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Understanding the survival of gas within subhalos under various astrophysical processes is crucial
for elucidating cosmic structure formation and evolution. We study the resilience of gas in subhalos,
focusing on the impact of tidal and ram pressure stripping through hydrodynamic simulations.
Our results uncover significant gas stripping primarily driven by ram pressure effects, which also
profoundly influence the gas distribution within these subhalos. Notably, despite their vulnerability
to ram pressure effects, the low-mass subhalos can play a pivotal role in influencing the observable
characteristics of cosmic structures due to their large abundance.

Specifically, we explore the application of our findings to the 21 cm forest, showing how the sur-
vival dynamics of gas in subhalos can modulate the 21 cm optical depth, a key probe for detecting
minihalos in the pre-reionization era. Our previous study demonstrated that the 21-cm optical depth
can be enhanced by the subhalos, but the effects of tidal and ram pressure stripping on the subhalo
abundance have not been fully considered. In this work, we further investigate the contribution of
subhalos to the 21 cm optical depth with hydrodynamics simulations, particularly highlighting the
trajectories and fates of subhalos within mass ranges of 104−6M⊙h

−1 in a host halo of 107M⊙h
−1.

Despite their susceptibility to ram pressure stripping, the contribution of abundant low-mass subha-
los to the 21-cm optical depth is more significant than that of their massive counterparts primarily
due to their greater abundance. We find that the 21-cm optical depth can be increased by a factor
of approximately two due to the abundant low-mass subhalos. However, this enhancement is about
three times lower than previously estimated in our earlier study, a discrepancy attributed to the
effects of ram pressure stripping. Our work provides critical insights into the gas dynamics within
subhalos in the early Universe, highlighting their resilience against environmental stripping effects,
and their impact on observable 21-cm signals.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the standard ΛCDM model, the structure formation proceeds according to the bottom-up fashion, and minihalos
whose CDMmass ranges from ∼ 104M⊙ to ∼ 107M⊙ are expected to collapse before the reionization epoch. Therefore,
discovering such small-scale objects is important to confirm the CDM cosmology. However, minihalos have not been
observed yet, even with the latest telescopes, because their mass range is too small to detect.

Since minihalos are expected to contain abundant HI gas, observing HI is one way to detect the minihalos. Un-
fortunately, the well-known HI Lyman-α forest is not available for this purpose because its cross-section is too large,
and the absorption feature is easily damped by HI gas in the intergalactic medium (IGM). An alternative absorption
signal from HI gas is the hyperfine transition, the so-called 21 cm line, whose cross-section is very small compared to
Lyman-α. Though the 21 cm emission from minihalos could be strong [1], it is difficult to spatially resolve miniha-
los [2, 3]. On the other hand, observing the 21 cm absorption feature is still a promising approach to detect minihalos.
Previous theoretical studies have shown that the 21 cm optical depth of minihalos is ∼ 0.01 − 0.1 [4, 5], hence the
Square Kilometre Array (SKA) would detect the signal if there are radio loud background sources which are brighter
than ∼ 10 mJy.

According to the bottom-up scenario, minihalos universally contain the internal dense structures so-called subhalos.
Recently, Kadota et al. (2023) [6] (hereafter K23) studied the impact of subhalos to the 21 cm optical depth. The
virial temperature Tvir is related to the halo mass as Tvir ∝ M2/3. Hence, the subhalos have lower temperatures than
the host halo. For the sake of the fact that 21 cm optical depth is roughly proportional to the inverse of the spin
temperature [7–10], which is close to the gas kinetic temperature in a halo, the subhalos likely enhance the 21 cm
optical depth. In K23, we analytically estimated the 21 cm optical depth of subhalos in a host halo and concluded
that the subhalos can boost the total 21 optical depth by a factor of 4. However, some significant effects were not
taken into account in K23. For instance, when subhalos move in a host halo, they always suffer from tidal and ram
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pressure forces. Subhalos are consequently expected to lose their gas mass during their motion, reducing their optical
depth. It is also expected that the dynamical friction effectively works in a gas-rich system, and subhalos could quickly
fall towards the center of the host halo, where the tidal and ram pressure forces strongly work. In addition to these
dynamical phenomena, there are thermal aspects to consider, including compressional heating. In K23, the halos are
assumed to be in the isothermal state at all times. But, in the realistic case, the compression would heat the subhalos
and decrease their optical depth.

