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ABSTRACT

We use a geometric method to derive (two-dimensional) separation functions amongst pairs of objects
within populations of specified position function dN/ dR. We present analytic solutions for separation
functions corresponding to a uniform surface density within a circular field, a Plummer sphere (viewed
in projection), and the mixture thereof—including contributions from binary objects within both sub-
populations. These results enable inferences about binary object populations via direct modeling of
object position and pair separation data, without resorting to standard estimators of the two-point
correlation function. Analyzing mock data sets designed to mimic known dwarf spheroidal galaxies, we
demonstrate the ability to recover input properties including the number of wide binary star systems
and, in cases where the number of resolved binary pairs is assumed to be 2 a few hundred, characteristic
features (e.g., steepening and/or truncation) of their separation function. Combined with forthcoming
observational capabilities, this methodology opens a window onto the formation and/or survival of
wide binary populations in dwarf galaxies, and offers a novel probe of dark matter substructure on the

smallest galactic scales.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Wide binary star systems are vulnerable to disrup-
tion via encounters with perturbers (e.g. Chandrasekhar
1944; Heggie 1975; Weinberg et al. 1987; Jiang &
Tremaine 2010), making them useful tracers of dark
structure (e.g. Bahcall et al. 1985; Chanamé & Gould
2004; Yoo et al. 2004). Usually detected as stellar
pairs with common proper motion, Galactic wide bi-
naries with separations 2 < log,(s/A.U.) < 4 are typ-
ically characterized using a power-law separation func-
tion, p(s) o< 77, with v ~ 1.0 — 1.6 (Chanamé & Gould
2004; Lépine & Bongiorno 2007; Andrews et al. 2017;
El-Badry & Rix 2018). At larger separations, the power-
law slope appears to steepen by an amount that depends
on age and kinematics (Tian et al. 2019). Characteriza-
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tion of the binary separation function in different envi-
ronments is crucial for understanding the formation and
destruction of these weakly bound systems (Moeckel &
Bate 2010; Kouwenhoven et al. 2010; El-Badry & Rix
2018; Penarrubia 2021).

Wide binaries within the Milky Way’s nearest satel-
lites can potentially trace low-mass dark matter halo
structure and substructure. The faintest dwarf galaxies
have the largest mass-to-light ratios and dark matter
densities known, with M /Ly ~ 102~ in solar units and
p 2 1My pc—? within their halflight radii (Mateo 1998;
McConnachie 2012; Simon 2019). In the scale-free hier-
archy of structure expected under the cold dark matter
paradigm, such large dark matter densities imply that
of all galaxies, the faintest dwarfs host the highest num-
ber densities of subhalo (and sub-subhalo, etc.) per-
turbers (e.g. Springel et al. 2008). Indeed, N-body ex-
periments demonstrate that, on ultrafaint dwarf galaxy
scales, the wide binary separation function is strongly
sensitive to both the structure of, and amount of sub-
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structure within, the host dark matter halo (Penarrubia
et al. 2010; Peniarrubia et al. 2016).

It is already well known that the Milky Way’s faint
satellites contain significant numbers of short-period bi-
nary stars (P < 100 years). Several multi-epoch spec-
troscopic studies have identified likely binary systems
as radial velocity variables with amplitudes up to ~ 10
km s~!, implying binary fractions of f;, ~ 0.5 (Martinez
et al. 2011; Koposov et al. 2011; Minor 2013; Koch et al.
2014; Spencer et al. 2018). Similar fractions are derived
from deep Hubble Space Telescope imaging of several ul-
trafaint dwarf galaxies, based on the tendency of un-
resolved pairs to broaden the main sequence redward
and brighter (Geha et al. 2013). However, these tech-
niques necessarily miss wide binaries, which can have
orbital periods exceeding thousands of years and may
be resolved as point-source pairs. Furthermore, find-
ing wide binaries via common proper motions at dwarf
galaxy distances (~ 20 — 100 kpc) would require preci-
sion < 1 milli-arcsec century ! at ~ 20th magnitude,
two orders of magnitude finer than what is delivered by
Gaia’s EDR3 catalog (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021).
Thus empirical constraints on wide binary populations
within dwarf galaxies are at present nonexistent.

As a result, we do not know how or even whether
wide binaries ever form within dwarf galaxies, much less
how or whether they survive. Possible formation mech-
anisms include the same ones invoked to explain wide
binaries observed within the Galaxy, e.g. 1) gravita-
tional entrapment of neighbors as star-forming regions
expand in response either to rapid gas loss (Kouwen-
hoven et al. 2010; Moeckel & Bate 2010) or to collisional
relaxation (Moeckel & Clarke 2011), 2) three-body in-
teractions in which one star is scattered to a large orbit
but remains weakly bound to a relatively compact pair
(Reipurth & Mikkola 2012), 3) binding of adjacent pre-
stellar cores that move at slow relative velocity within
the star-forming cloud (Tokovinin 2017), and/or 4) en-
trapment within the long-lived tails that emanate from
tidally disrupted star clusters (Pefiarrubia 2021).

Of course, the only way to prove that wide binaries
both form and survive within dwarf galaxies would be
to find them. Here we investigate the detectability of
wide binaries in dwarf galaxies via single-epoch images
that might resolve binary pairs. For reference, at dis-
tance 100 kpc, a pair of objects separated by 0.1 pc sub-
tends 0.2 arcsec—approximately four times the diffrac-
tion limit of the Hubble Space Telescope and the upcom-
ing Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope.

The workhorse statistic for analyzing spatial inhomo-
geneities is the two-point correlation function (2PCF;
e.g., Peebles 1980), which characterizes object cluster-

ing as a function of spatial scale. Specifically, the 2PCF
quantifies the ‘excess’ number of object pairs at a given
separation with respect to the expectation for a random
field. The 2PCF is widely used, e.g., to infer cosmologi-
cal parameters from observations of large-scale structure
(e.g., DES Collaboration et al. 2021). More relevant to
the present study, Longhitano & Binggeli (2010) model
the 2PCF of late-type stars in the solar neighborhood,
reporting that ~ 10% of such stars belong to wide binary
systems with projected separation 1072 < s/(pc) < 1.

Standard estimators of the 2PCF from cosmological
large-scale structure quantify the expected ‘background’
by averaging over large numbers of Monte Carlo realiza-
tions of the random field (e.g., Davis & Peebles 1983;
Hamilton 1993; Landy & Szalay 1993). This procedure
can faithfully account for features in the 2PCF that arise
due to complications like survey footprint, incomplete-
ness and known selection effects.

