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Abstract
A model is developed for an idealised spherical galaxy evolving from a uniform mass distribution at
the epoch of galactic separation until attaining an equilibrium state through gravitational collapse.
The final theoretical radial surface density is computed and shows a good fit to the observational
data for two globular clusters, M15 and M80. The mean cycle time and velocity are computed, the
velocity-radius curve is developed and Gaussian RMS values derived, from which half-light radius
vs. mass are plotted for 544 ellipticals plus compact, massive, and intermediate-mass objects. These
show a linear mean log-log R-Mvir slope of 0.604± 0.003, equivalent to a Faber-Jackson slope of
γ = 3.66±0.009 over a mass range of 7 decades. and a slope of 0.0045 ± 0.0001 on a semi-log plot
of R1/2 − σ. Globular clusters, dwarf elliptical and dwarf spherical galaxies show a distinct anomaly
on these plots, consistent with the ellipticals containing a supermassive black hole (SMBH) whose
mass increases as the velocity dispersion increases, compared with the remaining types of spherical
or irregular galaxies without a massive core. Analysis of the equations of motion suggested the
generalised rule that all spherical galaxies expand from their initial radius at the epoch of galactic
separation to a stable maximum radius of ≃ 1.136 times their initial radius in their relaxed state.
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1. Introduction

Globular clusters (GCs) are spherical collections of stars that orbit a galactic core as a satellite.
They are fairly common structures, with over 150–157 currently known in the Milky Way (MW)
[1, 2]. GCs are tightly bound by gravity, giving them their spherical shapes and relatively high stellar
densities toward their centres. They all have a similar appearance with spherical symmetry, a core
concentration of stars, and a reasonably well defined edge to the star field. They may contain a high
density of stars: on average about 0.4 stars per cubic parsec, increasing to 100–1000 stars per cubic
parsec in their core [2], with a typical distance between stars of about one light year [3, 4]. GCs may
be categorised according to their degree of concentration toward the core, ranging from Class I for
the most highly concentrated (e.g. M75), through successively diminishing concentrations to Class
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XII (e.g. Palomar 12).
Although the formation of GCs remains poorly understood, they contain some of the oldest stars in

the Galaxy with a lack of O and B type stars and an abundance of low-mass red stars and intermediate-
mass yellow stars, with an age estimated at > 10 − 13 billion years [5, 6]. Generally, GCs are free
of gas and dust and do not display active star formation, being composed of old, metal-poor stars
containing hydrogen and helium but not much else, and most of their stars are at approximately the
same stage in stellar evolution suggesting that they formed at about the same time [7].

These globular star clusters may contain 105 − 106 members making detailed star-by-star simula-
tions too complex for simple analysis, although approximate N-body simulations with several thousand
particles have been performed [8, 9]. In practice, however, deviations from true thermodynamic equi-
librium are small and N-body simulations show a relatively smooth behaviour of the approximately
thermodynamic parameters as a function of time. The spherical Jeans Equation provides a good ther-
modynamic analysis for the motion of stars in 3-dimensions, but a specific solution is difficult [10]; for
this reason, various approximation methods, such as Fokker-Planck treatments and conducting gas
sphere models, have worked well [11]. By making some justified assumptions for the initial density
distribution and kinetic parameters of an idealised GC, we build an analytic model that is consistent
with observations for a number of GCs and comparable to the Jeans Equation.

1.1. Chronology of GCs

Globular clusters are old structures, with ages comparable to the absolute age of the universe (tU ), a
cosmological limit setting a maximum age to all objects within it and inferred by Planck-18 data to
be tU = 13.800 ± 0.024 Gyr [12]. The terminal phase of the early Universe was dominated by high
energy γ-photons coupled to free protons and electrons (the photon epoch) until, with continuing
expansion and cooling, the remaining free protons and electrons transitioned to neutral atomic (HI)
and molecular (H2) hydrogen at the epoch of photon decoupling, leading to the era of recombination
at redshift z = 1091.64 ± 0.47, ∼ 375, 000 years after the Big Bang [13]. Photons then ceased to
significantly interact with matter allowing the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radiation to
penetrate without further major interaction, with an extremely isotropic and homogeneous thermal
black body spectrum at its modern value of about 2.73◦K, strongly supporting the CMB to be a
remnant of the Big Bang. This sets a further age limit because, apart from the small ripples observed
in the microwave background radiation (MWB), the whole Universe was then in a state of equilibrium
[12]. This is uncomfortably close to the ages of some observed components of the Universe, such as
some supermassive black hole (SMBH) quasars, some of the oldest stars, and some of the oldest GCs,
leaving a very short time for them to have condensed from the expanding, hot gas field.

Finer details of the anisotropies in the background radiation have become apparent with the
increasing sensitivity of COBE, the Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) satellite project,
and the Planck cosmology probe [14, 15] giving hints of early structure and consequent galactic
separation, possibly through the amplification of quantum fluctuations within the proto-universe
itself. Reionisation occurred relatively quickly as objects began to condense in the early universe
and became sufficiently energetic to re-ionise neutral hydrogen, with recent results from the Planck
mission yielding an instantaneous reionisation redshift of z = 7.68± 0.79 [16].

