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A B ST R A C T

W ereview evidencethatthecensusofM ilky W ay satellitessim ilartothoseknown
m ay be incom plete atlow latitude due to obscuration and in the outerhalo due to a
decreasing sensitivity to dwarfsatelliteswith distance.W e evaluate the possible im -
pactthatincom pletenesshason com parisonswith substructurem odelsby estim ating
corrections to the known num ber ofdwarfs using em piricaland theoreticalm odels.
Under the assum ption that the true distribution ofM ilky W ay satellites is uniform
with latitude,weestim atea 33% incom pletenessin thetotalnum berofdwarfsdueto
obscuration atlow latitude.Sim ilarly,iftheradialdistribution ofM ilky W ay satellites
m atches thatofM 31,or that ofthe oldestsub-halosorthe m ostm assive sub-halos
in a sim ulation,then we estim ate a totalnum berofM ilky W ay dwarfsranging from
1 { 3 tim esthe known population.Although the true levelofincom pletenessisquite
uncertain,thefactthatourextrapolationsyield averagetotalnum bersofM W dwarfs
thatare realistically 1.5 { 2 tim esthe known population,showsthatincom pleteness
needs to be taken seriously when com paring to m odels ofdwarfgalaxy form ation.
Interestingly,the radialdistribution oftheoldestsub-halosin a �CDM sim ulation of
a M ilky W ay-like galaxy possessa close m atch to the observed distribution ofM 31’s
satellites,which suggeststhatreionization m ay bean im portantfactorcontrolling the
observability ofsub-halos.W e also assess the prospects for a new SDSS search for
M ilky W ay satellitesto constrain the possibleincom pletenessin the outerhalo.

K ey w ords: galaxies:haloes| galaxies:LocalG roup | galaxies:dwarf| m ethods:
N-body sim ulations

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thecurrentlyfavored �+ cold darkm atter(�CD M )cosm o-

logicalm odelsuccessfully reproducesm any ofthe observed

large-scale propertiesoftheUniverse,including the proper-

tiesoftheCosm icM icrowaveBackground recently observed

by W M AP (Spergeletal.2003),thenum ber,size and clus-

tering of galaxy clusters (e.g. Eke et al. 1996; Zehavi et

al. 2002),and theevolution ofgalaxy clustercounts(Rosati

et al.2002).However,severalm ajor discrepancies between

the predictions of �CD M and the observed properties of

the Universe on sm allscales have presented challenges to

theparadigm .O neoutstanding challenge isthatCold D ark

M atterm odelspredictoveran orderofm agnitudem orelow
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m ass,dark m atter halos around the M ilky W ay than the

num ber of observed satellite dwarfgalaxies.This discrep-

ancy was�rstpointed outby K au�m ann etal.(1993),and

was later con�rm ed by high resolution N-body sim ulations

(K lypin etal.1999;M oore etal.1999;Fontetal.2001).

W ithin the �CD M fram ework,a plausible explanation

for the discrepancy between the num ber ofpredicted sub-

halos and observed satellites lies within baryonic physics.

The fraction ofdark m atter halos with vc �
< 50 km sec

� 1

thatm ayhostalum inousgalaxy can besigni�cantly reduced

by reionization,feedback,and/ortidale�ects(D ekel& Silk

1986;Efstathiou 1992;Thoul& W einberg1996;Q uinn etal.

1996;Bullock etal.2000,2001;Benson etal.2002;Susa &

Um em ura 2004;D ijkstra etal.2004,am ong others).These

baryonic processesare di�cultto m odel.Therefore,the ex-

actextentto which each e�ectsthe presentday lum inosity

ofdark m atter sub-halos rem ains uncertain.A com parison

ofthe totalnum berand theradialdistribution ofpredicted

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403001v2
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visible satelliteswith thatoftheobserved M ilky W ay satel-

litesm ay provideatestofthefeasibility ofparticularm odels

(e.g.Tayloretal.2003;K ravtsov etal.2004).

A num ber of the above im plem entations of baryonic

physicshavebeen abletoreproducetheobserved M ilky W ay

dwarfpopulation.Unfortunately,existing com parisons are

rendered less m eaningfulby the uncertain com pleteness of

the M ilky W ay dwarf satellite population.D ue to incom -

pleteness,the observed satellites m ay not re
ect the prop-

erties ofthe underlying population.M odels that provide a

good m atch to the currentobservations m ay,therefore,ac-

tually underpredictthe underlying population.

PastsearchesforM ilky W ay com panions,although very

successful,su�erfrom unavoidableobservationalbiasesthat

could lead to an undercounting ofM ilky W ay satellitesboth

atlow G alactic latitudesand atlarge(> 100 kpc)distances

(seex3 fordiscussion).Furtherm ore,theextentofthesepos-

siblebiasesisnotwellunderstood duetoalack ofsystem atic

analyses (however,see K leyna et al.1997 for a system atic

analysisoftheirsurvey’ssensitivity).W illm an etal.(2002)

are currently im plem enting a new search forresolved M ilky

W ay dwarfsatellites in the Sloan D igitalSky Survey data.

In contrastto pastsurveys,thissearch issensitiveto dwarfs

sim ilarto and m uch fainterthan any am ong theknown pop-

ulation,atany distanceouttotheM ilky W ay’svirialradius.

