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ABSTRACT

Context. As galaxies form hierarchically, larger satellites may accrete alongside smaller companions in group infall
events. This coordinated accretion is likely to have left signatures in the Milky Way’s stellar halo at the present day.
Aims. Our goal is to characterise the possible groups of companions that accompanied larger known accretion events of
our Galaxy, and infer where their stellar material could be in physical and dynamical space at present day.
Methods. We use the auriga simulation suite of Milky Way-like haloes to identify analogues to these large accretion
events and their group infall companions, and we follow their evolution in time.
Results. We find that most of the material from larger accretion events is deposited on much more bound orbits than
their companions. This implies a weak dynamical association between companions and debris, but it is strongest with
the material lost first. As a result, the companions of the Milky Way’s earliest building blocks are likely to contribute
stars to the solar neighbourhood, whilst the companions of our last major merger are likely found in both the solar
neighbourhood and the outer halo. More recently infallen groups of satellites, or those of a smaller mass, are more likely
to retain dynamical coherence, for example, through clustering in the orientation of angular momentum.
Conclusions. Group infall has likely shaped the Milky Way’s stellar halo. Disentangling this will be challenging for the
earliest accretion events, although overlap with their less-bound debris may be particularly telling.
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1. Introduction

The current favoured cosmological model, Λ Cold Dark
Matter (ΛCDM), predicts that galaxies are assembled hi-
erarchically; over time, larger galaxies grow in part by con-
suming smaller galaxies. Evidence of this process can be
found in the Milky Way’s stellar halo, which contains the
material of destroyed dwarves that fell into our Galaxy.
This process can be seen in action in the present day, with
several dwarf galaxies currently infalling, such as the Mag-
ellanic Clouds, as well as Sagittarius, which is in the process
of being fully accreted (Ibata et al., 1994).

Older accretion events have long since phase phase-
mixed; their stars spread around the stellar halo in a dif-
fuse physical distribution. However, their stars remain on
similar orbits, following their progenitors (Johnston et al.,
1996; Helmi & White, 1999). Hence, given a large enough
sample of halo stars, it is still possible to identify accre-
tion groups based on their coherent dynamics. Some groups,
such as the Helmi Streams (Helmi et al., 1999), have been
long known, but the majority have been identified since
Gaia DR2 (Gaia-Collaboration et al., 2018). Those found
in Gaia DR2 include our Galaxy’s last major merger, Gaia-
Enceladus-Sausage (Helmi et al., 2018; Belokurov et al.,
2018); an early building block, Kraken (also referred to as
Heracles, Kruijssen et al., 2020; Horta et al., 2021); and
smaller accretion events such as Sequoia, Thamnos and
RLR-64/Anteus (Myeong et al., 2018; Koppelman et al.,
2019; Ruiz-Lara et al., 2022; Oria et al., 2022).

In the most recent Gaia dataset, DR3 (Vallenari et al.,
2023) smaller halo substructures on the order of tens of stars
have been identified, such as the ED family of substructures

(Dodd et al., 2023), alongside others (e.g. Typhon, Tenachi
et al., 2022). These smaller structures are possibly globular
clusters, such as ED-2 (Balbinot et al., 2024), or the rem-
nants of small ultra-faint galaxies. Some of these smaller
substructures, other streams (e.g. Malhan & Ibata, 2018;
Naidu et al., 2020), and ultra-faint dwarf galaxies in the
outer halo (Simon, 2019) have been suggested to be asso-
ciated with larger accretion events possibly as examples of
group infall (Bonaca et al., 2021).

Since hierarchical assembly applies to galaxies of all
masses, we expect the Milky Way (MW hereafter) to ac-
crete dwarf galaxies that are themselves in the process of ac-
creting smaller galaxies and dark matter subhaloes. These
fall into the MW together; a group infall event consisting
of a primary satellite and its smaller companions (Li &
Helmi, 2008). From simulation-based studies, it has been
suggested that around one-third of smaller subhaloes that
infall onto MW-sized objects could have been accreted as
part of a group (Wetzel et al., 2015). The number of com-
panions expected to accompany a primary satellite strongly
depends on its mass but with considerable scatter (super-
Poissonian; Boylan-Kolchin et al., 2010). Whether these
haloes are bright or dark depends on their mass and com-
plex environmental factors, such as the impact of reioni-
sation (Moster et al., 2013; Nadler et al., 2019; Benitez-
Llambay & Frenk, 2020).