It is generally accepted that the expanding Universe differentiated into gas clouds that subse-
quently collapsed, but the formation of quasars of mass > 1010 M⊙ and redshifts > 7 would require
an accretion time greater than their age at that epoch. Finkelstein et al identify a sample of 26 galaxy
candidates at z ∼ 9− 16 [17], and one of the oldest galaxies with an age of 13.39 Gys (z = 11.09+0.08

−0.12)
has been identified by a continuum Lyα break just ∼400 Myr after the Big Bang, suggesting that
galaxy build-up was well underway early in the reionization epoch [18]. Quasars are extremely lu-
minous active galactic nuclei (AGN), with a supermassive black hole (SMBH) ranging from millions
to billions of times the mass of the Sun. The most distant quasar currently known is J0313-1806
at z = 7.6423 ± 0.0013 when the universe was only ∼ 670 Myrs old [19], and it is likely that these
SMBH objects were the first to condense due to their high mass. The origin of the SMBHs that power
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distant quasars remains uncertain, and their rapid formation presents a paradox because the ages of
the oldest quasars, stars and GCs extends into the period before the end of reionisation [20], although
some recent work has suggested a solution to the problem of early quasar appearance using a classical
approach [21].

The earliest population III (Pop III) massive stars cannot be older than tU , and are believed to
have formed in dark matter mini-halos of typical mass M = 105 − 106M⊙ at redshifts z = 20 − 30,
∼ 100 million years after the Big Bang at the end of the cosmic dark ages. New parallaxes from the
Gaia space mission that replace the older HST measurements assess the age of the Milky Way halo
Population II, metal deficient, high velocity subgiant HD-140283 (or Methuselah star) to be 12.0±0.5
Gyr, or 1.8 ± 0.5 Gyr after the Big Bang [22], comfortably within tU and after the CMB. Analysis
of very low-metallicity stars in globular clusters suggests their age to be 13.32 ± 0.1 Gyr, with tU
constrained to be 13.5+0.16

−0.14 Gyr [23].
Nevertheless these ages are all uncomfortably close to the epoch of decoupling, suggesting that stars

of the earliest GCs formed rapidly from the condensing gas clouds against the expanding universe.
This early formation timescale for old GCs and ancient stars, galaxies, and quasars has suggested
some new mechanisms such as supra-exponential accretion with fissuring of the hot plasma itself as
the Universe expanded, rather than re-condensation of the expanding hot gas [24].

1.2. Scarcity of massive stars in Globular Clusters

The possible existence of a black hole at the centre of GCs has been considered by a number of
theoreticians [25]. Although some theoretical models suggested that GCs do not require a black hole
core, a recent spectroscopic search of 25 Galactic GCs discovered a binary system in NGC 3201, one
component of which is thought to be a detached stellar-mass black hole with a minimum mass of
4.36± 0.41 M⊙ [26].

A number of mechanisms account for the paucity of massive stars in GCs: (1) the initial number
of massive stars (i.e. > 10 M⊙) was probably low as a statistical consequence of the GCs being small
systems with few stars; (2) the age of GCs implies that no early stars with initial mass > 2.5 M⊙
will still be present in a small GC, as they will have formed supernovae shortly after the formation
of the GC; (3) the low mass of GCs may have prevented the retention of secondary elements formed
by early supernovae and hence any consequent population I secondary star formation will have been
suppressed; (4) conversely, stars with very low mass (<≈ 0.1 M⊙) may not have ignited, and were
possibly sling-shot out from their parent GC. Recent observations with the JWST show that M92,
for instance, with a mass resolution of 0.002M⊙, shows a minimum mass for hydrogen burning of
0.078 ≤ M ≤ 0.08M⊙, a metallicity of [Fe/H]= -1.7 dex and an age of 13 Gy [6].

The cross sectional area of a star of stellar mass is 1.5 × 1018 m2. Collisions between stars in a
GC are probably rare, as confirmed by the very low rate of super novae [27]. For M15 with a total
stellar mass of 4.5× 105 M⊙ and radius of 25 pc, this suggests that the mean distance between stars
in the core of even a large GC is ∼ 1.5 × 1012 m, with a mean cross sectional area between stars of
∼ 1.32 × 1036 m2. The ratio of areas between this and the star is then ∼ 8.8 × 1017, implying a low
probability for accretion of core stars onto a black hole, therefore the binary black hole in NGC 3201
may have a similar age to its component stars.

2. Assumptions of the model

The virial theorem is a powerful tool for analysing the motion of stars in an idealised galaxy, where
the potential energy (PE) is generally taken to be the PE of a mass m brought from infinity towards
a self-gravitating galaxy of total mass M and this defines the zero point, U , for PE. Assuming that
all mass within a sphere defined by r is equivalent to a point mass at the galactic centre and all mass
external to that sphere may be ignored, the usual gravitational force F ∝ r−2 may be applied and
the standard equations of motion for the star system derived [28].
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In the early universe however, defined here as the epoch of galaxy separation, (Tg), this standard
analysis for U may not be applicable because, at this epoch of separation, the density of the universe
was approximately uniform, with the exception of local fluctuations. We consider the expanding
Universe to have separated relatively quickly into islands of matter round areas where the density
was a little above average, with nucleation occurring as a precursor to the massive core at galactic
centres; where the density was a little lower than average, the continuing expansion of the universe
may be thought of as ripping through the distribution of matter as though the protogalaxies were
being torn apart from each other due to the expansion of space at the time Tg. We therefore consider
the potential energy of any small mass, m, at a radial distance r from the centre, to then be fixed
in place during the expansion of the universe until galactic separation was sufficient for the islands
to become self-gravitating at the era of separation. This model therefore modifies the definition of U
by assuming that individual masses (m) within each galaxy did not come from infinity, as the mean
gravitational field was everywhere zero at this moment; but as neighbouring galaxies had reducing
mutual gravitational influence, the initial U for each m would have continued to increase asymptot-
ically towards its theoretical value had m been brought in from infinity, thus driving gravitational
collapse.

