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We study dynamical friction in the Newtonian regime of nonlocal gravity (NLG),
which is a classical nonlocal generalization of Einstein’s theory of gravitation. The
nonlocal aspect of NLG simulates dark matter. The attributes of the resulting effec-
tive dark matter are described and the main physical predictions of nonlocal gravity,
which has a characteristic lengthscale of order 1 kpc, for galactic dynamics are pre-
sented. Within the framework of NLG, we derive the analogue of Chandrasekhar’s
formula for dynamical friction. The astrophysical implications of the results for the
apparent rotation of a central bar subject to dynamical friction in a barred spiral

galaxy are briefly discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Imagine the scattering state of a Newtonian two-body system. Under the Newtonian

inverse-square law of gravity, the bodies deviate from their original paths during the scat-
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tering process, but the mechanical system is conservative and the overall positive energy is
conserved. Let us choose one of the bodies as the reference and focus attention on its initial
momentum vector. In the scattering process, the component of the final deflected momen-
tum of the reference body along the direction of its initial momentum does not change to
first order in the gravitational coupling constant GG, but decreases beyond the linear order.
The net loss of momentum of the reference particle along its initial direction of motion is the
source of the dynamical friction force. Normally, dynamical friction becomes physically sig-
nificant when an astronomical body of mass M moves relatively slowly through a population
of stars of average mass m < M. It was first calculated in a collisionless gravitational sys-
tem by Chandrasekhar [1]. For the applications of dynamical friction in galactic dynamics,
see [2]. The main purpose of this paper is to study dynamical friction within the frame-
work of nonlocal gravity theory and derive the analogue of Chandrasekhar’s formula in the
Newtonian regime of NLG. We now turn to a brief introduction of NLG and its Newtonian
regime.

In the special and general theories of relativity, physics is local [3]. For instance, the
standard approach for extending relativity theory to an accelerated system in Minkowski
spacetime involves the pointwise application of Lorentz transformations, which makes phys-
ical sense if the velocity of the accelerated system is in effect locally uniform during an
elementary act of measurement. The locality assumption is certainly valid for pointlike
coincidences of classical point particles and rays of radiation. However, wave phenomena
are intrinsically nonlocal by the Huygens principle; moreover, such nonlocality extends to
the measurement of the electromagnetic field. To determine the frequency content of an
incident wave packet, for example, an accelerated observer must in general employ instan-
taneous Lorentz transformations over an extended period of time, during which the state
of the observer varies continuously. At the same time, there are invariant local acceleration
scales of length and time associated with the accelerated system. Therefore, accelerated sys-
tems are in general nonlocal and the past history of accelerated motion must be taken into
account [4], thus leading to nonlocal special relativity [5]. The deep connection between in-
ertia and gravitation, as revealed in Einstein’s development of general relativity [3], suggests
that gravity should be nonlocal as well. The most natural approach to a nonlocal grav-
ity theory would be to introduce history dependence via a nonlocal constitutive relation in

close analogy with the nonlocal electrodynamics of media [6H8]. Thus, nonlocal gravitational



field equations would reflect an influence (“memory”) from the past that endures. History
dependence could in fact be a natural feature of the universal gravitational interaction.

To implement this idea, the first step would involve expressing Einstein’s general rel-
ativity (GR) in a form that resembles Maxwell’s electrodynamics. This can be simply
accomplished by the introduction of a preferred frame field in spacetime and employing
an extended geometric framework known as teleparallelism. Indeed, there is a well-known
teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR), which is the gauge theory of the group
of spacetime translations [9]. Therefore, TEGR, though nonlinear, is formally analogous to
electrodynamics and can be rendered nonlocal via history-dependent constitutive relations
as in the nonlocal electrodynamics of media [10, [I1]. In the resulting theory of nonlocal grav-
ity (NLG), the gravitational field is locally defined but satisfies partial integro-differential
field equations. The only known exact solution of NLG is the trivial solution; that is, we
simply recover Minkowski spacetime in the absence of gravity. Thus far, the nonlinearity of
NLG has prevented finding exact solutions for strong-field regimes such as those involving
black holes or cosmological models [12]. However, linearized NLG and its Newtonian limit
have been the subject of extensive investigations [I3H17]. A comprehensive account of NLG
is contained in [1§].

When nonlocal TEGR is expressed as modified GR, the source of gravity turns out
to include besides the standard symmetric energy-momentum tensor 7}, of matter, certain
purely nonlocal gravity terms which we interpret in terms of nonlocally induced effective dark
matter. That is, the nonlocal aspect of gravity appears to simulate dark matter. What is
now considered dark matter in astrophysics and cosmology may indeed be the manifestation
of the nonlocal component of the gravitational interaction. This circumstance constitutes a
significant observational consequence of NLG and has been explored in connection with the
gravitational physics of nearby spiral galaxies and clusters of galaxies [I4]. Though much
remains to be done, thus far NLG appears to be consistent with observational data regarding
the solar system as well as nearby galaxies and clusters of galaxies. However, there are still
many issues regarding the astrophysical and cosmological implications of nonlocal gravity

that must be resolved [I9H23].



