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We combined data from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) and the Arecibo Legacy Fast ALFA Survey (ALFALFA) to establish
the HI mass vs. stellar mass and halo mass scaling relations using an abundance matching method that is free of the Malmquist
bias. To enable abundance matching, a cross-match between the SDSS DR7 galaxy group sample and the ALFALFA HI sources
provides a catalog of 16,520 HI-galaxy pairs within 14,270 galaxy groups (halos). By applying the observational completeness
reductions for both optical and HI observations, we used the remaining 8,180 ALFALFA matched sources to construct the model
constraints. Taking into account the dependence of HI mass on both the galaxy and group properties, we establish two sets of
scaling relations: one with a combination of stellar mass, (g − r) color and halo mass, and the other with stellar mass, specific
star-formation rate (sSFR), and halo mass. We demonstrate that our models can reproduce the HI mass component as both a
stellar and halo mass. Additional tests showed that the conditional HI mass distributions as a function of the cosmic web type and
the satellite fractions were well recovered.
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1 Introduction

According to the current galaxy formation paradigm, dark
matter halos form and grow through gravitational instabili-
ties from small perturbations [1]. Within the potential wells
of these halos, gas cools and condenses, whereas galaxies and
stars form [2-4]. Thus, it is worth investigating the connec-
tions among gases, galaxies, and halos because these con-
nections can provide insights into the underlying physical
processes that regulate galaxy formation and evolution [5].

*Corresponding authors (Yi Lu, email: luyi@shao.ac.cn; Xiaohu Yang, email:
xyang@sjtu.edu.cn)

In the past decade, large HI surveys have provided mea-
surements of tens of thousands of galaxies. Such surveys
include the HI Parkes All-Sky Survey (HIPASS) [6] which
involved ∼ 5,000 extra-galactic HI sources out to z ∼ 0.04
and covers the whole southern sky, and the Arecibo Legacy
Fast ALFA Survey [7] which detected more than 30,000
extra-galactic HI sources from z ∼ 0.06 in the northern sky.
In the near future, the next generation of HI surveys, such
as the Five-hundred-meter Aperture Spherical radio Tele-
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scope (FAST) [8]; the on-going Australian SKA Pathfinder
(ASKAP) survey; the Wide-field ASKAP L-Band Legacy
All-Sky Blind Survey (WALLABY) [9] and the Westerbork
Northern Sky HI Survey (WNSHS) [10], will be sufficiently
sensitive to detect fainter HI emissions at higher redshifts.
Based on these surveys, the global properties of these HI
sources, including the HI mass functions of local galaxies,
were successfully constrained [11, 12]. Apart from global
properties, many extensive studies have been conducted to
establish correlations between the HI content and various op-
tical properties of galaxies, including their morphology, lu-
minosity, size, and star formation activity [13-20], see more
details in a recent review [21].

Among the HI-galaxy correlation studies, one particular
effort was made to establish scaling relations between the
HI mass and various galaxy optical properties. For example,
Kannappan et al. [14] found that the HI-to-stellar mass ratio
correlates with the optical color of the galaxy, with a scatter
of ∼ 0.4dex. Subsequently, Zhang et al. [16] used a linear
combination of i-band surface brightness and g − r color to
estimate the HI fraction of galaxies, and reported the scatter
to be ∼ 0.31dex. Catinella et al. [17] pointed out that the
NUV − r color is the single best estimator of the HI mass
MHI, and determined a ‘gas fraction plane’ by employing the
stellar mass surface density [22]. On the contrary, Toribio et
al. [23] introduced several optical properties into principal
component analysis and found that the best prediction of the
expected value of MHI comes from the diameter of the stellar
disk (D25,r). Meanwhile, Wang et al. [24] pointed out that
the gas fractions are related to the outer disk color. Moti-
vated by this finding, Li et al. [25] added the color gradient
to their linear HI estimator and applied this improvement to
the ALFALFA and GASS samples. Denes et al. [26] pro-
vided the simplest HI-galaxy relation, which only involves
the magnitude of a galaxy. After applying the above find-
ings to the HIPASS sample, the scatter was found to be ∼ 0.3
dex. Note however, as pointed out in a recent study by Zu
et al.[27], HI scaling relations extracted from the direct HI
detections from the current shallow surveys suffer from the
Malmquist bias. To alleviate this bias, Zu et al.[27] designed
a likelihood model that accounts for the detection probabil-
ity of ALFALFA and constrained the model parameters using
Bayesian inferences. Based on this method, Li et al. [28] fur-
ther calibrated their HI mass scaling relation and found that
it can measure conditional HI mass functions.

In addition to scaling relations based solely on galaxy
properties, numerous studies have investigated their environ-
ment dependencies [29-32]. Through statistical analyses of
the HI gas content of member galaxies within clusters like
the Virgo and Coma clusters, it has been noticed that most
massive groups are deficient in HI, especially toward the cen-

ter [33-36], while the situation remains unclear in smaller
halos [29]. For a wider halo mass range, environmental ef-
fects were examined using statistical samples. Using a con-
trol sample constructed from isolated field galaxies with simi-
lar stellar masses and redshifts, some studies have concluded
that the HI content can be affected by the properties of the
host halo/group [17,19,37,38] or the local density [39]. Satel-
lite galaxies in halos of different masses have very different
HI gas fractions [40]. By measuring the total ALFALFA
HI mass in the given SDSS galaxy groups, Lu et al. [41]
found that this value is independent of the halo mass in the
range > 1011 h−1M⊙. Such kind of behavior was further con-
firmed in a subsequent study by Guo et al. [42] by stacking
ALFALFA data cubes of galaxy groups with different halo
masses. Consistent findings have been reported in various
studies, such as those by Dev et al.[43], who explored the re-
lationship between HI mass and halo mass using the GAMA
survey and observed a leveling of the HI mass at higher halo
masses. Similar results were obtained by Hutchens et al.[44]
and Rhee et al.[45].

