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Recent observations from the James Webb Space Telescope revealed a surprisingly large number
of galaxies formed at high redshift. Along with strong lensing studies and nearby galaxy observa-
tions, these could challenge the standard Lambda Cold Dark Matter cosmology with a power-law
primordial power spectrum. In this study, we conduct high-resolution cosmological zoom-in dark
matter-only simulations of Milky Way host size halos with a blue, tilted primordial power spectrum
(P (k) ∝ kms with ms > 1 at small scales > 1 Mpc−1). We find that the blue-tilted subhalo mass
functions can be enhanced by more than a factor of two for subhalo masses Msub ≲ 1010 M⊙,
whereas the subhalo Vmax functions can be enhanced by a factor of four for maximum circular ve-
locities Vmax ≲ 30 km/s. The blue-tilted scaled cumulative substructure fraction can be an order
of magnitude higher at ∼10% of the virial radius. The blue-tilted subhalos also have higher central
densities, since the blue-tilted subhalos reach the same Vmax at a smaller distance Rmax from the
center. We have also verified these findings with higher-resolution simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The standard cosmology model includes the single-
field slow-roll inflation model [1–5], which predicts the
approximately single power-law (PL) primordial power
spectrum (PPS) [6], and the lambda cold dark matter
model (LCDM, [7, 8]), which governs the later evolu-
tion of our universe. It has achieved great successes on
large scales, e.g. supported by the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) [9, 10], galaxy surveys [11, 12] and
Lyman-alpha forest [13]. However, there are relatively
sparse constraints for the scales smaller than ∼ 1 Mpc−1.
In particular, there have been active debates over the so-
called small-scale crisis of LCDM [14], including the Miss-
ing Satellite Problem (MSP, [15, 16]), the Core-Cuspy
problem [17, 18], and the Too-Big-To-Fail problem [19],
etc. This leaves room for other models beyond the stan-
dard cosmology, including different models of dark mat-
ter, effects of baryons, and modifications to the PPS.

One possible modification is to enhance the PPS on
small scales (> 1 Mpc−1) [20–22], deviating from the PL
PPS. In these small-scale enhanced models, PPS will fol-
low the traditional PL model on large scales, preserving
the success of the PL PPS, while having an enhancement
on small scales. For example, Ref. [23] considered blue-
tilted (BT) models, which are broken power law PPSs
with a higher power law index in scales > 1 Mpc−1. They
found a significant boost in dark matter halos with BT
BBS, especially at high redshift. More complicated forms
also exist, such as several bumps in the PPS [24].

With the recently launched James Webb Space Tele-
scope (JWST) [25], Ref. [26] found a large number of
galaxies formed in the high redshift universe (z > 10),
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which may be in tension with the standard cosmology
[27, 28]. Ref. [29] eased this tension with the BT for-
malism, based on the Press-Schechter formalism [30] and
the Sheth-Tormen correction [31]. Ref. [32] performed
cosmological N-body simulations with the BT model,
achieving similar conclusions that the BT model could
match the JWST observations without invoking ultra-
high star formation rates. However, other mechanisms
in galaxy formation models (e.g. Refs. [33–35]) could
potentially explain the JWST data. Thus, apart from
the high redshift massive galaxies, additional observa-
tions are required to distinguish the BT and PL models.

The strong lensing observations can provide another
constraint. The asymptotic flux ratio relation, which
serves as a general principle in smooth lensing poten-
tials [36], is often observed to be violated. This is taken
as evidence for the presence of the substructures around
lensing galaxies [37]. However, in the PL LCDM cos-
mology, there could be not enough low mass substruc-
tures in lensing galaxies to explain the violations [38–40].
This could suggest extra structures not present in dark
matter-only simulations under the standard PL LCDM
cosmology. On the other hand, Ref. [41] constrained
sub-galactic PPS to be consistent with PL with the 11
strongly lensed and quadruply image quasars, albeit with
possibilities with blue/red tilted PPS on small scales.

The density profiles and statistics of nearby low-mass
dwarf galaxies can also inform us about the nature of
dark matter, baryonic physics, and the PPS. For exam-
ple, the observed central densities of dwarf galaxies can
provide insights into the nature of dark matter [42, 43]
or constraining baryonic physics [44–47]. The “missing
satellite problem” describes the discrepancy between the
number of subhalos from cosmology dark matter sim-
ulations and the observed satellite galaxy population
[15, 16]. This problem could signify a challenge to the
standard PL LCDM cosmology, or the importance of in-
cluding accurate galaxy formation physics in dwarf galax-
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ies. Nearby dwarf galaxies also provide constraints on the
PPS. For example, Refs. [48, 49] employed semi-analytic
models to constrain the BT PPS parameter space, us-
ing the observed relation between half-light radius and
V-band luminosity function in nearby dwarf galaxies.

Thanks to the recent improvements in observations,
many more (≳ 50) faint satellite galaxies have been
discovered in Milky Way (MW) and nearby MW mass
hosts [50–54]. After correcting for the detection effi-
ciency (completeness correction), Ref. [55] argued that
the “missing satellites problem” can be solved. It could
even become the “too many satellites problem”, meaning
that there are too many satellite galaxies inferred from
observations than expected in simulations/models [55].
This happens if some mechanisms can reduce the num-
ber of satellites in simulations /models. For example, a
baryonic disk can tidally strip subhalos [56], and/or the
minimum subhalo mass to host an observable galaxy is
large [57]. This “too many satellites problem” motivates
us to explore mechanisms to boost the number of subha-
los, which includes the BT model.

Motivated by high redshift, strong lensing, and nearby
galaxy observations, we explore the impact of the BT
PPS on the substructures in dark matter halos, which,
to our knowledge, has not been previously investigated
with numerical simulations. We perform cosmological
zoom-in dark matter-only simulations of MW host size
halos with BT PPS to study its substructures at z = 0.
Note that we only modify the PPS but still consider only
cold dark matter (i.e. not warm or self-interacting dark
matter).

In section II, we will give a theoretical overview, lay-
ing down the framework for the BT PPS and our simu-
lation. Then in section III, we introduce our numerical
codes for initial conditions, cosmological simulations, and
halo identification. We present our main results in sec-
tion IV and conclude in section V. Additionally, as the
first work to use HBT-HERONS (see section III C) for
zoom-in simulations, we show the comparison between
HBT+HERONS and another halo finder VELOCIraptor
in section A. We also run higher-resolution simulations
and compare the fiducial results in section B.

