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Velocity perturbations which form in the wake of long straight strings moving at a relativistic
speed can generate significant large-scale structure in the Universe. With neutrinos as dark matter,
a considerable fraction of all galaxies forms in large-scale sheets. Here we study the dissipationless
clustering of neutrinos in cosmic-string-induced wakes using an analysis based on the Gilbert equa-
tion, i.e., taking into account the velocity dispersion of neutrinos. We compare the results with sim-

ple heuristic analyses.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent observations indicate that there is much more
structure on large scales (scales of 254 ~! Mpc and above)
than was initially expected. Clusters are seen to congre-
gate into superclusters;' filaments of the length larger
than 504 ~! Mpc have been discovered;? pencil surveys
have revealed voids of diameter 604 ~! Mpc;® and most
recently a systematic redshift survey has produced evi-
dence that a large fraction of galaxies is concentrated in
sheets of length and width 50k ' Mpc and thickness
5h ! Mpc.*

These observations raise new questions for theoretical
models of large-scale structure. Are there mechanisms
which lead to sheetlike concentrations of galaxies, and if
yes, is there a distinguished scale for these structures?

In this paper we shall show that in a model in which
the energy-density perturbations are seeded by cosmic
strings and in which the dark matter is hot (e.g., 10042
eV neutrinos), there is an affirmative answer to both ques-
tions. This may be an important advantage of the
cosmic-string model compared to other models such as
the “canonical cold-dark-matter model” based on linear
adiabatic density fluctuations with a flat Harrison-
Zel’dovich spectrum and cold dark matter.

Let us briefly compare the model discussed in this pa-
per, the cosmic-string model with hot dark matter, to
other theories. Any cosmological model needs to specify
the nature of the primordial energy-density perturbations
and the characteristics of the dark matter. Nonbaryonic
dark matter is either hot or cold depending on whether
the thermal velocity of the dark particles at the time ¢,
of equal matter and radiation is large or negligible. Two
popular primordial energy-density perturbation spectra
are linear adiabatic perturbations with a Harrison-
Zel’dovich spectrum produced in an inflationary phase
and nonadiabatic seed perturbations due to cosmic
strings.

The current “standard model” of galaxy formation® is
based on linear adiabatic perturbations and cold dark
matter. It gives some encouraging agreement with obser-

41

vations on the scale of galaxies and clusters.® A model
with adiabatic perturbations and hot dark matter, on the
other hand, is very hard to reconcile with observation.” It
predicts that galaxies should be younger than clusters, in
conflict with the data. In addition, the predicted
microwave-background anisotropies are barely compati-
ble with present observational upper bounds. Hence it
may be surprising that a model with hot dark matter and
cosmic strings can be a viable model for galaxy forma-
tion.

Before discussing large-scale structure formation in the
cosmic-string model with hot dark matter, we briefly re-
call why this model is viable whereas the hot-dark-matter
model with purely adiabatic perturbations has severe
problems.® ! The crucial issue is neutrino free stream-
ing.!" Since neutrinos have large thermal velocities, they
cannot clump at early times on small scales. The comov-
ing distance hot particles can move in one Hubble expan-
sion time is

Ay ()=3v(t)ez(2), (1.1

where v (1) is the thermal velocity of the hot particles and
z(t) is the redshift. This distance is called the neutrino
Jeans length. It attains a maximum at ¢,, and decreases
as t ' for t >t,,. The maximal Jeans length is deter-
mined by v.,, the mean velocity of the hot particles at Leq-
Veq is determined by the neutrino mass which in turn is
determined by demanding that neutrinos give the critical
energy density for an =1 universe. The result is

Veq =T, eq/m,=0.05 (1.2)

v,eq

(where T, ., is the neutrino temperature at teq), Which
leads to A,(t.q) =6k’ Mpc, where hs, is the Hubble
constant in units of 50 kms™! Mpc ™.

In a model with hot dark matter and adiabatic density
perturbations, all primordial perturbations on scales
smaller than A,(z.,) are erased. In particular, no pertur-
bations on the scale of galaxies survive. Hence all galax-
ies must form by fragmentation of larger objects. How-
ever, this conflicts with observations which indicate that
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clusters are younger than galaxies. In addition, in order
to form galaxies by a redshift 3, large-scale perturbations
must go nonlinear early and must therefore have a large
initial amplitude. This is only marginally consistent with
the present upper bounds on microwave-background an-
isotropies.

With nonadiabatic seed perturbations, the above prob-
lems of the hot-dark-matter model disappear. The basic
point is that the seeds survive neutrino free streaming.®
Seeds with mean separation d start accreting matter as
soon as A,(t) drops below d. Hence, galaxies can form
independent of clusters.

In Refs. 8—-10, accretion of hot dark matter about
cosmic-string loops was studied. It was found that spher-
ical accretion leads to flat halo rotation curves. Also, as-
suming a one-loop—one-object correspondence, the re-
sulting mass function of galaxies is n (M)~M ~ 1>, These
issues were studied in more detail numerically in Refs. 12
and 13. For some related work on neutrino clustering see
also Ref. 14.

