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A bstract

The equilbrium properties of classical selfgravitating system s in the grand canonical
ensam ble are studied by using the corregpondence w ith an euclidean eld theory with
Infrared and ultravickt cuto s. It is shown that the system develops a rst order phase
transition between a low and a high density regime. In addition, due to the long range
of the gravitational potential, the system is close to criticality w ithin each phase, w ith
the exponents ofm ean eld theory. T he coexistence of a sharp rst order transition and
critical behavior can explain both the presence of voids in Jarge regions of the universe as
well as the selfsin ilar density correlations in temm s of selfgravity alone.
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1 Introduction

O ne of the outstanding problem s ofm odem coam ology is the understanding of structure
form ation in the universe [_]:]. V isble m atter at astronom ical scales appears organized In
a hierarchy of galaxies, cluster and supercluster of galaxies, which tend to be found in

Jlam entary aggregates or tw o-din ensional sheets that encom pass large regions w ith m uch
low er density ofm atter and structures. T hese regions, called voids, occupy a large fraction
of the ocbserved universe, and are also organized in a hierarchy [2, :3]. T he theoretical
Investigation of void fom ation is receiving Increasingly attention EI].

T here is general agreem ent that the galaxy two point correlation function is scale
Invariant (selfsim ilar), at least at not too large scales, decaying as a pow er of the distance,
1=r .Theexponent aswellasthe scale ofhom ogeneity is still controversial. P ietronero
and cow orkers found 1 and clain that the power law is obeyed up to the deepest
distances Ei]. O ther authors gave a di erent exponent ( 1:8) and support the existence
of an observed scale of hom ogenetty [¢,77, §]. Selfsin ilar behaviour has also been found
in the interstellar m edum g, 10,01, 12].

A though certainly the dynam ics m ust be very in portant in order to explain these
facts, and m any physicale ectsm ight play a prom inent rol, it iswellpossble that m any
aspects of the cbserved structures m ay be understood in tem s of the equilbbrium states
of selfgravitating m atter alone, as clain ed by the authors of Refs. [_1-3, -'_l-fl] Indeed, i
has been tried to apply them odynam ics to astrophysical system s since a long tin e (see
for instance Ref. F;L-S]) . In this paper, we will analyze the general phase structure of a
non-relativistic selfgravitating system at them al equilbbrium . The results are general
and can be applied to any such system that can be considered to be in these conditions.
W e will not be concermed here w ith the very interesting questions of whether them al
equilbrium can be reached In such systam s, or the way it is attained. W e Just assum e
that the selfgraviating system is at them alequilbrium .

Let us consider a system of N classical particles of massm con ned In a region of
volum eV and Interacting each other via the N ew tonian gravitational potential. Ttsham it
tonian reads
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T he them odynam ics of such a system is illde ned: the entropy does not exist due to the
singularity of the potential at short distances {19, 20]. Furthem ore, even ifonem odi es
the potential to rem ove the short distance singularity, the usual therm odynam ical lin i
does not exist, since the them odynam ic potentials are not extensive, due to the long
range gravitational force. In such cases, the m icrocanonical speci ¢ heat can becom e
negative and di erent statistical ensembles are not equivalent (see Refs. [2-1_4', 2-24', @-3, 2-4:,
:_2-_5, :_2-§, :_2-j, :_Z-g, :_2-9, :_?;g]) . In particular, the grand canonical ensembl is dom inated by
com pletely collapsed con gurations, w hatever the chem icalpotential. To use the ordinary
them odynam ical tools, the potentialm ust also bem odi ed at long djstanoesﬂ .

!t has been proposed that a kind of therm odynam ical lim it for system s w ith potentials decaying as
1=r could be taken by considering the so called dilute regin e B1], but it can be shown that this statem ent
cannot hold [B2].



T he them odynam ics of selfgravitating system has been studied since a long time
by con ning a nie system on a nite box and usingmean eld theory. The approach
developed in this paper is di erent: we w ill describe the them odynam ical properties of a
selfgravitating system asthe lim iting case ofa fam ily ofwellbehaved, short range system s,
the interactions of w hich decay w ith distance m ore and m ore slow ly, thus resem bling m ore
and m ore the newtonian 1=r potential. For these system s the usual them odynam ical
Iim it, which is considered in this paper, does exist. To carry out this Investigation, we
w ill take advantage of the fact that the statistics of a selfgravitating ensem ble of particles
can be related to an euclidean eld theory ofa single scalar eld [L3, 14], in a s ibrway
to the relation between the Coulomb gas and the SiheG ordon eld theory [:_L-é, .j.?:, -';L-g]
Hence, the rem aining of the paper w ill rely on the techniques of euclidean eld theory.

