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ABSTRACT

We use dark matter only and full hydrodynamical Constraibechl Univers Simulations
(CLUES) of the formation of the Local Group to study the dgngiofile of subhaloes of
the simulated Milky Way and Andromeda galaxies. We showttih@Einasto model provides
the best description of the subhaloes’ density profile, gsegd to the more commonly used
NFW profile or any generalisation of it. We further find thaé tRinasto shape parameter
ng is strongly correlated with the total subhalo mass, pogtowards the notion of a non-
universality of the subhaloes’ density profile. We obsehat the effect of mass loss due to
tidal stripping, in both the dark matter only and the hydnoayical run, is the reduction of
the shape parametef, between the infall and the present time. Assuming now tleati8phs
of our Galaxy follow the Einasto profile and using the maximamad minimum values ofg
from our hydrodynamical simulation as a gauge, we can imptiog observational constraints
on theR..«-Vinax pairs obtained for the brightest satellite galaxies of thHiky#Way. When
considering only the subhaloes withl 3.2 < My < —8.8, i.e. the range of luminosity of the
classical dwarfs, we find that all our simulated objects areststent with the observed dSphs
if their haloes follow the Einasto model with6 < ng < 5.3. The numerically motivated
Einasto profile for the observed dSphs will alleviate theergly presented "massive failures”
problem.

Key words: methods: numerical N-body simulations — galaxies: formation - haloes - Local
Group

early reionization of the intergalactic medium and supeaedeed-
back (Bullock et al. 2000; Somerville 2002; Benson et al.20®
suppress galaxy formation below a certain scale.
However, there is an inconsistency not only with the num-
1 INTRODUCTION ber, but also about the kinematics of the observed MW'’s dwarf

i . spheroidals (dSphs) when compared to the velocity profifes o
While the predictions of the curredt Cold Dark Matter ACDM) the most massive subhaloes found in dark matter simulations

model have been widely confirmed at cosmological scalese the dBo; lan-Kolchin et al 2011). Assuming that these subeliot-
are still a.number ofdiscrgpancies between theory and vdisens low alNavarro et 41/ (1996, NFW herafter) profile, they haverbe
at galactic and subgalactic scales: one example is thekmeiin found to be too dense to host the MW's bright satellites. Th-

"missing satellite problem”, first pointed out Hy Klypin e a rectl o di : :

y related to the findings of Bovill & Ricotti (Zoﬂﬂi,h/)lhose
(1999) andmhﬂ_(_glgg) The high number of substrestu i jations showed an overabundance of bright dwarf &atell
resolved within the virial radius of galaxy-type objectsigh reso- (Ly > 10 Loun) with respect to the MW's dSphs
Iutlon_cosmolqgmal S|mu|§t|on mismatches the number sbru_bed A number of studies tried to reconcile simulations with abse
satellite galaxies of our Milky Way (MW) and nearby galaxi&e vations
alleviate the problem one must invoke some mechanisms, asich The possibility that the MW is a statistical outlier has been

ruled out byl Strigari & Wechslet (2012), who used data from th

Sloan Digital Sky Survey to show that, down to the scale ofitSag
* E-mail: arianna.dicintio@uam.es tarius dwarf, our Galaxy is not anomalous in its number césilzal
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satellites. Further, the analysis|of Boylan-Kolchin et(a012), in-

dependent from the choice of actual density profile of theutted
subhaloes, demonstrates that supernova feedback is lyritikiee
an explanation for the low inferred densities of dSphs, duihéir
small stellar masses. Different hypothesis for the natdirdaok
matter can naturally lead to the formation of less concésdraub-
haloes in a warm dark matter scenario (Lovell &t al. 2012 eirh-

Di Cintio et. al

Boylan-Kolchin et al.|(2012) used an Einasto profile to matiel

density distribution of subhaloes at small radii, in ordercorrect
for the effects of the force softening, and the raw particdeacdat
higher radii.

The three-parameter Einasto prof965), indeed
has been found to more accurately describe the halo demsity i

dark matter only simulations (elg. Navarro et al. 2004; test all

ulations of self-interacting dark matter models (Vogetsiee et al.
@), providing an interesting alternative to th€ DM model.
Moreover, the discrepancy between observed and simulatet} s
lite galaxies may reflect the fact that the MW is less massiga ts
commonly thought: a total mass betwe®n 10" < M/Mq <

10'? has been argued [n_Vera-Ciro ef al. (2013) and Wangl et al.

M). However, lowering the mass of the MW still do not expl
why its dSphs (as well as many isolated dwarf galaxies), seem
live in haloes whose mass is smaller than the current exji@tta
from abundance matching mod 2012).

The inclusion of baryons in simulations has also been ex-
plored, and it has been found either to have negligible &ffec

2006;| Prada et al. 2006: Gao etlal. 2008: Hayashi & White |2008;
Navarro et all 2010; Ludlow etal. 2011; Reed et al. 2011)uced
ing the residuals of the fits 0% with respect to the correspond-
ing NFW models.

In this Paperwe mainly focus on hydrodynamical simulations
and, after a brief explanation, in Sectign 2, of the CLUESeub
simulations, we study the mass profile of substructuresinvttie
two main haloes of the simulated Local Group, formally cajli
them Milky Way and M31. In Sectidi 3 we focus on the quality of
several analytical models in describing the density profilgalac-
tic subhaloes showing that, also in hydrodynamical sinat the
Einasto profile provides the best description. In Sedfiorethen

on the dark matter density of subhaloés (Parry et al. |2012) or show that the corresponding profile shape paramatescales with

to have a twofold effect on their density profile (Di Cintioast
). In fact, recognizing that at galactic scales barygnb-
cesses are expected to play a crucial role, it has been imatext
in [Di Cintio et all. (20111) the effect of the inclusion of bangin
SPH simulation within the CLUES projelBtThese simulations are
designed and constrained, respectively, to reproduceoaslglas
possible the actual observed Local Group with its two priexy

ies MW and Andromeda (hereafter also referred to as M31) and

hence serve as an ideal testbed for investigating the dysaamid
kinematics of the satellite populations of the real MW andIM®

this previous study it has been found that, while in somestse
baryons are able to lower the central density of subhalbesugh

the virial mass of the subhalo. We finally discuss the imjilices

for the mismatch between the kinematics of the observed MW'’s
dSphs and the simulated substructures in Sefion 5, betore c
cluding in Sectiohlb.

