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CHAPTER 2 - MACH EFFECT THEORY

GRAVITATIONAL ABSORBER THEORY & THE MACH EFFECT

H. Fearn
Physics Dept. CSU Fullerton,
800 N. State College Blud.
Fullerton CA 92834, USA

The origins of mass can be described in terms of Mach’s principle, which states that the mass
of a body is determined by its interaction with the rest of the mass-energy in the universe.
However, if a body undergoes a sudden acceleration, you may ask, “How can the universe respond
immediately in a way to conserve momentum?” In order to explain this, we introduce the concept
of advanced waves, which have been used successfully in both classical and quantum physics for
the last 70+ years.

1. INTRODUCTION

The work of Hoyle and Narlikar (HN) is a “masterpiece” in general relativity (GR) theory because it is fully
covariant and incorporates fully the idea of Mach’s principle. It is what Einstein dearly wanted to do, but
didn’t think he quite managed with standard general relativity. But perhaps he did? This paper shows that
the results of HN, or what I would prefer to call gravitational absorber theory (GAT) can be obtained from
Einstein’s GR with the addition of a mass fluctuation in time. In Section 2, I show that adding m(¢) is
all that is needed. I have renamed the theory to emphasise that I am not interested in the static universe
model; I do not include the HN mass creation (C)-field. I am only interested in the Machian development
of the theory through the use of retarded and advanced waves.

The local field around a mass particle can still be thought of as the overlapping of the many retarded and
advaced waves, which themselves carry energy and momentum. This field will have a potential anywhere
in space-time and constitutes the background vacuum. The mass particle transfers energy and momentum
with the “field” here and now, which is basically th vacuum. However, when the particle accelerates the
universe as a whole reacts to the acceleration, causing changes in the local field, which can be transmitted
to the particle conserving mometum on a universal scale.

Einstein began his work on general relativity by seeking a concordance with Mach’s principle. That is,
to explain inertia of a test mass in terms of other masses in the universe. Sciama, Nordtvedt, and others
have shown that masses in motion exert non-radial gravitational forces on nearby masses (frame dragging).
In particular, Sciama showed that just this frame-dragging effect from the rest of the universe can account
for inertia. Woodward has exploited the result of Sciama to design a propellantless propulsion device that
depends on such forces.

In spite of its prediction of frame-dragging, and apparent ability to account for inertia, some researchers feel
that general ralativity does not provide a fully self-consistent Machian picture. While Sciama and Nordtvedt
can calculate the inertial force on an accelerated object due to the rest of the mass in the universe, we feel
that general relativity does not account for the effect of the accelerated mass back on the rest of the universe.

To properly account for the effect of the accelerated mass back on the rest of the universe, we employ the
concept of advanced waves, made famous by Wheeler and Feynman. Hoyle and Narlikar developed a theory
of general relativity that incorporated advanced waves. While Hoyle and Narlikar are well-known for their
steady-state cosmology work, and they use HN theory in that work, we feel their theory stands as a fine
extension to general relativity, ignoring the parts regarding mass creation.

The beauty of gravitational absorber theory (GAT) is that it allows one to think of a mass, here and
now, being influenced by the rest of the matter in the universe via gravitational signals travelling at speed
¢ and does not rely on some (old fashioned Newtonian) notion of “action-at-a-distance” or faster than light
propagation of signals. Real gravitational signals travelling at speed c¢ carry information from every part of
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the universe to a mass here and now. The only trick is, to have mass react instantaneously, you must invoke
the advanced wave solution to the relativistic wave equation. This advanced wave travels backward in time
from the distant reaches of the universe, to convey momentum to the here and now, allowing back reaction
to appear instantaneous.

The reason that HN theory did not catch on in the 1960’s is twofold.

1. Hoyle was looking for a static universe cosmology theory. He introduced the “C” field as a creation
field to keep the mass density constant as the universe expanded. This C field can be removed without
loss of the underlying theory.

2. Hawking raised an objection to the HN theory in 1965 which basically put the last nail on the coffin. He
suggested that by integrating out into the distant future, the advanced wave integrals would diverge.
That is correct. However, since the universe is not only expanding but accelerating in that expansion,
there is a cosmic horizon beyond which you cannot integrate. That cutoff prevents the advanced wave
integrals from diverging and therefore re-establishes the HN theory as a good working theory.

3. Now is the time to look at gravitational absorber theory in a new light. Forget the static cosmology
and move forward.

Standard GR has the problem that masses are treated as static. That is in general not the case. The
background gravitational potential can be nonzero even in a flat spacetime. The GAT allows for a dynamic
communication of signals from every part of the universe to the here and now to conserve momentum.
Furthermore, and this is conjecture, the superposition of retarded and advanced waves throughout the universe
could be a mechanism to understand dark energy and matter. For example, dark matter might just be the
manifestation of the gravitational potential at a location in space where the retarded and advanced waves do
not perfectly overlap. For example at the location of an accelerating mass. As an electromagnetic analogy,
consider photons appearing near an accelerating mirror in the dynamic Casimir effect or equivalently Unruh
radiation.

There is sufficient reason to reconsider the gravitational absorber theory of Hoyle and Narlikar. In section
2, we allow for a mass fluctation in the Einstein equation of motion (geodesic) and obtain the HN equation
of motion, which is a new result. In section 3, we give a very brief history of the HN paper sequence and
rewrite their notation to assist the reader. In section 4, we compare the Einstein action and field equation
with the HN field equation. In section 5, we show that the mass fluctuation frmula calculated by Woodward
from the precepts of general relativity can also be obtained from HN theory. This is the main result of the
paper.

Advanced waves were introduced by Dirac in 1938 to describe radiation reaction. His radiation reaction
force equation is still in use today and can be found in most standard electrodynamics text books. The
advanced wave concept was given a physical interpretation by Wheeler and Feynman in 1945 [1]. The idea
has since been used successfully in quantum mechanics by John Cramer and later in the theory of gravitation
by Hogarth 1962 [2] and Hoyle and Narlikar 1964 [3,4] whose work we will summarize for convenience below.