2 Field theoretical description of a selfgravitating system

T he statistical m echanics of a selfgravitating system can be studied in the usualway if
the gravitational potential is regularized at short and long distances. Let us choose as a
regularized gravitationalpotential, denoted by Uy (r), an attractive Yukaw a potential, w ith
range 1=m o, endowed w ith a hard core of size ry at short distances: Uy (r) = Gm?e ™0f=r
forr> rgand Uiy (r) = 1 Prr < rp. After ntegrating out the m om enta, the grand
canonical partition function for chem icalpotential and tem perature T can be w ritten as
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where = 1=kg T, a isa constant w ith units of length, to be speci ed below , and
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The partition function Zy can be approxin ated by dividing the space volum e in

= V=a3 cells of size a (the unit length introduced above), and replacing the integrals
by appropriate R iem ann sum s, which can be reorganized as a sum over cell occupation
num bers S;, w ith the Index i running from 1 to the number of cells, . Ifa is of the order
of the hard core size, each cell can be either void or occupied by one particle: S; = 0;1.

T his is sin ilar to consider selfgravitating ferm ions P4]. W e get
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where ¥ = 4 sz,UL(n no)jsaproper]atu'oeversion of W (r )= sz),the
factor 1N ! hasbeen canceled due to the distinguishability of classical particls, and the
K ronecker delta takes into account that the num ber of particles is xed B3].

Since the Yukawa potential is the G reen function of r?+ m32, we can choose is
lattice version as the lattice G reen finction of r?+ m3,where r ? is a discretization of
the Japlacian:
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U sing (_5) and the H ubbard-Stratonovich form ula, we can w rite the follow ing identity:
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where C isanumber independent ofS, . P ugghgEq. {6) n (:fl) and the resulting equation
forZy in the expression orZ;., and perform ing the sum m ation over S;, we can w rite the
grand canonical partition function of the (regularized) selfgravitating system in tem s of
a localeuclidean eld theory with a single scalar eld ,:
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the action ofwhich is given by
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whereg= e e 2UL 0) (%)3=2 and D = r?+ m3. Notice the unusual om of the
action: the interaction temrm , m (1 + geb ), is unbounded from below . It behavesas b
for ! 1 . The action, however, is bounded from below jfm%> 0. This re ects the fact

that the grand canonical ensem ble does not exist for non-extensive (long range and/or
purely attractive) system s. The infrared and ulraviolt cuto s, m ¢ and a resgpectively,
m ake the system short ranged and repulsive at short distances (hard core of size of the
order of a), and them odynam ics is well de ned. In the naive continuum lim it, in which
a! 0 @g! 0)and the relevant el con gurations are sm ooth, we recover the action of
Ref. [[3]. This continuum action is not bounded from below and hence the corresponding
functional integral diverges. Thus, the results of Ref. E.-g] are at m ost orm al and the
conclusions di erent from ours. T he regulators, a and m o, play an essential role, although
the conclusions, aswe w ill see, are ndependent ofthem (provided they are sm allenough).

T he action contains four param eters: the Jattice spacing, a, which obviously hasdin en—
sion of length; the inverse of the potential range, m g, which has din ension of (length) !;
b, with dim ension of (ngth)'™; and g, which is din ensionless. The eld is canonically
nom alized, so that its din ension is (ength) ™. It is convenient to rede ne the eld
such that , = b , + Ing, and to work in tem s of the din ensionless quantities = a=l?,

ms=a’m?,and h= 1=2+ WM Ihg. Ignoring constant tem s, the action reads
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whereD = &r?+ m2.An action ofthe same om , with M3 = 0, hasbeen obtained in

Ref. [__'I.-fl]jn a sin ibarway. In that case, however, the param eter h has a di erent m eaning.
N otice that for h = 0 the action {9}) has the symmetry , ! n - Since the tem linear



In , breaks this symmetry, wewillhave h i> 0 forh > Oand h i< 0 forh < 0. At
h= Owewillhave h i= 0 unlss the symm etry is spontaneously broken.
T he average of particle and energy densities, and , can be cbtained as derivatives of
the grand canonical partition fiinction. This allow s to express them in termm s ofthe eld
in the follow ing way:
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One can easily identify the rst contrbution to the energy in Eg. (:_1-]_-:) as tfl:ge kinetic
energy and the second one as the potential energy. The later has the form n(n
hg 15m}) n,where , = er=(1+ e ») isthe calpartick density, what in plies that
the eld |, represents, up to an additive constant, hg+ 15m}, the local graviational
potentjaﬁ .