2 THE SIMULATIONS

Our simulations form part of the aforementioend CLUES prbje
and are based upon a WMAP3 cosmology. These constrained
simulations of the Local Universe have already been presgent

mechanisms such as gas outflows driven by star formation andand extensively used for other investigations and we rdier t

supernovae (Navarro etlal. 1996; Governato &t al.|2012)e thee
still substructures whose density is increased, as exgphéaim the
adiabatic contraction model bf Blumenthal el al. (1986).

The underlying assumption in many previous works is that
the satellite galaxies of the MW are embedded in subhaloesevh
mass profile is described by the NFW model: it is still a madter
debate, however, if this profile is the best choice in modethre
dSphs’ density.

On one hand) Walker & Pefarrubia (2011) constructed a
method for measuring the slope of the mass profiles withirhdSp
directly from stellar spectroscopic data, independentbymf any
dark matter halo model and velocity anisotropy of the stetkc-
ers, and showed evidence for the profile of the Fornax anch&sul
dSphs to be consistent with cores of constant density withén
central few-hundred parsecs of each galaxy, thus ruling cuspy
profile such as the NFW one. On the other h lock
@) used a Jeans analysis to show that, even in the lgritine
of an isotropic velocity dispersion, not all of the dwarfefar to
live in halos that have constant density cores. It must bt
however, that while the Walker & Pefiarrubia (2011) mettoihi
sensitive to orbital anisotropy and underlying halo patnthe
\Wolf & Bullockl (2012) results are dependent from these yet un
known quantities.

Regarding simulations, Di Cintio etldl. (2011) pointed dnattt
the NFW profile may not be appropriate to describe the sub-
haloes’ density. While computing the subhaloes’ circukloeities

1 http://www.clues-project.org

reader to those articles for more details (
2010; | Libeskind et al.| 2010, 2011; Knebe et bL_iom_E011
Di Cintio et al.[ 20111). We therefore only repeat here the rbast
sic informations. The simulations assume a WMAP3 cosmology
[.2007), i.€2, = 0.24, Q% = 0.042, Qx = 0.76
andh = 0.73, a normalization obs = 0.75 and a slope of the
power spectrum ofi = 0.95. The treePM-SPH codeADGET2
[2005) has been applied to simulate the evoluti@ncos-
mological box with side length dfy,ox = 64h~*Mpc in which the
formation a Local Group has been enforced by constrainthen t
initial conditions. There are two runs available, one wighkdmat-
ter only (DM run) and one hydrodynamical (labelled SPH rum) i
which we additionally follow the feedback and star formatiales

of [Springel & Hernquist| (2003), as well as a uniform but evolv
ing ultra-violet cosmic background (Haardt & Matau 1996heT

runs feature a mass resolutionafbm = 2.1 x 10°h~ Mg, for
the dark matter particlesi{py = 2.54 x 10°h"*Mg in the DM
only run), mg.s = 4.42 x 10°A~'Mg, for the gas particles and
Mstar = 2.21 x 10*h ™M, for the star particles. The gravita-
tional softening length i = 0.1h 'kpc = 137pc, in both the
DM only and the SPH run.

The stellar population synthesis model STARDUST (see
[Devriendt et all. 1999, and references therein for a detaibsarip-
tion) has been used to derive luminosities from the stanméadr
in our simulation. This model computes the spectral enersfyi<
bution from the far-UV to the radio, for an instantaneoustsiest
of a given mass, age and metalicity. The stellar contriloutiothe
total flux is calculated assuming a Kennicutt initial massction

).
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Density profile of subhaloes in SPH simulation3

TheaHF halo finddf] has been used to identify all (sub-)haloes
in our simulation. Note thahHF automatically (and essentially
parameter-free) finds haloes, sub-haloes, sub-subhaloes|l the
subhaloes used in this particular study are selected irr todee
more massive than/,,, > 2 x 108h 1My, with a peak in the
velocity curve Vinax > 10km/s, and to lie within300 kpc from
each host’s center, the latter being either the MW or M31. The

masses of the SPH hosts, defined as the masses within a sphererugniel-Simien profile Finally,

related to the NFW one through» = p,/4. This profile gives a
finite total mass and its logarithmic slope decreases insvardre
gradually than a NFW or M99 profile. Whens is large, the inner
profile is steep and the outer profile is shallow. Typical galof
ng found in dark matter only simulations for haloes more massiv
than10'° Mg ared <n < 7.

following the study of

containingA,; ~ 390 times the cosmic mean matter density, are |Merritt et al. {2005), we use the analytical approximatioh o

Myw = 4.0 x 101h~ Mo and Mz = 5.47 x 101 R~ M.

the deprojected Sérsic law, given lin_Prugniel & Simien (@99

When stacking the data from the two hosts together, we found a p&S hereafter):

total of 56 SPH and 66 DM subhaloes in this WMAP3 simulation.
Note that our selection criterion assures that within eash & sub-
halo contains a minimum of 1000 particles.

3 THE DENSITY PROFILE OF SPH AND DM
SUBHALOES

3.1 Theoretical Models
While it is widely accepted thatla Navarro el al. (1996, NF\W\)-p

file provides a good description of DM haloes, it has beeradlye
pointed out in Di Cintio et &l! (2011) that this universal filmay
not be the best choice when used tcsfibhalo densities. We will
thus study different profiles and apply them to our simulaselo-
structures, with particular emphasis on the density prafilsub-
haloes in hydrodynamical simulations.

