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Although the standard Λ+Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) model is well tested on large scales, the
primordial power spectrum may deviate from the ΛCDM spectrum on small scales due to specific
dark matter properties or alternative inflationary models. These deviations affect the formation
of dark matter structure, which subsequently leads to different observable properties of galaxies.
In this work, we study the impact of a blue and red tilted power spectrum on the central density
of dwarf galaxies. To do this, we model densities of dwarf galaxies using a combination of high-
resolution numerical simulations and galaxy formation model. The model galaxies in ΛCDM are
consistent with observations of 41 faint dwarf satellite galaxies of the Milky Way. The deviations
from the ΛCDM power spectrum are constrained by the central matter densities of dwarf galaxies,
which set stringent constraints on the possible small-scale tilt of the primordial power spectrum,
improving on the current limits. Moreover, similar analysis can be applied to test any feature in the
power spectrum at small scales between k ∼ 10− 100 Mpc−1.

I. INTRODUCTION

Structure in the Universe has formed through gravitational instabilities of the primordial matter density fluctua-
tions. These fluctuations are thought to arise from the quantum fluctuations during inflation, which are stretched to
astrophysical scales due to accelerated expansion [1–4]. In standard inflationary models, the dynamics are described
by a homogeneous single scalar field, the inflaton, with a kinetic energy that slowly rolls on a potential (see Ref. [5]
for a review). Perturbations are constantly created and are predicted to be nearly scale-invariant, Gaussian, and adi-
abatic. The initial perturbations can be characterised in the Fourier space by the primordial matter power spectrum
as a function of wavenumber k = 2π/l corresponding to a given spatial scale l.
The initial perturbation spectrum predicted in the inflation and ΛCDM model has been confirmed by observations

over large length scales between 0.003 Mpc−1 ≲ k ≲ 3 Mpc−1 by the CMB [6], galaxy clustering [7, 8] and Lyman-α
measurements [9]. Within this range of scales, a nearly scale-invariant power spectrum is found, consistent with
standard inflationary models.

At smaller scales, the shape of the power spectrum remains relatively unconstrained and may deviate from the
standard Λ Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) model by showing a tilt, spikes, bumps, or suppression, as motivated by
various inflation [10, 11] and dark matter models [12, 13]. In particular, an enhancement in density perturbations
is expected in models with multiple fields during inflation, dark matter production during inflation, non-Gaussianity
and scale-dependency [14–28]. Moreover, the presence of primordial magnetic fields enhances baryon perturbations,
producing bumps in the matter power spectrum at small scales [29, 30]. A suppression of density perturbation is
predicted by various dark matter models with large free-streaming lengths or self-interactions [31–33].

Deviations from the spectrum in the standard ΛCDM model can lead to interesting features in the collapsed
structures. An enhancement in power on small scales, for example, can result in the formation of primordial black holes
(PBH), and a sufficiently large enhancement can potentially produce enough PBHs to account for dark matter [34–36].
Moreover, large primordial fluctuations can induce a stochastic gravitational wave background that is detectable with
gravitational wave detectors [19, 37]. Interestingly, the recent results of pulsar timing arrays by NANOGrav [38],
EPTA [39], CPTA [40] and PPTA [41] find evidence for a stochastic gravitational wave background, which can
currently be interpreted by cosmological models that enhance primordial fluctuations, as well as in terms of inspiraling
supermassive black hole binaries [42].

