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W e investigate the astrophysical and cosm ological im plications of the recently proposed idea of a running

gravitationalcoupling on m acroscopic scales.W e �nd thatwhen applied to the rotation curvesofgalaxies,their


atness requires stillthe presence ofdark m atter. Bounds on the variation ofthe gravitationalcoupling from

prim ordialnucleosynthesis,change ofthe period ofbinary pulsars,gravitationallensing and the cosm ic virial

theorem are analysed.

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The 
atness ofthe rotation curvesofgalaxies

and the large structure ofthe Universe indicate

that either the Universe is predom inantly m ade

up of dark m atter of exotic nature, i.e. non-

baryonic,and/or that on large scales gravity is

distinctively di�erent from that on solar system

scales,whereNewtonian and post-Newtonian ap-

proxim ations are valid. The form er possibility

has been thoroughly investigated (see Ref. [1]

fora review)and isan activesubjectofresearch

in astroparticle physics. The second possibility,

howeverrelevant,hasdrawn lessattention.This

is essentially due to the fact that untilrecently

no consistentand appealing m odi�cation ofNew-

tonian and post-Newtonian dynam ics has been

putfoward.M any oftheseattem pts[2],although

consistentwith observations,werem ostoften un-

satisfactory from the theoreticalpoint of view.

Actually,it has been recently shown that under

certain fairly generalconditionsitisunlikely that

relativistic gravity theories can explain the 
at-

nessofthe rotation curvesofgalaxies[3]. These

conditions however do not exclude the class of

generalizationsofG eneralRelativity thatinvolve

higher-derivatives. Q uantum versions of these

�Talk presented by one of us (O .B.) at the W orkshop

on Theoreticaland Phenom enologicalA spects ofU nder-

ground Physics (TAU P 95), Toledo, Spain, Septem ber

1995;to appear in N ucl.Phys.B.supplem ent.

theories were shown to exhibit asym ptotic free-

dom in the gravitational coupling [4] and one

would expect this property to m anifest itselfon

large scales. This possibility would surprisingly

im ply thatquantum e�ectscould m im icthepres-

ence ofdark m atter [5],as wellas induce other

cosm ologicalphenom ena [6,7]. O ne striking im -

plication oftheseideasistheprediction [6,7]that

the power spectrum on large scales would have

m orepowerthan the onepredicted by the 
 = 1

Cold Dark M atter (CDM ) M odel,in agreem ent

with whatisobserved by IRAS [8].Furtherm ore,

due to the increase in the gravitationalconstant

on large scalesone �ndsthatthe energy density


uctuations grow quicker than in usualm atter

dom inated Friedm ann-Robertson-W alkerm odels

[6,7]. M oreover,one can explain with a scale-

dependentG thediscrepancy between determ ina-

tionsoftheHubble’sparam eterm adeatdi�erent

scales,assuggested in [6],and studied in [9].

Nevertheless, independently of the possible

running ofthe gravitationalconstantin a higher

derivative theory of gravity, it is worthwhile

analysingtheconstraintson thescale-dependence

of G from astrophysicaland cosm ologicalphe-

nom ena,wheresuch an e�ectwould bedom inant.

O n theotherhand,in thelastfew yearstherehas

been a revivalofBrans-Dicke like theories,with

variable gravitationalcoupling, that has led to

a num ber ofconstraints on possible tim e varia-

tions ofG . O fcourse,som e ofthe constraints

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512431v1
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on _G can be written as constraints on �G over

scalesin which agraviton took atim e�ttoprop-

agate. For instance,during nucleosynthesis the

largest distance that a graviton could have tra-

versed isthehorizon distanceatthattim e,i.e.a

few ligh-secondsto a few light-m inutes,approxi-

m ately theEarth-M oon distance.Such adistance

is too sm allfor quantum e�ects to becom e ap-

preciable,as we discuss below. However,those

e�ectsbecom eim portantatkiloparsec(kpc)dis-

tances and therefore could be relevant for dis-

cussing the rotation curvesofgalaxies. W e shall

actually show,fora particulartheory [5,6],that

the rotation curves ofspiralgalaxies cannot be

entirely explained by the running ofG ,so som e

am ountofdark m atterisrequired,which isstill

consistentwith theupperbound on baryonicm at-

ter com ing from prim ordialnucleosynthesis. O n

the other hand, we could im pose bounds on a

possible variation of G from a plethora ofcos-

m ologicaland astrophysicalphenom ena at large

scales,although the lack ofprecise observations

atthosescalesm aketheboundsratherweak [10].