1.1 Electron Radiation Reaction in Electrodynamics

Dirac [5] first introduced the idea of advanced waves in electromagnetism in order to derive the radiation
reaction of an accelerating electron.

The idea is as follows. Consider a single electron undergoing acceleration. The field surrounding the
electron can be thought of in two parts, the outgoing and incoming. The actual field surrounding the
electron is the usual retarded Lienard-Wiechert potentials and any incident field on the electron.

173 2 11 Qv
Fact*FretJrFin (1)

Furthermore, the Maxwell 4-potential wave equation allows for advanced solutions, which are the same
form as retarded, only they go backward in time. The advanced solutions also satisfy the wave equation in
Lorentz gauge (below, with ¢ = 1):

OA, = 4mj, (2)
94 _
Ox,,
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We could equally well describe the actual field surrounding the electron by

wy v ny
Fact - Fadv + Fout (4)
where the F gst is the total field leaving the electron. The difference between the outgoing waves and the
incoming waves is the radiation produced by the electron due to its acceleration.
[ T2 2 VU N 12 2 1%
Frad B Fout Fin =5 ret Fadv (5)
In the appendix of Dirac’s paper, it is shown that this equation gives exactly the well known relativistic

result for radiation reaction which can be found in standard text books on electromagnetism, for example
Jackson [6].

1.2 Wheeler & Feynman: Absorber Theory

Wheeler and Feynman [1] accept Dirac’s result but wish to give a physical explanation as to where the
advanced electromagnetic field comes from. They resort to a suggestion made by Tetrode [7] and later by
Lewis [8] which was to abandon the concept of electromagnetic radiation as a self interaction and instead
interpret it as a consequence of an interaction between the source accelerating charge and a distant absorber.
The absorber idea has the four following basic assumptions, which we quote directly from Wheeler-Feynman

1],

(1) An accelerated point charge in otherwise charge-free space does not radiate electromagnetic energy.
(2) The fields which act on a given particle arise only from other particles.

(3) These fields are represented by 1/2 the retarded plus 1/2 the advanced Lienard-Wiechert solutions
of Maxwell’s equations. This force is symmetric with respect to past and future.

(4) Sufficiently many particles are present to absorb completely the radiation given off by the source.

Now, Wheeler-Feynman considered an accelerated charge located within the absorbing medium. A dis-
turbance travels outward from the source. The absorber particles react to this disturbance and themselves
generate a field half advanced and half retarded waves. The sum of the advanced and retarded effects of all
the charged particles of the absorber, evaluated near the source charge, give an electromagnetic field with
the following properties [1]:

(1) It is independent of the properties of the absorbing medium.

(2) It is completely determined by the motion of the source.

(3) It exerts on the source a force which is finite, is simultaneous with the moment of acceleration, and
is just sufficient in magnitude and direction to take away from the source the energy which later shows
up in the surrounding particles.

(4) It is equal in magnitude to 1/2 the retarded field minus 1/2 the advanced field generated by the
accelerated charge. In other words, the absorber is the physical origin of Dirac’s radiation field

(5) This field combines with the 1/2 retarded, 1/2 advanced field of the source to give for the total
disturbance the full retarded field which accords with experience.

The Wheeler-Feynman paper presents four derivations of the relativistic radiation reaction of an accelerated
charge, each successive derivation increasing in generality. The first three derivations proceed by adding up
all the electromagnetic fields due to the absorber particles. The fourth is the most general derivation, which
only assumes that the medium is a complete absorber and so outside the medium the sum of all the retarded
and advanced waves is zero. Each yields the well-known relativistic radiation reaction as given in text books
[6].

So far, we have shown that the advanced wave idea has been used successfully in classical physics. Now
we proceed to show that it can also be advantageously used within quantum mechanics. The transactional
interpretation of quantum mechanics was written by John Cramer [9,10] in the 1980’s. It is a way to view
quantum mechanics which is very intuitive and easily accounts for all the well known paradoxes, EPR,
which-way detection and quantum eraser experiments. We refer the reader to his paper, which is a very
interesting read. All the usual quantum results hold, and it is simply an alternative point of view from the
Copenhagen interpretation and collapsing-wave-function way of thinking.
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Hoyle-Narlikar (HN) theory is a kind of absorber theory (with advanced waves) for gravitation rather than
electrodynamics. HN theory agrees with Einstein’s theory of gravitation in the limit of a smooth fluid mass
density distribution in the rest frame of the fluid. All of the tests of Einstein’s gravitation still apply to HN
theory.

2. DERIVATION OF THE EINSTEIN GEODESIC EQUATION

One method used to derive the geodesic equation, also known as the equation of motion of a particle,
is extremizing (minimizing) the line element. This will give us the shortest distance between two points.
Taking the general line-element,

ds® = g, datdz” (6)
varying both sides (a similar derivation can be found in Dirac [11] p16), we get

2dso(ds) = dax"dx"6(guv) + gupda’d(dx") + guudz” d(da")
= datdz” g, A (02™) + 2g,ada* S (da)
§(dx?) = d(02)

m
dzt = (ddZ) ds = vtds (7)

In order to extremize the action [ §(mds), treat mass as a constant. Then we consider the following,

B 1 dx* dx N dz* d
/6(d5) _/ {2 ds ds G2 OT” F g ds ds (6 )] ds
1 V d
= [ [ 6 + gt 5 (6 s (5)

Integrating the second term by parts we find

[ a9 = [ oot = (g )5 =0 o)

For this to be true for any variation éz* we find that the term inside the square bracket must be zero hence,

d 1 y
%(gu)\v“) - ig;w,/\'UM'U =0 (10)
Furthermore
’ dot »
g(g,uv‘ )= Jur—g -+ Gurp0'v
dv* 1 »
- gu)\g + 5(9;),/\,11 + g)\y,u)vuv (11)

By substitution of Eq. (11) into Eq. (10) we find

do* 1 pow
gp)\E + i(g)\y,u + 9w — g,uu,)\)v v’ =0

1
7(9)\;4,1/ + 9w, — g,u,l/,)\) = F)\u,u

2

dv?