Probing the power spectrum on small scales is challenging because gravitational collapse that forms dark matter
halos and galaxies is a nonlinear process, and the mapping between observations and the primordial power spectrum
requires an accurate understanding of dark matter structure formation and galaxy formation physics. However,
observations of the abundance, luminosities and velocity dispersions of nearby dwarf galaxies have successfully been
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used to constrain power spectra with a strong suppression on small scales, caused by free-streaming and self-interacting
properties of dark matter models, such as the thermal relic warm dark matter, sterile neutrino, self-interacting dark
matter or fuzzy dark matter [43–50]. Models that enhance the matter power spectrum are however less studied.
Recently, two studies have set constraints on the matter power spectrum with a positive tilt. Thus, Ref. [51] constrains
the shape of the matter power spectrum using strong gravitational lensing to be close to the ΛCDM prediction on
scales up to k ≤ 70 Mpc−1. Ref. [52] performed a joint analysis of the internal velocity dispersion of stars, size, and
total abundance of Milky Way satellite galaxies to constrain the matter power spectrum at 4 Mpc−1 ≤ k ≤ 37 Mpc−1.
The velocity dispersion and size allow to constrain the central matter density of galaxies. Given that the mass in
faint dwarf galaxies is dominated by dark matter, the central density is related to the initial amplitude of the matter
power spectrum.

In this work, we extend the work of [52] by using a larger sample of 41 Milky Way dwarf satellite galaxies with
velocity dispersion measurements and projected half-light radii (compiled in the Appendix B of [53]) to test power
spectra with enhanced and suppressed density perturbations at small scales. Extending modeling to smaller galaxy
masses allows us to extend power spectrum constraints to smaller scales. Furthermore, instead of modeling the
luminosity-size and luminosity-halo mass relations using a parameterized relations, we use a galaxy formation model
of [54] that was shown to faithfully reproduce many observed properties of dwarf galaxies.

An enhancement (suppression) of density perturbation leads however to an earlier on-set (delay) of dark matter halo
formation, consequently enhancing (suppressing) dark matter halo concentration. We thus analyze the differences in
the concentration of dark matter halos for models with different power spectra thereby setting constraints on both
the matter power spectrum at z = 0 and on the primordial power spectrum.

The paper is structured as follows. Section II describes the matter power spectrum model adopted, followed by
a description of modeling the inner mass of galaxies. Section III describes the analysis, and section IV presents the
results and discussion.

II. MODELING THE INNER MASS OF GALAXIES

Observations of local dwarf galaxies show a correlation between the total mass within the projected stellar half-light
radius Mtot(< r1/2) and the galaxy luminosity in the V -band LV [53, 55, 56]. The total mass Mtot(< r1/2) can be
estimated accurately using galaxy line-of-sight velocity dispersion [57]. Dark matter and stars both contribute to
mass, but given that faint galaxies are dark matter-dominated, the mass within half-light radius is sensitive to the
concentration of the dark matter halo. The latter depends on the formation time of dark matter halos, which, in turn,
depends on the amplitude of primordial perturbations at the scale corresponding to the average size of the region that
collapses into the halo hosting a given galaxy.

Specifically, the Fourier transform of the Lagrangian region of average radius R collapsing into a halo has an extent
of k ≈ 4.5/R [58]. At the same time, halo concentration, defined as the ratio between the halo virial radius and the
inner scale radius rs where the slope of the density profile is -2, c(M, z) = r200(M, z)/rs, depends on the collapse
of the main progenitor of a smaller mass at high redshift and mergers with halos of smaller mass. The effective
scale determining halo concentration is ≈ 0.4R [59]. Given that R = [3M/(4πρ̄m)]

1/3, the wavenumber of the power
spectrum probed by halos of mass M is

k ≈ 4.5

0.4

(
4πρ̄m
3M

)1/3

≈ 134.5Mpc−1

(
M

108 M⊙

)−1/3(
Ωm0

0.31

)1/3(
H0

70

)2/3

. (1)

The estimates of Mtot(< r1/2) for the faintest dwarf galaxies, which are expected to be hosted by the smallest mass

halos of M ∼ 108 M⊙ are therefore a promising probe of the primordial power spectrum amplitude at scales up to
k ∼ 100Mpc−1. Indeed, in this section we discuss the dependence of the correlation between Mtot(< r1/2) and LV

on the amplitude of the primordial power spectrum at the relevant scales. We also describe our model for halo and
galaxy formation, as well as observational measurements of the Milky Way dwarf satellite galaxies.

