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ABSTRACT

We study the capture of galactic dark matter particles (DMRyo-body and few-body systems with a symplectic map deson.

This approach allows modeling the scattering of*IDMPs after following the time evolution of the captured jeet on about 19
orbital periods of the binary system. We obtain the DMP dgrdistribution inside such systems and determine the exdraant
factor of their density in a center vicinity compared to itdagtic value as a function of the mass ratio of the bodiesthadatio

of the body velocity to the velocity of the galactic DMP windle find that the enhancement factor can be on the order of fens o
thousands.
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1. Introduction ity of a Galactic DMP wind for which, following Bertone etlal.
(2005), we assume a Maxwell velocity distributiof(v)dv =
G In 1890, Henri Poincaré proved that the dynamics of the threg54/mv?/u® exp(3v?/2u?)dv.
_~ body gravitational problem is generally non-integrablefiearé .
1890). Even 125 years later, many aspects of this problerairem Our results_presented below_ show that for an SMBH bi-
(\J unsolved. Thus the capture cross-sectiaf a particle that scat- hary system withv,, > u there is a large enhgncement fac-
> ters on the binary system of Sun and Jupiter has only recedflj & ~ 10" of the captured DMP volume density, taken at a
<+ been determined, and it has been shown ghig much larger d_|stance of about a blnary system size, compared to its galac
LO) than the area of the Jupiter ortiit (Khriplovich & Shepelyghs tic value for all scattering energies (and not only for the BM
] 12009; [Lages & Shepelyansky 2013). The capture mechani¥piume density at low velocities < v.,, < u, as discussed
O is described by a symplectic dynamical map that generate8¥aL2ges & Shepelyansky (2013)). We note that the Galactic
. : : - : DMP density is estimated ~ 4 x 10%g.cnT3 | while
chaotic dynamics of a particle. The scattering, capturd,dn iensity ! at, a4 x 9 '
C) hamics of a particle in a binary system recently regaineerintthe typical intergalactic DMP density is estimated todge ~
© est with the search for dark matter particles (DMP) in theusol2.5 % 10 %%g.cn® (Garrett & Duda 2011; Merritt 2013). At first
<I" system and the Universe (Bertone étal. 205; Garreti@® 9lance, this high enhancement facfpr- 10* seems to be rather
1 20171 Merritt 2018). Thus it is important to analyze the capt Unexpected because it apparently contradicts Liouvities-
~ and ejection mechanisms of a DMP by a binary system. Su@m, according to which the phase space density is conserved
> a system can be viewed as a binary system with a massive §ting a Hamiltonian evolution. Because of this, it is oftes:
>§ and a light body orbiting it. This can be the Sun and Jupitersdmed(Gould & Alam 2001; Lundberg & Edsjo 2004) that the
(G Star and a giant planet, or a super massive black hole (SMB¥Jume (or space) DMP density cannot be enhanced for DMPs
and a light star or black hole (BH). In this work we analyze theaptured by a binary system, and thiys~ 1. Below we show
scattering process of DMP galactic flow, with a constant epa®at this restriction is not valid for the following reasolrfls_st.,
density, in a binary system. One of the main questions hera/i§ have an open system where DMPs can escape to infinity, be-
whether the density of captured DMPs in a binary system caniBé ejected from the binary system by a time-dependent force
enhanced compared to the DMP density of the scattering flowinduced by binary rotation. This means that the dynamicsis n

. o completely Hamiltonian. Second, DMPs are captured (or they
The results obtained by Lages & Shepelyansky (2013) shgoer or are trapped) and are accumulated from continuum a

that a volume density of captured DMPs at a distance of tjgq4tive coupled energies near the binary during a cerégin c
Jupiter radius- < r, = r; is enhanced by a factar ~ 4000 ¢ |ifetime (although not forever). Thus, the longer taptaire
compared to the density of Galactic DMPs which are Capturﬁétime, the higher the accumulated density. Third, weagbthe
after one one orbital period around the Sun and which have §bhancement for the volume density and not for the density in
energy corresponding to velociti®s < vea, ~ vp+ymy/M ~ the phase space, for which the enhancement is indeed testric
1km.s' < u. Here,m,, M are the masses of the light and massy Liouville’s theorem. We discuss the details of this erten
sive bodies, respectively, ~ 220km.s? is the average veloc- ment dfect in the next sections.
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1 ; [ m The same map describes a microwave ionization of excited hy-
! \\ drogen atoms that is called the Kepler map, seel(see Casgdti et
0 “O‘ 1987 Shepelyansky 2012). There, the Coulomb attractiayspl
| ’} the role of gravity, while a circular planet rotation iffee-

