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ABSTRACT

Spiral galaxies are observed to exhibit a range of morpliedoin particular in the shape of spiral arms. A key diageqsirameter is
the pitch angle, which describes how tightly wound the $pirms are. Observationally and analytically, a correlatietween pitch
angle and galactic shear rate has been detected. For thanfestve examine whether thiffect is detected in N-body simulations by
calculating and comparing pitch angles of both individusthsity waves and overall spiral structure in a suite of Nyb&ichulations.
We find that higher galactic shear rates produce more tighlynd spiral arms, both in individual mode patterns (dgnséves) and
in the overall density enhancement. Although the mode patiich angles by construction remain constant with tirhe, dverall
logarithmic spiral arm winds over time, which could help #pkain the scatter in the relation between pitch angle \&eshiear seen
from observations. The correlation between spiral armhpategle and galactic shear rate that we find in N-body sinariatimay also
explain why late Hubble type of spiral galaxies tend to haeeerpen arms.
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1. Introduction spiral arm pitch angle. This survey was later extended aed th
conclusion strengthened by Seigar etlal. (2006).

4—: The morphology of spiral galaxies, as laid out in the Hubble The shear rate-pitch anale correlation is also sup-

G V) classification (Hubble 1926), can be broadly charactebyetie ported by the analyli)ical worg based on swing amplificzf—

. lightness of spiral arm structure and the size of the ceregabn tion theory (Goldreich & Lynden-Bell 1965; Toomre 1981) by

or bulge. Inthis classification scheme, more tightly woupidsd - N c .
arms are associated with large central mass concentrafities 2ulian-& Toomr=i(1966) (see also Fuchs 2001), which caledlat
the spatial distribution of the response of the density efdli-

= strong correlation between central mass concentratiompécial H(?I entially rotating stellar disc to a large perturbing sia§hey

Stro

angle predicted by modal density wave theory (e.g. Lin & S
% 1964;[Roberts et al. 1975; Seiden & Gerbla 1979; Bertin et? (S)\r']"fv?l g:ﬁ;ﬁg? dﬁgﬁg}elr;hsa(?]ceenngeegtm;mstlc?]?ltex(;zﬁcﬁ'm
() 11989) is in accordance with this. However, there are comp ith | P 9 t of sh tg y
cations in the Hubble classification scheme insofar as ttiat t ture) with increasing amount of shear presen
- relation was derived from optical information of galaxiedyo While theoretical and observational studies provide avige
The correlation is not observed in the near-infrared wangtles for the shear rate-pitch angle relation, it has yet to beaneglin
(de Jong 1996, Seigar & James 1998a,b), and some obseNdpody simulations. In this paper, we aim to study this ietat
tional studies in the infrared waveband highlight &efience in by running a suite of N-body simulations of varying sheagsat
! morphology from that seen in the optical (e.g. Block et aB4:9 For the first time we mvestlgate the pitch angles of indiadu
. [Thornley{ 1996 Grosbol & PatSis 1998). Moreover, the carrelspiral wave mode patterns in N-body simulations by isotatin
:= tion between Hubble type and pitch angle has been shown tothe spiral wave mode patterns from the system using the cenve
>< weak (Kennicutt 1981) and the model predictions from dgnsitional spectrogram analysis (e.g. Quillen et al. 2011;v&wid
CG wave theory for spiral arm properties have been shown to ha&@12; | Solway et all_2012; Minchev et al. 2012; Roskar et al.
systematic fsets to observations (Kennicutt & Hofige 1982). [2012) and calculating the spiral phase of théh mode. We
Despite these uncertainties in the Hubble type-pitch andigd that the discs of higher shear rate exhibit systemayical

relation, more recent observations have shown convinoing €Maller pitch angles than their lower shear rate countespas

idence for a correlation between spiral arm pitch angle aﬁaedmted from the theoretical studies mentioned abovealfe

the shear rate of fierentially rotating discs of spiral galaxies7@ce the overall spiral arm feature and measure its pitgean

Seigar et al. (2005) derived shear rates from the rotatiovesu @S @ function of time. The motivation for exploring this jpitc
of a sample of several barred galaxies and used Fouriersinalnd!€ behaviour is that we and other authors have foundfteat t
to draw the spiral shape. They found evidence for the shéar attern Spee@' of the spiral arms in .N—b_ody s_lm_ulatlons and ob
dependency of the spiral arm pitch angle. Because the sntaterved galaxies decreases with radius in a similar manrtbeto

curve shape is determined by the mass distribution, thissere angiJ_Iar rotation vglocity of the disc particles_(Merrifieltal.
tially a correlation between the central mass concentratind 12005, L2006;1_Speights & Westpfahl 2011, Wada etal. 2011;

