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Abstract

We propose a reformulation of gravitation in which the gravita-
tional interaction is treated as a genuine force rather than an iner-
tial effect arising from spacetime geometry. Within this framework,
the difference between the affine connection and a flat reference con-
nection defines a tensor K¥,g, identified as the gravitational field
strength. This object cannot be eliminated by coordinate transfor-
mations, demonstrating that gravity possesses true physical degrees
of freedom. The formalism introduces vector fields £,* that extend
the notion of infinitesimal translations to curved spacetime and natu-
rally yield a gauge-invariant field strength §¢,,,. The dynamics of the
gravitational field are governed by a Lagrangian of Yang—Mills type
with an additional scalar degree of freedom ¢?, corresponding to the
Newtonian potential. In the limit of vanishing gravitational coupling
g — 0, the theory reduces to General Relativity, while for nonzero g it
constitutes an SU(2) x U(1) gauge theory of gravity. The framework
provides a unified description in which dark energy emerges as the
self-interaction energy of the ¢ field, and dark-matter-like effects arise
from the extended gravitational degrees of freedom. This formulation
offers a consistent bridge between classical and quantum descriptions
of gravity and clarifies the conceptual foundations of the gravitational
interaction.
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1 Introduction

General Relativity (GR) provides a geometric description of gravitation in
which free-fall motion is interpreted as geodesic motion in a curved spacetime.
Although this geometric formulation has achieved unparalleled empirical suc-
cess, it renders gravity conceptually distinct from the other fundamental in-
teractions, which are described by gauge fields acting on a (fixed or weakly
dynamical) background. This disparity has motivated long-standing efforts
to recast gravity in gauge-theoretic language, from the early work of Utiyama
and Kibble to modern gauge—gravity dualities. [1H6].

With reference to table 1, we compare notions of inertial force and gravi-
tational force as defined in GR when one attempts to view gravity as a force.
From table 1 it should be clear that the former arises from a change of co-
ordinates in flat spacetime, while the latter arises from not only a change
of coordinates but also some effects pertinent to non-trivial geometry. As
such, while they are both not physical in the sense that they can be trans-
formed away by an appropriate choice of frame of reference, they are not the
same(see page 243 of [7] for a detailed discussion on the difference between
gravitational effects and inertial effects). The physical content of gravity is
clearly what is left after subtracting the inertial effects. We refer to this as
the gravitational aspect of motion. We note that although the metric in the
latter case can be made locally flat, as dictated by the equivalence principle,
the non-trivial geometry has physical consequences as can clearly be seen
from the appearance of tidal forces in the geodesic deviation equation.

From the above discussion it is unequivocal that the Levi-Civita connec-
tion I'*,3 encodes both inertial and gravitational aspects of motion. From
the viewpoint of local field theory, this dual role obscures the identification
of gauge-invariant gravitational field degrees of freedom: Christoffel sym-
bols depend on coordinates while physical observables should be tensorial.
Earlier gauge approaches separated connection degrees of freedom and al-
lowed torsion and spin to appear naturally in the gravitational sector; these
approaches established the viability of gauge formulations as a route to rec-
onciling gravity with the language of particle physics. [5}8,9].

In this work we follow this programme but take a different, constructive
tack: we show that there is a reference (inertial) connection I'*,5 and the
physical content of gravity is contained in the tensorial difference
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Inertial Forces Gravity

In some coordinates Juv = M Guvlp = Muw
dx® daP dx® dzP
Force on test particles F/'= -T* z3—— FH = —TH 3 ——
P ¢ D2 uﬁ dr dr D2 gu def/ ddz
Geodesic deviation & _ 3 K i &P

dr? 0 a2 U dr

Table 1: Comparison between inertial effects and gravitational effects in
general relativity.

which is coordinate-independent and therefore a natural candidate for the
local gravitational field. From the equations of motion of test particles,
it follows that I',, is curvature free. To uniquely determine it, we extend
infinitesimal translations to curved spacetime via vector fields &,#. The 1-
forms &%, dual to these vector fields serve as gravitational potentials; the
corresponding gauge-invariant field strength %&iw is a Yang—Mills curvature
for SU(2) x U(1) gauge theory. The idea that gravity may admit an interpre-
tation in terms of gauge potentials and field strengths is both conceptually
attractive and supported by multiple formalisms in the literature. [6,[8}/10].

A scalar field ¢? is introduced to capture the Newtonian potential and
to ensure the correct weak—field limit. The combined action we construct
contains Yang-Mills-like kinetic terms for £?,, a minimal coupling to ¢,
and potential terms that control deviations from GR. In the limit of van-
ishing gravitational coupling parameter g — 0 the theory reduces to GR
(the Einstein—Hilbert sector is recovered), while for finite g the extra degrees
of freedom lead to phenomenology that can naturally address cosmological
puzzles such as accelerated expansion and modified galactic dynamics. This
strategy is in line with other modern attempts to relate gauge dynamics and
gravity (including amplitude-level relations such as the double-copy), while
remaining fully classical and local in its construction. [11H13].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 distinguishes
gravitational and inertial forces and introduces the tensor K*,5. Section 3
revisits the notion of momentum and its scalar character. Section 4 extends
translations to curved spacetime through the vector fields &,#. Section 5 for-
mulates the gravitational field strength tensor, while Section 6 demonstrates
that gravity is an SU(2) x U(1) gauge theory. Sections 7 and 8 establish



the Newtonian limit and derive the corresponding field equations. Section 9
shows that conventional gauge interactions arise as higher-dimensional lim-
its of the theory, and Section 10 discusses phenomenological implications for
dark energy and dark matter. Finally, we summarize and outline directions
for future work in Section 11.

