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ABSTRACT

W e review evidence that the censusofM iky W ay satellites sim ilar to those known
m ay be Incom plete at low latitude due to cbscuration and in the outer halo due to a
decreasing sensitivity to dwarf satellites w ith distance. W e evaluate the possible i —
pact that incom pleteness has on com parisonsw ith substructure m odels by estin ating
corrections to the known num ber of dwarfs using em pirical and theoretical m odels.
Under the assum ption that the true distribution of M iky W ay satellites is uniform
w ith latitude, we estin ate a 33% incom pleteness in the totalnum ber of dw arfs due to
obscuration at low latitude. Sin ilarly, ifthe radialdistrbution ofM iky W ay satellites
m atches that of M 31, or that of the oldest sub-halos or the m ost m assive sub-halos
In a sinulation, then we estim ate a totalnum ber of M iky W ay dwarfs ranging from
1 { 3 tin es the known population. A lthough the true level of incom pleteness is quite
uncertain, the fact that our extrapolations yield average totalnum bers ofM W dw arfs
that are realistically 1.5 { 2 tim es the known population, show s that incom pleteness
needs to be taken seriously when com paring to m odels of dw arf galaxy form ation.
Interestingly, the radialdistrdbution of the oldest sub-halosina CDM simulation of
a M iky W ay-lke galaxy possess a close m atch to the observed distrbution ofM 31’s
satellites, w hich suggests that reionization m ay be an in portant factor controlling the
observability of sub-halos. W e also assess the prospects for a new SD SS search for
M iky W ay satellites to constrain the possible incom pleteness in the outer halo.

K ey words: galaxies:haloes | galaxies:LocalG roup | galaxies:dwarf | m ethods:
N -body sin ulations

1 INTRODUCTION m ass, dark m atter halos around the M iky W ay than the

num ber of cbserved satellite dwarf galaxies. This d‘jscrep—

Thecu ty favored  + cold darkm atter ( CDM ) cosm o= ancy was rst pointed out by 15 ;a; -m-a-nzl-e;:-al- (-159-31), and

logicalm odel successfiilly reproduces m any of the observed  ~ ~_  ~~  —~~ T me-m=s--ss-m-ssmso

lamge-soale properties of the U niverse, including the pmper- ¢ 50 57 272 T504. 7 oore et al. 1969; Font & &l 2003).
ties ofthe Cosm ic M icrow ave Background recently cbserved =~ === --==-=-==-=-=-"==-=-=-==-==---= Emmmmmmm -

by WM AP @Ee_rge_l_ez 91__29(23),_33% r_“‘l“lkfe_rL §jze—a;n£j__c_lu_s-_ W ithin the CDM fram ework, a plausble explanation
tering of galaxy clisters (eg. Eke et al. 1994; Zehavi et or the discrepancy between the number of predicted sub-
----------------- —_r———— N . - . .
al. 2002), and the evolution ofgalaxy cluster counts R osatl halos and observed satellites lies w ithin baryonic physmsl.
'Et_ al _290_2:) . However, severalm apr discrepancies betw een The fraction of dark m atter halos with v. < 50 km sec
the predictions of CDM and the cbserved properties of thatm ay host a lum inousgalaxy can be signi cantly reduced

baryonic processes are di cul to m odel. T herefore, the ex—
Erm ail: beth w il an@ nyu .edu act extent to which each e ects the present day lum inosity
v B rooks Fellow of dark m atter sub-halos rem ains uncertain. A com parison
z A lfred P. Sloan R esearch Fellow of the totalnum ber and the radial distrdbution of predicted
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visble satellites w ith that of the observed M iky W ay satel-
litesm ay provide a test ofthe feasbility ofpart:cu]arm odels

A number of the above In plem entations of baryonic
physicshave been able to reproduce the cbserved M iky W ay
dw arf population. U nfortunately, existing com parisons are
rendered less m eaningful by the uncertain com pleteness of
the M iky W ay dwarf satellite population. D ue to incom -
pleteness, the observed satellites m ay not re ect the prop—
erties of the underlying population. M odels that provide a
good m atch to the current ocbservations m ay, therefore, ac—
tually underpredict the underlying population.

P ast searches forM iky W ay com panions, although very
successfiil, su er from unavoidable observationalbiases that
could lead to an undercounting ofM iky W ay satellites both
at low G alactic latitudes and at large (> 100 kpc) distances
(see x3 or djscussjon) Furthem ore, the extent of these pos—

are currently in plem enting a new search for resolved M iky
W ay dwarf satellites in the Sloan D igial Sky Survey data.
In contrast to past surveys, this search is sensitive to dwarfs
sin ilar to and m uch fainter than any am ong the know n pop—
ulation, at any distance out to theM iky W ay’svirial radius.
The SD SS m ay thus provide the m eans to evaluate the pos—
sbility of undercounting in the outer halo.