A. Primordial matter power spectrum

We assume that the primordial power spectrum in ΛCDM is described by Pprim(k) = As (k/k0)
ns , where As =

2.100±0.030×10−9 is the amplitude of the power spectrum which is observed through the CMB anisotropy amplitude
measured at scale k0 = 0.05 Mpc−1 [6]. The scalar spectral index ns(k) = d lnPprim(k)/d ln k varies very slowly with
|ns−1| ≪ 1 in standard slow-roll inflationary models, and, indeed, analyses of CMB temperature fluctuations estimate
ns = 0.9649 ± 0.0042 [6]. In this work, we use the total masses within half-light radii of observed Milky Way dwarf
satellites to constrain blue and red tilted matter power spectra, and discuss implications in section IV. In particular,
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we consider a model-independent primordial power spectrum that scales as kms beyond a pivot scale kp as has been
discussed in previous works [60, 61]

Pprim(k) ∝ kns (k ≤ kp) (2)

∝ kns

(
k

kp

)ms−ns

(k > kp), (3)

Here, ms > ns corresponds to a blue tilted power spectrum, ms < ns to a red tilted power spectrum, and ms ≡ ns

is the standard ΛCDM cosmological model. We assume that the perturbations evolve as in ΛCDM, and that the
linear matter power spectrum today is related to the primordial power spectrum through a transfer function as
Plin ≡ Pprim(k)T

2(k) [62]. Throughout this work, we adopt the results from Planck 2018 with cosmological constants
h = 67, σ8 = 0.81, ΩΛ = 0.69, Ωm = 0.31 and Ωb = 0.05 [6].

B. Halo and galaxy formation models

The formation time of dark matter halos and the concentration of their final density profile depend on the amplitude
of the initial perturbations from which they collapse. The initial primordial perturbation spectrum with the blue (red)
tilt beyond the pivot scale enhances (suppresses) the formation of structure at k > kp. This affects both the abundance
and concentration of dark matter halos of mass M < Mp, where Mp ∝ k−3

p .

We use the concentration calibration of Ref. [63] to compute the concentration as a function of mass and redshift
for an input primordial power spectrum. Figure 1 shows the concentration (left) and scale radius (right) assuming
a blue-tilted (ms = 2.0, kp = 5.0h Mpc−1), red-tilted (ms = 0.0, kp = 5.0h Mpc−1), and ΛCDM power spectrum
at z = 0. For benchmark values adopted for (ms, kp) it can be seen that the concentration and scale radius deviate
from the standard ΛCDM for halo mass up to ∼ 1012 M⊙, which would give a distinct signature in the dwarf galaxy
observations.

We use a two-stage approach to modeling effects of the power spectrum on Mtot(< r1/2) of dwarf galaxies. To
estimate these masses in the ΛCDM model, we use the results from the high-resolution Caterpillar simulation suite
of 32 Milky-Way sized halos [64]. Specifically, we use the evolution of mass of halos and subhalos extracted from
the simulations and evolve properties of galaxies that are expected to form in each halo using a regulator-type galaxy
formation model of [54]. This framework follows galaxy evolution using a system of coupled differential equations
that describe the evolution of the interstellar medium (ISM) and stellar masses of galaxies, as well as stellar mass and
metallicity of the ISM and stars. The model also accounts for the effects of UV heating on the intergalactic medium
after reionization and feedback-drive outflows.

The model predicts half-light radius for each galaxy and we use the evolution of stellar mass and metallicity
computed by the model and the Flexible Stellar Population Synthesis (FSPS) code [65, 66] to obtain galaxy luminosity
in the V-band. The fiducial ΛCDM model reproduces a wide range of observed dwarf galaxy properties such as the
luminosity function, radial distribution, and size-luminosity and metallicity-mass relation of Milky Way satellites, as
was demonstrated in Ref. [54, see Table 1 in their work for fiducial values for the gas inflow, reionization, gas disk,
star formation, galactic outflow and chemical evolution models].

