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Observations have revealed a significant dark matter deficit in the ultra-diffuse galaxy NGC1052-
DF2 (DF2). It is widely accepted that the formation of this unique galaxy can be attributed to
the tidal stripping of its host galaxy, NGC1052. In this study, we simulate the evolution of a
satellite system containing globular clusters (GCs) within an accreting host halo in the framework
of self-interacting dark matter (SIDM). Our simulation results suggest that the heightened tidal
stripping resulting from DM self-interactions can give rise to the transformation of a conventional
dwarf galaxy into a dark matter deficit galaxy resembling DF2. By comparing the simulation results
with identical initial conditions in both the standard cold dark matter (CDM) and SIDM models, we
find that the latter is more likely to replicate the properties of DF2. Furthermore, we demonstrate
that a DF2 analog can also be produced on an orbit with a greater pericenter distance by increasing
the strength of DM self-interactions. This suggests that the issue of extreme orbital parameters can
be mitigated by implementing the SIDM model. The distributions of the GC population derived in
our SIDM simulation are consistent with the observed characteristics of DF2. For comparison, we
also explored the potential for achieving GC distributions in the context of CDM.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter (DM) has a significant impact on the for-
mation of structures across various scales, from dwarf
galaxies to galaxy clusters [1]. Consequently, the ob-
servation of these systems offers a valuable avenue for
investigating the properties of DM. Ultra diffuse galax-
ies (UDGs) are a class of galaxies characterized by their
remarkably low luminosity [2]. Given the minimal inter-
ference from baryonic matter, these galaxies provide an
excellent opportunity for conducting such investigations.

It is generally understood that the dynamics of UDGs
is predominantly governed by DM [3]. However, a re-
markable UDG, NGC1052-DF2 (DF2), identified in [4],
appears to exhibit a significant deficiency in DM. The
inferred stellar mass of DF2 is M⋆ = 2 × 108 M⊙, while
the estimated DM mass enclosed within 7.6 kpc is also
O(108) M⊙ based on the kinetic data of globular clusters
(GCs) in the galaxy [4]. This mass ratio is two orders
of magnitude lower than the stellar-to-halo mass relation
[5–7]. Subsequent to the discovery of DF2, another dark
matter deficient galaxy (DMDG), NGC1052-DF4 (DF4)
has been identified [8]. DF4 shares similar age, size, and
mass distribution characteristics with DF2. Recent ob-
servations and distance analysis have confirmed the sta-
tus of DF2 and DF4 as DMDGs [9, 10].

The tidal effect has been proposed as a potential mech-
anism for the formation of DMDGs [11]. Since DF2 and
DF4 are satellite galaxies of the NGC1052 group, the
tidal field of the host halo could strip off DM in the out-
skirts of their halos. Conversely, the stellar components
bound in the center experience much lower mass loss, re-
sulting in a reduced DM-to-stellar mass ratio. In terms of
observation, deep dragonfly imaging suggests that DF2
exhibits some tidal features in its morphology, indicat-
ing that DF2 may have undergone tidal evolution [12].

However, simulations show that DMDGs similar to DF2
and DF4 are unlikely to form within the standard cos-
mology framework [13]. This implies that general tidal
fields may not exert a sufficiently strong influence, and
the formation of such DMDGs would require mechanisms
to enhance tidal effects significantly.

Another anomaly of DF2 is the spatial distribution of
its globular cluster (GC) population. Given that the
stellar component in DF2 has an age of approximately
8.9 Gyr [14], the GCs would likely have an effective radius
significantly smaller than that indicated by the observa-
tions, due to dynamical friction. Similarly, the tidal ef-
fect is also a possible explanation for this issue. The tidal
force acting on GCs counteracts the effect of dynamical
friction, resulting in a diffuse distribution of GCs.

A DMDG similar to DF2 can be replicated in the N-
body simulation featuring an initially cored DM halo as
shown in [15]. Ref. [16] incorporates the accretion of
the host halo into simulations, and explores the evolu-
tion of the stellar component and GC population. Both
studies examine the standard cold dark matter (CDM)
scenario, wherein DM particles are collisionless and a
density core may be formed through baryonic feedback
[17–19]. However, a cored halo generated by feedback
may be more likely to be destroyed by tidal force than to
form a DMDG, due to its diffuse stellar distribution at
the initial moment [20].

