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Abstract

The am ount of dark m atter In the M iky W ay and beyond is exam ined
by taking into acoount the possble running of the gravitational constant G
as a function of distance scale. If the running of G, as suggested by the
A sym ptotically-Free H igherD erivative quantum gravity, is incorporated into
the calculation of the total dark m atter In the galactic halo, the am ount of
dark m atter that is necessary to explain the rotation curve is shown to be
reduced by one third com pared w ith the standard calculations. H owever,
this running of G alone cannot reproduce the observed at behavior of the
rotation curve. It is also shown that the running of G cannot explain away
the presence ofm ost of the dark m atter beyond the scale of 10 M pc in the
Universe. W e also present a pedagogical explanation for the running of G (r)
In the region of large scales which is clearly a classical dom ain.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The nature (@nd the am ount) of dark m atter in our M iky W ay and the Universe is
one of the m ost im portant issues that we are facihg in particle physics and coan ology.
In spite of recent advances in establishing m any lin its on the abundance of various dark
m atter candidates and in estim ating the distrdbbution of dark m atter, we are still far from
understanding the nature and the am ount of dark m atter. The recent observation of the
MACHOs M assive Compact Halo Obfcts) L] m ay shed som e light on the nature of dark
m atter n ourM iky W ay, when statistics of the cbservations fiirther m proves in the com Ing
years. Inform ation about non-baryonic dark m atter candidates w ill also be provided in the
future by the new low -background detectors for direct detection and by other Indirect m eans
El.

R ecently, it was shown that in the A sym ptotically-Free H igherD erivative AFHD ) quan—
tum gravity [B], the gravitational constant, G , m ay be asym ptotically free. Tts consequences
on the content of dark m atter have been brie y discussed in [4,5]. In this articlke we present
m ore detailed discussions on the am ount of dark m atter n ourM iky W ay and in the Uni-
verse. O ur discussions are based on the recent work on the phenom enological consequences
of the munning ofG (r) as a function of the scale r for the coam ology described in Ref.[6,7].
Tt is shown that ifthe G (r) is assum ed to be running as indicated by the AFHD quantum
gravity, the am ount of dark m atter In our M iky W ay is reduced by one third and the run-
ning of G (r) alone cannot explain the rotation curve. The behavior ofG (r) is such that it
can never m n ic all the dark m atter distrdbution necessary to explain the rotation curve in
the M iky W ay.

W e also show that the Increase of G (r) as a function of r is not fast enough to explain
the observed variation of 4 (r) as a function of distance scale. In particular, o (r) due to
the running of G (r) becom es m uch slower than the observed behavior beyond the distance
of 10M pc. Unlssthe running ofG (r) ism odi ed drastically, it can neverm in icm ost of
the dark m atter in the Universe.

Finally we attem pt to give a pedagogical explanation why the e ects of the running of
G (r) is sizeable only in a purely classical dom ain where large distances are nvolved. The
running of the coupling constant in gauge theordes is attrbuted to the quantum e ects.
T herefore, i is expected that the e ects are prom Inent only in the quantum domain. In
the case of the gravitational constant, one anticipates the quantum dom ain to be in the
region ofthe Planck m ass, M » . T he corresponding distance is the P Janck length, 10 33 am .
T he answer to this puzzl lies in the nature of asym ptotic freedom of the coupling constant,
which is neviably sub fct to infrared slavery (ie. con nem ent).

II.DARK MATTER IN THE M ILKY WAY

W e begin w ith the welkknow n gravitational potential due to a soherical distribution of
m atter w thin radius R w ith density distrdbution (r) given by Bl
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where we have used the de niions
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In Egs.(l) and (2), Gy is the Newton’s gravitational constant. Tt is to be noted that in

Eg.(), the standard (r) was replaced by £ (r) = () g() In order to take into acoount

e ects of the running ofG (r), expressed in tem sofg(r). From Eqg.(l), the force is given by
1%
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W hen Eqg.(4) is substituted into the equation ofm otion,
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Taking derivative of Eq.(6) w ith respect to r yields
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Tt is custom ary to t the ocbserved rotation curve by the follow Ing tw o-param eter expression
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where £ (0) = (0) and r. are, respectively, the galactic core density and the size of the

core. Com parison of Egs.(7) and (8) at large values of r (with v°= 0) gives the weltknown
expression
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Hence, oragiven r,, (0) isdetermm ined by the obsarved valuev (1 ) / 220 km /sec. H owever,
thiswould overestin ate (0) because the presence of the spheroid is neglected in the above
discussion. The two standard derivations of £ (0) and r. are due to Bahcall, Schm idt and
Soneira Q] ,and Caldwell and O striker [10](see also [11,12]). Here, we take, for de niteness,
r.= 3Kpcand (0)= 0:09M pc ? which includes the contribution of the spheroid.

