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ABSTRACT. The model of the compact object is
considered, being alternate to the black hole. In the
model, the accreting protons decay at the Planck scale
into positrons and hypothetical Planck neutrinos. The
energy of the particles is split in two modes, low and
high. The electrons, positrons and Planck neutrinos
with the high energy move away. The electrons and
positrons with the low energy form the compact
object. The Planck neutrinos with the low energy
form the shell around the compact object. The Planck
neutrinos moving away may be interpreted as the hot
dark matter (HDM). The Planck neutrinos in the shell
around the compact object may be interpreted as the
trapped hot dark matter (THDM). In a recent paper,
the concept of the free fall pressure was introduced.
In the effective gravity, including the Newton gravity
and the free fall pressure, the THDM is hidden for the
massive particles but makes deflection of the massless
particles. The THDM can be seen in the gravitational
interaction of two shells. The gravitational interaction
of the galaxies in the Virgo cluster (M60, M87, M84,
M86, M49) is studied. The motion of the galaxies is
defined by the THDM masses in the shells around the
compact objects in the centres of the galaxies, the
stellar masses of the galaxies and the HDM mass in
the galaxies. The velocities of M60 and M49 toward
MS87 are estimated to be 678 km s~! and 445 km s~!
which are 66% and 59% of the observational values
respectively.

Keywords: gravitation; dark matter; galaxies: ki-
nematics and dynamics.

AHOTAIIIA. Posrisaaerbess MOIEb KOMIIAKTHOI'O
ob’eKkTa, MO € AJHTEPHATHBOIO YOpHiN mipri. Y It
MOJIeJII  aKpeIipyrodi IIPOTOHH PO3NaIAI0ThCd  HA
IInankoBChKill TKaJi HA TMO3UTPOHU Ta TiMOTETUYHI
IInankoBchki mHeifiTpuuo. Emepris dwacTumHOK po3iie-
ILUTIOETHCS Ha Bl MO/IM, HU3BKY Ta BUCOKY. EjaekTponn,
nmo3uTtponn Ta IlJaHKIBCHKI HEATPUHO 3 BUCOKOIO
EHEPTIEI0 BIIAJSIIOTECS. KJIeKTPpOHN Ta IO3UTPOHU 3
HU3BKOIO EHEPIi€I0 yTBOPIOITH KOMIIAKTHUN 00 €KT.
IInankiBcbKi HEHATPWHO 3 HU3BKOIO EHEPTi€I0 YTBO-
PIOIOTH  ODOJIOHKY HABKOJIO KOMIIAKTHOTO 00’eKTa.

[InankiBCcbKI HEHTPHWHO, IO BiIATIAIOTHCH, MOXKYTh
OyTu iHTepIperoBaHi $K rapsda TeMHa MaTepis
(T'TM). IlnaskiBcbKi HEATPHHO B OGOJIOHIN HABKOJIO
KOMITAKTHOTO 06’€KTa MOXKYTh OyTH IHTEPIIPETOBAHI K
3aXOIUIEHA B IACTKY rapsda remua marepis (30TM).
Y HenapHilt cTaTTi 610 3aIIPOBAIKEHO MOHATTS TUCKY
BUIBHOIO TaiHHS. ¥ MOojesi eeKTUBHOI rpaBiTarlil,
mo BKJO4Yae rpasitarito HeioToHa i THCK BiJIBHOTO
maminasg, 3I'TM npuxoBana Jjisi MACHBHUX YaCTUHOK,
ajle BUKJNKAE BigxmieHHss 0e3MacOBUX YACTUHOK.
3I'TM moxkHa mobauMTH y rpaBiTamiifHiii B3aeMoil
JBOX 000JI0OHOK. Po3risimaeThest rpaBiTalliiina B3ae-
Mogist rajakTuk y ckymdenni Jlisu (M60, M87, M84,
M86, M49). Pyx rajakTuk BH3HAYAETHCS MacaMu
3I'TM B 060JIOHKAX HABKOJO KOMITAKTHUX O0’€KTIB
y IEHTPax TajJaKTHK, 3iPKOBHUMH MAacCaMH TaJIAKTUK
ta Macamu I'TM y ranakrukax. IIsmnkocri M60 i
M49 y manpsmxy MS87 omimioorsea B 678 kM ¢! i
445 kM ¢!, mo cranoBurs 66% i 59% 3Ha4YeHB, IO
CITIOCTEPIraroThCsl, BiIITOBIIHO.

Kuro4oBi cjioBa: rpasirtariist; TeMHa MaTepis; rasa-
KTHKW: KIHEMaTUKa Ta JAHAMIKA.