Cored halos may arise as a natural consequence of self-
interactions among DM particles. The self-interacting
dark matter (SIDM) model [21] permits the exchange of
momentum and energy within the DM halo, resulting
in the thermalization of the inner halo and the forma-
tion of a cored density profile [22–25]. In addition to ex-
plaining the flat central density of nearby dwarf galaxies,
SIDM can address various other observational discrep-
ancies with the ΛCDM paradigm, such as the diversity
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problem of rotation curves [26–28] and the too-big-to-
fail problem [24, 29, 30]. The results of simulations for
SIDM conducted in [20] suggest that SIDM is more likely
to produce the formation of DF2 and DF4. However, the
corresponding orbits of these two DMDGs may have a
low probability of occurrence based on the results of cos-
mological simulations [31, 32].

In this study, we conduct N-body simulations in the
framework of SIDM for DF2, aiming to provide a more
comprehensive analysis. Compared with [20], we con-
sider the accretion of the host halo and investigate the
evolution of the GC population in DF2. We determine
whether the tidal force exerted by an accreting host halo
can transform a typical dwarf galaxy ensconced in a
SIDM halo into a DMDG resembling DF2, and examine
the impact of DM self-interactions on the tidal evolution
of stellar and DM components. Specifically, we demon-
strate that the extreme orbital parameters required to
reproduce DF2 can be alleviated by increasing the cross-
section of DM self-interactions. We also show that the
evolution of the GC population in our SIDM simulation
is compatible with observations. Furthermore, we dis-
cuss certain initial conditions that may achieve the final
distribution of GCs in the scenario of CDM.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
provide a detailed description of the N-body simulations
conducted in our study. In Section III, we demonstrate
the results of our benchmark simulation, which yields
a DMDG exhibiting observational properties consistent
with DF2. The alleviation of extreme orbital parameters
and the realization of GC distribution in the scenario
of CDM are discussed in Section IV. Finally, we offer a
summary of our results in Section V.

II. SIMULATION

In our endeavor to replicate DF2, we simulate the evo-
lution of a typical dwarf galaxy in the tidal field of its
host halo. Considering that the indicated age of stars in
DF2 is 8.9± 1.5 Gyr [14], we adopt the initial redshift of
the simulation to be zi = 1.5, consistent with the value
used in [16]. This initial condition corresponds to a look-
back time of −9.54 Gyr, and approximately 0.6 Gyr later,
the satellite galaxy falls into the host system. In order
to reduce computational costs, we represent the accret-
ing host halo using a time-varying analytical background
potential. The N-body satellite system, comprising DM,
stars, and GCs, is simulated using actual particles. The
results of the full simulation incorporating the host halo
particles for standard CDM can be found in [33].

We perform a benchmark simulation that produces a
DMDG resembling DF2 in nearly all its observed prop-
erties with moderate DM self-interaction strength and
orbital parameters. For comparison, we also conduct
an equivalent simulation in the standard CDM scenario.
Furthermore, we utilize different cross-sections of DM
self-interaction to examine their influence on the orbit

of the satellite.

A. SIDM implementation and numerical settings

To conduct SIDM simulations, we modify the public
N-body simulation code GADGET-2 [34, 35], utilizing the
method described in [36]. The results obtained from our
modified code are in agreement with those derived from
a semi-analytical method [37] for the same halo, thereby
verifying its accuracy. The DM self-interaction consid-
ered in our simulation involves elastic scattering with an
effective constant cross-section. However, the realistic
cross-section of SIDM may depend on the relative veloc-
ity between DM particles. Specifically, in our implemen-
tation, the cross-section in a single halo is constant, but
may vary in halos of different scales which have different
average relative velocities between DM particles. Ref.
[37] shows that the cross-section of some observed dwarfs
ranges from 0.3 cm2/g to 10.2 cm2/g, thus we assume
this as a reasonable interval for our simulations. In the
benchmark simulation, we have adopted a cross-section
of σ/m = 5.0 cm2/g, and the maximum value we used for
alleviating the orbital parameters is σ/m = 13.0 cm2/g.
In our study, the initial conditions of DF2 includ-

ing DM and stellar particles are generated by the code
Spheric [38]. All these particles have a mass of 1.0 ×
104 M⊙, and the corresponding softening length is taken
to be 40 pc, consistent with the relation between reso-
lution and softening length given by [39]. This level of
resolution is considered sufficiently high, effectively mit-
igating any artificial effects on the concerned substruc-
tures [32].

