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ABSTRACT

Some dwarf galaxies are within the Mondian regime at all radii, i.e., the gravitational acceleration

provided by the observed baryons is always below the threshold of g† ' 1.2×10−10 m s−2. These dwarf

galaxies often show cores, in the sense that assuming Newton’s gravity to explain their rotation curves,

the total density profile ρ(r) presents a central plateau or core (d log ρ/d log r → 0 when r → 0). Here

we show that under MOND gravity, the existence of this core implies a baryon content whose density

ρbar must decrease toward the center of the gravitational potential (ρbar → 0 when r → 0). Such

drop of baryons toward the central region is neither observed nor appears in numerical simulations

of galaxy formation following MOND gravity. We analyze the problem posed for MOND as well as

possible workarounds.

Keywords: Baryonic dark matter (140) — Dark matter (353) — Dwarf galaxies (416) — Galaxy

dynamics (591) — Gravitation (661) — Galaxy structure (622) — Modified Newtonian

dynamics (1069)

1. INTRODUCTION

The existence of dark matter (DM) and its nature are

probably two of the main unsolved problems in physics

(e.g., Trimble 1987; Bergström 2000; Porter et al. 2011;

Bauer et al. 2015; Peebles 2021). Among the solu-

tions, Milgrom (1983a) circumvented the need for DM

by modifying Newton’s gravitational law at very low

gravities, a workaround that is able to explain some

of the issues that DM explains, in particular, the ro-

tation curves (RC) in the outer parts of regular galax-

ies. Milgrom’s phenomenological theory is known as

MOND (MOdified Newtonian Dynamics) and has re-

ceived much attention over the years (Milgrom 2001;

Sanders & McGaugh 2002; Famaey & McGaugh 2012;

Skordis & Z lośnik 2021). It is also known to face some

difficulties, though (e.g., Angus et al. 2013; Randria-

mampandry & Carignan 2014; Safarzadeh & Loeb 2021).

In this context where sensible explanations for the DM-

related phenomena are eagerly sought, we have come
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across a theoretical result that may help us to constrain

the validity of the MOND hypothesis. It is reported

here.

In essence, MOND gravity establishes that Newton’s

law holds when the gravitational acceleration produced

by baryons alone, gbar, is larger than the threshold

g† ' 1.2× 10−10 m s−2 that defines the Mondian regime

(details and references in Sect. 2). Otherwise, the grav-

itational acceleration scales as
√
g†gbar, which is larger

than gbar alone. In this paper, we adopt the parameteri-

zation of MOND known as Radial Acceleration Relation

(RAR; McGaugh et al. 2016; Lelli et al. 2017), although

our conclusions do not depend on this assumption, as

we discuss in various passages of the manuscript.

Even in their centers, many dwarf galaxies with well

measured RCs are in the Mondian regime. With typical

central densities ρco of the order of 5 × 107 M� kpc−3

and core radii rco around 0.5 kpc (e.g., Oh et al. 2015,

Table 2), their gravitational acceleration is of the order

of
4πG

3
ρco rco ' 10−11 m s−2, (1)

with G the gravitational constant. This acceleration is

clearly smaller than g†, showing that these dwarf galax-
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ies are good testbeds for MOND gravity (Sanders & Mc-

Gaugh 2002; Müller et al. 2019; Lelli 2022).

When the RC of dwarf galaxies are interpreted in

terms of DM, the resulting mass density profile often

shows a central plateau or core. This originates the

so-called core-cusp problem of the cold DM paradigm

(e.g., Del Popolo & Le Delliou 2017; Bullock & Boylan-

Kolchin 2017), since this observed core contrasts with

the cusp expected in the mass density profile resulting

from cold DM (the NFW profile, after Navarro et al.

1997). We will show that for this core to be consis-

tent with RAR (and so with MOND), the baryon den-

sity should decrease toward the center of the galaxies.

With all due caution, this central drop of baryons has

not been observed (or, at least, it is exceptional), which

questions that RAR holds in the cores of dwarf galaxies.

Exceptions to RAR are to be expected within the cold

DM paradigm since RAR is view only as an emergent

relation resulting from the complex interplay between

baryons and DM (e.g., Navarro et al. 2017; Ludlow et al.

2017). For MOND, however, RAR is a law of nature to

be followed in every occasion, also in the cores of galax-

ies.