The scaling solution!® describing the scale-invariant
distribution of cosmic strings states that the network of
cosmic strings consists of both loops and infinite strings.
So far, most work on cosmic strings and hot dark matter
has concentrated on the effects of loops. However, in
Ref. 16 it was pointed out that wakes which form behind
long, straight, rapidly moving strings can also give rise to
structure. In Ref. 17 it was suggested that this mecha-
nism may explain some of the recent observations of
large-scale structure. In the context of cold dark matter,
the formation of structure in cosmic-string-induced
wakes was studied in detail in Ref. 18. This model was
studied numerically in Ref. 19. It was discovered that ac-
cretion of matter onto wakes gives rise to planar density
perturbations. The most numerous, most prominent, and
most stable of these have a planar extent of about 40X 40
Mpc2. However, with cold dark matter only a small frac-
tion of the total nonlinear mass in the Universe ends up
in wakes; most clusters about small loops.

With hot dark matter, accretion onto small loops is
suppressed by neutrino free streaming. Hence, it is possi-
ble that wakes are much more important. In order to ad-
dress this issue it is necessary to study the accretion of
neutrinos in the wakes induced by long moving strings.
In this paper we study this problem and show that, pro-
vided the mass per unit length u exceeds a limiting value

Gu>5%x10"7, (1.3)
the neutrino perturbations become nonlinear in the
wakes. We show that in this model, a substantial fraction
of all nonlinear mass ends up in wakes.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. IT we ex-
plain the formation of wakes and present an analytical
toy model® to study the induced growth of neutrino per-
turbations. The model is an adaptation of the Zel’dovich
approximation to hot dark matter. In Sec. III we sum-
marize an improved calculation which takes into account
the fact that the initial perturbation is a velocity rather
than a density perturbation and which includes the
finite-velocity dispersion of the dark particles. We calcu-
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late the thickness of the wakes and the conditions on Gpu
which must be satisfied for any nonlinear structures to
form. In Sec. IV we analyze the stability of wakes. Our
conclusions are summarized in Sec. V.

Throughout the paper we use units in which
c=kg=#=1. G is Newton’s constant, t, denotes the
present time, ¢, is the time of equal matter and radia-
tion, and z(#) is the redshift at time z. h is the present
Hubble expansion parameter in units of 100
kms~!'Mpc~!. We shall in general take h =1 and for
convenience use hsy=2h. a(t) is the scale factor of the
Universe, and for convenience we use 1 =1.

II. ACCRETION ONTO WAKES:
THE ZEL’DOVICH APPROXIMATION

The network of cosmic strings at time ¢ consists of a
collection of infinite strings with mean curvature radius
¢t and mean separation c,t, where ¢; and c, are con-
stants of the order 1 whose precise value must be deter-
mined in numerical simulations,?! 23 and of a distribu-
tion of loops with radii R <t¢. Here we shall focus on the
effects of the infinite strings.

Since the infinite strings are approximately straight
when viewed on a distance scale <<t¢, there is no local
gravitational force. However, globally, the hypersurface
perpendicular to the tangent vector along the string is
not a flat plane but a cone or, when unwrapped onto the
plane, #%\ (wedge). The angle of the wedge (the “missing
angle”) is 8mGu (Ref. 24) [Fig. 1(a)].

The long strings typically move at relativistic speeds
and form velocity perturbations in their wake as indicat-
ed in Fig. 1(b). For t21¢.,, the velocity perturbations will
induce density perturbations. We present here an analyt-
ical toy model® to calculate the growth of these pertur-
bations. The analysis is based on the Zel’dovich® ap-

proximation.

(a)
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FIG. 1. (a) The deficit angle of a long straight cosmic string.
(b) The formation of the velocity perturbations. (c) The induced
density perturbations.
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As indicated in Fig. 1(c), the velocity perturbations in-
duce density perturbations in the wake of the moving
strings. For ¢ >1.,, a wedge with opening angle 87Gp
and twice the background energy density p(¢) forms. Our
approximation will consist of treating the perturbation as
a planar density perturbation with surface density o(?).
For a wake formed at ¢; from a string moving with veloci-
ty v, we have
2/3

L op. @.1)

t:

1

o(t)=4mGutv,y,

vs is the relativistic y factor corresponding to v;.
(4mGut;v,y is the mean thickness of the wedge.) It can
be shown that this method gives the same contribution to
the growing mode of density perturbations as could be
obtained by setting o =0 and using the initial displace-
ment Y(t,)=0vt;z (t;)=4mGuv,y t;z(t;).

The aim of the calculation is to determine if any mass
goes nonlinear about the wakes (obviously a necessary
condition for galaxies to form), and if the answer to this
question is affirmative, to calculate the thickness of the
resulting nonlinear sheets.

The calculation proceeds by considering the physical
distance h(g,t) of a dark-matter particle above the wake
(Fig. 2). g is the initial comoving distance. Initially,
h(g,t) will be increasing as a(t) as a consequence of the
expansion of the Universe. Gradually, however, as a
consequence of gravitational attraction, a comoving dis-
placement y(gq,t) will develop:

h(g,t)=a(t) g —¥(q,0)] .

