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The generation of gravitational radiation in the nonsymmetric gravitational theory (NGT) of
Moffat is analyzed. It is shown that the theory predicts the emission of dipole gravitational radia-
tion from a binary system. The source of the dipole radiation is a vector density S postulated to be
proportional to the number density of fermion particles in the components of the system. This radi-
ation is shown to result in a secular decrease in the orbital period of a binary system in addition to
that predicted by general relativity. The size of the effect is proportional to the reduced mass of the
system and to the square of the difference in /?/[mass] between the two components of the system,
where / is a parameter having units of [length] that is related to the number of fermion particles in
each component. As part of the analysis, the stress-energy pseudotensor of the NGT, expanded to
quadratic order in the gravitational fields, and the NGT gravitational-wave luminosity formula are
derived for the first time. With a perfect-fluid model of matter, results are also given for the post-
Newtonian expansions of the source densities of the gravitational fields. The results of this analysis
are then applied to the binary pulsar system PSR 1913416 which contains a pulsar orbiting an
unobserved companion. With gravitational radiation attributed as the cause of the observed secular
decrease in the orbital period, this system provides a test of the prediction by the NGT of dipole
gravitational radiation. It is shown that the NGT can only fit the observations of this system pro-
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vided the / parameter of the unseen companion is <350 km.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

After presenting his theory of general relativity in its
definitive form in 1915,! Einstein devoted much of the
rest of his life to searching for a theory that would unify
the gravitational and electromagnetic fields.> The basic
approach of Einstein and many other authors who have
pursued a “geometrical” unification of the two long-range
forces of Nature has been to introduce a nonsymmetric
metric with electromagnetism coupling to the antisym-
metric part.® Einstein’s unified field theory met with
discouraging results,* and today such an approach is re-
garded as highly questionable in view of the successes of
gauge theories in describing fundamental physical interac-
tions.’

With a different physical interpretation, a nonsym-
metric metric may be used as the basis of a purely gravita-
tional theory. In 1979, Moffat proposed a new theory of
gravitation called the nonsymmetric gravitational theory
(NGT) in which the geometry of spacetime is non-
Riemannian, being fully described by a nonsymmetric
metric and a nonsymmetric affine connection.®~% In ad-
dition to a nonsymmetric stress-energy tensor, there
occurs a new source in the form of a conserved “fermion-
number current” that couples directly to the antisym-
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metric part of the metric. This current plays a major role
in determining the geometry of spacetime.’ The theory
has been further developed and studied extensively by
Moffat and collaborators.!®=%° A variety of theoretical
and experimental consequences of the theory have been
studied, including the post-Newtonian limit and observ-
able solar-system effects,”2~2° neutron-star’’ and black-
hole structure,?® =% cosmological models,”*""3? and gravi-
tational radiation.?®3%3% In addition to a real field struc-
ture for the theory, complex,®® hypercomplex,*® quater-
nion,*” and octonion® algebras have recently been investi-
gated by using a technique of algebraic extension.’® The
theory has been reported to be in agreement with solar-
system relativity experiments if a parameter / that is pro-
portional to the number density of fermion particles in a
body has the value for the Sun /g <3x10° km.”® Most
recently, the theory has been used to explain the observa-
tions of anomalously small apsidal motions in stellar
binary systems.*’

This paper is concerned with the predictions that the
NGT makes for the generation of gravitational waves
from physical systems. Mann and Moffat*>3* have
analyzed the way in which gravitational waves are gen-
erated by physical sources in the NGT and have deter-
mined the power output in gravitational waves in the
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linear approximation to the field equations. They ob-
tained the result of general relativity, finding that only
quadrupole and higher poles of the source distribution
contribute to the power output in gravitational waves. We
will show that when the field equations are expanded to
second order in the fields, NGT predicts the emission of di-
pole gravitational radiation from systems containing gravi-
tationally bound objects. The source of the dipole radia-
tion is a vector density S postulated to be proportional to
the number density of fermion particles in the objects.
More precisely, S =f2nu, where f is a fundamental cou-
pling constant with units of [length] measuring how
strongly a given type of fermion particle couples to the
antisymmetric part of the metric, n is the number density
of fermion particles, and u is their four-velocity. If we
represent the gravitational fields of NGT that are generat-
|

(dE /dt)ngT=(dE /dt)gr +(dE / dt) gipole + (post-Newtonian quadrupole and higher-order corrections) ,

where (dE /dt)gr is the general-relativistic result that

(dE /dt)gr= —{ (u*m?/r)5(1202—1172)) , (1.3)

where m and p are, respectively, the total mass and the
reduced mass of the system, v is the relative orbital velo-
city, r=dr/dt for the orbital separation 7, and the angu-
lar brackets denote an average over an orbital period.
(dE /dt)gipoie is the NGT dipole contribution,

(dE /d1) gipore= — ((u?m?d*/rO) % (w2437 %)), (1.4)
where the dipole parameter d is defined by
dEllz/ml'—-lzz/mz . (15)
with
2 0,73
1,2= fbodyAs dx , (1.6)

where S is the time component of S.

In 1975, Hulse and Taylor*! reported the discovery of a
pulsar in a binary system: PSR 1913 + 16. Their obser-
vations showed that the pulsar is moving in a highly ec-
centric orbit (e ~0.62) about some unseen companion.
An analysis of the orbital parameters of the system and
possible evolutionary histories indicate that most probably
the companion is another neutron star of approximately
the same mass as the pulsar, although the possibility of a
white-dwarf or a black-hole companion is not excluded.*?
With an accurate clock of well-defined period moving in a
precessing Keplerian orbit, the system has proved to be an
ideal astrophysical laboratory for testing gravitational
theory (see Ref. 43, Chap. 12). General relativity predicts
that the orbital period of the system should decrease as
the system loses energy by emitting gravitational radia-
tion.** From their most recent observations of the system,
Weisberg and Taylor*> have shown that general relativity
provides an excellent fit to the observed orbital period
derivative.

