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A B ST R A C T

In a previous paper,we described a new m ethod for including detailed inform ation

aboutsubstructurein sem i-analyticm odelsofhaloform ation based on m ergertrees.In

thispaper,wecom parethe predictionsofourm odelwith resultsfrom self-consistent

num ericalsim ulations.W e�nd thatin generalthetwo m ethodsagreeextrem ely well,

particularlyoncenum ericale�ectsand selection e�ectsin thechoiceofhaloesaretaken

into account.Asexpected from the originalanalysesofthe sim ulations,we see som e

evidence for arti�cialoverm erging in the innerm ostregions ofthe sim ulated haloes,

eitherbecausesubstructureisbeing disrupted arti�cially orbecausethegroup-�nding

algorithm sused to identify substructurearenotdetecting allthebound clum psin the

highest-density regions.O uranalyticresultssuggestthatgreaterm assand forcereso-

lution m ay berequired beforenum ericaloverm ergingbecom esnegligiblein allcurrent

applications.W e discuss the im plications ofthis result for observationaland exper-

im entaltests ofhalo substructure,such as the analysis ofdiscrepant m agni�cation

ratiosin strongly lensed system s,terrestrialexperim ents to detect dark m atterpar-

ticlesdirectly,orindirectdetection experim entssearching forpositrons,gam m a-rays,

neutrinosorotherdark m atterdecay products.

K ey w ords: gravitationallensing { m ethods:num erical{ galaxies:clusters:general

{ galaxies:form ation { galaxies:haloes{ dark m atter.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

There isnow very strong evidence from observationsofthe

m icrowave background (Spergel et al. 2003), galaxy red-

shiftsurveys(e.g.Tegm ark etal.2004),weak lensing m ea-

surem ents (e.g.Rhodes et al.2004),and m odelling ofthe

Lym an-� forest (e.g. K im et al. 2004), that m ost of the

m atter in the universe is non-baryonic dark m atter, and

thatthepowerspectrum ofdensity  uctuationsin thiscom -

ponent extends to subgalactic scales,as expected in ‘cold’

dark m atter(CD M )m odels.The im plications ofthe CD M

powerspectrum forstructureform ation arewellestablished.

D ark m atterhaloes,the dense regionsthatsurround galax-

ies,groupsand clusters,form from the bottom up,through

the m erging ofprogressively largerstructures.Thisprocess

ofhierarchicalm erginghasbeen studied extensively,and the

overallpropertiesofgalaxy orclusterhaloesform ed in this

way are now fairly welldeterm ined.

To learn m oreaboutdark m atter,and to search forfea-
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tures in the power spectrum that could revealnew phases

in the evolution ofthe very early universe,we m ust push

the theory ofstructure form ation to sm allerscales.M ostof

ourcurrentunderstanding ofthe propertiesofdark m atter

on subgalactic scales com es from num ericalsim ulations of

structure form ation.These sim ulations have been used to

determ inetheevolution oflarge-scale structureand thefor-

m ation ofCD M haloes on scales ranging from the current

horizon (K au� m ann et al.1999) down to the localneigh-

bourhood (e.g M athis et al.2002).Furtherm ore,by selec-

tively re-sim ulating sectionsofa largevolum eathigherres-

olution,recentstudieshavebeen ableto ‘zoom in’on single

objects,resolving the substructure within individualhaloes

in exquisitedetail(e.g.recentwork by D eLucia etal.2004;

G ill,K nebe,& G ibson 2004a;G illet al.2004b;G ao et al.

2004a,2004b;D iem and etal.2004c;W eller,O striker& Bode

2004;Reed etal.2004)

There is a hard lim it,however,to the dynam ic range

that can be achieved using this approach of selective re-

sim ulation.Structureform ation m ixesinform ation on m any

di� erent scales as haloes form .To m odelthe form ation of

a dark m atter halo accurately, one needs to include the

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0410049v1
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e� ects ofvery long-wavelength  uctuations as wellas the

sm aller  uctuations that produce substructure.The m ini-

m um scale thatcan be included in any self-consistentsim u-

lation ofthe form ation ofa present-day halo is determ ined

by the requirem entthatthe largest  uctuationsin the vol-

um e studied stillbe in thelinearregim e atthe presentday,

and by the � nite num ericalresolution available com puta-

tionally.Forthehighest-resolution sim ulationsthatarecur-

rently feasible,this leads to a m inim um m ass scale for re-

solved substructureofaround 10� 4{10� 5 ofthem assofthe

m ain halo considered.To study halo substructurebelow this

m ass lim it requires analytic or sem i-analytic extensions to

the num ericalresults.Itisprecisely thissortofsm all-scale

inform ation,however,thatis required in m any currentap-

plicationsincluding galaxy dynam ics,strong lensing,direct

or indirect dark m atter detection,or tests ofdark m atter

physicsin general.

In earlierwork (Taylor& Babul2001,TB01 hereafter),

we developed a m odelfor dynam icalevolution ofsatellites

orbiting in the potentialoflarger system .This m odelin-

cludes sim ple treatm ents ofdynam icalfriction,tidalm ass

loss and tidal disruption. It calculates satellite evolution

overa m any shorttim esteps,ratherlikea restricted N -body

sim ulation,butusesonly globalpropertiesofthesatelliteto

determ ineitsevolution,thusreducingthecom putationalex-

pense considerably.M ore recently (Taylor & Babul2004a,

paper I hereafter),we have applied this m odelofsatellite

evolution to them erging subcom ponentsinvolved in thehi-

erarchicalform ation ofgalaxy,group orclusterhaloes,cre-

ating a fullsem i-analytic m odelofhalo form ation.In a sec-

ond paper (Taylor & Babul2004b,paper IIhereafter),we

presented thebasic predictionsofthism odel,including dis-

tributions of subhalo m ass,circular velocity,location and

m erger epoch,and the correlations between these proper-

ties.W e found results sim ilar to those ofrecent num erical

studies,aswellasfora few system atic di� erences.

In thispaper,we com pare the predictionsofthe sem i-

analytic m odel directly with the results of self-consistent

num ericalsim ulations ofhalo form ation.This com parison

is particularly interesting, since the only free param eters

in the sem i-analytic m odelwere � xed in paper I,either by

m atching restricted sim ulations ofindividualsubhaloes (to

� x the param eters ofthe dynam icalm odel),or by assum -

ing self-sim ilarity in them erging process(to � x theonefree

param eter in the pruning m ethod).Thus we have no re-

m aining param etric freedom when com paring ourresultsto

self-consistentsim ulations,m aking the com parison a m ean-

ingfulone.O verall,we willshow that there is reasonable

agreem entbetween thesem i-analyticand num ericalresults,

particularly in regions where both are expected to be ac-

curate, but also that there are system atic di� erences be-

tween their predictions.These could re ect inaccuracies in

the sem i-analytic m odel,butcloser exam ination ofthe nu-

m ericalresultssuggeststhatatleastpartofthediscrepancy

isdue to arti� cialnum ericale� ectsin the sim ulations.The

quantitative estim ate ofthe m agnitude ofthese e� ects has

interesting im plicationsfortheanalysisofseveralrecentob-

servationalresults.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In section 2,

we sum m arise brie y the sem i-analytic m odeldeveloped in

paper I.In section 3,we describe the six sim ulated haloes

used in ourcom parison,and analyse the generalproperties

oftheir subhalo populations.In section 4,we com pare the

propertiesofindividualsubhaloes,aswellasthecum ulative

distributions ofsubhalo m ass or circular velocity,in sem i-

analytic m odeland in the num ericalsim ulations.In partic-

ular,we exam ine the evidence that the centralregions of

the sim ulated haloes are subject to arti� cialoverm erging.

In section 5,we considerthe im plicationsofoverm erging in

two particular areas,the m odelling ofstrongly-lensed sys-

tem s,and the analysis ofdirect detection experim ents.W e

sum m ariseourconclusionsin section 6.Finally,wenotethat

asin papersIand II,in thispaperwewillgenerally consider

results for the form er ‘standard’CD M (SCD M )cosm ology

with h = 0:5 and �8 = 0:7,becausethesim ulationswecom -

pareto assum ed thiscosm ology.In general,ourm ain results

depend only weakly on cosm ology,asdiscussed in paperII.

2 R EV IEW O F T H E SEM I-A N A LY T IC M O D EL

In paperI,weintroduced asem i-analyticm odelforstudying

the form ation of dark m atter haloes and the evolution of

theirsubstructure.In thissection we willreview brie y the

m ain featuresofthism odel.Them odelisexplained fully in

TB01 and paperI,and a m oredetailed sum m ary isgiven in

paperII.

The sem i-analytic m odel consists of several com po-

nents:a m ethod for generating m erger trees,an algorithm

for ‘pruning’these trees,to determ ine how m any distinct

satellitesm ergeinto them ain system within thetree,an an-

alytic m odelto describe the subsequent evolution ofthese

satellites,and a m odelfor the concurrent evolution ofthe

m ain system .Thehalo m ergerhistoriesare generated using

the m erger-tree algorithm ofSom erville and K olatt(1999).

Higherorderbranchingsin these treesare then pruned,us-

ing the m ethod described in paperI,to determ ine whether

each branch m erging with them ain trunk contributesa sin-

gle subhalo or a group ofassociated subhaloes to the m ain

system .Thisproducesasinglelistofsubhaloesm ergingwith

them ain system atvariousredshifts.Each subhalo from this

� nallististheplaced on arandom orbitstartingatthevirial

radius ofthe m ain system ,and evolved using the analytic

m odelofsatellite dynam ics described in TB01,experienc-

ing orbitaldecay dueto dynam icalfriction,and heating and

stripping due to tidalforces.Haloes which were associated

with a given parentbefore pruning fallin togetherwith the

parenton sim ilarorbits,aspartofa kinem atic group.