The paper is organized as follows: Sect. 2 shows how

for the baryon density profiles to be simultaneously con-

sistent with RAR and with central cores, their density

has to decrease toward the center of the gravitational

well. An approximation for 2-dimensional baryon dis-

tributions is also worked out in Sect. 2.1. The surface

density of profiles accounting for central cores plus RAR

is computed in Sect. 2.2. Section 3 discusses existing ob-

servations, which discard a significant lack of baryons in

galaxy centers. In particular, we show how the central

parts of dwarfs with well-measured RCs often defy RAR.

Numerical simulations of galaxies based on MOND do

not show a drop of baryons in their centers, as discussed

in Sect. 4. Possible workarounds for MOND to account

for the difficulty posed in the paper are analyzed in

Sect. 4.

2. MAIN EQUATIONS

Empirically, the relation between the gravity provided

by the observed baryons, gbar, and the effective gravity

explaining the dynamics, gobs, is approximately given by

the RAR (e.g., McGaugh et al. 2016; Lelli et al. 2017;

Li et al. 2018),

gobs =
gbar

1− exp(−
√
gbar/g†)

, (2)

so that gobs ' gbar for gbar � g† and gobs '
√
gbar g†

when gbar � g† (the latter usually called Mondian

regime). This relation is taken in the paper as an op-

erative parameterization of MOND gravity. Other pa-

rameterizations are discussed at the end of the section.

Within the DM paradigm, the difference between gobs
and gbar is due to the presence of a DM halo so that

the total gravitational mass density, ρ, has contributions

from baryons, ρbar, and from DM, ρDM, so that ρ =

ρbar + ρDM. Assuming spherical symmetry,

gbar(r) = 4πG
1

r2

∫ r

0

x2ρbar(x) dx, (3)

and

gobs(r) = 4πG
1

r2

∫ r

0

x2ρ(x) dx, (4)

with r the distance to the center of the gravitational

potential. Equations (3) and (4) can be combined1 to

get the total density ρ(r) satisfying RAR for a given

baryon density ρbar(r), explicitly,

ρ(r) =
gobs(r)

gbar(r)

[
f ′(r) ρbar(r)+

gbar(r)

2πGr

(
1−f ′(r)

)]
, (5)

with

f ′ =
d log gobs
d log gbar

. (6)

Equation (2) allows f ′ to be evaluated, and it turns out

to be,

f ′ = 1−
√
gbar/g†

2

exp(−
√
gbar/g†)

1− exp(−
√
gbar/g†)

. (7)

Together with Eqs. (2), (3), and (7), Eq. (5) provides

the pair ρ(r) – ρbar(r) reproducing RAR. To illustrate

the relation, Fig. 1 shows ρbar given by a polytrope of

index m = 52, which is known to reproduce the stellar

mass density profiles observed in low-mass galaxies (e.g.,

Sánchez Almeida et al. 2021). It was chosen because this

baryon density has a central plateau (d log ρbar/d log r '
0 when r → 0). According to Fig. 1, the existence of this

core in ρbar is not reflected in ρ, which keeps growing

toward the center (d log ρ/d log r ' −0.5).

The different asymptotic behavior of ρbar and ρ will

hold for most baryon mass profiles provided the Mon-

dian condition is met (gbar � g†) because, if ρbar(r) ∝
r−γ when r → 0, i.e., if

lim
r→0

d log ρbar
d log r

= −γ, (8)

1 Compute the derivative of log gbar with log r from Eq. (3).
Repeat the exercise with log gobs using Eq. (4). Then,
keeping in mind that (d log gobs/d log r)/(d log gbar/d log r) =
d log gobs/d log gbar, the ratio of the two derivatives renders
Eq. (5).

