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ABSTRACT

Small-scale challenges to ACDM cosmology require a deeper understanding of the physics of self-gravitating collisionless dark
matter. In this paper, using Illustris and Virgo N-body simulations, we focus on the velocity and acceleration fluctuations of cold
dark matter particles involving long-range gravitational interactions. For comparison, in the kinetic theory of gases, molecules
undergo random elastic collisions involving short-range interactions, where only velocity fluctuations are relevant. Long-range
gravity requires a broad size of haloes to be formed. Hierarchical structure formation proceeds through the merging of smaller
haloes to form larger haloes, which facilitates a continuous energy cascade from small- to large-scale haloes at a constant rate
of &, ~ —10""m?/s>. The velocity fluctuation involves a critical velocity u. o (1 +z)~3/*, and the acceleration fluctuation
involves a critical acceleration a. o (1 + z)3/. The two critical quantities are related by the rate of the energy cascade as
gu ~ —acu[[2(3m)?], where the factor 37 is from the angle of incidence during the merging. With a typical velocity dispersion
of u on the order of 300 km/s at z = 0, the critical acceleration is determined to be a.q = a.(z = 0) ~ 107 '%m/s? at z = 0 that is
higher at higher redshift. This suggests that the critical acceleration a.. might explain the universal acceleration a. ~ 10~'°m/s?
in the empirical Tully-Fisher relation or modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND). The redshift evolution of critical acceleration
ag o (1+z)3/* is proposed and in good agreement with Magneticum and EAGLE simulations. Future work on the high-redshift
Tully-Fisher relation will provide more insight. Note that the dark energy density ppro = ago/ G = 107193/m3, we postulate an
entropic origin of the dark energy from the acceleration fluctuations of dark matter. A vyv,CDM model was proposed for the
evolution of dynamical dark energy. When compared to the wow,CDM model with constraints from DESI (2024), this model
suggests a constant density at high redshift and a slower power-law weakening density at low redshift.
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CONTENTS in terms of cold dark matter (CDM) [3, 4, 5] that is believed to be
cold (non-relativistic), collisionless, dissipationless, non-baryonic,
and interacts with baryonic matter only through gravity. The ACDM
model has been highly successful in the formation and evolution of
large-scale structures, the cosmic microwave background, the distri-
bution of galaxies, and the matter content of the universe [3, 4, 5, 6].
However, the theory also encounters several difficulties on small
scales [7, 8, 9] in describing small-scale structures, including the
"cusp/core” problem [10, 11, 12], the "missing satellite” problem
[13, 14, 15, 16], and the problem of re-obtaining the baryonic Tully-
Fisher relation [8].
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1 INTRODUCTION
The original Tully-Fisher relation was proposed to empirically cor-

The dark matter problem originates from the mass discrepancy be- relate the rotation velocity v ¢ of a spiral galaxy with its intrinsic lu-
tween the amount of dynamical mass required by the motions of minosity or stellar mass [17]. A similar scaling was also observed for
astronomical objects and the directly observed luminous mass. The the dispersion of the random velocity of stars [18]. The Tully-Fisher
flat rotation curves of spiral galaxies directly point to that mass dis- relation has been generalized to using the total baryonic mass M),
crepancy problem: the total mass predicted by Newtonian gravity instead of just the stellar mass. The resulting baryonic Tully-Fisher
is much greater than the observed luminous mass [1, 2]. The stan- relation (BTFR) is a well-established empirical relation between the
dard cosmological model (ACDM) interprets this mass discrepancy total baryonic mass M}, (stellar plus gas) and the flat rotation veloc-

ity v that extends for six decades in M}, [19, 20, 21]. In BTFR, the
* E-mail: zhijie.xu@pnnl.gov; zhijiexu@hotmail.com scalingv ¢ o« M ;/ * between the rotation velocity v ¢ and the baryonic
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Figure 1. The Schematic plot of systems that involve short-range and long-
range interactions (red dashed line for interaction range): a) In the kinetic
theory of gases, molecules undergo random elastic collisions that involve only
short-range interactions. Molecules interact only with other molecules within
a very short distance. For a dilute system, most of the molecules are out of
the interaction range of other molecules. Therefore, only velocity fluctuations
are relevant, which usually follows a Boltzmann distribution (Eq. (5)); b) For
self-gravitating dark matter, particles interact with all other particles through
long-range gravity such that a small change in any particle position leads to
perturbations in accelerations of all other particles. Therefore, both velocity
fluctuations and acceleration fluctuations are relevant for dark matter and are
discussed in detail in this paper (Fig. 3 and Eq. (7)).

mass My, [22] can be written as
v} = GMpa, (1)

where G is the gravitational constant and ag = 10~ 10my/s? is an
empirical constant of acceleration.

One problem in understanding the BTFR lies in the discrepancy be-
tween the scatter and the slope inferred from the model and those from
observations [23]. Furthermore, the BTFR obtained from ACDM
simulations also shows a larger scatter than that of observations [23].
Some recent simulations that account for stellar feedback processes
have shown improved agreement. However, it remains challenging to
understand the scaling and scatter of the Tully-Fisher relation [8, 24],
as well as the origin of empirical acceleration ag in Eq. (1).

Beyond the ACDM cosmology, an alternative interpretation re-
sorts to the modification of gravity that might eliminate the need
for dark matter. The modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND) is an
empirical model proposed to reproduce these astronomical obser-
vations without invoking the dark matter hypothesis [25]. The ba-
sic idea of MOND is to introduce a universal acceleration scale
apg = 1.2 x 1071%2/52. Standard Newtonian mechanics F = ma
is recovered when acceleration a > ag. For the so-called "deep-
MOND" regime with a < ag, Newtonian mechanics needs to be
modified to F = ma? /ayp, that is, the external force F o a?. Section
6 provides more details on this ad hoc theory. MOND might explain
the shape of the rotation curves [26], the baryonic Tully-Fisher rela-
tion [19, 27], and the tight correlation between the radial acceleration
of the rotation curves and that of the observed baryons [28]. However,
recent studies also suggest that ACDM is consistent with the radial
acceleration relation [29, 30]. This motivates the search for a theory

for the observed scaling (vy o« M ;/ *in BTFR) and the empirical
acceleration ag within the ACDM paradigm.

Small-scale challenges to ACDM strongly indicate missing pieces
in our understanding of dark matter physics. In this paper, we discuss
the acceleration fluctuations in dark matter and identify a fluctuation-
induced critical acceleration a. that might explain the empirical ac-
celeration a( in BTFR. The existence of velocity fluctuations in dark
matter is well known, where the probability distributions of dark mat-
ter velocity have been extensively studied [31, 32, 33, 34, 35]. This
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paper focuses on the acceleration fluctuations in dark matter and their
effects on the dynamics of galaxies and dark matter haloes. As shown
in Fig. 1 b), due to the long-range nature of gravity, every dark matter
particle interacts with all other particles such that a small change in
any particle position leads to perturbations in the acceleration of all
other particles. This leads to fluctuations in particle acceleration and a
redshift-dependent probability distribution of particle accelerations.
On the contrary, in the kinetic theory of gases in Fig. 1 a), molecules
undergo random elastic collisions that involve short-range interac-
tions. Molecules interact only with other molecules within a very
short distance. Changes in any molecule position will not lead to any
perturbations in acceleration. Therefore, only velocity fluctuations
are relevant for systems involving short-range interactions.

Compared to the velocity distributions and correlations that have
been extensively studied, more work is required to understand the na-
ture of acceleration fluctuations and distributions on different lengths
and time scales. The existence of acceleration fluctuations naturally
leads to a critical acceleration scale a., the root mean square (RMS)
acceleration, for a given distribution of particle accelerations. In this
paper, we will focus on acceleration fluctuation, critical accelera-
tion a., and its relation to empirical acceleration aq in BTFR. The
remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents
the redshift evolution of the acceleration distributions from the N-
body simulations, followed by the velocity distributions in Section
3. The velocity and acceleration fluctuations are closely related to
each other, connected by an energy cascade process during the hier-
archical structure formation (Sections 4 and 5). The connection with
empirical acceleration a is presented in Section 6—

2 DISTRIBUTIONS OF DARK MATTER ACCELERATION

In this section, we focus on the acceleration distributions of dark
matter particles from N-body simulations. The basic dynamics of
the self-gravitating collisionless dark mater flow (SG-CFD) is gov-
erned by collisionless Boltzmann equations (CBE) [36] that can be
numerically solved by particle-based N-body simulations [37]. As a
first step, we focus on the dark matter only simulations. The simu-
lation data were generated from the large-scale N-body simulations
by the Virgo consortium or the SCDM models (the matter-dominant
standard cold dark matter model) with Qpps = 1. This suite of
cosmological simulations is a dark matter only with a 240 Mpc3 vol-
ume. More details can be found in [38]. The same set of simulation
data has also been widely used to study clustering statistics [39], the
formation of halo clusters [40], and to test halo mass functions [41].