At Tg, it may be debated whether the matter of the universe was in the form of gas or if early
star formation had already occurred. The analysis for this model is not contingent on the time of
star formation, and the model therefore assumes that these protogalaxies were populated by young,
uniform stars, each of mass m. The uniform density of the universe at the epoch of galaxy separation,
Tg, is defined as ρ0, with the mean radius of each protogalaxy, r0, containing a mass M0. Although
the individual masses had been separating from each other as a consequence of the overall expansion,
at the epoch of galaxy separation it is assumed that the individual masses within each protogalaxy
would cease expanding away from each other, and the mean kinetic energy within each galaxy at this
instant before gravitational contraction was therefore zero. Thus the total mechanical energy of the
system was derived ultimately from the separation of mass by the initial expansion of space, and the
potential energy of these masses increased to its final value as neighbouring galaxies drew away. As
separation continued, the masses began to infall through mutual self-gravitational collapse into the
local gravitational field generated by the protogalaxy.

This model assumes that self-gravitational infalling would continue, with the newly acquired initial
potential energy converted into kinetic energy as the masses accelerated inwards. The motion of each
individual star is highly chaotic and equipartition of U throughout the system is assumed through
gravitational interactions, such that the masses reach dynamic stability, until finally moving with a
mean radial velocity, v. At this time, it is shown that a state of equilibrium would be reached in
which the stars would undergo periodic motion, traversing a path across a sphere of final radius rf .
The model makes the following assumptions:

• Radial symmetry about the centre.

• No angular momentum.

• The equations of motion depend wholly on Newtonian gravitation in standard form.

• The galaxy starts at time Tg (the epoch of galactic separation) from a collapsing, self-gravitational
sphere of radius r0.

• The sphere collapses to a final equilibrium radius, rf .

• The initial state of the protogalactic sphere may have been in the form of gas, but as this
collapsed in on itself, star systems spontaneously formed which were each approximately the
age of the GC.

• The whole system may therefore be treated as though it were initially composed of n stars of
mean mass m, with an initially uniform distribution of mass with initial density ρ0.

• Equipartition of energy such that, over sufficient time (but a time much shorter than the observed
age of the galaxy), the total energy of the system is partitioned equally within each spherical
shell, as a function of radius.

4



J. H. Marr

• Conservation of mass: The mass of the galaxy remains M0 = n×m throughout.

• Conservation of energy: the loss in potential energy in collapsing from r0 to rf is converted
entirely into kinetic energy of motion of the stars.

2.1. Equation of motion in a uniform spherical galaxy

We assume the GC density (stars+gas) was approximately uniform at Tg, the epoch of galactic
separation. The mean gravitational field within an infinite uniform distribution of mass is zero, but
after Tg each island galaxy became increasingly isolated, with a defined centre. Thereafter, a typical
galaxy became a self-gravitating sphere of particles, such as a star field, with initial radius r0 and
initial uniform mean mass density ρ0, which was the density of the Universe at the era of galactic
separation.

2.2. Initial potential energy of a spherically symmetrical galaxy

The gravitational force on a test mass m is:

F = G
mMr

r2
, (1)

where Mr is the mass internal to r:

Mr =
4

3
πr3ρ0 . (2)

The potential energy (U) of the mass m is defined as the work done in bringing the mass from
infinity to r, and is the radial path integral of F :

U = −G
mMr

r
. (3)

Hence, for a thin shell at r of mass mshell and thickness δr, δU will be:

δU = −G
Mrmshell

r
, (4)

with a shell mass: mshell = 4πρ0r
2δr . (5)

Hence: δU = −G
16π2ρ20r

4

3
δr , (6)

and the total initial U is:

U0 = −G

∫ r0

0

16π2ρ20r
4

3
dr = −G

16π2ρ20r
5
0

15
. (7)

But the total mass of the galaxy is M0 =
4
3πr

3
0ρ0,

i.e. ρ0 =
3M0

4πr30
, (8)

Hence: U0 = −G
3M2

0

5r0
. (9)
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Figure 1: Monte Carlo simulation of a globular cluster of 5000 stars with shell density ∝ r−2 and
simple IMF distribution without mass segregation

2.3. Final potential energy

Making the assumption that GCs began as spheres of uniform density, these would have been dy-
namically unstable leading to collapse of the sphere. At the initial uniform density each shell would
have contained a mass of stars mshell ∝ r2, but at equilibrium the flux of stars moving into and out
of a shell must exactly balance. This implies that the number density of stars in each shell should be
ρshell ∝ r−2 as visualised in a Monte Carlo simulation using this ρ ∝ r−2 distribution for 5000 stars
with a simple Salpeter IMF (Fig. 1), which is similar to the distribution of visible stars in a classical
globular cluster such as M92.