Moffat!® has considered the binary pulsar as a test of
NGT, assuming that the energy loss-rate formula for
gravitational-wave emission is the same for NGT as for
general relativity (i.e., no dipole radiation). With this as-

ed by S generically by %, it can be shown that in the radi-
ation zone the fields that contribute to the energy flux
have the form

W(x,0) < R™d?/dr?) [ SOx'dx", (1.1)
where the subscript “ret” means that S° is to be evaluated
at the retarded spacetime point (# —R,x’) with R= | x|.
We say that NGT predicts the emission of “dipole” gravi-
tational radiation, since the integral in Eq. (1.1) is the di-
pole moment of S°.

For a binary system, the dipole contribution to the loss
of energy from the system by its emission of gravitational
waves is proportional to the square of the difference in
1?/[mass] between the two components of the system.
Our result for the energy loss-rate formula is

(1.2)

‘sumption, he argued that NGT is in agreement with the
observations of the system. We find that dipole gravita-
tional radiation in NGT results in a secular decrease in the
orbital period of a binary system in addition to that
predicted by general relativity.

The predicted decrease in the period of a binary system
in NGT is given by

(P/P)ngr= —3(E/E)nGT

=(P/P)gr+(P/P)aipoec » (1.7)
where (P/P)GR is the general relativistic result that
(P/P)gr=— 2um?2mw/P)**fsrle) , (1.8a)
forle)=(1—e) "2 (14 Be24 ety , (1.8b)
and (P/ P)gipole is the dipole contribution given by
(P/P)gipole= — 881d (21 /P)* f yipgre(e) (1.9a)
Saipoe(@)=(1—e?) 17214 Fe? 4 Let 4 Ze®),  (1.9b)

where e is the orbital eccentricity. To the necessary order,
the Keplerian relations

(P/2m)¥=a’/m, E=—+(um/a), (1.10)

where a is the semimajor axis of the orbit, were used, and
an average was taken over one Keplerian orbit. Using Eq.
(1.7), one finds that NGT can only fit the observations of
the binary pulsar provided /. <350 km, where /. is the /
parameter of the unseen companion of the pulsar.

These results for the generation of dipole gravitational
radiation in NGT were obtained by making use of the
post-Newtonian gravitational-radiation methods develop-
ed within general relativity by Epstein and Wagoner,*®
Wagoner and Will,*” and adapted by Will*® to analyze the
generation of gravitational radiation in alternative theories
of gravitation. In the following sections, the details of the
calculation are presented. The field equations of NGT are
reviewed in the Appendix. A weak-field expansion of
these equations is made in Sec. II, yielding gravitational-
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wave equations and the NGT stress-energy pseudotensor
expanded to quadratic order in the fields. The NGT
gravitational-wave luminosity formula is derived in Sec.
III. From a post-Newtonian analysis, the energy loss-rate
formula (total energy lost to gravitational radiation) for a
binary system is derived in Sec. IV. In Sec. V, the binary
pulsar is considered as a test of NGT. Concluding re-
marks are made in Sec. VI.

The notations and conventions used in this paper are as
follows: greek indices run over the range 0,1,2,3; latin in-
dices run over the range 1,2,3; parentheses and square
brackets around indices denote symmetrization and an-
tisymmetrization, respectively; commas denote ordinary
partial derivatives. In keeping with the usage by Moffat
and his collaborators, the signature (+ — — —) is adopted
for the metric. “Geometrized units” with G =c¢ =1 will
be used throughout.

II. WEAK-FIELD EXPANSION
OF THE NGT FIELD EQUATIONS

In this section, wave equations for the gravitational
fields of NGT are obtained. These equations will result
from certain gauge conditions. These gauge conditions
will also furnish the conserved stress-energy pseudotensor
of NGT.

We begin by expanding g,, about a flat background
spacetime, .

» gyvznyv+huv s 2.1)

where 7, is the Minkowski metric diag(+ 1,—1,—1,
—1) and where | A, | <<1. The symmetric and antisym-
metric parts of g, are then, respectively, given by

g(;.w) =T]p,v+h(y,v) s (2.2)

8uv] :h{y.v] . (2.3)

Using the raising and lowering convention established in
Eq. (A1), it follows that

g(uv):n,uv_h(uv)+ha(uhv)a+0(h3) , (24)
|
R(,u.v)(A):—%Dh(yv)+%[(h(ua)’a—%h,y),v‘i'(h(va)’a
_%h(aﬁ)(

g l=plel pp lepvie 0 (n3) (2.5)
and
g=—1—h—5(h*~h, h")+0(h%). (2.6)

where indices on h,, are raised and lowered using "%,
ie, h*,=n**h,, and where h=h",.

Permuting indices three times in the metric compatibili-
ty equation (A37) and subtracting the resulting equations
yields

g(pa)Aﬁvz %(gav,p +g,ua,v_gvy,a)‘—g[yp]Affa”'g[pv]Agp .

(2.7
By iteration, one obtains from Eq. (2.7)
Al(,uv): 1Al()yv) -np"(hmm IA%vu) + h[ul] lA%va]
+hpan) Afou) +0 (h3) (2.8)
and
A 1AL Po(h lAk +h IAA
fpv] {uv]— "M (Ao) uv] [uA] ‘XMwvo)
+hpn' Al +0 (Y, (2.9
where '
1A{)/,w): %npa(h(ua),v‘i'h(av),u _h(vu),a) > (2.10)
lAfIW] = _;_,npa(h [av],p +h [nal,v —h [vel,a ). (2.11)
A similar procedure applied to Eq. (A 16) yields
47
DY,y =— *3—5}‘( TR+ 3
— 3N hior) +O(Sh?) (2.12)
4
Df,=— E M mAy— M pur+ 8k ) + R (1))
(2.13)

+0(Sh?) .