II. THEORETICAL OVERVIEW

The upper panel of Figure 1 shows the cosmic chronol-
ogy. Shortly after the Big Bang, the primordial power
spectrum (PPS) and small inhomogeneities were estab-
lished during the inflation era. At the cosmic recombi-
nation z ∼ 1100, electrons are combined with protons
to form neutral hydrogens, allowing radiation to travel
freely and resulting in the cosmic microwave background
(CMB). Under the influence of gravity, the small density
fluctuations are amplified, which can still be described
by Lagrangian perturbation theories. By z ∼ 100, non-
linearities started to grow and more dark matter col-
lapsed into halos, requiring N-body simulations to model

accurately. Eventually, stars and galaxies are born at the
centers of dark matter halos, leading to the structure we
observe today. Our study connects the very early uni-
verse to the present-day nearby galaxy structures and
statistics.

The matter power spectrum in the post-recombination
era is connected to the primordial power spectrum Pi(k)
through [58]:

P (k, t) = Pi(k)T
2(k)D2(t), (1)

where T (k) is the linear transfer function and D(t) is
the growth factor. In the traditional single-field slow-roll
inflation, the PPS follows the PL model:

Pi(k) ∝ kns , (2)

with the spectral index ns ∼ 0.96 (see section III B 1).
Ref. [23] gave the following formalism for the BT mod-

els:

Pi(k) ∝

 kns , (for k ≤ kp),

kns · ( k
kp
)
ms−ns

, (for k > kp),
(3)

which is a broken power law modification of Equation 2.
We introduce kp as the pivot scale and ms as the spectral
index on small scales. We require ms to be larger than
ns to give an enhancement (i.e. blue-tilted, BT). When
ms is smaller than ns, the corresponding PPS model is
called the red tilted (RT) model [49].

In this paper, along with the PL model, we pick two BT
models from Ref. [32]1: BT_deep and BT_soft, listed
in Table I. BT_soft with a reasonable star formation
efficiency ∼ 0.2 can explain the large number of galax-
ies formed at high redshift as observed by JWST [32].
However, to match the JWST observations, BT_deep
requires a high star formation efficiency, comparable to
PL [32]. Although BT_deep does not help to explain the
JWST observations, it is still interesting to examine its
impact on the substructures of dark matter halo.

Both models are within the allowable parameter space
in Ref. [49] (constrained with nearby dwarf central den-
sities), although BT_soft is the marginal case. We also
confirm that our models are within the parameter space
constrained with strong lensing [41].

For all of our PPS models, the matter power spectra at
z=1089 and the parameter settings are shown in Figure 2
and Table I respectively. BT_soft deviates from PL at
0.7 Mpc−1, whereas BT_deep deviates at 3.51 Mpc−1,
but they have the same power law index afterward.

1 For kp, the value in our table is a float number to several digits
because original models use h Mpc−1 as a unit of kp, but we
convert it into Mpc−1.
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FIG. 1. The conceptual steps of the cosmological stages and our simulation steps. The upper panel shows the universe’s
chronology, along with redshifts of some critical eras; the lower panel shows the numerical tools we used.

FIG. 2. The upper panel shows the power spectra for the
matter density perturbation at z=1089 with PL (orange),
BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red). The inset is for a
wider wave vector k range. The bottom panel shows the
ratios of the BT to PL power spectrum. The model
parameters are listed in Table I.

Models Related parameters

PL Power Law Primordial Power Spectrum

ns = 0.961

BT_deep kp = 3.51 Mpc−1 ms = 1.5

BT_soft kp = 0.702 Mpc−1 ms = 1.5

TABLE I. The parameters of all the chosen models. kp is
the wave vector at which the BT PPS would deviate from
the PL PPS. ms is the enhanced spectral index for k > kp,
at the small scales. For other cosmological parameters, see
section III B 1.

The wave number k can be connected with a mass scale
Ml at z=0 [14], by assuming the sphere radius rl to be
half wavelength π

k :

Ml =
4π

3
rl

3ρm =
ΩmH2

0

2G
r3l

=1.71× 1011
(
Ωm

0.3

)(
H0

70

)2 (
rl

1 Mpc

)3

M⊙. (4)

We further give the pivot mass Mp under which the BT
model can enhance the structure formation:

Mp = 5.29× 1012
(
Ωm

0.3

)(
H0

70

)2 (
kp

1 Mpc−1

)−3

M⊙.

(5)

For the BT_deep and BT_soft models, Mp would be
∼ 1.1 × 1011 M⊙ and ∼ 1.4 × 1013 M⊙ respectively, us-
ing the cosmological parameters in our paper (see sec-
tion III B 1). The host halo of an MW-size galaxy is be-
lieved to be around Mhalo ∼ 1012 M⊙. Therefore, while



4

both the BT_deep and BT_soft models can enhance the
substructures of MW host size halos, only in BT_soft the
main halo can be affected.

To illustrate the impact of the BT model on the dark
matter halo statistics across different redshifts, we apply
a public semi-numerical code genmf [59] 2. It can predict
halo mass functions in cosmological simulations at a given
redshift. Ref. [32] verified that genmf is accurate within
a factor of 2-3, by comparing it with numerical N-body
simulations (with PL and BT).

We use genmf to show the cumulative halo mass func-
tion at z = 0 and z = 9 for the BT and PL models
in Figure 3. The figure shows, at z = 9, the BT mod-
els can produce an order-of-magnitude more halos, espe-
cially for Mhalo < 1010−11M⊙. At z = 0, the enhance-
ment in the number of halos reduces to a factor of 2-3
for Mhalo < 1010−11M⊙. Ref. [59] also found that the
high redshift halo mass function is more sensitive to cos-
mology, due to the stiffness of the function. This high
redshift enhancement motivates Ref. [32] to explain the
early formation of galaxies discovered by JWST with the
BT models.

However, at both redshifts, there is no enhancement
at the high-mass end, since the BT models can only
enhance the structures lower than the pivot mass Mp

(Equation 5), shown as the triangles in the figure.
While genmf can estimate the halo mass functions in

the BT models within a factor of two, we still require cos-
mological N-body simulations to accurately capture the
sub-halo distributions and statistics in the BT models.
This will help us explore BT PPS’s impact on nearby
galaxies and strong lensing observations.

III. NUMERICAL METHODS

Our cosmological simulation pipeline is outlined in the
bottom panel of Figure 1. We will introduce more details
in the following three subsections.

A. Zoom-in initial conditions (IC)

We carry out a suite of cosmological zoom-in simu-
lations of MW host-size halos. We increase the num-
ber of particles in a selected zoom-in region, which con-
tains high-resolution (HRS) particles. The particles out-
side the zoom-in region are called background or low-
resolution (LRS) particles. We chose the public code
MUSIC - multi-scale cosmological initial conditions [60],
which can handle multi-scale IC, to generate initial con-
ditions for our cosmological zoom-in simulations. We
adopted the Eisenstein and Hu [61] transfer function and

2 Publicly available at https://icc.dur.ac.uk/Research/
PublicDownloads/genmf_readme.html

FIG. 3. The cumulative halo mass function generated by
genmf, at z=9 (dashed line) and z=0 (solid line), with PL
(orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red). The upper
panel shows the cumulative halo mass function per unit
comoving volume. The bottom panel shows the ratios of BT
to PL. The triangle symbols on the solid lines show the
pivot masses Mp for BT_deep (green) and BT_soft (red),
respectively.

modified it according to section II to mimic the blue-
tilted primordial power spectra.