The properties of the m ain system also change over

tim e,itsm assgrowing according to the m ergertree and its

concentration changing according to the relations in Eke,

Navarro,& Steinm etz (2001,ENS01 hereafter).Although

no baryonic com ponentisincluded in the m odelspresented

here,one can easily be added,given a prescription for gas

cooling and starform ation.W eassum e,unlessspeci� ed oth-

erwise,that the m ain system has a M oore density pro� le

and a concentration orscaleradiusgiven by therelationsin

ENS01.O ur� ducialsystem ,a1:6� 10
12
M � halo atz = 0 in

a SCD M cosm ology,hasa concentration cM = 10:3,a scale

radius rs;M = 30:5kpc,a virialradius rvir;m = 314:1kpc,

and a virialvelocity (or circular velocity at the virialra-

dius) vvir;m = 148km s
� 1
.W e note that this concentration

istypicalfora galaxy ofthism ass(ENS01);galaxy clusters

would be abouthalfasconcentrated,thisdi� erence should
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be kept in m ind when com paring our results with sim u-

lations of m ore m assive system s.O n the other hand,real

galaxy haloes have large concentrations ofbaryonic m ate-

rialattheircentres,and through adiabaticcontraction they

m ay havebecom e m ore concentrated than thesystem scon-

sidered here;thispossible di� erenceshould bekeptin m ind

when com paring with observations.

In all,the dynam icalm odelhastwo m ain free param e-

ters{ the Coulom b logarithm �s which m odulatesdynam i-

calfriction,and the heating coe� cient�h which m odulates

m ass loss.(A third param eter discussed in TB01,the disk

logarithm �d,isnotused heresince weareconsidering evo-

lution in a single-com ponentpotential).Theprecise disrup-

tion criterion (say the fraction ofthe binding radius used

to de� ne fdis),the form chosen for the density pro� le of

the satellites and the pro� le ofthe m ain system ,and vari-

ousotherm odelchoiceswillalso a� ectsom e ofourresults,

though notvery strongly.W ediscussthem odel-dependence

ofourresultsin paperII.Here we generally presentresults

forthedefaultparam etervaluesdiscussed in paperI,specif-

ically �s = 2:4 (where the m agnitude ofdynam icalfriction

scales as � (M )= �s + ln(M h=140M s)ifm < M =140,and

� (M )= �s form � M =140),and �h = 3:0.The disruption

criterion assum es either fdis = 0:5 (m odelA)or fdis = 0:1

(m odelB).G iven these param eterchoices,the pruning pa-

ram etersare � xed iteratively asdiscussed in paperI.

3 N U M ER IC A L P R ED IC T IO N S FO R H A LO

SU B ST R U C T U R E

3.1 R eview ofthe sim ulations

To test the accuracy of our m odel and com pare it with

fully num ericalresults, we will exam ine the properties of

substructure in six di� erent haloes extracted from high-

resolution sim ulations.The basic propertiesofthese haloes

are listed in table 1, along with the references in which

theoriginalsim ulationsare described.The subhalo listsex-

tracted from these sim ulations were supplied by their re-

spective authors;in som e casesthey di� erslightly from the

data sets used in the references listed,as the sim ulations

have been reanalysed subsequently.W e willstartby exam -

ining these datasetsin detail,to quantify how m uch scatter

is expected in subhalo properties from one system to an-

other.W enotethata m uch largersam pleof� CD M haloes,

sim ulated at com parable or higher resolution,has recently

becom e available (D e Lucia et al.2004;D esaiet al.2004;

G illet al.2004a,2004b;D iem and et al.2004c;G ao et al.

2004a,2004b;W eller et al.2004;Reed et al.2004).W her-

everpossible,we willalso considerthism ore recentwork.

The objects nam ed ‘Com a’ and ‘Virgo I’are a m as-

siveand an interm ediate-m assclusterhalo,respectively,ex-

tracted from thesim ulationsofM ooreetal.1998 (M 98 here-

after).‘Virgo IIa’and ‘Virgo IIb’are actually two di� erent

outputs from the sam e sim ulation ofa Virgo-sized cluster,

atredshifts0 and 0.1 respectively.Thecluster,described in

G hignaetal.2000(G 00),isahigher-resolution re-sim ulation

ofa system � rstdiscussed in G higna etal.1998 (G 98).‘An-

drom eda’and the ‘M ilky W ay’(the ‘LocalG roup’) are a

close pairofgalaxy-size haloes selected because oftheirre-

sem blanceto thetwo m ain system sin therealLocalG roup.

They are described in M oore etal.1999b (M 99b)and their

substructure isanalysed in M oore etal.1999a (M 99a).

These sim ulations were allperform ed in a ‘standard’

CD M (
 = 1,h = 0:5,�8 = 0:7) cosm ology.For purposes

ofcom parison,we have generated oursem i-analytic results

assum ing thesam ecosm ology.Thesim ulationscovera wide

rangeofm ass,and also a range in m assresolution and soft-

ening length,as indicated in table 1.They typically have

severalm illion particleswithin thevirialradius,and a soft-

ening length ofless than 1 percentofthe virialradius.Al-

though these sim ulationswere perform ed severalyearsago,

this com bination ofm ass and force resolution has only re-

cently been surpassed m orethan a factorof1.5{2,and even

then only in a very few sim ulations (e.g. D iem and et al.

2004c;G ao etal.2004b).Virgo IIaand IIb haveparticularly

high force resolution,aswellastheir high m ass resolution.

Com a has com parable m ass resolution butm ore softening,

while Virgo I,Androm eda and the M ilky W ay have lower

m assresolution,and are also m ore heavily softened.

Thesubstructurein thesesim ulationswasidenti� ed us-

ing thegroup � nderSK ID (Stadel2001;availableathttp://

hpcc.astro.washington.edu/tools).SK ID identi� esgroupsby

� nding localm axim a in the density � eld,linking them to-

getherwith a friends-of-friendsalgorithm ,and then rem ov-

ing unbound particles iteratively.It produces estim ates of

the structuralproperties ofeach bound group ofparticles,

including its totalm ass,its outer radius (the radius ofthe

outerm ostbound particle),the radiusatwhich itsrotation

curvepeaks,and thevalueofthepeak circularvelocity.W e

haveallofthisinform ation forthesubhaloesin theVirgo II

and LocalG roup sim ulations,and m orelim ited inform ation

forthe� rsttwo sim ulations.O fthevariouspropertiesm ea-

sured by SK ID ,we willassum e that the totalm ass M s is

slightly m ore reliable than the outerradius,since the latter

dependson theposition ofthesingleouterm ostparticle.W e

willalso consider the peak velocity vp;s ofeach subhalo,as

an indicatorofitsdensity pro� le and concentration.

W enotethatthestructuralpropertiesofindividualsub-

haloes in sim ulations are subject to im portant num erical

e� ects. This has been dem onstrated by carrying out ide-

alised sim ulations ofsatellites in � xed potentials,at m uch

higher resolution than is possible in self-consistent sim ula-

tionswhere haloes form naturally from cosm ologicalinitial

conditions(Hayashietal.2003,H03 hereafter;K azantzidis

et al.2004).Even in a static potential,determ ining rota-

tion curves for subhaloes to an accuracy of10 percent af-

ter a few orbits requires resolving them with m ore than

5 � 10
5
particles initially (i.e.a few tim es 10

4
after m ass

loss { K azantzidis et al.2004).G iven the steepness ofthe

cum ulative velocity function,a 10 percenterror in velocity

can change the num berofsubhaloes at a given velocity by

30{40 percent,so even errors ofthisordershould be taken

intoaccount.Forcesoftening also hasadirecte� ecton sm all

subhaloes,placing an upperlim it on their circular velocity

when they are su� ciently dense.Finally,the group-� nding

algorithm s used to identify substructure in self-consistent

sim ulationsoften depend explicitly on thelocaldensity ofa

subhalo’s environm ent.Thus subhalo properties should be

treated with caution even in high-resolution sim ulations.W e

willdiscusstheseissuesfurtherin sections4.1and 4.2below.

Finally, we need to norm alise the properties of each

set of num ericalsubhaloes,in order to com pare them on
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Figure 1. The cum ulative relative m ass functions for the two

highest-resolution sim ulations, Com a (solid line) and V irgo II

(dashed line;shown atz = 0.1).The dotted linesare power-laws

with slopes -1.31 and -0.96.The top axis shows the equivalent

subhalo m ass in a system with the �ducialm ass 1:6 � 1012M � .

The verticallinesindicate the 32-particle and 320-particle m ass-

resolution lim itsforeach sim ulation.

the sam e footing. To do so, we divide the m ass of each

subhalo by M vir;m ,the m ass of its parent halo within its

virialradius,and dividethepeak velocity ofthesubhalo by

vvir;m ,the circular velocity ofits parent halo at the virial

radius
1
.W here necessary we can then scale these relative

valuesto oursem i-analytic m odelvalues,m ultiplying them

by M = 1:6� 1012 M � and 148km s� 1,respectively.W hen

countingthenum berofsubhaloesoversom em assorvelocity

threshold,we generally lim it ourselvesto the region within

thevirialradiusofthem ain halo,sincethesem i-analyticre-

sultsareincom pletebeyond thevirialradius,asthey do not

includesubhaloesthathavenotyetfallen in pastthispoint.

Thisprocedureproducesrelativedistributionsorscaled dis-

tributionsthatcan easily becom pared with one-anotherand

with the sem i-analytic results.Furtherm ore,we expect the

properties ofeach system to be sim ilar when scaled in this

way,sincestructureform ation should befairly closetoscale-

invariantoverthe range ofhalo m assesconsidered here.

3.2 Scatter in the num ericaldistributions

1 In the case ofthe ‘LocalG roup’haloes,the m ass ofthe m ain

halo was m easured at z = 0,whereas our outputs are for z =

0:2.W e have assum ed that the halo m asses were 0.885 oftheir

�nalvalue at this redshift,based on the average accretion rate

m easured in our m erger trees.The virialradius for an object of

a given m ass isalso sm allerat z > 0,since it is de�ned in term s

ofa �xed overdensity relative to the background.

Figure 2. Cum ulative relative m ass and velocity distributions

from various sim ulations of haloes on cluster (top panels) and

galaxy (bottom panels)scales.The top left-hand panelsshow the

cum ulative m assfunctionsforV irgo I(dotted line)and V irgo IIa

& IIb (solid and dashed lines),while the bottom left-hand panel

shows the relative m ass function for A ndrom eda (solid line) and

theM ilky W ay (dotted line).Thebottom axisshowsm assrelative

to the virialm ass,while the top axis shows the m ass scaled to

our �ducialhalo.A line of slope � is also shown on each plot.

