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ABSTRACT

T hispaper seeks to check the validity ofthe apparent fractal con cture R beiro 2001ab),
w hich states that the observed pow er-law behaviour for the average density of large-scale
distribution of galaxies arises when som e observational quantities, selected by their rele—
vance in average density pro le determ ination, are calculated along the past light cone.
Since generalrelativity statesthat astronom icalobservationsare carried out in this space—
tim e hypersurface, observables necessary for direct com parison w ith astronom ical data
m ust be calculated along it. Im plem enting this condition in the proposed set of observa-
tional relations profoundly changes the behaviour ofm any ocbservables in the standard
coam ologicalm odels. In particular, the average density becom es inhom ogeneous, even in
the spatially hom ogeneous spacetin e of standard cosm ology, change which was already
analysed by R beiro (1992b, 1993, 1994, 1995) for a non-perturbed m odel. Here we de—
rive observational relations In a perturbed E instein-de Sitter cosm ology by m eans ofthe
perturbation schem e proposed by Abdalla and M ohayaee (1999), where the scale factor is
expanded in power series to yield perturbative tem s. T he di erential equations derived
In this perturbative context, and other cbservables necessary in our analysis, are solved
num erically. The results show that our perturbed E instein-de Sitter cosn ology can be
approxin ately described by a decaying power-law like average density pro le, m eaning
that the dust distrbution ofthis cosn ology has a scaling behaviour com patible w ith the
power-law pro l of the density-distance correlation ocbserved In the galaxy catalogues.
T hese results show that, in the context of this work, the apparent fractal con gcture is
correct.

1 Introduction

It has been known since 1970 that the largescale average density m ass distribution of the
U niverse, constructed w ith astronom ical data on the galaxy distrdbution, decreases linearly
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w ith Increasing distances, follow ing a powerJaw pattem in a log-log plot, and w ith an expo—
nent In the range from 1.7 to 2 K ihara and Sakil970; de Vauocouleurs 1970, and references
therein) . Further ocbservational and theoretical analysis of thisbehaviour, m ade in the 1970’s
by Pecbles and ocollaborators (see Peebles 1980, and references therein), interpreted this ef-
fect as being a resut of an all scale densiy perturbations necessary for the form ation of
structures in the Universe. Since then i has been a m ore or less conventional w isdom to
suppose that such a powerJdaw densiy pro lk arises as a result of these density uctuations,
an e ect being short range in nature, and doom ed to disappear at higher distances w here the
hom ogeneiy predicted by the Friedm ann cosm ologicalm odels is supposed to be observed.

T his conventional picture w as, how ever, challenged in 1987 by L . P jetronero, w ho, taking
earlier suggestion advanced by M andebrot (see M andebrot 1983, and references therein),
and which was also discussed by Pecbles (1980), proposed that the lum inous largescale
m atter distrbution in the Universe should ollow a scal invariant pattem, arising from the
underlying an oothed-out and averaged fractal galaxy distribution system .

P jetronero’s (1987) paper had the e ect of starting a sharp controversy in the literature
between the proponents and opposers of this \fractal universe" (see Turok 1997 and refer-
ences therein). This controversy is so far m ainly focused on the issues of whether or not
observations of lJarge-scale galaxy distribution support or dism iss an average densiy pow er—
law pro ke that decays at increasing distance, and the depth of this scale nvariant system
(see the review s by R beiro and M iguelote 1998, SylosT.abini et al. 1998, and references
therein). A lfhough, a consensus on these points is yet to be achieved, i is clar by now
that settling, or even clarifying, those controversial points hasbecom e an in portant issue in
cosm ology, lnasmuch as this \fractal debate" has already reached the m ain stream of cos—
m ological research (Turok 1997; Coles 1998; W u, Lahav and Rees 1999; M art nez 1999)E| In
any case, at very short redshifts (for interstellar m edium , and clusters of galaxies) we know
that there is a scale nvariant structure.

Since this is a debate In coan ology, it is only naturalthat the feasbility of som e kind of
scale invariant universe m odel should also be investigated in a relhtivistic fram ework, and,
therefore, relativistic aspects of coan ologicalm odels bearing average density scaling features

