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ABSTRACT
Gas-rich ultra-diffuse galaxies (UDGs) are an unusually sharp test for gravity models tied to the baryonic Tully–Fisher relation
because several systems appear to rotate too slowly for their baryonic masses. This study revisits the six isolated gas-rich UDGs
analysed by Mancera Piña et al. with the current outer-radius prescription of hyperconical modified gravity (HMG), using the
published baryonic masses and circular velocities at the outer radii. The scan over the neighbourhood-scale parameter drives the
model towards the asymptotic branch of HMG. For that limit, the HMG velocities are still systematically high for four of the six
galaxies. Relative to the observed values, the fixed asymptotic branch gives 𝜒2 ≃ 18.1 for six objects, whereas Newtonian baryons
alone give 𝜒2 ≃ 9.7, but MOND interpolation is much worse (𝜒2 ≃ 615.7). Using combined uncertainties, the per-galaxy HMG
tension ranges from 0.2𝜎 to 2.1𝜎, very similar to the 0.1𝜎 to 1.7𝜎 found for Newtonian baryons, and much smaller than the
3.7𝜎 to 5.9𝜎 obtained for MOND. We conclude that the present outer-radius HMG implementation alleviates the difficulties
of MOND, but is still not sufficient to account for the published central values of the UDG sample. Gas-rich UDGs therefore
provide a useful discriminant between MOND and HMG.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Gas-rich ultra-diffuse galaxies (UDGs) are an unusual low-surface-
brightness population with large H i reservoirs and extended stellar
discs (Leisman et al. 2017). Their resolved kinematics suggested that
several systems rotate too slowly for their baryonic masses, placing
them below the canonical baryonic Tully–Fisher relation (BTFR)
and leaving little room for dark matter within the observed radii
(Mancera Piña et al. 2019, 2020, 2022). For instance, the updated
3D H i modelling of AGC 114905 gives an outer circular speed of
about 23+4

−6 km s−1, still low compared to the Newtonian expectation
inferred from its baryons (Mancera Piña et al. 2022). Such systems
are therefore useful stress tests for both particle dark matter and
modified-gravity scenarios. At the same time, recent work argued
that the apparent discrepancy may be reduced once distance and
inclination uncertainties are treated more conservatively (Lelli 2024).

Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) was the first successful
attempt to model anomalous acceleration in late-type galaxies (Mil-
grom 1983; Banik & Zhao 2022), close to the cosmological de Sitter
scale 𝑐𝐻0 (van Putten 2015; van Putten 2024).

In practice, it is convenient to write the true centripetal acceleration
of MOND as 𝑔MOND = 𝜈̂(𝑔N /𝑎0) 𝑔N , where 𝑔N is the Newtonian
prediction from baryons and 𝜈̂ is an inverse interpolation function.
In the Newtonian regime, 𝜈̂ → 1 so that 𝑔MOND → 𝑔N , whereas in the
deep-MOND limit one obtains

𝑔MOND ≈ √
𝑔N 𝑎0 . (1)
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A standard selection of 𝜈̂ was presented by McGaugh–Lelli–
Schombert McGaugh et al. (2016), derived from empirical fitting.
The MLS inverse function can be written as

𝜈̂(𝑥) =
(
1 − 𝑒−

√
𝑥
)−1

, (2)

with 𝑥 = 𝑔N /𝑎0 and 𝑎0 = 1.2 × 10−10 m s−2 (Banik & Zhao 2022).
On the other hand, the hyperconical modified gravity (HMG) is

a relativistic MOND-like framework in which an apparent accelera-
tion 𝑎𝛾0 = 2𝛾−1

0 𝑐𝐻0 emerges from the cosmological-system relative
geometry (Monjo 2023), with projection angle 𝛾0 = 𝛾𝑠/cos 𝛾𝑠 ∼ 0.1
that depends on a system parameter 𝛾𝑠 ∈ [𝜋/3, 𝜋/2]. The outer-
radius prescription follows recent formulations of the HMG model
(Monjo & Banik 2025; Monjo 2025a,b). The system angle 𝛾𝑠 at the
outer radius 𝑟sys is written as

sin2 𝛾𝑠 (𝑠) ≈ sin2 𝛾𝑈 +
(
sin2 𝛾cen − sin2 𝛾𝑈

) ����2𝑣2
N − 𝜖2

𝑠 (𝑠)𝑣2
H

2𝑣2
N + 𝜖2

𝑠 (𝑠)𝑣2
H

���� , (3)

where 𝛾𝑈 = 𝜋/3 and 𝛾cen = 𝜋/2 denote, respectively, the minimum
and maximum spatial limits of the hyperconical geometry, and 𝑣H =

