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ABSTRACT

We perform a set of non-radiative hydrodynamical simulaiof merging spherical halos in order to un-
derstand the angular momentum (AM) properties of the galaetios seen in cosmological simulations. The
universal shape of AM distributions seen in simulationsasnd to be generically produced as a result of
mergers. The universal shape is such that it has an excesw &M material and hence cannot explain the
exponential structure of disk galaxies. A resolution t@ lkisuggested by the spatial distribution of low AM
material which is found to be in the center and a conical megiose to the axis of rotation. A mechanism
that preferentially discards the material in the center prevents the material along the poles from falling
onto the disc is proposed as a solution. We implement a siggaenetric criteria for selective removal of low
AM material and show that in order f@0% of halos to host exponential discs one has to reject at Igst
of material. Next, we explore the physical mechanisms nesipte for distributing the AM within the halo
during a merger. For dark matter there is an inside-out tear§ AM, whereas for gas there is an outside-in
transfer, which is due to differences between collisiogil@sd gas dynamics. This is responsible for the spin
parameten and the shape parameteiof AM distributions being higher for gas as compared to dasiter.

We also explain the apparent high spin of dark matter haldsrgoing mergers and show that a criteria stricter
than what is currently used, would be required to detect sucblaxed halos. Finally, we demonstrate that the
misalignment of AM between gas and dark matter only occumsnithe intrinsic spins of the merging halos are
not aligned with the orbital AM of the system. The self-migament (orientation of AM when measured in
radial shells not being constant), which could be the cafis&agps and anomalous rotation in disks galaxies,
also occurs under similar conditions. The frequency andliudp of this misalignment is roughly consistent
with the properties of warps seen in disk galaxies.

Subject headings: galaxies: formation— galaxies:evolution— galaxies:Batogalaxies: kinematics and dy-

namics

1. INTRODUCTION friction. _ o
In the standard picture of galaxy formation, galactic ha- Second problem is the angular momentum distribution

los acquire their angular momentum (hereafter AM) via tidal (AMD hereafter) problem, i.e., even if the AM is as-
torques (Peebles 1969) in the linear regime and the proces§UMed 10 be conserved one cannot explain the exponen-
lasts till about turnaround, when the system decouples fromtial nature of disk galaxies. Using cold dark matter nu-
the Hubble flow. After the collapse the system forms a virial- Merical simulations, it was shown by Bullock et al. (2001)
ized structure. The gas inside the virialized dark mattéw ha that if disks are formed from gas with AMDs similar to
then cools radiatively and collapses while conserving it A that of dark matter, then this results in excess mass near
resulting in the formation of centrifugally supported disk e center as compared to an exponential disc.  Specifi-
(White & Rees 1978; Fall & Efstathibu 1980; White 1084). Cally there is too much low AM material and this makes
The process is also accompanied by the adiabatic contracit Very_hard to explain the origin of bulgeless dwarf galax-

tion of the dark matter hald_(Blumenthal et al. 1986). This '6]5 (van den Bosch etal. 20Cal; van den BIOSCIh 25)01)|.. Sim-
standard picture leads to distribution of size and luminos- Y at|o|ns. |nco(rpora(\jt|oanon—kr]a _|a:|v2eo%z;§ Sahso ea&gp aimi
ity of galaxies in reasonable agreement with observationsSonc!usions.(van den Bosch efial. - =harma g steinmetz

(Kauffmann| 1996: Dalcanton etal. 1997- Mo et al._1998: 2005). As demonstrated in_Sharma & Steinmetz (2005), the
Avila-Reese et all199€: van den Basch 2000; Dutton let al. "€Sulting AMDs written in terms of = j/jio: closely fol-
2007{Gnedin et al. 2007). ' lows a law of formP(s) = [a®/T(a)]s*"'e~ %, the uni-