Taking into account the above-mentioned HI mass depen-
dence on both the galaxy properties and group environment,
in this paper, we set out to obtain more generalized scaling re-
lations that contain both of these two components. Here, we
used HI sources observed by ALFALFA that were matched to
Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) [46] galaxies for our study.
The group environment was adopted from the group catalogs
constructed from SDSS DR7 [47] using the halo-based group
finder developed by [48,49]. To avoid the Malmquist bias that
can be induced by the ALFALFA observations, we introduce
an abundance matching method that is widely used in the halo
occupation distribution framework [50,51], by carefully con-
sidering both the SDSS and ALFALFA survey selection ef-
fects, to construct the model constraints. Compared to previ-
ous studies, our probe has the following advantages: (1) we
are able to provide unbiased scaling relations with a reliable
measure of their intrinsic scatters; (2) our model has properly
taken into account the environment effect, enabling us to cor-
rectly reveal their conditional distribution behaviors both in
terms of halo mass and cosmic web type; (3) our model can
predict all the HI sources in halos of different masses, even
those beyond the current shallow HI observation survey lim-
its, enabling fairer HI model constraints in galaxy formation
theories.

The outline of this paper is organized as follows. In section
§2 we describe the HI source sample and the galaxy group
catalog used in this study. In section §3 we investigate the
relationship between the HI mass and the galaxy properties
like stellar mass, color, and star-formation rate, as well as
the halo mass of the group in which the galaxies are located.
According to these findings, we construct the HI mass scaling
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relation model and define the model constraints in section §4.
In section §5 we present additional tests conducted to evalu-
ate model performance. Finally, the results are summarized
in section §6.

2 DATA

In this section, we describe the data used to constrain the HI
mass vs. the stellar mass and the halo mass scaling relation-
ship of our work.

2.1 The ALFALFA HI Sources

The ALFALFA [7,52] survey is a blind extra-galactic HI sur-
vey. It covers approximately 7,000 deg2 on the north sky and
includes two separate regions: the first region is from ∼ 7.5 h
to ∼ 16.5 h RA in the Arecibo Spring sky. The second sub-
set extends from ∼ 22 h to ∼ 3 h RA in the Arecibo Fall sky.
Blind observations of the 21-cm emission line is performed
using a 305-m single-dish radio telescope at the Arecibo Ob-
servatory with an angular resolution of 3.5′. In this study, we
used the final data release (hereafter α.100) [53], which con-
tains 31,502 HI sources up to redshift z ∼ 0.06. Within these
HI sources, 25,434 HI were categorized as secure extragalac-
tic sources (labeled as “Code 1” in the ALFALFA catalog),
and 6,068 sources categorized as “priors” (labeled as “Code
2” in the ALFALFA catalog). The latter have low signal-to-
noise ratios (S/N ≤ 6.5) and usually are not as reliable as the
former.

In the ALFALFA catalog, each HI detection is character-
ized by its angular position in the sky, radial velocity, veloc-
ity width W50, and integrated HI line flux density S 21. The
HI mass (MHI) is calculated via equation:

MHI

M⊙
= 2.356 × 105D2

MpcS 21 , (1)

where DMpc is the distance between the sources in Mpc and
S 21 is the integrated flux in Jy km s−1. We note that no cor-
rection for HI self-absorption was applied.

2.2 SDSS galaxy and group catalogs

In this study, we use the SDSS galaxy group catalogs of
[49] (hereafter Y07), constructed by employing the adaptive
halo-based group finder of [48], so that, for each galaxy, we
have both galaxy properties and relevant group (halo) prop-
erties. The parent galaxy catalog is the New York Univer-
sity Value-Added Galaxy catalog (NYUVAGC)[54], here up-
dated to Data Release 7 (DR7) [47, 55], which contains an
independent set of significantly improved reductions. The

Main Galaxy group sample was constructed for galaxies in
the DR7 complete up to r-band apparent magnitude r ∼ 17.7.
The magnitudes and colors of all the galaxies were based on
the standard SDSS Petrosian technique. In this catalog, the
k+e corrected luminosities in the SDSS ugriz bands and stel-
lar masses estimated from the SDSS photometry are provided
for each galaxy.

For each group included in the Y07 catalogue, the halo
mass Mh is estimated using two methods. One is based on
the ranking of the characteristic group luminosity, while the
other is based on the ranking of the characteristic group stel-
lar mass, which is defined as the total luminosity and stellar
mass of all group members with 0.1Mr − 5 log h ≤ −19.5, re-
spectively. Here, the halo mass function used for abundance
matching was obtained from [56] and adopts a WMAP7 cos-
mology. The above two halo masses agreed reasonably well
with each other, but their differences decreased from ∼ 0.1
dex at the low-mass end to ∼ 0.05 dex at the massive end. In
this study, we choose the Mh based on the ranking of group
luminosity. For any groups in which the member galaxies
were fainter than 0.1Mr − 5 log h = −19.5, the halo masses
were estimated according to the stellar-to-halo mass relation
for central galaxies obtained in [47]. In summary, the group
catalog used in this study contains 639,359 galaxies in the
redshift range 0.01 ≤ z ≤ 0.20, distributed among 472,416
groups.