A. Newtonian Regime of NLG

In this paper, we are interested in the Newtonian regime of nonlocal gravity. In the
Newtonian limit, the basic equations of nonlocal gravity simply reduce to the nonrelativistic
gravitational force

F(x) = —mVo(x) (1)
on a test particle of inertial mass m in the gravitational potential ®(x), which satisfies the

nonlocal Poisson equation [1§]

V2a(x) + [ xlx - y)V0(y) d'y = 4G plx). 2)

where x is the constitutive kernel in the Newtonian regime. Here, x is assumed to be
a universal function independent of the potential; moreover, x is a smooth function with
certain reasonable mathematical properties which make it possible to write Fredholm integral

Eq. in the reciprocal form [24]

47G p(x) + / a(x — y) 4G ply)] &y = VB (x) (3)

where ¢ is the reciprocal kernel. Equation can be written as

V2 = dxG (p+pp)s  pp(x) = / 4 — y)ply) &, (4)

where pp is the density of effective dark matter and is given by the convolution of the
reciprocal kernel ¢ with the density of matter p. It follows from the convolution theorem for
Fourier integral transforms that in Fourier space pp(k) = ¢(k) p(k), where we define §(£) to

be the Fourier integral transform of a suitable function s(x) such that

5(€) = /s(x) e X Py s(x) = (271r)3 /§(§) eEx e (5)

We note that pp = 0 if p = 0; hence, there is no effective dark matter in the complete

absence of matter. Furthermore, for the sake of simplicity, we have suppressed the possible
dependence of ®, p and pp upon time ¢t. There is no retardation in the Newtonian regime;
hence, x and ¢ have no temporal dependence and gravitational memory is purely spatial in
the Newtonian limit.

In NLG, we determine the reciprocal kernel ¢ on the basis of observational data. Two
simple spherically symmetric functions have been considered in detail, namely,

1 1+ po(ag+r)

— —HOT
drhg  r(ag+r) ¢ (6)

q1(r)



and
1 1+ po(ag+r)

— —HoT
4t (ag +1)? ‘ ’ (7)

G2(r)
where r = |x —y|. Here, \g ~ 1 kpc is the basic length scale of NLG, while ay and pg
moderate the short and long distance behaviors of ¢, respectively. It turns out that in
the Newtonian regime of NLG, we recover the phenomenological Tohline-Kuhn approach to
modified gravity [25H27]. Indeed, kernels () and are appropriate generalizations of the
Kuhn kernel (47)\o7?)~! within the framework of NLG [I§].

Let us note that for ag = 0, kernels ¢; and ¢y both reduce to gy given by

1 14 per
= —e
47?)\0 r?

qo(r) e (8)

where for any finite radial coordinate r, gy > q1 > @2, since ag > 0.
For a point mass m located at the origin of spatial coordinates, p(x) = md(x), the

nonlocal Poisson Eq. reduces to
VZ0(x) = 4rGm [d(x) + ¢(x)] (9)

where mq(x) is the density of dark matter associated with the point mass m. Therefore, the
net amount of effective dark matter associated with the point mass is given by m times the

integral of the reciprocal kernel g over all space. In this connection, it is useful to define

&) =tr [ Slals) -~ alo)ds, =12 (10)
0
where
° 2
47r/ 52 qo(s)ds = ap , Q= : 11
; QU( ) 0 0 o /1o ( )
It is straightforward to show that
1
Ei(r) = 50 Co € [E1(Co) — E1(Co + por)] Co = Hoag , (12)
Er) = 261(r) = —2 g G ——eror (13)
2T 1\r) = 2a00r+a06 )

where Fj is the ezponential integral function [28]. It follows that & (r) and & (r) are positive
monotonically increasing functions of r that start from zero at » = 0 and for »r — oo approach
E1(00) = 00 G e E1({p) and Ey(o00) = 2&(00), respectively.

The net amount of effective dark matter associated with a point mass m is thus

mp = Moy W, (14)



where w = w;, 1 = 1,2, depending upon whether the reciprocal kernel is chosen to be ¢; or

q2, respectively. Here,

0 =1-SGEORG), =1 B (G) (15)

and &;(o0) = (1 — w;)ap. If we ignore the reciprocal kernel’s short distance parameter ay,
then (o = ppag vanishes and w = 1. Moreover, w;((y) and ws((y) decrease somewhat from
unity with increasing (p; for instance, for ¢y € (0,0.1], wy € (1,0.9] and w9 € (1,0.8]; for the
graphs of w;({p) and wy(p), see Fig. 7.2 of [I§]. For a reasonable value of ag, such as a few
parsecs, (y ~ 10™* and w is then very close to unity and we may neglect the contribution of

E(r) to the effective dark matter.