Now, ifwe adopt the g (r) given in [6], with r expressed In unis ofK pc,

gk) 1+ c@=1+ 03" ; 10)



we obtain
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where ¢ (r) denotes the standard density distrdbution w ithout the running G (r). The be-
haviors of 4 r? 5 (r) and 4 r* (r) are shown in Fig.(l), where the area under each curve
represents the am ount of dark m atter in the halo for the corresponding case. The total
am ounts of dark m atter In the halo of a radiis 100 K pc for the standard W ithout G (r))
and modi ed Wih G (r)) cases are given, regoectively, by

Z 100K pc

M5 =4 s ®)x%dx = 97 10MM 12)
0

and

Z 100K pc
My =4 O ®)x*dx = 64 10"M 13)
T herefore, the munning G (r) reduces the dark m atter content by one third. T he am ount of
reduction is insensitive to the the size ofthe M iky W ay G alaxy. W hen integrated up to 150
Kpc n Egs.(12) and (13), we have 36 $ reduction of the totaldark m atter content.

Tt is in portant to note that what is needed to explain the rotation curve is the behavior
off (r),which isa productof (r) and g(r),asgiven in Eq.(8). Supposswe try to explain the
dark m atter content in the halo w ith the soheroid and the running G (r), then we would need
G (r) which is ncreasing linearly in r because the density ofthe spheroid goesasr ® r 37
for Jarge distance. Since it isunlkely that G (r) increases linearly in r, it cannot m In ic the
dark m atter in the halo. T herefore we conclude that, in spie of the running of G (r), dark
m atter is necessary in the halo, although the total am ount can be reduced by one third.
Another related consequence is that the one third reduction of dark m atter In the halo
would reduce the m icrolensing event rates by roughly the sam e am ount, am eliorating the
apparent discrepancy between the standard caloulations of the event rates and the observed

rates [13,14].

III.DARK MATTER IN THE UN IVERSE

W enow consider the am ount ofdark m atter beyond the M iky W ay. In the earlier works
[4,5] attam ptswerem ade to explain the dark m atter in Jarge scale structures by the increase
ofthe minning G (r). The 4 (r) was sinply written as

G (@ o
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where  and H g were assum ed to be constant, ie. ndependent of distance scale, and the
ocalvalie o’ 0) o was taken to be 02, which is a very generous upper bound of
 , Obtained from nuclkosynthesis argum ents. Based on Eq.(14), the mferred dark m atter
content up to the scales of clusters ( up to the scale of the V irgo C luster) was drastically



reduced since o given In Eq.(14) can m in ic m ost of the dark m atter exoept at very large
scales beyond the V irgo cluster.

Tt was recently shown In [6,7], however, that In a general scale-dependent coan ology, the
coan ological quantities such as the Hubbl constant and the age of the Universe aswell as
the gravitational constant becom e all scaledependent, ncluding o (r) which is given by

N — 1+ (@
= _ 15
o (¥) T o 15)

Thedi erencebetween Eq.(14) and (15) isdue to the fact that in the standard Friedm an cos-
m ology, ;0 istaken to be a constant, whereas it is r-dependent in thisnew scale-dependent
coam ology. T herefore, the behavior of " (r) n EqQ.(15) should not be com pared w ith the
often quoted plot of the standard  (r) given In [L5] which is essentially a quantity propor-
tionalto the density itself. That is, In the new cosn ology, _o L+ (r)], which isproportional
to the density, should be com pared w ith the standard 4 (r) In Eg.(14). Another in portant
di erence between them is that (@) In Eg.(14) contihues to Increase as ¢ (r) kesps in—
creasing, whereas " (r) in Eq.(15) would reach unity asym ptotically and never exoseds
uniy. Thus, the " () h Eq.(5) is a less rapidl grow ing fiinction of r than Eq.(14) for
the same (r) because of the denom inator In Eq.(15). In the follow Ing, we take the local
value of , to be 0: instead of 02, which wasused In #], shce the local value determm ined
in and around ourM iky W ay never exceeds , / 0:l.