For the purpose of studying wide binary stars in dwarf
galaxies, here we take a different approach that exploits
the relative simplicity of these systems. For nearby
dwarf galaxies, the random field of resolved stars is gen-
erally well characterized by an analytic surface num-
ber density function that includes an approximately uni-
form foreground (Milky Way) component (e.g., Irwin &
Hatzidimitriou 1995a; Martin et al. 2008; Moskowitz &
Walker 2020). Here we develop formalism for calculat-
ing two-point separation functions directly from the sur-
face number density function—including the contribu-
tion from binary objects. We derive analytic results for
the case in which the number density function is the mix-
ture of a Plummer sphere and a uniform background—
the scenario commonly invoked to model dwarf galaxy
star counts. While these results can provide random-
field input to a standard 2PCF estimator, they also
provide a means to infer properties of binary object
populations via direct modeling of the empirical sepa-
ration function. We demonstrate the latter capability
using mock imaging catalogs generated to mimic struc-
tural parameters observed for the Milky Way’s known
dwarf-galactic satellites, highlighting the conditions un-
der which wide binary populations—if they exist—can
reliably be detected and characterized within these sys-
tems.

2. 2D SEPARATION FUNCTIONS

First we develop formalism for calculating 2D sep-
aration functions. Consider a population of objects
whose 2D (projected onto the plane of the sky) posi-
tions, R e R2, are distributed randomly, via Poisson
point process, according to surface number density func-
tion X(R) = dN/dR. The total number of objects has
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Figure 1. Geometry for calculating probability density for
separations of objects from position R (see Equation 1).

expectation value (N) = [[ S(R)dR. The probability
density of object posmons is then p(R) = S(R)/(N).
We seek to calculate the probability density for separa-
tions between pairs of objects drawn randomly from the
population.

Figure 1 illustrates the relevant geometry. Letting «
be the angle between R and the vector displacement to
a second position R+ AR, the number of objects that
are separated from R by projected distance within the
interval s, s + ds is u(s|R) ds, where

- dN . .
u(s|R) = o l.= / Y(R+ AR) sda, (1)
g Jo

is the conditional separation function, AR = s(cos(0 +
@)Z + sin(f + «)g) and 6 is the position angle at R.
The number of pairs having one object within position

interval ﬁ, R+dR and separation within the interval s,
s+ ds is ¢ (s, R) dsdR, where

, dN

o = () (sl B (2)

is the joint position-separation function. The number
of pairs having separation within the interval s, s + ds,
regardless of position, is ¢(s)ds, where

~ [[[ vy ai (3)

is the marginal separation function.

For the purpose of calculating normalized probabil-
ity densities, these separation functions integrate to
J u(s|R)ds = (N) and [[f ¢(s, B)dsdR = [ ¢(s)ds =
(N)2.

2.1. Mixtures

It is useful to generalize to the case in which the
population of objects comprises a mixture of Npop

distinct sub-populations that each, independently, fol-
low distinct spatial distributions—i.e., Zmix(ﬁ) =
Zfi"fp Y:(R). The total number of objects has expec-
tation value (Npix) = ff Ymix(R H R = va"fp<Ni>,
where (N;) f [ 24( R)dR is the expectatlon value for
the number of obJects in the i*" sub-population. The
conditional separation function is

POP

,Ufmlx Z /u‘l (4)

where p;(s fo R+ AR) sda.
The Jomt pOblthIl separatlon function is
Npop Npop
Umi(8, ) = Y > i (s, R), (5)
=1 j=1

where 1; (s, R) = %
ration function is

J(R) uj(s|1:3) The marginal sepa-

2

pop NPOP

Qbmlx = ¢1 J (6)

1 j=1

7

where ¢; ;(s) = [[ i ;( s, R)dR. The cross terms are
symmetric, such that ¢; ;(s) = ¢;.:(s).

2.2. Binaries

We now consider the separation functions that per-
tain to a population within which some fraction of the
objects are split into binary systems that, at position ﬁ,
follow internal separation function ¢y,(s|R), normalized
so that f¢b(s|ﬁ) ds = 1. The surface number density
can be written as the sum of contributions from single
objects and binary objects: X(R) = S4(R) + Xy (R). We
define the binary fraction as fi,(R) = Sy, (R)/S(R), such
that while X(R) remains the surface number density
of statistically-independent objects, the surface number
density of countable items is X' (R) = (l—i-fb(ﬁ))Z(R')f
i.e., a binary system is one object that comprises two
countable items. The number of countable items has
expectation Value (N') ffZ = (1+ fu)(N),
where f;, = L (R dR is the globally-
averaged binary fractlon

The joint position-separation function for countable

items is (see derivation in Appendix A)
(s, R) ~ (14 fo(B) (s, B) +2 fu(R) B(R) o (s, ),
) (7)
where (s, R) is the joint position-separation function
for independent objects.
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The conditional separation function for countable
items is then

I 3 w/(sz)
' (s|R) = Z'(E)
~ (1 ) (e + 22200 ool

(8)

where u(s|§) is the conditional separation function for
independent objects.

The margmal separation function for countable items
is ¢'(s) = [[ 4/ (s, R) dR. If the binary fraction and in-
ternal beparatlon functlon are both 1ndependent of posi-
tion, such that f,(R) — fp and ¢p(s|R) — éu(s), then
the marginal separation function for countable items
simplifies to

¢'(s) = (1 + fo)? d(s) +2 fo(N) du(s), 9)

where ¢(s) is the marginal separation function for inde-
pendent objects.

Also, if the binary fraction and internal separation
function are independent of position, then the separa-
tion functions for countable items integrate to

/ W () B) ds = (11 fu) (N) + 220

1+ f
///wstst [ o

(1+ fu)*(N)* 4+ 2 fu(N).

(10)
2.3. Mixtures and binaries

In the most general case that we consider here, the
population consists of a mixture of N, distinct sub-
populations, each independently following its own spa-
tial distribution and each containing binary systems
that follow independent internal separation functions.
The total surface density is Spix(R) = Zfﬁ’fp Yi(R) =
S Neor 33 (R) 4 b, (R), where S, (R) and Sy, (R) are
surface number densities of single and binary objects,
respectively, within the i*" sub-population. The total
number of statistically-independent objects has expec-
tation value (Nmix) = [f Smix(R)dR = NP (N),
where (N;) is the expectation value for the number of
independent objects in the i*® sub-population. The
total Eurface number _‘density of countable items _'is
S (B) = S SR = S (14 fuo,(R)) (),
where fi,, (R) = Sy, (R)/%i(R) is the local binary frac-
tion of the i*" sub-population. The total number
of countable items has expectation value (N!.) =

(B dB = S5 (14 o (RN,

Generalizing the derivation from Appendix A to in-
clude a mixture of sub-populations, the joint position-
separation function for countable items is

Npop Npop

m1x ZZ ]-+fb

=1 j=1

+fb-( R) fo, (R)) (s, R)

+2 Z fo (B) Si(R) éw, (s|R), (11

R) + fo, (R)

where ¢y, (s|R) is the (normalized) internal separation
function for binaries at position R within the i*® sub-
population. The conditional and marginal separation
functions for countable items can Ehen be calculated
8 o (5IB) = Ghie(s, B)/ S (R) and ¢ (s) =
[f 4! (s, R) AR, respectively.

