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C ollapsed and Extended C old D ark M atter H aloes in Softened

N -B ody G ravity

C.M .Trott1 and A.M elatos1

SchoolofPhysics,University ofM elbourne,Victoria 3010,Australia

A B ST R A C T

Thestatisticalm echanicsofN cold dark m atter(CDM )particlesinteracting
via a softened gravitationalpotentialisreviewed in them icrocanonicalensem ble
andm ean-�eld lim it.A phasediagram forthesystem iscom puted asafunction of
thetotalenergyE and gravitationalsofteninglength �.Forsoftened system s,two
stablephasesexist:acollapsed phase,whoseradialdensitypro�le�(r)isacentral
Diraccusp,and an extended phase,forwhich �(r)hasa centralcoreand �(r)�
r� 2:2 atlarger.Itisshown thatm any N -body sim ulationsofCDM haloesin the
literatureinadvertently sam plethecollapsed phaseonly,even though thisphase
is unstable when there is zero softening. Consequently,there is no im m ediate
reason to expectagreem entbetween sim ulated and observed pro�lesunlessthe
gravitationalpotentialisappreciably softened in nature.

Subjectheadings: dark m atter� galaxies:kinem aticsand dynam ics� galaxies:
structure� gravitation

1. Introduction

Cold dark m atter(CDM )theory successfully describesm any aspectsoftheform ation of
large-scalestructurein theuniverse(Peebles1982;Davisetal.1985).However,m ism atches
do existbetween itspredictionsand observations,such asthecusp-corecontroversy,m issing
satellites (Klypin et al.1999;M oore et al.1999a) and the angular m om entum problem
(Navarro & Benz 1991;Thacker& Couchm an 2001). In particular,the cusp-core issue has
provoked m uch debate. CDM sim ulations consistently yield density pro�les with steeper
innerslopes(power-law exponentbetween � 1 and � 1.5)than observationalstudieswhich
have found a range ofslopes,including constant density cores in dark m atter dom inated
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low surface brightness galaxies (de Blok,M cGaugh & Rubin 2001) and shallow slopes in
clusterswith gravitationallylensed arcs(Sand etal.2004).Theseresults,am ongothers,have
initiated discussion aboutthe rolebaryonsplay in softening sim ulated cores(Athanassoula
2004;Shen & Sellwood 2004)andtheobservationale�ectsthatm aym askcuspsinlow surface
brightnessgalaxies(deBlok,M cGaugh & Rubin 2001;Swatersetal.2003).RecentN -body
results dem onstrate that,at the current resolution ofsim ulations,the centralpower-law
exponentdoesnotconverge to a universalvalue(Navarro etal.2004).

In num ericalsim ulations,asoftened gravitationalpotentialisused topreventthem acro-
particles(105{107M � )from experiencing arti�cially strong two-body interactions(Navarro,
Frenk & W hite 1996,forexam ple). The softening length,�,ischosen to m axim ise the res-
olution whilesuppressing two-body e�ectsoverthesim ulation running tim e.In view ofthe
ongoing disagreem entregarding the form of�(r),itisim portantto clarify analytically,by
a code-independentargum ent,whetherthechoiceof� a�ectsthephysicsofthesystem and
hence�(r).In thispaper,weem ploy thefram ework ofstatisticalm echanics(Padm anabhan
1990),drawing upon recentresultson phase transitionsin N -body system swith attractive
power-law potentials(Ispolatov & Cohen 2001;de Vega & Sanchez 2002). Self-gravitating
particlesbehavequalitatively di�erently tom any otherstatisticalsystem sbecausegravity is
an unscreened,long-rangeforce.They arebestexam ined within them icrocanonicalensem -
ble,wheretheenergyand num berofparticlesare�xed and phaseswith negativespeci�cheat
areallowed.W eapply theresultsoftheclassicaltheory ofself-gravitating,N -body system s
to dem onstratethee�ectsofintroducing a shortdistancecuto� in num ericalsim ulations,in
particularthee�ecton stability.

Thestudyofthetherm alstabilityofself-gravitatingsystem shasalonghistory.Lynden-
Bell& W ood (1968)showed thatsphericalsystem sofpointparticlesin a box with re
ecting
walls are gravitationally unstable below a criticaltem perature,collapsing catastrophically
to a centralpoint.Aronson & Hansen (1972)generalised thiswork to a sphericalsystem of
N classicalhard spheresin contactwith a heatbath,showing the gravotherm alinstability
to bea generalfeatureofself-gravitating system sheld ata constanttem perature.Hertel&
Thirring (1971),investigating pointferm ionsobeying thePauliExclusion Principle,showed
that a stable low tem perature phase can exist if the gravitationalpotentialis softened,
transform ingthegravotherm alinstabilitytoaphasetransition tothelow tem peraturephase.
In thispaper,we extend these results and use them to reinterpretsom e ofthe am biguous
resultsofnum ericalsim ulationsofCDM haloesdiscussed above.A detailed com parison with
preceding analyticwork ispresented in Section 3.2.