TheSD SS m ay thusprovidethem eansto evaluatethepos-

sibility ofundercounting in the outerhalo.

In light ofthe new W illm an et alsurvey,we reevalu-

ate the evidence forincom pletenessto M ilky W ay satellites

sim ilar to those in the known population and highlightthe

possible im pact ofsuch an incom pleteness on com parisons

with substructure m odels.In x2,we describe the N-body

cosm ologicalsim ulation ofa M ilky W ay likegalaxy thatwe

useto com parewith observations.In x3,wereview observa-

tionalevidenceforbiasin thecensusofM ilky W ay com pan-

ionsand estim atethepossiblenum berofundetected galaxies

sim ilarto thoseknown,based on prim arily observationalar-

gum ents.In x4,wecom paretheradialdistribution ofM ilky

W ay dwarfswith thatofboth theoldestand highestvc dark

m attersub-halosofthe sim ulated galaxy.W e use thiscom -

parison both to dem onstrate how wellradialdistributions

m ay be used to distinguish between m odels and to under-

score the possible im pact of observationalbias on such a

com parison.Finally,in x5 weestim atethenum berofdwarfs

sim ilar to the known population that the W illm an et al.

(2002) survey could detect and stillbe consistent with ei-

therofthe two m odelsthatwe consider.

2 T H E SIM U LA T IO N

Reed et al. (2003) recently sim ulated the form ation of a

M ilky W ay-likedisk galaxy in a �CD M Universe.They per-

form ed a dark m atter(D M )only sim ulation ofa M ilky W ay

sized galaxy halo,using PK D G RAV (Stadel2001).In the

following,we use \D M gal" to refer to this galaxy.The de-

tails ofthis sim ulation are in G overnato et al.(2002),but

we sum m arize its properties here.They adopted 
 0 = 0:3,

� = 0:7,h = 0.7,� 8 = 1,and � = 0.21,where � is the

shape param eter ofthe power spectrum .Table 2 lists the

m ain param eters ofthe sim ulation at z = 0.W e use ��/�

R vir M vir N dark M dark �

kpc M � within R vir M � kpc

D M gal 365 2.9 � 1012 864,744 3.3 � 106 0.5

cl1c6 1700 2.9 � 1014 4,568,456 6.3 � 107 1.25

Table 1.Sim ulation D ata
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Figure 1.The cum ulative num berofsub-haloswithin R vir asa

function ofm ass in a dark m atter only �CD M sim ulation ofa 3

� 1012M � galaxy described in G overnato et al.(2002).

� 100 to de�ne the virialradius ofthe galaxy (Eke et al.

1996).

To identify D M gal’s sub-halos,we use the SK ID
1
halo

�nding algorithm with a linking length ofboth 3 kpcand of

2 kpc.W e used the sm aller linking length to include sm all

halosthatare m issed by the longerlinking length.Figure 1

showstheresulting cum ulative num berofdark m attersub-

halosasa function ofm ass.Thecum ulativenum berofD M -

gal’s sub-halosscales roughly as M
� 2

and doesnot 
atten

untilm assesbelow 10
8
M � .

W e com pare the radial distribution of D M gal’s sub-

halos with that ofa higher resolution galaxy cluster sim -

ulation,‘cl1c6’,to ensure the num berofsub-halosatsm all

radiiisnotresolution lim ited.Table 2 includesthe proper-

tiesofcl1c6 from Reed etal.(2003).Figure2 showsthatthe

two radialdistributionsare consistentwith each other,and

also closely m atch that ofthe higher resolution dark m at-

ter galaxy in Stoehr et al.(2003),dem onstrating that the

radialdistribution ofD M gal’s sub-halosisnotsigni�cantly

a�ected by overm erging.

1 http://www-hpcc.astro.washington.edu/tools/skid.htm l
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Figure 2.Theradialdistribution ofdark m attersub-halos,in the

high resolution,dark m atter only sim ulation described in G over-

nato et al. (2002), as com pared to that of a higher resolution

sim ulation ofa galaxy cluster (R eed etal.2003).

3 O B SERVA T IO N A L EV ID EN C E FO R

IN C O M P LET EN ESS IN T H E M ILK Y W A Y

D W A R F G A LA X Y C EN SU S

There is observational evidence that the census of M ilky

W ay com panions m ay be incom plete at low G alactic lati-

tudesand atG alactocentric distance
�
> 100 kpc due to ob-

servationalbiases.In thissection,we discussthese possible

incom pletenessesand crudely estim ate a reasonable correc-

tion to the currently known num berofdwarfs.

3.1 Incom pleteness at Low G alactic Latitude

The increased extinction and stellar foreground toward the

G alactic disk severely lim itthe detectability ofdwarfsthat

m ay lie atlow latitude.Thisbiascould accountforthe ob-

served asym m etricdistribution ofM ilky W ay satelliteswith

latitude,pointed out by M ateo (1998).Figure 3,based on

Figure 2b in M ateo (1998),shows the cum ulative num ber

distribution ofthe 11 M ilky W ay dwarfsatellitesasa func-

tion ofG alactic latitude.Ifthe true distribution ofdwarfs

around the M ilky W ay is uniform with latitude,then their

cum ulative num berwillincrease linearly from the G alactic

poles with increasing 1 - sinjbj(M ateo 1998).The dotted

line in Figure 2 thus shows the predicted distribution ofa

uniform population of11 dwarfsatellites.Forreference,the

solid line showswhere 50% ofsuch a distribution would lie.