Now it is inmediately clear from Fi.Q), where we have ptted ([l + ¢ ()] with
Eqg.(0), that, although the minning ofG can m ore or lessm in ic the cbserved m atter density
w ithin Jarge horizontaland vertical errorbarsup to the scak of 10M pc, it cannot explain
the dark m atter beyond that scale. In order to illustrate this m ore soeci cally, we also
pltted in Fig.@2) our best t of the data points. (A dm itedly, the best t does not m ean
m uch because of huge error bars but it wasm eant to guide the eye.) Thiskest t is given
by

) = 00028 1°*° ; 16)

where r is given iIn units of Kpc. Note that below 10 M pc, the contrbution from the
running of G is larger than that of the best t. This clearly cannot be the real situation
since the observed t should include allthe e ects from both the running of G and the dark
matter. Note that o[l + ¢ (r)] is slightly above the experin ental error bars, indicating
a possibility that the running of G in this region m ay be overestin ated. The im portant
feature, however, is that beyond 10M pc, _o L+ (r)] complktely takes over_o L+ 5 @]
and beocom es dom inant. A lthough Fig.(2) show s the crossover point at 10 M pc, it should
serve as a rough estin ate. It is not feasible, at present, to pin down the exact location of
this crossover point because of the poor data quality. The crossover point depends very
sensitively on how one ts (r) with the very poorly known data. In F ig.(2), the di erence
between the two curvesbeyond 10 M pc represents the true content of dark m atter under
the assum ption that the prediction on the behavior of G given by Eq.(10) is correct. In
order to contrast the di erence in another perspective, we com pare, n F ig.(3), the behavior
ofthetwo " (r)’s, one given by Eq.(15) wih ¢ (r) h EQ.(10) and the otherwih (r) In
Eg.(16) which is nothing but the best t-curve of the data. N ote that these curves are not



to be confiused with the usual o () wih a constant .. Also, In this gure the di erence
between the two curves represents the portion of dark m atter which cannot be explained by
the running of G . (Because of the de nition of | (r), the areas under the curves do not
represent the actualam ount of dark m atter.)

So far we have discussed the di erence between the previous treatm ent of the munning
of G asdiscussed in §,5] and the one based on them odi ed scale-dependent cosm ology [6].
In the latter, (r) was arbirary to be determ ined phenom enologically. In ancther version
of scaledependent coam ology [/] a new m etric and a generalized E Instein equation were
Introduced to explain the sam e phenom enon. In this version, the new m etric dictates the
form ofrdependence in  (r) and the resulting crossover point appears at m uch larger scales.
The gap between thetwo [+ (r))s 1 Fig.2) widens very rapidly beyond the crossover
point. Future cbservations w ill decide which version is valid, if any. Tt goes w ithout saying
that ifand when thebehavior ofG (r) ism odi ed from that ofEq.(10) due to future advances
in better understanding of quantum gravity, then the am ount of dark m atter as discussed
above has to bem odi ed accordingly.

Iv .DISCUSSION S

Ifwe assum e that the gravitational constant G (r) runs as suggested by the AFHD quan-—
tum gravity, it is shown that the am ount of dark m atter in the M iky W ay necessary to
explain the ocbserved rotation curve is reduced by one third com pared w ith the am ount In
the standard calculations w ith the constant Gy . It is also argued that it is very unlikely
that the running of G (r) can m im ic the totaldark m atter in the M iky W ay.

The running ofthe new Iy de ned  (r) in the previousworks [4,5], In which the running
of G (r) was added In the standard Friedm an cosn ology In a straightforward m anner, is
essentially proportional to the m atter density. Ik is di erent from the one de ned In a new
cogn ology [6,7] with running cosm ological quantities, the di erence being due to the fact
that In this new ocosn ology the critical density also increases as scale Increases. It was
pointed out that the correct local value of , should be 0:1 Instead of 02 which further
reduces the previous [,5] estin ates of the contribution from the runnihg G (r). W e have
dem onstrated that the increase of the observed ( as a function of r ismuch m ore rapid
than that w ith the running ofG (r) alone, leading to the necessity ofa Jarge am ount of dark
m atter, in particular beyond the scale of 10 M pc.

