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ABSTRACT

We investigate the angular distribution of satellite galaxies in and around pairs of galaxy groups
in SDSS and compare the results with the satellite distribution in pairs of dark matter halos by
constructing mock catalogs that account for the same selection effects as the observational sample. We
find that the angular distribution of satellites in both SDSS and the mock catalog exhibits a pronounced
tendency towards lopsidedness, with satellites preferentially located between the two central galaxies.
Additionally, there is a significant bulging distribution characterized by a higher concentration of
satellites along the line connecting the two centrals compared to those found perpendicular to it.
The lopsided and bulging distributions strengthen as pair separation and halo mass increase. The
mock catalog successfully reproduces the observational results across all cases considered. We find
that the lopsided and bulging distribution of satellites can largely be explained by overlapping two
randomly selected halos matched in mass to the actual halo pairs, along with their surrounding satellite
distribution, provided that the alignment between the orientations of the halos and the line connecting
the halo pairs is taken into account. This suggests that the angular distribution of satellites is a natural
consequence of the formation and evolution of large-scale structure in a ACDM universe, eliminating
the need to introduce other physical origins.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a A cold dark matter (ACDM) universe, galaxies
form through the cooling and condensation of gas at the
centers of dark matter halos, which form and grow hier-
archically through gravitational instability and mergers
(e.g. White & Rees 1978; Davis et al. 1985; Bond & My-
ers 1996; Mo et al. 2010). In this framework, the distri-
bution of galaxies is theoretically expected and has been
observationally confirmed to closely follow the distribu-
tion of dark matter halos across a broad range of spatial
scale (e.g. Davis et al. 1985). Furthermore, numerical
simulations and observations have established that dark
matter halos, which manifest as triaxial ellipsoids (e.g.
Jing & Suto 2002), are not oriented at random; instead,
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they exhibit spatial alignment with the orientation of
central galaxies (although with a median misalignment
angle of ~ 35°; e.g. Wang et al. 2008; Okumura et al.
2009; Niederste-Ostholt et al. 2010; Zhang et al. 2021),
as well as with the orientation and spatial distribution of
satellite galaxies (Brainerd 2005; Yang et al. 2006; Fal-
tenbacher et al. 2007, 2008; Georgiou et al. 2019), and
the large-scale distribution of halos and galaxies (e.g.
Faltenbacher et al. 2009; Li et al. 2013; Zhang et al. 2013;
Chen et al. 2015). These various alignment phenomena
can be naturally attributed to the large-scale tidal field
and the preferred accretion of matter along filamentary
structures. The alignment of galaxies in the local Uni-
verse, observed over scales ranging from galaxy sizes to
more than 100 Mpc, can be effectively reproduced by
simple halo-based models of galaxy distribution, pro-
vided that the misalignment between the orientations of
halos and central galaxies is taken into account (e.g. Li
et al. 2013).

Recently, Brainerd & Samuels (2020) discovered that
satellites around isolated luminous galaxies in the Sloan
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Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; York et al. 2000) tend to be
located predominantly on one side of their host galax-
ies. This “lopsided” distribution of satellites has also
been observed in hydrodynamic simulations, such as
Mlustris-TNG (Wang et al. 2021; Mangis & Brainerd
2024), as well as in mock catalogs constructed from
the Millennium simulation (Samuels & Brainerd 2023).
The findings indicate that stronger lopsidedness is as-
sociated with satellite galaxies around hosts with lower
masses and bluer colors, in addition to more massive
neighboring galaxies, greater distances from the hosts,
and lower redshifts. Moreover, lopsided distributions of
galaxies have been identified in galaxy clusters (Mangis
& Brainerd 2024) and among nearby dwarf galaxy sys-
tems (Heesters et al. 2024; Martinez-Delgado et al.
2024). Notably, Heesters et al. (2024) observed such
lopsided distributions around red early-type host galax-
ies in the MATLAS and ELVES surveys. More recently,
Liu et al. (2024) traced back the satellite systems in sim-
ulations to high redshifts, attributing the lopsidedness
to recent anisotropic accretion of subhalos.