In light of the new W illm an et al survey, we reevalu-—
ate the evidence for incom pleteness to M iky W ay satellites
sin ilar to those in the known population and highlight the
possible in pact of such an incom pleteness on com parisons
w ith substructure m odels. In x2, we describe the N -body
coam ological sin ulation ofa M iky W ay lke galaxy that we
use to com pare w ith observations. In x3, we review observa—
tionalevidence forbias in the censusofM iky W ay com pan—
jons a.nd'esl:m atethepossib enumber ofundetected galaxies

sin ilar to-t’t‘rose'krrown- based on primariy doservatiomalar— -

gum ents. In x4, we com pare the radialdistrdbution ofM iky
W ay dwarfsw ith that ofboth the oldest and highest v. dark
m atter sub-halos of the sim ulated galaxy.W e use this com —
parison both to dem onstrate how well radial distribbutions
m ay be used to distinguish between m odels and to under—
score the possble in pact of observational bias on such a
com parison. F inally, in x5 we estin ate the num ber ofdw arfs
sin ilar to the known population that the W illman et al
(2002) survey could detect and still be consistent w ith ei-
ther of the two m odels that we consider.

2 THE SIM ULATION

Reed et al. (2003) recently sinulated the fom ation of a
M iky W ay-lke disk galaxy Ina CDM Universe.They per-
formed a dark m atter OM ) only smu]aggn_gf_a_l\il iky W ay
sized ga]axy halo, ushg PKDGRAV @Eaggl_Z_O_OJ.) In the

we summ arize its properties here. They adopted ¢ = 0:3,

= 0, h= 07, g=1,and = O.2l,where‘ is the
shape param eter of the power spectrum . Table :g lists the
m ain param eters of the sinulation at z= 0.Weuse /

M gark
within R iy M kpc

Ryir M yvir Ngark
kpc M

DMgal 365 29 16 864,744 33 0 05

cllcé 1700 2.9 ¢ 4,568,456 63 10 125

Table 1.Smulation D ata
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Figure 1. The cum ulative num ber of sub-halos w ithin Ri, as a
function ofm ass in a dark matter only CDM _sim u]atuon ofa 3

6M  galaxy described in G ovemato et al. (2002.)

To identify DM gal's sub-halos, we use the SK IDE: halo
nding algorithm w ith a linking length ofboth 3 kpc and of
2 kpc.W e used the an aller linking length to include sm all
halos that are m issed by the longer linking length.F igure ﬁ
show s the resulting cum ulative num ber of dark m atter sub—
halos as a function ofm ass. T he cum ulative num ber of DM —
gal’s sub-halos scales roughly as M 2 and does not atten
untilm asses below 10° M
W e com pare the radial distrbution of DM gals sub-—
halos wih that of a higher resolution galaxy cluster sim -
ulation, tllcé’, to ensure the num ber of sub-halos at sm all
mdan not resolution lim Ji:ed Table 2 Jnc]udes the proper-

ter galaxy in §§o_el;u; et al. _(2_0_0_3) dem onstrating that the

radial distrdboution of DM gal’s sub-halos is not signi cantly
a ected by overm erging.

1 http://www-hpcc.astro w ashington .edu/tools/skid htm 1
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F igure 2.T he radialdistribution ofdark m atter sub-halos,_in the

high resolution ,_d'ark m atter only sim ulation described in :g; QYe_r%

3 OBSERVATIONAL EVIDENCE FOR
INCOMPLETENESS IN THE M ILKY WAY
DWARF GALAXY CENSUS

There is observational evidence that the census of M iky
W ay com panions m ay be Incom plete at low G alactic lati-
tudes and at G alactocentric distance > 100 kpc due to ob—
servationalbiases. In this section, we discuss these possible
Incom pletenesses and crudely estin ate a reasonable correc—
tion to the currently known num ber of dw arfs.

3.1 1Incom pleteness at Low G alactic Latitude

T he increased extinction and stellar foreground tow ard the
G alactic disk severely lim it the detectability of dwarfs that
m ay lie at Jow latitude. T his bias could account for the ob—
served asym m etric distrdbution ofM iky W ay satellites w ith

distrbution ofthe 11 M iky W ay dw arf satellites as a func-
tion of G alactic latitude. If the true distribution of dwarfs
around the M iky W ay is uniform with latitude, then their
cum ulative num ber w ill increase linearly from the G alactic

line n Figure 2 thus show s the predicted distrdbution of a
uniform population of 11 dw arf satellites. For reference, the
solid line show s where 50% of such a distribbution would lie.
A ssum Ing a uniform latitude distribution, the fact that

9 of the 11 known dwarfs have been detected at G alactic
latitudes above the expected 50% point im plies a totalof 18
4 galaxies w ith sin ilar properties to the known dwarfs.