B. Host system

In this study, the host system is characterized by the
DM halo with an analytical potential. We model the DM
halo of NGC1052 using a Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW)
profile [40],

ρ(r) =
ρs

r
rs
(1 + r

rs
)2
, (1)

where ρs and rs represent the scale density and radius,
respectively. An NFW profile can also be equivalently
described by its viral mass and concentration parame-
ter. The viral mass M200 is defined as the mass enclosed
within a radius r200, in which the average density is 200
times the critical density. The concentration parameter
is defined as c = r200/rs.
NGC1052 has a stellar mass of M⋆ = 1011 M⊙ [41].

According to the stellar-halo mass relation provided by
[5], the DM halo mass of NGC1052 is estimated to be
approximately M200 = 1.1× 1013 M⊙. To model the ac-
cretion process, we iteratively update the mass and con-
centration parameter at each time-step from zi = 1.5 to
zf = 0, considering the DM halo’s accretion history [42]



3

and the redshift dependent mass-concentration relation
[43]. Roughly, the (M200, c) pair of the host halo evolves
from (3.6×1012 M⊙, 4.8) at z = 1.5 to (1.1×1013 M⊙, 6.8)
at z = 0. Note that although the two canonical relations
used above are established in the context of standard
CDM, they are still applicable in the SIDM scenario, as
DM self-interactions predominantly impact the distribu-
tion of the inner halo rather than the overall halo struc-
ture.

C. Satellite system

The observed stellar mass of DF2 is estimated to be
2× 108 M⊙ [4]. Because stars are gravitationally bound
to the center of the DM halo and exhibit strong resis-
tance to tidal forces, we expect that the decrease in stel-
lar mass after tidal evolution will not exceed an order of
magnitude. Therefore, we take the initial stellar mass
to be M⋆ = 3.5 × 108 M⊙, slightly larger than the final
observed value. We set the initial DM halo mass to be
M200 = 7 × 1010 M⊙, which approximately follows the
stellar-halo mass relation provided by [7].

Assuming that the core formation occurs after the ini-
tial time of simulation, we model the initial DM halo of
the satellite system with an NFW profile. The initial
concentration parameter is taken to be 5.5 at zi = 1.5, in
accordance with the canonical mass-concentration rela-
tion in [44]. We assume the initial stellar distribution of
the satellite system follows a Hernquist profile [45] given
by,

ρ(r) =
ρh

r
rh
(1 + r

rh
)3
, (2)

where ρh = 1.6× 108 M⊙kpc
−3 and rh = 0.7 kpc. Under

this profile, the effective radius of the satellite galaxy
is Re = 1.25 kpc, which satisfies the relation between
effective radius and stellar mass in [46].

For the GC setting, according to the methodology out-
lined in [16], we determine a radius rGC to the center
of DF2 and take its value to be rGC = 1.8 kpc in our
benchmark simulation. Subsequently, we select 10 star
particles with positions closest to rGC as the initial GCs,
and adopt their velocities and positions as the initial GC
conditions. The mass of the GC particle is set to be
106 M⊙, which is consistent with the average GC mass
in DF2 [47].

D. Orbit

In the context of the discussion on orbits, DF2 is re-
garded as a point particle in the host halo. Given our
assumption of a spherical potential for the host halo, the
orbit of DF2 can be determined by its orbital energy E
and orbital angular momentum L. Specifically, we use
two dimensionless parameters. The energy parameter is

xc η rperi(kpc) vperi(kms−1) rapo(kpc) vapo(kms−1)

0.8 0.2 13.0 656 245 34.9
0.8 0.3 20.1 639 242 53.1
0.8 0.4 28.1 609 239 71.6
0.8 0.5 38.1 561 234 91.5

TABLE I. The comprehensive orbit parameters of DF2 used
in our simulations.

defined as xc ≡ rc(E)/r200(zi), and the circularity pa-
rameter is defined as η ≡ L/Lc(E). Here, rc and Lc

represent the radius and angular momentum of the cir-
cular orbit with the same energy, respectively.
The circularity parameter η, which ranges from 0 to

1, provides an indication of the orbit’s radial nature,
with smaller values indicating a more radial orbit. And a
smaller value of xc represents a more bound orbit. Cos-
mological N-body simulations show that the distribution
of xc and η exhibits a peak around 1.2 and 0.6 [31, 32],
respectively. In our benchmark simulation, we adopt
xc = 0.8 and η = 0.3. The pericenter distance of this or-
bit corresponds to 7.5 percentile of the distribution given
by [32]. We also conduct simulations with other orbital
parameters to investigate whether a corresponding self-
interacting cross-section can reproduce DF2. The orbits
used in this work are outlined in Table I.