E + FZV’U”’UV =0 (].2)
where the last equation, which is the usual geodesic equation, follows when you multiply throughout by g*°.
We did not start with a true particle Lagrangian, only a line element. The Lagrangian includes a mass of
the particle. Note that we have left the mass entirely out of the variation since at present it is treated as a
constant.

Let us compare this with what happens when you vary the rest mass of the particle.
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2.1 Allow the Mass to change in Equation of Motion derivation

To see how similar the HN equation of motion is to the Einstein Geodesic, simply repeat the above
calculation but allow the mass to change. The result is the Equation of Motion for the HN-theory. It is a
little unclear as to why the usual Einstein geodesic does not contain the same mass variation. Is it because
the mass is held constant in the Einstein case? If so why is the mass held constant?

Starting from the line element,

ds? = Guvdatda”
2dsé(ds) = g datdr” + 2g,, dx"d(dz”)

1
§(ds) = [2(59””1‘"1"” + g,ch“%(éx”) ds (13)

Now, the action for mass m at position = can be simply written as,

—/mds

5T = — / [§(m)ds + md(ds)]

Oz

Integrate the last term by parts and switch dummy variable v — A we get,

= _/ [8m oa + éguyi"i” + mgu,,jc“j(éx”)} ds (14)
s

5 = —/ [8m5 At 89”” g st d (mgu,\ﬂ'cﬂ)ém’\} ds

oz P ds
__[|om  mOGu .\ A - Mg
= /[83:)‘ + 3 5o & & ds(mgu)\:c )| dx*ds =0 (15)

For this integral to be zero for any arbitrary dz* then the term in the square brackets must be zero, hence

d m dg om
_ pH) = — 2R Gy
ds (mgund®) = 2 o + Ox?
dm L dit AN L e Om
ds gukx +m | gurx—— ds + Gun, yIHEY | = ggm/,)\x €T +w (16)
where we may make the g, term symmetric in p, v as follows,
d, . m v om
gm&(mx“) = 5(9“’” = Gurw — Guau)THEY + FY (17)

Then using the definition for the Christoffel symbol Iy, ,, and multiplying throughout by g°* we get,

om
o oA s oA
£(mx )+ m(g° Tap )2t d” — g7 Ir = 0
d ez AN TN o dm
£(mx ) +mly, iti” —g )‘@ =0 (18)
Written for mass m, at position x, the equation of motion becomes,
d dzt dz¥ dz) L Om
a . B _ a _ F(b)u 19
dr (m dT>+ Adr dr dxy #Za (19)

where the Lorentz force has been included on the right for completeness. The world-lines of particles are
not in general geodesics in the new theory. This equation agrees with the HN result in their book [12] p125
Eq.(138). In the HN book this equation of motion was derived directly from the gravitational field equation.
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3. HOYLE-NARLIKAR THEORY DEVELOPMENT

There is some motivation for looking into the HN-theory in detail. We begin from the first of the Hoyle-

Narlikar papers, through to the writing of their book. The notation they use is very unfortunate and difficult
to read. There are too many similar letters being used for different parameters. Here we attempt to rewrite
the theory in a more familiar notation, using Greek letters for 0,1,2,3 and Roman letters only to distinguish
particle “a” from particle “b”. We do not use their European style of 4-vector 1,2,3.4. Rather we use the
0,1,2,3 numbering which has become fairly standard throughout the world. The flat metric will be taken as
N = diag(1l, —1, —1, —1). Where ever possible we leave ¢ not equal to unity which helps with dimensional
analysis. We tackle the papers in order starting with the first published.
Paper 1: The first paper in the sequence, in 1962, [13] was entitled “Mach’s Principle and the creation of
matter”. The main point of the paper was to argue that although Einstein was very much influenced by
Mach’s ideas, he did not quite manage to get the full spirit of Mach’s main idea embedded into the field
equations... mass depends on interaction with the rest of the mass-energy in the universe.

We would argue that Mach’s principle has several definitions and several of those are in fact already
contained in Einstein’s general relativity theory.

According to HN, they take the Einstein field equations, written as,

1
RM — §g’“’R + Mgt = —rTH (20)
and plug in the well known Robertson Walker line element,
d 2
ds® = c2dt* — S%(t) [1 Tk 5 +r?(d6” + sin® 9d¢2)] (21)
— kr

where k& = 0,£+1 and where r can be chosen for an observer attached to any particular particle. For the
stress-energy tensor, they assume

dxt dx¥ _ (

4
TH — <p+ P+ u) E Is P+ B) g;w (22)

3 3

where p is the matter density, P is the gas pressure and w is the radiation density. Hoyle and Narlikar
set out, in a series of papers, to formulate a gravitational theory (which encompasses Einstein’s equations)
which included Mach’s principle from the start. This theory would have both retarded and advanced waves.
Essentially this would be the gravitational equivalent of Wheeler-Feynman absorber theory for electrody-
namics.
Paper 2: In 1963 [14], we see HN play around with the Einstein action and add in their C-field, to add
matter to the universe in an attempt to preserve the density as the universe expands. This is not really of
interest for our work. Sciama [15] publishes work in the same journal on Wheeler-Feynman absorber theory
and mentions Hogarth’s work [2].
Paper 3: In January 1964 we see the first attempt at something new. The paper is entitled, “Time
symmetric electrodynamics and the arrow of time in cosmology”, [16]. Here we see the first introduction
of the Fokker-Schwarzschild-Tetrode action (FST action) [17,18,7], a discussion of the Wheeler-Feynman
absorber theory [1], and reworking time-symmetric electrodynamics in a flat and Riemannian space-time.
Here we rewrite these familiar equations for convenience since it will set up the new notation for their later
work.