For the convenience of comparison, we adopt the MU-
SIC configuration files of the existing simulation project
FIRE [62, 63]. We choose the zoom-in initial conditions
at the size of MW host halos (i.e., Mh ∼ 1012 M⊙ in
mass), specifically, m12i [64] and m12f [65]. We obtain
those configuration files from the Flatiron Institute Data
Exploration and Comparison Hub 3.

B. Simulation code

We perform several zoom-in simulations using the
state-of-the-art cosmological simulation code SWIFT [66,

3 Publicly available at https://flathub.flatironinstitute.org/
fire

https://icc.dur.ac.uk/Research/PublicDownloads/genmf_readme.html
https://icc.dur.ac.uk/Research/PublicDownloads/genmf_readme.html
https://flathub.flatironinstitute.org/fire
https://flathub.flatironinstitute.org/fire
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67]4. For N-body simulations, SWIFT uses the Fast Mul-
tipole Method (FMM) at small scales [68], which can
reduce the complexity of gravity calculation (including
both the potential and force calculation) to O(N). The
Particle Mesh Method is also coupled at large scales to
handle periodic volumes [69].

1. Cosmological parameters

For all the cosmological simulations in this paper, we
adopt the WMAP-7 result [70], which is also used in the
original m12i [64] and m12f [65] simulations.

1. Universe density parameters Ωm = 0.272, Ωb =
0.0455, ΩL = 0.728.

2. Hubble constant H0 = 70.2 km s−1 Mpc−1

3. Scalar spectral index ns = 0.961

4. Root-mean-square matter fluctuation averaged
over a sphere of radius 8h−1 Mpc, σ8 = 0.807.

C. Halo finder and halo property post-processor

Current halo finders can be categorized into three
types based on working mechanism: (A) the configura-
tion space finders, (B) the phase space finders (which
utilize both spatial and velocity space information), and
(C) the tracking finders (which build the particle list of
a certain subhalo based on its progenitors).

In the main text of the paper, we adopt
HBT+HERONS [71] (Forouhar Moreno et al in
preparation) 5 as our halo finder, which is a tracking
finder. We also explore the result with a phase space
finder, VELOCIraptor [72], and compare their results in
section A. In this paper, we adopt 20 as the minimum
number of particles to be identified as a dark matter
halo for both halo finders. We choose the position of the
most bound particle as the halo center.

We use SOAP (Spherical Overdensity and Aperture
Processor)6 to calculate the spherical overdensity prop-
erties, based on the results from HBT+HERONS.

1. Convergence radius

The dark matter halo’s radial density profile would
be underestimated within a resolution limit radius in N-
body simulations, due to the two-body relaxation effect

4 Publicly available at https://swiftsim.com/
5 This is an updated version of HBT+ that improves the tracking

of subhalos. It can be found at https://github.com/SWIFTSIM/
HBT-HERONS

6 https://github.com/SWIFTSIM/SOAP

[73]. This would artificially turn a cuspy profile into a
core profile. This radius is called the convergence radius
and defined as the smallest r fulfilling Equation 6:

trelax(r)

t0
=

√
200

8

N(r)

lnN(r)

[
ρ(r)

ρcrit

]−1/2

> 0.6, (6)

where ρcrit is the critical density of universe, ρ(r) is the
average density within radius r, N(r) is the number of
enclosed particles within radius r. t0 is the integration
time, which is close to the age of the Universe. We will
indicate the regions within the convergence radius with
shades in Figure 5.

IV. RESULT

We run nine simulations using the numerical pipeline
mentioned in section III. Their numerical settings are
listed in Table II.

The six fiducial-resolution simulations are used to com-
pare the BT and the PL models. Two initial conditions,
m12i and m12f, are used to validate the conclusions.
Thus, it would give six fiducial-resolution simulations in
total. Additionally, we run three high-resolution simula-
tions with m12i for the resolution studies in section B.

A. Terminology

We give a summary of the concepts and terminologies
used in our paper:

1. Dark Matter Halo and Subhalo: a dark matter halo
is a high-density region in the universe composed
of dark matter particles that are gravitationally
bound to each other. Smaller overdense regions can
also exist inside the halo, which are also self-bound.
Those smaller halos are called the subhalos of the
host halo. In zoom-in simulation, the most massive
halo is called main halo, which hosts the largest
number of subhalos in the zoom-in region.

2. Msub: the total mass of all the bound particles in
a subhalo (as defined by the halo finders). In this
paper, we use this mass definition for the subhalo
mass function.

3. Spherical overdensity (SO) properties: these prop-
erties are calculated based on all the enclosed par-
ticles within a sphere around the center of the se-
lected dark matter halo. This sphere’s radius is
usually where the average density for the enclosed
region reaches an integer (like 50, 100, 200, ...) mul-
tiple of the critical density (labeled with 50c, 100c,
200c, ...) or the background mean density (labeled
with 50m, 100m, 200m, ...). The properties include
the spherical overdensity radius (R200c, R200m, ...),
the spherical overdensity mass (M200c,M200m, ...),

https://swiftsim.com/
https://github.com/SWIFTSIM/HBT-HERONS
https://github.com/SWIFTSIM/HBT-HERONS
https://github.com/SWIFTSIM/SOAP
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the spherical overdensity concentration parameter
of the NFW fitting (CNFW

200c , CNFW
200m , ...). With the

SO radius and SO mass properties, we can calculate
the SO circular velocity properties(V200c, V200m, ...)
via Equation 7.

4. Rvir & Mvir: Special kinds of the SO properties.
Rvir is the virial radius of a dark matter halo. The
most commonly used virial radius definition is given
by Ref. [74]. Mvir is then the total mass within a
sphere of radius Rvir. We use this definition for the
subhalo mass in section A 2.

5. Vmax, Vpeak & Rmax: The circular velocity is de-
fined as:

Vcir(R) =

√
GM(< R)

R
, (7)

where R is the distance to the halo center, M(< R)
the enclosed mass that is bound to the halo, within
radius R. The R−Vcir(R) graph is called the galaxy
rotation curve, and Vmax is simply the maximum
circular velocity of the rotation curve. In the sim-
ulation, the subhalo would lose its mass due to the
tidal forces from the host halo. However, Vmax is
robust and representative of a dark matter subhalo
because it reflects the subhalo’s central, gravita-
tionally bound part, which is less affected by the
stripping effect and how the boundary of the sub-
halo is defined.
During the evolution history of a dark matter halo,
its Vmax may change, and the largest Vmax is called
the peak circular velocity, Vpeak.
The distance R corresponding to the maximum cir-
cular velocity Vmax is denoted as Rmax. For a cen-
tral galaxy whose rotation curve is usually flat,
Rmax is quite sensitive to the simulation details
even though Vmax changes only slightly.