2 Gravity: A Force and Curved Spacetime

To substantiate our assertion that gravity constitutes a genuine force, we
begin by examining the case of electromagnetism, which is universally ac-
knowledged as a fundamental interaction. By applying to electromagnetism
the same line of reasoning that, in general relativity (GR), leads to the con-
clusion that particles in a gravitational field follow geodesics and are therefore
“free,” we are seemingly driven to the analogous conclusion that electromag-
netism is not a force. This apparent paradox reveals that such a conclusion
arises solely from an inappropriate definition of acceleration. Once the no-
tion of acceleration is correctly formulated in the context of GR, it follows
that gravity must be regarded as a genuine force on the same footing as other
fundamental interactions.
Except in Section 9, we adopt the following convention:

e Latin indices a, b, c, ..., h are label indices ranging from 0 to 3.

e Indices i, 7, k, ... range from 1 to 3 and denote coordinate indices, ex-
cept when enclosed in brackets, in which case they serve as labels.

e Greek indices pu, v, ... are always used as coordinate indices.

In arbitrary coordinates, the equation of motion for a point particle in an
electromagnetic field is

d2 L N d A dz’ dz’
- ,u)\yi - = EFHV - ) (2>
dr? dr dr m dr
where the term f“,\y%‘{f—: represents a fictitious force. We show that by

starting from non-covariant definition of acceleration, we are let to the con-
clusion that electromagnetism is a fictitious force. If we naively assume
particles following geodesics of Levi-Civita connection are free we end up



with a covariant definition of acceleration that suggests that particles in the

electromagnetic field are free. Let us introduce a non-covariant acceleration
d?zt

dr?

at

and assume that the charge-to-mass ratio satisfies

e  daz!

m Mdr’
We can always choose A, such that this is true at some point by exploiting
the fact that it is gauge dependent. If @* is naively identified with the

acceleration in Newton’s second law, then the electromagnetic field strength
can be written as

dx? dx”
ard

~ ~ 1
Fp/m —_ — (Fp)\y - 5 (A)\pr + AIJFpA + ApFAl/))

In flat spacetime, the connection Iz v takes the form

T = 8,7% 030,24

1, R R (4)
=3 (O2Gpv + 0uGor — 0pow)

where g, = 0,20, %, is the flat-spacetime metric expressed in arbitrary co-
ordinates. On this basis, we introduce the Christoffel symbols I'#, associated
with the effective metric

Guv = /g\/u/ + AMAV’ (5>
and we can rewrite the electromagnetic field strength vector as

dx> dz”

Fr/m = —Tw,, — 6
/m A dr drt (>

Since there always exists a local frame in which I'*y, can be made to van-
ish at a point, it would then follow that F* is a fictitious force. How-
ever, unlike purely inertial fictitious forces (whose connection coefficients
are given by ), the quantity Fr encapsulates certain genuine electromag-
netic effects—specifically, the relative deviation of neighboring trajectories



of charged particles—through the non-vanishing curvature associated with
Iy,

Thus, the inference that the electromagnetic force is fictitious is seen to
originate from the misuse of a non-covariant definition of acceleration. To
recover the physically correct interpretation, in which electromagnetism is
recognized as a genuine interaction, one must employ a covariant definition
of acceleration. If we adopt the GR definition:

d?at dz dx”

B e, &
IGR dr? T dr dr’ (7)

then for the motion of particles in the electromagnetic field as encoded in
the metric , we obtain af,z = 0. Within this formalism, one would be led
to conclude that electromagnetism is not a force but rather a manifestation
of spacetime curvature. To restore the standard view that electromagnetism
is a genuine force, it is therefore essential to employ the correct definition of
acceleration given in (g)).

Since bona fide Cartesian coordinates cannot be introduced globally in a
curved spacetime, and quasi-Cartesian coordinates are in general non-unique,
the condition ¢g"” # g" (which is manifestly satisfied in a 4D spacetime)
implies that the connection coefficients lA“p,\V are not uniquely determined
(a procedure to construct them uniquely will be presented in the following
sections). Moreover, the inequality g"” # g"" entails that equation rep-
resents the Lorentz force law in a genuinely curved spacetime.

If, instead, we extend the dimensionality of spacetime to five and impose
the condition Jsx® = 0, then the 4D spacetime sector of the contravariant
metric coincides with the flat Minkowski metric. In this higher-dimensional
setting, the coefficients I' 5, become uniquely defined. One then identifies the
5D extension of g, precisely with the Kaluza—Klein metric. Consequently,
Kaluza—Klein theories can be viewed as emerging from an initially inappro-
priate definition of acceleration. Table 1 shows that this is also the case with
GR.

The assertion that particles following curves of extremal arc length (i.e.,
geodesics of the Levi-Civita connection) are not necessarily free may appear
counterintuitive at first. Nonetheless, once one recalls that the extremality
of the arc length depends on the chosen metric, it becomes clear that, by
a suitable choice of metric, essentially any given curve can be rendered an
extremal one.



For example, with respect to the metric g, the curve determined by the
variational principle

S:/\//g\w dzrdxv  with S =0

has extremal arc length. By contrast, the curves determined by

Sy :/\/(bQ(:v)/g\del‘dx” with 0S; =0

and

Se = / \//g\,w dordzy + < A dzrdr  with S, =0, and Car = A, dz"
m m

are not, in general, extremal with respect to g,,,. However, these same curves
are geodesics (i.e., curves of extremal arc length) with respect to the modified
metrics

g;gi) = ¢2 (I’) /g\,ul/a gﬁ) = /g\/u/ + AMAI/’

respectively. This illustrates that the designation of a trajectory as “free”
in the sense of being a geodesic crucially depends on the underlying metric
structure of the spacetime.

