arXiv:gr-qc/0309032 v1 5 Sep 2003

Gravitational Energy Loss and Binary Pulsars in the Scalar Ether-Theory of Gravitation

M. Arminjon

Laboratoire “Sols, Solides, Structures” [Unité Mixte de Recherche of the CNRS], BP 53, F-38041 Grenoble cedex 9, France. Email: arminjon@hmg.inpg.fr

Abstract. Motivation is given for trying a theory of gravity with a preferred reference frame (“ether” for short). One such theory is summarized, that is a scalar bimetric theory. Dynamics is governed by an extension of Newton’s second law. In the static case, geodesic motion is recovered together with Newton’s attraction field. In the static spherical case, Schwarzschild’s metric is got. An asymptotic scheme of post-Minkowskian (PM) approximation is built by associating a conceptual family of systems with the given weakly-gravitating system. It is more general than the post- Newtonian scheme in that the velocity may be comparable with c. This allows to justify why the 0PM approximation of the energy rate may be equated to the rate of the Newtonian energy, as is usually done. At the 0PM approximation of this theory, an isolated system loses energy by quadrupole radiation, without any monopole or dipole term. It seems plausible that the observations on binary pulsars (the pulse data) could be nicely fitted with a timing model based on this theory.

1 Introduction

The dominant opinion is that we already have both an excellent theory of gravitation – namely, Einstein’s general relativity (GR), and an excellent theoretical framework for particle physics – namely, the standard model, which is based on quantum field theory (QFT). The important problem of making quantum theory and GR compatible together should then be solved essentially by going to a superstructure including the two former theories as particular and/or limiting cases, the candidates for that superstructure being searched in the wide range of string theory. This might prove to be the case in the future, but it must be admitted that string theories are very complex, being based on differential geometry on high-dimensional manifolds. Even GR and QFT separately are already very complex, to the point that the link between either theory and its experimentally confirmed predictions is not fully understood, being based on rather peculiar algorithms [1]. Therefore, apart from the main line of research, one can find some risky attempts, in which it is tried to take a quite different route.

One such route is suggested by the existence of an alternative version/ interpretation of special relativity, which version was initiated by Lorentz [2] and Poincaré [3,4]. According to this version, the “relativistic” effects, which essentially follow from the Lorentz transformation, are all due to the “true” Lorentz contraction of physical objects as they are moving through the “ether” or fundamental inertial frame [5,6]. In fact it can be shown that both Lorentz’s spacecontraction and Larmor’s time-dilation follow from the negative result of the Michelson-Morley experiment, under the assumption that light propagate in all directions with the same velocity c with respect to a rigid reference frame, in which Euclidean geometry applies [6,7]. In this “Lorentz–Poincaré version of special relativity”, the time which is defined in an inertial frame by using the Poincaré-Einstein clock synchronization is generally not the “true time”: only in the fundamental inertial frame does the Poincaré-Einstein-synchronized time coincide with the true time [8,9,6]. The Lorentz–Poincaré version of special relativity has the same equations as the usual version initiated by Einstein in his well-known June 1905 paper, and is observationally equivalent to the usual version [6]. However, just because of this, the “ether”, which is still there in the former version, is indetectable. In particular, the true time of the Lorentz– Poincaré version is not experimentally accessible.

But, precisely, an essential assumption of the investigated alternative theory of gravitation [10,7,11,12] is that the presence of a gravitational field breaks the Lorentz symmetry, thus making the ether detectable [11]. Therefore, in this theory, the inertial time in the ether frame is a physically identifiable preferred time T (called the “absolute time”). It is accepted that the existence of a preferred space-time foliation could give a solution to extend quantum theory to the situation with gravitation [13]. The very beginning of this program is the formulation of the free Klein-Gordon wave equation in a gravitational field, which is ambiguous in GR, but leads to a unique equation (which is a preferred-frame one) in the framework of the “ether-theory” [14]. Another motivation for trying a very alternative theory of gravitation is to solve some problems which are common to GR and to most extensions of it – namely, the existence of singularities (there is indeed no singularity in the investigated theory, neither during gravitational collapse “in free fall” with spherical symmetry [15] nor in homogeneous cosmological models [16]), and the interpretation of the gauge condition (there is no gauge condition in this scalar theory).

