arXiv:1104.2851v2 [gr-qc] 2 Dec 2011

Probing the dark matter issue in f(R)-gravity via gravitational lensing

M. Lubini,^{1, ∗} C. Tortora,^1 J. Näf,^1 Ph. Jetzer,^1 and S. Capozziello^2 1Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Zürich, Winterthurerstrasse 190, CH-8057 Zürich, Switzerland 2Dipartimento di Scienze Fisiche, Università degli studi di Napoli “Federico II”, and INFN, Sezione di Napoli Complesso Universitario di Monte S. Angelo, Via Cinthia, Edificio N, 80126 Napoli, Italy

For a general class of analytic f(R)-gravity theories, we discuss the weak field limit in view of gravitational lensing. Though an additional Yukawa term in the gravitational potential modifies dynamics with respect to the standard Newtonian limit of General Relativity, the motion of massless particles results unaffected thanks to suitable cancellations in the post-Newtonian limit. Thus, all the lensing observables are equal to the ones known from General Relativity. Since f(R)-gravity is claimed, among other things, to be a possible solution to overcome for the need of dark matter in virialized systems, we discuss the impact of our results on the dynamical and gravitational lensing analyses. In this framework, dynamics could, in principle, be able to reproduce the astrophysical observations without recurring to dark matter, but in the case of gravitational lensing we find that dark matter is an unavoidable ingredient. Another important implication is that gravitational lensing, in the post-Newtonian limit, is not able to constrain these extended theories, since their predictions do not differ from General Relativity.

PACS numbers: 04.25.-g, 04.25.Nx, 04.50.Kd, 95.35.+d, 95.30.Sf Keywords: modified theory of gravity, gravitational lensing, dark matter

I. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s General Relativity (GR) has been extensively adopted to describe a wide set of astrophysical observations. On the one hand, at scales of the Solar System, it has been shown to reproduce very accurately many precise astrophysical measurements, such as the gravitational bending of light, the perihelion precession of Mercury, the Shapiro time delay and the mass diagrams of double pulsars [1–3]. On the other hand, at larger scales, it has required the introduction of some unknown and unseen sources, i.e. dark matter and dark energy, to reproduce, e.g. the missing mass in galaxies and galaxy clusters and the accelerate rate of expansion of the Universe [4–6]. The existence of these energy sources has not yet been proved neither through direct detections nor with indirect observations. However, in some clusters of galaxies significant displacements between the lensing and the baryonic mass give an indirect hint for the existence of dark matter [7–9].

In order to overcome these shortcomings affecting Einstein’s predictions, alternative theories of gravity have been proposed. An empirical approach to get over the need of dark matter in galaxies is, for example, given by the MOdified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND), which relies on a modification of Newton’s second law reproducing the observed galaxy dynamics [10, 11]. In the recent years, this theory has received a renewed interest after the proposal of a possible fully covariant relativistic formulation referred to as Tensor-Vector-Scalar gravity (TeVeS) [12].

∗ lubini@physik.uzh.ch

More elegant and theoretically motivated ways can be obtained by straightforward generalizations of GR. Among such extended theories, particular attention has been devoted to the so called f(R)-gravity. This is a fourth-order formulation of the field equations in the metric approach, based on a generalization of the Einstein- Hilbert Lagrangian to nonlinear functions f(R) of the Ricci scalar. For a comprehensive overview we refer to [13–19].

In order to be consistent, f(R)-gravity needs to reproduce observations going from Solar System up to cosmological scales. Since it turned out that they induce modifications in the gravitational potential already in the weak field limit, they modify the dynamics at local scales too [20–22]. Thus, as these theories have to reproduce also the Solar System tests, constraints have been obtained from different measurements, as the Eöt- Wash experiment [23], the geodesic precession of gyroscopes measured by Gravity Probe B and the precession of the binary pulsars PSR J0737-3039 [22].

These extended theories of gravity have first been proposed as candidates to replace dark energy [24–27], and more recently they have also been adopted to reproduce the dynamical observations in galaxies and cluster of galaxies without the presence of large amounts of dark matter needed in GR [10, 21, 28–33]. In order to get rid of the presence of dark matter, f(R)-gravity has to consistently reproduce not only the dynamical observations, but also other mass probes coming from e.g. gravitational lensing.