Double-power law profiles A generalisation of the NFW profile
is the so-callede, 3, ), or double power-law model:

Ps

(i)“f [1 n (i)a} (B=7)/ex

wherer; is the scale radius angd, the scale density, characteris-
tic of each halo and related to its formation time and magss (e.
IPrada et &l. 2012; Mufioz-Cuartas et al. 2011; Macciol62G07;
M.l). It is a five-parameter model in which ihe
ner and outer region have logarithmic slopes and — /3, respec-
tively, and thex parameter regulates the sharpness of the transition.
The choice(a, 8,7) = (1,3, 1) provides the NFW profile, while

a, B,7v) = (1.5, 3,1.5) gives the model presentedt al.
&@9, M99 hereafter). Besides of the NFW and M99 profiles we
will also investigate the case of leaving the central slopa &ree
parameter, i.e. &1, 3, ) model.

Pa,8.~(T) = ()

Einasto profile In addition to these double-power law profiles we
test the Einasto profilé (Einasto 1965), identical in fumresil form
to the2D Sérsic model (Sérsic 1963; Sélsic 1968), but used idstea

to fit a spacial mass density:

p—2

— 2
e2n|:<7‘i2) 71}
Herer_s is the radius where the logarithmic slope of the density
profile equals -2 and, also referred to asg, is a parameter that
describes the shape of the density profile; is equivalent to the

scale radiug; of a NFW profile, and the densify_» = p(r_2) is

@)

pE(T)

2 http:/popia.ft.uam.es/AMIGA
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p2

pres(r) = (3)
P n(2-p)

e

<T> ()7

wheren, or npgs where appropriate, is again a parameter describ-
ing the curvature of the density profile and the quaniity a func-
tion of npg.s chosen to maximize the agreement between th& P
model and the Sérsic law. A good choice forwhen0.6 < n <
10,isp = 1.0 — 0.6097 /n + 0.05463/n> (Lima Neto et all. 1999),
used in our fitting routine. We must highlight that the shapeam-
eterng of the Einasto profile is not the samerases of the R:S
model, although they follow the same functional form. Thedsto
profile, the R:S one and the modified NFW profi(e, 3, v) are all
3-parameters models.

3.2 Application to Subhaloes

We now apply all the above models to fit our subhaloes’ density
profilesﬁ The density profiles are given in radial bins logarithmi-
cally spaced from the inner radius compliant with the cogeace
criterion oI3) out to the subhaloes’ edgéndd
as in Knollmann & Knebie (2009). The number of bins varies from
7 for the least massive objects to 16 for the most massive; ones
by this we assure to minimize the Poissonian noise always hav
ing at least 150 particles per bin, and a minimum of 1000 gledi
in total in each subhalo. We verified that the convergence-cri
rion as defined i03) is suitable also for ald#s,
and thus fully applicable to our simulation. Specificallye wsed
a lower resolution2048 particles DM-only run with three times
higher softening length = 411 pc, to show that the density profile
of subhaloes converges fer 4.8¢. This value is always equal or
less than the radius found using 2003)ri1:rr'rte
all our trusted radii are thus fully converged accordinght® most
conservative criterion possible and are not affected by-trady
relaxation effects.

We define the goodness-of-fit as

Nbins
1
A% = N > " (10g10psim, i« — logiopse k), 4
s k=1

whose average value over the total number of subhalGegives
an indication of the fit performance.

The results are presented in Table 1 for a WMAP3 cosmol-
ogy, where we list the quality of fit values2 alongside the mean
value of the shape parameter, npes or the inner (outer) slope
(8) in the case of considering the double power-law models.sA fir

3 We use the IDL routine MPFIT
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Table 1. Quality of the fits for several density profile models. Theuitssfor SPH and DM subhaloes are listed, together with tharmelue of the shape
parameten, the inner slopey and the outer slopg, respectively.

SPH DM

Profile A2 shape A2 shape

NFW 0.043 4=1.00 0042 ~=1.00
M99 0.030 =150 0.032 ~4=1.50
(1,3,7) 0014 F=198 0.015 7F=1.53
(1,8,1) 0.014 3=3.80 0.013 B =4.40
P&S 0.013 7npg =3.35 0.013 mnpg =3.15

Einasto 0.011 mg =4.80 0.012 7ng=3.79

NFW M99 (1,3,7) P &S EINASTO

Alog p(r)

-0.05¢}

-0.10 . . . . . . . . . \ . . . . .
-0.5 0. 05 10 15 00 05 10 15 00 05 10 15 00 05 10 15 00 05 10 15
log r/r, log r/r , log r/r , log r/r , log r/r,

Figure 1. Residuals of the density profiles of all SPH subhaloes fon ethe fitted models. The mean goodness-ofAfttis indicated, providing the Einasto
model to be the best one. The radial dependence of the résidiibe same for the DM only run, thus not shown here.

consideration regards the differences between the DM ordyttze in the SPH case with respect to the DM only scenario: the highe
SPH runs: we observe that the mean shape parameters in the SPhir found in the SPH subhaloes indicates a cuspy inner profile, as
run are systematically higher than in the DM counterpartictvh expected if adiabatic contraction is acting on the centa pf the

implies a more cuspy central slope, indicating that the ffece structures, but also an outer density profile less steepithéme
of the inclusion of baryons is a steepening of the subhaldes* DM case, as confirmed by tl{é, 5, 1) model.
sity. Our results appear to be in agreement with the pretfmnipf The outer profile of subhaloes in the CLUES gas-dynamical run

an adiabatic contraction model (Blumenthal et al. 1986%hmsvn is shallower than in the pure dark matter case because afifie i
already in_Di Cintio et al.(2011) for the most massive andtrhes ence of tidal stripping whose effects, being present in baris, are
minous subhaloes. We must remark that we are listing theageer  stronger in the DM case. Tidal stripping, which mainly aatstioe

n over the total set of subhaloes: there are cases, as didcimsse  outer part of the density profile, is able to remove more miassa f

IDi Cintio et al. (20111), in which the SPH subhaloes with thedst a pure dark matter subhalo than an SPH one, owing to the deepen

baryon fraction, instead, undergo an expansion, therédarering ing of the potential in the latter case, as shown in greattildgy
their n. An higher shape parameter in the SPH run is also indica- [Libeskind et al.[(2010).
tive of a less steep outer profile with respect to the DM only, ru Finally, we also used the exponentially truncated profite, i

which means that tidal stripping effects are stronger onDMe troduced by Kazantzidis etlal. (2004) to deal with the dieexe of
only substructure, as reported|in Libeskind etlal. (2016} (gis- the cumulative mass distribution of haloesrass oo, but we did

cussion below). not obtain improvements over the Einasto or P&S profiles.