With the previous results, the NGT field equations can
be expanded to quadratic order in the fields. Using Egs.
(2.8)—(2.13) in Eqgs. (A23) and (A25) gives

%h,v),”] - %(h (aB),B_ %h Ya)(h(ua),v'*'h(av),u "“h(vu),a)

1 A 1 )
R s, w8+ P v, — P oy, a8 — ey p) — TP ey i, g —hivpyn) + 51 P Lhiag),y

— 2N h ey (Oh gy +hiaar s+ ™ s) + e Ok + R iany ™+ Ay ™s)

+h1uay By a = iang, )+ Bruay ™ igagy + P vay *haa )]

—3h' o hiagry— 5h P gy +O (R

Ry (A)= <0k [uvl + %(h[ua]’al'"‘h{va]’a#) —3(h (aB),B-

—3h P 1oy 4R ety —Pva)p

(2.14a)

Th ) Alaryp+ ety —Huta)

— 0P e (Ohp) + Ry =R ™8) = Riva) (Oh gy + B igny = huap)

+hipay hivgyn +Rgar,v—h o, 8) = hva) s +Raa — Mo, 8)

+ (R ey igasy +han  agyu + R iuar gn,y Ay hap,u) 1O (B

(2.14b)
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R (o (D)= — 210, (S*h 5 )P — %”ZS,LSVJFO(SM) , (2.14c)
Ry (D)= 4%[23[#.1'] —S* ) +S* o —SMA G, —h o) ] +O (Sh?) (2.144d)
Ry AD) =S iy P+ P+ O (Sh) (2.14¢)
R{,,)(AD)=0(Sh?), (2.14f)

where indices have been raised and lowered with 7,,,.
In order to obtain wave equations for the fields in NGT, we will exploit the coordinate freedom embodied in general
covariance and specify the condition that

o =0, (2.15)
where we have introduced the symmetric “gravitational potential” 6*" defined by

OMV=hP _ LyHh (2.16)
Let us also define

pHv=hm) 2.17)
and

A, =W, +8mn,,S". ’ : (2.18)
Using Egs. (2.4)—(2.6) and (2.15)—(2.17) in Eq. (A36c), one then finds that the divergence of ¢** satisfies

¢, =4T(SH L+ OM,SY—OSH) 4 ¢HY g0F 4 ¢PYOH 5 ,— 560 ,+ 0 (6°,04%) , (2.19)

where 0=60%,= 77“39,,3.
From the symmetric field equation (A36a) follows the resulting wave equation for 6*:

06#Y= —167r'#, (2.20)

where [0=7*"3%/dx*dx", and where terms that are nonlinear in the fields have been transferred to the right-hand side of
Eq. (2.20). To quadratic order in the fields, 7#* is given by

T(;w): T(pv)+2(yv)+t(uv) , (2.21a)
S _;_ ( 3¢a(ysv)ya —27SHSY —2MVSeS,) , (2.21b)
£ = 7—61——[ — 10,50 — 0 OB 1 B gernvB_gavsB) y Loguv g Lomgy

T

+ 20064 46,675 — 0 71— @7, 1P 67, OB HeE
+ FOTI0— 04000 — 010 + 3 a0+ g B+ 87y P+ % gt

+200p07 0P S A0+ S p a1

1

+ TN 0,0 0%F 7 — 56,07 +20,500%F — 0,5 ,0°7F — 0010+ 00 ,5— 5 dop, ,0°P7

—Gap P+ Gop 0 0°7 P+ 3P4 5))] (2.21c)

From the antisymmetric field equation (A36b) follows the wave equation for ¢**:
Dﬁb’“/: _ 1677_7.[[tv] , (2.22)

where, to quadratic order in the fields,

A= _ Ll plevl g 121

—A [u,v] +2[#V] _|_t[l“’] R (2238)
‘s

sl— — 2 (3057 4 252MkgY], 4 oS4 Lol S5 ) | (2.23b)
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(=[0G 5 O™ P4 SO0+ L TIO+ 0% 24 61

+2¢lK, g0V18.2 4 24 ,g0°1HVIB__GEIp Y 4 0V ) — + (0P +- PO —tenPY0) A4 1]

(2.23¢)

At this point, we use the additional gauge freedom of Ww and specify the condition that

Wu’” =0
which from the definition of A4 u> Eq. (2.18), means that
o H=87S* , .

Ay:
04,=-—16r7,,
where, to quadratic order in the fields,
Tu= %nﬁmT[aB],B+ Zutty
5, =0, P8% g— 56,2 S p— 508, o+ 150,65 u—
+ 38500, — 16 00S,, — 765,06 ,

(2.24)

(2.25)

Taking the divergence of Eq. (2.22) and using Egs. (2.15), (2.19), and (2.25) then yields the following wave equation for

(2.26)

(2.27a)

T6 ,;wtsa* %eaﬁsﬁ,ua'}‘ %Gp,aDSa

(2.27b)

1
tﬂ = E [ 3( Gya, y¢aB’y + eaB,p'quYa,B + % o aD¢pa + ¢aBD9;m,ﬁ)

—2(0 Ay 15+ 60,7 P A0 ) — O Ay 0y + 56,04, —+604,,)] .

(2.27¢)

To appropriate order, the matter response equation (A38) expanded in terms of 6#*, ¢**, and A, is given by

T(;w),v:(%gaﬂ,#_gua’B)T(aB)_*_e,aT(a#)_ %9,#7" +¢HaT[aB]’ﬂ+( %¢aﬁ,ﬂ+¢#a,ﬁ)T[aB] + %ES[”'“]S(I — %A [“’“]Sa .

(2.28)

From Eq. (A6), the expansions of the symmetric and antisymmetric components of T* are, respectively, given by
q p P g

T =p[(1+11)+p /polutu”—p1**(1+36)+p6*'+0 (p6g) ,

TIvl — —pd*+0 (pbd) .

The gauge conditions (2.15) and (2.24) automatically

supply the conservation laws
T =0, 2.31)

where 7'#¥) is given by Eq. (2.21). Equation (2.31) can be
verified directly. The conserved quantities

pe= [ a3,

= fz [qu(vA)_va(/M)]dfiEk ,

(2.32)
(2.33)

where X is a three-dimensional spacelike hypersurface,
can then be defined. In a coordinate system (z,x) in
which = is a constant-time hypersurface that extends in-
finitely far in all spatial directions, these integrals become

pr= [ #H0g% (2.34)
JH = f[x"T(”O)—x"T(”O)]d3x . (2.35)

From the post-Newtonian expansion of 7#* (see Sec. V),
it can be shown that the 7'#% are energy-momentum den-
sities modulo perfect divergence terms. Therefore, the

components of P* and J*” can be interpreted in the fol-

(2.29)
(2.30)

r
lowing way: PCis the total energy, P/ is the total momen-
tum, JY is the angular momentum, and J% determines the
motion of the center of mass. With the components of
the center of mass X defined by

X'= (Pt +J%/P°, (2.36)
it follows from the constancy of J% that
. dX'/dt=P'/P°. (2.37)

Therefore, constancy of P° and P’ ensures that the center
of mass of a system in NGT is unaccelerated.