2.3 HI - galaxy and group counterpart

In the ALFALFA catalog, among the 31,502 HI sources,
31,158 sources were given optical counterparts by the AL-
FALFA team, which constitute about 99% of the total number
of sources. SDSS images were used to interactively identify
the most probable optical counterpart of each HI source. The
resolution of the ALFALFA spectral grids was approximately
4′, while the positions of the HI sources could be determined
to an accuracy typically better than 20′′. The identification
of optical counterparts is somewhat artificial and is mainly
based on information such as color, morphology, redshift, and
separation from the HI centroid. After processing each HI
source, consistency checks were performed to evaluate any
redshift discrepancies or large positional offsets. More de-
tails on the search and identification of optical counterparts
can be found in [52].

Among the SDSS galaxies identified as optical counter-
parts, 16,520 galaxies within 14,270 groups were included in
the Y07 galaxy group catalog. These HI-galaxy pairs were
selected as the target samples for our investigation. Note
that to provide better statistic and model constraining power,
we include both ALFALFA “Code 1” and “Code 2” sources,
which signal-to-noise ratios are S/N > 6.5 and S/N ≤ 6.5, re-
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Figure 1 Left panel: Parent target distribution. The black dots represent the 69,690 galaxies in the Y07 galaxy group catalog, and the blue dots represent
the 20,475 HI sources in the ALFALFA catalog. Right panel: In total, 15,516 HI-galaxy pairs were cross-matched between the Y07 and ALFALFA catalogs
within NGC.

spectively.
In order to reduce the impact of the survey selection effects

on our estimations of the HI scaling relations, we construct an
SDSS and ALFALFA overlapping galaxy and group sample.
We only considered galaxies and groups located in the north-
ern galactic cap (NGC) of ALFALFA, whereas the southern
Galactic cap (SGC) was too small to be used. Taking into
account the ALFALFA survey depth, we adopted the same
redshift range for both catalogs (0.01 ≤ z ≤ 0.06). After
the above redshift and geometry cuts, 69,690 galaxies were
found in the overlapping region, among which 15,516 (22%)
of them are matched with HI counterparts. In the left panel
of Fig. 1, the galaxies of the Y07 and HI sources provided
by ALFALFA are displayed by black and blue dots, respec-
tively, while the galaxy-group-HI pairs in the same sky range
are represented in the right panel by blue dots.

We notice that there are ∼30% of HI detections appeared
in the SDSS and ALFALFA overlap regions, but their galaxy
counterparts were excluded from the Y07 galaxy and group
catalog. The missing galaxy counterparts are primarily
caused by two reasons :
• They do not possess redshift information.
• Their r-band magnitudes exceeded the magnitude limit

of r ∼ 17.7.

3 Correlations between HI mass and galaxy &
group properties

In this section, we investigate the dependence of the HI mass
on different galaxy properties as well as the halo mass. The
analysis was carried out using galaxies with available HI de-
tections, i.e., 15,516 HI-galaxy pairs.

3.1 HI mass ratio dependence on different galaxy prop-
erties

Numerous studies have demonstrated that cold gas within
galaxies is strongly related to other key galaxy properties.
Cold gas has been found to be correlated with galaxy stellar
mass M∗ [18,19,57], optical color [14] and surface brightness
[16, 25]. In this subsection, we discuss how the HI-to-stellar
mass ratio depends on some galaxy properties in our sample.
The HI-to-stellar mass ratio is defined as :

fHI =
MHI

M∗
(2)

where M∗ is the stellar mass of the galaxy.
We present the HI mass ratio fHI of galaxies as a func-

tion of 6 key galaxy properties for the HI-galaxy pairs cross-
matched between α.100 and Y07 in Lu et al. [41]. We
present the dependence of fHI on the r-band absolute mag-
nitude Mr − 5 log h, stellar mass M∗, concentration r90/r50,
the g − r color, star formation rate (SFR), and specific star
formation rate (sSFR) (defined as the ratio between star for-
mation rate and galaxy stellar mass i.e. log(SFR/M∗)). Over-
all, the HI fraction strongly depends on the above galaxy
properties, especially the absolute magnitude, stellar mass
M∗, color g − r and sSFR. Within the relations considered,
it is not surprising that the HI fraction strongly depends on
the star formation rate (SFR) and specific star formation rate
(sSFR) because the HI content provides the fuel to form stars.
Next, the HI fraction also strongly depends on the galaxy con-
centration r90/r50, where r90 and r50 are the radii containing
90% and 50% of the Petrosian flux in the r-band. There is
an obvious break at r90/r50 ∼ 2.6, above which a strong anti-
correlation between the HI fraction and the galaxie concen-
tration emerges. The above can be explained by the fact that
the r90/r50 = 2.6 value is a threshold that divides early-type



Lu Y, et al. Sci. China-Phys. Mech. Astron. January (2023) Vol. 66 No. 1 000000-5

galaxies from late-type galaxies, which may have already
been quenched and have red colors [58].

Among the relationships considered, some are clearly cou-
pled with each other. For example, the luminosity and stellar
mass are strongly correlated with each other. Concentration,
which is linked to galaxy morphology, can be associated with
color. By definition, the sSFR depends on both the SFR and
stellar mass. According to the above couplings, we recom-
mend that to account for the overall HI fraction in galaxies
and construct a model, only two properties are required. In
this study, we recommend two different combinations 1) stel-
lar mass with color and 2) stellar mass with sSFR, which
provide fHI . The former can be better associated with ob-
servations, whereas the latter can be better associated with
theory. We note that the above three parameters (stellar mass,
sSFR and color) have already been proven to be the primary
properties linked to the galaxy HI fraction by other authors
[16, 25, 59].