T his num ber represents a crude approxin ation of the e ect
of observationalbias at low latitude, as we ignore the possi-

A nother uncertainty in the above estin ate is that the
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Figure 3. The cumulative num ber distridbution of M iky W ay
satellites as a function of G alactic latitude, w here low values ofl
—sin pjare tow ard the G alactic poles. T he dotted line show sa uni-
form spatialdistribution of 11 dwarfs. T he dashed line show s the
Jatitude distribution of DM gal sub-halos, assum ing that galaxy
disks are perpendicular to the m a or axis of their dark m atter ha-
los and renom alized to the totalnum ber ofM iky W ay satellites.
T he vertical line show s where 50% of the cum ulative distribution
would lie, for a uniform population. T he asym m etry in the distri-
bution im plies that 7 2 satellites, sim ilar to the known M iky
W ay satellites, m ay lie undetected at low b.Based on Figure 2b

from M ateo (1998).

Intrinsic distribbution of dwarfs m ay not be uniform . For ex—

low an elongated distrdbution. H owever, the 3 M 31 satel-
lites discovered since then decrease the extent of the spatial

clearhow this \H olm berg e ect" observed in isolated galax—
jes m ay translate to galaxies in richer environm ents, such
as the Local G roup. Furthem ore, this e ect has only been

show ed that the orbits of sin ulated galaxy cluster sub-halos
are biased to lie along the m ajpr axis of the cluster, due
to infall along lam ents. T hey hypothesized that if galaxy
disks are perpendicular to the m a pr axis of their dark m at—
ter halos, that the bias they observe In sin ulated clusters
m ay explain the Holmberg e ect.

W e com puted the latitude distribbution ofDM gal's sub-
halos to investigate whether the non-uniform ity seen In the

galaxy sim ulation.W e detem ined the latitude of each sub-
halo assum ing that galaxy disks are perpendicular to the
m apr axis of their associated dark m atter halos. To de—
tem ine the shape and ordentation of DM gal, we used the
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m om ents command n TIPSY, ,based on thetechmquede—

m etry seen in that ofM iky W ay sate]htes T he fact that the
latitude dJsUibqun ofDM gal's sub—ha]os is umfm:m show s

sal, and that M iky W ay sate]htes are possbly distributed
uniform Iy with latitude.
T he very recent discoveries of low ]atjtude, low surface

s&ength to the mterpretamon that the apparently asym m et—
ric latitude distrlbution is at least partially due to observa—
tionalbias. It is possble that each of these stream sm ay be
associated wih a low m ass dwarf galaxy that is currently
undergoing tidaldisruption . H ow ever, a distinct core hasnot
been clearly detected in either system . Such system s would
not necessarily have been identi ed as a ’'dwarf galaxy’ or
'dark m atter halo’ in theoretical predictions of the expected
M iky W ay satellite population.B ecause our analysis isboth
based on and Intended to be com pared w ith such theoretical

predlct!ons, wedoTot Tickidethése sy Stam s 1 our quanti

£“1 &JJ‘JJ-J-J-J-J-J-J-J-J-JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

W e thus conclude that the asym m etric distribbution of
M iky W ay dwarfs with latitude in plies a realistic incom -
pleteness in the M iky W ay dwarf census of 33%, wih
a range from 0% to 50% including variance due to Pois—
son noise, the fact that satellites m ay not be random ly dis—
tributed, and the fact that the evidence discussed above
show s that there m ay be Intrinsic asymm etry in the dis—
trbution.

3.2 1Incom pleteness in the O uter G alactic H alo

In this section, we use the known satellite population of
M 31 to crudely estim ate the num berofM iky W ay satellites
sin ilarto those In the know n population thatm ay have been
m issed In past surveys.

