected.

3 AR cos f, 8)

wp = —

Data from space flights and modern astrometric methods made

it possible to create very accurate planetary ephemeriddsta
precisely determine orbital elements of solar system pdariehe
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Best constraints od.Ar come from Earth and Mars observations,
see Tabl&l1.

Analyzed data from Pioneer spacecrafts cover an helidcentr
distance out to~ 70 AU and show an anomalous acceleration di-
rected towards the Sun with a magnitude~of9x10~1%m s =2
which first appeared at a distance of 20 AU from the Sun
(Anderson et al._2002). If such an acceleration were gréwital
in origin it would be not universal. In fact, effects on osbif in-
ner and outer planets would be large enough to have beentetttec
given the present levels of accuracy (Anderson et al. 12060 |
2006b; Sandelris 2006). The upper bound from Mars in T@ble 1 is
more than four orders of magnitude smaller then the Piorezsia
eration.

3.1 Dark matter

Galactic dark matter can cause extra-perihelion precessithe
solar system. A refined analysis should consider the anizptn
the gravitational field in the solar system due to tidal ferceluced
by the DM distribution |(Braginsky et al. 1992; Klioner & Seff
1993). As an alternative approach, a spherically symméisii-
bution around the Sun can be considered (Gron & Sbleng| 1996;
Khriplovich & Pitjeval20086). In fact, the effect at a givenbdal
radius is essentially given by the total DM mass containetiiwi
it, with a very weak dependence on the actual density distrib
tion (Anderson et al. 1989). Dark matter density varies aowly
within the solar system and can be considered as nearlyagnst
Assuming a constant densippw, the perturbing radial accelera-
tion at a radius- is 0.Ar = —(4rGnppm/3)r. After substituting
in Eq. [@) and averaging over a period, the extra-precesatercan
be written as

(10)

(p) = _ 2GNTpoym (1_62)1/2,

n
Note that for an effective uniform density of matter reprasd by
a cosmological constant, i.epv = —c?A/(47Gy), the classical
result for orbital precession due 10is retrievedi(Kerr et al. 2003;
Jetzer & Seremnb 2006). The best upper bound on local darlematt
density comes from Mars data, see Tdllle 1. The accuracy os Mar
precession should improve by more than six orders of madgitol
get constraints competitive with local estimates based alad¢tic
observables.

3.2 MOND

The rate of perihelion shift in the Newtonian regime of MOND
(x > 1) with a generic interpolating function in the form of EQl (4)

latest EPM2004 ephemerides were based on more than 317000 pocan be expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions., hiexe

sition observations collected over 1913-2003 and inclydadio-
metric and optical astrometric observations of spacecpédhets,
and their satellites (Pitjeva 2005a). Such ephemerides wen-
structed by simultaneous numerical integration of the ggus of
motion in the post-Newtonian approximation accountingsfaiotie
effects such as the influence of 301 large asteroids and ofrtge
of small asteroids, as well as the solar oblateness. Extractions
to the known general relativistic predictions can be intetgd in
terms of new physics. Results are listed in Tdble 1. We censit
the 2¢ upper bounds. When the additional non-Newtonian accel-
eration is parameterized as constant, the average precease is
given by

(1-

na

(i) ) 5 e ©

report only the case of a small eccentricity when

2m
(wp) = —kzgn(i) m
™

x {1+l —m(5—2m)]/4+ O(e")}, (11)
wherery = /GNM/ao. As for the DM case, the Mars data is
the more effective in constraining the parameter spacef-igeH.
For ko ~ 1, we getm > 1.5. Results from solar system are
in disagreement with expectations based on the extrapolati
the strong acceleration regime of the free functions prefeon a
galactic dynamics basis. From the study of rotation curaesgler-
ations seems to continue to increase quite smoothlyagven in
the intermediate MONDian regime. As a consequenceg fgy 1
free functions which trigger a smooth transition, as [}, (3)st
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Table 1. 2-0 constraints from extra-precession of the inner planeth®gblar systemiw, is the observed extra-precession rate from Pitjeva (20@5%by
is a constant perturbative radial acceleration at the plarét andpp s is the DM density within the planet orbit.