This theory gives the same predictions as GR for light rays [17] and it unambiguously predicts that the cosmic expansion must be accelerated [16]. As to celestial mechanics: since this theory predicts Schwarzschild’s motion for test particles in the static case with spherical symmetry [7,11], one a priori expects that it should improve celestial mechanics as compared with Newton’s theory, in the same way as GR. However, due to the existence of preferred-frame effects, one has to check this carefully. To this end, an “asymptotic” scheme of post-Newtonian (PN) approximation has been built for a weakly self-gravitating system of extended bodies, that consists in associating a one-parameter family of systems with that given system: each system is defined by an initial-value problem [18]. This is a correct way to obtain asymptotic expansions of the solution fields, with respect to the small weak-field parameter. For extended bodies in GR, this has been done only with a very particular initial condition as to the space metric [19], and the obtained local PN equations have not been integrated in the volume of the bodies to get equations of motion of the mass centers. The latter has been done for the investigated scalar theory [20,21]. The obtained equations of motion of the mass centers depend on the spin rates of the bodies and involve structure-dependent parameters – two natural features for a theory that integrates the mass-energy equivalence. In order to test the theory, these equations have been implemented [22,23] in a code for numerical integration and parameter adjustment, that has been built by the author and tested [24,25] with standard equations of motion. (For the moment, the spin rates of the main bodies of the solar system have been neglected.) It has thus been found that the difference with a standard ephemeris [26] does not exceed 3” over the 20th century [23]. One may expect to significantly improve the observational agreement by improving the numerical treatment and also by adjusting the equations, not on an ephemeris, but directly on observational data. Indeed some correction factors of observational data are taken as free parameters in the adjustment of an ephemeris, hence the observations are not completely independent of the gravitational model.

Thus the current situation as to the experimental test of this theory is encouraging. However, it is usually considered that a scalar theory should have problems with gravitational radiation [27]. (Note that it is usually considered that a scalar theory should also have problems with gravitational effects on light rays [28], and that it is not the case for the present preferred-frame theory.) Therefore, the aim of the present investigation was to examine gravitational radiation. Before discussing the main line of that investigation, we shall present the theory.

2 Basic Principles of this Scalar Theory

2.1 Space-time metric and field equation

The theory considered is a bimetric theory: space-time is endowed with both a flat metric γ^0 and a curved metric γ. The relation between the two metrics is fixed by just a scalar field f [7]. This can be true only because this is a preferredframe theory and the equations are written in the preferred reference frame E (“ether”).^1 Thus, space-time is the product R × M, where M is the “space” manifold, i.e. the set of the positions x in the preferred reference frame E, and most equations are merely space-covariant. The preferred time coordinate T is

1 The theory could be rewritten in a generally-covariant form by incorporating the velocity field of the ether (relative to the reference frame associated with the given coordinate system) into the fields of the theory. If one restricts the choice of the reference frame to the “inertial” class made of the frames that have a uniform rigid motion with respect to E (the uniformity and rigidity being defined in terms of the flat metric γ^0), then one just has to add a constant vector V to the unknowns.

the inertial time in the frame E (i.e. T = x^0/c with c the velocity of light, and where the coordinates (x^μ)(μ = 0, ..., 3) are Galilean for the metric γ^0, that is, γ^0_{μν} = η_{μν} with (η_{μν}) = diag(1, −1, −1, −1)). In particular, the scalar field f ≡ (γ_{00})_E (thus in coordinates (y^μ ) bound to the frame E and with y^0 = cT ) determines the slowing down of real clocks in a gravitational field, as compared with an “absolute clock” that would measure the absolute time T . This is the case for a clock that is fixed in the ether frame, and far enough from any massive body so that it is not affected by any gravitational field [7].

