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T he fact that the sim plest m odem cosm ologicaltheory, standard C old D ark M atter
(SCDM ), almost ts all available data has encouraged the search for variants of
CDM that can do better. Cold + Hot Dark M atter (CHDM ) is the best theory
of coam ic structure form ation that I have considered if the cosm ological m atter
density is near critical (ie. o 1) and if the expansion rate is not too large (ie.
h  Ho=@00km s ! Mpc ') < 0:6). But Ithink i willbe helpfil to discuss
CHDM together with its chief com petitor am ong CDM variants, low— o CDM
w ith a cosn ologicalconstant ( CDM ).W hile the predictions ofC O BE -nom alized
CHDM and CDM both agree reasonably wellw ith the available data on scales of

10to 100 h ! M pc, each haspotentialvirtues and defects. CDM with 0:3
has the possible virtue of allow ing a higher expansion rate H ¢ for a given cosm ic
age tp, but the defect of predicting too much uctuation power on am all scales.
CHDM has less power on am all scales, and its predictions appear to be in good
agreem ent w ith data on the galaxy distribution, although it rem ains to be seen
w hether it predicts early enough galaxy form ation to be com patible w ith the latest
high-redshift data. A 1so, several sorts of data suggest that neutrinos have nonzero
m ass, and the variant of CHDM favored by this data \ in which the neutrino
m ass is shared between two species of neutrinos | also seem s m ore com patible
w ith the large-scale structure data. E xcept for the H g tp problem , there is not
a shred of evidence in favor of a nonzero cosm ological constant, only increasingly
stringent upper bounds on it from several sorts of m easurem ents. Two recent
observational resuls particularly favor high coam ic density, and thus favor = 1
m odels such as CHDM over CDM | (1) the positive deceleration param eter
dp > 0m easured using high-redshift T ype Ia supemovae, and (2) the low prim ordial
deuterium /hydrogen ratio m easured in two di erent quasar absorption spectra. If
con med, (1) means that the cosm ological constant probably cannot be large
enough to help signi cantly with the H g tp problem ; while (2) suggests that
the baryonic cosm ological density is at the upper end of the range allowed by B ig
B ang N ucleosynthesis, perhaps high enough to convert the \cluster baryon crisis"
for = 1models into a crisis for low - ¢ m odels. I also brie y compare CHDM to
other CDM variants such as tilted CDM .CHDM has the advantage among = 1
CDM -type m odels of requiring little or no tilt, which appears to be an advantage
in tting recent sm all-angle coam ic m icrow ave background anisotropy data. The
presence of a hot com ponent that clusters less than cold dark m atter lowers the
e ective ( thatwould bem easured on sm allscales, which appears to be in accord
w ith observations, and it m ay also avoid the discrepancy between the high central
density of dark m atter halos from CDM sin ulations com pared to evidence from
rotation curves of dw arf spiral galaxies.

2To appear in P roceedings of the XV II International C onference in N eutrino P hysics and
A strophysics, N eutrino 96, Helsinki, Finland 13-19 June 1996, eds. K . Enqgvist, K . Huitu
and J.M aalam pi W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore 1997).
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1 Introduction

\Standard" = 1 Cold Dark Matter (CDM, wih h 05 and a near—
Zeldovich spectrum of prin ordial uctuations® untila fw years ago seem ed
to m any theorists to be the m ost attractive ofallm odem cosn ologicalm odels.
But although sCDM nom alized to COBE nicely ts the amplitude of the
largescale ows of galaxies m easured w ith galaxy peculiar velocity data 2, I
does not t the data on snaller scalkes: it predicts far too m any clusters®?
and does not account for their gall;ge—sca]e oone]au'ons'i’, and the shape of the
power spectrum P (k) is wrong®®. Here I discuss what are perhaps the two
m ost popularvariantsofsCDM thatm ight agreew ith allthedata: CHDM and

CDM . The lnear m atter power soectra for these two m odels are com pared
In Figure 1 w ith the realspace galxy pow er spectrum obtained from the two—
din ensionalAPM galaxy pow er spectrum 2, which in view ofthe uncertainties
is not In serious disagreem ent w ith eithermodel r 10 2 < k< 1h Mpc?!.
The CDM and CHDM m odels essentially bracket the range of pow er spectra
In currently popular coan ologicalm odels that are variants ofCDM .