𝐻0𝑟sys is the Hubble expansion speed at 𝑟sys. The dimensionless
quantity

𝜖2
𝑠 (𝑠) ≡

𝜌nei (𝑠)
𝜌vac

=
3𝑀bar

4𝜋𝑠3𝑟3
sys𝜌vac

+ 1
6
, (4)

measures the relative neighbourhood density 𝜌nei (𝑠) at the scale 𝑠 𝑟sys
with respect to the vacuum energy density 𝜌vac = 3𝐻2

0/(8𝜋𝐺), while
the term 1/6 is the asymptotic constant of the HMG model (Monjo
& Banik 2025). For gas-rich UDGs, the gas component can extend
to radii of order ten times the optical disc scale length, making the
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Table 1. Properties of the gas-rich UDG sample used in this study, identified by Leisman et al. (2017).

Namea Distanceb Inclinationc 𝑟𝑑
d log(𝑀bar/𝑀⊙ ) log(𝑀∗/𝑀⊙ ) 𝑀gas/𝑀∗e 𝑣circ

f 𝑟sys
g 𝑣N ,𝑟sys

h

(AGC) (Mpc) (deg) (kpc) (km s−1) (kpc) (km s−1)

114905 76 33 1.79 ± 0.04 9.21 ± 0.19 8.30 ± 0.17 7.1+2.3
−1.9 23+4

−6 8.02 29+7
−6

122966 90 34 4.15 ± 0.19 9.21 ± 0.13 7.73 ± 0.12 29.1+7.0
−11.9 37+5

−6 10.80 25+4
−4

219533 96 42 2.35 ± 0.20 9.36 ± 0.21 8.04 ± 0.12 19.7+8.8
−12.2 37+6

−5 9.78 32+9
−7

248945 84 66 2.08 ± 0.07 9.05 ± 0.19 8.52 ± 0.17 2.4+0.8
−1.6 27+3

−3 8.55 24+6
−5

334315 73 52 3.76 ± 0.14 9.25 ± 0.16 7.93 ± 0.12 19.7+5.9
−9.8 25+5

−5 8.49 30+6
−5

749290 97 39 2.38 ± 0.14 9.17 ± 0.15 8.32 ± 0.13 6.1+1.7
−2.9 26+6

−6 8.47 27+5
−4

a Arecibo General Catalogue ID.
b Distance, taken from Leisman et al. (2017), with an uncertainty of ±5 Mpc.
c Inclination, taken from Mancera Piña et al. (2020), with an uncertainty of ±5◦.
d Optical disc scale length, obtained from Mancera Piña et al. (2020).
e Ratio between gas and stellar masses. The cold gas mass is estimated as 𝑀gas = 1.33 𝑀𝐻𝐼 to account for helium.
f Circular speed, estimated by Leisman et al. (2017), except for AGC 114905, which was updated by Mancera Piña et al. (2022).
g Radius of the system, defined here by the outermost ring of the rotation curve.
h Newtonian circular speed inferred from the total baryonic mass 𝑀bar enclosed at 𝑟sys.

asymptotic regime 𝜖2
𝑠 → 1/6 relevant for the present analysis. The

only scanned quantity is therefore the global neighbourhood-scale
factor 𝑠, with solutions expected towards the limit 𝑠 ≫ 1.

In all cases, total HMG centripetal acceleration can be written as

𝑔HMG (𝑠) ≈
√︃
𝑔2

N + 𝑔N 𝑎𝛾0 (𝑠) =

√︄
𝑔2

N + 𝑔N 2𝑐𝐻0
cos 𝛾𝑠 (𝑠)
𝛾𝑠 (𝑠)

(5)

HMG has been tested in reproducing galaxy-and cluster-scale
radial-acceleration relations with one free parameter. HMG can ac-
comodate well observations even from hydrostatic equilibrium of
galaxy clusters in hot-gas-dominated regions and rotation curves in-
ferred from weak lensing (Monjo 2025a,b). These recent successes
motivate testing whether the same framework can also describe gas-
rich UDGs.

The main aim of this Letter is to determine whether the current
outer-radius HMG prescription can account for the published central
values of the six UDGs analysed by Mancera Piña et al. (2020), and
whether these galaxies discriminate between MOND and HMG in
practice.