But detailed simulations revealed two problems. Firstly versal form found in dark matter halos of cosmological
in simulations incorporating gas with cooling and star body simulations. Although the parameter for gas is slightly
formation, the gas was found to lose a significant fraction higher (close td).9) than that of dark matte0(83), itis still
of its AM, resulting in disks which were too small in much less than What is ne_eded for explaining the exponential
size, a problem known as the angular momentum catas-Structure of galactic disks,i.ec, > 1.3. o
trophe (Navarro & Benz[ 1991] Navarro & White 1994; The origin of the the universal form of the AMDs is still
Navarro & Steinmetz | 1997; Steinmetz & Navarro__1999; Poorly understood and if we can understand it, that may pro-
Sommer-Larsen et 4. 1999). The cause of the problem being/ide the clue to solving the problem. Maller & Dekel (2002)
that due to efficient cooling, the gas is accreted as densdProposed a model of build up of AM by a sequence of merg-
clumps which during mergers loses its AM via dynamical €rs- In this model, the final halo spin is assumed to be the sum
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of orbital angular momenta of merging satellites. The model is well fit by a log normal distribution_(van den Bosch et al.
was found to correctly reproduce the distribution of spin pa [2002; Sharma & Steinmetz 2005; Bett et al. 2007; Neto et al.
rameters of halos (Vitvitska etlal. 2002; Maller et al. 200%) 2007; [Maccio et al!_2007; Bett etlal. 2010). In compari-
simple extension of this model was also found to roughly re- son there have been far fewer studies on AM properties of
produce the AMDs. According to this model, the magnitude gas. In_Sharma & Steinmetz (2005) and Chen et al. (2003), it
and direction of the total AM of a halo is predominantly de- was found that for halos simulated in cosmological context,
termined by the last major merger and hence the major mergethe spin parameter and shape parameter of AMDs is higher
contributes to the high AM part of the AMD. The numerous for gas as compared to that of dark matter. Additionally,
small satellites fall in from random directions and mainiye Sharma & Steinmetz (2005) found the spin raki@.s /Apm
tribute to the low AM part of the AMD. This suggests that to increase with cosmic time (at redshift zero the value be-
blowout of gas, e.g., by means of supernova feedback, froming 1.4). The cause of this trend is still not known. In
small halos can eliminate the low AM part of the distribution contrast/ van den Bosch et &l. (2002) found the AM proper-
and may resolve the AMD problem in addition to the angular ties of gas and dark matter to be very similar. A number of
momentum catastrophe. reason could be responsible for this discrepancy. Firgtly,
An alternative solution to the AMD problem is that the could be because van den Bosch etlal. (2002) in their anal-
feedback driven outflows preferentially discard low AM ysis had included a large number of halos with low parti-
material during the assembly of the galaxy (Brook et al. cle numbers. Secondly, van den Bosch et al. (2002) had used
2011b). In fact recent high resolution simulations inchgli  thermally broadened gas velocities to compare the AMDs of
star formation and feedback have been quite successful irgas with that of dark matter, whereas broadening of veloc-
forming bulge-less exponential disks (Governato €t al.C201 ities is known to mask out the differences between AMDs
Brook et al. 2011b; Guedes etlal. 2011) where such a proces§harma & Steinmetz (2005). Finally, van den Bosch et al.
has been shown to occur. Understanding the spatial distribu (2002) had analyzed the resultszat= 3 whereas the other
tion of the low AM material may tell us as to which method authors had analyzed themzat= 0.
is more effective in solving the AMD problem. Recently, it has been reported that high spin halos
According to the model proposed hy Maller & Dekel are more clustered than low spin halos (Bett etal. 2007;
(2002), the most favorable scenario for galaxy formatign is IDavis & Natarajan 2010)._Maccio etlal. (2007) on the other
where there are very few minor mergers, e.g., a halo acquir-hand do not find any environmental dependence. A cru-
ing its AM via a major merger. Is it enough to generate AMDs cial difference in the two schemes is the treatment of unre-
such that exponential disks can be formed? If the gas distrib laxed halos. It has been shown that out-of-equilibrium ha-
tion is concentrated due to cooling or puffed up as with feed- los tend to have higher spin and lower concentration, which
back, does it change the AMD of merger remnants? These aravhen removed makes the halo concentration independent of
some of the questions that we investigate. spin (Gardner 2001; Vitvitska etlal. 2002; Peirani et al.400
The AM properties of galaxies is of increasing inter- Hetznecker & Burkeltt 2006; Neto et/al. 2007). Such an effect
est in observational surveys. For example, the Calar Alto could also be responsible for higher clustering of high igin
Legacy Integral Field Area survey (CALIFA) will obtain spa- los.[D’Onghia & Navarro[(2007) have studied the correlation
tially resolved spectroscopic information for about 60&aga of merger history and spin of halos and found that halos im-
ies in the local universe, using integral field spectroscopy mediately after merging have higher spin. Later on durirg th
(Sanchez et al. 2011). New imaging fiber bundles (so calledvirialization process the halos spin down due to redistidsu
hexabundles) are to be used on wide-field survey telescopesf mass and AM. Generally the offset of the center of mass
(e.g., AAT;|Bland-Hawthorn et al. 2011; Croom etlal. 2011) is used to parameterize the unrelaxed halos. How effective
to obtain spatially resolved stellar and gas kinematicsafor is this parameter in detecting unrelaxed halos? Obsenatio
volume-limited samplaé0%~5 galaxies. With such surveys it ally it is the spin of the baryonic component that is obseyved
will be possible to study the AMD of galaxies in voids, fil- hence itis important to know if the gas also undergoes such a
aments, groups and clusters. Although current simulationsspin up and spin down during mergers?
which include star formation and feedback have started show Another area where gas shows a difference from dark mat-
ing success in forming disk galaxies, but these simulationster is the issue of misalignment between them. In non radia-
are computationally very expensive and this prohibits gen-tive hydrodynamical simulations the AM of gas in galactic
eration of a large sample of galaxies for statistical stidie halos is found to be misaligned with respect to dark mat-
On the other hand, dark matter only simulations are com-ter with a mean angle o020° (van den Bosch et al. 2002;
putationally much less demanding which makes them suit-'Sharma & Steinmetz 2005). In simulations with star forma-
able for comparison with large scale galaxy surveys, but onetion and feedback the galactic discs are also found to be mis-
needs a way to populate dark matter halos with galaxies.aligned, with a median angle ef 30° (Bett et all 2010). The
Semi-analytic modelling of galaxies provides a way to de thi misalignment has important observational consequenaces. F
(Cole et all 1994, Baugh etlal. 1996; Kauffmann et al. 1999; example it has been found that the distribution of satellite
Somerville & Primack_1999; Kauffmann & Haehnelt 2000; galaxies is preferentially aligned along the major axishaf t
Benson et al. 2003; Kang etlal. 2005). However, most semi-central galaxy. (Braineld 2005; Yang etlal. 2006; Azzaro et al
analytic models do not take the low AM problem into account 2007; Wang et al. 2008). Agustsson & Brainerd (2006) show
and this can have important consequences. Additionally, it that if the disk AM vectors are aligned with the minor axis of
often assumed that the AM properties of gas is same as that othe halo or the AM of the halo then the observed anisotropy
dark matter. This provides a motivation for studying the dif can be reproduced. Kang et &l. (2007) further showed the
ferences between the AM properties of gas and dark matter. second option is preferred as orientation with minor axis re
The two main AM properties are the spin parameter and thesults in a stronger signal than that observed. If the AM of
shape of AMDs. The spin of dark matter halos has been ex-gas is misaligned with the dark matter then this could poten-
tensively studied and it has been shown that the distributio tially lower the signal. Another example is related to the us
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of weak lensing studies to measure the projected mass deneation gives rise to an extra mass. To compensate for this
sity of a foreground galaxy in front of background galaxies. we choose, to be less thanm,;,, such that the total mass of
Since signal from an individual galaxy is weak, to produce the system isn,;,. For generating equilibrium realizations
detectable signals, results of different galaxies arekethin- of the system, comprising of collisionless particles, wk fo
gether by orienting the images with respect to the shapeeof th low the procedure given hy Kazantzidis et al. (2004). In this
central galaxy. If the AM of the galaxies is misaligned with procedure, first the phase space distribution functionecorr
respect to the shape of the dark matter halos, then this carsponding to a given density profile is numerically evaluated
wash out any ellipticity signal in the projected mass distri and then the velocities of the collisionless particles ae a
tions (Bett et al. 2010). signed by randomly sampling this distribution. The gas is
The AM vectors of gas and dark matter, in addition to be- setup in hydrostatic equilibrium within the dark matterdal
ing misaligned with each other, are also not perfectly &iyn assuming a density profile identical to that of the dark nnatte
with themselves within the halo_(Bailin & Steinmetz 2005; (pcas(r) = pom () fo/(1— fo), fo = Qbaryon/matter DEING
Bett et all 2010), which we refer to as self-misalignment Th the cosmological baryon fraction). The thermal energy ef th
self-misalignment is found to be most pronounced betweengas is given by
the inner and outer parts (Bailin & Steinmetz 2005). For the
gas such a self-misalignment could be responsible for warps _ 1 > GM(< T)d 3
as seen in galactic discs. In recent cosmological hydraadyna u(r) = PGas(T) J, PGas(r) r2 ™ (3)
ical simulations, RoSkar etlal. (2010) show that the wanps i
their disks are due to the misalignment of the AM of the in- M (< r) being the cumulative mass enclosed within radius
ner cold gas with that of the outer hot gaseous halo. Hence, In Table[d we list the parameters that are used to set up 11
it is important to understand as to when such a misalignmentsimulations, each wittv = 2 x 10° dark matter particles and
occurs. an equal number of gas particles. Merger parameters were
The self-misalignment of AM could also be respon- selected as follows. A two body merger can be described in
sible for the counter rotating gas as seen in some ofterms of the motion of a test particle with a reduced mass. A
the galaxies|(Ciriet al. 1995%; Sil'chenko & Moiseev 2006; bound orbit of such a test particle can be fully characterize
Sil'chenko et all 2009). Although recent mergers of gas rich by semi major axis: and eccentricitye or equivalently by
systems are generally used to explain them, the models haverbital time periodT,,;, and spin parametey,,; of the sys-
some shortcomings. For example, if the merger is too massivedem. The choice of these parameters is constrained by the fac
it can heat up and thicken the disc considerably; if it is $mal that7,,, should be less than the age of universe and that the
then in some cases it cannot account for all of the countermaximum separation between objects = a(1 + ¢) should
rotating gasl(Ciri et al. 1995; Thakar & Ryden 1996). Mis- be greater tham,;,; + rvir2. The later condition provides a
aligned AM in galactic halos could provide an explanation lower bound orf,,;,. For our simulations, given a we set
for this. Tom, such thate) = 7vir1 + rvire. The exception being Sim-
To answer some of the questions posed earlier, we perfornt which hasr,; > 12 and hence was translated analytically
non-radiative hydrodynamical simulations of merging sphe till the separation between the halos was equal;to Fur-
cal halos and analyze the AMDs of the resulting remnant ha-ther details on the setup of merger parameters and its @ysic
los. We do simulations with various different orbital param interpretation is given in Sectign A of the appendix.
eters and study the dependence of the shape paramefer For simulations 1 to 8 we assume the density distribution of
AMDs on these orbital parameters. We also analyze the ra-gas to be same as that of dark matter but in simulations 10 and
tio Aaas/Apm and the misalignment angeof the remnant 11 the gas is allowed to have a different density distribytio
halos. namely the concentration parameter for gas is differemhfro
An outline of paper is as follows: in Section 2 we describe that of dark matter and this is shown in brackets. All the sim-
details of setting up initial conditions and methods of agtr ulations except Sim-9 start with non-rotating halos, zero
ing AMDs from halos; in Section 3 we investigate the AM intrinsic spin. For the Sim-9 we use the remnant halo obthine
properties of these halos. Finally, in Section 6 we sumreariz from Sim-1 as initial halo and..;, is set to be perpendicular

and discuss our results. to the spinL;,; of the halos. The intrinsic halo spins are as-
sumed to be parallel to each other and are pointing towards
2. METHODS the z axis. For this setup the direction of orbital AM in spher-
2.1. Initial Conditions and Smulations ical coordinates is given b, 0)o, = (—90,90)°. Three

. . - other setups similar to this but witl®, 8).,, = (—90,45)°,
We study binary mergers of spherical halos consisting of (90, 135)° and(—90, 180)° were also performed but are not

dark matter and gas. The halos are set up with an eXPONeNfiqie'in Table L.

tially truncated NFW density profile. All simulations were evolved fot0 h=! Gyr. The simu-

S FE— forr < re, lations were done using the smooth particle hydrodynamics
p(r) = (r/ra)(1+r/rs) € (_roru, 1) code GADGET [(Springel et Al. 2001). By construction, no
Galr ) Fr (ﬁ) e ra ‘forr >y assumptions on a particular background cosmology are made;

) N o however, for the NFW halo parameters we adopt the concor-
Imposing the condition that the logarithmic slopepdt tran- danceACDM cosmology withQ2y, = 0.732, Q,,, = 0.267. A

sition radiusy = r,, should be continuous, gives gravitational softening of kpc h—! was used.
1+ 3¢ In order to compare the AM properties of merger simula-
€=1/ry — (2) tions with those of simulations done in cosmological cohtex
I+e we additionally use a set of 42 halos (virial masses between

For all our set ups, we usg = 0.1r,;.. Normally,r, should 1.3 x 10" Mg, to 1.5 x 10'3 M), which were selected from
be chosen to be equaltg,;,. However, the exponential trun-  a32.5 h~' Mpc box length dark matter simulatiod48?® par-



TABLE 1
THE INITIAL SET UP PARAMETERS OF MERGER SIMULATIONS AND THEIRFINAL PROPERTIES
Sim  Miot  fm  Dorb  Cinitial  Torb Aint  Mvir  f  CAnal 0 Agas  ADM  Agas/ADM  ODM  QQas  QGas/ODM
1 100 0.5 0.05 10.0 6.70 0.0 83.6 1.0 10.4 0.4 0.037 0.039 0.96(1.17) 0.85 0.97 1.14
2 100 0.5 0.05 5.0 6.70 0.0 834 1.02 5.75 0.6 0.042 0.039 1.08(1.27) 0.87 1.08 1.24
3 100 0.5 0.05 15.0 6.68 0.0 84.4 1.0 15.1 0.8 0.035 0.038 0.91(1.10) 0.78 0.90 1.15
4 100 0.5 0.01 10.0 6.40 0.0 84.2 1.0 10.8 1.7 0.0079 0.0084 0.94(1.04) 0.89 0.93 1.04
5 100 0.5 0.10 10.0 7.50 0.0 83.3 103 113 0.4 0.093 0.074 1.25(1.30) 0.86 1.02 1.19
6 100 0.5 0.05 10.0 10.0 0.0 80.2 1.02 105 0.1 0.043 0.037 1.15(1.49) 0.79 0.96 1.22
7 100 0.1 0.05 10.0 7.40 0.0 91.8 0.95 9.2 2.0 0.046 0.024 1.96(1.62) 0.82 0.74 0.90
8 100 0.3 0.05 10.0 6.60 0.0 86.6 0.99 105 1.2 0.044 0.037 1.17(1.28) 0.85 0.86 1.01
9 167.2 0.5 0.05 10.08 6.70 0.039 1375 1.04 115 182 0.044 0.041 1.09(1.22) 0.75 094 251
10 100 0.5 0.05 10(1) 6.70 0.0 79.3 0.80 8.9 2.2 0.029 0.036 0.79(0.68) 0.82 1.02 1.24
11 100 0.5 0.05 10(25) 6.70 0.0 845 1.06 14.3 1.5 0.036 0.041 0.88(0.94) 0.81 0.91 1.12