Assum ing a uniform latitudedistribution,thefactthat

9 ofthe 11 known dwarfs have been detected at G alactic

latitudesabovetheexpected 50% pointim pliesa totalof18

� 4 galaxies with sim ilar properties to the known dwarfs.

Thisnum berrepresentsa crude approxim ation ofthee�ect

ofobservationalbiasatlow latitude,asweignore thepossi-

bility thatM ilky W ay dwarfsare notrandom ly distributed,

but rather are distributed in ’dynam icalfam ilies’(M ajew-

ski1994;FusiPeccietal.1995;Lynden-Bell& Lynden-Bell

1995;Palm a etal.2002).

Another uncertainty in the above estim ate is that the
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Figure 3. The cum ulative num ber distribution of M ilky W ay

satellitesasa function ofG alactic latitude,where low valuesof1

-sinjbjaretoward theG alacticpoles.Thedotted lineshowsa uni-

form spatialdistribution of11 dwarfs.The dashed line showsthe

latitude distribution of D M galsub-halos,assum ing that galaxy

disksareperpendicularto the m ajoraxisoftheirdark m atterha-

losand renorm alized to the totalnum berofM ilky W ay satellites.

The verticalline showswhere 50% ofthe cum ulative distribution

would lie,fora uniform population.The asym m etry in the distri-

bution im plies that 7 � 2 satellites,sim ilar to the known M ilky

W ay satellites,m ay lie undetected at low b.Based on Figure 2b

from M ateo (1998).

intrinsic distribution ofdwarfsm ay notbe uniform .Forex-

am ple,K arachentsev (1996)found thatM 31’ssatellitesfol-

low an elongated distribution.However,the 3 M 31 satel-

litesdiscovered sincethen decrease theextentofthespatial

asym m etry (Arm andro� etal.1999).Thereisalso som eob-

servationalevidencethatthesatellitesofisolated disk galax-

iesm ay bebiased tolieatjbj> 30 (Holm berg1974;Zaritsky

et al.1997;Zaritsky & G onzalez 1999).However,it is un-

clearhow this\Holm berg e�ect" observed in isolated galax-

ies m ay translate to galaxies in richer environm ents,such

asthe LocalG roup.Furtherm ore,thise�ecthasonly been

observed in satellites with d < 50 kpc (Holm berg 1974) or

300 < d < 500 (Zaritsky et al.1997),and has only been

reproduced in one published num ericalsim ulation ofa disk

galaxy (Pe~narrubia etal.2002).K nebeetal.(2003)recently

showed thattheorbitsofsim ulated galaxy clustersub-halos

are biased to lie along the m ajor axis of the cluster,due

to infallalong �lam ents.They hypothesized that ifgalaxy

disksareperpendicularto them ajoraxisoftheirdark m at-

ter halos,that the bias they observe in sim ulated clusters

m ay explain the Holm berg e�ect.

W ecom puted thelatitudedistribution ofD M gal’ssub-

halosto investigate whetherthe non-uniform ity seen in the

K nebe et al.(2003) cluster sim ulations is also seen in our

galaxy sim ulation.W e determ ined the latitude ofeach sub-

halo assum ing that galaxy disks are perpendicular to the

m ajor axis of their associated dark m atter halos. To de-

term ine the shape and orientation ofD M gal,we used the
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m om ents com m and in TIPSY 2,based on the technique de-

scribed in K atz(1991).Thelatitudedistribution ofD M gal’s

sub-halos,overplotted on Figure3,doesnothavetheasym -

m etry seen in thatofM ilky W ay satellites.Thefactthatthe

latitude distribution ofD M gal’ssub-halosisuniform shows

thattheK nebeetal.(2003)resultisnotnecessarily univer-

sal,and that M ilky W ay satellites are possibly distributed

uniform ly with latitude.

The very recentdiscoveriesoflow latitude,low surface

brightnessstellarstructuresaround the M ilky W ay (M ono-

cerosstream :Newbergetal.2002;Yanny etal.2003;Rocha-

Pinto etal.2003;Ibata etal.2003;Crane etal.2003;M ar-

tin etal.2004;TriAnd:(Rocha-Pinto etal.2004))also lend

strength to theinterpretation thattheapparently asym m et-

ric latitude distribution isatleastpartially due to observa-

tionalbias.Itispossible thateach ofthese stream sm ay be

associated with a low m ass dwarfgalaxy that is currently

undergoingtidaldisruption.However,adistinctcorehasnot

been clearly detected in eithersystem .Such system swould

not necessarily have been identi�ed as a ’dwarfgalaxy’or

’dark m atterhalo’in theoreticalpredictionsoftheexpected

M ilky W ay satellitepopulation.Becauseouranalysisisboth

based on and intended to becom pared with such theoretical

predictions,we do notinclude these system sin ourquanti-

tative analysis.

W e thus conclude that the asym m etric distribution of

M ilky W ay dwarfs with latitude im plies a realistic incom -

pleteness in the M ilky W ay dwarfcensus of� 33% ,with

a range from 0% to 50% including variance due to Pois-

son noise,the factthatsatellitesm ay notbe random ly dis-

tributed, and the fact that the evidence discussed above

shows that there m ay be intrinsic asym m etry in the dis-

tribution.