Anisotropic distributions of satellites (subhalos) have
also been identified around galaxy pairs (halo pairs). For
instance, within the Local Group, dwarf satellites tend
to occupy the space between the Milky Way (MW) and
M31 (McConnachie & Irwin 2006; Conn et al. 2013).
Utilizing the SDSS galaxy sample, Libeskind et al.
(2016) found a similar bulging tendency in the satel-
lite distribution around galaxy pairs selected as analogs
of the MW-M31 system. Furthermore, the bulging sig-
nal was found to be weaker for galaxy pairs residing in
filaments compared to those located outside filaments,
suggesting that the bulging distribution arises from local
gravitational effects rather than the filamentary distri-
bution and large-scale accretion of matter (Libeskind
et al. 2016). An analysis of ACDM simulations by
Pawlowski et al. (2017) revealed similar but more pro-
nounced bulging distributions, attributing the weaker
signal observed by Libeskind et al. (2016) to background
and foreground contamination in the data. By tracing
the orbital trajectories of satellites around halo pairs in
simulations, Gong et al. (2019) demonstrated that the
bulging distribution is primarily contributed by satel-
lites approaching the paired hosts for the first time; thus,
the anisotropic signature diminishes once satellites have
passed by.

Considering that galaxy pairs exhibit significant align-
ment with their host filaments (Tempel & Tamm 2015;
Epps & Hudson 2017) alongside various forms of spa-
tial alignment and the lopsided distribution of satel-
lites around isolated halos and galaxies, the lopsided-
ness and bulging signals around halo/galaxy pairs may

arise simply from the overlap of two halos, each associ-
ated with somewhat aligned and lopsided satellite dis-
tributions. Previous studies have tested this hypothesis
by conducting similar analyses on samples of “overlap-
ping” halos or galaxies, generated by artificially placing
two isolated halos or galaxies along with their subha-
los or satellites at separations matching those of real
pairs. These tests generally yielded no or weak signals,
seemingly ruling out the overlap effect as the origin of
the lopsidedness and bulging distributions of satellites
around galaxy pairs. However, in these tests, the two
isolated halos/galaxies were randomly oriented, neglect-
ing the spatial alignment of their orientations concerning
the surrounding satellites. It is crucial to appropriately
incorporate the alignment signal in assessing the overlap
effect before arriving at a conclusive judgment regarding
its contribution to real pairs of halos or galaxies.

In this paper, we extend the exploration of lopsided
and bulging distributions of satellites around galaxy
pairs, which has previously focused primarily on the
MW-M31 system and its analogs, by selecting a large
sample of paired central galaxies from SDSS and in-
vestigating the dependence of lopsidedness and bulging
signals on host halo mass, halo mass ratio, and pair
separation. In particular, we carefully account for the
spatial alignment of galaxy orientations in relation to
the large-scale structure when testing the overlap effect.
Additionally, we utilize numerical simulations of dark
matter halos and construct mock catalogs that replicate
the same selection effects present in the real galaxy sam-
ple. We perform analogous analyses on the mock cat-
alogs and compare the results with observational mea-
surements. As we will demonstrate, once alignment is
considered in the overlap effect, both the lopsidedness
and bulging signals can be effectively explained, with
the observational measurements of these signals being
well reproduced by the numerical simulations. Com-
bined with previous studies on galaxy alignment and
the lopsided distribution of satellites around isolated
galaxies, our results illustrate that the anisotropic dis-
tribution around galaxy pairs is a natural consequence
of the formation and evolution of large-scale structure in
a ACDM universe. In a parallel paper (Ma, Li & Guo,
submitted to ApJ), we measure the satellite distribution
around halo pairs in both three dimensions and two-
dimensional planes, and make comparisons with those
from the mock catalog as done in this paper, in order
to understand the effect of projection and observational
sample selection effects.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we
introduce the criteria for sample selection and present
the measurements of the anisotropic distribution in the



observational sample. In section 3, we conduct a simi-
lar analysis with mock catalogs and compare the results
with observational measurements. In section 4, we de-
scribe the construction of our anisotropic overlap sample
and explore the origin of the anisotropic distribution of
satellites. Finally, we summarize our results in section 5.
Throughout the paper, we adopt a ACDM cosmology
with ©,, = 0.3089 and h = 0.6774, following Planck
Collaboration et al. (2016).

2. OBSERVATIONAL MEASUREMENTS
2.1. Data

The observational data used in this work are drawn
from the New York University Value Added Galaxy Cat-
alog (NYU-VAGQC)!, which was constructed by Blanton
et al. (2005) based on the final data release of the SDSS
(Abazajian et al. 2009). The sample comprises about
half a million galaxies with r-band Petrosian apparent
magnitudes r < 17.6 and spectroscopically measured
redshifts in the range 0.01 < z < 0.2. Stellar masses of
the galaxies are estimated by Blanton & Roweis (2007)
using the Petrosian magnitudes across the SDSS u, g, 7,
1 and z bands, assuming a stellar initial mass function
from Chabrier (2003).

