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ABSTRACT

T he anisotropies In the galaxy two-point correlation fiinction m easured from redshift
surveys exhibits deviations from the predictions of the linear theory of redshift space
distortion on scales as Jarge as 20h 'M pc where we expect linear theory to hold in
real space. Any attem pt at analyzing the anisotropies in the redshift correlation finc-
tion and determm ining the linear distortion param eter requires these deviations to
be correctly m odeled and taken into account. T hese deviations are usually attributed
to galaxy random m otions and these are incorporated In the analysis through a phe—
nom enologicalm odel w here the linear redshift correlation is convolved w ith the ran-
dom paimw ise velocity distrbution function along the line of sight. W e show that a
substantialpart ofthe deviationsarise from non-lneare ectsin them apping from real
to redshift space caused by the coherent ows.M odels which Incorporate this e ect
provide an equally good t to N-body results as com pared to the phenom enological
m odelwhich hasonly the e ect of random m otions.W e nd that the pairw ise velociy
dispersion predicted by all the m odels that we have considered are in excess of the
values determm ined directly from the N-body sin ulations. T his Indicates a shortcom —
Ing In our understanding of the statistical properties of peculiar velocities and their
relation to redshift distortion.

K ey w ords: galaxies: statistics { cosm ology :theory { large scale structure ofU niverse

1 INTRODUCTION

G alaxy redshifts are not perfectly describbed by pure Hubblk’s Jaw . D ensity uctuations lnduce peculiar velocities relative to
the general H ubble expansion. T he peculiar velocities perturb galaxy redshifts which in tum a ects their inferred distances
and this leads to a system atic distortion in the clistering pattem of galaxies in redshift space. T he peculiar velocities cause
the twopoint correlation fiinction in redshift space ° (s) to be anisotropic i.e. it depends separately on the com ponent of the
pair separation s parallel (sy) and perpendicular (s, ) to the ocbserver’s line of sight f1. T here are two characteristic e ects of
peculiar velocities . On large scales structures are com pressed along the line of sight due to coherent ow s into over dense
regions and out of under dense regions, thereby am plifying °(sc;s; ). On asmall scales ° (s¢;s; ) is suppressed due to the
structures being elongated along the line of sight by random m otions in viralized clisters.

Tt f(:a;sér- ?1-957) rst quanti ed the correlation anisotropy that resuls from large-scale peculiar ow s in temm s of the power
spectrum of galaxy clustering. U sing linear theory and the plane parallel approxin ation he showed that the pow er spectrum
In redshift space P (k) and it's real space counterpart P, (k) are related as

?

* Em ail: pandey@ cts.iitkgp emet.in
y Em ail: som nathb@ iitkgp .ac.in


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403670v2

2 B.Pandey and S. Bharadwaj

Psk)= 1+ 1)’ P:k) @

where y isthe cosine ofthe anglk between k and the line of sight A, and ' ,?\’szb is the linear distortion param eter. H ere
n 1s the cosm ic m ass density param eter and b is the linear bias param eter which di ers from unity if the galaxies represent

1991:2:andj1:jsmoreaccuratetouse = f( n)=bwheref( n)= 2%+ %ﬂ % n 1+ & )]:The in portant point is that

the anisotropies observed in P (k) can be used to detem ine the value of , and thereby place interesting constraints on the
density param eter , and the biasb. This has been the single m ost in portant m otivation for a substantial am ount of the
research which hasbeen carried out In trying to understand and quantify the nature of redshift space distortions.

H am ilton (1952‘) translated K aiser’s linear form ula from Fourder to real space. He showed that it is m ost convenient to
param eterize the anisotropy of ° (s¢;s; ) In temn s of spherical ham onics as

®
*lsxise ) = 1(8)P1( ) @)
1=0
q__
where s = si +s2, = s=s,P1( ) are the Legendre polynom ials and ;(s) are the di erent angular m om ents of the

redshift space twopoint correlation function. O nly the rst three even angular m om ents, nam ely the m onopole o (s), the
quadrupole » (s) and the hexadecapole 4 (s) are non-zero and these can be expressed In tem s of the real space galaxy
twopoint correlation (r) and itsm om ents which are de ned as
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T he linear analysis predicts a negative quadrupole (1e: 2 (s) < 0) arising from the squashing of large scale structures along
the line of sight.
H am ilton proposed that the ocbserved redshift space correlation finction be decom posed into spherical ham onics, and

the ratio
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which is expected to have a constant value (shown in [:::] in eqg. :j) be used to determ ine the value of . A tematively, if the
real space correlation function has a power law behaviour (r) / r ,theratio ; (s)= o (s) is also expected to be a constant,
and this can be used to detem ine the valie of

Investigations using N body sim ulations to study the redshift space twopoint correlation (eg. [S:n-:o- 5 -§u-g§rl-o¥1;£a-f9-9i,

linear analysis, the two-point correlation finction exhibits an elongation along the line of sight at scales as large as 20h '
M pc. This causes the quadrupole m om ent to rem ain positive even at scales w here one would expect lnear theory to hold in
real space. The values of Q (s) which are expected to be constant (eq.:j) do not atten out to scales as large as 20h Im pc
In N -body sin ulations, nor is the attening observed at these scales in the redshift surveys. A 11 this indicates that there are
non-linear e ects which are in portant in the m apping from real space to redshift space at length-scales w here linear theory
is known to be valid in real space.