Using the equilibrium distribution of ρ ∝ r−2, we define the density function:

ρ(r) = ρfr
2
f/r

2 , (10)

where ρf is a characteristic final density at the surface of the galaxy, at final radius rf . The total
mass is then:

Mtot =

∫ rf

0
4πr2ρ(r) dr = M0 , (11)

i.e. Mtot = 4πρfr
3
f = M0 =

4

3
πρ0r

3
0 , (12)

and hence: ρf =
1

3
ρ0

(
r0
rf

)3

=
M0

4πr3f
, (13)

where r0 and ρ0 are the initial radius and initial mean mass density respectively. Substituting

Mr =

∫ r

0
4πr2ρ(r) dr = 4πρfr

2
fr (14)

and mshell = 4πρ(r)r2δr = 4πρfr
2
fδr (15)

into Eq. (4) for the potential energy of a shell at r, thickness δr, then:

δU = −16π2Gρ2fr
4
fδr . (16)
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The final total potential energy is therefore:

Uf = −16π2Gρ2fr
5
f = −GM2

0 /rf , (17)

and the change of U is:

∆U = −GM2
0

(
3

5r0
− 1

rf

)
. (18)

2.4. Kinetic energy

The total kinetic energy for n stars of mean mass m at equilibrium is:

Ktot =
n∑
1

1

2
mv2r (19)

Assuming full equipartition of energy amongst the stars in each shell, we may consider a mean velocity
v at equilibrium such that:

Kf =
1

2
M0v

2 (20)

where v2 =
1

n

∑
v2r . (21)

Equating total K with the decrease in U :

v2 =
2Kf

M0
= 2GM0

(
1

rf
− 3

5r0

)
(22)

2.5. Periodic motion of stars within a sphere with increasing density

The equation of motion of a star of mass m within a gravitational sphere of density ∝ r−2 is given
by:

F = mr̈ = G
mMr

r2
=

4πGmρfr
2
f

r
(23)

or r̈ =
a0
r
, (24)

where a0 = 4πGρfr
2
f . This may be solved analytically by considering the change in U of m as it falls

across the sphere, which is the work done in bringing the test mass m towards the centre against the
gravitational field, F . Defining the zero of U to be at the galactic surface, rf , and ∆U to be the
change in U in moving from rf to r, then,

∆U = m

∫ r

rf

a0
r
dr , (25)

i.e. ∆U = −ma0 ln
(rf
r

)
. (26)

Using the conservation of energy, ∆K +∆U = 0,

∆K = ma0 ln(rf/r) =
1

2
mv2 . (27)

Rearranging, and using v = dr/dt,

dt =
dr√

2a0 ln(rf/r)
, (28)

which has a standard integral solution,∫
dr√

ln(a/r)
= −a

√
π erf

(√
ln(a/r)

)
. (29)
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The erf(z) is the integral of the Gaussian distribution, i.e.,

t =

∣∣∣∣−rf

√
π

2a0
erf

(√
ln (rf/r)

)∣∣∣∣r=0

r=rf

(30)

which is a continuous and complete function. Noting that erf(0) = 0, and erf(∞) = 1, the time for
m to fall towards the centre (a quarter cycle) is therefore,

T1/4 = ±

√
1

8Gρf
(31)

where T is the time for a full cycle. The emergence of the error function in this integral might be
anticipated from remembering that the velocity of any particle in a system at thermal equilibrium
will have a normal distribution due to the maximum entropy principle.

The mean velocity is then rf/T1/4, and the mean square velocity is:

v2 = 8Gρfr
2
f =

2GM0

πrf
. (32)

But from Eq. (22):

v2 = 2GM0

(
1

rf
− 3

5r0

)
, (33)

i.e.
1

πrf
=

(
1

rf
− 3

5r0

)
. (34)

Substituting ϵ = rf/r0 and solving for ϵ:

ϵ =
5

3

(
1− 1

π

)
≈ 1.136 (35)

This is a remarkable result, implying that all simple spherical galaxies expand to have a stable
maximum radius of ≈ 1.136 times their initial radius at the epoch of galactic separation. Although
physically larger, the majority of the mass is internal to the initial radius and the total potential
energy has decreased, while equipartition of kinetic energy ensures that this concentration of mass is
built by more massive stars congregating towards the centre of the GC [10].

Although this simplistic approach ignores relativistic effects as the mass accelerates towards the
centre, in practice the motion is highly chaotic through the action of gravitational interactions and
from any non-radial component inherited from the time of galaxy formation. This therefore causes the
star to swing past the centre, apart from very rare encounters with the event horizon at a Schwarzschild
radius if a black hole core is present. There is therefore a low probability of any individual star
experiencing relativistic encounters.

2.6. Time-distance and velocity-radius curves for M15

Figure 2 shows the mean time-distance curve from Eq. (30) for a typical star in galaxy M15, assuming
a radius of 25 pc and a total mass of 4.5× 105M⊙. The probability of finding a star with any given
velocity increment is shown in Fig. 3, normalised so that the area under the curve is 1 (i.e. certainty).
This theoretical LoS probability curve across the centre of the galaxy is broadly in agreement with
the observational velocity probability curve presented by McNamara et al [29], and has similarities
to a Rayleigh distribution, suggesting the distribution has a maximum Cumulative Residual Entropy
[30]. More realistic curves to match observational values would introduce a mass distribution function
for the stars but, although more complex, the fundamental dynamics would not change.
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Figure 3: Velocity-Probablility curve for M15

2.7. The IMF and globular clusters

The Initial Mass Function (IMF) for the stellar component of early galaxies has been debated for
more than 50 years since Salpeter proposed his initial model function: N(dM) ∝ Mα, where N(dM)
is the number of stars in the mass range M to M+dM pc−3 [31, 32]. Detailed analysis of the different
models has been provided in several papers[33, 34, 35], but the model of Miller et al is still commonly
used with a 4-part segmentation of α for M ranging from 0.1 − 100M⊙ [36]. Because of the rapid
decline in number counts of more massive stars in this model, 52% of the mass resides in stars with
a mass ≤ 1M⊙.