We begin by identifying central galaxies from the full
sample using the following approach. First, we assume
each galaxy to be the central galaxy of its associated
dark matter halo and estimate a halo mass (Mya1,) based
on the stellar-to-halo mass relation derived by Guo et al.
(2010). Next, for a given galaxy, we locate all companion
galaxies within a projected radius of r, < 2.57yi; and
a line-of-sight velocity separation of Av < 1000 km/s.
The galaxy is classified as a central galaxy if it is the
most massive among all companion galaxies within this
volume. Here, the virial radius ry;, is computed from
Mha10 and is defined as the radius within which the mean
matter density is 200 times the critical density of the
universe. The choice of a projected radius of 2.57;;
alms to optimize both the completeness and purity of
the resulting central galaxy sample, as determined by
tests conducted on the mock catalog that we construct
in the next section.

We subsequently identify pairs of central galaxies (and
thus halo pairs) from the central galaxy sample using the
following criteria: (i) dark matter halo mass in the range
10 h=IMg < Mpao < 10 h='Mg, and (ii) a pro-
jected separation between the two central galaxies in the
range 0.25 h™'Mpc < dsep < 2.0 h™'Mpe, along with a
line-of-sight velocity separation of Avpai < 1000 km/s.

L http://sdss.physics.nyu.edu/vage/
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Figure 1. The schematic of a typical halo pair, as observed
on the sky. The two blue ellipses represent the paired halos,
which are central galaxies selected from the SDSS sample and
separated by a distance of dsep. Galaxies with projected sep-
aration dsat < 0.5dsep from their nearest host are identified
as “satellites” and are plotted as green ellipticals. The posi-
tion angle of the satellites, 6, is measured between the line
connecting it to its host central galaxy and the line connect-
ing the two centrals. A satellite is located “inside” the halo
pair if 0° < 6 < 90°, or “outside” the halo pair if 8 > 90°.

In this context, the more massive halo is referred to as
the “primary halo”, while the less massive halo is termed
the “secondary halo”. Moreover, we require that there
be no third halo whose mass exceeds half of the mass
of the secondary halo and whose center lies within a
projected distance of dsep from the midpoint of the line
connecting the two central galaxies, as well as within
a line-of-sight separation of 1000 km/s from the mean
velocity of the two central galaxies. It is important to
note that these criteria are similar to those employed
in Gong et al. (2019), which aimed to select analogs of
the MW-M31 system. However, we utilize wider ranges
for both Mha1o and dsep to expand the analysis to halo
pairs of varying masses, mass ratios, and separations.
For each halo pair, “satellites” are defined as galaxies
with a projected separation 7, < 0.5dsp and a line-
of-sight velocity separation Av < 1000 km/s from the
central galaxy of their nearest host halo. These criteria
yield a total of 180,390 halo pairs and 191,760 satellites.

2.2. Satellite Distribution

We measure the distribution of satellite galaxies in re-
lation to the orientation of halo pairs. As illustrated in
Figure 1, we define a position angle # on the sky for
each satellite as the angle between the line connecting
the satellite to its host central galaxy (the nearer of the
two centrals) and the line connecting the two central
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Figure 2. Angular distribution of satellites around halo pairs from SDSS, P(#), as

6(deg)

6(deg)

6(deg)

primary halo mass and secondary-to-primary halo mass ratio, as indicated.

6(deg)

025<dsep/(h 1Mpc)<05 05<dsep/(h 1Mpc)<10 1.0 < dsep/(h~ 1Mpc)<15 15<dsep/(h 1Mpc)<20
| ‘\ T T | L B B B T \\\\\4,\ T ‘ T ‘ T \!\\ \\‘\\,\ T ‘ T L T \\‘\\,
L6 1 ddey <025 T~ 025<dsaf/dsep<05§§ : 3 = 3
Lac 4 al T : ES ? E
120 * - 4
@ i I = I Y. g . I N\ ‘:
T f*@ bég‘_% E
0.8 - E
0.6 [T <logioM, < 12 T a2 E E
04 T T e E
A L O L B I O B L S ol SOV R S e :
1.2 - — = =
115 + = = -
T r 1 H r ] B
zl-o:—%' E =5 s E
0.9F =+ - = 3
E [12<logioM, <13 + F : E E
| T= - SRR A S R E
13F 2 2 - E
12fF = =
s NG
E:l.OE E
0.95 2 =
0-8E M3 logioM, <15 ES £ : 3
0.7, 5 T SR | \\!\\\\\\ =+ S T R s | \\\\!\\ | =
0 0

30 60 90 120 15
6(deg)

30 60 90 120 150

6(deg)

0

Ll +
30 60 90 120 150 O

6(deg)

30 60

6(deg)