1. Introduction

General relativity (Misner et al., 1973) predicts the
formation of a black hole in the gravitational collapse
of a body with a mass above ~ 3 mg. The black hole
is bounded by the event horizon of the Schwarzschild
radius, r, = 2Gm/c?. The existence of the event hori-
zon breaking the connection of the gravitating mass
of the black hole with an outer observer questions the
usual physics.

Khokhlov (2017, 2021) developed the model of the
compact object as a thin shell near the Schwarzschi-
1d radius, being alternate to the black hole. Khokhlov
(2017, 2021) assumed that the liberated gravitational
binding (kinetic) energy of the matter (protons and
electrons) accreting onto the compact object is split
in two modes, with the low energy E, ~ Gm/2r,
and with the high energy E;" ~ 3Gm/2r, as seen in
the local frame of the compact object (hereafter we
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use the unity mass of the particle). Half the accreti-
ng matter with the low energy retains at the compact
object. The inertial force, Fi, = 2E, /r, ~ Gm/r,
balances the gravity of the compact object thus maki-
ng it stable. Half the accreting matter with the high
energy leaves the compact object overcoming the gravi-
ty of the compact object. The protons with the high
energy are assumed to decay at the Planck scale into
positron and hypothetical Planck neutrinos, the mode
of the decay of the proton was proposed in Khokhlov
(2011).

The footprints of the decay of the protons at the
compact objects may be seen in the astrophysical
observations. Annihilation of the positrons arising in
the decay of the protons at the compact object Sgr A*,
now interpreted as a black hole, may explain (Barbi-
eri & Chapline, 2012) an excess of 511 keV radiation
from the centre of the Galaxy (Prantzos et al., 2011).
The flux of Planck neutrinos may account for the di-
screpancy between the accretion rate and the lumi-
nosity of Sgr A* (Khokhlov, 2014). The spectrum of
ultra high energy cosmic rays may be explained by the
Planck neutrinos with the energy corresponding to the
decay of the proton at the compact object (Khokhlov,
2020a).

Planck neutrino is a candidate for dark matter
particle. The concept of dark matter came into bei-
ng to explain the discrepancy between the dynamical
mass and the baryonic mass in the galaxies and in
the clusters of galaxies (Trimble, 1987) and references
therein. The modern theory suggests the existence of
the cold dark matter (CDM) in the universe (Tri-
mble, 1987) and references therein. Now, the dark
matter is described within the framework of the ACDM
cosmological model (Ostriker & Steinhardt, 1995).
Several open problems of the ACDM model on galaxy
scales were under discussion, e.g. (Weinberg et al.,
2015; Kroupa, 2012, 2015) and references therein.
Planck neutrinos are assumed to be massless parti-
cles (Khokhlov, 2011). Therefore, Planck neutrino may
be thought of in terms of hot dark matter (HDM).
The model of the galaxy with HDM was developed
in Khokhlov (2018, 2020Db).

In the present paper, we shall consider the model
of the compact object based on the assumption that
all the accreting protons decay at the Planck scale
into positrons and Planck neutrinos. In this case, the
compact object consists of the electrons and positrons
with the low energy, and the Planck neutrinos with the
low energy are placed in the shell around the compact
object. We shall treat the Planck neutrinos in the shell
around the compact object as the trapped hot dark
matter (THDM).

In a recent paper (Khokhlov, 2021), the effective
gravity was considered, including the Newton gravi-
ty and the free fall pressure. We shall consider the
Planck neutrinos (THDM) in the shell around the

compact object within the framework of the effective
gravity. In this approach, the THDM is hidden for the
massive particles but makes deflection of the massless
particles. The THDM can be seen in the gravitational
interaction of two shells. The approach may be tested
in the gravitational interaction of the galaxies containi-
ng the supermassive black holes in their centres while
interpreting them as the compact objects.

In the present paper, we shall study the gravitati-
onal interaction of the galaxies in the Virgo cluster.
Specifically, we shall study the motion of the galaxies
M60 and M49 toward the central galaxy M87 caused
by the THDM mass in the shells around the compact
objects of the galaxies, the stellar masses of the
galaxies and the HDM masses of the galaxies.

2. Model of the compact object

Following (Khokhlov, 2017, 2021), consider the
model of the compact object, being alternate to
the black hole. Khokhlov (2017, 2021) think of the
compact object as a thin shell of the radius (near
the Schwarzschild radius) at which the falling protons
reach the Planck energy. The model is based on the
assumption of the decay of the proton at the Planck
scale into positron and Planck neutrinos (Khokhlov,
2011). Khokhlov (2017, 2021) assumed that the kinetic
energy of the accreting matter (protons and electrons)
is split in the high and low energy modes. The accreti-
ng matter with the low energy retains at the compact
object, with the inertial force balancing the gravity of
the compact object. The accreting matter with the hi-
gh energy leaves the compact object, overcoming the
gravity of the compact object. The protons with the hi-
gh energy decay into the positrons and Planck neutri-
nos. In what follows, we shall consider the model of
the compact object in which all the accreting protons
decay into positrons and Planck neutrinos, with the
kinetic energy of the electrons, positrons and Planck
neutrinos is split in the high and low energy modes.