Within our own Galaxy, the Magellanic Clouds provide
a clear example of ongoing group infall; the Large Mag-
ellanic Cloud (LMC) can be seen accreting with a close
companion, the Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC), and possi-
bly both ultra-faint dwarf galaxies (Sales et al., 2011, 2017;
Kallivayalil et al., 2018) and even brighter classical satel-
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lites (Metz et al., 2009; Patel et al., 2020). The infall of
the Magellanic group has also been postulated as a pos-
sible explanation for the plane of satellites (Lynden-Bell
& Lynden-Bell, 1995; Pawlowski et al., 2022; Taibi et al.,
2024). These possibilities can be studied by using simula-
tions of MW-like galaxies to identify analogues to the LMC,
allowing predictions to be made for the expected population
of bright companions and their dynamics (Deason et al.,
2015; Dooley et al., 2017; Santos-Santos et al., 2021).

Almost by definition, infall groups enter the halo around
the same time (D’Souza & Bell, 2021) and with a similar
orientation of angular momentum (Li & Helmi, 2008). How-
ever, whilst we know that satellites infall together, they may
not stay together in phase-space. Infall groups such as the
Magellanic system are loosely bound and typically lose dy-
namical coherence, spreading in both position and velocity
space over 4 to 8 Gyrs (Deason et al., 2015; Taibi et al.,
2024).

Several works have studied the initial group infall of
satellites (D’Souza & Bell, 2021) and their following de-
struction (Trelles et al., 2022). Less attention has been paid
to the relationship between the stellar material of the group
at the present day, to whether the stellar material of the
companions occupies the same radial ranges as their pri-
mary satellites, or if their material is dynamically similar
enough to be related to their primary hosts in orbital space.
Given our current knowledge of the more significant accre-
tion events in the MW’s assembly history, what companions
should we expect to have accompanied them? Can their ma-
terial still be associated with that of their original primary
host, or have they forgotten their companionship?

In this paper, we use the auriga simulations to study
group infall and explore possible implications for the stellar
halo of our Galaxy. We identify analogues to the MW’s key
accretion events and classify their group infall companions.
We examine these populations of companions, both bright
and dark, characterising their (dynamical) properties. We
follow these groups through their accretion and orbital evo-
lution to survival or destruction. Finally, we consider the
distribution of their material in physical and dynamical
space in the present day and how the companion’s material
relates to that of the primary satellite. We are principally
interested in older group infall events, where the primary
satellite has long since been destroyed and accreted.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we
introduce the auriga simulations and our definition for
group infall. In Sec. 3, we define selections of analogues to
MW accretion events and examine the expected popula-
tions of their companions. In Sec. 4, we look at where the
material of accreted groups reside in physical space and
energy at the present day and in Sec. 5, we explore their
orbital coherence. In Sec. 6, we discuss the implications for
the MW and present our conclusions in Sec. 7.

2. Group Infall in Auriga

We use the MW-like high-resolution cosmological zoom-in
simulations of the auriga project (Grand et al., 2017), a
suite of 30 haloes with masses between 1 − 2 × 1012M⊙.
These were selected from the 1003 Mpc3 periodic cube of
the eagle project, a ΛCDM cosmological hydrodynamical
simulation (Crain et al., 2015; Schaye et al., 2015) adopt-
ing Planck1 cosmological parameters (Planck Collaboration
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Fig. 1. An example of group infall in halo 27 of the Level-4
auriga simulations (made with Pynbody; Pontzen et al., 2013).
We define group infall as companion satellites within the R200 of
the primary satellites when the primary satellite first touches the
central MW-like host galaxy (see text for details). This group is
plotted at the snapshot immediately after primary infall.

et al., 2014). These selected haloes were individually resimu-
lated as a zoom-in simulation using the N-body and moving
mesh magnetohydrodynamic arepo code (Springel, 2011).
We here use the level 4 resolution sample, with a DM parti-
cle mass of 4.1×105M⊙ and an initial gas resolution element
of mass 5.1× 104M⊙. We label the haloes Au1 to Au30.