In this paper, to cross-check some results, we also use the Illustris
simulations (Illustris-1-Dark for dark matter only), a more recent
suite of cosmological simulations with a much higher mass resolu-
tion of mp = 7.6 X 106M@ [42]. The simulation has cosmological
parameters of dark matter density Qp s = 0.2726, dark energy den-
sity Qpg = 0.7274 at z = 0, and Hubble constant 2 = 0.704. The
simulation results of the Illustris simulations will be explicitly in-
dicated in the figures. For both simulations, the Friends of Friends
(FOF) algorithm was used to identify all haloes in the simulation
that depend only on a dimensionless parameter b, which defines the
linking length b (N/V) =173 Here, N is the number of total particles,
and V is the volume of the simulation box. All haloes in the simula-
tion were identified with a linking length parameter b = 0.2. After
identifying all haloes in the N-body system, all dark matter particles
can be divided into two groups: halo particles ("hp") and out-of-halo
particles ("op", particles that do not belong to any haloes). This is
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Figure 2. The redshift evolution of the probability distribution of particle
acceleration a, for all particles in an N-body system (SCDM). A long tail
oc al’f is gradually formed from z=5 due to the formation of halo structures.

important because the velocity and acceleration statistics of particles
in two groups are very different and should be studied separately.

By calculating the total force for every dark matter particle, the
proper acceleration a, for particle i is

ap = T 7 X7Y @
a2 Hig _ PP
7 xi = xj]
where x; and x; are the comoving coordinates of particles i and j.
The summation runs over all other particles except i. The periodic
boundary is also taken care of in the calculation, with a total of 26
replicas of the simulation domain in three dimensions.

Figure 2 plots the redshift variation of the acceleration distribu-
tion, i.e., the distribution of Cartesian components [@px,dpy,ap;]
of the acceleration vector ap for all dark matter particles. Particle
acceleration evolves from an initial Gaussian distribution at high red-
shift to a distribution with a long tail oc a1‘73 for large acceleration in
the halo core region. The tail starts to form at around z=5 due to the
formation of haloes.

By dividing all particles into halo and out-of-halo particles, Fig. 3
plots the evolution of the acceleration distribution for halo particles
(app: solid lines) and for out-of-halo particles (aop: dashed lines).
The long tail o al‘z3 at large acceleration comes from the halo core
region with a higher dark matter density. The maximum acceleration
is determined by the highest density in the halo core and seems
independent of the redshift. With continuous mass accretion, more
particles are accreted into the halo outskirts, and the distribution
gradually extends to smaller acceleration. The distribution of a,p
for out-of-halo particles is approximately Gaussian at high redshift.
Acceleration decreases with time due to expanding space (also see
Fig. 4). The out-of-halo particles with the greatest acceleration should
be those particles close to the haloes with which they are going to
merge (red arrow). The dotted lines represent the standard deviation
of the acceleration distribution (the root mean square acceleration
or RMS) at z =5, 3, and 0. The empirical BTFR acceleration ag is
marked by the black arrow that matches the RMS acceleration at
z = 0 (blue dashed line). This is not a coincidence. We will show
that the RMS acceleration is related to ag in Section 6.

To better describe the distribution and evolution of acceleration
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Figure 3. The redshift evolution of the probability distribution of halo particle
acceleration ap,, (solid lines) and out-of-halo particle acceleration a,, , (dash
lines). A long tail o a,:3 at large acceleration is a typical feature due to halo
particles in the core region. The distribution of a,,, for out-of-halo particles
is approximately Gaussian at high redshift. For both types of particles, the
acceleration decreases with time because of expanding space. The dotted
lines represent the standard deviation of the acceleration distribution (RMS
acceleration) at z =5, 3, and 0. The time variation of the RMS acceleration
is presented in Fig. 4. The empirical BTFR acceleration (ag ~ 1071%m/s?)
is marked on the graph (black arrow) that matches the RMS acceleration of
the N-body simulation at z = 0. This is not just a coincidence but suggests a
fluctuation origin of the empirical acceleration ag in BTFR (Section 6).

and velocity, we start by decomposing the particle acceleration and
velocity into two parts of different nature. In N-body simulations,
every halo particle ("hp"), characterized by a mass, mp, a velocity
vector, vy, and an acceleration vector ay,,, should belong to one
and only one particular parent halo. For each identified halo, the
total acceleration aj, and velocity vy, of each halo particle can be
decomposed into mean values and fluctuations around these mean
values [33]. These mean values are the halo acceleration and halo
velocity, respectively,

np np

ap = (app)p = L Zahp’ Vi =Vhp)n = L thp’ (3)
np k=1 "tp k=1

where (-);, stands for the average of a quantity over all particles
in a given halo. These mean values are related to the inter-halo
interactions between any particle and all other particles outside the
halo in which the particle resides. The inter-halo interactions are
weaker, operating on larger scales and in the linear regime.

On the other hand, fluctuations in acceleration and velocity of halo
particles are defined as

aj,, = anp —(anp), = anp — an, @
VZp =Vhp — <Vhp>h =Vhp = Vh,
i
hp
are related to the intra-halo interactions between that particle and all
other particles in the same halo. In contrast, the intra-halo interactions
are stronger, operating on smaller scales and in the nonlinear regime.
Due to the different nature of inter- and intra-halo interactions,
the halo velocity and acceleration (v; and aj) evolve in the linear
regime, whereas the velocity and acceleration fluctuations (V;lp and

where the acceleration fluctuation az and velocity fluctuation v

Vol. 000, 1-16 (2023)
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Figure 4. The variation of RMS accelerations (m/s?) with scale factor a for
all particles(ap: magenta), halo particles (app: blue), out-of-halo particles
(aop: black), haloes (ap: green), and acceleration fluctuation of all halo
particles (aL : red). All accelerations decrease with time except the RMS
acceleration flc;r all particles a,. The halo acceleration aj, matches the accel-
eration of the out-of-halo particles a,, and is much smaller (~ 10‘12m/52)
due to weaker gravity on large scales. The acceleration of the halo particles
app can be decomposed into the halo acceleration ap, and the fluctuation
a;m (Eq. (4)). Here, std(ay,) « a~1/2 evolves in the linear regime, and the
critical acceleration scale ac=std(a;l ) o a=3/* evolves in the nonlinear
regime (see Eq. (23) for a proof). At z=0, the critical acceleration of fluctu-
ation (a.) matches the empirical acceleration ag = 1071%m/s2, suggesting
the connection between the critical acceleration a. and the empirical accel-
eration aq in the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation (BTFR in Section 6). The
RMS acceleration for all particles a, is approximately a weighted average of
our-of-halo particle acceleration a,p, and halo particle acceleration ap,. It
does increase with time due to the increasing number of halo particles.

afw) evolve in the nonlinear regime (see Figs. 4 and 5). In this paper,
the mean velocity v; and acceleration ay, refer to the mean velocity
and acceleration of all particles in the same halo, i.e., the velocity
and acceleration of that halo. Fluctuations (v;lp and a;lp) refer to the
velocity and acceleration of halo particles that fluctuate around their
mean values vy and a; (Eq. (4)).

Figure 4 plots the time variation of the RMS acceleration (V3x
standard deviation of the distributions in Fig. 3), that is, the root mean
square acceleration for halo particles (blue), out-of-halo particles
(black), haloes (green), and acceleration fluctuations (red), where
the factor V3 is for the magnitude of the acceleration vector in a 3D
space. Halo acceleration ay, is the mean acceleration of all particles in
the same halo (Eq. (3)). All RMS accelerations decrease with time but
evolve differently. The standard deviation of the halo acceleration ay,
and the out-of-halo particle acceleration a,p evolves as o a 12 «
=173 (the linear regime due to inter-halo interactions on large scales).
The standard deviation of acceleration fluctuations a. = std(al
3/4

hp)
hp
evolves approximately as a. oc a=3/% oc 1~ /2 in the nonlinear regime
due to intra-halo interactions on small scales. The RMS acceleration
for all particles a, can be approximated as a weighted average of
our-of-halo particle acceleration a,p, and halo particle acceleration
app- It does increase with time due to the increasing number of halo
particles.