The equation for the field f is [11] a nonlinear wave equation: Δf − 1 f ( f_{,0} f ) ,0 = 8πG c^2 σ (y^0 = cT ), (1)

with Δ ≡ div_g0 grad_g0 the usual Laplace operator defined with the Euclidean metric g^0, which is the spatial part of the flat metric γ^0 in the frame E; G is Newton’s gravitation constant and σ ≡ (T^{00})_E is the mass-energy density in the ether frame, T being the “mass tensor”, i.e. the energy-momentum tensor in mass units. In the most general case, applicable to a heterogeneous universe on a cosmological time-scale, the gravitational field is not directly the field f but instead the field of the “ether pressure” p_e, and a different field equation applies [7]. But this reduces to (1) if the time variation of the “reference pressure” p^∞_e (T ) ≡ Sup_{x∈M}p_e(x, T ) is neglected [11], which should be the case except on a cosmological time-scale. The analysis of homogeneous cosmological models [16] confirms that the variation of p^∞_e (T ) takes place over long time scales, of the order of 10^8 years.

2.2 Dynamical equations

Motion of a free test particle is defined by an extension of the special-relativistic form of Newton’s second law: E c^2 g = DP Dt_x , (2)

where E is the energy of the test particle: for a mass particle, E = m(v)c^2 with m(v) = γ_vm(0) the velocity-dependent inertial mass (γ_v is the Lorentz factor); for a photon, E = hν with ν the frequency measured with real clocks affected by the gravitational slowing down and thus measuring the “local time” t_x (see Eq. (4) below). Moreover,

g = − c^2 2 ∇f (3) is the gravity acceleration, v ≡ dx dt_x ≡ 1 √ f dx dT (4) is the velocity, and D/Dt_x is the correct time-derivative of a vector in the space manifold M endowed with the time-dependent Riemannian metric g (g is the spatial part of γ in the frame E) [11]. Finally, P ≡ E c^2 v (5)

is the momentum of the test particle.

In the static case (f_{,0} = 0), the extension (2) of Newton’s second law (thus three scalar equations) implies that free test particles follow the geodesic lines of metric γ (thus four scalar equations: the time component of the geodesic equation is equivalent to the energy equation valid for a test particle in a static field) [7]. In the static case with spherical symmetry, Schwarzschild’s exterior metric is obtained [7].

The dynamical equation for a continuous medium (fluid, electromagnetic field, ...) is deduced from Newton’s second law as defined above for a test particle. Indeed, for a dust, Eq. (2) may be applied pointwise and implies [12]:

T^ν_{μ;ν} = b_μ, (6)

b_0(T) ≡ 1 2 g_{jk,0} T^{jk}, b_i(T) ≡ − 1 2 g_{ik,0} T^{0k} (7)

(recall that g = (g_{ij}) is the (curved) space metric in the frame E. Semicolon means, as usual, covariant differentiation defined with the connection associated to the (curved) space-time metric γ. Indices are raised and lowered with γ). The universality of gravity means that the same equation must hold true for any continuous medium.

2.3 General energy conservation in this theory Equation (6) may be rewritten in terms of the flat metric γ^0, giving as the time component: T^ν_{0,ν} = 1 2 f_{,0} T^{00} (8)

(valid in Galilean coordinates for the flat metric) [12]. Using the equation (1) for the scalar field f, the r.h.s. of Eq. (8) may be transformed to a 4-divergence (with respect to the flat metric), thus giving a true conservation equation for the energy density

ε ≡ c^2T^0_0 + 1 8πG [ g^2 + c^4 4 ( f_{,0} f )_2] ≡ ε_m + ε_g. (9)

[11]. The energy rate in a fixed domain Ω, whose boundary ∂Ω is not crossed by any matter, is got by integrating the conservation equation, it is Ė = −Φ, Φ ≡ c^2 8πG ∫ ∂Ω ∂_T f g.n dS, E ≡ ∫ Ω ε dV. (10)