In order to obtain a more accurate estimation of the subhalo contribution to the 21 cm forest signal, it is necessary
to take into account these physical effects. However, these effects are difficult to consider analytically. Therefore, in
this study, we conduct hydrodynamics simulations to evaluate the 21 cm optical depth while accounting for these
effects. To compute the 21 cm optical depth, taking into account subhalos, we take two steps. In the first step, we
perform hydrodynamic simulations in which a subhalo of various masses moves within a host halo. Using simulation
data, we evaluate the time evolution and spatial distribution of 21 cm optical depth originating from a moving subhalo.
Then, in the second step, we calculate the total 21 cm optical depth with subhalos following a subhalo mass function
by performing the subhalo mass function weighted integration of the optical depths of subhalos derived from the
simulations. Hereafter, the subscript h denotes the physical value of a host halo, and s does that of subhalos.

Throughout this study, we assume the ΛCDM model with cosmological parameters: h = 0.674, Ωm = 0.315,
Ωbh

2 = 0.02237, ΩΛ = 0.685 based on Plank 2018 result [11]. Our paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
explain the setup of our simulations and show the simulation results. In Section III, we describe how to compute and
estimate the 21 cm optical depth of the subhalos along the line of sight (LOS) inside the minihalo using our simulation
data, and present our results and compare them to those of K23. Finally, Sections IV and V are respectively devoted
to the discussion and summary.

II. HYDRODYNAMICS SIMULATIONS

As mentioned in the introduction, to evaluate the 21 cm optical depth of a minihalo, we need to know the dynamical
and thermal evolution of subhalos as they move inside the host halo. For this purpose, we conduct numerical
simulations in which dark matter (DM) and baryon dynamics are solved simultaneously. We utilize a hydrodynamics
simulation code START, [12] which employs smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) method. The halo masses we
consider in this work are less than 107M⊙ where atomic cooling hardly works. Therefore we ignore the radiative
cooling for simplicity, and the baryon is assumed to evolve adiabatically.

A. Simulation Setup

We employ the same initial condition used in K23 to directly compare results (Appendix A describes the initial
conditions concretely). A host halo and a subhalo have the same density profile except for the region outside the
virial radius. We first place a DM halo with the Navarro, Frenk & White (NFW) profile [13, 14] at z = 10 for which
the concentration parameter is taken from the fitting formula of [15]. Then, we distribute the baryon component to
obey the isothermal hydrostatic equilibrium with Tgas = Tvir. With this setup, the halo artificially expands due to the
vacuum boundary condition. Therefore, we also distribute the IGM particles surrounding the host halo to moderate
the artificial expansion of the halo. As for the IGM particles, we extrapolate the gas density profile up to 2Rvir,h

and set T = 2.18K which corresponds to the temperature of adiabatically cooled gas at z = 10. The enclosed gas
mass fraction is set to be fb = Ωb/Ωm = 0.156. In this work, the host halo mass Mh is fixed to be 107M⊙/h, and
subhalo masses ms are 106, 5 × 105, 105, 5 × 104, 3 × 104, and 104M⊙/h in each run. We set the gas-particle mass
to 10fbM⊙/h and the DM particle mass to 10(1− fb)M⊙/h so that the mass resolution is identical in all runs. The

simulations are performed for about 4 times a characteristic dynamical time scale (
√
1/Gρ̄h), which corresponds to

about 40 % of the age of the Universe.