In this paper, we investigate the equation for the light deflection considering the weak field limit of a general class of f(R)-gravity. We particularly pay attention to the possible implications which gravitational lensing has on the attempt to avoid the presence of dark matter.

In Sec. II we introduce f(R)-gravity and its field equations, whereas Sec. III is devoted to the expansion and the resulting solutions for the metric elements. The implications on particle dynamics are discussed Sec. IV, while in Sec. V we derive the deflection angle and discuss the gravitational lensing phenomena thereof arising. Finally, in Sec. VI we discuss the results obtained, with particular care to the role of the gravitational potentials in lensing and dynamical observables, and we give some future prospects.

Throughout the paper the metric tensor g_{μν} has signature (−, +, +, +).

II. f(R)-GRAVITY

f(R)-gravity considers a generalized gravity Lagrangian, which in the GR case reduces to the Ricci scalar. These theories have a modified Einstein-Hilbert action that reads S = 1 2X ∫ f(R) √ −g d^4x + S_M , (1)

where g is the determinant of the metric tensor g_{μν} , X = 8πGc^{−4}, R = g^{μν} R_{μν} is the Ricci scalar and f(R) is some general function of R.

The variation of action (1) with respect to the metric g_{μν} yields the Euler-Lagrange equations

f^′(R)R_{μν} − f(R) 2 g_{μν} −∇_μ∇_ν f^′(R)+g_{μν} □f^′(R) = X T_{μν} , (2) where ∇_μ is the covariant derivative for the metric, □ = ∇^μ∇_μ and T_{μν} = (−2/ √ −g)(δS_M /δg^{μν} ) is the energy-momentum tensor.

By taking the trace of (2), one obtains

3□_gf^′(R) + f^′(R)R − 2f(R) = X T, (3)

where T is the trace of T_{μν} . Eq. (3) describes the evolution of the Ricci scalar as a dynamical quantity. Using this equation, we can rewrite Eq. (2) as

R_{μν} = 1 f^′(R) [ X ( T_{μν} − 1 3 g_{μν} T ) − 1 6 g_{μν} f(R) + 1 3 g_{μν} f^′(R)R + ∇_μ∇_ν f^′(R) ] , (4)

where the function f^′(R) has to be considered as an effective scalar field representing the further gravitational degrees of freedom of the theory [34–36]. In fact, it is worth stressing that trace equation (3) is a Klein-Gordon equation, where ϕ = f^′(R) and V^′(ϕ) = [f^′(R)R − 2f(R)]/3 [13–18].

III. GRAVITATIONAL POTENTIALS

A. The 1/c expansion

The basic assumption in deriving the equations for gravitational lensing is that the gravitational field is weak and stationary. Furthermore, for most astrophysical phenomena included gravitational lensing, the energymomentum tensor is well approximated by a perfect fluid with mass density ρ and pressure p [37]. Thus the assumptions are that the Newtonian potential Φ of the mass distribution, the typical velocities v and the pressure of the fluid obey |Φ| ≪ c^2, v ≪ c and |p| ≪ ρ c^2, respectively. Accordingly, we can treat the equations in a perturbative way, by expanding them in inverse powers of the speed of light as done in [22, 38–40]. This expansion as for the parameterized post-Newtonian (PPN) formalism is defined by Φ c^2 ∼ v^2 c^2 ∼ p ρ c^2 ∼ Π ∼ O ( c^{−2} ) , (5)

where Π is the ratio of the energy density to the rest-mass density.

In addition, we also assume that in absence of a gravitational field the background space-time is flat. This assumption implies that f(0) = 0, which is equivalent to neglect the contribution of a possible cosmological constant to the f(R)-gravity. In a weak field regime the metric tensor can thus be expanded about the Minkowski tensor η_{μν}

g_{μν} = η_{μν} + h_{μν} , (6)

where |h_{μν} | ≪ 1.

