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W e investigate the astrophysical and cosm ological im plications of the recently proposed idea of a running
gravitational coupling on m acroscopic scales. W e nd that when applied to the rotation curves of galaxies, their
atness requires still the presence of dark m atter. Bounds on the variation of the gravitational coupling from
prin ordial nuclkosynthesis, change of the period of binary pulsars, gravitational lensing and the cosm ic virial

theorem are analysed.

1. NTRODUCTION

The atness of the rotation curves of galaxies
and the large structure of the Universe indicate
that either the Universe is predom inantly m ade
up of dark m atter of exotic nature, ie. non-
baryonic, and/or that on large scales gravity is
distinctively di erent from that on solar system
scales, where N ew tonian and post-N ew tonian ap-—
proxin ations are valid. The fom er possibility
has been thoroughly investigated (see Ref. L]
for a review ) and is an active sub ct of research
In astroparticle physics. T he second possibility,
how ever relevant, has drawn less attention. T his
is essentially due to the fact that until recently
no consistent and appealingm odi cation ofNew —
tonian and postNewtonian dynam ics has been
put foward. M any ofthese attem pts E’_Z], although
consistent w ith cbservations, were m ost often un—
satisfactory from the theoretical point of view .
Actually, it has been recently shown that under
certain fairly generalconditions it is unlikely that
relativistic gravity theories can explin the at-
ness of the rotation curves of galaxies B]. These
conditions however do not exclide the class of
generalizations of G eneralR elativiy that lnvolve
higherderivatives. Quantum versions of these
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theories were shown to exhibit asym ptotic free—
dom in the gravitational coupling EZJ:] and one
would expect this property to m anifest itself on
large scales. This possibility would surprisingly
In ply that quantum e ects could m In ic the pres—
ence of dark m atter E’_&'], as well as Induce other
coam ological phenom ena i_d,u':/:] O ne strking in —
plication ofthese ideas is the prediction rE;rj] that
the power spectrum on large scales would have
m ore pow er than the one predicted by the =1
Cold Dark M atter (CDM ) M odel, In agreem ent
w ith what is cbserved by IRA S {]. Furthem ore,
due to the Increase in the gravitational constant
on large scales one nds that the energy density
uctuations grow quicker than in usual m atter
dom nated Friedm ann-R obertson-W alker m odels
E_é,:j] M oreover, one can explain with a scale—
dependent G the discrepancy betw een determ ina—
tions of the H ubble’s param eterm ade at di erent
scales, as suggested in f_d], and studied in i_é].

N evertheless, Independently of the possble
running of the gravitational constant in a higher
derivative theory of graviy, i is worthwhile
analysing the constraints on the scale-dependence
of G from astrophysical and cosm ological phe—
nom ena, where such an e ect would be dom inant.
O n the otherhand, in the last few yearsthere has
been a revival of B ransD icke like theories, w ith
variable graviational coupling, that has ld to
a num ber of constraints on possble tin e varia—
tions of G. O f course, som e of the constraints
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on G- can be written as constraints on G over

scales in which a graviton took a tin e tto prop—

agate. For instance, during nuclkosynthesis the
largest distance that a graviton could have tra—
versed is the horizon distance at that tin e, ie. a
few ligh-seconds to a few light-m inutes, approxi-
m ately the E arth-M oon distance. Such a distance
is too am all for quantum e ects to becom e ap—
preciable, as we discuss below . However, those
e ects becom e In portant at kiloparsec (kpc) dis—
tances and therefore could be relevant for dis-
cussing the rotation curves of galaxies. W e shall
actually show , for a particular theory /8], that
the rotation curves of spiral galaxies cannot be
entirely explained by the running of G, so som e
am ount of dark m atter is required, which is still
consistent w ith the upperbound on baryonicm at—
ter com ng from prin ordial nuclosynthesis. On
the other hand, we could impose bounds on a
possble variation of G from a plethora of cos—
m ological and astrophysical phenom ena at large
scales, although the lack of precise cbservations
at those scalesm ake the bounds rather w eak '_ug']
O f course, a di culty In exam Ining constraints

on the variation of G is that n all gravitational
phenom ena the graviational coupling appears in
the factor GM , and hence we cannot distinguish
a variation in G from the existence of som e type
ofdark m atter.