= 0.5 | \ tively created by the microwave polarization. The microaav

ionization experiments performed by Galvez etlal. (1988)ewe
made for three-dimensional atoms, but the ionization pet®

0 ; , BE, ‘ still well described by the Kepler map (see Casati et al. 1990
bi ‘ ; : s‘ ‘ Shepelyansky 2012). These results provide additionahaegis
| in favor of a simplified Kepler map description of DMP dynam-
| ics in binary systems. The dynamics of the Kepler map can be
locally described by the Chirikov standard map (see Chiriko

1979). We note that the approach based on the Kepler map has

| recently been used to determine chaotic zones in gragtaiin

j naries, see Shevchenko (2015).

0 , , ) i, The similarity of dynamics of dark]1) and Kepl&i (2) maps is
also well visible from comparing their Poincaré sectiomsysn
0 0.1 0.2 w 0.3 0.4 0.5 in Fig.[d, for the typical dark map parameters correspontbng

the Halley comet (see Fig.la iin_Lages & Shepelyansky 12013)

Fig. 1. Poincaré sections for the dark map (1) (top) and the Keplgr mand the corresponding paramefesf the Kepler map.

@) (bottom) for parameters of the Halley comet case in E}.aid To take into account that decreases with, we use the re-

J = 0.007 in Eq. [2) (see text). lation J = Jo = const for g < g, andJ = Joexplalg — q»)))

for ¢ = q» (below J is used instead aofp). We useg, = 1.5

The scattering and capture process of a DMP in a binary s@&da = 2.5, corresponding to typical dark map parameters (see
tem can be an important element of galaxy formation. This pro/9-1 in [Lages & Shepelyansky 2013), but we checked that the
cess can also be useful to analyze cosmic dust and DMP inRhtained enhancement is ndfexcted by a moderate variation of
action with a supermassive black hole binary. This is exgbctd OF @- The simplicity of mapl(P) allows increasing the num-
to play a prominent role in galaxy formation, $ee Grahamlet 267V, Of injected DMPs by a factor one hundred compared to
(2015). Thus we hope that analyzing this process will beutsef?@P [1). The correspondence between (1) &hd (2) is estedlish
for understanding the properties of velocity curves in giaks, °Y the relation/ = 5m,/M, which works approximately for the
which was started Hy ZwickV (1933) and Rubin et al. (1980). W¥Pical parameters of Halley comet case.
note that the velocity curves of captured DMPs in our bingey s Of course, as discussed by Lages & Shepelyansky (2013),

tem have certain similarities with those found in real gilax ~ (h€ dark map and moreover the Kepler map give an approx-
imate description of DMP dynamics in binary systems. How-

ever, this approach is much morfieient than the exact solu-
2. Symplectic map description tion of Newton equations used oy Peter (2009a), Peter (2009b

Following the approach developed by Peirbsky (:L9863nd Sivertsson & Edsjd (2012) and allows obtaining resuiltis w

Chirikov & Vecheslavovi(1989), Malyshkin & Tremaine (1999)tee Y (n;g)]?s DL/I Tslr:ief(t)g dyg;r“sr_]thr:]: \I,';%T; c?ff ;ﬁihsoallarrn?és-

and Lages.&.Sheperans;ky (2013)'. we used a s_ympleg:tu: dg-r cription is justified by the results obtained lby Petrosky
map d_escn_puon of the DMP dynamics in one orbital period 0f(‘1986), Chirikov & Vecheslavov (1939), Malyshkin & Tremeain
DMP in a binary system (1999)Lages & Shepelyansky (2013). Rollin et al. (2018) a
-3/2 1) Casati et al. (1990).

