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The formation scenario of stellar halo

- ELS scenario
JRIRER A RE D ULHE P IZH 3 - £ Histellar halolZ%: 5
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The formation scenario of stellar halo

- ELS scenario
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The formation scenario of stellar halo

- SZ scenario
subhaloMfEEF LI=RIZIXSEINT=E Histellar halok7: 5

— FRELEDFEICHEBAIEEL




[Fe/H]

The formation scenario of stellar halo

SZ scenario
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Two components stellar halo

- Carollo et al. 2010
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Two components stellar halo

- Carollo et al. 2010
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he counterclaim for two components halo

- Schonrich et al. 2011
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The originality of this work
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Sample
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Maximum likelihood method
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Maximum likelihood method
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Two different binning schemes
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Two different binning schemes

- EPE(equi-populated estimator)
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Results(1)
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Results(2)
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Results(3)
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The comparison with simulation(1)

- The simulation of Bullock & Johnston (2005)
- 11{EDMW size halo
— stellar halo = accreted component only
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The comparison with simulation(2)

 Deriving circular velocity curve from Jeans equation
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The comparison with simulation(3)
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Summary & Discussion
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My opinion
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Appendix : Is this dip real ?
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Effect of assumed distribution function(1)
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Effect of assumed distribution function(2)
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Effect of substructure(1)
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Effect of substructure(2)
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Effect of substructure(3)

- substructure mask(£m) & unmask(ﬁ'f,“) D LEER
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Effect of the bin size(1)
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Effect of the bin size(2)

- CMETn,, DEEITMNZTHE (FRE 1 n,,, = 750, &= :n,,
= 1000, 24 : n,, = 1200)

{Qﬂitﬁgt
¢ % @

& = * P » =,

i
’*“MM””*H"“
****;fﬁﬁ”h“'-ﬂl'

”"TH”HIH':'“

15
(D)

— KEEELVZL



Bt —n-
Effect of v g and Rg(1)
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Effect of v, g and R (2)
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