The concept of the free fall pressure opposing the
gravity was introduced in Khokhlov (2021). This leads
to the effective gravity, including the Newton gravity
and the free fall pressure. The gravitational force is
established with the velocity of light ¢ while the inerti-
al force due to free fall pressure is established with a
free fall velocity v. In the case of the weak gravity, the
inertial force due to free fall pressure is suppressed. At
the Schwarzschild radius, the free fall velocity is equal
to the velocity of light, and the inertial force due to
free fall pressure balances the gravity.

Planck neutrino is assumed to be massless parti-
cle (Khokhlov, 2011). Consider an approach to
description of the gravitational interaction of the
massless particle (photon, Planck neutrino) within
the framework of the effective gravity. Consider the
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massless particle in the gravitational field. In view of
the equivalence principle, the massless particle should
possess the gravitating mass. Since the massless parti-
cle propagates with the velocity of light, the free fall
pressure of the massless particle balances its gravi-
ty. The effective potential experienced by the massless
particle, including the gravitational potential and the
inertial potential due to free fall pressure, is zero

¢>eff:¢g+q)m:G7m—GTm:0

(1)

where G is the Newton constant, m is the mass of the
source of gravity. Assume that the perturbation due to
free fall pressure comes with a time delay of the size
of the massless particle. In this case, a couple of forces
due to gravity and free fall pressure act on the massless
particle in the gravitational field. The resultant force is
zero, but the deflection of the massless particle is twice
that of the massive particle. The massless particle is
deflected in the gravitational field at an angle

_4Gm
T

(2)

where b is the impact parameter. The deflection of the
massless particle eq. (2) is the same as the deflection
of light in general relativity (Pauli, 1958).

Consider the behaviour of the electrons, positrons
and Planck neutrinos with the low energy. In view of
the foregoing reasoning, the massive particles (protons,
electrons, positrons) do not experience the gravity of
the massless Planck neutrinos. We come to the model
of the compact object, consisting of the electrons and
positrons with the low energy. The compact object
is a shell with the radius close to the Schwarzschi-
1d radius, 7., ~ 2Gme,/c®. Assume that the posi-
trons and electrons of the compact object are in the
chaotic motion in the transverse direction. In the own
frame of the compact object, the kinetic energy of
the positrons and electrons of the compact object,
E_ ~ Gmc,/2rc,, produces the centrifugal accelerati-
on of the particles, balancing their gravity. The kinetic
energy of the positron (electron) minus its gravitational
energy is B, — Ey &= —Gmco/2rc,. Therefore, the emi-
ssion of the electromagnetic radiation by the positrons
and electrons of the compact object is suppressed. The
remote observer will see the compact object as a black
region.

The Planck neutrinos with the low energy are
deflected in the gravitational field generated by the
mass of the compact object plus the mass of the Planck
neutrinos. They are placed in the shell around the
compact object. In the frame of the shell, the kinetic
energy of the Planck neutrino minus its gravitational
energy is B, — Eg = —G(mco + mgp)/2rn. Assume
that the energy (mass) of four Planck neutrinos is
m, = my — m. where m, is the mass of proton, m.

is the mass of electron. The mass of the Planck neutri-
nos in the shell around the compact object is given by

(mp —me)
2me

Mgp = Meo- (3)

In view of eq. (2), the radius of the shell is given by

(mp — me)

(4)

Tsh = Tco-

4me

The massive probe particle does not detect the mass
of the Planck neutrinos in the shell around the compact
object. The mass of the shell eq. (3) is hidden for the
massive probe particle. The massless probe particle
(photon, Planck neutrino) is deflected by the mass of
the shell at an angle eq. (2). The photon lensed by the
shell can reveal the hidden mass of the Planck neutri-
nos. When moving from infinity, the massless probe
particle cannot approach the shell closer than twice
the radius of the shell. Thus, the massive and massless
probe particles experience the Planck neutrinos in the
shell around the compact object in different way.

The Planck neutrinos in the shell around the
compact object can scatter on the accreting protons.
The process of the scattering of four Planck neutrinos
on the proton goes at the Planck scale, with the birth
of the electron-positron pair (Khokhlov, 2020a). The
probability of the scattering of the Planck neutrinos in
the shell around the compact object on the accreting
protons is given by

11 ((EVEP)1/2)7

mpy
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where tp; is the Planck time, mp; is the Planck mass,
E, = (mymp;)*/? is the energy of four Planck neutri-
nos of the compact object, E, =~ m,, is the energy of the
accreting proton, taking into account that the relativi-
stic factor of the accreting proton is v2/c? = oo /75 ~
5.5 x 1073, The probability eq. (5) is small thus the
interaction of the Planck neutrinos in the shell around
the compact object with the accreting protons can be
neglected.