CHDM oosn ological m odels have = 1 mostly in cold dark m atter
but wih a anall adm ixture of hot dark m atter, light neutrinos contribut-
ng =M jot= (92h%ev ) 02, corresponding to a total neutrino m ass of
M ;tqu,, D€V rh= 05.CHDM modelsarea good ttomuch observational
data®# | for exam ple, correlations of galaxies and clusters and direct m ea—
surem ents of the power spectrum P (k), velocities on sn all and large scales,
and other statistics such as the Void P robability Function (robability Py (r)
of nding no bright galaxy in a random Iy placed sphere of radiusr). M y col

leagues and T had earlier shown that CHDM wih = 03 predicts a VPF
larger than observations indicate go:, but new results based on our = 02
simulations in which the neutrino mass is shared equally between N = 2

neutrino species?,show that the VPF for this podel is in excellent agreem ent
w ith observationsly. H owever, our sin ulationst2 ofCOBE -nom alized CDM
wih h= 07 and = 03 lad to a VPF that,is too large to be com patbl
w ith a straightforw ard interpretation ofthe datali. A cogptable CDM m odels
probably need to have > 03 and h < 0{7, as discussed further below .

M oreover, there is m ounting astrophysical and laboratory data suggest—
ing that neutrinos have non—zero m ass®®3. The analysis of the LSND data
through 1995 4 strengthens the earlier LSND signal for ! o oscillations.
C om parison w ith exclusion plots from other experin ents in plies a lower lim it

m? () m()?F> 02ev?, mplylngintumalowerlinim > 045

eV, or > 0:02(0:5=h)?. This inplies that the contrbution of hot dark
m atter to the cosn ologicaldensity is larger than that of all the visble stars
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Figure 1: Power spectrum ofdark m atter for CDM and CHDM m odels considered in this
paper, both nom alized to COBE , com pared to the APM galaxy real-space pow er spectrum .
(CDM: o= 03, = 07, h= 07, thusty = 134 Gy; CHDM : = 1, = 02 in
N = 2 species, h= a5, thustp = 13 Gy; both m odels t cluster abundance w ith no tilt,
ie.np= 1.From Refa)

( 0:004%%). M ore data and analysis are needed from LSND’s [
channel before the nitialhint®4 that m 2, 6 eV? can be con med. For-
tunately the KARM EN experin ent has just added shielding to decrease is
background so that it can probe the sam e region of m 2e and m ixing angle,
w ith,sensitivity as great as LSND ’s w ithin about two years. T he K am iokande
data? show Ing that the de cit ofE > 13 G&V atm ospheric m pon neutrinos
Increases w ith zenith angle suggests that ! oscillations®® occur w ith
an oscillation length com,parable to the height of the atm osphere, in plying
that m 2 102 «v2' | which in tum implies that if ether or

have Jarge enough mass ¢ 1 eV) to be a hot dark m atter particle, then they
m ust be nearly degenerate In m ass, ie. the hot dark m atter m ass is shared
betw een these two neutrino species. The much larger SuperK am iokande de—
tector isnow operating, and we should know by about the end 0£1996 w hether
the K am iokande atm ospheric neutrino data that suggested ! oscillations
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willbe con m ed and extended®?. Starting in 1997 there w illbe a Iong-baseline
neutrino oscillation disappearance experim ent to look for ! w ith a beam
of from the KEK accelerator directed at the SuperK am iokande detector,
w ith m ore powerful Ferm ilab-Soudan, K EK -SuperK am iokande, and possibly
CERN -G ran Sasso long-baseline experin ents later.

Evidence for non-zero neutrino m ass evidently favors CHDM , but it also
disfavors low — m odels. B ecause free stream ing of the neutrinos dam ps an alk-
scale uctuations, even a little hot dark m atter causes reduced uctuation
poweron an all scales and requires substantial cold dark m atter to com pensates;
thus evidence for even 2 €V of neutrino m ass favors large  ang would be
incom patible with a cold dark m atter density . as smallas 0.3%. A llow ing

and the tilt to vary, CHDM can t observations over a som ew hat w ider
range of values of the Hubble param eter h than standard or tilted CDM eq
This is especially, fyue Jif the neutrino m ass is shared between two or three
neutrino species?24%2423, since then the lower neutrino m ass results in a larger
free—stream ing scale over which the power is lowered com pared to CDM ; the
resul is that the cluster abundance predicted w ith 02andh 035 and
COBE nom alization (corresponding to g 0:7) is-in reasonable agreem ent
w ith observations w ithout the need to tilt the m ode?4 and thereby reduce the
an all-scale power further. (In CHDM w ith a given shared between N = 2
or 3 neutrino species, the linear pow er spectra are identical on large and an all
scalesto theN = 1 case;the IQnJy di erence is on the cluster scale, where the
power is reduced by~ 20% 21823 )