2 Also known as Plummer profile or Shutter profile: see, e.g. Bin-
ney & Tremaine (2008).
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Figure 1. Toy model for density profiles following RAR and having no drop in the central baryon content. Left panel: empirical
relation between the radial acceleration inferred from rotation curves, gobs, and the radial acceleration produced by the observed
baryons, gbar. This is the so-called RAR, which is shown as worked out by McGaugh et al. (2016, the solid orange line, with
the dashed lines showing the scatter). The symbols represent a model galaxy whose radial density profiles are shown in the
right panel. The slanted blue dashed line shows the x = y relation, and is included for reference. Right panel: baryon density
(star symbols) and the total density (bullet symbols) of a model galaxy that follows RAR. The model galaxy has baryon mass
Mbar = 108 M�, central surface density Σbar(0) = 50 M� pc−2, which together render a core scale length b ' 0.8 kpc. The
symbols in both the left and the right panels are color coded according to the radial distance, as given by the vertical color bar.
The dashed line in the right panel indicates 200 times the critical density ρc which usually defines the outer edge of the DM
halo (e.g., Navarro et al. 1997).
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Figure 2. Similar to Fig. 1, except that the baryon density has been chosen to vary as ρbar ∝ r in the core so that the
total density fulfilling the RAR (left panel) has a central plateau or core (right panel). The model galaxy has stellar mass
Mbar ' 7× 107 M� and a core scale length of b ' 0.8 kpc, which render a central surface density Σbar(0) ' 17 M� pc−2. Unlike
Fig. 1, here we show several parameterizations of RAR (left panel), which have been included to illustrate that the central core
in ρ(r) appears independently of the actual parameterization (see the overlapping solid lines in the right panel, with the color
code given in the left panel).
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then Eq. (2) yields,

lim
r→0

d log ρ

d log r
= −1 + γ

2
. (9)

Equation (9) follows from Eq. (8) through Eqs. (3) and

(5) for a self-gravitating system in the Mondian regime.

Thus, for a galaxy to have a core inferred from the ro-

tation curve, i.e., for

lim
r→0

d log ρ

d log r
= 0, (10)

then γ = −1. As a result, the baryon density must grow

linearly with radius in the center of the galaxy,

ρbar(r) ' ρbar(r0)
r

r0
, (11)

with r0 a characteristic radius. Figure 2 illustrates the

result. We prescribe ρbar as a hollow polytrope, i.e.,

ρbar(r) = p(r/b,m) [1− exp(−r/b)], (12)

where p(r/b,m) is a polytrope of index m, known to

have a central core (e.g., Sánchez Almeida 2022). Thus,

it is clear from Eq. (12) that ρbar ∝ r when r � b, as

required to reproduce a central core according to RAR

(γ = −1; Eq. [9]). This is illustrated with the m = 5

hollow polytrope in Fig. 2, but it holds for all the other

indexes as well.

Note that the main result given above, namely, the

fact that ρbar has to be proportional to r for ρ to have

a core, is independent of the parameterization used to

represent MOND. We employ RAR (Eq. [2]) but sev-

eral other parameterizations are available in the litera-

ture (e.g., Milgrom & Sanders 2008; McGaugh 2008). It

will hold for any of them since the result stands within

the Mondian regime, which is the same for all. To fur-

ther support this argument, the density profiles result-

ing from several parameterizations are shown in Fig. 2.

Specifically, in addition to Eq. (2), Fig. 2 includes,

gobs
gbar

=

√
1

2
+

1

2

√
1 + 4/(gbar/g†)2, (13)

from Milgrom (1983b),

gobs
gbar

=
1

2
+

1

2

√
1 + 4/(gbar/g†), (14)

from Famaey & Binney (2005), and

gobs
gbar

=
1√

1− exp(−gbar/g†)
, (15)

from McGaugh (2008). The relation between ρbar and

ρ in Eq. (5) remains valid in this case with the actual

parameterization used for MOND entering through the

derivative f ′ (Eq. [6]). The examples shown in Fig. 2

employ a f ′ computed numerically from the above ex-

pressions.

2.1. Approximation for baryons distributed in thin

disks

If the baryons are in a disk (i.e., the baryon system

has axi-symmetry rather than the spherical symmetry

assumed in Sect. 2), then Eq. (3) no longer holds. The

mass distribution at radii > r also affects the gravi-

tational potential at r and so has to be considered to

work out gbar. However, considering the mass interior

to r still represents a sensible first order approximation

(Binney & Tremaine 2008, Sect. 2.6.1), which we take

as an ansatz to keep the discussion in the realm of ana-

lytical expressions. In this case,

gbar(R) = 2πG
1

R2

∫ R

0

xΣdisk(x) dx, (16)

with Σdisk(R) the baryon mass surface density of the

disk at the radius R. Thus, the expression is formally

identical to Eq. (3) replacing r with R and

ρbar(r) with
Σdisk(R)

2R
. (17)

We are interested in the central region of the galaxy.