Grand et al. 2012&,b; Nelson etlal. 2012; Comparetta & Quille
2012; Baba et al. 2013). Because the pattern speed decieases
* robert.grand.10@ucl.ac.uk this way, the pitch angle decreases with time and leads e tra
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sient and recurrent spiral arm features that are seen in giany 400
ulations (e.g. Sellwoad 2010, 2011, and references therEire
evolving nature of the pitch angle of winding spiral arm fea 350¢
tures can be compared to the observational work of Seigar et
(2006) which measures the pitch angle and shear rate of me 300
spiral galaxies and reveals severdfelient observed pitch an- = 2500 <"
gles for a given shear rate. = i
The paper is organised as follows. The simulations are d E 200}
scribed in Sec. 2, the analysis techniques laid out in Sead3 & — :

the results are described in Sec. 4 and 5 in which we also ¢ " 150f o
plore some of the other parameter space apart from shear r O aamemmmmmmmmmnn
The discussion is presented in Sec. 6, followed by the cencl 100 ,'/'/ __--""' |
sions in Sec. 7. 507','/”_,—'

e’ ‘ ‘ | | |
2. Simulations 0 2 4 6 8 10 12

The simulations in this paper are performed with a hiel
archical Tree N-body code GGD (Kawata & Gibson| 2003; i ) ) ) )
Kawata et al. 2013). We run a suite of simulations, each otwhiFig. 1: The circular velocity at= 0 for simulation R (very thick
consists of a spherical static dark matter halo (and a spaderidashed red), R2 (thick dashed blue), R3 (medium dashed)green
static stellar bulge component in some cases) and a liiarsteR4 (thin dashed cyan), F (thick dot-dashed green), F2 (tbin d
disc. The halo and bulge are static rather than live in orderdashed red), F3 (medium dot-dashed blue) and K (solid blue).
facilitate greater control of the experimental scenariéslive
halgbulge component will complicate the evolution of the stel
lar disc with dfects such as scattering and heating, and may ev
act as large perturbing masses that greatly disturb thafdise
mass resolution for the dark matter is too small (D’Onghial et
2012). These are unwantefiexts, and because the focus of thit
study is on the stellar disc component only, we have elected
model the external components with static potentials.

The dark matter halo density profile follows that of
Navarro et al.|(1997) with the addition of an exponentiahtru
cation term|(Rodionov & Athanassoula 2011):

0.4f
3H3 Qo - Q
0 =20 b Pc 2
= — expE=x°), 1 0.2}
Pam= 821G~ Qo ox(1+ cx)2 PEX) @)
wherep. is the characteristic density described by Navarro et ¢ 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
(1997), the concentration paramets rooo/rs, andx = r/roqp. R (kpc)

The truncation term, exp?), is introduced in our initial con-
dition generator for a live halo simulation. Although we us
a static dark matter halo in this paper, we retain the profile
equation[(l) because this term does not change the darkrm
density profile in the inner region, which is the focus of thés

per. The scale length is, andr,q is the radius inside which

the mean density of the dark matter sphere is equal t9400 apply a compacting factob, to scale from the empirical relation

ﬁig. 2: Galactic shear rat€, for all simulations. Colours are the
é%\eme as Fid.]1. Note the reduced radial range compared to Fig.

(wherepqi = 3H3/87G; the critical density for closure): of the bulge &ective radius (Shen etlal. 2003):
Mir \? M
ra00= 1.63x 1072 —”) h~tk 2 =4.16 1. 4
” () o @ Ro=416( e @
whereM,; is the virial mass of the galaxy. , Hence, the resultant scale-length is definedbybRe/1.8153.
Wle assumel, = 0.266,Q, = 0.0044 andHp = 71 km s The stellar disc is assumed to follow an exponential surface
Mpc™. density profile:

The spherical static stellar bulge component is modelled by

the Hernquist profile_(Hernguist 1990), which is describgd b
Md « V4 R
Pds = ————secht (—) exp(——). (5)

My a 1 47T2d,*R§Y* 24 Rd,*
po(r) = EFi(r T a)p 3)
The fiducial number of disc particles usedNs= 1 x 10°. Num-

whereMy, is the total bulge mass aradis the scale length. The bers of this order are reported to béfatient to minimise numer-
scale length is set to thefective radiusRe = 1.8153. We ical heatingl(Fujii et al. 2011). Although larger particlembers
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Simulation Mg(x10"°M;) Ry(kpc) M, (x10%Mg) ¢ ¢ N (x10°) e(pc) Mp(x10"™;) b
50 35 15 40

F . } 15 040 1 340 05
Fa 50 35 15 15 Q40 5 340 40 05
Fb 50 35 15 15 Q40 5 200 40 0.5
Fc 50 35 15 15 Q40 5 90 40 05
F2 25 35 15 15 020 1 270 40 05
F3 50 35 0.75 15 058 1 340 5 0.5
K 5.0 35 01 15 Q27 1 340 10 0.01
R 10 35 25 5 040 1 200 - -
R2 50 35 15 20 Q53 1 340 - -
R3 50 35 20 20 Q46 1 340 - -
R4 50 35 30 10 083 1 340 - -

Table 1: Table of simulation parameters. Column (1) sinofahame (2) disc mass (3) scale length (4) virial mass (5) NFW
concentration parameter (6) disc to halo mass ratio withmgcale lengths (7) number of particles (8) softening lbr{8) bulge
mass (10) bulge compacting factor.

3 : : : : : order to prevent a bar from forming (Ostriker & Peehles 1973)
In this way, we avoid the added complication of the bar compo-
nent and restrict the study to spiral galaxies only. Siniorest
R2, R3 and R4 are less extreme cases, which explore intermedi
ate shear rates anddirent disc to halo mass ratios. To produce
2 1 the flat (simulations F, Fa, Fb, Fc, F2 and F3) and Keplerilga-I
(simulation K) rotation curves, a bulge component is ineldd
For simulation K, this is a very compact and massive bulge. Al
though this case is unrealistic, we include it in order to baap
sise the &ect of galactic shear on spiral morphology.

