arXiv:1404.2485v4 [gr-qc] 23 May 2017

A pure geometric theory for gravity and material distribution

M. I. Wanas^{1,4},^∗ Nabil L. Youssef^{2,4},^† and W. El Hanafy^{3,4‡} 1Department of Astronomy, Faculty of Science, Cairo University, Egypt 2Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Cairo University, Egypt 3Centre for Theoretical Physics, The British University in Egypt, P.O. Box 43, El Sherouk City, Cairo 11837, Egypt and 4Egyptian Relativity Group (ERG), Cairo University, Giza 12613, Egypt

A field theory is constructed in the context of parameterized absolute parallelism geometry. The theory is shown to be a pure gravity one. It is capable of describing the gravitational field and a material distribution in terms of the geometric structure of the geometry used (the parallelization vector fields). Three tools are used to attribute physical properties to the geometric objects admitted by the theory. Poisson and Laplace equations are obtained in the linearized version of the theory. The spherically symmetric solution of the theory, in free space, is found to coincide with the Schwarzschild exterior solution of the general theory of relativity. The theory respects the weak equivalence principle in free space only. Gravity and material distribution are not minimally coupled.

PACS numbers: 02.40.Hw, 04.20.Cv, 04.20.Jb Keywords: PAP-geometry, Doland-McCrea method, Type analysis, Geometric proper density, Geometric proper pressure, Schwarzschild exterior solution.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravity is one of the known four interactions usually used to interpret different phenomena in our Universe. It is widely accepted that the theory of General Relativity (GR) is the best theory for gravity, so far. The theory is successful in the solar and stellar systems while it has some problems with observations in larger systems, e.g., the rotation velocity of stars in spiral galaxies [1], observations of SN type Ia [2], ..., etc. In the past three decades, many authors have attempted to modify GR or write new theories for gravity to get rid of such problems. Some authors suggested a type of modification of GR by using an action made of a function of the scalar curvature R. This type of modification is known in the literature as f(R)-theories (cf. [3–7]) and is carried out in the context of Riemannian geometry. Another type of modification of GR is known in the literature as f(T )-theories (cf. [8–27]), T being the torsion scalar giving the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity, TEGR, (cf. [28, 29]). This class of modification is constructed in the context of absolute parallelism (AP-) geometry.

The geometry used by the first group, Riemannian geometry, is characterized by a symmetric metric linear connection, the Levi-Civita connection. The second group uses a geometry with a non-symmetric linear connection, Absolute Parallelism (AP-) geometry. The connection is metric and has a non-vanishing torsion but vanishing curvature. Both groups are working in the context of the geometerization philosophy. This philosophy has proved to be very successful in describing gravity.

In the present work, we use a geometry which has the advantages of both Riemannian and APgeometries, the Parametrized Absolute Parallelism (PAP-) geometry. Its linear connection is metric and has simultaneously non-vanishing torsion and non-vanishing curvature. The aim of the present work is to construct a field theory, in the context of PAP-geometry, and to explore its physical consequences.

The article is arranged as follows. In Section II, we review briefly the main features of the PAPgeometry. In Section III, we discuss the choice of a particular Lagrangian and the choice of the field equations as well. In Section IV, the field equations have been deduced in terms of the PAP-tensors.

∗Electronic address: miwanas@sci.cu.edu.eg †Electronic address: nlyoussef@sci.cu.edu.eg ‡Electronic address: waleed.elhanafy@bue.edu.eg

The analysis of the field theory has been obtained in Section V, this has been done not only by covering the most successful nonlinear theories but also by comparing the linearized field equations with the successful linear theories. The linearization of the symmetric part of the field equations leads to Poisson and Laplace equations. Moreover, we give a physical classification of the field equations using a scheme known in the literature as the type analysis scheme. In Sections VI, we apply the field equations to a spherically symmetric spacetime, the solution perfectly produces the Schwarzschild solution in free space. The work has been concluded by some comments and remarks, Section VII.

II. A BRIEF REVIEW OF PAP-GEOMETRY

In this section we give first a brief account of the AP-geometry. For more details, we refer for example to [30–34]. Then, we briefly review the PAP-geometry. For more details, we refer to [35–37].

An AP-space is a pair (M,_iλ), where M is an n-dimensional smooth manifold and_iλ (i = 1, · · · , n) are n independent vector fields defined globally on M. The vector fields_iλ are called the parallelization vector fields. An AP-space is also known in the literature as a parallelizable or a teleparallel space.

Let_iλ^μ (μ = 1, ..., n) be the coordinate components of the i-th vector field_iλ. The Einstein summation convention is applied on both Latin (mesh) and Greek (world) indices, where Latin indices are written beneath the symbol λ. The covariant components_iλ_μ of_iλ are given via the relations i λ^μ_iλ_ν = δ^μ_ν ,_iλ^μ_jλ_μ = δ_{ij} . (1)

Because of the independence of_iλ, the determinant λ := det(_iλ^μ) is nonzero.

On an AP-space (M,_iλ), there exists a unique linear connection with respect to which the parallelization vector fields are parallel. This connection is given by

Γ^α_{μν} :=_iλ^α_iλ_{μ,ν} (2)

and is characterized by the property that

λ_{μ|ν} = 0, λ^μ_{|ν} = 0, (3)

where the comma denotes partial differentiation with respect to the coordinate functions x^ν and the stroke denotes covariant differentiation with respect to the connection Γ^α_{μν} . The connection (2) will be referred to as the canonical (or Weitzenböck) connection. The relation (3) is known in the literature as the AP-condition. Let

Λ^α_{μν} := Γ^α_{μν} − Γ^α_{νμ} (4)

denote the torsion tensor of the canonical connection Γ^α_{μν} .

The AP-condition (3) together with the commutation formula i λ^α_{|μν} −_iλ^α_{|νμ} =_iλ^ϵP^α_{ϵμν} +_iλ^α_{|ϵ} Λ^ϵ_{νμ}

forces the curvature tensor P^α_{μνσ} of the canonical connection Γ^α_{μν} to vanish identically [33]. However, an AP-space still have other connections which are non-flat, namely, the dual connection

~Γ^α_{μν} := Γ^α_{νμ}, (5)

and the symmetric connection

^Γ^α_{μν} := 1 2 (Γ^α_{μν} + Γ^α_{νμ}) = Γ^α_{(μν)}. (6)

Moreover, the parallelization vector fields define a metric tensor on M by g_{μν} := λ_{i μ}λ_{i ν} (7) with inverse metric g^{μν} = λ_i^μλ_i^ν . (8) In view of (3), the canonical connection Γ^α_{μν} (2) is metric: g_{μν|σ} = 0 and, consequently, g^{μν}_{|σ} = 0. The Levi-Civita connection associated with g_{μν} is Γ̊^α_{μν} = 1 2 g^{ασ} (g_{μσ,ν} + g_{νσ,μ} − g_{μν,σ} ) . (9) The Ricci tensor can be written as R_{μν} := R^α_{μνα} = Γ̊^α_{μν,α} − Γ̊^α_{αμ,ν} + Γ̊^α_{μν} Γ̊^β_{αβ} − Γ̊^β_{αμ} Γ̊^α_{βν} . (10) Summing up, an AP-space possesses at least four natural^1 linear connections: (2), (5), (6) and (9). The properties of these connections are summarized in Table I.