3 Gravitational Radiation

In GR and other relativistic theories of gravitation, gravitational radiation is mostly studied with the “weak-field approximation”, which is essentially a standard linearization of the field equations [29,30,31,28]. However, we are here in a domain where the accuracy of the observations (of the timing of the pulses emitted by binary pulsars) is very high, and so also is the precision of the comparison theory/ observation [32]. Therefore, it is desirable that the link between the equations of the theory and its numerical predictions should be obtained with the help of a well-defined approximation scheme. Thus one would need to introduce an asymptotic framework, associating with the physical system of interest S a family (S_λ) of gravitating systems (λ is the small field-strength parameter). A such “asymptotic scheme” was previously developed for celestial mechanics (see the fourth paragraph of the introduction here). As λ → 0, the behaviour becomes Newtonian. Thus it is a post-Newtonian (PN) scheme. Like the standard PN scheme [29,33,31,34], that “asymptotic” PN scheme leads to Poisson equations with instantaneous propagation, therefore it does not fit in the present context, since the aim is to describe how the energy balance is affected by the propagation of gravitational waves at the finite velocity c.

What one would need is an asymptotic post-Minkowskian (PM) scheme, i.e., one leading to a wave equation for the gravitational field (here the scalar f). In GR, it has been proved that one-parameter families of solutions to the vacuum Einstein equations generically exist, and that the successive coefficients of their Taylor expansions with respect to the parameter do satisfy the successive equations of the PM approximation [35]. However, in order to justify standard calculations based on equating the Newtonian energy rate to the energy rate as given by the “quadrupole formula of GR” (see e.g. Refs. [30,31,34]), it is necessary that there is indeed matter which has the relevant quadrupole tensor. One possible approach that would provide a reasonable justification to such calculations would be to show that the same given self-gravitating system may be consistently envisaged both in well-defined PN and PM approximation schemes; that the PM scheme (as applied to the given system and thus also inside the bodies) gives some calculable non-zero gravitational energy rate Ė_{PM}; and that the PM scheme is more general than the PN scheme, so that it does make sense to state the equation Ė ≃ Ė_{PM} ≃ Ė_{PN}. (11)

This turns out to be feasible. We shall insist on the essential points of that approach (the details of which shall be published elsewhere) and shall skip the calculations.

3.1 Principle of the asymptotic PM approximation

As for the “asymptotic” PN scheme, which has been presented in detail in Ref. [18], a family (S_λ) of perfect-fluid systems is defined by a family of initial conditions : at the initial time, the fields of pressure and proper rest-mass density in system S_λ have respectively the form

p^{(λ)}(x) = λ^2p^{(1)}(x), ρ^{(λ)}(x) = λρ^{(1)}(x); (12)

the initial condition for the gravitational field f, or rather for V ≡ (c^2/2)(1 − f) (which plays the role of the Newtonian potential), is given by

V^{(λ)}(x) = λV^{(1)}(x), ∂_T V^{(λ)}(x) = λ∂_T V^{(1)}(x); (13)

and the initial condition for the velocity is

u^{(λ)}(x) = u^{(1)}(x). (14)

The system of interest, S (e.g. a binary pulsar), is assumed to correspond to a small value λ_0 ≪ 1 of the field-strength parameter

λ = Sup_{x∈M}[1 − f^{(λ)}(x, T = 0)]/2 = Sup_{x∈M}[V^{(λ)}(x, T = 0)]/c^2. (15)

Hence, equations (12)_{1−2} and (13)_1 mean physically that, in the system S (and more precisely near the center of the most massive body of S), the scalar 1 − f = 1 − f^{(λ0 )}, that determines the magnitude of the difference between the flat and curved metrics, is of the order of magnitude 2λ_0, and that the fields p and ρ have the order λ^2_0 and λ_0, respectively (in units such that the fields p^{(1)} and ρ^{(1)} are of the order of unity near the center of the most massive body). These equations (12)_{1−2} and (13)_1 are exactly the same as in the PN scheme [18].^2 The essential difference with the (asymptotic) PN scheme of the scalar theory [18] is that, in the PM scheme, it is not necessary that |u| ≪ c (in the physical sense) for the given system S, because the velocity in the generic system S_λ of the family is order zero with respect to the parameter λ (Eq. (14)) – whereas the velocity is order √ λ in the PN scheme [18]. Correspondingly, the time derivative of the gravitational potential V is order 1 in λ in the PM scheme (Eq. (13)_2), whereas it is order 3/2 in the PN scheme [18]. Hence, the (asymptotic) PM scheme is just more general than the corresponding PN scheme, in the sense that the given system S will automatically be suitable for the PM scheme if it is for the PN one, and the converse is not true. (But the PM family (S_λ) is not “more general” than the corresponding PN family: it is just a different family of solutions.) Thus, Ė_{PM} can be used in the PN scheme.