On large scales, haloes and out-of-halo particles have similar ac-
celerations that are much smaller than the acceleration of halo parti-
cles due to the large distance between different haloes and between

Vol. 000, 1-16 (2023)

108
4
’ e
’
.,
‘s
Y/
~
(o]
2z 5
a L |
= 10
-
=2
g 1
=]
3 a ,
5} 4 ’
% \ ’ 7 4
=) 7’
) 7’ 4
h= ’, ,
Q
g 1t e ’ 312 ]
; , ’ a
2
’ ——(v,)
P
2
—— (V)
—a— ((vi )2>=u2
hp
—0—(v})
103 1 L
102 107 10° 10"

Scale factor a

Figure 5. The variation of velocity dispersions (km?/s2) with scale factor
a for halo particles (vj,p: blue), out-of-halo particles (vop: black), haloes
(vi: green), and velocity fluctuation of halo particles (v}, » red). All velocity
dispersions increase with time. The dispersion of halo velocity v; matches
the out-of-halo particle velocity v, 5, . The velocity of halo particles vj,, can
be decomposed into the halo velocity v, and the fluctuation v;lp (Eq. (4)).
Here, the dispersion of halo velocity vy, evolves as oc a o +2/3 (in the linear
regime due to inter-halo interaction on large scales). The dispersion of velocity
fluctuation Vll:zp (or the critical velocity scale u%) evolves as « a3/2 o ¢ (in
the nonlinear regime due to intra-halo interaction on small scales).

out-of-halo particles (x 107 12my/s2, green and black lines). At z=0,
the critical acceleration of fluctuations a. matches the empirical
acceleration of BTFR ag ~ 10710 m/s. This suggests a potential
relationship between the critical acceleration a. for fluctuations (the
RMS of acceleration fluctuations) and the empirical acceleration ay.

Similarly, Figure 5 plots the time variation of the velocity variance
(or kinetic energy). The halo velocity vy, is the mean velocity of all
particles in the same halo (Eq. (3)). The dispersion of the halo velocity
vy, matches the dispersion of the out-of-halo particle velocity vop.
Both velocity dispersions have a linear scaling « a that manifests the
linear regime on large scales. Therefore, haloes behave like macro-
particles on large scales with an evolution of both acceleration and
velocity similar to that of out-of-halo particles (see Figs. 4 and 5).
The velocity dispersions of haloes and out-of-halo particles evolve
as (o< a « 2/ 3) due to inter-halo interactions on large scales that are
in the linear regime. The dispersion of velocity fluctuations evolves
as « a*/% « t due to the intra-halo interactions on small scales that
are in the nonlinear regime.

3 DISTRIBUTIONS OF DARK MATTER VELOCITY

Since acceleration and velocity fluctuations are tightly connected in
the self-gravitating collisionless dark matter, this section focuses on
the velocity distribution in dark matter, which is also required to
understand the origin of empirical acceleration aq in Section 6.
Similarly to the acceleration distribution, the velocity distributions
of dark matter particles can be studied by N-body simulations and
by the theory of maximum entropy [33]. The principle of maximum
entropy requires a velocity distribution with the highest entropy and
the least prior information [43, 44]. In the kinetic theory of gases,
the maximum entropy distribution of the molecule’s velocity follows



the well-known Boltzmann statistics,

Fo)= e[ )
T Vo, T\ 22)

where v% is the velocity dispersion or the scale of velocity fluctuation.

The Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution of particle speed reads

2 2
Z(v)=—2vﬂ=\/§‘}—exp - , (6)
v 7Tv(3) 2v(2)

Therefore, for systems involving short-range interactions, the maxi-
mum entropy distribution of the velocity is Gaussian (Eq. (5)).

For self-gravitating collisionless dark matter involving long-range
gravity, the maximum entropy distribution of particle velocity (de-
noted as the X) can also be analytically derived. More details can be
found in [33]. This can be achieved by applying the virial theorem
for mechanical equilibrium and the maximum entropy principle for
statistical equilibrium. Here, we briefly present only the main result.
The maximum entropy distribution (X) reads [33]

oV @+ (/)

X ) K@

" 2avy ™
where Ky (x) is a modified Bessel function of the second kind. Sim-
ilarly to Eq. (5), vg is a velocity scale (the scale of velocity fluctu-
ation). Here, a is a shape parameter that dominates the shape of X
distribution. The X distribution approaches a double-sided Laplace
(exponential) distribution with @ — 0 and a Gaussian distribution
with @ — oo, respectively. The second-order moment (variance) of
the X distribution should be:

Ky(@) o »
K (a) vy =09, ®)

Similarly to the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution in Eq. (6), the cor-
responding distribution of the particle speed Z(v) reads

0xX 1 v2 e N a?+(v/w)?

Z(V)=—2VE=m'—'— (9)

Var(v) = a

Figure 6 presents the comparison of X distribution with the N-body
simulation (SCDM). For all pairs of particles with a given separation
r, the longitudinal velocity u is calculated as the projection of the
particle velocity u along the vector of separation r, thatis, uy =u-r.
In this graph, the parameters @ = 1.33, v% = 1/302, and the velocity

variance a'g = var(ur) for all pairs of particles on a small scale
of r = |r| = 0.1Mpc/h at z = 0. For intermediate a ~ 1, the
X distribution naturally exhibits a Gaussian core at low velocity
v < vq and exponential wings at high velocity v > v, as shown
in Fig. 6. Here, we find v, the scale of velocity fluctuation, that
delineates two regimes. In this case, the X distribution in Eq. (7) can
be expressed separately, that is, the Gaussian core for small velocity
and the exponential wings for large velocity;

X()=—" ) o
V)= —— X _—— or VKLV N
2av0Ky (@) F " 2002 0 o)

1 v
X(v)= —— -——] fi .
) vk, (@) exp( VO) or |v| > vy

This is also consistent with other N-body simulation results [45].
In Fig. 7, solid lines present the velocity and speed distributions of all
halo particles from the Illustris-1-Dark simulation [42], while dashed
lines plot the X and Z distributions from Eqgs. (7) and (9).
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Figure 6. The X distribution with a unit variance compared with the velocity
distribution from N-body simulation (u;, normalized by o). The vertical
axis is in the logarithmic scale (logj). The X distribution with @ = 1.33 and
vg =1/3 0'3 matches the velocity distribution on a small scale r, where all
pairs of particles are likely from the same halo. The Gaussian core (17, < vg)
and exponential wings (u7, > vo) can be clearly identified.
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Figure 7. The X distribution for particle velocity and Z distribution for par-
ticle speed from Illustris simulations. Velocity is normalized by the standard
deviation oy in Eq. (8). The shape parameter @ = 1.33 and the velocity
scale vg = 1/30'3. Dashed lines present the analytical model of velocity
distributions from Eqgs. (7) and (9).

Comparing the X distribution with the Gaussian distribution f(v)
in Eq. (5), the effect of long-range gravity on velocity distributions
can be clearly demonstrated. For a small velocity v < v of particles
in the halo core region or small virialized haloes, the distribution is
approximately Gaussian. For a high velocity v > v of dark matter
particles in the outer region of the haloes, the distribution deviates
from Gaussian. It approaches an exponential distribution, reflecting
the effect of long-range gravity on particles with high velocity.

Next, let us look at the kinetic energy of dark matter particles
(energy per unit mass) that will provide more insight into the effect

Vol. 000, 1-16 (2023)
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of long-range gravity. In Newtonian mechanics, the specific kinetic
energy ek (v) = v2/2. For self-gravitating collisionless dark matter,
the specific kinetic energy € (v) for all particles with a given speed
v can be obtained from the maximum entropy distribution [33],

3X(v)v? 3 3X(v)v?
2vox/ov  Z(v)

an

eg (v) = -

where X (v)v2dyv is the total kinetic energy for all particles with a
given speed v, while vO0X/dvdyv is the total number of particles with
that given speed v (e.g. Eq. (9)). Substitution of Eq. (7) into Eq. (11)
leads to the effective kinetic energy (Specific) as a function of speed
v,

2
eg (v) = ;V(Q) a?+ (l) . (12)
Vo

Note that ek represents the effective kinetic energy. In N-body sim-
ulation, we can identify all particles with a given speed v at any
moment with instantaneous energy of &;(v) = v2/2 + ¢;, where ¢;
is the potential energy of that particle at that moment. The average
energy of all particles with the same speed v can be written as
(¢i(v)) =ex+¢ep and 2eg =nep, (13)
where the effective kinetic energy ek and potential energy €p obey
the virial theorem and »n is the potential exponent. Particles with
the same speed v can be in haloes of different sizes with different
instantaneous potential ¢;. The virial theorem is valid in the sense
of averaging over an ensemble of particles with the same speed v
or averaging over the time trajectory of a given particle. Therefore,
the effective particle kinetic energy g reflects the ensemble and
time-averaged particle kinetic energy for all particles with the same
speed. More details and simulation validations can be found in ref.
[33].