We start with a summary of the first few HN equations which we then “translate” into better notation
below. We quote directly from the paper [16]:

. we consider space-time to be given by the co-ordinates x* and by the line-element

ds?® = n;pdztda® (23)

where 7;, = diag(—1,—1,—1,41).  The charges are labelled by letters a,b,c.... The ath particle has co-
ordinates a*, mass m,, charge e, and proper time a given by

da® = ikdaidak 24
n

We have chosen the velocity of light to be unity so that the time units are the same as the space units. The
Schwarzschild-Tetrode-Fokker action function is then defined by

1 .
J=- Zma/da — Z Z ieaeb//5(abiabz)mmdaldam (25)

a b#a
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where
§(absab’) = nip(a’ — b*)(a* — ) (26)

The equations of motion can be obtained from (25) by requiring that J be stationary with respect to variations
of the world lines of particles. If we define the J-potential of b at a point x by the function

A®) () = / €0 (@bizb! )b (27)

the equations of motion take the form

d2ak k(b) dal
g = a2 B g (28)
b#a
where
b b
P _ 04" (@) 94" (@) 0)
Mo g dal

represents the ‘field’ of charge b at point .

Note that a better notation of the FST action and derivations for the potential and Maxwell’s equations,
can be found at the very end of the book by Barut on electrodynamics [19]. Our notation is similar to
Barut’s only we use x instead of z. Also we use a and b to distinguish particles rather than « and (3 since
these could easily be mistaken for summation variables. We start by rewriting the above notation as follows:
For flat space-time.

Define the metric as 7, = diag(+1,—1,—1,—1). The charges are labelled by a,b, ¢ as before. The ath
particle has coordinates z# , mass m,, charge e,, and proper time 7 given by the line element as

ds* = *dr? = datdz,,, | (30)
with ¢ = 1 we get,

dr? = ndatda?,
dr — nahildr . (31)

where differentiation w.r.t 7 is represented by the dot above the symbol. The action can be written as,

== [ gma@par - Y e [ AD@itar (32

a b#a
Ag’) () = /ebD(xa — zp)Nupdry = /ebD(xa — Tp) Ny dr’ (33)

Do —5) = [nas (a8 — af) (] — af)]

Note that the 4-potential of particle b (AELb)) is evaluated at the location of particle a. The proper time for
particle b is given by 7" and @, = dxp/d7’. The Lagrangian can be written as

(@, 8%) = —2ma(#)? — ea S AD (a2) (35)

with equation of motion given by
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Differentiating the Lagrangian we get

L AW
-
xa b;éa a
L
g,y = —mgi, — ZeaA(Vb)
Ta b#a
A (0L _ _d i, QAL dat
dr \oiv )  dr "¢ @ 8335 dr
meZl = e Z Fo)(x (37)

b#a

where the last equation is the equation of motion of particle a. The mass m, is taken to be constant. Finally
we define the electromagnetic field tensor as

b b
PO (a) — 04y oA
v ta oxv  OxF

1 t adv
F) = 3 (F, 4+ FRe) . (38)

Now we follow the paper but write only in the new notation. Using Dirac’s identity,

2

P Dl — ) = —4md(@® — o) (@ ) (a? — af)(2° — )
= —dndt(xz —xp) . (39)
The 4-potential satisfies [19],
2A™H(g) = Zeb/xb NOPD(x — ap)d7’
b#a
:—47‘(261)/ 6496—131) ' (40)
b#a
which is the same as writing,
N0 ®)
2 A(b)p _ v _
TPAV (@) = g S AD (@) = —AmjP (a) (41)
where the current density j( )( ) is given by
i (z) = eb/ Noxdp 04 (x — ) dr’ (42)
It can be shown that [19], the 4-potential satisfies the gauge condition
HA®K ) ,
pral ;eb/zb WD(:E — xp)dT
=-D(x—m) |2 =0 . (43)
We may derive the following;:
8F(b)H
v A
L = —anj () | (44

which are Maxwell’s inhomogeneous equations.
Formally, all Maxwell’s equations and the Lorentz force equation are derivable from the action principle,
except radiation reaction terms (self force terms). The radiation reaction becomes a force due to advanced
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waves coming from the absorbing universe mass-energy. The time symmetry is emphasized by rewriting the
4-potential as a sum of retarded and advanced parts.

1
(b) - et v
AM = 2 (AELb)R + AS)Ad )
P T S— (45)

Nap (T — $?)$.’B

An alternative approach to the first term in the Lagrangian is to is to vary it directly and derive the
equations of motion from scratch rather than using the Euler-Lagrange formula. The notation has now been
introduced so we will not continue with the Riemannian Space-time summary.

Paper 4 & 5: These two papers [20,21] are referring entirely to the C-field, which was an addition of
matter in order that the mass-density of the universe p remain constant as the universe expands. We are
not interested in the C-field, since we do not require a static universe, and wish to treat the universe as not
only expanding but accelerating in that expansion. We skip these two papers.

Paper 6, 7, & 8: Now we jump ahead to the full HN-theory and the fully Machian action, or in their
words, the full action. The first of these [222] is a short paper including the C-field. This is not of so much
interest. The next two papers [3,4] are the main papers with the theory we wish to use. These two papers
should be read together. The HN-theory is given in A new theory of gravitation 1964 [3] with extra details
in the 1966 paper [4] entitled A conformal theory of gravitation.

A summary of the new theory [3] follows with reference also to the extra detail in [4]. Particle interactions
are propagated along null geodesics (at no distance in a 4 dimensional or light-like sense). According to HN
the action developed thus far is of the form

I= 16er /R@d% - za:ma/dT - Zzlmeaeb//Gaﬁdxg‘dxf (46)

a b#a

the first two terms looking very different that the direct particle interaction representing the electromagnetic
last term. The term in m, is derived from Galileo’s concept of inertia and has been present since before
Newton. Einstein retained this traditional term. Neither of the first two terms is correct, the first being a
field or energy density the second being attributed to matter only. Only terms of the form using a double
integral should be present. The first two terms have been artificially separated by traditional thinking. In
what follows we construct a purely gravitational theory with the first and second terms combined into a
single mass-energy term. It may also be possible to combine the electromagnetic term into the same term
but we leave that for a later discussion. In order to convert the line integral [ mgdr into a sum of double
line integrals we make the following assumptions:

(1) The mass mq, = m(x,) (mass at position x,) must become a direct particle field, it must arise from all
the other mass in the universe.

