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ABSTRACT
We use numerical simulations to analyze the stellar bar evolution in spinning dark matter (DM) halos. Previous works have
shown the halo spin has a substantial effect on bar evolution and can lead to bar dissolution following the vertical buckling
instability. We invoke the DM spin sequence, λ = 0− 0.09, and study the effect of DM density along this λ-sequence by varying
compactness of DM halo. We find that (1) varying DM density has a profound effect on bar evolution along λ-sequence; (2)
For λ >∼ 0.045, the buckling has been delayed progressively; (3) Stellar bars remain near maximal strength, and their amplitude
plateau stage extends over 0.7− 5 Gyr, terminating with the buckling; (4) Although stellar bars remain strong during the plateau,
their pattern speed and size stay nearly constant. This unusual behavior of stellar bars follows from highly reduced gravitational
torques due to DM bar being aligned with the stellar bar. The orbital analysis shows that delayed buckling results from slow
evolution of stellar oscillations along bar major and vertical axes, thus postponing the action of the vertical 2:1 resonance which
pumps the rotational energy into vertical motions; (5) Peanut/boxy shaped bulges form at the beginning of the plateau and grow
with time; (6) Finally, strong bars in spinning halos can avoid fast braking, resolving the long-standing discrepancy between
observations and 𝑁-body simulations. This behavior of stellar bars along the λ- and DM density-sequences reveals a wealth of
stellar bar properties which require additional study.

Key words: methods: numerical — galaxies: bar — galaxies: evolution — galaxies: formation — galaxies: kinematics and
dynamics — galaxies: structure

1 INTRODUCTION

Galaxies are believed to be nearly universally immersed in dark
matter (DM) halos, which acquire their angular momentum during
decoupling from the Hubble flow travel the cosmic web. Numerical
studies have shown that the halo spin is low compared to the maxi-
mally allowed spin. Hence, halos can serve as an angular momentum
sink for the embedded galactic discs, which spin at nearly the maximal
rate (e.g., Sellwood 1980; Debattista & Sellwood 2000; Athanassoula
2002; Martinez-Valpuesta et al. 2006; Villa-Vargas et al. 2009, 2010).
The strongest coupling between the discs and their host DM halos
can be provided by stellar bars which torque the DM and represent
the most significant departures from axial symmetry.

However, the angular momentum transfer between a disc and its
host DM halo is full of intricacies. Even nonrotating halos, i.e., with
a spin1 λ = 0 consist of prograde and retrograde angular momenta,
cancelling each other. These prograde DM orbits, with respect to

★ E-mail: xingchen.li@uky.edu
† E-mail: isaac.shlosman@uky.edu
1 The DM halo spin, λ, is defined as in Bullock et al. (2001), namely, λ =

𝐽/[
√

2𝑀h𝑟hvc (𝑟h ) ], where 𝐽 is the total angular momentum of the DM, and
𝑀h and 𝑟h are virial DM mass and radius, and vc (𝑟h ) is the circular velocity
at 𝑟h.

the embedded galactic discs, are coupled to disc orbits differently
from the retrograde orbits, i.e., those that spin in the opposite direc-
tion (Collier et al. 2019b). The difference between the prograde and
retrograde orbits is further amplified by the action of resonances. Nat-
urally, in order to account for the resonant interactions in a disc-halo
system, high resolution numerical simulations are required. Such
resolution is easier to achieve in isolated galaxies than in cosmolog-
ical models. New stellar dynamics effects are therefore better found,
analyzed, and understood in isolated systems.

Bars have been known to be resilient morphological features which
persist after being subjected to several kinds of strong perturbations
(e.g., Sparke & Sellwood 1987), but not all. For example, the merg-
ing of dense satellites (Pfenniger 1991) or destruction of their parent
disc will naturally destroy the bars. Moreover, recent works on the
evolution of stellar bars in spinning DM halos have questioned this
paradigm, displaying how DM angular momentum can have a strong
effect on stellar bar evolution (Collier et al. 2018, 2019a,b). Differen-
tially spinning DM halos increase the disc-halo interactions, amplify
the rate of the angular momentum transfer, speed up the bar insta-
bility (Saha & Naab 2013; Long et al. 2014), and, what is probably
most intriguing, weaken and damp stellar bars (Collier et al. 2018).

The reason why this phenomenon has avoided discovery for so long
lies in that isolated galaxies have been modeled in rigid, or nonrotat-
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ing halos, while cosmological simulations lacked resolution. Collier
et al. (2018) models have analyzed the DM halo spin-sequence with
λ = 0−0.09, which included the vast majority of the parameter space.
This model sequence encompasses essentially all spins encountered
in numerical simulations of DM halos (e.g., Bullock et al. 2001).

Collier et al. (2018) halo models have identical masses and con-
centration. However, the additional parameter space of DM density
appears to be unexplored. Yet, it is known that the bar dynamical
friction against the host DM halo, i.e., the bar slowdown, depends
on the background DM density (e.g., Debattista & Sellwood 2000;
Athanassoula 2003). However, the importance of the halo spin in this
respect has never been tested.

In the present work, we widen this parameter space accounting
for halos with different DM densities. Our results indeed show that
varying this parameter leads to an interesting new effect, which we
analyze here.

Closely associated with the bar evolution, is the vertical buck-
ling instability which develops after stellar bars reach their maximal
strength. It has been argued that rotation plays no role in the buck-
ling instability (e.g., Merritt & Sellwood 1994). That stellar bars are
most suitable for buckling when strong, has been predicted theo-
retically (e.g., Toomre 1966; Kulsrud & Mark 1970; Kulsrud et al.
1971; Mark 1971; Araki 1985) and modeled numerically in pure
stellar discs (e.g., Combes & Sanders 1981; Combes et al. 1990;
Friedli & Pfenniger 1990; Raha et al. 1991; Pfenniger & Friedli
1991; Martinez-Valpuesta & Shlosman 2004; Dubinski et al. 2009;
Villa-Vargas et al. 2009) and in two-component gaseous-stellar discs
(e.g., Berentzen et al. 1998; Debattista et al. 2006; Berentzen et al.
2007; Villa-Vargas et al. 2010). A recurrent buckling of stellar bars
has been also determined and analyzed in Martinez-Valpuesta et al.
(2006, see also review by Shlosman (2013)).

The physical nature of the buckling instability in stellar bars, how-
ever, is still under debate. Often in the literature this instability is not
distinguished from the formation of peanut-shaped bulges in bars,
yet Friedli & Pfenniger (1990) showed that peanut-shaped bulges
can form even when suppressing buckling, so they are distinct pro-
cesses: buckling leads generally to a peanut shape, but a peanut shape
can occur without buckling.

Two alternatives for explaining buckling or boxy/peanut shapes
have been proposed, namely, the firehose instability (e.g., Raha et al.
1991) and a resonance triggering2 (e.g., Combes et al. 1990).

Li et al. (2023) have determined that buckling in the nonrotat-
ing halos is associated with an abrupt increase in the central mass
concentration in the bar, and triggers velocities along the bar and
along the rotation axis, forming circulation cells which are absent
in classical firehose instability. Analyzing the role of the vertical
and planar 2:1 resonances, they found that the vertical 2:1 resonance
appears only with the buckling and quickly reaches the overlapping
phase, thus supporting the energy transfer from horizontal to vertical
motions. Stars cross the vertical 2:1 resonance simultaneously with
the buckling. They appear trapped in the planar 2:1 resonance at the
same time, pointing to close relationship between the bending of
stellar orbits and the resonant action.

Raha et al. (1991) observed the weakening of stellar bars after
the vertical buckling instability in nonrotating halos, and suggested
their possible dissolution. The latter was never observed in numerical
simulations, and is not expected, as shown by Martinez-Valpuesta &

2 Here we follow the arguments given in Li et al. (2023), which analyze
the triggering factors for vertical buckling instability, namely, the firehose
instability versus the asymmetric resonance triggering.