The DM haloes are identified using the Friends-of-
Friends algorithm (FoF, Davis et al., 1985). The subhaloes
within the FoF groups are found using Subfind (Springel,
2005). In this work, we recenter the simulations using a
shrinking spheres algorithm and rotate the simulations to
the orientation of the disc at the present day. Infall is de-
fined as the time that a subhalo first crosses the virial radius
(R200) of the main host galaxy, estimated by interpolat-
ing the radial position of the satellite between snapshots.
We define accreted subhaloes as those which have fallen in
(crossed R200 of the main host) and subsequently either
have been destroyed onto the main halo or survive at the
present day within 2×R200 of the main halo. Subhaloes are
considered destroyed where they are no longer found in the
merger tree.

Like any galaxy simulation, the auriga project has a
finite resolution, which limits the size of subhaloes that
will be confidently resolved. Grand et al. (2021) estimated
this limit to be around 100 particles, corresponding to
∼ 4 × 107M⊙ for level 4. Furthermore, the auriga sim-
ulations are known to underestimate the number of bright
satellites in the low-mass, ultra-faint regime (Grand et al.,
2021). We thus consider the number of bright satellites and
bright companions predicted by auriga to be a lower limit.
An upper limit to the number of bright satellites can be
obtained by assuming all subhaloes of a peak total mass
(Mpeak) greater than 108M⊙ are bright (following Deason
et al., 2015; Garrison-Kimmel et al., 2014). Nonetheless, for
completeness, we follow all companion subhaloes. To track
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Fig. 2. Group infall of different accretion events, depicted as the radial distance of the satellites against time. The R200 of the
central MW-like galaxy is marked in thick red. The different group infall events are represented with different colours, with the
orbits of the primary satellites in thicker solid lines and their smaller companions in thinner transparent lines. The identification
time of the group and the R200 of the primary satellite is marked in black. Smaller subhaloes within the R200 of the primary satellite
at this time are considered companions. These accretion events are selected as analogues to events in the MW, as described in
Sec. 3.

the likely distribution of the stars/particles from the smaller
subhaloes, we consider the most bound particle identified
at infall time (as discussed in Grand et al., 2021; Santos-
Santos et al., 2024).

2.1. Definining Group Infall

In the literature, there are several definitions of group infall.
Li & Helmi (2008) used a definition based on Angular Mo-
mentum at the moment of infall, whilst Deason et al. (2015)
used a definition based on the group labels of the Rock-
star halofinder algorithm (Behroozi et al., 2013). D’Souza
& Bell (2021) used a broader selection based on infall time
but then also considered and compared definitions of Dea-
son et al. (2015) and dynamical arguments.

In this work, we follow a similar definition to Santos-
Santos et al. (2021), originally used for LMC-analogues but
adapted to become more general. The process is as follows:

1. The identification time is set by the snapshot preceding
a primary satellite first touching the host MW halo:
rsat < RHost

200 + RSat
200, where rsat is the distance to the

primary satellite from the centre of the host MW halo.
2. Subhaloes within this primary satellite’s RSat

200 at this
identification time are considered companions of the pri-
mary if they are not already companions of a larger pri-
mary satellite.

By deliberate choice, this definition is likely to be conser-
vative compared to other definitions made in other works.

Accounting for resolution effects, we find that ∼ % of sub-
haloes with mass less than 5×109M⊙ have accreted as part
of a group in Auriga level-4, consistent with estimates from
other works (Li & Helmi, 2008; Wetzel et al., 2015).

Other subhaloes not classified as companions, which we
refer to as isolated satellites, could be bound to, or gravi-
tationally focused by, the primary (D’Souza & Bell, 2021).
However, to maximise the possibility of dynamical coher-
ence in the present day, we are interested in only the closest
companions, motivating our selection.

2.2. An Example of Group Infall

An example of group infall in auriga can be seen in Fig. 1,
where the companions are clearly associated with the pri-
mary satellite. The orbits of the satellites can be seen
clearer in Fig. 2 in a plot of radial distance against time.
It can already be seen across the different example group
infall events that companions can outlive and suffer a dif-
ferent fate to their respective primary satellite.