The radial profile of the galactic shear raté at0, given by:

I'=1-(R/V)(dVc/dR), (6)

R (IZpC) for each simulation is shown in Figl 2. This suite of simuat
represents a range of shear rates, which is the principalblar
we want to investigate. However, there are other paramgtats

Fig. 3: Toomre stability paramete@, att = O for all simula- may &fect the pitch angle, such as the disc-halo mass rétio,

tions. Colours are the same as Hij. 1. softening lengthg, and resolution. We also explore these pa-

rameters, mainly with simulation group F.
. . i We set the initial Toomre stability paramet€, for all our
reduce numerical heating further, we note that tifect is al- gjmylations to approximately 1 over the radial range R <

ways present (i.e. it does not disappear at a particulalu®si), 10 kpc, which allows the spiral structure to gfwThe radial
and that a compromise between parameter space and resolifighendence in shown in Fig. 3.

must be made for suites of simulations such as the one pegsent
in this study.

We apply a fixed softening length, for star particles with 3. Method of Analysis
the spline softening suggested by Price & Monaghan (2007). ) .
The softening lengthis dependent on the particle mass, theréiere we present the analysis method of our two techniques for
fore the base value af = 340 pc for the particle massy, = Measuring pitch angles: mode pattern analygs and diréct sp
5x 10°M,, varies between simulations that havéiefient parti- '@ &m peak trace method. An importantfeience between

cle masses. The model parameters for the simulations are s{[S€ techniques is that the mode pattern analysis asshates t
marised in Tabl€]1, and the rotation curves are shown in Fige spiral arms are constructed by one or multiple dlensn;ewa
. mode,m, which describe patterns ofspiral arms with a con-

nt pitch angle. The direct spiral arm peak trace methed do
t assume any theory, but simply analyses the pitch angle of
dBgoverall spiral arm feature. The distinction betweeséte/o

There are three groups of rotation curves. Simulation grod
R (R, R2, R3, R4) has a rising rotation curve. Simulation Rhis

extreme case, where we set a large halo mass with a low con hods is th hile both ch ‘<o th cal |
tration parameter;, in order to extend mass to the outer regiof§€th0ds Is that while both characterise the spiral arm ag-a lo
ithmic spiral of fixed pitch angle at all radii of interest,the

of the disc. Because of such a low concentration of dark m ; | .
ter mass in the central region, the disc mass must be lowere yrect method the pitch angle and amplitude of the spiral arm

changes with time. However, in the mode analysis, changes in
! 1t should be noted that we define the softening length at witieh the spiral arm (in particular the winding) may only occucihgh
softening kernel function is truncated. Therefore, outesung length the changinguperposition of the various mode patterns present.
value is typically a factor 3 larger than the traditional definition: to
translate our softening lengths to the traditional valoesyalue should 2 Each simulation shows a rise in the rad@profile over time, owing
be divided by 3. to the heating by spiral arm structure (Fuijii etial. 2011).
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Before we describe these two analysis techniques, we defirighe Fourier transform. This is chosen to be at around a rel-
the pitch angle which we will use with both. Given the posiatively late epoch of the simulation (when the system is more
tional information R, ) of a density enhancement, we can fistable) and is centred around a peak of the most dominant mode
logarithmic spiral arms, described by: present in each case. It spakts= 256 Myr, which is a typical

life time of a spiral arm as shown in the next section.
The amplitude in each frequency as a function of radius is

6=BInR+C, (7)  then calculated via:

whereg is the azimuth coordinat® is the radial coordinate and

B andC are constants. Logarithmic spirals have pitch angdes,Am(R w) = (WN(R w)? + WN(R w)?)Y/2 (12)
s C s S N

given by (Binney & Tremainge 2008):

Because simulations generally possess several patterns fo

given mode that can overlap in radius (e.g. see Fig. 4 of
tang = O (8) |Ro3kar et al. 2012), care must be taken when computing the spi

0 ral phase of a pattern. In this technique each wave moderpatte

where the distance, is the spatial distance of the density enis characterised by a pattern speed give@fy= w/m, which is
hancement in the azimuthal direction definedias: RA9. The constant over radius. Individual patterns should be selected by
pitch angle of a logarithmic spiral is constant with radide isolating a horizontal ridge (a single pattern speed) ovedial
next step is to recover the positional informatih ) required range where the signal significantly stands out from theendis
to apply the logarithmic chi-squared fitting using equatf@ph each of the galaxies, we focus on the most dominant pattechs a
and calculate the pitch angle of the fit using equafion (8). look at the three quantitie$V{"(R, w), WJ(R, w) and A"(R, w)

on the real and imaginary axis for each radial pixel in a ridge

We then calculate the real spiral arm phase position withén t

3.1. Mode pattern analysis method domain 0 to 2 as:

By construction, a wave mode pattern has a constant pattern

speedQy. Therefore the shape of a wave mode pattern is time om =~

independent.e. the pitch angle is constant over time. In thi@p(R w) = M = 1 arctar(w), (13)
analysis, we focus on strong patterns because their bahasio m WI(R w)

most evident. In order to find patterns of significant ampliétu
we first search for dominant modes. wave modes om spi-
ral arms that exhibit large amplitudes. The amplitude ofvegi
wave modem, is calculated from the quantities:

wherefg,(R, w) is the spiral phase of the pattern at each radial
bin, which is retrieved by considering only the Fourier ffee
cients of a singlev. Because this quantity spans a domain of
2rm, the spiral phaség, (R, ), is divided bymin order to yield

the real phase position of the wave mode pattern as a function

. N of radius. This provides the azimuthal and radial valuesired
W(RY) = Z cosfm), for the calculation of the pitch angle using equatidns (1) &).
i
N
WI(R, 1) = Z sin(mg), (9) 3.2. Direct spiral arm peak trace method
i