We also notice that the mean shape parameter of the P&S pro-  To further highlight the quality of the different models, in
file, npg.g, is lower than the corresponding Einasto parameter, Fig.[d we pregent the resllduals. between theT fits and the data fo
in the same run: this is expected’ and found a|et each subhalo in the SPH simulation as afunCth]ﬁ)Q(r/l"72) (the
(2005). A few words on the steep central slopefound for the plots look akin for the DM simulation and hence are omittétte

(1,3,7) model: this model imposes the outer slope to be equal to thatfor the(1, 3, v) model the point where the logarithmic slope of
3, which is not the case for subhaloes where the profile drops ev  the density profile equals2 occurs at a radius_> = (2 — v)rs

faster (cf/ Oh et al. 199%; Pefarrubia et al. 2009), cautiedfit- for v < 2: thus, for a NFW profile-_, = r, and for a M99 profile

ting routine to provide high values of when trying to adjust the T2 =7s/2.

density profile. Leaving the outer profile indgxas a free parame- Neither the NFW, M99, or(1, 3,~) profiles are well fitted
ter, i.e. using g«, 8,7) = (1, 3,1) model, we found indeed that  over the whole radial range: while tt{¢, 3, v) with a steep cen-
on average the outer slope of SPH subhalogs is 3.8 while in tral slope may describe the data in the inner regions, it &l in

the DM only case3 = 4.4. This is in agreement with the average the outer parts. On the contrary, the radial dependenceeottid-
values obtained for the Einasto shape parameter, whictgiehi uals in the Einasto model is clearly minimized with respéctall

© 2010 RAS, MNRASD00,[THTI1
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Figure 2. Correlation of the shape parameter, with the subhaloes’ masses in the DM only simulations, lafigd, and SPH simulation, right panel. The
error bars associated to the shape parameter are indicated f as provided by the fitting routine. THer statistical error committed in the evaluationiof

is, on average, the5% of theng itself. The evident correlation between; and the subhaloes’ masses in the DM only as well as in the SR aftributed
to the dynamical effects of tidal stripping. The additiofi$aryons can ulteriorly modify the density profile, spedifig in its inner part.

the other models, being consistent with zero at every radtialThe
case could be made that tfie 3, v) model performs as well as the
Einasto model in the inner region of the density profile (vahis
also the region of interest with respect to the observatafrthe
MW'’s dSphs). In order to assess the degree to which thesksesu
are affected by the choice of the radial range, we calcutatedsid-
uals, for every model, for only the innermost bins with< r_»,
and found that the Einasto is still the best profile overall.

We conclude that the Einasto model outperforms all the other
proposed profiles in terms of quality of fit, giving, over thdlf
radial range, an average value & = 0.011 in the SPH run
andA2 = 0.012 in the DM only run. We note that the the P&S
model also provides good results, though not as good as tiastoi
model.

While it is somehow obvious that these 3-parameter models

SPH run (right). A clear correlation is immediately visiblEhis
result forms one of the main findings of this pap#re Einasto
shape parameter correlates directly with subhalo massquan-
tify the ng-mass correlation, the Spearman rank coeffitiesit
(Kendall & Gibbons 1990) is calculated, yieldirf = 0.70 for

the SPH run, with a significance of practically zero confirgnan
strong correlation: the most massive objects have a highleiev
of the shape parameter, while less massive ones have sweler
ues. In other words, low mass substructures are well fit by-a in
ner density profile shallower than a NFW one, with a steeproute
slope, while the higher mass objects are fit by a steep, dilspy-
inner profile. Convergence studies (wherein the number diifa
bins used for profile fitting is drastically increased) haeei per-
formed in order to ascertain the applicability of an Eingstofile

to our subhaloes. These tests have revealed that our fittotgp

perform better than the 2-parameter ones (such as the NFW ordure is robust and not a result of the sampling. Similar tesand

M99 model), we are reassured by the fact that even after fikiag
shape parameter (npg.s) of the Einasto (P&S) profile to its mean
value, therefore reducing the free parameters to two, Webktain

a mean goodness-of-fit which is lower than any other 2-pat@me
model (the Einasto profile, for example, providad = 0.025 for
the SPH run and\2 = 0.028 for the DM run). Thus, the better
performance of the Einasto profile is not just an artifact afihg
one free parameter more. Furthermore, our results are éeagmt
with those of other workers in the field (e.g. Springel ét 8D&).

In light of this we state that the need of a shape parameter
fully specify the mass profile of simulated DM and SPH subéslo
is an indication of the non-universality of their densitpfiles, as
will be highlighted in the next section.

4 SHAPE PARAMETER — SUBHALO MASS RELATION

In Table[1 the average values of the Einasto shape parametee
shown. However, this shape parameter varies from subhalokio
halo, spanning quite a large rangd < ng < 10.4 in the SPH run
(with a similar spread in the DM model). This naturally raisbe
question of whether this variation follows some rule or isd@am.

In Fig.[d, the fitted Einasto shape parameter is plotted
against subhalo mass for both the DM only run (left) and the

(© 2010 RAS, MNRASO00,[TH11

Sy values are found for the DM only run. One might argue that the
subhalo’s mass may be seen as a rather ill-defined quantidyaa
better proxy for mass (elg. Knebe ellal. 2011) should be thie gk
the rotation curvé/,.x: when replacing the mass on theaxis of
Fig.[2 with V1,..x we actually do not find any substantial change in
the correlation, strongly confirming it.