The contortion tensor γ^α_{μν} is defined by any one of the following two equivalent formulae: γ^α_{μν} = Γ^α_{μν} − Γ̊^α_{μν} , (11) γ^α_{μν} =_iλ^α_iλ_{μ ; ν} , (12) where the semicolon denotes covariant differentiation with respect to Γ̊^α_{μν} . Since Γ̊^α_{μν} is symmetric, it follows that (using (11)) Λ^α_{μν} = γ^α_{μν} − γ^α_{νμ}. (13) One can also show that: Λ_{αμν} = γ_{αμν} − γ_{ανμ}, (14)

γ_{αμν} = 1 2 (Λ_{ναμ} + Λ_{αμν} − Λ_{μαν} ) , (15) where Λ_{μνσ} = g_{ϵμ} Λ^ϵ_{νσ} and γ_{μνσ} = g_{ϵμ} γ^ϵ_{νσ} . It is to be noted that Λ_{μνσ} is skew-symmetric in the last pair of indices whereas γ_{μνσ} is skew-symmetric in the first pair of indices. Moreover, it follows, from (14) and (15), that the torsion tensor vanishes if and only if the contortion tensor vanishes. The contraction of the torsion or the contortion tensors produces a 1-form C_μ, called the basic form: C_μ := Λ^α_{μα} = γ^α_{μα}. (16)

It has been shown in [36] that parameterizing the above mentioned four linear connections gives the following object ∇^α_{μν} := a_1Γ^α_{μν} + a_2 ~Γ^α_{μν} + a_3 ^Γ^α_{μν} + a_4 Γ̊^α_{μν} ,

1 By ”a natural geometric object” we mean that this object is formed of the building blocks of the geometry only, i.e., in terms of the parallelization vector fields λ_i only.

TABLE I: Linear connections in AP-space and PAP-space

connection connection covariant torsion curvature metricity coefficient derivative tensor tensor

AP-Space canonical Γ^αμν | Λ^αμν 0 ✓ dual ~Γ^α_{μν} ~| −Λ^αμν ~R^α_{μνσ} × symmetric ^Γ^α_{μν} ^| 0 ^R^α_{μνσ} ×

Riemannian˚ Γ^αμν ; 0 R^αμνσ ✓ (Levi-Civita)

PAP-Space parameterized ∇_{αμν} ‖ b Λ_{αμν} B_{αμνσ} ✓ canonical parameterized ~ ∇^αμν ~‖ −b Λ^αμν ~B^αμνσ × dual parameterized ^ ∇^αμν ^‖ 0 ^B^αμνσ × symmetric

Assuming that this object is a linear connection, it can be written, after some calculations, as

∇^α_{μν} = Γ̊^α_{μν} + b γ^α_{μν} , (17)

where b is a parameter to be discussed later. Geometrical and physical arguments for such parametrization are given in [36].

The linear connection (17) will be referred to as the parameterized canonical connection. This connection is metric. It is also non-symmetric due to the non-symmetry of the contortion γ^α_{μν} . Consequently, its dual ~∇^α_{μν} and its symmetric part ^∇^α_{μν} exist and are defined by:

~∇^α_{μν} = ∇^α_{νμ} = Γ̊^α_{νμ} + b γ^α_{νμ}, (18) ^∇^α_{μν} = 1 2 (∇^α_{μν} + ∇^α_{νμ}). (19)

These connections will be called parameterized dual and parameterized symmetric connections respectively. We then have, in addition to the four connections of the AP-space, three more connections: (17), (18), and (19).

The parameterized torsion, parameterized contortion and parameterized basic form are then given respectively by: ∗ Λ^αμν = b Λ^αμν ,^∗γ^αμν = b γ^α_{μν} ,^∗C μ = b Cμ. (20) When we consider the parameterized connections we will speak of parameterized AP-space (PAPspace) and parameterized AP-geometry (PAP-geometry). From now on, any geometric object living in a PAP-space will be decorated by an asterisk, meaning that it contains powers of the parameter b, starting from the first order. Consequently, the vanishing of b will lead to the vanishing of this object.

Table I gives a summary of the connections and their associated geometric objects in AP-space [33] and PAP-space. This table also clarifies the discussion that follows (at the end of the present section).

Table II represents the PAP-version of Mikhail’s table [30]. The later can be recovered by setting b = 1, where the || covariant derivative reduces to the | one. The tensors mentioned in Table II are expected to be of extreme importance in physical applications as in the AP-case (cf., [38–41]). In Table II, the

tensor^∗Δ^α_{μν} is defined by^∗Δ^α_{μν} =^∗γ^α_{μν} +^∗γ^α_{νμ}. Since the AP-space is recovered, we may consider the following relation for the Ricci tensor (10) R_{μν} = 1 2 (ψ_{μν} − ϕ_{μν} − θ_{μν} ) + ω_{μν} ,

TABLE II: Second order world tensors in PAP-geometry skew-symmetric symmetric ∗ ξ_{μν} :=^∗γ_{μν}^α_{‖α} = bγμν^α_{‖α} ∗ ζ_{μν} :=^∗C_α^∗γ_{μν}^α = b^2Cαγμν^α ∗ η_{μν} :=^∗C_α^∗Λ^α_{μν} = b^2C_αΛ^α_{μν}^∗ϕ_{μν} :=^∗C_α^∗Δ^α_{μν} = b^2C_αΔ^α_{μν} ∗ χ_{μν} :=^∗Λ^α_{μν‖α} = bΛ^α_{μν‖α}^∗ψ_{μν} :=^∗Δ^α_{μν‖α} = bΔ^α_{μν‖α} ∗ ε_{μν} :=^∗C_{μ‖ν} −^∗C_{ν‖μ} = b(C_{μ‖ν} − C_{ν‖μ})^∗θ_{μν} :=^∗C_{μ‖ν} +^∗C_{ν‖μ} = b(C_{μ‖ν} + C_{ν‖μ}) ∗ κ_{μν} :=^∗γ^α_{μσ}^∗γ^σ_{αν} −^∗γ^α_{νσ}^∗γ^σ_{αμ}^∗ϖ_{μν} :=^∗γ^α_{μσ}^∗γ^σ_{αν} +^∗γ^α_{νσ}^∗γ^σ_{αμ} = b^2(γ^αμσ γ^σ αν − γ^ανσ γ^σ αμ) = b^2(γ^αμσ γ^σαν + γ^ανσ γ^σαμ) ∗ σ_{μν} :=^∗γ^α_{σμ}^∗γ^σ_{αν} = b^2γ^α_{σμ}γ^σ_{αν} ∗ ω_{μν} :=^∗γ^α_{μσ}^∗γ^σ_{να} = b^2γ^α_{μσ} γ^σ_{να} ∗ α_{μν} :=^∗C_μ^∗C_ν = b^2C_μC_ν

and the important identity

η_{μν} + ε_{μν} − χ_{μν} ≡ 0. (21)

The main advantages of the parametrization process are:

1. The most important connections in AP-geometry, namely, the canonical connection (2) and the Levi-Civita connection (9) are related via (17) (together with (11)).

2. The parameterized canonical connection ∇^α_{μν} is the only natural connection in the PAP-space which is metric and having non-vanishing torsion and non-vanishing curvature. It is more interesting than the canonical connection which has no curvature and the Levi-Civita connection which has no torsion.

3. The connection ∇^α_{μν} reduces to the canonical connection when b = 1 and to the Levi-Civita connection when b = 0.

4. The parameter “b” in (17) plays an important role in physical applications, especially in geometric field theories [42–46]. This point will be discussed later in Section VII.

