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Measurements of the baryonic acoustic oscillation (BAG@)da the redshift-space correlation function yield
the angular diameter distané®, (z) and the Hubble parametéf(z) as a function of redshift, constraining the
properties of dark energy and space curvature. We discaggetturbations introduced in the galaxy correlation
function by gravitational lensing through the effect of mdigation bias and its cross-correlation with the
galaxy density. Atthe BAO scale, gravitational lensinggddmall and slowly varying component to the galaxy
correlation function and does not changesitape significantly, through which the BAO peak is measured. The
relative shift in the position of the BAO peak caused by gational lensing in the angle-averaged correlation
function is10™* at z = 1, rising to 1072 at = = 2.5. Lensing effects are stronger near the line-of-sight,
however the relative peak shift increases onlyl@0 33 and10~2* atz = 1 andz = 2.5, when the galaxy
correlation is averaged within 5 degrees of the line-ofisigontaining only 0.4% of the galaxy pairs in a
survey). Furthermore, the lensing contribution can be oregisseparately and subtracted from the observed
correlation at the BAO scale.

PACS numbers: 98.80.-k,98.65.-r,98.80.Jk,98.62.Py

I. INTRODUCTION and along the line-of-sight in redshift-space, amhdAz are
the observable angular and redshift separations. We dealua

A fundamental probe to the nature of the accelerated expail® magnitude of the lensing contribution to clarify thedev

sion of the universe is the comoving distance corresportding ©f accuracy at which the gravitational lensing effect needs
a redshift intervaldy = dz/H(z), whereH(z) is the Hub- to be taken into account for precision measurements of the

ble constant at redshift The integrated function is related to BAO scale. We show that despite previous claims to the con-
the angular diameter distanc®, (z) = x(z)/(1 + z) fora  rary Hui, Gaztanaga, and LoVerde [18] the effect of gravita
flat model. Deviations from this relation betweég/d= and ~ tionallensingis generally small for currently plannedays,

D ,(z) are a probe to space curvature, so far consistent witRecause gravitational lensing hardly changes the cooalat
zero [1]. Recently, particular attention is being paid toyba function shape at the_ BAO scale aqd in practice galaxy pairs
onic acoustic oscillations (BAO) in galaxy two-point stati '€ @veraged over afinite angular bin. We adopt a\{ébM

i — — —1 -1
tics, as they provide a known physical scale tied to the sounfoSmology with€2,, = 0.28 and Hy = 70kms™" Mpc™,
horizon at the baryon decoupling epoch. Measurements of t?ccordmg to recent measurements of the cosmic microwave
BAO scale in the galaxy correlation function can be used td?@ckground[1]. We set the speed of light= 1.
infer bothH(z) andD 4 (z) (see, e.g./12+8] and see also, [9]
for their sensitivity to cosmological parameters).

Gravitational lensing introduces perturbations on the
galaxy correlation function by deflecting light rays from . ) . . :
galaxies (see, e.g. [10112]). The main effect arises from Ve first summarize the basic equations for computing
the lensing magnification of the sky area and the flux of eaclgala_xy two-point C(_)rrelatlon functlons. In the_ Im_ear appr
galaxy, known as magnification bias [13] 14]. This results inimation, the intrinsic galaxy correlation functionds, (r) =

2 ; . .
additional contributions to the observed galaxy corretatis 0 $mm(7), Wherebis a constant linear bias factor g ()
a function of separation in redshift-spacel[18-17]. Anothe 'S the mass correlation function. The redshift-space galax

effect, which we shall not consider here, is the smoothing (jorrelation function is computed by Fourier transfqrmihgt
the BAO peak caused by changes in the observed angular sr\}f—ea”y biased matter power spectruiP,, (k) with the

