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In this work, we extend the model proposed by White in [1] concerning the post-collapse evolution
of density peaks while considering the role of angular momentum. On a time scale smaller than the
peak collapse, t0, the inner regions of the peak reach the equilibrium forming a cuspy profile, as
in White’s paper, but the power-law density profile is flatter, namely ρ ∝ r−1.52, using the specific
angular momentum J obtained in theoretical models of how it evolves in CDM universes, namely
J ∝ M2/3. The previous result shows how angular momentum influences the slope of the density
profile, and how a slightly flatter profile obtained in high-resolution numerical simulations, namely
ρ ∝ rα (α ≃ −1.5) can be reobtained. Similarly to simulations, in our model adiabatic contraction
was not taken into account. This means that more comprehensive simulations could give different
values for the slope of the density profile, similar to an improvement of our model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter halos are nonlinear hierarchical structures
whose formation and evolution are predicted in the cos-
mological perturbation theory [2]. The initial stages of
the formation of these structures can be attributed to
the physical conditions under which the primordial den-
sity fluctuations can be separated from the expansion of
the Universe and collapse due to the self-gravitational
force. Dark matter halos are a suitable and fundamental
framework for studying nonlinear gravitational collapse
in the Universe. Therefore, the post-collapse evolution-
ary stages of dark matter halos play an essential role in
explaining their local properties, see, e.g. [3–8].

Accordingly, in recent years, many high-resolution sim-
ulations of collapse and post-collapse evolution of dark
matter halos have been performed, see, e.g. [9–16]. The
outcomes of these simulations demonstrate that shortly
after the collapse of the initial density peaks, the central
regions of dark matter halos can be well described by the
power-law density profile ρ(r) = Arγ with γ ≈ −1.5. In
this relation, A is constant, and its value is estimated for
each dark matter halo from the characteristic scale and
collapse time of the relevant density peak [16]. We want
to recall that the high-resolution simulation by [16] are
not taking into account baryons, and this implies that
several important physical effects, like, for example, adi-
abatic contraction are not taken into account. This im-
plies that the result γ ≈ −1.5 could be modified by those
effects. On the other hand, the dynamics of hierarchi-
cal structures in dark matter models, except for those
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with self-interactions, indicate that the galactic halos in
the earliest stages of their post-collapse evolution start
to grow instantaneously in their size and mass and ulti-
mately reach a uniform non-power-law density distribu-
tion [17–20].

Dark matter-only simulations of galaxy-type and
cluster-sized halos indicate that the effective slope of halo
density profiles at the smallest resolution radii must be
shallower than γ ≈ −1.5, see, e.g. [21–23]. However, the
slope of the density profile may return to a steep state due
to the resistance of the initial cusp in the central regions
of dark matter halos, see, e.g. [16]. Although many nu-
merical studies have been conducted in the post-collapse
evolution of initial density peaks, the black-box nature
of simulations does not explain the formation of prompt
cusps with a power-law index γ ≈ −1.5.

In order to provide a logical description of the shape
of the formed halos, the first theoretical model was pre-
sented in [24], in which an initial density peak prone to
collapse is considered as a perturbed point-like mass in a
dust-filled collisionless Einstein-de Sitter Universe. The
results of this study show that dark matter halos with
a power-law index γ = −9/4 are created when the sur-
rounding matter falls into the perturbation. After that,
in [25], a more general approach was proposed by consid-
ering spherical collapse in purely radial orbits, which did
not predict the power-law index describing dark matter
halos as γ > −2. However, assuming purely radial or-
bits to describe the complex collapse conditions seemed
simplistic. Accordingly, it was shown in [26] that the
consideration of randomly oriented orbits with non-zero
angular momentum leads to providing an interval for the
power-law index as 0 > γ > −3. The mentioned studies
all agree that the orbital period of the circle in the ra-
dius encompassing mass M is proportional to the time of
the fall of the halo shell that surrounded mass M in the
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early Universe. Also, in [27], a more complete analytical
model was presented in explaining the density profile of
dark matter halos, which describes the relationship be-
tween the fall time and the halo structure.