For dark matter, the particle kinetic energy £x (v) has two regimes
that follow a linear scaling and a parabolic scaling, respectively,

3
eg (v) ~ Fvov for v > v,

3 3v2
exg (v) = zav%+ % for v < vg. (14
—— ——
1 2

For particles with a small velocity v < v, term 1 is the contribution
from the halo velocity v, i.e., the mean velocity of all particles in the
same halo. High-speed particles are usually in the outskirts of haloes
with extremely small acceleration. Due to the long-range nature of
gravity, their dynamics are dominated by both inter- and intra-halo
interactions. The superposition of all intra- and inter-halo interac-
tions leads to linear scaling g (v) « vgv, which emerges from the
maximum entropy principle. This scaling can also be confirmed by
N-body simulations [33]. On the contrary, the dynamics of low-speed
particles in the halo core region are dominated only by the intra-halo
interaction with Newtonian behavior, that is, g (v) o v2.

In summary, the velocity distributions of dark matter involve a
typical velocity scale v (the scale of fluctuation). Depending on the
particle velocity v, the effective kinetic energy e follows e (v)
v2 for low speed (v < vg), that is, a standard Newtonian behavior.
However, ex (v) « vgv for high-speed (v > v() is a unique "non-
Newtonian" feature due to long-range gravity in dark matter. These
results will be used to explain the non-Newtonian behavior and the
empirical BTFR acceleration ag in Section 6.

Vol. 000, 1-16 (2023)

Dark matter flow (DMF)

)]
® ® ® @
o-@- @@ -
1 T Halo
1 P mass
1 Propagation range 1 Deposition range scale

mx *

Figure 8. Schematic plot of the mass and energy cascade in dark matter flow.
Hierarchical structure formation proceeds via halo merging to give rise to
larger haloes. Haloes merge with smaller haloes to give rise to larger haloes
and produce a continuous mass/energy flux to larger mass scales, that is,
a continuous inverse mass/energy cascade in the halo mass space. A scale-
independent rate of the energy cascade g, is expected in a certain range
of mass scales (propagation range). The mass/energy cascaded from small
scales is consumed to grow haloes on scales greater than m; (deposition
range). Figure 16 presents a typical two-body merging to calculate the rate of
the energy cascade &,. Table 1 presents the relevant physical quantities on
the smallest scale (mx) and the largest scale (m},) of the propagation range.
More details can be found in previous work [46, 47, 48] on the theory of mass
and energy cascade, the applications to derive universal halo density profile
and mass function, and comparison and validation with N-body simulations.

4 THE ENERGY CASCADE IN DARK MATTER

The acceleration and velocity fluctuations are not independent of each
other. In fact, two fluctuations are intrinsically connected through an
energy cascade process in dark matter, which has been extensively
discussed in previous work. Halo mass functions, density profiles,
and universal scaling laws can be systematically derived based on the
concept of energy cascade across haloes of different sizes [46,47,49],
where the readers can find more details. Here, we provide a brief
overview, as shown in Fig. 8, followed by illustrations of the concept
from the results of N-body simulations.

First, long-range gravity requires the formation of different sizes
of haloes to maximize the entropy of the system [33]. These local-
ized overdense halo structures (building blocks in dark matter flow)
facilitate the formation of hierarchical structures via halo merging to
give rise to larger and larger structures (see Fig. 8). Due to hierarchi-
cal structure formation, haloes of mass M merge with a smaller halo
of mass m to produce a mass/energy flux into the scale of M +m
in the halo mass space. Continuous halo structure merging facili-
tates a continuous mass/energy cascade (or flux) from small to large
scales to form larger and larger structures. This halo-mediated cas-
cade process, combined with acceleration fluctuations, improves our
understanding of the empirical acceleration ag in BTFR.

Second, a constant rate of the energy cascade g, is expected in
certain ranges of halo mass scales, that is, the propagation range
, where g, is independent of the mass scale my, (Fig. 14). If this
is not the case, there would be a net accumulation of energy on
some intermediate-mass scale below mz We exclude this possibility
because we require the statistical structures of the haloes to be self-
similar and scale-free for haloes smaller than m;l This leads to scale-
independent cascade rates up to a critical mass mz Mass/energy
cascaded from small scales is consumed to grow haloes beyond
the propagation range, i.e., a deposition range. These fundamental
concepts can be rigorously formulated and demonstrated by N-body
simulations, along with the value of constant rate &,,.

We first introduce the cumulative mass function A, (my, a) that
represents the total mass in all haloes greater than a mass scale my,,

(o)

Am(mh, (1) = Mh (a) fM (m’ m;;) dma (15)

mp
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Figure 9. The variation of cumulative mass function A,,, (my,, a) with halo
mass scale my, at different redshifts z. The total mass My, (a) in all haloes of
all sizes is calculated with my, — 0(Eq. (15)),i.e. My (a) = Ay (my, =0, a)
that increases with time.

where a is the scale factor and My, is the total mass in all haloes of
all sizes. Here, fps (mp,m)) is the halo mass function that gives the
probability distribution of the total mass M}, in haloes of different
mass my,. Figure 9 plots the variation of the cumulative mass function
A (my, a) with halo mass my, and redshifts z. The total halo mass
M, can be obtained by setting mj;, — 0 in Eq. (15), i.e. My (a) =
Am(mp, — 0, a) that increases with time.

Next, every halo particle velocity vy, can be decomposed into
mean velocity v;, and velocity fluctuation vilp according to Eq. (4).
Similarly, the kinetic energy of each halo particle can be decomposed
accordingly, that is, the halo kinetic energy from the mean velocity
Kpp = vi/Z and the virial kinetic energy Ky = (vzp)2/2 from the
velocity fluctuation v;lp.

Similarly to the cumulative mass function A, in Eq. (15), the
cumulative kinetic energies (Apj and Apy) can be introduced to
represent the total kinetic energies K ,, and Ky, in all haloes greater
than the mass scale my,,

Apn(mp,a) = My, (a) far (m,my,) K ppdm,

" (16)
A])V(mh’ a) = Mh (a) fM (m’ mz) vadma

mp

Using Virgo simulations (SCDM), Figs. 10 and 11 present the varia-
tion of the cumulative halo kinetic energy A, and the virial kinetic
energy Apy with the halo mass scale my, at different redshifts z.
Next, using the cumulative kinetic energy and the cumulative mass
Am, we can calculate the mean (specific) halo kinetic energy K_ph

and the mean (specific) virial kinetic energy Kp, (energy per unit
mass) in all haloes above any mass scale my,, that is,

— Apn
ph= "3 —

and Kpy = . 17

m Am

Figures 12 and 13 plot the variation of the halo kinetic energy K,

and the virial kinetic energy K, with the mass scale m,. The halo
kinetic energy is relatively independent of mj,. The virial kinetic
energy increases with the mass of the halo my, as Kj, o« mi/ 3 for

larger haloes with mass mj; — oco. Both kinetic energies increase
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Figure 10. The variation of cumulative halo kinetic energy A, (my, a)
with halo mass scale my, at different redshifts z, i.e., the kinetic energy from
the mean velocity vy, (the motion of entire halo) due to inter-halo interactions
on large scales in the linear regime.
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Figure 11. The variation of cumulative halo kinetic energy Apy (my, a)
with halo mass scale my, at different redshifts z, i.e. the kinetic energy from
the velocity fluctuation v,‘1 (Eq. (4)) due to intra-halo interactions on small
scales in the nonlinear regime.

with time but with different scalings because of the distinct nature of
intra- and inter-halo interactions in the linear and nonlinear regimes.
The energy cascade is often associated with the kinetic energy
contained in the random velocity fluctuations or K p,,. Next, we will
focus on the cascade of the specific virial kinetic energy Ky due to
nonlinear interactions and fluctuations on small scales. The rate of
cascade for (specific) virial kinetic energy K, is defined as

2 ()
ot \ Am
a‘/‘x’ Mh(a)fM(m,mZ)va

ot Jm, fmoz My, (a) fmr (m, m;;) dm

Hpv(mh,a) = —% (va) =

(18)

dm,

where Kp, is defined in Eq. (17), i.e., the specific virial kinetic
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Figure 12. The variation of mean halo kinetic energy Kiph with halo mass
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Figure 13. The variation of mean virial kinetic energy K, with halo mass
scale my, at different redshifts z. The mean virial kinetic energy (K} ) in all
haloes of all sizes is denoted as the dashed line with mm;, — 0. Here, (K, ) =
Kpyv (mp — 0, a) is also related to the velocity dispersion ((v;p )2) in Fig.
5. This figure will be used to compute the rate of the energy cascade &,
in Fig. 14. The time evolution of virial kinetic energy K, (the non-linear
regime with (K, ) o t! is also shown in Fig. 15). The virial kinetic energy
2/5
s

follows a 2/5 scaling for large haloes, where K, o m

energy in all haloes greater than mj,. The inverse cascade (transfer)
of the virial kinetic energy K, from all scales below m, leads to
the change of Ky, on all scales above m,, that is, the change of K_pv
with time. Therefore, Eq. (18) describes the transfer of specific virial
kinetic energy (K ) from all haloes below the scale my, to all haloes
above the scale my, at a rate of Iy, i.e. the rate of cascade.