Assuming a power law approximation,

Σdisk(R) ' Σdisk(r0) (R/r0)−β , (18)

Eqs. (11) and (17) imply γ → β + 1 so that Eq. (9)

yields,

lim
r→0

d log ρ

d log r
= −2 + β

2
. (19)

This equation shows that for the total density to have

a core (i.e., d log ρ/d log r → 0 when r → 0), the baryon

surface density should have a central drop even more

pronounced than when the mass is distributed in a 3D

volume (i.e., rather than -1, the slope turns out to be

β = −2, which corresponds to Σdisk ∝ R2).

The haloes resulting from DM numerical simulations

are not completely spherically symmetric. However, the

lower the redshift and halo mass the smaller the devi-

ation from spherical symmetry. For example, low-mass

haloes with mass< 1013 M� have the three axes with the

same length within 10 % or less (e.g., Despali et al. 2014;

Zavala & Frenk 2019). Thus, deviations from spheri-

cal symmetry are neglected when measuring the total

density ρ consistent with the observed circular velocity

(Sect. 3, Eq. [25]). However, for the sake of comprehen-

siveness and because it is simple to treat, we next discuss

the effect of having the total effective Newtonian mass

distributed in a thin disk. Under this assumption and

close to the center of the potential, we approximate the

total surface density as

Σ(R) ∝ R−δ, (20)
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so that in the MOND regime where gobs ∝
√
gbar

(Sect. 1), the indexes for the baryon surface density and

total mass are related as

δ = β/2. (21)

On the other hand, the equivalence between true sur-

face density and an effective volume density in Eq. (17)

implies ρ ' r−(1+δ) so that

d log ρ

d log r
' −(1 + δ). (22)

Therefore, for the total volume density profile to have a

core (Eq. [10]), 1+δ ' 0. Thus, given the constraint set

by Eq. (21), a core requires β ' −2 and, consequently,

a pronounced drop of Σdisk when R→ 0 (Eq. [18]).

2.2. Surface density corresponding to volume densities

with central drops

Some of the observations discussed below have to do

with surface density rather than volume density. The

question arises as to what is the baryon surface density

corresponding to the condition of cores following RAR

(Eq. [11]). The response does not have a closed analytic

expression since the surface density depends not only

on the central density but also on the full density pro-

file through its projection in a plane (i.e., through its

Abel transform). Thus, the corresponding surface den-

sity has to be computed numerically on a case-by-case

basis. Figure 3 shows Σbar(R) for a number hollow poly-

tropes. They were computed numerically through the

Abel transform of their 3D distribution given in Eq. (12).

Σbar(R) is shown in the right panel whereas the ρbar(r)

from which they derive are displayed in the left panel.

The resulting Σbar profiles have an small inner depres-

sion with an upturn at R = b. The plateau with subse-

quent upturn is a generic prediction of volume densities

with a central drop, as can be drawn from the following

argument. Adopting the density in Eq. (11) for r ≤ r0
and 0 elsewhere, Σbar(R) turns out to be analytic. A

simple integration yields

Σbar(R) =
r0ρ0
X2

[
X
√
X2 − 1 + ln

(
X +

√
X2 − 1

)]
,

(23)

with X = r0/R. Equation (23) holds for R ≤ r0 while

Σbar(R) = 0 elsewhere. Figure 3 includes the surface

density in this limiting case (the black dashed line in

the right panel), which displays the same plateau plus

upturn of the hollow polytropes (the color lines). Thus,

any other profile with a core approximately given by

Eq. (11) is expected to share this feature.

100 102
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100 102
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3.0
4.0
5.0
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Figure 3. Left panel: hollow polytropes (Eq. [12]) that
produce a total density profile with a core. Right panel:
Abel transform of the 3D profiles shown in the left panel.
The color code of both panels is the same and gives the
polytropic index m. The figure also includes the limiting
case of a pure linearly growing volume density profile and
its corresponding surface density (the dashed lines, given by
Eq. [23] with ρ0 = 1 and r0 = b). Densities are given in
arbitrary units.

3. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

A cornerstone of our argumentation is the fact that

dwarf galaxies often have a inner core. Their total mass

profile shows a central plateau when the RCs are inter-

preted in terms of DM (e.g., Jobin & Carignan 1990;

Burkert 1995; Adams et al. 2014; Oh et al. 2015; Genzel

et al. 2020). The observed density profile is obtained

keeping in mind that, for spherically symmetric system,

the observed circular velocity Vc is just a mapping of

gobs (e.g., Binney & Tremaine 2008), specifically,

gobs =
V 2
c

r
, (24)

which leads to (e.g., de Blok et al. 2001),

ρ(r) =
1

4πG

V 2
c

r2

[
1 + 2

d log Vc
d log r

]
. (25)

Examples of such cores are given in Fig. 4, top panel. It

displays the 26 Little Things (LT) galaxies (Hunter et al.

2012; Zhang et al. 2012), which are nearby (& 10.3Mpc)

low-mass dwarfs (M? ∼ 107−8 M�; see Table 1) with

well resolved Hi RCs (Oh et al. 2015). Other excellent

data sets used to study RAR (e.g., SPARC; Li et al.

2018) have galaxies reaching the Mondian regime only

in the outskirts and so are not suitable for our study.

The LT dataset includes gas mass and stellar mass pro-

files, and so, all the ingredients to compute gobs and

gbar independently. Figure 4 shows ρ (top panel) and
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Vc (bottom panel) for these galaxies. As usual, the pro-

files have been normalized to the radius r0.3 where the

logarithmic derivative of the RC is 0.3, namely,

d log Vc
d log r

(
r0.3

)
= 0.3. (26)

Note that, overall, the densities tend to a constant value

for r ≤ r0.3, i.e., they show the core characteristics of

the LT galaxies (Oh et al. 2015; Sánchez Almeida et al.

2020). For reference, Fig. 4 includes a NFW profile and

its RC (the black dashed line), as well as a polytrope of

order 5 and its RC (the blue solid line). The polytrope

reproduces very well both ρ and Vc, despite there is no

degree of freedom in the comparison (for a discussion on

this, see Sánchez Almeida et al. 2020).

What happens with the distribution of baryons in

these dwarfs with cores? Low-mass dwarfs are far from

being represented by thin disks. The baryons are dis-

tributed over the full 3D volume rather than concen-

trated in a plane. Their stellar mass distribution tends

to be triaxial, with the axial ratio between the minor

and the major axes typically reaching 0.5 (e.g., Sánchez-

Janssen et al. 2019; Putko et al. 2019). Moreover, the

random velocities of the stars and gas are usually compa-

rable to the rotational velocities (e.g., Sánchez Almeida

et al. 2013; Olmo-Garćıa et al. 2017) implying that the

motions cannot be confined within a thin disk. This

large random velocity is also characteristic of the Hi dis-

tribution of the LT galaxies, for which random motions

have been measured to be similar to rotation and other

noncircular motions (Hunter et al. 2012, 2019). Thus,

the spherical symmetry assumed in Sect. 2 seems to be a

reasonable approximation for dwarfs with cores, keeping

in mind that the alternative geometry of being thin disks

produces central density drops even more pronounced

(Sect. 2.1). On the other hand, the observed mass sur-

face density characteristic of dwarf galaxies tends to

show a central plateau. This happens with the stel-

lar mass distribution (e.g., Sánchez Almeida et al. 2021;

Carlsten et al. 2021), but also with the gas mass (e.g.,

Hunter et al. 2021). However, the observed surface den-

sity profiles are quite different from the ones resulting

from projecting in the plane of the sky 3D density pro-

files with central hollows (Sect. 2.2). The observed in-

ner surface density profile does not show the flat-top

plus upturn shape to be expected in this case (Fig. 3,

right panel). Thus, the existing observations do not sug-

gest the low-mass dwarfs to have a central drop in their

baryon density.