Shlosman (2004). On the other hand, spinning halos with λ > 0.03
exert a two-fold effect on the bar evolution. The DM spin hastens the
bar formation — a dynamical stage in the bar evolution (Saha & Naab
2013; Long et al. 2014; Collier et al. 2018). At the same time, the
instability weakens the bar and essentially dissolves it leaving behind
a weak oval distortion, as shown for spherical, oblate and prolate
halos (Long et al. 2014; Collier et al. 2018). Note that Petersen et al.
(2016) have limited their halo spin to a single value of λ = 0.03, and
therefore did not investigate higher DM spins, where the increased
feedback onto the bar evolution occurs.

The transfer of angular momentum from a barred disc to the DM
halo leads to the trapping of DM particles by the stellar bars, form-
ing the so-called "ghost" or "shadow" DM bar (Athanassoula 2005,
2007; Berentzen & Shlosman 2006; Petersen et al. 2016, 2019, 2021;
Collier et al. 2018, 2019a,b). The dissolution of the stellar bar leads
to an immediate disappearance of the shadow bar (Shlosman 2008).

Furthermore, the introduction of a nonzero DM spin amplifies the
DM nonlinear response to the stellar bar by increasing the strength
of the induced shadow DM bars by a factor of 3–4, when λ varies in
the range of 0–0.09 Collier et al. (2019a), who employed the orbital
analysis to relate this effect to the DM orbit trapping byt the stellar
bar. This is contrary to the conclusion by Petersen et al. (2016) which
claimed that the shadow bar strength is not affected appreciably by
the DM rotation. Lastly, a counter-rotating halo with respect to the
disc leads to another effect, the DM orbit spin reversal, and increased
absorption of angular momentum by the counter-rotating DM halo
(Collier et al. 2019b).

Present work aims at analyzing the evolution of stellar bars along
λ and DM density sequences, focusing on the angular momentum
transfer between the spinning DM halos and their embedded barred
stellar discs. We analyze both dynamical and secular evolution of
stellar bars over a time period of 10 Gyr, which includes the bar for-
mation, its vertical buckling and formation of the boxy/peanut-shaped
bulges. We provide a comparison with other works in section 4.

This paper is structured as following. We discuss our numerical
methods in Section 2, and present the results of our numerical simu-
lations in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to discussing and analyzing
our results, and we present our conclusions in the last section.

2 SIMULATIONS AND NUMERICAL METHODS

We use the 𝑁-body part of the mesh-free hydrodynamics code GIZMO
(Hopkins 2015), an extension of GADGET-2 code (Springel 2005).
The models of stellar disc galaxies embedded in spherical DM halos
have been constructed with different DM densities and a sequence
of cosmological spins λ. The units of mass, length, and velocity
have been chosen as 1010 M⊙ , 1 kpc, and 1 km s−1, respectively. As
a result, the unit of time is approximately 1 Gyr. The number of
DM halo particles has been taken as 𝑁DM = 7.2 × 106, and stellar
disc particles 𝑁S = 8 × 105, in order to have a similar mass-per-
particle. The gravitational softening length for both DM and stellar
particles is 𝜖DM = 𝜖S = 25 pc. The opening angle 𝜃 of the tree code
has been reduced from 0.7 used in cosmological simulations to 0.4
for a better quality of force calculation. And the tolerance of force
accuracy has been set to 0.0001 to achieve a better conservation
of energy and momentum. All models have been run for 10 Gyr,
with the angular momentum conservation within 0.2% and energy
conservation within 0.1%.

To verify the numerical convergence, we have increased the pre-
cision calculation of the gravitational force by a factor of 10 and
reproduced the standard model, RT180, evolution for λ = 0.09. We

MNRAS 000, 1–15 (2022)



Bars in Spinning Halos 3

Table 1. DM halo parameters for each RT sequence, where λ has been varied
in the range 0–0.09 for prograde halos

Models Halo Mass 𝑟t Average Halo Density
1010 𝑀⊙ kpc 𝑀⊙ kpc−3

RT86 63 86 2.4 × 105

RT118 63 118 9.1 × 104

RT150 63 150 4.4 × 104

RT180 63 180 2.6 × 104

RT210 63 210 1.6 × 104

have also tested and found that the stellar disc does not thicken dur-
ing the initial few 100 Myr because of numerical heating. Finally, we
have run test models with double gravitational softening and found
no difference in the evolution either.

2.1 Initial conditions

The initial conditions for the stellar component consist of an expo-
nential disc with a density profile as a function of a cylindrical radius
𝑅 given by

𝜌d (𝑅, 𝑧) =
(

𝑀d
4𝜋𝑅2

0𝑧0

)
exp

(
− 𝑅

𝑅0

)
sech2

(
𝑧

𝑧0

)
, (1)

where 𝑀d = 6.3 × 1010 M⊙ is the mass of the disc, 𝑅0 = 2.85 kpc is
the disc radial scalelength, and 𝑧0 = 0.6 kpc is the disc scaleheight.
We truncate the disc at 6𝑅0 ∼ 17 kpc, i.e., at 98% of its mass.

The initial DM component consists of a spherical halo with the
the density profile as a function of spherical radius 𝑟 described by
Navarro et al. (1996, hereafter NFW),

𝜌h (𝑟) =
𝜌s

[(𝑟 + 𝑟c)/𝑟s] (1 + 𝑟/𝑟s)2
𝑒−(𝑟/𝑟t )2

, (2)

where 𝜌s is a normalization parameter, 𝑟c = 1.4 kpc is the size of the
flat density core, and 𝑟s = 10 kpc is a characteristic radius. To obtain
the finite DM halo mass, we use a Gaussian cut-off radius 𝑟t.

In order to study the effect of the halo density on DM halos within
the λ-sequence, we construct the NFW halos with the same halo
and disc masses, by varying the Gaussian cutoff 𝑟t, thus producing
the RT-sequences, as shown in Table 1. Hence, each RT sequence
corresponds to the varying concentration of the DM halo, i.e., 𝑟h/𝑟s.

We abbreviate the RT-sequence halos by specifying the value of 𝑟t
in kpc. We also abbreviate the λ value for each model by multiplying
λ by 100. For example, the model with 𝑟t = 180 kpc and λ = 0.045
is named as RT180P45, where ‘P’ stands for the prograde spinning
halos with respect to the embedded discs. The initial halo density
profiles for this RT-sequence are shown in Fig. 1.

To assign the velocity distribution to each component, we use an
iteration method introduced by Rodionov & Sotnikova (2006), see
also Rodionov et al. (2009), Long et al. (2014) and Collier et al.
(2018). For each iteration, we freeze the disc particles, then release
the DM particles from the initial density distribution for ∼ 0.3 Gyr.
Next, we return the DM particles to their nearest unevolved particles
in the initial distribution, with the new velocities. Typically, we use
∼ 50−70 iterations, until the virial ratio and the velocity distribution
of DM particles become stable.

For the stellar disc, we use the epicycle approximation and asym-
metric drift correction to determine the disc velocity. The stellar

Figure 1. The halo density profiles along the RT-sequence at 𝑡 = 0. These
density profiles have been created by varying the Gaussian cutoff radius, 𝑟t,
in the range of 𝑟t = 86− 210 kpc, and keeping the halo masses fixed (Table 1).

dispersion velocities are

𝜎R (𝑅) = 𝜎R,0 exp
(
− 𝑅

2𝑅0

)
(3)

𝜎z (𝑅) = 𝜎z,0 exp
(
− 𝑅

2𝑅0

)
, (4)

where 𝜎z,0 = 120 km/s, and 𝜎R,0 is determined by setting the mini-
mal Toomre parameter (e.g., Binney & Tremaine 2008), to 𝑄 = 1.5,
at ∼ 2𝑅0 in all models.

To spin up the halos, we randomly sample a fraction of retrograde
DM particles (with respect to the disc rotation axis) and reverse the
azimuthal velocities, v𝜙 , of these particles to achieve the target λ,
in the range of 0–0.09. Changing the sign of v𝜙 does not affect
the solution of the collisionless Boltzmann equation (Lynden-Bell
1962).