(2) Since mass is scalar we expect it to arise through a scalar Greens function.

(3) The action must be symmetric between any pairs of particles, [3].

Let each particle b give rise to a mass-field (spherical monopole type g-waves). Denote this field at a

general point 2 by m® (z). At any point z, on the path of particle a, we have m® (z,) as the contribution
of particle b to the mass of particle a at the position z,. Summing for all b particles ,

m(zy) = mg = Z m®™ (z4) (47)
b

this gives the mass at point x, due to all particles including those at position z,. For electromagnetism
we avoided positions where z, = z;, but for gravity we need not do this, [12] pl09 Eq(46). The non-
electromagnetic part of the action I,,, for many particles a,b... can be written in the form,

Lo = —% ;/m(ma)dr _ Z zb:/m<b>(xa)d7 (48)

In order that (48) be symmetric for any particle pair a,b we must have m® (z,) in the form

m®(z,) = /G(xa,xb)dT’ (49)
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so that

/m(b)(xa)dT = //G(ma,xb)deT’ (50)

where G(x4, xp) = G(2p, 2,) is a scalar Greens function. The mass function at a point z due to the world-line
of particle a, at position z,, is defined by

m™ (x) :/G(LE,Ia)dT . (51)

The mass function varies from point to point. Before we plunge into the depths of HN-theory, let us first
have a brief aside on the development of the field equations for the FEinstein action, which is considerably
easier!

4. COMPARISON OF THE ACTIONS AND FIELD EQUATIONS.

4.1 The Einstein Action

For comparison we write down the basic Einstein Action, without the electromagnetic field,

_ 1 g2 /
Tainsiem = 167TG/ dz Zma . (52)

The field equations are derived by varying the action and setting the variation equal to zero, [12] p112. The
metric tensor will be varied according to g, — guw + dgu. in a volume V' with dg,, = 0 at the boundaries.
Varying the above action yields,

6IE1usteln 167TG Zma/é dT

- Torc / 56" Runl=o] e = S [ ) (53)

Using

1
=S [ olir) = 5 [ Tudg a2t
1
/2y pvp  11/2
6 (1=g"2) = = 5909" 9] (54)
Next we expand out the first term with the Ricci tensor,
O pinstoin = i/é(guuR V)[—g]1/2d4x _ 1 /le Vég“”[—g]l/2d4$
T 16nG " 167G | 277"
1

1 1
= v T 5 v Ty - 1/2d4
167TG/ {Ru 2Rgu + 871G, ] dgh" [—g] T

ti6nC 9" 3Ry [—g]'*d'e (55)

the last term is zero since the variation vanishes on the boundary. Hence by setting /g, 0in = 0 for any
arbitrary variation dg,, we obtain the Einstein’s field equations,

1
R, — §Rg’“/ = —87GT,, (56)
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The familiar energy momentum tensor is easily derived, see Hoyle and Narlikar’s book [12] p112. This
follows from using d7? = g,,, dz*dz" and thus §(dr) = g, 4" dr which leads to

-3 [ mteastan) = =3 [ma)sguiis'a —ain

= | 1 gula) s = + [ Tbg-g) s

v
where TH” = Z 64 (& — o) [—g] "V Pm(x) i i dr (57)

The energy-stress tensor T#” is a sum over all the mass-energy in the universe, excluding the electromag-
netic field which is treated separately. This is exactly the same calculation that will appear in the HN-theory
later.

4.2 Quick note on scalar densities

Using J as the Jacobian (see Dirac’s book on gravitation [11] p37),

de" =da"J or dz’ = Jd*z
_ o+
- Oz@
B ozt ox?
90 = G O

/

(58)
The determinants satisfy,
g=Jg'J
g= J2g/
=v=g=J\-¢ (59)

since g = ||gag|l is negative. That makes \/—g a positive quantity. Hence we may define the following
invariant quantity for any scalar density, for example H — T},,0g"",

/H\/ng‘*z:/ H«/—g’]d“x:/ H'\/—gd'a
1% \4 \%4

hence / T,,69""\/—gd*r = invariant . (60)
%

4.3 The HN-Theory Action

Omitting the electromagnetic field for now, using the definitions (47) and (50), the action can be written,
following Hoyle-Narlikar “A New Theory of Gravitation”, [3], as:

1=-% %/m(wa)dr -y Z//G(xa,a:b)deT/ (61)
a a b

There is just one term, a sum over all the masses in the universe. The energy is not separated out, because
of mass-energy equivalence. This requires that a “universe” consist of at least two particles for them to
interact and create a space-time between them. The factor 1/2 comes in because each G(x,xp) is shared
by two particles a and b. This makes no difference to the equations of motion. The paper has no factor of
1/2 in front of the double sum, whereas the HN book does have the factor of 1/2. The most general wave
equation is

9" G(2,20) 0 + HRG(2,74) = —[—g] /26 (2 — x,) (62)
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in which R is the Ricci scalar and p is a constant taken later to be 1/6 since the wave equation is then
conformally invariant [23]. The next step is to vary the geometry in a finite volume V, g, — g + 090
with dg,, = 0 on the boundary. It will be shown that

o1 = / Pobg" [—g)2d s (63)
where P, is a symmetric tensor. The formalism becomes a theory when we assert that 6/ = 0 which requires
P =0 (64)

which are the field equations of the new theory.

