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ABSTRACT
Galaxy groups contain the majority of bound mass with a significant portion of baryons due to the combination of halo mass
and abundance (Cui 2024). Hence they serve as a crucial missing piece in the puzzle of galaxy formation and the evolution
of large-scale structures in the Universe. In observations, mass-complete group catalogues are normally derived from galaxy
redshift surveys detected through various three-dimensional group-finding algorithms. Confirming the reality of such groups,
particularly in the X-rays, is critical for ensuring robust studies of galaxy evolution in these environments. Recent works have
reported numerous optical groups that are X-ray undetected (see, e.g., Popesso et al. 2024), sparking debates regarding the
reasons for the unexpectedly low hot gas fraction in galaxy groups. To address this issue, we utilise zoomed-in simulations of
galaxy groups from the novel Hyenas project to explore the range of hot gas fractions within galaxy groups and investigate the
intrinsic factors behind the observed variability in X-ray emission. We find that the halo formation time can play a critical role
– we see that groups in halos that formed earlier exhibit up to an order of magnitude brighter X-ray luminosities compared to
those formed later. This suggests that undetected X-ray groups are preferentially late-formed halos and highlights the connection
between gas fraction and halo formation time in galaxy groups. Accounting for these biases in galaxy group identification is
essential for advancing our understanding of galaxy formation and achieving precision in cosmological studies.

Key words: keyword1 – keyword2 – keyword3

1 INTRODUCTION

Galaxy groups, typically with a halo mass in the range of ∼
1013 − 1014𝑀⊙ (Liang et al. 2016), contain the majority of galax-
ies in the Universe and serve as the primary environment for key
galaxy evolution processes such as galaxy transformation driven by
the interplay between galaxies and their surrounding gaseous halos
(O’Sullivan et al. 2017). Galaxy groups offer valuable insights into
fundamental physical processes such as galaxy quenching via active
galactic nuclei (AGN) feedback (see, e.g., Bahar et al. 2024; Yang
et al. 2024; Eckert et al. 2024), heating and cooling of the intra-
group medium (Oppenheimer et al. 2021), the diverse kinematical
and morphological properties of their central galaxies (e.g., Loubser
et al. 2018; Jung et al. 2022), and the departure from self-similarity
observed in clusters (see, e.g., Yang et al. 2022). Furthermore, galaxy
groups offer constraints on galaxy formation, cosmological parame-
ters, black hole–galaxy co-evolution, and environmental transforma-
tion (see, e.g., Lovisari et al. 2021; Eckert et al. 2021; Oppenheimer
et al. 2021, for recent reviews).

★ E-mail: weiguang.cui@uam.es; Talento-CM fellow

Despite their importance, galaxy groups have not received as much
attention as galaxy clusters, mainly due to the difficulty in their detec-
tion. They are faint in the X-rays, with the temperature of the diffuse
gas typically ranging from approximately 0.3 keV to 2 keV (e.g.,
Mulchaey 2000; Liang et al. 2016), resulting in X-ray luminosities
typically ranging from ∼ 1040 − 1043 erg/s which is several orders
of magnitude lower than clusters (Lovisari et al. 2021, and refer-
ences therein). Additionally, they contain far fewer member galaxies
than clusters, typically ranging from a few to several dozen (George
et al. 2011), which makes them more challenging to identify robustly
via group-finding algorithms. This can further lead to false identi-
fications due to chance projections (see, e.g., Pearson et al. 2017;
Li et al. 2022). Detecting hot gas in low-mass galaxy groups (i.e.,
𝑀ℎ ∈ 1012.5−13.5𝑀⊙) is often regarded as the gold-standard for
validation, but their X-ray faintness limits the number of verified
low-mass groups and biases them towards lower redshifts (𝑧 < 0.4)
(see, e.g., O’Sullivan et al. 2017; Gozaliasl et al. 2019). Although
optical and X-ray surveys continue to improve, it is critical to under-
stand any biases introduced by group selection in order to interpret
observations properly.

As an example, the scatter in their properties can introduce
Malmquist biases in the inferred physical characteristics (Gozaliasl
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2 Cui et al.

et al. 2020). Damsted et al. (2023) noted a significant increase in
the scatter of 𝐿𝑋 compared to other mass proxies below a redshift of
0.15, primarily in low-mass clusters, which hampers the effectiveness
of X-ray observations in providing a comprehensive understanding
of these groups. Recent studies Khalil et al. (2024) corroborated
these findings using the AXES-2MRS galaxy groups, which com-
bined data from the ROSAT All-Sky Survey (RASS) with the Two
Micron Redshift Survey (2MRS) Bayesian Group Catalogue. They
further suggested that both feedback mechanisms and halo concen-
tration are the reasons for the substantial scatter in the properties of
X-ray groups, emphasising that the scatter of scaling relations offers
valuable insights into the underlying physics of galaxy groups.