B. NLG: Two-Body Force Law

According to the Newtonian regime of NLG, the force of gravity on the point mass m

due to point mass m’ at position r is always attractive and is given by

Gmm'r
Frarg = ”;g” (1+4), A=-Er)+ap[1— 0+ Lur)e™], (16)
where 7 = |r| and A is the net contribution of the effective dark matter. This force is

conservative and satisfies Newton’s third law of motion. With ay = 0, £(r) = 0 and the
resulting force law has been employed in the gravitational physics of galaxies and clusters of
galaxies to determine parameters o and pg [14]; indeed, observational data regarding the
rotation curves of nearby spiral galaxies imply

2

Qp Lo

ap =10.94 £ 2.56, 1o =0.059+0.028 kpc™!, A= ~3+2kpc.  (17)

Furthermore, observational data regarding the solar system indicate that ag > 10'* cm [16].
It proves useful to present a physical derivation of the formula for the gravitational

force (16). In a system of N point particles, the force on any particle m; is given by

Eq. , namely,

N
, m;r
Flrg = —Gm; E , ;

3 {1-&(r)+ao[l = (1+ 5 por)e "]}, (18)
7]

where r = r; —r;. This result consists of two terms: the Newtonian term due to m; plus the

modification due to the fact that the point particle of mass m; is surrounded by a spherically
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram illustrates the calculation of the gravitational force on m; due to the
effective dark mass associated with m; presented in Eq. . Dark matter is indicated here by the
spherically symmetric dark region that surrounds m; and extends to infinity. One can think of the
effective dark mass inside the sphere of radius r as though it were all concentrated at its center
at m; due to Newton’s shell theorem. Moreover, this theorem implies that the contribution of the

effective dark mass outside the sphere of radius r to the gravitational force on m; vanishes.

symmetric distribution of effective dark matter of density m; ¢(r), where ¢ is the reciprocal
kernel and its spherical symmetry is just a convenient simplifying assumption. However,
this simplifying assumption has the important result that by Newton’s shell theorem the
net attractive force of the dark matter associated with this spherical distribution points in
the direction of m; and involves only that part of the spherical distribution of dark matter
that is inside the radius » = |r; — r;|. To emphasize this point, the contributions of the
Newtonian and effective dark matter parts can be written as

m;  my [y 4 s?q(s)ds
2T 2
r r

, (19)

where the rest of the spherical distribution of effective dark matter associated with m; does
not contribute due to Newton’s shell theorem. This is illustrated in Figure
From Eq. , we have

/ 47 s%q(s)ds = —5—1—/ 47 sqo(s)ds, (20)
0 0



where, using Eq. , we find
/ 47 sqo(s)ds = ag [1— (1 + L por)e 7] . (21)
0

In this way, we recover Eq. for F{\ILG by summing over m;, ¢ # j.

II. EFFECTIVE DARK MATTER

It follows from Eq. that in the Newtonian regime of NLG, Newtonian gravitation
theory can be employed provided we take due account of the corresponding effective dark
matter as well. Indeed, every point particle of mass m is surrounded by a spherically
symmetric distribution of effective dark matter of density m q(r), where r is the radial
coordinate in a spherical polar coordinate system centered on the point particle m. The
net amount of effective dark matter is mp = m agw, where ag =~ 11. If we choose ¢ = qq,
then w = 1. The result is slightly less if we choose ¢; or g¢q, see Fig. 7.2 of [1§]. In any
case, because of spherical symmetry, the center of mass of the total effective dark matter
associated with m is exactly at the location of m.

If we now have a Newtonian system of N baryons, say, each of inertial mass m;,
1 = 1,2,---, N, then each baryon brings with it the accompanying spherically symmet-
ric effective dark matter of mass m; agw centered on the baryon. Since agw is a constant
and the same for each baryon, the Newtonian center of mass coincides with the center of
mass of the total effective dark matter. This will not be true, however, if we ask for the
effective dark matter inside a galaxy, for example; then, the range of integration of the ef-
fective dark matter will be restricted by the boundary of the galaxy and instead of agw for
each baryon, we will get a fraction of this quantity depending on the location of the baryon
m; in the galactic system. Therefore, for a galaxy the baryonic center of mass is in general
different from the center of mass of the corresponding effective dark matter.

For any isolated system of N baryons, we have the total baryonic mass Mp and the
corresponding total effective dark matter agwMp over all space, where w < 1. However,
the amount of dark matter, Mp, confined within the system depends on the shape and

volume of the system such that

N
Mp < agwMp < ag Mp, Mp ::Zmi. (22)
i=1



The dynamic mass of the system is thus given by Mg + Mp = Mp(1 + ¢), where ¢ for the
system is defined by
M

¢::MD<a0w<a0. (23)
B

In NLG, we have the basic result that for any finite system the fraction ¢ must be smaller
than ag ~ 11. If the system is so huge that most of the baryonic matter is at distances
larger than py' ~ 17 kpc, then we expect that the effective dark matter fraction approaches
the limiting value of agw. Moreover, very far away from a baryonic system of mass Mg,
it exhibits an effective gravitational mass that approaches Mp (1 + o w). Therefore, for
a cluster of galaxies, NLG predicts that we should have ¢ ~ agw. This appears to be
consistent with observation of nearby clusters of galaxies [I4]. The standard definition of
dark matter fraction in astrophysics is

My o
Mg+ Mp 1+¢

6. (24)

Ioum :

Let us note that fpy; as a function of ¢ increases monotonically from zero and approaches
unity as ¢ — oo. In NLG, ¢ < ap; hence, fpys is less than ag/(1 + ag). Therefore, for
ap =~ 11, the effective dark matter ratio in NLG is such that fp < 0.917.