The accretion history of a single halo can be seen in
Fig. 3, where the examples of group infall are highlighted
by colour. As expected, most companions infall at a time
similar to the primary. It is also possible to see that the
distribution of subhaloes is clumped in time around the
largest accretion events, as observed by D’Souza & Bell
(2021). The selected accretion events are motivated in the
following section.
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Fig. 3. Accretion history of auriga Halo 27 (resolution level 4),
in the space of infall time and peak halo mass, where points rep-
resent accreted subhaloes. Subhaloes that survive to the present
day are marked with a triangle, whilst circles denote those de-
stroyed by the present day. Such subhaloes additionally have a
line indicating how long they survived after infall. An additional
yellow colouring represents bright satellites (subhaloes that have
contained stars). Different infall groups are presented in differ-
ent colours, selected by similarity to MW accretion events (see
Sec. 3 for details).

3. Analogues to MW Accretion Events

To make effective comparisons between the simulations and
the MW, it is first helpful to identify accretion events in the
simulations that are similar to those that our own Galaxy
has experienced. The likely main accretion events in the
MW’s assembly history are: Kraken (although see Horta
et al., 2021), GES, Sagittarius, and the LMC. In the liter-
ature, there are various estimates of these accretion events
infall time and total mass with large uncertainties (such as
Kruijssen et al., 2020; Callingham et al., 2022). These can
be used to define four corresponding epochs: “Early”, “Last
Major Merger”, “Middle” and “Recent”, indicated in Fig. 4
as box selections in infall time and peak halo mass.

3.1. Definitions

Here, we describe our selections in infall time and peak
halo mass. Additionally, we require that the subhaloes are
primary satellites and not already companions to another
halo. A summary of the criteria can be found in Tab. 1,
which also includes the resulting statistics of the selections,
such as the total number of analogues, the average number
of bright companions, and the fraction of both that survive
to the present day. An example of these selections in an
auriga halo and their corresponding infall groups can be
seen in the space of time and peak mass in Fig. 3, and orbits
against time in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 4. Accretion history of a “mean” Milky Way, in the space
of lookback time and peak halo mass. We have marked some
important events in the accretion history of the MW known
to date, with scatter points and uncertainties based on values
from the literature (see text for details). These motivate regions
of interest in this space, chosen to capture the characteristics
of some of the key accretion events, with 4 selections following
Table 1. The red line is the median M200 mass of the main halo
across the level 4 auriga simulations against time, with green
shaded regions indicating the 1σ and 2σ spreads (defined as the
18− 84% and 5− 95% ranges).

Early Building Blocks

Although debated, the earliest known significant accretion
event in our Galaxy is likely Kraken (Kruijssen et al., 2020),
an ancient building block of the MW. We define a selection
between 1 − 2.5 Gyrs and 3 − 20 × 1010M⊙. If multiple
groups are selected, we take the largest selected accretion
event. We find 10 analogues in auriga level 4.

Last Major Merger

The last major merger of the MW is Gaia-Enceladus-
Sausage (GES), which likely accreted over 10 Gyrs ago with
an approximate halo mass of 1×1011M⊙ (Helmi et al., 2018;
Deason et al., 2019; Callingham et al., 2022). We define a
selection between 2.5− 5.5 Gyrs and 8− 30× 1010M⊙ and
additionally require this to be the largest destroyed accre-
tion event. We find 8 analogues in auriga level 4.

Middle Events

These are satellites accreted after the last major merger,
but over 4Gyrs ago, such as Sagittarius or the Helmi
Streams in the MW (e.g. Law & Majewski, 2010; Wouden-
berg & Helmi, 2024, respectively). We define a selection
between 5.5 − 10 Gyrs and 3 − 8 × 1010M⊙. Additionally,
we require these accretion events to infall after the main
galaxy’s last major merger.

We find 18 analogues in auriga level 4, with a consider-
able variety of satellites with different orbits, survival times,
and companion populations. Half of these primary satellites
are destroyed, whilst the rest survive to the present day on
more circular, slowly inspiring orbits.
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Table 1. Our selections of MW-like accretion events, defined on infall time and peak halo mass of the main satellite and visualised
in Fig. 4 (see text for details). The average number of bright companions column gives the median and 16 − 84% ranges of the
number of companions that have hosted a star particle in auriga. Alternatively, the average number of companions with a peak
mass greater than 108M⊙ can be thought of an approximate upper bound for subhaloes that could plausibly host stars.