B. Comparison between the PL and the BT models

Table II shows some selected properties for the main
halos in all the simulations. We learn that the main halo
of BT_soft is larger than that of the PL model in mass,
radius, concentration, and Vmax. However, the BT_deep
model behaves similarly to the PL model, consistent with
the pivot mass Mp based on Equation 5.

Figure 4 shows the dark matter projection maps of
the PL, BT_deep and BT_soft m12i simulations. Since
their sizes are similar, the main halos in the projection
map look alike in these three cases. However, there are
significantly more subhalos in BT than in PL, includ-
ing both the small subhalos and the massive ones. For
the spatial distribution, the substructures are also more
centrally concentrated in BT than in PL.

In the rest of this subsection, we would quantify these
differences in terms of the subhalo mass function, the

subhalo Vmax function (velocity refers to Vmax of the sub-
halos), the subhalo radial distribution (subhalo distance
function), the cumulative substructure mass fraction, the
subhalo Rmax −Vmax relationship, and the main halo ra-
dial density profile.

1. Main Halo Radial Density Profile

We present the radial density profiles of the main halos
in Figure 5, for m12i and m12f, respectively. It is an
essential property of the dark matter halo inner structure,
which is well-characterized by the Navarro–Frenk–White
(NFW) profile [76]. We show the NFW fitting result in
dashed lines and our simulation results in solid lines.

The upper panels of Figure 5 show a good match be-
tween the simulation results and the NFW fitting lines.
Thus we can use the concentration parameters given by
the NFW profile to describe the radial density profile.
The concentration parameters of BT_deep and PL are
pretty close (see Table II), consistent with their similar
radial density profiles for the main halos. Meanwhile,
the BT_soft model gets a larger concentration parame-
ter than others, consistent with its higher radial density
profiles. The unresolved regions are based on the crite-
rion described by section III C 1.

In the bottom panels, the BT_deep model behaves like
the PL model in the resolved region, while the BT_soft
model is enhanced by a factor of two in the inner part of
the main halo (r < 0.01R200m). It is also consistent with
our calculation of the pivot masses for the deep and soft
models. As the radius increases, BT and PL approach a
similar density, indicating that the enhancement in the
main halo density mainly occurs in the inner region.

2. Subhalo Mass Function

We present the subhalo mass function in Figure 6.
We show the subhalo count within R50c from the main
halo center, N(> µ), as a function of µ = Msub/M200c,
namely the ratio between the gravitationally bound sub-
halo masses and the M200c of the main halos. We adopt
this scaled mass definition because it can make the sub-
halo mass function insensitive to the host halo mass
[77, 78]. The grey “COCO fit” line is the best fitting
power function for the subhalo mass (N(> µ) ∼ µ−s

with s = 0.95) in Ref. [78], for all the subhalos within
R50c

7 of the main halo.
The upper panel of Figure 6 shows a reasonable match

between the COCO fit and our PL simulation, showing
that we are consistent with COCO. The two BT mod-
els’ lines diverge clearly from the PL line, with a higher

7 In COCO paper, they used the empirical relation to calculate
R50c, ∼ 1.66 ·R200c.
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FIG. 4. The comparison between the dark matter mass projection maps with the PL and BT (deep/soft) PPS for m12i at
z=0. The color scales are the same across the three panels. All the images are 2D plane projections of cubic volumes with a
side length of 400 kpc, centered at the main halo’s most bound particle identified by HBT+HERONS.

Property
m12i-fiducial resolution m12i-high resolution m12f-fiducial resolution

PL BT:deep BT:soft PL BT:deep BT:soft PL BT:deep BT:soft

M200c [1012 M⊙] 0.950 0.938 1.12 0.955 0.945 1.13 1.32 1.35 1.50

Mvir [1012 M⊙] 1.14 1.13 1.28 1.14 1.11 1.28 1.61 1.61 1.73

M200m[1012 M⊙] 1.26 1.26 1.41 1.26 1.25 1.42 1.82 1.81 1.87

R200c [kpc] 202 202 214 203 202 214 226 228 236

Rvir [kpc] 273 273 284 273 271 284 307 307 314

R200m [kpc] 344 343 357 344 343 357 388 387 391

V200c [km/s] 142 141 150 142 142 151 159 160 165

CNFW
200m 14.4 14.0 20.7 14.7 14.6 19.9 11.5 13.1 22.8

Vmax [km/s] 155 154 174 166 167 188 176 171 194

mHRS
p [103M⊙] 42.3 42.3 42.3 5.28 5.28 5.28 42.3 42.3 42.3

lsoft [kpc] 0.208 0.208 0.208 0.104 0.104 0.104 0.208 0.208 0.208

TABLE II. Some selected properties for the main halos and the basic parameters of the simulations. The first and second
rows give the simulation names, encoding the main halo (m12i or m12f), the resolution levels (fiducial or high resolution), and
the PPS models (PL, BT_deep or BT_soft). The rest are the properties and basic parameters in the simulations. The
properties (from 3rd to 11th rows) are all explained in section IV A. mHRS

p is the mass of high-resolution particle in the
simulation. lsoft is the gravitational softening length (in terms of co-moving value), which is 0.02 times the mean inter-particle
distance [75].

number. The BT_deep and BT_soft subhalo mass func-
tions almost overlap, indicating that the enhancement in
subhalo mass is similar between these two models.

The flattening of the subhalo mass functions in Fig-
ure 6 is due to the limited mass resolution: we cannot
resolve subhalos with fewer than ∼ 20 particles. The
shaded area shows the mass range cannot be covered due

to the halo finder’s setting for the minimum halo size,
which is 20 particles. Though both m12i and m12f are
using the same parameters in the halo finder and thus the
same mass of the minimum size halo, m12f has a larger
M200c so its scaled subhalo mass limit µ = Msub/M200c

would be smaller.

