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ABSTRACT
Fully analytical dynamical models usually have an infinite extent, while real star clusters, galaxies, and dark matter haloes have
a finite extent. The standard method for generating dynamical models with a finite extent consists of taking a model with an
infinite extent and applying a truncation in binding energy. This method, however, cannot be used to generate models with a
pre-set analytical mass density profile. We investigate the self-consistency and dynamical properties of a family of power-law
spheres with a general tangential Cuddeford (TC) orbital structure. By varying the density power-law slope 𝛾 and the central
anisotropy 𝛽0, these models cover a wide parameter space in density and anisotropy profiles. We explicitly calculate the phase-
space distribution function for various parameter combinations, and interpret our results in terms of the energy distribution of
bound orbits. We find that truncated power-law spheres can be supported by a TC orbital structure if and only if 𝛾 ⩾ 2𝛽0, which
means that the central density slope–anisotropy inequality is both a sufficient and a necessary condition for this family. We
provide closed expressions for structural and dynamical properties such as the radial and tangential velocity dispersion profiles,
which can be compared against more complex numerical modelling results. This work significantly adds to the available suite of
self-consistent dynamical models with a finite extent and an analytical description.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In spite of the ever increasing power of computers and advances in
modelling techniques, fully analytical dynamical models remain an
important tool for the study of dynamical structures such as galaxies
or dark matter haloes. They are often the starting point for more
complex numerical modelling and can serve as a representative en-
vironment in which new modelling or analysis techniques can be
tested, or in which the effects of additional physical processes can be
investigated. Some of the most popular textbook models include the
Plummer sphere (Plummer 1911), the Hernquist model (Hernquist
1990), and the isochrone sphere (Hénon 1959), and more gener-
ally, the families of 𝛾–models (Dehnen 1993; Tremaine et al. 1994),
Einasto models (Einasto 1965), or generalised NFW models (Jing &
Suto 2000; Merritt et al. 2006). Many photometric, dynamical, and
lensing properties of these models can be calculated analytically, and
they have been explored in depth over the past decades. For exam-
ple, for the Plummer model alone, the list of studies exploring the
dynamical characteristics using analytical techniques is impressive
(e.g., Osipkov 1979; Merritt 1985a; Dejonghe 1986, 1987; Cudde-
ford 1991; Wybo & Dejonghe 1996; Baes & Van Hese 2007; Nguyen
& Pedraza 2013; Lingam & Nguyen 2014; Rozier et al. 2019).

One common aspect of nearly all of these popular models is that
they have an infinite extent, meaning that their density is positive
and non-zero over the entire space. Simple models with an analytical
density profile with a finite extent would be very useful, however, as
real dynamical systems such as star clusters or galaxies have a finite
extent. Moreover, when setting up numerical experiments to test a

new modelling technique (e.g., a new orbit integrator), analytical
models with a finite extent form a convenient starting point.

The standard approach for generating dynamical models with a
finite extent consists of taking a model with an infinite extent as
a starting point and applying a truncation in binding energy. This
approach is supported by various studies arguing that tidal stripping
may be best described as a truncation process in binding energy space
(Choi et al. 2009; Drakos et al. 2017, 2020; Amorisco 2021; Stücker
et al. 2021, 2023). The standard example of models generated in
this way is the family of King models (Michie 1963; King 1966),
which are constructed by applying a binding energy truncation to the
isothermal sphere. Several other models with an energy truncation
have been proposed (e.g., Woolley 1954; Prendergast & Tomer 1970;
Wilson 1975; Gomez-Leyton & Velazquez 2014; Drakos et al. 2017).
A very versatile family of models belonging to this class is the family
of lowered isothermal of limepy models (Gieles & Zocchi 2015),
which have been shown to provide good fits to both simulated and
observed globular clusters (Zocchi et al. 2016; Cheng & Jiang 2023).
The main disadvantage of all of these energy-truncated models is
that, while the distribution function can be expressed analytically
in terms of the integrals of motion, even the most simple radial
profiles such as the density profile and gravitational potential cannot
be expressed exactly. In addition, many of these models exclude orbits
in an allowed part of phase space to achieve their radial truncation
(Kashlinsky 1988).

We have started an investigation into the possibility to construct
simple dynamical models for spherical systems with a preset den-
sity profile with a finite extent. The overall aims are to investigate
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whether it is possible to build self-consistent dynamical models cor-
responding to such density profiles and if so, to find out which orbital
structure would support them. In Baes (2022a), hereafter Paper I, we
started this endeavour by focusing on the uniform density sphere,
the simplest model with a radially truncated density profile. We
demonstrated that the uniform density sphere cannot be supported
by an ergodic, constant anisotropy, or radial Osipkov–Merritt orbital
structure, but we constructed a family of fully analytical dynamical
models that could support this model. In Baes (2023), hereafter Pa-
per II, we investigated in a systematic way which orbital structures
could support radially truncated models, and formulated a consis-
tency hypothesis.

In this paper, the third one in this series, we present a detailed
analysis of the dynamical properties of an interesting family of fi-
nite models: the truncated power-law spheres. Spherical models in
which the density is a pure power law over the entire radial range,
𝜌(𝑟) ∝ 𝑟−𝛾 with 𝛾 ⩾ 0, have the advantage that many structural and
dynamical properties can be calculated analytically (Evans 1994;
Binney & Tremaine 2008; Ciotti 2021). The special case 𝛾 = 2,
known as the singular isothermal sphere (SIS), is probably the most
famous member of the class of power-law spheres and is widely
used in stellar dynamics and lensing studies (e.g., Kochanek 1991,
1993, 1994; Fukugita & Turner 1991; Gerhard 1991, 1993; Ciotti
et al. 2009; Lee & Kim 2014). On the other hand, power-law spheres
without radial truncation have the disadvantage that they always have
an infinite total mass. Indeed, the total mass profile diverges in the
centre if 𝛾 ⩾ 3 and at large radii if 𝛾 ⩽ 3.

If we truncate the density of the family of power-law spheres at
a given radius, the truncation radius, we obtain a family of models
with a finite extent, and with a finite total mass if 𝛾 < 3. There
are two important reasons why this family of truncated power-law
spheres deserve to be the topic of an in-depth investigation. Firstly,
this family covers a very wide range of density profiles, ranging from
a point mass for 𝛾 → 3 to the uniform density sphere at 𝛾 = 0, and
even to models with a central density hole for 𝛾 < 0. Secondly, the
density profile of truncated power-law spheres is simple enough that
most of the interesting dynamical characteristics can be evaluated
completely analytically, for different choices of the orbital structure.