Them ost popular approach is to attribute the deviations from the linear predictions to the e ects ofthe random peculiar
a_phenom enological m odel (eg. Dayis & Peshies 1983, £ iber et al, 1994, £ oacock &, D odds 1994, ¥ savens & Tavior 1993,

redshift space correlation function ; with the line of sight com ponent of the random , isotropic pairw ise velocity distribution
function £( ).The resulting non-linear redshift space two-point correlation function is given by



M odeling non-linear e ects in redshift space 3

S(skisy ) = D+ is)f()d ®)

w here the distribution fiinction £( ) isnom alized to R . f( )d = 1.Theauthorswho have invoked thism odelhave generally
adopted either a G aussian orelse an exponentialpairw ise velocity distribution fiinction. In both cases, the distribution finction
hasonly one unknown quantity é which is the velocity dispersion ofthe random com ponent of the pairw ise peculiar velocity
of the galaxies. In this m odel, the cbservations of the anisotropies in  ° can be used to pintly determ ine the value of and

x . Thishas recently been accom plished fr the 2dFGRS where they nd = 049 009and & = 506 52kms ' {Hawkins
et al. 2003).

An altemative approach is to attribute the deviations from the linear predjctjons in ° to non-linear e ects arising from

approxin ation to ana]y‘rqca]]y study the behaVJour of the redsmﬂ:—spaoe power spectrum in the Ua.nshnear regin e. They nd
that the resuls from the Zel’dovich approxin ation are in reasonable agreem ent w ith the predictions of N -body sin ulations,
Indicating that the coherent ow sm ay bem aking a signi cant contributions to the non-linear e ects observed in the redshift
space two-point correlation finction.

In a di erent approach to studymg the deviationsin ° from the linear predjctions at scales where linear theory is known

redshift space. Under the assum thon that linear theory is valid In real space and that the density uctuations are a G aussian
random led, ° hasbeen calculated tak:ng into account all the non-linear e ects that arise due to the m apping from realto

real to redshift space to linear order only.
In sum m ary, at lJarge scales w here linear theory is known to be valid in real space, the com m only used phenom enological
model or ° attrbutes all the deviations from the linear predjct:ons to the e ects of random m otions on the m appJng from

in the m apping from realto redshift spaoe assum ing that they are caused only by the coherent ows. In all probability, the
deviations from the linear predictions found in ° in the N -body sin ulations and in actual redshift surveys is a consequence
ofnon-linear e ects in them apping from real space to redshift space arising from both these e ects nam ely, random m otions
and coherent ows. In this paper we consider m odels for the redshift space distortions which com bine both these e ects,
W e com pare the predictions of these m odels w ith the comm only used phenom enologicalm odelw hich has only the non-linear
e ects from random m otions.W e also com pare allthesem odelsw ith N body sin ulations and investigate which m odelbest ts
the N body results. The di erent m odels are presented in Section 2 and the results of the com parison w ith N body sin ulations
are presented In Section 3. T he galaxy paimw ise velocity dispersion is a quantity which cropsup in any discussion ofthe e ects
of redshift space distortions on the ’cﬂo—pomt oorre]ation function. ThJS quantity is very Jnterestmg in its own r:ght and It
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dJStOIt]Ol’l a]so m ake de nite predictions ﬁ)r the paJr—w ise velocity dJspers_wLon . In Section 4 we calculate the pairw ise velocity
dispersion predicted by the di erent m odels and com pare these w ith the pairw ise velocity dispersion determ ined directly
from the N -body sin ulations.

In Section 5 we discuss our results and present conclusions.

We wou]d also like to point out that the m ode]s whjch we have considered for ° are very si ilar in spirit to those

2 MODELING °

The two-point statistics of the galaxy distrbution in real space is com pltely quanti ed by the phase space distribution
function ; (r;vi;vz2) which gives the probability density of nding a galaxy pair at a separation r, one m em ber of the pair
having peculiar velocity vi and the other v, . The redshift space two-point phase space distrbution function 3 (s;vi;v2) is
related to its real space counterpart through

5(Siviiva) = 2(s NU;vi;ve) ©)

where we have assum ed the plane parallel approxin ation, and the units are chosen such that Ho = 1.Here U = 1 Y Vi)
is the line of sight com ponent of the relative peculiar velocity of the galaxy pair. Integrating out the peculiar velocities gives
us the redshift space two-point correlation function
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1+ °(s)= S iviiva)dwn vy (10)

W e next introduce the key assum ption in the m odel, the assum ption being that the peculiar velocity v of any galaxy can
be written asa sum oftwo partsv = vc + Vi, where vc arises from large-scale coherent ow s into overdense regions and out
ofunderdense regions, and vg isa random part arising from galaxy m otions in virialized clusters and other non-linear regions.
T he large-scale coherent ow s are correlated w ith the density uctuations which produce the ows, and the two are assum ed
to be related through linear theory.T he two-point statistics ofthe coherent ow is quanti ed through the distrdbution function