III. A LAGRANGIAN FUNCTION IN PAP-GEOMETRY

It is well known that the GR-theory can be formulated by choosing the Ricci scalar to construct a Lagrangian density in the Einstein-Hilbert action. This led some authors [31, 47, 48] to examine the curvature scalars of the connections mentioned in Table I. Among these connections, we are going to consider the curvature scalar of the parameterized dual connection ~∇^α_{μν} to construct a new Lagrangian density. Our choice is motivated by the success of the Generalized Field Theory (GFT) ([49], [50]) based on the dual connection ~Γ^α_{μν} of the AP-geometry. We next use a variational method, Dolan-McCrea method, to find out the field equations.

The curvature tensor ~B^α_{μνσ} of ~∇^α_{μν} , calculated using (18), gives ~B^α_{μνσ} = R^α_{μνσ} +^∗Q^α_{μνσ} , (22) where R^α_{μνσ} is the Riemannian curvature tensor associated with (9) and^∗Q is the tensor field of type (1,3) given by ∗ Q^α_{μνσ} =^∗γ^α_{σμ ; ν} −^∗γ^α_{νμ ; σ} +^∗γ^ϵ_{σμ}^∗γ^α_{νϵ} −^∗γ^ϵ_{νμ}^∗γ^α_{σϵ}, (23) which is a parameterized tensor of type (1, 3) expressed in terms of the parameterized contortion (or torsion). Contracting the curvature tensor ~B^α_{μνσ} , by setting α = σ, we get ~B_{μν} = R_{μν} −^∗γ^α_{νμ ; α} +^∗γ^ϵ_{αμ}^∗γ^α_{νϵ}, where ~B_{μν} := ~B^α_{μνα} and R_{μν} is the Ricci tensor. Contracting again by g^{μν} , a scalar ~B := g^{μν} ~B_{μν} is given by ~B = R +^∗C^α_{; α} + 1 2 ∗ Λ^ϵαμ^∗γ^{αμ}ϵ. Now, let us define a Lagrangian density L by L = λ ~B = λ (R +^∗C^α_{; α} + 1 2 ∗ Λ^ϵαμ^∗γ^{αμ}ϵ). (24)

It can be shown that λ^∗C^α_{; α} = (λ^∗C^α)_{,α}. As this term has no contribution, the Lagrangian density takes the form L = λ(R + 1 2 ∗ Λ^{ϵαμ ∗}γαμϵ). (25) The density function appears as the Ricci scalar in addition to an extra scalar term that consists mainly of torsion.

We are going now to apply a variational method alternative to the action principle procedure. It has been suggested by Dolan and McCrea [51] in the context of Riemannian geometry. Dolan-McCrea’s (DM-) method has been applied to AP-geometry, by Mikhail and Wanas, to construct a unified field theory [49]. This method requires a scalar Lagrangian density function of the form L = L(λ_{i μ}, λ_{i μ,ν} , λ_{i μ,νσ} ) = λL, (26) where L(λ_{i μ}, λ_{i μ,ν} , λ_{i μ,νσ} ) is a scalar field, function of λ_{i μ} and its first and second derivatives. One of the benefits of using DM-method is investigating differential identities admitted by a certain geometry. This allows studying conservation and choosing field equations. When applying the DM-method in AP-geometry we get the identity H^β_{ν~| β} ≡ 0, (27) where H^β_ν := δL δλ_{i β} λi^ν , (28) and δL δλ_{i β} := 1 λ ∂L ∂λ_{i β} − ∂ ∂x^γ ∂L ∂λ_{i β,γ} + ∂^2 ∂x^γ ∂x^σ ∂L ∂λ_{i β,γσ} . (29)

Considering the identity (27) as a generalization of Bianchi second identity in the AP-space (or PAP, see theorems 1 and 2 of Ref. [37]), we can assume that it gives, physically, a tensorial form of a type of conservation. Consequently, it gives rise to the field equations^2

H_{μν} = 0, (30)

where H_{μν} is non-symmetric as clear from its definition (28), defined in the PAP geometry. Thus we have 16 field equations in 16 field variables λ_{i μ}. As stated above the identity (27) has been considered as a generalization of conservation. The conserved quantities are given by the components of the tensor H_{μν} .

IV. FIELD EQUATIONS

In this Section we apply the DM-method to the Lagrangian density (25). We have [47] δλ δλ_{i β} = ∂λ ∂λ_{i β} = λ λ_i^β .

The δ-derivation of the torsion tensor is δ^∗Λ^{ϵαμ} δλ_{i β} := ∂^∗Λ^{ϵαμ} ∂λ_{i β} − ∂ ∗ Λ^{ϵαμ} ∂λ_{i β,γ} ,γ ,

where ∂^∗Λ^{ϵαμ} ∂λ_{i β} = −λ_{i σ}(g^{βα ∗}Λ^{ϵσμ} + g^{βμ ∗}Λ^{ϵασ}) + λ_i^{ϵ ∗}Λ^{βμα} − λ_i^{α ∗}Λ^{ϵβμ} − λ_i^{μ ∗}Λ^{ϵαβ}, ∂^∗Λ^{ϵαμ} ∂λ_{i β,γ} = g^{βα}g^{γμ}λ_i^ϵ − g^{γα}g^{βμ}λ_i^ϵ.

Also, the δ-derivation of the contortion tensor is δ^∗γ_{αμϵ} δλ_{i β} := ∂^∗γ_{αμϵ} ∂λ_{i β} − ∂ ∗ γ_{αμϵ} ∂λ_{i β,γ} ,γ ,

2 As AP-geometry and PAP-geometry are defined by the same geometric structure λ_i and since the DM-method depends on a Lagrangian which is a function of λ_i , the identity (27) which have been obtained in the AP-geometry framework [49] is still valid in PAP-geometry.

where ∂^∗γ_{αμϵ} ∂λ_{i β} = 1 2λi^σ (δ^β_α^∗Λ^σ_{μϵ} + δ^β_μ^∗Λ^σ_{ϵα} − δ^β_ϵ^∗Λ^σ_{αμ}), ∂^∗γ_{αμϵ} ∂λ_{i β,γ} = 1 2λi^μ δ^{βγ}_{[ϵα]} + 1 2 λi^ϵ δ^{βγ}_{[μα]} + 1 2 λi^α δ^{βγ}_{[μϵ]}, with δ^{βγ}_{[ϵα]} := δ^β_ϵ δ^γ_α − δ^β_αδ^γ_ϵ . Substituting the above differential quantities into (28), using (29), the field equations (30) read H_{μν} = − 2G_{μν} + g_{μν}^∗γ^{ϵασ ∗}γ_{ασϵ} − 2^∗γ^α_{μϵ}^∗γ^ϵ_{αν} +2b(^∗γ^α_{μν‖α} −^∗C_α^∗γ^α_{μν} +^∗γ^α_{μϵ}^∗γ^ϵ_{αν} +^∗γ^α_{μϵ}^∗γ^ϵ_{να}) = 0,

(31)

where G_{μν} is the Einstein tensor. It is clear that H_{μν} is a non-symmetric tensor defined in PAP-geometry.

In the next section we discuss the physical consequences of these field equations.

V. PHYSICAL ANALYSIS OF THE THEORY

In order to give some physical information about the theory suggested, we are going to apply three ideas. These are to be applied before solving the equations of the theory. The first (Subsection V A) is comparing the symmetric and skew-symmetric parts of the field equations with nonlinear field theories, GR and Einstein-Maxwell theories. The second (Subsection V B) is comparing the content of the theory with linear field theories, Newton and Maxwell’s theories. The third (Subsection V C) is examining the capability of the theory to represent physical fields and their strengths.