The method we use to trace the spiral arm peak position direct
tﬁ%a particle density weighting method, in which we seleatiap

ear the spiral arm of interest at some start radius kpc), de-

Ine an azimuth range that encapsulates the width of thel spira
arm and weight by particle density to find the peak positi@e (s
Grand et al. 2012a, for more details). This is iterated over-a
AR 1) = (WM(R t)2 + WN(R, 1)2)1/2, (10) dialrange until the spiral arm peak position is drawn outesal

spiral arms are traced over a range of snapshots between 1 and
The mean amplitude in a radial range-4.0 kpc is calculated 2 Gyr of the simulation evolution. Spiral arms are only tiice
using equatior (10) for modes = 1 - 7 over the entire 2 Gyr of when they show a single density peak over azimuth for each ra-
the evolution for each simulation. This is shown in the tow rodius in the radial range chosen for fitting. The pitch angles a

of Fig. [4. In each simulation, prominent modes are identifigben calculated using equatiofi$ (7) and (8).
for analysis. We aim to extract the positional informatidn o We remind the reader that this pitch angle is derived from the
the patterns. The adopted procedure is to compute theirmpowgiral arm line that traces out the overall density enhamcgm
spectra by taking the Fourier transform of the time sequencedirectly, which varies with time. This is flerent from thdime
each component in equatidd (2) (Quillen gt al. 2011): independent pitch angle calculated from the positional informa-

tion of the wave mode patterns derived from the power spectra
T, (see Section 3.1). The latter bears the assumption of atgensi
W R w) = WI(R, t)e“th(t)dt, wave of constant pattern speed and fixed pitch angle, whereas
1 the former bears no assumptions at all.

whereg; is the azimuthal angle between the radial vector of
particle and a common reference vector. The amplitude is t
calculated as:

T
WTM(R, =f IWM(R )€ h(t)dt, 11
(R T s(ROETN (1D 4. Results of Fiducial Simulations

whereh(t) denotes the Hanning function used to reduce the alidgfst, we show the results of three fiducial simulations, RnH
ing. T; andT, denote the beginning and end of the time windoW in Table. 1, which representrising, flat and decreasination

Article number, page 4 ¢f12



Robert J.J. Grand et al.: Pitch angle - shear rate relatibhilody simulations

40
100
T

Q(km/s/kpc)
Q(km/s/kpc)

*
Q(km/s/kpc)

100
T

50

Radius (kpc)
Radius (kpc)
Radius (kpc)

1.0 20 3.0 40 5.0

1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
6 (radians)

0 (radians)

) (radians)

R (kpc)
R (kpc

- 5 6 0.20.40.60.81.0 2 234 506 789 0204060.81.0 2 4 5 607 8 9 0.2040.60.81.0

6 max mazx mazx

Fig. 4: Top row: The amplitudes calculated from equatibn|(10) and averageda radial range of 4 - 10 kpc of spiral modes- 1
(thick red), 2 (thick green), 3(thick blue), 4(thick yellpwb (thin red) 6 (thin green), 7 (thin blue) and 8 (thin yellomormalised

to the axisymmetrien = 0 mode, as a function of time for simulations R (left), F (m&)dand K (right). Vertical dashed lines
represent the time window of a Fourier transform appliedent®n 3.1.Second row Power spectra calculated from equationl (12)
of simulation R for them = 8 mode (left), F for then = 3 mode (middle) and K for them = 2 mode (right). Prominent ridges (dark
pixels) span between 4 - 10 kpc in most cagéstd row: In polar coordinates, the density map of the dominant dgmsive mode
pattern selected from rows 6ff' = 18, 30 and 24 kms kpc? for simulations R, F and K respectively. White regions iradiéc
areas of low density and black regions indicate areas ofdgisity. Contours emphasis the highest density regBottom panels:
Dominant mode pattern positions (black points) calculditech equation[(IB) in the azimuth-radius plane for the cspomnding
patterns in the row above. The red lines show the lines offiiesir each pattern. The right side of each panel shows thialrad

amplitude profile, which is used to weight the fitting.
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45 : : : : : Simulation QF (kms 'kpc™) m é(°)
40! | F 30 3 23.7
8 42 3 22.9
35; ° 1 35 4 23.8
— 40 4 225
o 300 ’ Fa 35 4 21.2
Q o5t ] 45 4 22.4
S : | 28 4 23.2
o Fb 37 4 21.5
< 15 s 1 30 4 21.6
10 45 4 22.2
Fc 42 4 24.1
5 1 35 4 22.3
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 35 5 24.0
0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 F2 40 7 24.6
r F3 25 3 26.0
35 3 25.3
Fig. 5: The mode pitch angles for the fiducial set of simulaio K ig % ﬂ?
R (re_d circles), F (green crosses) and K (blue diamonds) as a R 18 8 38.2
function of shear rate. 15 3 381
20 7 374
17 7 35.5
curves respectively. In the next section, we will show ressaf R2 ;’g g’ g?
the other simulations in Table 1 to examine the robustness of R3 37 4 32'5
the r_elation between pitch angle and the shear rate shoviamsin t 30 4 30 .8
section. 45 4 351
R4 35 3 36.2
4.1. Pitch angle of the mode patterns 25 3 32.6