E. Simplification of host system

The utilization of an analytical background potential
to model the host system leads to the absence of two
effects: dynamical friction and evaporation caused by
DM self-interaction. The timescale of orbit decay due
to dynamical friction is significantly longer than the age
of the universe, indicating that dynamical friction has a
small impact on the orbit of the satellite system [15, 20].
Among all the orbits used in this work, the minimum
pericenter velocity is 560 km/s. Ref. [37] performs
a fitting of the average particle relative velocities and
DM self-interaction cross-sections within some observed
galaxies. Considering this relation, the self-interactions
between host and satellite DM particles have a cross-
section of no more than 0.5 cm2/g when the satellite
system passes the pericenter. This interaction strength
is weak, thus the evaporation effect can be neglected [48].
In this investigation, we neglect the potential forma-

tion of a core in the host halo. In theory, the inclusion of
an isothermal core in the host halo would diminish the
tidal effect. To discuss the impact of the DM core, we
perform the following calculation. The host DM halo ex-
hibits an average relative velocity among DM particles of
507 km/s, corresponding to a cross-section of 0.6 cm2/g
according to the results of [37]. The characteristic ra-
dius r1, where the average scattering time per particle
within the age of halo is equal to unity, is calculated to
be 37.6 kpc. Ref. [49] provides a mass profile which can
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approximately describe the core:

M(r) = MNFW(r)tanh(
r

rc
), (3)

where rc = 0.45r1 = 16.9 kpc represents an effective core
radius. The pericenter distance in the benchmark simu-
lation is 20.1 kpc, where the ratio between the enclosed
mass in the core and the NFW case is 0.83. We perform
a simulation identical to the benchmark one, except for
assuming the presence of a 16.9 kpc core in the host halo
throughout the simulation, which is an upper limit of
core radius. The results show that key properties of the
satellite system, including the enclosed dynamical DM
and stellar mass within various radii, the effective radius
of stars, and the velocity dispersion of stars, differ from
those in the benchmark simulation by no more than 10
percent. Therefore, our approach to modeling the host
DM halo is well justified.

III. RESULTS

Using the initial conditions outlined in Section II, we
conduct a benchmark SIDM simulation, the results of
which are consistent with the observational data of DF2.
In this section, we analyze these simulation results and
compare them with simulations in the standard CDM
scenario under the same initial conditions. Given that
the infall time of DF2 can not be precisely determined, it
is reasonable to regard any simulation snapshot within a
small look-back time that satisfies all observational data
as reconstructing a DMDG akin to DF2. In the bench-
mark simulation, we identify that DF2 is replicated at
t = −1.17 Gyr.

A. Mass loss

The upper panel of Fig.1 shows the distance from the
center of the satellite system to the center of its host halo.
In this analysis, we compute the center of mass of the 500
particles with the lowest potential energy to serve as the
center of the satellite system. The gradual decrease in
apocenter distance with the orbital period is attributed
to the accretion of the host halo. Fig.1 indicates that
there are essentially no differences in the orbital evolution
of DF2 under the CDM and SIDM scenarios. This can
be attributed to the spherically symmetric nature of the
satellite system and the isotropic DM scatter in the SIDM
halo.

The middle panel of Fig.1 illustrates the temporal evo-
lution of bound DM halo mass. Within the tidal field
of the host halo, the DM component within the satellite
system undergoes continuous stripping, resulting in a de-
crease in the DM mass. To comprehend these findings,
we can classify the SIDM halo into three layers based
on radius: the inner region, middle region, and outer re-
gion. Due to the low DM density, there is almost no
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FIG. 1. The evolution of the position and mass loss of
the satellite system. The purple and green lines represent
the SIDM and CDM results, respectively. Top: The distance
from the center of the satellite system to the center of its host
halo. Middle: The temporal evolution of the DM mass bound
to the satellite system. Bottom: The detectable stellar mass
over time. The horizontal orange dash-dot line at 1.8×108 M⊙
represents the stellar mass inferred by the stellar population
synthesis model, while the orange dash line at 2.2 × 108 M⊙
represents the stellar mass inferred by the mass-to-light ratio
[4]. The error bars represent the 15 to 85 percentile range for
the values obtained by projecting the stellar component using
100 random orientations.
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Note that the benchmark simulation results are most consistent with the observed data at this moment. While the dashed lines
denote the mass profile at the initial time for comparison. The left and right panels represent the satellite halo in the SIDM
and CDM scenarios, respectively. The orange arrows represent the upper limits of the total dynamical mass enclosed within
corresponding radii.

