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Investigations of trajectories of various objects orbiting the Milky Way (MW) halo with modern
precision, achievable in observations by GAIA, requires sophisticated, non-stationary models of the
Galactic potential. In this paper we analyze the evolution of the spherical harmonics expansion
of MW analogues potential in constrained simulations of the Local Group (LG) from the HESTIA
suite. We find that at distances r > 50 kpc the anisotropic part of the potential demonstrates a
significant impact of the environment: ignoring the mass distribution outside the virial radius of
the MW results in 20% errors in the potential quadrupole at these distances. Spherical harmonics
vary significantly during the last 6 Gyr. We attribute variations of the potential at r ≥ 30 kpc
to the motions of MW satellites and LG galaxies. We also predict that the anisotropy of the real
MW potential should grow with distance in the range rvir < r < 500 kpc, since all realizations of
simulated MW-like objects demonstrate such a trend.

I. INTRODUCTION

Knowing the potential of the Galaxy is important for
studying many aspects of astrophysics and cosmology.
Several static models of the potential are widely used in
the literature [1–7]. However [8] have shown that simple
time-independent potentials are not adequate to trace
back the orbital evolution of substructures inside the
Milky Way (MW). Since the MW contains a relatively
large satellite, the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC), one
improvement to the model of the Galactic potential is
to introduce a moving LMC analogue to a model with a
static potential. This approach has been used in, e.g. [9].

It is known that the LMC also significantly disturbs
the Milky Way’s halo [10–17]. These perturbations of
the dark matter (DM) halo are believed to develop over
time and depend on distance [15], so they could not be de-
scribed by a static model plus moving LMC, and further
model improvements are required. In [18] a live N-body
model of the MW and LMC has been used to show that
the inclusion of a moving LMC can solve the problem of
the bulk motion of satellite galaxies relative to the Sun.

On the other hand, cosmological simulations show that
the gravitational potentials of galaxies can be even much
more complex. In the hierarchical model of galaxy for-
mation, the accretion of matter is driven by large-scale
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streams and this contributes to the non-spherical den-
sity distribution and angular momentum in the forming
halo. Simulations within the ΛCDM paradigm predict
that ∼90% of dark matter halos are significantly triaxial
and have measurable figure rotation[19] [20–22]. Dissi-
pative collapse of cold gas and the formation of stellar
disks change the shape of the halo, making them oblate
or nearly spherical, but allowing them to remain triaxial
at intermediate radii and elongated at larger radii [23–
28]. In [29] it has been shown on the basis of cosmological
simulations of MW-like galaxies that orbits of stars can-
not be reliably reconstructed in static models of potential
if the real system experience mergers with 1:8 or higher
mass ratio. An alternative considered in [29, 30] is to
use models with evolving potential using expansion into
some basis functions.

The complex and time dependent shape of galactic
potentials predicted by cosmological simulations can be
described by basis function expansion. Authors of [31]
have shown that with the reasonable accuracy the an-
gular variations of the potential of a MW-like halo can
be described by a moderate number (4–10) of spherical
harmonics, and the radial variations can be described by
splines. The method used for this expansion is available
in the code AGAMA [32]. However, the sample of MW-
like halos in [31], as well as in [29], lucks an environ-
ment similar to that of the Galaxy. It is known that the
Galaxy is located in the Local Group (LG) at the edge
of the Local Void and there is a Local Filament passing
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through the LG [33–37]. These structures should define
the general flow of matter during the (still ongoing) for-
mation of the MW. Besides this, the mass distribution
in the LG could itself affect at least the quadrupole com-
ponent of the Galactic potential, with LG contribution
being comparable to that of the LMC (we show this in
the Appendix B).

We use the spherical harmonic expansion approach to
analyze the behavior of the potential of MW-like galax-
ies simulated within a realistic large-scale environment in
HESTIA project [38]. Our main aim is to check whether
the LG mass distribution should be taken into account
while modeling the MW potential. Also we search for
similarities between the different random realizations of
MW-like objects in constrained simulations — if such
similarities exist, they could be expected in the real
Galaxy.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section II we de-
scribe HESTIA simulation suite and general parameters
of LG analogues. In Section III in Subsection IIIA we in-
troduce the potential expansion into spherical harmonics
and give the details of our usage of AGAMA. In Subsec-
tion III B we describe the time evolution of the gravita-
tional potential. Section IV is devoted to the analysis
of the role of the environment in creating the variations
of the potential. Results are briefly summarized in Sec-
tion V. In Appendix A we give details on the choice of the
maximal distance used to compute the potential. In Ap-
pendix B we make a simple estimate of LMC impact and
LG impact on the anisotropy of the potential and present
the amplitudes of spherical harmonics as a function of
distance for all HESTIA realizations. In Appendix C we
check the effects of numerical and temporal resolution on
our results and in Appendix D we show an example of
the full set of coefficients for one realization.