II. FORMALISM

aration of galaxy pairs due to the lensing deflection, whic ed_s.hlft-_space enhancement factor arising from pecubar v
induces a negligibly small shift on the position of the BAO locities [19],
peak (e.g.,[16]). A3k
We examine the modifications of the observed galaxy two- &==(7, ™) = / (2m)3
point correlation functiorf,,s(o, ) in redshift-space due to
gravitational lensing, where = D4(z)(1 + z)¢ andn =  Wheres = (o,7), up = k. /k, B = f/b, f = dIlnD/dlna,
Az/H(z) are the comoving separations of galaxy pairs acros@ndD(z) is a growth factor of the matter density. We use the
Smith et al.|[[20] approximation for computing the non-linea
Emm (1) and Py, (k).
Lensing introduces two terms in the correlation function of
*jyoo@cfa.harvard.edu galaxies above some luminosity The first is due to the auto-

eik.s bQPmm(k) (1 —|—ﬂ,ui)2, (1)
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correlation of the magnification bias on two sources;and

22 (21 < 29), 120 T
100 4.8e-2
> > [ Txba =] oo e
u(o) = (3Hma) / dx {7] wp(x9) , §°0 200
0 a(x)x1 @) T, 60 Zoe s
wherea = —dlogn,/dlog L — 1, andngy(L, Z) is the cu- g o oo
mulative number density of galaxies with luminosity abdve = *° 982
at the mean source redshift We assume the two sources %1 - 6.30-3
are at nearly the same redshift, with a separatiorg ;. 2
The dependence of the magnification biascoarises from Eﬂlzo ,
the combination of the magnification of the sky area and the.,'*
|

[es]
a

flux amplification of the sources (see [13| 21]). The projdcte
mass correlation function is

wp(o) = /OO dm Emm (r =Vo?+ 7r2) . 3)
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The other term that is added to the observed galaxy corre-

lation is due to the cross-correlation of the intrinsic ggla
fluct_uatlon and the_magnlfl_catl(_)n bias. S'T‘CG the matte_r fluci:IG. 1: (color online) Two-point correlation functions iedshift-
tuation along the line-of-sight is responsible for the magn

L .o . . space atz = 0.35. (@) Intrinsic galaxy correlation functiogy,.
fication bias in the background galaxy, it correlates with th (b) Observed galaxy correlation functi@gn. — &.. + &u + 6952 _

galaxy fluctuation and this cross-correlation is (c) Magnification bias correlation functicfy. (d) Cross-correlation
Yo function&; of the intrinsic galaxy fluctuation and the magnification
(0, 7) = 3HZ 0 {/ dx X (x2 —x) Egm(r1) + (1452 bias. The color scale is proportional to the logarithm of¢herela-
0

transverse separation o (h”'Mpc)

a(x)x2 tion function att > 1 x 10~* in the top panels, and 4> 8 x 107
in the bottom panels, below which the scale is linear ittwWhite
4) in the b Is, bel hich th le is i ithWhi
where r; = VX3 + (xa —x)2 = contours of different thickness are as indicated in thetigins, with
242 —Y)Z, v = + 2, 0 = Y, the thickest contour correspondinggc= 0. Negative contours are
7\T/¢:X Xim— Xf) th>(<a gala>(<§/<-lmas§2)c/ross—correlagisgn is shown as dot-dashed and dotted curves. Since the lensieq} &ff

i : small, the redshift-space correlation functign is similar to.s in
Egm(r) = bCgmEmm(r), aNdcem is a galaxy-mass cross Panel ), except for the small spot produced nea& 0, 7 = rgao.-

correlathn Coeﬁ'mem (€.9.L[22]). The two added terms , galaxy bias factob = 2 and luminosity function slopa = 2 are
exchanging the subindexes (1,2) account for the effect ofssumed. The baryonic acoustic oscillation sealgo is shown as
magnification bias in the background and foreground galaxys dashed circle for reference.

respectively. After some rearrangement, we obtain, in the

approximationr < y,

Eg(o,m) = 3HEQma(l + 2) (5)  galaxy correlation functiog.ps (right). We choose a galaxy
o0 biasb = 2 at z = 0.35 and a cross-correlation coefficient

X [w Wp,gm (0) + 2/ dr (1 —7) Egm/(1)]| cgm = 1, as measurements suggest for Sloan Digital Sky Sur-

™ vey (SDSS) luminous red galaxy (LRG) samples (see, e.g.,

wherew, ., is the same projected correlation function as in[3: €, [24]). The galaxy bias at other redshifts is computed