Despite their valuable results, the aforementioned
studies cannot provide information on the instantaneous
formation of the cusp during the earliest stages of post-
collapse evolution of the initial density peaks, because
the process of instantaneous formation of cusps requires
a different description of the fall of the shells into the halo
in a suitable timescale. In this regard, [1] has presented
an analytical model for the post-collapse evolution of ini-
tial density peaks in a collisionless dust-filled Universe.
The results of this study exhibit that on instantaneous
time scales compared to the collapse time of the initial
density peaks, the innermost regions of the formed halos
are consistent with the density profile of adiabatic cusps
with a power distribution index γ = −12/7. The power-
law index value obtained by [1] is not compatible with
the relatively flatter corresponding value of γ ≈ −1.5 ob-
tained from high-resolution numerical simulations. No-
tably, in the analysis presented in [1], the effect of an-
gular momentum is not included, which can significantly
reduce the difference between analytical approaches and
high-resolution simulations.

In this work, we focus on studying the effect of angu-
lar momentum on the prompt cusp formed during the
post-collapse evolution of initial density peaks. In this
respect, the outline of the work is as follows. In Sec. II,
We discuss a theoretical framework for the gravitational
collapse from the initial density peaks and evaluate its
post-collapse evolutionary stages in the presence of an-
gular momentum. Also, in Sec. III, we discuss the results
obtained in this work and compare them with those ex-
tracted from the previous studies. Finally, in Sec. IV, we
summarize our findings.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL OF

GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE

As mentioned in the previous section, dark matter ha-
los are nonlinear structures formed by the gravitational
collapse of peaks in overdensity regions in a dust-filled
collisionless Universe. In the earliest stages of the forma-
tion of initial density peaks, cosmological perturbation
theory estimates the local density of the neighborhood of
the peaks as

ρ(q, t) = ρ̄(t)[1 + δ(q, t)] = ρ̄(t)

[

1 + δsc(t)

(

1− q2

6R2

)]

,

(1)
where q = r/a is a Lagrangian radial coordinate, ρ̄ =
1/(6πGt2) = ρ̄0(t/t0)

−2 = ρ̄0a
−3 is the mean density

of the background, a = (t/t0)
2/3 is the cosmological ex-

pansion factor, R =
√

|δ/▽2 δ| is a characteristic La-
grangian scale for the peak, and δsc = 1.686a is the crit-
ical value of linear overdensities. Also, the index “0”

represents the evaluated values of the quantities at the
collapse time of the central region of the peak to infinite
density. The mass enclosed by a radius of q is determined
as M = 4πρ̄0q

3/3 = M0(q/R)3, where M0 = 4πρ̄0R
3/3.

Hence, the average overdensity within radius q can be
specified by the following relation

δ̄(q, t) = 1.686a

(

1− q2

10R2

)

= 1.686a

[

1− 0.1

(

M

M0

)2/3
]

. (2)

Due to maintaining the radial hierarchy in mass shells,
their collapse happens just when the mass enclosed in
the shell reaches the critical value of overdensities 1.686.
Therefore, the shell collapse time for the lowest order in
M/M0 can be calculated as

tc(M) = t0

[

1 + 0.15

(

M

M0

)2/3
]

. (3)

At times earlier than tc(M), considering the non-zero
angular momentum, the infall velocity of the shell is

1

2

(

dr

dt

)2

=
GM

r
+

∫

L2

M2r3
dr, (4)

where G is the gravitational constant and L is the angular
momentum.

As discussed in several papers, e.g. [4], two sources of
angular momentum are involved in structure formation:
(1) derived from bulk streaming motions and (2) pro-
duced by random tangential motions. The former, the
ordered angular momentum, arises due to tidal torques
experienced by protohalos [28–30]. The latter, the ran-
dom angular momentum [31], is connected to random
velocities (non-radial motions).

Several studies have concluded that larger amounts of
angular momentum, ordered or random, lead to shallower
inner density profiles, see, e.g. [4, 31–40]. In our case, in
these smooth peaks, there are no random motions.

The previous relation describes how the angular mo-
mentum of typical particles in a shell scales with La-
grangian radius under the assumption of a uniform tidal
field across the considered region. As mentioned above,
the ordered angular momentum in the CDM model has
been studied by several authors [28–30]. The specific
angular momentum of each mass element is defined as
J = L/M , and takes the form J = J0(M/MJ)

2/3

[30, 41, 42], where J0 and MJ are characteristic angu-
lar momentum and mass.

