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ABSTRACT

W e com pute the properties of dark m atter halos with mass 10°®  10°M
at redshift z = 6 11 iIn the standard cold dark m atter coan ological m odel,
utilizing a very high resolution N-body sinulation. W e nd that dark m atter
halos in these m ass and redshift ranges are signi cantly biased overm atterw ith
a bias factor n the range 2 6. The dark m atter halo m ass function digplays a
slopeof205 0:d5atthesnallmassend. W edonot nd auniversaldark m atter
density pro k. Instead, we nd a signi cant dependence of the central density
pro ke of dark m atter halos on halo mass and epoch with = 04 10; the
high-m ass M 10°M ) low-redshift (z  6) halos occupy the high end of the
range and low-m ass M 10'M ) high-redshift (z  11) halos occupy the low
end. Additionally, or xed m assand epoch there isa signi cant digpersion in
due to the stochastic asssmbly ofhalos. Ourresults ta relationship ofthe fom

0= 05((L+ z)=70) *2°M =10'M )21+ 2=70 y ih 3 dispersion about this t
of 035 and no system atic dependence of variance correlated w ith environm ent.
Them edian soin param eter of dark m atter halos is 0:03  0:04 but w ith a large
lognom al dispersion of 0:4. Varous quantities are tabulated or tted wih
em pircal form ulae.
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1. Introduction

The reionization epoch is now within the direct cbservational reach thanks to rapid
recent observational advances In two fronts | optical quasar absorption from Sloan D igi-
tal Sky Survey (SD SS) (Fan et al. 2001; Becker et al. 2001) and the W ikinson M icrowave
Anisotropy Probe W M AP) experiment Kogut et al. 2003). The picture painted by the
com bined observations, perhaps not too surprisingly, strongly suggests a com plex cosn ologi-
cal refonization process, consistent w ith the double reionization socenario (Cen 2003). Tt m ay
be that this is the beginning of a paradigm <hift in our focus on the high redshift universe:
the star fom ation history of the early universe can now be observationally constrained.

It thus becom es urgent to theoretically explore galaxy and star fom ation process at
high redshift in the dark age (z 6). In the context of the standard cold dark m atter
m odel it is expected that stars w ithin halos ofmass 10’ 10°M  at high redshift play an
In portant, if not dom inant, rok In detem Ining how and when the universe was reionized.
Furthem ore, these fossilhalosm ay be seen In the localuniverse as satellites ofgiant galaxies.
T his Iinkage m ay potentially provide a great leverage to naildown the properties of the high
redshift galaxies.

In this paper, as a step towards understanding galaxy fom ation at high redshift, we
Investigate the properties of dark m atter halos at z 6, using very high resolution TPM
N-body Bode et al. 2001; Bode & O striker 2003) simulations. W hik there is an extensive
literature on properties of halos at low redshift, there is virtually no system atic study of
dark halos at z 6. The LCDM sinulation has a com oving box size of 4h 'M pc with
512° = 10°% particks, a partickmassofm, = 366 10°h 'M , and com oving gravitational
softening length of 0:14 h 'kpc. These resolutions allow us to accurately characterize the
properties ofhalosdown toamass 10°* h 'M  (having about 100 particles w ithin the virial
radiis). T he outline of this paper is as ollow s. T he sim ulation details are given In x2. In x3
we quantify properties of dark m atter halos in them ass range 10°® 10°M , including the
m ass function, bias and clustering properties, density pro ke distribution, angularm om entum
soin param eter distribbution, Intemal angular m om entum distrbution and peculiar velocity
distrdoution. W e conclude in x4.

2. The Simulation

A standard spatially at LCDM oosn ology was chosen, wih , = 027 and = 0:73;
the H ubble constant was taken tobe 70 km /s/M pc. T he nitial conditionswere created using
the GRAF IC 2 package by Bertschinger (2001). T he m atter transfer finction was caloulated
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w ith the included Bolzm ann integrator M a & Bertschinger 1995), using ,h? = 0211 or
the baryon fraction and g = 0:73 for the nom alization of the m atter power spectrum .