A nother consequence of the reduced power on am all scales is that struc—
ture form ation is m ore recent in CHDM than in CDM . Thismay con ict
w ith cbservations of dam ped Lym an  system s in quasar spectra, and other
observations of protogalaxies at high redshift, although the available evidence
does not yet pem it a cleay decision on this (see below ). W hilke the original

= 03 CHDM model?¥®¢ certainly predicts far less neutral hydrogen
damped Lym an  system s (identi,eqd as protogalaxies w ith circular velocities
V. 50km s?!) than is chsgrved 2724, Iowering the hot fraction to 02
dram atically in proves this28429. A Iso, the evidence from prelin inary data of
a alka ofthe am ount of neutralhydrogen In dam ped Lym an  system s for
z> 3% is in accord w ith predictions of CHDM 28.

However, as forall = lmodels,h > 055 mpliesty < 12 Gyr, which
con ictsw ith age estin ates from globular cluster®s and w hite dw arf cooling®3 .
The only way to accomm odate both Jarge h and large ty w ithin the standard
FRW fram ework,of G eneral R elativity is to Introduce a positive coamn ological
constant ( > 0)2384. Low- (modelswih = Odon’thelpmuchwih to,and
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anyw,ay are disfavored by the latest an allangle cosn ic m icrow ave anisotropy
data®d.

CDM at coamologicalmodelswih =1 03, where
=(GH g)l,. mere discussed as an altemative to = 1 CDM .since the beginning

of CDM 24, They have been advocated m ore recently £1 both because they
can solve the Hy ty problem and because they predict a larger fraction of
baryons in galaxy clusters than = 1 m odels. Early galaxy fom ation also is

often considered to be a desirable feature of these m odels. But early galaxy
form ation im plies that uctuationson scalesofa few M pc spent m ore tin e In

the nonlinear regin e, ascom pared with CHDM m odels. A shasbeen known for
a long tim g, this results in excessive clustering on sm all scales. M y colleagues
and T have found that a typical CDM modelwih h = 0:7and (= 03,
nom alized to COBE on large scales (this xes g ,.1:1 for this model), is
com patible w ith the num berdensity of galaxy clister®? , but predicts a power
spectrum ofgalaxy clustering in realspace that ismuch too high forwavenum —
bersk = (04 1)h=M ch% . This conclusion holds if we assum e either that
galaxies trace the dark m atter, or just that a region w ith higher density pro—
ducesm ore galaxiesthan a region w ith lowerdensity. O ne can see In m ediately
from Figure 1 that there willbe a problem with this CDM m odel, since the

APM power spectrum is approxin ately equalto the linear power spectrum at
w avenum ber k 0:6h M pc !, so there is no oom Hr the extra power that
nonlinear evolution certainly produces on this scale (see Figure 1 of Ref.!3

and further discussion below ). The only way to reconcile the m odelw ih the
observed power spectrum is to assum e that som e m echanian causes strong
antibiasing | ie., that regions w ith high dark m atter density produce fewer
galaxiesthan regionsw ith low densiy. W hile theoretically possible, this seem s
very uplikely; biasing rather than antibiasing is expected, especially on am all
scales %8, Num erical hydrot+ N -body simulations that ingorporate e ects of
UV radiation, star form ation, and supemovae explosions'é‘l: do not show any
antibias of lum nous m atter relative to the dark m atter.

