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ABSTRACT

In a previous paper, we described a new m ethod for including detailed inform ation
about substructure In sem Fanalyticm odels ofhalo form ation based on m ergertrees. Tn
this paper, we com pare the predictions of ourm odelw ith results from selfconsistent
num erical sin ulations.W e nd that In generalthe two m ethods agree extrem ely well,
particularly once num ericale ectsand selection e ects in the choice ofhaloes are taken
Into acocount. A s expected from the original analyses of the sin ulations, we see som e
evidence for arti cial overm erging In the Innemm ost regions of the sin ulated haloes,
either because substructure isbeing disrupted arti cially or because the group— nding
algorithm sused to identify substructure are not detecting allthe bound clum ps in the
highest-density regions.O ur analytic resuls suggest that greaterm ass and force reso—
ution m ay be required before num erical overm erging becom es negligble in all current
applications. W e discuss the in plications of this result for observational and exper—
In ental tests of halo substructure, such as the analysis of discrepant m agni cation
ratios In strongly lensed system s, terrestrial experim ents to detect dark m atter par-
ticles directly, or Indirect detection experin ents searching for positrons, gam m a-rays,
neutrinos or other dark m atter decay products.

K ey words: gravitational lensing { m ethods: num erical { galaxies: clusters: general
{ galaxies: om ation { galaxies: haloes { dark m atter.

1 INTRODUCTION

There is now very strong evidence from observations of the
m icrow ave background (Spergel et al. 2003), galaxy red—
shift surveys (eg. Tegm ark et al. 2004), weak lensing m ea—
surem ents (eg. Rhodes et al 2004), and m odelling of the
Lym an—- Prest (eg. Kin et al. 2004), that m ost of the
m atter In the universe is non-baryonic dark m atter, and
that the power spectrum ofdensity uctuations in thiscom —
ponent extends to subgalactic scales, as expected in told’
dark m atter CDM ) m odels. T he im plications of the CDM
pow er spectrum for structure form ation are wellestablished.
D ark m atter haloes, the dense regions that surround galax-—
jes, groups and clusters, form from the bottom up, through
the m erging of progressively larger structures. T his process
ofhierarchicalm erging hasbeen studied extensively, and the
overall properties of galaxy or cluster haloes form ed in this
way are now fairly well determ ined.

To leam m ore about dark m atter, and to search for fea—
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tures In the power spectrum that could reveal new phases

In the evolution of the very early universe, we must push

the theory of structure form ation to am aller scales.M ost of
our current understanding of the properties of dark m atter
on subgalactic scales com es from num erical sin ulations of
structure form ation. T hese sim ulations have been used to

determ ine the evolution of large—scale structure and the for-
mation of CDM haloes on scales ranging from the current
horizon Kau mann et al. 1999) down to the local neigh-
bourhood (g M athis et al. 2002). Furthem ore, by selec—
tively re-sin ulating sections of a lJarge volum e at higher res-
olution, recent studies have been able to Zoom in’on single

ob Fcts, resolving the substructure w thin individualhaloes

In exquisite detail (eg. recent work by D e Lucia et al. 2004;

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

2004a, 2004b; D ijem and et al. 2004c; W eller, O striker & Bode

2004; Reed et al. 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. Structure form ation m ixes nform ation on m any
di erent scales as haloes form . To m odel the form ation of
a dark m atter halo accurately, one needs to Inclide the
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e ects of very long-wavelength uctuations as well as the
gn aller uctuations that produce substructure. The m ini-
mum scale that can be included In any self-consistent sim u—
lation of the fom ation of a present-day halo is determ ined
by the requirem ent that the largest uctuations in the vol-
um e studied stillbe in the linear regim e at the present day,
and by the nite num erical resolution available com puta-
tionally. For the highest—resolution sin ulations that are cur-
rently feasible, this leads to a m ininum m ass scale for re—
solved substructure ofaround 10 {10 ° ofthem ass of the
m ain halo considered. To study halo substructure below this
m ass lim it requires analytic or sem ianalytic extensions to
the num erical results. It is precisely this sort of sm allscale
Inform ation, how ever, that is required in m any current ap—
plications incliding galaxy dynam ics, strong lensing, direct
or Indirect dark m atter detection, or tests of dark m atter
physics iIn general.

In earlierwork (Taylor & Babul2001, TBO01 hereafter),
we developed a m odel for dynam ical evolution of satellites
orbiing in the potential of larger system . This m odel in—
cludes sin ple treatm ents of dynam ical friction, tidalm ass
Joss and tidal disruption. It calculates satellite evolution
over am any short tin esteps, rather like a restricted N -body
sin ulation, but uses only global properties of the satellite to
determm ine itsevolution, thus reducing the com putationalex—
pense considerably. M ore recently (Taylor & Babul 2004a,
paper I hereafter), we have applied this m odel of satellite
evolution to the m erging subcom ponents involved in the hi-
erarchical form ation of galaxy, group or clister haloes, cre—
ating a fill sem Fanalytic m odel ofhalo form ation. In a sec—
ond paper (Taylor & Babul2004b, paper II hereafter), we
presented the basic predictions of thism odel, incuding dis—
tributions of subhalo m ass, circular velociy, location and
m erger epoch, and the correlations between these proper—
ties. W e found results sim ilar to those of recent num erical
studies, aswell as for a few system atic di erences.

In this paper, we com pare the predictions of the sem i-
analytic m odel directly with the results of selfconsistent
num erical sim ulations of halo fom ation. T his com parison
is particularly interesting, since the only free param eters
in the sem tanalytic m odelwere xed in paper I, either by
m atching restricted sim ulations of individual subhaloes (to

x the param eters of the dynam icalm odel), or by assum —
Ing selfsim ilarity In the m erging process (to  x the one free
param eter In the pruning m ethod). Thus we have no re—
m aining param etric freedom when com paring our results to
selfconsistent sin ulations, m aking the com parison a m ean—
ingfiil one. O verall, we will show that there is reasonable
agreem ent betw een the sam ianalytic and num erical results,
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 ianalytic m odel, but closer exam ination of the nu—
m erical results suggests that at least part of the discrepancy
is due to arti cialnumericale ects in the sinulations. The
quantitative estin ate of the m agnitude of these e ects has
Interesting in plications for the analysis of several recent ob—
servational resuls.

T he outline of this paper is as follows. In section :@l,
we summ arise brie Y the sem ianalytic m odel developed in
paper I. In section E, we describe the six sin ulated haloes
used In our com parison, and analyse the general properties

of their subhalo populations. In section :ff, we com pare the
properties of ndividual subhaloes, aswell as the cum ulative
distrbutions of subhalo m ass or circular velocity, In sem i~
analytic m odel and in the num erical sin ulations. In partic—
ular, we exam ine the evidence that the central regions of
the sim ulated haloes are sub fct to arti cial ovem erging.
In section :_5, we consider the in plications of overmm erging in
two particular areas, the m odelling of strongly—lensed sys—
tem s, and the analysis of direct dete'ctjon experin ents. W e
sum m ardse our conclusions in section @.F inally, we note that
as in papers I and II, in thispaperwe w illgenerally consider
results for the form er standard’ CDM (SCDM ) cosm ology
withh= 05and g = 0:7, because the sin ulations we com —
pare to assum ed this cosm ology. In general, ourm ain resuls
depend only weakly on cosn ology, as discussed in paper II.

2 REVIEW OF THE SEM I-ANALYTIC M ODEL

In paper I, we introduced a sem ianalyticm odel for studying
the form ation of dark m atter haloes and the evolution of
their substructure. In this section we w ill review brie y the
m ain features of thism odel. The m odel is explained fully in
TBO0l and paper I, and a m ore detailed sum m ary is given in
paper II.

The sam fanalytic m odel consists of several com po—
nents: a m ethod for generating m erger trees, an algorithm
for bruning’ these trees, to determ ine how m any distinct
satellites m erge into them ain system w ithin the tree, an an—
alytic m odel to describe the subsequent evolution of these
satellites, and a m odel for the concurrent evolution of the
m ain system . T he halo m erger histories are generated using
the m ergertree algorithm of Som erville and K olatt (1999).
H igher order branchings in these trees are then pruned, us—
Ing the m ethod describbed in paper I, to determm ine w hether
each branch m erging w ith them ain trunk contrbutes a sin—
gle subhalo or a group of associated subhaloes to the m ain
system .T hisproducesa single list of subhaloesm erging w ith
them ain system at various redshifts.Each subhalo from this

nallist istheplaced on a random orbit starting at the virial
radius of the m ain system , and evolved using the analytic
m odel of satellite dynam ics describbed in TB 01, experienc—
Ing orbitaldecay due to dynam ical friction, and heating and
stripping due to tidal forces. H aloes which were associated
w ith a given parent before pruning fall in together w ith the
parent on sin ilar orbits, as part of a kinem atic group.