Surveys for Local G roup dwarf galaxies based on dif-
fiise light have been lim ited to central surface brightnesses
brighter than 24 { 25 m ag arcsec 2 However, surveys for
overdensities of resolved stars have been able to identify

ve nearby (< 110 kpc) M iky W ay dwarf satelliteswith o

fainter than 25 mag arcsec 2 (W ilson 1955 C annon et al

were ﬁ)und by visual Jnspect:on one was found serendipi-
tously, and one was found as an excess in totalnum ber den—
sity of stars in scans of UK ST plates. Such surveys are less
sensitive to outer halo satellites (100 —250 kpc) because far
few er of their stars are resolved than In m ore nearby satel-
lites. T hese surveys thus would have been unable to detect
distant (> 100 kpc) dwarfs as faint as those detected m ore
nearby. Such faint, outer halo system s thus he n a \blnd

system atic and autom ated survey for reso]yed M iky W ay
com panions over 25% of the sky that was sensitive to any
of the known dwarfs to distances of 140 kpc. H ow ever, 85%

2 http://www -hpcc.astro w ashington .edu/tools/tipsy /tipsy htm 1
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Figure 4.The V -band central surface brightnesses of the M iky
W ay dw arf com panions as a fiunction of their distance. T he dw arf
census in the boxed region m ay be incom plete because past sur-

of the volum e of the M iky W ay’s halo lies beyond 140 kpc,
leaving open the possbility of undercounting in the outer
halo.

T his observationalbiasm ay explain the notable dearth
ofM iky W ay dwarfgalaxiesm ore distant than 110 kpcw ith
surface bmg_hmesses fainterthan 24 m ag arcsec z, aspomted

apparent trend ofsurﬁoe brightnessw ith G a]actooentnc dis-
tance forM iky W ay satellites, not incliding the M agellanic
C louds. T hey attributed the trend to a true physicale ect,
due to the G alactic tidal eld, rather than to an observa—
tjonaleas

that tidal stirring from the G a]act:c tidal eld can serve to
decrease the surface brightness of dwarf galaxies. Q ualita—
tively, this e ect could result in a lack of ultra—-low surface
brightness satellites at G alactocentric distances am aller than
100 kpc. It is possble to test this altemative hypothesis by
Jooking for a trend between surface brightness and distance
In M 31 dwarf satellites. Because M 31 and its satellites lie
at a comm on distance and are detected by di use light, one
expects the satellites to be uniform Iy sam pled w ith radial
distance from M 31 and thus not to see a positive trend in
their v;0 wih radial distance due to the bias described
above. O ne Instead expects to see a distance independent
cuto at the surface brightness corresponding to the lim it—
Ing sensitivity of existing sky survey data. F igure 5 show s
the distrbution of central surface brightness and G alacto-
centric distances of known M 31 com panions. The lack of
any radial trend in the dwarf com panions to M 31 suggests
that tidal interactions alone do not account for the relative

overabundance of dwarfs fainter than 24 m ag arcsec 2 i



T he Observed and P redicted Spatial D istribution ofM iky W ay Satellite Galaxies 5

20é .I T T o T T
Known M31 Satellites

N
[y
T
1

N
N
°

1

N
N
1

N
(621

N
(«2}

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
distance from M31 (kpc)

Figure 5. The V-band central surface brightnesses of the M 31
dw arf com panions as a function of their distance. M 32 is not on

to that of a possble incom pleteness in the known M iky W ay
population is outlined by the dotted box. T here is no evidence
for incom pleteness at low surface brightness and large radii, as
was seen in the M iky W ay dw arf satellite distribution. T he cuto
seen around v;o = 25 m ag arcsec 2 m ay be due to the lim iting
surface brightness of surveys for Local G roup dw arfs.

the Inner halo of the M iky W ay. H ow ever, this com parison
is lnconclusive due to the fact that the 5 uktra-faint M iky
W ay com panions closer than 100 kpc m ay have been thus
far undetectable around M 31.

A nother way to evaluate the possibility of undercount—
Ing in the outer halo is to com pare the radial distribution
ofM iky W ay satellites w ith that 'olfM 31 satellites and see
ifthey di er at large radii. F igure & show s the radial distri-
butions ofboth M 31 and M iky W ay satellites after nom al-
izing the G alactocentric distances of the dwarfs from each
galaxy by their parent galaxy’s virial radius, Rvir (258 kpc

for the M iky W ay and 280 kpc for M 31 from K lypin et all
2002) ._:W e also nom alized the radial distrbutions to the
cum ulative num ber of dwarfs within 043 Ryiria1, the m ost
uniform ly sam pled volum e around the M iky W ay.W e over—
plot the optical radius of M 31, to show that ocbscuration by
the disk ofM 31 does not cause a substantial undersam pling
of its nearby dw arf satellites.