2 The small parameter considered in the present paper is λ = ε^2, where ε is that used in Ref. [18].

3.2 PM approximation of the energy rate

We assume that the initial-value problem P_λ, defined by Eqs. (12)–(14), has generically a unique solution in some large-enough domain, and that the solution fields admit asymptotic expansions in powers of λ, which have necessarily the same dominant order in λ as the initial values. Precisely, we need just the principal part in these expansions. After changing the mass and the time units, for system S_λ, to the new units [M]_λ = λ[M] and [T]_λ = [T]/ √ λ (where [M] and [T] are the starting units), the small parameter λ becomes proportional to 1/c^2, and all fields: p, ρ, V , ∂V /∂x^0, but the velocity, are order zero, whereas the velocity field u is order c. We may hence write:

V = U + O(1/c^2), σ = σ_0 + O(1/c^2), u = u_0c + O(1/c) (16)

(recall that σ ≡ (T^{00})_E is the source of the gravitational field, Eq. (1)). These expansions have primarily to be valid at fixed values of the relevant time and space variables. Due to the fact that the velocity is order zero in the small parameter (in fixed units) for the PM family, the relevant time variable (the “dynamical time” in the terminology of Ref. [19]) is the true time T (as expressed in fixed units) – whereas the relevant time variable is T √ λ for the PN family of systems [18]. Therefore, in the new (varying) units, in which the expansions have the convenient form (16), and in which λ ∝ 1/c^2, the relevant time variable is x^0 = cT . As a consequence, the expansion of the field equation (1) leads, as we wished, to the wave equation for the 0PM potential U :

□U ≡ U_{,0,0} − ΔU = 4πGσ_0 (x^0 = cT ) (17)

– instead of the Poisson equation which applies to the 0PN (Newtonian) potential. As λ → 0, the gravitational energy flux (10) has a principal part Φ_{0PM}:

Φ = Φ_{0PM} (1 + O(λ)) , Φ_{0PM} ≡ −1 4πG ∫ ∂Ω ∂_T U U_{,k}n^k dS, (18)

where U is the relevant (retarded) solution of Eq. (17).

3.3 There are only quadrupole terms in the limit radiative flux

The next task is to calculate the limit, as R → ∞, of the 0PM flux Φ_{0PM} on the sphere ∂Ω : |X| = R. To this end, one first expands the retarded potential U as R → ∞, then one inserts this in (18). The multipole expansion of the retarded potential U contains monopole, dipole, and quadrupole terms, i.e. it contains M ≡ ∫ σ_0dV, d_i(X, T ) ≡ ∫ x^iσ_0(x, cT − |X|)dV (x), (19) J_{ij} (X, T ) ≡ ∫ x^ix^jσ_0(x, cT − |X|)dV (x). (20)

Indeed, we find: U (X, T ) G = M R + X^iḋ_i cR^2 + X^iX^j 2c^2R^3 J̈_{ij} + ... + O ( 1 R^2 ) , (21) where overdot means partial derivative with respect to T and the points of suspension indicate omitted terms of order 1/R coming from time derivatives of order ≥ 3 in the Taylor series expansion of the retarded density. However, M = Const. disappears from the flux (18), due to the presence of the partial derivative ∂_T U . As to d_i, it is in the limit flux just by d̈_i. But d̈_i = 0 from the 0PM conservation of the total momentum (which is obtained when inserting the expansions (16) into the dynamical equation (6)). It follows that the limit as R → ∞ of the PM energy flux contains just quadrupole terms:

(Φ_{0PM})_{lim} = G 60c^5 ( 2 tr ˙J̈^2 + tr^2 ˙J̈ ) . (22)