As discussed in Paper II, truncated models with a density discon-
tinuity, such as the truncated power-law spheres, can never be sup-
ported by an ergodic orbital structure. A promising alternative for
truncated density models is the tangential Osipkov–Merritt (TOM)
orbital structure (Merritt 1985a). The TOM orbital structure is char-
acterised by an anisotropy profile

𝛽(𝑟) = − 𝑟2

𝑟2
a − 𝑟2

, (1)

with 𝑟a is the so-called anisotropy radius. In Paper II we formulated
a consistency hypothesis, which states that for any non-truncated
model that can be supported by an ergodic orbital structure, the
corresponding truncated density profile with truncation radius 𝑟T can
be supported by the TOM orbital structure with 𝑟a = 𝑟T. Based on this
consistency hypothesis, one would expect that the truncated power-
law spheres with 0 ⩽ 𝛾 < 3 can be supported by the TOM orbital
structure. Indeed, a truncated power-law sphere can be considered as
a truncated version of a 𝛾–model with the same value of 𝛾 and with
a scaling radius much larger than the truncation radius. Since all 𝛾–
models have positive ergodic distribution functions (Dehnen 1993;
Tremaine et al. 1994), we expect the truncated power-law spheres
with a TOM orbital structure to be consistent.

In this paper, we go one step further, however, and consider trun-
cated power-law spheres with a tangential Cuddeford (TC) orbital

structure. The TC orbital structure (Cuddeford 1991; Paper I) is a
generalisation of the TOM orbital structure, and is generally charac-
terised by an anisotropy profile

𝛽(𝑟) = 𝛽0 − (1 − 𝛽0)
(

𝑟2

𝑟2
a − 𝑟2

)
, (2)

with 𝛽0 < 1, the central anisotropy, an additional free parameter. We
consider truncated power-law spheres with a TC orbital structure with
arbitrary values for 𝛽0 and with 𝑟a = 𝑟T to assure a completely tan-
gential orbital structure at the truncation radius, as required for finite
dynamical models (see Paper I). The detailed study of the resulting
two-parameter family of dynamical models, with parameters 𝛾 and
𝛽0, is the topic of this third paper in this series. We note that, contrary
to Paper II where we considered spherical models with an arbitrary
density profile, we now focus on a specific family of spherical mod-
els with truncated power-law density profile. As mentioned before,
these models have the advantage that they allow for a completely
analytical characterisation of many dynamical properties, while the
models still cover a wide range in density profiles.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we discuss a
number of general properties of the family of truncated power-law
spheres that do not depend on the orbital structure. In Section 3
we determine the distribution function of the truncated power-law
spheres with a TC orbital structure, and we investigate the consistency
of these dynamical models as a function of the parameters 𝛽0 and
𝛾. In Sections 4 and 5 we discuss the differential energy distribution
and the velocity dispersions, respectively. In Section 6 we discuss
the relevance of our set of models, and in particular focus on the new
corners in the dynamical model parameter space that our family of
models covers. We summarise our main findings in Section 7.

2 BASIC PROPERTIES

We define the family of truncated power-law spheres through the
density profile

𝜌(𝑟) = 3 − 𝛾

4𝜋
𝑀

𝑟3
T

(
𝑟

𝑟T

)−𝛾
Θ(𝑟T − 𝑟), (3)

with 𝑀 the total mass, 𝑟T the truncation radius, 𝛾 the negative log-
arithmic density slope, and Θ(𝑥) the Heaviside step function. The
parameter 𝛾 is limited to the range 𝛾 < 3 to guarantee a finite total
mass. To simplify the notations, we use dimensionless units with
𝐺 = 𝑀 = 𝑟T = 1, and when presenting expressions for radial pro-
files, we will only present the expressions for 𝑟 ⩽ 1. With these
conventions, we can simply write

𝜌(𝑟) = 3 − 𝛾

4𝜋
𝑟−𝛾 . (4)

The density profile is shown in Fig. 1a for different values of 𝛾. For
0 < 𝛾 < 3 the density is a monotonically decreasing function of
radius, for 𝛾 = 0 we have a uniform density sphere (Paper I), and for
𝛾 < 0 the density is zero at the centre and it increases monotonically
as a function of radius. In all cases, the negative logarithmic density
slope,

𝛾(𝑟) ≡ −d log 𝜌

d log 𝑟
(𝑟), (5)

is uniform up to the truncation radius, as shown in Fig. 1b.
For such a simple density profile, the expression for the surface
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Figure 1. Basic properties of the family of truncated power-law spheres for different values of the power-law index 𝛾. The different panels show the density,
logarithmic density slope, surface density, logarithmic surface density slope, cumulative mass, circular velocity, and gravitational potential.

density profile is surprisingly complex. It can be expressed conve-
niently in terms of the complete and incomplete Beta functions,

Σ(𝑅) = 3 − 𝛾

4𝜋
𝑅1−𝛾

[
B
(
𝛾 − 1

2
,

1
2

)
− B𝑅2

(
𝛾 − 1

2
,

1
2

)]
. (6)

This expression reduces to simpler expressions involving only ele-
mentary functions for integer values of 𝛾, for example

Σ(𝑅) =



3
√

1 − 𝑅2

2𝜋
if 𝛾 = 0,

1
𝜋

arctanh
√︁

1 − 𝑅2 if 𝛾 = 1,

1
2𝜋

arccos 𝑅
𝑅

if 𝛾 = 2.

(7)

As illustrated in Fig. 1c, truncated power-law spheres with 𝛾 < 1
have a finite central surface density, whereas models with 𝛾 ⩾ 1 have
a surface density cusp. The asymptotic behaviour for 𝑅 → 0 is

Σ(𝑅) ≈



3 − 𝛾

2𝜋 (1 − 𝛾) if 𝛾 < 1,

1
𝜋

ln
(

2
𝑅

)
if 𝛾 = 1,

3 − 𝛾

4
√
𝜋

Γ

(
𝛾−1

2

)
Γ

(
𝛾
2

) 𝑅1−𝛾 if 𝛾 > 1.

(8)

The surface density profiles are monotonically decreasing for 𝛾 ⩾ 0,
whereas they show a local maximum for 𝛾 < 0. This is most clearly
seen when looking at the logarithmic surface density slope,

𝛾p (𝑅) ≡ −d logΣ
d log 𝑅

(𝑅), (9)

shown in Fig. 1d. Another obvious difference between the density
and surface density profiles is the behaviour near the truncation
radius. While the density is abruptly truncated at 𝑟 = 1, the surface

brightness converges smoothly to zero for 𝑅 → 1,

Σ(𝑅) ≈ 3 − 𝛾
√

2𝜋

√
1 − 𝑅. (10)

Like the density profile, the cumulative mass profile (Fig. 1e) and
the circular velocity curve (Fig. 1f) are also simple power-law func-
tions,

𝑀 (𝑟) = 𝑟3−𝛾 , (11)

𝑣circ (𝑟) = 𝑟1−𝛾/2. (12)

The gravitational potential (Fig. 1g) is Keplerian for 𝑟 ⩾ 1, whereas
for 𝑟 ⩽ 1 we have

Ψ(𝑟) =


1

2 − 𝛾

[
(3 − 𝛾) − 𝑟2−𝛾

]
if 𝛾 ≠ 2,

1 + ln
(

1
𝑟

)
if 𝛾 = 2.