Figure :_é show s that M 31 satellites are less biased to
lie at am all radii than M iky W ay satellites, as expected if
M iky W ay satellites are undercounted at large radii. H ow —
ever, M 31 satellites have distance m easurem ent uncertain—

may a ect the utility of this com parison. W e thus sin ulate
the e ect of M 31 and M 31 satellite distance uncertainties
on the measured radial distrbbution of M 31 satellites. To
do this, we calculate a radial distribution for each of 1000
sam ples of M 31 satellites w ith distances drawn from G aus—
siansw ith the published distance uncertainties ofeach satel-
lite. T he distance to M 31 is also pem itted to vary for each

25—~ T T~ T T T T " T T T T
[ - Observed Milky Way Saellites ;
L - - - Observed M31 Stellites
§ 20k E M31 Satellites - incl. distance uncertainty
k] L ]
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Figure 6. Radial distrbutions of dw arf satellites to the M iky
W ay and M 31. The radial distribution of M 31 satellites, taking
distance m easurem ent errors into account, is overplotted. For ref-
erence, the optical radius of M 31, and the radius beyond which
there is evidence for observational incom pleteness in the M iky
W ay dw arfs are also overplotted.

radial distrdbutions is overplotted on F igure E‘ This 'sin u—
lated’ M 31 radial distrdbution is system atically less biased
to am all radii than the originalM 31 distrdbution, m aking it
even less consistent w ith the observed M iky W ay distriu-
tion.Thisunusualresul stem s from the fact that 7 ofM 31’s
12 satellites havem easured distancesw ithin 30 kpc ofM 31’s
distance. A Iong a line of sight near M 31, a satellite w ith
distsat m w disty 31 v w has them nimum distu 31 sat
possible. T herefore, distance errors serve only to increase
distm 31 sat oramajprity ofM 31 satellites.

A Koln ogorov{Sm imov test shows that M iky W ay
satellites are form ally consistent w ith being drawn from the
sam e distrbution as the M 31 dwarfs (not accounting for
distance uncertainties). T his sin ilarity of the radial distri-
butions suggests that the extent of outer halo undercounting
m ay not be substantial. H ow ever, the facts that: i) the radial
distrbution ofM iky W ay satellites attens dram atically at
the intem ediate distances beyond which cbservationalbias
would lead to an undercounting of M iky W ay dwarfs and
ii) the tw o populations have such di erent surface brightness
distrdbutions at the aint end, m akes the case for inconsis—
tency stronger. Furthem ore, distance uncertainties reduce
the com patibility of the M iky W ay’s and M 31’s radial dis-
tributions.

To quantitatively assess the possble num ber of m issed
M iky W ay satellites, we crudely estim ate the num ber ofad—
ditional dw arfs necessary at d > 100 kpc for M 31 and the
MW to have the sam e fraction of satellites w ithin 0 43R yir,
the m ost uniform ly sam pled volum e around the M iky W ay.
If we assum e that the M iky W ay population is uniform Iy
sam pled wihin 110 kpc and, like M 31, that half of M iky
W ay dwarfs lie beyond 110 kpc (0 43R yir), we expect a to—
talof 15 { 18 4 M iky W ay dwarfs. The range in num —
bers is from the range in radialdistributions consistent w ith
distance uncertainties. T hese upper and lower lin its corre—
soond to a range of 0 { 11 undetected dw arfs m ore distant
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m ethod tot totp;corr undet undety;corr
M 31 15 -18 4 25-29 5 4-7 4 14 -18
oldest 14 22 5 3 11 5

highest vc 20 33 22 4

5

Table 2.P redicted Num ber of M iky W ay Dwarfs W ith P roper—
ties Sim ilar to the Known P opulation

than 110 kpc. H owever, these num bers do not account for
the possble incom pleteness in the known M iky W ay pop—
ulation at low latitude, discussed in x3.1. A ccounting for a
33% incom pleteness at low b increases the above expected
totalnumber of M W dwarfs to 25 { 29 5.Thus, we cal-
culate a total com bined average incom pleteness from both
G alactic obscuration and undersam pling in the outerhalo of
50% , with a possible range 0f 0% to 66% incom pleteness,
Including P oisson variation and uncertainty in the true dis—
tribution of satellites w ith latitude.W e em phasize that these
num bers only account for dw arfs w ith properties sin ilar to
the known population and do not extrapolate to a popula—
tion of even fainter dw arfs, should they exist.
T he robustness of these estim ated num bers is a ected
by the am allnum bers ofdw arfs (and hence the lJarge possible
uctuations from the underlying populations) and the fact
that the known population of M 31 m ay not represent the
underlying distribbution of dwarfs down to 26 m ag arcsec 2,
H owever, these num bers are sin ply intended to underscore
the necessity of considering incom pleteness when m atching

M iky W ay dw arf com panions. Severalm arginal cases ofad—
ditionalM iky W ay dwarf com panions have been identi ed
w ithin 110 kpc, such as theM onoceros stream (Y anny et al.

iIn the analysis would exacerbate the discrepancy in the ra—
dial distrdbutions and result in a larger predicted possble
num ber of undetected satellites.