n+l °

Wyl = Wy + F(xn) , Xpsl =X W

wherex, = t,/T, (mod 1) is given by timer, taken at the mo-
ment of DMPn — th passage through perihelidh, is the planet
period, andw = —2E/mdv§. HereE, my, andv, are the energy, The capture cross-sectiam is computed as previously de-
mass of the DMP, and the velocity of the planet or star. The astribed byl Lages & Shepelyansky (2013) with(w)/o, =

plitude J of the kick F-function is proportional to the mass ratio(ﬂzr )L 10 (Fdo [ dah ; ;

> ¢ © qh(q, 6, ¢), wherenh is a fraction of
J ~ m,/M. The shape of (x) depends on the DMP perihelionppg cap&red g)fter (%rﬁe map iteration frem< 0 tow > 0,
distanceg, the inclination angle) between the planetary pla”egiven by an interval length inside the(x) envelope atw| =
(x.y) and DMP plane, and the perihelion orientation angle .., o, = 72, The equation for(w) is based on the ex-

as discussed hy Lages & Shepelyansky (2013). In the follpwin ion for th o 5 F
we use for convenience units withy = v, = r, = 1 (herem, pression for the scattering impact paramefer 2gr,/|w|. For

Dl W o et e P ek n 1 K i ooy cepnds, i
gravitational systems). P 9 : ay

Forq > r, the amplitude/ drops exponentially witly and d‘;'sir'gu};?: of captured DMPs @N/dw = a(w)n,f(w)/2 with
F(x) = J sin(2rx), as shown by Petrosky (1986). This functionafs —48/" " .
form of F(x) is significantly simpler than the real onegk r, The results foer(w) anddN/dw/Np, obtlamed for map$ (1)
, while it still produces chaotic dynamics at® w < 1 and and [2), are shown in Figl] 2. Heré, = [ dwngo,v2f(w)/2
integrable motion with invariant curves above a chaos horde the number of DMPs crossing the planet orbit area per unit
w > wg,. In this regime the map takes the form of time. The results of Fid.]2 show that both maps give simi-

lar results, which provides additional support for the Keephap

(2) description. The theoretical dependence 1/|w|, predicted by

3. Capture cross-section

-3/2

Wasl = Wy +J SIN(21X,) , Xp1 = X, + W, 017
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Fig. 4. (a) Stationary radial density(r) « dN/dr from the Kepler map

Fig. 2. (a) Dependence of the capture cross-sectioon DMP energy atJ = 0.005 withu = 17 at timets (red curve) and: = 0.035 at time

w for Sun-Jupiter (black curve, data from Ref.[8]) and for Hepler

t, ~ 4 x 10PT ,(black curve); data from the dark mapmag/M = 1073

map atJ = 0.005 (red curve); the dashed line shows the dependeram@ shown by the blue curve at= 17 and timers for the Sun-Jupiter
o o 1/|w]. (b) Dependence of the rescaled captured number of DMBase, and by the green curveuat= 0.035 andzs for the SMBH; the

on energyw for the models of the left panel. Here,, = 0.001.

9

normalization is fixed ag{OG”’ pdr = 1,r, = 1. (b) Volume density
py = p/r? from the data of panegk), the dashed line shows the slope

10 ] _
1
108 a 2 . . .
_ 10 The scattering and evolution processes were followed durin
107 ~ 2 the whole lifetimerg of the SS. The total number of DMPs, in-
§ =10 jected during times for [w| < J and allg is N,. For the Kepler
= 0 “ o] map the highest value i, = 4 x 10** , which is 100 times
0 | higher than for the dark map.
10° Ty The time dependencd,,,(r) for the Kepler map, shown
, " ‘ ' " in Fig. [3, is very similar to that found for the dark map by
10 P A I 0 : o1 ' 02 0'3 Lages & Shepelyansky (2013). For a finite SS region 1/20
* (years) : . : 7 the growth ofN,,,(7) saturates after a time scale gf ~ 10