(13)

Models with 𝛾 < 2 have a finite potential well, whereas truncated
power-law spheres with 2 ⩽ 𝛾 < 3 are characterised by an infinitely
deep potential well,

Ψ0 =


3 − 𝛾

2 − 𝛾
if 𝛾 < 2,

∞ if 𝛾 ⩾ 2.
(14)

The total potential energy is

𝑊tot =


− 3 − 𝛾

5 − 2𝛾
if 𝛾 < 5

2 ,

−∞ if 𝛾 ⩾ 5
2 .

(15)

Interestingly, the total potential energy budget becomes infinitely
large as soon as the logarithmic density slope is larger than 5

2 . It
is straightforward to check that any self-consistent model in which
the density at small radii diverges as 𝑟−5/2 or steeper has an infinite
total potential energy budget. This is, for example, the case for those
members of the family of 𝛾–models with 𝛾 ⩾ 5

2 (Dehnen 1993;
Tremaine et al. 1994; Baes & Dejonghe 2004).
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3 THE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

In this Section we investigate the consistency of the family of trun-
cated power-law spheres with a TC orbital structure with 𝑟a = 𝑟T = 1.
We will do this by explicitly calculating the phase-space distribution
function and investigating for which values of the parameters 𝛾 and
𝛽0 this distribution function is positive over the entire phase space.

3.1 Calculation of the distribution function

In general, a TC orbital structure is characterised by an anisotropy
structure of the form (2). The distribution function can be written as

𝑓 (E, 𝐿) = ℎ(𝑄)
(
𝐿2

2𝑟2
a

)−𝛽0

, (16)

where 𝑄 is a specific combination of the binding energy and angular
momentum integrals of motion,

𝑄 = E + 𝐿2

2𝑟2
a
. (17)

For a given density profile, the inversion hence comes down to finding
a univariate function, the function ℎ(𝑄). It can be obtained using an
extended Eddington-like inversion formula,

ℎ(𝑄) = (2𝜋)−3/2

Γ(1 − 𝜆) Γ(1 − 𝛽0)
d

d𝑄

∫ 𝑄

0

d𝑚𝜚

dΨ𝑚

dΨ
(𝑄 − Ψ)𝜆

, (18)

where the function 𝜚(Ψ) is defined as

𝜚(Ψ) =
[(

𝑟

𝑟a

)2𝛽0 (
1 − 𝑟2

𝑟2
a

)1−𝛽0

𝜌(𝑟)
]
𝑟=𝑟 (Ψ)

(19)

and where we have set

𝑚 = floor
(

3
2 − 𝛽0

)
, (20)

𝜆 = 3
2 − 𝛽0 − 𝑚. (21)

Expression (18) for ℎ(𝑄) is only valid when 𝛽0 is not a half-integer
number. If 𝛽0 is a half-integer number, and we set 𝑚 = 3

2 − 𝛽0, we
have the simpler inversion formula

ℎ(𝑄) = 2𝑚−5/2

𝜋2 (2𝑚 − 3)!!

[
d𝑚𝜚

dΨ𝑚

]
Ψ=𝑄

. (22)

For the family of truncated power-law spheres with 𝑟a = 𝑟T = 1,
we find the following expression for the function 𝜚(Ψ),

𝜚(Ψ) = 3 − 𝛾

4𝜋
𝑣(Ψ)2𝛽0−𝛾

[
1 − 𝑣(Ψ)2

]1−𝛽0
Θ(Ψ − 1). (23)

where 𝑣(Ψ) represents the radial coordinate written in terms of the
gravitational potential,

𝑣(Ψ) =

[(3 − 𝛾) − (2 − 𝛾) Ψ]

1
2−𝛾 if 𝛾 ≠ 2,

e1−Ψ if 𝛾 = 2.
(24)

For the special cases where 𝛽0 is a half-integer number, finding a
closed expressions for the distribution function is relatively straight-
forward since we essentially only need to differentiate the augmented
density function (23) several times. The resulting expressions for
ℎ(𝑄) are algebraic functions of 𝑄, multiplied by a Heaviside step
function Θ(𝑄 − 1). For example, for 𝛽0 = 1

2 (𝑚 = 1) we find

ℎ(𝑄) = 3 − 𝛾

8
√

2 𝜋3
(𝛾 − 1) + (2 − 𝛾) 𝑣(𝑄)2

𝑣(𝑄)
√︁

1 − 𝑣(𝑄)2
Θ(𝑄 − 1), (25)

and for 𝛽0 = − 1
2 (𝑚 = 2) we have

ℎ(𝑄) = 3 (3 − 𝛾)
4
√

2 𝜋3
(1 + 𝛾) − 𝛾 𝑣(𝑄)2

𝑣(𝑄)5−𝛾
√︁

1 − 𝑣(𝑄)2
Θ(𝑄 − 1). (26)

For other half-integer values of 𝛽0 similar formulae can be obtained.
For the more general case when 𝛽0 is not a half-integer number, the

distribution function can be calculated by inserting the augmented
density (23) in Eq. (18) and subsequently evaluating the resulting
integral. In general, it is not possible to derive a closed expression
for the distribution function for all values of 𝛾 and 𝛽0. Explicit
expressions can be obtained for selected values of 𝛾 and 𝛽0. In
particular, for all integer values of 𝛽0, the distribution function can
be expressed in terms of special functions, although the expressions
can be rather cumbersome.

Particularly interesting is the special case 𝛽0 = 0, which corre-
sponds to the TOM orbital structure. In this case, the explicit depen-
dence on angular momentum drops out and the distribution function
only depends on 𝑄. After some calculation we find

ℎ(𝑄) = 3 − 𝛾

4
√

2 𝜋3

[
1

√
𝑄 − 1

+𝑈 (𝑄)
]
Θ(𝑄 − 1) (27)

with

𝑈 (𝑄) =



2𝛾
√︁
𝑄 − 1 𝑣(𝑄)𝛾−4

× 2𝐹1

(
1
2
,

2
2 − 𝛾

;
3
2

; 1 − 1
𝑣(𝑄)2−𝛾

)
if 𝛾 ≠ 2,

√
2𝜋 e2(𝑄−1) erf

√︁
2 (𝑄 − 1) if 𝛾 = 2.

(28)

This TOM distribution function can be written in terms of elementary
functions for all values of 𝛾 for which 2/(2 − 𝛾) is an integer or a
half-integer number. In particular, for the uniform density sphere
with 𝛾 = 0, we immediately find

ℎ(𝑄) = 3
4
√

2 𝜋3
Θ(𝑄 − 1)
√
𝑄 − 1

, (29)

in agreement with the results obtained in Paper I.