2.2 Evolution of the bar amplitude

In all models, stellar bars develop from the initially axisymmetric
mass distribution. We quantify the bar strength by the Fourier com-
ponents of the surface density. For 𝑚 mode, the Fourier amplitude is√︃
𝑎2

m + 𝑏2
m, where

𝑎m (𝑟) = 1
𝜋

∫ 2𝜋

0
Σ(𝑟, 𝜃) cos(𝑚𝜃) d𝜃, 𝑚 = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (5)

𝑏m (𝑟) = 1
𝜋

∫ 2𝜋

0
Σ(𝑟, 𝜃) sin(𝑚𝜃) d𝜃, 𝑚 = 1, 2, . . . , (6)

and Σ(𝑟, 𝜃) is the surface stellar density. To quantify the bar strength,
we use the normalized 𝐴2 amplitude which is defined as

𝐴2
𝐴0

=

∫ 𝑅max
0

√︃
𝑎2

2 (𝑟) + 𝑏2
2 (𝑟) d𝑟∫ 𝑅max

0 𝑎0 (𝑟) 𝑑𝑟
. (7)
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Figure 2. Evolution of normalized Fourier amplitudes, 𝐴2/𝐴0, of stellar bars along the RT-sequence (horizontal rows). Each horizontal row displays models
with the same λ along varying 𝑟t parameter. Vertical columns represent the λ sequence, from P00 (top row), to P45, P60 and P90, respectively. The plateau stage
has been emphasized by the red thick line between the vertical arrows.

We choose the upper limit of integration, 𝑅max, as the radius which
contains 98% of the disc mass at a given time.

Similarly, we measure the vertical buckling strength, 𝐴1𝑧 , i.e. the
vertical asymmetry, by calculating the the 𝑚 = 1 Fourier amplitude
in the 𝑥𝑧-plane, where the major axis of the bar is aligned with the
𝑥-axis, and the rotation axis is along 𝑧-axis, as follows,

𝐴1𝑧
𝐴0

=

∫ 𝑥0
−𝑥0

√︃
𝑎2

1 + 𝑏2
1 d𝑥∫ 𝑥0

−𝑥0
𝑎0 d𝑥

. (8)

The integral is over the region |𝑥 | < 12 kpc, |𝑦 | < 3 kpc, |𝑧 | < 5 kpc.
Lastly, the phase of the bar, 𝜙bar, is obtained from

𝜙bar =
1
2

arctan
(
𝑏2
𝑎2

)
. (9)

Generally, 𝜙bar displays small variations, because of the noise in 𝑏2
and 𝑎2. We take an average 𝜙bar in a range of 𝑟 which defines the bar
size.

2.3 Evolution of the bar size

We measure the bar size evolution using the orbital analysis method
which is the most reliable (Heller & Shlosman 1996; Berentzen et al.
1998; Martinez-Valpuesta et al. 2006; Collier et al. 2018). We start by
computing the fundamental orbit family, the x1 family in the notation
of Contopoulos & Papayannopoulos (1980), which constitutes the
backbone of a stellar bar. Next, we determine the extent of this family
to the highest value of Jacobi energy. This family is terminated inside
the CR.

3 RESULTS

We present two model sequences here, namely, the RT-sequence of
decreasing DM halo density, by increasing the halo’s 𝑟t from 86 kpc
to 210 kpc (see Table 1), and the λ-sequence. For each halo size, we
produce four models of spin λ = 0, 0.045, 0.06 and 0.09 (section 3.1).
The λ = 0.045 sequence is chosen as a transition sequence between
models that show the effect of the spin and those that do not show. To
carefully assess the effects of the halo rotation, we choose the standard
RT180 model, where the spin is varied in smaller increments, λ = 0,
0.03, 0.045, 0.06 and 0.09 (section 3.3). This RT180 model displays
the new effect clearly, unlike the transition model sequence with
λ = 0.045.

3.1 RT model sequence: changing the DM halo density

We start by comparing the bar strength evolution along the RT se-
quence, displaying also the λ dependence of these models (Figure 2).
The P00 sequence shows a very weak and basically non-existent de-
pendence on the halo density. For this λ, the strong decline of 𝐴2 after
the initial growth corresponds to the vertical buckling instability in
the bar, as we have verified.

This dependence on the DM density, however, shows up in the tran-
sition RT models of P45 in two different ways. First, the bars have
difficulty to regain their strength after buckling — already RT118
shows a clear saturation in the bar strength during its secular evo-
lution. And for models RT180 and RT210, the bars are essentially
dissolved after buckling.

Second, we observe a marginal appearance of a plateau in 𝐴2
starting with the RT150P45 model. This plateau reflects the post-
ponement of buckling by Δ𝑡 ∼ 0.7 Gyr. The length of this plateau
increases gradually following the RT and λ sequences, as we discuss
below. We have verified that the initial decline in 𝐴2 by ∼ 15%−20%

MNRAS 000, 1–15 (2022)
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Figure 3. Buckling amplitude of the vertical 𝑚 = 1 mode of stellar bars,
𝐴1𝑧 , normalized by 𝐴0, along the RT and λ sequences. Note that the vertical
bucklings happen only at the end of the plateau stage.

Figure 4. The length of the plateau in 𝐴2 for models that exhibit it. The
plateau in RT180P45 model being ignored due to its short duration, less than
0.5 Gyr. Due to the difficulty to measure the plateau length for the RT180P45
model, its corresponding point on this diagram has been omitted. See the text
for relevant details in measuring the plateau length.

in all models does not result in the breaking of the vertical symmetry
in the stellar bars. The actual break comes after the plateau stage.

We note that the choice of four λ sequences shown in Figure 2 and
subsequent Figures is made on the basis of many more sequences
analyzed in Collier et al. (2018). Among these sequences, models
with λ <∼ 0.04, display no effect of spinning halos on the stellar
bar evolution. While models with λ > 0.04 do show progressively
stronger effect with increasing λ.

The P60 sequence displays the plateau phase in all models except
the RT86 one. The duration of the plateau increases and doubles from
0.9 Gyr in RT118 to 1.8 Gyr in RT210. The buckling of the stellar
bar is delayed by the plateau duration and happens at its end. Starting
with model RT150, the bar does not regrow after buckling, leaving
behind an oval distortion.

Evolution along the P90 sequence is the most interesting and dra-
matic one. In the RT86, 𝐴2 declines to∼ 0.1 after buckling and levels
off thereafter — the bar never recovers and only a weak oval distor-
tion remains. But in RT118 and the rest of the sequence, 𝐴2 declines

by about 20% after reaching its maximum, without buckling. Then
it levels off, forming a plateau. The time duration of this plateau
increases with λ, from ∼ 1 Gyr in RT118 to ∼ 5 Gyr in RT210.
Note that the bar strength during the plateau stage is the same in
all the models. The plateau ends in buckling and in subsequent bar
dissolution in these models.

We have tested the initial decline in 𝐴2, preceding the plateau, and
find that it is not associated with the vertical buckling, as shown by
the vertical 𝑚 = 1 mode amplitude, 𝐴1𝑧 (Fig. 3). Nevertheless, we
do observe an appearance of a peanut/boxy bulge shape during the
plateau stage. Along the plateau, the peanut/boxy bulge strengthens
and grows.

To further analyze the basic properties of stellar bars in our models,
we display the bar pattern speeds evolution, Ωbar, in Figure 5. The
top row exhibits the classical slowdown of stellar bars in nonrotating
halos. For the λ = 0 sequence, Ωbar slows down by a factor of ∼ 2−3
after the buckling, i.e, over a time period of ∼ 6 Gyr. For λ = 0.045
sequence, the slowdown is by a factor of ∼ 0 − 2, for λ = 0.06
sequence, it slows down by a factor of ∼ 0.1− 0.15, and for λ = 0.09
the slowdown is a factor of only ∼ 0 − 0.1.

For spinning halos, we focus on Ωbar during the plateau time.
The pattern speeds appear nearly constant for these periods of time,
which is clearly surprising, as all these bars are strong and should
experience braking against the DM halo due to the associated angular
momentum transfer. This effect is especially pronounced in the P90
models, where the bar does not experience braking over very long
periods of time, of a few Gyr. Consequently, the time periods of
Ωbar ∼ const correspond to a fixed CR radius.