The sinulation contained N = 5123 particles in a com oving periodic box 4h M pc
on a side, making the particek massm, = 357 10°h 'M . The starting redshift was
z = 53, and the system was evolved down to z = 6. The evolution was carried out w ih
the parallel Tree{Particle{M esh code TPM Ku 1995; Bode, O striker, & Xu 2000; Bode &
O striker 2003), using a 1024° mesh. The evolution took 1150 PM steps, w ith particles in
dense regions taking up to 19,500 steps. T he run was carried out using up to 256 processors
on the Terascale Com puting System at P ittsdourgh Supercom puting C enter.

T he spline softening length i the tree portion of the code was sest to = 0:14 h 'kpc.
W ith this softening length, relaxation by z = 6 inside the core ofa collapsed halo (assum Ing
an NFW densiy distrbution wih ¢ = 12) will not be signi cant over the course of the
sim ulation for those ob fcts containing m ore than 100 particles. T he opening anglk in the
BamesH ut criterion used by TPM was = 0577,and thetine step parameter = 0:3;also,
the initial values for locating treeswere A = 20 and B = 125| seeBode & O strker (2003)
for details. In the TPM oode, not all regions are treated at full resolution. The lin ting
density (@bove which all cells are put into trees for ncreased resolution) risesw ith tine. By
the end ofthis run, all cells containing m ore than 18 particlks are stillbeing followed at fi1ll
resolution. Thus this factor is not in portant if the analysis is 1im ited to halos w ith over 100
particles.

D ark m atter halos are identi ed using DENM AX scheme (Bertschinger & Geb 1991),
an oothing the density eld w ith a G aussian Jength of300h kpc. In com puting allquantities
we include all particles located inside the virial radius of a halo.

3. Resuls
3.1. Pictures

F irst, we present visually a distribution ofthe dark m atterm ass and dark m atter halos
of varying m asses. Figure 1 show s the distrdbution of dark m atter particles profgcted onto
the x~y plne. Figures (aj,cde) show the distributions of dark m atter halos w th m asses
greater than (10°;10°°;107;107°;108)M , respectively, at z= 6. T he progressively stronger
clustering of m ore m assive halos is clarly visbl in the digplay but we w ill retum to the
clustering propertiesm ore quantitatively in x3.3. It is also noted that voids are progressively
m ore visbl in the higherm ass halos than in low m ass halos.
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Fig. 1.

T he distrbution of dark m atter particles at z = 6 profcted onto the x-y plane
(025% ofthe total).



{51

M > 10°h 'M

T T, RFCFE

et
= '

—

.

(h=! Mpc}

X

The distribbutions of all dark matter halos wih masses greater than

2.
(10°;10°%;107;107°;10%)M

Fi.

= 6.

, respectively, at z



{6

M > 10°° h 'M

ity

i

C ontinued.

Fig. 2.



{714

M > 10°h 'M

¥ (h~! Mpe)

LY

y =

.
n
3

L

L2
" L S L
L EHTILE R ]

ST Moo 1 o e e - ¥
TR T e L T s
! L = !"'-.nf.#-'t LI

-:hﬁ""i",'- - e

"

x [h™ Mpch

Fig. 2.

C ontinhued.




{8{

* I »
- » ll":T. . et :I. :i-‘l._t-- ':- h;' LY
I P Y L TP
" u |. ‘-'.-;=.-i.l 'r'fl'ﬁ"l': - :
] e r ! .. -'.‘1.: t. ) : . -
. ) = A e "
: nh " |~'=_=‘ - b
. A cror
LI . -: ‘.- . :‘i = - '_l' L
ar o " L - - . "
L b . ? 1] o * .
I .o AT :
L] LR [ - [ T .
IIl 17 - I |— - Ll .
- -i LA, . L. ll. N . - t.I.
- . . fa, =T 0 rf: r"'f . ]
- . L4 . . . [ _l-: [} ::
LT LT i' - L] . [
. - B LS I - 1. .
L] - 1'_#: - L]

