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M ost of the m ass content of dark m atter haloes is expected to be in the form of tidal debris.
The density of debris is not constant, but rather can grow due to fomm ation of caustics at the
apocenters and pericenters of the orbit, or decay as a result of phase m ixing. In the phase space,
the debris assem ble In a hierarchy which is truncated by the prin ordial tem perature of dark m atter.
U nderstanding this phase structure can be of signi cant In portance for the interpretation ofm any
astrophysical observations and in particular dark m atter detection experim ents. W ith this purpose
In m ind, we develop a general theoretical fram ework to describe the hierarchical structure of the
phase space of cold dark m atter haloes. W e do not m ake any assum ption of spherical sym m etry
and/or sn ooth and continuous accretion. Instead, working w ith correlation functions in the action-—
angle space, we can fully account for the hierarchical structure (predicting a two-point correlation
function /  J '*® in the action space), aswellas the prim ordial discreteness of the phase space. As
an application, we estin ate the boost to the dark m atter annihilation signaldue to the structure of
the phase space w ithin virdal radius: the boost due to the hierarchical tidal debris is of order unity,
w hereas the prim ordial discreteness of the phase structure can boost the total annihilation signal
by up to an order of m agnitude. The latter is dom inated by the regions beyond 20% of the virial

radius, and is Jargest for the recently form ed haloes w ith the least degree of phase m ixing.

I. NTRODUCTION

C oan ologicalN -body sin ulations show that dark m at—
ter OM ) haloes which fom in a CDM Universe con—
tain a Jarge num ber of subhaloes of all sizes and m asses.
W hat rem ains outside the subhaloes are ungrouped indi-
vidual particles w hose m asses set the resolution lim it of
the sim ulation. If the sin ulations where to have enough
resolution to resolve every single subhalo then it is ex—
pected that the sm allest subhaloes would be the m icro—
hales of about 10 °M 'E:, :ﬁ, '@']. D oces all the m ass
of a given halo reside inside the gravitationally bound
subhaloes ? A s a subhalo falls through the gravitational

eld of its host halo, it becom es tidally disrupted. A
tidal stream extends along the orbit of the subhalo and
can contain a large fraction of the satellite m ass. T here—
fore, a signi cant fraction ofa DM halo is expected to be
In the form of stream s and caustics. D epending on their
length, the density of the stream s can vary and is rela-—
tively not very large. H ow ever, as a stream foldsback on
itself, zones ofhigher density, i.e. caustics, form (seeedg.
Eﬁ, '5, :_é, -'j, Tfj’]) . In princple, these are not true caustics
but only sm eared-out caustics due to nite DM velocity
digpersion, how ever, it is convenient to referto them sin —
ply asDM caustics. Hereafter we shall refer to unbound
stream s and caustics pintly as tidal debris.
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D ark m atter tidal debris, so far m ostly unresolved in
cogan ological N body sim ulations, are expected to pop-—
ulate our own halo. M any stellar counterparts to such
debris have been detected so far (eg. ['_ﬁ, :_lC_i]) and m any
m ore are expected to be detected with future m issions
like GATA . T he hierarchicalgrow th ofthe host halo from
the disruption of satellite haloes re ects In a hierarchical
structure of the phase space. The true Iowest cuto to
this hierarchy is not set by the m icrohaloes but by pri-
m ordialdark m atter velocity dispersion. T he hierarchical
phase structure indicates that after rem oving all bound
subhaloes from a given DM halo, its phase space rem ains
still unsm ooth due to debris from disrupted subhaloes.
T he tidal debris are never am eared out because of con—
servation of phase space densiy and volum e, although
they becom e less dense as they w rap around the halo. Tt
is this phase structure which we study here.

Secondary infall or selfsin ilar accretion m odel pro—
vides a solid theoretical base for the study of halo for-
m ation, and m odels the phase structure of DM haloes
I_ll:, :_12:] H ow ever, since this m odel assum es continuous
accretion, it cannot capture the hierarchical nature of
halo form ation. On the other hand, num erical sin ula—
tions still Jack enough resolution to resolve the hierarchi-
calphase structure, although progress is being m ade in
this direction [, 13, 14].

Here,we ain at capturing the hierarchicalphase struc—
ture of dark m atter haloes and its intrinsically discrete
nature, w ithout resorting to any assum ption of spheri-
cal symm etry or sm ooth and selfsim ilar accretion. W e
divide the structure ofa dark m atterhalo into three cate—
gories: (1) the prin ordialand intrinsically discrete phase
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structure, form ed prior to any m erger or accretion and
entirely due to the coldness of the nitial condition; 2)
the hierarchical phase structure of tidal debris from dis—
rupted satellites, and (3) the hierarchical phase struc—
ture ofundisrupted subhaloes. W e leave the study ofthe
undisrupted substructures to a com panion paper h5 and
In thiswork we only study cases (1) and ).

To study phase structure lnduced by debris from dis—
rupted satellites, we assum e that at a given level n the
hierarchy, all structures added earlier and which lie at
an aller scales are an ooth. This sets the lowest level of
the hierarchy at the scale detem ined by the velocity dis—
persion of earliest dark m atter haloes. However, this is
not entirely correct since the earliest dark m atter haloes
them selves are not an ooth and have a structure which is
due to the coldness of the Initial condition. T hus, there
is a fundam ental discreteness scale which is determ ined
'}::y prin ordial dark m atter velocity dispersion (see Fig.
i) .