4.4 Field equation for HN-theory

Now for the field equations, [3]. Consider the change in G(z4,2) due to an infinitesimal change dg,,, in
guv over a finite volume V, with dg,, = 0 on the boundary of V. By dividing throughout by [—g]_l/Q, the
equation for the Greens function G(z,x,) can be written as,

6% {[—g]“ 29“”%} + uR[—g|* Gz, 20) = =64 (x — x4) (65)

The variation can be made by setting G — G + G and g*¥ — g"” 4 §g"¥ , and this becomes,

0

oxH

00G 0 oG
1/2 pv Y9 1/2 - __Z 12 _puy T _11/2
a2 G| Rl 206 = 5 (6=l P g | - RE-IG (69
This agrees with Eq (71) in the HN book, [12] p113-114. It appears that §G satisfies the same differential
operator as G(z,x,) itself, but with a distributed source term, not a d-function at point x,. The solution
for G can be written down as follows, (see [26] for first use of this solution on the scalar Greens function
p186)

8G(xq, Tp) =/ % [6([—9]1/29”1')86%?;’ x)} G(zp, v)d*x
—|—,u/ S(R[—9]Y*)G(xq, 2)G (xp, x)d z
1 y,y aG(I(M )aG(I’b,lL')
a 7/\/6([ 9'%g") Oxv OxH d*z
tiu | SR )G ) Glan ) (67)

where we have integrated the first term by parts and set dg"¥ = 0 at the boundary of the volume. This
agrees with Eq (12) in [3] (and Eq (72) in the HN book). The variation of the action then becomes

5T = —;Zaj/m(xa)a(dr) - ;;/Mn(aca)dT
_ —%Z/m(xa)é(dﬂ —ZZ//éG(ma,xb)deT’
:—7Z/m 24)5(dr) ZZ/ //5 L2 g aGéZj’ )aGa(iZ’x)d‘LxdeT'
+MZZ///6 9V G (x40, )G (xp, z)d wdrdr’ (68)
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Using the earlier definitions of mass at point x due to the world-lines of particle a and particle b, Eq.(236),

we arrive at

v) om® (z) Om® (x)
:—fZ/m Xa)0(dT) ZZ/ o(] 1/2 gt S py d*z
+MZZ/ S(R[—g]Y*)ym™ (x)m™ (x)d*x (69)

This agrees with Eq (13) in [3]. There are typos in the papers making these look like covariant derivatives
when they are only partial derivatives.

The first term in the variation of the action, Eq. (69) is the familiar energy momentum tensor for mass-
energy. This follows from using dr? = g, dz"dz":

- m(xq)d(dT) m(z)dg, Dx“x”54(x — zq)dT
2 =2

-- / 1950, (o] d's = [ Tubg (o] d's
1% v
where TH = Z 6 (@ — 24)[—g] "V Pm(x) it dr (70)

This is exactly the same as for the Einstein action treated earlier. This does not include the electromagnetic
fields which are treated separately.

At this point rather than follow the paper [3], it appeared quicker to follow the book [12]. We take up
the derivation there. In order to compare the older paper [3] with the more recent text book [12] we return
to the variation of the Greens function Eq (66). The book uses p = 1/6 and has a factor of 1/2 in front of
the double sum, so the following terms will have a multiplicative factor 1/2 throughout. We may split the
Green function into advanced and retarded parts, [12] p114 Eq (73),

1
5 (G (z, xp) + G* (z, 2p)] - (71)
The retarded part gives the following contribution to dG(z,, zp), see earlier Eq (67),

1 0 oG (x, x
(5Gret($a,xb):—f/ Gret(l’a,x)w {(5([—9]1/29””) &E:U b) d4.%'

G(z,mp) =

/ S(R[—g]"/2) G (20, )G (&, 2p)d (72)
where G (24, x) = G** (,x4).

The equation for §G** above, can be written more symmetrically by integrating the first term by parts,

SGret — / 6 1/2 yy 8Gadv(1‘7$a) 8Gmt(l’,$b) d4x
Oxt Oxv

/ (R 1/2 VG (1, 0 ) Gt (, ap ) d

(73)

This agrees with the book [12] p115, Eq. (77). The advanced part of 6G is similar with the advanced and
retarded G’s switched

SGv — / 6 1/2 H’/ aGret(x7 xa) 8Gadv(x’wb) .
Oxt oxv

/ 6 1/2 rsc($7ma)Gadv(l,7xb)d4x
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The full expression for §G (x4, xp) is the sum of the advanced and retarded parts. The next step is to find
the variation of the action,

za:zb: / / 6G (g, xp)drdr’ . (75)

Here we introduce the mass field from p115 [112],

(adv) § /G(a(lv) x :L.a

(76)
The variation of G becomes,
OG** (x,x4) OG™ (x, xp)
/ 1/2 l/
za:zb://(SG(l‘ma?b)deT ZZ/ //5 g" [ T v
N oG (z xq) OG* V(:z: zb)] Padrdr’
ZZ/ //5 1/2 [G*(z,24) G (x, xp)
+ G (2, 2,) G (2, )] d*xdrdr’
(77)

Note that each term has one sum over a and one over b, so when we substitute in the mass fields all the
summations are used.

om> om™*  Omr* Om
2 : § : ’ 1/2 /u/ 4
— 4 //6G(xa’xb)d7d7— /6 {89&‘ oxv + ozt Oxv d

/ (5 1/2 m dvppret L ogmre mmdv} d4(E
(78)
We may therefore simplify the §I to remove the summations. Here is a full summary so far:
=1 > / (z4)d
=3 2 m(xg)dr
=3 maatar) - 53 [ omizaa
=3 2 m(xg ) =3 m(xg)dT
_ 1 " /244
= —§/VT* 8w [—g)"*d*x ZZ 6G (g, xp)drdr!
1 om** gmre*
— 4 nz 1/2 4 1/2 ;u/ 4
+2/ T 09" [—g] "/ "d /5 {Bx“ B }d x
/ 5 1/2 madvmret] d4.fL' (79)

where we have replaced the first term with the familiar energy-stress tensor expression and flipped from
contravariant to covariant notation with a minus sign change. The second term in the above equation can
be expanded to give;
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8madv 8mret
1/2 v _
6{%9] 9") oxt Oxv