O fcourse,a di�culty in exam ining constraints

on the variation ofG is that in allgravitational

phenom ena thegravitationalcoupling appearsin

the factorG M ,and hence we cannotdistinguish

a variation in G from the existence ofsom e type

ofdark m atter.

2. A SY M P T O T IC FR EED O M O F T H E

G R AV ITAT IO N A L C O U P LIN G

Them ain idea behind theresultsofRefs.[5,6]

is the scale depedence ofthe gravitationalcou-

pling. The inspiration for this com es from the

property ofasym ptotic freedom exhibited by 1-

loop higher{derivative quantum gravity m odels

[4]. Since there exists no screening m echanism

for gravity,asym ptotic freedom m ay im ply that

quantum gravitationale�ectsacton m acroscopic

and even on cosm ologicalscales,a factwhich has

ofcoursesom ebearing on the dark m atterprob-

lem [5]and on thelargescalestructureoftheUni-

verse [6,7]. Itis in this fram ework thata power

spectrum which is consistent with the observa-

tionsofIRAS [8]and CO BE [11]can beobtained

[6,7].

W ebrie
y outlinethisproposal.Rem oving the

in�nitiesgenerated by quantum 
uctuationsand

ensuringrenorm alizabilityofaquantum �eld the-

ory requiresa scale{dependentrede�nition ofthe

physicalparam eters. Furtherm ore,the rem oval

ofthose in�nities stillleave the physicalparam -

eters with som e dependence on �nite quantities

whose particularvaluesare arbitrary.These can

be assigned by specifying the value ofthe phys-

ical param eters at som e m om entum or length

scale;once this isperform ed,variationson scale

are accounted for by appropriate changesin the

values ofthe physicalparam eters via the renor-

m alization group equations (RG Es). Thus,the

equationsofm otion in the quantum �eld theory

of gravity should be sim ilar to the ones of the

classical theory, but with their param eters re-

placed by the corresponding ‘im proved’values,

that are solutions of the corresponding RG Es.

However,sincegravitycouplescoherentlytom at-

ter and exhibits no screening m echanism ,quan-

tum 
uctuations ofthe gravitationaldegrees of

freedom contributeon allscales.O nem ustthere-

fore include the e�ect ofthese quantum correc-

tionsinto the gravitationalcoupling,G ,prom ot-

ing itinto a scale{dependentquantity.O ne-loop

quantum gravity m odels indicate that the cou-

pling G (�2=�2� � r2�=r
2) is asym ptotically free,

where�� isa referencem om entum ,m eaning that

G grows with scale [4]. A typicalsolution for

G (r2�=r
2)wasobtained in Ref. [5]setting the �-

functionsofm atterto vanish and integrating the

rem aining RG Es:

G (r2�=r
2)= G lab�(r;rlab); (1)

whereG lab isthevalueofG m easured in thelab-

oratory at a length scale rlab,and �(r;rlab) is a

growing function ofr. In order for the asym p-

totic freedom ofG (�2=�2�) to have an e�ect on

for instance the dynam ics ofgalaxies and their

rotation curves,the function �(r;rlab)should be

close to one for r < 1 kpc,growing signi�cantly

only forr� 1 kpc.A convenientparam etrization

for �(r;rlab) from the �t ofRef. [5]in the kpc

rangeisthe following:

�(r;rlab)= 1:485

�

1+ �

�
r

r0

� 


ln(
r

r0
)

�

; (2)
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where�’ 1=30,
’ 1=10 and r0 = 10 kpc.

W e m ention that a scale dependence of the

gravitationalconstantalsoarisesfrom com pletely

di�erentreasonsin the so-called stochastic in
a-

tion form alism [12]and thatthescalingbehaviour

and screening ofthe cosm ologicalconstant was

also discussed in thecontextofthequantum the-

ory of the conform alfactor in four dim ensions

[13].