Infall Time Halo Mass MW Number of Av Number Av Number
Selection (Gyr) (×1010 M⊙) Analogues Analogues Bright Comp Mpeak > 108M⊙ Comp
Early [1− 2.5] [3− 20] Kraken 10 6.0+7.0

−4.0 10.5+5.5
−3.8

Major [2.5− 5.5] [8− 30] GES 8 5.0+4.8
−2.0 17.5+12.7

−7.9

Mid [5.5− 10] [3− 8] Sagittarius 18 1.0+1.0
−0.0 3.5+5.0

−2.0

Recent [10− 13] [4− 20] LMC 5 1.0+1.4
−0.0 7.0+0.4

−2.7
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= M halo
Companion/M halo

Primary|ID

100

101

N
(>

)

Early:10. 
GES-like:8. 
Mid:18. 
Recent:5. 

Fig. 5. Distributions of the companions’ halo mass as a fraction
of the primary satellite’s at the time the group is identified;
when the primary satellite first touches the main halo (see text
for details). The solid lines correspond to the median across our
samples, with the shaded region giving the 1σ, defined by the
16% − 84% of the distribution. Different colours correspond to
our different analogue selections.

Recent Infall Events

These are LMC-like analogues in the MW, surviving objects
that have only just infallen. We define a selection between
10 − 13 Gyrs and 4 − 20 × 1010M⊙, and require that the
subhalo survives to the present day. We find 5 analogues in
auriga level 4, all of which have completed one pericentric
passage.

3.2. Companion Populations

With our analogue accretion events identified, we now turn
to study their population of companions of group infall.
The companion-primary mass distributions for the different
selections can be seen in Fig. 5. There is a slight trend
with infall time, with the earliest marginally more likely to
have more massive companions. This can also be seen when
considering the peak stellar mass of the largest companion
compared to that of the primary satellite in the top panel
of Fig. 6. We focus on the peak stellar mass rather than
the halo mass, because the latter will be considerably lower
for the companion when the group falls in. In peak stellar
mass, 75% of Early accretion events have a companion that
was larger than 1/100, 25% of GES-like events, 16% of Mid
events, and a third of the recent LMC-like accretion events.
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Fig. 6. Peak stellar mass fraction of the largest companion and
the primary satellite, as a function of infall time. The solid lines
correspond to the median across our samples, with the shaded
region giving the 1σ, defined by the 16% − 84% of the distri-
bution. Different colours represent our selections of accretion
events analogous to the MW.

– Early: These early accretion events typically have be-
tween 6 and 10 bright companions, using our lower es-
timate of auriga’s count of bright satellites and upper
estimate of the number of satellites Mpeak > 108M⊙.
None of these companions survive to the present day.

– GES: These major accretion events typically have 5 to
17 bright companions, with a 1 to 3 surviving until the
present day for our resolution.

– Mid: These objects typically bring in 1 to 4 bright com-
panions, which can survive alone or be closely associated
with the surviving primary satellite.

– Recent: These objects typically bring in a single bright
companion in our auriga sample. However, counting
satellites with Mpeak > 108M⊙, this increases to 7 on
average, bringing the expected population more in line
with the results of other studies (Deason et al., 2015).

4. Location of Companions within the Galaxy

In the present day, the position of an accreted subhaloes
material within the stellar halo depends on the history of
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tom panels, respectively) for examples of our selected analogues
(different colours) over time. The solid lines correspond to the
median of the stellar material of the accretion event, with the
shaded region giving the 1σ, defined by 16% − 84% of the dis-
tribution. The dashed lines represent the median of the subhalo
companions of group infall, tracked by following the most bound
particle at infall.

its progenitor, the initial accretion and the following strip-
ping and destruction. In turn, this depends on the progen-
itor’s infall time, mass, and orbit (Amorisco, 2017). How-
ever, there are a few general trends.