2.ASYMPTOTIC FREEDOM OF THE
GRAVITATIONAL COUPLING

Them ain idea behind the resuls ofR efs. [_'5,:_6]
is the scale depedence of the gravitational cou—
pling. The inspiration for this comes from the
property of asym ptotic freedom exhibited by 1-
loop higher{derivative quantum gravity m odels
E]. Since there exists no screening m echanism
for graviy, asym ptotic freedom m ay inply that
quantum gravitationale ects act on m acroscopic
and even on cosn ologicalscales, a fact which has
of course som e bearing on the dark m atter prob—
Jem E] and on the Jarge scale structure oftheUni-
verse i_d;rj] It is in this fram ework that a power
soectrum which is consistent with the observa—
tionsof RAS Hland COBE [11] can be cbtained

67,

W e brie y outline this proposal. Rem oving the
In nitdes generated by quantum uctuations and
ensuring renom alizability ofa quantum eld the-
ory requires a scale{dependent rede nition ofthe
physical param eters. Furthem ore, the ram oval
of those in nities still leave the physical param —
eters w ith som e dependence on nie quantities
w hose particular values are arbitrary. T hese can
be assigned by specifying the value of the phys—
ical param eters at som e mom entum or length
scale; once this is perfom ed, variations on scale
are accounted for by appropriate changes in the
values of the physical param eters via the renor—
m alization group equations RGEs). Thus, the
equations of m otion in the quantum eld theory
of gravity should be sin ilar to the ones of the
classical theory, but wih their param eters re—
placed by the corresponding ‘m proved’ values,
that are solutions of the corresponding RGEs.
H ow ever, since gravity couples coherently tom at—
ter and exhibits no screening m echanism , quan—
tum uctuations of the gravitational degrees of
freedom contribute on all scales. O nem ust there—
fore include the e ect of these quantum correc—
tions into the gravitational coupling, G , prom ot—
Ing it Into a scale{dependent quantity. O ne-loop
quantum gravity m odels indicate that the cou—
pling G ( = 2  r?’=r?) is asym ptotically free,
w here isa referencem om entum , m eaning that
G grows with scale 4]. A typical solution for
G (P=r?) was dbtaied in Ref. [] setting the -
functions ofm atter to vanish and integrating the
rem aining RGEs:

G (*=r’) = Gup (5Twp) ; @)

where G 15, is the value of G m easured In the lab—
oratory at a length scale rip, and (r;rp) is a
grow Ing fiinction of r. In order for the asym p—
totic freedom of G ( 2= ?) to have an e ect on
for instance the dynam ics of galaxies and their
rotation curves, the function (r;rip) should be
close to one for r < 1 kpc, grow ing signi cantly
only forr 1 kpc.A convenient param etrization
for (rr.,) from the t ofRef. @] in the kpc
range is the follow ing:

r
(t;rap) = 1485 1+ —
I



where '’ 1=30, ’ 1=10and ro= 10 kpc.

W e mention that a scale dependence of the
graviationalconstant also arises from com pletely
di erent reasons in the so-called stochastic in a-—
tion form alism [_ig'] and that the scaling behaviour
and screening of the cosmn ological constant was
also discussed In the context of the quantum the—
ory of the conformm al factor in four dim ensions
3.

In what ©llows we shalluse the t (1),2) in
ouranalysis ofthe rotation curvesofgalaxies, and
extract a prediction for the distrbution of dark
m atter. However, before we pursue this discus—
sion let us present som e of the ideas developed
in Refs. B-7]. As discussed above, the classi-
cal equations have to be ‘m proved’ by ntroduc—
Ing the scale dependence of the gravitational cou-
pling. Thism ethod suggests that the presence of
cogan ologicaldark m atter could be replaced by an
asym ptotically free gravitational coupling. A s—
sum Ing that the Friedm ann equation describing
the evolution of a at Universe is the in proved
one, then:

2

B2m= 26, @)
3 a2 2

wherea = a(t) isthe scale factor, H = a=a isthe

Hubbl param eter, . is the density of m atter,

‘ is the com oving distance and ' is som e conve—

nient length scale.