DL g ap@mt Om s 9me gm
2 |:5[ g] g Oxe 81}’6 +[ g] 5g Em B
1 1 amadv amrot
= - — pvr_ 11/2 afB
2 KQQWch [—9] >g 57 ]
_[ ]1/26 uv |:8mldv omret Om2av amret:|

ox*  Oxv + oxv Oz+ (80)

where we have used the following useful identity [12] p 113, in the last step

1
5[_9]1/2 = _59#1/69“”[_9}1/2
The §(R[—yg

]1/2) term in 61 can be expanded also as follows;

GORI=g)") = £O(Rung [—g)"")

—

=: [5(9“”RW)[—911/2 + Ré([—gll/z)}

(82)
using the Eq (81) again for the last term we find,

1 1
OBl = ¢ [Ruu[—g]l%g“” + g" SR, [~ 2Rguu[—g]“259“”]

1 1
=5 [(Rw - QRQIW) 59" [—g)"/* + g“”5Rw[—g]1/2]

hence the contribution to §1 becomes

adv ret 1 1 17 ret
/5 1/2 m }d417= 6/‘/ (RW—2RQW> dgh’ |- ]1/2 [m>m™]

(83)

(84)

The shorthand for 6 then becomes,
1
1=+ [ Tudg™-gdts
2 Jv

1 1 amadv 8mret
= w12 ) B
+3 [(29uu59 [—g] >g B BB ]

g2 {3m“dv omrt  Om 3mm}

ox* Oxv + oxv Ozt

1
/ (R},Ll/ _ Qngj> (591“/[ ]1/2 [m mret]
\%

/9 LOgH [—g) Y 2dre =0 .
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The field equations are then seen to be,

1 1
T:u,u + GIW + E(RIW - igl“,R)madvmmt

1 amadv amrct + 8madv 6mrct aB 8madv 6mrct B
2| Oxzr Oxv ozv ozr II T Topa oup | T

(87)

What remains is to expand 6, in its full glory. See the Addendum for details.
After some trivial algebra, which is obvious to the most casual observer, and only takes a couple of pages of
calculation we get...

1
9W — _6 I:guyDQ(madvmret) _ (madvmret),uy] (88)

where [? is the wave equation 9,0".

5. DERIVATION OF WOODWARD’S MASS CHANGE FORMULA
5.1 Woodward’s Power Equation — mass change formula

From Woodward’s book [24], page 73 Eq( 3.5), we find;

1 [ 1 0P 1 \?Pp?
(5m = — | —— — RN PR
47 G | poc? Ot poc® ) V

sm_ L | V@ (V)1 (0=N

T AnG | moc? Ot2 moc? ) V \ Ot

_ L[V @m0 (omY

" 4AnG | mg Ot mo ot
om _ 1 -i82m, 1 ’ om ’ (89)
V. 4xG | mg Ot2 mo ot

where V is volume over the device, P is power to the device, and P = de/dt. Energy is ¢ = mc? and mass
density po = mgo/V. This agrees with the dimensions of [G] = [FL?/M?].

5.2 HN-theory field equation — mass change formula

Let’s define the HN-field equation (in a smooth fluid) as follows (which agrees with Eq.(16) in reference
[4]) by grouping terms together;

1
RO{,B — §gaﬁR = *SWG(TQB + 6Ta,3) where

2 y 4 1 .
—(87G)oTap = E(Qaﬁg” My = My08) + W(m;am;a - Zm;vm’7ga5)

(90)

Now we expand the terms out. Let us put back in ¢ and not set it equal to one, which can be confusing.
The terms in g, v mix the time and spatial derivatives in an unexpected way.
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Consider first the Tyo and T}; terms separately, using flat metric (+1,-1,-1,-1),

831G 2 g% &*m 0%m 1 9*m
T T = 2 g 33 =
A Ty, [900 ( 2 Ot? t9 (%v? c2 ot?

4 |1 fom\? goo [ 1 [(Om 2 om\ >
_i_i — - - - R - — -
m?2 | c2 \ Ot 4 \c2\ Ot Oz
2 1M 82m 16
- /22/6t2 }2/ o2

+i,£,@ﬁ _i om\*  (om)*
m?2 | c2 \ Ot 2\ ot 0z

__20m 1 (om)' 3 (om)®
om 81‘? m? \ Ox; m2c2 \ Ot

(91)
where we treat the derivatives with respect to 9/0x; as a 3 component gradient-like term.
00 52 2 2
—87T4G(5Tjj _ 2 i 972(‘3 m +gjja m\ 9"m
c m 2 Ot? dx3 dx3
LA (omN gy (1 (om\E (om)?
m2 |\ Oz, 4 \ 2\ ot Oz
_2| 1m a2y{ e
m| 6152 ﬁ/
1 om om\> om\ >
t—4(=) +=5 (=) - (=
m?2 0z c2 ot 0z,
__ 2 Pm 3 (fom)' 1 (om)®
 ome? 02 m2 \ Ox; m2c? \ Ot
(92)
where j = 1,2 or 3. Now take the trace of T where a = 0,1,2,3 by adding the last two equations.
8rG 2 9*m 4 [om\? 4 om\? 2 9°m
——— Tr(0T, —+ — | =— — = - —
ct (0Taa) = m 3x§ T (5‘zj) * m2c? <8t> me Ot?
1 1 18°m 2 (om)\’
CT(0Tne) = —— |4 =20 2 (YT
(0Taa) 4rG {m otz m? (6t> }
e om _2¢ (om’
m 81:? m? \ Oz;
(93)

where we assume we are summing over « and j. This last expression should be compared with the previous
result Eq. (89) above. Note that there are also spatial terms here, which in previous papers I incorporated
into the time derivatives [28]. I now think that was a mistake and have written them out explicitly here.
This is the main result of the paper. Quoting from a paper [29] by R. Medina:

“Unlike the inertia of energy, which is well known, many physicists are not aware of the inertia of
pressure (stress). In many cases such an effect is negligible, but for the case of the stress produced
by electrostatic interactions, it is comparable to the inertial effects of the electromagnetic fields.
If the inertia of stress is neglected the calculations are inconsistent.”