The total mass within the half-light radii in the model is given by

Mtot(< r1/2) = Mdm,NFW(< r1/2) +
1

2
M⋆, (4)

where r1/2 and M⋆ are predicted by the model, and Mdm,NFW(r) is the total mass within r1/2, which we compute
assuming the Navarro–Frenk–White density profile [67] and the scale radius estimated for each halo and subhalo in
the simulation halo catalog. We do not include gas mass in this estimate because all of the MW satellites except for
the Small and Large Magellanic Clouds have no ISM gas, which was likely stripped during the orbital evolution of
satellites.

To estimate the effect of changing power spectrum on Mtot(< r1/2), we assume that the main effect of the change is
on the halo concentration, while galaxy evolution is assumed to be unaffected. Although some effect can be expected,
it is likely to be small, while effect on the concentration is direct and substantial. Specifically, we rescale the scale
radii of each halo from their ΛCDM simulation values using the ratio of concentrations in the model with a modified
spectrum and the ΛCDM concentrations.
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FIG. 1. Concentration (left) and scale radius (right) as a function of virial mass at z = 0, assuming a blue-tilted (ms = 2.0,
kp = 5 Mpc−1), red-tilted (ms = 0.0, kp = 5 Mpc−1) and ΛCDM matter power spectrum computed using the model of Ref. [63].

C. Sample of observed dwarf Milky Way satellites

We use a sample of 41 Milky Way dwarf satellites with observational estimates of V-band luminosity, velocity
dispersion, and projected half-light radius presented in Ref. [53]. We eliminate the Large Magellanic Cloud from
our analysis as it is beyond simulation reach with (Mtot(< r1/2), LV ) = (2.8 × 108M⊙, 1.5 × 109LV,⊙). From these
observations, we estimate the total mass within the half-light radius using the estimator of Ref. [57]

Mtot(< r1/2) = 930σ2
⋆,losR1/2M⊙, (5)

with σ2
⋆,los the line of sight velocity dispersion of stars, R1/2 the projected half-light radius, and r1/2 the 3D stellar

half-mass radius.

Figure 2 shows the observed Milky Way dwarf galaxy’s total masses within half-light radii as a function of their
V-band luminosity with red stars. The figure shows a clear correlation between Mtot(< r1/2) and LV . The three
panels compare model predictions for a blue-tilted spectrum with (kp,ms) = (5, 2) (left), ΛCDM (center), and a
red-tilted spectrum with (kp,ms) = (5, 0) (right). The dots show the individual model galaxies, whereas the colored
bands represent the 1 and 2 σ regions of mass at a given LV , and the solid white line shows the medians of the mass
distribution. The figure shows that galaxies in the blue (red) tilted model have sizes significantly larger (smaller) than
the observed dwarf galaxies for fixed V-band luminosity, while the ΛCDM model describes the observed masses well.

In this study, we constrain models based on the observed and predicted Mtot(< r1/2)−LV correlation and constrain
the power law deviations from the ΛCDM spectrum using the statistical framework described below.

III. ANALYSIS

We perform an unbinned log-likelihood ratio test. The log-likelihood for each cosmological model with parameters
θ = (kp,ms) is constructed as follows

lnL(θ) =
∑
i,obs

ln

[∫ ∫
P(Mtot, LV |, θ)

1√
2πσMtot,i

exp

(
− (Mtot −Mtot,i)

2

2σ2
Mtot,i

)
(6)

× 1√
2πσLV,i

exp

(
− (LV − LV,i)

2

2σ2
LV,i

)
dMtotdLV

]
, (7)

where the two Gaussian distributions take into account observational uncertainties for each observed galaxy i.
P(Mtot, LV |, θ) is the probability that a galaxy has true values (Mtot, LV ) under model parameter θ, obtained using
model galaxies shown in Fig. 2.

The continuous probability distribution of the model galaxies is estimated using a kernel density estimator (KDE).
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FIG. 2. The total mass within half-light radius as a function of V -band galaxy luminosity for observed dwarf Milky Way
satellites (red stars) and model galaxies (dots, line, and shaded bands). The mass in the model galaxies is computed assuming
a blue-tilt (left panel), ΛCDM (middle panel) and red-tilt (right panel). The dots show the individual model galaxies, whereas
the colored bands represent the 1 and 2 σ regions of mass at a given LV , and the solid white line shows the medians of the
mass distribution.