From Eqg. é'_Z) one sees that the present phys—
ical density param eter, £"¥°, is by construction
equalto one. H owever, the quantity which isusu—
ally referred to as densiy param eter is actually:

; )

where H; is the present Hubbl param eter for
a given large scale distance, r = r . This leads
to ¢ asa grow Ing function of scale, which is in
agreem ent w ith observations for a constant .

Furthem ore, from Eqg. (3) one can clarly see
the scale dependence of the Hubble param eter
[ja;rj,:_ﬁli] M oreover, as shown in Refs. EG] and f_'/.],
the power spectrum resulting from these consid—
erations is sin ilar to that of a low density Cold
D ark M atterm odelw ith a large coan ologicalcon—
stant {14].

3.ROTATION CURVESOF GALAXIES

Let us now tum to the discussion of the im —
plications of the t ('g:) for the rotation curves
ofgalaxies. It is a quite well established observa—
tionalfact that the rotation curves of spiralgalax—
les atten after about 10 to 20 kpc from their
centre, which of course is a strong dynam icalev—
dence for the presence of dark m atter and/or of
non-N ew tonian physics. T he rotation velocity of
the galaxy isgiven by the non-relativistic relation,
2o SOM @ ; )

r

which approaches a constant valie som e distance
from the centre, eg. v5 = 220 km /s ortheM iky
W ay. Assum ing that the gravitational coupling
is precisely New ton’s constant Gy and im posing
that the rotation velocity is constant, using the
VirialTheorem atr= R 500 kpc, one ndsthe
standard expression for the m ass distrbution of
dark m atter:

MN<r)=MNcR>Er: ®)

A ssum ing instead a running gravitational cou-—
pling @_ﬂ), the condition that the rotation velocity
is constant yields:
0:673 )
M @)= *h iMy () : ()
1+ (&) m&)

E quation (.':/:) reveals after sinple com putation
that the running of the gravitational coupling re—
duces the am ount of dark m atter required to ex—
plin the atnessofthe rotation curvesofgalaxies
by about 44% , assum Ing that galaxies stretch up
to a distance of about 500 kpc. This resuk {IQ]
(see also Ref. (15]) isa clear prediction of the de-
pendence of the gravitational coupling w ith scale
and, in particular, of the t (;_2:) . Furthem ore,
since the possbility that the G alactic halo is en—
tirely m ade up ofbaryonic dark m atter is barely
consistent w ith the nuclkosynthesisboundson the
am ount ofbaryons [_1§'], the munning ofG is quite
weloom e since it reduces the required am ount of
baryonic dark m atter in the halo. An entertain-
ing hypothesis could be that precisely this e ect
is responsible for the reduction in the m icrolens—
ing event rates across the halo in the direction of



the Large M agellanic C loud t_fzi;_l'g'] w ith respect
to those along the bulge ofour galaxy, as reported
by fLd].

4. BOUNDSON THE VARIATION OF G
W ITH SCALE

In this section we constrain the variation ofthe
gravitational coupling given by the t (:_2) w ith
bounds from prin ordial nuclkosynthesis, binary
pulsars and gravitational lensing and also discuss
the e ect that a scaledependent G has on the
peculiar velocity el [10].

