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ABSTRACT
We develop a self-consistent and accurate halo model by partitioning matter according to the depletion radii of haloes. Unlike
conventional models that define haloes with the virial radius while relying on a separate exclusion radius or ad-hoc fixes to
account for halo exclusion, our model distributes mass across all scales self-consistently and accounts for both the virialized and
non-virialized matter distribution around each halo. Using a cosmological simulation, we show that our halo definition leads to
very simple and intuitive model components, with the one-halo term given by the Einasto profile with no truncation needed,
and the halo-halo correlation function following a universal power-law form down to the halo boundary. The universal halo-halo
correlation also allows us to easily model the distribution of unresolved haloes as well as diffuse matter. Convolving the halo
profile with the halo-halo correlation function, we obtain a complete description of the halo-matter correlation across all scales,
which self-consistently accounts for halo exclusion at the transition scale. Mass conservation is explicitly maintained in our
model, and the scale dependence of the classical halo bias is easily reproduced. Our model can successfully reconstruct the halo-
matter correlation function within an accuracy of 9% for halo virial masses in the range of 1011.5ℎ−1M⊙ < 𝑀vir < 1015.35ℎ−1M⊙
at 𝑧 = 0, and covers the radial range of 0.01ℎ−1Mpc < 𝑟 < 20ℎ−1Mpc. We also show that our model profile can accurately
predict the characteristic depletion radius at the minimum bias and the splash-back radius at the steepest density slope locations.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The halo model of the large scale structure (see Cooray & Sheth
2002, for a review) is a powerful analytic framework for describ-
ing the distribution of dark matter in the Universe. At the largest
scales, the distribution of dark matter carries information about the
initial density field and history of the universe. At galactic scales,
dark matter dominates the potential of the virialized matter, thus
determining the formation and evolution of galaxies. By assuming
the mass in the universe are all bounded into individual dark matter
haloes, the halo model successfully describes the matter distribution
on both small and large scales. It has been widely used in studying
the matter-matter power spectrum (e.g., Smith et al. 2003; Takahashi
et al. 2012), the galaxy-halo connection (e.g., Mandelbaum et al.
2005; Cacciato et al. 2012), and the galaxy-galaxy correlation (e.g.,
Peacock & Smith 2000; Seljak 2000).

Despite its success at small and large scales, the halo model has
encountered difficulties in accurately describing the matter distri-
bution on the intermediate scale, that is, around the boundary of
haloes. By construction, haloes are independent objects that do not
overlap with each other, an effect known as halo exclusion. How-
ever, practical definitions of haloes may not guarantee that they can
fully partition the entire density field. As a result, ambiguities in
describing the matter distribution around the halo boundary arise,
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and different implementations of the model usually have to introduce
ad-hoc fixes to improve the model accuracy around this scale. For
example, Hayashi & White (2008) splices the density profile where
the values of 1-halo and 2-halo terms are equal. Tinker et al. (2005)
introduced a distance dependent exclusion probability in the calcula-
tion of the matter-matter correlation function, which is motivated by
the ellipsoidal shapes of haloes. van den Bosch et al. (2013), on the
other hand, introduced a parametric radial-dependent halo bias and
a truncation radius to fit the two-point correlation function.

The ambiguity of the halo boundary also leads to other global is-
sues in the halo model. For example, it can be challenging to explic-
itly impose mass conservation in the halo model. Some recent works
(Schmidt 2016; Mead et al. 2020; Chen & Afshordi 2020; Mead
et al. 2021) have noticed this problem, but the physical meaning of
their solutions are yet to be fully understood. Besides, to compensate
at least partly for the ambiguity of the halo size, additional fitting
functions and phenomenological parameters have to be introduced
in many components of the halo model (e.g., Despali et al. 2016;
Ondaro-Mallea et al. 2022; Diemer & Joyce 2019a), which further
complicates the model.

These complications are ultimately caused by the lack of a match-
ing halo boundary in the halo model. In particular, the classical virial
definition of a halo radius provides a useful reference for identifying
the virialized part of a halo (Gunn & Gott 1972), but is not optimized
for partitioning the space with haloes (Garcia et al. 2022). In fact, the
virial radius itself faces several theoretical difficulties in serving as
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2 Zhou & Han

a physical halo radius. For example, it has been shown that this ra-
dius may not correctly demarcate the virialized part of a halo (Zemp
2014; Cuesta et al. 2008), and could introduce unphysical (or pseudo)
evolution of halo properties (Diemer et al. 2013). More importantly,
such an approximate description crudely separates the halo from the
background Universe at the virial radius and ignores any transition
region towards its non-virialized environment (Fong & Han 2021),
nor does it account for the dynamic growth of a halo. For example,
tidal stripping of satellite haloes can happen well outside the virial
radius of the host halo (Bahé et al. 2013; Behroozi et al. 2014), and
ejected subhaloes can be found a few times outside the virial radius
of the host halo (Ludlow et al. 2009a). In addition, the aspherical
shape of haloes (Jing & Suto 2002; Allgood et al. 2006a; Mansfield
et al. 2017; Wang et al. 2022) means the spherically averaged density
profile of a halo does not stop abruptly at the virial radius.

To clarify the matter distribution around the halo boundary and
to find a more physical and intrinsic characterisation of halo size, a
number of recent works have been devoted to finding new definitions
of the halo radius. Considering that a halo is a growing system, the
radius when an infalling particle first reaches the apocentre of its
orbit, the so-called splashback radius (Fillmore & Goldreich 1984;
Bertschinger 1985), has been revived to provide a more physical and
extended characterisation of the halo boundary (Diemer & Kravtsov
2014; Adhikari et al. 2014; More et al. 2015; Shi 2016; Mansfield
et al. 2017). Such a radius is typically found at the steepest density
slope location, and depends on both the halo mass and the mass ac-
cretion rate (More et al. 2015; Diemer et al. 2017; Contigiani et al.
2021; O’Neil et al. 2021). Diemer (2020) found that the halo mass
functions are significantly more universal when haloes are defined
using the splashback radius. Along the same line, many recent de-
velopments have moved their attention to the dynamical structure
around haloes. Allgood et al. (2006b) defined an “edge radius” ac-
cording to how well the infalling and orbiting substructures around a
halo can be separated in phase space. Most recently, Diemer (2022)
has developed a robust algorithm for separating particles into in-
falling and orbiting components according to the pericentric passage
of each particle. A similar decomposition was obtained from Garcia
et al. (2022) by additionally considering the accretion time of parti-
cles. They argued that a physical halo collects all particles orbiting
in their self-generated potential.

Focusing on the evolution of the density profile around the halo,
Fong & Han (2021) proposed an independent characterisation of the
halo size named depletion radius. As a halo accretes matter from
its neighbourhood, its own density grows in the outer part, while
the density of the surrounding environment gets depleted over time.
More specifically, the transition between the growing and decaying
part of the density profile happens exactly where the mass infall rate
is the maximum, which is defined as the “inner depletion radius",
𝑅id. This radius can also be found near the minimum in the halo bias
profile, which leads to the definition of a twin radius called character-
istic depletion radius at the bias minimum, 𝑅cd. Recent works have
measured 𝑅id and 𝑅cd from observations. Fong et al. (2022) made
the first measurements of 𝑅cd using weak lensing observations. Li &
Han (2021) measured the 𝑅id of the Milky Way using the motion of
nearby dwarf galaxies.

Fong & Han (2021) argued that the bias minimum can be in-
terpreted both as a consequence of the depletion process, and as a
manifestation of halo exclusion. As a result, the depletion radius may
potentially serve as the desired exclusion radius in the halo model.
In fact, by solving for an optimal exclusion radius with a flexible
halo model, García et al. (2021) found a halo radius that happens to
be very close to the inner depletion radius of (Fong & Han 2021).

However, the García et al. (2021) model involves some assumptions
and approximations that may not match the exact behavior of the
depletion radius. It thus remains to be seen how well the depletion
radius defined physically in the first place performs in the halo model.

This paper intends to demonstrate that the depletion radius can
indeed solve the halo exclusion problem, and lead to a much more
concise halo model. By introducing the inner depletion radius as
the natural boundary of haloes, we build the halo model fully self-
consistently from first principles. It is achieved by rebuilding the
one-halo profile, halo-halo correlation functions, halo bias, and halo
mass function accordingly. We construct a halo catalog consistent
with the new definition to investigate their statistical properties. We
use the resulting halo model to reconstruct the spherical distribution
of matter around haloes across scales and try to extract information
about characteristic radii from the predicted profiles.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce
the simulation data and the approach to measure the inner depletion
radius. Based on the radius relation obtained from stacked velocity
profiles, we construct an isolated halo sample by removing the haloes
overlapping with more massive neighbours. In Section 3, we describe
the analytical framework of a halo model based on the depletion
boundary. In this section, we investigate the halo-halo correlation
function, the halo abundance, and the halo density profile in our
halo catalog. Section 4 presents the fits to bias profiles.We discuss a
few open questions and complications about the model in Section 5.
Finally, in Section 6, we summarize the results of this paper.

2 SIMULATION AND HALO SAMPLES

2.1 Simulation data

We use aΛ cold dark matter simulation from the CosmicGrowth (Jing
2019) simulation suite with cosmological parameters Ωm = 0.268
and ΩΛ = 0.732. The simulation was run in a box of 600 ℎ−1Mpc
per side containing 30723 particles. Candidate haloes are identified
with the Friends-of-friends (FoF) algorithm with a standard linking
parameter of 0.2, and processed with HBT+ (Han et al. 2012, 2018)
to obtain subhaloes.

We collect host haloes with at least 1011.5ℎ−1M⊙ (or ∼ 500 par-
ticles) inside the virial radius at 𝑧 = 0, resulting in a fiducial halo
sample of 2 × 106 haloes. These haloes are further divided into
seven mass bins equally spaced in logarithmic mass, labelled with
MB1 through MB7 as detailed in Table 1, covering a mass range of
11.5 < log10 [𝑀/(ℎ−1M⊙)] < 15.35. To build a halo model based
on the depletion radius self-consistently, these haloes are further
processed to remove overlapping ones on the depletion scale. Such a
cleaning process will be discussed in more detail in Section 2.2.