Section 2 brie
y reviewstheform alism fortreating N self-gravitating,collisionlesspar-
ticlesstatistically. In Section 3,we apply the form alism to com pute �(r)analytically asa
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function ofE ,the totalenergy,and �. The resultisa therm odynam ic phase diagram that
containsboth collapsed and extended haloes.In Section 4,welocatepublished N -body sim -
ulationson thephase diagram and show they arebiased towardsthecollapsed phase.This
phase isunstable for� = 0,suggesting thatcollapsed haloesare an arti�cialby-productof
thesoftened potential;thereisno im m ediatereason to expectagreem entbetween sim ulated
and observed pro�lesunlessthegravitationalpotentialisappreciably softened in nature.W e
em phasise attheoutsetthatitisnotourintention to reproducerealisticCDM haloeswith
non-zero angularm om entum and hierarchicalclustering;rather,we dem onstrate in a code-
independentm annerhow thesoftening used in N -body sim ulationsm ay arti�cially alterthe
density pro�lesfound.

2. Statisticalm echanics ofN self-gravitating particles

2.1. D ensity ofstates in the m icrocanonicalensem ble

Theproperties(e.g.energy,entropy)and collectivebehaviour(e.g.gravotherm alcatas-
trophe)ofa self-gravitating gasofCDM particlesin therm odynam icequilibrium takedi�er-
entvalueswhen com puted in di�erent statisticalensem bles because the long-range nature
ofthe gravitationalpotentialrenders the system inseparable from its environm ent (Pad-
m anabhan 1990;Ispolatov & Cohen 2001;de Vega & Sanchez 2002). In this paper,we
follow previousstudiesby considering theself-gravitating gasin them icrocanonicalensem -
ble (M CE),whose featuresare constantenergy,volum e and particle num ber. Particlesdo
notevaporatefrom thesystem overtim eand thewallsofthecontainerareperfectly re
ect-
ing.TheM CE ism oreappropriatethan thecanonicalensem ble (CE)forthreereasons:(i)
itisunclearhow to constructan externalheatbath (required by the CE)fora long-range
potential,becausethesystem interfereswith theenvironm ent(Huang 1987);(ii)stateswith
negativespeci�cheatareinaccessiblein theCE (Padm anabhan 1990);and (iii)theequilib-
rium density pro�lein theviolently relaxed (Sm oluchowski)lim itisthesingularisotherm al
spherein theCE,contrary to observations(Sire& Chavanis2002).

The density ofstates,g(E ),isthe volum e ofthe (6N � 1)-dim ensionalsurface ofcon-
stantenergy E in phasespace(x1;:::;xN ;p1;:::;pN ),where(xi;pi)aretheco-ordinatesand
m om enta ofthe i-th particle. At any one m om ent,the system occupies one point in the
6N -dim ensionalphasespace.Forparticlesofequalm assm ,onehas

g(E )=
1

N !

Z

�

"

E �

NX

i= 1

p2i

2m
�

NX

i6= j

V (xi;xj)

#

d
3N
pd

3N
x; (1)
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where the �rst and second sum s give the kinetic and potentialenergy,and the integralis
overphasespacevolum e.Thegravitationalpotential,V ,isgiven by V = � Gm2jxi� xjj

� 1

or,ifthepotentialisarti�cially softened overa characteristiclength �,by V = � Gm2[(xi�
xj)2 + �2]� 1=2.

Thetherm odynam icentropy S (up to a constant)and thetem peratureT ofthesystem
arede�ned in term sofg(E ):

S(E )= kB lng(E ); (2)

�(E )=
1

kB T
=
@S(E )

@E
: (3)

Thesequantitiesarehard to interpretwhen assigned to a system farfrom equilibrium .Note
thatg(E )divergesfor� = 0 and N > 2;any two particlescan bebroughtarbitrarily close
together,liberating an in�nite am ount ofpotentialenergy,so that the co-ordinate space
integraldiverges (Padm anabhan 1990). This isa serious problem because itisim possible
to achieve therm odynam ic equilibrium ifg(E )diverges;the system doesnothave tim e to
sam plethein�nitenum berofpossiblem icrostateswith equalprobability (Chabanol,Corson
& Pom eau 2000). Ifthe dark m atterparticles are ferm ions,the PauliExclusion Principle
does prevent this problem . However,the fraction ofthe phase space volum e sam pled by
N m ildly relativistic CDM particles in a tim e t,given by (ct=R)3N (�c2=2Gm N 4=3)3N =2,is
exceedingly sm allform ostproposed CDM particles,e.g. �2=m � 8� 10� (29� 26)m 2/GeV for
self-interacting dark m atter(Spergel& Steinhardt2000).