A fter som e algebraic m anjpulations, w hich are outlined In the appendix since they are
not com plktely straightforward, we can w rite the follow Ing exact equation for the average
energy, which has the expected fomm :
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In the above equation and  stand for the average energy and densiy, respectively.
Rean ember that Enﬂlwr e ™0T=r. Notices that the fact that the temn with r = 0 is
exclided from the sum overr in Eq. @'_1-2) In plies that the contact term does not contribute
to the energy. This, and the bounds 0 < , < 1, are m anifestations of the particlke hard

core.

3 Phase diagram

Perturbation theory In euclidean eld theory starts by identifying the m ninum of the
classical action and assum Ing that the relevant eld con gurations are sm all uctuations
around thism Ininum . For the action @) this is a good approxin ation if is large. W e
shall argue below that it is lndeed a good approxim ation whatever jfﬁ% is am all.

Them Ininum ofthe action obviously corresponds to the constant eld thatm inim izes
the classical potential

Uug= — In cosh— h ; @3)
2 2
and, therefore, satis es the equation

1
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N ote that Ennl is independent of n due to the translational invariance of the Laplacian.
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Figure 1: Phase diagram in the ( rT%;g) plane. The solid line isa rst order transition that ends at the
critical point.

T he above equation has one, two or three solutions, depending on the values of ﬁ%

and h. W hen i has one solution, i correspond to the global m Ininum ; if there are
two solutions, one is the globalm inimum and the other one a point of In ection; three
solutions correspond to a localm axinum , a localm inim um , and the globalm ininum . In
the Jast case, the m Inin a can only be degenerate if h = 0, and then symm etry in plies
that Eq. {{4) has either one or three solutions: for m3 > 1=4 the only solution is = 0,

while or m: < 1=4 we have two solutions, = 06 0 Wih , positive), which are
the two degenerate globalm inin a, besides the sym m etric solution = 0, which isa local
maximum . W e will denote the two globalm inima by = + g and ;= o. The

densities of each phase are respectively

_l el _1 eh (15)
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Hence, the solutions ;and  describe phases of low and high density resgpectively.

T he phase diagram in the plane ( W 3;g), at the classical kevel, isdisplayed in  gure ..
For H% > 1=4, the transition between the Iow (snall g) and high (large g) density
regin es is sm ooth. For ﬁ% < 1=4, the low density phase is separated from the high
density phase by a rst order transition which takesplace at g, = exp[ 1=@2 ﬁ%)] (ie.,
h= 0). This rst oxder line ends at the critical point CIT% = 1=4,g.= 1=* h= 0).The
order param eters, = 1 and = j 1, vanish at the critical point w ith the
classical (mean eld) exponent 1=2. Thismean eld criticalbehavior is a consequence of
the classical approxin ation and could bem odi ed by the neglected uctuations.

For snall m2 and h = 0, Eq. (4) gives , 1=Qm2),a’>, 1 el@T0,

1 1= (2_rr€), and a® ; el7¢ mo), T hus, the Iow density phase is very dilute, whilke
the high density phase is extrem ely dense. M ost of the densities (hcliding presum ably
those of physical system s) are between ; and y, and they correspond, therefore, to the
phase coexistence region.



4 C riticalbehavior and correlations

T he corrections to the classical approxin ation can be obtained perturbatively, by expand—
ing the action around the correspondingm inim um . Foreach phasewewrie , = n+ "4
and , = 1+ ', reypectively, and, ignoring again constant tem s, the corresponding
actions can be w ritten as
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w here the signs + and correspond to the low and high densiy phases respectively, and
=1 6? h = a3 1.