2 SAMPLE

The sample consists of the six isolated H i-bearing UDGs analysed by
Mancera Piña et al. (2020), all originally identified in the ALFALFA
survey by Leisman et al. (2017). For AGC 114905, the updated outer
circular speed (𝑣obs) is adopted from Mancera Piña et al. (2022).
They have baryonic masses 𝑀bar near 109 M⊙ , large gas fractions
and extended discs. Previous analyses already showed that these
galaxies are difficult to reconcile with standard MOND prescriptions,
especially when their low outer circular speeds are compared with the
baryonic mass inferred from the gas-rich discs (Mancera Piña et al.
2019, 2020, 2022). The cold gas mass in these systems is usually
estimated from the integrated 21-cm H i line flux and then corrected
for helium; in the underlying data compilation, the baryonic mass
is dominated by the gas component. Table 1 summarizes the main
observed properties of the sample, with central values and uncertainty
intervals of log 𝑀bar and 𝑣obs at the outermost measured radius 𝑟sys.

3 OUTER-RADIUS TEST

We tested the modelled circular speed at the radius 𝑟sys within
three frameworks: the Newtonian case, 𝑣2

N (𝑟sys) = 𝐺𝑀bar/𝑟sys; the
MOND speed with the MLS inverse interpolation function (Eq. 2),
𝑣2

MOND = 𝑔MOND 𝑟sys = 𝜈̂(𝑔N /𝑎0) 𝑔N 𝑟sys; and, finally, the outer-radius
circular velocity in HMG, 𝑣2

HMG (𝑠) = 𝑔HMG (𝑠) 𝑟sys, with total cen-
tripetal acceleration 𝑔HMG (Eq. 5). The quantity minimised is the
standard chi-square,

𝜒2 (𝑠) =
∑︁
𝑖

[
𝑣HMG,𝑖 (𝑠) − 𝑣obs,𝑖

𝜎eff,𝑖

]2
, 𝜎eff,𝑖 =

{
𝜎+,𝑖 , 𝑣HMG,𝑖 ≥ 𝑣obs,𝑖 ,

𝜎−,𝑖 , 𝑣HMG,𝑖 < 𝑣obs,𝑖 ,

(6)

where (𝜎+,𝑖 , 𝜎−,𝑖) are the published asymmetric velocity errors for
galaxy 𝑖. Model-side uncertainties for the HMG and MOND predic-
tions were estimated through Monte Carlo sampling of the published
baryonic-mass errors, and the resulting asymmetric intervals are re-
ported in Table 2. A reproducible implementation of the present
calculation is provided in the accompanying Python and R scripts
archived at Zenodo (Monjo 2026).

To compare the tension of each model with the observed central
values in units of 𝜎, a combined uncertainty is defined to include
both the observational and model-side errors:

𝑧mod =
𝑣mod − 𝑣obs

𝜎comb
, 𝜎comb =

√︃
𝜎2

obs + 𝜎2
mod. (7)

With asymmetric errors, the sign of 𝑣𝑖,mod−𝑣𝑖,obs selects the relevant
side of each uncertainty interval: if the model exceeds the observa-
tion, the upper observational error and the lower model error are
used, and vice versa. This convention is used only for the model-
versus-observation tension quoted below and in Table 2; the formal
𝜒2 scan remains defined with the published observational errors.

4 RESULTS

The HMG scan does not show an interior minimum for 𝑠. As ex-
pected, 𝜒2 (𝑠) decreases monotonically from very poor values at
small 𝑠 towards an asymptote reached in the weak-coupling limit
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Figure 1. Comparison between the observed outer circular speeds and the Newtonian, MOND and HMG estimates at 𝑟sys. The HMG points correspond to the
asymptotic weak-coupling branch. Interpreted with standard 1𝜎 asymmetric observational errors, this branch gives 𝜒2 ≃ 18.1.

Table 2. Observed outer circular velocities and model predictions at 𝑟sys. The
columns 𝑧N , 𝑧M and 𝑧H give the model-versus-observation tension in units
of the combined uncertainty defined in the text.