The properties of the main system also change over
tin e, its m ass grow ing according to the m erger tree and its
concentration changing according to the relations in Eke,
N avarro, & Steinm etz (2001, EN SOl hereafter). A Ithough
no baryonic com ponent is included in the m odels presented
here, one can easily be added, given a prescription for gas
cooling and star form ation.W e assum e, unless speci ed oth-
erw ise, that the m ain system has a M oore density pro ke
and a concentration or scale radius given by the relations in
ENSOl.Our ducialsystem,al® 10°M halbatz= 0in
a SCDM coam ology, has a concentration ay = 103, a scale
radius r;uw = 305kpc, a vidal radius Iyirnm 3141 kpc,
and a virial velocity (or circular velocity at the virial ra-—
diis) Vyirm = 148km s ! .W e note that this concentration
is typical for a galaxy ofthism ass (EN S01); galaxy clusters
would be about half as concentrated, this di erence should



be kept In m Ind when com paring our results wih simu-—
lations of m ore m assive system s. O n the other hand, real
galaxy haloes have large concentrations of baryonic m ate—
rial at their centres, and through adiabatic contraction they
m ay have becom e m ore concentrated than the system s con—
sidered here; this possble di erence should be kept In m iInd
when com paring w ith observations.

In all, the dynam icalm odelhas two m ain free param e~
ters { the Coulomb logarithm s which m odulates dynam i~
cal friction, and the heating coe cient 1 which m odulates
m ass loss. A third param eter discussed in TBO01, the disk
logarithm 4, is not used here since we are considering evo—
lution In a single-com ponent potential) . T he precise disrup—
tion criterion (say the fraction of the binding radius used
to de ne fis), the orm chosen for the density pro l of
the satellites and the pro I of them ain system , and vari-
ous other m odel choices willalso a ect som e of our resuls,
though not very strongly.W e discuss the m odeldependence
of our results in paper II. H ere we generally present resuls
for the default param eter valies discussed In paper I, specif-

ically = 24 (Where the m agnitude of dynam ical friction
scalesas ™M )= s+ InM ,=140M ¢) ifm < M =140, and
™M)= s form M =140), and , = 30.The disruption

criterion assum es either fgis = 05 MmodelA) or fgis = 0:
(m odelB). G iven these param eter choices, the pruning pa—
ram eters are  xed iteratively as discussed in paper I.

3 NUMERICALPREDICTIONS FOR HALO
SUBSTRUCTURE

3.1 Review ofthe sim ulations

To test the accuracy of our m odel and com pare it wih
fully num erical results, we will exam ine the properties of
substructure In six di erent haloes extracted from high—
resolution sin ulations. T he basic properties of these haloes
are listed in table 1, along with the references in which
the original simn ulations are described. T he subhalo lists ex—
tracted from these sinulations were supplied by their re—
spective authors; in som e cases they di er slightly from the
data sets used in the references listed, as the sim ulations
have been reanalysed subsequently.W e will start by exam —
Ining these datasets in detail, to quantify how m uch scatter
is expected In subhalo properties from one system to an-—
other.W e note that a much larger sample of CDM haloes,
sin ulated at com parable or higher resolution, has recently
becom e available D e Lucia et al. 2004; D esai et al. 2004;
G ill et al. 2004a, 2004b; D iem and et al. 2004c; Gao et al.
2004a, 2004b; W eller et al. 2004; Reed et al. 2004). W her-
ever possible, we w ill also consider thism ore recent work.
The cbfcts named Toma’ and Vimgo I' are a mas—
sive and an Intem ediate-m ass cluster halo, respectively, ex—
tracted from the sim ulations ofM ocore et al. 1998 M 98 here—
after). Virgo ITa’ and V irgo Ib’ are actually two di erent
outputs from the sam e sin ulation of a V irgo-sized cluster,
at redshifts 0 and 0.1 respectively. T he cluster, described in
Ghignaetal.2000 (G 00), isa higherresolution re-sim ulation
ofa system  rstdiscussed in Ghigna et al. 1998 (G 98). An-
drom eda’ and the M iky W ay’ (the Local G roup’) are a
close pair of galaxy-size haloes selected because of their re—
sem blance to the twom ain system s in the realLocalG roup.
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They are describbed in M oore et al. 19990 (M 99%b) and their
substructure is analysed In M oore et al. 1999a M 99a).

These sinulations were all performed in a Standard’
CDM ( =1,h= 05, g = 0:7) cosnology. For purposes
of com parison, we have generated our sem ianalytic resuls
assum ing the sam e coan ology. T he sim ulations cover a w ide
range ofm ass, and also a range In m ass resolution and soft—
ening length, as Indicated in table 1. They typically have
severalm illion particles w ithin the virial radius, and a soft—
ening length of less than 1 percent of the virial radius. A
though these sin ulations were perform ed several years ago,
this com bination of m ass and force resolution has only re—
cently been surpassed m ore than a factor of1.5{2, and even
then only in a very few sinulations (eg. D jem and et al.
2004c; G ao et al. 2004b) . V irgo ITa and Ilb have particularly
high force resolution, as well as their high m ass resolution.
Com a has com parable m ass resolution but m ore softening,
while Virgo I, Androm eda and the M iky W ay have lower
m ass resolution, and are also m ore heavily softened.

T he substructure in these sin ulationswas identi ed us-
ngthegroup nderSK D (Stadel2001; available at http://
hpccastro washington edu/tools) . SK ID identi esgroupsby

nding localm axin a in the density eld, linking them to—
gether w ith a friendsoffriends algorithm , and then rem ov-
Ing unbound particles iteratively. It produces estin ates of
the structural properties of each bound group of particles,
including its totalm ass, its outer radius (the radius of the
outem ost bound particle), the radius at which its rotation
curve peaks, and the value of the peak circular velocity. W e
have allof this Inform ation for the subhaloes in the V irgo I
and LocalG roup sim ulations, and m ore 1im ited inform ation
for the 1rst two sinulations. O fthe various properties m ea—
sured by SKID , we will assum e that the totalmass M ¢ is
slightly m ore reliable than the outer radius, since the latter
dependson the position ofthe single outemm ost particle.W e
w il also consider the peak velocity v ;s of each subhalo, as
an indicator of its density pro l and concentration.

W enote that the structuralproperties of individualsub-
haloes in sinulations are sub fct to im portant num erical
e ects. This has been dem onstrated by carrying out ide—
alissd sin ulations of satellites in  xed potentials, at m uch
higher resolution than is possible in selfconsistent sim ula-
tions where haloes form naturally from cosm ological nitial
conditions (H ayashiet al. 2003, H 03 hereafter; K azantzidis
et al. 2004). Even in a static potential, detem ining rota—
tion curves for subhaloes to an accuracy of 10 percent af-
ter a few orbits requires resolving them with m ore than
5 10° particles intially (ie.a fw times 10° after m ass
Joss { K azantzidis et al. 2004). G wven the steepness of the
cum ulative velocity function, a 10 percent error in velocity
can change the num ber of subhaloes at a given velocity by
30{40 percent, so even errors of this order should be taken
into account.Force softening also hasa directe ecton an all
subhaloes, placing an upper lim it on their circular velocity
when they are su ciently dense. F inally, the group— nding
algorithm s used to identify substructure in selfconsistent
sin ulations often depend explicitly on the localdensity ofa
subhalo’s environm ent. T hus subhalo properties should be
treated w ith caution even in high-resolution sin ulations.W e
w illdiscuss these issues further in sectjons:fl;]: and :ﬁl._fi below .

Finally, we need to nom alise the properties of each
set of num erical subhaloes, in order to com pare them on
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Figure 1. The cumulative relative m ass functions for the two
highest—resolution sim ulations, Com a (solid line) and V irgo II
(dashed line; shown at z= 0.1).The dotted lines are power-law s
w ith slopes -1.31 and -0.96. The top axis show s the equivalent
subhalo m ass In a system with the ducialmass 1:6 102M

T he vertical lines indicate the 32-particle and 320-particle m ass—
resolution lim its for each sim ulation.

the sam e footing. To do so, we divide the m ass of each
subhalo by M yirm , the m ass of its parent halo within is
virial radius, and divide the peak velocity of the subhalo by
Vyirm , the circular velocity of its parent halo at the virdal
radiu{-. W here necessary we can then scale these relative
values to our sem iranalytic m odel values, m ultiplying them

byM = 16 10”M and 148km s !, respectively. W hen
counting the num berof subhaloes over som e m ass or velocity
threshold, we generally lim it ourselves to the region w ithin
the virialradius of them ain halo, since the sem ianalytic re—
sults are incom plete beyond the virial radius, as they do not
include subhaloes that have not yet fallen in past thispoint.
T his procedure produces relative distributions or scaled dis-
tribbutions that can easily be com pared w ith one-another and
w ith the sem ianalytic results. Furthem ore, we expect the
properties of each system to be sin ilar when scaled in this
way, since structure form ation should be fairly close to scale—
Invariant over the range of halo m asses considered here.

3.2 Scatter in the num ericaldistributions

1 In the case of the LocalG roup’ haloes, the m ass of the m ain
halo was m easured at z = 0, whereas our outputs are for z =
02.W e have assum ed that the halo m asses were 0.885 of their

nal value at this redshift, based on the average accretion rate
m easured in our m erger trees. T he virial radius for an ob fct of
a given m ass is also an aller at z > 0, since it is de ned in temm s
ofa xed overdensity relative to the background.
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Figure 2. Cumulative relative m ass and velocity distributions
from various sim ulations of haloes on cluster (top panels) and
galaxy (ottom panels) scales. T he top left-hand panels show the
cum ulative m ass functions for V irgo I (dotted line) and V irgo IIa
& Ib (solid and dashed lines), while the bottom left-hand panel
show s the relative m ass finction for A ndrom eda (solid line) and
theM iky W ay (dotted line).T he bottom axis show sm ass relative
to the virialm ass, while the top axis show s the m ass scaled to
our ducialhalo.A line of slope is also shown on each plot.
T he vertical lines indicate the 32-particle and 320-particle m ass—
resolution lim its for each sim ulation, and the right-hand panels
show cum ulative distrbutions of peak circular velocity for V irgo
IIa & Ib (top right) and for the LocalG roup (pottom right), as
well as lines of slope . The bottom axis gives the value relative
to the virial velocity of the m ain halo, while the top axis gives
the velocity scaled to our ducial system .