Since the typical dwarfs with cores do not have obvi-

ous drops in baryon density, it is to be expected that

their central regions often elude RAR. This conjecture

can be checked out directly with the LT galaxies. Using

the circular velocities kindly provided by S.-H. Oh, and

through the help of Eq. (24), one can plot the LT galax-

ies in the RAR plane. This is shown in Fig. 5, where

the Vc rendering gobs has been corrected for asymmetric

drift (Oh et al. 2015), and the baryon RC includes the

contribution of both gas and stars.3 Note that gobs and

gbar are independent of r0.3, and depend only on the

observed RC and the mass distribution inferred from Hi

maps (gas) and from near IR images (stars). As it is

clear from Fig. 5, top panel, many LT galaxies do devi-

ate from RAR. This deviation is larger in the innermost

regions with r . r0.3 (Fig. 5, bottom panel). To be more

precise, we separate the 26 LT galaxies into those that

do not follow RAR (13 objects: Fig. 6, top panel), and

those that may follow RAR (another 13 objects: Fig. 6,

bottom panel; see also Table 1). Figure 6 includes the

error bars propagated from the observational error in

the RCs. Note the large deviations from the RAR in

Fig. 6, top panel, which are systematic within individ-

ual galaxies. The galaxies denoted as not following RAR

clearly deviate from the theoretical relation even when

the error bars are considered.

We have not been able to find anything suspicious

or even special in the RC of the LT galaxies that de-

viate from RAR. Figure 7 shows the RCs of the LT

galaxies split into those not following RAR (top panels)

and those following RAR (bottom panels). They are

also separated into total RCs (left panels) and RCs for

baryons only (right panels). No systematic differences

are noticeable.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In dwarf galaxies, the gravity is often within the Mon-

dian regime at all radii (Sect. 1). Some of these dwarf

galaxies also show cores, in the sense that assuming

Newton’s gravity to explain their RCs, the resulting

total density profile presents a central plateau or core

(d log ρ/d log r → 0 when r → 0). If MOND rules grav-

ity, the existence of this core implies a baryon content

whose density decreases toward the center of the gravi-

tational potential (ρbar → 0 when r → 0; Sect. 2). We

derive this result assuming the MOND gravitational law

to be given by the RAR expression in Eq. (2), however,

the same result still holds for any other MOND parame-

terization since all of them agree in the Mondian regime

(Sect. 2).

3 We also repeat the exercise using gas mass alone, which is the
dominant baryon component for most LT galaxies at all radii.
The results are very much in agreement with those shown and
discussed in the main text.
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logarithmic derivative of the RC equals 0.3 (Eq. [26]). Each color represents a different galaxy with the identifier given in
the color bar (see Table 1 for the equivalence with galaxy names). For reference, the plot includes a NFW profile and the
corresponding RC (the black dashed lines), as well as the density and velocity of a polytrope of order m = 5 (the blue solid
lines).
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Table 1). Bottom panel: same plot but color coded with the normalized distance to the galaxy center (the same normalization
to r0.3 used for Fig. 4). The solid orange lines represent the RAR as given by Eq. (2)
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Figure 6. LT galaxies in the RAR plane. Top panel: LT galaxies which do not follow RAR, color coded with galaxy # as
in the top panel of Fig. 5 (see also Table 1). Bottom panel: LT galaxies approximately following RAR, also color coded with
galaxy number. The plots include error bars propagated from the observational error in the RCs. The barely visible green solid
line illustrates the kind of differences existing between different parameterizations of RAR (this one is given in Eq. [15]).
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Figure 7. LT galaxies total observed RCs (left panels) and baryon-only RCs (right panels). They were used to compute gobs
and gbar in Fig. 6. The panels on top show the LT galaxies which do not follow RAR, whereas the bottom panels include LT
galaxies following RAR. They are color coded with galaxy # as indicated in the bar and as given Figs. 5 and 6, and in Table 1.



Cores of dwarf galaxies in MOND 9

Observations do not favor the presence of a drop in

baryon density at the center of dwarf galaxies (Sect. 3).

Baryon radial density profiles, whether they are tracing

gas or stars, tend to show central plateaus rather than

central drops. Moreover, galaxies with well-measured

Hi RCs and baryon profiles often deviate from RAR

(Fig. 6, top panel). The mismatch remains even when

observational errors are taken into account.

One might think of various workarounds to explain

why the predicted central baryon drop is not observed

even if MOND holds. One such possibility is the break-

down of the spherical symmetry assumed in our discus-

sion (Sect. 2). However, this solution is not expected

to work because when all baryons are concentrated in

a thin disk, which completely breaks down the spher-

ical symmetry, the central baryon drop becomes even

more necessary (ρbar must be proportional to r2 rather

than r; Sect. 2.1). Although the general case of a tri-

axial baryon distribution cannot be treated analytically,

it is anticipated to remain in between the two extremes

(i.e., spheroids and disks) and so to retain the need for

a density drop.