The large variations in the X-ray brightness among galaxy groups
can result in legitimately significant groups remaining undetected in
X-ray surveys. It has been proposed that only galaxy groups with
a central elliptical galaxy tend to exhibit diffused X-ray emission
(e.g., Mulchaey et al. 2003, and references therein), a phenomenon
contingent upon the detection limits of X-ray telescopes. Utilising
the Chandra X-ray Observatory, Pearson et al. (2017) investigated
10 relaxed galaxy groups carefully selected from the GAMA op-
tical galaxy catalogue to mitigate spurious and projection effects.
They observed that nine out of ten groups were underluminous in
X-rays by a mean factor of approximately 4 compared to typical
X-ray-selected samples. Hence, the converse practice of identifying
X-ray samples and then seeking their counterparts in optically se-
lected group catalogues may also introduce biases. Recent work by
Damsted et al. (2024) expanded the findings of Manolopoulou et al.
(2021) from galaxy clusters to galaxy groups – galaxy clusters/groups
in overdense environments tend to have higher X-ray luminosities,
which they hypothesised is driven by halo assembly bias. Another
recent work by Popesso et al. (2024) directly combined data from
eROSITA with the updated GAMA catalogue, revealing that 157 out
of 189 systems with 𝑀200 ≥ 1013𝑀⊙ and 𝑧 < 0.2 remained unde-
tected in X-rays. Hence, there are significant biases introduced either
when selecting groups in the optical or the X-ray (see recent findings,
e.g., O’Sullivan et al. 2017; Popesso et al. 2024). Quantifying these
biases and understanding their physical origin is essential for groups
to be leveraged for galaxy formation and cosmological studies.

In this work, we examine the physical origin of the scatter in
properties of galaxy groups using the Hyenas suite of group-scale
zoom simulations (see §2 for details). Hyenas is a new suite that
re-simulates 120 group-size halos drawn from a large-volume cos-
mological simulation employing the successful Simba galaxy forma-
tion model (Davé et al. 2019). Its novelty lies in its selection, which
is based on bins in both halo mass and halo formation time. The
latter is often implicated as a key driver in the scatter in galaxy group
properties (see, e.g. Cui et al. 2021). Here we investigate what im-
plications the variations in group halo formation times can have on
their detectability in X-ray and optical surveys, and thereby quantify
associated selection biases.

2 THE Hyenas PROJECT

The Hyenas project is a branch of the Simba with its focus on galaxy
groups using the zoom re-simulation technique. While there have
been many cluster-scale zoom projects, for example, the 300 project
(Cui et al. 2018), group-scale zooms are less common. One reason
is that large-volume cosmological simulations already contain many
groups. However, when selected carefully, zooms can sample outliers
in the distribution that are not well represented in a random sample.
Also, zooms offer the opportunity to achieve higher resolution at a

Table 1. The cosmology parameters used in the Simbasimulations.

H0 [𝑘𝑚/𝑠/𝑀𝑝𝑐] ΩΛ Ω𝑚 Ω𝑏 𝜎8 𝑛𝑠

68 0.7 0.3 0.048 0.82 0.97

modest computational cost, enabling resolution convergence studies,
though, in this introductory work, we do not employ that aspect of
Hyenas.

Besides selecting zoom halos in the group mass regime, Hyenas
further selects objects with a wide range in halo formation times.
This is motivated by Cui et al. (2021) who argued that halo formation
time is the key determinant of the scatter in the stellar-to-halo mass
relation, as well as the cold vs. hot gas content of halos. This will
presumably also impact the X-ray properties of these systems, which
is relevant for this work. Next, we describe the sample selection and
X-ray analysis of the Hyenas zoom suite.

2.1 The Hyenas sample and IC generation

The simulation code and parameter choices used are identical to that
in the Simba simulation, described in Davé et al. (2019) and many
subsequent papers. For brevity, we do not repeat these here but focus
on the aspects novel to the Hyenas zoom suite.

To increase the sample of galaxy groups, we first run a 200 ℎ−1Mpc
dark-matter-only simulation (8× Simba’s volume), with the same
dark matter particle mass resolution and Planck-concordant cos-
mology (see Table 1) as Simbausing Gadget-4 (Springel et al.
2021). From this we select 120 (out of ∼10k) halos with 𝑀200𝑐 ∈
1012.5 − 1014 M⊙ (where ‘200c’ denotes 200 times the critical den-
sity). However, these are not selected randomly; rather, within each
0.5-dex mass bin, we select the galaxies covering a spread halo for-
mation times in percentile bins. The formation time is calculated as
the time when half the 𝑧 = 0 halo mass has assembled within the
halo’s main progenitor. Gadget-4’s on-the-fly merger tree generation
makes this calculation straightforward.