1 P jetronero’s (1987) article isonly them ost recent form in which the old idea thatm atter in the U niverse

is structured In a hierarchicalm anner has resurfaced. For instance, follow ing de Vaucouleurs’ (1970) case for
a hierarchicaluniverse, W ertz (1970, 1971) advanced a m odelm athem atically identicalto P jetronero’s (1987),
w here a discussion about scaling in galaxy clustering can already be found. H owever, as scale invariant ideas
had not yet appeared, W ertz was unable to reach m any Im portant conclusions found later, and independently,
by P ietronero, in special the signi cance of the fractal dim ension in galaxy clustering, and the proposal of
statistical tools able to appropriately describe a an oothed-out hierarchical pattem. That m ay explain why
W ertz’s work has rem ained largely ignored so far. Unaware of W ertz’s work, but inspired by de Vaucoulurs,
M andebrot (1983) revived the hierarchicaluniverse m odeland m ade a thorough discussion about the scaling
properties of galaxy distrdbution, fully characterizing it as a scale invariant structure. A discussion about
the sin ilarities and di erences between W ertz’s and P ijetronero’s approaches to the problem of universal
hierarchical clum ping of m atter can be found in R beiro and M iguelote (1998; see also R beiro 1994).



can be expected to play an in portant role in this debate.

Som e relativistic coan ologies of this type have already been proposed In the Lem &’ tre—
Tolm an-Bondi (LTB) spacetin e, which is the m ost general spherically sym m etric dust solu—
tion to Einstein’s eld equations R beiro 1992a, 1993, 1994; M atravers 1998; H um phreys,
M atravers and M arteens 1998), but a potentially in portant investigation is the possbility
of appearance of scale invariant features n Friedm ann coan ologies w ith an all scales pertur—
bations. If average densities w ith decaying power-law lke pro les could som ehow appear in
the standard cosm ological m odels, m any points of the current debate about the density be-
haviour of galaxy distribbution could be clari ed, oreven resolved, ifa relativistic perspective
is taken for these e ects.

In a previous paper, one of us R beiro 1992b) studied cbservational relations In a non-—
perturbed E insteinde Siter EdS) coan ology, that is, w thout any type ofm etric or density
perturbation, and the general conclusions were that this cosm ology does not show scaling
features along the past light cone, In the sense of not having a power law decrease of the
average density at increasing distances, as predicted In P jetronero’s (1987) originalm odel.
However, since all calculations took the backward null geodesic into consideration i was
clkarly dem onstrated that this m odel does not show up as observationally hom ogeneous
either, even at am all redshifts (z 0:04), and this resul is a consequence of the fact that
the hom ogeneity of the standard coam ologicalm odels is spatial, that is, it is a geom etrical
feature w hich does not necessarily translate itself into an astronom ically cbservable quantity.
A though a number of authors are aw are of this fact, what cam e as a surprise had been the
low value for the redshift where this cbservational inhom ogeneity appears. T herefore, it
was clear by then that relativistic e ects start to play an in portant role In cbservational
cogm ology at m uch low er redshift values than previously assum ed. N onetheless, at least part
of these scaling features can be analysed in term s of a purely non-relativistic m odel, as done
In Abdalla et al. (1999), though In such a case direct com parison w ith cbservationaldata is
more di culk.

In a sequel paper R beiro 1995), this result was further analysed and the reasons why
this relativistic e ect seem s to have been overlooked in the literature was clari ed. Due to
the non-linearity of the Einstein eld equations, observational relations behave di erently
at di erent redshift depths. T hus, whilk the Iinearity of the Hubbl law is well preserved In
theEdSmodelup to z 1, a value in plicitly assum ed by m any other authors as the lower
Iim it up to where relativistic e ects could be safely ignored, the density is strongly a ected
by relativistic e ects at much lower redshift values. A power series expansion of these two
quantities showed that whilk the zeroth order term vanishes In the distance-redshift relation,
it is non—zero for the average density as plotted against redshift. This zeroth order term is
the m ain reason for the di erent behaviour of these two cbservational quantities at an all
redshifts. Pietronero et al (1997) referred to this e ect as the \Hubblede Vaucouleurs
paradox", however, from the discussion above it is clear that there is no paradox. Indeed

w hat seem s to be a paradox are just very di erent relativistic e ects on the cbservables at



the m oderate redshift range (01 =z < 1).

Sin ilar e ects of departures from the expected Euclidean results at an all redshifts were
also reported by Longair (1995, p.398), and the starting point forhis ndingswasthe sam e as
that ofR beiro (1992b, 1995) : the use of source num ber count expression along the nullcone.
N evertheless, the path followed by Longair was quite di erent from R beiro’s. W hile the
form er kept his conclusions essentially qualitative and did not m ake further nvestigations of
the consequences ofthise ect In other observational quantities, like the tw o-point correlation
function, or provided an explanation for the underlying reasons for this e ect, the latter
attem pted to address all these issues (see details in R beiro 1995).