3.2 Incom pleteness in the O uter G alactic H alo

In this section, we use the known satellite population of

M 31 to crudely estim atethenum berofM ilky W ay satellites

sim ilartothosein theknown population thatm ay havebeen

m issed in pastsurveys.

Surveys for LocalG roup dwarfgalaxies based on dif-

fuse light have been lim ited to centralsurface brightnesses

brighter than 24 { 25 m ag arcsec� 2.However,surveys for

overdensities of resolved stars have been able to identify

�venearby (
�
< 110 kpc)M ilky W ay dwarfsatelliteswith �0

fainter than 25 m ag arcsec� 2 (W ilson 1955;Cannon et al.

1977;Irwin etal.1990;Ibata etal.1994).Threeofthese�ve

were found by visualinspection,one was found serendipi-

tously,and onewasfound asan excessin totalnum berden-

sity ofstarsin scansofUK ST plates.Such surveysare less

sensitive to outerhalo satellites(100 -250 kpc)because far

fewer oftheirstarsare resolved than in m ore nearby satel-

lites.These surveysthuswould have been unable to detect

distant(> 100 kpc)dwarfs asfaintasthose detected m ore

nearby.Such faint,outer halo system s thus lie in a \blind

spot" ofpast surveys.K leyna et al.(1997) did perform a

system atic and autom ated survey for resolved M ilky W ay

com panions over 25% ofthe sky that was sensitive to any

ofthe known dwarfsto distancesof140 kpc.However,85%

2 http://www-hpcc.astro.washington.edu/tools/tipsy/tipsy.htm l
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Figure 4.The V -band centralsurface brightnesses ofthe M ilky

W ay dwarfcom panionsasa function oftheirdistance.The dwarf

census in the boxed region m ay be incom plete because past sur-

veysforM ilky W ay dwarfsatelliteswere lesssensitive to galaxies

in the outer halo. D ata from M ateo (1998) and G rebel et al.

(2003). This �gure is based on Figure 6 from van den Bergh

(1999).

ofthe volum e oftheM ilky W ay’shalo liesbeyond 140 kpc,

leaving open the possibility ofundercounting in the outer

halo.

Thisobservationalbiasm ay explain thenotabledearth

ofM ilky W ay dwarfgalaxiesm oredistantthan 110 kpcwith

surfacebrightnessesfainterthan 24m agarcsec
� 2
,aspointed

out by van den Bergh (1999).Figure 4,based on Figure 6

in van den Bergh (1999),shows the distribution ofcentral

surface brightnessesand G alactocentric distancesofknown

M ilky W ay satellites.Bellazzinietal.(1996)also noted the

apparenttrend ofsurfacebrightnesswith G alactocentricdis-

tanceforM ilky W ay satellites,notincluding theM agellanic

Clouds.They attributed the trend to a true physicale�ect,

due to the G alactic tidal�eld,rather than to an observa-

tionalbias.

Using N-body sim ulations,M ayeretal.(2001) showed

thattidalstirring from the G alactic tidal�eld can serve to

decrease the surface brightness ofdwarfgalaxies.Q ualita-

tively,this e�ect could result in a lack ofultra-low surface

brightnesssatellitesatG alactocentricdistancessm allerthan

100 kpc.Itispossible to testthisalternative hypothesisby

looking fora trend between surface brightnessand distance

in M 31 dwarfsatellites.Because M 31 and its satellites lie

ata com m on distance and aredetected by di�uselight,one

expects the satellites to be uniform ly sam pled with radial

distance from M 31 and thus not to see a positive trend in

their �V ;0 with radial distance due to the bias described

above.O ne instead expects to see a distance independent

cuto� at the surface brightnesscorresponding to the lim it-

ing sensitivity ofexisting sky survey data.Figure 5 shows

the distribution ofcentralsurface brightness and G alacto-

centric distances of known M 31 com panions. The lack of

any radialtrend in the dwarfcom panions to M 31 suggests

thattidalinteractionsalone do notaccountforthe relative

overabundance ofdwarfs fainter than 24 m ag arcsec
� 2

in
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Figure 5.The V -band centralsurface brightnesses ofthe M 31

dwarfcom panions as a function oftheir distance.M 32 is not on

thisplotbecause itisbrighterthan the plotted range.D ata from

M ateo (1998)and G rebeletal.(2003).The region corresponding

to that of a possible incom pleteness in the known M ilky W ay

population is outlined by the dotted box.There is no evidence

for incom pleteness at low surface brightness and large radii,as

wasseen in theM ilky W ay dwarfsatellitedistribution.Thecuto�

seen around �V ;0 = 25 m ag arcsec� 2 m ay be due to the lim iting

surface brightness ofsurveys forLocalG roup dwarfs.

the innerhalo ofthe M ilky W ay.However,thiscom parison

is inconclusive due to the fact that the 5 ultra-faint M ilky

W ay com panions closer than 100 kpc m ay have been thus

farundetectable around M 31.

Anotherway to evaluate the possibility ofundercount-

ing in the outer halo is to com pare the radialdistribution

ofM ilky W ay satellites with that ofM 31 satellites and see

ifthey di�eratlarge radii.Figure 6 showstheradialdistri-

butionsofboth M 31 and M ilky W ay satellitesafternorm al-

izing the G alactocentric distances ofthe dwarfs from each

galaxy by theirparentgalaxy’svirialradius,R vir (258 kpc

forthe M ilky W ay and 280 kpc forM 31 from K lypin etal.