3.2.1 The shape of the m ass finction

Fjg.:}: show s the cum ulative relative m ass fiinctions for all
subhaloes w ithin the virial radius of two system's, Com a
(solid line) and Virgo Ilb (dashed line). The full vertical
lines indicate the m ass for each sin ulation corresponding to
32 particles. In the original analysis of the sim ulations, this
was generally chosen as the lin it below which the resuls
from the group nderbecam e signi cantly incom plete, and
the structuralparam eters of subhaloes unreliable. In factwe
expect resolution e ectsto rem ain in portant at m uch larger
m asses. A s discussed in D iem and et al. (2004a), the m ean
relaxation tim e for cuspy system s w ith density pro les sin —
ilar to those of subhaloes is less than a Hubble tin e when
they are resolved with a few hundred or even a thousand
particles. Furthem ore, this calculation assum es present-day
densities (eg. a halfm ass radius of 24kpc for a system of
mass 35 10°M , versus 20kpc for an isolated halo of
the sasmemass at z= 0 In ourm odel). For system s which
form ed at redshift z the relaxation tim e should be shorterby
a factor (1+ z)*~?.Thuswe also include shorter lines show —
Ing a 320-particle m ass, below which m ost system s should
be arti cially relaxed.



In each case, the cum ulative m ass function is roughly
a power-law at intemm ediate m asses. T he slope of the m ass
finction di ers substantially between the two sin ulations,
however { i is about 0:96 for Virgo IIb and 1:31 for
Com a, as indicated by the dotted lines. A priori, it is not
clar whether thisdi erence is due to intrinsic, halo-to-halo
variation in the m ass function, the di erent m asses of the
two system s, their redshifts or their di erent intemal dy—
nam ical states, or w hether it is the result of di erent soften—
Ing and m ass resolution. T he latter seem s unlkely given the
large di erence even for wellresolved (16’ {104) subhaloes.
From the discussion in paper II, it seem s lkely that dy-—
nam ical age is an in portant factor. T he progenitor of the
Toma’” halo form ed In isolation and was fully relaxed at
z= 0 M 98), while V irgo ITb, at a redshift of 0.1, contains
m assive subsystem s that have not yet been stripped or dis—
rupted to the sam e degree.

W e also see In this gure that at low m asses, the cu-
m ulative m ass fiinction deviates from a powerJaw well be—
fore the 32-particle lim it of the group— nder is reached, but
som ew here In the 100{300 particle range below which relax—
ation m ay be in portant. H ere again, though, it is not clear
how much ofthe curvature of the m ass function is real and
how much is num erical. W e will discuss this further when
we com pare these resuls to the sem ianalytic predictions.

3.2.2 Dependence on halo mass

W e can test whether the m ass function depends on halo
mass in a sinple way by com paring resuls for galaxy and
cluster haloes. F ig. ’é show s the relative m ass functions for
all the sim ulations of V irgo-sized haloes (top left panel), as
well as 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 ducial system
(ie. XM yigm = 16  10°M ). T he vertical Iines indicate
a 32-particle and a 320-particle lower m ass lim it in each
sim ulation.

ANl vescalkdm ass functionsare sim ilar, although both
the nom alisation and the slope vary by 20 percent. The
variation In nom alisation depends on our convention for
rescaling the distrbutions; ifwe were to count allthe haloes
within 15 ryirm , for instance, then A ndrom eda would have
m ore satellites than theM iky W ay.W e w illonly count sub—
haloesw ithin 10 ryirm , however, as the sem Fanalytic resuls
are incom plete beyond this point, as explained previously.

T he variation In slope is also hard to de ne precisely,
since the m ass functions deviate from a powerdaw at both
large and sm all m asses, either for physical reasons or for
num ericalones. Stil], there isa signi cantdi erencebetween
the two sets of m ass functions. The thin solid lines show a
rough t to the slope of the 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 clisters is
the opposite of the one in Fjg.:!:, iIn the sense that the less
m assive system shave steeperm ass functions, so it cannot be
explained sin ply in term sofhalom ass. Instead tm ay re ect
the dynam ical ages of the di erent system s, as discussed
above and in paper II. In this case, the Local G roup haloes
would be system atically older than V irgo, just asCom a is.

Sim ilar results have been reported recently or -€DM
sin ulations. D e Lucia et al. (2004), for Instance, nd loga—
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rithm ic slopes of 0:97 to 0:98 for the m ass function on

clusterscales,and 1:d11to 1:3on galaxy scales (although

the quantity they tisdn®™ )=d(logM™ )) versuslog™ ), for
power law distrbbutions the slope of this quantity has the

sam e num erical value as the logarithm ic slope of the cum u—
lative distrdbbution ).T he trend to steeper slopes for am aller

haloes isas in Fjg.:_ﬁ

3.2.3 Shape of the cum ulative velocity distribution

T he right-hand panels of F jg.g show the cum ulative distri-
butions of peak velocity, either relative to the viral velocity
ofthem ain system (pottom axis), or scaled by our ducial
valie of 148km s (top axis). T hese are also well described
by pow er-law s at interm ediatem ass, as Indicated by the thin
solid lines. T he logarithm ic slope is indicated on the plot.
For selfsim ilar haloes we expect v, / M '~ and therefore

= 3 ; in practice the slope seem s slightly steeper than
this, perhaps indicating that the sn all subhaloes are m ore
concentrated than the large ones. T he velocity distrdbutions
show stronger deviations from a power-law at sm all veloci-
tiesthan them ass functionsdo at low m asses; wew illdiscuss
a possble explanation for this in section :4_1_.2

Finally, we note that these m ass and velociy distribu-

tions are sin ilar to, and consistent w ith, others that have
appeared in the literature (€g.K lypin et al. 1999b; O kam oto
& Habe 1999; Springel et al. 2001; G ovemato et al. 2001;
Stoehr et al. 2002; D e Lucia et al. 2004; D esaiet al. 2004;
G ill et al. 2004a; D iem and et al. 2004c; G ao et al. 2004b;
W elleret al.2004; Reed et al. 2004; N agai& K ravtsov 2004).
In particular, CDM haloes appear to have alm ost identical
substructure, consistent w ith the resuls ofpaper I, and the
iIntrinsic variation in the cum ulative distrdbbutions from one
halo to another are sin ilar to those reported here.

4 COMPARISON BETW EEN NUMERICAL
AND SEM I-ANALYTIC RESULTS

4.1 Cumulative distributions

W enow tum to the com parison betw een num ericaland sem i
analytic results. W e w ill consider results for the dense inner
regions of the halo and the lower-density outer regions sep—
arately, since num erical e ects m ay a ect the former to a
greater degree, as dJscussed in section -4 j below . T he right—
hand panelofF ig. -3 show s the cum u]atwem ass function, for
all substructure between 05 and 190 ryir;m from the centre
or each halo. O ver this range of radii, ourm odel reproduces
the num erical resuls aln ost exactly, both in nom alisation
and in scatter. For m assive haloes, the cum ulative distri-
bution in the sem ianalytic haloes is very sim ilar to those
In the high-resolution sim ulations. A 1l three sim ulations lie
below our average value, buttheo setisa small ( 20 per-
cent, or about equalto the halo-to-halo scatter, on average),
so it m ay not be signi cant. There are several e ects such
dynam ical age that could explain thiso set, but we do not
expect our prescription form ass loss to be accurate to m uch
better than 10{20 percent in any case, as discussed In paper
I.

At analler masses M s < 10 ‘M virm ), the sem i-
analytic m odel predicts 30{40 percent m ore substructure
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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 of the halo. T he thick lines show the average
result for a hundred SCDM m erger trees, form odelB at z = 0.
The thin solid lines show the 1- variance for this set. T he thin
lines are the nom alised cum ulative m ass functions m easured in
the three highest-resolution sim ulations (dashed lines { V irgo ITa
and Ilb; dotted lines { Com a). T he vertical dotted and dashed
lines indicate the 32-particle and 320-particle resolution lim its of
the num erical results. T he solid vertical line indicates the resolu—
tion lim it of the sem ianalytic trees.

above a given m ass threshold. It seem s likely that at least
som e of this o set is due to num erical e ects such as re—
laxation, since here we are below the lin it ofa few hundred
particles w here the relaxation tin e becom es shorter than the
Hubbl tine (O iem and et al. 2004a). O verall we conclude
that in the outer part of the halo, where the properties of
substructure are m ost robustly detemm ined in the sinula—
tions, the two sets of results are In acceptable agreem ent.
On the other hand, in the region interior to 0:5 ryirm