If the binary fractions and internal separation func-
tions are all independent of position, then the marginal
separation function for countable items is

Npop Npop
nux (1+fb1 +fbj +fbifbj)¢i7j(s)
i=1 j=1
Npop
+2> " (N) fo, b, (s),
=1

(12)

and the joint position-separation function and marginal
separation function for countable items integrates to

I e f
~ S Ni:w(l + foi + fo, + fo, fo,) (V) (N;)
i=1 j=1

+2 Z o
(13)
2.4. Some Useful Cases with Analytic Results

We now consider some specific cases in which the inte-
grals in Equations 1 and 3 can be calculated analytically.
First we note that if E(ﬁ) has circular symmetry about
the origin, Equations 1 and 3 become

2

u(s|R) = S(VR? + s2 4+ 2Rscosa)sda (14)
0

=] ) =

and
(s|R) RARd6, (15)

respectively.
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Figure 2. Marginal probability density for pair separations
within 1) a Plummer sphere of projected halflight radius a
(blue), 2) objects distributed uniformly within a circle of
radius Rmax = 10a (orange), and 3) a 1:1 mixture of the two
(red), for separations up to 2Rmax.

2.4.1. Uniform Density in a Circular Field

Consider a population of objects drawn from a (2D)
position function that specifies uniform surface number
density X, o within a circle of finite radius Rpax, and
zero density at R > Ryax:

Yu(R) =24009(Rmax — R), (16)

where © is the Heaviside-Theta function. The number
of objects has expectation value (N,) = 7w R2_ . ¥,0.
In terms of dimensionless radius R, = R/Ryax and di-
mensionless separation variable s, = s/Rmax, the con-
ditional separation function is (via Equation 14)

>3 2 Nu u
fiu(s|R) = <>S|:7r@(Rmax( — Ry, —su))+
WRmax
1 —2R su
T — sec R2+52
where

e = (_1+@ (Rmax[l_Ru_su]) (_1+®(Rmax[8u_RU_1D).

The marginal separation function can be derived via
multiple methods (Hammersley (1950), Lellouche &
Souris (2020)), and is given by

A(NY)? sy 1/ Su Su 52
Pu(su) = TR [COS (?) -5\l

for s, € [0,2], and ¢y, (s,) =0 at s, > 2.

2.4.2. Plummer sphere

The Plummer (1911) model is commonly used to fit
the stellar density profiles in dwarf spheroidal galaxies
(e.g, McConnachie 2012; Moskowitz & Walker 2020).

Objects within a Plummer sphere have positions drawn

from
Ep,O

where the number of stars has expectation value (N,) =
ma?Y, o and half the stars are expected to be enclosed
within a circle of radius a. Via Eq. 14, and in terms of
dimensionless separation variable s, = s/a, the condi-
tional separation function is

Yp(R) = (19)

2(Np) (14 5;2> + R?/a®) sp/a

[(1+ (R/a = 5,)2)(1 + (Rla+s5,)2)]**
(20)

Np(5p|ﬁ) =

Via Eq. 15, the marginal separation function is

_ 4<Np>25p/a
Pp(sp) = W

+2(1+s2),/4+s2tanh™' (b)],  (21)

sp(2+si)m

2+4s%+s§

[—8sp+25) +s)

where b =

2.4.3. Mizture of Plummer Sphere and Uniform
Background

Over the few square degrees (or less) subtended by
most dwarf galaxies, stars in the Galactic foreground
follow approximately uniform distributions (Irwin &
Hatzidimitriou 1995b). Therefore most nearby dSphs
can be modeled as mixtures of Npjum stars that follow a
Plummer distribution with Plummer radius a, and N,
stars that follow a uniform distribution over a circular
field of radius Ryax-

In that case, the conditional separation function,
fimix (s|R), is given by Equation 4, with individual terms
for uniform and Plummer sub-populations specified by
Equations 17 and 20, respectively. The marginal sep-
aration function, ¢mix(s), is given by Equation 6, with
analytic contributions from cross terms (see Equation 6)
Guu(Su), Opp(sp) and, in terms of dimensionless sepa-
ration variable s, = s/a,

NuNpsp (22— s24+/c—1)

Zanax\/E ’
(22)

where z = Riax/a and ¢ = 1+ 2% 4+ 252(1 — 2%) + 5.
Figure 2 dibplays marginal probability densities for
separations, p(s )/ ([ ¢(s)ds), for populations of
objects that follow a Plummer proﬁle (blue) with scale
radius a, and a uniform distribution (orange) within a
field of radius Ryax = 10a. Both curves scale as p(s) «
s at small separation, reaching maxima at separations
near the relevant scale radii of a and R,.x, respectively.
The red curve indicates the marginal probability density,

Pup(5p) = Ppu(sp) =



6 KERvICK, WALKER, PENARRUBIA, KOPOSOV

log,o(pp(s, )
—14  -12 =10

[

log,o(pu(s, R))
-8 -6 —11 ~10 -9

1og (Pmix (s, R))
-8 -1 -10 -9 -8 -7 -6

10— 10~* 10° 10!
s/a

Figure 3. Joint probability density of object positions and pair separations, for (left to right): a Plummer sphere of projected
halflight radius a, objects distributed uniformly within a circle of radius Rmax = 10a, and a 1:1 mixture of the two, for separations
up to 2Rmax. In the center panel, whitespace corresponds to regions where p(s, R) = 0 due to the finite field size.

Y2 = —1, sp/a = 0.005

Somem = 0.1, s,/a = 0.005 Somem = 0.1, 72 = —1

sp/a =0.0001
sp/a =0.001
— s/a=0.01
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Figure 4. Marginal probability density of pair separations for a 1:1 mixture of Plummer and uniform sub-populations, each containing binary

pairs. The separation function for binary pairs within the uniform sub-population (with binary fraction 0.1) follows a fixed broken power law

(Equation 23), with indices v1 = —1.55 and v2 = —3.33, break separation s;, = 0.001 @ and smoothing parameter A = 0.67. Binary pairs within

the Plummer sub-population follow a broken power law with v; = +0.5, A = 0.5 and the other parameters allowed to vary. Left, center, right

panels show how the marginal density of pair separations within the mixture varies with binary fraction, power-law index 2 and break separation,

respectively, of the binaries within the Plummer sub-population.

Pmix(8) = (;Smix(s)/(f Gmix(8) ds), for a 1:1 mixture of
the Plummer and uniform populations, showing local
maxima at both characteristic scales.

For the same three cases, heatmaps in Fig-
ure 3 display joint probability densities p(s,R) =
7/’(87R)/(fff¢(s»é) deﬁ) and pmiX(Svﬁ) =
Ymix (8, ﬁ)/(fff Ymix (8, ﬁ) ds dﬁ) Separations within
the Plummer sphere correlate strongly with position
(left panel)—a consequence of the fact that the prob-
ability density of radial coordinate R approaches zero
as R — oco. Thus the rare star at large radius in the
Plummer sphere will tend to be widely separated from
almost all other stars, which tend to reside at smaller
radius. In contrast, the uniform distribution displays no
obvious correlation, with the separation density peak-

ing near s & Rpy.x except near R =~ Ry .x, where the
most probable separation decreases slightly due to the
field-edge effect (middle panel).