We show an initial state of the simulation in Fig. 1. In all runs, a subhalo with ms starts to move from the position
(x, y, z) = (Rvir,h, 0, 0) (see Fig. 1). We consider four entry angles, θini of 0

◦ (circular motion), 30◦, 60◦, and 90◦

(radial motion). It is expected that the potential energy and the kinetic energy almost balance with each other when
subhalos merge with the host halo. Therefore, we fix the magnitude of the initial velocity to be the Kepler velocity
vini =

√
GMh/Rvir,h = 9.39km/s, and assume that the initial velocity is independent of the entry angle for simplicity.
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FIG. 1: An initial state of a minihalo in the equatorial (x− y) plane. The color indicates the gas temperature. The
region where the temperature is higher than ∼ 103K corresponds to the minihalo with the size of Rvir,h, and the
outer low-temperature region is the IGM region. A subhalo is initially at the position of (x, y, z) = (Rvir,h, 0, 0)

and has the initial velocity of |
√
GMvir,h/Rvir,h| with different entry angles of 0 (the magenta arrow), 30 (yellow), 60

(yellow-green), and 90 (cyan) degrees.

FIG. 2: Two-dimensional color maps showing the time evolution of the gas temperature. Snapshots every 47.2 Myr
from the initial time are shown from left to right. The top, middle, and bottom rows respectively represent results

with the parameter set of (ms, θini) = (105M⊙/h, 0◦), (105M⊙/h, 30◦), and (104M⊙/h, 0◦).
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FIG. 3: Both panels are the results of (ms, θini) = (105M⊙/h, 0◦). Left: The mass fractions of gas (red circles) and
DM (blue triangles) to the initial gas/DM mass (M0) of the subhalo as a function of time. After 90 % of the initial
mass is removed, the halo is considered a disrupted halo in this analysis. Right: The ratio of the ram pressure Pram

to the maximum gravitational restoring force per unit area fg as a function of time [16]. The 10 % of the outermost
bounded particles are used to evaluate fg for this analysis, while all bounded particles are used when the number of
the bound particles is less than 100. The squares represent the median values, and the error bars are drawn from the

maximum and minimum values.

B. Evolution of Subhalos

We first show the evolution of subhalos in Fig. 2. From left to right, each panel shows the snapshot at t ≈ 0, 47.2
Myr, 94.4 Myr and 142 Myr, respectively. In the figures, the color represents gas temperature. The top row shows the
result of the parameter set of (ms, θini) = (105M⊙/h, 0◦). In this case, the subhalo is initially heated up to 1.5Tvir by
the compressional heating. After that, the gas in the subhalo is considerably stripped off during ∼ 100Myr. The left
panel of Fig. 3 quantitatively displays the time evolution of the gas and DM mass fractions, defined as the fraction of
the bound gas and DM mass to each initial mass. For this analysis, we select particles whose total energy is negative
as ”bound” particles. By ∼ 100Myr, 20% of the DM is stripped off from the subhalo. On the other hand, the gas
mass stripping is stronger than the DM mass stripping, and only 10% of the initial gas remains. Such a difference
is caused by the forces they receive. In fact, the DM component is only affected by the tidal force, while the gas
component is affected by both the tidal force and the ram pressure. Therefore, the ram pressure effect mainly causes
the gas mass stripping. To gain a better understanding of ram pressure stripping, the right panel in Fig. 3 shows the
time evolution of the ratio between the ram pressure (Pram) and the maximum gravitational restoring force per unit
area (fg) [16] expressed as

Pram/fg =
ρgas,hv

2
orb

γGms(Rs)ρgas,s(Rs)/Rs
, (1)

where γ is a parameter depending on the density profile. We apply γ = π/2 in this study because the singular
isothermal sphere can approximate the gas density profile (appendix B). Eq. (1) indicates that fg is initially pro-

portional to m
2/3
s and less massive halos are more susceptible to the ram pressure than massive subhalos. Figure 3

shows that the ram pressure considerably overcomes the gravitational restoring force per area at the initial phase,
resulting in significant gas mass loss. Since the subhalo density approximately follows the singular isothermal profile,
the gravitational restoring force is stronger at the inner part of the subhalo as fg ∝ ρ2R2

s ∝ R−2
s . Therefore, as the

outer side is stripped by ram pressure stripping, fg eventually approaches Pram, mitigating mass loss in later stages.
This is the common trend in all simulation runs.