We use the microscopic bias profile to describe the mass distri-
bution around a halo centre. According to Han et al. (2019), the
microscopic bias profile around an individual halo is defined as

𝛽(𝑟) = 𝛿(𝑟)
𝜉mm (𝑟) (1)

where 𝛿(𝑟) ≡ 𝜌(𝑟)/𝜌m−1 is the overdensity profile of matter around
each halo, 𝜌m is the mean matter density of the universe. 𝜉mm (𝑟) is
the matter-matter correlation function. Stacking the microscopic bias
profile in a given halo bin, we obtain the average bias profile

𝑏(𝑟) = ⟨𝛽(𝑟)⟩ = ⟨𝛿(𝑟)⟩
𝜉mm (𝑟) =

𝜉hm (𝑟)
𝜉mm (𝑟) (2)

where 𝜉hm (𝑟) is the halo-matter correlation function, and ⟨. . . ⟩ rep-
resents the averaging over all the haloes in each halo mass bin. Using
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depletion halo model 3

bias profiles rather than density profiles or overdensity profiles to
describe the matter distribution facilitates us to highlight some im-
portant features in the halo model, such as the linear halo bias and
the characteristic depletion radius.

The inner depletion radius, 𝑅id, is defined as the location of the
maximum mass inflow rate, which is nearly identical to the location
of the minimum of the radial velocity profile. The total radial velocity
can be written as 𝑣r = 𝑣p + 𝑣H, where 𝑣p and 𝑣H are the peculiar and
Hubble velocity respectively. The average radial velocity profile for
each of our halo mass bins is shown in the top panel of Figure 1. The
profiles all show a trough of negative radial velocity, corresponding to
the region of infalling material, except for the lowest mass bin, MB1.
For MB1, the average radial velocities of particles monotonically
increase with radius with no infall region, leading to the difficulty
in defining its inner depletion radius. Fortunately, the ratio of 𝑅id
and 𝑅vir is approximately a constant of 2.1 for six other mass bins,
as shown in the bottom panel of Figure 1, in agreement with Fong
& Han (2021). We thus use 2.1𝑅vir as the proxy of 𝑅id for MB1.
The relation of 𝑅id ≃ 2.1𝑅vir is also useful for estimating the inner
depletion radius of individual haloes, as the significant noise makes
it hard to determine the minimum of the individual velocity profile.
For the remaining six mass bins, we implement a local polynomial
interpolation to find the minimum velocities and define 𝑅ids by using
the minimum data point and its two adjacent points.

2.2 Exclusion criterion and halo samples

When extending the boundary of the dark matter halo to 𝑅id, the
halo catalog generated by the FoF algorithm needs to be cleaned for
overlapping haloes according to this new boundary. Such a cleaning
process is not only a mathematical requirement, but also out of phys-
ical considerations. As discussed in Fong & Han (2021) and Gao
et al. (2023), the active accretion region of a typical halo is created
by its own gravity. If two haloes are too close so that their deple-
tion regions overlap, the accretion features of the smaller ones can
be obscured and even destroyed by the massive neighbour. In this
case, it is more consistent to define the small halo as a subhalo and
exclude it from the halo sample. Specifically, we use 𝑅id = 2.1𝑅vir
to estimate the inner depletion radius of each halo, and exclude it
whenever 𝑑 < 𝑅id + 𝑅id,ngbr where 𝑅id,ngbr is the radius of a more
massive neighbouring halo and 𝑑 is the distance to it. This is the
so-called hard-sphere exclusion scheme (García & Rozo 2019).

Hereafter, we refer to the original FoF catalog as the FoF sample,
haloes cleaned by 𝑅id as the depletion sample, and the difference
between the two as the excluded sample. In Table 1 we summarize
the properties of the FoF and depletion haloes. The average bias
profiles of the different samples are shown in Figure 2. In the left
panel, we compare the bias profiles of the FoF and depletion sample.
For massive haloes, their bias profiles are barely affected by the
selection. For low mass ones, the bias profile of depletion sample
has a lower bias minimum than that of the FoF sample, and the
location of the minimum is also further out. At linear scales, the
depletion sample shows a lower linear bias than FoF sample for the
same mass bin. These differences can be understood as our exclusion
scheme removes haloes with massive neighbours and results in a
less clustered sample at the intermediate and large scales. García &
Rozo (2019) has discussed that different exclusion schemes affect the
statistics of the halo catalog, and their conclusions agree with our
results that a stricter exclusion scheme would remove haloes that are
smaller and more clustered.

The profiles of the excluded haloes are shown in the right panel,
which all show a peak feature after the bias trough and before reach-
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Figure 1. The inner depletion radius of different mass bins. Top: the velocity
profile of each mass bin. Stars mark positions of the minimum of the profiles,
namely the inner depletion radius 𝑅id. For MB1 which does not show a
minimum, 𝑅id is estimated from 2.1𝑅vir. Bottom: the ratio between 𝑅id and
the median 𝑅vir in each mass bin (blue solid and dashed line). The gray solid
line marks the ratio of 2.1. The star marks the 𝑅id in MB1 estimated according
to this ratio.

ing the linear bias. This peak reflects the existence of the massive
neighbour and resembles the peak found for early-forming haloes in
(Fong & Han 2021). These excluded haloes are also more clustered
on large scale. We summarise the properties of excluded haloes in
Appendix A and leave more detailed studies of them to future works.

3 A HALO MODEL INCLUDING THE EXCLUSION
EFFECTS

3.1 Analytical framework

3.1.1 The classical approach

Our goal in this subsection is to represent the halo- matter correlation
function using the physical quantities associated with the halo. The
key idea of the halo model is that the total density field can be equiv-
alently described by the superposition of the matter distribution in
individual haloes (see Cooray & Sheth 2002, for a comprehensive re-
view). Let x𝑖 be the position of the 𝑖th halo in a given halo population,
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Figure 2. Bias profiles for the original FoF sample (full sample), the cleaned sample according to 𝑅id (labelled as depletion sample), and the removed haloes
due to the cleaning (labelled as excluded sample). Different colours show the profiles in different halo mass bins with the same labels as in Figure 1.

Halo Population log10 (𝑀/M⊙ ) 𝑁p (Fs) 𝑁p (Ds) 𝑏 (Fs) 𝑏 (Ds) 𝑅id [ℎ−1kpc] (Fs) 𝑅id [ℎ−1kpc] (Ds)

MB1 [11.50, 12.05) 1359703 1138828 0.73 0.60 346.05(2.1𝑅vir) 346.43(2.1𝑅vir)
MB2 [12.05, 12.60) 445168 383808 0.82 0.71 548.91 493.83
MB3 [12.60, 13.15) 140487 125014 1.02 0.92 859.56 831.64
MB4 [13.15, 13.70) 40957 37503 1.37 1.28 1295.70 1291.01
MB5 [13.70, 14.25) 10008 9466 1.95 1.90 1883.01 1923.55
MB6 [14.25, 14.80) 1624 1581 3.10 3.07 2664.53 2733.43
MB7 [14.80, 15.35) 103 103 4.97 4.97 3802.53 3860.34

Table 1. Halo populations in the FoF sample (Fs) and the depletion sample (Ds). 𝑁p represents the number of haloes of given mass bin. 𝑏 is the linear bias
estimated by averaging the bias profile in radial range of 5 − 20ℎ−1Mpc. 𝑅id is the inner depletion radius measured from the velocity profile, with the exception
of 𝑅id for MB1 which is estimated from 𝑅id ≃ 2.1𝑅vir.

the halo number density field can be written as

𝑛(x) =
∑︁
𝑖

𝛿D (x − x𝑖)

=
∑︁
𝑚

∑︁
𝑘

𝛿D (x − x𝑘 |𝑚) (3)

where the x𝑘 represents the position of the 𝑘th halo in 𝑚th mass bin,
and 𝛿D (x) is the Dirac delta function.

With the internal matter distribution of each halo given by its
density profile 𝜌h (r), the total density field can be written as

𝜌(x) =
∑︁
𝑖

𝜌h(x − x𝑖)

=
∑︁
𝑚

𝑛(x|𝑚) ⊛ 𝜌h (x|𝑚), (4)

where ⊛ represents the convolution operation. Here we have assumed
haloes of the same mass share the same density profile. However, it
is straightforward to generalize the equation to more general halo
profiles.

With these two fields, we can calculate the two-point correlation
functions between the halo and matter fields. Using Equation 3, the
halo-halo correlation function between two samples of haloes, ℎ1

and ℎ2, can be expressed as

𝜉ℎ1ℎ2 (r) = ⟨𝛿1 (x)𝛿2 (x + r)⟩

=
⟨∑𝑖1 𝛿

D (x − x𝑖1 )
∑
𝑖2 𝛿

D (x + r − x𝑖2 )⟩
�̄�1�̄�2

− 1

=
�̄�12𝛿

D (r)
�̄�1�̄�2

+
∑
𝑖1≠𝑖2 𝛿

D (x𝑖1 − x𝑖2 + r)
�̄�1�̄�2𝑉

− 1, (5)

where �̄�12 represents the number density of shared haloes among
the two halo samples. To derive the last equality, we have replaced
the ensemble average with volume average under the assumption of
ergodicity, < · >= 1

𝑉

∫
·d3𝑟 . The first term arises from the correla-

tion of discrete haloes with themselves and is only non-zero at r = 0,
known as the 1-halo term. The second and third terms can be recog-
nized as the 2-halo term, 𝜉2h

hh , representing the average overdensity
of neighbouring haloes at separation r around each of the ℎ1 halo.