NoTE. — In the table, columns 2 to 7 are the parameters used to gheupitial conditions of the merger simulations. The cohsnare as follows: the total

mass of the simulated systehfiot = m1 + m2 (1019 h—1 Mg), the fractional mass of the least massive hglp= %ﬁ the initial spin parameter

of the whole system\.,},, the concentration parameter of the initial halgg;i;~1, the orbital time period of the merging systéfy,;, (h—! Gyr), and the
intrinsic spin of merging halos;,; . Note, for Sim-10 and Sim-11 thg,;;;. for gas is different from that of dark matter, hence, ¢hgt;.; for gas is quoted
in parenthesis. Columns 8 to 17 describe the propertieseafiérger remnants formed by the simulations. Hexg, (10'° h—! M) is the virial mass of the
remnant ,f; is the baryon fraction within virial radius relative to coslwgical baryon fractioneg 1 is the concentration parameter of the remnér(degree)
the misalignment angle between the dark matter and gas AkbngecThese are followed by the spin parametemd the shape parameterof AMDs for gas

and dark matter. The quantity in brackets is the spin ratio=at6 h—! Gyr. The spin parameter is calculated using the definition gbx¢éBullock et al. [2001).

ticles), and were resimulated with gas at higher resolutipn  mass is lost. The lost mass fraction is an increasing functio
Sharma & Steinmetz (2005) using GADGET. In these halos of the kinetic energyk E involved in the collision and a de-
the number of dark matter particles within the virial radius creasing function of the total binding energy of the systém.
ranges from 8000 to 80,000. A gravitational softening of detailed description of the mass structure of remnant hialos

2kpc h~! was used. given in Sectio B in appendix. In the present section we ad-
) o dress the AM properties of the remnant halos. First, we study
2.2. Calculation of Angular Momentum Distributions the angular velocity and AMDs of the merger remnants and

Dark matter particles are assumed to be collisionless andcompare them with those of halos simulated in cosmological
thus a significant amount of random motions are superim-context. Next, we study the evolution of AM with time of our
posed onto the underlying rotational motion. So in order fiducial equal mass merger, Sim-1, and shed light on the phys-
to calculate AMDs , the velocity has to be smoothed (see ical mechanisms responsible for distributing the AM within
Sharma & Steinmetz 2005). Since the rotational motion is the halo. This is followed by studying the dependence of AM
very small compared to the random motion, one needs toproperties on orbital parameters. In the penultimate sibse
smooth with a large number of neighbors. This large scaletion we look into the issue of misalignment of AM vectors
smoothing introduces systematic biases which needs to bénd in the last subsection we study the spatial distribution
taken into account. Smoothing the Cartesian components ofow AM material.

Xilgf 't%'esgfig?ﬂy Uinieiejtlgatfig‘ 3}503208 chaﬁﬂe 3.1. Angular Velocity and Angular Momentum Distribution

axis. To avoid this problem [n Sharma & Steinmétz (2005) we of Halos

smoothed the Cartesian components of AM vectors instead of We explore the angular velocify as a function of spherical
velocities. As we will demonstrate later, the angular vijoc  coordinates andd for the remnant halos at= 10 h—! Gyr,

Q is nearly constant near the center. This implies that the AM which represents the final relaxed configuration. By angular
vectorj has a strong, monotonically increasing radial depen- velocity we mean the component of AM, withz axis point-
dence on cylindrical coordinate. This results in an over-  ing along the direction of the total AM vector of the compo-
estimate of the AM of particles close to the axis. Existence nentbeing analyzed (gas or dark matter). The angular vgloci
of a strong radial density gradient further leads to underes 2 of both gas and dark matter is found to be nearly indepen-
mate of AM for particles along the equator. To reduce some dent off, both forr < ry;, andr < r;,/2 (lower two panels

of these problems, in this paper we choose to smooth:the of Figure[1). The weak trend that exists is monotonic and
component of the angular velocity vect@r, (the halo being  favors faster rotation towards the equator. This sugghats t
oriented such that the axis points along the total AM of the  shells of matter are in solid body rotation. The top panel in
component being smoothed). A simple top hat kernel is usedFigure[1 shows the radial profiles of gas and dark matter. In
for smoothing. The number of smoothing neighbors was cho-generak is a decreasing function of radiudut the profiles
sen to bes x 1073 times the total number of particles within  seem to flatten for < 0.27;,. As compared to dark mat-
the virial region. This makes the smoothing volume indepen- ter, the gas is found to rotate faster in the inner regions and
dent of the number of particles in the halo. Note, smoothing slower in the outer regions. For comparison the angular ve-
is only employed to calculate the shape paramatef the locity profiles of halos simulated in cosmological simubats
resulting AMDs. (from[Sharma & Steinmetz (2005)) are shown in Figdre 2. As
in merger simulations they are nearly independent of angle

3. ANGULAR MOMENTUM PROPERTIES OF REMNANT HALOS 9, are a decreasing function of radiusand show faster ro-

The final properties of the merger remnants are given in Ta-tation for gas in the inner regions. However, the faster ro-
ble[d. We note that the virial mags,;, of the remnantis less tation for gas is not as strong as in merger simulations and
than the total mass of the systeW,;,. Hence, a fraction of  the dip in gas rotation at about= 0.7r,;, is also not seen.
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Fic. 1.— Median angular velocitf2? = j./(z? + y?) as function of Fic. 2.— Median angular velocitf2? = j./(z? + y?) as function of

radiusr and angled for halos formed by mergers (merger simulations 1 to radiusr and angled for 21 halos simulated in a cosmological context. The
8, excluding 4).Q) as a function ofr and6 was calculated by binning the halos where selected so as to have more than 30,000 pavtithés the virial

particles so as to 1000 particles per bin. The dashed lines $hth and radius individually for both gas and dark matt€r.as a function of- and@
84th percentile values. The angular velocity profiles seenfmtt®n out for was calculated by binning the particles so as to have 10Glearper bin.

r < 0.2r /ryir. Inthe top panel it can be seen that in the inner regions the ga The dashed lines showsth and84th percentile values. The angular velocity
rotates faster than dark matter. Note, the gas profiles aoh Mmre smooth profiles seems to flatten out fer < 0.27/ry;,. In the top panel it can be
than that of dark matter and this is because the dark mattesigaificant seen that the gas rotates faster in the inner regions thanoftbark matter.
amount of random motion superimposed on the actual rotatfach is quite

small.

tion reads as

Note, these are median profiles: on a one to one basis the gas P(<s)=7(a, as) ()
and dark matter can show much more prominent differences,nere ~ is the Incomplete Gamma function. In

as is revealed by the fact that there is significant scatter ingparma & Steinmetz (2005) this function was used to fit the
the ratioQgas/Q2py. Also a real halo has much more com-  Anps of halos obtained in cosmological simulations and of

plex merger history which can probably reduce the diffeeenc 546 exponential disks embedded in NFW potentials. It was
between dark matter and gas in the inner regions. The dif-ty,,q that for AMDs of exponential disks embedded in NFW

ference in the outer parts is probably due to the fact that thepotentials the shape parameters greater than.3 whereas

initial merging halos have an exponential cut off in the oute {4 cosmological halos values are typically smaller than
parts whereas in real simulations the halos are much more ex; apy >= 0.83 and< a,.. >= 0.89 ). For dark mat-
= 0. sas >= 0.89 ).

tended and moreover there is also smooth accretion onto theq, oy fiducial Sim-1 we findh — 0.85 whereas for others
halos. Hence, the outer parts of merger remnants may not be g given by0.75 < a < 0.9. For Qas in Sim-1¢ is 0.97

an accurate representation of the real halos. and for others it is betweein 74 and 1.08. The .
. .08. gas has sig-
Vl\l’g”é’w s_;t_l;]dyAtl\r)le ]:A‘MDS of t_hle _remt?a_nt r(ljakl)os fat= . Nificantly largera than dark matter and this is because of the
10h™" Gyr. | e I 0 eapmggmc_erl]sbo ta|r|1:e f.y.smor(])t ~ fact that the gas rotates faster than dark matter in the inner
Ing its angular velocity withd00 neighbors. Forfitting the o 4ion5. Merger simulations successfully reproduce toe fa
AMDs we use the following analytical function (for details thatag.. > apy as in cosmological simulations. If we take

see Sharma & Steinmetz 2005) Sim-1 as the fiducial case then for dark matter the value of

1 Y is in excellent agreement with cosmological simulations bu
P()= oy (D7 eI/iewhere jg = jiot/o. (4)  for gas we find that it is abost% higher. As discussed earlier
JiT(e) the gas in merger simulations are an idealized case andlin rea
jrot being the mean specific AM of the system. Writifgn halos the gas rotation profiles are slightly flatter in thesout

terms ofs = j/jw and replacing,; the cumulative distribu- ~ Parts and this explains the slightly lowerin them.



analyzed separately, significant differences can be seen. F
dark matter there is an inside-out transfer of AM in stages 1,
and 3. Due to dynamical friction the inner part loses AM con-
tinuously to the outer part until it virializes to form a pskeu
equilibrium distribution after which the evolution stopscan
be seen that the AM evolution of gas is decoupled from dark
matter, from stag® onwards. Initially, both the inner and
outer parts of gas lose AM to dark matter. However, in Stage
3, when the inner parts start to expand, for the gas the AM
is transferred to the inner parts from the outer parts. The fa
that the rise in AM of gas in inner parts is almost the same as
the fall in AM of gas in outer parts means that the transfer of
AM is purely between the gas components. This transfer is
because the expanding inner part of gas that also has low AM,
shocks with in-falling outer part that has high AM, thereby
leading to transfer of AM. This is visible more clearly in Fig
ure[4 where we plot the velocity field in the X-Y plane within
a radius ofl25 kpc and|z| < 20. At 3.0 h~! Gyr the halos
can be seen crossing each other and ah3.2Gyr they have
crossed and are now pushing against the outer material of the
other halo which is still falling in. The outer material fald
in from upper right and lower left corners pushes and trans-
fers AM to the expanding inner regions. With time the shocks
progressively move outwards.