Name dup (arcseclyear) AR (m/s?) ppum (kg/m?)
Mercury  —0.36(50) x 107% —1x10712 <A <5x10713 < 4x10~
Venus 0.53(30) x 1072 —4x10712 S §AR S 6x1071 < 8x10714
Earth —0.2(4) x 1075 —5x1071 S 6AR S 3x1071% < 7x10716
Mars 0.1(5) x 1075  —3x1071* < 6AR < 4x1071* < 3x10716

|0g10 ko

1 125 15 175 2 225 25 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

m l0g;9 Ay
Figure 1. Constraints on the MOND interpolating function, paramieest Figure 2. Constraints on the Yukawa-like fifth force parameters, fusitive

as in Eq.[#), arising from extra-perihelion precessiomogr planets. The avy, arising from extra-perihelion precession of inner plan&he shadow
shadow region is ruled out at thes2eonfidence level. The points labeled  region is ruled out at the 2-confidence level.

Mil and F&B locate the interpolating function in Ed(2) arfd)(respec-

tively.

X {1 -1 {4 - (2)2] e’ +O(e4)}
be preferred over expressions such as E}.minne 8 A '
. i i . . . . . .

?ﬁmwem > 1.the funmctionaﬁ)fo?mn (t)t;eEgtl]hg)r i';irllgz;:;;/ t:)?cI’:IJ 32’;0&61” Extra-precession data for a planet with semimajor axisainly
solar svstem ‘data whereas HA, (2) is still compatible. Goi probe scale lengths ofy ~ a/2. Solar system data allow to

Y ’ S oo - Coim® . constrain departures from the inverse-square law with hicgu-
data from solar system and galactic dynamics, in the corspari racy for a scale lengthy ~ 10'° — 10" m ml
between Eq.[02) and EJI(3), the first one seems to be preferre m) Boun:{js are mainly determined from Meycur
in both the de_ep MONDian fand Newt_oman reglmes, v_vhe_rea_ls the and Earth data, see Fidd. 2 afid 3. Bar ~ 10" m, we get
second one gives a better fit for the intermediate regionil&im 5% 10-1 < ay < 6 x 1011
considerations inducmmo%) to argue that thlegtatv- ~ Y '
itational acceleration is strictly Newtonian, i#. 1/r2, on small
scales and that the transition to the total asymptotic acagbn
o 1/r shows up through a plateau region betwgehand10® AU
where the extra acceleration is more or less constant. Theaxy 4 THIRD KEPLER’S LAW
on Mars data should improve by nearly four orders of mageitad
disprove the standard interpolating function in Edy. (2).

A departure from the inverse-square law could affect th&faao-

tion of a body around a central mass and a change in the Kepler’
third law would occur. The Newtonian law of motion for a testlly

3.3 Yukawa fifth force in a circular orbit around a central maa$, in presence of a per-
turbing radial acceleratioflAr, can be written as

The anomalous precession rate due to a Yukawa-like cotitsibu

to the gravitational potential is Wi o= GnM _ SA; (13)
’f'

. B a \? a1 n _ GNMeg

@) = o () ew{-5}3 (12) =~
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Figure 3. Constraints on the Yukawa-like fifth force parameters, feg-n
ative ary, arising from extra-perihelion precession of inner plandthe
shadow region is ruled out at thes2eonfidence level.

Table 2. 2-0 upper bounds from anomalous mean motion of the solar
system planetsja is the uncertainty on the semimajor axis from Pitjeva
(2005a);5.AR is an anomalous constant radial acceleratiopy; is the
dark matter density.

Name da (m) |0AR| (m/s?) ppm (kg/m3)
Mercury 0.105 x 1010 <4x10713 < 3x10714
Venus 0.329 x 1010 <2x10713 < 7x10718
Earth 0.146 x 1010 <3x10714  <gx10716
Mars 0.657 x 1010 <4x10714 < 7x10716
Jupiter 0.639 x 1013 <1x10712  <s5x10718
Saturn 0.4222 x 104 <1x10712 < 3x10715
Uranus 0.38484 x 10t5 <1x10712 < 2x10718
Neptune  0.478532 x 1016 <4x10712 < 3x10718
Pluto 0.3463309 x 1017 <1x10~11 < 8x10~15

wherew is the angular frequency antes = M (1 + §.A./An)
is the effective mass felt by the orbiting planet. In otherae
the angular frequency will differ from the mean motion =

GnM/a?. Itis
on  16A;

n :§AN'

Variation of the effective solar mass felt by the solar sysie-
ner planets with respect to the effective masses felt byr qaliée-

(14)
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competitive with data from perihelion precession. Errar$able?

are formal and could be underestimated. Current accuratypea
determined evaluating the discrepancies in different ehnies.
Differences in the heliocentric distances do not exceedriGde
Jupiter and amount to 180, 410, 1200 and 14000 km for Saturn,
Uranus, Neptune and Pluto, respectivély (Piljeva 2005bjirls
from outer planets reported in Tallle 2 should be accordiingly
creased.