Hence, solving Eq. (4) yields the following relation

r3/2F (r,M) = 3(GMJ)
2

(

M

MJ

)1/2

(tc − t), (5)
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FIG. 1: Post-collapse trajectory. Left panel: solution without angular momentum, J = 0. Right panel: solution taking into
account angular momentum, and m′

= 0.5

where

F (r,M) =

√

2GMJ −
J2
0

r

(

M

MJ

)1/3

×
[

GMJ +
J2
0

r

(

M

MJ

)1/3
]

. (6)

Equivalently, one can write Eq. (5) as

r3/2F (r,M) = 3(GMJ)
2

(

M

MJ

)1/2

t0 ×
[

0.15

(

M

M0

)2/3

− ∆t

t0

]

, (7)

where ∆t = t− t0. Note that Eq. (7) has been obtained
from Eq. (5), substituting the value of tc given by Eq. (3).
Here, we can assume that Eq. (3) is still valid because,
as we will see, angular momentum slightly changes the
spherical collapse whose collapse time is given by Eq. (3).

After simplifying this expression, it takes the following
form,

( r

R

)3/2

F (r,M) =
√
2(GMJ)

3/2

(

M

M0

)1/2

×
[

0.15

(

M

M0

)2/3

− ∆t

t0

]

,(8)

in which 0 < ∆t/t0 < 0.15(M/M0)
2/3 and M < M0

are valid for a short time interval after the initial col-
lapse of the peak. A collapsing shell will cross previously
collapsed shells just before reaching the pericenter1, and

1 Here, we recall that due to the presence of the angular momen-
tum, the shells do not reach the origin, but an orbital pericenter.

this will cause the enclosed mass to drop below M . We
employ the scaled quantities r′ = r/R, m = M/M0, and
s = ∆t/t0 and set the time origin at t0 for the sake of
simplicity. In this case, Eq. (8) takes the following form

r′3/2F (r′,m) =
√
2(GMJ)

3/2m1/2
(

0.15m2/3 − s
)

, (9)

where

F (r′,m) =

√

2GMJ −
J2
0

R

(

M0

MJ

)1/3
m1/3

r′
×

[

GMJ +
J2
0

R

(

M0

MJ

)1/3
m1/3

r′

]

. (10)

Also, correspondingly 0 < s < 0.15m2/3 and m < 1.
Specifically, in limit r′ → [J2

0 (M0/MJ)
1/3]/(2MJRG), it

can be found that m → mc(s) = (s/0.15)3/2. This is the
inverse of Eq. (3), which describes the collapse time of
the initial mass shell m as sc(m) = 0.15m2/3 2.

Let’s assume a mass shell that initially contains mass
M ′ and is in a critical state of collapse at the moment of
t = t0 +0.15(M ′/M0)

2/3. The equation of motion of this
shell as it re-expands is

d2r

dt2
= −GM(r, t)

r2
+

J2

r3
, (11)

which in scaled variables defined above equates to

d2r′

ds2
= −2

9

m(r′, s)

r′2
+

2

9

J2

GM0r′3R
. (12)

2 As can be seen in the following, for the parameters characteristic
of the galaxy DD046, we have that [J2

0
(M0/MJ)

1/3]/(2MJRG) ≃
0.001. The fact that r′ cannot reach 0 is due to the presence of
the angular momentum.
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Since the radius of the shell fulfills Eq. (5) during the
last phase of initial collapse, it can be assumed that the
post-collapse motion acts as the time-reverse of the initial
collapse. Therefore, the shell radius in scaled variables
can be determined as follows

r′3/2F (r′,m′) =
√
2(GMJ)

3/2m′1/2 (s− sc(m
′)) , (13)

where m′ = M ′/M0, sc(m
′) = 0.15m′2/3, and

F (r′,m′) =

√

2GMJ −
J2
0

R

(

M0

MJ

)1/3
m′1/3

r′
×

[

GMJ +
J2
0

R

(

M0

MJ

)1/3
m′1/3

r′

]

. (14)

This can be used as initial conditions to solve Eq. (12).
It can also be deduced from Eq. (9) that for all r′ and
s > sc(m

′), one obtains m > m′. This means that the
deceleration of the shell during its re-expansion is larger
than the acceleration it experiences during its first col-
lapse to the center. Therefore, favorable conditions can
be provided for the second collapse of the shell to the
center at smaller radii. In fact, the final cusp in the halo
density profile is the product of this asymmetry between
the re-expansion and collapse of the mass shells. By re-
defining the variables as s′′ = s/m′2/3, and r′′ = r/m′7/9

and defining f = m(r′, s)/m′, Eq. (9) can be determined
as follows

r′′3/2F (r′′,m′) =
√
2(GMJ)