A. Comparison with nonlinear field theories

a. Symmetric part of the field equations. Using the tensors of Table II, the symmetric part of the field equations (31) is given by

H_{(μν)} = −2G_{μν} − (^∗ϖ_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν}^∗ϖ) + b(^∗ψ_{μν} −^∗ϕ_{μν} +^∗ϖ_{μν} + 2^∗ω_{μν} ) = 0. (32)

Consequently, it can be written as R_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν} R = − 1 2 ∗ T μν , (33) where ∗ T μν := (^∗ϖμν − 1 2 g_{μν}^∗ϖ) − b(^∗ψ_{μν} −^∗ϕ_{μν} +^∗ϖ_{μν} + 2^∗ω_{μν} ). (34)

Comparing with the GR, we can take the LHS of the field equations (33) as representing the gravitational field and g_{μν} as representing the gravitational potential. The RHS is suggested to represent a materialenergy distribution. As the LHS of (33) satisfies the contracted Bianchi differential identity, the RHS gives rise to the conservation relation ∗ T^{μν} ; μ = 0. (35) One of the main differences between the field equations (33) of the present theory and the corresponding field equations of GR is that the material-energy distribution (34) is given as a pure geometric object while it has been given phenomenologically in GR. This is an advantage of the theory and will be discussed later.

b. Skew-symmetric part of the field equations. Using the tensors of Table II, the skew-symmetric part of (31) is given by H_{[μν]} = b(^∗χ_{μν} −^∗η_{μν} ) + (b − 1)^∗κ_{μν} = 0. (36) One can show that^∗η_{μν} = b^2η_{μν} ,^∗κ_{μν} = b^2κ_{μν} and^∗χ_{μν} = bχ_{μν} + b(b − 1)(η_{μν} − κ_{μν} ). After some manipulation, taking the identity (21) into account, the above field equations reduce to b^2ε_{μν} = 0, (37) which can be written as b(^∗C_{μ,ν} −^∗C_{ν,μ}) =^∗η_{μν} . So, if we set ∗ F μν :=^∗ημν , (38) the skew part of the field equations is written as ∗ F μν = b(^∗Cμ,ν −^∗Cν,μ). (39) Comparing with the Einstein-Maxwell theory, we suggest to take the basic form^∗C_μ to represent the electromagnetic potential and (38) to describe the electromagnetic field strength. This will be made more clear in the next section.

B. Comparison with linear field theories

In classical linear field theories the equations are sometimes quantitatively poor but qualitatively clear. Contrarily, in modern theories the equations are highly nonlinear, which quantifies accumulating small effects. But the physical interpretation of the equations’ structure becomes more difficult. This difficulty can sometimes be overcame by linearizing the equations when assuming a weak static field and slow motion. So, it is convenient to write the field equations (31) in a linearized form in order to compare them with the classical linear field theories and to clarify the physical entities of the equations.

In the following we let dim M = 4. Then, we expand the tetrad fields λ_i (i = 1, · · · 4) as λ_i μ = δiμ + ϵh_i μ, (40) where δ_{iμ} is the kroneckar delta, h_{i μ} are functions representing the deviation of the tetrad from being Galilean and ϵ is a small parameter such that we can neglect ϵ^2 and higher orders. Now, we are able to expand any function of λ_i (e.g., a second order tensor components A_{μν} ) as follows

A_{μν} =^{(0)}A_{μν} +^{(1)}A_{μν} +^{(2)}A_{μν} + ...,

where^{(0)}A_{μν} is of zero order in ϵ,^{(1)}A_{μν} is linear in ϵ,^{(2)}A_{μν} is quadratic in ϵ, and so on. In what follows we neglect the quadratic and the higher terms in ϵ.

Now, expanding λ_i^μ, g_{μν} and g^{μν} , we get

λ_i^μ =^{(0)}λ_i^μ +^{(1)}λ_i^μ + O(ϵ^2) = δiμ − ϵ h_μi + O(ϵ^2), (41)

g_{μν} =^{(0)}g_{μν} +^{(1)}g_{μν} + O(ϵ^2) = δ_{μν} + ϵ y_{μν} + O(ϵ^2), (42) g^{μν} =^{(0)}g^{μν} +^{(1)}g^{μν} + O(ϵ^2) = δ_{μν} − ϵ y_{μν} + O(ϵ^2), (43)

TABLE III: Expansion of fundamental tensors in terms of the order of ϵ

Geometric Objects Terms of Terms of Terms of Terms of third 0-order first order second order and higher order λ_i μ ✓ ✓ × × gμν ✓ ✓ ✓ × λ_i^μ, g^{μν} ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ Γ̊^α_{μν} ,^∗γ^α_{μν} ,^∗∇^α_{μν} , × ✓ ✓ ✓ ∗ Λ^αμν ,^∗Δ^αμν ,^∗Cα ∗ ξ_{μν} ,^∗χ_{μν} ,^∗εμν × ✓ ✓ ✓ ∗ θμν ,^∗ψ_{μν} , Rμν × ✓ ✓ ✓ ∗ ζ_{μν} ,^∗η_{μν} ,^∗κμν × × ✓ ✓ ∗ ϕ_{μν} ,^∗ϖμν ,^∗ωμν , × × ✓ ✓ ∗ σ_{μν} ,^∗α_{μν}

where

y_{μν} := h_{μν} + h_{ν μ}. (44)

Moreover, the canonical connection (2) and the Riemannian connection (9) can be written respectively as (1) Γ^αμν = ϵ h_αμ,ν , (45) (1) Γ̊^α_{μν} = ϵ 2 (y_{μα,ν} + y_{να,μ} − y_{μν,α}). (46) Also, substituting from (45) and (46) into (11) and using (13), (16) and (20), we get the linearized expressions (1) ∗ Λ^αμν = ϵ(h_αμ,ν − h_αν,μ), (1) ∗ γ^α_{μν} = ϵh_{αμ,ν} − ϵ 2 (y_{μα,ν} + y_{να,μ} − y_{μν,α}), (1) ∗ C μ = ϵ(h_αμ,α − h_αα,μ). (47) Similarly, all the fundamental tensors given in Table II can be linearized. For example, (1) ∗ Δ^αμν = ϵ (yμν,α − h_μα,ν − h_ν α,μ), (48) Table III [47] classifies the fundamental tensors of Table II according to the order of ϵ appearing in their expanded expressions.

The main aim of this part of the work is to linearize the symmetric part (32) and the skew-symmetric part (36) of the field equations, which allows a comparison between the linearized symmetric equation and Newton’s theory of gravity and a comparison between the linearized skew-symmetric equation and Maxwell’s theory of electromagnetism.

a. Linearizing the symmetric part of the field equations. The symmetric part (33) of the field equations (31) can be written in the alternative form: R_{μν} = − 1 2 (^∗T_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν}^∗T ), (49) where^∗T := g^{μν ∗}T_{μν} . Using (34) together with Table II, the linearized form of equations (49) is written as (1) R μν = b 2 ( (1) ∗ ψ_{μν} − 1 2 δ_{μν} (1) ∗ ψ ), (50)

where^∗ψ := g^{μν ∗}ψ_{μν} . However, the linearized Ricci tensor can be evaluated by inserting (46) into (10), which gives (1) R μν = 1 2 (y_{μν,αα} − y_{μα,αν} − y_{να,αμ} + y_{αα,μν} ). (51) We first consider the case of vanishing b, which gives rise to a gravitational field in an empty space as clearly shown by (50). Using the harmonic gauge conditions Γ̊^μ_{αα} = 0, i.e. y_{μα,α} =^1_2 y_{αα,μ}, the linearized form of the field equations (50) in an empty space R_{μν} = 0 can be written as^3