The definition of acceleration that accounts for inertial effects is

drt ~ dr® dxP
r,g——.
dr? + dr dr (8)

a' =

Re-expressing equations of motion for test particles in a gravitational field

d?x* . dx® dxP B

it e

in terms of this, we get

-~ dx® dxP
B (TH, 5 — TH, ) e —.
¢ (Mas ) dr dr
Thus, the gravitational field strength is
dx® dxP
Flim— KM o 27
g /m af dT dT (9>



where K¥op =I5 — f”ag.

K*#,p is the difference between two connections, thus it is a tensor and
cannot be transformed away by a change of coordinates. This shows that
gravity is a real force.

Let I', be the connection 1-form with connection coefficients Fgﬁ. The
curvature two-form is

Raﬁ = [8a -+ Fa, 85 —+ Fﬁ]

If I', is associated with the Levi-Civita connection, the coefficients R,z of
the curvature 2-form are components of the Riemann curvature tensor. Since
the physical content of gravity is encapsulated in the Riemann curvature
tensor, if we take the candidate for the gravitational field strength tensor to
be K#,3, it must be possible to write the Riemann curvature tensor in terms
of K¥,5. A straightforward calculation shows that if we introduce the 1-form
K, whose coefficients are K*,3, we can write the curvature 2-form as

Rag = [Va, K] — [V5,Ka] + [Ka, Kg] (10)

thus we can write the Riemann curvature tensor entirely in terms of K*,z3.
It also follows from table 1 that the inertial effects are characterized by
the 1-form with vanishing curvature. Therefore, the general form of ', is

Lo = &1 (@)0ué () (11)

where € is an invertible 4 x 4 matrix. We can use this to rewrite acceleration
as

dp*
mat = & (12)
dr
where the scalar P* = mﬁ“u% is momentum, £, are components of the

matrix &, and £,# the components of £, It should be noted that we can not
just take £, = 0,2 since the Cartesian coordinates do not exist in curved
spacetime and the quasi-cartesian coordinates are not unique.

3 Revisiting Momentum

That {P*} are momenta is clear from the fact that they are conserved in
the absence of a force. Since the fact that they are scalars might come as a



surprise given we usually think of momentum as a vector, it is worth showing
that this makes sense.

Recall that the energy-momentum tensor in field theory provides the
conserved Noether current associated with spacetime translations [14}|15].
That is momenta arise as charges corresponding to infinitesimal translations
generated by the vector fields .. When these infinitesimal translations are
the symmetries of spacetime, it is clear that {P,} are conserved for particles
following geodesics of Levi-Civita connection.Thus it makes sense to think
of them as the scalar Noether charges linked to the translational symmetry
group [8,{10]. We show that this is indeed the case starting from the definition
of momentum in terms of the energy-momentum tensor.

Given the energy—momentum tensor T#” in flat spacetime expressed in
Cartesian coordinates, the momentum is defined as

Pt = /T“l, * dz”, (13)

and its conservation follows from 0, T*” = 0. However, the definition ([13))
does not yield a genuine vector in general, since the right-hand side does not
transform as a vector under arbitrary coordinate transformations. Conse-
quently, cannot be regarded as a generally covariant definition of mo-
mentum.

To obtain an appropriate, coordinate-independent definition of momen-
tum from the energy—momentum tensor, the integrand in (13)) must be in-
variant under general coordinate transformations. This requirement can be
satisfied by defining momentum in arbitrary coordinates as

pi— g / 3%, *da”, (14)

where 3¢, = £*T,,, and in flat spacetime with Cartesian coordinates one
has &H = Ap®,* for some global Lorentz transformation A.

For a point source, we identify P* = mdz# /dr. Using , we infer that
momentum is conserved (a* = 0) when 0,3 = 0, and this conservation law
is manifestly independent of the choice of coordinates. From it follows
that

Pa — gau P[,L

is a Noether charge associated with the infinitesimal transformation dz* =
€&, which, in Cartesian coordinates (given the form of £,*), is clearly

9



identified as a translation. Therefore, the components P¢, being Noether
charges, are scalar quantities with respect to general coordinate transforma-
tions (while transforming as a Lorentz vector under changes of the internal
index a).

To justify the conclusion that the momenta defined by are scalars,
starting from the energy-momentum tensor, we assumed that in Cartesian

coordinates
a
&M = Ay 0,".

We now demonstrate that this assumption indeed holds.
In flat spacetime, we have K¥,3 = 0. Hence I'¥,3 coincides with the
Levi-Civita connection (Christoffel symbols) associated with the flat metric.

From the metric compatibility condition V,g.s = 0, where g,z is the flat
spacetime metric written in arbitrary coordinates, we obtain

Guv = Tab gau gbl/' (15>

Imposing the torsion-free condition implies that, at least locally, the fields
£, can be written as pure gradients:

£ = 9 (2). (16)

If {a#} are Cartesian coordinates, then the flatness of the metric and the
form (15)) require

wa(l,) — AabZEb + Oéa)
for some constant vector a® and constant Lorentz matrix A%,. This estab-
lishes the validity of our assumption &* = Ap%d,* in Cartesian coordinates.

4 Extension of Translations to Curved Space-
time

Since &,* are the generators of spacetime translations, they are uniquely
determined up to a global Lorentz transformation acting on the internal
index a. In contrast to tetrads, this residual freedom is purely global and
thus the vector fields &,* possess a direct physical interpretation. The fact
that the scalar functions ¥* are uniquely defined only up to a global Poincaré
transformation is therefore fully consistent with the characterization of the

10



one-forms dual to the generators of translations in flat spacetime provided
by and .