Figure 14 plots the variation of ITp,, with the mass scale m;, and
the redshifts z. The mean (specific) virial kinetic energy K_,,v in
Fig. 13 was used to calculate the cascade rate I, in this figure.
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Figure 14. The variation of the rate of energy cascade Il (my,, a) (using
Eq. (18) and data in Fig. 13) with halo mass scale m;, at different redshifts
z. A scale-independent constant rate of &, can be clearly identified in the
propagation range for an inverse cascade of virial kinetic energy K, from
small scales to larger scales. That rate is also relatively independent of time and
is around -3 x 10~7m? /s> (also see Fig. 15). This is an important quantity that
connects the velocity and acceleration fluctuations in Section 5. The (purple)
dashed line denotes the characteristic mass mj, at z = 0.

The simulation confirms that the rate of the energy cascade I, is
independent of the mass scale my, and the time ¢ in the propagation
range my, < m) in Fig. 8 since the statistical structures of the haloes
should be self-similar and scale-free for haloes smaller than m;‘l
Therefore, in the propagation range, we can write

ey = Mpy(mp,a) for mpy <mj, (19)

where g, is a very important constant that reflects the rate of energy
cascade across haloes of different sizes. Acceleration and velocity
fluctuations are connected by g, in Eq. (22). With continuous in-
jection of virial kinetic energy K at a constant rate of &, on the
smallest scale, we expect the total K, in all haloes of all sizes to be
proportional to time ¢, that is, (K},,,) o< —&,¢, as shown in Fig. 15.

Figure 15 presents the evolution of the mean specific halo kinetic
energy (K ) and the virial kinetic energy (Kpy) for all halo parti-
cles, i.e. the specific kinetic energy K_ph and K_,,v in Figs. 12 and 13
with the limit mj;, — 0 (dashed lines). The data in Figs. 12 and 13
were used to plot the time evolution. A constant rate of the energy
cascade £, = =3 x 10™7m?/s3 can be confirmed as the proportional
constant for (Kpy) (that is, (Kpy) o —gyt), where &, < 0 repre-
sents the inverse cascade from small to large scales). The halo kinetic
energy (Kpp) o« a o 12/3 is due to inter-halo interactions on large
scales, which is in the linear regime. In the Illustris simulation, it
levels oft at low redshift z because of the effect of dark energy. While
on small scales or in the non-linear regime, the virial kinetic energy
(Kpv) o —gyt is due to the inverse cascade of the kinetic energy.
The virial kinetic energy is not affected by dark energy because of
the bounded halo structure on small scales.

In summary, this section introduces the concept of an energy cas-
cade in dark matter. The kinetic energy is inversely cascaded from
small to large scales at a constant rate &,. N-body simulations con-
firm a constant value of g, ~ -3 X 10_7m2/s3 (Figs. 14 and 15). In
the next section, we will use these results to connect the acceleration
and velocity fluctuations and identify the critical acceleration a., i.e.,
the scale of fluctuation, for self-gravitation collisionless dark matter.
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Figure 15. The variation of mean specific halo kinetic energy (energy per
unit mass) (K, ) and virial kinetic energy (K ) (unit: m?/s2) for all halo
particles from Virgo and Illustris-1-Dark simulations. Simulations confirm a
constant rate of the energy cascade £, = —3 x 10~7m?/s3. Due to the long-
range inter-halo interactions with particles from different haloes, (K, )
increases with time in the early matter dominant universe (i.e., the linear
regime with (K, ) o« #2/3). In the Tllustris simulation, it slightly decreases
at low redshift in the dark energy dominant universe due to the accelerated
expansion. Due to intra-halo interactions with particles from the same halo,
the virial kinetic energy Kp, increases as (Kpy ) o« —&,t on small scales
(the non-linear regime). Dark energy has negligible effects on (K ,,, ) because
of bounded structures on small scales.

5 THE CRITICAL ACCELERATION OF DARK MATTER

The energy cascade in dark matter is closely related to velocity and
acceleration fluctuations, where the constant rate of the energy cas-
cade g, obtained in Fig. 14 can be directly calculated from these
fluctuations (Eq. (22)). To demonstrate this, consider an elementary
merging between a halo and a single merger, which facilitates the
continuous energy cascade across haloes of different scales. In a fi-
nite time interval A t, the merging of hierarchical structures might
involve multiple substructures merging into a single large structure.
For an infinitesimal time interval dt, that process should involve the
merging of two and only two substructures (Fig. 16) such that the
two-body merging is the most elementary process for the forma-
tion of hierarchical structures. The continuous two-body merging
between the halo and single mergers facilitates the formation of the
hierarchical structure and the mass and energy cascade in Fig. 8.
Now consider a typical dark matter halo of characteristic mass
(my, = m’;l) whose evolution is representative (Fig. 16). This halo
involves velocity and acceleration fluctuations with a critical velocity
uc = |u| and a critical acceleration a. = |a|, representing the scale
of velocity and acceleration fluctuations, respectively. These are also
the RMS velocity fluctuation (vzp) and the acceleration fluctuation

(a;m) for all halo particles in Eq. (4) and Figs. 4 and 5. Figure
16 plots the instantaneous moment of a typical two-body merging
when a single merger with a mass m, a velocity u due to velocity
fluctuation and an acceleration a due to acceleration fluctuation,
merging with a halo of mass my,. The single merger is right on the
halo boundary (dashed line) at the moment of merging. In this figure,

i) We focus on the instantaneous moment of merging such
that the single merger is right on the halo boundary. After this

Acceleration fluctuations of dark matter 9

’———~

4
/
/
/
/
I
I
1 Single
\ merger: m
\ /
\\ Halo /
N\ boundary 7
S 7
~ - _ P

= = =

Figure 16. The schematic plot of a typical two-body merging at the instan-
taneous moment of merging between a halo (mass: my,) and a single merger
(mass: m). The single merger has a typical velocity u (black) and acceleration
a (red). The dashed line is the boundary of that halo. The angle of incidence
satisfies cot (6,,,-) = 1/(37). Due to the two-body merging, halo mass my,
is cascaded to a larger mass scale at that exact moment, i.e., a halo of mass
my, moving into mass scale my, + m at that moment. In addition, the specific
kinetic energy is simultaneously transferred to larger mass scale at a rate of
&y xa-uxacuc (Eq. (22)) at that moment.

moment, the halo of mass mj will move to the next mass scale
myp, + m, that is, the cascade of mass my from the scale my to
larger mass scales my, + m (Fig. 8). Now, we focus on the energy
cascade that is associated with the mass cascade. Figure 14 describes
the calculation of the rate of the energy cascade g, based on the
definition in Eq. (18). This section provides an alternative way to
calculate &, based on the velocity and acceleration fluctuations;

ii) We focus on the cascade of the (specific) virial kinetic en-
ergy due to intra-halo interactions on the nonlinear small scales
(Fig. 14). Only velocity and acceleration fluctuations are relevant
(Eq. (4)), not the mean halo velocity and the mean halo acceleration.
Therefore, both velocity u and acceleration a are the fluctuations in
velocity and acceleration relative to the center of the halo.

iii) Due to the Zeldovich approximation [50] in the linear
regime, a single merger, as an out-of-halo particle before merging,
should have its velocity aligned with the direction of force or
acceleration, that is, du/dt = Hu/2 on large scales. Therefore, at
the halo boundary, the velocity vector u and the acceleration vector
a of a single merger are more likely to align with each other, that is,
u and a point in the same direction at the moment of merging, as
shown in Figs. 16 and 17.

iv) Due to the gravity of the halo to merge with, the single
merger right on the boundary (dashed line) has a relative motion
towards the center of the halo u, = u. cos(8,;) (radial velocity) and
a radial acceleration with a, = a. cos(6y,). The angle of incident
0. can be found as follows. The halo mass my, satisfies

4 ’G [Ac
my, = §7z'rzAcp_ = Ucir = r’:h = Hry, TC =3nu,, (20)

Vol. 000, 1-16 (2023)




10 Z Xu

cos( 9h)

Probability distribution function

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

102
1 08 -06 -04 -02

0
cos(Gau)

Figure 17. The probability distribution of cos6,, from N-body simulations
for the angle 6 between velocity and acceleration. Here, 6}, represents the
angle between halo velocity vy, and halo acceleration ap, in Eq. (4), onp
represents the angle between velocity and acceleration for "out-of-halo" par-
ticles. This plot shows the velocity and acceleration of out-of-halo particles
and haloes are highly aligned on large scales pointing in the same direction.
Most particles have an angle approaching zero with cos@=1.

where ry, is the virial size of the halo, A = 1872 is the critical
halo density from a spherical collapsed model [51], and u;;, is the
circular velocity at the boundary of halo. The Hubble parameter
H? =87Gj/3, where p (t) is the mean density of matter. Due to the
stable clustering hypothesis for virialized haloes, there is no stream
motion between particles in physical coordinates. In this sense, the
peculiar motion cancels out the Hubble flow, and the hypothesis
equivalently states that the peculiar radial velocity u, = Hry, in Eq.
(20). Therefore, the angle of incidence reads:
Uy 1

cos (Oyr) = cot(0yy) = — = —. 21)

Ucir 3n
Of course, Figure 16 represents a relatively simple picture at the
moment of a typical two-body merging, from which we hope to gain
more information.