Fig. 3. (a) NumberN,,, of captured DMPs as a function of timen
years for the energy range > 0 (black curve)w > 4-107° corre-
sponding to half the distance between Sun and the Alpha Qestzs-

years. This scale approximately corresponds tétaslive escape
timet;, ~ 12 yeargD ~ 10° years where the dfusion rate is
taken in a random phase approximation tdbe J2/2 (see, e.g.,
Casati et al. 1987). Theftlisive spreading extends from~ 0

tem (red curve)y > 1/20 corresponding te < 100AU (blue curve); upto chaos border,., ~ 0.3. This value agrees well with the the-
N; = 4x 10" DMPs are injected during SS lifetimg data are obtained gretical valuew,, = (37J)%® = 0.29 obtained from the Chirikov
from the map((P) a¥ = 0.005,u = 17 corresponding to the Sun-Jupitetriterion [Chirikovl 1979) (see discussion for DMP dynaniits
case(b) Th_e top part Shc_’ws the gensuty distributiofw) e dN/dw in Petrosky 1986; Casati et/al. 1987; Khriplovich & Shepelkans
?hneegér?ée?rnga égg;”g?'t'ﬁgdma% (g)‘?vzhz i%])s'etthgh%(\)/\t/tsomeptggm'ss?ﬁyvs 2009). The validity of the Chirikov criterion in this systemas
bution of the captured DMPs im (black curve), the red line shows theaISO der_nonstrate_d \n_Sh_evc_henko (2015). 9? for the dark map,
slope -32. we obtain a denslty d!strlbutlon @(u_x) oc 1/w¥<, cqrrespond-
ing to the ergodic estimate according to whjalw) is propor-
tional to time period at a givem. The results of Fig$l,2, afd 3
Khriplovich & Shepelyansky (2009), is clearly confirmed.erhonfirm the close similarity of dynamics described by maps (1
only difference between magd (1) afitl (2) is that the kick ampA?d (2)-
tudeJ ~ 5m, /M for (@) is restricted, and thus after one kick we
may have onlyw| < J, while for (I) some orbits can be captureds, Radial variation of the dark matter density
with |w| > J = 5m, /M as a result of close encounters. However, ) . ]
the probability of such events is low. To compute the DMP dens_lty, we c_onS|dered captured akqits
with w > 4 x 107°. The radial density(r) was computed by the
method described by Lages & Shepelyansky (20M\3): were
determined at instant timg; for them the dynamics in real space
was recomputed during a time periad ~ 100 years of planet.
;[]he value ofp(r) was computed by averaging over= 10°
r%)_ints randomly distributed oveér for all Nyc orbits.

4. Chaotic dynamics

The injection, capture, evolution, and escape of DMPs is-co
puted as described by Lages & Shepelyansky {2013): we We also checked that a semi-analytical averaging, usin
merically modeled a constant flow of scattered DMPs with an ¢ density distributi K yl li 9 fg’ hg
energy distributiondN, = o-(w)v2f(w)dw/2 per time unit (we & €xact densily distribution over Kepler €lipses for eac

_ P N of Nyc orbits, gives the same result: assuming ergodicity
usedq < gmax = 4rp). For Jupiter we have ~ 17 > 1 and 32 . , .

pwq(r)dr = w*<dt/2n and using Kepler's equation, the ra-

dN, o dgdw. However, for an SMBH we can havé < J so i density of the DMPs on a given orbit is,,(r) =
that one kick captures almost all the DMPs from the galadsic d 5 N-1/2 . s
tribution 7(w). In this case, we used the whole distributjfm) (VWZ/ZJT) ((1 —gw)* = (1-rw) ) , then adding the radial den-
(w = v?). Map (2) is simpler than[{1) since the kick functiorsity of eachN,¢ orbit, we retrieve the DMP radial densityr)
only depends o, which allows performing simulations with shown in Fig[#. From the obtained space distribution werdete
more DMPs. mine a fractiom,, of Nyc DMP orbits located inside a range<0
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6. Enhancement of dark matter density

To determine the enhancement of the DMP density captured
by a binary system we followed the method developed by
Lages & Shepelyansky (2013). We computed the total mass of
DMP flow crossing the rangg < 4r, during timezs: My, =
fow dvwf(v)opgts =~ 350,tskr,M/u, where we used the cross-
sectiono = nr3 = 8nkMr,/v? for injected orbits withy < 4r,,
w =2, k is the gravitational constant. For SSigt, ~ 17 we
haveM,,, ~ 0.5-10°5M.

