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equal mass mergers: a summary

expected offsets are £ 20-50 kpc

smaller than obs. uncertainties +
too small to explain observed offsets

alternative methods may
provide better SIDM constraints

( BCG miscentering could give £ 0.1 cm?/g)
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outcome probabillities, more generally

our Inputs scale as

outcome probabilities
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outcome probabillities, more generally

unequal mass mergers!

let ¢ = M7 /Ms. inputs now scale as:
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fora 10:1 merger, v, opare 75% smaller; P(esc) = 0.56!
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