Starting from Equation (4), the matter overdensity field can be
rewritten as the weighted sum of the halo overdensity field convolved
with halo profiles, as

𝛿m (x) =
∑︁
𝑚

𝑓 (𝑚)𝛿(x|𝑚) ⊛ 𝑢h (x|𝑚), (6)

where

𝑓 (𝑚) = �̄�(𝑚)
�̄�

∫
𝜌h (r|𝑚)d3𝑟 (7)
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depletion halo model 5

is the fractional contribution from haloes of mass 𝑚 to the mean
density, and

𝑢h (r) =
𝜌h (r|𝑚)∫
𝜌h (r|𝑚)d3𝑟

(8)

is the normalized halo density profile.1 It then follows that the halo-
matter correlation function between the matter field and a halo pop-
ulation with a given mass, 𝑀 , is

𝜉hm (𝑟 |𝑀) = ⟨𝛿h (x|𝑀)𝛿m (x + r)⟩

=
∑︁
𝑚

𝑓 (𝑚)𝜉hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) ⊛ 𝑢(𝑟). (9)

Replacing the summation with the integral over mass and substituting
in Equation (5), we get

𝜉hm (𝑟 |𝑀) = 𝜉1h
hm (𝑟 |𝑀) + 𝜉2h

hm (𝑟 |𝑀), (10)

𝜉1h
hm =

𝜌h (𝑟 |𝑀)
�̄�m

(11)

𝜉2h
hm =

∫
𝑓 (𝑚)𝜉2h

hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) ⊛ 𝑢h (𝑟 |𝑚)d𝑚, (12)

where 𝜉1h
hm and 𝜉2h

hm are the 1-halo and 2-halo terms respectively.
In most previous works, the 2-halo term is often simplified with

the linear approximation that haloes trace the matter density field at
large scales with a constant bias,

𝜉2h
hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) ≈ 𝑏(𝑚)𝑏(𝑀)𝜉𝐿 (𝑟) (13)

where the 𝑏(𝑚) is the linear halo bias and 𝜉𝐿 (𝑟) is the linear corre-
lation function. The inner structure of haloes becomes unimportant
at these scales so that halo profiles can be approximated as point
masses, 𝑢h (r|𝑚) ≈ 𝛿D (r). Further with the help of the local mass
conservation relation∫

𝑓 (𝑚)𝑏(𝑚)d𝑚 = 1, (14)

the 2-halo term becomes

𝜉2h
hm (𝑟 |𝑀) ≈ 𝑏(𝑀)𝜉𝐿 (𝑟). (15)

This approximation provides a convenient way to calculate the
2-halo term, but it also leaves some issues. First of all, the linear
approximation 13 only holds at large scales but becomes more and
more problematic on smaller scales. In addition, the density profile of
neighbouring haloes needs to be carefully considered at intermediate
scales rather than being replaced by point masses. Moreover, the halo-
halo correlation function can not extend to the interior of the central
halo by construction. These problems that occur on intermediate
scales have been generalized as the “halo exclusion effect” (Cooray
& Sheth 2002), which is essentially due to the unclear understanding
of the halo boundary and the inappropriate extrapolation of the linear
correlation function. Calculating the exact 2-halo term must return
to the equation 12.

3.1.2 Modifying the 2-halo term

Equation 12 illustrates that the determination of the 2-halo term
involves three quantities: the density profile 𝜌(𝑟), the halo mass
function �̄�(𝑚), and the halo-halo correlation function 𝜉hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀).

1 We explicitly keep the mass integral
∫
𝜌h (r |𝑚)d3𝑟 in Equations (7) and

(8), to allow for the use of a general mass label, 𝑚, that is not necessarily
equal to the mass integral. See Section 3.5 for more detail.

The former two have been extensively studied, while the latter has re-
ceived less attention especially around the exclusion scale. Previous
studies paid more attention to the behaviour of the halo-halo corre-
lation function at large scales, which is close to a power law (e.g.,
Davis & Peebles 1977; Jing et al. 1998, 2002; Zehavi et al. 2004). For
a given halo catalog, the exact behavior of the halo-halo correlation
around the halo boundary can be sensitive to how the halo-finder
distinguishes between haloes and subhaloes in detail. In the context
of the halo model, it is also not guaranteed that any halo-finding
scheme may be able to yield a self-consistent halo catalog for the
model. Based on our depletion halo sample, we specifically discuss
the characteristics of the halo distribution in Section 3.2 and give a
parameterized formula to accurately describe the halo-halo correla-
tion functions down to the depletion radius. Exploiting this formula
the 2-halo term can be directly calculated without any approximation
at intermediate scales.

There are some additional theoretical uncertainties in directly eval-
uating Equation 12. For example, the lower mass limit of haloes
cannot reach 0 due to freestreaming of CDM particles (e.g., Green
et al. 2005; Profumo et al. 2006; Schneider et al. 2013) . On the
other hand, simulations can only resolve haloes above a much higher
mass limit than the freestreaming scale, leaving large uncertainties
in extrapolating the halo properties to lower masses. Fortunately, the
internal structure of the very low mass neigbouring halo is no longer
important when evaluating the 2-halo term, as long as their sizes are
well below the boundary scale we are modelling. As a result, we can
treat haloes below a certain mass threshold, 𝑚res, as point masses,
and model them with an unresolved halo term. Rewriting equation
12 we obtain

𝜉2h
hm (𝑟 |𝑀) = 𝜉res

hm (𝑟 |𝑀) + 𝜉unr
hm (𝑟 |𝑀), (16)

𝜉res
hm (𝑟 |𝑀) =

∫ 𝑚max

𝑚res

𝜉2h
hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) ⊛ 𝑢h (𝑟 |𝑚) 𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚, (17)

𝜉unr
hm (𝑟 |𝑀) =

∫ 𝑚res

𝑚fs

𝜉2h
hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) 𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚 + 𝑓d𝜉hd (𝑟 |𝑀), (18)

where 𝑚max is the maximum halo mass, and 𝑚fs is the freestreaming
mass. To be more general, we have added a diffuse matter term, with
𝑓d representing the fraction of diffuse matter in the universe, and
𝜉hd (𝑟 |𝑀) is the correlation function between the halo sample and
the diffuse matter. Together with haloes below 𝑚res, they form the
unresolved mass term, 𝜉unr

hm . Note 𝑚res does not have to correspond
to the actual halo mass resolution of the simulation, but represents
the mass above which we can reliably model their mass function and
density profile, and below which they can be safely approximated as
point sources.

With the above decomposition, the remaining task is to model
𝜉2h

hh and 𝜉hd. As we have abandoned the linear approximation, we
will measure 𝜉2h

hh directly from our simulation data. As we show in
Section 3.2 below, we find the 𝜉2h

hh for haloes of different masses all
share a universal shape. This enables us to easily parameterize the
function for arbitrary halo masses, and generalize it to the diffuse
matter limit to obtain 𝜉hd.

It is important to emphasize that since we reconstruct the halo-
matter correlation function using the depletion sample, the density
profile and the halo mass function need to be revised. In other words,
we need to seek a set of halo model components {𝜌(𝑟), 𝑛(𝑚),
𝜉hh (𝑟 |𝑚1, 𝑚2)} that are self-consistent with the definition of the
depletion sample. We put more details in the next three subsections.
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3.2 Halo-halo correlation function

3.2.1 Measurements

Under spherical average, the halo-halo correlation function (Equa-
tion (5)) between two mass-selected halo populations can be rewritten
in a more practical form as

𝜉hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) = ⟨𝑛(𝑟, 𝑚) |𝑀⟩
�̄�(𝑚) − 1 (19)

where 𝑚 and 𝑀 represent the masses of the two populations, and
⟨𝑛(𝑟, 𝑚) |𝑀⟩ is the average number density of mass 𝑚 haloes at
a separation 𝑟 around haloes of mass 𝑀 . Note the correlation is
commutable in the masses, with 𝜉hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) = 𝜉hh (𝑟 |𝑀,𝑚). When
𝑚 = 𝑀 , 𝜉hh (𝑟, 𝑚) becomes the auto-halo correlation function.

Figure 3 shows the halo-halo correlation functions with different
central and neighbouring masses in our depletion sample. One of the
most significant features of 𝜉2h

hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) is that a sharp truncation
appears at

𝑟t = 𝑅id (𝑚1) + 𝑅id (𝑚2), (20)

reflecting the exclusion criterion we used in selecting isolated haloes.
Beyond the exclusion scale, 𝜉2h

hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) appears to follow a univer-
sal shape, which differs from either the linear or non-linear matter
correlation function. On the linear scale, however, 𝜉2h

hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) is
expected to reduce to the linear approximation in Equation (13).
This means we can parametrize the non-linear halo-halo correlation
function with the help of a scale-dependent function, 𝜁 (𝑟), through

𝜉2h
hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) = 𝑏(𝑚)𝑏(𝑀)𝜁 (𝑟)𝜉mm (𝑟), (21)

with 𝜁 (𝑟) → 1 on the linear scale. On smaller scales, higher order
biases become significant, and 𝜁 (𝑟) encodes the non-linear effects in
halo clustering (van den Bosch et al. 2013). Note that the radial bias
function is independent of the halo masses except for a truncation at
𝑟t which we will model later.

To extract 𝜁 (𝑟) in our halo sample, we tried two ways to estimate
the linear bias, through

𝑏hm (𝑚) = 𝜉hm (𝑟 |𝑚)/𝜉mm (𝑟) (22)

and

𝑏2
hh (𝑚) = 𝜉hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑚)/𝜉mm (𝑟) (23)

respectively. On the linear scale the above estimates are expected
to become scale-independent. More specifically, we calculate the
bias profiles 𝑏hm (𝑟 |𝑚) and 𝑏hh (𝑟 |𝑚) and average them in radii of
5 − 20ℎ−1Mpc to obtain the corresponding bias estimators 𝑏hm and
𝑏hh. The radial bias function is then obtained from Equation (21) with
the estimated linear biases and the measured correlation functions.
Using different bias estimators to calculate the radial bias function,
we find significant deviations in results shown in Figure 4. For 𝑏hm,
the resulting radial bias functions diverge from each other on the
linear scale, suggesting that 𝑏hm does not correctly reflect the clus-
tering in the halo-halo correlation function. When replacing 𝑏hm
with 𝑏hh, all results shown in the right panel converge to 1 on the
linear scale. Furthermore, the measured 𝜁 (𝑟) profiles indeed become
mass independent across scales, except for their different truncation
radii.

Tinker et al. (2005) proposed to model 𝜁 (𝑟) with the following
fitting function,

𝜁T (𝑟, 𝑧) =
[1 + 1.17𝜉mm (𝑟, 𝑧)]1.49

[1 + 0.69𝜉mm (𝑟, 𝑧)]2.09 , (24)

which is also plotted in both panels for comparison. This fitting

function fails to match our measurements. On the linear scale, it
does not converge to 1. At smaller scales, 𝜁T (𝑟) also deviates from
our measurements in the depletion sample and extends below the
exclusion scale, which is unphysical for a real halo distribution.

The fact that the 𝜁 (𝑟)s converge to various values in the left panel
of Figure 4 reflects that 𝑏hm is not identical to 𝑏hh. In fact, 𝑏hh is
sensitive to the first and second-order bias, while 𝑏hm only responds
to the first-order bias (see Appendix B). It means that 𝑏hh is a more
suitable choice when modelling the halo-halo correlation function.
Based on the above findings, we will establish a parametric formula
to describe the halo-halo correlation function in the next step using
𝑏hh (𝑚) and the similarity of the halo distribution.