Since Figl2 shows the samg-mass relation for both the DM
only and the SPH run, we conclude that the mechanism respensi
for this relation must be dynamical and hence is likely toidalt
stripping. To determine the influence of tidal strippinge firoper-
ties of subhaloes at infall time, defined as the last time dalob
crossed a sphere of physical radB@kpc from the host’s center

ﬁ, have been examined.

At infall time the subhaloes’ density is well described bytbo
an Einasto and a NFW profile, as expected for field haloes.dJsin

4 The Spearman rank coefficient is a non-parametric measuterddla-

tion that assesses how well an arbitrary monotonic fundatiescribes the
relationship between two variables, without making anyeptssumptions
about the particular nature of the relationship betweenvét@bles. The
closer the coefficient is to 1 the stronger the correlatiotwben the two
variables. We use the IDL routine R CORRELATE() to calcuiate

5 Using the first infall time provides similar results.
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Figure 3. Reduction of the shape parametgs as a function of the mass
loss betweerr = 0 andz;, ¢, for the SPH subhaloes. A similar behavior
is found in the DM only run, thus not shown here. The best fiteuwhich
has unitary slope, is shown as a solid line.

an Einasto profile, we find that the more mass lost singgu,

the lower the value ofir at z 0, as presented in Fifl 3 for
the SPH case. There is thus an evident correlation between th
amount of stripped material and the reductiomeffor each sub-
halo. Again, this relation is quantified by the Spearman remk
efficient, S, = 0.68, and showing the best curve fit, which has
a unitary angular coefficient, as a solid line in Hig. 3. A $ani
dependence is found in the DM only run, thus not shown here, co
roborating our findings that tidal stripping is the main mewksm
able to modify the density profile of subhaloes.

Many authors (e.g._Kazantzidis ef al. 2004; Springel &t al.
12008; Hayashi et al. 2008; Pefiarrubia et al. 2010) have rshioat
tidal stripping acts mainly to modify the outer region of afile.
Since a steepening of the outer profile entails a reductiongof
exactly as observed in our simulations, we therefore calecthat
the lowering of the subhaloes’ shape parameter betwgem and
z = 0 is primarily due to stripping effects. This finding is indeed
in agreement with the recent work [of Vera-Ciro €t al. (2018w
show that very heavily stripped objects have on averagelemail,
because of a steepening of the outer density profile. It Gvatsth
noting that tidal stripping has been showrl by Hayashi lePai03)
to not only affect the subhaloes’ outer regions: as a sutisire
loses mass, the central density will also decrease significéal-
though the slope of the inner density profile remains uncédng

A word of caution is necessary at this point. The Einasto
model's shape parametef; describes simultaneously the slope
of the inner and outer profile, in a single number. This candif b
an advantage and a disadvantage. Indeed for some subhatmes i
simulations the value of the scale radius; is close to the the in-
nermost converged radius while the outer profile is resowih
many radial bins. In these cases, if the outer profile steepetthe
structure of the inner part remains unchanged, the Eindastodild
return a lower value ofi due to the fitted profile being dominated
by the steepened outer part. This is the case, for exampleaof
ily stripped object§M.—o/M.,, ;,,; ~ 20%) in the DM only run,
in which the inner cuspy slope of the substructure is rethafeer
infall, while the outer profile has been steepened by tidg@ing,
thus providing a small fittedby value. Care must be taken not to
interpret these cases as becoming cored, in the inner ratjierto

tidal stripping. That said even in these cases, Einasto Isquie-
vide accurate fits to the density profile — more accurate thgroa
the other models as could be seen in Elg. 1 and Tdble 1.

While tidal stripping is the only relevant mechanism in the
DM only run, other effects such as baryonic feedback have to
be taken into account in the SPH case, since they can also con-
tribute to changes in the density profile of subhalbes (2ulet al.
[2012] Brooks et al. 2013). Indeed, as opposed to the DM ony si
ulation, in the SPH run we observe in some subhaloes a change
to their inner structure (cf._Di Cintio etdl. 2011). Sincs, men-
tioned above, tidal stripping does not change the innerestufp
substructures, the only mechanisms able to alter the geasit
small radii must have a baryonic origin. Di Cintio et dl. (201
showed that the inclusion of baryons has a twofold effectgas-
ing or decreasing its central density according to an atiaban-
traction (Blumenthal et al. 1986) or outflows (Navarro é118196;
\Governato et al. 2012) model.

To shed more light onto the effects of baryons, a one to one
comparison of the density profiles of those subhaloes thabea
cross-identified in the DM and SPH run has been performed(as i
Di Cintio et all 201/1). The subhaloes which experienced gaex
sion in the SPH run, with respect to their DM only partner, énav
lost all their gas at redshift zero, and they do not show agy ef
star formation betweesr.;1 andz = 0. These subhaloes have an
inner density profile shallower than the correspondingesibtM
subhalo. On the other hand, those objects which have unuergo
adiabatic contraction in the SPH run (cf. Di Cintio el al, 2Patill
retain some gas at = 0 and their star formation appears to be
on going even after infall. These subhaloes have a high waflue
the shape parameters, which is now well describing a steeper
inner density profile caused by adiabatic contraction. iy ease,
the fits are still dominated by the outer profile, steepenetday
stripping, where most of the bins lie and hence higher réisoiu
simulations are needed to verify the effective creation cbi® in
objects with smalhg values: the interplay of these two contrasting
effects, i.e. outflows vs adiabatic contraction, and a dembyais
of the repercussions on the inner density profile of substras in
cosmological simulations will be explored in detail in a qzanion
paper (Di Cintio et al., in prep.).