2002). W e also norm alized the radialdistributions to the

cum ulative num berofdwarfs within 0.43 R virial,the m ost

uniform ly sam pled volum earound theM ilky W ay.W eover-

plottheopticalradiusofM 31,to show thatobscuration by

thedisk ofM 31 doesnotcausea substantialundersam pling

ofitsnearby dwarfsatellites.

Figure 6 shows that M 31 satellites are less biased to

lie at sm allradiithan M ilky W ay satellites,as expected if

M ilky W ay satellites are undercounted atlarge radii.How-

ever,M 31 satellites have distance m easurem ent uncertain-

tiesthatrangefrom 25 to 70 kpc(G rebeletal.2003),which

m ay a�ectthe utility ofthiscom parison.W e thussim ulate

the e�ect ofM 31 and M 31 satellite distance uncertainties

on the m easured radial distribution of M 31 satellites. To

do this,we calculate a radialdistribution for each of1000

sam plesofM 31 satellites with distancesdrawn from G aus-

sianswith thepublished distanceuncertaintiesofeach satel-

lite.The distance to M 31 isalso perm itted to vary foreach

sam ple,according to its distance m easurem ent uncertainty

(Stanek & G arnavich 1998).The 1-sigm a range ofresulting
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Figure 6. R adialdistributions of dwarfsatellites to the M ilky

W ay and M 31.The radialdistribution ofM 31 satellites,taking

distance m easurem enterrorsinto account,isoverplotted.Forref-

erence,the opticalradius ofM 31,and the radius beyond which

there is evidence for observational incom pleteness in the M ilky

W ay dwarfsare also overplotted.

radialdistributions is overplotted on Figure 6.This ’sim u-

lated’M 31 radialdistribution is system atically less biased

to sm allradiithan theoriginalM 31 distribution,m aking it

even less consistentwith the observed M ilky W ay distribu-

tion.Thisunusualresultstem sfrom thefactthat7 ofM 31’s

12 satelliteshavem easured distanceswithin 30 kpcofM 31’s

distance.Along a line of sight near M 31,a satellite with

distsat� M W � distM 31� M W has the m inim um distM 31� sat

possible. Therefore, distance errors serve only to increase

distM 31� sat fora m ajority ofM 31 satellites.

A K olm ogorov{Sm irnov test shows that M ilky W ay

satellitesare form ally consistentwith being drawn from the

sam e distribution as the M 31 dwarfs (not accounting for

distance uncertainties).This sim ilarity ofthe radialdistri-

butionssuggeststhattheextentofouterhaloundercounting

m ay notbesubstantial.However,thefactsthat:i)theradial

distribution ofM ilky W ay satellites
attensdram atically at

the interm ediate distancesbeyond which observationalbias

would lead to an undercounting ofM ilky W ay dwarfs and

ii)thetwopopulationshavesuch di�erentsurfacebrightness

distributions at the faint end,m akes the case for inconsis-

tency stronger.Furtherm ore,distance uncertainties reduce

the com patibility ofthe M ilky W ay’sand M 31’s radialdis-

tributions.

To quantitatively assessthe possible num berofm issed

M ilky W ay satellites,wecrudely estim atethenum berofad-

ditionaldwarfs necessary at d
�
> 100 kpc for M 31 and the

M W to havethesam e fraction ofsatelliteswithin 0.43R vir,

them ostuniform ly sam pled volum earound theM ilky W ay.

Ifwe assum e that the M ilky W ay population is uniform ly

sam pled within 110 kpc and,like M 31,that halfofM ilky

W ay dwarfslie beyond 110 kpc (0.43R vir),we expecta to-

talof15 { 18 � 4 M ilky W ay dwarfs.The range in num -

bersisfrom therangein radialdistributionsconsistentwith

distance uncertainties.These upperand lower lim its corre-

spond to a range of0 { 11 undetected dwarfs m ore distant
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m ethod tot totb;corr undet undetb;corr

M 31 15 -18 � 4 25 -29 � 5 4 -7 � 4 14 -18 � 5

oldest 14 � 4 22 � 5 3 � 4 11 � 5

highestvc 20 � 4 33 � 6 9 � 4 22 � 4

Table 2.Predicted N um berofM ilky W ay D warfsW ith Proper-

ties Sim ilarto the K nown Population

than 110 kpc.However,these num bers do not account for

the possible incom pleteness in the known M ilky W ay pop-

ulation at low latitude,discussed in x3.1.Accounting for a

33% incom pleteness at low b increases the above expected

totalnum berofM W dwarfs to 25 { 29 � 5.Thus,we cal-

culate a totalcom bined average incom pleteness from both

G alacticobscuration and undersam pling in theouterhalo of

� 50% ,with a possible range of0% to 66% incom pleteness,

including Poisson variation and uncertainty in the true dis-

tribution ofsatelliteswith latitude.W eem phasizethatthese

num bersonly accountfordwarfswith propertiessim ilar to

the known population and do notextrapolate to a popula-

tion ofeven fainterdwarfs,should they exist.