2.2. Integralequations for �(r)in the m ean-�eld lim it

The density ofstates is evaluated in the continuum (m ean-�eld) lim it by integrating
overm om entum and then expressing the rem aining con�gurationsasa functionalintegral
overpossibledensity pro�les�(x)(deVega & Sanchez2002;Ispolatov & Cohen 2001),

g(E )=

Z

D �

Z
+ 1

� 1

d


2�i

Z
+ 1

� 1

d�

2�i
exp[N s(�;�;
;�)]; (4)

wherethee�ectivedim ensionlessaction

s(�;�;
;�) = �� +
�

2

Z Z
�(x1)�(x2)

jx1 � x2j
2
d
3
x1d

3
x2 (5)
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+ 


Z

�(x)d3x � 
 �
3

2
ln� �

Z

�(x)ln�(x)d3x

and dim ensionlessenergy

� = E R=GM
2 (6)

are quantities de�ned by Ispolatov & Cohen (2001). In (4) and (5),and throughout the
rem ainder ofthis paper,the density pro�le and position co-ordinates x are written asdi-
m ensionlessquantities,relativetothetotalm assM = N m and outerradiusR ofthesystem ,
with x = jxj=R and � = �=R.

Upon evaluating the functionalintegralby a saddle pointm ethod (which involves ex-
trem ising theaction),(4)reducesto threecoupled integralequationsdescribing thedensity
pro�le�(x),thecentraldensity �0 and theinversetem perature� = 1=kB T.ForaNewtonian
potential,onehas

�(x)= �0exp

�
2��

x

Z
1

0

�(x1)x1(jx+ x1j� jx � x1j)dx1

�

; (7)

1

�0
=

Z
1

0

4�x2
2
exp

�
2��

x2

Z
1

0

�(x1)x1(jx2 + x1j� jx2 � x1j)dx1

�

dx2; (8)

3

2�
= � + 4�2

Z
1

0

Z
1

0

�(x1)�(x2)x1x2(jx1 + x2j� jx1 � x2j)dx1dx2: (9)

Note thatthe factor4�x22 in (8)wasom itted due to a typographicalerrorby Ispolatov &
Cohen (2001). The solutions to these equations describe the density pro�le,entropy and
tem peratureofan equilibrium system fora given energy.To obtain analogousequationsfor
thesoftened potential,wereplacej:::jeverywherewith [(:::)2+ �2]1=2.Thisextension isvalid
in them ean-�eld form alism for� sm all:correction term sareO (�)(deVega& Sanchez2002).

Them ean-�eld lim itisonly m eaningfulphysically for�6=0,otherwiseg(E )diverges.de
Vega & Sanchez (2002)veri�ed them ean-�eld resultsagainstM onte-Carlo sim ulationsand
an alternative analytic m ethod known as the M ayer cluster expansion,where the density
ofstates is expanded as a com binatorialseries in the dilute lim it (� � 1). The di�erent
approachesarein accord in thedilutelim it.In ordertoverify them ean-�eld approach in the
high-density lim it(� � 1),relevantto the extended and collapsed phasesstudied here,we
need to calculatethecorrection term sin thislim it,following deVega & Sanchez(2002)| a
projectoutsidethescopeofthispaper.Nevertheless,togivearoughideaofthesecorrections,
wenote(by analogy)thatthey areoforderO (�2�;��2)in theCE,where� = Gm 2N =RT in
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the CE isa proxy for�� 1 in the M CE.Note thatthe classicaltherm odynam ic lim it(N =V
constantasN ;V ! 1 )doesnotapply forgravitating system s;therm odynam ic quantities
are�niteifproportionalto N =V 1=3 asN ;V ! 1 .

3. R adialdensity pro�le ofa C D M halo

W esolve(7){(9)fortheradialdensity pro�le�(x)by thefollowing iterativerelaxation
schem e (Ispolatov & Cohen 2001): given the current iterate ofthe pro�le,�(i)(x),apply
(9),(8) and (7) to com pute �(i+ 1),�(i+ 1)0 and ��(x) in that order,then apply �(i+ 1)(x) =
���(x)+ (1� �)�(i)(x)untiltheconvergence criterion

4�

Z
1

0

j�(i+ 1)(x)� �
(i)(x)jx2dx < �; (10)

is satis�ed. W e typically adopt � = 10� 6 and 0:01 � � � 1 (� � �) in this work. The
softening can be introduced into this schem e in two ways: (i) as a nonzero lower lim it of
integration in the integrals in (7){(9);and (ii) in the potential,V = � Gm2[(xi� xj)2 +
�2]� 1=2.Both approacheswere tested and found to producequalitatively sim ilarbehaviour;
weconcentrateon thelatterin thiswork asitism oreclosely allied to N -body sim ulations.

3.1. Stable versus unstable phases: � = 0

W ith no softening present in the gravitationalpotential,a stable solution of(7){(9)
form allyexistsaboveacuto� energy� > �c ’ � 0:335.Thedensitypro�leofthehaloexhibits
a 
atcentralcore,with d�=dx ! 0 asx ! 0,and near-isotherm alwings,with �(x)/ x� �

(� ’2.2)asx ! 1 ,asillustrated in Figure 1(a). W e referto itasthe extended phase. It
agreeswith thesolutionforsecondaryinfallontoasphericalperturbation(Bertschinger1985)
and behavesasym ptotically likethespherical,therm ally conducting polytrope(Lynden-Bell
& Eggleton 1980)and in�nite-dim ensionalBrownian gas(Sire& Chavanis2002).