One can see from the equation of motion to which order the components of the metric perturbation h_{μν} have to be taken into account. For timelike particles propagating along a geodesic, at the leading order of the expansion, only the knowledge of^{(2)}h_{00}^1 is required. This corresponds to the Newtonian limit. In this limit, for null particles only the background metric η_{μν} is needed, which implies that the trajectories are straight lines. Accordingly, for photons there is no light deflection and thus we need the post-Newtonian limit, where at the leading order the knowledge of both^{(2)}h_{00} and^{(2)}h_{ij} is required [39]. For our purpose it is thus enough to consider terms up to O ( c^{−2} ) . At this order the components of the metric tensor can be written as

g_{00} = −1 +^{(2)}h_{00} + O ( c^{−4} ) g_{0i} = O ( c^{−3} ) g_{ij} = δ_{ij} +^{(2)}h_{ij} + O ( c^{−4} ) . (7)

1 We denote with^{(n)} terms of order O ( c^{−n} ) .

Using the expansion (7) we can than compute the components of the Ricci tensor

R_{00} = − 1 2 ∇^{2(2)}h_{00} + O ( c^{−4} ) R_{0i} = O ( c^{−3} ) R_{ij} = 1 2 ( −∇^{2 (2)}h_{ij} +^{(2)}h_{00,ij} −^{(2)}h_{kk,ij}

+^{(2)}h_{ik,kj} +^{(2)}h_{kj,ki} ) + O ( c^{−4} ) ,

(8)

while, assuming f(R) to be analytic at R = 0, to the same order the Ricci scalar and consequently f(R) and f^′(R) read

R =^{(2)}R + O ( c^{−4} ) f(R) = f^′(0)^{(2)}R + O ( c^{−4} ) f^′(R) = f^′(0) + f^{′′}(0)^{(2)}R + O ( c^{−4} ) . (9)

The same expansion has to be done for the components of the energy-momentum tensor, which to the leading order are X T^{00} = X^{(−2)}T^{00} + O ( c^{−4} ) X T^{0i} = O ( c^{−3} ) X T^{ij} = O ( c^{−4} ) . (10)

Hereafter f^′(0) is assumed to be different from 0, in order to deal with these f(R) theories as a modification of Einstein’s theory and thus do not exclude GR as a particular case. In this approach, GR is nothing else but the first term of the Taylor expansion of a more general theory. This means that f(R)-gravity is a class of extended theories of gravity [13–18]. We can also assume without loss of generality that f^{′′}(0) ≠ 0, because otherwise at order O ( c^{−2} ) Eq. (3) yields^{(2)}R = −X^{(2)}T_{00}/f^′(0) and f^′(R) is constant, which is nothing else than the GR case.

At this point it is important to discuss and to understand which are the hidden assumptions the previous expansions are bringing with. Since the expansion (5) deals with dimensionless quantities, we have to be careful when expanding quantities that carry physical dimensions. The constant f^{′′}(0) carries dimension length^2, thus the whole term f^{′′}(0)^{(2)}R, which is dimensionless has to be of order O ( c^{−2} ) and respectively all other terms have to be of higher order. From a mathematical point of view, where expansions are done among infinitesimally small quantities, this might be true, as the expansion coefficients either vanish or their absolute values are strictly grater than zero. Whereas in physical cases, when we are dealing with small but not infinitesimally small quantities, this might not be true and can thus lead to some issues. This expansion thus breaks down if^{(2)}R ≳ f^′(0)/f^{′′}(0). In other words, this means that we have to confront our approximation with an effective mass where the post-Newtonian limit could not work (for details see [34–36]).

B. The Metric elements

In order to simplify the metric tensor, without loss of generality due to gauge freedom, we choose the coordinates such that the three gauge conditions [22, 39] g_{ij,j} − 1 2 (g_{jj} − g_{00})_{,i} − f^′(R)_{,i} f^′(R) = O ( c^{−4} ) (11)

are satisfied. As a consequence of this choice the spatial part of the metric tensor is diagonal.

Using condition (11) and the expansions obtained through Eq. (7), the Eqs. (3) and (4) at order O ( c^{−2} ) reduce to the following set of equations

∇^{2(2)}R = 1 3f^{′′}(0)

X^{(−2)}T^{00} + f^′(0) 3f^{′′}(0)

(2)R (12)

∇^{2(2)}h_{00} = − X f^′(0)

(−2)T 00 + f ′′(0) f^′(0)

∇^{2(2)}R (13)

∇^{2(2)}h_{ij} = − ( X f^′(0)

(−2)T 00 + f ′′(0) f^′(0)

∇^{2(2)}R ) δ_{ij} . (14)

Eqs. (13) and (14) have been obtained from the components of Eq. (4), where^{(2)}R has been substituted by means of Eq. (12).