The verticallinesindicate the 32-particle and 320-particle m ass-

resolution lim its for each sim ulation,and the right-hand panels

show cum ulative distributions ofpeak circularvelocity for V irgo

IIa & IIb (top right)and forthe LocalG roup (bottom right),as

wellas lines ofslope �.The bottom axis gives the value relative

to the virialvelocity ofthe m ain halo,while the top axis gives

the velocity scaled to our �ducialsystem .

3.2.1 The shape ofthe m ass function

Fig.1 shows the cum ulative relative m ass functions for all

subhaloes within the virial radius of two system s, Com a

(solid line) and Virgo IIb (dashed line).The full vertical

linesindicatethem assforeach sim ulation corresponding to

32 particles.In the originalanalysisofthe sim ulations,this

was generally chosen as the lim it below which the results

from the group � nderbecam e signi� cantly incom plete,and

thestructuralparam etersofsubhaloesunreliable.In factwe

expectresolution e� ectstorem ain im portantatm uch larger

m asses.As discussed in D iem and et al.(2004a),the m ean

relaxation tim e forcuspy system swith density pro� lessim -

ilar to those ofsubhaloes is less than a Hubble tim e when

they are resolved with a few hundred or even a thousand

particles.Furtherm ore,thiscalculation assum espresent-day

densities (e.g.a half-m ass radius of24kpc for a system of

m ass 3:5 � 109M � ,versus � 20kpc for an isolated halo of

the sam e m ass at z = 0 in our m odel).For system s which

form ed atredshiftz therelaxation tim eshould beshorterby

a factor(1+ z)
3=2

.Thuswe also includeshorterlinesshow-

ing a 320-particle m ass,below which m ost system s should

be arti� cially relaxed.
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In each case,the cum ulative m ass function is roughly

a power-law atinterm ediate m asses.The slope ofthe m ass

function di� ers substantially between the two sim ulations,

however { it is about � 0:96 for Virgo IIb and � 1:31 for

Com a,as indicated by the dotted lines.A priori,it is not

clearwhetherthisdi� erenceisdueto intrinsic,halo-to-halo

variation in the m ass function,the di� erent m asses ofthe

two system s,their redshifts or their di� erent internaldy-

nam icalstates,orwhetheritistheresultofdi� erentsoften-

ing and m assresolution.Thelatterseem sunlikely given the

large di� erence even for well-resolved (10
3
{10

4
) subhaloes.

From the discussion in paper II,it seem s likely that dy-

nam icalage is an im portant factor.The progenitor ofthe

‘Com a’ halo form ed in isolation and was fully relaxed at

z = 0 (M 98),while Virgo IIb,ata redshiftof0.1,contains

m assive subsystem sthathave notyetbeen stripped ordis-

rupted to the sam e degree.

W e also see in this � gure that at low m asses,the cu-

m ulative m ass function deviates from a power-law wellbe-

fore the 32-particle lim itofthe group-� nderisreached,but

som ewherein the100{300 particlerangebelow which relax-

ation m ay be im portant.Here again,though,itisnotclear

how m uch ofthe curvature ofthe m assfunction isrealand

how m uch is num erical.W e willdiscuss this further when

we com pare these resultsto the sem i-analytic predictions.

3.2.2 Dependence on halo m ass

W e can test whether the m ass function depends on halo

m ass in a sim ple way by com paring results for galaxy and

cluster haloes.Fig.2 shows the relative m ass functions for

allthe sim ulationsofVirgo-sized haloes(top leftpanel),as

wellas the m ass functions for the two galaxy-sized haloes

(bottom left panel).The top axis indicates the equivalent

subhalo m ass and circular velocity in our � ducialsystem

(i.e.forM vir;m = 1:6� 1012M � ).The verticallinesindicate

a 32-particle and a 320-particle lower m ass lim it in each

sim ulation.

All� vescaled m assfunctionsaresim ilar,although both

the norm alisation and the slope vary by � 20 percent.The

variation in norm alisation depends on our convention for

rescaling thedistributions;ifwewereto countallthehaloes

within 1:5rvir;m ,forinstance,then Androm eda would have

m oresatellitesthan theM ilky W ay.W ewillonly countsub-

haloeswithin 1:0rvir;m ,however,asthesem i-analyticresults

are incom plete beyond thispoint,asexplained previously.

The variation in slope is also hard to de� ne precisely,

since the m ass functions deviate from a power-law at both

large and sm allm asses, either for physicalreasons or for

num ericalones.Still,thereisasigni� cantdi� erencebetween

the two sets ofm ass functions.The thin solid lines show a

rough � tto the slope ofthe m ass function at interm ediate

m ass,with the logarithm ic slope � indicated on the plot.

The trend in the slope going from galaxies to clusters is

the opposite ofthe one in Fig.1,in the sense thatthe less

m assivesystem shavesteeperm assfunctions,soitcannotbe

explained sim plyin term sofhalom ass.Instead itm ayre ect

the dynam icalages of the di� erent system s, as discussed

above and in paperII.In thiscase,the LocalG roup haloes

would be system atically olderthan Virgo,justasCom a is.

Sim ilarresultshavebeen reported recently for� -CD M

sim ulations.D e Lucia et al.(2004),for instance,� nd loga-

rithm ic slopes of� 0:97 to � 0:98 for the m ass function on

clusterscales,and � 1:11to� 1:13on galaxy scales(although

thequantity they � tisdn(M )=d(log(M ))versuslog(M ),for

power law distributions the slope ofthis quantity has the

sam e num ericalvalue asthe logarithm ic slope ofthe cum u-

lativedistribution �).Thetrend tosteeperslopesforsm aller

haloesisasin Fig.2.

3.2.3 Shape ofthe cum ulative velocity distribution

The right-hand panelsofFig.2 show the cum ulative distri-

butionsofpeak velocity,eitherrelativeto thevirialvelocity

ofthe m ain system (bottom axis),orscaled by our� ducial

valueof148km s
� 1

(top axis).Thesearealso welldescribed

by power-lawsatinterm ediatem ass,asindicated by thethin

solid lines.Thelogarithm ic slope� isindicated on theplot.

For self-sim ilar haloes we expect vp / M
1=3

and therefore

� = 3�;in practice the slope seem s slightly steeper than

this,perhaps indicating that the sm allsubhaloes are m ore

concentrated than thelargeones.Thevelocity distributions

show stronger deviations from a power-law atsm allveloci-

tiesthan them assfunctionsdoatlow m asses;wewilldiscuss

a possible explanation forthisin section 4.2.

Finally,we note thatthese m assand velocity distribu-

tions are sim ilar to,and consistent with,others that have

appeared in theliterature(e.g.K lypin etal.1999b;O kam oto

& Habe 1999;Springelet al.2001;G overnato et al.2001;

Stoehr et al.2002;D e Lucia et al.2004;D esaiet al.2004;

G illet al.2004a;D iem and et al.2004c;G ao et al.2004b;

W elleretal.2004;Reed etal.2004;Nagai& K ravtsov 2004).

In particular,� CD M haloesappearto havealm ostidentical

substructure,consistentwith theresultsofpaperII,and the

intrinsic variation in the cum ulative distributionsfrom one

halo to anotherare sim ilarto those reported here.

4 C O M PA R ISO N B ET W EEN N U M ER IC A L

A N D SEM I-A N A LY T IC R ESU LT S

4.1 C um ulative distributions

W enow turn tothecom parison between num ericaland sem i-

analyticresults.W ewillconsiderresultsforthedenseinner

regionsofthe halo and the lower-density outerregionssep-

arately,since num ericale� ects m ay a� ect the form er to a

greaterdegree,asdiscussed in section 4.3 below.Theright-

hand panelofFig.3 showsthecum ulativem assfunction,for

allsubstructure between 0.5 and 1:0rvir;m from the centre

oreach halo.O verthisrangeofradii,ourm odelreproduces

the num ericalresultsalm ostexactly,both in norm alisation

and in scatter.For m assive haloes,the cum ulative distri-

bution in the sem i-analytic haloes is very sim ilar to those

in the high-resolution sim ulations.Allthree sim ulations lie

below ouraveragevalue,buttheo� setisa sm all(� 20 per-

cent,oraboutequalto thehalo-to-halo scatter,on average),

so it m ay not be signi� cant.There are severale� ects such

dynam icalage thatcould explain thiso� set,butwe do not

expectourprescription form asslossto beaccurateto m uch

betterthan 10{20 percentin any case,asdiscussed in paper

I.

At sm aller m asses (M s < 10
� 4
M vir;m ), the sem i-

analytic m odel predicts 30{40 percent m ore substructure



6 Taylor& Babul

Figure 3.The cum ulative m ass function predicted by the sem i-

analytic m odel,in the inner (left-hand panel) and outer (right-

hand panel) parts ofthe halo.The thick lines show the average

result for a hundred SCD M m erger trees,for m odelB at z = 0.

The thin solid lines show the 1-� variance for this set.The thin

lines are the norm alised cum ulative m ass functions m easured in

the three highest-resolution sim ulations(dashed lines{ V irgo IIa

and IIb;dotted lines { Com a).The verticaldotted and dashed

linesindicate the 32-particle and 320-particle resolution lim itsof

the num ericalresults.The solid verticalline indicatesthe resolu-

tion lim itofthe sem i-analytic trees.

above a given m ass threshold.It seem s likely that at least

som e ofthis o� set is due to num ericale� ects such as re-

laxation,sincehereweare below thelim itofa few hundred

particleswheretherelaxation tim ebecom esshorterthan the

Hubble tim e (D iem and et al.2004a).O verallwe conclude

that in the outer part ofthe halo,where the properties of

substructure are m ost robustly determ ined in the sim ula-

tions,the two setsofresultsare in acceptable agreem ent.