These considerations are naturally reflected in the gravitational force on a point

mass m due to a point mass m’ located at r. For r > 1/, Eq. reduces to

Gmm'r
73

Fuaig ~ 14+ apw). (25)

That is, as the distance r between m and m’ increases, the magnitude of Fyrg in Eq.
slowly increases from the Newtonian 1/72 and for r > % ~ 17 kpc becomes 1/r? again, but
with m’ — m/ (1+aow). The physical interpretation of this result is that m is now subject to
the attractive Newtonian gravitational force of m as well as the total spherically symmetric
effective dark matter distribution associated with m'. For r — oo, this net amount of
dark matter becomes m’ oy w, as expected, and hence the effective gravitational mass of m/
becomes m’ (1 4+ cyw). As is evident in the force formula above, this situation is symmetric
between m and m’ and hence our discussion could be repeated for the gravitational force
experienced by m’.

It is interesting to mention an alternative explanation of the behavior of the two-body

gravitational force that is important for the consideration of dynamical friction that is the



10

focus of the present work. We can imagine that the strength of the gravitational coupling

increases with distance in NLG; that is,
G—G1l+A), Azl—i—/ 47 s%q(s)ds, (26)
0

so that the gravitational coupling “constant” ranges from G to G(1 + apw) as r goes from
0 to oo.

Let us briefly digress here and mention the connection of these results with Fourier space.

From

o) = [ ol e tx e, (27)
we note that p(0) = Mp and similarly pp(0) is the total mass of dark matter over all space,
namely, apw Mp. The convolution theorem implies pp(0) = ¢(0) 5(0), which is consistent
with the fact that ¢(0) = apw. Moreover, ¢o(0) > §1(0) > ¢2(0), a relation that actually
holds for any k [18].

Finally, let us imagine an isolated astrophysical system (“galaxy”) consisting of N parti-
cles and let D be the baryonic diameter of the system, namely, the diameter of the smallest
sphere that completely surrounds the baryonic system at the present time. For each baryon
m; in the system, ¢ = 1,2, --- , N, the corresponding effective dark matter that is within the
confines of the system and contributes to the dynamic mass of the whole system is evidently

less than b
m; / 47 s2q(s)ds. (28)
0
This means that the total effective dark matter in the galaxy, Mp, is such that
D
Mp < Mg / 47 s*q(s)ds. (29)
0
On the other hand, g < ¢y implies
D D
/ 47 s%q(s)ds < / 47 s*qo(s)ds . (30)
0 0
Moreover, Eq. can be written as
D
/ 47 s*qo(s)ds = ag H(D), (31)
0
where

HD):=1-(1+ %u,g D) e toP (32)



11

is a function that starts from H(0) = 0 at D = 0, monotonically increases with increasing

D and asymptotically approaches unity as D — oo. It follows that in the Newtonian regime

of NLG, we have

¢::%<QOH(D):0¢0 [1— (14 3poD)e "] . (33)
B

For systems with D > 1/uo &~ 17kpc, such as for nearby clusters of galaxies, H(D) ~ 1

and we find
¢ é Qo , (34)

in agreement with the relation ¢ ~ apw discussed earlier for such systems. On the other
hand, for systems in the intermediate regime where D is less than or comparable to 1/py ~

17kpe, we note that H (D) always stays below the line iy D/2 for D > 0. Hence,

D

¢ < I (35)
where \g &~ 3 kpc. Thus for a globular star cluster, the effective amount of dark matter is at
most a few percent of the baryonic content of the globular cluster. For a dwarf galaxy, the
effective amount of dark matter could be at most comparable to its baryonic content. For
giant galaxies and clusters of galaxies, ¢ can at most approach agw. Further discussion of
these issues is contained in [I8]. For recent observational advances in connection with dwarf
galaxies, see [29H33] and the references cited therein; the prediction of NLG that there is

less dark matter in dwarf galaxies seems to be consistent with these studies.

III. GRAVITATIONAL DRAG

The purpose of this section is to discuss the gravitational two-body system in accordance
with the Newtonian limit of NLG in order to derive the analogue of Chandrasekhar’s formula
for dynamical friction. For the sake of simplicity and convenience, we follow closely the
standard treatment presented in [2]. An astronomical body of mass M moves without direct
collision through a population of stars, each with a typical mass m. The result of two-body

interaction of M with a star of mass m will then be extended to include all of the stars.
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A. Two-Body Problem in NLG

Imagine the “Newtonian” gravitational interaction between masses m and M according

to NLG. The main equations are

d’x,, GmMTr d?*x GmMr
m dt2 - 7“3 [1 + A(Tﬂ ) M dt2 = 7“3 [1 + A(Tﬂ ) (36>

where A(r) is given by Eq. and
ri=Xy — Xp, ro=|r|. (37)

As in the Newtonian Kepler problem, the center of mass moves uniformly and it is possible

to separate the center of mass motion from the relative motion, so that

i = _w 1+ A (38)

In NLG, A is a universal function of three new gravitational constants: ag, g and .
Moreover, A(r) is a monotonically increasing function of r; indeed, A(r) starts from zero at
r = 0 and eventually approaches apw as r — oo. Equation is rather complicated but
possible to solve exactly; however, such a solution does not appear to be expressible in terms
of the standard functions of mathematical physics and would hence be impractical for the
problem under consideration in this paper. We therefore follow a different approach. Let us
note that in the classical two-body problem within the framework of NLG, the Newtonian
gravitational constant G is in effect replaced by G(1+A), indicating that the strength of the
gravitational interaction increases by an order of magnitude in NLG as the relative distance
goes to infinity. That is, for 7 < pg ' and 7 >> py ', we have the inverse-square law of gravity,
while the gravitational coupling “constant” ranges from G to G(1 + apw). It seems natural

to employ an approximation scheme involving a constant n such that
G(1+A) =G +n):=G,, 0<n<aw. (39)