3.2 Total HI mass ratio dependence on halo mass

In this subsection, we measure the total HI-to-halo mass re-
lationships within the galaxy groups. Instead of the MHI of
individual galaxies, we focused on the total cold-gas mass
within each halo. This is equal to the sum of the HI masses
of all the HI detections of all the member galaxies located
within each separate group (halo). The halo mass is a proxy
for the halo environment and is included in the Y07 group
catalog. In Fig. 2 we present the total HI mass as a func-
tion of halo mass Mh for the cross-matched objects in the
Y07 and α.100 catalogs. The black points with error bars
represent the median and 68% confidence level at each halo
mass bin, respectively. We see clear dependence of the total
HI mass on the halo mass, where the massive halos contain
significantly reduced total gas content. Additionally, we in-
corporated findings from Dev et al.[43], Guo et al.[42], Li et
al.[28], and Rhee et al.[45], depicted with red, green, blue,
and yellow markers, respectively. Our observations align
well with those reported by Dev et al. and Guo et al., whereas
the trends noted by Li et al. are markedly steeper, and those
by Rhee et al.[45] appear flatter and more bounded at higher
halo masses. In Fig. 2, we have also illustrated the correla-
tion according to the HI mass model (labeled MODEL) de-
veloped in this study, which is shown as a black dashed line.
This model addresses the impact of not including HI-deficient
galaxies caused by ALFALFA selection biases.

Due to the survey flux/magnitude limits, the total HI mass
may slightly suffer from a certain level of incompleteness,
thereby inducing additional scatter in the total HI mass. How-
ever, these limits are not directly associated with the halo
mass; rather, the related dependence is reserved. In terms

of the total HI mass as a function of the halo mass, as shown
in [41, 60], we see a roughly constant HI mass in halos with
masses larger than 1011.5 h−1M⊙. These features demonstrate
that the HI mass component is closely related to both the
galaxy properties and the halo mass (and probably on the dis-
tance to the halo center as well, although not being probed in
this study).

Figure 2 Total HI-to-halo mass relationships. Black symbols with er-
ror bars represent the median and 68% confidence level for the ALFALFA
sources. The results from other studies are also displayed. The relation given
by the proposed HI mass model is also shown for comparison with the black
dashed line.

4 Establish HI mass v.s. stellar mass and halo
mass scaling relations

4.1 HI mass model for each galaxy

Having demonstrated the dependence of the HI mass on var-
ious galaxy properties and the host halo mass, we proceed to
establish two sets of scaling relations which can provide the
HI mass. The first set is related to the g − r colors of the
galaxies, where we assume the HI mass estimator as follows
:

log MHI = a − b log M∗ − c(g − r) − d log Mh . (3)

The other set is related to the SFR of galaxies, where we as-
sume the HI mass estimator as:

log MHI = a − b log M∗ + c log sSFR − d log Mh . (4)

In addition to these two sets of scaling relations, we have
a parameter σHI , describing the amount of HI mass scatter
in the logarithmic space of each individual galaxy from the
scaling relations. Thus, in total, we obtain a, b, c, d, σHI five
free parameters that can be constrained using an abundance
matching method, as described in the following subsections.
As pointed out in recent studies [61], central and satellite
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galaxies do not show significantly distinct quenching frac-
tions once both their stellar mass and halo mass are fixed;
here we do not explicitly separate them as well. As demon-
strated in Section 5, our model can indeed predict the correct
HI source satellite fraction.

Figure 3 Distribution of the ALFALFA HI sources in the mass log MHI v.s.
redshift z plane. The red curve roughly corresponds to the HI mass detection
limit above which HI detection becomes incomplete.

4.2 Observational selection effects

In this paper, we propose a novel ‘abundance matching’
method to constrain the scaling relations. The abundance
matching method has been widely used to establish connec-
tions between sub-halos and galaxies [51], but it is not widely
used to constrain scaling relations. To perform reliable abun-
dance matching model constraints, we need to properly take
into account the survey selection effects so that the model
data can be matched with observational data.

The ALFALFA is a blind and flux-limited HI survey. The
survey depends on both the integrated HI line flux density S 21

and the line profile width W50, as the detector is more sensi-
tive to narrower line profiles than broader ones at a given S 21.
Once a galaxy is assigned an HI mass, the flux density S 21 is
calculated using Eq. 1. The line profile width is connected to
the intrinsic rotational velocity of the galaxy,

2vrot = W50/ sin(θ) . (5)

The galaxy inclination angle θ is randomly selected from 0
to 90 degree and assigned to each galaxy in our catalog. In
addition, the rotational velocity correlates with the baryonic
mass of a galaxy [62],

Mb = 47V4
rot . (6)

Here, the baryonic mass Mb is the sum of all observed com-
ponents, including the stellar and gas (HI) masses :

Mb = M∗ + MHI . (7)

Using Eqs. 1, 5, 6 and 7, we obtain the velocity width of
the HI line profile W50 in km s−1 and integrated HI line flux
density of the source S 21 in Jy km s−1 for each HI source pre-
dicted by our estimator. The ability of a target to be observed
or not by a galaxy survey depends on the completeness cri-
terion, which satisfies both the W50 and S 21 limits. For AL-
FALFA, the relationship between the S 21 and W50 of a source
in terms of the signal-to-noise ratio S/N of the detection is
given by [7]:

S 21 =

 0.15S/N(W50/200)1/2, W50 < 200

0.15S/N(W50/200), W50 ≥ 200
. (8)

