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A bstract

W e investigate two im portantquestionsabouttheuseofthenonextensive therm o-

statistics (NETS) form alism in the context ofnonlinear galaxy clustering in the

Universe.Firstly,we de�ne a quantitative criterion for justifying nonextensivity

atdi�erentphysicalscales.Then,we discussthe physicsbehind the ansatz ofthe

entropic param eterq(r).O urresultssuggestthe approxim ate range where nonex-

tensivity can bejusti�ed and,hence,givesom esupporttotheapplicability ofNETS

to the study oflarge scale structures.
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1 Introduction

The evolution oflarge scale structures in the Universe is one ofthe m ost

im portant questions ofm odern cosm ology.A considerable am ount ofwork

has been done on num ericaland analyticalapproaches to characterise the

clustering ofm atter at large scales.One ofthe di�culties inherent to this

subject is that,in order to m ake progress in the understanding ofgeneral

m odels,itisnecessary to de�nem ethodsforstructurequanti�cation.

Usually,quantitative studies oflarge scale structures are based on the two-

pointcorrelation function �(r)forthegalaxy distribution.Estim atesindicate

thisfunction iswellapproxim ated by �(r)= (r=r0)
� 
 (with 
 � 1:8),where

r0 is the correlation length,the scale m arking the transition between lin-

ear and non-linear regim es.The usualrange for 
,found in the literature,

is 1:5 < 
 < 1:97 (see,e.g.,[1][2]),with r0 = 5h� 1 M pc for galaxies and

r0 = 25h� 1 M pcforcluster(see,e.g.,[3]).Atlargerscales,thestructureofthe

Preprintsubm itted to ElsevierPreprint 20 M arch 2024

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403472v1


Universepresentspatternslikewallsand �lam ents(with dim ensions� 150h� 1

M pc)seeem gly reaching hom ogeneization atCosm ic M icrowave Background

(CM B)scales(>� 1000h� 1 M pc).Som eauthorshavehad som esuccessdescrib-

ing theclustering propertiesofvisiblem atteroverthiswiderangeofscalesin

term sofam ultifractalphenom enon associated with densitythresholdsapplied

to m ultifractalsets (e.g.[4][5]).However,the relative success ofthe m ulti-

fractalapproach doesnotim ply a betterunderstanding ofthephysicsbehind

thisfram ework.Actually,itisnotsim ple to �nd a dynam icalconnection be-

tween fractalsetsand galaxy clustering.Recently,Ram osetal.[6](hereafter

RW RR)shed som e lighton thisquestion by putting forward a m odelbased

on the generalized therm odynam ics (NETS) form alism [7].They show that

applying theidea ofnonextensivity,intrinsicto NETS,itispossibleto derive

an expression forthecorrelation function

1+ �(r)=
1

3
D 2r

(D 2� 3); (1)

using a scale-dependentcorrelation dim ension

D 2(r)= 3
log [2+ a(1� q(r))]

log 2
; (2)

wheretheentropicparam eterq(r)isgiven by thefollowing ansatz

r�
1

(q� 1)�
(3)

with a and � being free param eters ofthe m odel.This approach shows a

sm ooth transition from a clustered Universe to large-scalehom ogeneity,with

D 2 = 3.However,RW RR do notdiscusstwo im portantquestionsconcerning

the conceptualbasisofthe m odel:the necessity ofde�ning a criterion which

allowsustoassum enonextensivity in thecontextofgalaxy clustering and the

physics behind the ansatz forq(r).In the next two sections these questions

arefurtherdeveloped and som econclusionsaredrawn attheend.

2 N onextensivity and gravitationalclustering

Thephysicalm otivation oftheapproach adopted by RW RR isbuiltupon the

factthatcom ponentsofgravitatingsystem stend toevolvespontaneously into

increasingly com plex structuresdue to the long range nature ofthe gravita-

tionalinteraction.TheNETS theory generalisestheBoltzm ann-Gibbsstatis-

ticalm echanicsand can be applied to system s dom inated by the long-range
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nature ofgravity.However,the application ofNETS to an ensem ble ofco-

m oving cellscontaining gravitating particlesdependson thebehaviourofthe

averagecorrelation energy insidea sphericalcellofvolum e V = 4�R 3=3 with

increasing scalesR.Forinstance,the grand canonicalensem ble ofcellsthat

are largerthan the correlation length are approxim ately extensive,since the

universalexpansion e�ectively lim itsthetherm odynam ice�ectsofgravity to

roughly the correlation length scale (e.g.[3][8]).Also,foran individualcell

whosesizeislargerthan thecorrelation length,extensivity ispossibly a good

approxim ation because the correlation energy between two m em bers ofthe

ensem ble isnegligiblecom pared to theinternalcorrelation energy:

Ucorr � U1 + U2 ) Utot � U1 + U2: (4)

Due to these reasons,the application ofNETS to galaxy clustering is not

straightforward and dem ands better criteria to properly describe the prob-

lem using the non-extensive form alism .For realnonextensive system s,the

correlation energy between two cells should be asim portant as the internal

correlation energy,such that

Utot = U1 + U2 + Ucorr: (5)