L) - .. r
2 e g e PTE T ee
] I'._ - - f.'- ' = - (L - - ] .',}

¥ (h~! Mpe)
-
5

|
L L = . - al o -
i*:u" .:-] "".l.:' = w- ..- lr 3 A ':" . ’
- ' - -
3 = ": - 't T s om -

L) .-
1 F ... .:'Hu.d- *| : L = 1 . a" . o
o7 . SR ‘-—‘ I'.ll'.l"";".- : [ '{f’. ' ::-‘!
» = s . - . . - H muat =
o : :" ., ..l l-"h - ::l*‘ll > 1." .l [ ] : :‘:‘ L] "I.'
a
e e T N T
-y
—\.‘.‘ - [ ..l . - ] :-'.' -.:-"'.':l . wda -
- LD ’ . i I
_l - P LY " - - [ -ll-‘I

A, T ey L "
] ll‘l".l-{: -.-na.-l‘:

LI N N T LM

Fig. 2. Continued.



{94

M >108h 'M

4 T T I = : : .I . Il. " |
= - - LI L L
. '- [
R . " "
YT 1.
i . . .=:.: v
- ka - -
3 - . .
| . » 1‘: -
- '-
B - " LI ii
[ ] l'
B . -t .-."- *
-E\- l--ﬁ‘- L -
&, L "l-.. L
E - LS ‘ - .
— E — + E - s (]
1 ] ;o L
E . I * L
AT e
1 -
B LN 3 [ p u¥ .I' [ ] .*
. ' l: * .
_'li.',.;' =.: LY - [ ] *
s bl A
- L "
- l.".{.. ) * L] v l-:.-- *
' i -
:.- i!&‘- I..l' ' "-‘h *
= [ [ . am" 4 -"'
- " - [ ]
r .lr ’ ‘.
- L} 1
R X
0 la b 1 1 | 1 la 1 1 | *

Fig. 2. Continued.



{ 10 {

3.2. Dark M atter Halo M ass Function

Figure 3 show s the halo m ass fiinctions at four redshifts. Tabl 1 summ arizes the tting
param eters for a Schechter function of the fom

nM )M =n (M—) (M=M )%' @)
oM =P M

W e see that the Schedhter function provides a good t to the com puted halo m ass function.
The antend slopeis = 205 0:15, consistent w ith the expectation from P ress-Schechter
theory (Press & Schechter 1974). W hil there appears to be a slight stespening of the slope
at the Jow massend from 19 to 22 from z = 6 to z = 11:, i is unclkar, however,
how signi cant this trend is, given the adopted, som ew hat degenerate tting formula. The
tumover at M,  10°°M  indicates the loss of validity of our sinulation at the low m ass
end.

3.3. BiasofD ark M atter H alos

W e characterize the relative distribution ofhalos over the totaldark m atter distrbution
by the follow ing relation:

T pM oz

< ny > < >

m

)< @)

where n,, and < n, > are the halo density and mean halo density; , and < , > are
the m ass density and m ean m ass density; cM ;z) is xed to be unity at —*— > 1. This

< n >

an pirical tting form ula ism otivated by the found result that there appears to be a break in
Th gt —m S 1. Tabls 2 and 3 list the param eters bM ;z) and cM ;z). The sn oothing

<np> <

Jength used here is 0.3 h ! M pc. Figure 4 show s four typical cases to indicate the goodness

Tabk 1. HaloM assFunction F itting P aram eters

P aram eters z=6.0 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
ny, 0> Mpc ) 0.85 120 1.75 240
1.9 20 21 22

M G !'Mpc) 8 10® 6 10® 4 108 2 10%
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Fi. 3.| The halo mass functions at four redshifts. D otted lines represent the tted
Schedhter functions w ith param eters summ arized in Tablk 1.
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Fig. 4.] Biasofdark m atterhalos in four random ly selected cases upon di erent m ass and

redshift. The darkened lnes show the tting form ulae of the bias relation.
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Tabk 2. HaloBias:bM ,z)