From the above discussion, an alternative approach is presented
here to estimate the constant rate of the energy cascade ,, that should
give the same value as that in Fig. 14. The inverse mass/energy cas-
cade is facilitated by a series of halo mergers with single mergers
(Fig. 8). Upon each merging event, the mass is cascaded from the
smaller scale my, to the larger scale mj, + m. Simultaneously, asso-
ciated with the mass cascade, the kinetic energy is also transferred
from the smaller to the larger mass scales that come from the change
in the kinetic energy of that single merger at the instant of merging.
Furthermore, only relative motion along the radial direction (Fig. 16)
is relevant for the energy cascade. Motion in the tangential direction
does not contribute to the energy cascade. Therefore, for a single
merger with a critical velocity u. and a critical acceleration a., the
rate of the energy cascade &, can be simply treated as

1d(u?
2 (dutr) = —aruy = —ac cos (Qur) uc cos (Qur) (22)

where ¢, < 0 for inverse cascade from small to large scales, and
cos(0y,) ~ cot(fy,) for 6, close to /2 in Eq. (21). Here, the criti-
cal velocity and acceleration, or the scales of the velocity and accel-

&y
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Figure 18. The variation of the universal acceleration aq extracted from a
large sample of galaxies in cosmological hydrodynamical Magneticum simu-
lations (red circles) [53] and the EAGLE (green squares) [54]. The predicted
critical acceleration a. of dark matter varies with time as a. o« a3 o112
in Eq. (24). The critical acceleration a. matches the universal MOND accel-
eration ag extracted from Magneticum, which suggests the potential relations
between two accelerations (Section 6). The time evolution ag oc 7! predicted
by MOND was also plotted for comparison, which seems not to agree with
the simulation. Our model predicts ag o +~1/2 that matches better with the
N-body hydrodynamic simulations.

eration fluctuations, are u, = |u|=std(v§l ) and a. = |a|=std(a;lp).
Figures 4 and 5 present the evolution of u. and a.. This picture also
reveals that the energy cascade in the dark matter flow is directly
associated with the mass cascade. In contrast, the energy cascade in
turbulence is facilitated by the deformation of the vortex structure,
that is, by a vortex stretching mechanism [52].

Combining Eqgs. (21) and (22) together, the critical acceleration
ac (a) can be related to the constant rate of the cascade g, as
ac (a) z—Acg—u = 1872 o g3 o 112, (23)

Ue Ue

With u, = 496km/s at z = 0 from Fig. 5 and the constant rate of
the energy cascade &, = -3 x 10~ 7m?/s3 from Fig. 14, the critical
acceleration a. (the scale of acceleration fluctuation) reads

ac(z) = acoa73/4 7]/2, where

aco = ac(z=0)~ 1.1x1070m/s2,

where a.q is the critical acceleration at z = 0. Here, the velocity
fluctuation and the acceleration fluctuation are related to each other
through the rate of the energy cascade ¢,,. Furthermore, the redshift
dependence of the critical acceleration a.. is predicted to be a. (a) o«
a=3/* = (1+2)%/* with a value of a¢ = 1.1 x 1071%m/s? at z = 0,
which can be clearly confirmed by the N-body simulations in Fig. 4.

Return to the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation (BTFR, Eq. (1)) for
galactic rotation curves, the empirical acceleration ag ~ 107105 /52
matches the value of the critical acceleration a. of dark matter in Eq.
(24). Over the years, Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) has
been proposed to explain the empirical BTFR, where a is a universal
acceleration scale in MOND. In this section, we show that the critical
acceleration a.( from the acceleration fluctuation matches the em-
pirical acceleration ag in BTFR and MOND. More importantly, the
predicted redshift dependence of a. o a~43 is consistent with that
of ag obtained in different cosmological hydrodynamic simulations
for the formation of galaxies [53, 54], as shown in Fig. 18.

o< acot 24)



For example, in Magneticum simulation [53], the relation between
the baryonic acceleration and the total acceleration, i.e., the rotational
acceleration relationship (RAR), can be extracted from a large sample
of galaxies. Universal acceleration ag can be identified from the
RAR relation at different redshifts z. Figure 18 presents the variation
of the universal acceleration ag from the Magneticum simulations
(red circle). Our theory predicts the critical acceleration of dark
matter ac « ¢~1/2 (blue dashed line for Eq. (24)) that matches
the acceleration a( obtained from the hydrodynamic simulations.
Furthermore, the redshift dependence of ag is obviously slower than
o 1~1 (black dashed line), which is proposed from the coincidence
in MOND theory [55], that is, ag = cH/(2x) o t~!, where ¢ is
the speed of light. This conclusion can also be confirmed by the
acceleration a( obtained from the EAGLE simulation results (green
squares) [54], which is consistent with the scaling a. o a=3/4
~1/2_ The time evolution of a. o« /2 in Eq. (24) might offer a
powerful test to distinguish between MOND and ACDM.

The coincidence between the critical acceleration of dark matter
a. from fluctuation and the universal acceleration aq in BTFR and
MOND suggests a potential connection between two accelerations.
In the next Section, we will briefly discuss this connection.

oC

6 THE ORIGIN OF EMPIRICAL ACCELERATION q

Similarly to the critical velocity scale u. due to the fluctuation of the
velocity, there exists a critical acceleration a. due to the fluctuation
of the acceleration (Figs. 3 and 4). Note that the critical acceleration
ac at z=0 matches the empirical acceleration ag in BTFR and also
the universal MOND acceleration. This suggests that ag could be
an intrinsic property of ACDM cosmology due to the acceleration
fluctuations in dark matter. The value and origin of ag in BTFR
is still empirical and phenomenological without a good theory. In
this section, we briefly discuss the connection between empirical
acceleration ag and critical acceleration a. in dark matter.

First, the modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) is a popular
empirical model that reproduces the same astronomical observations
without invoking the dark matter hypothesis [25]. The basic idea of
MOND is to introduce a universal acceleration aq. Standard New-
tonian mechanics F = ma is recovered when baryon acceleration
a > ay. For the "deep-MOND" regime with a < ag, Newtonian
mechanics should be modified to F = ma?/ay, that is, the external
force F o a2. In the "deep-MOND" regime, for a galaxy with a total
baryonic mass Mp,, the dynamics for a given baryon particle far from
the center of the galaxy is given by (with acceleration a = v; /r,
where r is the distance):

2 2
F GM, W3/
F_GMy 2 f = v4 = GMpao, (25)

m r2 ao

which is the BTFR with a flat rotation velocity v ¢ in Eq. (1).

The universal MOND acceleration aq (or the empirical BTFR
acceleration) might originate from the critical acceleration a. due
to fluctuations in dark matter acceleration. Let us consider baryons
dispersing and mixing with a fluctuating dark matter fluid. The self-
gravitating collisionless dark matter fluid has an intrinsic critical
velocity scale u and a critical acceleration scale a. due to respective
velocity and acceleration fluctuations (Sections 2 and 3). The rate of
the energy cascade can be related to the velocity and acceleration
fluctuations as g, « —acuc (Eq. (22)) (Section 5). For the entire
halo, the total mass of dark matter is dominant over the mass of
baryons. However, in the core region of haloes (bulge), the baryonic
mass (star plus gas) can be dominant over the mass of dark matter.