Applying an IMF function to the mass distribution of the dynamic model of Section 1, with
equipartition of energy among the mass components, will change the characteristics of the density,
radius and velocity profiles. There is an increase in core density and a more rapid reduction in shell
density with radius; the core velocity is decreased slightly, whilst the final galactic radius is increased
by the faster moving low mass components. However, although the exact profiles are IMF-dependent
[35], the overall picture remains well described by the simpler analysis using a single value for the
mean stellar mass.

3. Cross-sectional density

Emission profiles of galaxies map surface luminosity per unit area as a function of galactic radius.
These profiles are dependent on the volume density, but also on the mass-luminosity function and
obscuration. With the assumption of uniform individual brightness profiles and no obscuration of
deeper stars by dust, the number of stars per unit area as a function of radius in a galaxy of uniform
density ρf , radius rf is simply:

N(r) = 2ρf

√
r2f − r2 , (36)
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where N(r) is the number density of stars observed per unit area.
King[37] presented an empirical formula for the density from centre to edge in GCs of the form:

N(r) = k

[
1√

1 + (r/rc)2
− 1√

1 + (rf/rc)2

]2
(37)

where N(r) is the number of star counts per unit area, k is a constant, rc is a scale factor that may
be called the core radius, and rt is the value of r at which the surface density f → 0. With these
three parameters, a good correlation was demonstrated with the observed number/radius counts for
several globular clusters.

Referring to Fig. 4, the number density of stars observed, N(r), across a chord of the GC in a
core of depth 2L, unit area ∆A, at a distance r from the centre is:

N(r) = 2

∫ L

0
ρ(rl)δl (38)

where ρ(rl) is the density of the star field at radius rl = OA from the centre. Using the density
relationship of Eq. (10) and substituting:

L =
√

r2f − r2 ;

ρrl = ρf (r
2
f/r

2
l ) ;

r2l = r2 + l2 ,

then N(r) = 2ρf

∫ L

0

r2f
r2 + l2

dl

= 2ρf
r2f
r

∣∣tan−1(l/r)
∣∣L
0
,

(39)

i.e. N(r) = 2ρf
r2f
r
tan−1

(
r2f
r2

− 1

)1/2

. (40)
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Figure 5: Simulated dense star field for star count corrections. Overlapping star fields in yellow,
unobscured stars in green. Plate area 2× 2 arc min2

Note that N(r) → 0 for r → rf , and for the limit r ≪ rf this simplifies to:

N(r) ≈
πρfr

2
f

r
, (41)

which is a simple power curve with log-log slope −1. The implied limit N(r) → ∞ as r → 0 is not a
physical reality; in practice, observed stars have a finite resolvable disk whose diameter is set by the
resolving power of the telescope. In addition, it may be assumed that the star number density cannot
increase beyond a certain limiting threshold, beyond which individual stars may conjoin, possibly as a
central black hole. This sets an upper bound to the number of stars that can be distinguished in any
given star field. If we define this radius to be rc , this represents a lower bound for r in equation 40,
from which we may generate the limiting curve:

N(r) = 2ρf
r2f

(r + rc)
tan−1

(
r2f

(r + rc)2
− 1

)1/2

. (42)

The curve has three parameters, ρf , rf , and rc, and superficially resembles that of King but differs
in concept. King’s curves were constructed ad hoc to fit the observational data, whereas the curve
described in equation 42 was generated from a model of the behaviour of stars in a relaxed spherical
galaxy, and its shape differs in detail.

3.1. Limitations of the model

One practical limitation for accurate number counts of stars in a crowded field comes from overlapping
of the optical disks. Figure 5 represents the simulated field of view of a plate 2×2 arc min2, with a true
star density of 100 stars arc min−2. Unobscured stars are shown in green; the yellow stars represent
an overlap of the optical disks, with the degree of overlap ranging from brushing edges to complete
masking and this clearly affects the final counts. The stars outside the plate area are included in the
figure to allow for completeness in the algorithm for assessing visible star counts. A majority of star
disks show some degree of overlap but, by pixel counting in the plate area, an estimate may be drawn
for the degree of overlap for any given star density and distribution of apparent radii.

In common with King’s model equations, equation 42 assumes a definite maximum radius, rf , a
limiting edge density ρf , and a defined core radius, rc. Implicit also is the assumption that kinetic
energy is partitioned equally within each shell, and that all stars have identical masses. This latter
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Figure 6: Log-log surface density/radius for NGC6093 (M80) overlain with derived theoretical curve
(equation 43). Different symbols referred to different plates in the original data. (Data from [38])

Figure 7: Log-log surface density/radius for M15 overlain with derived theoretical curve (equation 43).
Data adapted from [39]
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Figure 8: Log-log surface density/radius for M92 with derived theoretical curve. Data adapted from
[40]

is the least plausible assumption, and a better model can be created using an idealised initial mass
function (IMF) such as that of Salpeter, with an empirical IMF P (n) ∝ m−2.35 ∝ r−7.05, where P (n)
is the probability of observing n stars of given mass m.