The middle row of Fig. 2 shows the evolution of (ms, θini) = (105M⊙/h, 30◦). Since the subhalo passes through the
inner high-density region, the ram pressure strongly works and the gas stripping is more prominent than the case of
(ms, θini) = (105M⊙/h, 0◦) (the top row). Finally, the bottom row of Fig. 2 represents the case of a lower subhalo
mass of ms = 104M⊙/h. In this case, ram pressure significantly affects the subhalo, leading to a drastic stripping of
gas due to a weak gravitational restoring force.

The left panel of Fig. 4 summarizes the evolution of the baryon mass fractions for various subhalo masses with
θini = 30◦. As discussed above, the balance between the ram pressure and the gravitational restoring force determines
the final mass fraction. As stated above, the less massive subhalos have less gravitational restoring force per area and
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FIG. 4: Left: The time evolution of the gas mass fractions of subhalos with ms = 104M⊙/h (crosses, blue),
5× 104M⊙/h (squares, cyan), 105M⊙/h (circles, green), 5× 105M⊙/h (diamonds, orange), and 106M⊙/h (stars,
red). The initial entry angle is 30◦ for all cases. Right: The time evolution of the subhalo’s orbital radius rorb (the

solid lines) and the ram pressure (the dashed lines). The orbital radius and the ram pressure are respectively
normalized by the host halo virial radius and by the characteristic value of Pchara = ρ̄halo,b vcir(Rvir,h)

2, where
ρ̄halo,b is the averaged baryon density of a virialized halo collapsed at z = 10 and vcir(Rvir,h) is the circular velocity

at the virial radius.

more susceptible to the ram pressure for a given ram pressure. Therefore, the final mass fraction tends to be smaller
for the less massive subhalos. However, at a later phase of t ≳ 75Myr, the mass dependence seems to be relatively
weak. The evolution of the orbital radii and the resultant ram pressure of subhalos is shown in the right panel of Fig.
4 to understand the reason why the mass dependence becomes weak. Compared to less massive subhalos, massive
subhalos’ orbital radii tend to be small at t ≳ 75Myr due to the dynamical friction. Consequently, the ram pressure
strongly works for massive subhalos.

In conclusion, we find that the gas temperature of subhalos is initially increased by a factor of about 1.5 due to
the compressional heating, and then a large amount of the gas is stripped by the ram pressure. The effect of the ram
pressure is noticeable for less massive subhalos that are destroyed by ∼ 100Myr. Both the heating and the disruption
would lead to a reduction in the 21 cm optical depth. Consequently, the contribution, especially by smaller subhalos,
declines compared to K23. We should note that, even after most of the gas is stripped from a subhalo, the stripped
gas still keeps a lower gas temperature than the host halo gas, as shown in Fig. 2. Thus, the disrupted subhalos still
contribute to the total 21 cm optical, as we will show later.

III. CALCULATING 21 CM OPTICAL DEPTH

In this section, we estimate the optical depths originating from subhalos using the hydrodynamics simulation results.
The 21 cm optical depth is calculated as

τ =
3hpc

3A10

32πkBν221

∫ lmax(αh)

−lmax(αh)

dl
nHI (Rh)

Ts (Rh)
√
πb(Rh)

, (2)

where αh, hp, c, A10, kB, and ν21 are the impact parameter, the Planck constant, the speed of light, the Einstein
coefficient, the Boltzmann constant, and the frequency corresponding to 21 cm line, respectively. l is the path along
the LOS with l =

√
Rh − αh, lmax =

√
Rvir,h − αh, and b is the velocity dispersion b2 = 2kBT (Rh)/mp. The spin

temperature Ts is computed using the collisional coupling [17–20].
Figure 5 shows the spatial distribution at different times of the optical depth of a minihalo containing only one

subhalo with (ms, θini) = (105M⊙/h, 0◦) along the LOS parallel to the y-axis in the equatorial plane. The horizontal
axis is the distance from the center. A clear peak initially appears at x/Rvir,h = 1.0, because the subhalo gas is
not stripped yet. As time passes, the peak gradually decreases due to the gas stripping and almost disappears by
t ≈ 140Myr. However, as mentioned above, the stripped gas has a lower temperature than the host halo, so the
subhalo slightly contributes to the total optical depth.
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FIG. 5: The optical depth along the LOS parallel to the y-axis in the equatorial plane (z = 0) for
(ms, θini) = (105M⊙/h, 0◦), which corresponds to the top row of Fig. 2. The thick black curve represents the optical

depth without subhalos, while the thin curves the optical depths with a subhalo at t = 0.00 Myr (solid, blue),
t = 47.2 Myr (dashed green), t = 94.4 Myr (dotted orange), t = 142 Myr (dash-dotted red). When t = 142 Myr, over