II. SIMULATIONS AND LG ANALOGUES

Simulations from the HESTIA project are made in a
box with Lbox = 100 Mpc/h side based on the reconstruc-
tion of initial conditions from the measured distribution
of velocities of the galaxies around us. They successfully
reproduce the large-scale environment of the Local Group
(Virgo cluster, local filament, etc.), and the main param-
eters of the Local Group itself: the masses of the two
main galaxies, their relative distance and velocity. The
set of models contains 14 realizations in which other, un-
measured parameters are varied. 13 of these realizations
are described in [39], they belong to three groups with
identical initial random seeds for the long wave part of
the initial conditions, corresponding to 2563 mesh in the
full box. Within each group simulations have different
randomly added small scale structure.

We use two kinds of zoom-in hydrodynamical simula-
tions: the intermediate resolution runs have a spatial and
mass resolution corresponding to 40963 particles in the
box. This resolution is achieved in a 6 Mpc (4 Mpc/h)

radius spherical blob around the center of LG, which is
free of low resolution particles. These intermediate res-
olution simulations are available for all 14 realizations
and are further referred as ‘4k’ realizations. From these
14 realizations, three are also simulated with high reso-
lution corresponding to 81923 particles (‘8k’ simulations)
within the region composed from two overlapping spheres
around two LG main galaxies with 3.7 Mpc radius each.
Far outside the zoom region the resolution corresponds to
2563 particles in the box. From all these simulations we
have considered only the last 38 snapshots which corre-
sponds to the last six Gyr (redshifts 0 < z < 0.625).
We also have used a simulation for one of the three
‘8k’ realizations where the last billion years is sampled
with a high time cadence of 190 snapshots. All the dis-
tances in this Paper are given in physical (not comov-
ing) units. We use the Planck cosmological model with
H = 100h = 67.7 km/s/Mpc, Ωm = 0.31, ΩΛ = 0.69.
In each of the HESTIA realizations we select the small-

est halo of the main pair as the Milky Way for the subse-
quent analysis. The main parameters of the LG ana-
logues, such as MW masses, M31 masses, etc can be
found in [39], except for the one realization called 01 12,
in which the MW analog mass is 2.5 × 1012 M⊙, M31
analog is 2.9 × 1012 M⊙ and the distance between them
at z = 0 is 725 kpc. The masses are somewhat too heavy,
but we decided to keep this LG realization.

III. COMPONENTS OF GALAXY’S
GRAVITATIONAL POTENTIAL

A. Potential expansion into spherical harmonics

Using the AGAMA code we expand the gravitational po-
tential of the simulated MW analogues into a set of spher-
ical harmonics:

Φ(r, θ, φ) =
∑
ℓ,m

aℓm(r)Yℓm(θ, φ), (1)

where aℓm(r) are quintic splines interpolating values tab-
ulated on a logarithmic grid in radius r. We use all avail-
able particles (DM, stars and gas) from simulations in
a range of radii rmin < r < rmax. The choice of rmin,
rmax is discussed below. The potential is computed by
first calculating the spherical harmonics expansion of the
density, and then the Poisson equation is solved for the
expansion coefficients.
As is known from literature, halos can demonstrate

figure rotation [20–22], so it is also useful to consider a
combination of the coefficients aℓm which characterizes
the amplitude of anisotropy independently on the orien-
tation:

c2ℓ =

m∑
−m

a2ℓm. (2)

We start by determining the parameters of the expan-
sion: the number of spherical harmonics ℓmax, radial bins
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n, and the spatial extent (rmin, rmax) of the set of par-
ticles used to find the potential. Based on the results
of [31] and [29] we decide to use ℓmax = 4. We chose
rmin = 5 kpc, since we are not interested in the inner
part of the Galaxy and we analyze the potential starting
from 10 kpc from the center. Decreasing rmin to 0.5 kpc
does not change our results. To determine rmax and n
we vary this parameters and explore the stability of the
results, and find that rmax = 3 Mpc and n = 40 provide
the best convergence. We further justify the choice of
rmax in the Appendix A. Additionally, we show that it
is insufficient to limit rmax to rvir for MW-like objects
in Appendix B by comparing the impact of a LMC-like
object and an M31-like object on the MW potential. We
find that these two different disturbers have comparable
impact at distances 100-200 kpc.