Consider the behaviour of the electrons, positrons
and Planck neutrinos with the high energy. The posi-
trons and electrons with the high energy can overcome
the gravity of the compact object. In the own frame
of the compact object, the kinetic energy of the
positron (electron) minus its gravitational energy is
E,j — E; =~ Gmey/2r¢,. This energy may be converted
into the electromagnetic radiation seen by the remote
observer. The luminosity of Sgr A* was explained
by the energy E,:r — E, of the electrons leaving Sgr
A* (Khokhlov, 2017). The positron from the decayed
proton was assumed to have the negligible kinetic
energy (Khokhlov, 2017). Later Khokhlov (2020a)
showed that the positron and Planck neutrinos share
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the energy of the decayed proton. In its own frame,
the kinetic energy of the positron is the same as that
of the electron. Then, half the energy E,j — E, of the
positrons and electrons leaving Sgr A* may explain the
luminosity of Sgr A*. The cosmic rays from Sgr A* may
carry away the other half of the energy.

The Planck neutrinos with the high energy can
overcome the gravity of the compact object plus the
shell of the Planck neutrinos. In the own frame of
the compact object, the kinetic energy of the Planck
neutrino minus its gravitational energy is E;: - B, =~
GMeotsh/2rsn. They may be thought of as the HDM
distributed in the universe. The Planck neutrinos wi-
th the low energy are trapped by the compact object
plus the shell of the Planck neutrinos thus may be
thought of as the THDM. Since the mass of the Planck
neutrinos in the shell is much more than the mass of
the compact object, the Planck neutrinos with the low
energy are mostly trapped by themselves.

Consider the gravitational interaction of two shells
of the Planck neutrinos within the framework of the
effective gravity (Khokhlov, 2021). Suppose that the
mass of the first shell is less than the mass of the second
shell. The effective gravitational potential of the shell
is a sum of the gravitational potential and the inertial
potential due to free fall pressure equal zero

q)efﬂSh = @Q,Sh + <I>in,sh = 0 (6)

In the gravitational interaction of two shells, the relati-
ve inertial potential of the shells is given by

(7)

In the frame of the first shell, the effective gravitational
potential of the second shell is given by

(I)in,sh12 = (I)in,shZ - (I)in,shb

(8)

This gives the velocity of the first shell toward the
second shell

(I)eff,shZ = (I)g,shQ + éin,shIZ = (I)g,sh1~

2Gm5“)1/2 (9)

v = (2®Bepfeno)'/? = < o

where Rq5 is the distance between the shells. In the
frame of the second shell, the effective gravitational
potential of the first shell is given by

(I)eff,shl = q)g,shL (10)

This gives the velocity of the second shell toward the
first shell

2Gmsh1 ) 1/2

Ry (11)

vy = (2®Besfon)/? = (
The relative velocity of the shells is given by

V12 = U1 + V2.

So, in the gravitational interaction of two shells of
the Planck neutrinos around the compact objects, the
inertial potentials of the shells compensate each other
by the value of the smaller inertial potential. As a
result, the mass of the Planck neutrinos in the shells
around the compact objects can be revealed. For both
the shells, the value revealed is equal to the mass of
the Planck neutrinos of the smaller shell.

3. Gravitational interaction of the galaxies in
the Virgo cluster

Consider the motion of the galaxies due to gravitati-
onal interaction of the galaxies in the Virgo cluster.
We shall interpret the black holes in the centres of
the galaxies as the compact objects, consisting of
the electrons and positrons. The compact object is
surrounded by the shell of the Planck neutrinos. In
view of eq. (3), the mass of the shell of the Planck
neutrinos around the compact object is more than the
mass of the compact object by a factor of m,/(2m.) =
0.9x103. The mass of the shell is hidden for the massive
probe particle and can be revealed in the gravitational
interaction of two shells, with the value revealed equal
to the mass of the smaller shell egs. (9),(11). Remi-
nd that we treat the Planck neutrinos of the compact
object in terms of the THDM.

