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Abstract Utilizing ALFALFA HI data, we investigate the relationship between specific star formation rate
(sSFR) and halo spin across various star-forming galaxies. Our analysis reveals no significant correlation
between sSFR and halo spin, irrespective of the galactic environment. Previous research suggests that high-
spin halos tend to harbor extended, low-density stellar distributions due to suppressed gas cooling and star
formation. However, unlike galaxy size and density, sSFR may primarily reflect the current star-forming
state rather than long-term history, indicating potential independence from halo spin.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In the standard galaxy formation model, halo spin is con-
sidered pivotal in galaxy formation and evolution, influ-
encing morphology and regulating baryonic fraction (Mo
et al. 1998; Guo et al. 2011; Rong et al. 2017; Amorisco
& Loeb 2016; Benavides et al. 2023; van den Bosch 1998;
Diemand et al. 2005; Desmond et al. 2017). However, hy-
drodynamical simulations (e.g., Kim & Lee 2013; Jiang
et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2023; Di Cintio et al. 2019) have
sparked debate on the role of halo spin in low-mass galax-
ies. For most dwarf galaxies, stellar distributions may be
independent of or weakly dependent on halo spin, with
concentrations and baryonic feedback exerting more sig-
nificant influence on low-mass galaxy properties. Halos
with shallower potential wells and lower concentrations
exhibit stronger feedback effects, leading to reduced star
formation efficiencies, lower stellar mass fractions, and
more extended stellar distributions (Kravtsov et al. 2018;
Sales et al. 2022; Hopkins et al. 2012; Sawala et al. 2015).
Despite extensive research, the influence of halo spin on
galaxy structure and evolution remains incompletely un-
derstood and lacks consensus.

The star formation rate, a crucial parameter defining
galaxy evolutionary state, is influenced by internal fac-
tors such as feedback, fuel supply, metallicity, and dust
content (Springel 2000; Hjorth et al. 2014; Grudić et al.
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2018; Hayward et al. 2011). Environmental factors also
play a significant role in shaping the star formation rate
(González & Padilla 2009; Tinker et al. 2017). Among the
myriad of galaxy properties, the impact of halo properties
on the star formation rate, while not direct, is paramount.
Halos’ mass and surface density have been shown to signif-
icantly affect star formation rates in galaxies (Dahlem et al.
2006; Kimm et al. 2009), yet the influence of halo spin on
star formation rate remains uncertain. Rong et al. (2024a)
propose a link between spin and star formation rate, sug-
gesting that increased halo spin could hinder gas accretion
and slow star formation processes. However, this proposed
scenario requires further investigation.

HI surveys conducted with single-dish telescopes,
such as the Arecibo Legacy Fast Alfa Survey (ALFALFA;
Giovanelli et al. 2005; Haynes et al. 2018) and the under-
going FAST All Sky HI survey (FASHI; Zhang et al. 2024),
provide valuable HI spectra from numerous star-forming
galaxies. These surveys offer crucial dynamical informa-
tion on galaxies, facilitating the estimation of spin param-
eters for galaxies with varying star formation rates and en-
abling the study of halo spin’s impact on star formation
rate.

In this study, we utilize a semi-analytic approach to
estimate halo spin for each HI-bearing galaxy cataloged in
ALFALFA and investigate the relationship between halo
spins and stellar densities of galaxies. Section 2 introduces
the sample data and outlines the methodology for estimat-
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ing halo spin. Section 3 presents a statistical analysis of the
dependence of galaxy stellar densities on halo spins. Our
findings are summarized in section 4.

2 DATA

2.1 Sample and specific star formation rate

We draw our galaxy sample from ALFALFA, a compre-
hensive HI survey covering 6,600 deg2 at high Galactic
latitudes. The ALFALFA (α.100; Haynes et al. 2018) cat-
alog, catalog, released by Haynes et al. (2018), includes
∼31,500 sources with radial velocities below 18,000 km
s−1. For each source, the catalog provides the HI spec-
trum signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), cosmological distance,
50% peak width of the HI line (W50) corrected for instru-
mental effects, HI mass (MHI), among other properties.

We match ALFALFA galaxies with MPA-JHU DR7
SDSS measurements to obtain star formation rates (SFRs)
(Brinchmann et al. 2004) and stellar mass (M⋆) based on
photometric fits. The specific SFR (sSFR) for each galaxy
is then calculated as sSFR = SFR/M⋆ (yr−1). To focus
on star-forming galaxies, we select those with log sSFR
> log(1/3tH(z=0)) ≈ −10.62 (Jing et al. 2021), where
tH(z=0) represents the Hubble time at redshift 0.