4.1. P rim ordial nucleosynthesis

A s mentioned in the introduction, one could
obtain bounds on the variation of the gravita-
tional coupling from observations of the light el
em ents’ abundances in the Universe. Such cbser—
vations are In agreem ent w ith the standard pri-
m ordialnuclkosynthesis scenario, but there is still
som e room for variations In the e ective num ber
of neutrinos, the baryon fraction of the universe
and also In the value ofthe gravitationalconstant.
For instance, the predicted m ass fraction of pri-
m ordial?H e can be param etrised, In theoriesw ith
a variable gravitational coupling, in the ollow ing
way Rd],

Y, = 0228+ 0010In 10+ 03271og ; 8)

where ,( is the baryon to photon ratio in units
of10 1% and is the ratio of the H ubble param —
eter at nuclkosynthesis and its present valie, i—
self proportional to the square root of the corre—
soonding gravitational constant. In the t (i_i) i
is assum ed that the e ective num ber of light neu—
trinos isN = 3 and that the neutron lifetim e is
n = 887 seconds.

By running the nuckosynthesis codes for dif-
ferent values of G, it was shown in Ref. ﬁ_Zl:] that
a vardation of G=G = 02 on the values of the
graviational coupling was com patdble with the
cbservations of the prin ordialD , *He, ‘He and
"Liabundancesat 1 level.

This result will now be used to constrain the
running of G In an asym ptotically free theory of
graviy. In a theory w ith a scale-dependent grav—
itational constant, the m axinum value of G at

a given tim e is the one that corresponds to the
physical horizon distance at that tine. D uring
prin ordial nuclkosynthesis, the horizon distance
grows from a few light-seconds to a few light-
m nutes, ie. less than a few m illiparsecs. At
that scale we nd G=G = 007, see Eq. (2'_)',

which ism uch lessthan the allowed variation ofG

given in Q-]_:] T herefore, prin ordialnucleosynthe—
sis does not rule out the possibility ofan asym p—
totically free gravitationalcoupling. O £ course, a
light-second is about the distance to the M oon,
and there are sin ilar constraints on a variation of
G at this scale com ing from lunar laser ranging,

G=G < 0% [B2i.

4.2. Binary pulsars

T he precise tin ing of the orbial period ofbi-
nary pulsars and, in particular, ofthe pulsarP SR
1913+ 16, provides another way of obtaining a
m odelHindependent bound on the variation ofthe
graviational coupling l_2-§‘] Sihce the sem in a—
pr axis of that system is just about a feaw light-
seconds, the resulting lin its on the variation of
G can be readily com pared w ith the ones arising
from nucleosynthesis. T he observationallin itson
the rate of change of the orbial period, m ainly
due to graviational radiation dam ping, together
w ith the know ledge of the relevant K eplerian and
postK eplerian orbiting param eters, allow sone to
cbtain the Hlow ing lim i R3]

G 1
— < 008h ' ; ©)
G

where h is the value of the Hubbl param eter In
units 0f 100 km /s/M pc. Forh = 0:8, £4] one ob—
tains = 0:1 which ism ore stringent than the nu—
cleosynthesis bound, but is still com patible w ith
the t @).

4 3. G ravitational lensing

G ravitational lensing of distant quasars by in—
tervening galaxiesm ay provide, under certain as—
sum ptions, yet another m ethod of constraining,
on large scales, the variability ofthe gravitational
coupling. T he Pur observable param eters associ-
ated w ith lensing, nam ely, In age splittings, tin e
delays, relative am pli cation and opticaldepth do
depend on G , m ore precisely on the productGM ,
where M is the m ass of the lensing ob gct. This



dependence m ight suggest that lin is on the vari-
ability of G could not be obtained before an in—
dependent determm nation ofthe m ass of the lens—
ng ob gct. H owever, as the actualbending angle
is not observed directly, the relevant quantities
are the distance of the lensing galaxy and of the
quasar. Since these quantities are nferred from

the redshift ofthose ob fcts, they depend on their
hand on G, on the Hubble constant, H 3, and on
the density param eter, (. However, as we have
previiosly seen, a scale-dependent gravitational
coupling In plies also a dependence on scale ofH ¢

and ¢, seeEgs. (3) and (4). This involved de—
pendence on scalem akes it di cult to proceed as

in Ref. P5], where gravitationalensing in a at,
hom ogeneous and isotropic coan ological m odel,
In the context of a B ransD icke theory of graviy,
wasused to provide a lim it on the variation ofG :