Figure 4 shows what happens to the marginal prob-
ability densities if we add binary components to both
uniform and Plummer sub-populations within the 1:1
mixture. In this case the binary systems within both
sub-populations follow a broken power law separation
function (Equation 23). Parameters of the binary sep-
aration function within the uniform sub-population are
held fixed at values chosen to represent observational
constraints on wide binaries within the Milky Way halo
(Tian et al. 2019), with power-law indices 77 = —1.55,
vo = —3.33, break separation s, = 0.001 a , and smooth-
ing parameter A = 0.67. Panels in Figure 4 then
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show the effect of varying the binary fraction (left),
‘outer’ power-law index 7, (middle), and break sepa-
ration (right) of the binary separation function within
the Plummer sub-population. In all cases, the marginal
probablhty denSitY7 pinix(s) = inix(s)/(f ¢inix(s) d8)7 is
now characterized generally by a transition from dom-
ination by binaries within the uniform distribution at
small separation (where ¢, (s) < s71:5%) to domination
by physically unassociated pairs at large separation. De-
tails of the transition change with the binary fraction
and separation function that we adopt for the Plummer
sub-population. As the binary fraction within the Plum-
mer sub-population increases (left panel), the minimum
in the p ;. (s) function shifts toward smaller s, a result
of the fact that the separation function for the binaries
within the Plummer sub-population peaks at finite sep-
aration s ~ a. As the ‘outer’ index 7, changes from
positive to strongly negative (middle panel), binaries
with large separation become scarce within the Plum-
mer sub-population, and the pl,. (s) curve increases to-
ward smaller s. Finally, as the break separation in-
creases (right panel), the minimum in the p ;. (s) func-
tion again shifts toward smaller s as a larger fraction of
binaries within the Plummer sub-population have sepa-
rations s < s5. We emphasize that all of these behaviors
can change in detail depending on the binary separation
functions assumed for both sub-populations; our pur-
pose here is merely to provide an example of how the
observable marginal density pl ;. (s) can be sensitive to
the binary separation function that we seek to infer.

3. APPLICATION TO DWARF GALAXIES

We now apply this formalism to investigate the poten-
tial for detectability and characterization of wide binary
systems within nearby dwarf galaxies. We generate and
analyze mock observational catalogs designed to repro-
duce the observed structural parameters of the 40 dSph
galaxies analyzed by Moskowitz & Walker (2020), with
binary companions inserted by hand according to as-
sumed separation functions. The galaxy sample spans a
range in luminosity of 10° < Ly /Ly,o < 107, Plummer
radius 10! < a/pc < 103, and distance 20 < D/kpe <
250, providing a natural ‘grid’ for studying the depen-
dence of detection sensitivity on intrinsic properties.

3.1. Generation of Mock Data

For a given dwarf galaxy, we adopt published val-
ues for luminosity, distance and metallicity from the re-
view of McConnachie (2012) or, when necessary, from
more recent discovery papers (e.g., Koposov et al. 2015;
Drlica-Wagner et al. 2015). We adopt ‘circularized’
Plummer radii fit by Moskowitz & Walker (2020, fourth

column of their Table 3). Given the adopted metal-
licity and assuming old (12 Gyr) age, we use PARSEC
isochrones and luminosity functions (Bressan et al. 2012,
assuming the default Kroupa (2001, 2002) initial mass
function) to sample the present-day luminosity function.

We assume that the dSph member sub-population in-
trinsically consists of Ny . ‘parents’ that have posi-
tions distributed according to a circular Plummer pro-
file (Equation 19), and Ny, ‘binary companions’ to
a fraction fy, . of the parents. We assume that the
luminosities of binary companions are drawn indepen-
dently from the same luminosity function as those of the
parent population. We assume that the binary fraction
and binary separation function within the dSph mem-
ber sub-population are both independent of the parent’s
position and luminosity, with the separation function,
®Dmem (), following one of three distinct functional forms,
discussed in detail in Section 3.2.

We assume that the dwarf galaxy is observed against
a foreground sub-population of Milky Way stars that
consists of parents following a uniform spatial distri-
bution within a circular field of radius Rpyax = 10
times the Plummer radius of the dwarf galaxy, and bi-
nary companions to a fraction f,,,, of those parents.
We assume that, within this field, the number of de-
tected (i.e., brighter than the adopted magnitude limit)
parents within the nonmember sub-population equals
the number of detected parents within the dSph mem-
ber sub-population. We assume that the binary frac-
tion and binary separation function within the non-
member sub-population are both independent of posi-
tion, with the separation function, ¢non(s), following
an observationally-motivated broken power law (Section
3.2).

We construct a mock observational catalog as follows:

1. Draw Npem luminosities randomly from the
present-day stellar luminosity function function.
The value of Npem, the number of stars belonging
to the dwarf galaxy (including parents and binary
companions), is set by the requirement that the
cumulative luminosity equal the published galaxy
luminosity.

2. Given the adopted member binary fraction, ran-
domly assign each member star the status of either
‘parent’ or ‘binary companion’.

3. For each parent in the member sub-population, as-
sign a 2D position by sampling radial coordinate
R from a Plummer distribution having the pub-
lished Plummer radius, and position angle € from
a uniform distribution between 0 < 0 < 27.
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4. For each binary companion in the member sub-
population, assign a 2D position by offsetting from
a randomly-chosen (without replacement) parent
by a 2D vector AR. Draw the magnitude |AR| = s
from the adopted member binary separation func-
tion (Section 3.2), and the direction angle from a
uniform distribution between 0 < o < 27r.

5. Impose observational resolution and magnitude
limits by 1) combining into a single point source
any pairs separated by less than an assumed res-
olution limit ry,, and 2) discarding any source
fainter than an assumed limiting magnitude myy, .

6. Add foreground nonmembers by repeating step 3,
but for N, ., non-member parents (all of which
are assumed to be brighter than the adopted mag-
nitude limit) with 2D positions drawn from a
uniform spatial distribution over a circle of ra-
dius Ryax = 10 times the dSph Plummer radius.
Then, to a fraction f, . of the nonmember par-
ents (drawn randomly without replacement), add
a binary companion with position offset as de-
scribed in step 4, drawing the magnitude of the
offset from ¢non(s). Since the separation function
is expressed in physical units (Section 3.2), convert
to angular offsets (assuming the sky is flat over the
observed field) by assuming a characteristic non-
member distance of 10 kpc.

7. In order to mimic observational errors in the mea-
surement of centroids, scatter the position of each
point source by a 2D vector drawn randomly
from a bivariate Gaussian that is centered on the
true location and has covariance matrix given by
0.5 7im I2, where I5 is the 2 x 2 identity matrix.

We adopt fiducial values of Vij,, = 27 and 73, = 0.05
arcsec for the magnitude and resolution limits, respec-
tively. For the member sub-population, we adopt a bi-
nary fraction such that a fraction fy, ., = 0.1 of member
parents have a binary companion with separation s < 5
pc that is drawn from the initial broken power-law model
(without the imposed upper limit, the total number of
separations diverges when 5 > —1). This fraction then
effectively decreases for the truncated power-law input
and increases for the Opik’s law input, as discussed in
Section 3.2.

