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ABSTRACT

W e present an analysis of the clustering evolution of dark m atter in four cold dark

m atter (CDM ) cosm ologies. W e use a suite of high resolution, 17-m illion particle,
N body sin ulations which sam ple volum es large enough to give clustering statistics
w ith unprecedented accuracy. W e nvestigate a atmodelwih o= 0:3, an open
modelalsowih o= 0:3,andtwomodelswih = 1, one wih the standard CDM
power spectrum and the other w ith the sam e power spectrum asthe = 0:3 m odels.
In allcases, the am plitude of prin ordial uctuations is set so that them odels reproduce
the observed abundance of rich galaxy clusters by the present day. W e com pute m ass
tw opoint correlation fiinctions and power spectra over three orders of m agnitude in
spatial scale and nd that in all our sim ulations they di er signi cantly from those of
the observed galaxy distribution, n both shape and am plitude. T hus, for any of these
m odels to provide an acceptable representation of reality, the distrlbbution of galaxies
m ust be biased relative to the m ass in a non-trivial, scale-dependent, fashion. In the

= 1 m odels the required bias is alw ays greater than uniy, but in the = 03 m odels
an \antibias" is required on scales smaller than 5h M pc. Them ass correlation
functions in the sinulations are well t by recently published analytic m odels. T he
velocity elds are ram arkably sin ilar In all the m odels, w hether they be characterised
asbuk ows, singleparticle or pairw ise velocity digpersions. T his sin ilarity is a direct
consequence of our adopted nom alisation and runs contrary to the com m on belief that
the am plitude of the cbserved galaxy velocity elds can be used to constrain the value
of . The an allscale pairw ise velocity dispersion of the dark m atter is som ew hat
larger than recent determ nations from galaxy redshift surveys, but the buk ows
predicted by ourm odels are broadly in agreem ent w ith m ost available data.
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Subgct headings: cosm ology: theory | dark m atter | gravitation | largescale
structure of universe

1. Introduction

C oan ological N -body sin ulations play a pivotal role In the study of the form ation of cosn ic
structure. In this m ethodology, initial conditions are set at som e early epoch by using linear
theory to calculate the statistical properties of the uctuations. Such a calculation requires som e
speci ¢ m echanism for generating prin ordial structure, together w ith assum ptions about the
global coam ological param eters and the nature of the dom inant dark m atter com ponent. N -body
sim ulations are then used to follow the later evolution of the dark m atter into the nonlinear regin e
where it can be com pared w ith the largescale structure In galaxy surveys. T his general picture
was developed fully in the early 1980s, building upon then novel conoepts like the in ationary
m odel of the early universe and the proposiion that the dark m atter is non-baryonic. In the
broadest sense, it was con m ed in the early 1990s w ith the discovery of uctuations In the
tem perature of the m icrow ave background radiation (Sm oot et al 1992). T he plausbility of the
hypothesis that the dark m atter is non-baryonic has strengthened in recent years, as the gap
between the upper lim it on the density of baryons from B ig B ang nuclkosynthesis considerations

C oan ologicalN -body sim ulationswere rst an ployed to study the large-scale evolution ofdark
m atter on m ild} nonlnear scales, a regin e which can be accurately calculated using relatively few
particles. H ighlights of these early sim ulations Inclide the dem onstration of the generalprinciples

D uring the m id-1980s, N body sin ulations were extensively used to explore the hypothesis,
rst elaborated by Pecbles (1982), that the dark m atter consists of cold collisionless particles. T his
hypothesis { the cold dark m atter (CDM ) coan ology { has survived the test of tim e and rem ains
the basic fram ew ork form ost contem porary cosm ological work. T he clustering evolution of dark
matter in a CDM universe was st studied In detail using relatively amn allN body sin ulations

the sin plest (or standard) version of the theory in which the m ean coan ological densiy param eter
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= 1, and the galaxies share the sam e statistical distrdbution as the dark m atter, was Inconsistent
w ith the low estin ates of the m s pairw ise peculiar velocities of galaxies w hich had been obtained

agream ent w ith the clustering data available at the tin e could be cbtained nan = 1 CDM

m odel if the galaxies were assum ed to be biased tracers of the m ass, as in the \high peak m odel"
CDM model could be obtained if galaxies traced themassbut o’ 02, and the geom etry was
either open or at. M any of the results of this rst generation of N -body sin ulations have been
reviewed by Frenk (1991).

Follow ing the general acceptance of coan ological sim ulations as a useful technique, the
sub fct expanded very rapidly. To m ention but a few exam ples in the general area of gravitational
clustering, further sim ulations have re-exam ined the statistics of the large-scale distribution

Steady progress has also been achieved on the cbservational front w ith the com pletion of
ever larger galaxy surveys. The rst real ndication that the galaxy distribbution on large scales
di ers from that predicted by the standard cold dark m atter m odel was fumished by the APM
suxrvey w hich provided pro gcted positions and m agnitudes for over a m illion galaxies. T he angular
correlation function of this survey has an am plitude that exceeds the theoretical predictions by

allow ed better estin ates of the peculiar velocity eld of galaxies in the localuniverse. T he original
m easuram ent of the paimw ise velocity dispersion Which helped m otivate the concept of biased
galaxy form ation in the st place) hasbeen revised upwardsby M o, Jing and Bomer (1993) and
Somm erville, D avis & Primack (1997), but M arzke et al. (1995) and M o, J.Ing & Bomer (1996)
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have argued that such pairw ise statistics are not robust when determ ined from relatively an all
redshift surveys. T he Las C am panas redshift survey is, perhaps, the st which is Jarge enough to

allow an estin ate of the param eter com bination 8‘6=b (W here b is the biasing param eter
de ned in Section :7_3.); recent analyses seem to be converging on valuies of around 0.5.

In thispaperwe present results from a suite of very large, high—resolution N -body sin ulations.
Our prin ary ain is to extend the N-body work of the 1980s and early 1990s by increasing
the dynam ic range of the sin ulations and calculating the low -order clustering statistics of the
dark m atter distribbution to m uch higher accuracy than is possible with an aller calculations.
Our sinulations follow nearly 17 m illion particles, w ith a spatial resolution of a few tens of
kiloparsecs and thus probe the strong clustering regin e whilst correctly incuding largescale
e ects. Such in proved theoretical predictions are a necessary counterpart to the high precision
attainable w ith the largest galaxy datasets like the APM survey and particularly the forthcom ing

www ast.cam acukn 2dFggn) procts. O ur sin ulations do not address the issue of whhere galaxies
form . They do, however, reveal In quantitative detail the kind of biases that m ust be in printed
during the galaxy form ation process if any of the m odels is to provide an acceptable m atch to the
galaxy clustering data. W e exam ine four versions of the cold dark m atter theory including, for the

rst tine, the CDM model. Thishas = 1 butm ore power on large scales than the standard
version and o ers an attractive altermative to the standard modelif = 1. W e focus on high
precision determ inations of the spatial and velocity distributions and also carry out a com parison
of the sin ulation resultsw ith the predictions of analytic clistering m odels.

M any ofthe issueswe discuss in this paper have been addressed previously using lJarge N -body
sin ulations. O ur study com plam ents and supersedes agpoects of this earlier work because our
sin ulations are signi cantly larger and generally have better resolution than earlier sin ulations
and also because we Investigate four com peting coan ologicalm odels In a uniform m anner. T hus,
for exam ple, Geb and Bertschinger (1994b) studied the standard = 1 CDM m odelbutm ost of
their sim ulations had signi cantly poorer spatial resolution than ours and the one w ith sin ilar
resolution had only 1% ofthe volume. K lypin et al (1996) simulated a ow— ¢ at CDM m odel
w ih a m ass resolution at least 10 tin es poorer than ours or in volum es that were too am all to
properly Include the e ects of rare ob fcts. T hese sinulations m issed a num ber of subtle, but
nevertheless in portant, e ects that are revealed by our larger sim ulations. O ur analysis has
som e features in comm on w ith the recent work of Colk et al. (1997) who sinulated a large suite
of coan ologies In volum es that are typically three tin es larger than ours, but have 3-6 tim es
few er particles and an e ective m ass resolution an order ofm agnitude less than ours. T heir force
resolution is also a factor of three tim es worse that ours. W hik Colk et al. focussed on m odels
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In which the prin ordial uctuation am plitude is nom alised using the inferred am plitude of the
COBE m icrowave background uctuations, our m odels are nom alized so that they all give the
observed abundance of rich galaxy clusters by the present day. O ur choice of nom alisation is
m otivated and explained in Section 3.

T his study is part of the program m e of the \V irgo consortium ," an intemational collaboration
recently constituted with the ain of carrying out large N -body and N-body/gasdynam ic
sin ulations of largescale structure and galaxy form ation, using parallel supercom puters in
G em any and the UK . Som e of our prelin nary resuls are discussed in Jenkins et al (1997) and
further analysis of the present sim ulations m ay be found In Thom aset al. (1997).

T he coan ological param eters of our m odels are describbed In Section :3 and their num erical
details In Section EB.’ Colour in ages illustrating the evolution of clustering in our sin ulations are
presented in Section El! T he evolution of the m ass correlation fiinctions and power spectra are
discussed, and com pared w ith cbservations, in Sectjons:_ﬁ and ::6 W e com pare these clustering
statistics w ith analytic m odels for the nonlinear evolution of correlation fiinctions and power
spectra In Section E"/: T he present day velocity elds, both buk ow s and pairw ise digoersions,
are discussed in Section :f} O ur paper conclides In Section 9 w ith a discussion and sum m ary
(hcluding a tablk) of ourm ain resuls.

2. Cosm ologicalm odels

W e have sin ulated evolution In four CDM coan ologies w ith param eters suggested by a variety
of recent observations. The shape ofthe CDM power spectrum is determm ined by the param eter,

, (c.£f. equation @:below ); dbservations of galaxy clistering, nterpreted via the assum ption that

galaxies trace them ass, indicate a value ' 02 (M addox et al 1990, 1996; Vogeley et al. _1992).