90 % of the subhalo gas mass is stripped off.

Based on Fig. 5, we then evaluate the total 21 cm optical depth of subhalos which follow a subhalo mass function
dns

dms
. Here, we use the same subhalo mass function as used in K23 [6, 21, 22], but use a different spatial distribution

of subhalos from K23 in which they assumed that the number density of subhalos obeys NFW profile or uniform
distribution inside a host halo. In our simulations, the position of a subhalo depends on the elapsed time and its entry
angle. Assuming subhalos randomly accrete onto the host halo, we take the time average over our total simulation
time for a given impact parameter αh and get the time-averaged value τ̄ . (The total time for our simulations is about

4
√
1/Gρ̄h (4 times a characteristic dynamical time scale) as mentioned in Section II-A). Eventually, the total optical

depth of subhalos for a given entry angle θini is expressed as

τωs (αh, θini) =

∫
104M⊙/h

dms
dns

dms
(ms)

∣∣∣∣
Mh=107M⊙/h

τ̄(ms, αh, θini), (3)

where αh is the impact parameter. Here, this τs relies on the direction of LOS which is represented by the subscript
ω(= x, y, z). We shall discuss this in the next paragraph. The applied subhalo mass function contains a cut-off above
which the number of subhalos exponentially decrease. The lower limit of 104M⊙/h roughly corresponds to the Jeans
mass. With respect to the mass integration, we only have the discrete dataset ranging from 104M⊙/h to 106M⊙/h.
Therefore, we interpolate and extrapolate them linearly with 60 mass bins to complete the integration using SciPy.

Figure 6 shows τωs (αh, θini) for several entry angles. The left panel of Fig. 6 represents the results with the LOS
parallel to the x-axis (cf. Fig. 1).

Since the subhalo initially exists at αh = 0 without disruption, the optical depth at αh ∼ 0 is very high for all
entry angles. When θini = 0◦, the subhalo is moving in a circular orbit, and hence the gas in the subhalo is extended
up to Rvir,h. The central panel shows the case with the LOS being along the y-axis. Obviously, the distribution of
the optical depth hardly depends on θini in this case. The high optical depth at the outer region simply comes from
the subhalos at the initial stage. The optical depth at the central region is also relatively high because all subhalos
inevitably pass through the αh ≈ 0 region. The right panel for the LOS is parallel to the z-axis. Similar to the case
of the central panel, the optical depth in the outer region is high for all entry angles owing to the subhalos at the
initial position. The subhalos with θini = 90◦ straightly fall towards the center, while those with θini = 0◦ never reach
the central region. Therefore, the optical depth in the inner region depends strongly on the entry angle.

Finally, we compare our results with the analytic estimation by K23. For this purpose, we take average of τωs over
three line-of-sights and four entry angles:

τave,s(αh) =

∑
ω

∑
θini

τωs (αh, θini)∑
ω

∑
θini

. (4)

The denominator represents the number of the ensemble of our simulation. The profile of τave,s would depend on
LOS directions taken in the ensemble, and we for simplicity take the average over LOS directions parallel to x, y,
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FIG. 6: The time-averaged optical depth of subhalos following the subhalo mass function. The shown optical depths
are averaged in a thin ring with a given impact parameter. The solid green, dashed cyan, dotted blue, and

dash-dotted red curves show the results with θini = 0◦, θini = 30◦, θini = 60◦, and θini = 90◦, respectively. The left,
central, and right panels, respectively, show the values along the x-, y-, and z-axes (cf. Fig. 1).

and z axes in our study shown in Fig. 6. (So the denominator is
∑

ω

∑
θini

= 12 in this study). We also quantify the
subhalos’ contribution by using the boost factor, defined as the subhalo optical depth ratio to the host halo optical
depth, B ≡ τave.s/τh as is in K23. Figure 7 shows the optical depth of subhalos (left) and the boost factor (right). In
each panel, the thick (blue) curve is our simulation result, and the thin (black) ones are results from K23 1.