We shall consider the gravitational interaction of
the galaxies defined by the THDM mass around the
compact objects in the centres of the galaxies, the
stellar masses of the galaxies and the HDM mass in
the galaxies. We shall take the stellar masses of the
galaxies as the baryonic masses of the galaxies. The
stellar masses of the galaxies can be obtained from their
luminosities in the V-band taken from NED, adopting
the stellar mass-to-light ratio, m. o/Lv,c = 6. In the
HDM model of the galaxy (Khokhlov, 2018, 2020b), the
dynamical mass of the galaxy, including the baryonic
and the HDM mass of the galaxy, is twice the baryonic
mass of the galaxy at most. We shall take the dynami-
cal mass of the galaxy twice the sum of the stellar mass
of the galaxy and the mass of the smaller shell around
the compact object.

We shall model the gravitational interaction of the
galaxies with the use of the foregoing formalism of the
gravitational interaction of the shells of the Planck
neutrinos around the compact objects. Consider two
galaxies with the compact objects in their centres. The
velocity of the first galaxy toward the second galaxy is
defined by the mass centred on the second galaxy as

oy~ <2G(mthdm + Mg + mhdm2)>1/2
R
(4G(mthdm + m*2)>1/2
Ry

(13)

where mypgm 18 the THDM mass of the smaller
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compact object, m, is the stellar mass of the galaxy,
Mpam is the HDM mass of the galaxy, Rpo is the di-
stance between the galaxies.

We shall study the motion of the galaxies M60 and
M49 toward the galaxy M87 in the centre of the Virgo
cluster, assuming that MS87 is at rest. We shall esti-
mate the velocity of M60 toward M87 due to gravitati-
onal interaction of M60 with M&87, M&84, M86, M49 and
the velocity of M49 toward M87 due to gravitational
interaction of M49 with M&87, M84, M86, M60. We shall
consider the motion of the galaxies in projection, taki-
ng the distances between the galaxies in projection and
neglecting the radial distances between the galaxies.

Consider the gravitational interaction of M60 and
MS87. The distance between the galaxies is 0.97 Mpc.
The observational mass of the black hole in the centre
of M87 is mpn sy = 6.5 x 10° mg (Event Hori-
zon Telescope Collaboration, 2019) that gives the
THDM mass of the shell around the compact object,
Myhdm, ms7 = 5.85 X 1012 mg. The observational mass
of the black hole in the centre of M60 is mpn, me0
4.5 x 10 mg (Shen & Gebhardt, 2010) that gives
the THDM mass of the shell around the compact
object, Mindm, meo = 4.05 x 10'? mg. The luminosi-
ty of M8T7 is Ly as7 = 1.34 x 10! Ly that gives the
stellar mass of M87, m. g7 = 8 x 10 mg. The
mass centred on M87 is a sum of the THDM mass
of the shell around the compact object in the centre
of M60, the stellar mass of M87 and the HDM mass,
margr = 2(4.05 x 1012 +8 x 10!) = 9.7 x 10'2 mg.
This mass gives the velocity of M60 toward M87, 294
km s~ 1.

Consider the gravitational interaction of M60 and
MS84. The distance between the galaxies is 1.45 Mpc.
The direction of M60 toward M84 is close to the di-
rection of M49 toward M87. The observational mass
of the black hole in the centre of M84 is mpp prga =
1.5 x 10 mg (Bower et al., 1998) that gives the
THDM mass of the shell around the compact object,
Mihdm, M4 = 1.35 X 10'2 mg. The luminosity of M84
is Ly arsa = 9.33 x 1010 L, that gives the stellar mass
of M84, my prga = 5.6 X 1011 mg. The mass centred
on M84 is a sum of the THDM mass of the shell
around the compact object in the centre of M84, the
stellar mass of M84 and the HDM mass, m /g4
2(1.35 x 1012 +5.6 x 10!) = 3.8 x 10'2 m. This mass
gives the velocity of M60 toward M84, 151 km s~1.
Projecting it on the direction of M60 toward M87, one
gets the same value, 151 km s~ !.

Consider the gravitational interaction of M60 and
MS86. The distance between the galaxies is 1.4 Mpc.
The direction of M60 toward M86 is close to the di-
rection of M49 toward M87. The mass of the black
hole in the centre of M86 is unknown. Adopt the value,
mpn,mse = 1.5 % 10 mg, which gives the THDM mass
of the shell around the compact object, mipdm, mse =
1.35 x 102 mg,. The luminosity of M86 is Ly as6 =

1.57 x 10! Ly that gives the stellar mass of MS6,
My vge = 9.4 X 101! mg. The mass centred on M86
is a sum of the THDM mass of the shell around the
compact object in the centre of M86, the stellar mass
of M86 and the HDM mass, masss = 2(1.35 x 1012 +
9.4x10') = 4.6 x 10'? m . This mass gives the veloci-
ty of M60 toward M86, 169 km s~!. Projecting it on
the direction of M60 toward M87, one gets the same
value, 169 km s~ 1.