DM self-interaction within the outer region. The high-
temperature DM particles in the middle region trans-
fer kinetic energy to those in the inner region through
self-interactions. During the initial three pericentric pas-
sages, the main component that is stripped away is within
the outer region, and due to the lack of particle scatter in
this region, the mass change is essentially indistinguish-
able from that of a CDM halo. Subsequently, as the DM
particles in the inner region experience an increase in
temperature caused by DM self-interactions, they move
outward, resulting in a more shallow radial distribution
of gravitational potential and a weakened resistance to
tidal stripping. This ultimately leads to more rapid mass
loss compared to the CDM halo in the last four periods.

The lower panel of Fig.1 depicts the evolution of de-
tectable stellar mass over time. Following the method-
ology outlined in [16], we project the 3-D spatial dis-
tribution of stellar particles along a specific direction
of the line of sight, and calculate the mass of particles
within 10 kpc of the projected center as the detectable
mass. This is regarded as the mock observational mass in
our simulations. The central region of the satellite halo,
where the stars reside, possesses a deep gravitational po-
tential. Consequently, the stars exhibit stronger resis-
tance to tidal forces, resulting in a slower rate of mass
loss compared to DM. The SIDM halo has a more pro-
nounced variation of DM gravitational potential due to
the enhanced tidal stripping, thereby resulting in a faster

loss of stellar mass compared to the CDM results.

Fig.2 shows the enclosed dynamical mass profile at
t = −1.17 Gyr when the simulation results best match
the observational data. Using GCs as tracers, Ref. [4]
reports the upper limit of total dynamical mass within
3.1 kpc to be 3.2× 108 M⊙. Considering the revision of
velocity dispersion of GCs by [50], Ref. [20] argues that
the upper limit within 7.6 kpc should be 4.7 × 108 M⊙.
The total dynamical mass profile is distributed within the
aforementioned upper limits in the SIDM scenario, while
the mass distribution in the CDM halo exceeds these lim-
its. This discrepancy arises from DM self-interactions
amplifying the tidal stripping, leading to a more sub-
stantial mass loss.

B. Evolution of stellar component

Fig. 3 illustrates the evolution of the effective radius
Re and line-of-sight velocity dispersion σstar. The effec-
tive radius Re is defined as the distance from the center
of the satellite system in which half of the detectable stel-
lar mass is enclosed, and σstar is calculated from the star
particles enclosed within Re. The values of Re obtained
from projections in various directions show little varia-
tion, indicating that the star component enclosed within
Re roughly maintains a spherically symmetric spatial dis-
tribution. This is because the central region of the galaxy
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FIG. 3. The evolution of the stellar component in the tidal
field. The purple and green lines represent the SIDM and
CDM results, respectively. Top: The effective radius Re as
a function of time. The effective radius of stars in DF2 is
inferred to be Re = 2.2 kpc under the assumption that DF2
has a distance of D = 20 Mpc [4], which is denoted by the
horizontal orange line. The lower and upper boundaries of
the light orange region indicate Re assuming the distance of
DF2 to be D = 18.9 Mpc [51] and 22.1 Mpc [10], respectively.
Bottom: The line-of-sight velocity dispersion among the stars
enclosed within the effective radius as a function of time. The
horizontal orange line and the light orange region represent
the observed velocity dispersion of the stellar component in
DF2, which is σstar = 8.5+2.3

−3.1 kms−1 [52]. The error bars rep-
resent the 15 to 85 percentile range for the values obtained
by projecting the stellar component using 100 random orien-
tations.

is less affected by tidal forces and the DM self-scattering
is isotropic. Deep images of DF2 captured by different
telescopes show that the isophotes near Re have an ellip-
ticity close to 0, verifying our inference [12, 53].