Galaxy 𝑣obs 𝑣N 𝑧N 𝑣MOND 𝑧MOND 𝑣HMG,∞ 𝑧HMG,∞

(km s−1) (km s−1) (𝜎) (km s−1) (𝜎) (km s−1) (𝜎)

114905 23+4
−6 29+8

−6 0.83 74.2+9.50
−8.15 5.64 35.0+5.72

−4.03 2.11

122966 37+5
−6 25+4

−4 -1.66 73.6+6.07
−5.68 4.84 35.5+2.64

−2.17 -0.23

219533 37+6
−5 32+12

−8 -0.39 81.1+12.0
−10.2 3.73 38.5+7.05

−4.79 0.20

248945 27+3
−3 24+6

−5 -0.45 67.2+8.28
−7.30 5.09 31.6+3.96

−2.88 1.11

334315 25+5
−5 33+6

−5 1.13 76.0+8.21
−7.04 5.91 35.9+4.80

−3.48 1.79

749290 26+6
−6 27+6

−5 0.13 72.5+6.97
−6.44 5.28 34.0+3.75

−2.96 1.20

(𝑠 ≫ 1). Numerically, the best achievable value is 𝜒2
min ≃ 18.03 for

the fixed asymptotic branch applied to the six galaxies, with the min-
imum pushed to the upper edge of the scan range. A one-sided 95 per
cent lower limit gives 𝑠 > 50.3, so the preferred solutions lie deeply
in the asymptotic regime. In that limit, 𝜖2

𝑠 is already close to 1/6 for
all six galaxies and 𝑣N ≫ 𝑣H throughout the sample, effectively sup-
pressing the direct cosmological contribution to the circular velocity.
The scan is nevertheless informative because it shows that the data
drive the model towards the asymptotic branch, 𝜖2

𝑠 ≈ 1/6.
The resulting hierarchy between models is clear. In the same

simplified outer-radius treatment, Newtonian baryons alone give
𝜒2 ≃ 9.70, slightly better than the present HMG prescription, while
the MOND point-mass estimate is grossly inconsistent with the data
(𝜒2 ≃ 615.7). HMG therefore does alleviate the strong MOND ten-
sion and brings the predicted velocities much closer to the Newtonian
scale (Figure 1).

However, the asymptotic HMG prediction overshoots the observed
outer speed by ∼ 8–12 km s−1 for AGC 114905, AGC 334315 and

AGC 749290, while AGC 122966 and AGC 219533 remain compar-
atively well reproduced (Table 2). In terms of the combined model-
versus-observation tension, HMG lies in the range 0.2–2.1𝜎, very
close to the Newtonian range of 0.1–1.7𝜎, whereas MOND remains
discrepant at 3.7–5.9𝜎. A useful complementary summary is ob-
tained from these same combined tensions: summing the squared 𝑧

values gives 𝜒2
comb ≈ 5.1 for Newton and 𝜒2

comb ≈ 10.4 for HMG,
so that Newton remains favoured, but only at the level of a relative
Gaussian weight of order 7 per cent for HMG. This is still a clear
contrast with MOND, whose tensions remain much larger galaxy by
galaxy.

This outcome should be interpreted carefully. First, the test uses
published central values rather than a full marginalisation over dis-
tances, inclinations and baryonic masses. Secondly, HMG has mostly
been confronted with resolved rotation-curve or radial-acceleration
data rather than with a single-radius compression. Thirdly, recent
work has argued that some of these UDGs may move closer to the
BTFR once systematic uncertainties are expanded (Lelli 2024). Even
with these caveats, the present exercise is still informative because
it shows that the specific outer-radius HMG prescription does not
recover the low velocities directly from the published central values.

5 CONCLUSIONS

Gas-rich UDGs are an appropriate target because they provide a
clean and potentially high-impact falsification test. Applied to the
six-galaxy sample of Mancera Piña et al. (2020), the current outer-
radius HMG implementation reproduces the observed central values
satisfactorily for only two of the six galaxies. The scan pushes the
model to the asymptotic weak-coupling branch, and that branch still
predicts velocities that are relatively high for most galaxies. The
present outer-radius HMG prescription is not yet favoured over New-
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tonian baryons, but it closes much of the gap between MOND and
the data. In that sense, gas-rich UDGs already act as a useful discrim-
inant: they strongly disfavour MOND, while separating only more
moderately between Newton and HMG.

The main implication is constructive. Because of their diffuse
nature in mass distribution, HMG could probably accommodate gas-
rich UDGs with at least one of three upgrades: a resolved disk cal-
culation rather than a point-mass outer-radius estimate, a revised
relation between 𝛾sys and the effective centripetal term, or a full hier-
archical treatment of observational systematics. Until then, gas-rich
UDGs should be regarded as a non-trivial challenge for the present
HMG phenomenology and as a useful discriminant between HMG
and MOND-like prescriptions. The present manuscript is therefore
best framed as a compact comparative stress test of the current pre-
scription, rather than as a definitive exclusion of the wider theory.
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