(left-hand panel), the sam ianalytic m ass function predicts
roughly 2.5 tin es m ore substructure above a given m ass
threshold than is seen in the num erical sin ulations. In term s
of the halo-to-halo scatter, all three num erical m ass finc—
tions lie 2 below the average valuie In the sem ianalytic
trees. T he cum ulative velocity functions (Fjg.'(_ll) show a sin -
ilar pattem. T his suggests that the two m ethods disagree
signi cantly about how quickly substructure is stripped or
destroyed in the central regions of a halo. Unfortunately, i
is not clear which result ism ore accurate. A s seen in paper
IT, central subhaloes are generally older and they w ill have
experienced m ore m ass loss and tidal heating on average,
having orbited many tines In a strong and changing po—
tential. Since m any of these central system s w illbe heavily
stripped, the sam ianalytic predictions about their residual
bound m ass be less accurate than for younger system s.On
the other hand, the sim ulations w ill also be less accurate for
old system s and at am all radii, due to the cum ulative e ects
of relaxation and arti cial heating. M oreover, it is harder
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Figure 4. The cum ulative peak circular velocity functions pre—
dicted by the sem iranalytic m odel. T he left-hand panel show s re—
suls for haloes w ithin half the virial radius; the right-hand panel
show s results for haloes between 0.5 and 1 ry iy - T he thick lines
are the average result and 1- contours for a hundred SCDM
m erger trees, formodelB at z = 0. The thin lines are the nor—
m alised cum ulative velocity functions m easured in the V irgo IIa
and IIb sin ulations.

for group nders to identify substructure correctly In dense
regions (G ill et al. 2004a), and the subhalo m asses and ve—
locities they determ ine in these regions can be biased by

the background density. Thus it m ay be that sem ianalytic

predictions for substructure are in fact m ore accurate than

sin ulations in the centres ofhalos (say w ithin 03 Xyirm ). W e
w ill discuss this further in section g_.ﬂ

4.2 Individual subhaloes and the role of softening

W e can also com pare the properties of individualhaloes di-
rectly. Fjg.l;'; show s a com parison of the sem analytic sub—
haloes (ft-hand plots) and the num erical subhaloes (right—
hand plots), n tem s of their m ass and their peak circu-
lar velocity. T he num erical resuls, from top to bottom , are
from the M iky W ay, Androm eda, V irgo Ilb, and V irgo ITa
haloes. Them asses and velocities in the sim ulations have all
been rescaled to them ass and velocity of the parent halo in
the sam fFanalytic m odel, as explained in section :;3;1:, and In
each pair of panels we have only plotted system s above the
m assresolution lim it ofthe num ericaldata in the right-hand
panel.

Overall, the distrbutions seem rem arkably sin ilar.
Com paring them in detail, however, we note som e m Inor
di erences. T he sem fanalytic m odel predicts the existence
of low-m ass, high-density (high—7,) system s, for instance,
which are not seen In the sin ulations. T his is partly because
the forces in the sin ulation are softened overa nite length
rs, such that the potential generated by a set of particles
ofmassM is lmied to ! GM =rs, placing a correspond-—
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Figure 5. The distribution of subhaloes as a function of their
m ass and oftheirpeak velocity, in the sem ianalyticm odelA (left—
hand plots) and the sim ulations (right-hand plots).T he num erical
values have been scaled to the m ass and circular velocity of the
m ain halo (see text).T he dashed lines indicate the regions of the
plot excluded by softening.

ng lin i on v, . The dashed lines in each of the left-hand
panels indicate the locus of this lin i, for the values of rg
listed In table 1. A s expected, none of the num erical sub—
haloes lie above this line, whereas we m Ight expect some
to In the low resolution sim ulations (Uppertwo panels).The
high-resolution sim ulations (lower two panels) allwell short
ofthis lim it, although they m ay be still sub fct to relaxation
and other e ects.

W e also see that the num erical distribbutions generally
extend to lower circular velocities at a given m ass than the
sem Fanalytic distribbutions. Thism ay be partly due to soft—
ening, but another explanation is shot noise in the particle
distrbution for these system s. Low m ass haloes w ill have
few particles interdor to 1,, so subtracting a single particle
from a halo can reduce its peak velocity substantially. T his
m ay explain the greater scatter in the lower left-hand comer
of each of the num erical distrbutions.

W e can m odel the e ect of soffening explicitly by as—
sum ing that the circular velocity is detem ined by the ra—
dial force, vo = rEr, and using the foroe softening to reduce
Ve accordingly. The forces In these sim ulations were spline
softened, that is the potentialgenerated by each particke was
calculated as = 5 (r=r5), where g, the softened poten—
tial, is a polynom ialP; (r=rs) ©or 0 r rs, a polynom ial
P, (r=rs) orrs r 215, and equalto the Newtonian po—
tential beyond this where rs is the softening length of the
sin ulation) . W e can account for this by reducing the radial
force accordingly; this reduces the peak velocity when r, is
close to the softening length rs. To sin ulate shot noise, we
can assum e that the number of particles within r, varies
random ly by N , thereby Introducing a scatter into ha]oes
where M (K 1) is close to m,, the particle m ass. Fig. ﬁ
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Figure 6.AsFig. ',"_J, but including som e of the e ects of force
softening and m ass resolution in the sem iranalytic results (left—
hand panels).

show s the distribution of velocities and m asses, w ith both
shot noise and softening taken into account.W e see that our
modi ed distrdbutions are now very close to those found in
the sin ulations, particularly at low resolution.

F inally, we can re-exam ine the cum ulative ve]oczty func-
tion wih softening taken into account. Fig. .7. show s the
cum ulative (peak circular) velocity function for subhaloes,
wih lne styles as beforel.I The sam fanalytic resuls have
been softened as In Fig.i6, wih a softening length corre-
soonding to that used in the sim ulations shown. T he upper
panels are for the higherresolution V irgo II sin ulations,
In which the softening length was rs = 0:0005ryirm (OTr
170pc in our ducial system ), while the lower are for the
LocalG roup sin ulations, In which the softening length was
roughly rs = 0:005yirm (Or 1.7kpc in our ducialsystem).
A s before, the sam ianalytic predictions m atch the sin ula—
tions reasonably well in the outer parts of the halo, but
predict 2{3 tin es m ore substructure above a given veloc—
ity threshold in the inner parts. C om paring the upper and
lower panels, we see that softening alone m ay account for
m ost of the di erence between the high-resolution and low —
resolution num erical results in the am plitude of the cum u-
lative velocity finction below vs=vyirm 0:15. The m atch
between the softened sem fFanalytic predictions and the sin —
ulations is still not exact, however (eg. the disagreem ent In
the am plitude of the m ass function at r < 05 ryirm ), 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 for so far. Intemal relaxation w ill reduce the m ass,
circular velocity and potential of each subhalo arti cially,
on a tim escale roughly proportional to the num ber of parti-
cles. For system s resolved w ith fewer than 300 particlks,
this tin escale is shorter than the H ubble tin €, asm entioned
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Figure 7. Average cum ulative peak circular velocity functions
predicted by the sem iranalyticm odel, including th‘e e ects of soft—
ening.M erger trees and line styles are as in F ig. 'é T he softening
length in the upper panels, rs = 0:0005 ryiy;n , i com parable to
that in the Virgo IIa and Ilb sinulations (dotted lines), while
the lower panels show sim ilar results using a softening length of
0:005 1y ir;m » @long w ith the nom alised LocalG roup distributions
(dotted lines).

previously, so only the youngest ob fcts will be una ected
by relaxation. The Yraininess’ of the background potential
w ill also heat system s arti cially, particularly at early tin es
when the m ain halo is poorly resolved. These e ects have
been studied extensively In the literature in the context of
the bvem erging problem ’, as discussed In the next section.

4.3 Spatialdistributions and the evidence for
overm erging

4.3.1 Radialdistributions com pared

T he resuls of section @:1: suggest that the sim ulations m ay
underestim ate the am ount of substructure in the central re—-
gions of haloes. In early sim ulations, the dissolution of sub-
structure w ithin haloes, referred to as bvem erging’, ren—
dered sim ulated system s alm ost com pletely sm ooth (see van
Kampen 1995; M oore, K atz, & Lake 1996; or K lypin et al.
1999a fordiscussions ofthe problem ) .0 vem erging isknown
to occur to som e degree even in high-resolition sin ulations
G higna et al. 2000), and should be strongest in the old,
dense oenUalregjo_ns ofhaloes (D im and et al. 2004a).The
resuls of section :il._]: suggest that it could stillbe in portant
over a fairly large range of radii.

W e can quantify the e ects of overm erging by com par-
ing the radialdistrdbution of substructure in ourm odel and
in the sin ulations. T he top three panels of F ig. B' show the
local density of subhaloes at a given radius, relative to the
m ean density within the virial radius, n ()=nvirm = N K
r)=dV (r))=N vir=Vyir).T he connected pointsw ith errorbars
show the results in three sim ulations, and the upper solid

lines show the predictions of sem ianalytic m odels A and
B.W e saw in paper II that the radial distrbbution of sub-
haloes is biased by incom pleteness if we go below the m ass
resolution lin it of the m erger tree. To avoid this bias, the
sem Fanalytic results shown in the left and m iddle panels
Include only system s with m asses in excess of 5 10’'mM
w hile the num erical results are lim ited to an equivalent rela—
tivem ass range, M s=M virm > 3 10 5 . The resolution lim it
ofthe M W ’ sim ulation is actually worse than this, so in the
right-hand panel we cut both the num erical and the sem i-
analytic resuls at 10°M . The dashed line shows a M oore
density pro le of concentration @ = 54 (roughly appropri-
ate for galaxy or clisterm ass haloes), also nom alised to the
m ean density w ithin the virial radius. W e note that sim ilar
num erical results have been presented recently by several
authors (G ill et al. 2004a; D iem and et al. 2004c; Gao et a.
2004; Reed et al. 2004; N agai & K ravtsov 2004).