III. THE NGT LUMINOSITY FORMULA

In Sec. II, we found that the stress-energy pseudotensor
7#¥) defines, among other quantities, the total energy P°
of a system in NGT, where

P°= fT(OO)d3x .

Using Eq. (2.31), one finds that for localized sources, P°
is conserved up to a flux of energy carried to infinity by
gravitational waves. In other words,

(3.1
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dt

where the integration is over a sphere of radius R= | x|
in the wave zone far from the source, i;=x;/R is the
unit normal vector, and ‘% is given by Eq. (2. 21e).

With the fields 6*Y, ¢**, and A4, represented generically
by ¥, their wave equations are seen to be of the form

O¢=— 1677,

0
P _ R 194,40, (3.2)

(3.3)

where the appropriate sources 7 are, respectively, given by
Egs. (2.21), (2.23), and (2.27). With an outgoing-wave
boundary condition, the solution to Eq. (3.3) is

_4f 7(t — {x—x’[,x’)d3x,.

| x—x'|

Bx,1)= (3.4)

For field points far from the source (R >>r="‘size” of
source, |¢¥]| <<1),

Wx0=— 2 [ 1(t —R +8-%,x)d’x"+O0((r/R))
R
(3.5)

If the motions of the source are sufficiently slow (source
within wave zone, r <A/2m=wavelength/27 <<R), then

‘t“(Oj [ 900 0000
+ 2600’090j’0+ %HOj,keﬁ,k + %em’keok’j _
+ % Gﬁ,k ejk,O 4 290j,k BOk,O

—26% 6%k +¢™ 00k +6™ ;6% k + 5

1 ni ik 1 100 ii
— 6% 6% ; + 3 0% 06 ; + 6% 06" j—
1 pii Ok
70" k07—
1 n0j 00 1 4ik ik ij 0i
— 307 07k — 58" 08" j =Y k™

(@Y 0d; +¢ ;4 — %4, )] .

Eq. (3.5) may be expanded in the form:

_ i‘”g_‘_” R R
YxD=—— 2= — [ 7t —Rx)@-x")"d
+0((r/R)?) (3.6)
For further use, note that
¥ j=0;¢,,+0((r/R)), 3.7

where, because of the signature of the metric being used,
R =( ~xjxj)1/2, so R ;= —ﬁj.

Carrying out the summation over indices in Eq. (2.21c)
for ¢'% and simplifying, using

¥,;; =V 00+ (material sources)+0 (¢?) , (3.8)

and discarding the terms involving source densities (that
vanish in the radiation zone if the sources are localized),
one finds that Eq. (3.2) becomes

———: R*PT%dq , (3.9)

where P 0—PO (modulo boundary terms vanishing as R ~!
for R— ), and 7% is given by

1 pii 00 1 pii il
30%007 j—76",00";
1 100 ij
70 ,i91,0

ij 0k
k=7 kd™

(3.10)

In the far zone, the gauge conditions on 6*%, Eq. (2.15), and the divergence of ¢*”, Eq. (2.19), assume the respective forms

k0 ik 00 a s njk
6 0= —ﬁ]9’ 0 6 )0:n'nk6] 0>

J »
k0 ik 0j
¢ " o=0;¢"0, ¢ ;=

(3.11)
(3.12)

where Eq. (3.7) has been used. With these equations, along with Eq. (3.7), 7'% can be written in terms of only single

time derivatives of the purely spatial components of the fields:

J

A pii pii RN
— 71,60 060" o— 71

For any Euclidean tensor QY, the “transverse-traceless”
part, Q#r, is given by

O =PiPIQX — s PPy QM (3.14)
where P;; is the projection operator defined by

When Eq. (3.13) for 7% is inserted into Eq. (3.9), it then
follows that

AA A kl 1
—;njnkn[nmn,,Q ,09'""’0—?1-ﬁkﬁ19k’"’001’"’0+—

11,0 od™ o+ 20, 9% b7 o — A Ax B 07 o+ T

« pik pik L o o niil pkl
an ,09 ,0+7njnkn,0 ’09 0

(67 oA; + ¢ o A0 B — %4, ;)] .

(3.13)

f

dP°® R? T RS
=50 P Ot ostro

+%¢Oi)0Ai_%¢o’.Ai’0)dQ . (3.16)

Since 0fr=h (1'{-) and ¢¥T=h[T"jr], we have the result that the
NGT gravitational-wave “luminosity distribution” (energy
radiated per unit time per unit solid angle) is given by
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dL R? ij ij ij ij
o =35 (o tEo—hiH A,

+3h100 4, — 2h1004,,) (3.17)
where the brackets denote an average over several charac-

teristic wavelengths.

IV. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES
FROM BINARY SYSTEMS

To determine the total energy lost by a binary system to
gravitational waves, solutions for the fields generated by
the system must be obtained for insertion into Eq. (3.17).
A post-Newtonian system of two stars that are small com-
pared to their separation will be assumed, thus allowing
all tidal interactions between them to be ignored. Each
body’s structure may then be treated as static and spheri-
cal in its own rest frame.