HabMass h ' M

)

z=6.0 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096

> 10%9
> 10%%
> 1079
>107%
> 1089

116 012 136 018 1.70 020 246 023
121 043 145 047 209 030 305 033
137 019 160 023 2.77 040 3.92 0.0
1.72 032 212 047 346 087 617 317
2.08 055 258 0.90 443 147 9.90 458

Tablke 3. HaloBias:cM ,z)

HaloMass h ' M

)

z=6.0 z=T74 z=9.08 z=11.096

> 10%9
> 10°
> 1079
> 1073
> 1089

300 055 380 0.79 414 080 490 149
327 0.1 420 1.04 441 131 552 243
343 0.70 437 1.07 497 259 733 629
3.93 1.70 498 2.96 509 331 741 9.09
418 228 5.61 4.68 632 612 6.77 8.90
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b2=¢, . /¢ ., as f'n of mass and z

6_ 1 —]

2_ 1 —]
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r (h~'Mpc)

Fig. 5. shows the ratio ofdark m atter halo correlation fiinction over the dark m atterm ass
correlation function at four redshifts, z = 60 (top right panel), z= 74 (op kff), z= 91
(oottom right) and z= 11 (pottom lft). In each panel six curves are shown for halosm ore
m assive than 10°M 10°°M 10’M 10’°M 10°M and 10°°M , respectively.
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z=11.1, 9.1, 7.4, 6.0
I I I B | T T T T I B
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Fig. 6. shows the bias as a function of halo m ass at redshifts z = (6;74;9:1;114) at

separation of Ih M pcas symbols (x). T he curves are com puted using the analytic m ethod
ofMo & W hite (1996).
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ofthe tting omuk. At - < 1 our resuks (Tabk 2) indicate 12> / (—=5)° 7, a
rather rapid drop. A s expected, the drop-©0 ism ore dram atic for Jarger halos, as visbl in
Figure 2. Thisim pliessthat at z > 6 halos are unlikely to be found in underdense regions (on
ascakof 0:3M pch). The ncreass ofcM ;z) with redshift in plies that voids are em ptier

at higher redshifts.

A notherway to characterize the relative distridbution ofdark m atterhalosoverm ass isto
com pute the ratio of the correlation functions, which are shown in Figure 5. T he correlation
function (r) is calculated by counting the num ber of pairs of either particles or halos at
Separation r (Usihg logarithm ically spaced bins) and com paring that number to a Poisson
distrdoution. It can be seen that the bias f2alls in the range 2 6, w ith the trend that the
m ore m assive halos are m ore biased and at a xed m ass halos at higher redshifts are m ore
biased, as expected. Figure 6 recollects the inform ation In Figure 5 and show s the bias as
a flunction of halo m ass at Hur di erent redshifts at the scale chosen to be 1h M pc. The
agream ent between our com puted results and that using analytic m ethod of M 0 & W hite
(1996) is good, indicating that the latter is valid for ob fcts at scales and redshifts of concem
here.

34. Dark M atter Halo D ensity Pro le

W e use a varant tting formula based on the NFW N avarro, Frenk, & W hie 1997)
pro l:

S
) A+ E)r e
Note that OrNFW pro k, = 1. An important di erence, however, is the scaling radius

used. W e use the radius where the logarithm ic slope ofthe density pro ke is 2,r ,, Instead
of the m ore conventional \core" radius. This is a two param eter tting ormula, and r ,,
while ¢ isa function of and r ; at a xed redshift, since the overdensity Interior to the
viral radius 1, is assum ed to be known. This tting formula is intended for the range in
radiusr 1n, only.