When K*,3 # 0, the connection coefficients associated with fictitious
(inertial) forces become distinct from the Christoffel symbols of the metric.
Moreover, one can no longer introduce global Cartesian coordinates; instead,
one may construct quasi-Cartesian (Riemann normal) coordinates in a neigh-
borhood of a point. These coordinates are not unique. Specifically, if {z*}
are Riemann normal coordinates about some point, then another set of Rie-
mann normal coordinates {y*} at the same point can be related to {z*}
by

1
Yy =a'" + A" + 6 Cragy2°2’s? + O(a?), (17)

where a* is a constant translation vector, A#*, is a Lorentz transformation,
and C*, 3, encodes higher-order curvature-dependent corrections. This trans-
formation law makes explicit the non-uniqueness of Riemann normal coor-
dinates while preserving the local “quasi-Cartesian” structure at the chosen
point. In particular, if {1/} and {@Z)“} are each defined in terms of Riemann
normal coordinates, then they are related by

1;(1 _ Aabwb—l-Oéa(iL'),

where

a’(z) = 1 C% gy 22’27 + O(a?).
Consequently, in this setting the definition of ¢, given by is no longer
compatible with the interpretation of £,* as generators of infinitesimal trans-

lations. The reason is that now any two fields £¢,, related by
gau — gau + a,ua/a

are physically equivalent, which contradicts the requirement that &, uniquely
generate translations.

This issue can be resolved by introducing a vector field A, defined such
that, whenever

o = Ko+,

it transforms according to

Ae, =AY AY, + 0,00

11



Defining the 1-forms dual to the translation generators by

£ =0 — A%, (18)

then restores consistency with the requirement that the set {£,*} indeed
represents generators of translations. R

An alternative route to is to impose that the connection V, be met-
ric compatible. Demanding that ﬁu differ from the Levi-Civita connection
then automatically implies the presence of torsion, which in turn leads to the
relation . One would subsequently need to justify why V, must be met-
ric compatible. Within this framework, metric compatibility emerges natu-
rally from the requirement that {,#} represent the extension of infinitesimal
translations to curved spacetime.

Equation also makes it evident that £, closely resembles the 1-
form appearing in Poincaré gauge theories of gravity [4},5], which serves as
the gauge potential associated with the translational sector of the Poincaré
group [8,/16]. However, £%, is not itself a translation gauge potential, since
extending translations to curved spacetimes does not amount to gauging
the Poincaré group. This is manifest in the fact that the vector fields £,*
generating infinitesimal translations in curved spacetime do not commute
and therefore do not furnish a representation of the translational part of the
Lie algebra of the Poincaré group.

5 The Gravitational Field Strength Tensor

We can rewrite K¥,3 in terms of {%, as
Ka5 = 1/26 (Fas + ZeoGas) (19)
where
FQW = ufav - avgau
and Z. is the Lie derivative of the metric along the integral curves of the

vector field £%*. Clearly, we can write the gravitational field strength tensor
as

dx® dxP
F* =1/26, M LeaGog———. 2
= 126 g o (20)
From this it follows that in the absence of gravity we have
ZeaGop = 0. (21)

12



Notice that in the absence of gravity {{%,} are not necessarily trivial since
in general

F,, # 0. (22)

From (21)) it is clear that in the absence of gravity {{,*} are Killing vector
fields; as such, they form a closed Lie algebra. The Lie bracket in this case is

fau ugbA - gb“ p,ga)\ = gQ:abcéc)\ (2?))

where {g€,,°} are structure constants and g is the new gravitational coupling
constant distinct from Cavendish constant. By making use of the fact that
the matrix ¢ is invertible, we can write as

Faul/ = _gcbcafbugcw (24)

Let
= 0,8% — 0,8%, + 9€3. &L, (25)

The absence of gravity is characterized by
3., =0. (26)
We can rewrite in terms of §,, as

dz¥
dr

F, = Py, ——. (27)
Thus F, is the gravitational field strength tensor and we recognize {P,}
as the gravitational charges. The gravitational field strength in our case is
clearly different from the one proposed in either the Poincaré gauge theories
of gravity, teleparallel gravity [17] or in SL(2,C) gauge theory of gravity [6].

6 Gravity as the SU(2) x U(1) Gauge Theory

The gravitational field strength tensor §*,, is precisely the field strength
tensor of Yang-Mills theories with £, as the potentials, implying that gravity
can be viewed as a gauge theory. We assert that {£,} are physical quantities,
which means they must be gauge invariant. This seems to contradict the
interpretation of gravity as a gauge theory, but we demonstrate that this is
not the case.

13



Our assertion is that {?,} are gauge invariant, which also makes §,,
gauge invariant. We prove this by construction. We introduce the field V
and the gauge potential A, with the gauge transformation U behaving as:

Vi+— VU

and
A, — U (A, +0,)U
respectively.

By defining &, = 7,£%, (where {7,} form the matrix representation of the
Lie algebra of the gauge group considered) as:

&, =V(A,+9,)V!

we observe that it is indeed gauge invariant. This construction of the gauge
invariant potential mirrors the Stueckelberg procedure [18,[19].