With respect to the outer region of αh/Rvir,h ≳ 0.9, our result shows higher optical depth than the K23 ”fiducial.”
This is caused by the difference in the spatial distribution of subhalos. The NFW profile assumed in the K23 ”fiducial”
model causes the number density of subhalos at this region to be smaller than our simulations. On the other hand,
the distribution of subhalos in our simulations roughly corresponds to the uniform distribution because the optical
depth shown here is the time-averaged value. In fact, the optical depth at αh/Rvir,h ≳ 0.9 in the simulation is almost
consistent with that in the K23 ”uniform” model. In the middle region of 0.2 ≲ αh/Rvir,h < 0.9, our result is lower
than the K23 ”fiducial” model because the gas mass stripping by the ram pressure works and the subhalos contribute
to the optical depth modestly. Finally, with regard to the innermost region αh/Rvir,h < 0.2, the optical depth steeply
increases towards the center and eventually exceeds the K23 ”fiducial” model at αh ≈ 0. This behavior is essentially
caused by the same reason as shown in Fig. 6. All subhalos pass through the αh ≈ 0 region, except for cases where
LOS is parallel to the z-axis (the right panel of 6). In particular, when we chose the LOS along the x-axis (the left
panel of Fig. 6), all subhalos are initially at αh ≈ 0 without destruction. Therefore, we notice that this profile of
τave,s should be modified if we consider the ensemble average over all LOS directions.
We emphasize that the most important value here is the optical depth averaged over the apparent area which does

not depend on the choice of the LOS since the spatial distribution of τave,s in each minihalo cannot be observationally
resolved even with the SKA. The boost factor of a minihalo averaged over the apparent area is given by

Bhalo =

∫ Rvir,h

0
2παB(α)dα∫ Rvir,h

0
2παdα

. (5)

where B is defined below Eq. 4. We find that the boost factor derived from our simulations is Bhalo,sim ≈ 1.20,
whereas that in the K23 ”fiducial” model is Bhalo,K23 ≈ 3.67. Thus, we conclude that the hydrodynamic effects, such
as the ram pressure and the compressional heating , reduce the 21 cm optical depth of subhalos to down to ∼ 1/3
compared to the analytic estimate. It should be emphasized that subhalos in a minihalo whose mass is 107M⊙/h can
enhance the optical depth by a factor (1 +Bhalo) ∼ 2, even if the hydrodynamic effects are considered.
In addition, we investigate which mass scale is responsible for the optical depth. Fig. 8 shows the time-averaged

optical depth of one subhalo with various masses (left) and the corresponding boost factor (right). One can observe

1 K23 gave the conservative estimates by neglecting the contributions from subhalos which do not totally fit inside the host halo virial
radius when the subhalo centers are at the outer edge of a host halo. In our figures, for easier comparison with our study, the K23
results have been slightly modified to include the contributions from all of those subhalos whose centers are inside the host radius.
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FIG. 7: The subhalo optical depth (Left) and the boost factor B (Right) as a function of the impact parameter
normalized to the host halo virial radius at z = 10. The thick (blue) curve is our result, and the thin (black) curves
are the results from K23. As for K23 results, the solid curve represents the case where the subhalos are not affected
by the stripping and are distributed following the NFW profile of the host halo. The dashed curve represents the
case that the outer regions r > 0.77rs,s of the subhalos are assumed to be stripped completely, where rs,s is the

subhalo’s scale radius. The dotted curve represents the case that the subhalos without mass stripping are uniformly
distributed.
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FIG. 8: Left panel: the optical depths of one subhalo with ms = 104M⊙/h (blue), 3× 104M⊙/h (purple),
5× 104M⊙/h (cyan), 105M⊙/h (green), 5× 105M⊙/h (orange), and 106M⊙/h (red). Right panel: the corresponding

boost factors.