For simplicity hereafter we renormalize the gravitational constant G_{new} = G_{old}/f^′(0) and define a^2 := f^′(0)/(3f^{′′}(0)). The parameter a can be assumed real, because only in this case the model is physically viable in agreement with the Cauchy problem which, in this case, is well formulated and well posed [41]. In addition, the gravitational source is assumed to be a perfect fluid, where the 0−0 component of the energy-momentum tensor at order O ( c^{−2} ) is given by^{(−2)}T^{00} = ρ c^2.

Eq. (12) is an inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation, which has the solution [22, 39]

(2)R = −

2a^2 c^2

Ψ(x, t), (15)

with the Yukawa potential Ψ(x, t) := −G ∫ ρ(x^′, t)e^{−a}|^{x−x′}| |x − x^′| d^3x^′, (16)

whereas Eqs. (13) and (14) are inhomogeneous Poisson equations and their solutions are

(2)h_{00}(x, t) = − 2 c^2 ( Φ(x, t) + 1 3 Ψ(x, t) ) (17) (2)h_{ij} (x, t) = − 2 c^2 ( Φ(x, t) − 1 3 Ψ(x, t) ) δ_{ij} , (18)

with the Newtonian potential Φ(x, t) := −G ∫ ρ(x^′, t) |x − x^′| d^3x^′. (19)

The GR limit for f(R)-gravity in a weak field is given by a → ∞, which corresponds to f^{′′}(0) → 0. In this limit the Newtonian potential Φ remains unchanged, while the Yukawa potential Ψ vanishes exponentially. For the metric components (17) and (18) we then obtain the GR limit, i.e.^{(2)}h_{00} =^{(2)}h_{ii} = −2Φ/c^2, as expected.

These equations are valid for continuous mass distributions. In the particular case of a point source with mass m fixed at the origin of the coordinates x = 0, the mass density is ρ(x, t) = m δ^3(x) and the potentials reduce to the simpler formulae

Φ(x) = − G m |x| (20)

Ψ(x) = − G m e^{−a|x|} |x| . (21)

IV. PARTICLE DYNAMICS

After having determined explicit expressions for the metric elements in terms of the gravitational potential Φ and Ψ, we shortly discuss the equations of motion for massive particles within the weak field limit of f(R)- gravity. The geodesic equation

d^2x^α dτ^2 = −Γ^α_{βγ} dx^β dτ dx^γ dτ (22)

in the Newtonian limit for massive particles, which is the leading order, reads dv dt = − c^2 2 ∇h_{00} = ∇ ( Φ + 1 3 Ψ ) , (23)

where v =^{dx}_{dt} and, as we have already pointed out previously, only the 0−0 component of the metric tensor is needed. Hence, the equation of motion contains the additional Yukawa potential Ψ, which modifies the dynamics already at the Newtonian limit.

In the particular case of a spherically symmetric mass distribution centered at the origin x = 0, the potentials only depend on the radial distance to the center r = |x|. Then, particles moving on circles have the circular velocity

v_c(r) = √ GM(r) r + r 3 ∂Ψ(r) ∂r . (24)

v_c is an important observed quantity in systems with an ordered motion. In the case of a thin disk, which is the standard approximation for spiral galaxies, the circular velocity is given by v_c(R)^2 = R(^∂_{∂R} Φ +^1_3^∂_{∂R} Ψ), with R the distance to the center of the disk.

The dynamics in kinematically hot systems, like earlytype galaxies and clusters of galaxies is instead not ordered but random. A relevant quantity for those systems is the velocity dispersion of objects like stars in a galaxy or galaxies in a cluster. Starting from the collisionless Boltzmann equation, assuming spherical symmetry and no rotation, the radial Jeans equation can be derived [42].

Under the hypothesis of isotropy, the radial velocity dispersion is given by

σ^2_r (r) = 1 ρ(r) ∫_∞ r ρ(r^′) ( GM(r^′) r^′ + 1 3 ∂Ψ(r^′) ∂r^′ ) dr^′, (25) where ρ(r) is the spherically symmetric mass density profile^2.

V. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING

In principle, when compared with GR, f(R)-gravity could have not only a different impact on the dynamics of massive particles, but also on the bending of light rays [44]. In this section, we work out the deflection angle for light rays in a gravitational field, whose derivation, together with all the gravitational lensing phenomena arising out from it, is equivalent to GR [45].