D esoite these interesting and encouraging resuls, they m ust still be considered as pre—
lin nary, lnasnuch as the analysis advanced by R beiro (1992b, 1995) was carried out In
an unperturbed m odel, and, therefore, som e of its features are unrealistic, especially the
behaviour of the observational quantities at very sm all z, where the average densiy tends
to a constant value. In addition, one in portant question rem ained. W hik R beiro (1992b)
showed that an unperturoed EdS m odel does not have scale invariant features, in the sense
ofnot having a power law decay of the average density at increasing depths, it, nevertheless,
also showed very clearly that there is indeed a strong decay of the average density at increas—
Ing values of the lum nosity distance or the redshift, an e ect term ed by R beiro (1995) as
\observational inhom ogeneity ofthe standard m odel" {] Bearing thisresul in m ind, it isonly
natural to ask whether or not a pertured m odel could tum the density decay at Increasing
redshift depths Into a power law type decay, as predicted, and clain ed to be cbserved, by the
scale nvariant description of galaxy clustering (P ietronero 1987; C olem an and P ietronero
1992; P jetronero et al. 1997; R beiro and M iguelote 1998; SylosLabiniet al. 1998; P ietronero
and SylosLabini2000).

It must be clkarly understood that the e ects described above appear not sinply by
carrying out calculations along the null cone, but by doing this by m eans of a set of cbserva-
tional relations whose original purpose was powerJdaw density pro l characterization, and
which tumed out to be m ore useful than originally envisaged. That was fully explained in
R beiro (1993, 1994, 1995), and it mm plies that if one is sim ply doing calculations along the
null cone it ism ost probabl that one w ill nd no scaling pattem of any kind at a]lE Thus,
to even start considering scale invariance in relativistic cosm ology it was necessary to adapt
the original analytical tools proposed by P ietronero (1987) into a relativistic fram ew ork, and
when doing this it becam e clear that the chosen set of observational quantities had to have
their behaviour studied along the past null cone R beiro 1992a). T herefore, the surprising

2 Note that this result is achieved only when an appropriately chosen set of observational quantities is

calculated by taking fully into account that light rays follow null geodesics, as stated by general relativity.
Som e authors do not get this sam e result because they do not take this relativistic fact into consideration,

and/or use di erent, or inappropriate, observational quantities (see details in R beiro 2001b).
3 See also R beiro (2001b) for the pifalls of such a sin plistic approach when dealing w ith the problem of

the possible observational sm oothness of the U niverse.



results stated In the previous paragraphs could only have appeared through a m ix ofthe use
of a speci ¢ set of relativistically adapted cbservational relations, and the realization that
even at am allscales (z < 0:) relativistic e ects start to play an in portant role In cosn ology.

T he apparent fractal con gcture, as advanced by R beiro (2001ab), states essentially that
the cbserved powerdaw average density pro I of large-scale galaxy distribution should be a
consequence of the fact that astronom ical observations are m ade on the backw ard null cone,
and, therefore, cbservational quantities necessary for scale invariant characterization m ust
be calculated accordingly. Ifwe take together these two considerations into acoount in am all
scales perturbed standard m odels, then we should nd a scaling pattem on average densiy in
the sense ofpowerJdaw density pro ls. Ifthishypothesisproves, even partially, correct, m any
of the discrepancies betw een both sides of the above m entioned debate could be in m ediately
resolved, and w ithout the need ofbringing into question the standard coam ologicalm odelor
even the coam ological principle. M oreover, it is in portant to m ention that galaxy catalogues
have for som e tin e been show ing a pow er-aw behaviour for the densiy-distance correlation
D aviset al. 1988; G eller 1989), and, therefore, this average density pow er-Jlaw pro I for the
galaxy distrbution could be explained by this con ecture.

T hispaper seeks to prove w hether ornot R beiro’s (2001ab) con ecture is correct, at least
In a narrow sense. O urain here is to investigate ifa perturbed standard coan ologicalm odel
could show scaling features sin ilar to the power-Jaw density pro I predicted by P ietronero
and collaborators.

Here we show that by starting from the sin plest possible coan ologicalm odel, EAS, and
carrying out a speci cm etric perturbation appropriate to our needs, the con ecture is correct
under an approxin ation which is very reasonable if we consider the large error m argins
produced by astronom ical observations. W e followed the perturbative schem e proposed by
Abdalla and M ochayaee (1999), where the scale factor is expanded in power series to yield
perturbative term s. H ow ever, In order to use this schem ewe had rst to derive cbservational
relations along the past null cone and then relate the resuls with actual observations as
obtained in astronomy. Then we found num erical solutions which show fractal like scaling
features, In the sense of P ietronero (1987).