3.4 Use of the PM approximation of the energy flux

As already mentioned, the fact that the PM scheme is more general than the PN scheme implies that it makes sense to use the energy rate Ė_{PM} in the PN scheme. Let us try to expand on this point. The limit, as R → ∞, of the principal part of the PM energy flux, is given by Eq.(22), whereas, at the zero-order PN approximation, the corresponding limit is zero. Indeed, the principal part of the PN energy flux, Φ_{0PN}, is just the Newtonian energy flux. But the Newtonian energy of an isolated system is conserved, hence we have^3 lim R→∞ Φ_{0PN} = 0. (23)

However, although the zero-order PN (i.e., Newtonian) energy E_{0PN} is thus constant at this same zero-order PN approximation, it has no reason to remain so at the following, truly post-Newtonian, approximations. Indeed, as the order n of the PN approximation increases, the energy rate Ė^{(n)}_{PN} calculated at the n^{th} PN approximation should become a better and better approximation of the exact energy rate Ė, more precisely one should have

Ė = Ė^{(n)}_{PN} + O(λ^{n+1}). (24)

Moreover, the dominant part of Ė^{(n)}_{PN} should precisely be the rate of E_{0PN}: if the PN expansions are uniform with respect to time, then, by summing the rates of the successive terms in the asymptotic expansion of the energy:

E = E_{0PN} + λ(δE_{1PN}) + ... + O(λ^{n+1}), (25)

one should obtain the asymptotic expansion of the energy rate:

Ė = d dT (E_{0PN}) + λ d dT (δE_{1PN}) + ... + O(λ^{n+1}). (26)

3 This is easy to check by integrating the local balance equations of Newtonian gravity [11]; the point is that, in Newtonian gravity, the gravitational energy flux has just the same expression (18)2 as in the 0PM approximation, but with U being now the Newtonian potential, which is such that U,k = O(1/R^2 ) and ∂T U → 0 at large R.

More exactly, when we write Eq. (26), we are using the n^{th} PN approximation and we must hence rewrite this equation as

Ė = Ė^{(n)}_{PN} +O(λ^{n+1}) = ( d dT ) nPN (E_{0PN})+λ ( d dT ) nPN (δE_{1PN})+...+O(λ^{n+1}).

(27) Of course, just the same may be done with the PM scheme. What happens is that the first iterations of the PN scheme, in particular the very first one (the Newtonian approximation), give the simple prediction that the energy of the gravitating system is conserved, i.e.

Ė^{(n)}_{PN} = 0 for 0 ≤ n < p. (28)

Therefore, the exact energy rate is certainly very small, and one would like to calculate it by using the p^{th} PN approximation, that gives the first non-zero result (in GR, the standard PN scheme gives p = 5/2 [36], the fractional number meaning merely that a Taylor expansion in λ does not apply any more). But this is very complicated, hence one is led to admit that the first non-zero result given by the PM approximation, and which turns out to correspond to the zero-order PM approximation (Eq. (22)), is a good approximation to the exact result. The reason to believe so is that the PM approximation, in contrast to the PN one, does take into account naturally the phenomenon of gravitational radiation. We may summarize by admitting that, for some number p (may be p = 5/2):

Ė ≃ Ė^{(p)}_{PN} ≃ ( d dT ) pPN (E_{0PN}) ≃ ( d dT ) 0PM (E_{0PM}). (29)

3.5 Peters-Mathews coefficients and decrease in the orbital period

Now we consider a binary system and we assume i) that the two bodies are far enough, so that they do not tidally interact; and ii) that the radiative energy loss does not affect the spins. Under these assumptions, the rates of the quadrupole tensor J, which allow to approximate the gravitational radiative energy loss (Eq. (22)), may be calculated with the system being simply modelled as two Newtonian point masses. Then we calculate that

Ė ≃ −(Φ_{0PM})_{lim} = − 8 15 G c^5

K^2 r^4 [ 2 u^2 − 3 4 (u.n)^2 ] , (30)

where x ≡ x_1 − x_2, u ≡ ẋ, K ≡ Gm_1m_2, r ≡ |x| , n ≡ x/r (31)