For � < �c and � = 0,a form alsolution of(7){(9) does not exist. The entropy and
tem perature are discontinuous at this cuto� energy as shown in Figure 1(b). This is the
well-known gravotherm alcatastrophe(Antonov 1962).Notethat,for� = � 1=4,thesingular
isotherm alsphere �(x) = (4�x2)� 1,�0 = (4�e2)� 1 and � = 2 is always a solution of(7){
(9),ascan beveri�ed analytically,butitisnotstable and so the iterative procedure never
convergesto it,butratherto Figure1(a).
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3.2. C ollapsed versus extended phases: � 6= 0

Ifthe gravitationalpotentialissoftened,a stable phase existsforallvaluesof�. For
� > �

(+ )
c ’ 0,the halo isextended asin Figure 1(a),with a 
atcore and near-isotherm al

envelope,�(x)/ x� 2:2.However,for� < �c,the halo iscollapsed. Figure 2(a)displaysthe
density pro�le ofsuch a collapsed halo for� = 10� 4 (note thatboth axesare logarithm ic).
Thehalo hasa steep Diracpeak (‘cusp’)atx = 0:�(x)is
atforx . �,decreasesasa large
inverse powerofx forx & � and 
attensforx ! 1.Forinterm ediate energiesin the range
�c � � � �

(+ )

c ,thesystem isbistable:thehalocan beeitherextended orcollapsed depending
on the initialconditions and the route to equilibrium . Figure 2(b),a plotofentropy and
tem peratureasa function ofenergy,illustratesthisbistability and thehysteresisto which it
can lead.S(�)and�(�)jum p discontinuouslyatboth�(+ )c and �c.If� enterstheinterm ediate
rangefrom below,thehalo rem ainscollapsed until� exceeds�(+ )c .Alternatively,if� enters
from above,thehalorem ainsextended until� isreduced below �c (Ispolatov & Cohen 2001).

Thecriticalenergy �c,and thecollapsed and extended pro�lesweobtain,areconsistent
with previousanalyses(Antonov 1962;Aronson & Hansen 1972;Padm anabhan 1990).For
exam ple,Aronson & Hansen (1972) �nd a phase transition at � ’ � 0:3,consistent with
ourvalue �c ’ � 0:335,and a criticalreciprocaltem perature atthe transition in the range
�c = 1:2� 1:6 for� = 10� 20,consistentwith � � 2 in thispaper(� = 10� 4).A m oreprecise
com parison isprohibited by theadoption oftheCE ratherthan theM CE in m ostprevious
work. The van der W aals m odelproposed by Padm anabhan (1990) is an exception;it is
exam ined in detailin the following section. The phenom enon ofbistability wasoverlooked
untilthework ofIspolatov & Cohen (2001).

Thebehaviourofthesystem dependssom ewhaton thechoiceoftherelaxation param -
eter�,de�ned atthe startofthissection. Table 1 displaysthe m inim um softening length
forwhich the system m akesthe transition to a stable collapsed phase,fora given value of
�.Thephasetransition from theextended to thecollapsed phaseisincreasingly delicateas
� decreases:forlargervaluesof�,thesystem islesslikely to reach thecriticalpointwhere
thephase transition occursand thusrem ainsin theextended phase.Although thee�ectis
num erical,itpotentially re
ectsthe relative likelihoodsofthe possible routesthatthe real
system can taketo equilibrium .

3.3. van der W aals equation ofstate

An alternative,phenom enologicalway to m odela CDM halo interacting via a softened
gravitationalpotentialisto solve the Lane-Em den equation fora nonideal,isotherm algas
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Fig. 1.| (a)Equilibrium radialdensity pro�le fora system with � > �c and � = 0. The
pro�le is sim ilar to a softened isotherm alsphere,but with �(x) / x� 2:2 as x ! 1. (b)
Dim ensionless entropy (m onotonically increasing) and inverse tem perature (peaked curve)
asa function ofenergy for� > �c when the gravitationalpotentialisnotsoftened. Below
�c’ � 0:335,no stablesolution exists.