4.1 Dark matter

Bounds onppm from deviations in the mean motion of inner
planets, see Tab[d 2, are of the same order of magnitude ef con
straints from extra-precession. Observations of outemgiapro-
vide constraints that are an order of magnitude larger bey th
give the best future prospects. Unlike inner planets, réeibnical
observations of outer planet are still missing and theiitsrtan

not be determined with great accuracy. Since the required-ac
racy to probe the effects of a given uniform background desae
asx a~*, whereas the measurements precision of ranging ob-
servations is roughly proportional to the range distanc@joe
ration of outer planets seems pretty interesting. Dark enatith
pom ~ 0.2 x 1072 kg/m?® could be detected if the orbital axis of
the Uranus, Neptune and Pluto orbits were determined withcan
curacy offa ~ 3x 1072, 2x 10~ and5 x 10~ m, respectively.

Up till now, the only ranging measurements available forrus
and Neptune are the Voyager 2 flyby data, with an accuracyein th
determination of distance &f 1 km (Anderson et al. 1995), not so
far from what required to probe solar system effects of daslt-m
ter!

4.2 MOND

Results from analysis of mean motion are similar to extra-
precession analysis. The interpolating function in Eljig8)pt con-
sistent with solar system data. From Uranus data, werget 1.4
assumingco ~ 1. Again, best future prospects are related to radio-
technical determination of orbits of outer planets. Thad&ad in-
terpolating function in Eq[42) could be (dis-)probed if trees of
the Uranus, Neptune and Pluto orbit were determined withcan a
curacy oféa ~ 3 x 10, 3 x 10% and1 x 10 m, respectively.

4.3 Yukawa fifth force

Comparison of Keplerian mean motions of inner and outergitan
can probe a Yukawa-like contribution only if planets fedfatient
effective gravitational constants. Such test is inseresitd values

of Ay either much less the orbit radius of the inner planet or much
larger than the orbit of the outer planets (Adelberger €2@03).
Differently from extra-precession of perihelion, whictpaars only

for departures from the inverse square law, changes in tlme
motion can appear even if both planets feel a gravitatiooe¢la

ets could probe new physics_(Anderson étlal. 1989, 11995). We erationoc 1/r? but with different renormalized gravitational con-

can evaluate the statistical error on the mean motion foh eac
major planet from the uncertainty on the semimajor ais, =
—(3/2)nda/a, and translate it into an uncertainty on the effec-
tive acceleration. Results for a constant additional @&re&bn term
are listed in Tabl€l2. Assumin@iA, being constant, it would be
< 5 x 107"2m/s? in the range 20-30 AU, as can be inferred
from Uranus and Neptune orbits, well below the anomalous Pio
neer acceleratiorl_(lofio 2006b). Limits from Earth and Mare

stants. Considering inner planets, Earth data givg < 6x 1072

1 The approach followed here is more conservative than aaimilalysis
appeared i lodd(2006a), where it is assumed that all obtiservational
residuals can be fully accounted for with a suitable contimneof different
effects. Furthermoré._lolid_(2006a) considers a quite fmctorm of the
gravitational potential valid only for a dark mass disttibn fully contained
within the considered orbit.
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Figure 4. Constraints on Yukawa fifth force parameters, for the altsolu
value of ay, arising from deviations from the third Kepler's law. The
shadow region is ruled out at thes2eonfidence level.

for Ay < 2 x 10'® m. The best constraint from outer planets is due

to Jupiter, withjary | < 5 x 1072 for Ay < 10* m.