90 120 1

50

-t

ool

measured for pairs of varying separation,

Figure 3. Angular distribution of satellites around halo pairs from SDSS, P(6), as measured for pairs of varying separation,

primary halo mass and satellite-to-host distance, as indicated.

galaxies. With this definition, 6 ranges from 0° to 180°.
Angles 6 < 90° correspond to satellites located “inside”
the halo pair (between the two central galaxies), while
0 > 90° indicates satellites that are “outside” the halo
pair. Satellites positioned along the line connecting the

two centrals have § = 0° if they are inside the halo
pair, or 6 = 180° if they are outside. To quantify the
lopsidedness distribution, we compare the abundance of
satellites located inside and outside their halo pairs. Ad-
ditionally, the bulging distribution can be assessed by



comparing the satellite abundance between 6 < 45° and
45° < 6 < 90° (for satellites inside the halo pairs), as
well as between 6 > 135° and 90° < 6 < 135° (for those
outside the halo pairs).

Figure 2 displays the distributions of satellite posi-
tion angle, P(6), for halo pairs with different separations
(panels from left to right), primary halo masses (up-
per panels), and secondary-to-primary halo mass ratios
(lower panels). When calculating P(#), we correct for
the effect of volume incompleteness in the SDSS galaxy
sample by weighting each pair by the inverse of the vol-
ume in which both the host centrals and the satellites
can be included in the sample. To estimate the errors
of P(0), we randomly shuffle the position angles of cen-
tral galaxies and recalculate the satellite position an-
gle distribution. This process is repeated 50 times, and
the errors of P(6) are estimated by the scatter between
the random samples. As can be seen, for all halo pairs
considered, except those with the smallest separations
(dsep < 0.5 h™1Mpc), the satellite position angles ex-
hibit a lopsided distribution, with unequal P(f) values
between 8 < 90° and # > 90°. Furthermore, in most
cases, P(0) displays a bulging signal, with a minimum
at an intermediate 6, indicating that the satellites are
preferentially aligned along the connection line between
the halo centers. Noticeably, the angle at which the min-
imum occurs increases with primary halo mass for pairs
of given separation, but it appears to decrease with pair
separation for pairs of given halo mass. Both the lop-
sidedness and bulging signals increase as the separation
between pairs increases.

Halo pairs with high masses (M, > 10'3My) show
strong lopsidedness towards small angles and pro-
nounced bulging signals at § < 90°, with this trend
being only weakly dependent on pair separation. This
result suggests that satellites in high-mass halos prefer
to be located between the two halo centers and aligned
with the orientation of the halo pair. In contrast, for
low-mass halo pairs, while satellites also tend to align
with the pair orientation, they are preferentially found
outside rather than inside the halo pairs. Additionally,
a strong dependence on pair separation is observed for
low-mass halo pairs, with stronger bulging signals but
weaker lopsidedness as the pair separation increases. Fi-
nally, when the pair separation is fixed, we find no ob-
vious dependence of P(f) on the secondary-to-primary
halo mass ratio, as indicated in the lower panels.

In Figure 3, we further examine the dependence of
P(0) on the distance of satellites to their host central
galaxy. We scale the satellite-to-host distance dg,¢ by the
pair separation dscp and divide all satellites into two sub-
samples based on the ratio of dgy/dsep. Generally, for
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halo pairs with a given pair separation and primary halo
mass, the distribution of satellites located further from
their halo centers is observed to be more bulging and lop-
sided compared to those closer to the halo centers. This
effect becomes more pronounced for more massive and
more widely separated halo pairs. This finding aligns
with the suggestion made by Gong et al. (2019), which
proposed that the anisotropic distribution arises from
dynamically young accretion events. Our results sup-
port their hypothesis, as recently accreted galaxies are
typically found at greater distances from their host ha-
los.

3. COMPARISON WITH HALO-BASED MODELS

To make comparison with theoretical models, we first
populate dark matter halos in a cosmological simula-
tion with galaxies of varying properties, which are de-
termined through an empirical galaxy formation model.
Subsequently, we establish the orientations of our model
galaxies and construct mock catalogs that replicate the
same selection effects as the SDSS galaxy sample. Fi-
nally, we measure the satellite distribution in the mock
catalog and compare the measurements with the SDSS-
based measurements presented above.