The robustness ofthese estim ated num bers is a�ected

by thesm allnum bersofdwarfs(and hencethelargepossible


uctuations from the underlying populations) and the fact

that the known population ofM 31 m ay not represent the

underlying distribution ofdwarfsdown to 26 m ag arcsec
� 2
.

However,these num bersare sim ply intended to underscore

the necessity ofconsidering incom pleteness when m atching

m odels to observations, and to provide a prediction that

m ay be testable by the W illm an et al. (2002) survey for

M ilky W ay dwarfcom panions.Severalm arginalcasesofad-

ditionalM ilky W ay dwarfcom panions have been identi�ed

within 110 kpc,such astheM onocerosstream (Yanny etal.

2003,am ong others) and ! Cen (Lee et al.1999;D inescu

et al.1999;M ajewskiet al.2000).Including these sources

in the analysiswould exacerbate the discrepancy in the ra-

dialdistributions and result in a larger predicted possible

num berofundetected satellites.

The quantitative predictions for the num ber ofM ilky

W ay dwarfsatellites with properties sim ilar to the known

population are sum m arized in Table 2. The �rst colum n

gives the distribution the M ilky W ay was com pared to (in

thiscase,M 31).The next4 colum nsgive thepredicted val-

uesfor:thetotalnum berofM W dwarfsassum ing no incom -

pleteness at low latitude,the totalnum ber ofM W dwarfs

assum ing a uniform distribution in latitude,theundetected

num berofdwarfsbeyond 110 kpc assum ing no incom plete-

ness at low latitude,and the totalundetected num ber of

dwarfs (both at low b and in the outer halo) assum ing a

uniform distribution.

4 T H E SPA T IA L D IST R IB U T IO N O F G A LA X Y

SU B -H A LO S IN �C D M SIM U LA T IO N S

In thissection,wecom paretheobserved radialdistributions

ofM ilky W ay and M 31 satellite galaxieswith theradialdis-

tributionspredicted by two di�erentsim plisticsubstructure

m odelsapplied totheM ilky W ay-likegalaxy from athehigh

resolution �CD M cosm ologicalsim ulation described in x2.

W eusethesetwom odelstohighlighttheim pactofapossible

incom pleteness on the robustness ofsuch com parisons.W e

then estim ate the num ber ofadditionalM ilky W ay dwarfs

possible at d
�
> 110 kpc for the observed and the m odel

distributionsto be consistent.

Following Taylor et al (2003), we use either the old-

estor the highestvc sub-halosto characterize two popular

substructure scenarios.The oldest sub-halos would prefer-

entially beobservableaslum inoussatellitegalaxiesin a sce-

nario wherereionization isthedom inantphysicsthate�ects

theobservability oflow m asssub-halos.In thisscenario,low

m asssub-halosthatform afterreionization cannotaccreteas

m uch neutralgasashalosthatform ed beforereionization,if

they can accrete any atall,m aking itdi�cultforsub-halos

that collapse after reionization to ever form stars.O n the

other hand,Stoehr et al.(2002) and Hayashiet al.(2003)

recently suggested thatthe highestvc sub-halos(atz = 0)

m ay preferentially be observable asM ilky W ay satellites,if

the circular velocities ofthe observed M ilky W ay satellites

havebeen grossly underestim ated.In thatscenario,acom bi-

nation ofreionization,feedback,and tidale�ectscould have

rendered allofthelessm assivesub-halosthusfarunobserv-

able.Although these two m odels clearly are not com plete

descriptionsofthe physicsthata�ectssub-halo lum inosity,

they are su�cientforthe purposesdescribed above.

4.1 Identifying O ldest and H ighest vc Sub-halos

To selecttheoldestsub-halos,wereconstructthetrajectory

ofeach sub-halo within R vir ofthegalaxy atz= 0 back to z

= 9.7.W eused them asshistory ofeach sub-halo to interpo-

latethetim eatwhich each contained both 50% and 25% of

itspeak m ass.A sub-halowastheprogenitor,Pb,a ofa sub-

halo,Sa ifit contained the highest fraction ofthe num ber

ofparticlesin Sa.Ifm ultiplehaloscontained > 10% ofSa’s

particles,we selected Pb as the sub-halo that contributed

the highest fraction ofits 10 m ost bound particles to Sa,

following D e Lucia etal.(2004).

W e de�ned the highest vc sub-halos as those with the

highestpeak circularvelocities,vpeak,atz= 0.Thecircular

velocitiesare sim ply determ ined by vc = (G M =r)
0:5
,outto

each sub-halo’s tidalradius.W e �nd that the 15 sub-halos

with the highest vpeaks at z = 0 include the 12 sub-halos

with the highestm assesalong theirpasttrajectory.

4.2 R adialD istribution ofthe O ldest and H ighest

vc Sub-H alos

Figure 7 showsthe radialdistributionsofthe entire D M gal

sub-halopopulation,theoldestand highestvc;z= 0 sub-halos,

and the dwarfpopulationsofthe M ilky W ay and M 31.The

spread in M 31 radialdistributions due to distance uncer-

taintiesisalso overplotted (seex3.2).W eused thesub-halos

thataccreted 50% oftheirpeak m assattheearliesttim eto

de�netheoldestpopulation.Again,wehavenorm alized the

distancesby the virialradiusofthe parenthalo to account

fordi�erencesin the size and m ass ofthe M ilky W ay,M 31

and D M gal.W ehavealsonorm alized theradialdistributions

to thecum ulativenum berofdwarfswithin 0.43 R virial,the

m ostuniform ly sam pled volum earound theM ilky W ay.D ue

tosm allnum bers,K S testsshow thatalloftheplotted distri-

butions,exceptfor thatofthe entire sub-halo distribution,
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areatleastm arginally consistentwith each other.Thiscon-

sistency highlights a potentialdi�culty in using the radial

distribution ofa single population to ruleoutm odels.How-

ever,som e ofthe distributionsare m uch m ore sim ilar than

others,which we discussbelow.