The amplitude for several wave modes is shown for each of thgble 2: Table of mode pitch angles calculated for each simul
fiducial simulations R, F and K as a function of time in the toflon from the modal analysis of section 3.1. Column (1) snul
row of Fig.[4. Ay is normalised to the axisymmetric amplitudetion name (2) pattern speed (3) wave harmonic (4) mode patter
Ao, and averaged over the radial range %0 kpc, which defines pitch angle.

the region of spiral structure. The strong mode patterngsare

lated by the vertical dashed lines in the top row of [Eig. 4,chhi

define the time window for the Fourier transform. The time-win

dow used isAT = 256 Myr. Because the top row of Fig.l 4trum in the second row of Fig. 4 using equations (12) (13)
shows that wave mode patterns appear to grow and fade on tbispectively. Grey scale images highlight positive (b)aakd
time scale, this time window length enables the isolatiomef negative (white) normalised density, and contours empghake
dividual wave mode patterns. Although this results in ledit high density regions. The plots show coherent spiral sirect
frequency resolution, the positional information will bera re-  with well defined pitch angles where the density contrasigib.h
liable than that calculated from longer time windows, whicdy . I .
convolve multiple patterns in the Fourier analysis. Howewe The bottom row of Figl 4 shows the logarithmic chi-squared

have confirmed that the use of longer time windows has a nedjing of the most dominant patterns in each simulation. The
gible effect on the pitch angle values. ight side of each panel shows the normalised pattern amalglit

For each of our fiducial simulations, the power spectruﬁ‘F a function of radius, which reflects the relative strerujth

of the dominant mode highlighted in the top row of Fig. 4 i§1attern ata given radius. The logarithmic fitting is weighty
calculated from the square of the amplitude given in egnati e amplitude shown in the right panel, and is representetidy

(I2), and shown as a function of radius and the pattern sper 1Iine (left panel). The fits are satisfactory for the radiages
QM = w/m, in the second row of FiglJ4. A wave mode pat\—N ere the patterns are strong, and produce reliable pitglesn

tern is eligible to be analysed if its maximum powBfL, is The fitting of all other selected patterns for these simaiztiare

greater than 50% of the maximum power of the strongest pé%rr%/vzg]éli?ght%r:g?::aigogr\?eInni;hﬁalk))?)ettgm row of F@. 4. The

tern, Pl srongest (1€ Pax > 0.5Py sronges): @ll Other patterns
are considered subsidiary. There are typically severédpatin Fig. [3 shows the pitch angle dependence with shear rate
each simulation that fulfil this criterion. (equatiorB). All the pitch angle values clearly show a depen
To demonstrate the fitting process, we focus on the maknce on shear rate. Simulations with higher shear rate show
dominant patterns in each of the simulations R, F and K. Thealler pitch angles. This is in accordance with the qualéa
density maps of these dominant wave mode patterns in re@ahd expected of the pitch angle-shear relation from stéal
space polar coordinates are shown in the third row of Fig. udies (e.g. Lin & Shu 1964; Julian & Toorrre 1966). It is in-
This is calculated from a sinusoidal wave of the form:= teresting to note that modes offidirentm and diferent pattern
AT(R)[cosm(d — 8p(R))) + sin(m(d — 6,(R)))]. The amplitudes speeds in the same simulation (eny= 3 and 4 in simulation F)
and phases of each radial bin are calculated from the power spshow similar pitch angles.
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t= 1.152(Gyr) t= 1.160(Gyr) t= 1.168(Gyr)

R (kpc)
R (kpc)
R (kpc)

R (kpc)
R (kpc)
R (kpc)

Fig. 6: Snapshots of the disc density in polar coordinatesidily contours are overlaid in white. The traced spiral position is
highlighted with a black line. The double peak structur®at 5.5 and~ 9 kpc at snapshots= 1.152 andt = 1.2 Gyr prevents an
unambiguous fitting to a single peak, and this defines thetémge in which the spiral arm can be traced.

4.2. Direct pitch angles of overall spiral arm features

Ul
e

As described in Section 3.2, we trace the evolution of theailve
spiral arm feature directly by use of the particle densitygire

ing method. Fig[16 demonstrates an example of the applitat
of the arm tracing criteria to one of the spiral arms in simuli

I
o
*
»

tion K. Because it is possible to reliably trace spiral arnfgolv
show only single peak structure for the radial range comsitle
for fitting, we reject those snapshots that show the spinal a
with indistinct or double peak structure, which typicallgonirs

w
=

N
=]

¢ (degrees)

*

*
during spiral arm formationt(= 1.152 Gyr in Fig.[6) and after % ‘;
the arm shows bifurcation or breaking=( 1.2 Gyr in Fig.[6). *