T he quantitative predictions for the number of M iky
W ay dwarf satellites w ith properties sin ilar to the known
population are summ arized In Table :2: The st column
gives the distrbution the M iky W ay was com pared to (In
this case, M 31). The next 4 colum ns give the predicted val-
ues for: the totalnum berofM W dw arfs assum Ing no incom —
pleteness at low latitude, the totalnumber of M W dwarfs
assum ing a uniform distrbution in latitude, the undetected
num ber of dw arfs beyond 110 kpc assum ing no incom plete—
ness at low latitude, and the total undetected num ber of
dwarfs (both at low b and in the outer halo) assum ing a
unifom distrdbution.

4 THE SPATIALDISTRIBUTION OF GALAXY
SUB-HALOS IN CDM SIM ULATIONS

In this section, we com pare the observed radialdistributions
ofM iky W ay and M 31 satellite galaxies w ith the radialdis-
tributions predicted by two di erent sin plistic substructure
m odels applied to theM iky W ay-like galaxy from athehigh
resolution CDM coam ological sin ulation describbed in x2.

W eusethese twom odelsto highlight the in pact ofa possible
ncom pleteness on the robustness of such com parisons. W e
then estim ate the num ber of additionalM iky W ay dwarfs
possble at d > 110 kpc for the observed and the m odel
distribbutions to be consistent.

Follow ing Taylor et al (2003), we use either the old-
est or the highest v. sub-halos to characterize two popular
substructure scenarios. The oldest sub-halos would prefer—
entially be observable as lum inous satellite galaxies in a sce—
nario w here reionization is the dom inant physics that e ects
the observability of low m ass sub-halos. In this scenario, low
m ass sub-halosthat form after rejonization cannot accrete as
m uch neutralgas as halos that form ed before reionization, if
they can accrete any at all, m aking it di cul for sub-halos

recently suggested that the highest v. sub-halos (@t z = 0)
m ay preferentially be observable as M iky W ay satellites, if
the circular velocities of the observed M iky W ay satellites
have been grossly underestin ated . In that scenario, a com bi-
nation of reionization, feedback, and tidale ects could have
rendered all of the lessm assive sub-halos thus far uncbserv—
able. A though these two m odels clearly are not com plete
descriptions of the physics that a ects sub-halo um inosity,
they are su cient for the purposes described above.

4.1 Identifying O ldest and H ighest v. Sub-halos

To select the oldest sub-halos, we reconstruct the tra fctory
ofeach sub-halo within Ry;ir ofthe galaxy at z= 0 back to z
= 9.7.W eused them ass history ofeach sub-halo to interpo-
late the tim e at which each contained both 50% and 25% of
itspeak m ass.A sub-halo was the progenitor, Py, a ofa sub—
halo, S, if it contained the highest fraction of the num ber
ofparticles in S, . Ifm uliple halos contained > 10% ofS,’s
particles, we selected P, as the sub-halo that contributed

W e de ned the highest v. sub-halos as those with the
highest peak circular velocities, Vpeak , at z= 0.The circular
velocities are sin ply detem ined by ve = GM =r)°®, out to
each sub-halo’s tidal radius. W e nd that the 15 sub-halos
with the highest Vpeaxs at z = 0 include the 12 sub-halos
w ith the highest m asses along their past tra fctory.

4.2 RadialD istribution of the O ldest and H ighest

ve Sub-H alos

F jgure:j show s the radial distrdbutions of the entire DM gal
sub-halo population, the oldest and highest v¢;,- ¢ sub-halos,
and the dwarfpopulations ofthe M iky W ay and M 31. The
soread In M 31 radial distrdbbutions due to distance uncer—
tainties is also overplotted (see x32).W e used the sub-halos
that accreted 50% oftheirpeak m ass at the earliest tim e to
de ne the oldest population.A gain, we have nom alized the
distances by the virial radius of the parent halo to account
for di erences In the size and m ass ofthe M iky W ay, M 31

and DM gal W ehave also nom alized the radialdistributions
to the cum ulative num ber of dwarfs within 043 Ryiria1, the
m ost uniform ly sam pled volum e around theM iky W ay.D ue
to sm allnum bers, K S tests show that allofthe plotted distri-
butions, except for that of the entire sub-halo distrdbution,
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are at least m arghhally consistent w ith each other. T his con—
sistency highlights a potential di culy In using the radial
distribution ofa single population to rule out m odels. H ow —
ever, som e of the distribbutions are m uch m ore sim ilar than
others, which we discuss below .