In contrast the dark matter cannot shock, their particles ca
cross each other and they exchange energy and AM via violent
relaxation. Itis easier to understand their evolution imigof
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0 ! ! ! ! .1 aninside-out spherical collapse simulation in which theein
0 2 4 6 8 10 regions collapse faster than the outer regions. In such-a sys
Time (Gyr h) tem as described In Binney & Tremaine (2008) a high energy

particle in outer region falls into a gradually steepeniig p
FiG.3.— The top curve shows the evolution of the half mass radius t€ntial and hence gains kinetic energy. Later when it starts
Tmedian- The bottom three curves show the evolution of the specifjuan ~ move out the inner region has already expanded and hence it
lar momentuny of the gas and dark matter components for Sim-1 (an equal has to climb out of a shallower potential. The net result bf al
g]uéif rzr;ﬁrg]e;gsf(.)r the full system and separated into the imiémass and thisis tha‘g a high energy particle that fa_IIs in Iatg gains(g_y. .
Now, the impact parameter of the particle during collisien i
. : high for particles in the outskirts that are falling in lagince
3.2. Evolution of Angular Momentumwith Time thg AM gf a particle is proportional to the imgact parameter
In this section we analyze the time evolution of the specific it is also high for them. Hence, high AM particles mostly end
AM of gas and dark matter components for Sim-1 (Fidure 3), up orbiting in the outer regions. In contrast for gas thete la
which is an equal mass merger of halos with concentrationfalling high AM material shocks and transfers its AM to the
parameter of0, 7,1, = 6.7h ™! Gyr andipitia1 = 0.05. We inner parts.
use this as a fiducial case to understand the main properties Overall the conclusion is that due to gas dynamical effects
of the evolution, specifically the origin of the differendas the baryons are more efficient in depositing the AM to the
the AM properties of gas and dark matter. We analyze theinner parts of the halo making it rotate faster than dark enatt
evolution of the total AM as well as that of the inner and the in the inner regions. The faster rotation of the gas in theiinn
outer parts of equal mass, separated by median radial déstan region is visible in Figur&l1) and also in the bottom panels of
The evolution of median radiug,.qian, Separating the two  Figure[4. The faster rotation of gas also responsiblever,
halves is also plotted alongside. We divide the evolutida in  being greater thaap),.

four stages, Stage 1 frolm— 2 h~! Gyr, Stage 2 fron2 — The above hypothesis suggests that increasing the energy
3 h~! Gyr, Stage 3 fron8 — 6 h~! Gyr and Stage 4 from  of the collision or the orbital AM should make the outside-
6 —10h~! Gyr. in transfer of AM for gas and inside-out transfer of AM for

During a merger the system first collapses to a compactdark matter more stronger. The Sim-6, which is same as Sim-
configuration (Stage 1 and Stage 2), marked by a decreasg except for the fact that it has high&},;, meaning more
iN rmedian (S€€ also Figurig 4). In Stage 3 the system expandsenergetic merger, does reveal this. As expected, the rattios
as shown by slight increaseif,cqian, and thenin Stage 4 the  \q,,/Apnm andagas/apy are found to be higher for Sim-6.
system evolves without any significant change in the density Similarly, when considering Sim-4, Sim-1 and Sim-5 having
structure. It can be seen from the evolution of the total AM of |lowest intermediate and highest orbital AM one finds that the
the system (middle lines in Figuié 3) that in Stage 2 the gasratios ofA\qas/Apm @ndagas/apy increases monotonically
loses about 0% of its AM to dark matter. The dark matter (see Tabl&]l). These results thus provide support to thesabov
gains AM in this stage but its change is quite small since the hypothesis.
mass of dark matter is much larger than that of gas. In Stage 3 In the final Stage 4 of the evolution the system has almost
and 4 the total AM of gas and dark matter is nearly constant.reached a pseudo equilibrium. During this stage, for the gas
In contrast, when the AM of inner and outer half masses are
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FiG. 4.— Velocity vector field in the X-Y plane along with densityap for gas and dark matter at various stages during thetewolof an equal mass merger
simulation (Sim-1). Field is shown for particles within alias of 125 kpc andz| < 20. The maximum length of the arrow correspond2%0 kms~! and is
shown in left hand corner of each panel. At 3.2 and B4' Gyr it can be seen that at the regions near the shocks (top righbeser left) the in-falling gas in
the outer parts is transferring angular momentum to theripagis. Byt = 6 h—! Gyr the gas can be seen to rotate faster in the inner regions gsacedito

dark matter.
there is a gradual transfer of AM from the fast rotating inner is the specific AM of the material within virial radius;,,
layers to the slow rotating outer layers. andm,;, is the virial mass. At each stage of the evolution
) . . we identify the virial region by means of the spherical over-
3.3. Dependence of Spin Ratio Agas/Apy on Orbital density criterion and then compute the relevant propedies
Parameters and its Evolution with Time the virialized remnant halo. In Staged+{ 2h~* Gyr) of the
Having understood the AM evolution in the inner and outer evolution the ratio is close tb. In Stage 2% —3h~' Gyr) the
parts, we now try to understand the evolution of AM within ratio drops by about0 —20%. In Stage 3§— 6L~ Gyr), the
the virial radius, which is commonly employed to measure the ratio rises and reaches a peak at aroidh ' Gyr and then
spin of the halos. Figuffd 5 describes the evolution of the spi in Stage 4 the ratio decreases (except for Sim-7). Itis easy t
ratio A\gas/Apm With time for various different merging sce- understand the time evolution of spin ratios in the contéxt o
narios. Note, the spin parameter is calculated using theidefi the discussion done earlier in Section3.2. In Stage 1 the gas
tion A = jror/v2Gmynrvi (Bullock et al[2001), wherg,,, ~ and dark matter have not yet decoupled so the ratio is close to
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FIG. 5.— Evolution ofAgas/Apm With time for various merging scenar- FIG. 6.— Evolution ofaq s with time for various merging scenarioa.is
ios. calculated from the AMDs obtained from smoothing the motibparticles
obtained from simulations.

1. In Stage 2 the gas loses its AM to dark matter and hencea_ . . _
drop in the spin ratio. In Stage 3, in the inner regions thé dar 'adius and this gas also has high AM whereas for the con-
matter loses AM while the gas gains, this results in a rise in centrated gas case all the gas ends up within the virial sadiu
the spin ratio. Finally, in Stage 4 the AM of dark matter in the ' 1iS is reflected in the baryon fraction as shown in Table 1
inner regions remains nearly constant whereas for gas therd/hich is 0.8 for the former and 1.06 for the later. .
is an inside-out transfer and this again results in a dropén t N the bottom left panel we look at the role of varying the
spin ratio. orbital AM. We compare Sim-1, Sim-4 and Sim-5 having a
Next, we study the dependence of spin ratio on the orbital Aorb =0.05, 0.01 and 0.10 respectively. Increasing, be-
parameters. In each of the panels in Figdre 5, we vary one of/2nd0.05 increases the spin ratio while lowering it does not
the orbital parameters (namefy,, ¢, \ and7,,1,) while keep- affect the results significantly. Finally, we investigdte role
ing the other parameters identical to that of benchmark Bim- Played by the kinetic energy associated with the collision,
In top left panel we compare Sim-1, Sim-8 and Sim-7, having Which is controlled by varying the parametel,,,. Larger
fm =0.5, 0.3 and 0.1 respectivelfy, = ma/(m; + m2) be- To:, means that halos approaqh ea(;h_ other from afarther_ dis-
ing the mass fraction of the smaller merging halo. At a given {&nce and have more energetic collision. We compare Sim-1
time the gas to dark matter spin ratio is found to be higher for @1d Sim-6 which havé,,;, = 6.7 and 10.0 respectively. More
a lower value off,,. For f,, = 0.1 it continues to increase €nergetic collision leads to higher spin ratio. In light d-d
even in Stage 4 and reaches a value as high as 2. cussion in Sectlo..2. the effects discussed above are due to
In the second panel, i.e., top right, we plot the results the fact that late infalling gas, in case of high., and o,
for mergers with different values of concentration paramet ~SNOcks more strongly leading to more transfer of AM to inner
Sim-1, Sim-2 and Sim-3 havinguiia =10.0, 5.0 and 15.0 parts and_for dark_matter the late mfa!llng gas is more ener-
respectively. Lower concentrations yield higher spinamti ~ 9€tic and is more likely to escape outside the virial radius.
It can be seen from Tablé 1 thay, is largely unaffected by In_lgeneral it can be seen that at arouhd™" Gyr i.e.,
the change ifin;i. Whereas\q.. increases with loweringthe 3 1 Gyr after the merger the ratidg,s/Apm > 1 for all
concentration. In Sim-10 and Sim-11 we vary the concentra-Merding scenarios and this provides an explanation for the
tion parameter of gas, setting it to 1 and 25 respectively, an results of Sharma & Steinmeiz (2005) and Chen et al. (2003)
keep the concentration of dark matter constant at 10.0. TheVhere they find\as/Apm ~ 1.4 and 1.2 respectively for
Sim-10 is designed to mimic the case of a halo where the gaiqalos simulated in a cosmological context.
is puffed up by feedback from star formation whereas Sim-11
mimics the case where the gas has cooled and collapsed to the
central regions. Tablg 1 shows that when considering the to- Parameters
tal AM content, the concentrated gas loses more AM than the In this section we explore the role of the orbital parameters
puffed gas. This demonstrates the AM catastrophe problem inon the shape parameterof gas obtained by fitting the AMD
which due to excessive cooling the gas gets concentrated andf the remnant halos by Equatidnl (5). In Figlie 6 we plot
during subsequent evolution lose AM as a result of dynamicalthe evolution of the shape parameter.s for various merg-
friction. Surprisingly, when AM is measured with in the aifi ing scenarios. The comparisons done in various panelsare th
region the puffed up gas has less AM. This is because for thesame as in Figuifd 5. The valueswaf,; belowt = 3h~! Gyr
puffed up case significant amount of gas is outside the virial are not relevant for the study here since the merger has hot ye