The local density pro I has the disadvantage of be-
Ing quite noisy in the central regions of the halo, and its
overall appearance depends partly on the choice of radial
bins. In the bottom panels, we therefore show the cumula—
tive num ber of subhaloes w ithin a given fraction ofthe virial
radius, nom alised to the total num ber w ithin the virial ra—
dius, sihce 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, nom alised to the m ass w thin the virial
radius.

Both num erical and sem ianalytic m odels agree that
subhaloes are antibiased w ith respect to the underlying den—
sity distrbution, and both agree on the distrbution in the
outer parts of the halo, at r > 03 ryirm . In the central
region, however, the sem ianalytic m odel predicts a sub-
stantial excess of subhaloes com pared to the sin ulations {
n (r)=Nvir 20 at 0l ryirm and 10 at 02 ryirm , whereas
In Virgo ITa the valuesare 7 and 5 respectively.A s an
indication that the sem ianalytic resul is robust, we see that
the excess depends only weakly on the disruption criterion
used (the upper and lower sem Fanalytic curves corresoond
tomodels B and A respectively).On the other hand, with
Increasing resolition (three panels, right to left) the num er—
ical distribbutions gradually becom e m ore concentrated, ap—
proaching the sem ianalytic results in the highest-resolition
case. T hus it seem s lkely either that overm erging is still in —
portant in the Inner regions of the sin ulated haloes, or that
the group nders used to generate the num erical datasets
havem issed substructure in_the centralregions.W e w illdis-
cuss this further in section :fl;E;

O vem erging at the levelwe are suggesting should also
reduce the am plitude ofthe cum ulative m ass function w ithin
the virial radius, but the overalle ectw illbe an all, because
even In our sem fanalytic m odels, relatively few subhaloes
at found at am all radii. Since the sem ianalytic m odel pre—
dicts that only 25{30 percent of all haloes w ithin the virial
radius are at radiiof 0 2{03 ryir;m Or less, the change In the
am plitude of them ass function would only be 25{30, even if
ovem erging destroyed allob fcts in these regions. Thism ay
explain why sin ulations have previously shown good conver—
gence In the cum ulative distributions of subhaloesw ithin the
virial radius as a function of resolution (eg. Springelet al
2001; D iem and et al. 2004c; G ao et al. 2000b) . T hese distri-
butions are dom nated by subhaloes relatively far from the
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Figure 8. Top panels: T he num ber density of subhaloes in three
sim ulations (connected points w ith error bars), and in the sem i-
analytic haloes (upper solid lines), form odelsA and B .To avoid
incom pleteness, the sem ianalytic results include only system s
with m asses in excess of 5 10M (left and m iddle panels)
or 108M (right panel), and the num erical results have been re—
stricted to the sam e relative m ass range. In each case the density
is relative to the m ean num ber density w ithin the virial radius.
T he dashed line show s the density pro le of the m ain halo, nor—
m alised to them ean density w ithin the virialradius.B ottom pan-—
els: The cum ulative num ber of subhaloes vs. radius, nom alised
to the num ber w ithin the virial radius, for the sam e m ass cuts
as in the top panel. T he dashed lines show the m ass of the m ain
halo interior to a given radius, nom alised to the m ass w ithin the
virial radius.

centre of the potential, which are less in uenced by num er-
ical e ects, and thus they w ill not be sensitive to central
ovem erging.

O n the other hand, it seem s m ore surprising that con—
vergence studies have seen no m ajpr change in the radial
distrbution of substructure O iam and et al. 2004c; N agais&
K ravtsov 2004) . T hism ay be partly due to the obscuring ef-
fects of haloto-halo scatter, halo concentration or binning,
whichm ake it di cul to identify statistically signi cant dif-
ferences between two density distrbutions. It m ay also be
that the convergence in the radial distrdbution of substruc-
ture is very slow ; we w ill discuss this fiirther in section gﬁ

4.3.2 Resuls for variant m odels

O vemm erging of the m agnitude suggested by these results
would have im portant in plications in m any astrophysical
situations, notably the Interpretation of strong lensing ob—
servations and direct detection experin ents. T hus, it is in—
teresting to consider how strongly these results could be
a ected by uncertainties in the sem ianalytic m odelling.W e
have com pared num ber density pro les for the variants of
the m odel considered in paper IT w ith our ducial resuls.
W hilk thepro Ischange in predictable ways (eg.m ore dy—
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Figure 9. As Fig. :gl, but for various cuts in subhalo proper—
ties. T he left-hand panels show the results of ignoring all sub-
haloes stripped beyond som e fraction of their originalm ass (dot—
ted lines); the right-hand panels show the results of ignoring all
system s the form ed before a given epoch (dotted lines).

nam ical friction or lessm ass—-loss producesm ore central sub—
structure over a given m ass threshold), the variation is gen—
erally com pamb]erto the di erence between m odels A’ and
B’ shown in Fjg.@l.

O n the other hand, it m ight be that our analytic m ass—
Joss m odel system atically underestin ates m ass loss in sys—
tem s that have been heavily stripped.To get a sense ofhow
large an e ect is required to reproduce the num erical re—
sults, we have calculated num ber density pro les excluding
system s that retain only 2 percent, 5 percent, or 10 percent
oftheir or:ii_:;'jnalm ass. T hese are shown in the left-hand pan—
elsof Fig. 9 (dotted lines), along w ith the pro s from the
three sim ulations (solid lines w ith points { note the m ass
resolution lim it for theM iky W ay results is higher) and the

ducial results for m odel B (uppem ost solid line). W e see
that even ifwe treat as disrupted all system s that have lost
90 percent of theirm ass, we still produce m ore central sub—
structure than the highest—resolution sim ulation, albeit only
by a factor of 2 or so. The results of H ayashiet al. suggest
that bound cores can survive in system s that have lost 99
percent of theirm ass orm ore, so it seem s unlkely that our
m ass—loss predictions are incorrect to a degree su cient to
resolve the discrepancy w ith the num erical results.

W e can also get a feel for the plausbility of substantial
num erical overm erging by considering how long subhaloes
have orbited w ithin them ain system . T he right-hand panels
ofFig. :_QI show number density pro les excliding the oldest
subhaloes, those that st form ed at redshifts of m ore than
6.0,20 0r05 (dotted lines).A sexpected from the resultsof
paper I, substructure is strati ed w ith respect to its age, so
the central substructure we predict in excess of that found
in the sinulations ism ainly old { alm ost all of the 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
present age. T his m aterdial would have undergone m any or-
bits in the dense central regions of the m ain system or its
progenitors, so it seem s very plausible that arti cialnum eri-
calheating could have caused it to disrupt prem aturely. W e
w il reform ulate this argum ent m ore precisely in the next
section . F inally, we note that whilk the radial distributions
of substructure do vary system atically from one halo to an-
other ifwe bin haloes by their form ation epoch, as In paper
1T, the varation is generally sm all (com parable to the dif-
ference betiween m odels A and B).

4.4 Subhalo kinem atics

If ovem erging is im portant, it w lea]go a ect the distrbbu-
tions of other subhalo properties. F ig. E(E com pares the kine—
m atics and dynam icalstate of subhaloes in the sem fanalytic
and num ericalm odels. The top two panels In each colum n
show subhaloes from two di erent sem ianalytic haloes; the
third panelshow s allsubhaloes from the second ofthese that
form ed at zn ;0 < 2, and the bottom panel show s subhaloes
from theV irgo ITa sim ulations.Forthe sem fanalytic results,
open symbols represent system s that have lost m ore than
90 percent of their original m ass, while the sym bol shape
indicates form ation epoch (triangles: z, ;0 < 03:35; squares
Zm ;0 = 05{20; circles zn ;0 > 20). In each case, all sub—
haloes within the viral radius and over a mass lin it of
10 °M yim are nclided.

T he left-hand colum n show s velocity versus orbital cir-
cularity. In paper I, we discussed the jnjtja_lgnd nal circu—
larity distrdbutions in our m odel. A s F ig. EQ show s, the -
nal circularity and velocity distribbutions for a sem ianalytic
system and the V irgo ITa subhaloes are very sim ilar. G iven
that the orbial properties of subhaloes in the sem ianalytic
m odel are the resul of a com plex superposition of several
e ects, including the initial energy and angular m om entum
distrbutions, dynam ical friction, selective disruption and
the grow th of the m ain halo, this agreem ent is very encour—
aging.

Them iddle colum n show s velocity versusposition . B oth
in the sam fanalytic and in the num erical results, the distri-
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 Vi ax (£) = Vyirm Tyirm ) =3 down to I'=Yyirm
0:1.The sem ranalyticm odelclearly predictsm ore substruc—
ture in the central regions, and thus a higher centralvelocity
dispersion for the subhaloes as a group.

F inally, the right-hand colum n show s orbialenergy ver—
sus position. The overall distribbutions are very di erent,
the sem ianalyticm odelpredictingm any m ore very strongly
bound subhaloes. M ost of these system s are very old, how —
ever, and disappear ifw e restrict the sam ple to system s that
form ed after z = 2 (third panel from the top).Thuswe see
the sam e e ect discussed in the previous section, nam ely
that the older system s predicted in the sem iFanalytic m od—
els are absent in the num erical resuls.