This gure show s that sub-halos w ith the highest peak
velocities at z = 0 are biased to lie at am aller radii than
the overall sub-halo population. A K S test of the two dis—
tributions show s they are not inconsistent w ith being drawn
ftom the ovem]l sub-halo population with 30% oeltajnty.

sub—halos ofga]axy clusters. To understand this radialbias,
consider that the radialdistrdbution ofthe highest vpeax sub-—
halos is very sin ilar to that ofthe sub-halosw ith the highest
m ass along their past tra fctories, as stated in x4.1.T he sub—
halos surviving at an all G alactocentric distances at z = 0
are those that were, on average, them ost robust to tidaldis-
ruption. Sub-halos w ith the highest m asses in the past were
both m ore robust to tidal disruption, and would have ex—
perienced dynam ical friction that would have reduced their
apocenter distances.

The fact that the highest v. sub-halos have a distri-
bution that is much less biased to an all radii than that
of even M 31’s satellites, suggests that the Stoehr/H ayashi
m odel m ay not be cor.rect A recent dynam ical study by

ertheless, to evaluate the possibility ofusing radJaldJsUibu—
tions to distinguish between substructure m odels, we com —
pute the num ber of undetected outer halo M iky W ay satel-
lites necessary for the sam e fraction ofthem and ofthe high—
est vc sub-halos to lie within 043Rvir (@swe did In x32).
The resulting total num ber of dw arfs sin ilar to the known
population, in the highest v. sub-halo m odel, ranges from
20 { 33, depending on the assum ed latitude distribution of
the satellites. T hese num bers are sum m arized in Tabl 2.

Sin ilar to the highest v sub-halos, the oldest sub-halos
are biased to lie at an aller radii than the overall sub-halo
population, but even m ore so. In fact, there isa strdking sin
larity between the radialdistribution of the oldest sub-halos
and the observed satellite galaxies, particularly of M 31’s.
T he scatter in the M 31 satellites’ radial distrbution, due to
distance uncertainties, reduces its sin ilarity to that of the
oldest sub-halos. However, a K S test show s that, at worst,
they are consistent w ith each otherat > 80% ,which ism ore
than any of the other distrdbutions. T he radial distrdbution
ofthe oldest sub-halosde ned by the tim e they had accreted
25% of their peak m ass, rather than 50% , also m atches
the plotted distrdbution very closely. W e again com pute the
num ber of undetected M iky W ay satellites necessary in the
outer halo for the fraction of M iky W ay satellites w ithin
043Rvir to exactly m atch that of the oldest sub-halos. The
num bers are sum m arized in Tabl 2.

The close m atch between the radial distribution of the
oldest sub-halos and that of M 31 seem s to indicate that
rejonization is a prim ary factor e ecting the observability

detailed approach and ﬁ)und that the observable properties
of G alactic satellites are prim arily a fiinction of the physics
ofgalaxy form ation, rather than reionization. This di erent
result dem onstrates that coan ic scatter intrinsic to both ob—
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Figure 7. The J:adjal distributions of: dark m atter sub—halos of
a3 1@2

the 15 oldest sub-halos, and the know nM iky W ay and M 31 dwarf
satellites. W e also overplot the spread, due to distance uncertain—
ties, of M 31 radial distributions (see x3.2). T he highest v. sub-
halosarede ned asthosew ith the highest vpeax atz= 0, and the
oldest sub-halos are de ned as those that accreted 50% of their
peak m ass at the earliest tim e.

served and sin ulated satellite distrdbbutions m ay be a large
enough e ect tom ake i di cul to distinguish between sub-
structure m odels sokely using a sn all sam ple of radial dis—
tribbutions. T his potential pitfall is re ected in the fact that
the num bers for the 3 di erent models iIn Tabl 1 are all
consistent w ithin their P oisson errors.

5 PREDICTIONS FOR A NEW DWARF
GALAXY SURVEY

In this section, we detemm ine if any of the above predic—
tions for the num ber of undetected outer halo M iky W ay
satellites sin ilar to those known w illbe testable by the new
SD SS %amh ﬁ)r resolved dwarf galaxy com panJons to the

the num ber of undetected dw arfs sin ilar to the known pop-—
ulation, but m ore distant than 110 kpc, that m ay lie in the
SD SS area undervarious sets of assum ptions.Because SD SS
only observes at b> 30, it cannot constrain Incom pleteness
at low b. The number of predicted dwarfs In the surveyed
area is independent of whether we assum e a uniform distri-
bution in latitude or assum e that the observed distribution
In latitude accurately re ects the underlying distribution.
W e thus com pute the num ber of undetected dw arfs as:

f:bj> 30 é}s;j)? 30 Qndetjnocorrs (l)
where f35, 3¢ isthe fraction of satellites cbserved to lie above
= 30, fops; 5 30 Is the fraction of 1j> 30 sky that SD SS
w ill In age, and Nundet;nocorr 1S the num ber of predicted un—
detected galaxies w ith no latitude correction.

