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ICL Simulations
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HowMuchliCL?2 WhatisICL?

Rudick etal. 2011
Binding Energy ®(r) = —4nG r_lfp(r')r'zdr' + fp(r')r'dr'
Kinematics ’ '
Surface Brightness

Density

Rudick_ et al. 2006

100 kpc

. o v K ]
‘ Dolag et al. 2010
Rudick et al. 2009 — Rudick et al. 2011
B

5 26 27 28 29 30 31 3z 33



How Much ICL?

Different definitions
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Much of the ICL forms
in cold tidal streams
Streams decay to form
diffuse background
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Deep in the Virgo Cluster
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Deep in the Virgo Cluster
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M87 Color Profile
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ICL Colors
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Galaxy Group Environments
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Summary

(D ICL quantity is very dependent on
measurement technique.

(2) We are witnessing M87's halo being built via
tidal disruption.