3.4. Dependence of Shape Parameter « on Orbital



happened. Betweeh— 5 h~' Gyr there is a slight variation
where the halo is still relaxing, but beyond that for all ¢abi
geometriesy has very little evolution with time (Figurg 6).
As an apparent trendy decreases slightly with time ( except
Sim-2). Varying the parametex,,;, or ¢,,, does not seem to
affect the values of. Decreasing the mass ratfg, decreases
the value ofa, while decreasing the concentration parameter
Cinitial INCreases its value. Varying only the concentration of

gas as in Sim-10 and Sim-11 also has similar effect (see Ta

ble[d), namely puffed up halos have highewvhereas concen-
trated halos have lower. In the context of the AMD problem
this means puffing up gas by means of feedback can partiall
help to resolve the problem, but the valuenof 1.02 is still

far short of that required to form exponential disks 1.3).
Hence, just by itself the puffing up of gas is not enough to
solve the problem.

Finally, we note that the gas in general has highd¢han
that of dark matter and theg.s/apm increases with in-
crease off,,;, and \.;, (see Tabl&ll). As discussed in Sec-
tion[3.2 this is due to the differences between gas dynamic
and collisionless dynamics. The fact that. is greater than
apu, IS consistent with the findings of Chen et al. (2003) and

Sharma & Steinmetz (2005) for cosmological halos, and our

results here provide an explanation for it.

3.5. Misalignment of the angular momentum vectors of gas
and dark matter

The misalignment angléfor all simulations is tabulated in

Table[1. Mergers with zero intrinsic spins do not seem to gen-

erate any significant misalignment in the final remnant halo.
The misalignment anglis less thar2° for all orbital geome-
tries. Now, if we imagine a merger of halos with non-zero in-

regions.

In the bottom panels it can be seen that the cumulative mis-
alignment angle defined @y —qas(< 7) = cos™ ! (jpm(<
r).jom(< r)) increases inwards into the halo. The cumula-
tive self-misalignment of the AM Spn—pm and Bgas—Gas,
which is measured with respect to the AM within the virial
radius also shows similar trend. In the bottom row the mag-
nitude of misalignment increases from left to right, i.eithw

‘increase of angle between orbital and intrinsic AM.

Inthe panelsin second column, the casé@f = 90, it can
be seen that most of the misalignment is due tagké@ection

yvarying sharply in the inner regions. Moreover, the gas and

and dark matter AM vectors seem to be pointing in opposite
directions ing. This is surprising given the expected value of
¢ is —90°. It is not clear if the gas is being torqued by dark
matter or is it simply rearrangement of AM. To understand
this cumulative profiles are plotted as dotted lines. /By

rvir the ¢ seems to have averaged to the expected value for
both gas and dark matter. Also, éhthe cumulative profiles

Send to the expected value at largéor both dark matter and

gas. This suggests redistribution and self torquing to ke th
main mechanism for the variation of the gas AM direction.
However, beyond-;,, ¢ for gas is slightly larger than 90,
hence some amount of torque must have been exerted on it
from dark matter. The panels in other columns also lead to
similar conclusion.

We now compare the results of cosmological simulations
with that of merger simulations. In Figuré 8, in the top panel
we plot the cumulative misalignment anglésn—pm(<
), BGas—Gas (< 1) aNdBpMm—cas (< ) as defined earlier. The
trends in the top panel are similar to the trends in the second
column of bottom row in Figurgl7 which corresponds to the

trinsic spins, then the final angular momentum can be thoughMOost probable orientation of a merger. Figlire 8 shows that

of asj = jint + Jjorbs jint D€ING the intrinsic specific AM and
Jorb the orbital specific AM. Due to differences between gas
and collisionless dynamics we already kngfies > DM,
similarly the contribution of the intrinsic components @bu
also differ. If ji, is aligned withj,,, then there is no possi-
bility to generate any misalignment. However, if they aré no
aligned then we can expect to see misalignment, except fo
the special case wheyjgas /jDM = jGas /DM,

To test the above scenario, in SIm-9 we merge two halos

(extracted from Sim-1) having non-zero spin and an orbital
AM which is perpendicular to the spin. The remnant halo
is found to be significantly misaligned with a misalignment
angle close td7°. In Figure[T we show the orientation of

the AM vectors of gas and dark matter as measured in radial

shells for various different directions of the orbital AM.ew
mainly concentrate on regions with> 0.1r,;. which should

be quite reliable given that our gravitation softening isath
0.01ryi;,. The intrinsic spin has the directigh= 0.0. The
solid and dashed lines are the differential profiles whike th
rest are cumulative profiles. In the top panel the lower hori-
zontal line marks the mean expectetbr the halo assuming
uniform mixing. The upper line shows the angle for the or-
bital AM. The gas and dark matter show very different trends.
For dark matter the inner region is dominated by orbital AM,
the outer by intrinsic spin and the middle region has interme
diate direction. For the gas the inner region has interntedia
values, the outer region is dominated by orbital AM and the
middle region is dominated by intrinsic spin, which poirds t
wardsf = 0°. In the rightmost column corresponding to a

retrograde merger the gas even shows a spin flip in the middle

the median misalignment of gas with respect to dark matter is
about20° which is reproduced by Sim-9. Note, higher mis-
alignments can also be achievedif,, is greater thar90°.

The fact that results of the cosmological simulations ae su
cessfully reproduced by the merger simulations leads us to
conclude that the difference in gas and collisionless dynam

|jcs is the main cause of misalignment of AM vectors as seen

in cosmological simulations. Moreover, misalignmentsurcc
only when the intrinsic spins are not aligned with the oibita

Top panel in Figurgl8 also shows that the misalignments are
more pronounced in the inner parts than the outer parts. The
fact that the total AM vectors are dominated by the AM in the
outer parts is partly responsible for this. Finally, in thé o
entation profiles of cosmological simulations the dark eratt
shows more misalignment than the gas whereas the opposite
was true for the merger simulations. Given that a real halo
has a much more complex merger history than that of a single
merger as shown here, we do not consider the discrepancy to
be too significant. Moreover there is a significant scatteuab
the median profiles as shown in Figlite 8, which means that on
a one to one basis the gas and dark matter can have different
trends suggesting that they are sensitive to the mergertist
and hence could be employed to understand them.

We now compare the amount of misalignment seen in our
cosmological halos with those of previous studies. The pre-
vious studies were mostly confined to dark matter only sim-
ulations hence onlypy_pum can be compared. Bett et al.
(2010) show the cumulative misalignment angle with re-
spect to AM vector of material withim < 0.25r,; while
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FIG. 7.— Orientation angleg and¢ of angular momentum vectors (of gas and dark matter) foewdifit merging scenarios. In each case the intrinsic spin of
merging halos points along theaxis. Four cases with different directions of orbital amguhomentum are shown. In the upper two panels, the horizblatek
solid line shows the direction of the total angular momendtiiie system while the dot dashed line shows the directi@ntofal angular momentum. The curves
were obtained by binning the patrticles in 25 logarithmicalbaced bins in radial distance. The dotted lines show thrutative profiles while the solid lines are
differential profiles. The dashed line is the differentiabfde of the whole system (gas and dark matter). The bottamnstoows the cumulative misalignment
angle of dark matter with itself, gas with itself and betwees and dark matter. The gas and dark matter angular momemttors are significantly misaligned
with each other, especially in the inner regions. Additiypan the inner regionr < 0.2ry;,, the angular momentum vectors of gas and dark matter are also
individually misaligned with their total angular momentwectors.

Bailin & Steinmetz [(2005) use a differential distributiom formation and feedback could further alter the angular mo-
order to facilitate comparison with earlier studies we addi mentum of the disc. Hence, in general we expect real galaxies
tionally plot in middle and bottom panels the cumulative to be even more misaligned. In fact, Bett et al. (2010) using
B(> r) profiles and the differentigb(r) profiles. For the  simulations with star formation and feedback, find the media
range of masses considered here Bett et al. (2010) find a valuenisalignment between the AM of the central galaxies and the
of aroundSpv—_pm(r < 0.25ry;,) = 25° (their Fig 4). DM halo to be~ 30°.