3.2.2 Fitting Formula

Equation (21) can be rewritten as

𝜉2h
hh (𝑟 |𝑚, 𝑀) = 𝑏(𝑚)𝑏(𝑀)𝜉hh (𝑟), (25)

where we have introduced a unit halo-halo correlation, 𝜉hh (𝑟), to
describe the common shape of the correlation. This unit correlation
can be interpreted as the auto-correlation function for a linearly
unbiased halo population, with 𝑏(𝑚∗) = 1.

The unit halo correlation 𝜉hh (𝑟) is related to the radial bias function
through 𝜉hh (𝑟) = 𝜁 (𝑟)𝜉mm (𝑟). It is thus equivalent to fit 𝜉2h

hh through
either function. However, 𝜉hh (𝑟) is much simpler compared to 𝜁 (𝑟),
as can be seen from Figures 3 and 4. More fundamentally, in the halo
model framework, haloes are the building blocks of the universe,
while the total matter field is a derived quantity. It is thus more
consistent to start from 𝜉hh (𝑟) as a model input, rather than relying
on 𝜁 (𝑟) which is defined relative to the matter field.

We find the 𝑧 = 0 unit halo correlation can be well described by a
power-law,

𝜉hh (𝑟) =
(
𝑟

𝑟0

)−𝛾
, (26)

with best-fitting parameters 𝑟0 = 4.96 and 𝛾 = 1.58 in our halo sam-
ple. In Figure 4 we plot the unit halo correlation scaled by 𝜉mm (𝑟).
Compared with 𝜁T (𝑟), our parametric formula successfully captures
the shapes of the radial bias functions at non-linear scales for differ-
ent neighbouring masses. On linear scale, our model slightly deviates
from 1 and shows a growing trend beyond ∼ 10ℎ−1Mpc. It implies
that extending the power-law formula to very large scale is potentially
problematic. However, the problem can be easily solved by joining
our model with the classical linear model (see Equation (15)) which
works well on large scale.

By further modelling halo exclusion with a step function, the
complete halo-halo correlation function can be modelled as

1 + 𝜉2h
hh (𝑟 |𝑚1, 𝑚2) = [1 + 𝑏hh (𝑚1)𝑏hh (𝑚2)𝜉hh (𝑟)]H(𝑟 − 𝑟t), (27)

where H(𝑥) is the Heaviside step function which is unity at 𝑥 > 0 and
0 otherwise, and 𝑟t is given by Equation (20). Note the step function
is multiplied to 1 + 𝜉 instead of 𝜉, to ensure zero density within 𝑟t.

The above fitting formula can be easily generalized to describe the
diffuse matter distribution,

1 + 𝜉hd (𝑟 |𝑀) = [1 + 𝑏hh (𝑀)𝑏d𝜉hh (𝑟)]H(𝑟 − 𝑟t), (28)

where 𝑏d is the bias of the diffuse matter. For both unresolved haloes
and the diffuse matter, 𝑟t ≃ 𝑅id (𝑀) as the size of the neighbouring
halo or diffuse particle is negligible. The unresolved correlation term,
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Figure 3. Halo-halo correlation functions for different central and neighbouring haloes. Each panel shows the correlation functions around a given central mass
bin, and different colours represent mass bins of neighbouring haloes as in Figure 1. Arrow marks the location of the exclusion scale, which is defined as
𝑟t = 𝑅cen
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Figure 4. The radial bias functions measured from different halo populations. The central halo mass is 1011.5ℎ−1M⊙ < 𝑀 < 1012.05ℎ−1M⊙ (MB1). The
colours of solid lines represent the neighbouring halo mass with the same labels as in Figure 1. The dashed blue line is the result from Equation 24. The thick
gray line is the unit halo correlation scaled by 𝜉mm (𝑟 ) from Equation 26. The y-axis of the left and right panel represent the radial bias functions scaled by
𝑏hm (𝑚) and 𝑏hh (𝑚) , respectively.
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Equation (18), then becomes

𝜉unr
hm (𝑟 |𝑀) = 𝑏hh (𝑀)𝑏unr𝜉hh (𝑟)H(𝑟 − 𝑟t)

+ 𝑓unr [H(𝑟 − 𝑟t) − 1], (29)

where

𝑏unr =

∫ 𝑚res

𝑚fs

𝑏hh (𝑚) 𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚 + 𝑓d𝑏d (30)

and

𝑓unr =

∫ 𝑚res

𝑚fs

𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚 + 𝑓d, (31)

are the effective bias and mass fraction of the unresolved term re-
spectively. Mathematically, the latter term of Equation (29) equals
− 𝑓unr at small scales, grows rapidly near 𝑟t, and converges to 0 even-
tually at large scales. This term arises because of the disappearance
of neighbours in the inner region of the central halo. It enforces the
correlation function equal to −1 at 𝑟 ≲ 𝑅id and has no contribution
to the correlation function at large scales. However, the inner region
of the halo is too dense so it does not matter whether the halo-halo
correlation equal to 0 or −1. In other words, we can neglect the
contribution of this term in the calculation of the unresolved term.
Finally we obtain

𝜉unr
hm (𝑟 |𝑀) = 𝑏hh (𝑀)𝑏unr𝜉hh (𝑟)H(𝑟 − 𝑅id (𝑀)), (32)

Even though we cannot measure 𝑏d and 𝑏hh for the unresolved
haloes directly, it is possible to infer 𝑏unr from the local mass con-
servation relation, Equation (14). Rewritting Equation (30),

𝑏unr =

∫
𝑏hh (𝑚) 𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚 −

∫ 𝑚max

𝑚res

𝑏hh (𝑚) 𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚, (33)

≈ 1 −
∫ 𝑚max

𝑚res

𝑏hh (𝑚) 𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚, (34)

which means 𝑏unr can be fully determined using the properties of the
resolved haloes, and is not a free parameter. However, Equation (34)
is only an approximate relation, because 𝑏hh is not the same as the
linear bias required in Equation (14) as we discussed in Section 3.2.1.
As we discuss in Appendix C, we can still expect that the parameter
𝑏unr is constant if mass conservation is held. To model the halo-matter
correlation with high accuracy and maintain the mass conservation
of our model, we will leave 𝑏unr as the only free parameter for a
global fit in all mas bins. We will discuss 𝑏unr in more detail in
Section 4.2 and Appendix C. Setting the parameters 𝑟0 and 𝛾 as
best-fitting values, 𝑏unr is the only parameter to be optimized.

In summary, combining Equations (17), (26), (27) and (32) we
can calculate the resolved and unresolved terms, with 𝑏unr as a free
parameter to fit for.

3.3 Halo bias

Since we measure halo biases from the depletion sample, no existing
models can accurately reproduce our results over the mass range we
considered. We adopt the functional form suggested by Jing (1998)
to fit the measured bias in our sample with

𝑏hh (𝑚) =
[

0.5
𝜎4 (𝑚)

+ 1
]𝑐

[1 + 𝐷𝜎𝑑 (𝑚) + 𝐸], (35)

where 𝜎(𝑚) is the variance of the linear density field within a top-hat
filter containing mass 𝑀 . We implement a fit using 𝑏hhs from the
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Figure 5. The halo bias. Top: Dots and crosses represent the bias estimators
𝑏hh and 𝑏hm, respectively, on the depletion sample. Dashed line is the fit to
𝑏hh using Equation (35). Red stars represent the 𝑏hm from the FoF sample.
Bottom: relative deviations between 𝑏hm (depletion and FoF sample) and 𝑏hh
(depletion sample).

depletion sample, and the best-fitting parameters for our results are,

𝑐 = 0.206,
𝑑 = 1.494,
𝐷 = 0.731,
𝐸 = −0.959. (36)

We use this new fitting formula to predict the halo bias for neigh-
bouring haloes when calculating the 2-halo term. The bias data and
the fit of 𝑏hh are shown in Figure 5. For comparison, we also plot the
𝑏hm from the depletion and FoF samples respectively. The relative
deviation between 𝑏hm and 𝑏hh for the depletion sample is negative
at the low mass end and positive at the high mass end, with a crossing
mass found in MB4 (𝑀 ∼ 1013.4ℎ−1M⊙). The 𝑏hm measured from
the two samples differ in low mass bins but become identical at the
high mass end, consistent with the analysis for the bias profiles in
Figure 2.

3.4 Halo density profile

We use the Einasto formula (Einasto 1965, 1969) to fit the halo
density profile from simulation,

𝜌EIN (𝑟) = 𝜌sexp
(
− 2
𝛼

[(
𝑟

𝑟s

)𝛼
− 1

] )
(37)

In most previous works (e.g., Navarro et al. 2004; Gao et al. 2008),
Einasto profiles were applied in the radial range 𝑟 < 𝑅vir. Some
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Figure 6. Reduced fits to density profiles inside the inner depletion radii.
Solid lines are total density profiles of different mass bins. Dashed lines are
fitting results of the Einasto formula without truncation. We only input the
data of radial bins smaller than 𝑅id and fix parameter 𝛼 according to Equation
38 to optimize other parameters of Einasto formula.

studies (e.g., Prada et al. 2006, 2012) have tried to extend the Einasto
profile to fit the outskirts of haloes up to around 2𝑅vir which is very
close to the inner depletion radius, and they found that it works for
low-mass haloes as well as some relaxed high-mass haloes. In this
work, we use the Einasto profile to fit halo profiles using the data
within 𝑅id.

Note that some of the parameters are correlated in describing
the halo profile. For example, Gao et al. (2008) developed a simple
formula to describe the 𝜈 − 𝛼 relation,

𝛼 = 0.155 + 0.0095𝜈2, (38)

where 𝜈(𝑀) = 𝛿sc/𝜎(𝑀) is the peak height. Fixing 𝛼 according to
this relation, we find the halo profile can still be well fitted by the
Einasto profile out to 𝑅id as shown in Figure 6. The outer profiles
deviate from the predictions due to the 2-halo term involved.