W e tthe density pro ¥ ofeach halo using the least squares m ethod. Four random Iy
selected exam ples of such pro kesalong w ith the tted curve using Equation (3) are shown in
Figure 7, indicating reasonable tsin allcases. Both tting parameters, andr ,, however,
display broad distrdbutions. W e found that there is only weak correlation between and
r ,. Figure 8 show s histogram s for the distrbutions of , for four typicalcases. We t
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Fig. 7.| Densiy pro ls of four random I selected halos over amass range at z= 6. The
dotted lines represent the best— t modi ed NFW relation given In Section 3.
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Fig. 8.| The distrbutions of Inner slope param eter i the halo density pro ke tting for

four random Iy selected cases upon di erent m ass and redshift. The G aussian ts are shown
as an ooth curves.
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distroutions using a G aussian distribution function:

2

P()=192_1—exp((2720)): @)
The Gaussian tsare shown as an ooth curves In F igure 8, dem onstrating that the proposed
Gaussian ts are good. Tabls 4,5 list tting parameters ( and ,, respectively. We
recollect the data n Tablk 4 and shows in Figure 9 the median Inner density slope as a
function ofdark m atter halo di erent m ass at four di erent redshifts (symbols). T he curves
In Figure 9 are em pirical tsusing the follow ing form ula

o= 075((L+ z)=70) 25M =10"M )0dLar2=79, )

Tt is seen that this tting form ula provides a reasonable t for the sin ulated halos.

Figure 10 show s histogram s for the distributionsofr , for Purtypicalcases.We tr ,
distrdoutions using a lognom al fiinction:

1 nr , Wr°,)?
P (@)= —P=——exp ( )i ©)
r 2 2 r 2 r 2

which are seen to provide reasonabl ts to the data in Figure 10. Tabls 6,7 list tting
param eters ro2 and . ,, respectively. W e nd no visbl correlation between and r ,, as
shown In Figure 11.

An inportant point to note is that the average slope of the density pro les of amall
halosrangesfrom 10to 04 from z= 6toz= 11 (Tabk 4 and Figure 8), which is som ewhat
shallower than the universal density pro ke found by Navarro et al. (1997). Our resuls
at z= 9 11 are in good agreem ent w ith R icotti (2003), who simulated a 1h M pc box
for an all halos at z = 10. If the theoretical argum ent for the dependence of halo density
pro Xk on the slope of the initial density uctuation power soectrum (Syer & W hite 1988;

Tabk 4. Density Pro : oM ;2)

HalbMass h 'M ) =60 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
1079 —107% 081 0.01 063 0.01 050 0.01 042 001
107® - 1089 090 0.01 0.75 0.02 062 0.02 050 0.04

> 1089 1.09 0.02 091 0.02 0.77 0.03 0.65 0.06
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1 1 - l 1 1 1 1 1 1 - l 1 1 1

107 108
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Fi. 9.| show s the m edian Inner density slope as a function of dark m atter halo di erent
m ass at four di erent redshifts (symbols). The curves are ts Equation 5).

Tabk 5. Density Pro ke : ™ ;z)

HalbMass h 'M ) =60 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
1079 —107% 058 0.01 054 0.01 052 001 051 001
107 —1089 043 0.01 045 0.01 046 0.2 056 0.03

> 1089 041 001 041 0.02 041 0.03 038 0.06
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P(r_,/7,)

P(r_,/r,)
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T he distrdbutions of radius param eter r , in the halo density pro

¥ tting for

four random 1y selected cases upon di erent m ass and redshift. The lognom al tsare shown

as an ooth curves.
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Subram anian, Cen, & O striker 2000) is correct, as adopted by R icotti 2003) to explain the
dependence of inner density slope on halo m ass, it then follow s that the neglect of density

uctuations on scales Jarger than his box size of 1h M pc in R icotti 2003) would m ake the
density pro lesofthe halos in his sin ulation som ew hat shallower than they should be in the
CDM model. Thus, the di erence in the box size (Ih M pc in R icotti2003 versus 4h M pc
for our sin ulation box) would have expected to result in a slightly stesper inner slope in our
sin ulation, which is ndeed the case.

