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ABSTRACT

Verlinde (2016) has proposed a new modified theory of gravity, Emergent Gravity (EG), as an
alternative to dark matter. EG reproduces the Tully-Fisher relationship with no free parameters and
agrees with the velocity curves of most massive, spiral galaxies well. In its current form, the theory
only applies to isolated, spherically symmetric systems in a dark energy-dominated Universe, and thus
can only be tested fairly with such systems. This paper presents a framework for rotation curve tests
of EG using isolated dwarf galaxies. Here I extend the EG equations to axisymmetric distributions
for the first time. I also perform a preliminary test of the predictions from EG versus the maximum
velocity measurements of 452 isolated dwarf galaxies. I find that EG predicts the maximum velocities
of these systems somewhat well for galaxies with measured velocities around 100 km/s. EG severely
underpredicts the maximum velocities for dwarf galaxies with measured velocities greater than this
value and overpredicts for those with measured velocities less than this value. Rotation curves of these
isolated dwarf galaxies would provide the definitive test of EG.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since Zwicky’s paper on “dunkel matter” in the 1930s
(Zwicky 1933), there has been growing evidence for new
physics. Rotation curves of galaxies (Rubin et al. 1980),
the Cosmic Microwave Background (Planck Collabora-
tion et al. 2016), and Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations
(Eisenstein et al. 2005) have solidified the need for some-
thing beyond the Standard Model or General Relativity
(GR). Is this new physics a dark matter (DM) parti-
cle or a modification of GR? Verlinde (2016) gives one
possible solution to this question.

In Emergent Gravity (EG) theory (Verlinde 2016),
gravity emerges from the entanglement of spacetime.
According to this theory, dark energy has some entan-
glement entropy. Baryonic matter displaces dark energy
and, due to the volume law contribution to entropy, this
causes an elastic response force on the matter. This
manifests itself as an extra gravitational force around
massive objects. Verlinde (2016) uses this elastic re-
sponse force ansatz to produce an equation for the “ap-
parent dark matter” given some baryonic mass distribu-
tion.

In the limit of a point-source mass, the equation for
the apparent DM in EG converges to the weak limit
equation from Modified Newtonian Gravity (MOND)
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(Milgrom 1983). Thus, Verlinde (2016) manages to de-
rive the Tully-Fisher relation within his theory using no
free parameters and directly connects the MOND accel-
eration, a0, to the energy density in dark energy.

However, EG in its current formulation only applies to
the current, deSitter-like Universe. The equations given
in Verlinde (2016) are also only valid for spherically sym-
metric, isolated systems. Nonetheless, there have been
several tests of this theory. Brouwer et al. (2016) stud-
ied the weak lensing of galaxy clusters, and found it to
be consistent with EG. Ettori et al. (2016) found EG
to agree with two large, roughly spherical galaxy clus-
ters, and Diez-Tejedor et al. (2016) also found agree-
ment with the mass-to-light ratios of the classical dwarf
spheroidal satellite galaxies. Several studies claim that
EG is inconsistent with observations: the initial mass
functions of massive early-type galaxies (Tortora et al.
2017), the radial acceleration within the inner regions

of spiral galaxies Lelli et al. (2017), and the perihelia
of Solar system planets Hees et al. (2017). However, all
of these tests attempt to apply EG outside of the cur-
rently narrow regime where it makes robust predictions:
spherically symmetric, isolated systems in the nearby
Universe.

In this paper, I extend the EG formalism to axisym-
metric systems and consider its predictions for the max-
imum velocities within isolated dwarf galaxies. I then
compare these predictions to observations. These sys-
tems fulfill all of the requirements of the current for-
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mulation of EG, and thus provide the strongest con-
straints on EG. In Section 2, I derive the equations for
specific spherical and axisymmetric mass distributions
along with the corresponding “apparent” dark matter
predicted from EG. In Section 3, I describe how I apply
these equations to isolated dwarf galaxies. In Section
4, I compare EG’s predictions for the velocities within
isolated dwarf galaxies to those measured in a recent 21
cm study (Bradford et al. 2015). I discuss these results
and conclude in Section 5.