2c (£;Vic jVac ) which is de ned in exactly the same way as 2 the only di erence being that ,c refers to only the part

of the peculiar velocities which arises from the coherent ows. T he statistical properties of the random part of the peculiar

velocity are assum ed to be isotropic and independent of the galaxy’s location. Its’ pint probability density can be w ritten as

2r (Vir iVor ) = g(WVir k)9 (Vir ) :g(ver k) where Vir k; Vir }, etc. refer to the di erent C artesian com ponents of vir

and vzr ,and g (vr ) is the distrdbution function for a single com ponent of the random part ofa galaxy’s peculiar velociy. T he

Ppint distrbution ofvi = vic + vir and vy = vyc + Var can be expressed in tem s of the distribution functions for vic ;vac
and vir jV2r as
Z

3 3
2 (jva;ve) = d’vir A Var  2c¢ LV ViR V2  V2r) 2r (ViR jV2r) (11)

U sing this in equations (5) and {_(}) to calculate the redshift space two-point correlation fiinction we have
Z Z

1+ (g = du; duz Ewvid v oacls AU +uU w)iviive) g)gz) 12)

where u; and uz are the line of sight com ponents ofvir and vyr respectively. T he term in the square brackets [::] in equation
({L2) can, on com parison w ith equations (g) and (10), be identi ed as the redshift space two-point correlation function if only
the e ects of the coherent ow s are taken into account

Z
1+ S ()= dwndv (8 AU;vI;vV2) 13)
and ° can be expressed as
Z
°(s) = durduz ¢ (s A w))gi)gwz): (14)

To summ arize, we start from the assum ption that the galaxy peculiar velocities have two parts, one from the coherent ows
and the other from random m otions.W e show that the redshift space correlation function ° is ¢, which has only the e ect
of the coherent ow s, convolved along the line of sight w ith the one-din ensional distribution function of the random part of
the galaxy’s peculiar velocity, there being two convolutions, one for each galaxy in the pair.
T he fact that only the relative peculiar velocity v = u, u; between the two galaxies appears in equation {_Ié) allow s us
to sin plify it a little further. E quation {?_LZ}) can be expressed it in tem s of the self-convolution of g (vs )
Z

fw) = g(v u)g@)du: 15)

The function f (v) m ay be interpreted as the distrlbbution fiinction for the line of sight com ponent of the random part of the
relative peculiar velocity v= uz u; which is also called the paimw ise velocity. U sing this, we nally obtain ° in tetm sof &

as
Z

Slskise )= AV & (s + visy )W) (16)

W e now shift our attention to ¢ , the redshift space two-point correlation function if only the coherent ow s are taken
Into account. A sm entioned earlier, we assum e that we are working at lJarge scales w here linear theory holds In real space and
the density uctuations are a G aussian random eld.Expanding »c (s 0U;vi;Vv2) in equation {:_Lij) In a Taylor series In the
relative peculiar velocity U of the coherent ow we have

Z
X 1) e "

1+ ¢ (8) = , — Endv, U s (8ivi;v2) 17
n! @s,

Retaining only the tem s to ordern = 2 we have

2

S is) = (8) ——Vi (5 550+ S~ Z (s 150) 8)
L ? 1Sk P ? 7ok 2@Sip ? 1ok

@sy
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Table I.
M odel g f W)
Pss
A i P=— exp X
2 g R
233
s
B LL 2 5 P -
1 233 .
C 3. —exp PB4 v
R R
D s 1 ex v
LL 2 P 3 2

where is the galaxy two-point correlation function in real space, % is the line of sight com ponent of the m ean relative
velocity between the galaxy pair (also called m ean pairw ise velocity)
Z

Ve (s2 78¢) = End U s (s;viiv2) 9
z (s) (20)
= -5 s
3 i3 2
and S is the m ean square of the line of sight com ponent of the relative peculiar velocity (also called the paimw ise velocity
dispersion)
Z
Zisis) = Cvid v U? g (siviiva) (21)
2 2 2 2
2 S S5 (s BSk)
= — 1 (s — o (8)+ ———— 4 (s 22
3 1 (s) 3 2 (s) 15 4 (s) (22)

E quation Cl-é) , com bined w ith equations CZ-O‘) and éi) , isexactly the sam e as the linear redsh ift space tw o-point correlation
-- P === - - -

function calculated by # am ilton (1992).D ecom posing the angular dependence of equation q_lf:i) into Legendre polynom ials one

recovers exactly the sal:l-e-az’lélz]:agr-n-om ents as equation ;_:J.), Cﬁi) and 6'5), and the odd m om ents and all even m om ents beyond
1= 4 are zero.Using ; as given by equation Elé) in equation éé) corresoonds to the phenom enological m odel discussed
earlier for the non-lineare ects n  °, and this is one of the m odels w hich we shallbe considering in the paper.