With the 𝑟s and 𝜌s parameters from the reduced fits (𝛼-fixed),
we calculate the resulting concentrations and compare them with
the results from Diemer & Joyce (2019b) and Ludlow et al. (2016)
in Figure 7. We find that the mass-concentration relation for our
depletion sample are consistent with the Diemer & Joyce (2019b)
result based on a FoF halo catalog especially at the high mass end.
At the low mass end our result shows slightly lower concentrations,
reflecting that the removed haloes tend to be more concentrated due to
their proximity to a massive neighbour. Note the Ludlow et al. (2016)
result is systematically higher due to the removal of un-relaxed haloes
in their measurement, compared with the result of Diemer & Joyce
(2019b) and ours.

Compared with the NFW profile (Navarro et al. 1995, 1996, 1997),
the Einasto profile declines more rapidly in the outskirts. Despite this,
it still extends well beyond the depletion radius. In other words, the
depletion radius does not appear as a clear truncation in the den-
sity profile. Such an extended profile beyond the depletion radius is
actually a desired feature in our model. This is because we remove
FoF haloes that overlap with neighbouring more massive ones when
constructing our depletion halo sample. These removed haloes do
not contribute to the density field as individual haloes, but have to
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Figure 7. Mass-concentration relations from diffetent models. The solid lines
are the predictions of Diemer & Joyce (2019b) and Ludlow et al. (2016),
calculated with COLOSSUS (Diemer 2018). The dots are the concentrations
of different mass bins calculated by fitting the density profile inside the 𝑅id
with fixed 𝛼.

be counted as substructures of their massive neighbours. Besides,
substructures in the original FoF halo may also extend beyond the
depletion radius (Ludlow et al. 2009a; Han et al. 2016). In princi-
ple, using the hard-sphere exclusion we may sort out the extended
substructures in the halo outskirts and thus find a more accurate
description for the outer profile, which we leave to future works.

In our current model, we assume the halo profile follows the
Einasto formula all the way out, which will be used in modelling
both the 1-halo and 2-halo terms. Note this profile does not explicitly
contain the feature of the inner depletion radius. The validity of this
assumption beyond the depletion radius is supported by the good per-
formance of the model as we show below. The success of the model
also suggests that the Einasto profile happen to be a good match to
the 𝑅id-based halo definition.

3.5 Halo mass function

Figure 8 compares the mass functions of the FoF sample and the
depletion sample. The differences at the high mass end are negligible,
while at the low mass end the depletion sample contains significantly
fewer haloes due to the 𝑅id-exclusion. This result agrees with the
conclusions of García & Rozo (2019). We find both mass functions
can be well fit with the Sheth & Tormen formula (Sheth & Tormen
1999; Sheth et al. 2001; Sheth & Tormen 2002, hereafter ST formula),

𝑓ST (𝜈) = 𝐹

√︂
2𝑎
𝜋
𝜈[1 + (𝑎𝜈2)−𝑝]𝑒−

𝑎𝜈2
2 , (39)

where 𝐹 = 0.2677, 𝑎 = 0.7765, 𝑝 = −0.0115 for the depletion
sample. The definition of peak height, 𝜈, is the same as that in
Equation 38. The above function is related to the halo number density
through

𝑛(𝑀)d𝑀 =
�̄�

𝑀
𝑓ST (𝜈)

d𝜈
𝜈
. (40)

According to Fong & Han (2021), the ratio between the mass
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Figure 8. The halo mass function in terms of the peak height, 𝜈. The solid blue
and orange lines are the mass functions for the FoF and depletion catalogs,
respectively. Dashed lines show the fits with the ST formula.

enclosed in the inner depletion radius and the virial mass is approxi-
mately a constant, which implies that the shape of the mass function
might be identical regardless of the overdensity criterion in the mass
definition. To facilitate comparison with previous works, we still use
the virial mass definition throughout the analysis of the mass func-
tion and mass dependence in the depletion sample. Meanwhile, we
note the existence of new possible definitions of halo mass, for exam-
ple, the mass enclosed in 𝑅id, or the integrated mass of the Einasto
profile. We will discuss some of these definitions in the following.

4 RESULTS

4.1 Model summary

To sum up, our model describes the halo-matter correlation func-
tion through Equations (10), (11), and (16), where the resolved and
unresolved components are given in Equations (17), (26), (27) and
(32), with the halo bias, density profile and mass function specified
in sections 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5.

4.2 Model performance

With the model described above, we can predict the halo-matter
correlation function for each halo mass bin. With 𝑏unr estimated
from Equation (34), the model components are completely fixed a
priori with no free parameters. However, as we expect Equation (34)
is an approximate relation due to nonlinear bias, in the following
we will leave 𝑏unr as a global free parameter for all mass bins, to
achieve a higher precision while maintaining mass conservation (see
Appendix C).

To compute the resolved term of the halo-matter correlation,
we set a lower mass limit for the resolved component at 𝑚res =

108.5ℎ−1M⊙ , which is much lower than the minimum halo mass of
1011.5ℎ−1M⊙ in our halo sample. This ensures the unresolved com-
ponents can be safely treated as point masses around our halo sample.
The upper mass limit is set to 𝑚max = 1015.5ℎ−1M⊙ , slightly larger
than the maximum halo mass resolved in our simulation.

Note the Einasto profile is used in computing both the 1-halo term

and the resolved term (Equation (17)). This profile involves three
parameters 𝜌𝑠 , 𝑟𝑠 and 𝛼, which are fixed according to the 𝜈 − 𝛼

relation and the mass-concentration relation in Section 3.4. For the
mass-concentration relation, it makes little difference to our model
whether adopting the Diemer & Joyce (2019b) relation or the results
from our data in Figure 7.

With 𝑏unr as the only free parameter, we fit the model to the
simulation measurements in all mass bins jointly by minimising the
following merit function

𝜒2 =
∑︁
𝑗

∑︁
𝑖

[ln 𝜉hm (𝑟𝑖 |𝑀 𝑗 ) − ln 𝜉model
hm (𝑟𝑖 |𝑀 𝑗 ; 𝑏unr)]2 (41)

where 𝑖 represents the 𝑖th radial bin of the measurements and 𝑀 𝑗

represents the halo mass of the 𝑗 th mass bin. The merit function is
minimized using a Python package iminuit2 (James & Roos 1975).
Bias profiles are obtained by scaling the resulting halo-matter corre-
lation functions with the matter-matter correlation function 𝜉mm (𝑟).

The left panels of Figure 9 show the results of fitting the above
model with one free parameter, 𝑏unr, for all mass bin. Our model
performs well over radial range of 0.01ℎ−1Mpc < 𝑟 < 20ℎ−1Mpc,
achieving the accuracy ≲ 10% in all mass bins except MB7. For the
highest mass bin, some systematic deviations are observed in the 1-
halo component, where the model tends to under-predict the density
at the smallest radius but overestimate it at ∼ 0.1Mpc/ℎ, even though
it maintains good performance at intermediate and large scales. This
is mostly due to the fixed 𝛼 parameter which is not working well for
the highest mass bin, as can already be seen in Figure 6.

To see if these differences can be alleviated by a more flexible
parameter combination, we further release the parameter 𝑏unr and
the Einasto parameters, 𝜌𝑠 , 𝑟𝑠 and 𝛼 for each mass bin during the
fitting. Note Einasto profile used in the convolution of the 2-halo
term is still fixed as before. This leads to a total of 4 free parameters
for each mass bin. As shown in the right panels of Figure 9, freeing
the 1-halo parameters indeed improves the fits to achieve an accuracy
within 9% in all mass bins, implying that the Einasto profile has the
ability to describe the inner profile of cluster haloes. However, these
improvements come at the price of some inconsistencies between
the Einasto parameters used in the 1-halo and 2-halo components,
as well as inconsistencies in the mass conservation across different
mass bins when 𝑏unr varies. For simplicity, throughout the rest of the
paper we choose the global fit (one free parameter) as the fiducial
model, which achieves a high accuracy on intermediate and large
scales we are interested in.

In Figure 10 we compare our model performance with some pre-
vious works. Hayashi & White (2008) (hereafter, HW08) proposed
a simple model by splicing the density profile where the values
of 1-halo and 2-halo terms are equal. Diemer & Kravtsov (2014)
(hereafter, DK14) enforced a transition term on the inner profile and
described the outer profile with a power law. For low-mass haloes,
as shown in the left panel of figure, HW08 fits well on both small
and large scales but has discontinuous and poor predictions at the
intermediate scale. DK14 performs well in its range of applications
(𝑟 < 9𝑅vir) but produces significant deviations on larger scales (the
green dotted curve). The right panel of Figure 10 shows the compar-
ison in a typical high-mass bin (MB5). All of the models perform
about as well as each other. Compared with these models, our model
maintains a high accuracy over the entire radial range, owning to
our careful and self-consistent treatment of the halo exclusion effect.
Note that all models are applied to the depletion sample, although

2 https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3949207
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HW08 and DK14 were not originally designed based on the cleaned
halo catalog. We also make a qualitative comparison with García
et al. (2021) which developed a flexible halo model that incorporates
halo exclusion by optimizing the exclusion radius with several param-
eters for halo masses in the range 1013ℎ−1M⊙ < 𝑀 < 1015ℎ−1M⊙ .
Compared to their model, our model has a wider mass range and
requires much fewer fit parameters.

4.3 Contributions from different components

The convolution approach allows us to study the mass contributions
of neighbouring halo populations to the outer profile. To investigate
the contribution from different masses of haloes, we bin neighbouring
haloes by their virial masses into seven mass bins and calculate their
corresponding contributions. Figure 11 shows the decomposition of
the bias profile.

On the linear scale, the contribution to the bias profile from
a given logarithmic mass bin approaches a constant given by
𝑓 (𝑚)𝑏(𝑚)𝑚d ln𝑚, which is shown in Figure 12. This bias fraction
increases with increasing virial mass until a characteristic mass bin
MB5 (𝑀 ∼ 1014ℎ−1M⊙), above which it decreases with halo mass.
This result suggests that most of the large scale clustering around
haloes is contributed by group to cluster mass haloes (MB4, MB5,
and MB6). Things get complicated at 1 ∼ 5ℎ−1Mpc. At these scales,
the bias fraction of a given mass bin truncates near its corresponding
exclusion radius, and the cutoff is smoothed due to the density pro-
file convolved. The contribution of the low-mass haloes can extend to
smaller scales because of a smaller exclusion radius so that the order-
ing of bias fraction is broken at these transition scales. For example,
MB4 contribute the most to the bias profile at ∼ 3ℎ−1Mpc, and as
𝑟 reduce to ∼ 2ℎ−1Mpc, the dominant mass bin becomes MB3. In
summary, low-mass haloes (MB1, MB2, and MB3) predominantly
shape the outer profile of the bias trough, group to cluster mass haloes
(MB4, MB5, and MB6) contribute most of the clustered mass at the
linear scale, and the most massive haloes (𝑀 ≳ 1015ℎ−1M⊙) con-
tribute a minor fraction on both the intermediate and larger scales
due to their large exclusion radii and scarcity.