3.2 Radial orbital structure (𝛽0 = 1)

In our analysis of the TC orbital structure we have, until now, im-
plicitly assumed that 𝛽0 < 1, such that the anisotropy of the system
systematically changes from the value 𝛽0 in the centre to completely
tangential (𝛽 = −∞) at the truncation radius. This situation changes
when 𝛽0 = 1: in this case the anisotropy profile (2) becomes 𝛽(𝑟) = 1,
and the models are completely radial at all radii. Dynamical models
with a fully radial orbital structure have only orbits with 𝐿 = 0 pop-
ulated, and are therefore characterised by a distribution function of
the form

𝑓 (E, 𝐿) = ℎ(E) 𝛿(𝐿2). (30)

The function ℎ(E), which is now a function of the binding energy
E instead of 𝑄, can again be determined using an Eddington-like
inversion formula (Richstone & Tremaine 1984; Ciotti 2021),

ℎ(E) = 1
√

2 𝜋2
d

dE

∫ E

0

𝜚(Ψ) dΨ
√
E − Ψ

, (31)

with

𝜚(Ψ) =
[
𝑟2 𝜌(𝑟)

]
𝑟=𝑟 (Ψ)

. (32)
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For the family of truncated power-law spheres, setting 𝛽0 = 1 in
expression (23) yields

𝜚(Ψ) = 3 − 𝛾

4𝜋
𝑣(Ψ)2−𝛾 Θ(Ψ − 1). (33)

For all values of 𝛾, this leads to the following expression for the
function ℎ(E),

ℎ(E) = 3 − 𝛾

4
√

2 𝜋3

[
1

√
E − 1

+ 2 (𝛾 − 2)
√
E − 1

]
Θ(E − 1). (34)

3.3 General behaviour and consistency

On the top row of Fig. 2 we plot the function ℎ(𝑄) for different values
of 𝛾 for the cases 𝛽0 = − 1

2 , 0, 1
2 and 1, respectively. For each value

of 𝛽0, we show models corresponding to the same values of 𝛾, but
we only show those where the distribution function is positive over
the entire phase space. It turns out that, for each value of 𝛽0, the
distribution function is always positive if and only if

𝛾 ⩾ 𝛾min (𝛽0) = 2𝛽0. (35)

This can be easily checked for the cases 𝛽0 = − 1
2 , 0, 1

2 and 1 using
the explicit expressions (26), (27), (25), and (34).

The distribution functions shown on the top row of Fig. 2 have
a number of interesting characteristics. One obvious characteristic
is that, for each choice of the model parameters, the distribution
vanishes for all 𝑄 < 1, which means that no orbits with 𝑄 < 1 are
populated. A second ubiquitous characteristic is that the functions
ℎ(𝑄) diverge at the smallest binding energies. Concretely, we have
an inverse square-root asymptotic behaviour for 𝑄 → 1,

ℎ(𝑄) ∝ 1
√
𝑄 − 1

. (36)

At large 𝑄, that is for 𝑄 → Ψ0, the asymptotic expansion is more
complex and depends on both 𝛾 and 𝛽0. For all models with 𝛾 > 2𝛽0,
the function ℎ(𝑄) diverges at the high-𝑄 side,

ℎ(𝑄) ∝



(Ψ0 −𝑄)−
6−8𝛽0−(1−2𝛽0 )𝛾

2 (2−𝛾) if 2𝛽0 < 𝛾 < 2,

e2(1−𝛽0 ) 𝑄 if 𝛾 = 2,

𝑄
6−8𝛽0−(1−2𝛽0 )𝛾

2 (𝛾−2) if 𝛾 > 2.

(37)

Combined with the inverse square-root divergence at the low-𝑄 side,
this implies that the function ℎ(𝑄) has a non-monotonous U-shaped
behaviour. The value of 𝑄 at which the function ℎ(𝑄) reaches its
minimum value depends on the parameters 𝛾 and 𝛽0. At fixed 𝛽0, it
decreases with increasing 𝛾.

For the models with 𝛾 = 2𝛽0, that is, the models at the boundary
of the region in parameter space that still leads to consistent TC
truncated power-law spheres, the asymptotic behaviour is slightly
different,

ℎ(𝑄) ∝



(Ψ0 −𝑄)−
2−5𝛾+𝛾2
2 (2−𝛾) if 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 < 0,

1 + (Ψ0 −𝑄) if 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 = 0,

(Ψ0 −𝑄)𝛾 if 0 < 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 < 2,

𝑄− 1
2 if 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 = 2.

(38)

For models with 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 < 0, ℎ(𝑄) diverges as 𝑄 approaches Ψ0,
like the models with 𝛾 < 2𝛽0. For the model with 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 = 0,

that is, the uniform density sphere with the TOM orbital structure,
ℎ(𝑄) converges to a finite value when𝑄 approaches Ψ0 = 3

2 . Finally,
for models with 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 > 0, ℎ(𝑄) is a monotonously decreasing
function that converges to zero in the high-𝑄 limit.

The most important result is that the distribution function of the
TC truncated power-law spheres is positive over the entire phase
space if and only if the condition (35) is met. The existence of a
lower limit on 𝛾 for each 𝛽0 is an expected result in light of the
central density slope–anisotropy inequality (CDSAI, An & Evans
2006). This theorem states that any spherical dynamical model has
to satisfy the inequality 𝛾(0) ⩾ 2𝛽0. In fact, the CDSAI is a special
case of the more general global density slope–anisotropy inequality
(Ciotti & Morganti 2009, 2010), for which the validity conditions
are still an open issue (Van Hese et al. 2011; An 2011a,b; Barber &
Zhao 2014).

The CDSAI implies that not all truncated power-law spheres can
be supported by all TC orbital structures. For models with a radially
anisotropic centre (𝛽0 > 0), the range of compatible truncated power-
law spheres is restricted to the larger values of 𝛾 only. For the special
case of 𝛽0 = 1, we find 𝛾min = 2, which means that only truncated
power-law spheres with 𝛾 ⩾ 2, that is, the ones with an infinitely
deep potential well, can be supported by a completely radial orbital
structure. This is in line with the well-known result that only models
with density profiles that increase at least as fast as 𝑟−2 at small
radii can be consistent with completely radial orbits (Bouvier &
Janin 1968; Richstone & Tremaine 1984). For 𝛽0 = 0 the TC orbital
structure reduces to the TOM orbital structure, and we find that only
truncated power-law spheres with 𝛾 ⩾ 0 can be supported by this
orbital structure. For 𝛽0 < 0, that is, models with a tangential central
anisotropy, also truncated power-law spheres with negative values of
𝛾 are possible.

In general, the CDSAI is a necessary and not a sufficient con-
dition for consistency: not all dynamical models that satisfy this
inequality are consistent and hence physically meaningful. Simple
counter-examples include the isotropic Einasto models with Einasto
index 𝑛 < 1

2 (Baes 2022b), or Osipkov–Merritt Plummer or Hern-
quist models with sufficiently small anisotropy radii (Osipkov 1979;
Merritt 1985a; Carollo et al. 1995; Baes & Dejonghe 2002). For
the present set of truncated power-law spheres with a TC orbital
structure, however, we find that the CDSAI is both a sufficient and
a necessary condition: all dynamical models allowed by the CDSAI
are physically viable.