In the standard version of the theory, = oh;'_l: which corresponds, for low baryon density, to
the standard assum ption that only photons and three m assless species of neutrinos and their
antiparticles contribute to the relativistic energy density of the U niverse at late tim es. For a given
and h, an aller values of are possible, but this requires additional physics, such as late decay
of the (m assive) -neutrino to produce an additional suprathem albadckground of relativistic e-

the onset of m atter dom ination, leading to a decrease in the e ective value of

In addition to observations of lJarge-scale structure, a second consideration that has guided
our choice of coan ological m odels is the grow ing evidence In favour of a value of  around 0.3.
T he strongest argum ent for this is the com parison of the baryon fraction in rich clisters w ith the

'Here and below we denote Hubbl’s constant H o by h= H,=100km s M pc !
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indicates a sin ilar value of ¢ Henry 1997.) The strength of these tests lies in the fact that they

do not depend on uncertain assum ptions regarding galaxy form ation. N evertheless, they rem ain

controversial and so, In addition to cosm oclogieswih o= 0:3, we have also sim ulated m odels w ith
= 1.

T hree of our sin ulations have a power spectrum shape param eter, = 021. One of these
(CDM ) has ¢ = 03 and the at geom etry required by standard m odels of in ation, ie.

=(GH %) = 0{7 (where isthe coan ological constant and H is Hubblk's constant). The

second model OCDM ) also has ¢ = 03, but = 0. In both these modelswe take h = 0:7,

thidmodelwih = 021 ( CDM ) has = 1andh= 0:5; this could correspond to the decaying
neutrino m odelm entioned above. F inally, our fourth m odel is standard CDM (SCDM ) which has

=1,h=05,and = 0:5.Thus,twoofourmodels (CDM and OCDM ) di eronly In the value
of the coam ological constant; two others ( CDM and CDM ) have the sam e power spectrum and
geom etry but di erent valuesof g;and twomore ( CDM and SCDM ) di eronly in the shape of
the power spectrum .

Having chosen the coam ological param eters, we m ust now set the am plitude of the Initial

uctuation spectrum . DEFW did this by requiring that the slope of the present day twopoint
galaxy correlation function in the sim ulations should m atch observations. This was a rather
crude m ethod, but one of the few practical altematives w ith the data available at the time. The
discovery of uctuations in the tem perature of the m icrow ave background radiation by COBE
o ered the possbility of nom alising the m ass uctuations directly by relating these to the
m easured tem perature uctuations on large scales. In practice, how ever, the large extrapolation
required to predict the am plitude of uctuations on scales relevant to galaxy clistering from
the COBE data m akes this procedure unreliable because it depends sensitively on an uncertain
assum ption about the slope of the prin ordial power soectrum . A further source of uncertainty is
the unknown contribution to the COBE signal from tensor (rather than scalar) m odes. In spie
of these uncertainties, it is ram arkable that the nom alisation inferred from the sim plest possble
Interpretation of the COBE data is w ithin about a factor of 2 of the nom alisation inferred for
standard CDM by DEFW from galaxy clustering considerations.

A m ore satisfactory procedure for xing the am plitude of the Initialm ass uctuations is to
require that the m odels should m atch the ocbserved abundance of galaxy clusters. T he distribution
of cluster abundance, characterised by m ass, X ray tem perature or som e other property, declines

exponentially and so is very sensitive to the nom alisation of the power spectrum Frenk et

advantages. F irstly, it isbased on data which are wellm atched to the scales of interest; secondly,
it gives the value of g (the lihearly extrapolated m s of the density eld in spheres of radiis
8h M pc) with only a weak dependence on the shape of the power spectrum if < 1 and

no dependence at all if = 1 § hite, E fstathiou & Frenk 1993); thirdly, i does not require

a particularly accurate estin ate of the abundance of clusters because of the strong sensitivity
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of abundance on g. The disadvantage of this m ethod is that it is sensitive to system atic
biases arising from Inaccurate determm inations of the particular property used to characterize the
abundance. However, the consistency of the estin ates of g when the abundance of clusters is

W e adopt the values of g recomm ended by Eke, Cole & Frenk (1996) from their analysis of
the local cluster X ray tem perature function. T his requires:

g= (052 004) %% o (at models) @)

or
g= (052 004) %1 o (open m odels) 3

These values of g are consistent w ith those cbtained from the slightly di erent analyses carried
out by W hite, E fstathiou & Frenk (1993), Viana & Liddle (1996) and Henry (1997).

The resulting values of g for our simulations are listed n Tablk 1. For reference, these
valies m ay be com pared to those required by the COBE data under the sin plest set of
assum ptions, nam ely that the prin ordialpower soectrum is a powerJdaw w ith exponentn = 1 (the
H arrison-Zeldovich spectrum ) and that there is no contrlbution at all from tensor m odes. For
our chosen cogm ologies, the 4~year COBE-DM R data mply valuesof g of121, 045, 1.07, 052

our CDM and CDM m odels are roughly consistent w ith the conventional CO BE nomm alisation,
but our adopted nom alisations for the SCDM and OCDM modelsare 40% lower and  60%
higher respectively than the COBE values. T hese num bers are consistent w ith those obtained
by Cok et al. (1997) from their grid of large CO BE -nom alised cogn ological N body sin ulations
w ith di erent param eter values. Asmay be ssen from their Figure 4, there is only a an all
region of param eter space n which the conventional CO BE -nom alised CDM m odels produce the
correct abundance of clusters. F lat m odels require 025 0 04 while open m odels require
04 o 05,

To sum m arize, we have chosen to sim ulate four coamn ological m odels which are of interest
for a variety of reasons. Our three at m odels are consistent w ith standard in ationary theory
and our open m odel can be m otivated by the m ore exotic \open bubbl" version of this theory

observed abundance of rich galaxy clisters. The CDM modelhas a valie of ( In line wih

recent observational trends and a value of that is close to that inferred from galaxy clustering. It
has the additional advantages that is nomn alisation agrees approxin ately w ith the conventional
COBE nom alisation and, for our adopted value of H g, it has an age that is com fortably in accord

Investigate the e ects of the cosm ological constant on the dynam ics of gravitational clustering.
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Tts nom alisation is higher than required to m atch the conventional COBE value, but this could
be recti ed by a m odest increase In ¢ to about 04-05. The CDM m odel is as wellm otivated
by galaxy clustering data as are the low— ¢ m odels and has the advantage that it allow s us to
nvestigate the dynam ical e ects of changing ¢ whilk keeping the shape of the Initial power
spectrum  xed. Finally, the traditional SCDM m odel is an instructive counterpart to ts CDM

variant.

3. The Simulations

O ur sin ulations were carried out using a paralkl, adaptive particle-particle/particle-m esh

presented In this paper are the rst carried out by the V irgo consortium and were executed on
either 128 or 256 processors of the Cray T 3D s at the Edinburgh Parallel C om puting C entre and
the Rechenzentrum , G arching.

T he force caloulation proceeds through several stages. Long range gravitational forces are
com puted in parallel by sm oothing the m ass distrbution onto a m esh, typically containing 5123
cells, which is then fast Fourder transform ed and convolved w ith the appropriate G reen’s function.
A fter an inverse FFT , the forces are nterpolated from the m esh back to the particle positions.
In weakly clustered regions, short range (particlkeparticle) forces are also com puted In paralkel
using the entire processor set. Hydra recursively places additional higher resolution m eshes, or
re nem ents, around clustered regions. Large re nem ents containing over / 10° particks are
executed in parallel by all processors w hile an aller re nem ents, which twihin themem ory ofa
single processor, are m ost e ciently executed using a task am approach. T he parallel version
of Hydra em ployed in this paper is In plem ented in CRAF T, a directive based parallel Fortran

the Introduction ofm esh re nem ents in high density regions does not Introduce naccuracies in
the com putation by redoing our standard CDM sinulation using a paralkelP?M code (w ithout
re nem ents). The two-point correlation functions in these two sin ulations di ered by less than
05% over the range 0:1h M pc { 5h M pc.

3.1. Simulation details

Iniial conditions were laid down by In posing perturbations on an niially uniform state
represented by a \glass" distribution of particles generated by the m ethod of W hite (1996). U sing
the algorithm described by E fstathiou et al. (1985), based on the Zeldovich (1970) approxin ation,
a Gaussian random eld is set up by perturbing the positions of the particles and assigning



{10 {

them velocities according to grow ing m ode linear theory solitions. Individualm odes are assigned
random phases and the pow er for each m ode is selected at random from an exponential distribution
w ith m ean pow er corresponding to the desired power spectrum 2 (k).

Follow ing Pecbles’ (1980) convention we de ne the din ensionless power spectrum , 2 k), as
the power per logarithm ic Interval In spatial frequency, k:

% k) 4 X9 F; 3)

@)
where j, F is the power density and V is the volum e. If the prin ordial power spectrum is of the
form jF / k®, then the linear power spectrum at a later epoch isgiven by 2 k) = k*"3T?2 k;t),
where T (k;t) is the transfer function. The standard in ationary m odel of the early universe
predictsthatn ’ 1 Guth & P11982) and we shalltaken = 1. For a cold dark m atter m odel,
the transfer function depends on the values of h and the m ean baryon density . W e use the
approxin ation to the lInear CDM power spectrum given by Bond & E fstathiou (1984),

5 Ak*
k) = P )
1+ g+ ®©x>2+ (@)?]

whereg= k= ,a= 64h 'Mpc, b= 3h 'Mpc,c= 17h 'Mpcand = 1:13. The nom alisation
constant, A, is chosen by xing the valie of g as discussed In Section J.