Eventually, the dark particle will “turn around,”
h(q,t)=0, and start to collapse onto the wake. The
thickness of the nonlinear sheet is determined by the
maximal g for which “turn around” has occurred by the
present time.

We analyze the evolution of (q,t) using the
Zel’dovich approximation which means linearizing the
gravitational perturbation equations in ¥ and treating the
source in the Newtonian limit:

h':“vh(b 5

(2.2)

(2.3)

where the Newtonian potential @ satisfies Poisson’s equa-
tion

Vi®=4rG[p+0d(h)] (2.4)

~

h(q,t)

wake

t

FIG. 2. The physical height of a dark particle above the
wake.

(using coordinates with the center of the wake at h=0).
The linearized equation for ¥ becomes
{/}+2%¢+3%¢=4ﬁaa—laeu) . (2.5)
This approach works, strictly speaking, only for cold
particles, since no thermal velocities are included. For
cold particles, the initial conditions for (2.5) would be
P(t;,)=1(t;)=0. We adapt the method to hot dark
matter by a simple trick. On the average, the dark parti-
cles will only start to respond to the gravitational attrac-
tion caused by the wake once the neutrino Jeans length
A;(2) has fallen below g. We shall denote this time by
t,(g). From (1.1) and introducing the variable A,

ko=veqzé({zteq , (2.6)
we obtain
2
z(1,)= 2.7
Ao

There is a maximal g, g,,,(¢;), for which (2.7) applies: ;
cannot be earlier than the time ¢; when the wake is
formed. From (2.7),

Gmax(8:) = Aoz (212 (2.8)

and t,(q)=t; for ¢ >q.,,. Hence, for hot dark matter we
shall use (2.5) with initial conditions

W(1,(g))=1(,(¢))=0.

Again the use of an explicit surface density can be
avoided by using 0 =0 and the nonvanishing initial dis-
placement ¥(z,)=8v ,z(t;)(¢, /t;)*’*. Equation (2.5) with
initial conditions (2.9) can be solved by the Green’s func-
tion method. We obtain

(2.9)

2/3
t

s

187G o
5 s

PY(t)=

to Lo

¢ 2/3
— J t3 (2.10)

for t >>t,. From (2.2), (2.10), and (2.1) it follows that the
comoving coordinate g,,(t) which is turning around at
time ¢t is given by

{ 2/3
4 () =1 IT } @2.11)
with
¢0=ﬂ’159’iusysz(z[)“/2to . (2.12)

For cold dark matter, t,(g)=¢;, and hence we get the ex-
pected result that the thickness of the nonlinear sheet
seeded by the wake grows monotonically as a (¢). For hot
dark matter, (2.11) is an implicit equation for g,; since for
q <gmax(t;), t, depends on q. From (2.7) and (2.11) we
obtain

Ao
qg(t)=Ay—z(t) . (2.13)
Yo
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This implies that with hot dark matter, the nonlinear
structure does not grow monotonically. In fact, nothing
goes nonlinear until the redshift

zmax(ti)Ez(qmax(t[)) ’ (214)

where z (q) is given by (2.13). At that time, the sheet with
g =qmax(t;) turns around. According to (2.13), sheets
with smaller ¢ would only turn around later. However,
as soon as an outer sheet turns around, nonlinear and hy-
drodynamical effects will become important for smaller
g’s. We expect that at z_ . (¢;) the entire layer
0<g <qmax(t;) will become nonlinear. From then on,
the region of nonlinearity will expand outward as de-
scribed by (2.11) with ¢, =t >t.,. Note that for t; = t.,,
Zax 18 independent of ¢;. This means that the onset of
nonlinearity is independent of ¢, (as was already noted in
Ref. 18). However, the thickness of the wakes decreases
as t; increases.

In Fig. 3 we sketch the thickness of the nonlinear sheet
at a fixed time as a function of ¢;,. Velocity perturbations
for t <t., damp out due to the ambient pressure (in addi-
tion velocity perturbations in neutrinos dissipate by free
streaming). Hence, long strings do not generate wakes
for t;<t,. Thus, the most prominent and most
numerous nonlinearities were formed at ¢.,. Their length
is determined by the long string curvature radius

[~ toyZe, ~C140h 5> Mpc ;

eq“eq (2.15)

their width is determined by the string velocity (which
typically obeys v,y ~1)

W~ C Vst Zeg ~ €1 40h 5> Mpc

steq“eq

(2.16)

(c, enters since the velocity of the long string is only
coherent over the time scale c,z.,) and their thickness is
given by g..,, for Gu equal to the critical value, deter-
mined by (2.19):

Gmax ~ VeqleqZeq ~ 21 55> MpC . 2.17)
The typical separation of sheets is determined by c,:
§ ~CaleqZeq~C240h 55" Mpe . (2.18)

Note, in particular, that none of these dimensions de-
pends on Gu. However, the time when the nonlinear
structures form does depend on Gu. In order for any

9nt 1)

FIG. 3. The first scale that goes nonlinear at a fixed time ¢, as
a function of the wake formation time ¢,.
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nonlinearities to form by redshift 1, Gu must exceed a
certain bound determined by (2.14). We obtain

5 - - —1y —
Gu> mueq(vsys) 1zeq‘~5><10 To,y)  Ths? .