FollowingSheth& Saslaw [9],wecom putetheaveragegravitationalcorrelation

energy within cellsofvolum esV and 2V forincreasing R:

W V = �nV

RZ

0

Gm 2

2r
�(r)4��nr2 dr; (6)

where m is the m ass and �n is the average num ber density of particles in

a cellofsize V .The extensivity approxim ation requires that W 2V � 2WV ,

approxim ately veri�ed forthe powerlaw correlation,�(r)= �0r
� 
,whenever


 � 1 (see [9]).In thiscase,jW2V =2W V j= 2(2� 
)=3,which m eansthat,using


 = 1:77,we�nd a � 5% deviation from thestrictextensivity condition atall

scales.

In the NETS context,we substitute (1),(2)and (3)into (6),num erically in-

tegrateforV and 2V (the sphericalcellofvolum e 2V hasradius21=3R)and

calculatethecorrelation ratio jW 2V =2W V jforeach upperlim itR.Theresults

arepresented in Figure1,whereweplotthethreecasesinvestigated byRW RR

in com parison to thelinede�ned by thepowerlaw correlation (for
 = 1:77).

Note that,for the three NETS m odels,we see di�erent levels ofdeviations

from the extensivity approxim ation.In particular,NETS� 3 m odelpresents

deviations from extensivity of� 20% even atvery large scales.However,for

largeenough scales,thecorrelation ratiodecreasesand theextensivity approx-

im ation isrecovered,form odelsNETS� 1 and NETS� 2.In orderto properly

3



invoke nonextensivity,we propose a lower lim it forthe ratio jW 2V =2W V jas

10% .Thisistwicetheenergy ratio forthepowerlaw correlation case.

Fig.1.Behaviourofthecorrelation energy ratio with the scale R.

One can further quantify thatas follows.Consider two ellipticalgalaxies of

radiirg separated bythedistancer0.A fam ilyofanalyticm odelsforspheroidal

stellarsystem sisde�ned by thedensity distribution:

��(r)=
�

4�

1

r3� �(1+ r)1+ �
(7)

for0< � � 3[10].Choosingunitsinwhich thetotalm assandthegravitational

constantare both unity,we �nd the self-gravitationalenergy ofeach galaxy

as

U1 = U2 = �
1

2

 

1

2�� 1

!

= U�; (8)

and thepotentialata distancer0 is

��(r0)=
1

�� 1

"

r
�� 1
0

(1+ r0)
�� 1

� 1

#

; (9)

with them assinteriorto radiusrg being

M �(rg)=
r�g

(1+ rg)
�
: (10)
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Thegravitationalenergy oftheinteracting system form ed by thetwo galaxis

isgiven by

Uint= 2��(r0)M �(rg): (11)

Assum ing wehaveonly thetwo galaxiesin thevolum ede�ned by 4�r3
0
=3,we

should haveUcorr = Uint.Then Utot = 2U� + Uint and,consequently,

Utot

2U�

= 1� 2

 

2�� 1

�� 1

! "

r
�� 1
0

(1+ r0)
�� 1

� 1

# "
r�g

(1+ rg)
�

#

: (12)

In Figure 2 we present the behaviour ofUtot=2U� as a function ofr0 (for

r0 < 5h� 1 M pcand takingrg = 30h� 1 kpc).Notethatonlyatverysm allscales

theratiosigni�cantly increases.Actually,atthegalaxy correlation length,the

deviation from extensivity isabout1% .Asacom parison,NETS m odelsgive�

13% ,17% and 28% ,forthecases1,2 and 3,respectively,atthesam escale,in

them oregeneralsituation.Thus,aNETS m odelwith atleast10% ofdeviation

from thestrictextensivity condition correspondsto 10 tim esthedeviation in

the case ofa cellwith only two typicalellipticalgalaxies interacting within

thegalaxy correlation length (r0 = 5h� 1).

Usingthiscriterium ,NETS� 1andNETS� 2m odelsarewelljusti�edforr< 10

h� 1 M pc and r < 30 h� 1 M pc,respectively,while NETS� 3 m odelisvalid at

allscales.Thisresultreinforcesthe idea ofapplying the NETS form alism to

galaxy clustering phenom ena,butclearly indicating theapproxim aterangeit

willbeused,given a speci�cchoiceofthefreeparam etersa and �.Hence,the

levelofnonextensivity stronglydependson thetheansatz(3),which reinforces

theneed ofa deeperdiscussion ofthem eaning ofq(r).

3 T he physics behind q(r)

Structureform ation m odelstry to com putetheevolution ofcosm icstructure

from theveryearlyUniversetothepresentday.Usually,theyarestochastic,in

thesensethatrandom initialconditionsareused,with well-speci�ed statistical

properties,and theirlateevolution m aybehighlynon-linear[11].Anyattem pt

to com pute q(r) from �rst principles m ust take into account this com plex

scenario.