G oing back to equation @7:) for ¢, it ispossble to exactly sum up the whole series keeping allpow ers of U Bharadwa))

2001:2:. A 1l the non-linear e ects which arise due to the m apping from real space to redshift space are taken into account in
this calculation, and the resulting redshift space twopoint correlation function is given by

Z
s 0 0 0
1+ 11 (s isx) = dsy G (sci e (s2 isc + s¢)) @3)
" 0 0 !2 2 0 #
0 S Ve (s2 isk + s¢) Vp (s2 isk + s¢)
r(s2 isct o)t 1 3 5 3 5
2 2 (s2isct s) 47 (5258 + 5.)
where we use
1 %2
2 a 2a

to represent a nom alized G aussian distribution. .

W e now have two di erent possibilities, ; or [, ,which we can use for ¢ in equation (18) to calculate the ill redshift
space two-point correlation function °.The function ¢ hasonly the e ect of the coherent ow s and it has to be convolved
w ith £ (v), the one dim ensional distribution fiinction for the random part of the pairw ise velocity, to calculate °.In thispaper
we have tried out fur di erent m odels which correspond to for di erent choices for ¢ and f (v). These are listed in Tabl I.

To highlight the salient features of the ur m odels, M odel A uses ; for $ and an exponential for f (v). This is the
phenom enological m odel discussed earlier. This m odel has been used extensively by di erent people when analyzing both
N -body sin ulations and actual redshift surveys.M odels B, C and D alluse ;; .The di erence between these m odels is in
the choice of £ (v) .M odelB uses an exponential form for £ (v) and m odelD a G aussian.M odelC corresponds to a situation
where the one dim ensional distribbution function for the random part of the galaxy peculiar velocity g(u) is assum ed to be
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an exponential. The function f (v) is now the convolution of two exponentials. A 11 the m odels for f (v) have only one free
param eter, é which m ay be interpreted as the paimw ise velocity dispersion of the random part of the peculiar velocity.
In the next section we test the predictions of these m odels against the resuls of N body sin ulations.

3 RESULTS FOR

In this section we calculate ° for the fourm odels discussed earlier and com pare the results against the predictions of N body
sim ulations.

3.1 The N body Sim ulations.

W e have used a ParticleM esh PM ) N-body code to sin ulate the present distribbution of dark m atter In a com oving region
L792h M pc]3 . The simulations were run using 256° grid points at 0:7h M pc spacing w ith 128° particles fora CDM
coam ologicalmodelwih o = 03, o= 07 and h = 0:7.W e have used a COBE nom alized power spectrum w ith the
shape parameter = 02 forwhich = 1:03.

The low resolution N -body sin ulation used here is adequate for studying the deviations from the predictions of linear
theory in redshift space on scales where the real space density uctuations are well describbed by lnear theory. W e have
restricted our analysis to scales larger than 5h M pc, though strictly speaking we would expect linear theory to be valid
at scales larger than som ething like 8h M pc. To test that our low resolution sim ulations are not m issing out any crucial
feature either In real space or In redshift space, we have com pared the results of our N -body sin ulations w ith the V irgo
sin ulations @grl_k_?]ls_e_t_a}_l_9?§) which have a higher resolution and a slightly di erent nom alization with = 0:9.W e nd
that on the length-scales studied here, the resuls of our sin ulation are consistent w ith the V irgo sim ulation both in realand
redshift space.W e show the results from the V irgo sin ulation alongside w ith those from our N -body sin ulation.O urN -body
sin ulation was run for ve independent realizations of the initial conditions.

A ssum ing that galaxies trace m ass, 10° dark m atter particles were chosen at random from the sinulation volum e and
the entire analysis was carried out using these. T he particle distribution in real space was taken over to redshift space in the
plane parallel approxin ation. W e determ ined the twopoint correlation finction for the particle distrdbution both in realand
In redshift space. The angular dependence of the redshift space two-point correlation fiinction was decom posed into Legendre
polynom ials, and the anisotropy in ° quanti ed through the ratios ; (s)= o (s) and 4 ()= o (s).W e also estin ated the ratio
Q (s) (eq.:jl) which is som ewhat di erent from ; (s)= o (s) In the sense that it uses an integrated clistering m easure instead
of ¢ (s).This has the advantage that In the linear theory of redshift distortion the valie ofQ (s) is expected to be a constant
rrespective of the shape of the real space correlation (s).O ur sin ulations have o = 0:33 and b= 1 which corresponds to

= 049, and we expect Q (s) = 057.

The average and the 1 errorbars for o, 2=0,Q and 4= ¢ were calculated using the ve realizations of our N -body

sin ulations and the results are shown In Figures 1 to 4 respectively. T he points to note are

(@.) The results of our sin ulation are consistent w ith those of the V irgo sim ulation which are also shown in the gures

b.) W e see substantial deviations from the predictions of linear theory in redshift space on scales where it is known to hold
In real space. This isbest seen in the behaviour ofQ (s) which is supposed to be a constant w ith value 0:57.W e nd that the
value of Q ismuch below this even at scales as lJarge as 20h M pc. The values of Q Increases gradually toward the linear
prediction allthe way to length-scales as largeas 30 40h M pcwhere it nally appears to saturate at the linear prediction.
(c.) The errorbars increas w ith increasing pair separation and they are quite large beyond 25h M pc. W e have tried using
a larger num ber of particles to estin ate ° but this does not reduce the errorbars lading to the conclusion that the we are
lim ited by the coam icvariance arisihg from the nite size of our sim ulation and not by P oisson noise. Larger sim ulations w ill
be required to m ake m ore accurate predictions for the nature of the redshift space anisotropies.