Specifically, for x = (Mtot, LV ) the density of model galaxies is estimated as

P(x) =
∑
j,sim

1

h
·K

(
x−Xj

h

)
, (8)

where K is the kernel function for which we adopt a Gaussian distribution with kernel bandwidth h, estimated using
Scott’s method [68] as implemented in scikit-learn package [69], and Xj = (Mtot,j, LV,j) for each modeled galaxy j.
We exclude model parameter θ that deviates significantly from ΛCDM following Wilk’s theorem [70],

TS = −2 ln

[
L(θ)

L(ΛCDM)

]
, (9)

where TS ≥ 3.841 is excluded at 95% confidence level (CL).

IV. RESULTS

The blue solid line in Fig. 3 shows the log-likelihood as a function of ms for pivot scales kp = 1.0hMpc−1 (left) and
kp = 5.0hMpc−1 (right). The yellow star indicates ms = ns (ΛCDM), and the grey area shows the region excluded
at 95% CL. Since we use the fiducial parameters of the galaxy formation model that were tested against observations
assuming ΛCDM, we only consider significant deviations relative to ΛCDM. We leave it for future work to vary galaxy
model parameters freely within allowed regions while remaining consistent with dwarf galaxy observations to obtain
more robust constraints. This would also allow taking the maximum log-likelihood, which we expect to result in
stronger constraints for both suppressed and enhanced models, as the data has a slight preference for a blue tilt for
increasing pivot scale.

We test uncertainties in the r1/2−M⋆ and M⋆−M200 relations that are predicted with GRUMPY for kp = 1.0h Mpc−1.
The former relation is constrained by observations, and Ref. [56] shows that indeed, the model used in this work
reproduces the observed relation and its scatter. However, when we allow r1/2 to vary by 30% for a given M⋆, the
constraints on the blue-tilted spectrum range from ms = 1.20 to 1.50, and for the red-tilted limits from ms = −0.17
to 0.66 at 95% CL. Moreover, the M⋆−M200 relation is constrained by the observed luminosity function of Milky Way
satellite galaxies and is subject to approximately 30% uncertainty due to Poisson noise and the halo-to-halo scatter
in the model [71]. Allowing M200 to vary by 30% for given M⋆ leads to 95% CL limits for the blue-tilted spectrum
from ms = 1.16 to 1.55 and red-tilted spectrum from ms = −0.047 to 0.66.
Figure 4 shows the 95% excluded regions for the blue-tilted and red-tilted spectra on the amount of tilt ms as a

function of the pivot scale kp. Due to the skewed log-likelihood distribution at kp ≳ 3hMpc−1, the allowed region is
asymmetric around ms = ns. The constraints can be used to explore implications for specific inflation models, which
we defer for future work.

The orange line shows the parameter space that is required to explain the Cosmic Evolution Early Release Science
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FIG. 3. Log-likelihood as a function of the tilt ms (blue solid line) for kp = 1.0hMpc−1 (left) and kp = 5.0hMpc−1 (right).

Survey (CEERS) of the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) [72] with a blue-tilt, obtained by [60]. Six galaxies at
7.4 ≤ z ≤ 9.1 were observed with stellar masses of > 1010M⊙ [73]. The constraint of [60] was obtained assuming a
constant star formation efficiency of ϵ = 0.2, defined as M⋆ = ϵΩb/Ωm Mhalo. Dwarf satellites analyzed in this study
rule out this parameter space at all pivot scales considered. We note that the observed abundance of high-redshift
galaxies can be reproduced within the ΛCDM model using reasonable choices for galaxy formation model [74, 75].