T his com plicated process is studied here through cor—
relation fiinctions in the action-angle space where H am il
tonian is only a function of the adiabatic nvariants, ie.
the action variables. T heir conjigate variables, the an—
gk variabks increase linearly in time. T he action-angle
vanab]es are ext:cen ely usefil for studying tidal stream s
ll6 :17 -18-, .19 .20] H ow ever, working w ith the action—
angle variables, we are restricted to regions w ithin the
viralradius (W ith a quasistaticpotential), and hence the
phase structures that m ight arise outside the virialradiis
(eg. between the virial and the tumaround radii) can—
not be studied in the present fram ework. For direct DM
detection and cosmn icray signalofDM annihilation, only
the nearby phase structure plays a 0k and our m ethod
isvalid (seeedg. {2]1 H ow ever, for lensing experin ents
and -ray em ission from DM annihilations, for exam ple
from other galaxies, the structures outside the virial ra-
dius can be rather In portant (seeeg. 122])

W e assum e that the satellite orbits are integrable in the
host DM potential @lthough, in :y; we ram ark on chaos
and non-integrable system s). T herefore, the phase space
distrdbution can be described in term s ofthe action-angle
variables, £Ji; ig, so that:

@H
= = i 1
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@H
J+ Q. @)

where the Ham iltonian, H = H [J], isonly a function of
action variables, J; and ;s are the angular frequencies.
Fig. {_2) show s a cartoon picture of phase m ixing in the
action-angle space, and its correspondence to the real
space.

T he hierarchical phase structure and its findam ental
discreteness set by prim ordialD M velocity dispersion are
captured by the correlation fiinction ofthe phase density.
Since, after a Iong tin e, the distrbution in the angle
space is unifom , the phase density is only a function of
the action variables. T his can be easily seen by w riting

FIG .1l: The top horizontal panel show s the phase space of
the m erger of two dark m atter haloes, each of which has its
ow n hierarchy of phase structure. T he tim es on the top panel
refer to the crossing tin es. The zoom Ing show s that each
hierarchy contains a lower level and so on. The hierarchy is
cut at the scale of the am allest dark m atter halo that has
been accreted to the nalhalo. However, the phase space
is not sm ooth below this scale. Indeed, the phase space is
intrinsically discrete due to the coldness ofdark m atter show n
by the last zoom ing on the_left. (Top panel: courtesy of
V Jasov-P oisson sinulation 3].)

t=0

FIG.2: A one din ensional cartoon of the evolution of tidal
stream s In both phase and action-angle spaces. A s structure
w raps around the phase space, m ore stream s cross the sam e
angle coordinate, which leads to a discrete lattice-like struc-
ture in the action space.

the collisionless B oltzm ann equation for the equilbbrium
distrdbbution In the action-angle space:
Qf N Qf F o Qf
et @, ed;
which, combining wih Eqg. (':4*), In plies that the equilb-
rium phase space density can only be a function ofaction
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variables (@nd isknown asthe strong Jeans theorem f_Z-é_L']) .
T his enables us to evaluate the density-density corre—
lation function. Our resuls are only valid statistically
for typical haloes and thus m ay not agree w ith resuls
obtained for mndividualhaloes in the sim ulations.

Thenature of DM rem ainsam ystery. Supersym m etry
and extra-din ensional extensions of the standard elec-
trow eak m odel provide a natural candidate in the form
of a weakly interacting and m assive particle (hereafter
W MM P).These goecies should lLup the galactichalo. If
DM consists of W M P’s, they are expected to strongly
annihilate in the dense regions of our halo and gener—
ate in particular gam m a-rays and charged cosm ic rays.
Hence, hierarchical structure of phase space can lad to
the enhancem ent ofDM annihilation signal QS W e also
evaluate the boost to the annihilation signaldue to tidal
debris and discreteness of the phase structure. W e show
that the boost due to tidaldebris is of order one, w hereas
the boost from the discrete phase structure can be up to
one order of m 1 agnitude higher.

In Section -]:[we review a few baSJC re]atJons for action—
anglk variables. In Section .]I[A' and .]I[B' we describe
the correlation finctions that wou]d acoount for the
phase structure due _to tidal debris and their discrete-
ness. In Section ﬂ_V A' we evaluate the boost on, the an-
nihilation s:gnaldue to tidaldebris. In Section -N B'
evaluate the boost of the annihilation signal from :Il’lt‘CIl’l—
sic discreteness ofthe phase structure, and nally Section
:37: concludes the paper.

II. STREAM SAND COHERENCE VOLUME OF
THE PHASE SPACE

W e use the de nition of action-angle variables (@:) and
assum e that the frequencies are not degenerate, ie. the
Hessian m atrix

Q%H Q@ ; .

E @Ji@Jj @Jj !

@)

hasnon-zero eigenvalies, or equivalently, a non-vanishing
determ nant:

Hi336 0; ©)

w ith the possble exosption of a zero m easure region of
the phase space. Note that, this in plies that the halo
potential cannot be assum ed to be exactly spherically
symm etric, as two of the frequencies would be equal.
If a satellite galaxy has originally a sm all spread in the
action variables, J i, is soread In the anglk variables
Increases as:
1= Hiy Jg) tacep t+ 07 (6)
where tyoc; is the tin e since accretion of the progenitor
of the debris into the halo. The last tem , the initial
extent of the debris, is subdom inant at large tines. W e
set this temm to zero for now, but at the end of Section

-r_l\-z-_B;", we discusswhen it can becom e in portant and how

it could a ect our results. Therefore, the total volum e

swept In the angle space grow s as

3 .3 3

= H i3] ~Jd ta\cc;p =

where we used the de nition ofH j; in equation 621), and

3 is the volum e occupied by the debris of satellite
particles in the frequency space.