3.2 Fitting the m odels to N -body sim ulations

A 1l the m odels require the real space quantities (s), L (s: ;s¢) and S (s; ;s¢) as inputs to calculate ° in redshift space.
W euse , the real space correlation fiinction averaged over ve realizations of the N -body sim ulation, and its m om ents to
calculate Vg, (s; ;s¢) and S (s; ;s¢) using equations é(:l) and @2:) respectively. A gain, calculating ° using any of ourm odels
requires usto specify and g .W ehaveused = 0:49 which is the value corresponding to the sin ulation param eters, and
we treat r as a free param eter which we vary to obtain the best t to the N-body results. For each m odelwe tted the
m odel predictions for , (s)= o (s) and Q (s) to the N -body results using a 2 m inin ization with y asthe tting param eter.
T here are good reason to believe that linear theory w ill not hold for s < 8h M pc and the t was restricted to the region
8 s 40h 'M pc. To check if them odels also work on length-scales which are m ildly non-linear in real space, we have also
carried out the tting overtherange5 s 40h M pc.
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Table II.
M odel r (km =sec) 2= r (km =sec) 2=
8 s 40h Mpc 5 s 40h Mpc
A 684 0:055 760 0:51
B 564 0:054 540 0:19
C 520 0:050 452 0:86
D 489 0:114 367 220

W e nd that forboth : (s)= ¢ (s) and Q (s), the value of 2 ism inin ized at nearly the sam e value of r , and so we quote
the values only for Q (s). The best t values of r and the corresponding valies of ,Zn ;n Per degree of freedom are listed
In Tabl II. The m odel predictions at the value of g which gives the best t in the interval8 s 40h M pc are shown
along w ith the results of our N -body sim ulations in gures 1 to 4.

W e nd that allthe m odels give a very good t to them onopole F igure 1), and the best t predictions of the di erent
m odels are indistinguishable from one another. C onsidering next the anisotropies in ° (F igures 2 and 3) over the length-scales
8 s 40h 'Mpc,we nd thatallthem odelsgive a reasonably good t.M odelC hasthe sm allestbest t 2= ,andM odels
B,A and D Pllow in order of ncreasing 2= .Thevaluesare< 1 Prallthem odels, Indicating that allofthem give acceptable

ts. It should be noted that the best t values of r vary considerably across the di erent m odels, and M odel A predicts a
value considerably larger than the other m odels. Shifting our attention to the tsover the length-scales5 s 40h M pc
we nd thatm odelB gives the lowest value ofthebest t 2= | Plowed by M odelsA ,C and D .A llthem odels, except m odel
D, have best t ?= below unity and hence give acoeptable ts. Interestingly, the acceptable models A, B and C seem to
work better than one would expect given the fact that the length-scales 5h M pcwould bem ildly non-linear in real space.
M odelD show s considerable deviations from the N -body resuls at length-scales5 s 8h M pc.Here again, the best t
values of g show considerable variations across the m odels. A 1so, for the sam e m odel, the best t r changes considerably
when the tting is done over length-scales5 s 40h M pc instead 0of8 s 40h M pc. This is particularly noticeable
forM odelD wherebest t r decreasesby 25% when the ting isextended to sm aller length-scales. T his change is  10%
forM odels A and C, and 5% forM odelB . It should also be noted that for M odel A, the best t r Increases when the

tting is extended to an aller length-scales, w hereas the e ect is opposite In all the other m odels.

W e now tum our attention to the hexadecapol ratio 4= o Figure 4).Here again, for all the m odels we use the values
of r Porwhich the m odel predictions for Q (s) give the best t to the N-body results. The ratio 4= ¢ calculated w ith these
valuesof g are shown in Figure 4.W e nd that in the range 10 22h M pc the predictions of all the m odels 2llbelow the
N body resuls, These deviations are w ithin the 1 errorbars and larger sim ulations are required before we can be really sure
ofthe statistical signi cance ofthise ect.W e have also tried tting ourm odels to the N -body resulsusing a 2 m inin ization
for 4= with r asthe free param eter. The best t r obtained thisway are quite di erent from those ocbtained by tting

2= and Q (s) and we do not report these values here. T his discrepancy m ay be indicating the inability of these m odels
to adequately descrbe the hexadecapol 4, but fiirther studies using larger N -body sin ulations w ith an aller errorbars are
required to reach a de nite conclision.