We note that the actual buckling of stellar bars happens only af-
ter the plateau stage, as shown in Figure 3. By buckling event, we
mean that the bar breaks its vertical symmetry, forms a boxy/peanut
bulge3, and dramatically shortens its size. However, the first slight
reduction in 𝐴2 after reaching its maximal value only leads to a
small contraction in the bar length, as evident from Figure 6, and to
no breaking of its vertical symmetry. We, therefore, do not consider
it being a buckling. Note that the stellar bar size does not grow during
the plateau stage, which is consistent with the stagnation of the CR
radius (Fig. 6).

The ‘plateau’ in 𝐴2 refers to a steady state that begins after a
∼ 20% decline of 𝐴2 curve from its global maximum and ends at
the vertical buckling (which is followed by a substantial decline in
𝐴2, as shown in Figure 2). In addition, during the plateau stage, the
slowdown rate of the Ωbar is relatively small compared to that of the
standard P00 models.

We have used the modified Ramer–Douglas–Peucker algorithm
(Douglas & Peucker 1973) in order to determine the plateau length in
𝐴2 (Fig. 4). The endpoint of the plateau is taken as the buckling time.
Next, we proceed from this point towards the 𝐴2 global maximum,
i.e., to the left, by finding the turning points on the 𝐴2 curve which
correspond to the local maxima, and connecting the left maximum
with the endpoint. We measure each peak amplitude defined as |Δ𝐴2 |,
between the endpoint and each peak before the endpoint. The starting
point of the plateau is defined as the first peak behind which (i.e., to
the left) the parameter |Δ𝐴2 | exceeds the critical value, i.e., |Δ𝐴2 | >
0.03.

Additionally, we set a lower limit of 0.5 Gyr to identify the minimal
length of the plateau, to avoid confusion. For example, the plateau in
the RT180P45 model is too short and is ignored. On the other hand, in

3 Note that the boxy/peanut bulges can form under alternative conditions, as
we discuss below.
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6 X. Li et al.

Figure 5. Stellar bar pattern speeds, Ωbar, evolution along the RT and λ sequences. The plateau stages are colored red, and are found between the vertical arrows.
The vertical dashed lines indicate the time of the maximum vertical buckling in some models. After the buckling, the stellar bars in these models dissolve and
form oval distortions.

Figure 6. Bar size evolution along the RT sequence, for P00 models (top) and
P90 models (bottom). Note that the initial evolution is similar in all models,
until the 𝐴2 reaches its maximum. Subsequently, the bars shorten, and, while
the λ = 0 bars resume their growth, the λ = 0.09 bars remain of the same
size until the end of the plateau period. Thereafter they buckle and dissolve,
leaving behind a weak oval distortion.

RT210P00, the short flatness region in 𝐴2 has been excluded because
its 𝐴2 does not feature the ∼ 20% decline from the global maximal
maximum before the buckling. Moreover, the slowdown of Ωbar in
this model does decrease sharply, and hence this is not a steady state.

The simplest and probably the only explanation for the absence of
the bar slowdown during the plateau stage is that the stellar bar does
not experience an external torque, or that the sum over all the existent
torques vanishes. The only torques that can be applied are those from
the outer disc (i.e., outside the CR), from the nonrotating or slowly
spinning bulge, or from the gravitational wake in the DM triggered
by the tumbling stellar bar, i.e., from the DM bar. The first option
is possible as long as the CR lies inside the disc. It typically acts
during the bar formation itself, and weakens substantially thereafter,

because, as the CR moves out, there is very little mass in the outer
disc which is capable of absorbing the angular momentum from the
bar. So at best, it is a very weak recipient of the angular momentum.
The second option is absent in the RT sequence models which have
been constructed without the classical bulge. On the other hand, the
third option remains viable at all times.

As the DM responds to the stellar bar torquing by forming DM
wakes, we perform the Fourier analysis for the DM mass distribution
surrounding the stellar disc, and find the position angle of the induced
DM 𝑚 = 2 mode. This is performed in the following way in order to
avoid the spiral arms in the stellar disk and the spiral wakes in the
DM halo — both induced by the stellar and DM bars, respectively.
During the Fourier analysis we require the phase angle of the 𝐴2 (𝑟)
to be constant. Hence, our stellar and DM bar lengths do not include
the associated spirals and wakes.

Figure 7 exhibits the angle between the DM to stellar 𝑚 = 2
modes as a function of time. This angle is expected to be always
negative because the stellar bar triggers and is always leading the DM
response4. All nonspinning halos show that the stellar bar is indeed
leading the DM bar by about 10◦. This means that a substantial torque
is applied on the stellar bars, resulting in efficient braking.

But models with λ = 0.045 display a much smaller angle by a
factor of 2-3. For RT180 and RT210, the angle is very close to zero,
as in all the models of the P60 sequence, and this results in a very
small braking5.

4 During the time of buckling, the measurement of the position angles of DM
and stellar bars from the 𝑚 = 2 mode is inaccurate due to the misalignment of
the 𝑚 = 2 component of the surface density contours, and results in unreliable
angle between the DM and stellar bars.
5 Note that we only discuss here the angle between the bars before the
buckling. After the buckling, the stellar bar essentially dissolves and the DM
wakes vanish accordingly.
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Figure 7. Angle evolution between the DM and stellar bars along the RT and λ sequences, Δ𝜙 = 𝜙DM − 𝜙S. This angle is measured from the DM bar to the
stellar bar and hence is either negative or zero. The plateau stages are colored in red and situated between two vertical arrows. Note the time of buckling is
characterized by larger amplitude wiggles. The horizontal line lies at Δ𝜙 = 0 for reference. The angle Δ𝜙 is steadily decreasing along the RT and along the λ

sequences, and is basically zero for all P60 and P90 models.

Finally, models with λ = 0.09 exhibit DM and stellar bars being es-
sentially aligned, except during the buckling, when it is conceptually
difficult to calculate the position angle of the bar. These stellar bars
display a remarkably steady tumbling for periods reaching ∼ 7 Gyrs.

As long as this angle is non-zero, the stellar bar will experience
gravitational torque from the DM bar and brake. In essence, this is
the dominant reason for the angular momentum transfer from the
stellar disc to the DM halo in our models, subject to resonance and
nonresonant couplings of DM and stellar bars.

We use Figure 2 in order to determine the timing of the plateau
periods in the RT sequence, and correlate them with the angle be-
tween the DM and stellar bars in Figure 7. These plateau directions
are relatively short in the P45 models, starting with RT150 and up
to RT210, and the exact duration of the plateau is difficult to assess.
But in P60 models, the plateau clearly stands out, and this difficulty
does not exist. The plateau duration is also increasing along the RT
sequence. In P90 models, the plateau is long lived and its duration
shows the same trend as in P45 and P60.

Note that the braking disappears in two cases — one, which is
trivial, when the buckling dissolves the stellar bar. The second one,
during the plateau, when the stellar and DM bars can be considered
as strong bars. Note also that the DM bars appear to be ∼ 3− 4 times
stronger and more massive in P90 models compared to P00 models,
and the ratio of the stellar-to-DM in the bars increases with λ (Collier
et al. 2019a).

In summary, we observe a specific stage in the evolution of stellar
bars in spinning DM halos with gradually reduced DM density, char-
acterized by a relatively strong bar which nevertheless experiences a
dramatically reduced braking against the DM, and displays evolution
in its size. Models with a low spin, λ <∼ 0.04, and higher DM density
do not display this behavior. This includes the nonrotating halos with
λ = 0. We return to this issue in the Discussion section.

3.2 The angular momentum transfer

The angular momentum redistribution in disc-halo systems is the
basis for evolution of stellar bars. To quantify the angular momentum
transfer between the inner and outer disc across the CR resonance, as
well as between the disc and the parent DM halo, we use the method
introduced by Villa-Vargas et al. (2009), see also Collier et al. (2018).
For this purpose, we divide the discs and the halos into cylindrical
shells in 𝑅 and calculate the rate of angular momentum change, ¤𝐽, in
each shell, which is integrated vertically for |𝑧 | < 6 kpc. The resulting
evolution of ¤𝐽 is then followed in time. Figures 8 and 9 display the
evolution of ¤𝐽 in all models along the RT- and λ sequences, for DM
halos and discs, respectively.