In the bottom panel, the BT models have an apparent
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FIG. 5. The density profiles of the main halos for m12i (left) and m12f (right) respectively. For both figures:
The upper panel shows the density profiles of the main halo with the PL (orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red)
models; the NFW fitting line is also shown for each model as a dashed line. The bottom panel shows the ratios of the BT
density to the PL density. The shaded area shows the radial range expected to be affected by the numerical two-body
relaxation, given by Equation 6.

enhancement in the number of dark matter subhalos at
different masses. Especially at the low mass range (µ <
10−4,Msub < 108 M⊙), the BT effect can double the
subhalo number. At the high mass range (10−4 < µ <
10−3, 108 M⊙ < Msub < 109 M⊙), the BT models still
have tens of percent enhancement. At an even larger
mass (µ > 10−3,Msub > 109 M⊙), the ratio curve is
dominated by the noise due to a lack of statistics. We
can use an inverse S shape function to fit the ratio of BT
to PL, by introducing two free parameters m,µc:

f(x) =
1

2
· (m− 1) · ( −x√

1 + x2
+ 1) + 1, (8)

where

x = 4 · log10
µ

µc
. (9)

Here, m indicates the maximum relative ratio the BT
model can touch compared to the PL model, and µc is
the middle point between µ starting to drop and µ value
finishing the dropping. According to the definition of
Equation 8, µc is also where the inverse S shape function
drops to half. Since the deep and soft models perform

pretty closely in the subhalo mass function, we can use
one set of parameters to fit: m = 2, µc = 10−3. After
getting this fitting function from the bottom ratio panel,
we draw it on the upper panel of Figure 6, showing a
good fit with the simulation results.
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FIG. 6. The cumulative scaled subhalo mass functions for
m12i (colored solid) and m12f (colored dashed) respectively.
The upper panel shows the subhalo mass function for all the
subhalos within R50c from the main halo center in the PL
(orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) simulations,
with the subhalo mass Msub scaled by M200c of the main
halo. The bottom panel shows the ratios of the BT to PL
numbers. The shaded areas show the subhalo mass cutoff
due to the halo finder’s setting for minimum halo size, where
we set it to 20 particles. However, based on our resolution
study in section B, the subhalo mass function is reliable on
µ ≥ 10−5.5, i.e. for subhalos with at least 50 particles.
µ ∼ 10−5.5 is also approximately the µ point where the
subhalo mass function starts to deviate from a power-law
function, i.e. a straight line in the log-log graph.

3. Subhalo Vmax Function

In Figure 7, we present the subhalo Vmax function. We
show the subhalo count within R100c from the main halo
center, N(> ν), as a function of ν = Vmax/V200c, which
is the subhalo maximum circular velocity (Vmax) in the
units of its main halo circular velocity at R200c (V200c).
We adopt this scaled Vmax definition because it can make
the function insensitive to the main halo masses [78, 79].
The grey “Cautun fit” line results from Ref. [80] under
the PL LCDM cosmology, which includes all the subhalos
within R100c of the main halo. It is also adopted by Ref.
[78] as a fiducial reference line.

Note that when the number of particles is too few, the
Vmax of this subhalo is not resolved. The usual choice is
not to trust subhalos with fewer than 100 particles [81],
which corresponds to the shaded area in the figure.

The upper panel of Figure 7 shows a good match
between the Cautun fit and our PL simulation, verify-
ing the correctness of our pipeline. While the BT_soft
and BT_deep lines are higher than the PL line, the
soft model has an even stronger enhancement than the
deep model. It is because the BT_soft subhalos are
more concentrated than the BT_deep subhalos (see sec-
tion IV B 6). Thus, the subhalo Vmax function can help
us to differentiate the BT_soft and BT_deep models,
although the subhalo mass function cannot.

In the bottom panel, the BT models increase the num-
ber of dark matter subhalos across a wide range of Vmax,
especially between 0.03V200c and 0.1V200c. Compared to
the PL model, the BT_deep model gets more than 300%
enhancement, while the BT_soft model gets more than
400%. The ratio begins to drop at a Vmax slightly larger
than 0.1V200c and has the trend to approach the unity at
the high Vmax end. Similarly, we can use the inverse S
shape function in Equation 8 to mimic the ratios of BT
to PL. Only that we need to use ν instead of µ to define
x:

x = 4 · log10
ν

νc
. (10)

And we have different parameter sets for the two BT
models: for BT_soft, m = 5 νc = 0.2; for BT_deep,
m = 3.5 νc = 0.15. This indicates that the BT_soft
model has a stronger enhancement for a wider range of
halo sizes than the BT_deep model.

4. Subhalo Radial Distribution

In Figure 8, we present the subhalo radial number
density profile: the normalized radial number density,
n(r)/ ⟨n⟩, as a function of r/R200c, which is the subhalo’s
distance to the main halo center in the units of its main
halo’s R200c. Here, n(r) is the subhalo number density
in the specific radial bin; ⟨n⟩ is defined by:

⟨n⟩ = N50c
4
3πR

3
50c

, (11)

where N50c is the number of subhalos within R50c in the
corressponding mass bin. The grey “Aquarius A1” line is
the highest resolution simulation result of the Aquarius
project [82], with which the COCO project has shown
its fitting. Although the original line uses kpc as a unit,
we divide r over Aquarius A1’s R200c ∼ 245 kpc to get
the scaled radius. Ref. [82] suggested that if splitting
subhalos with different mass bins across from 105 M⊙
to 1010 M⊙, the radial distribution at every bin would
all follow this line. Due to the resolution limit of our
simulation, we only show the four mass bins from 106 M⊙
to 1010 M⊙.
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FIG. 7. The cumulative scaled subhalo Vmax functions for
m12i (colored solid) and m12f (colored dashed) respectively.
The upper panel shows the subhalo Vmax function for all the
subhalos within R100c from the main halo center in the PL
(orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) simulations,
with Vmax of the subhalo scaled by V200c of the main halo.
The bottom panel shows the ratios of the BT to PL
numbers. The shaded areas show the unresolved Vmax range,
the limit of which is the median Vmax value among all the
subhalos with 100 particles in the PL simulations. 100 is an
empirical lower limit of particle number for dark matter halo
to be resolved [81]. Our resolution limit study in section B
also shows that for subhalos with at least 100 particles, the
relative deviation in the subhalo Vmax function does not
exceed 30%, which is within acceptable limits.

The upper panels of Figure 8 show the PL results be-
tween 106 M⊙ and 109 M⊙ fit well with the Aquarius
lines. However, for the 109 M⊙ to 1010 M⊙ mass bin, we
have too few subhalos (only ∼ 20 within R50c), so the
plotting has a substantial scatter around the Aquarius
A1 line.

In the bottom panels, for the whole mass range (or
at least 106 M⊙ ∼ 109 M⊙ which noise effect is not too
much), the BT models boost the normalized radial num-
ber density near the center by a factor of two.

As suggested by [82], within the range of 105 M⊙ ∼
1010 M⊙, massive subhalos tend to exist in the radially
outer region while different mass bins follow the same
line. Both our BT and PL simulation results also show
this trend. Although the BT subhalo number density is

higher, the radial range where subhalos exist within that
mass range does not change.