2. APPARENT DM DISTRIBUTION
PREDICTIONS FROM EG FOR TWO

REALISTIC BARYONIC MASS DISTRIBUTIONS

The goal of this section is to describe the velocity
curve for two extended mass distributions in EG. Con-
servation of energy tells us that the circular velocity,
v(r), is given solely by the mass distribution. For stan-
dard ΛCDM, we simply use the mass distributions of
both the baryonic and DM mass. In EG, we instead de-
rive the apparent dark matter mass distribution from
the baryonic mass distribution and then use both of
these to find the velocity curve. In this section, I will
derive the apparent dark matter mass distributions for
both a spherically symmetric baryonic mass distribution
and a axisymmetric baryonic mass distribution.

2.1. Spherically Symmetric Case

For a spherically symmetric, isolated system, the ap-
parent DM predicted by EG (Verlinde 2016) is∫ r

0

GM2
D(r′)

r′2
dr′ =

a0r

6
MB(r) , (1)

where G is Newton’s gravitational constant, and a0 =
cH0. By taking the derivative of both sides with respect
to r, we find an equation for MD(r),

M2
D(r) =

a0r
2

6G

d

dr

(
rMB(r)

)
. (2)

Note that if we allow MB to be a point-mass, then

M2
D(r) = a0r

2

6G MB , which would give a gravitational ac-
celeration of

gD(r) =
GMD(r)

r2
=

√
a0
6
gB(r) . (3)

This is just the MOND acceleration in the weak-field
limit (Milgrom 1983) with aM = a0

6 . I only include this
as an aside – dwarf galaxies are of course not describable
as point-masses.

Instead, let us consider an extended mass distribu-
tion. In particular, let us employ a deprojected Sérsic
profile. These profiles fit the stellar light of galaxies well,
and since we are assuming there is no dark matter, this
should also be a good measure of the mass.

The Sérsic profile of a galaxy is given by

I(R) = Ie exp

[
1− bn

(
R

Re

)1/n
]
, (4)

where Ie and Re are the intensity and projected radius
at the half-light slice, respectively, and n is the so-called
Sérsic index, which is a measure of the concentration of
the light about the center. The constant bn is given by
gamma functions (see Appendix A).

To find the mass profile, we must first deproject the
Sérsic profile to give the luminosity density. Assuming
spherical symmetry, we can then integrate in the angular
directions to give the radial luminosity profile. Mazure
& Capelato (2002) first found the exact solution for the
radial luminosity profile given a general Sérsic profile,
and I use their results here.

Since we are assuming that there is no dark matter,
the mass must follow the light. Then, the stellar mass
profile should be the same as the luminosity profile ex-
cept for some scaling factor, the baryonic mass-to-light
ratio, Υ. This ratio, along with the effective intensity
simply give the normalization of the function, and thus
we let Σ = IeΥ, where the process for setting this nor-
malization constant is given in Section 3.2. The final
equation for the baryonic mass profile is

MB(r) =2πc1ΣR2
e

(
r

Re

) 2n+1
n

×G2n,1
1,2n+1

(
c2

(
r

Re

)2
∣∣∣∣∣ {−

(
1
2n

)
}, {}

{βs}, {−
(
2n+1
2n

)
}

)
,

(5)

where Gm,n
p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
is the Meijer G function

(described in Appendix A.2), and the c1, c2, and βs
are constants (described in Appendix A.3). Then, the
apparent DM predicted by EG due to this realistic mass
distribution is given exactly by

M2
D(r) =

πa0c1ΣR2
e

3G

(
r

Re

) 2n+1
n

r2

×

[
G2n,1

1,2n+1

(
c2

(
r

Re

)2
∣∣∣∣∣ {−

(
1
2n

)
}, {}

{βs}, {−
(
2n+1
2n

)
}

)

+ 2G2n,0
0,2n

(
c2

(
r

Re

)2
∣∣∣∣∣ {} {}
{βs} {}

)]
.

(6)
For a detailed description of these methods, see Ap-
pendix A.