C

E

E

C

Fig. 2.| (a) Radialdensity pro�le for the collapsed phase ofa potentialwith softening
� = 10� 4. (b) Dim ensionless entropy (thick curve) and inverse tem perature (thin) versus
energy.Thecollapsed andextended phasesarelabelled C andE respectively.Bothquantities
display discontinuousjum psatthe phase transitionsat�c ’ � 0:335 and �(+ )c ’ 0:0. Ifthe
energy isincreased from below �c,thesystem rem ainsin thecollapsed phaseuntil� = �

(+ )
c ,

when itjum psto theextended phase.Iftheenergy isreduced from above�(+ )c ,thesystem
rem ainsin theextended phaseuntil� = �c,when itjum psto thecollapsed phase.
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obeying a van der W aals equation ofstate,P / �T(1 � �=�m )� 1,where P denotes the
pressureand�m isthem axim um densityallowedbyhard-spherepackingoftheCDM particles
(Aronson & Hansen 1972;Padm anabhan 1990).The analogy with a softened gravitational
potentialim plies�m � m �� 3,although itisclearfrom theoutsetthatthisanalogyisinexact;
the hard-core, van der W aals potentiale�ectively excludes a volum e � �3 around each
particle,whereassoftened gravity suppressesthem utualacceleration ofparticlesseparated
by a distance � withoutpreventing them from ‘coasting’even closertogether.W e com pare
our solutions of(7){(9) with the van der W aals m odelby integrating the nonidealLane-
Em den equation

1

r2

d

dr

�
r2

�

d

dr

�
�T

1� �=�m

��

= � 4�G� (11)

from r= R 1 to r= R,obtaining

1

�(R)

d�

dr

�
�
�
�
R

�
R 2
1

R 2�(R1)[1� �(R1)=�m ]2
d�

dr

�
�
�
�
R 1

= � �M1=M ; (12)

where M 1 denotes the m ass enclosed in the volum e R 1 � r � R. [W e use �(R)� �m to
sim plify(12).]Thequantities�(R),�(R1),theirderivatives,M 1,and � can beextracted from
ournum erically com puted pro�les,which satisfy (7){(9),in orderto �nd �m asa function of
� and � and hencecom parewith theresultsofAronson & Hansen (1972)and Padm anabhan
(1990).Theinnerintegration lim itR 1 m ustbepositioned carefully nearthein
ection point
ofthecentralDiracpeak,e.g.atr= 10� 3:8 in Figure2,in orderto avoid theinnerm ostgrid
cells,wherethenum ericalsolution isnoisiest,whileensuring that�(R1)=�m isnottoosm all,
to avoid roundo� errorwhen solving (12)for�m .

In Figure 3,we com pare the density ofstates and van der W aals m odels by plotting
1=� versus � for both m odels in the M CE.The open triangles indicate solutions of(11)
for10� 4 � a = M =4��m R 3 � 10� 2. The boxes and asterisks indicate solutions of(7){(9)
for � = 10� 4 and 10� 3 respectively,with a tolerance of� = 10� 8. (W e have veri�ed that
the results are unchanged for10� 6 � � � 10� 8.) Applying the procedure in the previous
paragraph to com pute �m ,we �nd loga = � 10:1 and � 9:00 for the boxes and asterisks

� �m in

0.01 10� 14

0.03 10� 10

0.05 10� 6

0.1 10� 2

Table1:M inim um softening,�m in,forwhich a stablecollapsed solution isfound fora given
relaxation param eter�.
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respectively.For� > �c,thetwo m odelsarein accord,asexpected;thehalo isextended,so
the softening (and the precise value ofa)are notim portantin the dilute regim e � � �m .
For� < �c,thetwo m odelsdi�erappreciably.Thedensity ofstatescalculation predictsless
variation ofT with E than the van der W aalsm odel,fora given value ofa. W e con�rm
thetrend,apparentin Figure4.11 ofPadm anabhan (1990),thatT increaseswith jajwhen
� < �c is�xed.However,thetrend iscon�rm ed in therange� 10. loga . � 9,which does
not overlap with the range � 4 � loga � � 2 investigated by Padm anabhan (1990). The
e�ective value of�m predicted by the density ofstatescalculation issystem atically greater
than anticipated in van derW aalsm odelspublished previously.

3.4. Phase diagram on � � � plane

W ecan producea phasediagram forthesystem by plotting thepower-law exponentof
the density pro�le asa function of� and �. The logarithm ic slope ofthe density pro�le is
de�ned as

p(x)=
dln[�(x)]

dlnx
: (13)

W e evaluate the logarithm ic slope in the inner halo,at x = �,and also at the box edge,
x = 1,to consistently characterise the two phases.Figures4(a)and 4(b)display thephase
diagram sobtained from p(�)and p(1)for� = 0:01;notethatvarying thevalueof� doesnot
a�ecttheresultsnoticeably.Thephasetransition occurswherethecontoursarebunched,at
� ’ � 0:335.For� . 10� 2,p(�)islarge(Diraccusp)and p(1)isalm ostzero (
atenvelope)
in the collapsed phase.For� & 10� 2,thesystem doesnotundergo a phase transition.The
entropy and tem peraturearecontinuousforall� and thepro�leisextended everywhere.