In order to obtain solutions for 6, ¢*¥, and 4,, a
post-Newtonian expansion of their respective source den-
sities is made. (See Ref. 43 for background information
on the post-Newtonian approximation.) In the post-
Newtonian approximation, the level of accuracy is mea-
sured by the expansion parameter € defined as

€’ =(maximum value of U)> U,v3I1,p/py , 4.1)

where U is the Newtonian potential produced by rest-
mass density py according to
1)

2 _ pO(x
VU =—4mp,, Ulx,t)= f ———IX_

—d3', (4.2
x|

where V2=02/0x/9x’. The sources of the fields in NGT,
T, T and S* are expected to have the following
post-Newtonian orders:

T()O:O(pOGZS) , T(Oj)zo(poels—}—l) ,

(4.3a)
T"'f’=0(poezs+2) >
TN=0(f?|Vn |54,
- (4.3b)
TW=0(f*|Vn |+,
S°=0(f*ne*), SI=0(fne*+"), (4.3¢)
where 5 =0,1,2,3,. .. (positive integer) determines the or-

der. Then from Egs. (2.20)—(2.21), (2.22)—(2.23), and
(2.26)—(2.27), the fields 64", ¢**, and A,, are, respectively,
expected to have post-Newtonian solutions whose orders
are

900=O(62s+2) , 60j:0(623+3) ,

(4.42)
6/=0(e**,
dY=0(k|Ve**2|), ¢"=0(k|Ve*+3|), (4.4b)
Ag=0(kV?e**2) | 4;=0kV?e**3), (4.40)
where k= f*n /py.
For T given by Eq. (2.29),
T®=py(1 4+ +v24+2U)+O0(pee*) , (4.52)

T =po(14+ M +0?> 4+ 200/ +po/+ 0 (pee’) ,  (4.5b)
T =py(14+T40242U +p /po)v'v’
+p89(1—-2U) 40 (pee®) , (4.5¢)
while for S# given by Eq. (A7),
SO=fn(14+ U+ 301 +0(fne) (4.62)
Si=fn (14U + 50 W 4+0(f*ne) . (4.6b)

Using Egs. (4.5a) and (4.5b) in Eq. (2.20), one finds that
the lowest-order solutions for 8% and 6% are, in the near
zone (r << R << A/2m),

6%=—-4U , 4.7)
0% = 4V | (4.8)
where

VVi= —4mpp’ ,

4.9)
. (x't)v"
Vi(x,t)= PolX U~ 30
|x—x"|
It can be shown that
Vij=—Up,. (4.10)

Using Eq. (4.6) in Eq. (2.22), we find that the lowest-order
solutions for ¢% and ¢ are in the near zone, respectively,
given by

¢¥=—21;, (4.11)
where
[ YY)
VA= —arS0, Axn= [ S Eal) g3y
[x—x'|
(4.12)
SOZon ,
and
¢ij: _Za[l,j] , (4.13)
where
. i 4
Via; = —47S’, a;(x,t)= f S—(x—’—f)—d3x’ ,
| x—x|
) ) (4.14)
Si=fnv' .
From Eqgs. (4.12) and (4.14), it follows that
ajj=—Apo. (4.15)

With the previous results, the source densities 7 can be
expanded to post-Newtonian order. With 7#V, 7l#¥] and
Ty, Tespectively, given by Egs. (2.21), (2.23), and (2.27),
their post-Newtonian expansions are
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3

Tooépo(l+H+v2+4U)——ijU,j—%}»,jSO’j—}—‘g—TrSOSO ,

8

T(Oj’zpo(1+H+u2+4U)vj+ﬁvj+%U,oU,j*ZLU &V j+

g
1
87

. 4 ;
+ 2 (Aaed ko =20 j A a )+ 34 ;S0 0— A ST +ap; ;380 + T#SOS] ,

(4.16a)

1
27 VeUki+2p0¥;

(4.16b)

" i1 1 1 3 1
)
7 :povlv"—EU,iU,j__Z;UU,U“g_;(k,ikk,jk+)\,k)‘,kij)+8ij P+EU,kU,k_zpou“‘g}\gkl}‘,kl—%k,kso,k ,
(4.16¢)
where p=p —(27/3)S°S°,
. . 1 2 1 0 1 1
T[O']=—%SIO"]*EAO,,-—FT(SOU),i-f-?US ,i+7pok,i‘;7¥,jU,ij s 4.172)
Aill— %S[i,i] +4‘121—77-A [i'j]‘i‘Poa[i,j]— Sustiy Lplisily 250liyil_ 2s0plil
LU ot =k Ly La 1
RECYSL ALY gy GV k= 5 Ukt - ,k[fV,-J,k+5;?»,kVu,nk, (4.17b)
3
To=3po ;A ; —TmpeS°+3S° ;U ; + FUVS'— 2 MUk s (4.18a)
T,:_4V{js°,j+2U,,.S°,0+2Vi,,.s°’j+%U,,~S{j+%U,OS°,i+—}U,J.Sf,,-+%s°U,0,.
+ 387U +2US° 10+ 2VIS° ;; — 2V V2SO 4 TmpeS+ S UVEST— 3(pw) A, — ﬁ U iAjo
B30 |
+47T kM je = g VA gk - (4.18b)
[ .
From the components of 7#¥, given by Eq. (4.16), fol- pr— f o033 | JHV—> f xHovI0g3, (4.23)

lows the symmetric post-Newtonian energy-momentum
complex ©*", whose components are

900=p*(1—}——;-v2—-;-U+H)——23—7TS0S0, (4.192)
O%=p* v/ |14+ T +4v? 43U+ £ |- Zyi_Lyi
Po
— —2313031' , (4.19b)
OY —p*vivi 4 i1 4#( UIUI— 189 VU 1Y), (4.19)
T

where

W,=X o;+V; (4.20)
with the “superpotential” X defined according to

VX=-2U, X=— [ po|x—x'|d’x’, 4.21)
and from Eq. (A46),

p* =po(1+ 3024+ 30) (4.22)

to post-Newtonian order. The ©OH° define conserved
energy-momentum and angular momentum to post-
Newtonian order:

(i.e., O is equivalent to 7#*) modulo perfect divergences
at post-Newtonian order). Through the (S°)? terms ap-
pearing in ©#°, the number density of fermion particles is
seen to contribute to the energy and momentum of a sys-
tem in NGT at post-Newtonian order.

At post-Newtonian order, the matter response equation
(2.28) splits up in the following manner: the time equa-
tion is the energy conservation equation,

p*%%—{—pvf, i=0(€|Vpyl), (4.24)
while the spatial equations are the Newton-Euler equa-
tions of motion,

dvt

p*—t —p*U ;+P;+0(e%q;) , (4.25)

where the comoving derivative d /dt =8 /3t +v*d /0x*.