Having confirmed that interpreting gravity as a gauge theory fits within
this framework, we identify the gauge group. From the previous section,
it is clear that the manifold corresponding to the vacuum solution is the
group manifold associated with the relevant group. Since there are no 4-
dimensional (semi)simple groups, and the groups associated with the vacuum
solution comprise the non-Abelian groups, the group manifold is the product
manifold M3 x R. Since in vacuum we expect no preferred spatial direction,
Mjz = SU(2). Due to the fact that the formalism gives us information
regarding only the local properties of the manifold, we may take the group
manifold to be SU(2) x U(1). The other group consistent with the vacuum
solutions is the group of translations. This is readily obtained from SU(2)
by group contraction which is essentially setting the gravitational coupling
constant g to zero.

7 The Newtonian Potential

In general relativity, the non-trivial solutions to the vacuum equations -under
the assumption that spacetime is spherically symmetric and static is the
Schwarzschild solution which reproduces Newtonian gravity for a point source
in the non-relativistic limit. There exists the coordinates (Schwarzchild co-
ordinates) in which the metric has the form

249 M /13

goo = —(1 =29 M/r) 9ij = 0ij + T2 M

(28a)

14



We show that in the current state of the formalism where gravity is com-
pletely described by {£%,} such a solution does not exist.

Let us assume that gravity is completely described by {£%,}. There exis-
tence of time translation symmetry implies that

dp©)
pu— . 2
dr 0 (29)

We can always choose a coordinate system in which
g(o)u = ]_/B(T’)(;OM

and all {€%,} are time independent. Let £, = B,, with By = B(r). In such
a coordinate system

", = 0% ;67 4+ 5%B,. (30)
As such, the metric is o
G = 0,,07,gi; — BB, (31)

where g;; = §(k)i§(k)j. Since the spacetime is static, we can further choose
the coordinates such that B; = 0. Clearly, we can recover Newtonian gravity
or its modification if B(r)? = 1 — 2® where ®(r) reduces to the Newtonian
potential in a certain limit.

Making use of the equation of motion of test particles in the gravitational
field together with the above stated choices, we find that

x; dx’
r dr

dPg) _

—P
dr ©

o, n (B(r)) (32)
conservation of momentum in the temporal direction then implies that B(r) is
constant. Thus the theory in its current form does not reproduce Newtonian
gravity.

In order to recover Newtonian gravity, we have to introduce the Newto-
nian potential as the genuine gravitational degree of freedom supplementing
§u- For later convenience we introduce the scalar field ¢ and define the New-
tonian potential (®) by

¢* =1+20. (33)

The gravitational force then becomes

dxz”

FQM = Pbgsbuy dr

- %aw?. (34)

15



While in this case we get Newtonian gravity, it is clear that g,z will not
reduce to the solution to Einstein field equations even in the limit where the
theory reproduces Newtonian gravity. This is expected, since we know that
the solution to Einstein field equations is the metric of spacetime in which
the trajectories of particles under the influence of the force given by equation
(34) are geodesics. Such a solution g, is related to gas by

Jap = O Gap (35)

when the dynamics of £?, are equivalent to those of g,,.

8 The Gravitational Field Equations

From it becomes evident that the equations of motion of test particles
in the gravitational field can be expressed as follows:

d?xH

. . 0,07 dz* dz¥
G AT~ 0/28EE + T (00— /29" gn) T =0
(36)
by utilizing g, dztdz” = —¢?dr? and the definition ds = ¢?dr. We denote

the expression in the curly braces in . 36]) by I'#,,. In scenarios where g — 0,
I'*,, are the Christoffel symbols derived from the metric Gap define by (35) .
Although the middle term in the expression of 'y, becomes inconsequential
in the equations of motion of test particles in the gravitational field, it can
not be dispensed with since it breaks both conformal invariance and local
Lorentz invariance, whose presence would render , nonphysical.

To derive the Lagrangian that describes the dynamics of the gravitational
field, a connection V is introduced, defined by:

Vi =0\ + Ty (37)

The coordinate invariant Lagrangian, constructed from this connection and
at most quadratic in the derivatives of £%,, is

dt .~
— 3, A2¢ 1 av
/ Vidr 6%, V.V € (38)
where dt = da®. When g = 0, @u is torsion-free. As such, we have:
Vi Vo] (A (@)6) = Aua) [9,, 9] €2 (39)

16



for any scalar fields A% (z) and vector fields £*. The theory clearly maintains
invariance under local Lorentz transformation of £*,,. The local transforma-
tion

£, — 98, = /g — 99,
¢ — P02,
d 1 d
dr — v2dr’
Vi— V
which leaves unchanged is also a symmetry of the action in this context.
This indicates that when g — 0 the theory can not differentiate between
metrics related by a conformal transformation. Consequently, even when
the coordinates are specified the metric is not unique in this scenario. If
this theory corresponds to GR when g — 0, this highlights the ambiguity
inherent in the definition of force in general relativity. On one hand the
metric of spacetime is g, and there is a force derived from the scalar potential
¢* while on the other hand the metric of spacetime is g,, and there is no
force and there is no way of distinguishing the two situations within the
general relativity framework. If we make a choice ¥ = ¢!, we find that the
Lagrangian reduces to the Einstein Hilbert Lagrangian affirming that the
theory is indeed GR when g — 0. When g # 0, is no longer valid. We
have instead

V1 Vo | (Na(@)6™) = [V Vo Aa(@)) €2+ Au(2) |V, 0, | €2 (41)

Thus the above stated symmetries are broken.
Let . 3 ) o o
Rup = 0,1", — 0,1, + T2, 10 5 — 10,00 . (42)

We can write the Lagrangian density as
£ = 560" { Ry + &V5%, (M = T |- (43)

Making use of the definition of f“s,w with R as the Ricci scalar reduces the
Lagrangian to