O n the other hand,in the region interior to 0:5rvir;m

(left-hand panel),the sem i-analytic m ass function predicts

roughly 2.5 tim es m ore substructure above a given m ass

threshold than isseen in thenum ericalsim ulations.In term s

ofthe halo-to-halo scatter,allthree num ericalm ass func-

tions lie 2� below the average value in the sem i-analytic

trees.Thecum ulativevelocity functions(Fig.4)show asim -

ilar pattern.This suggests that the two m ethods disagree

signi� cantly about how quickly substructure is stripped or

destroyed in the centralregionsofa halo.Unfortunately,it

isnotclearwhich resultism ore accurate.Asseen in paper

II,centralsubhaloes are generally olderand they willhave

experienced m ore m ass loss and tidalheating on average,

having orbited m any tim es in a strong and changing po-

tential.Since m any ofthese centralsystem swillbe heavily

stripped,the sem i-analytic predictionsabouttheirresidual

bound m assbe lessaccurate than foryoungersystem s.O n

theotherhand,thesim ulationswillalso belessaccuratefor

old system sand atsm allradii,dueto thecum ulativee� ects

ofrelaxation and arti� cialheating.M oreover,it is harder

Figure 4.The cum ulative peak circular velocity functions pre-

dicted by the sem i-analytic m odel.The left-hand panelshowsre-

sultsforhaloeswithin halfthe virialradius;the right-hand panel

showsresultsforhaloes between 0.5 and 1rvir;m .The thick lines

are the average result and � 1-� contours for a hundred SCD M

m erger trees,for m odelB at z = 0.The thin lines are the nor-

m alised cum ulative velocity functions m easured in the V irgo IIa

and IIb sim ulations.

forgroup � ndersto identify substructure correctly in dense

regions (G illetal.2004a),and the subhalo m asses and ve-

locities they determ ine in these regions can be biased by

the background density.Thusitm ay be thatsem i-analytic

predictionsforsubstructure are in factm ore accurate than

sim ulationsin thecentresofhalos(say within 0:3rvir;m ).W e

willdiscussthisfurtherin section 4.3.

4.2 Individualsubhaloes and the role ofsoftening

W ecan also com pare the propertiesofindividualhaloesdi-

rectly.Fig.5 shows a com parison ofthe sem i-analytic sub-

haloes(left-hand plots)and thenum ericalsubhaloes(right-

hand plots),in term s of their m ass and their peak circu-

larvelocity.The num ericalresults,from top to bottom ,are

from the M ilky W ay,Androm eda,Virgo IIb,and Virgo IIa

haloes.Them assesand velocitiesin thesim ulationshaveall

been rescaled to them assand velocity oftheparenthalo in

the sem i-analytic m odel,asexplained in section 3.1,and in

each pairofpanelswe have only plotted system sabove the

m ass-resolution lim itofthenum ericaldatain theright-hand

panel.

O verall, the distributions seem rem arkably sim ilar.

Com paring them in detail,however,we note som e m inor

di� erences.The sem i-analytic m odelpredictsthe existence

of low-m ass, high-density (high-vp) system s, for instance,

which arenotseen in thesim ulations.Thisispartly because

theforcesin thesim ulation are softened overa � nitelength

rs,such that the potentialgenerated by a set ofparticles

ofm ass M is lim ited to ’ G M =rs,placing a correspond-
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Figure 5. The distribution of subhaloes as a function of their

m assand oftheirpeak velocity,in thesem i-analyticm odelA (left-

hand plots)and thesim ulations(right-hand plots).Thenum erical

values have been scaled to the m ass and circular velocity ofthe

m ain halo (see text).The dashed linesindicate the regionsofthe

plotexcluded by softening.

ing lim it on vp.The dashed lines in each ofthe left-hand

panels indicate the locus ofthis lim it,for the values ofrs

listed in table 1.As expected,none ofthe num ericalsub-

haloes lie above this line,whereas we m ight expect som e

to in thelow-resolution sim ulations(uppertwo panels).The

high-resolution sim ulations(lowertwo panels)fallwellshort

ofthislim it,although they m ay bestillsubjecttorelaxation

and othere� ects.

W e also see that the num ericaldistributions generally

extend to lowercircularvelocitiesata given m assthan the

sem i-analytic distributions.Thism ay be partly dueto soft-

ening,butanotherexplanation is shotnoise in the particle

distribution for these system s.Low m ass haloes willhave

few particles interior to rp,so subtracting a single particle

from a halo can reduce itspeak velocity substantially.This

m ay explain thegreaterscatterin thelowerleft-hand corner

ofeach ofthe num ericaldistributions.

W e can m odelthe e� ect ofsoftening explicitly by as-

sum ing that the circular velocity is determ ined by the ra-

dialforce,vc = r _Fr,and using theforce softening to reduce

vc accordingly.The forces in these sim ulations were spline

softened,thatisthepotentialgenerated by each particlewas

calculated as � = �s(r=rs),where � s,the softened poten-

tial,is a polynom ialP1(r=rs) for 0 � r � rs,a polynom ial

P2(r=rs)for rs � r � 2rs,and equalto the Newtonian po-

tentialbeyond this(where rs is the softening length ofthe

sim ulation).W e can accountforthisby reducing the radial

force accordingly;thisreducesthe peak velocity when rp is

close to the softening length rs.To sim ulate shotnoise,we

can assum e that the num ber of particles within rp varies

random ly by
p
N ,thereby introducing a scatterinto haloes

where M (< rp) is close to m p,the particle m ass. Fig. 6

Figure 6.A s Fig.5,but including som e ofthe e�ects offorce

softening and m ass resolution in the sem i-analytic results (left-

hand panels).

shows the distribution ofvelocities and m asses,with both

shotnoiseand softening taken into account.W eseethatour

m odi� ed distributionsare now very close to those found in

the sim ulations,particularly atlow resolution.

Finally,wecan re-exam inethecum ulativevelocity func-

tion with softening taken into account. Fig. 7 shows the

cum ulative (peak circular) velocity function for subhaloes,

with line styles as before. The sem i-analytic results have

been softened as in Fig.6,with a softening length corre-

sponding to thatused in the sim ulationsshown.The upper

panels are for the higher-resolution Virgo II sim ulations,

in which the softening length was rs = 0:0005rvir;m (or

170pc in our � ducialsystem ),while the lower are for the

LocalG roup sim ulations,in which thesoftening length was

roughly rs = 0:005rvir;m (or1.7kpc in our� ducialsystem ).

As before,the sem i-analytic predictions m atch the sim ula-

tions reasonably well in the outer parts of the halo, but

predict 2{3 tim es m ore substructure above a given veloc-

ity threshold in the inner parts.Com paring the upper and

lower panels,we see that softening alone m ay account for

m ostofthe di� erence between the high-resolution and low-

resolution num ericalresults in the am plitude ofthe cum u-

lative velocity function below vs=vvir;m � 0:15.The m atch

between thesoftened sem i-analyticpredictionsand thesim -

ulationsisstillnotexact,however(e.g.thedisagreem entin

the am plitude ofthe m ass function at r < 0:5rvir;m ),sug-

gesting there m ay be other resolution e� ects we have not

considered.

Indeed,there are several well know sources of arti� -

cial heating in N -body sim ulations that we have not ac-

counted forso far.Internalrelaxation willreduce the m ass,

circular velocity and potentialofeach subhalo arti� cially,

on a tim escale roughly proportionalto thenum berofparti-

cles.For system s resolved with fewer than � 300 particles,

thistim escaleisshorterthan theHubbletim e,asm entioned
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Figure 7. A verage cum ulative peak circular velocity functions

predicted by thesem i-analyticm odel,including thee�ectsofsoft-

ening.M ergertreesand line stylesare asin Fig.4.The softening

length in the upper panels,rs = 0:0005rvir;m ,is com parable to

that in the V irgo IIa and IIb sim ulations (dotted lines), while

the lower panels show sim ilar results using a softening length of

0:005rvir;m ,along with the norm alised LocalG roup distributions

(dotted lines).

previously,so only the youngest objects willbe una� ected

by relaxation.The ‘graininess’ofthe background potential

willalso heatsystem sarti� cially,particularly atearly tim es

when the m ain halo is poorly resolved.These e� ects have

been studied extensively in the literature in the context of

the‘overm erging problem ’,asdiscussed in thenextsection.

4.3 Spatialdistributions and the evidence for

overm erging

4.3.1 Radialdistributions com pared

The resultsofsection 4.1 suggestthatthe sim ulationsm ay

underestim atetheam ountofsubstructurein thecentralre-

gionsofhaloes.In early sim ulations,the dissolution ofsub-

structure within haloes,referred to as ‘overm erging’,ren-

dered sim ulated system salm ostcom pletely sm ooth (seevan

K am pen 1995;M oore,K atz,& Lake 1996;orK lypin etal.

1999a fordiscussionsoftheproblem ).O verm ergingisknown

to occurto som e degree even in high-resolution sim ulations

(G higna et al.2000),and should be strongest in the old,

dense centralregionsofhaloes(D iem and etal.2004a).The

resultsofsection 4.1 suggestthatitcould stillbeim portant

overa fairly large range ofradii.

W e can quantify the e� ectsofoverm erging by com par-

ing theradialdistribution ofsubstructurein ourm odeland

in the sim ulations.The top three panelsofFig.8 show the

localdensity ofsubhaloes ata given radius,relative to the

m ean density within the virialradius,n(r)=nvir;m = (N (<

r)=dV (r))=(N vir=Vvir).Theconnected pointswith errorbars

show the results in three sim ulations,and the upper solid

lines show the predictions of sem i-analytic m odels A and

B.W e saw in paper II that the radialdistribution ofsub-

haloesisbiased by incom pletenessifwe go below the m ass

resolution lim it ofthe m erger tree.To avoid this bias,the

sem i-analytic results shown in the left and m iddle panels

include only system s with m asses in excess of5 � 10
7
M � ,

whilethenum ericalresultsarelim ited to an equivalentrela-

tivem assrange,M s=M vir;m > 3� 10
� 5
.Theresolution lim it

ofthe‘M W ’sim ulation isactually worsethan this,so in the

right-hand panelwe cut both the num ericaland the sem i-

analytic results at10
8
M � .The dashed line shows a M oore

density pro� leofconcentration cM = 5:4 (roughly appropri-

ateforgalaxy orclusterm asshaloes),also norm alised to the

m ean density within the virialradius.W e note thatsim ilar

num ericalresults have been presented recently by several

authors(G illetal.2004a;D iem and etal.2004c;G ao et a.