3.1. Simulation and galaxy model

The simulation utilized in this study is Illus-
trisTNG300, part of The Next Generation Illustris dark
matter only simulation (HlustrisTNG-DMO; Marinacci
et al. 2018; Naiman et al. 2018; Nelson et al. 2018;
Pillepich et al. 2018; Springel et al. 2018). This sim-
ulation contains 2500% dark matter particles with a par-
ticle mass of 7.0 x 107 h='Mg within a periodic box
of size L = 205 h~'Mpc (approximately 300 Mpc) on
each side. The adopted cosmological parameters are
consistent with measurements from Planck Collabora-
tion et al. (2016): €, = 0.3089, €, = 0.0486, and
h = 0.6774. The simulation offers 100 snapshots cor-
responding to redshifts ranging from z = 20 to z = 0.
Dark matter halos and subhalos are identified using the
friends-of-friends algorithm (FOF; Davis et al. 1985) and
the SUBFIND algorithm (Springel et al. 2001), respec-
tively. In this study, we utilize the catalog of halos and
subhalos at z = 0.

We assume that each subhalo hosts a galaxy, and we
assign a stellar mass to each galaxy using the subhalo
abundance matching (SHAM) model (Vale & Ostriker
2004; Conroy et al. 2006; Moster et al. 2010; Guo et al.
2010; Reddick et al. 2013). In practice, we derive the
relationship between galaxy stellar mass M, and vpeak,
which is the highest circular velocity that a halo has
attained throughout its entire merger history. This is
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lines in each panel represent the SDSS sample and the mock catalog, respectively.

done by matching the number density of halos with vpeax
above a given threshold to the number density of galax-
ies with M, above a corresponding threshold, as com-
puted from the galaxy stellar mass function in the local
Universe measured by Li & White (2009). Next, fol-
lowing Meng et al. (2024), we further assign an r-band
absolute magnitude M, to each galaxy based on the rela-
tionship between M, and M, observed in SDSS galaxies.
For further details, readers are referred to Meng et al.
(2024).

3.2. Construction of the mock catalog

We follow the method described in Li et al. (2006)
and Meng et al. (2024) to construct our mock cata-
log, which incorporates the same selection effects as
the SDSS galaxy sample used in the previous sec-
tion. Briefly, we construct a light cone using simula-
tion snapshots to cover the same volume and redshift
range as the real survey, and then incorporate all rel-
evant observational selection effects, such as redshift-
dependent incompleteness due to the limiting magni-
tude, sky position-dependent incompleteness, the k-
correction effect, and others. More details can be found
in Li et al. (2006).

For each galaxy, we determine its orientation using
the dark matter particles within the central 0.04Ry;, of
the host halo. This approach assumes that the stellar
component of a galaxy can be effectively represented by
the central region of its parent dark matter halo (cf. Fal-
tenbacher et al. 2009). The choice of 0.04R,;, is based on
the consideration that the effective radius of disk galax-
ies may be approximated by the product of the halo spin
Ahalo and the virial radius Ryi, (Mo et al. 1998), and that
halo spins follow a log-normal distribution with a me-
dian value of (Apa0) = 0.03 — 0.05 (Bullock et al. 2001;
Bett et al. 2007; Danovich et al. 2015). Assuming that
the shape of each galaxy can be modeled by a triaxial

ellipsoid, we use the dark matter particles in the central
region to calculate the weighted inertia tensor (Allgood
et al. 2006). The eigenvectors of this tensor are used to
determine the three axes of the ellipsoid, including both
their lengths and directions. The longest axis is taken
as the major axis of the galaxy, and is projected onto
the sky to indicate the observed major axis in the mock
catalog.

Previous studies have established that the orientations
of central galaxies are not perfectly aligned with the ori-
entations of their host halos. Instead, there exists a mis-
alignment angle between their major axes, which follows
a Gaussian distribution with a mean of zero and a width
of o9 (Wang et al. 2008; Okumura et al. 2009). Accord-
ingly, we incorporate a misalignment angle for each of
the mock galaxies by adopting a Gaussian distribution
with a mean of zero and a mass-dependent width oy,
which is given by:

{ — 45(M, —10.5)% + 40, for halos
op =

—45(M, —10.5) + 60,  for subhalos

We utilize the projected alignment cross-correlation
function (ACCF; Faltenbacher et al. 2009; Li et al.
2013), denoted as wp(rp,8p), to validate our orienta-
tion model. In contrast to the traditional projected
cross-correlation function (CCF), wp(rp), which mea-
sures galaxy clustering as a function of the projected
separation (r,) between galaxies of given properties and
a reference sample of galaxies, the ACCF measures the
clustering as a function of both r, and 60, the angle be-
tween the major axis of the galaxy in consideration and
the connection line to the companion galaxy in the ref-
erence sample. The alignment between the orientation
of the galaxies and the distribution of reference galaxies
is quantified by comparing w,(rp,8p) at different values
of 6,. In Figure 4, we present the ratios of wy(ry,6,)
measured at three non-overlapping intervals of 6, with
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left to right correspond to different stellar mass bins.
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Different colors indicate various 6, bins, with solid lines
representing SDSS data and dotted lines representing
the mock results. For error estimation, we randomly
shuffle the position angles of galaxies and repeat the
analysis 20 times. The 1o variance of these 20 shuffled
samples is used to estimate the errors of the correla-
tion function ratios, as plotted in the figure. As can be
seen, the measurements of the alignment signal in the
mock catalog are in good agreement with those in the
SDSS sample across all mass bins and all scales probed.
This result demonstrates that our halo-based empirical
model can effectively reproduce the spatial distribution
and alignment of galaxies in the local Universe.