The RT halo sequence with λ = 0 displays the DM halo, which
exhibits absorption only of the angular momentum. The three main
resonances (e.g., Binney & Tremaine 2008), the inner Lindblad res-
onance, ILR, the corotation resonance, CR, and the outer Lindblad
resonance, OLR, stand out, having elevated ¤𝐽. The bar slows down
and the resonances move out. The bar strength correlates nicely with
¤𝐽.

The RT halo sequence with λ = 0.045 appears to differ substan-
tially from λ = 0 in Figure 8. Most importantly, we observe that the
halo emits angular momentum as well as absorbs it. The emission of
¤𝐽 culminates at the time of the buckling in all models, but its strength
increases along the RT sequence as well. This emission is associated
with the halo ILR, as evident from Figure 8, see also Collier et al.
(2019a). Absorption of the angular momentum, on the other hand,
happens at CR and OLR. It weakens with the RT sequence, as it is
correlated with the bar strength, which does not grow after buckling
or dissolves. This emission and absorption of angular momentum by
the halo has its origin in the formation of the DM bars in spinning
halos — these bars correspond to the gravitational response of the
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DM to the stellar bars. The inner halo close to the disc is losing its
angular momentum to the DM lying further out.

The last row of Figure 8 has λ = 0.09 and is in sharp contrast
with λ = 0 sequence. Emission of halo angular momentum prevails
over its absorption. After buckling, the stellar bar has dissolved and
the transfer of angular momentum to the halo has ceased. Note that
during buckling in λ = 0.09 models, the halo experiences absorption
of the angular momentum for 𝑟 <∼ 5 kpc. So, the buckling process
has an effect on the 𝐽-redistribution in the disc-halo system, and
symbolizes a fully 3-D process, as discussed in Li et al. (2022).

The RT disc sequence correlates well with the parent halo prop-
erties. The top row in Figure 9 shows that the outer disc does absorb
some angular momentum from the bar region. The ILR always emits
𝐽. The angular momentum redistribution dies out after buckling as
the bar weakens or dissolves. Interestingly, during the plateau stages
in Figure 2, the angular momentum transfer between the halo and the
disc is basically non-existent.

3.3 RT180 model sequence: focus on DM spin

To verify the existence and properties of the plateau in the bar ampli-
tude and its pattern speed, we focus on the Standard model, RT180,
and supplement its λ sequence with additional models. The λ se-
quence now consists of the following spin models: λ = 0, 0.03,
0.045, 0.06, and 0.09. Figure 10 displays the basic parameters of
these models, namely, 𝐴2, Ωbar, 𝐴1𝑧 , and the angle between the
stellar and DM bars.

The top row of Figure 10 exhibits the short duration plateau at
λ = 0.045 with the length of about 0.6 Gyr, and its increase to
∼ 2 Gyr for λ = 0.06, and to ∼ 5 Gyr at λ = 0.09. The bar pattern
speed follows the same trend. During the plateau time, Ωbar stays
nearly constant. The plateau is followed by the buckling and the bar
dissolution.

The bottom row of Figure 10 confirms that the DM and stellar
bars are aligned during the plateau. Figure 11 exhibits the rate of the
angular momentum transfer, ¤𝐽, for the entire λ-sequence of RT180.

4 DISCUSSION

We have performed numerical simulations of isolated disc galaxies
embedded in DM halos. Two model sequences have been created
— varying the DM halo spin and varying the DM density. The DM
density change has been achieved by keeping the halo mass fixed and
varying its virial radius., i.e., by varying the halo compactness. The
λ-sequence confirms the results obtained in Collier et al. (2018) and
Collier et al. (2019a), while the RT-sequence reveals an interesting
new trend in the bar evolution. We start with a short summary of our
results and continue with their analysis.

• For DM halos with λ = 0 and varying DM density, we detect no
difference in their evolution — bar strength, pattern speed, buckling
time and its amplitude, etc. remain unchanged.

• For the transition models with λ = 0.045, decreasing DM den-
sity leads to a more complex behavior. The stellar bars reach their
maximum strength earlier, but buckle later. The RT86P45 buckles at
𝑡 ∼ 3.0 Gyr, RT150P45 at 𝑡 ∼ 3.7 Gyr, and RT210P45 at 𝑡 ∼ 4.3 Gyr.
This trend is not strong, the maximal delay is ∼ 1.3 Gyr, but we
emphasize that λ = 0.045 is a transition model. After buckling, the
bar amplitude declines sharply, and regains strength progressively
slower with higher λ. Starting with RT180 model and beyond, the
bar does not regrow at all after buckling, leaving behind a weak oval
distortion only.

Table 2. Left Column: The λ sequence models. Middle Column: The angular
momentum, 𝐽disc, lost by the disc during 10 Gyr evolution, averaged over five
RT models for each λ. Right Column: Angles between the leading stellar bar
and the trailing DM bar averaged over five RT models for each λ and over the
evolution time. The time of buckling has been excluded from averaging.

Halo Spin Δ𝐽disc 𝜙DM − 𝜙S[
1010 M⊙ kpc2 Gyr−1] degrees of arc

P00 2,751 -6.0
P45 1,060 -2.2
P60 683 -0.6
P90 497 -0.4

• The model sequence with λ = 0.06, displays a more pronounced
trend with a decreasing background DM density. The plateau appears
for all the models except the P86 model, and the delay in buckling is
pronounced.

• For the λ = 0.09 models with decreasing DM density, the behav-
ior is even more extreme than in λ = 0.06. The delay in the buckling
is more pronounced, and grows up to ∼ 5 Gyr.

• Starting with RT150 model in the λ = 0.045 sequence, and
starting with RT118 model in the λ = 0.06 sequence, as well as for
all the RT models in the λ = 0.09 sequence, the stellar bar strength
remains constant after reaching maximum, at the level of ∼ 20%
below the maximum. In other words, the bar strength forms a plateau
between the time of the maximum and the buckling. During this
plateau, the stellar bars also exhibit only a very small decline in their
pattern speed, despite being strong. A similarly reduced braking of
stellar bar has been also reported by Petersen et al. (2016) for a single
model with λ = 0.03 and by Petersen et al. (2019) for λ = 0. However,
we cannot confirm this behavior for our models with λ <∼ 0.04.

• The boxy/peanut shaped bulges appear at the beginning of the
plateau, with no buckling instability observed. They grow monoton-
ically along the plateau stage.

• For all our models the stellar bars lead the DM bars by an
angle which decreases on the average with λ and with decreasing
DM density. This difference in the leading angle can be translated to
gravitational torques exerted onto the stellar bar, and is discussed in
the following.

As a next step, we focus on the origin of the above plateau in some
models of faster spinning halos with a lower DM density, and on the
associated phenomena.

4.1 Delayed buckling of stellar bars

Our numerical simulations of stellar bar evolution in spinning DM
halos have revealed an interesting effect — reduction of the DM
density in tandem with increasing spin resulted in the appearance of
a plateau in the bar strength. The plateau has been achieved after the
stellar bars reached their maximal strength. The bar remained strong
during this time, only slightly below its maximum strength. The
plateau time length has been found to depend on the DM halo spin λ,
and on the DM density — its duration has been prolonged with the
increasing halo spin and decreasing DM density (e.g., Figures 2–5
and 10). The DM bars induced by the stellar bars are closely aligned
with the stellar bar during the plateau. The stellar bars always buckled
at the end of the plateau, and subsequently dissolved after buckling,
leaving a weak oval behind.