W hen W2 isvery small ismuch snaller and the actions for either phase (16) are
very close to the gaussian critical point, = 0. T herefore, the classical approxin ation we
are using is very good. In addition, we have a very interesting situation: a very sharp rst
order transition that separates two phases which, in tum, are close to criticality. Hence,
the actions {_1-5) produce a very large correlation length and critical (selfsin ilar) behavior
over a vast range of scales. T he question is to which universality class corresoonds such
critical behavior. In three dim ensions, the gaussian xed point is infrared unstable under
perturbations of relevant operators. This m eans that the critical behavior of actions
de ned in the neighborhood of the gaussian xed point can be govemed by a di erent
(non-gaussian) xed point. For this to happen, the couplings of the relevant operators of
din ension larger than onemust be of the order of M 3. In our case mZ and we are
In the opposite case: the actions (_1-§) lie very close to the renom alized tra fctory of the
gaussian xed point, given by = 0, nT(Z) > 0. Hence, the critical behavior is govemed
by the gaussian xed point, and thusbelongs to them ean eld universality class.

T he correlations can be com puted to lading order in  w ith good accuracy. For the
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w here we have used the continuum expression since the lattice spacing ism uch an aller than

the correlation length, = a=( ﬁ%)lzz . At Jarge distances, G (r) decays exponentially as
exp( T¥F ),butin awiderange ofdistances, a Tj , It is approxin ately selfsim ilar,
G () 1=F3

T he correlations of the density (E_L-g), (r ro), have the sam e lIong distance behavior
as the correlations of the eld. To lading order in  we have:
h i
(r ro) = 250 S ) 1 : (18)
For large distances (r) G (r), and therefore the density correlations behave as 1=
for a Tj . Hence, the present approach to selfgravitating system s predicts that
density correlations decay as a power law w ith exponent = 1 over a vast range of scales.
Sihce  is proportional to the assum ed range of the gravitational interaction, it is well
possble that correlations be selfsim ilar at any observable scale.



Tt is worthw hile stressing that the above analysis refers to the quasicritical behaviour
of each of the two phases as H(Z) ! 0. There is a true critical point at cﬁ% = 1=4 and
g= 1= (or .= 1=2). In this case the param eters are not sm alland a non-perturbative
analysis is required in order to investigate the nature of s universality class. T his critical
point m ight be relevant at very high tem peratures, when ﬁ% is of order one.

A sin ilar analysis can bem ade for snall  (strong coupling regin €). The sym m etry
is broken at the classical level if M3 < 1=4. Formmall and smalli? short wavelngth

uctuations cannot induce tunneling between the two m inin a since it would in ply huge
uctuations of the action, of the order 1= rTé . Likew ise, Jong wavelength uctuations
cannot Induce tunneling since the barrier is too high, of the order of 1=(8 H%) . Thetwo
m inin a describbe phases of Iow and high density. T he correlation length on each phase is
ofthe order of1=rTS . Hence, the conclusions are the sam e as In the weak coupling regin e:
an abrupt rst order transition separates the low and high energy phases, and each phase

present critical behaviour ofm ean eld type.

5 Finite volum e e ects: the Lane-Em den equation

It m ight seem paradoxical that the mean eld solution is hom ogeneous, since it is well
known that the usualm ean eld solutions of selfgravitating system s present density pro—

lesthat depend on the distance to the center ofthe system . T here isa sin ple explanation :
since we are Jooking for themean eld solution of a short ranged translational invariant
system in the in nite volum e lin it i is natural that it be hom ogeneous. Had we looked
for the m nimum of the action (3_3) on a nie box of size L we would have cbtained the
equation

X 5 meb n _
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Ona nitevolim e, thewallsbreak transhtional nvariance and the solution of Eq. (19) w ill
not be hom ogeneous, due to the boundary conditions im posed to the operator ( ri )ano-
Since this operator is a discretization of the Laplacian, if L 1=m gy, Eq. (.'_1-9) is sim ilar
to the isothem al Lane-Em den equation [4, 35] (ifm ¢ = 0, to kading order in g we will
have exactly the discretized LaneEm den equation, and the corrections in g are due to
the cuto a), and we will get a solution sim ilar to the known pro les of selfgravitating

system s in the mean eld approxin ation. On the other hand, if L 1=m o, the spatial
dependence of the solution will be washed out and we will have the reported constant
solutions. However, the two solutions correspond to extrem ely high and extrem ely low

densities, respectively. The system will only be hom ogeneous at such extrem e densities.
For interm ediate densities, inhom ogeneities w ill necessarily develop: the system w illbe in
am xture ofhigh and low densiy dom ains.