O urm otivation to Investigate thisparticular CDM m odelwasto haveH g
as large asm ight possbly be allowed n the CDM class ofm odels, which in
tum forces ( to be rather sm allin order to have ty > 13 Gyr. There is little
room to lowerthe nom alization ofthis CDM m odelby tilting the prin ordial
power spectrum P, (k) = Ak"r (ie. assum ing n, signi cantly smaller than
the \Zeldovich" value n, = 1), since then the t to data on intemm ediate
scales w il be unacosptable | eg., the num ber densiy of clusters w illbe too
anall’d. Tited CDM models with higher o, and therefre lower H, fr
tp > 13 G yr, appear to have a better hope of tting_the available data, based

on com paring quasilinear calculations to the data®32%. But all cosm obgical
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m odels w ith a coan ologicalconstant Jlarge enough to help signi cantly w ith
the Hy t problam are n troubl wih new observations providing strong
upper lipits on  “4: gravitational ensing®}, HST number counts of ellptical
ga]axjesf%l, and especially the prelin nary results from m easurem ents using
high-redshift Type Ta supemovae. T he analysis of the data from the rst 7 of
the T ype Ia supemovae from the LBL groupﬂgn gave =1 = 0:94+00:;384,
orequivalently = 006" 7} (< 051 at the 95% con dence kvel).

Tt is Instructive to compare the ( = 03, h = 07 CDM model that
we have been discussing w ith standard CDM and with CHDM .At k = 0:5h
Mpcl, Figs. 5 and 6 of Ref.%3 show that the = 03 CHDM spectrum
and that of a biased CDM modelw ith the same g = 0:67 are both In good
agreem ent w ith the values indicated for the power spectrum P (k) by the APM
and C A data,whiletheCDM spectrum with g = 1 ishigherby abouta factor
oftwo. CHDM w ih = 02 In two neutrino spec:ie§,'§ also gives nonlinear
P (k) consistent w ith the APM data (cf. Fig. 3 of Ref.?).

2 Cluster B aryons

I have recently reviewed the astrophysical data bearing on the values of the
fundam ental coan ological param eters, especially | “J. One ofthe argum epts
against = 1 that seem ed hardest to answerw as the \cluster baryon crisis" ud,
rthe C om a cluster the baryon fraction w ithin the Abellradius (1:55h ' M pc)
is

Mp

i 0:009+ 0:050h *=2; @)

M ot

where the rst temn com es from the galaxies and the second from gas. If
clustersare a fair sam ple ofboth baryonsand dark m atter, asthey are expected
to be based on sim ulations, then this is 2-3 tin es the am ount ofbaryonicm ass
expected on thebasisof BBN nan = 1,h 0:5 universe, though it is just
what onewould expect n auniversewith ( 0:3.The f2irsam ple hypothesis
In plies that

b 0:15

0= — =033 —

— @)
fy 0:05 fr

A review of the quantiy of X ray em itting gas In a sam ple of clusters®’
nds that the baryon m ass fraction within about 1 M pc lies between 10 and
22% (rh = 0:5; the lim its scale as h 32 ), and argues that it is unlkely
that (@) the gas could be clum ped enough to lad to signi cant.overestin ates
of the totalgas m ass | the m ain escape route considered in 44 (cf. also“?).
If = 1, the altematives are then either (o) that clusters have m ore m ass
than viralestin ates based on the cluster galaxy velocities or estin ates based
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on hydrostatic equilbriim I‘iq of the gas at the m easured X -ray tem perature
(Which is surprisihg since they agree EO:), () that the usual BBN estim ate

»  005(05=h)? iswrong, or (d) that the fair sam ple hypothesis is w rongSi.
Regarding (o), it is interesting that there are Indications from weak ]ens:ingEZ-
that at least som e clustersm ay actually have extended halos ofdark m atter |
som ething that is expected to a greater extent if the dark m atter is a m ixture
of copId, and hot com ponents, since the hot com ponent clusters less than the
cold®3%84 . If so, the num ber density of clusters as a function ofm ass is higher
than usually estin ated, which has Interesting coan ological in plications (eg.,

g is a little higher than usually estin ated). It is of course possble that the
solution is som e com bination of altematives (@)—(d). If none ofthe alematives
is right, then the only conclusion lft is that o 033. The clister baryon
problem is clearly an issue that c}e_serves very carefiil exam ination.

Tt has recently been argued§5: that CHDM m odels are com patible wih
the X ray data w ithin observationaluncertainties ofboth the BBN predictions
and X ray data. Indeed, the rather high baryon fraction 0: (05=h)?
in plied hy recent m easurem ents of low D /H in two high-redshift Lym an 1 it
system sti helps resolve the cluster baryon crisis forall = 1 m odels | it is
escape route (c) above. W ith the higher  inplied by the low D /H, there is
now a \baryon cluster crisis" for low—- ¢ m odels! Even w ith a baryon fraction
at the high end ofobservations, f, < 02 (h=0:5) 32 , the fair sam ple hypothesis
with this , Inpliess o> 05 h=05) 172 .