The above equation gives the expected theoretical survey
completeness limit derived from the ALFALFA dataset. Ac-
cording to [63], the non-Gaussian noise of the automatic sig-
nal extractor for ALFALFA is generally above S/N = 6.5.
We assume that for a flux-limited sample from a uniformly
distributed population, the number counts follows a power
law with an exponent of -3/2. Thus, onset incompleteness can
be determined when the data deviate from this form [52]. The
resulting 90% completeness limit for the ALFALFA sources
can be expressed as :

S 21,lim =

 0.5 log W50 − 1.14, log W50 < 2.5

log W50 − 2.39, log W50 ≥ 2.5
. (9)

The distribution of the velocity width W50 versus the in-
tegrated flux density S 21 plane based on the α.40 catalog
[64] shows that the detection limit of the survey is consis-
tent with Eq. 9. Thus, we use the above method to deter-
mine the detectable sources of our mock HI targets generated
from the Y07 galaxy catalog. Here, we only include poten-
tial HI targets with S 21 > S 21,lim. Other blind HI surveys,
like HIPASS, estimated catalog completeness as a function
of the profile width W50. The distribution of profile widths
W50 shows a cutoff at 30 km s−1 both for HIPASS and AL-
FALFA algorithms. We also note that measurements of the
velocity width W50 extend up to W50 ∼ 20 km s−1, which rep-
resents an additional survey limit for the catalog. Here, to
comply with the above completeness limit, we also employ a
limit of W50,lim = 20 km s−1 for the simulated HI targets from
Y07.

For our subsequent analysis, we only selected mock
and ALFALFA observed HI targets with S 21 > S 21,lim and
W50 > W50,lim in order to comply with the α.100 survey limit.
Here as an illustration, we present in Fig. 3 the distribution
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Figure 4 Source distribution in an HI mass log MHI v.s. redshift z plane for both ALFALFA observations and model predictions. The black dots in both
panels represent the model predictions of all sampled SDSS galaxies. The blue dots represent the distribution of 8,180 sources given by the α.100 catalog,
while the red dots represent the 8,762 sources predicted by one realization of the best-fitting HI mass scaling relation. Both datasets were subjected to HI
observational selection effects.

Figure 5 Number distribution of HI mass log MHI for ALFALFA observational HI sources (blue solid line) and the model predictions considering the
ALFALFA selection effects (red points with errorbars). Each panel corresponds to HI sources within a given redshift and halo mass bin.

of HI mass (log MHI) as a function of redshift z for each AL-
FALFA HI source considered in the Y07 and ALFALFA over-
lap regions. The red line in the plot roughly corresponds to
the above HI mass detection limits. Note that in addition to
the detection completeness limit, we also observed a signif-
icantly reduced number of HI detections at ∼ 0.053. This
feature was found to be caused by the strong RFI generated
by FAA radar at the San Juan airport [52].

4.3 Model constraints

To properly define model constraints, we need to compare the
observational data and theoretical predictions under the same
selection criteria. To this end, we applied the S 21 > S 21,lim,
W50 > W50,lim and redshift 0.01 < z < 0.05 cuts to the
observational data, resulting in a total of 8,180 HI-galaxy
matched pairs for our subsequent abundance matching model
constraints. Note that these sources are matched with the
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Figure 6 The model parameter space distributions given by eq. 3 with g − r colors. The outer to inner contours correspond to the boundaries that enclose
60% (black), 10% (blue) and 1% (pink) models with the highest likelihood level, while the best-fit parameters are represented by red points.

galaxies in Y07 and contain an optical r-band magnitude cut
r < 17.7. The distributions of these sources in the HI mass vs.
redshift plane are represented by blue dots in the left panel of
Fig. 4.

In order to consider redshift and halo mass dependence, we
divided the 8,180 ALFALFA sources into three redshift bins,
0.01 < z < 0.03, 0.03 < z < 0.04, 0.04 < z < 0.05, and three
halo mass bins, 9.5 < log Mh < 11.3, 11.3 < log Mh < 12.3,
12.3 < log Mh < 15, respectively. We show in Fig. 5 the
corresponding HI mass distributions of these sources (blue
lines). Each panel corresponds to a redshift bin and a halo
mass bin, respectively.

Our model constraints for the 5 best fit parameters contains
the following steps:

• Our model contains five free parameters with initial val-
ues to be: a = 6.0, b = 0.5 and c = 0.5, d = 0.3, and
σHI = 0.3, respectively. These values were roughly assigned
according to the HI-stellar mass ratios discussed in Section 3.

• For a given set of model parameters, we assigned HI
masses to the 69,690 galaxies in the Y07 and ALFALFA
overlapping regions, as shown in Fig. 1. Here, we use only

the HI predictions of 51,292 galaxies located within the red-
shift range 0.01 < z < 0.05 for our model constraints.

• For each galaxy, we check whether its velocity width
W50 and integrated flux density S 21 satisfy the following se-
lection criteria: S21 > S21,lim and W50 >W50,lim.

• After applying the above selection criteria, the likeli-
hood function value can be calculated by matching the rank
of the HI masses of the 8,180 ALFALFA sources and the cor-
responding survived mock HI sources in the nine redshift and
halo mass bins simultaneously. Here, we do not use the num-
ber counts as our model constraints; rather, we consider the
HI masses of all the ranked sources in each redshift and halo
mass bin. We assign each rank galaxy with the same weight
and adopt the HI mass uncertainty σ = 0.1 for the model
constraints.