4.5 Com parison with sem i-analytic results:
sum m ary

In summ ary, In this section we have used a set of high—

resolution sin ulations to estin ate the average properties of
halo substructure, as well as the intrinsic scatter from one

halo to the next, and the variation w ith halom ass or concen—

tration .C om paring these sin ulationsw ith the predictionsof
our sem Fanalyticm odel, we nd that while there isan over-
all sin ilarity in the resuls, the level of agreem ent depends

on the location, m ass and age of the subhaloes.

45.1 The outer halo

In the case of interm ediate or high-m ass subhaloes In the
outer regions of the halo, for which the num erical resuls
are expected to bem ost reliable, the agreem ent between the
two m ethods is excellent; the cum ulative m ass and veloc—
ity distrdbutions of the three high-resolution sim ulations all
lie within 1{2 tin es the haloto-halo scatter of the average
value predicted by the sem ianalytic m odel, and the overall
di erence between the average sem ianalytic and num erical
resuls is less than 20 percent.

A ssum ing this o set is signi cant, there are several ef-
fects that could introduce system atics at this level. Possible
e ects in the sam fanalytic m odel include the various ap—
proxim ations in the dynam ical com ponent of them odel, ha—
rasan ent betw een subhaloes (cf.paper IT), or the preferential
selection of haloes w ith older or younger form ation epochs.
O n the latter point, we note that the sin ulations discussed
here generally selected relaxed system s from larger volum es
to study at high resolution; thus they do not constitute an
unbiased sam ple of the dark m atter haloes in a given m ass
range. The V irgo sim ulations, for lnstance, were of a cluster
that had acquired 80 percent of its nalm ass by a redshift
of 0.75, which is unusual for an ob ct in this m ass range
G98,Fig.3).W e can see from paper II, Fig. 14 that ifwe
were to select out the oldest m erger trees from our sets of
sem Fanalytic haloes, we would obtain an even closer m atch
to the sim ulations.

Possble e ects In the num erical results include soften—
ing, shot noise, or problem s with the group nder, all of
which change the interpretation of the results from a sin—
gle output of the sim ulation, as well as som e m ore serious
problem s, notably tw obody relaxation, w hich actually m od—
ify the dynam ics of sin ulated system s. The Increased o set
between the sam ianalytic and num erical results at am all
m asses m ay Indicate the greater im portance of these e ects
In poorly-resolved system s. O verall, however, we conclide
that for intem ediate or high-m ass subhaloes in the outer
regions of the halo, the two m ethods are consistent w ith
each other to good accuracy. W e note that this agreem ent
is achieved w ithout ad justing any free param eters { the pa—
ram eters In the sem Fanalyticm odelhave allbeen xed pre—
viously by other considerations, as discussed in paper I.

452 The inner halo

On the other hand, in the Inner regions of the halo, where
num ericale ectsm ay be stronger, the sem ianalytic m odel
predicts substantially m ore substructure than the sinula—
tions. Som e of this di erence can be attrbuted to the sam e
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Figure 10. K inem atics and orbital param eters for subhaloes in two di erent sem ianalytic haloes (m odel B; rst and second panels
in each colum n), subhaloes from the second of these that form ed after z = 2 (third panel), and subhaloes in the V irgo ITa sim ulations
(bottom panels). T he left-hand colum n show s velocity vs. circularity; the m iddle colum n show s velocity vs. position, and the right-hand
colum n show s orbital energy vs. position. For the sem i-analytic results, open symbols represent system s that have lost m ore than 90
percent of their originalm ass, while the sym bol shape indicates form ation epoch (triangles: zy ;0 < 0:5; squares zy ;0 = 0:5{2.0; circles
Zy ;0 > 2:0).In each case, all subhaloes w ithin the virial radius and over a m ass lim it of 10 M virm are included.

num ericale ectsm entioned above, but the net e ect isthat
the central regions of haloes appear to su er from a fair
am ount of overm erging.

T he possbility of central overm erging and the spatial
distrbution of substructure in num erical sim ulations have
been investigated by a number of authors in m ore recent
sin ulations (G ill et al. 2004a; D iem and et al. 2004c; G ao
et a. 2004; Reed et al. 2004; Nagai & K ravtsov 2004).0n
the one hand, convergence studies using a given code and
group nder nd little or no evidence Por a rapid increase
in the am ount of central substructure as the resolution in—
creases (eg.D dem and et al. 2004c; N agai& K ravtsov 2004).

This m ight seem a conclusive argum ent against ovem erg—
ing, since increased resolution is the only way of testing for
this possibility de nitively.

O n the other hand, detailed studies of the convergence
ofa di erent feature ofhalo structure, the slope of the cen—
tral density pro J, have found that the size of the region

attened by resolution e ects such as relaxation decreases
very slow ly as the number of particles in the halo N in-
creases, scaling as N °?{(N °? (iemand et al 2004a).
This sort of scaling would be expected if the size of the
unresolved region depends the m ean Interparticle separa-
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tion, for instance, or on the m axinum densiy allowed by
softening.

R esolving substructure in a dense background environ—
m ent represents a sim ilar, but harder, num erical problem .
Not only does nite resolution lim it the density of struc—
tures that can be resolved, but subhaloes are intrinsically
Jess stable than a central cusp, since they are sub gct to
much stronger tidal forces. Thus we we should not expect
to be abl to resolve substructure at densities or on spatial
scales where the central cusp of the m ain halo is attened
by relaxation, and in general the size of the region where
substructure is arti cially erased by relaxation should de—
crease no faster than N =3 as the number of particles N
ncreases.

453 How large is the unresolved region?

W e can apply this argum ent m ore speci cally to the num er—
ical results presented here. The M iky W ay and V irgo IIa
sin ulations agree in the distrdbution of substructure beyond

03 ryir, but disagree w ithin this radius. G wven that they
di erin N by a factor of 5, we estim ate that the V irgo IIa
results are reliable to 0:17 rvyir. D dem and et al. (2004b,
Fig. 7) present results for 4 galaxy haloes sin ulated with
1{4 m illion particleseach.At 0:17 ryir they ndn (r)=nyir '
10, consistent with the sem ianalytic predictions and the
V irgo ITa resuls, so this m ay well be the radius at which
the num erical results have converged.

D dem and et al. (2004b, F ig. 2) also present even higher
resolution resuls, for a cluster halo resolved w ith up to 14
m illion particles. By the sam e scaling argum ent, we would
expect these to be reliable down to 0:11 ryi, but In fact
they still see substantially less substructure at this radius
than is predicted by our model (n (r)=nyvir ’ 4{5, versus
15{20 in our m odel). O n the other hand, their resuls for
this cluster di er by a factor of 2 w ith the results for their
four galaxy haloes (forwhich n (r)=nyi- 7 10 at this radius).
Thus it is unclar whether the shallower density pro l is
characteristic of the cluster m ass scale as opposed to the
galaxy m ass scale, w hether it is sin ply due to intrinsic halo—
to-halo variation, or whether the num erical convergence is
even slower than N 173,

There are Indications of the rst of these possbilities
In the results of D e Lucia et al. (2004, Fig. 6) and G ao et
al. (2004b, Fig. 11), who nd that subhaloes follow a m ore
centrally concentrated distrbution in galaxy haloes than in
cluster halos. W ith regards to the second possibility, G illet
al. 2004b, Fig.7) show that that the scatter in the num ber
density pro Il can be a factor of 2 or m ore in am plitude,
although all 8 of their haloes have steep Inner slopes In the
radial distrbution of substructure. In any case, if the third
explanation were correct and the convergence rate scaled
asN %2 , we would expect convergent results only beyond
0417 ryir, so this could also explain the discrepancy.

Finally, we note that the algorithm used to locate and

de ne substructure m ay have a large e ect In and of itself.

W eller et al. (2004), for Instance, nd quite di erent bound
m ass estin ates for subhaloes depending on the criterion used
for associating particles w ith substructure, whilke G ill et al.
(2004a), obtain substantially di erent results for the radial
distrbutions of subhaloes by tracking’ halo particles from
one step to the next. In particular, they nd that in all

8 of their haloes, the radial density of subhaloes identi ed
by tracking’ continues to rise down to the sm allest radii
they consider, r /¥ 0:07 ryir (cf. theirFig.7).W ih thistech-
nigque, 10 percent ofthe substructure they identify is located
w ithin the lnner 01{02 ryir, as In our sem ianalytic m odel,
whereas foragroup nderusing only inform ation from a sin—
gle tim estep, they nd the cum ulative distribbution reaches
10 percent at 03 rvir, as In the simulations considered
here. Analysing the sam e halo wih di erent group nders,
they ndthatnom alised density at 0:1 x;- variesby a factor
of4.

4.5.4 Relaxation tim es for central subhaloes

There is a second argum ent that suggests that sim ulations
m ay still be m issing substructure in their central regions.
W e expect strong correlations between the age of subhaloes
and their location within the main system (cf. paper II).
Central subhaloes are system atically older, and if we arti-

cially rem ove the oldest subhaloes from our sem ianalytic
results,we achJeve am uch betterm atch to the num erical re—
suls (cf.F igs. -9 and *_LO) C entral subhaloes typlca]ly form ed
at or before z = 2; thus they were originally 3° = 27 tines
denser than present-day system s ofthe sam em ass, and have
soent roughly 5 orbits or 11 G yr in them ain system (paper
II, Fig. 8), losihg 75 percent of their originalm ass in the
process (paper I, Fig. 9).