3.3. Comparison between model and data

To provide a direct comparison with observational
data, we employ the same method described in 2.1 to
identify central galaxies, halo pairs, and satellites in
the mock catalog. This process results in 209,935 halo
pairs and 331,980 satellites. We then measure the an-
gular distribution of satellites around the paired cen-
trals for different primary halo masses (M), pair sep-
arations (dsep), secondary-to-primary halo mass ratios
(Ms/M,), as well as the distance from satellites to their
halos scaled by pair separation (dgsat/dsep). The results
are shown in Figure 5, Figure 6, and Figure 7, where
the corresponding results from SDSS are displayed for
comparison. As can be seen, the results from the ob-

servational data are reasonably reproduced by the mock
catalog across all cases considered, although subtle dis-
crepancies are noted in instances where the measure-
ments are relatively noisy, either from the data, the
mock catalog, or both. These results suggest that the
ACDM model can naturally reproduce the anisotropic
distribution of satellite galaxies in and around pairs of
dark matter halos as observed in the local Universe.

4. OVERLAP EFFECT

In this section, we analyze the overlap effect, which
occurs when an overabundance of satellites is naturally
found between two halos as they are brought closer
together. By comparing the distribution of satellites
around these overlapping halos with those around ac-
tual halo pairs, we aim to test the hypothesis that the
observed lopsided and bulging distribution of satellites
might be somewhat attributed to the overlap effect.
In subsection 4.1, we begin by following previous stud-
ies to construct a sample of overlapping halos without
considering their spatial alignment. We then take into
account the alignment of halos in subsection 4.2.

4.1. Owerlap effect with no alignment

For each central galaxy in the halo pairs, we ran-
domly select a halo from the full sample, ensuring that
they closely match in halo mass, within a tolerance of
Alog1o(M/[h"*Mg]) < 0.1. For a given pair of halos,
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Figure 8. Comparison of satellite distribution between actual halo pairs and the overlap sample, for both the SDSS (red/blue

lines) and the mock catalog (yellow/cyan lines).

the two selected halos, along with their satellites within
a projected distance of dyp and a line-of-sight velocity
separation of v = 1000 km/s, are placed at the same
angular position and redshift as the original halo pair.
To reduce shot noise, this process is repeated 10 times,
resulting in a sample of overlapping halos that is ten
times the size of the original halo pair sample. We then
measure the angular distribution of the satellites around
these overlapping pairs using the same method as before.

We perform this analysis for both the real data from
SDSS and the mock catalog. In Figure 8, we present the
distribution of satellites around the overlapping pairs,
where blue represents the SDSS sample and cyan repre-
sents the mock catalog, for different halo masses and pair
separations. These are compared with the results from
actual halo pairs, with red indicating the SDSS sam-
ple and orange for the mock catalog. Consistent with
previous studies (e.g. Gong et al. 2019), generally, the
overlapping pairs show no bulging signal at all, exhibit-
ing only a weakly lopsided distribution characterized by
higher P(6) at smaller angles 8. This lopsidedness ef-
fect is weaker than that observed from the actual pairs,
particularly at lower halo masses and larger pair sepa-
rations.

4.2. Owerlap effect with alignment

Now we take into account the alignment of central
galaxies and halo pairs in our examination of the overlap

effect. Specifically, we consider the alignment between
the orientation of the central galaxy of the primary halos
and the halo pair, defined by 3, the angle between the
major axis of the primary central galaxy and the line
connecting the two paired centrals. The measurements
of this angle are performed on the sky plane for both the
SDSS galaxy sample and the mock catalog, and geomet-
ric symmetry naturally constrains the range of § to be
[0°,90°]. The position angles (PA) of the major axis of
SDSS galaxies are measured from their r-band images
(Lupton et al. 2001). The major axes of mock galaxies
are determined using the method described in subsec-
tion 3.2.