The formal analysis of the equations of motion for stars of differing masses within globular clusters
is complex, but by using an IMF of simplified Salpeter form such as P (n) ∝ m−2, a modified function
for the predicted number counts per unit area may be derived (equation 43):

N(r) = ρf
r4f + 2r2f (r + rc)

2

3(r + rc)4

√
r2f − (r + rc)2 . (43)

Figs. 6, 7 and 8 show three plots for the GCs NGC6093, M15 and M92 using this curve, with
parameters adjusted for best fit to observational data.

3.2. Ratio of mean galactic separation to mean galactic radius

At the era of separation, Tg, proto-galaxies had expanded to a radius r0. Tg corresponds approximately
to the epoch of decoupling and its value will approximate to this epoch (≈ 3.77 × 105 yrs) with an
upper limit at the age of the oldest red-shift galaxies thus far discovered, such as GLASS-z12 that
is redshifted to z = 12.4+0.1

−0.3 and had already built up ∼ 109M⊙ in stars ≲ 300 − 400 Myr after the
Big Bang [41], or the age of M92 at 13 Gyr [6]. At Tg, local expansion of proto-galactic clounds as
a consequence of the expansion of the Universe stopped and galactic separation began, and it may
be asserted that the proto-galaxy then had a mean stellar motion of zero relative to the centre of
the proto-galaxy. The present day separation distance between galaxies is influenced by the continual
expansion of space between them after individual galaxies separated, leading to the familiar Hubble’s
Law of red-shift with distance, and by mutual gravitational attraction between neighbouring galaxies
with the infalling galactic clusters leading to galactic interactions or ultimately to complex galactic
mergers.

Taking the present age of the universe T0 ∼ 13.8 Gyr [16] and the mean radius of the proto-
galaxies as r0, then the mean separation of the proto-galaxies at Tg was 2r0. Let the mean separation
between galactic centres be dg at the present day, and taking an upper limit to the epoch of galaxy
formation (Tg) as ∼ 6× 108 yrs, then dg = 2r0T0/Tg ∼ 46r0 through Hubble separation. Substituting
rf ∼ 1.14r0 (from equation 35) suggests a present ratio of mean galaxy separation distance to mean
galactic radius of dg/rf = 46/(2× 1.14) ∼ 20.
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4. The Jeans Equation and Faber-Jackson relationship

The first proposition of the Jeans theorem states: Any steady-state solution of the collisionless Boltz-
mann equation depends on the phase-space coordinates only through integrals of motion in the galactic
potential. Any function of the integrals yields a steady-state solution of the collisionless Botlzmann
equation [10]. The collisionless state is justified for GCs because collisions between their stars are
rare, as confirmed by the very low rate of super novae [27].

Since we rarely know more than three integrals, this definition is often modified to the second
proposition of Jeans’s theorem: Any function of integrals solves the collisionless Boltzmann equa-
tion [10]:

ρ
∂vj
∂t

+ ρvi
∂vj
∂xi

= −ρ
∂Φ

∂xj
− ∂

∂xi
(ρσ2

ij) (44)

where position x = (x1, x2, x3), vi/j = (v1, v2, v3) is the velocity, Φ = Φ(x, t) is the gravitational
potential, ρ = ρx,t is the local density at time t, and σi,j is the velocity dispersion tensor, modified
from Eq. 4-27 of [10].

We have derived a function for total mass rather than luminosity, and from equation 32 we may
estimate the total mass M0 as:

M0 =
π rfv

2

2G
. (45)

Equation 45 is similar to the spherical Jeans equation in one dimension assuming spherical hy-
drostatic equilibrium and isotropy. The velocity dispersion tensor, σij , is then: σ2

rr = σ2
t1 = σ2

0. But
the galaxy may not be spherically symmetrical and may also be anisotropic with radial velocities as
well as tangential ones. In addition, spherical galaxies, especially fainter ones, don’t possess clearly
defined boundaries making the final radius, rf , difficult to measure.

Wolf et al (2010) show that the integrated mass within a characteristic radius, r3, where the log-
slope of the 3D density profile is −3, is largely insensitive to velocity dispersion anisotropy and for
a wide range of stellar light distributions that describe dispersion-supported galaxies, r3 is close to
the 3D de-projected half-light radius r1/2 [42]. We therefore define rf as a multiple of the effective
half-light radius (R1/2), or the radius containing half the galaxy’s luminosity. Because the graph of
M–R1/2 is plotted on a log-log scale, the precise value of β is less critical and a commonly accepted
approximation β ≃ 2 is used. This may be related by

rf = βR1/2, where 1 < β ≲ 2 . (46)

Elliptical galaxies are generally smooth, featureless systems containing Population II stars and
little or no gas or dust, giving them some similarities to GCs. They are denoted by their degree of
eccentricity from the most spherical, E0, to E7, the most elongated, but because we see only their
brightness distribution it is impossible to tell directly if they are axisymmetric or triaxial [10].