In addition to neighbouring haloes, the 1-halo term also contributes
to the outer profile. We discussed the extension of the halo profile in
the previous section. We use the Einasto profile without truncation
to describe the 1-halo term, which implies that there is still a mass
contribution from the central halo outside the halo boundary. The
bottom panel of Figure 11 shows density fractions (to avoid negative
values) of the 1-halo, resolved, and unresolved terms. The density
fraction of the 1-halo term keeps unity inside 𝑅id, reflecting that
the mass contribution in this region almost comes entirely from
the 1-halo term. Beyond the halo boundary, the density fraction of
the 1-halo term becomes comparable with that of the 2-halo term at
1−2𝑅id, which means that masses from the central and neighbouring
haloes are mixed in this region. In contrast, the density fraction of
the 2-halo (resolved + unresolved) term decays rapidly close to the
𝑅id and disappears completely inside the halo. This is consistent
with our definition of the halo boundary which prevents other haloes
from extending into the its interior. The extension of the 1-halo term
beyond the boundary can be regarded as the part of the halo that is still
infalling, and as the matter is depleted by halo accretion from outside
the 𝑅id to build up the growing region, the 2-halo term, therefore,
disappears at the boundary. This interpretation naturally reflects the
physical meaning of the depletion radius suggested by Fong & Han
(2021).

It should be emphasized that such results are, to a large extent,
due to the removal of overlapping neighbouring haloes, so that using

different criteria to build the halo sample will lead to different re-
sults. In principle, the decomposition of the matter density field into
haloes may have multiple solutions, but not all solutions have a clear
physical meaning. One advantage of our model is that it is built upon
a physically defined halo boundary, i.e., the depletion radius, which
separates a growing halo from the environment.

4.4 Characteristic radii and enclosed mass

Based on the density profile predicted by our model, we can dig out
more dynamical information by measuring the characteristic radii
in the profile. Here we mainly focus on the splashback radius 𝑅sp
and the characteristic depletion radius 𝑅cd. The splashback radius
is measured from the steepest slope position of the density profile
according to Diemer & Kravtsov (2014) and More et al. (2015). The
characteristic depletion radius is located at the minimum of the bias
trough (Fong & Han 2021). If we only use the Einasto formula to
fit the density profile, the fitting result has no minimum in the slope
profile or the bias profile. In other words, the measurement of the
characteristic radii relies on both the 1-halo term and a corresponding
2-halo term. In Figure 13 we show the mass-radius relation of 𝑅sp
and 𝑅cd measured from the our model profile and the simulation
data. Since the characteristic depletion radius is not well defined for
high-mass haloes, we only estimate 𝑅cd in MB1 to MB5. Our model
profile successfully captures these two characteristic locations with
an accuracy of ≲ 10% over the mass range considered.

In Figure 14 we explore the integrated masses and densities of the
model profiles out to the different characteristic radii for the depletion
sample. The 𝑅id encloses the mass of ∼ 1.5 times the virial mass for
all mass bins, while the ratio between the mass within the 𝑅cd and the
virial mass is more complex. The average density within 𝑅id roughly
keeps a constant of 𝜌(< 𝑅id) = 59𝜌𝑚, but corresponding densities
within 𝑅cd varies with halo mass. Based on the FoF sample, Fong
& Han (2021) found that both 𝑅id and 𝑅cd correspond to constant
enclosed densities. In this work, the average density within the 𝑅cd
is suppressed at the low mass end, due to the cleaning of the halo
sample.

5 DISCUSSIONS

5.1 Impacts of the exclusion radius

We have built a halo model based on the 𝑅id boundary in the previous
sections. The distribution of haloes in the depletion sample exhibits
clear exclusion features and can be well described by a power-law
with a sharp truncation. Using the Einasto profile without trunca-
tion helps us to construct a self-consistent model to predict the bias
profiles accurately. The success of our model can be attributed to
two key points. First, the hard-sphere exclusion removes low-mass
haloes that are stripped by large-mass neighbours and behave ab-
normally, making it possible to describe the halo-halo correlation
function succinctly. Second, the Einasto profile without truncation
turns out to match with the present halo sample and performs well in
decomposing the density field, which is shown visually in Figure 9.

Although the current model with the 𝑅id boundary is proven effec-
tive, it still leaves some issues worth discussing. For example, is the
𝑅id exclusion criterion the only possible solution? Is the Einasto pro-
file still appropriate for a self-consistent model with other exclusion
criteria? A systematic investigation of these questions is not a trivial
task. García et al. (2021) showed that by optimizing a multi-parameter
model including the halo exclusion effect, an optimal halo exclusion
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Figure 9. Left: The bias profiles around haloes in different mass bins as labelled before. The solid lines are the measured profiles, while the dashed lines are fits
with a single parameter 𝑏unr. The bottom panel shows the ratio between the data and the fits. The parameter 𝑏unr is optimized in all mass bins jointly. Right:
Same as the left, but varying the three Einasto parameters in the 1-halo term as well 𝑏unr for each mass bin individually during the fitting.

radius is found near the minimum of 𝑟2𝜉hm. They also found that
this optimal exclusion radius is about 1.3𝑅sp,87

3, according to which
Fong & Han (2021) inferred that it is also very close to 𝑅id. These
results partly answer the questions we raised here and support 𝑅id
as an optimal solution for the halo exclusion radius. Below in this
subsection, we will show how results vary if other radii, such as 𝑅vir,
are chosen as the halo-halo exclusion radius in our model.

First, we clean the total sample with the new boundary 𝑅vir. The re-
sulting new sample (hereafter the 𝑅vir-based sample) removes about
0.1% of the haloes. The parameters for modelling 𝜉hh are modi-
fied to match the different exclusion criterion. The exclusion scale
𝑟t = 𝑅1

vir + 𝑅2
vir and halo biases are measured from the new auto-

correlation functions. Parameters 𝑟0 and 𝛾 remain the best-fitting
value from Section 3.2.2 to compare with the power-law in the de-
pletion sample.

We measure the halo-halo correlation functions for the 𝑅vir-based
sample and show the measurements of 𝜉hh (𝑚1, 𝑚2) and the predic-
tions of the model in the left panel of Figure 15. For comparison,
we show the results for the depletion sample (𝑅id-based sample) and
the corresponding predictions in the right panel. For 𝑅vir-based sam-
ple, at large scales, the model fits the measurements well, although
the parameters 𝑟0 and 𝛾 are obtained from the data of the depletion
sample. It suggests that the shape of 𝜉hh is universal at large scales

3 𝑅sp,87 is the radius containing 87% of the splashback radii of individual
particles in a halo (Diemer et al. 2017).

and is little affected by the definition of the halo exclusion boundary.
Going to the trans-linear region (𝑟 < 5ℎ−1Mpc), the predictions of
the model start to deviate from the measurements and the number
densities of neighbouring haloes become lower than a power-law.
This extra suppression of the neighbour number density outside the
exclusion scale implies the existence of some physical processes that
affect the relative distribution of haloes as halo pairs become closer.
For example, the tidal stripping can happen out to a distance of twice
the virial radius of the central halo (Behroozi et al. 2014), and many
neighbouring haloes outside the virial radius are actually ejected
subhaloes of the central host (Ludlow et al. 2009b). The dynamics of
haloes can become more complicated due to the interaction of their
extended particle distributions, and dynamical friction also starts to
set in as haloes become close. In addition, haloes can be bridged by
the FoF algorithm when they are close to each other, which are re-
garded as merging ones in the catalog. All these processes can act to
modify the spatial and mass distribution of neighbouring haloes, in-
troducing additional complexity in the halo-halo correlation function
near the virial scale. It might be possible to model the suppression
at trans-linear scales by some more complicated functions, but how
universal such modifications can be require further investigations.

To investigate the second question mentioned in this subsection, i.e.
is the Einasto profile an appropriate profile for other boundaries, we
refit the bias profiles in the 𝑅vir-based sample. The model framework
and fitting procedure are the same as before but some parameters are
modified. The halo biases and mass function are calculated using
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Figure 10. Left: The bias profile fitted with different models. The grey thick line is the total bias profile around haloes in the halo mass bin MB2 (𝑀 ∼
1012.3ℎ−1M⊙). The red dashed, purple solid and yellow solid lines are the fits with the Hayashi & White (2008), Diemer & Kravtsov (2014), and our model,
respectively. The purple dotted line represents the DK14 model evaluated beyond its original fitting range. For a fair comparison, we relaxed the parameters of
the 1-halo term in our model (as shown in the right panel in Figure 9). All models are applied to the depletion sample. The bottom panel shows the ratio between
the models and the data. The shaded region marks the 10% deviation range. Right: Same as the left, but fitting to a high-mass bin MB5 (𝑀 ∼ 1014ℎ−1M⊙).

Equations 35 and 39, but the best fitting values of the parameters
are obtained from the data of the 𝑅vir-based sample. The truncation
radius for 𝜉hh changed for the new boundary definition while 𝑟0 and
𝛾 are the same as those used for the depletion sample. For the halo
density profile, we consider two variants of the Einasto profile: the
original Einasto profile without truncation, and the Einasto profile
truncated at 𝑅vir. To avoid potential numerical problems, we use a
sharp exponential decay to truncate the Einasto formula in 2-halo
term to ensure the continuity of the profile.

We fit the bias profile by optimizing the parameters 𝑏unr in the
𝑅vir-based sample. The fitting results are shown in Figure 16. The
bias profile can be well fit on both large and small scales in the 𝑅vir-
based sample by adopting the Einasto profile without truncation.
On the intermediate scale, some deviations between the fit and the
data are observed, which are expected given the deviations seen
in the halo-halo correlation function. Nevertheless, the main issue
with this model is that the parameter 𝑏unr is negative in the fit. It
means the adopted density profile overestimates the total mass in the
universe even when only counting the resolved haloes. This is not
surprising because the virial catalog contains haloes that are much
closer to the central one than in the depletion catalog. These haloes
are counted in the outer part of the Einasto profile in the depletion
catalog. Switching to the virial catalog, the Einasto profile has to be
truncated or suppressed to avoid double-counting these masses.