Eq. (3) foré,.,., andr = Vo + 72. Equation[(5) has been gss_umri]nglgalaxies move as tﬁs';]particles respgndbing tf grav
derived before without the inclusion of the second term.(e.g gy in the linear regime, in whic cadefz) —1 = | (.Z -,
[23]), an approximation that is valid only when< r, in ad- ) —1]/D(z), whereD(z) is the growth faCtSf normalized to
dition tom < . This second term is important for determin- unltyd?jt_z_ ~ ? [ﬁe‘]' Notfe_thatggg scales_ ?’b.’ an?‘&’bs r;]ash
ing the functional shape &f,; over all the redshift space, but an additional change of its contours with bias through/he
is small in the region where the lensing effect is stronggst, parameter.
o < 7. For the results presented here, we use the more exact The BAO scale is defined as the distance traveled by a
Eq. (@) for computing,;. The total, observed galaxy correla- sound wave up to the baryon decoupling (drag) epoch at
tion function isé,bs (o, ) = &.. (0, 7) + &ulo) + Egi(o, ). time tq4, rgac = fotd cs (1 + 2) dt = 155 Mpc, where
¢ = 1/3(1+R), Ris the baryon-photon ratio, and we use the
[27] fitting formula for computing, (see also/|1, 28]). We in-
II. RESULTS dicate the BAO scale as a short-dash circle in[Big. 1. The bump
in the correlation function at this scale shown by the corgou
Figure[d shows the two-point correlation functions in of £, is the signature to be used to meastigo /D a(2)
redshift-space at = 0.35. The upper panels show the in- andrgao H(z). The redshift-space distortion squashes the
trinsic galaxy correlation functiogy, (left) and the observed contours of,s along the line-of-sight and changes the shape
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FIG. 2: Angle-averaged correlation functions and lensiogtiibu-

tions atz = 0.35. Observed correlation functiofyns (o, 7) is av-

eraged ove0 < 0 < 15° (long dashed)) < 6 < 45° (short ki 3. Gravitational lensing effect on the correlation dtion at

dashed), and over all angles (solid, monopole). Lensingiboion e BAQ scale. Upper panels: Intrinsic galaxy correlatign,

(§iens = &u + £q1) is shown multiplied by 10 and averaged over the i) redshift-space correlatiod.(, long dashed), magnification

same angular intervals (dotted, from top to bjttom). Trhesghow  pias correlationd);, short dashed), and galaxy-magnification cross-

€ons averaged over each radial bin of widthh ™" Mpc. correlation €, dotted) as a function of cosine angle= cos#.
Note&, < 0 atp < 0.6, where its absolute value is plotted. Addi-
tional dot dashed curves show the BAO peak heilybis o0, defined

of the BAO peak at each angle in ther plane. The lens- in Eq. [8). Triangles show correlation functions averageet oadial
width 10~ Mpc and angular widtt22.5°. Bottom panels: As a

::rge izz(;f;si d\(/eel}']rt}i/csarlnt?)”t’haen((:josr]?cfgresg;ntgrésegggsfol? e::lsﬁi.g[]%\t f_unction of redshift, c_ircles e}nd triang_les representilegmsontribu-

. . =2 tion to BAO peak position shift and height (Eds. (7) dnld (§9raged
difference very close to the line-of-sight (< ), where the  e; a1 angles (left), and filled and empty circles show legson-
lensing effect is strongest. tributions to BAO peak position shift averaged over anglésiw 5

The bottom panels show the correlation of the magnificaand 15 degrees (right). We compuyieandé,; at . < 0.9999 (cor-
tion bias¢;; (left) and the cross-correlation of the magnifica- responding tar = 1.5h~" Mpc atr = rzao), beyond which the
tion bias and the intrinsic galaxy fluctuatigg (right). We  linear bias approximation may be inaccurate (cf. Eig. 4).
usea = 2 for the magnification bias, which is approximately
the value for an LRG sample with > 3L,, close to the
threshold for the SDSS[3, 29]. Note that the contour scale- 3 x 10~4, while the contrast of the BAO peakdst ~ 0.01.
is smaller by a factor 100 than that in the upper panels. Thé&lote that the lensing contribution is dominated gy, and
function¢;; decreases withr and depends very weakly on  therefore it scales asbc,,,. The lensing effect adds only a
throughx, = x — 7/2 in Eq. (2), whereag,; decreases with small component t@,s that is very slowly varying withr,
o and increases with. The correlatior¢, contains a weak and cannot alter the shape of the BAO peak in any appreciable
BAO ripple whero is near the BAO scale, arising from the in- way. Vallinotto et al.|[16] also reached the same conclusion
tegration in Eq.[(8) when the edge of the BAO sphere is seen ithat the magnification bias on the BAO peak shift is negligi-
projection along the line-of-sight. The lensing correlag are  ble, although they compared the intrinsic galaxy correfati
of course largest near the line-of-sightrat rgao, Where  functioné,, with the lensing contribution in the transverse di-
the BAO peak of; is washed out by the integration. rection gt = 0, 0 =~ rgao)-