A's the total volum e of the angle space is 2 )3, the

num ber of stream s passing through each angular coordi-
nate is

(el )

acc;p

3

tacc;p

3
8
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N stream =

T hus, the totalm ass of each stream , M gpeanm , iSthem ass
of the debris, m , divided by N gtrean

m m Tace;
M stream = N sroom = 3 2CC'p H )

Put another way, the action space is divided into cells of
volum e:

2
tacc;p

*Tstream = Huili (10)
as a result of phase space m ixing (eg. tIgi])

W ith this picture n m ind, we can w rite the distribu-
tion in the action space as the sum of the contrbutions
from ndividual progenitors:

X
tyg; )= fo T itcep)i 1)
P

where each f, has a cellular structure characterized by
Eqg. (10), asshown in Fig. G) which gets nerand ner
wih tine. Eq. Cl]:) is the phase space analog of the
w idely used halo m odel in cosm ology 6, 27], where the
density is assum ed to be the sum of contrbutions from
Individual haloes w ith given pro ls. Corresoondingly,
f, characterizes the pro le of individual progenitors in
our picture.
W e can now w rite the real space density as:

Z
®;t) = FIE £ Ti itcep) o B 2(T; )]
p
x 2 .
= d in) (J;x;tacc;p)"‘(X;J);(lz)
P
where ~(x;J) isthe density ofa distrbution ofunim ass,

wih a xed action variabl J, and uniform angle distri-
bution:

Z &
~&;J) PRE Dk ox( ;DI 13)
whilke
Z d3
fp Ti%itace)  ~&;J) " Wfp(J; iteem) o K% (

14)
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FIG . 3: The action-space distrbution of debris in a unit 2d torus w ith unit particle m ass and no potential. The debris is
origihally wihin 0 < x;y < 0:,and 10< vk;v, < 10. The guresshow a cut through the action spacew ith 0:09 < x;y < 011,
which is characterized by f; (J;x;taccp) EQ. E@) in our form alism .

An example off;, isshown in Fig. (J) ordebris in a toy

m odelofa unit torus. Aswew illexplicitly show indV A,
progcting this discrete structure in the action space of
the debris into the real space leads to discrete, (hearly)
singular, caustics that are only an oothed by the origihal
velociy dispersion of the progenitor.

ITII. CLUSTERING IN THE PHASE SPACE

A veraging overdi erent possible realizations ofthe de—
bris within a halo, the m ean phase space density can be
w ritten as an integral:

Z

dN,g" @ Tixitacep)i 15)

X
h f{o (J;x;tacc;p)i=

P

where g% and J, are the pro ke and mean action of
Individual progeniors, while

dn

dN -
P ®am B Ipdtacep

dmp & Jp dtace ae)

is the di erential progenitor num ber density per units of
progenitorm ass, m , it action space volum e a3 Jp,and its
accretion tim e tyec;p - W e now llow an analogy w ith the
cosm ological halo m odell_ég, :_fj] to write the clustering

In the action space as a superposition of one and two—
progenior tem s:

* +
X
f;)l J1 iXitacep: )fpz T2 iXitacemp, )
7 P1/P2 7 7
= dN, (1 prog)+ dNg, dN,, @ prog::(17)

T he oneprogenitorterm characterizes the selfclistering

of ndividual progenitor action-space pro les.

1 prog) = o 01 Fixitacep)d™ U2 Fixitacep)i
18)

w hile the two-progenitor tem s characterize the correla—

tion betw een phase space density at di erent action vari-

ables, w thin di erent progenitors:

@ prog:) = gZ) J1 Jbl iJ2 Jiaz ;X;tacc;pl ;tacc;pz )
= gC‘(,f)I)l: J1 JE’31 iJ2 ‘%2 ;X;taCC;pl ;tacc;p2 )
+ g(l) J1 o, iXitacep, )g(l) J2 J, iXitacep, ):

19)

In the lim i that them ean actionsofdi erent progenitors
are not correlated, the connected part of the (2-prog.)
term goesto zero: gc%;: ! 0, and thusthe tw o-progenior
term reduces to the correlation w ithin the sm ooth halo.



N ote that this lin i cannot be strictly realized, as due to
phase space conservation, phase stream s tend to avoid
each other, leading to g% < 0 at small separations
Jp, %, . However, Liouville’s theorem is not valid
for coarsegrained phase space density, and thus coarse—
grained progeniors can overlap in the action space.

T he connected part of the two-progenitor term origi-
nates from the clustering of the initial conditions of the
progenitors of the host halo, which is generally expected
from the clustering of coam ologicalhaloes. H ow ever, the
structure of the oneprogenior term is m ore subtle: In
addition to the cellular structure described in the previ-
ous section Fig. 3), the intemal structure of each pro-
genitor prior to its accretion onto the host halo would
Introduce a hierarchy w ithin each cell. In fact, in a hier-
archical picture of structure form ation, one expects the
sub-cellular structure ofthe oneprogenitorterm tobe in—
herited from the tw o-progenitorterm sw ithin progenitors
prior to their accretion onto the m ain halo (see Fig. -r_]:) .
T he key di erence betw een the two hierarchies, how ever,
is that phase m ixing only continues in the action space
ofthem ain halo, and (follow Ing the tidaldisruption) has
stopped In the action spaces of the progenitors.