Interestingly,the centralDirac peak steepens as � decreases,in the collapsed phase.
Figure 5 plotsp(x)asa function oflogarithm ic radiusfor10� 5 � � � 10� 2 and ata �xed
energy � = � 0:5.The location and am plitude ofthem axim um ofp(x)isa strong function
of�,with p(x)! 0asx ! 0;1forcollapsed haloes.Thedynam icrangeofnum ericalstudies
generally extends from a few tim es � to the virialradius. In this range,p(x) is strongly
a�ected by the softening length used. The classicalNFW pro�le (Navarro,Frenk & W hite
1996)and thepro�leoftheextended phaseat� > �c arealsoplotted forcom parison.Clearly
the NFW pro�le,although itiscuspy,doesnotm atch exactly the collapsed (orindeed the
extended)phase pro�le. W e are unable to explain unam biguously why the NFW pro�le is
not reproduced,but rem ind the reader that our analysis neglects severale�ects,such as
hierarchicalclustering,non-zero angularm om entum ,and cosm ologicalexpansion,which are
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Fig.3.| Tem peratureT asa function oftotalm echanicalenergy E fora rangeofsoftening
lengths �. The open squares and asterisks denote CDM haloes with � = 10� 4 and 10� 3

respectively,m odeled by thedensity ofstatesform alism (7){(9).Thesehaloescorrespond to
loga = � 10:1 and � 9:00 in the van derW aalsform alism .The open trianglesdenote CDM
haloes with � 4 � loga � � 2,m odeled by the van der W aals form alism (Padm anabhan
1990).Forany given E in the plotted range,T isthesam e forallvalues� 4 � loga � � 2;
m oreover,these a values are system atically greater than the predictions ofthe density of
statesform alism .
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presentin fullN -body sim ulations.Thelattere�ectisdiscussed in m oredetailbelow.

3.5. C osm ologicalexpansion

Ourcalculationsare perform ed in a static background spacetim e. In the centralparts
ofthe halo,where we focus m ost ofour attention,CDM particles are tightly bound and
e�ectively decoupled from the cosm ologicalexpansion. Consequently,the phase transition
at�c isessentially una�ected,aslongasthecentralvolum ewherethecosm ologicalexpansion
can beneglected isstilllargeenough to encom passthe‘core-halo’structure(centre-to-edge
density contrast& 709)required forthegravotherm alcatastropheto occur(Lynden-Bell&
W ood 1968).From thisperspective,a staticbackground m etricisa good approxim ation.

In theouterhalo,CDM particlesareloosely bound and �(x)m ay bedeterm ined partly
by the expansion and certain speci�c cosm ologicalparam eters. For exam ple,there exists
a m apping between the linearand evolved two-pointcorrelation functionsofhaloeswhich
im pliespower-law density pro�leswith exponent� 3(n+ 4)=(n+ 5),wheren istheindex of
thepowerspectrum ofinitial
uctuations(Ham ilton etal.1991;Padm anabhan & Engineer
1998). By the sam e token,sim ulations suggest that the dependence ofthe shape ofthe
pro�le on initialcosm ologicalparam eters is weak; this em piricalresult holds for SCDM
(
M = 1:0),LCDM (
M = 0:3;
� = 0:7)and open (
M = 0:3)cosm ogonies,aswellasa
widem ixtureofhotand cold darkm attercom ponents(Huss,Jain & Steinm etz1999a).Note
thatthe origin ofthe NFW scale radiusobserved in sim ulated haloes,rs,isnotexplained
by the (self-sim ilar)Padm anabhan & Engineer(1998)m apping. However,the totalpower
spectrum ,P(k),isproportionaltotheproductoftheFouriertransform edhalopro�leand the
powerspectrum ofthedistribution ofhalo centres,Pcent(k)(Padm anabhan 2002),im plying
�(x)/ x� 1 atlargek [deep m inim aofthegravitationalpotential,V ,with Pcent(k)/ PV (k)],
and �(x)/ x� 3 atsm allk [quasi-linearregim e,Pcent(k)/ P(k)](Padm anabhan 2002).

Huss,Jain & Steinm etz(1999b)dem onstrated em pirically thatcosm ologicalexpansion
does in
uence �(x),but that it is one ofseveralrelevant factors. They sim ulated a halo
with alltangentialcom ponentsofthegravitationalforcearti�cially setto zero,reproducing
the sphericalinfallsolution with a power-law exponent of� � 2:2 and no break in slope
(Bertschinger1985).They also showed thatrs isnotdeterm ined solely by expansion,found
evidence forthe im portance ofangularm om entum in the system ,and concluded thatthe
unbroken power-law pro�lesofvan Albada (1982)in the absence ofexpansion were inade-
quately resolved forthe purpose oftesting the existence ofrs. Ofcourse,the scale radius
(and hence the concentration param eter)ofa halo doesdepend critically on itsform ation
epoch:rs is�xed by theoverdensity,�c,which is,in turn,a function ofthecollapseredshift
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(Navarro,Frenk & W hite1997).