100 101 102

kp (h Mpc−1)

2

0

2

4

6

8

m
s

ΛCDM

JWST

FIG. 4. Upper and lower 95% CL limit on the tilt ms as a function of the pivot scale kp. The orange line shows the parameter
space proposed to explain the JWST observations with a blue-tilt with typical star formation efficiency of ϵ = 0.2 [60]. The
grey horizontal band shows ms = ns = 0.9649± 0.0042.

A. Linear matter power spectrum

The allowed region of the linear matter power spectrum is illustrated at 68% CL in Fig. 5 in shaded pink and
purple. Here, the constraints are shown for pivot scale kp = 1.0 Mpc−1 and 10 Mpc−1, which corresponds to ms = 1.2
(blue-tilt), ms = 0.65 (red-tilt) and ms = 2.3 (blue-tilt), ms = 0.84 (red-tilt), respectively. The faintest and brightest
satellite galaxies in this analysis are Segue I and the Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC) with MV = −1.30 ± 0.73 and
MV = −16.8 ± 0.1, respectively [53]. Using the scaling relation MV -Mh,peak for the fiducial model from Ref. [54],
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Segue 1 and SMC have peak halo mass of Mh,peak ∼ 108M⊙ and Mh,peak ∼ 1011M⊙. The corresponding wavenumber
that we probe in our analysis can thus be estimated as kmax ∼ 135 Mpc−1 and kmin ∼ 13.5 Mpc−1 using Eq. 1. This
is illustrated by the shaded area in Fig. 5.

Figure 5 shows alongside our constraints previous analysis with DES [7], Planck [6], SDSS [8] and eBOSS Lyman-α
forest [9], which are sensitive up to k ≲ 2.5 Mpc−1. Note that recent Lyman-α measurements of high-resolution
spectra of quasars extend to much smaller scales of k ∼ 30 Mpc−1 [76]. The light blue shaded area shows the allowed
region using strong gravitational lensing measurements at 68% CL [51], which we improve on for both the red- and
blue-tilted spectra. Moreover, the dark blue shaded area shows the allowed upper region at 68% CL of Ref. [52] based
on a joint analysis of internal velocities, sizes and total abundance of SDSS Milky Way satellites. We extend the
analysis down to significant smaller scales.

10 1 100 101 102
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10 1

101

103

P
li
n
(k

)
[ M

p
c3

]

ΛCDM
This work (kp = 1.0 Mpc−1)

This work (kp = 10 Mpc−1)
Gilman+2022
Esteban+2023
DES Y1 cosmic shear
SDSS DR7 LRG
Planck 2018
eBOSS DR14 Ly-  forest

FIG. 5. Linear matter power spectrum at z = 0. The 68% contour band for a red- and blue-tilted spectrum obtained in this
work are shown as the pink shaded regions for models with kp = 1.0 Mpc−1 and kp = 10 Mpc−1, compared with previous
observations with DES, Planck, SDSS and eBOSS [6–9]. Moreover, shown are the previous 68% upper limits based on galaxy’s
velocity observations (purple) [52] and 68% upper and lower limit based on strong gravitational lensing (violet) [51].

Figure 6 shows the amplitude of modeled linear power spectra that are allowed at 95% CL, normalized by the
ΛCDM linear power spectrum for different values of pivot scale kp. The constraints are asymmetric around ΛCDM
at larger pivot scales due to the slight preference for a blue-tilt.

B. Primordial power spectrum

Figure 7 shows the 95% CL exclusion limit on the primordial curvature power spectrum obtained in this work as
shaded pink areas for the models kp = 1.0 Mpc−1 and kp = 10 Mpc−1. The dashed lines extrapolates the model
constrained in this work to scales that are beyond observational reach.

Enhancements in primordial fluctuations can induce a stochastic gravitational wave background, which can be
detected with gravitational wave detectors [19, 37]. Indeed, current observations with EPTA set limits as shown as
the shaded purple region [77], and already rule out blue-tilted models for large kp. Future observations by SKA and
LISA (dashed purple line) will significantly improve the current constraints [78, 79]. Moreover, recent results of pulsar
timing arrays find evidence for a stochastic gravitational wave background at scales of k ∼ 106 − 107 Mpc−1, which
currently could be explained either by a blue-tilt or standard inspiraling supermassive black hole binaries [42]. If a
blue-tilt explanation can be confirmed in the future, our analysis can provide insights in what inflationary models are
viable, as it narrows down the allowed amplitudes at different wavelengths.