For statistically selfsim ilar initial conditions, we ex—
pect the sub-cellilar and tw o-progenitor term s to blend
Into one roughly selfsim ilar structure in the action space,
although individual realizations have periodic structures
w ith the characteristicvolum egiven n Eq. _I;L-Q) . W epro—
vide a scaling ansatz for this structure in IITA!. H ow ever,
the selfsin ilarity is cuto by the free stream ing of dark
m atter particles on sn all ssparations, due to their nite
Intrinsic velociy dispersion. This is responsble for the
fundam ental discreteness of the phase space distribution
(see Fig. -l), which we m odel in -DIB'

A . hierarchical phase structure from tidaldebris

W e rst consider the phase structures due to tidalde—
bris. Once again, we em phasize that these are the the
tidal stream s that have fallen into the gravitational eld
of the host halo and are no longer bound to the original
satellite.

The rst level of approxin ation that we will use to
study phase space clustering of cold dark m atter (CDM )
is to assum e a (statistically) hierarchical form ation his—
tory, where any trace of the cold initial conditions has
been w jped out through phase m ixing. Furthem ore, we
ignore the possibility of gravitationally bound structures
In this paper (see the com panion paper [15 ] on this sub-
fct). The in pact of cold initial conditions w ill be ad—
dressed in subsequent sections.

A ssum Ing uniform distribbution in angks (or com plete
phase m ixing), the density at each point in the halo is
given by:

Z
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where £ (J) Jsthephase spaoedens:lty while ~(x;J) was
de ned nEq. (13). Notethat ;n £0), the fiinction ~ has
the din ension of inverse volum e, 1=V (J).

W e shall assum e adiabatic invariance; the action re—
m ains constant as new structures are added on larger
scales. Hence, the distrdbution function in the action
space, £ (J), doesnot change w ith tin e, except when new
structures are added due to satellites that are new Iy ac—
creted Inside the virial radius.

The assum ption of uniform iy in the angle space al-
low s us to separate the e ect of phase m ixing from that
of hierarchical structure fom ation. W hile the fom er is
the cause of original caustic fom ation, too m uch phase
m ixing Wwithin a xed potential) will eventually sm ooth
out the real space density distrdbbution. T he assum ption
ofa am ooth f (J) distrbbution, In plies that phase m ixing
is com plete.

On the other hand, the e ect of hierarchical struc—
ture form ation is captured in £ (J), through the fact that
structure in £ (J) is added on di erent scales, at di erent
tin es in the history of the halo. A statistical m easure
of this history is the two point correlation function of
the action space density. W e thus hypothesize that the
correlation function:

£(J17J2)  hf (R)f (J2)1 @1)

should be a power law for statistically selfsim ilar initial
conditions:

hf 01)f J2)igebms © AFTI T 2] @2)

as long as {1 D7 Pjwih J = (J; + J2)=2. The
form of the correlation function uses the symm etry be-
tween J; and J,. It also guarantees that am all scale
structures are captured, as structures are added on dif-
ferent scales at di erent times (see Figs. :14' for dem on—
stration) . M oreover, since actions rem ain constant in the
adiabatic invariance approxin ation dA=dt ’ 0 on small
scales. In otherw ords, the correlation function ¢ (J1;J2)
grow s Inside-out in the J1;J, space.

T he m ean phase space density of a virialized halo, as—
sum Ing a virial overdensity of 200, is given by:

2
e 23)
) M@y 4)

G2M

where M is the halo virialm ass. T he virial action vari-
abl is also roughly:
J. GM )™ (25)
; T vi —_—
vir vir (10H )1:3
Given that M / a® ®e=*3) and H / a 32 when per
turbations grow during the m atterdom inated era, w ith

a being the cosn ological scale factor, and n, the slope
of the linear power spectrum , we conclude:
3lneget T) S3e + 7
M@/ g memmy =38 F DL oy,
ne + 11

(26)



wherewehaveassumed ne '/ 25
haloes. _

An alemative way to derive €_2§') is to consider the
selfsim flar collapse m odels of F ilim ore & G oldreich f_l-]_;],
where they calculate the actions and use adiabatic in—
variance to nd the outcom e of spherical cold secondary
nfallin an E instein-de Sitter universe. For the spherical

selfsin ilar linear initial condition of

05 for cosm ological

i y / M . (27)
M Jnit: ’

they nd the action at the tum-around radius scales as

Jea / M 0 73

2 1 2
BT O3 M s /BT (28)
for " < 2=3, where M {5 is the mass wihin the tum-
around radius. A though C_Z-§') is only for the radial ac—
tion, and the two other action variables vanish due to
spherical symm etry, one m ay im agine that for traxial
CDM haloes, the three actions would becom e com para—
blk: J J J Ja, where characterizes the
triaxiality of the halo (not to be confiised w ith the self-
sin ilar pro l index " in 627)) T herefore, elin inating
tine from the two equations in CZS), the phase space
density, £ (J) scales as:

£ Q) 29)

A ssum Ing that the selfsim ilar linear density pro X has
the sam e radial/m ass scaling as the variance of the cos—
mological density uctuations, ©™ ) / M (®est 3I=¢
yeds " ' (@ + 3)=6 K 2=3 for CDM Harrison—
Zeldovich prin ord:alpower spectrum ), which, plugging
into C29 reproduces €26)

B . fundam ental discreteness of the phase space
structure

In the previous section, we considered the hierarchical
addition of tidaldebris to a DM halo. However, the hi-
erarchy has a lower cut-o set by the velocity dispersion
ofthe sm allest accreted satellite. M icro haloesof 10 ©
solarm ass could indeed detemm ine such a cuto @, @', g].
However, this cuto is far above the prin ordial velocity
digpersion of DM itself. T herefore, the prin ordialveloc—
ity dispersion introduces a findam ental discreteness In
the phase structure. In other words, the an ooth phase
space distribution of the last section ignores the discrete
nature ofm ultiple stream s in the phase space due to the
presence of a cut-o In the CDM hierarchy. This dis-
creteness show s up as a cellular or lattice structure In
the action space, w ith a characteristic cell volum e given
in {10) (see Figs. d and 8 for 1d and 2d cartoons; M ore
realistic sin ulated exam ples are discussed in {19]). A fer
averaging over di erent spacings, expected for di erent
accretion tin es ofdi erent debris, the discretenesswould

only show up as the zero-lag of the action space correla—
tion function:
m itream 3

hf J1)f J2)dass ’ p 01 &) (30)

3
Jstream

where m gpeam and  >Jgream were de ned i equations
@—:_ig), and here we have assum ed a zero Iniial tem pera—
ture or CDM particles. A nite CDM tem perature w ill
an oothen the delta function, as the phase spaoe density
cannot exceed is prin ordial value (see F ig. -L for a car-
toon).

Iv. EXAMPLE:DARK MATTER
ANNIHILATION M EASURE

A . DM annihilation in tidal debris

In this subsection, we consider the enhancam ent in the
expectation value of the annihilation m easure due to hi-
erarchical structures built in the phase space from tidal
debris.

For a uniform distrbution in the angle space, the ex—
pectation value of the anniilation m easure is given by:

Z
= Fxh ®)°1i
Z Z

= 2)° PRIy 0172 Px~&;I1)~KiI):
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W e ram ark that the above integralcan also be relevant for
the direct detection ofDM , as it quanti es the variance
ofthe density eld.

In order to investigate the In pact of caustics, near the
apocenters and pericenters of the orbits, we m ake a sin -
plk analogy w ith a one-din ensionalham onic oscillator:

12 2 2 122
H=5(px+py+pz)+5!x; (32)

For concreteness, we also assum e the other two dim en—
sions are com pact w ith the length L, and L,, although
the Ham iltonian has no explicit dependence on y and
z coordinates. A s the evolution in the three spatial di-
rections decouple, we can sinply read o three action
variables from the areas of phase diagram s for each di-
rection:

2
x = p_x ! ! XZ, (33)
21 2
L L
Jy = —2ypy 73, = 2sz (34)

From these re]atJons,wecan nd ~x;J) ushg itsde ni-
tion ;n Eq. {3):

~;T) = 5 K ax % in ) ;
v x %0 in) Km ax X)

35)



w here

Xmax = Xnin = P 20x=!; (36)
vV = LyLz(Xmax %0 in )t 37)
N otidce that the square root singularity in the pro ction
kemel ~(x;J) is very sin ilar to the sihqularity expected
near CDM caustics. H owever, for a an ooth distribution
In the action-space f (J), the real space density ) is
an integralover the kemel €q. 20), which would Jead to
a snooth (x). Therefore, a discrete distrbbution in the
action space is necessary to produce caustic sihgularities
In the real space (otherw ise known as fold catastrophes
or Zeldovich pancakes).

W ethen notice that the toy m odelofE q. C_3-2_i) issin ilar
to them otion In a nearly sphericalpotential, In the sense
that them otion in one direction (x orradial) is 1im ited by
requiring constant action variables, whike the two other
directions (y and z, or angular directions) are com pact.
Based on this analogy, we w ill use:

max (J n
~ ;) pinat) 550)] ;68
VO E 50 OlEa 1]

w herew e have assum ed an integrable nearly/-sphericalpo—
tential, wih small angular m om entum (and third Inte—
gral), while V (J) is the spatial volum e occupied by the
stream of action J. The radii, 5, , and 15, ax are the
m ininum and m axinum radiiofallorbitsw ith the sam e
action variable. However, the general structure of the
singularity close to boundaries does not change in other
geom etries.