The most intriguing property of stellar bars in the higher λ and
higher RT sequences, i.e., lower density, models is the delayed buck-
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Figure 8. The rate of the angular momentum, ¤𝐽 , in the halo along the RT-sequence, as a function of the cylindrical radius and time for P00 (top row), P45 (middle
row), and P90 (bottom row) halos. ¤𝐽 is calculated by every 0.05 Gyr, within a cylindrical shell Δ𝑅 = 1 kpc and |𝑧 | < 6 kpc. The color palette corresponds to
gain/loss (i.e. red/blue) of the angular momentum. In P90 halos (bottom), the plateau end at the time where a small yellow area (the absorption of 𝐽) appears
inside the 𝑅 ∼ 5 kpc. The ILR radius (dashed line) and the CR radius (solid line) are plotted in the panel of RT86P00 model.

Figure 9. Same as Figure 8 but for the disc embedded in P00 (top row), P45 (middle row), and P90 (bottom row) halos along the RT-sequence. In P90 halos
(bottom), the plateau stages basically correspond to the small oscillations of the gain and loss of 𝐽 around the CR ∼ 12 kpc. Note the color bar range is different
from Figure 8.

ling instability on timescales of ∼ 1 − 6 Gyr. This phenomenon ap-
pears to be associated with the formation of the plateau in the bar
strength. During this time, the pattern speed of the bars remained
nearly constant, and the stellar and DM bars remained aligned.

Table 2 (middle column) provides the averages of the angular mo-
mentum loss, Δ𝐽disc, by the stellar discs during the 10 Gyr of evolu-
tion, in the middle column. The stellar bars are responsible for the
lion share of angular momentum loss by the discs. To observe the
general trend, we have averaged the four representative λ = 0, 0.045,
0.06, and 0.09 sequences over the RT models each.

The P45 models average value of Δ𝐽disc is about 2.6 times less
than the P00 models. For P60 models this value is about 4 times
smaller that for the P00 models. While P90 models average about 5.5

times less. Hence, increasing halo spin leads to a dramatic decrease
of the angular momentum loss by the disc to the inner halo.

We have calculated the offset angles between stellar and DM bars
and present their averages for each λ (Table 2, right column). These
angles vary monotonically and are reduced from P00 to P90. The
angle is reduced almost by a factor of 3 from P00 to P45, and by a
factor of 15 from P00 to P90. In fact, this angle is so small for P60
and P90, that one can conclude that the ars are basically aligned, thus
minimizing the gravitational torques on the stellar bars. Altogether,
this explains the reduced braking of stellar bars.

Note, that Figure 5 shows that the braking is decreasing both by
increasing λ and by decreasing the DM density, both horizontally
(with the exception of P00 models) and vertically.

The first question to ask is why the vertical buckling of the bar is
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Figure 10. For RT180 halo model, normalized A2 (first row), pattern speed (second row), and normalized A1z (third row) of the stellar bar , relative angle
measured from halo two disc in the direction of the pattern speed (bottom row). The plateaus are colored red in between two arrows. The vertical dashed lines
in the row of patter speed indicate the time of the maximum vertical buckling in some models. After the buckling, the stellar bars in these models dissolve and
form the oval distortions.

Figure 11. Same as Figure 8 but the halo (top row) and the disc (bottom row) in the RT-180 halo models.

delayed in some models presented here. Why does the bar strength
stay constant for a long time, and why does the pattern speed of
the bar remain nearly unchanged during the plateau stage? What
determines the length of the plateau which is terminated by the
buckling instability? We start by focusing on these questions, and
discuss the corollaries of this evolution.

We have already determined in Figure 7 that the angle between
the stellar and DM bars depends inversely on λ and directly with the
DM density, as shown in Table 2 and Figure 10. To verify this result,
we have calculated the gravitational torques imposed by the DM on
the stellar discs (Fig. 12) for our standard RT180 models P00 and
P90. While the torque in P00 model has been calculated before (e.g.,
Berentzen et al. 2007; Villa-Vargas et al. 2010), the torque on the
disc immersed within the spinning DM halo is new. In the P00 model
stellar bar, the torque it experiences is negative, i.e, it is braking.
However, in P90 model, along the plateau, the torque is substantially

smaller and oscillates around zero, with the average relative angle
between the DM and stellar bars decreasing by a factor of 15 from P00
to P90 models. Hence, the measures of torques and angles between
DM and stellar bars confirm each other. Our next step is to analyze
the physical processes occurring during the plateau stage in the P90
model.

To characterize the motions of stellar particles along the bar and
along its rotation axis, we follow Li et al. (2023) and define the
nonlinear frequencies, Ω𝑥 and Ω𝑧 , where Ω𝑥 = Ω − Ωbar is the
radial frequency in the bar frame, and Ω𝑧 is the oscillation frequency
across the disc plane6, i.e., along the 𝑧-axis. As noted in Li et al.

6 We determine the period of the 𝑖-orbit as the time between two successive
apocenters of this orbit, 𝑇𝑖 , and their instantaneous frequencies as Ω𝑥 =

2𝜋/𝑇𝑖,𝑥 , for the motion along the bar major axis, and Ω𝑧 = 2𝜋/𝑇𝑖,𝑧 , for
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Figure 12. Evolution of the gravitational torques imposed by the DM on the
stellar disc for the RT180 P00 and P90 models. The average torque during the
plateau in the P90 model is about 4.8 times smaller than the torque imposed
after buckling in the P00 model. The thick dots on the curves mark the
maximal buckling stages of stellar bars in these models, and the horizontal
arrow shows the extent of the plateau in the P90 model.

(2023), the resonances among these frequencies can lead to 2:1 and
higher resonances, which will not be associated with the x2 family of
orbits as defined by Contopoulos & Papayannopoulos (1980). Indeed,
the x2 family has not been detected in our models. But resonances
based on Ω𝑧/Ω𝑥 being rational numbers have been detected. In this
case, we did not call them the Lindblad resonances, but abbreviated
them by the 2:1 ratios, and so for other resonances.

The advantage of using Ω𝑥 and Ω𝑧 frequencies is that the former
one, 2Ω𝑥 , acts as a driving force for vertical buckling of the bar, while
the latter one acts as the natural vertical frequency of oscillators (i.e.,
of stellar particles). As discussed in Li et al. (2023), when the ratio
Ω𝑧/2Ω𝑥 > 1, the system of stellar particles can respond in tandem,
while when Ω𝑧/Ω𝑥 < 1, the response will be out of phase. This
collective response will not be symmetric with respect to the stellar
bar midplane, as internal stresses in the bar will be asymmetric. In
the presence of self-gravity, the former case can lead to the buckling,
while the latter case will not, and only result in heating up the stellar
bar vertically. Of course, self-gravity is responsible for increasing the
cohesiveness of the response.

To follow the evolution of stellar bars in the Ω𝑧 − Ω𝑥 frequency
plane, we have adopted the method introduced by Li et al. (2023),
who applied it to nonrotating halos only. For the RT180P90 model,
we randomly choose a sample of 30,000 stellar particles from the bar
volume at the beginning of the plateau, 𝑡 ∼ 2.5 Gyr, and calculate
the Ω𝑥 and Ω𝑧 frequencies evolution along the plateau.

In the Ω𝑥 − Ω𝑧 plane (Figure 13), we select a main population of
stellar particles by choosing the particles in the two dimensional
bins that contain more than 20 particles (the bin size is 1.5 by
1.5 km s−1 kpc−1). We determine the width of the main population
in this plane by applying the principal component analysis. Two prin-
cipal components ®𝑝1 and ®𝑝2 have been obtained from the population.
The first principal component, ®𝑝1, is aligned with the long axis of the
population in the above plane. The second principal component, ®𝑝2,
is orthogonal to the first one. Next, we transform the points (Ω𝑥 ,Ω𝑧)
of the main population into (𝑝1, 𝑝2) coordinates. The origin point

the vertical motion. See sections 5.1 and 5.2 in Li et al. (2023) for detailed
discussion of how these frequencies have been calculated.