5. Cumulative Substructure Mass Fraction

In Figure 9, we present the cumulative substructure
mass fraction: the mass of particles belonging to subha-
los over the total mass, within a certain radius to the
main halo center r. This substructure fraction could be
useful for future strong lensing studies [83] on the BT
models. We take the cumulative substructure mass frac-
tion function for the PL LCDM model from Ref. [84] as
the Lovell CDM result. Additionally, we rescale the ra-
dius by R200c of the main halo, to eliminate the influence
of the different main halo sizes.

The upper panel of Figure 9 shows a good match be-
tween the Lovell CDM result and our PL simulation for
m12i. But, unexpectedly, the PL simulation of m12f is
higher than the Lovell CDM result. This is because,
in m12f, there is a subhalo with 7.7 × 108 M⊙ within
0.1R200c, which can account for the unusually high sub-
structure fraction for the m12f PL simulation.

We find that the BT_deep and BT_soft lines are
higher than the Lovell CDM result and our BT simula-
tions, implying that there are more substructures with
the BT than PL PPS. The enhancement is especially
strong in the inner region, where strong lensing is likely
to probe.

To quantify the difference, in the bottom panel, we
show the ratio of the cumulative substructure mass frac-
tion between the BT and PL simulations. For BT_deep,
the fraction is enhanced by a factor of ten at the inner
region (0.1R200c). As the radius increases, the enhance-
ment ratio drops and finally becomes stable around a
factor of two at the outer region. This is also consistent
with our result in section IVB 2: the BT models can
double the total mass residing in resolved subhalos.
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FIG. 8. The subhalo radial number density profiles at four different mass bins for m12i (colored solid) and m12f (colored
dashed). In each subfigure (also in each mass bin): The upper panel shows the radial number density n(r) normalized by ⟨n⟩
in Equation 11, for the PL (orange), the BT_deep (green), and the BT_soft (red) models. The grey solid line shows the
equivalent substructure profile from Figure 12 of Ref. [82]. The bottom panel shows the ratios of the BT normalized number
density to the PL normalized number density.
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FIG. 9. The cumulative mass fraction in substructures as a
function of the radius for PL (orange), BT_deep (green),
and BT_soft (red). The upper panel shows the cumulative
substructure fraction function, with r (the subhalo distance
from the main-halo center) scaled by R200c of the main halo.
The grey solid line shows the equivalent substructure profile
from Ref. [84]. The bottom panel shows the ratios of the BT
substructure fractions to the PL substructure fractions.

6. Subhalo Rmax − Vmax relationship

We present the subhalo Rmax − Vmax relationship in
Figure 10 for all the subhalos within R200c from the
main halo center, with m12i and m12f, respectively. It
is a measurement of the subhalo central density, thus
astrophysically interesting: for a specific Vmax bin, a
larger(smaller) Rmax usually means a lower(higher) cen-
tral density. The black line is taken from Ref. [85]
(Robert) for the PL LCDM cosmology, considering all
the subhalos within R200c of the main halos.

The upper panel of Figure 10 shows a good match be-
tween the Robert result and our PL simulation, for both
m12i and m12f. The two BT models have much smaller
Rmax than the PL model. The BT_soft model has a
lower Rmax than the BT_deep model. This implies while
subhalos in BT_deep are more concentrated than in PL,
the BT_soft model is even more concentrated than the
BT_deep model. The unresolved regions for m12i PL
and m12f PL are indicated with shaded areas, following
the same definition as in section IV B3.

In the bottom panels, the BT models suppress Rmax

at nearly the whole resolved Vmax range. The effects
in m12i and m12f are similar: for the BT_deep model,
Rmax decreases by ∼ 40%; for the BT_soft model, Rmax

decreases nearly by half.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The standard model of cosmology – the Power Law Pri-
mordial Power Spectrum + the Lambda Cold Dark Mat-
ter – has been successful over the past several decades,
especially on the large scales of the universe [9–13]. How-
ever, there are still possible tensions between the obser-
vational results and the theoretical simulations.

JWST’s high redshift observations revealed that galax-
ies could form earlier than those in the standard model of
cosmology [26–28]. The strong lensing observations pre-
fer more substructures [38–40]. Furthermore, the recent
observations [53, 54] and theories [55] suggested there
could be a “too many satellites” problem in the nearby
universe. These motivate us to consider alternative cos-
mological models with an enhanced Primordial Power
Spectrum at small scales (> 1 Mpc−1), namely the blue-
tilted (BT) model.

In this study, we have conducted cosmological zoom-in
simulations of MW host-size halos with the blue-tilted
primordial power spectrum. We have considered two
blue-tilted models from Ref. [32]: BT_soft with the
enhancement at ≳ 1 Mpc−1 and BT_deep with the en-
hancement at ≳ 4 Mpc−1. They are all within the ac-
cepted parameter space according to the JWST observa-
tion [32] and the dwarf galaxy central density observation
[49].

Our main results are summarized in the following:

1. We have found that BT_soft can enhance the mass,
radius, Vmax, concentration (Table II), and the ra-
dial density profile (section IV B1) of the main
halo. However, the effects of the BT_deep model
on the main halo are much smaller, since it is blue-
tilted at a smaller scale in the primordial power
spectrum, which corresponds to a smaller mass
scale (Equation 5).

2. The BT models enhance the subhalo mass function
by ∼ 2 and the subhalo Vmax function by ≳ 3 for a
wide range of halo masses (∼ 106 M⊙−109 M⊙) and
maximum circular velocities (∼ 5 km/s− 50 km/s)
(section IV B 2 and section IV B 3). The enhance-
ment ratios, defined as the numbers of subhalos in
BT over that in PL, follow inverse S shape functions
(Equation 8) in both mass and Vmax functions.

In both the BT_deep and BT_soft simulations,
the enhancements in the subhalo mass function are
similar. However, the BT_soft simulation has a
stronger enhancement in the subhalo Vmax function
than the BT_deep simulation.
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FIG. 10. The subhalo Vmax-Rmax relations for m12i (left figure) and m12f (right figure) respectively. For both figures:
The upper panel shows the subhalo Rmax − Vmax relations for all the subhalos within R200c from the main halo center with
the PL (orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) models. The colored solid lines depict the median relation found by
binning the subhalos according to their Vmax values. The colored regions surrounding the colored lines illustrate the 16th-84th
percentiles around the medians. The black solid line is the result of Ref. [85] for the PL LCDM model, taking account of all
the subhalos within R200c of the main halo. The bottom panel shows the ratios of Rmax between the BT and PL models. The
shaded area is the same as that in Figure 7.

3. The BT primordial power spectrum increases the
number density of subhalos in the inner region of
the main host halo by more than a factor of two,
compared to PL (section IV B4). In the BT sim-
ulations, the number densities of subhalos in the
lower mass bins are more centrally concentrated.