As stated in Sec. II the basic assumption in gravitational lensing is that the gravitational field is weak and stationary. Using Eqs. (17) and (18), the metric can thus be expanded and written as [37, 45],

ds^2 = −(1−^{(2)}h_{00})c^2dt^2 +(δ_{ij} +^{(2)}h_{ij} )dx^idx^j +O ( c^{−3} ) . (26) Since light rays propagate along null geodesics, ds^2 = 0 and consequently keeping only terms up to second order O ( c^{−2} ) , Eq. (26) reduces to

c^2dt^2 = δ_{ij} +^{(2)}h_{ij} 1 −^{(2)}h_{00} dx^idx^j =

1 +^{(2)}h 1 −^{(2)}h_{00} dl^2, (27)

where h is defined such that Eq. (18) can be written as (2)h_{ij} =^{(2)}h δ_{ij} and dl = |dx| is the Euclidean arc length.

Fermat’s principle states that a light ray from a source S to an observer O, that moves along a world line, follows a null curve γ that extremizes the observer’s arrival time τ under variation of γ, meaning that δτ = 0. Considering a stationary observer, i.e. choosing the coordinates such that the observer’s world line has constant x^is, the arrival time τ = t, except for a constant, is given by t = 1 c ∫ γ̃ n dl, (28)

where γ̃ is the spatial projection of the null geodesic and n is considered as an effective index of refraction, defined by means of Eq. (27) as

n = √ 1 +^{(2)}h 1 −^{(2)}h_{00}

, (29)

2 The radial velocity dispersion needs to be projected along the line of sight and within circular or rectangular apertures in order to be compared with the spectral observations [43].

which at order O ( c^{−2} ) reduces to

n = 1 + 1 2 (_{(2)}

h_{00} +^{(2)}h ) . (30)

Therefore for the metric components (17) and (18) we obtain

n = 1 − 2 c^2

Φ. (31)

This effective refraction index contains only the Newtonian potential Φ and not the Yukawa potential Ψ. In fact, it is exactly the same as in GR. The reason is that because of the symmetry between the metric components (17) and (18), the potential Ψ cancels out at order O ( c^{−2} ) and appears only at higher order terms. This implies that the deflection angle and all the gravitational lensing phenomena arising out from it are not distinguishable from the GR ones. While for massive particles f(R)-gravity, in the weak field regime, can produce different equations of motion, in the case of photons these theories are equivalent to GR. Possible deviations could be revealed only in stronger regimes, that is at approximation orders higher than O ( c^{−2} ) but not at post-Newtonian limit.

From the variation of the arrival time in Eq. (28), i.e. δt = 0, one can obtain the deflection angle [45]

α̂ = α̂_{GR} = 2 c^2 ∫ ∇_⊥Φ dl, (32)

where ∇_⊥ := ∇ − ê(ê · ∇), with ê :=^{dx}_{dl} the unit spatial vector tangent to the direction of the light ray. For an axially symmetric mass distribution around the line of sight the deflection angle is given by the formula

α̂(ξ) =

4GM_{cyl}(ξ)

c^2ξ

, (33)

where ξ is the distance from the line of sight and M_{cyl}(ξ) is the mass enclosed in a cylinder with radius ξ.

Some recent works have suggested that when the spherically symmetric mass distribution ρ(r) is left very general, in the weak field limit of f(R)-gravity, the gravitational potential assumes a very general form in spherical coordinates [46–48]

ds^2 = − ( 1 − GM r − δ e^{−ar} 3ar ) c^2dt^2 + ( 1 + GM r − δ (ra + 1) e^{−ar} 3ar ) dr^2 + r^2dΩ,

(34)

where δ and a are taken as two free parameters of the theory^3. The Chameleon effect takes place, leading to

3 We notice that for a point mass the metric elements in Eq. (34) are equivalent to Eqs. (17) and (18) with δ = a, if one passes from spherical to Cartesian coordinates.

the above metric, where the new parameter δ is shown to depend on both the source mass and the local density which it is embedded in [46, 48]. Clearly, in this regime, the validity of the Birkhoff and Gauss theorem is not guaranteed and spherically symmetric solutions could be achieved also for the Ricci scalar depending on the radius [38]. It is worthwhile noticing that, in any case, conservation laws hold thanks to the Bianchi identities.