4 THE PAIRW ISE VELOCITY DISPERSIONS

T he paimw ise velocity dispersion is an in portant statistical quantity which sheds light on the clistering of m atter in the

universe. T here are several approaches to detemm ine the pairw ise velocity dispersion on am all scales from observations, for
........ i d ety Sl JYhgua

exam ple, using the coan ic virial theorem d?eeb]es 1980, Suto & Suginohara 199]:, D el Popolo ZOOIL) or by m odeling the

 EREEEEsEEEEEEEREESE mE-aasaraaaal oo o oo | mme= 2 -

distortions in the redshift-space correlation function (eg.D avis, Geller & Huchra 1983, b avis & Peebles 1983, Bean et all

................................ | o o 222z rrbl rrrrrrrrrrrrrrs Frrrsssaa

-258-3, ﬁ o,Jing & Bomer 1993,J'L_Ijng, M o & Bomer 1995, Jing & Bomer 1993, Landy, Szalay & Broadhurst 1998', Ratcli e et!

- frrFrrsss s e m———— = m W B D L T o I O T L A T T T L T T I oL e T T 2 ]

AL 199§, Zehaviet al. 2004, f awkins et aL 2003).
O ur interest lies in the fact that them odels which we have used to t ° also m ake de nite predictions for the pairw ise
velocity dispersion at large scales where we expect linear theory to hold. T he paimw ise velocity dispersion izj, a symm etric
rank two tensor, is de ned as the second m om ent of the relative velocities of galaxy pairs and its value can be calculated from
the distribbution function ; (r;vi;vy) as
Z
2

Ho= w2 vtz vi)s 2@vive)dwvid =L+ (0)] @5)

where i; j refer to di erent C artesian com ponents. O urwork is restricted to lJarge scales w here linear theory holds In real space
andweuse l+ (r) 1.Themostgeneral form for izj (r) which is consistent w ith statistical hom ogeneity and isotropy is
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Figure 1. This shows them onopole ; asdeterm ined from our N -body sin ulations and the V irgo sim ulation. T he nom alization of the
pow er spectrum used in the V irgo sim ulation is slightly di erent from the one used by us (Section 3.1), and the resuls from the V irgo
sim ulation have been appropriately scaled to com pensate for this. The gure also show s the predictions of the four m odels considered
here for the value of g (Table II) which gives the best t to Q (s) in the interval8 s 40h M pc. T he outcom e of our sim ulations,

the V irgo sim ulation and the best t predictions of all four m odels are indistinguishable from one another.
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Figure 2.This show s the ratio 5’: g as detemm ined from ourN -body sim ulations and the V irgo sim ulation. It also show s the predictions

of the urm odels considered here for the value of g which gives the best t in the interval8 s 40h M pc (Table II).

Lo= 2@ s+ @ F@l@n=r): 26)

Here 3 (r) is the pairw ise velocity dispersion for the velocity com ponent perpendicular to the pair separation r and ﬁ (r)
is the dispersion for the velocity com ponent parallel to r. The behaviour of izj (r) is com pletely speci ed through these
two com ponents f (r) and ﬁ (r) . W e next recollect the fundam ental assum ption underlying all the m odels which we have
considered in the previous section ie. the peculiar velocity of any galaxy has two parts, one arisihg from coherent ows
and another from random m otions. Under this assum ption the two-point distrbbution function , is the convolution of two
distribution functions (eg_.:_l-l:) one describing the tw o-point statistics of the coherent ow and another for the random m otions.

U sing this in (equation 23) to calculate izj (r) gives us

@7

N
B
I
-
Q
B
+
AN

Po= jom+ i ©8)

for all the m odels. H ere § is the isotropic contribution from random m otions, and ﬁc (r) and f ¢ (r) are the contrbutions
from coherent ows.

P roceeding in exactly the sam e way as when using themodelsto t °,we assum e that the coherent ow s are related to
the density uctuations through linear theory fe. 2. = 2, and 7. = £, .Thisallowsusto express ;. (r) and 2. (r) in
=S m - |
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Figure 3.This shows Q (s) as detem ined from our N -body sin ulations and the V irgo sim ulations. It also show s the predictions of the
four m odels considered here for the value of r which gives the best t in the interval 8 s 40h M pc (Table II). T he horizontal
line at Q (s) = 0:57 is the constant value predicted by the linear theory of redshift distortions.
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Figure 4.T his show s the ratio j: g asdeterm ined from ourN -body sim ulations and the V irgo sim ulations. It also show s the predictions
of the four m odels considered here. It should be noted that m odel predictions are for the value of r which gives the best t to Q (r)
and not §= § in the interval8 s 40h !Mpc (Table II).

2 _ 221 i

xL (©) = r [3 1 () 15 (r)] (29)
1 1 1

jLo= 71 i) S0+ 5 a0l 30)

In calculating }fL and f 1 we have used the average real space two-point correlation fiinction and its m om ents detemm ined
from ourN -body sin ulations. In addition to EL and 3 . r allthe m odels considered in this paper also need the value of r as
an nput to calculate ﬁ and ?, . In Section 3, for each m odelwe have detemm ined thebest tvalieof r (Tabl II) forwhich
the m odelpredictions for Q (s) best m atch the N body results in therange8 s 40h M pc.W e have used these values of

r to calculate the paimw ise velocity dispersion predicted by each of these m odels. T he two independent com ponents of the
pairw ise velocity dispersion ( ]f and f ) were also determ ined directly from N -body sim ulations and the resuls are shown in
Figure 5 and 6.