The empirically-motivated separation function that
we adopt for nonmembers is a broken power law that
diverges toward s — 0 (Section 3.2). Therefore we
choose the nonmember binary fraction such that the
number of nonmember binary companions that are sep-
arated from their parents by more than the adopted res-

olution limit equals 0.1 times the number of nonmember
parents.

After imposing these limits, the number of ‘detectable’
binary systems within both member and non-member
sub-population—i.e., pairs separated by more than the
adopted resolution limit and for which both members
are brighter than the adopted magnitude limit—ranges
from a few to ~ 10%.

We reiterate that the wide binary fraction within
dwarf galaxies is currently unconstrained observation-
ally. While Longhitano & Binggeli (2010) infer a wide
binary fraction of ~ 10% within the solar neighbor-
hood, this constraint is not necessarily relevant for the
older, more metal-poor stellar populations that occupy
the denser dark matter halos of dwarf galaxies. Our
assumption that fy, .. = 0.1 for the broken power law
separation function is meant only to provide—given the
range of luminosities and distances amongst the known
dwarf galaxies—a corresponding range in detectability
of their wide binary populations. While the mock wide
binary populations provide some basis for comparing rel-
ative detectability across different dwarf galaxies, and
for testing performance as a function of number of de-
tectable wide binaries, they should not be interpreted as
forecasts of wide binary populations—either in individ-
ual dSphs or in the dSph population.

3.2. Imput Binary Separation Functions

Separations between companions within binary star
systems are set by the physics of star forma-
tion/evolution and interactions with the ambient
medium (Chandrasekhar 1944; Heggie 1975; Bahcall
et al. 1985; Weinberg et al. 1987; Kouwenhoven et al.
2010; Jiang & Tremaine 2010; Penarrubia 2021). As
such, binary separations can be independent of the den-
sity field, E(ﬁ), of the parent stellar population—at
least on scales smaller than the characteristic parent
separation—and the binary separation function can be
modeled directly using simple analytic formulae.

For example, Opik (1924) proposes a log-uniform bi-
nary separation function, ¢(s) o« s~!, which is typi-
cally observed within young star clusters and stellar as-
sociations (Kouwenhoven et al. 2007; Kraus & Hillen-
brand 2008). Working primarily with short-period bi-
nary systems within the solar neighborhood, Duquen-
noy & Mayor (1991) and Raghavan et al. (2010) fit log-
normal period distributions that, assuming uniform dis-
tributions of eccentricity and mass ratio, correspond ap-
proximately to log-normal separation functions. In or-
der to allow for a characteristic scale for wide binary
formation/destruction, others have adopted a broken
power law (e.g., Andrews et al. 2017; El-Badry & Rix
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2018; Tian et al. 2019):

s =an(2)" [(1+2) )]() (23)

such that near a ‘break’ separation s;, the power-law
index changes from ‘inner’ value 7; to ‘outer’ value 72,
at a rate controlled by smoothing parameter A.

For the purpose of testing our methodology, we gen-
erate mock data sets for which the wide binary popu-
lations follow theoretically and/or observationally moti-
vated separation functions.

We glean theoretical motivation from the work of
Penarrubia (2021, ‘P21’ hereafter), who conducts N-
body experiments to study the formation of wide bi-
naries via dynamical capture within the tidal debris of
disrupting star clusters. While this formation process
is stochastic, the resulting pairs follow a universal semi-
major axis distribution that scales as p(a) o a'/?, with
normalization that scales with progenitor cluster mass
as Ny oc M/2. Subsequently, perturbative encounters
with ‘clumpy’ substructures (e.g., dark matter subhalos)
cause the separation function to evolve toward Opik’s
law beyond a characteristic separation that decreases
with time. Simultaneously, beyond another characteris-
tic separation that depends on the smooth component
of the host’s gravitational potential, tidal forces steepen
the separation function more dramatically, over time ap-
proaching a sharp truncation.

In order to gauge our ability to detect and characterize
dSph wide binary populations under some combination
of these processes, for each dSph we generate three sepa-
rate mock data sets, each using a unique input function
to draw binary separations for the dSph members. In
each case the input function follows a broken power law
of the form given by Equation 23, but with parameters
chosen to represent different combinations of the pro-
cesses simulated by P21.

==

e Broken power law (BPL): The first input separa-
tion function follows a broken power law with in-
dex changing smoothly (A = 0.5) from ; = +0.5
to 72 = —1 around break break separation s, = 0.5
pc. Following P21, this behavior represents a wide
binary population that forms via dynamical cap-
ture and evolves only mildly due to encounters
with perturbers (cf. right panel of P21’s Figure
8).

As stated in Section 3.1, for the BPL model
we adopt a member binary fraction of f, . =
0.1; the fraction of member parents that have
detectable binary companions (i.e., separated by

more than the adopted resolution limit) is smaller

by an amount that depends on distance to the
dSph.

e Truncation: The second input separation function
follows a broken power law with index changing
sharply (A = 0.01) from 7; = +0.5 to 72 = —0
around s, = 0.5 pc. This behavior represents
the truncation that results from tidal disruption of
wide binaries in the smooth potential of the host
system (cf. left panel of P21’s Figure 8).

In practice, we generate realizations of the trunca-
tion model simply by removing from the BPL case
any binary companions that are separated from
their parents by s > 0.5 pc.

° épik’s law: The third input separation function
is Opik’s law, which we recover by setting v =
v = —1. Physically, this case can represent
a scenario in which the wide binary population
has evolved strongly due to encounters with per-
turbers, such that the break separation has shrunk
to a scale much smaller than the instrumental res-
olution limit.

We generate realizations of Opik’s law by draw-
ing separations from a probability distribution
Gmem(8) ox s71, subject to the constraint that the
number of separations at s > 0.5 pc be unchanged
with respect to the original BPL sample.

Finally, to the sub-population that represents contam-
inating Milky Way foreground, we assign binary sepa-
rations motivated by observational constraints. Specif-
ically, we assume that at wide separations, fore-
ground binaries follow the broken power law that char-
acterizes ‘halo-like’ binaries in the analysis of Gaia
data by Tian et al. (2019): (y1,72,log(sp/AU),A) =
(—1.55,—-3.33,4.59,0.67).

3.3. Fitting Method

For each mock dSph, we use Bayesian inference to
estimate the posterior probablhty den81ty in the space
defined by parameter vector 0 where § specifies the sur-
face density profiles and binary separation functions of
‘member’ (i.e., dSph) and ‘nonmember’ (Galactic fore-
ground) sub-populations. Given data vector 13, the pos-
terior probability is

p(|D) = =———=——, (24)

where p(D|f) is the likelihood of the data given the
model specified by 9 p(@) is the prlor probability dis-
tribution, and p(D fe D|9 d9 is the marginal
likelihood.
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Supposing the observational data consists of cata-
logued positions for N detected stars, we consider the
data vector D that comprises all off-diagonal elements of
the N x N matrix whose 4, j element is given by (R;, i),
where s; ; = |]§Z — R}| Neglecting observational errors
and covariance amongst the non-independent discrete
data points in 5, we approximate the likelihood func-
tion as!