For our m odels, the analytic approxin ation of equation {4) provides a good approxin ation
to the accurate num erical power spectrum calculated by Selpk & Zaldarriaga (1996) using

/anbfasthtm 1). For exam pl, sstting h = 07 and = 0:026 n our CDM and OCDM and
nom alizing to the sam e value of g, we nd that them axinum di erence at sm all scales between
the t ofequation @:) and the output of CM BFA ST is 13% in power or 6% In am pliude. These
numbers are an aller for a lower value of  or a am all increase In h. These di erences are

com parable to those induced by plausble changesin 1 orh. Forexampl, fora CDM m odel,
the ratio ofthe g—nom alized CM BFA ST power spectra for = 001 and = 003 respectively
is 1.08 at the N yquist frequency of our sim ulation volum es (k = 3:36hM pc 1y and 0.85 at the
fundam ental frequency (k = 0:0262hM pc Ly; if b is kept xed but h is allowed to vary between
0.67 and 0.73, these ratios becom e 1.08 and 0.9 respectively.) Sim ilarly, we sst up our CDM

m odel sin ply by changing the value of In equation (Zl_:) . This gives a satifactory tprovided that
the length-scale ntroduced in the power spectrum by the decay of the -neutrino is an aller than
N yquist frequency of the sim ulation volum e. T his requires the m ass of the decaying particle to be

to our sin ulations, equation @'.) gives a good, but not perfect approxin ation to the true CDM
power spectrum for a broad one-din ensional subset of the two-din ensionalm ass-lifetin e space for
the -neutrino (seeW hite et a11995). A gain, these diferences are an all com pared to those induced
by changes, sin ilar to above, In , and h. Finally, as discussed above, the nom alisation of the
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power spectrum from the cluster abundance is uncertain by at least 15% (1- ) {Eke, Col & Frenk

:_1_9-9-6_;) . These various uncertainties lim it the accuracy w ith which the dark m atter distribution can
be calculated at the present tim e.

For each coam ological m odel we analyse two sin ulations of regions of di ering size. To
facilitate intercom parison, we em ployed the sam e random num ber sequence to generate niial
conditions for all these simulations. To test for nite volum e e ects, how ever, we carried out an
addiional sin ulation ofthe CDM m odel, this tin e using a di erent realisation of the iniial
condiions. In the rst set of sinulations which includes the extra CDM m odel), we adopted
a box kength L = 239:5h 'M pe. T he gravitational softening length was initially set to 0.3 tin es
the grid spacing and was kept constant in com oving coordinates until it reached the value given
in Tablk -'J,', at z ' 3. Thereafter, it was kept constant in physical units. (T he functional form

quote correspond to the softening scale ofa P lum m er potential w hich m atches the actual force law
asym ptotically at both large and sm all scales. T he actual force is 53:6% of the full 1=r* force at
one sofftening length and m ore than 99% at two softening lengths.) In the second set of sin ulations,
the particle m ass In solarm asses (rather than the volum e) was kept constant in all four m odels
and the gravitational softening was taken to be either 30h ‘kpc or 36h ‘kpc in physicalunits
(after initially being kept xed In com oving coordinates as before). The m ass resolution In these
sin ulations is a factor of 320 better than In the rst set. The large box sin ulations are large
enough to give unbiased results and relatively sm all sam pling uctuations for all the statistics we
study, w ith the exosption of large-scale buk ows. For exam ple, on scales < 5h M pc the typical
di erences In the correlation function and pairw ise velocities of the two CDM realisations are
only about 2% . W e use the large box sin ulations for m ost of our analysis of lJarge-scale clustering
and velocities (Sections -':‘3, -'_6, -'_8) . The an aller volum e sin ulations, on the other hand, resolre
structuresdown to sn allerm ass scales. W e use these to test the e ects of num erical resolution and
for a com parison w ith analytic m odels in Section f_}, w here special em phasis is given to the strong
clistering regin e. A 1l our sin ulations have 16.7 m illion particles. T he num ber of tin esteps varied
between 613 and 1588. The SCDM and CDM sinulationswere started at z= 50; the OCDM at
z= 119 and the CDM at z= 30. T he param eters of our sin ulations are listed in Table Z'L_:.

4. Slices through the sim ulations

Figuresd, :_2,:3 (olour plates 1, 2, and 3) show slices through the dark m atter distribbution In
our fourm odels at three di erent redshifts: z = 0, 1, and 3. The slices are 2395h M pcon a side
and have thickness a tenth of the side length. T he projcted m ass distrbution in these slices was
an oothed adaptively onto a ne grid em ploying a variable kemel technique sin ilar to that used to
estin ate gas densities In Sm oothed P article H ydrodynam ics.
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Fig.1 | T he procted m ass distrbution at z = 0 in slices through fourCDM N -body sin ulations.
T he length of each slice is 239:5h M pc and the thickness is one tenth of this. To plot these slices,
them assdistrbution was rst an oothed adaptively onto a negrid using a variabl kemel technique
sin ilar to that used to estin ate gas densities In Sm oothed P article H ydrodynam ics. At z = 0, the
general appearance of all the m odels is sin ilar because, by construction, the phases of the iniial
uctuations are the sam e. On larger scales, the higher uctuation am plitude in the CDM and
OCDM m odels ism anifest In sharper lam entsand larger voids com pared tothe SCDM and CDM
models. Thetwo = 1 models ook very sin ilar as do the two
their higher nom alisation, the latter show m ore structure.

o = 03 m odels but, because of

Fi. 2.| T he pro pcted m ass distrbution at z = 1 in slices through fourCDM N -body sin ulations.
T he slices show the sam e region as FJgure-_]: T he large-scale di erences am ongst the m odels are
much m ore apparent at z = 1 than at z= 0 because of the di erent rates at which structure grow s

In thesem odels. T he Inear grow th factor relative to the present valie is05 for SCDM and CDM,
061 for CDM ,and 0.68 orOCDM .

Fi. 3.| T he pro pcted m ass distribution at z = 3 in slices through fourCDM N -body sin ulations.
T he slices show the sam e region as Figures 1 and 2. At this early epoch the di erences am ongst
the m odels are even m ore striking than at z= 1 (cf. Fjgure:j.) T he Iinear grow th factor relative
to the present value is 025 or SCDM and CDM ,032 for CDM ,and 041 ©orOCDM .
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At z = 0, the general appearance of all the m odels is sin ilar because, by construction,
the phases of the iniial uctuations are the sam e. The now fam iliar pattem of interconnected
largescale lam ents and voids is clkarly apparent. However, at the high resolution of these
sin ulations, Individual galactic dark halos are also visble as dense clum ps of a few particles. On
larger scales, the higher uctuation am plitude n the CDM and OCDM m odels is m anifest in
sharper Jlam ents and larger voids com pared to the SCDM and CDM m odels. Because of their
higher nom alisation, the Iow ( m odels also have m ore an allscale power than SCDM and CDM
and this resuls in tighter viralized clum ps. T he lnearly evolved power soectra of CDM and
OCDM are aln ost identical and so the prim ary di erences between them re ect their Iate tine
dynam ics, dom inated by the coan ological constant in one case, and by curvature in the other. In
OCDM, structures of a given m ass collapse earlier and so are m ore com pact than in CDM . The

ne structure in SCDM and CDM is sin ilar but since the relative am ounts of power in these
m odels cross over at Interm ediate scales, clum ps are slightly fuzzier in the CDM case.

T he largescale di erences am ongst the m odels are m uch m ore apparent at z= 1. There is
substantially m ore evolution for = 1 than for ow— (; In the om er case, the linear grow th
factor is 0.50 of the present value, whereasin CDM and OCDM it is 0.61 and 0.68 respectively.
Thus, OCDM hasthem ost developed largescak structureat z= 1,while CDM is intem ediate
between thisand thetwo = lmodels. By z = 1, the OCDM m odel has already becom e
curvature dom inated ( = 0:46) but the cosn ological constant is still relatively unin portant in
the CDM model ( = 0:77).

At the earliest egpoch shown, z = 3, the di erences between the m odels are even m ore striking.
T he linear grow th factor for SCDM and CDM is 025 whilke for CDM it is 032 and ©orOCDM
041 of its present valie. The SCDM m odel is very am ooth, w ith only little ne structure. The
CDM m odelhas som e em bryonic large-scale structure but it is even m ore featureless that SCDM
on the nest scales. By contrast, structure In the low— ¢ m odels, particularly OCDM is already
well developed by z = 3.

5. The twopoint correlation functions

In this section we discuss the redshift evolution of the m ass two-point correlation function,
(r), and com pare the results at z= 0 w ih estin ates for the cbserved galaxy distribution.

For each volum e we have a single sin ulation from which to estim ate (r). Since this volum e
is assum ed to be periodic, contributions to the correlation fiinction from long wavelength m odes
are poorly sam pled. In principle, it is possible to add a system atic correction, based on the lnear
theory grow th of long wavelength m odes (see the A ppendix for a derivation):

4 (@)= 1 (¥+ Lnj ©)
n& (0;0;0)
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where L is the sinulation boxlength and 3, is the linear theory correlation function given in
tem s of the linearly evolved pow er spectrum ]Zm by:
Z
b, shkr dk_

1n (£) = . lin kr k ©

T his expression gives a correction which is negligbl for m ost of our sim ulation volum es. For
exam pl, for CDM 2, our sin ulation w ith the an allest box size (L = 84 5h M pc) and substantial

largescale power ( = 021), the correction isonly 0.01 at am all separations. T he expression In
eqn CES) is aEproxin ately a factor of three am aller for the 84:5h 'M pc volum e than the heuristic
correction, 02 -2 (sih kr=kr)dk=k, used by K Iypin, Prinack & Holtzm an (1996). In any case,

for a single simulation there is also a random error associated w ith the fact that the power
originally assigned to each m ode isdrawn from a distrution. T his introduces a random scatter in
the correlation function which is com parable to the correction In egn ("55) . Them ost direct way of
assessing the In portance ofthis e ect in our sin ulations is by com paring two orm ore realizations
of the sam em odel. For the case of CDM , we have carried out a second sim ulation w ith identical
param eters to the rst one, but using a di erent random num ber seed to set up initial conditions.
T he di erence between the correlation fiinctions of these two sin ulations are less than 2% on all
scales below < 5h M pc, com parablke to the thickness of the line used to plt them in Figure ES
below .

On sn all scales the am plitude ofthe tw o-point correlation function is suppressed by resolition
e ects due to the use of softened gravity and nite m ass resolution. To test the st of these
e ects, we perform ed a series of three sin ulations ofthe CDM m odelw ith 128 particles, identical
iniial conditions, the sam e m ass resolution asthe CDM la simulation, and three di erent values
of the gravitational softening length. T he resulting tw o-point correlation functions are shown in
Figure _-4 T he e ects on the correlation function at tw ice the softening length are very sm all.
Sin ilarly, m ass resolution e ects in our sim ulations are sm all, as we discuss later in this Section
and in Section 7.