Figure 9 shows the probability distribution of 8 for
different primary halo masses and various pair separa-
tions. As can be seen, the mock catalog agrees well with
the SDSS sample in all panels, demonstrating again that
the alignment signal of the real galaxies is well captured
in the mock catalog by our orientation model. As ex-
pected, 8 is not randomly distributed; rather, smaller
angles are preferred, indicating that the orientation of
the central galaxies tends to align with the connection
line of the halo pairs. This effect is more evident as
one considers pairs with larger separations. This result
can be attributed to the limited thickness of filaments,
because of which it is natural for pairs with greater sep-
arations to align more closely with the filaments, which
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are known to align with the orientation of central galax-
ies to some degree (Zhang et al. 2013; Chen et al. 2015).

To incorporate the alignment into the overlap effect,
we rotate the entire configuration of galaxy distribution
around each central galaxy of a given pair in the overlap
sample, ensuring that the major axes of the two centrals
are aligned with the line connecting the pair. This pro-
cess is applied consistently for both the SDSS sample
and the mock catalog. The samples so constructed are
referred to as “aligned overlap samples”, in contrast to
the sample of randomly placed overlapping halos ana-
lyzed above. In Figure 10, the angular distribution of
satellites in the aligned overlap samples is plotted using
blue and cyan symbols/lines for the SDSS and mock cat-
alogs, respectively, across different primary halo mass
and pair separation bins. For comparison, the results
from the actual halo pairs are plotted using red and or-
ange symbols/lines.

When the alignment is included, the bulging signal
manifests, and the lopsidedness strengthens in all cases
considered, as anticipated. Consequently, the over-
lapping halos in the highest halo mass bin (M, >
10" h=1Mg) exhibit behavior that closely resembles
that of the actual halo pairs. This holds true for all
pair separations in both the SDSS and mock catalog.
However, significant discrepancies remain for lower halo
masses, particularly at larger pair separations, although
better agreements are observed compared to those found
for the randomly placed overlapping halo pairs from Fig-
ure 8.

Considering the previous finding that the alignment
of halos with large-scale structures is weaker for lower
masses of halos (e.g. Faltenbacher et al. 2007, 2008), the
discrepancies observed at relatively low masses could
be partly attributed to the misalignment between the
orientations of central galaxies and those of their host
halos. This misalignment has been incorporated into
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our galaxy orientation model, which has demonstrated good agreement with SDSS across all instances thus far.
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To test this conjecture, we reconstruct the aligned over-
lap samples by aligning the host halo orientation with
the halo pair connection line, specifically using the ma-
jor axis of the host halos instead of that of the central
galaxies. Since the orientations of halos are not avail-
able for the observed galaxies, this analysis is performed
solely for the mock catalog. The results are presented
in Figure 11 as red symbols/lines, compared with mock
catalog measurements for the actual halo pairs (black),
the overlapping halos without alignment (blue), and the
overlapping halos aligned by galaxy major axes (green).

As expected, the lopsidedness and bulging signals be-
come stronger when the overlapping halos are aligned by
halo orientation instead of galaxy orientation. Conse-
quently, the results for the actual halo pairs can be bet-
ter explained by the overlap effect at M, < 10 h™'Mg,
although this comes at the expense of slightly worse
agreement for more massive halos, for which the overlap-
ping halos aligned with galaxy orientation provide bet-
ter agreement. This test confirms that the alignment of
galaxies or host halos plays an important role in produc-
ing the anisotropic distribution of satellites around halo
pairs.

We note that, as can be seen from Figure 11, sig-
nificant discrepancies still exist between all the overlap
samples and the actual halo pairs for M, < 10*2 h=!M®
and dsep > 1 h~'Mpc. In the parallel paper (Ma, Li &
Guo, submitted to ApJ), we have shown that the 3D-to-
2D projection affects the satellite distribution for actual
halo pairs and overlapping halos in different ways. In
fact, when the measurements are performed in 3D, the
overlap sample can also well reproduce the satellite dis-
tribution for widely-separated pairs of low-mass halos.
For further details, the reader is referred to Section 3.2
and Fig. 9 of that paper.

5. SUMMARY

In this paper, we examine the anisotropic distribution
of satellite galaxies in and around pairs of dark matter
halos. We first utilize an observational sample based
on SDSS DRY, selecting pairs of central galaxies with a
wide range of pair separations (0.25 h™!Mpc < dgep <
2 h~'Mpc) and primary halo masses (10*! h=1Mg <
M, < 10" h=1Mg). We measure the angular distribu-
tion of satellites for halo pairs of different masses, sep-
arations, mass ratios, and satellite-to-central distances.
Next, we construct a mock catalog based on an empir-
ical model of galaxy formation, which is implemented
in the Mlustriss-TNG300 simulation, to facilitate direct
comparisons between the model and the data regarding
satellite distribution. Finally, we investigate the over-
lap effect by constructing samples of overlapping halos

in both the SDSS and the mock catalog. In particular,
we consider the spatial alignment of halos in the overlap
effect, which has been completely overlooked in previous
studies.