T his Instability as the volum e Increases had been notice long ago by Antonov, who
found that the solutions of the LaneEm den equation ceases to be (local) m axin a of the
entropy if the size of the box is larger than 0:335GM ?=( E ), whereM is the totalm ass
and E < 0 the energy, and the system ocollapses §-§] This was called the gravothem al
catastrophe in Ref. 571



6 Finalrem arks

In them alequilbrium , a selfgravitating system ism ade up of dom ains of low and high
density (voids and clusters). The distrbbution of dom ains is a dynam ical question that
has to do w ith the way equilbrium is reached. T he correlations w ithin each dom ain are
selfsin ilar on a vast range of scales, decaying as 1=r. T he transition to hom ogeneityr [3§]
would take place on scales com parablk to the range of the gravitational interaction, which
m ay be larger than the deepest observed distances. A sin ilar behavior ( rst order phase
transition and selfsin ilar correlations) was found for the tw o-din ensional selfgravitating
systam by using techniques of conform al eld theory E_S-g].

Tt is straightforward to take into account the coan ic expansion in a sin pli ed way, as
in Refs. {4, 13), by introducing com oving coordinates x in {I}), such that the physical
coordinates are r = R (t)x, where R (t) is the scale factor. A s Intuitively expected, this
is equivalent to rescale the lattice spacihg: a(t) = R (t)a and, consequently, we have the
follow ing rescaling of parameters: ! R () and F% ! R? (t)ﬁ% . This variation of the
param eters In plies that the di erence between the densities of the two phases decreases.
T his isnot surprising: the expansion of the universe acts as a pressure that com petes w ith
the tendency of gravity tow ards collapse.

Tt is ram arkable that the picture of the selfgravitating system devised In this work
is strikingly sim ilar to the observed universe, despite it is not at them al equilbbrium .
T he scaling exponent of the the correlation function of the density, = 1, however, is
far from the widely accepted exponent of the galaxy correlation fiinction, 18 for
distances between 02 and 20 M pc E}]. A sm entioned in the introduction, in the last years
there has been a strong debate about the validity of this resul. P ietronero and his group
analyzed the data from a di erent perspective and clain ed that the exponent ofthe galaxy

correlation function is 1, and that the selfsmm ilar behavior extends up to the despest
explored distances. The controversy seem s not resolved, although m ost astrophysicist
believe the earlier resul, 1:8. This is theoretically supported by the them odynam ic

argum ents given in [_l-'_S] These argum ents, however, are som ehow heuristic and their
validity m ay be questioned. Indeed, using Eg. (_l-_Z) as starting point, the sam e argum ents
can be applied step by step to the formulation of the selfgravitating system given in
this work, leading to the sam e predictions of Saslaw ’s book. H owever, the resuls of this
work, based on a rather rigorous treatm ent of the selfgravitating system , are com plktely
di erent.

Hence, the conclusion of this paper is clear: either P ietronero and cow orkers are right,
and 1, or the them odynam ical approach is not valid to describe the universe at such
scales. The Jater possibility cannot be discarded, since it is di cult to argue that the
universe is at them al equilbrium , and dynam ical e ects m ay ply a prom nent role in
the behavior of the galaxy correlation function. In any case, the resuls obtained in this
paper need not be applied to the universe as a wholg, or to the large scale structure of i,
but to any selfgravitating systam that are close to them al equilbbrium . T he interstellar
gas, w here selfsim ilar behavior has also been observed, m ight be an instance. In this case
the scaling exponent of the density correlations is com patble wih = 1, butwih large
uncertainties [[3].

3The scale at which the density uctuations cease to be selfsim ilar.
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A ppendix

Let us outline in this appendix the derivation of equation {{4), which is not com plktely
straightforward. The eld , can be cbtained from the derivative of the action as

lX — 1 1X — 1 @S 1=2 h
n = D,no not D 5
0

@0)
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0
n
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whereweusedP noﬁmlo = 1=mZ.Now insertthe above expression or , in equation {{1}.
The term proportionalto (1=2 h)= ﬁ% cancels the ng tem ofEqg. (_1-11') A veraging over
the them al uctuationsthe resulting expression for ,we are led to com puteh ,@S=@ ,oi,
which can be written as

e ®: (21)

Integrating by parts and taking into acoount that @ =@ o= 50 , (1 n) rWeget

@s
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The tetm linear In , cancels the term proportional to 15n§ of the averaged Eqg. {_1-3:) .
Hence, we obtain for the averaged energy

n #
3 11X Lo—1 ., 11X o= 1.
> EV h nD nno nol+ EV h nD nn nl ¢ (23)
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T su cestowriten %= n+ r to realize that the above equation isEq. (12).
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