Figure _-5 show s the m ass twopoint correlation functions in our four coam ological m odels

at four di erent epochs. These data were com puted using the smulations SCDM 1, CDM la,
CDM1, and OCDM 1. A s the clustering grow s, the am plitude of the correlation fiinction

Increases In a nonlinear fashion. The overall shape of (r) is sin ilar in all the m odels. In all
cases, d =d¥ < 0 on scalesbelow r 500h ‘kpc and there is an in ection point on scaks of a
few m egaparsecs. The attening o of (r) at an all pair ssparations is unlkely to be a num erical
artifact. It occurs on scales that are several tin es lJarger than the gravitational soffening length
and are well resolved. T hat this change in slope is not due to m ass resolution e ects (associated,
for exam ple, w ith the lim ited dynam ic range of the initial conditions) is dem onstrated by the
excellent agreem ent between the am allkscale behavior of the correlation functions plotted in
Figure § and the correlation finctions of our sm aller volum e sin ulations which have 320 tin es

of why neglecting the power below the N yquist frequency of the Initial conditions has little e ect
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Fig. 4 | Thee ect ofthe gravitational soffening length on the twopoint correlation function. T he
curves show results for three 1283-particle sinulations ofthe CDM m odel w ith identical initial
conditions, but w ith gravitational softening Jengths of 30, 60 and 120h 'kpc respectively. Beyond
tw ice the sofftening length the e ect on the correlation fiinction is sm all.
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Fig. 5. Evolution of the m ass correlation function, (r). The top panels show the twopoint
correlation function In our four m odels at the redshifts given in the legend, wih resultsat z= 0
pltted asa bold solid line. T he galaxy correlation function forthe APM galaxy survey, determ ined
by Baugh (1996), is shown as a solid line with error bars and as a dotted line. The fomer
corresponds to the assum ption that clustering is xed In com oving coordinates and the latter to

the assum ption that clustering evolves in proportion to the scale factor. The an all panels below

each (r) plot show the square root of the ratio of the ocbserved galaxy to the theoretical m ass
correlation functions at z = 0. This ratio is the bias in the galaxy distribution that would be
required for the particular m odel to m atch the cbservations.
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on nonlinear evolution.) R ather, the attening of (r) at an allpair separations seem s to be due to
the transition into the \stabl clustering" regim e. W e retum to this point in Section ﬂ where we
com pare the correlation functions in the sin ulations w ith analytic m odels for nonlinear evolution.

Them ass correlation functionsat z= 0 (thick solid lines) m ay be com pared w ith the cbserved
galaxy correlation function. T he largest dataset available for this com parison is the APM galaxy
survey of over 10° galaxies for which Baugh (1996) has derived the two-point correlation fiinction,

g (r), by Inverting the m easured angular correlation function, w ( ). The advantage of this
procedure is that it gives a very accurate estin ate of the correlation fiinction in real space, but
the disadvantage is that it requires assum ptions for the redshift distribution of the survey galaxies
and for the evolution of 4 (r) in the (relatively sm all) redshift range sam pled by the survey. The
solid line w ith error bars in Fjgure-'_S assum es that clustering on all scales is xed in com oving
coordinates, whilst the dotted line assum es that clustering evolves in proportion to the scale
factor. Changes In the assum ed redshift distribbution produce a system atic scaling of the entire
correlation finction. On scales > 20  30h 'M pc, the statistical error bars m ay underestin ate
the true uncertainty In 4 (r) since residual system atic errors in the APM survey on these scales

N one of the m odel m ass correlation functions m atch the shape of the observed galaxy
correlation function. For the galaxies, 4 (r) is rem arkably close to a power-aw over 4 orders of
m agnitude In am plitude above 4 = 1; at larger pair separations, it has a broad shoulder feature.
By contrast, the slope of the m ass correlation functions in the m odels varies system atically, so
that none of the theoretical curves is adequately tby a single powerdaw over a substantial range
of scales. W e have checked (®Baugh, private com m unication) that the inversion procedure used
to derive the APM 4 (r) from themeasured w ( ) does not arti cially sm ooth over features that
m ay be present in the Intrinsic clustering pattem. W e have also checked that features present In
themodel (r) are still denti able In the corresponding w ( ) derived w ith the sam e assum ptions
used in the APM analysis. The di erences in shape and am plitude between the theoretical and
observed correlation functionsm ay be conveniently expressed as a \bias function." W e de ne the
bias as the square root of the ratio of the observed galaxy to the theoretical m ass correlation
functions at z = 0, b(r) [g@= () }:2, and plot this function at the bottom of each panel n
Fjgurefi . At each pair separation, b(r) gives the factor by which the galaxy distribution should be
biased in order for the particularm odel to m atch observations. For all the m odels considered here
the required bias varies w ith pair ssparation.

The standard CDM m odel, illustrated In the top lft panel, show s the welkknown shortfall
in clustering am plitude relative to the galaxy distrbution on scales greater than 8h M pc. The
required bias is close to unity on scales of 01 1h 'M pc, but then rises rapidly w ith increasing
scale. The choice of = 021 for the other m odels leads to m ass correlation fiinctions w ith shapes
that are closer to that of the galaxies on large scales. For these m odels, the slope of the bias
fiinction is relatively m odest on scales > 10h M pc. The large-scal behavior of b(r), however,
m ay be a ected by possble systam atic errors In the APM w ( ) at large pair separations and by
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nie box e ects in the simulations. The CDM m odel, which has the an allest am ount of sm all
scale power, requires a signi cant positive bias everywhere, b’ 135, and this is approxin ately
Independent of scale from 02 10h 'Mpc. At analler pair ssparations, the bias ncreases
rapidly. A s discussed In the next section, the power spectrum , which is less a ected by nite
box e ects than the correlation fuinction, lndicates that a constant bias forthe CDM m odel is
consistent w ith the APM data even on scales larger than 10h 'M pc. Thus, uniquely am ongst
the m odels we are considering, the shape of the correlation fiinction and power spectrum in the

CDM m odelare quite sin ilar to the cbservations on scales> 02h M pc.

In the CDM and OCDM m odels, the am plitude of the dark m atter (r) is close to unity at
r= 5h M pc, the pair separation at which g () is also close to unity. However, at sn all pair
separations, the m ass correlation function has a m uch steeper slope than the galaxy correlation
function and, as resul, (r) rises well above the galaxy data. Thus, our low -density m odels
require an \antibias", ie. a bias Jess than unity, on scals’ 01 4h M pc. A sin ilar conclusion
was reached by K lypin, Prin ack & Holzm an (1996) from a lower resolution N-body sin ulation
ofa sinilar CDM model Aspointed out by Cole et al. (1997), the requirem ent that galaxies
be less clustered than the m ass m ust be regarded as a negative feature of these m odels. Even if
a plusble physical process could be identi ed that would segregate galaxies and m ass in this
m anner, dynam ical determm inations of ( from clister m assto-light ratios tend to give valies of

galaxy distribution were actually antibiased, this argum ent would resul in an overestin ate of the
true value of .M odelswith ( an aller than our adopted value of 0.3, require even larger values
of g, and therefore even larger antibias, In order to m atch the observed abundance of galaxy
clusters. In our = 1 m odels, the required bias always ram ains above uniy and is, In fact, quie
close to unity over a large range in scales. T his is an attractive feature of these m odels which m ay

from the relatively low nom alisation required to m atch the cluster abundance. H owever, the bias
we Infer isonly about 60% ofthe value required by Frenk et al (1990) to ocbtain acceptable cluster
m assto-light ratiosin an = 1 CDM ocoan ology w ith \high peak" biasing.

Tt seam s alm ost Inevitable that the process of galaxy form ation and subsequent dynam ical
evolution w ill bias the galaxy distribution relative to the m ass in a com plicated way. Indeed, a
variety of biasing m echanisn s have been discussed in the past. T hese are essentially of two types.
In the rst, galaxy form ation is assum ed to be m odulated, for exam ple, by the local value of the

R ees 1987). Such local processes tend to im print features on the galaxy correlation flinction on

[ g

an all and interm ediate scales, but Coles (1993) and W einberg (1995) have argued that they do
not appreciably distort the shape of the m ass correlation function on large scales. T his, however,
m ay be achieved by som e form of non-Jocalbias lke In the \cooperative galaxy formm ation" schem e
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w () on large scales is possble w ith a suitable choice of m odel param eters. T he second type of
biasing m echaniam is of dynam ical orign. An exam pl is the \naturalbias" found in the CDM

sin ulations of W hite et al. (1987b) who showed that the dependence of uctuation grow th rate on
m ean density naturally biases the distribbution of m assive dark halos tow ards high density regions

& Tumer (1992) and Frenk et al. (1996) am ongst others have shown, can segregate galaxies from
m ass In rich clusters. D ynam ical biases of this type tend to enhance the pair count at an all
separations, attening the bias fiinction on scals of a f&w hundred kiloparsecs. M ergers, on the
other hand, have the opposite e ect and m ay even give rise to an antibias of the kind required in
the galxies that would form In ourm odels willdi er from the correlation finction of the m ass.
N evertheless, the ne tuning required to end up w ith an aln ost featureless power-Jaw correlation
function over at least two orders of m agnitude in scale seam s a considerable challenge for this
general class ofm odels.