Since this is a spherically symmetric mass distribu-
tion, the circular velocity is given by

v(r) = ±
√
G(MD(r) +MB(r))

r
(7)
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2.2. Axisymmetric Case

Now let us consider the axisymmetric case. The EG
equation for axisymmetric systems was not given in Ver-
linde (2016); however, it is straightforward to derive
from the general equations included in the article. Ver-
linde (2016) gives the general form of the EG equations
in 3+1 dimensions as∫

B

(
8πG

a0
ΣD

)2

dV =
2

3

∫
∂B

ΦB

a0
nidAi , (8)

where B is an arbitrary integration region, ni is a vec-
tor normal to the surface of the region, ΣD is the mass
surface density of the apparent dark matter, ΦB is the
gravitational potential induced by the baryonic matter,
and a0 = c/H0 is the acceleration constant, as before.

Without specifying a mass distribution, other than
assuming it is integrable, we can rewrite this as

Σ2
D =

a0
96π2G2

[∇ · (ΦBni)] . (9)

We can now allow for any baryonic mass distribution and
solve for the apparent dark matter mass distribution. To
keep the problem tractable, I will use an axisymmetric
distribution – specifically, an exponential mass distri-
bution. The surface density for an exponential mass
distribution is given by

Σ(R) = Σde
−R/Rd , (10)

where Rd is the scale length of the disk and Σd is a
normalization constant. Note that this distribution is
often used to describe the mass in disk systems.

It is straightforward to find the potential for this sys-
tem via a Hankel Transform(e.g. Binney & Tremaine
2008). It is given as

Φ = Φ(R, z) = −2πGΣdR
2
d

∫ ∞
0

J0(kR)
exp(−k|z|)

(1 + k2R2
d)3/2

,

(11)
where Jn(kR) is a bessel function. For the circular ve-
locity, we only need to concern ourselves with the mass
distribution in the plane. Thus, we will only consider
the baryonic potential in the plane. This leads to an
apparent DM mass surface density of

Σ2
D(R, 0) =

a0
96πG

Σd

Rd

[
I0 (y) (RdK1 (y)−RK0 (y))

− I1 (y) (RdK0 (y)−RK1 (y))
]
, (12)

where In(x) and Kn(x) are modified bessel functions
and y = R/2Rd. Finally, we find our circular velocity
through the equation

vc(R) = R
∂(ΦT )

∂R

∣∣∣∣
z=0

, (13)

where ΦT is the total potential. We find this by adding
all sources of the surface density ΣT = ΣB+ΣD and then
transforming to the potential using a Hankel Transform.

3. MODELING ISOLATED DWARF GALAXY
ROTATION CURVES WITH EG

In this section, I apply my equations from Section 2 to
real isolated dwarf galaxies. First, I describe the equa-
tions employed in the analysis and then I discuss the
data.

3.1. Theory

Isolated dwarf galaxies contain a significant amount of
HI gas that often exceeds the amount of stellar mass in
the galaxy (Geha et al. 2006). This HI gas in dwarf
galaxies typically extends far beyond the stellar disk
(Broeils & Rhee 1997). Thus, we must include the mass
profiles of both the stellar mass and the HI gas mass to
properly model the baryonic content of these galaxies.

In addition, real galaxies are neither perfect spheres
nor infinitely thin disks. These two cases form bounding
cases for the possible velocities EG predicts. The true
distribution is most likely something in between these
two cases. Thus, I will develop the equations for both
of these cases.

For the spherical case, I model the starlight profile
as a Sérsic profile with index, n. I model the HI mass
profile as a sphere with an exponential density profile –
a Sérsic profile with n = 1. The scale lengths for each
case, R? and RHI, and the normalization constants, Σ?

and ΣHI, are given by measured quantities, as described
in the next section.

In the axisymmetric case, I use an exponential sur-
face density distribution for both the stars and the gas.
The main parameters in each case, R?, RHI, Σd,?, and
Σd,HI, are also derived from measured quantities. Note
that the effective radii used in the spherical and ax-
isymmetric cases are the same for each species, but the
normalization constants are different.