The previous post-Newtonian results are now applied to
the assumed binary system. From Eq. (4.19a), the mass of
body A is given by

00 73
mA—fb yAG d°x
2

=25080 |g3x |

3 (4.26)

= * —L1H—
_fbodyA pra+M—30)

where



U= bOdyAp"‘(x’)|x—x'|‘1d3x, (4.27)
while its center of mass is given by
. 00, 73
xA—mA bodyAG xd°x
* 1 77 27 0c0 3
= Jbody 4 p(l—}—H—yU)—TSS xd°x . (4.28)

The full Newtonian potential U is given by

Us+ 3 mp|x—x5|~! (x inside body 4) ,

B , (4.29)
S mp|x—xp| ! (x outside body A) .
B

Ux)=
Then the total energy of the system POis, from Eq. (4.23),
given by

(4.30)

0 1 2 .1
P°=3 |my+smyv’=5 3 mymp/ryp |,
4 Brd

where r, 5= | x4 —Xp | and higher-order corrections aris-
ing from expanding |x—xp | ~! about x=x, have been
dropped. The orbital terms in Eq. (4.30) may be evaluated
to the required order using the equations for a Keplerian
orbit

(4.31)
(4.32)

r=r p=a(l—e?)(1+ecosyy)~!,
Y=dip/dt =[ma(1—e?)]'2/r?,

where 9 is the angle between the periastron direction and
the direction of r. The result is

P°=m+E, E=—3mm,/a, (4.33)

where m =m | +m,. The rate at which the system loses
energy due to gravitational waves generated by the orbital
motions is then given by

dPO/dt =(dE/dt)gravitational waves (4.34)

(where m; and m, are constant as long as tidal interac-
tions are ignored).

From Eq. (3.6), it can be seen that in the radiation zone
the fields are determined by moments of their source den-
sities:

(4.35)

where the first integral is the monopole moment of 7, the
second is the dipole moment, and the third is the quadru-
pole moment. Using the post-Newtonian source densities
given by Eqgs. (4.16)—(4.18) and the Newtonian equations
of motion (4.25), we have evaluated these integrals to ap-
propriate order for the case of the assumed binary system.

Since the center of mass of the binary system, defined
by

. evaluating terms involving
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X:(m1x1+m2x2)/(m1—+—m2) s (4.36)

is unaccelerated, the relative orbital motion may be
separated from the center-of-mass motion. To analyze the
relative orbital motion, a coordinate frame can be chosen
whose origin coincides with the center of mass. The rela-
tive orbital variables are

r=xi—x,, r=9L  ,=4v
TR a0 YT dr
(4.37)
r=|r|, F=d_YI
- T de r
From Eq. (4.25) follows the equations of motion
a;=—m,r/r3, a,=mr/r’. (4.38)

With the assumption of static structure, the moment in-
tegrals in Eq. (4.35) when evaluated for the appropriate
source densities given by Egs. (4.16)—(4.18) lead to the
following results for the fields generated by the binary
system (fields evaluated in the radiation zone to lowest
post-Newtonian order):

R = — (4 /R) v —mriri /r3)pr (4.392)

R = —Qumd /R) (P /1) pp (4.39b)

%= _(umd /RP*)(Tri+A 1) , (4.39¢)

A;=—(12umd /Rr3)(v' =3riF /7) , (4.39d)
‘where d is the dipole parameter defined as

d=1>/m,=1%*/m, , (4.40)
with

2 043
L= [, ,Sid’x. (4.41)

The result that the fields given by Egs. (4.39b)—(4.39d)
are generated by dipole moments of S° arises from
f S% d3x that occur in the
moment expansions of the fields. With the assumption of
static structure, it can be shown that

2 )
572— fSOxid3x=—(um dri/r[14+0()], (4.42)

where use has been made of the fact that (at lowest post-
Newtonian order)

dx

22 4d3 ,
da ¢

% [ s°x,0xd’ = [ S%x,1) (4.43)
where d /dt =3 /9t +v*d /9x* [from Eq. (A41)].

Inserting the gravitational waveforms as given by Eq.
(4.39) into Eq. (3.17) and integrating over solid angle us-

ing the identity

; (4.44)

one finds that the energy loss-rate dE /dt for the binary
system is given by
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(dE /dt)ngr=(dE /dt)gr +(dE /dt) gipoi. + (post-Newtonian quadrupole and higher-order corrections) ,

where (dE/dt)gr and (dE/dT)gpne are, respectively,
given by Egs. (1.3) and (1.4). With the orbital period

given by Kepler’s third law
(P/2m)=a*/m , (4.46)

and after evaluating the orbital terms in Egs. (1.3) and

(1.4) using Egs. (4.31) and (4.32), it follows that
(dE /dt)gg is the Peters and Mathews*® result that
(dE /dt)gr=— 5 (u*m*/a’)fr(e) , (4.47a)
forle)=(1—e)" "X 14 Fe?+5zeh) (4.47b)
while (dE /dt)gipole 15 given by
(dE /d8)gipote=— 5 (W?m>d*/a") f giporc(€) (4.482)
Faipoe(@)=(1—e2) ™21 4 ey Loty T . (4.48b)

From Egs. (4.33) and (4.46), it follows that the loss of
energy from the binary system results in a secular change
in the orbital period given by

(P/P)=—F(E/E) . (4.49)

Equations (4.47)—(4.48) then give the result of NGT that

(P/P)ngr=(P/P)gr~+(P/P)gipoie » (4.502)
(P/P)gr=—2um?>2m7 /P *fgr(e) (4.50Db)
(P/P)gipole= — 881d (27 /P)* £ gipore () (4.50¢)
The relative size of (}.’/P)dipole to (P/P)gp is of order
(P/P)gipoiel P/P)gr ™" ~(d /a)* . (.51)
Hence, NGT makes corrections of order (d/a)? to the

predictions of general relativity for gravitational radiation
from binary systems. For a system consisting of two solar
mass stars orbiting each other at a minimum distance of
one solar radius, the correction is of order
(1;2—1,%)2x 1012, where 1 is in kilometers.