6. The power spectra

For an isotropic distribbution in k-space, the power spectrum is related to the correlation
function by
1 & sinkr dk
0 kr k

To m easure the power soectrum of our sin ulations over a w ide range of scales we use a
technique which is e cient both in termm s of com putational expense and m em ory. To evaluate the
power spectrum on the am allest scakes, we divide the com putational volum e into m 3 equal cubical
cells and superpose the particle distrbutions of allm 3 cells. T he Fourder transform of this density
distrdbbution, which is now periodic on a scale L=m , recovers exactly the power present in the full
sim ulation volum e in m odes which are periodic on the scal L=m . These m odes form a regqular
grid of spacing 2m =L in k-space. The estin ate of 2 (r) is obtained by averaging the power of
large num bers ofm odes in soherical shells. P rovided these m odes have, on average, representative
power this gives an unbiased estin ate of the power spectrum of the sin ulation. In principle, the
power of all the m odes In the fiill sin ulation can be obtained by applying a com plex weighting,
exp (@ in r=L), to a particlke at position r during the charge assignm ent prior to taking the
discrete fast Fourder transform . T his charge assignm ent creates a uniform translation in k-space
by 2 n=L.W ih a suiabl choice ofn one can recover a di erent set ofm odes from the original
sinulation, aways w ith a spacing of 2m =L in k-space. Applying this m ethod m 3 tin es allow s
the recovery of allm odes present in the sim ulation, although there is no Ionger any gain in CPU
tim e over a singlke large fast Fourier transform . Because of the sparse sam pling of k-space, the
estin ate of the power on the scale L=m has a large variance. H owever, by using a 64° m esh and
evaliating the Fourder transform for several values ofm one can evaliate the power spectrum on
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Fi. 6.| Evolution ofthe power spectrum ofthe dark m atter in the sin ulations. T he large panels
show the power spectrum evaluated at the redshiftsgiven in the gure legend, with resultsatz= 0
shown as a solid line. The solid line w ith error bars and the dotted line are estin ates of the power
spectrum of the APM galaxy survey obtained assum ing, resoectively, that clustering is xed in
com oving coordinates or that it grow s w ith the scale factor Baugh & E fstathiou 1993). The an all
panels show the square root of the ratio of the APM galaxy power spectrum to the present day
dark m atter spectrum . T his ratio is the bias in the galaxy distribution required for the m odel to
m atch the APM data. For k < 0:086h=M pc the linear theory power spectrum has been plotted,
rather than the actual spectrum which is noisy due to the sn all num ber of m odes that contribute
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any scale w th adequate sam pling and avoid this problem exospt form = 1.

T he assum ption that these sparsely sam pled m odes carry representative power is true by
construction In the Initial conditions. T he violation of this assum ption as a resul of nonlinear
evolution is very unlikely because i would require a detailed large-scale ordering to develop over
the sin ulation. Thism ay, however, com e about arti cially; for exam ple, the M AP S procedure of

range of an N -body cosn ological sin ulation, requires periodically replicating a sim ulation and
then m odifying the large-scale m odes so as to e ectively add large-scale power not present in
the original sm ulation. In this case, the lJarge-scale order arising by the replication introduces

m ethod.

Figure :§ show s the tin e evolution of the power spectrum for the sam e four sin ulations
L = 239:55h M pce) illustrated in Fjguref:‘;. A s before, two graphs are shown for each m odel. The
larger one gives the tin e evolution of the power spectrum , plotted at four di erent epochs. The

are plotted, one assum ing that the clustering patterm rem ains xed In com oving coordinates
(solid curve w ith error bars) and the other assum ing that it evolves In proportion to the scalke
factor (dotted curve). For wavenum bers k < 0:086h=M pc we have pltted the linear theory
power soectrum rather than the sinulation results since the sparse sam pling of the m odes w ih
wavelength com parable to the sim ulation box size gives rise to sourious uctuations. The linear
extrapolation can be seen to pin sn oothly onto the actual power sgoectrum on these scales. The
an aller panels show the square root of the ratio ofthe APM galaxy power spectrum to that ofthe
dark m atter In the sinulation at z = 0. A sbefore, this is the scale-dependent bias required In the
galaxy distribution for a particularm odelto be a good m atch to the APM data.

Com parison of the APM data w ith the power spectrum of the dark m atter In the di erent
coamn ologicalm odels brings out essentially the sam e features as the corresponding com parison w ith
the correlation function. In the SCDM m odel, the dark m atter power soectrum falls below that
of the galaxies at an all wavenum bers, requiring a bias function that Increases rapidly at sn allk.
T he shape of the power spectrum in the low— ¢ m odels is sin ilar to that of the APM galaxies
only ork < 0:1h=M pc; at larger k the dark m atter distrbution has m ore power than the galaxy
distribbution, requiring a bias less than uniy. Only the CDM m odelhas a dark m atter power
spectrum whose shape m atches that of the galaxy data over a w ide range of scales. T he required
bias in this case is approxin ately constant for 0:02 < k=hM pc 1< 10.



{221

7. Com parison w ith analytic predictions

W e now com pare the results of our sin ulations w ith a param eterised tting form ula which
Peacock & Dodds (1996) use to predict the power spectrum of the nonlinear m ass density eld
w hich develops through gravitational am pli cation of any given gaussian eld of linear density

uctuations. W e consider both the power spectrum and the correlation function. W e st
sum m arise the theory and then com pare it with the sinulation results discussed In Sections 5
and ‘4.

7.1. M ethod

Ham ilton et al (1991) suggested a fom alism for com puting the nonlinear grow th of the
tw o-point correlation fiinction. Peacock & D odds (1994) adapted thism ethod to the com putation
of nonlinear power spectra, and extended i to cosnologieswih ¢#% 1. Baugh & G aztanaga
(1996) applied it to the power spectrum of the APM galaxy survey. T he original form alism of
Ham ilton et al (1991) was independent of the shape of the power spectrum ,but Jain,M o & W hite
(1995) showed that this is not correct. Peacodk & D odds (1996) give an in proved version of the
Peacock & Dodds (1994) m ethod which takes this into acoount and allow s the nonlinear spectrum

3-5_59-]‘ have tested the new procedurew ith a lJarge number of N -body sin ulations. Them ethod m ay

be sum m arized as follow s.

T he nonlinear spectrum is a function of the linear spectrum at a sm aller linear w avenum ber:
Sk = fl f k)T @®)
NL N L N L L L 4

kp = D+ 2, ()] ko ©)

The ollow ing tting form ula for the nonlinear function, £, was proposed by Peacock & D odds
(1996):
1] #l=
1+ B x+ Ax]
fiL &)= x 3 = : 20)
1+ (ARx] g ( o)=Vx7)

In this expression, B describbes a second-order deviation from linear growth; A and param etrise
the power-Jlaw which dom inates the function In the quasiinear regin e; V is the viralisation
param eter which gives the am plitude of the £, (x) / x°>~? asym ptote W here the behaviour enters
the \stable clustering" lim i); and softens the transition between these regim es. For power

goectra of the form j ﬁj/ k", the param eters and their dependence on n are:

= 0482 L+ n=3) °®¥
B = 02261+ n=3) 7’8
= 3310 1+ n=3) 924 11)
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0:862 (L + n=3) 2%
1155 (1 + n=3) %#23,

<
I

T he grow th factor, g( ), is proportional to the ratio of the linear grow th factor to the expansion
factor. It takes the valueunity or = land, for (< 1, ttendstounityas ! 1.

For linear spectra which are not a power-aw , particularly for the CDM m odel, Peacock &
D odds (1996) suggested that a tangent spectral index as a function of linear wavenum ber should

be used:
dhnP

dink

T he factor of 2 shift to an aller k is required because the tangent power-aw at k; overestin ates
the total degree of nonlinearity for curved spectra in which n. is a decreasing function ofk and
underestin ates it In the opposite case. Peacock & D odds (1996) state that thisprescription isable
to predict the nonlinear evolution of powerJdaw and CDM spectraup to 2/ 10° wih an m s
precision of about 7% . Since the tting form ula is designed to reproduce the results for pow er-law
spectra, the m ain uncertainty in this m ethod is whether or not the shifted tangent powerJdaw is
the best m eans of deducing the e ective n as a function of scale. T his issue becom es especially

ne (k) k= k=2): 12)

In portant when the e ective ndex ism ore negative than 2 (pecause nonlinear e ects diverge as
n! 3), and when the curvature of the spectrum is especially severe. T hism eans that soectra
wih low values of gh or of g present the greatest challenge for the analytic m ethod.

The e ect of coan ology enters into the tting form ula only through the growth factor, g( ),
w hich govems the am plitude of the viralised portion of the spectrum .

7.2. Fit to the sim ulations.

T he nonlnear pow er spectrum predicted by eqn (11) for each of our our coan ologicalm odels
is plotted as a solid line n Figure f_Z The solid circles and crosses show the resuls from our
large and am all volum e sin ulations respectively. N ote the excellent agreem ent between them .

T he dashed curve show s the linear theory prediction for the present day power spectrum:f:. The
points are plotted only on scales w here the pow er exceeds the shot noise. T he agreem ent between
the analytical and num erical resuls is generally good, particularly for SCDM and CDM . For
allthemodelswih = 021, the predicted power spectrum slightly underestim ates the detailked
power spectrum of the sin ulations around the region 2’ 10. A s discussed above, these cases

2T he realisation of the power spectrum in our sin ulations can be seen to have a downward uctuation in power
atl kL=2 j< 2,where L isthe sinulation box size. A 2 test for these 26 m odes show s that a uctuation Iower
than this isexpect in 7% ofcases. W hile this uctuation is not particularly unusual, it has little e ect on the resuls
of interest (except orbuk ows; c.f. x3.1, x5 and x8) because our sin ulated volum es are su ciently large.
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Fig. 7. Predicted nonlinear power spectra at z = 0 com pared w ith N-body sim ulation resuls.
T he analytical results for our four coam ological m odels are shown as solid curves and the N -body

results in our large and sn all volum e sin ulations are shown by solid dots and crosses regpectively.
T he dashed line show s the linear theory prediction for the power spectrum at z = 0. At snall
w avenum bers the sin ulations depart from the linear theory curve because of the an all num ber of
m odes in each bin.
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Fi. 8.| P redicted m ass correlation fiinctions at z= 0 com pared w ith N -body sim ulation resuls.
T he analytical results for our four coam ological m odels are shown as solid curves and the N -body
results in our large and sn all volum e sin ulations are shown by solid dots and crosses regpectively.
T he dashed line show s the linear theory prediction for (r) at z = 0. At large pair separations
the integral constraint in the sm aller sin ulations depresses (r) slightly, whereas at an all pair
separations, (r) is slightly higher in the an aller volum es because they have betterm ass resolution.
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are expected to be egpecially challenging, because they have a m ore negative n, at the nonlnear
scale. The slight m ism atch illustrates the di culty in de ning precisely the e ective pow er-law
Index for these rather at spectra, and a m ore accurate form ula could be produced for this
particular case, if required. Note that In the quasilinear portion the power spectra follow very
closely the general shape predicted by eqns (§)-(2); In particular, there is essentially no di erence
between the OCDM and CDM resuls, as expected.