Another poInt to note, which is not new but not widely known, is that there is a
large dispersion in the nner slope of order 0:5 due to the intrinsically stochastic nature of
halo asssmbly. This was found earlier by Subram anian et al. (2000). Therefore, whik a
\universaal" pro l is infom ative in characterizing the m ode, a dispersion would be needed
to give a fullaccount. T his is particularly In portant for applications w here the dependence
on the nner slope is very strong, eg., strong gravitational lensing. M ore relevant for our case
of an allhalos is that, for exam ple, the fraction of am allhalosw ith inner slope close to zero
(ie. at core) isnon-negligbl at z= 6. A proper statistical com parison w ith observations
of Jocal dw arf galaxies, however, is not possible w ith the current sim ulation w ithout evolving
an allgalaxiesto z = 0.

A Iso worthw hike is to understand w hether or not there is som e dependence of the Inner
slope ofthe density pro le on the centraldensity ofa halo orthe environm entaldensity where
a halo sits. In Figures 12 and 13 we show the correlation between the Inner slope of the
density pro l, ,and the centraldensity ofthe halo, and between and the environm ental
density, respectively. W e nd no visble correlationsbetween either pair of quantities. But a
relationship between halo shape and environm ent m ight have been m issed due to stochastic
varations. T hus, we have checked to see if deviation , between com puted and predicted
(based on m ass and epoch using equation 5) slope exists. Figure 14 show s this and no
correlation is seen. W e note that the abundances of halos in the m ass range of interest

Tablk 6. Density Pro e :1°, M ,2)

HabMass h 'M ) z=60 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
1079 —107% 035 0.01 040 0.01 043 001 044 001
107® —1089 035 0.01 038 0.01 039 0.01 037 001

> 1089 034 001 035 001 034 0.01 034 0.02
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Fig. 12.| A scatter plot of the Inner slope of the density pro l, , versus the halo central
density, de ned asthe density at r< 02r,. orallthehaloswihM > 10°h M atz= 6.
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here are on the rse in the redshift range considered (Lacey & Col 1993), as evident In
F igure 3. D uring this period halos considered the Inner density pro les ofhalos stespen w ith
tin e, consistent w ith the increase of logarithm ic slope of the power spectrum with time,
that corresoonds to the evolving nonlinear m ass scale. H owever, at som e lower redshift not
probed here, low m ass halos w ill cease to form . Subsequently, the evolution ofhalo density
pro ke may show distinct features and som e conceivable correlations, not seen in F igures 12
and 13, m ay show up. W e will study this issue ssparately.

Since the central density of a halo m ay be considered a good proxy for the form ation
redshift ofthe central region, the non-correlation between and the centraldensity Indicates
that, for halos of question here, the subsequent process of accretion ofm ass onto halos is
largely a random process, ndependent of the density of the initial central \seed". The
fact that halos of di erent m asses show a com parabl range of central density (ot shown
In gures) suggest that halos of varying m asses form nearly sin ultaneously, dictated by the
nature ofthe cold dark m atter power spectrum at the high-k end; ie., density uctuationson
those scales mvolved here depend weakly (logarithm ically) on them ass. T he non—-correlation
between the inner slope of the halo density pro l and the environm ental density m ay be
Interpreted In the follow ing way. O ne m ay regard regions of di erent overdensities as local
m Iniuniverses of varying density param eters. T he independence of the inner slope on local
density is thus consistent w ith published resuls that the halo density pro les In universes of
di erent |y do not signi cantly vary.