In what follows we shalluse the �t (1),(2) in

ouranalysisoftherotation curvesofgalaxies,and

extract a prediction for the distribution ofdark

m atter. However,before we pursue this discus-

sion let us present som e ofthe ideas developed

in Refs. [5-7]. As discussed above, the classi-

calequationshave to be ‘im proved’by introduc-

ingthescaledependenceofthegravitationalcou-

pling.Thism ethod suggeststhatthepresenceof

cosm ologicaldark m attercould bereplaced by an

asym ptotically free gravitationalcoupling. As-

sum ing that the Friedm ann equation describing

the evolution ofa 
at Universe is the im proved

one,then:

H
2(‘)=

8�

3
G (

a
2
0‘

2
�

a2‘2
)�m ; (3)

wherea = a(t)isthescalefactor,H = _a=a isthe

Hubble param eter,�m is the density ofm atter,

‘isthe com oving distance and ‘� issom e conve-

nientlength scale.

From Eq. (2) one sees that the presentphys-

icaldensity param eter,

phys

0 ,isby construction

equaltoone.However,thequantity which isusu-

ally referred to asdensity param eterisactually:


0 =
8�

3

G �m 0

H 2
0�

; (4)

where H 0� is the present Hubble param eter for

a given large scale distance,r = r�. This leads

to 
0 asa growing function ofscale,which isin

agreem entwith observationsfora constant�m 0
.

Furtherm ore,from Eq. (3)one can clearly see

the scale dependence of the Hubble param eter

[6,7,9]. M oreover,as shown in Refs. [6]and [7],

the powerspectrum resulting from these consid-

erationsis sim ilar to that ofa low density Cold

DarkM atterm odelwith alargecosm ologicalcon-

stant[14].

3. R O TAT IO N C U RV ES O F G A LA X IES

Let us now turn to the discussion ofthe im -

plications of the �t (2) for the rotation curves

ofgalaxies.Itisa quitewellestablished observa-

tionalfactthattherotationcurvesofspiralgalax-

ies 
atten after about 10 to 20 kpc from their

centre,which ofcourseisa strong dynam icalev-

idence forthe presence ofdark m atterand/orof

non-Newtonian physics.The rotation velocity of

thegalaxyisgivenbythenon-relativisticrelation,

v
2 =

G (r)M (r)

r
; (5)

which approachesa constantvaluesom edistance

from thecentre,e.g.v20 = 220km /sfortheM ilky

W ay. Assum ing that the gravitationalcoupling

isprecisely Newton’sconstantG N and im posing

that the rotation velocity is constant,using the

VirialTheorem atr= R � 500kpc,one�ndsthe

standard expression for the m ass distribution of

dark m atter:

M N (r)= M N (R)
r

R
: (6)

Assum ing instead a running gravitational cou-

pling (2),thecondition thattherotation velocity

isconstantyields:

M (r)=
0:673

h

1+ �( r

r0
)
ln(r

r0
)

iM N (r): (7)

Equation (7) reveals after sim ple com putation

thattherunning ofthegravitationalcoupling re-

ducesthe am ountofdark m atterrequired to ex-

plain the
atnessoftherotationcurvesofgalaxies

by about44% ,assum ing thatgalaxiesstretch up

to a distance ofabout500 kpc. This result[10]

(seealso Ref.[15])isa clearprediction ofthede-

pendenceofthegravitationalcoupling with scale

and,in particular,ofthe �t (2). Furtherm ore,

since the possibility thatthe G alactic halo isen-

tirely m ade up ofbaryonicdark m atterisbarely

consistentwith thenucleosynthesisboundson the

am ountofbaryons[16],therunning ofG isquite

welcom e since itreducesthe required am ountof

baryonic dark m atterin the halo. An entertain-

ing hypothesiscould be thatprecisely thise�ect

isresponsible forthe reduction in the m icrolens-

ing eventratesacrossthehalo in thedirection of
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the Large M agellanic Cloud [17,18]with respect

tothosealongthebulgeofourgalaxy,asreported

by [19].

4. B O U N D S O N T H E VA R IAT IO N O F G

W IT H SC A LE

In thissection weconstrain thevariation ofthe

gravitationalcoupling given by the �t (2) with

bounds from prim ordialnucleosynthesis,binary

pulsarsand gravitationallensing and also discuss

the e�ect that a scale-dependent G has on the

peculiarvelocity �eld [10].