From the numerically known fractiong,; of the previous
section and the fraction of captured orbjlg = Nac/N;,; We
find the massV,; = n,;nacM,,, inside the volumé/; = 47Tri3/3
of radiusr < r; (rr = 0.2r,;r,; 6r,). Here N,y is the total
number of injected orbits during the time , while the num-
ber of orbits injected in the range| < J (only those can
be captured) iV, = Ny(f; dwf(w)/w)/(fy" dwf(w)/w). For
J < u® we havex = N,,/N; = 2u?/(3J) ~ 3.8 x 10* for
u/v, = 17 andk = 1 for u/v, = 0.035 atJ = 0.005. Thus
for u/v, = 17 the number of orbits, injected atQ |w| < J,
N; = 4x 10*, corresponds to the total number of injected or-
bits N,,; ~ 1.5 x 10'8. Finally, we obtain the global density en-
) _ hancement factaf, (r;) = pv(ri)/ps = 1&T77ri77Ac(l’p/l’i)3Tsvp/u,
Fig. 5. Density of captured DMPs at present timg7, ~ 4 x 10  \herers = fg /T, is the injection time expressed in the num-
for the dark map atn,/M = 10° andu/v, = 0.035 Top panels: —por of planet period§, = 2nr,/v,. Foru? > J it is useful

DMP surface density, o« dN/dzdr, shown at theleft in the cross . -
plane (y, z) perpendicular to the planetary orbit (data are averagd determine the enhancement= p,(r;)/p,, of the scattered
galactic density in the range & |w| < J, whose density is

overr, = +/x?+y2 = const), at theright in the planet planex(y, 0);
only tﬁe ranger| < 6 around the center is showBortom panels: corre- Peil = 1'3808J3/2(V1’/”)3' Thusg =.0'72§g(”/vp)3/"3/2‘

sponding DMP volume densify, « dN/dxdydz at theleft in the plane The results of the DMP density enhancement fact@sd,
(0,y,z), at theright in the planet planex(y, 0); only the rangér| < 2 are shown in Fig.J6. At(/v,)? > J we have/ > 1 andZ, < 1.
around the SMBH is shown. The color is proportional to thesitgn At u/v, = 17 we find that’ « 1/J (the fit gives exponent =

with yellow/black for maximunizero density. 1.04+ 0.01) andz, « V7 (the fit exponent iz = 0.46+ 0.1) in
agreement with the above relation betwgeand{,. In general,
_ _ we haver, o 1/uforu/v, < Vi andZ, « 1/udforu/v, > VJ.
r < r; by computingy,, = AN;/(kNxc), whereAn; is the number There is only weak variation af, with J for u/v, < V7. The
of points inside the above range (we usgd, = 0.2,1,and6).  yajues of; and¢, have similar values for the dark and Kepler
In Fig.[d we show the dependence of radiét) and vol- maps (a part of the fact that at= 0.2r, andr; = r, the dark
umep, = p/r? densities on distance For the Kepler map data, map has approximately the samsince there,(r) ~ const for
the densityp(r) has a characteristic maximumsayt,, that is de- r < rp).
termined by the chaos border positiap,, ~ 2/w,, (this de- All these results can be summarized by the following for-
pendence, as well as the relatiep, = (37J)%/°, is numerically mula for the chaotic enhancement factor of DMP density in a
confirmed for the studied range f0< J < 1072 for the Ke- binary system:
ler map with a given fixed). The density profile() is not
gensitivgto the vglue ofand 2emains pracgcglly uﬁzér?anged fofe = AVI(p/w)*/[1+ BI(vy/u)?] ,J = 5m, /M . ®3)
u =17, 0.035. For the dark map a variation of the kick functiomere{g is given for DMP density at; = r, andA ~ 155, B ~
with ¢ and angles leads to a variatioma, that leads to a slow .7, This formula describes the numerical data of Fig. 6 welt. F
growth ofp at larger. A power-law fit ofp, o 1/ in arange (,/y,)2 > J we havez, < 1, but we still have an enhancement
2 <r <100 givegs ~ 2.25+ 0.003 for the Kepler map data and £ = 0.72,(ufv,)3/J3% ~ 0.724/J > 1. For u/v,)? < J we

B = 1.52+ 0.002 for the dark map. We attribute thefdrence _
in B values to a larger fraction of integrable islands for thekdapave the glqbal enhancemept~ 22.(VP/”)/ \/7 > 1. The color
representation of dependenkk (3) is shown in[Big. 7.