L= VG{ PR+ 6100 + 00>/ 20", €6 € + 3/45°0* — \/46' ) (44)

17



up to a boundary contribution. The last term is added simply because when
g = 0, the theory is still conformal invariant in its presence. Since

'R =2V, (66" VL") = 20,606 + ¢ /A{ F F
_ fgagw (guaguﬁ _ gm/gaﬁ) fgagaﬁ}

and

1/49%(19“” (g#aguﬂ _ g“”gaﬁ)i’éagag —
1/25% il (97977 + 9" 9" — 29" g°") TP o,

we can rewrite the Lagrangian as
L= ¢ 455 0 M5 a5 —2:/98°2" € 10, 0% +6:/9|100] — N /4:/g¢" (46)
where

1//GMap" % = 1apg"® g% + 2 (&€ — 26,1612g"") — > v (47)

(45)

This makes it evident that gravity is the generalization of Yang-Mills
gauge theories. From the form of the Lagrangian it is clear that we can
promote the field ¢ to be the non-trivial representation of the gauge group in
question without violating the gauge symmetry. All we have to do is promote
the partial derivative d,¢ to the gauge covariant derivative D,¢. However,
since in this paper no attempt will be made at solving the equations in their
full glory, it is sufficient to treat ¢ as the trivial representation.

Let

GGMV = Mablwéuﬁggbaﬁ (48)

and
D¢, =0, + g&,.

The equations of motion of free gravitational field are

DS, (¢°Go™) — 35 — 32" =0, (49a)
O¢ — A/31¢% + 1/41F° ,, My P55 = 0 (49D)
where , 5
~E _ (b_ ¢a aMabﬂCw b
‘je 4 ‘S uv 856)\ ‘S af (50)
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and

I =&, (VIVA = ¢ 0) ¢ + 6€,,, [0490 ¢ — g™ (1/2]09]° — A/41¢*)]

(51)
with
avf
38./;/;@1);1 _ fe)\Mab'uaVB_geaMabuAyﬁ_feuMab)\w/B_geVMab#a)\B_geﬁMabuow)\-
A

(52)

9 Other Fundamental Forces as Special Cases
of Higher Dimensional Gravity

The unification of gravity with the standard gauge interactions has a long
history, from Kaluza-Klein theories [20] to more modern higher-dimensional
models [21]. Within our construction, conventional Yang—Mills theories emerge
when we impose symmetries in the extra dimensions in the same manner as
suggested in [22].

In this section, the convention is modified as follows:

e Latin indices a, b, ¢, ..., h remain label indices ranging from 0 to 3.
e Indices 7, j, k, ... now range from 0 to n — 1 and represent coordinate
indices.

e Script indices A, B,C, ... denote coordinate indices in the internal space,
except when enclosed in brackets, where they act as labels.

Consider the scenario where ¢ = 1 and A = 0, and let the 1-forms {¢4;}
be interpreted as the potentials within the conventional framework of Yang-
Mills gauge theories. For the Lagrangian provided in Equation to be
equivalent to the standard Yang-Mills Lagrangian, it is necessary that the
condition

.,E%Agij =0

is satisfied. This condition implies the presence of conserved charges repre-
sented by A
4 dat

A .
Q* = me S
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These charges are linked with a symmetry in the internal space rather than
within the 4D spacetime, implying they should not be construed as momenta
in 4D spacetime, but rather as momenta on the group manifold associated
with the relevant gauge group. The focus here is on Yang-Mills theories situ-
ated in a flat 4D spacetime. Within this context, the 1-forms corresponding
to translations in 4D spacetime can be expressed as

£ = 0%,0",.
Consequently, the metric for the higher dimensional spacetime is given by
9ij = Mu0"i0" j + E48 45
From this formulation, it follows that the vector fields responsible for gener-
ating translations on the group manifold are
§w' = &g o

where g8 denotes the metric of the group manifold. In contrast, those
generating translations in spacetime are

&' =0a" (0, — 04y ™)

It is readily demonstrable that the only non-zero components of the grav-
itational field strength tensor are §¢,,. Since the relation & 49" = 0
holds, the expression

T i (g™ + g g™ — 29" g°F) P FEE) ok = T Nn T ()
Substituting this into Equation simplifies it to

1 A v
L= _Zg( ),ulzg(.A)u ;

where the indices are raised using the Minkowski metric. This formulation
corresponds to the conventional Yang-Mills Lagrangian pertinent to well-
established gauge theories governing electroweak and strong interactions.
The resultant equations of motion are expressed as

D¢, gWr, =0, (53a)
I =0. (53b)

The trivial solution in this framework is qw = 0. To derive a non-trivial
solution, it is imperative to introduce a source such that J5* # 0.
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10 Applications

10.1 Dark Energy as Self-Energy of the ¢ Field

Observations of high-redshift supernovae revealed that the Universe’s ex-
pansion is accelerating [23,24], motivating numerous models that modify or
extend GR to include dark-energy-like effects [25-27]. In our framework, the
self-interaction energy of the scalar field ¢ provides an intrinsic source of
cosmic acceleration, eliminating the need for a cosmological constant term.
We illustrate this as follows:

In the scenario where A = 0, the conditions ¢? = 1 and §**,,, = 0 fulfill the
vacuum equations. Conversely, when A # 0, these conditions no longer apply.
Let us posit that §¢,, = 0 continues to satisfy the equations. Given that this
assumption sustains time translations as isometries of the spacetime metric,
we can adopt a coordinate system where {{,} remain invariant over time.
Moreover, we can select coordinates such that £, = §°, and £, = ¢®;47
owing to the condition @ ,, = 0.