In Fig. 7, we follow our selected examples of group infall
in radius and energy over time, considering both the pri-
mary satellite’s stellar distribution and its companions’ me-
dian. To track the central distributions of the companions
after the subhaloes’ destruction (and disappearance from
the merger trees), we follow the most bound particle at in-
fall. To compare the radius within different-sized auriga
haloes, we scale radial values to the MW using a mass-based
scaling factor: 3

√
MMW200

MAu200
, using MMW200 = 1.17× 1012M⊙

(Callingham et al., 2019).
The material of earlier accretion events can, with scat-

ter, be found at lower (higher binding) energy and in the
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Fig. 8. CDF of the pericentres (top) and apocentres (bottom)
of the material of the companions of group infall events, rep-
resented by the most bound particle to the subhalo at infall.
The groups are classified by our analogue selection (see text for
details) presented in different colours. Two subselections of com-
panions are plotted in different linestyles; those that are bright
(contain a star particle) in a solid line, and those with a peak
total mass greater than 108M⊙ that could be bright in dotted.
To compare the radius within different-sized auriga haloes, we
scale radial values to the equivalent MW value (see text for de-
tails). The vertical red line shows 15kpc, a generous limit of
what can be considered the inner regions and the local stellar
neighbourhood.

galaxy’s inner regions. As a massive satellite orbits within
the DM halo of the host system, it suffers dynamical fric-
tion, losing orbital energy and sinking further in. As it ac-
cretes, the least-bound material, the outer layers of DM,
are stripped first. The central DM and stellar distribution
survive longer and are often stripped through successive
pericentres as the subhalo sinks further into the host, de-
positing its innermost material closest to the galaxy’s centre
and at high binding energy.

Typically, the companion satellites are in the outer re-
gions of the primary satellite before the initial group infall.
During accretion, they are stripped along with the outer
layers of the subhalo and so can typically be found at a
larger radius and higher (low binding) energy. Whilst the
groups fall in together, they do not stay together spatially
long. Hence, for larger primary satellites that experience
dynamical friction, the companions are “left behind”, with
a smaller overlap with the bulk of the stellar material.

Our ability to detect debris from accretion events is
closely tied to the radial range within which its stellar mate-
rial orbits (effectively its distance from the Sun). We, there-
fore, show the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of
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the companion pericentres in the top panel of Fig. 8. The
distribution of bright companions (solid) and companions
with a peak mass greater than 108M⊙ that could be bright
(dotted) are distributed similarly, suggesting that there is
no strong dependence on mass, given that the compan-
ions are sufficiently small. The distribution of pericentres
is strongly correlated with the infall time of the satellite,
with the earliest accreted companions reaching the furthest
into the Galaxy.

The bottom panel of Fig. 8 shows the distribution of
apocentres for the companions of our selected group in-
fall events. Nearly 90% of the earliest companions’ material
lies within 15 kpc; the stellar material of bright compan-
ions of Kraken-like events can likely be found in the solar
neighbourhood. Around half of the companions of GES-like
accretion events have pericentres outside of 15 kpc in the
outer halo. From our estimates of the likely bright popula-
tion of GES-like events (see Table 1), we can predict that
the debris of 3 − 8 bright satellites will be found beyond
15 kpc. For the companions of the Mid-class satellites, this
is highly variable and depends on the exact accretion event,
but the median pericentre is ∼30 kpc. On the other hand,
the satellites of the most recent LMC-like accretion events
are probably still in the distant halo, with most having
completed a single pericentre.

5. Orbital Coherence of Infall Groups

In this section, we study the orbital structure of the infalling
groups. In Fig. 9, we show examples of the result of group
infall at the present day in energy and z-angular momen-
tum space. This space is often used to identify substruc-
tures possibly associated with debris from accretion events
(Helmi & de Zeeuw, 2000). The material of the larger pri-
mary satellites has a much larger spread in this space than
smaller satellites. At infall, their material depicts a larger
position and velocity spread, especially in the dark matter
distribution, which is shown in grey. After infall, larger pro-
genitors suffer greater dynamical friction, shedding outer
layers and companions as their centre sinks, as seen in the
histograms plotted to the right of the various panels. The
top two panels, in the Kraken and GES-like events, show
that companions certainly overlap with the distribution of
dark matter of the primary and, to a lesser extent, with the
stars, which are typically more bound.

For the smaller, more recent Sagittarius-like accretion
event, we see more structure in the E-Lz space. The com-
panion satellites are still widely distributed but show a clear
association with the material of the primary satellite.

5.1. Correlation in Angular Momentum

So far, we have focused on comparing the distribution of de-
bris from the primary with that of the companions. Here,
we ask whether there is evidence of structure in the an-
gular momentum space of the grouped companions. To in-
vestigate, we consider a correlation function of the angular
momentum orientation.