Figure 13. Evolution of the frequencies, Ω𝑧 and Ω𝑥 , in the stellar bar during
the plateau of the model RT180P90. note, the larger frequencies correspond
to the innermost particles, and smaller frequencies refer to the outermost
particles in the sample. The left snapshot represents the time close to the
beginning of the plateau, 𝑡 ∼ 2.5 Gyr, the middle snapshot is taken close to
the end of the plateau, 𝑡 ∼ 7.0 Gyr, and the right snapshot correspond to the
maximal buckling of the bar. The sample of 30,000 particles has been selected
randomly from the bar volume close to the maximum of the bar 𝐴2 amplitude.
Shown are the surface density contours (see the color palette for details). The
diagonal lines represent (vertical) resonances in the 𝑥𝑧-plane: 1:1 resonance
(the lowest line), 2:1 resonance (the middle line), and 4:1 resonance (the top
line).

Figure 14. Evolution of the width of particle distribution in the Ω𝑧 − Ω𝑥

plane shown in Figure 13. Only particles between the vertical 4:1 and 2:1
resonances are included.

of 𝑝1 − 𝑝2 space is taken to lie at the point of average of Ω𝑥 and
Ω𝑧 of the main population, (⟨Ω𝑥⟩ , ⟨Ω𝑧⟩). In the 𝑝1 − 𝑝2 space, we
choose the particles with |𝑝1 | < 5 and use the standard deviation
of 𝑝2 values from this sub-sample as the width of the original main
population in the Ω𝑥 −Ω𝑧 plane.

As seen from Figure 13 during the plateau, the sample distribution
is elongated roughly along the vertical 4:1 resonance slope. The width
of this distribution does evolve in the direction normal to the slope of
the distribution. Figure 14 displays this evolution over the simulation
time, starting with the bar formation phase. Initially, the distribution
width increases, reaching the maximum around 𝑡 ∼ 3.5 Gyr, then
decreasing until ∼ 7.5 Gyr. Centered on 𝑡 ∼ 8 Gyr — the time of
the vertical buckling, a sharp peak appears. What does evolution in
Figures 13 and 14 tell us?

The color in Figure 13 describes the surface ‘density’ in the fre-
quency plane for stellar bar particles. The curve in Figure 14 follows
the width of the distribution measured across the maximal surface
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Figure 15. Evolution of the mass accumulation in the central region of the
stellar bars in RT180 P00 and P90 models. The mass has been calculated
within |𝑥 | < 0.5 kpc, along the the bars, |𝑦 | < 2 kpc perpendicular to the
bars, and the vertical slice |𝑧 | < 3 kpc. The P00 model buckles at 𝑡 ∼ 3.3 Gyr,
and P90 buckles at 𝑡 ∼ 8 Gyr. The plateau in P90 model shown as the thick
line in between two vertical arrows.

density. With the bar reaching its maximal strength at 𝑡 ∼ 1.4 Gyr
and the beginning of the plateau at ∼ 2.3 Gyr, the width increases
until 𝑡 ∼ 3.5 Gyr. This time corresponds to the appearance of the
peanut/boxy shaped bulge, which coincides with the vertical thick-
ening of the bar, yet no buckling being observed. The subsequent
decrease of the distribution width is related to the tightening of the
distribution, measured perpendicularly to its slope.

Along this direction normal to the slope, the surface density has
a well-defined single peak. However, close to the buckling time,
𝑡 ∼ 8 Gyr, a second peak appears making the distribution double-
peaked, which results in a sharp increase of the distribution width
and the appearance of a peak in Figure 14. Importantly, this peak
corresponds to the distribution crossing the vertical 2:1 resonance in
the direction from the top down, as shown by the right snapshot of
Figure 13.

Hence, the crossing of the vertical 2:1 resonance by the distribution
of stellar particles coincides with the appearance of the sharp peak in
Figure 14. In other words, the buckling happens when the distribution
has a minimal width and, therefore, when the surface density in
the frequency plane has reached the maximum. It is reasonable to
assume that the cohesiveness of the particle distribution has reached
a maximum at this time as well. Hence, this evolution hints at the
plausible conditions suitable for the buckling.

But why does the slope of the distribution remain nearly con-
stant in time and only a short time preceding the buckling changes
rapidly? Li et al. (2023), in their Figure 14, have shown that this
slope changes due to the mass redistribution in the bar, i.e., sharply
increasing the central density in the bar. This mass influx to the cen-
ter generates circulation cells, i.e., increases vorticity there. We have
tested this conclusion in Figure 15, where we compared the evolution
of the central mass accumulation in RT180P90 model with that of
the RT180P00 one.

In both cases, we have observed the sharp increase in the central
stellar mass at the time immediately preceding the buckling. Both
models have evolved similarly in the narrow time interval surround-
ing the buckling instability. In both cases, this resulted in a rapid
evolution of particles in the Ω𝑧 − Ω𝑥 frequency plane. The Ω𝑥 fre-

Figure 16. Evolution of the fraction of the bar particles that are swept by the
vertical 2:1 resonance as a function of time, for 𝑡 >∼ 2 Gyr for RT180 P00
and P90 models. The width of the resonance is taken assuming Δz = Δx =

±5 km s−1 kpc−1.

quency has increased while the Ω𝑧 has decreased, which resulted in
the particle distribution crossing the vertical 2:1 resonance slope.

4.2 Particle trapping by planar and vertical 2:1 resonances

As a next step, we have determined the trapping of stellar particles in
the bar by the vertical 2:1 resonance, as they are swept by this reso-
nance in the RT180P90 model, and compared it with the RT180P00
model from Li et al. (2023). Figure 16 exhibits the fraction of trapped
particles assuming the resonance width of ±5 km s−1 kpc−1. The re-
spective curves peak strongly at the time of the maximum of buckling
amplitude, with a fraction ∼ 35% and ∼ 27% associated with each
peak. Li et al. have argued that this fraction is sufficient to assure the
cohesiveness of the buckling (i.e., collective) response, and pointed
to the important role of resonances in the buckling instability.

Simultaneous trapping by planar and vertical resonances provides
an important signature of coupling between the 𝑥𝑦- and 𝑥𝑧-planar
motions of stellar particles. To analyze the overlap between the planar
and vertical 2:1 resonances, we have defined the nonlinear planar,
i.e., 𝑥𝑦, 2:1 resonance as ΩR. This frequency is a nonlinear extension
of the epicyclic frequency 𝜅. The planar 2:1 resonance occurs when
ΩR/Ω𝑥 = 2.

Figure 17 displays this overlap between the planar and vertical
2:1 resonances for RT180 P00 and P90 models. The fraction of the
particles with Ω𝑧/ΩR = 1 peaks at the maximal buckling moments
for each of the above models. More than a quarter of orbits of stellar
particles are trapped by these resonances at this moment.

The buckling instability is associated with an abrupt growth of
the central mass accumulation in stellar bars and particular velocity
field with an elevated vorticity (Li et al. 2023). We have tested these
conclusions for the models with spinning halos which display the
same abrupt mass increase for our standard models RT180P90 in
comparison with RT180P00 (Fig. 15). During the plateau stage in
the former model, the central mass increases very slowly followed by
a sudden increase during buckling. Note that the runaway increase in
the central mass occurs at the same value in both models. However,
it is not clear whether this conclusion is also valid for different disc
and halo mass distributions.
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Figure 17. Fraction of sampled stellar bar particles normalized by the total
number of particles in the sample as a function of Ωz/Ωx ratio for two
models, RT180P00 and RT180P90. This Figure shows the overlapping planar
and vertical 2:1 resonances at the time of maximum of the vertical buckling
amplitude, i.e., at 𝑡 ∼ 3.33 Gyr and ∼ 8.05 Gyr, respectively. More than a
quarter of the particles trapped in the planar resonance are trapped by the
vertical resonance. The width of the resonance is taken assuming Δz = Δx =

±5 km s−1 kpc−1.

4.3 Corollaries for the plateau in Ωbar, 𝐴2 and Rbar

We have shown that evolution of stellar bars depends both on the
parent DM halo spin and its DM density. This evolution differs dra-
matically from that inside nonspinning halos — an effect that has sub-
stantial observational corollaries. The apparent discrepancy between
the observed pattern speeds of stellar bars, when using the Tremaine-
Weinberg method (Tremaine & Weinberg 1984), and those detected
in the pure 𝑁-body modeling of disc-halo systems (e.g., Athanas-
soula 2003; Martinez-Valpuesta et al. 2006; Villa-Vargas et al. 2009)
is difficult to reconcile without invoking the DM halo spin and depen-
dency on the DM density. Many observed bars exhibit substantially
higher pattern speeds compared to those in isolated collisionless
models in numerical simulations.