The problem in NLG can thus be reduced in this approximation to the corresponding Newto-
nian problem; therefore, we can simply use the results of the standard treatment [2], except

that G — G,, = G(1 + 7). We defer the determination of 1 to the end of this section.
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B. Dynamical Friction

Next, we follow the standard treatment of this problem given in [2]. In the background
inertial reference frame, mass M with state (x,;, vy) interacts gravitationally with a star of
mass m with state (X, vy,). Let V := 1 be the relative velocity. The center of mass of the
two-body system moves uniformly; therefore, the net change in the scattering process in the
velocity of M is given by dvy, = mdV /(m+ M) and, similarly, 0v,, = —MéV /(m+ M). In
the standard scattering picture in terms of relative Cartesian coordinates, V| is the initial
relative velocity at ¢ = —oo. Hence, the magnitude of the relative specific orbital angular
momentum is given by L = bVj, where b is the impact parameter. As a consequence of its
distant encounter with a star of mass m, mass M suffers a loss in its initial velocity along
the original direction of motion due to the attractive drag of m. We are interested in the net
change in the velocity of M, (dvys)||, along its initial direction of motion. The end result is
Gy (m+ M)

40
G2(m + M)? + 02V (40)

which is the same as given by [2], except that we have replaced G' by G, = G(1 +7), where
7 is a constant parameter such 0 < n < apow. The magnitude of n for a given system is
estimated at the end of this section. The presence of 7 means that the net effect is naturally
stronger in NLG due to the effective dark matter of m.

The rest of the analysis is exactly as in Ref. [2] and we find the Chandrasekhar dynamical

friction formula
dv M
dt

where G has again been replaced by G, and f(v) is the isotropic velocity distribution function

VM
= —16m*G; m (m + M) lnAZTM /0 fw)w?dv, (41)
M

of the background stars. Here, In A is the Coulomb logarithm given by

Ao eV Dui, (42)
G,(m+M) G,(m+ M)

where vy, is the typical velocity of the background particles. For M > m, the magnitude

of dynamical friction force F can be expressed as

41 GE] M?
fNLG = —T,O<< UM) lIlA, (43)
M

where p is the mass density of the background stars and

p(<vy) = 47rm/0vM fw)w?dv. (44)
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It is possible to write A = byax/bmin, Where in the present approach by, = G, (m+ M)/ vgyp.
As revealed by simulations, Chandrasekhar’s formula is quite useful in astrophysical appli-
cations [2]; nevertheless, it is an approximate result that takes into account only the two-
body gravitational scatterings of M with the stars of the background infinite homogeneous
medium.

It is important to compare our result, namely, Fnpc with the standard ACDM picture
involving particles of dark matter. Let us first note that one can recover the Newtonian
dynamical friction force, Fy, by simply setting 1 equal to zero. On the other hand, it would
then be necessary to take into account the contribution of the hypothetical dark matter
particles. We recall that such particles are postulated to be nonexistent in NLG. Assuming

that dark matter particles exist with mass density py, Fn can be written as

47t G? M* - _
Fy = —”T p(< var) In A + pa(< var) lnAd] . (45)
M
Here, In A and In A, with
D Utzyp ~ Dd Utop

‘e M Ee 0

are the Coulomb logarithms associated with the baryonic and dark matter particles, respec-
tively, and Dy is the diameter of the smallest sphere that completely surrounds the corre-
sponding dark matter particles of the system at the present epoch. Comparing Eq. with
Eq. , it turns out that depending on the physical properties of the system, dynamical
friction can be stronger, equivalent or weaker in NLG as compared to the Newtonian theory
that includes dark matter particles. It appears that |Fnpg/Fn| depends sensitively upon
the ratio py/p. For instance, when py < p, it is possible that |Fyrc| is greater than, or equal
to, |Fx|. In the latter case, dynamical friction cannot be employed to distinguish between
nonlocal gravity and Newtonian theory with particle dark matter. In Section V, we consider

a certain astrophysical system explicitly and compare the role of dynamical friction in NLG

with the standard Lambda cold dark matter (Lambda-CDM) case.

C. Estimation of ¢

To estimate 7, the simplest possibility would be to average the function A(r) that ap-
pears in Eqs. and and represents the contribution of effective dark matter to the
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“Newtonian” gravitational force. Let us recall here that A as defined by Eq. consists
of two parts. The term involving £ vanishes in the absence of the short-distance parameter
ap. Indeed, for a reasonable value of ay — for instance, for ag equal to a few parsecs — the

contribution of £(r) to A(r) can be neglected. Then,
A(r) = ag H(r), (47)

where H is defined by Eq. . From

1050

/H(r)dr:ozor+§ 3+ por)e Hor, (48)

Ho
we find that averaging A(r) from r; to 7y results in

(&%)