T he paper is organized as ollow s. In section 2 we sum m arize the perturbative m ethod
used here and present the perturbed EdS spacetin e. Section 3 deals with calculating the
various cbservational relations In the chosen spacetin e, and section 4 discusses the num erical
schem e which isused to obtain num erical solutions for the cbservational quantities. Section
5 show s the num erical results obtained, and how a scale invariant pattem appears from these

results. The paper nishesw ith a conclusion.



2 The Perturbed M etric

Let us start w ith the iInhom ogeneous spherically sym m etric m etric as proposed by Abdalla
and M ochayaee (1999),

" #
ds?=  df+ R% @b +r’d % ; a)
£2 ()
where
d?2=d?+sin® d% @)
and
f2r) =1 kr; k= 0; 1: 3)
T he proposal is to solve E instein’s eld equations,
1
Rap 7GR = 8 GTa; 4)

2

for a perfect uid universe w ith the m etric above, but by m eans of series expansions of the

form ,

2 R 2 © R o
R (o) = rn(); (o) = rn(); Pt = prlf): (5)

n=0 n=0 n=0

T he zeroth order temm s in this expansion are of unperturbed standard cogn ologies. T hus,
R (t) is the scale factor of the Friedm ann universe.

As a rst approach to m odelling a an oothed-out and averaged fractal system In the
standard coan ology, both the m etric @) and is perturbation schem e, given by equations
ﬁ), are well suited for the purposes of this work, lnasm uch as all previous relativistic fractal
coamn ologies have so far been proposed in the LTB spacetin e (see x1 above). Thism eans
that equations E]) and E) are special cases of the LTB m etric R beiro 1992a), m aking it
possible to com pare the results of this paper w ith the relativistic fractal coam ologies already
known. In addition, it must be noted that here we are taking an operative de nition of
fractality, which refers to the property shown by the observed largescal distrbution of
galaxies of having an average density power-aw type decay at increasing distances. So,
In this paper fractality m eans In fact observational fractality, in the astronom ical sense,
and only resem bles non-analytical fractal sets in the sense that if we de ne a sn ooth-out
average density on those sets, the properties of this average density are sin ilar to what is
found In observational cosm ology data. In other words, they are both of powerdaw type
ones. Therefore, under this operative de niion, we can tak about fractality, or fractal
properties, In com pltely sm ooth relativistic cosm ological m odels, where the coan ological

uid approxin ation is assum ed R beiro 2001b).

For atm atter dom inated universe (= 0, k = 0), that is, forperturbed EdS cosn ology,
the m etric

ds?= df+ R%@mt) dr*+ r’d ? ; )



produces solutions of the eld equations w ith perturbative tem s that represent grow th of
Inhom ogeneities. These, to rst oxder, are

_ 9ac, t*3
R (@) = A + 10A21 — )
1 3¢, t*3
(;v) = (8)

6G2  10Ga’ & '
where A and C; are constants. The rsttem softhe right hand side ofequations () and @)

are of unperturbed Friedm ann universe and the two additional term s In both equations rep—
resent the st perturbative inhom ogeneous corrections w hich yield grow ing m odes. Tem s
corresponding to decaying m odes are ignored here. This perturbative solution reproduces
standard resuls, such as found In W einberg (1972), and i correspondsto a soft perturbation,
which is alm ost hom ogeneous at large values of the coordinate r (see details In Abdalla and
M ochayaee 1999). T here are additional perturbative termm s which also yield grow lng m odes,
but In order to try a rst check of the possible validity of the apparent fractal con pcture,
we only need the sin plest perturbative m odel. T herefore, at this stage we w ill ignore other
term s in the serdes.

W e shallneed for later usage the tin e derivative of equation ﬂ),

Asa nalrem ark, whilk the proposed perturbation is the m ost convenient for the pur-
poses of this work, as explained above, it ram ains to be seen whether or not other types of
perturbations could also be well, or better, suited for checking the validity of the apparent

fractal con ecture. W e shall not pursue this Investigation here.

3 Observational R elations A long the Past NullC one

The st step towards obtaining observational relations in the spacetin e given by m etric @)
is taken by solving its past radialnull geodesic. T his astronom ically im portant hypersurface
provides the geom etrical locus for light rays that travel tow ards us. It is cbtained when we
takedS?=d ?=d ?= 0 mh metric ﬂ). In thisway we obtain the follow ing expression,

dt R

a_ R, 10
= - 10)

Note that it is Just a m atter of convenience to w rite the past radial null geodesic above
as having the radial coordinate r as is param eter. In fact, both r and t coordinates are
functions ofthe nullcone a ne param eter , which m eans that the equation above m ay also
be altematively w ritten as

= ——: 11)

Tt is rather a di cult task to dbtain an analytical solution for the null geodesic ([0] in
the atm atter dom fnated case (2 = 1), or equivalently, to derive analytical expressions for



the observational relations along the past light cone for the perturbative solutions ﬁ) and
@) . Thus, we choose an altemative approach. W e st derive all the necessary observa-—
tional relations for m etric @), and then solve the problem num erically to cbtain solutions
corresponding to the perturbation of the m etric @), as given by equations ﬂ) and @) . Such
a procedure w ill eventually allow us to obtain the desired observational relations, although
In num erical form . To pursue this path, we should start by deriving the redshift in the
geom etry given by equation ﬂ) .