(2.19)

This bound is consistent with the initial scenario of clus-
ter formation with cosmic strings?® based on the one-
loop-one-cluster approximation. The compatibility of
(2.19) with other constraints on the cosmic-string model
will be discussed in Sec. V.

As mentioned before, the model presented in this sec-
tion is incomplete in that it treats the seed perturbation
as a density rather than as a velocity perturbation. It also
neglects the free streaming of the particles which make
up the initial wake, and neglects the velocity dispersion of
the neutrinos which are accreting onto the wake. Never-
theless, most of the important physical concepts are con-
tained in the model. In the following section we present
an analysis which includes the three points mentioned
above. We shall see that even quantitatively the toy mod-
el results are fairly close to the real ones.

III. AN IMPROVED ANALYSIS USING
THE GILBERT EQUATION

A more exact calculation of accretion onto wakes is
based on the Gilbert equation.?”*!° We will follow the
derivation of Ref. 9. The starting point is the observation
that since neutrinos interact very weakly, their phase-
space density f(r,p) is conserved (r and p are physical
distance and momentum, respectively). Thus, f(r,p)
obeys the collisionless Boltzmann equation

af . . -
3 +i-Vf+p-V,f=0.

In order to determine the density perturbation §p(x) in
the wake of a long straight-moving string, we solve the
collisionless Boltzmann equation for the initial velocity
perturbation induced by the string. The velocity pertur-
bation corresponds to an initial phase-space density per-
turbation f,. By integrating over momenta we obtain a
differential equation for the energy-density perturbation
8p. It proves useful to go to Fourier space where we
eventually obtain a simple integral equation for 8p, the
Gilbert equation.

We now briefly review the derivation of the Gilbert
equation and adapt its form to our context. First we note
that p is given by the Newtonian gravitational potential
D,

(3.1

p=—mVe , (3.2)
where ® obeys the Poisson equation
Vi®=47Gp . (3.3)

The first step in the derivation is to rewrite the collision-
less Boltzmann equation in comoving coordinates x and
q:

1 2

x=a 'r, q=a‘mx=ap—admr . (3.4)
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Since the equations of motion are unchanged when add-
ing a time derivative to the Lagrangian L, we can work
with

L'=L —-‘—%(%madxz) , (3.5)
where

L=1—md(r,t) (3.6)
We can introduce an effective potential ® ¢(x,) by

L'=1ma*’—m®gx) . 3.7)
From (3.5) and (3.7),

O o(x)=(P+Lladx?) . (3.8)

Hence, the collisionless Boltzmann equation in comoving
coordinates is

of . of _ %P af _
L xL— 9
ar  “ax " ox oq 3.9
or, equivalently, in comoving time 7 given by d7=a ~'d1,
_,0f ,.0f oP af .. _0of
= 43t —m—"1— —==0. 3.10
a oo hxg e m 3q maaxaq (3.10)

We now consider small perturbations from a homo-
geneous configuration:

q)=folq)+f(x,q) (3.11)
and
D(x)=Py(x)+D(x) . (3.12)
Using
VvV, ®,= 43 G(p+3pla’x, (3.13)

it follows immediately that for f,=
satisfied. To first order, (3.10) becomes

®,=0, (3.10) is

fi1(A)=exp

) |Fy(A) —4miGk ~2 | 2=

—ikd 5y,
9.

*

where f is the derivative of f, with respect to its argu-
ment q/q, .

The neutrino energy density perturbation in physical
space is given by

8p(x,A)= [d’q fi(x,q,0) . (3.21)

2m
(2ma)®
The relative neutrino energy density perturbation &§,(x,A)
is obtained by dividing by the neutrino background ener-
gy density:
_ 2m

= d3
Py (217(1)3 f qfO(q)

(3.22)

From (3.20) we obtain the integral equation for 5 (k,A):

2
k' }" ’ ’ ~ ’ ’
’ —;qfk'd}»a“(k )8F(A')f hexp

9
—Ll—-i-a

or mglqvxfl

—47Gma’V; (8p+38p)V,f,=0. (3.14)

Since for neutrinos in the matter-dominated era 6p <<&p,
we shall drop 8p in the following.