2004;Reed etal.2004;Nagai& K ravtsov 2004).

The local density pro� le has the disadvantage of be-

ing quite noisy in the centralregions ofthe halo,and its

overallappearance depends partly on the choice ofradial

bins.In the bottom panels,we therefore show the cum ula-

tivenum berofsubhaloeswithin a given fraction ofthevirial

radius,norm alised to the totalnum berwithin the virialra-

dius,since this quantity is m onotonic and requires no bin-

ning.The m ass cuts are the sam e as in the top panel,and

the dashed lines show the m ass of the m ain halo interior

to a given radius,norm alised to the m ass within the virial

radius.

Both num erical and sem i-analytic m odels agree that

subhaloesareantibiased with respectto theunderlyingden-

sity distribution,and both agree on the distribution in the

outer parts of the halo, at r > 0:3rvir;m . In the central

region, however, the sem i-analytic m odel predicts a sub-

stantialexcess ofsubhaloes com pared to the sim ulations {

n(r)=nvir � 20 at 0:1rvir;m and � 10 at 0:2rvir;m ,whereas

in Virgo IIa the valuesare � 7 and � 5 respectively.Asan

indication thatthesem i-analyticresultisrobust,weseethat

the excess dependsonly weakly on the disruption criterion

used (the upperand lower sem i-analytic curvescorrespond

to m odels B and A respectively).O n the other hand,with

increasing resolution (threepanels,rightto left)thenum er-

icaldistributionsgradually becom e m ore concentrated,ap-

proaching thesem i-analyticresultsin thehighest-resolution

case.Thusitseem slikely eitherthatoverm erging isstillim -

portantin theinnerregionsofthesim ulated haloes,orthat

the group � nders used to generate the num ericaldatasets

havem issed substructurein thecentralregions.W ewilldis-

cussthisfurtherin section 4.5.

O verm erging atthe levelwe are suggesting should also

reducetheam plitudeofthecum ulativem assfunction within

thevirialradius,buttheoveralle� ectwillbesm all,because

even in our sem i-analytic m odels,relatively few subhaloes

at found at sm allradii.Since the sem i-analytic m odelpre-

dictsthatonly 25{30 percentofallhaloeswithin the virial

radiusareatradiiof0.2{0:3rvir;m orless,thechangein the

am plitudeofthem assfunction would only be25{30,even if

overm erging destroyed allobjectsin theseregions.Thism ay

explain why sim ulationshavepreviously shown good conver-

gencein thecum ulativedistributionsofsubhaloeswithin the

virialradius asa function ofresolution (e.g.Springeletal.

2001;D iem and etal.2004c;G ao etal.2000b).Thesedistri-

butionsare dom inated by subhaloes relatively farfrom the
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Figure 8.Top panels:The num berdensity ofsubhaloesin three

sim ulations (connected points with error bars),and in the sem i-

analytic haloes(upper solid lines),form odelsA and B.To avoid

incom pleteness, the sem i-analytic results include only system s

with m asses in excess of 5 � 107M � (left and m iddle panels)

or 108M � (right panel),and the num ericalresults have been re-

stricted to the sam e relative m assrange.In each case the density

is relative to the m ean num ber density within the virialradius.

The dashed line shows the density pro�le ofthe m ain halo,nor-

m alised to them ean density within thevirialradius.Bottom pan-

els:The cum ulative num ber ofsubhaloes vs.radius,norm alised

to the num ber within the virialradius,for the sam e m ass cuts

as in the top panel.The dashed linesshow the m assofthe m ain

halo interiorto a given radius,norm alised to the m asswithin the

virialradius.

centre ofthe potential,which are lessin uenced by num er-

icale� ects,and thus they willnot be sensitive to central

overm erging.

O n the otherhand,itseem s m ore surprising thatcon-

vergence studies have seen no m ajor change in the radial

distribution ofsubstructure(D iem and etal.2004c;Nagai&

K ravtsov 2004).Thism ay bepartly dueto theobscuring ef-

fectsofhalo-to-halo scatter,halo concentration orbinning,

which m akeitdi� culttoidentify statistically signi� cantdif-

ferences between two density distributions.It m ay also be

thatthe convergence in the radialdistribution ofsubstruc-

ture isvery slow;we willdiscussthisfurtherin section 4.5.

4.3.2 Results for variantm odels

O verm erging of the m agnitude suggested by these results

would have im portant im plications in m any astrophysical

situations,notably the interpretation ofstrong lensing ob-

servations and direct detection experim ents.Thus,it is in-

teresting to consider how strongly these results could be

a� ected by uncertaintiesin thesem i-analyticm odelling.W e

have com pared num ber density pro� les for the variants of

the m odelconsidered in paper IIwith our � ducialresults.

W hilethepro� leschangein predictableways(e.g.m oredy-

Figure 9. A s Fig. 8, but for various cuts in subhalo proper-

ties.The left-hand panels show the results of ignoring allsub-

haloesstripped beyond som e fraction oftheiroriginalm ass(dot-

ted lines);the right-hand panels show the results ofignoring all

system s the form ed before a given epoch (dotted lines).

nam icalfriction orlessm ass-lossproducesm orecentralsub-

structureovera given m assthreshold),thevariation isgen-

erally com parable to thedi� erence between m odels‘A’and

‘B’shown in Fig.8.

O n theotherhand,itm ightbethatouranalytic m ass-

loss m odelsystem atically underestim ates m ass loss in sys-

tem sthathavebeen heavily stripped.To geta senseofhow

large an e� ect is required to reproduce the num ericalre-

sults,we have calculated num berdensity pro� lesexcluding

system sthatretain only 2 percent,5 percent,or10 percent

oftheiroriginalm ass.Theseareshown in theleft-hand pan-

elsofFig.9 (dotted lines),along with the pro� lesfrom the

three sim ulations (solid lines with points { note the m ass

resolution lim itfortheM ilky W ay resultsishigher)and the

� ducialresults for m odelB (upperm ost solid line).W e see

thateven ifwe treatasdisrupted allsystem sthathavelost

90 percentoftheirm ass,we stillproduce m ore centralsub-

structurethan thehighest-resolution sim ulation,albeitonly

by a factorof2 orso.The resultsofHayashietal.suggest

that bound cores can survive in system s that have lost 99

percentoftheirm assorm ore,so itseem sunlikely thatour

m ass-loss predictions are incorrect to a degree su� cient to

resolve the discrepancy with the num ericalresults.

W ecan also geta feelfortheplausibility ofsubstantial

num ericaloverm erging by considering how long subhaloes

haveorbited within them ain system .Theright-hand panels

ofFig.9 show num berdensity pro� lesexcluding the oldest

subhaloes,those that� rstform ed atredshiftsofm ore than

6.0,2.0 or0.5 (dotted lines).Asexpected from theresultsof

paperII,substructureisstrati� ed with respectto itsage,so

the centralsubstructure we predict in excess ofthatfound

in the sim ulations is m ainly old { alm ost allofthe central

system s form ed before a redshift or 0.5,when the universe
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was roughly half its present age,and m ost form ed before

z = 2,when the universe was less than 20 percent of its

presentage.Thism aterialwould have undergone m any or-

bits in the dense centralregions ofthe m ain system or its

progenitors,so itseem svery plausiblethatarti� cialnum eri-

calheating could havecaused itto disruptprem aturely.W e

willreform ulate this argum ent m ore precisely in the next

section.Finally,we note thatwhile the radialdistributions

ofsubstructuredo vary system atically from one halo to an-

otherifwe bin haloesby theirform ation epoch,asin paper

II,the variation is generally sm all(com parable to the dif-

ference between m odelsA and B).

4.4 Subhalo kinem atics

Ifoverm erging is im portant,itwillalso a� ect the distribu-

tionsofothersubhalo properties.Fig.10 com paresthekine-

m aticsand dynam icalstateofsubhaloesin thesem i-analytic

and num ericalm odels.The top two panels in each colum n

show subhaloesfrom two di� erentsem i-analytic haloes;the

third panelshowsallsubhaloesfrom thesecond ofthesethat

form ed atzm ;0 < 2,and the bottom panelshowssubhaloes

from theVirgoIIasim ulations.Forthesem i-analyticresults,

open sym bols represent system s that have lost m ore than

90 percent oftheir originalm ass,while the sym bolshape

indicates form ation epoch (triangles: zm ;0 < 0:5; squares

zm ;0 = 0:5{2.0;circles zm ;0 > 2:0).In each case,allsub-

haloes within the virial radius and over a m ass lim it of

10
� 5
M vir;m are included.

The left-hand colum n showsvelocity versusorbitalcir-

cularity.In paperI,we discussed the initialand � nalcircu-

larity distributions in our m odel.As Fig.10 shows,the � -

nalcircularity and velocity distributionsfora sem i-analytic

system and the Virgo IIa subhaloesare very sim ilar.G iven

thattheorbitalpropertiesofsubhaloesin thesem i-analytic

m odelare the result ofa com plex superposition ofseveral

e� ects,including the initialenergy and angularm om entum

distributions, dynam ical friction, selective disruption and

thegrowth ofthem ain halo,thisagreem entisvery encour-

aging.

Them iddlecolum n showsvelocity versusposition.Both

in thesem i-analyticand in thenum ericalresults,thedistri-

bution is bounded by the sam e well-de� ned upper lim it at

any given radius.The line indicates that this boundary is

roughly vm ax(r) = vvir;m (r=rvir;m )
� 1=3 down to r=rvir;m =

0:1.Thesem i-analyticm odelclearly predictsm oresubstruc-

turein thecentralregions,and thusahighercentralvelocity

dispersion forthe subhaloesasa group.

Finally,theright-hand colum n showsorbitalenergy ver-

sus position. The overall distributions are very di� erent,

thesem i-analyticm odelpredictingm any m orevery strongly

bound subhaloes.M ostofthese system sare very old,how-

ever,and disappearifwerestrictthesam pleto system sthat

form ed afterz = 2 (third panelfrom the top).Thuswe see

the sam e e� ect discussed in the previous section,nam ely

thatthe oldersystem spredicted in the sem i-analytic m od-

elsare absentin the num ericalresults.