4.1. Spherical and elliptical galaxies

The Faber-Jackson (F-J) relation provides a power-law relation between luminosity L and the central
stellar velocity dispersion σ0 of elliptical galaxies. Their relation can be expressed mathematically as:

L ∝ σγ
0 with γ ≈ 4 . (47)

The F-J relation linking the mass and luminosity of an elliptical galaxy to its velocity dispersion
specifically refers to the rms width of the Gaussian distribution function of the line-of-sight velocity
from a selected range of absorption bands [43]. In contrast to σ0 in the F-B relation, v (equation 32)
is a mean velocity across the whole system, and better refers to the Full Width at Half Maximum
(FWHM) value. The velocity/radius curve for a typical star in M15 is shown in Fig. 9. By switching
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Figure 9: Velocity-Radius curve for M15
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Figure 10: Fig. 9 as a Gaussian curve across the whole GC.

axes, Fig. 10 shows the velocity distribution across the whole M15 galaxy which approximates to the
expected Gaussian distribution. Fig. 10 also shows the rms and FWHM values which are related by:

v = 2
√
2 ln 2σ0 . (48)

The total dynamic mass M0 may therefore be estimated from equation 45 as:

M0 ≃
4π ln 2σ2

0R1/2

G
, (49)

where σ0 is the rms line-of-sight velocity dispersion of the galaxy, and R1/2 is the half-light radius.
The parameters σ0 and R1/2 are listed in many catalogues for a wide range of galactic masses and

types. Fig. 11 plots the derived log-log dynamic mass vs. half-light radius for 735 spherical objects
spanning more than 8 decades of mass. Data for these plots and the number in each class, [n], were
taken for: dwarf ellipticals (dE) [58] and ordinary ellipticals [437] [44]; Massive Compact Objects
(MCO) [55] [44, 45]; Compact Objects (CO) [20] in Centaurus A [45]; Intermediate Mass Objects
(IMO) [32] [44]; MW GCs [48] [44]; Irregular, low mass or very faint MW GCs [67] [46]; and dwarf
spherical galaxies (dSph) [18] [47, 44].

Models assuming structural homology, such as de Vaucouleurs’ R1/4 model, cannot establish chang-
ing trends in their slope [48]. An F-J slope ∼ 4 represents the average slope over a restricted luminosity
range to what is a curved or broken L − σγ distribution, with the slope becoming ∼ 2 at lower lu-
minosities. Also shown in Fig. 11 is the linear best fit to the normal ellipticals and compact objects
(excluding dwarf ellipticals, dSphs and GCs). This has a mean R−Mvir log-log slope of 0.604± 0.003,
equivalent to an F-J slope of γ = 3.66±0.01 over a range of 7 decades. Despite the good fit to a ma-
jority of the galaxies in Fig. 11, there are some noted anomalies with the dwarf ellipticals, dSphs and
GCs branching from the main line.
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Figure 11: Log-log plot of half-light radius/Mass for a range of spherical and elliptical galaxies. The
radius containing half of each object’s light, R − 1/2, is plotted against each object’s stellar mass.
Blue open circles: MW Globular Clusters; purple circles: Compact Objects (CO) in Centaurus A;
black circles: dwarf ellipticals (dE) and ordinary ellipticals; green squares: Intermediate Mass Objects
(IMO); blue diamonds: Massive Compact Objects (MCO); red circles: MCO; red crosses: Irregular
or low mass MW GCs; purple squares: dwarf spherical galaxies (dSph). Blue line is linear best fit to
ordinary ellipticals and compact objects (see text for references).
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Figure 12: Semi-Log plot of R1/2–σ0 for galaxies of Fig. 11 with rms best fit (blue solid line) for the
ellipticals and dwarf ellipticals (Abbreviations as Fig. 11. For references see text).

17



J. H. Marr

4.2. Anomolous groups

The difference in scaling relations between elliptical galaxies and globular clusters demonstrated in
Figs. 11 and 12 is well-known and documented [49, 50]. Dwarf elliptical galaxies (dE) have blue
absolute magnitudes within the range −18 mag < Mb < −14 mag, fainter than ordinary elliptical
galaxies. Objects with masses intermediate between massive GCs and dwarf ellipticals have masses
of ∼ 107 M⊙ and relatively compact sizes. They are usually referred to as Ultra Compact Dwarfs
(UCDs), with sizes intermediate between elliptical galaxies and globular clusters. [44] argue that most
of these intermediate mass objects have similar properties to massive GCs, i.e. IMOs are essentially
massive star clusters. The dSphs have luminosities of order 105 − 107 L⊙, and are characterised by
their low surface brightnesses.

In galaxy formation theory based on the cold dark matter (CDM) model, low-luminosity, low-mass
galaxies such as dSphs are considered to be among the first bound luminous objects and are therefore
expected to contain DM, and current data for dSph galaxies are consistent with these systems having
similar DM halos, with total masses in the range Mvir < 108 M⊙ [47]. A ”discontinuity” is seen at
Mvir = 108 M⊙. This has been interpreted as the threshold for the gas in dSphs to be blown away
by successive supernovae [51]. The large mass ratio of DM to baryonic matter is therefore reached in
a low mass dSph through gas depletion.

In contrast to the F-J diagram of Fig. 11, Fig. 12 is a semi-log plot of logR1/2–σo. The elliptical
and dwarf ellipticals galaxies now form a slowly increasing continuum over approximately two decades
of R1/2 as σ0 increases over a range of 20 ≲ σ0 ≳ 380 km sec−1. This is in marked distinction from
the other groups of galaxies, where R1/2 increases by nearly three decades while σ0 remains low, never
being ≳ 70 km sec−1. This contrasting pattern is consistent with the ellipticals containing a black hole
core whose mass increases as the velocity dispersion increases, compared with the remaining types of
spherical or irregular galaxies which have an absent or low-mass core.