T he general expression for the redshift, in any spacetin e, isgiven by (see, eg., Ellis 1971)

Lka)

1+ z= — cfsource . 12)
wlky) !

observer
where u? is the 4-elocity of source and observer and k? is the tangent vector of the null
geodesic pihing them . If source and observer are com oving, then u® = §, and equation @)
becom es

@=d )

14 2= 2 Jooure a3)
(dt=d )

observer
since, gpo = 1, and, by de nition, k° = dt=d .

Finding (dt=d ) at both source and cbserver requires the use of an indirect m ethod,
which willbe descrbed as follow s. W e start w ith the Lagrangian for the radialm etric,

dt ° R2%@mt) dr ?

L= — + — 14
d f2(@) d 49
T he Eulerlagrange equations of m otion
d QL QL
— — =0 (15)
d Gg @g
can be applied to equation ), yielding
dt- R @R
e, BB 2y, 16)
d f2 @t
dr 1 @R Rd&E 2 @R
—t = — —— r+ —— =0 17
d R Q@r fdr R @t

w here the dot m eans derivative w ith respect to the a ne param eter . If we use the null
geodesic @) In equations @) and ), they can both be integrated once. The resultsm ay
be respectively w ritten as . .

i@—R d + DIy ; 18)

R @t
1 @R 1d 2GR
R @r fdr f @t
where by and b, are integrations constants.

To ndthose constants, ket usnow w rite a 2-surface displacam ent, w ith tand constants,

ofm etric ﬂ),

r= d + b ; 19)

2 R2 2 2.24 2
dS=§dr+frd . (20)



W e shall now require the m etric to be regular at the spatial origin, that is, as r ! 0 the
m etricmust be Euclidean. Therefore, £2 ! 1,R?=f? ! constant,asr ! 0. In otherwords,
we are requiring that m etric ) should obey the central regularity condition (Bonnor 1974;
R beiro 1993; Hum phreys, M atravers and M arteens 1998),

Iim R = 1: 21)

r! 0

N ow , ifwe resubstitute solutions ) and @) back Into the nullgeodesic @I) we cbtain,

2 1@rR 1 2@R J R % 1er

ZZ 222 4+ = = —— d +b : 02
R @r fdr f @t 22 £ R @t oL @)

T hisequation isvalid forany , including at the origin, where the observer is located. From
now on we will be labelling the event of cbservation as r = = 0. So, considering the
reqularity condition @), equation @) m ay be w ritten as,

b= Db @3)

Ifwe now consider the sam e regularity conditions, then equation ) becom es,

T . 5 4)

Inasnuch as, we are Interested In incom ing light rays, ie., our m odel deals w ith photons

along the past light cone, i is natural to choose I = 1 as the value for this constant.
T herefore,

b= 1; ) bp=1; @5)

and we m ay w rite equations ) and ) as,

z
dat 1 @R !
g ———d 1 ; (@6)
d R @t
dt
— = 1 27)
d -9

Ifwe now de ne an auxiliary temm , nam ed as I-temm , as being given by,
Z

1 @R
-~ i @8)
R @t
equations ) and @) allow us to rew rite the redshift ) as ollow s,
o @9)
z= :
1 I

W e still have to calculate the I<term in order to evaluate the redshift, and this can be
done as ollow s. C onsidering equations @) and @) wem ay re-w rite equation @) as,

2 1@R 1d 2€R

R
- = =g +4+1 = =@ 1): (30)
R Qr fdr £ @t f



T hus, considering equations @) and ), equations ) and @) m ay be rew ritten as,

dt 1
— = (31)
d I 1
dr f
— = —: (32)
d @ IR
From equation @) i is easy to see that,
dr d 2 1 @R d
— = — ———dr (33)
dr dr R @tdr
and, by substituting equation ) In the expression above, we nally obtain,
dI 1 I @R
— = — : (34)

dr £ et
The solution of the rst order ordinary di erential equation (B4) allow s us to calculate
the Ttem and, as a consequence, the redshift, as given by equation @). Whenr! 0O,
f=1,R=1and I = 0, (dI=dr) = 0. Rem enbering the perturbed solution ﬂ), we are
facing agan a di erential equation whose analytical solution isdi cul, if not I possble, to
nd.
T he other observational relations relevant to the problem under consideration can be
straightforwardly calculated now . T he observer area distance, or sin ply area distanoeﬂ as
de ned by E llis (1971) for any spacetin e, is given by

da
dn)? = —; (35)
n d .
where d ¢ is the solid angl elem ent for constant r, and dA ¢ is the cross sectional area for

this solid angle (see E llis 1971). For m etric @) we have,
do=d sh d; day=R%“sh dd : (36)
T herefore, the area distance is given by the follow ing expression,
da = rR: 37)