We used a Monte Carlo Markov chain (MCMC) to ex-
plore the likelihood function in the multidimensional param-
eter space (see [65] and [2] for more details), and then we
ran the MCMC 300,000 times to obtain the best-fit parame-
ters. Shown in Fig. 6 are the parameter space distributions.
Different contours correspond to different confidence levels,
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Figure 7 Conditional HI mass functions of the observed ALFALFA HI sources (depicted as a blue solid line) alongside model forecasts incorporating the
ALFALFA selection biases (shown as red points with error bars). Each panel represents a specific bin of halo mass, as noted.

as indicated in the figure caption. In general, the parameters
have uncertainties at the levels 10%-30%.

Finally, we draw the best-fit scaling relation from the
MCMC parameter chain with the minimum χ2. For color
g − r, it is given by :

log fHI = 5.380 − 0.346 log M∗ − 0.616(g − r)

−0.160 log Mh ,
(10)

with a standard log-normal scatter of σHI = 0.315.
We also investigated the replacement of color g − r by the

specific star formation rate (log S FR/M∗). After repeating
the same process and constraints, we obtained another set of
best-fit scaling relations as follows :

log fHI = 6.835 − 0.400 log M∗ + 0.142 log sS FR

−0.145 log Mh ,
(11)

with a standard log-normal of σHI = 0.311.
As an illustration, the right panel of Fig. 4 we present

the distribution of HI mass as a function of redshift. Here,
black and red dots represent the total sample and 8,762 HI
sources that fulfill the survey selection effects. Obviously, the
ALFALFA survey selection effects allow only the relatively
massive HI sources to remain. Compared to the ALFALFA
observations shown in the left panel, the distributions with
the same selection effects appear very similar.

Quantitatively, we compared in each panel of Fig. 5 the
number distribution of the model predictions for the selected
sources (red dots with errorbars) with that of the ALFALFA
observations. The error bars were obtained from the 1-σ scat-
ter using different model parameters for the MCMC chain.
As expected, the model data agreed with the observational
data very well, as we used the abundance matching method
to construct the model constraints. Note that because we
used the HI mass distribution in different halo mass ranges
for our model constraints, our model automatically predicted
the conditional HI mass functions (in halos of given mass)
in agreement with the ALFALFA observations. Fig. 7 dis-
plays the conditional HI mass functions derived from the AL-
FALFA data along with the model’s predictions for various
halo mass bins. The error bars were calculated through 1000
bootstrap re-samplings. Consistent with expectations, the
distribution of the HI source from MODEL closely matched
that of the ALFALFA data.

5 Additional model performance tests

In this section, we present further tests on the performance
of our two sets of HI mass scaling relations. Since the results
for the color-related model and specific star formation-related
model are quite similar, here we only present the results for
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Figure 8 The left panels show the relationship between the HI mass fraction and the stellar mass of the galaxy. The top left panel: the observed MHI -M∗
relation given by ALFALFA is represented by blue dots, whereas our model predictions of the total sources are represented by black dots. Middle-left panel:
Red dots denote the MHI -M∗ of our model predictions after applying the same selection effects as in ALFALFA. Lower-left panel: similar to the upper panels,
but here we use solid squares with error bars representing the median and 68% confidence level for the ALFALFA sources. The proposed model is represented
by a black dashed line for the total sample and a red solid line for the sample after applying the ALFALFA selection effects. The right panels are similar to the
left panels, but they show the total HI mass as a function of the halo mass.

the former.

5.1 HI mass distribution

We first checked the model predictions of the HI mass frac-
tion (log fHI) as a function of the galaxy stellar mass log M∗
in the left panels of Fig. 8. In all three panels from the top
to the bottom, the blue color (dots and data points with er-
rorbars) represent the results given by the observations (AL-
FALFA), while black and red colors (dots and lines) corre-
spond to our model predictions of the total sources (MODEL)
and those after applying the ALFALFA observational selec-
tion effects (MODELs).

As shown in the upper-left panel of Fig. 8, the total HI
sources predicted by the MODEL scheme included much
more HI-deficient sources than those provided by the AL-
FALFA survey. Overall, the total HI sources had a larger
scatter in log fHI as a function of stellar mass. After taking

into account the ALFALFA observational selection effects,
MODELs exhibit quite similar log fHI − log M∗ relations as
ALFALFA (see middle-left panel of Fig. 8). In the lower-
left panel of Fig. 8, we can clearly see the median relation
provided by the MODELs fits (red solid line) the ALFALFA
survey (blue points with errorbars) quite well. However, the
relation given by the MODEL scheme (black dashed line) ex-
hibited an obvious shift compared with the observational shift
over the entire stellar mass range. This indicates that purely
using the ALFALFA-observed sources to constrain scaling
relations may suffer from the Malmquist bias.

Next, we measured the total HI gas in the galaxy groups.
Instead of the MHI of individual galaxies, we focus on the
Mt

HI , the total cold gas mass within each group/halo. In
the three right panels of Fig. 8, we present the relationship
between total HI mass Mt

HI and halo mass Mh. Still, the
blue, black, and red points/line) represent the results given
by the ALFALFA survey, our model prediction of the total
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HI sources (MODEL), and those after the ALFALFA survey
selections (MODELs), respectively. The blue points with er-
ror bars represent the median and 68% confidence levels in
each halo mass bin, respectively. It should be noted that in
this analysis, HI observational selection biases were consid-
ered within the ALFALFA survey to exclude incomplete data,
as detailed in sec. 4.2.

The total HI mass Mt
HI increases with the halo mass be-

cause larger halos tend to contain more member galaxies and
thus more cold gas. However, as shown in the lower right
panel of Fig. 8, we demonstrate that the Mt

HI and Mh relation
given by the ALFALFA survey (blue points with errorbars) is
not linear. Interestingly, if we only focus on the HI sources
that meet the ALFALFA survey selection criteria over a very
wide mass range (log Mh ≥ 11.0), the total HI mass changes
very slightly, which is in good agreement with the ALFALFA
observation data.