4.5 C om parison w ith sem i-analytic results:

sum m ary

In sum m ary, in this section we have used a set of high-

resolution sim ulationsto estim ate the average propertiesof

halo substructure,as wellas the intrinsic scatter from one

halotothenext,and thevariation with halom assorconcen-

tration.Com paringthesesim ulationswith thepredictionsof

oursem i-analyticm odel,we� nd thatwhilethereisan over-

allsim ilarity in the results,the levelofagreem ent depends

on the location,m assand age ofthe subhaloes.

4.5.1 The outer halo

In the case ofinterm ediate or high-m ass subhaloes in the

outer regions ofthe halo,for which the num ericalresults

areexpected to bem ostreliable,theagreem entbetween the

two m ethods is excellent;the cum ulative m ass and veloc-

ity distributionsofthe three high-resolution sim ulationsall

lie within 1{2 tim es the halo-to-halo scatter ofthe average

value predicted by the sem i-analytic m odel,and the overall

di� erence between the average sem i-analytic and num erical

resultsislessthan 20 percent.

Assum ing thiso� setissigni� cant,there are severalef-

fectsthatcould introducesystem aticsatthislevel.Possible

e� ects in the sem i-analytic m odelinclude the various ap-

proxim ationsin thedynam icalcom ponentofthem odel,ha-

rassm entbetween subhaloes(cf.paperII),orthepreferential

selection ofhaloeswith olderoryoungerform ation epochs.

O n the latterpoint,we note thatthe sim ulationsdiscussed

heregenerally selected relaxed system sfrom largervolum es

to study athigh resolution;thusthey do notconstitute an

unbiased sam ple ofthe dark m atterhaloesin a given m ass

range.TheVirgo sim ulations,forinstance,wereofa cluster

thathad acquired 80 percentofits� nalm assby a redshift

of0.75,which is unusualfor an object in this m ass range

(G 98,Fig.3).W e can see from paperII,Fig.14 thatifwe

were to select out the oldest m erger trees from our sets of

sem i-analytic haloes,we would obtain an even closerm atch

to the sim ulations.

Possible e� ectsin the num ericalresultsinclude soften-

ing,shot noise, or problem s with the group � nder,allof

which change the interpretation ofthe results from a sin-

gle output ofthe sim ulation,as wellas som e m ore serious

problem s,notably two-body relaxation,which actually m od-

ify the dynam icsofsim ulated system s.The increased o� set

between the sem i-analytic and num erical results at sm all

m assesm ay indicate the greaterim portance ofthese e� ects

in poorly-resolved system s.O verall,however,we conclude

that for interm ediate or high-m ass subhaloes in the outer

regions of the halo, the two m ethods are consistent with

each other to good accuracy.W e note that this agreem ent

isachieved withoutadjusting any free param eters{ the pa-

ram etersin thesem i-analyticm odelhaveallbeen � xed pre-

viously by otherconsiderations,asdiscussed in paperI.

4.5.2 The inner halo

O n the other hand,in the inner regions ofthe halo,where

num ericale� ectsm ay be stronger,the sem i-analytic m odel

predicts substantially m ore substructure than the sim ula-

tions.Som e ofthisdi� erence can be attributed to thesam e
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Figure 10.K inem atics and orbitalparam eters for subhaloes in two di�erent sem i-analytic haloes (m odelB;�rst and second panels

in each colum n),subhaloes from the second ofthese that form ed after z = 2 (third panel),and subhaloes in the V irgo IIa sim ulations

(bottom panels).The left-hand colum n showsvelocity vs.circularity;the m iddle colum n showsvelocity vs.position,and the right-hand

colum n shows orbitalenergy vs.position.For the sem i-analytic results,open sym bols represent system s that have lost m ore than 90

percent oftheir originalm ass,while the sym bolshape indicates form ation epoch (triangles:zm ;0 < 0:5;squares zm ;0 = 0:5{2.0;circles

zm ;0 > 2:0).In each case,allsubhaloes within the virialradiusand over a m asslim itof10� 5
M vir;m are included.

num ericale� ectsm entioned above,butthenete� ectisthat

the centralregions of haloes appear to su� er from a fair

am ountofoverm erging.

The possibility ofcentraloverm erging and the spatial

distribution ofsubstructure in num ericalsim ulations have

been investigated by a num ber of authors in m ore recent

sim ulations (G illet al.2004a;D iem and et al.2004c;G ao

et a.2004;Reed et al.2004;Nagai& K ravtsov 2004).O n

the one hand,convergence studies using a given code and

group � nder � nd little or no evidence for a rapid increase

in the am ount ofcentralsubstructure as the resolution in-

creases(e.g.D iem and etal.2004c;Nagai& K ravtsov 2004).

This m ight seem a conclusive argum ent against overm erg-

ing,since increased resolution isthe only way oftesting for

thispossibility de� nitively.

O n the otherhand,detailed studiesofthe convergence

ofa di� erentfeature ofhalo structure,the slope ofthe cen-

traldensity pro� le,have found that the size ofthe region

 attened by resolution e� ects such as relaxation decreases

very slowly as the num ber of particles in the halo N in-

creases, scaling as N
� 0:2

{N
� 0:3

(D iem and et al. 2004a).

This sort of scaling would be expected if the size of the

unresolved region depends the m ean inter-particle separa-



12 Taylor& Babul

tion,for instance,or on the m axim um density allowed by

softening.

Resolving substructure in a dense background environ-

m ent represents a sim ilar,but harder,num ericalproblem .

Not only does � nite resolution lim it the density of struc-

tures that can be resolved,but subhaloes are intrinsically

less stable than a centralcusp,since they are subject to

m uch stronger tidalforces.Thus we we should not expect

to be able to resolve substructure atdensitiesoron spatial

scales where the centralcusp ofthe m ain halo is  attened

by relaxation,and in generalthe size ofthe region where

substructure is arti� cially erased by relaxation should de-

crease no faster than N
� 1=3 as the num ber ofparticles N

increases.

4.5.3 How large isthe unresolved region?

W ecan apply thisargum entm orespeci� cally to thenum er-

icalresults presented here.The M ilky W ay and Virgo IIa

sim ulationsagreein thedistribution ofsubstructurebeyond

� 0:3rvir,butdisagree within thisradius.G iven thatthey

di� erin N by a factor of5,we estim ate thatthe Virgo IIa

results are reliable to � 0:17rvir.D iem and et al.(2004b,

Fig.7) present results for 4 galaxy haloes sim ulated with

1{4 m illion particleseach.At0:17rvir they � nd n(r)=nvir ’

10, consistent with the sem i-analytic predictions and the

Virgo IIa results,so this m ay wellbe the radius at which

the num ericalresultshave converged.

D iem and etal.(2004b,Fig.2)also presenteven higher

resolution results,for a clusterhalo resolved with up to 14

m illion particles.By the sam e scaling argum ent,we would

expect these to be reliable down to 0:11rvir, but in fact

they stillsee substantially less substructure at this radius

than is predicted by our m odel (n(r)=nvir ’ 4{5, versus

15{20 in our m odel).O n the other hand,their results for

thisclusterdi� erby a factor of2 with the results fortheir

fourgalaxy haloes(forwhich n(r)=nvir ’ 10 atthisradius).

Thus it is unclear whether the shallower density pro� le is

characteristic of the cluster m ass scale as opposed to the

galaxy m assscale,whetheritissim ply dueto intrinsichalo-

to-halo variation,or whether the num ericalconvergence is

even slowerthan N
� 1=3.

There are indications ofthe � rst ofthese possibilities

in the results ofD e Lucia et al.(2004,Fig.6) and G ao et

al.(2004b,Fig.11),who � nd thatsubhaloesfollow a m ore

centrally concentrated distribution in galaxy haloesthan in

clusterhalos.W ith regardsto thesecond possibility,G illet

al.(2004b,Fig.7)show thatthatthescatterin thenum ber

density pro� le can be a factor of2 or m ore in am plitude,

although all8 oftheirhaloeshave steep innerslopesin the

radialdistribution ofsubstructure.In any case,ifthe third

explanation were correct and the convergence rate scaled

as N
� 0:2

,we would expect convergent results only beyond

0:17rvir, so thiscould also explain the discrepancy.

Finally,we note thatthe algorithm used to locate and

de� ne substructure m ay have a large e� ectin and ofitself.

W elleretal.(2004),forinstance,� nd quitedi� erentbound

m assestim atesforsubhaloesdependingon thecriterion used

forassociating particles with substructure,while G illetal.

(2004a),obtain substantially di� erentresultsforthe radial

distributions ofsubhaloes by ‘tracking’halo particles from

one step to the next.In particular, they � nd that in all

8 oftheir haloes,the radialdensity ofsubhaloes identi� ed

by ‘tracking’continues to rise down to the sm allest radii

they consider,r’ 0:07rvir (cf.theirFig.7).W ith thistech-

nique,10 percentofthesubstructurethey identify islocated

within the inner0.1{0:2rvir,asin oursem i-analytic m odel,

whereasforagroup � nderusingonly inform ation from asin-

gle tim estep,they � nd the cum ulative distribution reaches

10 percent at � 0:3rvir,as in the sim ulations considered

here.Analysing the sam e halo with di� erentgroup � nders,

they� nd thatnorm alised densityat0:1rvir variesbyafactor

of4.

4.5.4 Relaxation tim es for centralsubhaloes

There is a second argum ent that suggests that sim ulations

m ay stillbe m issing substructure in their centralregions.

W eexpectstrong correlationsbetween theage ofsubhaloes

and their location within the m ain system (cf.paper II).

Centralsubhaloes are system atically older,and ifwe arti-

� cially rem ove the oldest subhaloes from our sem i-analytic

results,weachievea m uch betterm atch to thenum ericalre-

sults(cf.Figs.9 and 10).Centralsubhaloestypically form ed

atorbefore z = 2;thusthey were originally 3
3
= 27 tim es

denserthan present-day system softhesam em ass,and have

spentroughly 5 orbitsor11 G yrin them ain system (paper

II,Fig.8),losing 75 percent oftheir originalm ass in the

process(paperII,Fig.9).