Some other important conclusions can now be drawn from
Fig.[2. Firstly, there is no evidence for any universal peofit
simulated substructures. Secondly, we note that the majofi
the subhaloes in both runs tend to have a small while only
the most massive ones (mostly the adiabatically contramtes)
have a highng, as large asir=10.4 in the SPH run andz=9.4
in the DM only one. This finding, as well as the goodness of the
Einasto profile, has been confirmed from an observationait poi
of view by the recent work af Del Popolo & Cardéne (2012), who
used high quality rotation curves data of dwarf galaxieshiows
that the preferred fitting function is given exactly by then&sto
model and that the majority of the dwarfs tend to have shaimw
files (their Fig. 3). Our mean shape parameter in the hydraiyn
ical run, g 4.8, as well as their Einasto mean shape param-
eter,mg,p.p. = 3.05, are both lower than the corresponding
for dwarf size objects found in previous dark matter sinialet
(Merritt et al.| 2005| Navarro et El. 2004). In that regards veed
to mentioned that previous results coming from such dark- mat
ter only simulations, where cluster- and galaxy-sized ésloave
been studied, showed instead a decreasingrofor increasing
halo mass|(Navarro etal. 2004; Merritt etlal. 2005; Grahagiet
2006b] Prada et £l. 2006; Gao elial. 2008; Hayashi & White|2008
[Navarro et all 2010). Our study indicates that there is aoten
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such that the trend with mass is reversed for low mass galaxie
(at least satellites), with both SPH and DM simulations hgvi

a positive correlation ofi with mass. The main difference be-
tween previous studies and this work is, besides the lessiveas
objects considered here, the fact that our objects are mdshand
thus obviously affected by tidal stripping, as mentionedvab Fi-
nally it must be noticed that the range of variation of theshape
parameter found in our simulation is very large, spannirggith
terval 0.4 < ne< 10.4 in the SPH case: remarkably the same
large range has also been found in Del Popolo & Catdone (2012)
with 0.29 < ngp.p. < 9.1, as well as in the recent work of
\Vera-Ciro et al.[(2013), based on semi-analytical modetgatdxy
formation. Furthermore, in the observational pap.
dZTli), the authors used the Einasto model to fit the rotatioves

of the THINGS] galaxies and show that the shape parameter is near

unity on average for intermediate and low mass halos, whife i
creases for higher mass haloes, being correlated with thevinzl
mass as we find in this work.

5 NEW OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS FOR THE
SATELLITE GALAXIES OF THE MILKY WAY

We now move to a practical application of our findings, onlgus-
ing on the properties of SPH subhaloes, which are obviouskec

to reality than their DM only counterparts./In Boylan-Koiclet al.
) the observational constraints, used to establishbihaloes
found in cosmological simulations are possible hosts oktimvn
Milky Way dwarf spheroidals, were based on the assumptiah th
the underlying dark matter halo of these dSphs follows a NFW p
file. Given our findings, however, it is clear that since thadsto
model provides the best fit to the density profile of both DM and
SPH subhaloes, those observational constraints have tcode m
fied[] Note that in Eq.5-7, for clarity, we will omit the subscript
from the Einasto shape parameter, simply referring to it.ashe
circular velocity of an Einasto profile follows

v*(r) o (3n, ), ®)

where
v(3n,z) = /£ e P dt (6)
0 .

is the lower incomplete gamma function and= 2n(r/r_2)
To find the radiusRmax at whichdwv(r)/dr = 0 we numerically
solve,

3 —2n(fmax)l/n

(3, 2n( Fmax y1/my _ ganan—1 Fmaxys,
r_2 r_2
(M
The relation betweemR,.x and r_o, that we need in order to
compute the observational constraints, varies dependorg the
value of the shape parameter; (see, for example, Fig. 2 in
Graham et all_2005a). Given the fact that the mass density pro
file of the faint dSphs is still uncertain (elg. Walker & Pefidia
(20111 Wolf & Bullockl201P) we prefer to use the conservative:|
its given by the highest and the lowest values of the shapspar
eterng as obtained from our hydrodynamical simulation. In the

6 http://www.mpia.de/THINGS/Overview.html

7 \era-Ciro et al. @3) reached similar conclusions, usisgmi-
analytical galaxy formation models, while this manuscripts being pre-
pared for submission.
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SPH run the smallestg= 0.4 corresponds to a relatioRmax =
1.447r_5, while the largestig= 10.4 giveS Rmax = 2.348r_s.
Using these constraints, i.e. the assumption of an Einastbem
and the corresponding rangeraf-values, we computed the curves
in the Vihax-Rmax plane for the nine brightest classical dSphs of
the MW, namely Cvnl, Carina, Draco, Fornax, Leo I, Leo Il, Sex
tans, Sculptor and Ursa Minor, which all hadé, < —8.8 (we
excluded Sagittarius as iin Boylan-Kolchin et al. (2011)siit is
far from dynamical equilibrium): these curves are conseddy
normalizing each dwarf to its observationally derived ealwof
half-light mass,M; /-, and radiusyy o, from [Wolf et al. (2010),
who showed that any uncertainty on the stellar velocity elisipn
anisotropy is minimized at this radius, leading to accuestima-
tion of v(72).

In the left panel of Fig. 4 we show the maximum circular ve-
locity Vinax @and its corresponding radiug.,.x for all the SPH sub-
haloes, within the MW and M31 hosts, whose luminosity is aste
as high as the Draco’s one, il < —8.8. With respect to Fid.12
we excluded here objects with a luminosity lower than Drémd,
verified that the interval for the shape parameteis still the same.

In Fig.[§ we also show the numerically derivéf,..-mass rela-
tion for the SPH subhaloes, which is useful to derive the eaofg
masses associated to a specific valu&.gfx . The grey symbols
in Fig.[ correspond to the subhaloes that are brighter tlwan F
nax, which is the brightest classical dwarf considered bemn-
struct the observational constraints having- = —13.2, and the
black circles indicate all the remaining subhaloes withihasity
—13.2 < My < —8.8. We also plot the newly constrained obser-
vational limits, as solid lines, coming from the assumptioat the
MW'’s dSphs are embedded in haloes that follow the Einastfil@ro
with varying shape parameteg: betweer0.4 < ng < 10.4, and,
as dashed lines, the previously used constraints comimg fne
NFW model.