Figure[2 showsobs(r) and&iens(r) = &u(r) + Eq(r) at Figure[3 examines the gravitational lensing effect at the
z = 0.35, averaged over volume with different angular inter- BAO scale,r = rgao, as a function of the cosine angle
vals. The solid line is the monopole &f;,s. The short dashed . = cosf = x/r. Note that an equal amount of volume
and long dashed lines shafy,s averaged only over the an- is available to measure the correlation function per irgerv
glesd < 45° andf < 15° from the line-of-sight, respectively. dyu. The upper panels shogy, (solid), ¢, . (long dashed);,
The lensing contributions are indicated by the three dottedshort dashed), ang),; (dotted), atz = 0.35 andz = 1, with
lines, averaged over the same angle intervals, from botbom tgalaxy bias factob = 2 andb = 2.3, respectively. A fifth
top; these curves are multiplied by 10 to enable visuatimati curve (dot dashed) shows the BAO peak amplitddegs Ao,
Even within the narrow interval < 15° (which contains only ~ which we define in the next paragraph. All the functions are
3.4% of the galaxy pairs), the lensing contributiorttg, is  evaluated at = rgap. The slope of the luminosity function
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scale once the Gaussian component is removed.

The ratio&ens/Aépao is < 10725 over most of the vol-
ume atz < 1, and is~ 2% atd < 15°. Atz > 1, the§y,
lensing contribution becomes dominant and increases tpugh
asx®. Since the lensing contribution @, has a very slow
variation withr, the effect on the measurement of the BAO
e SDSS measurements ] scale is much smaller thaflens/Aésao. The radial shift
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4 Note that the shiftAr,,., in Eq. (7) is independent of our

] choice of thergao value. The bottom panels of Fig. 3 show

o o ] this relative radial peak shift (circle), and the relativeange

ol raneverse eparation o (k) 10 in the BAO peak heightlg]! . /§g’z|_(triangle), for_ the angle-
averaged case (left), and averaging a%et 5° (right). The
peak shiftAr,.x/rBa0 IS, for the angle-averaged case,

FIG. 4: Projected galaxy correlatian, 4, and excess surface den- 10-*atz <1, r's'_ng to~ 1077 i_itz = 2:5' When re_St”Cted

sity AX computed from the non-linear mass correlation functiont© the narrow region near the line-of-sight< 5°, this peak

€mm (solid), compared with projected galaxy correlation amsieg ~ Shift increases by a factor of only 4, still remaining a very

shear measurements from SDSS [24, 25]. This validates odelno  small effect. We have checked that everi afrom the line-

ing of lensing effects based on linear biasdop 1h~* Mpc. of-sight the peak shift due to lensing grows only by another

factor of 2 compared to th < 5° case.

. SDSS measurements
AZ

excess surface density AZ (hMy/pc?)