The distribution of the stellar component is primar-
ily influenced by two processes: tidal stripping and tidal
heating. During each pericenter encounter, the shrink
of Re and the increase of σstar shown in Fig. 3 are both
manifestations of tidal heating. Subsequently, the stars
expand and cool to a lower temperature owing to the neg-
ative heat capacity of a gravitational system. Revirializa-
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FIG. 4. The evolution of the dynamical mass enclosed within
R = 2.7 kpc. The purple and green lines represent the SIDM
and CDM results, respectively. Top: The total dynamical
mass enclosed within R = 2.7 kpc. The orange line and light
orange region represent the total dynamical mass inferred
from observation, which is (1.3± 0.8)× 108 M⊙ [52]. Middle:
The dynamical mass of stars enclosed within R = 2.7 kpc.
The orange line and light orange region represent the inferred
dynamical mass of stars, which is (1.0 ± 0.2) × 108 M⊙ [52].
Bottom: The dynamical mass ratio of DM to stars enclosed
within R = 2.7 kpc. The light orange region represents the
interval of the ratio deduced from the total and stellar mass
mentioned above, ranging from 0 to 1.625.
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the SIDM and CDM results, respectively. Top: The projected
half-number radius of GCs within R = 10 kpc as a function of
time. The horizontal orange line represents Re,gc = 3.1 kpc,
as inferred from observations assuming the distance of DF2
to be D = 20 Mpc [4]. The lower and upper boundaries of
the light orange region indicate Re,gc assuming the distance
of DF2 to be D = 18.9 Mpc [51] and 22.1 Mpc [10], respec-
tively. Middle: The line-of-sight velocity dispersion among
the GCs within R = 10 kpc. The horizontal orange line and
the light orange region represent the observed velocity dis-
persion of GCs, which is σGC = 7.8+5.2

−2.2 kms−1 [50]. Bottom:
The number of GCs enclosed within R = 10 kpc. The error
bars represent the 15 to 85 percentile range for the values ob-
tained by projecting the stellar component using 100 random
orientations.

tion caused by tidal stripping also results in the cooling
and expansion of the stellar component. Overall, tidal
effects lead to a more diffuse distribution and lower tem-
perature of stars. Note that the overall decreasing trend
of Re in the CDM simulation is caused by the pronounced
mass loss of stars, and the star distribution still becomes
more diffuse during the evolution. Since the tidal strip-
ping is enhanced by DM self-interaction, the SIDM halo
exhibits a greater Re and lower σstar, which are more
consistent with the observation. The distribution of stel-
lar components once again indicates that SIDM is more
likely to form a DMDG similar to DF2.

C. Formation of DM deficiency

The top and middle panels of Fig. 4 illustrate the total
and stellar dynamical mass enclosed within 2.7 kpc from
the center of the satellite system, and the bottom panel
shows the ratio of DM to star mass. The 2.7 kpc is the
inferred 3D effective radius of DF2 [52]. From the middle
panel of Fig. 4, we observe that the stellar mass enclosed
within 2.7 kpc eventually approaches half of the observed
total stellar mass in the case of SIDM, once again demon-
strating a good consistency between our simulation re-
sults and observational data. The reduction of enclosed
dynamical mass is the result of the increasing dispersion
of both DM and stellar distribution. The characteristic
in which the total and stellar mass first increases and
then decreases during each pericenter passage, is a mani-
festation of the combined effect of tidal heating and tidal
stripping.
Because the tidal field primarily strips DM from the

outer region, the revirialization makes more DM parti-
cles in the inner region move outward, leading to more
rapid mass loss than the stellar component even in the
central region. Hence tidal stripping is able to reduce
the DM-to-star mass ratio. However, the tidal stripping
in a CDM halo is not strong enough to generate a simi-
lar DM-to-star mass ratio as DF2. In the case of SIDM,
the DM particles in the inner region spontaneously dif-
fuse outward due to heating by the ones in the middle
region. As a consequence, the SIDM halo exhibits a no-
tably greater mass loss and decrease in DM-to-star mass
ratio compared to the CDM halo in the central region.
In the final stage of evolution, although scatter between
DM particles rarely occurs due to the low density in the
SIDM halo, the shallower potential well attributed to re-
inforced tidal stripping still leads to a more pronounced
DM mass loss. Overall, in the SIDM scenario, the DM-
to-star mass ratio decreases more rapidly and is more
consistent with the inferred ratio interval.