We observe that, while the employment of an Einasto profile
leads to a good agreement between observations and the $PH su
haloed] it still appears to be not sufficient to explain th&,ax-
Vimax pairs of the most massive SPH subhaloes which still lie in
the lower right part of the plane, outside the constraintsteNhat
with a shape parameter varying betwéeh < nr < 10.4 we have
allowed the observational constraints to cover a widereaimgthe
Rmax-Vmax plane, with respect to the NFW constraints, but even
this assumption is not enough to reconcile simulation arsgiofa-
tion. However, those massive SPH objects, which we coldedo
in grey, appear to have a luminosity/yy < —13.2, not compati-
ble with any of the satellites used to derive the observatioon-
straints.

We remind the reader that the data plotted in Elg. 4 refer to
both the MW and M31 galaxies: a total number of 14 subhaloes
brighter than Fornax is thus found within the two hosts (amg @1
if we relax the magnitude cut from/y < —13.2to My < —14).

For each host halo we therefore have 5 to 7 objects brighter th
the classical dwarfs used to compute the observationatreomis.
Three of them may be associated with the Large and Small Mag-
ellanic Clouds (LMC and SMC, respectively) and the Sagiitar
galaxy. In fact, objects withh/yy < —16.2 can be conservatively
considered as the analogous of the LMC and SMC: we should
therefore exclude these simulated subhaloes from thedigmu

With these associations there are, within each host, ordy tw

8 We find a complete agreement between observations and DMsably
haloes, which are though not shown in the plot for clarity.
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Figure 4. Left panel,Vinax-Rmax pairs for the SPH subhaloes within the MW and M31 hosts. Théaloes have been color-coded by their luminosity: in
black the ones corresponding to the luminosity of the oleskolassical dSphs, in grey the ones which are brighter sfgn= —13.2. The2c observational
constraints for the MW’s dSphs are indicated as a solid lovetife Einasto profile with shape parametet < ng < 10.4, obtained considering all the
subhaloes with/y, < —8.8, and as dashed line for the NFW profile. Right panel, sameriwit to color-code the subhaloes, although this time2ie
observational constraints for the MW’s dSphs are derivedguan Einasto profile with shape paramete$ < ng < 5.3, obtained considering only the
subhaloes with-13.2 < My < —8.8.

to four subhaloes left with-16.2 < My < —13.2 which do not

have a counterpart in the real universe: such a small samgle, [T ' ' ' '
the~ 10% over the total number of objects found within each halo 80
in the SPH run, can be explained as a statistical fluctuatien d |
to our small number statistics. In the future, to confirm thado-
to-halo variation in the subhaloes population, it will beessary
to study many realization of a high resolution MW-like olijda
this work the luminosity function, averaged over the MW ang8iM 0k ]
subhaloes, has been shown to be in agreement with the observa 3 e ° b 1

tional data of Milky Way like galaxies (Strigari & Wechs|e®22), [ % o8

while slightly deviating from the Milky Way itself in the istval 20 :G’f‘:’i: °e ]
| .

Vs km/s]

-16 < My < —13 Il) exactly because of these
two to four overabundant objects in this range. Moreover rese
mind that our simulation also reproduces the luminosity el®e- 8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
ity dispersion correlation observed for the satellite gigs of MW log Mass[M,,,]

and M31 (Walker et al. 2009), as showr in Knebe éfal. (2011).

As an additional remark, we note that most of the brightest Figure 5. Correlation of the subhaloes maximum circular velocityhwifte
subhaloes in our simulation are the ones that experiendabatit subhaloes’ masses in the SPH simulation.
contraction, being situated in the lower right part of the.x- Rimax
plane at redshift = 0, as studied and explained|in Di Cintio et al.
). These subhaloes are substantially different fileenones
found in the work of Vera-Ciro et all_(2013), who used dark -mat
ter only simulations with semi-analytical galaxy formatimodels
that do not show adiabatic contraction: their most luminbuight-
est objects are found in the upper-right of tig.x-Rmax plane,
contrary to what we obtained in our hydrodynamical simolasi

strained range for the shape paramétér< ng < 5.3. The result
is a perfect agreement between the expebigd.- Rmax values of
the observed dSphs and thg.«- Rmax pairs of the simulated sub-
haloes with corresponding luminosities.

We conclude that our findings, based upon self-consistent hy

We now proceed to again compute the shape parameter rangedrodynamical simulations of a constrained Local Group iros ¢
based only upon those subhaloes that satisfy the luminosity =~ mological context, strongly supports the notion that theeobed
quirement, i.e. those objects whak8, is within the range of the satellite galaxies of the Milky Way are actually compatikalih
observed dSphs luminosity. We were therefore able to ceshe being embedded in dark matter haloes whose density profites s
range, finding a shape parameter lying withi6 < ng < 5.3, considerable differences, following an Einasto model wiith <
with a mean valu&g = 3.2. In the right panel of Fig.J4 we usethe  ng < 5.3 and mean valu&g = 3.2: the majority of the dSphs
same black-grey colouring scheme for the SPH subhaloes-as be may have an inner profile shallower than the previously assum
fore, and we plot the observational limits based on the newety NFW one while an outer profile steepened by tides.

© 2010 RAS, MNRASD00,[THT1
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6 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Using a constrained simulation of the Local Group, perfarme
within the CLUES project, it has been shown that:

e the density profile of subhaloes in both dark matter only and
hydrodynamical simulations is best approximated by an &ma
profile in which the shape parametes is free to vary, and that

e there is a clear trend of growings with increasing subhaloes
mass, in both the dark matter only and hydrodynamical run.