Considering the relevantrole played by turbulence in the dynam icsofstruc-

ture form ation (e.g.[12][13]),a naturalapproach forderiving a m eaningful

expression forq(r)isto assum e a a la Kolm ogorov cascade phenom enology,
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Fig.2.Correlation energyratiofor�m odels.Forcom parison,theHernquist’sm odel

iscom puted for� = 2.

in which the energy supplied atlargescalesby thephysicalm echanism sact-

ing overstructure form ation 
owsdown untilbeing �nally dissipated on the

sm allestscalesbyviscousprocesses[14].Thekeyingredientin this\top-down"

cascade scenario isthe presum ption ofthe existence,within a certain range

ofscales,ofa scaling hvnri � r�n ofthe m om ents ofthe peculiar velocity

di�erences vr(x) = v(x + r)� v(x).This scale-invariance can be rigorously

deduced,underassum ptionssuch aslocalisotropy,from thedynam icalequa-

tions governing a turbulent 
uid [15].In the present cosm ologicalcontext,

scale-invariance iswellsupported by observations[16]and isatthe heartof

thefractaldescription ofgalaxyclustering[4].Ifwenow assum ethattheprob-

ability density function (PDF)ofpeculiarvelocity di�erencesisdescribed by

theTsalliscanonicaldistribution and thatatsu�ciently largescalesturbulent


uctuations are norm ally distributed,then an analyticalexpression forq(r)

can beeasily derived [17],in theform ofq� (15� 21r�)= (9� 15r�),where

� = �4 � 2�2 and �p arethestructurefunction exponents.

Thism odelwassuccessfully applied to hydrodynam icsturbulence ([18],[19]),

wheretheentropicparam eterrepresentsa directm easureofinterm ittency.It

givessim ilarresultsto thoseobtained with equation (3),albeitonly within a

restricted range ofscales.Note that,asr ! 0,the entropic param etertends

toa�nitevalue,which isphysically expected forany m odelofq(r)[20].Butin

thiscase,equation (3)would notprovideasm ooth transition from sm all-scale

fractality to large-scale hom ogeneity,which represents a m ajor drawback in

thepresentcosm ologicalcontext.

Theproblem with such acascadephenom enologyisitsdescription ofstructure
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form ation from largerto sm allerscales.To supportobservations,a di�erent

and m orecom pelling m odelm ay beobtained from a \bottom -up" fractalcas-

cadingscenario.In thiscold darkm atter(CDM )dom inated Universescenario,

largescalestructuresareform ed by gravitationalclustering ofsm allerclum ps

ofm atter [20].This process eventually leads to strong density 
uctuations

with selfsim ilardensity distribution and astationary fractaldim ension,while

enhancing long-rangecorrelationsand the corresponding high energy tailsin

thepeculiarvelocity di�erencesPDFs.

In thiscontext,averaging aGaussian conditionalvelocity distribution overall

possiblespatio-tem poralenergy dissipation rate
uctuationsand atappropri-

atescalesleadsto a Tsallispeculiarvelocity di�erencesPDF and to a closed-

form expression forthe entropic param eter[21].Thisexpression dependson

the(discrete)num berofdegreesoffreedom relevanttorepresentthelocal
uc-

tuations.Itcan befurthergeneralized,taking theform q� (r+ 3)= (r+ 1).

Considering thelack ofobservationaldata foran unam biguousdeterm ination

ofq(r),weforesseacom plem entary(andcom putationallyexpensive)approach

to gain a deeperinsighton theroleoftheentropicparam eter.W eproposeto

com pute estim ates ofq within a large range ofscales directly from N -body

sim ulations,usinga�� CD M cosm ologicalm odelofgravitationalclustering.

4 Sum m ary and conclusions

Thebasisforclustering statisticsin cosm ology isthestudy ofgalaxy distribu-

tion in the Universe.The analysisofan increasingly am ountofastronom ical

data can provide the correctfram ework to explain the form ation and evolu-

tionoflarge-scalestructureintheUniverse.Inparticular,correlationfunctions

workssuggestthepossibility ofdescribing thegalaxy clustering propertiesin

the context ofthe m ultifractalapproach.Recently,RW RR presented a bet-

terphysicalinterpretation to this approach by deriving m ultifractality from

theNETS form alism .Now,extending theirwork,wede�neaquantitativecri-

terium tousetheNETS form alism based on deviationsfrom strictextensivity.

Assum ing itshould reach atleast10tim estheexpected deviation levelwithin

acellcontaining only two typicalgalaxies,weobtain theapproxim atevalidity

dom ain forthe NETS m odels:r < 10 M pc forNETS� 1 m odel,r < 30 M pc

forNETS� 2,and atany scaleforNETS� 3.Thechoiceofq(r)hasa physical

m eaning in the contextofhydrodynam icsturbulence and can beunderstood

asa\bottom -up"fractalcascading,in conceptualagreem entwith CDM struc-

tureform ation m odels.Although thescenario weproposeisnotcom plete,we

should keep in m ind thatthere isnota uni�ed fram ework to explain galaxy

clustering in the Universe.Furthernum ericaldevelopm entsofNETS m odels

willbepresented in a forthcom ing paper[22].
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