We calculate the angular momentum vectors L of the
most bound particles of the subhaloes (companions) at in-
fall. The angular distance between two vectors is then:

αi,j
L = arccos

(
Li ·Lj

|Li| |Lj |

)
. (1)
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Fig. 9. The position in energy and z-angular momentum of
the primary satellite’s debris, in grey for the dark matter and
coloured for the stellar material. The solid lines give the median,
and the 1σ (defined as 16% − 84%) is indicated by the shaded
lines. With symbols, we indicate the average position of their
companions at the present day: bright satellites with star sym-
bols, subhaloes that could be hosting stars but are not bright in
auriga with solid circles, and dark subhaloes with crosses (see
Sec. 2). The top, middle, and bottom panels show examples of
our Early, GES-like, and Mid analogue selections (see text for
details). The side histograms show the energy distribution of the
primary satellite’s stars (coloured), dark matter (light grey) and
subhaloes (black).

Within a selected group, we find the cumulative distri-
bution of these angular distances H (αL). For an isotropic
distribution:

HIsotropic (αL) =
1− cos (αL)

2
. (2)

We define the correlation function ω (αL) as:

ω (αL) = H (αL) /HIsotropic (αL) . (3)

Therefore, ω (αL) denotes the excess of pairs with angular
separation αL in the data compared to an isotropic distri-
bution.

In Fig. 10, we plot the correlation function for our se-
lections and isolated subhaloes (i.e. those that have not
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Fig. 10. Correlation of selected infall groups direction of an-
gular momentum at present day. The correlation function is the
excess of pairs compared to an isotropic distribution on a given
angular separation αL. The different colours correspond to our
different selections. The solid line represents the median corre-
lation of our different group samples.

fallen in with a group). We see that on small scales, the
isolated satellites show a slight signal, possibly indicating
directions of preferential accretion, such as filaments. The
most recent selection, the LMC-like accretion events, shows
a very strong signal, implying that most satellites are or-
biting on the same plane (as also observed, e.g. Sales et al.,
2017). The Sagittarius-like (Mid) selection also shows an ex-
cess, although of smaller amplitude and greater scatter, in-
dicating the variety of events considered. For the last major
merger, there is a small correlation on small scales. Finally,
the correlation is completely lost for the earliest accretion
events, with no discernable dynamical signal remaining.

We attribute these differences in the correlation signal
to the fact that angular momentum is not a perfectly con-
served quantity in our galaxies. The change in the orbital
plane will grow in time, implying that older accretion events
will be more affected. This change is exacerbated by the
fact that orbits in the inner parts of a galaxy experience a
potential far from spherical due to the presence of a disk.

5.2. Radial Structure

We now explore the accreted material in radial distance
and radial velocity phase space (Fig. 11). Here, chevron
features can be seen, relating to material lost at different
epochs (Genina et al., 2023), with some correspondence
with those present in the energy distributions of the ma-
terial seen in Fig. 9. We see tentative evidence that some
companions overlap with these chevrons, particularly in the
most distant material, which is typically associated with
the first stripping episode when the system’s outskirts were
lost. This overlap is clearest in the Sagittarius-like accretion
event, as seen from the bottom panel of Fig. 11.

The association between the stellar material and the
companions is less obvious for GES (middle panel of
Fig. 11). The reason for this is that a large fraction of the
mass from this system was lost in one go, preventing the
view of the individual stripping events taking place at each
pericentric passage in the case of a lower mass system. The
overlap is more apparent with the dark matter as this was
also stripped early at higher energy, and therefore has large
apocentres and orbital periods, helping to retain greater co-
herence. Similarly, there is an overlap with the stellar ma-
terial from GES, which has the largest apocentres.

The material piles up in shells at apocentre (along
vr = 0). For the GES-like accretion event, the most distant
shell and associated companions have experienced only 3
pericentres by the present time, due to the longer orbital
timescales of the higher energy orbits. Whilst the resolution
prevents a confident and detailed analysis of the debris, it
is clear that the companions are largely embedded in the
more distant material originating from GES.

6. Discussion

In this section, we contextualise our results and discuss the
possible implications for the MW.

In our simulations, we find that the Kraken-like events
are likely accompanied by 6-10 bright companions, all de-
stroyed in the present day. The companion’s material re-
sides within the central 20 kpc of the host but is less bound
than the very centrally concentrated stars of the progenitor.
The stellar material of these companions will be very old
and likely to be metal-poor, thus making them presumably
difficult to distinguish from the general halo.