Figure 1 shows the sample selected in 5 halo mass bins and 8
formation time bins, with the latter chosen with percentiles bounds
of 0-2-5-20-50-80-95-98-100 within each mass bin, and are marked
as green dotted horizontal lines in Figure 1. Inside each region in
this space, we randomly select three halos to re-simulate. The central
galaxy’s density map of one example within each region is shown
as an inset image. Note that this is only for illustration, as the image
covers 4 times the galaxy’s half-mass radii by blending both stars and
dark matter with arbitrary normalisation using the Py-SPHViewer.

The large N-body volume’s random initial conditions are generated
using MUSIC (Hahn & Abel 2011), which conveniently allows us
to generate these zoomed-in ICs for the Hyenas sample using the
same underlying white noise file. For each selected halo, we track
all these dark matter particles within the halo at 𝑧 = 0 to their
initial condition positions. To precisely identify the centre of the
resimulation region in the IC, we also track these particles lying in
the centre (minimum potential positions) of the halo (5 ℎ−1kpc) and
use the mean position of these central particles within the IC as the
‘ref_center’ parameter for MUSIC. Then, we calculate the distances
from the IC central position to all the halo particle positions. The 2
times maximum distance rescaled to the simulation boxsize is used
for the ‘ref_extent’ parameter for MUSIC to make sure the interested
central halo is out of contamination.

Each zoomed-in halo has its ICs generated with three different
levels of resolution: Level 0 cuts out the zoomed-in region in the
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Figure 1. The halo mass – formation time relation from the parent dark-matter-only simulation with illustrations of the selected Hyenas sample. The vertical
blue dashed lines mark the 5 halo mass bins, while the horizontal green dotted lines indicate the 𝑧 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 percentile bins. The inset images are the blended gas
and star distributions around the central galaxy of the selected Hyenas samples using the Py-SPHViewer package.

IC, adds gas particles, and decreases the resolution outside of the
zoomed-in region, which is controlled by the MUSIC code. This
results in a dark matter particle mass of 6.513× 107 ℎ−1M⊙ and gas
element mass of 1.241 × 107 ℎ−1M⊙ , and a minimum gravitational
softening of 0.5 ℎ−1kpc. Level 1 increases the zoomed-in region’s
resolution by 1 level higher with a new white noise at this resolution
level. The white noise is consistent as Level0 for these low-resolution
levels decreased outside the zoomed-in region. The Level 1 suite has
8× lower particle masses and 2× lower minimum softening. Level
2 has a resolution that is higher than Level 1, with the outside low-

resolution region being consistent with Level 1. Thus, each of the 120
selected Hyenas halo has 3 ICs with different resolutions. Though
all the 120 Hyenas halos have both dark-matter-only and hydro ICs,
we only run the hydrodynamic for the 40 selected ‘elite’ halo for
Level 1 and Level 2, which is still not fully finished due to their
very high computation cost. The ‘elite’ sample is the one out of the
three random samples with the smallest number of high-resolution
particles.

MNRAS 000, 1–10 (xxxx)



4 Cui et al.

2.2 The HYENAS catalogue and analysis

We output 151 snapshots for each simulation run from 𝑧 = 20 to
𝑧 = 0. Besides the on-fly FoF catalogue from Gizmo and the Caesar
catalogue based on it, we also run the AHF halo finder (Knollmann
& Knebe 2009) to identify the halos within 𝑅200𝑐 and produce an
AHF-Caesar catalogue following Chen et al. (2024).