D. GCs

Fig. 5 shows the temporal evolution of the GC popula-
tion. The properties are all calculated using GC particles
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circularity η. Lines of different colors represent simulations with different combinations of σ/m and η, as indicated by the
legend in the figure. The green line with σ/m = 5.0 cm2/g and η = 0.3 represents the benchmark simulation results analyzed
in Section III. Note that the effective radius in all three simulations exhibits a similar peak value.

enclosed within 10 kpc from the center of the satellite
system, because these GCs are a reasonable proxy for
the bound GCs [16]. Similar to stars, GCs also expe-
rience tidal heating and tidal stripping, which can lead
to a dispersion in their spatial distribution and a de-
crease in temperature. In addition, GCs are subject to
dynamical friction, which makes them sink towards the
center of the satellite system. Because dynamical friction
also leads to a reduction of the temperature, there is an
overall decreasing trend in the velocity dispersion of GCs
throughout the evolution. However, in terms of spatial
distribution, the influence of tidal effects and dynami-
cal friction are opposite. Due to varying initial velocity
directions, certain GCs move toward the center, while
others move outward. The inner GCs are subjected to
weaker tidal forces and tend to continue sinking inward
under the influence of dynamical friction, while the outer
ones experience stronger tidal forces and tend to continue

expanding outward. The spatial distribution of GCs is
the combined result of the competition between tidal ef-
fects and dynamical friction.

In the case of SIDM, the influence of tidal effects is en-
hanced. Consequently, under identical initial conditions,
the spatial distribution of GCs in the SIDM halo is more
diffuse than the one in the CDM halo. Similarly, more
GCs are stripped away in the scenario of SIDM. When
the simulation reproduces DF2 best (t = −1.17 Gyr),
there are 6 ∼ 7 GCs in the SIDM halo. At a fixed time
point, the number of GCs within a radius is assumed
to be directly proportional to the initial number of GCs.
For the purpose of maintaining 10 GCs at t = −1.17 Gyr,
the initial number of GCs should be 14 ∼ 17. Note the
relation between the number of GCs and halo virial mass
[54] suggests the satellite system includes 14 GCs ini-
tially, with which our prediction is a comparable value.
Therefore, our SIDM simulation is capable of generating
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a GC distribution similar to the one in DF2.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

A. Mitigation of extreme orbital parameters

In addition to the benchmark simulation, we conduct
simulations with varying orbital parameters, while keep-
ing the energy parameters constant and modifying the
circularity parameters. Specific orbital parameters are
adjusted as detailed in Table I. As the circularity in-
creases, the distance of the apocenter remains relatively
constant, while the pericenter progressively moves fur-
ther to the center of the host system. Consequently, the
tidal stripping of an orbit is weakened with an increase
of circularity. In order to achieve results similar to the
benchmark simulation, we adjust the DM self-interaction
strength to offset this influence. Finally, we find three ad-
ditional simulations which satisfy all observational data
related to the distribution of DM and stars. The evolu-
tion of the effective radius of these simulations is shown
in Fig. 6 as an example. Notably, the effective radius in
all three simulations exhibits a similar peak value during
each pericenter encounter.

In these simulations, the values of the cross-section
σ/m fall within a reasonable range, as discussed in Sec-
tion IIA, except for the simulation involving an orbit
with η = 0.5, where the value slightly exceeds the upper
limit. If the self-interaction is strong and the evolution
time is sufficiently long, the temperature of the inner
region of the DM halo becomes higher than the outer re-
gion, leading to an inward movement of the outer region
particles. This phenomenon, known as core-collapse [55],
can impair tidal stripping. Assuming a cross-section of
10 cm2/g and the absence of a host system, the onset
timescale for the core collapse in the satellite halo is es-
timated to be approximately 16 Gyr [55, 56]. However,
tidal effects may halt or delay core collapse [57, 58]. We
examine the velocity dispersion profiles of the satellite
halo and confirm that the core collapse does not occur in
all our simulations. Thus, the strengthening of DM self-
interaction simply results in more particles from the inner
region moving outward, leading to enhanced tidal strip-
ping and effectively offsetting the impact of increasing
orbital circularity. The distribution of circularity η and
the ratio of pericenter distance to the viral radius have a
peak around 0.6 and 0.37, respectively [31, 32]. The peri-
center distance of the η = 0.5 orbit corresponds to the
20 percentile of the distribution. Therefore, by adjusting
the magnitude of the self-interaction cross-section, the
issue of selecting extreme orbits can be systematically
mitigated in the SIDM scenario.