4 THE DIFFERENTIAL ENERGY DISTRIBUTION

The distribution function is the most fundamental quantity of any
dynamical system: as the density distribution in phase space it con-
tains all possible dynamical information. For our family of trun-
cated power-law spheres, we have calculated explicit expressions for
𝑓 (E, 𝐿) for different orbital configurations. It is relatively hard to
interpret the functional form of 𝑓 (E, 𝐿), however.

A fundamental diagnostic of dynamical models that is easier to
interpret is the differential energy distribution 𝑁 (E), that is, the dis-
tribution of mass as a function of E. It is a natural diagnostic for
dynamical models that is easily calculated from 𝑁-body simulations
(e.g., van Albada 1982; Hanyu & Habe 2001; Di Cintio et al. 2013;
Errani & Peñarrubia 2020). It has been argued that the differential
energy distribution is the most fundamental partitioning of an equi-
librium stellar system (Binney 1982; Efthymiopoulos et al. 2007;
Hjorth & Williams 2010).
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Figure 2. Dynamical properties of the family of truncated power-law spheres with a TC orbital structure, for different values of the power-law index 𝛾 (different
colours) and the central anisotropy 𝛽0 (different columns). The different rows show the 𝑄-dependent part of the distribution function, the differential energy
distribution, the radial velocity dispersion profile, and the tangential velocity dispersion profile.

4.1 Calculation of the differential energy distribution

For spherical dynamical models with an ergodic orbital structure,
the differential energy distribution is relatively easy to calculate. For
anisotropic models, this calculation is slightly more complicated. In
general, it can be found as (Binney & Tremaine 2008)

𝑁 (E) =
∫

d𝒙
∫

d𝒗 𝑓 (𝒙, 𝒗) 𝛿
(
Ψ(𝒙) − 1

2
|𝒗 |2 − E

)
. (39)

For spherical systems, this six-dimensional integral can be converted
to a double integral (Gieles & Zocchi 2015; Baes & Dejonghe 2021),

𝑁 (E) = 4
√

2 𝜋2
∫ 𝑟 (E)

0
d𝑟

∫ 2𝑟2 [Ψ(𝑟 )−E]

0

𝑓 (E, 𝐿) d𝐿2√︃
Ψ(𝑟) − E − 𝐿2

2𝑟2

. (40)

For our family of truncated power-law spheres with a TC orbital
structure, there is no hope in finding an explicit expression for 𝑁 (E)
for general values of 𝛾 and 𝛽0. Given explicit expressions for the
distribution function, such as expressions (26), (27), or (25), it can
be evaluated numerically, however.

For the special case of radial orbit models, it is possible to ob-
tain an explicit expression for 𝑁 (E). Indeed, as radial orbit models
have a distribution function of the form (30), the inner integral in
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expression (40) is trivial, and we get

𝑁 (E) = 4
√

2 𝜋2 ℎ(E)
∫ 𝑟 (E)

0

d𝑟√︁
Ψ(𝑟) − E

. (41)

For purely radial truncated power-law spheres, which all have 𝛾 ⩾ 2,
we obtain the explicit expression

𝑁 (E) =



√
𝜋 e−(E−1)
√
E − 1

Θ(E − 1) if 𝛾 = 2,

3 − 𝛾
√
𝜋
√︁
𝛾 − 2

Γ

(
𝛾

2𝛾−4

)
Γ

(
𝛾−1
𝛾−2

) 𝑣(E)𝛾/2

×
[

1 + 2 (𝛾 − 2) (E − 1)
√
E − 1

]
Θ(E − 1) if 𝛾 > 2.

(42)

4.2 General behaviour

In the second row of Fig. 2 we show the differential energy distribu-
tion for the same set of truncated power-law spheres as considered
in the top row. We have verified numerically that all the differential
energy distributions are properly normalised,∫ ∞

0
𝑁 (E) dE = 1. (43)

For all other models with 𝛽0 < 1, the differential energy distributions
have a similar general behaviour. A remarkable characteristic is that
the minimum value for the differential energy distribution is Emin =
1
2 , which corresponds to the binding energy of the circular orbit at
the truncation radius,

Emin = Ψ(1) − 1
2
𝑣2

circ (1) =
1
2
. (44)

From zero atEmin onwards, 𝑁 (E) gradually increases towards a finite
maximum value at E ∼ 1, and it subsequently gradually decreases
towards zero at the E = Ψ0. The exception to this general behaviour
is the case 𝛽0 = 1. In this case, all orbits are purely radial orbits
and the lowest binding-energy orbit populated is the radial orbit with
apocentre at the truncation radius, with has E = 1. As a result, 𝑁 (E)
is only non-zero for 1 < E < Ψ0, and it diverges with an inverse
square-root asymptotic behaviour for E → 1,

𝑁 (E) ∝ 1
√
E − 1

. (45)

At a fixed value of 𝛽0, it can be noted that the differential energy
distribution becomes progressively more skewed to larger values of
E as 𝛾 increases. This systematic change can be quantified by the
mean binding energy, or equivalently, the total integrated binding
energy,

𝐵tot ≡ 𝑀tot⟨E⟩ =
∫ ∞

0
𝑁 (E) E dE . (46)

For 𝛾 ⩾ 5
2 , 𝑁 (E) decreases asymptotically slower than E−2, such

that the total integrated binding energy is infinitely large. For smaller
values of 𝛾, we find that 𝐵tot is finite and that its value increases with
increasing 𝛾, as expected, but that it does not depend on 𝛽0,

𝐵tot =


3 (3 − 𝛾)

2 (5 − 2𝛾) if 2 ⩽ 𝛾 < 5
2 ,

+∞ if 𝛾 ⩾ 5
2 .

(47)

This result can easily be checked for the special case 𝛽0 = 1 by

inserting the explicit expression (42) for the differential energy dis-
tribution in the integral (46). Comparing the total integrated binding
energy to the total potential energy (15) of the truncated power-law
spheres, we have the relation

𝐵tot = −3
2
𝑊tot. (48)

This relation is generally valid for all self-consistent dynamical mod-
els (Baes & Dejonghe 2021).

Comparing curves for a fixed value of 𝛾 but with different 𝛽0,
the discussion above already indicates that the differential energy
distributions have the same normalisation and the same mean value.
There is still a systematic change as a function of 𝛽0 however: for
small values of 𝛽0, the differential energy distributions are broader,
whereas for large values they are more peaked around the mean
binding energy. Also this is a general characteristic of differential
energy distributions of spherical dynamical models: the width of the
differential energy distribution varies systematically with the global
anisotropy. Radially anisotropic models tend to prefer more average
binding energies, whereas models with a more tangential orbital
distribution slightly favour more extreme binding energies (Baes &
Dejonghe 2021).