Although there are other (uncontaminated) halos inside the high-
resolution zoomed-in regions, we only focus on these originally se-
lected Hyenas halos in this paper. It is also recommended for all
papers using the Hyenas data. As such, we need to identify these
selected halos properly. Unfortunately, the particle IDs of these halos
chosen from the parent dark-matter-only simulation are scrambled
within these zoom ICs generated by MUSIC. Thus, we adopted an-
other method to cross-match these halos based on the particle IDs
of these zoom ICs. Since we know the exact halo centre position
in these ICs, we use the IDs of dark matter particles within 300
ℎ−1kpc (more-or-less corresponding to the 5 ℎ−1kpc radius of halos
central regions at 𝑧 = 0) and track them down to 𝑧 = 0 to get their
median positions. This position’s distances to the 𝑧 = 0 halo centres
are used to select the closest halo. If the halo mass difference from
the original N-body one is less than 1.5 times, the halo is matched.
If not, we choose the halo within the distance of R200c with the
closest mass as the matched halo. Only seldom does this happen for
these late-formed halos due to the slight evolution difference between
dark matter and hydro runs. After finding the matched halos for both
FoF and AHF catalogues, we compared the matched halo masses,
which basically agree with previous findings (for example Cui et al.
2012, 2014, minor effects due to the baryons). We further calculate
the formation redshifts using both FoF and AHF halo catalogues,
which are compared to the original halo formation redshift. There
is a slightly larger scatter compared to the halo mass differences,
primarily coming from the 𝑧 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 ≲ 0.3 sample.

2.3 X-ray luminosities

X-ray properties are calculated using MOXHApackage (Jennings &
Davé 2023), which combines the yT-based PyXSIM (Biffi et al. 2012,
2013; ZuHone et al. 2014) and Caesar (Turk et al. 2011) software
packages with the XSPEC spectral fitting package to provide an end-
to-end pipeline for creating mock X-ray photon maps and analysing
them to obtain mock observations such as X-ray luminosities, tem-
peratures, and metallicities. First, we make a cut on the cold gas to
remove ISM particles, which are artificially pressurised to resolve the
Jeans mass (Davé et al. 2019). We use a cut such that only gas parti-
cles with a density 𝜌 < 0.1 mp cm−3 and temperature 𝑇 > 2 × 105

K are included. Furthermore, we remove all wind particles and all
particles with a non-zero star formation rate. We then use PyXSIM
to generate X-ray emission fields in the source band of 0.5− 2.0 keV,
using a CIE APEC model (Smith et al. 2001) and using the Simba-
tracked particle mass fractions for He, C, N, O, Ne, Mg, Si, S, Ca, Fe
scaled to the Anders & Grevesse (1989) solar abundances table. The
other elements are fixed at their solar abundance ratios. We finally
sum the luminosity of the hot gas particles within a radius of 𝑅500 to
give our value of 𝐿𝑋,0.5−2.0. For more details, we refer to Jennings
et al. 2024 in prep.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Hot gas fraction

Since the X-ray is coming from hot gas, we first investigate the hot
gas mass fraction in both the galaxy groups from both Hyenas (large
stars) and Simba (small points) simulations and compare them to
recent observations from Sun et al. (2009); Laganá et al. (2013);
Akino et al. (2022) in Figure 2. First, in agreement with observation,
there is a decreasing trend for the 𝑓ℎ𝑜𝑡 𝑔𝑎𝑠 with decreased halo mass.
The simulations agree better to the observation data points from Sun
et al. (2009); Laganá et al. (2013) (as well as Liang et al. 2016) than
those of Akino et al. (2022) at 𝑀500 ≳ 1013.5 M⊙ . Note that the
gas fraction in the massive halo seems to agree better with Akino
et al. (2022) as shown in Cui et al. (2018), which could be due to
the different AGN feedback strengths. While in the intermediate halo
mass range, the simulation data tends to agree with Akino et al. (2022)
instead of others (see also Robson & Davé 2020). The disagreements
between these observations’ results at the galaxy group scale have
been discussed in Eckert et al. (2021). Here we would like to add an
additional potential cause: Akino et al. (2022) and Eckert et al. (2016)
(which also has a lower gas fraction compared to the others) are both
based on the XXL survey (Pierre et al. 2016), which is a volume
complete survey, while the others mostly preferentially selected the
X-ray bright objects. At lower halo mass with 𝑀500 ≲ 1013, this
trend flattens.

Secondly, there is a large scatter of the data points in Figure 2. It
is worth noting that the Hyenas sample generally covers the distri-
bution of Simba data points well at 𝑀500 ≳ 1013 M⊙ . These outliers
from Simba with 𝑓ℎ𝑜𝑡 𝑔𝑎𝑠 ≳ 0.04 at 𝑀500 ≲ 1013 M⊙ could be
due to the fact that they are close to a massive cluster, as discussed
in Cui et al. (2022); in contrast, Hyenas groups are selected to be
isolated halos by design. Nevertheless, the agreement of overall dis-
tributions between Simba and Hyenas suggests that our Hyenas
selection criteria are unbiased with respect to halo gas fractions.