However, if we make use of all the model predicted
sources, the total HI mass increases with the halo mass (black
dashed line) and has a much steeper slope. For halo masses
with lower values (log Mh < 12.5), the ALFALFA relation is
clearly higher than the MODEL. At this halo mass range, due
to the survey limit, ALFALFA may eliminate most of these
small halos with faint HI signals, which artificially impacts
the derived relation (by overestimating the total HI masses at
a fixed halo mass). In massive halos (log Mh > 13.5), the
lack of faint HI sources caused the total HI masses in the
massive groups to be underestimated by the survey. Thus, the
above selection effects caused some bias in the current AL-
FALFA observational data. The relationship between total
HI and halo masses as predicted by the model is represented
similarly by the black dashed line in Fig. 2. This discrepancy
between the model predictions and observations, not only in
ALFALFA but also in other studies, persists. Such discrep-
ancies may be alleviated in deeper HI surveys [66].

To investigate the influence of selection bias on HI-
deficient sources, additional verification was performed us-
ing xGASS [67]. xGASS is a gas-fraction-limited observa-
tion of the HI gas content in galaxies, selected only by stel-
lar mass and redshift. This is an extension of the GASS
survey that was observed with the Arecibo telescope for a
sample of galaxies with redshift 0.01 < z < 0.05 and stel-
lar mass in the range 10.0 < log M∗ < 11.5. The targets
were randomly selected from a parent sample of ∼12,000
galaxies in the overlap region of SDSS DR6 [68], GALEX
[69] and the ALFALFA survey. Each galaxy was observed
with the Arecibo telescope until a significant HI emission
line was detected or the HI-to-stellar mass ratio reached an
upper limit of MHI/M∗ ∼ 0.015. The xGASS survey fur-
ther extends the mass range to 109 h−1M⊙ and includes galax-
ies with 9.0 < log M∗ < 10.2 and 0.01 < z < 0.02. Here,

we utilize the combined xGASS sample from Catinella et al.
(2018) [67], which comprises 1179 galaxies from GASS and
xGASS, supplemented with HI-rich galaxies selected from
the ALFALFA α.70 sample not included in GASS/xGASS.
Among the 1179 galaxies, 804 had HI detections. Following
the GASS strategy, the following limit is applied to xGASS:

• MHI/M∗ > 0.02 for galaxies with log M∗ > 9.7.
• Set a constant gas mass limit log MHI = 8 for galaxies

with log M∗ < 9.7.

Figure 9 As depicted in the left panels of Fig. 8, this figure illustrates the
relationship between the HI mass fraction and the stellar mass of the galaxy.
The solid yellow points represent 804 xGASS-detected HI sources. In the
middle panel, the black dots labeled as MODELs are selected based on the
same standards as xGASS. The data and error bars in the lower panel indicate
the median and 68% confidence level for the xGASS data sources, respec-
tively. In addition, the relationship for the entire sample from MODEL in the
bottom panel of Fig. 8 is shown for comparison using the same black dashed
line.

In the upper panel of Fig. 9, the 804 xGASS sources are
represented by yellow solid dots, and the ALFALFA sources
are illustrated in blue for comparison. It is noticeable that
the ALFALFA sources predominantly cluster at the gas-rich
end, whereas xGASS encompasses more gas-poor galaxies.
In the central panel, black dots represent MODELs that ad-
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here to the same criteria as xGASS. This result demonstrates
that the proposed model accurately mirrors the general distri-
bution trends of HI galaxies, as evidenced by xGASS. Shown
in the lower panel is the median distribution of the HI frac-
tion as a function of stellar mass. Compared with the xGASS
results, the ALFALFA results were notably skewed toward
a higher HI mass fraction. In addition, we also presented
the overall relationship between the HI mass fraction and the
galaxy stellar mass as predicted by our model using the black
dashed line (the same black dashed line in the bottom left
panel of Fig. 8). Our model prediction agreed with xGASS
and MODELs very well, which indicates that xGASS was
minimally affected by the Malmquist bias.

5.2 Environmental dependence

In the previous subsection, we demonstrated the reliability of
our HI scaling relations in reproducing the observed depen-
dence on stellar and halo mass. In this subsection, we inves-
tigate the HI distribution in different environments to deter-
mine whether the HI mass predicted by our model is consis-
tent with the observed mass.

As by construction, our model can provide the correct pre-
diction of the HI mass functions in halos of different masses
(see section 4.3), here we focus on another type of environ-
ment indicator, i.e., the cosmic web type. Here, we consider
four cosmic web types quantified using a large-scale tidal
field and reconstructed from the data using galaxy groups
above a certain mass threshold [70, 71]. The environment
of HI sources can be classified into four classes: cluster, fil-
ament, sheet, and void. Fig. 10 describes the distribution of
our model predictions, including the selection effects (MOD-
ELs) and the ALFALFA HI sources within the different en-
vironment classes via the red points with error bars and blue
solid line, respectively. As can be seen, in all environments,
the distribution of HI masses given by the proposed model
can appropriately reproduce the ALFALFA HI source distri-
butions.