The top panel of our figure shows the corresponding quan-

tity to be 30° which is in good agreement with their results. 3.6. Spatial Distribution of Low and Negative Angular

Ballin & Steinmetz ((2005) plot the orientation profiles with Momentum Material

respect to AM measured in different shells. If the shell at 14 AMD of gas in halos simulated in a cosmological con-

r = 0.6ry;; is taken be the representative of the total AM, o+ shows an excess of low AM material as compared to the

then this gives a value of 25 and 35 f6hn—pni (0-17vir) AMD required to form an exponential disc. ¥ = j/jio

and Spu_pw (rvir) Which is again in very good agreement s e specific AM normalized to the mean specific AM, then

with profile shown in bottom panel of our Figure 8. 0 < s < 0.1is the typical region where the theoretical predic-
Our result for misalignment between gas and dark mat- i, giffers from that of the exponential disc. Hence, wesel

ter, medianipni—as (< tvir) = 20° are in agreementwith o icles in this range and study their distribution in spda

those of van den Bosch et al. (2002). This was also reloorteOgddition, there is also the issue of material with negatitvg A

in ISharma & Steinmetz_(2005).  These results are for non-y ey can arise from two sources. The first source is random

radiative gas. A portion of this gas would cool and later on v, jent motions and the second source is large scale flows

form disc galaxies. Additional, physical processes lik& St {4t are remnants of shocks and misaligned minor mergers oc-
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and is a decreasing function of radial distamcén terms of
cylindrical radiusR. = /22 + 32 the AM is given byQ R2.
Hence, the AM is low along the axis of rotation. The conical
shape is due to the fact th@tis a decreasing function of
Assuming negative AM is due to random turbulent motions,
one expects it to be in regions Whe®eR /v, andom IS small,
which would again be similar to the distribution of low AM
material.

For the remnant halo in Sim-1, a part of the negative AM
material of gas is distributed in a ring shaped structure in
the x-z plane. During a merger, a plane of compressed and
shocked gas is formed which is ejected out radially. The ring
is created when such a gas which has very low AM falls back
at a later time. Note, only abo8% of the gas is in such form
which after smoothing reduces 16.

The spatial distribution of low AM material has a depen-
dence on the merger history of the halos. For example, in the
third row, which is a merger of halos with intrinsic spins mis
aligned with the orbital AM, the central region looks more
puffed up in x-z projection in comparison to the halo in the
fourth row. In y-z projection one can see the that the central
region is twisted. This appearance is because the AM in the
inner regions is misaligned with respect to the total AM. The
cosmological halo in the top row also shows such a behavior
suggesting a major merger with misaligned spins. The halo
in the second row also has slightly twisted axes in the inner
region but is very similar to the halo in the bottom row sug-

e e SN e gesting that the intrinsic spins of its progenitors weraesit
0 ‘ R small or well aligned with the orbital AM.
o0 1.00 The characteristic distribution of low AM material found in
remnant halos as well as cosmological halos suggests that du

Fic. 8.— Angular momentum orientation profiles of gas and darkena  INg galaxy formation a mechanism which preferential ejects
for halos simulated in cosmological context. The top pahels the cu- material from the central regions and prevents further mate
mulative profile with3(< r) = j(< r).Jvir, the middle also shows the  rial from collapsing along the rotation axis may allevidie t
cumulative profile but fo(> r) = j(> r).jvi and the lower panel shows ~ AMD problem. Such preferential ejection may be possible
the differential profile with3(r) = j(r).jvir. The angle between angular  with feedback from star formation or AGN. Essentially, the
momentum vectors of gas and dark matter is definefimg —gas (< 1) = inner parts would collapse first and start forming stars. The
JDM (< 7)-JGas (< 7). BDM-—gas (> 7) als0 having an analogous definition.  feedback would then drive a radial outflow, but since the as-
sembling gas will have a flattened configuration with density
being highest near the equatorial regions, the outflow would

curring after the major merger. The negative AM due to the naturally be stronger along the poles causing preferegjéat
former source would be typically in regions with low AM and  tion of low AM material.

would vanish when velocities are smoothed |Oca||y, as isdon To further investigate this idea, we devise a Simp|e geomet-

while calculating the AMDs. On the other hand, large scale ric criteria to selectively remove the low AM material anéth
flows cannot be easily smoothed and is the main reason whyeheck the resulting AMDs to see if they conform to those of
Sharma & Steinmetz (2005) find that, in spite of smoothing, exponential discs, i.eqy > 1.3. Firstly, we fit the the angular
cosmological halos have abdiit; of matter in negative AM.  yelocity as a function of radial distance for both gas andcdar
During the assembly of the disk the negative AM is going to matter by a simple analytical expression. The profiles were

further enhance the fraction of low AM material, hence it is found to be well approximated by the following equation (see
also important to study its distribution in the current et Figure[10).

In Figure[® we show the x-z and y-z density maps of low
and negative AM gas particles as defined above in various ha- Q. fo
los. AM is computed from raw un-smoothed velocities. In N 1+ (r/ro)t-7
the plots thez axis is aligned with the total AM vector of
the halo. The top two rows are for halos from cosmological wheref, = 35, ro = 0.25r,;, and
simulations whereas the lower two rows are for merger sim-
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ulations. Among these, the third row is for a merger where N = Jot _ _ Jot 7
intrinsic spins are misaligned with the orbital AM (Sim-9), Jvic VA HrZ,

and the fourth row is for the fiducial case of an equal mass . .

zero intrinsic spin merger (Sim-1). The plots show that the Here,Ay;, = 1877 4+ 82(y, — 1) — 39(Qy, — 1)? is the virial
low AM material is near the center and in a conical region over-density parameter used to calculate the virial refpon
around the rotation axis. The negative AM material is also @ given matter densit{2,,, of the universe (Bryan & Norman
in regions where the AM is low. As discussed earlier in Sec-[1998), andd = 0.1 kms~'kpc™'h is the hubble constant.
tion[3.1, angular velocity? is nearly independent of angfe Note, jio; is the mean specific AM of each component. For
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FIG. 9.— Spatial density maps of particles with low AM, i.8.< s < 0.1 (columns one and two) and negative AM, ise<. 0) (columns three and four) in
various halos within the virial radius. Particles are shawm — z andy — z plane withz axis pointing in the direction of angular momentum. The ticat of
low and negative AM particles is also labelled on each pldte Grey scale showing the density maps is normalized to thémmian density in each plot. The
top two panels are for halos from cosmological simulatiohdexthe lower two panels are for halos formed by merger satmris, namely, Sim-9(third row) and
Sim-1 (fourth row). The merger simulations results are shéw the final relaxed configuration at= 10 h—! Gyr. Particles with low and negative angular
momentum are concentrated in the center and along the asasatibn.

Q,, = 0.267 the expected specific AM is then given by ivan den Bosch et Al. 2001). Although, high AM material is
) 2 not removed but the curve at high AM end is still shifted to

=J= _ 35_61M (8) the left. This is because removing the low AM material in-

Jtot 1+ (r/ro)t7 creases thg,, of the system. In Figufe 13, we quantitatively

assess the effect of removing the low AM material. We plot
for various different values ofy, the mean fraction of mass
removedf.cject and the fraction of halos that can form expo-
ﬂential discs, i.e., halos with shape parameter 1.3. The
ligher the value 0§, the greater the amount of material re-
moved and higher the fractiof{« > 1.3). The figure shows
that if 90% of halos are to host exponential discs then one
requiresfieject to be0.4.

whereR. = +/x2 + 4?2 is the cylindrical radius. Particles
with s’ > sg are selected for removal. The resulting ge-
ometry for various values ofy is shown in Figuré 1. The
geometry is conical in shape and resembles those seen in ou
flows. For a fiducial setting of, = 0.5, the AMDs before
and after removal are shown in Figurel 12. It can be seen
that after removal the problem of excess AM is eliminated
and the profiles show a drop at low valuesspfsuggesting

a > 1. These profiles are qualitatively similar to the ones ex-
pected for exponential discs (See Sharma & Steirimetzl 2005;
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FIG. 11.— The shape ifR., z) plane of the volume removed to get rid of
the low AM material in galactic halos. The shape is conttbllg the param-
eterso which is the minimum angular momentum, as given by Equal@n (
that is retained.

3.7. Spin Up and Spin Down of Halos Accompanied by
Mergers

It has been reported in earlier studies that immediatedr aft
the merger, e.g., the point of pericentric passage, thepapin
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FiG. 12.— The effect of selectively removing low angular monuemima-
terial on the AMDs. The material was removed using Equat@nwith
so = 0.5. The solid curves show the mean AMDs computed over 42 ha-
los and the dotted curves show the 16 and 84 percentile vall@s, jto¢ is
not same for both the cases. In fgett, increases after removal of low AM
material. Also, for the after removal case, the area undectinve is less than
one, the area actually represents the fraction of masseetai
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FIG. 13.— The variation of fraction of lost masfjcct, and the fraction
of halos havingx > 1.3 with the parameteso which controls the amount of
material removed.

fm butin general shows much less variation than thatgf.
The drop in\py; for f,,, = 0.5 case is about0% whereas for
fm = 0.1 is about80%. The sharpest fall okpy; is found to
last for aboutl h—! Gyr and occurs between= 4 h—! Gyr
tot = 5h~! Gyr in the simulations.

Next, we look at the evolution of the rati@;.s/jpm. For
fm = 0.5, the gas has lost some AM by the time of the start of
the merger, but after that the ratig.s /jpm Seems to remain
constant. On the other hand, féy, = 0.1 case, the gas is
found to gain AM from dark matter.