—

¢m1x(5171 ) R |9)

J (ffhcld ss,:,:x ;nlx 87

where ¢/ . (s, R|0) is given by Equation 11. Limits in
the normalizing integral can be adjusted to account for
observational selection imposed, e.g., by resolution lim-
its and finite survey area. Here we set spin equal to
the assumed angular resolution limit of 0.05 arcsec, and
set smax equal to the angle corresponding to a physical
separation of 2 pc at the distance to the dSph (pairs
with larger separations are not included when evaluat-
ing Equation 25). Imposing such a finite upper limit is
not strictly necessary, but can make more efficient use
of computational resources, as large separations contain
little information about the binary population.

When fitting the data set, we assume the dSph mem-
ber sub-population follows a Plummer profile with bi-
nary separation function given by the broken power law
of Equation 23; in order to allow the outer index s
to reach very negative values (mimicking truncation)
without unduly skewing its prior, we fit instead a re-
scaled parameter, ¥4 = —v2/(y2 —2), with uniform prior
between —1 < ~4 < 41. For the non-member sub-
population, we assume a uniform 2D spatial distribu-
tion and a binary separation function that also follows
the broken power law form of Equation 23, with smooth-
ing parameter fixed at A = 0.5. Table 1 lists the twelve
free model parameters and identifies boundaries of the
uniform priors that we adopt.

We use the software package MultiNest (Feroz & Hob-
son 2008; Feroz et al. 2009), and in particular its Python
wrapper, PyMultiNest (Buchner et al. (2014), to esti-
mate model parameters. MultiNest uses a nested sam-
pling algorithm (Skilling 2004) to compute the marginal
likelihood, a procedure that also provides random sam-
ples drawn from the posterior probability distribution
function.

e (556, 1510)
R|6) ds d2R)

— =

p(D]f) ~

,':]2

3> (29)

3

I

1 We expect stellar centroid errors to be smaller than sy, for stars
detected at sufficient signal-to-noise ratio to be included in ob-
servational catalogs. Covariance, however, is necessarily present
amongst the discrete data points in D as separations between
pairs of objects are not independent; our test results include any

errors introduced by neglecting this effect.

In practice, we adopt a two-step procedure in which we
estimate stellar surface density profile parameters (first
three rows of Table 1) separately from the binary sepa-
ration functions. In the first step, we fit only the stellar
density profile. Assuming the number of stars observed
within an area element is a Poisson random variable,
the data set of stellar positions, Dz, has log-likelihood
(Richardson et al. 2011)

In p Zh’l le ’L|9) //ﬁeld mlx | )d2R

(26)
where ¥/ (R|0) = X/ ..(R) + X, (R) is the surface
number density of countable stars at position ﬁ, given
the model specified by g. Using the likelihood given
by Equation 26, we run MultiNest to obtain a random
sample from the posterior probability distribution for
the expectation value for the number of member stars,
(N} em), the expectation value for the number of non-
member stars, (N/..), and the plummer radius, a, of
the member sub-population.

In the second step, we run MultiNest using the full
likelihood function given by Equation 25, obtaining ran-
dom samples from posteriors for parameters that specify
binary separation functions (rows 4-12 of Table 1) for
member and nonmember sub-populations. In this sec-
ond step, for each likelihood evaluation, we draw values
of (N, N/}, and a randomly from the posterior

IIleHl > < non

obtained in step 1.

4. RESULTS

Here we present results from our analysis of the mock
data sets described in Section 3. In general, the initial
fits to surface density profiles accurately recover input
parameters; we do not display those results here, as our
procedure for fitting surface density is already standard
practice. Instead we focus on our inference of binary
separation functions for dSph member sub-populations.
Figures 5 - 10 summarize the posterior probability distri-
bution functions that we estimate for parameters that
specify the separation function ¢y (s). For each of
the three input separation functions for each dSph, we
plot the median of the posterior probability distribution
function inferred for each parameter, with errorbars en-
closing the 95% credibile region. Black tick-marks indi-
cate true input values.

Figures 5 and 6 show our inferences for the number
of detectable binary systems (i.e. pairs whose mem-
bers are separated by more than the adopted resolution
limit and both individually brighter than the adopted
magnitude limit) within the member sub-population,
for dSphs where the input number is larger than 500
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Table 1. Free Parameters and adopted priors

Free Parameter Description Range of Uniform Prior Equation Reference
logo(a) Plummer Scale Radius (radians) (-6,-1) 19
1og;0{Nfuem) Expectation value for) number of member stars (-2,6) 19
10810 {(Ntion) Expectation value for number of non-member stars (-2,6) 16
Binary Separation Function: Members
10810 (fbmem) Binary Fraction (fomem = Nbmem /NVpmem ) (-5,0) 23
ol Inner Power Law Index (-2,1) 23
vy = - Outer Power Law Index (-1,1) 23
Sbimem Break Separation (radians) (0,2pc/D) 23
log,o(A) Smoothing Parameter (-2,0) 23
Binary Separation Function: Nonmembers
1og10(fonon) Binary Fraction (fo,on = Nbnon/Nonon) (-5,0) 23
Y Inner Power Law Index (-5,-1) 23
Y2 Outer Power Law Index (-5,-1) 23
Sbuon Break Separation (radians) (0,2x107%) 23

and smaller than 200, respectively. While not explicitly
a free parameter, the number of detectable binaries is
a straightforward combination of the inferred number
of member stars (brighter than the adopted magnitude
limit), the inferred member binary fraction, and the in-
tegral of the inferred member binary separation func-
tion over separations larger than the adopted resolution
limit.

For the samples having more than 500 detectable bi-
nary systems, Figures 7 and 8 display inferences for
the ‘inner’ and ‘outer’ power-law indices, y; and 4 =
—v2 /(72 — 2), respectively. Figure 9 displays results for
the break separation, s, and Figure 10 shows results for
the smoothing parameter, A.

We find that our posteriors generally track the input
values. For the number of detectable binary systems,
this success holds even as the number of detectable bi-
naries approaches zero (Figure 6), providing some reas-
surance that we are not prone to making spurious detec-
tions of binary systems. Of course, lack of detectable bi-
naries precludes meaningful inference of the binary sep-
aration function; indeed, as the number of detectable
binaries decreases toward zero, our posteriors for sep-
aration function parameters become dominated by the
priors listed in Table 1.

Figures 11 & 12 show how our fitted models com-
pare directly to the mock separation data generated for
Ursa Minor and Cetus II, chosen to represent cases that
are rich and poor, respectively, in detectable binary sys-
tems. Left, center and right panels show marginal densi-
ties of pair separations, with input separation functions
for member stars following the broken power law (left),
truncated power law (center) and Opik’s law (right).