Another alternative solution could be that all dwarfs

deviating from RAR are not in mechanical equilibrium.

The analyzed observations would have captured them

during a transient, when motions are not set by the force

balance expected from MOND. This explanation cannot

be fully discarded but it seems unlikely due to the large

frequency of exceptions to MOND (50% in the galaxy

sample studied in Sect. 3) and the short time-scale re-

quired to reach mechanical balance (of the order of a

few hundred Myr; see, e.g., Scholz-Dı́az et al. 2021).

A third way to overcome the problem could be the

presence of a systematic bias in the measured RCs (the

claim that cores could often result from artifacts, e.g.,

Roper et al. 2022). Once again, this is inconsistent with

the observed properties of the LT family. Similar galax-

ies have been measured with the same instrumentation

and under similar conditions and, nevertheless, some

members show cores while others do not (cf. top and

bottom panels in Fig. 6).

An independent argument reinforces the difficulty

of having MOND self-gravitating structures that lack

baryons at their centers. MOND gravity is also a cen-

tral force, thus, it should not produce spherically sym-

metric structures where the source of the force (i.e., the

baryons) are lacking toward the center of the gravita-

tional potential. Even if they could be formed, the re-

sulting structure should be Rayleigh-Taylor-like unsta-

ble. This difficulty is confirmed by the few existing nu-

merical simulations of galaxy formation and evolution

using MOND acceleration. The central density drop is

missing in all simulated galaxies, whether they are mas-

sive (Combes 2014; B́ılek et al. 2018), intermediate-mass

(Roshan et al. 2021), or even dwarfs (B́ılek et al. 2021,

M? ' 2 × 108 M�). Baryons are present in the centers

of spheroids as well as in disks (Tiret & Combes 2007;

Wittenburg et al. 2020).

We have shown that RAR is often disobeyed at the

center of dwarf galaxies. This inconsistency between

RAR and observations has a totally different conse-

quence for cold DM and for MOND. For cold DM, RAR

is just a secondary relation emerging from the interplay

between baryons and DM (e.g., Navarro et al. 2017; Lud-

low et al. 2017). For MOND, however, RAR is a law

of nature that always holds. Thus, the exceptions to

RAR fit easily within the cold DM paradigm as particu-

lar cases where the secondary relationship did not arise,

yet pose a more fundamental problem for MOND.
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APPENDIX

A. TABLE WITH GALAXY NUMBER IDENTIFICATION

This appendix provides the correspondence between the galaxy numbers using for plotting (Figs. 4, 5, 6, and 7) and

the LT galaxy name as given by Oh et al. (2015) in their Table 2.
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Table 1. Galaxy number identification.

Galaxy # Name RAR? M? Mg

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

0 CVnIdwA N 0.49 2.91

1 DDO101 N 6.54 3.48

2 DDO126 N 1.62 16.4

3 DDO133 Y 3.04 12.9

4 DDO154 Y 0.83 35.3

5 DDO168 N 5.85 25.9

6 DDO210 Y 0.06 0.14

7 DDO216 N 1.51 0.49

8 DDO43 Y . . . 23.3

9 DDO46 N . . . 22.1

10 DDO47 Y . . . 46.8

11 DDO50 N 10.6 132.

12 DDO52 Y 5.31 33.4

13 DDO53 N 0.97 7.00

14 DDO70 Y 1.96 3.80

15 DDO87 Y 3.27 29.1

16 F564-V3 Y . . . 4.37

17 Haro29 Y 1.43 9.35

18 Haro36 Y . . . 11.2

19 IC10 N . . . 1.65

20 IC1613 N 2.88 5.93

21 NGC1569 N 36.9 20.2

22 NGC2366 Y 6.94 108.

23 NGC3738 N 12.6 46.6

24 UGC8508 N 0.77 1.19

25 LWM Y 1.62 11.2

(1) LT galaxy # used for plotting.

(2) Galaxy name as given by Oh et al. (2015) in their Table 2.

(3) Does it follow RAR?

(4) Stellar mass in units of 107 M� (Oh et al. 2015, Table 2).

(5) Gas mass in units of 107 M� (Oh et al. 2015, Table 2).
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