In Fourier space we obtain an ordinary first-order
differential equation

of -
a—gfri%-l-k—qf‘ = —47Gma*dp

It proves convenient to change the time variable to A
given by a dA=dr. It is also a useful trick to combine
the first two terms as

l’k'vqfe
—_— . (3.15)

_; k9,4 Kqzlz
exp | —i— A h exp |i— Alfil - (3.16)
We can then integrate (3.15) to obtain
exp ——clk £ )A»I%'
=—-47er k-V fomf d}»épa A" )exp ——qk'
(3.17)

When integrating over q, (3.17) becomes an integral equa-
tion for 8p(x), the Gilbert equation.
The unperturbed neutrino phase-space density is

Ffolg=(e" "™ +1)~ (3.18)

q.=T,a is the characteristic value of the neutrino
momentum. The comoving distance A(7) traveled by a
neutrino in an unperturbed universe is proportional to A:

~

A =223 .
m

(3.19)

In terms of A,

—il‘;‘l(x—x')] . (320)

*

[ dqexp —i‘;—"l(x—xi) Fik,qh,)
-~ *
§,(k,A)= -
41rf dg q*folq)
iG m "
- q— fdkak A (k (A—1"))
(3.23)
with
I(k(x—x'))=fd3q%f5exp —i%—‘l(}k—k’)
(3.24)
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Using an approximation which preserves the number
of neutrinos,

fo ;q‘ ~me 1 (3.25)
*
with
n3=%fowdx xXe*+1)7'~0.9, (3.26)

we can evaluate [ analytically (see Appendix) and obtain

I(B)=8min,q3B > =87minygiH(B) . (3.27)

1
(1+p%)
The approximation (3.25) overestimates the number of
neutrinos with small momenta relative to the “hotter”
ones. Consequently we slightly overestimate the number
of neutrinos that fall into the wake. By evaluating (3.27)
numerically for =1 using the Fermi-Dirac distribution,
we conclude that the error is smaller than 1.2 (for smaller
B the error is smaller and for larger 3 the contribution is
suppressed [see (3.33)]).

Equation (3.27) inserted into (3.23) gives the general
form of the Gilbert equation. It differs from the equation
derived in Ref. 9 in that there is an initial phase-space
density perturbation f;(x,q,A;) but no external density
perturbation. Thus (3.23) applies in the case of initial ve-

1 ’
fl(k’q’}"i)zq—fo

*

9

9«

(2m)'%8(k, )S(ky)ng—

where 8q is the magnitude of 8q.

2m8(k,)
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locity perturbations.

Let us now consider the specific case of velocity pertur-
bations due to string wakes. We will restrict ourselves to
perturbations close enough to the wake so that curvature
as well as acceleration or deceleration of the long strings
are not important. In this case the string may be approx-
imated as sweeping out a plane (which we take to be the
x-y plane) as it moves with constant velocity v,. It is
sufficient to assume that the neutrinos remain stationary
as the string passes by. In this approximation each neu-
trino is given a velocity impulse

dv=—4rGuv,y sgn(z)2 (3.28)
toward the plane of the wake. y,=(1—v2)"!/? is the
usual relativistic y factor. Hence, a long string at time ¢,
induces a comoving momentum perturbation

8q=a(t;)mdv . (3.29)
Thus, the initial phase-space density perturbation
f1(x,q,4,) is

_1qgé8q,.| g
fl(x’q:)"i)_— f() - (330)
9« 9 9x
or, Fourier transforming,
— 2 s, (3.31)

Since I(0)=0 we may ignore the first term in (3.31) and evaluate the g integral in (3.23) which we denote by J(k,A):

J(k,A)=—
8739 9« Kk,

Combining (3.23), (3.27), and (3.32) we finally obtain

5.0 =222 5k )a<ky)kiH(kZ(A—}\i>)+%Gnﬁq,m%fdx'a(x')'S(x')H(k(x—x')) .

*

Obviously, no modes with k,70 or k,70 get excited.
Hence we define §(k,,1) by

Sv(k,}»)=2~n'8(kx )8(k, )S(kz,k) .
In order to eliminate some of the constants from (3.33) it

proves convenient to introduce as the time variable the
rescaled conformal time &,

—-1/2
T . 817G
£= ar, with 7,= | =P, , (3.35)
and to normalize the scale factor at ¢.:
a(tg)=1. (3.36)

A=(q, /m)A can be expressed in terms of &, taking into
account the smooth transition between the radiation-

dominated era to the matter-dominated phase. From
Ref. 9 we have

- (2m)1 380k, 08k, 1202 T Tk, (A=1,)) .

! (3.32)
(3.33)
[
9sTx
—A'=——F(§ 37
A—r=TEFEE) (3.37)
(3.34)  Wwith

F(&,6)=In 1+é ~In 1+é . (3.38)

Finally, combining (3.33), (3.34), and (3.37) we obtain

N 2
5(kz,§)=WSUT*a(fi)g(kz,gf,E)
+6f§§d§’5(kz,§')g(kz,g’,g) (3.39)
with
g(k,,8,8)= F(§’§2) 5 (3.40)
1+ |k, 2= F(§’,§)21
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Equations (3.39) and (3.40) will now be applied to study
the growth of nonlinear structures seeded by wakes.
From the denominator in (3.40) it follows that modes
with

T
kzq* *

=k,L=alk,)>1 (3.41)

will initially be heavily damped. This is a consequence of
neutrino free streaming. The comoving length scale L
hence plays the role of the maximal neutrino Jeans length
for our problem.