V. THE BINARY PULSAR PSR 1913 + 16
AS A TEST OF NGT

For a system such as the binary pulsar in which there is
a neutron star with a highly relativistic interior, one can
no longer apply the assumptions of the post-Newtonian
limit everywhere, except possibly in the interbody region
between the relativistic bodies. Even so, it can be assumed
that the previous results carry over unchanged. It is ex-
pected that the worst that can happen is for there to arise
complications due to Einstein-Infeld-Hoffman effects of
the Will-Eardley type, i.e., self-gravitational corrections in
the sources of the fields (see Ref. 43, Sec. 11.3, for a com-
plete discussion of these effects).

In addition to the observed secular decrease in the orbi-
tal period of the binary pulsar, two additional orbital pa-
rameters of the system that are relevant to testing NGT
are the mean rate of the precession of the periastron and

(4.45)

-
the red-shift—Doppler parameter. The mean rate of
periastron precession for a binary system in NGT has
been reported by Moffat and Woolgar®® to be given by
(&Inor={6)rl1—1*(1+e2/4) /m2a*(1—e??], (5.1)
where 12=1,2+1,2 and (& )gg is the general relativistic
result

()gr=67Gm /a(1—e?)P (5.2)

The red-shift—Doppler parameter y is derived by compar-
ing proper time at the pulsar’s point of emission to coor-
dinate time.® The ratio of the NGT to GR contribution
to y is of order I,y */ma*. For PSR 1913 + 16, one ex-
pects that m <3Mg and a ~R, giving

Lpisar*/ma’® <1078y, 4 km ™% (5.3)

It has been reported that the interior solution for a neu-
tron star in NGT yields an upper bound for the / parame-
ter of ~10 km (Ref. 40). With this value for /., NGT
makes a negligible correction to the general relativistic re-
sult for y:

y=my(m;+2my)m =43P /2m) e (5.4)

Using the measured values of P and e (see Table I) in
Egs. (4.50), (5.1), and (5.4), one finds that the masses and
the / parameters of the pulsar and its companion are con-
strained by the relations

| P| =1.7x10"2um?3(147.7x 10~ 2d*m =2/3) ,

(5.5a)
() =2.113m?*(1—6.9x 10~ 31%m —873) | (5.5b)
y=2.9%10"m,m ~**(m, +2m,) , (5.5¢)

where m, and m, are the respective masses of the pulsar
and its companions measured in solar mass units, and
where their corresponding / parameters are measured in
kilometers.

The observed value of (&) constrains the total mass of
the system to be m >2.8m, depending upon the value of
I*=1,>+1.* appearing in Eq. (5.5b), where /, and [, are

"the l parameters of the pulsar and its compamon respec-

tively. If one starts by assuming that m ~2.8mg, i.e.,
that / makes a small correction to (&), then the con-
straint imposed by the observed value of y is that
my,=m,. If it is then assumed that, phenomenological]y,
I, varies linearly with mass over the mass region of in-
terest according to I, =m.=~+am, and neglecting Ly,

since it is expected that I, <10 km, it follows that
(0)=2.113m?"%(1-4.3x10"%a*m*/3) (5.6)

and
| P| =4.25x10"Pm>3(142x10~*@*m*7?) , (5.7)

where @=a /100.
For @ >0, NGT is seen to increase the mass inferred
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TABLE I. The measured orbital parameters of PSR 1913 4 16 that are relevant to testing NGT.*

Orbital period

Orbital period derivative
Eccentricity

Mean rate of periastron advance
Redshift-Doppler parameter

P =27906.98163+0.00002 s
P =(—2.40+0.09)x 10~'? ss~!
e =0.617 127+0.000003
(&) =4.2263+0.0003 degyr~!

y =0.00438+0.00012 s

2From Weisberg and Taylor, Ref. 45.

from (&) and to decrease the mass inferred from P. The
measured values of (&) and P imply that the largest
value of & that Egs. (5.6) and (5.7) can accommodate is
a@~2.5. This then constrains /. <350 km. With such
small / parameters, the results for the masses do not differ
significantly from those obtained within general relativi-
ty:* m,=(1.42+0.03)mg and m,=(1.40+0.03)m.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The binary pulsar provides a stringent test of alterna-
tive gravitational theories that predict dipole gravitational
radiation®® (see also Ref. 43, Sec. 12.3). For the case of
NGT, we found that binary pulsar observations impose
tight constraints upon the !/ parameters of the pulsar and
its companion: I, <10 km, [, <350 km, respectively. If
the companion is a neutron star, for which [, is expected
to be <10 km, the effects of dipole radiation in NGT are
negligible, however, and the theory is not constrained by
binary pulsar observations. Whether this conclusion will
hold in other close binary systems containing, say, white
dwarfs, is a question currently under study.
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APPENDIX A: THE NGT FIELD EQUATIONS

The fundamental field variables of NGT are the non-
symmetric metric g,, and the nonsymmetric connection
W%, Covariant and contravariant components of g, are
related by

g‘wgav:gw‘gva:&;’ (A1)

where the order of the indices is important. Field equa-
tions are obtained from an action principle with the La-
grangian

Lner=L6+-LNe > (A2)
where £ is the gravitational part given by
fG=——\/———§gl“’R,‘w( W), (A3)
where
Ry (W)=WE o S (Whp ,+Wh )
—WEW s+ WagWi, | (A4)

g=det||gu |, (A5)

and .Z'\g is the nongravitational or matter Lagrangian.
Using a form of .£" g appropriate for perfect fluids, Vin-
cent?! has derived a perfect-fluid stress-energy tensor

‘within NGT that has the same structure as for general re-

lativity:

T“"=[po(1+H)+p]u”u”—pg“V, (A6)

where p, is the fluid rest-mass density, Il is the rest
specific internal energy density, and p is the pressure.
Note that T#" is nonsymmetric because of the presence of
g"¥. In addition to T, there occurs a new source for the
fields in the form of a number-density current of fermion
particles, S, having components

SF=flnu* . (A7)