Consider the gravitational interaction of M60 and
M49. The distance between the galaxies is 1.5 Mpc.
The direction of M60 toward M49 is at an angle of 62°
to the direction of M60 toward M87. The observati-
onal mass of the black hole in the centre of M49 is
Mpn. a0 = 5.65 x 108 mg (Loewenstein et al., 2001)
that gives the THDM mass of the shell around the
compact object, mMnam,pra9 = 5.1% 101! mg. The lumi-
nosity of M49 is Ly pra9 = 1.78 % 10t L that gives
the stellar mass of M49, m, pa0 = 10.7 x 10! mg.
The mass centred on M49 is a sum of the THDM mass
of the shell around the compact object in the centre
of M49, the stellar mass of M49 and the HDM mass,
marag = 2(5.1 x 10* +10.7 x 10!) = 3.2 x 10'? m.
This mass gives the velocity of M60 toward M49, 136
km s~!. Projecting it on the direction of M60 toward
MS87, one gets 64 km s~ 1.

Calculate the total velocity of M60 toward M87
due to gravitational interaction of M60 with MS7,
M84, M86, M49. The total velocity of M60 toward
MS87 is estimated to be 294 + 151 4+ 169 + 64 = 678
km s~!. The velocity of M60 toward M87, 1030 km
s~ (Wood et al., 2017), was obtained from the X-ray
data analysis. Thus, the value obtained from the gravi-
tational interaction of the galaxies may explain 66% of
the value obtained from the X-ray data. To obtain the
more accurate value one needs to include more galaxies
in the study.

Consider the gravitational interaction of M49 and
MS87. The distance between the galaxies is 1.35 Mpc.
The mass centred on M87 is a sum of the THDM mass
of the shell around the compact object in the centre
of M49, the stellar mass of M87 and the HDM mass,
margr = 2(5.1 x 101 +8 x 101) = 2.6 x 102 mg,. This
mass gives the velocity of M49 toward M87, 129 km
s—h

Consider the gravitational interaction of M49 and
M84. The distance between the galaxies is 1.55 Mpc.
The direction of M49 toward M84 is at an angle of
16° to the direction of M49 toward MS&7. The mass
centred on M84 is a sum of the THDM mass of the
shell around the compact object in the centre of M49,
the stellar mass of M84 and the HDM mass, mpsg4 =
2(5.1 x 10* + 5.6 x 10'1) = 2.1 x 10'2 mg. This mass
gives the velocity of M49 toward M84, 109 km s~1.
Projecting it on the direction of M49 toward M87, one
gets 105 km s~ 1.

Consider the gravitational interaction of M49 and
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MS86. The distance between the galaxies is 1.55 Mpc.
The direction of M49 toward MS86 is at an angle of
14° to the direction of M49 toward MS87. The mass
centred on M86 is a sum of the THDM mass of the
shell around the compact object in the centre of M49,
the stellar mass of M86 and the HDM mass, myss6 =
2(5.1 x 10" + 9.4 x 10'!) = 2.9 x 10'? mg. This mass
gives the velocity of M49 toward MS86, 128 km s~ '.
Projecting it on the direction of M49 toward M87, one
gets 124 km s~

Consider the gravitational interaction of M49 and
M60. The distance between the galaxies is 1.5 Mpc.
The direction of M49 toward M60 is at an angle of
41° to the direction of M49 toward M87. The lumi-
nosity of M60 is Ly ae0 = 1.05 x 10 Ly that gives
the stellar mass of M60, m. p60 = 6.3 x 10! mg. The
mass centred on M60 is a sum of the THDM mass
of the shell around the compact object in the centre
of M49, the stellar mass of M60 and the HDM mass,
marag = 2(5.1 x 10 + 6.3 x 10*!) = 2.3 x 10'? m.
This mass gives the velocity of M49 toward M60, 115
km s~!. Projecting it on the direction of M49 toward
MS87, one gets 87 km s™1.

Calculate the total velocity of M49 toward MS87
due to gravitational interaction of M49 with M87,
M84, M86, M60. The total velocity of M49 toward
MS87 is estimated to be 129 + 105 + 124 + 87 = 445
km s~!. The velocity of M49 toward MS87, 750 km
s7! (Gavazzi et al., 1999), was obtained from the
kinematics analysis. Thus, the value obtained from
the gravitational interaction of the galaxies may
explain 59% of the value obtained from the kinematics
analysis. To obtain the more accurate value one needs
to include more galaxies in the study.