Normally, the virialization rati®T’ /U + 1 and the offset pa-
rameter defined a&r/r,;, is used to detect such non relaxed
halos. These are also plotted alongside. Heris, the kinetic

rameter of the dark matter halo is found to be higher and laterenergy and/ the potential energy of the system and the offset
on as the system virializes the spin is found to drop. To studyis defined byAr = [Xcm — Xmax den|- The most commonly
this we plot in Figuré T4 the evolution of spin parameter of used values of these quantities are.5 < 27//U +1 < 0.5
gas and dark matter for two merging scenarios, mass fractiorand Ar/r;, < 0.1. It can be seen from Figufe 114 that both

fm = 0.5 (Sim-1) andf,, = 0.1 (Sim-7). Note, for other

these criteria have limited effect in detecting such caSes.

merging scenarios the results are quite similar to the Sim-1results suggest that a choice &f/r.i; < 0.025 should be

case. In both panelspy; is found to drop sharply from the

point of first pericentric passage with a slow subsequeast ris

later on. The evolution of\g,s IS sensitive to the choice of

more effective in detecting such high spin systems.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
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2.0

study by Maller & Dekel(2002) it was suggested that halos
acquire most of their AM by means of major mergers while

Aom(®/A(L0
18F . AZZS((t))/A((lo)) T minor mergers with small satellites, which come in from ran-
16 ——me - acliom 1 dom directions, contribute to the low AM material. They ar-
------------------- m,,(t)/m,,,(10) gued that by preferentially discarding gas from the shallow
1.4 1 potential of these small halos, e.g., by means of supernova
1.2 feedback, the AMD problem could be solved. However, our
1.0 results show that even in absence of minor mergers, the AMD
generated by a major merger has an excess of low AM mate-
0.8 ] rial. Even the most favorable of merging scenario thus canno
0.6 f2=0.5 ] account for the formation of disk galaxies. Indeed, mergers
2.0 T T o * * in which the puffing up of gas by feedback was mimicked by
o 10ATR. decreasing the concentration parameter of the gas, did ahow
15 A slight increase in value af, suggesting it may partially help
i in reducing the low AM material but is not enough to solve
1.0F i . the problem.
P N We find that the angular velocit§ is almost independent
05F ol ] RN of the spherical coordinaté but exhibits a significant ra-
s AN dial gradient. Such behavior is also seen for halos drawn
0.0 B e R from cosmological simulations. Hence, spherical shells of
f =05 f =01 matter appear to be moving in solid body rotation. This
-0.5 L ‘ L ‘ seems like a safe assumption to be used for semi-analytic
2 4 6 8 2 4 6 8 modelling (van den Bosch 2001, 2002). The spatial distri-
teyrh tGyrh bution of low AM material is found to be in the center and

along a conical region along the rotation axis. This sug-
gests that a mechanism which can preferentially eject the
material in the center and along the poles can alleviate the
AMD problem. In fact, feedback from intense star forma-
tion in the inner regions can drive such an outflow . Addi-
tionally, feedback from AGN jets is also expected to evac-

We have performed non-radiative hydrodynamical simula- uate material along the axis. Evidence of such conical out-
tions of mergers of spherical halos with a view to understandflows is also provided by observations (Heckman &t al. 1990;
the AM properties of halos simulated in a cosmological con- IShopbell & Bland-Hawthorn 1998; Veilleux & Rupke 2002;
text. The simulations being non-radiative are fundaméntal |Veilleux et al.l 2005; Bland-Hawthorn et/al. 2007). More re-
aimed at determining the AMD of the gas before it cools onto cently, using oxygen absorption lines in background quasar
the disk. In reality, at the time of most mergers a condensedsignificant amounts of diffuse metal rich gas has been de-
component of gas also exists in addition to the hot gaseougected in halos of star forming galaxies, suggesting large
halo. This cold component has not been taken into account inscale star formation driven galaxy outflows (Tumlinson ét al
our simulations. This cold component plays a major role in 2011; Tripp et al. 2011). Essentially, during the formatidn
fueling the growth of black holes and quasar activity. How- the galaxy the star formation will be strongest in the cen-
ever, a significant fraction of this is also driven away due to tral regions and this will drive an outflow which will ex-
feedbacki(Hopkins et al. 2005, 2006). The relative proparti  pand more along the rotation axis due to the flattened ge-
of hot and cold component during a merger, their interaction ometry of the assembling gas. This will prevent the rest of
with each other and their relative contribution to the finatd  the low AM material from falling onto the disc. This mech-
is still not fully understood. In this light, our results amrn- anism was initially discussed In_Sharma (2005) (Sec-3 and
ing properties of disc galaxies are mostly applicable fecgi 5.2 of the PhD thesis), and more recently has also been pro-
(orits parts) that are predominantly formed out of gas dedre  posed by Brook et all (2011b). Using high resolution cos-
from the hot gaseous halo. The main AM properties studied mological simulations incorporating star formation anede
include the evolution of AM, the spatial distribution of AM  back Brook et al.[(2011b) clearly demonstrate that the above
and the orientation of the AM within the halo. We also ex- mechanismis responsible for the formation of bulgelesstiwa
plored the differences between the AM properties of gas andgalaxies (see also Guedes et al. 2011). Additionally, as sug
dark matter and explain their origin. We now summarize our gested by Brook et all (2011a), for small mass systems the
results and discuss their implications for the formatiodiek outflows can eject the low AM material but for large mass
galaxies. systems it can also drive a fountain leading to mixing and re-

The shape parameter of AMDs of gas in merger rem-  distribution of the low AM material to be accreted later on as
nants is less than one for a wide variety of orbital paramseter high AM material. In addition to cosmological simulations,
This seems to be a generic result of the merging process. Valpreferential ejection of low AM material by feedback from
ues greater than one and reaching upto 1.08 only occur forthe central regions was also used in semi-analytic modgellin
unrealistically large value of or very low concentration pa- by (Dutton & van den Bosc¢h 2009; Dutton 2009) to success-
rameter. Lower values of mass ratip, and higher values  fully reproduce the exponential structure of discs.
concentration parameteresult in lower value oty . Under We tested a simple geometric criteria to selectively remove
the assumption that disks form under conservation of AM this the low AM material from halos and found that resulting
leads to disks that are too centrally concentrated, as expon AMDs are in good agreement with those of exponential disc
tial disks require a value af greater tharl.3. In a previous  galaxies. Our results suggest that in order $6¢% of ha-

FIG. 14.— Evolution of spin, total angular momentum, virial masffset
parameter and the virialization parameter with time. Resale shown for
mass ratiof,, = 0.5 (left panels) andf,,, = 0.1 (right panels).A\(10) and
myir (10) refer to values of spin and virial mass#at= 10 Gyr h—! and
are used to normalize the values of spin and mass with respdice final
equilibrium distribution.
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los to form realistic exponential discs approximatélys of aligned material can cause warps in disk galaxies, and this
the baryonic mass needs to be rejected. The presented criras recently been shown by Roskar etlal. (2010) in cosmolog-
teria can be easily applied to dark matter simulations or in ical hydrodynamical simulations with star formation. They
semi-analytical modelling. Note, our results provide aperp  find that immediately after the major merger the inner gas
limit on the fraction of retained baryonfg = 1 — freject = which forms the disk is misaligned with the rest of the gas
Maise/((Qb/Qm) Myiy) = 0.6, Maise being mass of stars and  in the halo. Later infall of misaligned gas causes the wafps.
gas in the galactic disc. Real galaxies can have even Igyver probable explanation for the cause of misalignment is given
depending upon other physical processes which regulate thdy them as the fact that interactions such as minor mergers
star formation efficiency. In the context of the missing lmery  can affect AM of the inner and outer regions differently. We
problem, the upper limit given by AMD argument is in good have here explicitly demonstrated as to how major mergers,
agreement with observations. Guo et al. (2010) using abun-n which the orbital AM is not aligned with the intrinsic spin
dance of galaxies from SDSS find a maximum valugpfo of the halos, generates such a misalignment. Minor mergers
be0.2 at M,;, = 6 x 10''. [McGaugh et al.[(2010) estimate later on may further alter the orientation but are not nearess
fa < 0.4 for spiral galaxies and even lower for dwarfs. Note, ily required to generate the misalignment.
McGaugh et al.[(2010) use an overdensity factoAof 500 Our results show that the orientation of the AM within the
(instead 0f100) to measure the mass of the halo, so actual halo depends sensitively upon the orientation of the isitin
values of fq with in virial radius would be about a factor of spins of the merging halos with respect to that of the orbital
two lower. AM. The larger the initial misalignment between the initial

The difference between collisionless dynamics and gas dy-AM vectors the larger the final misalignment between the in-
namics results in differences between the AM properties of ner and outer parts. This suggests that warps may offer the
the gas and dark matter and this can potentially have implica possibility to probe the merger history of the halo.
tions for studies that assume them to be same. The gas as Observational evidence for warps is quite ubig-
compared to dark matter is more efficient in depositing its uitous (Sancisi | 1976; | Briggs.__1990; Rubin__1994;
orbital AM in the central parts of the halo. This results in Verdes-Montenegro etal. 2002). _Garcia-Ruiz étlal. (2002)
a higher value of the spin parameteifor the gas as com-  find that in their sample of galaxies, all galaxies that have a
pared to dark matter and also a moderately high value of theextended HI disk with respect to the optical are warped. If
shape parameter. Lower values of mass fractiofy, and ini- misalignments in AM are not as frequent then this could pose
tial concentration also result in highkg..s / Apm While lower a problem. Our results show Figlre 8 that AM of gas within
values of\;,iti21 and merging time,,,, result in lower values  r < 0.1ry;, andr > 0.97,;, is misaligned by more that)®,
of spin ratio. Aboutt h—! Gyr after the merger, i.e., the first with respect to the total AM vector, for abo8t% of the
pericentric passage, the rafig,s/A\pwm is found to be greater  halos (the median misalignments being abdoft and 17°
than 1 for all merging scenarios analyzed here. This seems taespectively). This demonstrates that the misalignmengts a
be consistent with spin ratios of halos obtained from cosmo-quite common and supports the idea that they are responsible
logical simulations at = 0, where< Ag.s/Apm > is close to for warps. Just as perfect prograde and perfect retrograde
1.4. Using a sample of 14 dwarf galaxies van den Bosch| et al.mergers are rare so are systems with small angle warps and
(2001) had found the median spin of galaxies tdl®, as- systems with counter rotating gas. In future, observations
sumingApy = 0.0367 this givesAga/Apm = 1.63. The with detailed statistics on the orientation of the warpsldou
higher spin of galaxies could be due to the gas having higherbe employed to check if they match with the distribution of
spin, but it could also be due to preferential rejection @f lo misalignments predicted by theory.
AM material during the assembly of the disk. As mentioned earlier, the amount of misalignment in gen-