4.1. P rim ordialnucleosynthesis

As m entioned in the introduction, one could

obtain bounds on the variation of the gravita-

tionalcoupling from observationsofthe lightel-

em ents’abundancesin theUniverse.Such obser-

vations are in agreem ent with the standard pri-

m ordialnucleosynthesisscenario,butthereisstill

som e room forvariationsin the e�ective num ber

ofneutrinos,the baryon fraction ofthe universe

and alsoin thevalueofthegravitationalconstant.

For instance,the predicted m ass fraction ofpri-

m ordial4Hecan beparam etrised,in theorieswith

a variablegravitationalcoupling,in thefollowing

way [20],

Yp = 0:228+ 0:010ln�10 + 0:327log� ; (8)

where �10 isthe baryon to photon ratio in units

of10�10 and � isthe ratio ofthe Hubble param -

eter atnucleosynthesis and its presentvalue,it-

selfproportionalto the square rootofthe corre-

sponding gravitationalconstant. In the �t(8)it

isassum ed thatthee�ectivenum beroflightneu-

trinosisN � = 3 and thatthe neutron lifetim e is

�n = 887 seconds.

By running the nucleosynthesis codes for dif-

ferentvaluesofG ,itwasshown in Ref.[21]that

a variation of�G =G = 0:2 on the values ofthe

gravitationalcoupling was com patible with the

observations ofthe prim ordialD ,3He,4He and
7Liabundancesat1� level.

This result willnow be used to constrain the

running ofG in an asym ptotically free theory of

gravity.In a theory with a scale-dependentgrav-

itationalconstant,the m axim um value ofG at

a given tim e is the one that corresponds to the

physicalhorizon distance at that tim e. During

prim ordialnucleosynthesis,the horizon distance

grows from a few light-seconds to a few light-

m inutes, i.e. less than a few m illiparsecs. At

that scale we �nd �G =G = 0:07,see Eq. (2),

which ism uch lessthan theallowed variation ofG

given in [21].Therefore,prim ordialnucleosynthe-

sisdoesnotruleoutthe possibility ofan asym p-

totically freegravitationalcoupling.O fcourse,a

light-second is about the distance to the M oon,

and therearesim ilarconstraintson avariation of

G atthisscale com ing from lunarlaserranging,

�G =G < 0:6 [22].

4.2. B inary pulsars

The precise tim ing ofthe orbitalperiod ofbi-

nary pulsarsand,in particular,ofthepulsarPSR

1913+ 16, provides another way of obtaining a

m odel-independentbound on thevariation ofthe

gravitationalcoupling [23]. Since the sem im a-

joraxisofthatsystem isjustabouta few light-

seconds,the resulting lim its on the variation of

G can be readily com pared with the onesarising

from nucleosynthesis.Theobservationallim itson

the rate ofchange ofthe orbitalperiod,m ainly

due to gravitationalradiation dam ping,together

with theknowledgeoftherelevantK eplerian and

post-K eplerian orbitingparam eters,allowsoneto

obtain the following lim it[23]:

��
�G

G
< 0:08h�1 ; (9)

where h isthe value ofthe Hubble param eterin

unitsof100 km /s/M pc.Forh = 0:8,[24]oneob-

tains�= 0:1which ism orestringentthan thenu-

cleosynthesisbound,butisstillcom patible with

the �t(2).

4.3. G ravitationallensing

G ravitationallensing ofdistantquasarsby in-

tervening galaxiesm ay provide,undercertain as-

sum ptions,yet another m ethod ofconstraining,

on largescales,thevariability ofthegravitational

coupling.Thefourobservableparam etersassoci-

ated with lensing,nam ely,im age splittings,tim e

delays,relativeam pli�cationand opticaldepth do

depend on G ,m oreprecisely on theproductG M ,

where M isthe m assofthe lensing object. This
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dependencem ightsuggestthatlim itson thevari-

ability ofG could notbe obtained before an in-

dependentdeterm ination ofthem assofthelens-

ing object.However,astheactualbending angle

is not observed directly,the relevant quantities

are the distance ofthe lensing galaxy and ofthe

quasar. Since these quantities are inferred from

theredshiftofthoseobjects,they depend on their

hand on G ,on the Hubble constant,H 0,and on

the density param eter,
0. However,aswe have

previuosly seen,a scale-dependent gravitational

couplingim pliesalsoadependenceon scaleofH 0

and 
0,see Eqs. (3)and (4). This involved de-

pendenceon scalem akesitdi�cultto proceed as

in Ref.[25],wheregravitationallensing in a 
at,

hom ogeneous and isotropic cosm ologicalm odel,

in thecontextofa Brans-Dicketheory ofgravity,

wasused to providea lim iton thevariation ofG :