Using Eq. {_ig‘), we can evaluate the x integral in the
em ission m easure {_3-1:) .ForJ; ' J,, the ntegral is loga—
rithm ically divergent around r /' 1, ax (J1) /' T ax J2) as

wellasr'’ Iin J1) " Inm J2). Focussing on the outer
caustic 1, ax We nd:
Z
4 i i
d3X X Jl (X J2 ]ﬁ.ax(max Rm)
V2(J1)
Tnax J1) + Lnax T
OOShl m a (1) m a (2) (39)
Tm ax (Jl) B oax (JZ)
This yields:
Z .
3 1 F* Ji
d'x~x;J1)~&;J2) V@) In 7 7 (40)
whereF! 1 Rhx, .,=0J; and can be calulated, given

the gravitational potential of the host halo. Therefore,
the annihilation m easure takes the fom :

Z Z
A &Iy3

FjJj

a I35 n :
EUS|

: (41)
W e see that since 3 > 0, the ntegral s nite and

dom nated by large J’s. The boost to the annihilation
signal, which is ntroduced by an all scale clustering in

the action space (ie. that > 0) isthusgiven by:

1+ B debris

sm ooth
R R L
@eav @) g SRR, n 24
, |
R R Fig
BIvE) g2 # g m B
73
’ o F =0 @); 42)
(37 ’
given thatF Q@ In g .x=Q@ In J isa din ensionlessnum ber
of order unity.

T herefore, we see that the boost factor cbtained here
for the tidal debris is dom inated by larger separations,
as seen from expression €42) w hereas our approxin ation
¢38 is valid for sm all separations. To em phasize, Bé) is
valid in the vicinity of caustics w hereas the Integral C42)
dem onstrates that m ost contrbutions com e from large
separations in the action space.

To summ arize, while we predict an O (1) boost In an—
nihilation signal due to ( nite sgparation) clustering In
action space, them ain e ect com es from large structures
(and not caustics) which are not accurately captured in
our fram ew ork. In the next section, we w ill address the
In pact of the discreteness of the phase space of CDM
haloes.

B. DM annihilation boost due to discreteness of
phase structures and catastrophes

The prim ordial velocity dispersion of DM induces a
fiundam ental discreteness in the hierarchicalphase struc—
ture and can enhance the annihilation signal. The em is—
sion m easure due to this discreteness is calculated by in—
serting d30 ) In expression {3]1) Sum m Ing overallstream s
and subtracting the sm ooth part which is obtained by
an oothing over the findam ental stream s, we obtain

X 2
dis = M stream
2;ream
&% ~&jJstrean ) ~ & Ttream )
7Y stream 7 ~stream /sm ooth
32 2
’ K 2 i d3 a halo
2 a3
Z

Ex ~®;I?  ~& Tk comn F 43)

for the enhancem ent of the em ission m easure due to dis-
creteness of the phase structure, where ~(x;J)gn ootn 1S
the stream density, sn oothed to the level that di erent
stream s overlap, and for the stream m ass we assum e:

3
AM halo t
K—r— — ; 44
e > 44)

M stream



where & is the volum e elem ent 1 the frequency space
and factorK is the ratio of the density of debris to that
of the host halo: K hapo-

T he above expression is to be com pared to the annihi-
lation m easure for the sm ooth halo:

debris = M =V

Z
_ d3 thalo
sm ooth d3
Z M Z
@ 0T )~

45)

where and ©are finctions of J and J° respectively.
T herefore, the boost associated w ith a given point in the
action space is given by:

Bapl] — 9B _
sm ooth R
KZ i 3 dM3halo d3x ~(}(_D;J)2 NR;JZmOOth
> 0 Boae  Px~x;J)~ ;)
(46)

In order to estin ate the boosIR factor, we should wst
approxin ate the density integral d>x~x;J)~ ;3% .As
we discussed in the previous section or J FPj  Jjthe
Integral is dom inated by the regions around the tum-
around radii (or caustics) and thus grow s as

Ex~ )~ 65 i (7 FPI ],
VvV J)

@7)

asseen in Eq. {0). In the opposite lin i, ¥ 5 3
assum Ing that the two density kemels overlap, ~(x;J)
can be approxim ated as roughly constant, which yilds:
Z

Fx~ ;) ~ ;) Vv HO): (48)
Now we note that in GQ-Q‘), the ntegralover ° (orequiv—
alently J% in the denom inator is dom inated by the large
values of ¥ P3 while the num erator is in the small
7 Fjregine. T herePre, substituting from @7148), we

nd:

3

B, U] K2 dInM pa1 JJcom J
di ; .
® a3 JJ int stream J
3
1t dInM hap feom
=K*Z _— In -
3 2 a3 hfpapi

49)

where JJ cpm Jand J J it stream Jcharacterise the fun-—
dam entalCDM stream width and the Interstream spac—
Ing, respectively. The stream thickness and spacing In
real space have been calculated w ithin the fram ew ork of
selfsin flar m odel P§]. However to obtain the ratio we
use a far sin pler approxin ation. To get the last Iine of
expression dfl@'), we have used the fact that the volum e
In phase space occupied by the fundam ental stream s is

2 ) 3Jcpm = M hap=fcpu , while the totalvolum e in
phase space of the entire halo is: 2 )® 3Tt stream =
M ha=hfhawnd.

T he logarithm ic enhancem ent factor is roughly:

1 £
N CDM :
3 hfpapi

m
20+ h —— ; (50)
100 Gev

for CDM particles of mass m In arriving at {59')

we have used that fepy n et @ =Tens)’= 2oy

and hfpapdi 10 o crr= oy, with Tews 10 4 ev,
T =Im 2, m =40 is the CDM kinetic decou-
pling tem perature.

In order to estim ate the boost factor in ng?_i), we also
need to nd the volum e elem ent occupied in the fre—
quency space, d® , by a given m ass elem ent. First we
should notice that HraK eplerian potential’ (r) / r?,
this volum e elem ent vanishes as three frequencies are
equal, ie. = = 3, where 3 isthe frequency
for the third Integral.