The colours of Hyenas points indicate the halo formation redshift
as shown by the colourbar in Figure 2. This shows an interesting
trend – the gas fraction at a given halo mass correlates with its
halo formation time. Late-formed halos tend to have a smaller gas
fraction. To statistically show this trend, we separate the data points
into 𝑧 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 > 1 (red lines) and 𝑧 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 ≤ 1 (cyan lines). There is
quite good agreement between the thick (Hyenas) and thin (Simba)
lines, and both have a clear separation between early-formed and
late-formed halos.

The halo formation time dependence, we speculate, owes to ac-
cumulated heating processes from both AGN feedback and shock
heating from structure formation. For early-formed halos, it will not
only have an early accretion of more cold gas at very high redshift
(Cui et al. 2021), experience shock heating earlier and longer but also
form its central galaxy earlier with a massive black hole according
to the 𝑀∗ − 𝑀· relation, which leads to an earlier jet mode feedback
in the Simba model.

At lower halo mass 𝑀500 ≲ 1013 M⊙ , the late-formed halos tend
to have a higher gas fraction than early-formed halos, i.e., a reversed
trend, albeit a large error bar for the Simba simulation. In comparison,
the cross point is at a relatively lower halo mass, 𝑀500 ≈ 1012.5 M⊙ ,
for Hyenas, which could be due to the limited number of objects.
At this lower halo mass, the jet mode AGN feedback will not turn
on because the BH mass (see Cui et al. 2022, for the halo mass –
BH mass relation) is lower than the threshold set in Simba which
is around 108 M⊙ . Thus, the heating process should be dominated
by the supernovae feedback, which can be more dominant in these
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Figure 2. The hot gas fraction as a function of halo mass with colours coding to the halo formation time. The Simba simulation results are shown as small dots
with the median values in solid thin red and cyan lines for early-formed (𝑧 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 > 1) and late-formed groups (𝑧 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 ≤ 1), respectively. The error bars present
the 16𝑡ℎ − 84𝑡ℎ percentile. While the Hyenas sample at Level0 is indicated by stars with the medians in thick dashed lines. The observational results from Sun
et al. 2009; Laganá et al. 2013; Lovisari et al. 2015; Akino et al. 2022 are shown in grey symbols with error bars and a dotted-dashed line with a shadow region
as indicated in the legend.

late-formed halos with higher star formation. We will return to these
explanations in the discussion part in detail.

3.2 X-ray luminosities

In Figure 3, we show the Hyenas groups’ X-ray luminosity within
the soft band, [0.5, 2] keV, which has been adopted by many surveys
for detecting X-ray galaxy groups. Similar to the hot gas fraction
shown in the previous section, the late-formed halos have a lower
X-ray luminosity than early-formed ones. The differences between
the two families at the same halo mass can be an order of magnitude.
Separating the sample by their 𝑧 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 with the arbitrarily selected
threshold of 𝑧 = 1, we observe the same trend as shown in Figure 2
with slightly larger separation at 𝑀500 ≈ 1013, then a reversed trend
at lower halo mass 𝑀500 ≈ 1012.5 M⊙ . As indicated by Bulbul et al.
(2024), the detection limit of eRosita at 𝑧 ≈ 0.2 (the upper redshift
limit in (Popesso et al. 2024)) is around 5 × 1042 ergs/s, which is

indicated by the top horizontal dotted line in Figure 3. If we naively
use that as the detection limit of eROSITA at 𝑧 = 0.1, it is clear that
some of our simulated halos, even with 𝑀500 ∼ 5× 1013 M⊙ can not
be seen.

In comparison, we include the observation results from Anderson
et al. (2015), which are based on stacking X-ray emission from the
ROSAT All-Sky Survey around the local brightest galaxies. The halo
mass in Anderson et al. (2015) is computed using the simulated cat-
alogue of these local brightest galaxies. It is clear that the magenta
line is lying in between the Hyenas samples at 𝑀500 ≳ 1013.2 M⊙ ,
roughly crossing the detection limit, and consistently lying on the
top boundary of the Hyenas low mass sample. Similarly, Zhang
et al. (2024) stack the X-ray luminosities of the CENhalo sample,
which is binned in halo mass 𝑀200𝑚 based on the group finder algo-
rithm (Tinker 2021). We used the corresponding 𝑀500𝑐 in Figure 3,
which is derived considering the concentration model from Ishiyama
et al. (2021). Note that the uncertainty on 𝐿𝑋 is estimated from the
quadratic sum of the Poisson error, which is not the same as what we
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Figure 3. Similar to Figure 2, but for the groups X-ray luminosity. Magenta lines and symbols show the result from Anderson et al. 2015 with the X-ray
luminosity estimated at the same energy band – 0.5 - 2.0 keV. Blue error bars are the results from Zhang et al. 2024 using the latest eROSITA survey catalogue.
We remind here again that the errorbars are different in simulation (16𝑡ℎ − 84𝑡ℎ percentiles) from observations.

are showing in Hyenas. Instead of stacking the galaxy groups, Chiu
et al. (2022) removed these contaminated systems due to a random
superposition. With these remaining 434 groups and clusters, which
are cross-confirmed via their weak lensing masses from the HSC sur-
vey, they did an MCMC fitting and yielded a similar result to Zhang
et al. (2024) as shown in Figure 3. In conclusion, these observation
results in the galaxy group scale basically lie on the upper end of
the Hyenas result, which could be explained if the observations are
missing these X-ray faint groups.