that the optical depth increases with the mass of subhalos. As stated in Section I, the optical depth of a low-mass
halo is higher than that of a massive halo, as long as the subhalo is not affected by the tidal force and ram pressure.
However, as shown in Fig. 4, low-mass subhalos are more sensitive to the ram pressure than massive ones . When the
ram pressure just starts to work, the strong gas stripping for a less massive subhalo compensates for the high optical
depth of the subhalo. As a result, the optical depth is almost independent of the subhalo mass at α/Rvir,h ∼ 1. Less
massive subhalos considerably lose their gas component as time passes, and the optical depth is smaller than massive
subhalos in 0.2 ≲ α/Rvir,h ≲ 0.9 region.

The left panel of Fig.9 shows the subhalo mass function weighted optical depth for three different integration
ranges of 104M⊙/h ≤ ms < 105M⊙/h, 105M⊙/h ≤ ms < 106M⊙/h, and 106M⊙/h ≤ ms < 107M⊙/h. Interestingly,
considering the subhalo mass function, the total contribution from more abundant low-mass subhalos is more dominant
than that from less abundant high-mass subhalos owing to the strong mass dependence of the adapted subhalo mass
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FIG. 9: Left: The subhalo mass function weighted optical depths (τave in Eq. 4) for three integration regions of
104M⊙/h ≤ ms < 105M⊙/h (solid, blue), 105M⊙/h ≤ ms < 106M⊙/h (dashed, green), and

106M⊙/h ≤ ms < 107M⊙/h (dotted, red). Right: The corresponding boost factors.

function. In summary, although the contribution to the optical depth from a low-mass subhalo is smaller than that
from a massive subhalo due to the former’s vulnerability to gas stripping, the cumulative contribution from low-mass
subhalos becomes dominant overall because of their greater abundance.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss some points that may affect our results. One may claim that the gas mass stripping
can be caused by the Kelvin-Helmholtz (KH) and Rayleigh-Taylor (RT) instabilities. If this is the case, the standard
SPH method is known to overestimate the effects. According to previous studies [16, 23], the KH time-scale can be
estimated by,

tKH = 2.19× 109
(

F

0.1

)(
ms

109M⊙

)1/7 ( nh

10−4 cm−3

)−1
(

vorb
103 km/s

)−1

yr, (6)

where F is the baryon fraction of the halos, ms is the subhalo mass, nh is the number of the hydrogen atoms in the
host halo, and vorb is the velocity of the subhalo with respect to the host halo. In our simulations, the estimated KH
time-scale is tKH ∼ 213 Myr, which is longer than the timescale of the gas stripping of ∼ 100 Myr. Therefore, we
conclude that the gas stripping is not mainly caused by the instabilities, and our standard SPH method would not
overestimate the mass loss in our simulations.

We employed a somewhat simplified model for halos in this study. First, we assumed the collapse redshift of z = 10
for the host halo and the subhalos. However, according to the bottom-up scenario, the subhalos should collapse before
the formation time of the host halo. In this case, the subhalos have higher gas density and are more resistant to gas
stripping , and this causes the optical depth of the subhalos to be larger. For example, as for z = 15, the subhalo gas
particles are bounded about 1.5 - 2.0 times longer than z = 10 by our simulation. On the other hand, as showed by
[24], the halos at higher redshift have less optical depth roughly because of their higher virial temperature at higher
redshift leading to reducing their own optical depth. Hence, the optical depth of the subhalos is expected not to be
influenced so much by offsetting these effects even considering the clumpiness of the subhalos, or can be larger to
some extent than our results if the survivability works effectively.