T he lum inosity distance is cbtained from the area distance by m eans of E therington’s
reciprocity theorem (1933; see also Ellis 1971; Schneider, Ehlers and Falco 1992), which
relates both distance de nitions through the expression

@)= @) a+ z)’: (38)

So, for the spacetin e @) we have

di= 1R (14 z)%= (lriR)Z: (39)
I

Thisde nition ofdistance isthe sam e asW einberg’s (1972) angular diam eter distance, and K ristian and
Sachs’ (1966) corrected lum inosity distance. A detailed discussion about distances in cosm ology as applied to
the problem discussed in here can be found In R beiro (2001b).
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T he general expression for num ber counting In any coan ologicalm odelat a point P down
the null cone is given by (€ 1lis 1971),

dN = (@)?d obh ( kK*ua)} d : (40)

Here n is the number density of radiating sources per uni proper volum e. Considering

equation 1) and that k® = dt=d for com oving source, equation ) becom es,
dN = 4 nr°R’dr; @1)

w here w e have perform ed an integration over all solid angles. Ifwe now m ake the assum ption

that all sources are galaxies, w ith approxin ately the sam e average m ass, then

- 42)

Mg
with M 4 10*'M Dbeing the rest m ass of an average galaxy, and com es from equation
@), we obtain another di erential equation to be solved num erically,

dN

4
— = rRrR% 43)
dr M 4

F nally, to discuss fractality, In the sense of a am oothed-out and averaged scale invariant
system w ith a decaying power-law pro l for the average density, we also need the observed

volum e, here de ned as

4
V== @)’ (44)
3
and the observed average density,
M 4N
hi=—2—: 45)
\

R beiro (1995) showed that in an unpertured EdS m odel the follow Ing relations holds,
= — = Imi: 46)

T herefore, P jetronero’s (1987) conditional average density isequalto the cbserved average
num ber density in an unperturbed EdS m odel. Since, these two quantities are findam ental
In the characterization of a single fractal structure R beiro and M iguelote 1998), they can
also be expected to be equally fuindam ental in the fractal characterization of the perturbed
m odel considered here.

4 N um ericalP roblem

W e have seen in the previous section that in order to obtain cbservational relations for at
m atter dom nated universe, we need to solve three di erential equations: the past radial
null geodesic @), the T=term @) and the cum ulative source num ber count @) . However,
In obtaining the Iterm and source count we need rst to solve the null geodesic, as both
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depend on the scale factor R (r;t). In other words, Integrating the null cone produces a
solution given by the function t = t(r), which is necessary for integrating the Itterm and
source count along the null cone.

T he integration procedure outlined above can be algorithm ically expressed as follow s.
W e start w ith the initial conditions r;, 4, I;,N;1,use the rsttwoto nd R, 1, RR=Qt},
by m eans of expressions ﬁ) and @), use som e num erical code for solving ordinary di erential
equations to advance one step and nally nd tp, then I,,N,. Asr, is known in advance,
since it is the ndependent variable, the new Iy found values tp, I, N, are used to repeat the
cycke untilwe nish the integration, in r, . A lthough that am ounts to a sin ple num erical
procedure, som e care isneeded In order to m ake sure we w illbe using the values ocbtained in
the integration of the null geodesic to feed the evaluation of fiinctions ﬂ) and @) . In other
words, ift; is an interm ediary value (1= 1;:::;n), cbtained num erically, of the nullgeodesic
t= t(),then tymustbeussdto ndR;, ;, RR=0t);, which arethen used to nd ti+ 1, Li+ 1,
and N j;+ 1, and so on.

The iniial values pose a problam : if we start the integration at r = 0, according to
equations E) we will face a shgularity at the origin. To avoid this di culy we will as-
sum e a at and Euclidean spacetine from r= Oup tor= ", where " willbe as snall as
necessary. A s seen above, previous studies have shown that observational departures from
spatialhom ogeneity occurat z  0:04, which means 160 M pc. T herefore, it is reasonable
to assum e a Euclidean spacetineup to 100M pc,orz 003, which meanstaking "= 0:1
as the iniial integration valie. Here we w illbe taking distances in G pc and units such that
c=G = 1. In these unitsM 4, = 10"'M = 4787591 10 '? and Ho = 0250173 for the
value of the Hubble constant of 75 km s ' M pc ! in the usualunits.