O n theonehand,thehigh-resolution sim ulationsofH03

and K azantzidisetal.(2004)indicate thatlow-density sys-

tem s resolved with � 10
4
particles can easily survive this

degree of m ass loss without disintegrating. O n the other

hand,when system softhedensity correspondingtozm ;0 = 2

areresolved with fewerthan 5000 particles,theirrelaxation

tim e is less than the Hubble tim e (D iem and et al.2004).

For system s of� 32 particles,the nom inalresolution lim it

ofthe num ericaldata sets,the relaxation tim e atthisden-

sity is100-200 M yr.W hileitisnotclearhow exactly quickly

relaxation leads to the disruption ofsubstructure,itseem s

unlikely that32 particlesystem sm erging atz = 2could sur-

viveforthe equivalentof50 relaxation tim eswithoutbeing

com pletely dissolved.Thisarti� cialdisruption dueto inter-

nalrelaxation would have little e� ect on the overallprop-

erties of substructure averaged over the entire halo,since

only a sm allfraction ofallsubhaloes are this old.O n the

other hand it would quickly reduce the centraldensity of

subhaloes, since the latter is dom inated by sm all objects

thatform ed atearly tim es.

The preferential disruption of old subhaloes close to

the centre ofthe m ain system has im portant im plications

form any ofthe observationaltestsofhalo substructure.In

section 5,we willconsider two exam ples,the detection of

substructure in m ultiply-lensed system s,and the directde-

tection ofdark m atterin terrestrialexperim ents.

5 IM P LIC A T IO N S FO R O B SERVA T IO N A L

T EST S O F SU B ST R U C T U R E

5.1 Im plications for lensing

G ravitationallensing,the de ection of light from a back-

ground sourceby thegravitationalpotentialofa foreground
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system ,providesatleasttwowaysofquantifyingtheam ount

ofdensesubstructurein thehalo ofthelensing system .The

dark m atter around individualgalaxies system atically dis-

torts the shapes of background galaxies within som e pro-

jected separation.In rich clusters,these distortions can be

averaged over a large num ber ofgalaxies at the sam e red-

shift,yielding m aps of the projected m ass density within

the cluster,and statisticalinform ation aboutthe subhaloes

around each clusterm em ber(e.g.Natarajan,K neib & Sm ail

2002;G avazziet al.2004).The resulting m ass m aps cover

a large fraction ofthe projected area ofthe clusterathigh

spatialresolution,butthey aresom ewhatm odel-dependent.

In particular,they requirethepresenceofvisiblegalaxiesto

trace the dark m attersubstructure.

There is an alternate lensing m ethod thatprom ises to

revealcom pletely darksubstructurein thehaloesofgalaxies.

Itconsistsofcom paring theam pli� cation ratiosofdi� erent

com ponents in m ultiply-lensed system s with m odels ofthe

m assdistribution in thelens.Forparticularlensgeom etries,

discrepanciesin theam pli� cation ratiosm ay indicateadevi-

ation from a sm ooth potentialon thescaleoftheim agesep-

aration.This m ethod for quantifying substructure received

m uch attention recently,with claim sthattheprojected m ass

fraction contained in substructurehad been m easured fairly

reliably fora setofsystem s(D alal& K ochanek 2001,2002),

and that lensing statistics m ight be allow the power spec-

trum to be constrained directly (Zentner& Bullock 2003).

In thelightofsubsequentwork,theseresultsnow seem

lesscertain.Form any individualsystem s,variousotheref-

fects including stellar m icrolensing (Schechter & W am bs-

ganss 2002), scintillation, or biases in the lens m odelling

(Evans& W itt2003)m aybesu� cienttoexplain theanom a-

lous  ux ratios.An im proved m ethod uses observations at

m any di� erent wavelengths to elim inate the m icrolensing

contribution,taking advantage ofthe fact that m icrolens-

ing and lensing by substructureshould havedi� erente� ects

on the broad-line and narrow-line regions oflensed AG N,

due to their di� erent spatialscales (M oustakas & M etcalf

2003; M etcalf et al. 2004). O n the other hand,even this

m ethod cannot prove that the sm all-scale structure is ac-

tually within a given halo,rather than sim ply being seen

in projection (e.g.Chen,K ravtsov,& K eeton 2003; M et-

calf2004).In the longer term ,ultra-high resolution im ages

from very longbaselineinterferom etry (Inoue& Chiba2003)

or noveltechniques with X-ray telescopes (e.g.Yonehara,

Um em ura,& Susa 2003) in space m ay produce m ore con-

clusive detectionsofhalo substructure.

W hateverthe statusofthe problem observationally,it

is not clear that there is a robust theoretical prediction

with which to com parecurrentobservationalresults.Strong

lensing probesthe m assfraction in relatively low-m asssub-

structure(10
5
M � {10

7
M � ),in thecentralfew kiloparsecsof

galaxy haloes.Thisiswellwithin the region where there is

evidence for overm erging in the sim ulations.W e can esti-

m atetheim portance ofoverm erging by com paring thesub-

structurein oursem i-analyticm odelswith thesubstructure

in thenum ericalsim ulations,asa function ofprojected dis-

tance from the centre ofthe halo.Fig.11 shows the cum u-

lative m ass functions (upper panel) and cum ulative m ass

fraction (lower panel) for subhaloes within som e projected

radius R p,for m odelB (solid lines) and Virgo IIa (dashed

Figure 11.(Top panel)Cum ulativem assfunctionsforsubhaloes

within som e projected radius R p,for m odelB (solid lines) and

V irgo IIa (dashed lines).(Bottom Panel)The fraction ofthe pro-

jected m asswithin R p contained in subhaloesofm assM orlarger.

The num ericalresultsare the average overthree di�erentprojec-

tions.Verticallines indicate the resolution lim it ofthem m erger

tree (solid) and the 32 and 320-particle m ass lim its ofthe sim u-

lation.

lines).(The num ericalresultsare theaverage overthreeor-

thogonalprojections.)

Averaged over a large projected radius, the sem i-

analytic and num ericalresults disagree by a factor of� 2.

Atlarge m asses,som e ofthiso� set m ay be due to the dy-

nam icalage ofthe sim ulated system ,asdiscussed in paper

II(cf.paperII,Fig.15).Atthelow-m assend,relaxation or

otherresolution e� ectsm ay explain the o� set,ofitm ay be

due to random ,halo-to-halo variation.

M ore worrying,however,is the o� set between the nu-

m ericaland sem i-analytic results at sm allprojected radii.

W e noted in section 4.3 that in the centralregions ofthe

halo thedensity ofsubhaloesisalm ostconstantin the sim -

ulations,butcontinuestorisein thesem i-analyticm odel.As

a result,the projected m assfraction in substructure within

the central5 percent ofvirialradius (� 15kpc,or roughly

the opticalradius for a system like the M ilky W ay) di� ers

by an order ofm agnitude between the two m ethods.This

di� erencem ay be dueto overm erging in thesim ulations,as

discussed in section 4.3 and 4.5,oritcould re ectthe lim -

itationsofthe group � nderused to analyse the sim ulation,

asdiscussed in G illetal.(2004a).

It is prem ature to draw � rm conclusions on the true

projected m ass fraction from these results,for severalrea-

sons.First,the resultsshown here are forSCD M ,since the

sim ulationsused forcom parison with assum ed thiscosm ol-

ogy.Theslightly reduced am plitudeofthecum ulativem ass

function seen in LCD M haloes (see paper II) could a� ect

theprojected quantitiesto som edegree.Furtherm ore,while

our dynam icalm odelsuccessfully reproduces the evolution
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ofsystem s during early stages ofm ass loss,it m ay be less

accurateforthesubhaloesin thecentreofthem ain system ,

m any ofwhich havelost90percentoftheirm assorm ore(cf.

paperII,Fig.11).Based on Fig.8,a radicalchange in the

properties ofsystem s stripped to this degree m ight reduce

the centraldensity ofsubhaloes by a factor of2,although

thiswould stillexceed thedensity found in thesim ulations.

M ost im portantly, however, the sem i-analytic m odel

predictslarge halo-to-halo scatter,which iscorrelated with

the dynam icalstate ofhaloes (cf.paper II,Fig.15).Thus

the com parison between sem i-analytic or num erical m od-

elsand observed system s should accountfor possible selec-

tion e� ectsin thehaloesconsidered.In particular,selecting

observed system s on the basis ofa particular galaxy m or-

phology (e.g.ellipticals) m ay correspond to picking haloes

that are system atically m ore relaxed,and thus contain 2{

3 tim es lesssubstructure than average.Finally,neitherthe

sem i-analytic nor the num ericalresults presented here in-

clude a galaxy in the potentialofthe m ain system ,so both

m ay overestim ate the am ount ofdark m atter substructure

in the centralregionsto som e degree.

D espiteallthesecaveats,itisintriguing thatourm odel

predictsprojected centralm ass fractions roughly ten tim es

larger than those m easured in high-resolution sim ulations,

and that this in turn is close to the value inferred both in

early observationalestim ates(D alal& K ochanek 2002)and

in m ore recentdetailed work (e.g.M etcalfetal.2004).W e

will attem pt to m ake m ore robust estim ates of the m ass

fraction in substructureand discusstheuncertaintiesin the

sem i-analyticm odelling ofcentralsubstructurein forthcom -

ing work.

5.2 Im plications for direct detection

Ultim ately,the m ost convincing way to identify the dark

m atterparticlewillbetodetectitdirectly in aterrestrialex-

perim ent.There hasbeen a concerted e� ortform any years

to search for the m echanical e� ects of collisions between

dark m atter particles and nucleiin calorim eters on Earth

(see Pretzl(2002) for a recent review).These experim ents

have gradually set m ore and m ore stringent lim its on the

dark m atter cross-section,without producing a con� rm ed

detection.Tentativeevidencefora signalwasannounced by

the DAM A collaboration (cf.Bernabeiet al.2000,2003),

which claim ed to see an annualm odulation in their event

rate,corresponding to the Earth’s changing velocity with

respectto the distribution ofdark m atterin the halo,asit

orbits around the Sun.W ork ofcom parable sensitivity by

other experim ents (e.g.ZEPLIN I{ Liubarsky et al.2000;

ED ELW EISS { Benoit et al.2002;CD M S { Akerib et al.