3/2f1/2
(

0.15f2/3 − s′′
)

,(15)

in which

F (r′′,m′) =

√

2GMJ − J2
0

R

(

M0

MJ

)1/3
1

r′′m′4/9
×

[

GMJ +
J2
0

R

(

M0

MJ

)1/3
1

r′′m′4/9

]

.(16)

Accordingly, Eq. (12) is specified as follows in terms of
the variables scaled above

d2r′′

ds′′2
= −2

9

f(r′′, s′′)

r′′2
+

2

9

J2
0

GM0R

1

r′′3m′4/9
. (17)

Also, at small radii, the initial solution of Eq. (13) is

r′′3/2F (r′′,m′) =
√
2(GMJ)

3/2 (s′′ − 0.15) . (18)

Differently from [1], the post-collapse trajectories are
dependent on m′ so they are not self-similar. In any case,
the non-self-similarity is not strong, and it makes sense to
integrate a shell’s trajectory independently because they
are not all coupled.

However, as we will show, the dependency of the den-
sity ρ(r) from the radius is not that obtained by White,
namely ρ ∝ r−12/7, since r′′ is not a constant equal to
0.087, but slightly depends on mass.

By integrating numerically Eq. (17), using the initial
solution at a small radius, i.e., Eq. (18), the function
f(r′′, s′′), i.e., Eq. (15), and fixing the values of R, M0 =
MJ , J0, one can obtain the solution. In the case of J0 =
0, the solution is the same as [1]. In that case, the time
and radius of the second apocentre are given by s′′ =
0.199, and r′′ = 0.087, which can be written in terms of
the original variables r and t as in Eq. (14) of [1], i.e.,

rmax = 0.087R

(

M ′

M0

)7/9

. (19)

In the case of nonzero angular momentum, one can
obtain r′′ =

(

0.104/m′0.1
)

. In other words, in the original
variables, the radius of the apocentre can be written as

rmax =
0.104

(M ′/M0)
0.1R

(

M ′

M0

)7/9

= 0.104R

(

M ′

M0

)0.678

.

(20)
In Fig. (1), we have shown the post-collapse trajecto-

ries in the case of zero angular momentum (left panel),
and in the presence of nonzero angular momentum and
m′ = 0.5 (right panel). As can be seen from the figure,
also from Eqs. (19), and (20), rmax increases with M ′,
but slightly slower when the nonzero angular momentum
is taken into account. The post-collapse equilibrium of
the structure is reached in times much shorter than t0,
and it is established from the inside to the outside.

In the presence of nonzero angular momentum, the
mass in a radius r scales as M(r) ∝ r1.48 This depen-
dence comes directly from Eq. (20), solving with re-
spect to M(r). This scaling can be obtained because
the gravitational force at r < rmax has a small evolu-
tion at t > tmax. Then ρ(r) can simply be specified by
calculating the ratio between the mass and the volume,

leading to ρ ∝ M
r3 ∝ r1.48

r3 ∝ r−1.52.
Interestingly, this result is in agreement with the N -

body simulations, see, e.g. [9–16].
We have to stress that the result ρ−1.52, in agreement

with [16] simulations is obtained for, low, peculiar values
of the specific angular momentum, namely J0 (related
to the product of velocity and radius), R, and M has
been fixed to those of DD046 [43] (see their Fig. 16, and
Table 2). In the case of structures having a large spe-
cific angular momentum, as spiral galaxies similar to the
Milky Way, and then a term 2J2

0/9GM0R in Eq. (17)
larger than in the case of DD046, there will be a fur-
ther flattening of the profile. About this issue, and the
comparison with numerical simulations, see our Section
III.