4. We have found that the BT models can boost the
mass fraction of the substructures in the inner re-
gion (< 0.1R200c) by an order of magnitude (sec-
tion IV B5). Even around R200c, the BT models
could have a two-fold increase in the substructure
mass fraction, compared to PL.

5. At a fixed Vmax, the BT models reduce the mean
Rmax values of the subhalos by 40% − 50% (sec-
tion IVB 6). This reveals that subhalos are more
concentrated in BT than PL.

To constrain the primordial power spectrum with our
simulations, we require comparisons with observations,
including the statistics of nearby satellite galaxies and

the strong lensing observations of Milky-Way size host
halos. However, at these small scales, baryonic physics
cannot be ignored, e.g. the tidal stripping of subhalos
with baryonic disks [56], the uncertainties in the stellar-
to-halo mass relation [86], the baryonic effects on the
inner density profiles [45], and the lensing effects of the
stellar structures [87, 88]. Therefore, it is necessary to
incorporate regulator-type models [89, 90], semi-analytic
models [91, 92], or even cosmological galaxy simulations
[62, 93] to disentangle the effects of the primordial power
spectrum from baryons.
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Appendix A: Results from another halo finder:
VELOCIraptor

Apart from HBT+HERONS, we also identify the ha-
los and subhalos with VELOCIraptor (VR) [72], a code
based on the friends-of-friends (FOF) algorithm that
identifies peaks in 6D phase-space to find subhalos (both
the configuration space and phase space). We compare
the HBT+HERONS and VR results on the subhalo mass
function, subhalo Vmax function, and subhalo radial dis-
tribution in section A 1.

Currently, SOAP (see section III C) only allows the
calculation of spherical overdensity properties for field
halos. Besides, HBT+HERONS (without SOAP post
process) could only calculate limited kinds of SO prop-
erties. Hence, we used VR (without SOAP post process)
to calculate the virial masses for all the halos (also in-
cluding subhalos) and show the Mvir −Vmax relationship
in section A2. Usually, the spherical overdensity proper-
ties will include all of the particles within the SO radius,
regardless of whether they are bound to the main halo.
However, for subhalos, VR only considers the bound par-
ticles8. Otherwise, the subhalos near the center of the
main halo will have unphysically large masses.

Our essential parameters for VR are listed in Table III,
based on the sample configuration for 6D dark matter-
only simulation 9. We set the most bound particle’s po-
sition as the reference frame center to be consistent with
HBT+HERONS for comparison in section A1.

Parameters Value

FoF_Field_search_type 3

Minimum_halo_size 20

Bound_halos 1

Kinetic_reference_frame_type 0

Reference_frame_for_properties 1

TABLE III. Selected parameter settings in the
VELOCIraptor configuration file. For detailed explanations
of these parameters, refer to the usage section in the
documentation 10.

1. Comparison between halo finders:
HBT+HERONS and VELOCIraptor

Here, we choose m12i to analyze the difference between
the two halo finders. VR stands for VELOCIraptor in

8 See Mass and radius properties in https://velociraptor-stf.
readthedocs.io/en/latest/output.html

9 https://velociraptor-stf.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
_downloads/97ba16973bcff9d4afe940c2e13d12d2/sample_
dmcosmological_6dfof_subhalo.cfg

both the text and figures. In this subsection, we also use
SOAP to process VR and HBT+HERONS catalogs in a
consistent manner.

However, for the previous literatures we fit with,
COCO [78] and Aquarius [82] use SUBFIND [100] as
their halo finder, which is a configuration space finder;
Cautun fit line ([80]) is derived via ROCKSTAR [101], a
phase space finder. So there would be inherent offset sim-
ply due to the choice of halo finder, for the fitting lines.
As a result, the deviation from fitting lines could not im-
ply the capability of the halo finder. The relative ratio
between the two halo finders would be more meaningful.

FIG. 11. The cumulative scaled subhalo mass functions for
m12i, with two halo finders HBT+HERONS (colored solid)
and VR (colored dashed), respectively. The upper panel
shows the subhalo mass function for the PL (orange),
BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) models, with the
subhalo mass Msub scaled by M200c of the main halo. The
bottom panel shows the ratios of the VR to HBT+HERONS
number. The shaded areas are the same as that in Figure 6.
The shaded areas overlap because we set the minimum size
of the subhalo to be the same in both halo finders.

The subhalo mass function comparison between
VR and HBT+HERONS is shown in Figure 11. These
two halo finders agree with each other for 10−5 <
µ < 10−3, 107 M⊙ < Msub < 109 M⊙. However,
HBT+HERONS is higher and closer to the COCO fit-
ting line than VR at the high mass end, implying that

https://velociraptor-stf.readthedocs.io/en/latest/output.html
https://velociraptor-stf.readthedocs.io/en/latest/output.html
https://velociraptor-stf.readthedocs.io/en/latest/_downloads/97ba16973bcff9d4afe940c2e13d12d2/sample_dmcosmological_6dfof_subhalo.cfg
https://velociraptor-stf.readthedocs.io/en/latest/_downloads/97ba16973bcff9d4afe940c2e13d12d2/sample_dmcosmological_6dfof_subhalo.cfg
https://velociraptor-stf.readthedocs.io/en/latest/_downloads/97ba16973bcff9d4afe940c2e13d12d2/sample_dmcosmological_6dfof_subhalo.cfg
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HBT+HERONS is better at finding more massive subha-
los. But at the low mass end, VR appears to have more
subhalos than HBT+HERONS.

FIG. 12. The cumulative scaled subhalo Vmax functions for
m12i, with two halo finders HBT+HERONS (colored solid)
and VR (colored dashed), respectively. The upper panel
shows the subhalo Vmax function for the PL (orange),
BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) models, with the
subhalo Vmax scaled by V200c of the main halo. The bottom
panel shows the ratios of the VR to HBT+HERONS
number. The shaded areas are the same as those in Figure 7.

The subhalo Vmax function comparison between VR
and HBT+HERONS is shown in Figure 12. These two
halo finders give similar results except at the low Vmax

end near the resolution limit. When approaching the
limit Vmax value, VR deviates from the power-law be-
havior later than HBT+HERONS.

The subhalo radial distribution comparison be-
tween VR and HBT+HERONS is shown in Figure 13. In
mass bins larger than 107 M⊙, VR and HBT+HERONS
have nearly the same results. But, at the lower mass
end, VR has much fewer subhalos in the inner region
than HBT+HERONS and the Aquarius result.

To summarize, VR and HBT+HERONS behave simi-
larly for the subhalo mass and Vmax functions. However,
for the radial properties (the subhalo radial distribution
function), VR gaves a lower halo count near the host halo
center for the low halo mass bin.

2. Halo Mvir − Vmax relationship

We present the halo Mvir − Vmax relationship in Fig-
ure 14 for all the field halos and subhalos. The black
line is the extrapolation of Ref. [81] for the PL LCDM
cosmology, including both the field halos and subhalos.