3.2. Data

To test EG, I use the Bradford et al. (2015) sample of
isolated dwarf galaxies in SDSS DR 8. They choose all
galaxies within the NASA Sloan Atlas1 (NSA) catalog
(Blanton et al. 2011) that have z > 0.002 and Mr <
17.72. They then select according to an isolation crite-
ria: for stellar mass M? < 109.5M�, a galaxy is isolated
if dhost > 1.5 Mpc. The full Bradford et al. (2015) sam-
ple has 546 isolated dwarf galaxies (M? < 109.5 M�).
For each of these galaxies, Bradford et al. (2015) mea-
sure the 21 cm peak flux and line width. The HI gas
masses are calculated from the peak fluxes. The inferred
maximum circular velocity in each galaxy is given by

vmax =
W20

2 sin i (1 + z)
, (14)

1 http://www.nsatlas.org
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where W20 is the width of the 21 cm line at 20% peak
flux, i is the inclination of the galaxy, and z is the red-
shift.

It has been found that face-on galaxies (i.e. galaxies
with inclinations below ∼ 40 degrees), can have signifi-
cant errors induced by inclination effects (c.f. Stark, et
al. 2009). To mitigate any effects from inclination, I se-
lect all galaxies with inclinations i > 45 degrees from
the Bradford et al. (2015) sample. This leaves us with
a final sample of 452 galaxies.

For each of the galaxies in the sample, I use the NSA
catalog Sérsic fit values for n, R?, and M?, and I use
the Bradford et al. (2015) values for the HI mass and
the measured maximum circular velocities. There are
no direct observations of the normalization constants,
Σ?, Σd,?, ΣHI, and Σd,HI. Instead these must be in-
ferred from other quantities. I set each normalization
constant by assuming that the measured mass is con-
tained within five effective radii. Both of the distribu-
tions I use in this paper converge to their total masses
with these radii. The normalization constants are dif-
ferent for the spherical and axisymmetric cases because
of the different mass formulas assumed in each case.

To set the effective radius of the HI gas, RHI, I employ
the relation by Lelli, et al. (2016):

log10MHI = (1.87±0.03) log10RHI−(7.20±0.03) , (15)

where MHI is given in solar masses, and RHI is given
in kpc. The intrinsic scatter of the relation is σint =
0.06± 0.01 dex.

4. RESULTS

Here I present the velocity curves predicted by EG. I
also compare the predicted maximum circular velocities
from EG to those measured in Bradford et al. (2015).
This is a preliminary analysis and should be followed by
a full analysis with rotation curves of these galaxies.

To give an idea of the typical velocity curve produced
by EG, let us consider the velocity curve of a sample
dwarf galaxy with the median values from the data de-
scribed in Section 3.2. These values are all given in Table
1.

The predicted velocity curves from EG for the spheri-
cal (solid), axisymmetric (dashed), and point-mass (dot-
ted) cases are given as the blue curves in Figure 1. For
comparison, I also include the predictions from Newto-
nian gravity (assuming only baryonic matter), which are
given by the black lines. The median measured maxi-
mum velocity from Bradford et al. (2015) is given by the
orange, solid line as a reference. EG overpredicts in this
median case.

Note that the maximum velocity for all of the cases
occurs at r ∼ 5−30 kpc. This is many times the effective
radius of the stellar content. However, it is ∼ 0.5−3RHI.
Thus, it is clear that the HI gas is the main driver behind
the shape of the velocity curves, which agrees with the
large gas fractions that are observed in these galaxies.

Table 1. Median Values for Isolated

Dwarf Galaxies in Sample

Parameters Values

M? 3.98 × 108 M�

R? 2.07 kpc

n 1.14

Σ? 1.55 × 107 M� kpc−2

MHI 1.24 × 109 M�

RHI 10.31 kpc

ΣHI 1.94 × 106 M� kpc−2

vmeas 82 km/s
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Figure 1. Circular Velocity as a Function of Radius

for a Median Isolated Dwarf Galaxy. The blue lines give

the prediction from EG assuming a spherical baryonic mass

distribution (solid line), an axisymmetric mass distribution

(dashed line), or a point-mass (dotted line). The black lines

give the Newtonian predictions (i.e. assuming there is only

baryonic mass) for a spherical mass distribution (solid line)

and an axisymmetric mass distribution (dashed line). The

orange, dashed line gives the median measured maximum

velocity from Bradford et al. (2015).