5 THE VELOCITY DISPERSIONS

5.1 Radial velocity dispersion

The radial velocity dispersion profile can be calculated by multiplying
the distribution function with 𝑣2

𝑟 and integrating over velocity space.
A simpler way, however, is to use the relation

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) =

1
𝜚(𝑟)

∫ 1

𝑟

𝜚(𝑢)𝐺𝑀 (𝑢) d𝑢
𝑢2 . (49)

Inserting expressions (4), (11), and (23) we find

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) =

𝑟𝛾−2𝛽0

2 (1 − 𝑟2)1−𝛽0

[
B − B𝑟2 (1 + 𝛽0 − 𝛾, 2 − 𝛽0)

]
, (50)

where we have used the shorthand notation

B = B(1 + 𝛽0 − 𝛾, 2 − 𝛽0). (51)

If 𝛽0 or 𝛽0 − 𝛾 is an integer value, the velocity dispersions can be
written in terms of elementary functions. In particular, for the special
case of the TOM orbital structure (𝛽0 = 0) we find

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) =



𝑟𝛾 − (2 − 𝛾) 𝑟2−𝛾 + (1 − 𝛾) 𝑟4−𝛾

2 (2 − 𝛾) (1 − 𝛾) (1 − 𝑟2)
if 𝛾 ≠ 1, 2,

𝑟

1 − 𝑟2 ln
(

1
𝑟

)
− 𝑟

2
if 𝛾 = 1,

1
2
− 𝑟2

1 − 𝑟2 ln
(

1
𝑟

)
if 𝛾 = 2.

(52)

and for the radial orbit models (𝛽0 = 1)

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) =


ln

(
1
𝑟

)
if 𝛾 = 2,

𝑟2−𝛾 − 𝑟𝛾−2

2 (𝛾 − 2) if 𝛾 > 2.
(53)

On the third row of Fig. 2 we plot the radial velocity dispersion
profiles for our set of truncated power-law spheres. The behaviour at
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small radii depends strongly on the values of 𝛾 and 𝛽0. For 𝛽0 < 1,
we obtain the following asymptotic expression,

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) ≈



1
2

B + 1
2
(1 − 𝛽0) B 𝑟2 if 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 and 𝛽0 < 0,

1
4
− 𝑟2

4
if 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 and 𝛽0 = 0,

1
2

B − 𝑟2 (1−𝛽0 )

2 − 2𝛽0
if 𝛾 = 2𝛽0 and 𝛽0 > 0,

1
2

B 𝑟𝛾−2𝛽0 if 2𝛽0 < 𝛾 < 1 + 𝛽0

𝑟1−𝛽0 ln
(

1
𝑟

)
if 𝛾 = 1 + 𝛽0,

𝑟2−𝛾

2 (𝛾 − 𝛽0 − 1) if 1 + 𝛽0 < 𝛾 < 2,

1
2 (1 − 𝛽0)

+ 𝑟2

2𝛽0
if 𝛾 = 2 and 𝛽0 < 0,

1
2
− 𝑟2 ln

(
1
𝑟

)
if 𝛾 = 2 and 𝛽0 = 0,

1
2 (1 − 𝛽0)

+ 1
2

B 𝑟2−2𝛽0 if 𝛾 = 2 and 𝛽0 > 0,

1
2 (𝛾 − 𝛽0 − 1) 𝑟𝛾−2 if 𝛾 > 2.

(54)

For each value of 𝛽0 < 1, there are two values of 𝛾 for which the
radial dispersion profile converges to a finite non-zero value at small
radii: the minimum value 𝛾 = 𝛾min = 2𝛽0 and the case 𝛾 = 2
corresponding to the truncated SIS. For all values of 𝛾 between these
two cases, the radial velocity dispersion shows a central cavity, that
is, it drops to zero in the centre. The strength of this central cavity
increases when 𝛾 increases beyond the minimum value 𝛾min until it
reaches the strongest depression for 𝛾 = 1+ 𝛽0, and subsequently the
depression becomes gradually weaker until it disappears for 𝛾 = 2.
For all 𝛾 > 2, the radial dispersion profile diverges at small radii with
a slope that depends on 𝛾 but not on 𝛽0.

For the special case of radial orbit models, the two special values
𝛾 = 2𝛽0 and 𝛾 = 2 coincide, and we have as asymptotic behaviour

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) ≈


ln

(
1
𝑟

)
if 𝛾 = 2,

1
2 (𝛾 − 2) 𝑟𝛾−2 if 𝛾 > 2.

(55)

At radii close to the truncation radius, 𝑟 ≲ 1, the radial dispersion
profiles all converge to zero in a way that is independent of the value
of 𝛾,

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) ≈

1 − 𝑟

2 − 𝛽0
. (56)

This is expected since the only orbits that contribute to the density
at the truncated radius are those with exactly the truncation radius as
the apocentre. By definition, all orbits have 𝑣𝑟 = 0 at their apocentre,
and therefore the radial velocity dispersion drops to zero at 𝑟 = 1.

5.2 Tangential velocity dispersion

Given the anisotropy profile (2) of the TC orbital structure, we find
for the tangential velocity dispersion

𝜎2
t (𝑟) = 2 [1 − 𝛽(𝑟)] 𝜎2

𝑟 (𝑟) =
2 (1 − 𝛽0) 𝜎2

𝑟 (𝑟)
1 − 𝑟2 . (57)
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Figure 3. The ratio Ξ = 2𝑇𝑟/𝑇t as a function of the central anisotropy 𝛽0 for
the family of truncated power-law spheres, for different values of the power-
law index 𝛾. The dotted horizontal line indicates equipartition between the
total radial and tangential kinetic energy.

The tangential velocity dispersion profiles are shown on the bottom
row of Fig. 2. At small radii, we logically have the same asymptotic
behaviour as the radial dispersion profiles, apart from an additional
scaling factor 2 (1 − 𝛽0). The interesting difference is found at radii
close to the truncation radius: while the radial dispersion profiles
all converge to zero for 𝑟 → 1, the tangential dispersion profiles all
converge to a non-zero value that is independent of the value of 𝛾,

𝜎2
t (1) =

1 − 𝛽0
2 − 𝛽0

. (58)

Only for completely radial orbit models, the tangential dispersion
also vanishes at the truncation radius; in fact, for radial orbit models,
the tangential dispersion is identically zero at all radii.

5.3 The kinetic energy budget and stability issues

Given the expressions (50) and (57) for the radial and tangential
dispersions, we can calculate the total kinetic energy. For arbitrary
values of 𝛾 and 𝛽0 we find that

𝑇tot =


3 − 𝛾

2 (5 − 2𝛾) if 𝛾 < 5
2 ,

+∞ if 𝛾 ⩾ 5
2 .

(59)

Comparing this with Eqs. (15) and (47), we obtain

𝐵tot = 3𝑇tot = −3
2
𝑊tot, (60)

which is the extension of the virial theorem that should be satisfied by
all self-gravitating equilibrium dynamical models (Baes & Dejonghe
2021).