4. C om parison w ith num ericalsim ulations ofC D M haloes

The key resultfrom Section 3 from the perspective ofN -body sim ulationsisthatany
sim ulation with � 6= 0 can produce stable haloesatenergies� < �c thatdo notyield stable
haloesin true(� = 0)gravity.Furtherm ore,thesestable� 6= 0 haloesarecollapsed,whereas
stable � = 0 haloes are extended. In this section,we show that m any published N -body
resultsinadvertently sam ple the collapsed phase only.W e con�ne ourselvesto studiesthat
reportthespeci�c valuesof� and � explored.

4.1. Softening length

Sim ulationshavebeen perform ed overarangeofN and with arangeofresolutionsin an
attem pttoplaceboundson theoptim um softeninglength (Ghignaetal.2000;Splinteretal.
1998;M ooreetal.1998).van Kam pen (2000)argued thatthechoice� � 0:5r1=2N � 1=3,where
r1=2 isthe half-m assradiusofthe system ,strikesa balance between too shorta relaxation
tim e (� too sm all) and excessive particle clustering (� too large). Sim ilarly,Athanassoula
et al.(2000) �nd an optim allength � = 0:32N � 0:27 for a 
 = 0 Dehnen sphere. These
di�erentcriteria de�ne a range of� within which m ostm odern sim ulationsare perform ed.
Thesoftening length in high resolution sim ulationsis1{5 kpcforgalaxy-sized haloes(Reed
et al.2003),corresponding to � � 10� 4 ifR is taken to be the virialradius. The studies
investigated below occupy therange10� 4 < � < 10� 2.

4.2. Totalenergy ofa halo

Thetotalenergy ofa sim ulated halo israrely quoted in published studies.W etherefore
calculate � from the quoted m ass,size and concentration param eter,c= rs=r200,where rs
isthecharacteristic radiusofthehalo and r200 = R istheradiusatwhich thehalo density
hasdropped to 200 tim esthebackground.Fora classicalNFW halo,thekineticenergy,K ,
isgiven by (M o,M ao & W hite1998)

K N F W =
GM 2

2R
f(c); (14)
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f(c) =
c[1� 1=(1+ c)2 � 2ln(1+ c)=(1+ c)]

2[c=(1+ c)� ln(1+ c)]2
; (15)

assum ing circularorbits.Thepotentialenergy is(Binney & Trem aine1987,eq.2P-1)

UN F W = �
GM 2

2R
h(c); (16)

h(c) =

Z
1

0

x
� 2[(1+ cx)� 1 � 1+ ln(1+ cx)]2dx; (17)

assum ing sphericalsym m etry.Sim ilarly,forthehalo pro�lefound by M ooreetal.(1999b),
weobtain

K M =
GM 2

4R

�

1+
g(c)

ln2(1+ c3=2)

�

; (18)

UM = �
GM 2

2R

g(c)

ln2(1+ c3=2)
; (19)

g(c) =

Z
1

0

x
� 2ln2(1+ c

3=2
x
3=2)dx: (20)

W e estim ate the totalenergy,E ,from (14){(20)in three ways:(a)E (a) = � K ,which
assum es the virialtheorem and circular orbits (as stated above);(b) E (b) = U=2,which
assum esthe virialtheorem only;and (c)E (c) = K + U,which assum escircularorbits,but
notthevirialtheorem .Allthreeapproachestake�(x)to bespherically sym m etric.

4.3. Position on the phase diagram

W enow locateon thephasediagram som eexam plesofpublished N -bodysim ulationsof
dark m atterhaloesin a �CDM cosm ology,fora rangeofhalo m assesfrom dwarfgalaxy (�
1010M � )to cluster(� 1014M � )size.From theoutputparam eters,including c,wecalculate
� and � (norm alised by r200). Table 2 sum m arises these data and the energy estim ates
obtained by the three m ethods (a){(c)in Section 4.2. In the �nalcolum n,com m ents are
m adeidentifying thespeci�chaloeschosen from thereferenced work.In Figure6,weplace
the sim ulated haloeson the �(b){� phase diagram [Figure 4(a)]. �(b) ispreferred asitdoes
notrely on therestrictive assum ption ofcircularorbits.

Itisstriking thatthepublished haloesexistexclusively in thecollapsed phase,nearthe
left-hand edgeofthediagram ,orelsein thebistableregion,wherestablesolutionsexistfor
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both collapsed and extended phases.They do notexistin theextended phaseattheright-
hand edgeofthediagram .Any NFW halo with energy �(a) necessarily liesin thecollapsed
regim e,becauseonehasf(c)� 2=3.Alternatively,an NFW halo with energy �(b) liesin the
collapsed regim e unlessone hasc. 8 (corresponding to m ore m assive system s). Sim ilarly,
allM oorehaloeshave energy �(a) < � 3=8,and arerestricted to thecollapsed regim eforall
c> 0,whilea M oorehalo with energy �(b) iscollapsed unlessonehasc. 4.In otherwords,
ifthe totalenergy isestim ated from the kinetic energy and virialtheorem ,both the NFW
and M oore pro�lesare in the collapsed phase. Otherwise,sm allconcentration param eters
allow eitherphase (in the bistable region),depending on the detailed route to equilibrium .
W ithoutthevirialassum ption,haloeswith energy �(c) liein thecollapsed orbistableregions
aswell,m ostly in theform er.