W hen com plete, the SD SS wﬂlcover 25% ofthe en-
tire sky.Based on the num bers in TabJeQn we expect a to-

talofonly 23 1 undetected outer halo dwarfs from the
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M 31 hmodel, a total of 1 1 dwarf from the oldest sub-—
halo m odel, and a total of 4 2 dwarfs In the highest v,
sub-halo m odel. In the event of a null detection, the SD SS
coverage w ill not be su cient to de nitively assess whether
the underlying radial distribution of M W dwarfs is exactly
consistent w ith any of these three m odels. H ow ever, the de—
tection of a substantial num ber of outer halo dwarfs would
callthe \oldest sub-halo" (reionization) m odelinto question.
In a future paper, we w illassess the num ber ofdw arfs ainter
than those in the know n population, as predicted by various
substructure m odels, that the new SD SS search should be
sensitive to.

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have reviewed evidence for incom plete-
ness in the known M iky W ay dw arf satellites w ith proper—
ties sin ilar to those In the known population. T his possi-
ble incom pleteness is due to past observational bias against
detecting M iky W ay satellites at low latitude and in the
outer G alactic halo. A Ithough the level of Incom pleteness
is very uncertain, the fact that an em pirical extrapolation
from the M 31 distrdbbution yields an average total num ber
of MW dwarfs that is1.5 { 2 tim es the known population
show s that Incom pleteness needs to be taken seriously when
com paring to m odels of dw arf galaxy form ation.

W e used the oldest and highest v. sub-halos of a sin —
ulated M iky W ay-lke galaxy to dem onstrate how radial
distributions m ay be used to distinguish between proposed
m odels of dw arf galaxy formm ation. H owever, K S tests com —
paring the radial distrbutions of the M iky W ay, M 31, and
the oldest sub-halos and the highest v. sub-halos in sin -
ulations show that they are all at least m arghhally consis—
tent w ith each other. Interestingly, the M 31 distribbution is
consistent w ith the oldest sub-halo distribution at > 95% ,
suggesting that reionization m ay have a substantial e ect
on the observabilityy of sub-halos (however, see K ravtsov et
al. 2004) . However, sm all num bers and coam ic scatter per—
m it at least a m arginal consistency between a wide range
of observations and m odels. It is thus di cul at present to
use radial distrbutions alone to clearly distinguish between
substructurem odels, although they certainly provide a com —
plin entary test of m odel predictions. Though faint galaxy
m em bership in other groups is currently controversial, when
the satellite populations of galaxies in nearby groups are
known m ore precisely, their radial distributions w ill provide
a stronger discrim inant between m odels. Likew ise, a large
ensem ble of high resolution simulations will allow a m ore
robust assesan ent of the e ects of coan ic scatter and an all
num bers on the predicted satellite population.

T he crude argum ents presented in this paper resul in
predicted total numbers of dwarfs that range from 1 { 3
tin es the known num ber, w ith the m ost realistic estim ates
producing an Incom pleteness in theM iky W ay dwarfcensus
of up to 50% . The exact level of incom pleteness is strongly
dependent on the distrbution ofM iky W ay satellites w ith
latitude. If the M iky W ay census is Incom plete at the level
of 50% or more, then m any existing m odels underpredict
the num ber of lum inous M iky W ay dwarfs. In particular,
m odels w ith suppressed sm all scale power would not pro—
duce enough lum inous dw arf galaxies, as has already been

suggested by Chiu et al. (2001). N ote that our derived \to—
talincom pleteness" only accounts for dw arfs w ith properties
sin ilar to those known, not any fainter dwarfs, should they
exist.

Currently, the Jargest uncertainty in the known M iky
W ay population isthe underlying distribution ofdw arfsw ith
latitude.Before theM iky W ay satellite population can yield
am eaningfiil com parison w ith substructure m odels, thisun-
certainty needs to be nvestigated w ith m ore detailthan pre—
sented in this paper. T he average incom pleteness in the cur—
rent census, assum Ing a uniform distribbution in latitude and
no other incom pleteness, is 33% . Any survey sensitive to
faint dwarf satellites at low latitude would thus place very
valuable constraints on the Local G alaxy lum nosiy func—
tion.
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