However, our conclusions about gravitational lensing predictions remain valid also for the metric (34). The reason once again is that the additional potentials, which in this case depend on the parameters a and δ, exactly cancel out in the effective refraction index.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In the present paper we discuss the weak field limit for a very general class of f(R)-gravity theories. In most astrophysical phenomena from the typical Solar System observations, to the dynamics in galaxies and clusters, as well as gravitational lensing observations, the gravitational field generated by the respective mass distribution can be considered as weak, allowing the field equations to be treated in a perturbative way [22, 39, 40]. From the consequent expansion in inverse powers of the speed of light, the time-time and space-space metric elements deliver the gravitational potentials of the mass distribution that govern the motion of both massive and massless particles. While on the one side, within the Einsteinian framework, only the classical Newtonian Φ(r) potential is recovered, on the other side, in the case of the more general f(R)-gravity theories, the additional Yukawa potential Ψ(r) emerges. The equations of motion of massive particles, and in particular, the dynamical observables like the circular velocity and the velocity dispersion, differ from the Einsteinian ones, as they depend on a combination of both potentials Φ and Ψ. The remarkable result here obtained is that, despite massive particles are affected by such an extension of the gravity theory, massless particles are not, since they are governed only by the Newtonian potential. Therefore, all the gravitational lensing predictions obtained from GR are still valid in the framework of f(R)-gravity.

Our results have been obtained taking into account only terms up to the leading order O ( c^{−2} ) . For most astrophysical phenomena the higher order terms can be neglected. In fact, the weak field conditions (5) hold for stars, galaxies and clusters, which induce slight perturbations of the space-time. Consequently the derived Eq. (23) for particle dynamics and Eq. (32) for gravitational lensing are not more valid in the case of sources that strongly act on space-time, like neutron stars and black holes. To appropriately describe these cases, the metric elements need to be expanded to higher orders, hence gravitational lensing phenomena in f(R)-gravity can differ from GR in the strong field regime.

The dark components account for ∼ 95% of the total energy budget of the Universe [6] and their existence has not yet been satisfyingly proved. Extended theories of gravity have been proposed as candidates to replace not only the dark energy on cosmological scales [14, 24, 26], but also to account for the observed mass profiles in galaxies and clusters of galaxies without the inclusion of dark matter [10, 21, 28–33].

The need of dark matter in astrophysical objects emerges from different observational mass probes. In galaxies both lensing observations [49, 50] and dynamical analyses, such as circular rotation curves in spiral galaxies [5] and velocity dispersions in early-type systems [43, 51, 52] have showed that dark matter is the dominant mass component not only in the outskirts but also in the very central regions. The same is found in galaxy clusters, where a large amount of dark matter is needed to explain the weak and strong lensing observations [7– 9] as well as dynamical data like the velocity dispersion of the galaxies or the temperature profile of the X-ray emitting intracluster medium [53, 54]. In these analyses almost the same amount of dark matter is required in both dynamical and lensing data.

Up to now, f(R)-gravity has been mainly tested using dynamical data in both spiral galaxies [29, 30] and galaxy clusters [55]. Since the dynamical predictions of the here discussed f(R) theories depend on the additional Yukawa potential (as shown in Eqs. (24) and (25)), the observed data could, in principle, be reproduced without the need of dark matter by fitting the free parameter a of the theory.

However, gravitational lensing represents a complementary mass probe to determine if f(R)-gravity theories are valuable ways to escape the presence of dark matter. In the case of the here discussed f(R) theories, we have shown that the gravitational lensing observables are the same as the GR ones. Since in the GR framework the baryonic matter in galaxies and cluster of galaxies is not enough to explain the lensing observations, in the regime of these f(R)-gravity theories this is the case too. Therefore, from the viewpoint of gravitational lensing, dark matter is still needed in f(R)-gravity to fit the observations.

However, an important remark is due at this point. Clearly, dark matter shows particle properties that could be related to the further degrees of freedom of f(R)- gravity. In this case, there is no contradiction with the above results since null-geodesics, in the post-Newtonian approximation, follow the same behavior of GR while particle dynamics is different (see [56] for a detailed discussion).

Another important implication is that gravitational lensing is not able to constrain the parameter space of the here assumed f(R)-gravity. While from precise Solar System tests, constraints on the parameter a have been given via dynamical predictions [22, 23], gravitational lensing predictions from f(R)-gravity are in agreement with the observations, as they do not differ from the GR ones. Following a similar approach, recently Berry and Gair [57] have found that these f(R)-gravity theories have an effective post-Newtonian parameter γ = 1, confirming our results.