=
S

The results for several spiral arms in each fiducial simul
tion are shown in Fig[]7. It is clear that every spiral arm Ipitc 1.0 12
angle decreases with time, which is consistent with windin ' '
co-rotating spiral arms which have been reported in Wadh et
(2011)/Grand et all (201%24a,b) 013). Nate th
this winding is also seen in the previous formalism with modeig. 7: Pitch angle evolution of the overall spiral arm feattor
analysis, but only through a superposition of th#éedient mode simulations R (red circles), F (green triangles) and K (lulise
patterns: the individual mode patterns of course are defisedmonds). In all cases the pitch angle decreases with timeghwhi
being formed of fixed pattern speed™, at all radii of interest. indicates the winding nature of the overall density peake Th
The mean of the mode pattern pitch angles calculated in the grorizontal lines represent the mean mode pattern pitcheangl
vious section is highlighted by the horizontal lines in g The determined from the patterns in FIg. 4 and shown in Table 2 for
direct pitch angle values follow the same trend with shetaraa simulations R (dot-dashed red), F (dashed green) and Kd(soli
the mode pattern pitch angles presented in Section 4.1jrbut sblue). Note that the range of directly measured spiral atehpi
ulations of diterent shear rate can overlap in direct pitch anglngles clearly map out separate domains about the moderpatte
owing to the spread in pitch angle values produced by the wirgitch angles of their respective galaxies.
ing mechanism of the spiral arm features. A snapshot of a time
when direct and mode pattern pitch angles are approximiiely

1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
Time (Gyr)
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t= 1.392(Gyr) t= 1.392(Gyr) t= 1.488(Gyr)

10

-10

Fig. 8: Face on view of each simulation (from left to rightmsilations R, F and K) when the directly measured spiral atchpi
angle coincides with the calculated mode pattern pitchenighe spirals become increasingly tight going from leftight.

results, we explore thefect of other parameters on pitch angle

in the next section.
50r ¢
8
40 ' 5. Parameter Survey
o g R Up to this point, we have presented results only from the fidu-
O 30 e . cial simulations R, F and K, which clearly show the relatitips
o H N between pitch angle and shear rate owing to their veffieidint
8 2 . rates of shear. We now explore th@eets on the pitch angle of
; 20f s ; the other parameters that vary between them.
10r 5.1. Resolution and Softening length
We investigate the numerical robustness of the simulatipns
06 08 10 13 14 examining the ffect of the number of particles and the choice of

T softening length. We start with simulations Fa, Fb and Fda¢ctvh
use N=5 x 10° particles with diferent softening lengths (see Ta-
ble 1) together with the fiducial F. They are identical in gver
Fig. 9: All directly calculated spiral arm feature pitch s other parameter to the fiducial F simulation. The top row of Fi
plotted as a function of galactic shear for simulations R @ie- [10 shows their wave mode amplitudes and dominant mode pat-
cles), F (green triangles) and K (blue diamonds). tern phase positions. There are somgedénces between the
higher resolution simulations, Fa, Fb and Fc. For exampke, t
m = 5 mode shows significant amplitude in Fc.
Because the softening length relates to the particle mass as

same is shown in Fid.] 8 for simulation R, F and K. This shows « mé/s, a direct comparison to explore thfect of resolu-

the pitch angle - shear trend cledly tion is between simulation F and Fb. The spiral structurevgro
The winding nature of the spiral arms means that each spiséightly more slowly in simulation Fb (as well as the othegther

arm can exhibit several pitch angles over the spiral arrtidife. resolution simulations) than in simulation F, but modeme$ 3

Fig. [@ shows these pitch angles plotted against galactiarshend 4 remain strong in all of these simulations. THEedence in

which clearly shows that the pitch angle decreases for @serelevel of spiral structure growth for theftiérent particle number

ing shear rate. The range of pitch angles becomes smaller viét as expected (Fujii et al. 2011).

increasing shear rate as well. This trend and scatter shokigi The chi-squared fitting of the most dominant patterns in each

are both consistent with the pitch angle-shear rate @oel simulation is shown in the bottom row of Fi§. 110. The mode

and scatter seen in real observations (e.g. Fig. cigdr epattern pitch angles for all three higher resolution sirtiates

2006). This may indicate that observers are seeing spira at are given in Table 2, and are all very similar to the fiducial F

varying stages of their evolution, and therefore detechgeaf mode pattern pitch angles.

pitch angles at a given rate of shear. To test the validithesé Fig.[11 shows the pitch angles of several spiral arms that we

analysed using the direct trace of the spiral arm featurgairi

3 Spiral arms of small pitch angle are noticed in a disc modéhwai the arms are winding with time, and the range of pitch angles

massive bulge in Martig et al. (2012), who use an adaptivehnmefine-  are consistent with simulation F in Figl 7. In Figl 11, at ardu

ment code, RAMSES (Teysdier 2002). t = 1.6 Gyr, simulation Fa shows a spiral arm that forms with
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Fig. 10: Top row: Amplitudes of then= 1 — 7 wave mode numbers (colours as in top row of Eig. 4). Bottow fhase positions
of the strong mode patterns identified in top row. From lefight: simulations Farti = 4), Fb (n = 4) and Fc (h = 4) respectively.

an initial pitch angle ofp = 41 degrees, and is quickly wound.
Although this initial pitch angle is high compared to thattloé
other arms, the later pitch angle measurements for thislsp
arm overlap the range of pitch angles of all the other arms
simulations F, Fa, Fb and Fc. 40! -
The general agreement between the mode pattern pitch
gles and the range of direct pitch angles over the simulation
Fa, Fb and Fc indicates that the fiducial resolutiohc$ 1 mil-
lion particles is sfficient to capture robust pitch angles. More
over, the variation of the softening length in the assumedea
does not appear to be a significant factor either, owing toding
similar mode pattern pitch angles given in Table 2 and diyeci
measured pitch angles shown in Hig] 11. 10;