is fixed toa = 2. Triangles show the averaged correlation Naturallly, in any galaxy Survey, the error to Whi.Ch the BAO
function over angular bins of widthr — 104~ Mpc and peak position can be measured in a region within an afigle
Al — 29 5° of the line-of-sight is increased by at least the facy@/6
To underétand the effect of lensing on the BAO peak, Onecompared o the gngle-averageq measurement, owing to the
should note that the ability to measure the peak posit increased .shot noise and sampling variance. For the purpose
depends on therape andheight of the BAO peak, rather than of measuring the radial BAO peak position, the galaxy corre-
the specific vélue Of 1. at rpac. For exampie near the lation function always needs to be averaged over a finite-angu
line of sight « = 1) f?]é redshig—.space correlation function |21 Pin: and no substantial added precision is obtaineddoy v
€on(= Eone) happen,s to be very close to zerorat= rpao small angles from the line-of-sight. Therefore, lensinfget
e : o " on the BAO peak position will always be very small in prac-
soa small lensing contnbutmq can chanﬁggs (r3a0) by an tice. The Ienging cgntribution to theéAO heig);lt\iSQ X 10Bl
increased factor. However, this is totally irrelevant foean forfhe mononole. increasina verv slowly with redshift. asd
suring the BAO peak position and for quantifying the impor- ctuall smaﬁer r;ear the Iinge—of};i ht }'/rhis shows th’airev
tance of lensing. We therefore choose a definition of the BAOtiloughythe value of o, at is I%réest near the line-of
H H H 5 lens BAO -Ul=
Eeak .hEIghﬁﬁng in terms of the second derivative of. at sight, its effect on the BAO peak is not necessarily so, b&eau
BAO: adding a constant to the correlation function is irrelevfant
measuring the BAO peak.

The impact of gravitational lensing on the BAO peak was
where the prime indicates a partial derivative with respect Previously discussed by Hui et al. [18]. We disagree with
r at fixed angléd, andopao is a constant that represents the (NIl conclusion that there are large lensing effects. ial.e
width of the BAO peak and can be adjusted to fit the peallle‘] define a fractlona_ll change in the BAO peak h‘?'ght as
height, A{gao. This definition is exact wheg. . is approx- (Sobs — £4)/8gg- AS discussed above, this quantity is irrel-
imated as a linear component plus a Gaussian bump of widt vant because adding a constant to the correlation function
oBA0/V2 atr = rpa0. We chooserpao = 155~ Mpe as no effect on the measurement of the BAO peak. More-
which results in the dot dashed curves shown in Eig. 3. W&Ve': the value ot,, at the BAO peak, or of.. when the

see thatA¢pao (1) increases slightly withu, in contrast to correlation is measured in redshift space over a speqflu-gng
£..(1) which drops sharply with; close to — 1 (the width lar range, may happen to be near zero, wh|ch may give rise to
of the BAO peak is actually narrower at~ 1 than for the a !ar_ge fractlor_1al change gf,, due to th_e lensing effect, but
monopole, sA\¢x a0 increases less with if this is taken into this is equally irrelevant: only the amplitude of the BAO gea
account). This indicates that E@] (6) remains a very good apr_natters, and not the value ot the peak.

proximation, as .. has negligible curvature around the BAO  Hui et al. [18] also claim that lensing has strong effects in

2
Aéao(0) = — UB2AO ¢ (rgao,9), (6)



the line-of-sight direction. In reality, the correlation function IV. DISCUSSION
can only be observed averaged within a finite angle of the line

of-sight, and can only be computed using a constant bias down \ye have shown that modifications of the galaxy correla-
to some minimum separation for which the linear bias approxtjon function caused by gravitational lensing are a tingetf
imation for the projected galaxy-mass cross-correlaBoea-  for the purpose of measuring the BAO scale. The lensing
sonable. This explains why Hui et al. [18] find a shift in the contribution to the correlation function near the BAO peak
BAO peak location on the line-of-sight direction of 3% that jg Cens ~ 107% at z < 1, even within15° of the line-of-

is nearly redshift independent (see their Fig. 8a; our wafe  sight. Moreover, the lensing contribution is nearly constes
bias and slope correspond(s —2) /b = 2 in their notation), 3 function of radius, so the ability to measure the BAO peak
whereas we find that within 5 degrees of the line-of-sight theg( its shape in any galaxy survey is not affected. The galaxy
shift increases rapidly with redshift and reaches only 0at% correlation function is averaged over a finite angular him, f

z = 2.5, and within 1 degree of the line-of-sight the shift is ther suppressing the lensing effect. The shift in the parsitif
larger by only a factor 2. For the angle-averaged lensing ef- the BAO peak due to lensing in the angle-averaged correlatio
fect, we also disagree with the results of Hui etlall [18]iythe fynction is less than 1 part iD? at 7 < 1 and it increases to
find a peak shift 0f).4% at z=2.5 (for the same bias and slope . 103 atz — 2.5. This peak shift is increased by a factor of

we use), compared to our result®i %. only 4 within 5 degrees of the line-of-sight, where just 0.4%