The power spectra of the di erent coan ological m odels are expected to part com pany at
higher fequencies, w here the spectrum enters the \stabl clustering" regin e, and indeed they do.
H owever, although the predictionsm atch the CDM results aln ost precisely at 2/ 1000, they
lie above the OCDM resuls at high k: 2 k = 30) * 4500, com pared to the sm ulation value of
2500. At one level, this is not so surprising, since the sm aller sin ulations that Peacodk & D odds
(1996) used to derive the param eters of the tting form ula were not ablk to resolve scales beyond

27 1000. H owever, the am plitude of the stabk clistering asym ptote is very m uch as expected
Inthe = 1land CDM cases, and the argum ent or how this am plitude should scalewih ¢ is
straightforward: at high redshift, clustering in allm odels evolves as in an = 1 universe, and so
evolution to the present is detemm ined by the balance between the linear grow th rate and the ( ¢
Independent) rate of grow th of stable clustering. T he failure of this scaling orthe OCDM case is
therefore som ething of a puzzlk. It is conceivable that the num erical result could be inaccurate,
since it depends on resolving am all groups of particles w ith overdensities of several thousand, and
these collapse very early on. However, we have veri ed that changing the starting redshift from 59
to 119 does not alter the resuls of the sim ulations signi cantly.

Fjgureg show s the twopoint correlation fiinction derived using egn @) and the predicted
nonlinear power spectrum , eqns @)—@fg) . A s before, the N-body results are plotted as lled
circles and crosses for the large and sn all volum e sin ulations respectively. N ote that in general,
the agream ent between each pair of sim ulations is very good and the very sm all discrepancies
that there are can be understood sin ply. At large pair sesparations (r) is slightly depressed in
the am aller sin ulations because these separations are becom Ing an appreciable fraction of the
box length and the integral constraint requires (r) to average to zero over the volum e of the
sinulation. At sm all pair ssparations, (r) is slightly higher in the amn aller volum es because of
their higherm ass resolution. O noe again, there is good agreem ent in generalbetween the anlytical
predictions and the N -body resuls, particularly forthe CDM and SCDM models. For CDM,
the m odel underpredicts the correlation fiinction on scales below 700h ‘kpc whilst orOCDM ,
the m odel correlation function is som ew hat steeper than In the sinulations. These di erences
occur on scales signi cantly larger than those a ected by resolution e ects, and are fiilly consistent
w ith the analogous deviations seen in the power soectrum .
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8. The Velocity Fields and distributions.

In this section we com pute buk ows, velocity dispersions, and paimw ise velocities of the
dark m atter particles in our sin ulations. P otentially, m easurem ents of galaxy peculiar velocities
can provide pow erflil tests of the m odels. In practice, there are a num ber of com plications w hich
weaken these tests. Foram ost am ongst them is the uncertain relation between the velocity elds
of dark m atter and galaxies, particularly on sm all scales w here various dynam ical biases m ay

to calculate, w ith high precision, the velocity elds of the dark m atter In a given cosm ology,
using sin ulations lke ours or, in the appropriate regin e, using linear theory. To relate these to
observations on smn all scales requires an understanding of possible dynam ical biases and, in the
case of pairweighted statistics, of sam pling uncertainties and system atic e ects arising from the
discrete nature of the galaxy population. Only on su ciently large scales do we expect galaxy
buk owswhich are, in principle, m easurable to be sin ply related to the dark m atter buk ows.

O bservational determm inations of galaxy velocities have their own com plications. For exam ple,
detem ining bulk ow s over representative volum es requiresm easuring peculiar velocities, and thus
detem ining distances w ith an accuracy of a faw percent, or large sam ples of galaxies. D e ning
such sam ples n a hom ogeneous way and keeping system atic e ects in the distance m easurem ents

w ithin tolerable levels is a com plex and still uncertain process (eg. W illick et al. 1997). O ther

m easures of the galaxy velocity eld such as the pairw ise relative velocities of close pairs are also
a ected by system atic and sam pling e ects even though they do not require m easuring distances

In view ofthe various uncertainties jist m entioned, we focus here on high precision estin ates
of various m easures of the dark m atter velocity eld. Ourm ain purpose is to contrast the velocity
elds predicted in the four coan ologicalm odels considered in this paper, In the expectation that
these and related calculationsm ay eventually be applied to a reliable nterpretation of real galaxy
velocity elds. W e do, however, carry out a 1im ited com parison of dark m atter velocity eldsw ith
existing data on largescale galaxy bulk ow s and paimw ise velocity dispersions. In subsection :§-_.1-'
we com pute distributions of the m ean and m s dark m atter velocity on various scales and in

subsection 8 2 we consider pairw ise velocities also over a range of scalkes.

8.1. Bulk ows and dispersions.

W e com pute buk owsand velocity dispersions of dark m atter particles In the sin ulations by
placing a large num ber of spheres of varying radii around random locations in the com putational
volum e. W e de ne the buk velocity ofa sphere as:

X

1
vV = —
N

i=1,N
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Fi. 9.| Com parison of the buk ow measured in the CDM model (solid circles) wih linear
theory. T he Iong-dashed curve is the linear theory result in the lin  of an In nie box size. The
dotted line w ith error bars show s the ensemble m s average for a 239:5h M pc periodic box. The
error bars give the m s spread between di erent realisations. The solid line is the result from
linear theory for the realisation used In our CDM simulation. Linear theory works to excellent
approxin ation when allthe nite box e ects are taken into acoount.



{291

where v; is the peculiar velociy of the ith particle out of N in a given sphere and all particles
have equalweight. T he dispersion - isde ned as:

In linear theory, the bulk velocity of the dark m atter can be accurately calculated according
to: 7
2 12 1 200 2 2 3k
<Ve>= j k “W “RXk) (k)? (15)
0
where W Rk) is a window function, which we take to be a top hat of radius R In real space.

T he approxin ate factor %'2 works well for all the cosn ological m odels we are considering here

T he integral in egn {_1-_5) ranges over all spatial scales and so applies to a sin ulation only in the
lin i of an In nie volum e. In order to com pare the sin ulations w ith linear theory it is necessary
to take acoount of e ects due to the nite com putationalbox and of the fact that we have only
one realisation. Finie box e ects are m uch m ore signi cant for velocities than for the correlation
function (eqn '§), sihce the relative in portance of longer waves is enhanced in eqn {18) by a factor
k 2. To com pare linear theory w ith a speci ¢ sim ulation, the integral in expression (:_L-E_J') must be
replaced by a sum m ation over the m odes of the periodic box, using the appropriate power In each
m ode as set up In the initial conditions.

T he dashed curve in Fjg:_é show s the linear theory prediction orbuk owsatz = 0, In
spheres of radis R ghere, or a m odelw ith the power spectrum and nom alisation ofour CDM
sin ulation, in the Im it of In nite volum e. T he predicted velocities 28llo am oothly from about
500kms ! at 10n M pc to about 200km s 1 at 100n M pc. The dotted curve show s the linear
theory ensemble average valuie of < V2 > 12 over realizations ofthe CDM power spectrum in
volum es the size of our sinulation. The di erence between this and the dashed curve indicates
Just how inportant nie box e ects are in com puting bulk ows. The error bars on the dotted
curve show the m s digpersion am ongst di erent realizations. For am all spheres, the variation
about the m ean is approxin ately G aussian and the error barsm ay be regarded as 1- deviations
from the mean. The results from our actual sinulation at z = 0 are plotted as solid circles in
the gure and the linear theory prediction for evolution from the speci ¢ initial conditions of this
sin ulation is shown as the solid curve. T he particular realisation that we have sim ulated tumed
out to produce slightly, but not anom albusly, Iow velocities. O n scales above 20h M pc the Inear
theory prediction agrees very wellw ith the sinulation; at R = 10h M pc, it overestin ates the
actual velocities by 5% .

W hile lnear theory su ces to calculate bulkk ows on scales larger that about 10h M pc, the
velocity dispersion of particles in spheres is dom inated by contributions from nonlinear scales and
m ust be obtained from the sin ulations. FInite box e ects are not In portant in this case because
the contrbutions from wavelengths larger than the sin ulation box are an all.
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Thebuk ows, < V2 >, calculated from linear theory and the velocity dispersions in
spheres, ., calculated from ourL = 2395h 'M pc sinulations are plotted as solid Iines in F ig -_l-g
for our four cosn ologicalm odels. T he dotted curves around the < V? > 72 curve correspond to
90% con dence lim its on the bulk velocity for a random ly placed sphere, calculated by integrating
over the appropriate R aleigh distribution. T he dotted curves around the - curve ndicate the m s
scatter of the  distrdbution.

W ih the exception of SCDM the predicted buk ows In all our m odels are rem arkably
sin ilar. The reason for this can be traced back to our choice of nom alisation which ensures that
allm odels produce approxin ately the sam e num ber of rich galaxy clusters. T his choice e ectively
cancels out the dependence of the buk ow velocity on o asm ay be seen directly from linear
theory. From eqn {{5), < V2>12/ 5 0% fora xed shape ofthe power spectrum . On the other
hand, our adopted uctuation nom alisation requires approxin ately that g/ 0% (of. eqns 1
and 2). Since the power spectra ofthe CDM, CDM, and OCDM m odels all have the sam e
shape param eter, = 021, thebuk ows in thesem odels are very sin ilar. The ower buk ow
velocities predicted in the SCDM m odelre ect the relatively an aller am ount of large scale power
In thism odel in plied by s valie of = 0:5. Themean buk velocity in SCDM is approxin ately
2/3 of the value in the other m odels.

T he peculiar velocity dispersion of dark m atter particles in random spheres is also ram arkably
sin ilar In all ourm odels, Including SCDM . In this case, signi cant contributionsto  com e from
a w ide range of scales, including nonlnear cb gcts as well as regions w hich are still in the linear
regine. On snall scales,  rises with ncreasing sphere radiis and reaches a plhteau at radii of
a few tens ofm egaparsecs. The Ilim it as the radius tends to In niy is just the single particle m s
peculiar velociy. For our large sin ulation boxes, this is 614km s 1, 635kms !, 648kms ! and
630km s ! for the SCDM, CDM, CDM and OCDM m odels respectively. T he slightly lower
value for SCDM again re ects the am aller lJargescale power In thism odel com pared to the others.
Thisde cit on large scales, however, is com pensated by an excess contribution from gn aller scales.