□^2 y_{μν} = 0, (52)

where □^2 is the d’Alembert operator. The plane wave solution is a useful particular solution for the wave equation (52), which is given by y_{μν} = C_{μν} e^{ikαxα} , (53) where the symmetric tensor C_{μν} is the polarization tensor in the linearized regime and k^α is the wave vector. Since not all the components of y_{μν} vanish everywhere, one can find that the plane wave (53) is a solution to the linearized field equations (52) when the following two conditions are fulfilled [52]: (i) the wave vector is null, i.e. k_αk^α = 0; and (ii) the wave vector is orthogonal to C^{μν} , i.e. k_μC^{μν} = 0. In this sense, one can interpret the transmission of the gravitation in free space as gravitational waves propagating at the speed of light. These waves can be fully characterized by k^α and C_{μν} . The temporal component of the wave vector is the frequency of the wave, while the non vanishing components of C^{μν} give two modes of polarizations of a gravitational wave representing two states of a massless spin-2 particle (graviton).

We have shown that the propagation of gravitation in an empty space can be covered by the present theory in the same sense as in GR. However, the more general case b ≠ 0 implies that the linearized form of the field equations (50) to be

□^2 y_{μν} = b 2 ( (1) ∗ ψ_{μν} − 1 2 δ_{μν} (1) ∗ ψ ), (54)

The above equation may have a novel feature characterizing the production of gravitational radiation by sources, where the non-minimal coupling between matter and gravity is adopted. This relates the tensors that describe the matter distribution (34) to some important physical quantities, especially when the higher order terms are accounted. To clarify this point we give an example by considering the case μ = ν = 4 (the temporal component) in the above equation. This allows to write

∇^2 y_{44} = b (1) ∗ ψ_{44} − 2( (1) ∗ ψ_{11} + (1) ∗ ψ_{22} + (1) ∗ ψ_{33} + (1) ∗ ψ_{44}) , (55)

where ∇^2 is the 3-dimensional Laplacian. It seems that the tensor^∗ψ_{μν} is responsible for describing the material distribution in its linearized form.

3 In (52)-(54) we have relaxed the assumption of the static field.

For an isotropic perfect fluid we may define

p_0 := (1) ∗ ψ_{11} ≃ (1) ∗ ψ_{22} ≃ (1) ∗ ψ_{33}, ρ_0 := (1) ∗ ψ_{44},

where p_0 and ρ_0 denote the proper pressure and proper density of the fluid (measured in geometric units), respectively.

So far we have used the weak and static filed assumption. Recalling the kinetic theory of gases, one can easily find out a quadratic behavior, in velocity, of the fluid pressure p_0. Accordingly, the spatial

components of^∗ψ_{μν} are quadratic in velocity. Imposing the slowly moving test particle assumption, indeed,

leads to neglecting the contribution of the spatial components of^∗ψ_{μν} . Consequently, the linearized form of the symmetric field equations (55) becomes

∇^2y_{44} = −bρ_0. (56)

Now, let us define the function

ϕ := k(g_{44} − 1) = (kϵ)y_{44} = ay_{44}, (57)

by (42), where a is a parameter adjusting the order of magnitude of ϕ. Then, equation (56) can be written as

∇^2ϕ = −abρ_0, (58)

This equation has a form similar to the classical Poisson’s equation, which is

∇^2Φ_N = − 8πG c^2 ρ, (59)

where Φ_N is the Newton gravitational potential, G is the Newton gravitational constant and c is the speed of light. Comparing the above two equations, (58) may be considered as Poisson’s equation provided that we take ρ = c^2ρ_0 and ab = 8πG. This supports the following attributions: the gravitational potential to ϕ or g_{μν} , via (57), and the material-energy distribution to^∗T_{μν} .

On the other hand, if we take ρ_0 = 0 or b = 0, then the field equations reduce to Laplace’s equation

∇^2ϕ = 0, (60)

which gives a further support to the above attributions.

b. Linearizing the skew part of the field equations. In order to compare the skew part of the suggested field equations with Maxwell’s theory, we express (39) in its linearized form: (1) ∗ F μν = b( (1) ∗ C μ,ν − (1) ∗ C ν,μ) = 0. (61)

It is to be noted that the vanishing of (1) ∗ F μν in (61) follows from (38) and Table III. Making use of (37), (38) and Table III, one concludes that the electromagnetic field strength^∗F_{μν} has no linear behavior. Consequently, the above equations do not represent conventional electromagnetic field that is induced by an electromagnetic potential^∗C_μ. In other words, the above equations will not reduce to the Maxwell’s equations. This leads us to the conclusion that the field theory suggested is a pure gravity theory. This result will be justified in Section VI.

TABLE IV: Type Analysis Tensors Physical Meaning Code R^α_{βγδ} = 0,^∗T_{μν} = 0 neither gravity nor material distribution G0

R^α_{βγδ} ≠ 0,^∗T_{μν} = 0 gravitational field in free space GI

R^α_{βγδ} ≠ 0,^∗ψ_{μν} ≠ 0,^∗N_{μν} = 0,^∗ϖ = 0 gravitational field within GII a material distribution

R^α_{βγδ} ≠ 0,^∗ψ_{μν} ≠ 0,^∗N_{μν} ≠ 0,^∗ϖ = 0 strong gravitational field GIII within a material distribution

R^α_{βγδ} ≠ 0,^∗ψ_{μν} ≠ 0,^∗N_{μν} ≠ 0,^∗ϖ ≠ 0 very strong gravitational field GIV within a material distribution.

C. Type analysis

The third tool is called “Type Analysis”. It is not well known in the literature although it has been proved to be useful in the applications of any field theory constructed in AP-geometry [38, 40, 41, 53]. Type analysis was originally suggested by Mikhail and Wanas [50] in the context of the GFT [49]. It gives the capability of any AP-structure to represent physical entities. The type analysis depends mainly on the expansion Table III, which is theory independent and can be used for both AP and PAP structures. Although the linearization scheme related to this table is not generally covariant, the type analysis is a covariant tool since it is based on vanishing of tensors.

For example, in the context of Riemannian geometry, a metric with vanishing curvature tensor is not appropriate to represent gravity and is characterized by the code G0, while a metric with non-vanishing curvature tensor can be used to represent gravity and is given the code GI.

In AP- (or PAP-) spaces, there are many tensors which enable to attribute more codes, corresponding to the tensor expressions constituting the field equations. In the context of the theory constructed in the present work, it is shown in subsection V B that the theory is free from (conventional) electromagnetism. So, we manufacture the type codes for pure gravity. According to the order of ϵ appearing in the tensors constituting the symmetric part of the field equations, we write this symmetric part in the form G_{μν} = − 1 2 ∗ T μν , where, using (34), ∗ T μν = −b^∗ψ_{μν} +^∗N μν − 1 2 g_{μν}^∗ϖ, and ∗ N μν := (1 − 2b)^∗ωμν + b(^∗ϕ_{μν} − 2^∗ωμν ). The above tensors, together with the curvature tensor R^α_{μνσ} are those responsible for the type. Table IV gives the different codes for gravity and material distribution.

VI. SOLUTION IN THE CASE OF SPHERICAL SYMMETRY

In this section we aim to apply the field equations (31) to the spherical symmetry case. This allows us to construct a model suitable to describe some astrophysical systems.