3 CHDM :Early Structure Troubles?

A side from the possbility m entioned at the outset that the Hubble constant
is too large and the universe too old for any = 1 model to be viabl, the

m aln potentialproblem for CHDM appears to be form ing enough structure at
high redshift. A lthough, as I m entioned above, the prediction of CHDM that
the am ount ofgas in dam ped Lym an  system s is starting to decrease at high

redshift z > 3 seem sto be in accord w ith the available data, the large velocity
soread of the associated m etalline system s m ay Indicate that these system s
are m ore m assive than CHDM would predict (see e.g.,ﬂ). A Iso, resuls from

a recent CDM hydrodynam ic sin ulation 5¢ 1 which the am ount of neutral
hydrogen in protogalaxies seem ed consistent w ith that observed in dam ped
Lym an system s led the authors to speculate that CHDM m odels would
produce less than enough; however, since the regions identi ed as dam ped
Lyman system s in the sim ulations were not actually resolved, this w ill need
to be addressed by higher resolution sin ulations for all the m odels considered.
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Finally, Steidel et al.84 have fund ob “ects by their em itted light at red—
shiffts z = 3 335 apparently with relatively high velocity dispersions, which
they tentatively identify as the progenitors of giant elliptical galaxies. A ssum —
ing that the indicated,welocity dispersions are indeed gravitational velocities,
Mo & Fukugita MF) %J have argued that the abundance of these ob fcts is
higher than expected for the COBE-nom alized = 1 CDM -typem odels that
can tthe low-redshift data, ncluding CHDM , but in accord w ith predictions
ofthe CDM m odel considered here. (In m ore detail, the M F analysis disfa-
vorsCHDM wih h= 0:5 and > 02 i a single species of neutrinos. T hey
apparently would argue that this m odel is then in di culty since it overpro—
duces rich clusters | and ifthat problem were solved w ith a little tilt n, 0:9,
the resulting decrease in  uctuation power on an all scales would not lead to
form ation ofenough early ob fcts. H owever, if 02 is shared between two
species of neutrinos, the resulting m odelappears to be at least m arginally con—
sistent w ith both clusters and the Steidel ob fcts even w ith the assum ptions of
MF.The CDM modelwih h = 0:7 consistent w ith the m ost restrictive M F
assum ptionshas ¢ > 05, hencety < 12 Gyr. CDM m odels having tilt and
Iower h, and therefore m ore consistent w ith the sm all-scale pow er constraint
discussed above, m ay also be in trouble w ith the M F analysis.) But in addi
tion to uncertainties about the actual velocity dispersion and physical size of
the Steidel et al. ob Fcts, the conclusions ofthe M F analysis can also be sig—
ni cantly weakened if the gravitational velocities of the observed baryons are
system atically higher than the gravitationalvelocities in the surrounding dark
m atter halos, as is perhaps the case at low redshift for large spitalga]axjesﬂ,
and even m ore so for elliptical galaxieswhich are largely selfgravitating stellar
system s In their central regions.

G ven the irregular m orphologies of the high-redshift ob fcts seen In the
Hubbl D eep Field®? and other deep HST im ages, i seem s m ore lkely that
they are relatively low m ass ob Ects undergoing starbursts, possbly triggered
by m ergers, rather than galactic protospheroids. Since the num ber density of
the brightest of such ob fcts m ay be m ore a function of the probability and
duration of such starbursts rather than the nature of the underlying coam olog—
icalm odel, it m ay be m ore usefiil to use the star form ation orm etal inction
rated®? indicated by the totalcbserved rest-fram e ultraviokt light fo constrain
m odels®?. The availabk data on the history of star fom ation £3%9%% suggests
that m ost of the stars and m ost of the m etals cbserved form ed relatively re—
cently, after about redshift z 1; and that the total star form ation rate at
z 3 isperhaps a factor of 3 lower than at z 3, with yet another factor of

38l toz 4 (@lthough the ratesat z > 3 could be higher ifm ost of the
star form ation is in ob ects too aint to see). This is in accord w ith indications
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from damped Lyman  system s® and expectations for = 1 models such

as CHDM , but not w ith the expectations for low— ¢ m odels which have less
grow th of uctuations at recent epochs, and thereforem ust form structure ear-
Iier. But thism ustbe investigated using m ore detailed m odelling, ncluding gas
cooling and feedback from stars and supemovaeﬂ, before strong conclusions
can be drawn.