T he assum ption above is com pletely coherent w ith the central regularity condition @I),
but in fact introduces the notion that there is a Euclidean to non-Euclidean interface at
r= ", Thismeansthat weneed to nd initialvaliesat r= " to start the Integration. T hen,
at this interface, the null geodesic reduces to

t= r+ ty; @7)

which in plies the ollow ing initial values,

AW o

"4t @8)

VY
K o W
|

j— w.
14

w here ty is the label given by the tin e coordinate at the present epoch. T herefore, equation
@) in plies that the event of observation, that is, the \here and now ", is Jabeled by r =
= 0, and t= ty. Since the tin e elapsed since the big bang singularity hypersurface is the
sam e for all observers in the standard coam ologies, we m ay take ty to be the sam e as in the

unperturbed EdS m odel, that is,
th= —: (49)



The iniial values @), once applied to equation ﬂ), allow s us to nd an expression

linking the two constants C; and A,

" #
2=3 2 4=3

10_, 5 2

Ci= —A“"™ A —— " 1 " : (50)
9 3H 3Ho

In the at and Euclidean region close to the origin, the universal density is assum ed to

be constant, whose value should be the critical density for Friedm ann universe, that is, the

value of the local density for a EdS universe at present tin e. By using this requirem ent in

equation ), we get,

3H ¢? 1 2 2 3C, 2 4=3
0= = - " ﬁ . " ; (51)
8 6 3H, 10 A>"™ 3H,
or, putting C1 in evidence,
15A 3H 03"4 2 4=3
Cy,= " : (52)

42 3"Hg) 3Hy

E quations @) and @) provide conditions for the two unknown constants C; and A to be
expressed In temm s of the Hubbl constant. W e thus obtain,

8 2 2=3
A= " ; (53)
B 3"Hg @ 3"Hgp)] 3Hg
19204 O3"4 2 2=3
Cq,= n : (54)

@ 3"Ho)B 3"Ho@ 3"Ho)P 3Ho
A power series expansion for " in equation @) yields

A= — + 0 "); (55)

while in equation {54), a sin ilar expansion produces,

15 3Ho °7
Ci= 5 —— Ho"+0 () (56)

Thus, if " is too amn all, m eaning a too san all at region, then A rem ains a nonzero constant,
and Cq beocom es negligbly an all. Tn such a case the perturbative term s In equations ﬁ) and
@) w illvanish.

F nally, for num ber count @), up to r= " we have

dN 4 5 2w3
—— = — or; =) N ")= : (57)
dr M 4 M 4
T his Jast equation im plies that,
hij . 07 (58)

as it should.
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5 N um erical Solutions

T he previously de ned procedure for com puting cbservational relations in a perturbed m odel
was carried out by m eans ofa sin ple num ericalcode w ritten In fortran 77. The results are
better or worse depending on the size ofthe at region, ie., depending on the value of". For
very an all values, due to the fourth power for ", as seen in equation ), the perturbation
tends to vanish and the resuls are sin ilar to those found years ago by R beiro (1992b, 1993,
1994, 1995). For larger values of " the form of the curve show ing the average density h 1
as plotted against the lum inosity distance d. does approach a linear behaviour in a log log
scale, m eaning a power law decay for the cbserved average density along the past null cone.
Such a behaviour m eans that our perturbed EdS coam ologicalm odel can be approxin ately
described by a decaying power-law like distrbution, a result which validates, n an approxi-
m ate m anner, the apparent fractal con pcture, at least by m eans of the perturbation schem e
used here.

F J'gure show sthebest num erical result obtained, and there one can see that the property
of a an oothed-out and averaged fractal system of exhlbiting a linear decay of is average
density, dueto tspower law feature, appearsapproxin ately. Ifwe consider that astronom ical
data usually have large error m argins, and that spatially at LTB m odels are known at
providing not so good fractalm odelling R beiro 1993), the resuls shown in gure m can
be considered as quite good. Therefore, In soite of the sim plicty of the m odel we have
sucoeeded In nding an observational scaling behaviour in the EAS cosm ology, and with a
fractal din ension not too di erent from the expected valie foreseen by observations (see,
eg., Rieiro and M iguelote 1998, SylosLabiniet al 1998).