Apart from the global kinetic energy budget, we can also consider
the separate contributions of the total radial and tangential kinetic
energies. A general expression for arbitrary values of 𝛾 and 𝛽0 cannot
be obtained, but these quantities are easily obtained numerically. In
Fig. 3 we show the global anisotropy indicator Ξ = 2𝑇𝑟/𝑇t as a
function of 𝛽0 for different values of 𝛾. This plot shows that Ξ is
an increasing function of both 𝛽0 and 𝛾. The increase of Ξ with
increasing 𝛽0 is logical, as for every fixed 𝛾, models with increasing
𝛽0 are increasingly radially anisotropic at every radius. The increase
with increasing 𝛾 stems from the fact that models with increasing
𝛾 are more centrally concentrated, and models with a TC orbital
structure become systematically more tangential at large radii.
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Figure 4. The (𝛾, 𝛽0 )–parameter space of the family of truncated power-law
spheres with a TC orbital structure.

Only a few models in our two-parameter family of TC trun-
cated power-law spheres can be characterised as globally radially
anisotropic (Ξ > 1). These few models have 𝛽0 > 0 and a large cen-
tral density concentration (large values of 𝛾). The shallowest model
that still reaches global radial anisotropy has 𝛾 ≈ 0.9230 and the max-
imum central anisotropy for this density profile (𝛽0 = 1

2𝛾 ≈ 0.4615).
Slightly surprising is that for 𝛽0 = 0, the equipartition between the to-
tal radial and tangential kinetic energy is already reached for 𝛾 → 5

2 :
these models are strongly centrally concentrated, but still tangentially
anisotropic (𝛽 < 0) at all radii.

The ratio Ξ = 2𝑇𝑟/𝑇t is commonly used as an indicator of the
stability of spherical models against radial orbit instabilities (ROI).
Based on a study of different families of radially anistropic mod-
els, Polyachenko & Shukhman (1981) and Fridman & Polyachenko
(1984) argued that the ROI starts to kick in forΞ > Ξcrit = 1.7±0.25.
This implies that models with Ξ < Ξcrit are stable against the ROI,
which has become known as the Fridman–Polyachenko–Shukhman
stability indicator. Stability studies of different families of dynamical
models, using both linear stability analysis and N-body simulations,
revealed a slightly wider scatter for Ξcrit, with values roughly in the
range 1.4 < Ξcrit < 3 (e.g., Dejonghe & Merritt 1988; Saha 1991;
Weinberg 1991; Bertin et al. 1994; Meza & Zamorano 1997; Barnes
et al. 2009; Polyachenko et al. 2011).

Looking at Fig. 3, we see that the vast majority of the TC truncated
power-law spheres satisfy the Fridman–Polyachenko–Shukhman sta-
bility indicator. This is obviously not surprising given that the orbital
structure varies from 𝛽0 in the centre to completely tangentially
anisotropic at the truncation radius. Only a small number of models
with very steep density profiles and strong central radial anisotropy is
possibly unstable against the ROI. Whether or not this actually hap-
pens requires a more detailed stability investigation, which is beyond
the scope of this paper.

6 DISCUSSION

The main goal of this paper was substantially enlarging the suite
of simple analytical dynamical models with a finite extent. Look-

ing at self-consistent dynamical models that have both an analytical
density profile with a finite extent and an analytical distribution func-
tion, two examples come to mind: the uniform density sphere with
TOM orbital structure (Polyachenko & Shukhman 1974; Osipkov
1979; Bisnovatyi-Kogan 2021; Paper I) and the truncated SIS with a
completely radial orbital structure (Fridman & Polyachenko 1984).
Both of these dynamical models are special cases of the broad two-
parameter family of truncated power-law spheres with TC orbital
structure that we present here, and as shown in Fig. 4, they are at
the border of the allowed (𝛾, 𝛽0)–parameter space. In general, we
thus significantly extent the available parameter space of analytical
dynamical models with finite extent.

In the following two subsections we focus on two special regions
in the (𝛾, 𝛽0)–parameter space that deserve some special attention.

6.1 The truncated SIS and other purely radial orbit models

Throughout this paper, one specific model stood out among the family
of truncated power-law sphere: the truncated SIS corresponding to
𝛾 = 2. This model is special in that it forms the bridge between
models with a finite potential well (𝛾 < 2) and models with an
infinitely deep potential well (𝛾 > 2). Regardless of the central
anisotropy, the truncated SIS also has radial and tangential velocity
dispersion profiles that always converge to finite non-zero values at
small radii.

The truncated SIS is also particular as the model with shallowest
cusp that can be supported by any TC orbital structure. In particular,
it corresponds to lowest value of 𝛾 that allows for a completely radial
orbital structure. The fact that radial orbit models require a density
profile that increases at least as fast as 𝑟−2 at small radii has been
known for decades (Bouvier & Janin 1968; Richstone & Tremaine
1984) and is a special case of the CDSAI (An & Evans 2006). The
interesting aspect of the purely radial truncated SIS is that all of its
dynamical properties are extremely simple,

𝜌(𝑟) = 1
4𝜋 𝑟2 , (61)

Ψ(𝑟) = 1 − ln 𝑟, (62)

𝑓 (E, 𝐿) = 1
4
√

2 𝜋3
Θ(E − 1)
√
E − 1

𝛿(𝐿2), (63)

𝑁 (E) =
√
𝜋 e−(E−1)
√
E − 1

Θ(E − 1), (64)

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) = − ln 𝑟. (65)

The purely radial SIS was first presented by Fridman & Polyachenko
(1984), and was probably the first self-consistent model with a fi-
nite mass and a purely radial orbital structure.1 To the best of our
knowledge, only two other completely analytical radial orbit models
have been presented in the literature: the radial Jaffe model (Merritt
1985b) and the radial Dehnen model with 𝛾 = 5

2 (Baes & Dejonghe
2004).

In Section 3 we showed that all truncated power-law spheres with
𝛾 ⩾ 2 can be supported by a purely radial orbital structure. Not only
for the truncated SIS but also for all truncated power-law spheres with
𝛾 > 2 the distribution function and the differential energy distribution
can be expressed as simple analytical functions. Another particularly
simple model is the radial truncated power-law sphere with 𝛾 = 5

2 ,

1 Binney & Tremaine (1987) note that the truncated SIS was the only ana-
lytical radial orbit model known to them at that time.
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for which we readily obtain

𝜌(𝑟) = 1
8𝜋 𝑟5/2 , (66)

Ψ(𝑟) = 2
√
𝑟
− 1, (67)

𝑓 (E, 𝐿) = 1
8
√

2 𝜋3
E Θ(E − 1)
√
E − 1

𝛿(𝐿2), (68)

𝑁 (E) = 3E Θ(E − 1)
2 (1 + E)5/2

√
E − 1

, (69)

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) =

1
√
𝑟
−
√
𝑟. (70)

This set of radial orbit models forms a significant extension of the
limited set of radial orbit models presented up to now.

6.2 Models with a central hole

Nearly all of the models used in dynamics studies have a density
profile that decreases for increasing radius, or equivalently, with
𝛾(𝑟) > 0. The truncated power-law spheres with 𝛾 > 0 obviously
share this characteristic, and they are the main focus of the analysis
in this paper. The uniform density sphere, corresponding to 𝛾 = 0,
seems a natural boundary case. However, from a purely mathematical
or technical point of view, there is no formal need to stop at 𝛾 = 0,
and we can also consider truncated power-law spheres with negative
values of 𝛾. These models have a central hole in their density pro-
file, i.e., 𝜌(𝑟) → 0 for 𝑟 → 0, that gradually grows stronger as 𝛾

grows more negative. In the limit 𝛾 → −∞, the model reduces to an
infinitely thin shell at the break radius.