For the truncated Einasto profile, our model fails to predict the
bias profile on both intermediate and large scales. Beyond the halo
boundary, there is still a considerable fraction of mass distributed in
these regions, which is not included in the truncated Einasto profile,
so the clustering of matter on large scales is underestimated. The un-
resolved term can partly compensate for the missing matter at large
scales by adjusting 𝑏unr, but at the expense of overpredicting the in-
termediate scale clustering. This contradiction illustrates that at least
some of the matter outside 𝑅vir is an integral part of the halo and
cannot be modelled by diffuse matter. Mathematical solutions may
exist for the proper profile corresponding to a given boundary defi-
nition, although the solution might be complex or unphysical (e.g.,
Chen & Afshordi 2020). A complete answer to this question is be-
yond the scope of this paper, and we will advance such investigations
in subsequent works.

In summary, although 𝑅id may not be the only solution for halo
exclusion in our model framework, there are some difficulties in
constructing a self-consistent model using the traditional boundary,
for example, 𝑅vir, as the exclusion radius. The cost of the 𝑅vir-based
model is the need for a more complex description of the masses
outside the 𝑅vir, as well as a more complex model for the halo-halo
correlation function. We have also tried the 𝑅200m as the boundary
definition, and the resulting conclusions are similar to that from the
𝑅vir-base sample. In contrast, the 𝑅id-based model involves only
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Figure 13. Top: The 𝑅sp and 𝑅cd extracted from simulation profiles (solid
lines and dots) and our model profiles (dashed lines). 𝑅cds are only estimated
in MB1 to MB5. Bottom: The radius ratios of model and data. The shaded
region marks the 10% region.

simple and natural forms of the density profile and 𝜉hh, and the
fit performs the best among our experiments. This strengthens our
expectation that the physical boundary found from the dynamical
signature of halo accretion is also a good fit for partitioning mass
into haloes.

5.2 Interpreting the characteristic depletion radius from halo
exclusion

According to the dynamical features around the halo boundary, Fong
& Han (2021) interpreted 𝑅id as the inner boundary of the depletion
region, while 𝑅cd is the location where the material is depleted the
most. Turning to this work, more physical insights into the depletion
radius can be dug out from the perspective of the halo model.

In the halo model, the characteristic depletion radius defined at the
bias minimum is located where the 1-halo term intersects with the
2-halo term. As low mass haloes form early, they are currently in a
late phase of halo evolution with their density profiles extending well
into a much depleted low density region. On the other hand, due to
halo exclusion, the 2-halo term contributed by haloes with 𝑚 ≫ 𝑀

starts at a large distance relative to the radius of the central halo.
This leads to a wide transition region in the 2-halo term around low
mass haloes, which appears between the linear scale and the halo
boundary as shown in Figure 17. A low outer density in the 1-halo
term and a wide decay region in the 2-halo term together result in a
clear trough in the bias profile. As the mass increases, the transition
interval in the 2-halo term becomes narrower and the contribution
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of the 1-halo term becomes significant, leading to a blurring of the
depletion features. In extreme cases, 𝑅cd becomes ill-defined when
estimated from the total profile. Thus we use the typical value 2.5𝑅vir
(Fong & Han 2021) as the proxy of 𝑅cd for MB6 and MB7. In Figure
17 we find that for all mass bins, the 2-halo term decreases rapidly
near 𝑅cd, implying that it may be possible to extract 𝑅cd from just
the transition phase.

To this end, we develop a new phenomenological fitting formula
to describe the inner and outer density profiles,

𝜌(𝑟) = 𝜌EIN (𝑟) + 𝜌outer ×Φ (42)

𝜌EIN (𝑟) = 𝜌𝑠exp
(
− 2
𝛼

[(
𝑟

𝑟𝑠

)𝛼
− 1

] )
(43)

𝜌outer (𝑟) = [𝜌1

(
𝑟

𝑟1

)−𝛾1

+ 𝜌2] (44)

Φ(𝑟) = exp

[
− 1
(𝑟/𝑟decay)4

]
(45)

This analytic formula describes the inner halo profile by the standard
Einasto profile. The outer part of the halo profile, 𝜌outer, is described

by a constant density 𝜌2, plus a power law. Note the pivot radius 𝑟1
and 𝜌1 are degenerate, so that one of them can be fixed arbitrarily. The
decay termΦ(𝑟) is described by an exponential decay. The parameter
𝑟decay is the characteristic radius of the decay term.

In Figure 18 we show the fitting results of equation 42. We restrict
𝑟decay in the range 0.5−5𝑅id and convert the results to the bias profile.
We see that our fitting formula provides a good description of the
simulation data, except for the two lowest mass bins. For low mass
haloes, the power law does not describe the outermost profile well,
similar to the results of Diemer & Kravtsov (2014) in Figure 10 which
has a similar form in the outer profile. However, the depletion trough
features (the minimum of bias and its location) are well preserved.
We also label the locations of the 𝑅cd (2.5𝑅vir for MB6 and MB7)
and characteristic radius. Their relative deviation is less than 0.1 for
𝑀vir ≳ 1013ℎ−1M⊙ , as shown on the bottom panel of Figure 18. This
indicates that 𝑟decay can be used as a good proxy for 𝑅cd for medium
and large mass haloes. This conclusion can help us to estimate the
𝑅cd of supermassive haloes for which the depletion feature is not
clear due to their early growth phase.

In contrast to DK14 or other similar models, our model does not
suppress the 1-halo term, so the transition terms of these models
are interpreted differently from the decay terms of our model. The
transition term in DK14 describes the behavior of the orbital com-
ponent at the edge, while our decay term describes the behavior of
the 2-halo term near the halo boundary. The different division of the
halo outer profile reflects different perspectives on the definition of a
halo. We hope to consider the halo and its active growth region as an
inseparable whole, which facilitates a better understanding of halo
growth, as well as a concise description of the large-scale structure
of the universe.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we build a halo model for the halo-matter correlation
function based on the inner depletion radius as a physical halo bound-
ary.

The inner depletion radius separates the growing part of a halo
from a decaying environment, and is expected to be an optimal choice
for modelling halo exclusion (Fong & Han 2021). This radius is
defined where the mass infall rate peaks, and is typically found at
∼ 2 times the virial radius.

Starting from the FoF halo catalog in a high resolution 𝑁-body
simulation, we first build a depletion catalog by removing haloes
that overlap with more massive neighbours. We then extract various
halo-model components based on this depletion catalog, including
the halo density profile, halo-halo correlation function, halo bias
and mass function. Putting these components together we obtain a
self-consistent halo model that accurately describes the halo-matter
correlation function across the linear and non-linear scales, for haloes
in the mass range of 1011.5ℎ−1M⊙ < 𝑀vir < 1015.35ℎ−1M⊙ . In
particular, halo exclusion is explicitly accounted for in the halo-halo
correlation function which excludes haloes from overlapping on their
depletion radii. Convolving the halo-halo correlation with the halo
density profile, the matter distribution around the transition scale
is accurately recovered, with no need to appeal to additional radial-
dependent bias or exclusion probability function as in previous works.
The main recipes and conclusions of our model are the following.

• Adopting the inner depletion radius as a halo boundary, the
density profile of each halo is described by the Einasto profile (Equa-
tion (37)). Within the halo boundary, we show that the Einasto profile
can well fit the density profile from the simulation. The analytical
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Figure 16. Left: The halo bias profile using 𝑅vir as the exclusion radius. The grey and red solid lines represent the bias profiles of MB1 from data and model in
the 𝑅vir-based sample. The purple and orange dashed lines represent the resolved and unresolved terms, respectively. The blue dotted line represents the 1-halo
term. For the Einasto profile without truncation, 𝑏unr is negative, so the unresolved terms does not appear in the left panel. The grey region marks the scales
smaller than 𝑅vir. Right: same as the left except that the halo profile is the Einasto profile truncated at 𝑅vir in the calculation of the 1-halo and resolved terms.

profile extends beyond the boundary. This extended outer profile is
needed to account for the merging mass associated with the halo,
including those removed from the FoF catalog due to their overlap-
ping boundaries with others. The good performance of our model
suggests that the Einasto profile is a natural dual to the 𝑅id-based
halo exclusion.

• The halo-halo correlation function in the depletion catalog fol-
lows a universal shape, which can be parametrized by a unit halo-

halo correlation function multiplied with mass-dependent but scale-
independent biases. The unit halo-halo correlation function, 𝜉hh, is
a simple power law (Equation (26)), and describes the correlation
function for haloes with a unit bias, 𝑏(𝑚∗) = 1. Each halo-halo
correlation function is truncated at a truncation radius equalling the
sum of the depletion radii of the central and neighbouring haloes,
reflecting the effect of halo exclusion in our depletion catalog.

• The universal halo-halo correlation also enables us to model the
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Figure 17. The 2-halo term contributions to the bias profiles around haloes
in different mass bins. Solid coloured lines are the results from our model.
Dashed lines are the measured total bias profiles. Arrows mark the locations
of 𝑅cd’s.
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Figure 18. Top: fitting results of equation 42. Stars and Dots mark the location
of 𝑟decay and 𝑅cd (2.5𝑅vir for MB6 and MB7), respectively. Bottom: ratio
between 𝑟decay and 𝑅cd in different mass bins. Grey region marks the 1 ± 0.1
range.

contributions from unresolved haloes as well as from diffuse mat-
ter to the density field. Adding their contributions together results
in an unresolved term in the halo-matter correlation function (Equa-
tion (32)), whose shape follows the unit correlation function. Because
the unresolved haloes are much smaller compared to the central halo
that we try to model, they can be treated as point masses together
with diffuse matter. This leads to a truncation radius in the unresolved
term right at the depletion radius of the central. The effective bias of
the unresolved term is left as a free parameter in our model. However,
this parameter can also be estimated from mass conservation if we
ignore the effect of second-order bias.

• The 2-halo term is dominated by the contributions from group
to cluster mass haloes on the linear scale. The contributions from
low mass haloes are important in shaping the transition region near
the exclusion radius. The unresolved haloes and diffuse matter only
have a percent level contribution to the correlation function across
all scales.