5.3 Satellite fraction of HI sources

As a final test, in this subsection, we compare the satellite
fractions of galaxies predicted by our model to those ob-
tained from the observed HI-galaxy pairs (Fig. 11). In Fig.
11, the red points with errorbars, the blue solid line, and
the black dashed line represent our model predictions taking
into account the ALFALFA survey selection effects, the AL-
FALFA catalog, and the model predictions without selection
effects, respectively. The left panel presents the relationship
between the satellite fraction and the galaxy absolute mag-
nitude, while the right panel presents the relationship with

the stellar mass. We can see that after applying the same
selection criteria as for ALFALFA, the satellite fractions pre-
sented in this plot are quite consistent between MODELs and
the ALFALFA survey. The total satellite fractions were much
higher, as demonstrated by MODEL. This indicates that HI-
rich sources tend to be located in lower-mass halos as cen-
trals.

6 Summary and discussions

In this study, based on the ALFALFA HI observations and
SDSS DR7 galaxy and group samples in the same sky region
and redshift range, we propose a novel abundance matching
method to constrain the extended scaling relations between
the HI mass and the galaxy and halo properties. Compared
to previous studies, the proposed method and model have the
following advantages.

• Compared to traditional scaling relations purely based
on galaxy properties, our extended model properly accounts
for the most important halo environment effect, i.e., the halo
masses. Here, the halo masses were obtained from the group
catalog constructed using a halo-based group finder.
• Compared to previous direct model constraints us-

ing observationally matched HI-galaxy pairs, the abundance
matching method does not suffer from the Malmquist bias.
• In our model constraints, we used flux limit cuts in both

the optical and ALFALFA HI observations, which resulted
in a large and complete HI-galaxy matched sample for the
abundance matching probe.
• In our model constraints, we separated the 8,180

matched ALFALFA sources into nine redshift and halo mass
bins so that the best-fit scaling relations could reproduce the
correct conditional HI mass functions in the halos of different
masses.

For easy application to either observation or theory, we
propose two scaling relations that involve the stellar mass,
halo mass, the g − r color or the log sS FR of galaxies, as
well as a lognormal scatter. By applying our scaling relation
models to the optically selected 51,292 galaxies and apply-
ing the ALFALFA survey selection effects, we used a total
of 8,180 ALFALFA sources to create the model constraints.
The best-fit scaling relations related to color and sSFR are
provided in Eqs. 10 and Eq. 11, respectively.

Additional tests showed that the total 51,292 HI sources
did have slight systematic differences from those that fulfill
the ALFALFA selection effects. This indicates that purely us-
ing the observed ALFALFA sources to constrain scaling rela-
tions may suffer from the Malmquist bias. After applying the
same selection effects, our model HI sources can reproduce
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Figure 10 Comparison between model predictions and ALFALFA observations of the HI mass distribution in different cosmic web environments, as indi-
cated in each panel. The symbols with errorbars and the solid blue line represent our model prediction under selection effects and the ALFALFA observations,
respectively. The error bars are given by 500 bootstrap re-samplings.

Figure 11 The fraction of satellite galaxies fsat as a function of absolute magnitude (left panel) and stellar mass (right panel). The dots with errorbars, the
dashed black, and solid blue lines represent our model prediction with and without survey selection effects and ALFALFA, respectively.

the correct cosmic web dependence (e.g. cluster, filament,
sheet and void), as well as satellite fractions.

Finally, we note that in our model, we assumed that the HI
mass vs. stellar mass and halo mass scaling relations follow
a single log-normal distribution. Limited by the current data

quality, we are not yet able to distinguish single log-normal to
bi log-normal distribution behaviors. This can be further as-
sessed or improved with future deeper HI and optical surveys
(like FAST [66] and DESI [72-74]) and more robust model-
ing of the galaxy-halo connection[75]. We will opt for such a
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probe in future studies.
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68 Adelman-McCarthy, J. K., Agüeros, M. A., Allam, S. S., et al. 2008,

ApJS, 175, 297. doi:10.1086/524984
69 Martin, D. C., Fanson, J., Schiminovich, D., et al. 2005, ApJL, 619,

L1. doi:10.1086/426387
70 Zhang Y., Yang X., Wang H., Wang L., Mo H. J., van den Bosch F. C.,

2013, ApJ, 779, 160. doi:10.1088/0004-637X/779/2/160



Lu Y, et al. Sci. China-Phys. Mech. Astron. January (2023) Vol. 66 No. 1 000000-15

71 Wang H., Mo H. J., Yang X., van den Bosch F. C., 2012, MNRAS, 420,
1809. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.20174.x

72 Hahn C., Wilson M. J., Ruiz-Macias O., Cole S., Weinberg D. H.,
Moustakas J., Kremin A., et al., 2023, AJ, 165, 253. doi:10.3847/1538-
3881/accff8

73 Yang X., Xu H., He M., Gu Y., Katsianis A., Meng J., Shi F., et al.,

2021, ApJ, 909, 143. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/abddb2
74 Xu, H., Li, H., Zhang, J., et al. 2023, Science China Physics, Mechan-

ics, and Astronomy, 66, 129811. doi:10.1007/s11433-023-2242-8
75 Salcedo, A. N., Zu, Y., Zhang, Y., et al. 2022, Science China Physics,

Mechanics, and Astronomy, 65, 109811. doi:10.1007/s11433-022-
1955-7


	Establishing HI mass v.s. stellar mass and halo mass scaling relations using an abundance matching method
	Introduction
	DATA
	The ALFALFA HI Sources
	SDSS galaxy and group catalogs
	HI - galaxy and group counterpart

	Correlations between HI mass and galaxy & group properties
	HI mass ratio dependence on different galaxy properties
	Total HI mass ratio dependence on halo mass

	Establish HI mass v.s. stellar mass and halo mass scaling relations
	HI mass model for each galaxy
	Observational selection effects
	Model constraints

	Additional model performance tests
	
	Environmental dependence
	Satellite fraction of HI sources

	