map, as is visible in Fig.]1 for typical parameters. We nos th ; : . .
an dfective range of radial variation is bounded by the kick am- Eduation[(8) can be understood on the basis of simple esti-
plitude withr < r.,, ~ 1/J, and in the range, < r < re,p, the mates. T_he tptal _captured maks,, ~ Mac I;S accumulatzed dur-
data are compatible with ~ const (dashed line in Fid.J4b). ing the difusive timer, and henceMc,, ~ v, JtaMio/(nu’ts) ~
peTal (v, /u)® , wherer, = 14/T, , and we omit numerical coef-

We note that the value of does not significantly féect the ficients. This mass is concentrated inside a ragliys~ 1/J so
density variation with- , as is clearly seen in Fif] 4. The spacia ' WS

density distribution of computed from the dark mapat 0.035 thatatr ~ 1/J the volume density ig,(r = 1/J) ~ Meap/ 18y, ~
shown in Fig[b is also very similar to thosewat 17 (see Fig.5 pg/ W2, (vp/u)? ~ pesJH?w?, ~ perJ*3, where we use a relation
by[Lages & Shepelyansky 2013). This independencearises 7, ~ w?, /J? ~ 1/J%°. (Our modeling of the injection process in
because(r) is determined by the dynamicswat> 0, which is the Kepler map with a constant injection flow in time, counted
practically insensitive to the DMP energies-at < w < 0 that as the number of map iterations, shows that the number of ab-

are captured by one kick. sorbed particles scales 8 ~ 7, ~ J™9% at smallJ.) It is
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Fig. 6. Dependence of the DMP density enhancement fagtoe
pv(ri)/pgs ONJ atu/v, = 17 (Jupiter); herp,, is the galactic DMP vol-
ume density for an energy range okOw| < J andr; = 0.2r,,r,, 6r,
(blue, black, red); points and squares show results for Bawith the
number of injected particleS; = 4 x 10° and 4x 10* , respectively;
crosses show data for meg (1) wity = 4 x 10° andJ = 5m,/M.
(b) Dependence of the galactic enhancement fagtoe p,(r;)/p, ON
u/v, atry = r, andJ = 0.005 in [2) (points) and,/M = 0.001 in (1)

(crosses), herp, is the global galactic density; lines show depende

cies¢, « 1/u (red) ands, o« 1/u® (blue).(c) Dependence aof, on J at

u/v, = 17;(d) the same at/v, = 0.035, parameters of symbols are a

in (a),(b). The green curve shows theokY (3) in all panels.

—9 .
~ = Y
—4 / Vi . y i S . /l
-2 -1 0 1

logyy u/v,

log,y J

Fig. 7. Logarithm of DMP density enhancement factor jog, from (3),
shown by color and log value-levels, as a function:pf, andJ; two
points are for/ = 0.005,u/v, = 17 (SS) and:/v, = 0.035 (SMBH,;
suchv,, is about 2% of the light velocity)).
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Fig. 8. Density distribution of DMP®(g) overg obtained from the Ke-
pler map at/ = 0.005 and timer, ~ 4 x 108T,,: (a) u/v, = 17;(b)
u/v, = 0.04; the density is normalized to unity{ pdg/r, = 1).

We note that for galaxies the value of expongig debated
(see_Merritt 2013). For the adiabatic growth model, we have
2.25 < B < 2.5, which is close to the value obtained from our
symplectic map simulations.

The nontrivial properties of the distribution of the caetdr
DMPs in g are shown in Fig.18 in a stationary regime at times
ts/T, ~ 4 x 10 for the Kepler map. While for/v, ~ 17> 1
we have a smooth drop of DMP densiify) atg > 1.5r, , for
u/v, = 0.04 < 1 we have an increase p{q) by a factor 3 for
q/rp, = 2.5 compared t@/r, ~ 1. We attribute this variation to

different capture conditions at> VJv,, where only DMPs at
low velocities are captured by one kick, and< VJv,, where

'Bractically all DMPs are captured by one kick. As a resultef t
dependence of ong, we also have various fiusive timescales