Apart from the mainly used definition of angular mo-
mentum that we discussed, as shown in [44], the specific
angular momentum of each mass element can be defined
as J = L/M = krα, where α = 1.1 ± 0.3 is a power-law
index corresponding to the Gaussian distribution on dark
matter halos, and k = J0/R

1.1±0.3, where J0 and R are
typical specific angular momentum and scale of a halo,
respectively.
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In order to have an algebraically compact solution,
one can choose α = 0.9. By repeating the calculations
for the mentioned expression of angular momentum, one
can recover the equations needed to obtain the post-
collapse trajectories. Accordingly, the implicit equation
for f(r′′, s′′) is given by

r′′3/22F1

(

1

2
,
15

8
;
23

8
;
5k2(Rr′′m′7/9)0.8

Gm′M0

)

= f1/2
(

0.15f2/3 − s′′
)

,(21)

where 2F1(a, b; c; z) represents the hypergeometric func-
tion. The equation of motion, i.e., Eq. (17), is specified
as follows in terms of scaled variables

d2r′′

ds′′2
= −2

9

f(r′′, s′′)

r′′2
+

2

9

k2R0.8

GM0

1

r′′1.2m′0.377
. (22)

Hence, the initial solution at a small radius takes the
following form

r′′
{

2F1

(

1

2
,
15

8
;
23

8
;
5k2(Rr′′m′7/9)0.8

Gm′M0

)}2/3

= (s′′ − 0.15)2/3. (23)

Similar to the method employed earlier and using Eqs.
(21), (22), and (23), the following formula can be ob-
tained

rmax =
0.1138

(M ′/M0)
0.12R

(

M ′

M0

)7/9

= 0.1138R

(

M ′

M0

)0.658

.

(24)
As a result, ρ(r) can be specified simply by calculating

the ratio between the mass and the volume, leading to
ρ(r) ∝ r−1.48. In [44], the specific angular momentum
has a certain scatter, J ∝ r−1.1±0.3. Taking account of
this scatter, the density profile is proportional to ρ(r) ∝
r(−1.44,−1.58).

Up to here, we have provided an analytical approach
to determine the effect of angular momentum on the
prompt cusp formed through gravitational collapse. In
the next section, we will discuss the reasons why inclu-
sion of the nonzero angular momentum produces a flatter
profile than that obtained in [1].

III. DISCUSSION

As noticed in [1], there are several points to discuss rel-
ative to the validity of the result obtained in that paper.
The system used in that paper is spherically symmetric,
then the motions are purely radial. In this condition,
the density profile should have an inner slope close to or
smaller than −2 [24, 25, 45, 46]. The scaling argument
in [1] fails unless some angular momentum is acquired
before particles reach the final orbits. As previously dis-
cussed, angular momentum can be acquired through tidal

torques experienced by protohalos [28–30], or deviation
from spherical symmetry. According to [1], angular mo-
mentum would restore the slope −12/7 for the cusp (as
expected from a model proposed by [47]), but in the case,
it is too strong it could invalidate the result. Again, as
previously reported, several studies [4, 31–37, 40] arrived
to the conclusion that large amounts of angular momen-
tum, leads to shallower inner density profiles, till even
the formation of a central core. As mentioned by [1],
the main point leading to doubt of the applicability of
the argument used in [1] is the assumption of spherical
symmetry. However, the same author after an argumen-
tation of this issue arrives to conclude that ρ ∝ r−12/7,
even if as shown in [16] the initial collapse is complex
and very far from spherical. However, simulations find a
slope ≃ −1.5, flatter than that obtained in [1]. The au-
thor then asks whether the model captures the features
of violent relaxation in the inner region of the peak, or
whether there are some factors that explain the differ-
ence between the simulated slopes of −1.5 and −12/7
obtained in that paper. As shown in [4], there are several
factors that change the inner slope of the density profile.
In that paper, the collapse was studied taking into ac-
count ordered and random angular momentum, dynami-
cal friction [48], dark energy, and dark matter contraction
due to baryonic infall [49, 50]. Those physical effects in-
fluence the structure formation and the inner slope in
different ways. For example, baryonic infall produces a
steepening of the profile, while angular momentum and
dynamical friction slow down the collapse, and flatten
the profile. In the present paper, we have decided to
take into account only the ordered angular momentum
to show how it is enough to reduce the inner slope of the
density profile in agreement with theoretical studies and
simulations [4, 31–37, 40]. In our model, the change of the
inner structure is related to the interaction of the struc-
ture studied with the neighboring ones, arising from the
asphericity of those structures (see [51] for a discussion
on the relation between angular momentum acquisition,
asphericity, and structure formation). Asphericity gives
rise to a mass-dependent inner slope. The equation of
motion in our model contains a mass-dependent angular
momentum, born from the quadrupole momentum of the
proto-structures with the tidal field of the neighboring
objects. This term slightly breaks the self-similarity of
the trajectories of the mass shells. Hence, the turnaround
epoch and collapse time would change. The collapse in
our model is different from that of [1]. Both turnaround
epoch and collapse time change, together with the col-
lapse threshold δc, which becomes mass-dependent and a
monotonic decreasing function of the mass (see Fig. 1 in
[52])3.