The upper panels of Figure 14 show a good match be-
tween the BolshoiP & MDPL simulation and our PL sim-
ulation, for both m12i and m12f. The BT lines are lower
than the PL lines, implying the BT halos are more con-
centrated. We also observe the BT_soft model has a
lower Mvir than the BT_deep model for the same Vmax.

In the bottom panels, we show that the BT models
suppress Mvir at the resolved Vmax range. The suppres-
sions in m12i and m12f are similar: for the BT_deep
model, Mvir decreases by around 30%; for the BT_soft
model, Mvir decreases by around 50%. At high velocities,
the BT models are closer to the PL model’s Mvir value.
This implies the BT effects are stronger in the lower mass
halos.

Appendix B: Resolution limit study

To investigate whether the conclusion still holds at a
higher resolution, we take m12i as an example to study
the consistency between different resolutions. In the
high-resolution run, we reduce the particle mass to one-
eighth of the original (and boost the number of particles
by a factor of 8 times). The main halo properties for the
high-resolution runs are also shown in Table II.
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FIG. 13. The subhalo radial number density profiles at four different mass bins for m12i, using different halo finders
HBT+HERONS (colored solid) and VR (colored dashed). We consider the PL (orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft
(red) models in each subfigure (also in each mass bin): the upper panel is the same definition as that in Figure 8; the bottom
panel shows the ratios of the VR results to the HBT+HERONS results.
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FIG. 14. The subhalo Mvir − Vmax relations for m12i (left figure) and m12f (right figure) respectively. For both figures:
The upper panel shows the Mvir −Vmax relationship for all the field halos and subhalos within the simulation domain, with the
PL (orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) models. The colored solid lines depict the median relation by binning the
subhalos according to their Vmax values. The colored regions surrounding the colored lines illustrate the 16th-84th percentiles
around the medians. The black solid line results from Ref. [81] for the PL LCDM model, including both the field halos and
subhalos. The bottom panel shows the ratios of BT Mvir to PL Mvir. The shaded area is the same as that in Figure 7.
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FIG. 15. The cumulative scaled subhalo mass functions for
m12i, under fiducial resolution (colored solid) and high
resolution (colored dashed), respectively.
The upper panel shows the subhalo mass function for the PL
(orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) models, with
the subhalo mass Msub scaled by M200c of the main halo.
The bottom panel shows the ratios of high-resolution to
fiducial-resolution numbers. The shaded areas are the same
definition as that in Figure 6. However, the high-resolution
run has a smaller particle mass, so the lower bound is also
lower.

The subhalo mass function comparison between the
high and fiducial resolution is shown in Figure 15. From
the upper panel, we find that the high-resolution run can
extend the power-law behavior to a lower mass range,
matching the COCO fitting line. We find the overlap-
ping of the deep and soft models in Figure 6 still holds
at a higher resolution. From the bottom panel, by com-
paring the high and fiducial runs, we find that the fidu-
cial run deviates from the high-resolution run at around
µ ∼ 10−5.5. This implies that we can trust the results
from halos with more than 50 particles. The main con-
clusions in Figure 6 still hold.

FIG. 16. The cumulative scaled subhalo Vmax functions for
m12i, under fiducial resolution (colored solid) and high
resolution (colored dashed), respectively.
The upper panel shows the subhalo Vmax function for the PL
(orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) models, with
Vmax of subhalo scaled by V200c of the main halo. The
bottom panel shows the ratios of the high-resolution to
fiducial-resolution numbers. The shaded areas are the same
definition as that in Figure 7. Similar to Figure 15, the
high-resolution run can resolve the subhalos with a lower
Vmax.

The subhalo Vmax function comparison between the
high and fiducial resolution is shown in Figure 16. Sim-
ilar to Figure 15, we find the power-law behavior to a
lower Vmax range. The BT_deep line is higher than the
BT_soft line, which is higher than the PL line. Thus, as
in section IV B3, we find that the subhalo Vmax function
is a better distinguisher for the BT models than the sub-
halo mass function. From the bottom panel, we find that
the Vmax of subhalo with 100 particles is reliable (with
30%).
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FIG. 17. This figure is the same as the upper panel of
Figure 10, but with a higher resolution. The upper panel
shows the subhalo Rmax − Vmax relationship with the PL
(orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red) models, in
the high-resolution run of m12i; the colored solid lines
depict the median relation found by binning the subhalos
according to their Vmax values. The colored regions
surrounding the colored lines illustrate the 16th-84th
percentiles around the medians. The black solid line is the
result of Ref. [85] for the PL LCDM model, taking account
of all the subhalos within R200c of the main halo. The
bottom panel shows the ratios of Rmax between the BT
models and the PL model. The shaded area is the same
definition as in Figure 16.

The subhalo Rmax − Vmax relationship at a higher
resolution for m12i is shown in Figure 17. From the upper
panel, we find that the PL result starts to diverge with
the reference line [85] from Vmax ≲ 10 km/s. It suggests
that the Rmax of subhalos at the low- Vmax end is overesti-
mated in the fiducial-resolution run (see the upper panels
of Figure 10). However, for the subhalos whose Vmax is
beyond 10 km/s, the results on different resolutions are
consistent; besides, the relative differences among differ-
ent PPS models still hold: from the bottom panel, there
is a 40% (50%) decrease in BT_deep (BT_soft) in Rmax

at the same Vmax bin.

The subhalo radial distribution comparison be-
tween high resolution and fiducial resolution is shown
in Figure 18. The upper panels show that the rela-
tive differences among different PPS models still hold:
at the inner region BT_soft > BT_deep > PL. The
bottom panels show that for the mass bins larger than
107 M⊙, the result is quite close at these two resolu-
tions within scatters. However, consistent with what
we see in the mass function comparison, the mass bin
106 M⊙ < Msub < 107 M⊙, part of which is close to the
minimum halo size of the fiducial-resolution run, shows
the largest difference at two resolutions: the fiducial case
has over-predicted subhalo number by a quarter in the
inner region, while underestimated that by around 30%
in the outer region.

Summary: We have proven the fiducial-resolution
simulation’s conclusions still hold at a higher resolution.
We can trust results from halos with ≳ 50 particles for
the subhalo mass function and Vmax ≳ 10km/s for the
subhalo Rmax−Vmax relation and the subhalo Vmax func-
tion.
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FIG. 18. The subhalo radial number density profiles at four different mass bins for m12i, with the fiducial (colored solid)
and high resolution (colored dashed), respectively. We consider the PL (orange), BT_deep (green), and BT_soft (red)
models in each subfigure (also in each mass bin): The upper panel is the same definition as that in Figure 8. The bottom panel
shows the ratios of the result under the high resolution to the result with the fiducial resolution.
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