Overplotted are the input model (red curve), as well as
95% intervals depicting the prior (dotted black curves)
and posterior (orange interval) probability distributions.
Top panels show the total separation function observed
for all pairs, p! . (s), regardless of whether the objects
are physically associated. Bottom panels depict only
the separations between physically-associated binaries
within the member sub-population, ¢mem(s).

We see that for the mock Ursa Minor, which contains
2 3000 detectable binaries, the posterior intervals for
pl i (8) are difficult to distinguish by eye from the input
models. For the mock Cetus II, which contains ~ 10 —
100 detectable binaries depending on the input model,
the posterior intervals for p! . (s) are obviously wider
than for UMi, but still in good agreement with the input
models, and indicative that even data sets containing
O(10) detectable binaries can be informative about the
separation function.

We now discuss behaviors that are specific to each of
the three input models for the member binary separation
function.

4.1. Broken Power Law

When the input binary separation function follows the
(untruncated) broken power law, we find that the poste-
riors for both the inner and outer power law indices are
generally consistent with input values of vy = +0.5 and
v = —1 (triangular markers in Figures 5 - 10). More-
over, when the number of detectable binaries exceeds a
few hundred, there is sufficient precision to detect the
transition around the break separation, as can be seen
in the simultaneous constraints on 1, 72 and s;. How-
ever, in modeling the transition there is some degeneracy
amongst the outer power-law index, the break separa-
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Figure 5. Number of detectable (i.e., separation smaller than the adopted resolution limit, both sources brighter than the adopted magnitude
limit) binary systems within the dSph member sub-population, as inferred by applying our analysis to mock data wherein the dSph binary population
follows 1) a broken power law, 2) a truncated power law, and 3) Opik’s law, for mock dSphs containing more than 500 detectable binaries. Data
points and errorbars represent median and 95% credibility intervals from posterior probability distribution functions; black tick marks identify true

input values. Marker color is intended only to aid the eye in grouping results together for a given dSph.
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Figure 6. Same as Figure 5, for mock dSphs containing fewer than 200 detectable binary systems.
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Figure 7. Inference of the inner power law index, 71, of the binary separation function that governs the dSph member sub-population, for dSphs

with more than 500 detectable binary systems. Data points and errorbars represent median and 95% credibility intervals from posterior probability

distribution functions; black tick marks identify true input values.
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Figure 8. Inference of the outer power law index parameter, 75 = —v2/(v2 — 2), of the binary separation function that governs the dSph member

sub-population, for dSphs with more than 500 detectable binary systems. Data points and errorbars represent median and 95% credibility intervals

from posterior probability distribution functions; black tick marks identify true input values (omitted for épik’s law inputs).

tion and the smoothing parameter. This degeneracy can
be seen in Figure 13, which displays, as a representative
example, the multi-dimensional posterior that we obtain
for the mock data set for Ursa Minor, in the case of input
separation function given by the broken power law.

4.2. Truncated power law

When the input model follows the truncated power
law, we see that our posteriors can accurately recover
the abrupt transition from v, = +0.5 to v2 = —oo (cir-
cular markers in Figures 5 - 10). Here we find that the
inner power-law index tends to be tightly constrained
around the input value of 73 = +0.5. Sensitivity to
a sharp truncation is reflected in the posteriors for the
outer power-law index, the smoothing parameter and



14 KERVICK, WALKER, PENARRUBIA, KOPOSOV

2.00 1 _ _ _ — — Truth
T @® Truncated
1.75 1 A BeL
» ' W Opik
g 150 "
g »
= 1.251 ]
=
-2 1.00 4 1 [
<
z
£0754
4
& 0501 = - = = { | = i ¥ T . - ¥
0.25 1 I
0.00 -
B § S B B § e
$ £ S N S S = §
3 $ & o 5 g <
& S

Figure 9. Inference of the break separation, sj, of the binary separation function that governs the dSph member sub-population, for dSphs
with more than 500 detectable binary systems. Data points and errorbars represent median and 95% credibility intervals from posterior probability

distribution functions; black tick marks identify true input values (omitted for épik’s law inputs).
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Figure 10. Inference of the smoothing parameter, A, of the binary separation function that governs the dSph member sub-population, for dSphs
with more than 500 detectable binary systems. Data points and errorbars represent median and 95% credibility intervals from posterior probability

distribution functions; black tick marks identify true input values.
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Figure 11. Marginal density of pair separations, from mock data sets drawn for Ursa Minor, with input binary separation function for dSph

member stars following a truncated power law (left), broken power law (center), and Opik’s law (right). In the top row, histograms depict all

pair separations regardless of physical association. Overplotted are the input model (red) and 95% credibility intervals from the prior probability

distribution (enclosed by dashed black lines) and the posterior probability distribution (orange band) that we obtain by fitting the joint distribution

of pair separations and object positions. Distributions in bottom panels pertain only to separations between physically-associated pairs within the

dSph member sub-population.
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Figure 14. Same as Figure 13, but for the truncated power law as
the input model.

Figure 15. Same as Figure 13, but for Opik’s law as the input

model.

the break separation. The posterior for +4 pushes up
against the edge of the prior at 44, = —1, corresponding
to 72 = —oo (since the input value is at the edge of the
prior, no finite posterior interval will include the input
value). Likewise, the posterior for the smoothing param-
eter pushes against the lower edge of its prior, indicating
a sharp transition. As a result, the break separation is
tightly constrained around its input value. Again to pro-
vide a representative example, Figure 14 shows an the
multi-dimensional posterior obtained for the mock Ursa
Minor, with the input separation function given by the
truncated power law.

4.3. Opzk ’s Law

Finally, when the input model follows Opik’s law, our
posteriors accurately recover the unbroken power-law in-
dex of 73 = —1, albeit via a combination of the now-
redundant index parameters y; and - (square markers
in Figures 5 - 10). Figure 15 again shows the multi-
dimensional posterior obtained for Ursa Minor, only
with the input separation function following Opik’s law.
The index parameters v, and 75 both have prominent
peaks at values consistent with Opik’s law (y; = —1,
v, = —1/3); however, depending on whether the break
separation parameter is smaller than sy;,, larger than
the maximum separation Sp.x, or somewhere in be-
tween, the separation function between sy, and Spax
is controlled, respectively, by 72, 41, or a combination
wherein both have values corresponding to Opik’s law.
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This behavior is reflected in the fact 7, is tightly con-
strained around a value of —1 when the break separation
is small, but virtually unconstrained when the break sep-
aration is large.

5. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have introduced and developed new analytical
tools for the detection and characterization of wide
binary systems from catalogs of 2D object positions.
Specifically, we have derived general formulae for cal-
culating the conditional separation function pu(s|R),
the joint position-separation function (s, E), and the
marginal separation function ¢(s), for any population
of objects with specified position function E(ﬁ) More-
over, the object population can be a mixture of an ar-
bitrary number of sub-populations, each of which can
have some position-dependent fraction of its objects split
into binary systems that follow arbitrary and position-
dependent internal separation functions ¢y (s|R). We
have derived analytic separation functions under condi-
tions that surface density follows a circularly-symmetric
Plummer profile, and/or a uniform distribution within
a finite circular field. We have used these results to ana-
lyze mock stellar-position data sets that we generated to
mimic the observed structural parameters of the Milky
Way’s known dSph satellites, inserting wide binary pop-
ulations by hand according to different separation func-
tions that represent different scenarios for wide binary
evolution. We have demonstrated the ability to recover
input parameters that govern binary separation func-
tions, even when the observed sample contains as few as
O(10) binary objects in the member sub-population.