We find that GES-like events are likely accompanied by
a population of bright companions, with a median of around
6. Around half of these can be found in the solar neighbour-
hood, and half orbit beyond 15 kpc in the outer halo. Most
of these companions are presently in the higher tails of the
primary satellite’s energy distribution due to the significant
dynamical friction and subsequent sinking experienced by
the massive progenitor. Whilst the distribution of the pri-
mary satellite’s material is too broad for clear associations,
we see evidence that the surviving companions could still be
linked to the outer shells of GES, overlapping kinematically
with debris from the system’s outskirts. This possible rela-
tion indicates that should any ultra-faint dwarves overlap
with the Virgo overdensity, thought to be associated with
an initial turnaround location of GES debris (Balbinot &
Helmi, 2021), they could likely be companions of GES.

As our largest destroyed accretion event, GES proba-
bly had the largest associated companion. In our simulated
sample, 25% of GES-like events have a companion larger
than 1/100 (∼ 4×107M⊙) in peak stellar mass. In our cur-
rent understanding of the Milky Way assembly history, Se-
quoia (Myeong et al., 2019) is the clearest candidate for hav-
ing been a massive companion of GES (see Fig. 4), although
possibly also LRL-64/Antaeus (Ruiz-Lara et al., 2022; Oria
et al., 2022). Whilst Sequoia debris was discovered near the
Sun, its member stars have apocentres of ∼ 20 − 25 kpc,
which is not too different from the distance to the Virgo
overdensity, which, as stated earlier, has been associated
with GES debris (Deason et al., 2018; Balbinot & Helmi,
2021).

Our Middle selection of classical satellites shows sig-
nificant variety, some of which are likely to be similar to
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Fig. 11. Radial distance and radial velocity of the primary
satellite’s stars (coloured points) and DM (grey points). The
top, middle, and bottom panels show examples of our Early,
GES-like, and Mid analogue selections (see text for details). The
bright satellites are yellow stars, the dark subhaloes with a peak
mass greater than 108M⊙ are black circles, and those less than
108M⊙ are black crosses.

Sagittarius. Nearly all infall with at least one bright com-
panion, a fraction of which still survive in the outer halo.
These companions can show a much closer relation to the
primary satellite’s material, both kinematically and in some
coherence with the orientation of their orbital planes.

Our Recent selection shows 5 accretion events analogous
to the Magellanic group. Although auriga predicts only a
few with bright companions, this likely results from the lim-
itations of the simulations. By assuming that all satellites
with a mass greater than 108M⊙ are in fact bright, we find
that the median number of bright satellites increases to 7,
in line with the predictions of other works (Deason et al.,
2015). The orbital configuration of most of these compan-

ions in the present day follows the orientation of the pri-
mary satellites in a plane, much like what we see in the
Magellanic group.

7. Conclusion

Group infall has likely shaped our stellar halo. In the au-
riga simulations, we have identified the likely populations
of companions to key accretion events in our Galaxy’s past:
Kraken, GES, Sagittarius, and the LMC. We find that
all large accretion events are likely to be accompanied by
bright companions.

The largest accretion events typically leave their com-
panions at a greater radius and with lower binding en-
ergy. The material of the companions of the oldest building
blocks of the MW, such as Kraken, are likely to exist within
the solar neighbourhood but show no discernable coherence
in their dynamic properties in the present day. We predict
that half of the companions of GES still lie in the outer
halo, where they could be associated with the outer shells
of GES. The companions of Sagittarius can likely be associ-
ated dynamically, using, for example, phase-space diagrams
such as (r, vr) or coherence in the orbital angular momenta.
In all cases, we find that the companions are embedded in
the material of the primary satellite, especially that de-
posited at large distances, but some of this material will be
dark.

The next Gaia data release will significantly increase
the number of stars with complete position-velocity infor-
mation. This increase could allow further smaller substruc-
tures to be discovered, perhaps even the ultra-faint com-
panions of our most massive building blocks. Future spec-
troscopic surveys, such as WEAVE and 4MOST, could also
help identify these lost companions based on their distinct
chemistry. Finally, surveys such as Euclid, DESI, and LSST
will shed light on the MW’s outer halo, where we predict
the material of many companions to lie waiting to be dis-
covered.
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