For the spherical symmetry case, the most general AP-structure constructed by Robertson [54] is given, in the coordinate system (r, θ, φ, t), by

(λ_i^μ) =

B sin θ cos φ^B_r cos θ cos φ −^{B sin φ}_{r sin θ} 0 B cos θ cos φ^B_r cos θ sin φ^{B cos φ}_{r sin θ} 0 B cos θ −^B_r sin θ 0 0 rE 0 0 A , (62)

where A, B and E are functions of r only.

In the context of the present field theory, evaluating the tensors listed in the first column of Table IV, one can show that the tetrad (62) is of type GIV . This means that it is capable of representing strong gravitational field within a material distribution.

Using (7) and (62), the covariant components of the metric tensor are

(g_{μν} ) = 1 B^2 0 0 − rE AB^2 0^{r2}_{B2} 0 0

0 0^{r2 sin2 θ}_{B2} 0

−^{rE}_{AB2} 0 0^{r2 E2+B2}_{A2 B2}

, (63)

Making use of (62), (63) and the tensors of Table II, the field equations (31) give rise to a highly nonlinear system of second order differential equations in A(r), B(r) and E(r). A solution of one of these equations, consistent with the others, is E(r) = 0. Letting E(r) = 0 in the above mentioned system, the field equations reduce to the following system:

b^2 [ 2B^{′2} B^2 − 4B^′ rB + A^{′2} A^2 ] + 2B^{′2} B^2 + 4B^′A^′ AB − 4B^′ rB − 4A^′ rA = 0, (64)

b^2 [ 2r^2B^{′2} B^2 − 2r^2B^{′′} B − r^2A^{′2} A^2 + 2r^2B^′A^′ AB − 2rB^′ B ] − 2r^2B^{′′} B + 4r^2A^{′2} A^2 − 2r^2A^{′′} A + 2r^2B^{′2} B^2 − 2rA^′ A − 2rB^′ B = 0,

(65)

b^2 [ −2B^2A^{′′} A^3 − 2B^{′2} A^2 + 2B^′BA^′ A^3 + 3B^2A^{′2} A^4 − 4B^2A^′ rA^3 ] − 4BB^{′′} A^2 + 6B^{′2} A^2 − 8B^′B rA^2 = 0. (66)

Examining the tensor responsible for the type, after the vanishing of the function E(r), we find that the type is still GIV . This point will be discussed in the next section.

The exterior solution:

This case is interesting for various reasons. Firstly, it facilitates comparison with one of the most successful solutions of GR, the Schwarzschild exterior solution. Secondly, it provides an implicit test of the type analysis scheme. Thirdly, it helps explaining the capability of the suggested theory to cover known physics in this special case.

Using the definitions of the tensors in the first column of Table IV, we can easily show that if b = 0, the type of the tetrad (62) reduces to GI. This means that it is capable of representing a static gravitational field outside a spherically symmetric material distribution. Now, the above system for b = 0 reduces to 2B^{′2} B^2 + 4B^′A^′ AB − 4B^′ rB − 4A^′ rA = 0, (67)

−2r^2B^{′′} B − 2r^2A^{′′} A + 2r^2B^{′2} B^2 − 2rB^′ B + 4r^2A^{′2}

A^2 − 2rA^′ A = 0, (68)

−4BB^{′′} A^2 + 6B^{′2} A^2 − 8BB^′ rA^2 = 0. (69)

The solution of this system is A = −c_1 [ c_2r − c_3 c_2r + c_3 ] , B = 4r^2 (c_2r − c_3)^2

, (70)

where c_1, c_2 and c_3 are arbitrary constants. Substituting from (70) into (63), the line element for this system will be

ds^2 = [ c_2r − c_3 2r ]_4

(dr^2 + r^2dθ^2 + r^2 sin^2 θ dϕ^2) + 1 c_1^2 [ c_2r + c_3 c_2r − c_3

]_2 dt^2. (71)

Choosing the arbitrary constants as (c_1, c_2, c_3) = (i, 2, −m), the line element (71) takes the form

ds^2 = ( 1 + m 2r )_4

(dr^2 + r^2dθ^2 + r^2 sin^2 θ dϕ^2) − ( 1 − m/2r 1 + m/2r )_2

dt^2. (72)

This gives rise to the proper time τ:

dτ^2 = − ( 1 + m 2r )_4

(dr^2 + r^2dθ^2 + r^2 sin^2 θ dϕ^2) + ( 1 − m/2r 1 + m/2r )_2 dt^2, (73)

which is identical to the Schwarzschild field in isotropic coordinates, m being the geometric mass of the source of the field.

The linearization of the field equations shows that taking the parameter b = 0 in Poisson’s equation (58) gives rise to Laplace’s equation, describing the field in free space. Moreover, the above treatment shows that the field equations with spherical symmetric distribution produces the Schwarzschild exterior solution when considering the matching condition b = 0. This case corresponds to the code GI according to the type analysis of Table IV.

On the other hand, the case b ≠ 0 may allow the model to describe the field within a material distribution (code GIV ), which provides an interior solution beneficial in constructing a stellar model. This work is in progress now.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

In the present work, we suggest a pure geometric gravity theory. The theory is constructed in the framework of PAP-geometry using the Dolan-McCrea variational method. We conclude the paper by the following comments and remarks.

1. The theory constructed has the following general features:

(a) In 4-dimensions it has 16 field equations (31) in 16-field variables (the tetrad vector field components). All physical quantities covered by the theory are defined in terms of the tetrad vector fields.

(b) A new feature of the theory is that it describes a material-energy distribution in a pure geometric form (34).

(c) The theory is generally covariant, i.e., it satisfies the general covariance (relativity) principle. (d) The PAP-geometry admits a general path equation [35]

d^2x^μ dτ^2 + Γ̂^μ_{αβ} dx^α dτ dx^β dτ = −bΛ_{(αβ)}^μ dx^α dτ dx^β dτ , (74)

where τ is a parameter characterizing the path. It is clear that this equation can be used as an equation of motion of any spinning test particle in a gravitational field [35]. Consequently, the suggested theory violates the weak equivalence principle. This principle is only satisfied in the case b = 0, we will discuss this issue in some details latter in this section.

2. Three different tools have been used to attribute physical meaning to the geometric objects of the theory. These tools support the theory in a consistent manner.

(a) The first tool (Subsection V A) is comparing the suggested theory with nonlinear field theories. The symmetric part of the field equations (32) is compared with the field equations of GR. The comparison enables to attribute the gravitational potential to the metric tensor g_{μν} , the field

strength to the tensor G_{μν} and the material-energy distribution to the tensor^∗T_{μν} . On the other hand, the comparison of the skew part of the field equations (36) with Einstein-Maxwell’s theory shows that the theory suggested has no electromagnetic counterpart in the conventional sense. The theory is thus a pure gravitational one.

(b) The second tool (Subsection V B) is comparing the suggested field theory with linear field theories. For this purpose, the theory has been linearized by assuming a weak static field and a slowly moving test particle. The comparison between the linearized symmetric part of the field equations and Newton’s theory supports the above mentioned attributions. Furthermore, a geometric definition of the proper density and proper pressure for an isotropic perfect fluid is proposed and a Poisson-type equation is obtained. The comparison between the linearized skew-part of the field equations and Maxwell’s theory supports the above mentioned result that the theory suggested is a pure gravity one.

(c) The third tool, type analysis (Subsection V C), depends mainly on the expansion Table III and the tensors constituting the field equations. This tool is generally covariant in spite of its dependance on the linearization scheme. It measures the capability of a geometric structure, used in applications, for describing physical fields and gives physical information about this structure even before solving the field equations of the theory.