Combining the dynamical and lensing mass probes, as they have to be coherent, one would expect to be able to fit at most a small part of the missing mass, and still need a non negligible amount of dark matter, which a modification of the theory, like the one here discussed, is not able to avoid. In a forthcoming paper, we plan to investigate further on this supposition, performing a combined dynamical and lensing analysis in lens galaxies [49, 50]. Moreover it would be interesting to analyse more general f(R)-gravity theories, for example theories with a nonvanishing cosmological constant, i.e. f(0) ≠ 0, and their implication on dynamical and lensing observables.

A final remark concerns the “representation” of f(R)- gravity. According to [58], this kind of theories can be recast as perfect fluids or as scalar-tensor theories. This means that dark matter (and dark energy) assumes different dynamics depending on the frame which can be the Jordan or the Einstein frame. Gravitational lensing approximation has to be dealt accordingly taking care of how the gravitational degrees of freedom are represented in the two different frames. In the discussion performed in this paper, we considered only the Jordan frame without assuming any conformal transformation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

CT is supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation.

[1] M. Burgay, N. D’Amico, A. Possenti, R. N. Manchester, A. G. Lyne, M. Kramer, M. A. McLaughlin, D. R. Lorimer, F. Camilo, I. H. Stairs, P. C. C. Freire, and B. C. Joshi, Memorie della Societa Astronomica Italiana Supplementi, 9, 345 (2006).

[2] A. G. Lyne, Chinese Journal of Astronomy and Astrophysics Supplement, 6, 020000 (2006).

[3] C. M. Will, Living Reviews in Relativity, 9, 3 (2006). [4] S. M. Carroll, W. H. Press, and E. L. Turner, ARA&A, 30, 499 (1992).

[5] Y. Sofue and V. Rubin, ARA&A, 39, 137 (2001). [6] E. Komatsu, K. M. Smith, J. Dunkley, C. L. Bennett, B. Gold, G. Hinshaw, N. Jarosik, D. Larson, M. R. Nolta, L. Page, D. N. Spergel, M. Halpern, R. S. Hill, A. Kogut, M. Limon, S. S. Meyer, N. Odegard, G. S. Tucker, J. L. Weiland, E. Wollack, and E. L. Wright, ApJS, 192, 18 (2011).

[7] D. Clowe, M. Bradač, A. H. Gonzalez, M. Markevitch, S. W. Randall, C. Jones, and D. Zaritsky, ApJ, 648, L109 (2006).

[8] M. Bradač, S. W. Allen, T. Treu, H. Ebeling, R. Massey, R. G. Morris, A. von der Linden, and D. Applegate, ApJ, 687, 959 (2008).

[9] M. Sereno, M. Lubini, and P. Jetzer, A&A, 518, A55 (2010).

[10] R. H. Sanders and S. S. McGaugh, ARA&A, 40, 263 (2002).

[11] V. F. Cardone, G. Angus, A. Diaferio, C. Tortora, and R. Molinaro, MNRAS, 412, 2617 (2011).

[12] J. D. Bekenstein, Phys. Rev. D, 70, 083509 (2004). [13] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod.

Phys., 4, 115 (2007).

[14] S. Capozziello and M. Francaviglia, General Relativity and Gravitation, 40, 357 (2008).

[15] S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, and V. Faraoni, The Open Astronomy Jurnal, 2, 1874 (2009).

[16] A. De Felice and S. Tsujikawa, Living Reviews in Relativity, 13, 3 (2010).

[17] S. Capozziello and V. Faraoni, Beyond Einstein Gravity:

A Survey Of Gravitational Theories For Cosmology And Astrophysics (Springer, New York, 2010).

[18] S. Capozziello and M. De Laurentis, Invariance Principles and Extended Gravity: Theory and Probes (Nova Science Publishers, New York, 2011).

[19] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rep., 505, 59 (2011). [20] K. S. Stelle, General Relativity and Gravitation, 9, 353 (1978).

[21] S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, S. Carloni, and A. Troisi, Physics Letters A, 326, 292 (2004).

[22] J. Näf and P. Jetzer, Phys. Rev. D, 81, 104003 (2010). [23] D. J. Kapner, T. S. Cook, E. G. Adelberger, J. H. Gundlach, B. R. Heckel, C. D. Hoyle, and H. E. Swanson, Physical Review Letters, 98, 021101 (2007).