B. Evolution of the gravitational potential

Now, after determining the parameters of the potential
expansion explained in Section IIIA we calculate the evo-
lution of aℓm for MW analogues. We track the coefficients
aℓm at distances r=(10,20,30,40, 50,100,150) kpc. These
distances are somewhat arbitrary, but 10 kpc is inside the
Galactic disk and close to the Solar system distance from
center, 20—50 kpc is where the most of tidal streams are
now detected by GAIA, and 100—150 kpc are within the
Galactic halo. We consider the last 6 Gyr of evolution
which corresponds to z < 0.63. During that time virial
radii of MW analogues grow on average by 40%, but we
believe that the central part of the MW is more stable.
That’s why we analyze the potential at fixed radii, and
not at fixed fractions of the virial radius.

The evolution of the coefficients cℓ for the three high
resolution realizations is shown in Fig. 1. As has been
discussed in Section IIIA, these coefficients are not sen-
sitive to the rotations of the potential. An example of
the full set of aℓm coefficients is shown in Appendix D.
The convergence of aℓm(t) between intermediate and high
resolutions and with the change of snapshot frequency is
discussed in Appendix C. From Fig. 1 it is seen that all
three realizations experience significant (more than 30%)
variations of cℓ with various duration from 0.2 Gyr to
several Gyr. The central parts of MW analogues show
somewhat more rapid fluctuations. The analysis of the
realization with high time cadence of snapshots shows
that there are no such significant variations at timescales
shorter than 0.2 Gyr.

For the three realizations shown in Fig. 1, we com-
pare the evolution of cℓ with the trajectories of the most
massive satellites, and find the following:

1. For 09 18 (top row) the highest spike in the light-
est curve (r = 150 kpc) is clearly connected with
the accretion of a massive (4 × 1011 M⊙) satellite
which crosses the virial radius one gigayear ago.
The spikes in aℓm at 30 and 50 kpc are caused by a

less massive satellite (2× 1010 M⊙) reaching these
distances.

2. For 17 11 (middle row) wide peaks at 150 kpc for
ℓ = 3, 4 and more narrow peaks at 30 and 50 kpc
are also caused by passages of a single satellite
which was first accreted 6 Gyr ago with a mass of
1.3× 1011 M⊙ and then it made several pericenter
passages, gradually loosing mass.

3. For 37 11 (bottom row) a satellite with a mass of
9 × 1010 M⊙ entered the virial radius 4 Gyr ago
and it has not got closer than 100 kpc since then.
So the variations of the lightest curve are probably
caused by this satellite.

In almost all the cases, besides ℓ = 1, the variations of
coefficients at r = 10 kpc do not show clear connections
with the most massive satellites which do not reach such
close distances to the center.

IV. IMPACT OF THE ENVIRONMENT

As we have already shown in Section IIIA and Ap-
pendix B, there is a significant impact of the local envi-
ronment of the Galaxy on its aℓm. Here we analyze this
impact in more detail. For that we compare the potential
computed for the simulation particles with the potential
computed for all nearby galaxies and halos except for
the MW itself (but including the MW satellites), consid-
ered as point masses. We demonstrate this comparison
in Fig. 2. This figure shows aℓm(t) at three radii for the
realization of 09 18 with a resolution of ‘8k’. There is
a clear correlation between potential evolution computed
from particles and from nearby galaxies. This correlation
is weaker for r = 10 kpc (darkest line in Fig. 2). We ex-
pect this, since the potential at r = 10 kpc should have
high contribution of the galactic disk, which is not traced
by nearby galaxies. This is illustrated in Fig. 3, where the
ratio of the total mass in particles and in nearby galax-
ies is shown. At r ∼ 10 kpc the mass in particles is 5-9
times higher than in galaxies, while at larger distances
this ratio converges to 2-2.5.
To quantify the correlation we calculate the coeffi-

cients:

ξℓm =
⟨afullℓm agalℓm⟩

STD(afullℓm ) STD(agalℓm)
, (3)

where afullℓm is computed for the full particle distribution,

agalℓm is for nearby galaxies considered as point masses,
STD denotes the standard deviation.
For ℓ = 2, m = 1, the correlation coefficient between

the two curves for 10 kpc is ξ21 = 0.39. At larger dis-
tances, for 30 kpc and 100 kpc we get ξ21 = 0.83 and
ξ21 = 0.86, respectively. For ℓ = 4, m = 0 for 10 kpc
we obtain ξ40 = 0.69 and for 30 kpc (green line) it
is ξ40 = 0.86. Over all ‘8k’ realizations and snapshots
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FIG. 1. Amplitudes of spherical harmonics as a function of time along four radii. Colors from dark to light correspond to radii
of 10, 20, 50 and 150 kpc. Top row: realization 09 18, middle row: 17 11, bottom row: 37 11.
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the correlation between aℓm computed from the nearby
galaxy positions and from the total mass distribution for
ℓ > 1 is ξ = 0.87 for 150 kpc, ξ = 0.83 for 100 kpc and
ξ = 0.77 for 50 kpc.

We point again that it is not sufficient to consider only
the MW satellites when computing the evolution of the
potential. If we construct the potential using only galax-
ies within the virial radius, the potential expansion co-

efficients in ‘8k’ simulations show no significant correla-
tion with aℓm for the total mass distribution, while in
‘4k’ simulations (which have more realizations) there is
a correlation on the level of ξ = 0.68 for all harmonics
with ℓ > 1 at 100 kpc.

We also investigate the correlation of the potential
shape with the position of the Andromeda galaxy, for
which we find the expansion coefficients for a single point
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FIG. 3. Ratio of the total mass in simulation particles to the
mass in nearby galaxies from distance to MW center for the
three high resolution realization: 09 18 (solid), 17 11 (dashed)
and 37 11 (dotted).

mass located at the Andromeda position and compute
the correlation of these values with aℓm over all snap-
shots and realizations. We find a correlation coefficient
above 0.6 only for the quadrupole at 150 kpc. This means
that other members of the LG are also need to be taken
into account when modeling the MW potential.

The relatively high values of correlations ξ between

agalℓm(t) and afullℓm (t) at r > 30 kpc indicate that it might

be possible to reconstruct the potential afullℓm (t) from the
spatial distribution and masses of nearby galaxies. We

try to do it by simply setting amodel
ℓm (t) = Aagalℓm(t), where

A is a constant. We measure the quality of reconstruction
for each ℓ,m, r by computing

Q =
STD(amodel

ℓm − afullℓm )

STD(afullℓm )
, (4)

where the standard deviation is computed across all snap-
shots and realizations. We vary the constant A in the
range 0.5 — 3.0, but the quality Q never reaches below
0.45 for any of ℓ,m, r. For A = 1 we get Q in the range
from 0.5 to 1.1 for ℓ > 1, r ≥ 30 kpc. This means that

despite the good correlation between agalℓm(t) and afullℓm (t),
they are not equal to each other.

We also check for similarities between the potential
evolution tracks of different LG realizations. Such simi-
larities are the manifestation of the constraining power of
the constraints imposed on the simulations, in the ΛCDM
context. The smaller is the variance between the different
realizations the more constrained is the LG. As a result,
e.g., M31 positions at z = 0 are not completely random
in these simulations, see Fig. 4. To check wether there
is a trace of these similarities in the MW potential, we
compute the average and scatter of aℓm across realiza-
tions for each simulation snapshot at r = 100 kpc. We
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FIG. 4. Positions of M31 analogs in 14 LG realizations (cir-
cles) and the real M31 (crosses) in supergalactic coordinates.