We note that if one insists on measuring the correlation off the galaxy pairs are available for measuring the correla-
galaxies exactly on the line-of-sight, strong lensing aseund tion function. The lensing effect increases with the lunsito

the background galaxy is imaged into an Einstein ring, an effunction slopex, but not sufficiently to make it substantial for

fect that is already detected (see, e.g., the Sloan Lens&s AN known population of sources. .
Survey [30]). However, this lensing effect has no speciat fe  AS We discussed in Sec. lll, when two types of galaxies
ture at the BAO scale and has no interesting effect on the abif'® USed to measure the correlation function, we can dyrectl

ity to measure the BAO peak in the galaxy correlation func.measure the lensing contributign,s from observations and
tion. subtract it before we estimate the BAO peak position. In gen-

eral, the addition of any broadband power to the correlation
Finally, we comment on the way to observationally sepafunction by known physical effects can be modeled and re-
rate the lensing contribution froga,s. Considering galaxies moved. The method for measuring the position of the BAO
of two types with bias factorg, andb, and luminosity func- peak may be optimized to minimize the dependence on added
tion slopesy; andas, the parity of the correlation functions broad-band power from several physical effects in addiion
&bs(o, ) is even under a change of signofexcept for the  lensing [31, 32]. Therefore, the lensing effect we have com-
galaxy-magnification cross-correlatigg, which is different  puted here is likely to be further reduced when using opti-
depending on the galaxy type that is in the foreground or-backmized definitions of the BAO scale.
ground. For simplicity, we consider the case« 7, when the The linear bias approximation we have used here be-
second term in EqL{5) can be neglected. Hence, the asymmeemes invalid for computing the galaxy-magnification cross
try of the cross-correlation function of two different typef  correlation in Eq.[{4) close to the line-of-sight, when theans-
galaxies yields the galaxy-lensing contribution: verse separatios is small. The bias coefficientsandcy,,
may be scale-dependent, and other non-linear terms may be-
come important. However, the correlations induced by fensi
Eobs (0, ) — Eobs(o, —m) = Eqi(z1 < 22) — Egi(22 < 21) can be tested by independent observations of lensing gffect
= (brag — byar) 3H2Q,, (1+ 2) mw,(0) .(8) around galaxie_s [24, :3:.3, 34]. Figuré 4 shows the projected
galaxy correlation functiom, 4, [25] and the excess surface
density AY. inferred from weak lensing measurements [24],
for the SDSS main sample of galaxies. Also shown as solid
lines are the result fow, from the mass correlation function
used in this paper and for the excess surface density,

Consequently, itis in principle possible to directly seqtathe
&4 contribution at the BAO scale purely from observations.
Alternatively, since the lensing contribution is very shsl

the BAO scale, one can measugg at largen (e.g., [21]), 9 (O

where the contribution frord. . is small, and use the known AX (o) o ;/ Wp,gm (R) R AR — wp gm(c) . (9)
dependence onr to subtract its contribution from the mea- 0

surements of,,;,s at the BAO scale. Normalization is adjusted to match the data on large scales.

For other types of galaxies one can use the results of Sheldon
et al. [24] to match the required valuelaf,,, .
The measurements are in reasonable agreement with the
1 Hui et al. [18] calculate the line-of-sight galaxy-lensiogrrelation using  linear bias approximation at > 1h~! Mpc. At smaller

the projected mass auto-correlation with a constant b@srfaxtrapolated separations, the shape of the galaxy-mass cross-coorelati
to zero separation: This_, yields the average ]ensing coem&gbehind a cIearIy steeper than our simple model. This is not surpgisin
random mass‘partlcle (times the assumed bias f_actor),anhsttethe con- because galaxies tend to occupy the central positions in ha-
vergence behind the center of a galaxy. In reality, whendwerlensing ; -
effect is observed exactly on the line-of-sight to a galaithva central  |0S. The mass auto-correlation function at these smalescal

cusp, strong lensing must occur. reflects the density profiles of dark matter halos, which fzave
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