For a generalpotential, ’ (r), we have

r

v dmn’o
— 1= 3+ 1; (51)

dhr

r a nearly circular orbit and where ° indicates st
r 0 _

derivative w xrt. r, ie. d’ =dr. M oreover, the
extent In 3 depends on the triaxiality of the halo:

d 3 ; (52)
w here 10% characterizes the typical triaxiality of

CDM haloes. Therefore, we w ill approxin ate the volum e

elem ent as
|

r____
3 5 d]nlo )
d 4 3+ ain 1d ; (53)
r
w here
GM r 0
2 o eb o (54)

3 r

Hence, for a generalpotential we ocbtain

dhM 1
P 2+ dh’=dhr) (%)

2 .
hp— 1,

(55)

To evaluate Cfl-g') we also need to know the m ultiplication
factor K , which is the ratio of the density of disrupted
satellite to that of the host halo. This factor can be
evaluated fora generalsphericalpotential, assum ing that
the debris start w ith the m axin um density that allow s
them to be tidally unbound:

1

K"’ 3¢% 0 % % (56)



P 1

Baw = 36 2(¢°% P+ @ 1 " 340 1

3=2
(’O=r) 3=2 3 i]l’l fCDM

8 G it 3 hffani

(67)
2

where ~= d(In’ %=d (In r) and crit = 3H g is the critical

8 G
density ofthe Universe. M oreover, we have used the fact

that the product of the present-day H ubble constant and

the age of the Universe isunity H o t= 1:03 0:04), for
the current concordance cosn ology.
For a power-law potential:
"= 'or 6 1; (58)
one can see that C_S-Z') yields
pP— -
722 (+2) 20 ). foou 3w
Bais = P .
3 (t‘ 2 1) h-fhalol crit
(59)

where ,,1,, the Iocalhalo density for a generalpotential
is
1

="

G + 27 O=r) ;

(60)
from P oisson equation.

Forthe powerdaw potential (5@'), we can nd the local
density in term s ofthe criticaldensity and the radiis and
consequently obtain the boost factor @-]‘) as a function
ofr=ry 4 where 4 isthe virdal radius ofthe halo, de ned
as the radius w ithin which the m ean density is 200 .
T he Iocalboost factor for a pow er-aw potential, and our
nom lnalvalues of and fzpw =hfhapi, is

3 2)=2
+ 2 tr2

5 @ F2

1 rir

(61)

T he above expression show s that the boost is m ost sig—
ni cant in the outskirts of the halo, and for large values
of . Indeed, the localboost divergesas ! 1.W enote
that, in the context ofan NFW potentjalf_z-gi]:

n@d+ x)
"NEWw = To——— (62)
X
ie. 1 corresponds to the outskirts of the halo and
1 to the centralpart.

Sin ilarly to the pow er- —law potential, we can obtain the
Icalboost factor §57) oran NFW potential (63). The
boost is shown in Fig. ﬂ. as a function of r=ry and for dif-
ferent values of the concentration param eter ¢ 5ir=Ts .
T he boost Increases as we go tow ards the outskirts ofthe
halo as the num ber of stream s decreases, hence increas—
ing the density of indiridualcaustics. A s we increase the
concentration, the central density of the halo becom es
large, which In tum decreases the localboost factor.

Having evaluated the localboost, we can evaluate the
totalboost from the halo which we de ned as

total

B total 1; (63)
sm ooth
w here
Z [}
mooth = Lo o 4 x° ) dx; (64)
0
and
Z [}
3 2 2 2 4.
total= Ig 5 L+ Bais®)] ®)74 x*dx; (65)

0

where B 45 is given by $67) and the density pro le of the
an ooth halo is given by (). For NFW densiy pro—
e = s=k@+ x)’]where , isthe scale density, we
have plotted the variation of the total boost w ith the
concentration param eter, ¢, in F ig. (:5) . Again, the boost
decreases as we Increase the concentration, since the ux
becom es dom inated by the centralpart of the halo.

W e saw that the boost is m ostly in the outskirts of
the haloes, nam ely beyond the 20% of the virdal radius.
However, one has to be cautious, since in the outskirts
of the halo the gravitational eld ofthe halo approaches
a K eplerian potential, causing the frequencies to becom e
degenerate and the tem o In {4), which we have o
far ignored, can becom e in portant. Thus, we need to
study the im portance of this tem for our analysis and
the boost. E xpression (é) now becom es

1
1+ -2
t

(66)
Hence the volum e elem ent in the angle space ('j) should
be replaced by

1@ o
2= (3 )tPdet gyt
t@ ;5

©67)

w here det stands for the de nant. For circular orbit
approxzm ation we have = " O=r and we use expres—
sions ¢5L and {Si for volum e elem ent in the frequency
space. W e thus nd that the boost (57-) has to be muli-

plied by the inverse of the follow ing determ inant:

det g5+ 28w v 14 pl 14 pl
t@ 5 £ 70—y £ 70—y
1+ p—F (68)
t r0=r( 3+~ 1)