Figure 2, shows the binned, estimated maximum cir-
cular velocity from EG for the spherical case (blue) and
axisymmetric case (orange) versus the measured maxi-
mum circular velocities from Bradford et al. (2015). If
the theory and observations were perfect, then all of the
points would lie on the line y = x (black line). While
both models seem to do well around 100 km/s, they
both overpredict the velocities at low measured v and
underpredict at high measured v.
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Figure 2. Binned, Predicted Maximum Circular Velocity

from EG versus Measured Maximum Circular Velocities for

Isolated Dwarf Galaxies. The blue points give the results for

the spherically symmetric case and the orange points give

the results for the axisymmetric case. If there was a perfect

agreement with the measurements, all of the points would lie

along the black line.

I fit a best fit line to each of the models (assuming
all of the galaxies can be treated independently) using
a Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) routine and plot
these as the dashed lines in Figure 2. The best fit slope
for the spherical model (blue) is m = 0.83 ± 0.03 and
the best fit intercept is b = 15.96 ± 1.36. The best fit
values for the disk case (orange) are m = 0.78 ± 0.01
and b = 25.12± 1.51. Neither of these models allow for
the “perfect agreement” line with m = 1 and b = 0.
In fact, the disk case gives a slightly worse agreement
with the data than the spherical case. Overall, these
are preliminary results and a more careful analysis with
rotation curves is needed to provide robust statements.

5. DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, I develop the equations for EG’s ve-
locity curve predictions based on two realistic baryonic
mass profiles: a spherically symmetric model and an ax-
isymmetric model. I then apply these models to isolated
dwarf galaxies. These galaxies contain large amounts of
HI gas, which must be treated separately from the stellar
mass. Finally, I compare EG’s predictions for the veloc-
ities with the HI 21-cm line width measurements from
Bradford et al. (2015) for 452 isolated dwarf galaxies.

As I show in the results section, the predicted veloc-
ities from EG agree somewhat well for some ranges in

measured v, but the predictions are systematically poor
outside of this middle range. In particular, the very
large measured velocities with v > 150 km/s are not at
all predicted by EG. Most of these galaxies are disks,
so we would expect the axisymmetric models to better
model the baryonic distribution of these galaxies. Again,
these are preliminary results; however, it is intriguing
that EG’s predictions do not improve given improved
modeling of the baryons.

There are many assumptions made when modeling the
baryonic gas mass and it is entirely possible that any of
these could be biasing the EG predictions. Perhaps the
most error-prone parts of the analysis are the choices for
the distributions and the normalization routine.

The baryonic distributions I choose, a spherical distri-
bution based on the Sérsic profile and an axisymmetric,
infinitely-thin disk with an exponential distribution, are
both highly idealistic. Nonetheless, they are the two
extreme ends of the expected baryonic distributions for
isolated dwarf galaxies – thick disks. Since these galax-
ies are mostly composed of HI gas, we do expect them to
be closer to thin disks than spheres. Specifically, HI gas
tends to follow either an exponential or Gaussian distri-
bution within galaxies (Swaters, et al. 2002; Martinsson,
et al. 2016). Equation 9 shows that the apparent dark
matter surface density increases for larger baryonic po-
tential flux losses through a surface. In other words,
the steeper the baryonic distribution, the more appar-
ent dark matter should be in the system, according to
EG. Thus, using an exponential distribution rather than
a Gaussian distribution for the disk case already gives
an upper limit on the velocities EG would predict for an
infinitely thin, axisymmetric disk. The use of a steeper
distribution may alleviate some of the tension seen in
Figure 2; however, it is not well supported by observa-
tional data.