We nd that , and -, detem ined from our N-body sin ulations decreases w ith increasing r at length-scales r

15h M pc, afterwhich i ism ore or less constant w ith possibly a very slow variation with r.O urN -body resuls are consistent

w ith the high resolition sim ulations ofL_Tgn_k_'Jn_s_e_t_a}_(_lS_)S)_ﬁ) . It is in portant to note that the variation of izj (r) wih r plays

an in portant role in redshift space distortions. For exam ple, at linear order (eq.Elé) the redshift space two-point correlation
5 M

finction °(s; ;s¢) depends explicitly on @@? é (s7? ;s¢) which is the second derivative of the line of sight com ponent of the
k

pairw ise velocity dispersion. A 1l the tem s nvolving 2 in the expressions for the di erent angular m om ents of ° (egs. :ﬁhl, :j‘
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Figure 5. This shows , as detem ined from our N -body sim ulation, along w ith the predictions of linear theory (eq. 29.) and all the
m odels considered in Sections 3.Them odelsdi er 'fnpm the linear predictions in that they also have a contribution from random m otions
added in quadrature to the linear predictions (eq.@"z) .
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Figure 6. This shows -, as detem ined from our N-body sin ulation, along w ith the predictions of linear theory (eq. :§Q) and all
the m odels considered in Sections 3.The m odels di er f]:org _the linear predictions in that they also have an contribution from random
m otions added in quadrature to the linear predictions (eq. gf}) .

and :_é) arise from this. The spatial variation of izj (r) also plays an in portant role in determ ining ° in equation q}:é) where
all the non-linear e ects of the m apping from realto redshift space are taken into account.

Tuming our attention to the m odel predictions, we st consider , and . calculated using only linear theory (egs.
éé and ':3(:3) w ith the real space correlations (r) and its m om ents detem ined from N -body sin ulations. as Inputs. W e nd
that these 21l short of the values of , and , detem ined directly from N -body sin ulations. A Iso, the r dependence of
and -, are quite di erent, with the N body results decreasing and the linear predictions increasing w ith increasing r.At
length-scalesr 25h M pc, the curves show Ing linear theory and the N -body resuls are approxin ately paralle], w ith the
linear predictions being approxim ately 50 km =s below the N -body resuls.

Them odelpredictions di er from the linear theory predictions in that they have a contrbution from random m otions &
added in quadrature to the linear predictions (eqs.éi and 28:) .Onem ight hope that the contribution from random m otions
w il com pensate for the shortfall n the linear predictions relative to the N ©ody sin ulations, and the predictions of the two
willm atch at least at length-scales r 25h 'M pc where the two curves are paralkel. The problem is that all the m odels
predict di erent values for g, and the predicted values are too large.M odel A which has the highest valie of r fares the
worst w ith the predicted , and - beihg much larger than the N body results. T he predictions of M odels B, C and D are
slightly closer to the N -body resuls, but they are all still very signi cantly higher than the N -body results. In summ ary
and -, predicted by allthem odels are signi cantly in excess of the values detem ined directly from N “Joody sim ulations. T his
indicates that there is a gap In our understanding of what is really going on.

T he possibility ofusing the pairw ise velocity dispersion as a tool for distinguishing between di erent coam ologicalm odels
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:Couchm an & Car]berg 1992:_ Geb & Bertschmger 1994, Zurek et al. 1994, Branerd & V illum sen 1994 Bramerd et al. 1994

dJspeston ﬁom N body simulations is that it is a pair weighted statistic and is heavily weighted by the densest regions
present iIn the sam ple. These regions naturally have the highest ve]ocjty djspersjon and this tends to puél up the estim ate

e e e e smssm
& C er}_ _(1_995_5 ) that the velocity eld is very cold outside the clusters. W e note that these e ects are not very crucial in our
work. This isbecause we have used exactly the sam e set of particles drawn from our N -body sin ulations to detem ineboth °
and izj , and we have been testing ifthe m odels w hich m ake reasonably good predictions for ° are also successfiil in correctly
predicting izj .W ewould expect this to be true because the peculiar velocities which are quanti ed by the pairw ise velocity
dispersion are also the cause of the redshift space distortions. Surprisingly, we nd that the m odel predictions for 2 are

ij
signi cantly in excess of izj determ ined directly from the sin ulations.

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS.

T he galaxy two-point correlation function detem ined from redshift surveys show s signi cant deviations from the predictions
ofthe linear theory of redshift space distortion even on scales as argeas20 30h M pc where linear theory is expected to be
valid on real space. A ny attem pt to determ ine  from redshift surveys requires that these deviations be properly m odeled and
taken into account.M odeling redshift space distortions basically requires a pint m odel for galaxy peculiar velocities and their
correlations w ith the galaxy clistering pattem . Such m odels test our understanding of the gravitational instability process by
which the Jarge scale structures are believed to have form ed.