if the frequencies were to becom e near degenerate. In
cbtaining (8) wehaveused o= 1= .Thee ect
ofthis factor in reducing the boost is shown foran NFW
potential C_G-é) by the dashed lines in Fjgs.:fl and :_5 The
Jocalboost is reduced slightly in the outskirts asexpected
and the totalboost is reduced by a factor of about 2.
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FIG .4: The localboost factor due to prim ordial discreteness of the phase structure, for an NFW potential: T he plots show how
the boost In the annihilation m easure of a DM halo changes as we go from the inner part of halo to outer parts, due to the
discrete phase space structure of CDM . The local boost increases as we go tow ards the outskirts of the halo and also aswe
decrease the concentration. The dashed curves on the left panel show the boost ifwe inclide corrections due to a nite nitial
phase for the debris (68), which becom e In portant for nearly degenerate frequencies. T he right panel show s that m ost of the

boost com es from regions beyond 20% of the virial radius.
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FIG .5: Theestin ated totalboost In the annihilation m easure
of a DM halo, due to the discrete distribution in the CDM
phase space is shown for an NFW halo. The lower dashed
curve show s the totalboost when we include corrections due
to a nite iniial phase for the debris (‘éfj), which becom e
in portant for nearly degenerate frequencies.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W orking in phase space and with action-angle vari-
ables, we have show n that the density-density correlation
function can capture the hierarchical phase structure of
tidaldebris and also the findam ental discreteness of the
phase structure due to the coldness of the CDM initial
conditions. T he study presented here assum es no spheri-
calsym m etry, no continuous or an ooth accretion, and no
selfsim flar nfall orthe orm ation ofdark m atter haloes.
It is thus a general schem e for quantifying the statistical
properties of the phase structure of the virialized region
of coam ologicalhaloes.

A's an application, we have obtained the signi cance
for dark m atter anniilation signaldue to the hierarchi-
cal phase structure of tidal debris and have shown that
this structure boosts the annihilation ux by orderunity.
O n the other hand, the totalboost due to the prim ordial
discreteness of the phase space can be one order ofm ag—
niude higher for low -concentration (or recently form ed)
dark m atter haloes.

W hile this paper deal w ith unbound debris and caus-
tics in dark m atter haloes, in a com panion paper [_1-51, we
calculate the boost to the annihilation signaldue to the
gravitationally bound substructure or sub-haloes. Com —
bining the resuls of both papers, we can write down a
concise and approxin ate form ula for the localboost due
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FIG . 6: The estim ated local total boost including contribu-
tiong from the debris, discreteness and the subhaloes, given
by (69) with the rsttemm set at its lowest value of unity, is
shown fordi erent redshifts. At high redshifts, the prin ordial
caustics dom inate over all other e ects. H owever, at low red—
shifts the discreteness e ect due to caustics is only In portant
in the outskirts of the haloes.

to all substructures:

h? )i B
Boost m 1= Bgebrist Baist Bsup
. 3=2 . g, 2
om+3 16 —=F— 4100 —== %,
hal (X) hal (X) H
(69)

w hich should be valid w thin a factor of3 in the virialized
region of the haloes. i1, is the local coarsegrained
density ofthe halo at redshift z, while .4 isthe critical
density of the Universe at redshift z. The rstterm In
{6d) is due to the hierarchical structure of CDM  debris,
that we estim ated In Sec. :_I\{_A:. T he second tem is due
to the discrete nature ofthe CDM phase space, wherewe
used (:‘_Sg:) w ith 035 and our nom lnalvalues for other
param eters. Lastly, the third temm is the contribution
due to gravitationally bound sub-haloes [_1-5] W e take

11

H2=H?Z= ., 1+ 2>+ andplbt 69) in Fig.i4.

O nem ay wonderw hether the discreteness of the phase
space of sub-halos could lead to an additionalboost in the
annihilation signal. In other words, should we add B g
and B 435 to get the totalboost, or rather should they be
multiplied? To answer this question, we notice that the
main contribution to B gp is due to the am allest sub”—
h_a]oes (orm icro-haloes) which have the highest densities
@5], while the B 4i5 ism ainly due to the Jow est density re—
gions ofthe haloes, which have the low est degree ofphase
m ixing. Therefore, we expect the two tem s B gy and
Bgis to sin ply add incoherently, as the cross—correlation
betw een the tw o sources of sub-structure should be am all.

F inally, we should point out that the results here apply
to phase structure w thin virial radius, and those outside
the virial radius which we have not studied here, m ight
yvield a bigger boost factor. It is reasonable to study
the stream s and caustics that lie between the viral and
the tumaround radiiby using the secondary nfallm odel
@i-], as radial approxin ation can be reasonably applied
to regions beyond the virial radiis (see Fjg.'ﬁ!) .

Finally, we rem ark on the m ost instrum ental assum p—
tion in our fram ew ork, which was the Integrability of or—
bisin theCDM potential, since one cannotde ne action—
angle variables in a non-integrable system . T his is char-
acterized by the appearance of chaotic orbits In parts of
the phase space. F irst, we should point out that asCDM
haloes have a triaxial structure, a signi cant fraction of
halo particles cannot be on chaotic orbits. M oreover,
the di erence between chaotic and Integrable orbits only
becom es In portant after m any orbital tim es, which are
only possible in the inner parts of the halo. A sm ost of
the boost to the annihilation caused by the discreteness
In the action space com es from the outskirts of the halo
CE‘jg»ZI), we do not expect a signi cant di erence due to
chaotic orbits. N evertheless, the in plications of chaos for
the structure of the CDM phase space correlation fiinc-
tion rem ains an intriguing question.
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