W e have potted In Figure -'g.-g estin ates of galaxy buk ow velocities In the local universe
taken from the analysesby M ould et al. (1993), Courteau et al. (1993), Dekelet al. (1997), and
Lauer & Postman (1994). These estin ates are based on di erent datasets and assum ptions and,
apart from the Lauer & Postm an m easurem ent, they are broadly consistent w ith one another,
although the M ould et al. m easurem ent is som ewhat high. The data from the st three surveys
are broadly consistent w ith the predictions of all our m odels except SCDM  which produces
velocities about factor of 2 Iower than the data on large scales. N one of the m odels is consistent
w ith the m easurem ent of Lauer & Postman who inferred a buk ow of 764 160kms ® (as

The results in the gure show that buk owsare nsensitive to the value of ( when one focusses
attention on m odels that agree w ith the cbserved cluster abundance. If anything, cbserved bulk

ow s constrain the shape of the power spectrum on large-scales or, in the case of the Lauer &
Postm an resul, they con ict w ith the entire class ofm odels we are considering.
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Fi. 10.| Dark matter buk ows and velociy digpersions in spheres of di erent radii. The buk

ow s, com puted from linear theory, are shown by the Iower solid line, w th 90% ocon dence lim its
Indicated by dotted lines. T he m s velocity dispersions, com puted from the sin ulations, are shown
by the upper solid curve, w ith the m s scatter indicated by the dotted lines. T he data points w ith
error bars are cbservational estin ates of galaxy buk ow s from Dekeletal. (1997), Courteau etal
(1993),M ould et al. (1993), and Lauer and Postm an (1993), as reanalysed by C olless (1995). (See
Jlegend in them iddle ofthe Figure.) T he predicted velocity elds are very sin ilar in all the m odels
because they are nom alised to give the sam e abundance of rich clusters. The only exception are
the predicted buk ows in the SCDM modelwhich are slightly an aller than In the other m odels
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8.2. Pairw ise velocities

W e now consider the lower order m om ents of the pairmw ise velociy distribution ofdark m atter
particles In our four coan ological m odels. Speci cally, we consider the follow Ing quantities: vy,
the m ean radial peculiar velocity of approach between particlke pairs; vﬁ, the dispersion in the
radial velocities of pairs; and v% , the dispersion In the m ean transverse relative velocities of
pairs. Follow ing standard practice, vﬁ is not centered; to center one just needs to subtract vp; in
quadrature. T hese quantities are not directly cbservable, but we also com pute the dispersion, fos,
the lne-ofsight velocity digpersion (this tin e centered), de ned as:

Ry 2L m)dl
2 pIoj

s (£) = R ®) dl 16)

where r is the profcted separation, R = pm, and the the integral is taken along the
line-ofsight between 25h 'M pc. The quantity émj is the line-ofsight centred pairw ise
dispersion which is given by:
P2+ Pl )
pro3 2+ P
This quantiy is som ew hat closer to m easurem ents accesbl in galaxy redshift surveys; it is a
m uch weaker finction of apparent separation than vﬁ and v% .

a7

Figure Q-}' show s v1, Vi, V2 and 15 as a function of pair ssparation in our m odels. A Iso
drawn on each panel is the Hubbl lne, given by vy uop = H r,where H is Hubbl’s constant and
r is pair sgparation in physical units. Pairs at xed physical separation lie on this line. In the

correlation function equals unity, the correlation length, ism arked by an arrow .

The m ean paimw ise radial velocities, v,1, vanish at the am allest separations resolved in our
sin ulations. In the low— ¢ m odels, w here the grow th of structure is freezing out at low redshift,
v,1 Dllow s the Hubblk line up to scales  300h ‘kpc. This ndicates that structures on these
scales have aln ost com pletely relaxed and the clustering is stable. In the = 1 m odels there is
still a net radial In ow on these scales although the In ow tin escale is longer than the Hubble
tim e and very m uch longer than the local dynam ical tim e of pairs at these ssparations where

(r) = 80 200); the Jatter is, In tum, m uch shorter than the Hubbl tin e. T he pairw ise radial
velocity in these m odels reaches a peak inside the correlation length (m arked by the arrow),
around 2 3h M pc. This indicates the typical scale of virialisihg structuresat z= 0 in the = 1
m odels. At larger radial separations vy1 Intersects the Hubbl line and, at very large ssparations,
it decays to zero, in accordance w ith the principle of large-scale isotropy and hom ogeneiy.

For the sam e reasons, one expects the 1at1'ov§/vﬁ totendtop§= 1414 at Jarge ssparations.
The m easured ratios at a separation of 80h Im pcare138,134,136and 137 forSCDM, CDM,
CDM,and OCDM .At scalesofa fw h M pc, where radial infall is at its m ost In portant,
the ratio In the SCDM m odel is about 123 (@fter centering). At an aller scales still, the relative
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Fi. ll.| P airw ise velociy statistics. In each panel, the dotted curve is the m ean inward radial
velocity vp1; the short dashed line is the dispersion in the pairw ise radial peculiar velocities vy ;
the long dashed line is the dispersion in the relative pairmw ise tangential peculiar velocities, v ;
the solid line is the line-ofsight digpersion, 1,57 and the dot-dashed line is the Hubbl lne given
by viijuw = H r, where H is Hubblk’s constant r is physical separation. The dispersion v is
uncentered; to center, subtract vp1 In quadrature. T he data points are taken from Jing, M o and
Bomer (1997) and show the paimw ise velocity dispersion, 1, estim ated for the Las Cam panas
redshift survey. T hese points should be com pared to the lne-ofsight dispersions for the m odels.

Seem ain text for discussion of the error bars used on these points.
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m otions inside viralised structures again becom e closer to isotropy, In agreem ent w ith results

scales, twobody e ects contribute to the isotropization of the orbits.

A swasthe casew ith them ean bulk ow sand velocity dispersions in random spheres discussed
In subsection §-_.f, them om ents of the pairw ise velocity distribution are very sin ilar in the di erent
coan ologies. A s before, this sin flarity is a direct consequence of our adopted nom alisation. The
largest di erences occur between the OCDM and CDM models on an all scales —a di erence
of about 200km s ' in s Qualitatively, the trends seen In Fig :;L-}' agree w ith the analytical
calculation of M o et al. (1996) who nd that pairw ise velocities in open m odels are slightly larger
than In m odels and these, in tum, are arger than n = 1 m odels.

It is di cul to com pare the predicted dark m atter paimw ise velocities w th galaxy
m easurem ents for a variety of reasons. F irstly, the velocity dispersion of the dark m atter
distrbution in the sin ulations Inclides a contrbution from the intemal dispersion of virialized
halos. Secondly, there is som e evidence that the velociy dispersion of dark halos in sin ulations
may be biased low relative to the dark m atter velocity dispersion even after allow ing for

velocities of the dark m atter halos iIn our sim ulations w ill be analysed in a future paper by Frenk
et al. 1997.) Finally, biases In the spatial distrdbution of galaxies m ay introduce further biases
In the pairw ise velociy statistics of the galaxies relative to the dark m atter F isher et al 1994,

O bservationally, the velocity dispersion of galaxy pairs is detemm ined by tting a m odelunder
certain assum ptions regarding the two-point correlation function and the spatial dependence of

m atch the sinulation data. M ore in portantly, as M arzke et al. (1995) and M o et al. (1996) have
argued, paimw ise velocity statistics are not robust when determm ned from relatively sm all redshift
surveys since these statistics contain signi cant contrbutions from galaxy pairs n rare, m assive
clusters. This is not a problm i our sin ulations which sample a volum e of 138  10° b 'M pc)3,
but i is a problem in the present generation of redshift surveys w ith the possible exosption of

pairw ise velocity dispersion in the LCR S, ocbtained by Jing et al. (1997), are shown as data points
n Figure :_1-@ The LCRS contains quite a num ber of rich clusters and appears to give consistent
estim ates w hen split into N orthem and Southem subsam ples. T he error bars plotted In the gure
are the sum In quadrature of the errors cbtained directly from the data by Jing et al. (1997) plus
the 1 uncertainties found from applying the sam e estim ator to m ock catalogues constructed
from N-body sin ulations by these authors. The LCR S velocities are substantially lJarger than

m ost previous detemm inations. T he digpersion rem ains approxin ately constant over the range
0:15 10h M pc, reaching an am plitude of 570 80km s Lat1h M pc.
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The LCRS data m ay be com pared w ith the lneofsight digoersions plotted for each of our
sin ulations in Figure -_1-14' At pair separations > 2h M pc, all ourm odels are consistent w ith the
data, although the low— m odels lie som ewhat low . At am aller separations, allm odel curves rise
above the data. This di erence In behavior m ay be due, In part, to the di erent m ethods for
estim ating the digpersion in the sim ulations and the data, but it very likely re ects also the biases
present in the sim ulations m entioned earlier. Interestingly, the = 1 m odels are closer to the
data on am all scales than the low— m odels, In plying that substantially stronger velocity biases
are required In low— m odels to bring them into agreem ent w ith the data.

9. D iscussion and conclisions

W e have used a suite of high resolution N-body sin ulations to Investigate the cluistering
evolution of dark m atter In four di erent cold dark m atter coam ologies. O ur sim ulations followed
approxin ately 17 m illion particles. M ost of our analysis is based on sim ulations of very large
coam ological volum es (2395h M pc)?, but we also analysed sinulations of som ew hat an aller
volum es and correspondingly higher m ass resolution. T he large volum es and particle num bers,
together w ith a relatively am all gravitational softening ( 30h ‘kpc), allow us to calculate the
clistering and kinem atical properties of the dark m atter w ith unprecedented accuracy. For
exam ple, we are abl to determm ine the m ass autocorrelation fiinction over nearly 3 decades in pair
separation w ith better accuracy than in previous sin ulations and also w ith higher precision than
is attainable w ith existing or planned surveys of galaxies. O urm odelm ass correlation fiinctions
are well tby an analytic m odel of the type proposed by Ham ilton et al (1991) but w ith the
form and param eters proposed by Peacock & D odds (1996). Thism odelm ay therefore be used to
extend som e of the results of our analysis to coan ologies w ith di erent param eter values to those
assum ed In our sim ulations.