—=02: 10)

Since forthis Imit ( = 1 was assum ed, whilke
In a scaledependent m odel it is achieved via the
running of the gravitational coupling, the bound
C_l-(_)') contrains only residual variations of G that
have not been already taken into acocount when
considering the dependence on scale of Hy and

0. O foourse, form odels w here the coam ological
param eters are Independent of scale, the bound
C_l(_)') can be readily used to constrain the variabil-
ity of G on intem ediate cosm ological scales. Tt
is worth stressing that this m ethod, besides be-
Ing one of the few available where this variabil-
ity is directly constrained at interm ediate coam o—
logical tin es between the present epoch and the
nuclkosynthesis era, it is probably the only one
w hich can realistically provide In the near future
even m ore stringent bounds on even larger scales
by cbserving the lensing of light from far away
quasars caused by ob Ects at redshifts of order
z 1.

4.4, Peculiar velocity eld
Sihceweexpectthee ectsofa runningG tobe—
com e in portant at very large scales, one could try
to explore distances of hundreds of M pc, where
the gravitationalooupling is signi cantly di erent
from that of our Iocal scales. That is the realm

of physical cosm ology w here of particular i por-
tance is the study ofthe peculiarvelocity eld. A

possible signature ofthe running ofG would be a
m ism atch between the velocity elds and the ac—
tualm ass distrbution, such that at large scales
the sam e m ass would pull m ore strongly. To be
m ore speci ¢, In an expanding universe there isa
relation betw een the kinetic and gravitationalpo—
tential energy of density perturbations known as
the Layzer-Trvine equation (see egRef. [_ig']) that
can be written as a relation between the m ass—
weighted m ean square velocity v and the m ass
autocorrelation function (r),

V@)=2G 320 ; a1

where bRSS the mean local mass density and
J2 ) = ,rdr (r). The galaxy-galaxy corre-
lation function can be param etrized by (v)
(r=1p) '® wih ry = 5h ' M pc, while the cluster—
cluster correlation function has the sam e expres—
sion with rp = 20h ' Mpc. This means that
the velocty eld C_l]_J') should be proportional to
(r=17)°%, unless the gravitational constant has
som e scale dependence. So far the relation seem s
to be satis ed, under rather large observational
errors (seeRef. f_Z-]'] fora review ) . Unfortunately,
the errors are so lJarge that i would be prem ature
to infer from this a scale dependence of G . Even
worse, phenom enologically there is a proportion—
ality constant between the galaxy-galaxy corre—
lation function and the actual m ass correlation
finction, the so- called biasing factor, which is
supposed to be scale dependent and could m In ic
a variable gravitational constant. However, fu—
ture sky surveysm ight be able to constrain m ore
strongly the relation C_l-l:) by m easuring peculiar
velocities w ith better accuracy at larger distances
and it m ight then be possible to extract the scale—
dependence ofG .

5.CONCLUSION S

W e have seen that the running of the gravi-
tational coupling is com patible with the obser-
vational fact that the rotation curves of galaxies
are constant provided som e am ount of baryonic
dark m atter is allowed, actually about 44% less
than what is required for a constant G. This



could also explain why we see less m icrolensing
events tow ards the halo than in the direction of
the bulge of our galaxy. Failure in reproducing
the predicted distribbution of baryonic dark m at—
terwould signaleither that the approach adopted
here isunsuitable orthat the t (-'2:) is inadequate.
W e have looked for possible bounds on variations
0of G wih scale from prin ordial nuclkosynthesis,
variations in the period ofbinary pulsars, m acro—
scopic gravitational lensing and deviations in the
peculiar velocity ows. UnfPrtunately, as obser-
vational errors tend to increase with the scale
probed, we cannot yet seriiosly constrain an in-
crease ofG w ith scale, asproposed by the asym p—
totically free theories of gravity.
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