5 CONCLUSIONS

Debate between dark matter and departures from inverseesqu
law is still open. Considering both theoretical and obstowal
aspects, dark matter seems to be slightly preferred. If calacg
tic scale the two hypotheses match, on the cosmologicalasitie
DM can give a consistent framework. This might shortly cteng
with the steady improvements in relativistic general@atof the
MONDian paradigm. So, in our opinion, it is of interest to exa
ine results on a very different scale, that of the solar sgstolar
system data have been confirming predictions from the gkthera
ory of relativity without any need for dark matter and it iuafly
assumed that deviations can show up only on a larger scalgisin
paper, we have explored what we can learn from orbital maifon
major planets in the solar system. Results are still norclosive
but nevertheless interesting. Best constraints come frenhglion
precession of Earth and Mars, with similar results from rfioa
tions of the third Kepler’'s law. The upper bound on the localkd
matter densityppy < 3x1071% kg/m®, falls short to estimates
from Galactic dynamics by six orders of magnitude.

Deviations of the gravitational acceleration frdmv? are re-
ally negligible in the inner regions. A Yukawa-like fifth foe is
strongly constrained on the scale ©f 1 AU. For a scale-length
Ay ~ 10'! m, a Yukawa-like modification can contribute to the to-
tal gravitational action for less then one parti@i*. Similar limits

could be achieved by precise measurements on the proof snasse

carried on board of the LISA Pathfinder satelfitéSpeake, private
communication). In fact, instantaneous measurementseodirigy-
free test-mass acceleration during the transfer orbitrdsvée first

2 http://www.rssd.esa.int/index.php?project=LISAPATNBER

Sun-Earth Lagrange point could in principle test the ireesguare
law on a scale length of 1 AU (Speake, private communication).
Results on a similar scale-length could be obtained thraude-
tailed analysis of binary pulsars. The periastron shift, ghavita-
tional redsfhift/second-order Doppler shift parameted #me rate
of change of orbital period are sensitive to scalar-tensmrity and
to any other deviation from the general theory of relativiill
2006). Dipole gravitational radiation associated withlaiimns of
the equivalence principle in its strong version could caarsead-
ditional form of gravitational damping and a significant sba of
the orbital period could occur, in particular for a binarygau sys-
tem with objects of very dissimilar mass_(Will 2006). A massi
graviton associated with a Yukawa-like fifth force couldoaddgfect
the speed of propagation of gravitational waves and indad@&a+
tion effects at the reach of future gravitational wave detesc/\Wil
2006).

A large class of MOND interpolating function is excluded by
data in the regime of strong gravity. The onset of the asytigpto
1/r acceleration should occur quite sharply at the edge of the so
lar system, excluding the more gradually varyingr) suggested
by fits of rotation curves. On the other hand, the standard ON
interpolating functionu(z) = z/(1+z2)'/? is still in place. Stud-
ies on planetary orbits could be complemented with independ
observations in the solar system. Mild or even strong MOND be
havior might become evident near saddle points of the totalig
tational potential, where MONDian phenomena might be pthiet
reach of measurements by spacecraft equipped with sensitiv
celerometers| (Bekenstein & Magueijo_2006). As a matter of, fa
fits to galactic rotation curves, theoretical consideration the ex-
ternal field effects and solar system data could determimstibpe
of the interpolating function with a good accuracy on a prkttge
intermediate range between the deep Newtonian and MONDian
asymptotic behaviors.

Future experiments performing radio ranging observatains
outer planets could greatly improve our knowledge aboutityra
in the regime of large accelerations. The presence of datlema
could be detected with a viable accuracy of few tenths of &met
on the measurements of the orbits of Neptune or Pluto, wherea
an uncertainty as large as hundreds of meters would be ertough
disprove some pretty popular MOND interpolating functions

In order to become really competitive with general relativ-
ity and theACDM paradigm, MOND should be predictive on the
whole range of observed systems from solar system to the cos-
mic microwave background radiation. On a galactic scafecef
of DM or MOND are pretty similar and very difficult to distin-
guish each other but there might be some detectable diffesen
on a smaller scale. In fact, the local value of DM at the solar c
cle is pretty much fixed by Galactic dynamics whereas the MOND
behavior in the regime of strong accelerations probed lpdal
not univocal on a theoretical and observational basis. ftese
less, only a very small class of interpolating free funcsiovould
give the same perturbation on the orbits of outer planetais t
from local DM. Matching the expectations from DM with future
radio ranging observations would be an important, nearhckn
sive confirmation of its existence. On the other hand, deriatat
a different order of magnitude, as those expected for a hagety
of MOND interpolating functions, would be a strong indicatiof
departure from the inverse-square gravitational law.
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