— (5 —HoT2 (3 —HOT1| (49
2#0(7‘2_7"1) ( +M0T2>6 ( +M0T1)€ ( )

o
N~ (rg—rl)_l/ H(r)dr = ap+

Here, 71 & byin could be considered to be the maximum of Gy (m + M) /vf,, and the size of
the reference body M, while ry & by, could be taken to be the diameter of the baryonic
system D. That is, as before, D is the diameter of the smallest sphere that completely
surrounds the baryonic system (galaxy) at the present time. Let us recall that A ~ ry/r;
and assume for the sake of definiteness that

D
=. (50)

T’QZD, r =

Then, 1 can be expressed as

Oz()A

resim] CAT Ll Ut S L R

n~ay+

Normally, we have ry > 1 (or equivalently A > 1) and o7 < 1. In fact, the limiting case
of A — oo exists and we find

31—eHD

1
A -2  yCemD) 2
n( —>oo)—>ozo( 5 D +2e ) (52)

For 1o D € (0, 00), the function in the parentheses starts from zero with slope 1/4 and slowly
but monotonically approaches unity as g D — oo.

To make a crude estimate for n in a globular star cluster, a dwarf galaxy and a galaxy,
let us take the following typical sizes D ~ 10 pc, =~ 1 kpc and =~ 10 kpc, respectively. Using
equation (51]) with A ~ 100, n for a globular star cluster is small, i.e. 7 ~ 1073, implying
that effects of NLG do not appear to be significant in globular star clusters. On the other
hand, for a dwarf galaxy and a normal galaxy we find n & 0.163 and n = 1.596, respectively.
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IV. GRAVITATIONAL WAKE

There is an alternative way to view Chandrasekhar’s dynamical friction formula. As the
reference body of mass M moves through an infinite homogeneous medium consisting of
stars of average mass m, the ensuing disturbance leads to a density enhancement in the
reference body’s wake, thereby slowing it down via gravitational attraction. This approach
has been developed by a number of authors; see [34] and the references cited therein. To
determine the role of NLG in this process, we follow the treatment presented in [34].

In the background medium, we ignore the gravitational interaction between the stars.
Therefore, the stars in their unperturbed states move according to x = x¢ + v,,,t with
constant momenta p = mv,, starting from ¢ = —oco with xq ranging over all space. The

motion of the reference body generates a density perturbation
pur(t,x) = MeP'5(x — vyt), (53)

where 5 > 0 is a constant auxiliary parameter that we need in the course of our calculations;
however, we will eventually assume that § — 0. In the Newtonian regime of NLG, Poisson’s

Eq. (4) takes the form
V20 = ArGMe™ [6(x — vart) + q(x — vat)], (54)

where ¢ is the reciprocal kernel. Working in Fourier space, we find

. GM 1+ (j(kl) eik-(x—th)+ﬂt dgk 7
272 k2

B(t,x) = (55)

where we have used the fact that the reciprocal kernel is spherically symmetric by assumption
and its Fourier integral transform ¢(k) is thus only a function of k = |k|. Neglecting any
interaction between the stars, the motion of a star is perturbed by the gravitational influence
of the reference body alone. In general,

dp _

= —mVe(x). (56)

We can express the resulting perturbation in x and p of a star in powers series in terms of

the gravitational coupling constant GG. That is,

X =Xg+ Vpt + A1x+ Agx + -+ p=mv,+Ap+Llp+---, (57)
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where, for instance, A, p is the momentum perturbation of order n. Substituting Eq. in
Eq. , the first-order perturbation in p can be obtained from Eq. with unperturbed

X = Xg + v,ut. Therefore,

d(A d;p] GMm / 1+ q kj gil-wttkxo) g3 (58)

where

wi=k-(vy — vy, +if. (59)

It is important to note that the net force of gravity on the stars vanishes to first order in
G. For instance, the j-component of the net force can be calculated by integrating Eq.
over all the stars. To this end, let us multiply the right-hand side of Eq. by N d®z,
where N is the constant density of stars. The integration over the j-component of x( results
in £5(¢) = 0 in the integrand, where £ = k7. Thus, the net rate of momentum transfer is
zero to linear order in GG. We therefore proceed to the evaluation of this quantity to second
order in G.
The second-order perturbation in the momentum Asp can be determined from

d(Agp]) . 82<I> 1
B M Gan (60)

where K;; = 9°® /0270 is the tidal matrix evaluated along the unperturbed path of a star.
Moreover, the first-order change in the position of a star can be calculated by integrating

the force Eq. twice over time starting from ¢ = —oo. The result is

. M 1 o
Ar? = G / qu2 L eil—witkxo) 131 (61)
w

To evaluate this second-order rate of momentum transfer, let us first note that

920 GM/1+q (')
Oxidxl k'?

s (62)
where W' ;=K' - (v)y — v,,) + 5. It proves convenient at this point to replace k’ by —k’ and
hence w' by —w™ in Eq. (62)); then, combining Egs. and we find

d(Agp’) . GMN* [ L+ GRL+ )] it i ittty xo 37, 18
S =im( oy / T e A T N (%)

To find the net rate of momentum transfer to second order, we must sum over all the stars;

therefore, let us integrate Eq. (63]) over N d3xq. The result is

(A2p]) 272 Zﬁt/[l—i_q(k)}z j g3
Vatars— GM mNe oz KAk, (64)
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where we have used the fact that i(w™* — w) = 28 when k’ = k. In Appendix A, we prove a
useful identity, namely,

8vm

k2w? k2|w|?