With this perfect-fluid model of matter, . g has the
phenomenological form

— 8T —
Lng=87 —gg,wT‘”-k——g—\/—g W“S# , (A8)
where TH¥ and S*¥ are, respectively, given by Egs. (A6)
and (A7), and W, =W,
The primary field equation of NGT is obtained by
varying .Z'ngt With respect to g,,,, giving

GM(W)=8wT", (A9)
where

GM(W)=R*M(W)—+g""'R(W) , (A10a)

RM(W)=g"Pg™R ,5(W) , (A 10b)

R(W)=gR 5(W) . (A10c)

The metric compatibility equation and secondary field
equation for g#*! is obtained by varying .#ngr Wwith
respect to Wﬁv, giving

BH B8R (R Wy + R W,
YR PWhy @ W S =V g (S-S}
(A11)

where for any variable X, X=v —gX. Contracting on u

and A in Eq. (A11) yields the secondary field equation for
[pv]
g

g =4mv —gSH, (A12)

while contracting on v and A in Eq. (A11) yields
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g ,+8 P Whg+ 581 W,=0. (A13)

Substituting Eq. (A13) back into Eq. (All) puts the
metric compatibility equation into the form

BEA+E Wiy +BHOW S —B WSy + T8 W,
:i;T—\/——g(S"S{wS"S‘;f) . (Al14)

The metric compatibility equation (A 14), can be written
in a more conventional form by introducing three addi-

tional connection fields: TIY%,, D%, and Af, defined,
respectively, from W£, and S* by the relations
Ch=Wh+380W,, (Al5a)
rﬂzrm]:o , (A15b)
8ovDls +8upDov=— %ES”(g,wgpv —8up8ovt+8ur8lapl) >
(A16)

and

AL,=T%,+Df, . (A17)

Using these definitions in Eq. (A 14) gives the results

8uv,a —gavAﬁA—gpaAgfv:O ’ (A18)

V—gr—V—g gr(xy——“/ 85" g1 -

If the definition of I'},, Eq. (A15), is put into the defi-
nition of R,

(W), Eq. (A4), one obtains

(A19)

Ruy(W)=R (D) + 5 Wiy (A20)

with
RI“'(F)=F5"’B— %(rgl-ﬁ)w"_rfvﬁ),y)"f'FZVF'(Baﬁ)—FﬁaF%v .
(A21)

In terms of A” and Dﬁv, R,,(T") can then be written in
terms of its symmetrlc and antisymmetric parts, respec-

‘tively, given by

Riun(T)=R (4)(A)— R (D) =R ) (AD) ,  (A22)
where
Rn(A)=AL,,, s— 5 (Afp) ,+Alp) )

+ Al Alp — Al Al — Afat Ay »
(A23a)
Ru)(D)=Df,,) p—5(Dlup,v + Dl
~D{, Dl +D LD, + DD

(A23b)
R (AD)= Aflw@(’ixﬁ) + Agsz (v
AfaDloy —AbwDla
- —AfiaiD ) — AfsiDfuar > (A230)

while

R (T)=R [0} (A)— R (4)(D) — R,y (AD) (A24)
where
R (M) = A g+ A Alup) — Al Ao — Afuai AT »
(A25a)
R (D)=Df,y) p—DfiiDlap) + DDl
+Df, D%y (A25b)

R (AD)=Af,,1Dlp) + AlupD sy — Aliay D
— AfiaiD (o) + Al D) + At D g -
(A25c)

GHY(W) can be written in terms of '}, by using Eq. (A20)
in Eq. (A10):

GH(W)=G*(T')+ 5 (gPg® — 1ghgle W, o1,

(A26)

where
G*M(T')=R"(T')—5g"R(T), (A27a)
RMYT)=gMPg™Ra(T"), (A27b)
R(T)=g%R 4(T) . (A27c¢)

Symmetrizing and antisymmetrizing,

G M (W)=G ™)+ %(2s,uBaV_g(uv)g[aﬁ])W[a,ﬂ] ,
(A28)
where
G*"(T)=R"¥T')— 3" R(), (A29)
R"™W(T)=s*PoR 5T, (A30)
and
shboy—gvhat = 5 (ghPg ™ 1 g PgH) (A31)
while
Gy =g+ %(Za uﬂaV_g [;tv}g [aB]) Wiap) »
(A32)
where
G(r)=R"I)— Lg*IR(I), (A33)
RWNT)=atPYR ,5(T) , (A34)
and
qMBay— _ gvBan — 1 (ghPgav_g¥Bgany (A35)

With the previous results, the field equations of NGT
can now be summarized. They are

G WD) =8 T — - (2smPv—gWgleBlypy , g
(A36a)
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G (D) =8 T — 1 (2arB® —gligleBlyy, o1,

(A36b)

gl —amv gsH, (A36c)
and the metric compatibility equation

8uv,r —8avAir—8uaAv=0 . (A37)

The matter response equations in a gravitational theory
determine how matter responds to the gravitational fields
that are present. The matter response equations for T re-
sult from general coordinate invariance of the nongravita-
tional action under the coordinate transformation
x%(P)=x%P)+E*P) characterized by the four infini-
tesimal generators £* (Ref. 51). In NGT, these equations
are

g(p[-t) T (PV),v+g[;4p] T [uv],v+g(ap) T (#V)A&v)

+281uo1 T ALy +81op T #IA L
+28uor T WAL 1+ 3 WipS =0 . (A38)

The gravitational action for NGT is invariant under the
gauge transformation of W, given by

Wﬂ = Wy, +¢,p, ’ (A39)

where ¢ is some scalar field. This results in the conserva-
tion law for S:

Sk ,=0 (A40)

With S¥ given by Eq. (A7), Eq. (A40) can be written in
a (t,x) coordinate system in the form of a continuity
equation for the proper fermion-particle number density

n*:

on* /9t +V-n*v=0, (A41)
where

n*=nu®—g , (A42)

vi=ui/u® (A43)
Conservation of rest mass, expressed by

(V=g pout) ,=0, (A44)

is built into T#" given by Eq. (A6). Similarly, Eq. (A44)
can be written in the form of a continuity equation for the
proper rest-mass density p

dp* /ot +V-p*v=0, (A45)
where
pr=pu’Vv—g . (A46)
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