�G

G
= 0:2 : (10)

Since for this lim it 
0 = 1 was assum ed,while

in a scale-dependentm odelitisachieved via the

running ofthe gravitationalcoupling,the bound

(10)contrainsonly residualvariationsofG that

have not been already taken into account when

considering the dependence on scale ofH 0 and


0.O fcourse,form odelswherethecosm ological

param eters are independent ofscale,the bound

(10)can bereadily used to constrain thevariabil-

ity ofG on interm ediate cosm ologicalscales. It

is worth stressing that this m ethod,besides be-

ing one ofthe few available where this variabil-

ity isdirectly constrained atinterm ediatecosm o-

logicaltim es between the presentepoch and the

nucleosynthesis era,it is probably the only one

which can realistically providein the nearfuture

even m orestringentboundson even largerscales

by observing the lensing oflight from far away

quasars caused by objects at redshifts of order

z � 1.

4.4. Peculiar velocity �eld

Sinceweexpectthee�ectsofarunningG tobe-

com eim portantatverylargescales,onecould try

to explore distances ofhundreds ofM pc,where

thegravitationalcouplingissigni�cantlydi�erent

from that ofour localscales. Thatis the realm

ofphysicalcosm ology whereofparticularim por-

tanceisthestudy ofthepeculiarvelocity �eld.A

possiblesignatureoftherunning ofG would bea

m ism atch between the velocity �eldsand the ac-

tualm ass distribution,such that at large scales

the sam e m asswould pullm ore strongly. To be

m orespeci�c,in an expanding universethereisa

relation between thekineticand gravitationalpo-

tentialenergy ofdensity perturbationsknown as

theLayzer-Irvineequation (seeeg.Ref.[26])that

can be written as a relation between the m ass-

weighted m ean square velocity �v2 and the m ass

autocorrelation function �(r),

�v2(r)= 2�G �b J2(r); (11)

where �b is the m ean local m ass density and

J2(r) =
Rr

0
r dr �(r). The galaxy-galaxy corre-

lation function can be param etrized by �(r) �

(r=r0)
�1:8 with r0 = 5h�1 M pc,whilethecluster-

clustercorrelation function hasthe sam e expres-

sion with r0 = 20h�1 M pc. This m eans that

the velocity �eld (11)should be proportionalto

(r=r0)
0:2, unless the gravitationalconstant has

som escaledependence.So fartherelation seem s

to be satis�ed,under rather large observational

errors(seeRef.[27]fora review).Unfortunately,

theerrorsaresolargethatitwould beprem ature

to inferfrom thisa scaledependence ofG .Even

worse,phenom enologically there isa proportion-

ality constant between the galaxy-galaxy corre-

lation function and the actualm ass correlation

function, the so- called biasing factor,which is

supposed to bescaledependentand could m im ic

a variable gravitationalconstant. However,fu-

turesky surveysm ightbeableto constrain m ore

strongly the relation (11)by m easuring peculiar

velocitieswith betteraccuracyatlargerdistances

and itm ightthen bepossibletoextractthescale-

dependence ofG .

5. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have seen that the running ofthe gravi-

tationalcoupling is com patible with the obser-

vationalfactthatthe rotation curvesofgalaxies

are constant provided som e am ount ofbaryonic

dark m atter is allowed,actually about 44% less

than what is required for a constant G . This
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could also explain why we see less m icrolensing

events towardsthe halo than in the direction of

the bulge ofour galaxy. Failure in reproducing

the predicted distribution ofbaryonic dark m at-

terwould signaleitherthattheapproach adopted

hereisunsuitableorthatthe�t(2)isinadequate.

W ehavelooked forpossibleboundson variations

ofG with scale from prim ordialnucleosynthesis,

variationsin theperiod ofbinary pulsars,m acro-

scopicgravitationallensing and deviationsin the

peculiar velocity 
ows. Unfortunately,as obser-

vational errors tend to increase with the scale

probed,we cannotyetseriuosly constrain an in-

creaseofG with scale,asproposed by theasym p-

totically freetheoriesofgravity.
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