Acceleration fluctuations of dark matter 11

Consider baryonic particles on the outskirts of the halo with mass
my,, velocity up, and acceleration a;, = duy /dt, moving under an
external driving force F},. The baryons interact with dark matter
through gravity only so that the baryons in the halo outskirts are in
equilibrium with dark matter and share the same rate of energy cas-
cade such that g, « —apup (Eq. (26)). The acceleration of baryons
on the outskirts can be extremely small and less than the critical
acceleration a. of the fluctuation, that is, a; < a.. In this scenario,
the effect of fluctuations is dominant over the effect of external force
Fp,. The acceleration of the baryon particle a; and the velocity uy,
should give the same rate of the energy cascade:

e detie = apip,. (26)

Next, the external force Fj, can be calculated from the time deriva-
tive of the specific kinetic energy €k (the change in the particle
kinetic energy equals the power from the external force),

dek (up) _ dek(up) dup
b b, dt

where eg o« ucuyp from Eq. (14)). Here, the left-hand side is the input
of power (the work done by Fj, per unit of time) from the external
force Fy,. The right-hand side shows the change in the kinetic energy
of baryons. The work done by F}, increases the kinetic energy ex
of the baryon. In self-gravitating collisionless dark matter flow, the
effective kinetic energy &g can be obtained from the maximum
entropy distributions [33]. In Eq. (14), the effective kinetic energy
follows £ (v) o v2 for particles in the core region with low speed or
high acceleration (v < vg), that is, the standard Newtonian behavior.
However, eg (v) o« vgv for high-speed or low-acceleration particles
(v > vg) in the outskirts of haloes is a unique "non-Newtonian"
feature due to the long-range nature of gravity. Here, the velocity
scale v plays the role of the critical velocity u..

Finally, for baryon particles with a < a. or up > u. (in the
outskirts region of the halo), the specific kinetic energy ex o ucup.
Substituting this into Eq. (27), the external force can be calculated
from Eqs. (26) and (27) that follows F}, o« (ap)?/ac, that is,

Fpup =m =mpUcdp, 27)

a2

Fp = mpap <€ = mp, 2. 28)
up ac
This result is in agreement with the force in the "deep-MOND"
regime. Compared Eq. (28) against Eq. (25), we found that the crit-
ical acceleration a. due to acceleration fluctuations in dark matter
plays the role of universal acceleration ag in BTFR or MOND. Fur-
thermore, the time evolution of a. o ¢~ 1/2 in Eq. (24) suggests the
same time evolution of ag o 112 This theory offers a powerful
test to distinguish between MOND and ACDM from observations
of the redshift variation of ag. On the other hand, for particles with
high acceleration, that is, a; > a., the effect of external force F, is
dominant over the effects of velocity and acceleration fluctuations so
that the standard Newton law F}, = mpap can be recovered.

In short, two key ingredients are necessary for this simple inter-
pretation: i) the constant rate of the energy cascade (Eq. (26)), and
ii) the effective kinetic energy proportional to the speed at a small
acceleration (Eq. (14)).

7 QUANTITIES ON SMALL AND LARGE SCALES

Figure 8 discusses the propagation range between a small mass scale
myx and the characteristic mass m} . The propagation range involves
a constant rate of cascade &,,, which is independent of the mass scale.

The value of g, is determined in Section 4 from N-body simulations

Vol. 000, 1-16 (2023)



12 Z Xu

(Fig. 14). The velocity and acceleration fluctuations introduce two
additional constants in the propagation range. In this section, we will
use dimensional analysis to determine relevant physical quantities at
the small end my and the large end m;‘l of the propagation range.

First, let us focus on the large end in Fig. 8. This is the largest
halo scale at z = 0 (denoted by the subscript A). On that scale, the
expansion of the universe is important. The Hubble constant H and
the fluctuation scales (. and a.) should play a role on this scale.
The corresponding one-dimensional velocity scale is ug = uc/V3.
The dominant physical constants on this scale can be G, g, the
critical velocity scale ug = 286km/s from Fig. 5 (or the acceleration
fluctuation scale a.), and the scale factor a (or the Hubble constant
Hp). Any physical quantity O on this scale can be expressed as
0 « G¥s), ufaP, where the exponents can be determined from the
dimensional analysis.

Table 1 lists the relevant physical quantities on the largest scale A
(at z = 0) calculated with following values for &, G and ug:

ey =-3X 10_7m2/53,
G =6.67x10""m3/(kg - s?), 29)
uo = 286km/s.

The length scale /4 o g,/ ug is the size of the largest halo with a
characteristic halo mass my ~ mz The time scale 74 should be the
time (approximately the age of the universe #() required to form the
largest halo. The density scale pg o sg / Gug is the average mass
density of the entire halo. If we write the mean dark matter density
as (€, is the mass fraction of dark matter),

3H?
p=—20,, ~2x10 7 kg/m, (30)
8nG
the density contrast Ac = p4/p can be obtained as
3 2
Ae=PA - 2T B ) <00, @31
o 3Qn Houg

This density contrast is of the same order as the value A, = 1872
obtained independently from the spherical collapse model [56]. The
acceleration scale a 4 has already been discussed in detail (Eq. (23)),
which is the critical acceleration in fluctuation.

The energy density scale p, 4 should be comparable to the energy
density of CMB photons (cosmic microwave background). The CMB
photons interact with baryons via Thomson scattering, whereas dark
matter interacts with baryons via gravity. With all three "phases"
(baryons, radiation, and dark matter) in equilibrium on the largest
halo scale, the energy density or pressure of the haloes on that scale
pPea should be comparable to that of the CMB density pcyp =~
4x 10714y /m3, that is, the halo pressure on that scale should be
in balance with the background radiation. Finally, the "effective"
kinematic viscosity v4 is relevant to the adhesion model in large-
scale structure formation [57, 58].

The small mass end of the propagation range (or mass scale my)
was discussed in a separate paper. For cold dark matter that is fully
collisionless, the scale-independent cascade rate ¢, (Fig. 14) can be
extended down to that scale, where quantum effects become impor-
tant if there are no other known interactions involved except gravity.
Assuming that gravity is the only interaction between dark matter
particles (traditionally denoted by X), the dominant constants on the
smallest scale (the X scale) are the (reduced) Planck constant 7,
the gravitational constant G, and the rate of the energy cascade g,,.
Similarly to the large end, any physical quantity Q on this scale can
be expressed as Q « G* 8%?‘11, where exponents can be determined

Vol. 000, 1-16 (2023)

The largest scale A

Quantity The smallest scale X of halo at 7 = 0
Ix = (-Gh/ey) Ia =~y eu
Length —10-3m -2.5Mpe
179
Time Ix = (_Gzhz/SZ) tA = (—uésu)
=10"7s =8.6 x 10°year
1/9
Mass mx = (_<‘3uhs/G4 mp = —M(S)/(Gsu)
=10'2GeV =4.8 x 103 Mg
Veloci VX:(Eth/4)l K VA = U
u
o =10""m/s = 286km/s
1/9 ap =ac=-Acey/uc
S :_(Iizf/(hcz;)) =11 x 107 10m/s?
= L1Tm/s (see Eq. (23))
79
Energy Ex = (_h78154/G2 Ex=-ul/(Gey)
=10"%V =7.8 x 10°4J
1/9 — 2
Density px = (5:140/(714(;13)) pA = SMZ/S(GMO)3
=102kg/m? =2x107"kg/m
Ener: 179
densigtz pex = (&itn™2G™ PeA = "9,%/121(;14(2))3
(pressure) =107 /m? =1.6 x 107147 /m’
Diftusivity 1/9
(kinematic vx = (-n*G* "3:;1) VA = _Léé/ 52,4
viscosity) =10""m?/s =2.2x 108m?/s

Table 1. Relevant quantities on large and small ends of the propagation range.

from the dimensional analysis. With values listed in Eq. (29), relevant
quantities can easily be found and listed in Table 1. More details can
be found in the relevant references [46, 48],

8 DARK ENERGY FROM ACCELERATION
FLUCTUATIONS

Dark energy, a pervasive form of energy, was proposed to account
for the accelerated expansion of the universe. The nature of dark
energy has remained elusive for more than a quarter century. A key
question of dark energy is whether it is a cosmological constant A
in the standard ACDM model, or it dynamically evolves, or it arises
from modifications of General Relativity.

For dynamic models of dark energy, the first example is a flat
wCDM model, where the evolution of the dark energy density ppg
involves an equation of state parameter w such that pp g o a3 (+w)
Parameter w=-1 recovers the standard ACDM model with a constant
dark energy density. The second example involves a two-parameter
parametrization of the equation of state parameter w(a) = wqg +
wq(1 — a) (wogwoCDM model). This model leads to an evolving
dark energy density of [59],

PDE = pDEOa_3(1+W0+wa)e3wa(a_l)’ (32)

The recent results on baryon acoustic oscillations from DESI (Dark
Energy Spectroscopic Instrument) provide constraints on two param-
eters wg and w, when combined with cosmic microwave background
and supernova data [60]. These results prefer wg > —1 and w, < 0
and indicate potential deviations from the standard ACDM model
with a quickly weakening dark energy at low redshift due to the
exponential term in Eq. (32).

