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RUDD ET AL. 2008
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Halos in galaxy forming

simulations look have

galaxy formation steeper pl‘Ofil es
1000 ‘ non-radiative Gas

dissipationless n-body
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ALSO: RASIA ET AL. 2008;
GUILLET ET AL. 2009;
CASARINI ET AL. 2010
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SEE ALSO: GNEDIN+04; GUSTAFSSON+O0G6;
ROMANO-DIAZ+08; KAZANTZIDIS+08;

PEDROSA+09; TISSERA+10; WANG+10




WANG ET AL. 2010

Blumenthal et al 1986 : ---mi--
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SIMILAR: GUSTAFSSON+06; PEDROSA+09; TISSERA+10; DUFFY+10
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SCHULZ ET AL. 2010

Gnedin Model - AC of NFW
-+ - Blumenthal Model - AC of NFW
« « Dark matter dynamical mass
® @ Total dynamical mass
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GALAXY DATA
COMPILATION

WITHIN GALAXIES

SIMULATIONS
MEASURED SPEEDS
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DUFFY ET AL. 2010
“WEAK” FEEDBACK “STRONG” FEEDBACK
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_WANG ET AL. 2010
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ZENTNER ET AL. 2005

halo G

SEE ALSO: ALLGOOD ET AL. 2007
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KAZANTZIDIS ET AL. 2005

cooling DM only
cooling DM & stars
— — — —adiabatic
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LAU ET AL. 2010



SR6-n01e1ML SR6-n01e1ML
stellar disk orthogonal to stellar disk (1)

PATO ET AL. 2010
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D’ONGHIA ET AL. 2010
— =0

t=3.7 (No Disk)

t=5.5 (No Disk)

t=3.7 (Disk)

t=5.5 (Disk)

10°
Subhalo Mass

ALSO: KAZANTZIDIS ET AL. 2009; ROMANO-DIAZ ET AL. 2010
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Parameter Bias Relative to Statistical Uncertainty
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rounder (alterrng,ln prrnc1ple constraints on
SIDM), but the degree is again hard to assess

3. The presence of galaxies should reduce the
prevalence of substructure, but the degree is
hard to assess