4. Discussion

In the model considered, the mass of the shell of
the Planck neutrinos around the compact object, the
THDM mass, is hidden for the massive probe parti-
cle but may be seen in the gravitational interacti-
on of the shells of the Planck neutrinos around the
compact objects in the centres of the galaxies. We
have calculated the velocity of M60 toward M87 due
to gravitational interaction of M60 with M87, M84,
M86, M49 and the velocity of M49 toward M87 due
to gravitational interaction of M49 with M&7, M&4,
M86, M60. The gravitational interaction of the galaxi-
es is defined by the masses of the shells of the Planck
neutrinos around the compact objects in the centres of
the galaxies (THDM mass), the stellar masses of the
galaxies and the HDM mass in the galaxies.

Estimate the contribution of the DM mass, including
the THDM and HDM mass, and the stellar mass in the
gravitational interaction of the galaxies. The velocity
of M60 toward M8T is defined by the THDM mass 36%,

the stellar mass 14%, the HDM mass 50%. The velocity
of M49 toward M87 is defined by the THDM mass 20%,
the stellar mass 30%, the HDM mass 50%. In total,
the DM is responsible for 86% of the velocity of M60
toward M87 and for 70% of the velocity of M49 toward
M8&7.

The relative velocity of the Milky Way and M31
was explained by the baryonic mass and the HDM
mass in the galaxies (Khokhlov, 2020b). The observati-
onal masses of the black holes in the centres of the
galaxies are mpnyw = 4 x 10° mg (Ghez et al.,
2008; Gillessen et al., 2009) in the Milky Way and
mpn 31 = 2 % 102 mg (Bender et al., 2005) in M31.
Accordingly, the THDM masses of the shells around
the compact objects are mipgm,mw = 3.6 X 109 me
in the Milky Way and mpgm,m31 = 1.8 X 101! mg
in M31. The THDM mass revealed in the gravitati-
onal interaction of the shells is equal to that in the
smaller shell in the Milky Way which can be neglected
in comparison with the baryonic masses in the Mi-
lky Way, my yw = 10! mg (Khokhlov, 2018), and
in M31, mp ar31 = 1.3 x 10" mg (Khokhlov, 2020Db).
Thus, the THDM mass is not seen in the gravitati-
onal interaction of the Milky Way and M31. The DM
is responsible for 50% of the relative velocity of the
Milky Way and M31.

The light rays are deflected by the THDM.
Therefore, the THDM mass may be seen in the lensing
of the galaxies. One can measure the total masses of
the galaxies in the galaxy-galaxy weak lensing. van Ui-
tert et al. (2011) measured halo masses of the galaxies
in the weak lensing analysis, using data for the galaxi-
es from RCS2 and SDSS (0.08 < z < 0.48) of stellar
masses in the range m, ~ 101° — 10?2 mg. The halo
masses of the galaxies determined in the weak lensing
analysis increase with the stellar masses of the galaxi-
es. For the early type galaxies, the halo mass grows
from m§ = 1.35 x 101'A™1 mg at m, = 2.0 x 10'° mg
to m§ = 7.2 x 108h7! mg at m, = 1.2 x 10! mg.
For the late type galaxies, the halo mass grows from
ml = 5.6 x 101! mg at m. = 2.0 x 10*° mg to
ml = 2.2 x 10" mg at m. = 6.9 x 10 mg.
The lensing halo masses of the early type galaxies are
greater than those of the late type galaxies. This may
be explained by the smaller masses of the shells of the
Planck neutrinos around the compact objects (THDM
masses) in the centres of the late type galaxies.

Compare the total masses, including the stellar,
THDM and HDM masses, of the Milky Way, M31,
MS87 with the lensing halo masses, corresponding to
the stellar masses of the galaxies. Estimate the total
mass of the Milky Way, taking the stellar mass of
the Milky Way, m. prir = 10 mg, and neglecting
the THDM mass. Calculation gives myw =1+ 1 =
2 x 10 mg. The corresponding lensing halo mass of
the late type galaxy is m! = 1.4 x 10" my, which is
consistent with the total mass of the Milky Way. Esti-
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mate the total mass of M31, taking the stellar mass
of M31, my ms31 = 1.3 x 10" mg. Calculation gives
marz1 = 2(1.34+1.8) = 6.2x 10! mg,. The correspondi-
ng lensing halo mass of the late type galaxy is m! =
2.1 x 10" mg which is lower than the total mass
of M31. Estimate the total mass of M87, taking the
stellar mass of M87, m. prs7 = 8 X 10* mg. Calculati-
on gives myrsr = 2(0.8 + 5.85) = 13.3 x 10'? mg.
The corresponding lensing halo mass of the early type
galaxy is m§ = 9.4 x 10" mg which is higher than the
total mass of MST.