Based on Hyenas data in Figure 3, we further list the roughly pre-
dicted limits for eROSITA in Table 2. At each of the three redshifts,
we first select all Hyenas halos within ± 10 per cent of the X-ray
detection limit. The minimum and maximum halo masses within that
𝐿𝑥 limit are listed in the second and third columns of Table 2, respec-
tively. Using the mean (column 4) of columns 2 and 3, we select all
halos within a halo mass bin of ±0.1, then give the detection fraction
in the fifth column of Table 2 as 𝑁𝐿𝑥>𝐿𝑥, 𝑙𝑖𝑚

/𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑖𝑛 𝑏𝑖𝑛. We note
here that the Hyenas sample is not a mass-complete one. Therefore,
these limits and fractions only serve as a rough prediction. The clear

Table 2. Predicted X-ray detection limits and fractions

redshift min mass1 max mass2 mean mass3 fraction4

z log 𝑀500 log 𝑀500 log 𝑀500 100%

0.2 13.676 13.874 13.775 15.4
0.1 13.444 13.751 13.597 71.4
0.04 13.118 13.495 13.307 70.0

1 The minimum halo mass in M⊙ above the X-ray luminosity
limit at a given redshift, corresponds to 0 per cent detection
if the halo mass is smaller than this one.

2 The maximum halo mass above the X-ray luminosity limit at
a given redshift, corresponds to 100 per cent detection if the
halo mass is larger than this one.

3 The mean of columns 2 and 3 for calculating the detection
fraction in column 4.

4 The fraction of X-ray detected groups within the halo mass
bin, column 3 ±0.1.

drop of the fraction at 𝑧 = 0.2 presents a good agreement to Popesso
et al. (2024). However, we will need a larger sample to confirm this.
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4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

As we have presented before, it is clear that the X-ray-detected galaxy
groups are biased toward these gas-rich ones, which are closely linked
to their early halo formation time. Although it is easy to understand
that – early halo formation will bring more cold gas at high redshift
as shown in Cui et al. (2021), those gases will be heated up by either
shock heating in structure formation or feedback in the process of
galaxy formation – it is unclear how this fits into the picture of general
expectations from galaxy formation. We further break this down into
three aspects:

• [Connection to the central galaxy] Observations have sug-
gested that early-type elliptical galaxies in galaxy groups tend to be
associated with diffuse X-ray emission, while late-type disk galaxies
do not (Mulchaey et al. 2003). This is especially interesting because
Cui et al. (2021) studied the connection between the central galaxy
stellar mass and the halo mass and revealed the scatter in that relation
is intrinsically driven by halo formation time. In their Supplemen-
tary Figure 2, it is clear that early-formed halos tend to host massive
quenched galaxies at the same halo mass when 𝑀ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑜 > 1013 M⊙ ,
reversed from the low mass halos in which the red/quenched galax-
ies with lower stellar mass tend to live in late-formed halos. This
is further confirmed by the galaxy age (see Figure D1) if we note
that the early-type galaxies are older. We understand that this issue
is still in debate; see Scholz-Díaz et al. (2024) for the most recent
discussions on that. We argue here that our results (including Cui
et al. (2021)) are consistent with their claim that higher stellar mass
galaxies at a given halo mass have characteristics of old, red, and
passive systems at halo mass larger than 1013 M⊙ . While there is
less data in Scholz-Díaz et al. (2024) at low halo/stellar mass range
to make a solid conclusion, and their total mass is only calculated
within 3𝑅𝑒.

Due to being driven by halo formation time in both relations,
we expect a positive connection between the gas fraction and central
galaxy stellar mass at group halo mass scales – more massive galaxies
tend to be surrounded by more hot gas. This is proved in Figure B1.
As suggested by Correa & Schaye (2020), disc galaxies are less
massive than elliptical galaxies in same-mass haloes when the halo
mass is larger than 1013 M⊙ , which confirms the previous suggestion
that elliptical galaxies tend to associate with X-ray emissions.