Finally we comm ent on the running of G (r). Som e physics rationale was given In ] to
Justify the munning of G (r) In the classical dom ain in spite of the com m on understanding
that the running is due to quantum e ects. Here, we add another rational which is purely
pedagogical. The asym ptotically-free running of G (r) used in this article was derived by
using an e ective AFHD quantum graviyy, which wasm otivated by supergravity, at one loop
level. The behavior of G (r) is such that it stays as the N ew ton’s gravitational constant for
scales up to around 1K pc and then it starts rising. The obvious question is then \ W hy
are the quantum e ects for the gravitational constant so prom Inent in a purely classical
region where Jarge distances are nvolved ? " A fter all, the running of a coupling constant
acocording to the R enom alization G roup Equation RGE) is the quantum e ect in a gauge
theory. Here, we do not of course intend to reproduce the result of 4,5] but instead we



w ill illustrate why the running can be prom inent in the classical region. The answer to this

question can be found in thebehavior ofthe wellknow n exam pl ofthe running ofthe strong

coupling constant, s (Q?), which is also asym ptotically free. The one-loop expression for
s Q%) is

s (%)

Q%= ; @7)
° 1+bs(2)n2 '
where 2 issome xed point and b is given by
11 2Ng)
b= —— = 8)

w ith the num ber of quark avors, N ¢.
A though Eq.(17) isthe resul ofone-loop perturbative calculations, which isvalid beyond
a certain value of 92, we can confcture, because of infrared slavery or con nem ent, that
s ©?) becom es very large as Q2 becom es an aller and an aller. This behavior is lkely to
persist even to extrem ely am allQ ?, which, when converted into distance scale, corresponds
to classical scales. O ften, In order to get an idea of the scale associated w ith the rising of
s ©?), one de nes the value of Q 2 at which Eq.(17) diverges. The 5 (Q?) diverges when
Q? takes the value given by

1

om) b s

Q%= ‘expl

Substituting, Prexample, (%)= 03 for 2= 1GeV? mto Eq.(17),we nd
QCD r 110M &V : (20)

This gcp isthe characteristicm ass scale ofthe Q CD . T he above property is inherent in the
asym ptotically—free coupling constants In non-Abelian gauge theories. (The ne structure
constant, , does not have this property, the QED being an Abelian gauge theory.)

W e con ecture that sim ilar quantum e ectsare in operation rG (r) at very large scales.
In this case, the distances nvolved are lJarger than 1 Kpc. Hence, the corresponding ¢
must be extrem ely amall, say, 10 > 10 *3eV, corresponding to distances of 10° and 10*
M pc, respectively. If gcp 110 M &V were to be Interpreted as representing an e ective
glion mass, then 5 10 *eV may be interpreted as an e ective graviton m ass. To be
m ore speci ¢, ket us param etrize G (Q ?) as, with thePlank massM 5 ,

2 G(QZ) .
G Q") M 2 ; 21)
where
5 1
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W e caution the reader that the param etrization in Eq.(21) is, adm ittedly, not a physically
consistent one because it gives the in pression that the gravity is generated by the exchange



ofa particlew ith m ass, M ; , as in the case ofthe e ective weak-interaction coupling constant
w here the force isgenerated by the exchange ofthe weak gaugebosons, W and Z . W edo not,
of course, m ean that. R ather, we use the param etrization In Eq.@21), based on din ensional
argum ents, to facilitate our pedagogical discussion .

TheG Q?) de ned above is asym ptotically free forb> 0 and becom es identicalto Gy at
Q%= M ?. Suppose that b is very sm all (for which we have no rigorous explanation, but i is
possble to have very an allb ifm ost of the contrdbutions to b from gauge bosons, ferm ions
and bosons, and their superpartners cancelw ith each other ), then G (Q?) rem ains the sam e
as Gy for the usual particlephysics range of 0. A ccording to Eq.(22), ¢ Q?) becom es
in nite when Q 2 takes the value given by

of=mies § : @3

Tt is now easy to see that if b is very smnall, ; becomes very an all although the only
m ass scale volved iSMp . Forb= 5, orexamplk, we nd ¢ = 10 *eV.W hen Q is
converted Into distance scale r, Eq.(21) wih Eg.(22) and b= 1=290 yields qualitatively the
sam e behavior of G (r) obtained in the AFHD quantum gravity. This is our pedagogical
explanation for the behavior of the G (r) at very large distance scales which are clearly a
classicaldom ain.
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Figure C aptions

1 Pro lesof4 r? (r) as a function of radius r for the standard calculation w ithout
the munning G (r) (dashed curve) and the one with G (r) (solid curve).

2 Plots J‘br_o L+ ¢ (r)] dashed curve) and _o L+ (r)]whith isa tto data points
(solid curve) as functions of r. D ata points represent  In the standard de nition
with constant .. Note the crossover point at 10 M pc, beyond which oL+ (r)]
becom es dom inant.

N

3 Pbts orthe tted " @) and §° (r) based on EqQ.(15). Note that this " (r) is
dierent from 4 (r) in Fig2. The shaded area indicates the portion of dark m atter
which cannot be explained by the running ofG (r).
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