As for the temperature distribution, we assumed that subhalos initially have uniform distribution with their virial
temperature. However, in the case of adiabatic collapse, halos usually have higher temperatures in the central core
region than in the outer region. The temperature distribution is more complicated with the cooling effect, which is
completely neglected in our simulations. Molecular hydrogen cooling is known to be effective in a halo whose mass
is greater than about 105M⊙/h. Therefore, in more realistic cases, the temperature distribution in a halo would not
be uniform and would be lower than our assumption. We will investigate how the optical depth changes if these
complicated factors are considered in future work.
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V. SUMMARY

In this study, we first conducted hydrodynamics simulations to explore how the hydrodynamic effects, such as the
ram pressure and the compressional heating, affect the evolution of subhalos in a host minihalo. We find that the
subhalos are heated by the compressional heating at the earlier phase and lose a large amount of the gas component
due to the ram pressure. The effects of the ram pressure are significant for less massive subhalos: in the case of
Ms = 105M⊙/h, 90% of the gas is stripped off during approximately 100Myr.

We then used the subhalo mass function to estimate the total contribution of subhalos to the 21 cm optical depth.
Upon comparing our findings with the analytic study conducted by K23, we found that the optical depth boost caused
by subhalos is reduced by hydrodynamic effects to approximately one-third of its original value. However, despite
the reduction, subhalos can still double the optical depth of the host halo. We also find that low-mass subhalos
are responsible for the optical depth due to their rich abundance, even though the lower-mass subhalos are more
vulnerable to the gas stripping by the ram pressure.
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Appendix A: Gas and DM density profiles

Here we introduce the properties of halos in our simulations that are the same as K23. The density profile of a DM
halo is set to be the NFW profile [13, 14],

ρNFW(r) =
ρ0

r
rs

(
1 + r

rs

)2 , (A1)

where ρ0 is

ρ0 =
MDM c3

4πR3
virf(c)

(A2)

with f(x) = ln (1 + x)− x/(1 + x), rs is the scale radius, and c ≡ Rvir/rs is the concentration parameter. Rvir refers
to the virial radius [7],

Rvir = 0.784

(
M

108h−1M⊙

)1/3 [
Ωm

Ωz
m

∆c

18π2

]−1/3 (
1 + z

10

)−1

h−1 kpc. (A3)

Here, ∆c = 18π2 +82d− 39d2 is the over density of the virialized halo collapsing at the redshift z with d = Ωz
m − 1

and Ωz
m = Ωm(1 + z)3/(Ωm(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ).

As for the gas density profiles ρg(r), it is assumed that the gas is isothermal with Tvir and in the hydrostatic
equilibrium [7, 9, 25, 26],

ln ρg(r) = ln ρg0 −
µmp

2kBTvir

[
v2esc(0)− v2esc(r)

]
, (A4)

where

v2esc(r) = 2

∫ ∞

r

GM(r′)
r′2

dr′ = 2V 2
c

f(cx) + cx/(1 + cx)

xf(c)
, (A5)

Vc =

√
GM

Rvir
= 23.4

(
M

108h−1M⊙

)1/3 [
Ωm

Ωz
m

∆c

18π2

]1/6 (
1 + z

10

)1/2

km/s, (A6)
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ρg0(z) =
(∆c/3)c

3eA∫ c

0
(1 + t)A/tt2dt

(
Ωb

Ωm

)
Ωz

mρcrit(z), (A7)

and

Tvir = 1.98× 104
( µ

0.6

)(
M

108h−1M⊙

)2/3 [
Ωm

Ωz
m

∆c

18π2

]1/3 (
1 + z

10

)
K. (A8)

These equations (A5), (A6), (A7), (A8) refer to the square of the escape velocity, circular velocity, the central gas
density and the virial temperature respectively.

Appendix B: the approximation of the gas density distribution

The gas density profile, introduced Eq.(A4) in this study, is approximated in a manner similar to the isothermal β
model as follows [25],

ρg(r) =
ρg0A(b)

[1 + (r/reff)2]
3βeff/2

, (B1)

where b = 4c/27f(c), A(b) = −0.178b+ 0.982, reff = 0.22rs, and βeff = 0.9b. Then we can approximately regard the
gas density profile in our simulations as the singular isothermal profile, ρg(r) ∝ r−2, so that we can adopt γ = π/2 in
Eq. (1) and larger size subhalos have the larger maximum gravitational restoring force per unit area.
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