Substituting this relation in Eq. and taking advantage of the following representation

of Dirac’s delta function:

.1 B
= l _—
o) a0t T |z +ip)%’ (66)
we find by letting 8 — 07 that exp(28t) — 1 and
d(Asp;) 2772 9 [1+q(k)] 3
Duars = gy = 2P MmN / L0l (var = V)] &k (67)

Thus far, we have been working with Cartesian coordinates in Fourier space. Let us now

introduce spherical polar coordinates and write
ki = ksindcos g, ke = ksindsin g, ks = kcosv. (68)

Without any loss in generality, we can choose the Cartesian axes in Fourier space such that
V) — Vi, is a vector in the polar direction; then, integrating over angles in Eq. @, we get

d(Agp;)
dt

1
— 4wG2M2mNaa A(kz)]Q% : (69)

by
stars ,qun ‘VM _ Vm|

It follows from the results of Appendix A and Eq. below that this net force is in
the direction of v/, once we take due account of the isotropic velocity distribution of the
background stars.

We note that the mass density of stars is given by

p=mN = m/f(vm)d?”um , (70)

where f(v,,) is the isotropic velocity distribution function of the stars. Therefore, in Eq. ,
the part that depends on the velocity of the stars should be replaced by

0 1 m
mN r—)m/fvva—V);di;m, (71)
OVl Vs — Vin| [Var — Vin|

since Eq. involves the sum over all stars and that includes their velocity distribution.

Using Newton’s shell theorem in the present context, we find

) 3 vy [ 2
. 3 m 3 m m m -
f(om |VM Vm| d’v WUM i f(vm)vz, dv (72)
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Finally, Eq. can be written as

d(Agp? T dk
P D2 g [ )it [0+ aPSE @
t vy Jo k

where
vm
p(<vy) = 47rm/ f ()02, dvy, . (74)
0

The total rate of momentum transfer to the stars should be equal and opposite to

the dynamical friction force F experienced by the reference body; hence,

d
Furg = MEM = 47 G202V p(< vy) /[1 + (k)]
dt Um

2k

=, (75)

which reduces to Chandrasekhar’s result in the absence of the reciprocal kernel. That is,

the Coulomb logarithm is given by

Fmax gk k
v 1 max
/k d n( kmm> | (76)

min

where 1/kp.c has to do with the distance of closest approach (“byi,”), while 1/ky;, has to
do with the extent of the background medium (“byay”) which we assumed to be equal to D.

To connect with our approach in the previous section, we can define a constant parameter

kmax kmax
[ e = [E. ()

min

N via

min

Then, Eq. takes the form of Chandrasekhar’s formula with G replaced by G = G(1+17),

where 7) depends upon the boundaries of the domain of integration k., and k. that is,

d
Frre = MM —4WG%M2VTMp(< vpr) In A (78)
dt Ty,

where A = byax/bmin-

A. Estimation of 7

The reciprocal kernel depends upon three parameters, namely, ag, A\g and po. To estimate
7, we neglect the short-distance parameter ag for the sake of simplicity. In this case, q reduces

to qo given by Eq. . Therefore,

Fmax o odk o [P dk
[ amrg e [TF (79)

kmin min
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where §o(k) is the Fourier integral transform of ¢ and is given by

R Qo 1 Lo k
By=20 M ctan ) > 0.
do(k) 5 (1 ETp + - arctan ,u0> >0 (80)

Notice that ¢y goes from ag to 0 when k goes from 0 to oo; therefore, we expect from Eq.

that 0 < 7 < . It is straightforward to evaluate the integral containing ¢, in Eq. in

order to find an approximate analytic expression for 7). Let us define

dk Qg 1 arctan u\12du
T:= [[1+4k))*—= = I+ — — 1
/[+q“(>]k /[+2<1+u2+ u ﬂu (81)

where u = k/p. This integral can be evaluated explicitly and the result is

of 1
I(u) =2 1)?Inu— = 2) In(u® + 1 82
(u) 8u2+1+(0é0+ )"Inu — Sag(ag +2)In(u” +1) (82)
o) arctanu  of arctan® u
- Bag +4) T = B )

We recall that kyin = 1/bmax = 1/D and kpax = 1/bmin & A/D. With u = k/ puy,

1 A
Umin ~ —5 Umax = — = 83
oD poD (83)
as before, we can evaluate 7 from
T (tman) — Z(tmin) =~ (1 +7)%In (“m) . (84)
Umin

It is interesting to note that (A — oo) — 0, which should be compared and contrasted
with the corresponding Eq. for n.

To estimate 7, which is in some sense the Fourier analogue of n discussed at the end of
Section III, we use A ~ 100, as before, and the same typical values for D used to estimate
7, namely, = 10 pc, =~ 1kpc and = 10kpc for a globular cluster, a dwarf galaxy and a
galaxy, and the corresponding estimates for # turn out to be ~ 1073, ~ 0.116 and ~ 1.409,

respectively. It is clear that our estimates for 7 are in fairly good agreement with those for

n.