The entire analysis applied in Sections 2 to 5 is insensitive to the
sign of 𝛾, meaning that none of the formulae derived do assume,
implicitly or explicitly, that 𝛾 ⩾ 0. For example, the expressions (6),
(11), and (13) for the surface density, cumulative mass, and gravi-
tational potential, respectively, are perfectly valid for negative 𝛾 as
well.

One of the main conclusions of our investigation is that, for our
family of truncated power-law sphere with a TC orbital structure,
the CDSAI is a necessary and sufficient criterion for consistency. In
other words, all truncated power-law spheres with logarithmic density
slope 𝛾 can be supported by the TC orbital structure with central
anisotropy 𝛽0 if and only if 𝛾 ⩾ 2𝛽0. For models with a tangentially
anisotropic centre (𝛽0 < 0), we obtain the interesting result that
not only all standard truncated power-law spheres with 𝛾 ⩾ 0 are
compatible, but also a range of truncated power-law spheres with
negative 𝛾. For example, setting 𝛽0 = − 1

2 and 𝛾 = −1, we find a very
simple self-consistent dynamical model for a sphere in which the
density simply increases linearly with radius. For this model, most of
the dynamical properties can be expressed analytically, for example

𝜌(𝑟) = 𝑟

𝜋
, (71)

Ψ(𝑟) = 4 − 𝑟3

3
, (72)

𝑓 (E, 𝐿) = 3
2𝜋3

𝐿 Θ(𝑄 − 1)
(4 − 3𝑄)4/3

√︁
1 − (4 − 3𝑄)2/3

, (73)

𝜎2
𝑟 (𝑟) =

1
48

[
𝑟 (1 − 4𝑟2) (3 − 2𝑟2)

1 − 𝑟2 + 3 arccos 𝑟
(1 − 𝑟2)3/2

]
. (74)

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first non-trivial self-consistent
distribution function for a model with a central hole in the density
distribution. While this toy model obviously does not resemble a

realistic stellar system or dark matter halo, it is inspiring to see how
far we can stretch our set of models. Moreover, models as these can
be used as a challenging case to test numerical orbit integrators or to
study the development of instabilities in stellar systems.

7 SUMMARY

In this work, we investigate the self-consistency and dynamical prop-
erties of power-law mass distributions with a finite extent. These
truncated power-law spheres form an important family of spherical
dynamical models, which includes the point mass (𝛾 → 3), the uni-
form density sphere (𝛾 = 0), and models with a central density hole
(𝛾 < 0). These models are very useful as a starting point for complex
numerical modelling, as many structural and dynamical properties
can be calculated analytically. However, we found that these derived
quantities can quickly become quite complex, see Section 2.

Analytical models to describe the dynamical structure of grav-
itationally bound systems are mostly infinite in extent, while true
astrophysical systems are finite. The default method to generate dy-
namical models with a finite extent is to apply an energy truncation to
the distribution function of models with infinite extent. This, unfor-
tunately, does not lead to models in which the density, let alone other
dynamical properties, can be calculated analytically. In this sequence
of papers, we follow an alternative path, holding on to a preset finite
density profile. In Paper I we investigated the detailed dynamical
structure of the uniform density sphere, probably the simplest model
with a finite extent. In Paper II, we formulated a consistency hypoth-
esis that states that dynamical models with a finite extent can often be
supported by a TOM orbital structure, but not by an ergodic orbital
structure. In this third paper, we generalise both results by looking at
the more general TC orbital structure, applied to the broad family of
truncated power-law spheres.

In Section 3, we investigate the self-consistency of TC truncated
power-law spheres as a function of the negative logarithmic density
slope 𝛾 and the central anisotropy 𝛽0. This means that we calculate
the phase-space distribution function, and assess if the resulting orbit
configuration is physical. The general procedure for calculating the
DF is outlined in Section 3, which can be followed for all 𝛾 and
𝛽0. In addition, we provide closed analytical expressions for selected
parameter combinations of 𝛾 and 𝛽0. We find that truncated power-
law spheres can be supported by a TC orbital structure when the
negative logarithmic density slope 𝛾 is larger or equal than two times
the central anisotropy 𝛽0. This means that these models can only
have a radially anisotropic centre (𝛽0 > 0) when the density profile
is a decreasing function of radius (𝛾 > 0), while models with some
tangential central anisotropy (𝛽0 < 0) can support a central density
hole (𝛾 < 0). Finally, truncated power-law spheres can be supported
by a TOM orbital structure (𝛽0 = 0) when 𝛾 ⩾ 0. This result was
interpreted in the context of the central density slope-anisotropy
inequality, which forms a sufficient condition for self-consistency in
case of TC truncated power-law spheres.

In Section 4, the orbit occupancy of self-consistent truncated
power-law spheres was interpreted in terms of the differential en-
ergy distribution, which was evaluated numerically for 𝛽0 < 1. For
𝛽0 = 1, we provide an analytical distribution function, with binding
energies between 1 and Ψ0 (the central potential), which diverges at
E → 1. In the general case of non-radial anisotropy profiles (𝛽0 < 0),
binding energies are distributed between 1

2 (i.e. the binding energy
of a circular orbit at the truncation radius) and Ψ0, and peak at E ≈ 1.
The differential energy distribution becomes more skewed to larger
values of E with increasing 𝛾, and is more narrowly peaked around
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the mean binding energy with increasing 𝛽0 (which is an expected
result for spherical dynamical models).

Finally, we provide radial and the tangential velocity dispersion
profiles in Section 5, which can be calculated analytically for all self-
consistent truncated power-law models. In addition, we calculate the
global anisotropy, and find that the relative contribution of the total
radial kinetic energy increases for increasing 𝛾 and 𝛽0, as expected
from the TC anisotropy profile. Together with the structural prop-
erties presented in Section 2, these velocity dispersion profiles will
be useful for a comparison to more complex numerical modelling
results.

This work significantly enlarges the available suite of self-
consistent dynamical models with a finite extent. Our truncated
power-law spheres have a simple analytical density profile for which
the structural and dynamical properties can be derived analytically,
which is not true for finite models with an energy truncation to the
distribution function. In fact, previous examples of self-consistent fi-
nite models such as the uniform density sphere and the truncated SIS
are just special cases of the two-parameter family of TC truncated
power-law spheres, which cover a much broader parameter space
including a new set of radial orbit models, and a non-trivial fam-
ily of models with a central density hole. The dynamical models in
our two-parameter family are idealised systems and therefore do not
directly represent real dynamical structures. They can, however, be
useful as first-order approximations for truncated dynamical systems
such as global clusters or dark matter haloes, and they can serve as
theoretical laboratories to test numerical orbit integrators or study
the development of instabilities in systems with a finite extent.
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