In this section, we briefly discuss a possible dark energy model as
an energy density from the acceleration fluctuations of dark matter
and compare this model with existing models. Discussions are only
briefly presented here in the hope of leading to other suggestions and



ideas from the community. Future studies involving more rigorous
thermodynamic treatment are certainly required.

We begin with an analogy of the pressure in the kinetic theory of
gases. The Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution of gas molecule velocity
can be obtained from the maximum entropy principle (Eq. (5)). There
exists a velocity fluctuation with a typical velocity scale vgq;. Kinetic
pressure (or energy density) Pgqs, a macroscopic state variable, is
related to the velocity fluctuation (or temperature kg7 o véus),

Pgas o< Pgasvéay (33)

where pgqs is the density of gas. This suggests a fluctuation (an
entropic or random motion) origin of the kinetic pressure Pgqs [61].
Thermal fluctuations tend to bring a system to its macroscopic state
of maximum entropy with a finite pressure Pgqs. The larger the
velocity fluctuations vﬁas, the higher the temperature 7', the greater
the entropy contained in the velocity distribution, and the higher
Kinetic pressure Pggqs.

For the self-gravitating flow of collisionless dark matter, acceler-
ation fluctuations also exist with a typical scale a.g = a. (z =0),
in addition to the velocity fluctuations (Sections 2 and 5). Similarly
to the kinetic pressure in Eq. (33), we postulate the existence of an
additional pressure or energy density that is due to the acceleration
fluctuations of all dark matter particles. Therefore, in an analog to Eq.
(33) for gas pressure, an acceleration-fluctuation-induced pressure or
energy density p, at z = 0 reads (using Eq. (23))

2
a
pa = Ao%’ ~ 240 x 107107 /m3, (34)

which coincidentally is on the same order of dark energy density
PDE) =5X 107197 /m3 at z = 0. Here, the dimensionless numerical
constant Ag in Eq. (34) is of the order of unity. Unlike the kinetic
pressure in Eq. (33), there is no density involved in Eq. (34) such that
this pressure due to acceleration fluctuation should be a macroscopic
state and independent of the local matter density. On large scales, it
is relatively homogeneous in space.

Since the acceleration-fluctuation-induced energy density pg, if
exists, happens to be on the same order as the dark energy density at
z =0 (Eq. (34)), we postulate the dark energy with a possible origin
from the acceleration fluctuation (a%} of all dark matter particles
(Fig. 4) such that the dark energy density reads

(ap) _, 35
G a v, (35)

PDE = Ag
where (a%,} is the acceleration fluctuations of all dark matter parti-
cles. Here, v is an exponent of scale factor a that can be constrained
from observations. The evolution of the standard deviation of particle

acceleration std(ap)=+/ <a%> is presented in Fig. 4 (magenta color).

Since all dark matter particles can be divided into the halo particles
with a total mass of M}, and out-of-halo particles, the fluctuations of
all particles can be written as a weighted average involving a mass
fraction My, /M (Here, M is the total mass of all dark matter):

()= i) Gl [ -5 <l 5 o0

At a very high redshift before the formation of haloes, My, /M =~ 0
such that (a%,) ~ (a3p> oca ! (Fig. 4). In that situation, an exponent
vo = —1 is required for a constant dark energy density in Eq. (35).
With the hierarchical formation of haloes, the mass fraction
My /M al/? increases with time and approaches one [47]. Since
the acceleration fluctuations of out-of-halo particles are much smaller
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Figure 19. The evolution of dark energy density from the vyv,CDM model
(Eq. (39)) and from the wyw,CDM model (Eq. (32)). The vyv,CDM model
proposes the evolution of dark energy is tightly coupled to the evolution of
dark matter haloes. The model postulates an entropic origin of dark energy
from acceleration fluctuations of dark matter, which naturally gives rise to the
dark energy density ppgo = af_()/G = 10719J/m3. This model avoids the
"cosmological constant problem" since dark energy is different from vacuum
energy, the intrinsic energy of empty space. The model supports a dynamic
evolution of dark energy with an almost constant dark energy density in the
matter era, followed by a weakening dark energy when halo growth slows
down. However, the vyv,CDM model predicts a much slower power-law
weakening compared to the exponential decrease in the wow,CDM model.

than halo particles ((atz, p> < <a%lp> in Fig. 4), we can make the ap-

proximation in Eq. (36) such that acceleration fluctuations of halo
particles become dominant over out-of-halo particles.

Next, the acceleration fluctuations of halo particles read (Fig. 4)
() -k
where aqg = ac(z = 0) ~ 10719 /52 is the critical acceleration.
The total mass of all haloes can be shown to follow a power-law
scaling of My, o a'/? in the matter era and reach a plateau in the
dark energy era [47, 48, 49]. Therefore, the mass fraction of all haloes
in all dark matter can be modeled as

Mi _ a2 (1 = vaa) 12 (38)
M
where @y = 0.6 reflects that around 60% of all dark matter are
in haloes at z = 0 from N-body simulations [48]. At small a, the
scaling My, o« al/? is recovered, while at large a, the mass fraction
M,/ M levels off with a maximum mass fraction aj, (—v,)~'/2 that
is determined by the second parameter v,,.

Putting all equations together, the dark energy density from accel-
eration fluctuations of the dark matter finally reads

2

a
PDE = Ao%aha_vo_l (1-vaa)™'/2,
or
1/2
ok = popoa—r0—! [ A2 ! (39)
DE 1-vq4a
azo
where PDEO = A()%a'h (1 - Va)_l/2 .

This is a double power-law evolution of dark energy, i.e., ppg o
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a="~1 in the matter era. With the total mass of all haloes M),
leveling off, the dark energy density decreases as ppg o a=0-3/2
in the dark energy era. The standard ACDM model with a constant
dark energy density is recovered with vog = —1 and v, = 0. With
vo = —1, the model of Eq. (39) suggests a constant dark energy
density in the matter era and a decreasing dark energy density as
ppE « a~ Y2 in the dark energy era. Here, v, is a shape parameter
that determines the transition from the matter era to the dark energy
era.

The proposed dark energy model involves two parameters vy and
vq (i.e., the vov,CDM model). Figure 19 presents the evolution of the
V9V« CDM model. When compared against the wow,CDM model
with constraints from DESI [60], the vov,CDM model has three dis-
tinct features: i) the evolution of dark energy is tightly coupled to the
evolution of dark matter haloes; ii) model postulates that dark energy
originates from the acceleration fluctuations such that the "cosmolog-
ical constant problem" can be avoided; iii) model supports a constant
dark energy density in the matter era and a weakening evolution in
the dark energy era when structure formation slows down. However,
the vov,CDM model predicts a much slower power-law weakening
compared to the exponential decrease in the wow,CDM model.

9 CONCLUSIONS

This paper focuses on the velocity and acceleration fluctuations in
self-gravitating collisionless dark matter flow (SG-CFD) due to the
long-range nature of gravity. Long-range interaction requires the for-
mation of different sizes of haloes to maximize the entropy of the sys-
tem [33]. These haloes facilitate an inverse mass and energy cascade
from small to large scales with a constant rate of the energy cascade
Ey X — 10~ m? / $3 [49]. In addition to velocity fluctuations involving
a critical velocity scale u., the long-range nature of gravity leads to
a fluctuation in acceleration with a critical scale a.. The fluctuations
in velocity and acceleration satisfy the relation &, = —acuc/(1872),
which gives a. ~ IO’IOm/ s2 for us ~ 300km/s. The critical accel-
eration scale a. matches the empirical acceleration a( in the bary-
onic Tully-Fisher relation (BTFR) and the universal acceleration in
MOND. In conventional wisdom, MOND is a competing empirical
theory that potentially falsifies the dark matter hypothesis. Instead of
falsifying dark matter, we suggest that MOND theory might be con-
sistent with ACDM cosmology due to the velocity and acceleration
fluctuations and the energy cascade in cold and collisionless dark
matter. The "deep MOND" behavior can be recovered on the basis of
this idea. In analogy to the kinetic pressure of gases that are produced
by and proportional to velocity fluctuations, we postulate a similar
"pressure” or "energy density" p, that is induced by the acceleration
fluctuations of dark matter. This energy density is proportional to
acceleration fluctuations (pg o a%/ G) and is of the order of 10710
J/m3, or on the same order as the density of dark energy. Therefore,
we postulate an entropic origin of the dark energy from the accel-
eration fluctuations of dark matter. A dynamical dark energy model
(vov«CDM model in Eq. (39)) was proposed with a constant energy
density at high redshift and a slow power-law weakening dark energy
at low redshift.
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