5. C onclusion

W e have investigated the equilibrium con�gurations ofN self-gravitating collisionless
particles,interactingviaasoftened gravitationalpotential,in theM CE and m ean-�eld lim it.
Below a criticalenergy,�c ’ � 0:335,a system with � 6= 0 existsin a stable,collapsed phase.
Thisphaseisunstableforpuregravity (� = 0).Aboveanothercriticalenergy �(+ )c ’ 0,both
softened and unsoftened system s exist in an stable,extended phase. In the interm ediate
region �c < � < �

(+ )

c ,both the collapsed and extended phases are accessible;the detailed
routetoequilibrium determ ineswhich oneispicked out.Thedensitypro�lesfortheextended
and collapsed phasesarequalitativelydi�erent.Theextended pro�lehasa
atcoreandnear-
isotherm alouterenvelope.Thecollapsed pro�leisa centrally condensed Diracpeak,whose
logarithm icslopedependson �.

W e com pare our results with published N -body sim ulations by using the softening
param eter,�,size,r200,and concentration param eter,c,to placesim ulated haloeson the�-�
phasediagram .W e�nd thatm any published sim ulationsinadvertently sam plethecollapsed
phase only, even though this phase is unstable for pure gravity and arguably irrelevant
astrophysically.

W e rem ind the readerthatwe neglectseverale�ectsthatare im portantin realCDM
haloes,such as hierarchicalclustering,nonzero angular m om entum ,and cosm ologicalex-
pansion.Ourresultselucidatesom eofthearti�cialbehaviourthata softened potentialcan
introduce;they arenota substitute fora fullN -body calculation.

W e aregratefulto Bruce M cKellarforextensive discussionson thetheoreticalbasisof
them ean-�eld equations,and theanonym ousrefereeforusefulcom m entsthatim proved the
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2.9

5.7

8.6

11.4

14.3

Fig. 4.| Contourplotofthe logarithm ic slope ,jpj,ofthe density pro�le in its(a)inner,
x = �,and (b)outer,x = 1,regions,asa function ofenergy,�.Thephasetransition isclear
at� � � 0:335 for� . 10� 2. The innerslope jp(�)jsteepensas� isreduced. For� & 10� 2,
thesystem doesnotcollapse.

Study M (1012M � ) r200 (kpc) c �(a) �(b) �(c) � Com m ent Ref.

NFW 2.9 172 17.54 -0.76 -0.52 -0.28 0.01 1
22.7 733 15.38 -0.73 -0.48 -0.23 0.01 1

Huss 500 1360 6.3 -0.55 -0.29 -0.03 0.0037 CDM run 2

M oore 430 1950 4 -0.57 -0.32 -0.07 0.0005 cluster 3

Reed 0.188 119 28 -0.93 -0.68 -0.43 0.0020 dwf1 4
40 705 12.5 -0.68 -0.43 -0.18 0.0009 grp1 4

Hayashi 2.2 212.7 5.3 -0.52 -0.27 -0.02 0.0021 G3/2563 5

Table2:RecentN -body sim ulationsofCDM haloes.Them ass,M ,size,r200,concentration
param eter,c,and softening length,�,are m easured from the output. Equations(14){(20)
areused tocalculatethehaloenergy in threeways,�(a),�(b) and �(c).Allcalculationsassum e
an NFW pro�le,exceptforM ooreetal.(1999b)which usestheM oorepro�le.

References.| (1)Navarro,Frenk & W hite (1996);(2)Huss,Jain & Steinm etz (1999b);(3)M ooreetal.
(1999b);(4)Reed etal.(2003);(5)Hayashietal.(2003)
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Collapsed ε = 10^−5
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Collapsed ε

ε

ε

ε

= 10^−4

= 10^−3

= 10^−2

= 0Extended

NFW r_s = 10^−1

. . .

.
. . .

Fig.5.| Logarithm icslope,p,asafunction oflogarithm icradiusfor� = � 0:5and � = 10� 5

(long dash),10� 4 (dash-dot-dot-dot),10� 3 (dash-dot) and 10� 2 (dotted). The slope is a
m axim um at x slightly above �. Also plotted is an NFW pro�le (solid) and an extended
phasepro�le(shortdash,� = � 0:3).
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10.0

12.5

Fig.6.| Energy,�(b),and softening length,�,ofpublished N -body CDM haloesoverlaid on
a contourplotofp(�),assum m arised in Table2.Theasterisks,plussigns,triangle,box and
diam ond denote the resultsofNavarro,Frenk & W hite (1996),Reed etal.(2003),Hayashi
etal.(2003),M ooreetal.(1999b)and Huss,Jain & Steinm etz(1999b)respectively.
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