3. Applications of a theory yield more deep physical insight to the geometric objects included in the theory. This is often done in certain special cases characterized by a group of symmetry. The present theory has been applied to a general AP-structure having spherical symmetry.The type of the AP-structure used (62) is found to be GIV and consequently the field equations (64)-(66) are capable of describing a strong gravitational field within a material distribution. The solution in this case needs more deep investigation and is postponed to a future work, in progress now.

4. The vanishing of the parameter b of the PAP-geometry reduces the type of (6.1) from GIV to GI and the set of differential equations from (64)-(66) to (67)-(69). The new type GI indicates that the theory is capable of describing gravitational field outside a spherically symmetric material distribution. Integrating the field equations (67)-(69) and adjusting the arbitrary constants give rise to the Schwarzschild exterior solution. On the other hand, the equations of motion (74) of the theory reduce, in this case, to the geodesic equations. This permits to conclude that the present theory has the same advantages of GR besides other advantages which may be gained upon relaxing the conditions b = 0.

5. The geometry used in the present work contains a parameter b, see (17). This is one of the main characteristic of the PAP-geometry. This geometry covers the domain of the Riemannian geometry for b = 0, while it reduces to the AP-geometry for b = 1. It is to be noted that the parameter b is neither 0 nor 1. The results of three different experiments has been used to fix a value for the parameter b [42, 43, 45]. It is found to be around 10^{−3}. The theory given in the present work is calculated within the context of the PAP-geometry.

6. The theory generally violates the WEP. To explore this result in more details, let us start by giving a discussion of the WEP from the point of view of GR, the standard theory for gravity, so far. In this theory there are two types of equations. The field equations R_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν} R = −κT_{μν} , (75) and the geodesic equations of motion dU^α ds + Γ̊^α_{μν} U^μU^ν = 0. (76)

The WEP is satisfied by the two equations as follows. Due to the minimal coupling used in deriving equation (75), the gravitational mass associated with the LHS equals the inertial mass associated with the RHS. The equality of these two masses represents one way of expressing the WEP. The above discussion would not be so clear in the case of the field in empty space, i.e. when the field equations (75) becomes

R_{μν} = 0. (77)

So, it is more appropriate to switch the discussion to the equations of motion (76). These equations have no parameter related to the intrinsic properties of the moving test particle. The equations of motion (76) show that “free fall is independent of the intrinsic properties of the falling particle”. This is an alternative statement of the WEP. It is more appropriate for discussing this principle in any suggested theory.

Now, let us discuss the WEP in the context of the present work recalling Eddington [55] viewpoint about the WEP

“... it is to be regarded as a suggestion rather than a dogma admitting of no exception.”

This means that it is not necessary, in general, for this principle to be admitted in the theory. For the present theory, in general, the WEP is not satisfied because of two reasons: The first is the non-minimal coupling between matter and gravity. The second is the RHS of the equations of motion (74) which admits the properties of the moving particle (its spin). But in the case of vanishing b (the spin-torsion coupling), the present theory reduces to GR with all its structure and advantages. In other words, for b = 0 the field equations (33) and (39) will be reduced to the GR field equations (77). Also, the equations of motion of the theory (74) would reduce to the geodesic equation (76). Consequently, in that case, the WEP is satisfied.

7. Cosmological consequences of the suggested theory need more efforts, in progress now. Using geometric structures, satisfying the cosmological principle, in applications [56] gives some primary results. The world model obtained is free from particle horizons and flatness problems. More efforts are still needed to explore other properties of this model.

[1] K. G. Begeman, A. H. Broeils, and R. H. Sanders, “Extended rotation curves of spiral galaxies-dark haloes and modified dynamics,” Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 249, 523–537 (1991).

[2] A. G. Riess, A. V. Filippenko, and P. Challis et. al., “Observational evidence from supernovae for an acceleratingu universe and a cosmological constant,” Astrophys. J. 116, 1009–1038 (1998), arXiv:9805201 [astro-ph] . [3] Shin’ichi Nojiri and Sergei D. Odintsov, “Introduction to modified gravity and gravitational alternative for dark energy,” Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4, 115 (2007), arXiv:hep-th/0601213 [hep-th] .

[4] A. de Felice and S. Tsujikawa, “f(R)-theories,” Living Reviews in Relativity 13, 3 (2010), arXiv:1002.4928 [gr-qc] .

[5] T. P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, “f(R)-theories of gravity,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 451–497 (2010), arXiv:0805.1726 [gr-qc] .

[6] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, “Unified cosmic history in modified gravity: From f(R) theory to Lorentz non-invariant models,” Phys. Rep. 505, 59–144 (2011), arXiv:1011.0544 [gr-qc] .

[7] Shin’Ichi Nojiri and Sergei D. Odintsov, “Accelerating cosmology in modified gravity: from convenient F (R) or string-inspired theory to bimetric F (R) gravity,” Proceedings, 49th Winter School of Theoretical Physics, Cosmology and Non-Equilibrium Statistical Mechanics, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 11, 1460006 (2014), arXiv:1306.4426 [gr-qc] .

[8] G. R. Bengochea and R. Ferraro, “Dark torsion as the cosmic speed-up,” Phys. Rev. D 79, 124019 (2009), arXiv:0812.1205 .

[9] E. V. Linder, “Einstein’s other gravity and the acceleration of the Universe,” Phys. Rev. D 81, 127301 (2010), arXiv:1005.3039 [astro-ph.CO] .

[10] K. Bamba, C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, and L.-W. Luo, “Equation of state for dark energy in f(T ) gravity,” J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 1, 021 (2011), arXiv:1011.0508 [astro-ph.CO] .

[11] K. Bamba and C.-Q. Geng, “Thermodynamics of cosmological horizons in f(T ) gravity,” J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 11, 008 (2011), arXiv:1109.1694 [gr-qc] .

[12] B. Li, T. P. Sotiriou, and J. D. Barrow, “Large-scale structure in f(T )-gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 83, 10 (2011), arXiv:1103.2786 [astro-ph.CO] .

[13] Y. Zhang, H. Li, Y. Gong, and Z.-H. Zhu, “Notes on f(T )-theories,” J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 7, 015 (2011), arXiv:1103.0719 [astro-ph.CO] .

[14] G. G. L. Nashed, “Spherically symmetric charged-dS solution in f(T ) gravity theories,” Phys. Rev. D 88, 104034 (2013), arXiv:1311.3131 [gr-qc] .

[15] Y.-F. Cai, S.-H. Chen, J. B. Dent, S. Dutta, and E. N. Saridakis, “Matter bounce cosmology with the f(T ) gravity,” Classical and Quantum Gravity 28, 215011 (2011), arXiv:1104.4349 [astro-ph.CO] .

[16] S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, H. Farajollahi, and A. Ravanpak, “Cosmography in f(T ) gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 84, 043527 (2011), arXiv:1108.2789 [astro-ph.CO] .

[17] G. G. L. Nashed, “Local Lorentz transformation and exact spherically symmetric vacuum solutions in f(T ) gravity theories,” Eur. Phys. J. C 73, 2394 (2013), arXiv:1210.4470 [physics.gen-ph] .

[18] G. G. L. Nashed, “A special exact spherically symmetric solution in f(T ) gravity theories,” Gen. Relat. Gravit. 45, 1887–1899 (2013).