P revious studies with this kind of fractal m odelling in LTB spacetin es showed that
spatially at m odels do not provide very good resuls, whilke open m odels provide the best
ones R beiro 1993, 1994; see also Hum phreys, M atravers and M arteens 1998). T herefore,
In view ofthis i is reasonable to conclude that the best results regarding the validiy of the
apparent fractal con pcture should com e from perturbed open Friedm ann cosn ologies.

T he situation can certainly be in proved by either m odifying the type of perturbation,
and also (possibly m ore In portant) if we better accom m odate the ocbserved nearby m atter
distrbution, seen here as just at geom etry.

6 Conclision

In this paper, we have used a perturbative m odel of the E instein-de Sitter cosn ology to test
the validity of the hypothesis known as \the apparent fractal con pcture" R beiro 2001ab),
w hich states that the observed powerJdaw average density pro le decay, derived from obser-
vations of lJarge-scale distribution of galaxies, appears w hen cbservational quantities relevant
for scale invariant characterization are calculated along the past light cone in universem odels
w ith am all scales perturbations. T hese are the quantities w hich should be directly com pared
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Figure 1: This gure showsa plot in the redshift range 004 2z 04, containing num erical
resuls of the observational quantities of interest, nam ely, the cbserved average density h i,
the lum nosity distance d., and the redshift z. T hese cbservables were calculated along the
past null cone, and by using num erical solutions of the di erential equations (E), (@), and
@). The value used to lim it the inner at region was " = 0:, m eaning that is range is of
100M pc,orz 0:03. Onecan clkarly see above that the decay ofh iagainst an increasing z
is approxin ately linear (open circles), as expected for a scale invariant system . T he straight
line tted to the pointshaspower 0:5, which m eans that the decay of the average density
has fractaldimension D = 2:5. So, degpite the sin plicity of the m odel the fractal din ension
has a value not too di erent from what is observed. The gure also presentsa plot ford . vs.
z (dots), show Ing that the linearity of the Hubblk law, ie., the distanceredshift relation, is
well retained w ithin the Integration range. T his proves that the apparent fractal con gcture
allow s for a fractal ke power-Jaw decay of the average density to co-exist with the Hubblk

law , this being no \paradox".
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to astronom ical observations. W e have started w ith the perturbative m ethod proposed by
Abdalla and M ochayaee (1999), where the scale factor is expanded in power series to yield
perturbative tem s, and then derived observational relations necessary for checking the va—
lidity of this concture In a perturbed spacetin e, which is alm ost hom ogeneous at large
values of the radial coordinate. T he cbservational quantities derived, nam ely the redshift,
area distance, lum inosity distanoe, num ber counting, ocbserved volum e and average density,
are all dependent on the solution of three ordinary rst-order di erential equations, which
cannot be integrated analytically. C onsequently, we have produced a num erical schem e for
Integrating these equations, nam ely the past radial null geodesic, the I-termm , necessary for
redshift evaluations, and the integrated source number count. W e have found num erical
solutionswhich show that the cbserved dust distribbution in thisperturbed E nstein-de Sitter
coan ological m odel can be approxin ately described by a decaying power-Jaw lke densiy
pro l, that is, by a scale invariant, sm oothed-out and averaged galaxy distribution, which
is characterized by an unigque and non-integer din ension. In other words, by a singke fractal
systam . T his resul proves that the apparent fractal con gcture is correct, at least under the
speci ¢ perturbative approach adopted here.

A s consequences of our resuls, it is in portant to point out that i rem ains to be seen
w hether or not the con ecture is also valid In di erent, orm ore general, sn all scales pertur-
bations to standard coan ologies. H owever, even ifwe only consider our sin ple perturbative
approach to the problem , as described above, it is clear that the \fractal debate" currently
underway (see x1) does not necessarily need to continue developing in antagonistic view —
points. Our results suggest that the observed scale Invariant pattem m ay be understood
from within the theoretical context of standard Friedm ann cosm o]ogy,ﬁ and the apparent
fractal con pcture m ay provide a starting point for developing the conceptual fram ew ork
ain ed at ncluding scaling ideas, and scaling related data, into m ain stream cogn ological
rescarch. In such a case the coan ological principle and the possbility of an in niy scale
Invariant, or fractal, system oould, perhaps, be reconciled into a single theoretical fram e-
work. In addition, if the cbserved powerJdaw density pro ke does appear w ith perturbative
solutions of Friedm ann cosm ologies, then we m ay speculate that the observed scale nvari-
ant distrdbution of galaxies m ay be considered as direct observational evidence of prin ordial
density uctuations in the Universe, perhaps In a sin ilar way as anisotropies of the coam ic

m icrow ave background radiation.
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A sin ilar conclusion has recently been reached by Joyce et al. (2000).
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