find that all realization-average values of aℓm are below
two times the standard deviation, so there is no clear
similarities between potentials in different realizations.
However, one can see some similarities in Fig. 7 where
for most of the realizations the growth of cℓ(r) at dis-
tances 200—700 kpc is observed. This is an indication
that the virial scale is less constrained compared to the
quasi-linear scale of the LG as a whole.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we use constrained simulations from the
HESTIA suite to investigate the gravitational potential
of MW analogues. Our aim is to quantify the variations
of the potential with time and the role of the environment
(i.e. the Local Group) in these variations. Based on
that it should be possible to predict what could be the
variations for our real Galaxy. We use the code AGAMA
to calculate expansion of the gravitational potential into
spherical harmonics aℓm(r) over the last 6 Gyr of cosmic
evolution (at z < 0.63). Based on the results of a similar
study made for DM halos in a un-constrained simulation
[31], we limit the expansion to ℓmax = 4.
A simple estimate shows that the anisotropic part of

the gravitational potential created by the LG can be
comparable to that created by the LMC at distances
100 − 200 kpc. We attribute the rise of cℓ(r) with r for
rvir < r < 500 kpc in Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 to the impact of
the LG. Also the analysis of the convergence of cℓ(r) for
r > 50 kpc as a function of rmax, the maximal distance
used to compute potential, shows that it is important
to take into account the environment at distances to at
least 1 Mpc from the MW center (see Fig. 5). Ignoring
the mass distribution outside the virial radius of the MW
can result in the errors of the aℓm of more than 20% at
r ∼ 150 kpc.
Harmonics of the potential expansion change signifi-

cantly with time. The clearly visible spikes on the cℓ(r, t)
plots (Fig. 1) correspond to massive satellites crossing ra-
dius r. The time evolution of the harmonics is different
in different LG realizations, but at r ≥ 30 kpc it cor-
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relates well with the evolution of the potential harmon-
ics reconstructed from the masses and positions of MW
satellite galaxies and LG members. This is quantified by
the correlation coefficient ξ defined in (3) which reaches
0.9. In other words, the tidal forces at r ≥ 30 kpc are
more significant than the shape of the MW halo and the
disk (without the satellites). Again, using only satellite
galaxies and ignoring the LG reduces the correlation co-
efficient to 0.7.

We have checked if it is possible to use this correla-
tion to build the MW potential model from positions and
masses of surrounding galaxies. The resulting model has
deviations from the potential created by the full mass
distribution ranging from 50% to 100% for different har-
monics aℓm.

As a result of this work, we believe that in order to have
an accurate model of the evolving Galactic potential it is
important to include not only massive satellites, but also
galaxies of the Local Group. This could be important
for the analysis of the planes of satellites [40–42], the
globular cluster zone of avoidance [43], the problem of
satellite’s apex [18] and other problems connected with
the shape of the Galactic potential.
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Appendix A: Choice of rmax

We explore the behavior of cℓ at two finite radii, 50 kpc
and 150 kpc, as functions of the maximal distance. This
behavior is shown in Fig. 5 for one of the realizations,
09 18 (which has the virial radius of 263 kpc). The dipole
harmonic vanishes if the center of mass coincides with the
coordinate system origin, so the change of dipole in Fig. 5
is expected and reflects the dependency of the center of
mass position from the sphere radius rmax.

One can see from Fig. 5 that the quadrupole at r =
150 kpc does not converge when rmax reaches the virial
radius (if rmax = rvir, the difference of cℓ from the con-
verged value is 20%). For higher multipoles, ℓ = 3, 4, and
for the potential at 50 kpc, this effect is weaker. From
Fig. 5 we conclude that there is a significant impact of
the mass distribution up to 0.7 Mpc on the shape of the
Galactic potential, which is close to the distance to the
M31 galaxy, which is also shown in Fig. 5. In other words
there is some significant tidal force created by the envi-
ronment. Also we conclude that cℓ does not change with
rmax when 1 Mpc< rmax < 10 Mpc, so we fix our choice
to the middle of this interval.

Appendix B: Potential anisotropy for 14 LG
realizations

We illustrate the possible impact of the envoronment
by a simple model. Consider a point mass of M31 scale
MM31 ∼ 2×1012 M⊙ located at a distance of d ∼ 750 kpc
from the center of the MW. For radii r < d coefficients
(2) behave as cℓ ∝ rℓ for ℓ > 0. The impact of such a
point mass on the anisotropic part of the potential can
be compared by an order of magnitude with the impact
of the LMC. For that we introduce another point mass
MLMC = 2 × 1011 M⊙ at a distance of 50 kpc. The
coefficients cℓ(r) produced by these two point masses are
shown in the left panel of Fig. 6. From this Figure one
can conclude that the impact of the M31-like point mass
is more significant than that of the LMC at r > 140 kpc
for ℓ = 1, r > 200 kpc for ℓ = 2 and r > 300 kpc for
ℓ = 3, 4. So we decide to include at least the Local Group
in our potential computation.