3.5. Spin Param eter For D ark M atter H alos

W e com pute the soIn param eter de ned as

JE 37
GM 5=2

Tablk 7. Density Pro B : ., M ,2)

HabMass h *'M ) =60 z="74 z=9.08 z=11.096
1079 —-107% 034 0.01 032 0.01 029 0.01 027 001
107% —1089 031 0.01 031 0.01 027 001 027 001

> 10%9 033 001 025 001 026 002 027 0.05
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Fig. l4.| A scatter plot of the di erence between m easured inner slope of the densiy
pro k, ,and the tted nner slope using equation (5), versus the environm ental density.
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Fig. 15.| The distrbutions ofhalo soin param eter for four random ly selected cases upon

di erent m ass and redshift. Them odi ed Jognom al ts are shown as sm ooth curves.
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0.5

C om parison of the halo density pro ke slope param eter versus soin param eter

. N o correlation between the two is observed.
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Tablk 8. Spin Parameter : , egian M ,2)

HalobMass h 'M ) =60 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
10790 —1072° 0.043 0.001 0.043 0.001 0.042 0.001 0.040 0.001
1072° —-107"° 0.042 0.001 0.041 0.001 0.037 0.001 0.037 0.001
107%0 —108%0 0.041 0.001 0.039 0.001 0.035 0.001 0.035 0.002

> 10890 0.035 0.001 0.033 0.001 0.031 0.002 0.031 0.007

Tabk 9. Spin Param eter : ™M ,z)

HalbMass h 'M ) =60 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
10790 —107%° 043 0.01 044 001 044 001 041 0.01
1072° —-107"° 043 0.01 042 0.01 038 0.01 041 0.2
107°0 —108%° 042 0.01 041 0.01 041 0.01 032 0.03

> 10890 040 0.01 039 0.02 031 0.04 043 0415

Tablk 10. AngularM omentum Pro ke : Ay M ,2)

HalbMass h 'M ) =60 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
10’9 —-107° 051 0.03 049 0.04 044 0.6 044 0.8
107® —108° 055 0.06 052 012 048 0.4 050 0.6

> 1089 056 009 051 021 049 024 045 032
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Pecbles 1969), where G isthe gravitationalconstant; M isthe totalm ass ofthe dark m atter
halo; J is the total angular m om entum of the dark m atter halo; E is the total energy of
the dark m atter halo; all quantities are com puted w ithin the viral radius. We t the
distributions using a m odi ed Jognom al function:

M( + o In oF

1
P = p— ; 8
() (T o)y2 exp ( 5 ) )

where ( is xed to be 00125, which is detem ined through experin entation. Them odi ed
lognom al ts for are shown as anooth curves In Figure 15; the goodness of the ts is
typical. Tables 8,9 lists tting param eters o and , regectively. Note that the m edian
valueof is g = o 0-

W e see that the typical spin param eterhasa valie 003 0:04. H owever, the distribution
ofthe spin param eter am ong halos is very broad, w ith a Jognom aldispersion of 0:#4. This
In plies that consequences that depend on the soin ofa halo are lkely to be w idely distributed
even at a xed dark m atter halo m ass. Such consequences m ay include the size of a galactic
disk and correlationsbetween dark m atterhalo soin (conceivable m isalignm ent between spin
ofgas and spin of dark m atter would com plicate the situation) and other quantities.

In Figures 16 and 17 we show the correlation between  and the central density of
the halo, and between  and the environm ental density, respectively. W e nd that there
may possbly exist a weak correlations between  and the central density of the halo, in
the sense that halos w ith higher central densities (or equivalently earlier form ation tim es)
have Iower , with a very lJarge scatter, whereas no correlation is discemible between and
the environm ental density. F inally, F igure 18 show the relation between and , where no
correlation is visble.

Tabk 11. AngularM omentuim Pro k: , M ,z)

HabMass h 'M ) z=60 z=74 z=9.08 z=11.096
1079 —-107% 027 0.03 028 0.04 027 0.06 025 0.07
107® -108° 026 0.05 029 0.0 029 011 026 012

> 1089 027 008 035 018 029 016 036 023
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Fig. 19.| The distrdbutions of slope param eter A In the halo angular m om entum pro le

tting for four random ly selected cases upon di erent m ass and redshift. The lognom al ts
are shown as an ooth curves.
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T he distrdbutions of dark m atter halo peculiar velocity for four m ass bins at
z= 6. The lognom al tsare shown as an ooth curves.
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3.6. AngularM om entum Pro le ForD ark M atter H alos

N ext, we com pute the angularm om entum pro Ils for ndividualdark m atter halos. W e
then ttheeach angularm om entum pro Xk by the follow Ing finction in the an all Jjjregin e:
M K j j M KO0

MEH L3, MO o
My T My
where A and M K 0) are two tting param eters; M ,, is the virialm ass and o JM , =
GM =% §72.