5.2. Disc-Halo mass ratio 1.0 1‘_2 1‘. Z 1‘.6 1‘_ 8 3.0

Another variable in our simulations is the disc mass to hadgsn Time (Gyr)

ratio. To see whether or not this parametfeets the pitch an-

gle, we perform the same analysis on simulations F2 and B3y 11: As for Fig.[¥ but for simulations Fa (blue squares), F
wh|ch d|_splay shear rates Wlthm 2% of the fldu_0|al smula; (red circles) and Fc (green triangles).

tion F, with lower and higher disc-halo mass ratios respelbti

(see Table 1). This ratid, is calculated as the ratio of the disc

mass to the external mass within two radial scale lengths (as

performed in_D’Onghia et &al. 2012). The amplitudes and den-

sity mode pattern phase positions are shown in Fig. 12. Timass ratio does noffact the pitch angle of the spiral features,
mode pattern pitch angles calculated from the fitting in the b but instead the number of spiral arms,For example, in Fid._12
tom rows in Fig.[IP is presented in Table 2. The pitch anglkee higher disc-mass ratio simulation, F3, displays moreguo
values of F2 and F3 are similar to that of F. The directly mea lower wave mode numbersn( = 2, 3) whereas the lowest
sured pitch angles from the spiral arm feature shown in[E®. tlisc-halo mass ratio simulation, F2, shows the= 7 mode
also show little diference between the simulations, with peto be most prominent. This is consistent with previous stud-
haps the exception of the F3 spiral arm beginning 1 Gyr ies (Julian & Toomie 1966; Toomire 1981; Efstathiou €t al.Zt98
aty ~ 40°. Overall, these results indicate that the disc to hafarlberg & Freedman 1985; D’Onghia etlal. 2012).
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Fig. 12: As in Fig[1D, but for simulations (= 3), F2 (n = 7) and F3 (h = 3).

We also performed simulations of intermediate shear re
values between simulations R and F with a slight alteration
disc-halo mass ratio. These simulations, labelled R2, RIFRh 50;
(in order from higher to lower shear), have no bulge. Figl 1
shows the direct pitch angle of several spiral arms in thizse s 40
ulations. While they are similar to each other, the rangetehp
angles covers a slightly higher range than that of simutafio
but slightly lower than that of simulation R. This agreeshihie
intermediate shear values shown in Fig. 2. Table 2 shows
measured pitch angle of the wave modes, which also indica
the intermediate mode pattern pitch angles between sironsat
R and F.

To examine the trends together, we plot the mode patte 10
pitch angles of simulations F, F2, F3, K, R, R2, R3 and R4 i
a function of shear rate in Fid._115. This figure shows a cle
correlation between pitch angle and shear rate, which isitia 1.0 12 14 16 18 3.0
finding of this paper. Time (Gyr)

The lack of dfect of disc-halo mass ratio on pitch angle ir
combination with the dference in pitch angle between simula-
tions F and R, which both have the same mass ratio, are cbig. 13: As for Fig[Y but for simulations F (green triangle=}
vincing evidence that the shear rate is the dominant driver (§lue squares) and F3 (red circles).
pitch angle in N-body simulations of spiral galaxies.

6. Discussion . . . o
eter, Q, owing to the fact that it cannot be directly specified

We have shown that in N-body simulations, the measured pitahd it evolves over time_(Fujii et al. 2011). Although we abul
angles (measured both through the wave mode patterns anchdi-test this parameter directly, we note that @earameter
rectly tracing the spiral arm features) correlates witheshiate. is reported from analytical studies (e.g. Julian & Toamré€L9
The range of direct pitch angles produced is in agreemeht withanassoula 1934; Fuchs 2001) to have negligifitceon the
observation. We explored other simulation parametersshad pitch angle of swing-amplified patches. Also, the densityava
that the pitch angle is not significantlyfacted by the disc-halo theory of Lin & Shu (1964) does not show an explicit correla-
mass ratio, resolution or softening length. One other parantion between the pitch angle and t@garameter. Therefore, we
ter whose ffect we could not explore is the stability paramexpect the major driver of the pitch angle value of spiral arm
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pitch angle and fixed pattern speed. Lin & Shu (1964) demon-
strate that the pitch angle of such waves is lower for higleer c

tral mass concentrations, i.e. a higher shear rate. Howaze
must be more than one wave mode to manifest the winding of the
spiral arm, which must then be interpreted in terms of a quper
sition of multiple mode patterns, which changes with time (e
Comparetta & Quillen 2012). In this interpretation, the wav
mode patterns in the inner disc region must have a fastegrpatt
speed than that in the outer region, and must overlap at some
intermediate radii. Therefore, the pitch angle beginsdatgan

that measured for the wave mode, and then approaches the mode
pitch angle while the density grows (constructive interfg).

The waves then pass and move away from one another, which
decreases the pitch angle further. This leads to a strettiiein
azimuthal direction of the overall spiral arm density.

If multiple wave modes are the driving mechanism of spi-
ral arms, the N-body simulations suggest that there are many
patterns of various multiplicityn, that are short-lived (as seen
from the transient nature of the mode amplitudes in the tap ro

Fig. 14: As for Fig ¥ but for simulations R2 (blue squares), Rof Fig. [4 for example) and recurrent. However, it is worth-not

(green triangles) and R4 (red circles).

45
40}
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S 30
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Q 25t
D 20t
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10r
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r

0.6 0.8

ing that such waves are some distance from the large scatg, lo
timescale structures that classic spiral density wavertheas
developed to produce. The formation and evolution of sucrewa
modes should be non-linear and complicated (D’Onghialet al.
2012; Baba et al. 201 3), which deserves further study, abé-is
yond the scope of this paper.