[24] S. Capozziello, International Journal of Modern Physics D, 11, 483 (2002).

[25] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D, 68, 123512 (2003).

[26] S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, S. Carloni, and A. Troisi, International Journal of Modern Physics D, 12, 1969 (2003).

[27] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Physics Letters B, 576, 5 (2003).

[28] S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, and A. Troisi, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 8, 1 (2006).

[29] S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, and A. Troisi, MNRAS, 375, 1423 (2007).

[30] C. Frigerio Martins and P. Salucci, MNRAS, 381, 1103 (2007).

[31] S. Mendoza and Y. M. Rosas-Guevara, A&A, 472, 367 (2007).

[32] Y. Sobouti, A&A, 464, 921 (2007).

[33] S. Capozziello, E. Piedipalumbo, C. Rubano, and P. Scudellaro, A&A, 505, 21 (2009).

[34] S. Capozziello, C. Corda, and M. F. De Laurentis, Physics Letters B, 669, 255 (2008).

[35] S. Bellucci, S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, and V. Faraoni, Phys. Rev. D, 79, 104004 (2009).

[36] C. Bogdanos, S. Capozziello, M. D. Laurentis, and S. Nesseris, Astroparticle Physics, 34, 236 (2010).

[37] S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology: Principles and Applications of the General Theory of Relativity (Wiley, New York, 1972).

[38] S. Capozziello, A. Stabile, and A. Troisi, Phys. Rev. D, 76, 104019 (2007).

[39] T. Clifton, Phys. Rev. D, 77, 024041 (2008). [40] A. Stabile, Phys. Rev. D, 82, 064021 (2010). [41] S. Capozziello and S. Vignolo, Classical and Quantum Gravity, 26, 175013 (2009).

[42] J. Binney and S. Tremaine, Galactic dynamics (Princeton University Press, New Jersey, 1987).

[43] C. Tortora, N. R. Napolitano, A. J. Romanowsky, M. Capaccioli, and G. Covone, MNRAS, 396, 1132 (2009).

[44] S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, and A. Troisi, Phys. Rev. D, 73, 104019 (2006).

[45] P. Schneider, J. Ehlers, and E. E. Falco, Gravitational Lenses (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992).

[46] T. Faulkner, M. Tegmark, E. F. Bunn, and Y. Mao, Phys. Rev. D, 76, 063505 (2007).

[47] S. Capozziello, A. Stabile, and A. Troisi, Modern Physics Letters A, 24, 659 (2009).

[48] V. F. Cardone and S. Capozziello, MNRAS, 414, 1301 (2011).

[49] M. W. Auger, T. Treu, A. S. Bolton, R. Gavazzi, L. V. E.

Koopmans, P. J. Marshall, K. Bundy, and L. A. Moustakas, ApJ, 705, 1099 (2009).

[50] C. Tortora, N. R. Napolitano, A. J. Romanowsky, and P. Jetzer, ApJ, 721, L1 (2010).

[51] N. R. Napolitano, A. J. Romanowsky, L. Coccato, M. Capaccioli, N. G. Douglas, E. Noordermeer, O. Gerhard, M. Arnaboldi, F. De Lorenzi, K. Kuijken, M. R. Merrifield, E. O’Sullivan, A. Cortesi, P. Das, and K. C. Freeman, MNRAS, 393, 329 (2009).

[52] A. J. Romanowsky, J. Strader, L. R. Spitler, R. Johnson, J. P. Brodie, D. A. Forbes, and T. Ponman, AJ, 137, 4956 (2009).

[53] E. De Filippis, M. W. Bautz, M. Sereno, and G. P.

Garmire, ApJ, 611, 164 (2004).

[54] E. De Filippis, M. Sereno, M. W. Bautz, and G. Longo, ApJ, 625, 108 (2005).

[55] S. Capozziello, E. De Filippis, and V. Salzano, MNRAS, 394, 947 (2009).

[56] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Problems of Modern Theoretical Physics, A Volume in honour of Prof. I.L. Buchbinder in the occasion of his 60th birthday (TPSU Publishing, Tomsk), 266 (2008).

[57] C. P. L. Berry and J. R. Gair, Phys. Rev. D, 83, 104022 (2011).

[58] S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri, and S. D. Odintsov, Physics Letters B, 634, 93 (2006).