The spatial and temporal terms may be related, in the sense that in The Mach effect drive (or MEGA
drive), PZT (lead zirconate titanate) expands and contracts. In a different device, that may not be the case.
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6. CONCLUSIONS

The main result we wish to emphasize is the mass fluctuation, Eq. (93). Compare this with Woodward’s
result Eq. (89) from his book [24] p73, Eq. (3.5). The consequences of this mass fluctuation are astounding
as related to the Woodward effect and propellant-less propulsion methods. A following paper in this chapter,
by Rodal, will describe how to calculate a force using the mass fluctuation calculated here. The calculated
force and resonant frequency predictions will be compared to experimental data.

Hoyle-Narlikar gravitation , or gravitational absorber theory (GAT), is a valid theory that is fully consistent

with Einstein’s GR. It is a fully Machian theory of gravitation, which means that the mass of a body depends
on its gravitational interaction with all the other masses in the universe. Text books on Einstein’s GR rarely
if ever mention advanced waves, yet the are necessary if interactions with distant matter are to be thought
of as instantaneous.
Around 1965 Hawking voiced an objection to HN-theory [27], but that objection is no longer valid due to the
accelerating expansion of the universe [28]. Hoyle-Narlikar theory is to gravitation what Wheeler-Feynman
absorber theory is to electromagnetism. Einstein’s General Relativity (GR) remains valid and all the tests
of Einstein’s GR also remain valid and carry over to the HN theory presented here. The real difference is
in the highly symmetric and simplified Lagrangian, which treats a mass as being influenced by all the other
masses in the universe, and that is all. A real universe must therefore be made up of at least two masses.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

HF thanks Lance Williams for helpful suggestions and for clarification of the introduction section. HF
also thanks José Rodal for the suggestion of using the name gravitational absorber theory (GAT) as opposed
to HN theory, to try and distance the basic theory from the ideas of static universe cosmology. Rodal also
points out that GAT could stand for gravitationally assisted trajectory and I noticed it also could stand for
glorious awe-inspiring theory.

Addendum

For those of you who just can’t get enough algebra, here is the rest of the glorious details for the derivation
of 0.

We need to expand out Eq. (85) and find the equation for 6,,,;

1/ eyuéguy[_g]1/2d4x = i
2 14

/ (5Ruyg;,bl/)madvmret[_9]1/2d4x

The term in the round bracket on the RHS of the equation can be written as, [12], p118 Egs (98,99).

v 1 a 1/2, A\
(9" 6Ru) = W@ [[—9} w }
wA = (g‘uudr;);u - gHU(SFZV) (94)

Hence we may write,

1

13 ], O e () 2at =

833/\[ 1/2 ,\} (v m) e
1

0
— A adv,ret 1/2 4
o] v 5 (M mt)[—g] /2 d (95)

where we have integrated by parts. This agrees with Eq (100) in Hoyle and Narlikar’s book [12]. Using the
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following identities, from their book p118, w™* can be expanded.

I, = 7[7;]1/2 % (-912)

1 0
HUTA _11/2 v
g Pyl/ [7'9]1/2 6]}” ([ g} g )
1
3([~9)7V%) = +59m09" [~9)71/?
9 _91/2 1 11/278

we will also be reusing the identity in Eq (81), which is also in reference [11] p50, Eq. (26.10).

Consider the following,
VA _ VA v A
5(gM F;u/) - (Sgﬂ« F,uy + gM 5Fuu
=t = (g””éF;\W — g“”&l"/”w)
_ VA 172 a0 v v
- 5(g'u F/,LV) - 6‘9“ Fu,y - g'u 5FHV (97)
Now we need to consider the separate parts of the equation for w* and rewrite it;

0 0

T, = 8(1=g) /%) 5 (=g + (=g %) 5 Bl /%)
(6 Th) = ~0([-g) %) 5 (16120 ~ g2 15(1 4] 9™ (98)

where we have differentiated the identities (96) above. Now we substitute these expression into the equation
for w? to obtain,

W = =0T, ~ s g 0 )] - e ol
(=gl | sl 4 (g g 2T (99)

Now we only need to substitute the following identities,

1
O([=g1'""%) = =5 909" 9]

_ 1 » _
O([=g1™"%) = +5 909" [~ 72
0

oa 9 = =g T, (100)
to obtain the needed result for w?,
1 0 1 0
A VA 1/2 Av A 1/2
Wt = 0g T, — o [8(-g]20™) | - g2 o112
" g2 Oxv [—g)'/27 Oxr
1 1
*ig“AFggg/wt;g“” + 500" 909" T (101)

which agrees with Eq (102) p118 [12]. Now at this point, this wonderful expression for w* must be placed
back inside the integral (276), because we need to find the result for 6,,,. The three terms involving Christof-
fel symbols cancel out. You can integrate by parts and use the divergence theorem. The only remaining
terms involve differentiations on the mass functions only.
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%/Gﬂy5guv[_g]l/2d4m = _%/ <_[gl]1/28ia [5([_9]1/2g>\a)} _

[_91]1/2 gw\% [5[—9} 1/2} )

0
X @(m"‘dvmmt)[—g]lﬂcﬁlx (102)
Expand out the first term and substitute for the §[—g]'/? = —1g,, 69" [—g]'/? , then the [—g]'/? terms
cancel out.
1 0 1 0 0
:eyé we [ _ = A« V6 Qv N e D\ 1,6 N Y adv, ret
w09 ( 129 909 e T 129 Im0d axa) g ()
1 0 0
s Ao _ Y M adv, ret 103
+6 Oz 8x’\(m m) (103)

Now we must substitute 6g** — §¢g*¥ to match the LHS of the equation in the last term. Performing
contractions over « on the first two terms, leads to,

1 0° t 0 e e
s = g (00 gy 07 1™) ) )
1
thus ij = —6 (guyDQ(m&derct) _ (mad"mrot)wy) )
(104)
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