Both M31 and LMC are not point masses, but this
simple estimate gives the qualitative illustration of the
expected effect of the environment. An example of cℓ(r)
behavior from simulations is shown in the right panel of
Fig. 6. In that particular realization, 17 10, a satellite
with mass 4.9 × 1010 M⊙ flies at 50 kpc from the MW
center at z = 0.38. This satellite produces a clearly seen
bell-shaped feature on cℓ(r) for ℓ = 1, 3, 4. At distances
r > 100 kpc the amplitude of spherical harmonics starts
to rise with radius, what can be a result of the impact
of M31 or other masses within LG. This rise is seen for
almost all the realizations, see Fig. 7. The exceptions are
the cases where there is a large infalling satellite close to
the virial radius.

This is where the constrained simulations of the Lo-
cal Group can become handy. If there is no impact of
the environment, aℓm(r) will converge for any r when
rmax ≳ rvir. If the environment around MW is affecting
its gravitational potential, aℓm will continue to change
with rmax for rmax ≫ rvir. This change will depend on
the particular mass distribution of the environment, so
for the study of MW potential in simulations one needs
the environment which resembles the real MW environ-
ment.

In Fig. 7 we show the radial dependency of the am-
plitudes of spherical harmonics expansion of the poten-
tial for all the HESTIA realizations with ‘4k’ resolution.
From Fig. 7 one can see that almost all the realizations
demonstrate the monotonic growth of cℓ(r) in the range
200 < r < 700 kpc. This is expected, since all HESTIA
realizations include a second large halo (M31 analogue)
in the LG analogue with the distance from MW in the
range 600− 1100 kpc.

There were no constraints on the LMC analogue in
the HESTIA runs, however, so there is a large scatter in
positions and masses of the largest subhalos in the MW
analogues. This results in randomly positioned bumps in
cℓ(r) functions in different realizations.
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Appendix C: Impact of spatial and temporal
resolution

The HESTIA suite contains simulations with differ-
ent mass resolution and different snapshot frequency for
some of the realizations. This allows us to test the stabil-
ity and convergence of the alm evolution measurements.
In Fig. 8, left panel, we compare the evolution of c2(t, r)
for realization 09 18 with zoom resolution of ‘4k’ and ‘8k’.
From this panel one can see that the ‘4k’ simulation has
very good agreement with the 8k simulation for all the
radii except the 10 kpc. From this we conclude that we
reach numerical convergence for r > 10 kpc.
On the right panel of Fig. 8 we check if the snap-

shot frequency of the HESTIA simulations is sufficient
to track the change of the potential with time. The data
are again for the 09 18 realization simulated with ‘8k’
resolution. The solid lines show ‘normal’ pace of snap-
shots (10 snapshots for the last 1.6 billion years), while
dashed lines show a simulation with the more frequent
pace (190 snapshots). One can conclude from this panel
that for all the radii we resolve all the fluctuations of the
potential with the ‘normal’ snapshot frequency.
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Appendix D: Full set of coefficients example

Fig. 9 and Fig. 10 show an example of the expansion of
the potential in spherical harmonics as a function of time
along four radii for realization 09 18 with a resolution of
‘8k’. This figure should be compared with Fig. 1, top
panel, where the coefficients are averaged over m.

In Fig. 9 and Fig. 10 one can see that some of the aℓm
coefficients demonstrate trends which cannot be seen in
Fig. 1, e.g. a2m and a4m coefficients for r = 10 kpc
demonstrate long-term trends. We expect that the po-
tential at this distance is mostly connected with the disk
component and the observed trends may indicate the
change of the orientation of the disk rotation axis.
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Constrained Simulations of the Real Universe: The Lo-
cal Supercluster, ApJ596 (1) (2003) 19–33. arXiv:

astro-ph/0107104, doi:10.1086/377574.
[34] J. E. Forero-Romero, R. González, The Local Group in
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