Consider the gravity of MS87 experienced by the
massive probe particle within the framework of the
HDM model (Khokhlov, 2018, 2020b). The THDM
mass is hidden for the massive probe particle. It can
experience the baryonic and HDM mass. In the HDM
model, the baryonic matter of the galaxy is embedded
into the HDM, with the HDM density constant wi-
th radius. At some radius rg, the HDM mass is equal
to the baryonic mass. Estimate the radius rq for the
stellar mass of M&7. For the HDM density ppam =
5 x 1073 mg pc3 (Khokhlov, 2018, 2020b), the HDM
mass is equal to the stellar mass of M87, m, ps7 =
8 x 10" mg, at the radius 79 = 34 kpc. At r < r,
the probe particle moves along the elliptic orbit. At
r > 1o, the probe particle moves along the parabolic
orbit. At r > rg, the enclosed dynamical mass is twice
the enclosed baryonic mass.

Estimate the enclosed dynamical mass of M87 at 100
kpc from the velocity dispersion profile. Longobardi
et al. (2018) used a sample of planetary nebulas to
map the velocity dispersion profile of the M87 outer
halo, subtracting the contribution of the intra-cluster
planetary nebulas. The radial velocity dispersion of the
MS87 halo at 100 kpc is o,. ~ 200 km s~! (Longobardi et
al., 2018). In the HDM model (Khokhlov, 2018, 2020b),
the enclosed dynamical mass at r > 7y is defined by
the radial velocity which is twice the radial velocity di-
spersion, v,, = 20,.. Then, the enclosed dynamical mass
of M87 at 100 kpc is mayn, ms7(< 100 kpe) = v2r/2G =
1.9 x 10'? mg. The enclosed baryonic mass of M87 at
100 kpe is mp prs7(< 100 kpe) = 9.5 x 10! mg. This
is comparable with the stellar mass of M87, m. ps7 =
8 x 101 mg,. The radial velocity dispersion of the intra-
cluster planetary nebulas at 100 kpc is o, ~ 800 km
s~! (Longobardi et al., 2018). It is reasonable to thi-
nk that the intra-cluster baryonic matter is dragged by
the motion of the galaxies.

So, the THDM mass of the shell around the compact
object in the centre of the galaxy manifests itself in
different way depending on the observation method.
It is hidden for the objects tracing the gravity of the
galaxy. It may be seen in the gravitational interaction
of the shells of the Planck neutrinos around the
compact objects in the centres of the galaxies thus
influencing the motion of the galaxies. In lensing, the
THDM mass of the shell around the compact object

in the centre of the galaxy gives contribution to the
lensing mass of the galaxies.

5. Conclusion

We have considered the model of the compact object,
being alternate to the black hole. The model is based
on the assumption that the accreting protons decay at
the Planck scale into positrons and Planck neutrinos.
The energy of the particles is split in two modes, low
and high. The compact object consists of the electrons
and positrons with the low energy. The Planck neutri-
nos with the low energy are placed in the shell around
the compact object. The mass of the shell is more
than the mass of the compact object by a factor of
my/(2me) = 0.9 x 103. The electrons, positrons and
Planck neutrinos with the high energy move away,
overcoming the gravity of the compact object and the
shell of the Planck neutrinos. The Planck neutrinos wi-
th the high energy may be interpreted as the HDM.

We have considered Planck neutrinos within the
framework of the effective gravity, including the
Newton gravity and the free fall pressure. The gravi-
tational potential of the Planck neutrinos in the shell
around the compact object is balanced by the inerti-
al potential due to free fall pressure. The mass of
the Planck neutrinos is hidden for the massive parti-
cles. The massless particles (photons, Planck neutri-
nos) are deflected by the mass of the Planck neutrinos.
In effect, the Planck neutrinos in the shell around the
compact object are trapped and may be interpreted
as the THDM. The THDM mass may be seen in the
lensing of the galaxies containing the central compact
object (black hole).

In the gravitational interaction of two shells of the
Planck neutrinos around the compact objects, the
inertial potentials of the shells compensate each other
by the value of the smaller inertial potential, revealing
the masses of the Planck neutrinos (THDM masses) in
the shells, equal to the mass of the Planck neutrinos
of the smaller shell. We have studied the gravitational
interaction of the galaxies in the Virgo cluster, M60
with M87, M84, M86, M49 and M49 with M87, M8&4,
MS86, M60. The gravitational interaction of the galaxies
is defined by the revealed THDM masses in the shells
around the compact objects in the centres of the galaxi-
es, the stellar masses of the galaxies and the HDM mass
in the galaxies. The total velocity of M60 toward M87
due to gravitational interaction of M60 with M87, M&84,
MS86, M49 is 678 km s~! being 66% of that obtained
from the X-ray data, 1030 km s~! (Wood et al., 2017).
The total velocity of M49 toward M87 due to gravi-
tational interaction of M49 with M&87, M&84, M&86, M60
is 445 km s~! being 59% of that obtained from the
kinematics analysis, 750 km s~! (Gavazzi et al., 1999).
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