2.2 Rotation velocity and halo spin

The rotation velocity is given by Vrot = W50/2/ sinϕ,
with inclination ϕ of the HI disk estimated via the opti-
cal axis ratio b/a (from Durbala et al. 2020) and sinϕ =√
(1− (b/a)2)/(1− q20), setting ϕ = 90◦ for b/a ≤ q0.

We assume q0 ∼ 0.2 for massive galaxies and q0 ∼
0.4 (Rong et al. 2024b) for low-mass galaxies (M⋆ <

109.5M⊙). We exclude galaxies with ϕ < 50◦ or low SNR
(< 10) to ensure accurate Vrot measurements.

Some HI-bearing galaxies exhibit velocity dispersion-
dominated kinematics. These galaxies, identified by
their HI line profiles exhibiting a ‘single-horned’ shape
(ElBadry et al. 2018), pose challenges in accurately esti-
mating rotation velocities and, consequently, halo spins.
Following Hua et al. 2024, we employ the kurtosis param-
eter k4 < −1.0 to restrict our analysis to robust subsets
of isolated galaxies with double-horned HI profiles to ex-
clude potential contamination from dispersion-dominated
systems.

Assuming an isothermal halo model with negligible
baryonic gravitational influence, the halo spin parameter
λh is estimated as (Hernandez et al. 2007):

λh ≃ 21.8
RHI,d/kpc

(Vrot/kms−1)3/2
, (1)

where RHI,d is the HI disk scale length, derived from:

ΣHI(R) = ΣHI,0exp(−R/RHI,d), (2)

where ΣHI,0 is the central surface density of the HI disk.
The total HI mass MHI is linked to the scale length as

MHI = 2πΣHI,0R
2
HI,d. (3)

Additionally, we introduce the HI radius rHI, defined
as the radius at which the HI surface density reaches
1 M⊙pc

−2. rHI is calculated using the observed rHI-MHI

relation (Wang et al. 2016; Gault et al. 2021): log rHI =

0.51 logMHI − 3.59 (Wang et al. 2016; Gault et al. 2021).
Therefore, at rHI, we have

ΣHI,0exp(−rHI/RHI,d) = 1 M⊙pc
−2. (4)

By using equations (3) and (4), we can compute the value
of RHI,d for each galaxy in our sample, thereby enabling
the estimation of the halo spin.

3 RESULTS

Panels a and b of Fig. 1 illustrate the sSFR-halo spin
relation for low-mass (M⋆ < 109.5M⊙) and high-mass
(M⋆ > 109.5M⊙) galaxies. Correlation analysis reveals no
dependence of sSFR on halo spin, with correlation coeffi-
cients close to 0 (correlation coefficients≃ 0.10 and -0.04
for the low-mass and high-mass regimes, respectively).

Since environment also affects galaxy properties (e.g.,
Moore et al. 1996; Mayer et al. 2001; Mastropietro et al.
2005; Smith et al. 2015; Kazantzidis et al. 2011), we con-
trol for environmental influences by using the galaxy group
catalog by Saulder et al. (2016), applying a friends-of-
friends algorithm to SDSS DR12 (Alam et al. 2015) and
2MASS Redshift Survey data (Huchra et al. 2012), ad-
justed for biases (e.g., Malmquist bias). Isolated galaxies-
those located more than three virial radii from galaxy
groups-are examined again in panels c and d of Fig. 1,
yielding similarly weak correlations between sSFR and λh

(with correlation coefficients of 0.08 for the low-mass sam-
ple and -0.03 for the high-mass sample).

4 CONCLUSION

Using ALFALFA HI data, we examine sSFR-halo spin re-
lationships for a range of star-forming galaxies, finding no
significant correlation regardless of environment. Previous
work suggests that high-spin halos host extended, low-
density stellar distributions due to inhibited gas cooling
and star formation (Rong et al. 2024a). However, unlike
size and density, sSFR may reflect only the current star-
forming state rather than long-term history, implying inde-
pendence from halo spin. Future simulation-based studies
are necessary to verify this scenario.
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Fig. 1 sSFR versus halo spin parameter for low-mass (left) and high-mass (right) galaxies. The top panels show the full
star-forming galaxy sample, while the bottom panels focus on isolated galaxies. Median sSFR values with 1σ error bars
for each bin in log λh are represented in blue and red, respectively. Best-fit linear trends are indicated by the corresponding
lines.
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