This�gure showsthatsub-haloswith the highestpeak

velocities at z = 0 are biased to lie at sm aller radiithan

the overallsub-halo population.A K S test ofthe two dis-

tributionsshowsthey arenotinconsistentwith being drawn

from the overallsub-halo population with � 30% certainty.

Thisradialbiaswasalso found by Tayloretal.(2003) and

K ravtsov etal.(2004) forgalaxy sub-halos,and G overnato

etal.(2001)and D iem and etal.(2004)forthehighestvpeak

sub-halosofgalaxy clusters.To understand thisradialbias,

considerthattheradialdistribution ofthehighestvpeak sub-

halosisvery sim ilartothatofthesub-haloswith thehighest

m assalongtheirpasttrajectories,asstated in x4.1.Thesub-

halos surviving at sm allG alactocentric distances at z = 0

arethosethatwere,on average,them ostrobustto tidaldis-

ruption.Sub-haloswith thehighestm assesin thepastwere

both m ore robust to tidaldisruption,and would have ex-

perienced dynam icalfriction thatwould have reduced their

apocenterdistances.

The fact that the highest vc sub-halos have a distri-

bution that is m uch less biased to sm all radii than that

ofeven M 31’s satellites,suggests that the Stoehr/Hayashi

m odel m ay not be correct. A recent dynam ical study by

K azantzidisetal.(2003)reachesthe sam e conclusion.Nev-

ertheless,to evaluatethepossibility ofusing radialdistribu-

tions to distinguish between substructure m odels,we com -

putethenum berofundetected outerhalo M ilky W ay satel-

litesnecessary forthesam efraction ofthem and ofthehigh-

est vc sub-halos to lie within 0.43R vir (as we did in x3.2).

The resulting totalnum berofdwarfs sim ilar to the known

population,in the highest vc sub-halo m odel,ranges from

20 { 33,depending on the assum ed latitude distribution of

the satellites.These num bersare sum m arized in Table 2.

Sim ilarto thehighestvc sub-halos,theoldestsub-halos

are biased to lie at sm aller radiithan the overallsub-halo

population,buteven m oreso.In fact,thereisastrikingsim i-

larity between theradialdistribution oftheoldestsub-halos

and the observed satellite galaxies, particularly of M 31’s.

Thescatterin theM 31 satellites’radialdistribution,dueto

distance uncertainties,reduces its sim ilarity to that ofthe

oldest sub-halos.However,a K S test shows that,at worst,

they areconsistentwith each otherat> 80% ,which ism ore

than any ofthe otherdistributions.The radialdistribution

oftheoldestsub-halosde�ned by thetim ethey had accreted

25% of their peak m ass, rather than 50% , also m atches

theplotted distribution very closely.W eagain com pute the

num berofundetected M ilky W ay satellitesnecessary in the

outer halo for the fraction ofM ilky W ay satellites within

0.43R vir to exactly m atch thatoftheoldestsub-halos.The

num bersare sum m arized in Table 2.

The close m atch between the radialdistribution ofthe

oldest sub-halos and that of M 31 seem s to indicate that

reionization is a prim ary factor e�ecting the observability

ofsub-halos.However,K ravtsov et al.(2004) used a m ore

detailed approach and found thatthe observable properties

ofG alactic satellitesare prim arily a function ofthe physics

ofgalaxy form ation,ratherthan reionization.Thisdi�erent

resultdem onstratesthatcosm icscatterintrinsicto both ob-
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Figure 7.The radialdistributions of:dark m atter sub-halos of

a 3 � 1012M � galaxy in a �CD M dark m atter only cosm ological

sim ulation (G overnato et al.2002),the 15 highest vc sub-halos,

the15 oldestsub-halos,and theknown M ilky W ay and M 31 dwarf

satellites.W e also overplotthe spread,due to distance uncertain-

ties,ofM 31 radialdistributions (see x3.2).The highest vc sub-

halosarede�ned asthosewith thehighestvpeak atz= 0,and the

oldest sub-halos are de�ned as those that accreted 50% oftheir

peak m ass atthe earliesttim e.

served and sim ulated satellite distributions m ay be a large

enough e�ectto m akeitdi�culttodistinguish between sub-

structure m odels solely using a sm allsam ple ofradialdis-

tributions.Thispotentialpitfallisre
ected in the factthat

the num bers for the 3 di�erent m odels in Table 1 are all

consistentwithin theirPoisson errors.