As shown in Fig. 6, the orbital period lengthens with
increasing orbital circularity. Nonetheless, in all of our
simulations, DF2 experiences at least six pericenter en-
counters. Increasing the orbital parameter xc to 1.0 or
further increasing circularity would result in only five
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FIG. 7. The temporal evolution of GCs enclosed within
10 kpc in two CDM simulations with different rGC, repre-
sented by distinct colors. This figure has the same setup as
Fig. 5. Top: The projected half-number radius of GCs within
10 kpc. The light orange region represents the interval of Re,gc

inferred from observation, as discussed in detail in Fig.5. Bot-
tom: The number of GCs within 10 kpc. In the simulation
with a larger rGC, more GCs are stripped away as the tidal
evolution progresses. The error bars represent the 15 to 85
percentile range for the values obtained by projecting the GCs
using 100 random orientations.

pericenter passages within the simulation period. After
several attempts, we find that it is unlikely to generate
a DMDG similar to DF2 from the initial condition we
select, with only five pericenter passages, using a reason-
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able DM self-interaction cross-section. Therefore, given
the upper limit of the cross-section, the range of orbit se-
lection remains restricted, and the mitigating capability
of SIDM is limited.

B. GC evolution in CDM halo

The initial rGC discussed in Section IIC directly in-
fluences the distribution of GCs. A GC population with
a larger rGC experiences stronger tidal force throughout
the entire process. Therefore, despite the weaker tidal
effects in the case of CDM, we expect that a GC pop-
ulation with a larger rGC can achieve a similar spatial
distribution as the SIDM halo.

Fig. 7 shows the evolution of GCs in two CDM sim-
ulations with different rGC. The spatial distribution of
GCs in these two simulations exhibits opposite evolu-
tionary trends. In the simulation with rGC = 2.8 kpc,
GCs are more strongly influenced by tidal effects due to
their longer initial distance to the center of the satellite
system. The tidal effects have a greater impact on GCs
than the dynamical friction, resulting in an increasingly
diffuse GC population during the evolution. While, in
the simulation with rGC = 1.8 kpc, the dynamical fric-
tion is more pronounced and dominates the spatial dis-
tribution of GCs in the later stages of evolution. Hence
the half-number radius of GCs demonstrates a decreasing
trend. It can be seen that a diffuse GC population simi-
lar to that in DF2 can also be reproduced using an initial
condition with a larger rGC in the CDM scenario. How-
ever, only 4 GCs remain within 10 kpc in this simulation
when the velocity dispersion decreases to a level consis-
tent with the observational data. GCs located at larger
rGC are more easily stripped away. The lower efficiency
in reducing velocity dispersion requires a longer time to
reproduce GCs in DF2 compared to the SIDM case. All
these cause a low number of remaining GCs. To ensure

that the simulated satellite system ultimately contains 10
GCs, the initial number of GCs should be 25, far exceed-
ing the value derived from the empirical relation between
the number of GCs and halo virial mass [54]. Therefore,
although GCs in DF2 can also be replicated in the CDM
case, extreme initial conditions are required.

V. CONCLUSION

Utilizing controlled N-body simulations, we have veri-
fied that tidal evolution within an accreting host halo can
transform a typical dwarf galaxy into a DMDG similar to
DF2 in the SIDM scenario. Our benchmark simulation
has successfully replicated some crucial features of DF2,
including its mass profile, the dispersion of stars, and the
distribution of GCs. We also performed an equivalent
simulation in the standard CDM scenario for compari-
son. The results indicate that the tidal stripping within
a typical CDM halo is insufficient to reproduce the for-
mation of DF2, suggesting that DF2 favors an expla-
nation in terms of SIDM. Likewise, the distribution of
GCs is more likely to be realized in the case of SIDM.
Furthermore, we performed three additional simulations
with varying combinations of DM self-interaction cross-
section and orbital parameters, all of which generate a
DMDG resembling DF2. The enhanced tidal stripping
due to DM self-interaction enables us to select an orbit
with a higher pericenter distance.
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