We find that for mergers with zero intrinsic spins, the AM eral is found to increase with the increase of angle between
vectors of gas and dark matter are well aligned with misalign the orbital and intrinsic AM vectors. For retrograde encoun
ment angle being less th&i. On the other hand, mergers ters the gas at intermediate radii is even found to be counter
having non-zero intrinsic spins which are inclined at anlang rotating. This could be responsible for the counter rotpgjas
to the orbital AM vector can result in a misalignment of about seen in some galaxies. Generally, mergers of gas rich sgstem
20°, consistent with halos simulated in a cosmological con- are invoked to explain such systems. The quantity of counter
text. Since halos simulated in cosmological context undlerg rotating gas in some galaxies such as NGC3626 is so large
multiple mergers with different spin orientations, the @wbo that a single minor merger cannot properly account for it. If
result provides a natural explanation for this. This shdweét onthe other hand a merger is not minor then it can heat up and
the misalignment can be explained purely by means of merg-thicken the disk considerably. A slow, continuous and well
ers without any need for the gas and the dark matter to bedispersed accretion, as opposed to an accretion via a ngergin
torqued differently during the formation of the proto-halio system is preferred (Ciri et al. 1995; Thakar & Ryden 1996).
general, the gas within the virial radius is more effectived- Counter rotating gas in galactic halos formed by retrograde
taining the information about the intrinsic spins of the gier mergers as shown here, naturally provides such an extended
ing halos whereas the dark matter is more effective in retain reservoir of gas. A recent merger which can potentially heat
ing the orbital AM information. The misalignment between up the disk is not required, the counter rotating gas is fakrme
gas and dark matter has important implications for studiesearly on during the last major merger, which causes the inner
such as, the correlation between the anisotropic distabut and outer regions to rotate in different directions. In sach
of satellite galaxies and the major axis of the central galax scenario, the inner regions first assemble to form the dést, r
and weak lensing studies attempting to measure the eitiptic of the material falls later on to generate the counter noggti
of the dark matter halos. gas.

Mergers with non aligned spins also tend to make the AM  We also studied the issue of spin up of a halo
of gas as measured in radial shells misaligned with each.othe undergoing a merger and the subsequent spin down
Since galaxies generally form inside-out, later infall asm  during virialization (Gardner 2001; Vitvitska etlal. 2002;
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Peirani et al. 2004; Hetznecker & Burkert 2006). As argued galaxies form out of baryons in relaxed halos. Additionally
by/D’Onghia & Navarrbl(2007), in collisionless mergers cen- it is not known if the spin of baryons would also show such a
tral regions tend to be populated by low AM material and high clustering.
AM material is pushed to weakly bound orbits. When AM is  Finally, our results show that mergers of NFW halos nat-
measured with the fixed radius, such as the virial radius, theurally generate the universal form of AMDs as seen in sim-
effect is a spin down. Our merger simulations also show aulations. For dark matter the value of the shape parameter
similar effect. For dark matter the inner half loses AM while « is in excellent agreement with the results from cosmolog-
the outer half gains. The main cause for such a redistributio ical simulations. However, this does not mean that merg-
of AM is the collisionless dynamics and is as follows. For ers are the only way to generate such distributions. As has
dark matter during the collision the late in-falling paleis been shown recently by Wang & White (2009) even hot dark
have high AM and high energy and they gain energy during matter simulations which have almost no mergers show such
the collapse and hence can easily climb out of the final relaxe AMDs. Hence, the origin of the universal form is more gen-
potential which is much shallower. Hence, high AM patrticles erally related to the virialization processes such as tbkert
get pushed to weaker and weaker orbits making them moverelaxation. However, our results show that mergers do iaduc
outwards. For gas the late in-falling particles shock and de subtle differences between the AM properties of dark matter
posit their AM onto the inner regions making them behave and gas. The alignment of the AM vector within the halo
differently. We find that for a Milky Way sized halo the spin and also that of gas with respect to dark matter is sengijtivel
down process lasts about a giga year, and the spin of darkelated to the merger history and may serve to discriminate
matter can fall by about0 — 80% during this time, depend- the dark matter models. In hot dark matter models, although
ing mainly upon the mass ratio of the merging components.less likely, misalignments as discussed above could also be
The spin of gas shows somewhat less variation. We find thatproduced if matter coming from different regions have AM
the virial ratio27'/U + 1 is not very effective in detecting pointing in different directions.
such situations. The offset parameter is more successful in
detecting such cases but a valuefof/r.;, < 0.025 would ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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APPENDIX
ORBITAL PARAMETERS

The merger of two bodies of mass; andms can be reduced to the motion of a test particle, with a reducassy =
mima/(m1 +ms), in the potential of a maskl = m, + m» (Figure[1h). The initial conditions are set by specifying thlative
separatiomr,) and relative velocity,.. In a cosmological context the two masses first move apartalttibble expansion
and eventually, come to a halt and collapse due to their rhgtasitational attraction. The orbits of interest are thegich are
bound and collide within a Hubble time. A bound orbit can big/focharacterized by its eccentricityand the semi-major axis
The energy of the orbiE,,;,, and the orbital time period,,;, are related ta by

_ GMp B [ a3
Eorb = % ) Torb =2 G—M (Al)

1 — I3
Eorb:_5(4772G2)1/3T0r§/3pr0/3 (AZ)

FE., can be written in terms df,;, as

wheref, = 47. The angular momenturh,,, is related to eccentricity by

MB/2 32 T g2
Loyb=pVGMay/1 —e2 = ¢ Ju ¢ (A3)
\V/ 2|E0rb|
According to the tidal torque theory the system acquires AMrdy its expansion phase, with the AM increasing nearlkydiry

with time during the initial linear phase of growth of deggierturbations (White 1984; Doroshkevich 1970). The asitjon of
AM ceases in the non-linear regime. We assume that all AMdsied by the time of maximum expansion which gives

Trel = a(l + 6) (A4)
At maximum expansion, the radial velocity being zero, thalteelocity is given by the tangential velocity.
Lor
VUrel = b (A5)
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FIG. 15.— Merger of two halos can be reduced to a one body probfemass;. moving in the potential of masd/. The orbit can be characterized by
semi-major axis: and eccentricitye. At maximum separation,,; = a(1 + ¢) the tangential velocity, is given by the angular momentum acquired by the
masses during the expansion phase.
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FiG. 16.— Dependence of fraction of mass lost during a colliiarmerger parameters. The fraction of mass lost is an inagé#ésnction of the kinetic

ergy involved in the collision and a decreasinpg functibthe total binding energy of the system. .
gt the merging odies are extend]eqcI (?bjects, the tot yenESYven Byyt%e sum of the orbital energy plus the self gnerf
the bodies. The self energy of a body of magsand radiugz,,, having an NFW density profile (Navarro etlal. 1996, 1997hwit
concentration parameteyis given by

GM? cl—1/(1+¢)?=2In(1+¢)/(1+c)
Bo==fegg, Where fe = o i+ o — /(1 1 o) (A6)
Assuming that both halos are virialized at a redshift o/, can be written in terms aR,, are as
_ 47R} 3H?(z) 3 A(2)H?(2)
M, = 3 A(2) P R e , (A7)

whereA(z) is the over-density criteria used to identify a virializegjion, i.e., a spherical region whose average mass dessity i
A(z) times the critical density at that redshiff.(z) is approximated by (Bryan & Norman 1998) z) ~ (1872 +82z+ —39x2),
wherex = Q,,(z) — 1. Consequently, the total energy is givenBy= F,; + E,2 + Fo1,. Analogously, the spin parameter

of the whole system is given by
1/2 — 2 1/2
GM52 N 2 T\ [ Eo

Instead of the semi-major axisand the eccentricity the orbit can be equivalently parameterized in terms of tiéal time
periodTy,,;, and the spin parametar We restrict ourselves to valuesBf,;, which haver,.; > r1> whereris = ryir1 + rvir2-

MASS STRUCTURE OF REMNANT HALOS

The final properties of the merger remnants are given in TBbe note that the virial mass,;, of the remnant is less than
the total mass of the system,;. Hence, a fraction of mass is lost which we defingigs = (miot — Mvir)/Mmtot- AlSO, the
concentration parameter of the remnant halg, is slightly larger thar;,;¢a -

It is interesting to know if the final properties of the halg.em,;, andcg,. can be predicted from the initial conditions.
We expect the fraction of lost magg,; to be an increasing function of the kinetic energy involved in the collision and a
decreasing function of the total binding energy of the systé/e find that the following empirical formula, which satésfithe
above conditions, fits the results obtained from simulatigtigurd 16).

Maximum KE of collision atrse, = 712/2

os B1

Frost o |Erot| + PE atryep = 112/2 (B1)
Eorb - 2V12 GM/L

= — 2 where Vs = — B2

! |Eiot| + |2V12] 2 712 (82)

1 . ) .
For the Einasto profile the formulas are available at [ icros & Bland-Hawthoin (2009, 2011)
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If cinitial iS higher the system has highét...| consequently, it is more bound and loses less mas&,Jf | is higher the system
is again more bound and also the KE of the collision is lesssequently reducing the mass loss.

Interestingly, the total energy of the remnant halg, (putting cgna andm.;, from Table[1 in Equatior (A6)) is nearly equal
to the energy of the systefi..t.; before the merger. This suggests that the mass that liesletit® virial radius, consists of a
bound and an unbound part and has almost zero net energyediemly the concentration parameter of a remnant haloean b
predicted from the knowledge of its orbital parameters.
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