4 Advantages ofM ixed CHDM OverPure CDM M odels

T here are three basic reasons why a m ixture of cold plus hot dark m atter
works better than pure CDM w ithout any hot particles: (1) the power spec—
trum shapeP () isa better t to observations, (2) there are ndications from
observations for a m ore weakly clistering com ponent of dark m atter, and (3)
a hot com ponent m ay help avoid the too-dense centraldark m atter density in
pure CDM dark m atter halos. I w ill discuss each In tum.

(1) Spectrum shape. ThepureCDM sgpectrum P (k) does not 21l fast
enough on the largek side of its peak In order to t indications from galaxy
and cluster correlations and pow er spectra. T his is also related to the overpro—
duction of clusters in pure CDM . The obviousway to prevent = 1 sSCDM
nom alized to COBE from overproducing clusters is to tilt it a lot (the precise
am ount depending on how much ofthe COBE uctuations are attributed to
gravity waves, which can be increasingly in portant as the tilt is ncreased).
But a constraint on CDM -type m odels that is lkely to follow both from the
high-z data just discussed and from the prelin nary indicationson cosm icm i
crow ave anisotropies at and beyond the rst acoustic peak from the Saskatoon
experin entég is that viable m odels cannot have m uch tilt, since that would
reduce too much both their am allkscale power and the am ount of an allanglk
CM B anisotropy. A s I have already explained, by reducing the uctuation
power on clister scales and below, COBEnom alized CHDM naturally ts
both the CM B data and the cluster abundance w ithout requiring much tilt.
T he nged for tilt is further reduced if a high baryon fraction , > 0: is as—
sum edﬁgn, and this also boosts the predicted height of the rst acoustic peak.
N o tilt is necessary for = 02 shared between N = 2 neutrino species w ith
h= 05and = 0:l. Increasing the Hubbl param eter in CO BE -nom alized
m odels increases the am ount of am allscale pow er, so that ifwe raise the Hub-
bl param eterto h = 0:6 keeping = 02and = 0:1(05=h)?= 0069, then

tting the cluster abundance In thisN = 2modelrequires tilt 1  ny 01
w ith no gravity waves (ie., T=S = 0; altematively if T=S = 7(1 n;) isas-
sum ed, about halfasmuch tilt is needed, but the ocbservational consequences
are m ostly very sim ilar, with a little m ore sm allscale power). The t to the
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sm allangle CM B data is stillgood, and the predicted 455 In dam ped Lym an

system s is a little higher than for the h = 05 case. The only cbvious prob—
lm wih h= 0:6 appliesto any = 1model | the universe is rather young:
ty = 108 Gyr.

(2) N eed for a less—clustered com ponent of dark m atter. The fact
that group and clister m ass estin ates on scals of 1 h ! M pc typically
give values o  around 0.1-0 2, while larger-scale estin ates give larger values
around 0.3-1%2 suggests that there is a com ponent of dark m atter that does
not cluster on am all scales as e ciently as cold dark m atter is expected to do.
In order to quantify this, m y colleagues and I have perform ed the usual group
M =L measurem ent of ,¢ on small scales In \observed" = 1 sinulations of
both CDM and CHDM 79. W e found that COBE nom alized = 03 CHDM
gives y-;, = 012 0:18 compared to y -, = 0:15 for the CA1 catalog
analyzed exactly the sasmeway, while orCDM y o, = 034 037, wih the
low er value corresponding to biasb= 15 and the higher value to b= 1 (still
below the COBE nom alization). T hus localm easurem ents of the density in

= 1 simulations can give low values, but it helps to have a hot com ponent
to get values as low as cbservations indicate. W e ound that there are three
reasons why this virial estin ate of the m ass in groups m isses so m uch of the
m atter in the sim ulations: (1) only them assw ithin the m ean ham onic radius
1, is measured by the virial estin ate, but the dark m atter halos of groups
continue their roughly isothem al 2llo to at last 2ry,, increasing the total
m ass by about a factor of 3 In the CHDM sinulations; (2) the velocities of
the galaxies are biased by about 70% com pared to the dark m atter particlks,
w hich m eans that the true m ass is higher by about another factor of 2; and

(3) the groups typically lie along lam ents and are signi cantly elongated, so
the spherical virial estin ator m isses pefhaps 30% of the m ass for this reason.
0 ur visualizations of these sin ulations®3 show clearly how extended the hot
dark m atter halos are. An analysisofclusters in CHDM found sin ilar e ects,
and suggested that observations ofthe velocity distribbutions ofgalaxies around
clustersm ight be able to discrin nate betw een pure cold and m ixed cold + hot
models®4. This is an area where m ore work needs to be done | but i will
not be easy since it w illprobably be necessary to inclide stellar and supemova
feedback In dentifying galaxies in sin ulations, and to account properly for
foreground and background galaxies in observations.