V. DYNAMICAL FRICTION IN BARRED SPIRAL GALAXIES

In the standard ACDM model, dynamical friction plays a central role in the secular

evolution of spiral galaxies. In particular, a stellar bar in a spiral galaxy transfers angular
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momentum between the inner and outer parts of the galactic disk. More importantly, the
stellar bar exchanges angular momentum with the dark matter halo due to dynamical friction
on the stellar bar in its interaction with the particles of dark matter. In comparison, the
corresponding dynamical friction on the stellar bar due to its interaction with the baryonic
content in the galactic disk is negligibly small. One may simply regard the first term in
Eq. to be negligible in comparison with the second term. That is, the wake induced by
the motion of the bar in the normal disk particles is much weaker than the corresponding
wake induced in the particles of dark matter.

The angular momentum exchange via dynamical friction means that the pattern speed
of the bar decreases with time [35]. This circumstance implies that barred spiral galaxies in
ACDM model should host relatively slow bars, as indeed occurs in almost all of the state-
of-the-art cosmological hydrodynamic simulations [36]. On the other hand, most of the
observed bars are relatively fast, which has posed a challenge for the standard ACDM model.
One possibility involves postulating ultralight axions as the particles of dark matter [37].
One of the advantages of such fuzzy dark matter particles is that dynamical friction can be
substantially suppressed in spiral galaxies. However, a recent study of such models claims
that these axions are in gross disagreement with Lyman-alpha forest observations at 99.7%
confidence level [38, [39].

In the context of NLG, there is no dark matter halo. Depending on the value of 7,
we can quantify the impact of dynamical friction on the stellar bar due to the baryonic
content of the disk. As already mentioned, this makes a negligible contribution to the total
dynamical friction in the standard ACDM picture. It is necessary to mention that our
result for dynamical friction, i.e. Egs. and 7 have been obtained for a moving point
mass and not a stellar bar. However, modeling a bar with a dumbbell consisting of two
point masses captures some important features of a more detailed description [2, [40]. To
estimate 7 for the apparent rotation of a stellar bar parallel to the disk of a spiral galaxy, it
is appropriate to take by, &=~ h, where h is the thickness of the disk. The typical value for h
is & 2kpc. In this case, we find 1 ~ 0.244 using Eq. . Therefore, the contribution of the
baryonic matter to the dynamical friction should still be essentially negligible even though it
is stronger in NLG by a factor of (1+1%)? ~ 1.55. That is, it is rather unlikely that this 55%
increase in dynamical friction by baryonic matter in NLG can mimic in magnitude the strong

contribution of the dark matter particles in the standard ACDM picture. The numerical
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galactic simulations in NLG confirm this description; that is, for all of the maximal disks
simulated in [21, 23], dynamical friction is essentially negligible in the NLG disks, while a
substantial reduction in the bar speed appears in the standard ACDM dark matter models.

VI. DISCUSSION

Chandrasekhar’s dynamical friction appears as an important aspect of astrophysical sys-
tems helping to distinguish between particle dark matter and modified gravity. We have
therefore studied dynamical friction in the Newtonian regime of nonlocal gravity (NLG).
Within the context of NLG, we have followed the standard approaches to dynamical fric-
tion and demonstrated that nonlocal gravity effects appear effectively as an enhancement in
the strength of Newton’s gravitational constant G. Specifically, we have shown that Chan-
drasekhar’s expression holds approximately in NLG as well and the only essential difference
is that G is replaced by G (1 + 1), where 7 is a constant such that 0 < 7 < ap =~ 11.
This means that in systems where there is no actual dark matter component, NLG leads to
stronger dynamical friction. On the other hand, in systems hosting a substantial amount of
hypothetical dark matter, depending on the magnitude of 9 and the other physical proper-
ties, dynamical friction can be stronger or weaker than in NLG. As an instance of possible
astrophysical implications of our results, we have argued that, in general agreement with
numerical simulations [21], 23], dynamical friction on stellar bars in barred galaxies is much

weaker in NLG compared to the standard ACDM picture.
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Appendix A: Proof of Identity

Employing spherical polar coordinates in Fourier space introduced in Eq. , we can

write the left-hand side of identity as

L+ qR)P / [1+q(k)) :
N I LSO . Al
I Z/ L Ll By el sin ) dkdddyp, (A1)
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where U := |vy; — v,,,| and vy — v,,, has been assumed to be a vector in the polar direction
with no loss in generality. Integrating over the azimuthal angle ¢, we find I; = I, = 0 for

j=1and j = 2. For j = 3, we have

o
I; = 2 / ( klbj<§<+)%2)2(wg — if)?k¢ dkdc (A2)

where ¢ = cos? € (—1,1). Thus, only even terms in { contribute to the integrand for I3

and we have

L+ 4R o
I3 = 4775U/ (20 —i—ﬁ?)?k (*dkdc . (A3)

Let us consider next the right-hand side of identity ,

0 [[+qk)]* 5
: d’k A4
682}%1 / k2 |wl? (Ad)
and note that
0 1 0 1 k;

i = i = 2kU
ool T~ 2ol k- (var — v P4 2 2MUC

Substituting Eq. (A5) in Eq. (A4]), we find

1+ (k)2
28U / (kingg(Jr)]ﬂz)ijkgdkdgd@, (A6)

which vanishes for j = 1 and 5 = 2, while for j = 3 integrates over the azimuthal angle ¢ to

the same result as 3. This completes the proof of identity .
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