The equations of motion are thus reduced to:

(vuvu n %ﬂm) & — 60,00,6 + %gb‘* — 0. (54)

If ¢ is independent of time, the sole viable solution is ¢ = 0. Therefore, we
consider ¢ = ¢(t) with ¢ = 2°.
This assumption further simplifies the equations to:
20 Ay
1
8 (¢~2009%) — 5 (672000%)" = 0. (55b)

With the stipulation that ¢? = 1 when A = 0, the solution is:

It is noteworthy that for g — 0, the solution to the Einstein equations,
which represents equivalent physical conditions with test particles adhering
to Levi-Civita geodesics, is:

¢* = (56)

gw/ = ¢2.g/u/- (57)
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This solution characterizes an expanding universe with a cosmological con-
stant A = \/4.

Within this framework, the universe is static (§*®,, = 0), while the
Newtonian potential ¢? diminishes over time. The dark energy, in this con-
text, is attributed not to vacuum energy but to the self-interaction energy
of the ¢ field. It is evident that in this model, the spacetime metric remains
non-singular, whereas the singularity is associated with the ¢ field. This
field, being separable from other gravitational degrees of freedom, can be
quantized by considering other degrees of freedom as a classical background
to investigate the singularity’s characteristics.

10.2 Dark Matter and Extended Gravitational Degrees
of Freedom

It has been suggested that rotation-curve anomalies and other astrophysical
phenomena usually attributed to dark matter may also arise from modified
gravitational dynamics [13,28]. The additional degrees of freedom in &%,
alter the effective potential experienced by test particles, we show that this
could lead to flat rotation curves without invoking unseen matter.

Within the context of the proposed gravitational theory, the set of grav-
itational degrees of freedom is identified as {£%,, ¢?}, in contrast to the tra-
ditional Newtonian model, which relies solely on ¢?, and general relativity,
which utilizes {g,,,»*} as the gravitational potentials. This novel approach
posits a greater number of gravitational degrees of freedom than those delin-
eated by the general theory of relativity. To elucidate the potential of this
framework to account for phenomena typically ascribed to dark matter, we
demonstrate how general relativity successfully explains anomalies such as
Mercury’s perihelion precession, which would otherwise necessitate invisible
matter under Newtonian gravity.

In scenarios where general relativity (GR) remains applicable, the equa-
tions governing the gravitational field are expressed as:

Ry — (V,0, + 9,0,/20) ¢ + 60,00,6 = £ (T, — 1/29,,T) . (58)
Coordinates can be selected such that:

)" = o
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Assuming a static spacetime, such that §(© w = 0, in these coordinates, it
follows that:
0 0
5( )u =89

Thus, Rg, = 0. We impose the condition that ¢? is spherically symmetric and
invariant with respect to time, leading to the implication that Vd,¢* = 0
in this coordinate framework. Under the assumption of a negligible pressure
regime (T;; ~ 0), these considerations and constraints simplify the equations
of motion to:

Ag¢2 = Kp, (59a)
¢2Rz‘j - Viaj¢2 +60;00;¢0 = Kpgij. (59b)

In a flat spacetime scenario where R;; = 0, the sole vacuum solution is ¢ = 1.
Consequently, a solution for a point source is feasible only within a curved
spacetime framework.

When considering a curved spacetime, the Laplacian A,¢?, defined with
respect to the curved space metric, diverges from the flat space metric-based
Laplacian As¢?. However, under the assumption of spherical symmetry, it is
possible to choose coordinates (Schwarzschild coordinates) such that:

Ng¢® = 1//g0s0". (60)

This implies that ¢* = 1 —29M/r for a point source. In this coordinate sys-
tem, the form of the potential ® mirrors that of Newtonian gravity. Given
the nontrivial nature of {g;;}, the trajectories of test particles deviate from
those anticipated by Newtonian gravity. According to the test particle mo-
tion equations within this gravitational field:
2, i 7ok
o i AT ogigt — 0, (61)

M dr

It becomes evident that these corrections are significant at relativistic ve-
locities and in strong gravitational fields. Importantly, the insufficiency of
Newtonian gravity to account for these relativistic effects is not a consequence
of a fundamental flaw in Newton’s gravitational model, but rather a result
of the additional degrees of freedom inherent in gravitational phenomena
beyond those suggested by Newtonian gravity.

In our analysis, the gravitational field equations are represented as follows:
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sz{R,uu + Agguy + ggabcgd\ <Fa,u)\€bu + Faw\gbu + Mpr)\fbp> } (62&)

4
2 1
99, (PO 660) B (Pl + 5P ) k™
1 2 3 2 2 1
- Vuau + 59;“/':' ¢ + T&G/LQS al/¢ =R T;w - ig;u/T

where A, = 3/8g?. Subject to the conditions outlined in prior discussions,
the temporal component of the motion equations transforms into:

1
Dg¢* = (2hg + JF* 2 Caref 7€) (63)

This distinctly diverges from the equation derived under General Rela-
tivity (GR) owing to the inclusion of additional degrees of freedom. Conse-
quently, within the same coordinate framework where

\/EA9¢2 = A6¢2

in GR, we find
VIAP? # N

in our model. Thus, in our scenario, the field ¢*(r) external to a point source
is characterized by:

Bsd?(r) = 0,0(r)0,0%(r) = (2 + JF nCunc €)% (64)

where §(r) denotes the deviation from GR. Specifically, when 6(r) = 0,
the results corresponding to GR are retrieved. The rationale for this form of
the equations shall be elucidated below. In GR, such a field configuration is
attributable to matter distribution with a density given by:

o(r) = 2,60,67 + (28 + TF pCueNe L (69)

assuming the terms related to pressure are negligible. Unlike in GR,
where the metric degrees of freedom do not impact the configuration of the
field ¢?(r) for a point source, in our framework, the additional gravitational

degrees of freedom exert a significant influence on the configuration of this
field.
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In GR, the amendment to the Newtonian equation governing the dynam-

ics of test particles within a gravitational field is encapsulated by the term
d da*

dr dr

Thus, for weak gravitational fields, this amendment is negligible in the
non-relativistic limit. However, as inferred from our analysis, this amend-
ment is accompanied by a modification to the potential, which is independent
of the particle’s 3—velocity, thereby persisting even in the non-relativistic
limit. Consequently, if the gravitational field dynamics are accurately de-
scribed by our theoretical framework, it is anticipated that certain phenom-
ena will emerge that cannot be explained by the known matter under the
assumption of a general relativistic gravity model.

Let us further delineate this notion.Up to a coordinate transformation,
the most general form of £); comprises two independent functions. As such;

in spherical coordinates, up to a coordinate transformation, the general form
of €0, is

I‘\i

W, =1 + o®r?)atr,

Wy = —fetiza’ — gr? (0 — cos pa*/r) (66)
g(k)so — sirtgp [gﬁklgl'l —f ((5§ — COS gpa:k/T)]
where 2% = 2*(r,0,¢). The spacetime metric that follows from this has
components
grr = TP+ 0172 g =12 (P +0°1%) . goo = gppsin’p. (67)

Since when the effects of extra gravitational degrees of freedom are negligible,
the solution to Einstein field equations g, is related to g, by g = ¢?g,u, to
allow for comparison with the GR results, we make the definitions {~! = €%
and {2 + g?r? = A where § characterizes the deviation from the general
relativity results. That is we recover general relativity results when § = 0.

The radial part of the equations of motion for test particles in the gravi-
tational field is

d d 1 1
Ae‘sg (Ae‘sé) + 5& (r?ATY L% = —5 Nox (68)

dr
and it is a conserved quantity due to the presence of spherical symme-
try. Considering the case where the particles are following circular orbits

where L2 = r4A? ((d—“”)2 +sin® ¢ (%)2> is the square of angular momenta
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(dr/dr = 0 ) and substituting for L? its expression in terms of tangential
velocity v we get the following expression for v(r):

v(r)2 B r0,®
A4 /20,A0

(69)

where ®(r) is the Newtonian potential. For A~' +r/20,A~! ~ 1 this reduces
to the well known form. Since unlike in GR in our case the potential ®(r)
does not correspond to the one that follows from solving the usual Poisson
equation of Newtonian gravity, the rotation curves we get will not correspond
to the ones obtained assuming validity of Newtonian gravity even in the
non-relativistic limit.As is clear from the form of the Lagrangian , the
modifications to the GR description of gravity are relevant at large distances
relative to the length scale 1/g associated with the new gravitational coupling
constant which makes it plausible that they can account for some if not all
effects attributed to dark matter. In order to know their exact contribution,
we would have to solve the equations of motion for {£*) ;,®*}. This is beyond
the scope of this work; as such, it will be done elsewhere.

11 Conclusion

We have formulated a covariant theory of gravitation in which the gravi-
tational interaction arises as a genuine force field rather than an inertial
manifestation of spacetime geometry. The central object of the theory, the
tensor K#,5 defined as the difference between the affine and inertial connec-
tions, encapsulates the true gravitational field strength and is invariant under
coordinate transformations. This establishes gravity as a field possessing real
dynamical degrees of freedom.

By extending the notion of infinitesimal translations to curved spacetime
through the vector fields £, we have demonstrated that the gravitational
interaction admits a natural gauge-theoretic description. The corresponding
field strength 35‘:“/ identifies the gravitational gauge group as SU(2) x U(1),
rendering the theory formally equivalent to a non-Abelian Yang—Mills system
augmented by a scalar degree of freedom ¢? representing the Newtonian
potential. In the weak-field limit, the theory reproduces Newtonian gravity,
while in the limit g — 0 it reduces to General Relativity, thereby unifying
both within a single consistent framework.
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The resulting dynamics break conformal and local Lorentz invariance,
introducing new gravitational degrees of freedom that become significant
at large scales. These naturally account for cosmological phenomena usu-
ally attributed to dark matter and dark energy, the latter emerging as the
self-interaction energy of the ¢? field. The theory thus provides a coherent
extension of General Relativity that remains compatible with its classical pre-
dictions while offering new physical insight into the structure of spacetime
and the origin of gravitational interaction.

Furthermore, the identification of gravity as an SU(2) x U(1) gauge the-
ory establishes a direct structural parallel with the electroweak sector of
the Standard Model. This correspondence suggests the possibility of a uni-
fied gauge framework in which gravitational and internal symmetries arise
from a common underlying principle. The presence of a well-defined field
strength tensor and a manifestly gauge-invariant Lagrangian opens the way
for a consistent quantization procedure analogous to that employed in non-
Abelian gauge theories. In particular, canonical and path-integral quantiza-
tion schemes may be implemented without the ambiguities associated with
the geometrical formulation of General Relativity. These developments in-
dicate that the present formalism provides a natural starting point for the
construction of a quantum theory of gravity grounded in the principles of
gauge field theory.

Future work will focus on quantizing the gravitational degrees of free-
dom, analyzing the perturbative behavior of the ¢, fields, and exploring the
implications of the gravitational coupling constant g for unification with the
Standard Model gauge interactions. This framework thus offers a promising
foundation for a consistent theory of classical and quantum gravity.
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