We further find a positive correlation between the central galaxy
mass-weighted age and halo formation time, as shown in Figure D1.
This again confirms our results at 𝑀500 ≳ 1013 M⊙ are consistent
with Scholz-Díaz et al. (2024) and lead to a positive correlation
with the scatter in central galaxy stellar mass. This is contrary to
the findings of Kulier et al. (2019), which could be because they
used all galaxies within the EAGLE simulation, so low-mass halos
dominate the sample. At low halo masses 𝑀ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑜 ≲ 1013 M⊙ , such
an anti-correlation is also found in Cui et al. (2021). We also note
that a crossing point is shown in Figure 2, which should be consistent
with the reversed trend at low halo mass, though at slightly different
halo masses when comparing Simba and Hyenas.

• [The abundance of cold gas] In previous figures, we only focus
on the hot gas mass fraction; it is unclear how the cold gas abundance
will contribute to the full picture, i.e. whether the low hot gas fraction
is due to a high cold gas fraction or not. This is because galaxy
groups, unlike galaxy clusters, tend to host a noticeable fraction of
gas mass in cold as well. Investigating that will help us to form a full
picture of how they are formed. As expected, the cold gas gradually
contributes more to the total gas mass with the halo mass reduced
after 𝑀500 ≲ 1013.4 M⊙ , see Figure A1. It is further interesting to
see that there is more cold gas in late-formed halos than in early-

formed ones in that figure, which we will discuss the reasons for in
the following section. That reveals that the history of halo formation
also affects the history of gas thermalization.

• [Connection to central BH] Although there is more gas in
early-formed halos, the gas must be hot to be seen in the X-ray
band. Therefore, the heating processes are key to understanding why
there is more hot gas in these early-formed halos than in late-formed
ones. As shown in the previous section, the early-formed halos not
only have more gas but also more hot gas than these late-formed
halos (see Figure A1). Thus, early-formed halos should have more
heating sources/energies than late-formed ones. One possible reason
is shock heating, which should happen earlier in early-formed halos,
yielding a hot gas fraction. The other reason is AGN feedback. For
example, Liang et al. (2016) suggested that the winds ejected from
the group galaxies interact with and heat the hot halo gas, which not
only reduces the rate at which the halo gas cools and accumulates in
the group’s central galaxies but also causes its distribution to remain
more extended. More importantly, we found that the massive galaxies
tend to host a more massive BH at the same halo mass (see Davies
et al. 2019, 2020, at the more massive halo mass end; see also Ma et
al. in prep.). This is not surprising since the early-formed halos tend
to form the central galaxy earlier, and as such, the central BH mass
grows faster and earlier. For the case of Simba model, it enters the
jet mode earlier to quench the central galaxy (Cui et al. 2021) with
the higher hot gas mass as a by-product. This picture is supported by
Figure C1. We are currently working on another paper to record the
heating energy from different sources to determine which is more
important for gas heating in galaxy groups.

Our findings in this work are based only on the Simba baryon
model. However, we also investigated the TNG-300 simulation,
which shows the same gas fraction trend with a clear separation
between early- and late-formed halos, albeit with a little systemati-
cally higher values than what is shown in Figure 2 (see also Davies
et al. 2020, for the higher gas fraction in TNG than EAGLE). Re-
cent observation work by Popesso et al. (2024), which compared the
X-ray detected and undetected groups, also suggested a similar con-
clusion, i.e., halo assembly bias is the cause. Furthermore, Andreon
et al. (2022) showed that under X-ray luminous clusters populate the
low concentration of dark matter end of the distribution for a given
mass, suggesting that they are late-formed as well. However, the halo
formation redshift is very hard to measure in observations. There are
ways to approximate it, such as the galaxy magnitude/stellar mass
difference in fossil groups (e.g. Jones et al. 2003; Gozaliasl et al.
2014) and the connection between galaxy/gas dynamical state and
halo formation time (e.g. Mostoghiu et al. 2019), but all have a sub-
stantial uncertainty. Though there are claims that the fossil groups
show no difference to normal groups in X-ray scaling relations (e.g.
Kundert et al. 2015; Girardi et al. 2014), their lowest X-ray is still
above ∼ 1042, which is much higher compared to the limit shown in
this study. In this theoretical investigation, we don’t probe into details
but suggest these connections to galaxy and BH properties can be
tested in observations as discussed in previous paragraphs.