2004) hasfailed to reproduce thisresult,however,so it re-

m ains controversial(see M organ,G reen,& Spooner(2004)

fora recentsum m ary ofthe situation).

A crucial factor in interpreting the DAM A result is

the regularity ofthe phase-space distribution ofdark m at-

ter particles in the solar neighbourhood. Local substruc-

ture could introduce additional m odulations in the event

rate,thereby reducing the sensitivity ofexperim ents look-

ing foran annualsignal(M organ etal.2004,and references

therein).Previouswork on thelocalphase-spacedistribution

ofdark m atterbased on num ericalsim ulations(Helm ietal.

2003) found that substructure was rare in the solar neigh-

Figure 12.Cum ulative m ass functions and contributions to the

totalm asswithin the solarvolum e (6{10kpc).The dotted line is

form odelA ,the solid line isform odelB.

bourhood,so thatthe confusing e� ectsofcoherentstream s

should not be a problem for direct detection experim ents.

G iven the evidence for overm erging in the centralregions

ofsim ulated haloes presented in section 4.3,however,this

conclusion m ay need to be revised.

W ecannoteasily com pareoursem i-analyticpredictions

with sim ulated substructurearound theposition oftheSun,

as there is essentially no such substructure in the sim ula-

tions{ the chance of� nding a subhalo ataround 2 percent

ofthevirialradiusisvanishingly sm all.Instead,wewillcon-

sideronly theuncertaintyin thepropertiesoflocalsubstruc-

turedueto uncertaintiesin thesem i-analyticm odel.Fig.12

shows the cum ulative m ass function ofobjects in the solar

neighbourhood (top panel),and the cum ulative contribu-

tion to thetotalm assin thatvolum e.Thedotted line isfor

m odelA,and thesolid lineisform odelB.W ehavede� ned

the solar neighbourhood as the region extending from 6 to

10kpc within our haloes,that is 2{3 percent ofthe virial

radius.The Virgo sim ulations have no substructure at all

within an equivalent volum e with respect to the virialra-

dius,and even in the sem i-analytic haloes substructure in

this region is rare.Nonetheless,we can get a sense ofthe

m assfunction by averaging overlarge num bersoftrees.

W e see thatboth them assfunction and them assfrac-

tion arevery sensitive to detailsofthem odel.Thenorm ali-

sation ofm assfraction in substructurechangesby afactorof

1.5{2,butm ostofthiso� setcom esfrom the m ore m assive

haloes,which are com paratively rare.There is also an ap-

preciablechangein theslopeofthem assfunction,however.

This is worrying,as directdetection experim entswould be

sensitive to irregularities on m uch sm aller m assscales than

considered here.Ifwe extrapolate assum ing m odel‘A’,we

estim ate thatroughly 1 percentofm assin the solarneigh-

bourhood would be in substructureof10
6
M � orm ore,and

that10 percentwould bein substructureof10
3
M � orm ore.
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Extrapolating naively in m odel‘B’,on theotherhand,m ost

ofthe m assofthe halo could be locked up in fairly m assive

subhaloes (M s
>
� 10

4
M � ).These estim ates are very unreli-

able,butthey illustratethefactthaton solarm assscales(or

spatialscales ofroughly a parsec),the distribution ofdark

m atter could be extrem ely irregular indeed.Iflocaldistri-

bution is genuinely this lum py,then the lim its placed by

currentexperim entsm ay be weakened considerably.(G reen

2003;M organ etal.2004).W ewillexam inethe� nestructure

oflocaldark m atterin detailin future work.

6 C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaper,wehavecom pared thepropertiesofhalo sub-

structure predicted by a sem i-analytic m odelwith the sub-

structureidenti� ed in a setofself-consistentnum ericalsim -

ulations ofhalo form ation.The sem i-analytic m odelcom -

bines m erger trees,an algorithm for treating higher-order

substructure,and an analyticdescription ofsatellitedynam -

ics.W hile the originaltreatm ent ofsatellite dynam ics had

severalfree param eters (TB01),in our fullm odelof halo

form ation these were � xed by com parison with the high-

resolution, restricted sim ulations of Velazquez and W hite

(1999) and H03,as described in paper I.Thus we have no

rem aining param etric freedom when com paring the predic-

tions ofthe sem i-analytic m odelto the num ericalresults.

O ur m odel does m ake a num ber of assum ptions and ap-

proxim ations,however,concerning the shape and spherical

sym m etry ofthehalo density pro� le,forinstance,aswellas

halo concentrationsand subhalo orbits.Asdiscussed in pa-

perII,weestim atethatm odifying theseassum ptionswould

change ourresultsatthe 20{30 percentlevel.

D espite its uncertainties and sim pli� cations, without

any adjustm ent ofthe param eters the sem i-analytic m odel

does an excellent job ofm atching the num ericalresults in

the outer regions ofhaloes,where the latter are the m ost

robust.In particular,it m atches the overalldistribution of

subhalo propertiesand theam plitudeofthecum ulativedis-

tributionsofsubhalo m assorpeak velocity to within 10{20

percent.This is both the levelofaccuracy expected ofour

dynam icalm odel,and is also com parable to the intrinsic

scatter from one halo to the next,so we conclude that the

two m ethodsagree m ore orlessexactly in thisregim e.

In contrast to this,in the centralregions ofhaloes the

sem i-analytic m odelpredicts substantially m ore substruc-

turethan isseen in thesim ulations.Theexcesssubhaloesare

predicted to be ancient,dense system s which have orbited

in thecentralpartofthehalo form ostoftheageoftheuni-

verse (10{12 G yr,orsince a redshiftofz = 2).In the sem i-

analytic m odel,these system s survive because the overall

heating and disruption ratesarelowerthan thosem easured

in cosm ologicalsim ulations.W hetherthese ancientsystem s

should survive in reality isunclear.The disagreem ent with

sem i-analytic and num ericalpredictionscould indicate that

ourdynam icalm odelforheating and m asslossissystem at-

ically lessaccurate.Thisseem sunlikely,however,since the

m odelis calibrated on the sim pler,higher-resolution sim u-

lations ofVelazquez and W hite (1999) and H03,and since

m any ofthe centralsubhaloesretain 20{30 percentoftheir

originalm ass,and thusare atan evolutionary stage where

theanalytic m ass-lossm odelm atchestherestricted sim ula-

tionsquite closely.

O ne physicalprocess recently proposed to explain the

higher disruption rate seen in sim ulations is the increased

e� ciency ofm asslossin system swith anisotropic(internal)

velocity distributions(K azantzidisetal.2004).O urm odelis

calibrated using sim ulationsofisotropicsystem s,so in prin-

cipleanisotropy could a� ectourresults.In theexam plethey

consider,however,K azantzidis et al.� nd that both fairly

strong anisotropy and substantial(80{90 percent)m assloss

arerequired beforetheevolution ofthesatellitechangessub-

stantially.Furtherwork should clarify theim portanceofthis

e� ect.

The other possibility is that the sem i-analytic predic-

tionsare essentially correct,and thatthe sim ulations anal-

ysed in this work are a� ected by residualoverm erging,or

by problem s with the group � nder used to analyse their

structure.Ifoverm erging isresponsibleforthepatternsdis-

cussed in section 4,higher-resolution num ericalwork willbe

required to establish the true levelof substructure in the

centres ofCD M haloes de� nitively.In particular,based on

the argum entsofsection 4.5,the propertiesofsubstructure

in currentsim ulationsm ay be unreliable within the central

10 percent ofthe virialradius (or 30kpc for a system like

the M ilky W ay),and it m ay take an increase of � 100 or

m ore in m ass resolution to get convergent results down to

the equivalentofthe solarradius.A sim ilarincrease in res-

olution would be required to increase the relaxation tim e

in a subhalo atthe nom inalresolution lim itofcurrentsim -

ulations (� 10
� 5
M vir;m ),and that form ed at z = 2,until

it was longer than the Hubble tim e.Thuswhile future nu-

m ericalwork can eventually resolve this issue de� nitively,

achieving therequired m assand forceresolution willrem ain

challenging forsom e tim e.

W hatever the � nalanswer to the problem ,we have il-

lustrated through severalexam plesthatthesurvivalofsub-

structure in the innerm ost partsofhaloes isextrem ely im -

portant to the analysis of m any recent observational and

experim entalresults.Asitstands,oursem i-analytic m odel

provides a robust and com putationally e� cient basis for

studying a wide range of problem s related to halo struc-

tureand substructure,including theorigin and evolution of

galaxy m orphology,tidaldisruption ofdwarfgalaxies and

globular clusters,direct detection ofdark m atter particles

and thelocalphase-spacedensityofdarkm atter,indirectde-

tection ofdark m atterdecay productssuch asgam m a-rays

and positrons,and the analysis ofstrong-lensing system s.

W e willexplore these topicsin future papers.
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Table I:Num ericalSim ulations

nam e output virialm ass virialradius particle m ass softening num berof M vir;m =m p rs=rvir;m references

redshift M vir;m rvir;m m p rs subhaloes (m illions) (% )

(M � ) (kpc) (M � ) (kpc) r< rvir;m

Com a 0.0 2:37� 10
15

3580 8:6� 10
8

10.0 2302 2.76 0.28 M 98

Virgo I 0.0 4:1� 10
14

1995 8:6� 10
8

10.0 295 0.48 0.5 M 98

Virgo IIa 0.0 4:3� 10
14

2026 1:1� 10
8

1.0 1110 4.00 0.049 G 98,G 00

Virgo IIb 0.1 3:98� 10
14

1795 1:1� 10
8

1.0 1052 3.71 0.056 G 98,G 00

Androm eda 0.2 2:12� 10
12

288 2� 10
6

1.5 250 1.06 0.52 M 99a,M 99b

M ilky W ay 0.2 1:59� 10
12

261 2� 10
6

1.5 280 0.80 0.57 M 99a,M 99b