Two possible explanations emerge of why the observed stellar bar
pattern speeds appear so diverse (e.g., Debattista et al. 2002; Laine
et al. 1998; Guo et al. 2019; Garma-Oehmichen et al. 2020). The first
option involves the presence of gas which exerts a positive torque on
the stellar bar, and which can lead to sharply reduced net torques on
the stellar bar — basically a plateau in Ωbar, 𝐴2 and in the bar size,
Rbar, as shown in numerical simulations of isolated (Berentzen et al.
2007; Villa-Vargas et al. 2010) and cosmological (Fragkoudi et al.
2021) disks, especially in the gas-rich galaxies at high redshift (Bi
et al. 2022). The origin of this plateau differs fundamentally from the
plateau discussed in this work. The second option has been analyzed
here in a sequence of models, and shows that stellar bars in spinning
halos with lower DM density experience a dramatically weakening
brake, because of the reduced gravitational torques from the DM,
and maintain high Ωbar and fixed bar size even in the absence of a
gaseous component while the stellar bar itself remains strong.

The presence of stellar bulges in disk galaxies is known to affect
the evolution of stellar bars, including their vertical buckling process,
and the evolution of the bar strength (e.g., Fujii et al. 2018; Sellwood
& Gerhard 2020).

Interestingly, a single model with λ = 0.03 and a cuspy halo has
shown a reduced braking of the bar by a factor of ∼ 3 when com-

pared to the model with an axisymmetrized halo for the duration of
2.4 Gyr (Petersen et al. 2016), although these models are different. No
plateau in 𝐴2 and the bar size have been mentioned, and the buckling
happened at ∼ 2 Gyr, later compared to the similar nonrotating halo
which buckles at 1.2 Gyr. Moreover, Petersen et al. (2019) analyzed
two models with cuspy and cored DM halos with λ = 0, and found
a plateau in both models in Ωbar and bar size. In the core model,
the plateau happens for about 1.2 Gyr before the subsequent growth
of the stellar bar continues. In the cuspy model, the plateau happens
after the bar growth stage, for about 2.6 Gyr.

Our models with λ <∼ 0.04 do not show the behavior encountered
by Petersen et al. (2019). Yet, we have tested our models for λ = 0,
0.015, 0.03, 0.045, 0.06, 0.075 and 0.09 (Collier et al. 2018), as
well as for a range in the DM densities (this work). In particular,
our plateau stages in 𝐴2 and Ωbar and Rbar always end up with
the buckling. The discrepancy between these simulations should be
resolved in future work.

Our choice of λ = 0−0.09 encompasses the lion share of DM halos
in the lognormal λ distribution expected in the universe. Bullock
et al. (2001) obtained λ = 0.035, while Jiang et al. (2019) provides
a mean value of λ = 0.037. However, additional factors can play a
role in this value, such as the environment the halos are found, e.g.,
in cosmological filaments or in voids (e.g., Ganeshaiah Veena et al.
2018).

Based on the lognormal distribution of λ found by Bullock et al.
(2001), about 30.8% DM halos have λ >∼ 0.045. These halos should
substantially modify the evolution of stellar bars in disk galaxies. Of
course, if the inner halos have an excess of the spin over the universal
angular momentum distribution in the halo (e.g., Bullock et al. 2001),
this will reduce the limits on the spin which affects the bar evolution
and will increase the fraction of halos which are involved in this
process.

Moreover, the first attempt to estimate the spin of the DM halo for
the Milky Way galaxy has resulted in the range of λ ∼ 0.061−0.088,
meaning that 21% of DM halos have λ >∼ 0.06 (Obreja et al. 2022).
This high value may hint that additional effects, like baryons, can
increase the spin of the inner halo, which is most relevant for the
effect analyzed in this paper.

The effect discussed in this work allows to suggest that the diversity
of observed pattern speeds in stellar bars underlines the distribution
of DM halo spins and their DM densities, and the ability of strong
bars to avoid a rapid braking if residing in the higher spin and lower
DM halos.

5 CONCLUSIONS

We presented a suite of numerical simulations of disc-halo models
subject to stellar bar instability followed by the vertical buckling
instability. The DM halos have been designed to form two sequences
along which the halo spin, λ ∼ 0 − 0.09, and concentration, or halo
size, have been modified. All the halos have been of the same total
masses and the NFW mass distribution with identical embedded
stellar discs.

Our main result is that evolution of stellar bars in spinning DM
halos is sensitive to the DM density, and this effect is strongly ampli-
fied with increasing DM halo spin, in contrast with the nonrotating
halos. We have demonstrated that for λ >∼ 0.045 and lower DM den-
sity the buckling instability of the stellar bars begins to be gradually
postponed after the bar has reached its maximal strength, by Δ𝑡 up
to ∼ 5 Gyr. For a fixed λ, the effect increases with decreasing DM
density. Models with λ ∼ 0.045 appear to be a transition sequence.
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We find that the boxy/peanut shaped bulges in the models with
delayed buckling form after the bar has reached its maximal strength.
and grow secularly until the buckling develops. This further confirms
and demonstrates that buckling is not a requirement for a boxy/peanut
bulge formation — it can form either dynamically during buckling,
or secularly and unrelated to buckling.

Moreover, the stellar bars embedded within higher DM spin halos
show progressively smaller offset angle with the trailing DM bars,
thus reducing the gravitational torques between them. As a result,
the pattern speeds of stellar bars remain nearly constant for time
periods of up to ∼ 5 Gyr. This plateau in the stellar bar pattern speed
occurs in tandem with the bar exhibiting nearly maximal strength
and unchanged bar size.

The above phenomena, the plateau in the bar strength and size,
and near absence of the stellar bar braking in pure 𝑁-body systems
have been observed before in Petersen et al. (2019), but for a model
of a nonrotating halo. Although both our and Petersen et al. works
are based on the orbit analysis of numerical simulations, we could
not confirm this result which must be reconciled in future numerical
simulations.

The observed discrepancy between observed faster pattern speeds
of stellar bars and their modeled slower counterparts can be explained
either by positive torques applied by the gas on the stellar bar, or by
stellar bars residing in the faster spinning DM halos which lead to
the orbit trapping and reduced gravitational torques. The presence of
a gaseous component of >∼ 5% has been modeled and explained by
the positive torque applied on the bar by the gas in nonspinning DM
halos Berentzen et al. (2007); Villa-Vargas et al. (2010). However, in
our present simulations, the gas component is absent and the reported
action comes solely from the spinning parent DM halo.

During the plateau, stellar bars do not grow in size and their coro-
tation radii do not increase as well. However, the reduced density
leads to pronounced changes in the models with the spinning halos.
The characteristic frequencies of stellar oscillations along the major
axis of the bar and its vertical axis experience a very slow evolution
during the plateau stage. We have performed the orbit analysis for
the disc-halo systems along the λ and DM density sequences and
found that the ratio of these frequencies which define the vertical 2:1
resonance is reached much later, at the end of the plateau stage. This
ratio is governed by the mass distribution within the stellar bar. The
mass distribution is changing very slowly during the plateau stage,
but increases abruptly during the buckling stage. As the central mass
distribution in the stellar bar governs the appearance of the vertical
2:1 resonance and hence of the onset of the vertical buckling insta-
bility in the stellar bar, this instability is delayed. During buckling,
a substantial fraction of stellar particles in the bar is trapped by the
overlapping 2:1 vertical and planar resonances, thus enhancing the
rate of energy transfer from the planar to vertical motions in the bar,
in agreement with Li et al. (2023).

Evolution of stellar bars in spinning halos with various DM den-
sities appears to display a rich family of possible solutions, hinting
at additional phenomena to be discovered and analyzed before the
subject of the 𝑁-body dynamics is closed.
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