In order to com pute the angularm om entum pro ke an appropriate an oothing w indow
needs to be applied to dark m atter partickes. W e nd thatM (K 0)=M , varies for di erent
an oothing scales, w ith typicalvalues around 02, while A rem ains roughly constant for each
Individual halo. However, A is broadly distributed for all dark m atter halos. Figure 19
show histogram s for the distrdbbutions of A o, for four random Iy selected cases. We ttheA
distribution using a m odi ed lJognom al function:

1 + A
P@)= S Y el

S ; (10)
A+ ) 2 4 2 a

where , = 04 is xed through experim entation. Tabls 10,11 list tting param etersA and
a y respectively.

In generalwe ndour tting formula Equation 10) providesa good t foreach Individ—
ualhalo. The distrdbution ofm atter at an all j ism ost relevant for the fom ation of central
ob Ects, such asblack holks (eg. Colgate et al. 2003) or bulges (€g., D 'Onghia & Burkert
2004). O ur calculation Indicates that the fraction ofm ass in a halo having speci ¢ angular
mom entum less than a certain value is roughly 0:5 tin es the ratio of that value over the
average speci c angularm om entum of the halo.

3.7. Bulk Velocity of D ark M atter H alos

F inally, we com pute the peculiar velocity ofdark m atterhalos. W e nd that the distribu-

tion once again can be tted by lognom aldistributions as equation (9). In order to provide
agood tfrtheresultsatz= 6 chown in Figure 20, it is found that = 40km /s in equation
(8) with m edian velocity w, 38 2km /s and lognom aldispersion , = 022 001.We
caution, however, the absolute value of the peculiar velocity of each halo, unlke the quan—
tities exam ined In previous subsections, m ay be signi cantly a ected by large waves not
present in our sin ulation box. A dding m issing large waves should Increase the zero point
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to a larger value. T herefore, the peculiar velocity shown should be treated as a lower lim it.
In other words, expected peculiar velocity of dark m atter halos at these redshifts are lkely
In excess of 30 40km /s.

4. Conclusions

Using a high resolution TPM N-body sinulation of the standard cold dark m atter
cogn ologicalm odelw ith a particemassofm, = 357 10°h 'M  and a softening kngth
of = 0:14 h 'kpc in a 4h M pcbox, we com pute various properties of dark m atter halos
wih mass10°® 10°M atredshiftz= 6 11.W e nd the ollowing resuls.

(1) D ark m atter halos at such an allm ass at high redshifts are already signi cantly biased
over m atter w ith a bias factor In the range 2 6.

(2) The dark m atter halo m ass function digolays a slope at the anallend 205 0:15.

(3) The central density pro ¥ ofdark m atter halos are found to be in the range 04 120)

well ttedby o= 075(1+ z)=70) 12°M =10'M )01 @+2=70 w4 3th 3 dispersion of 035, in
rough agreem ent w ith the theoretical argum ents given In R icotti (2003) and Subram anian
et al (2000).

(4) Them edian spin param eter of the dark m atter halos is 0:03 0:04 but w ith a Jognom al
dispersion of 0:#4. The angularm om entum pro ke at the am allend is approxin ately lnear
w ith the fraction ofm ass in a halo having speci ¢ angular m om entum Jless than a certain
value is roughly 05 tin es the ratio of that value over the average soeci c angularm om entum
ofthe halo.

(5) The dark m atter halosm ove at a typical velocity in excess of 30 40km /s.

T his research was supported in part by A ST 0206299 and NAG 5-13381. T he com puta—
tions were perform ed on the N ational Science Foundation Terascale Com puting System at
the P ittdbourgh Supercom puting C enter.
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