Metz and Kroupa (2007) have shown that modelling tidal dwarf galaxies (TDGs) results in objects
that resemble known dSphs after a Hubble time of dynamical evolution [52]. During each close galactic
passage, energy is pumped into the dSph leading to an expansion of the satellite, leaving a quasi-stable
remnant that matches many of the dSphs of the MW and Andromeda. Such mechanisms may also
account for the irregular Milky Way GCs apparent in Fig. 12.

Dwarf ellipticals present another anomaly on the logR− logM graph, with a gradual break away
from the trend line at Mvir ≈ 5 × 109 M⊙. In contrast, their good fit to the rms trend line for
ellipticals in Fig. 12 suggests they are a continuation of the ellipticals, and reexpansion after mass loss
(either by a supernova-driven wind or by ram-pressure stripping) may account for their anisotropic
velocity dispersions. Alternately, the proto-systems from which dwarf ellipticals formed might not
have isotropized their velocity dispersions due to very low initial density and, in consequence, a low
collision rate within the molecular cloud system [53].

5. Discussion

This paper presents an idealised model for a typical GC to reach stability, from the time of separation
from the expanding Universe in an initially uniform state until its formation as an independent spheri-
cal entity. The velocity/radius relationship is plotted, and the resulting log-log surface-density/radius
curves compare well with observations for three typical GCs. Given the velocity dispersion and half-
light radius, the model enables the dynamical mass to be computed, and the model was extended to
plot this theoretical mass against the half-light radius for 735 spherical objects spanning more than
eight decades of mass (Fig. 11).

The absolute age of the Universe is a cosmological limit setting a maximum age to all objects within
it. The epoch of decoupling (379,000 years after the Big Bang) sets a further age limit because, apart
from the small ripples recently observed in the MWB, the whole Universe was then at a state of
equilibrium [16]. Although this is uncomfortably close to the ages of some observed components of
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the Universe such as some of the oldest GCs, some supermassive black hole (SMBH) quasars, and
some of the oldest stars (Section 1.1), leaving a very short time for them to have condensed from
the expanding hot gas field, there is increasing theoretical evidence that this can occur [21]. Current
theory states that the initial separation occurred from the gaseous state after decoupling, but the
determined ages of objects such as primordial stars, and the short time available for the collapse
of early SMBHs, are consistent with separation beginning within the plasma itself before the era of
decoupling, and such differentiation, even at the size of a SMBH, would still be too small to register
on the large scale primordial ripples of the CMB. Gravitational instability then acted upon minor
perturbations within this medium allowed the separation of individual pro-galactic units that went
on to collapse through their own self gravity against the background of an expanding universe. This
caused the mean separation of galactic centres to continue to increase even as the galaxies themselves
contracted in size.

Whatever the mechanism for the formation of individual galaxies, it is generally accepted that
they must have condensed out of a medium that was, at least initially, approximately homogeneous,
and that all massive galaxies host a SMBH at their centres. There is also increasing evidence that
these SMBHs co-evolved with their host galaxies, with an empirical scaling relation between the
SMBH mass and galaxy properties such as the stellar velocity dispersion [54], while disk galaxies also
appear to have a universal spin parameter [10, 55]. However, if disc galaxies obtained their angular
momentum early in their evolution, this may have been greater than they could sustain. They could
then attain a stable spin by removing both mass and angular momentum from the primary disc,
leading to the ejection of a number of distinct and separate orbiting satellite galaxies, including GCs
and dSphs, implying that these GCs are coequal in age with their massive parent proto-disc galaxies.

Modelling GCs suggests that all spherically-symmetrical assemblies in gravitational equilibrium
and without angular momentum attained a stable, final maximum radius that is a universal constant,
≃ 1.136 times their initial radius at the epoch of galactic separation. Their predicted density and
velocity distribution match observational data reasonably well, and it is demonstrated that the ratio
of mean separation distance:galactic radius is a constant for a given epoch, with a plausible present
day value dg/rg ∼ 20.

A number of theoretical predictions suggest the existence of DM to make up missing mass both
from the universe and from within galaxies, including DM within spherical galaxies, where the
mass/velocity dispersion relationship with DM is similar to that plotted in Fig. 11 [56]. The model
presented in this paper does not preclude the existence of DM in GCs, but it does suggest that the
distribution of any DM follows the distribution of the observed stellar masses. It is not the purpose
of this paper to consider missing DM candidates or their detailed behaviour; however, it follows that
any DM must be cold-DM particles that are gravitationally bound within the GC or galaxy. Within
a GC, such particles will behave similarly to the ’particles’ of the star systems, i.e. they will exchange
potential for kinetic energy as they move towards the centre under gravity, and they will gravitation-
ally react with other particles to exchange momentum in an elastic, non-dissipative manner to reach
an overall thermal equilibrium. With the congregation of more massive objects towards the centre,
the DM may be confined to a thin, undetected DM halo which would increase the effective radius of
the GC. Modelling GCs, however, does suggest that they do not require DM halos nor any MOND-like
modification to Newtonian gravitation.

The author declares no conflict of interest.
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