Equation (3.39) can be solved numerically.
co=2(2m)"8vr,al(t;)

With
, and £>>1 the solution can be fit

_ h , © lkzh’
=(27) ”Zcong(é,-)fAhdh fﬁwdkze

to
- , A(E)
8(k,,&)=cof T (3.42)
B(&)+alk,)"™
J
SM(h) .\ _ Lz i fh ik_h
o 8= f (dh'B (R, €)= (2m) f_hdh f_wdkze
_ A(E;)
=(2m)" Ve ——+
Og é—l
where
. n(g)
I g')sz dk sink,h +a(kz) (3.45)
'S —w 7k, B(E,) '

The condition for anything to go nonlinear by the
present time is

0.30

0.25
:; 0.20F
< ousk

0.10

005

FIG. 4. The £, dependence of the constants A4 and B.
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For 1072<¢; <10, n(£;)=4. Note that this power is
different from the value n=2 obtained using a planar sta-
tionary density perturbation.” The reason for this
difference is that any perturbation which builds up in the
center of the wake is itself subject to free streaming. In
Fig. 4 we plot the &, dependence of the constants 4 and
B.

We can now calculate the height # of the nonlinear
sheet seeded by the wake. In linear perturbation theory A
is determined by
(3.43)

SM(h)/M(h)=1,

where 8M (h) is the mass perturbation per unit area a dis-
tance h from the center of the wake:

- 1
Blk,.£)3;

I 1
B(&)+alk,)" s 2k

I(h, §, , (3.44)
[
. &M ) _
21210-1‘—4—(}1,5 iZeq) =1 (3.46)
for wakes formed at ¢.,. With v, defined by
T, (teq)=vegm (3.47)
(this gives v, ~0.05) we obtain the condition
T AL
V3 UV GUzeqUeq WG(&)
=— ‘/ VsV sGUZqV oq eq f(E)>1  (3.48)
10
;S'E
z
z_.
w
R Y e I
5.
FIG. 5. The £  dependence of the function

flE)=A(&)a,/B(£)
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FIG. 6. The h dependence of the function I(h,§,)/h. To
avoid picking a specific §; in this graph we have used a rescaled
version of h: h'=(h/L)B(§,). This rescaling factors out the &,
dependence of I(h,£,)/h and allows this dependence to be in-
cluded in f(§;).

or
v
G[.L> -%(USYS)ilveqzevqlf(gi )_l

~2v,7,) Thsif(£;)71107° . (3.49)

In Fig. 5 we plot f(£;) as a function of ;. As predicted,
S (§;) peaks for §;~0.25=¢,, for t; ~1t,.

From (3.49) we see that long strings seed nonlinear
structures only if Gu is sufficiently large:

Gu>2X10"%hg? . (3.50)

If this condition is satisfied, then nonlinearities form from
wakes with §;~£.. From (3.45) it follows that their
thickness at the time the nonlinearity first appears rapid-
ly grows to

h~L ~2hs* Mpc . (3.51)

To render this statement more precise we have evaluated
(3.45) numerically. In Fig. 6 we plot I(h)h ~'. Using
(3.44) we can obtain the time ¢(4) when the nonlinear
structure extends to height A. We can also combine Fig.
6 and (3.44) to obtain the thickness of a wake at a fixed
time as a function of £; (Fig. 7). This gives us the range

4.50

4.25F
—~_4.00
ars

(H/7L)E

3.50|

3.25

AN LA RARRS LARRE RALAY|

A P P PR FUWTE ST
3005516270635 64 065 06

'3

or

FIG. 7. The £, dependence of the wake thickness for
Gu=2(Gu),, normalized by the maximum free streaming
length L.

of sizes of the sheets which we predict in the cosmic
string model with hot dark matter. The bound (3.50) is
stricter than the bound obtained by the modified
Zel’dovich approximation by a factor of about 4. This
may be the effect of the free streaming of the initial per-
turbation. For hs,=1 this lower bound is uncomfortably
close to the upper bounds from the microwave back-
ground anisotropies?® and gravitational radiation?’

IV. STABILITY OF WAKES

We have seen in the previous section that wakes pro-
duced at about t., are the thickest and also most
numerous ones. Their planar dimension is about 40k 5!
Mpc, the comoving horizon at ¢.,. Here we shall demon-
strate that these wakes are stable towards disruption by
loops.

To analyze the stability of wakes toward the disruptive
effect of close loops we can compare the comoving dis-
placement of a test particle an initial (comoving) distance
q above the wake toward the wake (from Sec. III) and to-
ward the loop (from Ref. 9). For g we choose the edge of
the wake h determined by 8M /M =1, and hence the dis-
placement toward the wake is

8h=h =M;(t.)=veqtozog'"? - 4.1)

The displacement toward a loop of radius R a distance
d (R) from the test particle 8d, can also be determined in
linear theory. The linear perturbation theory growth of
the mass about a loop viewed from distance d (R) is

8M =PuRz(ty) , 4.2)

where z (25 ) is the redshift when A;(¢)=d, when the loop
is formed, or z.,, whichever is smaller. Then, §M is given
by

eq?