Two of the four variants of the CDM coan ology that we have investigated are m otivated

by various lines of astronom ical evidence which suggest a low coan ological density param eter,
o’ 03, and a spectral shape param eter, = 021; we study both a atm odelw ith a non-zero

cogm ological constant ( CDM ) and an open model (OCDM ). The ram aining two m odels both
have = 1, but one has the standard power spectrum (SCDM ) and the other has = 021
( CDM ). In allcases, we have chosen to nom alise the prim ordial uctuation spectrum so that the
present abundance of rich clusters is approxin ately reproduced in all the m odels. W e regard this
choice as preferable to the often used altemative of nom alising to the am plitude of the COBE
m icrow ave background anisotropies. W ith standard assum ptions (@ H arrison-Zeldovich prin ordial
soectrum and no contribution to the anisotropy from tensor m odes), the cluster nom alisation is
close to the COBE nom alisation forthe CDM and CDM m odels, but it is signi cantly higher
forthe OCDM and signi cantly lower forthe SCDM m odel. W ith our choice of nomm alisation, the
overall appearance of allm odels is determ ined prin arily by their g valiesw ith the result that the
two high density m odels ook very sim ilar while the two low density m odels show m ore structure
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but resam ble each other closely.

Ourm ain results concem the detailed properties of the spatial distrbbution and velocity elds
ofthedark matterat z= 0. W e now discuss our results and display them oconcisely in Tablk 2. In
all the m odels the shape of the twopoint correlation function, (r), and power spectrum , 2 k),
ofthe dark m atter di er signi cantly from those ofthe ocbserved galaxy distribbution. In particular,
they fail to reproduce the accurate powerJdaw which the APM survey (and others before that; c.f.

still welbresolved pair separations, all our m odel correlation fiinctions becom e shallower, whik at
Intermm ediate separations they all have an In ection point. Uniquely am ongst the m odels we have
explored, CDM has a mean correlation slope which is approxin ately correct over the bulk of
the ocbservable range, but even In this case there are substantial discrepancies on scales an aller
than 02h M pc. Thus, for any of these m odels to provide an acceptable representation of
reality, the distribution of galaxies would need to be biased relative to the m ass in a non-trivial,
scale-dependent, fashion. W hatever the processes nvolred in biasing the galaxy distrbution m ay
be, they m ust conspire to iron out the features In the dark m atter correlation fiinction.

W e de ne a \bias function" as the square root of the the ratio of the galaxy to the m ass
autoocorrelation functions. O ur sin ulations, together w ith the galaxy autocorrelation function
m easured from the APM survey by Baugh (1996), give the bias as a function of scale accurately
for the four m odels we have Investigated. W e nd that ourtwo = 1 m odels require a bias
greater than unity everywhere. In the SCDM case, the bias grow s from lat 1h 'Mpcto
15at  8h M pcand rises sharply beyond that. In the CDM m odelthe bias is approxin ately
constant, at b’ 1:5,between 02h 'Mpcand 20h 'Mpec.

By design, our low— ¢ m odels have a power spectrum that approxin ates that of the APM
galaxy survey on large scales. However, even In this case, the m atch is not perfect and som e
am ount of biasm ay stillbe required at separations > 10h M pc. Furthem ore, these m odels have
the undesirabl feature that the m ass correlation fiinction rises above the APM galaxy correlation
fiinction at pair separations sm aller than  5h M pc. On these scales, an \antibias" is required
for these m odels to m atch the observed galaxy clustering. G alaxy m ergers in high density regions
m ay plusbly suppress sn alkscale correlations, but it rem ains to be seen whether an antibias of
the required m agniude is achievable in practice. Antbiasing m ay be di cul to reconcike w ith
ocbserved cluster m ass-to-light ratios. In standard virial analyses of clusters, a value of ¢ is
derived from the m easured m assto-light ratio by assum ing that the galaxies cluster jist lke the
m ass. W ih this assum ption C arberg et al. (1997), forexam ple, nferred o= 019 0:06 from the
CNOC sam ple of nterm ediate redshift clusters. If galaxies were actually antibiased, this estin ate
of ¢ would need to be corrected downwards. However, m odels w ith lower values of ( require
higher values of g, and even stronger antibias, In order to reproduce the observed abundance of
clusters.

O ur sin ulations allow us to calculate accurately the velocity elds of the dark m atter over a
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w ide range of scales. These are very sin ilar in all our m odels, w hether they be characterised as
buk ows, shglepartick or pairw ise velocity digpersions. T his sin ilarity in the velocity elds is
a direct consequence of our adopted nom alisation and runs contrary to the comm on belief that
the am plitude of the cbserved galaxy velocity elds can be used to constrain the value of . A
residual dependence of the velocity eld on the shape of the power spectrum causes the velocities
In the SCDM m odel to be som ew hat Iower than in the other m odels, but am ongst the latter
there is no discemible di erence. For exam ple, the 1D velocity dispersion of the dark m atter is
approxin ately 600km s ! in all the m odels, and the Iine-ofsight pairw ise velocity dispersions 21l
In the range 700  900km s 1. The rst of these num bers is rem fniscent of the peculiar velocity
of the Local G roup, while the second is consistent w ith, although on the high side of, a recent
determ ination from the Las C am panas redshift survey at a pair separation of 1h M pc (g
et al. 1997). On sm aller scales, our sin ulations, particularly our low— ¢ m odels, predict higher
paimw ise velocity dispersions than inferred from this survey, Indicating that a substantial velocity
bias is required to bring the m odels into agreem ent w ith the data. Buk owson largescals are
m ost accurately calculated using linear theory. O urm odels all predict som ew hat an aller values
3-5_59-15, Dekelet al. 1997) but, w ith the exception of SCDM , they are consistent w ith these data.
N one of the m odels reproduces the large buk ows nferred by Lauer & Postm an (1994).

H igh resolution sim ulations like those presented here allow very accurate m easurem ents of the
clustering distribution of dark m atter. Further progress in this sub fct w ill rely on the ability to
address the outstanding issue that lim its the com parison of these m odels w ith observations: the
connection between the distrbbution of m ass and the distrbbution of galaxies. T his w ill require a
realistic treatm ent of the evolution of the baryonic com ponent of the U niverse.

W e are gratefulto C arlton Baugh for usefiil discussions and for providing us w ith the APM
galaxy survey data used in Fjguresfi and :_6 W e thank D avid W einberg for suggesting several
signi cant in provem ents to them anuscript and A vishaiD ekel for com m unicating to us, in advance
of publication, results ofhisbuk analysis shown in Figure -:L-g C SEF acknow deges a PPARC Senior
Fellow ship. T his work was supported in part by grants from PPARC, EPSRC and the EC TM R
network for \G alaxy form ation and evolution." T he sin ulations reported here were carried on the
Cray-T 3D s at the Edinburgh Parallel C om puting C entre and the R echenzentrum , G arching. W e
thank the E ditor for suggesting the inclusion of Tabl 2.
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A . Appendix: D erivation of equation (5:)

T he twopoint correlation fiinction is related to the power spectrum by:
Z
r)= P Kexplk rik; @1

w here bold font In plies that the quantity is a 3-din ensional vector.

In deriving a correction to the linear correlation fiinction for a periodic box we m ust m ake an
assum ption for how the power selected for each discrete m ode of the periodic box is related to the
pow er density of the sam e m ode in the continuous power spectrum . A s discussed In Section 5_.-];,
we draw the power for each m ode from an exponential distribbution w ith the m ean power set by
the power density of the m ode In the continuous power spectrum . T hus, the ensam bleaverage
linear correlation function of the periodic boxes, s (r), is given by:

2 , % 2 b _
s = (=) P (T)eXpB b r=L]; @2)
b= (0;0;0)

where L is the simulation boxsize and the sum over b is a sum over all integer tripls. The
correction we derive is a system atic correction that applies to an ensem ble of sin ulations.

W em ake use of the Poisson sum m ation form ula which, for a function (x), states that:

® 1 ® 2
@ b)= R t)explin tldt; @3)
b= (0;0;0) n= (0;0;0)
sub ect to certain condiions on the function (x) which hold for the case of interest here (see

Courant and H ibert 1953, p.76).
Substituting the rh s. of equation @_2) Into the Poisson summ ation formula we cbtain:

Xl 7
s (@) = P k)expfik (r Ln)Kk: @ 4)
n= (0;0;0)

From equation {Ai) we can rew rite this as:
so= @+ (r Ln) @5)
né (0;0;0)

Applying this to the evolved linear power spectrum , which is isotropic, we arrive at the correction
termm , egn @), to the correlation function for the periodic box:

R
4 = 1n (¥+ Linj @ 6)
n€ (0;0;0)
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Tabl 1. Cosnological and Num erical P aram eters of Runs

Run 0 h 8 L=h M pc N par mp=h M lsor=h lec
scpM1l 1.0 00 05 050 051 2395 256° 227 10% 36
CbDMla 10 00 05 021 051 2395 256 227 10% 36
CDM1b 10 00 05 021 051 2395 256 227 10 36
cCbM1 03 07 07 021 090 2395 256 686 10'° 25
ocpM1 03 00 0.7 021 085 2395 256° 686 10'° 30
scpM2 1.0 00 05 050 051 84.5 256° 100 10%° 36
cCpbM2 10 00 05 021 051 845 256 100 10*° 36
cCDM2 03 07 07 021 090 1413 256 1:40 10'° 30
OocCbDM2 03 00 0J 021 085 1413 256° 1:40 10° 30
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Tablke 2. Summary ofResuls

M odeT C luster COBE Constant Smallscale

Viuxk© P airw ise
Abundance N om Bias Bias/Anti Velocities
SCDM Yes No No Bias Low Slightly high
CDM Yes Yes Yes Bias OK Slightly high
CDM Yes Yes No Antibias OK high
OCDM Yes No° No Antbias OK high

®See table 1 for the de nitions of the m odels.

A modelwith a ¢ = 04 and a slightly lower value of h can agree with both the
cluster abundance and COBE DM R constraints.

°W hen com pared to the D ekel et al. 1997 data points. A 1l the m odels are strongly
Inconsistent w ith the Lauer & Postm an 1994 resul.