O n the one hand, the high-resolution sim ulations ofH 03
and K azantzidis et al. (2004) indicate that low density sys—
tem s resolved with 10 particles can easily survive this
degree of m ass loss without disintegrating. On the other
hand, when system softhe density corresponding to zy ;0 = 2
are resolved w ith fewer than 5000 particles, their relaxation
tin e is Jess than the Hubbl tine (O iem and et al. 2004).
For system s of 32 particls, the nom inal resolution lim it
of the num erical data sets, the relaxation tim e at this den-
sity is100200 M yr.W hile it isnot clearhow exactly quickly
relaxation leads to the disruption of substructure, it seem s
unlikely that 32 particle system sm erging at z = 2 could sur—
vive for the equivalent of 50 relaxation tin es w ithout being
com pletely dissolved. This arti cialdisruption due to inter-
nal relaxation would have little e ect on the overall prop-—
erties of substructure averaged over the entire halo, since
only a sm all fraction of all subhaloes are this old. On the
other hand it would quickly reduce the central density of
subhaloes, since the latter is dom inated by sam all ob fcts
that form ed at early tim es.

The preferential disruption of old subhaloes close to
the centre of the m ain system has in portant in plications
form any of the cbservational tests of halo substructure. In
section E we will consider two exam ples, the detection of
substructure in m ultiply—Jensed system s, and the direct de—
tection of dark m atter in terrestrial experim ents.

5 IMPLICATIONS FOR OBSERVATIONAL
TESTS OF SUBSTRUCTURE

5.1 Im plications for lensing

G ravitational lensing, the de ection of light from a back-
ground source by the gravitationalpotential ofa foreground



system , provides at least tw o ways ofquantifying the am ount
of dense substructure in the halo ofthe lensing system . The
dark m atter around individual galaxies system atically dis-
torts the shapes of background galaxies within som e pro—
cted separation. In rich clusters, these distortions can be
averaged over a large num ber of galaxies at the sam e red-
shift, yielding m aps of the projcted m ass density within
the cluster, and statistical inform ation about the subhaloes
around each clusterm em ber (eg.Nataraan, Knedb & Sm ail
2002; G avazziet al 2004). The resulting m ass m aps cover
a large fraction of the profcted area of the cluster at high
spatial resolution, but they are som ew hat m odeldependent.
In particular, they require the presence of visble galaxies to
trace the dark m atter substructure.

T here is an altemate lensing m ethod that prom ises to
revealcom pletely dark substructure in the haloes ofgalaxies.
Tt consists of com paring the am pli cation ratios ofdi erent
com ponents In m ultiply—Jdensed system s w ith m odels of the
m ass distrdbution in the lens.Forparticular lens geom etries,
discrepancies in the am pli cation ratiosm ay indicate a devi-
ation from a sm ooth potentialon the scale ofthe in age sep-
aration. T his m ethod for quantifying substructure received
m uch attention recently, w ith clain sthat theprofcted m ass
fraction contained in substructure had been m easured fairly
reliably fora set of system 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 the light of subsequent work, these results now seem
Jess certain. For m any individual system s, various other ef-
fects Including stellar m icrolensing (Schechter & W ambs—
ganss 2002), scintillation, or biases in the lens m odelling
Evans& W it 2003) may besu cienttoexplain the anom a-
ous ux ratios. An in proved m ethod uses ocbservations at
many di erent wavelengths to elim inate the m icrolensing
contribution, taking advantage of the fact that m icrolens—
ing and lensing by substructure should have di erente ects
on the broad-line and narrow -line regions of lensed AGN,
due to their di erent spatial scales M oustakas & M etcalf
2003; M etcalf et al. 2004). On the other hand, even this
m ethod cannot prove that the sm allscale structure is ac—
tually within a given halo, rather than sin ply being seen
In progction (eg.Chen, Kravtsov, & Keeton 2003; M et—
calf 2004). In the longer tem , ultra-high resolution in ages
from very longbaseline interferom etry (Inoue & Chiba 2003)
or novel techniques w ith X -ray telescopes (eg. Yonehara,
Umemura, & Susa 2003) In space m ay produce m ore con—
clusive detections of halo substructure.

W hatever the status of the problem observationally, it
is not clear that there is a robust theoretical prediction
w ith which to com pare current observational results. Strong
lensing probes the m ass fraction in relatively low-m ass sub—
structure (10°M  {10’M ), in the central fow kiloparsecs of
galaxy haloes. This is wellw ithin the region where there is
evidence for ovemm erging in the sim ulations. W e can esti-
m ate the In portance of overm erging by com paring the sub—
structure in our sem ianalytic m odels w ith the substructure
In the num erical sin ulations, as a function of procted dis-
tance from the centre of the halo.Fig.!11 show s the cum u-
lative m ass functions (upper panel) and cum ulative m ass
fraction (lower panel) for subhaloes w thin som e profcted
radius Rp, ©rmodelB (solid lines) and V irgo Ila (dashed
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Figure 11. (Top panel) Cum ulative m ass fiunctions for subhaloes
w ithin som e projcted radius Rp, form odel B (solid lines) and
V irgo ITa (dashed lines). Bottom Panel) T he fraction of the pro-
Fcted m assw ithin R, contained in subhaloesofm assM or larger.
T he num erical results are the average over three di erent pro jfc—
tions. Vertical lines indicate the resolution lim it of them m erger
tree (solid) and the 32 and 320-particle m ass lim its of the sim u—
Jation.

lines). (T he num erical resuls are the average over three or-
thogonal pro gctions.)

Averaged over a large progcted radius, the sem i-
analytic and num erical results disagree by a factor of 2.
At large m asses, som e of this o set m ay be due to the dy—
nam ical age of the sin ulated system , as discussed In paper
IT (cf. paper I, F ig. 15) . A t the Iow -m ass end, relaxation or
other resolution e ectsm ay explain the o set, of £ m ay be
due to random , halo-to-halo variation.

M ore worrying, however, is the o set between the nu-
m erical and sem 1—a.nalymc resuls at sm all progcted radii.
W e noted In section 43 that in the central regions of the
halo the density of subhaloes is aln ost constant in the sin -
ulations, but continues to rise in the sem ianalyticm odel. A s
a resul, the profcted m ass fraction in substructure w ithin
the central 5 percent of virial radius ( 15kpc, or roughly
the optical radius for a system lke the M iky W ay) di ers
by an order of m agniude between the two m ethods. This
di erencem ay be due to ovem erging in the sim ulations, as
discussed in section'4.3 a.ndAS or it could re ect the lim —
itations of the group nder used to analyse the sim ulation,
as discussed In G ill et al. (2004a).

It is prem ature to draw 1 conclusions on the true
procted m ass fraction from these resuls, for several rea—
sons. F irst, the results shown here are for SCDM , since the
sin ulations used for com parison w ith assum ed this cosn ol
ogy. T he slightly reduced am plitude of the cum ulative m ass
fiunction seen in LCDM haloes (see paper II) could a ect
the profcted quantities to som e degree. Furthem ore, while
our dynam icalm odel successfully reproduces the evolution
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of system s during early stages ofm ass loss, it m ay be less
accurate for the subhaloes in the centre ofthem ain system ,
m any ofwhich have lost 90 percent oftheirm assorm ore (cf.
paper IT, Fig. 11). Based on Fig.:i?:, a radical change in the
properties of system s stripped to this degree m ight reduce
the central density of subhaloes by a factor of 2, although
this would still exceed the density found in the sim ulations.

M ost im portantly, however, the sem fanalytic m odel
predicts large halo-to-halo scatter, which is correlated w ith
the dynam ical state of haloes (cf. paper II, Fig. 15). Thus
the com parison between sem ianalytic or num erical m od—
els and observed system s should account for possble selec—
tion e ects in the haloes considered. In particular, selecting
observed system s on the basis of a particular galaxy m or—
phology (eg. ellipticals) m ay correspond to picking haloes
that are system atically m ore relaxed, and thus contain 2{
3 tin es less substructure than average. F inally, neither the
sem Fanalytic nor the num erdical results presented here in—
clude a galaxy in the potential of the m ain system , so koth
m ay overestin ate the am ount of dark m atter substructure
in the central regions to som e degree.

D espite allthese caveats, it is intriguing that ourm odel
predicts profcted centralm ass fractions roughly ten tim es
larger than those m easured in high-resolution sim ulations,
and that this In tum is close to the valie Inferred both in
early observationalestin ates D alal& K ochanek 2002) and
In m ore recent detailed work (eg.M etcalf et al. 2004).W e
w ill attem pt to m ake m ore robust estin ates of the m ass
fraction in substructure and discuss the uncertainties in the
sem Fanalyticm odelling of central substructure in forthcom —
ng work.

5.2 TIm plications for direct detection

U tim ately, the m ost convincing way to identify the dark

m atter particle w illbe to detect it directly In a terrestrialex—
perin ent. T here has been a concerted e ort form any years
to search for the m echanical e ects of collisions between
dark m atter particles and nuclei in calorim eters on Earth

(see P retzl (2002) for a recent review ). T hese experin ents
have gradually set m ore and m ore stringent lin its on the
dark m atter cross-section, w ithout producing a con m ed
detection . Tentative evidence for a signalw as announced by

the DAM A collaboration (cf. Bemabei et al. 2000, 2003),
which clain ed to see an annualm odulation in their event
rate, corresponding to the Earth’s changing velocity with

respect to the distrdbution of dark m atter in the halo, as it
orbis around the Sun.W ork of com parable sensitivity by

other experim ents (eg. ZEPLIN I { Liubarsky et al 2000;
EDELW EISS { Benoit et al. 2002; CDM S { Akerb et al.
2004) has failed to reproduce this result, however, so it re—
m ains controversial (see M organ, G reen, & Spooner (2004)

for a recent sum m ary of the situation).