All of this bodes well for the study of wide bina-
ries within dwarf galaxies, which should become feasi-
ble with the launch of next-generation space missions
(e.g., James Webb Space Telescope, Nancy Grace Ro-
man Space Telescope) that can provide photometric
depth and angular resolution similar to those we have
adopted when constructing our mock data sets.

On the other hand, while the binary separation func-
tion for foreground nonmembers within our mock data
sets are motivated by recent observational results (Tian
et al. 2019), at present we have no way of knowing
whether the binary fractions and separation functions
adopted for the mock dSph member populations are
realistic, optimistic, or even pessimistic regarding the
number of detectable binary systems. Given this ba-
sic uncertainty, the properties of our mock dSph bi-
nary populations should not be interpreted as forecasts.
Rather, our adoption of fixed binary fractions are in-
tended, given the range of luminosities and distances
within the population of Milky Way dSphs, merely to

provide mock data sets containing a wide range of num-
bers of detectable binaries for testing our methodol-
ogy. Reassuringly, we have found that when the num-
ber of detectable binaries approaches zero, our model-
ing accurately recovers that input; thus in the case that
real dSphs contain few or no wide binaries that are de-
tectable in future observations, we expect to be able to
place limits on the underlying populations. Such limits
can then be useful for constraining wide binary forma-
tion/evolution mechanisms and/or dark matter models.

Some additional caveats apply to the results from our
analysis of mock data sets. While the mock data sets
are intended to be realistic in terms of structural pa-
rameters and magnitude and resolution limits, they do
have some idealized features that will not hold in real
observational data sets. First, the mock dSph surface
density functions are all circularly symmetric, whereas
observed dSphs typically have ellipticities 0.1 < € < 0.5
(McConnachie 2012, and references therein). In prin-
ciple, our analysis need not assume circular symmetry,
as the separation functions in Equations 1 - 3 hold for
arbitrary surface density functions. In practice, relaxing
the modeling assumption of circular symmetry may in-
cur significant additional computational expense, as the
joint density p(s, ﬁ) may no longer be expressed analyt-
ically.

Second, when generating the mock data sets, we have
assumed that resolution and magnitude limits are inde-
pendent. In reality, the minimum separation between
two discernible point sources will depend on the mag-
nitudes of both objects (e.g., Chauvin et al. 2004). In
order to account for this dependence in real data, pro-
vided that it can be quantified using, e.g., artificial star
tests, we can update our likelihood function (Equation
25) to include this dependence directly (see, e.g., El-
Badry & Rix 2018; Tian et al. 2019). We reserve this
task for future work, where we plan to test our method-
ology on more realistic observational catalogs derived
from mock images.

Third, we reiterate that the approximate likelihood
in Equation 25 neglects observational errors associated
with measurements of stellar position, as well as covari-
ance amongst the non-independent discrete data points
in the data vector. Comparison of the resulting pos-
teriors to the true input values gives some reassurance
that the errors introduced by this approximation are not
dramatic—at least not for the input models and mock
data sets considered here; however, a more rigorous cal-
culation of the likelihood will necessarily include covari-
ance. We leave this task for future work that focuses on
modeling data from simulated images.
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Finally, we note that the formalism presented in Sec-
tion 2 has potential applications well beyond the analysis
of binary star systems. For example, given a popula-
tion of surface density Z(ﬁ), Equation 3 can be used
to compute directly the probability of random pair-
ings at a given separation, precluding the generation
of ‘random’ catalogs when estimating two-point corre-
lation functions. Furthermore, one could then compare
the empirical separation function to the ‘random’ one
predicted by Equation 3 in order to detect in separa-
tion space any un-modeled components of the surface
density field—e.g., localized substructure and/or under-
dense regions.
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APPENDIX

A. DERIVATION OF JOINT POSITION-SEPARATION FUNCTION

The joint position-separation function for countable items, 9’ (s, ﬁ), can be written as the sum of contributions from
all combinations of pairings between the different categories of countable items:

¢/(57R') = Zzwin,n(&é)’ (Al)

where categorical variables m,n both take values of ‘singles’, ‘primaries’ from binary objects, and ‘secondaries’ from
binary objects. Contributions from pairings between primaries and secondaries depend on whether or not both paired
items belong to the same binary object. All pairings between items not belonging to the same binary object contribute
as (see Equation 2)

Y (s, R) =¥ (R)u (s|R); m,n from different objects, (A2)

m,n

where X/ (R) is the surface number density of countable items in category m, and i, (s|R) = f027r Y (R4 AR) sda is
the conditional separation function for countable items from category n. Pairings between primaries and secondaries
from the same binary object contribute as

w;nn(s, é) = Z;n(é) qbb(s\ﬁ); m, nfrom same object, (A3)

where ¢y (s|R) is the internal separation function for the binary pairs, normalized to S o (s|R)ds = 1.

The surface number density of ‘single’ countable items is E;ingles(ﬁ) =(1- fb(ﬁ)) Y (R), where X(R) is the surface
number density of statistically-independent objects (a binary system is one object containing two countah)le items). ﬂThe
surface number densities of both ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ countable items are approximately? Y (R) ~ X (R) ~
fo(R)2(R). Likewise, the conditional separation functions of singles, primaries and secondaries are u;ingles(s|ﬁ) =
(1= fo(R)) u(s|R) and pip(s|R) & plee(s|B) & fo(B) p(s| ).

Table 2 lists the contribution to ¢’ (s, ﬁ) from each possible combination of categorical pairs. The sum is (Equation
7)

W' (s, B) ~ (1+ fo(R))9(s, B) + 2o (R) (R) du(s|R). (A4)

Table 2. Contributions to 1’ (s, ﬁ) from all possible pair combinations of item categories.

m n Vi (8, E)

single single (1- fb(é))2 ¥(s, R)

single primary ~ (1 - fb(ﬁ)) fb(ﬁ) (s, E)
single secondary ~ (1 - fuo(R)) fo(R) ¥ (s, R)
primary single ~ (1 - fb(ﬁ)) fb(ﬁ) P(s, R)
primary primary (fb(ﬁ )2 (s, R

primary secondary—same object ~ fuo(R)S(R) ¢v(s|R)
primary secondary—different object ( fb(lfi'))2 U(s, R)
secondary single ~ (1= ful H)) fo(R)¥(s, R)
secondary primary—same object ~ fu(R)S(R) ¢v(s|R)
secondary primary—different object ~ ( fb(ﬁ))2 U(s, R)
secondary secondary ~ (fb(é))Q (s, é)

2 This approximation holds as long as binary separations are small
compared to the scale over which fi,(R) X(R) changes.
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