Another possible explanation for these X-ray faint or undetected
galaxy groups is the projection effect when they are generally iden-
tified through the galaxy catalogues (see Hernquist et al. 1995, for
example). If two small halos are lying along the same line of sight
but have a large separation, neither will have large enough hot gas
to shine in X-ray, see Figure 3 for how quickly the X-ray luminosity
drops with halo mass. However, this projection issue may be solved
by highly accurate spectroscopic redshift measurement with proper
galaxy velocity distribution modelling.
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Lastly, the role that baryonic physics models play in this result is
not very clear, especially the AGN feedback, which may affect the
X-ray luminosity. For example, Kar Chowdhury et al. (2022) showed
that the different versions of Simba run turning on and off different
Simba’ models, especially the X-ray AGN feedback and radiative
mode, result in different surface brightness profiles at different radii.
However, we argue that this will only systematically shift our result,
while the effect of halo formation time on the X-ray luminosity will
be unchanged, which we have confirmed with the TNG-300 result.
On the other hand, many studies with the EAGLE simulation show
consistent predictions, as we have discussed before.
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Figure A1. The hot gas mass fraction with respect to the total gas mass.
The symbols and lines share the same meanings as Figure 2. The hot gas
dominates (≳ 0.95) the total gas mass in halos with 𝑀500 ≳ 1013.4 M⊙ . Cold
gas starts to contribute more mass as the halo mass drops. It is also interesting
to see that the hot gas fraction is higher in these early-formed halos than in
later-formed ones at the same halo mass, which is clearer at the lower halo
mass.
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APPENDIX A: HOT GAS ABUNDANCE

As the halo mass decreases, gas heating becomes weak for various
reasons. As such, galaxy groups, unlike clusters, may contain a cer-
tain fraction of cold gas, which doesn’t emit X-ray photons. As such,
it would be interesting to understand the cold gas content in galaxy
groups. In Figure A1, we show the hot gas mass fraction with respect
to the total gas mass. Furthermore, the simulation data is coloured
and split by their halo formation time. Although hot gas still occupies
the most mass in galaxy groups, the decreasing fraction is very clear
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Figure B1. Similar to Figure 2 but color coding to the central galaxy mass
fraction. Due to the stellar mass fraction depending on halo mass, we used
its median value in the 𝑀∗/𝑀ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑜 - 𝑀ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑜 to separate the two families. At
𝑀500 above 1013 M⊙ , More massive central galaxies tend to have higher hot
gas fractions than less massive galaxies at the same halo mass.

along halo mass, and late-formed halos have systematically more
cold gas than early-formed halos.

APPENDIX B: GAS FRACTION SEPARATED BY
CENTRAL GALAXY FRACTION

Instead of halo formation time, which directly affects the central
galaxy properties (e.g. Cui et al. 2021), we investigate the central
galaxy (or brightest group galaxy in observation, BGG) stellar mass
fraction’s influence on the hot gas fraction in Figure B1. The symbol
colours of simulated objects are with respect to the BGG’s stellar
mass fraction – 𝑀∗/𝑀500. To clearly show its effects, we first estimate
the median line in the 𝑀500 - 𝑀∗/𝑀500 relation. Then, separate these
symbols in Figure B1 into two groups: above the median line or below
the median line in the 𝑀500 - 𝑀∗/𝑀500 relation. After that, we show
the median values of the two groups in red and blue, respectively.
The high gas fraction is generally associated with a massive BGG.

APPENDIX C: GAS FRACTION SEPARATED BY
CENTRAL BH MASS

Similar to Figure B1, we highlight the effect of black hole mass in
Figure C1. It is not surprising to see the halo with a higher black
hole mass tends to have more hot gas. This is because we know that
the black hole mass is primarily scaling with its host galaxy’s stellar
mass. On the other hand, this hints the AGN feedback may play a
role in the higher hot gas fraction.

APPENDIX D: GAS FRACTION SEPARATED BY
CENTRAL GALAXY AGE

Instead of BGG’s stellar mass fraction, we show the connection to
BGG’s mass-weighted stellar age in Figure D1. Again, this fits into
the consistent picture of BGGs formed earlier with older age to have
more mass in the early-formed halos.
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Figure C1. Similar to Figure B1 but colour coding to the BH mass in the
central galaxy. Again, we use the median line in the 𝑀• − 𝑀ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑜 relation
to split the massive and low mass BH families. A more massive central
BH tends to have a higher gas fraction at the same halo mass range when
𝑀500 ≳ 1013 M⊙ .
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Figure D1. Similar to Figure B1 but colour coding to the stellar age of the
central galaxy. Again, we use the median line in the 𝑎𝑔𝑒 − 𝑀ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑜 relation
to split the sample into two galaxy age families. At the same halo mass range
with 𝑀500 ≳ 1013 M⊙ , an older galaxy tends to have a higher gas fraction.
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