A crucial factor in interpreting the DAM A resul is
the reqularity of the phase-space distrbution of dark m at—
ter particles in the solar neighbourhood. Local substruc—
ture could introduce additional m odulations in the event
rate, thereby reducing the sensitivity of experim ents look—
ing for an annual signal M organ et al. 2004, and references
therein) .P reviousw ork on the localphase—space distrdbution
of dark m atter based on num erical sin ulations Heln iet al.
2003) found that substructure was rare in the solar neigh-
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Figure 12.Cumulative m ass functions and contributions to the
totalm ass w ithin the solar volum e (6{10 kpc). T he dotted line is
form odel A, the solid line is form odelB .

bourhood, so that the confising e ects of coherent stream s
should not be a problem for direct detection experim ents.
G ven the evidence for ovem erging in the central regions
of sim ulated haloes presented in section :ﬁl-._j, however, this
conclusion m ay need to be revised.

W e cannot easily com pare our sem analytic predictions
w ith sim ulated substructure around the position ofthe Sun,
as there is essentially no such substructure in the simula—
tions { the chance of nding a subhalo at around 2 percent
ofthe virial radius is vanishingly am all. Instead, we w ill con—
sideronly the uncertainty in the properties of Iocal substruc-
ture due to uncertainties in the sem tanalyticm odel. F ig.112
show s the cum ulative m ass function of ob cts in the solar
neighbourhood (top panel), and the cum ulative contribu-—
tion to the totalm ass in that volum e. T he dotted line is for
m odelA , and the solid line is form odelB .W e have de ned
the solar neighbourhood as the region extending from 6 to
10kpc wihin our haloes, that is 2{3 percent of the virial
radius. The V irgo sim ulations have no substructure at all
wihin an equivalent volum e w ith respect to the virial ra—
dius, and even in the sem fanalytic haloes substructure in
this region is rare. N onetheless, we can get a sense of the
m ass function by averaging over large num bers of trees.

W e see that both them ass function and them ass frac-
tion are very sensitive to details of the m odel. T he nom ali-
sation ofm ass fraction In substructure changesby a factor of
15{2, but most ofthiso set com es from the m ore m assive
haloes, which are com paratively rare. There is also an ap—
preciable change in the slope of them ass fiinction, how ever.
T his is worrying, as direct detection experim ents would be
sensitive to irreqularities on much sm aller m ass scales than
considered here. If we extrapolate assum ing model A/, we
estin ate that roughly 1 percent ofm ass in the solar neigh—
bourhood would be in substructure of 10°M  orm ore, and

that 10 percent would be in substructure of10°M  orm ore.



E xtrapolating naively in m odel B’, on the otherhand, m ost
of the m ass of the halo could be locked up in fairly m assive

subhaloes M s > 10°M ). These estin ates are very unreli-
able, but they illustrate the fact that on solarm ass scales (or
spatial scales of roughly a parsec), the distrdbbution of dark

m atter could be extrem ely irreqular indeed. If local distri-
bution is genuinely this lum py, then the lin its placed by

current experin entsm ay be weakened considerably. (G reen

2003;M organ et al.2004) .W ew illexam nethe ne structure
of local dark m atter in detail in fature work.

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have com pared the properties ofhalo sub—

structure predicted by a sem ianalytic m odelw ith the sub—

structure identi ed in a set of selfconsistent num erical sin —
ulations of halo form ation. The sem ianalytic m odel com —

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

substructure, and an analytic description of satellite dynam —

ics. W hile the ordiginal treatm ent of satellite dynam ics had

several free param eters (TB01), In our f1ll m odel of halo

form ation these were xed by com parison with the high-
resolution, restricted simulations of Velazquez and W hite

(1999) and H 03, as descrlbbed in paper I. Thus we have no

rem aining param etric freedom when com paring the predic—
tions of the sem ianalytic m odel to the num erical resuls.

Our m odel does m ake a num ber of assum ptions and ap-—
proxin ations, how ever, conceming the shape and spherical
symm etry ofthe halo density pro le, for instance, aswellas
halo concentrations and subhalo orbits. A s discussed in pa—
per IT, we estin ate that m odifying these assum ptions would

change our results at the 20{30 percent level.

D espite its uncertainties and simpli cations, without
any adjistm ent of the param eters the sem fanalytic m odel
does an excellent Pb of m atching the num erical results in
the outer regions of haloes, where the latter are the m ost
robust. In particular, i m atches the overall distribution of
subhalo properties and the am plitude of the cum ulative dis—
tributions of subhalo m ass or peak velociy to within 10{20
percent. T his is both the level of accuracy expected of our
dynam ical m odel, and is also com parable to the intrinsic
scatter from one halo to the next, so we conclude that the
two m ethods agree m ore or less exactly in this regin e.

In contrast to this, in the central regions of haloes the
sem Fanalytic m odel predicts substantially m ore substruc—
ture than is seen In the sin ulations. T he excess subhaloes are
predicted to be ancient, dense system s which have orbited
In the centralpart of the halo form ost of the age ofthe uni-
verse (10{12 Gyr, or since a redshift of z = 2). In the sem
analytic m odel, these system s survive because the overall
heating and disruption rates are lower than those m easured
iIn cosm ological sim ulations. W hether these ancient system s
should survive in reality is unclear. T he disagreem ent w ith
sem Fanalytic and num erical predictions could indicate that
our dynam icalm odel for heating and m ass loss is system at—
ically less accurate. T his seem s unlikely, however, since the
m odel is calbrated on the sin pler, higher+resolution sim u—
lations of Velazquez and W hite (1999) and H 03, and since
m any of the central subhaloes retain 20{30 percent of their
originalm ass, and thus are at an evolutionary stage where
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the analytic m ass—-loss m odelm atches the restricted sim ula-
tions quite closely.

O ne physical process recently proposed to explain the
higher disruption rate seen in sim ulations is the increased
e clency ofm ass loss in system sw ith anisotropic (intemal)
velocity distrbbutions (K azantzidiset al. 2004) .0 urm odelis
calbrated using sim ulations of isotropic system s, so in prin—
ciple anisotropy could a ect our results. In the exam pl they
consider, however, K azantzidis et al. nd that both fairly
strong anisotropy and substantial (80{90 percent) m ass loss
are required before the evolution ofthe satellite changes sub—
stantially. Furtherwork should clarify the in portance ofthis
e ect.

T he other possbility is that the sem ianalytic predic—
tions are essentially correct, and that the sin ulations anal-
ysed In this work are a ected by residual ovem erging, or
by problem s with the group nder used to analyse their
structure. If overm erging is responsible for the pattems dis—
cussed in section :ﬁi, higherresolution num ericalwork w illbe
required to establish the true level of substructure in the
centres of CDM haloes de _nitively. In particular, based on
the argum ents of section :4_15, the properties of substructure
In current sin ulations m ay be unreliable w ithin the central
10 percent of the virial radius (or 30kpc for a system like
the M iky W ay), and it may take an increase of 100 or
more In m ass resolition to get convergent results down to
the equivalent of the solar radius. A sim ilar Increase In res-
olution would be required to increase the relaxation tim e
In a subhalo at the nom inal resolution lim it of current sin —
ulations (10 °M yim ), and that omed at z = 2, until
it was longer than the Hubble tin e. Thus whilk future nu-
m erical work can eventually resolve this issue de nitively,
achieving the required m ass and force resolution w ill rem ain
challenging for som e tim e.

W hatever the nalanswer to the problem , we have ik
lustrated through severalexam ples that the survival of sub—
structure In the Innem ost parts of haloes is extrem ely im —
portant to the analysis of m any recent cbservational and
experin ental results. A s it stands, our sem iFanalytic m odel
provides a robust and com putationally e cient basis for
studying a wide range of problm s related to halo struc—
ture and substructure, ncluding the origh and evolution of
galaxy m orphology, tidal disruption of dwarf galaxies and
globular clusters, direct detection of dark m atter particles
and the localphase—space density ofdark m atter, indirect de—
tection of dark m atter decay products such as gam m a-rays
and positrons, and the analysis of strong-lensing system s.
W e w ill explore these topics In fiture papers.
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Table I: Num erical Sin ulations

nam e output virialmass virialradius particlemass soffening numberof M yim =My Ls=Tyirm references
redshift M virm Ty irm mp rs subhaloes (m illions) &)
™ ) kpc) ™ ) kpc) r < Lyirm

Coma 0.0 237 10%° 3580 86 10° 100 2302 2.76 028 M 98

V irgo I 0.0 41 10" 1995 86 10° 100 295 048 05 M 98

V irgo IIa 0.0 43 10" 2026 11 108 1.0 1110 400 0.049 G 98,G 00

V irgo Ilb 01 3:98 10" 1795 11 10° 1.0 1052 371 0.056 G 98,G 00

Androm eda 02 212 10%? 288 2 10° 15 250 1.06 052 M 99aM 99

M iky W ay 02 159 102 261 2 10° 15 280 0.80 057 M 99aM 99b