W e have considered four di erentm odels (details in Section 2) for the redshift space tw o-point correlation function °.A Il
the m odels are based on the assum ption that galaxy peculiar velocities m ay be decom posed Into two parts, one arising from
coherent ow s and another from random m otions. It is also assum ed that in real space the coherent ow s are well described by
the linear theory ofdensity perturbation.D eviations from the predictions of the linear theory of redshift space distortion arise
from two distinct causes which a ect them apping from realto redshift space (a.) non-linear e ects due to the coherent ow s
(.) the random m otions. Am ong the four m odels, M odel A does not Jncorpoxate the non ]Jnear e ects due to the coherent

dl er ﬁom one another in the choice of the distrdbution finction for the random part of the pairw ise veJoCJty.

A 1l the m odels have only one free param eter, r which is the one dim ensional random pairw ise velocity dispersion. For
each m odel we have determ ined the value of r for which the m odel predictions best t the quadrupol anisotropy of °
detemm ined from N -body sinulations. W e nd that M odel C gives the lowest valie of the best t 2= over the range of
length-scales 8 s 40h M pc where we expect linear theory to be valid in real space. In this m odel the distribution
finction for the random part of a galaxy’s peculiar velocity ism odeled as an exponential function. It m ay be noted that the
other three m odels also give acceptable tsto the N -body resuls.

W e nd that three ofthemodels @, B and C) also give acceptable ts over length-scales 5 s 40h ™ pc which
Includes a an all region where perturbations are expected to be m ildly non-linear.M odelD where the distrbution function
f (v) forthe random part ofpairw ise velocity isa G aussian fails to give an acoeptable t.M odelB where f (v) is an exponential
gives the lowest value ofbest t 2= [ Itm ay be noted that though the best tvalue of 2~ formodelA ,the comm only used
phenom enological m odel, is around three tim es larger than that for M odel B, it is not possible to draw a strong statistical
conclusion as to which m odel is superior. T his is because 2= < 1PrModelsA B and C and they all provide acceptable

ts. The present work is lin ited by the large statistical errorbars in the quantities determ ined at large scales from N -body
sin ulations. T hese errors arise from the lin ited volum e of the sin ulations (cosm ic variance). It should be possble to achieve
Iowerl errorars using larger sin ulations w hereby we could distinguish between these m odels at a higher levelof statistical
signi cance.W e propose to carry this out In the future.

Interestingly, thebest tvalueof r show ssubstantialvariationsacrossthem odels.Thebest tvaluieof r issubstantially
an aller in the m odels which incorporate the non-linear e ects of the coherent ows B, C and D) as com pared to M odel A
which does not include these e ects. T his Indicates that there are signi cant nonlinear e ects in the m apping from real to
redshift space arising from the coherent ows.The comm only used phenom enologicalm odeldoes not Incorporate these e ects
and In this m odel all deviations from the linear predlctions are attrbuted to random m otions. T his bads to the paimw ise
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to t the redshift space twopoint correlation finction of the 2dFGR S to ocbtain the best tvalue r = 506 52km=s.The

ndings of this paper show that M odels B and C would be equally successfilin tting the sam e observation, and the best t
value of r would be di erent for each of these m odels. T his raises questions as to the interpretation of r detem ined by
thism ethod.

A Ythough the m odels are all reasonably successful in  tting the quadrupole anisotropies of °, the m odel predictions for
the pairw ise velocity dispersion are m uch larger than the values determm ined directly from N -body sin ulations. Surprisingly,
the predictions of linear theory which has a contribution from only the coherent ow s and not the random m otions are m uch
closer to the N -body results as com pared to the m odel predictions. At large scales the predictions of linear theory, all the
m odels and the N body results are all very sim ilar. T he linear theory predictions are slightly below the N body resuls, and
one would expect that it would be possible to recover the N body results by com bining the linear theory predictions w ith the
contrbution from random m otions. Unfortunately, all the m odels appear to be overestim ating the contrbution from random
m otions and the m odel predictions are signi cantly in excess of the N body resuls. A Iso, the predlctions of M odel A fare
the worst In com parison to the other m odels. A possbl explanation why equations {27i) and Q8) overpredicts the pairw ise
velocity dispersion is that the linear com ponent of the peculiar velocity also m akes a contribution to the random m otions. It
is possble that this is already present In g, and it contributes m ore than its due share to the paimw ise velocity dispersion.

In the linear theory of redshift space distortions the hexadecapole anisotropy arises from the line of sight com ponent of
the pairw ise velocity dispersion. T he fact that none ofthe fourm odels considered here give a very good t to the hexadecapole
is probably related to the fact that the m odels also do not predict the correct pairw ise velocity dispersion.

W e note that the assum ption that galaxy peculiar velocities can be decom posed Into tw o parts, one coherent and another
random is consistent w ith the halo m odel. The Iandom paxt m ay be attrbuted tom otjons inside the halo and the coherent

using the halo m odel.
In conclusion we note that the nonlinear e ects n the m apping from real to redshift space introduced by the coherent
ow s are in portant.M odels w hich incorporate these e ects provide an equally good to the quadrupole anisotropies of ° as
com pared to m odels which are based on the linear theory of redshift distortion. Unfortunately, none of these m odels m ake
correct predictions for the pairw ise velocity dispersion. T his indicates that there isa gap in ourunderstanding ofthe statistical
properties of the peculiar velocities and their e ect on the redshift space twopoint correlation function.
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