• The halo bias required to accurately model the halo-halo cor-
relation function involves contribution from high-order biases. We
extract this bias function (Equation (35)) from the halo-halo correla-
tion measurements on large scale and fit it using the fitting formula
of Jing (1998).

• The halo mass function in our depletion sample differs from
that in the FoF sample significantly on the low mass end. Despite
this, both can be well fit using the Sheth-Tormen (Sheth & Tormen
1999) formula.

• The final model can fit the halo-matter correlation function with
an accuracy of < 9% across the linear and highly non-linear scales. In
particular, it can well describe the transition in correlation function
around the halo boundary, in contrast to some previous models that
have difficulties in accurately modelling this region.

• The resulting model profile can also be used to accurately pre-
dict the locations of other characteristic radii in the halo profile,
including the splashback radius and the characteristic depletion ra-
dius. Both radii can be predicted to an accuracy of ≲ 10%. Our model
also provides more insights into the characteristic radius at the bias
minimum, which exists as a gluing radius for the 1-halo and 2-halo
terms. Around high mass haloes where the bias minimum is not well
defined, this characteristic radius can be extracted from the decay
scale of the 2-halo term alone.

While we have adopted the depletion radius as a physically-
motivated radius for halo exclusion, our current work does not ex-
clude alternative choices for halo exclusion that may perform simi-
larly well. However, as we have shown, trying to use the virial radius
for halo exclusion meets the difficulty of simultaneously matching
the small scale and large scale clustering. Coupling the virial radius
with a non-truncated Einasto profile leads to an overflow of mass
on large scale, violating the self-consistency of the model. Such an
overflow is not realized in conventional models because mass conser-
vation is not explicitly modelled in the classical model. In addition,
the halo-halo correlation function also takes on a more complicated
form when using the virial radius to dissect haloes, potentially due
to the stronger interactions between haloes on the virial scale. More-
over, we note that García et al. (2021) showed the existence of an
optimal halo exclusion radius, which happens to be almost identical
to the inner depletion radius we are using (Fong & Han 2021). In fu-
ture work, we plan to investigate the uniqueness of the halo exclusion
solution in a mathematical framework.

To facilitate comparisons with previous works and to serve as a
transition from the classical halo definition, in the current model we
still label each halo using the virial mass. Note our parametrization
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allows for any arbitrary mass definition as a tag to distinguish differ-
ent haloes, as long as the corresponding halo boundary and density
profile can be connected to this mass. With more understandings
and developments on the depletion radius based halo, in the future
we expect to eventually switch to the depletion mass as a halo la-
bel, to obtain a more self-contained halo model under the new halo
definition.
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APPENDIX A: PROPERTIES OF EXCLUDED SAMPLE

In this appendix, we show more differences between the depletion
sample and the excluded sample. We focus on a list of properties
describing the halo structure from different aspects, they are

• 𝑉max/𝑉vir: The maximum of the circular velocity function;
• 𝑗 : The spin of the central subhalo;
• 𝑒: The shape parameter of the halo;
• 𝑎1/2: The formation time paramter;
• 𝛿e: The environment overdensity of the halo;

The specific definitions of these halo properties are given in Han
et al. (2019). In this appendix, we will explore their dependences on
mass in the different samples, which helps us to better understand
the halo exclusion.

Figure A1 shows the mass dependence of halo properties in dif-
ferent samples. Since no halo is excluded from the MB7 of the FoF
sample, the excluded sample has no data points for MB7. For the
parameters 𝑉max/𝑉vir, there is no significant difference between the
depletion and excluded samples. Concentrating on the median of the
parameters, 𝑒 and 𝑎1/2 in the excluded sample are lower than those
in the depletion sample across different mass ranges, while 𝑗 in the
excluded sample are higher than that in the depletion sample. Exam-
ining the environmental parameters of the different samples, we find
that the low-mass haloes in the excluded sample have a larger envi-
ronmental density, while for the high-mass halo, the environmental
densities of the two samples are close to each other. The depletion
and excluded samples are distinguished better in the environmental
parameter space than in other spaces.

APPENDIX B: HIGH ORDER BIAS

According to Cooray & Sheth (2002), the halo density field can be
expanded as a function of the matter field,

𝛿h (𝑚) =
∑︁
𝑖

𝑏𝑖 (𝑚)𝛿𝑖 . (B1)

The conventional treatment on large scales is to only consider the lin-
ear bias, but this approximation will not hold when we compare 𝑏hm
and 𝑏hm. Considering second order bias 𝑏2, the auto-halo correlation
can be written as,

⟨𝛿h𝛿h⟩ = ⟨(𝑏1𝛿 + 𝑏2𝛿
2) (𝑏1𝛿

′ + 𝑏2𝛿
′2)⟩

= 𝑏2
1⟨𝛿𝛿

′⟩ + 𝑏1𝑏2⟨𝛿𝛿′2⟩

+ 𝑏1𝑏2⟨𝛿2𝛿′⟩ + 𝑏2
2⟨𝛿

2𝛿′2⟩. (B2)

Similarly, the halo-matter correlation is rewritten as,

⟨𝛿h𝛿m⟩ = 𝑏1⟨𝛿𝛿′⟩ + 𝑏2⟨𝛿2𝛿′⟩ (B3)

Equations B2 and B3 clearly shows that ⟨𝛿h𝛿h⟩ and ⟨𝛿h𝛿⟩ are not
only determined by the 2-point correlation and the linear bias but also
affected by the high-order correlations and biases. As a result, the
linear bias estimators 𝑏hm and 𝑏hh are not equivalent when consid-
ering 𝑏2 at large scales. To quantify the deviations between 𝑏hm and
𝑏hh, we simplify equations B2 and B3 by assuming the overdensity
field is Gaussian at sufficiently large scales. Using the Wick theorem,
we have

⟨𝛿2⟩ = ⟨𝛿′2⟩ = 𝜎2

⟨𝛿2𝛿′⟩ = ⟨𝛿𝛿′2⟩ = 0

⟨𝛿2𝛿′2⟩ = 𝜎4 + 2⟨𝛿𝛿′⟩2, (B4)

So that we obtain,

⟨𝛿h𝛿⟩ = 𝑏1⟨𝛿𝛿′⟩ (B5)

⟨𝛿h𝛿h⟩ = 𝑏2
1⟨𝛿𝛿

′⟩ + 𝑏2
2 (⟨𝜎

4⟩2 + 2⟨𝛿𝛿′⟩2) (B6)

For the cross-halo correlation, we have

⟨𝛿h (𝑚1)𝛿h (𝑚2)⟩ =𝑏1 (𝑚1)𝑏1 (𝑚2)⟨𝛿𝛿′⟩ (B7)

+ 𝑏2 (𝑚1)𝑏2 (𝑚2) (𝜎4 + 2⟨𝛿𝛿′⟩2). (B8)

These results indicate that the value of 𝑏hm responds to 𝑏1, while the
value of 𝑏hh responds to both of 𝑏1 and 𝑏2.

APPENDIX C: MASS CONSERVATION AT LARGE
SCALES

On sufficiently large scales where the bias is linear and the haloes can
be approximated as point masses, the decomposition of a perturbed
density into haloes can be written as

𝜌 =

∫
�̄� 𝑓 (𝑚) [1 + 𝑏(𝑚)𝛿]d𝑚, (C1)

which reduces to the local mass conservation relation, Equation (14).
However, the bias we use in modelling the halo-halo correlation is
not exactly the linear bias, but 𝑏hh which can differ from the linear
bias up to a second-order bias term,

𝑏hh (𝑚) = 𝑏(𝑚) + 𝜖 (𝑚). (C2)

Plugging the above relation into Equation (33), the mass conservation
in presence of the un-resolved term becomes

1 =

∫ 𝑚max

𝑚res

𝑓 (𝑚)𝑏hh (𝑚)d𝑚 + 𝑏unr +
∫

𝜖 (𝑚) 𝑓 (𝑚)d𝑚, (C3)

which is a more accurate version of Equation (34).
In contrast to the mass conservation in classical models, Equa-

tion (C3) has some additional details. For the first integral on the
right hand side, the lower mass limit is 𝑚res instead of 0, so the
integral value is some number between 0 and unity, representing the
density fraction of resolved haloes. In addition, the contribution of
unresolved matter is also taken into account in our model, reflected
in the second term 𝑏unr. Lastly, a non-linear bias term, 𝜖 (𝑚), arises
due to the use of 𝑏hh in our model.

Some previous works (Schmidt 2016; Mead et al. 2020, 2021) de-
rived a form very similar to Equation (C3), although their derivation
is based on a completely different assumption. They assume that all
remaining mass, except that bounded in resolved haloes, is contained
in haloes of mass exactly 𝑀min, and accordingly design a mass func-
tion to enforce mass conservation. In contrast, our assumption that the
halo follows the same normalized spatial distribution whether they
are below 𝑚res or not seems more natural, which does not require
artificial modifications to the mass function and bias.

If 𝜖 (𝑚) is known, then 𝑏unr can be solved from Equation (C3) under
mass conservation. Without knowing 𝜖 (𝑚), in our current model we
choose to fit 𝑏unr as a free parameter in all mass bins. Moreover,
the mass fraction 𝑓 (𝑚) as defined in Equation (7) is obtained by
weighting haloes with the integrated mass, 𝑀int =

∫
𝜌h (r|𝑚)d3𝑟,

instead of the virial mass, 𝑚. Since we do not truncate the density
profile at the halo boundary, 𝑀int differs from both the virial mass
and the enclosed mass within 𝑅id. Note that the extension of the halo
profile beyond our depletion radius has not been directly verified
with simulation data in our current analysis, and the optimal 1-halo
profile may differ from the Einasto form in the outer part. Such a
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Figure A1. The mass dependence of halo properties in different halo samples. The data points are the medians of different mass bins. Error bars mark the
16-84th percentile range. For the excluded sample, there is no data point for MB7 since no halo is excluded from MB7 of FoF sample.

potential difference leads to some extra uncertainty in the integrated
mass, 𝑀int, and consequently an uncertainty in the 𝑓 (𝑚) function of
the mass conservation relation. This uncertainty further requires that
we fit for 𝑏unr from the data, instead of solving it from Equation (C3).

Because the first and third terms on the right hand side of Equa-
tion (C3) are constants, mass conservation then dictates 𝑏unr is un-
correlated with halo mass 𝑀 . This conclusion is essential for the fit
of the halo-matter correlation function.
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