.- (3) Preventing too dense centers of dark m atter halos. F lores and
17% pointed out that dark m atter density pro leswith (r),/ r ! near the
origin from high-resolution dissipationless CDM sinu]atjqnsﬁ are in serious
con ict wih data on dwarf spira] galaxies (cf. also Refl '12.), and In possble
con ictw ith data on larger spirals?4 and on clusters (£.73%4) . N avarro, Frenk,
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& W hie®h agree that rotation curves of sm all spiralgalaxies such asDD O 154
and DD O 170 are strongly inconsistent w ith their universaldark m atterpro le

nrw @ / 1=+ a)?]. Tam at present working w ith Stephane C ourteau,
Sandra Faber, R icardo F lores, and others to see whether yry 1S consistent
w ih data from high- and low-surfacebrightness galaxies w ith m oderate to
large circular velocities are consistent w ith this universalpro . The failure
of sinulations to form oores as ocbserved in dwarf spiral galaxies either is a
clue to a property of dark m atter that we don’t understand, or is telling us
the sin ulations are nadequate. It is in portant to discover whether this is a
serious problem , and w hether inclusion of hot dark m atter or of dissipation in
the baryonic com ponent of galaxies can resolve it. It is clear that lncliding hot
dark m atterw illdecrease the centraldensity ofdark m atterhalos, both because
the Iower uctuation poweron amn allscales in such m odelsw illprevent the early
collapse that produces the highest dark m atter densities, and also because the
hgt.particles cannot reach high densities because of the phase space constraint
7754 . But thism ay not be enough.

5 BestBetCDM -type M odels

A s I said at the outset, Ithink CHDM is the best bet if  tums out to be
near unity and the H ubble param eter isnot too large, while CDM isthebest
bet if the Hubble param eter is too large to pem it the universe to be older
than s starswih = 1.

Both theordiesdo seem less \natural" than sSCDM .Butalthough sSCDM won
thebeauty contest, it doesn’t tthedata.CHDM is just sCDM w ith som e light
neutrinos. A fter all, we know that neutrinos exist, and there is experim ental
evidence | adm ittedly not yet entirely convincing | that at least som e of
these neutrinos have m ass, possbly in the few €V range necessary for CHDM .

Isn't i an unnatural coincidence to have three di erent sorts of m atter
| coX, hot, and baryonic | with contributions to the cosm ological density
that are w thin an order of m agnitude of each other? N ot necessarily. A 1l of
these varieties ofm atterm ay have acquired theirm ass from (super?)sym m etry
breaking associated w ith the electrow eak phase transition, and w hen we under—
stand the nature of the physics that determm ines the m asses and charges that
are just adjustable param eters In the Standard M odel of particle physics, we
m ay also understand why ., ,and p are so close. In any case, CHDM is
certainly not uglier than CDM .

In the CDM class ofm odels, the problem of too much power on am all
scales that Idiscussed at som e length or (= 03 andh= 0:7 CDM inplies
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either that therem ust be som e physicalm echanisn that produces strong, scale—
dependent antibiasing of the galaxies w ith respect to the dark m atter, or else
that higher ( and lower h are preferred, with a signi cant am ount of tilt
to get the cluster abundance right and avoid too much am allscale pow erd.
Higher o > 0:5 also ism ore consistent w ith the evidence sum m arized above
against large and in favoroflarger g, especially In m odelssuch as CDM
w ith G aussian prim ordial uctuations. But then h < 063 forty > 13 Gyr.

Among CHDM models, having N = 2 species share the neutrino m ass
gives a better t to COBE, clusters, and sm allscalldata than N = IJ_, and
m oreover it appears to be favored by the available experin ental data®. But
i rem ains to be seen whether CHDM models can t the data on structure
form ation at high redshifts.
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