The structural effect associated with tidal stripping lely the
main mechanism able to modify the subhaloes’ density prdfike
effect of mass loss due to tidal stripping is the reductiotmefshape
parameteng between the infall and the present time. A correlation

betweennr, and the amount of stripped material has also been ar-

gued in Vera-Ciro et al| (2013). Differences in the innerfileoof

subhaloes, between the pure DM and SPH run, can instead be at-

tributed to baryonic processes (Di Cintio el al. 2011): tresult in

adiabatic contraction of the dark matter halo when gas &ned
in the central regions and star formation is still on goingpain-
fall, and in expansion when gas is removed from the dwarfsoue
stellar feedback and ram pressure stripping, with no sidrstao
formation after the subhalo has entered the host’s halcs& bary-
onic effects, acting mainly on the inner part of the densityfite,
do not modify the overalhg -mass relation which is driven by tidal
stripping also in the SPH case.

The majority of our SPH subhaloes have a small
ng, as reported in the right panel of Fi@l 2: remarkably,
IDel Popolo & Cardone (2012) found similarly small valuesef
in observed dwarf galaxies, using high quality rotationvest
Moreover, evidences of the fact that at least some of the MW’s
dSphs may have a shallow profile, compatible with a smsllare
given inl\Walker & Pefiarrublia (2011), who showed that théile®

Leaving only the SPH subhaloes withi 3.2 < My < —8.8,
i.e. those in agreement with the luminosity of the nine d¢lass
cal dSphs, we show that an Einasto profile with shape paramete
1.6 < ne < 5.3 provides an accurate matching between simula-
tions and observations, alleviating the "massive failugsblem
first addressed in Boylan-Kolchin et al. (2011). The meanealf
the shape parameter for thenig = 3.2, indicating that the ma-
jority of the MW's satellite galaxies are consistent withrkdenatter
haloes whose profile is an Einasto one, steepened outsideeby t
effects of tidal stripping and possibly shallower than thevpusly
accepted NFW towards the center.

We further note that our simulated host haloes masses are
at the low end of current observational estimates, and tlig m
be one of the reason for having only a few objects in the lumi-
nosity range—16 < My < —13:DiCintio et al. (201h) sug-
gested that the host halo mass is directly connected to the nu
ber of massive subhaloes found in simulations, when comgari
the results of dark matter only simulations based on a WMAP3
versus WMAPS5 cosmology, the latter showing a higher host hal
mass and consequently a higher number of massive subhaloes.
The dependence of the number of "too massive subhaloes” on
halo mass has been further explored and quantified by Wan et a
(2012)! Boylan-Kolchin et all (20111) extensively discubtee pos-

sibility that the reduction of the Milky Way mass could solve
the problem, and recently Vera-Ciro ef al. (2013) suggethed

a Milky Way mass~ 8 - 10*' M, provides a good match be-
tween observations and semi-analytical galaxy formatiard-m
els. In our simulations we have slightly lower masses for the

of the Fornax and Sculptor dSphs are consistent with cores of MW and M31, betweers.5 and7.5 - 10*! M, these values be-

constant density at a high confidence level. Neverthelresadtual
mass profile of the MW’s dSphs is still uncertdin: Wolf & Buto
M) claimed that, even with an isotropic velocity digpen, not
all the dSphs prefer constant-density cores and that,adssome
of them favor a cuspy inner profile. All these findings do nagen
support the notion of a universal subhalo mass profile; dobba
of differing mass cannot be rescaled to have self-similafilps:
their mass (or so to speak size) matters.

In light of these results we revisited the Boylan-Kolchirakt
) observational limits for possible hosts of the M\W3ptis,
assuming that the latter are embedded in haloes that follow a
Einasto profile, as opposed to the earlier assumption of NFEW p
file, with variable shape parameteg, and using the conserva-
tive limits 0.4 < ng < 10.4 provided by our hydrodynamical
simulations. While using the Einasto profile is enough to €om
pletely explain the maximum velocity of the most massive DM
subhaloes, an issue still remains with respect to the most ma
sive SPH subhaloes: these objects experienced adiabatiaco
tion (Di_Cintio et all20111) and theiR.ax-Vinax pairs are still ly-
ing outside the expected observational constraints. Heryévese
subhaloes appear to be brighter than Fornax, which is tightest
dSph used when constructing the observational constramis,
they should not be considered in the comparison. Once thgelLar
Magellanic Cloud, Small Magellanic Cloud and Sagittariatagy
analogues are removed, we still have two to four unaccousibed
jects per halo, whose luminosity is higher than the lumityosf
the classical dwarfs: we argue that, being oy of the total set,
they can be interpreted as a statistical deviation.

(© 2010 RAS, MNRASO00,[TH11

ing at the low end of mass estimates obtained using different

methods |(Karachentsev & Kashibadze 2006; Watkinsl|et al0;201
M-Z) According to the mod.;’,Ol
a MW mass ofMyw = 5.5 - 10M! M, will give a 84% probabil-
ity of finding only three satellite galaxies with a circulaglocity
peak higher tharvnax > 30 km/s: this is what we expect since,
apart from the LMC, SMC and Sagittarius, all the other clzasi
dwarfs have been shown ( @010) to intreddies
with a maximum circular velocity belo®0 km/s. However, such
a low mass for the Milky Way will reduce the probability that i
hosts two satellites as the LMC and SMC; that our galaxy syste
is rare, with only~ 3.5% of the MW-like candidates having two
satellites as bright as the Magellanic Clouds, has beertfobser-
vationally by studies using the Sloan Digital Sky Sur\m
[2011 Guo et dl. 2011; Lares etal. 2011 Tollerud et al. 2ON®
remark that, despite a lower Milky Way mass, subhalo density
profiles should nevertheless be described by an Einastolnmode
order to properly match the kinematic of the observed datassi
dSphs with the subhaloes in hydrodynamical simulationsalbj,
even assuming a small mass for the Milky Way and an Einasto
profile for its satellite galaxies, there is still a problemassign-
ing the correct halo masses to dwarf galaxies, as highlighte
1[(2012). These authors showed that the MW'slSp
as well as many isolated dwarf galaxies with spatially reswfota-
tion curves and stellar mas8® < M. /Mg < 107, seem to live
in haloes withM < 10'° M, which is at odds with the abundance-
matching prediction of Guo etlal. (2010) and Moster &t al1(BO

the validity of ACDM at such scales is still disputable.
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