(m_1 and m_2 are the zero-order masses of the pulsar and its companion; x_1 and x_2 are their positions). Therefore, the Peters-Mathews coefficients are:

k_1 = 2, k_2 = 3 4 , k_{dipole} = 0 (scalar theory). (32)

In GR in harmonic coordinates, the expression of the energy rate is [34]:

Ė ≃ −(Φ_{0PM})_{lim} = − 8 15 G c^5

K^2 r^4 [ 12 u^2 − 11 (u.n)^2 ] . (33)

(I.e., the Peters-Mathews coefficients are in GR:

k_1 = 12, k_2 = 11, k_{dipole} = 0 (GR in harmonic coordinates).) (34)

In order to relate the energy rate to the rate of the orbital period P of the binary, one uses Kepler’s third law,

(2π/P )^2a^3 = G(m_1 + m_2), (35)

and the expression of the Newtonian energy of the binary, E = − Gm_1m_2 2a (36)

(where a is the semi-major axis of the relative orbit), and gets Ṗ P = − 3 2 Ė E . (37)

For binary pulsars, usually the “companion” star is not seen and the observational input is the list of the arrival times of the successive pulses emitted by the pulsar, in short “the pulse data” [32]. Essentially, these data show a periodic variation due to the motion of the pulsar around the mass center of the binary system, but there is a slow drift in this variation, due to the decrease in the period P . If one wants to test a given theory of gravitation, then the “timing model” used to fit the pulse data should be consistently and entirely based on that theory. If we apply Eqs. (30) and (37) to a given binary pulsar, in taking all orbital parameters as they are obtained from a timing model based on GR in harmonic coordinates, then we will obtain a period change of the same order of magnitude as that found with the timing model based on GR, but significantly different from it – because the energy rate (30) differs from that in GR (Eq. (33)), while keeping the same order of magnitude for a given orbit and a given K. In view of the foregoing sentence about the consistency of the timing model and the theory, this does not prove that the scalar theory is not able to accurately fit the pulse data (which is indeed the true test). It is worth to recall that, in contrast with this, most other alternative theories give a very different energy rate from that predicted by GR, usually they even predict the wrong sign [32,34].

4 Conclusion

A scalar bimetric theory with a preferred reference frame has been motivated and summarized. An asymptotic framework has been introduced for the “post- Minkowskian” (PM) approximation outside and inside the bodies as well, by considering a family of initial-value problems for a perfect-fluid system; this seems to be new and could be useful in other theories. In particular, it has been shown that this PM scheme is more general than the corresponding post-Newtonian (PN) scheme and that, therefore, a simple and reasonable justification can be given for the procedure usually adopted in studies on gravitational radiation. That is, it is allowable to take the energy rate as given by the PM approximation and to say that it represents (approximately) the rate of the Newtonian energy. Using that PM scheme, the 0PM approximation of the energy rate for an isolated system has been calculated for the investigated scalar theory. This is indeed an energy loss, and it contains no dipole term (and no monopole term either). Thus, the radiative energy loss has the same structure in this theory as in GR, it has also the same order of magnitude. This is usually not the case for alternative theories, even for those that look much closer to GR. The author feels it plausible that this simple scalar theory might be able to fit accurately the pulse data of binary pulsars.

Note

The founding papers of special relativity, by Lorentz, Poincaré, Einstein, and Minkowski, can be found online on the web. Links may be found at

http://geo.hmg.inpg.fr/arminjon/INTRO.html.

References

1. P. Feyerabend: Against Method (New Left Books, London 1975), Chapter 5. 2. H. A. Lorentz: Proc. Acad. Sci. Amsterdam 6, 809 (1904). 3. H. Poincaré: C.-R. Acad. Sci. Paris 140, 1504 (1905). 4. H. Poincaré: Rendiconti Circ. Matemat. Palermo 21, 129 (1906). 5. G. Builder: Austr. J. Phys. 11, 279 and 457 (1958).