As I describe in Section 3.2, I normalize the mass dis-
tribution functions by assuming that all of the mass is
contained within five effective radii. This normalization
routine for each of the profiles is somewhat arbitrary,
and it does have a large effect on the final predicted
rotation curves. However, it is not clear that changing
the normalization routine would allow the axisymmet-
ric predictions to match the data while remaining consis-
tent with observations of the HI content in disk galaxies.
The velocities scale as v ∝ (Σd,?+Σd, HI)

1/2. To achieve
the measured velocities, we would need to decrease the
surface densities for lower-mass disks and increase the
surface density for higher-mass disks. However, this
does not agree with observations of HI in dwarf galax-
ies – many surveys have found that there exists a tight
relationship between the HI mass and effective radius
(Broeils & Rhee 1997; Lelli, et al. 2016). This implies a
constant HI surface density. To be consistent with these
observations, a constant normalization increase would
need to be applied. This would only shift the points
upward in Figure 2 but would not change the shape of
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the relationship. Thus, either the lowest mass galaxies
would have overpredicted velocities or the highest mass
galaxies would have underpredicted velocities.

In conclusion, I find hints of a discrepancy between the
predicted maximum circular velocities from EG and the
measured maximum circular velocities around isolated
dwarf galaxies for the most realistic mass distributions.
We need rotation curves of these galaxies to identify if
this discrepancy is due to modeling errors or the inabil-
ity of EG to describe these systems. Given that EG is
only equipped to handle systems of this type, it seems
that these discrepancies should be taken seriously as a
possible issue with the theory. The next step is to ob-
tain rotation curves of these isolated dwarf galaxies. The
framework provided in this paper should allow for a ro-
bust test of EG with these rotation curves. This would
provide the best test of EG at this time.
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APPENDIX

A. DERIVATIONS OF THE EG EQUATIONS FOR A DEPROJECTED SÉRSIC PROFILE

A.1. The Sérsic Profile

First, I repeat the equation describing the Sérsic profile

I(R) = Ie exp

[
1− bn

(
R

Re

)1/n
]
, (A1)

where bn is defined by Γ(2n) = 2γ(2n, bn).
Note that I(R) and R are projected quantities. They do not give the 3D, physical radius or intensity. To find the

physical luminosity (and then the physical mass), we must deproject the Sérsic profile.
I begin by relating the intensity, I(R), to the luminosity density, n(r),

I(R) = 2

∫ ∞
0

dz n(r) , (A2)

where I assume the luminosity density is symmetric in z. Note that r is the radius in spherical coordinates and R is
the projected radius (i.e. the radius in cylindrical coordinates). Now, we can change variables using r2 = R2 + z2.
This gives

I(R) = 2

∫ ∞
R

rn(r)√
r2 −R2

dr . (A3)

I find n(r) by inverting Equation A3 using the Abel Identity (cf. Appendix B.5 of Binney & Tremaine 2008)

n(r) = − 1

π

∫ ∞
r

dI

dR

dR√
R2 − r2

(A4)

This is unsolvable for generic I(R). However, the analytic solution to this integral for the I(R) given in Equation A1
can be expressed in terms of Meijer G functions (Mazure & Capelato 2002).

A.2. The Meijer G functions

The Meijer G functions (see http://functions.wolfram.com/HypergeometricFunctions/MeijerG/ and http://dlmf.
nist.gov/16 for more formulae involving the Meijer G functions) are generalized hypergeometric functions that give
most of the special functions we know (i.e. trigonometric functions, Bessel functions, exponential function, etc.) as
special cases. The Standard Meijer G function is defined as

Gm,n
p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
=

1

2πi

∫
L

(
∏m

k=1 Γ(s+ bk))
∏n

k=1 Γ(1− ak − s)
(
∏p

k=n+1 Γ(s+ ak))
∏q

k=m+1 Γ(1− bk − s)
z−sds (A5)

A few useful identities of the Meijer G functions are [from DLMF]

Gm,n
p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
≡ z−cGm,n

p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣a1 + c, . . . , ap + c

b1 + c, . . . , bq + c

)
(A6)

Gm,n
p,q

(
1

z

∣∣∣∣∣a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
≡Gn,m

q,p

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ 1− b1, . . . , 1− bq1− a1, . . . , 1− ap

)
(A7)

Gm,n
p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
≡Gm,n+1

p+1,q+1

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣a0, a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq, a0

)
(A8)

The derivative of the Meijer G function leads to another Meijer G function [from Wolfram Functions]