8M =47pd (R)*8d . 4.3)
Hence,
2
5d =3BGuz (1 y—0_ 4.4)
PGuz(tg) oy - .

For d (R) we use the mean separation of loops at radius
R. The scaling density of loops is'>

n(R,to)=vR "%y? (4.5)

v is a constant whose value is

for loops created after ¢.,.
0:21-23

uncertain by at least a factor of 1
d(R)=(n(R,ty)R) 3=y 13R13¢2/3 (4.6)
eqr Z (2R )=t33R ~2/* and hence

8d =%BG,LLV+2/3R —1/34473 4.7)

For loops formed after ¢

For loops formed before ¢, 8d is largest for the largest

eq?

R, namely, R ~1eq. For these
8d _ _
o, 10 BiolGpleviivg. hi (4.8)

where B\ is B in units of 10, (Gu)g is Gu in units of 1078,
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8d(R)/ 3h

j eq R

FIG. 8. The ratio of displacements toward the wake (84) and
toward the closest loop of radius R(8d (R)). The amplitude 4
is given in (4.8).

v_, is v in units of 10 %, and v, _is v, in units of 0.05.
o 05 q

We conclude that for the ‘“standard” values of the string
parameters, wakes are stable toward the disruptive effects
of large loops.

For loops formed before ., (but while their mean sepa-
ration at the time of formation is larger than the Jeans
length at the t.,), z(1g)=z, d(R)~R'2, and hence
6d /6h is independent of R. Thus, small loops do not
have any disruptive effects on wakes, either. In fact, for
very small R [so small that d(R) is smaller than A; at
teql, z(2g) starts to decrease as R decreases: using d (R)
for loops created in the radiation-dominated era and the
time dependence of A;(¢) we find

z(tg) =z Rv *1 1’ L™ ~R . 4.9)

Thus, very small loops have a negligible effect on wake
disruption. In Fig. 8 we plot 8d (R)/6h as function R.

An equivalent way to study disruption would be to
compare the forces toward the wake and toward the loop
at a distance h from the wake and d (R) from the loop.
The displacement toward the loop could also be calculat-
ed using the Zel’dovich approximation. We have done
this calculation and the result is essentially identical.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the accretion of hot dark matter in
wakes triggered by the velocity perturbations due to long
moving strings. We find that, provided Gu exceeds a
lower bound which is about 107 ° [the exact formula is
given in (3.49)], nonlinear sheet perturbations form which
will correspond to regions of high galaxy number density.
Long strings present at ¢, give rise to the thickest wakes.
Strings at a much later or much earlier time do not have
the strength to produce nonlinear structures. Hence,
there is a distinguished scale for these sheets, namely, the
correlation length of the string at ¢, which is roughly the
comoving horizon at 7.4, 40h o' Mpc.

Thus, we predict that (provided Gu exceeds the lower
bound mentioned above) wakes will give rise to a network
of overdense sheets of galaxies. The mean planar size and
separation of the wakes can be determined by the results
from the cosmic-string evolution simulations. These indi-
cate that the scaling solution is characterized by a corre-
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lation length of about § of the horizon.?>% It would be
very interesting to compare the detailed statistics of sizes
and shapes of the wakes with those of the observed
large-scale structures in the Universe.

Our calculations are based on the Gilbert equation, an
equation for the energy density of neutrinos which fol-
lows from the Boltzmann equation for collisionless parti-
cles. This approach correctly describes the initial pertur-
bation in the wake of a long moving string as a velocity
perturbation. It also takes into account the velocity
dispersion of neutrinos. However, as we demonstrate in
this paper, most of the results are described correctly us-
ing a naive model based on a modification of the
Zel’dovich approximation.®

An important result of our analysis is that, provided
G u exceeds the lower bound mentioned above, the result-
ing wakes in the hot dark matter are very similar, both in
planar extent and thickness, to those in the cold-dark-
matter model. Since in the cold-dark-matter model
wakes forming from strings at # >>¢., are unstable to dis-
ruption, even the statistics will be similar. However, the
relative importance of loops and wakes is very different in
the two models. If we assume a scaling solution for the
distribution of loops, then we can compare the energy
density p, of wakes and p, of matter accreted onto loops.
We shall parametrize the scaling solution as

po(t)=cut ™%, (5.1

where p, is the energy density in long strings and c is a
constant, and

n(R,0)=vR >t /272 (5.2)

for loops produced before z.,. v is given by the level ¢ of
the scaling solution and by the mean radius of the loop
R, at the time of its formation 7;,. Assuming a delta
function loop produced function with R, =at, we get

v=%c[)"la”2 . (5.3)

The energy density p,, in wakes can be determined from
the equations in Sec. II. For hot dark matter we obtain

pw(to)zcgvsys%“zeqt()_z ’ (54)

where the correlation length of an infinite string is
&(t)=&t. The energy density p, has been determined in
Ref. 20:

Pl(to =_i_(;vﬁluv73/223/2(%BG”)1/2t0—2 ,

eq eq (5.5)

where BR is the mean length of a loop with radius R.
Thus

p“w:§Us7’scf‘/ZUZ({ZZ;]]/Z(%BGW—“Z ) (5.6)

pi
With v,7,=1, a=10"2a,, B=10, and Veq =0.05 we ob-
tain

Puw

pi

u%a{”zh 0 (Gu)g /2. (5.7

For cold dark matter, p,, is similar to (5.4). p;, however,
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is much larger,

piltg)=ca(yGu)™ 'z puty?, (5.8)
and hence
S = ey Py G
!