3 We want also to recall that the behavior of the threshold implies
that less massive perturbation (e.g. galaxies) to form structures
must cross a higher threshold than more massive ones. Using
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The flattening of the profile can be explained as fol-
lows. In the case of pure radial orbits, the inner part of
the profile is dominated by particles from the outer shells.
When the angular momentum increases, these particles
are closer to the maximum radius, and this gives rise to
a shallower profile. Particles having smaller angular mo-
mentum will enter the inner part (core) of the halo, but
with a reduced radial velocity in comparison with purely
radial collapse. Some particles have an angular momen-
tum so large that they never fall in the core. In other
terms, particles with larger angular momentum are pre-
vented from coming close to the central region of the halo,
then contributing to the central density. Consequently,
the profile is flattened. Moreover, this result is in agree-
ment with the previrialization conjecture [57], according
to which initial asphericities and tidal interactions be-
tween neighboring protostructures give rise to non-radial
motions opposing the collapse. Apart from this, the role
of angular momentum in flattening the profile is in agree-
ment with previously mentioned studies.

One of the main points mentioned in [1] is that the
difference between the prediction of the analytical ap-
proach and the simulations may be due to the effect of
some additional factors. To address this point, as shown
in [4], it should be noted that the effect of additional fac-
tors on the distribution of the inner regions of halos is a
potential possibility. In this work, we have shown that
the consideration of angular momentum affects the slope
of the density profile, in such a way that the difference
between the prediction obtained from the theoretical ap-
proach and the simulations is significantly reduced.

Before concluding, as we previously wrote, we recall
that the result ρ−1.52, in agreement with simulations, is
obtained for, low, peculiar values of the specific angular
momentum, radius, and mass. A further flattening with
respect to [1] should be waited for large spiral galaxies
like the Milky Way. As we reported in the introduction,
the high-resolution simulation by [16] have dark matter
only, so baryon-induced effects like, for example, adia-
batic contraction [49, 50] do not apply. Limiting our-
selves to this issue, the effect of adiabatic contraction is
that of steepening the profile. In other terms, the slope
γ ≈ −1.5 in [16] could be modified by the effects not
taken into account. Also, our model is not taking into
account the adiabatic contraction. Then, to get a more
precise value of the slope, it will be important to run
appropriate simulations, and in our case to use a model
like that described in [4] taking not only into account an-

gular momentum but also dynamical friction, adiabatic
contraction, etc.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have extended the model proposed
by [1], relative to the post-collapse evolution of density
peaks, looking at the effect angular momentum can have
on the author’s final solution. In particular, we wanted
to see if angular momentum could reduce the discrep-
ancy between the density profile extracted from [1] and
that obtained from simulations. As several times cited,
several papers stressed that angular momentum has the
effect of flattening the inner slope of density profiles. By
modifying the equations presented in [1], and including
the nonzero angular momentum, we have shown that on
a timescale smaller than the peak collapse, t0, the equi-
librium configuration of the peak is a cusp but with a
flatter slope ρ ∝ r−1.52, for the classical form of the spe-
cific angular momentum, J ∝ M2/3. The previous result
indicates how angular momentum can reduce the discrep-
ancy between the slope of the density profile derived in [1]
and that obtained in in high-resolution numerical simu-
lations, namely ρ ∝ rα (α ≃ −1.5). The reason why the
angular momentum flattens the inner density profile is
qualitatively justified by the fact that in the case we have
considered a collapse with pure radial orbits, as in [1],
outer particles dominate the inner part of the profile, and
this gives rise to cuspier density profiles. If the nonzero
angular momentum is present, the particles’ orbits are
closer to the maximum radius, with the consequence that
a flatter profile can be obtained. In other terms, parti-
cles with larger angular momentum are prevented from
coming close to the halo’s center, then contributing to
the central density. Consequently, the density profile is
flattened.
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