The main results of this paper can be summarized as
follows.

(i) The angular distribution of satellite galaxies in
pairs of dark matter halos exhibits a pronounced
tendency toward lopsidedness, with satellites pref-
erentially located between the two central galaxies.
Additionally, there is a significant bulging distri-
bution, characterized by a higher concentration of
satellites along the line connecting the two centrals
compared to those found perpendicular to it. Both
the lopsided and bulging distributions strengthen
as pair separation and primary halo mass increase;
however, there is no significant dependence on the
mass ratio of halo pairs. Satellites located closer to
their centrals demonstrate stronger lopsided and
bulging distributions than those that are more dis-
tant.

(ii) The mock catalog successfully reproduces the ob-
servational measurements of the angular distribu-
tion of satellites around pairs of dark matter halos.
It also accurately models the spatial alignment of
galaxies with varying masses and the alignment
between the orientation of central galaxies and the
orientation of halo pairs.

(iii) The lopsided and bulging distribution of satellites
observed in both the SDSS and the mock cata-
log can largely be explained by overlapping two
randomly selected halos of similar masses along
with their surrounding satellite distribution, pro-
vided that the alignment between the orientations
of the halos and the line connecting the halo pairs
is considered. This finding suggests that the angu-
lar distribution of satellites around halo pairs can
be naturally explained by the alignment of halos
and galaxies with respect to large-scale filamen-
tary structures in a ACDM universe.

We should point out that different definitions of halo
(galaxy) pairs have been adopted in previous studies.
For instance, Libeskind et al. (2016) identified galaxy
groups consisting of only two galaxies to constitute the
sample of galaxy pairs, while Pawlowski et al. (2017) re-
quired galaxy pairs to be the two most luminous galax-
ies within 1.5 Mpc of the pair’s midpoint. In this work,
we follow the selection criteria of Gong et al. (2019),
identifying halo pairs by the two most massive galaxies
within a radius equal to the pair separation from the



pair’s midpoint. Compared to Gong et al. (2019), we
have extended the range of halo pair separations and
halo masses. Gong et al. (2019) focused mainly on halo
pairs similar to the Local Group, while we aim to ex-
tend their analysis to more general situations of halo
pairs in the local universe. Nevertheless, our sample
also includes halo pairs that resemble the Local Group.
Unlike our results, Gong et al. (2019) found that the
lopsided signal is strongest for the least massive hosts
and the most extreme mass ratios. This discrepancy
could be attributed to the projection effects and selec-
tion effects in the observational sample, as Gong et al.
(2019) conducted their analysis purely in simulation. In
a parallel paper (Ma, Li & Guo, submitted to ApJ),
we examine the satellite distribution around halo pairs
in three-dimensional space using the Illustris-TNG300
simulation and compare the results with those obtained
in both two-dimensional space and a SDSS-like redshift
survey. Our 3D results are consistent with Gong et al.
(2019). The impacts of projection and selection effects
on the measurements of satellite distribution are dis-
cussed in detail in Ma, Li & Guo (submitted to ApJ).
Regarding the origin of the anisotropic distribution
of satellites in halo pairs, our conclusion aligns with
the findings of Pawlowski et al. (2017) and Gong et al.
(2019). While Gong et al. (2019) traced the trajectories
of satellites in simulation, we artificially included the
filamentary structures around halo pairs in our overlap
samples. The influence of filaments on the anisotropic
signal can be further verified by combining the trajec-
tories of satellites with the cosmic web in which they
reside. Our analysis suggests that the overlap effect can
largely explain the lopsided and bulging distribution of
satellites, eliminating the need to introduce other mech-
anisms, such as the local gravitational effects proposed
by Libeskind et al. (2016). The overlap effect arises
naturally from the overabundance of satellites in and
around close pairs, combined with the alignment among
galaxies, dark matter halos, and large-scale structures,
which have been well established across a broad range
of spatial scales and can be effectively reproduced by
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halo-based models implemented in a ACDM cosmolog-
ical simulation (Yang et al. 2006; Faltenbacher et al.
2008, 2009; Li et al. 2013, among others). As we discuss
in more detail in our parallel paper (Ma, Li & Guo, sub-
mitted to ApJ), the origin of the satellite distribution
of halo pairs is more clearly revealed in three dimen-
sions, and a correct understanding of the picture can
be achieved only by carefully comparing the model and
data with the help of mock catalogs.
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