~Ea; AGuI* L, (5.9)

where y =50 (Ref. 30).

We conclude that with hot dark matter, the relative
contribution of the energy density in nonlinear matter
from wakes is larger by a factor of about 10 than with
cold dark matter. According to the first numerical simu-
lations by Albrecht and Turok,?! ¢ ~1 and a~1. There-
fore, with cold dark matter wakes would have been unim-
portant for structure formation compared to wakes.'®
Even with hot dark matter, only a small fraction of the
mass would have been accreted onto wakes.

At the present time all cosmic-string simulations agree
with ¢ >>1 and a << 1 (if there is a scaling solution at all).
Hence, wakes are much more important. Evidence from
the Bennett and Bouchet?? and Allen and Shellard?
simulations suggest that a <1072 Bennett and
Bouchet®! in fact find no evidence that a is above the
gravitational cutoff limit yGu~10"*

To be specific we shall use a= 1072 In this case, with
hot-dark-matter wakes are predicted to give about half
the nonlinear mass, whereas with cold dark matter the
contributions from loops dominates. For a<<107?2
loops are unimportant both with hot and cold dark
matter.

For ¢~10 (Refs. 22 and 23), a large fraction of the
mass of the Universe accretes onto wakes. To get
significant bias, i.e., Q in wakes <<1, we need Gu < 10~°
or{<l.

The cosmic-string model with hot dark matter might
run into problems in explaining galaxy formation. If
there is no loop scaling solution, then it might be difficult
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to form galaxies isolated from the large-scale structure, at
least in the one-loop-one-object scenario. However,
galaxies might form from concentrations of small loops in
a way suggested in Ref. 32. We note that if all galaxies
form by fragmentation of the wakes, we may recover the
age problem of the standard hot-dark-matter model.

If there is a scaling solution of loops with a~ 1072, it
might still be difficult to get sufficient power on galaxy
scales due to loop motion®® and rocket effect.’* These is-
sues deserve further study.

We have not incorporated baryons into our analysis.
This will be crucial in order to understand the fragmenta-
tion of wakes. Dark baryon perturbations created in
these wakes may allow the formation of dwarf galaxies
with dark haloes having a high phase-space density (see,
e.g., Ref. 35).

The main upshot of this analysis is that the cosmic-
string model with hot dark matter produces a lot of
structure on large scales and seems to fit large-scale struc-
ture data better than the standard cold-dark-matter mod-
el. However the model has these nice features only in a
very narrow range of values of Gu. If Gu<2X10"%,
then no nonlinear structures form from wakes, but if
Gu>5X1075, then observable step discontinuities in the
microwave background are predicted,”® and if
Gp>8X107°, then cosmic strings would give observable
timing residuals for the millisecond pulsar.?

APPENDIX: EVALUATION OF
THE INTEGRAL I(k(A—A"))

Here we analytically evaluate the integral I(k (A—A"))
of (3.24):

I(k(A—=A"))= [d’q exp

—ka,
q

*

(A1)
Let 6 be the angle spanned by the vectors k and q. Then

I(k(x—x')):zwfo‘”dq q2f5<q>f+l‘d cosf cosBexp —i;‘—q(x—x')cose (A2)
- *
With u =cos6 and w=(kq /g, )(A—A’) this becomes
I k }\'_ ryy — 2 +1 —lwu .
(k(A—A"))=2m O }\)]f doo’f; k(}\ ) duue (A3)
We can evaluate the u integral explicitly:
fjlldu ue 'ev= —if:ldu u sinou =2io~ Yo cosw —sinw) . (A4)
Thus
3
9 9@
I k —2") )= ] [ —_ R
(k(A—=A"))=4mi K= f dw(w cosw—sinw)f =) (A5)
Using the approximation (3.25) for f(q) we obtain
g 3
, * * e ~w/k(A=1)
I(k(A—=A"))= —4min, KO —10) fo do(w cosw —sinw)e . (A6)
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Let us denote the integrand by B. To evaluate B we  I(k(A—L"))
reduce it to a combination of terms of the form 3
— 4min 9« 111 i 1
oo - 3 ’ Py e e
B, = [ "dxxe=-"1 (A7) k(A=A | 2 |a% el
0 a
1 1 1
Y e ax_ 1 - |-t — .
Bz—fo dx e=—, (A8) 2% | 2, o J
(A10)
where #2(a) <0 was assumed. In our case Combining the coefficients involving a,. we find
1 I(k(A—=X"))=8mig i n;H(k (A—1")) (A1D)
=t .
T k= A9 with
H(x)=—"5 . (A12)
Thus (1+x°)
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