7. Conclusions

For the first time, to our knowledge, we have analysed thépitc
angle of the spiral arm features directly and the pitch aofike
wave mode pattern in N-body simulations of disc galaxie$ wit
different galactic shear rate. The former pitch angle is derived
from tracing the physical movement of the actual surface den
sity of the spiral arms, and the latter is calculated fromriesu
analysis that aims to isolate density wave mode patternstine
system that may contribute to the overall movement of theakpi
arms. We presented and compared the results of both tedsiqu
and come to the following conclusions.

1. We find that the pitch angle measured both through the wave
mode analysis and direct analysis is correlated with thee rat

Fig. 15: The mode pitch angles as a function of shear for simu- of galactic shear: the pitch angle is smaller for higher gala

lations, R (red circles), R2, R3, R4 (magenta plusses), F-52
(green crosses) and K (blue diamonds).

tic shear rate and vice versa. This is consistent qualita-
tively with the analytical predictions based on density vav
theory (Lin & Shu 1964) and swing amplification theory in
Julian & Toomre [(1966), which we demonstrate in N-body
simulations for the first time.

in N-body simulations to be the shear rate. However, thigetsp 2. The direct pitch angles of the overall spiral arm density e

still needs further study.

hancement decrease with time, as the spiral arms grow from

The observed correlation between the pitch angle of the den- a relatively open arm morphology, then wind over time to be-

sity wave mode and galactic shear rate is qualitatively isens

tent with the prediction of the classic theories of both dgns

wave theory|(Lin & Shu 1964) and swing amplification theory

(Julian & Toomre 1966; Toomre 1981).
In the context of swing amplification theory, spiral struetu
grows from density perturbations as the stellar materiahgsv

come more tightly wound until they disrupt. This is consis-

tent with previous simulations that reported winding an€ co

rotating spiral arms (Wada et/al. 2011; Grand et al. 2012a,b;

Baba et al. 2013).

3. The range of the direct pitch angles resulting from thedwin
ing spiral arm features is correlated with their shear rtite:

from an open to a tightly wound structure, so as to exhibit a direct pitch angle range tends to be smaller for the system

range of inclination angles. Therefore the pitch angle nay ¢
respond to the inclination angle when each density pertioipa
is most amplified, around a specific inclination angle, whgh
correlated to shear rate (Julian & Toomre 1966).

with higher galactic shear and vice versa. The range of di-
rect pitch angles at a given shear rate is similar to the scat-
ter seen from the observed relation between the pitch angle
and the shear rate in spiral galaxies reported in Seigar et al

In the context of the Lin-Shu density wave theory, each wave (2006). This is consistent with the view that real galaxies
mode can be interpreted as a standing wave mode of constanexhibit transient and winding spiral arms.
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Our N-body simulations demonstrate the relation betweetnchev, 1., Famaey, B., Quillen, A. C., et al. 2012, A&A, 548126
the pitch angle and the galactic shear rate. Although weoeggl Navarro, J.F., Frenk, C. S., & White, S. D. M. 1997, ApJ, 48B4
several parameters, such as disc-total mass ratio andagiorul Ne!son. D., D'Onghia, E., & Hernquist, L. 2012, in Astronaai Society

uti hi f is far f leti | of the Pacific Conference Series, Vol. 453, Advances in Cdatjpmal
resolution, this area o StUdy is far from completion. Weoals Astrophysics: Methods, Tools, and Outcome, ed. R. Capxdoetta,

used a fixed dark matter _halo for simplicity, and left out ts g M. Limongi, & A. Tornambe, 369
component. In real galaxies, there are also constant mieay-m Ostriker, J. P. & Peebles, P. J. E. 1973, ApJ, 186, 467
ers and tidal interactions with satellite galaxies, whiah lvave Price, D. J. & Monaghan, J. J. 2007, MNRAS, 374, 1347

: : : uillen, A. C., Dougherty, J., Bagley, M. B., Minchev, |., &@paretta, J.
not explored. However, we suggest that this study h|g|"dngh? 2011, MNRAS, 417, 762

the relation between pitch angle and the galactic shearaate Roperts, Jr., W. W., Roberts, M. S., & Shu, F. H. 1975, ApJ, B8d
encourages further studies with more realistic and coragit Rodionov, S. A. & Athanassoula, E. 2011, A&A, 529, A98
models. If this relation is a dominant mechanism to deteemiﬁogkaf, R., Debattista, V. P., Quinn, T. R., & Wadsley, J.2MNRAS, 426,
the pl_tch angle of the .splral arms, because t_he Iate_ .typalspgeideny P_E. & Gerola, H. 1979, ApJ, 233, 56
galaxies tend to have rising rotation curves, this relailhbe-  sgigar M. s., Block, D. L., Puerari, I., Chomey, N. E., & JsnP. A. 2005,
come key to explain the correlation between the pitch angle a MNRAS, 359, 1065
the Hubble type. (Hubble 1926; Kennicutt 1981). Seigar, M. S., Bullock, J. S., Barth, A. J., & Ho, L. C. 2006,JA645, 1012
Seigar, M. S. & James, P. A. 1998a, MNRAS, 299, 672
Seigar, M. S. & James, P. A. 1998b, MNRAS, 299, 685

Sellwood, J. A. 2010, ArXiv 1006.4855
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