5 P R ED IC T IO N S FO R A N EW D W A R F

G A LA X Y SU RV EY

In this section, we determ ine if any of the above predic-

tions for the num ber ofundetected outer halo M ilky W ay

satellitessim ilarto thoseknown willbetestableby thenew

SD SS search for resolved dwarfgalaxy com panions to the

M ilky W ay (W illm an etal.2002).To do this,we calculate

thenum berofundetected dwarfssim ilarto theknown pop-

ulation,butm ore distantthan 110 kpc,thatm ay lie in the

SD SS area undervarioussetsofassum ptions.BecauseSD SS

only observesatb> 30,itcannotconstrain incom pleteness

at low b.The num ber ofpredicted dwarfs in the surveyed

area isindependentofwhetherwe assum e a uniform distri-

bution in latitude orassum e thatthe observed distribution

in latitude accurately re
ects the underlying distribution.

W e thuscom pute the num berofundetected dwarfsas:

fjbj> 30 � fobs;jbj> 30 � nundet;nocorr; (1)

wherefjbj> 30 isthefraction ofsatellitesobserved tolieabove

jbj= 30,fobs;jbj> 30 isthefraction ofjbj> 30 sky thatSD SS

willim age,and nundet;nocorr isthenum berofpredicted un-

detected galaxieswith no latitude correction.

W hen com plete,the SD SS willcover� 25% ofthe en-

tire sky.Based on the num bersin Table 2,we expecta to-

talofonly 2-3 � 1 undetected outer halo dwarfs from the
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M 31 ‘m odel’,a totalof1 � 1 dwarffrom the oldest sub-

halo m odel,and a totalof4 � 2 dwarfs in the highest vc

sub-halo m odel.In the eventofa nulldetection,the SD SS

coverage willnotbe su�cientto de�nitively assesswhether

the underlying radialdistribution ofM W dwarfs is exactly

consistentwith any ofthesethree m odels.However,thede-

tection ofa substantialnum berofouterhalo dwarfs would

callthe\oldestsub-halo"(reionization)m odelintoquestion.

In afuturepaper,wewillassessthenum berofdwarfsfainter

than thosein theknown population,aspredicted by various

substructure m odels,that the new SD SS search should be

sensitive to.

6 C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper,we have reviewed evidence for incom plete-

nessin the known M ilky W ay dwarfsatellites with proper-

ties sim ilar to those in the known population.This possi-

ble incom pletenessisdueto pastobservationalbiasagainst

detecting M ilky W ay satellites at low latitude and in the

outer G alactic halo.Although the levelof incom pleteness

is very uncertain,the fact that an em piricalextrapolation

from the M 31 distribution yields an average totalnum ber

ofM W dwarfs that is 1.5 { 2 tim es the known population

showsthatincom pletenessneedsto betaken seriously when

com paring to m odelsofdwarfgalaxy form ation.

W e used the oldest and highest vc sub-halos ofa sim -

ulated M ilky W ay-like galaxy to dem onstrate how radial

distributionsm ay be used to distinguish between proposed

m odelsofdwarfgalaxy form ation.However,K S testscom -

paring the radialdistributionsofthe M ilky W ay,M 31,and

the oldest sub-halos and the highest vc sub-halos in sim -

ulations show that they are allat least m arginally consis-

tentwith each other.Interestingly,the M 31 distribution is

consistent with the oldest sub-halo distribution at > 95% ,

suggesting that reionization m ay have a substantiale�ect

on the observabilitiy ofsub-halos(however,see K ravtsov et

al.2004).However,sm allnum bersand cosm ic scatter per-

m it at least a m arginalconsistency between a wide range

ofobservationsand m odels.Itisthusdi�cultatpresentto

use radialdistributionsalone to clearly distinguish between

substructurem odels,although they certainly provideacom -

plim entary test ofm odelpredictions.Though faint galaxy

m em bership in othergroupsiscurrently controversial,when

the satellite populations of galaxies in nearby groups are

known m oreprecisely,theirradialdistributionswillprovide

a stronger discrim inant between m odels.Likewise,a large

ensem ble of high resolution sim ulations willallow a m ore

robustassessm entofthe e�ectsofcosm ic scatterand sm all

num berson the predicted satellite population.

The crude argum ents presented in this paperresult in

predicted totalnum bers of dwarfs that range from 1 { 3

tim esthe known num ber,with the m ost realistic estim ates

producingan incom pletenessin theM ilky W ay dwarfcensus

ofup to 50% .The exactlevelofincom pletenessisstrongly

dependenton the distribution ofM ilky W ay satellites with

latitude.Ifthe M ilky W ay censusisincom plete atthe level

of 50% or m ore,then m any existing m odels underpredict

the num ber oflum inous M ilky W ay dwarfs.In particular,

m odels with suppressed sm allscale power would not pro-

duce enough lum inous dwarfgalaxies,as has already been

suggested by Chiu etal.(2001).Note thatourderived \to-

talincom pleteness" only accountsfordwarfswith properties

sim ilarto those known,notany fainterdwarfs,should they

exist.

Currently,the largest uncertainty in the known M ilky

W aypopulation istheunderlyingdistribution ofdwarfswith

latitude.BeforetheM ilky W ay satellitepopulation can yield

a m eaningfulcom parison with substructurem odels,thisun-

certainty needstobeinvestigated with m oredetailthan pre-

sented in thispaper.Theaverageincom pletenessin thecur-

rentcensus,assum ing a uniform distribution in latitudeand

no other incom pleteness, is 33% . Any survey sensitive to

faint dwarfsatellites at low latitude would thusplace very

valuable constraints on the LocalG alaxy lum inosity func-

tion.
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