6. S. J. Prokhovnik: The Logic of Special Relativity (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1967).

7. M. Arminjon: Rev. Roum. Sci. Techn. – Méc. Appl. 38, 107 (1993). 8. H. Poincaré: Arch. Néerland. Sci. Ex. Nat. (2) 5, 252 (1900). 9. H. Poincaré: Bull. Sci. Math. (2) 28, 317 (1904).

10. M. Arminjon: Rev. Roum. Sci. Techn. – Méc. Appl. 38, 3 (1993). 11. M. Arminjon: Arch. Mech. 48, 25 (1996).

12. M. Arminjon: Anal. Univ. Bucuresti – Fizica 47, 3 (1998). physics/9911025 13. J. Butterfield, C. J. Isham: ‘Spacetime and the Philosophical Challenge of Quantum Gravity’. In: Physics meets Philosophy at the Planck Scale, ed. by C. Callender and N. Huggett (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 2000) pp. 33-89. gr-qc/9903072 14. M. Arminjon: ‘Remarks on the Mathematical Origin of Wave Mechanics and Consequences for a Quantum Mechanics in a Gravitational Field’. In: 6th Conf. Physical Interpretations of Relativity Theory, Proceedings, ed. by M. C. Duffy (Sunderland Univ./ Brit. Soc. Phil. Sci. 1998) pp. 1–17. gr-qc/0203104 15. M. Arminjon: Rev. Roum. Sci. Techn. – Méc. Appl. 42, 27 (1997). 16. M. Arminjon: Phys. Essays 14, 10 (2001). gr-qc/9911057 17. M. Arminjon: Rev. Roum. Sci. Techn. – Méc. Appl. 43, 135 (1998). gr-qc/9912041 18. M. Arminjon: Roman. J. Phys. 45, 389 (2000). gr-qc/0003066

19. T. Futamase, B. F. Schutz: Phys. Rev. D28, 2363 (1983). 20. M. Arminjon: Roman. J. Phys. 45, 645 and 659 (2000). astro-ph/0006093 21. M. Arminjon: Roman. J. Phys., to appear (2003/2004). gr-qc/0202029 22. M. Arminjon: ‘The Scalar Ether-Theory of Gravitation and its First Test in Celestial Mechanics’. In: Proc. 5th Friedmann International Seminar on Gravitation and Cosmology, ed. by V. M. Mostepanenko and C. Romero, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A17, 4203-4208 (2002). gr-qc/0205105 23. M. Arminjon: to be submitted [preliminary version: gr-qc/0305078 v1]. 24. M. Arminjon: Meccanica, to appear (2003/2004). astro-ph/0105217 25. M. Arminjon: Astron. & Astrophys. 383, 729 (2002). astro-ph/0112266 26. E. M. Standish, X. X. Newhall, J. G. Williams, W. M. Folkner: ‘JPL Planetary and Lunar Ephemerides, DE403/LE403’, Jet Prop. Lab. Interoffice Memo. 314.10–127 (1995).

27. S. Carlip: Phys. Lett. A267, 81 (2000). gr-qc/9909087 v2 28. C. W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, J. A. Wheeler: Gravitation (Freeman, San Francisco 1973).

29. V. A. Fock: The Theory of Space, Time and Gravitation (2nd English edn., Pergamon, Oxford 1964). (Russian original edn.: Teoriya Prostranstva, Vremeni i Tyagotenie, Gos. Izd. Tekhn.-Teoret. Liter., Moskva 1955.)

30. L. Landau, E. Lifchitz: Théorie des Champs (4^{th} French edn., Mir, Moscow 1989).

(Russian 7^{th} edn.: Teoriya Polya, Izd. Nauka, Moskva 1989.) 31. S. Weinberg: Gravitation and Cosmology (J. Wiley & Sons, New York 1972). 32. J. H. Taylor, J. M. Weisberg: Astrophys. J. 253, 908 (1982). 33. S. Chandrasekhar: Astrophys. J. 142, 1488 (1965).

34. C. M. Will: Theory and Experiment in Gravitational Physics (2^{nd} edn., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1993).

35. T. Damour, B. Schmidt: J. Math. Phys. 31, 2441 (1990). 36. S. Chandrasekhar, F. Paul Esposito: Astrophys. J. 160, 153 (1970).