14 o« 1/J2 that can &ect the contribution of the DMPs atftérent
g values in the volume density distribution en

Finally, we stress the importance of the obtained result of
large enhancement factofsand Z,. This result is drastically
different from the frequent claims that there is no enhance-
ment of the DMP density in the center vicinity of a binary
system compared to its galactic value because of the Lieuvil
theorem, which implies that the density of DM in the phase
space is conserved during the evolution (Gould & Alam 2001;
Lundberg & Edsjo 2004). However, this statement does nat tak
into account the actual dynamics of captured DMPs. Indéed, t
galactic space densipy, is obtained from all energies of DMPs
in the Maxwell distribution. The analysis of symplectic DMP
dynamics shows that DMPs at large> 1 are not captured,
while DMPs withg ~ 1 are captured, and by filision, they
penetrate up to high values ~ w,, , thus accumulating DMPs
with typical distance values~ 1/w,,. The symplectic map ap-

important to stress that,(r = 1/J) < p,s in contrast to the proach also determines afiective size of our binary system of

naive expectation that,(r = 1/J) ~ p,s. Using our empirical

reap ~ 1/J corresponding to an energy range~ J. If we as-

density decay, o« 1/ with 8 ~ 2.25 for the Kepler map, we sume that the DMP density in this range is the same as its-galac

obtainZ o 1/J%% | which is close to the dependenge- 1/J

tic value, then we should conclude that the enhancemenrfact

andZ, ~ JY2/(u/v,)3 from (@) atu? > J. For the dark map we should bel, ~ (reap/rp)’ ~ 1/wea ~ 1/JF ~ 1.5 x 10° for
haveB ~ 1.5 butw,, ~ const as a result of the sharp variatiortypical values/ = 0.005 andg = 2.25 (we consider here the

of F(x) with x , which again giveg ~ 1/J. Itis difficult to ob-
tain the exact analytical derivation of the relation- 1/J due
to contributions of dferentg values (which have dierentr,)

caseu/v, < VJ). This estimate gives a valug that is even
higher than that given by relationl (3). In fact, relatibh {(@kes
into account that only bounded valuesqoére captured, it also

and diferent kick shapes ifi{1) thaffactr, and the structure of estimates the chaos region, where DMPs are accumulated dur-
chaotic component. In the regime/(,)?> < J the entire energy ing the chaotic dfusion process, populating a part of the phase

range of the scattering flow is absorbed by one kick, &y, is
increased by a factou(v,)?/J, leading to an increase gf by
the same factor, which yield$ « v, /(u VJ), in agreement with

Q).

space volume fromw ~ 0 up tow ~ w., ~ 1. This gives a lower
value ofZ, than the above simplified estimate. We also note that

atu/v, < VJ the typical kinetic energy of an ejected DMP
Jv2 is significantly higher than the typical DMP energlin the
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nary model we consider eight stars modeled by nidp (2) with

the values/; = 25x 104, J, = 5x 104, J3 = 7.5 x 1074,

J4=1073,J5=25%x1073, Js =6.25x 104, J; = 5x 1074, and

Jg = 1.25x 10~* with the same ratie;/r, as for the SS. In both

cases we injectell; = 2.8x 10 particles considering evolution

duringts orbital periods of Jupiter (fifth star). The steady-state

density distribution is shown in Fif] 9. For the S$%r) is very

close to the case of only one Jupiter discussed above. Thil re

is natural since its mass is dominant in the SS. For the SMBH

binary model we also find a similar distribution (see Eig. #&hw

a slightly slower decay gb,(r) with r (3 = 2.06 = 0.002) due

to the contribution of more stars. We obtdir= 3000 (SS) and

£, = 3x 10 (SMBH). These two examples show that the binary

model captures the main physic#ilexts of the DMP capture and

evolution.

8. Discussion

Our results show that DMP capture and dynamics inside two-
body and few-body systems can bfgaently described by sym-
plectic maps. The numerical simulations and analyticalyeis
show that in the center of these systems the DMP volume den-
sity can be enhanced by a factgr~ 10* compared to its galac-

tic value. The values of, are highest for a high velocity, of

a planet or star rotating around the system center. We nate th
our approach based on a symplectic map description of the re-
stricted three-body problem is rather generic. Thus it dsm lae
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