PBHs are typically predicted to be formed through collapse of overdensities during radiation domination [80]. An
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FIG. 6. The allowed 95% CL of the matter power spectrum, normalized by the ΛCDM matter power spectrum, for different
models of kp.

excess in the amplitude of the primordial power spectrum therefore leads to an enhancement of PBH production. For
PBH to make up all of dark matter, large fluctuations of PR(k) ∼ 10−2 are required, shown as the horizontal black line
in Fig. 7. The PBH mass that corresponds to the wavelengths that we’re sensitive to (MPBH ∼ 108 − 1012M⊙ [81]) is
however already ruled out as it would modify the recombination history of the Universe [80], and current observations
show that PBH could only consist out of a tiny fraction of dark matter. Interestingly, extrapolating the blue-tilt
model to small scales leads to parameter spaces in which PBH are viable as dark matter, which might be testable
when combining with future observations.

Figure 7 shows alongside constraints from COBE/FIRAS measurements of CMB spectral distortions in grey [82, 83].
The green shaded area comes from analyzing the CMB temperature angular power spectrum [84] and the blue shaded
area from the Lyman-α forest [85]. Moreover, the pink constraints are derived from the impact of large density
perturbations on the abundances of light elements, modifying Big Bang nucleosynthesis [86].

V. CONCLUSIONS

We use measured velocity dispersions, half-light radii and V -band luminosities of 41 observed dwarf galaxies to set
stringent limits on the amplitude and slope of the linear and primordial power spectrum at scales k ≈ 1−100 Mpc−1.
Deviations in the primordial fluctuations from the standard ΛCDM model are expected from various non-standard
inflationary and dark matter models. Such deviations should lead to different halo concentrations, and, consequently,
affect the central mass of dwarf galaxies. The wavelengths corresponding to the halo concentrations of the faintest
and brightest galaxies in our sample are k ∼ 13.5 Mpc−1 and k ∼ 135 Mpc−1, respectively. Therefore, this analysis
serves as a powerful tool to test the features in the power spectrum at small scales, where only a few studies have
explored both enhancement and suppression of primordial fluctuations.

In this work, we model galaxies by combining high-resolution numerical simulations with a realistic galaxy formation
model. We used the fiducial parameters of the model that have been validated against various observations of Milky-
Way satellite galaxies assuming ΛCDM. We show that the estimates of the central densities within half-light radii of
observed dwarf galaxies constrain the power spectrum to be close to the ΛCDM prediction on scales probed by the
galaxies.

While varying such model parameters might improve our analysis, such parameters require validation against
observational data, which we leave for future work. Moreover, an earlier onset of structure formation could lead to a
larger population of halos that can host galaxies prior to reionization, beyond which the formation of faint galaxies
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FIG. 7. Exclusion regions of the primordial power curvature power spectrum amplitude as a function of wavenumber k.

is suppressed. This would predict an increase in the number of faint satellite galaxies within the Milky Way. Testing
this would require running numerical simulations of enhanced models, coupled with galaxy formation modeling, which
is beyond the scope of this work.

The continuous tilt in the power spectrum tested in this work can be extended to specific models that predict
peaks or bumps in the range of 10 Mpc−1 ≲ k ≲ 100 Mpc−1. Additionally, models with a continuous tilt can be
further assessed by combining our results with measurements at different wavelengths, such as those from pulsar
timing arrays. These complementary searches will provide a deeper understanding of viable models and are crucial to
differentiate between astrophysical or non-standard ΛCDM scenarios. Furthermore, upcoming kinematic data from
the Dark Energy Survey and Rubin Observatory observations will become available for a much larger number of
low-redshift galaxies which will advance our understanding even further.
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