∂Gm,n
p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
∂z

= Gm,n+1
p+1,q+1

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ −1, a1 − 1, . . . , an − 1, an+1 − 1, . . . , ap − 1

b1 − 1, bm − 1, 0, bm+1 − 1, . . . , bq − 1

)
(A9)

http://functions.wolfram.com/HypergeometricFunctions/MeijerG/
http://dlmf.nist.gov/16
http://dlmf.nist.gov/16


8

By combining Equations A9 & A6, I find the following useful formula

∂

(
z1−a1Gm,n

p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

))
∂z

= z−a1Gm,n
p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1 − 1, a2, . . . , ap
b1, . . . , bq

)
. (A10)

By differentiating the left side of Equation A10, I find

z
∂

∂z
Gm,n

p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
= Gm,n

p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1 − 1, a2, . . . , ap
b1, . . . , bq

)
+ (a1 − 1)Gm,n

p,q

(
z

∣∣∣∣∣ a1, . . . , apb1, . . . , bq

)
. (A11)

A.3. The Radial Mass Profile

Here I will give the radial mass profile for a generic Sérsic profile following the treatment of Mazure & Capelato
(2002). This is easily modified to give either the stellar or HI mass profiles using the correct n, Re, and Σ.

Define the Sérsic profile in terms of dimensionless quantities

x≡ r

Re
(A12)

s≡ r

Re
(A13)

i(x) =
I(R)

Ie
= exp[−bn(x1/n − 1)] (A14)

ν(s) =n(r)
Re

Ie
= − 1

π

∫ ∞
s

di

dx

1√
x2 − s2

dx . (A15)

Then, the deprojected radial luminosity profile is given by

L(s) = 4π

∫ s

0

s′2ν(s′)ds′ . (A16)

Since I am assuming that the mass follows the light, the radial mass profile is Equation A16 times the mass-to-light
ratio, Υ,

M(s) = 4πΥ

∫ s

0

s′2ν(s′)ds′ . (A17)

Mazure & Capelato (2002) find that the analytic solution to this integral for a Sérsic profile is

M(s) = 2πΥc1s
2n+1

n G2n,1
1,2n+1

(
c2s

2

∣∣∣∣∣ {−
(

1
2n

)
}, {}

{βs}, {−
(
2n+1
2n

)
}

)
, (A18)

where

c1≡
bn exp[bn]

(2π)n
√
n

(A19)

c2≡
(
bn
2n

)2n

(A20)

βs≡
{(

j − 1

2n

)
1≤j≤n

;

(
j − 2

2n

)
n+1≤j≤2n

}
. (A21)

A.4. EG Predictions

To give values predicted by EG, I must find dM
dr . First, I differentiate Equation A18 using Equation A11, which

gives

dM

ds
= 4πΥc1s

n+1
n G2n,0

0,2n

(
c2s

2

∣∣∣∣∣ {} {}
{βs} {}

)
. (A22)

Now, I need to express dM/ds and M(s) in terms of r instead. This is done using the definition for s given in Equation
A12 and accounting for the extra factor of 1/Re from the change of variable in the derivative. However, I also need
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to account for how I began with a dimensionless luminosity density by multiplying both dM/ds and M(s) by IeR
2
e.

Then,

M(r) = 2πc1ΣR2
e

(
r

Re

) 2n+1
n

G2n,1
1,2n+1

(
c2

(
r

Re

)2
∣∣∣∣∣{−

(
1
2n

)
}, {}

{βs}, {−
(
2n+1
2n

)
}

)
,

dM

dr
= 4πc1ΣRe

(
r

Re

)n+1
n

G2n,0
0,2n

(
c2

(
r

Re

)2
∣∣∣∣∣ {} {}{βs}{}

)
,

M2
D(r) =

πa0c1ΣR2
e

3G

(
r

Re

) 2n+1
n

r2

[
G2n,1

1,2n+1

(
c2

( r

Re

)2 ∣∣∣∣∣{−
(

1
2n

)
}, {}

{βs}, {−
(
2n+1
2n

)
}

)
+ 2G2n,0

0,2n

(
c2

( r

Re

)2 ∣∣∣∣∣ {} {}{βs}{}

)]
,

where Σ = IeΥ.
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