[19] G. G. L. Nashed and W. El Hanafy, “A Built-in Inflation in the f(T )-Cosmology,” Eur. Phys. J. C 74, 3099 (2014), arXiv:1403.0913 [gr-qc] .

[20] Y.-F. Cai, J. Quintin, E. N. Saridakis, and E. Wilson-Ewing, “Nonsingular bouncing cosmologies in light of BICEP2,” J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 7, 033 (2014), arXiv:1404.4364 .

[21] W. El Hanafy and G. G. L. Nashed, “The hidden flat like universe,” Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 279 (2015), arXiv:1409.7199 [hep-th] .

[22] W. El Hanafy and G. G. L. Nashed, “Reconstruction of f(T )-gravity in the absence of matter,” Astrophys. Space Sci. 361, 197 (2016), arXiv:1410.2467 [hep-th] .

[23] Salvatore Capozziello, Orlando Luongo, and Emmanuel N. Saridakis, “Transition redshift in f(T ) cosmology and observational constraints,” Phys. Rev. D 91, 124037 (2015), arXiv:1503.02832 [gr-qc] .

[24] S. D. Odintsov, V. K. Oikonomou, and E. N. Saridakis, “Superbounce and loop quantum ekpyrotic cosmologies from modified gravity: f(R) , f(G) and f(T ) theories,” Ann. Phys. 363, 141–163 (2015), arXiv:1501.06591 [gr-qc] .

[25] W. El Hanafy and G. G. L. Nashed, “The hidden flat like universe II: Quasi inverse power law inflation by f(T ) gravity,” Astrophys. Space Sci. 361, 266 (2016), arXiv:1510.02337 [gr-qc] .

[26] Kazuharu Bamba, G. G. L. Nashed, W. El Hanafy, and Sh. K. Ibraheem, “Bounce inflation in f(T ) Cosmology: A unified inflaton-quintessence field,” Phys. Rev. D 94, 083513 (2016), arXiv:1604.07604 [gr-qc] .

[27] G. G. L. Nashed and W. El Hanafy, “Analytic rotating black-hole solutions in N-dimensional f(T ) gravity,” The Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017), 10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4663-6.

[28] H. I. Arcos and J. G. Pereira, “Torsion gravity,” Int. J. Mod. Phy. D, 13, 2193–2240 (2004), gr-qc/0501017 . [29] G. G. L. Nashed, “Schwarzschild-NUT solution in modified teleparallel gravity theory,” Astrophys. Space Sci. 350, 791–797 (2014).

[30] F. I. Mikhail, “Tetrad vector fields and generalizing the theory of relativity,” Ain Shams Univ. Bull. 6, 87–111 (1962).

[31] M. I. Wanas, “Absolute parallelism geometry: Developments, applications and problems,” Stud. Cercet.

Stiin. Ser. Mat. 10, 297–309 (2001), arXiv:0209050 [gr-qc] .

[32] Nabil L. Youssef and Waleed A. Elsayed, “A global approach to absolute parallelism geometry,” Rep. Math.

Phys. 72, 1–23 (2013), arXiv:1209.1379 [gr-qc] .

[33] Nabil L. Youssef and Amr M. Sid-Ahmed, “Linear connections and curvature tensors in the geometry of parallelizable manifolds,” Rep. Math. Phys, 60, 39–53 (2007), arXiv:0604111 [gr-qc] .

[34] Nabil L. Youssef and Amr M. Sid-Ahmed, “Extended absolute parallelism geometry,” Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 5, 1109–1135 (2008), arXiv:0805.1336 [math.DG] .

[35] M. I. Wanas, “Motion of spinning particles in gravitational fields,” Astrophys. Space Sci. 258, 237–248 (1998), arXiv:9904019 [gr-qc] .

[36] M. I. Wanas, “Parameterized absolute parallelism: A geometry for physical applications,” Turkish J. Phys.

24, 473–488 (2000), arXiv:0010099 [gr-qc] .

[37] M. I. Wanas, Nabil L. Youssef, W. El Hanafy, and S. N. Osman, “Einstein Geometrization Philosophy and Differential Identities in PAP-Geometry,” Adv. Math. Phys. 2016, 1037849 (2016), arXiv:1611.06075 [gr-qc] . [38] R. S. de Souza and R. Opher, “Origin of 10^{15} -10^{16} G magnetic fields in the central engine of gamma ray bursts,” J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 2, 022 (2010), arXiv:0910.5258 [astro-ph.HE] .

[39] F. I. Mikhail, M. I. Wanas, and A. M. Eid, “Theoretical interpretation of cosmic magnetic fields,” Astrophys.

Space Sci. 228, 221–237 (1995).

[40] M. I. Wanas, “A generalized field theory,” Int. J. Theoret. Phys. 24, 6, 639–651 (1985). [41] M. I. Wanas, “On the relation between mass and charge: A pure geometric approach,” Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4, 373–388 (2007), arXiv:0703036 [gr-qc] .

[42] A. A. Sousa and J. M. Maluf, “Gravitomagnetice effect and spin-torsion coupling,” Gen. Relat. Gravit. 36, 967–982 (2004), arXiv:0310131 [gr-qc] .

[43] Y. Mao, M. Tegmark, A. H. Guth, and S. Cabi, “Constraining torsion with Gravity Probe B,” Phys. Rev. D 76, 104029 (2007), arXiv:0608121 [gr-qc] .

[44] M. I. Wanas, “The other side of gravity and geometry: Antigravity and anticurvature,” Adv. High Energy Phys. 2012, Article ID 752613, 10 pages (2012).

[45] M. I. Wanas, M. Melek, and M. E. Kahil, “Quantum interference of thermal neutrons and spin-torsion interaction,” Gravit. & Cosmol. 6, 319–322 (2000), arXiv:9812085 [gr-qc] .

[46] M. I. Wanas, M. Melek, and M. E. Kahil, “SN1987A: Temporal models,” in Galaxies and their constituents at the highest angular resolutions, IAU Symposium, Vol. 205, edited by R. T. Schilizzi (2001, p. 396) arXiv:0306086 [gr-qc] .

[47] M. I. Wanas, A generalized field theory and its applications in cosmology, Ph. D. Thesis, Cairo University (1975).

[48] M. I. Wanas and S. A. Ammar, “Spacetime structure and electromagnetism,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 25, 1705– 1721 (2010), arXiv:0505092 [gr-qc] .

[49] F. I. Mikhail and M. I. Wanas, “A generalized field theory, I: field equations,” Proc. Roy. Soc. London Ser. A, 356, 471–481 (1977).

[50] F. I. Mikhail and M. I. Wanas, “A generalized field theory, II: linearized field equations,” Int. J. Theoret. Phys. 20, 671–680 (1981).

[51] P. Dolan and W. McCrea, “Fundamental identities in electrodynamics and general relativity,” (1963), private Communication to M. I. Wanas, 1973.

[52] S. M. Carroll, Spacetime and geometry / Sean Carroll. San Francisco, CA, USA: Addison Wesley, ISBN 0-8053-8732-3, 2004, XIV + 513 pp. (2004).

[53] R. S. de Souza and R. Opher, “Origin of intense magnetic fields near black holes due to non-minimal gravitational-electromagnetic coupling,” Phys. Lett. B 705, 292–293 (2011).

[54] H. P. Robertson, “Groups of motion in spaces admitting absolute parallelism,” Ann. Math. 33, 496–520 (1932).

[55] A. S. Eddington, The mathematical theory of relativity (1923).

[56] M. I. Wanas, “Geometrical structures for cosmological applications,” Astrophys. Space Sci. 127, 21–25 (1986).